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The Positron Annihilation to Dark Matter Experiment (PADME) was designed and con-
structed to search for dark photons (A′) in the process e+e− → γA′, using the positron beam
at the Beam Test Facility (BTF) at the National Laboratories of Frascati (LNF). Since the
observation of an anomalous spectra in internal pair creation decays of nuclei seen by the
collaboration at the ATOMKI institute, the PADME detector has been modified and a new
data-taking run has been undertaken to probe the existance of the so-called “X17” particle.

1 Introduction

As the parameter space available to WIMP models of dark matter has reduced over recent
years, interest has grown in dark sector models. These models assume that dark matter is made
of particles which interact feebly with Standard Model particles via a portal particle, known
as a dark photon (A′). The dark photon would be a massive vector boson, characterised by
two parameters: the mass (mA′) and the coupling (ε) to Standard Model fermions. Current
constraints for Dark Photon models are shown in Figures 1a and 1b respectively 1.
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(a) Constraints for visibly decaying A′s. (b) Constraints for invisibly decaying A′s.

Figure 1: Current constraints on Dark Photon models 1. Models are characterised by two
variables: the mass, mA′ , and the coupling, ε, between the A′ and SM fermions.

The Positron Annihilation to Dark Matter Experiment (PADME) was constructed to search
for a dark photon (A′) produced in association with a standard model photon in e+e− → γA′

annihilations. Since switching on in 2018 the experiment has collected more than 1013 positrons
on target (PoT) and has published the most precise measurement of the e+e− → γγ cross section
below 1 GeV to date 2.

Figure 2: 12C decays for four different ex-
citation energies 3.

This talk gave an update on the status and
prospects of PADME Run 3 which aims to in-
vestigate the anomaly found in internal pair cre-
ation (IPC) decays of different nuclei by Kraszna-
horkay et al. at the ATOMKI Institue in Debrecen,
Hungary. This anomaly, also known as the “X17
anomaly”, was first found in the angular spectrum
of e+e− pairs resulting from 8Be decays. The col-
laboration found a 6.8σ-significance bump in the
spectrum at separation angles corresponding to the
decay of a particle of approximately 17 MeV mass
4. The experiment has since been repeated with an
improved setup 5, using the decays of 4He and 12C.
The collaboration has found that the anomaly per-
sists in the decays of these nuclei too, with three
different excitation states being studied in 4He 6

and four states of 12C 3. All three of the 4He re-
sults gave a significance above 6σ for a particle
of approximately 17 MeV mass decaying to e+e−

pairs, and the 12 results having significances 3σ,
3σ, 7σ and 8σ respectively. Figure 2 shows the re-
sults from the decays of 12C, and Figure 7 shows
the current exclusion limits on the vector boson
and ALP interpretations of the X17 anomaly re-
spectively, along with the expected 90% confidence
limit reachable from PADME Run 3 7.

PADME is located at the Beam Test Facil-
ity (BTF) at the National Laboratories of Fras-
cati (LNF), the only facility in the world with



a positron beam able to operate at energies of
∼280 MeV. Therefore, in 2022 the PADME collaboration decided to search for the resonant
production and subsequent decay of a new 17 MeV boson.

2 Setup and status of PADME: Runs 1 and 2

PADME is a fixed target experiment, with the < 550 MeV positron beam impinging on the
100µm thin active diamond target. The target acts as a luminosity detector, measuring the
number and geometrical distribution of positrons in each beam bunch, as well as being the target
for the physical processes studied at PADME. The dark photon signal which the experiment was
designed to search for is a single standard model photon in the BGO electromagnetic calorimeter
(ECal) and nothing in the other detectors. The missing energy then gives access to the mass
of the dark photon (mA′). The experimental setup can be seen in Figure 3. It should be noted
that the Charged Particle Tagger (ETagger) was added for Run 3, whereas the Dipole Magnetic
Field was used only in Runs 1 and 2 and switched off for Run 3. The position of the TimePix3
beam monitor was changed accordingly, since un-interacted beam particles were deflected by
the magnetic field in Runs 1 and 2 and not in Run 3.

The main background at PADME is Bremsstrahlung. The rate of Bremsstrahlung photons
is so high that it would overwhelm the ECal if no measures were taken, however since the photon
spectrum is sharply peaked at small angles to the beamline, the ECal was built with a central
hole, behind which a faster Cherenkov detector known as the small angle calorimeter (SAC) was
constructed. In Runs 1 and 2 the magnetic field diverted charged particles leaving the target into
the charged particle veto system, allowing Bremsstrahlung photons to be matched with their
accompanying positrons, giving a more efficient veto system. The pair of charged particle vetoes
also gives access to visible decay modes of the dark photon in Runs 1 and 2. More information
about the PADME detector can be found in 8.

Between 2018 and 2020, the PADME collaboration undertook 2 data-taking runs, collecting
a total of > 1013PoT in three different beam-line configurations. As shown by the total energy
of pairs of photons reaching the ECal, Figure 4, the background in the ECal coming from low
energy beam particles was reduced by moving from the secondary positron beam, produced
at a 1.7X0 Cu target close to the PADME experimental hall (shown in blue), to the primary
positron beam produced at the LINAC positron converter further upstream (shown in red). The
situation was improved significantly more by moving the vacuum separating window upstream
of a wall separating the LINAC and BTF, and changing the material from which it was made
from beryllium to mylar (shown in green). This last modification was made after careful studies
using a Monte Carlo simulation of the beamline and the experiment 9.

3 Multi-photon annihilation

Figure 3: PADME Setup



Figure 4: Sum of energies of photon pairs in
PADME ECal in three beamline configurations
between Runs 1 and 2.

The beam conditions shown in green in Fig-
ure 4 allowed the collaboration to measure the
inclusive in-flight cross-section e+e− → γγ(γ).
This measurement represents an important
milestone for the collaboration for several rea-
sons: first, it could be sensitive itself to new
physics at the Sub-GeV scale, for example in
the form of ALPs. It is also the first mea-
surement of this cross-section at beam ener-
gies below 500 MeV with precision better than
20%, and the only measurement of this cross-
section in this range which observed the two
final state photons, making it the first mea-
surement of this cross-section able to distin-
guish SM processes from new physics contri-
butions. Finally, it is an important milestone
in the search for the A′ associated production,
since the cross section of associated production of a Dark Photon is linearly correlated to the
cross section of 2γ e+e− annihilation (σ(e+e− → γγ)) as:

σ(e+e− → γA′) ∝ ε2 × σ(e+e− → γγ)× δ(mA′)

where ε is the coupling constant of the A′ to SM leptons and δ(mA′) is an acceptance factor
that is a function of the mass of the Dark Photon.

Using the tag-and-probe method presented in 2, the cross-section was found to be

σ(e+e− → γγ)PADME = 1.977± 0.018 (stat)± 0.119 (syst) mb

which agrees with QED at next to leading order, as calculated by Babayaga,

σ(e+e− → γγ)Theory = 1.9478± 0.0005 (stat)± 0.0020 (syst) mb

within the experimental error. The result is shown in the context of other measurements at this
energy scale in Figure 5.

4 PADME Run 3

As discussed in Section 1, in 2022 the PADME collaboration undertook a new round of data-
taking specifically searching for the X17 particle. Due to the expected increase in the cross
section of production of the particle on resonance, the collaboration decided to perform a scan
across the energy range expected from the ATOMKI experiments, shown as the green band in
Figure 7. Studies from Run 2 revealed the difficulty of studying charged-particle final states
using the Vetoes. For this reason, the experimental setup was modified in order to perform the
measurement using the ECal: the PADME dipole was switched off and a new plastic scintillator
detector, known as the ETagger was built directly in front of the ECal, as shown in Figure 3.

A scan was performed over beam energies between 260-300 MeV in steps of 0.7 MeV, with the
beam energy being selected by changing the current of the penultimate LINAC dipole magnet
before the PADME target, and the beam trajectory was then corrected using the last dipole
along the beamline in order to redirect the beam back along the PADME axis. While in Runs 1
and 2 the beam multiplicity was 28×103 PoT per bunch, with the magnetic field off this would
cause the ECal to be overwhelmed with Bremsstrahlung positrons. Therefore, the multiplicity
was reduced to 5×103 PoT per bunch by keeping the LINAC collimators relatively closed. This
had the benefit of allowing in turn for a very low energy spread at each point, corresponding



(a) PoT as a function of beam energy. (b) PoT as a function of center of mass energy.

Figure 6: Number of positrons on target collected in Run 3 as a function of beam energy and
center of mass energy respectively.

(a) Constraints for vector X17 interpretation. (b) Constraints for ALP X17 interpretation.

Figure 7: Current constraints on X17 models 7. The targeted parameter space for PADME Run
3 is shown in orange.

to an excellent invariant mass resolution. Due to the expected increase in production cross-
section on resonance, only 1010 PoT were required for each point in the scan, corresponding to
approximately 24 hours of data-taking even at this lowered multiplicty.

Figure 5: σ(e+e− → γγ) measurements at
the <10 GeV scale. The measurement from
PADME Run 2 is shown in red.

1010 PoT were collected at each of 47
points around the X17 resonance, 5 points
below the resonance and 1 point above the
resonance, as shown in Figure 6. The off-
resonance points serve to validate the analysis
strategy before unblinding the signal region.
The X17 signal would then appear as a bump
above the SM background in the number of
events in several bins around one point of the
scan. The expected limit at PADME, given
the statistics accumulated shown in Figure 6,
is of the same density as the lower orange lines
in Figure 7, with the range of the upper orange
lines.

As of April 2023, the data has been in-
spected to assess the data quality. Figure 8
shows the energy of all clusters in the ECal

as a function of the theta angle between the cluster and the beamline, for all 5 of the below
resonance points. Due to kinematic constraints, any particles coming from vertices at the tar-
get should have a kinematic profile which lies inside the box highlighted in red . Studying the
difference between time of arrival of two clusters in this box gives Figure 9. The fact that this



distribution is very well fitted with a gaussian of σ ∼ 1.5 ns shows that the experiment is not
dominated by background either from out-of-trajectory beam particles or from pile-up, and that
the data is in a good condition to be analysed.

Figure 8: Energy of clusters in ECal vs theta
angle to beamline.

Figure 9: Time difference of cluster pairs within
red box in Figure 8.

5 Conclusion

PADME was designed and constructed to search for dark photons in e+e− annihilation. In 2022
the collaboration published its first physics measurement, finding the cross-section e+e− → γγ
to be well in agreement with the Standard Model at next to leading order. Later that year
the collaboration turned its attentions to the X17 anomaly found at the ATOMKI institute,
undertaking a specific data-taking run searching for this particle on-resonance. Inspections of
the data quality show that the data is not dominated by backgrounds coming from the beamline,
and that therefore it is in a good state for the X17 analysis.
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First Physics Results from the FASER Experiment
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FASER is a new LHC experiment designed to search for light, weakly-interacting particles that
are produced in proton-proton collisions at the ATLAS interaction point and travel in the far-
forward direction. The first physics results from the initial year of data-taking are presented.
A search for dark photons decaying to an electron-positron pair found no events, yielding new
constraints on dark photons with couplings ε ∼ 10−5−10−4 and masses ∼ 10 MeV−100 MeV.
A search for muon-neutrino charged-current interactions in a tungsten target at the front of
the FASER experiment found 153+12

−13 neutrino candidates with a negligible background. The
reconstructed charge and momentum distributions imply the observation of both neutrinos
and anti-neutrinos with an incident neutrino energy above 200 GeV.

1 Introduction

FASER 1,2 is a new LHC experiment designed to search for dark photons and other long-lived
beyond-standard model particles as well as to detect high energy neutrinos produced in proton-
proton collisions. The FASER detector is located approximately 480 m from the ATLAS inter-
action point (IP1) along the beam collision axis line-of-sight (LOS). Because the particles are
extremely weakly interacting, dark photons and neutrinos produced at IP1 may travel along the
LOS, pass through 100 m of rock and concrete without interacting, and then decay or interact in
FASER. At the same time, most other Standard Model (SM) particles produced at the ATLAS
IP will either be bent away by the LHC magnets or stopped in the 100 m of shielding. In these
proceedings, the first results from the search for dark photons 3 decaying to e+e− and the first
direct observation of neutrinos 4 produced at a particle collider are presented.

2 The FASER Detector and Datasets

A detailed description of the FASER detector can be found elsewhere.2 The experiment is located
in the TI12 tunnel, which connects the SPS and LHC tunnels, approximately 480 m downstream
of the ATLAS interaction point. The FASER detector is partially immersed in a magnetic field
and consists of a passive tungsten/emulsion neutrino detector (FASERν), two scintillator-based
veto systems, additional scintillators for triggering, a tracking spectrometer, a pre-shower, and
an electromagnetic calorimeter.

FASERν consists of 730 layers of 1.1 mm-thick 25 cm by 30 cm tungsten plates interleaved
with emulsion films with a total mass of 1.1 metric tons. The emulsion films are not used
in the presented analyses and instead the FASERν detector is used as a target for neutrino
interactions and as an absorber of neutral hadrons produced in muon interactions upstream
of FASER. FASERν is situated between two veto scintillator stations. These are used to veto
incoming charged particles, mainly muons, as well as particles produced in FASERν itself in the
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case of the dark photon search. The front veto station has two layers of 30 cm×35 cm, 2 cm-thick
plastic scintillators, while the second veto station has three layers of 30 cm× 30 cm, 2 cm-thick
plastic scintillators. All scintillators are read out with photomultiplier tubes (PMTs).

The tracking system consists of the interface tracking station (IFT) and the three tracking
spectrometer stations. 5 Each tracking station is composed of three planes with eight ATLAS
semiconductor tracker (SCT) barrel modules 6 per plane, arranged as two columns of four mod-
ules covering 24 cm by 24 cm. In the presented analyses, only the spectrometer is used to
reconstruct charged particles, while the IFT is only used to measure remnants of the neutrino
interactions through cluster counting.

Between the three tracking spectrometer stations are two 1 m-long dipole magnets with
magnetic field of 0.57 T. A similar 1.5 m-long magnet is placed between the last veto station and
the spectrometer and serves as the decay volume for dark photon decays. All magnets have a
circular aperture of 200 mm diameter, which defines the active transverse area of the detector,
and bend charged particles in the vertical plane. In addition, the so-called timing scintillator
station is located between the decay volume and the front of the first tracking station of the
spectrometer. It is used primarily for triggering.

The electromagnetic energy of particles in the detector volume is measured by the electro-
magnetic calorimeter, located as the most downstream component of the detector. The calorime-
ter is made up of four spare modules from the LHCb experiments outer ECAL calorimeter. 7

Each module is 12 cm×12 cm in the transverse plane and the modules are arranged in a two-by-
two formation. The calorimeter modules are readout using PMTs. In order to maintain good
PMT linearity and avoid saturation for deposits above a few hundred GeV, optical filters were
installed in front of the PMTs for the second part of the data-taking period in 2022. Between
the calorimeter and the tracking spectrometer is a pre-shower system built from two scintillator
layers of the same type as used for the second veto station, each preceded by a 3 mm-thick
tungsten absorber plate.

The trigger and data acquisition system of FASER was designed to achieve high efficiency
and reliability. 8 Neutrino and dark photon candidate events are triggered by scintillator signals
that exceed a preset threshold below that of a single minimum-ionizing particle (MIP), resulting
in a typical trigger rate of 0.5-1.3 kHz. Data was recorded throughout 2022 with an integrated
data taking efficiency of 96.1%.

The presented analyses use data from runs with stable beam conditions collected between
July (September) and November 2022 for the neutrino (dark photon) analysis. The latter
analysis requires the calorimeter to have the optical filters installed. This corresponds to total
luminosities as measured by ATLAS of 35.4 fb−1 and 27.0 fb−1, respectively after data quality
selection. Event reconstruction is carried out in FASER’s Calypso offline software system, based
on the open-source Athena framework from the ATLAS experiment.

Monte Carlo (MC) simulation samples are used to evaluate the signal efficiency and in the
estimation of some of the backgrounds, and systematic uncertainties. All samples are simulated
using GEANT4 9 with a detailed description of the detector geometry, including passive material.
The samples include a realistic level of detector noise, and are reconstructed in the same way as
the data.

3 Search for Dark Photon Decays

Dark photons are a common feature of hidden sector models motivated by dark matter. If the
dark sector contains a U(1) electromagnetic force, the dark gauge boson can mix with the SM
gauge boson, 10 leading to a new spin-1 gauge boson, the dark photon A′, which is among the
leading targets for dark sector searches. The dark photon is characterized by its mass, mA′ , and
coupling parameter, ε. FASER is most sensitive to dark photons with mA′ ∼ 10 − 100 MeV
and ε ∼ 10−5–10−4. In this region of parameter space, the dark photon is primarily produced



Figure 1 – The calorimeter energy distribution after various levels of selections for data and expected signal
for three representative signal models. (top left) after a reconstructed track requirement; (top right) after a
reconstructed track requirement, and with no signal in the veto scintillators; (bottom left) after a fiducial track
requirement and no veto scintillator signal; (bottom right) after a fiducial two track requirement and no veto
scintillator signal.

at the LHC through neutral pion decays to A′γ, but η → A′γ decays and dark bremsstrahlung
pp → ppA′ also contribute. In the forward direction, the produced dark photons are highly
energetic which, depending on the coupling and mass, can result in a long decay length. For
EA′ � mA′ � me, the dark photon decay length can be expressed as 1

L = cβτγ ≈ (80 m)

[
10−5

ε

]2 [
EA′

TeV

] [
100 MeV

mA′

]2
. (1)

This means a substantial number of these dark photons can decay at the FASER location.
For 1 MeV < mA′ < 211 MeV, the dark photon will decay 100% to an e+e− pair. The analysis
therefore searches for the appearance of a track pair in the decay volume before the spectrometer
with a large energy deposition in the electromagnetic calorimeter.

The search uses simple, robust selection criteria optimized for an early discovery with se-
lections fixed before looking at data in the signal region. All five veto scintillator layers are
required to have no signal, vetoing events with any incoming charged particles or interactions
in the FASERν detector. The timing and pre-shower scintillators layer are required to have
signals consistent with two or more MIPs. Exactly two good quality reconstructed tracks with
momentum above 20 GeV inside a fiducial radius of 95 mm are required. The extrapolations of
both tracks to the first scintillator station are required to have a radius within 95 mm in order
to suppress particles coming at a large angle. Finally at least 500 GeV of deposited energy in
the calorimeter is required. This selection results in a typical signal efficiency of 40-50% for dark
photons decaying inside the decay volume.

The main backgrounds remaining after all selections are estimated to be from neutrino
interactions in the detector and neutral hadrons entering the detector and decaying in the decay
volume. The former is estimated from large simulation samples to be 0.0018±0.0024 events where
most of these originate from neutrino interactions in the timing scintillator. Neutral hadrons
originate from muon interactions in the rock upstream of FASER and are mostly suppressed



Figure 2 – The 90% confidence level exclusion contour in the dark photon model parameter space. Regions
excluded by previous experiments are shown in grey12. The red line shows the region of parameter space which
yields the correct dark matter relic density, with the assumptions discussed in the main text.

by the detection of the muon and absorption of the hadrons in the FASERν tungsten. The
background is estimated to be (2.2 ± 3.1) × 10−4 events based on low energy events with two
and three reconstructed tracks with different veto scintillator conditions. Background events
from undetected muons are negligible as each of the five scintillator layers have a MIP-detection
efficiency measured in data to be more than 99.9998%. Similarly, backgrounds from cosmic ray
events and non-collision beam backgrounds have been studied and found to be negligible.

Figure 1 shows the calorimeter energy distribution after different stages in the event selection.
No data events remain after just requiring no signal in the veto layers and at least one track
in the fiducial region. Given that no events are observed, the results are used to set exclusion
limits on dark photons at 90% confidence level. Figure 2 shows the exclusion limit in the signal
parameter space. The analysis excludes signal models in the range ε ∼ 1× 10−5 − 2× 10−4 and
masses ∼ 10 MeV − 80 MeV, and provides exclusion for previously viable models in the range
ε ∼ 2 × 10−5 − 1 × 10−4 and masses ∼ 17 MeV − 70 MeV. Figure 2 also includes an example
thermal relic contour 11, obtained for the scenario where the dark photons couple to a light
complex scalar dark matter field χ, demonstrating that FASER is sensitive to dark photons in
a cosmologically interesting region of parameter space.

4 Observation of Neutrino Interactions

Until now no neutrino produced at a particle collider has ever been directly detected. Colliders
copiously produce both neutrinos and anti-neutrinos of all flavors, and they do so in a range of
very high energies where neutrino interactions have not yet been observed. Nevertheless, collider
neutrinos have escaped detection, because they interact extremely weakly, and the highest energy
neutrinos, which have the largest probability of interacting, are predominantly produced in the
forward region, parallel to the beam line. In 2021, the FASER collaboration identified the
first collider neutrino candidates 13 using a 29 kg pilot detector, highlighting the potential of
discovering collider neutrinos in LHC collisions.

The presented search targets νµ and νµ charged-current interactions in the tungsten/emulsion
detector. Such interactions will produce a high-momentum muon that can be reconstructed in
the three stations of the FASER tracking spectrometer as well as increased activity in the sec-
ond veto scintillator station and in the IFT tracking station from secondary particles produced
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Figure 3 – Distribution of neutrino candidate tracks extrapolated to the first veto station. (left) The extrapolated
track radius rveto ν and reconstructed track momentum pµ is depicted including outside the final signal region.
The region with lower momenta and larger radii is dominated by background events consisting of charged particles
that miss the FASERν scintillator station. (right) extrapolated transverse position of the reconstructed tracks of
neutrino-like events to the FASERν scintillator station. The ATLAS LOS is indicated with a red marker.

in the interaction. The event selection starts from events triggered by any of the scintillators
downstream of FASERν that are consistent with a colliding bunch crossing identifier and all
downstream scintillator layers are required to have a signal consistent with at least one MIP.
Events with signals in any of the two layers of the first veto station are rejected as they are likely
from incoming muons or other charged particle backgrounds. Only events with a single, good
quality track in the three tracker stations with a reconstructed track momentum above 100 GeV
are accepted. The track is required to be in the fiducial tracking volume (r < 95 mm) of the
spectrometer and when extrapolated to the IFT. It should be within r < 120 mm at the first
veto scintillator. Based on simulation of neutrino production from proton-proton collisions 14

and of interactions 15 in FASERν, 151 ± 41 neutrino events are expected to be selected with
the above selection. The uncertainty is given by the difference between two different production
models and no experimental uncertainties are included in this estimate.

The background from neutral hadrons is estimated from simulation of neutral hadron pro-
duction from muon interactions in the rock in front of the FASER detector combined with
simulation of neutral hadron interactions in FASERν that produce charged particles with a mo-
mentum of more than 100 GeV. A total of just 0.11 ± 0.06 events are expected. An additional
background can come from large angle muons that miss the front veto station and scatter into
the spectrometer in FASERν. This is estimated to be 0.08 ± 1.83 events based on the rate of
events in data within a large-radius control region.

Figure 3 shows the selected events, as well as background-enriched regions around the signal
region. In total we observe 153 events passing all selection steps. The number of neutrino events
and the statistical significance are estimated using a binned extended maximum likelihood fit
taking into account the background estimates above and fitting as well the number of events
with signals in one or both of the veto layers to account for the number of incoming muons that
fail to be detected by the front veto scintillator station. The fitted number of neutrino events
is 153+12

−13 events with a statistical significance of 16 standard deviations over the background-
only hypothesis. The right side of Figure 3 shows that the events are distributed around the
LOS as expected. Additional properties of the neutrino events are displayed in Figure 4. It
confirms that the events have larger activity in the IFT than incoming muon events and that
the reconstructed muons and consequently also the interacting neutrinos have energies that are
significantly larger than 200 GeV. A clear charge separation in q/pµ for the reconstructed tracks
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Figure 4 – The figures depict the number of reconstructed clusters in the IFT, momentum, pµ and q/pµ for
events in the signal region (black markers) and compares them to the expectation from simulation GENIE (blue)
and muon-like events (grey markers). The muon-like events are from events where both layers of the front
scintillator station observed a signal, and show the expected distributions for non-neutrino backgrounds. The
blue bands correspond to the statistical error of the simulated samples and are luminosity scaled for pµ and q/pµ
and normalized to unity for clusters.

is also observed with a total of 40 events with a positively-charged track, demonstrating the
presence of anti-neutrinos in the analyzed data set.

5 Summary

The first physics results from the FASER experiment have been presented. No signal events are
observed in an almost background free search for dark photon decays to e+e− and new limits
are set in a cosmological relevant region of parameter space. FASER has performed the first
direct detection of neutrinos produced at a collider a with 153+12

−13 neutrino events observed from
charged-current interactions of νµ and νµ in FASERν. These results represent the beginning of
the FASER physics programme with many more results to come in the next years with up to
an order of magnitude more luminosity expected.
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In-plane thermal diffusivity determination using beam-offset frequency-domain thermoreflectance
with a one-dimensional optical heat source
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We present an innovative contactless method suitable to study in-plane thermal transport based on beam-offset
frequency-domain thermoreflectance using a one-dimensional heat source with uniform power distribution. Us-
ing a one-dimensional heat source provides a number of advantages as compared to point-like heat sources, as
typically used in time- and frequency-domain thermoreflectance experiments, just to name a few: (i) it leads
to a slower spatial decay of the temperature field in the direction perpendicular to the line-shaped heat source,
allowing to probe the temperature field at larger distances from the heater, hence, enhancing the sensitivity to
in-plane thermal transport; (ii) the frequency range of interest is typically < 100 kHz. This rather low frequency
range is convenient regarding the cost of the required excitation laser system but, most importantly, it allows the
study of materials without the presence of a metallic transducer with almost no influence of the finite optical
penetration depth of the pump and probe beams on the thermal phase lag, which arises from the large thermal
penetration depth imposed by the used frequency range. We also show that for the case of a harmonic thermal
excitation source, the phase lag between the thermal excitation and thermal response of the sample exhibits a
linear dependence with their spatial offset, where the slope is proportional to the inverse of the thermal diffu-
sivity of the material. We demonstrate the applicability of this method to the cases of: (i) suspended thin films
of Si and PDPP4T, (ii) Bi bulk samples, and (iii) Si, glass, and highly-oriented pyrollitic graphite (HOPG) bulk
samples with a thin metallic transducer. Finally, we also show that it is possible to study in-plane heat transport
on substrates with rather low thermal diffusivity, e.g., glass, even using a metallic transducer. We achieve this
by an original approach based on patterning the transducer using focused ion beam, with the key purpose of
limiting in-plane heat transport through the thin metallic transducer.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the thermal conductivity (or diffusivity) tensor
(κi j) in bulk and low dimensional materials has gained con-
siderable momentum in recent years. For example, in lay-
ered materials where the in-plane and out-of-plane compo-
nents of the thermal conductivity exhibit strong anisotropy,
or for the case of the “artificial anisotropy” induced by low
dimensionality in the case of crystalline (or semi-crystalline)
thin films. A large number of experimental methods to
study the out-of-plane components of the thermal conductiv-
ity have been developed and successfully demonstrated us-
ing different methodologies, e.g., based on electrical or opti-
cal methods.[1–19] On the other hand, the study of in-plane
thermal transport is comparatively more challenging due to
the lack of sensitivity to this component of most methods,
among other reasons. In fact, most experimental approaches
to study thermal anisotropy are based in achieving experimen-
tal sensitivity to in-plane thermal anisotropy, which has been
demonstrated through different experimental configurations
by several research groups.[2, 5–8, 10, 15, 20–28] Electrical
methods such as, e.g., the recent extension of the 3-Omega
method[23, 24], where the heater and thermometer are located
in different spatial position on the surface of the sample, have

∗ jsreparaz@icmab.es

been proven successful to study thermally anisotropic mate-
rials, however, these approaches result most convenient for
electrically insulating samples, otherwise, the metallic trans-
ducer must be electrically insulated from the sample, a task
that in some cases can be challenging due to the presence
of current leakage from the metallic transducer to the sam-
ple. Additionally, electrical methods also require consider-
able fabrication efforts since a specific sample must be fabri-
cated for each in-plane direction that aims to be investigated.
Alternatively, several contactless methods typically based on
time- or frequency-domain thermoreflectance, have also been
successfully demonstrated to address thermal anisotropy.[11,
14, 19, 29–31] Three main experimental strategies were fol-
lowed: (i) beam-offset experiments based on time- or fre-
quency domain thermoreflectance using a focused Gaussian
(0D, isotropic) heat source[8, 14, 15, 30], (ii) collinear beam
experiments using an elliptically-shaped (2D, anisotropic)
heat source,[11, 30] and (iii) collinear beam experiments us-
ing a line-shaped (1D, anisotropic) heat source[19] (resem-
bling the geometry used in the 3-Omega method but in a con-
tactless fashion). Although all these methodologies have been
proven successful to determine the complete elements of the
thermal conductivity tensor, they present some aspects which
have the potential to be improved as we demonstrate through
the novel approach developed in this work. For example, the
methods developed within (i) and (ii) typically suffer from
the influence of the shape of the heat source (actually its spa-
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tial energy distribution) on the acquired data, which originates
from the rather small spatial offsets that can be set between the
heat source and the probe. Typically, for 0D heat sources (ap-
proximated as focused Gaussian beams) large offsets cannot
be achieved due to the rapid spatial decay of the thermal field.
On the other hand, the method developed in (iii) avoids the
explicit knowledge of the shape of the heat source, similarly
to the case of the 3-Omega method,[16] but at the expense of
precisely knowing the temperature coefficient of reflectance of
the surface of the sample (or transducer in most cases), since
the absolute temperature must be known to compute the ther-
mal conductivity.

Here, we demonstrate an original experimental approach
with enhanced sensitivity to in-plane heat transport, which is
based on using a 1D heat source with uniform power distribu-
tion along its long axis, but a point-like probe spot. We show
that the 1D geometry of the heat source leads to a slower spa-
tial decay of the temperature field as compared to 0D heat
sources, hence, allowing to probe the temperature field at rel-
atively large spatial offsets from the heat source. The present
approach is based on measuring the phase lag between the
thermal excitation and the detection, hence, rendering the
thermal diffusivity of the studied samples. In addition, one
of its key advantages is that, for harmonic excitation sources,
the phase lag (φ) between the thermal excitation (line-shaped
heater) and the detection exhibits a linear relation with their
in-plane spatial offset (∆x), where the slope, ∂φ( f )/∂∆x, is
proportional to the thermal diffusivity of the sample for a
given modulation frequency, f , of the heater. The linear re-
lation between the phase lag and the spatial offset consider-
ably simplifies the data analysis process, i.e., the thermal dif-
fusivity (or thermal conductivity) of the samples is readily ob-
tained through a linear fit of φ(∆x, f ). Furthermore, the one-
dimensional character of the heat source sets the frequency
range of interest to f < 100 kHz, which allows the study of
materials without the presence of a metallic transducer with
almost no influence of the finite optical penetration depth of
the pump and probe beams on the thermal phase lag.[32]

We apply this method to study the in-plane thermal
diffusivity of 2D and 3D materials, which in combination
with the 1D heat source leads to different heat flow ge-
ometries. In particular we studied: (i) suspended Si and
PDPP4T (poly(3-([2,20:50,20’-terthiophen]-5-yl)-2,5-bis(2-
decyltetradecyl)-6-(thiophen-2-yl)-2,5-dihydropyrrolo[3,4-
c]pyrrole-1,4-dione)) thin films with different thicknesses (2D
sample; 1D heat flow), (ii) Bi bulk sample without metallic
transducer (3D sample; 2D heat flow), and (iii) Si and glass
substrates with a 60 nm thick Au transducer (3D sample; 2D
heat flow). Finally, we generalize the method for situations
where the use of a metallic transducer is unavoidable showing
that it is possible to control (and avoid) in-plane heat flow
within the transducer by patterning, hence, enhancing the
sensitivity to the in-plane thermal diffusivity of the sample
independently of the presence of the metallic transducer.

FIG. 1. Schematics of the different heat transport geometries studied.
In all cases the heater has a line-shaped geometry, whereas the probe
beam is given by a diffraction limited focused Gaussian spot. (a)
A quasi-2D sample consisting on a suspended thin film. (b) Bulk
sample with no transducer. (c) Bulk sample with a transducer or thin
film deposited on its surface.

II. SOLUTION OF THE HEAT EQUATION FOR 1D HEAT
SOURCES

In this section we provide the solution of the heat diffu-
sion equation (parabolic approximation) for the case of 1D
heat source with uniform power distribution along its prin-
cipal axis, for the case of 2D and 3D materials, and under
harmonic excitation conditions. We recall that the key advan-
tage of using a 1D heat source is that no heat propagation oc-
curs along the direction parallel to the line-shaped heat source,
hence, reducing the dimensionality of the heat flow geometry
and, consequently, of the corresponding heat diffusion equa-
tion. Figure 1 displays a schematics of each of the heat flow
geometries we studied.

A. 1D HEAT FLOW: 1D Heat Source & 2D Sample

We start by analyzing the case of a 1D heat source with
uniform power distribution along its long axis applied to a
quasi-2D material such as suspended membranes. This case
is well described by a 1D heat flow geometry, i.e., no heat flow
is present along the direction parallel to the line-shaped heat
source. The differential equation which describes the system
response is simply the 1D heat diffusion equation as follows:

D
∂2T
∂x2 −

∂T
∂t

= −
QV

ρCp
(1)

where T = T (x, t) is the temperature, t and x are the temporal
and spatial coordinates, respectively, and x is perpendicular
to the line-shaped heater, D is the thermal diffusivity, ρ is the
density of the material, Cp is the specific heat capacity, and QV
is the volumetric heat generation rate. We follow the solution
by Salazar,[33] where Eq. 1 is solved under harmonic excita-
tion conditions, p(t) = p0[1 + cos(ωt)]/2 = <[p0(1 + eiωt)/2],
where p(t) is the time-dependent injected power. In short, the
time dependent solution for T (x, t) is obtained by separation
of variables as: Tac(x, t) = <[θ(x)eiωt]. Solving the spatial
part of Eq. 1 for θ(x) and multiplying by eiωt renders the com-
plete solution:
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T (x, t) = <

[
p0

2κq
e−qxeiωt

]
(2)

or,

T (x, t) =

√
2p0µω
4κ

e−x/µω cos
(

x
µω
− ωt +

π

4

)
(3)

where p0 is the maximum amplitude of the absorbed power,
ω is the angular frequency, κ is the thermal conductivity, D
is the thermal diffusivity, µ =

√
2D/ω is the thermal penetra-

tion depth, and q =
√

iω/D. Equation 3 results particularly
interesting if considering the spatial dependence of its argu-
ment, whose time independent component corresponds to the
phase lag measured in a frequency-domain thermoreflectance
(FDTR) experiment. Besides the time dependent component
(ωt) which averages to zero after each cycle, the phase lag,
φ = x/µω, exhibits a linear dependence on the spatial coordi-
nate, x. Experimentally, φ(x) is evidenced as the spatial offset
between the line-shaped heat source (1D) and the probe beam
(0D) positions. Taking the derivative of the phase lag, φ, with
respect to the spatial coordinate, x, renders:

∂φ

∂x
= µ−1

ω =

√
ω

2D
=

√
π

D
f 1/2 (4)

where ω = 2π f , and f is the excitation frequency in Hz. Tak-
ing the second derivative with respect to f 1/2 of the previous
equation results in:

∂2φ

(∂x)(∂ f 1/2)
=

√
π

D
(5)

which renders the thermal diffusivity of the specimen. We re-
mark that taking the second order derivative of the phase lag,
φ, with respect to x and f 1/2 is a convenient approach since it
avoids the explicit dependence on the absolute calibration of
the spatial and frequency scales. This is particularly relevant
for the spatial coordinate (x), which is prone to larger determi-
nation errors as compared to the thermal excitation frequency
( f ).

B. 2D HEAT FLOW: 1D Heat Source and 3D Sample

In this section, we study the case of a 1D heat source with
uniform power distribution along its long axis applied to a 3D
semi-infinite isotropic material. This case is well described by
a 2D heat flow geometry, since no heat flow is present along
the direction parallel to the line-shaped heat source, similarly
as in the previous section. The differential equation which de-
scribes the system response is the 2D heat diffusion equation,
which we write in cylindrical coordinates given the symmetry
imposed by the 1D heat source as follows:
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FIG. 2. The left panel displays the different approximations to the
modified zeroth order Bessel function of the second kind, K0(x). The
right panel shows the error introduced by the approximation K0(qr) ≈√
π/2e−qr/

√
qr, which is valid for |qr| � 1, which is the limit where

the thermal penetration depth is smaller than the spatial coordinate.

1
r
∂

∂r

(
D · r

∂T
∂r

)
−
∂T
∂t

= −
QV

ρCp
(6)

The solution for T (r, t) is similar to that originally ob-
tained for the case of the 3-Omega method,[16] and its optical
analogue, Anisotropic Thermoreflectance Thermometry[19]
(ATT). Note that due to the radial symmetry, we use the ra-
dial coordinate, r, instead of the Cartesian coordinate, x. In
other words, the heat flow geometry is 2D, and the solution
for the ideal case of an uniform and infinitely long and nar-
row line-shaped heater is given by the modified zeroth-order
Bessel function of the second kind, K0(qr).[16, 34] Similarly
as we have proceeded in the previous section, a harmonic ther-
mal excitation source leads to the expression for the time-
dependent temperature oscillations, i.e., after multiplication
by eiωt :

T (r, t) = <[K0(qr)eiωt] (7)

where we recall that q =
√

iω/D, |q| =
√
ω/D, i−1/2 =

[1 − i]/
√

2, i1/2 = [1 + i]/
√

2, and i1/4 = −i. It is partic-
ularly interesting to study the limiting cases with |qr| � 1,
and |qr| � 1. The case with |qr| � 1 (|r| �

√
2µ), leads

to the solution obtained for the case of the 3-Omega and
ATT methods.[16, 19] Here, the thermal penetration depth
(µ) is much larger than the typical values of radial coordi-
nate, r. Note that in the previous example the pump (heater)
and probe (thermometer) beams are collinear. For |qr| → 0,
then K0(qr) ∝ −ln(qr), which is the approximation used to
obtain the thermal conductivity, e.g., through the 3-Omega
method.[16] On the other hand, in the limit where |qr| � 1,
it can be shown[35] that K0(qr) ≈

√
π/2e−qr/

√
qr. Given the

nature of our experiments, we are particularly interested in
the limit with |qr| � 1, which originates in the large offset
(r = ∆x) imposed between the 1D heat source and the probe
spot as shown in Fig. 1. Figure 2(left) displays the approx-
imations of K0(qr) for the limiting cases with |qr| � 1, and
|qr| � 1. In Fig.2(right) we show the error introduced by
the approximation K0(qr) ≈

√
π/2e−qr/

√
qr, in terms of the
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ratio between the spatial coordinate (r) and the thermal pene-
tration depth (µ). We consider this approximation to be valid
for r > µ, since the error introduced is similar to the experi-
mental error (≈ 5%) Hence, the expression for the temperature
oscillations is obtained as follows:

T (r, t) =
p0

πκl
<[K0(qr)eiωt] ≈

p0

πκl
<

[√
π

2qr
e−qreiωt

]
(8)

where l is the length of the line-shaped heat source. The for-
mer expression can be rearranged after taking the real part of
the argument as follows:

T (r, t) ≈
p0

4√2κl

√
µω
2πr

e−r/µ cos
(

r
µω
− ωt +

π

8

)
(9)

Taking the second order derivative of the argument of the
previous expression (φ′ = r/µω − ωt + π/8) with respect to r
and f 1/2, we obtain:

∂2φ′

(∂r)(∂ f 1/2)
=

√
π

D
(10)

which is the same expression that we have obtained for the
case of 1D heat flow in the previous section (see Eq. 5). The
origin of such similarity between the 1D and 2D heat flow
cases, is the exponential limit of K0(qr) for |qr| � 1. We note
that the previous expression is not valid for |qr| � 1, since
in this case the spatial dependence of the temperature field is
T ∝ K0(qr) ∝ −ln(qr).

C. 2D HEAT FLOW: 1D Heat Source and 3D multilayer

The solution for the case of a 3D multilayer sample can be
obtained using the approach developed by Borca-Tasciuc,[36]
as well as the derivation for line-shaped heat sources in Refs.
19? . Here, we only provide the expression that must be
numerically solved to obtain the solution for the tempera-
ture oscillations. The solution is obtained considering that
the line-shaped heater has Gaussian power distribution in di-
rection perpendicular to its long axis, and that the focused
probe beam is considered as a Delta function of the spatial
coordinate, δ(x − x0), where x0 is the absolute position of the
line-shaped heater. The previous approximation is valid when
the diameter of the focused probe beam is diffraction limited,
dprobe < 1 µm. Using the same notation as Borca-Tasciuc, the
frequency-dependent temperature oscillation for different off-
sets, ∆x = x − x0, between the heat source and the probe spot
positions are:

T (∆x, ω) =
p0

πκ⊥1 l

∫ ∞

0

exp[−σ2
pξ

2/8] cos(ξ∆x)

A1(ξ)B1(ξ)
dξ (11)

where A1 and B1 are defined as:

A j−1 =

A j
κ⊥j B j

κ⊥j−1B j−1
− tanh(B j−1d j−1)

1 − A j
κ⊥j B j

κ⊥j−1B j−1
tanh(B j−1d j−1)

, j = (2, ..., n)(12)

B j =

√√√
κ‖j

κ⊥j
ξ2 +

i2C jρ j(ω)
κ⊥j

(13)

and,

An = − tanh(Bndn)s (14)

where n is the number of layers counting from the top surface,
i.e., n = 1 at the surface where the pump and probe lasers are
focused, n = “total number of layers” at the bottom layer, C j
and ρ j are the specific heat and density of each layer, respec-
tively. The parameter s sets the type of boundary condition
at the bottom layer with s = 0 for a semi-infinite substrate.
When the substrate thickness is finite, s = 1, for adiabatic
boundary conditions, and s = −1, for the case of isothermal
boundary conditions. Finally, the thermal boundary conduc-
tance between two layers, KT BC , is modeled using the usual
assumptions, i.e., a 1 nm thick layer with a small heat capac-
ity (e.g, Cp ≈ 1 JKg−1C−1).

III. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Figure 3 displays a schematic illustration of the experimen-
tal setup. The wavelength of the pump laser was set to λpump =

405 nm (Omicron A350), whereas the probe laser wavelength
was set to λprobe = 532 nm (Cobolt SAMBA series). The pump
laser power was harmonically modulated (intracavity modula-
tion) using a wave function generator (Rigol 54DG5332) be-
tween 10 Hz and 100 kHz, whereas the probe laser intensity
was approximately constant in time. The pump laser power
was continuously increased until a temperature rise of the or-
der of several kelvin was observed (between 1 and tens of mW
depending on the thermal properties of the sample), whereas
the power of the probe laser was kept low in order to avoid
any additional heating effects (typically of the order of tens of
µW). A noise eater (Thorlabs NEL01A/M) was used to reduce
the intrinsic noise from the probe laser, which was particularly
useful for frequencies below 5 kHz. Both lasers were coupled
into the main optical axis using beam splitters (BS) and finally
focused on the sample through the objective lens (Mitutoyo
MY10X-803). The diameters of the pump and probe beams
at the output of the lasers were 1100 µm and 800 µm, respec-
tively, and their spatial intensity distribution was Gaussian.

In order to obtain a line-shaped uniform intensity distri-
bution of the pump beam, we have used a custom designed
holographic diffractive optical element (DOE) purchased from
HOLO/OR Ltd, which was placed in the optical path of the
pump beam. The diameter of the pump beam was tuned to
meet the specifications (beam input diameter) of the DOE us-
ing a variable optical beam expander. We note that the DOE
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FIG. 3. Schematic illustration of the experimental setup used to study
in-plane heat transport based on a balanced detection scheme. The
inset shows an optical photograph of the line-shaped heat source
(pump) as well as the spot-shaped probe. A diffractive optical ele-
ment (DOE) is used to modify the shape of the pump beam and a
deflectabe mirror is used to control the offset between the pump and
probe lasers.

is one of the key elements in this experimental setup, since
it is responsible for homogenizing the intensity of the pump
laser, i.e., the incident Gaussian distribution is converted into
a line-shaped spot with uniform intensity distribution along
the main axis, and with diffraction limited Gaussian distribu-
tion in the perpendicular direction after being focused. Re-
garding the probe laser, we simply use a diffraction limited
focused Gaussian beam as shown in the schematics of Figure
3. The spatial displacement between the heater (line-shaped
pump beam) and the detection (spot-shaped probe beam) was
controlled using a deflectable mirror prior to the focusing ob-
jective, which was calibrated using a Complementary-Metal-
Oxide-Semiconductor (CMOS) camera placed on the object
plane of the objective.

The back reflection of the pump and probe lasers after fo-
cusing on the sample was coupled into the detection arm using
a 90:10 BS (R:T), and the laser wavelength was selected by
two mechanically controlled notch-filters, and further purified
using interferometric filters. As detector we used a large area
(5 mm in diameter) AC-coupled balanced detector (Thorlabs
PDB210A/M-AC-SP). A sample of the probe laser (532 nm)
was independently coupled to the second detector input. The
output voltage of the detector is sensitive to the difference be-
tween both inputs provided that the difference signal is time-
dependent. This is achieved by placing high pass filter before

the amplification stage inside the detector (AC-coupled detec-
tor). Hence, the output of the balanced detector is a frequency
modulated voltage arising from the thermal oscillations on the
surface of the sample. In order to minimize the laser noise, the
optical path of the signal and reference laser were kept similar
within 1 cm, and the input power on both optical detectors was
balanced. The pump laser was also coupled to the detection
system in order to obtain a reference phase for the thermal sig-
nal using the same beam path, i.e. first the pump laser signal
(amplitude and phase) was measured by the lock-in amplifier
after which the notch-filters were mechanically switched and
the amplitude and phase of the thermal signal was obtained.
This process was sequentially repeated for each excitation fre-
quency.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We have applied the methodology described in the previ-
ous sections to several samples with different heat flow ge-
ometries. For all studied samples we have measured the de-
pendence of the phase lag (φ) between the thermal excitation
(pump) and the response of the sample (probe) as a function
of their spatial offset, and for different excitation frequencies.
In particular, we have studied 1D heat flow for two suspended
Si thin films with large surface areas (in the cm2 range), and
with thicknesses of 2 µm and 100 nm which we have pur-
chased from NORCADA, as well as a 100 nm thick suspended
PDPP4T polymer thin film fabricated in-house.[? ] The case
of 2D heat flow was addressed for a bulk Bi substrate, a Si bulk
substrate covered with 60 nm Au (transducer), a glass bulk
substrate covered with 60 nm Au (transducer), and a highly-
oriented pyrollitic graphite (HOPG) bulk sample with 60 nm
Au (transducer).

A. Quasi-2D samples without transducer

Figure 4a displays the phase lag (φ) versus the spatial offset
(∆x) between the pump and probe beams for a suspended Si
thin film with a thickness of 2 µm, and for different thermal
excitation frequencies in the range between ≈5 kHz and 20
kHz. All suspended thin films where measured in vacuum at a
pressure lower than 10−7 mbar. In all cases, the data were fit-
ted using a linear relation, as predicted by Eq. 3. The collected
data for each frequency consists of multiple data points ac-
quired at different offsets, ∆x, which are uniformly distributed
in the range from ≈30 µm to 145 µm. As shown in Figure 4a,
the magnitude of φ increases with increasing frequency and
∆x. Figure 4b displays the slopes, ∂φ/∂∆x, as obtained from
the linear fits of φ versus ∆x in Fig. 4a, at each excitation
frequency. In all cases, the experimental errors are within the
size of the symbols. In good agreement with the prediction of
Eq. 5, the slope, ∂φ/∂∆x, exhibits a linear relation with f 1/2.
Hence, using Eq. 5 we obtained the thermal diffusivity for the
2 µm thick suspended Si thin film as D = 7.15×10−5 m2/s, i.e.,
82% of the Si bulk value and in good agreement with previous
determinations.[37] Figure 4c displays the corresponding data
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FIG. 4. (a) Phase lag vs. offset for a 1 µm thick suspended Si thin film for different excitation frequencies between 5 kHz and 20 kHz. The
dashed lines are linear fits to the data points. (b) Slopes obtained from fitting φ vs ∆x for each excitation frequency. (c) Phase lag vs. offset for
a 100 nm thick suspended Si thin film for different excitation frequencies between 4 kHz and 14 kHz. The dashed lines are linear fits to the
data points. (d) Slopes obtained from fitting φ vs ∆x for each excitation frequency.

for the 100 nm thick suspended Si thin film. The data exhibits
a similar dependence of φ on ∆x and f 1/2, as compared to the
2 µm thick suspended Si thin film. However, due to the lower
thermal diffusivity of the 100 nm thick suspended thin film,
we used a slightly lower ∆x and f ranges. We note that for
this sample the phase lag data points exhibit larger experimen-
tal noise, which partly arises from the comparatively lower
signal (absolute temperature rise, ∆T ) for similar ∆x and fre-
quency ranges, and which originates from its lower thermal
diffusivity. In addition, this sample is more sensitive to ad-
ditional noise arising from mechanical vibrations introduced
by the environment during the measurement process. Using
Eq. 5 we have obtained the thermal diffusivity of the 100 nm
thick sample as, D = (4.50 ± 0.23) × 10−5m/s2, i.e., 50% of
the Si bulk value and also in good agreement with previous

determinations.[37] The reduced values of the thermal diffu-
sivity obtained for both suspended Si thin films arise from
their different thickness, which limits the maximum phonon
mean free path of the phonons which can transport heat, a
well known effect which was already discussed by Chávez-
Angel[37] and references therein.

Figure 5 displays the phase lag vs spatial offsets for a
suspended PDPP4T thin film with a thickness of 100 nm.
The frequency range chosen was reduced with respect to
the case of both Si suspended thin films due to the lower
thermal diffusivity of PDPP4T, which leads to a compara-
tively smaller in-plane thermal penetration depth. In gen-
eral, the response of this sample is qualitatively similar to
the case of both suspended Si thin films, hence, we have
applied the same methodology to analyze the experimental
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FIG. 5. (a) Phase lag vs. offset for a 100 nm thick PDPP4T sus-
pended thin film for different excitation frequencies between 17 Hz
and 150 Hz. The dashed lines are linear fits to the data points. (b)
Slopes obtained from fitting φ vs ∆x for each excitation frequency.

data. We have obtained an in-plane thermal diffusivity of
D = (5.13 ± 0.26) × 10−7m/s2, which is a typical value for
semi-crystalline polymer thin films.

B. Bulk sample without transducer

We have also studied the case of 2D heat flow as dis-
cussed in Section II B. For this purpose, we used single crystal
Bi(0001) substrate purchased from Mateck GmbH. The pump
and probe lasers focused directly onto the surface of the sam-
ple, i.e., without using a metallic transducer as for the sus-
pended thin films in the previous section. Figure 6a displays
the phase lag as a function of the spatial offset, and for dif-
ferent excitation frequencies. Similarly as for the case of the
suspended thin films studied in the previous section, the de-
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FIG. 6. (a) Phase lag vs. offset for a Bi single crystal, and for differ-
ent excitation frequencies. (b) Slopes obtained for fitting φ vs ∆x for
each excitation frequency

pendence of φ on ∆x and f 1/2 is also linear as predicted by
Eq. 10. However, unlike the case of the suspended Si thin
films, the heat flow geometry for a bulk sample is 2D, i.e., heat
propagates in the directions perpendicular to the line-shaped
heater. In this case, the spatial dependence of the tempera-
ture field is given by Eq. 9. In fact, the phase lag and the
corresponding slopes, ∂φ/∂∆x, shown in Fig. 6 are prone to
larger experimental error as compared to the case of the sus-
pended Si thin films (1D heat flow), which is mainly due to
the faster spatial decay of signal as predicted by Eq. 9. In
addition, the different temperature coefficients of reflectivity
(at the probe wavelength of 532 nm) of Bi as compared to Si
also account for the different signal levels observed in these
systems. The thermal diffusivity of the Bi sample was ob-
tained fitting the slopes (∂φ/∂∆x) shown in Fig. 6b, obtaining
D = 9.89× 10−6m2/s, which is in good agreement with previ-
ously reported values.[38]
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C. Bulk samples with transducer

We have also studied the influence of using a Au metallic
transducer on the phase lag response. The use of a metallic
transducer in thermoreflectance experiments is usually desir-
able for three main reasons: (i) the extinction coefficient of a
metal for visible incident light is typically rather small (<100
nm), hence, allowing to approximate the heat source as super-
ficial; (ii) no direct excitation of the electronic systems of the
material under investigation occurs, avoiding heat transport
through excitons which could be relevant for some materials
with indirect optical bandgap; and (iii) the temperature coeffi-
cient of reflectance of Au is relatively large, ∆R/R0 ≈ 2×10−4,
for 532 nm probe wavelength, which naturally results in en-
hanced thermal signal. In particular, we address to what extent
the present method can be applied to multilayered systems.
Typically, the presence of a metallic transducer can have a
strong impact on the measured phase lag, which originates
from in-plane heat conduction in the transducer layer itself,
and which is particularly relevant when the thermal conduc-
tivity of the transducer (κtr) is much larger than the thermal
conductivity of the substrate (κs). We have chosen as case
study a bulk crystalline Si substrate as well as a bulk glass
substrate, hence, addressing the cases with κtr ≈ κs (Si), and
κtr � κs (glass). For the case with κtr � κs, the signal is fully
dominated by the substrate, as shown numerically solving Eq.
11 in the Supporting Information section.

Figure 7a displays the phase lag data for a Si substrate cov-
ered with a 60 nm thick Au transducer, which was deposited
using thermal evaporation with a base pressure better than
10−6 mbar, and at a deposition rate of 1 Å/s. The phase lag
curves were collected at excitation frequencies between 7 kHz
and 13 kHz, and spatial offsets between 40 µm and 90 µm.
The data exhibits a similar trend as observed for the case of
bulk Bi, i.e., even in the presence of the Au transducer the
phase lag depends linearly on the spatial offset. Figure 7b dis-
plays the slopes as extracted from the linear fits of the phase
lag curves in Fig. 7a as a function of f 1/2. Once more, the
relation between ∂φ/∂∆x and f 1/2 is linear. We applied Eq.
10 to compute the thermal diffusivity of the sample obtaining
D = (8.55 ± 0.43) × 10−5m2/s, which is in good agreement
with reported values for Si substrates.[39–41]

It is interesting to note that even in the presence of the Au
transducer, it is still possible to directly obtain the thermal
diffusivity of the substrate from the double derivative of the
phase lag, ∂2φ/[∂∆x∂ f 1/2], as previously done for the case
of the suspended thin films and for the Bi substrate without
transducer. We have confirmed this approximation solving nu-
merically Eq. 11 for the studied geometry, and observing that
when the thermal conductivity of the transducer is similar or
lower to the thermal conductivity of the underlying substrate,
the response is mostly dominated by the substrate and, hence,
the present method can be applied without significant loss of
accuracy, which is estimated in < 2% for the present case.

We also discuss the case of a glass substrate covered with a
60 nm thick Au transducer deposited through thermal evap-
oration in similar conditions as for the case of the Si sub-
strate. The thermal conductivity of the Au transducer was

determined by measuring its electrical conductivity through
the Van der Pauw method, and using the Wiedemann-Franz
law obtaining, κtr = 246 Wm−1K−1. This case is substan-
tially different from the previous since the thermal conductiv-
ity of the Au transducer is more than two orders of magni-
tude larger than the thermal conductivity of the glass sample
(κGlass ≈ 1). In fact, it is already expected that the response
will be dominated by a combination of both, the glass sam-
ple and the Au transducer. In order to further study this ef-
fect, we have patterned the Au transducer using focused ion
beam with the purpose of substantially reducing its in-plane
thermal conductivity. Hence, we provide experimental data
for the case of a glass substrate with a continuous Au trans-
ducer, κ// ≈ κ⊥, as well as for the case with a patterned Au
transducer, κ// ≈ 0. The patterned Au transducer was fabri-
cated in a 150 µm × 150 µm area, and was obtained patterning
narrow (≈ 15 nm) vertical and horizontal channels on the as-
deposited Au transducer. The depth of these channels was
carefully calibrated in order not to damage the surface of the
sample, hence, the residual thickness of the transducer at the
bottom of each channel is < 3 nm. The horizontal and ver-
tical spacing between each channel was 5 µm. The inset of
Figure 7d displays an optical image of the pattern. Figure 7c
displays the phase lag data for the case of the glass substrate
with the patterned Au transducer in the frequency range from
17 Hz to 150 Hz. Note that we have selected a rather low
frequency range in order to enhance the thermal penetration
depth, µ =

√
D/(π f ), arising from the low thermal diffusiv-

ity of the glass substrate and, hence, to increase the relative
sensitivity of the thermal properties of the glass substrate with
respect to the Au transducer. Figure 7d displays the slopes,
∂φ/∂∆x, as a function of f 1/2 for both glass samples, i.e.,
with and without patterned transducer. Fitting the data cor-
responding to the sample with patterned substrate renders a
thermal diffusivity D = (7.73 ± 0.39) × 10−7m2/s, which is
in good agreement with previously reported values for similar
substrates.[42] In the case of the sample with non-patterned
transducer a direct fit to the data points in Fig. 7d renders
D = (2.55 ± 0.13) × 10−6m2/s, which is obviously larger than
the typical values observed for glass substrates. As we have
previously anticipated, the origin of this larger value is heat
conduction through the Au transducer. In other words, when
in-plane heat transport within the transducer is not negligible,
the present method renders the effective thermal conductivity
of the system.

We note that even for the cases where the transducer has
a non-negligible contribution to the in-plane thermal conduc-
tance of the multilayered system, the response φ(∆x) is still
linear for each excitation frequency. However, the second or-
der derivative, ∂2φ/∂∆x∂ f 1/2, provides the thermal diffusivity
of the multilayered systems, which depends on the used exper-
imental conditions such as the offset and excitation frequency
ranges. This result is simply a consequence of the expansion
of K0(qr) for qr � 1. In this case, it is still possible to ob-
tain the thermal diffusivity of the sample through numerical
simulations reflecting the experimental conditions.

Finally, in Fig. 8 we show the phase lag data for a HOPG
bulk sample purchased from SPI Supplies. This sample was
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FIG. 7. (a) Phase lag vs. offset for a Si substrate with a 60 nm thick Au transducer for different excitation frequencies between 7 kHz and 14
kHz. The dashed lines are linear fits to the data points. (b) Slopes obtained from fitting φ vs ∆x for each excitation frequency. (c) Phase lag
vs. offset for a glass substrate with a 60 nm thick patterned Au transducer for different excitation frequencies between 17 Hz and 150 Hz. The
dashed lines are linear fits to the data points. (d) Slopes obtained from fitting φ vs ∆x for each excitation frequency for the as-deposited Au
transducer as well as for the patterned transducer. The inset displays and image of the pattern used to avoid in-plane heat transport within the
Au transducer.

studied using a 60 nm thick Au transducer in order to enhance
the acquired thermal signal. We have also studied this sample
in the absence of the metallic transducer, however, almost not
signal could be obtained due to its low temperature coefficient
of reflectance for the used pump and probe wavelengths. We
note that the presence of the metallic transducer has a negli-
gible effect on the response, similarly as for the case of the Si
substrate. In fact, the HOPG substrate exhibits a rather large
in-plane thermal diffusivity and, hence, it is insensitive to
large extent to the effect of the transducer. We have estimated
a deviation below 1% numerically solving Eq. 11. Figure
8b displays the slopes, ∂φ/∂∆x, as a function of f 1/2 for the
HOPG sample with transducer. Fitting the experimental data
renders a thermal diffusivity D = (9.64 ± 0.48) × 10−4m2/s,

which is a typical value for the in-plane thermal diffusivity this
system.[14] Interestingly, the out-of-plane thermal diffusivity
of this sample is typically ≈150 times smaller than its in-plane
counterpart, which evidences the potential of the present ap-
proach to study in-plane heat transport for samples with large
thermal anisotropy ratios (in-plane vs. out-of-plane).

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a new method based on beam-offset
frequency-domain thermoreflectance (BO-FDTR) suitable to
study thermal transport with enhanced sensitivity to in-plane
heat flow. The present method substantially differs from pre-
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vious approaches since it uses a one-dimensional (1D) heat
source combined with controlled spatial offsets between the
heater (pump, line-shaped) and the thermometer (probe, dot-
shaped). The key advantage of using a 1D heat source with
respect to focused Gaussian heat sources (0D) relies on the
spatial dependence of the temperature field. Using a 1D heat
source allows to probe the thermal field at larger distances
from the heat source, providing enhanced sensitivity to in-
plane thermal transport. In addition, the spatial dependence
of the thermal response at distances larger than the typical
dimensions of the heat source is insensitive to the specific
shape of the heat source. Regarding the data analysis pro-
cedure, this approach presents large advantages with respect
to other methods since it does not require any computational
efforts, i.e., the thermal diffusivity of the specimen is readily
extracted from linear fits to the data points. In addition, the

use of a line-shaped heater defines the frequency region of in-
terest to frequencies < 100 kHz, which provides substantial
advantages regarding the price of the excitation source. Most
importantly, such low frequency range allows to study sam-
ples without the use of a metallic transducer minimizing the
influence of the finite optical penetration depth in the samples
due to the large thermal penetration depth provided by the low
frequency range.

We have applied the present method to study 2D and 3D
samples without the use of a metallic transducer, showing that
the thermal diffusivity can be accurately extracted for both
sample geometries. Furthermore, we show that the method is
still accurate for samples with a thin metallic transducer, pro-
vided that in-plane heat transport within the transducer is neg-
ligible. In other words, when the in-plane component of the
thermal diffusivity of the transducer is similar or smaller than
the thermal diffusivity of the sample, the spatial dependence
of the thermal field is mostly dominated by the sample. For
cases when the in-plane component of the thermal diffusivity
of the transducer cannot be neglected, we developed a strategy
based on patterning the metallic transducer using focused ion
beam by patterning channels on the transducer which have the
effect of substantially reducing the in-plane component of the
thermal diffusivity of the transducer.

We think that the present method will provide new oppor-
tunities to study heat transport, specially for anisotropic ma-
terials, since it allows to obtain the in-plane components of
the thermal conductivity/diffusivity tensor with enhanced sen-
sitivity. Furthermore, its rather simple data analysis procedure
makes it suitable for cases where numerical simulations can-
not be conducted
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sev, A. R. Goñi, M. Campoy-Quiles, M. I. Alonso, and J. S.
Reparaz, Review of Scientific Instruments 93, 034902 (2022).

[20] R. B. Wilson and D. G. Cahill, Nature Communications 5, 5075
(2014).

[21] V. V. Medvedev, J. Yang, A. J. Schmidt, A. E. Yakshin, R. W.
V. D. Kruijs, E. Zoethout, and F. Bijkerk, Journal of Applied
Physics 118, 085101 (2015).

[22] R. E. Khayat, J. DeBruyn, M. Niknami, D. F. Stranges, and
R. M. Khorasany, International Journal of Thermal Sciences 97,

163 (2015).
[23] M. Handwerg, R. Mitdank, Z. Galazka, and S. F. Fischer, Semi-

conductor Science and Technology 30, 024006 (2015).
[24] M. Handwerg, R. Mitdank, Z. Galazka, and S. F. Fischer, Semi-

conductor Science and Technology 31, 125006 (2016).
[25] S. Kwon, J. Zheng, M. C. Wingert, S. Cui, and R. Chen, ACS

Nano 11, 2470 (2017).
[26] M. Slomski, N. Blumenschein, P. P. Paskov, J. F. Muth, and

T. Paskova, Journal of Applied Physics 121, 235104 (2017).
[27] Z. Cheng, N. Tanen, C. Chang, J. Shi, J. McCandless,

D. Muller, D. Jena, H. G. Xing, and S. Graham, Applied
Physics Letters 115, 092105 (2019).

[28] Y. Pang, P. Jiang, and R. Yang, Journal of Applied Physics 130,
084901 (2021).

[29] P. Jiang, X. Qian, and R. Yang, Review of Scientific Instru-
ments 88, 074901 (2017).

[30] P. Jiang, X. Qian, and R. Yang, Review of Scientific Instru-
ments 89, 094902 (2018).

[31] E. Ziade, Review of Scientific Instruments 91, 124901 (2020).
[32] L. Wang, R. Cheaito, J. L. Braun, A. Giri, and P. E. Hopkins,

Review of Scientific Instruments 87, 094902 (2016).
[33] A. Salazar, European Journal of Physics 27, 1349 (2006).
[34] F. Smithies, H. S. Carslaw, and J. C. Jaeger, Conduction of Heat

in Solids, Vol. 36 (Clarendo Press, 1952) p. 142.
[35] F. Caruso and F. Silveira, Open Journal of Mathematical Sci-

ences 5, 11 (2021).
[36] T. Borca-Tasciuc, a. R. Kumar, and G. Chen, Review of Scien-

tific Instruments 72, 2139 (2001).
[37] E. Chavez-Angel, J. S. Reparaz, J. Gomis-Bresco, M. R. Wag-

ner, J. Cuffe, B. Graczykowski, A. Shchepetov, M. Prunnila,
J. Ahopelto, F. Alzina, and C. M. S. Torres, APL Materials 02,
12113 (2014).

[38] C. F. Gallo, B. S. Chandrasekhar, and P. H. Sutter, Journal of
Applied Physics 34, 144 (2004).

[39] H. R. Shanks, P. D. Maycock, P. H. Sidles, and G. C. Danielson,
Physical Review 130, 1743 (1963).

[40] C. J. Glassbrenner and G. A. Slack, Physical Review 134,
A1058 (1964).

[41] W. Fulkerson, J. P. Moore, R. K. Williams, R. S. Graves, and
D. L. McElroy, Physical Review 167, 765 (1968).

[42] G. Yang, A. D. Migone, and K. W. Johnson, Physical Review
B 45, 157 (1992).

http://link.aip.org/link/?JAPIAU/112/114306/1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4991715
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4991715
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.5026028
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.5026028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5099961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5099961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1141498
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1378340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1378340
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/5.0066166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6075
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4928958
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4928958
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/ncomms7290
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/ncomms7290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0268-1242/30/2/024006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0268-1242/30/2/024006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0268-1242/31/12/125006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0268-1242/31/12/125006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1021/ACSNANO.6B07836/ASSET/IMAGES/NN-2016-07836W_M012.GIF
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1021/ACSNANO.6B07836/ASSET/IMAGES/NN-2016-07836W_M012.GIF
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4986478
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5108757
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5108757
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/5.0057796
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/5.0057796
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4991715
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4991715
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.5029971
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.5029971
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0021917
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4962711
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0143-0807/27/6/009
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3610347
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3610347
http://dx.doi.org/10.30538/OMS2021.0140
http://dx.doi.org/10.30538/OMS2021.0140
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4861796
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4861796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1729056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1729056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.130.1743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.134.A1058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.134.A1058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.167.765
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.157


REGULAR ARTICLE

The use of LEDs as a light source for fluorescence pressure

measurements

Rustem Khasanova, Matthias Elendera, and Stefan Klotzb

aLaboratory for Muon Spin Spectroscopy, Paul Scherrer Institute, CH-5232 Villigen PSI,
Switzerland
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ABSTRACT
We discuss the use of commercial high-power light emitting diodes (LEDs) as a light
source for fluorescence pressure measurements. A relatively broad light emitting
spectra of single color LEDs (in comparison with lasers) do not prevent producing
narrow fluorescence lines at least for two widely used pressure indicator materials,
namely ruby (Cr3+:Al2O3) and strontium tetraborate (Sm2+:SrB4O7). Strongest
responses of both pressure indicators were detected for the green color LEDs with the
average wavelength λav ∼ 530 nm. LEDs might be easily implemented for producing
fiber coupled, as well as the parallel light sources. LEDs were found to be efficient
to replace laser sources in piston-cylinder cell and diamond anvil cell fluorescence
pressure measurement setups.

KEYWORDS
light-emitting diodes; fluorescence; diamond anvil pressure cell; piston-cylinder
pressure cell

1. Introduction

Pressure is a universal tool to tune the electronic structure and, by doing this, to
study in a clean and controllable way the coexistence and interplay of different energy
scales in a broad variety of materials. In some particular cases, the external pressure
may lead to formation of a new, previously unknown, structural phases with unique
physical properties which were not detected at ambient pressure conditions. One of
the major example is the observation of a nearly room temperature superconductivity
in hydrogen rich materials, where the new phases were synthesized inside diamond
anvil cells by keeping them at hundreds of gigapascal pressures (see e.g. Refs. [1,2]
and references therein).

One of the drawbacks of pressure experiments is the necessity of using especially
dedicated containers (cells), which are suitable for generating high pressures. The
key question, in such case, becomes the knowledge of an accurate pressure value (p)
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inside the cell, which, in most of the cases, differs from the simplified assumption of
p = Fap/S (where, Fap and S are the applied force and the area to which this force
is being applied, respectively). The most direct way is to look on the response of a
so-called pressure indicator, which might be placed inside the cell chamber together
with the sample under investigation. Such pressure indicator needs, on the one hand,
to be small in order not to occupy much of the cell volume available for the sample
and, on the other hand, to be sensitive to the applied pressure.

One of the widely used pressure determination techniques is based on the effect of
fluorescence.[3–10] In such case, the absolute pressure value in the close vicinity of the
sample is determined by detecting the pressure induced shift of fluorescence line(s) of
the pressure indicator (typically containing Cr3+ or Sm2+ ions). The technique requires
the use of an external light source, a special setup allowing to separate optical passes of
the direct (excitation) and reflected (fluorecense) lights, and an optical spectrometer.
In current fluorescence systems the excitation source involves, typically, a laser source
in the spectral range from the dark blue to the near red.[8–11] By supplying intensive
coherent light, the laser sources allow to measure tiny ruby chips with the dimensions
not exceeding 10− 20 µm placed inside the cells.

Note that the use of laser sources should follow strict safety rules, since the laser
light exposure can result in damages to the human eye and skin (see e.g. Ref [12]
and references therein). Such rules can be easily satisfied at closed laboratories, but it
might be difficult to follow them at major user-based facilities among national labs.
However, the coherence property of a laser, which makes it hazardous for the eye even
at very low powers, is not a critical condition for fluorescence excitation. The first
pressure dependent ruby fluorescent experiments were performed by using angular
dispersive light from a mercury lamp source, Ref. [3]. More recently Feng, Ref. [13],
built an optical setup allowing to detect the response of ruby in diamond anvil cell
(DAC) by using blue LED with the average wavelength λav ' 430 nm.

In this work we studied the ability of commercial high-power LEDs to be used
as a light source for the pressure determination by means of fluorescence. Our tests
reveal that a relatively broad light emitting spectra of single color LEDs (compared
to monochromatic laser ones) do not prevent formation of narrow fluorescence lines.
The strongest responses for two widely used pressure indicator materials, namely ruby
(Cr3+:Al2O3) and strontium tetraborate (Sm2+:SrB4O7), are obtained for green LEDs
with λav ∼ 530 nm. It is demonstrated that LEDs could be easily implemented for
producing fiber coupled, as well as parallel collimated light sources. The latter one
was found to be efficient to replace laser source in DAC setups and allow to detect a
strong fluorescence response from a single (' 15 µm in size) ruby chip.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 describes the details of the experi-
ment and construction of a ’fiber coupled‘ and ’parallel light‘ LED holder. Section 3.1
presents the measurements of LEDs excitation spectra and the efficiency of fiber cou-
pled light sources. The results of fluorescence measurements of ruby (Cr3+:Al2O3) and
strontium tetraborate (Sm2+:SrB4O7) pressure indicator materials are summarised in
Sec. 3.2. Section 3.3 discusses the possibility of replacing lasers by LED light sources
in a piston-cylinder and DAC fluorescence measurement setup. The summary and
conclusions follow in Sec. 4.
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2. Experimental details

Experiments were performed by using commercial LEDs from CREE.[14] The design
with a high-power LED chip mounted on a ø ' 16 mm aluminum PCB (printed circuit
board) was selected [Fig. 1 (a)]. LEDs with the maximum electric power (Pel) limited
to 3 W were used for studying the efficiency of LED light to excite the fluorescence
response of Cr3+:Al2O3 and Sm2+:SrB4O7 and for measurements with the piston-
cylinder cell. Both 3 W and 10 W LED versions were used to perform experiments
with DAC.

cooling fan

heatsink

LED

fiber plug
(SMA905)

lens

(a) (b) (c)

lens holder

~1.5mm

Figure 1. (a) Commercial LED mounted on a ø' 16 mm aluminum PCB (printed circuit board).[14] (b)

LED holder with the SMA905 optical fiber output. (c) LED holder with the ’parallel light’ output. The lens
focusing distance is ' 18 mm. The distance between the lens and the LED chip (from ' 5 to ' 25 mm) might

be changed by replacing the lens holder.

Two type of LED mounts (holders) were constructed [Figs. 1 (b) and (c)]. Both
mounts share certain parts [as, e.g., the heat sink (made of 40 × 40 mm2 aluminum
profile rail), the cooling fan (40×40×10 mm3, 5 V, 0.05 A), as well as several mounting
pieces (screws, washers, spacers, etc.)], but they are different by providing two types of
optical outputs. The holder shown in Fig. 1 (b) is equipped with a SMA905 connector
and it is used for attaching optical fibers. The holder presented in Fig. 1 (c) allows
creating a parallel light output. The light focusing is achieved by changing the distance
between the LED and the lens via replacement the lens holder.

The optical measurements were performed by using the broad-band USB4000 (wave-
length range: 350 − 1000 nm) and the narrow-band HR2000+ (wavelength range:
670− 770 nm) spectrometers from Ocean Optics.[15] The optical fibers with two dif-
ferent types of core material (fused silica and PMMA) and various core diameters
(from 125 to 1000 µm) were probed. LEDs were powered by using a computer con-
trolled DC6006L power supply unit from Fnirsi.[16] Experiments described in Sec. 3.2
were performed by using the RP22 reflection probe from Thorlabs.[17]

3. Results and Discussions

3.1. LED excitation spectra and efficiency of fiber coupled sources

Figure 2 shows the emission spectra of seven LED types with different wavelengths
[experiments were performed by using fiber coupled LED holders, Fig. 1 (b)]. The
characteristics of the studied LEDs are summarized in Table 1. Nearly all LEDs (except
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the 600 nm one) have relatively narrow line width. The FWHM ranges from ' 12 nm
(for 430 nm LED) to ' 34 nm (for 530 nm one). The exception is only the 600 nm
LED with FWHM reaching ' 95 nm.
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Figure 2. Excitation spectra of seven LED types used in the present study.

Figure 3 shows the dependence of the output optical power (Popt) on the applied
electric power (Pel) for different LED types. Measurements were performed by using
ø = 200 µm optical fiber (the numerical aperture NA=0.29, Ref. [18]) attached to the
end of the SMA905 plug [see Fig. 1 (b)]. The values of the optical power at applied
current J = 0.7 A (which corresponds to approximately ∼ 75% of the maximum
electric power of 3 W LED) and the efficiency of fiber coupled LEDs [i.e. the ratio
Popt(0.7 A)/Pel(0.7 A)] are summarised in Table 1.
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Figure 3. Dependence of the output optical power (Popt) on the applied electric power (Pel) for different
LED types. Measurements were performed by using ø = 200 µm optical fiber (the numerical aperture NA=0.29,

Ref. [18]) attached to the end of the SMA905 plug [see Fig. 1 (b)].
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From the above presented LED test results the following three important points
emerge.

(i) The full width at half maximum of studied LEDs varies between 12 and 95
nanometers (see Figure 2 and Table 1). These values are similar (or even
slightly smaller) in size to the excitation bandwidths of ruby and strontium
tetraborate.[7,19,20] This allows to select an individual diode light source to
supply the optimum excitation wavelength band for different types of pressure
gauges.

(ii) LEDs with the wavelengths 395, 430, and 600 nm exhibit optical power output
nearly twice as high compared to LEDs ranging from 470 to 530 nm (see Fig. 3).
This is the manifestation of the so-called ”green gap“ problem, i.e. the efficiency
reduction of green LEDs compared with ultraviolet to blue and orange to infrared
ones.[27,28]

(iii) The area of the 3 W LED lightening chip [' 1.5 × 1.5 mm2, Fig. 1 (a)] is far
bigger compared to the cross sectional area of 200 µm optical fiber. This explains
∼ 0.1−0.2% efficiency of the optical output. Note that the use of 1 mm diameter
optical fiber results in more than 20 times higher optical power.

Table 1. Characteristics of studied LEDs. The meaning of the parameters are: λsp is the wavelength as
announced in LEDs specification sheet, λav is the average wavelength detected in experiments, FWHM is the

full width at the half maximum, Popt(0.7 A) is the output optical power at the end of ø = 200 µm optical fiber
(NA=0.29) at applied current J = 0.7 A, and Popt(0.7 A)/Pel(0.7 A) is the optical efficiency.

λsp λav FWHM Popt(0.7 A) Popt(0.7 A)/Pel(0.7 A)
(nm) (nm) (nm) (mW) (%)
395 402.8 21.6 4.21 0.18
430 426.0 11.6 4.00 0.16
470 471.6 21.6 1.77 0.78
520 523.9 24.9 1.92 0.84
530 531.9 34.2 1.49 0.66
600 597.0 94.6 3.96 0.18
730 731.4 31.5 – –

3.2. The fluorescence response of ruby and strontium tetraboite

Figures 4 and 5 represent the results of fluorescence measurements of ruby
(Cr3+:Al2O3) and strontium tetraborate (Sm2+:SrB4O7), respectively. Experiments
were performed at ambient pressure by using fiber-coupled LED sources and an opti-
cal reflection probe. The pressure indicators were mounted inside especially designed
holders allowing easy attachment to SMA905 optical connector.

The fluorescence spectra of ruby [Fig. 4 (a)] is confined in the region of 690−698 nm
and it consists of two lines (R1 and R2) which correspond to the transition of chromium
from the excited metastable level E2 to the ground state E1.[19] The red emission
spectra of Sm2+ in SrB4O7 is located in the range of 680− 740 nm [Fig. 5 (a)]. Eight
lines correspond to: 5D0 → 7F 0 (685.4 nm), 5D0 → 7F 1 (695.4, 698.6, and 704.6 nm),
and 5D0 → 7F 2 (722.1, 724.2, 727.0 and 733.5 nm) and they are associated with the
so-called 4f6 − 4f6 intra-configurational transitions of Sm2+ ions.[20]

The data presented in Figs. 4 (a) and 5 (a) imply that LEDs with the wavelengths
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Figure 4. (a) The fluorescence spectra of ruby (Cr3+:Al2O3) at ambient pressure measured by using LEDs

with the average wavelength ranging from 395 nm to 600 nm. R1 and R2 denote the corresponding fluorescence

lines. (b) Dependence of the normalised intensity of R1 and R2 ruby lines on the LEDs wavelengths. The lines
are guides for the eye.

ranging from 395 to 600 nm are suitable for observing the fluorescence response of
both, the ruby and the strontium tetraborate, probes. There was no fluorescence sig-
nal detected for the 730 nm LED. In this case only the broad intensity distribution
corresponding to the excitation spectra of the LED itself (similar to the one presented
in Fig. 2) was recorded.

The selection of the most efficient LED type could be made by comparing the
dependence of the normalized intensity of fluorescence line(s) as a function of LED’s
average wavelengths. The corresponding dependencies for R1 and R2 lines of ruby, as
well as for 5D0 → 7F 0 and the first 5D0 → 7F 1 lines of strontium tetraborate are
presented in Figs. 4 (b) and 5 (b), respectively. The best result is obtained for the
green light LEDs with the average wavelengths ∼ 530 nm.

3.3. LED instead of laser light sources for pressure measurements

This section discusses the use of LEDs as light sources for pressure determination by
means of fluorescence. Two types of pressure cells were tested, i.e. piston-cylinder and
the diamond anvil cell (DAC).

3.3.1. Piston-cylinder pressure cell

Experiments were performed using the double-wall type piston-cylinder cell described
in Refs. [21,22]. The optical pressure read was accessed via the ’double-volume‘ setup,
where the space inside the cell is split between the ’sample‘ (' 0.3 cm3) and the ’op-
tical‘ (' 1 mm3) volumes, respectively.[10,23] Strontium tetraborate (Sm2+:SrB4O7)
was filled inside the ’optical‘ volume and played a role of a pressure indicator. The
insertion of the excitation radiation and the read of the fluorescence responce were
performed in way described in Fig. 1 of Ref. [10].

The results obtained using different fiber coupled LEDs were similar to that reported
in Fig. 5. Due to the relatively large amount of pressure gauge material possible in
such a double-volume setup (∼ 0.5 − 1.0 mm3, Ref. [10]), the intensive fluorescence
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Figure 5. (a) The fluorescence spectra of strontium tetraborate (Sm2+:SrB4O7) at ambient pressure mea-
sured by using LEDs with the average wavelength ranging from 395 nm to 600 nm. Eight lines correspond

to: 5D0 → 7F 0 (685.4 nm), 5D0 → 7F 1 (695.4, 698.6, and 704.6 nm), and 5D0 → 7F 2 (722.1, 724.2, 727.0

and 733.5 nm) and they are associated with the so-called 4f6 − 4f6 intra-configurational transitions of Sm2+

ions.[20] (b) Dependence of the normalised intensity of 5D0 → 7F 0 and the first 5D0 → 7F 1 lines of strontium

tetraborate on the LEDs wavelengths. The lines are guides for the eye.

response was easily detected down to 10− 20% of a maximum electric power supplied
to the LED (Pel∼ 0.3− 0.6 W, Popt ∼ 0.5− 1.0 mW).

3.3.2. Diamond anvil cell

Experiments with a DAC were performed by using a standard fluorescence pressure
measurement setup [see Fig. 6 (a) for schematics]. In such setup, the excitation light
from the light source is reflected by a dichroic mirror and transported through the
system of lenses to the anvil cell. The fluorescence light, emitted by the pressure
indicator (typically, a ∼ 10− 20 µm ruby chip), is transported back through the same
lens system to the optical spectrometer. The dichroic mirror plays the role of a filter
by reflecting the intensive excitation light (the light from LED source in our case),
but remaining transparent for fluorescence wavelengths. Compared to the simplified
geometry presented in Fig. 6 (a), the real DAC setups are normally equipped with
several additional elements as mirrors, objectives, filters, image cameras, fiber couplers
etc. (see e.g. Refs. [24–26]).

Figure 6 (b) shows the DAC pressure measurement setup at the IMPMC laboratory
(Sorbonne University, Paris) with the LED source replacing the laser one. The lens
holder of the LED source [Fig. 1 (c)] has the same outer diameter (ø = 19 mm) as
the originally used 10 mW 532 nm green laser, which allows an easy exchange of two
light sources between each other. The membrane DAC was loaded with ReO3 powder
sample together with a 4:1 methanol-ethanol mixture and a single ' 15 µm ruby
sphere. The cell was pressurised, initially, to p ' 6.5 GPa.

The results of the experiments by using the LED (520 nm, Pel ' 4.5 W, maximum
electric power 10 W) and the laser (532 nm, Popt =10 mW) light sources are presented
in Fig. 7. The fluorescence spectra were accumulated during the same acquisition time
tacq = 0.2 s. Remarkably, the LED and the laser induced ruby fluorescence spectra
are nearly undistinguishable from each other. It should also be noted, that results
presented in Fig. 7 were collected with the LED running at less than half of the
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Figure 6. (a) Schematic representation of DAC pressure measurement setup. The excitation light from the

LED light source is reflected by a dichroic mirror and transported through the system of lenses to the anvil
cell. The fluorescence light, emitted by the pressure indicator placed in DAC, is transported back through the

same lens system to the optical spectrometer. (b) DAC pressure measurement setup at the IMPMC laboratory
(Sorbonne University, Paris). The lens holder of the LED source [Fig. 1 (c)] has the same outer diameter

(ø = 19 mm) as the originally used 10 mW 532 nm green laser, which allows easy replacement of both light

sources between the each other.

maximum electric power (Pel ' 4.5 W), meaning that for Pel exceeding 4.5 W, the
amplitudes of ruby fluorescence lines caused by LED source would exceed that of the
laser.

As expected, by releasing the pressure, both ruby lines shift to lower wavelengths
(blue curve in Fig. 4). The intensity of ruby lines increases by ' 20%, which could be
caused by slightly improved measuring conditions at lower pressures compared to the
higher ones. It is possible that the ruby chip had slightly moved and got less hidden
by the ReO3 powder sample.

To check for reproducibility and for comparison with high- and low-power LEDs,
similar measurements were performed for 520 nm and 530 nm LEDs with the maximum
electric power limited to 3 W (Fig. 3 and Table 1). For all three LED types and for the
electric power up to Pel ∼ 4.5 W, the recorded ruby spectra stay close to each other.

Figure 8 shows dependencies of several parameters of R1 and R2 ruby lines on the
applied electric power to the 520 nm, 10 W LED measured at p ' 2.4 GPa. Fits were
performed by using the Lorentzian R1 and R2 line shapes, which, for our case, lead
to a better agreement compared to the Gaussian ones. It should be noted here that,
in accordance with the literature data, the shape of both, R1 and R2, lines of ruby is
neither Lorentzian, nor Gaussian. They are better described either by Voigt or Moffat
type of functions.[8,29] Both these functional forms require, however, higher number of
fitting parameters, as compared with the simple Gaussian or Lorentzian shapes. The
simple Lorentzian fits, used in our study, may not describe the fluorescence spectral
shape, but allow to capture dependencies of fit parameters on the applied electric
power.
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Popt = 10 mW) and a LED (520 nm Pel ' 4.5 W, maximum electric power 10 W) light sources, respectively.

The blue curve represent the response of ruby at p = 2.4 GPa measured by using the 520 nm LED source.

From the data presented in Figure 8 the following three important points emerge.

(i) R1 and R2 line positions [Fig. 8 (a)], as well as their linewidths [Fig. 8 (b)] stay
independent of Pel. Solid lines correspond to the zero-slope linear fits. In spite of
much broader initial LED beam [' 1.5 mm as is determined by the size of the
LED chip, Fig. 1 (a)] compared with that of the laser source (typically 0.1 mm
or less), such independence suggests that neither the ruby chip, nor the pressure
cell are warmed up by the LED light. For comparison, the ±1 K dashed lines in
Fig. 8 (a) represent positions of ruby lines caused by the efect of temperature
change by ±1 K (as obtained by following the relation dR1,2/dT = 0.0068 nm/K,
Refs. [30,31]).

(ii) The slope of R1 and R2 line amplitudes depend nonlinearly on the applied electric
power [Fig. 8 (c)]. This relates to the well known LED efficiency drop at high
driving currents (see e.g. Ref. [32] and references therein). This effect is also
clearly seen in Fig. 3, representing dependence of the output optical power (Popt)
on the applied electric power (Pel) for different LED types.

(iii) The efficiency drop means that with increasing Pel the fraction of the applied
electric power wasted due to the heat should increase, while the fraction acces-
sible for the light production would decrease in a proportional way. The data
presented in Fig. 8 (c) show that the doubling of the electric power (i.e. the
increase of Pel from 5 to 10 W) results in only 20% increase of R1 and R2 line
amplitudes (i.e. in 20% increase of the optical power). This implies that some
LEDs (at least those types used in our studies) by being operated at half of the
maximum electric power are capable to produce nearly 80% of the maximum
optical power. This may enhance the LEDs life time and simplify the heat sink
construction.

All together, the results presented in this section suggest that LEDs could successfully
substitute laser sources in DAC pressure measurement setups. In most of the cases [as
the one presented in Fig. 6 (b)] it might be just enough to replace the laser by the

9



6 9 3 . 7 2

6 9 3 . 7 4

6 9 5 . 1 2

6 9 5 . 1 4

0 . 5

0 . 6

0 . 7

0 2 4 6 8 1 00

1 0 0 0

2 0 0 0

3 0 0 0

Lin
e p

os
itio

n  
(nm

)

 R 1  l i n e
 R 2  l i n e

( a ) R u b y
+ 1 . 0 K

- 1 . 0 K

+ 1 . 0 K

- 1 . 0 K

Lin
ew

idt
h (

nm
)

 R 1  l i n e
 R 2  l i n e

( b )

 R 1  l i n e
 R 2  l i n eLin

e a
mp

litu
de

 (a
rb.

 un
its)

P e l  ( W )

( c )

Figure 8. (a) Dependence of R1 and R2 ruby line positions on the applied electric power Pel of 520 nm 10 W

LED at p ' 2.4 GPa. The solid lines are the zero-slope linear fits. The dashed lines represent the effect of

temperature change by ±1 K (as obtained by following the relation dR1,2/dT = 0.0068 nm/K, Refs. [30,31]).
(b) Dependencies of R1 and R2 linewidths on Pel. The solid lines are the zero-slope linear fits. (c) Dependencies

of R1 and R2 line amplitudes on Pel. The lines are polynomial fits.

’parallel light‘ LED source.

4. Summary and Conclusions

To summarise, this work discussed the use of light emitting diodes (LEDs) as a light
source for pressure determination by means of fluorescence. A broad emitting spec-
tra of commercial high-power LEDs do not prevent obtaining narrow fluorescence
lines. The best responses for two widely used type of pressure indicators, namely ruby
(Cr3+:Al2O3) and strontium tertaborite (Sm2+:SrB4O7 ), were found for the green
LEDs with the average wavelength λav ∼ 530 nm. The LEDs could be easily imple-
mented for producing fiber coupled, as well as parallel light sources. Our experiments
show that LED sources can successfully replace lasers in fluorescence pressure deter-
mination measurements for both the piston-cylinder and diamond anvil setups.

To conclude, the use of commercial LEDs allows a simple and inexpensive con-

10



struction of powerful light sources for fluorescence experiments. The incoherent light
produced by LEDs is less dangerous for the human health and, as so, do not require
as strong safety regulations as the coherent laser light. This permits the use of LED
based pressure measurement setups at open platforms of large user-based facility in-
struments.

Data Availability Statement

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding
author upon reasonable request.
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Detector Challenges of the strong-field QED experiment LUXE
at the European XFEL

Adrián Irles on behalf the LUXE collaboration
IFIC, Universitat de València and CSIC, C./ Catedrático José Beltrán 2, E-46980 Paterna, Spain

The LUXE (Laser Und XFEL Experiment) aims at studying high-field QED in electron-laser
and photon-laser interactions, with the 16.5 GeV electron beam of the European XFEL and
a laser beam with a power of up to 350 TW. The experiment will measure the spectra of
electrons, positrons and photons in expected ranges of 10−3 to 109 per 1 Hz bunch crossing,
depending on the laser power and focus. These measurements have to be performed in the
presence of a low-energy high radiation background. To meet these challenges, for high-rate
electron and photon fluxes, the experiment will make use of dedicated physics-driven detectors
at specific locations downstream of the interaction point.

1 Introduction: QED in strong fields and the LUXE

For large values of the electromagnetic (EM) field, the Schwinger critical field,

Ecrit =
m2
ec

3

h̄e
= 1.32 · 1018V/m (1)

is surpassed and the vacuum becomes unstable to electron-positron pair production.

In the presence of such strong fields, Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) becomes non-
perturbative 2,3. Such strong fields are expected to exist in some extreme environments as
on the surface of neutron stars or in the bunches of future linear lepton colliders. Attempts to
reach and measure these fields in experiments have been done in the past (E1444), and are ongo-
ing in nowadays experiments (AstraGemini, E320 5,6,7) or are planned in upcoming high-power
laser facilities (ELI-NP 8). The LUXE experiment 1 aims at studying SFQED in electron-laser
and photon-laser interactions, with the 16.5 GeV electron beam of the European XFEL and a
laser beam with a power of up to 350 TW. A laser with this power cannot reach the Schwinger
field strength on its own. Instead, we take advantage of the boost provided when it collides
with the high-energy electrons. In the rest of frame system of reference of the electron, the field
is enhanced by a factor γ(1 + cosθ) with γ being the Lorentz factor and θ the incidence angle
between the electron beam and the laser.

In the left plot of Fig. 1, the reach of LUXE at different stages of its operation is compared
with the reach of other present and past experiments. Two parameters are compared in this
figure: the classical non-linearity parameter or laser intensity parameter, ξ, and the quantum
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Figure 1 – Quantum parameter χ as a function of the intensity parameter ξ for LUXE and a selection of experi-
ments and facilities. Figure extracted from the LUXE Conceptual Design Report 1.

non-linearity parameter, χ. The former measures the work done by the EM field over an electron
Compton wavelength (λ̄ = h̄/(mec)) in units of the laser photon energy h̄ω. Whenever it is larger
than unity, the calculation of processes at any given order in the QED coupling, α, requires a
resummation at all orders of ξ. The quantum non-linearity parameter characterises the field
strength experienced by an electron in its rest frame and the recoil experienced by the electron
emitting a photon. Both parametersa are dependent on the beam and laser parameters.

The main processes of strong-field QED probed by LUXE are non-linear Compton scattering
and non-linear Breit-Wheeler pair and nonlinear trident pair creation. The non-linear Compton
scattering occurs when multiple laser photons are absorbed by an electron and a single energetic
photon is emitted. This process is probed through the measurement of the displacement of the
Compton edge as a function of the laser intensity parameter. In the Breit-Wheeler process, a
high-energy photon absorbs multiple laser photons and produces an electron-positron pair. The
scaling of this process with laser intensity is direct evidence of the transition from perturbative
to non-perturbative QED and has no classical equivalent. More information about the physics
process can be found in 1.

2 Experimental setup

LUXE will run in two modes of operation: the e-laser mode in which the intense laser collides di-
rectly with the electron beam, and the γ-laser mode, in which the laser interacts with secondary
photons generated by the electron beam in a high-Z target upstream of the interaction point.
These two operation modes are shown in Fig. 2. The secondary photon beam will be delivered
by impinging the electron beam on a Tungsten Bremsstrahlung target or producing Compton
photons after colliding the electron beam with a low-intensity laser pulse. Depending on the
mode of operation, there is a vast range in the multiplicity of the produced electrons, positrons
and photons. This is summarised in Fig. 3 for positrons (left) and for photons (right). The
LUXE collaboration proposes a set of physics-driven detector technologies at specific locations
downstream of the interaction point. As covering all of them is out of the scope of this contri-
bution we will concentrate on electron and positron detection systems for the e-laser mode. For
a more comprehensive picture, we refer the reader to the Conceptual Design report of LUXE 1

and the Technical Design report of LUXE which is soon to appear.

Electron Detection System: The measurement of the non-linear Compton edge requires

aThe field intensity parameter is defined as ξ = meEL
ωLEcrit

where ωL is the laser wavelength and EL is the laser

electromagnetic field strength. The quantum non-linearity parameter is defined as χ = eELλ̄
mec2

.
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Figure 2 – Sketch of the LUXE experimental setups.

dealing with very large rates of electrons (up to 109). The solution chosen for this is based on a
two-detector system, as shown in the left part of Fig. 4: a scintillator screen and a Cherenkov gas
detector. The scintillator screen solution has already been used by the AWAKE collaboration at
CERN. It features a digital camera that records the scintillation light with a spatial resolution
of 500 µm. This solution is chosen because of its large signal-over-background ratio (of the order
of 100) and its radiation hardness, holding up to 10 MGy. The Cherenkov detector solution is
built on the argon gas polarimeter developed for the International Linear Collider. It features
a low refractive index gas that helps to reduce photons and low energy backgrounds due to the
low Cherenkov threshold of 20 MeV. It features an excellent signal-over-background ratio larger
than 1000. These two detectors fulfil complementary roles, being the Cherenkov detector used
to cover the high energy range and the scintillator screen for the low energy.

Positron Detection System: For the study in detail of the Breit-Wheeler process, the
measurement of the positron production rate is crucial. The system will consist of a high-
resolution tracker system, with low material budget and a highly granular electromagnetic
calorimeter, as shown in the right part of Fig. 4. The tracker will consist of three layers of
highly integrated ALPIDE sensors (developed by ALICE for phase 1 upgrade of the LHC) with
5 µm of spatial resolution and a pixel size of 27×29 µm2. The calorimeter system will consist of
a multilayer high-granular system developed for the forward calorimetry systems of the future
International Linear Collider (ILC). It foresees a depth of 20 layers summing up to 20 radiation
lengths provided by 20 tungsten plates of 3.5 mm and a lateral coverage of 810 mm. The sensors
(silicon or gallium-arsenide as preferred options) will have a surface of 90× 90 mm2 and will be
pixelated in 256 cells of 5.5 × 5.5 mm2 each. The setup is required to offer maximal compact-
ness to ensure a minimal Molière Radius, RM ≈ 3.5 mm. A dedicated ASIC, FLAXE is being
developed for LUXE, by adapting the FLAME ASIC, developed for the ILC. The calorimeter is
expected to offer an energy resolution of σE

E = 19.3%√
E

and a position resolution of σx = 780 µm

(calculated for single electrons hitting perpendicular to the first layer).

3 Conclusions and outlook

LUXE will likely be the first experiment to take precision measurements in an SFQED regime
never explored before in laboratory conditions, where the quantum parameter χ > 1. This will
be possible thanks to a high-intensity laser and the European XFEL electron beam. In addition,
LUXE requires a set of dedicated detectors able to cope with a vast variety of rates for particles
and backgrounds. A sketch of a few of these detector systems has been given in this proceeding.
LUXE also provides a platform to search for physics beyond the Standard Model, specifically
Axion Like Particles, which is discussed in detail here 9.



Figure 3 – Left: expected rate of positron production under different running conditions. Right: photon spectra
and Compton edge displacement for different beam laser operation points.

Figure 4 – Sketch of the LUXE experimental setups.
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Abstract—The Next Generation Arecibo Telescope (NGAT) was
a concept presented in a white paper [1] developed by members
of the Arecibo staff and user community immediately after the
collapse of the 305 m legacy telescope. A phased array of small
parabolic antennas placed on a tiltable plate-like structure forms
the basis of the NGAT concept. The phased array would function
both as a transmitter and as a receiver. This envisioned state of
the art instrument would offer capabilities for three research
fields, viz. radio astronomy, planetary and space & atmospheric
sciences. The proposed structure could be a single plate or a set
of closely spaced segments, and in either case it would have an
equivalent collecting area of a parabolic dish of size 300 m. In this
study we investigate the feasibility of realizing the structure. Our
analysis shows that, although a single structure ∼300 m in size is
achievable, a scientifically competitive instrument 130 to 175 m
in size can be developed in a more cost effective manner. We
then present an antenna configuration consisting of one hundred
and two 13 m diameter dishes. The diameter of an equivalent
collecting area single dish would be ∼130 m, and the size of
the structure would be ∼146 m. The weight of the structure is
estimated to be 4300 tons which would be 53% of the weight
of the Green Bank Telescope. We refer to this configuration as
NGAT-130. We present the performance of the NGAT-130 and
show that it surpasses all other radar and single dish facilities.
Finally, we briefly discuss its competitiveness for radio astronomy,
planetary and space & atmospheric science applications.

Index Terms—Antennas, Radar, Radio Astronomy, Design
principles, Model

Invited paper for the ICEAA-IEEE APWC conference, Venice, Italy, Oct
9-13, 2023

I. INTRODUCTION

The Arecibo Observatory (AO) hosted the most sensitive
radio telescope and the most powerful radar system until
the unexpected collapse of the 305 m “legacy” telescope
on December 1, 2020. The facility served three scientific
communities: the planetary science, the space and atmospheric
sciences, and the radio astronomy communities. Its collapse
has produced a significant void in these scientific fields. Any
future multidisciplinary facility should enable cutting-edge
capabilities for all three scientific fields.

Immediately after the collapse of the legacy telescope,
members of AO staff and the three scientific communities
had extensive discussions regarding the rebuild of a future
facility. The outcome of these discussions can be summarized
as follows [1]. Any new facility must meet the capability
requirements listed below:

• Planetary science: 5 MW of continuous wave transmitting
power at 2 to 6 GHz, 1 to 2 arcmin beam width at these
frequencies, and increased sky coverage.

• Atmospheric science: 0o to 45o sky coverage from zenith
to observe both parallel and perpendicular directions to
the geomagnetic field, 10 MW peak transmitting power
at 430 MHz (also at 220 MHz under consideration) and
excellent surface brightness sensitivity.

• Radio astronomical science: Excellent sensitivity over
200 MHz to 30 GHz frequency range, increased sky
coverage and telescope pointing up to 48o from zenith
to observe the Galactic Center.
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• The initial suggestion was to have a total collecting area
for the facility equivalent to a parabolic dish of diameter
300 m.

In order to accomplish the above scientific goals, we
presented an innovative concept of a compact, phased array
of dishes on a steerable plate-like structure. This concept is
referred to as the Next Generation Arecibo Telescope (NGAT).
This new concept requires extensive engineering studies. Here
we present a preliminary study to obtain an estimate for the
size and weight of the structure. The study is based on the ‘von
Hoerner Model’ [2], a cost effective solution to build a large,
steerable ‘single reflector’ telescopes (see for example [7]). In
Section II, we discuss the model, the constraints we imposed
for the study, and present the results. Based on this study, we
present in Section III a new, cost effective, and scientifically
competitive configuration, referred to as NGAT-130. A concise
list of unique scientific usage of the NGAT-130 is given in
Section IV and future work is discussed in Section V.

II. VON HOERNER MODEL

The von Hoerner model [2] simplifies a steerable telescope
structure to an octahedron. The octahedron would be supported
at two points and turned from a third point to make the
structure steerable. The reflector surface would be constructed
on the flat, ‘square’ shaped surface in its center with the focus
located perpendicular to this surface on the fourth point of
the octahedron. As the telescope tilts, the structure would
deform under its own gravity. Moreover, deflections due to
wind and temperature gradient would be superposed on this
structural deformation. The octahedral structure provides min-
imum deflection from its own weight and from wind. Given
such a structure and the assumed construction of the reflector
surface on the structure, [2] provides expressions to estimate
the weight of the structure as well as relationships between
the root mean square (RMS) deflections on the structure due
to gravity, wind and temperature gradient and its diameter.

The NGAT concept consists of a planar array of small
parabolic dishes placed on a supporting structure that could
be tilted to point the array to different directions in the sky.
Each dish has its own focal point and so the “fourth” point
of the octahedron would not be required. Removing the four
legs connecting the “fourth” point reduces the weight of the
structure but the magnitude of the deflection would be different
from those of a symmetric octahedron. Nevertheless, we apply
the von Hoerner model here to get an estimate for the weight
and size of a realizable NGAT structure. To apply the von Ho-
erner model, we imagine replacing the framework supporting
the reflector surface with an equivalent framework to support
the array of dishes, their individual parabolic surfaces, and
the electronic and cooling components required for each dish.
Unlike in conventional parabolic telescopes, the framework for
the NGAT would be constructed so as to support a planar array
of dishes.

We are interested in exploring a NGAT structure with
diameter greater than ∼100 m. For such a telescope size, the
wind and thermal deflections are small compared to that due

to gravity if the structure is build at least for survival condition
[2]. The survival wind speed considered is ∼136 mph – 5.4
times more than the typical operating wind speed (∼25 mph)
of the telescope. We make the following assumptions to obtain
the weight and size estimates for the NGAT structure.

• We assume that the magnitude of gravitational deflection
is roughly similar to that for the structure modeled by
[2].

• The changes in gravitational deflection are slow compared
to the telescope tracking time and the spatial scale of
the deflection is larger than the size of the small dishes.
Thus the gravitational deflection can be compensated
by re-pointing and focusing the optics of the dishes.
This assumption is justified by routine application of the
surface adjustments made on the Green Bank Telescope
(GBT) at frequencies > 20 GHz to recover the loss in
aperture efficiency due to gravitational deformation [3].

The weight of the telescope structure can be divided into
two parts: (1) active weight and (2) passive weight. The active
weight would be that of the load-bearing part of the structure
which opposes deflections. For conventional telescopes, the
passive weight includes those of the parabolic surface, support
framework and parts of the drive mechanism. The passive
weight of the NGAT will be higher, which is discussed in
Section II-B. To some extent, the active weight of the structure
can be increased beyond what is required for survival to
obtain the desired gravitational deflection. Thus we need to
specify a maximum tolerable gravitational deflection in order
to calculate the total weight of the structure.

A. Compensating for gravitational deflection

A specification on gravitational deflection has to be arrived
at from different considerations, which include the science
requirements, the cost of compensating the deflection by re-
pointing the small dishes, and the cost of the additional active
weight needed to achieve the specified deflection. There are
a number of science drivers such as precision pulsar timing,
red-shifted HI observations from individual galaxies and HI
intensity mapping, which all require excellent system stability
and low measurement systematics. These observations need
to be done at frequencies below ∼2 GHz. Therefore it is
desired that the NGAT should operate with no correction for
gravitational deflection at frequencies below ∼2 GHz.

As mentioned above, we are assuming that the gravitational
deflections can be corrected by re-pointing and focusing the
dishes. We consider the case that the diameter of the small
dish d is at least 1

10 of the diameter D of the NGAT structure.
Thus at the scale of the dish diameter only a fraction of the
full peak-to-peak magnitude of the structural deflection will
be effective. This deflection will result in a pointing offset
and we would like to keep the change in pointing less than or
equal to one tenth of the full width at half power (FWHM)
beamwidth of each small dish at frequencies below ∼ 2 GHz.



At these frequencies we then have,

2∆hg
d

≤ 1

10

1.22λ

d

∆hg ≤ λ

16
, (1)

where λ is observing wavelength, ∆hg is the RMS value of the
deflection due to gravity and we consider that the maximum
deflection at the scale of d is twice the RMS value. Under these
considerations, Eq. 1 essentially states that the wavelength
above for which no correction is needed is similar to the
gravitational limit of operation for a conventional parabolic
reflector telescope. The gravitational limit, λg , is the minimum
operating wavelength determined by ∆hg for a conventional
telescope. If we set this limit to be between 1.5 and 2.5 GHz,
then ∆hg = 1.25 – 0.75 cm.

Let us now consider the operation of NGAT for frequencies
above ∼ 2 GHz. It will be cost effective to correct for
gravitational deflection by moving the feed near the focus
rather than moving the whole reflector dish. The shift in
pointing in terms of the number of FWHM beamwidths n
is given by

n =
2∆hg

d

1.22λd
= 1.6

∆hg
λ

. (2)

The maximum desired operating frequency for NGAT is ∼30
GHz [1]. For ∆hg in the range 0.75 to 1.25 cm, the shift
in beam at 30 GHz corresponds to n = 1.2 – 2.0. We
wish to compensate this shift by moving the feed away from
the nominal focus. For a parabolic dish with prime focus
operation, the gain changes for the above n values are <
0.5 dB if the focal length over diameter ratio is greater
than 0.35 [4]. Thus the pointing correction to compensate for
gravitational deflection can be achieved by just moving the
feed at operating frequencies between ∼ 2 and 30 GHz.

In summary, we introduce condition 1 for the design of the
NGAT – no pointing correction in the small dishes to com-
pensate for gravitational deflection for operating frequencies
below ∼ 2 GHz. Below we use 1.5 to 2.5 GHz as the range
for this frequency to estimate the telescope weight.

B. Passive weight of the NGAT

The passive weight for the NGAT will be different from that
of a conventional telescope. The passive weight for the NGAT
includes the weight of the cooling system for transmitters
(weight ∼ 600 Kg), helium pump for cryogenic receivers
(∼ 400 Kg), electronics and feed support structure (∼ 1000
Kg). Our rough estimate for the weight of these components
associated with a small dish is ∼ 2 tons. Thus the total excess
weight for NGAT is ∼ 2N tons, where N is the number
of small dishes in the NGAT. N is taken approximately as
(D/d)2, where D and d are the diameters of the NGAT
structure and the small dish respectively.

C. The weight of the NGAT

We consider that the structure is made of steel (see Table 1
of [2] for a list of the properties of steel). For a given λg in
cm, D in m and d in m, we estimated the following quantities,

wac = 216(10cm/λg)(D/100m)3 + 38(D/100m)2 (3)
wps = 122(D/100m)2 + 2(D/d)2 (4)

K1 =
λg

5.3(D/100m)2
(5)

K2 = 1 +
wps
wac

. (6)

Here wac is the active weight in tons, wps is the passive
weight in tons, which includes the additional passive weight
due to the components required for the NGAT, K1 and K2
are ‘passivity factors’ (see Eqs. 25, 26, 27 and 8 of [2]).
The diameter D is 1.25 times the diagonal distance of the
octahedron since some of the small dishes will be supported
by a cantilever. The expressions for wac are for the survival
conditions. If K1 < K2, then the active weight needs to
be increased to reduce the gravitational deflection so that K2
becomes equal to K1. The total weight of the moving structure
of the NGAT is then the sum of the corrected active weight
and wps. The results are shown in Fig. 1 for four values of
λg corresponding to frequencies 0.1, 1.5, 2 and 2.5 GHz; the
latter three values are consistent with condition 1 discussed in
Section II-A. The RMS deflections due to gravity and for an
assumed temperature gradient of 5oC are also shown in Fig. 1.

The total weight of the telescope should include the weight
of the moving structure plus the towers (supporting the moving
structure) and wheels required for the azimuth motion. A
detailed design of the towers is required to estimate the weight.
In an example telescope design of size 152 m provided by [2]
(see Table V in [2]), the tower weight is 80% of the weight of
the moving structure. Therefore we take, as a worst case, the
total weight of the NGAT as twice the weight shown in Fig. 1.
An upper bound for the weight of a fully steerable NGAT
could be taken as the weight of the GBT (8000 tons [3]). It
is indeed possible to build a fully steerable 300 m structure
with weight < 8000 tons if we relax condition 1 (see the case
for 0.1 GHz in Fig. 1). But its gravitational deflection and
construction cost may be too large to be economical. A lower
bound for the size of the NGAT will be determined by the
collecting area and transmitter power per dish required for its
scientific usage. As discussed below, an NGAT structure with
D > 130 m or so will be a very useful scientific instrument.
The shaded area in Fig. 1 shows the regions bound by these
two limits. In this parameter space, the deflection is dominated
by gravitational deformation as seen in Fig. 1(left).

D. Operating cost

One of the factors that determine the operating cost is the
power required to slew the NGAT structure. Typical slew speed
for large telescopes is about 36 deg/minute and acceleration
used is about 0.1 deg/s2 (see for example [3]). We estimate the
power consumed to accelerate the NGAT structure from rest



Fig. 1. Left: Estimated weight of the moving structure in tons as a function
of the telescope diameter for the NGAT configuration. The weights are
obtained such that the RMS deflection due to gravity is ≤ λg/16, where
λg is the wavelength corresponding to the frequencies marked on the legend.
For frequencies above those marked, the gravitational deflection needs to be
corrected for by re-pointing and focusing the small dishes. The patch shows
the range of diameters (130 to 175m) for a NGAT structure which would
have a total weight (including the azimuth towers and wheels; see text) less
than or equal to that of the GBT. The dot indicates the size and weight of
the NGAT-130 (see Section III). The estimated weight in all cases satisfies
the survival condition for a maximum wind speed of 136 mph. Right: The
estimated RMS deflections resulting from structural deformation due to its
own weight and temperature gradient of 5oC for the results shown on the left
figure. The dominant deflection is due to gravity. The curves corresponding
to frequencies 1.5, 2.0 and 2.5 GHz ‘flatten’ after a certain diameter because
the active weight has been increased to maintain the deflection due to gravity
at λg/16.

to the required slew speed. We approximate the full structure
(moving structure + azimuth towers) as a cylinder for this
calculation. Fig. 2 gives the power consumed to accelerate to
the required slew speed in KW as a function of the diameter
D. As expected, a 300 m NGAT structure will have a higher
operating cost (a factor of 5) compared to the NGAT-130
configuration discussed in Section III.

III. NGAT-130 AND ITS PERFORMANCE

The NGAT would satisfy the requirements of the three
existing scientific disciplines at AO. For a given wavelength
of operation and a specified system temperature, the “sys-
tem factor” for planetary, atmospheric and radio astronomy
sciences are, respectively, P × A2

eff , Pp × Aeff and Aeff .
Here P and Pp are the continuous wave (CW) and peak
transmitter powers and Aeff is the total effective area of the
NGAT. Aeff is determined by the number of small dishes
(as well as their individual aperture efficiencies), which in
turn depends on the size of the telescope structure, and
the achievable transmitter power depends on the available
electronic components and the details of their implementation
(e.g. phased array implementation). The cost model for these
two quantities are very different and optimization is definitely
required to realize the most economic configuration. Another

Fig. 2. Estimated power consumption to accelerate the NGAT structure from
rest to a slew speed of 36 deg/minute at a constant acceleration of 0.1 deg/s2
is plotted as a function of D. The dot indicates the power consumption of
the NGAT-130 (see Section III), which is about 59 KW.

factor that enters cost optimization is the size of the individual
small dish. In the absence of a cost model, we take the power
per dish for planetary transmitter as ∼80 kW. This value
is based on [5] who discusses the possibility of developing
SSPAs (solid state power amplifiers) that could provide such
powers. If we consider a dish size of d = 13 m, then about 102
dishes could be accommodated within an NGAT structure of
size D ∼ 146 m (see Fig. 3). This configuration will result in
a total CW transmitter power of 8 MW. If the cooling system
for this transmitter can be shared with the transmitter for the
atmospheric science application, then peak transmitter power
of ∼150 kW per dish could be used, which provides a net peak
power of 15 MW. For astronomical sciences, the collecting
area of this NGAT configuration is ∼ 70% larger than that
of the GBT. A summary of the telescope configuration, the
expected transmitter and receiver performances are given in
Table I. The total collecting area is equivalent to a parabolic
dish of size ∼130 m. We compare the performances of the
proposed NGAT-130 with other facilities in Fig. 4 & 5. The
total weight (weight of the moving structure + azimuth towers)
of the NGAT-130 structure is ∼4300 tons for λg = 15 cm,
which is 53% of the weight of the GBT.

IV. A BRIEF DISCUSSION OF THE SCIENCE APPLICATIONS

A concise list of unique science applications of the NGAT-
130 is given below. Overviews of some science applications
were given in [1], and detailed discussions of the cases below
will be presented elsewhere.

• HI intensity mapping: The dish configuration in the
NGAT-130 is similar to the configuration required for
experiments like HI intensity mapping [6]. Unlike cur-
rently proposed experiments, the NGAT-130 will be able
to track a region in sky which will allow coherent



Fig. 3. The configuration of the NGAT-130. In this configuration, one hundred
and two 13 m diameter dishes form a compact, planar phased array, which
will have a collecting area equivalent to a parabolic dish ∼130 m in diameter.
The size of the telescope structure will be D ∼ 146 m.

TABLE I
THE NGAT-130 CONFIGURATION

Small dish diameter 13 m
Number of dishes 102
Diameter of the telescope 146 m
Total weight of the telescope 4300 tons
Angular resolution @ 1.4 GHz 6.2

′

Zenith angle coverage 0o– 80o

Frequency coverage 0.2 – 30 GHz
CW transmitter power per dish @ 5 GHz 80 kW
Total CW transmitter power @ 5 GHz 8 MW
Pulsed transmitter peak power per dish @430/220 MHz 150 kW
Pulsed transmitter net peak power 15 MW
Receiver temperature & Aperture efficiency @ 1.4 GHz 25 K, 0.7
Receiver temperature & Aperture efficiency @ 30 GHz 44 K, 0.6

integration of the measured visibility in each of the uv
cell. This feature will considerably reduce the integration
time required to measure the power spectrum and also
will allow repeating such measurements toward different
directions in the sky.

• Imaging Gyrosynchrotron emission from Coronal Mass
Ejection (CME): Gyrosynchrotron emission associated
with CME is low surface brightness emission and is
time variable [8]. This emission needs to be detected
in the presence of strong radio emission from the Sun.
Thus imaging Gyrosynchrotron emission requires excel-
lent surface brightness sensitivity, dynamic range, and
good instantaneous uv coverage, all of which the NGAT-
130 would provide.

• Spectral line surveys: The large survey speed of the
NGAT-130 and spectral baseline stability achievable
through the interferometric mode of observations would

(a)

(b)

Fig. 4. (a) The CW transmitter performance of the NGAT-130 compared with
other facilities. (b) The distance and declination ranges over which different
facilities could detect a potentially hazardous asteroid of size 140 m (with
SNR of at least 5 after 30 minutes).

make it a fantastic instrument to detect, for example, red-
shifted HI and CO, galactic NH3, and prebiotic molecules
over a large sky area.

• Multi-beam phase referenced VLBI: Precision astrometry
using Very Long Baseline Interferometery (VLBI) as well
as observations of weak sources at higher frequencies
(> 8 GHz) require simultaneous observations of two or
more nearby brighter sources to determine the temporal
phase variations caused by the atmosphere/ionosphere.
The multi-beam capability and higher sensitivity of the
NGAT-130 are ideal for such applications.

• Pulsar, Fast Radio Burst (FRB) and NANOGrav Science:
The large field of view and sky coverage combined with
the excellent sensitivity make the NGAT-130 a superb
facility for pulsar search and characterization, pulsar
timing and FRB studies.



(a)

(b)

Fig. 5. (a) The pulsed radar performance of NGAT-130 compared with other
facilities. The power aperture product of 305 m telescope illuminated with a
line-feed is 6.3% larger than that of the NGAT-130, but the latter will have
larger sky coverage. (b) The survey speed of the NGAT-130 compared with
other radio telescopes.

• Ionospheric studies and imaging: The pulsed radar in
the NGAT-130 outperforms all other existing facilities.
Its large sky coverage will allow the NGAT-130 to make
measurements parallel and perpendicular to and also at
other angles relative to the earth’s magnetic field lines.
Further, the NGAT-130 would image the distribution of
the scattered radiation from the ionosphere within the
primary beam of the 13 m antennas (see for example
[9]).

• Planetary defense: The large sky coverage and excellent
‘system factor’ will make the NGAT-130 a unique facility
instrument for planetary defense.

• Space debris: The large field of view and sensitivity of
the NGAT-130 will make it a great instrument for space
debris studies (see for example [10]).

V. FUTURE WORK

In this paper we used the von Hoerner model [2] for large
telescope structures, along with a set of assumptions to esti-

mate the size and weight of a realizable and economic structure
for the NGAT. Our preliminary study shows that a NGAT of
size ∼146 m, with one hundred and two 13 m diameter dishes
could be developed economically. This configuration, referred
to as NGAT-130 (see Table I), will have a collecting area
equivalent to a single dish of diameter ∼130 m. The weight
of the structure will be ∼4300 tons, which is 53% of the
weight of the GBT. We discussed in Section IV that the NGAT-
130 will form a very competitive next generation instrument
for the three research fields, planetary, space & atmospheric
and radio astronomy sciences. A number of investigations and
development work are required before such a telescope can
be realized. These include: (a) develop a mechanical model,
estimating its deflections and weight and compare it with the
current estimates; (b) investigate if a homologous structure can
be developed for the NGAT which can reduce the gravitational
deflections; (c) investigate and verify how accurately a finite
element model of the structure can predict the structural defor-
mation; (d) investigate the effect of electromagnetic coupling
between the dishes and estimate the grating lobe levels (see
for example [11]); (e) develop cost effective 80 kW CW
and 150 kW pulsed solid state transmitters; (f) develop a
cost effective and high aperture efficiency wideband receiver
set for the NGAT; (g) develop pointing and focus correction
electronics for compensating the gravitational deflections and
prototype them. We plan to undertake these tasks in the coming
years and encourage collaborations to these ends from those
who are interested.
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Abstract

New neutrino-nucleus interaction cross-section measurements are required to improve nuclear
models sufficiently for future experiments like the Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment or
Hyper-Kamiokande to meet their sensitivity goals. A time projection chamber (TPC) filled with a
high-pressure gas is a promising detector to characterise the high-intensity neutrino sources planned
for future long-baseline experiments. A gas-filled TPC is ideal for measuring low-energy particles
as they travel much further in gas than solid or liquid neutrino detectors. Using a high-pressure
gas increases the target density, resulting in more neutrino interactions. This paper will examine
the suitability of multiwire proportional chambers (MWPCs) taken from the ALICE TPC to be
used as the readout chambers of a high-pressure gas TPC. Such a design could be suitable as the
near detector for future long-baseline experiments. These chambers were previously operated at
atmospheric pressure. We tested one such MWPC at up to almost 5 bar absolute (barA) with the
UK high-pressure test stand at Royal Holloway, University of London.

This paper reports the successful operation of an ALICE TPC outer readout chamber (OROC)
at pressures up to 4.8 bar absolute with Ar-CH4 mixtures with a CH4 content between 2.8 % and
5.0 %, and so far up to 4 bar absolute with Ar-CO2 (90-10). We measured the charge gain of this
OROC using signals induced by an 55Fe source. The largest gain achieved at 4.8 bar was (64±2)·103

at stable conditions with an anode wire voltage of 2990 V in Ar-CH4 (95.9-4.1). In Ar-CO2 (90-10)
a gain of (4.2± 0.1) · 103 was observed at an anode voltage of 2975 V at 4 barA gas pressure. Based
on all our gain measurements, we extrapolate that, at the 10 barA pressure necessary to fit 1 tonne
of gas into the ALICE TPC volume, a gain of 5000 in Ar-CO2 (90-10) (10000 in Ar-CH4 with
∼ 4 % CH4 content) may be achieved with an OROC anode voltage of 4.2 kV (∼ 3.1 kV). These
voltages are above the maximum anode voltage at which the OROC has been tested (3 kV), so
further study of the upper limit of Va or further optimisation of the gas mixes may be necessary
for future operation of OROCs at pressures up to 10 barA.

1 Introduction

A time projection chamber (TPC) filled with a high pressure gas is a promising detector to characterise
interactions from high-intensity neutrino sources, e.g. the neutrino beams of future long-baseline neut-
rino experiments such as the Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) and Hyper-Kamiokande
(HK). Using this kind of detector as part of a near detector complex provides substantial robustness
to oscillation analyses, for example, as studied in the DUNE near detector (ND) conceptual design
report [1].

High resolution measurements of neutrino-nucleus interaction cross-sections are required as an in-
put parameter to improve the cross section models used for neutrino oscillation analyses. In the near
future, the uncertainties related to these models will be the main contribution to the systematic un-
certainties of oscillation analyses so they need to be reduced in order for future neutrino oscillation
experiments (like DUNE and HK) to reach their sensitivity goals [2]. Current experiments like T2K
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Figure 1: Schematic of the ALICE TPC. The TPC features a central drift electrode. Readout chambers
are arranged in two endplates; each endplate has 18 sectors of one OROC and one IROC, for a total
of 36 readout chambers per endplate. Further tracking detectors and the beam pipe are enclosed in an
inner cylinder.

and NOνA also suffer from mismodelling of neutrino-nucleus interactions. Neutrino interactions with
nuclei are measured by their final state particles, which are ejected from the nucleus after an inter-
action; measuring all (charged) final state particles requires measuring protons and pions with a low
kinetic energy of a few 10 MeV [1]. A gas filled TPC is ideal for this task. A gas TPC can grant
coverage over the full solid angle and, since particles will travel further in a gas medium than they
will through a liquid, a gas TPC can measure lower momentum particle tracks compared to a liquid
filled TPC. Since neutrinos interact very rarely, even with the MW-scale beams of future neutrino
experiments it would be necessary to use a high-pressure gas to increase the target density and allow
more scattering events to be recorded.

The ALICE TPC [3] has been recently upgraded with new readout chambers [4], allowing for con-
tinuous readout. Consequently, the previously used multiwire proportional chambers (MWPCs) have
become available and we will study in this paper how they could be used at a future long-baseline
neutrino experiment’s ND. These chambers are the appropriate size for a future long-baseline detector,
and provide a useful platform for research and development of high pressure TPC (HPTPC) readout
technology and test stands. As the ALICE TPC is operated at atmospheric pressure, these MWPCs
need to be tested at higher pressures. To achieve the millions of neutrino interactions needed to con-
strain neutrino cross-sections, approximately a tonne of gas would be needed. Achieving this mass in
the volume of ALICE would require a pressure of 10 bar absolute (barA).

This paper reports on gas gain measurements with an ALICE outer readout chamber (OROC) at
the UK high pressure test stand operated at Royal Holloway, University of London (RHUL). In the
remainder of this section we will introduce the ALICE TPC and the design of the OROC (Sec. 1.1).
The UK high pressure platform will be presented in Section 1.2. Section 2 describes how these com-
ponents form the full test set-up and the measurement procedure; and in Section 3 the data analysis
is detailed. Results are given in Section 4, showing the operation of the OROC at pressures up to
4.8 barA with different gas mixtures with argon predominance (Ar-CH4 and Ar-CO2). We conclude
this paper with Section 5.

1.1 ALICE TPC multiwire proportional chambers

ALICE [5, 6] – short for A Large Ion Collider Experiment – is an experiment dedicated to the study of
the quark gluon plasma in heavy-ion collisions at CERN’s LHC. The ALICE TPC [3] is the experiment’s
main tracking and particle identification detector and is optimised to measure the trajectories of charged
particles and their specific energy loss in the high multiplicity environment of Pb-Pb collisions. The
original TPC has been designed to track up to 8000 charged particles per rapidity unit per event at a
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Geometry of the OROC wire- and pad plane layout. (a) Cross section through the ROC
perpendicular (top) and parallel (bottom) to parallel sides of the ROC’s trapezoid shape (see Fig. 3).
(b) A 3D view of one of the ROC’s corners.

trigger rate of 300 Hz. It has so far been operated at atmospheric pressure with Ne-CO2-N2 (90-10-5)
– here and throughout the paper the numbers in brackets denote the mixing ratio by volume – and
Ar-CO2 (88-12).

A sketch of the ALICE TPC is shown in Figure 1. It follows a cylindrical design of 5 m length
and 5.16 m diameter, with a cylindrical cut out of 157.6 cm diameter at the centre. The ROCs sit on
the end-plates facing the drift cathode at the centre of the TPC. There are 18 inner readout chambers
(IROCs) and OROCs per end-plate. In LHC run 3, ALICE will take data at a rate of 50 kHz in Pb-Pb
collisions and it will examine every event recorded at that rate. For this reason, the ALICE TPC was
upgraded with new readout chambers allowing for continuous readout of the TPC [4]. This has made
all ALICE TPC MWPCs available to be used by a different experiment, so they could be re-purposed
for use in a high-pressure TPC.

In Figure 2 the wire geometry of an OROC is shown. There are three wire planes: the anode wire
grid, the cathode wire grid and the gating grid, where the latter separates the TPC drift volume from
the actual ROC. The trapezoidal active area (Fig. 3) of an OROC measures 45.8 cm and 86 cm on the
small and on the long end, respectively, defining also the location of the shortest (43.4 cm) and longest
(83.6 cm) wire length. Wires run in parallel to the parallel sides of the trapezium. The length of the
chamber perpendicular to the wires is 114 cm. The spacing between each plane of wires is 3 mm and the
anode wires sit 3 mm above the pad plane. The gating grid wires are 75 µm diameter copper beryllium
wires with a pitch of 1.25 mm. An offset voltage of +∆Vgg or −∆Vgg can be applied on every other wire
in addition to the constant gating grid wire voltage Vgg, thus creating an electric field configuration in
which electrons from the drift volume and ions from the inside of the ROC end up on the gating grid
wires and do not cross the grid. The cathode wire grid is also made from copper beryllium wires of
75 µm diameter. Their pitch is 2.5 mm, staggered with respect to the gating grid wires. The particular
OROC we used for the studies in this paper was never part of the ALICE TPC, but was used for tests
by the ALICE collaboration. As such it has a feed-through, which allows the cathode wire grid to be
biased or read out. In the ALICE TPC the cathode wires were held at ground potential. The anode
wires are 20 µm in diameter. Like the cathode wires, their pitch is 2.5 mm and they are staggered with
respect to both the cathode and gating wire grid. The first two and last two anode wires, called edge
wires, are 75 µm in diameter. The anode wires are designed for high voltage (HV) and so are made of
gold-plated tungsten, which has a higher strength than the copper beryllium used for the other wires.
The upper voltage limit which the anode wires can maintain without sustaining damage has not been
determined, but the OROC has been operated with anode voltages up to 3000 V.

Ionization electrons are produced in the drift region by charged particles or photons and drift to
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Figure 3: Diagrams of (a) the pad-plane side of the OROC, showing the wires and pad plane and (b)
the connector side of the OROC showing the sockets used for readout and grounding of pads. The
pad plane is made up of 96 rows of two different pad sizes, the boundary between the upper 64 rows
of 6 × 10 mm2 pads and the lower 32 rows of larger, 6 × 15 mm2 pads is indicated by the blue line
in each diagram. The pad plane is segmented into groups of 21 or 22 pads, which can be read out
from the sockets on the back of the OROC (see Figure 7.) The groups and their corresponding sockets
have been outlined in green and the two pad groups used for readout for the studies in this paper are
outlined in white in each diagram.

the amplification region in the ROC under the influence of the electric field produced by the TPC’s HV
electrode and the gating grid wires. In the ROC these electrons undergo avalanche charge multiplication
around the anode wires, inducing charge on the pads. The pad plane is made up of 9984 pads of two
different pad sizes. The size of the outer 4032 pads (32 pad rows) is 6× 15 mm2, the size of the inner
5952 pads (64 pad rows) is 6 × 10 mm2. Outer and inner refers to the pad rows closer to the longer
and shorter end of the OROC, respectively. Figure 3 indicates the border between the rows of different
pad sizes. The pads are grouped in groups of 21 or 22 pads and are connected to sockets on the back
of the OROC. Diagrams of the pads, groups, and sockets are shown in Figure 3. In the ALICE TPC,
the position of the original ionisation electrons in the drift volume can be determined from the pad
signals, which determine the location in x and y. The third coordinate is determined by the arrival
time of the charge at the ROC, projecting back to a t0 given by a trigger.

The design of the similar, albeit much smaller IROC design can be found in Ref. [3], together with
additional information on the ROCs and the ALICE TPC.

1.2 UK high pressure platform

The UK high pressure test stand operated at RHUL allows for the testing of TPC technology in the
pressure range from sub-atmospheric pressure up to 4 barG, where the unit barG is used to indicate
gauge pressure. It features a high pressure vessel (cf. Fig. 4) with an inner diameter of 140 cm, which
is to our knowledge the only vessel which can be used to test ROCs as large as an OROC at pressures
higher than atmospheric pressure. A detailed description of the test stand can be found in Ref. [7].
The cylindrical vessel with domed ends is made from stainless steel (type 304L) and has a total volume
of 1472 dm3. One of the ends can be removed to access the inside of the vessel. A system of three rails
allows a TPC with a drift length of more than 50 cm length to be mounted, depending on the width
of the TPC’s readout structure. The vessel has various feed-throughs to attach HV and signal lines,
and to supply the vessel with gas or evacuate it. The vessel at RHUL is connected to a gas system
which allows for evacuation to 1× 10−6 barA, and gas mixing by partial pressures up to 5 barA from
4 inputs.
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Figure 4: Schematic drawings of the HPTPC pressure vessel, shown are the front (left), and side
(right) views. The front view (cutaway) also shows the OROC support frame mounted on the vessel
rails.

2 Experimental set-up and measurement procedure

For the studies detailed in this paper, the TPC used is mounted inside the high pressure vessel at
RHUL on three Delrin rails, 600 mm in length. The drift volume in this set-up is created by the same
drift cathode and field cage as described in Ref. [7]. The drift cathode is a steel mesh ring with a radius
of 1120 mm made from 25 lpi (lines per inch) mesh of 27 µm diameter wires. The field cage is made of
8 copper rings with an inner diameter of 1110 mm. We define a coordinate system such that the pad
plane of the OROC is in the xy plane. The coordinate along the remaining axis (the TPC symmetry
axis) is then z. Each field cage ring has a width of 10 mm in z and the distance between each ring in
z is 25 mm, yielding a total field cage length of 255 mm. These field-shaping rings are connected by a
series of 3 MΩ resistors to reduce the potential between each ring. Resistors of the same resistance are
used to connect the first ring to the drift electrode and the final ring to ground.

The shape of the amplification region (i.e. the OROC) is trapezoidal but the drift region is
cylindrical. To account for this transition, three plates are mounted in a plane between the drift
region and amplification region to cover the area of the drift region not covered by the OROC, thus
terminating the field lines there. This termination plane is steel with 1 mm thickness and it is also
mounted on the same Delrin rails supporting the TPC. A diagram of the TPC is shown in Figure 5
and a photo of the set-up in Figure 6.

The total drift distance from the drift electrode to the OROC anode wires is 336 mm. For the data
presented in Section 3 the TPC was operated with a drift cathode voltage of −16 kV and hence a drift
field of −476 V cm−1. The gating grid voltage Vgg was adjusted to the equipotential at the position of
the gating grid, i.e. −143 V for the drift cathode voltage mentioned before.

2.1 Charge readout hardware

The measurements taken for this paper investigate the response of the test OROC to an 55Fe source.
The source is suspended in the vessel close to the OROC wires, so that only a small part of the OROC
can see the source; for this reason, we read out only a small section of the OROC pad plane. The
pad plane is segmented into 468 groups of 21 or 22 pads, as indicated in Figure 3. To group pads for
readout or for shortening to ground, we use shorting cards (cf. Fig. 7). These cards connect to the
sockets on the back of the OROC and each connect three pad groups (21, 22 and 21 pads each) into one
channel. Using one third of the connections of a shorting card, one group of 21 inner (6×10 mm2) pads
near the 55Fe source are grouped and read out together as a single channel. We refer to this channel
as the signal channel. To measure only background signals (cosmic radiation) and noise, another card
is used in the same way to readout another pad group (21 inner pads) from a part of the pad plane
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: Three dimensional CAD rendering of the TPC, (a) side view and (b) view from the back of
the vessel, showing the drift cathode, field cage, terminator plane, and OROC support frame, as well
as the rails on which the TPC is mounted in the pressure vessel. Note that the field cage is shown here
with 12 rings, the field cage was reduced to 8 rings for the measurements in this paper.

(a) (b)

Figure 6: Photos of the setup at RHUL. The TPC is mounted inside the pressure vessel on three white
Delrin rails with the OROC supported by an aluminium frame. The gas system can also be partially
seen to the right of both photos. Also visible in (b) are the HV connections for the anode and gating
grid, and the shorting cards used for grounding and readout (see Figure 7).
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Figure 7: Shorting cards are used to group pads from three connectors at the back of the OROC into
a single channel. The fourth card from the left is passivated on the lower two legs and connects with
the upper leg only to the top connector. These 21 pads are opposite to the 55Fe source and read out
as the signal channel. The following card connects to the middle and lower connector in this row and
the corresponding pad groups are connected to ground, as are all other pad groups which are not read
out.

away from the source. This channel is referred to as the background channel. The positions of these
two pad groups are shown in Figure 3, all other pads are connected to ground.

The signals from each channel are amplified by CREMAT CR-111 charge sensitive pre-amplifiers
mounted in CREMAT CR-150-R5 evaluation boards. The pre-amplifiers have gains of 0.121 mV pC−1

(signal channel) and 0.128 mV pC−1 (background channel), and nominal output waveforms with a 3 ns
rise-time and 50 µs decay. Full specifications of the pre-amplifiers are given in Ref. [8].

When charge is induced on the OROC pad plane, the output from the preamplifier is a pulse with
a height proportional to the induced charge. Following pre-amplification, a low pass filter is used to
reduce noise and the output waveforms are then digitised by a CAEN N6730 digitiser with 2 V dynamic
range and a 500 MHz sampling frequency. The shape of typical signals recorded by the digitiser are
described in section Section 3 and an example of a typical waveform is shown in Figure 8.

2.2 Measurement procedure

For each gas mixture and pressure, several voltage settings with varying anode voltage (Va) but the
same gating grid voltage (Vgg) and drift cathode voltage (Vd) are used. As we measured with an 55Fe
source, space charge distortions are of no concern and all gating grid wires were supplied with the
same Vgg without any additional potential, operating the chamber with the gating grid constantly
open. The voltage at the gating grid wires is optimised to match the potential given by the drift field
3 mm above the OROC’s cathode wires (−476V cm−1

3mm = −143 V). In the test setup in the pressure vessel
the edge wires are connected to ground, the rest of the anode wire grid is biased with a HV Va. The
anode grid is split into 7 HV regions, which are all biased by the same power supply (PS) channel.
A protection resistor of 3 MΩ is installed between each region at the point where the supply lines are
soldered together and from there fed to the PS.

At each setting, several thousand waveforms are acquired, where the data acquisition (DAQ) trig-
gers either on the channel integrating the signals from 21 pads at the location of the 55Fe source (signal
channel) or on the channel integrating the signals of the same number of pads in an area distant to
these signal pads (background channel). Figure 8 shows an example waveform for a pulse recorded
by the DAQ. The trigger thresholds are optimised to be just below the pulse’s baseline, allowing for
noise events to be recorded, too. During data taking the digitiser is prevented from saturating and the
trigger threshold is adjusted in cases where e.g. a baseline change leads to a saturation of the DAQ
with noise signals. If the readout is triggered by either the signal channel or background channel, both
channels are read out. The recorded waveforms include a pre-trigger region in which one quarter of
the waveform’s samples are data recorded before the sample where the trigger condition is met (pre
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trigger, Fig. 8a). Typically, waveforms are recorded for 300 µs including a pre-trigger time of 75 µs.
After it is deemed that enough signals have been recorded for one setting (typically about 10,000

recorded waveforms), Va is changed and data is taken at the new configuration.

Ar-CO2 data taking
For the measurement with Ar-CO2, premixed Ar-CO2 (90-10), grade N4, was used. This gas mix
was used previously for the commissioning of the OROC for the ALICE TPC in 2009 [9]. Tests were
first performed at atmospheric pressure inside the test box with an open gas system (this test box is
described fully in Ref. [9]). The tests inside the high pressure vessel at RHUL are described in this
paper. Pressures measured start at 1 barA and are increased in steps of 0.25 barA up to 2.5 barA, and
then in steps of 0.5 bar up to 4 barA – a total of 10 pressure settings. To investigate repeatability, the
vessel was then evacuated to vacuum and filled again with the same gas mix and additional data was
taken at the pressure settings 1.75 barA, 3 barA, 4 barA, and 4.5 barA. Table 1a lists the full list of
Ar-CO2 mixtures and pressures used. For the data taken with premixed Ar-CO2 (90-10) gas mixture,
the pressure was monitored in bar gauge (barG) and converted to barA assuming an atmospheric
pressure of 1 bar. To account for local variations in atmospheric pressure, these pressures are given
with an error of 35 mbar.

Ar-CH4 data taking
For the measurement campaign with Ar-CH4, premixed Ar-CH4 (90-10) (± 0.2 %) was used and diluted
with pure Ar of grade N5.5. We aimed for a mixture with no more than 5 % CH4 to avoid safety issues
related to flammability. Starting from about 1 barA pressure, the gas mixture in the high pressure
vessel was topped up with Ar-CH4 (90-10) and Ar to increase the gas pressure in 0.5 bar to 1 bar
steps. Increasing the pressure reduces the gain at a fixed voltage Va, so the CH4 fraction was slightly
decreased during filling to increase the amplification factor. In Table 1b the Ar-CH4 mixtures and
pressures are listed in chronological order of the data taking. Since the Ar-CH4 mixtures are mixed
with the HPTPC gas system, measurements in barG with an assumed atmospheric pressure are no
longer sufficient to provide an accurate measurement of the pressure and mixing ratio. Hence, for the
data taking with Ar-CH4, an additional pressure sensor was used to measure the ambient atmospheric
pressure outside of the vessel and determine an accurate measurement of the gas pressure in barA.
We estimate the uncertainty to be less than 5 mbarA and we use this value throughout the paper for
the Ar-CH4 measurements. It is worth noting that the 3.49 barA mixture with 2.7± 0.2 % CH4 could
not be operated in a stable manner. Increasing the CH4 content during the next mixture and pressure
change allowed for a stable operation at higher pressure once again.

The minimum voltage setting at each pressure for the Ar-CO2 mixture was chosen to be the lowest
voltage at which the gas gain could be measured, i.e. the lowest voltage at which the 55Fe photopeak
is visible in the Amplitude spectrum above the trigger threshold. This is limited by electronic noise
introduced in the readout chain. The maximum voltage setting at each pressure is decided by the
onset of current draw on the anode wires (or discharges), since operating at voltages higher than this
results in voltage drops on the anode and risks of damaging the wires. Table 1 details the minimum
and maximum voltage settings used for each gas mixture and pressure setting. Note that for the
pressure settings 1.25 barA and 1.5 barA in Ar-CO2 we were still unfamiliar with the limits of the
anode, so a lower maximum voltage of 1900 V was chosen, even when no current was observed. For
later measurements all voltages below 3000 V were considered, however, we did not reach this limit
with any gas mixture before observing currents on the anode wires. With Ar-CH4, we observe a lower
ratio of 55Fe signals compared to signals due to (e.g.) cosmic radiation. To account for this, more time
is spent at each voltage setting (hence more waveforms are recorded.) Typically we record between
12,000 - 36,000 waveforms at each voltage setting with Ar-CH4, compared to between 4000 - 12000
waveforms with Ar-CO2.
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Figure 8: A typical waveform recorded for the studies in this paper: (a) The full waveform and (b)
a zoom into the region of the peak. Lines indicate the values the analysis identified for the baseline
(Baseline), the negative pulse amplitude (Amplitude), and the time sample where the sample with the
highest amplitude was found (tpeak). The oscillations on top of the waveform are electronic noise.

3 Data analysis

A typical example of a pulse recorded by the DAQ is shown in Figure 8. For each waveform our
analysis framework (described in Ref. [7]) calculates several characteristics. The most important ones
for the analysis presented here are the Baseline value, the Amplitude value and the “peak-time”, tpeak.
The Baseline is the mean of all samples in the pre-trigger window, i.e. all samples for t < 0. The
Amplitude corresponds to the pulse’s negative amplitude: the sample with the lowest amplitude (Amin)
is identified and the Amplitude value is calculated as |Amin − Baseline|. Furthermore, the time at which
Amin occurs is identified is tpeak.

3.1 Analysis of Amplitude spectra

Two cuts are applied on the calculated waveform parameters. The first cut requires the Baseline to
be between −10 mV and 10 mV. This removes events triggered by baseline fluctuations caused by e.g.
discharges. The second cut requires that 0.5 µs < tpeak. This cut on tpeak ensures that only pulses
with a sensible shape are considered. We observe incidental noise peaks with a width of a few 100 ns,
which are removed by this cut. Exponential smoothing is applied to the waveforms to counteract small
fluctuations (RMS of ≤ 3 mV.) Each waveform is corrected according to:

V smooth
i = αsmooth · Vi + (1− αsmooth) · Vi−1.

Where V smooth
i and Vi are the ith sample (at time ti) of the smoothed and raw waveform, respectively.

The factor αsmooth is chosen as 0.005. A full discussion of the waveform smoothing as well as examples
of smoothed waveforms can be found in Ref. [7]. Further analysis is then performed on histograms of
Amplitude values for signals recorded at each voltage, gas mixture and pressure setting.

Figure 9 shows three Amplitude spectra for different Va measured in Ar-CO2 (90-10) at 1.75 barA.
Comparing the signal and background channel spectra in these plots allows us to identify the back-
ground component due to cosmic radiation and the signal component from the 55Fe x-rays. For spectra
such as those shown in Figure 9, the photopeak of the 55Fe source’s x-ray emission and the Ar escape-
peak are both visible. To extract parameters related to both of these peaks, the Amplitude spectra are
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Figure 9: Amplitude spectra for data taken at 1750 mbar absolute pressure Ar-CO2 (90-10) with
Vgg = −143 V and Vd = −16 kV (Ed = −476 V cm−1). The spectra are for data taken with anode
voltages of (a) 2150 V, (b) 2175 V and (c) 2200 V after cleaning cuts have been applied, blue and orange
histograms show signal and background channels respectively. The photopeak of the 55Fe source’s x-
ray emission can be seen in the each spectra at (a) 21 mV, (b) 26 mV and (c) 30 mV and the lower
amplitude Ar escape-peak at 11 mV, 14 mV and 18 mV. A fit to this spectrum according to Eq. (1) is
shown in each plot.

fitted with the function

f1 (Amplitude) = ep0+p1·Amplitude + p2 · e
−0.5·

(
Amplitude−p3

p4

)2

+ p5 · e
−0.5·

(
Amplitude−p6

p7

)2

. (1)

The first term of f1 is an exponential function to fit the background and the second and third terms
are Gaussian functions to fit the photopeak and escape-peak. Figure 9 includes this function fitted to
the signal channel’s Amplitude spectra.

The escape-peak cannot be seen in all spectra. At lower OROC gas gains, the escape-peak has
low enough amplitude such that it overlaps with the background exponential, and for higher observed
OROC gas gains, the escape-peak is often washed out by the broadening of the peaks in the spectra.
This is particularly true in the case of the Ar-CH4 data, where we observe a lower ratio of 55Fe signals
as compared to background signals. This change in ratio may be due to the about 6 % lower W value
in Ar-CH4 mixtures (CH4 contents of ∼4 %) as compared to Ar-CO2 (90-10) [10], while the number
of electron-ion pairs produced by e.g. cosmic radiation is comparable (∼35 pairs/cm) for both gas
mixtures [11–13]. In addition, the transversal diffusion in Ar-CH4 (96-4) as compared to Ar-CO2 (90-
10) is more than 3 times larger in the former [12]. Thus the fraction of 55Fe events, which are not
fully contained in the instrumented pads, will be larger in the Ar-CH4 mixtures studied and hence the
55Fe peaks in the spectrum broader and of lower amplitude. For these reasons we also observe a worse
energy resolution as compared to the Ar-CO2 measurements, as will be shown in the next section. The
challenges in fitting Eq. (1) to the Ar-CH4 data can be addressed by tuning the start parameters and
fit range. As we are however primarily interested in the position of the 55Fe photopeak, a simplified
approach was used for this analysis: the spectra are instead fitted with the function:

f2 (Amplitude) = ep0+p1·Amplitude + p2 · e
−0.5·

(
Amplitude−p3

p4

)2

, (2)

where only the 55Fe photopeak is fitted. Using this simplified approach of fitting f2, i.e. Eq. (2), allows
for automated fitting of all measured voltages, Ar-CH4 mixtures and pressure settings.

Figure 10 shows the fit results for two of the free parameters of f1 and f2 for the fits to all Ar-CO2

and Ar-CH4 data. The χ2 divided by the number of degrees of freedom was between 0.8 and 5.4 for
all fits, and typically between 0.8 and 1.8.
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Figure 10: Fit results for fits of Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) to the Ar-CO2 (90-10) (first column) and Ar-CH4

(second column) data, respectively. In the first row, (a) and (b), the photopeak position (p6 and p3
in Eq. (1) and Eq. (2), respectively) is shown. The plots in the second row, (c) and (d), display the
fit result for σpeak (p7 and p4 in (1) and (2), respectively). The data was taken with the OROC using
Vgg = −143 V and Vd = −16 kV (Ed = −476 V cm−1), whilst varying the anode voltage. See Table 1
for the uncertainties on pressure values and mixing ratios.
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Figure 11: Energy resolution ( σpeak
peak position) as function of anode voltage for data obtained with an 55Fe

source for (a) pressures between 1 barA and 4 barA in Ar-CO2 (90-10), and (b) pressures between 1 barA
and 4.8 barA in different Ar-CH4 mixtures. This data was taken with the OROC using Vgg = −143 V
and Vd = −16 kV (Ed = −476 V cm−1), whilst varying the anode voltage Va.

4 Measurements and results

The peak position vs Va measurements (Fig. 10a, Fig. 10b) demonstrate already one main aim of
this work: An ALICE OROC can be operated at up to at least five times its design pressure. The
exponential trends observed with increasing Va for each gas mixture setting match the expectations
given by the avalanche nature of the charge amplification. For a full characterisation of the chamber at
high pressure, the gas gain and energy resolution are calculated from the fits to the Amplitude spectra
discussed in Section 3.

4.1 Energy resolution

Figure 11 shows the energy resolution ( σpeak
peak position) as a function of anode voltage. For the most part

the value is between 10 % and 20 %, 25 % for the highest pressure measurements in Ar-CH4 mixtures.
Better values than this have been obtained with OROCs, the performance observed in this paper is
likely explained by two differences in our set-up: The first is the alignment of the 55Fe source, the
readout integrates signals from a group of 21 pads which may not be perfectly aligned with the source.
Secondly, the pre-amplifiers are located outside of the high pressure vessel, this means that all signals
have to travel through a cable of significant length before they reach the pre-amplifiers. Figure 8 gives
an idea of the noise encountered along the cable path. Note that the measurements of energy resolution
reported here refer specifically to the measurement with an 55Fe source and are not a reflection of the
ultimate energy resolution for tracked particles in the detector.

4.2 Gas gain

The gas amplification factor, or gas gain, GOROC, can be calculated as

GOROC =
qamp

Ne × qe
, where qamp =

A

Gpreamp
and Ne =

εparticle

Wij
. (3)

Here, εparticle is the energy deposited by some radiation inside the gas and Wij is the average energy
to produce an electron-ion pair in a mixture of the gases i and j, which makes Ne the number of
electrons liberated by the incoming radiation. The charge after amplification in the gas, i.e. the input
charge at the preamplifier is qamp, A is the amplitude of a measured signal, and Gpreamp denotes the
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Pressure V min
a V max

a Gmax

(mbarA) (V) (V) ×103

1000 1650 1800 13.3± 0.3
1250 1700 1900 8.0± 0.2
1500 1825 1900 3.1± 0.1
1750 1925 2125 7.1± 0.1
2000 2050 2225 5.8± 0.1
2250 2150 2350 6.7± 0.3
2500 2275 2425 5.3± 0.1
3000 2475 2600 4.2± 0.2
3500 2600 2725 3.5± 0.1
4000 2800 2875 3.5± 0.2

1750 2100 2200 14.4± 0.3
3000 2450 2600 5.2± 0.2
3000 2550 2675 6.5± 0.3
3500 2700 2825 5.3± 0.3
4000 2850 2975 4.2± 0.1

(a) Ar-CO2 (90-10)

Pressure V min
a V max

a fCH4 Gmax

(mbarA) (V) (V) (%) ×103

995 1400 1710 5.0± 0.5 78± 2
1975 1775 2320 4.8± 0.3 94± 3
2520 2225 2480 3.8± 0.2 59± 3
3500 2450 2700 2.7± 0.2 25± 1 †

4195 2400 2975 3.9± 0.1 166± 6
4835 2700 2990 4.1± 0.1 64± 2

1000 1525 1675 4.0± 0.5 43± 1
3000 2300 2675 4.0± 0.2 62± 2
4420 2550 2975 4.0± 0.1 85± 5

(b) Ar-CH4

Table 1: (a) All pressure settings for the Ar-CO2 (90-10) measurements, and pressure and (b) gas
mixture settings for the different Ar-CH4 measurements with varying CH4 fraction fCH4 . The uncer-
tainty on the pressure in (a) is ±30 mbar and ±5 mbar for the data in (b). The range of anode voltages
measured for each setting from the smallest (V min

a ) to largest (V max
a ) for all settings is given, too.

The setting marked by † in (b) was not stable and no reasonable gain curve could be extracted. The
horizontal line in each table splits two different periods of data taking with an evacuation of the vessel
in-between.

preamplifier gain. The factor qe is the electron charge. For the CREMAT amplifiers used in this work,
Gpreamp = 0.121 mV pC−1. Wij needs to be calculated for each gas mixture, according to

Wij =

(
fi
Wi

+
fj
Wj

)−1
. (4)

Where fi and fj are the mixing fractions of each component of the mixture. For example, W (90-10)
Ar-CO2

=
26.6 eV. The values for pure Ar, CO2 and CH4 are WAr = 26 eV, WCO2 = 33 eV, and WCH4 = 28 eV,
respectively [10].

The mean of the Gaussian function fitted to the photopeak, i.e. p6 in Eq. (1) and p3 in Eq. (2),
is taken as the mean energy deposit of the x-ray emission from the 55Fe source, that is A in Eq. (3).
Hence, following the analysis in Section 3, GOROC can be calculated for each anode voltage, pressure,
and gas mixture. Table 1 shows the maximum stable voltages achieved in each gas mix and pressure,
and the maximal GOROC, denoted as Gmax, measured at those settings. The OROC gas gain plotted
as a function of voltage at each gas setting is shown in Figure 12.

At the same pressure and voltage settings, a much higher gas gain was measured with Ar-CH4 than
with Ar-CO2. For example, in Ar-CO2 (90-10) at 3 barA at Va = 2675 V, GOROC was measured to be
(6.5± 0.3)× 103. For the same pressure and anode voltage in Ar-CH4 (96-4), GOROC was measured to
be (62±2)×103, a factor of 9.5 greater. Comparing the maximum gas gain measured with all Ar-CH4

mixtures to Ar-CO2 (90-10) of similar pressures, Gmax was greater by a factor ranging from 3.2± 0.1
to 16.2 ± 0.8, and on average by a factor of 10.2± 0.7. This difference is as expected considering the
difference in quencher fraction and the difference in gain expected with Ar-CH4 compared to Ar-CO2,
considering simulations [12, 14] and measurements [15].
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Figure 12: Gas gain vs anode voltage for (a) pressures between 1 barA and 4 barA in Ar-CO2 (90-
10), and (b) pressures between 1 barA and 4.8 barA in different Ar-CH4 mixtures. All data has been
obtained with an 55Fe source. This data was taken with the OROC using Vgg = −143 V and Vd =
−16 kV (Ed = −476 V cm−1), whilst varying the anode voltage Va. See Table 1 for the uncertainties
on pressure values and mixing ratios.

4.3 Extrapolation to pressure needed for a long-baseline experiment’s ND

As expected, the measured gas gain increases exponentially with increasing anode voltage. The lines
in the plots in Figure 12 are fits of the exponential function

GOROC (Va) = em
gain
exp (Va−bgainexp ) (5)

Many settings during the Ar-CH4 measurement campaign have been taken where the 55Fe x-ray pho-
topeak was below the noise threshold in the Amplitude histogram. In this case the chosen fit function,
Eq. (2), returns the position of the noise peak. As these peak positions do not follow the trend ex-
pected for exponential avalanche multiplication, all points below GOROC = 6000 have been excluded
from the respective fit. For both gas mixtures, the slope of the fits (mgain

exp ) decreases with increasing
gas pressure. That is to say that in higher pressure gas mixtures we measure the gas gain to increase
more slowly with increasing anode voltage.

A tonne-scale gas detector with the volume of the ALICE TPC would need to operate at 10 barA
pressure. By extrapolating mgain

exp and bgain
exp (the slope and shift) from the fits in Figure 12 to 10 barA

pressure, we can comment on the OROC’s suitability for operation as a long-baseline neutrino exper-
iment ND with the gas mixtures examined in this paper. From the Eq. 5 fits to the Ar-CO2 (90-10)
data (Ar-CH4 data), the anode voltage Va at which GOROC = 5000 (GOROC = 10000), denoted as
G5000 (G10000), is interpolated. We deem these to be the sufficient values of GOROC necessary to take
a set of measurements like those presented in Section 3. Figure 13a and Figure 13b plot this voltage,
Va(G5000) (Va(G10000)), against pressure (P ) for Ar-CO2 (90-10) data (Ar-CH4 data). These plots are
fitted with the function

Va (Gi) = p0 · ln
{
P − p1
p2

}
, (6)

where i stands for 5000 or 10000 for Ar-CO2 (90-10) and Ar-CH4 data respectively. The fit is extra-
polated to determine Va(Gi) for higher pressures up to 10 barA. This extrapolation is less motivated
for the Ar-CH4 data than it is for the Ar-CO2 (90-10), given that different mixing ratios are used for
the first case. As these are mostly in the vicinity of ∼4 % CH4, the approach detailed here should still
yield a rough estimate for the P = 10 barA performance with such a mixture. Diethorn’s formula [16]
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Figure 13: Extrapolation of the results from this paper to the tonne-scale detector design pressure of
10 barA. The first row plots Va(G5000) (Va(G10000)) i.e. the voltage at which we measure a gain of
5000 (10,000), against pressure for data taken with (a) Ar-CO2 (90-10) and (b) Ar-CH4 mixtures. In
each plot, a fit to the data following Eq. (6) extrapolates to pressures up to 10 barA. The second row
plots the Diethorn relation (Eq. 7) for (G5000) ((G10000)) for the same data, (c) Ar-CO2 (90-10) and
(d) Ar-CH4. The Ar-CO2 (90-10) data is fitted with a linear fit and extrapolated to predict a value for
Va(G5000) at 10 barA of 4200± 600 V. Since several different mixing ratios were used, the Diethorn
plot for the Ar-CH4 data is not fitted. Instead, the extrapolated point at 10 barA from (b) is included
in (b). See Table 1 for the uncertainties on pressure values and mixing ratios.
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states that

ln
{
GOROC

Va

}
∝ ln

{
Va

P/P0

}
. (7)

Choosing P0 = 1000 mbarA, Figure 13c shows this linear relation for the measured Ar-CO2 (90-10)
data as well as for the Va (G5000) point extrapolated to P = 10 barA. In case of Ar-CH4 the relation
Eq. (7) holds too (Fig. 13d), albeit the measured P = 1 barA points do not line up well with the other
measured points. Due to its large uncertainty the extrapolated point (Va (G10000), P = 10 barA) fits
the other points’ distribution. Given that all points should be for the same mixing ratio in order to
obey the Diethorn formula, the overall distribution of points seems acceptable.

For the target pressure of 10 barA, the extrapolations in Figure 13 predict Va(G5000) = 4500± 700 V
with Ar-CO2 (90-10) and Va(G10000) = 3100± 800 V with similar Ar-CH4 mixtures. The additional
linear fit to the points in Figure 13c predicts Va(G5000) = 4200± 600 V at the target pressure of 10 barA
with Ar-CO2 (90-10). These predicted values of Va, which would be necessary to achieve a reasonable
gain at 10 barA in the stated gas mixtures, are above the range of voltages at which the OROC has
currently been tested, so an operation of the OROC at 10 barA may not be possible at a sufficient gas
gain in either Ar-CO2 (90-10) or Ar-CH4 with ∼4 % CH4 content. However, the extrapolated Ar-CH4

setting especially is close to the tested range of operation, and a measurement with only Ar-CH4 (96-4)
mixtures may yield that this mixture can reach a sufficient gain at 10 barA. Studies to determine a
higher upper limit for Va may be necessary; if OROCs can be safely operated at a Va larger than
3000 V, then a sufficient gain may be easily achieved at 10 barA with these mixtures.

5 Summary and conclusion

A high pressure gas TPC is a good candidate to measure neutrino interactions for future long-baseline
neutrino experiments such as the DUNE and HK experiments currently under construction in the
United States and Japan, respectively. The ALICE detector has been recently upgraded [3] so the
existing MWPCs from its pre-upgrade TPC are available as potential readout chambers for such a
detector. These MWPCs were however only operated at atmospheric pressure.

The results presented here demonstrate for the first time the operation of an ALICE outer readout
chamber (OROC) at pressures up to 4.8 barA in Ar-CH4 mixtures with a CH4 content between 2.8 %
and 5.0 %, and up to 4 barA in Ar-CO2 (90-10). In 4.8 barA Ar-CH4 (95.9-4.1), a maximum gain of
(64± 2) · 103 was achieved with an anode wire voltage of 2990 kV and in 4 bar Ar-CO2 (90-10) a gain
of (4.2± 0.1) · 103 was observed with an anode voltage of 2975 V.

To achieve a tonne-scale neutrino target in a TPC of the volume of ALICE, a pressure of
10 barA would be required. We extrapolate that the OROC anode voltages required to make reas-
onable gain measurements at this target pressure are Va = 4200± 600 V with Ar-CO2 (90-10) and
Va = 3100± 800 V with an Ar-CH4 mixture with ∼ 4 % CH4. The latter value is less well extrapol-
ated, as not all Ar-CH4 mixtures in the calculation had the same CH4 content. The Diethorn relation
(Eq. (7)) states that the relationship between ln{GOROC

Va
} and ln{ Va

P/P0
} should be linear and our meas-

urements as well as the extrapolated points are consistent with this relationship.
The so identified Va for operation at 10 barA are above the maximal anode voltage at which the

OROC has been tested, so an operation of the OROC at 10 barA may not be possible with sufficient
gas gain in either Ar-CO2 (90-10) or Ar-CH4 with ∼4 % CH4 content. Studies to determine a higher
upper limit for Va may be necessary. If Va larger than 3000 V would be deemed to be safe for the wire
chambers then, in Ar-CH4 in particular, it may be possible to achieve higher pressures at reasonable
gain values with the gas mixtures tested in this paper. The maximal Va achievable without damage
to the readout chambers has not been investigated and the limit of 3 kV used here is imposed as a
precaution to protect the equipment while the maximum safe Va is still unknown. The maximum
pressure was limited by the rating of the UK high pressure plattform [7], which can be operated only
at pressures up to 5 barA. Other groups in the US are carrying out tests with a smaller inner ROC of
the ALICE TPC at test-stand [17] that will be able to reach 10 barA.

Several optimisations could improve our results. The energy resolution for these measurements
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is generally between 10 % and 20 %, but we obtained values as high as 60 % for the highest pressure
Ar-CH4 measurements. This could be improved with better noise reduction and with more precise
positioning of the 55Fe source in the vessel, neither of which were optimised. The energy resolution
can likely also be improved with better background subtraction at the analysis stage. Optimizations
to improve energy resolution will become increasingly important for future studies, which are in pre-
paration right now. Currently custom readout electronics based on the SAMPA chip are close to being
finalised and will be tested in the near future; single pad readout and charge pre-amplification close to
the pads will not only yield a better energy resolution but also allow for particle tracking.
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Abstract

We propose a new paradigm for modelling and calibrating laser scanners with
rotation symmetry, as is the case for Lidars or for galvanometric laser systems
with one or two rotating mirrors. Instead of bothering about the intrinsic param-
eters of a physical model, we use the geometric properties of the device to model
it as a specific configuration of lines, which can be recovered by a line-data-driven
procedure. Compared to universal data-driven methods that train general line
models, our algebraic-geometric approach only requires a few measurements. For
example, a galvanometric laser scanner with two mirrors is modelled as a grid of
hyperboloids represented by a grid of 3×3 lines, providing a new type of lookup
table: containing not more than 9 elements, lines rather than points, where we
replace the approximating interpolation with exact affine combinations of lines.
The proposed method is validated in a realistic virtual setting.
As a collateral contribution, we present a robust algorithm for fitting ruled
surfaces of revolution on noisy line measurements.

Keywords: Line geometry, galvanometric laser scanners, line variety sensor models,
data-driven calibration, hyperboloid fitting, Plücker coordinates

1 Introduction

The intrinsic calibration of a sensor is typically done by determining a number of
parameters in some proposed sensor model that aims to represent the physical reality
of the involved hardware Sturm et al (2011); Hartley and Zisserman (2004). Often, this
strategy implies non-flexible models with unstable parameter values (Lu and Payandeh
(2010); ZC (1993), Chapter 3 in Van Hamme (2016)). In spite of its rich tradition and
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literature, calibration remains a tedious and time consuming task, to be repeated when
conditions change, not always obtaining the required accuracy. The shortcomings of
the calibration by matching a rigid physical device model have recently been admitted
by leading scientists in the field Schöps et al (2019). The inaccuracies and instabilities
inherent to the current calibration procedures are troublesome in applications where
intrinsic localization, registration and sensor fusion are involved Dimitrievski et al
(2019). And last but not least, intrinsic calibration procedures based on a physical
model cope with the determination of physical parameters that can rarely be measured
directly, and are moreover rather virtual than physical, due to the idealised abstract
nature of the model.

An alternative strategy is the so-called universal-model-based method, which con-
siders a sensor as a black box that connects its control variables (camera pixel
coordinates, mirror angles for laser reflection,. . . ) to the observed world. The cal-
ibration of this mapping is established by a data-driven procedure, requiring the
availability of sufficiently large datasets that allow interpolation Schöps et al (2019);
Peternell and Pottmann (1999), or lookup tables Cao et al (2020), or the training of
neural networks or Gaussian processes Roitsch et al (2019); Wissel et al (2015); Sagan
et al (2022); Mallasto and Feragen (2018); Boi et al (2022). An important issue of
this approach is that it requires world point clouds with reliable coordinates, which
significantly cover the work space.

In this article we make use of geometric sensor models, assigning a world line for
each sensor query Grossberg and Nayar (2005); Ye and Yu (2014); Ponce et al (2017a);
Breiding et al (2018). Lines naturally present the way how many sensors observe the
world (beams of light). Our approach still assumes a specific model, given by a line
variety (in the algebraic geometric sense). But it bypasses the intrinsic physics of the
device. The lines that belong to this line model, can be obtained by direct measure-
ments, as opposed to the parameters of a physical model-based calibration. A practical
drawback of line measurements might be that they require to determine the position
of several collinear points. However, this extra work is awarded with the possibility to
reduce noise and outliers for point measurements by means of robust line fitting Fis-
chler and Bolles (1981a). Furthermore, a line model provides stable transformations
to other reference frames (extrinsic calibration Sels et al (2018); Fusiello et al (2015);
Miraldo and Araujo (2014)). The calibration algorithms as presented in Miraldo and
Araujo (2015); Trager et al (2017a); Ponce et al (2017a) are line-model-based, but they
still use (non-obvious) parameter models and appear to be too complicated for practi-
cal purposes. Alternatively, some authors avoid restrictions on the involved line variety,
calibrating a universal line model through a data-driven learning process Tu and Zhang
(2018); De Boi et al (2022); Breiding et al (2018). These universal approaches have the
advantage that they are not based on geometric assumptions (except for the straight
line assumption), but they need the availability of a large set of line measurements
and suffer from a lack of theoretical accuracy guarantees. This paper demonstrates
the profit of proposing a specific type of line variety as sensor model, supported by
natural geometric assumptions. In this way, we compromise between model-line-based
and data-line-based approaches.
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In many applications we use a sensor that corresponds to a two-dimensional line
variety (a camera with two pixel coordinates, a laser scanner with two control param-
eters,. . . ), which is called a line congruence Trager et al (2017b); Ponce et al (2017b);
Tas and Gürsoy (2018).

In this article we elaborate line-model sensors with rotational symmetry, as it is
the case for scanners with rotating lasers (Lidar) or for a galvanometric laser scan-
ning system where a fixed laser beam is reflected by one or two rotating mirrors. We
prove that the corresponding line varieties are covered by ruled quadratic surfaces of
revolution As an important application, we present a novel, fast and efficient line-
based calibration procedure for a two-mirror galvanometric laser scanner (2M-GLS)
(Figure 2). These laser scanners appear in several applications Stafne et al (2000);
Duma and Duma (2017); Li (2008); Pokorny (2014) due to their “good characteristics
of high deflection speed, high positioning repeatability and concise structure” Tu and
Zhang (2018). For the majority of the publications, the authors restrict to situations
where a 2M-GLS measures a plane or a two-dimensional surface Mao et al (2018).
In such situations there is no need to go beyond point-based calibrations. However,
for a complete 3D-range, sensor calibration must provide the 3D-line (in some refer-
ence frame) for each selected pair of rotation angles of the two mirrors that reflect a
fixed incoming laser beam. Model-based methods for the 3D-calibration of a 2M-GLS
are given by Manakov et al (2011); Cui et al (2009). However, these methods have
to determine (too) many parameters of (a model of) the device geometry. They cope
with the disadvantages that are listed at the beginning of the introduction (unstable
and tedious to implement), giving rise to non-convex optimization problems that suffer
from local minima. In Tu and Zhang (2018); De Boi et al (2022) the authors propose
to calibrate a 2M-GLS by a data set of line measurements, which is more related to
our approach. However, their method completely differs from the proposed procedure,
because they calibrate a universal line model through a statistical learning process,
without bothering about the algebraic and geometric structure of the involved line
congruence.

In order to present the mathematical tools for this article in a self-contained
manner, we provide the complete description of the hyperboloids or cones of revo-
lution that are obtained by the laser reflections in the case of one rotating mirror
(Section 2). This leads to the specific Plücker coordinates of these laser reflections
as presented in Section 3. As a collateral application, we present a robust algorithm
in the Appendix for recovering a ruled surface of revolution from noisy line data.
An important contribution and innovation in this article appears in Section 5, where
we derive a representation of the lines of one hyperboloid of revolution as a stable
one-parameter combination of three generating lines, directly related to the angu-
lar variable that controls the mirror rotation. This result was accomplished thanks
to the rational parameterization of affine combinations on the circle as presented in
Section 4. In Section 6 we show how this result yields an algorithm to predict laser
reflections, first for one rotating mirror, and then extended to the concept of a three
by three hyperboloid grid for modelling and calibrating a two-mirror galvanometric
laser scanner (Section 7).

3



We believe that this article offers a novel and fundamental contribution to the field
of sensor modelling and calibration, especially useful for laser scanners with rotational
components. We show how certain sensors can be represented by line congruences that
on their turn can be represented by a limited base set of lines. For example, a galvano-
metric laser scanner with one mirror can be represented by 3 lines, and in the case
of two mirrors by 9 lines. We discovered how to generate the whole line congruence
from these bases by a linear line calculus that is directly related to the angular control
parameters. The correctness of our hyperboloid grid method is validated by mathe-
matical proofs, the accuracy and stability by the synthetic experiments in Section 8,
by means of a virtual 2M-GLS that simulates real world hardware. We observe a very
accurate and precise performance, as well as a favourable comparison with the data-
based calibration of Boi et al (2022) that is known to outperform physical parameter
models and to match other statistical learning models. This success is mainly explained
by the stability of the calculus on hyperboloid grids introduced in Section 5 (vali-
dated in Section 8), due to the use of a stable rational parameterization to represent
the mirror rotation. In addition, the line-based algorithm for fitting ruled quadrics of
revolution, as presented in the Appendix, definitely improves the robustness of the
proposed calibration method.

2 Line reflections by rotating mirrors

This section describes the well known geometry of the reflections of a fixed incoming
laser beam with a mirror that rotates about a fixed axis, offering the opportunity to
introduce our terminology. We assume that this rotation axis A, the laser beam L and
its reflections can be modelled by (straight) spatial lines, and the mirror by a (flat)
plane that contains the axis A. Typically, only one side of this rotating performs mirror
reflection, such that it makes no sense to allow a rotation angle range that exceeds
180◦. For most physical devices, this range is even more restricted.

A particular position of the rotating mirrorM(n) is determined by its unit normal
n, which is supposed to point in the sense of mirror reflection. So, if the laser L is
directed by the unit vector rL, compatible with the incoming orientation, then the
reflected line R(n) has direction vector rn (according to the orientation of reflection):

rn = rL − 2(rL · n)n. (1)

Further, let us agree that the normalised direction of the mirror rotation axis A
is denoted by rA, and the plane through the origin and perpendicular to A by D0

(Figure 1). Notice that D0 differs from the plane containing rL and rn, unless the
incoming laser happens to be orthogonal to A. For this reason we decompose (incident
and reflected) line directions r in a component along A and a component perpendicular
to A (in D0):

r = (r · rA)rA + r⊥ = r‖ + r⊥. (2)

We will always assume that the incident laser hits (is not parallel to) the mirror, so
r⊥ is not the zero vector. Let R(n1) and R(n2) be reflections of the same incident laser
L for different mirror positions M(n1) and M(n2) during the rotation about axis A.
Let r1 and r2 abbreviate r(n1) and r(n2) respectively (Figure 1).
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Fig. 1 Both the incoming as the reflected laser are rulers of the same hyperboloid of revolution.

Proposition 1.

1. r
‖
1 = r

‖
2.

2. R(n1), R(n2) and L cross A at equal distance, sharing a common closest point
p on A. So, if Dp denotes the plane through p and perpendicular to A, then p is
the center of a circle Cp in Dp, intersecting L, R(n1) and R(n2) in q, q1 and q2,
respectively. Furthermore:

〈q1 − p, q2 − p〉 =
〈
r⊥1 , r

⊥
2

〉
= 2 〈n1, n2〉 . (3)

Proposition 1 implies that all line reflections of a fixed laser by a continuously
rotating mirror (over some angle range) can be equally well obtained by the continuous
rotation of the first reflected line (over the double range). It is a well known geometric
fact that the rotation of a line around a given fixed axis A sweeps a one-sheeted
hyperboloid of revolution HOdehnal et al (2001). H can be considered as a union of
lines but equally well as the union of circles (perpendicular to A). The smallest of
these circles, Cp in Proposition 1, is called the gorge circle of this surface of revolution.
We conclude in the following theorem, where we take care for the singular situations:
Theorem 1. If the incoming laser beam L is not perpendicular to the mirror rotation
axis A, and if L ∩ A = ∅ then the reflected lines belong to one system of rulers of
a one-sheeted hyperboloid of revolution, H(L,A), completely determined by L and A.
Indeed, the gorge circle of H(L,A) is given by Cp, and its pitch ρ by:

ρ = rn · rA = −rL · rA.

The incoming laser L belongs to the second system of rulers on H(L,A). If L intersects
A, then H(L,A) degenerates into a cone, or even into a flat pencil if L happens to
intersect A perpendicularly. Finally, if L ⊥ A and L∩A = ∅, then H(L,A) degenerates
into the set of tangents to Cp in Dp.
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The next step is to consider a 2M-GLS, a sensor consisting of a single fixed laser L
that is internally reflected by two sequential mirrors, each rotating about an individual
axis, denoted by A and B in order of reflection. The control of the individual rotating
mirrors is typically galvano-driven, allowing two independent user parameters, denoted
by α and β respectively (Figure 2).
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Fig. 2 The setup of a two-mirror galvanometric laser scanner (2M-GLS).

Note that we only observe the outgoing lasers of the galvanometer after the second
reflection by the mirror M(B, β) that rotates about the axis B. An arbitrary value
of the parameter α that controls the position of the first mirror M(A,α), generates
a reflection L(α) of the initial laser L, which is on its turn the incident laser for the
rotating mirror M(B, β). Because the laser line that is generated by a 2M-GLS is
determined by a pair of angle settings (α, β), it can be denoted by R(α, β). Theorem 1
translates into:
Theorem 2. The outgoing lasers R(α, β) of a 2M-GLS lie on a family of (possibly
degenerate) co-axial hyperboloids of revolution H(L(α), B), each of which is generated
by an individual laser L(α) that is reflected by rotating the second mirror M(B, β).

Varieties of lines with two degrees of freedom, such as the line reflections produced
by two rotating mirrors, are called line congruences Tas and Gürsoy (2018). In our
case we coin the name two-mirror congruence.

Warning: The centres of the different hyperboloids H(L(α), B), being the points
p(α) on B with minimal distance to L(α), are not equal (except in degenerate cases).
Therefore, the congruence of laser lines emitted by a 2M-GLS does not constitute a
linear line congruence Pottmann and Wallner (2001); Pottmann et al (1999); Ponce
et al (2017b); Tas and Gürsoy (2018).

If we consider the intermediate state of the sensor, after the first rotating mirror
M(A,α), then the reflected beams of the incoming laser L also lie on a hyperboloid,
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H(L,A). If we fix the second mirror at position β1,M(B, β1), while rotating the first
mirror, then we observe the sensor emitting a mirror reflection ofH(L,A) byM(B, β1).
Of course, this mirror image is also a one-sheeted hyperboloid of revolution, denoted
by H(L,A,B, β1), containing the doubly reflected laser beams R(α, β1) (with varying
α). Consequently, we can be more specific about the description of the two-mirror
congruence as given by Theorem 2.
Corollary 1. The outgoing lasers R(α, β) of a 2M-GLS belong to a congruence that
can be considered as the disjoint union of either of the following two systems of
hyperboloids of revolution:

1. A system of (co-axial) hyperboloids, each of them determined by lines R(α1, β) with
constant α1.

2. A system of hyperboloids with each of them determined by lines R(α, β1) with
constant β1.

Observe that the axes of the second system of hyperboloids in Corollary 1 sweep an
additional hyperboloid of revolution, not participating in the two-mirror congruence,
but sharing its axis with the hyperboloids of the first system.

3 Plücker coordinates of reflections of a single laser
by a rotating mirror

We refer to Pottmann and Wallner (2001) for an introduction to line coordinates
and line geometry in a projective geometric setting, or to Odehnal et al (2001) for a
Euclidean definition of line coordinates. In our context it is natural to work over the
real numbers R as a base field. A line R in Euclidean 3-space is determined by its
direction vector r and a point q. In order to get rid of the randomness in selecting q
on R, we replace q by the moment m = q × r, which is independent of the choice of
q on R, and only depends on the scale of r. Observe that q × kr = k(q × r), so the
sixtuple (r,m) gives well defined homogeneous coordinates for R, Plücker coordinates,
mapping this line in 3-space to a point π(R) in P5. Furthermore, since r ·m = 0, this
point belongs to the so-called Klein quadric K in P5:

K = {(x1 : x2 : x3 : x4 : x5 : x6) ∈ P5 |x1x4 + x2x5 + x3x6 = 0}.

It can be proven that every point of K either represents the Plücker coordinates of a
Euclidean line, or it represents a “line at infinity” (where x1 = x2 = x3 = 0).
Finally, for a Euclidean line R, we can tie down the random homogeneous factor by
normalizing its direction vector: ||r|| = 1. To avoid the final ambiguity, we will always
assume that each line R has a given orientation.

A major objective of this paper is to control the Plücker coordinates of the laser
reflections by means of the rotation angle of the mirror. In order to present the alge-
braic calculus of laser reflections more easily, we will assume for the moment that the
origin coincides with the point p ∈ A that has minimal distance to the incoming laser
L, implying that D0 = Dp (Section 2). Later we will see that this choice does not
affect the derived formulas.
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Recall form Proposition 1 that the laser reflections R(n) corresponding to different
positions M(n) of the rotating mirror share an identical pitch ρ = rn · rA, where we
assume that the direction vectors rn (of R(n)) and rA (of the rotation axis A) are
normalised and oriented such that ρ > 0. Consequently, the projections r⊥ on D0

of the reflected directions r all have identical norm ||r⊥|| =
√

1− ρ2. Furthermore,
Proposition 1 implies that each r⊥ is perpendicular to qn − p = qn = R(n) ∩ D0 (=
closest point of R(n) to the axis A). If L does not intersect A, all these points qn belong
to the gorge circle C0 of the hyperboloid H(L,A) with radius σ0 = ||q|| (Figure 1).
Finally, recall that the relative (oriented) angles of rotation between the reflected lines
R(n) are determined by the mirror rotation M(n):〈

r⊥1 , r
⊥
2

〉
= 〈q1, q2〉 = 2 〈n1, n2〉 .

Our next observation is that the moments mn = qn × rn of the reflected lines R(n)
appear to behave in a similar way as the directions. Except for the special case where
L intersects A (in p = qn =the origin), implying that mn is the zerovector.
Proposition 2. Assume the previous notations and assumptions, in particular the
origin is located at p ∈ A, and assume that L does not intersect A. Then the laser
reflections R(n) corresponding to different positionsM(n) of the rotating mirror share
an identical moment pitch µ = mn · rA. Furthermore, if m⊥n = mn − µrA denotes
the moment projection on D0, then m⊥n is parallel to r⊥n with ||m⊥n || = σ0 · ρ (where
σ0 = ||qn|| = ||q|| is the radius of C0).
Proof. Due to our choice of the origin, q belongs to D0, where it is orthogonal to r⊥n .
Recall that R(n) is oriented by rn conform to the sense of the reflection, and that
the mirror axis A is orientated by rA such that ρ = rn · rA = −rL · rA > 0. Notice
that in case the skew oriented lines A and R(n) cross “positively”, which means that
the undercrossing line passes the overcrossing from left to right, r⊥n is obtained by a
clockwise quarter turn from in qn in D0 as viewed from rA. Also note that for each
mirror position M(n) the crossing sign of R(n) relative to A is the same, namely the
opposite of the crossing sign of L and A.

So, due to the right-hand-rule for the orientation of the cross product mn = qn×rn,
and because rn · rA > 0, we see that µ = mn · rA < 0 if and only if R(n) crosses A
positively. Because both rn ⊥ qn and mn ⊥ qn the projections m⊥n and r⊥n are aligned
in D0. So, m⊥n = kr⊥n , where k > 0 if and only if µ < 0. We conclude that the sign of
the moment pitch is the same for every laser reflection R(n).

Let us now compute the size of the moment pitch:

µ = (qn × rn) · rA
= (qn × (r⊥n + ρrA)) · rA
= (qn × r⊥n ) · rA
= ±||qn × r⊥n ||

where we used that (qn × rA) ⊥ rA and (qn × r⊥n ) ‖ rA. But qn ⊥ r⊥n , so

|µ| = ||qn|| · ||r⊥n || = ||qn||
√

1− ρ2,
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which finishes the proof that µ is independent from the mirror position.
In addition, ||m|| = ||qn|| · ||rn|| = ||qn|| = ||q||, whence

||m⊥n ||2 = ||m2
n||2 − |µ|2 = ||q||2ρ2.

�
Proposition 2 immediately implies (the left of Figure 3):

Corollary 2. If the origin is chosen to be the point on the mirror axis A that is
closest to the skewly incoming laser beam L, and if we denote the Plücker coordinates
of two laser reflections by π(R(n1)) = (r1,m1) and π(R(n2)) = (r2,m2) then

r1 · rA = r2 · rA(= ρ),

m1 · rA = m2 · rA(= µ),〈
m⊥1 ,m

⊥
2

〉
=
〈
r⊥1 , r

⊥
2

〉
,

as oriented angles (viewed from rA).

Fig. 3 Left: The relative angles of the shown points are the same for each of the three circles. They
represent the laser reflections R(ni) = (ri,mi) by their projected directions r⊥i (norm

√
1 − ρ2), by

their throat points qi (throat radius σ0), and by their projected moments m⊥
i (norm σ0ρ). Right:

Four points with the same relative angles as in the left diagram, prepared for Theorem 3. If M =
tB + (1 − t)C then t parametrizes the affine combination of (A,B,C) that yields D.

4 Affine combination of cocircular points

Using the assumptions and notations of Section 3, we have shown that for different
mirror positions M(n1),M(n2),M(n3), . . . we can consider three circles in the plane
D0, centered at the origin (the left of Figure 3):
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• containing the points q1, q2, q3, . . .
• containing the direction projections r⊥1 , r

⊥
2 , r

⊥
3 , . . .

• containing the moment projections m⊥1 ,m
⊥
2 ,m

⊥
3 , . . .

Furthermore, on each circle we observe identical oriented angles between points that
correspond to the same laser reflections R(ni) and R(nj), which is determined by the
(rotation) angle between ni and nj (by factor 2). As we will see, this implies that we
can use the same affine combinations for all these circles. In the next section we will
prove that these affine combinations on the circle can moreover be copy pasted to the
Plücker coordinates of the reflected lines.

Let A,B,C be three non-collinear points in some plane, then we can uniquely
express each point D in the (this) plane as an affine combination of A,B,C:

D = xA+ yB + zC, with x+ y + z = 1.

Because z = 1−x−y we count 2 dof for these combinations, which meets the number
of dimensions of the plane. Notice that A,B,C determine a circumscribing circle C.
Now we will restrict ourselves in generating only points D on this circle C, leaving
us with only 1 dof for the coefficients (x, y, z). In this section we will express these
coefficients as rational functions in a parameter that is explicitly determined by the
relative angles between A,B,C,D.

The fundamental idea leading to our formulas is to parametrize the affine coeffi-
cients by the location of the point of intersection M of the lines AD and BC (the
right of Figure 3).
Theorem 3. Let a = |BC|, b = |AC| and c = |AB| denote the edges of the triangle
ABC, and let D = xA + yB + zC be a point on the circumscribing circle C of this
triangle, with x+ y + z = 1. If M = AD ∩BC = tB + (1− t)C then

(x y z) =
(1 t t2) · T
(1 t t2) ·N

, (4)

where

T =

 0 0 −b2
a2 −b2 2b2 − c2
−a2 b2 − c2 c2 − b2

 and N =

 −b2
a2 + b2 − c2
−a2

 . (5)

Proof: It can be proven that the necessary and sufficient condition on the barycentric
coordinates (x, y, z) for D to lie on the circumcircle C is given by (Fact 4 in Volenec
(2004)):

a2yz + b2xz + c2xy = 0. (6)

Because M = AD ∩ BC, this point can be given barycentric coordinates w.r.t.
{A,D} as well as {B,C} (Figure 3):

M = tB + (1− t)C = sA+ (1− s)D.
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Eliminating M and solving for D we obtain:

D =
−s

1− s
A+

t

1− s
B +

1− t
1− s

C. (7)

Since the sum of these coefficients equals 1, they must be equal to the barycentric
coordinates (x, y, z), expressed in function of t and s. Substituting the barycentric
coordinates of D as given by Eqn. 7 in the circle condition of Eqn. 6, we can solve for
s:

s =
a2(t2 − t)

(b2 − c2)t− b2
. (8)

Finally, substituting this expression for s in Eqn. 7 yields the aimed claimed formula
in Eqn. 6.

�
Observe that we do not lose generality by assuming that C equals the unit circle.

Indeed, the affine coefficients remain invariant under scaling and translations:

D = xA+ yB + zC ⇒ wD + Z = x(wA+ Z) + y(wB + Z) + z(wC + Z).

Furthermore, it can be easily seen that this affine combination is also not affected by
rotations, such that we can choose A = (1, 0). Consequently, the computation of the
coefficients (x, y, z) in Eqn. 4 only depends on the relative angles between the points.

5 Affine combination of reflected lines of a single
laser by a rotating mirror

Consider four laser reflections R(ni) by four mirror positions M(ni) (i = 1, . . . , 4).
From Theorem 1 in Section 2 we know that the lines R(ni) belong to a ruled surface
of revolution, a one-sheeted hyperboloid in general, or one of its degenerations in
singular cases. If π(R(ni)) = (ri,mi) denote the Plücker coordinates, and if r⊥i denote
the projections of ri on D0, then the relative angle of revolution between R(ni) and
R(nj) can be written as

θij =
〈
r⊥i , r

⊥
j

〉
= 2 〈ni, nj〉 . (9)

Theorem 4. Let us represent the rotation angles of four laser reflections by points
P1, . . . , P4 on a (unit) circle, that is, the arc between Pi and Pj equals θij. Then, the
affine combination P4 = x1P1 + x2P2 + x3P3 (with x1 + x2 + x3 = 1) also applies to
the Plücker coordinates of the reflected lines:

π(R(n4)) = x1π(R(n1)) + x2π(R(n2)) + x3π(R(n3)). (10)

Proof. Let us first assume the origin at the centre p of the H(L,A), which is a
hyperboloid in general, or a cone in case L intersects A. For now, we exclude the
degenerate case where L intersects A perpendicularly, implying that all reflections
belong to the same plane. In Corollary 2 it is stated that the relative angles of the

11



projected moments of the reflected lines R(ni)) are identical to the relative angles of
revolution (Section 3): 〈

m⊥i ,m
⊥
j

〉
= θij =

〈
r⊥i , r

⊥
j

〉
. (11)

So,

r⊥4 = xr⊥1 + yr⊥2 + zr⊥3

m⊥4 = xm⊥1 + ym⊥2 + zm⊥3

Furthermore, π(R(ni)) = (r⊥i + ρrA,m
⊥
i + µrA). Using x+ y + z = 1:

xπ(R(n1)) + y(π(R(n2)) + zπ(R(n3)) =

(xr⊥1 + yr⊥2 + zr⊥3 + (x+ y + z)ρrA, xm
⊥
1 + ym⊥2 + zm⊥3 + (x+ y + z)µrA) =

(r⊥4 + ρrA,m
⊥
4 + µrA) =

π(R(n4))

In case L intersects A perpendicularly, things become more simple. Then, the reflected
lines belong to a flat pencil, all assumed to intersect in the origin. In this case,
π(R(ni)) = (r⊥i + ρrA, 0, 0, 0), and hence the previous argument still holds, restricted
to the first three Plücker coordinates.

Next, we drop the assumption about the location of the origin in 3-space. The
general situation can be transformed to the special situation (as described above) by a
translation, which is a linear transformation T4 of P3 (represented by a 4× 4 matrix).
One can prove that this induces a linear transformation T6 for the line coordinates
π(L) (represented by a 6 × 6 matrix) Pottmann and Wallner (2001). The proof now
is finished by the fact that linear transformations preserve affine combinations.

�

6 Data-driven calibration of rotating laser reflections

The previous explanation enables to predict a laser reflection by a rotating mirror
M(n)), once three line reflections are known for three mirror positions. Notice that
we bypass the geometry of the incoming laser beam L relative to the mirror axis A,
neither do we need the spatial position of the mirror plane that corresponds to an
(initial) angle. Notice that the described procedure equally well applies to devices
with rotating lasers instead of rotating mirrors.

input: relative angles 〈ni, nj〉 for three mirror positions M(n1),M(n2),M(n3), and
the coordinates of the corresponding laser reflections: π(R(n1)), π(R(n2)), π(R(n3)).
query: n4, or rather 〈ni, n4〉 for some i = 1, 2, 3.
output: π(R(n4)).

The algorithm:
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1. Transform the mirror positions to rotation angles of the reflected lines:

θij =
〈
r⊥i , r

⊥
j

〉
= 2 〈ni, nj〉 .

2. Compute T and N as stated in Theorem 3 (Eqn. 5). This can be done by represent-
ing the three base angles and the fourth query angle on a (unit) circle, or directly
in terms of cos(θij) and sin(θij)).

3. Compute parameter t. Combine t, T and N to obtain the affine coefficients x, y, z
(Eqn. 4).

4. Return π(R(n4)) = xπ(R(n1)) + yπ(R(n2)) + zπ(R(n3)).

Algorithmic details:

• When this algorithm is applied in a real world situation, we assume only small
deviations from the mathematical conditions: the laser beam is always kept fixed,
the rotation axis for the mirror is always kept fixed, the mirror shape is close to
a plane, the mirror reflection is close to perfect (hardly damaged by scratches and
holes).

• The first step of the algorithm may be more involved in certain practical situations.
Indeed, the control of the rotating mirror is done by user parameters ωi that are not
necessarily equal to the geometric angles between the ni. For instance, the mirror
rotation might be galvanic driven, requiring input control in volts. The transfor-
mation from voltages to geometric angles might or might not be linear. Even if
the user is allowed to use angular values for the input parameters, they are not
necessarily identical to the geometric angles due to system noise. In this case, we
obtain the angles directly from the measured reflection lines: θij =

〈
r⊥i , r

⊥
j

〉
. The

transformation ωij = ωi − ωj 7→ θij can be obtained by analytic or probabilistic
interpolation.

• For the computation of the parameter t it is recommended to permute {A,B,C} in
Theorem 3 if needed, such that the chords AD and BC intersect inside the circle:
M = AD ∩ BC = tB + (1 − t)C. This guarantees that t ∈ [0, 1] and significantly
improves the stability.

7 The 3 by 3 line grid calibration of a 2M-GLS

This section is motivated by a galvanometer , a sensor consisting of a single fixed laser L
that is internally reflected by two sequential mirrors, each rotating about an individual
axis, denoted by A and B in order of reflection. The control of the individual rotating
mirrors is typically galvano-driven, allowing two independent user parameters, denoted
by α and β respectively (Figure 2). As explained in Section 6, we may assume that
we can express mirror angles in radians.

Assume for the moment that we fix the second mirror at angle β1. By means of
the algorithm of Section 6, we can predict an outgoing line R(α, β1) by means of three
observed lines R(α1, β1), R(α2, β1) and R(α3, β1) corresponding to three positions of
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the first rotating mirror M(A,α):

π(R(α, β1)) = xαπ(R(α1, β1)) + yαπ(R(α2, β1)) + zαπ(R(α3, β1)), (12)

where the affine coefficients (xα, yα, zα) are computed by Formula 4. Note that these
coefficients do not depend on the specific choice β1 for the position of the second
mirror. Indeed, the relative angle θij between (R(αi, β1) and (R(αj , β1) is the opposite
of the corresponding relative angle on H(L,A). More precisely,

|θij | = 2|αj − αi|.

Theorem 5. A two-mirror galvanometric laser scanner is intrinsically calibrated by
the knowledge of 3 × 3 emitted lasers R(αi, βj) corresponding to a grid of 3 × 3
combinations of mirror pairs (αi, βj) (i = 1, 2, 3 and j = 1, 2, 3).
Proof. We show that for each given query pair (α, β), we can predict the corresponding
double reflected laser R(α, β) by means of the given laser grid. To this end, we first
compute the affine coefficients (xα, yα, zα) for a fixed βj . In principle, the resulting
coefficients are identical for each choice of βj (j = 1, 2, 3). Consequently, we obtain:

π(R(α, β1)) = xαπ(R(α1, β1)) + yαπ(R(α2, β1)) + zαπ(R(α3, β1)).

π(R(α, β2)) = xαπ(R(α1, β2)) + yαπ(R(α2, β2)) + zαπ(R(α3, β2)).

π(R(α, β3)) = xαπ(R(α1, β3)) + yαπ(R(α2, β3)) + zαπ(R(α3, β3)).

These three laser lines belong to a system of rulers of the hyperboloid H(L(α), B),
defined by the mirror axis B and the incoming laser beam L(α), which is the reflection
of L by the α-position of the first mirror. Applying the algorithm van Section 6 once
more, we obtain:

π(R(α, β)) = xβπ(R(α, β1)) + yβπ(R(α, β2)) + zβπ(R(α, β3)).

�

8 Experiments

In order to validate our hyperboloid grid model, we apply the method of Section 7 to
synthetically generated data. The aim is to predict the set of Plücker coordinates for
a given pair of mirror rotations. The benefit of working with synthetic data is that
an exact underlying ground truth can be established. To this end, we built a setup in
a virtual environment in the game engine Unity (version 2020.2.5f1). We placed two
rotating mirrors and a laser in a configuration that can also be found in for instance
a Polytec PSV-400 laser Doppler vibrometer (Figure 4). A real time demonstration of
the setup in which the mirrors rotate to reflect an incoming laser beam can be seen
in https://youtu.be/GNTjmJvdTpw. We generated laser beams for twelve rotation
angles for the first mirror and sixteen for the second mirror, resulting in a 12×16 grid
of 192 lines.
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Fig. 4 The virtual setup. A laser beam is reflected by two rotating mirrors. The reflected laser beams
hit a detection plane. The 3D coordinates of the points (the pink dots) are recorded.

To measure the Plücker coordinates of those (reflected) laser beams, we placed a
detection plane in front of the setup and recorded where the laser beams intersect
that plane. All reflections and the detection of intersections are handled by the built-
in Unity physics engine. An overview of the virtual setup can be found in Figure 4.
The reflected laser beams for a set of co-axial hyperboloids are visualised in detail
in Figure 5. The detection plane is then moved and rotated in eight positions. The
simulation scale is chosen such that the distances of the detection planes vary from
approximately 1000 to 2600 millimetre.

Consequently, for each pair of mirror rotation angles (which uniquely generate a
single laser beam), we obtain eight points. Strictly speaking, we only need to put
the detection plane in two positions. However, to simulate real world conditions, we
added Gaussian noise to the 3D coordinates of the detected points. We performed our
simulations at seven noise levels with standard deviations equal to 0, 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 or 10
millimetres. For each of the noise levels, we generated 50 sets of lines. We average our
findings over those 50 sets to eliminate statistical artefacts in the noise of the data.
We perform a best fit method as described in Lesueur and Nozick (2014) to calculate
the Plücker coordinates for the straight line generated by the mirror rotation pairs.

For each noise level we select a basegrid , being a subgrid of lines from the 12× 16
dataset. We consider the following basegrid sizes: 3×3, 4×4, 6×6, 8×8 and 8×11. This
allows us to investigate the influence of the number of training lines on the accuracy of
the calibration. To avoid unnecessary numerical problems, the angles in these subgrids
are (uniformly) spread out in the range of the rotation angles of the sensor mirrors.
The angle pairs of the data sets that do not participate in the basegrid provide a test
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Fig. 5 Lines rotated around a central axis form a hyperboloid. In a galvanometric setup, the first
mirror rotation defines which hyperboloid, while the second mirror rotation determines the line on
that hyperboloid.

set, for which we use the Unity-generated lasers with zero noise as ground truth. The
aim now is to predict the lines in the test sets when only the two mirror rotation
angles are given. The proposed method uses the base grid to recover the two-mirror
congruence as a double system of hyperboloids of revolution (Corollary 1). This line
congruence is compactly represented as a 3× 3 grid that enables laser predictions by
means of affine grid combinations (Theorem 5).

A procedure for a robust fitting of a hyperboloid grid to a basegrid of noisy line
measurements is described in Appendix A. Because the quality of this fitting has a
significant share in the accuracy of our method, we present it here as an intermediate
validation in the framework of the previously described synthetic experiment. The
results are shown in Figure 6. The gain (noise reduction) is most apparent for grids
ranging 6× 6 and up.

We compare our method to the semi-data driven method described in Boi et al
(2022), where the authors validate the performance and feasibility of semi-data driven
approaches by means of Gaussian processes. The method of Boi et al (2022) out-
performs current state-of-the-art physical-based calibrations, and performs at least
equally well as other existing statistical or machine learning methods, which makes it
an appropriate reference to compare our method with.

Following the procedure in Section D of Boi et al (2022), a Gaussian process is
trained for each of the six components of the Plücker coordinates Rasmussen (2004).
In the implementation of the Gaussian processes, we used a periodic kernel with
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Fig. 6 The means of the line segment errors with respect to the ground truth, for the measured lines
as well as for the corrected lines (by hyperboloid grid fitting). The boxplots are grouped by five grid
sizes and within each group ordered by three noise levels during the measurement of the 8 points (at
a distance of at most 3 m) that are used for the line measurements: standard deviations of 1, 6 and
10 mm.

automatic relevance determination as suggested by Boi et al (2022):

kPER(x,x′) = σ2
f exp

(
− 2

l2α
sin2

(
|α− α′|

2

))
· exp

(
− 2

l2β
sin2

(
|β − β′|

2

))
.

(13)

In order to evaluate the prediction quality of any method, we need a measure for
the difference between two spatial lines. In our experiments we worked with several
distance measures, but they appeared to agree with respect to the final conclusions.
In the presentation of our results, we use the line distance measure as suggested by
Pottmann and Wallner (2001). For the computation of this measure, we need to define
two fixed parallel planes, with the certitude to limit our region of interest. As a matter
of fact, we chose them perpendicular to the Z-axis (more or less the direction of the
outgoing beams), one through the origin, the other at a distance of 10 metres. Two
lines intersect these two planes in four points g1,g2,h1 and h2 (same indices for the
same line, some letters for the same plane). We calculate the so called line segment
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distance d as follows:

d2 = ||g1 − g2||2 + ||h1 − h2||2 + (g1 − g2) · (h1 − h2). (14)

The line segment distance is computed to evaluate the error of each predicted line
with respect to its ground truth. We took the average for all the lines per test set.
This results in 50 averages per combination of grid size and noise level. This is done
for the proposed method as well as for the GP-method. An overview of the results
can be found in Figure 7 and in Figure 8. Note that the line segments that we used
in our error measure have a length of at least 10 metre, which should be taken into
account in the interpretation of the prediction error on the vertical axis of the figures
(expressed in metre) For example, an lsd-error of 0.1 m for a predicted line is a line
segment deviation of at most 1 cm per metre.
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Fig. 7 The means of the line segment distances between the predicted test lines (by the proposed
method) and the ground truth. The boxplots are grouped by five grid sizes and within each group
ordered by seven noise levels during the measurement of the 8 points (at a distance of at most 3 m)
that are used for line fitting: standard deviations of 0, 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10 mm.

The runs with zero noise confirm that the proposed hyperboloid grid calibration
is an exact method, even when using a minimal 3× 3 grid. We also notice that for a
measurement noise expressed by a standard deviation of σ mm (within a work space
of 2 to 3 m), the line prediction error appears to be lower than 2σ mm (per metre)
assuming a basegrid size of at least 4× 4, and even bounded by σ mm (per metre) if
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we use basegrids of size 6 × 6 or larger. From our experiments there seems to be no
convincing motivation to use basegrid sizes larger than 8× 8. On the other hand, we
observe that boxes are stretched out (between first and third quartiles) in cases where
point measurements suffer from large noise levels (σ > 7 mm within the workspace
region). This is explained by the fact that the basegrid data is corrected and fixed by a
hyperboloid grid fit, such that the prediction errors for every test line are determined
by the quality of this fit (Appendix A), which can be an unlucky estimate if the data
noise happens to be unfortunate.

If we investigate the results of the GP-method for the same Unity-data (Figure 8),
then we observe that 3× 3 grids are too small to teach a useful Gaussian process. Its
performance takes over the proposed method from the moment the GP is trained by
basegrids larger than 8 × 8. In case of larger measurement noise, the variance of the
GP results appears to be smaller than for the proposed method. This is due to the
fact that a Gaussian process keeps on balancing the measurement noise during the
prediction of the test lines.
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Fig. 8 The means of the line segment distances between the predicted test lines (using a GP) and
the ground truth. The boxplots are grouped by five grid sizes and within each group ordered by the
seven noise levels. For the minimal training set (3× 3), the GP-model predicts values so far from the
ground truth that they are no longer of any significance. The data has become to sparse to work with.

The datasets generated and analysed during the current study are publicly avail-
able in the github
repository https://github.com/IvanDeBoi/Line-Calculus-on-Hyperboloids.
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9 Conclusions and further research

This paper offered a completely new method for the modeling and 3D calibration of
a galvanometric laser scanner with two mirrors. As a matter of fact, the proposed
calibration paradigm applies to any laser scanner with rotational symmetry, such as
other galvanometric systems or a Lidar, sensors with a rapidly growing number of
applications. Our study provides a deeper understanding how many sensors can be
naturally represented as a specific line variety, and how it pays off to discover the type
of this variety by a mathematical analysis. The proposed line model is more specific
than previously published general line models, but the calibration merely consists of
measured line data, and does not need to recover intrinsic parameters of a physical
model.

As a main contribution we model a two-mirror-GLS as a hyperboloid grid congru-
ence that can be represented in a compressed way by a 3 × 3 basegrid of data lines.
This is a significant simplification compared to the use of lookup tables commonly used
in the 2D or 3D calibration of a GLS. We derived a formula that translates angular
control parameters into simple affine combinations of these 3 × 3 grid lines, enabling
our calibration model to make fast predictions.

In a follow-up article we describe how this formula allows us to find an analytic
solution for the reverse engineering problem: how to determine the pair of mirror
angles that generate the laser reflection that hits a given 3D target point.

The hyperboloid grid model for a two-mirror galvanometric laser scanner and the
affine combination formula for the 3×3 grid is an interesting theoretical result, but in
order to validate its practical performance, and in order to compare it to a statistical
training model (GP-method), we chose to fit a hyperboloid grid on larger training
grids. To this end, we designed a new algorithm for the robust fitting of a hyperboloid
of revolution on given rulers. As it is the case for every regression model, this choice
implies the advantage of noise reduction, but the disadvantage of neglecting noise.
Fitting on training grids of size at least 6 × 6 causes line prediction errors that are
comparable or smaller than the point measure errors.

The results of the GP-method are inferior to the proposed methods for small grid
sizes and for limited point measure noise levels. If the noise level is represented by
a standard deviation of 8 mm or more (in the work space region up to 3 m), and if
a basegrid is used of size at least 8 × 8, the GP-method performs more accurately
and more precisely. This is due to the fact that a Gaussian process can be seen as a
universal smoother, excellent at filtering out noise. On the other hand, the GP-method
trains 6 separate line coordinates, and most often they do not satisfy the Grassmann-
Plücker relation. Consequently, it fails to deliver an effective line. This can be taken
care of by post-corrections, or by using a GP with manifold constraints, but it is
an additional complication. In Boi et al (2022) it is shown that the violation of the
Grassmann-Plücker relation becomes less apparent when using larger training sets.

Also, if the mirror quality of a real galvanometric laser scanner significantly
deviates from our ideal mathematical assumptions, the GP-predictions will be more
accurate than the idealised hyperboloid grid predictions. On the other hand, discrep-
ancies between the ideal predictions of our method and an observed laser from the
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real world sensor can detect defects or flaws in the device. This suggests that our line
model can also be applied as a tool for quality control.

Appendix A Fitting a one-sheeted hyperboloid of
revolution to given noisy rulers

Examples of approximation methods for ruled surfaces are presented in Pottmann and
Randrup (1998); Hofer et al (2005); Pottmann and Wallner (1999). However, in these
approaches, the ruled surfaces are fitted to given point data, rather than to measured
lines, as is the case in our situation.

Let L = {L1, L2, . . . , Ln} be the noisy data lines that are supposed to be rotated
images of some (unknown) line around some (unknown) axis A. We assume that the
li are presented by their normalised Plücker coordinates: Li = (ri,mi).

Step 1:
Considered as points, the correct normalised directions ri belong to a circle centred at
a point x ∈ A, in a plane Dx perpendicular to A. So, the direction vector rA of A can
be recovered as the normal of a fitting plane. This plane Dx can be approximated by
a robust technique such as RANSAC or MLESAC Fischler and Bolles (1981b); Torr
and Zisserman (2000). Observe that at this stage we only need to recover the normal
rA of Dx.
In Section 7 we have measurements of rulers of several hyperboloids H(L(α), B) at
our disposal, all sharing the same axis A of revolution, enabling us to increase the
accuracy of the direction of this axis by computing the median or a trimmed mean of
the computed rA of the individual hyperboloids (||rA|| = 1).
It is an option to neglect from now on data lines Li of which the directions ri have
been considered as outliers in the previous step.

Step 2:
Once we have found a reliable rA, we can recover the pitch ρ of the hyperboloid as
the mean of the dot products ri · rA. We ensure that the directions are oriented such
that all these dot products have positive signs. In this way, we can reduce the noise

on the axial component r
‖
i = (ri · rA)rA of the line directions ri:

r
‖
i 7→ ρrA. (A1)

Step 3:

We can also “correct” the rotational components r⊥i = ri− r‖i , provided that we know
the relative angles θij between each pair, what we normally do in case of a reliable
control of the involved galvanometric device. We proceed as follows. Based on the
measured data, and the previously recovered axis direction rA, we can consider the
noisy projections r⊥i = ri−(ri·rA)rA. The norms ||r⊥i || will be all corrected as

√
1− ρ2,

so we can focus on their directions di = r⊥i /||r⊥i ||, points on the unit circle in the
plane Do perpendicular to rA. We can represent them by a radian parameter pri. The
direction noise of the projections r⊥i is reduced by solving a constrained optimization
problem in n unknowns cpri, representing the corrected radian parameters pri. More
precisely, we minimise the sum of squared distances between cpri and the noisy pri,
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constrained by the given relative angles θij . Actually, a closed form solution for the
cpri is obtained by means of Lagrange multipliers. Finally, we map the cpri back to
unit vectors cdi in the plane perpendicular to rA, The correction of the noisy directions
ri of the data lines is done as follows:

ri 7→
√

1− ρ2cdi + ρrA. (A2)

Step 4:
Having a reliable direction rA at our disposal also facilitates the recovery of the com-
plete axis A = (rA,mA). To this end, we lean on the property that the exact normalised
rulers EL = (er, em) of the same regulus of a ruled surface of revolution have a con-
stant bilinear product with the exact normalized axis EA = (erA, emA), given by
Pottmann and Wallner (2001)

Ω(EL,EA) = er · emA + em · erA. (A3)

This motivates us to find the corrected mA as a Least-Squared Approximation for the
equations

0 = Ω(Li, A)− Ω(Lj , A) = (mi −mj) · rA + (ri − rj) ·mA, (A4)

augmented with the Grassmann-Plücker relation for the line A: rA ·mA = 0, which
might be multiplied by a weight factor if one needs to increase the importance to deliver
a real line A. All these equations are linear, because we assume that rA is known. In
composing this overdetermined system of equations, we use the noisy data (ri,mi) of
the measured inliers Li, and the recovered direction rA. Notice that we really need
to obtain rA in a previous step, because the equations Ω(Li, A) − Ω(Lj , A) = 0 are
not sufficient to determine A. For example, rulers R in the second regulus of the same
hyperboloid satisfy Ω(EL,R) = 0 for each ruler EL of the first regulus.
Because a set of three rulers {L1, L2, L3} can serve for a minimal solver that recovers
the moment mA of A, we encounter here another opportunity to integrate a robust
consensus procedure by random sampling, now eliminating rulers Li with moment
ouliers. Furthermore, to avoid numerical instabilities, we recommend selecting the
pairs {Li, Lj} for the equations Ω(Li, A) − Ω(Lj , A) = 0 such that we maximize
||ri − rj ||.

Step 5:
Next, for each of the data lines Li, we can compute its (perpendicular) distance σi to
the recovered axis A, and its closest point pi on A. Without noise, all these points pi
coincide with the centre p of the gorge circle of the hyperboloid, and all these distances
σi are equal to its radius σ. So, we recover p and σ as the means of the pi and the σi
respectively.
In Section 7 we have measurements of rulers of several hyperboloids H(L(α), B) at our
disposal, all sharing the same axis, enabling us to apply the previous steps for each of
them, yielding a gorge centre on the recovered axes of these hyperboloids. The mean
of these gorge centres provides a stable point ps on the common axis, that gives rise
to a more accurate computation for the moment as mA = ps × rA.
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In any case, we use the reconstructed axis A to approximate the centre p and the radius
σ of the gorge circle Cp, enabling us to recover the gorge points of the exact rulers
ELi: qi = Cp ∩ ELi. Indeed, the directions pqi are exactly the quarter turns of the
corrected projected directions cdi (Proposition 1), which together with the condition
||pqi|| = σ determines the location of qi.

Step 6:
Finally, we correct the moments mi of Li by qi × ri, where we use the corrected ri.
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Abstract Recent discovery of additional mechanism

of electroluminescence (EL) in noble gases due to neu-

tral bremsstrahlung (NBrS) effect led to a prediction

that NBrS EL should be present in noble liquids as

well. A rigorous theory of NBrS EL in noble liquids

was developed accordingly in the framework of Cohen-

Lekner and Atrazhev approach. In this work, we con-

firm this prediction: for the first time, visible-range EL

has been observed in liquid Ar at electric fields reaching

90 kV/cm, using Gas Electron Multiplier (GEM) and

Thick GEM (THGEM) structures. Absolute light yields

of the EL were measured and found to be in excellent

agreement with the theory, provided that momentum-

transfer cross section of electron-atom scattering (in-

stead of energy-transfer one) is used for calculation of

NBrS cross section.

Keywords noble gas detectors · liquid argon · dark

matter · neutral bremsstrahlung · NBrS · THGEM ·
GEM · electroluminescence

1 Introduction

Electroluminescence (EL) is an optical and electrical

phenomenon in which a material emits light in response

to electric current or electric field. Of paramount impor-

tance is EL in noble gases, as it is a key physical process

used in two-phase (liquid-gas) detectors for dark matter

search and neutrino detection experiments [1,2,3,4]. In

two-phase detectors both prompt primary scintillation

signal (S1) and delayed primary ionization signal (S2)

are measured, the latter being recorded in the gas phase

using the EL effect.

ageffdroid@gmail.com (corresponding author)

According to modern concepts [1,5], there are three

mechanisms responsible for EL in noble gases: that of

excimer emission in the vacuum ultraviolet (VUV), that

of neutral bremsstrahlung (NBrS) emission in the UV,

visible and near infrared (NIR) range and that of emis-

sion due to atomic transitions in the NIR. These three

mechanisms are referred to as excimer (ordinary) EL,

NBrS EL and atomic EL, respectively. Let us briefly

describe the first two using the example of Ar.

Excimer EL is due to noble gas excimers in a singlet

(Ar∗2(1Σ+
u )) or triplet (Ar∗2(3Σ+

u )) state emitting pho-

tons in the VUV (around 128 nm). The excimers are

produced in three-body atomic collisions of the low-

est excited atomic states, of Ar∗(3p54s) configuration,

which in turn are produced by drifting electrons in

electron-atom collisions [1,6,5,7,8]). It has a threshold

in reduced electric field (E/N), of about 4 Td (1 Td=

10−17 V cm2) [9,10].

NBrS EL is due to bremsstrahlung of slow drifting

electrons scattered on neutral atoms [11,12,13,14,15,

16,17]. NBrS EL has no threshold in electric field, takes

place in the visible and NIR range suitable for direct

readout by conventional photodetectors such as photo-

multiplier tubes (PMTs) and silicon photomultipliers

(SiPMs), but has much lower photon yield compared

to that of excimer EL [12].

While EL in noble gases is well understood [5,8,9,

11,12], little is known about EL in noble liquids. Firstly,

until recently, there was no complete theory of EL in no-

ble liquids. Secondly, excimer EL was reliably observed

in only two experiments conducted in liquid Xe [18,

19], above the electric field threshold of 400 kV/cm.

Other reported observations of EL in liquid Xe [20,21]

had problems with interpretation due to either not well

defined electric fields or impurity issues. In order to ob-

tain such high electric fields it is necessary to use thin
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Fig. 1 Conceptual illustration of experimental setup used in
this work (not to scale).

wires, needles or hole-like structures such as Gas Elec-

tron Multipliers (GEM) or Thick GEMs (THGEM) [22,

23].

In liquid Ar, excimer EL has never been observed,

presumably due to its very high threshold expected

from theoretical estimations, exceeding 800 kV/cm [13,

24]. It should be remarked that proportional EL claimed

to be observed in liquid Ar in [25], at much lower elec-

tric fields (of about 60 kV/cm) and using THGEM, ap-

parently was not produced in liquid Ar, but rather in

gas bubbles associated with THGEM holes, similarly

to what happens in Liquid Hole Multipliers [26] (see

discussion in [13]).

As predicted in [11], by its universal nature NBrS

EL should be present in noble liquids at electric fields

much lower than those needed for excimer EL. A rig-

orous theory of NBrS EL in noble liquids has been re-

cently developed accordingly [13,15], the electron en-

ergy and transport parameters being obtained in the

framework of Cohen-Lekner [27] and Atrazhev [28] ap-

proach. The observation of NBrS EL in noble liquids, in

addition to the obvious interest in it as a new physical

effect, would also prompt the search for new readout

schemes in single-phase noble liquid detectors of im-

proved performance.

In this work, to resolve the issues described above,

true visible-range EL in liquid Ar has been studied for

the first time, using both THGEM and GEM struc-

tures. We will show that the absolute light yields of EL

observed in experiment are in excellent agreement with

those predicted by the NBrS EL theory appropriately

modified compared to [13].

2 Experimental setup

Experimental setup used in this work is described else-

where [10,29] and thus we recount essential points only.

A few minor modifications described below were made

to allow the study of visible EL in liquid Ar using de-

tector configuration schematically depicted in Fig. 1.

The detector was a single-phase liquid time pro-

jection chamber (TPC), composed of drift region and

THGEM (GEM) anode where EL took place. It was

filled with 3 liters of purified liquid Ar (<4 ppb of O2

and <1 ppm of N2 impurity) and operated at a pressure

of 1.00 atm, temperature of 87.3 K and atomic density

of the liquid of 2.10·1022 cm−3 [30,31].

A THGEM or GEM plate immersed in the liquid

was used to study EL produced in its holes by apply-

ing the voltage across it, thus creating the region of

high electric field inside the holes. The light from pri-

mary scintillation (prompt S1 signal) as well as the light

from the holes (delayed S2 signal) was directly recorded

by a 5×5 matrix of SiPMs of 13360-6050PE type [32]

facing THGEM (GEM) plate and sensitive in the visi-

ble and NIR range. THGEM had a dielectric thickness

of 0.4 mm, hole pitch of 0.9 mm, rim of 0.1 mm, hole

diameter of 0.5 mm and copper thickness of 0.03 mm.

GEM had the following parameters: dielectric thickness

of 50 µm, hole pitch of 140 µm, zero rim, copper thick-

ness of 5 µm, outer hole diameter of 70 µm and inner

hole diameter of 50 µm (biconical hole design).

Pulsed X-rays from an X-ray tube with Mo an-

ode [33], with the average energy deposited in liquid

Ar of 25 keV, were used as ionization source. The X-

ray tube also provided the external trigger. In order

to measure the absolute EL yield, it is necessary to

know the number of electrons in a pulse that reach the

THGEM (GEM) holes. To this end, the charge arriving

to THGEM (GEM) was recorded directly in special cal-

ibration runs using a charge-sensitive preamplifier [29].

3 Theory

In this work, we compare the measurements of visible-

range EL in liquid Ar with the theory of NBrS EL de-

veloped in [13]. The theory is based on the compact

formula of cross section of NBrS photon emission in

electron-atom scattering [11,15,34,35,36,37,38]:

dσ

dν
=

8

3

re
c

1

hν

(
ε− hν

ε

)1/2

×[(ε− hν)σel(ε) + εσel(ε− hν)] , (1)

where hν is the photon energy, re = e2/mc2 is the clas-

sical electron radius, c is the speed of light, ε is the en-
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ergy of incident electron and σel(ε) is the cross section

of its elastic scattering on atom. It was proposed in [13]

that within the Cohen-Lekner [27] and Atrazhev [28]

approach this formula, initially derived for gas, can also

be applied for liquid.

The absolute EL yield, YEL, is defined as the num-

ber of photons produced per unit drift path and per

drifting electron. To compare results at different medium

densities and temperatures, reduced EL yield, YEL/N ,

is used instead, where N is liquid atomic density. For

NBrS EL it can be described by the following equation,

using the electron energy distribution function f(ε) nor-

malized to unity [11]:

YEL

N
=

∫ λ2

λ1

∫ ∞
hν

√
2ε/m

vd

dσ

dν

dν

dλ
f(ε) dε dλ , (2)

where vd is the electron drift velocity and λ1–λ2 is the

wavelength region of interest. In this work as well as in

our previous ones the latter is limited to the wavelength

region of 0-1000 nm.

To obtain the electron energy distribution function,

needed to calculate the EL yield in liquid Ar, the Cohen-

Lekner [27] and Atrazhev [28] approach was used here,

similarly to that of [13], in which the electron trans-

port through the liquid is considered as a sequence of

single scatterings on the effective potential. In particu-

lar, the electron scattering cross section can be used in

the liquid in a way similar to that of the gas. An im-

portant concept for this approach is distinction between

the energy transfer scattering, which changes the elec-

tron energy, and that of momentum transfer, which only

changes the direction of the electron velocity. Both pro-

cesses are assigned separate cross sections [24,27,28].
Those given in [28] are used here, since then the the-

ory describes well the experimental data on the electron

drift velocity in liquid Ar [13,28].

The wavelength spectra of the reduced EL yield for

NBrS EL in liquid Ar, obtained from Eq. (2) by taking

its derivative with respect to λ, are shown in Fig. 2

at different electric fields. One can see that they are

rather flat and do not differ much in shape from those

of gaseous Ar [12].

It should be remarked that there is ambiguity about

what cross section of elastic scattering, σel(ε), should

appear in Eq. (1): some theoretical derivations show

that it should be energy-transfer (total elastic) cross

section [34,35,36,37,39], while others show that it should

be momentum-transfer (transport) one [16,36,37,38].

And while in gases these two approaches do not re-

sult in significantly different NBrS yields [11,15,40],

in liquids the results can differ by more than an or-

der of magnitude, depending on the electric field. One

can see this in Fig. 2 showing the NBrS EL spectra

Fig. 2 Theoretical spectra of the reduced EL yield for NBrS
EL in liquid Ar at different electric fields. The results are
shown for the energy-transfer and momentum-transfer cross
sections being used in Eq. (1), both taken from [28].

for both when energy-transfer and when momentum-

transfer cross section is used in Eq. (1). Experimental

measurements of absolute EL yields should determine

which approach is the correct one.

In practice one needs to know the absolute light

yield of EL for a given device, defined as the total

number of EL photons (with λ≤1000 nm) produced in

THGEM or GEM holes to full solid angle (4π) per drift-

ing electron, at a given electric field: YTHGEM or YGEM .

This quantity was calculated by Monte Carlo simula-

tion of electron drift through THGEM (GEM) holes

accompanied by NBrS photon emission, using Eq. (2)

and its spectral derivative.

As a first step, precise electric field map in THGEM

and GEM was calculated using Gmsh [41,42] and Elmer [43]

open-source programs in the same way as in [44]. Then,

using the field map and electron transport parameters

such as electron drift velocity and diffusion coefficients

(also obtained following Atrazhev formalism [13,28]),

the electron drift through THGEM (GEM) was sim-

ulated using the TPC geometrical model built with

Geant4 library [45,46,47]. The drift of electrons was im-

plemented using algorithms from Garfield++ library [48].

The starting positions of the electrons were defined by

geometry of X-ray source used in the experiment. Fi-

nally, using electron drift tracks comprised of multiple

small steps, NBrS photons were generated along each

step at a given electric field, using known field depen-

dence of NBrS spectra derived from Eq. (2).

Since in experiment the number of photoelectrons

on SiPM matrix per drifting electron is actually mea-

sured, the theory should be able to convert it to YTHGEM
(YGEM ). For this reason, a standard Geant4 code was

used to simulate propagation and detection of photons
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Fig. 3 Average signal pulse-shape from SiPM matrix in liq-
uid Ar TPC with GEM anode at different voltages across it,
corresponding to 0, 50 and 85 kV/cm electric field at GEM
hole center. S1 (primary scintillation) and S2 (electrolumi-
nescence in GEM holes) signals are seen. The pulse-height is
expressed in the relative number of photoelectron counts. S1
and S2 signals have double-peak structure due to character-
istic double-pulse structure of the X-ray tube itself [52].

from THGEM (GEM) holes to SiPM matrix according

to optical parameters of the detector materials. Then

the photon detection efficiency (PDE) of the SiPMs, de-

rived from [32,49,50], was used to convert the photon

number to photoelectron number.

From the simulation, the light collection efficiency

on SiPM matrix (LCE) from THGEM (GEM) holes as

well as SiPM PDE averaged over the detected NBrS

photons were obtained. The former was found to be in-

dependent of the voltage across THGEM (GEM). Both

LCE and PDE also almost do not depend on whether

energy-transfer or momentum-transfer cross section is

used in NBrS calculation.

It was found during the simulations, that despite

the field non-uniformity in the holes, a parallel-plate

approximation of THGEM (GEM) hole can be success-

fully applied since it provided the light yield close to

that of exact simulation (within 30%). In this approx-

imation, the hole is approximated as a parallel-plate

counter with the uniform electric field equal to that in

the hole center and with the thickness equal to the inter-

electrode distance (dielectric thickness). Notably, such

approximation worked well in the past to calculate ion-

ization coefficients in noble gases at low temperatures

using GEMs [51]. Because of this, the following results

are shown as a function of the electric field at THGEM

(GEM) hole center (Ehole). Note that according to cal-

culations the electric field at the hole center of THGEM

and GEM amounts to 0.57 and 0.68, respectively, of the

so-called ”nominal” electric field defined as the applied

voltage divided by dielectric thickness.

Fig. 4 Absolute light yield of NBrS EL in liquid Ar produced
in THGEM and GEM and expressed in photons (at λ≤1000
nm) per drifting electron as a function of the electric field
in the hole center. Theoretical predictions for both THGEM
and GEM when momentum-transfer cross section is used in
Eq. (1) are shown by solid lines. For comparison, the predic-
tion for THGEM when using energy-transfer cross section is
also shown by dashed line.

4 Experimental results

Using intensive X-ray source, which produces about

1.4·105 electrons in a pulse that escape recombination,

allows for detailed study of relatively weak visible-range

EL in liquid Ar. Examples of average signal pulse-shape

from SiPM matrix in liquid Ar TPC obtained with

GEM anode are shown in Fig. 3. At zero voltage across

GEM (blue line), only S1 signal is seen provided by

primary scintillation in the visible range [29].

As the voltage across GEM or THGEM increases,

the S2 (electroluminescence) signal appears and increases

with the electric field, without any specific threshold

in contrast to that of excimer EL. The absolute light

yield of EL produced in THGEM or GEM (YTHGEM
or YGEM ) is obtained from the S2 pulse area and is

expressed in photons (at λ≤1000 nm) per drifting elec-

tron, as defined in the previous section 3. It is shown in

Fig. 4 for both THGEM and GEM as a function of the

electric field in the hole center. It should be remarked

that the experimental yields shown in the figure use

theoretical values of LCE and appropriately averaged

PDE to obtain the total number of photons from the

number of photoelectrons recorded.

The lines in the figure show theoretical predictions

obtained using Atrazhev cross section of electron scat-

tering [28] according to the procedure described in sec-

tion 3. The solid lines show theoretical results when

momentum-transfer cross section is used in Eq. (1),

while the dashed line shows those for energy-transfer

cross section.
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As can be seen, the experimental data for both THGEM

and GEM are in excellent agreement with the theory

when momentum-transfer cross section is used, despite

an order of magnitude difference between them, while

using the energy-transfer cross section gives a strongly

overestimated (by an order of magnitude) yield. This

fact proves that using momentum-transfer cross section

in Eq. (1) is the correct choice.

The maximum electric fields reached in experiment

were limited by discharges. This resulted in that the

maximum absolute light yield of NBrS EL in liquid Ar

produced in 0.4 mm thick THGEM was about YTHGEM =

3 · 10−2 photons per drifting electron, at the maximum

electric field of 70 kV/cm at THGEM hole center corre-

sponding to about 4.9 kV across it. For GEM, the light

yield is an order of magnitude lower, obviously due to

an order of magnitude smaller thickness.

5 Conclusions

In this work, visible-range electroluminescence (EL) in

liquid Ar has been observed for the first time using

both THGEM and GEM structures with SiPM-matrix

optical readout and pulsed X-ray source. Its absolute

yield was measured for electric fields varying from 30

to 90 kV/cm.

The observed EL can be fully explained and quan-

titatively described by the effect of bremsstrahlung of

slow drifting electrons scattered on neutral atoms (neu-

tral bremsstrahlung, NBrS) in noble liquids [13], pro-

vided that momentum-transfer cross section (instead of

energy-transfer one) is used in calculation of NBrS cross

section. Apart from the obvious achievement in discov-

ering a new physical effect, the last statement puts an

end to the long dispute about which cross section should

be used in the NBrS formula.

Despite the relatively low light yield, the effect of

NBrS EL in noble liquids may pave the ways for new

readout schemes in single-phase noble liquid detectors

for dark matter searches and low-energy neutrino de-

tection.
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Abstract The effect of proportional electroluminescence

(EL) is used to record the primary ionization signal

(S2) in the gas phase of two-phase argon detectors for

dark matter particle (WIMP) searches and low-energy

neutrino experiments. Our previous studies of EL time

properties revealed the presence of two unusual slow

components in S2 signal of two-phase argon detector,

with time constants of about 4-5 µs and 50 µs. The puz-

zle of slow components is that their time constants and

contributions to the overall signal increase with electric

field (starting from a certain threshold), which cannot

be explained by any of the known mechanisms of photon

and electron emission in two-phase media. There are

indications that these slow components result from de-

layed electrons, temporarily trapped during their drift

in the EL gap on metastable negative argon ions of yet

unknown nature. In this work, this hypothesis is con-

vincingly confirmed by studying the time properties of

electroluminescence in a Thick Gas Electron Multiplier

(THGEM) coupled to the EL gap of two-phase argon

detector. In particular, an unusual slow component in

EL signal, similar to that observed in the EL gap, was

observed in THGEM itself. In addition, with the help

of THGEM operated in electron multiplication mode,

the slow component was observed directly in the charge

signal, unambiguously confirming the effect of trapped

electrons in S2 signal. These results will help to un-

ravel the puzzle of slow components in two-phase argon

detectors and thus to understand the background in

low-mass WIMP searches.

Keywords two-phase detectors · liquid argon · dark

matter · slow components · metastable negative argon

ions · THGEM

ageffdroid@gmail.com (corresponding author)

1 Introduction

Two-phase argon and xenon detectors for dark mat-

ter search experiments [1] have achieved the current

best limits on WIMP-nucleon spin-independent cross-

section [2,3,4,5,6]. These detectors measure both prompt

primary scintillation signal (S1) and delayed primary

ionization signal (S2), the latter being recorded in the

gas phase using the effect of proportional electrolumi-

nescence (EL) [7].

According to modern concepts [7], there are three

mechanisms responsible for proportional EL in noble

gases: that of excimer emission in the vacuum ultravi-

olet (VUV), that of emission due to atomic transitions

in the near infrared (NIR), and that of neutral brems-

strahlung (NBrS) emission in the UV, visible and NIR

range. These three mechanisms are referred to as ex-

cimer (ordinary) EL, atomic EL and NBrS EL, respec-

tively. Let us briefly recall the details of these mecha-

nisms using the example of Ar.

NBrS EL is due to bremsstrahlung of drifting elec-

trons elastically scattered on neutral atoms [8,9,10,11,

12,13,14]:

e− + Ar→ e− + Ar + hν . (1)

It is fast (.1 ps) and has no threshold in energy and

thus in electric field.

Excimer EL is due to emission of noble gas ex-

cimers, in a singlet (Ar∗2(1Σ+
u )) or triplet (Ar∗2(3Σ+

u ))

state, produced in three-body atomic collisions of the

lowest excited atomic states, of Ar∗(3p54s) configura-

tion, which in turn are produced by drifting electrons

in electron-atom collisions (see reviews [1,7,15,16,17]):

e− + Ar→ e− + Ar∗(3p54s) ,

Ar∗(3p54s) + 2Ar→ Ar∗2(1,3Σ+
u ) + Ar ,

Ar∗2(1,3Σ+
u )→ 2Ar + hν . (2)
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It has a threshold in reduced electric field (E/N), of

about 4 Td (1 Td= 10−17 V cm2) [18,19], correspond-

ing to excitation of the lower energy levels of Ar∗(3p54s)

configuration. Singlet and triplet excimer states are re-

sponsible for respectively the fast (4.2 ns) and slow

(3.1 µs) component of excimer EL [16].

Atomic EL is due to atomic transitions between

the higher (Ar∗(3p54p)) and lower (Ar∗(3p54s)) excited

states, the former being also produced by drifting elec-

trons [18,20]:

e− + Ar→ e− + Ar∗(3p54p) ,

Ar∗(3p54p)→ Ar∗(3p54s) + hν . (3)

It is fast (20-40 ns) and has a threshold in reduced elec-

tric field of about 5 Td [18,19], corresponding to exci-

tation of the higher energy levels of Ar∗(3p54p) config-

uration.

Depending on the reduced electric field, some of var-

ious EL mechanisms dominate over the others, as illus-

trated in [7]. Namely, NBrS EL fully dominates below

4 Td. Excimer EL dominates above 4 Td in terms of the

absolute photon yield in the VUV range. However, in

the visible and NIR range, NBrS EL remains the main

mechanism up to 10 Td, while above 10 Td it is taken

over by atomic EL.

At low WIMP masses, near the detector thresh-

old, only the S2 signal is possible to detect, using the

so-called S2-only analysis [3,5]. In this case, a precise

model of expected background rates for S2 signals as

a function of detected number of electrons is required.

At the moment, there is discrepancy between the ob-

served and expected number of events in low-energy re-

gion, at low number of electrons, in DarkSide-50 [5] and

XENON1T [21] experiments. Such discrepancy may be

explained by the effect of delayed or trapped electrons.

Earlier observations of slow components and delayed

pulses on µs and ms scales in Xe [22,23,24,25,26,27,

28] indicate the presence of these delayed electrons in

two-phase Xe detectors.

In our previous works [19,29,30] it was shown that

these delayed electrons are likely present in two-phase

Ar detectors as well. In those works, the S2 time proper-

ties were studied in a wide range of electric fields using

proportional EL both in the VUV range and in that

of visible and NIR. The former is provided by excimer

EL while the latter is provided by NBrS EL. Two un-

usual slow components with time constants of about

4-5 µs and 50 µs, referred to as “slow” and “long” com-

ponent respectively, were observed. An example pulse

shape showing these components obtained in [19] at the

highest electric field and in the visible range is shown

in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1 Signal pulse shape from SiPM matrix facing the EL
gap of two-phase Ar detector obtained in [19] due to NBrS
EL in the visible and NIR range, with 238Pu alpha particles
at reduced electric field of 8.3 Td and pressure of 1.00 atm.
One can see the S1 signal as well as the S2 signal with one
fast and two slow components.

These slow components have the following puzzling

properties that have never been observed before for slow

components of conventional (excimer) scintillation:

1. There are two slow components in proportional

EL, observed simultaneously in the VUV and in the

visible and NIR range, with different time constants: of

about 4-5 µs and 50 µs.

2. Both slow components emerge at a certain thresh-

old in reduced electric field, of about 5 Td, regardless

of the gas phase density, which is 1 Td above the onset

of excimer EL, the latter being related to the lower ex-

cited atomic states Ar∗(3p54s). Accordingly, the 5 Td

threshold is related to the higher atomic excited states

Ar∗(3p54p), similarly to atomic EL in the NIR which

has the same threshold, of 5 Td (see discussion in [19]).

3. Another puzzling property of slow components

is that their contributions and time constants increase
with electric field, which cannot be explained by either

of the two known mechanisms of slow component for-

mation in two-phase Ar detectors, namely by electron

emission from liquid to gas phase [31,32] and by VUV

photon emission via triplet excimer state Ar∗2(3Σ+
u ) [1,

16]. In those mechanisms, the slow component contri-

bution and time constant either decrease with electric

field or do not depend on the electric field at all, re-

spectively.

4. An unexpected temperature dependence of the

50 µs component (and presumably that of 5 µs) was

observed in gaseous Ar: its contribution decreased with

temperature, practically disappearing at room temper-

ature.

All puzzling properties of slow components can be

successfully explained in the framework of hypothesis

[19] that these are produced in the EL gap in the charge

signal itself, due to temporarily trapping of drifting

electrons on metastable negative Ar ions of yet un-

known nature with lifetimes close to time constants of
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Fig. 2 Schematic view of the experimental setup (not to
scale).

the slow components, i.e. about 4 and 50 µs. Taking into

the account the 5 Td threshold, the formation of these

metastable Ar ions is related either to the Ar∗(3p54p)

states or some unknown state with similar energy level.

In the frame of this approach it is possible to explain

the temperature dependence of the slow components, if

one assumes that they are produced mostly at low tem-

peratures due to electron collisions with Van-der-Waals

molecules Ar2(X 1Σ+
g ) [16,33,34,35].

In this work, this hypothesis is verified by studying

the time properties of electroluminescence in a Thick

Gas Electron Multiplier (THGEM) coupled to the EL

gap of two-phase argon detector. The THGEM thus

worked as an additional “EL gap” of smaller thickness,

decoupled from the liquid-gas interface. If the hypoth-

esis is correct, the slow components should be observed

both in the EL gap and THGEM. In addition, with

the help of THGEM operated in an electron multipli-

cation (avalanche) mode, it is possible to observe the

slow component directly in the charge signal itself, un-

ambiguously confirming the effect of trapped electrons

in S2 signal. These studies will help to unravel the puz-

zle of slow components in two-phase Ar detectors and

thus to understand the background in low-mass WIMP

searches.

2 Experimental setup

Fig. 2 shows the scheme of the experimental setup.

Compared to our previous work [19], there are only a

few modifications: interface THGEM (THGEM0) was

replaced with wire grid; THGEM above the EL gap

had an active area of 10×10 cm2, dielectric thickness

of 0.4 mm, hole pitch of 0.9 mm, rim of 0.1 mm and

hole diameter of 0.5 mm (28% optical transparency at

normal incidence). Also, THGEM was connected to a

voltage divider with charge readout circuit, as shown in

Fig. 2. Finally, in this work the EL gap thickness was

either about 10 mm or 16 mm. The detector operated

at saturated argon pressures of 1.00 and 1.50 atm, cor-

responding to a temperature of 87.3 and 91.3 K and

gas density of 8.71×1019 and 1.26×1020 cm−3 respec-

tively [36,37].

The EL signal was recorded using four PMTs R6041-

506MOD [38,39] and 5×5 SiPM matrix composed of

13360-6050PE type SiPMs [40] as shown in Fig. 2. Since

no WLS was used, the devices were sensitive to EL in

the visible and NIR range only, provided by NBrS and

atomic EL (see section 1). The recorded photoelectrons

(PE) from selected events were used to produce time

histograms reflecting the pulse shape averaged over the

selected events. This pulse shape was then used to ob-

tain time constants and contributions of slow compo-

nents if any are present. A detailed description of the

analysis algorithm, event selection and determination of

the parameters of slow components can be found else-

where [19,29].

The charge readout circuit (denoted as AMP in Fig. 2)

consisted of CAEN MOD A1422 charge amplifier with

45 mV/MeV gain and ORTEC 570 research amplifier

with 0.5 µs shaping time and gain of 20 connected in

series. The amplified signal was split using CAEN N625

unit and sent to oscilloscope and CAEN V1720E flash

ADC for recording on PC for off-line analysis.

The measurements were performed using 5.5 MeV

alpha particles from a 238Pu source placed on a cath-

ode immersed in liquid Ar. This source provided rather

localized ionization along the drift direction, suitable

for studying the time properties of both EL and charge

signals. The trigger was taken from the S2 signal, pro-

vided by the sum of the signals from all four PMTs.

More details on the experimental setup and procedures

can be found in [19,29].

3 THGEM performance

In this work, we refer to the signal induced on THGEM

electrodes by drifting electrons as simply “charge sig-

nal”. Due to poor signal-to-noise ratio, the charge sig-

nal could not be detected directly in the EL gap, when

THGEM was grounded (through a resistor and ampli-

fier input impedance), being operated as just an anode

of the gap (without electron multiplication). Accord-

ingly, to reliably detect the charge signal produced by
238Pu alpha particles, THGEM was operated in an elec-

tron multiplication (avalanche) mode, by applying the

voltage (V1) to its divider, as shown in Fig. 2.



4

Fig. 3 Calculated electric field along the vertical axis going
through the THGEM hole center.

Many results in this work are shown as a function of

reduced electric field at the center of the THGEM hole

(E/NTHGEM). This is motivated by the fact that despite

the non-uniform field configuration in THGEM, its gain

can be calculated quite accurately using a parallel-plate

approximation [41], with the distance between the plates

taken as the dielectric thickness and the uniform field

taken as the field at the hole center. We therefore ex-

pect that the similar approach is valid when comparing

THGEM and EL gap data.

Electric field map in THGEM was obtained by cal-

culating electrostatic potentials numerically using finite

elements method with Gmsh [42,43] and Elmer [44]

open-source programs. These calculations are discussed

in detail in [45]. Fig. 3 shows the electric field along the

vertical axis passing trough the THGEM hole center

calculated at maximal V0 and V1 used in this work.
Note that the field at the THGEM hole center is equal

to 0.57 of its “nominal” value, the latter defined as

the voltage applied across THGEM (THGEM voltage,

∆VTHGEM) divided by the dielectric thickness.

Fig. 4 shows the effective THGEM gain in gaseous

Ar at 1.0 atm as a function of the voltage across it

(∆VTHGEM), measured in two-phase detector at high

electric field in the EL gap (7.5 Td) [46]. The effec-

tive THGEM gain is defined as the charge recorded on

the THGEM electrode divided by the charge in front

of THGEM, i.e. by charge drifting in the EL gap. The

latter was measured when THGEM was grounded thus

acting as an anode of the EL gap (at zero THGEM

voltage). It should be noted that the effective gain is

always smaller than the real gain of THGEM, propor-

tional to the real number of avalanche electrons [47],

since a some part of electrons in front of THGEM do

not enter its holes and thus are lost for multiplication,

as part of the electric field lines converge at the bottom

electrode.

Fig. 4 Effective charge gain of THGEM used in this work as
a function of reduced electric field at its hole center, measured
in two-phase Ar detector at 1.0 atm and 87.3 K [46]. Top axis
shows corresponding voltage across it. The gain was measured
at high drift (0.56 kV/cm) and EL (7.5 Td) fields using pulsed
X-ray tube.

Fig. 5 SiPM-matrix signal amplitude reflecting the real
THGEM charge gain, expressed in the number of photoelec-
trons recorded, as a function of reduced electric field at the
THGEM hole center, measured in two-phase Ar detector at
1.0 atm and 87.3 K. The data were obtained at low drift and
EL fields using 238Pu alpha particles with EL gap thickness
of 10 mm. The dashed and solid lines are respectively the
linear and exponential fits to the data points and correspond
to the proportional EL and avalanche mode of THGEM per-
formance.

Another way to characterize the THGEM perfor-

mance is to use an optical signal of the SIPM matrix

placed behind THGEM (see Fig. 2). Its amplitude, be-

ing expressed in the number of photoelectrons recorded

mostly due to atomic EL in the NIR [7], is roughly pro-

portional to the number of avalanche electrons in the



5

Fig. 6 Concept of experiment to observe the unusual slow
components in THGEM itself.

Fig. 7 Pulse shape of EL signal in two-phase Ar detector for
SiPM-matrix readout at low EL gap field, of 3.7 Td, at differ-
ent THGEM voltages corresponding to the reduced electric
field in the THGEM hole center of 0, 11.9 and 16.1 Td. The
data were obtained with 238Pu alpha particles and 10 mm
EL gap thickness at 1.5 atm pressure.

THGEM holes and thus to the real THGEM gain, see

Fig. 5.

As the reduced electric field increases, one can ob-
serve three modes of THGEM performance in Fig. 5:

that of weak NBrS EL in the EL gap (below 10 Td),

that of proportional EL in THGEM due to atomic EL in

the NIR (between 10 and 17 Td) described by a linear

function (dashed line), and that of avalanche scintilla-

tion EL in THGEM due to atomic EL in the NIR (above

20 Td) described by an exponential function (solid line).

4 Observation of unusual slow components in

THGEM

In our previous work [19], one of the main results was

that the unusual slow components in the EL signal

emerge at electric fields higher than 4.8 ± 0.2 Td and

that with increasing field both their time constants and

contributions also increase. It was also shown that the

unusual slow components are most likely formed in the

gas phase in the EL gap. To verify these results, THGEM

was used in this work as an additional gas gap, coupled

to the EL gap and decoupled from the liquid-gas inter-

face.

To demonstrate that the unusual slow components

can be produced in THGEM itself, the EL gap field was

fixed at low value of 3.7 Td, just below the onsets of

usual slow component due to triplet excimer EL and un-

usual slow components due to electron trapping. Conse-

quently, one would expect here that only the fast com-

ponent due to NBrS EL will be present in the EL gap

signal at zero THGEM voltage. On the other hand, one

would expect that with increasing the THGEM volt-

age the slow components will emerge when the reduced

electric field in the THGEM holes exceeds 4.8 Td. The

idea of such an experiment is schematically depicted in

Fig. 6.

Fig. 7 fully confirms these expectations: at zero THGEM

voltage only the fast component due to NBrS EL in

the EL gap (blue line) is observed, with almost sym-

metric shape defined by electron drift time through

the EL gap, electron diffusion and trigger conditions.

As ∆VTHGEM increases, EL from THGEM becomes

noticeable and its own fast and slow components are

added to the EL signal of the EL gap, with some de-

lay. The fast component of THGEM, as expected, is

delayed with respect to that of the EL gap by about

1 µs and thus can be separated from it. In addition, at

high E/NTHGEM values (red and black lines in Fig. 7),

the THGEM slow component becomes distinct, its time

constant (of about 4 µs) and contribution increasing

with the electric field. These facts confirm the state-

ment that the unusual slow components are produced

in the gas phase of two-phase detector and that they

can not be produced in the liquid or at liquid-gas inter-

face.

Fig. 8 and 9 compare the unusual slow component of

EL signal produced in the EL gap and in the THGEM.

Due to detector geometry (see Fig. 2) only the SiPM-

matrix data are used here, since the light from THGEM

holes almost does not reach PMTs. One can see that the

unusual slow components for EL gap and THGEM have

similar time constants and thresholds in reduced elec-

tric field, as well as similar characteristic increase with

electric field. These results indicate that the unusual

slow components in the EL gap and THGEM are of the

same nature.

The large difference in contributions observed for

the EL gap and THGEM at a given electric field, of

about a factor of 6, is caused by fairly different effec-

tive gap thicknesses, varying by more than an oder of

magnitude: 10 mm versus 0.4 mm respectively. It thus

confirms details of the production mechanism of the un-

usual slow components proposed in [19]: the more drift

distance of the electrons, the larger probability of their
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Fig. 8 Time constant (τS) of the slow component of EL
signal in THGEM and EL gap as a function of the reduced
electric field in the THGEM hole center and in the EL gap
respectively. The measurements in THGEM were conducted
with active voltage divider shown in Fig. 2 at fixed low EL
gap field, of 3.7 Td, while those in EL gap were done with
grounded THGEM acting as an anode of the gap. The data
were obtained in two-phase Ar detector with 10 mm thick EL
gap and 1.5 atm pressure using 238Pu alpha particles. The
dashed lines are linear fits to the data points.

Fig. 9 Contribution to overall signal of the slow component
of EL signal in THGEM and EL gap as a function of the
reduced electric field in the THGEM hole center and EL gap
respectively. The data correspond to Fig. 8 and were obtained
together. The dashed lines are linear fits to the data points.

trapping on metastable negative ions, resulting in an

increase of the slow component contribution with the

effective gap thicknesses.

On the other hand, the small difference in time con-

stants for the EL gap and THGEM confirms the model

of [19] where the probability of such a trapping is be-

low unity, leading to the double and triple trapping be-

ing much less probable. This consequently resulted in

the conclusion that the time constant of the slow com-

ponent is close to the lifetime of metastable negative

Fig. 10 Pulse shape of THGEM charge signal obtained in
two-phase Ar detector at 1.0 atm, with 238Pu alpha particles,
10 mm thick EL gap, EL gap field of 8.3 Td and THGEM
voltage of 2110 V, the latter corresponding to the field at
THGEM hole center of 35.9 Td and effective THGEM charge
gain of 20. The shaping time of charge readout circuit was
0.5 µs.

ion. At the same time, the slow increase of time con-

stant with electric field are easily explained within this

model by slow increase of the contribution of multiple

trapping events.

These results raise a question of what would hap-

pen to the slow component if the THGEM is replaced

by a standard (thin) GEM [48], the dielectric thick-

ness of which is about an order of magnitude smaller

(0.05 mm versus 0.4 mm). Assuming that the reduction

factor of the slow component contribution when going

from THGEM to GEM is about the same as when going

from EL gap to THGEM, one would expect a substan-

tial suppression of the slow component in GEM com-

pared to THGEM. This means that the GEM signal

remains fast in two-phase Ar detectors, in contrast to

that of THGEM; and this has been indeed confirmed

elsewhere [7,49].

5 Direct measurements of the charge-signal

pulse shape

To verify the hypothesis that the unusual slow compo-

nents are produced due to delayed electrons temporar-

ily trapped on metastable negative ions, the charge sig-

nal induced on the THGEM electrode by drifting elec-

trons was directly measured. To maximize the signal-

to-noise ratio, the maximal drift and EL gap fields, of

0.62 kV/cm and 8.3 Td respectively, were used. The

THGEM voltage was 2110 V, corresponding to the ef-

fective THGEM charge gain of 20 at 1 atm (see Fig. 4).

The measured charge-signal pulse shape is shown

in Fig. 10. Here the time resolution was limited by a

shaping time of the charge readout circuit of 0.5 µs.

The pulse shape has a distinct fast and slow component,

the latter corresponding to the unusual slow component

observed before in EL signal, see Fig. 1 and 7. This re-
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Fig. 11 Pulse shape of SiPM-matrix signal reflecting that of
THGEM avalanche charge signal, at high (8.3 Td) and low
(3.8 Td) EL gap field, obtained in two-phase Ar detector at
1.0 atm, with 238Pu alpha particles, 10 mm thick EL gap and
THGEM voltage of 2110 V, the latter corresponding to the
field at THGEM hole center of 35.9 Td and effective THGEM
charge gain of 20.

sult directly confirms the statement that the slow com-

ponent in EL signal is produced in the charge signal

itself, unambiguously confirming the effect of trapped

electrons in S2 signal.

Compared to Fig. 1, the transition from the fast to

slow component is quite smooth due to poor time res-

olution. The much better separation between the com-

ponents is seen in Fig. 11 where an optical signal of the

SiPM-matrix was used instead of the THGEM charge

signal, with superior time resolution. As discussed be-

fore in Sect. 3, the SiPM-matrix optical signal directly

reflects the avalanche charge of THGEM when operated

in electron multiplication mode.

At lower EL gap fields, the slow component is fully

defined by that of THGEM itself (compare to Fig. 7).

On the other hand, at higher EL gap fields, the slow

component is composed of both that of the EL gap and

that of THGEM itself, with about the same contribu-

tion, as one can see from Fig. 11. Thus, it is confirmed

that the slow component exists in both the charge sig-

nal of the EL gap and THGEM.

6 Conclusions

In this work we explored the problem of slow compo-

nents in two-phase Ar detectors for dark matter searches

in a new way, namely using a Thick Gas Electron Mul-

tiplier (THGEM) coupled to the electroluminescence

(EL) gap. There has been a hypothesis proposed in our

previous work [19], that these slow components are pro-

duced by delayed electrons, temporarily trapped during

their drift in the EL gap on metastable negative Ar ions

of yet unknown nature.

In this work, this hypothesis is convincingly con-

firmed by observing an unusual slow component in EL

signal of THGEM, similar to that observed in the EL

gap. Moreover, with the help of THGEM operated in

an electron multiplication mode, the slow component

was observed directly in the charge signal itself, unam-

biguously confirming the effect of trapped electrons in

S2 signal. These results will help to unravel the puz-

zle of slow components in two-phase Ar detectors and

thus to understand the background in low-mass WIMP

searches.

Another conclusion of this work is that the signal

of THGEM operated in electron multiplication mode

in two-phase Ar is inherently slow due to the presence

of slow component. This fact should be taken into ac-

count when planning the use of THGEM in two-phase

Ar detectors.
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We present the first two-dimensional (2D) optical Thomson scattering measurements of electron density and temper-
ature in laser-produced plasmas. The novel instrument directly measures ne(x,y) and Te(x,y) in two dimensions over
large spatial regions (cm2) with sub-mm spatial resolution, by automatically translating the scattering volume while the
plasma is produced repeatedly by irradiating a solid target with a high-repetition-rate laser beam (10 J, ∼1012 W/cm2,
1 Hz). In this paper, we describe the design and auto-alignment of the instrument, and the computerized fitting al-
gorithm of the spectral distribution function to large data-sets of measured scattering spectra, as they transition from
the collective to the non-collective regime with distance from the target. As an example, we present 2D scattering
measurements in laser driven shock waves in ambient nitrogen gas at a pressure of 95 mTorr.

I. INTRODUCTION

Thomson Scattering (TS) is a powerful, first-principles
technique that is extensively used in plasma diagnostics to ob-
tain electron temperatures and densities1. As the scattered
spectra are collected along the path of the incident probe
beam, one-dimensional (1D) Thomson scattering is done on
a regular basis by imaging along the Rayleigh length of the
probe beam2. In order to probe across a multi-dimensional
volume or plane, common strategies include using multiple
laser cords3, single laser beam probing over small regions
(well within beam width), and repeat measurements at mul-
tiple locations4.

For experiments in which the plasma profile is repro-
ducible, the process of probing different regions of the plasma
can be exploited by automatically controlling motions of the
laser beam path and collection optics to continuously take se-
ries of measurements over a plane or volume, which not only
enables implementation of two-dimensional (2D) Thomson
scattering measurements with a simple one-laser setup, but
also significantly reduces measurement time. This increase in
efficiency is crucial for continuous measurements over very
large sets of configurations, because prolonged experiments
and repeated manual change of setup are often sources of
larger errors.

Measurements of the spatial variation of density and
temperature in laser-produced plasmas (LPP) are cru-
cial for the interpretation of laboratory experiments on
perpendicular5,6 and parallel7,8 collisionless shocks9,10 and
related instabilities11, diamagnetic cavities12, magnetic
reconnection13, collisionless momentum transfer14,15, artifi-
cial magnetospheres16, or the generation of spontaneous mag-
netic fields via the Biermann battery17. However, with con-
ventional Thomson scattering setups, only limited data points
can be obtained for each configuration of the experiment.
Here, we present a novel technique with programmed motions
of optical components and probes mounted on stepper-motor
controlled stages that implements two-dimensional Thomson
scattering in high-repetition rate LPP. The technique is en-

abled by an optical design that maximizes alignment stabil-
ity and optical extent18, a triple grating spectrometer with
notch filter for stray-light suppression19, a motorized auto-
align scattering system20, as well as a laser-target and data-
acquisition system that produces LPPs at high repetition
rate21. This new technique significantly increases efficiency
and spatial resolution of Thomson scattering spectra collec-
tion over a full planar region of the LPP. Combined with au-
tomated data processing and spectra fitting with the python
PlasmaPy package22, our approach effectively enables for
the first time a high-resolution, single-beam, two-dimensional
Thomson scattering measurement in laser-plasmas. This ca-
pability to collect volumetric measurements of plasma den-
sity and temperature is of interest to a new generation of
high-repetition-rate high-power laser facilities23–27, where it
could help accelerate the advancement of high-energy density
science28.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Experiments were performed at the Phoenix laser facility at
the University of California Los Angeles29 using a flashlamp
pumped high-average power laser with Nd:glass regenerative
zig-zag slab-amplifier and wavefront correction by stimulated
Brillouin scattering30. A schematic of the experimental setup
is shown in figure 1. The plasma is generated at 1 Hz rep-
etition rate by ablating a 38 mm diameter cylindrical high-
density polyethylene (C2H4) target with a 10 J, 1053 nm laser
pulse at 20 ns full-width at half maximum (FWHM) duration.
The beam energy is stable to within 5%, and the pulse shape
and pointing are stable to within 1%. An f/26 spherical lens
outside the vacuum chamber is used to focus the heater beam
to a 250 µm focal spot on the target, resulting in an intensity
around 1012 W/cm2. While the beam is incident at an angle
of 34° relative to the normal, the plasma explodes perpendic-
ularly to the target surface and along the ŷ-axis. To ensure that
the beam ablates a fresh region on the target in each shot, the
target is controlled to rotate and translate in a helical pattern
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic layout of the experimental setup showing
the target and beam configuration. The LPP explodes along the ŷ-
axis. The collection lens and scattering volume are automatically
aligned using a motorized xyz-stage inside the vacuum chamber. (b)
The Thomson probe beam can be translated along the x̂-axis using a
motorized turning mirror. Translating the probe beam and collection
lens simultaneously allows 2D measurements in the xy-plane.

at 1 Hz, accommodating around 7,000 total shots per target.
A separate beam (λi = 532 nm) from a frequency doubled

Nd:YAG laser with 4 ns (FWHM) duration and 460 mJ pulse
energy at 20 Hz repetition-rate is used as the Thomson scatter-
ing probe. The probe beam is injected parallel to the plasma
blow-off axis (ŷ-axis), is linearly polarized along the ẑ-axis
using a waveplate, and is synchronized to the heater pulse, in-
cluding a variable delay. A stationary spherical lens outside
the vacuum chamber with a focal length of f = 1.5 m is used
to focus the probe beam to a 200 µm spot at a distance of 2 cm

from the target surface. The slow f/150 focusing lens results
in a large ±3 cm Rayleigh range, creating a cylindrical beam
focus of constant diameter over the entire region of interest.
The probe beam terminates on the target, creating a secondary
laser-plasma as well as copious amounts of stray light. The
secondary plasma plume reaches the scattering volume well
after the time of the scattering measurement and consequently
does not affect the results.

Scattered light is collected perpendicular to the probe beam
(scattering angle θ = 90◦) into an f/20 collection cone by a
5.0 cm focal length, 12 mm diameter aspheric collection lens
and is focused at f/5.3 into a 200 µm core optical fiber with a
numerical aperture of NA = 0.22. The collection lens projects
the fiber with a 3.8x magnification onto the probe beam so
that the 0.76 mm diameter fiber core projection exceeds the
probe beam width by a factor of 3-4. This optical design with
a relatively small collection angle is used to minimize align-
ment sensitivity, accommodate a range of probe beam diame-
ters, and to assure that alignment between the beam and fiber
projection is maintained during a motorized raster scan over
a large area, and for the duration of an experimental run last-
ing several hours. The scattered light collection efficiency is
best evaluated using the optical extent G = A′Ω′ = AΩ, which
is the same for the source and detector18. Here, Ω′ is the
collection solid angle and A′ is the source area defined by
the intersection of the circular fiber projection and the pen-
cil beam. Similarly, A and Ω are the fiber core area and solid
angle of light entering the fiber and detector, respectively. The
parameters used here result in G′= 3.0×10−4 sr· mm2, which
is 35% of the theoretical upper limit for the throughput Gmax
= 8.8×10−4 sr·mm2, determined by the spectrometer accep-
tance cone and fiber area. The collection lens, disposable blast
shield, 5 mm clear-aperture iris diaphragm, and fiber launch
are assembled into a 25 mm diameter light-tight metal tube,
which is mounted onto an xyz-motorized stage inside the vac-
uum chamber. The stepper-motors can be controlled with
5 µm resolution and bidirectional repeatability.

A stepper-motor-controlled turning mirror outside the laser
entrance port translates the probe beam transverse to the blow-
off axis (x̂) in order to shift the scattering volume horizontally
(Fig. 1b). The scattering volume is defined by the intersec-
tion of the probe beam and the fiber-projection, resulting in a
spatial resolution of 0.2×0.7 mm2. Translating the beam and
collection branch simultaneously allows the scattering volume
to be moved anywhere within the horizontal plane. Keeping
the lens stationary assures that the beam remains exactly par-
allel to the blow-off axis when translating the turning mirror.
Shifting the beam along x̂ then offsets the focus along ŷ by an
equal distance. However, in this setup the range is limited to
∆x ∈ {-2 cm, +2 cm}, which is well within the depth of focus.

Scattered light collected by the fiber is coupled via a
vacuum feedthrough to the input slit of a triple-grating f/4
Czerny-Turner imaging spectrometer31. The first two spec-
trometer stages are configured as a double-subtractive system
to act as a tuneable notch filter that blocks the unshifted probe
laser stray light around 532 nm. The third stage disperses
the stray light subtracted spectrum onto the detector. Holo-
graphic gratings, in combination with baffles, and an inter-
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mediate slit between the second and third stages are used to
minimize the stray light. The three 110×110 mm2 aluminum-
coated, 1200 grooves/mm gratings are blazed at 500 nm for
an efficiency around 60% at 532 nm. The notch filter blocks
stray light over a 1.5 nm range by four orders of magnitude19.

Spectra are captured by an image intensified charged cou-
pled device (ICCD) equipped with a generation III photocath-
ode with a quantum efficiency of around 50% at 532 nm. The
microchannel plate is gated at 4 ns at the maximum gain. De-
spite using 2 × 2 hardware binning the maximum pixel count
is only a small fraction of the 16-bits maximum and well
within the linear response range. For all data presented here,
the spectra were further software binned over all 512 vertical
pixels into 512 total bins with 0.0388 nm/bin. To maximize
throughput, both the input and intermediate slits were fully
open (4 mm), and so the fiber core itself serves as a 0.20 mm
wide slit. The measured instrument function (not shown) is
Gaussian with a width of 0.29 nm (FWHM) over a spectral
range of 19.8 nm.

Plasma self emission lines are also present in the spectrum
and can have intensities comparable to the TS signal. Two fast
solenoid shutters are therefore used for interleaving an equal
number of TS images and plasma-only images for background
subtraction. The first shutter is synchronized to the probe laser
Q-switch and reduces the probe beam frequency to 1 Hz. The
second shutter is synchronized to the data-acquisition system
and pulses the probe beam on for only every other laser-target
shot so that a background image is recorded for every TS spec-
trum back-to-back.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Before conducting an automated raster scan of the Thom-
son scattering signal, the probe beam height z(x,y) and incli-
nation in the region of interest are mapped out using Rayleigh
scattering off of nitrogen gas at pressures around 100 Torr.
Figure 2 shows the probe beam plane as measured in the ex-
periment over the full range of travel y ∈ {0, 90 mm} and
x ∈ {-20 mm, +20 mm}. The plane is inclined since the
probe beam points up slightly at an angle of 0.4◦. The plane
is not shown to scale but is stretched vertically by a factor
of 100. The green filled contour projected onto the right
pane of Fig. 2a is a 90×90 raster scan of the total mea-
sured Rayleigh scattering intensity I(y,z). The data was ob-
tained by keeping the probe beam fixed at x = 0 (blue line),
while scanning the collection assembly in y and z in 1 mm ×
0.01 mm steps. The z-lineout of that data at y = 55 mm (white
curve) is consistent with a Gaussian (red fit) with a width of
σ = 0.28 mm. The width remains constant over the entire
range within the accuracy of the measurement, consistent with
the large Rayleigh range of the beam focus. In order to con-
struct a plane and motion-profile for a raster Thomson scan,
the beam height z(x,y) is interpolated from Rayleigh scatter-
ing measurements at the four corners C1 through C4. For these
measurements, the beam is first translated to the required x
using the final turning mirror, while the collection assembly
is moved to the required position (x,y). The Rayleigh scat-

FIG. 2. (a) Variation of the probe beam height z(x,y) as interpo-
lated from Rayleigh scattering measurements of the beam location at
the four corners C1-C4. The plane is inclined since the probe beam
points up slightly at an angle of 0.4◦. The red box indicates the much
smaller plane used for the TS measurements in figures 3 and 4. The
green contour of a 90×90 pixel vertical raster scan of Rayleigh scat-
tering also shows the tilted probe beam at x = 0 (blue line). The
z-lineout at y = 55 mm (white curve) is consistent with a Gaussian
with a width of σ = 0.27 mm. (b) Variation of the collection ef-
ficiency with longitudinal fiber alignment, measured by translating
only the collection assembly along x̂ while keeping the probe laser
fixed at x = 0 (blue line in Fig. a).

tering intensity I(z) is then measured while scanning across
the beam at 1 Hz in 0.1 mm steps, and the beam center z
is determined from a Gaussian fit to the experimental data.
Measuring the z-coordinates of the four corners z1 through
z4 allows us to calculate the beam height at an arbitrary po-
sition in the plane. If the four corners have the coordinates
C1 = (x0,0), C2 = (−x0,0), C3 = (x0,y0), C4 = (−x0,y0),
then the z-coordinate of the beam position at (x,y) is given by
the following formula:

z(x,y) = (1− x0− x
2x0

)(1− y
y0
)z1 +

x0− x
2x0

(1− y
y0
)z2

+
y
y0
(1− x0− x

2x0
)z3 +

(x0− x)y
2x0y0

z4 .

(1)

Inclusion of all four corner coordinates in the formula ac-
counts for possible change of beam inclination angle over the
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range of x coordinates. The projection of such a "twisted"
plane onto the xy-plane is an equidistant grid. Figure 2b shows
the measured Rayleigh scattering intensity as a function of the
offset ∆x between the fiber projection and the probe-beam.
For this measurement the beam is kept stationary at x = 0
while the collection assembly is scanned along x at a constant
y = 0, and z = 0. The figure shows that keeping the collection
lens stationary while only moving the beam will result in a
20% drop in collection efficiency from the center of the plane
to each corner. In the raster scans the beam and collection
lens are therefore always moved in synchronization (∆x = 0).
However, 2D-scans of smaller planes of only a few millime-
ters in size, could be accomplished without motion of the col-
lection lens along x̂. This technique is also used during the
initial alignment to find the optimum stand-off between the
collection lens and the probe beam (i.e. the peak of the curve
in Fig. 2b).

To demonstrate this technique, two-dimensional Thomson
scattering was used to map out the density and tempera-
ture in a shock wave driven by a laser-plasma exploding
into ambient gas. Shocks produced by explosive outflows
(blast waves) have been studied in numerous laser-plasma
experiments32,33 to help understand shocks in space and as-
trophysical systems34,35. Two-dimensional TS measurements
in blast waves are of particular interest, due to the impor-
tant role of misaligned density and temperature gradients in
such shock-waves in generating cosmic magnetic fields via
the Biermann battery effect36. In the experiments, the target
chamber is pumped to 2× 10−5 Torr using a turbomolecu-
lar pump before back-filling with nitrogen gas. A dynamic
equilibrium of (95± 3) mTorr is maintained during 1 Hz
laser-target ablation as measured by a capacitive manome-
ter. Thomson scattering measurements were performed at
t = (100± 5) ns after the heater pulse, measured peak-to-
peak, over a planar region with range of coordinates of x ∈
{−10,0} mm and y ∈ {4,23} mm, vertically aligned with the
probe beam. The resolution was 0.5 mm, which corresponds
to 20×38 data points. The reason that x-coordinates are cho-
sen to be negative is purely practical: shock waves are sym-
metric about the blow-off axis; aligning the Thomson diagnos-
tic laser to positive x-coordinates would cause it to irradiate
an area of the target that is to be ablated by the heater beam in
subsequent shots, which will then interfere with plasma gen-
eration. Spectra at each coordinate are averaged over five in-
dividual shots and subtracted by five plasma-only background
shots without the probe beam.

A second ICCD with a generation II intensifier sensitive in
the ultraviolet (UV) range with a 4 ns gate width and a 25 mm
focal length objective was used to image the plasma and blast
wave in the yz-plane from the side. Figure 3a overlays the
integrated Thomson scattering signal intensity measured in a
horizontal (x,y) plane and the plasma self-emission images
at t = (100± 5) ns after the heater pulse. The blast wave is
clearly visible in both the TS and the self-emission images at
a radius around 16 mm. The elliptical shape is consistent with
a typical initial angular velocity distribution of laser-produced
plasmas of v ∼ cos2(Θ), as indicated by the segmented black
line37, where Θ is the angle relative to the blow-off axis. The

FIG. 3. (a) The composite image of a laser-driven blast wave
at t=100 ns after the heater pulse combines the UV self-emission
recorded with a gated imaging camera, and the TS signal intensity
constructed from a 38×21 raster scan. The black segmented line
corresponds to r ∼ cos2(Θ). Self emission images show that the
shock wave is symmetrical about the blow-off axis. (b) A typical
collective TS spectrum near the target, averaged over five shots and
five plasma-only background shots. The fit (red curve) is consistent
with Te = 2.3±0.3 eV and ne = 1.3×1017 cm−3, corresponding to
α = 2.0. (c) A typical spectrum inside the blast wave that is essen-
tially non-collective at Te = 14.5±4.0 eV and ne = 2.5×1016 cm−3,
corresponding to α = 0.34 . The shaded orange regions indicate the
sensitivity of the fits to temperature and correspond to 20% variation
in χ2.

cos2-scaling overestimates the shock wave position for small
Θ because the shock slows with distance from the target. We
note that the self-emission images and TS data represent two
orthogonal planes. However, the blast wave is cylindrically
symmetric about the blow-off axis.

Thomson scattering can be collective or non-collective38,
depending on the dimensionless scattering parameter α =
1/(kλD), where k = 4π · sin(θ/2)/λi is the scattering vector
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and λD =
√

ε0kBTe/nee2 is the Debye length. When α > 1,
the scattering is collective, and the spectrum is dominated by
scattering off of plasma waves. The spectrum is then non-
Gaussian, even for a Maxwellian velocity distribution func-
tion as assumed here. For α � 1, the scale length of electron
density fluctuation sampled by TS is small compared to the
Debye length, and the scattering is non-collective. The spec-
trum then has a Gaussian shape if the underlying velocity dis-
tribution function is Maxwellian. The spectral density is given
by the equation

S(k,ω) = ∑
e

2π

k

∣∣∣1− χe

ε

∣∣∣2 fe

(
ω

k

)
+∑

i

2πZi

k
fi

(
ω

k

)
, (2)

where Zi is the ion charge state, ω is the scattering frequency,
fe and fi are the particle velocity distributions for the elec-
trons and ions, ε = 1+∑e χe +∑i χi is the dielectic function,
and χe and χi are the electron and ion components of the sus-
ceptibility, respectively.

Near the target, where the densities are high and the temper-
atures are low, the scattering is collective. A spectrum mea-
sured at (y,x) = (4 mm, -1.5 mm) is shown in Figure 3b. Only
data that is not blocked by the notch around λi (green seg-
mented line) and that is used for the fit is shown in the graph.
In this regime, the spectrum is dominated by two wings on
either side of λi caused by scattering off forward and reverse-
propagating electron plasma waves39. The separation of the
wings depends on ne and their width on Te. Both the den-
sity and temperature can therefore be determined explicitly
from a single spectrum. The data agrees well with the spectral
density function for Te = 2.1 eV and ne = 1.3× 1017 cm−3,
corresponding to α = 2.0, and consistent with simulations for
similar laser-plasma parameters40. Stray light is effectively
filtered out by the notch, except for measurements this close
to the target (y < 6 mm), where the target surface is within the
direct view of the fiber. Residual stray light leaking through
the wings of the notch can then be as much as an order of
magnitude larger in amplitude than the TS signal. We use a
slightly wider notch region of 4.4 nm in the fit to account for
this leakage. The offset in Fig. 3b observed very close to
the target is also in part due to stray-light leaking through the
notch and distributed over the entire spectrum19.

Farther from the target and inside the blast wave the spec-
trum is only weakly collective. Figure 3c shows a TS spec-
trum measured at (y,x) = (14 mm, -4.5 mm). The spectrum
is essentially non-collective and nearly Gaussian in shape. In
this regime, the temperature can be derived from the width
of the broadened line and the density from the scattering sig-
nal intensity, after an absolute irradiance calibration31. Ra-
man scattering off of nitrogen gas of a known density (at
a pressure of 658 Torr) was used to absolutely calibrate the
throughput of the optical system and spectrometer and deter-
mine the relation between the measured Thomson scattering
signal NT and the density, ne = s · NT , where s = (3.11±
0.22)× 1010 cm−3/counts. At distances y > 6 mm from the
target the notch effectively filters all stray-light and only data
within a 2 nm wider region around λi is omitted from the fit.
The spectral density function that best fits the data in Fig. 3c
is consistent with Te = 14.2 eV and ne = 2.5× 1016 cm−3,

corresponding to a scattering parameter of α = 0.34 .

FIG. 4. Two-dimensional Thomson scattering measurements of den-
sity and temperature in a laser-driven blast wave in 94 mTorr of ni-
trogen, t=100 ns after the heater pulse. The data was compiled by
a 38×21 raster scan over the course of five hours, averaging ten TS
spectra per position (about 16,000 shots total). Data was only col-
lected over half of the symmetric plane x ∈ {−10,0} mm. The den-
sity data is mirrored on the opposite half of the plane for a side-by-
side comparison. The Te and ne profiles along x = 0 show that the
density falls of much faster behind the shock wave than the tempera-
ture.

In order to automatically process and fit the tens to hun-
dreds of thousands of TS spectra produced in a typical high-
repetition-rate experiment, the Thomson scattering fitting al-
gorithm implemented in the python package PlasmaPy22

is used. It includes a spectral density function that calcu-
lates Thomson scattering spectra assuming Maxwellian veloc-
ity distributions for given sets of plasma and instrument pa-
rameters including temperature, density, and instrument func-
tion. To perform a fit, the Thomson scattering parameters and
range for target fit parameters are passed to a fit model func-
tion, which is then fitted using a nonlinear least squares fit
algorithm41 to determine Te and ne from the spectral density
function. For collective spectra, both temperature and density
are obtained with the fit algorithm. An upper limit for den-
sity fit value of 1018cm−3 is used in order to avoid fitting to
unrealistically high densities > 1019cm−3. For weakly col-
lective spectra, density cannot be accurately determined from
the spectra alone, so the algorithm first determines the density
from the total signal intensity, as determined by the area under
a Gaussian fit to the data, including also the spectrum blocked
by the notch or the clipped wings outside the measured spec-
tral range. Density is calculated from the total signal intensity
via a Raman scattering calibration. The temperature is then
determined from the fit to the spectral density function with
ne as an input parameter. The PlasmaPy package provides a
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general, versatile approach to Thomson scattering data analy-
sis, especially in fitting large data-sets, although manual veri-
fication of the fit results and tuning are still required for a few
noisy spectra where the fit does not converge.

The first 2D TS measurements of density and temperature
in a laser-driven blast wave in 94 mTorr of nitrogen, 100 ns
after the heater beam, are shown in Fig. 4. The data was col-
lected in a 38×21 raster scan in 0.5 mm steps over the course
of five hours, averaging ten TS spectra and ten background
spectra per position (about 16,000 shots total). Density and
temperature are determined as the average between two fits
for each position to two sets of spectra, each obtained by av-
eraging over signals collected at the same position in five con-
secutive shots. Representative errors for the fit temperature
and density over the shots for the lineout at x = 0 are also
shown in the figure. Data was collected only over half of the
symmetric plane x ∈ {-10 mm, 0}. The density data is mir-
rored onto the opposite half of the plane for a side-by-side
comparison. Measured temperatures and densities inside the
shock wave are as high as 25 eV and 2.5× 1016 cm−3. The
Te and ne profiles along x = 0 show that the density falls off
much faster behind the blast wave than the temperature.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present the first 2D raster imaging TS
measurements of density and temperature in a laser-produced
plasma. The instrument measures the TS spectrum as a func-
tion of x and y over a horizontal plane by automatically trans-
lating the probe laser beam and collection optics between sub-
sequent shots. Prior to TS data collection, the height and
inclination of the probe beam over the region of interest are
mapped out via Rayleigh scattering off of nitrogen. This data
provides input to then steer the collection lens in all three
dimensions as needed. The PlasmaPy TS spectral density
model provides a robust algorithm for automatically retriev-
ing the density and temperature from the tens of thousands of
TS spectra collected in a typical high-repetition-rate run.

In this experiment, the signal-to-noise ratio was limited by
carbon and nitrogen emission lines with an amplitude com-
parable to the TS signal. TS spectra were therefore averaged
over five shots (and five emission background shots) in or-
der for the automated fit to converge. A future upgrade to
this diagnostic will increase the probe beam energy to 0.7 J.
Scattering spectra with comparable SNR can then be pro-
duced in a single shot. This technique can easily be expanded
to three-dimensions (3D) for volumetric measurements by
adding a second motorized turning mirror for the probe beam.
It could also be applied to map out the earlier stages of dense,
millimeter-scale laser-plasmas using piezo actuators with µm
repeatability, and a higher resolution spectrometer to resolve
the ion feature42.
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A prototype Dual Gain Multilayer Thick Gas Electron Multilyer (DG-M-THGEM)

with an active area of 10 cm × 10 cm was manufactured aiming at the production of
a large-volume active-target time projection chamber which can work under the condi-
tion of high-intensity heavy-ion beam injections. The DG-M-THGEM has a alternating
structure of electrodes and insulators. Effective gas gains of two regions, which are called
beam and recoil regions, are separately controlled. Performance of the prototype DG-
M-THGEM in hydrogen gas at a pressure of 40 kPa was evaluated. Irradiating a 132Xe
beam, an effective gas gain lower than 100 with a charge resolution of 3% was achieved in
the beam region while the effective gas gain of 2000 was maintained in the recoil region.
Position distributions of measured charges along the beam axis were investigated in
order to evaluate gain uniformity in the high intensity beam injection. The gain shift
was estimated by simulations considering space charges in the drift region. The gain
shift was suppressed within 3% even at the beam intensity of 2.5× 106 particles per
second.
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
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1. Introduction

Gaseous active targets based on time projection chambers (TPCs) [1–6] as three dimensional

tracking detector have been widely developed to perform experimental studies in inverse

kinematics in various accelerator facilities. Gaseous active target plays an important role

to measure forward-angle inelastic scattering of medium-heavy, especially unstable, nuclei

in inverse kinematics. The reaction vertex can be determined by reconstructing trajectories
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both beam and recoil particles simultaneously measured by the active target. Inelastic scat-

tering measurements involved by light nuclei such as proton, deuteron and α particles at

incident energies of 100 - 300 MeV/nucleon are well known methods to determine transi-

tion strength of isovector-dipole and isoscalar-monopole states [7–16]. As radioactive isotope

(RI) beams of medium-heavy nuclei, such as 132Sn region, with higher-intensity over 1× 105

particles per second (pps) are becoming available at the energies for inverse-kinematics

measurements of inelastic scatterings, the needs of active targets that can work under the

condition of such high-intensity beam irradiation are increasing.

Strong ionization induced by heavy-ion and high-intensity beams are discussed in Ref. [17],

where the risk of sparks and malfunctioning of the detector are pointed out. The large

number of the ionized electrons also inclease backflow ions from multiplication part. The

backflow ions distort electric field in drift region and reduce the accuracy of the trajectory

deduction. In order to reduce these effects, the electrons and ions emerging inside an active

area has to be controlled, especially along the beam trajectories. For example, the electrons

and ions created by the beam particles are isolated from the drift region by placing plates in

MAYA [17,18], and by surrounding the beam axis with wire rings in TACTIC [19]. They can

accept the high-intensity beams up to 5× 107 pps, but they are not sensitive to the beam

tracks. We tried to reduce electrons by means of a mesh grid covering the gas multiplication

part [20] in our active target, called CAT-S [21]. The CAT-S with the mesh grid could detect

beam trajectories, but the charge resolution was not better than 10%, which was required

to achieve the aiming position resolution of 1 mm.

For improving charge resolution of the CAT-S, we developed a Dual-Gain Thick Gas

Electron Multiplier (DG-THGEM) [21]. The electrodes of the DG-THGEM at both sides

are segmented to have individual gas gains for beam and recoil regions. Independent gas

gains of 1× 102 and 5× 103 were realized for beam and recoil regions, respectively. The

charge resolution better than 10% for the beam region was achieved. CAT-S with DG-

THGEM could work under the condition of irradiation of RI beams including 132Sn at the

high intensity of 3.5× 105 pps [22].

Now, we are developing a new active target TPC, named CAT-M, which has an active

area of 30 cm × 30 cm larger than CAT-S with an active area of 10 cm × 10 cm, to

increase the target thickness and the acceptance for reaction events. It is necessary to employ

sufficient thickness of GEMs for enlarging active area in CAT-M, because its self-weight and

Coulomb force acting between electrodes may deform itself. A Multilayer THGEM (M-

THGEM) developed by Cortesi et al. [23] has an alternating structure of the electrodes and

insulators. This has sufficient thickness to resist the deformation.

We designed a new multilayer THGEM with a capability of the dual gain. We call it Dual

Gain Multilayer Thick GEM (DG-M-THGEM). In the present work, the prototype DG-M-

THGEM with a same active area with CAT-S of 10 cm × 10 cm was used to investigate

the gain stability and charge responses with high-intensity heavy-ion beam injection. The

structure of the prototype DG-M-THGEM is described in Section 2. The measured effective

gas gain and charge resolution of the DG-M-THGEM using a heavy-ion beam and the gain

shift as a function of the beam intensity are shown in Section 3. The Summary is given in

Section 4.
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2. Structure of prototype DG-M-THGEM

Figure 1 shows schematic drawings and photographs of the prototype DG-M-THGEM. It

was designed by ourselves and produced by REPIC Co. Ltd, Japan. The prototype DG-M-

THGEM has an alternating structure of four sheets of electrodes and three plate of insulators.

Hereafter, four electrodes are denoted by L1, L2, L3 and L4. The present production process is

as following; first, two substrates with electrode copper layers on both sides were produced,

i.e., one has the electrodes L1 and L2, and the other has the electordes L3 and L4. The

thicknesses of copper electrode and FR4 insulator are 0.032 mm and 0.40 mm respectively.

Then a 0.3-mm thick FR4 plate was sandwiched by these two substrates and bonded with

0.04-mm-thick epoxy-resin glue. The actual thickness of the middle substrate is 0.38 mm

including the glue thickness. And finally, GEM holes were drilled piercing from L1 to L4. The

geometry pattern of GEM holes is shown in Fig. 2. The diameter and the pitch of the hole

are 0.3 mm and 0.7 mm, respectively. A nominal total thickness of the prototype DG-M-

THGEM is 1.312 mm. The actual thickness was measured at six points which are indicated

in the view of the drift region side of Fig. 1 (a). Table 1 shows the measured thickness of

each point with a caliper. The value of each point is an average of the three measurements.

The average thickness at the six measured points is 1.298 mm and the maximum difference

among the measured points is 0.002 mm. The size of the substrate is 124 mm × 160 mm,

and the area of the active region is approximately 100 mm × 100 mm. The electrodes L1

and L4 are closest to the drift and the induction regions, respectively. The electrodes L2, L3

and L4 are divided into three parts. The center one is called “beam region”, and the two

side ones are called “recoil region”. The beam region is 20-mm wide to cover the envelope of

the beam, and each recoil region is 40-mm wide. There are 2.12 mm width gaps between the

beam and recoil regions. The electrode L1 is not segmented in order to avoid the charge up

of the insulator. As shown in photograph of Fig. 1 (b), protective resistors and stabilization

capacitors are soldered on the insulator board.

Table 1 Measured thicknesses of prototype DG-M-THGEM at positions indicated in

Fig. 1. Each value is an average of the three measurements.

measured position actual thickness [mm]

1 1.301 ± 0.001

2 1.290 ± 0.002

3 1.294 ± 0.002

4 1.303 ± 0.001

5 1.302 ± 0.001

6 1.297 ± 0.002

3. Performances of prototype DG-M-THGEM

For performance evaluations of the prototype DG-M-THGEM, two experiments were carried

out. First, effective gas gain of the prototype DG-M-THGEM was measured with various

bias settings using an α source of 241Am in a test bench chamber. Second, the prototype

DG-M-THGEM was installed in the CAT-S chamber. The effective-gas-gain stabilities and
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Fig. 1 (color online) (a): Schematic views of prototype DG-M-THGEM. Hatched regions

are copper electrodes. Plain regions are FR4 insulators. Dimensional values are nominal in

mm. Solid circles in the view from drift region side are indicated positions where thickness of

DG-M-THGEM was measured. The number corresponds to the measured point in Table 1.

Four electrodes are denoted by L1, L2 , L3 and L4 in the cross sectional view. The electrodes

L2 , L3 and L4 are divided into one beam region at the center and two recoil regions at both

sides as shown in the view from induction region side. (b): Photographs of the prototype

DG-M-THGEM.

charge resolutions in the beam region were evaluated using a heavy-ion beam. In both case,

hydrogen gas with a purity of 99.99% at the pressure of 40 kPa was filled.

4/19



0.7 mm

0.7 mm 0.7 mm

f 0.3 mm

Fig. 2 (color online) Photograph of DG-M-THGEM hole array pattern. Diameter and

pitch of the holes are 0.3 mm and 0.7 mm, respectively.

3.1. Effective gas gain evaluated using 241Am α source

A schematic view of the experimental setup to measure the effective gas gain using the 241Am

α source (0.98 kBq at the time of this experiment) is shown in Fig. 3. The test bench was

installed in a cylindrical chamber with the inner diameter of 24 cm and the height of 12 cm.

In the chamber, the hydrogen gas flowed at the rate of approximately 100 cm3/min. The gas

pressure was monitored at the inlet and the outlet position of the chamber with differential

pressure gauges with the accuracy of 0.1 kPa. Oxygen concentration in the chamber was also

monitored periodically at the outlet position and 0.01% lower limit of the monitor or less of

the oxygen concentration was kept. A cathode plate was placed above L1 with distance of

20 mm from surface of L1. Drift field for electrons was formed by L1 and the cathode plate.

The α particles, which were collimated by a PTFE collimator with the length of 50 mm and

the inner diameter of 4 mm, were injected to the drift field. The α particles were injected to

the recoil region and passed through 10 mm above L1. A readout board was placed 2 mm

below the surface of L4. On the readout board, 36 square-shaped copper pads, each of which

has a 15 mm × 15 mm area, were arranged in 6 rows and 6 columns with interval gaps of

1 mm. One pad, hereafter called readout pad, shown as filled rectangle in Fig. 3 (a) was

connected to a readout circuit. The other pads were all grounded. The distance between the

center of the readout pad and the surface of the α source was 60.5 mm. The energy deposit

of α particle passing through the area corresponding to the readout pad was calculated to
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be 115 keV by LISE++ [24]. The collected electrons on the readout pad were integrated

with a charge-sensitive preamplifier, REPIC RPA-211. Conversion gain was modified to be

400 mV/pC and a time-constant of 80 ns. The output signal from the preamplifier was

pulse-shaped by a shaping amplifier, ORTEC 572A, and its pulse height was recorded by

a multi-channel analyzer, Kromek 102 product of Kromek Group plc. In order to convert

the pulse height to the absolute charge value, the circuit system was calibrated by a pulser

module and charge injector (capacitance).

Figure 4 shows resistor chain to supply biases for the cathode plate and the electrodes of

the prototype DG-M-THGEM. The bias VC is for the cathode. The bias to each electrode of

the prototype DG-M-THGEM was supplied by VGEM through a resistor divider. It should

be noticed that the beam and recoil regions had the same bias in the present test. The field

strength in the drift region, which was determined by the biases of the cathode plate and

L1, was controled by combination of VC and VGEM in order to keep to be 1 kV/cm/atm,

i.e. VGEM and VC were simultaneously changed from -1725 V to -1975 V and -2525 V to

-2775 V in 25 V steps, respectively. The drift velocity of electrons is estimated to be 1 µs/cm

at the present field strength by a simulation program, Garfield++ [30]. As shown in Fig. 1,

the distances between L1 - L2 and L3 - L4 are same, but one of L2 - L3 is different from

them; therefore, the resistor chain was adjusted so that electric fields of L1 - L2, L2 - L3 and

L3 - L4 have same strength.

The effective gas gain Geff is defined as a ratio of Qmeas to Qin,

Geff =
Qmeas

Qin
, (1)

where Qmeas is the measured charge from the readout pad and Qin is the initial charge.

Qin is calculated by the elementary charge, e, stopping power of α particle though the gas,

dE/dx, mean energy for ion-electron pair creation, W , and path length of α particle, dX.

Qin is described as following,

Qin =
e

W
· dE
dx
· dX, (2)

where we used W = 36.5 eV [27] for hydrogen gas, and dX = 15 mm of the length of the

readout pad. Ambiguity of dX is estimated to be within 0.01 mm, because the α particles

were collimated, and the angular dispersion is up to 2.3 degree. Therefore, the dX is assumed

to be same as the length of the readout pad.

Figure 5 shows the effective gas gain as a function of reduced bias. The reduced bias is

derived by dividing the electric field strength between L1 and L4 with the distance between

these electrodes of 0.12 cm and the gas pressure. The gas pressure was monitored in each

measurement and it varied between 39.80 kPa and 40.19 kPa. Our required effective gas gain

for the recoil region is more than 2× 103, which was achieved with the reduced bias above

360 kV/cm/kPa. In the present condition, we could not obtain the effective gas gain over

5.31× 103 due to discharges.

3.2. Effective gas gain and charge resolution using heavy ion beam

Measurement of effective gas gain and charge resolution using heavy-ion beam (the program

number 15H307) was performed at a synchrotron accelerator facility, Heavy Ion Medical

Accelerator in Chiba (HIMAC), National Institutes for Quantum Science and Technology
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(ORTEC 572A)
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Shaping time: 3ms

10 mm
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Fig. 3 (color online) Schematic view of configuration in a test chamber and data acqui-

sition system for effective gas gain measurement with α source 241Am. Position relation of

DG-M-THGEM to cathode, the α source, readout board are shown. Note that the dimen-

sions of each component and each distance are not scaled. Rectangles on PCB board are

segmented electrodes. Filled rectangle indicates readout pad while unfilled rectangles indicate

the grounded electrodes. The readout pad was located below recoil region of DG-M-THGEM

and distance from the α source was 60.5 mm. Signals from the pad were measured by a

multi-channel analyzer after amplified by a pre-amplifier and shaping amplifier.

(QST). 132Xe beam with the energy of 185 MeV/nucleon from the synchrotron accelera-

tor was introduced from the end of the beam transport line to experimental setup and

injected into the CAT-S. The repetition time of the synchrotron was 3.3 second. So-called

slow-extraction mode was applied to have the moderate and uniform intensity for a certain

duration. The typical extraction duration was 1.5 second. The number of the 132Xe particles

in each beam pulse was monitored with a diamond detector [25] located 1077-mm upstream

of the CAT-S. The position distribution of the beam was measured with two low-pressure

multi-wire drift chambers (MWDCs) [26] which were installed Z=672 mm and Z=1034 mm

downstream of the CAT-S. Here we define the beam axis as Z. the horizontal axis as X, and

the vertical axis as Y. Their origins are set to the center of the CAT-S active area.

Configuration of the CAT-S with the prototype DG-M-THGEM is shown in Fig. 6. It

should be noticed that the configuration is upside down from Fig 3. Cathode plate of drift

field is not drawn in Fig. 6. The gas pressure and flow rate were 40 kPa and 100 cm3/min,

respectively. The oxygen concentration was kept at 0.01% lower limit of the monitor or less.

The drift field formed by the CAT-S field cage was set to be 1 kV/cm/atm. Thus, the esti-

mated drift velocity of electron was 1 µs/cm, as was the case with the test bench experiment.
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Fig. 4 Resistor configuration to supply biases to cathode plate, and electrodes L1, L2, L3

and L4.

The electrons drift toward +Y direction. An anode mesh was installed at 16.2 mm below

L1. The anode mesh is made of SUS304. The diameter and the pitch of the wires of the

anode mesh are 30 µm and 254 µm, respectively. The electric field strength between the

anode mesh and L1 was 2.39 kV/cm/atm. Readout electrode was mounted at 2 mm above

L4. There are 416 readout pads, which has an equilateral triangle shape of 7-mm side formed

on PCB. The beam was injected at 66.2 mm below L1 in the beam region. Each readout

pad was connected to the preamplifier RPA-211. The output signals of the preamplifier were

digitized by V1740 flash Analoge-to-Degital convertor (FADC), CAEN Co. Ltd. The sam-

pling rate was 50 MHz. The total charge read by the pad was obtained by summing up the

samples. The obtained total charge was calibrated using the pulse pulser module and the

charge injector.

Figure 7 shows resistor configuration to supply biases to the electrodes of the prototype

DG-M-THGEM. The biases to L1 and L2 of the recoil region were supplied by V1 through the

resistor chains. The biases to other electrodes, L3 and L4 of the recoil region, and L2, L3, L4 of

the beam region, were supplied by V3R, V4R, V2B, V3B, and V4B, respectively. Consequently,

the gas gain of the beam region and the recoil region can be controlled independently.

The definition of the effective gas gain is the same as Eq. (1). The Qin induced by the
132Xe beam was estimated similarily from the stopping power dE/dx which was calculated

with LISE++ but with considering escape energy carried by delta rays. If the delta rays
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Fig. 5 Effective gas gain of prototype DG-M-THGEM as a function of reduced bias

between L1 and L4. The reduced bias is calculated using the gas pressure monitored in each

measurement.

escape from a region of interest, the measured energy deposit become lower than energy

loss. The energy carried by the delta-rays was estimated using GEANT4 [31]. Considering

both results of simulation and measurement, it is turned out that the ratio of the escaped

energy relevant to the energy loss, εe, is 18.7% for the 132Xe beam. In addition, charges

measured by each readout pad are modified from the energy deposit due to diffusion effect

in the drift region. The ratio of the charge measured by each readout pad to the energy

deposit, εd, was estimated by fitting the calculated charges in the readout pads along the

trajectory to the measured charges. The Qin is modified from Eq. 2 as following,

Qin =
e

W
· dE
dx
· εd · (1− εe) · dX. (3)

Note that the εe is expected to zero for the low-energy alpha particles. The εd is expected

to be one when the readout pad has translational symmetry and the change of the stopping

power is small enough comparing to the energy deposit.

The effective gas gain in the beam region was measured by varying biases. Figure 8 shows

the measured effective gas gain as a function of the reduced biases with the low-intensity

beam of 5× 103 particles per pulse. The effective gas gains were derived by averaging over

all of the 52 readout pads in the beam region. The bias setting is summarized in Table 2. It

was reported that lower bias applying to first multiplier stage, which corresponds between L1

and L2, can control ion backflow [23]. We tried to apply slightly lower bias to final multiplier

stage of L3-L4 in the beam region by varying only V4B while fixing V1, V2B and V3B, aiming

to supress the ion back-flow. The biases of the recoil region, V3R and V4R were fixed to make

electric fields between each electrodes have same strength. The effective gas gain lower than
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Fig. 6 (color online) Schematic view of configuration in the CAT-S chamber for an exper-

iment using 132Xe beam from upstream. It show the positions of DG-M-THGEM, anode

mesh, and readout board relative to beam axis. The origin is the center of the active area

of the CAT-S on the beam trajectory.

1× 102 can be achieved in the beam region while the effective gas gain of 2× 103 at the

recoil region was hold. The effect of the high-intensity beam injection will be discussed in

the next subsection.

Table 2 Bias setting between each electrodes in beam and recoil region for experiment

with 132Xe beam.

Beam region Recoil region

L1 - L2 596 V 596 V

L2 - L3 570 V 570 V

L3 - L4 548 - 248 V 598 V

Charge resolution was also derived with the same bias setting of Table 2. In the present

analysis, the charge resolution defined as following; pads were formed in a group defined as

shown in Fig. 9 (a). Neighboring four triangles are in one group. The collected charge by

i-th group is denoted by Qi. Index, i, is ordered along Z axis, from 0 to 12. All the Qi is

expected to be the same for all i-th groups, because the beam energy was sufficiently high

and its stopping power was constant at 94.3 keV/mm within 0.2% overall the active area.

Thus, we defined a residual of Qi as following,

∆Q = Qi −
(Qi−1 +Qi+1)

2
. (4)

The charge resolutions as a function of the effective gas gain are shown in Fig. 9 (b).

The charge resolutions were derived averaging of the 11 groups along Z axis. The charge

resolutions significantly depend on the effective gas gain. This indicates that the charge
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Fig. 7 Resistor configuration to supply voltage to electrodes L1, L2 , L3 and L4 of DG-

M-THGEM shown in Fig 1. The electrodes are L1, L2, L3, and L4 from the bottom of this

figure. The right and left sides are for recoil and beam regions, respectively. V1 supplyed

bias to L1 and L2 of the recoil region with resistor chain. To the other electrodes, V3R, V4R,

V2B, V3B, and V4B supplyed biases to L3 and L4 of the recoil region, and L2, L3, L4 of the

beam region, respectively.

resolution is mainly determined by the statistics of the number of amplified electrons. The

charge resolution much smaller than 10% is achieved over all effective-gas-gain region.

3.3. Test with high-intensity beam

In this subsection, sensitivity of the effective gas gain for the beam intensity was discussed

assuming the bean intensity dependence of the effective gas gain and the initial charge, as

described in the following equation which modified from the Eq. (1),

Qmeas = Geff(Ibeam)×Qin(Ibeam). (5)

Therefore we consider that the Qin and Geff are treated as a function of the beam intensity,

Ibeam. Ideally the Qmeas should not be changed by Ibeam, but it has sensitivities for Ibeam

through this equation.

The beam intensity has a time structure within the extraction duration. Figure 10 shows

the beam intensity distributions within the extraction duration when the integrated intensity

was 1× 106 particles per pulse. Horizontal axis shows the time in one beam duration and the

origin of the time is arbitrary. Vertical axis is averaged beam intensity in each time bin. The

maximum beam intensity is larger than the average of the total number of the beam in one
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Fig. 8 Effective gas gain as a function of the reduced bias with low-intensity 132Xe beam.

The reduced bias is calculated using the gas pressure monitored in each measurement.

duration. Considering the beam intensity derived in each time bin, we evaluated the beam

intensity dependence of the effective gas gain. Table 3 shows the average beam intensity for

each time bin considered in the evaluation.

Table 3 Average beam intensity for each time bin used in Fig. 10.

time range [s] average beam intensity [103 pps]

1.60 - 1.78 1.0

1.84 - 1.86 120

1.86 - 1.88 220

1.88 - 1.91 440

1.91 - 1.95 660

1.95 - 2.14 2500

Assuming that Geff(Ibeam) was not so sensitive for the beam intensity, i.e. Geff(Ibeam) =

Gnom, we derive Qin−m(Ibeam) = Qmeas/Gnom as shown in Fig. 11. Here we presumed the

nominal effective gas gain, Gnom = 76.7, was the effective gas gain obtained in low-intensity
132Xe beam experiment at the supplied bias of 323 V between L3 and L4 in the beam region.

Figure 11 shows Qin−m(Ibeam) depends not only on the beam intensity but also the position

along the beam axis (Z). As the beam intensity increases, Qin−m(Ibeam) increases overall Z.

The distribution has a parabolic shape with a symmetry at Z = 0.

To explain this parabolic shape, we employed “ion pillar model” [28]. The ion pillar model

has been proposed to evaluate electric field distortion in the drift region caused by the
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Fig. 9 (color online) (a) Definition of pad groups to evaluate charge resolutions. Four

triangles with same color are in one group. (b) Charge resolution as a function of effective

gas gain.

ion-backflow from GEMs. The backflow ions move from the GEMs to the cathode, then a

pillar of positive ions along the beam trajectory is formed. In the previous studies, electric

field distortion in the drift direction (Y direction) has been discussed, but similar electric

field distortion also occurs along the beam axis (Z direction) and its vertical direction (X

direction). The ions attract drifting electrons from outside the beam region, consequently

Qin−m(Ibeam) increases in the beam region. The number of the ions increases with increment

of the beam intensity, the behavior of Qin−m(Ibeam) in Fig. 11 can be explained. Figure 12

shows the comparison of beam profile on the X axis which is measured by the CAT-S and the

MWDCs. The beam profile measured by the MWDCs shows the similar size independent of

the beam intensity. However, ones measured by the CAT-S was observed to become narrow

according the beam intensity, because the attracted electrons converge on the beam axis.

The effect of ions in the pillar on electrons which reach to L1 was investigated by electron-

drift simulation. The ion density in the pillar was assumed to be distributed homogeneously

in the Z and Y direction and Gaussian in the X direction. The beam was injected 5 cm below

L1. The distance from L1 to the cathode plane of the field cage was approximately 250 mm.

The drift velocities of a hydrogen ion and an electron were 0.01 cm/µs and 1.2 cm/µs,

respectively. Thus the time for the back-flow ions to reach the cathode was approximately

3 ms. As shown in Table 3, the time bin for each beam intensity was from about 20 ms to

200 ms. Therefore, the number of the ions in the pillar was considered to be immediately

saturated depending on the beam intensity within the time bin. The number of the electrons

reaching to L1 along the beam trajectory, Qin−s(Ibeam), was derived by the electron-drift

simulation with Garfield++ [30] while varying the amount of ions in the pillar.
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Fig. 10 Beam intensity distribution as a function of time in one beam duration when

integrated intensity was 1× 106 particles per pulse. The origin of time is arbitrary.

To reproduce Qin−m(Ibeam) in Fig.11, we explain Qin−m(Ibeam) using Qin−s(Ibeam) as

following,

Qin−m(Ibeam) =
Qmeas

Gnom
=
Qin−s(Ibeam)×Geff(Ibeam)

Gnom
. (6)

We set Qin−s(Ibeam) and Geff(Ibeam) as the fitting parameters in least-square fitting method

to reproduce the Qin−m(Ibeam) in Fig.11. Because Qin−s(Ibeam) is depending on the amount

of the ion in the pillar, the actual parameters to be varied are the amount of ions in the pillar

and the effective gas gain. Figure 13 (c) and (d) shows the fitting results of the distributions of

the reduced χ2 as a function of the amount of the ion in the pillar and effective-gas-gain shift

for the beam intensities of 1.2× 105 and 2.5× 106 pps, respectively. Here, the effective-gas-

gain shift is defined as {Geff(Ibeam)−Gnom}/Gnom. Searching χ2 minimum point on Fig. 13

(c), the number of the ion in the pillar and the effective-gas-gain shift are 2.6× 102 pC

and -1 %, respectively, Using these parameters, we can reproduce Qin−m(Ibeam) spectrum

as shown Fig. 13 (a). Figure 13 (b) is also reproduced by 1.38× 103 pC and and 0.4%. This

result shows that the ion backflow from the DG-M-THGEM is significantly large to show its

effect. The required effective gas gain in the beam region was achieved with the dual gain

operation by the lower bias application between L3 and L4 in the beam region, however, the

ion backflow effect was not sufficiently small.

Figure 14 shows the beam intensity dependence of the amount of ion in the pillar and

the effective-gas-gain shift. Comparing the beam intensity of 2.5× 106 pps with 1.2× 105,

its fluctuation is suppressed within 3% while the amount of ion increases by seven times. It

was found that the amount of ion in the pillar was saturated above the beam intensity of

6× 105 pps. It is considered due to decreasing the ion backflow from the DG-M-THGEM as

the amount of ions in the pillar increases above a certain level, similar to the trend shown

14/19



Z position [mm]
50− 40− 30− 20− 10− 0 10 20 30 40 50

 [
fC

]
)

be
am

(I
in

-m
Q

2.0

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

3.0

3.2
 pps3 10×1 

 pps5 10×1.2 
 pps5 10×4.4 
 pps6 10×2.5 

(b)

Fig. 11 (color online) Qin−m(Ibeam) distribution as a function of Z, where Qin−m(Ibeam)

depends on beam intensity also.

in a previous study [29]. The fluctuation of the effective gas gain was sufficiently suppressed

to the same level as the charge resolution at the effective gas gain of 1× 102. As shown in

Fig. 12, the electrons attracted by the ion pillar to the beam center; therefore electron density

increased by a factor of 8.5 at 2.5× 106 pps comparing to at 1× 103 pps beam intensity. It

can be explained that the fluctuations were suppressed to 3% even under conditions where

ionized electrons of 6 pc/cm2/s flow to the prototype DG-M-THGEM.

4. Summary

The prototype Dual Gain Multilayer Thick GEM (DG-M-THGEM) with the active area of

10 cm × 10 cm was produced and its performance was evaluated. The electrodes of multilayer

thick GEM, which has an alternating structure of electrodes and insulators, were segmented

to three regions. The center region and both sides can be applied biases independently

to control gas gains individually. The performance of the prototype DG-M-THGEM was

evaluated in the hydrogen gas at the pressure of 40 kPa. The effective gas gains as a function

of the reduced bias applied DG-M-THGEM were measured using the α source of 241Am.

The effective gas gain was achieved up to 5.31× 103.

The effective gas gain and the charge resolutions in the beam region were evaluated using

the heavy-ion 132Xe beam with the energy of 185 MeV/nucleon and intensity from 5× 103

to 1× 106 particles per pulse. The effective gas gain of lower than 1× 102 was achieved with

the charge resolution of smaller than 3 % in the beam region while maintaining the effec-

tive gas gain of 2× 103 in the recoil region. The effective-gas-gain stability with increasing

the beam intensity was also discussed. As the beam intensity increases, the initial charges

become larger, because the ion pillar attracts electrons. The effect shrinked the beam width
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by the CAT-S was shrinked due to effect of ion pillar with beam intensity increment, while

no effect is shown by the MWDCs.

measrured by the CAT-S as the beam intensity increase. Even if increasing the beam inten-

sity from 1.2× 105 pps and 2.5× 106 pps, the effective gas gain fluctuate within only 3%

while the amount of ion increased by seven times. The effective-gas-gain fluctuation was

suppressed to the same level as the charge resolution at the effective gas gain of 1× 102.

The number of electrons around the beam center was about 8.5 times larger at 2.5× 106 pps

than at 1× 103 pps due to the effect to attract electrons by the ion in the pillar. It can be

explain that the effective gas gain fluctuate within 3% even under conditions where ionized

electrons of 6 pc/cm2/s flow to the prototype DG-M-THGEM. As a future issue, it is neces-

sary to develop a way to reduce the effect of the ion backflow in order to perform accurate

tracking analysis of the trajectory.
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Short Baseline Oscillations and the Gallium Mystery

Vedran Brdar

Theoretical Physics Department, CERN,
Esplande des Particules, 1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland

Data from several neutrino experiments suggest an anomalous neutrino flavor transition
across relatively short baselines which is in conflict with the three-flavor neutrino oscilla-
tion paradigm. In particular, MiniBooNE and BEST collaborations have reported anomalous
findings at ∼ 5σ. In this contribution, such measurements and their possible explanations
within and beyond the Standard Model are discussed.

1 Introduction

Neutrino oscillation is a Nobel Prize awarded phenomenon 1,2 which has by now been measured
using several different neutrino sources and detection techniques3. While this program has firmly
established the three-flavor neutrino oscillation paradigm, there are still several experimental
hints which suggest that the neutrino sector could possibly be even richer, e.g. supplemented
with light sterile neutrino(s) 4.

In particular, LSND experiment observed ∼ 3σ excess of electron antineutrinos from the
stopped pion source 5. This suggests O(10−3) probability for electron antineutrino appearance
from the source of muon antineutrinos. Given the energy of the beam and the baseline, such
measurement can not be explained with the known parameters in the neutrino sector; hence, this
motivates beyond the Standard Model (BSM) interpretation of this excess. LSND anomaly was
tested at Fermilab with the MiniBooNE experiment which has, on several occasions 6,7,8, also
reported a low energy excess in both neutrino and antineutrino channel. In their most recent
analysis 8, 4.8σ excess is claimed. MiniBooNE anomaly is currently being tested at the Short
Baseline Neutrino Program (SBN) 9,10 and MicroBooNE collaboration has already released the
first results 11,12.

Both LSND and MiniBooNE have recorded accelerator-based neutrino events. The remain-
ing short baseline anomalies are associated to somewhat smaller neutrino energies, namely the
MeV scale. The reactor neutrino anomaly 13,14 is a reported disagreement between the observed
and the expected event rates at detectors placed in the vicinity of nuclear reactors. This effect
can be explained via mixing between electron and sterile (anti)neutrino15,16. However, including
the recent refinements in the reactor flux calculations 17 it is strongly suggested that the reactor
anomaly is disappearing; for the model with sterile neutrino, now the strong bounds are placed
18,19. Regarding reactor antineutrino spectra, it is worthwhile, for completeness, to mention the
so called 5 MeV bump 20 that was reported by several experiments 21,22,23 and which is very
difficult to explain with BSM physics 24.

Last but not least, several experiments with 71Ga as a detection material have observed
interactions of neutrinos from very intense radioactive sources and reported a deficit; GALLEX
25 and SAGE 26 produced data that corresponds to not very significant ∼ 2σ. However, very
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Figure 1 – Number of events for the π0 channel as a function of reconstructed neutrino energy for several considered
Monte Carlo event generators. The left panel shows the out-of-the-box event generator predictions while in the
right panel data-driven predictions, where π0 data is considered as well, are shown.

recently, BEST collaboration performed new measurements 27 and the lack of the observed with
respect to the expected number of events is now established at a far more significant level. The
gallium anomaly stands at & 5σ 28,29,30.

In Sec. 2 and Sec. 3, the two statistically most significant anomalies among the above dis-
cussed, MiniBooNE and Gallium, are examined.

2 MiniBooNE Anomaly

MiniBooNE collaboration reported a ∼ 5σ excess of electron-like events 8 with reconstructed
neutrino energies between ∼ 200 and 400 MeV. Let us first introduce the main Standard Model
processes that contribute to the appearance of a single electromagnetic shower in the detector.
Even though the beam consists of mostly muon neutrinosa, there is a small admixture of electron
neutrinos. Through the charged current interaction, νe + n → e− + p, electron neutrinos lead
to the production of electrons in the detector which in turn induce electromagnetic showers.
Another relevant process, which can be realized via scattering of neutrinos of all flavors off
nuclei b, is the neutral current production of π0 which promptly decays to two photons. If the
photons are very collimated, or if only one of them converts into e+e− pair within the fiducial
volume, or if one of the photons is very soft, with energy below the detection threshold, the
signature of the process would be a single electromagnetic shower. Finally, neutrino-nucleus
scattering can also lead to a production of hadronic GeV-scale resonances which can decay to
photons that appear as electron-like events in the detector.

For O(GeV) neutrino energies 31, neutrino-nucleus interactions still feature relatively large
uncertainties in the cross sections. It is therefore worthwhile to investigate whether different
nuclear models can alleviate or possibly even explain the anomaly by predicting more events
in the aforementioned three channels. Such an analysis was performed in 32 where nuclear
and hadronic physics uncertainties have been explored. Different models are implemented in
several Monte Carlo event generators; among the latter, GENIE 33, GiBUU 34 and NuWro 35

are considered in 32. The differences in the neutrino event rates across models can be inferred
from Fig. 1 for the π0 channel. The upshot of the analysis is that the MiniBooNE anomaly gets
alleviated for some nuclear models to . 4σ; this, however, also implies that the explanation of
the anomaly within the Standard Model is not feasible. Let us point out that in the recent work
36 another previously unconsidered process for the appearance of a single shower was studied
and the authors also further explored the π0 channel.

aFor brevity, in this section, the term neutrino is used for both neutrinos and antineutrinos.
bNamely carbon and hydrogen since the detector was filled with mineral oil.
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The results in 32,36 motivate future and justify previous BSM considerations of the Mini-
BooNE anomaly. The most widely considered BSM scenario for the explanation of MiniBooNE
anomaly is eV-scale sterile neutrino which poses as a “catalyst” for an efficient transition be-
tween muon and electron neutrinos where the latter induce electron-like events in the detector.
This scenario requires relatively large sterile neutrino mixing angles. While MiniBooNE anomaly
can be explained in such a framework 7,8, this explanation is disfavored once all available data
is included 37,38,39; this is mostly driven by MINOS and IceCube muon neutrino disappearance
data 40,41. While the consistency of the eV-scale sterile neutrino explanation can be improved
by adding more BSM ingredients 42, let us stress the existence of many non-oscillatory solutions;
see 43 for the summary of proposed models and 44 for a model-independent approach.

The MiniBooNE anomaly remains a puzzle which will hopefully not outlive the SBN 11,12

with ICARUS 46, MicroBooNE 45 and SBND 47 experiments.

3 Gallium Anomaly

In gallium experiments, radioactive source (typically 51Cr which decays via electron capture)
produces a strong flux of electron neutrinos. The process of neutrino capture on 71Ga leads to
the production of 71Ge which is then extracted using experimental techniques. The observed
∼ 20% deficit of events corresponds to & 5σ anomaly, which emerged chiefly due to recent
measurements from BEST 27. An obvious solution to such an observation is the model with
eV-scale sterile neutrino to which electron neutrinos would partially oscillate. However, in
order to explain a 20% deficit, the mixing angle would need to be rather large 48 and that is
comfortably disfavored by solar and reactor experiments 18,19. Hence, the gallium anomaly calls
for an alternative explanation, either within or beyond the Standard Model.

An explanation of the anomaly can be sought in the cross section for νe+
71Ga → e−+71Ge.

Given that 71Ge decays via electron capture, the matrix element is the same as for the νe capture
on gallium. Therefore, the cross section of interest can be determined via measurement of 71Ge
half-life. The most precise measurement to date reads 11.43± 0.03 days 49 and it is this half-life
that is being employed when claiming ∼ 5σ deviation from the expected event rate. While
the result from 49 appears robust since it is obtained by performing several measurements with
two different methods, one should still point out that there are three other measurements that
found different results for the half-life (see gray vertical bands in the left panel of Fig. 2); in
particular, if the one that corresponds to the largest half-life is taken at face value, the gallium
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anomaly would be alleviated to ∼ 3σ c. Another way on how to overestimate matrix element
for neutrino capture on gallium is a scenario in which 71Ge in 20% of the cases decays into as
yet undiscovered excited state(s) of 71Ga, existence of which is admittedly not supported by the
nuclear data. The dependence of the statistical significance of the anomaly on such a scenario
as well as on the 71Ge half-life is shown in the left panel of Fig. 2.

Another potential avenue for the explanation of the anomaly is the neutrino flux. The 51Cr
source intensity is determined calorimetrically. 51Cr decays into 51V via electron capture and
in roughly 10% of those decays excited state of 51V is produced. This results in an emission of
a 320 keV γ-ray. For the explanation of the anomaly, the branching ratio to the excited state
should be roughly 2% larger30, see right panel of Fig. 2 where the dependence of the significance
of the anomaly on the energy of the emitted γ-ray is shown as well. Gallium anomaly can also
be explained if extraction efficiency of 71Ge is ∼ 20% smaller than claimed ≈ 95%48; see detailed
discussion in 30.

Regarding BSM, as discussed above, vanilla eV-scale sterile neutrino is strongly disfavored.
However, if sterile neutrino mixing angle can feature an enhancement at energies corresponding
to those of neutrinos emitted from 51Cr, gallium anomaly could be explained without tension
with solar and reactor data. This is possible by utilizing Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW)
resonance 51,52. For this particular case, it was found that the resonant sterile neutrino mixing
angle enhancement is achieved by introducing sterile neutrino interaction with ultralight dark
matter or dark energy 30. This is illustrated in Fig. 3 where the electron neutrino survival
probability is shown. 51Cr emits neutrinos at four discrete energies; the most intense emission
line is around 750 keV and, as seen from the figure, that is the energy where the resonance was
achieved. The constraints form solar experiments are evaded due to a very narrow resonance;
note, however, that forthcoming precise measurements of CNO neutrinos can probe this scenario.
In order to evade limits from cosmology, it was found that sterile neutrino should decay 30.
Further details about this model, as well as several other options for explaining the anomaly
with BSM physics (e.g. via parametric resonance 53) may be found in 30.

4 Summary and Conclusions

Several short baseline anomalies still remain unsolved and, among those, MiniBooNE and gallium
anomalies stand out as statistically the most significant ones. Recently, it was demonstrated
that nuclear and hadronic physics uncertainties can mildly alleviate but not fully resolve the

cThe impact of 71Ge half-life to the gallium anomaly was studied also in 50.



MiniBooNE anomaly. The MiniBooNE anomaly is currently being tested at the SBN, using three
detectors placed at different distances from the neutrino source. This experimental program is
expected to have the final word on both oscillatory and non-oscillatory BSM explanations of the
MiniBooNE anomaly.

The gallium anomaly is another mystery whose explanation was recently scrutinized both
from the Standard Model and the new physics perspective. Essentially, all proposed explanations
can be tested by performing measurements with a different neutrino source (e.g. 37Ar or 65Zn)
and/or another detection material (e.g. 37Cl). Specifically, in the BSM scenario with the tuned
MSW resonance, no deficit in the event rate is expected for the measurement with a 65Zn source
that is being actively considered by BEST collaboration.
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Abstract

The Chasing All Transients Constellation Hunters (CATCH) space mis-
sion plans to launch three types of micro-satellites (A, B, and C). The
type-B CATCH satellites are dedicated to locating transients and detect-
ing their time-dependent energy spectra. A type-B satellite is equipped
with lightweight Wolter-I X-ray optics and an array of position-sensitive
multi-pixel Silicon Drift Detectors. To optimize the scientific payloads

1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

08
58

9v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.I

M
] 

 1
5 

M
ay

 2
02

3



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

2 In-orbit background simulation of a type-B CATCH satellite

for operating properly in orbit and performing the observations with
high sensitivities, this work performs an in-orbit background simulation
of a type-B CATCH satellite using the Geant4 toolkit. It shows that the
persistent background is dominated by the cosmic X-ray diffuse back-
ground and the cosmic-ray protons. The dynamic background is also
estimated considering trapped charged particles in the radiation belts
and low-energy charged particles near the geomagnetic equator, which
is dominated by the incident electrons outside the aperture. The sim-
ulated persistent background within the focal spot is used to estimate
the observation sensitivity, i.e. 4.22 × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 with an
exposure of 104 s and a Crab-like source spectrum, which can be uti-
lized further to optimize the shielding design. The simulated in-orbit
background also suggests that the magnetic diverter just underneath the
optics may be unnecessary in this kind of micro-satellites, because the
dynamic background induced by charged particles outside the aperture
is around 3 orders of magnitude larger than that inside the aperture.

Keywords: X-ray telescope, CATCH, background simulation, Geant4

1 Introduction

The Chasing All Transients Constellation Hunters (CATCH) space mission
was proposed in 2019. It aims to simultaneously monitor abundant transients
in the universe and depict a dynamic view of the universe with the multi-
wavelength and multi-observable measurement of X-rays [1]. The mission plans
to form an intelligent X-ray constellation with 126 satellites around 2030.
It enables simultaneously the all-sky monitoring, follow-up observations, and
multi-observable measurement of X-rays with a flexible Field-of-View (FoV).
The constellation includes three types of micro-satellites with each placing its
own particular emphasis on the observation capability. The type-B CATCH
satellites are mainly used for locating the transients, and performing the spec-
tral and timing measurements in the energy band between 0.3 keV and 10 keV
with high sensitivities. A type-B satellite is equipped with a lightweight Wolter-
I focusing mirror and an array of position-sensitive multi-pixel Silicon Drift
Detectors (SDDs) to measure the incident positions, energy, and arrival time
of X-rays.

The in-orbit background simulation is essential in the development of X-ray
telescopes before launch. It can be used to estimate the observation sensitivity
of the instrument, optimize the instrument design, evaluate the onboard stor-
age requirements, and infer the degradation of detector performances due to
the radiation damage. Such studies have been performed in the space missions
of Suzaku [2], Swift [3], eROSITA [4–6], ATHENA [7], LOFT [8], Insight-
HXMT [9–11], and EP [12]. The Geant4 toolkit, developed by CERN, is now
widely used in space science for the in-orbit background simulation [13–15].
It is based on the Monte Carol method and has multiple advantages against
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a deterministic algorithm. It can simulate the passage of particles through
complex geometries and materials with the built-in physics library of the inter-
action between particles and matters. Thus, the Geant4 toolkit is chosen in
this work to simulate the in-orbit background of a type-B CATCH satellite.

In this manuscript, Section 2 introduces the space radiation environment
for the in-orbit background simulation of a type-B CATCH satellite. Section
3 presents the mass modeling of the satellite, including the geometry, physics
processes, and primaries generation. Section 4 shows the simulated results
including the persistent and dynamic in-orbit background, and the sensitivity
based on them. Finally, the summaries and conclusions are given in Section 5.

2 Radiation environment

The Type-B CATCH satellite is in the low-Earth orbit (LEO). Its orbital
altitude and inclination are 550 km and 29° [1], respectively. The radiation
environment of the satellite mainly includes the photon and cosmic-ray back-
ground. The energy spectra of all components in the radiation environment
are calculated with the analytical formulas often used by other LEO satellites
and are plotted in Figure 1. They are used as the input to the background
simulation and are detailed in this section.
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Fig. 1 Energy spectra of all components in the space radiation environment, which serve
as the input to the background simulation of a type-B CATCH satellite in this work
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2.1 Photon background

The photon background includes the cosmic X-ray diffuse background (CXB)
and the atmospheric albedo γ-ray. In the soft X-ray band, the main contri-
bution to the CXB comes from the thermal emission from the hot gas in the
Galaxy. In the hard X-ray band, the CXB originates from many unresolved
X-ray sources outside the Galaxy [16–19]. The atmospheric albedo γ-ray is
the reflection of γ-ray by the atmosphere to the satellite [20], and the γ-ray is
the product of the interaction between primary cosmic-ray particles and the
Earth’s atmosphere.

2.1.1 CXB

A broken power-law spectrum is used to represent the CXB in the energy range
between 0.3 keV and 105 keV as follows [21],

F (E) =

 0.54× 10−3 × E−1.4, E < 20 keV
0.0117× 10−3 × E−2.38, 20 keV ≤ E < 100 keV
0.014× 10−3 × E−2.3, E ≥ 100 keV

, (1)

where F is in units of counts cm−2 s−1 sr−1 keV−1 and E is in units of keV.

2.1.2 Albedo γ-ray

The albedo γ-ray spectrum adopted in this work is as follows [8],

F (E) =
0.0148(

E
33.7 keV

)−5
+
(

E
33.7 keV

)1.72 , (2)

where F is in units of counts cm−2 s−1 sr−1 keV−1 and the considered energy
range is between 10 keV and 105 keV. The albedo γ-ray flux depends on
the relative position between the satellite and the Earth. Assuming a type-
B CATCH satellite points to the zenith, it is only affected by the albedo
γ-ray within a certain opening angle. The opening angle θ is determined by
θ = 2 arcsin (REarth/(REarth + h)), where REarth is the Earth’s radius and h
the satellite’s orbital height.

2.2 Cosmic-ray background

The universe is full of various cosmic rays. Primary cosmic rays are high-
energy particles from the extraterrestrial. Secondary cosmic rays are produced
when primary cosmic rays collide with the atomic nuclei in the Earth’s
atmosphere [20]. Satellites are also affected by energetic charged particles
trapped in the Van Allen radiation belts [22]. The flux enhancements of low-
energy protons and low-energy electrons near the geomagnetic equator were
observed [23, 24].
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2.2.1 Primary cosmic rays

The energy spectra of primary cosmic rays can be described by a unified
formula for protons, electrons, and positrons as follows [25],

F (E) = FU (E + Zeφ)× FM (E,M,Z, φ)× C (R, h, θM)

= A

[
R (E + Zeφ)

GV

]−a
×

(
E +Mc2

)2 − (Mc2
)2

(E + Zeφ+Mc2)
2 − (Mc2)

2 ×
1

1 + (R/Rcut)
−r ,

(3)

where R is the magnetic rigidity, Rcut the cutoff rigidity, and φ the solar mod-
ulation potential [26]. F in Equation 3 is in units of countscm−2 s−1 sr−1keV−1

and E is in units of keV. The parameters for different particles are summarized
in Table 1. The considered energy range is between 105 keV and 109 keV.

Table 1 Summary of the parameters in the energy spectra of primary cosmic rays

Particle
A

(counts cm−2 s−1 sr−1 keV−1)
Mc2

(MeV)
Ze
(e)

a r
φ

(MV)
θM Rcut

p 23.9 × 10−7 923 1 2.83 12 900 0.7 4.32
e 0.65 × 10−7 0.511 1 3.30 6 900 0.7 4.32
e+ 0.08 × 10−7 0.511 1 3.30 6 900 0.7 4.32

2.2.2 Secondary cosmic rays

The energy spectra of secondary cosmic rays can be represented by a broken
power-law as follows [25],

F (E) =


A
(

E
100 MeV

)−1
, 104 keV ≤ E < 105 keV

A
(

E
100 MeV

)−a
, 105 keV ≤ E < Ebk

A
(

Ebk

100 MeV

)−a ( E
Ebk

)−b
, E ≥ Ebk

, (4)

where F is in unit of countscm−2s−1sr−1keV−1 and the parameters are related
to the geomagnetic latitude θM (see Table 2). The considered energy range
for protons is between 104 keV and 108 keV. The considered energy range for
electrons and positrons is between 104 keV and 107 keV.

2.2.3 Trapped protons and electrons

The AP9/AE9 models (V1.5) describe the protons and electrons trapped by
the Earth’s radiation belts [22]. According to the orbit of a type-B CATCH
satellite, the average flux of trapped protons and electrons is obtained from
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Table 2 Summary of the parameters in the energy spectra of secondary cosmic rays

Particle
A

(counts cm−2 s−1 sr−1 keV−1)
Ebk

(GeV)
a b θM

p 0.1 × 10−7 600 0.87 2.53 0.2-0.3
e 0.3 × 10−7 3 2.2 4.0 0-0.3
e+ 0.99 × 10−7 3 2.2 4.0 0-0.3

SPENVIS 1. Linear interpolation and extrapolation are used to obtain the
spectra in the energy range between 10 keV and 2000 keV.

2.2.4 Low-energy charged particles near the geomagnetic
equator

The spectrum of low-energy protons remains almost unchanged near the geo-
magnetic equator within the altitude between 500 km and 1000 km [23]. It can
be described by a kappa function as follows [23],

F (E) = A

(
1 +

E

kE0

)−k−1
, (5)

where F is in units of counts cm−2 s−1 sr−1 keV−1, A = 328, k = 3.2, and
E0 = 22 keV. The considered energy range is between 10 keV and 104 keV.

The energy spectrum of low-energy electrons from 10 keV to 103 keV is a
Maxwell function (L < 1.2) as follows [24],

F (E) = A
E

E0
exp

(
− E

E0

)
, (6)

where F is in units of counts cm−2 s−1 sr−1 keV−1, A = 200, and E0 = 73 keV.

3 Geant4 mass modeling

In this section, the geometry of a type-B CATCH satellite, the corresponding
physics processes of various background components, and primaries generation
are described.

3.1 Geometry

A type-B CATCH satellite as a whole looks like a rectangular box and the focal
plane detector can be deployed 2 meters away from the platform cabin in orbit.
The structure of it mainly includes a platform cabin, an optics system (30
layers of the Wolter-I type focusing mirror, filter films and spider wheel), solar
panels, a deployable mast, and a detector system (a 256-pixel SDD array). To

1https://www.spenvis.oma.be/
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simplify the model and speed up the simulation, the platform cabin is replaced
by Al with an equivalent density of 0.058 g cm−3. The solar panels are fixed
on the platform cabin and unfolded, their material is replaced by Al. The
deployable mast is also replaced by Al with a thickness of 0.01 mm. At the
bottom, an Al plate is used to secure the mast. Figure 2 shows the geometry
of a type-B CATCH satellite built in Geant4. The corresponding dimensions
and parameters are summarized in Table 3.

Fig. 2 Geometry model of a type-B CATCH satellite built in Geant4. The optics system
is placed in the platform cabin, and the SDD array is at the back end of the satellite and
connected to the platform through a deployable mast

Table 3 Summary of the dimensions and parameters of the structures in a type-B
CATCH satellite

Item Dimension Material

Platform Cabin 460 mm×320 mm×440 mm Al (ρ = 0.058 g cm−3)
Solar Panel 800 mm×500 mm×30 mm Al (ρ = 2.699 g cm−3)

Deployable Mast
outline 200 mm×200 mm×1830 mm

effective thickness 0.01 mm
Al (ρ = 2.699 g cm−3)

Plate at the bottom of mast 220 mm×220 mm×15.38 mm Al (ρ = 2.699 g cm−3)

The focusing mirror is composed of the coaxial and confocal paraboloid and
hyperboloid. Since the current version of Geant4 does not provide the class
of two-sheet hyperboloids, this work uses the external class of G4Hyperboloid
developed by Qi et al. [27] and the built-in G4Paraboloid class to describe the
exact parabolic-hyperbolic geometry of the Wolter-I mirror shells. The filter
at the entrance of the aperture comprises polyimide and Al. The spider wheel
is used to fix the mirror shells with 18 spokes. The configurations of the optics
are summarized in Table 4.

A type-B CATCH satellite uses an array of SDDs pixels at the focal plane
(see Figure 3). It contains 4 modules and each module has 64 pixels. Each pixel
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Table 4 Summary of the configurations of Wolter-I optics in a type-B CATCH satellite

Item Parameter

Focal Length 2000 mm
Shell Number 30
Shell-1 Intersection Radius r0 97.50 mm
Shell Thickness r0×0.00177
Layer Gap 0.2 mm
Paraboloid Length 200 mm
Hyperboloid Length 200 mm
Substrate Material Ni
Coating Material Au
Filter 400 nm polyimide and 80 nm Al
Spider Wheel 40 mm Inconel600 (18 spokes)

is hexagonal with a side length of 0.75 mm. The thickness of the depletion
layer is 300 µm and the dead layer is 50 nm. To shield the optical light, an
Al film with a thickness of 100 nm is coated on the surface of the detector.
At the bottom, a ceramic printed circuit board is added to the model with an
equivalent thickness of 1 mm. A preliminary shielding design of the detector
includes 2 mm thick Al and 1 cm thick Cu, as shown in Figure 4.

Fig. 3 Schematic view of one module of the SDD array in a type-B CATCH satellite (left
panel). One pixel of the SDDs (right panel)

3.2 Physics processes

The model provided by Geant4 can not describe many low-energy physical
phenomena. Users have to develop the physics processes within the Geant4
framework to adapt to the application of X-ray telescopes, i.e. the total internal
reflection of X-rays on the mirror surface and the funneling effect of low-energy
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Fig. 4 Preliminary shielding design of the focal plane detector of a type-B CATCH satellite

charged particles through the Wolter-I type optics. Additionally, the interac-
tion between particles and matters in the focal plane detector and surrounding
materials uses the built-in physics processes of Geant4, i.e. mainly the standard
and low-energy electromagnetic interactions, and hadron elastic and inelastic
scattering.

3.2.1 Mirror

An external physics process, G4XrayGrazingAngleScattering [27], is imple-
mented within the Geant4 simulation framework to represent the total internal
reflection of X-rays on the mirror surface. It is invoked when an X-ray is
incident on the surface of the pre-defined Wolter-I mirror shells. The reflec-
tivity determines whether an X-ray is reflected or absorbed (the data are
taken from 2). It is interpolated according to the energy and grazing-incidence
angle of X-rays (see Figure 5). Since the actual mirror shape is imperfect, an
X-ray photon does not follow specular reflection. In this work, the random
surface theory is used to reproduce the imperfection of the mirror shape [28],
i.e. a Gaussian function to generate a random deviation to the normal direc-
tion at the incident position and thus the direction of the reflected X-rays.
The standard deviation of the Gaussian function can be adjusted to obtain
the required imaging capabilities as the scientific requirement. Figure 6 shows
the on-axis point spread function (PSF) and corresponding encircled energy
function (EEF). The Half Power Dimameter (HPD) and 90% encircled energy
(W90) can be extracted from the EEF, i.e. HPD = 2.0′ and W90 = 5.6′.

2https://www.cxro.lbl.gov/
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Fig. 5 Reflectivity as a function of the X-ray energy and grazing-incidence angle (left
panel). The simulated effective area of the Wolter-I optics of a type-B CATCH satellite.
Different curves represent incident X-rays at different off-axis angles (right panel)

5 0 5
X (mm)

10

5

0

5

10

Y 
(m

m
)

0

100

101

102

103

104

105

0 100 200 300 400 500
Radius (arcsec)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

En
cir

cle
d 

en
er

gy
 fu

nc
tio

n

HPD=2′

W90=5.6′

Fig. 6 Simulated on-axis PSF of the Wolter-I optics of a type-B CATCH satellite (left
panel) and the corresponding on-axis EEF (right panel). The HPD and W90 are 2.0′ and
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The multiple scattering process (MSC) with a limited step-size is
used to reproduce the funneling effect of low-energy charged particles
through the Wolter-I type optics, i.e. G4WentzelVIModel for protons and
G4GoudsmithSaundersonMscModel for electrons. It is shown that low-energy
charged particles can leave the surface near the incident position of the Wolter-
I mirrors [27]. The MSC model calculates multiple small-angle scatterings as
one large-angle scattering. Thus, a step-size limitation is required in this case
(i.e. grazing incidence) to reproduce the funneling effect. It can be seen in
Figure 7 that the distribution of low-energy protons is slightly concentrated
in the center while the distribution of low-energy electrons is relatively flat in
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the case of the focusing mirror of a type-B CATCH satellite. The correspond-
ing on-axis effective area of the low-energy charged particles is plotted in the
lower panel of Figure 7.
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Fig. 7 Distribution of low-energy protons (upper-left panel) and electrons (upper-right
panel) on the focal plane. Simulated on-axis effective area of low-energy protons and electrons
through the focusing mirror of a type-B CATCH satellite, respectively (lower panel)

3.2.2 Detector

The depletion layer of the SDDs is defined as the sensitive region to the passage
of particles. The class of SensitiveDetector is used to simulate the detector
readout, including the energy deposited, position, and time information. The
experimental energy resolution is used to re-sample the energy deposited as
follows,

FWHM = a

√
b+

cE

a
, (7)

where a = 38.71, b = 1.54, c = 73.06, and FWHM is in units of eV and E is in
units of keV. The left panel of Figure 8 shows the simulated energy spectrum
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of 55Fe. Typical structures are well reproduced, including the full-energy peak,
escape peak, Compton platform and fluorescence peak. The right panel of
Figure 8 shows the simulated total detection efficiency, which is consistent with
the reference calculated using the analytical formula e−µAldAle−µSiO2

dSiO2 (1−
e−µSidSi) with the attenuation coefficient from NIST 3.
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Fig. 8 Simulated energy spectrum of the radioactive source 55Fe (left panel). Simulated
total detection efficiency as a function of the energy in comparison with the reference (right
panel)

3.3 Primaries generation

The primaries need to be initialized for the background simulation, including
the definition of the type, energy, momentum direction, and position. The types
of primaries and the corresponding energy spectra in the radiation environment
are described in Section 2. The energy can then be randomly sampled according
to their spectra. In this section, the sampling of the momentum direction and
position is presented. In a conventional background simulation, the satellite is
assumed to be in an isotropic radiation environment. Considering the specific
geometrical configuration of a type-B CATCH satellite, the background is
simulated with the incident primaries both outside and inside the FoV of the
telescope, respectively. It corresponds to two different strategies of the random
sampling of the momentum direction and position.

3.3.1 Isotropic incidence outside the FoV

A point is uniformly sampled on the surface of a sphere (with radius R). The
negative position vector of this point is the momentum direction of primaries.
The incident position of primaries is uniformly sampled within the tangent
circle centering at this point (with radius r). The radius r is chosen to cover

3http://physics.nist.gov/PhysRefData/FFast/html/form.html



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

In-orbit background simulation of a type-B CATCH satellite 13

the outline of the focal plane detector and its surrounding materials [12] (see
left panel of Figure 9).

Another strategy is to uniformly sample a point on the surface of the
sphere (with radius R). It represents the incident position of primaries. The
momentum direction of primaries is biased with the cosine law. To increase
the efficiency of the simulation, the emission angle θ is restricted by a maxi-
mum value θmax[8]. This value is determined by the size of the two spheres as
follows [8],

θmax = arctan
( r
R

)
, (8)

where the smaller sphere (with radius r) covers the outline of the focal plane
detector and its surrounding materials (see right panel of Figure 9). The two
methods for sampling the momentum direction and position of incident pri-
maries are tested. They produce the same background level with a proper
choice of parameters.

Fig. 9 Schematic view of the position and momentum direction sampling of primaries with
isotropic incidence outside the FoV

3.3.2 Isotropic incidence inside the FoV

The X-rays and low-energy charged particles can reach the focal plane detec-
tors through the Wolter-I focusing mirror [27], which contributes to parts of
the in-orbit background. The sampling methods discussed in Section 3.3.1 are
not efficient for the simulation of this part of the background, because the FoV
of the mirror is relatively small. Thus, primaries are uniformly sampled on
the aperture of the telescope (circular ring shape) with the incident direction
following a cosine law [29] (see Figure 10).

It should be noted that the FoV discussed here is slightly different from
its conventional use in astronomy. In this work, the FoV is defined as the
maximum angular area, outside which the primaries rarely contribute to the
in-orbit background through the Wolter-I focusing mirror. The FoV is different
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for each type of primaries, i.e. θmax = 90′ for X-rays, θmax = 11° for protons,
and θmax = 15° for electrons [30].

Fig. 10 Schematic view of the position and momentum direction sampling of primaries
with isotropic incidence inside the FoV

4 Results and discussions

The energy spectra described in Section 2 are used to sample the energy of
primaries for the in-orbit background simulation of a type-B CATCH satel-
lite. The momentum direction and incident position of primaries are sampled
isotropically (Section 3.3). The primaries interact with matters in a type-B
CATCH satellite according to the mass modeling (Section 3.1). The underlying
interactions are described by the built-in physics libraries of Geant4 and the
user-defined physics processes for the focusing X-ray telescopes (Section 3.2).
The energy deposited in a SDD as well as the information of the primary of
the same event are recorded for further data analysis using ROOT. For exam-
ple, the energy spectra of the SDDs induced by primaries outside and inside
the FoV can be selected using the information of the primary incident posi-
tion and momentum direction. As for the albedo γ-ray, the energy spectra of
the SDDs are extracted using primaries within a certain solid angle due to the
Earth’s occlusion (assuming the satellite pointing to the zenith). The energy
spectra of SDDs are then normalized with the time constant t,

t =
N

F · S · Ω
, (9)

where F is the integral spectrum of incident particles, S is the area of incident
position, Ω is the solid angle of incident momentum direction. The normalized
in-orbit background can be classified into two categories according to the FoV,
i.e. the background induced by primaries inside and outside the FoV of the
aperture, respectively.

The persistent in-orbit background is calculated considering the CXB,
atmospheric albedo γ-ray, primary and secondary cosmic-ray particles in the
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space radiation environment. The normalized energy spectrum of the entire
SDDs (4 modules, 256 pixels) induced by each component of the space radi-
ation environment is plotted in Figure 11. To clarify the origin, the energy
spectra induced by primaries outside and inside the aperture are plotted in
the upper and lower panels, respectively. In the upper panel, the energy spec-
tra induced by protons, positrons, electrons, and albedo γ-ray have similar
shapes, which contain a platform and a few fluorescence peaks. The fluores-
cence peaks stem from the shielding materials of Al and Cu (K-shell lines at
1.49 keV, 1.55 keV, 8.05 keV, 8.90 keV). The energy spectrum induced by
CXB has a different shape with a bump above 4 keV; the possible causes are
still under investigation. In the lower panel, the dominant component is CXB
which can go through the focusing telescope and deposit energy in the SDDs
(0.3–10 keV). Its shape is different from the one in the upper panel. It is mainly
due to the instrumental response of the Wolter-I focusing mirror, e.g. the kink
around 2 keV is consistent with the one in the effective area curve (see the
right panel of Figure 5). The primary and secondary cosmic-ray particles can
rarely penetrate through the Wolter-I focusing mirror and despite energy in
the SDDs (0.3–10 keV), and the background level is four orders of magnitude
lower than that in the upper panel. The integrated backgrounds in different
energy bands are summarized in Table 5.

Table 5 Summary of the persistent in-orbit backgrounds of the entire SDD array,
integrated in different energy ranges

Outside the aperture Inside the aperture

Particle 0.3-2 keV 2-10 keV 0.3-10 keV 0.3-2 keV 2-10 keV 0.3-10 keV

CXB 2.16 × 10−2 1.94 × 10−1 2.16 × 10−1 8.97 × 10−2 4.19 × 10−2 1.31 × 10−1

p 4.37 × 10−2 1.51 × 10−1 1.93 × 10−1 9.80 × 10−6 4.72 × 10−5 5.67 × 10−5

e− 4.68 × 10−3 1.74 × 10−2 2.19 × 10−2 2.31 × 10−6 8.40 × 10−6 1.06 × 10−5

e+ 1.11 × 10−2 4.14 × 10−2 5.20 × 10−2 – – –
Albedo γ-ray 7.48 × 10−4 3.12 × 10−3 3.86 × 10−3 – – –
Total 8.18 × 10−2 4.07 × 10−1 4.86 × 10−1 8.97 × 10−2 4.20 × 10−2 1.31 × 10−1

Note: The unit above is counts s−1, Sdetector = 3.74 cm2

The actual in-orbit background varies with time (i.e. position) and atti-
tude rather than quiescence. For example, the flux of primary cosmic-ray
particles changes periodically depending on the solar activity [26]. The flux
of charged particles increases in the South Atlantic Anomaly (SAA) region.
The enhancement of low-energy charged particles is observed near the geomag-
netic equator. For simplicity, the dynamic in-orbit background is calculated
in this work considering the trapped charged particles by the Earth’s radi-
ation belts and low-energy charged particles near the geomagnetic equator.
Figure 12 shows the normalized energy spectra of the entire SDDs induced by
the dynamic components. To clarify the origin, the energy spectra induced by
primaries outside and inside the aperture are plotted in the upper and lower
panels, respectively. In the upper panel, the dominant components are elec-
trons with the background level five orders of magnitude higher than that of
protons. The fluorescence peaks from Al (Kα line at 1.49 keV and Kβ line at
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Fig. 11 Persistent in-orbit background induced by primaries outside the aperture (upper
panel), and inside the aperture (lower panel)

1.55 keV) can be observed, while the fluorescence peaks from Cu (Kα line at
8.05 keV and Kβ line at 8.90 keV) is not observed. In the lower panel, the nor-
malized energy spectra of electrons and protons are nearly flat. The funneling
effect of low-energy charged particles (including charged particles in the radi-
ation belts and near the geomagnetic equator) through the Wolter-I optics is
much stronger than that of cosmic-ray particles. This is mainly because the
considered energy range is much lower than those of cosmic-ray particles and
the corresponding flux intensity is much higher. The integrated backgrounds
in different energy bands are summarized in Table 6.

The simulated in-orbit background of a type-B CATCH satellite can be
used to estimate the observation sensitivity of the instrument, optimize the



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

In-orbit background simulation of a type-B CATCH satellite 17

100 101

Energy (keV)

10 7

10 5

10 3

10 1

101

103

co
un

ts
s

1
ke

V
1

low-energy e
trapped p
trapped e

100 101

Energy (keV)

10 7

10 5

10 3

10 1

101

103

co
un

ts
s

1
ke

V
1

trapped p
trapped e
low-energy p
low-energy e

Fig. 12 Dynamic in-orbit background induced by primaries outside the aperture (upper
panel), and inside the aperture (lower panel)

instrument design, evaluate the onboard storage requirements, and infer the
degradation of detector performances due to the radiation damage. As an
example, the sensitivity of a type-B CATCH satellite is calculated using the
simulated persistent in-orbit background. Considering the limited imaging
capability of the optics of a type-B CATCH satellite, the focal spot of the tar-
get source (assuming point source) only covers a few pixels (≈ 7 pixels with
respect to W90 = 5.6′). The in-orbit background within the focal spot is less
than that of the entire SDDs (see Table 7). The observation sensitivity of a
type-B CATCH satellite in the ideal case can be obtained from the following
formula [31],

M̂ = a+ b
√
B, (10)
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Table 6 Summary of the dynamic in-orbit backgrounds of the entire SDD array,
integrated in different energy ranges

Outside the aperture Inside the aperture

Particle type 0.3-2 keV 2-10 keV 0.3-10 keV 0.3-2 keV 2-10 keV 0.3-10 keV

Low-energy p – – – 1.59 × 10−3 2.91 × 10−2 3.05 × 10−2

Low-energy e− 2.78 × 101 8.76 × 101 1.14 × 102 3.70 × 10−2 1.69 × 10−1 2.04 × 10−1

Trapped p 4.10 × 10−3 1.06 × 10−3 5.16 × 10−3 3.25 × 10−5 5.11 × 10−5 8.33 × 10−5

Trapped e− 2.53 × 101 7.96 × 101 1.04 × 102 3.70 × 10−2 1.58 × 10−1 1.94 × 10−1

Total 5.31 × 101 1.67 × 102 2.18 × 102 7.56 × 10−2 3.56 × 10−1 4.28 × 10−1

Note: The unit above is counts s−1, Sdetector = 3.74 cm2

where a = 11.090, b = 7.415 when considered 99% detection efficiency above
5σ, M̂ and B is in units of counts. With an exposure time of 104 and 105

seconds for a Crab-like source spectrum (the model is phabs*powerlaw in
XSPEC [12]), a type-B CATCH satellite is able to achieve a sensitivity of
4.22×10−13 ergcm−2s−1 and 1.24×10−13 ergcm−2s−1 in the energy band 0.3–
10 keV, respectively. The observation sensitivity as a function of the exposure
time is plotted in Figure 13.

To improve the observation sensitivity, the persistent in-orbit background
can be decreased with an optimized shielding design. A type-B CATCH satel-
lite has specific geometrical configurations, i.e. the focal plane detector is
deployed 2 meters away from the platform cabin without massive materials sur-
rounding it. As a consequence, the major contribution of the persistent in-orbit
background comes from the CXB and the cosmic-ray protons (primary and
secondary). To decrease corresponding background levels, the configurations
of the Al and Cu layers around the focal plane detector can be re-designed. For
example, the height and thickness of the Al layer can be increased appropri-
ately to shield particles outside the aperture, an Al slab can be added to the
back of the detector to suppress the fluorescence from Cu. A detailed study to
improve the shield design and decrease the background will be performed in the
future. Additionally, a magnetic diverter is usually equipped in Wolter-I type
focusing telescopes to decrease the background of low-energy charged particles
through the aperture, e.g. SIMBOL-X [32], ATHENA [33], and EP [34]. In
terms of the persistent background of a type-B CATCH satellite, the charged
particles through the aperture have a negligible contribution. In terms of the
dynamic background of a type-B CATCH satellite, the contribution of the
charged particles through the aperture is three orders of magnitude lower
than that outside the aperture. This suggests that the magnetic diverter just
underneath the optics may be unnecessary in this kind of micro-satellites.

5 Summaries and conclusions

CATCH is an intelligent X-ray satellite constellation mission designed to study
the dynamic universe. The constellation includes three types of micro-satellites
(A, B, and C). The type-B CATCH satellites are mainly used for locating
the transients, and performing the spectral and timing measurements in the
energy band between 0.3 keV and 10 keV with high sensitivities. To achieve
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Table 7 Persistent in-orbit background within the focal spot (7 pixels in the SDD array),
integrated in the energy band 0.3–10 keV

Particle type Outside the aperture Inside the aperture Total

CXB 3.86 × 10−3 5.05 × 10−3 8.91 × 10−3

p 5.50 × 10−3 1.01 × 10−6 5.50 × 10−3

e− 6.06 × 10−4 2.29 × 10−7 6.06 × 10−4

e+ 1.42 × 10−3 – 1.42 × 10−3

Albedo γ-ray 1.12 × 10−4 – 1.12 × 10−4

Total 1.15 × 10−2 5.05 × 10−3 1.65 × 10−2

Note: The unit above is counts s−1, and the number of the pixels is chosen according to the
W90 of the optics
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Fig. 13 Sensitivity of a type-B CATCH satellite as a function of the exposure time in the
ideal case

its scientific goals, a type-B satellite is equipped with a lightweight Wolter-
I focusing mirror and an array of position-sensitive multi-pixel SDDs. Such
a micro-satellite has a specific geometrical configuration, i.e. the focal plane
detector is deployed 2 meters away from the platform cabin without massive
materials surrounding it.

In this work, the in-orbit background simulation is performed for a type-
B CATCH satellite using the Geant4 toolkit. The geometry model is built
including the platform, Wolter-I optics, SDD array and detector shielding.
The physics model is established and verified to adapt to the application of
X-ray telescopes, namely the total internal reflection of X-rays on the mir-
ror surface and the funneling effect of low-energy charged particles through
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the optics. The energy, momentum direction, and position of each type of pri-
maries are sampled according to their own characteristics in the space radiation
environment. The simulation shows that the persistent in-orbit background is
dominated by the CXB and the cosmic-ray protons, 5.40 × 10−1 counts s−1

out of 6.17 × 10−1 counts s−1. The dynamic in-orbit background is esti-
mated taking into account the trapped charged particles in the radiation belts
and low-energy charged particles near the geomagnetic equator. It is domi-
nated by the electrons outside the aperture, 2.180 × 102 counts s−1 out of
2.184× 102 counts s−1.

The simulated in-orbit background of a type-B CATCH satellite can be
used to estimate the observation sensitivity of the instrument, optimize the
instrument design, evaluate the onboard storage requirements, and infer the
degradation of detector performances due to the radiation damage. As an
example, the observation sensitivity within the focal spot is estimated using
the simulated persistent in-orbit background, which is 4.22×10−13 ergcm−2s−1

with an exposure time of 104 s and a Crab-like source spectrum. To achieve
a better observation sensitivity, the shielding design can be optimized, e.g.
increasing the height and thickness of the Al layer and adding an Al slab at the
bottom of the detector. Additionally, it is suggested that the magnetic diverter
just underneath the optics may be unnecessary in this kind of micro-satellites,
because the dynamic background induced by low-charged particles outside the
aperture is around 3 orders of magnitude larger than that inside the aperture.
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Abstract

We investigate whether a neural network approach can reproduce and predict the electron-

nucleus cross sections in the kinematical domain of present and future accelerator-based neutrino

oscillation experiments. For this purpose, we consider the large amount of data available to the

community via the web-page “Quasielastic Electron Nucleus scattering archive”, and use a residual,

fully connected feedforward neural network. We illustrate the training performances of the neural

network by comparing its results with experimental data for the electron double-differential cross

section on carbon. The agreement between predictions and data is remarkable from quasielastic

to deep-inelastic scattering. To test the predicting power of the neural network we consider the

numerous kinematical conditions for which experimental cross sections on calcium are available.

Furthermore, we show the predictions of the electron scattering cross sections on oxygen, argon,

and titanium: nuclei of particular interest in the context of present and future accelerator-based

neutrino oscillation program. The agreement between these predictions and the data is compara-

ble to the one of other theoretical models commonly used to calculate electron and neutrino cross

sections, such as SuSAv2 and GiBUU. Results obtained with GENIE, a Monte Carlo event gener-

ator, are also discussed for comparison. The good performances obtained with our neural network

suggest that neural networks could be exploited for theoretical and experimental investigations of

electron- and neutrino-nucleus scattering.

PACS numbers:
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I. INTRODUCTION

For over a hundred years, the electron-scattering experiments have represented one of

the most powerful and fruitful approaches for investigating the structure of physical sys-

tems. The Franck–Hertz experiment [1], which showed that the energy absorption by atoms

is quantized by studying the flux of electrons through a vapor of mercury atoms can be

considered as the progenitor of an important tradition of electron-scattering experiments

allowing us to move the frontiers of our knowledge of the structure of matter: from atoms,

to nuclei [2], to quarks, precisely discovered thanks to experiments [3, 4] of this kind.

The possibility of using other lepton beams also appeared in parallel with the devel-

opment of increasingly energetic and intense electron beams. In particular, starting from

Pontecorvo’s [5] idea and Schwartz’s [6] project, experiments with neutrino beams have been

performed, the first having led to the discovery of muon neutrino [7].

Nowadays accelerator-based neutrino experiments, such as T2K [8] and NOvA [9], are

performed for a precise determination of neutrino oscillation parameters. The next gener-

ation experiments DUNE [10] and Hyper-Kamiokande [11] will play a central role in the

neutrino oscillation program.

To ensure the success of these experiments, a reduction in systematic errors to the level

of a few percent is needed. Today, one of the greatest sources of systematic errors are

the neutrino–nucleus cross sections. In these experiments nuclear targets (such as C, O,

and Ar) are involved, and in the energy region of hundreds of MeV to a few GeV, these

cross sections are known to a precision not exceeding 20 % [12, 13]. Knowledge of these

cross sections is crucial to determine the neutrino energy that enters the expression of the

neutrino oscillation probability. Since neutrino beams are not monochromatic, in contrast

with electron beams, the initial neutrino energy is reconstructed from the final states of the

neutrino-nucleus reaction.

The current program of electron-scattering experiments continues in connection with

nuclear, hadronic and particle physics and represents a powerful tool in connection with

neutrino physics. Indeed, electrons and neutrinos both being leptons, their interaction with

atomic nuclei is similar: it happens via vector current in the case of electrons and via

vector and vector-axial currents in the case of neutrinos. Hence the vector part of the cross

section and the final state interaction of the scattered particles are identical for electron
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and neutrino scattering. Although the axial part of the neutrino cross section complicates

the comparisons, the electron-scattering experiments, which have the great advantage of

employing monoenergetic electron beams, are useful in the investigation of neutrino-nucleus

scattering from several points of view. First of all, the large amount of cross section data

already obtained by many different electron-scattering experiments can be used to validate

microscopic theoretical models employed to predict neutrino-nucleus cross sections; a non

exhaustive list of such studies includes the works of Refs. [14–17]. These world data have

been recently considered in Refs. [18–20] to benchmark the neutrino Monte Carlo event

generators, such as GENIE [21], commonly used in the neutrino community, as well as to

check the neutrino energy reconstruction via calorimetric and quasielastic kinematics-based

methods [22]. The available data also includes the recently published electron cross sections

on argon and titanium [23–26]. These cross sections were measured in the experiment

proposed in Ref. [27] to determine the spectral function of 40Ar, the nucleus employed in

DUNE, and in the detectors of the Fermilab Short-baseline neutrino program [28].

The aim of this work is to investigate the use of neural networks to reproduce and predict

the electron-nucleus cross sections in the kinematical domain of the present and future

accelerator-based neutrino oscillation experiments.

In the last decade, applications using neural networks have become ubiquitous and are

found in many tasks beyond fundamental research. In the high energy physics community,

deep learning provides a faster alternative to both standard data analysis techniques and

Monte Carlo approaches to simulate the detector outputs [29–33]. Deep learning for event

reconstruction in accelerator-based neutrino experiments is used for example in Refs. [34–

40]. Recent studies [41, 42] applied generative adversarial networks to construct an AI-based

Monte Carlo event generator for deep-inelastic electron-proton scattering, free of theoretical

assumptions about the underlying particle dynamics. In the context of electron and neutrino

scattering, theoretical studies have used neural networks to obtain information on the two

main ingredients of the lepton-nucleus cross sections: nuclear responses, and nucleon form

factors. More precisely, in Ref.[43] a physics-informed artificial neural network is employed

to reconstruct the electromagnetic response functions. In Ref. [44] a Bayesian approach

for feed-forward neural networks has been applied to extract from the neutrino-deuteron

scattering data the nucleon axial form factor, a quantity which has been widely debated in

the last ten years, following the MiniBooNE measurement of the quasielastic-like neutrino

4



4He 6Li 9Be 12C 16O 24Mg 27Al 40Ar 40Ca 48Ca 48Ti 56Fe 59Ni

21.5 1.3 3.1 24.0 1.0 0.3 6.3 1.4 10.5 9.6 1.4 19.3 0.3

TABLE I: Percent contribution of the different nuclear targets electron scattering data [50] con-

sidered in our study.

cross section on carbon [45]. The possibility of using machine learning algorithms in recon-

structing neutrino energy has been explored in Ref. [46]. For a recent review on the current

trends and perspectives of artificial intelligence in nuclear physics we refer to [47].

II. DATA

A large amount of data is needed to predict electron-nucleus cross sections via a neural

network approach. These data, accumulated by many different electron scattering experi-

ments which began in the mid-1970s have been assembled by the authors of Refs. [48, 49]

and made available in the “Quasielastic Electron Nucleus scattering archive” [50].

This archive contains about 600 different combinations of targets, energies and angles

consisting of some 20000 data points. These data cover the energy region of interest for the

present and future long-baseline neutrino oscillation experiments, from giant resonance ex-

citations up to the deep-inelastic scattering, with a predominant contribution of quasielastic

and ∆ resonance excitations.

The nuclei included in the archive [50] vary from hydrogen to uranium. Driven by the

idea of having a relatively homogeneous data-set, containing the nuclei employed in neutrino

detectors, we decided to discard the very light nuclei and the heavy nuclei characterized by

a large neutron-proton asymmetry. The final subset of nuclei considered varies between

4He and 59Ni. They are specified in Table I together with their relative contribution to our

dataset.

In Fig. 1 we plot some examples of inclusive double-differential cross sections
d2σ

dωdΩ
for

different values of incoming electron energy E and electron scattering angles θ1 as a function

of the energy transferred to the nucleus ω (also called energy loss, being ω = E − E ′ the

1 We recall that the relation between the differential solid angle dΩ in the direction specified by the scattered

electron momentum and the electron scattering angle θ is dΩ = 2πd cos θ.
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FIG. 1: Inclusive (e, e′) 12C double-differential cross section data as a function of the transferred

energy in four different kinematical conditions written above each panel. The vertical lines corre-

spond to the kinematics of quasielastic and ∆ excitations given by Eq.(2) and Eq.(4), respectively.

difference between the incoming and outgoing electron energy E ′). For this illustration we

have selected 12C, a nucleus for which much data exists. Two characteristics that would

complicate the neural network prediction task can already be seen from these few examples

which refer to different kinematical conditions. Firstly, the cross section may span many

orders of magnitude: 5 orders in the four panels of Fig. 1, which refers to the same nucleus,

and 12 orders of magnitude (from 4 × 10−6 to 106) when considering the whole dataset.

Secondly, the shapes of the cross section can vary greatly, reflecting the different reaction

mechanisms that can be induced by different kinematics. Starting from the top left panel of
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Fig. 1, the first recognizable excitations are the nuclear giant resonances which correspond

to the sharp peaks in the cross sections for ω < 20 MeV. Moreover, the quasielastic bump

appears in the three first panels. It corresponds to one nucleon knockout and is peaked

around

ωQE =
Q2

2MN

=
q2 − ω2

2MN

=
√

q2 +M2
N −MN , (1)

where MN is the nucleon mass and q the momentum transfer to the nucleus, given by the

difference between the incoming and scattered electron momentum, q = k− k′. In terms of

electron kinematics variable, when electron mass is neglected, Eq.(1) can be written as:

ωQE =
E2(1− cos θ)

MN + E(1− cos θ)
. (2)

A vertical line corresponding to this value is plotted in each panel of Fig. 1. The shift of

the position of the real quasielastic peak with respect to the value of Eq.(1) and Eq.(2) is

due to the absence of nucleon binding and nuclear collective effects in these formulae. The

broadening of the quasielastic bump is due to nucleon Fermi motion. The second bump at

a higher ω corresponds to the ∆ resonance excitation. In the case of scattering with a free

nucleon at rest, it would peak at:

ω∆ =
√

q2 +M2
∆ −MN =

Q2

2MN

+ ∆M, (3)

with ∆M = (M2
∆ −M2

N)/2MN = 338 MeV. Equivalently, Eq.(3) can be written as:

ω∆ =
MN∆M + E2(1− cos θ)

MN + E(1− cos θ)
, (4)

also shown in Fig. 1. Beyond the ∆ excitations, higher energy nucleon resonances contribute

to the cross section up to the onset of the deep inelastic scattering. On the other hand, in the

ω region between the quasielastic and ∆ peaks, the so called “dip” region, a large part of the

cross section is due to multinucleon excitations, arising from nucleon-nucleon correlations

and meson exchange processes. These complicated many-body mechanisms have attracted

a lot of attention in the neutrino community in recent years, starting from the suggestion

[51] of their inclusion as natural explanation of the MiniBooNE cross sections [45]. These

mechanisms play a crucial role in the neutrino energy reconstruction problem [52–56].

In this work, we remove the small number of data points corresponding to the low-energy

giant resonances. Their presence worsens the neural network predictions for essentially

two reasons: they are characterized by the largest (and spiked) cross sections, and they
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represent a small proportion of the whole dataset, which focuses on quasielastic excitations

and beyond. We postpone the inclusion of these excitations to future work.

Several microscopic quantum-mechanical and phenomenological approaches exist to de-

scribe the different reaction mechanisms that contribute to the inclusive electron-nucleus

cross section. While some approaches allow a description of all the nuclear excitations men-

tioned earlier, others focus on specific excitations only. For a review of these models we

refer the reader to Ref. [49] or to Ref. [57], where different approaches are discussed in

connection with both electron and neutrino scattering. In the following we analyze to what

extent neural networks can reproduce the electron-nucleus cross sections.

III. NEURAL NETWORKS

In regression tasks, machine learning models are designed to learn mappings between

an input domain and a predefined set of outputs for the target variables. The dataset

considered in this work is composed of different features: the atomic number Z, the nucleus

mass number A, the electron beam energy E, the electron scattering angle θ, the energy

loss ω and the inclusive double-differential cross section
d2σ

dωdΩ
. This last quantity is the

value to be predicted by the supervised learning algorithm we present. Beyond the five data

features (Z, A, E, θ, and ω), we add four additional complementary variables, obtained

as combinations of the five original ones. These added variables are: cos θ, ωQE defined in

Eq.(2), ω∆ defined in Eq.(4), and Q2 = q2 − ω2, here defined as:

Q2 = 2E(E − ω)(1− cos θ), (5)

a relation that is only valid when the electron mass is set to zero.

The addition of handcrafted features, such as the four-momentum transfer in the reaction

and the approximate position of the quasielastic and ∆ peaks (despite a possible offset

between real and approximated values due to the lack of removal energy parameters in Eqs.

(2) and (4)), is found to be useful to drive the network.

A larger neural network is expected to perform equally well without adding handcrafted

features but our choice to include these additional variables makes the optimization process

easier and allows us to use a smaller network, that is faster to train and less prone to

overfitting. However, exactly quantifying how these four variables actually improve the
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prediction is not possible since there is no guarantee that the fine tuning is equally well

performed when we add the four additional variables and when we do not add them.

The model is built upon deep neural networks (DNNs) [58]. DNNs are designed to learn

hierarchical and increasingly abstract representations of the data. A DNN is a composition

of L parametric functions named layers. The output of each layer, fl, l ∈ {0, . . . , L− 1}, is

understood as a representation of the input samples. More specifically, the layer is composed

of neurons, which are the building blocks of a layer. Hence, the layer fl takes the output of

the previous layer fl−1 and applies a non-linear transformation to compute its output. These

transformations use the model parameters, Wl for each layer, commonly called weights and

conveniently represented by a rectangular matrix. They relate the neurons of a layer to the

previous layer and contain the information extracted by the model from the training data.

Thus, given an input x, a neural network f performs the following computation to infer its

output:

f(W,x) = fL−1(WL−1, fL−2(WL−2, . . . , f0(W0, x)) . . .). (6)

In Eq. (6), the state of layer l can be denoted xl and is called a representation. In a

standard feedforward network, xl−1 is employed to compute xl as follows:

xl = fl−1(Wl−1, x
l−1) = g(Wl−1 ∗ xl−1 + bl−1), (7)

where Wl−1 ∗ x is a matrix product, x can be seen as a column vector of nl−1 components,

then Wl−1 is a matrix of nl−1 columns and nl lines, bl−1 is a column vector of nl lines. g

is an element-wise nonlinear function. We used the standard Rectified Linear Unit, ReLU

function defined as ReLU(z) = max{0, z}. Other choices might work equally well or even

better, we make no claim of optimality in this paper. The result of Eq. (7) is the input of

the next layer of the neural network, layer l.

During the initial exploratory phase of this work we used fully connected neural networks

as described by Eq. (7). We found that the richness of the data was such that deep neural

networks with less than 35 layers were unable to fit the training set. We therefore used deeper

networks that then became difficult to train for the reasons explained in Ref. [59]. The

solution proposed by the authors of Ref. [59] is to use what they named a residual network.

The architecture of our neural network is a fully connected residual network [59] which

means that we perform an addition that shortcuts the architecture to help the optimization
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procedure converge. The skipped connection is performed as follows:

xl = fl−1(Wl−1, x
l−1, xl−5) = g(Wl−1 ∗ g(xl−1 + xl−5) + bl−1). (8)

The skipped connections or residual blocks are used in deep learning to help training

deep neural networks [58, 59]. Our neural network, implemented with TensorFlow [60], is

composed of 10 residual blocks of 5 fully connected layers with increasing then decreasing

sizes ranging from input size (9 input data) up to size 50 then down to the size 5 before

connecting to the output of size one. Our neural network architecture is represented in Fig. 2,

the resulting model has 50 connected layers. To help information flow in the backpropagation

stage we have chosen a layer width that varies progressively. Abrupt changes in widths

made the optimization process harder and local minima were difficult to escape from. The

constraint we have is that we start with 9 inputs and have an output of dimension 1.

An essential element of neural networks training is the choice of the cost function. For

the neural network to be able to accurately predict the cross section structure over its wide

range and different shapes, we chose to use the relative absolute error given by:

C(ŷ) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

|yi − ŷi|
yi

. (9)

In Eq. (9), ŷi is a model prediction and y is the cross section divided by A, y =
d2σ
dωdΩ

A
obtained from the dataset. In our case,

ŷi = f(W,xi), (10)

where the input data is the nine dimensional vector of normalized components : xi =

(Z,A,E, θ, ω, cos θ, ωQE, ω∆, Q
2) and (xi, yi) is an input-output pair. Another choice for the

loss function could be the χ2 that would allow to take into account the experimental errors.

For this first exploratory study, driven by a major simplicity and rapidity of calculations

and by the fact that in the present data set the experimental errors are in general small, we

prefer to chose the relative absolute error as cost function. We leave the use of χ2 to future

works.

During the training phase, the model is presented with a large number of input-output

pairs. The weights, W , are initialized randomly with a normal distribution [58] and an initial

prediction of the output is computed using Eq.(6). During the forward pass, the model’s
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FIG. 2: Illustration of the chosen neural network, composed of ten fully connected residual blocks.

Details of one of these residual blocks are shown on the right of the figure. The activation function

used is a Rectified linear unit (ReLU).

prediction error is estimated by computing the value of a cost function that quantifies the

discrepancy between the current prediction ŷ given by Eq. (9) and the true target y. This

cost function is computed over a batch of data and differentiated with respect to the model

weights, W , in the backward pass. Model weights are then updated with the computed

differential to improve the predictions of the neural network. The general idea is to update

W in the following way:

W = W − ε ∂C
∂W

. (11)

The variable ε is called the learning rate and the value we chose was standard, ε = 0.001. In

practice, we use Adam optimizer [61] which provides an empirical improvement over Eq. (11)

with a slowly decreasing learning rate, reminiscent of annealing, to help the optimization

process. The values of the neural network weights that minimize the cost function are
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obtained during the training phase by iteratively taking forward and backward passes on

the training data set. Once a predetermined number of epochs (a forward and a backward

pass) is computed, the training phase is finished and the model is deployed on new samples,

unseen during the training, to make predictions. Training takes about 30 minutes for 5000

epochs on a 12GB NVIDIA Tesla K80 GPU. We include standard L2 regularization in order

to reduce the variance of the model and hopefully improve generalization: the predictions

on data not used during the training phase. Weights are stored during training and for

inference we roll back to the epoch that yielded the lowest validation error during the whole

training. In the inference phase, the output of the model is computed for the test data set.

One hopes that the model will generalize well on the test data and infer target values close

to the actual values thanks to the patterns it has learned from its training data.

IV. RESULTS

The training set is composed of the available samples excluding one or more chosen iso-

topes (Z ′, A′), or examples corresponding to some particular kinematical conditions. These

excluded data will be examined in the testing stage. In other words, we used the trained

neural network to make predictions for the isotopes (Z ′, A′) or for some specific kinematical

conditions. This allows us to assess the ability of the trained neural network to infer the

desired target for cases unseen during the training stage.

A. Training results

To further illustrate our procedure let us consider some specific cases. The whole dataset,

representing our starting point, is the subset of the electron scattering data [50] correspond-

ing to nuclei from 4He to 59Ni. Their relative contribution is illustrated in Table I. As a

first experiment, we remove from the entire dataset only the isotope (Z = 20, A = 40), i.e.

the 40Ca, our test nucleus, for which we intend to predict the cross section. The rest of the

dataset is randomly split: 90% for the training set and the remaining 10% for the validation

set that allows us to monitor overfitting.

Stochastic gradient descent on minibatches is used for parameters optimization [62]. The

minibatches of 512 instances of the training set are constituted randomly. This promotes

12



FIG. 3: Evolution of the cost function during the 4000 epochs training process for a successful

training run. This illustrates a slight overfitting, controlled by L2 regularization.

regularization and speeds up the training. As a standard practice, at the end of the training

process over 4000 epochs, we plot the evolution of the cost function, displayed in Fig. 3,

to check that the training has converged as expected and to monitor overfitting. In order

to reduce the variance of the model and to control overfitting we used L2 regularization on

the first and largest layers. It is standard practice to regularize large layers, that are more

prone to overfitting, more than small layers. To limit overfitting we use for our prediction

the parameters that gave the best validation value.

In order to illustrate the overall performance of the neural network on the training set, we

consider its predictions for 12C, a nucleus currently employed in the T2K and NOvA neutrino

detectors. For this nucleus, much electron-scattering cross section data are available, for

different kinematical conditions, inducing different nuclear excitations, from nuclear giant

resonances up to deep inelastic scattering, as discussed in Section II.

The neural network double-differential cross section results for 12C are illustrated in Figs.

4 and 5 for a selected set of the values of incoming electron energy E and electron scattering

angle θ present in the database. The overall agreement with data is remarkable for all the

incoming energies and electron scattering angle2.

2 There are some additional kinematical conditions that are not shown in Figs. 4 and 5 to avoid overwhelm-

ing figures but the agreement between the data and the neural network fit on the training set remains

13



FIG. 4: Comparisons between the experimental inclusive (e, e′) double differential cross section

on 12C, in black squares with experimental error bars, and the neural network’s predictions, red

circles, for the different values of incoming electron energy E and scattering angle θ (indicated

above each panel), as a function of the transferred energy. To obtain these predictions, the 12C

data occurrences were used in the training set as well as all the other nuclei of the dataset except

40Ca.
14



FIG. 5: The same as Fig. 4 but for other kinematical conditions.
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These good results suggest that neural networks can be considered as a tool for rep-

resenting data that has this kind of behavior (changing shape depending on the type of

induced excitation). In this context, we recall that for 12C the values of d2σ
dωdΩ

vary between

a minimum of 7.7 × 10−5 nb
GeV sr

and a maximum of 9.6 × 105 nb
GeV sr

. Despite this variation

of 10 orders of magnitude, the choice of the mean relative absolute error of Eq.(9) as cost

function allows for efficient training of the neural network.

B. Testing results

Following the results obtained for the training set, in this section we investigate the pre-

dictive power of the neural networks for the test set. First, we consider 40Ca as test nucleus.

This choice is motivated by the existence of many available cross section data for this nu-

cleus. The neural network predictions for this nucleus, which, we reiterate, was not included

in the training set, are shown in Figs. 6 and 7. These figures show the result of an average

over N = 100 different neural networks trained on the same dataset. After initializing the

same neural network architecture with N different realizations of a random variable, we

train the neural networks. For each training run we keep the weights that performed best

on the validation set. These different neural networks give different predictions on the test

set. For each scattering angle θ, each energy E, and each transferred energy ω, we obtain N

independent values for ŷi, the prediction for d2σ
dωdΩ

. We can then estimate the average based

on these N different predictions. Assuming a Gaussian distribution of these predictions,

average and 95% confidence intervals for the true average µ are estimated as follows:

y =
1

N

N∑
i=1

ŷi (12)

σ2 =
1

N − 1

N∑
i=1

(ŷi − y)2 (13)

|y − µ| < 1.96× σ√
N
. (14)

The estimated average of the predictions is plotted in Figs. 6 and 7 together with the

estimated 95% confidence interval, bounded by two red lines and shaded in blue. One can

observe that the overall agreement of our neural network predictions with the data for 40Ca

remarkable also in the cases not shown.
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FIG. 6: Comparisons between the experimental inclusive (e, e′) double-differential cross section

on 40Ca, in black squares with experimental error bars, and the neural network’s predictions, red

circles, for the different values of incoming electron energy E and scattering angle θ written above

each panel, as a function of the transferred energy. These are the predictions for the test data for

which the neural network has not been trained on. 95% confidence interval is shown by the shaded

blue area, bounded by red lines.
17



FIG. 7: The same as Fig. 6 but for other kinematical conditions.
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FIG. 8: Comparison between the inclusive (e, e′) double differential cross section data and the

neural network’s predictions for 16O (left panel), 40Ar (middle panel) and 48Ti (right panel). The

different values of incoming electron energy and scattering angle are written above each panel.

For the left panel, the neural network was trained without the data represented on the figure.

For the middle and right panels, the neural network was trained without both 40Ar and 48Ti

data. Theoretical predictions of SuSAv2 and GiBUU approaches are also shown. They are taken

respectively from Refs.[57] and [14] for 16O and from Refs. [63] and [64] for 40Ar and 48Ti. GENIE

Monte Carlo event generator results, taken from Ref. [20] in the case of 40Ar and from Ref. [18]

in the case 48Ti, are also displayed. The red lines are the boundary of the 95% confidence interval

shaded in blue.

is satisfactory from quasielastic up to the ∆ resonance. The prediction results could be

further improved by adding more examples into the training set, with different choices of

the neural-network hyperparameters or including more handcrafted features. One could also

use alternative approaches, like Bayesian neural networks to better take into account the

uncertainty. However, for the exploratory purpose of the present work, we do not claim

optimality in any sense, and our focus is on presenting the interest of the method.

As an additional illustration of the predictive performances of the neural network ap-

proach we consider some tests on nuclei of particular interest for the neutrino-oscillation

program. Namely oxygen, employed in the present and future water Cherenkov detectors

Super-Kamiokande and Hyper-Kamiokande, and argon, the nucleus employed in three de-

tectors of the present short-baseline Fermilab neutrino programs as well as by the future

DUNE experiment.

In order to investigate the predictive power of our neural network for some specific kine-

matical conditions, in the case of oxygen (for which only few data are available, as shown
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in Table I) we remove from the training data set all the events corresponding to electron

scattering on 16O with a scattering angle of θ = 37.1◦ and an incoming electron energy of

E = 0.737 GeV. The predictions are shown in the left-hand panel of Fig. 8. On the same

figure, in its middle and right-hand panel, we show the neural network predictions for argon

and titanium. For these two nuclei, the inclusive electron-scattering data has been made

available only recently [23–25]. Due to the increasing interest in argon detectors, the results

of titanium (Z = 22) represent an important source of information for the charged current

interaction of neutrinos with a neutron of 40Ar (Z = 18, N = 22). For 40Ar and 48Ti, exper-

imental data only exist for one particular experimental set-up (the same for both nuclei),

corresponding to E = 2.222 GeV and θ = 15.541◦. We removed from the usual dataset data

points corresponding to these two nuclei in order to avoid the risk of overfitting due to the

presence in the training dataset of the other similar nucleus, with the same kinematical con-

ditions. For all three panels of Fig. 8, the represented 95% confidence interval is computed

by considering N = 40 independent neural network predictions, following the methodology

previously explained for 40Ca (where it was taken N = 100). In the case of 16O the band

is very narrow because the confidence intervals are small but in the case of 40Ar and 48Ti it

is more visible in the figure. We explain this because of the complete absence of 40Ar and

48Ti in the training set.

For all three cases shown in Fig. 8, the neural network predictions are excellent for

the whole data set, from the quasielastic bump to the ∆ resonance, passing by the “dip”

region. Similar agreement has also been obtained by other theoretical approaches, such as

SuSAv2 [57] and GiBUU [65], largely employed in neutrino cross section studies. We briefly

recall the reader that SuSAv2, an updated version of the Super Scaling Analysis (SuSA) [66]

approach, is based on the observation of the superscaling behavior (i.e. on the simultaneous

q and Fermi momentum independence) of the scaling function (a sort of nuclear response

function in terms of a scaling variable) extracted from electron scattering data. Similarly

to the neural network, it can be considered as a phenomenological data-driven approach,

obviously with a much lower number of parameters and with a sound physical basis which

microscopically justify it [67].

The Giessen Boltzmann-Uehling-Uhlenbeck (GiBUU) framework is an implementation of

transport theory which allows a description of many nuclear reactions. It allows consistent

treatment of the initial reaction vertex and of the final state processes. It takes into account
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various nuclear effects via the local density approximation for the nuclear ground state,

mean-field potentials, and in-medium spectral functions. In the implementation of Ref. [14],

from which we take the electron cross section results of oxygen shown in Fig. 8, multinucleon

excitations were not included, which explains the GiBUU’s underestimation of data in the

“dip” region in this case. The underestimation was reduced in the GiBUU calculations for

argon and titanium [64] by using an updated version of the model that takes into account

the multinucleon contributions. We note that the “dip” region, which is particularly difficult

to microscopically describe and reproduce with theoretical approaches, is well predicted by

the neural network.

For completeness, in Fig. 8 we also plot the results obtained with two different versions

of GENIE (one of the most commonly used Monte Carlo event generators in the neutrino

community) for 40Ar and 48Ti, taken from Refs. [20] and [18], respectively. One can observe

that starting from the “dip” region GENIE results disagree with the data. This disagreement

is analyzed in Refs. [18] and [20], where several results are also shown and discussed for

inclusive electron scattering on carbon.

V. SUMMARY AND PERSPECTIVES

We have deployed a neural network model to predict the electron scattering inclusive

double-differential cross sections on nuclei. The neural network predictions have been com-

pared with a large amount of electron scattering data collected in the past as well as with

recent data on Argon and Titanium that are of interest to the neutrino community. Our

results show that neural networks can reproduce and predict the electron scattering cross

section with an accuracy comparable to that provided by the microscopic approaches devel-

oped in the past and nowadays generalized to investigate the neutrino-nucleus scattering.

Neural network approaches can be impaired by a limited amount of data. Therefore, it

was not a given that the data available was sufficient to train the model to make inference

for unseen data. The many orders of magnitude spanned by the cross sections and their

varying shape due to the different types of nuclear excitations (quasielastic, multinucleon,

resonance excitations, and deep-inelastic) induced in different scattering kinematics make

inference challenging. The neural network performance suggests that it could be used as an

additional tool in the studies of electron and neutrino scattering on nuclei. Moreover, this

21



can be used to predict the electron cross sections for nuclei and/or for kinematical conditions

where experimental data are absent and employ these predictions to validate Monte Carlo

simulations. It could also be employed as a support to drive and speed up microscopic

evaluation of cross sections and/or response functions, in some sense by generalizing what

has been performed in Ref. [43] beyond the quasielastic excitation considered in that work.

Another perspective involves the use of neural networks to directly predict the neutrino-

nucleus cross sections. This task is not trivial since the neutrino beams are not monochro-

matic. So in this case the measured quantity is the flux-integrated double differential cross

section in terms of the final state measurable variables. For charged-current scattering pro-

cess (νl, l) on nuclei, where l is the charged lepton, this neutrino cross section reads:

d2σν
dEldΩ

=
1∫

Φ(Eνl) dEνl

∫
dEνl

[
d2σν
dωdΩ

]
ω=Eνl−El

Φ(Eνl), (15)

where El is the charged lepton energy and dΩ, the differential solid angle in the direction

specified by the charged lepton momentum. They represent the two final state measured

variables. This expression formally reduces to that analyzed in this paper, when the flux of

incoming particles, Φ, reduces to a delta distribution. This is the case of monochromatic

electron beams. For neutrino scattering, the problem is more complex since for a given

set of the measured variables El and Ω, one explores the full energy spectrum of neutrinos

above the charged lepton energy, being Eνl = El + ω. As a consequence, all the reaction

channels (giant resonances, quasielastic, multinucleon excitations, pion production arising

from nucleon resonances decay, and deep-inelastic scattering) are entangled and isolating a

primary vertex process from the measurement of neutrino flux-integrated differential cross

section is much more difficult. When employing a deep learning approach for neutrino

scattering, the technical challenge would be to design a network sufficiently rich to encode

the complexity of the cross section for different primary vertex processes over the phase space

relevant to the signal process. A similar approach is currently under study in the high energy

collider community [30] in connection with the so called “matrix element method”. This

possibility should be investigated with the perspective of the development of an AI-based

Monte Carlo event generator for neutrino-nucleus scattering.
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Physics with intact protons at the LHC: from the odderon discovery to the
sensitivity to beyond standard model physics
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We describe the discovery of the colorless C-odd gluonic compound, the odderon, by the D0 and TOTEM Collaborations by comparing
elastic differential cross sections measured in pp and pp̄ interactions at high energies. We also discuss the reach on quartic anomalous
couplings and the sensitivity to axion like particle production by using the LHC as a γγ collider and detecting the intact protons at high
luminosity.
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1. Medal of the Mexican Society of Physics,
Division of Particles and Fields

It was a great pleasure and honor to receive the 2022 medal
of the Mexican Society of Physics, Division of Particles
and Fields during the annual meeting of the Division for
“his leadership in the discovery of odd-gluon state odderon
from elastic proton-proton and proton-antiproton collisions
at TOTEM and D0 detectors, his contributions to QCD and
physics beyond the Standard Model (SM), and for his sup-
port to the Mexican High Energy Physics community”. I
would like to thank all the people who supported me in Mex-
ico, especially Javier Murillo, and all my PhD students orig-
inally from Mexico or who studied there (Cristian from Her-
mosillo, one of my students who finished 1.5 year ago and
who also received the 2023 APS Mitsuyoshi Tanaka Dis-
sertation Award in Experimental Particle Physics, Luis from
Honduras after a master in Cinvestav, Saray from Zacate-
cas also after a master in Cinvestav, Moises from Venezuela
with a co-led PhD in Hermosillo), as well my other students
and post-docs at the University of Kansas (Florian, Mats,
Tommaso, Justin, Cole, Zach, Federico, Léo, William, Gau-
thier, Maxime, Guillaume, Nicola, Georgios, Laurent, Tim,
Alexander, Hussein).

This medal will reinforce collaborations with Mexico for
instance in the CMS, ALICE collaborations at CERN (Javier
from Sonora, Antonio from UNAM, etc) about medical ap-
plications for flash beam therapy (Javier from Sonora, Arturo
from Puebla, etc), and phenomenology (Martin from Puebla,
Pablo from Cinvestav, etc).

In this paper, we will describe in turn the topics that were
related directly to the medal, namely the odderon discovery
and the beyond-standard model physics using the LHC as a
γγ collider.

2. The discovery of the odderon

2.1. Elastic interactions

2.2. pp and pp̄ elastic scattering

Comparing elastic pp and pp̄ interactions is one of the best
methods to look for the odderon [1]. Elastic interactions
mean that protons and anti-protons remain intact after the
collision. Fig. 1, right, shows a typical pp interaction with
a gluon being exchanged between the two protons. There is
some color exchange between the two protons and the ex-
changed gluon can radiate lots of gluons. It means that the
protons cannot remain intact in the final state after interaction
in that case, and they are destroyed. The case when protons
can remain intact is depicted in Fig. 1, right, and correspond
to the exchange of 2, 3, 4, 5,... gluons but not one single
gluon, since we need a colorless object to be exchanged.

The colorless object can be either a pomeron or an odd-
eron. Pomeron and odderon correspond respectively to posi-
tive and negative C parity. The pomeron is made of an even
number of gluons which leads to a (+1) parity whereas the
odderon is made of an odd number of gluons corresponding
to a (−1) parity [2–5]. Scattering amplitudes for elastic pp
and pp̄ interactions can be written as

App = Even + Odd (1)

App̄ = Even − Odd. (2)

and, from these equations, it is clear that observing a differ-
ence between pp and pp̄ interactions would be a clear way to
observe the odderon.

Some differences between pp and pp̄ elastic dσ/dt cross
sections of about 3σ were already observed at ISR energies
at CERN [6]. This was not considered to be a clean proof
of the existence of the odderon since the situation is quite
complicated at low energies where elastic interactions can be
indeed explained via the exchange of pomeron and odderon,
but also of additional reggeons and mesons. At TeV energies,
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2 CHRISTOPHE ROYON

the meson and reggeon exchanges become negligible and any
difference between pp and pp̄ interactions would be a sign of
the odderon.

The experimental signature of elastic interactions corre-
sponding to the detection of the scattered intact protons and
anti-protons after interaction in dedicated detectors called ro-
man pots that can go close to the beam (down to 3σ). We use
the LHC and Tevatron magnets as a spectrometer that devi-
ates slightly the scattered protons and anti-protons from the
beam since they lost part of their energy.

2.3. D0 and TOTEM data and strategy to look for the
odderon

The D0 collaboration measured the elastic pp̄ dσ/dt cross
section at the 1.96 TeV Tevatron for 0.26 < |t| < 1.2
GeV2 [7], tagging the protons and anti-protons in the for-
ward proton detectors [8]. The TOTEM collaboration mea-
sured the pp elastic dσ/dt cross section at the LHC at center-
of-mass energies

√
s of 2.76, 7, 8 and 13 TeV [9] in a wide

kinematical region in |t|. The fact that it is possible to run
the LHC machine at different

√
s was fundamental for the

odderon discovery. The additional advantage of the LHC ma-
chine is that it is possible to run it with different values of β∗

allowing to perform the elastic dσ/dt cross section measure-
ment over a wide kinematical region in |t| between 10−4 and
3.5 GeV2. The TOTEM collaboration has also an excellent
coverage in the forward region using two telescopes called
T1 and T2 covering the rapidity domains of 3.1 < |η| < 4.7
and 5.3 < |η| < 6.5, respectively and allowing to veto on
any event with additional emitted particles after collision in
addition to the two protons.

The TOTEM measurements at different
√
s are shown in

Fig. 2, left, and show always the same pattern. As a function
of |t|, dσ/dt decreases, reaching a minimum called the dip,
then increases, reaching a maximum called the bump, and
then decreases again. The same behavior is not observed for
pp̄ elastic interactions, where the dσ/dt cross section does
not show any dip nor bump [7]. This difference of behav-
ior between pp and pp̄ elastic interactions can be due to the
existence of the odderon.

The strategy to measure quantitatively the differences be-
tween pp and pp̄ elastic interactions is to extrapolate the pp
measurements from TOTEM at 2.76, 7, 8 and 13 TeV down
to the Tevatron

√
s of 1.96 TeV in order to compare directly

with the D0 measurement. We thus first identify eight char-
acteristic points in |t| and dσ/dt related to the shape of pp
elastic dσ/dt, namely the bump, the dip, dip2 and bump2
corresponding to the same cross section at the dip and the
bump at higher and lower |t|, respectively, mid1 and mid2
corresponding to the middle in dσ/dt between the bump and
the dip, and bump+5 and bump+10 corresponding to dσ/dt
at low |t| with 5 or 10 times the differences between the cross
section at the bump and the dip, as shown in Fig. 2, right.

Measuring the |t| and dσ/dt values for each characteris-
tic point as a function of

√
s and fitting the

√
s dependence

as |t| = a log(
√
s[TeV]) + b and dσ/dt = c

√
s [TeV] + d

allows predicting the values of the characteristic points at the
Tevatron energy of 1.96 TeV. The last step is to fit the charac-
teristic points at 1.96 TeV using a double exponential formula
in order to predict the pp elastic dσ/dt cross sections in the
same |t| bins as for the D0 measurement for pp̄ elastic inter-
actions [1]. The differences in normalization are taken into
account by adjusting TOTEM and D0 data sets to have the
same cross sections at the optical point dσ/dt(t = 0).

2.4. The odderon discovery

We first measured the ratio of the elastic cross sections at
the dip and at the bump for pp and pp̄ interactions as shown
in Fig. 3, left. The bump over dip ratio in pp elastic colli-
sions decreases as a function of

√
s up to ∼ 100 GeV [6]

and is flat above that energy. The pp̄ ratios are constant at
1.00 (1.00±0.21 for D0) given the fact that no bump nor dip
is observed within uncertainties. It leads to a difference by
more than 3σ between pp and pp̄ elastic data, assuming a flat
behavior above

√
s = 100 GeV.

A more detailed comparison between the elastic D0 cross
section measurement and the extrapolation of the TOTEM
data down to the Tevatron

√
s is shown in Fig. 3, right, in the

dip and bump region. The χ2 test of the compatibility be-
tween the pp and pp̄ data with six degrees of freedom yields
the p-value of 0.00061, corresponding to a significance of
3.4σ [1].

The combination with the independent evidence of the
odderon found by the TOTEM Collaboration using ρ [10] and
total cross section measurements at very low t in a completely
different kinematical domain corresponding to the Coulomb-
nuclear interference region leads to a significance ranging
from 5.3 to 5.7σ depending on the model. Models without
colorless C-odd gluonic compound are thus excluded.

It is worth noticing that many additional studies in
diffraction can be performed at the LHC and we can quote
as examples the production of jets, γ+jets or W/Z in single
diffraction and double pomeron exchanges that will allow to
constrain further the pomeron structure [11, 12] or the gap
between jet measurements that allow to probe Balitsky Fadin
Kuraev Lipatov resummation effects [13].

3. Anomalous coupling studies using intact
protons at the LHC

The same roman pot detectors can be used to look for be-
yond standard model physics at the LHC at low β∗ which
is the standard high luminosity configuration at the LHC.
The diffractive mass acceptance of the roman pot detectors
to measure both intact protons in the final state starts at about
450 GeV and goes up to 2.4 TeV. In this section, we will
study the exclusive production of diphotons, W and Z bosons,
γ + Z, tt̄,... by detecting the intact protons in the final state.
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FIGURE 1. Schematic of pp elastic and inelastic interactions.
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FIGURE 2. Elastic dσ/dt measurements from the TOTEM collaboration at 2.76, 7, 8 and 13 TeV at the LHC extrapolated down to 1.96 TeV,
the Tevatron center-of-mass energy. Characteristic points for elastic pp dσ/dt.
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FIGURE 3. Left: Bump over dip ratio for pp and pp̄ interactions as a function of the center-of-mass energies. Right: Comparison at 1.96
TeV between the elastic dσ/dt cross section measurements for pp̄ interactions at the Tevatron by the D0 experment and for pp inetractions
at the LHC, extrapolated from the TOTEM measurements at 2.76, 7, 8 and 13 TeV

3.1. Exclusive production of diphotons and sensitivity to
axion-like particles

In Fig. 4, we display the two diagrams that lead to the pro-
duction of diphotons and two intact protons in the final state.

The left and the right ones correspond respectively to QCD
and QED interactions. At high diphoton masses (above 450
GeV where the acceptance of the forward detectors starts),
the QED one dominates by several orders of magnitude com-
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pared to the QCD one. It means that the observation in CMS
and TOTEM of two photons and two tagged protons is due to
a photon-induced process.

The motivation to look for γγγγ ζ1 quartic coupling is
twofolds. γγγγ couplings can be modified in a model in-
dependent way by loops of heavy charge particles leading to
ζ1 = α2

emQ
4m−4Nc1,s where the coupling depends only on

Q4m−4 (the charge and mass of the particle in the loop) and
on spin, c1,s. ζ1 can also be modified by neutral particles
appearing as a resonance at tree level (extensions of the SM
including scalar, pseudo-scalar, and spin-2 resonances that
couple to the photon) ζ1 = (fsm)−2d1,s where fs is the γγX
coupling of the new particle to the photon, and d1,s depends
on the spin of the particle. This leads to typical values of ζ1
of the order of 10−14-10−13 GeV−4.

The signature of exclusive diphoton events is very clean,
two photons and two protons and nothing else, which leads
to a powerful method to reject background. The main back-
ground to be considered is due to pile up where the two pho-
ton originate from one pp inteaction and the two intact pro-
tons from additional pile up. Matching the mass and rapidity
of the diphoton and proton information leads to a negligible
background for 300 fb−1 as shown in Fig. 5 [14]. The CMS
collaboration searched for exclusive diphoton production re-
questing back-to-back photons, at high mass (mγγ > 350
GeV), and matching in rapidity and mass between diphoton
and proton information. No signal was found and the first
limits on quartic photon anomalous couplings at high mass
were extracted, |ζ1| < 2.9 10−13 GeV−4, |ζ2| < 6. 10−13

GeV−4 with about 10 fb−1. The sensitivities were updated
using 102.7 fb−1 with the following limits |ζ1| < 7.3 10−14

GeV−4, |ζ2| < 1.5 10−13 GeV−4 [15].
These results can be reinterpreted in terms of production

of axion-like particles (ALP) that decay into two photons.
The sensitivities for 300 fb−1 in the f−1 coupling versus
axion mass ma plane are shown in Fig. 6 [16]. It is worth
noticing that the sensitivities increased by about two orders
of magnitude at high ALP masses using this method and that
a domain at very high mass is covered in addition with respect
to more standard methods at the LHC. It is also complemen-
tary to the measurement of exclusive diphoton production in
pPb, PbPb, ArAr as shown in Fig. 6. For heavy ion runs,
there is no pile up, and the intact ions are not measured, and
the rapidity gap method is used [16].

3.2. Exclusive WW , ZZ, γZ and tt̄ productions

The strategy is to look for the SM exclusive production of
WW and ZZ bosons in the lepton channel decay of the W
and Z bosons since it leads to the cleanest signal and low-
est backgrounds [17] leading to a possible observation of 50
signal events for 300 fb−1 for 2 background events. The
production of WW and ZZ exclusive events vis anomalous
coupling appears at higher WW and ZZ and leads to a low
cross section with respect to SM for many values of anoma-
lous couplings. The search requires the highest branching

ratios for the W and Z bosons, and thus their full hadronic
decays. The CMS collaboration requested for existence the
measurement of two “fat” jets (of radius 0.8) corresponding
to the W decays, with a pT > 200 GeV, and a dijet mass
1126< mjj <2500 GeV. The jets are required to be back-
to-back (|1 − φjj/π| < 0.01). As usual, the signal region
is defined by the correlation between central WW system
and the proton information. The limits on quartic anoma-
lous couplings were found to be aW0 /Λ2 < 4.3 10−6 GeV−2,
aWC /Λ

2 < 1.6 10−5 GeV−2, aZ0 /Λ
2 < 0.9 10−5 GeV−2,

aZC/Λ
2 < 4. 10−5 GeV−2 with 52.9 fb−1 [17].

The same method applies to the search for γγγZ anoma-
lous couplings when the Z boson decays either into leptons
or hadrons. The sensitivity improves by about three orders
of magnitude using this method compared to other methods
at the LHC looking for the Z boson decay into three pho-
tons [18].

Additional searches include the search for γγtt̄ anoma-
lous couplings where one can look for the semi-lectonic and
leptonic decays of the top and anti-top quarks. The CMS col-
laboration put a limit on the exclusive tt̄ production cross sec-
tion of σexcl.tt̄ < 0.6 pb using 29.4 fb−1 of data. This search
can benefit heavily for the measurements of proton time-of-
flights to ensure that the protons originate from the same ver-
tex as the decay products of t and t̄. The typical sensitivity
using 300 fb−1 of data and similar selection (high tt̄ mass,
matching between pp and tt̄ information), as well as timing
measurements, is of the order of 6 to 7 10−11 GeV−4 [19].

3.3. Timing detectors and applications

As we mentioned, it is useful to measure precisely the proton
time-of-flight to reduce the pile up background with a preci-
sion of 15 to 20 ps. A possiblity is to use ultra-fast Silicon de-
tectors or LGADs. In addition, We developed these detectors
and their readout electronics with two possible applications
in mind, namely the measurement of cosmic ray radiation in
space in collaboration with NASA and the measurement of
doses in flash beam cancer therapy. UFSDs are typically fast
detectors (the signal duration can be a few ns) and the read-
out system is based on the fast sampling technique, taking for
instance 256 points on the rising part of the signal.

Using this method, we can determine the duration and
amplitude of the signal of a stopping particle in a given layer
of UFSD that allows to determine the type of particle in cos-
mic rays (p, He, Fe, Pb...) as well as their energy [20]. This
is illustrated in Fig. 7 where we show the correlation between
the signal amplitude and the rise time for different kinds of
particles (left) and between the rise time and the energy of
the particle (right) that allows to determine the particle en-
ergy once its type is known. This is the first time that the fast
sampling technique will be used in space.

The same method can be used in medical physics. The
idea is to use the fast aspect of the UFSD signal to count
the number of protons/electrons, and thus determine the de-
livered dose to patients, in flash beam therapy used in can-
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FIGURE 4. Exclusive diphoton production via QCD and QED induced processes.

FIGURE 5. Diffractive mass ratio and difference in rapidity using either the diphoton information from CMS or the proton taggings for signal
in black and pile up background in red.

cer treatments. In order to show this possibility, we put our
UFSD in the beam used for therapy at St Luke hospital in
Dublin and we saw for the first time the beam structure as
shown in Fig 8 while the correlation with the usual dose mea-
surement using ion chambers is very good.

4. Conclusion

In this report, we first discussed the odderon discovery by
the D0 and TOTEM experiment. We then described the im-

provement on sensitivities to beyond standard model physics
via the observation of quartic anomalous couplings by 2 or 3
orders of magnitude compared to usual LHC measurements
using intact protons in the final state. We finally described
briefly the ultra fast Silicon detectors that we use to measure
cosmic rays or doses in flash beam therapy as an application
to the detectors originally developed for high energy and nu-
clear physics.
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Neutrino forces and experimental probes

Xun-Jie Xu

Institute of High Energy Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China

in collaboration with
Rupert Coy, Mijo Ghosh, Yuval Grossman, Walter Tangarife, and Bingrong Yu

Neutrinos as almost massless particles could mediate long-range forces, known as neutrino
forces. In this talk, I will introduce some theoretical aspects of neutrino forces, including
why the potential of a neutrino force has the 1/r5 form and how it may vary under different
circumstances. Experimental probes and possible implications for cosmology are also briefly
discussed.

1 Introduction

Neutrino forces are an interesting SM prediction which has not yet been observed successfully.
In this talk, I am going to introduce some fun theoretical aspects and a few interesting ideas
about how neutrino forces might be probed in experiments.

As is well known, whenever there is a massless particle propagating freely, it always mediates
a long-range force. This is true for the graviton and the photon. What about neutrinos?
Neutrinos can be massless. Can they mediate long-range forces? The answer is yes. But since
neutrinos are fermions, you have to put a pair of neutrinos between two test particles so that
the spin of each test particle is unchanged. The force generated in this way is called a neutrino
force.

The idea of neutrino forces has been there for quite a long time. In the 1930s, it was proposed
as a possible nuclear force.1 And in the 1960s, it was quantitative computed for the first time by
Feinberg and Sucher.2 At almost the same time, Feynman discussed neutrino forces in his famous
lectures.3 The interesting point is that Feynman demonstrated how one could make neutrino
forces behave like gravity by adding a third body that exchanges neutrinos with the other two
test bodies. In the 1990s, there was a debate stemming from an argument that neutrino forces
could lead to instability of neutron stars,4 which was later criticized by many authors.5–10
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Figure 1 – Feynman diagram for the SM neutrino force.

2 Neutrino forces in the vacuum

The effective potential of a neutrino force, e.g. between two electrons, has the following form:2,11,12

Vee(r) =

(
2 sin2 θW +

1

2

)2 G2
F

4π3
1

r5
. (1)

It is proportional to G2
F /r

5, which can be understood from dimensional analysis. The diagram
in Fig. 1 involves two GF ’s so it has to be proportional to G2

F , which is of dimension [E]−4. The
potential is a dimension-one quantity. To balance the dimension, 1/r5 has to be added. If we
replace the neutrino by a massless scalar, we would get 1/r3. This can also be easily obtained
from dimensional analysis.a

Let us get a sense of how weak the neutrino force is by comparing it to gravity. The former
is proportional to 1/r5 while the latter is proportional to 1/r. So at a sufficiently short distance,
we expect that the neutrino force should be stronger than the gravity. At long distances with
r > O(10−8) cm b, gravity starts to dominate. Depending on whether the distance scale is above
or below 10−8 cm (corresponding to the energy scale of keV), I categorize possible experimental
probes into short- and long-range ones.

For short-range probes, there have been proposals using atomic and nuclear spectroscopy and
atomic parity violation.13,14 This typically requires solving the Schrödinger equation. However,
if the 1/r5 potential is plugged into the Schrödinger equation, one immediately encounters a
problem in solving the Schrödinger equation. The singularity at r = 0 makes the calculation
badly divergent. It has been well known (see Ref. [15] for a review) that for potentials more
divergent than 1/r2 at r = 0, one cannot get a consistent treatment in quantum mechanics.

So we may ask whether the 1/r5 potential is always valid down to arbitrarily small r. The
answer is no. In our first work on neutrino forces,16 we address exactly this issue. Our conclusion
is that, as r approaches zero, the potential changes from 1/r5 to 1/r4, 1/r2 and eventually to
1/r. To demonstrate that, one can insert a mediator with mass mφ in this effective vertex—see
Fig. 2. At a short distance comparable to m−1

φ , the effective vertex opens up, leading to a
relatively complicated result involving the exponential integral function, Ei(mφr). At very short
distances, which correspond to very high energy scales, the Ei function reduces to 1/r.

For long-range probes, they necessarily require precision test of gravity, which is stronger
than neutrino forces at r > O(10−8) cm. In the past two decades, the experimental progress in
testing the properties of gravity such as the inverse square law and the weak/strong equivalent

aIn fact, in Feynman Lectures on Gravitation,3 the two-body neutrino force derived by Feynman has exactly
the 1/r3 form because he used a scalar-like propagator.

b10−8 cm is only for forces between two atoms. Between two electrons, the neutrino force is of the same order
of magnitude but gravity is much weaker.
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Figure 2 – A diagrammatic explanation of how the potential of a neutrino force vary from 1/r5 to 1/r. Figure
taken from Ref. [16].

exp δV/Vgravity 〈r〉
Washington2007 3.2× 10−16 ∼ 6400 km
Washington1999 3.0× 10−9 ∼ 0.3 m

Irvine1985 0.7× 10−4 2− 5 cm
Irvine1985 2.7× 10−4 5− 105 cm
Wuhan2012 10−3 ∼ 2 mm
Wuhan2020 3× 10−2 ∼ 0.1 mm

Washington2020 ∼ 1 52 µm
Future levitated optomechanics ∼ 104 1 µm

Table 1: Sensitivities of long-range force search experiments, taken from Ref. [17].

principles is remarkable. For example, assuming the presence of a new long-range force that is
not proportional to the inertial mass, even a very small contribution of δV/Vgravity ∼ 10−16 at
〈r〉 ∼ 6400 km can be excluded—see Tab. 1. However, this is still not enough to compensate
the difference between 1/r and 1/r5.

3 Neutrino forces in strong neutrino backgrounds

Is it possible to enhance neutrino forces at long distances so that they do not decrease as 1/r5?
Yes, only if there is a strong neutrino background.

With a strong neutrino background, it is possible to have a neutrino from the background
absorbed by one test body, which then passes a virtual neutrino to the other test body. Then the
latter returns a neutrino to the background. This is explained by the right Feynman diagram
in Fig. 3.

GF

GF

χ1

χ2

ν

ν

GF

GF

χ1

χ2

ν
bkg. ν

in vacuum in ν background

Figure 3 – Feynman diagrams for neutrino forces in the vacuum (left) and in a neutrino background (right).
Figure taken from Ref. [17].

This explanation might seem a bit counter-intuitive from the perspective of point-like par-



ticles with fixed spacetime coordinates and momenta. But it is based on the well-established
theory of finite-density QFT, which suggests that the propagator of a fermion f in a finite-density
background should be modified as follows:

Sf (k) = (k · γ +mf ) ·

[
i

k2 −m2
f

− 2πδ
(
k2 −m2

f

)
Θ
(
±k0

)
nf± (k)

]
, (2)

where Θ is the Heaviside theta function, and nf± (k) denote the number densities of background
f and f (anti-fermion) in the phase space. Without the background (i.e., nf± = 0), we recover
the familiar propagator Sf (k) = i/(k · γ −mf ) in the vacuum.

Using the modified propagator to compute neutrino forces in the background of a monochro-
matic neutrino flux, we obtain the following potential:17

V ≈ − 1

π
G2
FΦ0Eν

1

r

{
cos2

(α
2

)
cos [(1− cosα)Eνr] + sin2

(α
2

)
cos [(1 + cosα)Eνr]

}
, (3)

where Φ0 is the neutrino flux, Eν is the neutrino energy, and α denotes the angle between the
flux and the vector r. In the α = 0 limit, the potential is simply

V ≈ − 1

π
G2
FΦ0Eν

1

r
, (4)

which implies a huge enhancement—the potential is now proportional to 1/r instead of 1/r5.
However, one should note that Eq. (3) is highly oscillatory if α 6= 0 and Eνr � 1. So in

realistic scenarios where α cannot be perfectly zero and Eν is typically much larger than r−1,
the 1/r behavior can be easily smeared out. This was also pointed out in Ref. [18]. Nevertheless,
if future experiments could achieve measurements with very small α satisfying17

α2 .
π

∆(Eνr)
, (5)

then the strong enhancement and the 1/r form could still be probed.

4 Neutrino forces and dark matter
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Figure 4 – The Sommerfeld enhancement in DM annihilation modified by neutrino forces. The left panel shows
the entire mass range whereas the right panels show zoom-in views of the two highest peaks. For further details,
see Ref. [20].

Neutrino forces might also have important implications for cosmology and dark matter (DM).
Neutrinos, if interacting with DM, can mediate a long-range force between DM particles. It has
been shown that,19 due to the long-range feature of neutrino forces, the cross section of DM
self-scattering could be enhanced when the scattering is soft. Therefore, neutrino forces could



be responsible for DM self-interactions used to resolve problems in the small-scale structure
formation.

Another example is that neutrino forces could modify the so-called Sommerfeld enhancement
in DM annihilation.20 In general, long-range attractive forces could substantially enhance the
annihilation rate of slow-moving DM particles. This is known as the Sommerfeld enhancement.
As is shown in Fig. 4, the Sommerfeld enhancement can be significantly modified in the presence
of DM-neutrino interactions. Focusing on e.g. the highest peaks of the Sommerfeld enhancement,
the heights can be changed up to ∼ 60% with a reasonably strong DM-neutrino coupling, and
the positions of these peaks can be shifted as well.

5 Summary

In this talk, I have introduced some interesting features of neutrino forces. In the vacuum, the
potential of a neutrino force decreases as 1/r5, which can be easily obtained from dimensional
analysis. If r is very small, then the 1/r5 form would be invalid and we have discussed how
the potential would vary in the short-range limit (1/r4, 1/r2, 1/r). On the other hand, if
there is a strong neutrino background, then neutrino forces can behave very differently. In
particular, in the small-α limit, the force could be behave as 1/r even in the long-range regime.
So theoretically, a strong neutrino background could significantly enhance neutrino forces. In
cosmology, neutrino forces could affect DM annihilation rates via the Sommerfeld enhancement.

So far neutrino forces are still yet to be experimentally probed, despite some ideas or propos-
als involving parity violation effects, atomic spectroscopy, torsion balance devices, etc. There-
fore, we are looking forward to the possibility of probing neutrino forces in the future with more
advanced technologies and novel ideas.
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Charm content of proton: An analytic calculation
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Proton as one of the main ingredients of the nucleus is composed of one down and two up quarks bound to-

gether by gluons, described by Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD). In this view, heavy quarks do not contribute

to the primary wave function of the proton. They just arise in the proton perturbatively by gluon splitting and

gradually increase as the Q2 increases (extrinsic heavy quarks). Nevertheless, the existence of non-perturbative

intrinsic charm quarks in the proton has also been predicted by QCD. In this picture, the heavy quarks also exist

in the proton’s wave function. In fact, the wave function has a five-quark structure |uudcc̄〉 in addition to the

three-quark bound state |uud〉. So far, many studies have been done to confirm or reject this additional compo-

nent. One of the recent studies has been done by the NNPDF collaboration. They established the existence of

an intrinsic charm component at the 3-standard-deviation level in the proton from the structure function mea-

surements. Most of the studies performed to calculate the contribution of the intrinsic charm so far, have been

based on the global analyses of the experimental data. In this article, we directly calculate this contribution for

the first time through an analytical method. We estimate a xcc̄ = (1.36± 0.64)% contribution for the |uudcc̄〉
component of the proton.

Introduction The existence of a non-perturbative intrin-

sic charm quark component in the nucleon plays an increas-

ingly important role in hadron physics. Although the struc-

ture of proton is known in the form of a three-quark bound

state, QCD predicts the existence of non-perturbative intrinsic

heavy charm quark contribution to the fundamental structure

of the proton. In truth, the Fock states of the proton’s wave

function with a five-quark structure |uudcc̄〉 was proposed for

the first time by Brodsky, Hoyer, Peterson, and Sakai (BHPS)

in Refs. [1, 2] to explain the large cross-section measured for

the forward open charm production in pp collisions at Inter-

secting Storage Rings (ISR) energies [3–6]. According to the

BHPS model, charm quarks in the nucleon could be either ex-

trinsic or intrinsic. Perturbative extrinsic charm quarks arise in

the proton where the gluon splits into charm-anti-charm pairs

in the DGLAP Q2 evolution and are produced more and more

when the Q2 scale increases. Whilst, the non-perturbative in-

trinsic charm quarks emerge through the fluctuations of the

nucleon state to the five-quark or virtual meson-baryon states

in the framework of the meson cloud model (MCM) [7, 8]. In

recent years, intrinsic charm has been an interesting subject

for research from theoretical, phenomenological, and experi-

mental points of view [11–16].

There have also been some other theoretical computations

to explain the intrinsic charm distribution inside the proton in

addition to the BHPS model. For instance, in the MCM per-

spective, which is more dynamical compared to the BHPS,

the nucleon can fluctuate to the virtual states composed by

a charmed baryon plus a charmed meson. This picture can

also be extended to the intrinsic strange content of the nucleon

[17]. The main difference between the BHPS and MCM mod-

els is that the charm and anti-charm distributions are differ-

ent in MCM [18], while they are the same in the BHPS. The

∗ olamaei@jahromu.ac.ir
† asalrostami.phy@gmail.com
‡ kazem.azizi@ut.ac.ir; Corresponding Author

scalar five-quark model is another one which was presented

by Pumplin [9]. In this approach, distribution for the state

|uudcc̄〉 can be derived from the Feynman rules (see [9, 10]

for review of these models).

Although QCD effectively describes the shape of the intrin-

sic charm distribution, it has nothing to say about the probabil-

ity of finding the nucleon in the configuration |uudcc̄〉 quanti-

tatively. However, the experiment can shed light on this issue.

From the historical point of view, tries to determine the prob-

ability of the intrinsic charm content of the proton was started

in 1983 when people were motivated to use the BHPS model

to explain the EMC data [19–21]. Although these first anal-

yses were not global, they indicated that an intrinsic charm

component with probability (0.86±0.6)% can exist in the nu-

cleon. The first global analyses of Parton Distribution Func-

tions (PDFs) considering an intrinsic charm component for

the nucleon was performed by the CTEQ collaboration. The

aim was also to determine the probability of finding intrin-

sic charm state in the proton [22, 23, 26]. Utilizing a wide

range of the hard-scattering experimental data, they demon-

strated that the charm content can be 2-3 times larger than the

predicted value by the BHPS (1%), while this probability was

considered to be about 0.3% by the MSTW group [25]. In

2014, the CTEQ collaboration followed their previous works

and found a probability of 2% for the intrinsic charm consid-

ering the BHPS model [26]. After that, a global analyses was

done by Jimenez-Delgado et al [27] in which, to show how

big the intrinsic charm component could be, they used looser

kinematic cuts to include low-Q and high-x data. Their pre-

diction was that the intrinsic charm contribution in the proton

is about 0.5%. Finally, in the most recent global analyses that

has been performed by the NNPDF collaboration [28], the

intrinsic charm contribution in the flavor content of the pro-

ton at the 3-standard-deviation level is estimated to be about

(0.62± 0.28)%.

The existence of the intrinsic charm inside the proton has

remarkable and growing experimental support. Several previ-

ous and new experiments have been or will be conducted to

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.07999v1
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look for evidences of the intrinsic charm. One of the recent

is related to the LHCb data on Z+c-jets over Z+jets alone at

forward rapidity [29]. The data can be described very well af-

ter including a 1% intrinsic charm contribution in the proton.

Searching for intrinsic charm is also an interesting subject at

future experiments like AFTER@LHC [30–32] and ongoing

ones. Meanwhile, AFTER@LHC experiment is a more suit-

able laboratory for studying the properties of doubly heavy

baryons and it will be interesting to investigate how and to

what degree the intrinsic charm affects the results.

The main goal of this article is to directly calculate, for

the first time, the charm component of proton in a five-quark

|uudcc̄〉 structure analytically using the two-point version of

the QCD Sum Rules (QCDSR). The remainder of the paper is

organized as follows: In the next part we describe the formal-

ism to calculate the proton’s mass via the two-point QCDSR.

Then, the numerical analyses and results are presented. The

final part is devoted to the concluding notes.

Formalism The starting point to calculate any quantity in

the QCDSR approach is to write a suitable correlation func-

tion (CF). Here for the mass, we write the two-point CF as

Π(q) = i

∫

d4xeiqx〈0|T {η(x)η̄(0)}|0〉, (1)

where η(x) is the interpolating current of the proton which is

the dual of the wave function in the quark model. T repre-

sents the time ordering operator and q is the four-momentum

of the proton. The time ordered production of currents is sand-

wiched between two QCD vacuum states, which corresponds

the creation of proton in one spacetime point (say origin for

the sake of translational invariance) and then its annihilation

in the spacetime point x; and then Fourier transformed to the

momentum space.

The interpolating current has two components. First the one

that corresponds to the ordinary |uud〉 part of the proton with

the spin-parity (12 )
+:

η(3q)(x) = 2εabc
2

∑

ℓ=1

[(

uTa(x)CAℓ
1d

b(x)
)

Aℓ
2u

c(x)
]

, (2)

where a, b, c are the color indices and C is the charge con-

jugation operator. The coefficients A1
1 = I , A2

1 = A1
2 = γ5

and A2
2 = β where β is an auxiliary parameter which for the

Ioffe current β = −1. The second part corresponds to the in-

trinsic charm component in terms of the five-quark structure

|uudcc̄〉. It has a scalar-diquark-scalar-diquark-antiquark type

current as:

J (5q)(x) = εilaεijkεlmn (3)

× uT
j (x)Cγ5dk(x)u

T
m(x)Cγ5cn(x) γ5Cc̄Ta (x) ,

where i, j, k, · · · are color indices again. This current com-

ponent has the spin-parity (12 )
+, as well.

The whole interpolating current including the intrinsic

charm component is

η(x) = N
[

η(3q)(x) + α η(5q)(x)
]

, (4)

where α is a complex number which indicates the am-

plitude of the intrinsic charm contribution of the pro-

ton and N = 1√
1+|α|2

is the normalization constant.

Therefore, in the CF, the 〈0|T {η(x)η̄(0)}|0〉 takes 4

terms where the cross terms 〈0|T {η(3q)(x)η̄(5q)(0)}|0〉 and

〈0|T {η(5q)(x)η̄(3q)(0)}|0〉 give zero contributions consider-

ing the Wick’s theorem for contracting the quark fields and

we have:

Π(q) = i

∫

d4xeiqxN 2
[

〈0|T {η(3q)(x)η̄(3q)(0)}|0〉 (5)

+|α|2〈0|T {η(5q)(x)η̄(5q)(0)}|0〉
]

.

The intrinsic charm contribution which is the probability that

the charm component being found in the proton [1] is defined

as xcc̄ = N 2|α|2 that we are going to determine.

The only two independent Lorentz structures which can

contribute to the CF are /q and U and therefore we have

Π(q) = /qΠ1(q
2) + UΠ2(q

2), (6)

where the invariant functions Π1(q
2) and Π2(q

2) have to be

calculated.

To relate the physical observables like mass to the QCD

calculations, the above mentioned CF has to be calculated in

two different regimes. One in terms of hadronic parameters

called the physical side which is the real part of the CF and is

calculated in the timelike region of the light-cone. The other

side, called QCD, is evaluated in terms of quarks and gluons

using the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) of the CF. It is

the imaginary part of the CF and is calculated in the spacelike

region of the light-cone. These two sides are related to each

other via a dispersion integral using the quark-hadron duality

assumption which eventually gives us the corresponding sum

rule for the mass of the proton. There are contributions from

higher states and continuum spectrum which contaminate the

ground state. To suppress them and enhance the ground state

contribution we apply the Borel transformation as well as con-

tinuum subtraction on both sides of the CF.

The Borel transformation technically enlarges the radius of

convergence of the CF integral leaving the observables unaf-

fected. This transformation along with continuum subtraction

introduce two auxiliary parameters, the Borel parameter M2

and continuum threshold s0, into the calculation which their

working regions have to be determined considering the stan-

dard prescriptions of the method.

To calculate the physical side, we insert a complete set of

hadronic states having the same quantum numbers as that of

proton interpolating current and we have:

Π(q) =
〈0|η(0)|P (q, s)〉〈P (q, s)|η̄(0)|0〉

q2 −m2
P

+ ..., (7)

where the first term is the isolated ground state proton and

dots refer to the higher states and continuum contributions.

The matrix element 〈0|η(0)|P (q, s)〉 is determined as

〈0|η(0)|P (q, s)〉 = λPu(q, s), (8)

where u(q, s) is the proton’s spinor with spin s and λP is its

residue. Inserting 8 into 7 and summing over the proton’s spin
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one finds the final expression for the physical side of the CF

as follows:

Π(q) =
λ2
P (/q +mP )

q2 −m2
P

+ ..., (9)

where the only two independent Lorentz structures /q and U
emerged as is expected from 6.

The QCD side of the CF is calculated in the spacelike por-

tion of the light-cone which is the deep Euclidean region. Ap-

plying the OPE and using the Wick’s theorem to contract the

quark-antiquark pairs, one can calculate the QCD side of the

CF in terms of quark propagators. The light quarks (u and d)

propagator is as follows [33, 34]:

Sij
q (x) =

i/x

2π2x4
δij −

mq

4π2x2
δij −

〈qq〉
12

(1 − i
mq

4
/x)δji

− x2

192
〈qgsσGq〉(1 − i

mq

6
/x)δij

−igs

∫ 1

0

du

ß

/x

16π2x2
Gµν

ij (ux)σµν − iuxµ

4π2x2
Gµν

ij (ux)γν

− imq

32π2
Gµν

ij (ux)σµν

ï

ln(
−x2Λ2

4
) + 2γE

ò™

, (10)

where the subscript q stands for either of u or d quark. It is

written up to dimension 5, where 〈qq〉 is the quark condensate

and 〈qgsσGq〉 the quark-gluon mixed condensate. The first

two terms correspond to the free part and the third and forth

terms to the quark and mixed condensates, respectively. The

integral part represents the one-gluon emission contribution

and Λ is a cutoff which separates the perturbative and non-

perturbative parts. The propagator of the charm quark can be

written as [33, 34]:

Sij
c (x) =

m2
c

4π2

K1

Ä

mc

√
−x2
ä

√
−x2

δij + i
m2

c

4π2

/xK2

Ä

mc

√
−x2
ä

Ä√
−x2
ä2 δij

−gsmc

16π2

∫ 1

0

dvGµν
ij (vx)

[

i(σµν/x+ /xσµν)
K1

Ä

mc

√
−x2
ä

√
−x2

+2σµνK0

Ä

mc

√

−x2
ä

]

− δij〈g2sG2〉
576(2π)2

ß

(i/xmc

−6)
K1(mc

√
−x2)√

−x2
(−x2) +mc(x

2)2
K2(mc

√
−x2)

(
√
−x2)2

™

,

(11)

where Kn(z) is the n-th order modified Bessel function of the

second kind. In 10 and 11 we have

Gµν
ij = Gµν

A λA
ij/2, (12)

where A = 1, 2 . . . 8 and λA are the Gell-Mann matrices.

Here we use the exponential representation of Kn(z) as:

Kn(mc

√
−x2)

(
√
−x2)n

=
1

2

∫

dt

tn+1
e−

mc

2
(t+

x
2

E

t
), (13)

where x2
E = −x2 > 0.

In 6, the coefficients Πi(q
2) can be written as a dispersion

integral as follows:

Πi(q
2) =

∫

ρi(s)

s− q2
ds. (14)

Here ρi are the spectral densities and can be calculated from

the imaginary parts of the Πi functions as:

ρi(s) =
1

π
Im

{

Πi(s)
}

. (15)

Therefore, according to 5, the spectral densities can be de-

composed into ordinary and the intrinsic charm contributions

as:

ρi(s) = N 2
[

ρ
(3q)
i (s) + |α|2ρ(5q)i (s)

]

. (16)

The last step is to match the coefficients of the correspond-

ing Lorentz structures in 6, in both the QCD and physical

sides, which gives us the sum rules for the mass and residue

of the proton. Considering the ordinary |uud〉 part only, after

applying the Borel transformation and continuum subtraction,

as well as using quark hadron duality assumption, one finds

the following sum rules:

λ2
P e

−m
2

P

M2 =

∫ s0

sL

dsρ
(3q)
1 (s)e

−s

M2 ,

λ2
PmP e

−m
2

P

M2 =

∫ s0

sL

dsρ
(3q)
2 (s)e

−s

M2 , (17)

where M2 and s0 are the auxiliary Borel and continuum

threshold parameters for the ordinary |uud〉 part respectively

and sL = (2mu +md)
2. Eliminating the residue between the

above two equations one can find the sum rule for the proton

mass as follows:

[

m
(3q)
P

]2

=

∫ s0

sL
dssρ

(3q)
i (s)e

−s

M2

∫ s0

sL
dsρ

(3q)
i (s)e

−s

M2

. (18)

Then, the intrinsic charm contribution of the proton’s mass

can be added to 18 as:

m2
P = (19)

∫ s0

sL
dssρ

(3q)
i (s)e

−s

M2 + |α|2
∫ s′

0

sL
dssρ

(5q)
i (s)e

−s

M′2

∫ s0

sL
dsρ

(3q)
i (s)e

−s

M2 + |α|2
∫ s′

0

sL
dsρ

(5q)
i (s)e

−s

M′2

,

where M ′2 and s′0 are the Borel parameter and continuum

threshold for the intrinsic charm contribution |uudcc̄〉 respec-

tively.

At low energies, sL ≤ s ≤ s0, the charm component be-

haves as sea quarks and the probability of being observed is

considerably low. But at high energies, sL ≪ s ≤ s′0, it

emerges as valence-like component and can be detected with

an observable probability.

Numerical Analysis The input parameters in the final

sum rule 19 include quark masses and different quark, gluon

and mixed condensates. The condensates are universal non-

perturbative parameters, which are determined according to
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the analyses of many hadronic processes. The values of these

parameters are listed as follows [35–37]:

mu = 2.2+0.5
−0.4 MeV, md = 4.7+0.5

−0.3 MeV,

mc = 1.27± 0.02 GeV,

〈qq〉 = −(0.24± 0.01)3 GeV3,

〈qgsσGq〉 = m2
0〈qq〉,

m2
0 = (0.8± 0.2) GeV2,

〈αsG
2/π〉 = (0.012± 0.004) GeV4,

(20)

Moreover, there are five auxiliary parameters (M2, s0, M ′2,

s′0 and β) which enter the calculations and their working re-

gions have to be determined. We should calculate their work-

ing windows such that the physical quantities be possibly in-

dependent of/have weak dependence on these parameters. The

residual dependencies appear as the uncertainties in the final

results.

The interval for β can be evaluated as follows. Defining

new parameter θ as β = tan θ, and plotting m(3q) and the

OPE of the sum rule for 3q-part as a function of cos θ, one

can find the interval for cos θ where the variations of physical

quantities are relatively small. As an example, we depict the

variation of m(3q) with respect to cos θ in Fig. 1 at average

values of other auxiliary parameters.

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0
cos( )

1000

1100

1200

1300

1400

1500

1600

m(3 q)

FIG. 1. m(3q) (MeV ) as a function of cos θ at average values of

other auxiliary parameters in their working windows.

From our analyses we find the working region −0.46 ≤
cos θ ≤ −0.36 which corresponds to −2.60 ≤ β ≤ −1.91.

To determine the working regions of M2, s0, M ′2 and s′0, we

demand the dominance of Pole Contribution (PC) as well as

OPE convergence. They can be quantify by introducing

PC(j) =
Π(j)(M2

j , s
j
0)

Π(j)(M2
j ,∞)

, (21)

and

R(j)(M2) =
ΠDim(j)(M2

j , s
j
0)

Π(j)(M2
j , s

j
0)

, (22)

where j stands for either 3q- or 5q-components.

ΠDim(j)(M2
j , s

j
0) is the sum of the three highest dimen-

sion operators contributions entered the OPE expansion of

the CF which are 13, 14, 15 for j = 3q and 17, 18, 19 for

j = 5q. For the non-perturbative contributions, the slogans

of the perturbative part exceeds the total non-perturbative

contribution and the higher the dimension of the operator,

the lower its contribution to the OPE expansion are applied.

Quantitatively, we require that the PC obeys PC(j) ≥ 0.5
which is used to determine M2

j(max) at each channel. The

lower limit, M2
j(min), can be found by employing the condi-

tion R(j)(M2
j(min)) ≤ 0.05 for the sum of last three highest

dimensions. The above recipes lead to the following windows

for the auxiliary parameters:

1.05 ≤ M2 ≤ 1.33 (GeV2), 2.15 ≤ s0 ≤ 2.35 (GeV2),

5.0 ≤ M ′2 ≤ 6.0 (GeV2), 24 ≤ s′0 ≤ 26 (GeV2).

(23)

To check how the auxiliary parameters are independent of

s0 M2 β M ′2 s′
0 xcc̄

s 0
M

2
β

M
′2

s′ 0
xc

c̄
1.00 ̄0.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 ̄0.75

̄0.34 1.00 ̄0.06 0.00 0.00 ̄0.15

0.00 ̄0.06 1.00 0.00 0.00 ̄0.41

0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 ̄0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 ̄0.11

̄0.75 ̄0.15 ̄0.41 ̄0.00 ̄0.11 1.00 −0.6

−0.3

0.0

0.3

0.6

0.9

FIG. 2. Symmetric heatmap of the correlation among auxiliary pa-

rameters and xcc̄. Dark green (dark violet) indicates perfect correla-

tion (anti-correlation). White is the intermediate case of no correla-

tion.

each other and how the values of physical quantities are inde-

pendent of these helping parameters, we do a python anal-

yses and plot the resulting heatmap in Fig. 2. From this fig-

ure, it is evident that each auxiliary parameter is completely

correlated with itself (green arrays). Also there is a correla-

tion between M2 and s0 (which are related to the dominant

3q component) as is expected by consistency considerations

[38]. The other auxiliary parameters are independent from

each other.

Now, we proceed to answer the main question of this re-

search work: What is the percentage of the charm content of

the proton? To this end, considering the working windows

of all auxiliary parameters and the values of other inputs, we

equate the mass of the proton in 19 to the world average of

the experimental mass of the proton presented in PDG [35].
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This leads to xcc̄ = (1.36 ± 0.64)% which is, within the un-

certainties, in accord with the estimation of NNPDF collab-

oration [28]. The error presented in the result is due to the

uncertainties in the calculations of the windows for the auxil-

iary parameters as well as errors of other inputs. The amount

of correlation of xcc̄ to the auxiliary parameters are shown in

Fig. 2 as well. The maximum dependence of xcc̄ is on s0. We

see a middle correlation to β and a mild correlation to M2 and

s′0. The correlation of xcc̄ to M ′2 is negligible.

Although there are several estimations on the charm content

of the proton in the literature discussed in the Introduction, to

our best knowledge, this is the first analytical calculation to

determine the amount of the charm-anti-charm content of the

proton.

Conclusions We, for the first time, used an analytic method

to determine the contribution of the |uudcc̄〉 component in the

structure of the proton. The other methods that have estimated

this contribution so far have been based on the global analy-

ses of the hard-scattering experimental cross-section data. We

found a xcc̄ = (1.36 ± 0.64)% for the contribution of this

component in the proton using the two-point QCDSR method.

This result, within the presented uncertainties, is matched to

the prediction of the NNPDF collaboration, and is compatible

in the upper limit with the one obtained using CTEQ global

analysis. Our result persuades further dedicated studies of in-

trinsic charm at future experiments like AFTER@LHC [30–

32] and the fixed-target programs of LHCb [39]. If confirmed

experimentally, it provides more insights into the structure and

properties of the proton.
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Chapter 1
Measuring H0 with Spectroscopic Surveys

Mikhail M. Ivanov and Oliver H. E. Philcox

Abstract Galaxy surveys map the three-dimensional distribution of matter in the
Universe, encoding information about both the primordial cosmos and its subse-
quent evolution. By comparing the angular and physical scales of features in the
galaxy distribution, we can compute the physical distance to the sample, and thus
extract the Hubble parameter, H0. In this chapter, we discuss how this is performed
in practice, introducing two key “standard rulers”. The first, the sound horizon at re-
combination, leads to baryon acoustic oscillations, and, by combining with external
data from the CMB or Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, leads to a competitive H0 con-
straint. Information can also be extracted from the physical scale of the horizon at
matter-radiation equality; though somewhat less constraining, this depends on very
different physics and is an important validation test of the physical model. We dis-
cuss how both such constraints can be derived (using “template” and “full-shape”
methodologies), and present a number of recent constraints from the literature, some
of which are comparable in precision to (and independent from) Planck. Finally, we
discuss future prospects for improving these constraints in the future.

1.1 Introduction

Spectroscopic surveys map out the large-scale structure (hereafter LSS) of the Uni-
verse through the distribution of galaxies. By measuring the positions and redshifts
of a wide variety of galaxies, we can build a three-dimensional map of the galaxy
overdensity, which, on comparatively large-scales, traces the underlying density of
dark matter [e.g., 1]. As such, spectroscopic surveys can be used to place constraints
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on physics operating in the early Universe (which set the initial conditions for mat-
ter clustering), and at late times (through the growth of structure). In this chapter,
we will discuss how they can be used to place competitive constraints on the Hubble
parameter, H0.

Since the late 1970s, there have been a wealth of galaxy redshift surveys, with the
current state-of-the-art public data (from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey [2]) contain-
ing around one-million objects in the Northern sky. These are primarily analyzed
through clustering statistics, the simplest of which are the power spectrum, P(k),
or two-point correlation function, ξ (r), encoding the distribution of pairs of objects
on some characteristic scale r or 2π/k (k denotes perturbations’ wavenumber). In
the coming decade the data volume will greatly increase, both due to ground-based
(DESI, and, potentially, others such as MegaMapper) and space-based (SPHEREx,
Euclid, Roman, and Rubin) missions [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. With increasing survey vol-
ume comes tighter constraints on cosmological parameters; as such, we may expect
to yield sub-percent measurements of the Hubble parameter from a variety of probes
in the near future.

As for the cosmic microwave background (CMB), spectroscopic H0 constraints
arise from the combination of observed and physical scales, through the canon-
ical ‘standard ruler’ mechanism. An important question, therefore, is which scales
should be used. To be an accurate probe of H0, a standard ruler must be: (a) precisely
predicted form theory, and (b) well measured by experiment. In LSS, there are two
candidates: the particle horizon scale at the epoch of matter-radiation equality (at
zeq ≈ 3600) [e.g., 9] and the sound horizon at recombination (strictly, at baryon
drag, zd ≈ 1060) [e.g., 10, 11] Each is straightforward to predict, and leaves de-
tectable signatures in the observed galaxy clustering statistics, primarily (and fortu-
itously) concentrated in the linear regime. Whilst one could concoct other physical
scales (such as that of Silk damping, or dark-energy-matter equality), the above are
the simplest in practice in the context of galaxy surveys.

Mathematically, the directly observed angular size of a feature, ∆θ is related to
the theoretically predicted physical size, r, via

∆θfeature ≡
rfeature

(1+ z)DA(z)
, (1.1)

where DA(z) is the angular diameter distance to the galaxy survey at some redshift
z. If the feature is primordial, rfeature does not depend on physics operating at late
times, however DA(z) does, thus the measurement is not strictly ‘early’ in nature.

Let us use the following heuristic argument to understand where the sensitivity
to H0 comes from. Inserting the form of the angular diameter distance in Eq. (1.1)
and assuming a flat Universe (for simplicity alone), we find

H0 =
∆θfeature

rfeature

∫ z

0

dz′

E(z′)
, (1.2)

where E2(z) = Ωm,0(1+ z)3 +Ωr,0(1+ z)4 +ΩΛ ≡ H2(z)/H2
0 . Eq. (1.2) gives the

rough idea on how the combination of a measured rfeature and an observed ∆θfeature
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yields H0 (given the cosmological expansion history); equivalently, the angular mea-
surements translate (roughly) to constraints on rfeatureH0. In the below, we will dis-
cuss our two possibilities for the standard ruler feature, including their physical ori-
gin and non-linear evolution, and present the various associated H0 measurements,
as well as their limitations and future prospects.1

1.2 Baryon Acoustic Oscillations

1.2.1 Theoretical Background

Prior to recombination, the Universe is filled with a strongly interacting photon-
baryon fluid, pressure-supported against. As with any fluid, this is filled with sound
waves, on some characteristic scale rs, seeded by early Universe inhomogeneities.
As the Universe cools and free electrons combine with protons in recombination,
the fluid decouples (at the baryon drag redshift z ≈ zd ∼ 1060) and the photon-
baryon oscillations cease to propagate, effectively ‘freezing’ the sound waves at the
sound-horizon scale, rs(zd) ≡ rd . During the subsequent evolution of the Universe,
this characteristic inhomogeneity is transferred to the dark matter distribution by
gravitational interactions, yielding an excess of clustering at late-times.

Physically, these features (dubbed ‘baryon acoustic oscillations’, hereafter BAO)
source a peak in the two-point correlation function at r∼ rd , or an oscillatory feature
in the galaxy power spectrum at k ∼ 2π/rd . The precise sound horizon scale can be
computed explicitly:

rs(z) =
∫

∞

z
dz′

cs(z)
H(z′)

, (1.3)

with the sound speed cs ≈ c
[
3+9/4ρb/ργ

]−1/2, where ρb,γ are baryon and photon
densities. All quantities in the above can be estimated precisely given cosmological
parameters (such as those measured by Planck), and are principally sensitive to
the physical baryon density, ωb, since the photon density is strongly constrained
from the CMB monopole. Assuming the Planck ΛCDM cosmology, we find rd ∼
105h−1Mpc, with an approximate cosmology dependence of [12]

rd ≈
55.154exp

[
−72.3(ων ,0 +0.0006)2

]
ω0.25351

m,0 ω0.12807
b,0

Mpc , (1.4)

where ωm,0,ωb,0,ων ,0 denote the current physical densities of matter (i.e. dark mat-
ter + baryons), baryons, and neutrinos.

1 We caution that for the minimal ΛCDM model, and for probes of cosmological fluctuations such
as the CMB and LSS, ΩΛ ,Ωm etc. implicitely depend on H0, so that Eq. (1.2) does not actually
define the Hubble constant.
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Whilst (1.3) accurately predicts the BAO scale at decoupling, various physical
effects could alter its manifestation in the late-time galaxy correlators. Firstly, the
amplitude of oscillatory features decays with time due to bulk flows, i.e. the large-
scale motion of matter in the post-recombination Universe. At late-times, the oscil-
latory part of the linear power spectrum, Posc

L , (which contains the BAO wiggles), is
suppressed according to

Posc
L (k,z)→ e−k2Σ2(z)Posc

L (k,z), (1.5)

Σ 2(z) = 1
6π2

∫
Λ

0 d pPL(p,z)[1− j0(prd)+2 j2(prd)] , (1.6)

where Λ ≈ 0.1hMpc−1 is the IR cutoff scale, j`(x) are spherical Bessel functions
and Σ(z) is BAO damping scales extracted via a systematic theoretical procedure
called IR resummation [13, 14, 15, 16, 17] (also see [18, 19] for early work on the
subject). When extracting the BAO signal from data, it is important to include such
a suppression to avoid biased results. We note that this is not included in simple
parametrizations such as HaloFit.

Secondly, gravitational evolution modulates the clustering of matter at late times,
causing various physical effects such as halo formation, which impact the galaxy
power spectrum. This is important for H0 determination, since non-linear physics
could alter the position of peaks in the galaxy power spectrum, from which the
absolute distance scale is extracted via (1.2). In practice, the effects of this are
small, though not negligible [e.g., 10, 20]. Non-linear effects yield a (cosmology-
dependent)∼ 0.5% shift in the BAO scale whose small amplitude is itself somewhat
of an accident in ΛCDM [16, 17, 21]. In practice, one often marginalizes over non-
linear contributions to the power spectrum, whilst assuming the BAO to be deter-
mined only by linear physics (plus damping) [e.g. 22]. This is sufficiently accurate
for current surveys, but will not suffice in the future.

1.2.2 Extracting the BAO Feature

1.2.2.1 Template Analyses

To infer H0 from the BAO feature, it has become commonplace to use template (or
scaling) analyses, based on the measurement of Alcock-Paczynski parameters [e.g.,
22, 23]. This involves a theoretical templates for the BAO feature, such that the
oscillatory part of the power spectrum (or equivalently correlation function), takes
the form

Pobs(k‖,k⊥) ∝ Ptemplate(k‖/α‖,k⊥/α⊥), (1.7)

where we parametrize the three-dimensional space by k‖,k⊥ (relative to some line-
of-sight direction), where the Alcock-Paczynski parameters are defined as
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α‖ =
Hfid(z)rfid

d
H(z)rd

α⊥ =
DA(z)rfid

d

Dfid
A (z)rd

(1.8)

These encode both the physical BAO scale, rd , and the distance to the galaxy sample,
via DA(z) (tangential) or H(z) (radial, through velocities), and are normalized such
that α‖,⊥ = 1 if the reference cosmology (used to define the templates) matches the
truth. We caution that these parameters assume that the position of the BAO peak is
not altered by non-linear physics.

In practice, one must additionally account for non-oscillatory effects contributing
to the power spectrum, including galaxy bias, the fingers-of-God effect, and redshift-
space distortions. Incorporating these effects (usually via some phenomenological
framework, or with perturbation theory) gives rise to a full theoretical model for
the galaxy power spectrum depending on a number of free parameters, including
α‖,α⊥. Fitting this model to data then yields the best-fit parameters, themselves
encoding H(z)rd and DA(z)/rd . Though these are usually said to be cosmology-
independent, we caution that their estimation does require theoretical modeling to
define the templates. If the templates are far from the truth, or new physics is at
work that alters the BAO features, (1.7) breaks down, thus one cannot extract H0-
dependent quantities directly from the measured Alcock-Paczynski parameters. In
practice, the former effect is small, assuming the background cosmology to be rela-
tively well known.

The output of this procedure is measurements of the cosmological quantities
H(z)rd and DA(z)/rd . Alone, these do not measure H0, due to a perfect H0rd degen-
eracy; practically, they are measuring only the angular size of the BAO feature. As
mentioned above, one requires also the physical size. Combining these constraints
with knowledge of rd , within ΛCDM or some other model (such as early dark en-
ergy), one can break the degeneracy and measure H0 directly. This is usually done
by combining with the CMB [e.g., 22], or with Big Bang Nucleosynthesis probes
[e.g., 24], both of which place strong constraints on ωb, and hence rd . The resulting
constraints on H0 will be discussed in §1.4.

Whilst the above discussion has focused on measuring quantities from the ob-
served galaxy power spectrum, it has become commonplace for survey analyses to
include also data from the “reconstructed” power spectrum [25]. In this instance,
one first performs a catalog-level transformation of the data, effectively ‘undoing’
the large-scale bulk flows which lead to smearing of the BAO feature. This can
be performed robustly, and increases the signal-to-noise of oscillatory features by
reducing the damping given in (1.5). The resulting BAO peak is well described by
(weakly damped) linear theory (although we stress that the underlying physics relies
on approximate cancellations between non-linear contributions), and can be used to
enhance constraints on H(z)rd and DA(z)/rd . At low redshifts (where the damping
is significant), this can bolster constraints by up to ∼ 40%.
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1.2.2.2 Full-Shape Analyses

In the above formalism, the galaxy power spectrum is analyzed using a phenomeno-
logical model, effectively discarding any information besides the BAO feature. An
alternative approach, which has found favor in recent years, is to instead model the
entire power spectrum theoretically (not just the wiggles), from which a range of
cosmological information can be extracted, including H0 [e.g., 26, 27]. This is made
possible via theoretical efforts such as the Effective Field Theory of Large Scale
Structure (hereafter EFT, [e.g., 28, 29, 30, 31, 32]), which provides a first principles
prediction for the galaxy power spectrum, Pgg(k;θ), based on perturbation theory
and symmetry arguments, operating in the linear and mildly non-linear regime. This
depends on a parameter vector θ , which encompasses cosmology, galaxy bias, and
other nuisance parameters. By fitting Pgg(k;θ) to the data directly, we obtain a pos-
terior for θ , and thus obtain constraints on the underlying cosmological parameters.
Since the theory model depends on the cosmological initial conditions and subse-
quent evolution, it naturally picks up H0 information through the BAO feature (and
the equality scale, as discussed below), including both the physical size (from the-
ory) and the angular size (distorted due to some choice of reference cosmology).

Full-shape analyses are naturally dependent on the cosmological model; how-
ever, this is not a limitation, since one can construct predictions in any framework,
be it ΛCDM or beyond, with extension parameters including early dark energy,
modified gravity, and massive neutrinos. As far as H0 is concerned, the approach is
similar to a template fitting, but the templates themselves are dynamically varied,
and thus depend on cosmological parameters such as Ωm and (through the wig-
gle damping), ωb. Rather than predicting derived parameters such as H(z)rd), full-
shape analyses can predict the underlying H0 parameter (or some other combination
of cosmological parameters, such as the CMB temperature, or angular sound hori-
zon), since the physical forms of DA(z), H(z), and rd are baked into the model.
To extract H0 with template-based approaches, external information on these func-
tions must be supplied, thus BAO measurements are analyzed jointly with Planck,
or some other external data-set, which provide estimates of the Ωm (ωb) parame-
ters needed to determine DA and H (rd). In the full-shape case, both the parameters
can be constrained from the data directly (through coordinate distortions and peak
heights), though it is usually commonplace to supplement the survey with external
ωb information coming from the CMB or Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) con-
straints [e.g., 33]. In the limit of a well-measured BAO feature, the precision of our
output constraint on H0 is fully limited by our knowledge of ωb, through the rd(ωb)
relation: if this is not measured with full-shape approaches (which themselves give
only comparatively weak constraints), we may not see large improvements in H0
constraints if the external BBN information does not increase in precision.

As for template analyses, it is possible to consider the reconstructed power spec-
trum in the full-shape context. Once again, our logic is that reconstruction acts to
sharpen the BAO oscillations by shifting information into the two-point function
from the higher-point correlators, thus capturing H0 information that would usually
be found only in the bispectrum and above. Though several works have considered
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the full-shape modeling of the reconstructed power spectrum [34, 35, 36, 37, 38],
it is highly non-trivial, and depends strongly on the particular flavor of reconstruc-
tion applied (quickly becoming unwieldy for multi-step reconstruction procedures).
Given that the aim of reconstruction is to sharpen the BAO feature, and not to undo
non-linear effects in the bulk flow (which it is known to perform poorly at, with
non-linear formation being distorted by the necessary smoothing [39]), it is thus
appropriate to employ a hybrid approach, performing a template analysis of the re-
constructed power spectrum and a full-shape analysis of the data, pre-reconstruction
[e.g., 40, 41]. This proceeds by measuring Alcock-Paczynski parameters from the
former (effectively acting as a data compression step), and performing a joint cos-
mological analysis of these with the measured power spectrum multipoles in a
ΛCDM (or beyond) context, including the covariance between the two. This has
been shown to bolster H0 information from full-shape analyses by up to ∼ 40%
[40], and avoids the difficulty in modeling broadband reconstruction artifacts.

1.3 Matter-Radiation Equality

1.3.1 Theoretical Background

Around z ≈ 3600, the dynamics of the Universe change from being dominated by
radiation pressure, to being dominated by matter (both baryonic and dark). The
characteristic redshift is straightforward to determine by setting equal the density
of photons and matter, Ωm,0(1+ z)3 = Ωr,0(1+ z)4 (treating neutrinos as relativis-
tic), where the radiation density is set by the current temperature of the CMB, as
measured by FIRAS.2 The horizon scale is set by the light horizon at this time,

req =
∫

∞

zeq
dz′

c
H(z′)

, (1.9)

with the Fourier-space scale being approximately

keq = (2ΩmH2
0 zeq)

1/2, zeq = 2.5×104
Ωmh2

Θ
−4
2.7 (1.10)

[43], where Θ2.7 is the CMB temperature in 2.7K units. This is a precisely known
scale that acts as a second standard-ruler for H0 analyses (dependent only on the
physical matter density Ωmh2).

Physically, the equality scale corresponds to a turn-over of the matter power spec-
trum at wavenumbers k ∼ keq, as described by the Meszaros equation. Whilst the
turnover predominantly occurs on larger scales than can be robustly probed in many
spectroscopic analyses (except for quasar samples, and SPHEREx, though it will be
subject to significant cosmic variance and systematic penalities), its signature can be

2 Note that physical moment of matter-radiation equality is determined by the invariant matter-to-
photon ratio and does not actually depend on the current CMB temperature [42].
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seen also on somewhat larger scales, due to a ln2(k/keq) feature in the matter power
spectrum at k ≥ keq. These scales are concentrated in the linear regime, which sig-
nificantly simplifies modeling, especially given that the feature is spectrally smooth,
unlike the easy-to-distinguish BAO oscillations.

As before, we practically measure the ratio of the observed and theoretical equal-
ity scale: by the above arguments, this imparts a degeneracy h∼ ∆θeqkeq, thus we in
practice constrain the combination Ωmh, usually denoted Γ . The notion that galaxy
surveys are sensitive to this scale arose significantly before the interest in the BAO
feature, with measurements of Γ being a primary target of the spectroscopic sur-
veys of the 1990s and early 2000s [44, 45], though interest in its use as a BAO-
independent probe of H0 is comparatively recent.

1.3.2 Extracting Equality

As for the BAO feature, one can proceed to measure the equality scale via template
based approaches, by constructing some phenomenological model for the low-k
galaxy power spectrum, or from full-shape analyses. In this instance, most of the
constraints have been derived using full-shape approaches, though there has been
some work employed to connect the equality scale to effects parameters in the
‘ShapeFit’ formalism [46]. Though one could proceed to analyze only the galaxy
power spectrum in the linear regime, it is usually preferred to utilize the whole
EFTofLSS full-shape methodology to extract H0 from the equality scale, since this
(a) calibrates the galaxy bias parameters from quasi-linear scales, (b) naturally in-
cludes any non-linear contributions relevant at low-k, allowing their differentiation
from the equality features in the transfer function.

In practice, applying full-shape modeling to the galaxy power spectrum (and be-
yond) picks up information from both the equality and sound-horizon scales, since
both enter the theory model Pgg(k,θ). To isolate the equality feature, one employ
measures to remove the BAO features; it is not sufficient to simply employ a scale
cut, since there is some overlap between the smooth equality feature and the first
BAO wiggle. Noting that the BAO-derived H0 information depends strongly on
sound-horizon calibration through ωb information, one option is to simply perform
the analysis without an external prior on ωb [47]. This is sufficient for current sur-
veys (where the external information is much more precise than the ωb measured in-
ternally, e.g., by BAO wiggle heights), but this will cease to be the case in the future,
due to higher precision survey data. In this case, one may effectively marginalize
over the oscillatory features, yielding an equality-only constraint on H0 [48]. No-
tably that these measurements are naturally dependent on the choice of model used
to analyze them (since one requires a prediction for Pgg(k) in terms of Γ ≡ Ωmh),
however, this is rarely a limitation since one can straightforwardly test any theoreti-
cal model of interest within the formalism, and, furthermore, there is very different
dependence on the cosmological model to BAO analyses, e.g., the measurement
would be largely unaffected by changes in sound-horizon physics.
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As described above, equality-based measurements are practically sensitive to
Γ ≡ Ωmh, thus H0 determination requires some additional constraint on Ωm (and,
to a lesser extent, ns). This can be done within the survey itself, principally through
coordinate distortions and redshift evolution, or externally. In the latter case, one
can place a prior on Ωm from uncalibrated BAO measurements or supernovae dis-
tance constraints (both of which measure the relative expansion rate, without H0
calibration). We finally note that an analogous procedure can be used to constrain
H0 from photometric surveys or CMB lensing. The same does not hold for the BAO
feature, since the projection integrals tend to wash out such features; indeed this
allows straightforward baryon-independent H0 constraints to be wrought.

1.4 Measurements

Having discussed the physics behind spectroscopic H0 constraints, we now present a
number of recent constraints from both the BAO and equality scales. For tractability,
we will specialize to analyses performed on BOSS data and beyond. A representa-
tive (though not necessarily complete) set of constraints are shown in Figs. 1.1& 1.2,
which indicate the plurality of work on the subject, particularly given that most re-
sults are derived from the same data-sets (BOSS and/or eBOSS clustering). In all
cases, we assume a ΛCDM cosmology, unless otherwise specified.

We first consider discuss sound-horizon-based constraints on H0, as derived
via template fitting. This is the preferred mode of analysis for the BOSS and
eBOSS surveys, with the major data-product being a set of H(z)rd and DA(z)/rd
measurements at the effective redshifts of the relevant data sets. As discussed
above, these can be combined with external ‘shape’ information from the cos-
mic microwave background or Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (effectively fixing ωb),
to break the rd-degeneracy and extract H0 directly. The official BOSS analysis
(combining with Planck ) finds (67.6± 0.5)kms−1Mpc−1 [22]; this is updated to
(67.6±0.4)kms−1Mpc−1 with the inclusion of eBOSS data [49] (see also [12, 50]).
Removing Planck information leads to broader constraints (since Planck tightly
constrains rd and Ωm as well as H0 itself, through BAO features), with [24] find-
ing (67.5±1.1)kms−1Mpc−1, reducing to (67.6±1.0)kms−1Mpc−1 with eBOSS
[51] (see also [52]).

Full-shape analyses make use of both sound-horizon and matter-radiation-equality
standard rulers, which can yield tight constraints without explicit Planck calibration
(see also the ShapeFit approach, which captures similar information in a template-
based approach [46, 53], finding (67.9+0.7

−0.4)kms−1Mpc−1 with BOSS, eBOSS and
Planck). A wide variety of full-shape H0 constraints exist, predominantly differ-
ing in their choice of cosmological priors and supplementary datasets. For exam-
ple, [54] find (68.7± 1.5)kms−1Mpc−1 from the BOSS DR12 power spectrum
with a Planck prior on the baryon density (see also [27, 55]). Constraining the
spectral slope to that measured by Planck improves constraints by ∼ 40%, with
consistent results found from both Planck and BBN ωb priors, and three major
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30 40 50 60 70 80 90
H0 [km s 1 Mpc 1]

Full Shape (BAO + Equality)
CDM

BOSS P Colas+20
BOSS P  + ns Ivanov+20a
BOSS P  + ns Wadekar+20
BOSS P  + ns Chen+22a
BOSS P  + b/ c + ns d'Amico+20
BOSS P  + Inflated BBN Troster+20
BOSS P Ivanov+20b
BOSS P  + BAO Philcox+20a
BOSS P  + BAO + ns Philcox+20a
BOSS P  + BAO + ns Chen+22a
BOSS Zhang+22b
BOSS  + BAO Zhang+22a
BOSS P + P d'Amico+22a
BOSS P  + P  + BAO Ivanov+22a
BOSS P  + BAO + C g + ns Chen+22b
BOSS P  + P  + B0 + BAO Philcox+22a
BOSS P  + P  + B0 + BAO + ns Philcox+22a
BOSS P  + B d'Amico+22b
BOSS P  + P  + B  + BAO Philcox+23
BOSS P  + P  + B  + BAO + ns Philcox+23
eBOSS-ELG P Ivanov 21
eBOSS-QSO P  + ns Chudaykin+23
eBOSS-QSO P  + ns Simon+22
BOSS + eBOSS-QSO P  + Inflated BBN Semenaite+22
BOSS + eBOSS-QSO P  + ns Semenaite+22
BOSS + eBOSS-QSO P  + BAO + SNe Simon+22
BOSS + eBOSS P Neveux+22
BOSS + eBOSS P  + ns Neveux+22
BOSS + eBOSS-ELG P  + BAO Ivanov 21

o CDM
BOSS P  + BAO Chudaykin+21a
BOSS P  + BAO Vagnozzi+22

wCDM
BOSS P  + BAO Chudaykin+21a
BOSS P  + BAO + SNe d'Amico+21b

w0wa CDM
BOSS P  + BAO Chudaykin+21a

EDE
BOSS P Ivanov+20c
BOSS P  + BAO Reeves+23
BOSS P  + BAO + SN d'Amico+21a
BOSS P  + SPT Chudaykin+21b
BOSS P  + ACT + SNe d'Amico+21a

CDM+Neff
BOSS P  + P  + BAO + B0 + SPT Chudaykin+22

Other
BOSS P  + P  + BAO + B0 + SPT (Phantom DE) Chudaykin+22
BOSS P  + P  + BAO + B0 + SPT (Transitional DE) Chudaykin+22
BOSS P  + BAO (IDE) Nunes+22
BOSS P  + BAO + SNe (Quintessence) d'Amico+21c

Fig. 1.1: Summary plot of recent H0 measurements from spectroscopic data,
alongisde the Planck CMB-only posterior (black) and SH0ES results (blue). In each
case, we plot the 1σ bound on H0 from the given analysis. Results shown in blue
include a BBN prior on ωb, whilst those in green use an ωb prior from Planck.
Measurements shown in red are combined with the full Planck dataset. In each
case we list the datasets used, with P⊥ indicating real-space power spectrum prox-
ies, B` indicating bispectrum multipoles, and Cκg

` indicating a galaxy-lensing cross
spectrum. Entries denoted ‘+ SNe’ add supernova Ωm information from Pantheon or
PantheonPlus, whilst ‘+ ns’ indicates use of the Planck prior on ns. This figure shows
only full-shape results (which naturally include both BAO and equality information;
Fig. 1.2 shows the other measurements.
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30 40 50 60 70 80 90
H0 [km s 1 Mpc 1]

Full Shape (Equality)

CDM
BOSS P  + SNe Philcox+21a
BOSS P  + SNe Farren+22

BOSS P  + Planck-lensing + SNe Philcox+22b
BOSS P  + Planck-lensing + SNe Smith+22

EDE
BOSS P  + Planck-lensing + SNe Smith+22

CDM + Neff
BOSS P  + Planck-lensing + SNe Smith+22

Template (BAO)

CDM
BOSS Schoneberg+19
BOSS Alam+17
BOSS + SNe Alam+17

BOSS + eBOSS Schoneberg+22
BOSS + eBOSS Alam+21
BOSS + eBOSS (ShapeFit) Brieden+22
BOSS + eBOSS + SNe Alam+21

eBOSS QSO-Lya Blomqvist+19
BOSS + eBOSS Alam+21
BOSS + eBOSS Cuceu+19
BOSS + eBOSS (ShapeFit) Brieden+21
BOSS + eBOSS + ns (ShapeFit) Brieden+22

o CDM
BOSS + SNe Alam+17
BOSS + eBOSS + SNe Alam+21
BOSS + eBOSS + ns (ShapeFit) Brieden+22

wCDM
BOSS + SNe Alam+17
BOSS + eBOSS + SNe Alam+21
BOSS + eBOSS + ns (ShapeFit) Brieden+22

w0waCDM
BOSS + SNe Alam+17
BOSS + eBOSS + ns (ShapeFit) Brieden+22

CDM+Neff
BOSS + SNe Alam+17
BOSS Schoneberg+19

Template (Equality)

CDM
BOSS + eBOSS Brieden+22
eBOSS-QSO + SNe Bahr-Kalus+23
eBOSS-QSO + Uncalibrated-BAO Bahr-Kalus+23

Fig. 1.2: As Fig. 1.1, but displaying results from other types of measurement; full-
shape equality measurements, template BAO constraints, and template equality re-
sults. The colors are as before. Results obtained using the ‘ShapeFit’ compression
scheme are indicated explicitly.
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analysis teams [26, 27, 41, 56]. Combining with the full Planck dataset yields
(68.0+0.7

−0.5)kms−1Mpc−1 [57]).
The above results can be improved further by folding in information from the

reconstructed power spectrum (which is standard practice in template analyses).
As shown in [40], this improves constraints by another ∼ 40%, with BOSS DR12
+ BBN yielding (67.8± 0.7)kms−1Mpc−1 or (68.6± 1.1)kms−1Mpc−1 with and
without ns priors (see also [41, 58]). A variety of extensions to these approaches
have been performed, for example the inclusion of the configuration-space correla-
tion function [41, 59], a proxy for the real-space power spectrum [60, 61] (also see
[62, 63, 64, 65]), lensing-galaxy cross correlations [66], the bispectrum monopole
[67], and the bispectrum multipoles [68, 69]. The most recent result, combining the
BOSS power spectrum, reconstructed power spectrum, real-space power spectrum,
and bispectrum multipoles, yields (68.2± 0.8)kms−1Mpc−1 [68]. This is consis-
tent with the official BOSS results and those from Planck. Similar results can be
obtained using eBOSS data, both from the ELG [70], QSO [70, 71, 72, 73, 74], and
combined samples [74, 75], though their individual constraining power is weaker
than that of BOSS.

Finally, we consider H0 constraints which derive information only from the
equality scale. Since this ruler suffers from increased cosmic variance and requires
Ωm calibration, the constraints are generally weaker than for the BAO, though can
still be used to facilitate interesting tests of the cosmological model [48]. From tem-
plate based analyses of the BOSS and eBOSS data with BBN information, we find
(70.1+1.9

−2.1)kms−1Mpc−1 using the ‘ShapeFit’ formalism [76], whilst results from
the eBOSS quasars yield the broad constraint (64.8+8.4

−7.8)kms−1Mpc−1 [77]. In full-
shape analyses, one can isolate the equality information either by omitting the ωb
prior, or by explicit marginalization; combining BOSS with CMB lensing and ‘Pan-
theon+’ supernovae, yields the final constraint (64.8+2.2

−2.5)kms−1Mpc−1 , which is
sound-horizon-independent but consistent with BAO constraints and Planck (see
also [9, 47, 48, 78].

Whilst the above results have been derived in a ΛCDM framework, similar anal-
yses are possible in any other cosmological model of choice. For the template anal-
yses, one reinterprets the H(z)rd and DA(z)/rd constraints with the updated model
for growth and rd , though we caution that this requires the desired cosmology to be
relatively close to Planck, since one assumed a ΛCDM model to generate the tem-
plates. In contrast, full-shape analyses can be extended by changing the underlying
model used in computation of the linear power spectrum (and, if necessary, late-
time evolution). A wide variety of alternative cosmologies have been considered,
such as non-flat universes, varying dark energy, early dark energy, varying Neff, in-
teracting dark energy, quintessence, et cetera [22, 49, 53], full-shape BOSS [usually
with Planck]: [79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87]. In general, these give consistent
constraints to those in ΛCDM but with broader errors, due to the additional degrees
of freedom in the model.
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1.5 Summary & Future Prospects

Spectroscopic surveys can be utilized to provide stringent constraints on the Uni-
verse’s structure, composition, and expansion rate. In this chapter, we have dis-
cussed their ability to measure the latter, through standard rulers provided by baryon
acoustic oscillations and the transition from radiation- to matter-domination. In each
case, one observes a characteristic angular size in the galaxy distribution (either di-
rectly or indirectly) which is compared to a theoretical computation, with the ratio
giving an (inverse) absolute distance measurement, at known redshift. Historically,
interest has focussed on the BAO signal analyzed by way of scaling templates; more
recently, theoretical and computational advances have led to H0 being directly ex-
tracted from the spectrum (through implicit standard ruler constraints) using full-
shape methodologies. To date, these measurements have allowed for tight bounds
on the Universe’s expansion rate, with the BOSS survey yielding CMB-independent
∼ 1.6% constraints on H0 [e.g., 68], which is of comparable width to the Planck
posterior.

It is interesting to discuss how such measurements will evolve in the future (see
Fig. 1.3 for a selection of representative forecasts). In the coming years, both DESI
[3] and Euclid [6] will measure the redshifts of hundreds of millions of galaxies,
providing precise mapping of the BAO parameters H(z)rd and DA(z)/rd from low
to intermediate redshifts; moreover, surveys such as SPHEREx [5] will add signif-
icant low-redshift measurements, and, more futuristically, proposed space missions
including MegaMapper [4] can yield a tight high-redshift extension. According to
[52], five years of DESI data will lead to a tight BAO-derived H0 constraint of
σ(H0) = 0.33kms−1Mpc−1 via template methods, working at fixed ωb (noting that
the DESI white paper does not present H0 constraints directly [3]), whilst the same
paper gives σ(H0) = 0.21kms−1Mpc−1 from Euclid. As before, there are a plethora
of forecasted constraints, with varying analysis choices: for example, the official Eu-
clid forecast indicates a full-shape power spectrum constraint of 0.63kms−1Mpc−1

[88] (without external priors), tightening to 0.37kms−1Mpc−1 in conjunction with
weak lensing and photometric surveys, or 0.12kms−1Mpc−1, additionally adding in
future CMB data [89] (see also [48, 90, 91, 92, 93]). For SPHEREx, no official H0
forecast has been made, but one can expect similar results to DESI and Euclid spec-
troscopy, but with most information coming from lower redshifts. In the future, sur-
veys such as MegaMapper could yield σ(H0) = 0.36kms−1Mpc−1 alone, or three
times tighter with CMB data, though the precise forecasts depend on which param-
eters are being varied (e.g., Neff,Mν ) [93, 94]. We note that many of these results
are naturally reliant on the ωb calibration (with BBN yielding a ≈ 1.6% constraint
[33]), thus, if this is tightened further (for example from better BBN measurements),
one may expect a tighter increase still.

From the equality scale, we may also expect significant improvements in the
future. A forecast for Euclid found σ(H0) = 0.72kms−1Mpc−1 [48], which is only
some 40% tighter than the BAO measurement (without reconstruction). We find that
the two scales will be more balanced in terms of constraining power in the future,
in the absence of tighter BBN calibration. As such, many of the above full-shape
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2 1 0 1 2 3
H0 [km s 1 Mpc 1]

DESI
Template Wang+17

Full-Shape P  (+Neff) Sailer+21
Full-Shape P  (+Neff) Sailer+21

Full-Shape P  + SO + PUMA (+Neff) Sailer+21

Euclid
Template Wang+17
Template Farren+21

Full-Shape P Blanchard+20
Full-Shape P Farren+21
Full-Shape P  (+Neff) Sailer+21

Full-Shape P  + B0 Chudaykin+19
Full-Shape P  + B0 Chudaykin+19
Full-Shape P  + SNe Zhang+19
Full-Shape P  + SNe + SKA Zhang+19
Full-Shape P  + SO (+Neff) Sailer+21

Full-Shape P  + WL Blanchard+20
Full-Shape P  + WL + SO Ilic+22
Full-Shape P  + WL + SKA Sprenger+19

Equality P Farren+21

MegaMapper
Full-Shape P Ferraro+22
Full-Shape P  (+Neff) Sailer+21

Full-Shape P  + SO + DESI (+Neff) Sailer+21

Fig. 1.3: As Fig. 1.1, but displaying a collection of H0 forecasts for future experi-
ments from the literature. As before, constraints marked in blue include (current)
BBN priors on ωb, those in green add Planck priors on ωb, whilst those in red com-
bine with the full Planck posterior. Here, we group forecasts by instrument, with
the captions denoting the forecasting set-up. ‘WL’ indicates the inclusion of weak
lensing information, whilst SO and SKA refer to the Simons Observatory and the
Square Kilometer Array.
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constraints are importantly impacted by equality-scale information. Finally, we note
that a variety of other measurements will appear soon, both from additional galaxy
surveys, such as Rubin and Roman [7, 8], as well as other probes including 21cm
emission, line-intensity mapping, radio surveys, and beyond.

The coming measurements will open up a wealth of tests of the cosmological
model. Firstly, BAO analyses allow one to map the H(z)rd and DA(z)/rd derived
parameters across a large swathe of redshifts, facilitating robust consistency tests of
the low-redshift Universe; the same is true for full-shape derived constraints if we
search for trends in the H0 posteriors from different redshift samples. Secondly, the
consistency of equality and BAO H0 constraints has been previously shown to be a
powerful diagnostic test of new physics in the early Universe, due to the different
dependence on redshifts and recombination-scale physics. For now, the tests are
weak, but with future surveys such as Euclid, one could potentially rule out many
such models [48]. Furthermore, the two rulers are symbiotic; it is only by combining
all sets of information available that we can obtain the strongest bounds on H0, and
thus physics new and old.
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[5] O. Doré et al., Cosmology with the SPHEREX All-Sky Spectral Survey,
1412.4872.

[6] EUCLID collaboration, Euclid Definition Study Report, 1110.3193.
[7] LSST collaboration, Large synoptic survey telescope: Overview, Proc. SPIE

Int. Soc. Opt. Eng. 4836 (2002) 10 [astro-ph/0302102].
[8] J. Green et al., Wide-Field InfraRed Survey Telescope (WFIRST) Final

Report, 1208.4012.

https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/142/3/72
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/142/3/72
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.1529
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.00036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11171
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.4872
https://arxiv.org/abs/1110.3193
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.456772
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.456772
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0302102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4012


16 Mikhail M. Ivanov and Oliver H. E. Philcox

[9] E. J. Baxter and B. D. Sherwin, Determining the Hubble Constant without the
Sound Horizon Scale: Measurements from CMB Lensing, Mon. Not. Roy.
Astron. Soc. 501 (2021) 1823 [2007.04007].

[10] D. J. Eisenstein, H.-j. Seo and M. J. White, On the Robustness of the Acoustic
Scale in the Low-Redshift Clustering of Matter, Astrophys. J. 664 (2007) 660
[astro-ph/0604361].

[11] SDSS collaboration, Detection of the Baryon Acoustic Peak in the
Large-Scale Correlation Function of SDSS Luminous Red Galaxies,
Astrophys. J. 633 (2005) 560 [astro-ph/0501171].

[12] A. Cuceu, J. Farr, P. Lemos and A. Font-Ribera, Baryon Acoustic Oscillations
and the Hubble Constant: Past, Present and Future, JCAP 10 (2019) 044
[1906.11628].

[13] L. Senatore and M. Zaldarriaga, The IR-resummed Effective Field Theory of
Large Scale Structures, JCAP 02 (2015) 013 [1404.5954].

[14] T. Baldauf, M. Mirbabayi, M. Simonović and M. Zaldarriaga, Equivalence
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Abstract: We derive new constraints on effective four-fermion neutrino non-standard in-
teractions with both quarks and electrons. This is done through the global analysis of
neutrino oscillation data and measurements of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering
(CEνNS) obtained with different nuclei. In doing so, we include not only the effects of new
physics on neutrino propagation but also on the detection cross section in neutrino exper-
iments which are sensitive to the new physics. We consider both vector and axial-vector
neutral-current neutrino interactions and, for each case, we include simultaneously all al-
lowed effective operators in flavour space. To this end, we use the most general parametriza-
tion for their Wilson coefficients under the assumption that their neutrino flavour structure
is independent of the charged fermion participating in the interaction. The status of the
LMA-D solution is assessed for the first time in the case of new interactions taking place
simultaneously with up quarks, down quarks, and electrons. One of the main results of
our work are the presently allowed regions for the effective combinations of non-standard
neutrino couplings, relevant for long-baseline and atmospheric neutrino oscillation experi-
ments.

Keywords: neutrinos, non-standard interactions, coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scat-
tering, oscillations
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1 Introduction

The minimal global description of the bulk of data gathered in experiments detecting the
interactions of solar and atmospheric neutrinos, and of neutrinos produced in nuclear reac-
tors and in particle accelerators, requires three neutrino states with distinct masses which
are nontrivial admixtures of the three flavour neutrino states of the Standard Model (SM).
This implies that lepton flavour oscillates with a wavelength which depends on distance
and energy [1, 2] as required to explain the data, see Ref. [3] for an overview. This is one
of the most direct indications of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM).

Given the excellent ability of the SM in explaining the interactions of fundamental par-
ticles through the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions, it is reasonable to assume
that the SM is an effective theory and that new physics (NP) effects are suppressed at low
energies. Generic BSM physics can then be introduced in a model-independent manner
through a tower of effective operators, suppressed by the heavy NP scale. Interestingly
enough, neutrino masses arise in this framework from the unique dimension-five operator
consistent with the SM gauge symmetry and particle contents, and therefore can be ar-
gued to be the first signal of BSM physics. At next order in the operator expansion we
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find dimension-six four-fermion operators. Those involving neutrino fields would affect the
production, propagation, and detection of neutrinos – the so-called Non-Standard neutrino
Interactions (NSI). In this work we focus on operators leading to purely vector or axial-
vector interactions (for recent works including additional operators with different Lorentz
structures see for example Refs. [4–7]). Generically these can be classified in charged-current
(CC) NSI

LNSI,CC = −2
√

2GF
∑

f,f ′,α,β

εff
′,P

αβ (¯̀
αγµPLνβ)(f̄γµPf ′) + h.c. (1.1)

and neutral-current (NC) NSI

LNSI,NC = −2
√

2GF
∑

f,P,α,β

εf,Pαβ (ν̄αγ
µPLνβ)(f̄γµPf) . (1.2)

In Eqs. (1.1) and (1.2), f and f ′ refer to SM charged fermions, ` denotes a SM charged
lepton and P can be either a left-handed or a right-handed projection operator (PL or PR,
respectively). Moreover the normalization of the couplings is deliberately chosen to match
that of the weak currents in the SM, so the values of εf,Pαβ indicate the strength of the
new interaction with respect to the Fermi constant, GF . The corresponding vector and
axial-vector combinations of NSI coefficients are defined as:

εf,Vαβ ≡ ε
f,L
αβ + εf,Rαβ and εf,Aαβ ≡ ε

f,L
αβ − ε

f,R
αβ . (1.3)

Precise measurements of meson and muon decays place severe constraints on the pos-
sible strength of CC NSI (see for example Refs. [4, 8–10]). Conversely, NC NSI are much
more difficult to probe directly, given the intrinsic difficulties associated to neutrino de-
tection via neutral currents. A priori, the requirement of gauge invariance would generate
similar operators in the charged lepton sector, in severe conflict with experimental observ-
ables [11, 12]. However, such bounds may be alleviated (or evaded) in NP models in which
NC NSI are generated by exchange of neutral mediators with masses well below the EW
scale (for a recent review on viable NSI models see, e.g., Ref. [13]). It is in these scenarios
that one can envision observable effects in present and future neutrino experiments.

In fact, some of the best model-independent bounds on NC NSI are obtained from
global fits to oscillation data. These are affected by vector couplings involving fermions
present in matter, εf,Vαβ with f ∈ {u, d, e}, since they modify the effective matter poten-
tial [14, 15] felt by neutrinos as they propagate in a medium. In Ref. [16] such global
analysis was performed in the context of vector NC NSI with either up or down quarks.
In Ref. [17] the study was extended to account for the possibility vector NC NSI with up
and down quarks simultaneously, under the restriction that the neutrino flavour structure
of the NSI interactions is independent of the quark type. However, NSI with electrons were
not considered.

One important effect of the presence of NSI [14, 18, 19] affecting the neutrino prop-
agation in oscillation experiments is the appearance of a degeneracy leading to a qualita-
tive change of the lepton mixing pattern. This was first observed in the context of solar
neutrinos, for which the established standard Mikheev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW) solu-
tion [14, 15] requires a mixing angle θ12 in the first octant, while with suitable NSI the
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data could be described by a mixing angle θ12 in the second octant, the so-called LMA-
Dark (LMA-D) [20] solution. The origin of the LMA-D solution is a degeneracy in the
oscillation probabilities due to a symmetry of the Hamiltonian describing neutrino evolu-
tion in the presence of NSI [16, 21–23]. Such degeneracy makes it impossible to determine
the neutrino mass ordering by oscillation experiments alone [23] and therefore jeopardizes
one of the main goals of the upcoming neutrino oscillation program. Although the degen-
eracy is not exact when including oscillation data from neutrino propagating in different
environments, quantitatively the breaking is small and global fits show that the LMA-D
solution is still pretty much allowed by oscillation data alone [16, 17]. A second important
limitation of oscillation data is that it is only sensitive to differences in the potential felt
by different neutrino flavours. Thus, oscillation data may be used to derive constraints on
the differences between diagonal NC NSI parameters, but not on the individual parameters
themselves.

Neutrino scattering data is also sensitive to NC NSI as they would affect the inter-
action rates directly [8, 24–28]. Therefore the combination of oscillation and scattering
data may be used to break the LMA-D degeneracy (see for example Refs. [20, 29] for early
works on this topic). However, such a combination is most effective whenever the scattering
cross section also falls in the contact-interaction regime, since otherwise bounds obtained
from scattering may be evaded for sufficiently light mediators [30]. As a consequence, for
NSI with quarks the most powerful constraints come from measurements of Coherent Elas-
tic Neutrino-Nucleus Scattering [31] (CEνNS), since the momentum transfer is small and
therefore apply to a wider class of models, as discussed in Refs. [23, 32, 33]. Reference [34]
showed the impact obtained from the joint analysis of CEνNS and oscillation data, consid-
ering NSI with only one quark type at a time and using the first measurement of CEνNS at
COHERENT [35]. Our later works [17, 36] subsequently improved over this first analysis
by including the latest oscillation data, refining the treatment of COHERENT data [37]
and, most importantly, by allowing for NC NSI with up and down quarks simultaneously
in the fit, which made the results more general. Moreover, besides lifting the degeneracy,
the addition of oscillation and scattering data also allows to obtain separate constraints on
the diagonal NSI parameters [34].

The field of CEνNS is moving fast. Since the first measurements on CsI, the COHER-
ENT collaboration has reported a separate measurement using an Ar detector [38] and the
Dresden-II experiment recently reported a signal using a Ge detector [39]. The combina-
tion of CEνNS measurements for different target nuclei is highly relevant to lift the LMA-D
degeneracy for NC NSI with arbitrary couplings to up and down quarks [24, 26, 32, 40].
Additionally, the combination of data obtained using neutrinos from spallation sources and
from reactors may be used to lift degeneracies in NSI flavour space [41]. Therefore, a sig-
nificant improvement on the bounds for NC NSI with quarks may be expected from the
addition of the new datasets that have become recently available.

As mentioned above, the global analyses in Refs. [16, 17, 34, 36] only included NSI with
quarks. However, there is no reason to avoid the new current to couple to electrons as well.
The presence of NSI with electrons would affect not only neutrino propagation but also the
interaction cross-section for electron scattering (ES). This would impact the data at both SK
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and Borexino, and makes the problem much more demanding from the computational point
of view. Constraints on NC NSI with electrons were obtained from the analysis of Borexino
Phase-II spectrum by the Borexino Collaboration [42] assuming only one NC NSI coupling
at a time. Recently, in Ref. [43] we performed an analysis of the Borexino Phase-II spectral
data including all NC NSI operators involving electrons simultaneously in the fit. Our
results showed that the simultaneous presence of several operators significantly deteriorates
the resulting bounds. However, the sensitivity of Borexino to NC NSI with electrons stems
mainly from their impact on the detection cross section and not from oscillations. Therefore
a significant improvement on the final constraints would be expected from the combination
with oscillation data from other experiments. While partial analyses for electron NSI using
a subset of data have been performed before [20, 28, 29], an analysis using all available
neutrino oscillation data has not been performed yet in this context. Furthermore, the
presence of the LMA-D solution in presence of NSI with electrons remains an open question.

In this work we address these open issues by updating and extending our analyses in
Refs. [17, 36] accounting for the possibility of NC NSI with up quarks, down quarks and
electrons simultaneously. We will consider vector and axial-vector couplings separately. Our
global analysis updates that of our previous works, with the major addition of the Borexino
Phase-II spectral dataset. Furthermore when combining with CEνNS we include the results
from COHERENT data on CsI [44, 45] and Ar targets [38, 46] together with the recent
results from CEνNS searches using reactor neutrinos at Dresden-II reactor experiment [41,
47]. To this aim, in Sec. 2 we briefly summarize the framework of our study. We present
the main ingredients and assumptions in the analysis of the NSI effects in the matter
potential in atmospheric and long-baseline (LBL) experiments in Sec. 2.1.1, and Solar and
KamLAND in Sec. 2.1.2. In particular, we include a discussion on the possible departures
from adiabaticity of the evolution of solar neutrinos in Sec. 2.1.3. The effects of NC NSI
on the detection cross sections and its interplay with flavour transitions in propagation is
reviewed in Sec. 2.2 including the specific modification of the cross section for ES (Sec. 2.2.1),
NC scattering with quarks (Sec. 2.2.2), and CEνNS (Sec. 2.2.3). The results of the different
analyses performed are presented in Sec. 3 where we derive our current knowledge of the size
and flavour structure of vector NC NSI coupling to either electrons (Sec. 3.2), up and down
quarks (Sec. 3.3), or a general combination of those (Sec. 3.4). We study the status of the
LMA-D solution as function of the relative strength of the non-standard couplings to the
different charged fermions in Sec. 3.5. We also quantify the results as allowed ranges of the
effective combinations of couplings relevant for long-baseline and atmospheric oscillation
experiments. In Sec. 4 we summarize our conclusions.

2 Formalism

As stated in the introduction, in this work we will consider NC NSI (hereafter referred to
simply as NSI, for brevity) relevant to neutrino scattering and propagation in matter, as
parametrized in Eq. (1.2). To make the analysis feasible, the following simplifications are
introduced:
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• we assume that the neutrino flavour structure of the interactions is independent of
the charged fermion properties;

• we further assume that the chiral structure of the charged fermion vertex is the same
for all fermion types.

Under these hypotheses, we can factorize εf,Pαβ as the product of three terms:

εf,Pαβ ≡ εαβ ξ
fχP (2.1)

where the matrix εαβ describes the dependence on the neutrino flavour, the coefficients ξf

parametrize the coupling to the charged fermions, and the terms χP account for the chiral
structure of such couplings, normalized so that εf,Lαβ (εf,Rαβ ) corresponds to χL = 1/2 and
χR = 0 (χR = 1/2 and χL = 0). With these assumptions the Lagrangian in Eq. (1.2) takes
the form:

LNSI,NC = −2
√

2GF

[∑
α,β

εαβ(ν̄αγ
µPLνβ)

][∑
f,P

ξfχP (f̄γµPf)

]
. (2.2)

Concerning the chiral structure of the charged fermion vertex, in this work we will consider
either vector couplings (χL = χR = 1/2), or axial-vector couplings (χL = −χR = 1/2).
The corresponding combinations of NSI coefficients are given in Eq. (1.3).

For what concerns the dependence of the NSI on the charged fermion type, we notice
that ordinary matter is composed of electrons (e), up quarks (u) and down quarks (d), so
that only the coefficients ξe, ξu and ξd are experimentally accessible. Furthermore, since
quarks are always confined inside protons (p) and neutrons (n), it is convenient to define:

ξp = 2ξu + ξd , ξn = 2ξd + ξu (2.3)

so that εp,Vαβ ≡ 2εu,Vαβ +εd,Vαβ = εαβ ξ
p (χL+χR) and εn,Vαβ ≡ 2εd,Vαβ +εu,Vαβ = εαβ ξ

n (χL+χR). It
is clear that a simultaneous re-scaling of all {ξf} by a common factor can be reabsorbed into
a re-scaling of εαβ , so that only the direction of (ξe, ξu, ξd) – or, equivalently, (ξe, ξp, ξn) – is
phenomenologically non-trivial. We parametrize such direction using spherical coordinates,
in terms of a “latitude” angle η and a “longitude” angle ζ, as an extension of the framework
and notation introduced in Ref. [17] (see also Ref. [48]). Concretely, we define:

ξe =
√

5 cos η sin ζ , ξp =
√

5 cos η cos ζ , ξn =
√

5 sin η (2.4)

or, in terms of the “quark” couplings:

ξu =

√
5

3
(2 cos η cos ζ − sin η) , ξd =

√
5

3
(2 sin η − cos η cos ζ) (2.5)

Using this parametrization, the case of NSI with quarks analyzed in Ref. [17] correspond to
the “prime meridian” ζ = 0, with the pure up-quark and pure down-quark cases located at
η = arctan(1/2) ≈ 26.6◦ and η = arctan(2) ≈ 63.4◦, respectively. The “poles” (η = ±90◦)
correspond to NSI with neutrons, while NSI with protons lies on the “equator” (η = ζ = 0).
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Finally, the pure electron case is also on the equator, at a right angle (ζ = ±90◦) from
the pure proton case. Notice that an overall sign flip of (ξe, ξu, ξd) is just a special case of
re-scaling and produces no observable effect, hence it is sufficient to restrict both η and ζ
to the [−90◦,+90◦] range.

The presence of vector NC NSI will affect both neutrino propagation in matter and
neutrino scattering in the detector, while axial-vector NC NSI only affect some of the
interaction cross sections. Both propagation and interaction effects lead to a modification
of the expected number of events which can be described by the generic expression [43]:

Nev ∝ Tr
[
ρdet σdet

]
(2.6)

where ρdet is the density matrix characterizing the flavour state of the neutrinos reaching
the detector, while the generalized cross section σdet is a matrix in flavour space containing
enough information to describe the interaction of any neutrino configuration. The form of
Eq. (2.6) is manifestly basis-independent and permits a separate description of propagation
effects (encoded into ρdet) and of the scattering process (contained in σdet), while at the
same time properly taking into account possible interference between them. Notice that
both ρdet and σdet are hermitian matrices, which ensures thatNev is real. Actually, Eq. (2.6)
is invariant under the joint transformation:

ρdet →
[
ρdet

]∗ and σdet →
[
σdet

]∗ (2.7)

whose implications will be discussed later on in this section.

2.1 Neutrino oscillations in the presence of NSI

In general, the evolution of the neutrino and antineutrino flavour state during propagation
is governed by the Hamiltonian:

Hν = Hvac +Hmat and H ν̄ = (Hvac −Hmat)
∗ , (2.8)

where Hvac is the vacuum part which in the flavour basis (νe, νµ, ντ ) reads

Hvac = UvacDvacU
†
vac with Dvac =

1

2Eν
diag(0,∆m2

21,∆m
2
31) . (2.9)

Here Uvac denotes the three-lepton mixing matrix in vacuum [1, 49, 50]. Following the
convention of Ref. [23], we define Uvac = R23(θ23)R13(θ13)R̃12(θ12, δCP), where Rij(θij) is a
rotation of angle θij in the ij plane and R̃12(θ12, δCP) is a complex rotation by angle θ12

and phase δCP. Explicitly:

Uvac =

 c12c13 s12c13e
iδCP s13

−s12c23e
−iδCP − c12s13s23 c12c23 − s12s13s23e

iδCP c13s23

s12s23e
−iδCP − c12s13c23 −c12s23 − s12s13c23e

iδCP c13c23

 (2.10)

where cij ≡ cos θij and sij ≡ sin θij . This expression differs from the usual one “U ”
(defined, e.g., in Eq. (1.1) of Ref. [51]) by an overall phase matrix: Uvac = PUP ∗ with
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P = diag(eiδCP , 1, 1). It is easy to show that, in the absence of NSI, such rephasing pro-
duces no visible effect, so that when only standard interactions are considered the physical
interpretation of the vacuum parameters (∆m2

21, ∆m2
31, θ12, θ13, θ23 and δCP) is exactly

the same in both conventions. The advantage of defining Uvac as in Eq. (2.10) is that
the transformation Hvac → −H∗vac, whose relevance for the present work will be discussed
below, can be implemented exactly (up to an irrelevant multiple of the identity) by the
following transformation of the parameters:

∆m2
31 → −∆m2

31 + ∆m2
21 = −∆m2

32 ,

θ12 → π/2− θ12 ,

δCP → π − δCP

(2.11)

which does not spoil the commonly assumed restrictions on the range of the vacuum pa-
rameters (∆m2

21 > 0 and 0 ≤ θij ≤ π/2).
Concerning the matter part Hmat of the Hamiltonian which governs neutrino oscilla-

tions, if all possible operators in Eq. (1.2) are added to the SM Lagrangian we get:

Hmat =
√

2GFNe(x)

1 + Eee(x) Eeµ(x) Eeτ (x)

E∗eµ(x) Eµµ(x) Eµτ (x)

E∗eτ (x) E∗µτ (x) Eττ (x)

 (2.12)

where the “+1” term in the ee entry accounts for the standard contribution, and

Eαβ(x) =
∑

f=e,u,d

Nf (x)

Ne(x)
εf,Vαβ (2.13)

describes the non-standard part. Here Nf (x) is the number density of fermion f as a
function of the distance traveled by the neutrino along its trajectory. In Eq. (2.13) we have
limited the sum to the charged fermions present in ordinary matter, f = e, u, d. Taking
into account that Nu(x) = 2Np(x) + Nn(x) and Nd(x) = Np(x) + 2Nn(x), and also that
matter neutrality implies Np(x) = Ne(x), Eq. (2.13) becomes:

Eαβ(x) =
(
εe,Vαβ + εp,Vαβ

)
+ Yn(x) εn,Vαβ with Yn(x) ≡ Nn(x)

Ne(x)
(2.14)

which shows that, from the phenomenological point of view, the propagation effects of NSI
with electrons can be mimicked by NSI with quarks by means of a suitable combination of
up-quark and down-quark contributions.

Since the matter potential can be determined by oscillation experiments only up to
an overall multiple of the identity, each εf,Vαβ matrix introduces 8 new parameters: two
differences of the three diagonal real parameters (e.g., εf,Vee − εf,Vµµ and εf,Vττ − εf,Vµµ ) and
three off-diagonal complex parameters (i.e., three additional moduli and three complex
phases). Under the assumption that the neutrino flavour structure of the interactions is
independent of the charged fermion type, as described in Eq. (2.1), we get:

Eαβ(x) = εαβ
[
ξe + ξp + Yn(x)ξn

](
χL + χR

)
=
√

5
[
cos η (cos ζ + sin ζ) + Yn(x) sin η

](
χL + χR

)
εαβ

(2.15)

– 7 –



so that the phenomenological framework adopted here is characterized by 10 matter pa-
rameters: eight related to the matrix εαβ plus two directions (η, ζ) in the (ξe, ξp, ξn) space.
Notice, however, that the dependence on ζ in Eq. (2.15) can be reabsorbed into a re-scaling
of εαβ by introducing a new effective angle η′:

Eαβ(x) =
√

5
[
cos η′ + Yn(x) sin η′

](
χL + χR

)
ε′αβ

with tan η′ ≡ tan η
/

(cos ζ + sin ζ) and ε′αβ ≡ εαβ
√

1 + cos2 η sin(2ζ) . (2.16)

This is a consequence of the fact that electron and proton NSI always appear together in
propagation, as explained after Eq. (2.14). Indeed, η′ is just a practical way to express the
direction in the (ξe + ξp, ξn) plane. For ζ = 0, which is the case studied in Ref. [17], one
trivially recovers η′ = η and ε′αβ = εαβ .

We finish this section by reminding that the neutrino transition probabilities remain
invariant – and more generically the density matrix ρdet undergoes complex conjugation,
as described in Eq. (2.7) – if the Hamiltonian Hν = Hvac +Hmat is transformed as Hν →
−(Hν)∗. This requires a simultaneous transformation of both the vacuum and the matter
terms. The transformation of Hvac is described in Eq. (2.11) and involves a change in the
octant of θ12 (the so-called LMA-D [20] solution) as well as a change in the neutrino mass
ordering (i.e., the sign of ∆m2

31), which is why it has been called “generalized mass-ordering
degeneracy” in Ref. [23]. As for Hmat we need:[

Eee(x)− Eµµ(x)
]
→ −

[
Eee(x)− Eµµ(x)

]
− 2 ,[

Eττ (x)− Eµµ(x)
]
→ −

[
Eττ (x)− Eµµ(x)

]
,

Eαβ(x)→ −E∗αβ(x) (α 6= β) ,

(2.17)

see Refs. [16, 22, 23]. As seen in Eqs. (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15) the matrix Eαβ(x) depends
on the chemical composition of the medium, which may vary along the neutrino trajectory,
so that in general the condition in Eq. (2.17) is fulfilled only in an approximate way. The
degeneracy becomes exact in the following two cases:1

• if the effective NSI coupling to neutrons vanishes, so that εn,Vαβ = 0 in Eq. (2.14).
In terms of fundamental quantities this occurs when εu,Vαβ = −2εd,Vαβ , i.e., the NSI
couplings are proportional to the electric charge of quarks. In our parametrization
this corresponds to the “equator” η = 0 for arbitrary ζ, as shown in Eq. (2.15);

• if the neutron/proton ratio Yn(x) is constant along the entire neutrino propagation
path. This is certainly the case for reactor and long-baseline experiments, where only
the Earth’s mantle is involved, and to a good approximation also for atmospheric
neutrinos, since the differences in chemical composition between mantle and core can
safely be neglected in the context of NSI [21]. In this case the matrix Eαβ(x) becomes
independent of x and can be regarded as a new phenomenological parameter, as we
will describe in Sec. 2.1.1.

1Strictly speaking, Eq. (2.17) can be satisfied exactly for any matter chemical profile Yn(x) if εn,Vαβ and
εe,Vαβ + εp,Vαβ are allowed to transform independently of each other. This possibility, however, is incompatible
with the factorization constraint of Eq. (2.1), so it will not be discussed here.
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Further details on the implications of this degeneracy for different classes of neutrino ex-
periments (solar, atmospheric, etc.) is provided below in the corresponding section.

2.1.1 Matter potential in atmospheric and long-baseline neutrinos

As discussed in Ref. [21], in the Earth the neutron/proton ratio Yn(x) which characterizes
the matter chemical composition can be taken to be constant to very good approximation.
The PREM model [52] fixes Yn = 1.012 in the Mantle and Yn = 1.137 in the Core, with an
average value Y ⊕n = 1.051 all over the Earth. Setting therefore Yn(x) ≡ Y ⊕n in Eqs. (2.13)
and (2.14) we get Eαβ(x) ≡ ε⊕αβ with:

ε⊕αβ = εe,Vαβ +
(
2 + Y ⊕n

)
εu,Vαβ +

(
1 + 2Y ⊕n

)
εd,Vαβ =

(
εe,Vαβ + εp,Vαβ

)
+ Y ⊕n ε

n,V
αβ . (2.18)

If we impose quark-lepton factorization as in Eq. (2.15) we get:

ε⊕αβ =
√

5
[
cos η (cos ζ + sin ζ) + Y ⊕n sin η

](
χL + χR

)
εαβ

=
√

5
[
cos η′ + Y ⊕n sin η′

](
χL + χR

)
ε′αβ .

(2.19)

In other words, within this approximation the analysis of atmospheric and LBL neutrinos
holds for any combination of NSI with up, down or electrons and it can be performed in
terms of the effective NSI couplings ε⊕αβ , which play the role of phenomenological param-
eters. In particular, the best-fit value and allowed ranges of ε⊕αβ are independent of η and
ζ, while the bounds on εαβ simply scale as [cos η (cos ζ + sin ζ) + Y ⊕n sin η]. Moreover, it
is immediate to see that for η′ = arctan(−1/Y ⊕n ) ≈ −43.6◦, with η′ defined in Eq. (2.16),
the contribution of NSI to the matter potential vanishes, so that no bound on εαβ can be
derived from atmospheric and LBL data in such case.

Following the approach of Ref. [21], the matter Hamiltonian Hmat, given in Eq. (2.12)
after setting Eαβ(x) ≡ ε⊕αβ , can be parametrized in a way that mimics the structure of the
vacuum term (2.9):

Hmat = QrelUmatDmatU
†
matQ

†
rel with


Qrel = diag

(
eiα1 , eiα2 , e−iα1−iα2

)
,

Umat = R12(ϕ12)R13(ϕ13)R̃23(ϕ23, δNS) ,

Dmat =
√

2GFNe(x) diag(ε⊕, ε
′
⊕, 0)

(2.20)

where Rij(ϕij) is a rotation of angle ϕij in the ij plane and R̃23(ϕ23, δNS) is a complex
rotation by angle ϕ23 and phase δNS. Note that the two phases α1 and α2 included in Qrel

are not a feature of neutrino-matter interactions, but rather a relative feature of the vacuum
and matter terms. In order to simplify the analysis we impose that two eigenvalues of Hmat

are equal, ε′⊕ = 0. This assumption is justified since, as shown in Ref. [53], in this case
strong cancellations in the oscillation of atmospheric neutrinos occur, and this is precisely
the situation in which the weakest constraints can be placed. Setting ε′⊕ → 0 implies that
the ϕ23 angle and the δNS phase disappear from neutrino oscillations, so that the effective
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NSI couplings ε⊕αβ can be parametrized as:

ε⊕ee − ε⊕µµ = ε⊕ (cos2 ϕ12 − sin2 ϕ12) cos2 ϕ13 − 1 ,

ε⊕ττ − ε⊕µµ = ε⊕ (sin2 ϕ13 − sin2 ϕ12 cos2 ϕ13) ,

ε⊕eµ = −ε⊕ cosϕ12 sinϕ12 cos2 ϕ13 e
i(α1−α2) ,

ε⊕eτ = −ε⊕ cosϕ12 cosϕ13 sinϕ13 e
i(2α1+α2) ,

ε⊕µτ = ε⊕ sinϕ12 cosϕ13 sinϕ13 e
i(α1+2α2) .

(2.21)

As further simplification, in order to keep the fit manageable we assume real NSI, which we
implement by choosing α1 = α2 = 0 and −π/2 ≤ ϕij ≤ π/2, and also restrict δCP ∈ {0, π}.
It is important to note that with these approximations the formalism for atmospheric and
long-baseline data is CP-conserving; we will go back to this point when discussing the ex-
perimental results included in the fit. In addition to atmospheric and LBL experiments,
important information on neutrino oscillation parameters is provided also by reactor exper-
iments with a baseline of about 1 km. Due to the very small amount of matter crossed, both
standard and non-standard matter effects are completely irrelevant for these experiments,
so that neutrino propagation depends only on the vacuum parameters.

2.1.2 Matter potential for solar and KamLAND neutrinos

For the study of propagation of solar and KamLAND neutrinos one can work in the one mass
dominance approximation, ∆m2

31 →∞ (which effectively means that GF
∑

f Nf (x) εf,Vαβ �
∆m2

31/Eν). In this limit the neutrino evolution can be calculated in an effective 2×2 model
described by the Hamiltonian Heff = Heff

vac +Heff
mat, with:

Heff
vac =

∆m2
21

4Eν

(
− cos 2θ12 sin 2θ12 e

iδCP

sin 2θ12 e
−iδCP cos 2θ12

)
, (2.22)

Heff
mat =

√
2GFNe(x)

[
c2

13

2

(
1 0

0 −1

)
+
[
ξe + ξp + Yn(x)ξn

](
χL + χR

)(−εD εN
ε∗N εD

)]
, (2.23)

where we have imposed the quark-lepton factorization of Eq. (2.15) and used the parametriza-
tion convention of Eq. (2.10) for Uvac. The coefficients εD and εN are related to the original
parameters εαβ by the following relations:

εD = c13s13 Re
(
s23 εeµ + c23 εeτ

)
−
(
1 + s2

13

)
c23s23 Re

(
εµτ
)

− c2
13

2

(
εee − εµµ

)
+
s2

23 − s2
13c

2
23

2

(
εττ − εµµ

)
,

(2.24)

εN = c13

(
c23 εeµ − s23 εeτ

)
+ s13

[
s2

23 εµτ − c2
23 ε
∗
µτ + c23s23

(
εττ − εµµ

)]
. (2.25)

Denoting by Seff the 2 × 2 unitary matrix obtained integrating Heff along the neutrino
trajectory, the full density matrix ρdet introduced in Eq. (2.6) can be written as:

ρdetαβ = c2
13

[
AαβPosc +BαβPint + iCαβPext

]
+Dαβ (2.26)
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where the effective probabilities Posc, Pint and Pext are given by

Posc ≡ |Seff
21 |2 , Pint ≡ Re

(
Seff

11S
eff ∗
21

)
, Pext ≡ Im

(
Seff

11S
eff ∗
21

)
, (2.27)

and the numerical coefficients Aαβ , Bαβ , Cαβ and Dαβ are defined as

Aαβ ≡ Oα2Oβ2 −Oα1Oβ1 , Bαβ ≡ Oα1Oβ2 +Oα2Oβ1 ,

Cαβ ≡ Oα1Oβ2 −Oα2Oβ1 , Dαβ ≡
∑
i=all

OαiOβi|Oei|2 . (2.28)

with O = R23(θ23)R13(θ13). Unlike in Ref. [17] where NSI did not affect the scattering
process and only the ρdetee entry (which depends exclusively on Posc) was required, a rephasing
of Seff now produces visible consequences as it affects Pint and Pext. Moreover, νµ and ντ
are no longer indistinguishable as their scattering amplitude may be different under NSI,
so that the θ23 angle acquires relevance. Hence, for each fixed value of η and ζ the density
matrix ρdet for solar and KamLAND neutrinos depends effectively on eight quantities: the
four real oscillation parameters θ12, θ13, θ23 and ∆m2

21, the real εD and complex εN matter
parameters, and the CP phase δCP. As stated in Sec. 2.1.1 in this work we will assume real
NSI, implemented here by setting δCP ∈ {0, π} and considering only real values for εN .

Unlike in the Earth, the matter chemical composition of the Sun varies substantially
along the neutrino trajectory, and consequently the potential depends non-trivially on the
specific combinations of (ξe + ξp) and ξn couplings – i.e., on the value of η′ as determined
by the (η, ζ) parameters. This implies that the generalized mass-ordering degeneracy is not
exact, except for η = 0 (in which case the NSI potential is proportional to the standard
MSW potential and an exact inversion of the matter sign is possible). However the trans-
formation described in Eqs. (2.11) and (2.17) still results in a good fit to the global analysis
of oscillation data for a wide range of values of η′, and non-oscillation data are needed to
break this degeneracy [23].

2.1.3 Departures from adiabaticity in presence of NSI

When computing neutrino evolution in the Sun, it is often assumed that it takes place in
the adiabatic regime, as this considerably simplifies the calculation. While this is the case
for neutrino oscillations within the LMA solution with a standard matter potential, it is
worthwhile asking if the inclusion of NP effects (such as NSI) can lead to non-adiabatic
transitions. If this were the case, it would require special care and may lead to interesting
new phenomenological consequences. This possibility has been largely overlooked in the
literature, where most studies of NSI in the Sun assume adiabatic transitions.

Let us consider the two-neutrino case, with a matter potential that depends on the
position x along the neutrino path inside the Sun. In the instantaneous mass basis, the
Hamiltonian can be written as:

i
d

dx

(
ν̃1

ν̃2

)
=

(
−∆m(x) −iθ′m(x)

iθ′m(x) ∆m(x)

)(
ν̃1

ν̃2

)
(2.29)

where θm(x) and ∆m(x) refer to the mixing angle and oscillation frequency in the presence
of matter effects, and θ′(x) ≡ dθ(x)

/
dx. In this basis, transitions between ν̃1 ↔ ν̃2 are
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negligible as long as the the off-diagonal terms θ′m(x) are small compared to the on-diagonal
entries ∆m(x) in Eq. (2.29). This leads to the so-called adiabaticity condition, that is:

γ−1(x) ≡
∣∣∣∣ θ′m(x)

∆m(x)

∣∣∣∣� 1 . (2.30)

Neutrino transitions will be adiabatic if this condition is satisfied along all points in the
neutrino trajectory. Of course, this argument is general and may be applied both in the
standard case and in the presence of NP. In the present work neutrino propagation is
described by the effective 2 × 2 Hamiltionian Heff introduced in Eqs. (2.22) and (2.23).
Assuming δCP = 0 and real NSI, so that Heff is traceless and real with Heff

11 = −Heff
22 and

Heff
12 = Heff

21 , we can write:

θm(x) ≡ 1

2
arctan

[
Heff

12 (x)
/
Heff

22 (x)
]

and ∆m(x) ≡
√[

Heff
12 (x)

]2
+
[
Heff

22 (x)
]2
. (2.31)

In the presence of NSI, for a given matter density and neutrino energy, it is possible to
choose εD and εN so that the contribution from NP cancels the standard one, resulting in
∆m(x)→ 0. It is easy to show analytically that, for such values, the adiabatic condition in
Eq. (2.30) is no longer satisfied. Specifically, such cancellation takes place when:

[
ξe + ξp + Yn(x)ξn

](
χL + χR

)
εD → −

∆m2
12 cos 2θ12

4EνV (x)
+
c2

13

2
,

[
ξe + ξp + Yn(x)ξn

](
χL + χR

)
εN → −

∆m2
12 sin 2θ12

4EνV (x)
,

(2.32)

where V (x) ≡
√

2GFNe(x) is the SM matter potential. In other words, for a neutrino
with a given energy Eν at some point x along the trajectory, it is possible to find a pair
of values (εD, εN ) for which transitions are no longer adiabatic. Note that the cancellation
condition for εD depends on cos 2θ12 and therefore will take different values for the LMA
and LMA-D regions, while the corresponding value for εN will remain invariant under a
change of octant for θ12. Also, as the cancellation conditions in Eqs. (2.32) depend on the
values of ξf , the regions will depend on whether NSI take place with electrons/protons,
neutrons, or a combination of the two.

Figure 1 shows the regions where the transitions are not adiabatic, for NSI with protons
or electrons (left panel) and for NSI with neutrons (right panel). The shaded pale blue
regions show the results from a numerical computation. In contrast, the coloured lines show
the points satisfying the analytic conditions in Eqs. (2.32), for neutrino energies between
1 MeV (green lines, towards the left edge of the region) and 20 MeV (blue lines, towards
the right edge of the region), for θ12 = 33◦ and ∆m2

12 = 7.5×10−5 eV2. As can be seen, the
agreement with the numerical computation is excellent. Also, note the very different shape
of the regions in the two panels. The reason behind this is that for NSI with electrons or
protons the dependence with Eν and x comes in Eqs. (2.32) through the product EνV (x),
while for NSI with neutrons there is an extra dependence on Yn(x). Therefore, while the
regions in the left panel in Fig. 1 span essentially a straight line, in the right panel the
dependence is more complex.
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Figure 1. Departure from the adiabatic regime in presence of NSI, for a solar mixing angle in
the LMA region. The pale blue regions show the values of NSI parameters leading to γ−1 > 1,
obtained from a numerical computation. The coloured lines show the values of NSI parameters
where Eqs. (2.32) are satisfied at some point along the neutrino trajectory, for a neutrino produced
at the center of the Sun. The different lines in the right panel correspond to neutrino energies
between 1 MeV (green lines, at the left edge of the region) and 20 MeV (blue lines, towards the
right edge).

In our past study [17], where only NSI with quarks were considered, neutrino evolution
in the Sun was based on a fully numerical approach. In the present work, however, exploring
the full parameter space of the most general NSI with protons, electrons, and neutrons
without assuming adiabaticity is challenging from the numerical point of view. To overcome
this problem in our calculations we start by evaluating the adiabaticity index for the point
in the NSI and oscillation parameter space to be surveyed. If for that point γ−1(x) < 1

along the whole neutrino trajectory in the Sun we use the adiabatic approximation when
computing the corresponding flavour transition probabilities and the subsequent prediction
for all observables and χ2 value. If, on the contrary, the adiabaticity condition is violated
somewhere inside the Sun such point is removed from the parameter space to be surveyed.
We do so because we have verified that for parameter values for which adiabaticity in the
Sun is violated the predicted observables with the properly computed flavour transition
probability without assuming adiabaticity never lead to good description of the data. But
we also find that if one evaluates the probabilities for those parameters wrongly using
the adiabatic approximation, one can find a “fake” good fit to the Solar and KamLAND
data, which would lead to wrong conclusions about their acceptability. In conclusion,
the adiabatic approximation can be safely used for the purposes of this work as long as
one removes from the parameter space those points for which adiabaticity in the Sun is
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violated. Furthermore, once the data of atmospheric neutrino experiments is added to the
fit, it totally disfavors the parameter regions where transitions in the Sun are not adiabatic.

2.2 Neutrino detection cross sections in the presence of NSI

In addition to propagation effects discussed above, non-standard interactions can also affect
scattering in the detector. In this respect, it should be mentioned that all the atmospheric,
reactor and accelerator experiments included in our fit rely on CC processes in order to
detect neutrinos, so the corresponding cross-section is not affected by the NC-like NSI con-
sidered here.2 This implies that the σdet generalized cross-section matrix entering Eq. (2.6)
is diagonal in the SM flavour basis, and its non-zero entries coincide with the usual SM
cross-section, that is,

σdet = diag(σSMe , σSMµ , σSMτ ) for CC processes. (2.33)

Some solar neutrino experiments, on the contrary, are sensitive to NC NSI in some of the
detection processes involved. This is the case of Borexino and SK (and SNO, albeit with
lower sensitivity) which observe neutrino-electron ES, which may be affected by electron
NSI. Regarding NSI with nuclei SNO can also probe axial-vector NSI in NC events, and
CEνNS experiments are able to set important constraints on vector interactions. In the rest
of this section we review the phenomenological implications for these three cases separately.

2.2.1 Neutrino-electron elastic scattering

The presence of flavour-changing effects in NSI implies that the SM flavour basis no longer
coincides with the interaction eigenstates of the neutrino-electron scattering. In such case
the generalized cross section σdet can be obtained as the integral over the electron recoil
kinetic energy Te of the following matrix expression:

dσES

dTe
(Eν , Te) =

2G2
Fme

π

{
C2
L

[
1 +

α

π
f−(y)

]
+ C2

R (1− y)2
[
1 +

α

π
f+(y)

]
−
{
CL, CR

} mey

2Eν

[
1 +

α

π
f±(y)

]}
(2.34)

where y ≡ Te/Eν and f+, f−, f± are loop functions given in Ref. [54], while α stands for
the fine-structure constant and me is the electron mass. In this formula CL and CR are
3× 3 hermitian matrices which incorporate both SM and NSI contributions:

CLαβ ≡ cLβ δαβ + εe,Lαβ and CRαβ ≡ cRβ δαβ + εe,Rαβ . (2.35)

The effective couplings cLβ and cRβ account for the SM part, and contain both the flavour-
universal NC terms and the νe-only CC scattering:

cLe = ρ
[
κe(Te) sin2 θw −

1

2

]
+ 1 , cRe = ρ κe(Te) sin2 θw ,

cLτ = cLµ = ρ
[
κµ(Te) sin2 θw −

1

2

]
, cRτ = cRµ = ρ κµ(Te) sin2 θw ,

(2.36)

2It should be noted that a subleading component of NC interactions is present as background in many
of these experiments, so that NSI parameter may in principle have an impact on the number of events.
However, we expect these effects to be very small, so for simplicity we neglect them.
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with θw being the weak mixing angle, and ρ and κβ(Te) departing from 1 due to radiative
corrections of the gauge boson self-energies and vertices [54]. It is immediate to see that,
if the NSI terms εe,Lαβ and εe,Rαβ are set to zero, the matrix dσES

/
dTe becomes diagonal.

Imposing the factorization of Eq. (2.1) for the vector (+) and axial-vector (−) NSI we get:

ε
e,V (A)
αβ = εe,Lαβ ± ε

e,R
αβ = εαβ ξ

e (χL ± χR) =
√

5 cos η sin ζ (χL ± χR) εαβ . (2.37)

Let us finalize this section by discussing briefly the impact that the inclusion of NSI
effects on ES could have on the generalized mass-ordering degeneracy discussed in Sec. 2.1.
We have seen that the parameter transformations (2.11) and (2.17) lead to a complex
conjugation of the neutrino density matrix, ρdet → [ρdet]∗. As shown in Eq. (2.7), this does
not affect the overall number of events (thus resulting in the appearance of the degeneracy)
as long as it is accompanied by a similar transformation σdet → [σdet]∗. The latter can be
realized either as CL → C∗L and CR → C∗R, which occur when both εe,Lαβ and εe,Rαβ undergo
simple complex conjugation, or as CL → −C∗L and CR → −C∗R, which require ad-hoc
transformations of the diagonal entries εe,Lαα and εe,Rαα to compensate for the SM contribution
of Eq. (2.36). While conceptually identical to the situation occurring in neutrino oscillations,
where the extra freedom introduced by NSI allows to “flip the sign” of the standard matter
effects, the specific transformations required to achieve a perfect symmetry of σdet differ
from those of Eq. (2.17). In principle one may first choose εe,Lαβ and εe,Rαβ accounting for
Eq. (2.36) and then tune εp,Vαβ and εn,Vαβ to fulfill Eq. (2.17), but this procedure is incompatible
with the factorization constraint of Eq. (2.1), which assumes that all NSI have the same
neutrino flavour structure independently of their chirality and of the charged fermion type.
The net conclusion is that, for NSI involving electrons (that is, ζ = 0) and assuming that the
factorization in Eq. (2.1) holds, ES effects break the generalized mass-ordering degeneracy.

2.2.2 SNO neutral-current cross-section

The SNO experiment observed NC interactions of solar neutrinos on deuterium. At low
energies, the corresponding cross section is dominated by the Gamow-Teller transition (see,
e.g., Ref. [8] and references therein). Hence in the SM it scales as g2

A, where gA ≡ g
p
A−gnA =

1/2 − (−1/2) = 1 is the coupling of the neutrino current to the axial isovector hadronic
current. In the presence of NC NSI we have:

σdet = σSM

(
GA
gA

)2

with GA ≡ GpA −G
n
A and

[
GfA
]
αβ
≡ gfA δαβ + εf,Aαβ , (2.38)

where εf,Aαβ is the axial-vector coefficient defined in Eq. (1.3) and GA is an hermitian matrix
in flavour space. Imposing the factorization introduced in Eq. (2.1) we get:

GA = gA δαβ + εαβ (ξp − ξn) (χL − χR) . (2.39)

So for vector NSI (χL = χR), the NSI contributions vanish and σdet takes just the SM
value times the identity in flavour space. Conversely for axial-vector interactions one gets
χL − χR = 1 and the NSI term contributes.
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2.2.3 Coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering

The generalized cross-section σdet describing CEνNS in the presence of NSI can be obtained
by integrating over the recoil energy of the nucleus ER the following expression:

dσcoh(ER, Eν)

dER
=
G2
F

2π
Q2 F 2(q2)mA

(
2− mAER

E2
ν

)
(2.40)

where mA is the mass of the nucleus and F (q2) is its nuclear form factor evaluated at the
squared momentum transfer of the process, q2 = 2mAER. In this formalism, the structure
in flavour space which characterizes σdet is encoded into the hermitian matrix Q, which is
just the generalization of the weak charge of the nucleus for this formalism. For a nucleus
with Z protons and N neutrons, it reads:

Qαβ = Z
(
gVp δαβ + εp,Vαβ

)
+N

(
gVn δαβ + εn,Vαβ

)
(2.41)

where gVp = 1/2 − 2 sin2 θw and gVn = −1/2 are the SM vector couplings to protons and
neutrons, respectively. In experiments with very short baselines such as those performed
so far, neutrinos have no time to oscillate and therefore the density matrix at the detector
ρdet is just the identity matrix. Taking this explicitly into account in Eq. (2.6) we get:

ρdet = I ⇒ Nev ∝ Q2
α with Q2

α ≡
[
Q2
]
αα

= (Qαα)2 +
∑
β 6=α
|Qαβ|2 (2.42)

for incident neutrino flavour α, thus recovering the expressions for the ordinary weak charges
Q2
α used in our former publications. Coming back to Eq. (2.41), let us notice that it can

be rewritten as:

Qαβ = Z
[
(gVp + Y coh

n gVn ) δαβ + εcohαβ

]
with εcohαβ ≡ ε

p,V
αβ + Y coh

n εn,Vαβ (2.43)

where Y coh
n ≡ N/Z is the neutron/proton ratio characterizing the target of a given CEνNS

experiment. Imposing the quark-lepton factorization of Eq. (2.1) we get:

εcohαβ = εαβ
(
ξp + Y coh

n ξn
)(
χL + χR

)
=
√

5
[
cos η cos ζ + Y coh

n sin η
](
χL + χR

)
εαβ . (2.44)

Similarly to Eq. (2.19), this expression suggests that the analysis of coherent scattering
data can be performed in terms of the effective couplings εcohαβ , whose best-fit value and
allowed ranges are independent of (η, ζ). As a consequence, the bounds on εαβ simply
scale as [cos η cos ζ + Y coh

n sin η]. In analogy to Eq. (2.16), one can define an effective
angle tan η′′ ≡ tan η

/
cos ζ parametrizing the direction in the (ξp, ξn) plane, such that all

CEνNS experiments depend on (η, ζ) only thought the combination η′′. In particular, it is
straightforward to see that a coherent scattering experiment characterized by a given Y coh

n

ratio will yield no bound on εαβ for η′′ = arctan(−1/Y coh
n ), as for this value the effects of

NSI on protons and neutrons cancel exactly.
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3 Results

This section summarizes the main results of our study. In Sec. 3.1 we first review the
data included in the fit, introduce our χ2 definition, and outline the details related to the
sampling of the multi-dimensional parameter space. We then proceed to present our results
for NSI with electrons (Sec. 3.2), with quarks (Sec. 3.3), and for simultaneous NSI with
electrons and quarks (Sec. 3.4). The status of the LMA-D solution in this general case is
discussed in Sec. 3.5.

3.1 Simulation details

The data samples included in our oscillation analysis mostly coincide with those in NuFIT-
5.2 [55]. In brief, in the analysis of solar neutrino data we consider the total rates from
the radiochemical experiments Chlorine [56], Gallex/GNO [57], and SAGE [58], the spec-
tral data (including day-night information) from the four phases of Super-Kamkoikande in
Refs. [59–62], the results of the three phases of SNO in the form of the day-night spec-
trum data of SNO-I [63], and SNO-II [64] and the three total rates of SNO-III [65],3 and
the spectra from Borexino Phase-I [67, 68], and Phase-II [69]. For reactor neutrinos we
include the separate DS1, DS2, DS3 spectra from KamLAND [70] with Daya Bay reac-
tor ν fluxes [71], the FD/ND spectral ratio, with 1276-day (FD), 587-day (ND) exposures
of Double-Chooz [72], the 3158-day separate EH1, EH2, EH3 spectra [73] of Daya-Bay,
and the 2908-day FD/ND spectral ratio of RENO [74]. For atmospheric neutrinos we use
the four phases of Super-Kamiokande (up to 1775 days of SK4 [75]), the complete set of
DeepCore 3-year µ-like events presented in Ref. [76] and publicly released in Ref. [77], and
the results on νµ-induced upgoing muons reported by IceCube [78] based on one year of
data taking. Finally, for LBL experiments we include the final neutrino and antineutrino
spectral data on νe-appearance and νµ-disappearance in MINOS [79], the 19.7 × 1020 pot
νµ-disappearance and 16.3×1020 pot ν̄µ-disappearance data in T2K [80], and the 13.6×1020

pot νµ-disappearance and 12.5×1020 pot ν̄µ-disappearance data in NOνA [81]. Notice that
to ensure full consistency with our CP-conserving parametrization we have chosen not to
include in the present study the data from the νe and ν̄e appearance channels in NOνA
and T2K. With this data we construct χ2

OSC(~ω, ~ε) where we denote by ~ω the 3ν oscillation
parameters and ~ε the NSI parameters considered in the analysis.

When combining with CEνNS we include the results from COHERENT data on CsI [44,
45] and Ar targets [38, 46] (see Refs. [36, 41] for details). In particular, for the analysis
of COHERENT CsI data we use the quenching factor from Ref. [82] and the nuclear form

3This corresponds to the analysis labeled SNO-data in Ref. [16]. In that article an alternative analysis of
the SNO data was introduced, labeled SNO-poly, based on an effective MSW-like polynomial parametriza-
tion for the day and night survival probabilities of the combined SNO phases I–III, as detailed in Ref. [66].
The SNO-poly approach can be efficiently used as long as NSI only enter in propagation through the
matter potential, and therefore in the subsequent analysis [17, 36] the SNO results were included in this
way. However, the polynomial parametrization of SNO-poly cannot account for NSI effects in neutrino
interactions, so that in the present work we have reverted to the full SNO-data version of the SNO analysis.
This leads to small differences in the results of the analysis with couplings to quarks only with respect to
those in Refs. [17, 36].
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factor from Ref. [83]. For the analysis of COHERENT Ar data we use the quenching
factor provided by the COHERENT collaboration in Ref. [46] and Helm [84] nuclear form
factor (the values of the parameters employed are the same as in Ref. [41]). For CEνNS
searches using reactor neutrinos at Dresden-II reactor experiment [47] we follow the analysis
presented in Ref. [41] with YBe quenching factor [85] (the characteristic momentum-transfer
in this experiment is very low so the nuclear form factor can be taken to be 1). With all
this we construct the corresponding χ2

COH,CsI(~ε), χ
2
COH,Ar(~ε), and χ

2
D-II,Ge(~ε).

Our goal is to find the global minimum of the total χ2 which, unless otherwise stated, is
obtained adding the contributions from our global analysis of oscillation data («GLOB-OSC
w NSI in ES») and CEνNS data:

χ2(~ω, ~ε) = χ2
OSC(~ω, ~ε) + χ2

CEνNS(~ε) (3.1)

where we have defined

χ2
CEνNS = χ2

COH,CsI + χ2
COH,Ar + χ2

D-II,Ge . (3.2)

The minimum of the total χ2 is obtained after minimization over all the nuisance parame-
ters, which are included as pull terms in our fit.4 However, note that a priori it is possible
to suppress the effects of vector NSI in neutrino detection while still allowing for sizable
NSI in oscillations, since the momentum transfer required for the effects to be observable
is not the same in the two cases [30]. The paradigmatic example of BSM scenarios leading
to sizable NSI are models with light mediators. Matter effects arise from a coherent effect,
that is, with zero momentum-transfer, and therefore apply to NSI induced by ultra light
mediators, as long as their mass isMmed & 1/R⊕ ∼ O(10−12) eV [86, 87]. Scattering effects,
on the contrary, require a minimum momentum-transfer to be observable:

• In the case of ES, for recoil energies Te ' O(500 keV) (which are in the right ballpark
for Borexino) the relevant scale is q =

√
2meTe ∼ O(500 keV). Therefore, in what

follows we will also present our results neglecting the effects due to NSI in detection
(«GLOB-OSC w/o NSI in ES»), so as to consider this class of models with very light
mediators, Mmed � O(500 keV). For SNO and SK, sensitive to neutrinos with higher
energies, a similar argument leads to q ∼ O(5 − 10 MeV). Hence, results labeled
as «GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES» apply to NSI generated by models with Mmed &
10 MeV, where we expect to have NSI effects on the detection through ES for all solar
experiments considered in this work. Finally, in the intermediate mass range only
Borexino would be fully sensitive to NSI effects on detection.

• In the case of CEνNS, the relevant momentum transfer also depends on the experiment
considered. For COHERENT data on CsI (Ar), this can be estimated as q ∼ 50 MeV
(q ∼ 30 MeV) while for Dresden-II we get q ∼ O(5 MeV). Therefore, in Sec. 3.3
we will present our results using the combination of all oscillation and CEνNS data,
sensitive to models with Mmed & 50 MeV («GLOB-OSC+CEνNS»), as well as the
results for oscillation data alone, sensitive to NSI models withMmed � 5 MeV (labeled

4For details on the numerical implementation of systematic uncertainties see Refs. [41, 43, 55].
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as «GLOB-OSC»). In the intermediate mass range between 5 and 50 MeV, effects on
CEνNS may be suppressed for some experiments but not all of them.

The intermediate mass ranges defined above (where NSI effects in detection may be observed
at one experiment, but not another) require special handling and are therefore beyond the
scope of the present paper, leaving them for future work.

In the axial-vector case there are no NSI effects in oscillations nor CEνNS and the NSI
parameters only enter in the ES and/or NC detection cross sections. Thus for axial-vector
NSI with electrons the derived bounds apply for mediator masses as discussed above for
ES. NC interactions in SNO occur for neutrinos with energy above the binding energy of
the deuteron, 2.22 MeV. So the bounds for axial-vector NSI with quarks derived here apply
for Mmed & 3 MeV.

Let us finalize this discussion by briefly reviewing the number of parameters involved in
the fit. A priori, under the approximations assumed in the present work, atmospheric and
long-baseline experiments depend on all the oscillation parameters as well as on the NSI
variables defined in Eqs. (2.21). However, for LBL experiments we fix ∆m2

21 and |θ12−45◦|
to their SM best-fit value, as their relevance for such data is only subleading and we know
from previous studies [17] that NSI are not going to spoil their determination sizably (except
for the θ12 octant which we do not fix, hence the absolute value in the corresponding fixed
value above). For the analysis of atmospheric neutrinos we further set ∆m2

21 → 0, so the
dependence on θ12 and δCP vanishes. With this, neutrino propagation through the Earth is
described in terms of six continuous parameters, namely (∆m2

31, θ13, θ23) for the vacuum
part and (ε⊕, ϕ12, ϕ13) for the matter part, as well as the two CP-conserving values of
δCP and the two options for the θ12 octant. We additionally fix the value of θ13 to the
present best fit, as its determination comes mainly from reactor experiments for which NSI
effects are suppressed. On the other hand, neutrino oscillations in solar and KamLAND
data depend effectively on εD and εN for the matter part, while the vacuum part depends
on θ12, θ23, ∆m2

21 and the two-CP conserving values of δCP (θ13 is also fixed to its best-fit
value here). Finally note that, while oscillations depend on differences between the diagonal
NSI parameters, the addition of scattering effects in detection breaks this pattern. This
implies that in addition to the two differences in Eqs. (2.19) we need to scan one of the
diagonal parameters, which we take to be ε⊕µµ. The last two parameters of relevance are
the two angles η and ζ, which determine the direction of NSI in (ξe, ξp, ξn) space.

Taking into account all of the above, in our simulations we scan the multi-dimensional
space spanned by the following continuous parameters:

θ12, θ23, ∆m2
21, ∆m2

31, ε⊕, ϕ12, ϕ23, ε
⊕
µµ, η, ζ, (3.3)

as well as the two CP-conserving values of δCP ∈ {0, π}. In order to scan this multi-
dimensional parameter space efficiently, we make use of the MultiNest [88, 89] and Diver [90]
algorithms.

3.2 New constraints on NSI with electrons

We start by describing the results of the global analysis for the case of NSI with electrons,
which, as mentioned in the introduction, was not considered in our previous studies [16,
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Figure 2. Constraints on the coefficients for vector NSI with electrons from the global analysis of
oscillation data without including the effect of NSI in the detection cross section. Each panel shows
a two-dimensional projection of the allowed multi-dimensional parameter space after minimization
with respect to the undisplayed parameters. The regions correspond to 1σ and 2σ (2 d.o.f.).

Allowed ranges at 90% CL (Marginalized)
GLOB-OSC w/o NSI in ES

LMA LMA⊕ LMA-D
εe,Vee − εe,Vµµ [−0.21,+1.0] [−3.0,−1.8]⊕ [−0.21,+1.0]

εe,Vττ − εe,Vµµ [−0.015,+0.048] [−0.040,+0.047]

εe,Veµ [−0.15,+0.035] [−0.15,+0.14]

εe,Veτ [−0.21,+0.31] [−0.29,+0.31]

εe,Vµτ [−0.020,+0.012] [−0.020,+0.017]

Table 1. 90% CL bounds (1 d.o.f., 2-sided) on the coefficients of NSI operators with electrons
after marginalizing over all other NSI and oscillation parameters. The bounds are derived from the
global analysis of oscillation data without including the effect of NSI in the ES cross section (NSI
induced by mediators with mass Mmed � 500 keV, see Sec. 3.1). The same bounds hold for vector
NSI with protons.
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Allowed ranges at 90% CL (Marginalized)

Vector (X = V ) Axial-vector (X = A)

Borexino GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES Borexino GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES

εe,Xee [−1.1,+0.17] [−0.13,+0.10] [−0.38,+0.24] [−0.13,+0.11]

εe,Xµµ [−2.4,+1.5] [−0.20,+0.10] [−1.5,+2.4] [−0.70,+1.2]

εe,Xττ [−2.8,+2.1] [−0.17,+0.093] [−1.8,+2.8] [−0.53,+1.0]

εe,Xeµ [−0.83,+0.84] [−0.097,+0.011] [−0.79,+0.76] [−0.41,+0.40]

εe,Xeτ [−0.90,+0.85] [−0.18,+0.080] [−0.81,+0.78] [−0.36,+0.36]

εe,Xµτ [−2.1,+2.1] [−0.0063,+0.016] [−1.9,+1.9] [−0.79,+0.81]

Table 2. 90% CL bounds (1 d.o.f., 2-sided) on the coefficients of vector NSI operators with
electrons after marginalizing over all other NSI and oscillation parameters. The bounds are derived
from the global analysis of oscillation data including the effect of NSI in the ES cross section. For
comparison, the results obtained from the analysis of Borexino Phase-II data in Ref. [43] are also
shown for comparison. Note that these bounds apply to interactions induced by mediators with
masses Mmed & 10 MeV, see Sec. 3.1.

17, 36]. We plot in Fig. 2 and 3 the constraints on the different coefficients for the two
scenarios outlined in the previous section, without and with NSI effects in the detection
cross section, respectively.5 The corresponding 90% CL allowed ranges are listed in Table 1
and on the left columns in Table 2 respectively.

The first thing to notice is that in the scenario «GLOB-OSC w/o NSI in ES», for
the flavour diagonal coefficients, only the combinations εe,Vee − εe,Vµµ and εe,Vττ − εe,Vµµ can
be constrained, and two separate allowed ranges appear (see row in Fig. 2): one around
εe,Vee −εe,Vµµ ∼ 0 and another around εe,Vee −εe,Vµµ ∼ −2. This is nothing else than the result of
the generalized mass-ordering degeneracy of Eq. (2.17). The two disjoint allowed solutions
correspond to regions of oscillation parameters with θ12 < 45◦ (with ranges labeled «LMA»
in Table 1) and with θ12 > 45◦ (with ranges labeled «LMA-D» in Table 1) respectively.
As discussed in Sec. 2.1, the degeneracy is partly broken by the variation of chemical
composition of the matter along the neutrino trajectory when NSI coupling to neutrons are
involved. But in this case, with only coupling to electrons, the degeneracy is perfect as can
be seen by the fact that ∆χ2 = 0 in both minima of εe,Vee − εe,Vµµ .

The results for the scenario «GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES» in Fig. 2, and on the left
columns in Table 2, show that the inclusion of the effect of the vector NSI in the ES cross
sections in Borexino, SNO, and SK totally lifts the degeneracy. In this scenario only the
LMA solution is allowed, and εe,Vee , εe,Vµµ , and εe,Vττ can be independently constrained. For
the sake of comparison we show for this scenario the corresponding bounds derived from the
analysis of Borexino spectra in Ref. [43]. The comparison shows that for vector NSI with
electrons the global analysis of the oscillation data reduces the allowed ranges of the NSI

5Notice that from the point of view of the data analysis the results from the «GLOB-OSC w/o NSI in
ES» are totally equivalent to those obtained for vector NSI which couple only to protons.
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NSI induced by mediators Mmed & 10 MeV
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Figure 3. Constraints on the coefficients for vector NSI with electrons from the global analysis
of oscillation data including the effect of NSI in the ES cross section. Each panel shows a two-
dimensional projection of the allowed multi-dimensional parameter space after minimization with
respect to the undisplayed parameters. The contours correspond to 1σ and 2σ (2 d.o.f.). The
closed red regions correspond to the global oscillation analysis which involves the six NSI plus five
oscillation parameters. For the sake of comparison we also show as green regions the constraints
obtained from the analysis of full Borexino Phase-II spectrum in Ref. [43].

coefficients by factors ∼ 4–200 with respect to those derived with Borexino spectrum only.
In other words, the NSI contribution to ES is important to break the LMA-D degeneracy
and to impose independent bounds on the three flavour-diagonal NSI coefficients, but within
the LMA solution the effect of the vector NSI on the matter potential also leads to stronger
constraints. This is further illustrated by the results obtained for the analysis with axial-
vector NSI which are shown in Fig. 4 and right columns in Table 2. Axial-vector NSI do not
contribute to the matter potential and therefore the difference between the results of the
global oscillation and the Borexino-only analysis in this case arises solely from the effect of
the axial-vector NSI on the ES cross section in SNO and SK. Comparing the red and green
regions in Fig. 4 and the two left columns in Table 2 we see that for axial-vector NSI the
improvement over the bounds derived with Borexino-only analysis is just a factor ∼ 2–3.
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Figure 4. Same as Fig. 3 but for Axial-vector NSI.

3.3 Updated constraints on NSI with quarks

Next we briefly summarize the results of the analysis for the scenarios of NSI with either
up or down quarks (more general combinations of couplings to quarks and electrons will
be presented in the next section). For vector NSI this updates and complements the re-
sults presented in Refs. [17, 36] by accounting for the effects of increased statistics in the
oscillation experiments, including the addition of new data from Borexino Phase-II. No-
tice also that in the present analysis, as mentioned above, the treatment of the SNO data
is different than in Refs. [17, 36]. Furthermore when combining with CEνNS we include
here the results from COHERENT both on CsI [44, 45] and Ar targets [38, 46], together
with the recent results from CEνNS searches using reactor neutrinos at Dresden-II reactor
experiment [41, 47].

Let us start discussing the complementary sensitivity to vector-NSI from the combined
CEνNS results with that from present oscillation data, for general models leading to NSI
with quarks. With this aim we plot in Fig. 5 the allowed regions in the plane (ε⊕ee, ε⊕µµ),
where ε⊕αβ are the effective NSI couplings to the Earth matter defined in Eq. (2.18). The
figure shows the allowed regions obtained by the analysis of each of the two sets of data
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Figure 5. Allowed regions in the plane of ε⊕ee and ε⊕µµ for vector NSI with quarks from the
combinations of CEνNS data compared with the allowed regions from the global oscillation analysis
which are the the two diagonal shaded bands corresponding to the LMA and LMA-D solutions. Both
the green and blue regions are obtained after independently marginalizing over all other relevant
parameters: NSI couplings (including η) for the CEνNS region, and NSI couplings, η and oscillation
parameters for the «GLOB-OSC» regions. So the values of other NSI and η in the blue and green
regions are not forced to be the same.

independently, after marginalization over the off-diagonal NSI parameters. As discussed in
Sec. 2.2.3, even when considering NSI coupling only to quarks, there is always a value of η
for which the contribution of NSI to the CEνNS cross section cancels. Consequently CEνNS
data with a single nucleus does not lead to any constraint on the ε⊕αβ parameters. However,
the cancellation occurs at different values of η for the three nucleus considered (CsI, Ar, and
Ge), and consequently, as seen in the figure, the combination of CEνNS data with the three
nuclear targets does constrain the full space of effective ε⊕αβ , even after marginalization
over η. The constraints derived from the combined CEνNS data are independent (and
complementary) to those provided by the oscillation analysis and, as seen in the figure,
they are fully consistent.

The allowed ranges for vector NSI with up or down quarks are compiled in Table 3
and show good qualitative agreement with those of Refs. [17, 36], with the expected small
deviations due to the differences in the analysis, quoted CL, and included data.

Finally for completeness we have also performed a new dedicated analysis including
axial-vector NSI with up or down quarks. Axial-vector NSI with quarks do not contribute
to matter effects nor to CEνNS. They only enter the global analysis via their modification of
the NC event rate in the SNO experiment (see Sec. 2.2.2), which is not able to constrain the
NSI coefficients if all of them are included simultaneously due to possible cancellations be-
tween their respective contributions to the NC rate. Thus in this case we derive the bounds
assuming that only one NSI coupling is different from zero at a time. The corresponding

– 24 –



A
llo

w
ed

ra
ng

es
at

90
%

C
L
(M

ar
gi
na

liz
ed

)
A
llo

w
ed

ra
ng

es
at

90
%

C
L
(M

ar
gi
na

liz
ed

)
G
LO

B
-O

SC
G
LO

B
-O

SC
+
C
E
ν
N
S

LM
A

LM
A
⊕

LM
A
-D

LM
A

=
LM

A
⊕

LM
A
-D

εu
,V
ee
−
εu
,V
µ
µ

εu
,V
τ
τ
−
εu
,V
µ
µ

[−
0
.0

6
3
,+

0.
36

]

[−
0
.0

05
3
,+

0.
01

7]

[−
1
.1
,−

0.
79

]⊕
[−

0.
06

3
,+

0.
36

]

[−
0.

02
1
,+

0.
01

8]

εu
,V
ee εu
,V
µ
µ

εu
,V
τ
τ

[−
0
.0

38
,+

0
.0

34
]⊕

[+
0.

34
,+

0.
42

]

[−
0
.0

46
,+

0
.0

31
]⊕

[+
0.

35
,+

0.
42

]

[−
0
.0

46
,+

0
.0

33
]⊕

[+
0.

35
,+

0.
42

]

εu
,V
eµ

[−
0
.0

5
7
,+

0.
01

3]
[−

0.
05

7
,+

0.
06

1]
εu
,V
eµ

[−
0
.0

44
,+

0
.0

04
9]

εu
,V
eτ

[−
0
.0

7
6
,+

0.
11

]
[−

0
.1

2,
+

0.
11

]
εd
,V
eτ

[−
0
.0

79
,+

0
.1

1]

εu
,V
µ
τ

[−
0
.0

0
77
,+

0.
0
04

2]
[−

0
.0

07
7,

+
0.

00
83

]
εu
,V
µ
τ

[−
0
.0

06
4,

0.
00

53
]

εd
,V
ee
−
εd
,V
µ
µ

εd
,V
τ
τ
−
εd
,V
µ
µ

[−
0
.0

6
9
,+

0.
38

]

[−
0
.0

05
8
,+

0.
01

8]

[−
1
.3
,−

0.
91

]⊕
[−

0.
07

2
,+

0.
38

]

[−
0.

02
9
,+

0.
01

9]

εd
,V
ee εd
,V
µ
µ

εd
,V
τ
τ

[−
0
.0

36
,+

0
.0

31
]⊕

[+
0.

30
,+

0.
39

]

[−
0
.0

40
,+

0
.0

38
]⊕

[+
0.

31
,+

0.
39

]

[−
0
.0

41
,+

0
.0

43
]⊕

[+
0.

31
,+

0.
39

]

εd
,V
eµ

[−
0
.0

5
8
,+

0.
01

4]
[−

0.
05

8
,+

0.
09

8]
εd
,V
eµ

[−
0
.0

54
,+

0
.0

04
5]

εd
,V
eτ

[−
0
.0

7
9
,+

0.
11

]
[−

0
.1

6,
+

0.
11

]
εd
,V
eτ

[−
0
.0

51
,+

0
.1

1]

εd
,V
µ
τ

[−
0
.0

0
87
,+

0.
0
05

1]
[−

0
.0

08
7,

+
0.

01
5]

εd
,V
µ
τ

[−
0.

00
75
,+

0
.0

04
6]

T
ab

le
3.

90
%

al
lo
w
ed

ra
ng

es
fo
r
th
e
ve
ct
or

N
SI

co
up

lin
gs
εu
,V
α
β

an
d
εd
,V
α
β

as
ob

ta
in
ed

fr
om

th
e
gl
ob

al
an

al
ys
is

of
os
ci
lla

ti
on

da
ta

(l
ef
t
co
lu
m
ns
,

ap
pl
ic
ab

le
to

N
SI

in
du

ce
d
by

m
ed
ia
to
rs

w
it
h
M

m
ed
�

5
M
eV

)
an

d
al
so

in
cl
ud

in
g
da

ta
fr
om

C
E
ν
N
S
ex
pe

ri
m
en
ts

(r
ig
ht

co
lu
m
ns
,
ap

pl
ic
ab

le
to

N
SI

in
du

ce
d
by

m
ed
ia
to
rs

w
it
h
M

m
ed

&
50

M
eV

).
T
he

re
su
lt
s
ar
e
ob

ta
in
ed

af
te
r
m
ar
gi
na

liz
in
g
ov
er

os
ci
lla

ti
on

an
d
th
e
ot
he
r
m
at
te
r
po

te
nt
ia
l

pa
ra
m
et
er
s
ei
th
er

w
it
hi
n
th
e
LM

A
on

ly
an

d
w
it
hi
n
bo

th
LM

A
an

d
LM

A
-D

su
bs
pa

ce
s
re
sp
ec
ti
ve
ly

(t
hi
s
se
co
nd

ca
se

is
de
no

te
d
as

LM
A
⊕
LM

A
-D

).
N
ot
ic
e
th
at

on
ce

C
E
ν
N
S
da

ta
is

in
cl
ud

ed
th
e
tw

o
co
lu
m
ns

be
co
m
e
id
en
ti
ca
l,
si
nc

e
fo
r
N
SI

co
up

lin
gs

w
it
h
f

=
u
,d

th
e
LM

A
-D

so
lu
ti
on

is
on

ly
al
lo
w
ed

w
el
la

bo
ve

90
%

C
L.

– 25 –



Allowed ranges at 90% CL (1-parameter)

GLOB-OSC

εu,Aee [−2.1,−1.8]⊕ [−0.19,+0.13] −εd,Aee
εu,Aµµ [−2.2,−1.7]⊕ [−0.26,+0.18] −εd,Aµµ
εu,Aττ [−2.1,−1.8]⊕ [−0.20,+0.15] −εd,Aττ
εu,Aeµ [−1.5,−1.2]⊕ [−0.16,+0.12]⊕ [+1.4,+1.7] −εd,Aeµ
εu,Aeτ [−1.5,−1.3]⊕ [−0.13,+0.10]⊕ [+1.4,+1.7] −εd,Aeτ
εu,Aµτ [−0.085,+0.11]⊕ [+1.6,+1.9] −εd,Aµτ

Table 4. 90% CL bounds (1 d.o.f., 2-sided) on the effective axial-vector NSI couplings with quarks.
The bounds are derived from the global analysis of oscillation data including the effect of NSI in
the SNO NC cross section and assuming only one NSI coupling different from zero at a time. As
explained in Sec. 3.1, these bounds apply to models with Mmed & 3 MeV.

allowed ranges can be found in Table 4.
As seen in the table the allowed ranges are composed of several disjoint intervals.

They corresponds to values of the NSI couplings for which the the SNO-NC event rate is
approximately the SM prediction:

0 ' Tr

[
ρSNO

(
GA
gA

)2
]
− 1 =

 ρSNOαα

[(
εq,Aαα

)2 ± 2 εq,Aαα
]
,(

ρSNOαα + ρSNOββ

) (
εq,Aα 6=β

)2 ± 4 Re
(
ρSNOα 6=β

)
εq,Aα 6=β

(3.4)

where the upper line holds when the NSI coefficient included is flavour diagonal, and the
lower one when it is flavour-changing and the ± sign correspond to q = u and q = d

respectively. Thus the allowed range for flavour diagonal NSI is formed by two solutions
around εq,Aαα = 0 and εq,Aαα = −2. For flavour off-diagonal NSI it is formed by solutions
around εq,Aα 6=β = 0 and εq,Aα 6=β = ∓4 Re(ρSNOα 6=β )

/
(ρSNOαα + ρSNOββ ). For εq,Aeµ (and similarly for

εq,Aeτ ) this last condition corresponds, in fact, to two distinct solutions, both around |εq,Aeµ | 6= 0

and two possible signs, due to the two different signs of ρSNOeµ for the two CP-conserving
values of δCP ∈ {0, π}. On the contrary, ρSNOµτ takes very similar values for δCP ∈ {0, π},
and consequently for εq,Aµτ the two non-zero solutions closely overlap around εu,Aµτ ∼ 1.7

(εd,Aµτ ∼ −1.7).

3.4 Constraints on NSI with quarks and electrons: effective NSI in the Earth

Let us now discuss the most general case in which NSI with quarks and electrons are
considered, parametrized by the angles η and ζ introduced in Eqs. (2.4) and (2.5). We focus
on vector NSI because in this case the interplay between matter and scattering effects, and
therefore the dependence on the couplings to charged fermions involved, is expected to play
a most relevant role.

In this framework, it is useful to quantify the results of our analysis in terms of the
effective NSI parameters which describe the generalized Earth matter potential, which are
in fact the relevant quantities for the study of long-baseline and atmospheric oscillation
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Figure 6. Constraints on the effective generalized NSI in the Earth matter (relevant for matter
effects in LBL experiments) with arbitrary values of η and ζ. Each panel shows a two-dimensional
projection of the allowed multi-dimensional parameter space after minimization with respect to the
undisplayed parameters. The contours correspond to 1σ and 2σ (2 d.o.f.).

experiments. The results are displayed in Fig. 6 and Table 5 where we show the allowed
two-dimensional regions and one-dimensional ranges of the effective NSI coefficients for the
global analysis of oscillation and CEνNS data, after marginalizing over all other parame-
ters. Therefore what we quantify in Fig. 6 and Table 5 is our present knowledge of the
matter potential for neutrino propagation in the Earth for any unknown value of η and ζ.
Technically this obtained by marginalizing the results of the global χ2 with respect to η
and ζ as well, and the ∆χ2 functions plotted in the figure are defined with respect to the
absolute minimum for any η and ζ which, lies close to η ∼ −45◦ and ζ ∼ 10◦. Finally note
that, as discussed in Sec. 3.1, these limits apply to NSI induced by mediators above 50 MeV.
Conversely, for mediators with masses Mmed � 500 keV effects on ES and on CEνNS ex-
periments would be suppressed. In this case, since for oscillations alone (without effects
on ES) the effects for protons or electrons are indistinguishable, the corresponding allowed
ranges are those provided in Ref. [17] (see also the updated results for the «GLOB-OSC»
analysis in Tab. 3 for NSI with up or down quarks).
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Allowed ranges at 90% CL (Marginalized)

GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES + CEνNS

ε⊕ee [−0.19,+0.20]⊕ [+0.95,+1.3]

ε⊕µµ [−0.43,+0.14]⊕ [+0.91,+1.3]

ε⊕ττ [−0.43,+0.14]⊕ [+0.91,+1.3]

ε⊕eµ [−0.12,+0.011]

ε⊕eτ [−0.16,+0.083]

ε⊕µτ [−0.0047,+0.012]

Table 5. 90% CL bounds (1 d.o.f., 2-sided) on the effective NSI parameters relevant for matter
effects in LBL experiments with arbitrary values of η and ζ after marginalizing over all other NSI
and oscillation parameters. These bounds are applicable to NSI induced by mediators with masses
Mmed & 50 MeV.

From these results we see that the allowed ranges for the diagonal ε⊕αα parameters are
composed of two disjoint regions. However let us stress that they both correspond to the
LMA solution since neither neither of them falls within the LMA-D region (which requires
ε⊕ee − ε⊕µµ = −2). In fact, the LMA-D solution is ruled out beyond the CL shown in Fig. 6
and, as will be discussed in Sec. 3.5 in more detail, the combination of oscillation data with
CEνNS results for different nuclear targets is required to reach this sensitivity.

We finish this section by discussing the impact of NSI in this general framework (where
we allow couplings to quarks and electrons simultaneously) on the determination of the
oscillation parameters in the solar sector. This is shown in Fig. 7, where we see that the
determination of the oscillation parameters within the LMA region, which is the region
favored by the fit, is rather robust even after the inclusion of NSI couplings to both quarks
and electrons. Comparing the blue and red regions in the figure we see that the inclusion of
data from atmospheric and LBL experiments is important to reach such robustness. This
had been previously shown in Refs. [16, 17] for NSI with quarks only; here we conclude that
the same conclusions hold also in presence of NSI with electrons, as long as their impact on
ES is accounted for in the fit. Also, the allowed LMA regions are not very much affected
by the addition of the CEνNS data and it is very close to that of the oscillation analysis
without NSI. As also shown in the figure, the LMA-D is only allowed at 97% CL or above
(for 2 d.o.f.). The current status of the LMA-D region is discussed in more detail in the
next section.

3.5 Present status of the LMA-D solution

In this section, we discuss in more detail the present status of the LMA-D region in light of
all available data, for models leading to NSI couplings to quarks and electrons simultane-
ously. We start by exploring the dependence of the presence of the LMA-D solution on the
specific combination of couplings to the charged fermions considered. In order to do so it is
convenient to introduce the functions χ2

LMA(η, ζ) and χ2
LMA-D(η, ζ) which are obtained by
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Figure 7. Two-dimensional projections of the allowed regions (at 90% and 3σ CL) onto ∆m2
12 and

θ12 parameters, after marginalizing over all other oscillation parameters and over NSI couplings to
quarks and electrons. Red regions correspond to the analysis of KamLAND and Solar data; blue
regions include all oscillation data; and green regions include all oscillation and CEνNS data. In
all cases, NSI effects on ES are fully accounted for in the fit. For comparison, the empty contours
(solid black lines) show the corresponding regions for the global oscillation analysis without NSI.

marginalizing the χ2 for a given value of η and ζ over both the oscillation and the matter
potential parameters within the regions θ12 < 45◦ and θ12 > 45◦, respectively. With this, in
the left (central) panels of Fig. 8 we plot isocontours of the differences χ2

LMA(η, ζ)−χ2
no-NSI

(χ2
LMA-D(η, ζ)−χ2

no-NSI) where χ
2
no-NSI is the minimum χ2 for standard 3ν oscillations (i.e.,

without NSI). In the right panels we plot χ2
LMA-D(η, ζ) − χ2

LMA(η, ζ) which quantifies the
relative quality of the LMA and LMA-D solutions. In each row in this figure we include
only a subset of the data as indicated by the labels.

The upper panels of Fig. 8 show the results when only oscillation data is analyzed
accounting for the effects of NSI on the matter potential, but without including the effect
of NSI in the ES cross sections in Borexino, SNO, and SK. As outlined in Sec. 3.1, these
results would therefore apply to NSI models with very light mediators, Mmed � 500 keV.
In this scenario (as shown in Sec. 2.1) only the combination of NSI couplings to electrons,
protons and neutrons, parametrized by the effective angle η′ in Eq. (2.16), is relevant.
Therefore the ∆χ2 isocontours are curves along tan η′ = tan η / (cos ζ + sin ζ) = constant.
From the upper left panel we see that for most of (η, ζ) values, the inclusion of NSI leads
only to a mild improvement of the global fit to oscillation data (χ2

LMA(η, ζ)−χ2
no-NSI > −4).

As discussed in Ref. [17] (Addendum), with the updated SK4 solar data the determination
of ∆m2

21 in solar and in KamLAND experiments are fully compatible at . 2σ level. The
inclusion of NSI only leads to an overall better fit at a CL above 2σ (but still not statistically
significant in any of the different data samples) for (ζ, η) along the darker band. In particular
the best fit lies along tan η′ ∼ −1

/
Y ⊕n ≈ −0.95 (η′ ≈ −43.6◦) for which NSI effects in the

– 29 –



80

40

0

40

80

ζ (
°) 

GLOB-OSC w/o NSI in ES

∆χ2
min = − 8.2

χ2
LMA(η, ζ)−χ2

No−NSI

GLOB-OSC w/o NSI in ES

∆χ2
min = − 6.4

χ2
LMA−D(η, ζ)−χ2

No−NSI

GLOB-OSC w/o NSI in ES

∆χ2
min = − 2.6

χ2
LMA−D(η, ζ)−χ2

LMA(η, ζ)

80

40

0

40

80

ζ (
°) 

GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES

∆χ2
min = − 8.2

GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES

∆χ2
min = − 6.8

GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES

∆χ2
min = − 3.0

75 50 25 0 25 50 75
η (°)

80

40

0

40

80

ζ (
°)

GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES+CEνNS

∆χ2
min = − 6.1

75 50 25 0 25 50 75
η (°) 

GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES+CEνNS

∆χ2
min = 0.45

75 50 25 0 25 50 75
η (°) 

GLOB-OSC w NSI in ES+CEνNS

∆χ2
min = 4.7

7
5
4

0
3
7
15
20

9
7
5
4

0
3
7
15
20

7
5
4

0
3
7
15
20

Figure 8. Isocontours of χ2
LMA(η, ζ) − χ2

no-NSI, χ
2
LMA-D(η, ζ) − χ2

no-NSI and χ2
LMA-D(η, ζ) −

χ2
LMA-D(η, ζ) of the global analysis of oscillation data without including NSI in the ES cross sec-

tions at Borexino, SNO, and SK (upper panels), and including the NSI in the ES cross sections
at Borexino, SNO, and SK (middle panels). The lower panels shows of the result adding the data
from CEνNS experiments. We show projections in the plane of angles (ζ, η) (after marginalization
of all other parameters) which parametrize the relative strength of the NSI couplings to up-quarks,
down-quark, and electrons. The levels corresponding to the different colours are given on the color
bar on the right. Contours beyond 20 are white. In each panel the best-fit point is marked with a
star (middle and bottom rows) or by a solid black line (upper row). Results in the upper row are
applicable to NSI induced by mediators with Mmed � 500 keV; in the middle row, for models with
Mmed & 10 MeV; and in the lower row, for models with Mmed & 50 MeV, see Sec. 3.1 for details.

Earth matter cancel, so there is no constraint from Atmospheric and LBL experiments on
the NSI which can lead to that slightly better fit to Solar + KamLAND data within the
LMA solution. The central and right panels show the status of the LMA-D solution in
this scenario. We find that LMA-D provides a good solution in most of the (η, ζ) plane.
The LMA-D is only very disfavoured for (ζ, η) along the band with 2.75 . tan η′ . −1.75.
For these values the NSI contribution to the matter potential in the Sun cancels in some
point inside the neutrino production area and therefore the degeneracy between NSI and
the octant of θ12 cannot be realized.

The impact of including NSI in the ES cross section in Borexino, SNO, and SK can be
seen in the middle row panels in Fig. 8. Since these panels include the effect of NSI in ES,
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they apply to NSI models with mediator masses 10 MeV . Mmed . 50 MeV. The main
effect is that the ζ values for which the LMA-D solution is allowed become very restricted
(in fact the best fit point for all panels are always close to ζ = 0) as long as η does not
approach 90◦, and consequently the dependence of ζ is heavily suppressed. Thus, once the
effect of NSI in the ES cross section is included, the results are not very different from those
obtained for ζ = 0 (no coupling to electrons) in Refs. [17, 36]. The middle and right panels
in this row also illustrate how, as long as only oscillation data is included, the LMA-D
solution is still allowed with a CL comparable and even slightly better than LMA.

The lower panels in Fig. 8 include the combination of all data available and are therefore
applicable to NSI with mediators above Mmed & 50 MeV. When comparing the LMA
(LMA-D) to the SM hypothesis (i.e., no NSI) we find that the global minimum of the fit
is better (comparable) to that obtained in absence of NSI, as shown in the middle and left
panels. However, we also see that the inclusion of the CEνNS data in the analysis severely
constrains the LMA-D solution. Quantitatively we find that LMA-D becomes disfavoured
with respect to LMA with ∆χ2 > 4.7 for any value of (η, ζ) (right panel) and it is only
allowed6 below ∆χ2 = 9 for very specific combinations of couplings to quarks and electrons,
−2.5◦ ≤ ζ ≤ 1.5◦ and −29◦ ≤ η ≤ −13◦.

To further illustrate the role of the different experiments in this conclusion we show in
Fig. 9 the projection of χ2

LMA-D(η, ζ)−χ2
LMA(η, ζ) on η after marginalizing over ζ (which, as

discussed above, it is effectively not very different from fixing ζ = 0). The figure illustrates
the complementarity of the CEνNS data with different targets. As discussed in Sec. 2.2.3,
the effects of NSI in CEνNS on a given target, characterized by a value of Yn, cancel for
η′′ = arctan(−1/Yn) (with tan η′′ = tan η/ cos ζ ' tan η). This corresponds to η ' −35.4◦

(Y CsI
n ≈ 1.407), −39.3◦ (Y Ar

n ≈ 1.222), and −38.4◦ (Y Ge
n ≈ 1.263) for CsI, Ar, and Ge

respectively. Thus, as seen in the figure, the combination of the constraints from CEνNS
with the different targets is important to disfavour the LMA-D solution.

4 Summary

In this work we have presented an updated analysis of neutrino oscillation data and in
combination with the results of CEνNS on a variety of targets with the aim of establishing
the allowed size and flavour structure of CP-conserving NC NSI which affect either the
evolution of neutrinos in a matter background and/or their detection cross section. We
have included in our fit all the latest solar, atmospheric, reactor and accelerator data used
for the standard 3ν oscillation analysis in NuFIT-5.2 with the only exception of T2K and
NOνA appearance data whose hints in of CP violation cannot be accommodated within
the CP-conserving approximation assumed in this work. When combining with CEνNS
we include the results from COHERENT data on CSI and Ar detectors, together with the
results Dresden-II reactor experiment with a Ge detector.

The study extends previous works by considering either vector or axial NSI with an
arbitrary ratio of couplings to up-quarks, down-quarks, and electrons (parametrized by two

6Notice than this is different than what we show in Fig. 8, where marginalization over η, ζ has been
performed.
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Figure 9. Dependence of χ2
LMA-D(η, ζ) − χ2

LMA(η, ζ) on η after marginalizing over ζ for different
combination of experiments as labeled in the figure.

angles, η and ζ). In the oscillation analysis including vector NSI involving interactions
with electrons (ζ 6= 0), which could affect both the propagation and ES detection cross
section in Borexino, SNO, and SK, we have consistently accounted for the interplay of
flavour transitions in both effects by employing the density matrix formalism (which we
had previously proposed). Furthermore we have considered two scenarios: (a) including
the NSI only in the matter effects (characteristic of models where NSI are generated by
mediators much lighter than O(500 keV)), and (b) including the NSI both in propagation,
CEνNS, and ES scattering (characteristic of models where NSI are generated by mediators
heavier than O(50 MeV)). Our results show that:

• From the methodological point of view, the validity of the adiabaticity assumption
for the neutrino propagation in the Sun in the presence of NSI (and of NP, in general)
is not a given. But we conclude that using the adiabatic approximation leads to the
correct allowed ranges of NSI coefficients in all cases studied, as long as one removes
from the explored space of NSI couplings those points for which adiabaticity in the Sun
is violated.

• The global oscillation analysis of vector NSI which enter only via the matter potential
leads to the bounds on the five combinations εf,Vee − εf,Vµµ and εf,Vττ − εf,Vµµ and εf,Vα 6=β
shown in Fig. 2 and Table 1 for interactions with electrons, and in the first column in
Table 3 for interactions with up and down quark. The 90% bounds range from ∼ 0.5%
to ∼ 30% for εf,Vττ − εf,Vµµ and εf,Vα 6=β , while ε

f,V
ee − εf,Vµµ presents two (quasi)degenerate

allowed ranges around 0 and ∼ −2 (∼ −1) for NSI with electrons (quarks) which
correspond to the well-known LMA and LMA-D solutions.

• The LMA-D solution is realized for generic vector NSI couplings to electrons and
quarks as long as only considering propagation effects (see first row in Fig. 8) unless
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the couplings come in a ratio that cancels their contribution to the solar matter
potential (2.75 . tan η / (cos ζ + sin ζ) . −1.75).

• Including the effect of the vector NSI in the ES scattering cross sections in Borexino,
SK and SNO, lifts the degeneracy and disfavours the LMA-D solution unless the NSI
coupling to the electrons is suppressed compared to the coupling to quarks (see second
row in Fig. 8). But it still provides a good fit to the data for a wide range of ratios
of the couplings to up and down quarks, and it is allowed at 3σ for η < −70◦ or
η > −40◦ (see Fig. 9).

• For vector NSI coupling to electrons only, the inclusion of NSI in the ES scattering
cross sections eliminates the LMA-D solution and allows for independent determina-
tion of the three εf,Vαα . But within the LMA solution, our comparative results show
that it is the presence of the NSI in the matter potential which drives the strong
constraints.

• For vector NSI coupling mostly to quarks, the combination of the oscillation results
with the data from CEνNS disfavours the LMA-D solution beyond ∼ 2σ for any value
of η and it is only allowed below ∆χ2 = 9 for −29◦ ≤ η ≤ −13. (see Figs. 8 and 9).
We find that the combination of CEνNS with different nuclear targets is important
to disfavour the LMA-D solution at that level.

• The determination of the oscillation parameters within the LMA region is rather
robust even after the inclusion of NSI couplings to both quarks and electrons as large
as allowed by the global oscillation data analysis itself (see Fig. 7).

• Axial-vector NSI only enter in the analysis via their effects in the interaction of solar
neutrinos in Borexino, SNO, and SK when coupling to electrons, or in the NC rate
in SNO when coupling to quarks. For interactions with electrons their bounds are
notably weaker than those on vector NSI (see Fig. 4 and Table 2). For interactions
with quarks they cannot be all independently bounded (see Table 4 for one parameter
bounds).

Moreover, to quantify the possible implications that generic models leading to NSI may have
for future Earth-based facilities, we have projected the results of our analysis in terms of
the effective NSI parameters which describe the generalized matter potential in the Earth,
relevant for the study of atmospheric and long-baseline neutrino oscillation experiments
(see Fig. 6 and Table 5).

To summarize, this work provides the most general study of NSI involving quarks and
electrons up to date using neutrino oscillation data and measurements of CEνNS using
neutrinos from spallation and reactor sources. While the scope of this work is restricted to
neutrino facilities, dark matter direct detection experiments are rapidly approaching the so-
called neutrino floor. If affected by NSI, significant deviations on the expected results may
be observable [91–93]. While present experiments are not competitive yet in this regard,
the upcoming generation of experiments will soon provide interesting limits on NSI and
may offer additional synergies with neutrino oscillation and CEνNS data [48].
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Abstract Simulations play a key role for inference in
collider physics. We explore various approaches for en-
hancing the precision of simulations using machine learn-
ing, including interventions at the end of the simula-
tion chain (reweighting), at the beginning of the simu-
lation chain (pre-processing), and connections between
the end and beginning (latent space refinement). To
clearly illustrate our approaches, we use W+jets ma-
trix element surrogate simulations based on normaliz-
ing flows as a prototypical example. First, weights in
the data space are derived using machine learning clas-
sifiers. Then, we pull back the data-space weights to
the latent space to produce unweighted examples and
employ the Latent Space Refinement (Laser) proto-
col using Hamiltonian Monte Carlo. An alternative ap-
proach is an augmented normalizing flow, which allows
for different dimensions in the latent and target spaces.
These methods are studied for various pre-processing
strategies, including a new and general method for mas-
sive particles at hadron colliders that is a tweak on
the widely-used RamboOnDiet mapping. We find that
modified simulations can achieve sub-percent precision
across a wide range of phase space.
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1 Introduction

A cornerstone of modern high-energy collider physics
is first-principles simulations that encode the underly-
ing physical laws. These simulations are crucial for per-
forming and interpreting analyses, linking theoretical
predictions and experimental measurements. However,
the most precise simulations are computationally de-
manding and may become prohibitively expensive for
data analysis in the era of the High-Luminosity Large
Hadron Collider (HL-LHC) [1, 2]. As a result, various
fast simulation approaches have been developed to mimic
precise simulations with only a fraction of the compu-
tational overhead.

In the language of machine learning (ML), fast sim-
ulations are called surrogate models. While most fast
simulations use some flavor of machine learning, a grow-
ing number of proposed surrogate models are based on
deep learning. Deep generative models include Genera-
tive Adversarial Networks (GAN) [3,4], Variational Au-
toencoders [5,6], Normalizing Flows [7,8], and Diffusion
Models [9–11] which often make use of score match-
ing [12–14].

In collider physics, deep learning-based surrogate
models have been proposed for all steps in the sim-
ulation chain, including phase-space sampling, ampli-
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tude evaluation, hard-scatter processes, minimum bias
generation, parton shower Monte Carlo, and detector
effects (see e.g. Ref. [15, 16] for recent reviews). In this
paper, we focus on the emulation of hard-scatter event
generation [17–21], although the approaches are more
general.

Simulations can be viewed as deterministic func-
tions from a set of fixed and random numbers into struc-
tured data. The fixed numbers represent physics param-
eters like masses and couplings, while the random num-
bers give rise to outgoing particle properties sampled
from various phase space distributions. For deep gener-
ative models, the random numbers are typically sam-
pled from simple probability densities like the Gaussian
or uniform probability distributions. The random num-
bers going into a simulation constitute the latent space
of the generator. A key challenge with deep generative
models is achieving precision. One way to improve the
precision is to modify the map from random numbers
to structure. A complementary approach is modifying
the probability density of the generated data space or
the latent space. This approach is what we investigate
in this paper.

For a variety of applications, normalizing flows have
shown impressive precision for HEP applications [21–
27].However, these models suffer from topological ob-
structions due to their bijective nature [28–30] which
for instance becomes relevant for multi-resonant pro-
cesses and at sharp phase-space boundaries that are of-
ten introduced by kinematic cuts. Topological obstruc-
tions are not just affecting normalizing flows but can
also limit the performance of autoencoders [31]. If the
phase-space structure is known, the problematic phase-
space regions can be either smoothed by a local trans-
formation [21] or the flow can be directly defined on
the correct manifold [32]. However, we generally do not
know where these problematic regions lie in the highly
complex and multi-dimensional phase space. Moreover,
even if we identify and fix problematic patterns in a
lower-dimensional subspace, we are not guaranteed to
cure all higher-dimensional topological structures. There-
fore, we study two complementary strategies to improve
the precision of generative networks affected by topo-
logical obstructions and other effects. These strategies
are both generalizable and computationally inexpen-
sive.

As a first method, we use the Laser protocol [30]
which relies on the refinement of the latent space of the
generative model. The Laser protocol is an extension
of the DctrGAN [33] method that is not specific to
GANs and circumvents the limited statistical power of
weighted events by propagating the weights into the

latent space. While this idea has also been proposed
solely for GANs in Ref. [34], the Laser approach works
for any generative model and further extends Ref. [34]
by allowing more sophisticated sampling techniques.

In the second method, we employ augmented nor-
malizing flows [28, 35–37]. In contrast to standard nor-
malizing flows, the feature space is augmented with ad-
ditional variables such that the latent space dimension
can be chosen to have higher dimensions than the orig-
inal feature space dimension. As a result, possibly dis-
connected patches in the feature space, which are diffi-
cult to describe by deep generative models, can be con-
nected by augmenting additional dimensions and thus
simplify the mapping the network has to learn. In or-
der to obtain the original feature space, we use a lower-
dimensional slice of the generated feature space.

The Laser protocol and the augmented flow show
excellent results when applied to simple toy examples.
In this paper, we apply both methods to a compli-
cated high-energy physics example for the first time
and show how they alleviate current limitations in pre-
cision while being conservative regarding network sizes
and the number of parameters. Note that augmenta-
tion only describes one possible incarnation of a sur-
jective transformation, of which some have already ap-
plied on HEP data successfully in Ref. [26]. In our stud-
ies, we consider W-boson production with associated
jets [38–45] at the LHC, i.e.

pp→W+ + jets, (1.1)

as illustrated in Fig. 1. Owing to the high multiplic-
ity of the multi-jet process and phase space restrictions
(e.g. jet pT thresholds), the associated phase space is
large and topologically complex, with many non-trivial
features that need to be correctly addressed by the gen-
erative models.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we in-
troduce and compare both methods and describe their
implementation. We define and list different data rep-
resentations in Sec. 3 and introduce the Mahambo al-
gorithm. As a first application, we show simple 2-di-
mensional toy examples to illustrate our approaches

ū

u

d

ū

W+

g

u

d

ū

W+

u

Fig. 1: Examples of LO Feynman diagrams contribut-
ing to the pp→W+ + jets process.



3

in Sec. 4. Afterwards, we employ both methods on a
fully comprehensive LHC example and investigate the
impact of various data representations on the models’
performance. Finally, we conclude in Sec. 5.

2 Methods

The baseline method for both of our models is a normal-
izing flows [7, 8]. Normalizing flows rely on the change
of variables formula

log pg(Z)(x) = log pZ(g−1(x)) + log

∣∣∣∣∂g−1(x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣ , (2.1)

which explicitly encodes an estimate of the probability
density pg(Z) ≈ pX by introducing a bijective mapping
g (parameterized as a neural network) from a latent
space Z = {z ∈ RN |z ∼ pZ} to a feature space with
data described by X = {x ∈ RN |x ∼ pX }. In contrast,
for VAEs and GANs, the mapping g does not need to
be bijective. However, VAEs only yield a lower bound
of the density (evidence lower bound, or ELBO) and
for GANs the posterior is only defined implicitly.

We study two methods that aim to improve the
precision and expressiveness of the generative model g
by either modifying the latent space prior pZ or by
post-processing the data space, either with importance
weights or by augmenting the feature space X with an
additional variable r ∼ q(r|x). These methods are illus-
trated in Fig. 2 and are described in more detail in the
following.

Truth Baseline Laser AugFlow

Truth Baseline Laser AugFlow

g

Augment

Truth Baseline Laser AugFlow

Truth Baseline Laser AugFlow

Truth Baseline Laser AugFlow

g g

Classifier
DCTR

w

LASER

Fig. 2: A schematic diagram illustrating the aug-
mented flow (left) and the Laser protocol (right).

2.1 Latent space refinement

As the first method, we use the Laser protocol [30],
illustrated on the right of Fig. 2. The Laser method

acts as a post-hoc procedure modifying the latent space
prior pZ to improve the generated samples x while keep-
ing the generative model g fixed. For this method, the
baseline generator g(z) can be any generative model or
physics simulator (as long as we have access to the input
random numbers) and does not have to be bijective in
general. Throughout this paper, we choose g as a nor-
malizing flow for simplicity and to make this method
better comparable with the second method.

As a first step in the Laser protocol, we train a
classifier f to distinguish samples x generated by g and
samples drawn from the truth data probability distri-
bution, pX . If the generative model g is part of a GAN,
it is possible to use the discriminator d as the classi-
fier [34], but it might be more appropriate to train a
new unbiased network from scratch [33]. If this classi-
fier is trained with the binary cross entropy (BCE) and
converges to its optimum, it obeys the well-known (see
e.g. Refs. [46, 47]) property

f(x) ≈ pX
pg(Z)(x) + pX

. (2.2)

This can be used to assign a weight

w(x) =
f(x)

1− f(x)
≈ pX
pg(Z)(x)

, (2.3)

to each generated sample. This idea has been widely
studied in HEP for simulation reweighting and infer-
ence (see e.g. Ref. [48–60]) and is the core of the Dctr
protocol [57] that has also been proposed for simula-
tion surrogate refinement [33] so we will refer to events
weighted in this way as Dctr.

If weighted events are acceptable, then one could
stop here and use the weights in the data space (as was
proposed in Ref. [33]). For Laser, we next backpropa-
gate this weight to the corresponding latent space point
g(zi) = xi. If g is not bijective, then the weights pulled
back from the data space to the latent space can be
made a proper function of the phase space via Step 2
of the OmniFold algorithm [30,58]. Finally, we sample
from the new weighted latent space (z, w̄(z)). There are
three possible ways proposed by the Laser protocol:

– Rejection sampling: The weights w(z) can be used
to perform rejection sampling on the latent space. In
general, however, the weights are broadly distributed
which makes this method inefficient and least fa-
vored.

– Markov chain Monte Carlo: The weights w̄(z)

induce a modified probability distribution

q(z, w̄) = pZ(z) w̄(z)/Z0, (2.4)

with some normalization constant Z0. If both the
probability q and its derivative ∂q/∂z are tractable,
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we can employ a Hamiltonian Monte Carlo (HMC)
[61, 62] algorithm for sampling. Differentiability is
natural when w is a neural network.

– Refiner network Φ: Finally, if the derivative ∂q/∂z
is not tractable the weighted latent space (z, w(z))

can instead be converted into a unweighted latent
space. For this, another generative model Φ is trained
on the weighted latent space [22,63] while generating
unweighted samples following the same probability
distribution pΦ(z) ≈ q(z, w̄). The output of the re-
finement network Φ can then be used as an input to
the generative model g.

In contrast to the MCMC algorithm, the refiner net-
work Φ requires the training of an additional generative
model which might be affected by the same topologi-
cal obstructions or even evokes new type of problems.
Therefore, when applying the Laser protocol in our ex-
periments, we always use a HMC algorithm to sample
from the refined latent space when possible.

2.2 Augmented normalizing flows

Augmented normalizing flows [28, 35–37] are bridging
the gap between VAEs and NFs. While they allow for
(partially) bijective mappings they also tackle the bot-
tleneck problem [36] by increasing the dimensionality
of the original data. As it has been pointed out in great
detail in Ref. [37], augmented flows only represent a
particular example of surjective normalizing flows. In
general, there are multiple and potentially interesting
surjective transformations that might enhance the over-
all performance of the network [26]. In our studies, we
restrict ourselves to only investigate the effect of an aug-
mentation transformation. As all necessary formulae for
surjective transformations have been derived and doc-
umented exhaustively in the literature, we only explain
briefly how the augmentation transformation is defined
and refer for details to Ref. [37].

Augmentation (or slicing in the inverse direction)
starts by augmenting the data x with an additional Dk

dimensional random variable z2 ∈ RDk which is drawn
from a distribution q(z2). While not necesary in our ap-
plication, the more general case allows for z2 to be con-
ditional on the data x. In all our examples, q(z2) is sim-
ply given by a normal distribution, i.e. q(z2) = N (0, 1).
This means that the forward and the inverse passes are
given by

x
augment→
←−−−−−−→
←slice

(z1, z2),

with z1 = x, and z2 ∼ N (0, 1). (2.5)

As this mapping is surjective in the inverse direction
but stochastic in forward direction, the full likelihood of
this transformation is not tractable. Consequently, the
augmented flow is optimized using only the tractable
likelihood contribution which is the ELBO, and con-
nects surjective flows with VAEs.

We note that a similar idea was also introduced in
Ref. [64] where a noise-extended INN was used to match
the dimensions of parton-level and detector-level events
to better describe the stochastic nature of detector ef-
fects.

3 Data representation

While it is well known that proper data preprocessing
can increase the accuracy and reliability of a neural
network, it is often difficult to find the best data repre-
sentation for any particular dataset.

In order to better understand which data represen-
tations are well suited in the context of event gener-
ation, we investigate several different proposals from
the literature and develop our own parametrizations,
which are built to enhance the sensitivity of the neu-
ral network dependent on its specific task. In detail,
we consider parton-level events from a hadronic 2→ n

scattering process with an intrinsic dimensionality of
d = 3n− 2. We implemented the following preprocess-
ings:

1. 4-Mom: We parametrize each final state particle in
terms of its four momentum and represent the entire
event by 4n features

x = {p1, p2, . . . , pn} (3.1)

where nf denotes the number of final-state particles,
and standardize each feature according to

x̃i =
xi − µi

σi
. (3.2)

2. MinRep: We start by considering the 3-momenta of
all final state particles, neglecting the energy com-
ponent due to on-shell conditions. Further, in order
to obey momentum conservation in the transverse
plane, we reject the px and py components of the
last particle and treat them as dependent quanti-
ties. This reduces the dataset to a 3n−2 dimensional
data representation. Again, we normalize all features
using the standardization in Eq. (3.2).

3. Precisesiast: In this preprocessing, we follow the
preprocessing suggested in Ref. [21] and thus denote
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it as precision enthusiast (Precisesiast) parame-
terization. For parton level events, this preprocess-
ing starts by representing each finals state in terms
of

{pT, η, φ}, (3.3)

followed by the additional transformations

pT → p̃T = log(pT − pT,min), (3.4)

φji → φ̃ji = atanh(∆φWji/π), (3.5)

φW → φ̃W = atanh(φW/π), (3.6)

to gaussanize all features. This leads to 3n-dimen-
sional representation.

4. Mahambo: In this preprocessing, we map the phase
space onto a unit-hypercube with 3n−2 dimensions.
Hence, we reduce the representation to the relevant
degrees of freedom similar to the MinRep approach.
While the MinRep parametrization is dependent on
the ordering of the momenta and hence potentially
prone to instabilities, the Mahambo preprocessing
relies on the Rambo [65, 66] algorithm which popu-
lates the phase space uniformly (at least for massless
final states). The details about the Mahambo algo-
rithm are given in more detail in Sec. 3.1.

5. Elfs: This starts from a Precisesiast inspired
representation

{log pT, φ̃, η} (3.7)

and additionally augments with the features

{atanh(2∆φij/π − 1), log(∆ηij), log(∆Rij)} (3.8)

for all possible jets pairs ij, where we define

∆ηij = |ηi − ηj |

∆φij =

{
|φi − φj |, if |φi − φj | < π

2π − |φi − φj |, otherwise

∆Rij =
√

(∆φij)2 + (∆ηij)2. (3.9)

This yields a 3n+k dimensional representation, where
k = {3, 9} for 2- or 3-jet events considered in our
studies, respectively. Thus, this is denoted as en-
larged feature space (Elfs) representation.

The list of possible parametrizations above is not ex-
haustive, but they cover common representations and
thus we expect them to be representative.

3.1 The Mahambo algorithm

In order to reduce the dataset to the relevant degrees of
freedom while avoiding the limitations of the MinRep
parametrization, which is sensitive to the order of the
particle momenta, we employ a modified version of the
Rambo [65, 66] algorithm which allows for an invert-
ible mapping between momenta p and random num-
bers r living on the unit-hypercube U = [0, 1]d. While
the original Rambo [65] algorithm is not invertible as
it requires 4n random numbers to parametrize n parti-
cle momenta, the RamboOnDiet [66] algorithm solves
this problem and only requires 3n−4 random numbers.
By construction, the RamboOnDiet algorithm is de-
fined for a fixed partonic center-of-mass (COM) energy
and provides momenta within this frame.

However, as we are considering scattering processes
at hadron colliders the corresponding events only obey
momentum conservation in the transverse plane and
are only observed in the lab frame. Consequently, we
need two additional random numbers r3n−3, r3n−2 that
parametrize the momentum fractions x1 and x2 of the
scattering partons, which are relevant for the PDFs and
connect the lab frame with the partonic COM frame via
a boost along the z-axis. This boost can be parametrized
in terms of a rapidity parameter

ζ =
1

2
log

x1

x2
= atanh

q3

q0
, with q =

∑
i

pi. (3.10)

In particular, we choose the following parametrization

τ = τ
r3n−3

min , x1 = τ r3n−2 , x2 = τ1−r3n−2 , (3.11)

with τmin reflecting a possible cut on the squared par-
tonic center-of-mass energy ŝ > ŝmin = τmins. We de-
note the modified algorithm as Mahambo.

The derivation and proofs for the unmodified parts
adopted from RamboOnDiet are given in Ref. [66]1.
The Mahambo procedure to generate a single phase-
space x point starting from random numbers r passes
the following steps:

1. Sample the partonic momentum fractions x1 and x2

according to Eq. (3.11).
2. Define the partonic COM energy ŝ =

√
x1x2s and

define the Lorentz boost parameter ζ according to
Eq. (3.10).

3. Pass ŝ to the RamboOnDiet algorithm to generate
n massless 4-momenta in the partonic COM frame.

1Note that there is an error in the original paper in the trans-
formation from Eq. (8) to Eq. (9). Thus, the algorithm has some
missing squares in the algorithm when solving for the variable ui.
These are fixed in our implementation.
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Algorithm 1: The Mahambo algorithm.
1: τ ← τ

r3n−3

min , x1 ← τr3n−2 , x2 ← τ1−r3n−2 , W ←
√
τs

2: Q← (W, 0, 0, 0), Q1 ← Q, M1 ←
√
Q2, Mn ← 0

3: for i = 2, . . . , n do
4: if i 6= n then
5: solve

ri−1 = (n+ 1− i)u2(n−i)i − (n− i)u2(n+1−i)
i

for ui
6: Mi ← u2 . . . ui

√
Q2

7: end if
8: cos θi ← 2rn−5+2i − 1, sin θi ←

√
1− cos2 θi,

φi ← 2πrn−4+2i

9: qi ← 4Mi−1ρ(Mi−1,Mi, 0)
10: pi−1 ← qi(cosφi sin θ1, sinφi sin θi, cos θi)
11: pi−1 ← (qi,−pi−1), Qi ← (

√
q2i +M2

i ,−pi−1)
12: boost pi−1 and Qi by Qi−1/Q

0
i−1

13: end for
14: pn ← Qn

15: solve W =
∑n
i=1

√
ξ2(p0i )2 +m2

i for ξ
16: for i = 1, . . . , n do

17: p0i ←
√
ξ2(p0i )2 +m2

i , pi ← ξpi

18: boost pi by Λz(ζ) with rapidity ζ ← 1
2

log x1

x2

19: end for
20: return {p1, . . . , pn}

4. Possibly reshuffle these four-momenta following the
procedure in Ref. [65] to obtain massive final states.

5. Boost all momenta into the lab frame with Λz(ζ).

The full details of the mapping between 3n − 2 ran-
dom numbers ri and n 4-momenta is given in Algo-
rithm 1, and its inverse in Algorithm 2. To solve the
equations in line 5 and 15 of Algorithm 1 and line 4
of Algorithm 2 we use Brent’s method [67]. The func-
tion ρ(Mi−1,Mi,mi−1) in line 9 corresponds to the two-
body decay factor defined as

ρ(a, b, c) =

√
(a2 − (b+ c)2)(a2 − (b− c)2)

8a2
, (3.12)

which simplifies in the massless (mi = 0) case to

ρ(Mi−1,Mi, 0) =
M2

i−1 −M2
i

8M2
i−1

. (3.13)

4 Experiments

We demonstrate the performance of Laser and aug-
mented flows in two numerical experiments. We start
with two illustrative toy examples in Section 4.1, before
turning to a particle physics problem in Section 4.2. For
the more complicated examples, we further perform a
dedicated analyses of choosing an optimal parametriza-
tion for both the generative model as well as the clas-
sifier needed for the Dctr or Laser approach.

Algorithm 2: The inverse Mahambo algo-
rithm.

1: q ←
∑n
j=1 pj , τ ← q2/s, ζ ← atanh(q3/q0)

2: W ←
√
τs, log x1 ← 1

2

[
log τ + log

(
1−ζ
1+ζ

)]
3: r3n−3 ← log τ/ log τmin, r3n−2 ← log x1/ log τ

4: solve W =
∑n
i=1

√(
(p0i )2 −m2

i

)
/ξ2 for ξ

5: for i = 1, . . . , n do

6: p0i ←
√(

(p0i )2 −m2
i

)
/ξ2, pi ← pi/ξ

7: boost pi by Λz(−ζ) with rapidity ζ
8: end for

9: M1 ←
√(∑n

j=1 pj

)2
, Qn ← pn

10: for i = n, . . . , 2 do

11: Mi ←
√(∑n

j=i pj

)2
12: if i 6= n then
13: ui ←Mi/Mi−1

14: ri−1 ← (n+ 1− i)u2(n−i)i − (n− i)u2(n+1−i)
i

15: end if
16: Qi−1 ← Qi + pi−1

17: boost pi−1 by −Qi−1/Q
0
i−1

18: rn−5+2i ← (p3i−1/|pi−1|+ 1)/2

19: φ← arctan(p2i−1/p
1
i−1), rn−4+2i ← φ/2π + Θ(−φ)

20: end for
21: return {r1, . . . , r3n−2}

In order to have full control of all parameters and
inputs we implemented our own version of Hamiltonian
Monte Carlo in PyTorch, using its automatic differ-
entiation module to compute the necessary gradients to
run the algorithm. For all examples, we initialize a to-
tal of 100 Markov Chains running in parallel to reduce
computational overhead and solve the equation of mo-
tions numerically using the leapfrog algorithm [62] with
a step size of ε = 0.01 and 30 leapfrog steps. To avoid
artifacts originating from the random initialization of
the chains, we start with a burn-in phase and discard
the first 5000 points from each chain.

4.1 Toy examples

We consider two different toy examples commonly used
in the literature: a probability density defined by thin
concentric circles and another density described by cir-
cular array of two-dimensional Gaussian random vari-
ables. These are illustrated pictorially in in the leftmost
column of Fig. 3.

Network architecture

We use a normalizing flow with affine coupling blocks as
the baseline model in all toy examples. Our implemen-
tation relies partially on SurVAE [37]. The NF consists
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of 8 coupling blocks, each consisting of a fully connected
multi-layer perceptron (MLP) with two hidden layers,
32 units per layer, and ReLU activation functions. The
model is trained for 100 epochs by minimizing the neg-
ative log-likelihood with an additional weight decay of
10−5. The optimization is performed using Adam [68]
with default β parameters and α0 = 10−3. We employ
an exponential learning rate schedule, i.e. αn = α0γ

n

, with γ = 0.995 which decays the learning rate after
each epoch.

In the scenario using the augmented flow, we extend
the dimensionality from 2 → 4 by augmenting an ad-
ditional 2-dimensional random number r ∼ N (0, 1) to
the feature vector x.

For the classifier, we use a simple feed-forward neu-
ral network which consists of 8 layers with 80 units each
and leaky ReLU activation [69] in the hidden layers. We
note that, none of these hyperparameters have been ex-
tensively optimized in our studies.

Probability distance measures

In the 2-dimensional toy examples, we can quantify
the performance gain of our Laser-flow and the aug-
mented flow compared to our baseline flow model. For
this, we implemented different f -divergences [70]. All
f -divergences used in this paper are shown in Tab. 1.
Except for the total variation (V), the squared Hellinger
distance (H2) and the Jensen-Shannon divergence (JS)
are not proper metrics as they do not obey the triangle-
inequality. In contrast to the Kullback–Leibler (KL) di-
vergence, which is also commonly used, we only consid-
ered f -divergences which are symmetric in p and q.

Additionally, we implemented the earth mover’s dis-
tance (EMD) [71] between two probability distributions
p(x) and q(x). The EMD is directly connected to an
optimal transport problem. If the two distributions are
represented as a set of tuples P = {(xi, p(xi)}Ni=1 and
Q = {(yj , q(yj)}Mj=1, the EMD is the minimum cost
required to transform P into Q. This transformation
is parameterized by discrete probability flows fij from
xi ∈ P to yj ∈ Q and reads

EMD(p, q) = min
{fij>0}

N∑
i=1

M∑
i=1

fij ||xi − yj ||2,

M∑
j=1

fij ≤p(xi),
N∑
i=1

fij ≤ q(yj),

N∑
i=1

M∑
i=1

fij = min

 N∑
i=1

p(xi),

M∑
j=1

q(yj)

 ,

(4.1)

where || · ||2 is the euclidean norm and the optimal flow
fij is found by solving the optimization problem. For
an efficient numerical implementation we use the POT
library [72]. An advantage of the EMD over the f -diver-
gences is that it also takes the metric space of the points
xi and yi into account.

All f -divergences introduced have been evaluated
in a histogram-based way using 1M data points for all
models and examples. By comparing the same metrics
for two equally large, but independent samples drawn
from the truth distribution, we can estimate the uncer-
tainty of the quantities. The extracted error estimates
are indicated in parenthesis in Table 2.

We note that we used a total of 104 = 100 × 100

bins to provide a detailed test of the phase space for
evaluating all metrics while still providing stable results
for the given statistics. We did not optimize the number
of bins, but found that the qualitative conclusions are
unaffected by the details of this choice.

Results

In the first toy example, illustrated in the top panel
of Fig. 3, we considered multiple concentric circles rep-
resenting a multimodal distribution that is topologi-
cally different than the simple latent space given by a
Gaussian random variable. Consequently, the baseline
flow fails to properly learn the truth density and gen-
erates fake samples which result in a blurred distribu-
tion that is not able to properly separate the modes. In
contrast, the Laser improved generator as well as the
AugFlow show highly improved distributions which is
both easily detectable by eye as well as quantified by
the lower divergences given in Table 2. Overall, when
looking at the given scores in Table 2, the performance
of the Laser improved model is superior over both the
baseline model as well as the AugFlow, except for the
EMD metric where the AugFlow yields the best score.

Similarly to the first example, the baseline model is
again not expressive enough to adequately describe the
second toy example, illustrated in the lower panel of
Fig. 3. Both Laser and AugFlow are nearly indistin-
guishable from the truth by eye, which is quantified by
even lower scores numerically than for the circle exam-
ple in Table 2. In this case, the Laser improved flow
gives the best score for all evaluated metrics and out-
performs the AugFlow. This indicates that the Laser
protocol seems to typically perform better than the aug-
mentation of additional dimensions, an observation we
will make again in the higher dimensional physics ex-
amples in Sec. 4.2.
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Name Formula f(p, q) Proper metric

Total variation (V) 1
2

∫
dx |p(x)− q(x)| 3

Squared Hellinger (H2) 1
2

∫
dx
(√

p(x)−
√
q(x)

)2
7

Jensen-Shannon (JS) 1
2

∫
dx p(x) log

(
2p(x)

p(x)+q(x)

)
+ (p↔ q) 7

Earth mover distance
(EMD) Eq. (4.1) 3

Table 1: A comparison of different f -divergences and the earth mover distance (EMD).

Truth Baseline Laser AugFlow

Fig. 3: Comparison of the baseline flow model, the LaSeR refined output and the augmented flow for the Circle
(top) and Gaussians (bottom) toy examples.

Method EMD V H2 JS

Circle
Baseline 0.0153(2) 0.24(3) 0.069(1) 0.0610(9)
Laser 0.0075(2) 0.10(3) 0.012(1) 0.0115(9)
AugFlow 0.0041(2) 0.12(3) 0.024(1) 0.0211(9)

Gaussians
Baseline 0.0048(9) 0.10(3) 0.013(1) 0.012(1)
Laser 0.0035(9) 0.05(3) 0.005(1) 0.004(1)
AugFlow 0.0046(9) 0.07(3) 0.007(1) 0.007(1)

Table 2: Earth mover distance (EMD), total vari-
ation (V), squared Hellinger distance (H2) and
Jensen–Shannon divergence (JS) on test data for the
baseline model and the proposed methods for various
two-dimensional examples. The best results are written
in bold face. The errors on the scores are indicated in
parenthesis.

Finally, we want to remark that simply ramping up
the number of parameters in the baseline model would
also improve its performance in these simple low-dimen-
sional toy examples. However, this parameter growth
scales poorly for more complicated and higher-dimen-
sional distributions, leading to increasingly minor im-

provements. Further, as Ref. [30] noted, making a bi-
jective generative model larger will not fundamentally
overcome the topology problem.

4.2 Physics example

As a representative HEP example, we consider the

pp→W+ + {2, 3}jets (4.2)

scattering process. For all simulations in this paper,
we consider a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s = 14 TeV.

All events used as training and test data are generated
at parton level using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [73]
(v3.4.1). We use the NNPDF 3.0 NLO PDF set [74]
with a strong coupling constant αs(MZ) = 0.119 in the
four flavor scheme provided by LHAPDF6 [75]. In or-
der to stay in the perturbative regime of QCD we apply
a cut on the transverse momenta of the jets as

pT,j > 20 GeV. (4.3)



9

Additionally, we require the jets to fulfill

|ηj| < 6 , ∆Rjj > 0.4. (4.4)

We have 1M data points for each jet multiplicity
and train on 800k events each. The network is trained
on each multiplicity separately. In general, it is also
possible to set up an architecture which can be trained
on different multiplicities simultaneously [21,26].

Network architecture

For the physics case considered in this work, the affine
coupling blocks are replaced with rational quadratic
spline (RQS) blocks [76] with 10 spline bins unless men-
tioned otherwise. In order to cope with the higher di-
mensions we now use 14 coupling blocks, where each
block has 2 hidden layers, 80 units per layer and ReLU
activation functions. We now employ a one-cycle train-
ing schedule with a starting and maximum learning rate
of α0 = 5 · 10−4 and αmax = 3 · 10−3, respectively.
The networks are trained for 50 epochs. In contrast
to the toy examples, the classifier now consists of 10
layers2 with 128 units each and all other parameters
unchanged.

A possible bottleneck, when running the Laser pro-
tocol in terms of a HMC on the latent space, is the
necessary fine tuning of the step size ε. Usually, the av-
erage acceptance rate of a proposed phase-space point
is a good indication about the quality of the chosen hy-
perperameters. In an optimal scenario, the acceptance
rate of an HMC should be around ∼ 0.65 [62]. Con-
sequently, during the initial burn-in phase, we adapt
the step-size to achieve the optimal acceptance rate of
0.65 on average. We found, that this additional adap-
tive phase was only important for the physics examples
considered.

Further, for the augmented flow, we have a freedom
in choosing the dimensionality of the augmented ran-
dom number r ∈ RDr . We find that for both physics
examples considered we obtain the best performance
when choosing Dr = d, where d is the dimension of the
used data representation. We note, however, that we
did not do any extensive tuning of this parameter.

Two-jet events

In our first study, shown in Fig. 4, we tested a simple
affine flow as baseline model which has been trained

2We wanted to be sure in results presented later that the network
expressiveness was not a limiting factor.

on W+ + 2j events given in the 4-Mom parametriza-
tion. This parametrization represents the most simple
and straightforward parametrization possible and con-
sequently serves as a benchmark point for all further
improvements. Thus, we also kept the affine blocks in
this example to keep the architecture as close to the
ones used in the toy examples as possible. Within this
parametrization, we train our classifier model which
subsequently yields the necessary weights to perform
the Laser protocol. As we can see in Fig. 4, both
Laser3 and the AugFlow improve the precision of
the baseline network. However, the improvement ob-
tained by the AugFlow is minimal compared to the
large gain in precision by using the Laser protocol. In
particular, we find that the more expressive the base-
line model is, the less effective the AugFlow perfor-
mance is in these high-dimensional examples. Conse-
quently, we omit showing further comparisons of the
AugFlow with the baseline model for all other tests
performed and focus on techniques that are more rele-
vant for reaching a higher precision.

Different parametrizations in the generator
Next, we study the effect of using different data prepro-
cessings on the quality of the generated events. In par-
ticular, we compare the parametrizations 4-Mom, Min-
Rep, Precisesiast and Mahambo which have been
introduced in Sec. 3. In order to be more compati-
ble with state-of-the-art generators, we now replace the
affine blocks with RQS blocks and keep them through-
out the rest of our analyses. In the various distribu-
tions shown in Fig. 5, we see that the previously tested
4-Mom parametrization is strictly the worst, likely be-
cause it has the highest dimensionality. This leaves the
network with the task of learning the likelihood of a
lower-dimensional manifold within this higher-dimen-
sional representation, making it harder to match the
redundant features. Consequently, the naive MinRep
parametrization, which merely omits all redundant fea-
tures in the data representation, outperforms the 4-
Mom preprocessing and achieves higher precision in all
observables.

The results become even better when picking either
the Precisesiast or Mahambo preprocessing, as can
be seen in Fig. 5. At first glance, this seems to some-
what conflict with our conjecture about dimensional-
ity since the Precisesiast parametrization only re-
duces the data representation to 3n dimensions and
is thus not minimal. However, this parametrization is
deliberately designed to perform well at the otherwise

3The data-space Dctr results are nearly indistinguishable from
the Laser results and are therefore omitted.
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Fig. 4: Transverse momentum distributions for the W-boson and the two jets (top), and high-level angular
distributions (bottom) for the pp → W+ + 2j process. We show the baseline model as well as AugFlow and a
Laser improved version. The baseline model uses the 4-vector parametrization introduced in Eq. (3.1).

hard-to-learn phase-space boundaries introduced by the
pT,j cuts. As a result, this parametrization yields the
best precision in all transverse-momentum observables.
In contrast, the Precisesiast parametrization fails to
correctly describe the ∆Rjj distribution. This is in line
with the observations made in Ref. [21], where the au-
thors introduced a ‘magic’ transformation to smooth
out the hard phase-space cut. In comparison, within the
Mahambo preprocessing, the flow renders this phase-
space boundary automatically and is generally more
precise in all connected angular observables such as
∆φjj and ∆ηjj, shown in the lower panel of Fig. 5. While
there is indeed still room for some improvement even
for the flow using the Precisesiast and Mahambo
representation, we postpone the combination of better
preprocessing with refinement (via the Laser proto-
col) to the W+ + 3j process, as the impact will be more
important.

Three-jet events

The three-jet case is much more complex than the two-
jet case because the dimensionality of the data manifold
is relatively smaller than the data space dimensionality.

First, we study the impact of preprocessing in Fig. 6
(the three-jet analog of Fig. 5). We omit the 4-Mom
parameterization and observe that the MinRep param-
eterization is already within 10% across the phase space
and often better than or at least as good as Precisesi-
ast and Mahambo. By design, Precisesiast is excel-
lent for the jet transverse momenta but struggles with
some of the ∆R observables. Mahambo is the worse
for the second jet transverse momentum but the best
at the ∆R and ∆η between the subleading two jets.
Elsewhere, MinRep and Mahambo are comparable.

Classifier improved event generation
The rest of the figures show how reweighting can im-
prove the precision in both the data space and from the
latent space.

Initially, the classifier was fed directly by the events
generated in the Mahambo preprocessing, meaning the
discriminator acts on a 10-dimensional hypercube. How-
ever, as shown in Fig. 7 by the red curve, the clas-
sifier is not learning any sensible weights and sharply
peaks at w(x) ≈ 1. This means the classifier cannot
distinguish between the generated data and the truth
using the Mahambo parametrization even though we
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Fig. 5: Transverse momentum distributions (top) for the final state particles and high-level angular distributions
(bottom) for the pp→W+ +2j process. We show the results for different parametrizations used for the generation.

tested a rather large network size to ensure that too few
network parameters are not limiting the performance.
Therefore, to better use the classifier, we change the
data parametrization before feeding into the network to
enhance the classification capabilities as much as possi-
ble. In particular, if the classifier inputs directly contain
critical features such as pT,j, ∆R, ∆η and ∆φ the ob-
tained weights provide much more information, as can
be seen by the weight distributions for the Precisesi-
ast and Elfs parametrization shown in Fig. 7.

First, Fig. 8 demonstrates the reweighting in the
data space when generating events in the Mahambo
parametrization and feeding the data into the classifier
in the Elfs parametrization. In this case, the weights
defined by the classifier are no longer proper functions
of the latent space, which naively does not allow to
employ the Laser protocol. Since the data space and
latent space are not having the same dimensionalities,
we have to use the OmniFold protocol to pull back
the weights to the latent space. However, it is as tricky
for OmniFold to pull back the weights onto the latent
space as obtaining useful classifier weights when train-
ing the classifier in the Mahambo representation. Ap-
parently, it is difficult to detect the non-trivial deforma-

tions to the Gaussian latent space required to alleviate
the small deficiencies in the Mahambo representation.

Instead, we can use these weights to reweight the
data space directly, which is the bases of the Dctr
protocol. As was observed in many other studies that
employ classifier-based reweighting, including for ML-
based simulation surrogate refinement [33], we find that
the weighted data-space is nearly indistinguishable from
the truth and can capture sharp and subtle features.

However, the weighted samples in the data space
have less statistical power due to a variance in the
weights. Figure 9 explores how we can pull back the
data-space weights to the latent space to produce un-
weighted examples in the data space. We start with
Elfs instead of Mahambo as we found that pulling
back Mahambo weights was ineffective as it requires
OmniFold. Instead, if we use Elfs in both the gen-
erator and discriminator, the obtained weights are al-
ready proper weights of the latent space and allow us-
ing the Laser protocol. Without any refinement, Elfs
cannot capture many of the key features of the phase
space. However, Dctr works well, and the improve-
ments directly translate almost verbatim when pulled
back to the latent space and integrated into Laser.
This includes all sharp and subtle features, especially
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Fig. 6: Transverse momentum distributions for the W-boson and the two leading jets (top) and high-level angular
diststibutions (bottom) for the pp→W+ + 3j process. We show the results for different parametrizations used for
the generation.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
w(x)

10−2

10−1

100

101

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

pp→W+ + 3j (@14 TeV)

Mahambo
Precisesiast
Elfs

Fig. 7: Learned classifier weight w(x) for different
parametrizations applied to events generated in the
Mahambo parametrization.

in the variables that describe angles between jets. Even
though Elfs starts further from the truth, the refine-
ment makes it closer than Mahambo.

5 Conclusions and Outlook

Neural network surrogate models are entering an era
of precision, where a qualitative description is replaced
with quantitative agreement across the full phase space.
Using W+jets matrix element simulations as an exam-
ple, we explore how modifying the data before, during,
and after generation can enhance the precision.

Unsurprisingly, preprocessing is found to have a sig-
nificant impact on downstream precision. Therefore, we
proposed Mahambo, a variation of RamboOnDiet,
to automatically reduce the data to its minimal-dimen-
sional representation without needing process-specific
interventions. This approach matched or outperformed
other parameterizations across most of the phase space.

In agreement with previous (and concurrent - see
Ref. [77]) studies, we find that classifier-based reweight-
ing is able to precisely match the truth since the support
of the probability density for our surrogate models is a
superset of the truth.

We also study two latent space refinement meth-
ods to avoid weighted samples. The best approach for
the W+jets example was Laser, where the data-space
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Fig. 8: Transverse momentum distributions for the W-boson and the two leading jets (top) and high-level angular
diststibutions (bottom) for the pp→W+ + 3j process. We show the results for pure Mahambo parametrization
and including Dctr reweighting.

weights are used in the latent space to produce un-
weighted examples.

While our primary focus has been on matrix element
generation, the presented ML approaches have the po-
tential for broader applications in the study of surrogate
models. Furthermore, these techniques can be adapted
for physics-based simulators, particularly in cases where
refining the latent space allows for accessing the random
numbers within the program. Finally, improving surro-
gate models to align accurately with physics-based sim-
ulations or observational data holds immense potential
for enhancing various downstream inference tasks. We
eagerly anticipate further exploration of these connec-
tions in future endeavors.

Code and Data

The code and data for this paper can be found at https:
//github.com/ramonpeter/elsa.

Acknowledgments

We want to thank Tilman Plehn for fruitful discussions
about classifiers and Theo Heimel for his help on the
Precisesiast parametrization. Further, we would like
to thank Rob Verheyen for fruitful discussions about
non-bijective flows and Marco Bellagente for his work
earlier in this project. Finally, we thank Didrik Nielsen
for his help on the SurVAE framework. BPN was sup-
ported by the Department of Energy, Office of Sci-
ence under contract number DE-AC02-05CH11231. RW
was supported by FRS-FNRS (Belgian National Scien-
tific Research Fund) IISN projects 4.4503.16. In addi-
tion, computational resources have been provided by
the supercomputing facilities of the Université catho-
lique de Louvain (CISM/UCL) and the Consortium des
Équipements de Calcul Intensif en Fédération Wallonie
Bruxelles (CÉCI) funded by the Fond de la Recherche
Scientifique de Belgique (F.R.S.-FNRS) under conven-
tion 2.5020.11 and by the Walloon Region.

https://github.com/ramonpeter/elsa
https://github.com/ramonpeter/elsa


14

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

×10−2 pp→W+ + 3j (@14 TeV)

Truth
Elfs
Dctr
Laser

0 50 100 150
pT,j1 [GeV]

0.9

1.0

1.1

R
at

io

0.0

0.2

0.5

0.8

1.0

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

pp→W+ + 3j (@14 TeV)

Truth
Elfs
Dctr
Laser

0 1 2 3
∆φj1j2

0.9

1.0

1.1

R
at

io

0.0

2.0

4.0

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

×10−1 pp→W+ + 3j (@14 TeV)

Truth
Elfs
Dctr
Laser

0 2 4 6 8
∆Rj1j2

0.9

1.0

1.1

R
at

io

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

pp→W+ + 3j (@14 TeV)

Truth
Elfs
Dctr
Laser

0 1 2 3
∆φj2j3

0.9

1.0

1.1

R
at

io

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

×10−1 pp→W+ + 3j (@14 TeV)

Truth
Elfs
Dctr
Laser

0 1 2 3 4 5
∆ηj2j3

0.9

1.0

1.1

R
at

io

0.0

2.0

4.0

6.0

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

×10−1 pp→W+ + 3j (@14 TeV)

Truth
Elfs
Dctr
Laser

0 2 4 6 8
∆Rj2j3

0.9

1.0

1.1

R
at

io

Fig. 9: Transverse momentum distributions for the W-boson and the two leading jets (top) and high-level angular
diststibutions (bottom) for the pp → W+ + 3j process. We show the results for pure Elfs parametrization and
including Dctr and Laser refinement.
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The charged Higgs boson plays an essential role in distinguishing between a wide variety of
standard model extensions with multiple Higgs doublets, and has been searched for in various
collider experiments. This paper expands our previous work [1] to a broader Higgs mass space with
discussions on subsequent issues. We study the prospect of a light charged Higgs boson, produced by
top quark pairs at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), and decaying into a W boson (can be off-shell)
and a pair of bottom quarks via on-shell production of an intermediate neutral Higgs boson. We
reinterpret the cross sections of WWbbb̄b̄ final states measured by the ATLAS collaboration at LHC
13 TeV in the presence of the decay chain: t→ H+b,H+ →W+Hi, Hi → bb̄, and H.c., where Hi is
a neutral Higgs boson variably lighter than the charged Higgs boson. We find improved agreements
with the data and obtain limits on the total branching ratio of the aforementioned decay chain. The
limits impose the strongest constraints on the parameter space of Type-I two-Higgs-doublet model
for most Higgs masses sampled when Hi is the CP -odd Higgs boson A. We also calculate potential
constraints with pseudodata in high-luminosity runs of the LHC.

I. INTRODUCTION

While the Higgs boson, the unique fundamental scalar
particle in the standard model (SM) of particle physics,
has been hunted down in the ATLAS and CMS exper-
iments at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN
[2, 3], the detail of the scalar sector is not yet fully re-
vealed to us eleven years after, and the possibility of a
larger and more complex scalar sector is still appealing
for many reasons, e.g. the supersymmetry [4]. The sim-
plest but well-motivated extension of the SM scalar sec-
tor is the two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM) [5, 6], which
features a pair of charged Higgs bosons and three neutral
Higgs bosons. The charged Higgs boson is important for
identifying various SM extensions from the nature; direct
searches on it have been carried out at LEP [7], Teva-
tron [8], and now LHC [9, 10], while the signals can be
affected by possible undiscovered neutral Higgs bosons.
Hopefully, the improved sensitivity at the LHC Run 3
will take us further in discovering or denying the charged
Higgs boson and its possible non-SM companions.

A light charged Higgs boson has a mass smaller than
the mass difference between a top quark and a bottom
quark, and can therefore be generated from the decay
t → H+b (and H.c.), which benefits from the large pro-
duction cross sections of the top quark pair at the LHC.
Signals of the light charged Higgs boson can be exam-
ined in various final states [5, 11, 12]. In our previous
work [1], we have studied the W±bb̄ final states, which
can usually be generated following two patterns: (a)
H+ → t(∗)b̄ → W+bb̄, and (b) H+ → W+Hi → W+bb̄,
where Hi can be any neutral Higgs boson in the model.
These patterns are exactly included in 2HDM [5], where
Hi can be the non-SM scalar Hnon-SM which we refer to
as H afterwards, and the pseudoscalar A; the SM-like
scalar HSM is unable to participate in such decay at the

alignment limit [11]. A few simplifications were made for
pattern (b) in 2HDM in our previous work [1], most sig-
nificantly being mH± −mA = 85 GeV and mH > mH± .
These simplifications are reverted or discussed in further
detail in this work. The W+bb̄ channel has shown its
power in exploring the parameter space of 2HDM in many
theoretical studies [11, 13–18].

In this paper, we utilize a measurement on inclusive
and differential fiducial cross sections of final states com-
posed of two W bosons and four bottom quarks, per-
formed by the ATLAS collaboration at LHC 13 TeV with
an integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb−1 [19]. We reinterpret
the data in a two-dimensional Higgs mass space featur-
ing the charged Higgs boson and a neutral Higgs boson
Hi with a mass from the threshold of bottom quark pair
production to the vicinity of the SM Higgs mass. In this
context, after the production of a top quark pair, one of
the top quarks may decay as t→ H+b which is followed
by H+ → W+Hi → W+bb̄, while the other one follows
the SM decay t̄→W−b̄.

In Section II: We introduce our data selection and the
methodology of our calculation, and then we perform
signal-only likelihood tests for the signal strength of the
charged-Higgs physics, B(t→ H+b,H+ →W+Hi, Hi →
bb̄). We find improved agreements with the LHC data,
and set upper limits on the signal strength. Making the
neutral Higgs mass a variable shows us a much more com-
plete aspect of the limit contours in the Higgs mass space.
We also make explicit comparison between the sensitivity
of different data sets to the signal strength.

In Section III: We show the general constraints on the
possible Higgs mass hierarchies in Type-I 2HDM for ref-
erence to the Higgs mass space we study. We translate
our signal constraints into strong constraints on the pa-
rameter tanβ of Type-I 2HDM with the mass hierarchy
mH > mH± > mA, while paying attention to alternative
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decay channels contributing to the same final states. The
relevant differences between the pseudoscalar A and the
scalar H in Type-I 2HDM are discussed, and we find sce-
narios where mH < mH± can share the same constraint
result under certain conditions. We also discuss the po-
tential of future high-luminosity data in both Section II
and III.

II. THEORY AND SIGNAL CONSTRAINTS

The ATLAS collaboration measured the tt̄ production
in association with additional b-jets, in final states in-
cluding two W bosons and four bottom quarks. The
fiducial cross section measurements were performed in a
di-lepton channel where one of the W bosons decays into
an electron while the other into a muon, and a lepton-
plus-jets channel where one of the W bosons decays into
an electron or muon while the other into jets [19]. The W
bosons can decay into electrons and muons either in a di-
rect manner or via intermediate tauons. The results have
been unfolded to particle level, identifying final states
with at least four b-jets or at least three b-jets (since
some b quarks can be out of experimental acceptance).
Detailed definitions of the fiducial region can be found in
Ref. [19] and are also implemented in the public Rivet
[20] analysis routine. We note that there is another mea-
surement on similar final states performed by the CMS
collaboration [21]; however, it cannot be used in this work
since it requires reconstructions of the top quarks follow-
ing the SM decay mode.

Theoretical predictions on the binned measured cross
sections in the presence of a light charged Higgs boson
and an even lighter neutral Higgs boson can be calculated
as

σbin
pre = σbin

SM + σbin
H+

:= σSM(tt̄bb̄)εbin
SM + 2Bsig

H+σSM(tt̄)εbin
H+ , (1)

when the branching ratio of the non-SM decay mode
t → H+b is small. σSM(X) denotes the SM cross sec-
tion of the QCD production of X; εbin

SM(H+) is the experi-

mental efficiency for the prescribed kinematic bin of the
SM(charged-Higgs) process, with SM branching ratios of
the W boson decay. Other SM processes contributing to
the same final states are already subtracted from the ex-
perimental data. Bsig

H+ , representing the signal strength
of the charged-Higgs physics, is defined as the branching
ratio

Bsig
H+ := B(t→ H+b,H+ →W+Hi, Hi → bb̄)

= B(t→ H+b)×B(H+ →W+(∗)Hi)

×B(Hi → bb̄), (2)

where the first line specifies a process with its s-channels
(leading to a symmetry factor of 2 in Eq. (1)); valid-
ity of the narrow-width approximation followed and on-
shellness of the neutral Higgs boson Hi are accepted

within the mass space we consider. In the following dis-
cussions and calculations, we take the pseudoscalar A in
2HDM as a main example of Hi. For Type-I 2HDM at
or close to the alignment limit and

tanβ > 1, mH± = 100–160 GeV,

mA 6 110 GeV, mH > mH± , (3)

we confirm that the decay width of H+ is at most
∼ 10−1 GeV, and the decay width of A (at most ∼
10−3 GeV) is much smaller than that of W+, using the
ScannerS-2 program [22, 23]. For the scalar H and
Type-II,X,Y 2HDMs, there are calculations indicating
similar conclusions [24]. Apart from the process included

by Bsig
H+ , (a) the non-resonant production of H+ and (b)

an alternative decay mode H+ → t(∗)b̄ can also con-
tribute to the same final states, and we do not include
them for simplicity. Contribution (a), for reference, is
generally around 10% of the contribution from the reso-
nant decay of a top quark pair at mH± ≈ 160 GeV and
even less at smaller mH± , in Type-I,II 2HDMs [25]. Con-
tribution (b) is assumed to be insignificant, and we will
discuss the validity of this assumption for Type-I 2HDM
in Section III. We treat Bsig

H+ as an input variable to

Eq. (1), and derive the efficiency εbin
H+ from Monte Carlo

(MC) simulations of generic 2HDM. The decay widths of
H+ and A in MC simulations are set to be small enough
to guarantee their on-shellness as previously mentioned,
and therefore εbin

H+ depends only on the masses of the
Higgs bosons at leading order.

We perform a survey on the inclusive cross sections
and various differential fiducial cross sections measured
by ATLAS and select three data sets. The first is the in-
clusive fiducial cross sections in the di-lepton channel and
the lepton-plus-jets channel with at least three or four b-
jets (totalling four bins). The other two are the normal-
ized distributions of the invariant mass of the two closest
b-jets in angular distance, m∆min

bb , with at least three b-
jets in the di-lepton channel and at least four b-jets in the
lepton-plus-jets channel respectively. The charged-Higgs
process we study tends to generate a smaller invariant
mass of the two closest b-jets, making distributions of
m∆min

bb sensitive to charged-Higgs physics. Each normal-
ized distribution was divided into five bins, and we drop
the last bin for selecting independent bins.

We generate event samples with MC simulations in
MadGraph5 aMC@NLO 3.4.2 [26] followed by par-
ton showering (PS) and hadronizations with PYTHIA
8.306 [27] in the four-flavor number scheme (4FS), and
analyze the events with the public routine of the AT-
LAS analysis in Rivet [20]. We use CT18 parton dis-
tribution functions (PDF) [28] and a top(bottom) quark
pole mass of 172.5(4.7) GeV in simulations, and set the
default renormalization and factorization scales to the
sum of transverse energy of all final states divided by
two. For MC simulations of the charged-Higgs process
in generic 2HDM, we use the 2HDM NLO model from
FeynRules [29]. The efficiency εbin

H+ is calculated us-
ing event samples generated at leading order in QCD



3

100 110 120 130 140 150 160
mH± [GeV]

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

110

m
A
 [G

eV
]

1
1.5

1.5

2
2.5

2.5

2

2.5
2

1.5
1

FIG. 1. Intuitive contoursa of χ2
best on the (mH± ,mA) plane,

minus the χ2 of pure-SM predictions. Note that the best-
fitted Bsig

H+ at each point varies with the point.

a Contours in this work are all plotted using Matplotlib [40],
which implements a marching squares algorithm to compute
contour locations based on the sample points.

matched with PS. We set the total cross section of SM tt̄
production to 838.5 pb at LHC 13 TeV, calculated with
Top++ 2.0 [30, 31] at next-to-next-to-leading order
(NNLO) and next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic accu-
racy in QCD.

We have used the general procedure to calculate SM
predictions at next-to-leading order (NLO) in QCD and
found the result agrees well with the theoretical predic-
tions in the ATLAS analysis [19]. In the remaining part
of our study, we instead use the SM predictions in the
ATLAS analysis as described below for its comprehen-
sive estimation of uncertainties. For the inclusive fidu-
cial cross sections, we use the theoretical predictions from
SHERPA 2.2 [32] at NLO+PS in 4FS, with uncertain-
ties obtained by varying the renormalization and factor-
ization scales by factors of 0.5 and 2.0 and including PDF
uncertainties from NNPDF3.0 NNLO PDFs [33]. For the
normalized distributions of m∆min

bb , we take four differ-
ent predictions from POWHEG [34–36] +PYTHIA8:
a prediction in 4FS for tt̄bb̄ production [37], and three
predictions with different tunes of the programs [38] in
the five-flavor number scheme for tt̄ production [39] (ad-
ditional b quarks are generated from PS). We take the
mean of the four predictions as the prediction used, thus
keeping the normalization, and the standard deviation
of the four predictions as the uncertainty. The PDF un-
certainties are negligible for normalized distributions and
are thus not included. We have checked that evaluating
the prediction and uncertainty in a different manner can
hardly impact on our final results.

We use an interval of 10 GeV to sample the Higgs mass

space specified in Eq. (3). For each Higgs mass point, the
log-likelihood combining all selected data sets together is
calculated as

χ2(Bsig
H+ ,mH± ,mA) =

Nbin∑
i=1

(σ i
pre − σ i

exp)2

δ i
pre

2 + δ i
exp

2
, (4)

where σ i
pre is the theoretical prediction for the i-th bin

calculated as in Eq. (1), with an error of δ i
pre; σ i

exp is the
central value of the measurement in the i-th bin, with its
statistical error and systematic error combined to be of
δ i
exp. The data sets we select include Nbin = 12 uncorre-

lated kinematic bins. Let χ2
best be the smallest χ2 possi-

ble when varying Bsig
H+ at each Higgs mass point, we then

plot χ2
best contours on the (mH± ,mA) plane in Fig. 1.

The pure-SM value χ2(Bsig
H+ = 0) = 7.0 are subtracted

from the contours. The overall best fit among the sam-
ple points is found at (mH± = 100 GeV,mA = 20 GeV)

with Bsig
H+ = 0.54%, where χ2 is lowered by 3.0 units

compared to the SM case. We find generally moderate
improvements on description of the ATLAS data; the im-
provements are especially attributed to enhancements to
the inclusive fiducial cross sections compared to SM, as
is visualized in our previous work [1].

Based on the values of the χ2 function, we can use the
CLs method [41] to deduce upper limits on Bsig

H+ for fixed
(mH± ,mA). The upper limits at a signal-only confidence
level of (1− α′) are calculated as

B̂ + δB Φ−1[1− α′ Φ(B̂/δB)], (5)

where B̂ is the best-fitted Bsig
H+ at (mH± ,mA) (corre-

sponding to the central values of the observation), δB is

an uncertainty estimated by increasing Bsig
H+ from B̂ until

∆χ2 = 1 (corresponding to the combined uncertainties of
the observation and the prediction), and Φ is the cumu-
lative distribution function of the standard normal dis-
tribution. We note that only the two sets of normalized
distributions of m∆min

bb are directly included in deducing
our final limits when calculating χ2 (thus Nbin = 8), for
the selected distributions have generally smaller relative
uncertainties compared with the inclusive cross sections.

Before introducing our final result of the CLs limits on
Bsig

H+ , we present a result of using CLs limits to quantify
the sensitivity of different data sets to the charged-Higgs
signal. The ATLAS analysis has presented 25 sets of rel-
ative differential cross section data [19], and we calculate

95% CLs upper limits on Bsig
H+ at all sample Higgs mass

points using 23 of them one by one. The two distribu-
tions of the number of b-jets are not included as they
depend on details of the model due to their σ(tt̄) nor-
malization. We note the ATLAS analysis has shown that
various SM MC predictions in general describe the dif-
ferential cross section data well within the experimental
uncertainties [19]. To simplify the calculation, we set
the central values and uncertainties of the SM-predicted
distributions involved as corresponding observed central
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FIG. 2. Reference limits on Bsig

H+ for each data set of normal-
ized distribution in the di-lepton channel with at least three
b-jets and the lepton-plus-jets channel with at least four b-jets
respectively. The kinematic variables include: (1) the scalar
sum of the transverse momenta pT of the lepton(s) and jets in
the events (HT) and that of only jets in the events (Hhad

T ), (2)

pT of the i-th highest-pT b-jet (pbiT ), (3) the invariant mass,
pT, and angular distance of the first and second highest-pT b-
jets (mb1b2 , pT,b1b2 , and ∆Rb1b2), and those of the two closest
b-jets in angular distance (m∆min

bb , p∆min
T,bb , and ∆R∆min

bb ). A
smaller limit value corresponds to a greater average sensitivity
of a data set to the decay channel studied in this work.

values and zeros respectively. We take the median of the
Bsig

H+ limits calculated at all sample points as a reference
value which conversely represents a data set’s sensitivity
to Bsig

H+ , and plot these reference limits in Fig. 2. The

normalized distribution of m∆min
bb gives clearly the best

limit in the di-lepton channel and almost the best limit in
the lepton-plus-jets channel, consolidating our previously
mentioned conclusion that the normalized distributions
of m∆min

bb are most sensitive to the charged-Higgs signal.

We now plot the true 95% CLs upper limits on Bsig
H+

at the sample Higgs mass points in Fig. 3, and the corre-
sponding contours in Fig. 4. The most strict limit found
among the sample points is 0.26%, at two diagonally
adjacent points (mH± = 140 GeV,mA = 30 GeV) and
(mH± = 150 GeV,mA = 40 GeV), and the limit gen-
erally loosens as masses of the two Higgs bosons move
away in any direction. The result expands our previ-
ous work [1] to the (mH± ,mA) plane, showing the back-
ground of the previous mH± −mA = 85 GeV result. We
note again that the specific neutral Higgs boson A is re-
placeable, and the result should also apply to scenarios
where A is replaced with any neutral Higgs boson that
couples to fermions in a Yukawa way, e.g. the non-SM
CP -even Higgs H in 2HDM, since the efficiency εbin

H+ in
Eq. (1) should hardly change when varying parameters
other than Higgs masses at leading order.

We can take the view that in future high-luminosity
data, the central values may coincide with pure-SM pre-
dictions. Then Eq. (5), whose first term becomes zero
and second term receives most contributions from kine-
matic bins most sensitive to Bsig

H+ , approximates the po-

tential upper limits on Bsig
H+ for high-luminosity data

within the limits of current systematic uncertainties. To
simulate a high luminosity, we lower the statistical un-
certainties and the SM theoretical uncertainties of the
normalized m∆min

bb distributions by 80% and 50% respec-
tively, making the combined non-systematic uncertainties
be generally around 10% of the corresponding systematic
uncertainties for Bsig

H+ values covered by the calculation.
We plot the contours of the resulting 95% CLs upper
limits on Bsig

H+ in Fig. 5. In this high-luminosity sce-
nario, the observed limits shown in Fig. 4 can be lowered
by 32–45% at most sample Higgs mass points (less for
mA = 110 GeV). Lowering the statistical uncertainties
by 80% intuitively requires an integrated luminosity of
around 900 fb−1, while the high-luminosity LHC program
is expected to reach 3000 fb−1. It is worth expecting fur-
ther increased precision especially in the Bsig

H+ -sensitive

distributions of m∆min
bb in future experimental data.

III. CONSTRAINTS ON TYPE-I 2HDM

Constraints on the signal strength Bsig
H+ can be trans-

lated into constraints on the parameter space of various
models at fixed Higgs masses. Here we discuss constraints
on the Type-I 2HDM, which is less constrained by direct
searches at the LHC among the common 2HDMs [15].

Before introducing the constraints on the parameter
space of Type-I 2HDM imposed by the tt̄→W+bbb̄W−b̄
decay, we note there are also various general theoretical
and experimental results that especially implicate con-
straints on the mass space of the model. We use the
ScannerS-2 program [22, 23] to perform a scan on the
parameter space defined as Table I in Type-I 2HDM. The
scan implements constraints including:
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FIG. 3. 95% CLs upper limits on Bsig

H+ on the (mH± ,mA)
plane. Each tile corresponds to a sample point which is located
at the tile’s center. The lighter grey tiles represent limits be-
tween 1% and 1.5%, and the darker grey tiles represent limits
over 1.5%.
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FIG. 4. Intuitive contours of the 95% CLs upper limits on
Bsig

H+ on the (mH± ,mA) plane.
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FIG. 5. Intuitive contours of the 95% CLs upper limits
on Bsig

H+ that can be potentially reached with SM-like high-
luminosity data in the future, on the (mH± ,mA) plane. The
statistical uncertainties are reduced to complete insignificance
at around 900 fb−1, where the systematic uncertainties pre-
vent further lowering of the signal limits.

• Tree-level perturbative unitarity, boundedness
from below, and absolute stability of tree-level elec-
troweak vacuum.

• 95% confidence level (CL) electroweak precision

constraints, parameterized by the oblique param-
eters S, T , and U [44].

• 95% CL flavor constraints from b-physics.

• 95% CL constraints from searches for additional
scalars and measurements of the 125 GeV Higgs
boson, realized by interfacing with HiggsBounds
5.9.0 [45–49] and HiggsSignals 2.6.1 [50, 51].

The electroweak precision constraints and the flavor con-
straints require a electroweak global fit, which will change
significantly if we adopt the new W boson mass reported
by the CDF collaboration in 2022 [52]. We use the results
in Ref. [42] and Ref. [43] for the electroweak global fit of
the previous data and the 2022 CDF data respectively.
As of March 2023, the ATLAS collaboration reported a
new mW value which is improved from while compatible
with their previous data [53]; we choose not to reconsider
the fit for it. Further details of the implementation of the
constraints and the scan can be found in Ref. [22]. We
plot the constrained mass hierarchy of H+, A, and H for
a light charged boson in Fig. 6, which is in agreement
with results from other scans [11, 43, 54, 55]. The con-
straint from the T parameter shows preference between
two scenarios: (a) both A and H are heavier or lighter
than the charged Higgs boson H+, and (b) one of A and
H is heavier than H+ while the other one is lighter than
H+. Scenario (b), being in disfavor with the 2022 CDF
data while likely allowed by previous data, describes the
mass space studied in Section II.

For Type-I 2HDM with mass hierarchy mH > mH± >
mA, as is discussed following Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) in the
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FIG. 6. Likely mass separations between the charged Higgs
boson and the two non-SM neutral Higgs bosons whenmH± =
100–170 GeV, in Type-I 2HDM close to the alignment limit.
Tfit and σfit in the upper(lower) plot are the central value and
the uncertainty respectively of the fit of the T parameter as-
suming U = 0 a, in Ref. [42](Ref. [43]). All mH ,mA < mH±

points in the lower plot have deviations exceeding −2σfit,
which is possible since the electroweak precision constraints
are a multivariate normal distribution.
a Type-I 2HDM predicts |U | values no larger than 0.01 in all
shown points.

parameter space we consider: The signal strength Bsig
H+

can be calculated as the product of three branching ra-
tios: B(t → H+b), B(H+ → W+(∗)A), and B(A → bb̄).
These branching ratios depend almost only on tanβ and
the masses of H+ and A near the alignment limit. We
find that Bsig

H+ decreases as tanβ increases for tanβ ' 1,
and therefore, we can deduce lower limits on tanβ from
the 95% CLs upper limits on Bsig

H+ for fixed masses of
the Higgs bosons. We use the ScannerS-2 [22, 23] pro-
gram which is interfaced with HDECAY 6.60 [57–59] to
calculate the branching ratios.

We plot the lower limits on tanβ at the sample Higgs

TABLE I. Ranges of the parameter scan. Masses are in GeV.
c(HV V ) is the gauge coupling factor of the non-SM scalar H.

mH± mA mH tanβ c(HV V ) m2
12

min 100 1 1 1 −0.1 0
max 170 300 300 25 0.1 250000

mass points in Fig. 7, and the corresponding contours
in Fig. 8. The correlation of the tanβ (or cotβ) lim-
its with mA is attenuated at larger mH± values. The
most strict limit found among the sample points is 10.0,
at (mH± = 100 GeV,mA = 50 GeV), and the limit gen-
erally loosens as masses of the two Higgs bosons move
away in any direction within the mass space considered.
We now note, however, we have ignored an alternative
decay mode H+ → t(∗)b̄ → W+bb̄ which can make the
result in Section II unreliable to be used here. We use
two criteria to judge the significance of this alternative
mode: (a) At the current limit value of tanβ, check if
B(H+ → t(∗)b̄) > 0.1 × B(H+ → W+A) (for reference,
B(A → bb̄) is generally 90–70% for mA = 10–110 GeV).
(b) For points where tanβ is not limited, check roughly if
the maximum of the actual signal strength (with two de-
cay modes summed up) can be larger than the previously

calculated limit on Bsig
H+ . Points meeting the criteria are

noted in Fig. 7 and linearly generalized in Fig. 8. We also
note that as too small tanβ can violate the perturbative
unitarity in the process studied in this work, our calcula-
tions do not include the region tanβ < 1, which is usually
studied in other processes [15]. The result expands our
previous work [1] to the (mH± ,mA) plane, showing a
significantly more constrained area in mH± 6 130 GeV.

The most recent study of the tanβ constraints for light
H+ and A at various (mH± ,mA), to the best of our
knowledge, is included in a search for H± → W±A →
W±µµ where the W boson is on-shell, with the ATLAS
detector [56]. We compare our result (where A → bb̄)
with this ATLAS result (where A → µµ) in Fig. 9. We
find our constraints stronger than the constraints im-
posed by the A → µµ mode at most Higgs mass points
mutually included. The potential tanβ limits from high-
luminosity pseudodata which prefer SM within the cur-
rent systematic uncertainties, translated from the poten-
tial signal limits in Fig. 5, are also compared in Fig. 9.
At almost all sample points considered in this work, the
potential limits on tanβ are 21–38% higher than the ob-
served limits shown in Fig. 7.

We can also consider the scenario where the masses
of the pseudoscalar A and the scalar H are swapped.
While the current Bsig

H+ limits should still be applicable
by simply replacing A withH as is discussed in Section II,
the tanβ limits can no longer be translated in the same
way. The H-version Bsig

H+ can depend differently on tanβ

and significantly on m2
12: Differed from A, the non-SM

scalar H can decay into two photons through a charged-
Higgs loop, and the related di-charged-Higgs coupling
c(HH+H−) linearly depends on the soft-breaking Z2 pa-
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FIG. 7. 95% CLs lower limits on tanβ of Type-I 2HDM on
the (mH± ,mA) plane, translated from Fig. 3. Each tile corre-
sponds to a sample point which is located at the tile’s center.
tanβ is not limited at grey-colored sample points, and limits
at sample points above the red line are unreliable.
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FIG. 8. Intuitive contours of the 95% CLs lower limits on
tanβ of Type-I 2HDM on the (mH± ,mA) plane. Limits at
points above the red line are unreliable, except for those close
to the dashed red line.
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FIG. 9. Comparisons between different results of 95% CLs lower limits on tanβ of Type-I 2HDM. Comparisons are made at all
simulated mass points listed in the ATLAS on-shell H± →W±A→W±µµ study [56], and the limits in this work are linearly
interpolated to get values at mA = 15, 45, 75 GeV. The ”potential with high luminosity” result corresponds to a set of SM-like
pseudodata lowering the current statistical uncertainties by 80%, which is achievable in high-luminosity runs of the LHC.

rameter m2
12 and does not decrease to zero like the di-

fermion couplings do as tanβ → ∞ [5, 60], making this
di-photon channel dominant when tanβ or m2

12 is large.
The constraints on the parameter space of Type-I 2HDM
in this scenario would be a completely different tanβ-m2

12

distribution. We do not show this scenario here, as the
constraints would be rather relaxed.

Another interested scenario is where both A and H are
lighter than the charged Higgs boson. The discussion on
the previous scenario, however, indicates here that limits
on tanβ would be almost the same as the previous limits
which are originally applied to mH > mH± , if A is not
too heavy to enable A-to-H/HSM decay modes and m2

12

is large enough for the limit value of tanβ. H → bb̄ is
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then severely suppressed while A→ bb̄ is unaffected. The
couplings of the charged Higgs boson to A and H are al-
most equal near the alignment limit, so the suppression
of bottom quark pair production from H relative to that
from A directly makes the H-part contribution to Bsig

H+

pale into insignificance. We note down an approximate
criterion as an example for when the suppression can hap-
pen: For mH± = 100–170 GeV, mH < mHSM ,mH± ,mA,
and tanβ ∼ 100 or 101, there is

m1.1
H

m2.1
H± × 6 TeV

m2
12 tanβ

| tan(2β)| sin(2β)
' 10

⇐⇒ B(H → bb̄) / 10%. (6)

We show this criterion on a moderately constrained point
(mH± = 140 GeV,mA = 60 GeV): The limit on tanβ is
6.1 for mH > mH± , so the formula gives m12 > 0.61 TeV
for mH = 60 GeV. This range of m12 actually corre-
sponds to B(H → bb̄) < 9.2%, while B(A→ bb̄) is always
80% here.

IV. SUMMARY

We have studied the prospect of a light charged Higgs
boson, which is produced from top quark pairs at the
LHC, and decays into a W boson and a pair of bottom
quarks via an intermediate neutral Higgs boson. We set
upper limits on the signal strength of this charged-Higgs
channel with the ATLAS measurement at LHC 13 TeV
on the WWbbb̄b̄ final states, in which the distributions of
the invariant mass of two closest b-jets show the great-
est signal sensitivity. The 95% CLs upper limit on the
branching ratio B(t → H+b,H+ → W+Hi, Hi → bb̄),

where Hi represents the neutral Higgs boson that par-
ticipates in the decay, varies from 0.26% to greater than
1.5%, on the mass plane of a 100–160 GeV charged Higgs
boson and a 10–110 GeV neutral Higgs boson. Other
non-SM contributions to the same final states are not in-
cluded, yet they are insignificant for most Higgs masses
sampled if considered in 2HDM. The limits are expected
to be lowered by 32–45% for most Higgs masses sampled,
with future high-luminosity data if SM is preferred then.

The signal limits are translated into constraints on the
parameter space of Type-I 2HDM, where we have espe-
cially discussed the current general constraints on the
possible hierarchies of the Higgs masses. We discuss the
parameter constraints with specific mass hierarchies, as
we argue the decay properties of the CP -odd Higgs bo-
son A and the CP -even Higgs boson H are different. The
95% CLs lower limit on tanβ when mH > mH± > mA

varies from 1 to 10; future high-luminosity data can po-
tentially lift the limits by 21–38% for most Higgs masses
sampled. The result demonstrates the power of theW±bb̄
final states of the charged Higgs boson in constraining
the parameter space of Type-I 2HDM or models with
similar couplings. We encourage dedicated experimental
searches for further improvements.
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CKM AND CP VIOLATION IN BEAUTY AND CHARM DECAYS IN LHCb
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Measurements of CP violation and Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix in beauty and charm
hadron decays are the core business of the LHCb physics programme. In this contribution, the
most recent measurements performed by the LHCb collaboration on this topic are reported.
The most precise measurement of time-dependent CP asymmetry parameters in B0

s → φφ
decays has been done, providing results fully compatible with Standard Model expectations.
The polarisation-dependent CP -violation parameters of the same decay are measured for the
first time. The combination of beauty and charm results gives γ =

(
63.8+3.5

−3.7

)◦
. The first

search for local CP violation in D+
(s)→ K−K+K+ has been performed, resulting in no local

CP violation observed. The measurement of time-integrated CP violation in D0→ K−K+

decays, combined with previous measurements performed by LHCb, provides evidence of
direct CP violation in charm in a single decay channel at the level of 3.8 standard deviations.

1 Introduction

In the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, the combined symmetry of charge conjugation
(C) and parity (P ), collectively known as CP , is violated by the weak interaction. The CP
violation is one of the Sakharov conditions necessary for early universe baryogenesis, which,
when satisfied, ensure a universe dominated by matter.1 However, the amount of CP violation
measured experimentally so far is not enough to explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry ob-
served in the universe. Hence, the search for sources of CP violation beyond the SM is strongly
motivated, as well as the precise measurement of CP violation within the SM itself.

Within the SM, CP violation is quantified by the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) ma-
trix,2,3 a 3x3 unitary matrix that describes the weak interaction between up-type and down-type
quarks. The CKM matrix elements represent the transition amplitudes for quarks to change
flavour, and must be determined through experimental observations. The unitarity of the CKM
matrix is a fundamental property within the SM framework. The CKM matrix can be parame-
terised using three mixing angles and a single complex phase, where this phase accounts for all
CP violation in the quark sector within the SM. Therefore, in order to accurately assess CP vi-
olation in the SM, it is crucial to precisely measure the elements of the CKM matrix. Moreover,
experimental verification of the unitarity relations provides important tests of the SM and can
reveal potential deviations from the SM expectations.

In this contribution, recent measurements performed by the LHCb collaboration concerning
CP violation in B0

s→ φφ decay and mixing, determination of the γ angle and CP violation in
charm mesons are presented.
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Figure 1 – Mass distribution of the B0
s → φφ candidates, superimposed by the fit projections (top left).

Background-subtracted distributions of angular variables cos θ1 (top right) and χ (bottom left), and decay time
(bottom right), superimposed by the fit projections.

2 CP Violation in B0
s→ φφ decays

In B0
s→ φφ decays, the time-dependent CP violations arises from the interference between decay

and mixing, characterised by the phase φssss and the |λ| parameter, that are expected to be very
close to 0 and 1, respectively, in the SM.4,5 New physics contributions in the penguin decay
or the B0

s mixing could significantly alter the values of φssss and |λ|.6,7 A new measurement
carried out by the LHCb collaboration with the data collected during the Run 2 of the LHC
has determined φssss and |λ|. The strategy consists in measuring the differential decay rate
in terms of B0

s decay time and the three helicity angles that describe the three polarisation
states of the final state. The differential decay rate is a function of the polarisation-dependent
parameters φs,i and |λi| (i = 0,⊥, ‖), so the measurement is able to search for new physics
in different polarisation states. The polarisation-independent measurement is performed by
requiring φs,i = φssss and |λi| = |λ|. The signal candidates are statistically separated by the
Λ0
b→ φKp and the combinatorial backgrounds by means of a fit to the φφ invariant mass,

shown in Figure 1. The background-subtracted multidimensional distribution of helicity angle
and decay time is then fit by the differential decay rate.

The result of the polarisation-independent measurement is8

φssss = (−0.042± 0.075± 0.009) rad,

|λ| = 1.004± 0.030± 0.009,

where the first uncertainties are statistical and the second are systematic. The combination with
the Run 1 measurement9 gives

φssss = (−0.074± 0.069) rad,

|λ| = 1.009± 0.030,



that is in agreement with the SM expectations. This is the most precise measurement of
time-dependent CP asymmetry parameters in B0

s→ φφ decays up to date. The polarisation-
dependent CP -violation parameters of this decay are measured for the first time:

|λ0| = 1.02± 0.17,

|λ⊥/λ0| = 0.97± 0.22,

|λ‖/λ0| = 0.78± 0.21,

φs,0 = (−0.18± 0.09) rad,

φs,‖ − φs,0 = (0.12± 0.09) rad,

φs,⊥ − φs,0 = (0.17± 0.09) rad,

resulting in no difference observed between different polarisation states.

3 Direct measurements of γ

The angle γ of the CKM matrix, defined as

γ ≡ arg

(
−
VudV

∗
ub

VcdV
∗
cb

)
, (1)

can be measured in tree-level decays sensitive to the interference between b→ cW and b→ uW
transition amplitudes. In fact, γ is determined by measuring asymmetries and yield ratios in
B±→ D(→ fD)h± decays (h± = π±,K±), where fD is a final state common to D0 and D0.

In multibody decays, the sensitivity is reduced by the differences between the favoured
and suppressed decays in the structure of the intermediate resonances. This effect is parame-
terised by the so-called coherence factor, that allows the maximum sensitivity to be reached
when it is close to 1, whereas it totally dilutes the sensitivity when it is closed to 0. In
B±→ D(→ K∓π±π±π∓)h± decays, performing the measurement in 4 bins of D phase space
allows a significant improvement on the sensitivity to γ to be reached,10 because in some bins
the coherence factor can be larger than the integrated one.

The measurement of γ with B±→ D(→ K∓π±π±π∓)h± decays performed by the LHCb
collaboration with the full dataset gives:11

γ =
(
54.8+6.0+0.6+6.7

−5.8−0.6−4.3
)◦
,

where the first uncertainty is statistical, the second is systematic and the third is due to the
external inputs of D0 mixing and hadronic decay parameters.12,13 This is the second most
precise determination of γ from a single D decay mode. A large improvement on the uncertainty
related to the external inputs is expected by including future LHCb determinations of D0 mixing
parameters and future measurements of hadronic D-decay parameters performed with incoming
BESIII data.

Since B±→ D(→ K±π∓)h± are sensitive also to the D0 mixing and hadronic decay pa-
rameters, the LHCb collaboration started recently to perform the combination of all the mea-
surements sensitive to γ and charm parameters. The most recent γ-charm combination of
LHCb measurements has been carried out including the latest determinations of γ with the
B±→ D(→ K∓π±π±π∓)h± and B±→ D(→ h±h′∓π0)h± decay modes,11,14 the measurement
of D0 mixing parameters and CP violation parameters in mixing using D0→ h−h+15 and
B → D0(→ K0

sπ
+π−)µ−νµX decays,16 and the measurement of time-integrated CP asym-

metry in D0→ K−K+ decays17 with the data collected during the Run 2 of the LHC. The
resulting value of γ is18

γ =
(
63.8+3.5

−3.7
)◦
,



fully compatible with indirect determinations.19,20. The D0 mixing parameters are determined
to be

x = (0.398+0.050
−0.049)%, y = (0.636+0.020

−0.019)%.

The latest determination of γ, not included in the γ-charm combination, has been done by the
LHCb collaboration by using the B± → D(→ K+K−π±π∓)h± and B±→ D(→ π+π−π±π∓)h±

decay modes with the data collected during the Run 1 and Run 2 of the LHC. A phase-space
integrated measurement is done in both decay channels, while a binned analysis is performed
for the D→ K+K−π±π∓ mode, resulting in21

γ =
(
116+12
−14
)◦
.

The precision of this measurement will be improved once new charm model-independent mea-
surements of the D0 decay parameters will be available.

4 CP violation in charm decays

Charm decay are an unique laboratory to study CP violation in up-type quark decays. Due to
the smallness of involved CKM elements and GIM mechanism, CP violation in charm decays
is predicted to be small. Moreover, the long distance contributions are not negligible in the
corresponding SM calculations, making very difficult to provide precise expectations for the
related observables. The measured value of the difference between the time-integrated CP
asymmetries in D0→ K−K+ and D0→ π−π+ decays by the LHCb collaboration22 challenges
the calculations based on first-principles QCD. Further measurements are therefore needed in
charm sector in order to clarify the picture.

Multi-body decays are particularly interesting, because phase-space local CP asymmetries
can be larger than integrated ones. The LHCb collaboration has recently performed the first
search for local CP violation in D+

(s)→ K−K+K+ decays using the data collected between 2016

and 2018. The analysis makes use of the Miranda technique,23,24 that consists in dividing the
Dalitz plot in bins and computing, for each bin i, the significance SiCP of the difference in the
numbers of D+

(s) candidates N i(D+
(s)) and D−(s) candidates N i(D−(s)), where the latter is corrected

for global charge asymmetry α ≡
∑

iN
i(D+

(s))/
∑

iN
i(D−(s)):

SiCP ≡
N i(D+

(s))− α ·N
i(D−(s))√

α

(
δ2
N i(D+

(s)
)

+ δ2
N i(D−

(s)
)

) , (2)

where δN i(D+
(s)

) and δN i(D−
(s)

) are the statistical uncertainties of the signal candidate yields. The

yields are obtained by fitting the D+
(s) invariant mass distributions in each bin. In the absence

of local CP violation, the values of SiCP follow a normal distribution. A χ2 test is performed,
with χ2 ≡

∑
i(S

i
CP )2, and the corresponding p-value is calculated as the probability of obtaining

a χ2 that is at least as high as the value observed, under the assumption of CP conservation
(null hypothesis). If p-values are less than 3 × 10−7, CP violation is observed. The analysis,
validated on Cabibbo-favoured D+→ K−π+π+ and D+

s → K−K+π+ control modes, where no
direct CP violation is expected, results in a p-value of 13.3% for the D+

s mode and 31.6% for
the D+ mode, corresponding to no evidence of local CP violation.25

The most recent measurement of CP violation in two-body charm decays has been carried
out by the LHCb collaboration with the data collected during the Run 2 of the LHC. The flavor
of the D0 meson at the production is obtained by looking at the charge of the pion in the
D∗+→ D0π+ decay. Since the raw asymmetry

Araw(D0→ K−K+) ≡
N
(
D∗+ → D0(→ K−K+)π+

)
−N

(
D∗− → D0(→ K−K+)π−

)
N (D∗+ → D0(→ K−K+)π+) +N

(
D∗− → D0(→ K−K+)π−

) (3)



is affected by the detection asymmetry of the tagging pion and the production asymmetry of the
D0 meson, Cabibbo-favoured control modes are used to cancel the nuisance asymmetries and
obtain the physical CP asymmetry ACP (D0 → K−K+). Two almost statistically independent
calibration procedures are used: one, already used in the Run 1 measurements,26,27 makes use
of D+→ K−π+π+ and D+→ K0π+ decays, whereas the other, which is used for the first time,
exploits the D+

s → φπ+ and D+
s → K0K+ decays. The D∗+→ D0(→ K−π+)π+ decay is needed

by both calibration procedures. The resulting time-integrated CP asymmetries are17

ACP (D0 → K−K+)|D+ = (13.6± 8.8± 1.6)× 10−4,

ACP (D0 → K−K+)|D+
s = (2.8± 6.7± 2.0)× 10−4,

for the first and second calibration procedure respectively, where the first uncertainties are
statistical and the second are systematic, with statistical (systematic) correlation equal to 0.05
(0.28). The time-integrated CP asymmetry in the D0→ h−h+ decay is equal to

ACP (D0 → h−h+) = adh−h+ +
〈t〉h−h+
τD0

∆Y, (4)

where adh−h+ is the direct CP asymmetry in the decay, ∆Y parameterises the time-dependent CP
asymmetry, 〈t〉h−h+ is the observed average D0 decay time and τD0 is the nominal D0 lifetime.28

By combining all the LHCb measurements ofACP (D0 → K−K+), ∆ACP ≡ ACP (D0 → K−K+)−
ACP (D0 → π−π+), ∆Y and 〈t〉h−h+ , the direct CP asymmetries are obtained:

adK−K+ = (7.7± 5.7)× 10−4,

adπ−π+ = (23.2± 6.1)× 10−4,

with a correlation of 0.88. This result corresponds to an evidence of direct CP violation in
D0→ π−π+ decays at the level of 3.8 standard deviations, and exceeds the SM expectations of
U -spin symmetry breaking at the level of 2 standard deviations.

5 Conclusions

LHCb continues to produce world-leading results on CP violation in beauty and charm decays.
A new precise test of the SM in B0

s mixing has been made. The CKM angle γ is now known
with an uncertainty smaller than 4◦. The first evidence of CP violation in charm in a single
decay channel at the level of 3.8 standard deviations has been reported, and a new search of
local CP violation in charm hadron multi-body decay has been performed. The LHCb Upgrade
I will improve such measurements with the data collected during the Run 3 of the LHC, thanks
to the higher integrated luminosity and a better trigger efficiency.
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Dark sectors and τ physics at Belle II

L. Zani
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The possibility of a dark sector weakly coupling to Standard Model (SM) particles through
new light mediators is explored at the Belle II experiment. We present here results from
three different searches, for a long-lived (pseudo)scalar particle in rare B decays; for a di-tau
resonance in four-muon final states, and the update on the search for a Z′ boson decaying
invisibly. We also look for lepton flavor violation by searching for τ → `α decays, with α a new
invisible boson, and we report the first untagged reconstruction of τ pairs events searching
for the neutrinoless decays τ → `φ. Finally, we present the world’s most precise measurement
of the τ lepton mass. These studies are performed on samples from the data collected by the
Belle II detector during 2019-2021 data taking.

1 Introduction

Dark matter (DM) is one of the most compelling reasons for physics beyond the standard model
(SM). Its existence has been established by several astrophysical and cosmological observations,
but its origins and nature are still unknown. In recent years, especially after the null results from
direct searches for heavier DM candidates, light dark sectors have become attractive, and could
imply new light mediators acting as portal between SM particles and DM. Another indisputable
proof for non-SM physics is the observation of charged lepton flavor violation (LFV). Processes
involving LFV can occur in the SM via weak interaction charged currents, due to neutrino
oscillations, and are predicted at the level of 10−50, which is beyond the reach of current and
future experiments. Belle II has a unique capability to probe both light dark mediators and LFV
in τ decays. Moreover, it can look for indirect signs of non-SM physics through high precision
measurements of SM fundamental parameters. We report searches for new dark sectors particles,
τ LFV decays and the measurement of the τ lepton mass using the data collected by the Belle II
detector [1] at the SuperKEKB asymmetric energy e+e− collider. SuperKEKB mainly operates
at a centre-of-mass energy of 10.58 GeV and adopts a nano-beam scheme to reach unprecedented
instantaneous luminosity. At the time of this conference, the accelerator had achieved the peak
luminosity world’s record of 4.7×1034 cm−2/s and Belle II has so far collected 424 fb−1 of data,
including unique energy scan samples. It is currently in its first long shutdown.
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2 Belle II experiment

The Belle II detector is a multi-purpose spectrometer surrounding the interaction point and
providing coverage of more than 90% of the solid angle. The details of the Belle II detector can
be found elsewhere [1]. Belle II ensures a very high reconstruction efficiency for neutral particles
and excellent resolutions despite the harsh beam background environment, which are crucial
when dealing with recoiling system and missing-energy final states. Additionally, it is equipped
with dedicated low-multiplicty trigger lines at hardware level, mainly based on calorimetric
information, and on new topology like the single-photon or single-muon triggers, which were not
available at Belle. Profiting from the well known initial state of e+e− collisions, and its near-
hermetic coverage, Belle II has a unique capability to probe signatures involving invisible final
states and long-lived particles producing a displaced decay vertex. Moreover, the production
cross section for e+e− → τ+τ− events is 0.919 nb at a c.m. energy

√
s = 10.58 GeV, allowing

Belle II to make precision measurements of τ lepton properties.

3 Dark sectors results

Belle II can directly access the mass range that is favored by the light dark sector models,
looking for new particles with masses between hundreds of MeV and a few GeV. An interesting
possibility is to look for new particles produced in rare B meson decays involving b → s`+`−

transitions. The first model-independent upper limits on long-lived (pseudo)scalar particles
decaying into visible final states of two oppositely charged leptons or hadrons are set using a
data set of 190 fb−1 collected during 2019-2021 data-taking period. We search for B → K(∗)S
events selecting candidates for S → `+`−, h+h− decays, with ` = e, µ and h = π,K, to form a
displaced vertex, accompanied by a charged kaon (and additionally a pion). The combined S
and K(∗) candidates are required to satisfy the B kinematics constraints. The signal is extracted

with extended maximum likelihood fits to the reduced invariant mass mS =
√
M2
S→xx − 4m2

x

for improving the modeling at the threshold. The only long-lived SM background is due to
K0
S candidates, whose mass region is vetoed and used as control samples in data to evaluate

systematic uncertainties. No significant excess is found in 190 fb−1 data and 95% confidence
level (CL) upper limits are computed on the product B(B → KS) × B(S → x+x−), shown as
a function of the searched new particle mass mS in Figure 1. These are the first limits set on
decays to hadrons.

A new massive vector boson that couples only to the second and third generation of leptons
according to the Lµ−Lτ model, could explain the long-standing (g− 2)µ anomaly, the observed
DM relic abundance and other flavor anomalies. We search for e+e− → µ+µ−Z ′ events, where
the Z ′ is radiated off one of the muons and decays to an invisible final state with a branching
fraction between 33% and 100%. If DM candidates are kinematically accessible, B(Z

′ → χχ̄) ∼
1. The analysis strategy is to search for a bump in the invariant mass distribution of the recoil in
the centre-of-mass system against the two muons, in events where nothing else is detected. The
main background are QED processes, namely radiative di-lepton and four-lepton final states,
that mimic the signal signature of two tracks plus missing energy. The kinematic properties
of the signal that are specific of the production mechanism via radiation off by one muon, are
fed into a neural-network trained simultaneously for all Z ′ masses. The final signal efficiency
is around 5%, approximately constant in the whole mass range. Signal yields are extracted
from template fits to the recoil mass squared, in bins of recoil polar angle. We find no excess
consistent with signal in 80 fb−1 of data and set 90% CL upper limits on the cross section
σ(e+e− → µ−µ−Z

′
, Z ′ → invisible). We also calculate upper limits on the coupling constant g′

as a function of the Z ′ mass, within the Lµ−Lτ framework and assuming B(Z
′ → χχ̄) = 1. These

results, shown in the right plot in Figure 1, exclude the region favored by the (g − 2)µ anomaly
for the range 0.8 < MZ′ < 5. Similarly, we look for a narrow bump in the mass distribution of



  
  

Figure 1 – On the left, upper limits at 95% CL on the product B(B → KS)×B(S → x+x−) as a function of the
searched (pseudo)scalar mass mS are reported. On the right, 90% CL upper limits on the coupling constant g′

as a function of the searched MZ′ are displayed.

the recoil against two muons, in events where an additional τ pair is reconstructed in τ decays
to one charged particle, τ → h, `ν(ν̄). Properties of the signal as final state radiation and di-
tau resonant process are exploited in multi-layer perceptron neural networks to suppress the
QED background, separately in eight different mass regions. The expected background is fitted
directly from the recoil mass distribution in the data to avoid the impact of known mis-modeling
in the simulation. No significant excess is found in 63 fb−1 data by fitting the recoil mass range
(3.6 < Mrecoil(µµ) < 10) GeV/c2 in steps of half mass resolutions, and 90% CL upper limits are
set on the quantity σ(e+e− → µ+µ−τ+τ−) × B(X → τ+τ−), which could be re-interpreted in
several classes of models. This search set the world’s best limits on the scalar coupling constant
ξ in leptophilic scalar models [4] for MS > 6.5 GeV/c2 ( left plot in Figure 2).

    

Figure 2 – The 90% CL upper limits on the leptophilic coupling constant ξ as a function of the searched MS are
displayed in the left plot. On the right, the pseudo-mass distribution Mmin for τ → 3πντ events in 190 fb−1 data,
with the endpoint fit superimposed, and the measured value of the τ mass mτ are shown.



4 τ physics results

Decays of τ leptons to new LFV bosons are postulated in many models. The process searched for
in this study is e+e− → τ+(→ `α)τ−(→ π+π−π−ν) and its charged conjugated, where the first
τ is defined as the signal and the second one as the tag. The signal τ is searched for in its decay
to a new invisible boson α, accompanied by a lepton ` = e, µ. Its rest-frame is approximated
using as energy half the collision energy

√
s/2 and as momentum direction the opposite to the

one of the reconstructed tag τ . We look for a narrow peak corresponding to the two-body decay
of the signal τ in the distribution of the normalized lepton energy, over a smooth contribution
coming from the irreducible background of τ → `νν̄` processes. In absence of any signal excess in
63 fb−1data, 95% CL upper limits are computed on the ratio of branching fractions B(τ → `α)
normalized to B(τ → `νν̄`). This analysis provides limits between 2-14 times more stringent
than the previous one set by ARGUS [2].

Possible new mediators may enhance the branching fraction for τ LFV decays τ− → `−φ
up to observable levels of 10−11 − 10−8, and accommodate for flavor anomalies observed in
lepton flavor universality tests with B decays [3]. In contrast to previous searches for τ− → `−φ
decays performed at Belle [5] on e+e− → τ+τ− events, we apply for the first time a new untagged
approach. Only the signal τ decay to a φ meson candidate and a lepton, either muon or electron,
is explicitly reconstructed and the other τ (tag) is not required to decay to any specific known
final state. Event kinematics features and signal properties are used in a BDT classifier to
suppress the background, with double the final signal efficiency for the muon mode with respect
to previous analyses. Yields are extracted with a Poisson counting experiment approach from
windows peaking at the known τ mass and at zero in the 2D plane of (Mτ ,∆Eτ ), respectively,
with ∆Eτ the difference between the reconstructed energy of the signal τ in the c.m. frame
and half the collision energy. We find no significant excess and set 90% CL upper limits on the
branching fractions to be BUL(τ → eφ) = 23× 10−8 and BUL(τ → µφ) = 9.7× 10−8.

Lepton properties are fundamental parameters of the SM and need to be measured with
the highest precision. Belle II is suitable to access several τ lepton properties. By applying
the pseudo-mass Mmin technique to reconstructed e+e− → τ+τ− events from 190 fb−1 data, we
provide the world’s most precise measurement of the τ massMτ . The measured value is extracted

from a fit to the endpoint of the distribution Mmin =
√
M2

3π + 2(
√
s/2− E∗3π)(E∗3π − P ∗3π),

computed from events where the signal τ is reconstructed in its decays to three charged pions
and the other τ decaying into one charged particle. An excellent control of the systematic
sources, dominated by the calibration of the beam energies and the charged-particle momenta
scale, is required to reduce the total systematic uncertainty to 0.11 MeV/c2, achieving the most
precise measurement to date of the τ lepton mass of 1777.09± 0.08stat ± 0.11sys.
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The LHCb experiment at the Large Hadron Collider specialises in high-precision measurements
of flavour physics with hadrons containing b and c quarks. Lepton flavour universality tests
provide an accurate and clear approach to scrutinising the Standard Model of particle physics.
These proceedings report recent lepton flavour universality tests performed by the LHCb
collaboration. For b → c`ν transitions, it includes the first simultaneous measurement of
RD∗ and RD0 at a hadron collider, an updated RD∗ measurement with hadronic τ decays
using 2015-2016 data, and recent measurements of RJ/ψ and RΛc . In b→ s`+`− transitions,
the most recent measurements of RpK , RK∗+ , and RK0

S
ratios are presented. Moreover, the

simultaneous measurement of RK and RK∗ is reported.

1 Introduction

According to the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, the coupling of the electroweak gauge
bosons to leptons is flavour universal (LFU). Possible new physics (NP) particles could cause a
violation of LFU. Various LFU tests have been performed by LHCb studying tree-level b→ c`ν
and rare loop-level b→ s`+`− transitions.

2 Lepton flavour universality tests with b→ c`ν decays

LFU tests with b → c`ν decays measure the ratios RHc = B(Hb→Hcτντ )
B(Hb→Hcµνµ) , where Hb is a hadron

containing a b quark and Hc containing a c quark. The advantages of the ratio approach include
the removal of the dependency on CKM matrix element |Vcb| and reducing both experimental
and theoretical uncertainties. RHc can be sensitive to NP couplings involving the third lepton
generation, with possible new particles. The τ can further decay through two main channels,
with τ− → π−π+π−(π0)ντ (hadronic) and with τ− → µ−νµντ (muonic).

2.1 Simultaneous measurement of RD∗ and RD0

In the first simultaneous measurement of RD∗ and RD0 using LHCb Run 1 data 3, the ratios

RD(∗) = B(B→D(∗)τ−ντ )

B(B→D(∗)µ−νµ)
are measured, with τ− → µ−νµντ . Earlier, RD∗ was measured with
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Figure 1 – HFLAV preliminary average of RD0 and RD∗ for winter 202312.

Run 1 D∗+µ− data, showing a 2.1σ deviation from the SM prediction 4. The recent analysis
benefits from adding a D0µ− sample. Reconstruction challenges include three neutrinos in
the final state, leading to a broad invariant mass distribution. A template fit is performed
using variables m2

miss. = (pB − pD(∗) − pµ)2, q2 = (pB − pD(∗))2, and Eµ. The analysis yields
RD∗ = 0.281± 0.018(stat.)± 0.024(syst.) and RD0 = 0.441± 0.060(stat.)± 0.066(syst.), with a
correlation of ρ = −0.43. Limited data and simulation samples are the main sources of systematic
uncertainty. These results indicate a 1.9σ agreement with the SM. The new preliminary average
reveals a slight decrease in RD∗ and a slight increase in RD0

12.

2.2 Measurement of RD∗ with hadronic τ decays

The recent measurement of RD∗ with hadronic τ decays 5 adds the 2015-2016 data to the LHCb
Run 1 analysis 6,7. For the determination of RD∗ , the decay B0 → D−3π± with the same
visible three-prong final state is chosen as normalisation mode. The ratio is determined as

RD∗ = KD∗ · B(B0→D−3π±)
B(B0→D−µ+νµ)

with KD∗ = B(B0→D−τ+ντ )
B(B0→D−3π±)

=
NSig.

NNorm.
· εNorm.
εSig.

· 1
B(τ+→3π±(π0)ντ )

. The

branching fractions of the decaysB0 → D−3π± andB0 → D−µ+νµ are taken from external inputs.
With a 3D template fit the result of RD∗ = 0.257± 0.012(stat.)± 0.014(syst.)± 0.012(ext.) is
extracted. Fig. 1 shows the new preliminary world average values are RD∗ = 0.284± 0.013 and
RD0 = 0.356± 0.029. The global discrepancy with the SM is at 3.2σ.

2.3 Measurements of RJ/ψ and RΛc with LHCb Run 1 data

Measurements of the ratios RJ/ψ and RΛc represent the first LFU tests with B+
c mesons and

baryonic b→ c`ν decays, respectively 8,9. The RJ/ψ ratio is defined as RJ/ψ = B(B+
c →J/ψτ+ντ )

B(B+
c →J/ψµ+νµ)

,

with τ+ → µ+νµντ . Form factors are determined from fits to data, and the main system-
atic uncertainties of the final result arise from the limited sample sizes and the form factors
themselves. The result RJ/ψ = 0.71 ± 0.17(stat.) ± 0.18(syst.) lies 2σ above the SM predic-

tion of 0.2583 ± 0.0038 10. RΛc is defined as RΛc = B(Λb→Λ+
c τ

−ντ )

B(Λb→Λ+
c µ−νµ)

, with τ− → π−π+(π0)ντ .

The largest systematic uncertainty stems from background template shapes. The result of
RΛc = 0.242± 0.026(stat.)± 0.040(syst.)± 0.059(ext.) is in 1σ agreement with the SM predic-
tion of 0.324± 0.004 11.
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Figure 2 – Summary of results for the measurement of RK and RK∗14.

3 Lepton flavour universality tests with b→ s`+`− decays

Rare b → s`+`− decays occur only at the loop level and exhibit sensitivity to NP. Branching
fraction ratios of decays with various hadronic final states are employed to measure the ratios

RH = B(B→Hµ+µ−)
B(B→He+e−) in different regions of q2 = m2(`+`−). Except for different masses of the

leptons involved and kinematic effects, these ratios are precisely expected to be unity 13. The
measurements are performed as double ratios with the J/ψ charmonium mode to cancel out
systematic uncertainties.

3.1 Simultaneous measurement of RK and RK∗

The first simultaneous measurement of RK and RK∗ is performed with the full Run 1 and
Run 2 LHCb data sets in two q2 regions: low (q2 ∈ [0.1, 1.1] GeV2/c4) and central (q2 ∈
[1.1, 6.0] GeV2/c4) 14,15. Cross-feed background between the two decay modes is constrained
in fits to data, and the simulation is calibrated with B+/0 → K+/∗0J/ψ(→ `+`−) decays,
decoupling it from the normalisation mode and enabling cross-validation. To reduce mis-ID
backgrounds, stringent particle identification requirements are applied for both leptons and
hadrons. Multivariate classifiers are employed against partially reconstructed and combinatorial
backgrounds, while physical backgrounds are vetoed. Efficiency-calibration cross-checks are
performed using ratios of branching fractions of the J/ψ and ψ(2S) charmonium modes, which
are compatible with unity, as expected. When interpreted as a null test, the four measurements
are compatible with the SM at 0.2σ. These statistically dominated results represent the highest
precision LFU test with b→ s`+`− decays to date and supersede previous LHCb measurements.
Fig. 2 presents a summary of the results.

3.2 Measurement of RpK

LFU is tested with baryons for the first time with the measurement of RpK =
B(Λ0

b→pK
−µ+µ−)

B(Λ0
b
→pK−e+e−)

16.

It provides sensitivity to the spin dependence of potential NP. Utilising LHCb Run 1 and 2016

data, the measurement yields R
[0.1,6.0]
pK = 0.86+0.14

−0.11(stat.)± 0.05(syst.), which agrees with unity
within 1σ.



3.3 Measurement of RK∗+ and RK0
S

The ratios RK∗+ and RK0
S

are measured 17 using the Run 1 and 2 LHCb data sets with

B+ → K∗+`+`− and B0 → K0
S`

+`− (` = µ, e) decays, respectively. With this measurement, the
first observation of the B+ → K∗+e+e− and B0 → K0

Se
+e− decays is reported. The results of

R
[0.045,6.0]
K∗+ = 0.70+0.18

−0.13(stat.)+0.03
−0.04(syst.) and R

[1.0,6.0]

K0
S

= 0.66+0.20
−0.14(stat.)+0.02

−0.04(syst.) are found to

be compatible with the SM within 1.4σ and 1.5σ, respectively.

4 Conclusion and prospects

These proceedings present LFU tests with b → c`ν transitions, with the first simultaneous
measurement of RD0 and RD∗ using muonic τ decays at LHCb and an update of the hadronic
measurement of RD∗ . The global picture for the RD0-RD∗ combination remains unchanged
with SM tension at the 3σ level. In the b → s`+`− transition sector, the first simultaneous
measurement of RK and RK∗ currently provides the most precise and accurate LFU test. These
results are compatible with the SM within 0.2σ. However, anomalies in differential branching
fractions and angular analyses of the muon modes persist. The LHCb Upgrade I detector is
currently being commissioned, with plans to increase the instantaneous luminosity by a factor of
5 and collect approximately 50 fb−1 of data during Run 3.
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Semileptonic charged current b→ cl−νl decays offer a compelling avenue to probe the limits of
the Standard Model and investigate lepton flavor universality (LFU). While the SM maintains
flavor universality, new physics models can introduce interactions that violate this universality,
particularly for decays involving third-generation quarks and leptons. An enticing observable
to test LFU is the ratio of branching fractions of b→ cτ−ντ and b→ cµ−νµ decays. Recently,
the LHCb experiment measured this ratio using B → D(∗)l−νl decays. We discuss these
results in this proceedings of the 57th Rencontres de Moriond on Electroweak Interactions
and Unified Theories.

The semileptonic charged current b → cl−νl decays are an excellent avenue for conducting
rigorous tests of the Standard Model (SM). Previous studies have utilised these decays to explore
various phenomena, such as testing the unitarity of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
matrix, examining the production properties of b-hadrons and c-hadrons, investigating neutral
b-meson mixing properties, and analysing decay properties like branching fractions and form
factors. Additionally, these decays have been used to investigate lepton flavor universality,
which is the central focus of this proceedings that follows the talk given at the 57th Rencontres
de Moriond on Electroweak Interactions and Unified Theories.

In the Standard Model (SM), the couplings of the electroweak force to leptons are flavor
universal, with the exception of the Yukawa couplings of the Higgs boson. However, new physics
models can introduce interactions that violate lepton flavor universality, leading to an enhance-
ment of the decay rate of one lepton flavor over another. These models predict that the decay
rates related to the third generation of leptons will be particularly affected 1,2.

One observable that is sensitive to such new physics effects is the lepton flavor universality
(LFU) ratio, which is defined as the ratio of the branching fractions of b→ cτ−ντ and b→ cµ−νµ
and is given by:

R(Xc) =
BF(Xb → Xcτ

−ντ )

BF(Xb → Xcµ−νµ)
, (1)

where Xb and Xc represent b and c mesons, respectively.

The LFU ratio offers several advantages as an observable, primarily due to its theoretical
cleanliness. In particular, the uncertainties associated with form factors and CKM matrix ele-
ments largely cancel out in this ratio. Additionally, the common systematic uncertainties related
to detection efficiencies and yield estimation from data also cancel out. The LHCb experiment
is well-suited to measuring this observable with high precision, owing to the large b-hadron pro-
duction cross-section and sizeable branching fractions of b → cl−νl decays, which are typically
of the order of 10−2. However, measuring the LFU ratio also presents several challenges. The
presence of multiple missing neutrinos in the final state affects the resolution of the kinematic
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variables used to distinguish between signal and background events. Moreover, there is a sig-
nificant contamination from partially reconstructed background events that must be modelled
accurately. Furthermore, large simulation samples are required to model both the signal and
background events.

Previously, both the LHCb and B factories have measured the LFU ratio in B → D(∗)l−νl
decays and found a deviation from the SM predictions at the level of 3.3σ 6 (before 2023).
Additionally, the LHCb experiment has measured the LFU ratio in B → J/ψl−νl decays 4,
denoted as R(J/ψ), and in Λb → Λ+

c l
−νl decays 5, denoted as R(Λc).

Recently, the LHCb experiment conducted two new measurements of the LFU ratio in
B → D(∗)l−νl decays. The first measurement is a combined measurement of R(D) and R(D),
and is discussed in detail in Section 1. The second measurement is the measurement of R(D∗)
using hadronic τ decays, and is discussed in detail in Section 2.

1 Combined measurement of R(D) and R(D∗) with muonic τ decays

The LHCb experiment has performed a combined measurement of R(D) and R(D∗) 7, utilising
the large branching fraction of approximately 17.4% of muonic τ− → µ−νµντ decays in the final
state. The analysis uses the Run 1 data sample corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
3fb−1, with proton-proton collisions at a center-of-mass energy of 7 and 8 TeV. This measure-
ment updates a previous analysis8 that used the same data sample to measure R(D∗) alone. The
current analysis has several improvements, including an improved modelling of signal and back-
ground shapes used in the measurement of the yields, and a reduction in the misidentification
of hadrons as muons.

In this study, three signal channels are investigated: B
0 → D+τ−ντ , B− → D∗0τ−ντ , and

B− → D0τ−ντ , with the topology of one of the signal channels shown in Fig. 1. To determine
the yields of the three signal channels, two disjoint samples are used. One sample corresponds

to D∗+µ−, which includes the contribution from the signal B
0 → D+τ−ντ decays. The other

sample corresponds to a large sample of D0µ−, where the D∗+ contribution is vetoed, and
includes the contributions from all three signal channels.

The B → D(∗)µ−νµ channel serves as the normalisation for measuring R(D(∗)) due to its
similar decay topology as the signal channel (see Fig. 1), allowing for cancellation of many
common systematic uncertainties related to the detection efficiencies. Since the normalisation
channel is 20 times larger than the signal channels, precise resolution of kinematic observables
is necessary to differentiate between them.

Figure 1 – Topology of one of the signal B
0 → D∗+τ−ντ (left) and normalisation B

0 → D∗+µ−νµ (right) channels.

The missing neutrinos in the final state of the signal channels, poses a challenge in the
accurate reconstruction of the B momentum. The transverse component of the B momentum
is obtained using the momentum of the D(∗)µ visible system and the direction of the flight
distance vector. The longitudinal component of the B momentum is then determined using
boost-approximation 9. This allows to reconstruct the B momentum with a resolution of about
20%. Three kinematic observables are used as the fit variables to distinguish between the signal



and normalisation channels. These are the q2 defined as the invariant mass squared of the di-
lepton system, the missing mass squared m2

miss and El defined as the energy of the lepton in
the B rest frame.

The analysis considers various background sources. The “feed-down” and “double-charm”
backgrounds arise fromB hadron decays to excited charmed mesons (i.e. B → D∗∗(→ D(∗)X)l−νl))
and two charmed mesons (i.e. B → D(∗)D(∗)(→ lX)X), respectively. These are reduced by an
MVA-based isolation requirement, and any residual contribution is modelled using simulation.
The “misidentified” background arises from B decays to a charmed meson and a hadron (i.e.
B → D(∗)hX) where the hadron is misidentified as a muon, which is reduced by a muon identifi-
cation requirement and modelled using data. The final background type is the ”combinatorial”
background originating from random track and muon combinations used to build fake B and
D(∗) candidates. This is reduced by applying a requirement on the B vertex fit quality and is
modelled using same-sign data samples (i.e. D(∗+)µ+ and D0π−µ−).

To extract signal and normalisation yields, a binned maximum likelihood fit is performed to
three kinematic observables: q2, m2

miss, and El. Eight data samples are fitted simultaneously,
with each D∗+µ− and D0µ− sample consisting of a fit to the signal region and three control
regions. In the fit the signal shape for B → D(∗)l−νl decays is modelled using Boyd, Grinstein,
and Lebed (BGL) parametrization 12, whereas the B → D0l−νl decays are modelled using
Bourrely, Caprini, and Lellouch (BCL) parametrization 13. Form factor parameters are inferred
from the fit, with only helicity suppressed terms being constrained from external inputs. The
fit result to the D0µ− data samples in the highest q2 bin is shown in Fig. 2.

Figure 2 – Fit to D0µ− data samples in the highest q2 bin. The yields of the involved semimuonic B decays are
also shown. The fit to the D∗+µ− data samples is shown in the Ref 7.

The three data control regions are defined for each D∗+µ− and Dµ− sample by reversing
the isolation requirement. One control region uses an extra charged pion track to constrain the
form factor parameters related to light excited charm mesons. Another control region uses two
oppositely charged pion tracks to constrain the feed-down shape and decay properties of heavy
excited charm mesons. The third control region uses an extra charged kaon track to control the
phase space modelling of the double-charm background.

The analysis yielded the following values for the R(D(∗)) observables:

R(D∗+) = 0.281± 0.018(stat)± 0.024(syst) (2)

R(D0) = 0.441± 0.060(stat)± 0.066(syst) (3)



The first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The dominant sources of sys-
tematic uncertainties are the limited size of the simulated samples used to model signal and
background, and the assumptions made in the modelling of the double charm background and
form factor parameters related to the feed-down background. Both of these uncertainties should
reduce with more data. The correlation coefficient between R(D∗+) and R(D0) is found to be
ρ = −0.43.

2 Measurement of R(D∗+) using hadronic τ decays

The LHCb collaboration has recently published a measurement of R(D∗+) using hadronic τ
decays 10. This analysis is based on a partial Run 2 data sample, corresponding to an integrated
luminosity of 2 fb−1, and with proton-proton collisions at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV.
Compared to the Run 1 analysis 11, we expect a two-fold increase in signal events, thanks to
the higher center-of-mass energy and improved signal selection strategy. The analysis exploits
the hadronic τ− → π−π+π−(π0)ντ decay mode, which has a combined branching fraction of

13.5%. The measured quantity is the ratio of the branching fractions of B
0 → D∗+τ−ντ and the

normalisation channel B
0 → D∗+π−π+π− (see Eq. 4), which has the same final state particles

as the signal channel, leading to the cancellation of common systematic uncertainties,

K(D∗+) =
BF(B

0 → D∗+τ−ντ )

BF(B
0 → D∗+π−π+π−)

. (4)

The decay topology of the signal and normalisation channels are shown in Fig. 3. Using the ex-

ternal input of the ratio of the branching fractions of B
0 → D∗+π−π+π− and B

0 → D∗+µ−νµ
15,

we extract

R(D∗) = K(D∗+)× BF(B
0 → D∗+π−π+π−)

BF(B
0 → D∗+µ−νµ)

. (5)

Figure 3 – The decay topology of the signal and normalisation channels.

The analysis implemented a selection strategy to reduce background contributions, with the
two most significant being “prompt” (B → D∗+3πX) and “double-charm” (B → D+Ds(→
3πX)X) backgrounds. The “prompt” background was reduced by requiring the τ decay vertex
downstream of the B decay vertex, and a dedicated multivariate analysis using a boosted decision
tree (BDT) classifier. The “double-charm” background was reduced using an anti-Ds BDT
classifier trained on observables based on kinematics and resonant structures contributing to the
Ds → 3π final state. This anti-Ds is also used an one of the fit variables to extract the signal
yield.

After the full signal selection, the B → D+Ds(→ 3π)X channel form the largest background
and hence its accurate modelling is crucial for the analysis. Firstly, the fractions of various
resonant contributions to the Ds → 3π decay were obtained from a fit to the control region,
which was defined by inverting the anti-Ds BDT classifier. The fit variables used were m(π+π+),
min([m(π+π−)]), max[m(π+π−)] and m(3π). The results of this fit were used to correct the



simulation sample used to model the Ds → 3π decay. Secondly, to obtain the knowledge of
various B decay modes contributing to the Ds production a fit to the m(D+3π)−m(Kπ)−m(3π)
distribution was performed using a data control region defined as |m(Ds)| < 20 MeV and
removing the anti-Ds BDT classifier requirement. The result of this fit was a direct input to the
signal fit.

To obtain the signal yield, a 3D maximum likelihood fit is conducted to the q2, anti-Ds

BDT classifier output, and τ lifetime. The result of the fit is depicted in Fig.4, where the signal
component is modelled using the Caprini, Lellouch and Neubert (CLN) parametrisation14. The
normalisation yield is determined from a separate unbinned fit to the m(D∗+π−π+π−) invariant
mass. The signal and normalisation yields are also presented in Fig. 4.

Figure 4 – Fit projections of the (top-left) q2, (top-right) anti-Ds BDT classifier output and (bottom-left) τ
lifetime. The signal and normalisation yields are also shown in the bottom-right plot. The fit projection of
m(D∗+π−π+π−) for the normalisation channel is also shown in Ref. 10.

The analysis results in the following measurement of the K(D∗) ratio:

K(D∗) = 1.70± 0.10(stat)+0.11
−0.10(syst) (6)

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The dominant sources of
systematic uncertainty are the limited size of the simulation sample and the limited knowledge

of the background components’ modelling. Using external input of BF(B
0→D∗+π−π+π−)

BF(B0→D∗+µ−νµ)
, the

R(D∗+) is measured to be:

R(D∗+) = 0.247± 0.015(stat)± 0.015(syst)± 0.012(ext). (7)

Here the first uncertainty is statistical, the second is systematic and the third is due to external
inputs. When combined with the Run 1 result, the R(D∗) is measured to be:

R(D∗+) = 0.257± 0.012(stat)± 0.014(syst)± 0.012(ext). (8)

3 Summary and conclusions

The study of semileptonic charged current decays provides a powerful tool to investigate the
universality of lepton flavor. In this Moriond proceedings, we have presented the two most



recent measurements of the R(D) and R(D) ratios 7,10. The results are in agreement with the
previous measurements and the world average exhibits a 3.2σ tension 6 with the SM prediction
(see Fig. 5). Further exploration of the LFU ratios in various b-hadron species will provide a

Figure 5 – The state-of-art related to R(D) and R(D∗) ratios, where the world average shows a 3.2σ tension with
the Standard Model prediction.

deeper understanding of the potential new physics that may be responsible for the observed
deviations. The upcoming experiments such as Belle II and LHCb Upgrade I will play a crucial
role in this regard. Moreover, the ongoing theoretical developments in the SM predictions for
these ratios will be important in interpreting the future experimental measurements. Thus, the
continued efforts in both the theoretical and experimental fronts are necessary to uncover any
hints of new physics beyond the SM in the lepton flavour universality sector.
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ALPs searches at BESIII

Peicheng Jianga

School of Physics and State Key Laboratory of Nuclear Physics and Technology
Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

A search for an axion-like particle with 2.7 billion ψ(3686) events collected by the BESIII
detector is presented. No significant signal is observed, and the upper limits on the branching
fraction of J/ψ → γa and the ALP-photon coupling constant gaγγ are set at the 95% confidence
level in the mass range of 0.165 ≤ ma ≤ 2.84 GeV/c2. The limits on B(J/ψ → γa) range
from 8.3× 10−8 to 1.8× 10−6 over the search region, and the constraints on the ALP-photon
coupling are the most stringent to date for 0.165 ≤ ma ≤ 1.468 GeV/c2.

1 Introduction

Axion-like particles (ALPs) are pseudo-Goldstone bosons arising from some spontaneously bro-
ken global symmetry, addressing the strong CP 1,2 or hierarchy problems 3. ALPs could appear
in theories beyond the Standard Model (SM) 4, and also provide a portal connecting SM parti-
cles to the dark sectors 5. In the most common scenarios, the ALP a predominantly couples to
photons with a coupling constant gaγγ , assuming the branching fraction of a decaying to photons
is 100%. As a generalization of QCD axions, ALPs have arbitrary masses and couplings which
are bounded by experiments. In the O(GeV) region, the limits of ALP couplings mainly come
from electron-positron colliders.

Generally, there are two different production schemes: non-resonant production and resonant
production 6 as shown in Figure 1. The most straightforward way of producing ALPs in e+e−

facilities is via the non-resonant process e+e− → γa. Since vector quarkonia such as J/ψ is a
narrow resonance coupled to the electromagnetic current, it can also produce significant resonant
contributions via e+e− → J/ψ → γa.

(a) (b)

Figure 1 – Feynman diagrams for (a) non-resonant ALP production and (b) resonant ALP production.

aOn behalf of the BESIII Collaboration.
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2 The BESIII detector

The BESIII detector 7 records symmetric e+e− collisions provided by the BEPCII storage ring 8,
which operates in the center-of-mass energy range from 2.00 to 4.95 GeV, with a peak luminosity
of 1 × 1033 cm−2s−1 achieved at

√
s = 3.77 GeV. BESIII has collected large data samples in

this energy region 9. The cylindrical core of the BESIII detector covers 93% of the full solid
angle and consists of a helium-based multilayer drift chamber (MDC), a plastic scintillator
time-of-flight system (TOF), and a CsI(Tl) electromagnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are all
enclosed in a superconducting solenoidal magnet providing a 1.0 T magnetic field. The solenoid
is supported by an octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive plate counter muon identification
modules interleaved with steel. The charged-particle momentum resolution at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%,
and the dE/dx resolution is 6% for electrons from Bhabha scattering. The EMC measures
photon energies with a resolution of 2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV in the barrel (end cap) region. The
time resolution in the TOF barrel region is 68 ps, while that in the end cap region is 110 ps. The
end cap TOF system was upgraded in 2015 using multigap resistive plate chamber technology,
providing a time resolution of 60 ps 10.

3 Search strategy

In this article, a search for ALP resonant production in J/ψ radiative decays at BESIII via
J/ψ → γa is presented 11. The search range is 0.165 ≤ ma ≤ 2.84 GeV/c2 and the ALP decays
to two photons with a decay width Γa = g2aγγm

3
a/64π. In the search region, the decay length

and decay width of the ALP are negligible compared to the detector resolution. 2.7 billion
ψ(3686) events with ψ(3686) → π+π−J/ψ decay are exploited to access the J/ψ events. By
using ψ(3686) events, the pollution from non-resonant ALP production e+e− → γa and large
QED background could be avoided.

The two-photon invariant mass Mγγ distribution of the survived events after the event
selection is shown in Fig. 2, where data and the MC simulation are well consistent. There are
three entries per event from all possible combinations of the three selected photons. According
to the studies of MC simulation, the background is dominated by peaking contributions from
J/ψ → γπ0, γη and γη′. The mass intervals of 0.10 < ma < 0.165 GeV/c2, 0.46 < ma < 0.60
GeV/c2 and 0.90 < ma < 1.01 GeV/c2 are excluded due to the peaking backgrounds.
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Figure 2 – The diphoton invariant mass distributions for data and the MC simulation backgrounds, which are
normalized to the data luminosity.

A series of unbinned extended maximum-likelihood fits are performed to theMγγ distribution
to determine the signal yields with 674 different ALP mass hypotheses in the mass range of



0.165 ≤ ma ≤ 2.84 GeV/c2. The search step is about half the signal resolution and fit intervals
depend on the specific mass hypothesis. For a specific fit, the likelihood function is a combination
of signal, non-peaking background, and peaking components of the π0, η and η′.

4 Results

No significant ALP signal is observed in the search region, and the largest local significance
of 2.6σ is observed near ma = 2.208 GeV/c2, consistent with the null hypothesis. The 95%
confidence level (CL) upper limits on B(J/ψ → γa) as a function of ma is computed with a
one-sided frequentist profile-likelihood method 12. There’s a systematic uncertainty of 4.4% on
signal efficiency mainly from MDC tracking and photon reconstruction, and other uncertainties
are considered by performing a spurious signal test and alternative fits. The expected and
observed upper limits at the 95% CL on B(J/ψ → γa) are shown in Fig. 3. The observed limits
range from 8.3× 10−8 to 1.8× 10−6 in the search region.
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Figure 3 – Expected and observed upper limits at the 95% CL on B(J/ψ → γa). The black curve is for data, the
black dashed curve represents the expected values and the green (yellow) band represents the ±1σ (±2σ) region.

The branching fraction limit is converted to the coupling limit using 6

gaγγ =

√√√√ B(J/ψ → γa)

B(J/ψ → e+e−)
(1− m2

a

m2
J/ψ

)−3
32παem

m2
J/ψ

, (1)

where B(J/ψ → e+e−) = (5.971± 0.032)% is from experimental measurement 13 and αem is the
electromagnetic coupling. An additional 0.5% uncertainty due to B(J/ψ → e+e−) is included
when converting B(J/ψ → γa) to gaγγ . The exclusion limits in the ALP-photon coupling gaγγ
versus ALP mass ma plane obtained from this analysis are shown in Fig. 4, together with the
constraints of other experiments. The limits exclude the region in the ALP-photon coupling
range gaγγ > 3× 10−4 for ALP mass ma around 0.25 GeV/c2, with an improvement by a factor
of 2-3 over the previous Belle II measurement14. In addition, the constraints on the ALP-photon
coupling are the most stringent to date for 0.165 ≤ ma ≤ 1.468 GeV/c2.

5 Summary

Based on a data sample of 2.7 billion ψ(3686) events collected by the BESIII detector, the
resonant ALP production via J/ψ radiative decays is searched using ψ(3686) → π+π−J/ψ
process. No significant ALP signal is observed and the 95% CL upper limits on the branching
fraction of J/ψ → γa and the ALP-photon coupling gaγγ are set. The observed limits on



B(J/ψ → γa) range from 8.3× 10−8 to 1.8× 10−6 in the ALP mass region of 0.165 ≤ ma ≤ 2.84
GeV/c2 and the exclusion limits on the ALP-photon coupling are the most stringent to date for
0.165 ≤ ma ≤ 1.468 GeV/c2.
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Figure 4 – Exclusion limits at the 95% CL in the ALP-photon coupling gaγγ versus ALP mass ma plane obtained
from this analysis. All measurements assume a 100% ALP decay branching fraction into photons.
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Search for resonances in events with photon and jet final
states in proton-proton collisions at
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Abstract

A search for resonances in events with the γ+jet final state has been performed us-
ing proton-proton collision data collected at

√
s = 13 TeV by the CMS experiment at

the LHC. The total data analyzed correspond to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1.
Models of excited quarks and quantum black holes are considered. The invariant
mass spectrum of the γ+jet system is examined for the presence of resonances over
the standard model continuum background. The data exhibit no statistically signif-
icant deviations from the expected standard model background. Exclusion limits
at 95% confidence level on the resonance mass and other parameters are set. Ex-
cited light-flavor quarks (excited bottom quarks) are excluded up to a mass of 6.0
(3.8) TeV. Quantum black hole production is excluded for masses up to 7.5 (5.2) TeV
in the Arkani-Hamed–Dimopoulos–Dvali (Randall–Sundrum) model. These lower
mass bounds are the most stringent to date among those obtained in the γ+jet final
state.
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1 Introduction
Various theoretical proposals of beyond the standard model (BSM) physics predict the produc-
tion of new resonances at hadron collider experiments. In the last decade, experiments at the
CERN LHC have searched extensively for signatures of such phenomena to help understand
some of the unresolved questions concerning features of the standard model (SM) of particle
physics, for example the existence of only three fermion families and the hierarchy problem [1].
A variety of models have been proposed to address these questions, some of which predict new
resonances producing a γ+jet final state. Models of compositeness [2–4] address the existence
of three fermion families, and other models address the origin of the hierarchy problem by
predicting the existence of extra dimensions [5, 6].

The composite models postulate that the quarks and leptons are composed of more fundamen-
tal particles, known as “preons” [7]. These preons experience a new force that becomes very
strong at the compositeness scale (Λ), when forming the quark and lepton composite states.
This paper considers the excited states of composite quarks produced via gauge-mediated in-
teractions with the dominant process qg → q∗, and decaying to SM particles. It is assumed
that the compositeness scale Λ is equal to the mass of the excited quark Mq∗ .

The interactions between excited quarks, SM quarks, and the gauge bosons can be described
by an effective Lagrangian [8]

Leff =
1

2 Λ
q∗ σµν

[
gs fs

λa
2

Fa
µν + g f

τ

2
Wµν + g′ f ′

Y
2

Bµν

]
q + h.c., (1)

where q∗ is the right-handed excited quark field; Fa
µν, Wµν, and Bµν are the field strength ten-

sors associated with the SU(3), SU(2), and U(1) gauge fields, respectively; λa, τ, and Y are the
corresponding Lie algebra generators; gs, g, and g′ are the gauge couplings; σ is the Pauli spin
matrix; and fs, f , and f ′ are coupling strengths between the excited quark and SM quarks. An
assumption is also made that fs, f , and f ′ have identical values and henceforth these coupling
strengths will be collectively referred to as f .

In this paper we consider excited light-flavor quarks and bottom quarks (q∗ and b∗, respec-
tively) radiating a photon and thus resulting in the γ+jet final state. The corresponding Feyn-
man diagram for the production and decay of the q∗, b∗ signals through gauge mediation is
shown in Fig. 1 (left). Additionally, an interpretation for b∗ production from contact interac-
tions (CI) [4] is also considered for the search of excited bottom quarks. Similar searches for
excited quarks have been performed previously by the CMS [9–13] and ATLAS [14–17] Col-
laborations at the LHC and at other high-energy particle colliders [18–20] and have reported
no evidence of a signal. Lately, the ATLAS and CMS experiments have set exclusion limits of
5.3 [15] and 5.5 TeV [13] on the mass of q∗ in the γ+jet channel with data corresponding to 36
and 37 fb−1 of integrated luminosity, respectively, collected at

√
s = 13 TeV.

In addition, we also consider the models of Arkani-Hamed, Dimopoulos, and Dvali (ADD) [5],
and Randall–Sundrum (RS1) [6], which have extra spatial dimensions. The basic assumption
of these models is that the fundamental gravitational scale (MD) can be as low as 1 TeV, while
the size of the extra dimensions can be as large as 1 millimeter, assuming the extra dimen-
sions are only accessible to gravity and not to the SM fields. The ADD model assumes (4 + n)
dimensions with n = 6 flat compact extra dimensions, and RS1 considers n = 1 extra di-
mension with a warped metric. As a consequence, the models predict the production of mi-
croscopic black holes [21], which can be either semi-classical black holes or quantum black
holes (QBHs) [22, 23]. In this model, the threshold mass Mth for production of a QBH at the
LHC is assumed to be MD, and the maximum mass limit is set to the smaller of either 3MD
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Figure 1: Illustrative Feynman diagrams for qg → γ+jet resonance signal models of q∗, b∗

(left), and QBH production (right).

or
√

s = 13 TeV. A QBH with a mass in this range will decay preferentially to a few-particle
state, rather than undergo thermal decay. The QBH production occurs with a continuous QBH
mass spectrum, falling rapidly from Mth toward the maximum mass limit; however, because of
radiation and experimental effects on the low-mass side of the mass spectrum, the signal shape
resembles a resonance-like structure, as shown in Fig. 2. Previous searches for QBHs performed
at
√

s = 13 TeV by the CMS and ATLAS experiments are reported in Refs. [10, 12, 15, 24–27].
This paper also reports the first search by the CMS experiment for QBHs in the γ+jet final state
(as shown in the Feynman diagram of Fig. 1 (right)). The ATLAS Collaboration has excluded
QBH production in the γ+jet channel with mass up to 7.1 (4.4) TeV in the ADD (RS1) model
using 13 TeV data corresponding to 37 fb−1 of integrated luminosity [15].

The main background to this analysis are γ+jet production, quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
multijet production, and W/Z + γ processes of the SM. The γ+jet background is an irreducible
background, and is the largest contributing. Despite its large cross section, the QCD multijet
background is only the second largest, contributing when one of the jets fragments decays into
an high energy π0 decaying into two overlapping photons that are reconstructed as a single
photon in the detector. Electroweak processes contribute to the background via the production
of W/Z + γ, with the heavy boson decaying to a pair of jets, in the scenario where just one jet
passes the selections or where one jet is reconstructed and the second jet is either merged with
the first or escapes detection.

This search for excited quarks and QBHs is performed using proton-proton (pp) collision data
collected at

√
s = 13 TeV by the CMS experiment, corresponding to an integrated luminosity

of 138 fb−1. The analysis strategy consists of searching for a resonance-like excess in the γ+jet
invariant mass, above the expected SM background.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides a brief description of the CMS detector.
The triggers used for data selection are discussed in Section 3. In Section 4, the data sets and
simulation samples used in this analysis are described. The event reconstruction and selection
criteria are detailed in Section 5. The background estimation and systematic uncertainties are
discussed in Sections 6 and 7, respectively. The results and their interpretation are presented
in Section 8, followed by a summary given in Section 9. Tabulated results are provided in the
HEPData record for this analysis [28].
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2 The CMS detector
The central feature of the CMS apparatus is a superconducting solenoid of 6 m internal diame-
ter, providing a magnetic field of 3.8 T. Within the solenoid volume are a silicon pixel and strip
tracker, a lead tungstate crystal electromagnetic calorimeter (ECAL), and a brass and scintilla-
tor hadron calorimeter (HCAL), each composed of a barrel and two endcap sections. Forward
calorimeters extend the pseudorapidity (η) coverage provided by the barrel and endcap de-
tectors. The muon detection system consists of a gas-ionization detector installed outside the
solenoid and embedded in the steel flux-return yoke.

In the barrel section of the ECAL, an energy resolution of about 1% is achieved for unconverted
or late-converting photons in the tens of GeV energy range. The energy resolution of the re-
maining barrel photons is about 1.3% up to |η| = 1, changing to about 2.5% at |η| = 1.4. In the
endcaps, the energy resolution is about 2.5% for unconverted or late-converting photons, and
between 3 and 4% for the other ones [29]. The jet energy resolution amounts typically to 15–
20% at 30 GeV, 10% at 100 GeV, and 5% at 1 TeV [30]. A more detailed description of the CMS
detector, together with a definition of the coordinate system used and the relevant kinematic
variables, can be found in Ref. [31].

Events of interest are selected using a two-tiered trigger system. The first level, composed of
custom hardware processors, uses information from the calorimeters and muon detectors to
select events at a rate of around 100 kHz within a fixed latency of about 4 µs [32]. The second
level, known as the high-level trigger (HLT), consists of a farm of processors running a version
of the full event reconstruction software optimized for fast processing, and reduces the event
rate to around 1 kHz before data storage [33].

3 Trigger selection
Events used in this analysis must pass a HLT single-photon trigger, which requires the photon
transverse momentum pT greater than 175 GeV in 2016, and greater than 200 GeV in 2017–2018.
The higher pT threshold in 2017–2018 is set to optimize available bandwidth and storage of
events for offline analysis. The trigger also requires that the fraction of energy associated with
the photon deposited in the HCAL is less than 15% of that deposited in the ECAL (H/E < 0.15).
The efficiency of single-photon triggers is calculated using the single-photon data set with a
low-pT requirement and is found to be 99%. To calculate the possible bias on single-photon
trigger due to any systematic detector effects, the efficiency is also calculated using jet- and
muon-triggered independent data sets. The trigger efficiency with the independent data sets
is found to be about 97–98% and the trigger inefficiency is taken as an estimate of systematic
uncertainty.

4 Simulated data samples
The signal and background samples are obtained from event generators using Monte Carlo
(MC) simulations. The signal samples for q∗ and b∗ are generated at leading order (LO) with the
PYTHIA 8.205 (8.230) event generator [34] for 2016 (2017/2018) using coupling values f = 1.0,
0.5, and 0.1 and different resonance masses. The generated events are processed through the
full CMS detector simulation based on GEANT4 [35]. Additional pp interactions in the same
and nearby proton bunch crossings, referred to as pileup, are also simulated and a weight is ap-
plied to simulated events to reproduce the same pileup distribution as measured in data. The
simulation uses the CUETP8M1 and CP5 underlying event tunes [36, 37] for 2016 and 2017–
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2018 data sets, respectively, and renormalization (µR) and factorization scale (µF) correspond-
ing to µR = µF = µ = pT for the hard-scattered partons. The samples with the CUETP8M1
tune use the NNPDF3.0 LO [38] parton distribution functions (PDFs), while simulated samples
generated with the CP5 tune use the NNPDF3.1 next-to-next-LO [39] PDFs. For b∗ signals,
only events with Mb∗ within ±20% of the input Mb∗ are considered in order to avoid sizable
off-shell nonresonant contributions, which are otherwise present for high-Mb∗ scenarios with
coupling parameters f = 0.5 and 1.0 but do not contribute to the search sensitivity. The sig-
nals for intermediate mass values are extracted with an interpolation technique at intervals of
0.1 TeV.

The QBH signal events in the ADD (n = 6) and the RS1 (n = 1) models are generated with
the QBH generator [40] version v3.0 using CTEQ6L [41] PDFs. The signals are generated for
masses ranging from 3.0 to 8.5 TeV for the ADD model and from 2.0 to 7.0 TeV for the RS1 model
at intervals of 0.5 TeV. The γ+jet mass distribution for QBH is similar between the RS1 and
ADD models; therefore, the RS1 simulated sample is used for the ADD model for Mth < 3 TeV.
The resonance shapes for q∗, b∗, and QBH for the ADD (n = 6) and RS1 (n = 1) models for a
mass of 4 TeV are shown in Fig. 2.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Resonance mass [TeV]

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

a.
u

CMS
Simulation

13 TeV

q*
 b*)→b* (bg 

ADD QBH (n = 6)
RS1 QBH (n = 1)

Figure 2: Distributions of reconstructed γ+jet invariant mass for the q* and b* signal models
with resonance mass of 4 TeV, and for QBH from the ADD and RS1 models with Mth = 4 TeV.

Figure 3 shows the product of the cross section (σ) and branching fraction B for the production
at
√

s = 13 TeV of the photon and jet final state as a function of the resonance mass, for excited
quark models, or the threshold mass, for QBH models.

The γ+jet, Drell–Yan, and W+jet background are simulated using the MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO

version 2.2.2 (2.4.2) generators for 2016 (2017–2018) [42] at LO in QCD with the MLM matching
scheme [43] between jets produced via matrix element calculations and from parton showers.
The QCD multijet background simulation is obtained at LO with the PYTHIA generator using
version 8.205 (8.230) for 2016 (2017–2018). Hadronization and parton showering of all sim-
ulated samples are performed using the PYTHIA program versions 8.205 and 8.230 with the
CUETP8M1 and CP5 tunes, respectively.
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Figure 3: The product of the cross section and branching fraction, σB, as a function of the
resonance mass of q∗ or b∗ signals (Mq∗ or Mb∗ ) or the threshold mass of QBH signal models
(Mth).

5 Event reconstruction and selection
The particle-flow (PF) algorithm [44] reconstructs and identifies photons, electrons, muons,
charged and neutron hadrons (called PF candidates), with an optimized combination of in-
formation from the various elements of the CMS detector. The energy of photons is obtained
from the ECAL detector. The clusters of energy deposited in the ECAL are combined together
within a defined geometric area to form a supercluster around the seed cluster [45]. The en-
ergy of electrons is determined from a combination of the electron momentum at the primary
interaction vertex as determined by the tracker, the energy of the corresponding ECAL cluster,
and the energy sum of all bremsstrahlung photons spatially compatible with their origin from
the electron track. The energy of muons is obtained from the curvature of the corresponding
track. The energy of charged hadrons is determined from a combination of their momentum
measured in the tracker with the matched ECAL and HCAL energy deposits, corrected for
the response function of the calorimeters to hadronic showers. Finally, the energy of neutral
hadrons is obtained from the corresponding corrected ECAL and HCAL energies.

For each event, hadronic jets are reconstructed from PF candidates using the infrared- and
collinear-safe anti-kT algorithm [46, 47] with a distance parameter of 0.4. Jet momentum is
determined as the vectorial sum of all particle momenta in the jet, and is found from simula-
tion to be, on average, within 5–10% of the true momentum over the whole pT spectrum and
detector acceptance. Pileup interactions can contribute additional tracks and calorimetric en-
ergy depositions to the jet momentum. To mitigate this effect, charged particles identified to
be originating from pileup vertices are discarded and an offset correction is applied to correct
for remaining contributions. Jet energy corrections are derived from simulation to bring the
measured response of jets to that of particle level jets on average. In situ measurements of
the momentum balance in dijet, γ+jet, Z+jet, and multijet events are used to account for any
residual differences in the jet energy scale between data and simulation [30].

The primary vertex (PV) is taken to be the vertex corresponding to the hardest scattering in the
event, evaluated using tracking information alone, as described in Section 9.4.1 of Ref. [48].
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Candidate events are required to have at least one photon with transverse momentum pγ
T >

240 GeV in the barrel region (|ηγ | < 1.44) of the detector. At the pγ
T threshold of 240 GeV, the

trigger is more than 95% efficient. The photon with the highest pT is selected as the candidate
photon in the event. To reject jets misreconstructed as photons, candidate photons are required
to satisfy identification and isolation requirements [45] having a selection efficiency of 80% on
signal-like events. The requirements placed on the identification and isolation variables are the
following:

• The ratio H/E of the energy deposited in the single HCAL tower behind the ECAL
supercluster seed crystal over the total supercluster energy in ECAL within a cone
of ∆R =

√
(∆η)2 + (∆φ)2 = 0.15 centered around the supercluster must be less than

0.021.

• The transverse η spread of the shower shape (σiηiη) [45] must be less than 0.01. This
variable differentiates between prompt photons and photons from π0 decays.

• The pT sum of the charged hadrons within a cone of radius ∆R = 0.3 around the
photon must be less than 1.14 GeV.

• The pT sum of the neutral hadrons within a cone of ∆R = 0.3 around the photon
must be less than 1.19 GeV + 0.015pγ

T + 2.26× 10−5(pγ
T)

2/ GeV.

• The pT sum of additional photons within a cone of ∆R = 0.3 around the photon
candidate must be less than 2.08 GeV + 0.0040pγ

T .

• An electron veto must also be applied to remove photon candidates in the cases
where the candidate’s supercluster is matched to a reconstructed electron’s track
that has no missing hits in the innermost tracker layers.

The observed difference between data and MC simulation in the efficiency for photon identifi-
cation and isolation is accounted for by applying a data-to-simulation scale factor, as a function
of pT and η [45].

Each candidate event is also required to have at least one jet that passes identification criteria
in order to remove spurious jets arising from detector noise [49]. Among the selected jets, a list
of jets having at least pjet

T > 30 GeV and |ηjet| < 3.0 is made in decreasing order of pT. Setting a
minimum value for pjet

T reduces the number of pileup jets in the selected events.

The jets passing all the above criteria and calibrated as discussed above are clustered to form
wide jets. The clustering captures final-state radiation and improves the γ+jet invariant mass
resolution. To construct wide jets, the highest pT jet is used as a seed jet, and other jets are
merged with it if they are within ∆R < 1.1. The jets are merged by adding the four momenta
of jets. The resultant jet is stored as a wide jet and the constituent jets are removed from the
jet list. The procedure is repeated with the remaining highest pT jet as a seed jet to form the
next wide jet. These clustered wide jets are ordered in pT and the highest one is used as the
final jet candidate to study signal-like characteristics, such as the invariant mass of the photon
and jet. The use of wide jets improves the mass resolution in the q∗/b∗ signal by 1.0–1.3%
over the entire mass range considered in this analysis. The leading wide jet is required to
have pT(wide jet) > 170 GeV with |η(wide jet)| < 2.4. The final selected photon and wide-jet
candidates are required to be separated by ∆R > 1.1 and to be back-to-back in the azimuthal
angle φ.

A large reduction in the number of QCD multijet events is achieved by the requirements on
photon isolation. To suppress this background further, an additional requirement of |∆η| <
1.5 is imposed on the photon and wide-jet system. This requirement mainly reduces QCD
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dijet events produced by t-channel processes, which have a relatively large spread in ∆η. If
a leading wide-jet (or photon) candidate fails any of the selections described above, the event
is discarded. The events selected are assigned to the ”inclusive category” for the q∗ and QBH
signal searches.

The b∗ signal search separates the data sets into two categories based on the identification of
jets originating from b quarks (b jets). The identification of b jets is performed using the neural
network-based DEEPJET tagger [50, 51] at an operating point with 75% b quark efficiency and
1% light quarks misidentification probability. b tag category (events with at least 1 b tagged jet)
and 0-b tag category (events without any b tagged jet). The sensitivity of the b∗ signal search
is improved by combining the results of the 0-b tag category and of the b tag category. This
is done to mitigate the effect of a slightly reduced acceptance of the b tag category at higher
masses.

The wide-jet, in the case of a b∗, is constructed with the same process described previously, but
with an additional requirement that at least one of the constituent jets within ∆R < 1.1 must
pass the b tag discriminator selection and fall into the b tag category. This jet will be referred to
as a b-tagged jet. In a wide-jet, there could be one, or more b-tagged jets and also light jets. The
simulated distributions in both b tag and 0-b tag categories are weighted using scale factors
(SF) that account for differences between data and simulation in the b tagging efficiencies.

To avoid the turn-on region in the photon + wide-jet invariant mass distribution that arises due
to the various kinematic selections, only events with mγ+jet > 0.76 TeV are considered, where
γ+jet denotes the photon and wide-jet system. The products of acceptance and efficiency for
the q∗/b∗ and QBH (ADD/RS1) signals are shown in Fig. 4 for the years 2016, 2017, and 2018.
For the ADD and RS1 signals with mass Mth > 5 TeV, the reduction in the product of acceptance
and efficiency mainly comes from the application of photon isolation criteria. In the following
sections, we will refer to wide-jets simply as jets.
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Figure 4: The product of acceptance and efficiency for the q∗ signal in the inclusive category
and the b∗ signal in the b tag and 0-b tag categories, for SM coupling f = 1.0 and for different
resonance values (left), and the signal for the QBH (ADD/RS1) model in the inclusive category,
for different Mth values (right), for the years 2016, 2017, and 2018.

6 Signal and background modeling
The background is estimated directly from data. However, MC-simulated background samples
are used to perform optimization studies for the event selection and validation of various data
distributions.
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To extract the background from data, the γ+jet mass spectrum is parameterized with the fol-
lowing empirical functional form

dσ

dm
=

P0(1−m/
√

s)P1

(m/
√

s)P2+P3ln(m/
√

s)
, (2)

where P0, P1, P2, and P3 are the fit parameters, and
√

s = 13 TeV. The search uses the signal
plus background fit method, where the mass spectrum is fitted with this functional form and
the signal template is obtained from simulation. The parameters P0, P1, P2, and P3 in this
functional form are kept floating. This same functional form has also been used in a number
of earlier searches [9, 11, 13, 14, 20] to describe the SM background distribution. The fitting
range for the q∗, b∗, and RS1 signal is 0.76 < mγ+jet < 8.40 TeV while for the ADD signal
interpretation, where a better signal sensitivity is reached, it is extended up to 9.4 TeV.

The invariant mass distributions for the γ+jet and γ+b jet channels, after all selections, are
shown in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively. The bin size of the mass distribution is varied to match the
γ+jet mass resolution, which is approximately 4.5% at 1 TeV and 3.3% at 6 TeV.
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Figure 5: Fit to the γ+jet invariant mass distribution in data with Eq. (2) for the ”inclusive”
category of q∗ and QBH after all selections. Simulations of the q∗ signal with a 2 TeV mass
and coupling f = 1.0, the QBH ADD signal with Mth = 3 TeV, and the QBH RS1 signal with
Mth = 4 TeV are also shown. The lower panel shows the difference between the data yield and
the background prediction divided by the statistical uncertainty of the data. The green (inner)
and yellow (outer) bands, respectively, represent the 68 and 95% confidence level statistical
uncertainties in the fit.

Alternative polynomial functions with 4 and 5 parameters are also considered, to evaluate any
possible bias due to the chosen functional form shown in Eq. (2). The choice of the background
function is made on the basis of the results of the Fisher test [52]. The procedure used to eval-
uate the possible bias is the following: pseudo-experiment data distributions are generated for
a given alternative function that is fitted to the invariant mass distribution of the SM back-
ground and injecting the signal of cross section corresponding to a value of 95% confidence
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Figure 6: Fits to the γ+jet invariant mass distributions in data with Eq. (2) for the b∗ selection
for the b tag category (left) and 0-b tag category (right). Simulations of b∗ signals are shown for
mass values of 1.0 and 2.0 TeV and for f = 1.0. The lower panel shows the difference between
the data yield and background prediction divided by the statistical uncertainty of the data. The
green (inner) and yellow (outer) bands, respectively, represent the 68 and 95% confidence level
statistical uncertainties in the fit.

level (CL) expected limit to it. These pseudo-experiment mass distributions are then fitted with
the functional form shown in Eq. (2) using the maximum log likelihood approach to obtain the
fitted signal cross section. The possible bias due to the choice of the function is estimated by
constructing pull distributions for each mass hypothesis and for each alternative fit function,
where the pull is the difference between the injected and extracted signal cross section divided
by statistical uncertainty of extracted signal cross section. The pull distributions are found to
have a mean bias of less than one half standard deviation for the normalized Gaussian form.
A bias of this magnitude is considered acceptable since it contributes ∼11% to the total uncer-
tainty when added in quadrature with the statistical uncertainty and has a negligible effect on
the sensitivity to signal.

To test the goodness-of-fit for the function used for the alternate fit functions and for the func-
tion described in Eq. (2), two different test statistics, the log-likelihood ratio and χ2, are used.
The test is performed by generating 1000 pseudo-datasets from the best fit model parame-
ters, and each pseudo-dataset is refitted with a maximum log likelihood fit. The estimated
p-value [53] for the test statistic is found to be greater than 5% for all the alternative fit func-
tions.

7 Systematic uncertainties
The systematic uncertainties due to various sources can affect both the normalization and the
shape of the mass distribution. The dominant source of uncertainty comes from the parametriza-
tion of the background fit to data. The background uncertainties are considered as floating
nuisance parameters, while the uncertainties in the signal predictions are implemented either
as log-normal or Gaussian constraints on the nuisance parameters.

The signal yield and shape are affected by the uncertainties related to the energy or momentum
measurements for the reconstructed photons and jets.

To evaluate the effect of uncertainties in wide jets, the jet-related uncertainties are first applied
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to the constituent jets. The jet energy scale and jet energy resolution effects are measured by
applying the respective ±1 standard deviation uncertainties in the four-momenta of the con-
stituent jets and reconstructing the mass of the γ+jet system. The effects of the jet energy scale
and resolution on the mean and width of the signal shape are found to be in the range 1.0–2.0%.

The photon energy scale and photon energy resolution are measured with Z → e+e− events,
with the electrons reconstructed as photons, using the procedure described in Ref. [45]. The
uncertainties in the photon energy scale and photon energy resolution translate into a varia-
tion of 1.0–1.5% in the signal mean and width. The uncertainty associated with the photon
identification inefficiency due to the extrapolation at very high pT is taken to be about 10%,
which covers all related systematic effects in the procedure used in its measurement.

The b∗ signal shape mean and yield have 0.2–3.0% and 7.9–14.3% uncertainties, respectively,
obtained by varying the b tagging SF within its ±1 standard deviation uncertainty. The other
sub-dominant uncertainties for the b∗ signal shape and normalization are found to be of the
order of 1.0–2.0%, as in the case of q∗.

To account for the uncertainty in the HLT inefficiency as discussed in Section 3, a 2.5% system-
atic uncertainty is used.

The uncertainties associated with the integrated luminosity measurement [54–56] and pileup
are also considered. The integrated luminosities of the 2016, 2017, and 2018 data-taking periods
are individually known with uncertainties in the 1.2–2.5% range, while the total 2016–2018
integrated luminosity has an uncertainty of 1.6%, used in this paper. The uncertainty due
to pileup is calculated by varying the inelastic cross section of 69.4 mb [57] by ±5% and its
impact is estimated to be ∼0.1% on the signal yield. The uncertainty in the signal shapes due
to interpolation for intermediate masses is considered to be ∼1%, evaluated by comparing the
interpolated mass shape with the corresponding generated mass point.

The statistical interpretation considers the systematic uncertainties to be fully correlated among
different data-taking years, except for the integrated luminosity uncertainty, which is partially
correlated between the years. The effect of uncorrelated systematic uncertainties is also studied
by taking the respective uncertainties for each data set separately and obtaining the results
again. The results obtained are found to be similar to the case when fully correlated systematic
uncertainties are considered for all years.

The details of systematic uncertainties and their relative effects on the shape and normalization
are listed in Table 1.

Table 1: Systematic uncertainties in the signal yields for the mass range analyzed.

Source Type Uncertainty Applied to (q∗/b∗/QBH)
Integrated luminosity Normalization 1.6% All
Jet energy scale Shape (mean) ∼1.0% All
Jet energy resolution Shape (width) 0.6–1.9% All
Photon energy scale Shape (mean) ∼1.0% All
Photon energy resolution Shape (width) 0.4–1.2% All
Pileup Normalization 0.1% All
High-pT photon efficiency Normalization ∼10.0% All
HLT efficiency Normalization 2.5% All
Signal shape interpolation Shape (mean) ∼1.0% All
b tag SF uncertainty Shape (mean) 0.2–3.0% Only b∗

b tag SF uncertainty Normalization 7.9–14.3% Only b∗
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8 Results and interpretation
The observed mass spectrum is found to be consistent with the background-only prediction.
We set limits on potential signals by using a CLs approach [58, 59] based on an asymptotic
approximation [60, 61] of the multibin counting experiment likelihood, taken to be a product
of Poisson distributions corresponding to individual bins:

L(data|µ, θ) =
nbin

∏
i=1

P (xi|si(µ, θ) + bi(θ))C(θ), (3)

where P stands for the Poisson probability to observe xi data events in the ith bin, C represents
a constraint term for the nuisance parameters (θ) associated with the systematic uncertainties,
µ is the signal strength (parameter of interest), si(µ, θ) the corresponding signal yield, bi(θ) the
corresponding background yield, and the product runs over the number of bins (nbin). The
systematic uncertainties are considered as nuisance parameters with log-normal constraints on
the integrated luminosity and trigger efficiency, and Gaussian constraints on the energy scales
and resolutions for the photon and jet. The observed and expected limits are computed and
shown in Figs. 7–9 in terms of the product of the cross-section and the branching fraction, σB.

The observed (expected) lower limits on Mq∗ are found to be 6.0 (6.0), 5.4 (5.2) and 2.4 (2.8) TeV
for the coupling strength f = 1.0, 0.5, and 0.1, respectively.

For the b∗ resonance search with the process bg → b∗ → bγ, the observed (expected) lower
bounds are 2.2 (2.3) and 1.6 (1.7) TeV for a coupling strength of f = 1.0 and 0.5, respectively. For
f = 0.1, the analysis did not have sufficient sensitivity to set a mass limit. For b∗ production via
CI, several processes contribute, with the dominant one being qq → bb∗(or bb

?
) → bbγ. Us-

ing the same exclusion limit for the bg → b∗ signal with f = 1.0, the observed lower bound on
the b∗ mass is 3.8 TeV when combining both the processes (b∗ produced via gauge interaction
and the resonant component of b∗ via CI) in the total signal cross section, as shown in Fig. 8
(upper left).

For the QBH search with the ADD (RS1) model with n = 6 (1) extra dimensions, the observed
lower bound is set to 7.5 (5.2) TeV and the expected exclusion limits are estimated to have the
same values. In comparison to q∗, the limits are weaker for b∗ resonances and QBH resonances
at higher masses.

The two-dimensional representation of the excluded mass region for excited quarks (q∗ and b∗)
as a function of the coupling strength f , with the assumption Mq∗ = Λ, is shown in Fig. 10.
The exclusion of the excited quark mass, as a function of Mq∗/Λ, is also presented in the same
figure on the right hand axis. The excluded Mq∗ region could also be interpreted in terms
of the Mq∗/Λ ratio; this interpretation is based on the fact that the detector resolution effects
dominate compared to the change in the signal intrinsic width (Γq∗ ∼ 0.03 f 2Mq∗ ) [4] arising
from the change in the coupling strength f . Consequently, the variation of f effectively changes
the production cross section in a similar way to the variations in Mq∗/Λ, since both appear as
multiplicative factors in the cross section calculation.

9 Summary
A search for resonances in the γ+jet final state has been performed using proton-proton colli-
sion data at

√
s = 13 TeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1. The results

are compared with standard model extensions postulating excited quarks, excited b quarks,
and quantum black holes.
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Figure 7: The expected (dashed) and observed (solid) 95% CL upper limits on the product of
the cross section and branching fraction, as functions of q∗ mass, for coupling strength f =
1.0 (upper left), f = 0.5 (upper right), and f = 0.1 (lower). The green (inner) and yellow
(outer) bands correspond to 1 and 2 standard deviation uncertainties in the expected limit,
respectively. The limits are compared with the theoretical predictions for q∗ production for the
corresponding coupling strengths.
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Figure 8: The expected (dashed) and observed (solid) 95% CL upper limits on the product of
the cross section and branching fraction, as functions of b∗ mass, for coupling strength f =
1.0 (upper left), f = 0.5 (upper right), and f = 0.1 (lower). The green (inner) and yellow
(outer) bands correspond to 1 and 2 standard deviation uncertainties in the expected limit,
respectively. The limits are compared with the theoretical predictions for b∗ production for
the corresponding coupling strengths. For coupling f = 1.0, the limits are compared for b∗

production by gauge interactions (red), contact interactions (violet), and total b∗ signal by the
addition of these two production modes.

For the coupling strength f = 1.0, the observed (expected) lower mass bounds on the ex-
cited light-flavor quarks and excited bottom quarks from gauge interactions are estimated to
be 6.0 (6.0) and 2.2 (2.3) TeV, respectively. For the same coupling strength, the observed lower
mass bounds on the excited bottom quarks extends to 3.8 TeV, when the production mode from
contact interactions is also considered. For quantum black hole production, observed exclu-
sion limits are estimated to be 7.5 and 5.2 TeV for the Arkani-Hamed–Dimopoulos–Dvali and
the Randall–Sundrum models with 6 and 1 extra dimensions, respectively. These lower mass
bounds are the most stringent to date among those obtained in the γ+jet final state.
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Figure 9: The expected (dashed) and observed (solid) 95% CL upper limit on the product of
the cross section and branching fraction as a function of the minimum black hole mass for the
ADD (n = 6) and RS1 (n = 1) models on the left and right, respectively. The green (inner) and
yellow (outer) bands correspond to 1 and 2 standard deviation uncertainties in the expected
limit. The limits are compared with the theoretical predictions for QBH production for ADD
(n = 6) and RS1 (n = 1) models.
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Figure 10: The expected and observed 95% CL exclusion mass limit variation with the SM
couplings for the excited q∗ and b∗ signal models.
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MTA-ELTE Lendület CMS Particle and Nuclear Physics Group, Eötvös Loránd University,
Budapest, Hungary
M. Csanád , K. Farkas , M.M.A. Gadallah28 , P. Major , K. Mandal , G. Pásztor ,
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Università di Sienad, Siena, Italy
P. Azzurria , G. Bagliesia , V. Bertacchia,c , R. Bhattacharyaa , L. Bianchinia,b ,
T. Boccalia , E. Bossinia,b , D. Bruschinia ,c , R. Castaldia , M.A. Cioccia,b ,
V. D’Amantea,d , R. Dell’Orsoa , S. Donatoa , A. Giassia , F. Ligabuea,c ,
D. Matos Figueiredoa , A. Messineoa,b , M. Musicha,b , F. Pallaa , S. Paroliaa ,
G. Ramirez-Sancheza,c , A. Rizzia,b , G. Rolandia,c , S. Roy Chowdhurya , T. Sarkara ,
A. Scribanoa , P. Spagnoloa , R. Tenchinia , G. Tonellia,b , N. Turinia,d , A. Venturia ,
P.G. Verdinia

INFN Sezione di Romaa, Sapienza Università di Romab, Roma, Italy
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T.A. Gómez Espinosa , C. Grab , D. Hits , W. Lustermann , A.-M. Lyon ,
R.A. Manzoni , L. Marchese , C. Martin Perez , A. Mascellani64 , F. Nessi-Tedaldi ,
J. Niedziela , F. Pauss , V. Perovic , S. Pigazzini , M.G. Ratti , M. Reichmann ,
C. Reissel , T. Reitenspiess , B. Ristic , F. Riti , D. Ruini, D.A. Sanz Becerra ,
R. Seidita , J. Steggemann64 , D. Valsecchi , R. Wallny
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16Also at Université de Haute Alsace, Mulhouse, France
17Also at Department of Physics, Tsinghua University, Beijing, China
18Also at Tbilisi State University, Tbilisi, Georgia
19Also at The University of the State of Amazonas, Manaus, Brazil
20Also at Erzincan Binali Yildirim University, Erzincan, Turkey
21Also at University of Hamburg, Hamburg, Germany

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1284-3470
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7880-922X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7320-5080
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8026-5380
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5993-9045
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1704-4360
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3848-324X
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-3906-2037
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3043-1090
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1959-2363
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4548-9992
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2562-4405
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2590-763X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3793-8516
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8152-927X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9665-4575
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1436-6092
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1287-1471
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3195-0909
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2550-2184
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1058-1163
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7463-7360
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-8766-226X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5492-6920
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7397-9665
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6347-7055
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7448-1447
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8876-3886
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1692-1173
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0193-5073
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5479-1982
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2029-1007
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4418-2072
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1814-1218
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9227-5164
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5619-376X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9560-0660
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-247X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7766-7175
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4462-3192
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5779-142X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9689-7999
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9617-2928
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6495-7619
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0595-0297
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9504-7754
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-6508-0215
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3777-6606
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5163-7632
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3062-010X
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-3501-9607
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5326-3854
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9983-1004
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7161-2133
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7177-077X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8879-6538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8577-6531
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1342-4251
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6673-7273
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2342-7862
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0684-9235
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8717-6492
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8244-7321
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4913-0538
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5084-9019
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8406-8605
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8569-8409
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2745-5908
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0554-4627
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1933-5383
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-1152-2758
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2583-1412
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-0356-1061
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-5039-4874
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0210-9061
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6839-928X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7116-9469
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9020-7384
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-3973-2485
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7031-9434
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2893-6922
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5354-8350
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4265-928X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3316-0604
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8178-2494
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9049-9196
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7452-8380
https://orcid.org/0009-0009-8645-6685
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3685-0635
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4985-3226
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7002-9093
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1552-2015
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2106-4041
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7602-2527
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7007-9020
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6590-6266
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1964-6106
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6171-9682
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7178-5907


37

22Also at RWTH Aachen University, III. Physikalisches Institut A, Aachen, Germany
23Also at Isfahan University of Technology, Isfahan, Iran
24Also at Bergische University Wuppertal (BUW), Wuppertal, Germany
25Also at Brandenburg University of Technology, Cottbus, Germany
26Also at Forschungszentrum Jülich, Juelich, Germany
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65Also at Universität Zürich, Zurich, Switzerland
66Also at Stefan Meyer Institute for Subatomic Physics, Vienna, Austria
67Also at Laboratoire d’Annecy-le-Vieux de Physique des Particules, IN2P3-CNRS, Annecy-le-



38

Vieux, France
68Also at Near East University, Research Center of Experimental Health Science, Mersin,
Turkey
69Also at Konya Technical University, Konya, Turkey
70Also at Izmir Bakircay University, Izmir, Turkey
71Also at Adiyaman University, Adiyaman, Turkey
72Also at Istanbul Gedik University, Istanbul, Turkey
73Also at Necmettin Erbakan University, Konya, Turkey
74Also at Bozok Universitetesi Rektörlügü, Yozgat, Turkey
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Quarkonium and charm at Belle II

Michel Bertemes on behalf of the Belle II Collaboration

Brookhaven National Laboratory, Physics Department
11973 Upton (NY), USA

We present recent results from the Belle II experiment related to quarkonium and charm
physics. With data samples collected by Belle II during operation of the SuperKEKB collider
above the Υ(4S) resonance, we study the processes e+e− → ωχbJ(1P ) (J = 0, 1, or 2), search
for the bottomonium equivalent of the X(3872) and measure the exclusive cross sections of
e+e− → BB̄, BB̄∗ and B∗B̄∗. We also propose a new algorithm to determine the production
flavor of neutral D mesons. Finally, we report on a measurement of the Ω0

c lifetime.

1 Quarkonium

1.1 Observation of e+e− → ωχbJ(1P ) and search for Xb → ωΥ(1S) at
√
s near 10.75 GeV

Heavy quarkonium is well suited to study the non-perturbative behavior of quantum chromo-
dynamics. The Υ(10753) is one of four bottomonium-like vector states identified above the BB̄
threshold 1. It was observed by the Belle experiment in e+e− → π+π−Υ(nS) (n = 1, 2, 3) 2 and
in fits to the e+e− → bb̄ cross sections at energies

√
s from 10.6 to 11.2 GeV3. One of many inter-

pretations sees the Υ(10753) as an admixture of Υ(4S) and Υ(3D)4 with branching fractions for
decays into ωχbJ (where χbJ denotes χbJ(1P )) of 10−3, comparable to the decay rate via di-pion
transitions. This final state also allows for the search of the process e+e− → γXb(→ ωΥ(1S)),
where Xb is the supposed bottomonium counterpart of the X(3872). Previous searches for an
Xb state by ATLAS 5 , CMS 6 and Belle 7 observed no signal. For these analyses we use data
samples collected by the Belle II experiment at four different centre-of-mass energies above the
Υ(4S):

√
s = 10.653, 10.701, 10.745 and 10.805 GeV with integrated luminosities of 3.5, 1.6, 9.8

and 4.7 fb−1, respectively.

We select events containing at least 4 tracks to search for with ω → π+π−π0, χbJ → γΥ(1S),
and Υ(1S) → `+`− (`=e or µ). We perform two-dimensional unbinned likelihood fits to the
M(γΥ(1S)) versus M(π+π−π0) distributions and find signals of χb1 and χb2 at 10.745 and
10.805 GeV with significances of 11σ and 4.5σ, respectively. This marks the first observation
of ωχbJ signals at

√
s =10.745 GeV. We measure the corresponding Born cross sections to be

(3.6+0.7
−0.7(stat)±0.5(syst)) pb and (2.8+1.2

−1.0(stat)±0.4(syst)) pb. A strong enhancement of the cross
section is observed near 10.75 GeV with an energy dependence consistent with the Υ(10753)
state (see Figure 1).

In distributions of M(ωΥ(1S)), we find reflections from e+e− → ωχbJ signals but no narrow
peak corresponding to a Xb signal. We therefore determine upper limits at 90% Bayesian
credibility on the products of Born cross section for e+e− → γXb and branching fraction for
Xb → ωΥ(1S) to be 0.55, 0.84, 0.14 and 0.37 pb at

√
s =10.653, 10.701, 10.745 and 10.805 GeV,

respectively.
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TABLE I: Measurements of e+e! ! !"bJ at
"

s = 10.701, 10.745, and 10.805 GeV. ! is the signal significance; Syst is
the systematic uncertainty. The first and second uncertainties (if available) indicate statistical and systematic contributions,
respectively. The common systematic uncertainties for all energy points are 15.8%, 9.4%, and 9.3% for !"b0, !"b1, and !"b2,
respectively.

Channel
"

s (GeV) N sig NUL !(#) $ |1 # "|2 1 + %ISR Syst (%) #B (pb) #UL
B (pb)

e+e! ! !"b0 10.701 0.0+1.1
!0.0 3.0 - 0.182 0.931 0.67 16.6 0.0+6.1

!0.0 16.6

e+e! ! !"b1 0.0+2.1
!0.0 3.9 - 0.184 0.931 0.64 10.6 0.0+0.7

!0.0 1.2

e+e! ! !"b2 0.1+2.2
!0.1 4.0 - 0.182 0.931 0.62 10.6 0.1+1.4

!0.1 2.5

e+e! ! !"b0 10.745 3.0+5.5
!4.7 12.0 0.5 0.183 0.931 0.65 25.9 2.8+5.1

!4.4 ± 0.7 11.3

e+e! ! !"b1 68.9+13.7
!13.5 - 5.9 0.183 0.931 0.65 12.7 3.6+0.7

!0.7 ± 0.5 -

e+e! ! !"b2 27.6+11.6
!10.0 - 3.1 0.184 0.931 0.65 14.5 2.8+1.2

!1.0 ± 0.4 -

e+e! ! !"b0 10.805 3.6+3.8
!3.1 9.9 1.2 0.182 0.932 1.12 24.9 4.1+4.3

!3.5 ± 1.0 11.4

e+e! ! !"b1 15.0+6.8
!6.2 26.2 2.7 0.182 0.932 1.12 20.2 0.9+0.4

!0.4 ± 0.2 1.7

e+e! ! !"b2 3.3+5.3
!3.8 12.8 0.8 0.183 0.932 1.11 29.1 0.4+0.7

!0.5 ± 0.1 1.6

35.5 MeV [5], respectively. There are two solutions for
!eeB("(10753) ! !"b1 and !"b2). One corresponds to
constructive interference and yields (0.63 ± 0.39(stat) ±
0.20(syst)) and (0.53 ± 0.46(stat) ± 0.15(syst)) eV (So-
lution I). The other corresponds to destructive inter-
ference and yields (2.01 ± 0.38(stat) ± 0.76(syst)) and
(1.32±0.44(stat)±0.55(syst)) eV (Solution II). The sys-
tematic uncertainties are discussed below. The fit qual-
ities for !"b1 and !"b2 are "2/ndf = 0.5/1 and 0.1/1.
An alternative model with two interfering BW functions
for the "(10753) and "(10860) states shows little in-
terference and !eeB("(10753) ! !"b1 and !"b2) =
(1.24±0.56(stat)) and (0.92±0.37(stat)) eV (Solution I)
and (1.28 ± 0.57(stat)) and (1.09 ± 0.40(stat)) eV (Solu-
tion II). The fit qualities for !"b1 and !"b2 are "2/ndf =
0.4/1 and 0.1/1. We also test a single BW of "(10753)
with a free mass and width to fit the energy dependence,
and find a less satisfactory "2/ndf of 12/6.
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FIG. 2: Energy dependence of the Born cross sections for
(left) e+e! ! !"b1 and (right) e+e! ! !"b2. Circles show
the measurements reported here, triangles are the results of
the Belle experiment [41]. Error bars represent combined sta-
tistical and systematic uncertainties. Curves show the fit re-
sults and various components of the fit function.

In addition, we search for the Xb in e+e! ! #Xb

with Xb ! !"(1S) at
"

s = 10.653, 10.701, 10.745,
and 10.805 GeV. Distributions of M(!"(1S)) for events

within 0.70 < M($+$!$0) < 0.86 GeV/c2 are shown
in Fig. 3. Prominent reflections of e+e! ! !"bJ sig-
nals are observed, but no narrow structure as expected
from a Xb signal is found. We set upper limits at 90%
Bayesian credibility [54] with M(!"(1S)) in the 100
MeV/c2 interval centered at the test Xb mass (95% signal
e#ciency). The observed yield is obtained by counting
events, and the background yield is estimated using an
unbinned maximum likelihood fit to the M(!"(1S)) dis-
tribution. A straight line is used to describe the smooth
background. At

"
s = 10.701, 10.745, and 10.805 GeV,

additional normalized shapes from simulations for each
"bJ state are used to describe e+e! ! !"bJ signals.
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FIG. 3: Distributions of !#(1S) mass from data at
"

s
= 10.653, 10.701, 10.745, and 10.805 GeV. The red dash-
dotted histograms are from simulated events e+e! ! &Xb(!
!#(1S)) with the Xb mass fixed at 10.6 GeV/c2 and yields
fixed at the upper limit values.

We calculate the upper limits at 90% Bayesian credi-
bility on the products of the Born cross section for the
e+e! ! #Xb process and the branching fraction for
Xb ! !"(1S) (%UL

B (e+e! ! #Xb)B(Xb ! !"(1S))

Figure 1 – Energy dependence of the Born cross sections with fit results overlaid for (left) e+e− → ωχb1 and
(right) e+e− → ωχb2. Belle II results from this study are indicated with circles, while previous measurements by
Belle 7 are shown with triangles. Solution I (II) represents constructive (destructive) interference between ωχb1

and ωχb2.

1.2 Measurement of energy dependence of the e+e− → BB̄,BB̄∗ and B∗B̄∗ cross sections

The energy region surrounding the previously discussed Υ(10753) suffers from great uncertainty
as the available data samples are limited in size. When Belle II collected its first scan data,
the center-of-mass energies were chosen to fill the gaps in between the scan points of Belle and
therefore improve the understanding of the concerned region. We report the measurement of
the e+e− → BB̄, BB̄∗ and B∗B̄∗ cross sections using the data samples collected at 10.653,
10.701, 10.745 and 10.805 GeV, following a previously established procedure 8. One of the two
B mesons in the event is reconstructed in decays to hadronic final states using the Full Event
Interpretation package of Belle II 9. We identify the different BB̄, BB̄∗ and B∗B̄∗ signals with
the Mbc distribution:

Mbc =
√

(Ecm/2)2 − p2
B (1)

which represents the invariant mass of the reconstructed B meson with the energy replaced by
half the centre-of-mass energy Ecm, and pB being the B candidate momentum in the centre-
of-mass frame. Signal yields are obtained from fits to the Mbc distributions at various scan
energies. We compute the corresponding Born cross sections and find them in good agreement
with earlier measurements from Belle8 with better precision. Finally, we perform a simultaneous
fit of the energy dependence of the exclusive e+e− → BB̄, BB̄∗ and B∗B̄∗ cross sections from
Belle and Belle II together with the total bb̄ cross section 3. The sum of exclusive cross sections
agrees well with the total one, which represents an important cross check as different methods
are used to obtain both. We also see a sharp increase at the B∗B̄∗ threshold which could hint
at a possible resonance. Further studies are needed to investigate this observation.

2 Charm

2.1 Novel method for the identification of the production flavor of neutral charmed mesons

One of the main ingredients of any CP violation and mixing measurement is the identification
of the signal flavor at production, referred to as flavor tagging. In charm physics, this is usually
accomplished by selecting D0 mesons from the strong decay D∗+ → D0π+ or from the semi-
leptonic decay of a beauty hadron. The sample of neutral D mesons available for measurements
that require tagging is therefore much smaller than the inclusive sample of neutral D mesons
produced in e+e− collisions.

We present a new approach to charm-flavor tagging (Charm Flavor Tagger, CFT) that
exploits the correlation between the flavor of the signal D meson and the electric charges, flavor
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Figure 2 – Mass distribution for D0 → K−π+ decays with different requirements on the predicted dilution in
comparison with D∗+-tagged decays.

and kinematic properties of particles reconstructed in the rest of the e+e− → cc̄ event. The
latter includes particles from the decay of the other charm hadron in the event and those possibly
produced in association with the signal meson. The CFT selects particles most collinear with
the signal meson as these are most likely to correctly tag the flavor. It uses a binary classification
algorithm to predict the product qr, where q is the tagging decision (q = +1 for D0 and q = −1
for D̄0) and r is the dilution (r = 0 indicates that the flavor is not known, while r = 1 corresponds
to a perfect prediction). The input variables are a set of reconstructed quantities of the selected
particles related to kinematics and particle identification discriminators.

The CFT is trained using simulation and calibrated with data collected by Belle II corre-
sponding to an integrated luminosity of 362fb−1. The tagging power, defined as εeff

tag = εeff〈r2〉
(εeff being the tagging efficiency), represents the effective sample size when a tagging decision is
needed. We obtain:

εeff
tag = (47.91± 0.07(stat)± 0.51(syst))% (2)

This value is found to be independent of the signal neutral-D decay mode. The CFT will roughly
double the effective sample size with respect to measurements that so far have relied exclusively
on D∗+ tagged events. The increase in sample size is accompanied by an increase in background
(see Figure 2).

2.2 Measurement of the Ω0
c lifetime

The lifetime hierarchy of heavy hadrons is predicted in the context of heavy-quark expansion
while expressing the decay rate as an expansion in inverse powers of the heavy-quark mass.
For charmed hadrons, an accurate prediction is challenging as higher-order terms in 1/mc and
contributions of spectator quarks cannot be neglected, leading to overall large uncertainties 10.
According to early measurements and in agreement with theoretical predictions, the Ω0

c was
believed to be the shortest lived among the four singly charmed baryons that decay weakly. We
measure the Ω0

c lifetime using Ω0
c → Ω−π+ decays with Ω− → Λ0(→ pπ−)K− and data collected

by Belle II corresponding to 207 fb−1 to be:

τ(Ω0
c) = (243± 48(stat)± 11(syst))fs (3)

This result provides an independent experimental confirmation of earlier determinations by the
LHCb experiment 11,12 which challenged the existing world average value and set the Ω0

c as the
second-longest living charmed baryon. With this program of charm lifetime measurements, we
continue to demonstrate the excellent performance and alignment of the vertex detector.
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Baryon inhomogeneities driven charge dependent directed flow in heavy ion collisions
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Abstract
Electromagnetic field in heavy ion collisions are expected to cause charge dependent directed flow splitting (∆v1). Such

charge dependent ∆v1 has been observed by the STAR collaboration. We demonstrate that relativistic dissipative fluid dynamic
simulations with baryon diffusion that include realistic model of baryon stopping in the initial condition and no contribution
from electromagnetic field describe the measured ∆v1 for observables involving baryons and anti-baryons. This suggests strong
background contribution from baryon current as a response to initial state baryon inhomogeneities to such charge dependent
∆v1 involving baryons and anti-baryons. Our current model calculations that only account for the evolution of the baryon
charge and not electric charge and strangeness miss the observed ∆v1 of mesons leaving their interpretation open.

I. INTRODUCTION

An intense electromagnetic (EM) field with a strength
of approximately 1018 G is likely to be generated in non-
central heavy ion collisions [1–6]. The primary source
of the EM field is the motion of the oppositely mov-
ing charged spectators, although the participants also
contribute significantly [4, 7]. Detecting the signals of
EM field is challenging as the field decays rapidly over
time [8]. Efforts to detect the signals of EM field and ex-
plore the associated rich phenomenology is still on [9–17].
One such phenomena is the flow separation of oppositely
charged hadrons [17–23].

The charged constituents formed inside the fireball af-
ter the collision are expected to be affected by the elec-
tric fields which are produced due to three distinct effects
: Coulomb, Farady and Lorentz [7]. A non-zero electric
field is produced inside the medium due to the spectators,
which exert a Coulomb force on the charged objects. Sec-
ondly, as the magnetic field produced during the collision
decays with time, it creates another component of elec-
tric field in the reaction plane due to Faraday induction.
Additionally, the medium expands with a strong longitu-
dinal flow, and when boosted to the local rest frame of
the fluid, the lab frame magnetic field produces an elec-
tric field in the fluid rest frame. The force acting on the
charged constituents due to this electric field is equiva-
lent to the Lorentz force in lab frame. All three electric
fields produced due to these effects are parallel to the
impact parameter which we label as the x-axis. Hence,
the force generated due to the resultant field pushes op-
posite charges in opposite directions of x-axis. This flow
separation may be reflected in the final momentum dis-
tribution of the produced particles and can be quantified

∗ tribhubanp18@iiserbpr.ac.in
† sandeep@iiserbpr.ac.in

through the measurement of the splitting of directed flow
(∆v1) between oppositely charged hadrons. The directed
flow (v1) is defined as the first harmonic coefficient in
the Fourier series expansion of the azimuthal distribution
of the particles produced relative to the reaction plane,
ΨRP .

d2N

dydφ
=
dN

dy
(1 + 2v1(y)cos(φ−ΨRP ) + ...) (1)

where φ and y are the azimuthal angle and rapidity of
the produced particle respectively.

Recently STAR collaboration has observed the split-
ting of v1 between π+ − π−, K+ − K− and p − p̄ and
observed a non trivial dependency along centrality [24].
This has been interpreted as a consequence of the initial
EM field, where the interplay between Coulomb, Fara-
day and Lorentz effect shows the non-trivial dependency
of ∆v1 along centrality. However, this kind of splitting
may not be solely due to EM field. There exists another
crucial physical phenomena which can cause such split-
ting between the aforementioned pairs. We are describing
that phenomena below.

It is important to note that in relativistic heavy ion
collisions, a substantial amount of net-baryon and elec-
tric charge is deposited inside the fireball, along with en-
ergy [25–28]. However, the distribution of these conserved
charges within the fireball differs significantly depend-
ing on the collision energies. Specifically, more baryons
are stopped in the mid-rapidity region for low-energy col-
lisons as compared to high-energy ones, which is referred
to as baryon stopping in nuclear collisions [29–34].

From various model calculations it has been shown
that, initial inhomogeneous distribution of net-baryon
leads to a v1 splitting between proton and anti-
proton [35–39]. Similarly, the inhomogeneous distribu-
tion and subsequent evolution of net strangeness and elec-
tric charge can produce splitting between K+ − K− or
π+ − π−.
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In realistic non-central heavy-ion collision events, both
the effect of conserved charge stopping and the EM field
contribute to the v1 splitting between π+−π−, K+−K−
and p− p̄ [7, 19, 37, 38]. To observe the effect of the EM
field, one must remove the background contribution from
the other source. In this work, we have shown the contri-
bution of conserved charge stopping to ∆v1 is substantial.
Therefore, a more detailed investigation is required to ac-
curately quantify the EM field signals in the presence of
the background of conserved charge stopping.

The model used in our study provides a consistent de-
scription of the v1 of identified hadrons which is shown
in our previous studies [37, 38]. Especially, it captures
the splitting of v1 between proton and anti-proton well.
However, the model has certain limitations, as it only
considers the independent evolution of net-baryon den-
sity, while strangeness and electric charge evolution are
constrained by the baryon density. Nevertheless, our find-
ings provide compelling evidence that conserved charge
stopping substantially impacts ∆v1, which complicates
the extraction of EM field signals from this observable.

II. FRAMEWORK

In this section, we present the multi-stage hybrid
framework used in this study. We begin by describing
the initial condition model, which is an input for hydro-
dynamic evolution. We also discuss the various model
parameters.

A. Initial condition

In this study, an event-averaged smooth profile was pre-
pared in the transverse plane of both participant and bi-
nary collision densities by averaging over the participant
and binary collision sources obtained from event-by-event
Monte Carlo Glauber model over 25,000 initial configu-
rations at a given centrality class. This process allowed
us to obtain an ensemble-averaged initial density distri-
bution that represents the entire collision system [40]. At
the beginning of the hydrodynamic evolution, the three-
dimensional distribution of energy density (ε) at a con-
stant proper time (τ0) takes the following form [41].

ε(x, y, ηs; τ0) = ε0 [(N+(x, y)f+(ηs) +N−(x, y)f−(ηs))

× (1− α) +Nbin(x, y) (ηs)α] εηs (2)

Here, N+(x, y) and N−(x, y) are the participant densi-
ties of the forward and backward moving nucleus, respec-
tively. Nbin(x, y) is the contribution from binary collision
sources. The parameter α controls the relative contribu-
tion of participants and binary collision sources to the en-
ergy density. The function f+,−(ηs) introduces the asym-
metric deposition of matter in the forward and backward

space-time rapidity, denoted by ηs.

f+(ηs) =


0, if ηs < −ηm
ηs+ηm

2ηm
, if − ηm ≤ ηs ≤ ηm

1, if ηm < ηs

(3)

with

f−(ηs) = f+(−ηs) (4)

εηs is a parmetrized function with two free parameters η0

and ση which is symmetric about ηs = 0.

εηs(ηs) = exp

(
− (|ηs| − η0)

2

2σ2
η

θ(|ηs| − η0)

)
(5)

This type of initial energy deposition leads to a tilted
profile in the reaction plane [41]. The parameter ηm is a
free parameter in the model that determines the tilt of the
profile. A smaller value of ηm results in a larger asymmet-
ric deposition of matter along the rapidity by oppositely
moving participants. This leads to a larger tilt and, con-
sequently, a larger asymmetric energy distribution along
the x-axis in a non-zero rapidity region. Such an initial
profile is successful in explaining the rapidity-dependent
charged particle directed flow phenomenon [41]..

We have used our recently proposed baryon deposition
ansatz [37, 38].

nB (x, y, ηs) = NB
[
WB

+ (x, y)fB+ (ηs) +WB
− (x, y)fB− (ηs)

]
(6)

where the transverse distribution(WB
± (x, y)) of net-

baryon density is not taken same as participants (initial
baryon carriers) distribution (N±(x, y)) rather we have
taken a combination of both participants and binary col-
lision sources

WB
± (x, y) = (1− ω)N±(x, y) + ωNcoll(x, y) (7)

The net baryon density rapidity profiles fnB
+ , fnB

− are
taken same as in [40, 42],

fnB
+ (ηs) =

[
θ (ηs − ηnB

0 ) exp− (ηs − ηnB
0 )

2

2σ2
B,+

+

θ (ηnB
0 − ηs) exp− (ηs − ηnB

0 )
2

2σ2
B,−

]
(8)

and

fnB
− (ηs) =

[
θ (ηs + ηnB

0 ) exp− (ηs + ηnB
0 )

2

2σ2
B,−

+

θ (−ηs − ηnB
0 ) exp− (ηs + ηnB

0 )
2

2σ2
B,+

]
(9)

2



The normalization factor NB in Eq. 6 is fixed by the
following condition∫

τ0nB (x, y, η; τ0) dxdydη =

∫
N+(x, y)+N−(x, y)dxdy

(10)
This type of baryon distribution results in a tilted

baryon profile in the reaction plane, although the tilt is
different from the matter tilt. In this model, the param-
eter ω is a free parameter that controls the tilt of the
baryon profile. In our previous work [37, 38], we have
shown the effect of ω on the initial baryon distribution
and final-stage baryon-specific observables.

The Bjorken flow ansatz has been adopted at the start-
ing of hydrodynamic evolution in this work. Hence, the
initial fluid four velocity uµ takes the following form in
cartesian coordinate.

uµ = (cosh ηs, 0, 0, sinh ηs)

B. Hydrodynamic evolution and transport coeffi-
cients

The hydrodynamic evolution of the above discussed
initial profiles have been performed using the publicly
available code MUSIC [43, 44]. This code solves the con-
servation equations for the energy-momentum tensor and
net-baryon current.

The evolution equations of conserved quantities and
dissipative currents that are solved in MUSIC at finite
baryon densities have been described in [42]. Strangeness
and electric charge are not evolved independently in the
code; instead, they are locally constrained by strangeness
neutrality and a fixed electric charge to baryon density
ratio. This constraint is imposed by the used EoS during
the hydrodynamic evolution [45].

For this study, we have set the specific shear viscos-
ity (Cη = ηT

ε+P ) to 0.08 in the simulation and neglected
the effect due to bulk viscosity. Another crucial trans-
port coefficient in a baryon-rich medium is the baryon
diffusion coefficient (κB). In this work, we use a temper-
ature (T ) and baryon chemical potential (µB) dependent
κB derived from Boltzmann equation in relaxation time
approximation [42], as follows:

κB =
CB
T
nB

[
1

3
coth

(µB
T

)
− nBT

ε+ p

]
(11)

Here, CB is a free parameter which we have set to unity
in this study.

C. Particlization and hadronic transport

The particlization have been performed on a con-
stant energy density (εf ) hypersurface using the iSS
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The rapidity differential directed flow
has been plotted for different identified hadrons in Au+Au
collisions at

√
sNN = 27 GeV. The model calculations with

non-zero baryon diffusion are compared with the experimental
measurements of STAR collaboration [50–52]. Directed flow
of mesons are plotted in panel (A) and (B) where the black
lines are for positively charged mesons and the colored lines
are for negatively charged mesons. In panels (C), (D), (E) and
(F), black lines show the model calculations of the baryons,
while the colored lines are for anti-baryons.

code [46, 47]. We have choosen εf = 0.26 GeV/fm3. After
the primordial hadrons were sampled, they were passed
through the hadronic transport code UrQMD [48, 49] for
further late-stage elastic or inelastic interactions.

III. RESULTS

τ0
(fm)

ε0
(GeV/fm3)

η0 ση ηnB
0 σB,− σB,+ ω ηm

1.2 2.4 1.3 0.7 2.3 1.1 0.2 0.11 1.1

TABLE I. Parameters used in the simulations.

We have studied Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 27 GeV.

To select the model parameters, we followed the same
procedure outlined in our previous work [37]. The pa-
rameters are carefully chosen to capture the charged par-
ticle and net proton yield, as well as to simultaneously
capture the v1 of π−, p, and p̄.

In Fig. 1, we present the directed flow of identified
hadrons plotted as a function of rapidity (y). The
black lines show the model calculations of the baryons,
while the colored lines are for anti-baryons. In the me-
son sector, the balck lines are for positively charged

3
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The mid-rapidity slope of ∆v1 (F∆) has been plotted as a function of ∆S (Panel-A), ∆Q (Panel-B) and
−∆B (Panel-C) for Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 27 GeV. The model calculations with non-zero baryon diffusion are compared

with the experimental measurements of STAR collaboration [52]. F∆ is solely driven by the hydrodynamic response to baryon
inhomogeneities in the model calculations.

hadrons wheras the coloured lines are for negatively
charged hadrons. The experimental measurements from
the STAR collaboration [50–52] are shown in different
symbols. The model calculations capture the v1(y) trend
around the mid-rapidity region for all identified hadrons.

Another crucial observation is the split in v1 between
K+ and K− due to the non-zero and inhomogeneous dis-
tribution of µS in the fireball. Even though we did not
employ an independent initial distribution and evolution
of net-strangeness, the split is obtained due to the im-
posed strangeness neutrality condition through EoS.

Index ∆v1 combinations ∆Q ∆S ∆B
1 [p̄+ φ]−

[
K− + Λ̄

]
0 0 0

2
[
Λ̄
]
−

[
1
3
Ω− + 2

3
p̄
]

1 2 -2/3
3

[
Λ̄
]
−

[
K− + 1

3
p̄
]

4/3 2 -2/3
4

[
Ω̄+

]
−

[
Ω−

]
2 6 -2

5
[
Ξ̄+

]
−

[
K− + 1

3
Ω−

]
7/3 4 -4/3

TABLE II. Hadron combinations measured by the STAR col-
laboration [52].

In a recent measurement by the STAR collabora-
tion [52], various identified particles are grouped in pairs
where each pair has almost zero net mass difference at the
constituent quark level. The pairs are listed in Table II.
It is noteworthy that the net charge and net strangeness
difference (∆Q and ∆S) between each pair is different,
providing an opportunity to investigate v1 splitting as a
function of net charge or net strangeness difference by
eliminating the background arising from the mass differ-
ence of constituent quarks [53]. It has been observed that
the F∆ = d∆v1/dy (slope of the difference of v1(y) be-
tween each considered pair) increases with ∆Q, which

was attributed to the effect of the EM field [52].

From our study, we have found that the considered
pairs of combinations have a non-zero net baryon differ-
ence as well. So, we have calculated F∆ in our model and
plotted it as a function of ∆Q, ∆S and ∆B in Fig. 2.
The model calculation shows that F∆ also increases with
∆B and is in quite good agreement with experimental
measurements.

This observation suggests that the dependency of
d∆v1/dy on ∆Q might not be a clear signature of EM
field. Although the pair combinations eliminate the back-
ground due to mass difference, the large background due
to the physics of baryon stopping still persists.

Further, STAR collaboration has also measured the
centrality dependence of the difference of dv1dy between op-

positely charged hadrons(π±,K± and p(p̄)), ∆dv1
dy [24].

The observed negative ∆dv1
dy at large centrality class

is interpreted as the effect of electromagnetic field ex-
pected from the combined effect of Coulomb, Faraday,
and Lorentz effects [7] in Ref. [24]. However, in our model
calculations, we find negative ∆dv1

dy at large centrality

class from the physics of initial state baryon stopping
alone without considering any EM field.

The model calculation of the ∆dv1
dy with centrality at

Au+Au
√
sNN = 27 GeV has been plotted along with

the recent measurements by STAR collaboration [24] in
Figs. 3 and 4. We first discuss the splitting of dv1dy between

protons and anti-protons, as shown in panel (A) of Fig. 3.
The characteristic sign change from positive to negative
values as one goes from more central to peripheral colli-
sions that is observed by the STAR collaboration is also
produced by the hydrodnamics simulations with baryon

4
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The difference in the rapidity slope
of baryons and anti-baryons as obtained in the hydrodynamic
simulations with non-zero baryon diffusion are compared to
the experimental measurements of STAR collaboration [24].
Panel A shows the observable for p and Panel B shows the
model prediction for Λ. The observable is solely driven by
the hydrodynamic response to baryon inhomogeneities in the
model calculation.

diffusion as a response to initial baryon inhomogeneities
in the fireball. This underlines the strong contribution
from baryon stopping physics to such signals of EM field.
The model prediction for Λ is shown in panel (B). The
baryon inhomogeneities driven current also causes simi-
lar splitting and sign change versus centralities as in the
case of protons. Being electric charge neutral, naively,
one doesn’t expect such a splitting for the lambdas due
to the EM field. Hence, it will be very interesting for
STAR to measure this observable for Λ.

Fig. 4 shows the results for the mesons. In this case,
the current model results are unable to capture the ∆dv1

dy

between π+ − π− and K+ −K−. This could be due to
the fact that in our framework, we neither initialize nor
evolve the strangeness and electric charge densities inde-
pendently; rather, they are slaved to the baryon distribu-
tion by the relation nS = 0 and nQ = 0.4nB . However,
this is not true in a realistic scenario, as locally inside
the fireball, these conditions are violated. The indepen-
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0.01

0.00
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0.02
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1
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(

+
)

Au+Au, sNN =  27 GeV

(A)
STAR Model

20 40 60 80
centrality(%)

0.03
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0.01
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1
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(K

+
K

)

(B)
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The difference in the rapidity slope of
oppositely charged mesons as obtained in the hydrodynamic
simulations with non-zero baryon diffusion are compared to
the experimental measurements of STAR collaboration [24].
Panel A shows the observable for π and Panel B shows K.
The observable is solely driven by the hydrodynamic response
to baryon inhomogeneities in the model calculation. The cur-
rent calculation neglects electric charge and strangeness inho-
mogeneities that could affect this observable significantly for
these hadrons.

dent inhomogeneous distribution and evolution of nS and
nQ could lead to a different trend of ∆dv1

dy (K+ −K−) or

∆dv1
dy (π+−π−) along centrality. Therefore, it is necessary

to conduct a detailed study with a hydrodynamic frame-
work consisting of all three conserved charge evolutions
to better understand this phenomenon.

Based on our observations, we want to emphasize
that the sign change in ∆dv1

dy might not solely be at-

tributed to the presence of a non-zero electromagnetic
field. It receives a significant contribution from the con-
served charges stopping and their subsequent evolution.
Our calculations suggest that there may be a significant
background contribution from conserved charge stopping
physics, which makes it challenging to extract electro-
magnetic field signals from these observables. Therefore,
a more comprehensive study is necessary to draw any firm
conclusions at this time.
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IV. SUMMARY

Recently, STAR collaboration has presented two in-
dependent measurements which focus on the charge de-
pendent directed flow splitting in the presence of elec-
tromagnetic (EM) field. In one work, the difference of
directed flow slope (∆dv1

dy ) between π+ − π−, K+ −K−
and p − p̄ has been measured in different centralities. It
has been observed that ∆dv1

dy changes sign from positive

in central collisions to negative in peripheral collisions.
In another work, different particles are grouped in pairs
where each pair has almost zero net mass difference at
the constituent quark level. However, the net charge dif-
ference (∆Q) in each pair of combinations are not same.
STAR has observed that the the slope of the directed
flow difference F∆ = d∆v1/dy, related to each combina-
tion pair increases with ∆Q. It is belived that both of the
above discussed observations are the signature of EM field
present in heavy ion collision. The results are interpreted
as a consequnce of Coulomb + Farday and Hall effect on
the charged constituents. The objective of our study is to
establish that the dependence of ∆dv1

dy on centrality is not

exclusively due to the effect of electromagnetic fields on
charged constituents, but rather, there could be a signif-
icant contribution from the physics of conserved charge
stopping. Additionally, we have demonstrated that the
combination pairs used in the second analysis, which have
a non-zero ∆Q, also have a non-zero ∆B. Therefore, the
increase in F∆ may not be solely due to the difference in
charge, but rather, it is primarily a result of the difference
in ∆B.

We employed a multi-stage hybrid framework in our
study, with a Glauber-based initial condition of energy
and net-baryon distribution as input. This framework
consists of viscous hydrodynamic evolution with baryon
diffusion and late-stage hadronic interaction, and the
model parameters were calibrated to capture the rapidity
distribution of charged particle multiplicity, net-proton
yield, and the rapidity-dependent directed flow of identi-
fied hadrons. Notably, we did not include any electromag-
netic field contribution, yet we were able to describe the
centrality dependence of directed flow splitting between
proton and anti-proton.

However, our model was unable to describe the ∆dv1
dy

between π+ − π− and K+ − K− which could be due
to the lack of proper diffusion of net-strangeness and
electric charge in our framework. We only considered the
initial deposition and evolution of net-baryon, while the
strangeness and electric charge densities were assumed
to follow the relation, nS = 0 and nQ = 0.4nB . Hence,

the interpretation of ∆dv1
dy of mesons remains an open

question. It will be interesting to consider the interplay
of EM field and conserved charge dynamics on these
observables.
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We investigate the non-relativistic limit of the Klein–Gordon equation for mixed scalar particles
and show that, in this regime, one unavoidably arrives at redefining the particle’s inertial mass. This
happens because, in contrast to the case when mixing is absent, the antiparticle sector contribution
cannot be neglected for particles with definite flavor. To clearly demonstrate this feature, we adopt
the Feshbach–Villars formalism for Klein–Gordon particles. Furthermore, within the same frame-
work, we also demonstrate that, in the presence of a weak gravitational field, the mass parameter
that couples to gravity (gravitational mass) does not match the effective inertial mass. This, in
turn, implies a violation of the weak equivalence principle. Finally, we prove that the Bargmann’s
superselection rule, which prohibits oscillating particles on the basis of the Galilean transformation,
is incompatible with the non-relativistic limit of the Lorentz transformation and hence does not
collide with the results obtained.

I. INTRODUCTION

Together with the notion of general covariance, the
equivalence principle represents a cornerstone of general
relativity. Since its inception more than one century ago,
there have been a number of distinct interpretations of
the equivalence principle, each with its own set of as-
sumptions and scope of use [1–6]. The simplest version
of the equivalence principle, the so-called weak equiva-
lence principle (WEP), asserts that non-inertial effects
caused by acceleration are indistinguishable from the ef-
fects of an external gravitational field. This is encoded in
the identity between the inertial and gravitational mass
of test bodies subject to gravity.
Among the many theoretical and experimental efforts

that have been done in connection with the WEP (a com-
prehensive review of recent developments can be found
in Ref. [6]), particularly prominent are those based on
particle mixing, because these can also shed light on
the validity of WEP in the quantum regime. Specifi-
cally, the investigations of WEP in neutrino physics have

∗ blasone@sa.infn.it
† p.jizba@fjfi.cvut.cz
‡ lambiase@sa.infn.it
§ lupetruzziello@unisa.it

been a driving force behind a large number of studies,
cf. Refs. [7–15] and references therein. Along these lines,
the primary focus has been on ultra-relativistic neutri-
nos, as they are the most pertinent from a phenomeno-
logical standpoint. However, recently it has been pointed
out [16] that, in a non-relativistic setting, it is simple to
differentiate between inertial mass mi and gravitational
neutrino mass mg in the weak interaction basis (i.e., fla-
vor basis). In other words, for low energy neutrinos the
violation of WEP becomes manifest.
In the case of neutrinos, the mismatch between mi

and mg can be attributed to the unavoidable presence
of flavor mixing. In particular, when performing the
non-relativistic limit, one has to simultaneously deal with
large and small bispinor components (e.g., ψL and ψS),
which in the case of mixing are both comparably impor-
tant. In fact, to identify the low-energy inertial mass mi,
one has to work interchangeably with both small and
large components because these are interlocked at all en-
ergy scales. On the other hand, when the conventional
minimal coupling to gravity is considered in the weak-
field approximation, the gravitational potential couples
directly to the original flavor masses, allowing them to be
interpreted as equivalent to gravitational masses. Since
the gravitational mass does not undergo the same redef-
inition as the inertial one, the violation of WEP arises.
At this stage, one may wonder if a similar violation of

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.08718v1
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WEP would be also observed for spin-0 particles, since
particle mixing is not exclusive to neutrino physics, but
it is also found for weakly interacting mesons. The most
important mixing phenomena in this context are repre-
sented by the oscillations of neutral kaons K0 ⇋ K̄0,
neutral and strange B mesons, B0 ⇋ B̄0 and B0

s ⇋ B̄0
s ,

respectively, and neutral D mesons D0 ⇋ D̄0. Although
the last example has been definitively established only re-
cently [17], the other meson oscillations have been known
for a long time. In particular, the strange B meson has
attracted a significant attention over the years, as its
phenomenology is considered to be relevant for under-
standing the asymmetry of matter and antimatter in the
visible universe [18, 19].

In this paper, we aim to expand the results of Ref. [16]
by studying the non-relativistic limit of mixed scalar par-
ticles and determine if the difference between mi and mg

observed in [16] for mixed Dirac fermions holds also for
spinless particles. To keep our considerations as close
as possible to the spin- 12 case, we will resort to the
Feshbach–Villars (FV) representation of a Klein-Gordon
particle [20, 21]. The FV representation allows to refor-
mulate the Klein–Gordon equation in a Schrödinger-like
form (thereby employing first-order time derivatives, as
for the Dirac equation), where the ensuing wave function
has a two-component form, which reflects the presence of
particles and antiparticles [20]. It should also be stressed
that, in a non-relativistic limit, the positive-energy plane-
wave solutions of the FV equation have the upper compo-
nent much larger than the lower components [21]. Sim-
ilarly, for the negative-energy plane wave solutions one
gets that the lower component is much larger. The anal-
ogous situation holds also for Dirac wave functions, with
the only difference that, in the latter case, one must also
consider helicity components.

In contrast to Dirac fermions where gravity couples
through minimal coupling (with the Fock–Kondratenko
connection), there is not yet a standard theory of massive
spinless bosons in curved spacetime [22]. In our consid-
erations, we will employ the commonly used conformal
coupling, which, among others, has a correct quasiclas-
sical limit, avoids a tachyonic behavior and allows for a
straightforward translation in terms of the FV represen-
tation [22–24].

For the sake of consistency, we supplement our discus-
sion by examining Bargmann’s superselection rules [25].
Specifically, we demonstrate why superpositions of states
with different masses are not problematic in the non-
relativistic limit of relativistic quantum mechanics, un-
like the case in which one instead starts from Galilean
(rather than Lorentz) invariance.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II, we briefly
review the non-relativistic limit for mixed neutrinos in
the weak interaction basis. In Section III, we study in
detail the non-relativistic limit of the FV equation for
mixed scalar particles and show that, in this framework,
one inevitably comes across a non-trivial correction to the
initial inertial mass, which leads to a low-energy effective

inertial massmi. In addition, if a weak gravitational field
is present, we show that the corresponding gravitational
mass mg does not undergo the same redefinition as the
inertial mass, hence mi 6= mg, which is a direct signature
of WEP violation. In Section IV, we briefly comment on
the violation of the Bargmann’s superselection rules in
connection with the non-relativistic limit of a relativistic
theory with mixed particles. Concluding remarks and
generalizations are proposed in Section V.

II. NON-RELATIVISTIC MIXED NEUTRINOS

In this Section, we briefly summarize the results of
Ref. [6] regarding the violation of WEP for mixed neu-
trinos. To this end, we start from the two-flavor Dirac
equation associated with neutrinos νe and νµ. In a com-
pact notation, this reads

(iγ′α∂α − M)Ψ = 0 , (1)

where γ′α is the 8×8 matrix I2×2⊗γα, M is the 8×8 non-
diagonal mass matrix, which in the 4×4 block formalism
is given by

M =

(

me meµ

meµ mµ

)

, (2)

(note that meµ = mµe), whilst the wave-function Ψ is a
short-hand notation for the neutrino doublet

Ψ =

(

ψe

ψµ

)

. (3)

At this stage, one can choose to work with the electron
neutrino only, as the implications for the muon neutrino
can be derived by simply swapping the subscripts e↔ µ.
So, for positive energy solutions, we obtain from Eq. (1)
two coupled algebraic equations in momentum space:

(Ee −me)ϕe − σ · pχe = meµϕµ ,

σ · pϕe − (Ee +me)χe = meµχµ , (4)

with ϕe,µ and χe,µ denoting the “large” (upper) and
“small” (lower) bispinor components. To consider the
non-relativistic limit, one should bear in mind that the
dominant contribution to the energy comes from the
rest mass. Hence, in Eqs. (4) we can define the non-
relativistic energy ENR

e ≡ Ee −me, and write (4) as

ENR
e ϕe − σ · p χe = meµ ϕµ ,

σ · p ϕe − 2meχe = meµ χµ . (5)

Analogous equations hold for e↔ µ.
If there was no mixing, the small component χ would

be negligible compared to the large component ϕ. By
taking particle mixing into account, the small component
χe will still remain much smaller than ϕe, provided a
small admixture of the large component ϕµ is included (a
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similar statement holds also for e↔ µ). This can be seen
as follows: we first eliminate χµ in the second equation
in (5) by inserting χµ from the analogous equation where
e and µ are exchanged. With this, the second equation
in (5) can be cast in the form

χe =
σ · p
2me

ϕe − meµ

4memµ
σ · pϕµ + ω χe , (6)

or equivalently

χe =
σ · p

(1− ω)2me
ϕe − meµ σ · p

(1− ω)4memµ
ϕµ , (7)

where

ω =
m2

eµ

4memµ
. (8)

Thus, by assuming that me ≤ mµ, we get to the order
O(ω) that

||χe||2 ≤ |p|
2

( ||ϕe||2
me

+

√
ω

√
memµ

||ϕµ||2
)

≤ |p|
2me

(

||ϕe||2 +
√
ω||ϕµ||2

)

, (9)

and similarly

||χµ||2 ≤ |p|
2
√
memµ

(

||ϕµ||2 +
√
ω||ϕe||2

)

, (10)

where || . . . ||2 denotes the ℓ2-norm. In particular, when√
ω||ϕµ||2 . ||ϕe||2 and

√
ω||ϕe||2 . ||ϕµ||2, we have that in

the non-relativistic limit (i.e., when |p| ≪ me) the large
components are much larger than their respective small
components. Note that the relativistic regime enters at
scales where |p| ≫ √

memµ, which is also in agreement
with QFT considerations [26].
By substituting χe from (7) into the first equation in

(5), we eliminate the small component from the equation
and obtain

ENR
e ϕe =

p
2

2me(1− ω)
ϕe

+

[

meµ − meµ

2me

1

(1− ω)

p
2

2mµ

]

ϕµ

=
p
2

2mi,e
ϕe + meµ

[

1 − p
2

4memi,µ

]

ϕµ . (11)

where we have defined the effective inertial mass mi,e =
me (1− ω) (and similarly formi,µ). In Ref. [16], the same
result was obtained by means of the iteration method.
An analogous relation holds also for e↔ µ.
Equation (11) is the sought non-relativistic limit of the

Dirac equation for a mixed electron neutrino. If meµ is
equal to zero, the equations for ϕe and ϕµ become in-
dependent, resulting in free electron and muon neutrinos
with masses me and mµ, respectively. The presence of

the amplitude in square brackets in the r.h.s. of (11),
however, creates a connection between the two flavor
neutrinos, implying that one flavor might “leak” into the
other. In fact, such an amplitude is nothing but the “flip-
flop” amplitude of a two-state system [27]. The ampli-
tude modulus is manifestly invariant under the exchange
of flavors e ↔ µ, thus reflecting the principle of detailed
balance in the oscillation phenomenon. From (11), it is
evident that the inertial massmi appearing in the kinetic
term must be re-scaled by a factor 1−ω, which reduces to
unity only when mixing is removed, i.e., when meµ → 0.
The root cause of the violation of the weak equiva-

lence principle for mixed particles can be traced back to
the previous observation. Indeed, the weak equivalence
principle states that inertial and gravitational mass are
equal, and it is not difficult to check that, when a grav-
itational potential is switched on, then the gravitational
mass is not redefined in the same way as the inertial mass.
To see this, it is convenient to study the Dirac equation
in the weak-field regime of the Schwarzschild solution in
isotropic coordinates. The line element in this case is
expressed as follows:

ds2 = (1 + 2φ )dt2 −(1− 2φ)
(

dx2 + dy2 + dz2
)

, (12)

with φ = −GM/|x| being the Newtonian potential. Now,
the Dirac equation must be rephrased to take into ac-
count the presence of gravity. This is done by means
of the Fock–Kondratenko connection Γµ, which replaces
the standard derivatives appearing in (1) with covariant
ones ∂µ → Dµ = ∂µ+Γµ. In the simplest case of a slowly
varying potential (i.e., ∂iφ ≈ 0 with i = x, y, z), Eq. (11)
is modified into (cf. Ref. [16])

ENR
e ϕe =

[

p
2

2me(1 − ω)
+ meφ

]

ϕe

+ V
(

p
2, φ

)

ϕµ + O(pφ) , (13)

where O(pφ) represent post-Newtonian corrections and
the details of V (p2, φ) are not relevant for the purpose of
the current analysis. In fact, the most important term in
the above equation is the term representing the Newto-
nian coupling to the external potential, from which the
expression for the gravitational mass mg = me can be
unambiguously identified. Therefore, since mg is not re-
defined in the same way as the inertial mass, we can
conclude that mi 6= mg for mixed particles, which im-
plies the violation of the weak form of the equivalence
principle. A similar equation also holds when e↔ µ.
Let us stress in passing that the results of the WEP

violation were obtained by considering mixed neutrinos
in the flavor basis and with only two generations. This
approach is not applicable in the mass basis, because the
non-relativistic limit and the mixing transformations are
not interchangeable in this case [16].
In the following Section, we will observe that the vio-

lation of WEP is not exclusive to mixed Dirac fields, but
also occurs for mixed scalar fields.
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III. MIXED KLEIN–GORDON PARTICLES

A. General setup

To keep our discussion as close as possible to the Dirac
equation treatment from the previous Section, we start
from the observation that the Klein–Gordon equation for
a free spinless particle can be rewritten in a Schrödinger-
like form— the so-called Feshbach–Villars representation
(FVR), cf. e.g., Refs. [20, 21], as

i∂tΦ = HFV (p̂)Φ , (14)

where p̂ = −i∇x. The wave function Φ is a two-
component object

Φ =

(

ζ

ζ̄

)

, (15)

and the Hamiltonian operator is a 2×2 Hermitian matrix

HFV (p̂) = (σ3 + iσ2)
p̂
2

2m
+ σ3mc

2 . (16)

Note that the components ζ and ζ̄ can be represented
explicitly as

ζ =
1√
2

(

ψ − 1

imc2
∂ψ

∂t

)

,

ζ̄ =
1√
2

(

ψ +
1

imc2
∂ψ

∂t

)

, (17)

where ψ is a Klein–Gordon wave function satisfying

(

� + m2c2
)

ψ = 0 . (18)

We might note in passing that the charge-conjugated
wave function has the form [20]

Φc = σ1Φ
∗
c =

(

ζ̄∗

ζ∗

)

. (19)

The two-component form of the FV wave function thus
indicates the existence of both particles and their an-
tiparticles.
Within the FVR, the two-flavor mixing of scalar par-

ticles can be formulated in a similar manner to that of
neutrino mixing. Namely, we first write two decoupled
Eqs. (14) for different masses m1 and m2 (as in the case
of the mass basis). We then rotate the ensuing diago-
nal mass matrix to a flavor basis where the mass matrix
acquires also off-diagonal terms, so that

(

m1 0
0 m2

)

7→
(

m
I

m
I,II

m
I,II

m
II

)

≡ M , (20)

and (Φ1,Φ2)
T 7→ (Φ

I
,Φ

II
)T .

By formally changing m to M in the Hamiltonian (16),
we can explicitly write the two FVR equations for mixed

particles in the form (c = 1)

i∂tΦI
= (σ3 + iσ2)

p̂
2

2D

(

m
II
Φ

I
−m

I,II
Φ

II

)

+ σ3
(

m
I
Φ

I
+m

I,II
Φ

II

)

, (21)

i∂tΦII
= (σ3 + iσ2)

p̂
2

2D

(

m
I
Φ

II
−m

I,II
Φ

I

)

+ σ3
(

m
II
Φ

II
+m

I,II
Φ

I

)

, (22)

where D represents the (flavor basis) mass matrix deter-
minant

D = m
I
m

II
−m2

I,II
≡ m

I
m

II
(1− ω̄) . (23)

Here, ω̄ = m2
I,II
/(m

I
m

II
) is an analogue of ω from Eq. (8).

B. Non-relativistic limit

Let us now focus on Eq. (21), since the following rea-
soning for Φ

I
can be easily repeated also for Φ

II
via the

exchange of subscripts I ↔ II. In momentum representa-
tion, the positive-energy wave functions satisfy the alge-
braic equations

E
I
ΦL

I
=

p
2

2D

(

m
II
ΦL

I
+m

II
ΦS

I
−m

I,II
ΦL

II
−m

I,II
ΦS

II

)

+ m
I
ΦL

I
+m

I,II
ΦL

II
, (24)

E
I
ΦS

I
=

p
2

2D

(

m
I,II

ΦL
II
+m

I,II
ΦS

II
−m

II
ΦL

I
−m

II
ΦS

I

)

− m
I
ΦS

I
−m

I,II
ΦS

II
. (25)

The superscripts L and S denote the “large” (upper) and
“small” (lower) components of the FV wave functions,
respectively [20, 21]. The non-relativistic limit of (24)-
(25) is now obtained along the same line as in the Dirac
case, namely

ENR
I

ΦL
I
=

p
2

2D

[

m
II
(ΦL

I
+ΦS

I
)−m

I,II
(ΦL

II
+ΦS

II
)
]

+ m
I,II

ΦL
II
, (26)

and

ΦS
I
=

p
2

4Dm
I

[

m
I,II

(ΦL
II
+ΦS

II
)−m

II
(ΦL

I
+ΦS

I
)
]

− m
I,II

2m
I

ΦS
II
, (27)

where ENR
I

≡ E
I
−m

I
and E

I
+m

I
≈ 2m

I
. As in the neu-

trino case, one can now use the non-relativistic relation
for ΦS

II
, which reads, cf. (27)

ΦS
II
=

p
2

4Dm
II

[

m
I,II

(ΦL
I
+ΦS

I
)−m

I
(ΦL

II
+ΦS

II
)
]

− m
I,II

2m
II

ΦS
I
, (28)
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and from (27)-(28) resolve ΦS
I
and ΦS

II
in terms of ΦL

I
and

ΦL
II
. On the one hand, by assuming that m

I
≤ m

II
and

m
I
≫ |p|, we can write for |ΦS

I
| up to the order O(ω̄)

|ΦS
I
| ≤ p

2

4

( |ΦL
I
|

m2
I

+

√
ω̄ (m

I
+ 2m

II
)

2(m
I
m

II
)3/2

|ΦL
II
|
)

≤ p
2

4m2
I

(

|ΦL
I
| +

3

2

√
ω̄ |ΦL

II
|
)

. (29)

Similarly, for |ΦS
II
| we get

|ΦS
II
| ≤ p

2

4m2
I

(

|ΦL
II
| +

3

2

√
ω̄ |ΦL

I
|
)

. (30)

The results of (29) and (30) demonstrate that the small
components ΦS

I
and ΦS

II
still remain much smaller than

ΦL
I

and ΦL
II
, respectively, even after having introduced

particle mixing.
On the other hand, by inserting the solutions for ΦS

I

and ΦS
II
back into (26), we obtain after some algebra that

ENR
I

ΦL
I
= Ā(M)

p
2

2m
I

ΦL
I

+ B̄(M) ΦL
II
, (31)

where

Ā(M) =
4m2

I
(4m2

II
+ p

2) − 4m
I
m

II
m2

I,II

4D(4m
I
m

II
−m2

I,II
) + 4(m2

I
+m2

II
+m2

I,II
)p2 + p4

, (32)

B̄(M) = m
I,II

−
m

I,II

(

8m
I
m

II
− 2m2

I,II
− p

2
)

2m
I

(

4m2
II
+ p2

)

− 2m
II
m2

I,II

Ā(M)
p
2

2m
I

. (33)

By employing the non-relativistic assumption m
I
,m

II
≫ |p|, Eq. (31) reduces to

ENR
I

ΦL
I

=
p
2

2m
I
(1 − ω̄)

ΦL
I

+

{

m
I,II

[

1− p
2

2m
I
m

II
(1− ω̄)

]}

ΦL
II

=
p
2

2mi,I

ΦL
I

+

{

m
I,II

[

1− p
2

2m
I
mi,II

]}

ΦL
II
, (34)

where we have defined the effective inertial mass mi,I =
m

I
(1− ω̄) (and similarly for mi,II). An analogous equa-

tion holds also for I ↔ II. This outcome should be
compared with the expression (11) for flavor neutrinos.
The extra factor 2 in (11) (respective 4 in ω) is a conse-
quence of the way how the factor appears in the kinetic
versus mixing term in non-relativistic equations (5) and
(26)-(27), thereby denoting a different spin content. Such
a spin-dependent behavior of the effective mass can also
be observed for higher-spin particle states described via
Bargmann–Wigner equations.

C. Non-relativistic limit in presence of

gravitational field

Let us now focus on what happens when we switch
a gravitational potential on. It is not a priori evident
whether the effective inertial masses mi,I and mi,II will
also couple to the gravitational potential. To explore this
issue, we will employ the conformal coupling to gravity
and restrict our analysis to the weak-field metric (12).

When mixing is absent, one can show [23] that the form

of the Klein–Gordon equation in the Feshbach–Villars
representation (14) gets modified in the following way:

HFV (p̂) = (σ3 + iσ2)

[

(1 + 4φ)
p̂
2

2m
+ mφ

]

+ σ3m. (35)

Consequently, when we rotate in HFV from the diagonal
mass matrix (with masses m1 and m2) to the flavor mass
matrix M, Eq. (21) becomes

i∂tΦI
= (σ3 + iσ2)

[

(1 + 4φ)
p̂
2

2D

(

m
II
Φ

I
−m

I,II
Φ

II

)

+
(

m
I
Φ

I
+m

I,II
Φ

II

)

φ
]

+ σ3
(

m
I
Φ

I
+m

I,II
Φ

II

)

, (36)

and similarly for Φ
II
.

Following the analysis of the previous Section, we pur-
sue our argument in momentum representation, in which
the large and small components of the particle I satisfy
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the following equations:

E
I
ΦL

I

= (1 + 4φ)
p
2

2D

(

m
II
ΦL

I
+m

II
ΦS

I
−m

I,II
ΦL

II
−m

I,II
ΦS

II

)

+
(

m
I
ΦL

I
+m

I
ΦS

I
+m

I,II
ΦL

II
+m

I,II
ΦS

II

)

φ

+m
I
ΦL

I
+m

I,II
ΦL

II
, (37)

E
I
ΦS

I

= (1 + 4φ)
p
2

2D

(

m
I,II

ΦL
II
+m

I,II
ΦS

II
−m

II
ΦL

I
−m

II
ΦS

I

)

−
(

m
I
ΦL

I
+m

I
ΦS

I
+m

I,II
ΦL

II
+m

I,II
ΦS

II

)

φ

−m
I
ΦS

I
−m

I,II
ΦS

II
. (38)

We obtain the non-relativistic limit by setting ENR
I

≡
E

I
−m

I
and assuming that E

I
+m

I
≈ 2m

I
. With this,

we can write

ENR
I

ΦL
I

= (1 + 4φ)
p
2

2D

[

m
II

(

ΦL
I
+ΦS

I

)

−m
I,II

(

ΦL
II
+ΦS

II

)]

+
[

m
I

(

ΦL
I
+ΦS

I

)

+m
I,II

(

ΦL
II
+ΦS

II

)]

φ

+ m
I,II

ΦL
II
, (39)

and

ΦS
I

= (1 + 4φ)
p
2

4Dm
I

[

m
I,II

(ΦL
II
+ΦS

II
)−m

II
(ΦL

I
+ΦS

I
)
]

−
[

m
I

(

ΦL
I
+ΦS

I

)

+m
I,II

(

ΦL
II
+ΦS

II

)] φ

2m
I

− m
I,II

2m
I

ΦS
II
. (40)

In analogy with the previous Section, we now resolve ΦS
I

and ΦS
II

in terms of ΦL
I

and ΦL
II
. This allows to cast

Eq. (39) for ΦL
I

(and the analogous equation for ΦL
II
)

in terms of large components only. If post-Newtonian
corrections of the order O(pφ) are neglected (as their
explicit form is irrelevant for the identification of mi and
mg), we obtain after a simple algebra the non-relativistic,
Schrödinger-like equation for ΦL

I
in the regimem

I
,m

II
≫

|p|, which turns out to be

ENR
I

ΦL
I
=

(

p
2

2mi,I

+m
I
φ

)

ΦL
I

+

{

m
I,II

[

1 + φ− p
2

2m
I
mi,II

]}

ΦL
II
. (41)

From this, we can immediately deduce that, whilst the
inertial mass is still represented by the effective quantity

mi,I , the gravitational mass mg,I must be identified with
m

I
, and similarly for I ↔ II. This implies a violation

of the WEP, which is completely analogous to the WEP
already encountered in the case of neutrino mixing.

IV. INADEQUACY OF BARGMANN’S

SUPERSELECTION RULE

In order to keep our presentation consistent, we will
now demonstrate that Bargmann’s superselection rule
(SSR) is not valid in the present context. Bargmann’s
SSR arises as a consequence of demanding Galilean co-
variance for the Schrödinger equation. This, in turn, im-
plies that superposition of states with different masses is
forbidden [25] and thus one cannot consistently describe
unstable or oscillating particles at non-relativistic ener-
gies [28–31].
While the impossibility of oscillating particles can be

easily deduced in the context of Galileo transformations,
it is in conflict with the principles of relativistic quan-
tum theory. Indeed, the description of systems where
superpositions of states with different mass occur can be
carried out without difficulty within relativistic quantum
mechanics and quantum field theory, and the significant
number of mixed particles observed in high-energy par-
ticle physics is evidence of the consistency of such treat-
ment. It is thereby unclear why they should cease to
oscillate in the non-relativistic limit.
We propose that this issue can be addressed by rec-

ognizing that non-relativistic quantum mechanics can
be influenced by relativistic effects, which are not visi-
ble or even forbidden when Galileo covariance is strictly
enforced. The appearance of such effects is often pro-
claimed as non-physical and banished from the general
framework via superselection rules. A particular exam-
ple of the latter is represented by measurable phase shifts
in particle mixing. To illustrate our point, we will follow
the exposition of Ref. [32]. For the sake of simplicity,
we will employ mixed neutrinos, though our argument
can be adapted also to scalar particles with minor ad-
justments. We start by considering plane-wave solutions
of Eq. (4), which in position representation acquires the
form

(i∂0 −me)ϕe + iσ ·∇χe = meµϕµ ,

−iσ ·∇ϕe − (i∂0 +me)χe = meµχµ . (42)

By realizing that, for an observer moving with the parti-
cle, the plane-wave phase is

kµxµ = ωt− k · x = mc2τ/~ , (43)

where τ is the observer’s proper time (for future conve-
nience, we have reinstated c and ~), we can write for the
positive-energy plane waves

ψe = cos θe−im1c
2τ1/~u1(k) + sin θe−im2c

2τ1/~u2(k)

= e−im1c
2τ1/~[cos θ u1(k) + sin θ ũ2(k)] , (44)
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with ũ2 = ei(m1−m2)c
2τ1/~u2. Here, m1 and m2 are

masses in the mass basis and θ is the mixing angle. The
flavor masses and mixing term me, mµ, meµ are related
to m1 and m2 through [26]

me = m1 cos
2θ +m2 sin

2θ ,

mµ = m1 sin
2θ +m2 cos

2θ ,

meµ = (m2 −m1) sinθ cosθ . (45)

Let us now apply on ψe a sequence of transformations à
la Bargmann [25], but instead of Galilean boosts we use
Lorentz boosts. We start from the original system S and
then perform 4 transformations [32]

Translation by a from S to SI :

x→ x+ a = xI ,

x0 = x0,I .

Boost by v from SI to SII :

xII = γ(xI − βx0,I) ,

x0,II = γ(x0,I − βxI) .

Translation by −a from SII to SIII :

xII → xII − a/γ = xIII ,

x0,II = x0,III .

Boost by −v from SIII to SIV :

x = xIV = γ(xIII + βx0,III) ,

x0,IV = γ(x0,III + βxIII)

= x0 − βa . (46)

Here, β = v/c and γ = (1− β2)−1/2. After the sequence
of transformations S → SI → SII → SIII → SIV we
end up in the original point x but in the Lorentz shifted
time tIV 6= t. In the version with Galileo boosts, we
would have t = tIV , and so we would end up in the frame
SIV = S. From the point of view of the observer who
has undertaken the sequence of above transformations,
the mixing (44) reads

ψ′
e = cos θe−im1c

2τ2/~u1 + sin θe−im2c
2τ2/~u2

= e−im1c
2τ2/~[cos θ u1 + sin θ e−i∆mc2∆τ/~ũ2] , (47)

where ∆m = m1 − m2 and ∆τ = τ1 − τ2 is the differ-
ence between proper times of both observers. Note that
the momentum bispinors u1 and u2 are not affected by
the combined transformation, as the net effect of the se-
quence of transformations is reflected only in the phase
parts.
Due to the lack of simultaneity between the two ob-

servers (twin paradox), the two states ψe and ψ′
e must

be different (i.e., they are not members of the same pro-
jective ray in the Hilbert space). The appearance of the

extra relative phase factor e−i∆mc2∆τ/~ is thus not sur-
prising as ∆τ 6= 0.

In the Galilean framework, the analogous situation
looks differently. The sequence of the four transforma-
tions gives an identity operation and the presence of a
non-relativistic analogue of the above relative phase is
inconsistent with the fact that the state ψe should co-
incide with the state ψ′

e (they lie on the same ray). In
fact, such a relative phase does not have any meaning
and is forced to be 1 by proclaiming that the only logi-
cally consistent situation is m1 = m2 (i.e., Bargmann’s
SSR), implying that no neutrino mixing can take place
non-relativistically.

Let us note that the phase factor e−i∆mc2∆τ/~ will not
disappear in the non-relativistic limit, but it will leave
an imprint that is independent of c. Indeed

∆τ = τ1 − τ2 = t−
∫ t0,IV

t0

√

1− v2(t)

c2
dt

= t−
∫ t0,II

t0,I

√

1− v2

c2
dt +

∫ t0,IV

t0,III

√

1− v2

c2
dt

= t−
√

1− v2

c2
t

NR→ v2

2c2
tNR =

va

c2
, (48)

where ct = x0,IV −x0 and tNR = [(a+a/γ)/v]NR = 2a/v.
Hence, we obtain that

e−i∆mc2∆τ/~ NR→ e−i∆mva/~ . (49)

This phase factor, though not depending on c, has no
basis in the Galileo transformations (where the concept
of proper time is meaningless) and is erroneously seen as
non-physical and removed via SSR.
In short, the non-relativistic limit of superpositions of

states with different mass can comfortably accommodate
a relative phase that is otherwise problematic from the
point of view of Galileo transformations. So, neutrino
mixing and ensuing oscillations do not pose any concep-
tual difficulties in the non-relativistic limit, and certainly
they are not prohibited by Bargmann’s SSR. Similar con-
siderations hold true also for scalar particle in FVR. The
only difference is that for spinless particles ψe → Φ

I
,

me,mµ,meµ → m
I
,m

II
,m

I,II
and θ → θ̃, where θ̃ is the

mixing angle through which we must rotate the diagonal
mass-matrix to obtain M in (20).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this Letter, we have investigated the non-relativistic
limit of the Klein–Gordon equation for mixed scalar par-
ticles. To mimic our treatment for spin-1/2 particles out-
lined in Ref. [16] (and summarized in Sec. II), we have
employed the Feshbach–Villars representation, according
to which the wave function of a spinless particle becomes
a two-component object and the equation of motion is
of the first order in time. Within this setting, we have
demonstrated that the resulting Schrödinger-like equa-
tion predicts an effective inertial masses, which does not
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coincide with eigenvalues of the mass matrix in the rel-
ativistic regime. In particular, the ensuing low-energy
inertial masses non-trivially depend on a mixing term.
We have also shown that, when a weak external grav-

itational field is taken into account, the resulting gravi-
tational masses remain unchanged in the non-relativistic
limit, thereby giving rise to a violation of WEP. Inter-
estingly, the rate of this violation is identical to the one
encountered in the framework of spinor flavor mixing, the
only difference being an overall numerical factor which is
associated to the spin of the considered particle. Finally,
we have stressed that the non-relativistic limit for super-
positions of states with different mass does not produce
any inconsistency in non-relativistic quantum mechanics,
because in this scenario Bargmann’s SSR stemming from
the enforcement of Galilean covariance is not applicable.
Finally, it is important to note that, unlike the case

in neutrino physics, the current model of meson oscilla-
tions is inevitably an effective model since mesons are not
fundamental particles. Indeed, a full-fledged treatment
should involve quarks, whose mixing properties are en-
coded in the Cabibbo–Kobayashi–Maskawa matrix [33].

However, such an analysis would pose a series of prob-
lems, the majority of which are related to the fact that
mesons are made up of quarks tied together by the strong
force. In order to properly understand the issue at high
enough energies, it is necessary to use quantum field the-
ory instead of first quantization. For energies lower than
m1 and m2, it is reasonable to assume that our first-
quantized analysis should be viable.
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The investigation of the phase state of dense matter is hindered by complications of first-principle nonper-
turbative quantum chromodynamics. By performing the first consistent general-relativistic calculations of tidal-
excited g-mode of neutron stars with a first-order strong interaction phase transition in the high-density core,
we demonstrate that gravitational wave signal during binary neutron star inspiral probes their innermost hadron-
quark transition and provides potent constraints from present and future gravitational-wave detectors.

Introduction.− Despite decades of exploration, the phase
state of cold, dense matter is still a fundamental problem
that remains unresolved. This problem pertains to low-energy
nonperturbative quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [1] and is
one of the key scientific goals in current and anticipated rel-
ativistic heavy-ion collision experiments [2]. It is widely be-
lieved that this type of matter exists in the core of neutron stars
(NSs). The equation of state (EoS) of dense stellar matter has
drawn much attention in the era of gravitational wave (GW)
astronomy. This is because the observations of GW170817
led to the first measurement of NS tidal deformability [3],
which offered valuable insight into the phase state of dense
matter [4].

The tidal deformability accounts for the quadrupole defor-
mations of inspiraling NSs, which are induced by the tidal
force from each other, when the quasi-equilibrium approxi-
mation can be utilized (i.e., the tidal field changes slowly).
While in the late stage of the inspiral phase, once the binary’s
orbital frequency approaches the frequency of a particular nor-
mal mode of NSs, a resonance can occur. This resonance will
transfer the orbital energy to the stellar oscillation via a mech-
anism referred to as the dynamical tide. This event will ac-
celerate the orbital decay and result in a phase shift in the
GW waveform, which will provide insights into the NS inner
structure with the help of GW detection from inspiraling NSs.

Previous studies have focused on the interfacial (i) modes,
which are excited at the interface between the solid crust and
fluid core [5, 6]. These modes typically have frequencies of
∼ 100 Hz and contribute ∼ O(0.1) phase shifts during reso-
nance, making them promising candidates for detection using
Advanced LIGO (aLIGO) and 3rd generation GW detectors
such as Einstein Telescope (ET) and Cosmic Explorer (CE).
Attempts have also been made to infer NS EoS through tide-
induced f-modes and g-modes, which arise from composition
gradients within the NS’s interior. Studies (see e.g., Ref. [7–
12]) have shown that f-modes are challenging to excite due
to their high resonant frequencies, whereas g-modes demon-
strate negligible phase shifts because their couplings to tidal
fields are meager.

In this Letter, we investigate a unique type of g-modes,
known as discontinuity g-modes, which are expected to oc-
cur in NSs that possibly have a strong phase transition in their

high-density inner cores. Our study showcases how discon-
tinuity g-modes’ dynamical tide can be leveraged to probe
the dense matter’s phase transition properties using the data
obtained from GW170817, along with possible observations
from the next-generation GW detectors.

G-modes of hybrid stars.− The existence of a quark core
inside NSs (also called hybrid stars) has been discussed with
Newtonian formulations of perturbations and tidal couplings,
focusing on the i-mode at the interface of a crystalline quark
core and a fluid hadronic envelope [13]. With the solid
quark core condition relaxed, we here employ a full general
relativistic (GR) formalism as follows: 1) Constructing the
background hybrid stars in hydrostatic equilibrium using Ein-
stein’s field equations, specifically the Tolman-Oppenheimer-
Volkoff equations, and 2) Computing their discontinuity g-
modes by solving the linear pulsation equations in general
relativity [14, 15]. This study focuses solely on the l = 2
g-modes, as they have the strongest coupling to the tidal grav-
itational field. We use the generic constant-speed-of-sound
(CSS) parameterization [16] to construct the sharp first-order
hadron-quark phase transition and model the quark matter in
the high-density cores of NSs. Previous studies have thor-
oughly discussed the weak density dependence of the speed
of sound in quark matter (see e.g., [16, 17]). This allows us
to determine the equation of state (EoS) from the start of the
phase transition up to the maximum central density of the star
by using three phase-transition parameters: the transition den-
sity εt, the transition strength ∆ε and the speed of sound in
quark matter cs. The QMF [18] and NL3ωρ [19] models are
employed to describe the fiducial soft and stiff hadronic mat-
ter, respectively, while maintaining consistency with labora-
tory nuclear experiments.

It is worth noting that since the discontinuity g-modes are
a result of the discontinuities in the density profile of the star,
we expect the frequency of these modes to depend on both
the transition strength and the transition density. Based on our
calculations, we observe that the g-mode frequency typically
falls within the range of 100 Hz to 1500 Hz, which is strongly
dependent on the transition strength. The transition strength
varies between ∼ 5 MeV/fm3 and ∼ 300 MeV/fm3. Our
study also indicates that the speed of sound (cs) has a subdom-
inant effect on mode frequency. Specifically, the difference in
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FIG. 1. Total phase shift |δφ̄| and resonant frequency f̄ for a 1.4M� − 1.4M� system (left panel) and a 1.8M� − 1.8M� system (right
panel), depending on the transition densities (represented by pt/εt). fISCO ' 4400 Hz/(M +M ′) denotes the GW frequency corresponding
to the innermost stable circular orbit, at which we assume the signal of inspiral phase shut off [20]. Also plotted are the detectability thresholds
of aLIGO, ET and CE, which are calculated from their designed sensitivities by assuming the system is located at DL = 100 Mpc.

mode frequency between the cs = 1/
√

3 case (corresponding
to the conformal limit) and the cs = 1 case (corresponding to
the casual limit) is found to be less than ∼ 10%. Thus, for
the purpose of our analysis, we solely focus on extremely stiff
quark matter with a speed of sound cs = 1.

Tidal coupling and waveform correction.−Throughout the
inspiral process, the binary’s individual components will be
subject to external tidal forces from their respective compan-
ions. Upon the tidal driving frequency nearing the g-mode
frequency of the NSs, it becomes possible to trigger inter-
nal stellar oscillations through resonance, ultimately causing
a phase shift in the GW waveform. The phase shift resulting
from mode resonance in a single star is represented as [8]:

δφ ' −0.12

(
Q

0.01

)2(
600 Hz
f

)2(
2q

1 + q

)
M−4

1.4R
2
12 ,

(1)
where q = M ′/M with M ′ representing the companion star
mass. Q is the tidal overlap integral between the l = 2 g-mode
and the tidal field, and here we take its relativistic form [21],

Q =
1

MR2

∫ √−ge−2Φd3x(p+ ε)ξ∗µ∇µ(r2Y2m) , (2)

to account for the GR treatment of the perturbation. Here,
g represents the determinant of the metric of the background
spacetime and e2Φ = gtt is the (t, t) component of the met-
ric. ξµ = (0, re−λWY2m, V ∂θY2m, V sin−2 ∂φY2m) is the
Lagrangian displacement of the eigenmode with the normal-
ization

∫ √−gd3xe−2Φ(p + ε)ξ∗µξµ = MR2. Y2m is the

l = 2 spherical harmonic. The transition density and tran-
sition strength affect the tidal overlap integral and its typical
value remains at ∼ O(0.01).

The total phase correction for a binary NS waveform
h(f) = AeiΨ(f), which takes into account the mode reso-
nances of both components, is expressed as [6, 22]:

∆Ψ(f) = −
∑

i

δφi

(
1− f

fi

)
Θ(f − fi)

≈ −δφ̄
(

1− f

f̄

)
Θ(f − f̄) ,

(3)

where fi is the g-mode frequency of the i-th star and δφ̄i rep-
resents the corresponding phase shift due to resonance. Here,
Θ(·) is the Heaviside step function. The second line of Eq. (3)
introduces the total phase shift δφ̄ =

∑
i δφi and the resonant

frequency f̄ = δφ̄/
∑
i(δφi/fi) to reduce the number of pa-

rameters [6]. For simplicity, |δφ̄|will be used as the waveform
parameter from here on.

Detectability.−Fig. 1 displays the total phase shift |δφ̄|
against the resonant frequency f̄ for two equal-mass binary
systems, along with the detection thresholds of aLIGO and
3rd generation detectors. These thresholds are computed us-
ing a Fisher matrix method [20] and are based on the designed
sensitivities [23] assuming that the binary systems are located
at DL = 100 Mpc. Generally, |δφ̄| decreases with the in-
crease of f̄ since δφ ∝ f−2. For a significant number of
hybrid star models, the total phase shifts are greater than the
detectability threshold of 3rd generation detectors. It is worth
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FIG. 2. Detectable regions of phase transition parameters for a
1.4M� − 1.4M� system (green) and a 1.8M� − 1.8M� sys-
tem (yellow) on the 3rd generation detectors. The red region de-
picts the parameter space ruled out by the mode resonance analysis
of GW170817 at 95% confidence level, and the grey regions repre-
sent the portions eliminated by the maximum mass of observed pul-
sars. The results of QMF+CSS and NL3ωρ+CSS are represented by
dotted and dashed lines, respectively. The critical line corresponds
to ∆ε/εt = 1/2 + 3pt/2εt, dividing the parameter space into two
parts. Below the critical line, there is a hybrid star branch connected
to the hadronic branch, while above the critical line, there is no con-
nected hybrid star branch [16].

noting that there is a threshold frequency fth, which is in-
dependent of the hadronic EoS. Binaries with f̄ . fth may
be detectable by 3rd generation detectors, while those with
f̄ & fth may not be detectable. For a 1.4M� − 1.4M�
system, fth ' 1200 Hz, while for a 1.8M� − 1.8M� sys-
tem, fth ' 1050 Hz. These threshold frequencies lead to
constraints on the phase transition parameters, which are il-
lustrated in the shaded regions (green for 1.4M� − 1.4M�
system and yellow for 1.8M� − 1.8M� system) in Fig. 2. It
is evident that the detection of a signal of mode resonance pro-
vides a new opportunity to probe the properties of the hadron-
quark phase transition, which can serve as a complementary
constraint to other observations, such as the ∼ 2M� max-
imum mass constraint from the most massive pulsars (grey
regions in Fig. 2). In addition, we have derived two helpful
approximations for the mode frequency and tidal overlap inte-
gral, which are outlined in the Supplemental Material. These
approximations can aid in determining phase transition prop-
erties once mode resonance signatures are detected in the fu-
ture. Even if no mode resonance signal is detected, the upper
limit of the phase shift can further rule out a considerable pa-
rameter space.

GW170817 constraints.−We now utilize the available
GW170817 data and conducte a search for mode resonance
signals, utilizing waveform correction as outlined in Eq. (3).
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5.56× 10−2

9.92× 10−2
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FIG. 3. Constraints on phase transition densities (represented by
pt/εt) with GW170817 data for QMF+CSS models. The shaded
regions depict calculations for a GW170817-like system with chirp
mass M = 1.186M� and mass ratio q = 0.7-1. The horizontal
line denotes the 95% upper limit of |δφ̄| < 0.34 obtained with a
low-frequency prior.

This is similar to a previous search conducted in Ref. [6] for
signals in the frequency range of [30, 300] Hz. We employe
a Bayesian parameter estimation approach, following the data
analysis framework presented in Ref. [24]. Our analysis uti-
lizes PYMULTINEST [25] implemented in BILBY [26], which
enabled the simultaneous acquisition of the posterior distribu-
tion of parameters and the model evidence Z . By denoting
H1 as the hypothesis with mode resonance andH0 as the one
without, we are able to compute the Bayes factor from the ev-
idence, B1

0 = Z1/Z0. We adopt two distinct sets of prior dis-
tributions for |δφ̄| and f̄ in hypothesis H1. The first is a low-
frequency prior characterized by |δφ̄| ∼ LogU[10−4, 102]
and f̄ ∼ U[50, 400] Hz. The second is a high-frequency
prior characterized by |δφ̄| ∼ LogU[10−4, 102] and f̄ ∼
U[50, 1600] Hz. Here, U denotes a uniform distribution,
while LogU represents a logarithmic uniform distribution. We
obtain Bayes factors B1

0 = 0.65 and B1
0 = 0.72 for the

low-frequency and high-frequency priors, respectively. Since
these Bayes factors are close to unity, it implies that the two
hypotheses are consistent with each other, regardless of the
choice of prior [27]. We further determine the 95% upper
limit of the total phase shift to be |δφ̄| < 0.34 for the low-
frequency prior case. This upper limit can be utilized to set
constraints on the phase transition parameters. In Fig. 3, we
present the total phase shift and the resonant frequency for a
GW170817-like system with a chirp mass ofM = 1.186M�
and a mass ratio range of q = 0.7–1. The 95% upper limit of
|δφ̄| indicates that hybrid star models with f̄ . 400 Hz and
pt/εt . 0.13 are strongly disfavored by GW 170817 obser-
vations. By converting these constraints on f̄ to phase tran-
sition properties, we conclusively rule out the possibility of a
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weak phase transition (∆ε/εt . 0.1) occurring at low den-
sities (pt/εt . 0.13) with a confidence level of 95%. We
have depicted this region as the red region in Fig. 2. Our
conclusion is in agreement with our previous findings based
on static tidal deformability constraints from GW170817 [28]
and the study of proton and lambda production during rela-
tivistic heavy-ion collisions at several GeV/nucleon incident
beam energies [29].

Discussion.− The investigation of phase transitions in QCD
matter is a central area of interest in physics and has rel-
evance for a range of open problems, such as early Uni-
verse [30, 31], core-collapse supernovae [32], cosmological
gamma-ray bursts [33], as well as the nonperturbative prop-
erties of QCD itself [34]. We propose to probe the phase
transition properties possible in dense NS matter through the
tidal resonant excitation of g-modes. Our analysis demon-
strates that the tidal excitation of g-modes from inspiraling
neutron stars can induce significant phase shifts in the gravi-
tational waveform, on the order of ∼ O(0.1) − O(1). These
shifts are detectable by both aLIGO and 3rd generation de-
tectors. Notably, these low-frequency signatures complement
previous efforts to identify first-order phase transitions using
high-frequency post-merger gravitational waves [35], expand-
ing the range of density regimes that can be probed for poten-
tial phase transitions. We propose two analytical formulas to
clarify the relationship between the phase shift in the gravi-
tational waveform and the properties of the phase transition.
These formulas will be useful for future efforts to directly esti-
mate phase transition parameters using GW data. Our analysis
indicates that the estimation errors are moderate, with a max-
imum of approximately 15% for the mode frequencies and
25% for the tidal overlap integrals (as detailed in the Supple-
mental Material). This leads to a possible underestimation or
overestimation of the phase shift by a factor of no more than
2-3.

To calculate the correction to the gravitational waveform
induced by the g-mode resonance, we use the form pre-
sented in Eq. (3). However, it is important to note that
this form is derived under the assumption that the energy
transfer of the resonance is instantaneous [22]. There-
fore, it is only valid when the duration of the reso-
nance, tres ' 0.009s (M/1.2M�)−5/6(f/600 Hz)−11/6,
is much shorter than the orbital decay time-scale, tD '
0.08s (M/1.2M�)−5/3(f/600 Hz)−8/3 [8]. For resonant
frequencies that are very high (e.g., & 1000 Hz), the wave-
form correction ∆Ψ(f) should be modified to account for the
continuous process of energy transfer during the resonance. It
is also important to consider the relativistic corrections to the
Newtonian orbit as the binary approaches closer, especially
for high resonant frequencies. These improvements will be
the subject of future work.

In addition, it is crucial to identify the physical origin of
the mode resonance signature once it is detected. This is
because there could be other possible origins apart from the
resonant excitation of hybrid star g-modes. As suggested by
Ref. [6], other processes such as tidal-p-g coupling [36] or

those in modified gravity [37, 38] predict different corrections
on the waveform. Therefore, one could perform a Bayesian
model selection to compare these different origins. On the
other hand, crust melting can produce a ∆Ψ(f) similar to
the resonant excitation of g-modes considered here. However,
the resonant frequencies associated with the crust melting are
typically ∼ 100 Hz, whereas hybrid star g-modes have fre-
quencies ranging from ∼ 400 Hz to ∼ 1200 Hz. Our Fisher
analysis shows that the resonant frequencies can be measured
with a precision of .10% using 3rd generation detectors (see
Supplemental Material). This precision would enable us to
discriminate between the g-mode resonance considered here
and the crust melting process by comparing their frequencies.
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Supplemental Material for “Resolving phase transition properties of dense matter through tidal-excited
g-mode from inspiring neutron stars”

A. Pulsation equations in general relativity

For the background star, the static and spherically symmetric line element is given by

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = −e2Φdt2 + e2λdr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2) (1)

where the metric components Φ and λ are functions of r only. We model the star as a perfect fluid, then the
stress-energy-momentum tensor is given by

Tµν = (p+ ε)uµuν + pgµν , (2)

where uµ is the four-velocity. The orthogonal part of the Euler equation ∇µTµν = 0 reads

(p+ ε)uµ∇µuν+ ⊥µν ∇νp = 0, (3)

where ⊥µν= gµν + uµuν is the projection operator. Assuming the Lagrangian displacement of the perturbed star is
ξµ = (0, ξ) with ξ(r, t) = ξ(r)eiωt, then from Eq. (3) one can derive the linear pulsation equation

[L − (p+ ε)e−2Φω2]ξµ = 0, (4)

with

Lξµ = (δp+ δε)uν∇νuµ+ ⊥µν ∇νδp+ iωe−Φ [(p+ ε)∇νuµ + uµ∇νp] ξν + iωe−Φξµuν∇νp. (5)

To obtain the eigenvalue of the mode frequency ω, we assume the metric perturbation as

hµν = −rlH0e
iωtYlmdt

2 − rlH0e
iωtYlmdr

2 − rlKeiωtYlmr2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2)− 2iωrl+1H1e
iωtYlmdtdr, (6)

and the Lagrangian displacement

ξr =rl−1e−λWYlme
iωt,

ξθ =− rl−2V ∂θYlme
iωt,

ξφ =− rl−2 sin−2 θV ∂φYlme
iωt,

(7)

where Ylm(θ, φ) is the spherical harmonics. Note the Eulerian perturbations of energy density and pressure are given
by

δε = (p+ ε)(∆n/n)− ξi dεdxi ,

δp = γp(∆n/n)− ξi dpdxi .
(8)

where γ = [(p + ε)/p](∂p/∂ε)ad is the adiabatic index. The Lagrangian perturbation of baryon number density ∆n
can be derived from the baryon number conservation ∇µ(nuµ) = 0, it reads

∆n = −n∇iξi −
1

2
nδg(3)/g(3), (9)

with g(3) the determinant of the metric of the 3-geometry at constant time. Plugging these perturbations (Eq. 6-8)
into linear Einstein equation δGµν = 8πδTµν , one finds [1, 2]

dH1

dr
=−

[
l + 1 +

2m

r
e2λ + 4πr2(p− ε)e2λ

]
H1

r
+
e2λ

r

[
H +K − 16(ε+ p)V

]
, (10)

dK

dr
=
l(l + 1)

2r
H1 +

H0

r
− (l + 1− rΦ′) K

r
− 8π

r
(ε+ p)eλW, (11)

dW

dr
=− l + 1

r
W + reλ

[
1

γp
e−ΦX − l(l + 1)

r2
V +

1

2
H0 +K

]
, (12)

dX

dr
=− l

r
X + (ε+ p)

eΦ

r

{
1

2
(1− rΦ′)H0 +

1

2

(
ω2r2e−2λ +

l(l + 1)

2

)
H1 −

(
1

2
− 3

2
rΦ′
)
K − l(l + 1)

r
Φ′V

−
(
ω2eλ−2Φ + 4π(ε+ p)eλ − r2(

1

r2
e−λΦ′)′

)
W

}
, (13)
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with

X ≡ ω2(p+ ε)e−ΦV − r−1eΦ−λp′W +
1

2
(p+ ε)eΦH0. (14)

and

(
3m

r
+

(l + 2)(l − 1)

2
+ 4πr2p)H0 =8πr2e−ΦX + r2e−2λ

[
ω2e−2Φ − l(l + 1)

2
Φ′
]
H1

+

[
(l + 2)(l − 1)

2
− ω2r2e−2Φ + (r − 3m− 4πr3p)Φ′

]
K.

(15)

Here the prime denotes the derivative of r. We then follow the method described in Ref. [1] to solve these equations
and find the eigenvalue of ω for each normal mode.

B. Approximations of the mode frequency and tidal overlap integral

In order to estimate the mode frequency, we consider the similar problem in Newtonian mechanics. The pulsation
equation under the Cowling approximation [3] (i.e., neglect the gravitational perturbation) reads

dξr
dr

=

(
gr

c2ad
− 2

)
ξr
r

+

[
l(l + 1)− ω2r2

c2ad

]
ξh
r
,

dξh
dr

=

(
1− N2

ω2

)
ξr
r

+

(
N2r

g
− 1

)
ξh
r
,

(16)

where ξr and ξh are the radial and tangential displacement, respectively. g is the gravitational acceleration. N2 =
g2(1/c2e−1/c2ad) is the Brunt-Väisälä frequency with ce and cad the equilibrium and adiabatic sound speed, respectively.
For simplicity, we assume the star is composed of two layers of incompressible fluid with cad = ce, gr/c

2
ad � 1 and

ω2r2/c2ad � 1. The density for the lower layer (i.e., quark core) and upper layer (i.e., hadronic envelope) are denoted
as ρ− and ρ+. Restrict to l = 2, one finds that Eq. (16) reduces to

dξr
dr

= −2ξr
r

+
6ξh
r
,

dξh
dr

=
ξr
r
− ξh

r
,

(17)

The general solutions can be obtained with

ξr = Ar−4 +Br, ξh = −1

3
Ar−4 +

1

2
Br. (18)

Considering the regularity requirement at r → 0, we obtain the solutions to Eq. (17) as

ξr =





r, 0 < r < Rt,

αR4
t

r4
+
βr

Rt
, Rt < r < R.

(19)

and

ξh =





1

2
r, 0 < r < Rt,

− 1

3

αR4
t

r4
+

1

2

βr

Rt
, Rt < r < R.

(20)

At the interface of two layers, ξr and ∆p = ρg(ω2rξh − ξr) should be continuous, which requires

α =
∆ρ

ρ+

(
6

5

Mc

R3
tω

2
− 3

5

)
Rt,

β = Rt − α,
(21)
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where ∆ρ ≡ ρ− − ρ+ and Mc the mass of core. At the surface, the Lagrangian perturbation of the pressure must
vanish, i.e., ∆p = 0. Using Eq. (19-21) and replacing ρ+ (ρ−) with εt (εt + ∆ε), we finally obtain

ω2 =
(6/5)(∆ε/εt)(1− x5) + 1 + λ−

√
(1 + λ)2 − (12/5)(∆ε/εt)(κ− 1)(1− x5)

(εt + ∆ε)/εt − (2/5)(∆ε/εt)(1− x5)

M

R3
, (22)

where λ = (1/5)(∆ε/εt)[3(κ− 1) + (3 + 2κ)x5] with x = Rt/R and κ = (Mc/M)(R/Rt)
3.

Previously, by analogy to the solution of the gravity waves propagated between two stratified fluid, Finn [4] pointed
out that when the discontinuity near the surface (i.e., R−Rt � Rt), the frequency can be approximated as

ω2 ≈ l(l + 1)
∆ε

εt + ∆ε

R−Rt

R

M

R3
. (23)

It can be seen that at the limit x = Rt/R→ 1, Eq. (22) reduces to the Finn’s estimation Eq. (23).
To approximate the g-mode frequencies numerically calculated in general relativity, we use the same form as Eq. (22)

and Eq. (23) to fit them, namely

ω2 ≈ K1
(6/5)(∆ε/εt)(1− x5) + 1 + λ−

√
(1 + λ)2 − (12/5)(∆ε/εt)(κ− 1)(1− x5)

(εt + ∆ε)/εt − (2/5)(∆ε/εt)(1− x5)

M

R3
, (24)

and

ω2 ≈ K2l(l + 1)
∆ε

εt + ∆ε

R−Rt

R

M

R3
. (25)

We use the data points of stars that have Rt > R/2 alone to do the fitting and find the fitting factor K1 = K2 = 0.015.
The results are plotted in Fig. 1. It can be seen that the estimation of Eq. (25) shows large deviations for stars with
Rt < R/2, which is because the assumption of R−Rt � Rt breaks down at that radius range. However, the estimation
of Eq. (24) still performs well for Rt < R/2. The estimation errors of Eq. (24) is found to not more than ∼ 15%.
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FIG. 1: Left [right] panel shows the estimated Frequencies from Eq. (25) [Eq. (24)] versus the frequencies calculated numerically
from relativistic pulsation equations.

We also find a good approximation for the tidal overlap integral, as shown in Fig. 2. We should mention that such an
approximation is only valid for small transition strength, i.e., ∆ε . 150 MeV/fm3. However, higher transition strength
(∆ε & 150 MeV/fm3) corresponds to higher mode frequencies (& 1200 Hz) that we are not interested in, therefore we

do not need to worry about them when using this approximation. By defining Q̃ ≡ Q[(εt + ∆ε)(εt + pt)/ε
2
t ]−1M−2

1.4 ,
we find

Q̃ ' cx(1− dx)

ea(1−x) + b
. (26)

We fit the data points of the 1.4M� stars and the fitting coefficients are already listed in Table. I. It is found the
estimation errors are less than ∼ 25%.



4

TABLE I: Fitting coefficients of Eq. (26).

Model a b c d

NL3ωρ (stiff) +CSS 6.304 17.793 2.827 1.004

QMF (soft)+CSS 5.726 12.014 3.183 1.064
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FIG. 2: Scaled tidal overlap integral Q̃ versus x. The fitting lines are obtained by using data points of 1.4M� stars alone.

C. Detectability analysis

Following Ref. [5, 6], we use the Fisher information matrix to estimate the detectability of the phase shift due to
resonance, assuming that the GW signal have a large signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). The Fisher information matrix for
a set of parameters {θi} is defined by

Γij =

(
∂h

∂θi
| ∂h
∂θi

)
, (27)

where the inner product is defined by

(h1|h2) = 2

∫ ∞

0

h̃∗1(f)h̃2(f) + h̃1(f)h̃∗2(f)

Sn(f)
df, (28)

with h̃ and Sn are the Fourier transform of GW strain data and the spectral noise density of the detector. The SNR
is given by SNR = (h|h)1/2. The root-mean-square (rms) measurement error of θi can be written as

∆θi =
√

(Γ−1)ii, (29)

where Γ−1 is the inverse of the Fisher information matrix. If the rms error of phase shift ∆|δφ̄|is smaller than |δφ̄|,
then the phase shift is detectable.

We employ the IMRPhenomD NTidal waveform [7], together with the addition of phase correction given by Eq. (5),
to calculate the GW signal. The waveform parameters are

{θi} = {M, q,Λ1,Λ2, dL, |δφ̄|, f̄}. (30)

Here for simplicity, we omit the angular dependence and the stellar rotation. We also fix the tidal defromability
as Λ1.4 = 400 and Λ1.8 = 300, because it is found that ∆|δφ̄| is insensitive to the choice of tidal deformability. In
Table. II we list some quantitative results of rms measurement errors for a 1.4M� − 1.4M� system.

D. Bayesian parameter estimation

We perform a Bayesian parameter estimation to analysis the GW170817 data by incorporating the resonant pa-
rameter |δφ̄| and f̄ . We utilize the IMRPhenomD NTidal waveform for the basic hypothesis H0, whereas add the
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TABLE II: The rms measurement errors of |δφ̄| and f̄ for a 1.4 M� − 1.4 M� system.

f̄ (Hz) |δφ̄| dL (Mpc) Detector SNR ∆f̄ (Hz) ∆|δφ̄|

500 1 100

aLIGO 49 112 0.535

ET 502 16 0.085

CE 1495 10 0.054

750 1 100

aLIGO 49 313 1.368

ET 502 51 0.231

CE 1495 32 0.148

1000 1 100

aLIGO 49 750 3.580

ET 502 129 0.630

CE 1495 83 0.407

phase correction for the hypothesis H1. The waveform parameters are given by

{θi} = {M, q,Λ1,Λ2, χ1z, χ2z, θjn, tc, φc,Ψ, |δφ̄|, f̄} (31)

We fix the location of the source to the position determined by EM observations [8, 9] with α(J2000) = 197.45◦,
δ(J2000) = −23.38◦ and z = 0.0099. The priors of the parameters are chosen by following those have used in Ref. [10],
except the |δφ̄| and f̄ . We employ two priors for |δφ̄| and f̄ , i.e., 1) Low-frequency prior with |δφ̄| ∼ LogU[10−4, 102]
and f̄ ∼ U[50, 400] Hz; 2) High-frequency prior with |δφ̄| ∼ LogU[10−4, 102] and f̄ ∼ U[50, 1600] Hz.

In Fig. 3 we show the posterior distribution of waveform parameters. Since we use the PyMultiNest to sample from
the posterior distribution, we can obtain the evidence (Z) of each hypothesis directly. We then calculate their Bayes
Factor with B1

0 = Z1/Z0. We also calculate the Bayes Factor with the Savage-Dickey Density Ratio method [12], by
using the posterior distribution of hypothesis H1 alone, as

1

B1
0

= lim
|δφ̄|→0

p(|δφ̄||data,H1)

p(|δφ̄||H1)
. (32)

Both two methods give the similar Bayes Factor, i.e., using the evidence we find B1
0 = 0.65 (B1

0 = 0.72) for low-
frequency prior (high-frequency prior), whereas using the Savage-Dickey Density Ratio method we find B1

0 = 0.78
(B1

0 = 1.11) for low-frequency prior (high-frequency prior). Following the quantifying of the significance in Ref. [11],
the Bayes Factor closing to unit indicates that there is no prefer for each hypothesis with current data.

[1] L. Lindblom and S. L. Detweiler. Astrophys. J. Suppl. Ser. 53, 73 (1983).
[2] S. Detweiler and L. Lindblom. Astrophys. J. 292, 12 (1985).
[3] T. G. Cowling. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 101, 367 (1941).
[4] Lee Samuel Finn. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 227, 265 (1987).
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FIG. 3: The posterior distributions of the parameters for low-frequency prior (upper) and high-frequency prior (lower). The
horizontal line in last two diagonal panels denote the prior distributions of corresponding parameters.
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ABSTRACT

A sample of X-ray detected reverberation-mapped quasars provides a unique opportunity to compare cosmological constraints
inferred using twowell-established relations – the X-ray/UV luminosity (𝐿𝑋 −𝐿𝑈𝑉 ) relation and the broad-line region radius-UV
monochromatic luminosity (𝑅− 𝐿) relation. 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 and 𝑅− 𝐿 luminosity distances to the same quasars exhibit a distribution
of their differences that is generally positively skewed for the six cosmological models we consider. This behaviour can be
interpreted qualitatively to arise as a result of the dust extinction of UV/X-ray quasar emission. We show that the extinction
always contributes to the non-zero difference between 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 -based and 𝑅 − 𝐿-based luminosity distances and we derive a
linear relationship between the X-ray/UV colour index 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 and the median/mean value of the luminosity-distance difference,
which also depends on the value of the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation slope. Taking into account the prevailing positive values of the
luminosity-distance difference median, we estimate an average X-ray/UV colour index of 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.089 ± 0.019 mag, while
the value based on the positive mean values of the difference is 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.050 ± 0.013 mag. We demonstrate that this amount
of extinction is typical for the majority of quasars since it originates in the circumnuclear and interstellar media of host galaxies.
It can only be slightly alleviated by the standard hard X-ray and far-UV extinction cuts used by Lusso et al. (2020). Consequently,
the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation QSO data compilation of Lusso et al. (2020) cannot be used for cosmological purposes.

Key words: (cosmology:) cosmological parameters – (cosmology:) observations – (cosmology:) dark energy – (galaxies:)
quasars: emission lines – (ISM:) dust, extinction

1 INTRODUCTION

The spatially-flat ΛCDM cosmological model (Peebles 1984) is
largely consistent with most lower-redshift, 𝑧 . 2.3, observations
(Yu et al. 2018; eBOSS Collaboration 2021; Brout et al. 2022) as
well as with high-redshift cosmic microwave background (CMB)
data at 𝑧 ∼ 1100 (Planck Collaboration 2020). However, there are
several potential tensions between flat ΛCDM parameter values in-
ferred using different techniques (Perivolaropoulos & Skara 2022;
Moresco et al. 2022; Abdalla et al. 2022; Hu & Wang 2023). These

★ E-mail: zajacek@physics.muni.cz
† E-mail: bcz@cft.edu.pl
‡ E-mail: nkhadka@bellarmine.edu
§ E-mail: raj@cft.edu.pl
¶ CNPq Fellow, E-mail: spanda@lna.br
‖ E-mail: mary.martinez@uv.cl
★★ E-mail: ratra@phys.ksu.edu

can be addressed by improving the accuracy and precision of es-
tablished cosmological probes measurements, and also by looking
for alternative cosmological probes, especially in the redshift range
between nearby data and CMB data.
Active galactic nuclei, especially bright quasars (QSOs), appear to

be promising alternative probes due to their broad redshift coverage,
ranging from the nearby Universe (𝑧 = 0.00106 for NGC4395; Brum
et al. 2019) to 𝑧 ≈ 7.642 (J0313–1806; Wang et al. 2021). For
cosmological applications, so far three types of QSO data have been
more widely utilized: (i) QSO angular size observations (Cao et al.
2017; Ryan et al. 2019; Cao et al. 2020, 2021a,b, 2022a; Lian et al.
2021); (ii) data based on the non-linear relation between QSO X-ray
and UV luminosities, the 𝐿𝑋 −𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation (Risaliti & Lusso 2015,
2019; Khadka & Ratra 2020a,b, 2021, 2022; Lusso et al. 2020; Li
et al. 2021; Rezaei et al. 2022; Hu & Wang 2022; Colgáin et al.
2022; Dainotti et al. 2022; Petrosian et al. 2022; Khadka et al. 2023);
and, (iii) data based on the correlation between the rest-frame broad-

© 2023 The Authors
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2 Zajaček et al.

line region (BLR) time delay and the monochromatic luminosity, the
𝑅 − 𝐿 relation (Martínez-Aldama et al. 2019; Panda et al. 2019a,b;
Zajaček et al. 2021; Khadka et al. 2021a, 2022a,b; Czerny et al. 2021,
2023c; Panda 2022; Cao&Ratra 2022, 2023; Cao et al. 2022c; Panda
& Marziani 2023). In addition to these methods, Elvis & Karovska
(2002) suggested using angular diameters of the BLR to measure
the cosmological constant Λ (also see Wang et al. 2020) and Collier
et al. (1999) as well as Cackett et al. (2007) discussed application of
continuum reverberation mapping to measure the Hubble constant.
Also, the H0LiCOW (H0 Lenses in COSMOGRAIL’s Wellspring)
program based on time delays between lensed images of QSOs has
measured the Hubble constant (Birrer et al. 2020).
QSO standardization based on the 𝐿𝑋 −𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation and the con-

structed Hubble diagram has led to claims of strong cosmological
constraints and tension with the ΛCDM model with non-relativistic
matter density parameter Ω𝑚0 ∼ 0.3 (Risaliti & Lusso 2019; Lusso
et al. 2020). However, the analyses of Risaliti & Lusso (2019) and
Lusso et al. (2020) were approximate and based on incorrect as-
sumptions (Khadka & Ratra 2020a,b, 2021, 2022; Banerjee et al.
2021; Petrosian et al. 2022) and the correct technique for analysis
of these data was developed by Khadka & Ratra (2020a). Given the
current quality of these data, one must use them to simultaneously
determine the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation parameters and the cosmological
model parameters, and one must also study a number of different
cosmological models to determine whether 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation pa-
rameter values are independent of the assumed cosmological model.
If the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation parameter values are independent of the
assumed cosmological model the QSOs are standardizable and the
circularity problem is circumvented. We emphasize however that,
when correctly analyzed, the most recent Lusso et al. (2020) data
compilation is not standardizable (Khadka & Ratra 2021, 2022), be-
cause the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation parameters depend on the assumed
cosmological model as well as on redshift (Khadka & Ratra 2021,
2022). Khadka & Ratra (2022) discovered that the largest of the
seven sub-samples in the Lusso et al. (2020) QSO compilation, the
SDSS-4XMM one that contains about 2/3 of the total QSOs, has an
𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation that depends on the cosmological model and on
redshift and is the main source of the problem with the Lusso et al.
(2020) data.
On the other hand, the BLR 𝑅 − 𝐿 relation parameters generally

appear independent of the adopted cosmological model (Khadka
et al. 2021a, 2022a,b; Cao et al. 2022c). Cosmological constraints
are weak, but for Mg ii and C iv QSOs they are consistent with
those from better-established probes (Khadka et al. 2022b; Cao et al.
2022c). However, there is a 2𝜎 tension between the constraints given
by H𝛽 QSOs and those from the better-established probes (Khadka
et al. 2022a). The tension, and possible systematic issues, related
to H𝛽 QSOs will need to be addressed when more reverberation-
mapped (RM) QSOs are available, e.g., from the upcoming Vera C.
Rubin telescope and its Legacy Survey of Space and Time, LSST
(see e.g. Ivezić et al. 2019; Panda et al. 2019a; Czerny et al. 2023a)
and the Sloan Digital Sky Survey V (SDSS-V) Black Hole Mapper
(Almeida et al. 2023).
In summary, both 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation and 𝑅− 𝐿 relation data pro-

vide cosmological constraints, which is encouraging, but they have
their own systematic problems that require further study. Recently,
we analyzed a sample of 58 X-ray detected RMMg iiQSOs (Khadka
et al. 2023), from which we measured both 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation
and 𝑅 − 𝐿 relation parameter values that are consistent with values
measured using larger samples. The goal was to compare cosmolog-
ical constraints inferred from the QSOs for both these relations. A
main result of this study was that while the 𝑅 − 𝐿 relation measure-

ments favored a smaller Ω𝑚0 value consistent with the Ω𝑚0 ∼ 0.3
value measured using better-established cosmological probes data,
the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation measurements favored a larger value of Ω𝑚0
than the better-established cosmological probes value.

In Khadka et al. (2023) we showed this is in agreement with the
tendency for luminosity distances based on 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation data
to have a mean value smaller than luminosity distances based on
𝑅 − 𝐿 relation data, for the same QSOs. The median 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉

relation luminosity distance values, on the other hand, are mostly
larger except for the flat and non-flat XCDM models. We note that
these results are based on the distribution of the luminosity-distance
difference (log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿−log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

) normalized by the square
root of the quadratic sum of the corresponding uncertainties.

Here we revisit the non-zeromedian (mean) of the difference of the
luminosity distances based on 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation and 𝑅− 𝐿 relation
data sets. It is expected that, in the absence of systematic effects, the
median (mean) of the distance difference distribution should vanish
within uncertainties sincewe construct the distribution from the same
sample of sources and the luminosity distance to a particular source
must be the same for both methods. The offset from zero hints at
a systematic effect in one or both data sets and demands further
analysis.

We propose that the offset in the (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)

distribution may be attributed to the extinction (absorption and scat-
tering) of UV and X-ray photons along the line of sight. Since
the extinction curve generally increases from the UV (2500Å) to
the soft X-ray bands (2 keV), we evaluate the differential extinc-
tion or the optical depth difference between X-ray and UV bands,
𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 . Specifically, we derive a simple analytical relation be-
tween 𝜏𝑋 −𝜏𝑈𝑉 and the slope 𝛾′ of the 𝐿𝑋 −𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation as well as
the luminosity-distance difference (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿),
i.e. 𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 = 𝑓 (𝛾′, log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿). This way
the mean differential extinction effect, or the X-ray/UV colour index,
can be directly inferred for the current sample of 58 X-ray RMQSOs
as well as any future sample of such sources.

We show that the positive skewness of (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
−

log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) distributions for all the considered cosmological mod-
els, including the flat ΛCDM model, with prevailing positive me-
dians, can be explained by a mild extinction of the UV and X-ray
flux densities from QSOs. The median UV/X-ray colour index is
estimated to be 0.089 ± 0.019 mag (the mean value is 0.050 ± 0.013
mag) for the sample of 58 X-ray detected, RM sources (Khadka et al.
2023). We demonstrate that this amount of extinction is typical for
the majority of QSOs, originates in the circumnuclear and interstellar
media of host galaxies (Czerny et al. 2004), and is only slightly alle-
viated by standard hard X-ray and far-UV extinction cuts (Lusso et al.
2020). Consequently, the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation QSO data compilation
of Lusso et al. (2020) cannot be used for cosmological purposes.

Our paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we describe the
characteristics of the dataset of X-ray RM QSOs. In Section 3 we
summarize the calculation method for luminosity distances and the
different cosmological models we utilize. Subsequently, in Section 4,
we derive the relation between the X-ray and UV optical depth differ-
ence (colour index) and the luminosity-distance difference. Our main
results are presented in Section 5. We provide additional discussion
of the source selection and our results in Section 6 and conclude in
Section 7.
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Figure 1. The position of the sample of 58 X-ray detected RM sources on the sky. Right ascension (RA expressed in hours) is along the 𝑥-axis, while declination
(DEC expressed in degrees) is along the 𝑦-axis. The white dotted circle in the North hemisphere denotes the sample of 53 SDSS-RM sources (Shen et al. 2016,
2019; Homayouni et al. 2020), while the five remaining sources (Metzroth et al. 2006; Yu et al. 2021) are more scattered to the south. The figure also shows
the dust extinction map of the Milky Way (red-orange band) colour-coded using the logarithm of the (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) colour index 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 according to Schlegel et al.
(1998). The position of the Galactic center (Sgr A*) is marked by a white star, while the North and the South Galactic poles are depicted by plus signs. The
Ecliptic plane and the surrounding band of ± 10 degrees are represented by the white dashed line and the gray shaded area, respectively.

2 DATA DESCRIPTION

The sample of X-ray-detected RM QSOs consists of 58 sources with
59 measurements of BLR time delays since the time delay for NGC
4151 was measured twice (Metzroth et al. 2006). The sample is
described in detail in Khadka et al. (2023) and we list the main ob-
servables, i.e. the redshift 𝑧, the rest-frame Mg ii time delay 𝜏, 2 keV
flux density per frequency 𝐹𝑋 , 2500Å flux density per frequency
𝐹𝑈𝑉 , and 3000Å flux density 𝐹3000, in Appendix A of Khadka
et al. (2023). The sample consists of 53 sources from the Sloan
Digital Sky Survey RM programme (SDSS-RM; Shen et al. 2016,
2019; Homayouni et al. 2020), NGC 4151 (Metzroth et al. 2006),
and 4 sources from the OzDES RM programme (Yu et al. 2021). The
sample position on the sky with respect to the Galactic plane and
the Galactic center (Sgr A*; Eckart et al. 2017) is shown in Fig. 1,
which is colour-coded using the decadic logarithm of the (𝐵 − 𝑉)
colour index log 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 according to Schlegel et al. (1998).
The redshift range of the sources is 0.0041 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 1.686 with

a median 𝑧 of 0.990 and 16% and 84% percentiles at 0.527 and
1.454, respectively. Considering the flat ΛCDM model with Ω𝑚0 =
0.3, the 2 keV luminosities range between 1.9 × 1041 erg s−1 and
6.1 × 1044 erg s−1 with a median value of 4.4 × 1043 erg s−1, the
UV luminosities at 2500Å range between 1.2 × 1043 erg s−1 and
1.3× 1046 erg s−1 with a median value of 9.3× 1044 erg s−1, and the
rest-frame time delays of the broad Mg ii line range between 5.3 and
387.9 days with a median value of 92.0 days.
In addition, we analyze a subsample of 21 sources that meet the

hard X-ray index and far UV slope criteria of Lusso et al. (2020).
The subsample was already described in Khadka et al. (2023).1

1 Using the source identification (ID) of Khadka et al. (2023) (see their
Appendix A), the IDs of the sources are the following: 18, 28, 44, 118, 159,

The redshift range of the subsample is 0.418 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 1.587 with a
median of 0.919 and 16% and 84% percentiles of 0.4810 and 1.3394,
respectively. For the flat ΛCDM model with Ω𝑚0 = 0.3, the 2 keV
luminosities of the subsample range between 1.6 × 1043 erg s−1 and
1.5×1044 erg s−1 with a median of 4.8×1043 erg s−1, the 2500Å UV
luminosities range between 5.9× 1043 erg s−1 and 4.8× 1045 erg s−1
with a median value of 9.5 × 1044 erg s−1, and the rest-frame time
delays of theMg ii broad-line emission range between 17.2 and 387.9
days with a median value of 99.1 days.

3 COSMOLOGICAL MODELS AND PARAMETERS

The application of these QSO observations in cosmology depends
on the empirical measurement of the QSO luminosity distances. This
requires the assumption of a cosmological model. However, to de-
termine whether or not the QSOs are standardizable requires that
we study them in a number of different cosmological models to see
whether or not the empirical correlation relation used to determine
their luminosities is independent of the assumed cosmological model
(Khadka & Ratra 2020c). In this paper, we use three spatially-flat
and three spatially non-flat2 cosmological models to determine QSO

185, 260, 280, 301, 303, 338, 440, 449, 459, 522, 588, 675, J141214, J141018,
J141650, and J141644.
2 For discussions of constraints on spatial curvature see Rana et al. (2017),
Ooba et al. (2018b), Park & Ratra (2019a), DES Collaboration (2019), Efs-
tathiou & Gratton (2020), Di Valentino et al. (2021), Khadka et al. (2021b),
Dhawan et al. (2021), Renzi et al. (2022), Geng et al. (2022), Cao et al.
(2022b), Mukherjee & Banerjee (2022), Glanville et al. (2022), Wu et al.
(2023), de Cruz Pérez et al. (2023), Dahiya & Jain (2022), Stevens et al.
(2022), Favale et al. (2023), and references therein.
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luminosity distances. In any cosmological model, the luminosity dis-
tance can be computed as a function of redshift (𝑧) and cosmological
parameters (p) in the following way,

𝐷𝐿 (𝑧, p) =



𝑐 (1+𝑧)
𝐻0

√
Ω𝑘0
sinh

[
𝐻0

√
Ω𝑘0
𝑐 𝐷𝐶 (𝑧, p)

]
if Ω𝑘0 > 0,

(1 + 𝑧)𝐷𝐶 (𝑧, p) if Ω𝑘0 = 0,

𝑐 (1+𝑧)
𝐻0
√
|Ω𝑘0 |

sin
[
𝐻0
√
|Ω𝑘0 |
𝑐 𝐷𝐶 (𝑧, p)

]
if Ω𝑘0 < 0.

(1)

Here 𝑐 is the speed of light, 𝐻0 is the Hubble constant, Ω𝑘0 is
the current value of the spatial curvature energy density parameter,
and 𝐷𝐶 (𝑧, p) is the comoving distance. 𝐷𝐶 (𝑧, p) is computed as a
function of 𝑧 and p for a given cosmological model as follows,

𝐷𝐶 (𝑧, p) = 𝑐

∫ 𝑧

0

𝑑𝑧′

𝐻 (𝑧′, p) , (2)

where 𝐻 (𝑧, p) is the Hubble parameter that is given next for the six
cosmological models we use in this paper.
In compact form, the Hubble parameter in all six models (spatially

flat/non-flat ΛCDM model, XCDM parametrization, and 𝜙CDM
model) can be written as

𝐻 (𝑧) = 𝐻0

√︃
Ω𝑚0 (1 + 𝑧)3 +Ω𝑘0 (1 + 𝑧)2 +Ω𝐷𝐸 (𝑧), (3)

where Ω𝑘0 vanishes in the spatially-flat models. For the ΛCDM
models and XCDM parametrizations,Ω𝐷𝐸 (𝑧) =Ω𝐷𝐸0 (1+ 𝑧)1+𝜔𝑋 ,
whereΩ𝐷𝐸0 is the current value of the dark energy density parameter
and𝜔𝑋 is the dark energy equation of state parameter. For theΛCDM
models 𝜔𝑋 = −1 and for the 𝑋CDM parametrizations 𝜔𝑋 is a free
parameter to be determined from observational data. For the 𝜙CDM
models (Peebles & Ratra 1988; Ratra & Peebles 1988; Pavlov et al.
2013),Ω𝐷𝐸 (𝑧) =Ω𝜙 (𝑧, 𝛼) can be obtained by solving the equations
of motion of a spatially homogeneous scalar field model numerically.
Here 𝛼 is a positive parameter characterizing the inverse-power-law
potential energy density of the dynamical dark energy scalar field
(𝜙) and can be constrained by using observational data.3
To determine QSO luminosity distances using empirical correla-

tion relations, Eqs. (4) and (6) below, we perform likelihood analysis
of predicted luminosity distances in a given cosmological model us-
ing Eq. (1) and the observational luminosity distances obtained from
Eq. (5) or Eq. (7) below. This allows us to measure the nuisance
parameters involved in the correlation relation (and check whether
they are independent of cosmological model parameters) and that
ultimately leads us to the determination of the QSO luminosity dis-
tances. For a detailed description of the computational method and
the determination of QSO luminosity distances used in this paper see
Khadka et al. (2023).

4 UV AND X-RAY EXTINCTION AND LUMINOSITY
DISTANCES

The source intrinsic UV and X-ray flux densities (per frequency)
at 2500Å and 2 keV, 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 and 𝐹𝑋,𝑖 , respectively, are not af-
fected by extinction. The corresponding luminosities are calculated

3 For discussions of constraints on the 𝜙CDM model see Zhai et al. (2017),
Ooba et al. (2018a, 2019), Park & Ratra (2018, 2019b, 2020), Solà Peracaula
et al. (2019), Singh et al. (2019), Ureña-López & Roy (2020), Sinha &
Banerjee (2021), Xu et al. (2022), de Cruz Perez et al. (2021), Jesus et al.
(2022), Adil et al. (2023), Dong et al. (2023), Van Raamsdonk & Waddell
(2023), and references therein.

as 𝐿𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 = 4𝜋𝐷2L𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 and 𝐿𝑋,𝑖 = 4𝜋𝐷2L𝐹𝑋,𝑖 , where 𝐷L is the
luminosity distance of a given QSO.
For the 𝑅 − 𝐿 relation, the corresponding UV luminos-

ity is expressed at 3000Å, 𝐿3000,𝑖 = 4𝜋𝐷2L𝐹3000,aa3000 =

4𝜋𝐷2L𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 (2500/3000)𝛼a a3000, where 𝛼a ' −0.45 is the mean
QSO continuum slope in the frequency domain (𝐹a ∝ a𝛼a ; Vanden
Berk et al. 2001) and a3000 is the frequency corresponding to 3000Å.
The 𝑅 − 𝐿 relation is written in the form,

log
(

𝜏

days

)
= 𝛽 + 𝛾 log

(
𝐿3000,𝑖

10[ erg s−1

)
(4)

where 𝛾, 𝛽, and [ represents the slope, intercept, and normalization
coefficients, respectively, and log ≡ log10 is the decadic logarithm.
From Eq. (4), we can derive an expression for the luminosity distance
𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿 as a function of 𝜏, 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 , and the coefficients of the 𝑅 − 𝐿

relation,

log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿 = (5)
1
2𝛾

{log 𝜏 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 [log (4𝜋) + log 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 + 15.04 − []} .

The 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation considering the intrinsic X-ray and UV
luminosities of the source 𝐿𝑋,𝑖 and 𝐿𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 located at the luminosity
distance 𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

can be expressed as

log
(

𝐿𝑋,𝑖

erg s−1 Hz−1

)
= 𝛽′ + 𝛾′ log

(
𝐿𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖

10[′ erg s−1Hz−1

)
, (6)

where 𝛽′, 𝛾′, and [′ denote quantities analogous to those in Eq. (4).
The luminosity distance 𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

inferred from the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉

relation given in Eq. (6) is,

log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
= (7)

1
2(1 − 𝛾′) [𝛽

′ + (𝛾′ − 1) log (4𝜋) + 𝛾′(log 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 − [′) − log 𝐹𝑋,𝑖] .

Taking into account just the intrinsic UV and X-ray flux densities,
we evaluate the luminosity-distance difference,

(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)𝑖 = 𝛿 +

log 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 − log 𝐹𝑋,𝑖

2(1 − 𝛾′) , (8)

where the factor 𝛿 is a function of 𝛾, 𝛽, 𝛾′, 𝛽′, and 𝜏,

𝛿 =
𝛽 − log 𝜏
2𝛾

+ 𝛽′ − 𝛾′[′

2(1 − 𝛾′) + 7.52 −
[

2
. (9)

In the following we assume that, in the absence of a system-
atic effect, the luminosity distance difference for a given source,
and the statistical mean (median) of the luminosity distance dif-
ferences, vanish, i.e. (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)𝑖 ≡ 0, hence
𝛿+(log 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖−log 𝐹𝑋,𝑖)/[2(1−𝛾′)] = 0. However, during the prop-
agation of light through the circumnuclear and interstellar medium
of the host galaxy, both UV and X-ray photons are absorbed and
scattered with wavelength-dependent optical depths 𝜏𝑈𝑉 and 𝜏𝑋 ,
respectively. The observed flux densities are therefore attenuated
following the exponential law, 𝐹𝑈𝑉 = 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 exp (−𝜏𝑈𝑉 ) and
𝐹𝑋 = 𝐹𝑋,𝑖 exp (−𝜏𝑋 ). Hence, the resulting luminosity-distance dif-
ference under the influence of extinction in both the UV and X-ray
domains is,

(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)ext = (10)

𝛿 +
log 𝐹𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖 − log 𝐹𝑋,𝑖

2(1 − 𝛾′) + (𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 ) log 𝑒
2(1 − 𝛾′) ' (𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 ) log 𝑒

2(1 − 𝛾′) ,

where the second equation follows because the sum of the first two
terms on the right-hand side of the first of Eqs. (10) is intrinsically
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zero. In Eq. (10), log 𝑒 denotes the decadic logarithm of Euler’s
number, i.e. log 𝑒 ' 0.434. Consequently, the optical depth difference
𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 can be expressed as a function of the luminosity-distance
difference and the slope 𝛾′ of the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation,

𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 =
2(1 − 𝛾′)
log 𝑒

(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)ext . (11)

The extinction in magnitudes at a given wavelength is directly pro-
portional to the optical depth, 𝐴_ = 1.086𝜏_. Hence we can express
the X-ray/UV colour excess as

𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 ≡ 𝐴𝑋 − 𝐴𝑈𝑉 ' (12)

' 5.001(1 − 𝛾′)
〈
(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)ext
〉
,

where the angular brackets represent the median or the mean value of
the luminosity-distance difference for a given population of QSOs.

5 RESULTS

We use Eq. (12) to compute
〈
(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)ext
〉

for the sample of 58 X-ray detected RM QSOs. In Khadka et al.
(2023) we simultaneously measured the 𝑅 − 𝐿 or 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 re-
lation parameters and the cosmological-model parameters for six
different cosmological models – flat and non-flat ΛCDM, XCDM,
and 𝜙CDM. Based on the cosmological parameter values, we com-
puted the 𝑅 − 𝐿-based and 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 -based luminosity distances,
𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿 and 𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

, respectively. Figure 2 shows distribu-
tions of log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿 . In comparison with Khadka
et al. (2023), here we construct distributions of non-normalized
luminosity-distance differences, from which 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 can be inferred
using Eq. (12). The normalized luminosity-distance distributions
computed in Khadka et al. (2023) are appropriate for comparing
the 𝑅 − 𝐿-based and 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 -based luminosity distances for each
source.
For the graphical representation in Fig. 2, we binned

(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
−log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) into ten bins in the range (−3, 3), on

a uniform grid with bin width of 0.6. The uncertainty in the number
of sources falling into the bin is estimated as 𝜎𝑦,𝑖 =

√
𝑁𝑖 , while the

uncertainty in the luminosity-distance difference is estimated from
the mean-variance for each bin through

𝜎𝑥,𝑖 =

[
1
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖

(𝜎2log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
,𝑖
+ 𝜎2log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿 ,𝑖

)
]1/2

. (13)

The uncertainty in the luminosity-distance difference 𝜎𝑥,𝑖 has the
mean value of 0.39 for the flat ΛCDM model, which is comparable
to the bin half-width. This justifies the applied binning.
The distributions of the luminosity distance differences have com-

mon characteristics. At first glance, the peak of each distribution
(the bin with the largest number of sources) is shifted to the pos-
itive side, which hints at positive values of 𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 and hence
also 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 . We summarize the main characteristics, specifically
the distribution median, 16%, and 84% percentiles, mean, standard
deviation, skewness, Fisher’s kurtosis, and the Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test statistic, in Table 1. For four out of six models, the median is
positive; it is negative for the flat and non-flat XCDM models. The
mean value is positive for flat ΛCDM, flat and non-flat 𝜙CDMmod-
els. All of the distributions are positively skewed and their Fisher’s
kurtosis is greater than zero, which implies a heavier tail than for
the normal distribution. The two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS)
test is applied between each model and the flat ΛCDMmodel. All of
the KS 𝑝-values are close to one, hence the null hypothesis that the

(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) distributions are drawn from the

same underlying distribution as the one for the flat ΛCDM model is
valid.
We first evaluate 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 using the median values of

(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) in Table 2, where we also list the

corresponding best-fit values of the slope 𝛾′ of the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 re-
lation. The X-ray/UV colour index 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 is expressed in magni-
tudes and, as seen from Eq. (12), its value is greater than the median
luminosity-distance offset by about a factor of two. The maximum
value is 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.108±0.020mag for the non-flat 𝜙CDMmodel,
while the smallest value is 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = −0.104 ± 0.020 mag for the
flat XCDMmodel. For the flat and non-flatΛCDM and 𝜙CDMmod-
els, the value of the colour index is positive, while for the flat and
non-flat XCDM models, 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 is negative based on the nega-
tive median values of (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿). Consider-
ing all the absolute values, we obtain the mean absolute value of
|𝐸 |𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.092± 0.017mag, while only the positive values yield
the mean value 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.089 ± 0.019 mag.
Ifwe consider themean values of (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

−log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)
(see Table 2), the maximum colour index of 0.060 ± 0.011 mag
is found for the non-flat 𝜙CDM model, while the minimum value
of −0.159 ± 0.030 mag is for the non-flat XCDM model. We find
positive values of 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 for the flat ΛCDM, flat and non-flat
𝜙CDM models, while for the non-flat ΛCDM, flat and non-flat
XCDM models 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 is negative. Considering all the absolute
values, we obtain the mean absolute X-ray/UV colour index of
|𝐸 |𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.077±0.057mag. Taking into account just the positive
values, we obtain 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.050 ± 0.013 mag.
We show the distributions of 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 (in magnitudes) for flat and

non-flat ΛCDM, XCDM, and 𝜙CDM cosmological models in Fig. 3,
where the distribution means are depicted with red solid vertical
lines, medians are represented by red vertical dashed lines, and the
16%- and 84%-percentiles are shown with red vertical dotted lines.
The basic statistical properties of these distributions are summarized
in Table 2.
The positive value of the 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 index in most of the cosmo-

logical models, including the flat ΛCDM model, implies that the
extinction is present in the sample, and the effect is actually stronger
in the X-ray band than in the UV band. If we assume zero extinc-
tion in the UV domain, then we can convert the mean value of
𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.050 ± 0.013 mag to the hydrogen column density 𝑁𝐻

which is customarily used in X-ray studies. Assuming just elec-
tron scattering, we can derive the mean intrinsic column density
𝑁𝐻 = 6.9 × 1021 cm−2, which is moderate. It can even be lower if
the effect is partially due to X-ray absorption. If UV extinction is also
present, then the corresponding 𝑁𝐻 would clearly be higher since
we determine only the difference of the two effects. However, it is
not likely that the two effects just compensate, so both X-ray and UV
extinction effects are noticeable but not dramatically strong in our
sample.
Assuming that in our sample UV extinction is negligible, we can

use the mean X-ray extinction determined by our sample to correct
the measured values of the log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

. All actual values should
be 0.032 larger if corrected for the X-ray extinction. When used for
the flat ΛCDM cosmology, it systematically pushes the best solution
towards significantly higher values of Ω𝑚0, roughly by 0.14, as esti-
mated from the standard cosmology calculator for a median redshift
of 0.99, as in our sample.
Our analysis results in only the difference in the extinction effect

in X-ray and UV bands and we cannot correct the sample without
additional spectral studies.
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Figure 2. Distributions of the quasar luminosity-distance differences log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿 for 58 sources for flat and non-flat ΛCDM, XCDM, and

𝜙CDM cosmological models (from top to bottom row). The X-ray/UV colour index 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 5.001(1− 𝛾′) (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) is enumerated

along the top 𝑥 axis in each panel. Solid red vertical lines are the difference means, dashed red vertical lines are the difference medians, and dotted red vertical
lines are 16% and 84% percentiles. The bin width is 0.6 and the histogram 𝑦 uncertainties for each bin are 𝜎𝑦,𝑖 =

√
𝑁𝑖 where 𝑁𝑖 is the number of points in

each bin. The 𝑥 errorbars for each bin are 𝜎𝑥,𝑖 = [ (1/𝑁 ) ∑𝑖 (𝜎2log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
,𝑖
+ 𝜎2log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿 ,𝑖

) ]1/2.
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Figure 3. Distributions of the X-ray/UV colour indices 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 for 58 sources for flat and non-flat ΛCDM, XCDM, and 𝜙CDM cosmological models (from
top to bottom row). The X-ray/UV colour index 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 5.001(1 − 𝛾′) (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) is calculated based on the luminosity distances
for each source and the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation slope for each cosmological model. Solid red vertical lines stand for 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 means, dashed red vertical lines are
𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 medians, and dotted red vertical lines are the corresponding 16% and 84% percentiles. The bin width is 1.2 and the histogram 𝑦 uncertainties for each
bin are 𝜎𝑦,𝑖 =

√
𝑁𝑖 where 𝑁𝑖 is the number of points in each bin. The 𝑥 errorbars for each bin are estimated using 𝜎𝑥,𝑖 = [ (1/𝑁 ) ∑𝑖 (𝜎2𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖

) ]1/2 where
𝜎2
𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 ,𝑖

is calculated by the error propagation of the luminosity-distance uncertainties as well as the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation slope uncertainties.
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Table 1. Characteristics of the distributions (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) for six cosmological models listed in the first column. The distributions are

graphically depicted in Fig. 2. From the left to the right columns, we list the distribution median, 16%- and 84%-percentiles, mean, standard deviation, skewness,
Fisher’s kurtosis, and the Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test statistic including the corresponding 𝑝-value.

Model Median 16% 84% Mean Standard deviation Skewness Fisher’s kurtosis KS test
flat ΛCDM 0.0423 -0.7036 0.6080 0.0167 0.8059 0.2307 1.4888 0.0000, 𝑝 = 1.0000
non-flat ΛCDM 0.0310 −0.7229 0.5806 −0.0030 0.7786 0.2137 1.4800 0.0690, 𝑝 = 0.9993
flat XCDM −0.0539 −0.7911 0.5106 −0.0768 0.8055 0.2355 1.4910 0.1034, 𝑝 = 0.9192
non-flat XCDM −0.0490 −0.7969 0.5003 −0.0812 0.7790 0.2170 1.4818 0.1034, 𝑝 = 0.9192
flat 𝜙CDM 0.0534 −0.6766 0.6097 0.0293 0.7930 0.2327 1.4897 0.0345, 𝑝 = 1.0000
non-flat 𝜙CDM 0.0556 −0.6780 0.6128 0.0307 0.7940 0.2314 1.4890 0.0517, 𝑝 = 1.0000
flat ΛCDM - 21 0.1869 −0.4825 0.5173 0.0114 0.5429 −0.7579 −0.0839 0.1552, 𝑝 = 0.7855

Table 2.Mean colour index 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 in magnitudes for six cosmological models inferred from the median and the mean of the luminosity-distance differences
(second and fifth columns in Table 1) and the best-fit slope of the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation (second column). The quoted error is the error of the mean and the median,
correspondingly. 16%- and 84%- percentiles are based on the distributions shown in Fig. 3.

Model 𝛾′ 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 [mag] (median) 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 [mag] (mean) 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 16% percentile 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 84% percentile
flat ΛCDM 0.616 ± 0.074 0.081 ± 0.016 0.032 ± 0.006 -1.351 1.168
non-flat ΛCDM 0.609 ± 0.073 0.061 ± 0.011 −0.006 ± 0.001 -1.413 1.135
flat XCDM 0.614 ± 0.075 −0.104 ± 0.020 −0.148 ± 0.029 -1.527 0.986
non-flat XCDM 0.608 ± 0.075 −0.096 ± 0.018 −0.159 ± 0.030 -1.562 0.981
flat 𝜙CDM 0.609 ± 0.073 0.104 ± 0.019 0.057 ± 0.011 -1.323 1.192
non-flat 𝜙CDM 0.610 ± 0.073 0.108 ± 0.020 0.060 ± 0.011 -1.322 1.195
flat ΛCDM - 21 0.610 ± 0.100 0.364 ± 0.093 0.022 ± 0.006 -0.941 1.009

6 DISCUSSION

We have demonstrated that the positive skewness of the
(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) distributions, and the prevailing
positive medians, can be attributed to the median moderate extinc-
tion in X-ray detected RM quasars, which can be evaluated in terms
of the X-ray/UV colour index as 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.089 ± 0.019 mag
when the positive median values of the luminosity-distance differ-
ence are considered for four out of six cosmological models. Based
on the positive mean values, we obtain 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.050 ± 0.013
mag. It implies that the effect is not very strong but nevertheless, it
is present, and it can bias the cosmological results. Our sample of
58 sources contains all sources for which we have luminosity dis-
tance measurements with both methods, and we did not apply any
pre-selection aimed at removing extinction on the basis of spectral
studies of individual sources.
Here we analyze this effect for a subsample of 21 sources, for

which absorbed sources were removed, and furthermore, we connect
𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 colour index to more standardized 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 in the optical
domain.

6.1 Subsample without absorbed sources

To test the extinction effect further, we attempt to remove sources
with larger extinction. In our original sample of 58 quasars (Khadka
et al. 2023) no pre-selection was made since the sample of X-ray-
detected RM quasars is already limited in size. In the new test here
we apply the criteria of Lusso et al. (2020), as described in Khadka
et al. (2023), to remove absorbed sources based on available hard
X-ray photon indices and far-UV slopes. According to Lusso et al.
(2020), the hard X-ray photon index should lie between 1.7 and 2.8,
which is satisfied for 41 sources, and the far-UV slope should lie
between −0.7 and 1.5, which is satisfied for 27 out of 31 sources
for which GALEX EUV magnitudes are available. Combining both
criteria yields a subsample of 21 sources, which supposedly does not
contain heavily extincted quasars; see Section 2 for the subsample
description.

For these 21 sources, we construct 𝑅− 𝐿 and 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relations
in the flat ΛCDM model (Ω𝑚0 = 0.3), see Fig. 4, whose parameters
are consistent with those for the corresponding relations in the main
sample of 58 sources, with a slightly decreased intrinsic scatter of
0.28 and 0.23 dex for 𝑅 − 𝐿 and 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relations, respectively.
The removal of absorbed sources is also beneficial for increasing
the correlation in both relations. For the 𝑅 − 𝐿 relation, we obtain a
Pearson correlation coefficient of 𝑟 = 0.63 (𝑝 = 2.38 × 10−3), while
for the whole sample of 58 sources, it is 𝑟 = 0.56 (𝑝 = 4.42× 10−6).
For the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation of the subsample of 21 sources, we get
𝑟 = 0.86 (𝑝 = 5.90 × 10−7), while for the whole sample we have
𝑟 = 0.78 (𝑝 = 6.54 × 10−13).
We also performed the simultaneous fitting of the 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 or

𝑅 − 𝐿 relation parameters as well as cosmological parameters for
the flat ΛCDM model. For both relations, we list the parameters in
Table 3 including their 1𝜎 confidence intervals. 𝑅− 𝐿 and 𝐿X− 𝐿UV
relation parameters for 21 and 58 sources are consistent within the
uncertainties. The differences in 𝛾 and 𝛽 for the 𝑅 − 𝐿 relation are
0.62𝜎 and 0.15𝜎, respectively. The differences in 𝛾′ and 𝛽′ for the
𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation are 0.04𝜎 and 0.88𝜎, respectively.
Luminosity distances for the 21 sources inferred using the two

relations are shown in Fig. 5.We show the unnormalized distributions
of the luminosity-distance difference in Fig. 6 (left panel). We list
the basic statistical parameters of the unnormalized distribution in
the last line of Table 1. The removal of extincted sources does affect
the distribution by decreasing the mean value of the luminosity-
distance difference as well as by decreasing the standard deviation.
In addition, both skewness and Fisher’s kurtosis become negative
in contrast with the sample of 58 sources for all six cosmological
models. On the other hand, the median value increases significantly
which is the result of a significant decrease in the fraction of sources
with negative differences, while the fraction of sources with positive
differences is roughly the same. This may be the effect of a low
number of sources. When we restrict ourselves to the mean value of
the luminosity-distance distribution for the flat ΛCDM model, the
X-ray/UV colour index drops from 0.032 mag to 0.022 mag, see the
distribution of 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 in Fig. 6 (right panel) with the parameters
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Figure 4. 𝑅 − 𝐿 and 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relations in the flat ΛCDM model (Ω𝑚0 = 0.3) in the left and the right panels, respectively, for the subsample of 21 sources.
The top row depicts the measurements alongside the best-fit relations, including the intrinsic scatter 𝜎, while the bottom row shows the likelihood distributions
for the slopes 𝛾 and 𝛾′, the intercepts 𝛽 and 𝛽′, as well as the intrinsic scatter 𝜎int for the corresponding relations.

Table 3.Marginalized one-dimensional best-fit parameters with 1𝜎 confidence intervals for the 21 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 and 𝑅 − 𝐿 QSOs.

Model Data Ω𝑚0 𝜎int 𝛽, 𝛽′ 𝛾, 𝛾′

Flat ΛCDM 𝑅 − 𝐿 QSOs – 0.301+0.041−0.069 1.660 ± 0.120 0.360 ± 0.120
𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 QSOs – 0.244+0.031−0.054 25.541 ± 0.090 0.610 ± 0.100

listed in the last line of Table 2 in comparison with the larger sample
of 58 sources. We thus see that the source pre-selection alleviates
the problem of the extinction but it does not fully remove it. The
change in the distribution characteristics between the samples of 58
and 21 sources indicates that extinction plays a role in increasing the
distribution standard deviation, creating tails consisting of outliers,
and inducing a positive skewness. However, even after the application
of hard X-ray and far UV cuts, the positive skewness and the non-zero
mean still indicate the contribution of extinction.

The normalized distribution of luminosity-distance differences
shown in Fig. 7 remains negatively skewed as for the bigger sam-
ple of 58 sources analyzed in Khadka et al. (2023). For the sample
of 58 sources, the mean of the normalized distribution is negative
(−0.116), which indicates that luminosity distances inferred from
𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation are smaller than those inferred from the 𝑅 − 𝐿

relation. This is consistent with the overall preference of larger Ω𝑚0
for the 𝐿𝑋 −𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation constructed for 58 sources. The removal of
extincted sources and the final subsample of 21 sources exhibits the

normalized distribution with a positive mean value (+0.075), hence
this indicates an opposite trend. However, since the subsample of 21
sources is more than a factor of two smaller in size, the change in the
sign of the mean value may be the result of limited statistics and it
does not reflect the trend in the larger samples. However, as for the
unnormalized distribution, the absolute value of the mean decreases,
which implies that the removal of extincted sources is beneficial for
decreasing the luminosity-distance difference between 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉

and 𝑅 − 𝐿 relations.

6.2 Relation to the extinction curve and 𝐸𝐵−𝑉

Galactic extinction is generally corrected since the (𝐵 − 𝑉) colour
excess is known for the whole range of Galactic coordinates (see
e.g. Schlegel et al. 1998). Our sample of 58 sources is in a region
on the sky that is far from the Galactic plane, which has Galactic
extinction of 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 ∼ 0.1 mag, see Fig. 1. However, there still
may be uncertainty in the applied Galactic extinction correction at
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Figure 5.Luminosity distances for 21 sources (expressed in 104Mpc) inferred
using 𝑅 − 𝐿 and 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relations in the flat ΛCDM model. The blue
solid line is the prediction for the flat ΛCDM model with Ω𝑚0 = 0.3.

the level of 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 ∼ 0.001 mag. For instance, for NGC 4151 the
colour index 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 ∼ 0.024mag according to Schlafly& Finkbeiner
(2011), while it was measured to be 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 ∼ 0.027 mag according
to Schlegel et al. (1998); see NED4 for the extinction values and their
scatter for the other sources.
The more uncertain extinction contribution is due to the QSO op-

tical, UV, and X-ray continuum emissions being affected by intrinsic
reddening. For the Sloan Digital Sky Survey data (4576 QSOs),
Richards et al. (2003) constructed composite spectra, which they
categorized into six composite spectral classes (Composite 1 – 6).
Composite 1 corresponds to sources with intrinsically blue (or op-
tically flat) power-law continua, while Composite 5 corresponds to
reddened sources with optically steep power-law continua. Most of
the quasars belong to rather bluer composite classes with colour
excess 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 < 0.04 mag, while only ∼ 10% are reddened.
Based on the composite spectra constructed by Richards et al.

(2003), Czerny et al. (2004) derived the extinction curve of QSOs,
which is generally similar to the Small Magellanic Cloud extinction
curve (Prevot et al. 1984), e.g. lacking the absorption feature at
2200Å with the exception of the shortest UVwavelengths. The QSO
extinction curve can generally be attributed to a circumnuclear dusty
shell composed of amorphous carbon grains that lacks both silicate
and graphite grains based on the corresponding missing spectral
features.
In the following, we use the simplified analytical extinction curve

of Czerny et al. (2004),

𝐴_

𝐸𝐵−𝑉
= −1.36 + 13 log (1/_ [`m]) , (14)

and extrapolate it to the UV/X-ray range (2500Å–2 keV). Sub-
sequently, from the inferred UV/X-ray colour excess 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 =

𝐴𝑋 − 𝐴𝑈𝑉 ∼ 0.050 − 0.089 mag (mean and median values, see
Table 2), we can use the relation 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 13𝐸𝐵−𝑉 log (_𝑈𝑉 /_𝑋 )
derived from Eq. (14) to obtain a 𝐵 − 𝑉 colour excess of 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 ∼
0.0015 − 0.0026 mag. This can be interpreted to be predominantly
the intrinsic colour excess expected for the majority of type I QSOs
(Richards et al. 2003). This extinction originates in the circumnuclear
medium, e.g. in an obscuring torus, a warped disk-like structure, or
an outflowing clumpy wind within ∼ 1 pc from the supermassive

4 https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/

black hole (Elvis et al. 2002; Gohil & Ballantyne 2017; Gaskell &
Harrington 2018; Gaskell et al. 2023), and the host galaxy interstellar
medium, also see Stolc et al. (2023) and Czerny et al. (2023b) for
discussions.
Hence the discrepancy between luminosity distances inferred us-

ing 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 and 𝑅 − 𝐿 relations is expected for any selection
of QSOs. This is consistent with the finding that the application of
extinction cuts based on the hard X-ray index and the far-UV slope
(Lusso et al. 2020) only slightly mitigates the extinction problem, as
we showed in Subsection 6.1 when the mean extinction decreased
from∼ 0.032 for the sample of 58 sources to∼ 0.022mag for the sub-
sample of 21 sources within the flat ΛCDM model. This represents
a drop in 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 by only a factor of ∼ 1.45.
We note that including many lower luminosity QSOs in the sample

likely enhances the extinction effect. Weaver & Horne (2022) in their
study of 9242 QSOs, all located in SDSS Stripe 82, derived a median
extinction 𝐸𝐵−𝑉 of 0.1 for redshifts around 2 and higher extinction
values for lower and higher redshifts (see their Fig. A1).

7 CONCLUSIONS

We find that the extinction (scattering and absorption) of X-ray and
UV photons from QSOs contributes to the discrepancy between lu-
minosity distances inferred using 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 and 𝑅 − 𝐿 relations.
The extinction term is equal to (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

−log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)ext =
(𝜏𝑋 − 𝜏𝑈𝑉 ) log 𝑒/[2(1− 𝛾′)] where 𝜏𝑋 and 𝜏𝑈𝑉 are optical depths
in X-ray and UV bands, respectively, and 𝛾′ is the slope of the
𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation. Since for four out of six considered cosmologi-
cal models (including the flatΛCDMmodel) the median luminosity-
distance difference (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) is positive, we
can quantify the mean colour index 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 in magnitudes us-
ing 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 ' 5.001(1 − 𝛾′)〈(log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉

− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿)ext〉,
which gives 0.089 ± 0.019 mag when the four positive medians
are considered. Taking into account the positive mean values of the
luminosity-distance difference, we obtain 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 = 0.050 ± 0.013
mag. We have demonstrated that this amount of extinction is mild
and overall typical for the majority of QSOs since it originates in
the circumnuclear and interstellar media of host galaxies (Czerny
et al. 2004). It can only be slightly alleviated by standard hard X-ray
and far-UV extinction cuts (Lusso et al. 2020). Consequently, cur-
rent 𝐿𝑋 − 𝐿𝑈𝑉 relation QSO data compilations (Lusso et al. 2020)
cannot be used for cosmological purposes (Khadka & Ratra 2021,
2022).
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Figure 6. Unnormalized distributions of (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) and 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 for the sample of 21 (58) sources in the flat ΛCDM model in green

(grey). Left panel: Distribution of the unnormalized luminosity-distance difference (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) for the subsample of 21 sources. The

solid vertical green (grey) line stands for the distribution mean, the dashed vertical green (grey) line represents the median, and the dotted vertical green (grey)
lines stand for 16% and 84% percentiles. Right panel: The distribution of 𝐸𝑋−𝑈𝑉 (in magnitudes) in green (grey) for the sample of 21 (58) sources. The vertical
lines denote the same statistical properties as in the left panel.
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Figure 7. The distribution of (log𝐷𝐿,𝐿𝑋−𝐿𝑈𝑉
− log𝐷𝐿,𝑅−𝐿) normalized

by the square root of the sum of the luminosity-distance uncertainties. The
vertical lines denote the same statistical properties as in Fig. 6.
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Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings:
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Abstract. We utilized the duality between massive vector and massive Kalb-Ramond fields
to derive an effective action for Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings. This enabled us to determine
the classically renormalized string tension and facilitate calculations for back-reaction effects.
Additionally, we derived a comprehensive expression for the energy flux of radiation emitted
by Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings. Applying this equation to a cuspless loop, we obtained that
the loop lifetime is proportional to the square of the loop length, which is in agreement with
field-theory simulations.
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1 Introduction

Soliton-like solutions emerge in various field theory models, such as quantum chromodynam-
ics, extensions of the standard model of particle physics, condensed matter, and high-energy
physics of the early universe [1–3]. In the context of cosmology, the study of one-dimensional
topological solitons, known as cosmic strings, holds significant interest due to their properties
and their potential presence in different scenarios during the early stages of the universe [4–7].

Understanding the dynamics of these non-linear objects is a difficult task. Hence, lattice
field theory simulations are commonly employed as a computational tool. However, simulat-
ing cosmic strings evolving in the expanding universe presents particular difficulties, as the
simulations must simultaneously capture the details of a tiny string core and the vast area
of the Hubble volume. Numerous numerical approaches in field theory try to obtain realistic
results in simulations that encompass such contrasting scales [8–13], mostly relying on the
simplest models1 that correspond to global and local U(1) symmetry breaking.

An alternative simulation method approximates cosmic strings as infinitely thin and
describes them using a Nambu-Goto action [27–30]. This approach enables more detailed
simulations on a larger scale. Nevertheless, the reliability of this approximation remains
uncertain as it neglects back-reaction and radiation inherent in the original field theory model.
A recent numerical study comparing Nambu-Goto and Abelian-Higgs strings suggests that
the discrepancy clearly arises in regions of strings with high curvature [31].

Accurate modeling of cosmic string dynamics and the evolution of their network is
essential for accurate prediction of possible observational signals. Currently, gravitational
lensing [32–34], anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background [35–40] and the stochastic
gravitational wave background [41–45] serve as the most sensitive probes for detecting the

1We would like to point out that the realistic picture of possible phase transitions in the early universe might
be much more complicated. In particular, one can anticipate the presence of superconductivity [14, 15] and
Y-junctions [16, 17], which play a significant role in the evolution of cosmic strings [18–21] and corresponding
observational signals [22–26].
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presence of cosmic strings. Such knowledge allows for constraints to be imposed on high-
energy models of the early universe through topological defects [46–50].

In this paper, we focus our attention on local Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings. We organize
our study as follows: In Section 2, we construct an effective action employing the duality
between massive vector and massive Kalb-Ramond fields. This model yields a classically
renormalized string tension and enables the calculation of back-reaction, which we present in
Section 3. Section 4 discusses the description of massive radiation, focusing on the particular
example of cuspless loops. We compare our findings with recent results on simulations of
massive radiation from Abelian-Higgs strings [51, 52]. Finally, in Section 5, we conclude and
propose further steps that may be of interest for the newly developed formalism.

Throughout the paper we define a 4-dimensional metric by gµν with the signature
(+,−,−,−), where all Greek indexes run over space-time dimensions. Latin indexes in the
middle of the alphabet (i, k, . . . ) run over spatial coordinates, while the first letters (a, b, c, d)
run over 2-dimensional string worldsheet coordinates.

2 Effective model of Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings

It is known that the global U(1) cosmic string model can be represented effectively via Nambu-
Goto action coupled to a massless Kalb-Ramond field [53, 54]. In this section, we demonstrate
that similarly to global strings one can obtain that the local U(1) Abelian-Higgs strings are
effectively described by Nambu-Goto action coupled to a massive Kalb-Ramond field.

2.1 Duality between massive vector and massive Kalb-Ramond fields

Let us consider the Abelian-Higgs model, which is given by the action

S =

∫ (
Dµϕ (Dµϕ)∗ − 1

4
FµνFµν −

λ

2
(η2 − |ϕ|2)2

)√
−g d4x, (2.1)

where g is a metric determinant, λ and η define the shape of potential, Dµ = ∇µ − ieAµ
is the gauge covariant derivative, Aµ is electromagnetic 4-potential, Fµν = ∇µAν − ∇νAµ
is electromagnetic tensor and ∇µ is a covariant derivative for curved space-time. According
to the Kibble mechanism [55], the Lagrangian (2.1) can give rise to topological string-like
defects. Perturbation of the action (2.1), around the minimum of potential

(
ϕ = η + ϕ1+iθ√

2

)
,

leads to
S =

∫
(Lbr + Lint)

√
−g d4x, (2.2)

where
Lbr =

1

2
∂µϕ1∂

µϕ1 − λη2ϕ2
1 −

1

4
FµνFµν + e2η2ÃµÃ

µ,

Lint includes higher order terms of ϕ1 and Aµ and the vector field Ãµ = Aµ− 1√
2eη
∂µθ acquired

mass M =
√

2eη. By adding a divergence term to the action (2.2) and using equations of
motion for the Proca field, one can obtain Hamiltonian for the vector part of the action (2.2)2

H = −πµπµ +M2Ã2
0 − Lbr, (2.3)

where πµ = Fµ0 is a canonical momentum. If there is no explicit time dependence in
Hamiltonian, it is possible to carry out canonical transformations substituting Lbr(Ãµ) by

2We follow the method of ref. [53].
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LKR(Bµν) with the corresponding change of canonical coordinates Ãµ → Bµν and momenta
πµ → Πµν = ∂LKR

∂Ḃµν
. To perform this canonical transformation we define3

Ãµ ≡ 1

3!eη
EµνλρHνλρ, Fµν ≡ eη

2!
EµνλσBλσ, (2.4)

where Eµνλρ = εµνλρ√
−g is a Levi-Civita tensor, and the field Bµν is a massive Kalb-Ramond

field obeying equations of motion

1√
−g

∂µ

(√
−gHµνλ

)
+BνλM2 = 0, (2.5)

where Hµνλ = ∇{µBνλ} ≡ ∇µBνλ +∇λBµν +∇νBλµ.
Substituting relations (2.4) into eq. (2.3) and subtracting divergence term∼ ∂ρ (

√
−gHµνρBµν)

from the Lagrangian, we obtain the canonically transformed Hamiltonian in terms of new
variables

H = ΠµνΠµν − 2M2B0νB
0ν − LKR(Bµν), (2.6)

where Πµν = H0µν and

LKR(Bµν) =
1

6
HµνηHµνη −

1

2
M2BµνBµν . (2.7)

Corresponding action (2.2) takes the form

S =

∫ (
1

2
∂µϕ1∂

µϕ1 − λη2ϕ2
1 +

1

6
HµνλHµνλ −

M2

2
BµνBµν + Lint

)√
−g d4x. (2.8)

We showed that in the same way as for massless scalar field [53], it is possible to carry out
canonical transformation to obtain a massive Kalb-Ramond field starting from a massive
vector (Proca) field [63, 64]. This duality holds in a case of quantum consideration as well
[65].

2.2 Effective action for Abelian-Higgs strings

The action (2.8) describes perturbed fields around the vacuum. The complex scalar field
acquires the vacuum expectation value ϕ→ η (up to a phase factor) far away from the string
core and tends to zero ϕ → 0 inside the string core. Thus, the vector field Ãµ (which has
dual representation by Kalb-Ramond field) becomes massive outside of the cosmic string and
massless inside the string core. To estimate the radius of the string we use the Compton
length: δs ∝ m−1

ϕ ∝ (
√
λη)−1, while the radius for the vector (or Kalb-Ramond) field is

δv ∝M−1 ∝ (eη)−1 (details can be found in [4]). The relation between masses M and mϕ is
usually defined by parameter β ≡ mϕ

M =
√
λ
e . Depending on parameter β we anticipate bigger

or smaller contribution from the Kalb-Ramond field to dynamics of cosmic string.
Let us obtain the effective Lagrangian for thin cosmic strings interacting with the Kalb-

Ramond field. The 4-potential of the vector field is connected with the magnetic flux of cosmic
string by integration over the path around the string

∮
Aµdx

µ = 2π ne , where n is the number
of windings. Using relations (2.4) and approximation for infinitely thin string, described for

3The arbitrary coefficient of transformations in eq. (2.4) was chosen in a such way that the final effective
Lagrangian has the massless limit coinciding with the standardly used in the literature [53, 54, 56–60], but
different from the one used in refs. [61, 62].
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instance in [4], one concludes that equations of motion for massive Kalb-Ramond field (2.5)
should have a source term Jνλ of the following form [56]

1√
−g

∂µ

(√
−gHµνλ

)
+BνλM2 = −4πJνλ ≡ −2πη

∫
δ(4)(xµ −Xµ(σ, τ))dσνλ, (2.9)

where dσνλ ≡ εabXν
,aX

λ
,bdσdτ is an element of a string worldsheet, which is parametrized by

σa ≡ (τ , σ) variables, Xµ
,a ≡ ∂Xµ

∂σa and η appears due to integration out the field ϕ1 modes.
Hence, the full expression for effective Lagrangian has the form

SEff =

∫
HµνλHµνλ

6
d4x−

∫
M2BµνBµν

2
d4x− µ0

∫ √
−γdσdτ − 2πη

∫
Bµνdσ

µν , (2.10)

where γ = det [γab] = det
[
Xµ
,aXν

,bgµν

]
and the string tension µ0 ∼ η2. It is worth noting that

while the transformations (2.4) do not hold for the massless limit M → 0, the effective action
has a correct limit reproducing the case of global cosmic strings.

3 Equations of motion and renormalization of tension

In this section, we will use Green functions to evaluate string renormalization and a back-
reaction for the Abelian-Higgs model of cosmic strings.

3.1 Green functions for massive Kalb-Ramond field

To understand the evolution of the Kalb-Ramond field, we need to study the equations of
motion (2.9). For this purpose, we choose Lorenz gauge conditions [66]

∇µBµν = 0. (3.1)

Thus, from (2.9) one obtains

∇µ∇µBνλ+
(
gνρBλσ + gλρBνσ

)
Rσρ+B

σµ
(
gνρRλσµρ − gλρRνσµρ

)
+M2Bνλ = −4πJνλ, (3.2)

where Rµν is a Ricci tensor and Rλµνσ is a Riemann tensor. Hereinafter we will be considering
only a local reference frame that coincides with Minkowski space, i.e. we neglect all possible
corrections caused by space-time curvature. In that case, equations (3.2) reduce to

∂µ∂
µBνλ +M2Bνλ = −4πJνλ. (3.3)

Solution of (3.3) has the form

Bνλ(x) = Bνλ
0 (x)− 4π

∫
GM (x− x′)Jνλ(x′)d4x′, (3.4)

where Bνλ
0 is a homogeneous solution and the Green function GM (x− x′) is given by

GM (x− x′) = − 1

(2π)4

∫
e−ik(x−x′)

k2 −M2
d4k. (3.5)
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Introducing infinitesimal parameter we can carry out integration (see chapter IV.4 of [67] for
details):

Gr,aM (x− x′) = ∓ iθ(±∆t)

(2π)2

∫ ∞
−∞

eikr
sin(ω∆t)k dk

ωr
=

=
θ(±∆t)

2π

[
δ(∆t2 − r2)− M

2
√

∆t2 − r2
J1(M

√
∆t2 − r2)θ(∆t2 − r2)

]
,

(3.6)

where the upper sign for retarded and lower for advanced Green functions, r = |x − x′|,
∆t = t − t′, k = |k|, ω =

√
k2 +M2 and J1(x) is a Bessel function of the first kind. In the

case of an infinitely big mass of radiation, M → ∞, advanced and retarded Green functions
become zero. This fact follows from the relation

lim
M→∞

M

2x
J1(Mx)θ(x2) = δ(x2), (3.7)

which is proven in appendix A.1 of ref. [68].
We can separate radiation from self-interaction using the method of refs. [58, 69]. To

obtain radiation, we subtract advanced from retarded Green function to satisfy homogeneous
part of eq. (3.3), while the sum provides self-field:

Grad =
1

2
(GrM −GaM ) =

ε(∆t)

4π

(
δ(42)−MJ1(M4)

24
θ(42)

)
,

Gself =
1

2
(GrM +GaM ) =

1

4π

(
δ(42)−MJ1(M4)

24
θ(42)

)
,

(3.8)

where the vector 4µ = xµ −Xµ(σ, τ), 4 =
√

∆t2 − r2, ε(x) = θ(x) − θ(−x). Choosing the
homogeneous part of the solution Bµν

0 to satisfy boundary conditions and using the form of
the source (2.9) with (3.8), we can write the radiation and self-field solution as

Bµν
rad = −η

2

∫
ε(∆t)V µνG̃(4)dτdσ, Bµν

self = −η
2

∫
V µνG̃(4)dτdσ, (3.9)

where
G̃(4) = δ(42)− M

2

J1(M4)

4
θ(42) (3.10)

and V µν ≡ εab∂aXµ∂bX
ν .

3.2 Renormalization of the string tension

To see how the massive Kalb-Ramond field affects the string tension, we should plug the
expression for self-field Bµν

self , given by eq. (3.9), into the action (2.10). Considering only the
last term of (2.10) in the similar method as in refs. [59, 70] we can write down

Sself = −πη2

∫ (∫
Vµν(τ̃ , σ̃)G̃(4̃)dτ̃dσ̃

)
V µν(τ, σ)dτdσ, (3.11)

where 4̃2
= (X(τ, σ)−X(τ̃ , σ̃))2. We assume that the cosmic string segment represented by

(τ̃ , σ̃) is close to the point of interest with (τ, σ), so we can perform an expansion in terms
of s = σ − σ̃ and t = τ − τ̃ variables. In particular,

4̃2 ≈ Ẋ2(τ, σ)t2 +X ′ 2(τ, σ)s2 (3.12)
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and

Vµν(τ̃ , σ̃)V µν(τ, σ) ≈ Vµν(τ, σ)V µν(τ, σ) = εabXµ
,aX

ν
,bε

cdXρ
,cX

λ
,dgµρgνλ = 2γ, (3.13)

where we used the temporal string gauge4

X0 = τ, ẊµX ′µ = −Ẋ ·X′ = 0, (3.14)

Ẋµ ≡ ∂Xµ

∂τ , X ′µ ≡ ∂Xµ

∂σ . Using expansions (3.12) and (3.13), we can write down the self-
interaction term in the following way

Sself = 2πη2

∫ √
−γ∆µdτdσ, where ∆µ =

√
−γ
∫
G̃(4̃)dtds, (3.15)

leading to a classically renormalized tension: µ = µ0 + 2πη2∆µ. To obtain an explicit form
of ∆µ we use the expression∫

δ
(
Ẋ2t2 +X ′ 2s2

)
dtds− M

2|Ẋ|

∫
J1(p)θ(p2)√
p2 + a(s)2

dpds =
1√
−γ

∫
e−a(s)

s
ds, (3.16)

where p = M
√
Ẋ2t2 +X ′ 2s2, ε =

√
x′ 2

1−ẋ2 , a(s) ≡ sM |x′| and we used the property of delta

function δ(f(x)) = δ(x)
|f ′(x)| for the first integral, while for the second one we used the integral

relation
∫∞

0
J1(x)√
x2+a2

dx = 1−e−a
a [71]. Hence, using the expression (3.16), we obtain that ∆µ

is given by

∆µ =

∫ ∆s

δs

e−sM |x′|

s
ds = Ei(−M∆s|x′|)− Ei(−Mδs|x′|), (3.17)

where Ei(...) is the exponential integral and we introduced two renormalization scales: δs -
the size of a string core and ∆s - the size of cut off, corresponding to the string length (see
discussion in section II.E of ref. [58]).

There are two asymptotic cases when M → 0 and M → ∞, for which the tension
renormalization in (3.17) reduces to

lim
M→0

∆µ = log

(
∆s

δs

)
, and lim

M,∆s→∞
∆µ ≈ β e

−|x′|/β

|x′|
, (3.18)

were the first expression reproduces the result for global strings [58, 59, 61]. The second
expression in eq. (3.18) represents the string tension renormalization for large values of M
and ∆s. We notice that it does not diverge when |x′| → 0 because of the determinant in the
definition of the action (3.15). As we see from eq. (3.18), the tension renormalization (3.17)
is finite when ∆s →∞ in contrast to the global string case. Equation (3.17) also shows that
the renormalized tension varies along the string reaching the maximum value, which is the
same as for the global one, at kinks and cusps.

One can try to obtain the back-reaction effect for Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings similarly
to the approach in refs. [58, 61]. However, it is impossible to write down a local equation
with back-reaction corrections. As was pointed out in ref. [68] for the case of massive radia-
tion from the particle, the back-reaction should be included only as integrals (3.9) requiring
consideration of the full system of integro-differential equations. We leave this problem for
further investigation.

4We notice that one cannot demand the condition Ẋ2 + X ′ 2 = 0, which occurs for a flat background
without back-reaction.
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4 Radiation

In this section, we obtain the equation for massive particle radiation from Abelian-Higgs
cosmic strings. Comparing our result with recent numerical simulations of cuspless loops
[51, 52], we verify the correctness of obtained expression.

4.1 Radiation for Kalb-Ramond field

To obtain the expression for radiation of the massive Kalb-Ramond field we will follow the
procedure of [72–74]. We consider a periodically oscillating loop with the period T`. Thus,
we can perform Fourier transformations for the source and the field:

Jµν =
∞∑

n=−∞
J̃µνn e−inω0τ , Bµν =

∞∑
n=−∞

B̃µν
n e−inω0τ (4.1)

where ω0 = 2π
T`

is a characteristic frequency and J̃µνn = 1
T`

∫ T`
0 Jµνeinω0τdτ . Substituting (4.1)

into (3.3) one obtains (
∇2 + k2

n

)
B̃µν
n = 4πJ̃µνn , (4.2)

where kn = nω0

√
1− n2

0
n2 ≡ nω0Rn, n0 = M

ω0
. Thus, the solution of (4.2) for a particular

n-mode is given by

Bµν
n = −

∫
Gn(x, x̃)Jµνn (x̃)d3x̃, where Gn(x, x̃) =

eikn|x−x̃|

|x− x̃|
. (4.3)

Summing components of the field (4.3) one can write down the full expression

Bµν = −
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
exp [inω0 (|x− x̃|Rn − t)]

|x− x̃|
J̃µνn (x̃)d3x̃. (4.4)

Considering that the size of the source `, which is a loop size, much smaller than the distance
r to the source, we can approximate r >> `. In that case (4.3) takes the form

Bµν
n =

eiknr

r
Iµνn +O

(
1

r2

)
, where Iµνn ≡ −

∫
e−iknr̂·x̃J̃µνn (x̃)d3x̃ (4.5)

with a unit vector r̂ oriented towards to the observer.
One can notice that whenever n0 > n: kn → ikn, which means an exponential decay

of this contribution with distance r. Since we assume that r → ∞, we neglect all radiation
coming from n < n0 and higher-order terms in (4.5). Hence, substituting (4.5) into (4.1) and
taking into account that r →∞ one obtains

Bµν
rad =

∑
|n|>n0

Iµνn
ei(knr−nω0τ)

r
, where I0i

n = Rnr̂lI lin (4.6)

due to Lorenz gauge conditions (3.1).
The Umov–Poynting vector S ≡ T 0i for the Kalb-Ramond field in (2.10) can be expressed

as
S = 2

(
PP0 +M2 (Ev ×Hv)

)
, (4.7)
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where Pµ = 1
3!ε

µνληHνλη and three-dimensional vectors are Eiv = B0i, H i
v = 1

2!ε
iklBkl. We

are interested in the energy flux I per solid angle Ω time-averaged over the period T`, which
is 〈

dI

dΩ

〉
≡ 1

T`

∫ T`

0

dI

dΩ
dτ, (4.8)

where dI
dΩ ≡ r

2r̂ · S. Substituting (4.7) and (4.6) into (4.8) and using the equality

1

T`

∫ T`

0
ei(knr−ω0nτ)ei(k

′
nr−ω0n′τ)dτ = δn,−n′

together with Ikl−n =
(
Ikln
)∗, one can obtain the final expression in the following form〈

dI

dΩ

〉
=
∑
|n|>n0

n2ω2
0

2
Rn
(
|εiklr̂iIkln |2 + 4

(n0

n

)2
|r̂mImkn |2

)
, (4.9)

which is reduced to the expression of the massless case when M → 0 [54, 60]. One can
notice that (4.9) depends on the loop size ` = 2T`, in contrast to the expressions for massless
radiation. We are going to elaborate on this point in the next section for a particular shape
of cuspless loops.

4.2 Radiation from cuspless loops

The radiation of Abelian-Higgs cuspless loops is a subject of recent simulations that estab-
lished a relation for the cuspless loop lifetime τ∗ ∝ `2 [51, 52]. To confirm our description
of Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings, we reproduce this result of simulations analytically. The
cuspless loop solution can be written as [75]

X± = e±

{
T`
π σ± −

T`
2 , 0 ≤ σ± ≤ π,

3T`
2 −

T`
π σ±, π ≤ σ± ≤ 2π,

(4.10)

where e± are unit vectors and σ± = τ ± σ. Rewriting integrals (4.5) via σ± variables, we
obtain

I lkn =
η

4T`

∫ 2π

0
ein

(
σ+− π

T`
Rnr̂·X+

)
dσ+

∫ 2π

0
ein

(
σ−− π

T`
Rnr̂·X−

)
X′ [l+ X′ k]

− dσ−. (4.11)

Carrying out integration and substituting into (4.9) we obtain the final expression

〈I〉 ≡ η2Γ ≡ η2
∞∑

n>n0

Γn,

Γn =
16

π2
n2Rn

∫
D+
nD
−
n sin2 α

[
cos2 θ +

(n0

n

)2
sin2 θ

]
dΩ,

(4.12)

where Γ is the radiation efficiency, D±n = 1−(−1)n cos[πnRnr̂·e±]

n2(1−(Rnr̂·e±)2)2
and

r̂ = {cos θ, sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ} , e± = {0, cosα/2, ± sinα/2} . (4.13)

In the massless limit M → 0, the expression for radiation (4.12) coincides with one given in
ref. [75].
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Figure 1. Dots on the left panel represent values of Γn when n0 = 4 and α = π
2 , while the

dashed line is the best-fit power law function. Dots on the right panel represent radiation efficiency
Γ dependence on n0 when α = π

2 , while the dashed line shows the function Γ ∝ 1
n0

.

To understand how the efficiency of radiation Γ depends on the loop length `, we need
to perform the infinite sum in (4.12). To do so, we follow the approach described in [26],
namely, we calculate and sum numerically the first 100 values of Γn and approximate the rest
of the sum by a power law function that appears as the best fit illustrated on the left panel
of figure 1. In that way, we obtain the full radiation efficiency Γ for different values of n0,
shown on the right panel of figure 1. The best-fit value for the case of α = π

2 is given by
Γ(`) = Γ0`

−0.985±0.001, where Γ0 = (57± 8)M4π and does not depend on the string loop length.
Thus, rounding the value, one obtains that the string loop decays according to

d`(τ)

dτ
≈ −Γ0/`(τ) → `(τ)2 = `(0)2 − Γ0τ, (4.14)

which means that the lifetime of the cuspless Abelian-Higgs loop is given by τ∗ = `2/Γ0, i.e.
the same proportionality obtained by the field-theory simulations in refs. [51, 52].

We must emphasize that the number of kinks on loops changes the value of Γ0, but
the proportionality τ∗ ∝ `2 remains the same. However, we anticipate that for more generic
shapes of loops, the relation between the lifetime τ∗ and length ` of the loop will be different,
which was demonstrated in simulations for loops extracted directly from the string network
evolution [52]. Decay of other types of loops caused by massive radiation, and detailed
comparison with field-theory simulations we leave for future investigation.

5 Conclusion and future work

In this study we investigated Abelian-Higgs cosmic string model. Through the use of duality
transformations, we established that the Nambu-Goto action coupled with the massive Kalb-
Ramond field provides an effective description of infinitely thin Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings.

By employing Green functions for the massive Kalb-Ramond field, we derived an expres-
sion for the classically renormalized tension of Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings. Notably, unlike
in the global case, the renormalized tension of local cosmic strings exhibits variations along
the worldsheet, with maximum values occurring at kinks and cusps. This maximal value is
identical to the one that global cosmic strings have.

Furthermore, we obtained integral expressions for the back-reaction effect of Abelian-
Higgs cosmic strings. For the same reason as for particles [68], local equations of motion with
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analogue of Abraham-Lorentz-Dirac force are not viable. Instead, the full integro-differential
expression must be employed to account for the back-reaction effect. It would be interesting
to compare these results with field-theory simulations to gain further insights [31, 76].

We also studied the massive radiation for Abelian-Higgs strings. We demonstrated that
for a periodically oscillating loop the radiated energy flux per solid angle is given by eq. (4.9).
This expression depends on a loop length `, in contrast to global cosmic strings. We applied
the obtained equation for a cuspless type of loop and demonstrated that radiation efficiency
Γ for cuspless Abelian-Higgs loops exhibits a linear decrease as the loop size increases. Con-
sequently, the decay of the cosmic string loop suggests that the lifetime is proportional to the
square of the loop length: τ∗ ∝ `2. This finding aligns with the relation obtained in numerical
simulations [51, 52].

The outcomes of our research hold significant implications for understanding the back-
reaction and radiation processes associated with Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings. They shed
light on the discrepancies between field theory and Nambu-Goto simulations. By presenting
these findings, we aim to contribute to the ongoing exploration of Abelian-Higgs cosmic strings
[31, 51, 52]. Our results open up avenues for further investigation and provide valuable insights
into the behavior of these cosmic structures.
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Exciting clues to isotropic cosmic birefringence have recently been detected in the EB cross-power
spectra of the polarization data of the cosmic microwave background (CMB). Early Dark Energy
(EDE) models with a pseudoscalar field coupled to photons via a Chern-Simons term can be used
to explain this phenomenon, and can also potentially be used to simultaneously resolve the H0

tension. In this work we incorporate an early dark energy scalar field, including a Chern-Simons
coupling, into an existing Boltzmann solver and numerically recover the EB cross-power spectrum
for two models in the literature; the α-attractor, and the Rock ‘n’ Roll field. We find that both the
models fit the EB spectra, and the EB spectra alone do not possess sufficient constraining power
to distinguish the two models based on current data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) is one of the most important dis-
coveries in 20th century physics, which helped to establish the standard ΛCDM cosmological model
[1–5]. However, with recent and more precise observations, the CMB in conjunction with other data
suggest that there may be new physics beyond the standard model[6]. Here we consider two of the
most compelling issues; “cosmic birefringence” [7] and the “Hubble tension” [8].

Cosmic birefringence is the rotation of the plane of linear polarization of photons [9–11]. Recent
measurements indicate that the Planck polarization data exhibit a 3.6σ signal of a non-zero cosmic

birefringence angle, β = 0.342◦+0.094◦

−0.091◦(68%C.L.) [12, 13]. This new phenomenon comes from the
cross-correlations between the E and B mode in CMB polarization [14].

The E and B modes of the CMB transform under parity according to E`m → (−1)`E`m and B`m →
(−1)`+1B`m, and the auto power spectra of these quantities are invariant under the transformation.
However, the cross power spectrum changes sign and so non-zero values of CEB` could indicate parity
violation; new physics beyond the standard model of cosmology, such as axion-like pseudoscalar fields
that couple to the electromagnetic tensor and its dual as gφFµν F̃

µν [15, 16]. Such a term in the
Lagrangian would rotate the plane of polarization of the CMB photons and generate a non-zero EB
cross power spectrum. Additionally, such a term can convert some power from the E to the B modes.
Data from upcoming experiments like the Simons Observatory [17], ground based CMB-S4 [18] and
LiteBIRD [19] could potentially detect this signal in the CMB power spectra. LiteBIRD is expected to
have the sensitivity to detect both the signal in the EB spectra, as well as the induced BB components.

In parallel to these developments, there is now robust evidence of a ∼ 4 − 5σ discrepancy between
the Hubble parameter inferred using cosmological scale data such as the CMB and BAO, and directly
measured values via the distance ladder [8, 20]. This challenge to the standard model is yet to
be resolved, with possible explanations including unknown systematics in the distance ladder, non-
standard dark energy models and some modification to the expansion history at high redshift. This
latter possibility has gained traction as one of the few ideas that can ameliorate the tension in a way
that does not introduce new tensions between cosmological parameters. An early dark energy (EDE)
component, such as an axion-like field, can potentially explain both the Hubble tension and generate
a small signal in the CMB EB cross power spectrum.

Multiple early dark energy models have been proposed in the literature [21–33]. Especially, early
studies introduced a string-like axion with potential V (φ) ∼ (1− cos[φ/f ])n [22], where f is the axion
decay constant, with phenomenological parameter n > 1 required to ensure that the energy density of
the field decays sufficiently quickly in the late Universe. Other models include scalar fields inspired by
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inflationary α-attractors [33], which are a class of models that predict spectral index ns and tensor-
to-scalar ratio r values that are practically independent of the specific functional form of the potential
V (φ), and Rock ‘n’ Roll model with power law potentials V ∝ ( φ

Mpl
)2n [26]. All of these models

function in similar ways – introducing a non-negligible dark energy component in the early Universe
which modifies the sound horizon at decoupling rs, followed by a rapid decay of energy density.

In this work, we consider the phenomenology of these different models when an explicit coupling
between scalar field and electromagnetic field tensor is included. In particular, we search for potential
signals in the EB cross power spectrum that might be used to distinguish different early dark energy
models. We consider how various models modify the Boltzmann equations and implement them into
numerical solvers, extracting the power spectra and considering how their shape and amplitudes can
be used to discriminate between competing theories. In particular both the EE and BB modes will
be modified by Cosmic Birefringence, so we compare the power spectra from different models.

The paper will proceed as follows. In Section II we review the Boltzmann equations and how they
are modified by the presence of an explicit coupling between a scalar field and photons. In Section III
we review the early dark energy models that we explore. Our main results are presented in Section IV;
the EB power spectra and the tools we use to discriminate between different models. We conclude in
Section V.

II. BOLTZMANN EQUATION FOR COSMIC BIREFRINGENCE

Through the Chern-Simons term, the Lagrangian density with coupling between pseudo-scalar field
and photons can be written as [16]

L = −1

2
(∂µφ)

2 − V (φ)− 1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

4
gφFµν F̃

µν , (1)

where the pseudo-scalar field φ has a canonical kinetic term and potential V (φ), g is the Chern-Simons

coupling constant of mass dimension -1, and Fµν and F̃µν correspond to photon field’s strength tensor
and its dual, respectively.

Due to the Chern-Simons term in the Lagrangian, the photon dispersion relation is modified as
[9–11]

ω± ' k ∓
g

2

(
∂φ

∂t
+

k

k
· ∇φ

)
= k ∓ g

2

dφ

dt
(2)

where + and − are the right- and left-hand circular polarization states of photons, ω± correspond to
the ± helicity states’ angular frequency. We adopt the convention of the right-hand coordinate of the
z−axis as the direction of photon propagation.

The rotation of the plane of linear polarization depends on the dispersion relation of the helicity.
We can use the fact that ω± is much larger than the time evolution of φ in the WKB limit. Using the
WKB approximation, we can give the angle of rotation from a given time t to the current time t0 by

β(t) = −1

2

∫ t0

t

dt̃ (ω+ − ω−) =
g

2
[φ (t0)− φ(t)] . (3)

With our choice of conventions, β > 0 means that the linear polarization rotates clockwise in the
sky, and the z-axis is in the direction of the observer’s line of sight. We follow the linear polarization
position angle conventions used in [7].

Since the early dark energy is modeled using a pseudo-scalar field. In order to describe the evolution
of CMB polarization including the cosmic birefringence effect, we use the modified Boltzmann equation
with contribution from rotation angle β –

±2∆′P + iqµ±2∆P = τ ′

[
−±2∆P +

√
6π

5
±2Y

0
2 (µ)Π(η, q)

]
± 2iβ′±2∆P , (4)

where η is the conformal time. In Fourier space, the wave vector is q, and the angle between q and
photon momentum is expressed as µ. In this equation, ±2Y

m
` denote the spin-2 spherical harmonics,

and the polarization source term is Π(η, q). The function ±2∆P is the Fourier transform of Q ± iU ,
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where the Q and U are the real and imaginary parts of the Stokes parameters of linear polarization,
respectively.

To express the Boltzmann equation in terms of ±2Y
0
2 (µ), we can expand ±2∆P as

±2∆P (η, q, µ) ≡
∑
`

i−`
√

4π(2l + 1)±2∆P,l(η, q)±2Y
0
` (µ). (5)

In general, β evolves with conformal time and we obtain the solution of the Boltzmann equation with
rotation angle β(η) as

±2∆P,l (η0, q) = − 3
4

√
(l+2)!
(l−2)!

∫ η0
0

dητ ′e−τ(η)Π(η, q)× j`(x)
x2 e±2iβ(η), (6)

where x = q(η0 − η), and j`(x) is the spherical Bessel function.
The CMB polarization power spectra can be written as

CXY` = 4π

∫
d(ln q)Ps(q)∆X,l(q)∆Y,l(q), (7)

where Ps corresponds to the primordial scalar curvature power spectrum, X,Y are labels for the
E or B mode CMB polarization, which can be directly inferred from Eq.6 as ∆E,l(q) ± i∆B,l(q) ≡
−±2∆P,l (η0, q). If β is constant, we can rewrite the E and B fluctuations as

∆E,` ± i∆B,` = e±2iβ
(

∆̃E,` ± i∆̃B,`

)
, (8)

where ∆̃ are the E and B fluctuations in the absence of cosmic birefringence. Here, parity violation is
present in the EB cross modes [14].

Using Euler’s formula, the relations between polarization power spectra with a constant β can be
written as [16]

CEE` = cos2(2β)C̃EE` + sin2(2β)C̃BB` , (9)

CBB` = cos2(2β)C̃BB` + sin2(2β)C̃EE` , (10)

CEB` = 1
2 sin(4β)

(
C̃EE` − C̃BB`

)
, (11)

where C̃` are the power spectra in the absence of cosmic birefringence. If we fix β = 0 then CEE`
and CBB` reduce to their values in the absence of any photon-scalar coupling and CEB` = 0. If
we assume that the magnitude of CBB` is much smaller than CEE` , we can use the approximation
CEB` ≈ tan(2β)CEE` .

Generically, β is not constant but rather related to the evolution of the scalar field φ. In this case
one must evolve the Boltzmann equations numerically. We will use the publicly available CLASS EDE
program [34] from CLASS[35, 36] to solve the Boltzmann equations and obtain the EE, BB, EB power
spectra numerically, for multiple scalar field early dark energy models. Specifically, we focus on two
early dark energy models; α-attractors and the Rock ‘n’ Roll model, which will be described in the
following section.

III. EARLY DARK ENERGY

Early dark energy is a component of the Universe that introduces a non-negligible energy density
during radiation domination. It has been suggested as a possible resolution to the Hubble tension
problem by modifying the expansion rate prior to recombination [21–33]. By construction, early dark
energy models contribute energy density during and prior to the epoch of matter-radiation equality,
and their effect is to reduce the comoving sound horizon before decoupling. However, these models are
difficult to distinguish using current observational data.

A recent study [16] has highlighted that CMB EB cross power can be induced via cosmic birefrin-
gence from ultra-light axion-like early dark energy. Hence the EB power spectrum is a new observable
that can potentially be used to discriminate different EDE models. In this work, we study EDE models
based on pseudo-scalar fields, which differ in their potentials, focusing on their Cosmic Birefringence
signals. Before doing so, we will briefly introduce them. The potential of the two cases we used can be
considered as pseudo-scalars from the parameters introduced below. Practically they share the same
features as the axion field – rolling followed by oscillatory epochs.
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A. Early Dark Energy from α-attractors

The α-attractors are a class of supergravity-inspired models, first studied within the context of
inflation. They have the interesting property that there exists a broad class of scalar field potentials
which share a generic prediction for the scalar spectral tilt ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r, practically
independent of the parameters in V (φ). This property has been dubbed as ‘attractor’ behaviour.
This scalar field model has been subsequently adopted as a candidate for early dark energy, simply by
reducing the energy scales associated with the scalar field from inflationary to those typically associated
with EDE.

Defining dynamical variables such that the scalar field kinetic term is canonical, the potential for
this class of models can be written as [45]

Vα(φ) = V0
(1 + α2)2n tanh

(
φ/
√

6α1Mpl

)2p[
1 + α2 tanh

(
φ/
√

6α1Mpl

)]2n (12)

where V0, p, n, α1 and α2 are constants. The particular case α2 = 1 was considered in Ref.[33] and
based on the numerical results in that work, we select the best-fit case p = 2 and n = 0 to compare
with other early dark energy models. Only at n = 0, the potential has V (φ) = V (−φ) and can be
calculated as pseudo-scalar. We introduce the dimensionless field Θα ≡ φ/

(√
6α1Mpl

)
when presenting

the dynamics in the next section. The Taylor expansion of V (φ) for φ ' 0 is given by Vα(φ) ' Θ4
α.

B. Rock ‘n’ Roll

The Rock ‘n’ Roll model introduces an additional scalar field before recombination with potential

VR&R(φ) = V0

(
φ

MPl

)2n

(13)

where MPl is the reduced Planck mass, and V0 and n are constants. We follow Ref.[26] and fix the
index n = 2.

For the Rock ‘n’ Roll model, the scalar field will introduce an additional energy density in a narrow
redshift window around recombination, injecting energy and reducing the acoustic horizon. For this
reason, the Hubble constant H0 inferred from the CMB will be larger. The Taylor expansion around
φ = 0 is trivial – VR&R(φ) ∝ ( φ

MPl
)4, similar to the α-attractor model. The important discriminator

for these models is the behaviour of φ prior to its final state, oscillating in the vicinity of the minima
at φ ' 0.

Initially, we focus on the evolution of the scalar field and energy density with redshift z. The
background, homogeneous energy density of the field is simply given by the standard form

ρφ =
1

2
φ̇2 + V (φ), (14)

since the scalar field is always normalized to ensure a canonical kinetic term.
In Table I, we present the parameter values used in our numerical analysis, which are the best-fit

values inferred by fitting the models to cosmological data in previous studies using CMB temperature
[46–48], Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) [49–52], and type Ia Supernova [53, 54] data. fede is the
maximum energy density fraction of early dark energy at critical redshift zc, which is the time at which
the scalar field starts oscillating (zc = a−1c − 1). By solving the background cosmological equations for
the scalar fields described by potentials (12, 13), using parameter values taken from Table I, we can
plot the evolution of the fields, which have different initial epochs and subsequent oscillations. The
dynamical evolution of the fields, as a function of redshift, are presented in Figure 1. In this figure, the
red/orange lines represent the field oscillation for the α-attractor, and Rock ‘n’ Roll model respectively.
During the oscillatory phase of the dynamics, the Rock ‘n’ Roll model has a higher frequency compared
to the α-attractor.

The energy density in Equation 14 for the different models is shown in Figure 2. The Rock ‘n’ Roll
model has a higher peak value of ρφ than α-attractor’s prior to the decoupling epoch. The redshift of
the peak of ρφ defines the redshift zc, which is related to the scale factor log10(ac) given in Table I.
Both models present similar energy densities.
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Figure 1: The evolution of scalar field with redshift.
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Figure 2: The evolution of Ωφ = 8πGρφ/(3H
2) with redshift.

The two models in Figure 2 possess very similar values of ρφ at the decoupling epoch (z = 1100).
After this time, both decay at similar rates. The length of the energy density tail is another potential
discriminator between models. However, both models considered here possess negligible energy density
by z = 10.

From Table I, we observe that the EDE models can ameliorate the H0 tension, both via a shift in
the best-fit value of H0, as well as an increase in the size of the error bars. Both models increase the
H0 best fit to a value larger than 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, which decreases the tension with the low redshift
data to ∼ 2σ.

IV. COSMIC BIREFRINGENCE FROM α-ATTRACTORS AND ROCK ‘N’ ROLL EARLY
DARK ENERGY

In this section, we study the effect of early dark energy – with explicit Chern-Simons coupling to
photons – on the Boltzmann equation, accounting for the dynamical nature of φ in Equation 6. We
implement the dynamics of these different models into CLASS EDE [34] and compare the resulting CMB
power spectra. We include the gravitational lensing effect on the CMB. More discussion on the lensing
effect can be found in Ref.[16].
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Table I: Best-fit of free parameters in ΛCDM, α-attractor and Rock ‘n’ Roll models. These results with 68%
C.L. are based on the observation of CMB, BAO, and Type Ia Supernova.

Parameter ΛCDM α-attractor Rock ‘n’ Roll

100θs 1.04213 ± 0.0003 1.04154 ± 0.00037 1.0417 ± 0.0004

100ωb 2.239 ± 0.014 2.277 ± 0.024 2.264+0.021
−0.020

ωcdm 0.1177 ± 0.0012 0.1265 ± 0.0036 0.1267+0.0044
−0.0043

109As 2.14 ± 0.051 2.1477+0.03464
−0.03409 2.23090.5876

0.5072

ns 0.9687 ± 0.0044 0.9803 ± 0.0057 0.977+0.006
−0.007

τreio 0.068 ± 0.013 0.0602+0.0070
−0.0081 0.080+0.013

−0.012

log10 (ac) − −3.550+0.074
−0.061 −3.4998+0.0965

−0.0431

fEDE (ac) − 0.065 ± 0.026 0.073+0.031
−0.028

H0 68.33 ± 0.54 70.28 ± 0.94 70.5+1.0
−1.2
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Figure 3: CMB power spectra of EE mode. The early dark energy models both include an effect due to cosmic
birefringence.

A. Coupling with gMPl = 1

We focus on the EE and EB power spectra. Since the initial evolution and subsequent oscillation
frequency of φ is different for each model, β(φ) will change both the amplitude and shape of these
power spectra. The EE power spectra are presented in the left panel of Figure 3, and the fractional
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Figure 4: EB power spectrum in the four cases with best-fitting parameters given in Table I. The value of
gMpl we used in this figure is 1.
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Figure 5: With best fitted gMPl = 0.16 in α-attractor and gMPl = 0.12 in Rock ‘n’ Roll, EB power spectrum
in the two cases can be modified from the above result.
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Figure 6: EB power spectrum with the data points from Planck 2018. The left figure plotted with gMPl = 1,
and the right one shows the EB mode with best-fitted gMPl from Table. II.

difference between early dark energy and ΛCDM power spectra in the right panel. The two cases
present different amounts of power in the low-l scales, and almost coincide in the high-` period. This
is predominantly due to the different values of ac in each model. If ac is closer to the reionization
period, then observations of sources at different redshifts, such as photons from CMB and reionization,
will give a different rotation angle. Thus, we can extract information about the redshift evolution of
β by looking at sources in different redshift shells, which will provide improved constraints on this
class of models. Although the low-` EE power differs significantly between the different models, the
large statistical uncertainties in the Planck data in this regime make it difficult to distinguish different
models. The α-attractor has less EE power for ` < 26. On smaller angular scales, the differences
between the spectra are smaller, but the error bars are also expected to be small for ` >∼ 102.

Next we focus on the EB power spectra for these early dark energy models, presented in Figure 4.
For the Rock ‘n’ Roll model, the EB power spectrum has a larger amplitude in both the low-` and
high-` regimes. This is a direct consequence of fede taking a larger value in the Rock ‘n’ Roll model.
In contrast, both the EB power spectra and the low-` component of the EE power spectra show such
positive correlation relation between fede and power. The magnitude of DEE

` for ` < 26 is suppressed
for the α-attractor.

At high-` modes, there is also a subtle difference in shape of the EB power spectra. The Rock ‘n’
Roll power spectrum is higher than the α-attractor counterpart at l = 1000 but decays faster at larger
`. The peak value of Rock ‘n’ Roll also shifts slightly to the smaller scales.

To test the viability of both the models, we use data from the Planck 2018 release. First, we
compute the pseudo-cl EB spectra from the maps using the Planck common polarization mask with
2◦ apodization. Then we estimate the EB power spectra by correcting for the effects of masking,
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Figure 7: The evolution of β with redshift.

Table II: Best-fit of free parameters of gMPl and the corresponding value of β in ΛCDM, α-attractor, Rock ‘n’
Roll, respectively. Since in our theory, β is not constant, we only give the value of β calculated from Equation3
in CMB time.

Parameter ΛCDM α-attractor Rock ‘n’ Roll

gMPl 0 0.16 0.12

β at CMB 0 0.02◦ 0.15◦

beam and pixel windows. The EB spectra that we obtain are comparable to those in [13]. We check
the stability of our results with changes to the sky fraction by using two different masks, the SMICA
confidence mask and the Planck common polarization mask. The SMICA confidence mask has a sky
fraction of 93%, while the common mask has a sky fraction of 78%. We find that both the masks yield
similar EB power spectra, and so we use the Planck common polarization mask for our analysis.

In the left panel of Figure.6, we add the result from observation into the EB power spectra and want
to use it to distinguish early dark energy models from l = 200 to l = 1500, although the large errorbars
make it hard to distinguish the models at low `s. But this is the result from fixing the coupling term
g as g/M−1Pl = 1. In the next, we will consider the value of gMPl from the best fit with Planck data.

B. Coupling term g from best-fit result

The amplitude of the EB power spectrum is dictated by a single free parameter, g. In this section,
we fit the parameter g for both EDE models. The best-fit values of gMPl for both are presented
in Table. II. We find the results of gMPl are g = 0.16(α-attractors) and g = 0.12 (Rock n Roll),
respectively. In the right one of Figure 6, we present the best-fit results of the models considered here
and compare them with the EB spectra measured by Planck. To fit g, we used parameters except g
from Table I obtained by fitting the CMB [46–48], BAO[49–52] and Supernova [53, 54] data. Then for
each model, we vary g find the best fit value of g that minimizes the χ2;

χ2(g) =
∑
`

(
DO` −DM` (g)

)2
σ2
`

, (15)

where DO` and DM` (g) are the measured EB spectra and the model predictions, respectively, and σ`
are the Planck EB 68% error bars. We find that both models can fit the data, and the differences
between the best fits from the two models cannot be distinguished by the present data at any statistical
significance.

We present the EB power spectra for both models with best-fit g in Figure 5. This result shows the
EB power spectrum cannot distinguish the two models when g is allowed to vary. For higher l > 1500,
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the EB mode will show very subtle differences, but the shape is practically indistinguishable.
We use the best-fit value of g with Equation 3 to infer value of β. The results also be shown in

Table. II and Figure 7. With the best fit g, we find the rotation angle β is different for the two models:
the α-attractor model with g = 0.16 can fit the data of EB mode well and possess a relatively small
rotation angle β = 0.02◦, and the Rock ‘n’ Roll model with gMPl = 0.12 can get β equal to 0.15◦ We
conclude that the rotating angle β is strongly model dependent.

These features could help the observation of LiteBIRD distinguish different early energy models. It
may also be the case that not all oscillatory potentials will lead to the oscillation of DEB

` , since this
observable relies on the parameters in the scalar field potential.

V. SUMMARY

In this article, we studied the cosmic birefringence effect from two models; Rock ‘n’ Roll, and α-
attractor scalar fields, treating them as pseudo-scalars and including an explicit Chern-Simons coupling
between the field and photons. We generate the resulting EB power spectrum for the α-attractor and
Rock ‘n’ Roll models for the first time. We compared the field oscillations and background energy
density evolution. Both models admit similar energy density evolution.

We also discussed the cosmic birefringence effect wrought by different EDE potentials. The EE
power spectra show some discriminatory power in the low-` regime, but the current generation of
polarization data can’t take advantage of this difference. Cosmic variance will ultimately limit the
utility of this signal. Oscillations in the EE power spectrum at high ` could act as a model discriminant
in the next generation of polarization experiments. The signal in the EE power spectrum is present
even in the absence of any explicit photon-pseudoscalar coupling.

The EB cross power shows some promise to distinguish different scalar field models. At high-`, the
magnitude of DEB

` is closely related to the value of fede, required to resolve the Hubble tension. This
implies that the higher the proportion of dark energy density in the early Universe, the greater signal
we expect to find in the EB cross-power spectrum. At low-`, both the shape and amplitude of DEB

`
depend on the model specifics of the model, allowing for stronger discriminatory power. However, using
the best fit EDE parameter values from other data sets, in conjunction with fitting the amplitude of
the EB power spectrum to the models in this work reveals that both the α-attractors and the Rock
n’ Roll models fit the data equally well. The value of g is model dependent. Moreover, the rotation
angle β calculated for each model with the best-fit g is also highly model dependent.

We conclude that the CMB EB power produced by cosmic birefringence could potentially be an
important smoking gun for different early dark energy models, beyond the EE spectra, and this will
be verified with the next generation of CMB observations in the near future.

Acknowledgements

We thank Eiichiro Komatsu, Kai Murai, and Thomas Tram for their kind help and discussion
in numerical calculation. We also thank Stephen Appleby for discussions and his comments on the
manuscript. LY is supported by an appointment to the YST Program at the APCTP through the Sci-
ence and Technology Promotion Fund and Lottery Fund of the Korean Government. JK is supported
by an appointment to the JRG Program at the APCTP through the Science and Technology Promotion
Fund and Lottery Fund of the Korean Government, and also supported by the Korean Local Gov-
ernments in Gyeongsangbuk-do Province and Pohang City. This research was also supported by the
National Research Foundation of Korea funded through the CQUeST (NRF-2020R1A6A1A03047877),
and the Ministry of Science and ICT to BHL (NRF-2020R1F1A1075472).

[1] E. Komatsu et al. [WMAP Science Team], PTEP 2014, 06B102 (2014) doi:10.1093/ptep/ptu083
[arXiv:1404.5415 [astro-ph.CO]].

[2] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys. 641, A6 (2020) [erratum: Astron. Astrophys. 652, C4
(2021)] doi:10.1051/0004-6361/201833910 [arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO]].

[3] D. Dutcher et al. [SPT-3G], Phys. Rev. D 104, no.2, 022003 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.022003
[arXiv:2101.01684 [astro-ph.CO]].



10

[4] P. A. R. Ade et al. [BICEP and Keck], Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, no.15, 151301 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.151301 [arXiv:2110.00483 [astro-ph.CO]].

[5] P. A. R. Ade et al. [SPIDER], Astrophys. J. 927, no.2, 174 (2022) doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ac20df
[arXiv:2103.13334 [astro-ph.CO]].

[6] E. Abdalla, G. Franco Abellán, A. Aboubrahim, A. Agnello, O. Akarsu, Y. Akrami, G. Alestas, D. Aloni,
L. Amendola and L. A. Anchordoqui, et al. JHEAp 34, 49-211 (2022) doi:10.1016/j.jheap.2022.04.002
[arXiv:2203.06142 [astro-ph.CO]].

[7] E. Komatsu, Nature Rev. Phys. 4, no.7, 452-469 (2022) doi:10.1038/s42254-022-00452-4 [arXiv:2202.13919
[astro-ph.CO]].

[8] J. L. Bernal, L. Verde and A. G. Riess, JCAP 10, 019 (2016) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2016/10/019
[arXiv:1607.05617 [astro-ph.CO]].

[9] S. M. Carroll, G. B. Field and R. Jackiw, Phys. Rev. D 41, 1231 (1990) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.41.1231
[10] S. M. Carroll and G. B. Field, Phys. Rev. D 43, 3789 (1991) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.43.3789
[11] D. Harari and P. Sikivie, Phys. Lett. B 289, 67-72 (1992) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(92)91363-E
[12] Y. Minami and E. Komatsu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, no.22, 221301 (2020)

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.221301 [arXiv:2011.11254 [astro-ph.CO]].
[13] J. R. Eskilt and E. Komatsu, Phys. Rev. D 106, no.6, 063503 (2022) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.106.063503

[arXiv:2205.13962 [astro-ph.CO]].
[14] A. Lue, L. M. Wang and M. Kamionkowski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1506-1509 (1999)

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.1506 [arXiv:astro-ph/9812088 [astro-ph]].
[15] H. Nakatsuka, T. Namikawa and E. Komatsu, Phys. Rev. D 105, no.12, 123509 (2022)

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.123509 [arXiv:2203.08560 [astro-ph.CO]].
[16] K. Murai, F. Naokawa, T. Namikawa and E. Komatsu, Phys. Rev. D 107, no.4, L041302 (2023)

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.L041302 [arXiv:2209.07804 [astro-ph.CO]].
[17] P. Ade et al. [Simons Observatory], JCAP 02, 056 (2019) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/056

[arXiv:1808.07445 [astro-ph.CO]].
[18] K. Abazajian, G. Addison, P. Adshead, Z. Ahmed, S. W. Allen, D. Alonso, M. Alvarez, A. Anderson,

K. S. Arnold and C. Baccigalupi, et al. [arXiv:1907.04473 [astro-ph.IM]].
[19] E. Allys et al. [LiteBIRD], doi:10.1093/ptep/ptac150 [arXiv:2202.02773 [astro-ph.IM]].
[20] A. G. Riess, W. Yuan, L. M. Macri, D. Scolnic, D. Brout, S. Casertano, D. O. Jones, Y. Murakami,

L. Breuval and T. G. Brink, et al. Astrophys. J. Lett. 934, no.1, L7 (2022) doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ac5c5b
[arXiv:2112.04510 [astro-ph.CO]].

[21] R. R. Caldwell, M. Doran, C. M. Mueller, G. Schafer and C. Wetterich, Astrophys. J. Lett. 591, L75-L78
(2003) doi:10.1086/376975 [arXiv:astro-ph/0302505 [astro-ph]].

[22] T. L. Smith, V. Poulin and M. A. Amin, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.6, 063523 (2020)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.063523 [arXiv:1908.06995 [astro-ph.CO]].

[23] K. V. Berghaus and T. Karwal, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.8, 083537 (2020) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.083537
[arXiv:1911.06281 [astro-ph.CO]].

[24] S. Alexander and E. McDonough, Phys. Lett. B 797, 134830 (2019) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134830
[arXiv:1904.08912 [astro-ph.CO]].

[25] A. Chudaykin, D. Gorbunov and N. Nedelko, JCAP 08, 013 (2020) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/013
[arXiv:2004.13046 [astro-ph.CO]].

[26] P. Agrawal, F. Y. Cyr-Racine, D. Pinner and L. Randall, [arXiv:1904.01016 [astro-ph.CO]].
[27] F. Niedermann and M. S. Sloth, Phys. Rev. D 103, no.4, L041303 (2021)

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.L041303 [arXiv:1910.10739 [astro-ph.CO]].
[28] K. Freese and D. Spolyar, JCAP 07, 007 (2005) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2005/07/007 [arXiv:hep-

ph/0412145 [hep-ph]].
[29] G. Ye and Y. S. Piao, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.8, 083507 (2020) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.083507

[arXiv:2001.02451 [astro-ph.CO]].
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charges, we are expecting similar overcharged classical solutions. This has been demonstrated
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are inevitably stabilized at finite radial distance. Therefore they never form naked singularities
in accordance with cosmic censorship and the conjectured relation between cosmic censorship
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1 Introduction

Although not much are known for theories of quantum gravity, there are some remarkably
simple statement about principles that such theories should respect [1–3]. The Weak Gravity
Conjecture (WGC) is one of these principles [4]. It argues that any gauge force must be stronger
than gravity. Besides its simplicity, this statement has profound consequences which have been
extensively been explored. One of them is that any consistent quantum theory of gravity should
contain in its spectrum states of mass m and charge Q that satisfy m < |Q| (in appropriate
units). Elementary particles are examples of such states.

The above argument extends also to states with mass larger than the Planck scale, which
are believed to be described as black holes (BHs). In particular, the mass-to-charge ratio
α = m/|Q| = 1 obeyed by extremal BHs cannot be exact and should decrease with Q so that
for any extremal BH there is another one with α < 1. In the opposite case, the extremal BHs
would be absolutely stable. Extending the above argument to large values of m and Q that
describe macroscopic BHs, it is expected that there are spherical symmetric, charged objects
that obey m/|Q| < 1. Such objects have been shown to exist in higher-derivative extensions
of GR. The latter are supposed to encode the corrections due to quantum gravity effects and
presumably will allow for BH solutions with m < |Q|. Indeed, it has been shown in [5] that the
order O(Q−4) effective action will have the generic structure

S =
∫
d4x
√
−g
(
R

2κ2 −
1
4FµνF

µν + c1R
2 + c2RµνR

µν + c3RµνρσR
µνρσ+

+ c4RFµνF
µν + c5R

µνFµρFν
ρ + c6R

µνρσFµνFρσ + c7 (FµνFµν)2

+ c8 (∇µFρσ)(∇µF ρσ) + c9 (∇µFρσ)(∇ρFµσ)
)
. (1.1)

The masses of the extremal BH solutions of the standard two-derivative GR are corrected such
that m < |Q|, supporting the WGC. However, the question remains: are there solutions in GR
that allow for m < |Q|?

The goal of this paper is to show that indeed in GR there are extended spherical symmetric
objects that have charge larger that their mass. We consider spherical symmetric shells within
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GR with total energy m and charge Q and appropriate Israel matching conditions. The surface
energy-momentum stress tensor is that of a perfect fluid with equation of state P = wσ, where
P, σ are the surface pressure and tension, respectively. We find that when 0 ≤ w ≤ 1, necessarily
m ≥ |Q|. In this case, the shell always collapses under its own gravitational field forming a
Reissner-Nordström black hole. However, for −1 ≤ w < 0, there are overcharged m < |Q|
shells, which however are stabilized at some finite radius. This is consistent with the cosmic
censorship hypothesis, revealing the connections between the latter and the WGC, which has
been advocated in [6, 7]. The cosmic censorship for overcharged shells has also been discussed
in [8]. Overcharged brane shells have also been exploited in [9] from compactifications of type
IIB string theory, whereas, the stability of spherical shells of matter in Newtonian gravity and
general relativity has been discussed in [10–16]. Thereby, extended stable objects satisfying
the WGC and consistent with the cosmic censorship exist already in classical Einstein-Maxwell
theory.

2 Charged shells in Newtonian gravity

Let us see what we can learn, based on Newtonian dynamics, for the gravitational collapse of a
thin spherical shell with charge Q and rest mass M . Its energy m is the sum of the rest mass,
the Coulomb and the gravitational binding energy so that

m = M + Q2

r
− m2

r
. (2.1)

We see that the energy is a function of the distance r from the center and its derivative is given
by

m′(r) = m2 −Q2

r(2m+ r) . (2.2)

The shell will collapse ifm decreases with decreasing r. Therefore, from (2.2), the shell collapses
when it is undercharged m2 > Q2, whereas it expands forever in the opposite overcharged case
m2 < Q2.

In the above argument, we have assumed that the internal energy U of the shell is negligible.
However, we should also take into account U in a full treatment of the energy budget of the
problem. Hence, the total energy of the shell should be

m = M + Q2

r
− m2

r
+ U . (2.3)

In the simplest case, we may consider a shell supporting an adiabatic fluid on its surface with
surface energy density σ, pressure P and equation of state P = wσ. In this case, the internal
energy satisfies

dU = −P dA , (2.4)

where dA = 8πrdr is the surface element on the spherical shell. Eq.(2.4) represents the fact
that the increase of the surface energy compensates the rate of work done by the pressure for
expanding the shell. For adiabatic process, we have that

P (4πr2)γ = P0(4πr2
0)γ , (2.5)
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so that

P = P0

(
r0
r

)2γ
, (2.6)

where γ = w − 1 and r0, P0 are the radius and the pressure of some initial shell configuration,
respectively. 1 Therefore, the energy m when the internal energy U is taken into account
according to Eq.(2.3), turns out to be

m′(r) = m2 −Q2 + r2 U ′(r)
r(2m+ r)

= m2 −Q2 − 8π P r3

r(2m+ r) . (2.7)

The condition then m′ > 0 for an imploding shell is equivalent to

m2 −Q2 > 8π P r3. (2.8)

We see from Eq.(2.8) that for P ≥ 0 (i.e., w ≥ 0) we have m2 − Q2 ≥ 0. In other words:
Collapsing shells with w ≥ 0 are necessarily undercharged m ≥ |Q|.

However, for w < 0 things are different: In this case, the pressure is negative p < 0 and
clearly we may have imploding shells with m2 < Q2. Therefore, we have collapse only when

m ≥ |Q| and w ≥ 0 ,
m < |Q| and w < 0 . (2.9)

Note that for w < 0, there is also maximum value of |Q| since from Eq.(2.8) we get

|Q| <
√
m2 + 8π|P0|r3

0 . (2.10)

What we learned so far is that gravitational collapse occurs for undercharged, m ≥ |Q| as well
as for overcharged, m < |Q| shells provided that in the latter case the shell is composed of
adiabatic fluid with negative pressure. The collapse of course will eventually end up in the
formation of a Reissner-Nordström black hole for an undercharged shell, and the formation of
a naked singularity violating cosmic censorship for an overcharged one. Below we will examine
the latter possibility, namely the collapse of an overcharged |Q| > m shell, and look for its
ultimate fate. In particular, we want to see if such a shell inevitable form a naked singularity
violating cosmic censorship.

3 Charged shells in General Relativity

Let us now examine the dynamics of the charged shell within General Relativity. To be more
specific, let us consider a charged spherical thin shell of total rest mass M , total charge Q,
energy density σ and pressure p. The intrinsic metric on the shell is

ds2
3 = γijdξidξj = −dτ2 +R2dΩ2, (i, j = 0, 1, 2) , (3.1)

1Similarly, since P = wσ we get that σ = σ0
(
r0
r

)2γ , where σ0 = P0/w. In addition, integrating Eq.(2.4) and
using Eq.(2.6) we find that U = 4π

w−2 P r
2 and U0 = 4πσ0r

2γ
0
(
r0
r

)2w
.
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where ξi = (τ, θ, φ) are the shell worldvolume coordinates. The scale factor R = R(τ) is the
radius of the shell and is a function of the proper time τ where the later is the time measured
by an observed moving along with the shell. The stress-energy tensor Sij of the shell has the
form of a perfect fluid

Sij = (σ + p)uiuj + Pγij , (3.2)

where ui is the three-velocity of the shell constituents. Its non-zero components are explicitly
written as has components

S0
0 = −

(1
2σ + P

)
, S1

1 = S2
2 = 1

2σ. (3.3)

Then, energy-momentum conservation leads to the equation [11]

∇α(σuα) = −P∇αuα , (3.4)

Eq.(3.4) can be written as

P + σ

2 + 1
2
d(σR)
dR = 0 , (3.5)

Note that Eq.(3.5) is nothing else than

dM = −P dA = −8πPR dR , (3.6)

where

M = 4πR2σ (3.7)

is the energy of the shell. For a perfect fluid with an equation of state p = wσ, by solving
Eq.(3.5) we find the general relations

σ = σ0
R2(1+w) , P = P0

R2(1+w) , M = M0
R2w , M0 = 4πσ0 , P0 = wσ0. (3.8)

The spacetime in the exterior of the shell is described by the Reissner-Nordström geometry with
line element

ds2
+ = g+

µνdxµ+dxν+ = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r) + r2dΩ2
+ , f(r) = 1− 2m

r
+ Q2

r2 , (3.9)

and Maxwell field strength,

Frt = Q

r2 , (3.10)

where m and Q are the total energy (gravitational mass) and charge, respectively. For com-
pleteness we write down the coordinates of the external manifold xµ+ = (t, r, θ, φ) and the inner
r− and outer r+ horizons at radius

r± = m±
√
m2 −Q2 . (3.11)
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Inside the shell, the internal spacetime is Minskowski with vanishing electromagnetic field

ds2
− = g−µνdxµ−dxν− = −dη2 + dχ2 + χ2dΩ2

− , (3.12)

where η and χ are time and distance coordinate in the interior of the shell and xµ− = (η, χ, θ, φ).
The induced metrics γ±ij on the shell are calculated by the pullback of the interior and

exterior metric g±µν on the hypersurface

g±µν(e±)µi(e±)νj = γ±ij , (e±)µi = ∂xµ±
∂ξi

, (3.13)

with (e±)µi the tangent vector to the hypersurface. The line element from the pullback of the
interior side is

dσ2
− = −

(
ṫ2− − Ṙ2

−

)
dτ2 +R2

−dΩ2
2 , (3.14)

while from the exterior

dσ2
+ = −

(
f(R+)ṫ2+ −

Ṙ2
+

f(R+)

)
dτ2 +R2

+dΩ2
2 . (3.15)

The dot stands for derivative with respect to the shell proper time τ . The metrics in Eqs. (3.14)
and (3.15) should coincide with the shell metric Eq. (3.1) so that

ṫ2− − Ṙ2 = 1 (interior) , (3.16)

f(R)ṫ2+ −
Ṙ2

f(R) = 1 (exterior) , (3.17)

R− = R+ = R . (3.18)

Next we introduce the three-dimensional tensor K±ij which stands for the extrinsic curvature
defined by the pullback of the change of the normal vector nµ along each side of the hypersurface

K±ij = (e±)µi(e±)νj∇µn±ν . (3.19)

The extrinsic curvature is not continues but it has jumps specified by the the Israel matching
condition which is explictly written as [17]

∆Kij = K+
ij −K

−
ij = −8π

(
Sij −

1
2S

k
k γij

)
, (3.20)

Next consider the four-velocity vector Uµ and the normal vector nµ to the shell surface
defined as

uµ = dxµ
dτ , uµuνgµν = −1 , nµuµ = 0 , nµnµ = 1 , nµe

µ
i = 0 . (3.21)

Solving Eqs.(3.16)-(3.17) for ṫ±, the four-velocities are calculated to be

uµ− =
(√

1 + Ṙ2, Ṙ, 0, 0
)
, uµ+ =

(
f−1

√
f + Ṙ2, Ṙ, 0, 0

)
. (3.22)
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whereas the normal vector turns out to be

nµ− =
(
Ṙ,

√
1 + Ṙ2, 0, 0

)
, nµ+ =

(
Ṙ, f−1

√
f + Ṙ2, 0, 0

)
. (3.23)

Then, the Israel matching condition (3.20) is written as

n+
µ

duµ+
dτ
− n−µ

duµ−
dτ

= 8π
(1

2σ + p

)
. (3.24)

Using Eqs. (3.22) and (3.23), the Israel matching condition in Eq. (3.24) is explicitly written
as (

f + Ṙ2
)1/2
−
(
1 + Ṙ2

)1/2
= −4πσR . (3.25)

By using the explicit form of f , Eq. (3.25) specifies the total energy m to be

m = M
(
1 + Ṙ2

)1/2
− M2 −Q2

2R . (3.26)

which remains constant during the evolution with proper time τ whileM and R change. There-
fore, m can be determined at the equilibrium point (if such a point exists) and remain constant
through the whole dynamics.

We will now search for stable equilibrium points, i.e. points where the shell can be stabilized.
The conditions for stable equilibrium at R = R0 = const. is

Ṙ
∣∣
R0

= 0, R̈
∣∣
R0
> 0 , (3.27)

which leads to, with m0 = m(R0),

m0 = M − M2 −Q2

2R0
, (3.28)

∂m0
∂R0

= dM

dR0

(
1− M

R0

)
+ M2 −Q2

2R2
0

= 0 , (3.29)

∂2m0
∂R2

0
> 0 . (3.30)

The conditions above ensure the stability of the shell at specific radius R0. At this radius the
shell is gravitationally stable. Note that, if such a stable point R0 exists, the shell is always
stabilized outside the outer horizon of the exterior metric, i.e.

f(R0) = 1− 2m
R0

+ Q2

R2
0

=
(

1− M

R0

)2
> 0 . (3.31)

Once the outer horizon is crossed, the fate of the shell is predetermined: it will end up in a
charged BH.

3.1 Charged shells with zero or positive pressure

To specify the equilibrium radius R0 we proceed as follows. Once an equation of state P = P (σ)
is given, we can solve Eq.(3.6), in order to determine the mass M = M(R). We may then use
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M(R) in Eqs.(3.28) and (3.29) to find R0. Finally, we check if this solution satisfies Eq.(3.30).
If it does, then the shell is at stable equilibrium at R0.

In order to establish the above procedure, let us consider the known case of a charged dust
with p = 0 [10]. In this case, we have from Eq.(3.8)

σ = σ0
R2 , (3.32)

where σ0 is a constant, so that

M = 4πσ0 . (3.33)

It is then easy to see from Eqs.(3.28)-(3.31) that the condition for equilibrium is satisfied for
extremal shells, i.e, shells that satisfy m = |Q|. However, such shells are at neutral equilibrium
since ∂2m/∂R2

0 = 0 for any R0. Therefore, if the shell is initial at rest at R0, it will remain
there in indifferent equilibrium if P = 0. In fact it has been proven in [10] that when p ≥ 0, the
shell can never be overcharged, i.e.,

m ≥ |Q| for P ≥ 0 . (3.34)

Then, such a shell will inevitably collapse once enters the outer Reissner-Nordström horizon.
This is in accordance with the conclusion we arrived in section (2) based purely on Newtonian
arguments.

To establish Eq. (3.34), we note that

P = 1
16π

M2 −Q2

R2
(
R(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 −M

) . (3.35)

In order the pressure P to be always positive (P > 0) the motion should happen with radius R
larger than a critical Rc (when M2 > Q2)

R > Rc , Rc = M

(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 . (3.36)

Then expanding the inequality(
M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 − |Q|

)2
≥ 0 , (3.37)

we find that

|Q| ≤ 1
2M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 + 1

2
Q2

M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 . (3.38)

In addition, from Eq.(3.26) we see that m = m(R) is an increasing function of R and therefore

m(Rc) ≤ m. (3.39)

On the other hand, for R = Rc we have

m(Rc) =M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 − M2 −Q2

2Rc
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= 1
2M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 + 1

2
Q2

M
(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 . (3.40)

Adding and subtracting the second term of Eq.(3.40), we can write the above equation as

m(Rc) = 1
2
Q2

M
(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 − 1

2
Q2

M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 +
(

1
2M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 + 1

2
Q2

M(1 + Ṙ2)1/2

)
. (3.41)

Therefore we get

m(Rc) ≥ |Q|+
1
2
Q2

M
(1 + Ṙ2)1/2

(
1− 1

1 + Ṙ2

)
≥ |Q|+ 1

2
Q2

M

Ṙ2

(1 + Ṙ2)1/2 ≥ |Q| (3.42)

and using Eq.(3.41) we get that bound

m ≥ |Q| . (3.43)

Therefore, there are no overcharged shells for P ≥ 0 (w ≥ 0). It is clear now that the above
argument cannot work whenever the pressure p in Eq.(3.35) is negative P < 0 (−1 ≤ w < 0),
in accordance with the general discussion based on purely Newtonian considerations.

3.2 Charged shells with negative pressure

Using Eq. (3.8) for a general equation of state p = wσ, the total energy at equilibrium R = R0

is

m0 = Q2

2R0
− M0

2R1+4w
0

(
M0 − 2R1+2w

0

)
, (3.44)

where the first term stands for the electric energy potential, the second for the surface tension
contribution and the third for gravitational potential2. Although we can keep the discussion
general, we prefer to work out a particular value for w for which analytic results can be obtained.
A particular simple case which can be treated completely analytically is w = −1/4, . In this case,
using Eq.(3.44) we find that the critical point condition in Eq.(3.29) specifies the equilibrium
point at R = R0

∂m0
∂R0

= M2
0R

3/2
0 −Q2

2R2
0

= 0 , (3.46)

so that the equilibrium point is at distance

R0 =
(
Q2

M0

)2/3

, (3.47)

2For completeness we write down the general formula for the total energy in Eq.(3.26) in terms of M0 using
Eq.(3.8)

m = M0R
−2w
√

1 + Ṙ2 + Q2 −M2
0R

−4w

2R , (3.45)

where is this expression R ≡ R(t).
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from the center of the shell. In addition, this is a stable equilibrium point since

∂2m0
∂R2

0
= 3M2

0
4Q2 > 0 . (3.48)

The total gravitational energy at the equilibrium point R0 turns out to be

m0 = −1
2M

2
0 + 3

2
(
M0Q

)2/3
, (3.49)

which can be written as

Y = −1
2Z

2 + 3
2Z

2/3 , (3.50)

where

Z = M0
|Q|1/2 and Y = m0

|Q|
. (3.51)

Then the range of Z where both Z and Y are positive (Z ≥ 0, Y ≥ 0) in order to have positive
energy is 0 < Z < 33/4. It is easy to check that for this range of Z we have

Y = m0
|Q|

< 1 → m0 < |Q| . (3.52)

Therefore, the positivity of m0 and M gives that

m0 < |Q| and M0 < 33/4|Q|−1/2 , (3.53)

so that the shell with w = −1/4 can be in equilibrium only when it is overcharged.

3.3 Dynamics of overcharged shells

We can also study the exact dynamics as described by Eq.(3.25). The latter can be written for
a shell with a general equation of state as

(
1− 2m

R
+ Q2

R2 + Ṙ2
)1/2
−
(
1 + Ṙ2

)1/2
= − M0

R1+2w . (3.54)

To study overcharged shells, we should consider the case of a negative w < 0 since as we have
seen above, when w ≥ 0 (p ≥ 0) the shell is always undercharged. 3 Taking a derivative of
Eq.(3.54) we find the equation of motion of the shell

R̈ = −∂V
∂R

, (3.55)

where the potential V (R) is given by

V (R) = − 1
8M2

0

(
M2

0
R1+2w −Q

2R2w−1 + 2mR2w
)2

. (3.56)

3Note that if we assume that the shell can go (or start) from infinity R → ∞, we get for negative w,
− 1

2 ≤ w < 0. Note that for this range of w, the potential in Eq.(3.56) is bounded at R→∞ as expected.
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The potential V is of the form

V (R) = −W 2 , (3.57)

where the prepotential W is

W = 1
2
√

2M0

(
M2

0
R1+2w −Q

2R2w−1 + 2mR2w
)
. (3.58)

In other words, the dynamics is described by Eq.(3.55) subject to the initial value equation
(from Eq.(3.54))

1
2Ṙ

2 = W 2 − 1
2 . (3.59)

The critical points of the potential are specified by solving V ′(R) = 0, which are the zeroes of
the equations

W = 0 , ∂RW = 0 , (3.60)

which are explicitly written as

M2
0 −Q2R4w

0 + 2m0R
1+4w
0 = 0 , (3.61)

M2
0 (1 + 2w) +Q2(2w − 1)R4w

0 − 4m0wR
1+4w
0 = 0 . (3.62)

The critical point specified by solving Eq.(3.61) are local global maxima since

V ′′(R)
∣∣∣
W=0

= −|∂RW |2 < 0 . (3.63)

The second critical point at ∂RW = 0 is a local minimum since the potential V → 0 as R→∞.
The potential is plotted in Fig 1. The maximum distance Rmax where the shell can be is,

for initial velocity Ṙin = 0, the largest root of (from Eq.(3.59))

W
(
Rmax

)2 = 1
2 . (3.64)

This value of W follows also from Eq.(3.58) for m ≡ m0, the total energy of the equilibrium.
For illustrative purposes, we will work out explicitly the case w = −1/4 discussed in subsec-

tion (3.2) as we can get closed expressions in this case. In this case, the minimum of potential
is specified by ∂RW = 0 from where we find that the equilibrium point Req is at

Req = 3Q2

2m+M2
0
. (3.65)

Comparing the equation above with R0 in Eq.(3.47) and solving for m we find that m ≡ m0

where m0 is given in Eq.(3.49). This means that we can always replace m with the total energy
at the vacuum.
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Figure 1: Left panel: The potential V of the overcharged shell with w = −1/4 discussed in
subsection (3.2). We choose M0 = 31/2|Q|−1/2 and Q = 1. For these values the conditions in
Eq.(3.53) are satisfied and the total energy is calculated to be m0 = 3/2(31/3 − 1) ≈ 0.66. The
potential gets the analytic form V = − (1−3×31/3R)2

24R3 and equilibrium radius at Req ≈ 0.69. The
latter is an asymptotically increasing function for large values of R. Right panel: The equations
of motions of the shell around the equilibrium in terms of time obtained using Eq.(3.55) and
Eq.(3.45). We plot the oscillatory behavior for the initial values R(0) = 0 and Ṙ(0) = 4.

3.4 Parameter space of stable charged shells

So far we have examined in our examples the stability of undercharged shells with w ≥ 0 and
the case of overcharged shells with negative pressure for the specific value w = −1/4 which can
be solved analytically. In this subsection we aim to find the stability regions of both over- and
under-charged shells scanning the parameter space of w. To do so we study extensively the
equilibrium/stability conditions given in Eqs.(3.29)-(3.30) and plot the regions where they are
satisfied.

As a first step we reduce the variables in these conditions using Eq.(3.44) and expressing
the mass of the shell in the following general form

M0 = R2w
0

(
R0 ±

√
Q2 − 2m0R0 +R2

0

)
. (3.66)

It is useful to introduce the following normalized variables of charge and radius in units of m0

Q̃ = |Q|
m0

, R̃ = R0
m0

, (3.67)

and then we re-express the Eq.(3.66) and the stability conditions in Eqs.(3.29)-(3.30) in terms
of them

m0(m0R̃)2w
(
R̃±

√
Q̃2 + R̃(R̃− 2)

)
= M0 , (3.68)

(1− R̃)R̃− 2w(Q̃2 − 2R̃+ R̃2)∓ (1 + 2w)R̃
√
Q̃2 + R̃(R̃− 2) = 0 , (3.69)

R̃(6w2 + 5w + 1)
(
−R̃∓

√
Q̃2 + R̃(R̃− 2)

)
− Q̃2(4w2 + 3w) + R̃(8w2 + 6w + 1) > 0 . (3.70)

In the case of charged shells stabilized outer of the external Reissner-Nordström horizon in
Eq.(3.31), one should consider the horizon condition and written in terms of the new variables
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takes the following form

R̃ > 1 +
√

1− Q̃2 , 0 ≤ Q̃ ≤ 1 . (3.71)

The solutions of the stability conditions are complicated analytic expressions and we solve them
numerically. However, we demonstrate the following characteristic cases with :

• w ≥ 0: there are no overcharged shells in this case, shown in (3.1).

• w = 0 : There is no stable equilibrium for any charge.

• w = −1/4 : Stable equilibrium for Q̃ > 1, presented in subsection (3.2).

• w = −1/2 : Stable equilibrium for Q̃2 = R̃ and Q̃ ≥ 1. Minimizing the total energy
including M0 one can find explicitly that

R0 = Q/
√
M0(2−M0) ,

and then
m0 = Q

√
M0(2−M0) .

This quantity is bounded for 0 < M0 < 2 and gives overcharged Q̃ > 1 and the extremal
case Q̃ = 1 for M0 = 1.

• Extremal case Q̃ = 1 : Stable equilibrium for −1 < w < 0. For w = −1 the stability
conditions are not satisfied.

Considering this inequality and the previous conditions, we find the parameter space where
charged shells are stable as shown on the left panel of the Fig.2:
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0.5
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Q

=1.2

Q

=1

-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0

0

1

2

3

4

w

R

Figure 2: Left panel : The blue region stands for the parameter space where shells with stable
equilibrium exist ∂2m0/∂R

2
0 > 0. Stable shells are always overcharged Q̃ > 1 with w < 0. Right

panel : The parameter space of R̃ for fixed values of Q̃.
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4 Trapped spacetime modes

Perturbations of the Reissner-Nordström spacetime has been introduced in [18] and general-
ized to include also a cosmological constant in [19, 20]. In particular, the radial part of the
axial electromagnetic and gravitational perturbations are described by the equation in tortoise
coordinates dR∗ ≡ dR/f(R)

d2

dR2
∗
Z>i +

(
k2 − V >

i (R)
)
Z>i = 0 , i = 1, 2 (4.1)

where the potentials V1(R) and V2(R) correspond to the axial electromagnetic and gravitational
perturbations, respectively. They are explicit given by

V >
i (R) = f(R)

(
l(l + 1)
R2 − qj

R3 + 4Q2

R4

)
, (4.2)

where l is the spherical harmonic index and

qi,j = 3m±
√

9m2 + 4(l − 1)(l + 2)Q2 , i, j = 1, 2 i 6= j . (4.3)

On the other hand, the spacetime is flat inside the shell and therefore, there are only
gravitational perturbations, the radial part of which obey the equation

d2

dR2Z
<
2 +

(
k2 − V <

2 (R)
)
Z<2 = 0 , (4.4)

where

V <
2 (R) = l(l + 1)

R2 . (4.5)

The potentials V >
1 , V >

2 and V <
2 are shown in Figs. 3 and 5.

In the following, we will consider only the gravitational perturbations with corresponding
potentials V <

2 and V >
2 for inside and outside the shell, respectively. It is easy to see that the

potential V >
2 for undercharged shells with m ≥ |Q| has a minimum and a maximum, as can be

seen from Figs. 3 and 5. The minimum is hidden behind the outer horizon, where incoming
boundary conditions can be placed to describe standard QNM of Reissner-Nordström spacetime.

For overcharged shells with m < |Q| the situation is different. In particular, for m/|Q| .
0.912 the potential V >

2 has no extrema. In the opposite case, for 0.912 . m/|Q| < 1, the
potential V >

2 develops a minimum at Rmin and a maximum at Rmax with Rmin < Rmax as in
Figs. 3 and 4. It turns out that the shell is stabilized at a distance Req < Rmax. Therefore,
there are trapped spacetime modes [21] between the position of the shell Req and the maximum
of the potential at Rmax as illustrated in Fig. 6. They can be long-lived depending on the depth
of the potential well. Trapped modes have first been studied for the axial stellar perturbations
in [22,23]. It turns out that trapped modes exist whenever there are horizonless objects confined
in the interior of the potential barrier. This is the case for example of ultra-compact stars and
gravastars [24, 25] studied in [26–33], where the spectrum of the perturbations, including the
trapped modes, has been determined. If such horizonless ultra-compact objects formed in nature
once they involved in dynamical processes (binary mergers, collapse, excitations by other bodies)
will produced a characteristic signals (echoes) as in Fig. 7. A detailed analysis of the signals
will provide details and reveal the nature of the emitting object [30–33].
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Figure 3: We plot overcharged RN black holes with m0 ≈ 0.98 and Q = 1 and overcharged
shells at equilibrium. The singularity is hidden by the overcharged shell while the shaded region
corresponds to the interior of the shell. Upper panel: Overcharged shell with tensionM0 ≈ 0.829,
w = −1/4, stabilized at Req ≈ 1.133. Lower panel: Overcharged shell with tension M0 ≈ 0.85,
w = −1, stabilized at Req ≈ 0.87. The total energy and charge of the shells is m0 ≈ 0.98 and
Q = 1 respectively. Note that for negative values w > −1, e.g. w = −1/4, the equilibrium
point Req approaches the local maximum of the QN modes potential.
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Figure 4: Left panel: Schematic illustration of trapped spacetime modes on the exterior region
of an overcharged shell with w = −1/4, corresponding to the upper left panel of Fig.3. Right
panel: Schematic illustration of trapped modes on the exterior region of an overcharged shell
with w = −1, corresponding to the upper left panel of Fig.3.
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Figure 5: We plot overcharged RN black holes with m0 ≈ 0.999 and Q = 1 and overcharged
shells at equilibrium. The singularity is hidden by the overcharged shell while the shaded
region corresponds to the interior of the shell. Upper panel: Overcharged shell with tension
M0 ≈ 0.9614, w = −1/4, stabilized at Req ≈ 1.026. Lower panel: Overcharged shell with
tension M0 ≈ 0.9803, w = −1, stabilized at Req ≈ 0.933. The total energy and charge of the
shells is m0 ≈ 0.999 and Q = 1 respectively. Note that negative values w > −1, e.g. w = −1/4,
the equilibrium point Req approaches the local maximum of the QN modes potential.
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Figure 6: Left panel: Schematic illustration of trapped spacetime modes on the exterior region
of an overcharged shell with w = −1/4, corresponding to the Fig. 5. Right panel: Schematic
illustration of trapped modes on the exterior region of an overcharged shell with w = −1,
corresponding to the Fig. 5.

15



Figure 7: Upper panels: The emerging signal for m0 = 0.980 and Req ≈ 1.133 (w = −1/4) on
the left and m0 = 0.980 and Req ≈ 0.87 (w = −1) on the right. Lower panels: The emerging
signal for m0 = 0.999 nd Req ≈ 1.026 (w = −1/4) on the left and m0 = 0.999 and Req ≈ 0.933
(w = −1) on the right. In all four panels the initial QNMs due to scattering on the potential
barrier is followed by “trapped” modes. The number of the trapped modes and the energy
that they carry depend on the triplet (m0, Req, w) which define the depth and the width of the
potential well.
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Figure 8: : Quasinormal modes for undercharged collapsed shells with Left panel: Q = 1 and
m0 = 1.02 Right panel: Q = 1 and m0 = 1.4. The vertical red dotted-dashed line stands for the
external horizon of the black hole.
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5 Conclusion

According to the WGC, there should be overcharged BHs with charge larger than their mass
|Q| > m. Such objects are not allowed in GR as they have naked singularities, violating the
cosmic censorship hypothesis. However, such objects have been constructed by extensions of GR
where higher derivative terms have been included in the gravitational action. Here we examined
overcharged spherical symmetric objects in GR and, in particular, we studied charged shells.
The shells we considered are made of perfect fluids with tension σ and pressure p obeying
p = wσ with |w| ≤ 1. We have found that all shells with positive pressure, 0 < w ≤ 1,
whether overcharged or undercharged, are unstable and collapse to form charged black holes.
For negative pressure, undercharged shells with −1 ≤ w < 0 are unstable. However we found
overcharged shells with −1 ≤ w < 0 stabilized at finite radial distance. This result is also
dictated by the cosmic censorship, since if an overcharged shell collapses, it will form a naked
singularity. We have also seen that for nearly overcharged shells with 0.912 . m/|Q| < 1, a
trapping potential is formed for the gravitational perturbations as well as for the electromagnetic
ones. This is in accordance with the fact that horizonless objects can exhibit trapped spacetime
modes if they are confined in the interior of the potential barrier.

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank C. Bachas for extensive discussions. A.R. is
funded by the Boninchi Foundation.
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Abstract: It has been known that in the nanometer interaction range the available experimental data

do not exclude the Yukawa-type corrections to Newton’s gravitational law which exceed the Newto-

nian gravitational force by many orders of magnitude. The strongest constraints on the parameters

of Yukawa-type interaction in this interaction range follow from the experiments on neutron scatter-

ing and from measurements of the lateral and normal Casimir forces between corrugated surfaces.

In this work, we demonstrate that by optimizing the experimental configuration at the expense of

the higher corrugation amplitudes and smaller periods of corrugations it is possible to considerably

strengthen the currently available constraints within the wide interaction range from 4.5 to 37 nm.

We show that the maximum strengthening by more than a factor of 40 is reachable for the interaction

range of 19 nm.

Keywords: non-Newtonian gravity; lateral Casimir force; Yukawa-type interaction; neutron scatter-

ing; Cavendish-type experiments

1. Introduction

Gravitation is the most universal interaction because it manifests itself for all macro-
scopic bodies as well as for elementary particles and fields. Although the gravitational

force is familiar from everyday practice, the classical and quantum theories of gravita-

tion and their correlation with the experimental data leave much to be desired. It is com-
mon knowledge that the construction of quantum gravity runs into insuperable difficulties.

Non of the theoretical approaches, such as string theory, or loop quantum gravity, can be
considered as the comprehensive description of gravitation. Of particular surprise is the

fact that even the classical Newton law of gravitation is tested with sufficient precision

only at relatively large separations, whereas at submicrometer distances the corrections to
Newtonian gravity, which exceed it by many orders of magnitude, are not excluded ex-

perimentally [1]. The questions arise what is the analytic form of possible corrections to
Newton’s law at short separations and how they could be detected or at least constrained

experimentally.

The extended Standard Model, supersymmetry and supergravity predict a lot of hy-
pothetical interactions which could coexist with Newtonian gravity at submicrometer sep-

arations (see the recent review [2] for the list of these interactions, their Lagrangian densi-

ties and forms of effective potentials). There are both spin-independent and depending on
the spin of interacting particles potentials among them. It should be reminded that forces

caused by the former act between any macroscopic bodies whereas the latter are averaged
to zero when integrated over the volumes of unpolarized bodies.
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Particular attention has been given in the literature to the Yukawa-type interaction
[1]. It is described by the spin-independent potential and acts between each pair of atoms

belonging to two macrobodies. After integration over their volumes with subsequent neg-
ative differentiation with respect to the separation distance, the Newtonian gravitational

force acquires some correction.

The Yukawa-type potential is physically realized through the exchange of light scalar
particles, such as, e.g., dilaton [3], predicted in extra dimensional theories where the addi-

tional dimensions are spontaneously compactified at the Planck energy scale of the order
of 1019 GeV. Moreover, the Newtonian gravitational force in itself gains the Yukawa-type

correction in the extra dimensional schemes where the spontaneous compactification oc-

curs at much lower energy scale of the order of 1 TeV = 103 GeV [4–7]. Because of this,
measuring small forces between macrobodies at short separations becomes topical as a test

for predictions of fundamental physical theories.
During the last decades, different physical phenomena and associated experiments

have been used for searching the non-Newtonian gravity and constraining its parameters.

Although the corrections to Newton’s law at short separations were not found, the con-
straints on the parameters of corresponding potentials, including the Yukawa one, were

significantly strengthened. Thus, the stringent constraints on the Yukawa-type corrections
have been obtained from the Cavendish-type [8–11] and Eötvos-type [12–14] experiments

within the interaction range in excess of a few micrometers. In the interaction range of the

order of 1 nm, the most strong constraints on the parameters of Yukawa-type interaction
have been found from the experiments on neutron scattering on solid or gaseous targets

[15–17] (see also [2] for a detailed review and [18] for a recent important result).
It is notable that in the gap from nanometers to micrometers the dominant back-

ground for searching hypothetical interactions is formed by the fluctuation-induced Casimir

force which is far in access the gravitational force within this interaction range. First con-
straints on the Yukawa- and power-type corrections to Newtonian gravity were obtained

in [19] and [20], respectively. In succeeding years, a lot of precision experiments on measur-

ing the Casimir force and its gradient have been performed and their results were used for
obtaining stronger constraints on the Yukawa-type corrections to Newton’s gravitational

law [21–32] (see also [33,34] for a review).
Until recently, the strongest constraints on the Yukawa-type corrections to Newtonian

gravity in the interaction range above 1 nm were obtained from the experiments on neu-

tron scattering [16,17], measurements of the lateral [35–37] and normal [38–40] Casimir
forces between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces, effective Casimir pressure [25–28],

and from the differential measurements [30] where the Casimir force was nullified. In the
interaction range above 8 µm, the strongest constraints on the Yukawa-type interaction

were found from the gravitational experiments [9–14].

In this paper, we consider constraints on the non-Newtonian gravity of Yukawa-type
in the nanometer interaction range with account of recent strengthening achieved in the

new experiment using the neutron scattering on a silicon structure [18]. According to
our results, these constraints can be further strengthened by optimizing the experiment

on measuring the lateral Casimir force between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces of a

sphere and a plate coated with an Au layer. It is shown that by choosing the corrugation
amplitudes on a sphere and a plate equal to 33 and 90 nm, respectively, and a corrugation

period of 200 nm, it becomes possible to strengthen the strongest current constraints by up
to more than a factor of 40 over the interaction range from 4.5 to 37 nm. Several alternative

proposals on how the constraints on the Yukawa-type interaction could be strengthened

in the nanometer interaction range are discussed.



Version May 16, 2023 submitted to Universe 3 of 14

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the Yukawa-type potential is consid-
ered and the strongest current constraints on its parameters are presented. Section 3 con-

tains the derivation of prospective constraints which could be obtained from the optimized
experiment on measuring the lateral Casimir force between the sinusoidally corrugated

surfaces with equal corrugation periods. The alternative proposals aimed at strengthen-

ing the current constraints in the nanometer interaction range are analyzed in Section 4.
Our discussion is contained in Section 5, and we will finish with Section 6 devoted to

conclusions.

2. The Yukawa-Type Potential and Current Constraints on its Parameters in the Range
from Nanometers to Micrometers

Most commonly, the Yukawa-type interaction is considered as an addition to Newto-

nian gravity. In this case the interaction energy between two point-like masses m1 and m2

spaced at a distance r takes the form [1]

V(r) = −
Gm1m2

r
(1 + αe−r/λ), (1)

where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, α is the strength of Yukawa interaction

and λ is its range.

If the Yukawa-type term in (1) originates from the exchange of light scalar particles
of mass m, λ has the meaning of the Compton wavelength of this particle λ = h̄/(mc)
where h̄ is the Planck constant and c is the velocity of light. In the extra dimensional
theories with the low-energy compactification scale [4–7], λ is of the order of the size of

the compact manifold.

Within the interaction range up to a few nanometers, the strongest constraints on the
parameters of Yukawa-type interaction α and λ follow from experiments measuring the

scattered intensity of neutrons on solid, fluid or gaseous targets [41]. The measurement
results are compared with the theoretical scattered intensity describing interaction of neu-

trons with nuclei of target atoms. The measured and theoretical scattered intensities are

found in agreement in the limits of the experimental error. Then, any contribution of the
Yukawa interaction to the theoretical scattered intensity must be restricted by the same

error. This leads to the corresponding constraints on the Yukawa parameters α and λ.
In Figure 1, the lines labeled n1, n2, and n3 show the constraints obtained from mea-

suring the scattered intensity of neutrons on xenon and helium gases [17], atomic xenon

gas [16], and on silicon [18], respectively. For these ones and all other lines, the regions
of the (λ, α)-plane above each line are excluded by the results of respective experiment

whereas the regions below each line are allowed. The constraints of the lines n1, n2, and
n3 extend to the region λ < 1 nm. In so doing at λ = 0.1 nm the lines n1 and n2 intersect

so that for 0.03 nm < λ < 0.1 nm the constraints of line n1 [17] become stronger than the

constraints of line n2 [16]. The strongest constraints in the region from 0.02 to 19 nm are,
however, given by the line n3 obtained from the recent experiment [18].

As mentioned in Section 1, the dominant background force acting between uncharged

material bodies spaced at separation distances a from a few nanometers to a few microme-
ters is the Casimir force FC(a). The Casimir force, Fth

C (a), acting between the plane parallel

structures, can be calculated theoretically using the fundamental Lifshitz theory [42,43]
(see also [44,45] for a formulation in modern notations). For the bodies of arbitrary shape

V1 and V2, one should use the generalization of the Lifshitz theory valid for configurations

of any geometry [46–55].
In precision measurements, the theoretical values of the Casimir force are usually

found to be in agreement with the mean experimental values, F
expt
C (a), within the limits of
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Figure 1. The constraints on the parameters of the Yukawa-type interaction obtained from the ex-

periments on neutron scattering are shown by the lines labeled n1 [17], n2 [16], and n3 [18]. The lines

labeled 1, 2, and 3 show the constraints following from measuring the lateral [35–37] and normal

[38–40] Casimir forces between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces and from the differential mea-

surements where the Casimir force was nullified [30], respectively. The line labeled gr follows from

the Cavendish-type experiments. The regions of the (λ, α)-plane above each line are excluded and

below each line are allowed.

the total experimental error ∆FC(a) which takes into account both the random and system-
atic errors. One more force acting between the bodies V1 and V2 is obtained by integration

of the interaction energy (1) over their volumes with subsequent negative differentiation
with respect to separation

FYu(a) = Gρ1ρ2
∂

∂a

∫

V1

d3r1

∫

V2

d3r2
1 + αe−|r1−r2|/λ

|r1 − r2|
, (2)

where ρ1 and ρ2 are the mass densities of the bodies.

Recall that in the nanometer separation range the allowable Yukawa-type corrections
exceed the Newtonian gravity by many orders of magnitudes. For this reason, one can

safely neglect by unity in the numerator of (2). Thus, taking into account that in preci-

sion experiments on measuring the Casimir force mentioned above the Yukawa-type in-
teraction was not observed, the constraints on its parameters can be obtained from the

inequality
|FYu(a)| < ∆FC(a). (3)

In Figure 1, the constraints obtained following this methodology are shown by the

lines 1 and 2. The line 1 was found [37] from measuring the lateral Casimir force between

the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces of a sphere and a plate coated with Au layers [35,
36]. The corrugation amplitudes were equal to A1 = 85.4 nm on the plate and A2 =
13.7 nm on the sphere whereas the corrugation periods were equal to Λ1 = Λ2 = 574.7 nm.
The constraints of line 1 at different λ were obtained [37] using the measurement data at
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different separations: a1 = 121.1 nm where ∆FC(a1) = 11.1 pN, a2 = 124.7 nm where
∆FC(a2) = 4.7 pN, and a3 = 137.3 nm where ∆FC(a3) = 2.5 pN [35,36].

The constraints of line 2 in Figure 1 were found [40] from measuring the normal
Casimir force between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces of a sphere and a plate coated

with Au layers at various angles between corrugations [38,39]. In this case, the corrugation

amplitudes on the plate and on the sphere were equal to A1 = 40.2 nm and A2 = 14.6 nm,
respectively, and the corrugation period was equal to Λ = 570.4 nm. The angles between

the axes of corrugations on both bodies in different measurement sets were equal to 0◦,
1.2◦, 1.8◦, and 2.4◦. The constraints of line 2 were obtained at θ = 2.4◦ a = 127 nm where

∆FC(a) = 0.94 pN [38,39]. These constraints are the strongest ones in the interaction range

from 19 to 30 nm.
For larger λ, the strongest constraints on the Yukawa-type interaction were found by

performing the differential force measurement between an Au-coated sphere and a struc-
tured disk consisting of Au and Si sectors coated with an Au protective layer [30]. Here,

the measured quantity is the difference of forces acting on the sphere in its positions above

an Au and Si sectors. Due to the presence of an overlayer, the contributions of the Casimir
force to this difference are canceled which increases the sensitivity to the presence of the

Yukawa interaction. In Figure 1 the obtained constraints are the strongest ones over the
interaction range from 30 to 8000 nm = 8 µm. For even larger λ < 4 mm the strongest

constraints on the parameters of Yukawa interaction follow from the Cavendish-type ex-

periments [8–11]. The interaction ranges of micrometers and millimeters are, however, far
beyond the subject of this paper.

3. Prospective Constraints from Measuring the Lateral Casimir Force between
Corrugated Surfaces

In Section 2, we have considered the constraints on the Yukawa-type interaction ob-
tained from measuring the lateral Casimir force between the sinusoidally corrugated sur-

faces of a sphere and a plate by means of an atomic force micriscope [35,36] (see the line

1 in Figure 1). At the moment they are not the strongest ones for any λ. In 2010, however,
when these constraints have been obtained [37], they were much more restrictive than all

other constraints available at that time.
It is interesting to note in this connection that the experiment [35,36] was designed not

for constraining the non-Newtonian gravity but for measuring the lateral Casimir force in

a highly nontrivial case of sufficiently small period of corrugations. In this case, simple ap-
proximate methods for calculating the Casimir force (like the proximity force approxima-

tion) are not applicable, and it is necessary to use the generalization of the Lifshitz theory
for the bodies of arbitrary shape based on the scattering theory (see Section 2). With this in

mind, the lateral Casimir force was measured, compared with the exact theory, and a very

good agreement was demonstrated [35,36].
As noted in [56], the constraints on the Yukawa interaction following from measure-

ments of the lateral Casimir force can be strengthened by optimizing the experimental
configuration appropriately. Below we demonstrate that this optimization in combination

with an increased current precision of measurements allow strengthening of previously

found constraints [37] by up to a factor of 600, as compared to well known results [16]
shown by the line n2 in Figure 1, and by up to more than a factor of 40 in comparison with

the most recent results shown by the line n3 [18].

In our proposal of the optimized experiment on measuring the lateral Casimir force
between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces we preserve the main features of the already

performed experiment [35,36]. Specifically, we assume that the polystyrene sphere of den-
sity ρs = 1.06× 103 kg/m3 with the radius R = 97.0 µm is coated with a layer of chromium

of thickness ∆Cr = 10 nm and density ρCr = 7.14× 103 kg/m3 and by the outer gold layer
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of thickness ∆Au,s = 50 nm and density ρAu = 19.28 × 103 kg/m3. The grating made of
hard epoxy with density ρg = 1.08× 103 kg/m3 on a Pyrex substrate of 3 mm thickness is

used as a plate. The grating is coated with an Au layer of thickness ∆Au,g = 300 nm.
We choose only slightly larger corrugation amplitude of the grating A1 = 90 nm, than

it was in [35,36], and by the factor of 2.4 larger corrugation amplitude on the sphere, A2 =
33 nm. For obtaining the equal corrugation periods, which is the necessary condition for
initiation of the lateral Casimir force, the corrugations on the sphere should be imprinted

from the grating [35,36]. To produce the stronger constraints, we choose the corrugation
period of Λ = 200 nm which is smaller than the one used in the experiment by the factor

of 2.9.

There is some phase shift ϕ between the sinusoidal corrugations on the sphere and
on the plate. Both the lateral Casimir and lateral Yukawa-type forces are obtained by the

negative differentiation of the corresponding energy with respect to ϕ

Flat
C,Yu(a, ϕ) = −

2π

Λ

∂EC,Yu(a, ϕ)

∂ϕ
. (4)

Note that for the corrugated surfaces the separation distance a is defined between the

zeroth levels of corrugations.
The Yukawa energy EYu(a, ϕ) in the configuration of a corrugated sphere and a cor-

rugated plate coated by the chromium and gold layers as described above is calculated by
the integration of the Yukawa interaction potential over the volumes of both bodies. The

result is [37]

EYu(a, ϕ) = −4π2Gαλ4
Ψ(λ)e−a/λI0

(

b(ϕ)

λ

)

, (5)

where In(z) is the Bessel function of imaginary argument, the quantity b(ϕ) is given by

b(ϕ) =
(

A2
1 + A2

2 − 2A1 A2 cos ϕ
)1/2

, (6)

and the function Ψ(λ) takes into account the layer structure of both bodies. It is defined as

Ψ(λ) =
[

ρAu − (ρAu − ρg)e
−∆Au,g/λ

]

(7)

×
[

ρAuΦ(R, λ)− (ρAu − ρCr)Φ(R − ∆Au,s, λ)e−∆Au,s/λ

− (ρCr − ρs)Φ(R − ∆Au,s − ∆Cr, λ)e−(∆Au,s+∆Cr)/λ
]

,

where

Φ(x, λ) ≡ x − λ + (x + λ)e−2x/λ. (8)

Substituting (5) in (4), one obtains the analytic expression for the lateral Yukawa force

in the experimental configuration used to measure the lateral Casimir force

Flat
Yu (a, ϕ) = 8π3Gαλ3

Ψ(λ)e−a/λ A1 A2

b(ϕ)Λ
I1

(

b(ϕ)

λ

)

sin ϕ. (9)

The constraints on the parameters of Yukawa interaction are obtained from the in-

equality

|Flat
Yu (a, ϕ)| < ∆Flat

C (a), (10)
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where, in this case, ∆Flat
C (a) is the total experimental error in measuring the lateral Casimir

force which is the measure of agreement between the obtained data and the exact theory.

The values of ∆Flat
C (a) to be used for obtaining prospective constraints on the Yukawa-

type corrections to Newtonian gravity deserve special attention. Taking into account larger

values of the corrugation amplitudes chosen for the prospective experiment, the minimum

separation distance in this case can be taken as ã1 = 125 nm (this is approximately equal
to the second shortest separation a2 in the experiment [35,36]). The third shortest separa-

tion in [35,36] was a3 = 137.3 nm. This value is used as the second shortest separation
ã2 in the prospective experiment. Taking into account that in a time passed after the ex-

periment [35,36] was performed the measure of agreement between measurements of the

Casimir force by means of an atomic force microscope and theory was improved by an or-
der of magnitude [57], we put ∆Flat

C (ã1) = 1.11 pN and ∆Flat
C (ã2) = 0.47 pN (see Section 2).

Note that an improvement in agreement between the measurement data and theory was
achieved by a significant decrease in the residual potential difference between a sphere

and a plate and use of the cantilever of an atomic force microscope with by an order of

magnitude smaller spring constant. The latter resulted in by the factor of 10 larger calibra-
tion constant and corresponding decrease of the systematic error in force measurements

[57,58].
As a result, the prospective constraints on the Yukawa-type interaction, which can be

obtained from the optimized experiment on measuring the lateral Casimir force, are found

from (9), (10) with a = ã1 and ã2. These constraints are shown by the dashed line in Figure
2. For comparison purposes, in Figure 2 we reproduce from Figure 1 the lines labeled n1,

n2, and n3 found from the experiments on neutron scattering [16–18], and the lines labeled
1, 2, and 3 obtained from the already performed measurement of the lateral [35–37] and

normal [38–40] Casimir forces between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces and from the

differential measurement where the Casimir force was nullified [30].
As is seen in Figure 2, the constraints shown by the dashed line are the strongest ones

in the interaction range from 4.5 nm to 37 nm. The greatest strengthening by the factor of

41 holds at λ = 19 nm. If to exclude from comparison the recent result obtained from the
neutron scattering on a silicon target (line n3) [18] and compare the dashed line with the

line n2 [16], the greatest strengthening would be by up to the factor of 600.
Thus, experiments on measuring the Casimir force have potentialities for strengthen-

ing the constraints on the Yukawa-type corrections to Newtonian gravity and can compete

on this point with the experiments on neutron scattering. In the next section, we consider
some more suggestions recently proposed in the literature which are directed to further

strengthening of the already obtained constraints.

4. Several Alternative Proposals

As discussed in previous sections, the experiments on neutron scattering are actively

used for constraining the Yukawa-type corrections to Newton’s gravitational law. It was
also suggested [59] to constrain both the axionlike particles and the parameters of Yukawa-

type potentials by means of interferometric measurements of neutron beams. In this case,

the source beam is split in two parts which propagate through differently oriented mag-
netic fields and then interfere. Note that it was also suggested [60] to use the neutron

interferometry in extra dimensional physics with the low-energy compactification scale
for constraining the Yukawa-type corrections to Newtonian gravity (see Section 1). The

compactification radius of large extra dimensions, which is directly connected with the

parameter λ of the Yukawa-type potential, was recently constrained using the data sets of
several neutrino experiments [61].
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The spectroscopic measurements in weakly bound molecules can also be used for
constraining the Yukawa-type interaction between atoms. Thus, it was shown [62] that the

measurement data of the new spectroscopic technique of photoassociation of Yb2 molecules
constrain the non-Newtonian gravity in much the same manner as the experiments on neu-

tron scattering. It was argued [62] that in combination with the optical molecular clocks

the spectroscopic measurements in weakly bound molecules could result in up to two or-
ders of magnitude stronger constraints on non-Newtonian gravity than the experiments

on neutron scattering. Molecular spectroscopy was also used for constraining different
kinds of potentials predicted in various extensions of the Standard Model [63].

According to proposal of [64], the spectroscopic measurements of ionic transitions

between the Rydberg states of electronic and muonic ions lead to prospective constraints
on non-Newtonian gravity in the nanometer interaction range which are stronger than

those obtained from neutron scattering and measuring the Casimir force. Rather wide
interaction range of the constraints which can be obtained by using the muonic ions (from

10−4 to 10 nm) is explained in [64] by the very high precision in measuring the Rydberg

transitions in the optical frequency region.
There are also several more suggestions in the literature devoted to obtaining stronger

constraints on non-Newtonian gravity at short separations. Thus, the optical setup pro-
posed in [65] consists of a mirror and a source mass. A silica nanosphere is trapped near the

surface of a source mass. Similar to experiments on measuring the Casimir force in the dy-

namic regime [26–28], the difference in the actual resonance frequency of this nanosphere
results from the total force gradient acting on it. By comparing the measurement results

with calculations in this configuration, it is possible to strengthen the current constraints
on the parameters of Yukawa-type interaction. In essence, this suggestion is similar in

spirit to the experiment on measuring the thermal Casimir-Polder force between a cloud
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Figure 2. The constraints on the parameters of the Yukawa-type interaction which can be obtained

from the optimized experiment on measuring the lateral Casimir forces between the sinusoidally

corrugated surfaces are shown by the dashed line. The lines labeled n1 [17], n2 [16], and n3 [18]

show the constraints following from the experiments on neutron scattering. The lines labeled 1,

2, and 3 show the constraints following from measurements of the lateral [35–37] and normal [38–

40] Casimir forces between corrugated surfaces and from the differential measurements [30]. The

regions of the (λ, α)-plane above each line are excluded and below each line are allowed.
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of 87Rb atoms belonging to the Bose-Einstein condensate and a SiO2 plate [66]. In this ex-
periment, the atomic cloud was resonantly driven into a dipole oscillation by a magnetic

field, and the measured quantity was the frequency shift caused by the Casimir-Polder
force. The constraints on the Yukawa-type interaction following from the measurement

data of [66] were obtained in [37]. According to the results of [65], the use of a nanosphere

allows obtaining up to two orders of magnitude stronger constraints over the interaction
range from 100 nm to 10 µm. This is, however, beyond the nanometer interaction range

considered in Section 3.
Recently the new Cavendish-type experiment was performed [11,67] which is espe-

cially optimized in order to increase possible impact of the Yukawa-type interaction. This

was achieved by substantial increasing the areas of both the source and test masses. As a
result, up to an order of magnitude strengthening of the constraints on the constant α of

Yukawa-type interaction was reached in the range from 40 to 800 µm which is not shown
in Figure 1.

One more suggestion for searching the non-Newtonian gravity is to perform the mi-

croscope Eötvos-type experiment which should test the weak equivalence principle [68].
For this purpose, it is planned to compare the low-frequency dynamics of the free-falling

test masses of cylindrical form controlled by electrostatic forces. The expected constraints
should span the interaction range from 100 µm to 1 m far away from the subject of our

concern.

There are also proposals of new experiments on measuring the Casimir-Polder and
Casimir forces. Thus, it was shown [69] that measurements of the Casimir-Polder force

between a Rb atom and a movable Si plate shielded by the Au film can be used for obtain-
ing up to two orders of magnitude stronger constraints on the Yukawa-type corrections to

Newtonian gravity in the interaction range from a fraction of micrometer to 10 µm. Within

the same interaction range, the current constraints can be strengthened by an order of mag-
nitude from the experiment measuring the Casimir pressure and its gradient between two

parallel plates at micrometer separations [70,71].

In the end of this section, we mention the proposal for testing the corrections to New-
tonian gravity in the submillimeter and submicrometer ranges by using the optical system

with extremely high temporal precision [72]. It remains unknown, however, how strong
constraints could be obtained by using this experimental approach.

5. Discussion

In the foregoing, we have considered the corrections to Newtonian gravity in the
nanometer interaction range and different possibilities for their strengthening. During

the last few years, the strongest constraints on non-Newtonian gravity in this interaction
range were obtained from the experiments on neutron scattering and from measurements

of the lateral and normal Casimir forces between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces of

a sphere and a plate. Somewhat weaker constraints were found from the experiments on
measuring the Casimir force between a microsphere coated with Au layer and a silicon

carbide plate spaced at the minimum separation of 10 nm [73–75] and the phase shifts

caused by the Casimir-Polder interaction between Li atoms and a silicon nitride grating
[76].

It should be noted that the recent experiment on neutron scattering [18] (see the line
n3 in Figures 1 and 2) has extended the interaction range, where the neutron experiments

lead to the strongest constraints on the Yukawa-type corrections to Newtonian gravity,

up to 19 nm. However, as shown in this paper, measurements of the lateral Casimir force
have a good chance to become the strongest ones in the interaction range from 4.5 to 37 nm.

This means that some kind of competition between the experiments on neutron scattering
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and measurements of the Casimir force in obtaining constraints at nanometers is being
continued. One can guess that the spectroscopic measurements [77] will also take part in

this competition.
The derivation of constraints on non-Newtonian gravity from measurements of the

Casimir force is essentially based on the comparison between experiment and theory. It

has been known, however, that this comparison is complicated by the problem of relax-
ation properties of conduction electrons. This problem lies in the fact that theoretical pre-

dictions of the Lifshitz theory are in good agreement with the measurement data only if
the relaxation properties of conduction electrons are omitted in computations. If, however,

the relaxation properties are taken into account, the theoretical predictions are excluded

by the data [25–31,44,45,57,78]. The necessity of considering the real material properties,
specific geometry of the interacting bodies and the effect of thermal fluctuations in calcula-

tions of the Casimir force was underlined in [79–81]. According to [80,81], if the objective
of some particular experiment is to test the model of material properties, that experiment

should not be used for constraining the hypothetical interactions. During the past ten

years, however, many problems in computation of the Casimir force mentioned in [79–81]
found a solution. Thus, the decisive differential measurement [82], where the predictions

of the Lifshitz theory with omitted and included relaxation properties of conduction elec-
trons differ by up to the factor of 1000, conclusively established that for reaching an agree-

ment with the experimental data the computational approach should omit the relaxation

properties of conduction electrons. An active search for the theoretical justification of this
approach is in progress [83,84]. It is pertinent to note, however, that both theoretical ap-

proaches lead to almost equal results for the lateral and normal Casimir forces between the
sinusoidally corrugated surfaces at short separations used for obtaining the constraints on

non-Newtonian gravity in the nanometer interaction range (see the lines 1 and 2 in Figures

1 and 2). In a similar way, the mentioned distinction between the theoretical approaches
makes no impact on the results of the Casimir-less experiment [30] where the contribution

of the Casimir force is canceled (see the line 3 in Figures 1 and 2).

In spite of a notable advance which has been made in obtaining stronger constraints
on the Yukawa-type corrections to Newtonian gravity in the nanometer interaction range,

much remains to be done. The point is that the corrections exceeding the Newton force by
up to 19 orders of magnitude are still not ruled out by the measurement data in the range

of a few nanometers. This is not an entirely academic problem related to such fundamental

unresolved issues as, e.g., the nature of dark matter [2,85]. As an example, the Yukawa-
type corrections to Newton’s law make an impact on the properties of strange quark stars.

Specifically, it is shown that observations of some astrophysical events using the MIT bag
model cannot be explained if the effects of non-Newtonian gravity are disregarded [86].

In this connection, an investigation of different kinds of additional forces predicted by the

fundamental physics (they are often referred to by the generic name the fifth force and the
experimental limits imposed on their parameters deserve further attention [87].

6. Conclusions

To conclude, the strongest current constraints on the Yukawa-type corrections to New-
ton’s gravitational law in the nanometer interaction range follow from the recent exper-

iment on neutron scattering (see the line n3 in Figure 2), from measuring the normal
Casimir force between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces (see the line 2 in Figure 2),

and from the differential measurement where the Casimir force is nullified (see the line 3

in the same figure).
According to our results, these constraints can be strengthened by up to a factor of

41 basing on the experiment measuring the lateral Casimir force between the sinusoidally



Version May 16, 2023 submitted to Universe 11 of 14

corrugated surfaces of a sphere and a plate. We propose this experiment as a modification
of the already performed measurement of the lateral Casimir force optimized in order to

obtain the strongest constraints achievable in this configuration. Our calculations show
that the strengthening can be obtained in the interaction range from 4.5 to 37 nm. This

would narrow the interaction region, where the strongest constraints follow from the ex-

periments on neutron scattering, and exclude measurements of the normal Casimir force
between the sinusoidally corrugated surfaces from the list of experiments leading to the

strongest constraints on non-Newtonian gravity of Yukawa-type in the nanometer interac-
tion range.

In near future one could expect new results in this rapidly progressing field obtained

from the repetitions and modifications of the experiments mentioned above, as well as
from the alternative experimental tests based on some other physical phenomena.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Galina L. Klimchitskaya and Vladimir M. Mostepa-

nenko; Investigation, Galina L. Klimchitskaya and Vladimir M. Mostepanenko; Writing: original

draft, Vladimir M. Mostepanenko; Writing: review & editing, Galina L. Klimchitskaya and Vladimir

M. Mostepanenko

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: The work of V.M.M. was supported by the Kazan Federal University Strategic

Academic Leadership Program.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Fischbach, E.; Talmadge, C.L. The Search for Non-Newtonian Gravity; Springer-Verlag: New York, USA, 1999.

2. Sponar, S.; Sedmik, R.I.P.; Pitschmann, M.; Abele, H.; Hasegawa, Yu. Tests of fundamental quantum mechanics and dark interactions

with low-energy neutrons. Nature Reviews Physics 2021, 3, 309–327.

3. Fujii, Y. The theoretical background of the fifth force. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 1991, 6, 3505–3557.

4. Antoniadis, I.; Arkani-Hamed, N.; Dimopoulos, S.; Dvali, G. New dimensions at a millimeter to a fermi and superstrings at a TeV.

Phys. Lett. B 1998, 436, 257–263.

5. Arkani-Hamed, N.; Dimopoulos, S.; Dvali, G. Phenomenology, astrophysics, and cosmology of theories with millimeter dimensions

and TeV scale quantum gravity. Phys. Rev. D 1999, 59, 086004.

6. Floratos, E.G.; Leontaris, G.K. Low scale unification, Newton’s law and extra dimensions. Phys. Lett. B 1999, 465, 95–100.

7. Kehagias, A.; Sfetsos, K. Deviations from 1/r2 Newton law due to extra dimensions. Phys. Lett. B 2000, 472, 39–44.

8. Smullin, S.J.; Geraci, A.A.; Weld, D.M.; Chiaverini, J.; Holmes, S.; Kapitulnik, A. Constraints on Yukawa-type deviations from New-

tonian gravity at 20 microns. Phys. Rev. D 2005, 72, 122001.

9. Adelberger, E.G.; Heckel, B.R.; Hoedl, S.; Hoyle, C.D.; Kapner, D.J.; Upadhye, A. Particle-Physics Implications of a Recent Test of the

Gravitational Inverse-Square Law. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2007, 98, 131104.

10. Kapner, D.J.; Cook, T.S.; Adelberger, E.G.; Gundlach, J.H.; Heckel, B.R.; Hoyle, C.D.; Swanson, H.E. Tests of the Gravitational Inverse-

Square Law below the Dark-Energy Length Scale. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2007, 98, 021101.

11. Tan, W.-H.; Du, A.-B.; Dong, W.-C.; Yang, S.-Q.; Shao, C.-G.; Guan, S.-G.; Wang, Q.-L.; Zhan, B.-F.; Luo, P.-S.; Tu, L.-C.; Luo, J.

Improvement for Testing the Gravitational Inverse-Square Law at the Submillimeter Range. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2020, 124, 051301.

12. Gundlach, J.H.; Smith, G.L.; Adelberger, E.G.; Heckel, B.R.; Swanson, H.E. Short-Range Test of the Equivalence Principle. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 1997, 78, 2523–2526.

13. Smith, G.L.; Hoyle, C.D.; Gundlach, J.H.; Adelberger, E.G.; Heckel, B.R.; Swanson, H.E. Short-range tests of the equivalence principle.

Phys. Rev. D 2000, 61, 022001.

14. Schlamminger, S.; Choi, K.-J.; Wagner, T.A.; Gundlach, J.H.; Adelberger, E.G. Test of the Equivalence Principle Using a Rotating

Torsion Balance. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100, 041101.

15. Nesvizhevsky, V.V.; Pignol, G.; Protasov, K.V. Neutron scattering and extra short range interactions. Phys. Rev. D 2008, 77, 034020.

16. Kamiya, Y.; Itagami, K.; Tani, M.; Kim, G.N.; Komamiya, S. Constraints on New Gravitylike Forces in the Nanometer Range. Phys.

Rev. Lett. 2015, 114, 161101.



Version May 16, 2023 submitted to Universe 12 of 14

17. Haddock, C.C.; Oi, N.; Hirota, K.; Ino, T.; Kitaguchi, M.; Matsumoto, S.; Mishima, K.; Shima, T.; Shimizu, H.M.; Snow, W.M.;

Yoshioka, T. Search for deviations from the inverse square law of gravity at nm range using a pulsed neutron beam. Phys. Rev. D

2018, 97, 062002.

18. Heacock, B.; Fujiie, T.; Haun, R.W.; Henins, A.; Hirota, K.; Hosobata, T.; Huber, M.G.; Kitaguchi, M.; Pushin, D.A.; Shimizu, H.;

Takeda, M.; Valdillez, R.; Yamagata, Yu.; Young, A.R. Pendellösung interferometry probes the neutron charge radius, lattice dynamics,

and fifth forces. Science 2021, 373, 1239–1243.

19. Kuzmin, V.A.; Tkachev, I.I.; Shaposhnikov, M.E. Restrictions imposed on light scalar particles by measurements of van der Waals

forces. Pis’ma v Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 1982, 36, 49–52; Translated: JETP Lett. 1982, 36, 59–62.

20. Mostepanenko, V.M.; Sokolov, I.Yu. The Casimir effect leads to new restrictions on long-range force constants. Phys. Lett. A 1987, 125,

405–408.

21. Mohideen, U.; Roy, A. Precision Measurement of the Casimir Force from 0.1 to 0.9 µm. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1998, 81, 4549–4552.

22. Bordag, M.; Geyer, B.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Stronger constraints for nanometer scale Yukawa-type hypothetical

interactions from the new measurement of the Casimir force. Phys. Rev. D 1999, 60, 055004.

23. Ederth, T. Template-stripped gold surfaces with 0.4-nm rms roughness suitable for force measurements: Application to the Casimir

force in the 20–100-nm range. Phys. Rev. A 2000, 62, 062104.

24. Mostepanenko, V.M.; Novello, M. Constraints on non-Newtonian gravity from the Casimir force measurements between two crossed

cylinders. Phys. Rev. D 2001, 63, 115003.

25. Decca, R.S.; Fischbach, E.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Krause, D.E.; López, D.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Improved tests of extra-dimensional

physics and thermal quantum field theory from new Casimir force measurements. Phys. Rev. D 2003, 68, 116003.

26. Decca, R.S.; López, D.; Fischbach, E.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Krause, D.E.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Precise comparison of theory and new

experiment for the Casimir force leads to stronger constraints on thermal quantum effects and long-range interactions. Ann. Phys.

(N.Y.) 2005, 318, 37–80.

27. Decca, R.S.; López, D.; Fischbach, E.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Krause, D.E.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Tests of new physics from precise

measurements of the Casimir pressure between two gold-coated plates. Phys. Rev. D 2007, 75, 077101.

28. Decca, R.S.; López, D.; Fischbach, E.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Krause, D.E.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Novel constraints on light elementary

particles and extra-dimensional physics from the Casimir effect. Eur. Phys. J. C 2007, 51, 963–975.

29. Decca, R.S.; López, D.; Chan, H.B.; Fischbach, E.; Krause, D.E.; Jamell, C.R. Constraining New Forces in the Casimir Regime Using

the Isoelectronic Technique. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2005, 94, 240401.

30. Chen, Y.J.; Tham, W.K.; Krause, D.E.; López, D.; Fischbach, E.; Decca, R.S. Stronger Limits on Hypothetical Yukawa Interactions in

the 30–8000 Nm Range. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2016, 116, 221102.

31. Bimonte, G.; Spreng, B.; Maia Neto, P.A.; Ingold, G.-L.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Decca, R.S. Measurement of the

Casimir Force between 0.2 and 8 µm: Experimental Procedures and Comparison with Theory. Universe 2021, 7, 93.

32. Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Dark Matter Axions, Non-Newtonian Gravity and Constraints on Them from Recent Mea-

surements of the Casimir Force in the Micrometer Separation Range. Universe 2021, 7, 343.

33. Mostepanenko, V.M.; Klimchitskaya, G.L. The State of the Art in Constraining Axion-to-Nucleon Coupling and Non-Newtonian

Gravity from Laboratory Experiments. Universe 2020, 6, 147.

34. Klimchitskaya, G.L. Constraints on Theoretical Predictions beyond the Standard Model from the Casimir Effect and Some Other

Tabletop Physics. Universe 2021, 7, 47.

35. Chiu, H.C.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Marachevsky, V.N.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Mohideen, U. Demonstration of the asymmetric lateral

Casimir force between corrugated surfaces in the nonadditive regime. Phys. Rev. B 2009, 80, 121402(R).

36. Chiu, H.C.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Marachevsky, V.N.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Mohideen, U. Lateral Casimir force between sinusoidally

corrugated surfaces: Asymmetric profiles, deviations from the proximity force approximation, and comparison with exact theory.

Phys. Rev. B 2010, 81, 115417.

37. Bezerra, V.B.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Romero, C. Advance and prospects in constraining the Yukawa-type correc-

tions to Newtonian gravity from the Casimir effect. Phys. Rev. D 2010, 81, 055003.

38. Banishev, A.A.; Wagner, J.; Emig, T.; Zandi, R.; Mohideen, U. Demonstration of Angle-Dependent Casimir Force between Corruga-

tions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2013, 110, 250403.

39. Banishev, A.A.; Wagner, J.; Emig, T.; Zandi, R.; Mohideen, U. Experimental and theoretical investigation of the angular dependence

of the Casimir force between sinusoidally corrugated surfaces. Phys. Rev. B 2014, 89, 235436.

40. Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mohideen, U.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Constraints on corrections to Newtonian gravity from two recent measure-

ments of the Casimir interaction between metallic surfaces. Phys. Rev. D 2013, 87, 125031.

41. Willis, B.T.M.; Cartile, C.J. Experimental Neutron Scattering; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 2009.

42. Lifshitz, E.M. The theory of molecular attractive forces between solids. Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 1955, 29, 94–110; Translated: Sov. Phys.

JETP 1956, 2, 73–83.



Version May 16, 2023 submitted to Universe 13 of 14

43. Dzyaloshinskii, I.E.; Lifshitz, E.M.; Pitaevskii, L.P. The general theory of van der Waals forces. Usp. Fiz. Nauk 1961, 73, 381–422;

Translated: Adv. Phys. 1961, 10, 165–209.

44. Bordag, M.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mohideen, U.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Advances in the Casimir Effect; Oxford University Press: Oxford,

UK, 2015.

45. Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mohideen, U.; Mostepanenko, V.M. The Casimir force between real materials: Experiment and theory. Rev. Mod.

Phys. 2009, 81, 1827–1885.

46. Emig, T.; Jaffe, R.L.; Kardar, M.; Scardicchio, A. Casimir Interaction between a Plate and a Cylinder. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 96, 080403.

47. Bordag, M. Casimir effect for a sphere and a cylinder in front of a plane and corrections to the proximity force theorem. Phys. Rev. D

2006, 73, 125018.

48. Emig, T.; Graham, N.; Jaffe, R.L.; Kardar, M. Casimir Forces Between Arbitrary Compact Objects. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2007, 99, 170403.

49. Kenneth, O.; Klich, I. Casimir forces in a T-operator approach. Phys. Rev. B 2008, 78, 014103.

50. Reynaud, S.; Maia Neto, P.A.; Lambrecht, A. Casimir energy and geometry: beyond the proximity force approximation. J. Phys. A:

Math. Theor. 2008, 41, 164004.

51. Rahi, S.J.; Emig, T.; Graham, N.; Jaffe, R.L.; Kardar, M. Scattering theory approach to electromagnetic Casimir forces. Phys. Rev. D

2009, 80, 085021.

52. Canaguier-Durand, A.; Maia Neto, P.A.; Cavero-Pelaez, I.; Lambrecht, A.; Reynaud, S. Casimir Interaction between Plane and Spher-

ical Metallic Surfaces. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2009, 102, 230404.

53. Fosco, C.D.; Lombardo, F.C.; Mazzitelli, F.D. Proximity force approximation for the Casimir energy as a derivative expansion. Phys.

Rev. D 2011, 84, 105031.

54. Bimonte, G.; Emig, T.; Jaffe, R.L.; Kardar, M. Casimir forces beyond the proximity force approximation. Europhys. Lett. 2012, 97,

50001.

55. Spreng, B.; Hartmann, M.; Henning, V.; Maia Neto, P.A.; Ingold, G.-L. Proximity force approximation and specular reflection: Appli-

cation of the WKB limit of Mie scattering to the Casimir effect. Phys. Rev. A 2018, 97, 062504.

56. Klimchitskaya, G.L. Recent breakthrough and outlook in constraining the non-Newtonian gravity and axion-like particles from

Casimir physics. Eur. Phys. J. C 2017, 77, 315.

57. Liu, M.; Xu, J.; Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Mohideen, U. Examining the Casimir puzzle with an upgraded AFM-based

technique and advanced surface cleaning. Phys. Rev. B 2019, 100, 081406(R).

58. Liu, M.; Schafer, R.; Xu, J.; Mohideen, U. Elimination of electrostatic forces in precision Casimir force measurements using UV and

Argon ion radiation. Mod. Phys. Lett. 2020, 35, 2040001.

59. Capolupo, A.; Giampaolo, S.M.; Quaranta, A. Neutron interferometry, fifth force and axion like particles. Eur. Phys. J. C 2021, 81,

1116.

60. Rocha, J.M.; Dahia, F. Neutron interferometry and tests of short-range modifications of gravity. Phys. Rev. D 2021, 103, 124014.

61. Forero , D.V.; Giunti, C.; Ternes, C.A.; Tyagi, O. Large extra dimensions and neutrino experiments. Phys. Rev. D 2022, 106, 035027.

62. Borkowski, M.; Buchachenko, A.A.; Ciuryło, R.; Julienne, P.S.; Yamada, H.; Kikuchi, Yu.; Takasu, Yo.; Takahashi, Yo. Weakly bound

molecules as sensors of new gravitylike forces. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 14807.

63. Hollik, W.G.; Linster, M.; Tabet, T. A study of New Physics searches with tritium and similar molecules. Eur. Phys. J. C 2020, 80, 661.

64. Lemos, A.S. Submillimeter constraints for non-Newtonian gravity from spectroscopy. Europhys. Lett. 2021, 135, 11001.

65. Chen, L.; Liu, J.; Zhu, K.-D. Constraining the axion-nucleon coupling and non-Newtonian gravity with a levitated optomechanical

device. Phys. Rev. D 2022, 106, 095007.

66. Obrecht, J.M.; Wild, R.J.; Antezza, M.; Pitaevskii, L.P.; Stringari, S.; Cornell, E.A. Measurement of the temperature dependence of the

Casimir-Polder force. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2007, 98, 063201.

67. Du, A.-B.; Tan, W.-H.; Dong, W.-C.; Huang, H.; Zhu, L.; Tan, Y.-J.; Shao, C.-G.; Yang, S.-Q.; Luo, J. A new design for testing the

gravitational inverse-square law at the sub-millimeter range with a 32-fold symmetric attractor. Class. Quantum Grav. 2022, 39,

105008.

68. Bergé, J.; Pernot-Borràs, M.; Uzan, J.-Ph.; Brax, Ph.; Chhun, R.; Métris, G.; Rodrigues, M.; Touboul, P. MICROSCOPE’s constraint on

a short-range fifth force. Class. Quantum Grav. 2022, 39, 204010.

69. Bennett, R.; O’Dell, D.H.J. Revealing short-range non-Newtonian gravity through Casimir-Polder shielding. New J. Phys. 2019, 21,

033032.

70. Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Sedmik, R.I.P.; Abele, H. Prospects for Searching Thermal Effects, Non-Newtonian Gravity

and Axion-Like Particles: CANNEX Test of the Quantum Vacuum. Symmetry 2019, 11, 407.

71. Sedmik, R.I.P. Casimir and non-Newtonian force experiment (CANNEX): Review, status, and outlook. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 2020, 35,

2040008.

72. Faizal, M.; Patel, H. Probing Short Distance Gravity using Temporal Lensing. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 2021, 36, 2150115.

73. Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Kuusk, P.; Mostepanenko, V.M. Constraints on non-Newtonian gravity and axionlike particles from measuring

the Casimir force in nanometer separation range. Phys. Rev. D 2020, 101, 056013.



Version May 16, 2023 submitted to Universe 14 of 14

74. Sedighi, M.; Svetovoy, V.B.; Broer, W.H.; Palasantzas, G. Casimir forces from conductive silicon carbide surfaces. Phys. Rev. B 2014,

89, 195440.

75. Sedighi, M.; Svetovoy, V.B.; Palasantzas, G. Casimir force measurements from silicon carbide surfaces. Phys. Rev. B 2016, 93, 085434.

76. Lepoutre, S.; Jelassi, H.; Lonij, V.P.A.; Trénec, G.; Büchner, M.; Cronin, A.D.; Vigué, J. Dispersive atom interferometry phase shifts due

to atom-surface interactions. Europhys. Lett. 2009, 88, 20002.

77. Safronova, M.S.; Budker, D.; DeMille, D.; Jackson Kimball, D.F.; Derevianko, A.; Clark, C.W. Search for new physics with atoms and

molecules. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2018, 90, 025008.

78. Mostepanenko, V.M. Casimir Puzzle and Conundrum: Discovery and Search for Resolution. Universe 2021, 7, 84.

79. Antoniadis, I.; Baessler, S.; Büchner, M.; Fedorov, V. V.; Hoedl, S.; Lambrecht, A.; Nesvizhevsky, V. V.; Pignol, G.; Protasov, K. V.;

Reynaud, S.; Sobolev, Yu. Short-range fundamental forces. Compt. Rend. 2011, 12, 755–778.

80. Lambrecht, A.; Reynaud, S. Casimir and short-range gravity tests. In Gravitational Waves and Experimental Gravity; Augé, E., Du-

marchez, J., Vân, J.Tr.Th., Eds.; Thê Gioi Publishers: Hanoi, Vietnam, 2011; pp. 199–206.

81. Lambrecht, A.; Canaguier-Durand, A.; Guérout, R.; Reynaud, S. Casimir effect in the scattering approach: Correlations between

material properties, temperature and geometry. In Casimir Physics; Dalvit. D.A.R., Milonni, P.W., Roberts, D.C., Rosa, F.S.S., Eds.;

Springer: Heidelberg, Germany, 2011; pp. 97–127.

82. Bimonte, G.; López, D.; Decca, R.S. Isoelectronic determination of the thermal Casimir force. Phys. Rev. B 2016, 93, 184434.

83. Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Svetovoy, V.B. Probing the response of metals to low-frequency s-polarized evanescent

fields. Europhys. Lett. 2022, 139, 66001.

84. Klimchitskaya, G.L.; Mostepanenko, V.M.; Svetovoy, V.B. Experimentum crucis for electromagnetic response of metals to evanescent

waves and the Casimir puzzle. Universe 2022, 8, 574.

85. Bertone, G.; Hooper, D. History of Dark Matter. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2018, 90, 045002.

86. Yang, S.-H.; Pi, C.-M.; Zheng, X.-P.; Weber, F. Non-Newtonian Gravity in Strange Quark Stars and Constraints from the Observations

of PSR J0740+6620 and GW170817. ApJ 2020, 902, 32.

87. Banks, H.; McCullough, M. Charting the fifth force landscape. Phys. Rev. D 2021, 103, 075018.



Two-body problem in theories with kinetic screening
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New light scalar degrees of freedom may alleviate the dark matter and dark energy problems, but if coupled
to matter, they generally mediate a fifth force. In order for this fifth force to be consistent with existing con-
straints, it must be suppressed close to matter sources, e.g. through a non-linear screening mechanism. In this
work, we investigate the non-relativistic two-body problem in shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories that exhibit
kinetic screening (k-mouflage), both numerically and analytically. We develop an approximate scheme, based
on a Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition of the Noether current associated to the shift symmetry, allowing for a
qualitative insight into the dynamics and yielding results in good agreement with the numerical ones in most
of the parameter space. We apply the formalism to polynomial k-essence and to Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) type
theories, as well as to theories that develop “anti-screening”. In the deep nonlinear regime, we find that the fifth
force is screened slightly more efficiently in equal-mass systems than in extreme mass-ratio ones. However,
we find that systems with comparable masses also exhibit regions where the screening is ineffective. These de-
screened spheroidal regions (bubbles) could in principle be probed in the solar system with sufficiently precise
space accelerometers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Probes from laboratory to cosmological scales are con-
sistent with gravity being described by General Relativity
(GR) [1–3]. On the theoretical side, Poincaré invariance and
unitarity at low energies [i.e. in the infra-red (IR)] imply that
the long-range attractive universal interaction that couples to
both massive and massless particles must originate from a
spin-2 massless particle (the graviton), if one requires a sin-
gle force carrier [4]. In the classical limit, such a theory can
be non-linearly completed to GR [5, 6]. GR is a predictive
effective field theory (EFT) up to the Planck scale, where it
needs to be ultra-violet (UV) completed into a full theory of
quantum gravity [7].

On the IR side, there is also clear evidence for the presence
of new forms of matter - dark energy (DE) [8–10] and dark
matter (DM) [9, 11–13]. As the presence of both of these com-
ponents is inferred only from gravitational experiments, it is
reasonable to ask whether the gravitational interaction stems
from other degrees of freedom, in addition to tensor gravitons,
in order to explain these phenomena (partially or in full).

For instance, cosmological observations are consistent with
the presence of an effective cold DM component on large
scales [9, 11–13]. There are a plethora of models providing a
microphysical explanation for this component, although none
has yet been confirmed experimentally [13, 14]. An alterna-
tive approach, the phenomenological proposal of modifying
Newtonian gravity, known as Modified Newtonian Dynamics
(MOND) [15, 16], had some success on galactic scales [17].
Possible relativistic generalizations of MOND [18–21] seem
to be disfavored by LIGO/Virgo observations [22, 23] and are
yet unsuccessful at explaining the structure of the Universe on
large scales [24]. However, some proposals (e.g. superfluid
DM [25]) have also attempted to combine cold DM’s success
on extra-galactic scales with MOND’s advantages on galactic
scales. If these models are viable, a MOND-like phenomenol-
ogy would arise from the fifth force operating on galactic
scales.

Beyond-GR scalar-tensor theories may also provide an ef-
fective DE phenomenology on large cosmological scales. Ex-
amples include Horndeski theory [26] and its generaliza-
tions [10, 27–29], which can be organized in an “EFT of
DE” [30]. Some of these models also provide hints about how
the cosmological constant problem could be addressed with-
out resorting to an anthropic explanation [10]. The problem
with such an approach is that one needs to explain the absence
of fifth forces on local (e.g. solar system) scales.

For example, the simplest way of extending GR is to intro-
duce a massless scalar conformally coupled to matter, which
leads to Fierz-Jordan-Brans-Dicke (FJBD) theory [31–33].
This theory, formally part of the Horndeski class, is strongly
constrained in the solar system, e.g. by the Cassini flyby
[34]. In order for the fifth force to be consistent with these
local experimental constraints, it must be suppressed close to
matter sources, e.g. through a non-linear “screening” mech-
anism [35–38]. In contrast to GR, whose coupling to matter
and self-coupling are completely determined by unitarity and
Poincaré invariance [4], massless scalars allow for different
screening mechanisms, e.g. through scalar or derivative self-
interactions [38]. Examples of the former are chameleon [39]
and symmetron [40] screening, while examples of the latter
include kinetic screening (or k-mouflage) [36] and Vainshtein
screening [35, 37]. In more detail, kinetic screening is acti-
vated either when the first derivative of the scalar field (i.e. the
Newtonian acceleration) exceeds a certain threshold, while the
relevant quantity for Vainshtein screening is the second (i.e.
curvature) derivative of the scalar field. In this work, we focus
on kinetic screening, although there are significant similarities
between these two derivative-based types of screening.

A class of theories that admit kinetic screening is given
by K(X) theories1 [38]. These theories, also known as k-

1 These are usually referred to as P (X) theories in flat space, and as K(X)
theories in curved space.
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essence, are described by the action

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2

Pl

2
R+K(X)

]
+ Sm(Ψi, g̃µν) , (1)

where MPl is the Planck mass, X = gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ, K(X) is a
function that defines the theory, Sm denotes the matter action,
Ψi represents a set of matter fields, and g̃µν = Φ−1gµν , with
the function Φ(ϕ) defining a conformal coupling to matter.
The simple polynomial

K = −1

2
X +

β

4Λ4
X2 − γ

8Λ8
X3 + . . . , (2)

with Λ an energy scale, allows for screening to develop in
spherical symmetry [36, 41, 42] and axisymmetry [43], for
certain values of β < 0 and γ > 0. In the non-linear screen-
ing regime, when X & Λ4, one would expect the dynamics to
be outside the EFT regime. Luckily, K(X) theories are radia-
tively stable in the non-linear regime, and the scale Λ should
be interpreted as a strong-coupling scale and not as the cut-off
of the theory [44, 45] (see App. A for details). In addition, the
conformal coupling of the scalar to matter is radiatively stable
against corrections from the matter sector [46].

Although the speed of sound in these theories can be super-
luminal [47], this does not imply the breakdown of causal-
ity [48–50]. Indeed, the initial-value (Cauchy) problem is
well-posed for a large class ofK(X) theories, with or without
screening [48–52].2 On the other hand, positivity bounds [58]
may prevent the EFT from having a standard local, unitary,
Lorentz-invariant completion. It is unclear whether this is
true for all the choices of K(X) that allow for screening [59–
61], and whether allowing for Lorentz violations in the UV
may allow for relaxing these bounds. (Note that kinetic-like
screening can also be achieved by breaking Lorentz symmetry
explicitly at low energies [19–21]). An alternative to the stan-
dard UV completion could be considered by means of classi-
calization [62].
k-essence and similar theories are relevant for the DE/DM

problems described above. Self-acceleration of the universe
can be obtained with models of the type K(X,ϕ) [63, 64], al-
though those generically do not lead to screening [41]. Purely
kinetic models K(X) can also serve as DE, although with
some degree of fine tuning [65, 66]. Models that produce
a MOND-like phenomenology on galactic scales are also of
this type, sometimes featuring complex scalar fields and addi-
tional non-derivative self-interactions [25, 67, 68]. The class
of K(X) models can also generate “anti-screening”, where
the fifth force increases near matter [69]. An interesting fea-
ture of these models is that they do not violate the positivity
bounds, and therefore they are expected to have a standard UV
completion.

2 This is a nice feature, although one should note that EFTs with perfectly
healthy UV completions may suffer from a breakdown of hyperbolicity
(and thus of the Cauchy problem) in the IR [53–55]. Thus, the require-
ment of hyperbolicity is not informative on the values of the Wilson coef-
ficients, although it has practical importance for numerical relativity (see
however [54–57]).

In the non-linear regime, k-essence theories are non-trivial
to work with. Recently, significant effort has been directed
at producing numerical simulations of the full non-linear dy-
namics in both k-essence [42, 52, 55, 70–74] and in theo-
ries with Vainshtein screening [75, 76] (in the flat spacetime
limit)3. These breakthroughs allowed for studying stellar os-
cillations [72, 74], gravitational collapse [72] and neutron star
mergers [73]. These simulations, as well as numerical results
for the two-body problem in the stationary limit [43, 83, 84],
indicate that the phenomenology of screening in dynamical
regimes and beyond spherical symmetry presents non-trivial
differences from the static and spherically-symmetric case.
This modified phenomenology may include a partial break-
down of the screening mechanism [72, 73] and allow for fur-
ther constraints on the parameter space of these theories. In
addition to the inherent difficulties of k-essence theories, a
further obstacle in a fully numerical approach arises for the
cosmologically motivated models where Λ ∼ (H0MPl)

1/2,
as the latter implies a huge separation between the cosmolog-
ical scales and the local scales relevant for the solar system or
compact object binaries. It is thus important to understand in
more detail, analytically as much as possible, the physics of
kinetic screening.

In this work, we will focus on the two-body problem in the-
ories with kinetic screening. We consider this problem first
analytically, providing a decomposition of the scalar equation
and solving it with various approximation techniques, and we
then numerically check their validity. In particular, we will
discover a partial breakdown of the screening mechanism in
the regime where one would expect it to operate. We will
consider the two-body problem for different choices of the ki-
netic function K(X), including a modification of DBI theory
that allows for “opposite” DBI screening [85], i.e.

K(X) = Λ4
√

1− Λ−4X . (3)

Phenomenologically, the two-body problem is relevant in
several astrophysical scenarios, e.g. in the solar system and
in binary pulsars, where tests of gravity have historically been
performed [1, 34, 86–89], and more recently in the merging
binaries of compact objects detected by gravitational wave
(GW) experiments [1, 3, 87]. While the calculations of this
paper are only at leading post-Newtonian (PN) order and are
clearly inadequate to quantitatively describe binary mergers,
they do nevertheless allow for a qualitative insight into the
dynamics of binary systems beyond GR.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we will pro-
vide the field equations of k-essence, show how they can be
reformulated, using the Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition, re-
view kinetic screening and illustrate it in the case of isolated
objects. In Sec. III we will describe the analytical approx-
imations and the numerical formalism that we use to study
the two-body problem in k-essence at leading PN order in the
scalar sector. In Sec. III C we will focus on a specific finding

3 Simulations have also been performed in other scalar-tensor theories in the
Hordenski class that do not exhibit screening [77–82].
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of our investigation - the appearance of pockets of linear dy-
namics inside a region that would be in a non-linear regime in
the absence of the second object. Thus far, our results will be
either general or focused on a polynomial k-essence model.
In Sec. IV we will instead explore other models, including
“opposite” DBI screening and anti-screening. We will sum-
marize our results in Sec. V. Some details on the regime of
validity of EFTs in theories with kinetic screening and on the
regularization of point-particle divergences are presented in
Appendices A and B, respectively. In App. C we comment on
the parallel between the Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition and
classical dual reformulation of self-interacting theories devel-
oped in Refs. [90, 91]. Finally, validations of our numerical
code are described in App. D. Throughout this paper, we will
employ a mostly plus metric signature (−+ ++) and natural
units c = ~ = 1, withM2

Pl = 1/(8πGN). Spatial components
are denoted with Latin letters, vectors in R3 are in boldface
and the unit vectors carry a hat.

II. SETUP

A. k-essence equations of motion

The action for a k-essence scalar-tensor theory is given by
Eq. (1). Matter is assumed to be minimally coupled to the con-
formal metric4 g̃µν = Φ−1gµν , for whose conformal factor we
consider the following expansion at leading order ϕ/MPl:

Φ−1 ≈ 1 +
α

MPl
ϕ . (4)

In spherical symmetry, screening is a robust consequence of
this action [for appropriate choices ofK(X)], even when con-
sidering higher order corrections to this expansion [93]. From
the action, the equations of motion are

Gµν =
1

M2
Pl

(Tµν + Tϕµν) , (5)

Tµν =
2√
−g

δSm
δgµν

, (6)

Tϕµν = K(X)gµν − 2KX∂µϕ∂νϕ , (7)

∇µ(KX∇µϕ) =
1

2

α

MPl
T , (8)

where Gµν = Rµν − Rgµν/2 and Rµν are the Einstein and
Ricci tensors for the metric gµν , Tµν and Tϕµν are the mat-
ter and the scalar energy-momentum tensors, and KX ≡
∂K/∂X .

Let us start by defining

χµ ≡ KX∇µϕ . (9)

4 One can also perform a field redefinition and work with the conformal met-
ric directly [92]. This is usually referred to as “Jordan frame”, as opposed
to the Einstein frame used in this paper.

In the absence of matter sources, this vector is covariantly
conserved and represents the Noether current associated with
the shift symmetry ϕ→ ϕ+ c. Let us then perform a Hodge-
Helmholtz decomposition of this current into a longitudinal
component ∂µψ and a transverse component Bµ:

χµ = −1

2
∇µψ +Bµ , (10)

∇µBµ = 0 . (11)

To check that this decomposition is unique and well-defined,
one can compute the divergence ∇µχµ = 2ψ, with 2 =
∇µ∇µ. One can then conclude that ψ is uniquely determined
if the D’Alembertian is invertible, which is the case if ψ is
given appropriate initial and boundary conditions. Bµ can
then be determined unambiguously5 from Eq. (10).

By replacing the decomposition (10) in Eq. (8), one then
gets the following Klein-Gordon equation for the longitudinal
mode:

2ψ = − α

MPl
T . (12)

As for Bµ, taking a covariant derivative of Eq. (9) and anti-
symmetrizing we obtain

∇[νBµ] = KXX∇[νX∇µ]ϕ , (13)

where the antisymmetric part of a tensor Sµν is defined as
S[µν] = (Sµν − Sνµ)/2. This equation can be put in man-
ifestly hyperbolic form by taking a divergence [using also
Eq. (11)], which leads to

2Bµ −RµνBν = Jµ , (14)
Jµ = 2∇ν [KXX∇[νX∇µ]ϕ] . (15)

Note that this is formally the same as the equation for the rel-
ativistic vector potential in electromagnetism. In particular, in
FJBD theory KXX = 0, and this equation therefor implies
Bµ = 0 and ϕ = ψ. [This can also be seen directly from
Eqs. (9)–(10), recalling that KX = −1/2 in FJBD theory].
Thus, we will refer to ψ as the FJBD field.

By squaring Eq. (9), one obtains χµχµ = K2
XX . In

order to express X as a function of χµχµ, K2
XX needs

to be a monotonic function of X . This therefore requires
1 + 2XKXX/KX being sign definite. One can obtain the
same condition by requiring invertibility of ∂µϕ in terms of
χµ from the transformation (9). That requires the Jacobian of
Eq. (9), i.e.

Jµν = KXgµν + 2KXX∂µϕ∂νϕ , (16)

5 More generally, the decomposition (10) is a consequence of the Hodge de-
composition theorem, which states that any p-form ω on a compact, Rie-
mannian manifold can be uniquely decomposed as ω = dΨ + d†β + γ,
where d† denotes a codifferential and γ is a harmonic form defined by
∆γ = 0 with ∆ = (d+ d†)2 [94]. In coordinates, this statement leads to
(10), provided that the harmonic component γ vanishes. This will indeed
be the case for appropriate boundary/initial conditions.



4

to be sign-definite [59]. Since detJµν ∝ 1+2XKXX/KX ,6

this yields again the same condition. By requring addition-
ally invertibility for small values of X , one finally obtains the
condition

1 +
2KXXX

KX
> 0 . (17)

Remarkably, this is the same condition that is found by re-
quiring that the field equations of k-essence are strongly hy-
perbolic [48–52].

B. Non-relativistic and static limit

Let us now consider the scalar equation of motion at leading
PN order, i.e. at leading order in 1/c. To this purpose, let us
note that if c 6= 1 is reinstated, then gµν = ηµν +O(1/c2) and
2 = ∇2 +O(1/c2) (with∇2 = δij∂i∂j). The scalar equation
(8) at leading PN (i.e. Newtonian) order is therefore simply

∂i(KX∂
iϕ) =

1

2

α

MPl
T . (18)

For a binary system of point particles and again up to higher
order corrections in 1/c, one has

T = −maδ
(3)(r − ra(t))−mbδ

(3)(r − rb(t)) , (19)

where ra,b(t) are the two trajectories. It is then easy to check
that if we find a solution ϕstatic(r, r̄a, r̄b) for the static prob-
lem (with the two particles at rest at positions r̄a, r̄b), the solu-
tion to Eq. (18) for two particles in motion with velocities� c
can be obtained simply as ϕ(t, r) = ϕstatic(r, ra(t), rb(t)).
In the following we will therefore restrict, with no loss of gen-
erality (at least as long as one is working at Newtonian order),
to the case of two static point particles.

In terms of the (three-dimensional) Helmholtz decomposi-
tion7

χ = −1

2
∇ψ +B , (20)

Eq. (12) for ψ therefore becomes the Poisson equation

∇2ψ = − α

MPl
T . (21)

This equation can be solved for an N -body system simply by
linear superposition. If one could assume B = 0, one would

6 This can be easily proven for generic gµν by projecting the Jacobian (16)
on a tetrad basis.

7 This decomposition was also introduced for k-essence in Ref. [51], al-
though the solenoidal component was set to zero in spherical symmetry
(see Sec. II C). In the context of MOND, the decomposition was introduced
in Ref. [95], while the behavior of the two components was discussed for
a particular type of K(X) and in particular regions of space in a binary
problem in Ref. [96] (see Sec. III C).

have to invert Eq. (20) in order to find ϕ, i.e., by squaring that
equation, one would have to invert

K2
XX =

1

4
Xψ , (22)

with Xψ = (∇ψ)2. This is possible if Eq. (17) is satisfied.
The implicit assumption B = 0 was made, in the DBI case,
in Ref. [85]. However, it is not a priori clear that the solenoidal
componentB can be ignored. In the rest of the paper, we will
discuss the role and importance of this component.

In R3 the decomposition that we are using, i.e. one into a
longitudinal component (irrotational vector field) and a trans-
verse component (solenoidal vector field), is further strength-
ened by the Helmholtz theorem [97], which states that if all
involved functions have appropriate asymptotic behavior, the
decomposition (20) is unique and

ψ = − 1

4πMPl

∫
d3r′

αT (r′)

|r − r′|
, (23)

B =∇× 1

4π

∫
d3r′

C(r′)

|r − r′|
, (24)

C ≡∇× χ . (25)

From the definition of the vector χ [see Eq. (9)], one has

C = KXX∇X ×∇ϕ (26)
= 2KXXεijk∂lϕ∂j∂lϕ∂kϕ ,

where εijk is the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol.
It is clear that the solenoidal component will be highly sup-
pressed (or zero) in highly symmetric regions/scenarios where
∇X and ∇ϕ are parallel, or when non-linearities are sup-
pressed.

Note that the total gravitational force (at leading PN order)
between two bodies, separated by a distance D, is the sum of
the Newtonian/GR force and the scalar fifth force. In FJBD
theory the scalar force has a Newtonian-like behavior and just
renormalizes the gravitational constant:

Fg= FN + FFJBD (27)

=

(
GN +

α2

4πM2
Pl

)
mamb

D2
, (28)

where the term in brackets defines the effective gravitational
constant. In theories with screening, the fifth force will exhibit
a different behavior. In the following, we will ignore the usual
Newtonian/GR component and focus on the scalar force.

C. Isolated object

Let us first briefly review the solution for an isolated object,
extensively discussed elsewhere [41, 42, 51, 72, 93, 98], from
the perspective of the Helmholtz decomposition. In the case
of a point particle or a spherically symmetric object, spherical
symmetry implies that both∇ϕ and∇X must be parallel to
the radial vector r. Thus, from the discussion in Sec. II B
[and particularly Eq. (26)], the solenoidal component must
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vanish. The solenoidal component will vanish also in other
highly symmetric configurations, if there is only one vector in
the problem that all quantities need to be proportional to.

Consider a point particle at the origin with mass m. For a
quadratic choice of the kinetic function of Eq. (2), i.e.

K(X) = K2(X) ≡ −1

2
X − 1

4Λ4
X2 (29)

the full solution to Eq. (18) can be expressed in terms of the
generalized hypergeometric function as [43]:

ϕ=− 1

4πr
m

α

MPl
3F 2

[1

4
,

1

3
,

2

3
;

5

4
,

3

2
;−
(rsc

r

)4]
, (30)

rsc=
1

Λ

(
27

4

)1/4√
mα

4πMPl
(31)

= 3× 1011km×( α

0.1

)1/2
(

Λ

1.9× 10−3eV

)−1(
m

M�

)1/2

.

The length scale that controls the solution is the kinetic
screening radius rsc [36]. Fixing the value of rsc determines
the profile ofϕ(r)/(mα), although there is degeneracy among
the individual parameters {m,α,Λ}. One can compare this
“screened” solution to the FJBD one [Eq. (23)]. For a point
particle, the latter diverges at the particle’s location, while the
scalar field ϕ, as a result of the non-linear term in the kinetic
function K(X), remains finite, i.e. at small radii one has

ϕ ≈ −3.7Λ

√
mα

4πMPl
+ 3Λ4/3

(
mα

4πMPl

)1/3

r1/3 . (32)

The screening therefore acts as a physical “UV regulator” for
the field. Expanding the full result (30) around Λ → ∞ , one
instead obtains

ϕ = − mα

4πMPl

1

r
+

1

5

(
mα

4πMPl

)3
1

Λ4r5
+O(Λ−8) , (33)

which demonstrates that screening is a non-perturbative effect
appearing only in the regime X/Λ4 � 1, i.e. in order to
recover it one needs to resum all the terms in the perturbative
expansion [60].

Note that although the scalar field is finite at the origin, the
scalar gradient still diverges. This is, however, simply an ar-
tifact of the point particle approximation, i.e. the scalar gra-
dient goes to zero at the origin for a spherical star [42]. In
the following, when solving for the scalar field in a two body
system, we will therefore have to resolve (or “regularize”) the
Dirac deltas in order to allow for a numerical treatment of the
problem. We will do so by utilizing a Gaussian density model
for each point particle, i.e.

Ti = − mi

(
√

2πσ)3
exp

{
− (r − ri)2

2σ2

}
, (34)

where σ is the width of the Gaussian and ri is the position
of the particle. The solution of Eq. (18) with this source can-
not be expressed in closed form, even for a single particle,
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FIG. 1. Scalar gradients for the quadratic k-essence theory described
by Eq. (29) and for an isolated object located at r = 0. The screen-
ing radius is rsc = 100R (gray long dashed vertical line) and the
effective radius of the Gaussian source isR = 2σ (pink short dashed
vertical line). f = {ϕ,ψ} are respectively the k-essence scalar field
and its irrotational component (which matches the FJBD gradient).
Profiles are computed for a Gaussian source (index σ) and a Dirac
delta (no index).

although Eq. (22) provides a closed form expression for ∂rϕ
[see Eq. (50) below]. This expression, however, needs to be
integrated in order to find the scalar profile ϕ(r) for a single
point particle.

To test this regularization, we show in Fig. 1 the scalar gra-
dient, calculated with a Dirac delta and a Gaussian source. As
expected, the two profiles coincide outside the effective radius
of the object (R = 2σ). The same figure also shows the gradi-
ent of the FJBD field ψ, again for both sources. As expected
from previous studies [36, 42, 72], the gradients of ϕ (which
can be physically interpreted as the fifth force) are suppressed
with respect to the FJBD gradients ∂rψ, even inside the effec-
tive radius R. As the radial coordinate approaches the origin,
both gradients tend to zero for the regular Gaussian source, as
dictated by spherical symmetry and regularity [42, 72]. Fur-
ther details on the Gaussian regularization will be presented
in App. B.

III. THE TWO-BODY PROBLEM: POLYNOMIAL
k-ESSENCE

Unlike the isolated object case of Sec. II C, the two-body
problem is only axially symmetric, around the direction that
connects the two particles. Let us define the coordinate system
such that the particles (of masses mi) are located on the z
axis at zi = ±D/2 , where D is the separation and i is an
index running on the two particles a and b. We will work
in cylindrical coordinates (ρ, ϑ, z), with ρ =

√
x2 + y2 and

ϑ = arg(x, y). In principle, the scalar field could depend on
ϑ, but because the source on the right-hand side of Eq. (18)
does not, the dependence must be linear, i.e. ϕ = Lϑ+ϕ̄(ρ, z)
for some constant L. This would ensure that the left-hand side
of Eq. (18) is independent of ϑ. However, asymptotic flatness
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requires ϕ approaching zero far from the two-body system,
which in turn imposes L = 0.

Let us then solve the scalar equation (18) with the source
(19) and the polynomial kinetic function

K(X) = Λ4KN (X) , KN (X) = −
N∑
n=1

1

2n

(X
Λ4

)n
,(35)

which allows for screening as long as the leading order term
has a negative coefficient [60]. Note that the choice of the di-
mensionless series coefficient was made simply for computa-
tional convenience, and is not expected to qualitatively impact
our results (see also Sec. IV A). In App. A we argue, based on
Ref. [44], that the non-linear regime of the above theory is in
the EFT regime of validity for generic astrophysical scenarios
and every N > 1.

From the analysis of the scalar profile around an isolated
object in the previous section, we have seen that the screening
starts operating when X & Λ−4, and that the field strength
is governed by {m,α,Λ}. For a generic polynomial function,
in the region of deep screening the highest power of XN will
dominate. For an isolated point particle, we then have, from
Eq. (18), (

∂rϕ

Λ2

)2N−1

≈
(

mα

4πMPlΛ2

)
1

r2
. (36)

Thus, the lengthscale that controls the scalar field profile for
an isolated object is parametrically the same as for quadratic
k-essence, i.e.

rsc = cN

√
mα

4πMPlΛ2
, (37)

up to a numerical coefficient cN [for a quadratic kinetic func-
tion one has e.g. c2 = (27/4)1/4]. In particular, for N = 2,
from Eq. (36) one finds the small-radius expansion given by
Eq. (32), i.e. ϕ ≈ const + O(r1/3).

Let us now turn to the binary problem and define ma ≡ m
and mb ≡ m/q, q ≥ 1. Motivated by the previous discussion,
we introduce the rescaled dimensionless variables

xi = λxi , κ =
mα

4πMPl

(
λ

Λ

)2

, φ =
ϕλ

Λ2
,(38)

X =
X

Λ4
, Ψ =

ψλ

Λ2
, B =

B

Λ2
, C =

C

λΛ2(4π)
,(39)

where the constant λ (which has dimensions of a mass) is for
the moment left free. Note that the rescaling of the Cartesian
coordinates implies in particular the rescaling % = λρ. More-
over, from now on the spatial derivatives will be assumed to be
taken with respect to the rescaled coordinates xi unless other-
wise specified. With these rescalings, the scalar equation (18)
takes the form

∇ ·
(
∇φ

N∑
n=1

Xn−1

)
=

4πκ

[
δ(3)

(
r − D

2
ẑ

)
+

1

q
δ(3)

(
r +

D

2
ẑ

)]
(40)

We will from now on use the scale invariance of Eq. (40) to set
D = 1, and thus λ = D−1, without loss of generality. Thus,
the parameter space of the problem is defined by the (square
of the) ratio of the screening radius of the more massive object
and the inter-particle separation,

κ =
mα

4πMPlΛ2

1

D2
∝
(rsc

D

)2

, (41)

and by the mass ratio q. As mentioned earlier, to solve the
two-body problem numerically we will need a finite represen-
tation for the Dirac deltas, i.e. Eq. (34) for both sources,
centered at z = ±1/2. The appearance of a resolution length
scale σ now extends the dimension of the parameter space
from two to three: κ, q and R, where R = R/D = (2σ)/D.

In the following, for concrete calculations we will focus on
a quadratic model (N = 2), which makes Eq. (22) solvable
analytically. However, we will also provide analytic argu-
ments supporting the (qualitative) applicability of these results
to more general polynomial functions.

A. To B or not to B

As discussed in Sec. II C, a perturbative treatment of the dy-
namics is only useful outside the screening region(s). In that
regime, the solenoidal component is suppressed relative to the
irrotational one, as K′′ � 1 [see Eq. (26)]. Inside the screen-
ing region(s), the equation of motion is highly non-linear, and
an exact solution cannot be found for the two-body problem.
We will therefore attempt two approximations, whose validity
we will evaluate by self-consistency and by comparing to our
fully numerical results8.

As the Helmholtz decomposition (20) breaks the problem
into a straightforward part (irrotational component) and a
complicated one (solenoidal component), most of our focus
will be on understanding the solenoidal component. Let us
then outline its vectorial structure. As elaborated in the intro-
duction of this Section, from axial symmetry and asymptotic
flatness one has φ = φ(%, z), and thus from the Helmholtz
decomposition (20) one can conclude that Bϑ = 0. As the
source C is proportional to∇φ×∇X , and these two vectors
are spanned by {%̂, ẑ}, the only non-zero component of the

8 One can perform a field rescaling [99–101] or introduce an auxiliary field
at the level of action (dual formulation) that replaces the self-interacting
terms [90, 91] in order to obtain a well-defined perturbative expansion in
the screening region. In App. C we show that the dual formulation is in
fact equivalent to the Helmholtz decomposition. We have not been able
to solve the equation for the solenoidal component (14) in a binary prob-
lem even after such a reformulation. Other analytic approaches, based e.g.
on perturbing the scalar field around the background field generated by a
fictitious isolated body located at the center of mass of the system [102],
or on a sort of effective one-body approach [43], have also failed to solve
the two-body problem in a controlled perturbative manner in theories with
kinetic/Vainshtein screening.
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source vector will be Cϑ. From Eq. (24) it then follows

B% = −
∫
dV′∂z

(
1

|r − r′|

)
Cϑ(%′, z′) , (42)

Bz =

∫
dV′

1

ρ
∂%

(
%

|r − r′|

)
Cϑ(%′, z′) .

It is clear that these two components satisfy the zero-
divergence condition (11)

1

%

∂(%B%)
∂%

= −∂Bz
∂z

. (43)

If the source Cϑ is non-zero, as generically expected, the
solenoidal component is expected to be non-vanishing, unlike
in the example given in Sec. II C.

1. Linear superposition approximation

A very simple approximation is to consider the linear su-
perposition of the full single particle solutions [given by
Eq. (30) for the quadratic kinetic function], i.e.

φ = φa + φb , (44)

where φa,b are the two solutions. We expect this ansatz to
work well when the screening regions of the individual bodies
do not overlap, i.e. in the limit κ � 1. In that situation, non-
linearities are strong only in the vicinity of each body, and are
sourced by the body itself (in isolation). These non-linearities
are therefore already captured by Eq. (30). This approxima-
tion will however receive non-trivial and a priori uncontrolled
corrections when the screening regions of the individual bod-
ies overlap.

Note that even when κ � 1, the solenoidal component
B will be non-zero. In this regime, we can just insert the
ansatz (44) into Eq. (20) and get a (complicated) expression
for B2 = B · B. The latter can be simplified on the plane
% = 0, where both the solenoidal and irrotational components
present maximal amplitudes:

B2(% = 0, z) =
64

3
f(a)2f(b)2

[
s(b)f(a) + s(a)f(b)

]2
,

f(i) ≡ sinh
[1

3
arcsinh

(
rsc,i
z− zi

)2]
, (45)

s(i) ≡ sgn(z− zi) . (46)

In the regime where the superposition approximation is valid
(κ � 1), we find that the irrotational component dominates
upon the solenoidal one, as the dimensionless ratio between
their kinetic energies is

XΨ(0, z)

B2(0, z)
∼ 81q2

16κ4
(1− 2z) , (47)

when κ→ 0. Note that this is a non-trivial result, as it is valid
not only in the perturbative regime (outside the screening re-
gions of the individual bodies), but also in the screening re-
gion of each body. Indeed, near the body positions z = ±1/2,

one recovers (by construction) the isolated object solutions, at
leading order. Similarly, the isolated object solution can be
recovered in the extreme mass ratio limit. Indeed, expanding
for q � 1 we find

B2(0, z) ∼ O(q−2) , XΨ(0, z) ∼ O(q0) , (48)

which shows that the solenoidal component is suppressed, as
expected.

2. Irrotational approximation

Motivated by the previous discussion, one can start from
the Helmholtz decomposition (20), ignore the solenoidal com-
ponent and invert Eq. (22) to find X . We will refer to this
approach as the irrotational (or longitudinal) approximation.
Let us consider first a general kinetic functionK(X), and em-
phasize that the kinetic energy X obtained in this way is an
infinite series in Λ−2 (although this scale is absorbed in the
parameter κ). Indeed, in the case of an isolated object or other
highly symmetric configurations, this result matches the full
result, as shown in Sec. II C. Once found X , one can recon-
struct the field by integrating Eq. (20) (withB = 0), i.e.

φ(%, z) = −1

2

∫ %

∞
d%̃

∂%̃Ψ

K′(X )
. (49)

(Note that the general solution would include an additional
arbitrary function of z, which is however forbidden by requir-
ing that φ vanishes far from the source.) For example, for the
quadratic function of Eq. (29), one finds the following closed
form for X :

X =
1

3

(
Y 1/3 + Y −1/3 − 2

)
, (50)

Y =
3
√

3 (27X 2
Ψ + 4XΨ)1/2 + 27XΨ + 2

2
.

[from Eq. (22); see Fig. 10].
Once determined X and φ in this irrotational approxima-

tion, one can check the validity of the latter by computing
the solenoidal component from Eq. (26). In this way, one
could devise an iterating scheme in order to solve the prob-
lem self-consistently. We will however try to understand if
there are regimes where the solenoidal component is paramet-
rically suppressed and the irrotational approximation is valid
to leading order. We are thus interested in comparing B with
−∇Ψ/2. As the same derivative power will act on the radial
distance in the denominator on the right-hand side of Eq. (23)
as in Eq. (42), it follows that if the source of the solenoidal
component C ≡ |C| = Cθ is parametrically suppressed with
respect to the irrotational one, i.e.

SΨ = −1

2
κ

[
δ(3)

(
r − 1

2
ẑ

)
+

1

q
δ(3)

(
r +

1

2
ẑ

)]
, (51)

this will be also true for the magnitudes of the components
themselves.
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The magnitude of the source of the solenoidal component
in the irrotational approximation is given by

C ≈ NKG∇ , (52)

NK = − 1

8π

KXX
KX

dX
dXΨ

|∇XΨ|
√
XΨ , (53)

G∇ =

√
1− (∇XΨ ·∇Ψ)2

(∇XΨ)2XΨ
, (54)

where the kinetic function and its derivatives are functions of
X = X (XΨ). As can be seen, the source C depends on the
non-linear terms of the function (encoded in NK) and on the
“misalignment” between ∇X ∝ ∇XΨ and ∇φ ∝ ∇Ψ (en-
coded in G∇). In order for the solenoidal component to be
significant, there must be an overlap between the supports of
NK and G∇.

Let us first considerG∇. Since it depends only on the FJBD
fields Ψ and XΨ, this quantity is independent of the screening
radius and only depends on the mass ratio q. From the defini-
tion (54), it is also clear that 0 ≤ G∇ ≤ 1, withG∇ = 1 when
∇XΨ and∇Ψ are orthogonal. In Fig. 2, we plot the support
of G∇, defined as the region where G∇ ≥ 0.1, for various
mass ratios. In the equal mass case, the support is symmet-
ric around the center of mass of the system. As q increases,
the support shrinks and gets shifted towards the smaller ob-
ject (located at zb = 1/2). In the limit q → ∞ we find that
G∇ → 0, i.e. we recover the spherically symmetric solution
and the solenoidal component vanishes, as expected.

The prefactor NK has instead support in the screening re-
gion, where the non-linearities dominate and which is cen-
tered on the objects themselves, encoded in κ ∝ (rsc/D)2

and q. Let us first demonstrate two cases where the overlap
between NK and G∇ is small. Consider first the equal mass
limit q ≈ 1 and κ � 1: the support of NK shrinks (be-
cause the screening radii of the two objects shrink) and the
small overlap with the support of G∇ suppresses the source
of the solenoidal component. When instead q � 1, the sup-
port of NK is mostly around the more massive body a, while
the support of G∇ is closer to the lighter body b (see Fig. 2),
resulting again in a small overlap between NK and G∇ and
thus in a small source magnitude C. Note that both of these
cases (q ≈ 1 and κ � 1; q � 1) are consistent with the
intuition from the linear superposition approximation (for the
quadratic k-essence), but the arguments presented here extend
their validity to a generic kinetic function.

To gain some insight on the remaining case (κ� 1 and q ≈
1), let us specialize to the polynomial form (35) for the kinetic
function. In the deep screening regime κ � 1, the highest
power in the series dominates, and from (22) one therefore
concludes that

X ≈ X 1/(2N−1)
Ψ , (55)

and consequently

NK ≈ −
κ

8π

N − 1

(2N − 1)

|∇X̂ψ|√
X̂Ψ

, (56)

XΨ ≡ κ2X̂Ψ(q) . (57)
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FIG. 2. Support of the functionG∇, which encodes the geometry of
the source (54), defined by G∇ > 0.1, for four choices of the mass
ratio q = ma/mb. The cylindrical coordinates (ρ, z) are rescaled
by the inter-particle separation, and the particles are located at zi =
±D/2.

For N = 1, one recovers the FJBD theory result (X = XΨ

and NK = 0). Since G∇ does not depend on κ, one can
therefore conclude that C ≈ NKG∇ ∝ κ.

Let us now compare the source of irrotational and the
solenoidal components. As both SΨ [see Eq. (51)] and C
scale linearly with κ, their ratio will depend only on the mass
ratio q. Since −∇Ψ/2 and B [Eqs. (23), (42)] depend on the
volume integrals of their respective sources and both sources
have a compact support, let us then compute the spatial aver-
ages of C and SΨ. For the irrotational component, Eq. (51)
yields the average 〈SΨ〉 = −κ(1 + q−1)/(2V ), where V is
the volume (larger than the individual supports of C and SΨ)
over which the average is peformed. For C, we calculated the
average numerically for a set of values of q. In Fig. 3, we
show the ratio 〈C〉/〈SΨ〉, multiplied by (2N − 1)/(N − 1) to
eliminate the dependence on N [see Eq. (56)]. For instance,
for q = 1 and N = 2, the ratio is 〈C〉/〈SΨ〉 ≈ 0.38 (Also
note that the ratio is independent of the volume V ). These
results demonstrate that the solenoidal component is always
suppressed with respect to the irrotational one even in the deep
screening regime, although when q ≈ 1 this suppression is
less evident.

In conclusion, the analytic arguments of this section indi-
cate that the solenoidal component will be significantly sup-
pressed relative to the irrotational one when κ � 1 and/or
q � 1 (for a generic kinetic function). The suppression also
holds in the deep screening regime κ � 1 (for a polyno-
mial kinetic function), although it becomes less pronounced
for comparable masses (q ≈ 1).
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FIG. 3. The ratio between the volume-averaged source of the irro-
tational component in the Helmholtz decomposition (20), 〈SΨ〉, and
the (averaged) source of the solenoidal component, 〈C〉, as function
of the mass ratio q in the deep screening regime κ� 1. The ratio is
multiplied by the factor (2N − 1)/(N − 1), which depends on the
choice of the kinetic function (in polynomial form).

B. Numerical solution

1. Formulation

In order to validate the analytic approximations of Sec.
III A and to understand the full behavior of the two-body dy-
namics, we have performed numerical simulations for the case
of a quadratic kinetic function9. The scalar equation of mo-
tion (40), together with appropriate boundary conditions (to
be described below), defines an elliptic boundary value prob-
lem. We have represented Eq. (40) in cylindrical coordinates,
and we have discretized it using a second-order finite differ-
ence scheme, regularizing the Dirac deltas with the Gaussian
source of Eq. (34).

Our integration domain is the rectangle [0, %out] ×
[−zout, zout], where the boundary values %out and zout are
chosen to be larger than or at most comparable to the screen-
ing radii of the constituent object. On the % = 0 plane, regu-
larity requires the boundary condition ∂%φ|%→0 = 0. Defining
our grid as % = ih and z = jhz (with h and hz the grid steps),
regularity is then implemented by introducing the ghost point
i = −1 and taking φ(−1, j) = φ(1, j). In order to regularize
the coordinate singularity of Eq. (40) at % = 0, we apply the
L’Hôpital rule

lim
%→0

1

%

∂φ

∂%
=
∂2φ

∂%2
(58)

to modify the scalar equation at i = 0 [103].
On the other sides of the grid, we have used two imple-

mentations of Dirichlet boundary conditions. First, we have

9 The same problem was also studied numerically in Ref. [43]. However,
that analysis focused only on the binary’s energy. Here we discuss several
other aspects, and in particular the behavior of the scalar gradients. In
addition, we use a different numerical method and provide a more refined
code validation (see App. D).

used the superposition of the FJBD potentials to set the scalar
field on the boundary, as long as the latter is sufficiently far
from the screening radius. Moreover, after establishing that
Eq. (49) provides a good approximation away from the ob-
jects, we have used it to set the boundary scalar field, in order
to reduce the size of the grid for the highly non-linear cases.

After discretization, Eq. (40) yields the non-linear system

Gij [{φ(i′, j′)}i′=i−1,i,i+1,j′=j−1,j,j+1] = 0 , (59)

where Gij is a (non-linear) function of the discretized field
at the neighboring points i′ and j′. We solve this non-linear
system by using a Newton-Raphson method and an LU de-
composition to compute the inverse of the Jacobian. We have
set a tolerance of 10−5 on the scalar field profile. In all runs
grid size was several times smaller than the effective radius of
the Gaussian source. As initial guess for scalar profile in the
Newton-Raphson method, we adopt several choices including
the superposition of FJBD potentials (B4) and the single par-
ticle solutions (Sec. III A). However, as the non-linearities
become more important, corresponding to the growth of κ
in our units, we use Eq. (49) as initial guess. Moreover, to
speed up the calculation we occasionally replace the Newton-
Raphson method iteration with one computed with a Broyden
method [104].

A description of our code’s validation, including a compar-
ison with the semi-analytic solution in the single particle case
and convergence tests, is left for App. D.

2. Results

Consider first an equal-mass system where the screening re-
gions of the constituent objects do not overlap, i.e. κ < 1. In
Fig. 4 (left), we show the numerical solution for the scalar’s
kinetic term on the plane ρ = 0, Xnum, vs the same quan-
tity for FJBD theory XΨ, and two approximations described
in Sec. III A (with a Gaussian source). In more detail, both
the linear superposition of the two one-particle solutions Xsup

and the irrotational approximation Xirr provide an excelent
agreement with the numerical results. Furthermore, the dif-
ference between these approximations and the numerical so-
lutions, and hence the importance of the solenoidal compo-
nent, is of the order of the numerical error in this regime. The
comparison with FJBD theory demonstrates that the screening
is active inside the screening region of the individual objects
(shaded region), and that outside the individual screening re-
gions the scalar gradient is not suppressed. Note also that the
kinetic term is significantly suppresed (although not zero in
contrast to the isolated object, Sec. II C), and thus the theory
is in the linear regime, near the center of the source.

More interesting is a scenario where κ > 1. In Fig. 4 (right)
we show the same quantities as for the previous case. In or-
der to appriciate the full spatial behaviour of the scalar ki-
netic energy we also present in Fig. 5 a contour plot of Xnum

for one such case (bottom), together with the same plot for
the corresponding one-particle case (top). Consider the re-
gion around z = ρ = 0, which is inside the single-particle
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screening region. In the binary problem, this region corre-
sponds to the saddle point of the scalar profile, where the fifth
forces cancel each other and thus the scalar gradient is sup-
pressed (see the next Sec. III C for further discussion). This
can be clearly seen in the bottom panel, where the contour
lines get deformed to allow for near zero gradients in the sad-
dle region. On the “outer” side of the binary, the profile is
much closer to the expectation from the single-particle case,
although both the scalar gradients and the screening radius be-
come larger. This is expected, as sufficiently away from the
constituent objects, the system behaves as a composite single
objectma+mb. Both the irrotational and linear superposition
approximations considered earlier capture the essential char-
acteristics of how the screening operates in a binary system
as is clear from Fig. 4 (right). The superposition ansatz Xsup

tends to overcorrect the difference between the one-particle
case and the two-body by drastically reducing the peaks in-
side the binary and enhancing those outside it. On the other
hand, the irrotational approximation Xirr makes these adjust-
ments closer to the true (numerical) solution.

Consider now a case with κ > 1 , q � 1, shown in Fig. 6.
As discussed in Sec. III A, both approximations are much
closer to the numerical result than in the case of equal-mass
systems. In particular, the discrepancy between the analytic
approximations and the numerical result is most pronounced
in the vicinity of the smaller object. Again, the irrotational ap-
proximation is outperforming the simple linear superposition
of the one-body solutions.

In order to compactly describe the two approximations
across the mass ratio parameter space, we define the following
L2 norm

||∆y||2 ≡

√∫
dV(ynum − yan)2 (60)

where y = {φ,X}, with subscripts {num, an}, denote the
numerical result and the analytic approximation, respectively,
and the integral is taken over whole grid. The estimate is sen-
sitive to the non-linear regime, because in the linear regime
both approximations give a very good description of the nu-
merical results. Results are shown in Fig. 7 for a scenario
representative of the deep screening regime κ � 1. We find
that the irrotational approximation is outperforming the super-
position approximation for all mass ratios, although the rela-
tive error of both approximations increases as q → 1. This is
completely in line with the conclusions from Sec. III A. We
also find that the relative error of the kinetic energy saturates
at ∼ 10% for q = 1. Thus, even in the case of equal masses,
the irrotational approximation provides a decent quantitative
description of the scalar profile. It is also apparent that, for
a given approximation, the error is smaller for the field than
for X . A similar phenomenon is observed in the two-body
problem for cubic Galileons (where the Vainshtein screening
operates [38, 92, 98, 102, 105]), when comparing the super-
position approximation and numerical results [84].

C. Descreened bubbles

In systems where only attractive forces act, there may be
special points where all the forces cancel. For spherical ob-
jects in isolation, one such point is the center, while in N -
body systems these are the saddle points, where the gradi-
ent of the potential vanishes. In theories where the screen-
ing is activated by the magnitude of the scalar gradient, these
saddle points (and their neighborhoods) are therefore in the
perturbative regime, which leads to a possible breakdown of
the screening (Fig. 5). This, in turn, suggests that saddle
points and their vicinities may be useful testing grounds for
theories with screening mechanisms. This was recognized for
MOND [96], and it was even suggested that LISA Pathfinder
could be used to probe the MOND interpolating function if
directed towards the saddle point of the solar system [106].

Following Ref. [96], let us then consider a region where
the theory dynamics is in the linear regime near the saddle
point. Therefore, we can use the superposition of the FJBD
scalar gradients (along the axis that connects the two bodies)
to compute fifth force (per unit mass) as (restoring physical
units)

(∇ψ)z =
α

4πMPl

m

(z +D/2)2
− α

4πMPl

mq−1

(z −D/2)2
,(61)

The (saddle) point where the total scalar gradient is zero is
given by

zSP =
D

2

√
q − 1
√
q + 1

. (62)

Taylor-expanding the scalar gradient around this saddle point,
we find the force in its vicinity10 to be

∇ψSP ≈ A
(

(z − zSP)ẑ − 1

2
ρρ̂

)
, (63)

A ≡ − α

2πMPl

mq−3/2

D3
(1 +

√
q)4 . (64)

The condition |∇ψSP| =
√
Xψ|SP

<∼Λ2 then defines the re-
gion where the screening may break down. From this condi-
tion, one obtains that the size δ of this region is given by

δ

D
' 1

κ

q3/2

(1 +
√
q)4

, (65)

i.e. this region shrinks in both the deep screening regime (κ�
1) and in the extreme mass ratio limit (q →∞).

Although both the GR Newtonian force and the scalar fifth
force go to zero precisely at the saddle point, in their vicin-
ity they are both non-vanishing, with their precise ratio de-
pending on the value of α. Note that constraints on the time-
variation of the effective gravitational constant (in the Jordan

10 One can further verify that the Hessian matrix is indefinite and thus
(0, zSP) is indeed a saddle point.
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FIG. 4. Scalar kinetic energy on the plane ρ = 0 for quadratic k-essence, calculated from our numerical results (Xnum, red solid line), with the
linear superposition approximation (Xsup, black dashed line), and with the irrotational approximation (Xirr, purple long-dashed line). Also
shown for comparison is the FJBD result (Xψ , orange dot-dashed line). Two equal-mass (q = 1) binary systems are considered: rsc = 4.5R,
D = 17.5R (left) and rsc = 9.5R, D = 5R (right), with the origin placed at the geometric center. The cyan shaded areas represent the
individual screening regions of each body in isolation (ignoring the descreening in the vicinity of the object’s center), and the darker shade in
the right panel denotes the overlap of these individual screening regions.
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FIG. 5. Contour plot of the scalar kinetic energy X in the (ρ, z)
place. The bottom panel is for an equal-mass binary with rsc = 9.5R
and D = 5R. The top panel is for just one of the two bodies. The
pink semicircles denote the effective radii of the Gaussian source
model for the point particles. The orange dot-dashed line connects
the geometric center of the left object in the two subplots, while the
red dashed line connects the origins (which are placed at the center
of mass of the binary).

frame) from Big Bang nucleosynthesis and Lunar Laser Rang-
ing experiments require α <∼ 0.1 [107]. Considering three rep-
resentative binary systems, i.e. Earth and Moon, Sun and
Earth, and Sun and Jupiter, taking Λ ≈ 2 × 10−3eV and
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FIG. 6. The same as in Fig. 4 (right), but for q = 25. The two bodies
are placed at z = ±2.5R.

α = 0.1, we obtain δ ≈ 0.2km, δ ≈ 1km and δ ≈ 2800km,
respectively. As δ ∝ α−2, by reducing α the size of the “de-
screening” region grows, but the correction to the GR Newto-
nian force from the fifth force decreases by the same amount.

Precise modeling of the dynamics near the saddle point of
the solar system is challenging, as it would require accurate
ephemeris data [89, 108] and even account for the effect of
the spacecraft carrying the accelerometer itself. While this is
outside the scope of this work, let us comment on a few par-
allels with MOND, where these problems have been analyzed
to some extent [96, 106]. First, note that if we had used α = 1
in our estimates for δ for the Earth and Moon, Sun and Earth,
and Sun and Jupiter systems, they would have differed only
by a factor∼ a few from the estimate for MOND in Ref. [96].
The reason is that the scale of the MOND critical acceleration
is ao ≈ H0/6, thus leading to the same parametric scaling as
the cosmologically motivated k-essence. In more detail, the
MONDian behavior is triggered by the condition a0 ' aN
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FIG. 7. Relative difference of the linear superposition and irrota-
tional approximations from the numerical results, in terms of the L2

norm defined in the text and as a function of the mass ratio q. The dif-
ferences are shown for the scalar field φ and ist kinetic energy X , in
the deep screening regime. The system considered is an rsc = 9.5R
and D = 5R.

[where aN ' m/(D2M2
Pl)], which is equivalent to the k-

essence ∂rψ ' Λ2 deep screening condition.
Note that although MOND is not a well-defined the-

ory by itself, several attempts have been directed at con-
structing a field theory that can develop a MONDian phe-
nomenology [16], including hybrid models such as superfluid
DM [25]. Implementations that are of K(X) type combine
both screening around matter sources and anti-screening (i.e.
enhancement of the scalar gradient, see Sec. IV C) in the
low-acceleration regime. Thus, MOND saddle point regions
can be larger than the simple estimate given above, and the
fifth force may even dominate the Newtonian force inside
them [96]. This makes saddle points a potentially better probe
of MOND than k-essence (although not all MOND interpolat-
ing functions can be further constrained in this way [109]).

D. Two-body energy and the fifth force

In a time-independent system such as the one that we con-
sider, the Hamiltonian (density) is given by H = −L, where
the Lagrangian (density)L is obtained from Eq. (1) [specializ-
ing to Minkowski space]. From this, one can find the potential
energy E =

∫
dVH as a function of the system’s parameters

and the inter-particle separation (see Sec. III A). From the en-
ergy, the magnitude of the fifth force between the two particles
can then be found as

F =
∂E

∂D
. (66)

Let us consider the polynomial kinetic function of Eq. (35),
which yields

E = −
∫
dV
[
− Λ4

N∑
n=1

1

2n

(
X

Λ4

)n
+

α

MPl
ϕT
]
. (67)

Using the equation of motion (40), we can rewrite this integral
as

E ≡ E

D3Λ4
= −

∫
dV

N∑
n=1

(2n− 1

2n

)
Xn , (68)

where we have also used the rescaling of Eq. (38). Noting that
in the deep screening regime the highest power of X dom-
inates the integral and using the irrotational approximation,
one can apply Eq. (55) and obtain that the energy Esc of the
screened regions (sc) is given by

Esc ≈ −κ
2N

2N−1

(2N − 1

2N

)∫
sc

dVX̂N/(2N−1)
Ψ . (69)

The total energy is then obtained by adding the subdomi-
nant term ≈ −

∫
un−sc

dVXΨ/2 that corresponds to the ‘un-
screened’ region un− sc. [Note indeed that the integral in
Eq. (69) diverges in the unscreened region]. One can observe
that for N = 1, we recover the FJBD scaling E ∝ D−1,
while for N = 2 we obtain E ∝ D1/3, as expected on dimen-
sional grounds and from the single particle limit. Note also
that in contrast to the Newtonian/FJBD case, the scalar self-
energy does not diverge in the point-particle limit thanks to the
screening. From the scaling of the source of the solenoidal
component [Eq. (56)], we find that B ∝ κ when κ � 1.
Thus, including the solenoidal component in Eq. (68) does
not change the overall scaling of the energy with κ in the deep
screening regime, as given by Eq. (69).

The amplitude of the fifth force [from Eqs. (66) and (69)]
is then given by

Fsc ≡
Fsc

D2Λ4
≈ −κ

2N
2N−1 IN (q) ,

IN (q) ≡ 1

2

∫
sc

dVX̂ (1−N)/(2N−1)
Ψ ∂DX̂Ψ

∣∣
D=1

. (70)

This indicates a clear suppression when N > 1 in comparison
to the FJBD limit N = 1. For instance, for N = 1 one has
Fsc ∝ D−2 (Newton’s law), while for N = 2 one ontains
Fsc ∝ D−2/3. Unlike the energy, the fifth force diverges in
the limit D → 0. However, this is simply an artifact of the
point-particle model, i.e. it disappears for extended sources
(see e.g. Ref. [42] and the discussion in our Sec. II C, App.
B). The details of the calculation of IN (q) are presented in
App. B 1.

In order to verify the internal consistency of our irrota-
tional approximation (in both the deep screening and FJBD
regimes), we have calculated the fifth force [from Eqs. (66)
and (68)] semi-analytically in quadratic k-essence (see App.
B 1 for details). In Fig. 8, we show how the magnitude of the
fifth force depends on the mass ratio and on the inter-particle
separation in units of the object’s radius (although we stress
that our results do not depend on the details of the object’s
internal structure, as long as one focuses on the object’s ex-
terior). For q = 1, we also show, for comparison, the FJBD
limit Fψ and the deep screening limit given by Eq. (70) (which
suppresses the fifth force relative to FJBD theory). As can be
seen, the change between the two regimes is abrupt, for all
mass ratios, and the two approximations provide a very good
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description of the scaling of the fifth force with distance in a
piecewise fashion.

Having established that the deep screening limit of Eq. (70)
is valid in the context of the irrotational approximation, we
can compare that limit with the full numerical result of
Ref. [43] for quadratic k-essence. Let us define the force in
the test-mass limit by performing the standard Newtonian re-
formulation of a two body problem into the motion of a ficti-
tious particle with the reduced mass µ = mamb/(ma + mb)
around a particle with the total mass ma + mb (see e.g.
Ref. [110]). The amplitude of the force is then given by
Ftm = (α/MPl)µ∂rϕ|r=a. Thus, from Eq. (36) [and using
the rescaling of Eq. (38)] we obtain

Ftm

4π
=

[
κ4

q(q + 1)2

]1/3

. (71)

From the irrotational approximation, it follows that the force
in the deep screening regime [Eq. (70)] has the same scaling
with κ as the test-mass limit (and the solenoidal component
does not change this scaling, as argued above). Therefore, the
ratio of Fsc and Ftm depends only on the mass ratio q. The
same conclusion was reached in Ref. [43] using an effective-
one-body approach. Following Ref. [43], let us define

Fsc = b0(x)Ftm , x =
1

1 + q
, (72)

where we expect that limx→0 b0 → 1. We have found b0(x)
[from I2(q)] semi-analytically, and we have compared it with
the fit of the full numerical result from Ref. [43] (Eq. 46)
in Fig. 9. As can be seen, this comparison confirms the ob-
servation from Ref. [43] that the screening is more efficient
in equal-mass systems than in the extreme-mass ratio limit.
(This implies a breakdown of the weak equivalence principle,
as further elaborated in Ref. [43]). Note that the relative en-
hancement of the screening relative to the extreme mass-ratio
limit is at most ∼ 25%. Also note that our findinds confirm
that the irrotational approximation is in good agreement with
the full numerical results, differing only by a few percent from
the latter.

Finally, let us emphasize that the breakdown of screening in
the descreened bubbles (see Sec. III C) is a local phenomenon,
which can be probed with a third test body. Descreened bub-
bles can in principle affect the two-body energy and the fifth
force, since the latter are expressed as integrals over all space.
For a given κ, Eq. (65) predicts that the largest descreened
bubbles appear for q ≈ 9. However, as clear from Fig. 9, in
the deep screening regime this does not significantly impair
the efficiency of the screening mechanism.

IV. OTHER THEORIES

Thus far, we have focused on the polynomial form of the
k-essence kinetic functon, given by Eq. (35). Let us now
broaden the scope of the possible kinetic functions, and inves-
tigate again the non-relativistic limit for single bodies and for
binary systems. We will employ the same notation as in the
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FIG. 8. Fifth force F for four values of the mass ratio q, calculated
using the irrotational approximation and various values of D/R, for
fixed rsc/R = 100 (denoted by the gray dashed line). For q = 1, we
also show the FJBD limit [Eq. (B3), cyan dot-dashed line] as well as
the deep screening approximation [Eq. (70), solid red line].
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FIG. 9. Ratio of the fifth force amplitudes between the two point
particles and in the test-mass limit, in quadratic k-essence, calcu-
lated from the numerical simulation of Ref. [43] (black) and using
the irrotational approximation in the deep screening regime (pink,
dashed).

previous sections. Note that while in polynomial k-essence
a generic astrophysical system is in the regime of validity of
the EFT when the screening operates, this may not be the case
for some theories considered in this section, and in particular
opposite DBI and anti-screening theories (see App. A).

A. Beyond (simple) polynomial k-essence

One may wonder how values of the polynomial coeffi-
cients different from those in Eq. (35) impact our previous
discussion and results. Since the highest power of X dom-
inates upon the others in the deep screening regime, our re-
sults should be qualitatively unchanged (as long as the co-
efficient of the highest power of X has the sign leading to
screening in the first place). We have performed simple nu-
merical experiments to check this, e.g. we have considered a
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sextic polynomial K6 = −X/2 + c2X 2 + c4X 4 − X 6/12,
with randomly generated values of the coefficients {c2, c4} in
the interval −5 ≤ ci ≤ 5 but requiring that the condition of
Eq. (17) is satisfied. We have calculated the suppression fac-
tor X/Xψ for the isolated Gaussian source as in Sec. II C for
several such realizations. Comparing with our default model
K6 = −X/2−X 6/12, we have found that outside the object
but within the screening region, the suppression factor varies
by at most a few percent. The differences between the vari-
ous realizations peak around the screening radius, where they
reach ∼ 10%, as this is the transition region where the effect
of the subleading terms X 2,X 4 is maximized. The relative
difference is further suppressed outside the screening region,
when the FJBD limit is asymptotically approached. We expect
this conclusion to hold also for the two-body problem.

If one relaxes the assumption of a polynomial kinetic func-
tion, one can also engineer particular functions passing dif-
ferent cosmological and solar system constraints while still
providing a viable scalar-tensor theory of gravity [51, 107].
One such model was considered in Ref. [107] and is given by

Ktan−1 = −1− X
2
−K?

[
X − X? arctan

(
X
X?

)]
,(73)

where {X?,K?} are free parameters of the model. Note that
K′(X ) → K? as X → ∞ (see Ref. [45] for the quantum
aspects of this model). In the irrotational approximation, one
cannot invert Eq. (17) exactly, although in the deep screening
regime the relation is approximately linear, X ≈ XΨ/(1 +
K?)2, and the suppression of the fifth force is realized through
a large value for K?. We show a numerical solution X (XΨ)
for X? = −2, K? = 103 (model I from Ref. [107]) in Fig. 10.

In the context of the two-body problem, let us assess the im-
portance of the solenoidal component using the arguments of
Sec. III A. The quantity that characterizes the non-linearities,
i.e. NK [Eq. (53)], is given in the deep screening regime by

NK ≈ κ−3K?(1 +K?)3X 2
?

|∇X̂Ψ|
X̂ 5/2

Ψ

. (74)

As the screening arises in this model from a large factor K?,
the relative strength of the solenoidal and irrotational com-
ponents is controlled by (K?/κ)4 [we remind the reader that
SΨ ∝ κ, see Eq. (51)]. This scaling makes the solenoidal
component much more suppressed than in the case of a poly-
nomial kinetic function, for the parameter values considered
in Ref. [107].

B. “Opposite” DBI

Let us consider a class of models where the scalar gradient
X saturates in the strongly interacting regime. A particularly
interesting model is the (opposite) DBI one [44, 62, 85]

KDBI =
√

1−X/2 . (75)

Standard DBI theory (obtained by flipping the overall sign of
the Lagrangian and the sign in front of X ) can be embedded

in string theory, but does not allow for screening [41, 51].
However, the “opposite DBI” kinetic function in Eq. (75) may
appear naturally in higher dimensions and possesses a higher
symmetry group than the standard shift-symmetricK(X) the-
ory analyzed thus far [44, 85].

Like in the case of quadratic k-essence, the solution for a
single point-particle source can be expressed in terms of the
hypergeometric function:

φ = 1.85rsc − r 2F 1

[1

4
,

1

2
;

5

4
;−
( r

rsc

)4]
. (76)

This exact solution features a screening radius rsc =
√
κ. Like

in Sec. II C, we show the scalar gradient for an isolated Gaus-
sian source and for a point particle in Fig. 11. In contrast with
the polynomial k-essence, now even in the point-particle case
the scalar gradient does not diverge at the particle’s location,
and the point-particle and Gaussian models are much closer
even inside the source, down to very small radii. We also find
that the screening in opposite DBI is more efficient than in
quadratic k-essence (see Figs. 1 and 11, and also Fig. 10).

Away from spherical symmetry (or other highly symmet-
ric configurations), the solenoidal component is in general not
zero in opposite DBI, unlike what was implicitly assumed in
Ref. [85]. However, we can consider the irrotational approxi-
mation described in Sec. III A (see Fig. 10) and obtain

X =
XΨ

1 + XΨ
. (77)

We can then calculate the source of the solenoidal field that
encodes non-linearities in the two-body problem [see Eq.
(53)], obtaining

NK ≈
1

4

√
X (1−X ) . (78)

One can see that as X flattens in the deep screening regime,
NK → 0. Thus, the solenoidal component in opposite DBI is
even more suppressed than for a polynomial kinetic function.

C. Anti-screening

As noted in Sec. I, a drawback of generic k-essence models
is the absence of a standard UV completion [58, 61]. Thus, in
Ref. [69] a class of shift-symmetric theories that do not violate
positivity bounds11 and which are thus expected to admit such
a completion were considered. Those are described by

Ka−sc = −1

p
[(1 + X/2)

p − 1] , (79)

where 1/2 ≤ p < 1 (p = 1/2 corresponding to the stan-
dard DBI theory, see Ref. [51], while p = 1 yields FJBD

11 These models were unfortunately advertized in Ref. [69] as causal modifi-
cations of gravity, as opposed to superluminal models that allow for screen-
ing. However, as elaborated in Sec. I, causality is not an issue in superlu-
minal k-essence theories [48–52, 55].
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FIG. 10. Relation between the kinetic energyX and the FJBD kinetic
energy Xψ in the irrotational approximation, for several choices of
the kinetic function. The latter include quadratic k-essence K2 [Eq.
(29)]; the arctan model Ktan−1 [Eq. (73); X? = −2, K? = 103];
opposite DBI theory KDBI [Eq. (75)]; and the anti-screening model
Ka−sc [Eq. (79); p = 5/6]. The thin solid line corresponds to
X = Xψ .
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FIG. 11. The same as in Fig. 1, but for (opposite) DBI theory.

theory). These theories, however, lead to anti-screening i.e.
an enhancement of the fifth force near matter sources (see
Fig. 10). These theories, like FJBD theory, are then only
relevant if the coupling of the scalar to matter satisfies the
Cassini bound. The anti-screening phenomenon could then
provide additional constraints in the solar system and in the
strong gravity regime [69].

The Helmholtz decomposition and the arguments of Sec.
II B, III A can also be applied to theories with anti-screening.
In particular, in spherical symmetry the solenoidal component
is zero, and X (XΨ) can be found from Eq. (22) (see Fig. 10).
Away from spherical symmetry, from Eq. (53) one finds (e.g.
for the special case p = 5/6)

NK ≈
κ

8

|∇X̂ψ|√
X̂Ψ

, (80)

i.e. the same as in Eq. (56) for N = 5/6. Therefore, the
details of the anti-screening model are captured in a dimen-

sionless prefactor, and the dependence on κ and q is the same
as in polynomial k-essence (see Fig. 3).

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories,
involving only first derivatives in scalars, can be reformulated
by covariantly splitting the scalar gradient into a longitudinal
∂µψ and a transverse component Bµ (Hodge-Helmholtz de-
composition; Sec. II A). The longitudinal component reduces
to a (free) Klein-Gordon field, while the transverse compo-
nent obeys a hyperbolic equation with a non-linear source. We
have shown that for spherical and static sources, the transverse
component identically vanishes (Sec. II B, II C). In this situa-
tion, the problem reduces to solving a linear elliptic equation
and then an algebraic one.

In general, and also in the case of two-body non-relativistic
systems that we consider in this paper, the solenoidal compo-
nent does not vanish (unlike what was implicitly assumed e.g.
in Refs. [85, 90]). Outside the screening region of a two-body
system (which is controlled by the ratio between the screening
radius of the more massive objects rsc and the inter-particle
separation D, as well as by the mass ratio q), the solenoidal
component is perturbativly suppressed and the superposition
approximation provides a good description of the full results
(see Sec. III A and III B). Inside the screening region, we have
developed an approximate ‘irrotational’ scheme that starts by
ignoring the solenoidal component and finds the scalar gradi-
ents X by solving an algebraic problem. This approach was
validated by checking self-consistency (Sec. III A), by solv-
ing the full system numerically (Sec. III B) and by comparing
with the previous results of Ref. [43] (Sec. III D). We have
shown in Sec. III A that irrespective of the form of the kinetic
function, the irrotational field dominates upon the solenoidal
one when D � rsc and/or q � 1. In these regimes, ignor-
ing the solenoidal component will introduce only small errors
in the description of the scalar gradients. Furthermore, we
have shown that even when rsc � D and q ≈ 1, the irrota-
tional approximation will introduce only percent-level errors
in the binary fifth force, in comparison with the full numeri-
cal results for quadratic k-essence (Sec. III D). Kinetic func-
tions whose growth is suppressed in the deep screening regime
will have even more suppressed solenoidal components (Sec.
IV A, IV B). The irrotational approximation can also be ap-
plied for theories that exhibit anti-screening (Sec. IV C).

At the physical level, our results, both analytic and numer-
ical, show that the absence of spherical symmetry in a bi-
nary system does not make screening necessarily inefficient.
On the one hand, the non-linear nature of k-essence gener-
ally renders screening slightly more efficient, relative to the
test-body limit, in equal-mass systems (Sec. III D). This has
already been established numerically, and its consequences
on violations of the weak equivalence principle elaborated, in
Ref. [43]. However, we show that binaries also produce “de-
screened” regions near the system’s saddle point (Sec. III C).
These regions may in principle be probed in the solar system
with sufficiently precise accelerometers. A natural continua-
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tion of this work would be to assess the validity of the irro-
tational approximation in N -body systems. In relation to k-
essence probes in the solar system (e.g. with these descreened
regions), such an irrotational approach could alleviate the nu-
merical difficulty and cost of full multi-body simulations (for
a related numerical study of the Sun-Earth-Moon system in
the cubic Galileon theory, see Ref. [84]).

As the Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition can be imple-
mented in a covariant way, it is an interesting question to con-
sider whether it can be helpful in dynamical problems. For
instance, stellar collapse in k-essence leads to a breakdown
of screening [72]. Indeed, due to black-hole no-hair theo-
rems [111–115], the star’s scalar “charge” must be radiated
away [72], producing a potentially observable gravitational-
wave signal. Another interesting problem is a binary neu-
tron star’s inspiral. In scalar-tensor theories, the orbital en-
ergy of a binary decreases because of the emission of both
scalar and tensor gravitons. In FJBD, and related perturba-
tive theories where the screening does not operate, the binary
inspiral can be systematically studied within the PN formal-
ism [110, 116–118]. However, in theories with screening,
such an approach is not straightforward. Thus far, in theo-
ries with strong non-linearities the inspiral has been studied by
perturbing the scalar field around the background field gener-
ated by a fictitious isolated body located at the center of mass
of the system [69, 75, 119]. On the other hand, numerical
simulations have been performed in cubic k-essence (includ-
ing GR), scanning the rsc/D ≈ 1 − 6 range [73]. Both of
these problems may benefit from (a more systematic) analytic
approach based on the Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition.
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Appendix A: Regime of validity of the Effective Field Theory

Naively, it might seem that the screening regime lies out-
side the regime of validity of the EFT, as X >∼Λ4 (see Figs. 1
and 4). The right question, however, is whether quantum ef-
fects can induce significant corrections to the classical de-
scription of screening. This can be assessed with the back-
ground field method [4], by comparing the classical action,
evaluated on the screening-inducing field, and the one-loop
effective action on top of the same background field [44]. In
spherical symmetry, non-linearities become more important
as the radial coordinate decreases (see Sec. II C). Thus, the
EFT description is valid as long as r � rUV, where rUV is
the scale where quantum corrections become significant and
consequently the UV physics must play a role. These scales

are given by

rpoly
UV ∼

1

Λ
(Λrsc)

−N/(N−1)
, (A1)

rDBI
UV ∼

1

Λ
(Λrsc)

2/3
, (A2)

for the point-particle screening in polynomial k-essence
[Eq. (35)] and DBI [Eq. (75)], in respective order [44]. Note
however that the scalar gradients do not grow arbitrarily, be-
cause at some point the radius of the source (e.g. a star) is
reached. As we have seen in Sec. II C, the maximal value ofX
is reached at the surface of the object, andX then decreases as
one progresses towards the center, ultimately entering the lin-
ear regime. Thus, a sufficient criterion to assess whether one
is in the EFT regime consists of checking whether rUV ≈ R,
where R is the effective radius of the source. Let us focus for
concreteness on quadratic k-essence. From Eqs. (30) and (A1)
one has

r
(N=2)
UV ≈ 10−43km

( α

0.1

)−1
(

Λ

meV

)−1(
m

M�

)−1

.(A3)

For cosmologically motivated values of Λ and any astro-
physical object, one is clearly in the regime of validity of
the EFT. As an extreme example, let us consider the LISA
Pathfinder test mass (see Sec. III C), which is 2kg and has a
size of 4.6cm [120]. From Eq. (30), the screening radius is
rsc ≈ 10−4km, while rUV ≈ 10−13km. The rUV scale is
pushed to even smaller values as N � 1 (and even further
for Galileons [44]). The presence of a second body will not
change this conclusion, see Sec. III.

Interestingly, the rUV scale for screening in opposite DBI
is significantly larger:

r
(DBI)
UV ≈ 105km

( α

0.1

)2/3
(

Λ

meV

)−1(
m

M�

)2/3

.(A4)

Thus, as already noticed in Ref. [85], the opposite DBI EFT
is not appropriate for describing screening around the Sun
(R� = 7× 105km), at least for Λ ≈ ΛDE. The case becomes
even worse for neutron stars, as RNS ∼ 10km� rDBI

UV . Note
that a similar problem occurs for anti-screening, where (A1)
applies with 1/2 < N < 1 in the deep anti-screening regime
[see Eq. (79)]. Taking N ≈ p = 5/6, which was the case
considered in many examples in Ref. [69], implies

r
p=5/6
UV ≈ 1073km

( α

10−3

)5/2
(

Λ

102eV

)−1(
m

M�

)5/2

,(A5)

where we have taken α to be consistent with the Cassini
bounds and Λ ∼ 102eV (which corresponds to the lower
bound derived from several astrophysical observations in
Ref. [69]). It appears that in none of the examples given in
Ref. [69] the non-linear regime is within the regime of va-
lidity of the EFT. Indeed, it is hard to imagine one such ex-
ample/scenario for p = 5/6, even if one considers much
higher strong coupling scales and less massive celestial ob-
jects (which would however also reduce the anti-screening ra-
dius). The situation is somewhat better for smaller p >∼ 1/2,
where for large Λ one can find astrophysical systems in the
regime of validity of the EFT.
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Appendix B: Regularized Newtonian/FJBD potential

The leading order energy for a system of two point particles
can be found from Eq. (67), when N = 1, by integrating by
parts to substitute X with the source T :

Eψ =
α

2MPl
[maψ(za) +mbψ(zb)] . (B1)

Substituting ψ [taking Λ → ∞ in Eq. (33)], this expression
diverges due to the self-energies of the two particles. Even
classically, however, these self-energy contributions are actu-
ally finite due to the finite size of the two bodies (for which
point particles are just a model valid in the IR). If the bodies
have a finite size, the total binary energy is therefore regular
and reads

Eψ,ε = − 1

4π

(
α

MPl

)2 [
m2
a

ε
+
m2
b

ε
+
mamb

D

]
, (B2)

where ε is a regularization parameter of the order of the size of
the two bodies. Note that the self energy contributions ∝ 1/ε
are constant and thus not observable, as the fifth force is given
by the energy’s gradient. For instance, in the FJBD case the
force reads

dEψ,ε
da

=
1

4π

(
α

MPl

)2
mamb

D2
(B3)

which is finite and manifestly independent of the regulator ε.
For numerical purposes, however, we need to specify con-

crete a “UV completion” of the point particle model. The
Gaussian source that we use in this work admits an analyti-
cal solution for the Poisson equation, i.e.

ψσi
= − mα

4πMPl
Erf
( |r − ri|√

2σi

)
. (B4)

One of course needs to establish that the results do not depend
on the choice of σ, as the Gaussian distribution above is not
a physically motivated “UV model”12. Indeed, we find that
the relative difference between the FJBD force for Dirac-delta
and Gaussian sources is less than 1% when a/σ >∼ 2.

1. Calculation of the fifth force in the irrotational
approximation

As the integrals in Sec. III D have poles for the point-
particle source, we have used the aforementioned Gaussian
regularization to calculate them. Consider first the inte-
gral IN (q) of the fifth force in the deep screening regime
[Eq. (70)], which depends only on q. As the integrand scales
as∼ r(1+2n)/(1−2n) near infinity, we can formally identify the

12 For example, in order to model a star, one would need to solve the Einstein-
Klein-Gordon system for a realistic matter equation of state, as done e.g.
in Refs. [42, 48, 69, 72].

screening region with the whole space. Using the Gaussian
regularization, we have IN (q) → ĨN (q,R), and we have cal-
culated ĨN (q,R) for a few values of R. These results are well
described by a functional form ĨN (q,R) = IN (q)Rp when
R � 1. Using this fact, we can extract IN (q), verifying that
p ≈ 0 i.e. that our results are independent of the details of the
regularization.

Regarding the calculation of the full energy/force in the ir-
rotational approximation, the volume integral of Eq. (68) can
be split as

E ≈ −
∫
dΩ
[ ∫ R

0

dr
N∑
n=1

(2n− 1

2n

)
Xn +

1

2

∫ ∞
R

drXΨ

]
r2 ,

where we have assumed that X = X (XΨ) [given by Eq.
(50) for the quadratic kinetic function], R � c2

√
κD and

dΩ = sin θdθdϑ. The second integral can be found in closed
form using Mathematica [121]. Differentiating the integrand
with respect to D before fixing the scale D = 1, we obtain the
magnitude of the fifth force. As we perform all calculations
with the Gaussian regularization, differentiation with respect
to D and the integral commute. In order for these results to
be independent of the details of the regularization, one must
consider the limit R � 1. In practice, we find that already
at D ' 4R the relative difference between the deep screen-
ing approximation and the full calculation is smaller than 1%.
This difference then gradually increases with D/R, because
of the worsening of the deep screening approximation, up to
∼ 50% when D ≈ rsc.

Appendix C: Classical dual vs. Helmholtz decomposition

In Ref. [90] it was shown that the theory described by
Eq. (1), with β = −1 and γ = 0 and in the decoupling limit of
the scalar and tensor degrees of freedom, can be reformulated,
at the classical level, as

Ldual = −1

2
(∂ϕ)2 +

3

4
Λ4/3(ΓµΓµ)2/3 − Γµ∂µϕ , (C1)

where one has introduced the new vector field Γµ. The equa-
tions of motion that follow from this action are

2ϕ+ ∂µΓµ = − α

MPl
T , (C2)

Λ4/3(ΓµΓµ)−1/3Γµ = ∂µϕ . (C3)

Using the latter, the auxiliary vector Γµ can be integrated out
and the original action is recovered. The appeal of this formu-
lation is that none of the coupling constants in the dual action
given by Eq. (C1) have a negative mass dimension (except
for the scalar-matter coupling). This in turn allows for a con-
trolled perturbative expansion in the non-linear regime of the
original theory. This formulation was shown to originate from
a Legendre transformation and is generalizable to a large class
of self-interacting theories [91].

Let us now Hodge-Helmholtz decompose the vector and re-
define the scalar as

Γµ = (−2)Bµ + ∂µΓ̃ , ∂µB
µ = 0 , ϕ = ψ − Γ̃ ,(C4)
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where Bµ, ψ are for now generic objects. Substituting this
decomposition into Eq. (C2) we obtain Eq. (12), i.e.

2ψ = − 1

2MPl
T . (C5)

Squaring Eq. (C3) and substituting the above decomposition,
we reconstruct Eq. (10) for the quadratic k-essence, i.e.

−1

2

(
1 +

X

Λ4

)
∂µϕ = −1

2
∂µψ +Bµ . (C6)

Thus, the dual formulation of quadratic k-essence is equiva-
lent to the Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition.

In Ref. [90] a different decomposition was used instead of
Eq. (C4):

Γi = (−2)Bi + ∂iΓ̃ , Γ0 = ω , ∂iB
i = 0 , (C7)

ϕ = ψ − Γ̃ .

It is easy to show that in the static regime, this decomposition
is also equivalent to the R3 Helmholtz one in Eq. (20). It was
then argued in Ref. [90] that one can consistently choose an
ansatz whereBi = 0. This however is not the case, as we have
elaborated in the main body of this work. The reason why this
inconsistency has not been noticed in Ref. [90] is that the dual
formulation was applied to isolated systems in spherical and
cylindrical symmetry, where the solenoidal component van-
ishes as argued in Sec. II B, II C.

Finally, let us note an advantage of the Helmholtz-
decomposition program over the perturbative expansion in
Γ̃ that was performed in Ref. [90], for scenarios where the
solenoidal component is zero. Instead of expanding, one can
solve for the square of the scalar gradient to all orders in the
perturbative expansion (see Sec. III A). If one is interested in
the fifth force or the force acting on test bodies, the scalar gra-
dient is the relevant object and the full scalar profile is not nec-
essary (Sec. III D). However, the dual formulation at the level
of action can have other advantages, e.g. allowing for con-
structing analogues of the irrotational approximation in other
types of theories, like Galileons.

Appendix D: Code validation

We start by testing our code against the known solution for a
single isolated body. Because our Newton-Raphson/Broyden
method needs an initial guess for the solution, we start from
the “linear” solution given by Eq. (B4), while the exact solu-
tion to which we compare is known analytically up to integra-
tion of the ordinary differential equation gievn by Eq. (50).
As a test of our non-linear elliptic solver, we have then solved
numerically for the one-body system (i) given in Tab. I, for
different grid resolutions.

In Fig. 12, we show the relative difference between the
numerical and the semi-analytic results as a function of %, with

z = zc fixed to the center of the matter source (where the
numerical error is the largest). Results for grid resolutions
h/R <∼ 0.15 have sub-percent errors with respect to the semi-
analytic ones. The plot also shows that the relative difference
between the initial guess, i.e. the FJBD scalar sourced by a
Gaussian [Eq. (B4)], and the semi-analytic solution that be as
large as ∼ 30%. Finally, we have checked that the solenoidal
vectorB is zero (Sec. II C), up to a numerical errors.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
0.001

0.010

0.100

1

10

FIG. 12. Relative difference of our numerical results φnum from the
semi-analytic solution φ∗, for a one-body system and four different
resolutions h/R = {0.0375, 0.075, 0.15, 0.25} (corresponding re-
spectively to A,B,C,D), at the center of the source and as function
of %. The black long-dashed line represents the difference between
the initial guess (FJBD scalar sourced by a Gaussian) and the semi-
analytic solution. The screening radius rsc = 2.47R is shown by a
gray, long dashed line, and the effective radius of the Gaussian source
is R = 2σ (pink, short dashed line).

We have also checked the convergence of our residuals
(from the semi-analytic solution). In more detail, in Fig. 13
(left) we show the L2 norm of the residuals (throughout the
grid) vs the grid resolution, alonside a power law fit (red line).
The fitted power law exponent (p = 1.91) is very close to
p = 2, as expected from our discretization scheme. By using
instead the L1 norm of the residuals, we obtain p = 1.99.

In the two-body case, we do not have a semi-analytic ex-
act solution to compare our numerical results with. However,
we can test convergence by considering three different resolu-
tions (h1 = 0.32, h2 = 0.16, h3 = 0.08), and estimating the
convergence order as

p = log2

(
|φ1 − φ3|
|φ2 − φ3|

− 1

)
(D1)

where φ1, φ2 and φ3 are the numerical solutions. For the sce-
nario (ii) in Tab. I, Fig. 13 (right) shows p(%, z) at two radial
points and demonstrates that the results are consistent with the
expected second order convergence.
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Black Holes in Massive Dynamical Chern-Simons gravity: scalar hair and quasibound
states at decoupling
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Black holes have a unique sensitivity to the presence of ultralight matter fields or modifications
of the underlying theory of gravity. In the present paper we combine both features by studying an
ultralight, dynamical scalar field that is nonminimally coupled to the gravitational Chern-Simons
term. In particular, we numerically simulate the evolution of such a scalar field around a rotating
black hole in the decoupling approximation and find a new kind of massive scalar hair anchored
around the black hole. In the proximity of the black hole, the scalar exhibits the typical dipolar
structure of hairy solutions in (massless) dynamical Chern-Simons gravity. At larger distances, the
field transitions to an oscillating scalar cloud that is induced by the mass term. Finally, we comple-
ment the time-domain results with a spectral analysis of the scalar field characteristic frequencies.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Although possibly being one of the most exotic predic-
tions of General Relativity (GR), a black hole (BH) is an
object with a mathematically simple structure. Famous
uniqueness theorems [1–5] state that a BH in GR is com-
pletely determined by the Kerr-Newman metric and that
it is parameterized by only three numbers: its mass, an-
gular momentum and electromagnetic charge. For BHs
in GR, coupled to ordinary matter, no other charges (or
“hair”) are allowed [6–9], and it is hypothesized that as-
trophysical BHs are uniquely described by the Kerr met-
ric. We are now in a unique position to test this Kerr
hypothesis with astrophysical observations of BHs such
as the shadow of supermassive BHs by the Event Hori-
zon Telescope (EHT) collaboration [10–12], stellar-mass
binary black hole (BBH) mergers by the LIGO-Virgo-
KAGRA (LVK) collaboration [13–15], or X-ray emission
from accretion disks around BHs [16]. Moreover, BHs
provide a new channel to probe for fundamental fields
predicted in beyond Standard Model particle physics or
modified theories of gravity, whose presence would dis-
prove the Kerr hypothesis. That is, we can use astro-
physical BHs as cosmic particle detectors to search for
ultralight bosonic fields [17–22] or for scalar fields non-
minimally coupled to gravity [23–31].

In this paper we take a step further: we study an ultra-
light scalar field that is nonminimally coupled to gravity.
We investigate its phenomenology and assess if one can
probe for such a field in a “BH laboratory.” Before dis-
cussing our setup, we briefly summarize the phenomenol-
ogy of the two main “ingredients,” namely the scalar’s
mass term and its nonminimal coupling to gravity.

Let us start with the first: ultralight scalar fields
around BHs in GR. Here, the scalar can form a long-
lived quasibound state (QBS) in the BH’s vicinity, if the
field’s Compton wavelength is comparable to the BH’s
radius [32]. These QBSs, or “scalar clouds,” can be
formed via the superradiant instability around rotating
BHs [20, 32–43], via accretion [44–51], or via synchroniza-
tion of the scalar cloud with the rotating BH through a
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process that is qualitatively similar to the tidal lock of
the Earth-Moon system [52–57].

Scalar clouds around BHs can be sufficiently long-lived
to become observable through their interaction with sin-
gle or binary BHs. Potentially observable signatures in-
clude (i) a characteristic, near-monochromatic gravita-
tional wave (GW) signal [22, 46, 58–60]; (ii) gaps in
the mass-spin distribution of astrophysical BHs [17, 19,
20, 61], (iii) modifications of the BH shadow [62–65]
(iv) modifications to the GWs emitted during the coa-
lescence of comparable-mass BBHs [66–69], their ring-
down [70] or by extreme-mass ratio inspirals [71–75];
(v) effects on the evolution of binary pulsars [76, 77].

Let us now turn to the second ingredient in our study:
scalar fields nonminimally coupled to gravity. Such a cou-
pling typically yields BHs that possess scalar hair or that
can spontaneously scalarize; see Refs. [25, 30, 78–83] for
reviews. Well-studied models are scalar Gauss-Bonnet
(sGB) gravity [84], dynamical Chern-Simons (dCS) grav-
ity [85, 86] or axi-dilaton gravity [87, 88].

Here, we focus on dCS gravity [85, 86] which extends
the Einstein-Hilbert action with a gravitational Chern-
Simons term given by the Pontryagin density coupled to
a dynamical pseudoscalar. It is motivated by theoretical
arguments from particle physics [89], string theory [87,
90, 91], loop quantum gravity [92–95] and the effective
field theory (EFT) of inflation [96–100].

In axi-symmetric BH spacetimes, the Pontryagin den-
sity is nontrivial and thus, it sources the pseudoscalar
field that gives rise to BH hair [101–103]. Such hairy BH
solutions have been obtained analytically in the slow-
rotation and small-coupling limits [86, 104–107], numeri-
cally in the small-coupling limit for arbitrary spins [108–
110], and in a nonperturbative approach [111].

In a BBH coalescence, the pseudoscalar BH hair gen-
erates additional scalar radiation that dissipates energy
and hence, modifies the binary’s dynamics and GW emis-
sion. The dCS corrections to the dynamics of coalescing
BBHs and their GW radiation have been modeled by a
combination of post-Newtonian techniques for the inspi-
ral [112–115], numerical relativity simulations (order-by-
order in the dCS coupling) for the merger [116–121], and
BH perturbation theory for the ringdown [122–128].

It has been proposed that compact objects and GW
data from BBH coalescences may constrain the dCS cou-
pling [23, 24, 113–115, 129–134]. Indeed, some of the
GW events detected by the LVK collaboration have al-
ready been used to place observational bounds on the
dCS coupling [134, 135]. The most stringent bounds
to date [136], however, come from a combination of
the GW170817 event observed by the LVK collabora-
tion [137] and NICER data [138, 139].

The dCS pseudoscalar can acquire a small mass
through nonperturbative effects that break the shift-
symmetry of the standard dCS model [140]. This mech-
anism is similar to the one that yields a mass in non-
gravitational axion EFTs [141, 142] or the string ax-
iverse [143]. Our previous discussion suggests that

=
(?)

massive 
scalar cloud 

dCS hair

FIG. 1. Sketch of a scalar field in massive dCS gravity around
a rotating BH. The BH’s axis of rotation is indicated by the
arrow. The blue clouds depict the QBS of a massive scalar
field that is dominated by an oscillating l = m = 1 dipole
where the wavy outline indicates the QBS’s oscillations. The
red clouds represent the dCS hair sourced by the Pontragin
density and dominated by the l = 1,m = 0 dipole.

new phenomena arise in BH spacetimes, and there are
first studies in this direction [124, 144–147]. Computa-
tions of linear perturbations of the metric and a mas-
sive scalar field on a Schwarzschild background show
that BHs in dCS gravity also support long-lived mas-
sive modes [124, 144]. The spectrum of a massive scalar
field around a slowly rotating BH in dCS gravity was
computed in Ref. [147].

In this paper, we study the scalar’s time evolution in
massive dCS gravity that combines the two features dis-
cussed above. In particular, one may expect a superpo-
sition of the dCS hair and the massive QBS as sketched
in Fig. 1. We combine the effect of (i) a massive scalar
cloud described by an oscillating QBS in the equatorial
plane (blue cloud in Fig. 1), with (ii) the dipolar dCS
hair that is sourced by the Pontryagin density and that
is aligned with the BH’s spin axis (red cloud in Fig. 1).
We simulate the scalar’s growth in massive dCS gravity,
identify its final state, and characterize its spectrum by
conducting a series of numerical relativity simulations for
different initial states and mass parameters.

For this study, we have developed the Canuda-dCS
code module [148] for Canuda, our open-source numer-
ical relativity code for fundamental physics [149, 150].
Specifically, we implemented the dCS field equations for
a massive scalar field in the decoupling approximation,
in which the background is determined by GR and the
backreaction of the scalar onto the metric is neglected.

In this paper we report a series of results to address
three questions:

1. How does the nonminimal coupling to curvature
affect the (equatorial) massive scalar cloud?

2. How does the mass term affect the dCS hair?

3. What is the scalar’s characteristic frequency spec-
trum in massive dCS gravity?

The bulk of the results are presented in Sec. IV, but
let us give you a sneak preview here:

1. We find that the evolution of the massive scalar
cloud in the equatorial plane (with the leading con-
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tribution being the l = m = 1 multipole; see blue
cloud in Fig. 1) appears unaffected by the nonmini-
mal coupling to the Pontryagin density far from the
BH, i.e., it is indistinguishable from its GR coun-
terpart (within numerical error). See Sec. IV A.

2. We find that the dCS hair sourced by the Pontrya-
gin density grows (with the leading contribution
being the l = 1,m = 0 dipole; see red cloud in
Fig. 1), and it oscillates with a frequency deter-
mined by the mass. Its amplitude, suppressed by
the mass, is smaller than in the massless dCS case.
See Sec. IV B.

3. We reconstruct the power spectrum of the scalar
multipoles by computing the discrete Fourier trans-
form of our data. Within the resolution allowed by
our simulations and within the decoupling approxi-
mation, we observe that the characteristic frequen-
cies of the QBSs are compatible with known results
in GR. See Sec. IV C.

Our time evolutions monitor the growth of the massive,
oscillating dCS hair and suggest a new, oscillating steady-
state solution as end-state. A detailed analysis of this
QBS solution and its stability is subject to future work.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we present
the action and field equations of massive dCS gravity, the
scalar’s time evolution equations and initial conditions,
and the background spacetime. In Sec. III we discuss
our numerical relativity framework, introduce our open-
source Canuda-dCS code [148], and describe the series
of simulations that we conducted. In Sec. IV we present
our results addressing questions 1.-3. posed above. We
conclude in Sec. V. Snapshots of some of our simulations
are displayed in App. D, and animations of our simula-
tions are available on our Canuda youtube channel [151].

In this paper, we use natural units G = c = ~ = 1
and adopt the mostly-plus signature convention for the
metric, (−,+,+,+).

II. SETTING THE STAGE

A. Action and field equations

We consider dCS gravity in which a dynamical pseu-
doscalar field Θ is nonminimally coupled to gravity. The
action is given by [85, 86]

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

16π

[
R+

αCS

4
f(Θ) ∗RR− 1

2
(∇Θ)2 − V (Θ)

]
,

(1)

where αCS is a coupling constant with dimension [αCS] =
[L]2, V (Θ) is the field’s potential, and f(Θ) is a general

function that couples Θ to the Pontryagin density

∗RR = ∗RabcdRbacd = −1

2
εcdefR

abefRabcd . (2)

Here, Rabcd and ∗Rabcd = 1
2ε
cd
efR

abef are the Riemann
and dual Riemann tensors associated to the metric gab.
Note that the Pontryagin density transforms as a pseu-
doscalar under parity transformations, i.e., it is parity-
odd. Consequently, the field Θ also transforms as a pseu-
doscalar field under parity transformations such that the
Lagrangian in Eq. (1) is parity-even. That is, the field Θ
is an axionlike particle and in the following we refer to it
as “axion” or “dCS axion.”

We extend the original dCS action [86] to allow for
a general coupling function f(Θ) and a general poten-
tial V (Θ); see Eq. (1). The function f(Θ) selects dif-
ferent parity-violating theories of gravity. For exam-
ple, nondynamical Chern-Simons theory corresponds to
f = const, while the traditional dCS model corresponds
to f(Θ) ∼ Θ and vanishing potential V (Θ) = 0 [86] 1.

In the present work we consider massive dCS gravity,
determined by

f(Θ) = Θ , V (Θ) =
µ2

2
Θ2 , (3)

where µ is the mass-energy of the scalar field. We fo-
cus on fields that are light enough to form long-lived
QBSs around astrophysical BHs [17, 20, 32]. We ex-
pect such a scenario when the Compton wavelength of
the field is comparable to the BH’s radius. This cor-
responds to 2µM ∼ 1 in natural units or, equivalently,
µ ' 10−10(M�/M) eV.

In the following we make our model selection given
by Eq. (3) explicit, and refer to App. C for the general
expressions as implemented in our Canuda-dCS code.
Then, varying the action in Eq. (1) with respect to the
metric and the scalar field, we obtain the field equations

(
�− µ2

)
Θ +

αCS

4
∗RR = 0 , (4a)

Gab −
1

2
TΘ
ab + αCS Cab = 0 , (4b)

where Gab = Rab− 1
2gabR is the Einstein tensor, and TΘ

ab
indicates the canonical scalar field stress tensor

TΘ
ab = ∇aΘ∇bΘ−

1

2
gab
(
(∇Θ)2 + µ2Θ2

)
. (5)

The extension of Einstein’s equations is captured by the
C-tensor

Cab ≡ Ec εcde(a∇eRb)d + Fcd ∗Rd(ab)c (6)

1 In principle, one could also consider nonlinear coupling functions
that might lead to spontaneous scalarization of BHs, similar to
the BH scalarization in scalar Gauss-Bonnet gravity [80, 81]. For
instance, Refs. [145, 152] study dCS models with a coupling func-
tion respecting a Z2 symmetry. We refer the interested reader
to the recent review on scalarization [30].
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where the auxiliary tensors Ec and Fcd are defined as

Ea = ∇aΘ , and Fab = ∇a∇bΘ . (7)

For completeness, we also list the effective energy-
momentum tensor. Using the convention Gab = 1

2T
eff
ab

and comparing to Eq. (4b), we find

T eff
ab = TΘ

ab − 2αCSCab , (8)

where TΘ
ab and Cab are given in Eqs. (5) and (6).

Here, we work in the decoupling approximation, i.e.,
we study the evolution of the massive dCS field in a back-
ground spacetime determined by Einstein’s equations in
vacuum. We apply the decoupling approximation to the
field Eqs. (4), and rescale Θ→ (αCS/M

2) Θ to obtain 2

�Θ− µ2Θ +
α̂M2

4
∗RR = 0 , (9a)

Gab = 0 . (9b)

In Eq. (9a) we introduce the dimensionless parameter α̂
that allows us to switch the coupling to the Pontryagin
density on (α̂ = 1) and off (α̂ = 0). This switch pa-
rameter enables us to compare against the evolution of a
massive scalar field in GR.

B. Spacetime split and background metric

To conduct the numerical simulations of the scalar
field, we rewrite Eqs. (9) as a time evolution problem.
We obtain the 3+1 formulation by foliating the space-
time (M, gab) into a set of spatial hypersurfaces (Σt, γij)
with induced metric γij . Each hypersurface Σt is labelled
by the time parameter t and the 3-metric is given by
γab = gab + nanb where na is the timelike unit vector
normal to the hypersurface, γabn

b = 0, with normaliza-
tion nana = −1. Furthermore, the spatial metric defines
a projection operator

γab =δab + nanb . (10)

The line element takes the form

ds2 =gabdx
adxb (11)

=−
(
α2 − βkβk

)
dt2 + 2γijβ

idtdxj + γijdx
idxj .

where α and βi are, respectively, the lapse function and
shift vector. We denote the covariant derivative and Ricci

2 Alternatively, one could obtain Eqs. (9) by performing a per-
turbative expansion of Eqs. (4), power-counting in the coupling
constant, and neglecting terms of order O

(
(αCS/M

2)2
)
. How-

ever, this linearization can only be applied to models for which
f ′(Θ) 6= 0 for all Θ. Nonlinear coupling functions that can van-
ish for some value of the scalar, f ′(Θ0) = 0, and that may give
rise to nonlinear phenomena such as BH scalarization, are not
captured by such a linearization.

tensor associated to the 3-metric γij as Di and Rij . The
extrinsic curvature Kab describes how a hypersurface is
embedded in the spacetime manifold and is defined as

Kab =− γcaγdb∇cnd = −1

2
Lnγab , (12)

where Ln is the Lie derivative along na.
In this paper, we evolve the scalar field on a fixed,

stationary background described by the Kerr metric in
quasi-isotropic coordinates [149, 153], which we briefly
summarize here. We start from the Kerr metric in Boyer-
Lindquist (BL) coordinates (t, rBL, θ, φ),

ds2 =−
(

1− 2MrBL

Σ

)
dt2 − 4aMrBL sin2 θ

Σ
dtdφ

+
Σ

∆
dr2

BL + Σdθ2 +
A
Σ

sin2 θdφ2 (13)

with

∆ = (rBL − rBL,+)(rBL − rBL,−) (14a)

Σ = r2
BL + a2 cos2 θ (14b)

A = (r2
BL + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ (14c)

rBL,± = M ±
√
M2 − a2 , (14d)

where rBL is the BL radial coordinate, rBL,± are the inner
and outer horizons in BL coordinates, M is the BH mass
and a/M its dimensionless spin. We introduce the quasi-
isotropic radial coordinate r ∈ (0,∞). as [149, 153],

rBL = r
(

1 +
rBL,+

4r

)2

. (15)

The outer horizon in these coordinates sits at r+ =
rBL,+/4, while the inner horizon and the region inside
are not covered.

We apply the coordinate transformation, Eq. (15), to
Eq. (13). We write the resulting metric in the 3+1 form
of Eq. (11), where the gauge functions and 3-metric are

γij =Diag

[
(4r + rBL,+)2Σ

16r3(rBL − rBL,−)
,Σ,
A
Σ

sin2 θ

]
, (16a)

α =±
√

∆Σ

A
, βi =

(
0, 0,−2aMrBL

A

)
. (16b)

The extrinsic curvature’s nonvanishing components are

Krφ =α
aMr′BL sin2 θ

∆Σ2
[2r2

BL(r2
BL + a2) + Σ(r2

BL − a2)] ,

Kθφ =− 2α
a3MrBL sin3 θ

Σ2
, (17)

where r′BL = ∂rrBL. We apply a final coordinate trans-
formation from the quasi-isotropic spherical coordinates
Y a = (r, θ, φ) to Cartesian coordinates Xi = (x, y, z) via

x = r cosφ sin θ , y = r sinφ sin θ , z = r cos θ . (18)
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The spatial metric in Cartesian coordinates then reads

γijdX
idXj =ψ4

0

[
ηijdX

idXj +G(xdx+ ydy + zdz)2

+a2H(xdy − ydx)2
]
, (19)

where ηij is the flat spatial metric and we introduced

ψ4
0 =

Σ

r2
, G =

rBL

r2(rBL − rBL,−)
, H =

Σ + 2MrBL

r2Σ2
.

(20)

We obtain the extrinsic curvature and shift vector in
Cartesian coordinates via the coordinate transformation

Kij =Ji
aJj

bKab , βi = Ji
aβa . (21)

where Ji
a = ∂Y a/∂Xi is the Jacobian.

C. Time evolution formulation at decoupling

To derive the axion evolution equations (as a set of
first order in time differential equations) we introduce the
momentum of the scalar field as

KΘ =− LnΘ . (22)

Inserting Eq. (22) into the field equation, Eq. (9a), and
rewriting it in terms of the 3+1 variables, (γij ,Kij , α, β

i),
we obtain the evolution equations

dtΘ =− αKΘ , (23a)

dtKΘ =− αDiDiΘ−DiαDiΘ

+ α

(
KKΘ + µ2Θ− α̂M2

4
∗RR

)
. (23b)

where dt = (∂t − Lβ), and Lβ is the Lie derivative along
the shift vector. In the decoupling limit, the scalar is
sourced by the Pontryagin density in Eq. (2), evaluated
on the GR background

∗RR = ∗WabcdW
bacd = −16EijBij , (24)

where ∗Wabcd = 1
2εcd

efWabef is the dual Weyl tensor and

we introduce its gravito-electric, Eij = γaiγ
b
jn
cndWacbd,

and gravito-magnetic, Bij = γaiγ
b
jn
cnd ∗Wacbd, com-

ponents. We compute the gravito-electric and gravito-
magnetic components of the Weyl tensor in terms of the
3+1 variables, given by

Eij =Rtf
ij +

1

3
AijK −AikAjk +

1

3
γijAklA

kl , (25a)

Bij =− ε(i|klDlA|j)k , (25b)

where Rtf
ij is the trace-free part of the spatial Ricci tensor

associated to γij , K = γijKij is the trace of the extrinsic
curvature, and Aij = Kij − 1

3γijK is its trace-free part.
The explicit 3+1 form of the scalar’s effective energy-
momentum tensor in Eq. (8) is given in App. C.

We re-write the evolution equations, Eqs. (23),
in terms of the Baumgarte-Shapiro-Shibata-Nakamura
(BSSN) variables for the metric given by

W =γ−
1
6 , γ̃ij = W 2γij , (26a)

K =γijKij , Ãij = W 2

(
Kij −

1

3
γijK

)
, (26b)

Γ̃i =γ̃klΓ̃ikl . (26c)

The resulting evolution equations are given by

dtΘ =− αKΘ , (27a)

dtKΘ =−W 2D̃iαD̃iΘ− α
(
W 2D̃iD̃iΘ−WD̃iΘD̃iW

−KKΘ − µ2Θ +
α̂M2

4
∗RR

)
(27b)

where we raise indices with the conformal metric γ̃ij . The
Pontryagin density becomes

∗RR =− 16γ̃iaγ̃jbẼabB̃ij (28)

where the gravito-electric and gravito-magnetic compo-
nents of the Weyl tensor in BSSN variables Ẽij and B̃ij
are given by Eqs. (C13) in App. C.

D. Scalar field initial data

In our numerical simulations we perform a series of
runs with different types of initial data for the scalar
field. This includes a trivial field, a Gaussian type per-
turbation, the solution for the massless dCS axion, and
the QBS solution for massive fields in GR.
Initial data 1 (ID1): Zero scalar field. The simplest
initial data that we consider is the trivial one, in which
we set both the scalar field and its momentum to zero,

Θ(t = 0) = 0 = KΘ(t = 0) . (29)

Although this data is not a solution of the field equation,
Eq. (9a), (except for a Schwarzschild BH), it allows us
to follow the formation of the massive dCS hair around
a Kerr BH until it forms a steady-state configuration.
Initial data 2 (ID2): Gaussian. A second choice of
initial data for the scalar field Θ is that of a Gaussian
shell centered around r0 given by

Θ(t = 0) = A exp

{
− (r − r0)2

σ2

}
Σlm(θ, φ), (30)

where A is the amplitude, σ is the width, and Σlm is
a superposition of spherical harmonics. In the present
paper, we typically choose Σ11 = Y1−1−Y11. We also set
a vanishing scalar momentum, KΘ(t = 0) = 0. For our
choice of angular profile, this solution is exact

KΘ(t = 0) =− 1

α
(∂t − βa∂a) Θ|t=0 =

βφ

α
∂φΘ|t=0 = 0 ,

(31)



6

as follows from the metric in Eq. (16), the definition from
Eq. (22), and the profile from Eq. (30) with Σlm = Σ11.
Initial data 3 (ID3): dCS hair. As a third choice of
initial data, we implement the small-spin, small-coupling
perturbative solution for the BH hair in (massless) dCS
gravity [88, 106, 154]

Θ =α̂
a

M

(
5M2

8r2
BL

+
5M3

4r3
BL

+
9M4

4r4
BL

)
cos θ (32)

− α̂ a3

M3

[(
M2

16r2
BL

+
M3

8r3
BL

+
3M4

20r4
BL

+
M5

10r5
BL

)
cos θ

+

(
3M4

4r4
BL

+
3M5

r5
BL

+
25M6

3r6
BL

)
cos3 θ

]
+O

(( a
M

)5
)
,

where a/M is the dimensionless BH spin and M is the
BH mass. We note that this solution is accurate to first-
order in the dCS coupling and accurate to third-order in
the spin. Similar to the construction of ID2, we can set

KΘ(t = 0) =
βφ

α
∂φΘ|t=0 = 0 . (33)

Initial data 4 (ID4): Quasibound state. Finally, we
implement initial data given by a monochromatic QBS
for massive scalar fields in GR, following Ref. [32]. We
take a mode ansatz for the scalar field,

Θlm = exp(−iωt) exp(imφ)Slm(θ)Rlm(rBL) , (34)

where ω = ω̄ + ıν̄ is the complex frequency, Slm(θ) are
the s = 0 spheroidal harmonics [155], Rlm(rBL) is the
radial profile, and rBL is the BL radial coordinate that is
related to the numerical radial coordinate via Eq. (15).
We compute the spheroidal harmonics using the contin-
ued fraction method with a three-term recurrence rela-
tion and implement Eqs. (2.2) – (2.9) of Ref. [155].

To compute the radial function Rlm we implement the
scheme laid out in Ref. [32]. Because we are interested in
QBS solutions, we set boundary conditions that are ingo-
ing at the horizon and vanish at infinity. This behaviour
is incorporated in the ansatz for the radial function

Rlm(rBL) = ∆−iη+ ∆iη+χ−1
− eq rBL

∞∑
n=0

an

(
∆+

∆−

)n
, (35)

where

∆+ = rBL − rBL,+ , ∆− = rBL − rBL,− , (36a)

η =
2rBL,+(ω − ωc)

rBL,+ − rBL,−
, χ =

µ2 − 2ω2

q
, (36b)

q = ±
√
µ2 − ω2 , (36c)

and ωc = mΩH = m a
2MrBL,+

is the critical frequency for

superradiance. The coefficients an in Eq. (35) are solved
for numerically by adopting Leaver’s continued fraction
method [156] and using a three-term recurrence relation;
see Eqs. (35) – (45) of Ref. [32].

Finally, the initial scalar field is Θlm(t = 0) =
exp(imφ)Slm(θ)Rlm(rBL) with the spheroidal harmonics
and radial function solved for numerically as described
above. As a simplifying assumption to compute the
scalar’s initial momentum, we set the initial gauge func-
tions to α = 1, βi = 0, and obtain

KΘ,lm(t = 0) = iωΘlm(t = 0) . (37)

III. NUMERICAL RELATIVITY FRAMEWORK

In this section, we describe the numerical relativity
framework and the simulations that we have performed.

A. Code description

To perform our numerical experiments, we employ the
Einstein Toolkit [157–159], an open-source numerical
relativity code for computational astrophysics, with our
open-source Canuda code [46, 136, 149, 150] for funda-
mental physics. The Einstein Toolkit is based on the
Cactus computational toolkit [160, 161], and the Car-
pet driver [162, 163] to provide boxes-in-boxes adaptive
mesh refinement (AMR) and MPI parallelization.

Here, we focus on a stationary BH background given
by the Kerr metric in quasi-isotropic coordinates as de-
scribed in Sec. II B. The metric is implemented in the
KerrQuasiIsotropic thorn (as code modules in the
Einstein Toolkit are called) of Canuda.

To simulate the massive dCS field, we implement the
new arrangement Canuda-dCS [148]. The latter is a col-
lection of thorns that provide the scalar field initial data
and the implementation of the scalar’s time evolution
equations. Since the scalar field initial data types ID1 –
ID3 in Sec. II D are analytical, we simply assign the indi-
cated function values in quasi-isotropic coordinates; see
Eq. (15). For the QBS initial data (ID4 in Sec. II D0, we
implement Leaver’s continued fraction method to solve
for the spheroidal harmonics and the radial function.

We implement the scalar field evolution equations in
terms of the BSSN metric variables, Eqs. (26), and solve
them using the methods of lines. Spatial derivatives are
realized by fourth-order finite differences, and we use a
fourth-order Runge-Kutta scheme for the time integra-
tion. Fifth order Kreiss-Oliger dissipation is employed as
provided by the Einstein Toolkit to reduce the high-
frequency, numerical noise produced by the refinement
boundaries. At the outer boundary we apply radiative
boundary conditions via the NewRad thorn [164].

To analyze our data, we compute the (l,m) multipoles
of Θ using the Multipole thorn. In particular, the field
Θ is interpolated onto spheres of fixed extraction radii rex

and projected onto s = 0 spherical harmonics Ylm(θ, φ),

Θlm(t, rex) =

∫
dΩ Θ(t, rex, θ, φ)Y ∗lm(θ, φ) . (38)
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We visualize our numerical data with PyCactus or
PostCactus [165], a set of tools for post-processing
data generated with the Einstein Toolkit.

B. Simulations

We perform a series of simulations to study the evo-
lution of a massive scalar field, nonminimally coupled to
gravity through the Pontryagin density to address the
questions posed in Sec. I. We list our simulations in Ta-
ble I, where we indicate the name of the runs, the axion’s
dimensionless mass parameter µM , the dimensionless BH
spin a/M , and the type of initial data “ID.” We also in-
dicate the switch parameter α̂, where α̂ = 0 and α̂ = 1
refer to evolutions in GR and dCS gravity, respectively.

Run µM a/M α̂ ID

a01 SF11 mu00 0.0 0.1 1 ID2

a01 SF11 mu01 0.1 0.1 1 ID2

a01 SF11 mu03 0.3 0.1 1 ID2

a01 SF11 mu10 1.0 0.1 1 ID2

a07 SF11 mu00 0.0 0.7 1 ID2

a07 SF11 mu01 0.1 0.7 1 ID2

a07 SF11 mu0187 0.187 0.7 1 ID2

a07 SF11 mu10 1.0 0.7 1 ID2

a099 SF11 mu00 0.0 0.99 {0, 1} ID2

a099 SF11 mu01 0.1 0.99 1 ID2

a099 SF0 mu042 0.42 0.99 1 ID1

a099 SF11 mu042 0.42 0.99 {0, 1} ID2

a099 dCSHair SF11 mu042 0.42 0.99 1 ID2 + ID3

a099 dCSHair mu042 0.42 0.99 1 ID3

a099 SF QBS mu042 0.42 0.99 {0, 1} ID4

a099 SF11 mu10 1.0 0.99 1 ID2

TABLE I. Summary of simulations of a scalar field with di-
mensionless mass parameter µM around a Kerr BH with di-
mensionless spin a/M . We set α̂ = 1 (α̂ = 0) for simulations
in dCS gravity (GR). We indicate the choice of initial data,
ID, as described in Sec. II D.

In the majority of our simulations, we set α̂ = 1 and
initialize the massive scalar field as a Gaussian, ID2 in
Sec. II D, with angular distribution Σlm = Σ11, width
σ = 1M , amplitude A = 1 and centered around r0 = 6M ;
see Eq. (30). Note that in the absence of the coupling to
the Pontryagin density, the l = m = 1 scalar multipole is
the fastest growing superradiant mode. In the majority
of our simulations we set Θ10(t = 0) = 0 to follow the
growth of this mode that, in the absence of the mass
term, would be the leading contribution to the dCS hair.

To check the robustness of our results, we perform a set
of complementary simulations with different scalar field
initial data in the background of a BH with spin a/M =
0.99. In particular, we compare our results against a
scalar field initialized as a QBS in the l = m = 1 multi-

pole with µM = 0.42, ID4 in Sec. II D, both in GR and
in dCS gravity. We also initialize the l = 1,m = 0 scalar
multipole as the massless dCS hair given in Eq. (32). This
choice of initial data allows us to explore the evolution
of the dCS hair in the presence of a mass term.

Our simulations are performed on three-dimensional
Cartesian grids with the outer boundary located at
256M . We use the boxes-in-boxes AMR grid structure
provided by Carpet [162, 163] with seven refinement
levels. The level’s “radii” (half of the boxes’ lengths) are
given by {256, 128, 32, 6, 3, 1.5, 0.75}. On the outermost
domain we set the grid spacing to dx = 1M , which re-
sults in a spacing of dx/2RL−1 = dx/26 = 1/64M on the
innermost level that contains the BH. We set the time
step to dt = 0.25dx on each refinement level such that
the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy condition is satisfied.

To assess the numerical error of our simulations, we
perform a convergence analysis of the scalar’s l = 1,m =
0 and l = m = 1 multipoles for Run a099 SF11 mu042 in
Table I. For this purpose, we simulate a099 SF11 mu042
with the additional coarse resolution dxc = 1.1M and the
high resolution dxh = 0.9M . The default choice for our
simulations, dx = 1.0M , corresponds to the medium res-
olution run. At intermediate times of t ∼ 500M , we find
a relative error of ∆Θ10/Θ10,h . 10% for the l = 1,m = 0
mode and ∆Θ11/Θ11,h . 0.2% for the l = m = 1 mode.
At late times of t ∼ 1000M , we find a relative error
of ∆Θ10/Θ10,h . 12% for the l = 1,m = 0 mode and
∆Θ11/Θ11,h . 0.1% for the l = m = 1 mode. The dif-
ference of the relative numerical error for the different
multipoles can be understood by the absolute value of
Θ10 being about one order of magnitude smaller than
that of Θ11, while ∆Θ between the coarse and high reso-
lutions are comparable. Details of the convergence study
are presented in App. B 1 and illustrated in Fig. 18.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present the results of our simula-
tions of the massive dCS field, Θ, that we evolve in the
background of a Kerr BH. They aid us in addressing the
questions posed in the introduction, namely (i) How does
the nonminimal coupling to curvature affect the (equato-
rial) massive scalar cloud? (ii) How does the mass term
affect the dCS hair? (iii) What is the scalar’s character-
istic frequency spectrum in massive dCS gravity?

We illustrate our setup in the sketch shown in Fig. 1.
Here, the blue cloud represents the oscillatory, massive
scalar cloud dominated by a l = m = 1 mode, and the red
cloud represents the static dCS hair dominated by a l =
1,m = 0 mode. For small spins these modes essentially
decouple, as we demonstrate in App. A. Therefore, we
first study the impact of the coupling to the Pontryagin
density on the l = m = 1 mode in Sec. IV A, then we
study the impact of the mass term on the l = 1,m =
0 mode in Sec. IV B, and finally we present a spectral
analysis of the massive dCS field in Sec. IV C.
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Figs. 2 and 3 give an overview of our results, where
we show the time evolution of the Θ10 (left panels) and
Θ11 (right panels) multipoles in massive dCS gravity. In
Fig. 2 we initialize the field as a l = m = 1 Gaussian, see
Eq. (30). We consider a series of mass parameters µM for
the scalar field and three different spins a/M = 0.1 (top),
a/M = 0.7 (middle), and a/M = 0.99 (bottom) for the
BH in the background. In Fig. 3 we initialize the scalar
field as a QBS with µM = 0.42, and we concentrate on a
BH with dimensionless spin a/M = 0.99. Independently
of the initial data type, BH spin and mass parameter, the
time evolution of the massive mode, Θ11, appears largely
unaffected by the coupling to the Pontryagin density as
is discussed in Sec. IV A. In Sec. IV B, we demonstrate
that the mass term modifies the evolution of the dCS
hair, Θ10. In Figs. 7 and 10 we present snapshots of the
massive dCS scalar with µM = 0.42 and a/M = 0.99 in
the xy and the xz planes, taken at t = 250M . These are
compared, respectively, against GR (α̂ = 0) and massless
dCS gravity (α̂ = 1 and µM = 0). In Figs. 8 and 11 we
provide a close-up view on the scalar’s structure near the
BH. Full 2D animations of the scalar field evolution are
available on the Canuda code’s youtube channel [151].

A. Effect of the Pontryagin density on the
evolution of a massive quasibound state

In this section we focus on the Θ11 multipole and inves-
tigate how its evolution is affected by the coupling to the
Pontryagin density. To explore this effect, we initialize
the Θ11 mode either as a Gaussian with Σ11 in Eq. (30)
or as a QBS, see Eq. (34), while we set Θ10(t = 0) = 0.
The main results are shown in the right panels of Fig. 2,
where we present the time evolution of Θ11 for a variety of
mass parameters µM and for BH spins a/M = 0.1 (top),
a/M = 0.7 (middle), and a/M = 0.99 (bottom). We see
that the massless field (solid red lines) decays exponen-
tially in time consistent with a quasinormal ringdown.
Instead, the field with a small mass µM = 0.1 (dashed-
dot orange lines) exhibits a short ringdown phase fol-
lowed by an oscillatory power-law tail consistent with an
intermediate time massive tail [166]. For intermediate
masses, µM = 0.187, 0.3, 0.42 (dashed gray lines), the
field appears to transition to a long-lived QBS, consis-
tent with the solutions of Ref. [32] and the simulations in
Ref. [39]. Finally, fields with a larger masses, µM = 1.0
(solid blue) and µM = 2.0 (dash-dotted dark blue), os-
cillate with a frequency ω̄ ∼ µ and decay with a universal
power-law tail that is consistent with the very late-time
tail of massive fields [167, 168].

This qualitative behaviour is compatible with that of
massive scalar fields evolving around Kerr BHs in GR.
This begs the questions: Are the decay rates for the ring-
down, the QBS, and the late time tails modified by the
coupling to the Pontryagin density? Does the Pontrya-
gin density modify the scalar’s profile near the BH where
the curvature is largest? To answer the first question we

compare the evolution of the l = m = 1 QBS in GR and
in dCS gravity in Fig. 3 and present fits of the ringdown
and tails, respectively, in Figs. 4 - 6. To address the sec-
ond question, we inspect the two-dimensional snapshots
in Fig. 8 showing the scalar field profile near the BH.

Let us start by analyzing the QBS. For this purpose,
we initialize the field Θ as a QBS with l = m = 1, mass
parameter µM = 0.42, and oscillation frequency Mω̄ =
0.409 in the background of a Kerr BH of spin a/M =
0.99 using the solution of Ref. [32]; see ID4 in Sec. II D.
The Θ10 multipole is initialized as zero, but it assumes
nonzero values during the evolution because it is sourced
by the Pontryagin density; see left panel of Fig. 3.

We evolve two cases for this QBS and show its l =
m = 1 multipole measured at rex = 10M in the right
panel of Fig. 3. In the first case, we set α̂ = 0, such that
the field’s equation of motion (9a) reduces to the Klein-
Gordon equation in GR (red dashed line in Fig. 3). In the
second case, we set α̂ = 1 in Eq. (9a), such that the mas-
sive field is also sourced by the Pontryagin density (black
solid line in Fig. 3). Note, that we are not attempting to
follow the evolution of the superradiant instability as the
timescales for massive scalars are prohibitively long for
3 + 1 simulations (with the shortest e-folding timescale
being τ ∼ 107M [32]). Instead, our goal is to compare the
evolution in the presence and absence of the Pontryagin
term. Both curves exhibit an oscillatory signal which,
after a short transition period, remains almost constant
in time. More importantly, both curves appear indistin-
guishable. Indeed, a quantitative analysis shows that the
curves differ by |Θ11,GR −Θ11,dCS|/Θ11,GR ∼ 4× 10−15,
consistent with round off error. In summary, in the wave-
zone, the QBS of a massive dCS field around a highly
spinning Kerr BH is the same as that of a massive scalar
in GR, within numerical error.

We next analyze the quasinormal ringdown or massive
power-law tail of massive dCS fields around a BH with
dimensionless spin a/M = 0.1 in Fig. 4, a/M = 0.7 in
Fig. 5, and a/M = 0.99 in Fig. 6. We display the nu-
merical data of Θ11 (black solid lines) and a fit to its
functional behaviour (red dashed lines). In these figures,
we present results for fields with µM = 0.0 (left panels),
µM = 0.1 (middle panels) and µM = 1.0 (right panels).

The massless field (left panels of Figs. 4– 6) ex-
hibits a quasinormal ringdown pattern ∝ exp(−ı ωt) =
exp(−ıω̄t) exp(ν̄t) where ω̄ is the mode’s oscillation fre-
quency and ν̄ indicates its decay (or growth) rate. For
the BH with spin a/M = 0.1 our numerical data gives
Mω = 0.29− ı 9.75×10−2, and for a BH with a/M = 0.7
we find Mω = 0.395 − ı 8.88 × 10−2. Both results are
in good agreement, within 4.2%, with frequency-domain
computations in GR [169–171]. We note that the slight
modulation of Θ11 around the BH with a/M = 0.7,
seen in the left panel of Fig. 5, is likely due the su-
perposition with an overtone close to the fundamental
mode. For the highly spinning BH with a/M = 0.99, we
find Mω = 0.49 − ı 3.95 × 10−2, which agrees with the
frequency-domain result in GR within 7.6% [170]. This is
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the l = 1,m = 0 (left) and l = m = 1 (right) multipoles of the massive dCS field Θ, measured at
rex = 10M, in the background of a rotating BH with dimensionless spin a/M = 0.1 (top), a/M = 0.7 (middle) and a/M = 0.99
(bottom). The field is initialized as a Gaussian with Σlm = Σ11 in Eq. (30). We vary the field’s mass parameter µM as listed
in the legends. The l = 1,m = 0 multipole (left panel) approaches the dCS solution for µM = 0.0. For µM 6= 0, the dCS
hair is suppressed, and for a range of small mass parameters, the dCS hair exhibits an oscillatory behaviour. The l = m = 1
mode (right panel) exhibits the quasinormal ringdown for µM = 0, intermediate or late-time massive power-law tails for small
or large µM , or a QBS for intermediate µM .



10

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
t/M

0.004

0.002

0.000

0.002

0.004
10

M = 0.42

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
t/M

4

2

0

2

4

11

dCS
GR

FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2 but for the field Θ initialized as the massive, l = m = 1 QBS, ID4 in Sec. II D with µM = 0.42 around
a BH with a/M = 0.99. We show the l = 1,m = 0 (left) and the l = m = 1 (right) multipole, extracted at rex = 10M . We
compare the dCS field (black solid lines) to the evolution in GR (red dashed line). The l = m = 1 mode (right panel) remains
a nearly constant-in-time QBS, and the dCS and GR case appear indistinguishable. Instead, the l = 1,m = 0 dCS hair (left
panel) oscillates with a frequency induced by the massive Θ11 mode.

compatible with the numerical error around highly spin-
ning BHs; see, e.g., Ref. [39] and App. B 1.

The scalar with µM = 0.1, shown in the middle pan-
els of Figs. 4– 6, exhibits a quasinormal ringdown fol-
lowed by an oscillatory power-law tail. We fit the latter
with the functional behaviour Θ11 ∝ t−(l+3/2) sin(µt) =
t−5/2 sin(0.1t) which is consistent with the intermedi-
ate time massive tails in GR [166]. Here, “Intermediate
time” refers to the time interval 1 < t/M < 1/(µM)3 =
1000. Again, we find no measurable deviation from the
GR value even around the highly rotating BH.

For a larger mass, µM = 1.0, shown in the right panels
of Figs. 4– 6, we find an oscillating power-law decay ∝
t−p sin(µt) with p = 0.910 for a/M = 0.1, p = 0.920 for
a/M = 0.7, and p = 0.925 for a/M = 0.99. This is within
∼ 10% of the universal, very late-time power-law tail of
p = 5/6 known for massive fields in GR [167, 168, 172–
174]. We note that we find comparable results for a mass
parameter µM = 2.0 (not displayed here).

To aid our analysis, we present 2D snapshots of the
scalar field with µM = 0.42 evolved around a BH with
spin a/M = 0.99 at time t = 250M . Fig. 7 shows a color
map of the scalar’s amplitude in the equatorial plane (left
panel) and in the xz plane (right panel) on the entire
numerical domain. Fig. 8 zooms in close to the BH. The
left half of each panel shows the massive scalar field in
GR (i.e., with α̂ = 0), while the right half shows the
massive field in dCS gravity (i.e., with α̂ = 1).

Comparing the two cases, we see that the scalar cloud’s
profile in the equatorial plane is essentially unaffected by
the nonminimal coupling to gravity via the Pontryagin
density both in the far region (see Fig. 7) and near the BH
(see Fig. 8). One is brought to similar conclusions about
the far-region when considering the snapshots in the xz
plane: the oscillatory pattern of the nonminimally cou-
pled massive scalar field matches that of the minimally
coupled one at large distances. This pattern changes
close to the BH as can be seen in the right panel of Fig. 8.
Here, the spacetime curvature and, hence, the Pontrya-

gin density is largest and it sources an axi-symmetric,
dipolar scalar structure along the z-axis. This dipole
connects smoothly to the oscillation pattern at distances
larger than ∼ 1/(µM)2. Note, that in the absence of the
mass-term this dipole would correspond to the dCS hair
given in Eq. (32). We also note, that such a l = 1,m = 0
structure is absent if there is no coupling to the Pontrya-
gin density; see left half of the right panel in Fig. 8.

In summary, the evolution of the massive l = m = 1
dipole around rotating BHs in dCS gravity appears con-
sistent with that of massive fields in GR at sufficiently
large distances. It only differs near the BH along the axis
of rotation, where m = 0 scalar multipoles are sourced by
the Pontryagin density. We have demonstrated that this
result is robust against different choices of initial data
for Θ10 and Θ11, and that it holds also for highly spin-
ning BHs. The simulations indicate that, at late times,
the scalar field approaches an oscillating, quasistationary
dipole configuration.

B. Effect of the mass term on the evolution of the
dynamical Chern-Simons hair

In this section we analyze how the growth and evolu-
tion of the dCS hair is affected by the mass term. There-
fore, we evolve the massive dCS field around a single ro-
tating BH according to Eqs. (27). We typically initialize
Θ10 = 0 and Θ11 as a Gaussian or as a QBS.

In the left panels of Fig. 2 we present the time evolu-
tion of Θ10, measured at rex = 10M , for a variety of the
axion’s mass parameter µM and for BH spins a/M = 0.1
(top), a/M = 0.7 (middle), and a/M = 0.99 (bottom).
The massless field (solid red lines) grows over t ∼ 100M
until it reaches a constant value that corresponds to
the dCS hair at this extraction radius; see Eq. (32).
The hair’s final magnitude |Θ10| increases with increas-
ing BH spin, in agreement with the solutions of Ref. [109].
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the Θ11 mode, measured at rex = 10M, with µM = 0.0 (left), µM = 0.1 (middle), µM = 1.0 (right) around
a BH with spin a/M = 0.1. We show our numerical data (solid black lines) and compare it to the analytic solutions computed
in GR (dashed red lines). Left: The massless field follows a quasinormal ringdown with decay rate Mν̄ = −9.75×10−2. Middle:
The field with µM = 0.1 exhibits a short ringdown followed by an oscillating, intermediate-time power-law tail with frequency
ω̄ ∼ µ. Right: The field decays at a rate consistent with the very-late time power-law tail ∼ t−5/6.
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FIG. 5. Same as Fig. 4 but for a BH with dimensionless spin a/M = 0.7.
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 4 but for a BH with dimensionless spin a/M = 0.99.

As the mass parameter µM of the scalar field increases,
the magnitude of the dCS hair, Θ10, decreases. Specifi-
cally, for small masses µM = 0.1 (dashed-dotted orange
lines), the dCS hair approaches a constant magnitude
that is smaller than in the massless case. For interme-
diate masses, µM ∼ 0.3 . . . 0.4 (dashed gray lines), the
dCS hair reaches a smaller magnitude and, more impor-
tantly, it oscillates. The oscillation frequencies of the
Θ10 and Θ11 modes are determined by the mass param-
eter. They are consistent with the QBS frequencies in

GR [32, 34, 175], that are given by

ωlmn ' µ
(

1− (µM)2

2(l + n+ 1)2

)
, (39)

in the limit µM � 1. We refer to Sec. IV C for the
detailed spectral analysis. This response of the Θ10 mode
is present for both Gaussian and QBS initial data of Θ11;
compare the left panels of Figs. 2 and 3. As the field’s
mass parameter exceeds µM & 1.0, the magnitude of Θ10

is reduced or entirely suppressed, as illustrated in the left
panel of Fig. 2 for µM = 1.0, 2.0.
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FIG. 7. 2D snapshots of the massive scalar field Θ at t = 250M . The field with µM = 0.42 is evolved around a BH with
a/M = 0.99. We show the field in the equatorial plane (left panel) and in the xz plane (right panel). The latter also indicates
the BH’s rotation axis with a magenta arrow. We compare the evolution of a massive scalar field in GR (α̂ = 0, left halves)
and in dCS gravity (α̂ = 1, right halves). At large distances, the scalars’ profiles appear almost identical.

FIG. 8. Same as Fig. 7, but zoomed in near the BH. There is no visible evidence of the Pontryagin density affecting the scalar
cloud in the xy plane (left panel). In the xz plane (right panel), however, we see that the Pontryagin density sources the
l = 1,m = 0 scalar multipole, absent in GR, that exhibits the same features as the massless dCS hair near the BH and then
transitions to an oscillating QBS configuration at large distances.

To understand this behaviour, we plot the late-time
profile of the field Θ, evolved around a BH with spin
a/M = 0.99 for different µM , along the BH’s rotation
axis in Fig. 9. For a massless field (solid red line), this
late-time solution is the dCS hair sourced by the Pontrya-
gin density. For comparison we also display the ∼ 1/z2

fall-off (dash-dotted black line) found for analytical solu-
tions in the small-spin approximation [105], and we find
excellent agreement. For a massive scalar field with a
small mass µM = 0.1 (dashed orange line), we find that
it behaves like the massless case until about z ∼ 100M
from the BH. At larger distances from the BH the field
oscillates. Both the location and the frequency of this
oscillation is determined by the mass parameter. The

position of this transition appears consistent with the
peak of the QBS found in GR for small mass parameters
given by [17, 20, 176]

rQBS,max ∼
l(l + 1)

(µM)2
M . (40)

For a field with l = 1 and µM = 0.1, 0.42, 1.0 this cor-
responds to rQBS,max ∼ 200M, 11.3M, 2M . We find con-
sistent results for the dCS field with mass µM = 0.42
(dotted light blue line in Fig. 9): it follows a ∼ 1/z2

fall-off close to the BH and begins to oscillate around
z ∼ 10M where its frequency determined by µM at
larger distances. For comparison we also show the late-
time profile of a field with µM = 0.42 evolved in GR
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FIG. 9. Profile of the massive dCS field Θ with mass parame-
ters µM = 0.0 (solid red line), µM = 0.1 (dashed yellow line),
µM = 0.42 (dotted blue line) along the rotation axis, evolved
around a BH with a/M = 0.99 at t = 500M. For comparison,
we display the expected fall-off of the dCS hair with vanishing
mass (dash-dotted black line) and the profile of a scalar field
with µM = 0.42 in GR (solid dark blue line).

(solid blue line), and demonstrate that, along the z-axis,
it remains several orders of magnitude smaller than its
counterpart in dCS gravity. We interpret this as a further
indication that the oscillation of the dCS hair is indeed
induced by the mass term.

This behaviour becomes even clearer in the 2D snap-
shots in Figs. 10 and 11 where we display the amplitude
of the scalar field at t = 250M on the entire numerical
domain and close to the BH, respectively. Specifically, we
display Θ, evolved around a BH with spin a/M = 0.99,
in the equatorial plane (left panels) and the xz plane
(right panels). We compare the massive dCS field with
µM = 0.42 (right halves of each panel) against the mass-
less dCS field (left halves of each panel). In the massless
case, the initial l = m = 1 perturbation propagates out-
wards so that the field vanishes in the equatorial plane
(see left half of left panel) and only the l = 1, m = 0 dCS
hair that is sourced by the Pontryagin density remains
(see left half of right panel). This is to be expected be-
cause the Pontryagin density vanishes in the equatorial
plane due to the axisymmetry of the background. The
massive case, displayed in the right halves of Figs. 10
and 11, exhibits two distinct features: (i) it also has a
dipolar structure close to the BH, but with a smaller
magnitude than in the massless case (see right panel in
Fig. 11), and (ii) it has an oscillatory pattern at large dis-
tances, both in the equatorial and in the xz plane, due
to the mass term.

For the results presented thus far, we only initialized
the l = m = 1 multipole of the field Θ. Hence, our
findings refer to the growth of the l = 1, m = 0 scalar
mode. How robust are our results against different types
of initial data? What would be the fate of the dCS hair if

it was already present in the initial data? And, reversely,
does the formation of the oscillating dCS dipole require
the presence of the massive l = m = 1 mode?

We present answers to these questions in Fig. 12,
where we compare the evolution of |Θ10| of a field with
µM = 0.42 around a BH with a/M = 0.99 for different
initial data: (i) a Gaussian shell with Σ11 in Eq. (30),
and Θ10(t = 0) = 0 (solid blue line), (ii) a Σ11 Gaus-
sian shell and Θ10 given by the dCS hair in Eq. (32)
(solid pink line), (iii) Θ11(t = 0) = 0 and Θ10 given
by the dCS hair in Eq. (32) (dotted green line), and
(iv) Θ(t = 0) = 0 (dash-dotted orange line). For compar-
ison we also show the evolution of a massless field with
ID2 (Σ11 in Eq. (30)) and Θ10 = 0 (solid black line).
The initially hairy, massive field (solid pink line) decays
and approaches the magnitude of the initially hairless,
massive field (solid blue line). That is, the transforma-
tion of the time-independent hairy solution in massless
dCS gravity into an oscillating dipole with a lower am-
plitude appears to be a robust feature in massive dCS
gravity and independent of the initial data choice for the
l = 1,m = 0 multipole. Similarly, we do not find any dif-
ference in the evolution of Θ10 for different initial data of
the l = m = 1 mode. Compare, e.g., the field initialized
as zero (dash-dotted orange line) with the one initialized
as a Σ11 Gaussian shell (solid blue line).

In summary, we investigated the effect of a mass term
on the formation and evolution of the dCS hair. We have
identified a new, oscillating hairy solution in massive dCS
gravity consisting of an axi-symmetric dipole near the BH
that smoothly transitions to an oscillating dipole at large
distances. This transition and the oscillation frequency
are determined by the field’s mass parameter. We verified
that the formation of an oscillating dipole in massive dCS
gravity is a robust feature independent of the initial data.

C. Characteristic spectra in massive dCS gravity

In this section we determine the frequency spectra of
the l = 1,m = 0, 1 multipoles of the dCS axion. To do
so, we perform a spectral analysis of our data.

First, we obtain the time series data of the scalar field’s
multipoles, Θlm(t, rex), by interpolating the field Θ onto
spheres of constant extraction radii rex and projecting it
onto s = 0 spherical harmonics. We then apply a window
function (typically, a Blackman-Harris window [177]) to
the time series data to mitigate the effects of the initial
transient, and compute the Fourier amplitude

Θ̃lm(ωi) =
1

N

N−1∑
j=0

Θlm(tj)e
−iωitj , (41)

via a Fast Fourier Transform algorithm. Finally, we
compute the power spectrum, Plm(ω) = |Θ̃lm(ω)|2,
of the (l, m)-mode. A monochromatic signal, Θlm ∼
exp (−iω̄t+ ν̄t), with characteristic frequency ω̄ and
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FIG. 10. 2D snapshots of the dCS field Θ, initialized as a l = m = 1 Gaussian and evolved around a BH with a/M = 0.99,
at t = 250M . We show the field in the equatorial plane (left panel) and in the xz plane (right panel), where the magenta
arrow indicates the BH’s rotation axis. We compare the evolution of a massless dCS field (µM = 0.0, left halves) and that of a
massive dCS field with µM = 0.42 (right halves). Left panel: the massless field (left half) decays as the l = m = 1 perturbation
is propagating off the grid. The massive field (right half) develops an oscillating scalar cloud. Right panel: the massless field
(left half) develops the dCS hair, i.e., a l = 1, m = 0 dipolar configuration. The massive field (right half), exhibits a suppressed
dipolar configuration close to the BH that is smoothly connected to an oscillating cloud at large distances.

FIG. 11. Same as Fig. 10 but zoomed in near the BH. Left panel: dCS field in the xy plane. The massless field (left half)
has decayed, while the field with µM = 0.42 (right half) has formed an oscillating scalar cloud. Right panel: dCS field in the
xz plane. The massless field (left half) develops the axi-symmetricdCS hair. The massive dCS field develops a similar dipolar
structure with a smaller amplitude that smoothly transitions to the oscillating cloud induced by the mass term.

growth or decay rate ν̄, corresponds to a power spec-
trum consisting of a peak described by a three-parameter
Lorentzian (or Breit-Wigner) function

Λ(ω; Ī , ω̄, ν̄) = Ī
ν̄2

((ω − ω̄)2 + ν̄2)
. (42)

The peak height is set by Ī, while its position and width
are determined by ω̄ and ν̄, respectively.

Ideally, we would like the time series extracted from
our numerical simulations to be monochromatic signals
with characteristic frequency ω̄ = ωlmn, where l and m

are the harmonic mode indices and n is the overtone
number. In practise, however, the extracted signals are
projected only into (lm) multipoles, so they still are a
superposition of the fundamental (n = 0) and overtone
modes. Depending on their relative amplitude, the su-
perposition of fundamental and overtone modes can give
rise to strong modulations of the signal and beating pat-
terns [39]. To overcome this complication we fix the
extraction radius rex to a location where the overtone
mode nearly vanishes. In Fig. 13 we present the profiles
of the fundamental and first overtone modes of the ini-
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FIG. 12. Evolution of the l = 1,m = 0 mode of a field with µM = 0.42 evolving in the background of a BH with a/M = 0.99
in dCS gravity (α̂ = 1). The field is initialized as an l = m = 1 Gaussian, ID2 with Σ11 in Eq. (30) (solid blue line), or as
an l = m = 1 Gaussian plus the dCS hair, ID2+ID3 (solid pink). We compare the former with a simulation where the field
is initially zero, ID1, (orange dash-dotted line) and the latter with a simulation where the field is initialized as the dCS hair,
ID3, indicating Θ11 = 0 (dotted green). We find that the dCS, Θ10, multipole does not differ between these two comparisons,
indicating that our results for the growth and evolution of Θ10 are independent of our choice of initial data for the massive,
Θ11, multipole. As an additional comparison, we show the evolution of a massless field with l = m = 1 Gaussian initial data
(solid black line). We ran the massless simulation until t = 1000M and indicate its extrapolated value (dashed black line).

tial scalar field, determined by a QBS with l = m = 1
and mass parameter µM = 0.42 around a BH with spin
a/M = 0.99. In this case, the overtone mode has a
node at rex ' 20M. Thus, the signal at this location is
dominated by the fundamental mode and, hence, nearly
monochromatic. Therefore, we choose the waveform ex-
tracted at rex = 20M for the spectral analysis. To mea-
sure the first overtone frequencies we additionally extract
data at rex ' 50M , where the fundamental mode is sub-
dominant; c.f. Fig. 13.

We measure the three parameters, (Ī , ω̄, ν̄), via a non-
linear regression using Eq. (42) as fitting function. This
method produces reliable estimates, within 0.5%, of the
characteristic frequency, ωlmn, but is greatly limited
in correctly measuring the growth rate. In particular,
for long-lived modes which grow or decay on timescales
larger than what can be evolved in 3 + 1 simulations
(with reasonable computational resources), the width of
the peaks is dominated by windowing effects and insuf-
ficient frequency resolution. Longer time series and dif-
ferent techniques, such as those employed in [38, 178] are
required for more accurate estimates of the growth rates.

We present the results of the spectral analysis in
Figs. 14, 15 and 16. We concentrate on the simulations
with parameters a/M = 0.99 and µM = 0.42. We com-
pute the spectra for the simulations with Gaussian initial
data with Σlm = Σ11 (ID2 in Sec. II D), and for QBS ini-
tial data (ID4 in Sec. II D) shown in Fig. 13.
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FIG. 13. Initial profiles of massive scalar field Θ along the x-
axis with mass µM = 0.42 evolving in the background of a BH
with spin a/M = 0.99 in dCS gravity (α̂ = 1). We initialize
the scalar field as a QBS, ID4 in Sec. II D, with fundamental
frequency Mω̄ = 0.409 (solid black) and overtone frequency
Mω̄ = 0.415 (dashed red). For the spectal analysis, we extract
the multipoles Θ10 and Θ11 at rex = 20M (dotted blue) and
rex = 50M (dash-dotted blue).
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FIG. 14. Power spectra reconstructed from simulations with
Gaussian initial data (ID2 in Sec. II D) and parameters
a/M = 0.99, µM = 0.42, normalized by the maximum value.
We indicate the numerical data (black dots), extracted at
rex = 20M , and the Lorentzian fit to our data points (solid
red line) obtained in massive dCS gravity. For comparison
we also show the peak of a Lorentzian fit for the equivalent
GR simulation (dashed green line) and the frequency obtained
with the continued fraction method in GR [32] (dot-dashed
blue line). Top panel: data and fits for the (l, m, n) = (1, 0, 0)
multipole. The fit of the data gives a peak frequency of
ω̄/µ = 0.970 ± 0.005. Bottom panel: data and fits for the
(l, m, n) = (1, 1, 0) multipole. The fit of the data gives a
peak frequency of ω̄/µ = 0.974± 0.005.

Fig. 14 presents the power spectra of the l = 1,m =
0, n = 0 (left panel) and of the l = m = 1, n = 0 (right
panel) multipoles for the simulation with Gaussian initial
data, extracted at rex = 20M, after an evolution time of
t = 3000M. We measure the characteristic frequency of
the l = 1,m = 0, n = 0 mode to be ω̄/µ ' 0.970± 0.005,
and that of the l = m = 1, n = 0 mode to be ω̄/µ '
0.974 ± 0.005. We took the frequency resolution of our
discrete Fourier series as a conservative estimator of the
uncertainty; see App. B 2 for a detailed discussion.

We compare these estimates, obtained from the peak in
the Lorentzian fit (solid red line), against the QBS fre-
quency of a massive scalar field in GR. We obtain the

FIG. 15. Same as Fig. 14 but for QBS initial data (ID4 in
Sec. II D) Top panel: data and fits for the (l, m, n) = (1, 0, 0)
multipole, and the frequency estimated from the fit is ω̄/µ =
0.969±0.005. Bottom panel: data and fits for the (l, m, n) =
(1, 1, 0) multipole, and the frequency estimated from the fit
is ω̄/µ = 0.974± 0.005.

latter in three different ways: (i) by fitting the data
from a 3+1 simulation in which we turn off the dCS
coupling, α̂ = 0, (dashed green line); (ii) by comput-
ing the frequency via the continued fraction method [32]
(dot-dashed blue line); (iii) by fitting data from an ef-
fective, 1+1 evolution in the time domain [38] for the
l = m = 1 mode (right panels; purple dotted line).
For both harmonic modes, we see no statistical evidence
of a deviation from the characteristic frequencies of a
minimally-coupled massive scalar field around a Kerr BH
(i.e. α̂ = 0). This conclusion is robust against different
initial data: we obtain compatible frequency measure-
ments for QBS initial data, as can be see from Fig. 15.

We also extracted signals at rex = 50M , where the
n = 1 overtone becomes larger than the fundamental
mode n = 0. In Fig. 16 we show the peaks correspond-
ing to modes (l,m, n) = (1, 0, 1) and (l,m, n) = (1, 1, 1),
respectively. Concerning the scalar’s l = 1,m = 0 mul-
tipole, we observe a larger discrepancy with respect to
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FIG. 16. Same as Fig. 14 but for data extracted at rex = 50M ,
where the first overtone dominates over the fundamental l = 1
mode. Top panel: data and fits for the (l, m, n) = (1, 0, 1)
multipole, and the frequency estimated from the fit is ω̄/µ =
0.986±0.005. Bottom panel: data and fits for the (l, m, n) =
(1, 1, 1) multipole, and the frequency estimated from the fit is
ω̄/µ = 0.987 ± 0.005. The power spectrum also contains the
fundamental mode (see shoulder to the left of the fitted peak),
but it is subdominant with respect to the n = 1 overtone.

the reference measure with α̂ = 0 that is, nonetheless,
compatible with a statistical fluctuation. We find that
results are overall consistent with GR, within 0.5%.

To summarize, we observe that the spectrum of char-
acteristic oscillations of the massive dCS field is deter-
mined by the mass of the field. Thus, it appears indis-
tinguishable from the QBS spectrum of a massive scalar
field around a Kerr BH in GR at sufficiently large dis-
tances. This conclusion is consistent with the results of
Macedo [144] for QBSs of a massive dCS field around non-
rotating BHs. Because the 3+1 time domain approach
does not allow for sufficiently long evolutions (at a reson-
able computational cost) to accurately measure to growth
or decay rate of the scalar modes, we postpone the com-
putation of this quantity in massive dCS gravity to future
work using different techniques.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we study the phenomenology of a scalar
field in massive dCS gravity, and its evolution around
rotating BHs. This line of research broadens our under-
standing on how BH observations may be used to probe
for physics beyond the standard model.

Here, we focus on “new physics” in the shape of funda-
mental scalar fields that can leave potentially observable
footprints in the phenomenology of BHs. In particular,
working in the decoupling approximation we find new, os-
cillating scalar configurations around rotating BHs that
may give rise to new BH solutions if the backreaction of
the scalar onto the metric is taken into account. Our
results have a twofold interpretation: On the one hand,
we may interpret the scalar field as new solutions to dCS
modified gravity if a mass-term is generated by nonper-
turbative effects. On the other hand, we may interpret
the scalar field as an axionlike particle – a popular dark
matter candidate – sensitive to parity violation in the
gravity sector. Thus, our results aid ongoing efforts to
devise new observational tests of gravity or probes for ul-
tralight particles that pose a class of dark matter models.

This project has been guided by three questions stated
in the introduction, Sec. I, and we use the same structure
to summarize our results here.

Massive scalar fields can form QBSs, or scalar clouds,
around rotating BHs in GR that are predominantly de-
termined by the Θ11 multipole. How does the non-
minimal coupling to curvature affect such a mas-
sive scalar cloud? To address this question, we analyze
the evolution of the Θ11 mode in massive dCS gravity for
a range of mass parameters and BH spins. We observe
that the QBS frequencies and, when excited, their mas-
sive power-law tails are consistent with those of massive
scalar fields in GR. In addition, we compare the struc-
ture of the scalar cloud in the equatorial plane in mas-
sive dCS gravity against that found in GR. We observe
no difference between the two, so we conclude that, to
leading order, the coupling to the Pontryagin density has
essentially no effect on the l = m = 1 QBS. Thus, ultra-
light scalars representing, e.g., wavelike dark matter can-
didates appear insensitive to this type of parity-violating
corrections to GR far from BHs. This may come as no
surprise because the Pontryagin density primarily sources
the l = 1,m = 0 dipole of the dCS axion.

This leads us to the second question: How does
the mass term affect the dCS hair? To ad-
dress this question we compare the evolution of the Θ10

mode in massless and in massive dCS gravity. In both
cases, the Pontryagin density causes the formation of a
(quasi)stationary scalar dipole close to the BH, that is
absent in GR. We observe that the mass term suppresses
the amplitude of the dCS hair. What is the origin of
this suppression? We can exclude mode mixing between
the l = 1,m = 0 and l = m = 1 multipoles because of
the symmetries of the background spacetime. In particu-
lar, modes with different azimuthal numbers m decouple
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FIG. 17. Updated sketch (see Fig. 1) of the oscillat-
ing massive dCS hair sourced by a rotating BH. The blue
clouds correspond to the QBSs in the equatorial plane and
(r/M)max ∼ (µM)−2 indicates their maximum. The red
gradient along the axis of rotation indicates the oscillatory
pattern of the axion that is due to the formation of a QBS
peaking roughly at r ' rmax.

around the Kerr metric. It is also not due to the Pontrya-
gin density, which inherits the axisymmetry of the back-
ground spacetime and only sources m = 0 multipoles.
Instead, we interpret the reduction of the axion’s ampli-
tude as a Yukawa suppression due to the field’s mass.

We also observe that the mass term imprints an oscil-
latory pattern on the dCS hair, Θ10, far away from the
BH as illustrated in Fig. 17. The transition from the
quasistationary to an oscillating configuration occurs at
r/M ∼ (µM)−2. The oscillation frequency of the massive
dCS hair is determined by its mass parameter. Conse-
quently, BH hair in dCS gravity would be sensitive to the
presence of a mass term in the field’s potential.

This leads us to the last question: What is the
scalar’s characteristic frequency spectrum in mas-
sive dCS gravity? We analyze the frequency spectrum
of the l = 1,m = 0 and the l = m = 1 scalar multipoles in
massive dCS gravity. We find that both are determined
essentially by the scalar’s mass parameter.

In conclusion, we find that rotating BHs in massive
dCS gravity give rise to new configurations of the dCS
axion that connects an axi-symmetric dipole close to the
BH with an oscillating axion “cloud” at large distances.
We sketch this new configuration in Fig. 17.

Based on our results, we speculate that massive dCS
gravity admits new BH solutions with an oscillating
steady-state axion hair at the onset of superradiance,
similar to new hairy solutions in GR [54]. Such a study
would require to solve the massive dCS equations in full
or perturbatively to higher order in the metric, and it is
beyond the scope of the present paper.

Furthermore, while we observe the onset of massive
QBSs in dCS gravity, they appear to evolve on similar
timescales as scalar QBSs in GR. This makes numerical
simulations in 3+1 dimensions not well suited to conduct
a detailed analysis of their evolution. Thus, we leave the
hunt for superradiant instabilities in massive dCS gravity
to future work using different techniques.

In conclusion, this work is the first in a series to explore
the properties of BHs in the presence of axionlike parti-
cles, representing a large class of dark matter candidates,
when parity is violated in the gravity sector.
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Appendix A: Harmonic decomposition of the
Pontryagin density

In this appendix we complement our numerical results
by seeking analytic insight into the effects of the nonmin-
imal coupling to gravity onto the (lm) multipoles of the
massive dCS field. Therefore, we project the Pontrya-
gin density (that sources the dCS field) onto a basis of
spherical harmonic functions, Ylm(θ, φ). Working in BL
coordinates, (t, rBL, θ, φ), the projection is given by

∗RR =
∑
l,m

Plm(rBL)Ylm(θ, φ) , (A1)

Plm :=

∫
Y ∗lm(θ, φ)( ∗RR)d(cos θ)dφ , (A2)

where the spherical harmonics are normalized such that∫
Y ∗lm(θ, φ)Ykn(θ, φ)d(cos θ)dφ = δlkδmn . (A3)

In the current project, we concentrate on Kerr BHs as
our background spacetime. Therefore, we focus on writ-
ing the Pontryagin density as a superposition of spherical
harmonics evaluated on a Kerr background. In BL co-
ordinates, the Kerr metric is given by Eq. (13) and the
Pontryagin density reads

∗RR =96M2 3r5
BLa cos θ − 10r3

BLa
3 cos3 θ + 3rBLa

5 cos5 θ

Σ6
,

(A4)

where the metric function Σ is given in Eq. (14). Note,
that the Pontryagin density inherits the axisymmetry of
the background spacetime and, therefore, it has no de-
pendence on the azimuthal angle φ. Consequently, the
only nonvanishing spherical harmonic components, Plm,
are those with m = 0. Moreover, the parity symme-
try properties of the Pontryagin density imply that it is
composed of a combination of odd l modes. Taking the
above considerations into account, we can decompose the
Pontryagin density as

∗RR =

∞∑
j=0

pj(rBL)Y(2j+1)0(θ, φ) , (A5)

with the projection coefficients

pj :=2π

∫ +1

−1

Y ∗(2j+1),0( ∗RR)d(cos θ) . (A6)

As a result, one can conclude that the nonminimal cou-
pling to the Pontryagin density behaves as a source term
only for the scalar field multipoles with m = 0 and odd
l, and it does not introduce any new mode-mixing at the
level of the scalar field equation.

Run dx/M h/M

a099 SF11 mu042 low 1.1 1.719× 10−2

a099 SF11 mu042 med 1.0 1.563× 10−2

a099 SF11 mu042 high 0.9 1.406× 10−2

TABLE II. List of runs for the convergence tests evolving the
massive dCS field with µM = 0.42 around a BH with spin
a/M = 0.99. The field initially has a Gaussian profile with
Σ11 (ID2). We denote the resolution dx/M on the outermost
refinement level and the resolution h = dx/2n−1 (with n = 7)
on the innermost refinement level.

Appendix B: Error estimates

In this appendix we quantify the discretization error of
our numerical simulations through a convergence analysis
and the statistical error of the frequency estimates.

1. Convergence tests

To assess the numerical discretization error, we per-
form a convergence analysis of the run a099 SF11 mu042
in Table I. This run is representative of the most de-
manding setups as it evolves a scalar field with mass pa-
rameter µM = 0.42 in the background of a Kerr BH
with spin a/M = 0.99. The grid setup is identical to the
simulations outlined in Sec. III B, but we vary the grid
spacing dxh/M = 0.9 (high resolution), dxm/M = 1.0
(medium resolution; standard choice for our simulations)
and dxl/M = 1.1 (low resolution); see Table II. In Ta-
ble II we also list the resolution h = dx/26 on the inner-
most refinement level that encompasses the BH.

We compare the l = 1,m = 0 and l = m = 1 multipoles
of the massive dCS scalar extracted at rex = 10M for the
high, medium, and low resolution runs. We observe that
all runs perfectly align, i.e., they are consistent across the
different resolutions.

In Fig. 18 we show the convergence plot for the l =
1,m = 0 (left) and l = m = 1 (right) multipoles of
the massive dCS field. Specifically, we show the differ-
ence between the low and medium resolution waveform
(solid black line), and the medium and high resolution
run (dashed red line). The latter difference has been
rescaled by the factor Q3 = 1.221 indicating third order
convergence. This is consistent with our numerical code
that employs a fourth order finite difference and time
integration scheme, supplemented with second order in-
terpolation at refinement boundaries.

From the convergence analysis we can now estimate
the numerical error. In particular, for the l = 1,m =
0 multipole we find ∆Θ10/Θ10,h . 12% at late times
t ∼ 1, 000M . For the l = m = 1 multipole we find
∆Θ11/Θ11,h . 0.15% at late times t ∼ 1, 000M .



20

0 200 400 600 800 1000
t/M

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5
10

1e 3

10, l 10, m

Q3( 10, m 10, h)

0 200 400 600 800 1000
t/M

4

3

2

1

0

1

2

3

4

11

1e 3

11, l 11, m

Q3( 11, m 11, h)

FIG. 18. Convergence plot of the l = 1,m = 0 (left) and l = m = 1 (right) multipoles of the massive dCS field (with µM = 0.42
around a BH with a/M = 0.99). We compare the difference between the low and medium resolution run (solid black line), and
the medium and high resolution run (dashed red line). The latter is rescaled by the factor Q3 = 1.221 indicating third order
convergence.

2. Frequency error estimate

To obtain the frequency estimates we perform a Fourier
transformation of the numerical time series data that
lasts for about T ∼ 3× 103M and has a finite resolution.
This gives rise to an error due to the frequency resolu-
tion that we estimate to σω̂ = ∆ω̂ = ∆ω/µ = 2π/(Tµ) '
0.005 (or equivalently, ∼ 0.5%).

Additionally, we estimate the statistical error. There-
fore, we perform a more sophisticated analysis by propa-
gating the numerical error of the time series data through
the Discrete Fourier Transform and the Breit-Wigner fit-
ting procedure. To estimate the uncertainty in the ex-
tracted multipole Θlm(t; r = rext) we use the conservative
estimator given by the maximum amplitude error (ex-
cluding the initial transient) taken from the convergence
tests, σΘ = max{∆Θlm} . 3 × 10−3; see Appendix B 1.
Taken this conservative error in the multipole amplitude,
assuming that it remains approximately constant in time
and treating it as uncorrelated, the propogated error in
the frequency power spectrum is given by

σP̃ =
2
√
P̃√
N
σΘ . (B1)

Applying a nonlinear least square regression algorithm
yields the statistical error on the fitted frequency. It is
σω̂ ' 2 × 10−4 (0.02%) for the l = m = 1 multipole
frequency, and σω̂ ' 4 × 10−4 (0.04%) for the l = 1,
m = 0 multipole. Taking both contributions together, we
estimate the error in the frequency to be σω̂ . 5.4×10−3.

Appendix C: General dCS gravity at decoupling

For completeness, we derive the equations of motion
and the evolution equations (at decoupling) of dCS grav-
ity with a general coupling function f(Θ) between the
dCS axion and the Pontryagin density. We vary the ac-
tion, given in Eq. (1), with respect to the metric and the
pseudoscalar field and obtain

�Θ− V ′(Θ) +
αCS

4
f ′(Θ) ∗RR = 0 , (C1a)

Gab −
1

2
TΘ
ab + αCS Cab = 0 , (C1b)

where Gab = Rab− 1
2gabR is the Einstein tensor, and TΘ

ab
is the canonical scalar field energy-momentum tensor

TΘ
ab = ∇aΘ∇bΘ− gab

(
1

2
(∇Θ)2 + V (Θ)

)
. (C2)

The C-tensor captures the modification of Einstein’s
equations and it is given by

Cab ≡ Ec εcde(a∇eRb)d + Fcd ∗Rd(ab)c (C3)

where the auxiliary tensors Ea and Fab are defined as

Ea ≡f ′(Θ)∇aΘ , (C4a)

Fab ≡f ′(Θ)∇a∇bΘ + f ′′(Θ)∇aΘ∇bΘ . (C4b)

As described in Sec. II A, we work in the decoupling ap-
proximation around vacuum GR. That is, we study the
evolution of the massive dCS field in a background space-
time that is determined by Einstein’s equations in vac-
uum. With these assumptions the Ricci tensor and its
derivative vanish, Rab = 0 = ∇eRab. Consequently the
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first term in Eq. (C3) vanishes. Then we can write the
C-tensor in terms of the dual Weyl tensor as,

Cabvac;GR = Fcd ∗W d(ab)c . (C5)

Following the same steps as in Section II A, we apply
the decoupling approximation to the field equations (C1),
rescale Θ → (αCS/M

2)Θ and perform the 3 + 1 decom-
position to find

dtΘ =− αKΘ (C6a)

dtKΘ =− αDiDiΘ−DiαDiΘ (C6b)

+ α

(
KKΘ + V ′(Θ)− α̂M2

4
f ′(Θ) ∗RR

)
where dt = (∂t − Lβ) with Lβ being the Lie derivative
along the shift vector, and we introduce the dimensionless
parameter α̂ that allows us to switch the coupling to the
Pontryagin density on (α̂ = 1) and off (α̂ = 0). This
enables us to compare against the evolution of a massive
scalar field in GR.

In the decoupling limit, the Pontryagin density is eval-
uated on the GR background. It is convenient to write
the Pontryagin density in terms of the gravito-electric,
Eij , and gravito-magnetic, Bij , components of the Weyl
tensor given by Eqs. (25a) and (25b). Then, the Pon-
tryagin density is

∗RR = ∗WabcdW
bacd = −16EijBij . (C7)

To estimate the effect that the dCS field and its non-
minimal coupling would have onto the metric, if back-
reacted onto the spacetime, we introduce the effective
energy-momentum tensor

T eff
ab := TΘ

ab − 2α̂M2Cvac;GR
ab . (C8)

In 3 + 1 form, the energy-momentum tensor can be de-
composed into the energy density, ρeff := nanbT eff

ab , the
energy flux, jeff

i := −γai nbT eff
ab , and the spatial stress ten-

sor, Seff
ij := γai γ

b
jT

eff
ab . They are given by

ρeff =
1

2

(
K2

Θ + 2V (Θ) +DiΘD
iΘ
)

+ 2α̂M2
(
BijFij

)
,

(C9a)

jeff
i =KΘDiΘ + 2α̂M2(BijF j − εijkEjlFlk) , (C9b)

Seff
ij =DiΘDjΘ +

1

2
γij(K

2
Θ −DkΘDkΘ− 2V (Θ))

+ 2α̂M2
(
2ε(i|klE|j)

lFk − 2B(i
kFj)k + γijB

klFkl
+Bij(Fnn + trF)) . (C9c)

Here, we introduced the decomposition of the auxil-
iary tensor as Fnn = Fabnanb, Fi = −γainbFab and
Fij = γaiγ

b
jFab, and its trace trF = γijFij . They are

explicitly given by

Fnn =
(
DkD

kΘ−KKΘ − V ′(Θ)
)
f ′(Θ)

+
α̂M2

4
∗RRf ′(Θ)2 +K2

Θf
′′(Θ) , (C10a)

Fi =(DiKΘ −KijD
jΘ)f ′(Θ) +KΘDif

′′(Θ) , (C10b)

Fij =(DiDjΘ−KijKΘ)f ′(Θ) +DiΘDjΘf
′′(Θ) .

(C10c)

In the expression for Fnn we substituted the time derivate
of KΘ with its evolution equation, Eq. (C6b).

For completeness, we also provide the BSSN formula-
tion of the dCS scalar’s evolution equation and the energy
density, flux and stress tensor to be used in an implemen-
tation of the general dCS equations. In fact, these are
the equations implemented in Canuda-dCS. The BSSN
variables are given in Eqs. (26). Note that, in the follow-
ing, we introduce the tilde over variables to indicate that
they are expressed in terms of the BSSN variables. The
evolution equations, Eqs. (C6), become

dtΘ =− αKΘ , (C11a)

dtKΘ =−W 2D̃iαD̃iΘ− α
(
W 2D̃iD̃iΘ−WD̃iΘD̃iW

−KKΘ − V ′(Θ) +
α̂M2

4
∗RRf ′(Θ)

)
, (C11b)

and indices are raised with the conformal metric γ̃ij . In
BSSN variables, the Pontryagin density ∗RR is given by

∗RR =− 16γ̃iaγ̃jbẼabB̃ij (C12)

with

Ẽij =W 2Eij (C13a)

=W 2Rtf
ij +

1

3
ÃijK − ÃikÃjk +

1

3
γ̃ijÃklÃ

kl ,

B̃ij =W 2Bij (C13b)

=−Wε̃(i|
klD̃lÃ|j)k − ε̃(i|klÃ|j)lD̃kW .

Note that we insert the BSSN variables into our expres-
sions for Bij and Eij , and then rescale them by W 2 for
convenience.

Similarly, we substitute the BSSN variables into the
energy density, flux and spatial stress tensor (C9) to find

ρeff =
1

2

(
K2

Θ + 2V (Θ) +W 2(D̃iΘ)(D̃iΘ)
)

+ 2α̂M2(B̃ijF̃ ij) , (C14a)

jeff
i =KΘD̃iΘ + 2α̂M2

(
B̃ijF̃ j −

1

W
ε̃ijkẼ

jlF̃ lk
)
,

(C14b)

Seff
ij =D̃iΘD̃jΘ +

1

2W 2
γ̃ij(K

2
Θ −W 2D̃kΘD̃kΘ− 2V (Θ))

+
2α̂M2

W 2

(
2Wε̃(i|klẼ|j)

lF̃k − 2B̃(i
kF̃ j)k

+γ̃ijB̃
klF̃kl + B̃ij(Fnn + trF)

)
. (C14c)
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The auxiliary tensors become

Fnn =f ′(Θ)
(
−KKΘ +W 2D̃kD̃

kΘ−WD̃kΘD̃kW

− V ′(Θ)
)

+
α̂M2

4
∗RRf ′(Θ)2 +KΘ

2f ′′(Θ) ,

(C15a)

Fi =(D̃iKΘ)f ′(Θ)− (Ãij +
1

3
Kγ̃ij)(D̃

jΘ)f ′(Θ)

+KΘ(D̃iΘ)f ′′(Θ) , (C15b)

F̃ ij =W 2Fij

=− (Ãij +
1

3
Kγ̃ij)KΘf

′(Θ) +W 2(DiDjΘ)f ′(Θ)

+W 2(D̃iΘ)(D̃jΘ)f ′′(Θ) , (C15c)

where we have rescaled Fij by W 2 for convenience and

introduced the rescaled quantity F i = W 2F̃ i . Fi-
nally, the trace of the spatial projection is given by
trF = γijFij = γ̃ijF̃ ij and

DiDjΘ =
D̃kΘ

W

(
γ̃ki(D̃jW ) + γ̃kj(D̃iW )− γ̃ij(D̃kW )

)
+D̃iD̃jΘ . (C16)

Appendix D: Snapshots of numerical simulations

In this section we present 2D snapshots of our simula-
tions to depict the growth of the scalar field around a BH
with spin a/M = 0.99 at times t/M = {0, 100, 200}; see
Figs. 19, 20, 21 and 22. These snapshots are complemen-
tary to those shown in Sec. IV (namely Figs. 7, 8, 10, 11)
that displayed the late-time evolution of the field. In each
figure we present a set of frames with subpanels. The
frames on the left-hand side show the amplitude of the
scalar in the equatorial (i.e., x-y) plane while the frames
on the right-hand side correspond to the x-z plane (along
the rotation axis).

In Figs. 19 and 20, we present the snapshots of a mas-
sive scalar field with µM = 0.42 evolving around a BH
with spin a/M = 0.99 to demonstrate how the initial con-
figuration slowly grows into the oscillating scalar cloud
presented in Fig. 7. The frames are in the order de-
scribed above. The left panel of each frame corresponds
to a massive scalar field minimally coupled to gravity,
i.e., in GR. The right panel of each frame depicts the
massive dCS scalar. At large scales, one can hardly ob-
serve any difference between the two simulations. On the
other hand, the close-up in Fig. 20 shows how an axis-
symmetric dipole forms early on in massive dCS. The
growth of this dipole is absent in GR and qualitatively
resembles the dipolar scalar hair that BHs grow in mass-
less dCS. Thus, we conclude that the dipole configuration
is due to the nonminimal coupling between the massive
scalar and gravity via the Pontryagin density. The latter
sources the axis-symmetric scalar modes close to the BH,
where the curvature is strongest.

In Figs. 21 and 22, we compare snapshots of a massless
(left panels in each frame) and a massive (right panels in
each frame) dCS field. In the massless case, we observe
how the initial Gaussian perturbation with an l = m = 1
profile propagates outwards while a static, axi-symmetric
dipole hair is formed. In the massive case, instead, the
mass term traps scalar multipoles with ω̄ . µ in the
vicinity of the BH, and thus induces the formation of
an oscillating scalar cloud that connects smoothly to the
inner dipole.

The full animations made with these snapshots can be
found at [151].
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FIG. 19. GR vs massive dCS. Snapshots of massive scalar field Θ with µM = 0.42 coupled to a BH with a/M = 0.99 in the
xy plane (left) and xz plane (right) where z is the axis of rotation.
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FIG. 20. GR vs massive dCS – closeup. Snapshots of massive scalar field Θ with µM = 0.42 coupled to a BH with
a/M = 0.99 in the xy plane (left) and xz plane (right) where z is the axis of rotation.
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FIG. 21. dCS vs massive dCS. Snapshots of massive scalar field Θ with µM = 0.42 coupled to a BH with a/M = 0.99 in
the xy plane (left) and xz plane (right) where z is the axis of rotation.
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FIG. 22. dCS vs massive dCS – closeup. Snapshots of massive scalar field Θ with µM = 0.42 coupled to a BH with
a/M = 0.99 in the xy plane (left) and xz plane (right) where z is the axis of rotation.
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Abstract: We describe a new mechanism that gives rise to dissipation during cosmic in-

flation. In the simplest implementation, the mechanism requires the presence of a massive

scalar field with a softly-broken global U(1) symmetry, along with the inflaton field. Parti-

cle production in this scenario takes place on parametrically sub-horizon scales, at variance

with the case of dissipation into gauge fields. Consequently, the backreaction of the pro-

duced particles on the inflationary dynamics can be treated in a local manner, allowing

us to compute their effects analytically. We determine the parametric dependence of the

power spectrum which deviates from the usual slow-roll expression. Non-Gaussianities are

always sizeable whenever perturbations are generated by the noise induced by dissipation:

f eq
NL & O(10).
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1 Introduction

Inflation is the most compelling scenario for the early Universe. However, we are very

far from finding its explicit UV realization and its connection to the Standard Model. A

more modest goal, which is achievable in the foreseeable future, is to study the qualita-

tive features of inflation and test them with experiments. The amazing progress in the

search for B-modes [1–3] is going to reveal whether inflation occurred at high-energy, with

Planckian displacement of the inflaton, or at lower scales [4]. The possibility that pertur-

bations are generated by a scalar field different from the inflaton will be tested by local

non-Gaussianities [5–7], once the threshold f loc
NL ∼ 1 is reached (see for example [8–10]).

Equilateral non-Gaussianities will be able to test whether the inflaton perturbations travel

subluminally [11], although reaching f eq
NL ∼ 1 will require more patience (see for example

[9, 12]).

Another qualitative feature that one would like to test is whether the time-dependent

inflaton background dissipates energy, producing additional degrees of freedom. One pos-

sibility is that the produced degrees of freedom thermalize after the production: this is the

case of warm inflation, in which the inflaton coexists with a thermal plasma. This scenario

has a long history [13], but it found only recently a compelling, minimal realization [14].

Cosmological perturbations in this case are generated by the coupled evolution of the in-

flaton and the thermal bath. The model gives a rich phenomenology of non-Gaussianity,

detectable in a wide range of parameter space [15]. Another possibility is that the produced

degrees of freedom do not thermalize and this is the scenario we are going to explore in

this paper.

A simple mechanism for dissipation is given by the pseudoscalar coupling of the inflaton

φ with gauge fields: φFF̃ . This coupling is quite natural since it is compatible with the

approximate shift symmetry of the inflaton action. As explained by Anber and Sorbo [16],

around the time-dependent inflaton background the gauge fields develop an instabilility

and are copiously produced. This process backreacts on the inflaton, generating friction,

which adds to the usual Hubble friction. Cosmological perturbations do not arise from the

usual vacuum fluctuations but are given by fluctuations in gauge-field production.

The model we are going to study below can be seen as a scalar version of the gauge-

field scenario. A complex scalar χ develops a window of instability because of the interplay

between the mass term and a coupling i∂µφ (χ∂µχ∗ − χ∗∂µχ), which plays a role analogous

to the φFF̃ coupling described above.1 As always, there is more model-building flexibility

in dealing with scalars compared to gauge fields and this will allow us to address some

important drawbacks of the Anber–Sorbo model (at the price of less minimality).

The main qualitative difference between our scenario and the case of gauge-field in-

stability is that the window of instability in our case will be on scales much shorter than

Hubble, while in the vector case the instability persists until Hubble crossing. (The dy-

1A similar coupling appears also in the context of fermion production in axion inflation, where ∂µφ

couples to the fermionic current JµA = iψ̄γµγ5ψ of a (softly broken) axial U(1)A symmetry [17, 18].
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namics of χ will be studied in section 2, and appendices A and B.) This difference has

two important consequences. First, in a single Hubble patch, there are many short modes

produced by the instability. The average of many modes suppresses the power spectrum

(see section 3), while in the original Anber–Sorbo model one has to introduce a huge num-

ber of distinct gauge bosons in order to get an analogous suppression. The large number

also makes the statistics of perturbation close to Gaussian, by the central limit theorem,

and thus compatible with observations (see also [17, 18]). The second implication of pro-

ducing modes on short scales is that their response is much faster than Hubble and can

be treated as instantaneous. On the contrary, the typical timescale for the backreaction of

the gauge fields is the Hubble time: this introduces nonlocality in the equations, and more

importantly, gives rise to large oscillations of the background solution. The solution ceases

to be an attractor as recently understood both using numerical simulations and analytical

arguments; see [19] and references therein.

In our model, the effect of the produced degrees of freedom can be treated as a mod-

ification of the inflaton Lagrangian that is local in time (plus a noise term). From this

point of view, the model can be seen as an explicit realization of the general Effective

Field Theory (EFT) of dissipative inflation studied in [20]. The advantage of our setup is

that the production of the extra degrees of freedom is compatible with the inflaton shift

symmetry. In previous dissipative models, like trapped inflation [21], the production of

particles is associated with the breaking of the shift symmetry acting on the inflaton: in

this case one needs some additional model-building gymnastic to control the flatness of the

inflaton potential.

As for the other features discussed at the beginning, non-Gaussianity is the key ex-

perimental signal of dissipation. There are actually two sources of non-Gaussianity (see

section 4 and appendix D): one originating from the inflaton nonlinearities and the second

from the statistics of the noise. The first category has a contribution that depends on

the amount of dissipation: if the linear equation of motion contains a modified friction

(3H + γ)ϕ̇, then the nonlinear realization of Lorentz invariance implies a non-Gaussian

contribution with a size f eq
NL ∼ γ/H [20]. (This is similar to what happens when consid-

ering models where the inflaton has a reduced speed of propagation.) Therefore reaching

the threshold f eq
NL ∼ 1 will also test whether the inflaton perturbations have a sizeable

dissipation. In the model that we study in this paper, we also find that the interaction

of the inflaton with the noise generates f eq
NL & O(10), approximately independent of γ/H,

which might be within the reach of upcoming cosmological surveys. On the other hand,

the non-Gaussianity of the noise, which is also model-dependent and cannot be estimated

with EFT considerations, turns out to be subdominant in our setup.

Notation and Conventions. We work in mostly plus metric signature (−,+,+,+),

and natural units c = ~ = 1. We denote the reduced Planck mass by MPl = (8πG)−1/2.
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We adopt the Fourier convention

f(t, ~x) =

∫
d3~k

(2π)3
ei
~k·~x f(t,~k) . (1.1)

We will sometimes use the following shorthand:
∫
~k
≡
∫

d3~k
(2π)3

. We will denote with τ the

conformal time, defined by dτ = dt/a(t), where a is the scale factor.

2 Overview of the Mechanism and Background Evolution

We consider a complex scalar field χ which is charged under a (softly broken) global U(1)

symmetry. Since χ is not the inflaton candidate in our scenario, we will often refer to χ as

the Additional Degree Of Freedom (ADOF). The action describing the coupling between

the inflaton φ and the ADOF χ, in the presence of gravity, is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
M2

PlR−
1

2
(∂φ)2 − V (φ)− |∂χ|2 +M2|χ|2

− i∂µφ
f

(χ∂µχ∗ − χ∗∂µχ)− 1

2
m2(χ2 + χ∗2)

]
. (2.1)

This model was also considered in [22], in the context of cosmological collider physics [23,

24], in the limit of small backreaction from the produced χ quanta. In the above, M , m,

and f have mass dimensions +1. We have also chosen an unusual sign of the mass term

M2|χ|2 for later convenience. We will confirm below that this choice is safe in the sense

that it does not induce any tachyonic instability for the superhorizon modes. In the absence

of the last term in eq. (2.1), the action is exactly invariant under the U(1) transformation

χ → eiα χ, with α ∈ R. Thanks to this enhanced symmetry, the hierarchy m2 � M2—

which we assume below—is protected against large radiative corrections. The inflaton

potential V (φ) is the only source of breaking of the shift symmetry φ → φ + constant,

which becomes exact in the limit in which V is φ-independent. We will also assume that

V (φ) is even under φ→ −φ, in such a way that the action (2.1) enjoys the following exact

symmetry: φ→ −φ and χ→ χ∗.2

To simplify the presentation, we have kept operators only up to dimension-5 in eq. (2.1).

As we will see later, we must assume that m2 and M2 are functions of (∂φ)2—which pre-

serves the φ shift symmetry—and thereby include certain dimension-6 and higher contri-

butions, while still demanding a controlled EFT. In addition, for simplicity, we will only

consider quadratic terms in χ.

It is useful to formulate our model also in terms of the EFT of inflation [11, 25]. The

χ sector is described in unitary gauge by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
− |∂χ|2 + M2|χ|2 − iρ

(
χ∂0χ∗ − χ∗∂0χ

)
− 1

2
m2(χ2 + χ∗2)

]
. (2.2)

2This will be relevant in section 2.3.1 (see, in particular, footnote 8) and appendix C.
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where φ̇0(t) ≡ ρf . The masses M2 and m2 will in general depend on g00 (we are going

to need only the unperturbed value and the first perturbation, proportional to (g00 + 1)).

The only new ingredient is the presence of a 1-derivative operator for χ. This operator is

possible only in the presence of two (real) scalars, otherwise it reduces to a total derivative,

and opens up the possibility of a window of instability for χ.

2.1 Homogeneous Solution and Particle Production

In this section, we study the equation of motion for χ on the unperturbed, homoge-

neous, and isotropic inflationary background. We will denote the time-dependent back-

ground profile for φ as φ0(t), and work at the leading order in the slow-roll approximation,

i.e., |Ḣ| � H2 and |φ̈0| � H|φ̇0|. Without loss of generality, we will assume that φ̇0 > 0.

As we will see, for certain choices of the parameters in the model (2.1), the motion of the

inflaton φ induces instabilities in the ADOF sector and leads to a significant production

of χ particles. We discuss the slow-roll background evolution and backreaction effects in

more detail in section 2.3 below.

We start with the χ equation of motion, obtained from the action (2.1):

�χ+
2i

f
∇µφ∇µχ+

(
M2 + i

�φ
f

)
χ−m2χ∗ = 0 . (2.3)

We also write χ in terms of two real fields χ1 and χ2,

χ ≡ χ1 + iχ2√
2

, (2.4)

and set φ0(t) ≡ ρft, where ρ has mass dimension +1. Then, rescaling the field components

χ1 and χ2 as χi ≡ σi/a
3/2, for i = 1, 2, the ADOF equation of motion (2.3) on the

homogeneous background φ0(t) takes the form:

σ̈1 −
~∇2σ1

a2
−
(
M2 −m2 +

9H2

4

)
σ1 − 2ρσ̇2 = 0 , (2.5a)

σ̈2 −
~∇2σ2

a2
−
(
M2 +m2 +

9H2

4

)
σ2 + 2ρσ̇1 = 0 . (2.5b)

We can decompose σ1 and σ2 in terms of creation and annihilation operators as

σi(t, ~x) =

∫
d3~k

(2π)3
ei
~k·~x
[
(Fk(t))ij âj(~k) + (F ∗k (t))ij â

†
j(−~k)

]
, (2.6)

where Fk(t) is a 2×2 matrix, whose elements are functions of k and t, and â(~k) is a 2-vector

of annihilation operators (see appendix A for details). To solve for the mode function matrix

Fk(t) on the inflationary background we will use the standard WKB approximation. This

assumes that the coefficients in (2.5) depend so weakly on time that all the time dependence

in Fk(t) is essentially encoded in a common phase factor ei
∫
ω±dt. The (time-dependent)

WKB frequencies ω± are given by

ω2
± =

(√
k2

a2
+ µ2 ± ρ

)2

− m4

4ρ2
, (2.7)
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Instability band

Figure 1. The blue thick line is the plot of ω2
− as a function of time (in arbitrary units) for fixed

k and given choice of the mass parameters in (2.7). The thin red line is instead a sketch of the

profile of the corresponding mode function. Note that, at very early times, ω2
− > 0 and the mode

behaves as a plane wave satisfying the standard Bunch–Davies initial condition (the amplitude is

too small to be visible in the plot). After entering the instability band (t1 < t < t2), ω2
− turns

negative and the mode starts growing exponentially. For t > t2, the mode oscillates again, but with

a much larger amplitude. Its relative enhancement compared to the early-time wave amplitude can

be read off from the WKB solution (2.11).

where we defined

µ2 ≡ ρ2 −M2 − 9H2

4
+
m4

4ρ2
. (2.8)

Corrections to the leading WKB solution can be systematically accounted for by solving

for the time dependence of the amplitude of the mode functions. We review in detail the

derivation of the WKB solution (up to the desired order) in appendix B. Here, we just

report the result and comment on the aspects that will be useful in the following. First we

note that, provided

m2 < M2 +
9H2

4
< ρ2 +

m4

4ρ2
< 2ρ2 , (2.9)

the mode function corresponding to ω− develops an instability, i.e., ω2
− < 0, when the

physical momentum k/a takes values in the finite range (see figure 1)

−m2 +M2 +
9

4
H2 <

k2

a2
< m2 +M2 +

9

4
H2 . (2.10)

This does not happen for the ω+ mode which satisfies ω2
+ > 0 at all times. We can write

the full WKB solution by first identifying the points in time where ω2
− = 0 for a fixed

momentum k. We denote these two points by t1 and t2 (t1 < t2). The WKB solution

can thus be obtained by solving the equation for Fk(t) away from t1 and t2, such that the

solution is well defined and not singular, and by then performing the matching across t1
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and t2. The final result can be summarized as follows:

Fk(t) =



(
~Q+ , i ~Q+

)
e−i

∫ t ω+ +

(
~Q− , −i ~Q−

)
e−i

∫ t ω− , t < t1

e−iθ1
(
~Q− , −i ~Q−

)
e
∫ t
t1
|ω−|, t1 < t < t2

e−iθ1+πξ

[(
~Q− , −i ~Q−

)
e
−i

∫ t
t2
ω− +i

(
~Q∗− , −i ~Q∗−

)
e

+i
∫ t
t2
ω−

]
, t > t2

(2.11)

where we introduced the phase θ1 =
∫ t1 dt′ ω−(t′). The 2-vectors ~Q±, denoting the columns

of the matrices in (2.11), and the growth exponent ξ can be read off from eqs. (B.8) and

(B.18), respectively. Note that in the second and third line of (2.11) we omitted to write

explicitly the terms involving the ω+ modes, whose amplitudes are exponentially suppressed

compared to the ω− ones, and are therefore negligible. Since the ω+ modes will play no

role in the following discussion, we will neglect them altogether, and from now on drop

the minus subscript on the growing modes. Those frequencies will be denoted simply by ω

instead of ω−. We will reinstate the full notation when explicitly needed.

2.2 Local Response and Hierarchies

The instability in the χ spectrum occurs whenever the conditions (2.9) are satisfied. In the

following, to simplify the analysis, we will consider physical situations in which the particle

production happens on scales much shorter than the Hubble size. In particular, we will

require the time scale for dissipation induced by the ADOF to be much smaller than H−1.

This is a necessary condition in order to be able to describe the dissipative dynamics of

the system in a local approximation and to neglect memory effects.

Working in a local regime has multiple advantages. First, a delayed response to a

change in the inflaton velocity, which is generically expected whenever the typical time

scale of particle production becomes comparable to H−1, is absent in a local regime. This

can avoid the possible presence of additional resonances and instabilities. These latter

effects have been, for instance, explicitly seen in the context of axion inflation [19, 26, 27],

where oscillatory features have been found in the inflaton velocity and the gauge-field

spectrum, as a result of a nonlocal response. On the other hand, locality will allow us to

obtain an analytic description of the dynamics of the perturbations [20]. In addition, in the

strong-backreaction regime, the local approximation provides a natural way of suppressing

potentially large contributions in the induced scalar correlators, without the need of a large

number of ADOFs [16], as we will explicitly see in section 3.

To this end, we require that the χ modes enter the instability phase when they are

still subhorizon, i.e.,
k

a
∼M � H . (2.12)
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In addition, a necessary condition for locality is that the instability band is narrow in

Hubble units, i.e.,

H(t2 − t1) ∼ ∆(k/a)

k/a
∼ m2

M2
� 1 , (2.13)

where we have used ∆(k/a) ∼ m2/M . We are interested in cases with significant particle

production. Therefore, we require the parameter ξ in the exponential factor eπξ in eq. (2.11)

to be ξ & O(1). Using eq. (2.13) in the expression for ξ in eq. (B.18), we obtain:

ξ ' m4

8HρM2
& O(1) . (2.14)

Note that, from eqs. (2.9), (2.12), and (2.13), it follows that m� ρ and M . ρ. Thus, the

inequality (2.14) can be satisfied only if we assume that H � m.

As we will explicitly see later on, the equation for the inflaton perturbations is modified

by particle production. One effect that is induced is an additional friction term. The

requirement that such extra friction coefficient is moderately, but not exponentially, large

implies that (see eq. (3.12))3

e2πξ M
2

f2
. 1 =⇒ f �M . (2.15)

The previous conditions are schematically summarized by the following hierarchy:

f � ρ &M � m� H . (2.16)

Although necessary, we stress that (2.16) is not sufficient to completely ensure the absence

of nonlocal effects in our setup. Couplings of the inflaton to conserved quantities or opera-

tors with constant averages over long time scales can generically still induce long-distance

effects and delayed response. We will come back to this point with a concrete example

when we discuss more about locality in section 3.

Without loss of generality, for the sake of the presentation, we will assume from now

on that the scales ρ and M are of the same order, and use them interchangeably in the

estimates below, dropping irrelevant order-one factors.

2.3 Backreaction Effects and Slow-roll Background Evolution

The exponentially amplified χ modes will eventually backreact on the inflationary evolu-

tion. At the background level, two main types of backreaction effects can be distinguished.

First, the large production of χ particles extracts energy from the inflaton, providing a new

source of dissipation that can potentially overcome the Hubble friction in the φ0 equation

of motion. In addition, the energy density of the produced particles contributes to the

Friedmann equations. In this work, we will mainly focus on the large-backreaction regime

in which the dissipation due to χ production becomes comparable to, or larger than, the

3More precisely, using eq. (3.12) we find γ/H ∼ ξ2 exp(2πξ)M2/f2. The requirement of γ & H, but

with γ not larger than 102H (see eq. (4.14)), gives the relation in eq. (2.15).
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standard Hubble friction. In such a regime, the inflationary evolution is dominated, in large

part, by dissipation into the ADOF sector, deviating from the standard slow-roll scenario

at least by an order-one amount. On the other hand, we will require the energy density of

the χ modes in the Friedmann equations to be subleading compared to the inflaton energy

density, which remains dominated by the inflaton potential.

To be as general as possible, we will allow M2 and m2 to depend on φ through the shift-

symmetric combination X ≡ −(∂φ)2/(2ρ2f2).4 The action (2.1) should thus be regarded

as an effective theory with a cutoff scale Λ ' (ρf)1/2. In particular, we will expand the

functions M2(X) and m2(X) in derivatives as

M2(X) = M2
0

(
c0 + c1

(∂φ)2

ρ2f2
+ . . .

)
, m2(X) = m2

0

(
c′0 + c′1

(∂φ)2

ρ2f2
+ . . .

)
, (2.17)

where cn and c′n are order-one couplings, while M0 ∼ ρ and m0 � ρ, as in the hierarchy

(2.16).5 Note that, on the background solution φ0(t) = ρft, the Xn terms with n > 1 in

the expansions (2.17) provide at most order-one corrections to the leading n = 0 terms,

i.e., M ∼M0 and m ∼ m0.

From the action (2.1), we can now compute the equations of motion for φ, which after

using (2.3), can be cast in the form

∇µ
[(

1 +
|χ|2

ρ2f2
(M2

X − 2ρ2)− 1

2ρ2f2
(χ2 + χ∗2)m2

X

)
∇µφ

]
− V ′(φ) +

im2

f
(χ2 − χ∗2) = 0 ,

(2.18)

where we introduced the shorthand notation M2
X ≡

dM2

dX and m2
X ≡

dm2

dX . The energy-

momentum tensor for the matter fields is

Tµν =

[
1 +

|χ|2

ρ2f2
M2
X −

1

2ρ2f2
(χ2 + χ∗2)m2

X

]
∂µφ∂νφ+ 2∂(µχ∂ν)χ

∗

+
2i

f
∂(µφ

(
χ∂ν)χ

∗ − χ∗∂ν)χ
)

+ gµνL , (2.19)

where L is the Lagrangian density in (2.1).

Backreaction effects induced by the ADOF can be accounted for by taking the ex-

pectation values of the χ operators in the Friedmann equations. Using (2.19), where we

evaluate φ and the metric on the background, we find the Friedmann equations

3M2
PlH

2 =
φ̇2

0

2
+ V +

〈
|χ̇|2

〉
+

1

a2

〈
|∂iχ|2

〉
−
(
M2 −XM2

X

) 〈
|χ|2

〉
+ iρ 〈χχ̇∗ − χ̇χ∗〉+

1

2

(
m2 −Xm2

X

) 〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
, (2.20)

4In fact, as we will explicitly discuss in section 2.4, having M2 and m2 nontrivial functions of X is not

just for the sake of generality, but is a necessary ingredient for the background solution to be an attractor.
5A careful reader might have noticed that the first operator in the second line of eq. (2.1) enters at a

scale f that is parametrically larger than Λ, associated with the Xn terms in the expansions (2.17). We

stress that this is a consistent choice, since such an operator is the only one that breaks the Z2 symmetry

φ→ −φ and cannot, therefore, be generated quantum mechanically from the other Z2-symmetric operators

in the action.
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−M2
PlḢ =

φ̇2
0

2
+
〈
|χ̇|2

〉
+

1

3a2

〈
|∂iχ|2

〉
+XM2

X

〈
|χ|2

〉
+ iρ 〈χχ̇∗ − χ̇χ∗〉− 1

2
Xm2

X

〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
,

(2.21)

while the background equation for the inflaton takes the form

1

a3
∂t

[(
1 +

〈
|χ|2

〉
ρ2f2

(M2
X − 2ρ2)− 1

2ρ2f2

〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
m2
X

)
a3φ̇0

]
+V ′(φ)− im

2

f

〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
= 0 .

(2.22)

We stress that, in eqs. (2.20), (2.21), and (2.22), the quantities X, M2, m2 and derivatives

thereof are implicitly all meant to be computed on φ0(t).

2.3.1 Computation of the Expectation Values and Slow-roll Conditions

We will now compute the average of the operators appearing in the background equations

(2.20)–(2.22). We will see that it is possible to identify two different types of operators,

depending on whether they have nontrivial support only on sub-Hubble scales or not.

Let us start by estimating the expectation value
〈
|χ|2

〉
. Using the definition χ ≡ σ/a3/2

and eq. (2.6), we can write〈
|χ|2

〉
=

1

2

〈
χ2

1 + χ2
2

〉
=

1

4π2a3

∫
dk k2

(
[Fk(t) · F †k (t)]11 + [Fk(t) · F †k (t)]22

)
. (2.23)

The average (2.23) is a sum over all χ modes. To get an estimate, we shall neglect the

integral over the modes that, with sufficiently large k ≡ |~k|, have not entered the instability

phase at a given time t yet, and we shall focus instead only on those whose amplitudes

are exponentially enhanced. This provides a ‘UV cutoff’, set by the scale k/a ∼M , up to

which we shall compute the integral (2.23). Using (2.11) for t > t1 and (B.8), the leading

contribution to eq. (2.23) is, by simple dimensional analysis,〈
|χ|2

〉
' e2πξ

4π2a3

∫
dk k2|Q−|2 '

e2πξ

4π2
M2 , (2.24)

where we neglected oscillatory terms and used the fact that the integral gets contributions

from all k/a’s from small values up to the scale M (see figure 2).6

Next, we look at the operator χ2 + χ∗2. Its expectation value can be written as〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
=
〈
χ2

1 − χ2
2

〉
=

1

2π2a3

∫
dk k2

(
[Fk(t) · F †k (t)]11 − [Fk(t) · F †k (t)]22

)
. (2.25)

We note that
〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
is subdominant compared to 〈|χ|2〉 since the former vanishes in

the limit of m→ 0.7 In particular, following the same steps as in (2.24), we obtain〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
' e2πξ

4π2
m2 . (2.26)

6Note that the integrand in (2.24) has a nonzero (almost) constant average on Hubble scales and can

therefore induce a nonlocal response at the level of the perturbations. In other words, a change in the

inflaton velocity can affect
〈
|χ|2

〉
at much later times. We will discuss in section 3 under what conditions

these nonlocal effects can be absent.
7One can check that for m = 0 it is possible to decouple the two fields by means of a suitable field

redefinition which implies
〈
χ2
1

〉
=
〈
χ2
2

〉
.
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Figure 2. Numerical plots of the integrands in eqs. (2.23) (left) and (2.28) (right), as functions of

k/(aH), for the computation of the expectation values of
〈
|χ|2

〉
and

〈
−i(χ2 − χ∗2)

〉
, respectively.

The vertical scale is arbitrary. For the plots we have set the instability scale at k/(aH) ∼ 400. We

can distinctly distinguish two types of behavior: the function oscillates either around zero (right) or

around a nonzero value (left). This implies that, when we compute the integral in eq. (2.23) to get〈
|χ|2

〉
, all modes with k/(aH) ≤ 400 will contribute. Instead, only the modes localized around the

instability window will be relevant for the integral (2.28) for
〈
−i(χ2 − χ∗2)

〉
, while all the others

will average out.

Furthermore, taking into account the different dimensionful prefactors multiplying the two

operators in eqs. (2.20)–(2.22), it follows that the terms proportional to
〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
in

(2.20)–(2.22) are even more suppressed compared to
〈
|χ|2

〉
:

m2
X

〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
(M2

X − 2ρ2) 〈|χ|2〉
' m4

ρ4
� 1 , (2.27)

where we have assumed M2
X − 2ρ2 ∼M2 and m2

X ∼ m2.

Following the same logic, it is instructive to consider the operator (χ2−χ∗2) appearing

in (2.22), and compare its expectation value with (2.24) and (2.26). We have:

− i
〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
= 2 〈χ1χ2〉 =

1

2π2a3

∫
dk k2[Fk(t) · F †k (t)]12 . (2.28)

As opposed to
〈
|χ|2

〉
and

〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
, the integrand in (2.28) oscillates around a zero

mean value as a function of k/a, except for the finite range of k/a where the modes are

exponentially enhanced. In other words, the leading contribution to the integral (2.28) has

support over the instability window only (see figure 2). We can thus estimate:

− i
〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
' e2πξ

2π2
m2 , (2.29)

where we used eqs. (2.12) and (2.13), and set ρ 'M . We provide additional details on the

derivation of (2.29) in appendix C, where we show in particular that assuming φ̇0 > 0 the

right-hand side of (2.29) has positive sign, i.e.,

− i
〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
> 0 , (2.30)
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which will be relevant below. Comparing with the
〈
|χ|2

〉
contribution in eq. (2.22),

Hφ̇0
f2

〈
|χ|2

〉
im2

f 〈χ2 − χ∗2〉
' Hρ3

m4
' 1

8ξ
. 1 , (2.31)

which using eq. (2.14) turns out to be smaller than unity.

Similarly to (2.24), (2.26) and (2.29), one can straightforwardly obtain a dimensional-

analysis estimate for all the other operators in the equations (2.20)–(2.22). In the end, the

Friedmann equations reduce to

3M2
PlH

2 ' φ̇2
0

2
+ V +

e2πξ

4π2
M4, (2.32)

−M2
PlḢ '

φ̇2
0

2
+

e2πξ

4π2
M4. (2.33)

For the inflaton background equation (2.22), we find that the leading contribution comes

from the last term in (2.22) (see eqs. (2.27) and (2.31)). As a result, it reduces to

3Hφ̇0 + V ′ +
e2πξ

2π2

m4

f
' 0 . (2.34)

Note that, from eq. (2.30), it follows that the sign of the last term in (2.34) is consistent

with the sign of 3Hφ̇0, as it should be in order for it to be interpreted as a standard friction

in the inflation dynamics.8

As anticipated, we focus on the large-backreaction regime Hφ̇0 . e2πξm4/(2π2f), in

such a way that we can disregard Hφ̇0 in (2.34). As a result, we obtain

2πξ ' ln

∣∣∣∣2π2fV ′

m4

∣∣∣∣ . (2.35)

On the other hand, we require the energy density to be dominated by the inflaton potential,

like in the standard slow-roll paradigm, i.e.,

V � φ̇2
0 ,

e2πξ

4π2
M4 (2.36)

in such a way that M2
PlH

2 ' V and ε ≡ −Ḣ/H2 � 1.

2.4 Exponential Growth and Attractor Behavior

As a result of the instability, the amplitude of one of the two modes of the χ field grows

exponentially during the intermediate phase t1 < t < t2. After t2, the amplitude of the

8Recall that we have been working under the assumption that φ̇0 > 0. However, from the symmetry

{φ → −φ, χ → χ∗} of the action (2.1), it automatically follows that the same holds true even if we had

chosen to work with the opposite convention φ̇0 < 0. In fact, by definition, performing the transformation

{φ→ −φ, χ→ χ∗} nothing can change. Therefore, since the left-hand side of (2.29) flips sign, its right-hand

side must flip sign as well, i.e., it must be odd in φ̇0.
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unstable mode gets enhanced by a factor eπξ, with ξ defined in eq. (B.18). Using the

hierarchy (2.16), the exponent ξ scales approximately as9

ξ ' m4f

8Hφ̇0M2
. (2.37)

A necessary condition for the system to evolve toward an attractor is that ξ should be a

monotonically increasing function of the inflaton velocity, i.e., the friction and the energy

injected into the χ sector should grow as φ̇0 grows. Using the expansions (2.17), it is

easy to choose the couplings cn and c′n in such a way that dξ/dφ̇0 > 0 for values of the

parameters that satisfy the condition (2.16). In the following, we will always work under

this assumption of monotonicity of ξ(φ̇0).

3 Perturbation Theory and Power Spectrum

3.1 Inflaton Perturbations

We next expand the fields in perturbations and study their dynamics around the inflation-

ary background. We will neglect for simplicity the mixing with gravity and focus on the

scalar perturbations only. In this section we will study linear perturbations and postpone

the discussion of beyond-linear-order perturbations to section 4.

Defining the inflaton fluctuation as ϕ(t, ~x) ≡ φ(t, ~x) − φ0(t) and using eq. (2.18), the

linearized equation for ϕ can be schematically written as,

Dϕ(t, ~x) = O[χ; t]− 〈O〉ϕ=0 (3.1)

where the differential operator D is given by

D ≡−
[
1 +
〈|χ|2〉
ρ2f2

(
M2
X − 2ρ2

)
− 1

2ρ2f2
〈χ2 + χ∗2〉m2

X

]
�+ V ′′

+

(
〈|χ|2〉
ρ2f2

M2
XX −

1

2ρ2f2
〈χ2 + χ∗2〉m2

XX

)
1

a3
∂t(a

3∂t)−
i

ρf2
〈χ2 − χ∗2〉m2

X∂t ,

(3.2)

where we have kept only the leading contributions in the quasi-de Sitter approximation.

For instance, we neglected the slow-roll suppressed terms φ̈0 � Hφ̇0, 〈∂t|χ|2〉 � H〈|χ|2〉,
and 〈∂t(χ2 + χ∗2)〉 � H〈χ2 + χ∗2〉. Following the discussion in section 2.3.1 and using the

hierarchy (2.16), the operator D can be significantly simplified:10

Dϕ ' ϕ̈+

(
3H − i

ρf2
〈χ2 − χ∗2〉m2

X

)
ϕ̇−

(
∂2
i

a2
− V ′′

)
ϕ , (3.4)

9See also eq. (B.19). Note that in (2.37) we reinstated the inflaton velocity φ̇0.
10This will become more clear in section 3.2 below. To see this explicitly, one can consider the limit

2πξ � 1. From eqs. (2.24), (2.27), and (2.29) it follows in fact that

〈|χ|2〉
f2

' 1

32π

γ/H

ξ2
� 1 ,

m2
X

ρ2f2
〈χ2 + χ∗2〉 � 〈|χ|

2〉
f2

� 1 ,
i

ρf2H
〈χ2 − χ∗2〉m2

X '
γ/H

2πξ
� 1 , (3.3)

where γ is defined in eq. (3.12). However, analogous conclusions hold also in the other cases mentioned in

section 3.2 that allow to achieve a local dynamics in the system.

– 13 –



with the value of
〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
given in eq. (2.29). To get (3.4) we have assumed that

M2
XX ∼M2

X ∼M2 and m2
XX ∼ m2

X ∼ m2.

The quantity O[χ; t] on the right-hand side of eq. (3.1) is a composite operator that

depends quadratically on χ, and acts as a source term in (3.1). More concretely, it can be

seen from eq. (2.18) that there are five different quadratic combinations of χ contributing

to O[χ; t]: |χ|2, (χ2 + χ∗2), ∂t|χ|2, ∂t(χ
2 + χ∗2) and (χ2 − χ∗2). For each of them we can

identify two types of contributions [20]:

O − 〈O〉ϕ=0 = δOS + δOR . (3.5)

δOS ≡ [O − 〈O〉]ϕ=0 is the stochastic, or noise, contribution and represents intrinsic in-

homogeneities in O that would be present even in the absence of ϕ perturbations, i.e.,

deviations from the expectation value due to quantum fluctuations of the ADOF. The two-

and three-point correlation functions induced by δOS will be studied in sections 3.5 and

4.2 respectively (see also appendix D). On the other hand, δOR is the response contribu-

tion, which corresponds to the change induced by inflaton perturbations, originating from

the fact that the fields φ and χ are coupled. In other words, δOR can be expressed as a

functional of ϕ.11 More precisely, at linear level and for long-mode inflaton perturbations,

the response δOR simply corresponds to the variation of the expectation value 〈O〉 due to

a change in the inflaton velocity. It can be written as an integral over the history of ϕ̇ (see

footnote 11), subject to some kernel KO(t, t′):

δOR(t,~k) = δ 〈O〉 (t,~k) =

∫
dt′KO(t, t′) ϕ̇~k(t

′) . (3.6)

The integral in eq. (3.6) depends in principle on higher derivatives of ϕ as well, but those are

suppressed as long as we restrict ourselves to slowly-varying and long-wavelength inflaton

perturbations, compared to the instability scale. In this limit, it is possible to extend the

WKB solution for χ to include effects of ϕ.12 Then, one can use it to compute δOR by

expanding the expectation value of O to linear order in ϕ. Note that the particular form

of the kernel depends crucially on the structure of the operator in terms of χ, i.e., the five

different combinations listed above.

Given the above discussion, eq. (3.1) is thus in general an integro-differential equation

for ϕ, sourced by the stochastic fluctuation δOS .13 However, a simplification can be made

11Note that, since Lorentz invariance is broken only spontaneously by φ̇0 (and there are no other sources

of breaking) and since φ is a shift-symmetric scalar, O can be unambiguously covariantized. Therefore, to

the leading order in derivatives, it is a functional of the Lorentz scalar ∂µφ∂
µφ [20]. Thus δOR depends on

ϕ through the combination φ̇0ϕ̇+ ϕ̇2/2− (∂iϕ)2/(2a2). We will come back to this in section 4.
12The extension of the WKB procedure is immediate for homogeneous inflaton perturbations: we just

replace φ0 → φ0 +ϕ(t). However, for inhomogeneous perturbations one has to resort to eq. (2.3) and apply

general eikonal methods [28].
13Note that, even at linear order in the inflaton perturbation, this equation contains a convolution over

spatial momenta, which is hidden inside the kernel KO. This is a consequence of the fact that χ does not

have a zero mode at the level of the background. Note that this convolution remains even for spatially

homogeneous inflaton configurations.
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so that we do not need to deal with eq. (3.1) in its general form. As we will argue in

the following subsection, it is possible to consider a situation in which only one particular

operator, (χ2 − χ∗2), on the right-hand side of eq. (3.1) is relevant. For this operator the

response is local, i.e., the kernel KO is approximately proportional to a delta function, and

therefore eq. (3.1) is an ordinary differential equation.

3.2 Local vs. Nonlocal Response

Among the five different operators that appear on the right-hand side of eq. (3.1), we will

argue that |χ|2 and (χ2 +χ∗2) behave in a similar way, and likewise ∂t|χ|2 and ∂t(χ
2 +χ∗2).

Therefore, we shall focus just on the three operators |χ|2, ∂t|χ|2, and (χ2−χ∗2). One main

qualitative difference among them is that, as it follows from section 2.3.1 and figure 2, the

expectation value of the first one is sensitive to modes with momenta in a broad range of

order of the Hubble scale, while the latter two dominantly receive contributions only from

modes localized on a parametrically shorter range of scales, around the instability window.

This distinction is physically relevant, because that is what discriminates between local

and nonlocal behaviors.

To understand this, let us take the expectation value of these operators on the back-

ground solution φ̇0(t) and imagine slightly perturbing the inflaton velocity by adding a

homogeneous fluctuation ϕ̇(t). Now consider for instance 〈|χ|2〉, which can be computed

using eq. (2.23) with the mode functions including the effect of the slowly varying infla-

ton velocity. Every mode in the integration of eq. (2.23) is exponentially sensitive to the

value of the inflaton velocity around the time the mode becomes unstable, i.e., the time of

crossing the turning points. Therefore, one could interpret the integral over k in eq. (2.23)

as an integral over the history of the inflaton velocity. However, as shown in figure 2, the

result is sensitive to a wide range of scales. This suggests that the response of |χ|2 cannot

be described in a local approximation. In contrast,
〈
−i(χ2 − χ∗2)

〉
is expected to be local:

as evident from the right panel in figure 2, the main contribution to the result comes from

a narrow range of scales around the instability window, which is parametrically shorter

than a Hubble time.

What we just described can be seen explicitly in figure 3,14 where we compare the

responses of |χ2| and (χ2 − χ∗2) to a change in the inflaton velocity φ̇0. One could easily

imagine that this result is extendable to the case of long-wavelength, but inhomogeneous,

perturbations, although this would require a more sophisticated analysis.

The situation with the operator (χ2 + χ∗2) is similar to the one of |χ|2. A similar plot

as in figure 2 for the (χ2+χ∗2) operator reveals that there are oscillations in k/(aH) around

a nonzero average after the instability band. This means that (χ2 + χ∗2) has a nonlocal

14The reason why we get an undershoot in the response plots in figure 3 is that, in order to avoid expensive

numerical calculations, the separation between the instability scale and the Hubble scale is taken not huge.

Therefore, in our code, a perturbation with a wavelength λ fraction of a Hubble time is not precisely a long

mode. We expect that in the limit H/m→ 0 responses become more and more similar to a step function,

like the driving perturbation.
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Figure 3. Numerical solutions for the expectation values
〈
|χ|2

〉
(left) and

〈
−i(χ2 − χ∗2)

〉
(right),

assuming that the inflaton velocity (dashed line) has a step ϕ̇ ∝ tanh(t/λ) with λ = 0.1H−1. While〈
|χ|2

〉
requires more than a Hubble time to reach the asymptotic value,

〈
−i(χ2 − χ∗2)

〉
responds

to the step function in a fraction of a Hubble time. This confirms locality of the response for the

latter as opposed to the former operator. In the plots, units of the vertical axes are arbitrary.

response as well. On the other hand, for both ∂t|χ|2 and ∂t(χ
2 + χ∗2), the oscillations

happen around zero—very similarly to the case of (χ2 − χ∗2) shown in figure 2—thanks

to the time derivative which eliminates the nonzero average. Therefore, both ∂t|χ|2 and

∂t(χ
2 + χ∗2) have local responses.

Having a nonlocal response in the model has some negative aspects. First of all, it

makes an analytic treatment very complicated. More importantly, it is very likely that the

system would exhibit a resonant instability for the inflaton perturbations. The situation

would then be similar to the case of axion inflation where such instabilities are present, as

recently illustrated in [19, 26, 27, 29].

Keeping the above discussion in mind, we now describe some possible ways in which

we can suppress nonlocal response in the system. The first option is to take 2πξ � 1, while

keeping
〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
m2/(fHφ̇0) ' e2πξm4/(Hρf2) fixed. This suppresses parametrically

the nonlocal response of Hφ̇0
f2
|χ|2 compared to im2

f (χ2−χ∗2) in the linearized eq. (3.1). As

a byproduct, in this limit the response of the (local) operator ∂t|χ|2 is also negligible.15 As

a result, (χ2 − χ∗2) becomes the leading source, not only for the background in eq. (2.34),

but also for perturbations in eq. (3.1).

Alternatively, one could allow for a moderate ‘fine tuning’. Choosing the couplings in

(2.17) in such a way that M2
X = 2ρ2 allows in principle to remove the nonlocal operator

15Recall that 〈∂t|χ|2〉 is slow-roll suppressed. This implies in particular that, in linear response theory,

the operator ρ
f
∂t|χ|2 will not induce any ϕ̇ term in the equation (3.1). It may however, and in general will,

generate a ϕ̈ term, which would correspond to a modification to the sound speed cs. Nevertheless, using

the WKB solution (2.11) and the hierarchy (2.16), one finds that δc2s � 1 in the limit 2πξ � 1.
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|χ|2 (as well as ∂t|χ|2) from eq. (2.18) altogether.16

Another possibility is to couple the ADOF χ to some other additional fields, which χ

can decay into on time scales much shorter than H−1, removing all nonlocality [20]. In this

case, one has to additionally require that such a coupling does not alter significantly the

process of χ production triggered by the inflaton. This can be done by properly choosing

the scale associated with this coupling that controls the decay rate.

For all these scenarios, the result is that the response of the system is local in time and

we can safely neglect all but the (χ2−χ∗2) operator to compute δOR. A similar conclusion

holds for δOS .17

The local approximation will be appropriate for the study of cosmological perturba-

tions, but it will break down if one is interested in inflaton perturbations that are much

shorter (and faster) than Hubble. For instance, if one starts from inhomogeneous initial

conditions, short-scale perturbations may be present and not amenable of a local descrip-

tion. In particular, these short perturbations may trigger oscillations similar to the ones

discussed in the case of gauge-field instability. However, these oscillations will be eventually

suppressed when modes become sufficiently long that the local description is appropriate,

as we will discuss momentarily. The situation is qualitatively similar to what happens in

non-dissipative models with an EFT cutoff: inflaton perturbations that are shorter than

the cutoff cannot be described within the EFT, but this does not preclude the calculation

of the cosmological correlators.

3.3 Linear Equation and Friction Coefficient

From the considerations of the previous section, it is possible to consider cases in which

we can focus only on the single composite operator (χ2 − χ∗2) on the right-hand side of

eq. (3.1) for which treating the response as local is a good approximation. Thus, with a

slight abuse of notation, we will just define

O ≡ −i(χ2 − χ∗2) . (3.8)

Using eqs. (2.18) and (3.4), the linearized equation of motion for ϕ reduces to

ϕ̈+

(
3H +

m2
X

ρf2
〈O〉

)
ϕ̇−

(
∂2
i

a2
− V ′′

)
ϕ = −m

2

f
(δOS + δOR) , (3.9)

16Note that the other nonlocal operator (χ2 + χ∗2) is already parametrically smaller than (χ2 − χ∗2).

Indeed, comparing the two terms in (2.22) yields

m2
X

ρ2f2

〈
χ2 + χ∗2

〉
Hφ̇0

m2

f
〈χ2 − χ∗2〉

∼ H

2ρ
� 1 (3.7)

and so is its response contribution to the right-hand side of (3.1). Note that the tuning M2
X = 2ρ2 is

however not fully robust against quantum loops, because the tree-level couplings cn and c′n in (2.17) get

order-one corrections from loop diagrams in the theory.
17One can check a posteriori by repeating the analysis of section 3.5 that, in the local approximation and

under the assumption of the hierarchy (2.16), the ϕ correlation functions induced by |χ|2, (χ2 +χ∗2), ∂t|χ|2

and ∂t(χ
2 + χ∗2) are suppressed compared to those sourced by (χ2 − χ∗2).
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where the operator O is now given in eq. (3.8). By virtue of the local approximation, its

response δOR can be easily computed as

δOR '
∂ 〈O〉
∂φ̇0

ϕ̇+O(ϕ2) . (3.10)

Hence, the ϕ equation (3.9) can be rewritten in Fourier space as

ϕ̈~k + (3H + γ)ϕ̇~k +

(
k2

a2
+ V ′′

)
ϕ~k = −m

2

f
δOS(~k) , (3.11)

where the additional friction coefficient γ is given by

γ '
m2
X

ρf2
〈O〉+

m2

f

∂ 〈O〉
∂φ̇0

' ξm4

πMf2
e2πξ , (3.12)

and where we used (2.29) and ∂ξ/∂φ̇0 ∼ ξ/(Mf). For later convenience, we can write

(3.11) in conformal time as

ϕ′′~k −
(

2

τ
+

γ

Hτ

)
ϕ′~k +

(
k2 +

V ′′

H2τ2

)
ϕ~k = − m2

fH2τ2
δOS(~k), (3.13)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to the conformal time τ . In the following,

we will focus primarily on the regime where the effect of dissipation due to the coupling

to the ADOF is larger than the standard Hubble friction, i.e., γ & 3H. In the opposite

regime γ � 6πξH, see eq. (2.34), dissipation becomes also irrelevant for the background

evolution: in this weak backreaction regime, the χ production is exponentially sensitive to

the parameters and as such it tends to be very scale dependent.

Before proceeding let us comment on an implicit simplification we made so far. We

are neglecting metric perturbations and working in the so-called decoupling limit (see [20]

for a discussion of the decoupling limit in the presence of dissipation). This is possible

in the limit in which the first Friedmann equation (2.32) is dominated by the potential,

with all deviations (kinetic energy of the inflaton and stress-energy tensor of the ADOF)

suppressed by ε � 1. Neglecting ε corrections is not only a welcome simplification, but

also crucial if one wants to stick with an approximation in which the effect of the ADOF

can be taken to be local in time. Indeed the stress-energy tensor of χ redshifts with a

timescale of order Hubble, so that the solution for the constraint variables N and N i (in

the ADM formalism) is sensitive to the past dynamics of χ.

We are now ready to solve the (inhomogeneous) equation (3.13). The full solution for ϕ

is in general given by the superposition of a piece that solves the homogeneous equation and

a particular solution. The former corresponds to the usual inflaton vacuum fluctuations,

which are discussed in section 3.4 below. The particular solution can instead be thought

of as a perturbation induced by two χ modes and is derived explicitly in section 3.5.
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3.4 Vacuum Fluctuations

Here we study the homogeneous part of the solution to the eq. (3.13). Note that this is not

the same as the conventional equation for the perturbations with H simply replaced by γ,

since the modes still get redshifted by Hubble. In fact, ignoring the potential term and in

the limit γ � H, one can see that freeze-out of modes happens at k/a ∼
√
γH rather than

the naive expectation k/a ∼ γ [20].18

We will see below that, as γ becomes larger, the homogeneous solution becomes less

important than the particular solution [20]. We first note that the homogeneous solution

to eq. (3.13) can be generally written as

ϕk = τβ
[
AH(1)

α (−kτ) +B H(2)
α (−kτ)

]
, (3.14)

for constant A and B, and where we defined

α ≡

√(
3

2
+

γ

2H

)2

− V ′′

H2
, β ≡ 3

2
+

γ

2H
. (3.15)

In this section the effect of the potential will be immaterial, so we shall replace β ' α in

the following. Since the system is dissipative one must match the initial conditions to the

Bunch–Davies vacuum at some early time k|τ0| � γ/H. Demanding the correct behavior

around τ0 implies that A = 0 and B ∼ τ
−γ/2H
0 . Therefore, the asymptotic value of the

solution in the limit τ → 0 is

ϕk(τ → 0) ∝
(
kτ0

γ/H

)− γ
2H

e−
γ
2H , (3.16)

where we have used the fact that γ � H. As a result, increasing the friction will exponen-

tially damp the homogeneous solution. We will ignore the vacuum fluctuations in the rest

of the analysis; note that vacuum fluctuations may be subdominant even for small friction

γ � H, i.e. depending on the parameters it is possible to have negligible friction while the

dominant source of fluctuations comes from the noise.

3.5 Stochastic Noise and the Induced Power Spectrum

The particular solution to the inhomogeneous equation (3.13) can be derived using standard

Green’s function methods. We can write the solution in momentum space as

ϕ(τ,~k) = −m
2

f

∫
dτ ′Gk(τ, τ

′)a(τ ′)2δOS(τ ′,~k) , (3.17)

in which Gk(τ, τ
′) is the retarded Green’s function of eq. (3.13). To leading order in the

quasi-de Sitter approximation, it can be written in terms of the Bessel functions of first

18Note that there are two scales in the problem described by the homogeneous equation (3.11). We have

k/a ∼ γ which is the scale at which the friction of the damped oscillator (3.11) starts becoming important.

After this, γϕ̇ becomes dominant over the kinetic energy ϕ̈: γϕ̇~k + k2

a2
ϕ~k = 0. Freezing happens when the

decay rate k2

a2
1
γ

becomes of order H, i.e., k/a ∼
√
γH � γ.
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and second kind,19

Gk(τ, τ
′) =

π

2
τ
( τ
τ ′

)β−1 [
Yα(−kτ)Jα(−kτ ′)− Jα(−kτ)Yα(−kτ ′)

]
Θ(τ − τ ′) . (3.19)

Here α and β are defined in eq. (3.15) and Θ is the standard Heaviside theta-function,

defined such that Θ(x) = 0 for x < 0 and Θ(x) = 1 for x ≥ 0. As mentioned above, we

will assume |V ′′|1/2 � γ + 3H which implies α ' β to leading order.

Given the inhomogeneous solution (3.17), the inflaton two-point function sourced by

O can be obtained by simply computing the equal-time expectation value

〈ϕ~k(τ)ϕ~k′(τ)〉 =
m4

f2

∫
dτ ′dτ ′′a(τ ′)2a(τ ′′)2Gk(τ, τ

′)Gk′(τ, τ
′′)〈δOS(τ ′,~k)δOS(τ ′′,~k′)〉 .

(3.20)

Here 〈δOS(τ ′,~k)δOS(τ ′′,~k′)〉 is the (unequal-time) stochastic noise of O in momentum

space, which using eq. (2.6) is found to be

〈δOS(τ ′,~k)δOS(τ ′′,~k′)〉 = 4(2π)3δ(~k + ~k′) a(τ ′)−3a(τ ′′)−3

∫
d3~p

(2π)3
F|~p|,|~k−~p|(τ

′, τ ′′) , (3.21)

where we defined

Fp1,p2(τ ′, τ ′′) ≡
[
Fp1(τ ′) · F †p1(τ ′′)

]
11

[
Fp2(τ ′) · F †p2(τ ′′)

]
22

+
[
Fp1(τ ′) · F †p1(τ ′′)

]
12

[
Fp2(τ ′) · F †p2(τ ′′)

]
21
.

(3.22)

Note that the noise (3.21) is correctly proportional to the momentum-conserving delta-

function δ(~k + ~k′), as it should be from invariance under spatial translations.

Now, it is not hard to see that under the assumptions of section 2.2 of a narrow and

sub-Hubble instability band, the two-point function (3.21) is local in both time and space,

i.e., it can be approximately written as proportional to a delta function δ(τ ′− τ ′′) (locality

in time) and it is independent of the momentum k (locality in space). The dilation isometry

of de Sitter implies that the two-point function is of the form

〈δOS(τ ′,~k)δOS(τ ′′,~k′)〉 ' (2π)3δ(~k + ~k′) δ(τ ′ − τ ′′)H4τ4νO , (3.23)

where the overall coefficient νO does not depend on time (up to slow-roll corrections) and

momentum [20].20 The reasoning that justifies locality in space and time goes schematically

19The retarded Green’s function solution (3.19) can be also equivalently written in terms of Hankel

functions as

Gk(τ, τ ′) =
π

4i
τ
( τ
τ ′

)β−1 [
H(1)
α (−kτ)H(2)

α (−kτ ′)− H(2)
α (−kτ)H(1)

α (−kτ ′)
]

Θ(τ − τ ′) . (3.18)

20If one writes this expression in the Minkowski limit using physical momentum ~p and cosmological time

t, one gets

〈δOS(t′, ~p)δOS(t′′, ~p′)〉 ' (2π)3δ(~p+ ~p′) δ(t′ − t′′) νO . (3.24)

Therefore νO is the Minkowski normalization. We expect, and we will verify shortly, that this does not

depend on H but only on the mass scales M and m. Of course H appears in the exponential growth of the

modes, since it is the scale that cuts off the instability.
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as follows. Plugging the explicit solution (2.11) in (3.21), one can check that the integrand,

for fixed say τ ′′, is everywhere an oscillating function of τ ′ with a zero mean value, except

when τ ′ is sufficiently close to τ ′′. For τ ′ ∼ τ ′′ there is a nontrivial overlap between the

instability regions of the mode functions F (τ ′) and F †(τ ′′) in each term [F (τ ′) · F †(τ ′′)]
in (3.22), resulting in a net positive, non-oscillating exponential enhancement. This is the

interval where the integral of F|~p|,|~k−~p|(τ
′, τ ′′) gets its leading contribution. In addition,

since the exponential amplification takes place on very short scales while we are interested

in the late-time two-point function of ϕ i.e., in the limit kτ � 1, we can approximate

|~k − ~p| ' |~p|. As a result,

νO '
1

a(τ ′)2

∫
d3~p

(2π)3

F|~p|,|~p|(τ ′, τ ′)
ω(p) a(τ ′)

∼ e4πξ

4π2

M

m
, (3.25)

where in the second equality we used that ω2 ' m2

2ρ2
(k2

ph∗ − k2
ph) close to the turning point

kph∗ =
√
M2 −m2 where the frequency vanishes, and simple dimensional analysis.21 We

provide a more detailed derivation of (3.25) in appendix D.

By using eq. (3.21) in (3.20) we get

〈ϕ~k(τ)ϕ~k′(τ)〉 ' (2π)3δ(~k + ~k′)
m4

f2
νO

∫
dτ ′Gk(τ, τ

′)2 . (3.26)

Now, we are interested in the two-point function at late times τ → 0. In this limit, the

expression for the Green’s function given in eq. (3.19) simplifies as

Gk(τ, τ
′) ' 1

k
(−kτ)β−αΓ(α)2α−1 Jα(−kτ ′)

(−kτ ′)β−1
, τ → 0 , (3.27)

where the theta function in eq. (3.19) is automatically satisfied if τ → 0. To estimate the

integral in eq. (3.26), we can take the limit that the induced friction is dominant over the

Hubble friction, γ & H, and set, to leading order in the slow-roll approximation, α ' β.

Therefore by using eq. (3.27) with β ' α the integral is [20]∫
dτ ′Gk(τ, τ

′)2 =
1

k3

4α−2Γ(α− 1)Γ(α)2

Γ(α− 1
2)Γ(2α− 1

2)
' 1

4k3

√
π/(2α− 3/2) , (3.28)

where the last expression is an approximation obtained from asymptotic expansion for large

α which is also reliably good for γ/H & 1. Putting everything together:

〈ϕ~k(τ)ϕ~k′(τ)〉 ' (2π)3δ(~k + ~k′)
1

k3

(
Mm3

16f2

e4πξ√
γ/Hπ3/2

)
. (3.29)

As expected, the power spectrum (3.29) scales as k−3, consistently with the scale invari-

ance of de Sitter. We can thus estimate the induced power spectrum for the curvature

21Note that in estimating the integral (3.25) we are disregarding UV divergences. Since the leading

contribution to the integral comes from a narrow region and is largely independent of what happens on

much shorter scales, we can safely neglect the details of any regularization procedure needed to take care

of the divergences.

– 21 –



perturbation ζ = −Hϕ/φ̇0 as:

∆2
ζ ≡

k3

2π2

H2

φ̇2
0

〈ϕ~kϕ−~k〉
′ ' 1

32ξ2

( γ

πH

)3/2 H4M

m5
, (3.30)

which is consistent with the observed value ∆2
ζ ' 2 · 10−9 for typical choices of the scales

in our model. Note that in eq. (3.30) the prime symbol ′ on the two-point function means

that we removed the momentum-conserving delta-function (2π)3δ(~k + ~k′). In addition,

we neglected deviations from scale invariance. As usual, the tilt of the spectrum (3.29)

can be computed by taking into account the time dependence of ζ at horizon crossing: it

contains various contributions due to the time dependence of the parameters in eq. (3.30).

Notice that, in the strong backreaction regime, the tilt is not enhanced by the exponential

dependence in eq. (3.29): indeed the exponential can be written in terms of the derivative

of the potential as in eq. (2.35) and it is, as such, slowly varying. Conversely, in the weak

backreaction regime, the scale dependence will be enhanced by 4πξ.

The dependence of the power spectrum on H, ∆2
ζ ∝ H4, is easy to understand and it

captures most of the physics. A rough estimate of the power spectrum can be obtained

comparing the typical fluctuation δOS with the average value 〈O〉 on the unperturbed

solution. One is interested in fluctuations on scales that are close to horizon crossing,

k ∼ τ−1, and averaged on a window of order unity in conformal times. Using the power

spectrum in eq. (3.23), one sees that this procedure gives something proportional to H4.

This can also be understood intuitively as follows. δOS receives contributions from many

independent short modes, characterized by the scales m and M , which are both much

larger than H and that we can take as equal for this qualitative discussion. The power

spectrum will go as 1/N where N is the number of independent contributions. Since we are

averaging, both in space and in time, with a typical scale H, the number of independent

contributions goes as (H/M)4. The smallness of the power spectrum is due to the presence

of many independent sources that contribute incoherently as discussed in the introduction.

In contrast, the case of axion inflation in the strong-backreaction regime predicts large

power for the fluctuations simply because the instability continues up to large scales [16].

4 Non-Gaussianity

In this section, we extend the previous discussion to next order in perturbation theory

and estimate the size of non-Gaussianity in the model (2.1). Let us expand eq. (2.18) to

quadratic order in perturbations. We neglect the contributions from the operators |χ|2 and

(χ2 +χ∗2) which, under the assumptions of section 3.2 for a local dynamics, are suppressed

compared to those from O ≡ −i(χ2 − χ∗2). We then have

−∇µ∇µϕ+ V ′′ϕ+
1

2
V ′′′ϕ2 +

1

ρf2

[
m2
X ϕ̇+

(
m2
X +m2

XX

) ϕ̇2

2ρf
−m2

X

(∂iϕ)2

2ρfa2

]
〈O〉

+
1

f

(
m2 +m2

X

ϕ̇

ρf

)
(δOR + δOS) = 0 , (4.1)
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where δOR is a functional of ϕ, which must be expanded up to second order as explained

below. From eq. (4.1) we can identify three different types of sources of non-Gaussianity.

These are the usual sources of non-Gaussianity of standard inflationary models. They are

slow-roll suppressed and independent of the coupling to the ADOF, and we will therefore

not consider them here. In addition, there are the non-Gaussianities induced by the non-

Gaussian statistics of the noise fluctuations δOS . We will briefly discuss them in section 4.2

below, where we show that their contribution is typically subdominant. Finally, there are

the non-Gaussianities sourced by the nonlinear coupling between ϕ and the ADOF. These

are of two types: they either result i) from nonlinear terms of the schematic form ϕδOS
in the equations of motion (which stem from the X dependence of m2), or ii) from the

nonlinear dependence of δOR on ϕ.

To obtain δOR beyond linear order we note that, since φ0(t) is the only source of

breaking of Lorentz symmetries, nonlinearly realized Lorentz symmetry and shift symmetry

ensure that δOR depends on ϕ, to the leading order in derivatives, only through the Lorentz

scalar ∂µφ∂
µφ. In other words, we can write

δOR ≡ O
[√
X
]
−O|ϕ=0 = O

[√
X
]
− (〈O〉|ϕ=0 + δOS)

= 〈O〉
[√
X
]
− 〈O〉|ϕ=0 + δO

[√
X
]
− δOS ,

(4.2)

where in the second line by δO we mean the fluctuation of the operator O around its

expectation value 〈O〉 (we stress that these quantities will in general depend on ϕ). Since

we are neglecting in this section non-Gaussianity in the noise, we can treat δO as a Gaussian

variable. In the local approximation (3.23), δO must thus be proportional to δOS and we

can write, to linear order in ϕ,

δO
[√
X
]
'

[
1 +

1

2 〈δO2〉
∂
〈
δO2

〉
∂φ̇0

∣∣∣∣
ϕ=0

ϕ̇

]
δOS =

[
1 +

1

2νO

∂νO

∂φ̇0

ϕ̇

]
δOS , (4.3)

where the constant of proportionality in front of ϕ̇ can be fixed by matching the variance

of δO and δOS . Plugging into eq. (4.2), we get

δOR '
∂ 〈O〉
∂φ̇0

(
ϕ̇− (∂iϕ)2

2φ̇0a2

)
+

1

2

∂2 〈O〉
∂φ̇2

0

ϕ̇2 +
1

2νO

∂νO

∂φ̇0

ϕ̇δOS + . . . , (4.4)

which extends eq. (3.10) to second order in perturbations.

We stress again that, once the ϕ̇ term in the response is present, the nonlinearly realized

Lorentz symmetries guarantee that also a −(∂iϕ)2/(2φ̇0a
2) term with fixed coefficient is

present in δOR [20]. This is not necessarily true for ϕ̇2, as it is “contaminated” by other

contributions.22 As we will see, the last term in (4.4) will provide the leading contribution

to non-Gaussianity if γ/H is not very large.

22The situation is very similar to the EFT of inflation where the coefficient of π̇(∂iπ)2 term in the action,

unlike π̇3, is fixed by the quadratic action.
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Plugging eq. (4.4) back into eq. (4.1), we find

ϕ̈+ (3H + γ)ϕ̇− ∂2
i ϕ

a2
+ V ′′ϕ+

1

2
V ′′′ϕ2 − γ (∂iϕ)2

2ρfa2

+
1

ρf2

[
1

2ρf
(m2

X +m2
XX) 〈O〉+m2

X

∂ 〈O〉
∂φ̇0

+
ρf

2
m2∂

2 〈O〉
∂φ̇2

0

]
ϕ̇2

= − 1

f

(
m2 +m2

X

ϕ̇

ρf

)
δOS −

m2

2f

∂ ln νO

∂φ̇0

ϕ̇δOS , (4.5)

where the friction coefficient γ can be read off from eq. (3.12). Assuming m2
XX ∼ m2

X ∼ m2,

and using eq. (2.29) for 〈O〉, ∂〈O〉
∂φ̇0
' 2πξ 〈O〉 /ρf and ∂(ln νO)/∂φ̇0 ' (4πξ)/(ρf), eq. (4.5)

takes approximately the form

ϕ′′+(2H+γ)aϕ′−∂2
i ϕ+a2V ′′ϕ ' γ

2ρf
[(∂iϕ)2−2πξϕ′2]−a2m

2

f

(
1 + 2πξ

ϕ′

aρf

)
δOS , (4.6)

where we switched to conformal time. We have neglected the self-interaction term V ′′′ in

the final form as it is not relevant in this analysis. To obtain non-Gaussianity we must solve

this equation including the nonlinear terms which will be the topic of the next subsection.

Before moving into the details, we fix the notation: we parametrize the three-point

function of the comoving curvature perturbation ζ = −H
φ̇0
ϕ (in the spatially flat gauge) as

〈ζ~k1ζ~k2ζ~k3〉 = (2π)3δ(~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3)B(k1, k2, k3) . (4.7)

Ignoring deviations from scale invariance, we define the amplitude in the equilateral con-

figuration as

f eq
NL ≡

10

9

k6B(k, k, k)

(2π)4∆4
ζ

, (4.8)

where ∆2
ζ is the power spectrum given in eq. (3.30). The shape can be parametrized in

terms of

S(x2, x3) ≡ (x2x3)2B(k1, x2k1, x3k1)

B(k1, k1, k1)
, (4.9)

where x2 = k2/k1 and x3 = k3/k1, and to avoid redundant configurations we restrict to

the region max(x3, 1− x3) ≤ x2 ≤ 1.

4.1 Nonlinear Evolution of Perturbations

The primary source of non-Gaussianity is due to nonlinear terms in eq. (4.6). To study

their effect we can solve eq. (4.6) perturbatively, following Ref. [20]. The leading-order

solution was already given in eq. (3.17) where we have neglected the vacuum fluctuations as

discussed in section 3.4. At the next-to-leading order (NLO), the solution to the quadratic

equation (4.6) can be analogously found in terms of the Green’s function:

ϕNLO
~k

(τ) = − 1

ρf

∫
dτ ′Gk(τ, τ

′)

∫
d3~p

(2π)3

[
γ

2
~p · (~k − ~p)ϕ~p(τ ′)ϕ~k−~p(τ

′)

+ πξγ ∂τ ′ϕ~p(τ
′)∂τ ′ϕ~k−~p(τ

′) + 2πξa(τ ′)
m2

f
∂τ ′ϕ~k−~p(τ

′)δOS(τ ′, ~p)

]
,

(4.10)
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where ϕ in the integrand is the leading-order solution in eq. (3.17) and Gk(τ, τ
′) is the

Green’s function (3.19). The three-point function from eq. (4.10) can be written as

〈ζ~k1ζ~k2ζ~k3〉 = −
(
H

ρf

)3 [
〈ϕNLO
~k1

ϕ~k2ϕ~k3〉+ {~k1 ↔ ~k2}+ {~k1 ↔ ~k3}
]
, (4.11)

where in this Section we assume that the statistics of δOS is Gaussian. The three different

quadratic operators on the right-hand side of (4.10) contribute to non-Gaussianity and we

will now study them separately.

Let us start by looking at the (∂iϕ)2 term in the equation of motion (4.6) or equivalently

the first term in brackets in eq. (4.10). After straightforward algebraic manipulations, the

three-point function at late times (τ → 0) is given by

B(∂iϕ)
2(k1, k2, k3) =

γ

H

(
H

ρf

m2

f

)4

ν2
O

∫
dτ1dτ2dτ3Gk1(0, τ1)Gk2(0, τ2)Gk3(0, τ3)×

×
[
~k2 · ~k3Gk2(τ1, τ2)Gk3(τ1, τ3) + 2 perms.

]
, (4.12)

where we have used Wick’s theorem to write the four-point function of the noise in terms of

the two-point function given in eq. (3.23). The amplitude in the equilateral configuration,

defined in eq. (4.8), is given by

f eq
NL = − 5

12

γ

H

(
4α−2Γ(α− 1)Γ(α)2

Γ(α− 1
2)Γ(2α− 1

2)

)−2 ∫ ∞
0

dy G̃(0, y)

(∫ ∞
y

dy′ G̃(0, y′)G̃(y, y′)

)2

.

(4.13)

Here we have defined G̃(−kτ,−kτ ′) ≡ k Gk(τ, τ ′) which only depends on the conformal time

through the scale invariant combination kτ , and we have changed the integration variable

to y = −kτ . The minus sign in eq. (4.13) appears since in the equilateral configuration
~k2 · ~k3 = −k2/2 is negative. Notice that (4.13) only depends on the ratio γ/H, which

appears through α = 3/2 + γ/(2H) both in the prefactor and in the Green’s functions. In

the limit of large γ/H it is possible to estimate numerically eq. (4.13) as

f eq
NL ' −

γ

4H
, (4.14)

in agreement with the general analysis of [20]. The numerical plot of f eq
NL as a function

of γ/H is shown in figure 4. We stress that the expression (4.14) for f eq
NL in terms of the

friction is enforced by nonlinear realization of Lorentz symmetries [20]. This is reminiscent

of the relation between non-Gaussianity and reduced speed of sound [11]. Note that also

the sign is the same in the two cases.

The shape of the bispectrum S(x2, x3) is parametrized in eq. (4.9). The numerical

computation of S(x2, x3) for the (∂iϕ)2 term is shown in figure 5. The dominant peak is

in the equilateral configuration. The squeezed limit k3 � k1, k2, or equivalently (x2, x3) '
(1, 0), is vanishing in the limit of scale invariance. This is consistent with the fact that the

model has a single clock that controls the end of inflation, and the produced χ particles do
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Figure 4. Absolute value of the amplitude (4.8) for the three-point correlator in the equilateral

configuration, computed from each quadratic operator in eq. (4.6), as a function of the induced

friction. A solid (dashed) curve means that f eqNL is positive (negative). For the contribution from

ϕ′2 and ϕ′δOS we need to specify the value of the growth exponent, for which we chose ξ = 2.

Figure 5. Shape function S(x2, x3) defined in eq. (4.9) for the nonlinear term (∂iϕ)2. The two

parameters are x2 = k2/k1 and x3 = k3/k1. The plot is produced for the value γ/H = 5.

not affect that. It thus satisfies the single-field consistency relations [7, 30, 31]. One can see

an enhancement in the collinear configuration, which does not grow for γ � H, as one may

have instead expected: for γ � H modes freeze well inside the horizon when the metric can

be taken to be Minkowski; in this limit one has to conserve both energy and momentum

and one gets correlation only among modes which are collinear. This logic however is not

correct. Even if the modes freeze in Minkowski space, their dynamics before freezing is

dominated by the friction term; they are not oscillating and energy is not conserved since

it is lost in the friction due to χ production.

The next nonlinear term in eq. (4.6) is ϕ′2. The coefficient of this term is not fixed

by symmetry and depends on the model. In the case under study it is approximately

– 26 –



proportional to γξ. By using the second term appearing in eq. (4.10) in (4.11) we obtain

Bϕ′2(k1, k2, k3) = 2πξ
γ

H

(
H

ρf

m2

f

)4

ν2
O

∫
dτ1dτ2dτ3Gk1(0, τ1)Gk2(0, τ2)Gk3(0, τ3)×

× [∂τ1Gk2(τ1, τ2)∂τ1Gk3(τ1, τ3) + 2 perms.] . (4.15)

For the corresponding amplitude in the equilateral configuration defined in eq. (4.8) we get

f eq
NL =

5πξ

3

γ

H

(
4α−2Γ(α− 1)Γ(α)2

Γ(α− 1
2)Γ(2α− 1

2)

)−2 ∫ ∞
0

dy G̃(0, y)

(∫ ∞
y

dy′ G̃(0, y′)∂yG̃(y, y′)

)2

.

(4.16)

The numerical plot of (4.16) as a function of γ/H for fixed value of ξ is shown in figure 4.

The important point is that unlike the previous case the asymptotic value is more or less

independent of γ/H. In fact one can check numerically that the asymptotic value for

γ/H & 10 is simply given by23

f eq
NL ' 1.1 ξ . (4.17)

Therefore, for large enough values of the friction coefficient the contribution of ϕ′2 to the

bispectrum becomes subdominant.

Finally, the last contribution results from the operator ϕ′δOS , for which we find

Bϕ′δOS
(k1, k2, k3) = 2πξ

(
H

ρf

m2

f

)4

ν2
O

∫
dτ dτ ′ τ

{[
Gk2(0, τ)Gk3(0, τ ′)∂τGk3(τ, τ ′)

+ {k2 ↔ k3}
]
Gk1(0, τ) + 2 perms.

}
. (4.18)

The corresponding f eq
NL is given by

f eq
NL =

10πξ

3

(
4α−2Γ(α− 1)Γ(α)2

Γ(α− 1
2)Γ(2α− 1

2)

)−2 ∫ ∞
0

dy y G̃(0, y)2

∫ ∞
y

dy′ G̃(0, y′)∂yG̃(y, y′) .

(4.19)

Also in this case, as shown in figure 4, the value of f eq
NL approaches a constant for large

γ/H. One can check numerically that for γ/H & 10 we have24

f eq
NL ' −5.7ξ . (4.20)

Note that, as it is clear from eq. (4.6) and figure 4, for most values of γ/H, the dominant

contribution to f eq
NL comes from the ϕ′δOS term, unless γ/H & 20ξ. Notice also that unlike

the previous cases, this contribution does not vanish as γ/H → 0. The ϕ′δOS contribution

depends on ∂(ln νO)/∂φ̇0 ' (4πξ)/(ρf) and as such it has an order-one uncertainty. Its

size is about the same order of the present experimental uncertainty ∆f eq
NL ∼ 50: an

improvement of the experimental bounds is thus very crucial for this scenario. The plots

of the shapes for ϕ′2 and ϕ′δOS are shown in figure 6.

23More specifically, one can check that the value of the integral in eq. (4.16) is ≈ 0.04/(γ/H+0.75)(γ/H−
0.59) for γ/H & 10.

24More specifically, the integral in eq. (4.19) can be approximated as ≈ −0.1/(γ/H−0.59) for γ/H & 10.
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Figure 6. Shapes for the terms ϕ′2 (left) and ϕ′δOS (right).

4.2 Non-Gaussian Noise

Another source of deviation from Gaussianity comes directly from the non-Gaussian statis-

tics of the noise δOS . Using the leading-order solution (3.17), obtained in linear response

theory, we can compute at late times:

〈ϕ~k1ϕ~k2ϕ~k3〉 = −
(
m2

f

)3 ∫
dτ1 dτ2 dτ3 a(τ1)2a(τ2)2a(τ3)2Gk1(0, τ1)Gk2(0, τ2)Gk3(0, τ3)×

× 〈δOS(τ1, k1)δOS(τ2, k2)δOS(τ3, k3)〉 , (4.21)

which is the straightforward generalization of (3.20) to the three-point correlator. Following

the same logic as for eq. (3.23) for the two-point function of the noise, we get

〈δOS(τ1, k1)δOS(τ2, k2)δOS(τ3, k3)〉 ' (2π)3δ(~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3)δ(τ1 − τ2)δ(τ1 − τ3)H8τ8
1 νO3 ,

(4.22)

which is manifestly local in time and space, and is valid as long as we restrict to long-

wavelength perturbations by the locality approximation. The parameter νO3 controls the

amplitude of the non-Gaussianity of the noise and is fixed by the microscopic physics.

We have worked out the details of the calculation of the correlation functions of δOS in

appendix D. In particular, we find (see eq. (D.18))

νO3 '
e6πξ

π2m2
. (4.23)

Combining eqs. (4.21) and (4.23), and using the definition of the bispectrum in eq. (4.7),

we obtain

BO3(k1, k2, k3) =

(
H

ρf

m2

f

)3

νO3

∫
dτ

a(τ)2
Gk1(0, τ)Gk2(0, τ)Gk3(0, τ) . (4.24)

By using eq. (4.8), we get

f eq
NL =

5

18

∫
dy y2G̃(0, y)3(∫
dy G̃(0, y)2

)2

νO3H2

H
ρf

m2

f ν
2
O
, (4.25)
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where we have expressed the power spectrum in terms of the integral over the Green’s

function as in eq. (3.26). The last ratio in eq. (4.25) can be computed as

νO3H2

H
ρf

m2

f ν
2
O

=
16πξ

γ/H

m2

M2
, (4.26)

which implies

f eq
NL '

40π

9
ξ
m2

M2
, (4.27)

where we have used a numerical estimate for the integrals in eq. (4.25). Unlike in the

previous cases discussed in section 4.1, this contribution is typically expected to be smaller

than unity (at most order-one if the separation between m and M is not too large), as a

result of the hierarchy (2.16).

5 Conclusions and Future Directions

In this work, we have introduced a model of dissipative inflation with scalar particle produc-

tion. As opposed to previous implementations based on a coupling to gauge fields [16, 32],

in our model particle production takes place on parametrically sub-horizon scales. As we

discussed, this has multiple advantages. First of all, a local approximation in the dynamics

prevents the system from developing nonlocal responses and memory effects, which may

induce unwanted large oscillations in the background solution. In addition, by virtue of

the central limit theorem and the large occupation on short scales, the statistics of the

perturbations is naturally close to Gaussian. This makes the predictions compatible with

the observational constraints without the need for extra ingredients or assumptions. As a

result, we have mostly been able to proceed analytically. We have obtained the expression

(3.30) for the power spectrum as a function of the scales in the problem, and calculated the

size of non-Gaussianity (section 4) with the leading contribution to f eq
NL given by eq. (4.19).

Importantly, the size of the f eq
NL is always large provided that cosmological perturbations are

sourced by the ADOF. The size is indeed at reach of current and upcoming non-Gaussianity

searches. In the limit of very large friction, (γ/H) & 100, the leading contribution would

instead come from eq. (4.14) which is determined by the nonlinearly realized Lorentz in-

variance. The model (2.1) is made robust by an approximate shift invariance on φ and a

softly-broken global U(1) symmetry of the ADOF, which protects the inflaton potential

and the hierarchy (2.16) against large radiative corrections. In this sense, our model is, to

the best of our knowledge, the first robust explicit example realizing the EFT of dissipative

inflation of Ref. [20].

Our results suggest a number of interesting future research directions. First of all,

it would be interesting to study tensor modes in the model (2.1). It is well known that

vacuum fluctuations of the graviton field during inflation might not be the only source con-

tributing to the tensor power spectrum and B-mode polarization in the cosmic microwave

background. Secondary gravitational waves can be produced as a result of an instability
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in the system, which converts a sizeable fraction of the inflaton’s energy density into an

extra sector coupled to it, which is, in turn, responsible for sourcing gravitational radi-

ation. From a qualitative viewpoint, as opposed to cases like axion inflation where the

process occurs coherently over Hubble scales [16, 33–36], in our model graviton emission

can happen locally through decay or scattering of the ADOF fields after they are produced

on sub-horizon scales [37, 38]. A precise estimate of the strength of gravitational waves in

terms of the various scales appearing in (2.1) requires however a dedicated study and is

left for future work.

In this paper, we mostly focused on the regime in which the χ production gives a

sizeable backreaction, i.e. friction, on the rolling inflaton background. In this regime, the

exponential growth of the χ modes is automatically limited by the backreaction that slows

down the inflaton background. The situation is different if one considers a regime of weak

backreaction: in this case, the χ production is exponentially sensitive to the parameters

of the background solution. Even a tiny time dependence of the background parameters

will give a large deviation from scale invariance in the ADOF production. In analogy with

the case of gauge-field instability, one is naturally led to consider a scenario that starts

from a small backreaction at large scales and evolves to a large backreaction later on, as

a consequence of the exponential sensitivity [35]. This can induce an enhancement in the

scalar power spectrum on short scales and therefore be relevant for primordial black hole

formation (for a review of the production mechanisms see [39]) and for gravitational-wave

production on scales of interest for the future interferometers [34]. An important negative

aspect of the scalar production we are discussing is the loss of chirality of the gravitational

waves, which is a striking signature of the gauge field production. Conversely, one has

the big advantage of avoiding the background instability recently found in these models

[19, 26, 27, 29].

In addition, it would be interesting to explore the possibility of thermalization in

our model, with the produced ADOF particles eventually reaching a nonzero temperature

phase. In such a ‘multi-fluid’ scenario, where a hot plasma coexists with the inflaton,

nontrivial effects may occur. The interaction with the plasma may alter the instability and

the evolution of the system, potentially affecting reaching an equilibrium configuration.

Even when an attractor at nonzero temperature can be reached, the thermalization process

is expected anyway to be qualitatively different from heating by sphalerons in the non-

abelian minimal warm inflation case [14], where the inflaton couples to a Yang–Mills gauge

group. It would be interesting to see how this may affect for instance the shape and size of

non-Gaussianity, and compare it with previous works in this context, e.g., [13–15, 40, 41],

as well as to study gravitational-wave production in the thermal phase in our model [42].

On more general grounds, our work can also be thought of as a proof of concept that,

as one may have expected, dissipative inflation is not an exclusive feature of couplings to

gauge fields, but can be realized more in general. Aside from scalars, it will be worth in

the future exploring the case of other spins, such as fermions. In the small-backreaction

regime, the analysis of the power spectrum and non-Gaussianity from fermion production
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during axion inflation has been done in Ref. [18].

Finally, although considering generic functions of (∂φ)2, we included in (2.1) only

quadratic operators in χ. Self-interactions of the ADOF are on the other hand generically

expected to be generated quantum mechanically through coupling to φ and one may wonder

how they can affect the particle production. We leave this and the other open questions

for future work.
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A Canonical Quantization of ADOF

In this section, we briefly review the canonical quantization procedure for the ADOF fields

σ1 and σ2 in (2.5) neglecting inflaton perturbations. The Lagrangian for the ADOF is

given by

L =− 1

2
(∂σ1)2 − 1

2
(∂σ2)2 +

1

2

(
M2 +

9H2

4
−m2

)
σ2

1 +
1

2

(
M2 +

9H2

4
+m2

)
σ2

2

+ ρ(σ1σ̇2 − σ2σ̇1) .

(A.1)

Note that because of the coupling between the fields we cannot quantize them separately

(see also [43]). The conjugate fields are

π1 ≡
δL
δσ̇1

= σ̇1 − ρσ2 , π2 ≡
δL
δσ̇2

= σ̇2 + ρσ1 . (A.2)

The standard commutation relations,

[σi(t, ~x), σj(t, ~x
′)] = 0, [σi(t, ~x), πj(t, ~x

′)] = iδijδ(~x− ~x′), [πi(t, ~x), πj(t, ~x
′)] = 0, (A.3)

can be rewritten as,

[σi(t, ~x), σj(t, ~x
′)] = 0 , [σi(t, ~x), σ̇j(t, ~x

′)] = iδijδ(~x−~x′) , [σ̇i(~x), σ̇j(~x
′)] = −2(τ2)ijρδ(~x−~x′) ,

(A.4)

in which τ2 is the second Pauli matrix. Note that the last set of commutation relations are

not the standard ones because of the last term in eq. (A.1), which modifies the conjugate

fields. One could remedy this by equivalently working with the rotated field basis

σ̃i(t, ~x) = Rij(t)σj(t, ~x) , R =

(
cos(ρt) − sin(ρt)

sin(ρt) cos(ρt)

)
. (A.5)
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The effect of the time-dependent orthogonal transformation (A.5) is to remove the deriva-

tive mixing in the Lagrangian (A.1). The drawback is however that the equations of motion

for σ̃i involve oscillating functions of ρt, which complicates an analytic treatment of the

mode functions (see appendix B). Therefore, we work with the unrotated σ fields.

Following the standard treatment, we decompose the fields in terms of creation and

annihilation operators as

σi(t, ~x) =

∫
d3~k

(2π)3
ei
~k·~x
[
(Fk(t))ij âj(~k) + (F ∗k (t))ij â

†
j(−~k)

]
, (A.6)

where we have packed the mode functions into a 2×2 matrix Fk(t), which depends on k = |~k|
and t, and where âi(~k) and â†i (

~k) are annihilation and creation operators, respectively.

Requiring the validity of the commutation relations (A.4), along with

[âi(~k), â†j(
~k′)] = (2π)3δijδ(~k − ~k′) , (A.7)

implies25

FkF
∗T
k − F ∗kF Tk = 0 , (A.8a)

FkḞ
∗T
k − F ∗k Ḟ Tk = i1 , (A.8b)

ḞkḞ
∗T
k − Ḟ ∗k Ḟ Tk = −2ρτ2 . (A.8c)

The mode functions satisfy the same equations of motion as the fields,

F̈k +

(
0 −2ρ

2ρ 0

)
· Ḟk +

(
k2

a2
−M2 − 9

4H
2 +m2 0

0 k2

a2
−M2 − 9

4H
2 −m2

)
· Fk = 0 . (A.9)

Note that (A.8) and (A.9) are not all independent. For instance, taking the time derivative

of (A.8b), and using first eq. (A.8c) and then the equation of motion (A.9), one recovers

the condition (A.8a).

The initial conditions are fixed at very early times when k/a is very large. One can

then neglect the mixing terms in (A.9) and treat the fields σi as just standard plane waves

in Minkowski space. Imposing the Bunch–Davies initial conditions amounts to choosing

the positive-frequency solution only for each σi. In terms of the mode function Fk that

solves (A.9), we require

Fk(t→ −∞)→ e−ikτ√
2k/a

(
1 0

0 1

)
, (A.10)

where τ is the conformal time, dτ = dt/a(t).26

25Note that the right-hand side of (A.8c) is nonzero because σ̇i are not the canonical conjugate fields

to σi. One would have found the right-hand side of (A.8c) to vanish in the rotated basis σ̃i, defined in

eq. (A.5).
26The factor of a1/2 in (A.10) may look unfamiliar. It arises because we used cosmic time, instead of

conformal time, to write the canonically normalized Lagrangian for σ1 and σ2.

– 32 –



B WKB Solution for the Mode Function Matrix F

In this appendix, we derive the WKB solution of eq. (A.9). The final result is also sum-

marized in eq. (2.11) in the main text. Note that each column of the matrix Fk solves the

same equation (A.9). Therefore, to obtain the general form of the solution, we can just

replace Fk in eq. (A.9) with a 2-vector, which we will call ~Fcolumn, and solve for it. The full

solution for Fk can be constructed afterward by replacing each column of Fk with ~Fcolumn,

and imposing the boundary conditions (A.10).

We can find the zeroth-order eikonal approximation for ~Fcolumn by assuming that the

coefficients of the equation (A.9) depend weakly on t and that all the time dependence in

the vector ~Fcolumn comes from a common phase factor (see e.g. [28]), i.e.,

~Fcolumn = ~Q(t) exp

(
−i
∫

dt ω(t)

)
. (B.1)

This essentially amounts to neglecting the expansion of the Universe at the leading order. In

this limit, eq. (A.9) becomes a set of coupled ordinary differential equations with constant

coefficients. Plugging (B.1) in eq. (A.9), and neglecting derivatives of ω and ~Q, at the

leading order we obtain the following algebraic system of equations:

D(ω) · ~Q ≡

(
−ω2 + k2

a2
−M2 − 9H2

4 +m2 2iρ ω

−2iρ ω −ω2 + k2

a2
−M2 − 9H2

4 −m
2

)
· ~Q = 0 . (B.2)

This can be satisfied nontrivially only if the determinant of the matrix D is zero, which

yields the following values for ω (see also eqs. (2.7) and (2.8) in the main text):

ω2
± =

(√
k2

a2
+ µ2 ± ρ

)2

− m4

4ρ2
, µ2 ≡ ρ2 −M2 − 9H2

4
+
m4

4ρ2
. (B.3)

The eigenvectors associated with the zero eigenvalues ω± of D are then given by,

~Q± ∝

(
2iρω±

ω2
± − k2

a2
+M2 + 9H2

4 −m
2

)
. (B.4)

In (B.4) there is an overall time-dependent prefactor, which we did not write explicitly.

This can be fixed by considering the next-to-leading order (NLO) of the WKB expansion,

which requires keeping the time derivatives of ω and ~Q. To this end, let us first redefine

for convenience the amplitude in eq. (B.1) as ~Qfull and expand it as follows,

~Qfull = ~Q± + ~QNLO + . . . , (B.5)

where ~Q± are the leading solutions (B.4), while ~QNLO captures subleading terms of the

same order of ~̇Q± and ω̇. Expanding eq. (A.9) to NLO yields

D(ω±) · ~QNLO − iω̇± ~Q± − 2i

(
ω± −iρ
iρ ω±

)
~̇Q± = 0 , (B.6)
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where the matrix D is the same as in eq. (B.2). Let us now multiply the equation (B.6)

from the left by ~Q†±. Since D(ω±) is Hermitian and solves D(ω±) · ~Q± = 0, the first term

in (B.6) becomes zero, while the remaining terms can be rearranged as follows,

d

dt

[
~Q†±

(
ω± −iρ
iρ ω±

)
~Q±

]
= 0 . (B.7)

Combining this with eq. (B.4), we can now solve for the time-dependent prefactor of ~Q±

and find

~Q± ≡
1

2
√

2
(
k2

a2
+ µ2

)1/4

(
u±

∓ i
u±

)
, u± ≡

 ω±√
k2

a2
+ µ2 ±

(
ρ− m2

2ρ

)


1/2

. (B.8)

Note that there is still an undetermined, overall constant factor in ~Q± in (B.8), which will

be fixed by the boundary condition (A.10).

So far, with the ansatz (B.1), we have only taken into account the positive-frequency

solutions with exp
(
−i
∫
ω
)
. Everything we have said above is also valid for the negative-

frequency solutions with exp
(
+i
∫
ω
)

with an appropriate complex conjugation. Thus, the

final WKB result for Fk, to next-to-leading order, can ultimately be written as

Fk =
∑
λ=±

(
c

(1)
λ
~Qλ e− i

∫
ωλ + d

(1)
λ
~Q∗λ e+ i

∫
ωλ , c

(2)
λ
~Qλ e− i

∫
ωλ + d

(2)
λ
~Q∗λ e+ i

∫
ωλ

)
, (B.9)

where we have summed over the ω± modes, as well as the positive and negative-frequency

solutions. c(i) and d(i), where the superscript i labels the columns of Fk, are constant

coefficients.

B.1 Validity of the WKB Approximation

The WKB approximation is valid as long as |ω̇/ω2| � 1. In this section, we check this

condition for the ω− mode.27 Recall that we are interested in the case in which ω2
− becomes

negative, triggering an instability in the ADOF sector, over a finite duration of time for

each k-mode (see, e.g., figure 1). We shall separate the analysis into three different steps,

reflecting the three regions of figure 1: early times (t < t1), intermediate times (t1 < t < t2),

and late times (t > t2).

Let us start from t < t1. Using the expression for ω− given in eq. (B.3) one can see

that, at very early times, ∣∣∣ ω̇−
ω2
−

∣∣∣ ∼ aH

k
.
H

M
� 1 , (B.10)

where we used that, for t < t1, k/a & M (see eq. (2.10)) and that M � H (see the

discussion in section 2.2 and, in particular, eq. (2.12)). At late times, after the second

27We will not discuss the ω+ mode explicitly since it is straightforward to check, following analogous

considerations, that its WKB solution is valid at all times during the evolution.
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turning point (t > t2), we find instead∣∣∣ ω̇−
ω2
−

∣∣∣ ∼ Hk2

a2M3
.
H

M
� 1 , (B.11)

where we assumed that ρ ∼ M and used that ω− ∼ M for k/a . M (see section 2.2 for

more details about the scales). Inside the instability region (t1 < t < t2), the ratio can be

roughly estimated as ∣∣∣ ω̇−
ω2
−

∣∣∣ ∼ HM2

m2ρ
∼ 1

8ξ

m2

ρM
� 1 , (B.12)

where we introduced ξ ' m4/(8HρM2) (see eq. (B.19) below and the conditions (2.16)).

Clearly, these estimates are valid as long as t is sufficiently far from t1 and t2. Close to the

turning points, ω2
− ' 0 and the ratio |ω̇−/ω2

−| formally diverges, signalling a breakdown

of the WKB approximation. How far from the turning points t has to be in order for

the WKB expansion to remain valid can be easily estimated by Taylor expanding ω2
− '

[dω2
−/dt]t=tj (t − tj), for j = 1, 2, and using (B.3). The final result is that |ω̇−/ω2

−| � 1

provided that H|t − tj | � (H/m)2/3. As a consistency check, note that the lower bound

for |t− tj | is much less than a Hubble time, and is also small compared to the width ∆t of

the instability band: (H/m)2/3/(H∆t) ∼ (M3H/m4)2/3 ∼ 1/(4 ξ2/3) � 1, where we used

eq. (2.13) and the expression (B.19) for ξ with ρ ∼M .

As long as H|t − tj | � (H/m)2/3, we can thus apply (B.9). The problem is hence

reduced to finding a matching procedure at the turning points that allows us to determine

the unknown coefficients c(i) and d(i) in (B.9). This will be the content of the next subsec-

tions. The final result is summarized in eq. (2.11) in the main text. A comparison between

the WKB result (2.11) and the numerical solution of the equation (A.9) is also displayed

in figure 7. Notice that the agreement is always very good except close to the edges of

the grey bands, corresponding to the turning points t1 and t2, where the WKB solution

(dashed lines in figure 7) breaks down, as discussed above.

B.2 Matching Conditions at the Turning Points and Growth Factor

Early-time WKB solution. Starting from the general solution (B.9) and imposing the

Bunch–Davies initial condition (A.10) yields the following result for Fk(t) at times t < t1:

Fk =

(
~Q+ , i ~Q+

)
e−i

∫ t ω+ +

(
~Q− , −i ~Q−

)
e−i

∫ t ω− . (B.13)

Matching at the first turning point. For intermediate times t in the interval t1 <

t < t2, ω− is purely imaginary—recall that ω+ instead remains real throughout the whole

evolution. Neglecting the exponentially decreasing solution and the oscillatory ω+ modes—

which do not get amplified—the form of the WKB solution inside the instability band, from

eq. (B.9), is

Fk =

(
b1 ~Q− , b2 ~Q−

)
e

+
∫ t
t1
|ω−| , (B.14)
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Figure 7. We show the real and imaginary parts of the entries in the first column of the matrix

Fk that solves (A.9). In particular, we compare the WKB solution (dashed lines) in eq. (2.11) with

the numerical solution (solid lines), given the initial conditions (A.10). The grey bands correspond

to the instability region, where ω2
− ≤ 0.

where b1 and b2 are constant coefficients, which we shall fix by matching with (B.13) at

t = t1. In (B.14), the expression for the vector ~Q− can be read off from eq. (B.8), where

the frequency ω− should be understood as ω− 7→ i|ω−|. To find b1 and b2, we will follow

the procedure of Refs. [44, 45], which consists of performing an analytic continuation of the

solution in complex t−plane. Starting from the solution at t < t1, instead of matching with

the solution valid at t > t1 by approaching the turning point t1 along the real axis, we shall

instead walk around it by following a semicircle in the complex plane, as in figure 8. The

radius of the contour has to be sufficiently large such that the WKB expansion remains

valid (see the subsection B.1 above for more quantitative considerations), but small enough

so that we can expand

ω− ≈ κ1(t1 − t)1/2 , ~Q− ≈
1

2
√

2ρ+m2/ρ

(
0

im/
√
ρκ1

(t1−t)1/4

)
, for |t− t1| → 0 , (B.15)

where we have defined κ1 =
√

2Hm2(M2+m2)
2ρ2+m2 > 0.28 Comparing the analytic continuation
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Figure 8. Analytic continuation and contours in the complex t−plane. The red circles denote

the location of the turning points. In the cyan region, the WKB approximation breaks down, and

analytic continuation, along with matching, is done avoiding that region.

of the solution (B.13) along the semicircle in figure 8 with eq. (B.14), we get the matching

conditions

b1 = ib2 = e−iθ1 , (B.16)

where θ1 is the accumulated phase up to the first turning point, θ1 ≡
∫ t1 dt′ ω−(t′). Plug-

ging (B.16) into (B.14) yields the expression in the second line of (2.11).

Once inside the instability region t1 < t < t2, the mode (B.14) starts growing expo-

nentially. The final relative amplification at t = t2 can be easily computed as

πξ ≡
∫ t2

t1

dt′ |ω−(t′)| =
∫ √M2−m2

√
M2+m2

dkph

Hkph
|ω−| , kph ≡

k

a
, (B.17)

which, using eq. (B.3), admits a closed-form solution:

ξ =
1

H

ρ−
√√√√
ρ2 −

M2 + 9H2

4 −
√

(M2 + 9H2

4 )2 −m4

2

 . (B.18)

This expression can be simplified using the hierarchy (2.16) in section 2.2, from which we

obtain

ξ ' m4

8HρM2
. (B.19)

Matching at the second turning point. Similarly to the previous case, the expression

for Fk at times t > t2 can be read off from eq. (B.9), where we shall neglect the ω+ modes,

which are exponentially suppressed compared to the ω− modes. We can thus write, for

t > t2,

Fk =

(
c1
~Q− , c2

~Q−

)
e
−i

∫ t
t2
ω− +

(
d1
~Q∗− , d2

~Q∗−

)
e

+i
∫ t
t2
ω− , (B.20)

where c1, c2, d1 and d2 are constant coefficients. To fix them, we shall proceed as before

by analytically continuing the solution (B.14) and matching with (B.20) across t = t2.

The only difference is that, in order to reproduce the positive and negative-frequency

components of (B.20), we now have to analytically continue (B.14) along two different

28Eq. (B.15) is valid both when t approaches t1 both from above (t → t+1 ) and when it approaches it

from below (t → t−1 ). When t → t+1 , the denominator in the second entry of ~Q− should be interpreted as

(t1 − t)1/4 = ei
π
4 |t1 − t|1/4. Similar considerations will apply to eq. (B.21) below for the second turning

point.
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semicircles, one in the upper half and one in the lower half of the complex t−plane [44, 45]—

see figure 8. Let us first Taylor expand around t2,

ω− ≈ κ2(t− t2)1/2 , ~Q− ≈
1

2
√

2ρ−m2/ρ

(
im/
√
ρκ2

(t−t2)1/4

0

)
, for |t− t2| → 0 , (B.21)

where we have now defined κ2 =
√

2Hm2(M2−m2)
2ρ2−m2 > 0. Then, going along the upper contour

in figure 8, one gets the exp
(
+i
∫
ω−
)

solution, which allows to fix d1 and d2 in terms of

b1. Following the lower contour allows instead to find c1 and c2.29 The final result of the

matching is

c1 = ic2 = eπξ b1 , d1 = id2 = i eπξ b1 . (B.22)

C Background Expectation Value of O

In this section, we provide more details on the estimate (2.29) for the expectation value of

the operator O ≡ −i(χ2 − χ∗2) on the background. In particular, we will check the sign

of the last term in eq. (2.22) and show that it is consistent with the sign of the standard

Hubble friction Hφ̇0.

From eq. (2.28), we can write

− im2

f

〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
=

m2

2π2fa3

∫ ∞
0

dk k2[Fk(t) · F †k (t)]12 . (C.1)

Using the WKB solution (2.11) with (B.8), and restricting the integral in (C.1) over the

instability band—which provides the leading contribution to (C.1)—we have:

Fk(t1 < t < t2) =
e−iθ1

2
√

2
(
k2

a2
+ µ2

)1/4

(
u− −iu−
i
u−

1
u−

)
e
∫ t
t1
|ω−|dt , (C.2)

− im2

f

〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
' m2

8π2f

∫ M2+m2

M2−m2

d(ka) k
2

a2(
k2

a2
+ µ2

)1/2

−iu2
−

|u−|2
e

2
∫ t
t1
|ω−|dt . (C.3)

Now, notice that, from eq. (B.3),

ω2
− =

(√
k2

a2
+ µ2 − ρ− m4

4ρ2

)(√
k2

a2
+ µ2 − ρ+

m4

4ρ2

)
< 0 (C.4)

for t1 < t < t2. Thus, it follows in particular that

− iu2
− =

|ω−|√
k2

a2
+ µ2 − ρ+ m2

2ρ

> 0 . (C.5)

As a result, (C.1) is a finite integral of a positive function, therefore − im2

f

〈
χ2 − χ∗2

〉
> 0.

29Note that, in the latter case, one has to cross a branch cut, which is responsible for the relative phase

between dj and cj (j = 1, 2) in eq. (B.22).
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D Statistics of the Noise

In this section we study the correlation functions of the stochastic part of the operators

that appear in our model. All the operators that are quadratic in the ADOF fields in our

model can be cast in the compact form

O =
1

a3
Aijσiσj , (D.1)

where the matrix A defines the operator and we are implicitly summing over repeated

indices. For instance, for O = −i(χ2 − χ∗2), the matrix A is

A =

(
0 1

1 0

)
. (D.2)

The expectation value of the operator is then given by the expression

〈O〉 =
1

a3

∫
d3~k

(2π)3
Tr
(
ATFkF

†
k

)
, (D.3)

where Fk is the mode functions matrix given in eq. (2.11) (see appendix B for more details).

The stochastic part of the operator is defined as the deviation from its expectation value,

i.e., δOS ≡ [O − 〈O〉]ϕ=0. As discussed in the main text, we are interested in O =

−i(χ2−χ∗2). Therefore, in the following we will concentrate on the case (D.2) and we will

only briefly comment on the behavior of the other operators.

Two-point Function

We are interested in computing the two-point function in Fourier space. After some

straightforward algebra, we obtain

〈δOS(t,~k)δOS(t′,~k′)〉 =
(2π)3δ(~k + ~k′)

a(t)3a(t′)3

∫
d3~p

(2π)3
Tr
[
ATFp(t, t

′)(A+AT )F T
|~k−~p |(t, t

′)
]
,

(D.4)

where we introduced

Fp(t, t
′) ≡ Fp(t)F †p (t′) . (D.5)

We get an exponential enhancement if both modes with momenta ~p and ~k − ~p have gone

through the instability band or are just about to leave it. Therefore, in order to evaluate

F from eq. (D.5) we can use the late-time WKB solution for F given in last line of

eq. (2.11). One can check that the contribution from the modes inside the instability band

only changes the final result by an O(1) amount. By direct calculation one obtains

Fp(t, t
′) =

e2πξ

4
[
( p

2

a2
+ µ2)( p

2

a′2 + µ2)
]1/4

|u−u′−|(EE′∗ + iEE′) |u−
u′−
|(iEE′∗ + EE′)

|u
′
−
u−
|(−iEE′∗ + EE′) 1

|u−u′−|
(EE′∗ − iEE′)

+c.c. .

(D.6)
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In the above expression we have introduced the oscillating phase

E ≡ e
−i

∫ t
t2(p)

ω−(t̃)dt̃
, (D.7)

where t2(p) is defined as the time at which the mode with momentum p exits the instability

band. In addition, the expression for u− can be read off from eq. (B.8). Note that the

prime symbol in (D.6) is just a shorthand, meaning that in the argument of the function t

is replaced by t′, and it should not be confused with a derivative with respect to conformal

time. Note also that in (D.6) we have neglected the exponentially subdominant mode

associated with the ω+ solution.

In the expression (D.4) we have two factors of F computed at two different scales,

associated with p and q ≡ |~k − ~p|. However, we will eventually be interested in the

correlation functions of the noise at large separations of points, i.e., for k much smaller

than p and q. Therefore, in the following, we shall neglect k and just set q ' p.
For the operator of interest O = −i(χ2 − χ∗2), the expression (D.4) reduces to

〈δOS(t,~k)δOS(t′,~k′)〉 =
4(2π)3δ(~k + ~k′)

a(t)3a(t′)3

∫
d3~p

(2π)3

[
(Fp)11(F|~k−~p|)22 + (Fp)12(F|~k−~p|)21

]
(t, t′)

' (2π)3δ(~k + ~k′)
2 e4πξ

a(t)3a(t′)3

∫
d3~p

(2π)3

cos
(

2
∫ t
t2(p) ωp

)
cos
(

2
∫ t′
t2(p) ωp

)
[
( p2

a(t)2
+ µ2)( p2

a(t′)2 + µ2)
]1/2 ,

(D.8)

where in the second line we have used eq. (D.6) and the approximation q ' p. Using simple

trigonometric identities, the oscillating factors in the integrand can be recast in the form

1

2

[
cos

(
2

∫ t

t′
ωp

)
+ cos

(
2

∫ t

t′
ωp + 4

∫ t′

t2(p)
ωp

)]
. (D.9)

Both terms are oscillating for generic values of t and t′. This implies in particular that

the integral in (D.8) averages the oscillations to zero and becomes negligible when the

difference ∆t ≡ t− t′ is large. Instead, for small separations ∆t, one gets

〈δOS(t,~k)δOS(t′,~k′)〉′ ' e4πξ

4π2a3

∫ ∼M
dx

x2

x2 + µ2

(
e−2iω(x)∆t + c.c.

)
, (D.10)

where we have defined x ≡ p/a and where the upper limit of integration is given the

position of the instability band
√
M2 −m2 ∼ M . Since in this range ω(x) is a decreasing

function of x (until it becomes zero at x =
√
M2 −m2) the integral is dominated by its

upper limit. Expanding around the upper limit,

ω(x) ≈

(
2m2
√
M2 −m2

2ρ2 −m2

)1/2√√
M2 −m2 − x . (D.11)

Then, the result of the integral can be approximated as∫ ∼M
dx

x2

x2 + µ2

(
e−2iω(x)∆t + c.c.

)
≈ M

m

sin(2m∆t)

∆t
. (D.12)
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We are interested in cases ∆t ∼ 1/H so that m∆t� 1. In this limit we can use the formal

identity sin(x/ε)
x → πδ(x), which holds in the limit ε→ 0.30 Finally we get

〈δOS(t,~k)δOS(t′,~k′)〉 ' (2π)3δ(~k + ~k′)
δ(t− t′)
a3

(
e4πξ

4π2

M

m

)
. (D.13)

Three-point Function

In this section, we derive the three-point function of the noise, which we used in section 4.2

to estimate the non-Gaussianity induced on ϕ within linear-response theory. Similarly to

the evaluation of power spectrum, after some straightforward algebra, we get

〈δOS(t,~k)δOS(t′,~k′)δOS(t′′,~k′′)〉′ =

=
8

a(t)3a(t′)3a(t′′)3

∫
d3~p

(2π)3
Tr
[
AFp(t, t

′)AF|~k′+~p|(t
′, t′′)AF T

|~k−~p|(t, t
′′)
]
, (D.14)

where we have assumed that A is a symmetric matrix. Once again we are interested in

O = −i(χ2 − χ∗2). By analogous considerations as in the case of power spectrum, we can

neglect k, k′ with respect to p. First, let us look at the modes after the instability band.

Using the WKB solution (2.11) we obtain for the integrand of eq. (D.14):

e6πξ
cos
(

2
∫ t
t2(p) ωp

)
cos
(

2
∫ t′
t2(p) ωp

)
cos
(

2
∫ t′′
t2(p) ωp

)
[
( p2

a(t)2
+ µ2)( p2

a(t′)2 + µ2)( p2

a(t′′)2 + µ2)
]1/2 . (D.15)

As a result, it is easy to see that for large separation among the three times t, t′ and t′′ the

integrand is highly oscillating and makes therefore the integral (D.14) negligible. Hence, we

shall set t = t′ = t′′ to evaluate the leading contribution to the integral. The most relevant

modes are the ones that just came out of the instability band and are slowly varying at t.

Thus, each of the cosines can be approximated as

cos

[
m

√
M − x
M

(t− t2(p))

]
= cos

[
m

H

√
M − x
M

log
M

x

]
∼ cos

[
m

H

(
M − x
M

)3/2
]
,

(D.16)

where in the first step we rewrote t− t2(p) in terms of the comoving momentum x = p/a,

while in the second one we made an approximation valid close to the instability band

x ∼M . One can now do the integral over momenta and get

〈
δO3

S

〉′
t=t′=t′′

' 4 e6πξ

a6π2

∫ ∼M
dx

x2

(x2 + µ2)3/2
cos3

(
m

H

(
M − x
M

)3/2
)
' e6πξ

a6π2

(
H

m

)2/3

.

(D.17)

This gives the correlation of the noise at equal times; in order to write it at different times

one needs to estimate how fast the correlation decays when say t and t′ are separated.

30The more precise statement is that limε→0

∫
dx sin(x/ε)

πx
f(x) = f(0) for any smooth function f . Therefore

in this limit, we can treat the sinc function as a delta function.
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The integral in x above gets contribution for (M − x)/M . (H/m)2/3. In this range

the frequency of oscillations of the modes is smaller than m(H/m)1/3: one starts seeing

cancellations when the difference in time t−t′ becomes of order m−1(H/m)−1/3. This gives

the width of the delta functions and we can approximate the correlation of the noise as

〈δOS(t,~k)δOS(t′,~k′)δOS(t′′,~k′′)〉 ' (2π)3δ(~k + ~k′ + ~k′′)
δ(t− t′)δ(t− t′′)

a6

e6πξ

π2

1

m2
. (D.18)
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[39] O. Özsoy and G. Tasinato, “Inflation and Primordial Black Holes,” arXiv:2301.03600

[astro-ph.CO].

[40] A. Berera, I. G. Moss, and R. O. Ramos, “Warm Inflation and its Microphysical Basis,”

Rept. Prog. Phys. 72 (2009) 026901, arXiv:0808.1855 [hep-ph].

[41] R. Z. Ferreira and A. Notari, “Thermalized Axion Inflation,” JCAP 09 (2017) 007,

arXiv:1706.00373 [astro-ph.CO].

[42] P. Klose, M. Laine, and S. Procacci, “Gravitational wave background from vacuum and

thermal fluctuations during axion-like inflation,” JCAP 12 (2022) 020, arXiv:2210.11710

[hep-ph].

[43] V. Assassi, D. Baumann, D. Green, and L. McAllister, “Planck-Suppressed Operators,”

JCAP 01 (2014) 033, arXiv:1304.5226 [hep-th].

[44] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshits, Quantum Mechanics: Non-Relativistic Theory, vol. v.3 of

Course of Theoretical Physics. Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, 1991.

[45] J. F. Dufaux, G. N. Felder, L. Kofman, M. Peloso, and D. Podolsky, “Preheating with

trilinear interactions: Tachyonic resonance,” JCAP 07 (2006) 006, arXiv:hep-ph/0602144.

– 44 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/06/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.1525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.023534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.0022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.023525
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.3327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.123537
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.5849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/08/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.0542
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.063518
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.0665
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.03600
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.03600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/72/2/026901
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.1855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/09/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.00373
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/12/020
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.11710
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.11710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/01/033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.5226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2006/07/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0602144


Electroweak vacuum decay in metric-affine gravity
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Abstract

We investigate the stability of the electroweak vacuum in metric-affine gravity in which the Standard Model Higgs boson can
be non-minimally coupled to both the Ricci scalar and the Holst invariant. We find that vacuum stability is improved in this
framework across a wide range of model parameters.

1. Introduction

It is well known that the potential of the Higgs boson in
the Standard Model (SM) is deeper at high energies than in
the electroweak vacuum permitting its decay through quan-
tum tunneling [1–4]. Although this does not invalidate the
SM, the electroweak vacuum is predicted to be metastable in
the absence of contributions from UV physics [5–13].

Coleman and De Luccia [14] were the first to delve into
the matter of gravitational effects on vacuum decay. Sub-
sequently, multiple studies of gravitational corrections have
been performed [15–23], along with discussions about the
impact of black holes on the amplification or reduction of the
vacuum decay rate [24–40].

In this letter, we extend the calculation of gravitational cor-
rections to vacuum decay in the context of metric-affine grav-
ity. There, in contrast to general relativity, the connection is
taken to be an independent variable without the usual sym-
metries of the Levi-Civita one. As a result, the Riemann ten-
sor does not possess the symmetries it has in the metric case,
and thus the gravitational action should be extended by in-
cluding an additional scalar curvature invariant - the Holst
invariant. This term commonly appears in Loop Quantum
Gravity [41] and has been studied in various branches of high
energy physics, such as black hole thermodynamics [42, 43].
Lately, its significance in inflationary cosmology [44–49],
and high energy physics phenomenology [50–54], has gar-
nered a great deal of attention.

2. The gravitational action

Metric-affine theories of gravity treat the metric tensor gµν
and the connection Γλµν as independent variables. This should

∗Email address: ioannis.gialamas@kbfi.ee
∗∗Email address: hardi.veermae@cern.ch

be contrasted with the usual metric gravity that uses the Levi-
Civita connection

{
λ
µν

}
, which is completely determined by

the metric. It is useful to decompose the connection Γλµν as

Γλµν ≡
{
λ
µν

}
+ Cλ

µν , (1)

where Cλ
µν is dubbed the distortion tensor. The Riemann ten-

sor Rµνρσ is constructed from the connection Γ in the usual
way and one can form two scalars that are linear on it. These
are the Ricci scalar and the Holst invariant [55, 56]

R ≡ Rµνµν , R̃ ≡
1
2
εµνρσRµνρσ , (2)

where g is the determinant of the metric tensor and εµνρσ is
the totally antisymmetric tensor. In metric gravity, the Holst
invariant vanishes identically due to the symmetries of the
Riemann tensor.

The most general action linear in the Riemann tensor and
containing terms of at most dimension 4 has the form1

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
f (h) +

R̃

2
f̃ (h) −

1
2

(∂h)2 − V(h)
]
, (3)

where V(h) is the Higgs potential,

f (h) = 1/κ + ξh2, f̃ (h) = β/κ + ξ̃h2 , (4)

are non-minimal couplings, β, ξ and ξ̃ are constant couplings,
and κ = 1/M2

Pl. The function 1/ f̃ (h) can be thought of as a
field-dependent Barbero-Immirzi parameter [56, 57]. In the
following, we will first work out the formalism without as-
suming a specific functional form of f , f̃ , and V and suppress
their arguments for notational brevity.

1Natural units with c = ~ = 1 are used throughout this paper.
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In this work, we do not consider couplings between the
connection and fermions, which would generally contribute
to the dynamics of the connection. The effect of such cou-
plings vanishes if fermions are coupled to the Levi-Civita
connection. In addition to the Ricci and Holst terms, metric-
affine gravity permits the construction of 20 additional scalars
with mass dimension 2 from torsion Tρµν ≡ 2Γρ[µν] and non-
metricity Qρµν ≡ ∇ρgµν [58, 59]. Although such terms are
not considered in this work, our perturbative results can be
straightforwardly extended to include them as will be ex-
plained below.

We remark that the action (3) appears also in Einstein-
Cartan gravity. A crucial distinction with the current case
is that the Einstein-Cartan connection is decomposed using
the Levi-Civita connection and torsion and, unlike in metric-
affine gravity, the non-metricity is taken to be zero. Never-
theless, as we will show below, the metric-affine framework
contains both the metric and Palatini formulations as limiting
cases and the non-metricity may be taken to zero without loss
of generality.

In order to study bounce solutions, we construct the Eu-
clidean action (3) by analytically continuing the Lorentzian
signature (−,+,+,+) to the Euclidean one (+,+,+,+). Then,
to bring the action to a more conventional form, we will first
integrate out the connection. To this aim, we will express
the Ricci scalar and the Holst invariant in terms of the metric
Ricci scalar R[g] and the distortion tensor,

R =R + DµCµ ν
ν − DνCµ ν

µ + Cµ
µλC

λ ν
ν −Cµ

νλC
λ ν
µ , (5a)

R̃ =εµνρσ
(
DµCρνσ + CρµλC

λ
νσ

)
, (5b)

where D denotes the covariant derivative of the Levi-Civita
connection. Substituting Eq. (5a) and (5b) into the action (3),
yields2

S E =

∫
d4x
√

g
[
−

R
2

f +
1
2

(∂h)2 + V

−
f
2
(
DµCµ ν

ν − DνCµ ν
µ + Cµ

µλC
λ ν
ν −Cµ

νλC
λ ν
µ

)
−

i f̃
2
εµνρσ

(
DµCρνσ + CρµλC

λ
νσ

) ]
. (6)

The distortion tensor obeys an algebraic non-homogeneous
linear equation of motion. Thus, in order to integrate it out
in full generality, it is sufficient to find a particular solution to
this equation [47]. Such a solution is given by [49]

Cµνρ =
1
2
(

gνµ∂ρX − gνρ∂µX − iεµνρσ∂σY
)
, (7)

2Although the Holst term picks up an imaginary unit when continuing to
Euclidean space, analogously to the CP violating topological term in Yang-
Mills theory (e.g., see Ref. [60]), its effect is negated due to the dependence
of εµνρσεµνρσ = sign(g) 4! on the sign of the metric determinant.

where
f = eX cos(Y), f̃ = eX sin(Y) . (8)

This solution is metric compatible, i.e., Qρµν = −2C(ν|ρ|µ) = 0,
and has torsion Tρνµ = 2Cρ[νµ]. So, the theory is dynami-
cally equivalent to the Einstein-Cartan theory. On the other
hand, the particular solution (7) is not the general one be-
cause of the projective symmetry of the action, Cρνµ →

Cρνµ + gρµAν, which can be used to induce the non-metricity
Qρµν = −2gµνAρ. In particular, the Palatini limit with f̃ = 0 is
obtained by choosing Aν = ∂νX/2.

Substituting (7) in the action (6) gives

S E =

∫
d4x
√

g
[
−

R
2

f +
1
2

K(∂h)2 + V
]
, (9)

where the contribution of the independent connection is now
fully captured by the kinetic function3

K = 1 +
3
2

f f̃ ′2 − 2 f ′ f̃ f̃ ′ − f f ′2

f 2 + f̃ 2
. (10)

Note that the action (9) does not depend on the sign of f̃ .
For specific combinations of the involved functions, the

general metric-affine theory interpolates continuously be-
tween the metric (K = 1) and the Palatini (K = 1−(3/2) f ′2/ f )
theories. In accordance with Ref. [44], we find that these sce-
narios correspond to

f̃ =c f 2 −
1
4c
, (metric) (11a)

f̃ =c f , (Palatini) (11b)

with c a constant. As an important case, the metric formu-
lation can be obtained in the limit in which the constant part
of f̃ is large. More specifically, without loss of generality we
can consider f̃ (h) = β/κ + f̃1(h), where f̃1, f are arbitrary
functions of h. If |β|/κ � f̃1, f , then

K(h) = 1 −
3κ
β

f ′ f̃ ′ + O
(
κ

β

)2

, (12)

and thus the metric-affine theory approaches the purely metric
theory when |β| → ∞. With f , f̃ given by (4), the Palatini
formulation corresponds to β = ξ̃/ξ, of which β = ξ̃ = 0 is
only a special case. Consequently, as β ranges from −∞ →
ξ̃/ξ → ∞, the metric formulation is continuously deformed
to the Palatini one and back.

3. Corrections to vacuum decay in metric-affine gravity

To compute the minimal bounce action, we will look for
O(4) symmetric solutions [61], with the line element ds2 =

3The primes denote differentiation with respect to the argument of the
function, that is, depending on the context, with respect to h or r.
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Figure 1: The minimal bounce action (16) for β = 0,±6 and various values of ξ and ξ̃. The horizontal line in brown indicates the bounce action in the absence of
gravity, S 0 = 8π2/(3|λ(µ)|). The metric and Palatini cases are represented by the black-dashed and gray-dot-dashed curves, respectively.

dr2 + ρ2dΩ2
3, where dΩ2

3 denotes the line element of the unit
3-sphere and the Higgs field depends only on the radial coor-
dinate r, i.e. h = h(r). In this background, the metric Ricci
scalar reads R = 6(1− ρρ′′ − ρ′2)/ρ2 and the Euclidean action
can be recast as

S E = 2π2
∫

dr ρ3
[

3 f
ρρ′′ + ρ′2 − 1

ρ2 +
1
2

Kh′2 + V
]
. (13)

The bounce solution is determined by the following equations
of motion4

ρ′2 = 1 +
ρ2

3 f

(
1
2

Kh′2 − V − 3
ρ′

ρ
f ′h′
)
, (14a)

h′′ = −3
ρ′

ρ
h′ +

1
K

(
−

1
2

K′h′2 + V ′ −
R
2

f ′
)
. (14b)

To obtain the bounce action, we will adopt the perturbative
method proposed in Ref. [15] and look for solutions as a se-
ries in κ, i.e.

h(r) =h0(r) + κh1(r) + O(κ2) , (15a)

ρ(r) =r + κρ1(r) + κ2ρ2(r) + O(κ3) , (15b)

This approach is suitable when the gravitational corrections
are relatively small, and, as we will demonstrate, this tech-
nique is adequate for elucidating the differences that emerge
due to the inclusion of the Holst invariant. In a similar vein,
the bounce action (13) can be expanded as

S E = S 0 + κS 1 + O(κ2) . (16)

The leading order solution5 h0(r) of (14) is the so-called

4The ρ equations of motion follow from the rr component of the Einstein
equations, but can also be derived by varying the action (13).

5See also [62] for exact solutions for vacuum decay in Higgs-like un-
bounded potentials.

Fubini instanton [63, 64]

h0(r) =

√
2
|λ|

2µ
1 + µ2r2 , (17)

with µ being an arbitrary scale of the bounce. It solves the
equation of motion in the absence of gravity (ρ0 = r) and
with V(h) = λh4/4 assuming that the Higgs quartic coupling
λ is constant and negative. The leading order contribution to
the action (13) is

S 0 = 2π2
∫

dr r3
(

h′20
2

+ V(h0)
)

=
8π2

3|λ|
, (18)

and gives the bounce action in the absence of gravity. To
obtain the gravitationally corrected action one must account
for the running of λ [17, 19]. We will evaluate λ at the scale
of the bounce µ and then minimize the action with respect to
µ. The running of λ is computed at a 3-loop level [11] with
the relevant parameters taken from [65].

Evaluating the gravitational correction S 1 relies on the spe-
cific form of f and f̃ , for which we will assume the form (4)
when needed. We will assume that the leading order grav-
itational corrections to the kinetic function (10) can be ex-
pressed as

K = 1 + κK1h2 + O(κ2) , (19)

where K1 is a dimensionless constant. Indeed, with f and f̃
given by (4), we have that

K1 ≡ −6
ξ2 + 2βξξ̃ − ξ̃2

1 + β2 . (20)

Note that for large β we recover Eq. (12). At order O(κ), the
equation of motion (14a) is

ρ′1 =
1
6

r2
(

1
2

h′20 − V(h0) − 3 f ′(h0)h′0

)
, (21)

3



independently of the shape of f̃ . For the Fubini bounce (17),
it is solved by

ρ1 =
1 + 6ξ
3|λ|/µ2

(
r
µ2r2 − 1

(µ2r2 + 1)2 + µ−1arctan(µr)
)
. (22)

Knowing ρ1 is sufficient to compute the O(κ) correction S 1
to the action. We checked explicitly that the dependence on
h1 can be eliminated by the h0 equations of motion and par-
tial integration. This is a general result, however, because
h0 minimizes the action in the absence of gravity and thus
S 0[h0 + κh1] = S 0[h0] + O(κ2) [19]. In all, we obtain that

S 1 =
32π2µ2

45λ2(µ)
(
(1 + 6ξ)2 + 6K1

)
=

32π2µ2

45λ2(µ)

(
(1 + 6ξ)2 − 36

ξ2 + 2βξξ̃ − ξ̃2

1 + β2

)
.

(23)

where K1 encodes the modifications resulting from an inde-
pendent connection, i.e., setting K1 = 0 recovers the metric
case.

The gravitational correction (23) can be negative for certain
values of model parameters. If this happens, then the action
cannot be minimized with respect to µ and the perturbative
approach fails. However, by minimizing S 1 with respect to ξ,
it is straightforward to show that S 1 is always positive when

βξ̃ ≥ 1/12 . (24)

Otherwise, the positivity of the gravitational correction S 1
can be achieved only in certain regions of the parameter
space. Two special cases warrant being considered more
closely:

1. ξ̃ = 0: A minimally coupled Holst term f̃ (h) = β/κ is
probably the simplest scenario. The region allowed by
the positivity of S 1 is∣∣∣∣ξ +

1
6

+
1

6β2

∣∣∣∣ ≥
√

1 + β2

6β2 . (25)

For β � 1, this gives ξ ≤ −1/(3β2) or ξ ≥ −1/12,
while, when β � 1, only a narrow region around the
conformal coupling ξ = −1/6 is forbidden, that is,
|ξ + 1/6| ≥ 1/(6β).

2. β = 0: In this case, the contribution from the Holst term

S 1 =
32π2µ2

45λ2(µ)
(
1 + 12ξ + 36ξ̃2) , (26)

is always positive and will thus always improve the sta-
bility of the SM vacuum when compared to the Palatini
case. This special case is depicted in the middle panel of
Fig. 1 However, as in the Palatini limit, the positivity of
S 1 implies a strict lower bound

ξ ≥ −1/12 − 3ξ̃2 . (27)

The minimal bounce action is shown in Fig. 1 with the run-
ning of λ computed at the 3-loop level [11]. It shows that the
metric limit β → ∞ is realized quite well already for |β| = 6
when ξ̃ ≈ 0. For ξ̃ � 1, we see that the bounce action is typi-
cally enhanced when β and ξ have the opposite signs, thus im-
proving the stability of the vacuum. Additionally, in compari-
son to the metric case, the stability is improved when |ξ| < |ξ̃|.
In all depicted cases, the regions in which S 1 < 0 can be ob-
served: When β = 6, this region exists only for the ξ̃ = 0
line and is contained in a narrow range around ξ = −37/216.
In the β = −6 case, a parameter region with S 1 < 0 can
be observed for every ξ̃. The disallowed ξ range varies with
ξ̃. Since the theory is independent of the sign of f̃ , then the
β = 6 panel covers the β = −6 case with ξ̃ ∈ [−100, 0] and
vice versa.

Finally, it is important to point out that, as in the action (9),
the contributions from mass dimension 2 terms constructed
from torsion and non-metricity that can appear in metric-
affine gravity can be reduced to a non-canonical kinetic term
in a metric theory [59]. This implies that our results can be
straightforwardly extended to include corrections to vacuum
stability from such terms by computing their contribution to
the small κ expansion (19).

4. Conclusions

We analyzed the stability of the electroweak vacuum in
metric-affine gravity, where the Higgs boson is expected to
have an additional non-minimal coupling to the Holst invari-
ant. This scenario can be reformulated in terms of an equiv-
alent metric theory with a non-canonical kinetic term, where
the gravitational corrections to the bounce action can be stud-
ied with established perturbative methods. Our results show
that the stability of the electroweak vacuum in metric-affine
gravity is improved across a wide range of model parameters.

A non-minimally coupled Holst term provides a class of
models that continuously connects metric and Palatini grav-
ity. We find that the limiting case of Palatini gravity displays
the mildest improvement to vacuum stability.
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Abstract. We demonstrate that the Peccei-Quinn-electromagnetic anomaly coefficient A
can be directly measured from axion string-induced cosmic birefringence by applying scatter-
ing transform to the anisotropic polarization rotation of the cosmic microwave background.
This breaks the degeneracy between A and the effective number of string loops in traditional
inference analyses that are solely based on the spatial power spectrum of polarization rotation.
Carrying out likelihood-based parameter inference on mock rotation realizations generated
according to phenomenological string network models, we show that scattering transform is
able to extract enough non-Gaussian information to clearly distinguish a number of discrete
A values, for instance A = 1/9, 1/3, 2/3, in the ideal case of noise-free rotation reconstruction,
and, to a lesser but interesting degree at reconstruction noise levels comparable to that ex-
pected for the proposed CMB-HD concept. In the event of a statistical detection of cosmic
birefringence by Stage III or IV CMB experiments, our technique can be applied to test the
stringy nature of the birefringence pattern and extract fundamental information about the
smallest unit of charge in theories beyond the Standard Model.
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1 Introduction

It has been a fundamental quest in physics to understand the smallest unit of electric charge,
from the measurement of the elementary charge e in the oil drop experiment [1] to the search
for magnetic monopoles as the source of charge quantization [2]. It has recently been proposed
that measuring cosmic birefringence in the cosmic microwave background (CMB) induced by
ultralight axion strings is a promising way to probe charge quantization beyond the Standard
Model (SM) [3]. In this paper, we build on this idea and demonstrate that non-Gaussian
statistical inference using scattering transform coefficients can extract this information from
the anisotropic polarization rotation in the CMB in a realistic future experiment.

1.1 Axions and charge quantization

Axions are neutral pseudo-scalar fields that generically arise from a spontaneously broken
Peccei-Quinn symmetry and are often invoked in beyond-the-SM theories.1 For example, the
QCD axion provides one of the most compelling solutions to the strong CP problem [4, 5]
and is a proposed candidate of the astrophysical dark matter [6–8]. The mixed anomaly

1Some authors only refer to the QCD axion as “axion”, but in this work “axions” generally include all
axion-like particles.
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between the Peccei-Quinn symmetry and SM electromagnetism gives rise to a Chern-Simons
coupling between the QCD axion and the photon as an addition to the SM Lagrangian [9]:

L ⊃ Aαem

4πfa
aF F̃ , (1.1)

where a is the axion field, F is the electromagnetic field strength tensor, fa is the periodicity
of the field value such that a is identified with a+ 2π fa, αem is the fine structure constant,
and A is the Peccei-Quinn-electromagnetic anomaly coefficient.

In particular, the dimensionless anomaly coefficient A reveals crucial information about
the structure of the theory beyond the SM in the following way. While the periodicity fa
is subject to renormalization, A is not, so its value is fixed on all energy scales [9]. If the
high-energy theory introduces any new electrically charged fermions, then

A =
∑
f

Qa,f Q
2
f , (1.2)

where f ranges over the new fermions, Qa,f are the corresponding Peccei-Quinn charges, and
Qf are the corresponding electric charges. Since Qa,f are necessarily integers, A is an integer
multiple of the square of the smallest charge in the theory [3]. For any SM-like theory with
fractional charges 1/3 and 2/3, such as minimal Grand Unified Theories, A is expected to be
a multiple of 1/9. See Ref. [10] for a detailed discussion on the quantized nature of A. If
A is experimentally measured to be close to a ratio of small integers, the possible charge
assignments in the beyond-SM theory will be strongly constrained.

Motivated by this, Ref. [3] proposes a method to directly measure A independently of
fa. The axion-photon coupling in Eq. (1.1) implies that, as a distant photon travels through
the axion field, its polarization rotates by an angle

∆Φ =
Aαem

2πfa
∆a, (1.3)

where ∆a is the net change in axion field value between the end points of the photon’s
path [11–13]. This effect, called cosmic birefringence, induces parity violation in the ob-
served CMB polarization anisotropies as CMB photons propagate through the axion-filled
cosmic medium [14]. In ordinary situations, a� 2πfa as the axion settles down toward the
minimum of the potential, rendering birefringence an extremely weak effect. Remarkably,
the periodicity of a allows field configurations with topological defects, called cosmic strings,
in which ∆a ≈ n 2πfa for n ∈ Z along a typical line of sight. Each string has a cosmological-
scale length, but only has a microscopic size in the transverse directions. The polarization
rotation along a typical direction is then greatly enhanced, ∆Φ ≈ nAαem, which is quantized
in a way that depends only on A but not on fa [3].

Axion field configurations with cosmic strings can naturally arise in our Universe. If
the Peccei-Quinn symmetry is broken after cosmic inflation, the axion field value in different
causal patches will take unrelated values. Along an imagined superhorizon closed path, the
axion field value often changes by one or more periods. Thus, the path has a non-zero axion
winding number and must enclose cosmic strings, along which the axion field is singular and
the Peccei-Quinn symmetry is restored [15–17]. Since axion strings are topologically stable,
the cosmic string network could have survived until long after recombination.

The primary subject of this work are ultralight axions whose masses are less than
the Hubble scale at recombination, ma . 3Hcmb ' 8 × 10−29 eV. While such ultralight

– 2 –



axions neither solve the strong CP problem nor contribute a significant fraction of the dark
matter [18], they may drive the current accelerated expansion of the universe [19] and are
commonly predicted in string theory scenarios [20, 21]. For ma & 3H0 ' 4 × 10−33 eV, the
formation of domain walls becomes relevant to the dynamics of the axion string network. For
this mass range, we only consider the case in which each string is attached to at least two
domain walls (NDW > 1), where the balance of forces ensures the stability of the string-wall
network. String-wall networks with NDW = 1 in this mass range collapse and dissipate into
a bath of axion radiation at a time before the present day depending on ma [22, 23]. The
string-wall collapse scenario can in principle be studied with the technique expounded in this
work, but we omit it for clarity and simplicity. See Ref. [24] for a detailed study of cosmic
birefringence due to axion string-wall networks.

1.2 CMB polarization rotation

In a universe teeming with axion cosmic strings, the polarization of each CMB photon rotates
by ±Aαem if the photon passes through a string loop or by ±1

2Aαem if it passes by a long
open string [3]. The stacked effect of the entire string network will manifest in the CMB
as the division of the sky into many domains of nearly uniform polarization rotation. The
rotation angle in each domain will be quantized as integer multiples of Aαem.

If the anistropic polarization rotation of the CMB could be measured with arbitrary
precision at arbitrarily high spatial resolution, then any individual cosmic string would be
resolved. The value of A can be extracted from the difference in the polarization rotation
angle on both sides of the string. However, since the intrinsic CMB polarization along
any line of sight is not known, the rotation angle has to be statistically inferred from the
correlation between Fourier modes on the sky. Current experiments (e.g. Planck) do not
measure sufficiently many signal-dominated Fourier modes to locally detect a single string
for interesting values of A. Instead, statistical detection based on accumulated significance
over a large sky patch containing multiple strings is a more promising approach [3].

Motivated by numerical simulations, Ref. [25] developed a phenomenological model of
cosmic string network called the loop-crossing model, which can be used to efficiently generate
random realizations of birefringence and semi-analytically calculate its power spectrum. On
the other hand, previous studies have employed quadratic estimators for statistical detection
and measurement of the polarization rotation, and the power spectrum of these quadratic
estimators is well understood [26, 27].

Besides A, the loop-crossing model introduces other phenomenological parameters that
characterize the cosmic string network, including ξ0, the effective length of strings per Hubble
volume. In a previous work [27], we applied quadratic estimators to the loop-crossing model
and forecast detectability of a string network by forthcoming CMB experiments. Quoting
binned rotation power spectrum derived from the Planck 2015 polarization data [28], we
constrain A2 ξ0 < 0.93 at a 95% confidence level [27]. Upcoming experiments (Simons Ob-
servatory, CMB-S4, etc.) will be sensitive enough to discover or falsify anisotropic rotations
from an axion string network in the theoretically plausible parameter space A = 0.1 ∼ 1 and
ξ0 = 1 ∼ 100.

1.3 Breaking the degeneracy between the strength and number of strings

Analyses based on the rotation power spectrum unfortunately suffer from a shortfall for
phenomenological models like the loop-crossing model. Since the power spectrum is optimized
for Gaussian random fields but misses all non-Gaussian spatial information in the rotation
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field, it is only sensitive to A2 ξ0, a combination of “strength” and “quantity” of the string
network, but otherwise is unable to constrain A or ξ0 separately. Anticipating a future
detection of cosmic birefringence from axion strings, and given the theoretical significance of
A, it will be highly rewarding to develop a methodology that breaks the degeneracy between
A and ξ0, which will confirm the string origin of the anisotropic rotation and place tight
constraints on A.

We suggest in this paper alternative summary statistics that extract a substantial
amount of non-Gaussian information. Scattering transform, which manipulates input fields
in a way similar to what a convolutional neural network does but requires no training, of-
fers precisely this advantage over the power spectrum. In recent applications to cosmology,
by exploiting non-Gaussian features in the weak lensing field [29, 30] or in the large-scale
structure [31], scattering transform is shown to significantly reduce the degeneracy between
cosmological parameters at the power spectrum level, such as σ8 and Ωm.

We show in this paper that in the event of a detection of axion string birefringence at
Stage III and/or Stage IV CMB experiments using quadratic estimators, scattering trans-
form can be further employed to break the degeneracy between A and ξ0, for noise levels
achievable by the conceived next-generation high-sensitivity experiment CMB-HD [32]. The
methodology may distinguish different discrete values of A, which will provide a strong test
of charge quantization beyond the SM.

1.4 Outline

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the
loop-crossing model, explains how it is realized on the flat sky, and shows that the A2 ξ0
degeneracy arises in the power spectrum. In Section 3, we discuss the technique of scattering
transform and compare it with the power spectrum analysis, guided by understanding of
the underlying mathematics. In Section 4, we design a numerical study in which the mock
reconstruction noise is generated and added to the string birefringence signal. In Section 5,
we detail the parameter inference procedure. In Section 6, we forecast inference results for
both noise-free and noisy rotation field, with a comparison between scattering transform and
power spectrum analysis. Throughout this work, we adopt c = 1 units.

2 Loop-crossing model

The spatial pattern of string induced birefringence in the CMB depends on the string network
structure which is dictated by string dynamics. While the precise distribution of string loops
as a function of loop size and redshift is the subject of ongoing numerical investigations [33–
35], phenomenological string network models are useful to approximate the range of cosmic
string networks found by physical simulations, and they enable efficient comparison between
mock data and theoretical predictions in forecast studies.

One example is the loop-crossing model developed in Ref. [25] , in which the Universe is
populated by circular string loops with a redshift dependent radius distribution. At a given
redshift z, the comoving number density of string loops of comoving radii in the interval
[r, r + dr] is

dn = ν(r, z) dr. (2.1)
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String loop orientations are assumed to be random and isotropic. It is convenient to re-
parametrize the radius distribution ν(r, z) as

ν(r, z) =
[a(z)H(z)]4

2π ζ
χ(ζ, z), (2.2)

where the dimensionless parameter ζ = r aH is the proper radius of a string loop expressed
in units of the Hubble length at redshift z. The radius distribution χ(ζ, z) completely char-
acterizes the string network in the loop-crossing model.

In what follows, we will consider two different loop radius distributions in which the
energy density in the cosmic string network scales with the dominant energy density in
the Universe. This stable distribution is achieved through the dynamical process of string
motion and recombination (not to be confused with cosmological recombination) [34]. The
resultant network is said to be “in scaling”, and its distribution of dimensionless string radii
is redshift-independent, χ(ζ, z) = χ(ζ). Although this property of axion string networks
has recently been called into question [34, 35], the method described in this paper would
only need minimal modification by simply allowing for a redshift-dependent string radius
distribution χ.

The first model (Model I hereafter) assumes that all string loops have the same radius
in Hubble units ζ = ζ0:

χI(ζ) = ξ0 δ(ζ − ζ0). (2.3)

The second model (Model II hereafter) assumes that a fraction fsub of the loops are sub-
Hubble scale loops, distributed logarithmically between a variable ζmin and ζmax = 1, while
the rest of the loops have a Hubble-length radius:

χII(ζ) = (1− fsub) ξ0 δ(ζ − ζmax) + fsub ξ0
Θ(ζmax − ζ) Θ(ζ − ζmin)

ζmax − ζmin
. (2.4)

Model I and Model II become the same if fsub = 0 and ζ0 = ζmax = 1. The logarithmic loop
length distribution of Model II is consistent with recent simulations [35].

Both distributions are normalized to∫ ∞
0

χ(ζ) dζ = ξ0. (2.5)

The parameter ξ0 can be interpreted as the number of Hubble-scale loops per Hubble volume
there would have to be in order to account for the same mean energy density as in the string
network described by the distribution χ(ζ). It is therefore called the effective number of
strings per Hubble volume.

In the parameter inference procedure of Section 5, we will treat (A, ξ0, ζ0) as the pa-
rameter space of Model I and (A, ξ0, fsub) as the parameter space of Model II, and set
ζmin = 10−1. We note that a smaller ζmin would lead to a reduction of the birefringence
signal.

2.1 Implementation of models

We describe the procedure for generating random realizations of polarization rotation in the
CMB generated by a string network described by a given loop radius distribution χ(ζ, z),
where the z-dependence is kept for generality. The procedure consists of three steps:
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1. Determine the average number of string loops whose centers lie within a chosen patch
on the sky.

2. Sample the redshifts and radii of string loops according to the distributions specified
by the model, and draw loop centers uniformly within the chosen patch of the sky.

3. Calculate the rotation pattern due to each individual string loop. Find the superposi-
tion of constributions from all generated string loops.

We work in the flat-sky approximation for simplicity. A similar process taking into account
the curvature of the sky can be found in Ref. [24].

Using the parametrization in Eq. (2.2), the comoving number density of string loops is

dn =
(aH)3

2π ζ
χdζ. (2.6)

The specific number of string loops in the redshift interval between z and z + dz and within
a solid angle dΩ on the sky is

dn dVC =
(aH)3 s2

2π ζ H
χdζ dz dΩ, (2.7)

where dVC is the comoving volume within solid angle dΩ in the redshift interval between z
and z+ dz, and s is the comoving distance out to redshift z. The expected number of string
loops observed within a patch of the sky of solid angle Ω is obtained by integrating over
radius, redshift, and solid angle:

〈n〉 = Ω

∫ 1

0
dζ

∫ zcmb

0
dz

(aH)3 s2

2π ζ H
χ, (2.8)

where we assume no string loop exceeds the Hubble scale, i.e. 0 < ζ ≤ 1. In practice, the
actual number of string loop centers within a finite patch of sky is drawn from a Poisson
distribution with a mean number 〈n〉.

We may simplify the expression when χ(ζ, z) has a separable functional form:

χ(ζ, z) = X(ζ)Y (z). (2.9)

Define rescaled variables ζ̃ = ζ̃(ζ) and z̃ = z̃(z) such that

dζ̃ =
1

2π ζ
X(ζ) dζ, dz̃ =

(aH)3 s2

H
Y (z) dz. (2.10)

Then, Eq. (2.7) becomes
dn dVC = dζ̃ dz̃ dΩ, (2.11)

and Eq. (2.8) becomes
〈n〉 = Ω ∆ζ̃ ∆z̃, (2.12)

where ∆ζ̃ and ∆z̃ are the ranges of the transformed variables corresponding to the ranges of
ζ and z in Eq. (2.8).

With Eq. (2.11), the radii and redshifts of the string loops can be generated by first
drawing uniformly in the (ζ̃, z̃)-space within the ranges ∆ζ̃ and ∆z̃, and then converting the
values back to the (ζ, z)-space.

For each string loop with parameters (ζ, z), we calculate its induced spatial rotation
pattern in the sky. Since ζ/aH is the proper radius of the loop, its angular radius is
tan−1(ζ/aH s) 2. The string loop center is uniformly drawn from within the solid angle

2We do not approximate tan−1 x ∼ x due to the large size of string loops at low redshift.

– 6 –



Ω of the sky. The unit vector k̂ normal to the plane of the string loop circle, which is sam-
pled from an isotropic distribution, defines an apparent ellipse as the projection of this circle
along the line of sight. Finally, the rotation field is assigned the value of 0 outside the ellipse
and ±Aαem inside, where the sign depends on whether k̂ points away from or towards the
observer. The total birefringence signal of a string network is simply the sum of signals due
to individual string loops.

In practice, we draw the coordinates of string loop centers from a larger sky area Ω′ > Ω
than the one analyzed, so as to include string loops that overlap with Ω but have centers
outside of Ω. To determine Ω′, we set a lower limit on the string redshift zmin = 0.001 and
calculate an upper limit on the angular radius.

We show in Figure 1 several uncurated noise-free realizations of Model I (uniform radii).
We plot the rotation field in a 128◦ × 128◦ patch of sky (40% of the full sky) for a selection
of model parameter sets, while fixing the overall scaling A = 1. Note that if we rescale each
map in Figure 1 to keep A2 ξ0 constant, realizations in the same column (with the same
ζ0) correspond to the same power spectrum. We expect the scattering transform to break
this degeneracy. It is visible to the naked eye that the rotation field has more contiguous
patches of (nearly) constant rotation angle at lower ξ0 and ζ0. This is because a low number
density of string loops (the expected number of string loops is proportional to ξ0) allows
for large patches of coherent rotation, while the smaller radius ζ0 minimizes the chance that
the largest projected string loops intersect with other large string loops. These contiguous
features render the rotation field significantly non-Gaussian. We therefore expect that scat-
tering transform analysis can mitigate the parameter degeneracy present in power spectrum
analysis, and that the improvement is more pronounced in this part of the parameter space.

Similarly, we show in Figure 2 several uncurated realizations of Model II (log-flat radius
distribution). Realizations having smaller ξ0 but larger fsub appear more non-Gaussian. Due
to a wide range of string loop radii, the degree of non-Gaussianity in this model is less obvious
than Model I with a unique string loop radius.

2.2 Power spectrum degeneracy

Studies on the detection of the CMB birefringence signal have thus far focused on exploit-
ing Gaussian information through the power spectrum analysis [26, 27]. Given the Fourier
transform of a polarization rotation field α(L), the (isotropic) power spectrum of the rotation
angle, CααL , is defined through

〈α(L)α∗(L′)〉 = (2π)2 δ(2)(L− L′)CααL , (2.13)

where δ(2) denotes the two-dimensional Dirac delta function. It is a general feature of phe-
nomenological string network models that the birefringence power spectrum only depends on
the combination A2 ξ0 but not on A or ξ0 separately.

The total polarization rotation field α is the superposition of n independent and identi-
cally distributed fields αi, each due to a single cosmic string. It is also reasonable to assume
that 〈αi〉 = 0, as cosmic strings of opposite orientations about the plane of the sky must
occur equally likely. For a fixed string loop number n:

〈α(L)α∗(L′)〉 =

〈
n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αi(L)α∗j (L
′)

〉
= n 〈α1(L)α∗1(L

′)〉. (2.14)
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Figure 1: Uncurated noise-free realizations of Model I (uniform radius). We plot the rotation
field in a 128◦ × 128◦ patch of sky for a selection of model parameters, keeping A2 ξ0 = 1.
With all other parameters fixed, the rotation field scales linearly with A.

If instead n is drawn from a Poisson distribution with a rate 〈n〉, then the same logic leads
to

〈α(L)α∗(L′)〉 =

∞∑
k=0

〈n〉ke−〈n〉

k!

〈
k∑
i=1

k∑
j=1

αi(L)α∗j (L
′)

〉
= 〈n〉 〈α1(L)α∗1(L

′)〉. (2.15)

The expected string loop number 〈n〉 is proportional to ξ0, the effective number of horizon-
scale loops per Hubble volume; each αi strictly scales linearly with A. We therefore conclude
that

CααL ∝ A2 ξ0. (2.16)
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Figure 2: Uncurated noise-free realizations of Model II (log-flat radius distribution). We
plot the rotation field in a 128◦ × 128◦ patch of sky for a selection of model parameters,
keeping A2 ξ0 = 1.

This exact property is true for the loop-crossing model, a fact already pointed out in Ref. [25].
Since A is a fundamental parameter of new physics at high energy scales that informs

us about charge assignment while ξ0 depends on the dynamic evolution of the string network
over cosmic times, it is important to break the degeneracy between A and ξ0. Given the
deficiency of any power spectrum-based inference method in this regard, we are motivated
to study alternative inference techniques that exploit a substantial amount of non-Gaussian
information.

– 9 –



3 Scattering Transform

In this section, we describe scattering transform and motivate its use as a parameter inference
technique that can efficiently exploit non-Gaussian information that is unavailable to power
spectrum-based methods. We refer to Ref. [29] for a more detailed exposition of scattering
transform, where this technique is applied to other problems in cosmology.

Like in power spectrum analysis, scattering transform takes in an input field I0(x), the
polarization rotation field α(x) in our case, and outputs a set of coefficients that serve as
summary statistics used for parameter estimation. When computing the power spectrum,
the input field is convolved with a family of plane wave mode functions φk(x) = eik ·x to
produce a set of fields:

Pk(x) = 〈|I0 ∗ φk|2〉(x), (3.1)

where the average is taken over random realizations of the input field. It is non-zero only
when x = 0, thus only Pk(0) is a meaningful quantity. If statistical isotropy holds for the
input fields, one further reduces this set by averaging over the direction of the Fourier wave
vector k to obtain the coefficients P (k) = 〈Pk(0)〉k̂.

In scattering transform, the mode functions used for convolution are spatially localized
wavelets, rather than plane waves. One common choice are the Morlet wavelets—plane waves
modulated by a 2D Gaussian envelope. Given a template wavelet ψ(x), a family of wavelets
ψj,l(x) are generated by dilation (labelled by j = 1, · · · , J − 1) and rotation (labelled by
l = 1, · · · , L). Convolution then leads to a set of fields

Ij,l1 (x) = 〈|I0 ∗ ψj,l|〉(x), (3.2)

where the average is again performed over random map realizations. If statistical homogeneity
and isotropy hold for the input fields, one obtains first-order reduced coefficients by averaging
over wavelet position and orientation:

sj1 = 〈Ij,l1 〉x,l. (3.3)

As pointed out in Ref. [29], the similarity between Eq. (3.1) and Eq. (3.2) means that
the information contained in first-order scattering transform coefficients is similar to that in
binned power spectrum. However, whereas the power spectrum has fine-grained information
in the Fourier space (Npix/2 coefficients for a square input field Npix pixels across), scattering
transform only gathers course-grained information (log2Npix reduced coefficients). As we
demonstrate in Section 6, the best parameter inference procedure is one that combines both
summary statistics.

The above scattering transform process can be repeated to produce the second-order
reduced coefficients by treating first-order fields produced by convolution as input fields:

Ij1,l1,j2,l22 (x) = 〈|Ij1,l11 ∗ ψj2,l2 |〉(x), sj1,j22 = 〈Ij1,l1,j2,l22 〉x,l1,l2 . (3.4)

In principle, the procedure can be iterated to produce higher-order convoluted fields and the
associated high-order reduced coefficients. In this work, scattering transform coefficients up
to only the second-order will be used in our analysis.

Power spectrum, as well as higher-order N -point moments, have the following disadvan-
tages compared to scattering transform. The power spectrum is insensitive to the statistical
deviation of the input field from a Gaussian random field, and in string network models it has
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Figure 3: First- and second-order log-reduced scattering transform coefficients, log sj11 and

log
(
sj1,j22 /sj11

)
across the parameter space of the loop-crossing model. Data points and error

bars correspond to the means and standard deviations of coefficients measured from a large
number of noise-free realizations. Blue and orange curves correspond to effective string loop
numbers of ξ0 = 1 and ξ0 = 101.5, respectively. Solid and dashed curves correspond to string
loop radii of ζ0 = 0.1 and ζ0 = 1, respectively. In all cases, we fix A2 ξ0 = 1, which is a
degenerate combination in the power spectrum analysis. It is the second-order coefficients
that more significantly distinguish between models through their non-Gaussian information.

a degenerate dependence on A and ξ0 (Section 2.2). Higher-order N -point moments in prin-
ciple supply the non-Gaussian information, but they suffer from computational complexity
and slow convergence for highly non-Gaussian fields (such as the ones resulting from the loop
crossing model). The number of coefficients that must be computed increases dramatically
with N , with useful non-Gaussian information greatly diluted amongst them. In practice,
reliable computation of the higher-order moments also suffers from the problem of large sam-
ple variance. Scattering transform, on the other hand, is expected to be very sensitive to
highly non-Gaussian input fields, with key non-Gaussian information efficiently captured by
only a small set of first- and second-order coefficients [29].

Figure 1 and Figure 2 have shown that, for some model parameters, cosmic strings
imprint a highly non-Gaussian rotation pattern in the CMB. The non-Gaussian features are
primarily the result of large coherent patches corresponding to a handful of string loops of
large angular size. Scattering transform should be well suited for breaking the degeneracy
between A and ξ0 by quantifying the degree of non-Gaussianity as ξ0 varies.

To show how scattering transform sensitively extracts parameters of the loop-crossing

model, we plot log sj11 and log
(
sj1,j22 /sj11

)
for different parameter values in Figure 3, assuming

the case of a unique string loop radius. Both the mean and standard deviation of each
coefficient are plotted, computed from a large set of realizations. By fixing the combination
A2 ξ0 and varying ξ0 and ζ0 separately, we see that first-order scattering transform coefficients
are able to strongly distinguish different ζ0 but not different ξ0, the same limitation as power
spectrum. However, second-order coefficients show great promise at distinguishing different
ξ0 with a fixed A2 ξ0, a marked improvement over the power spectrum analysis.
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4 Reconstruction noise

The polarization rotation along any individual line of slight is not directly measurable by
instruments. Instead, direction-dependent rotation angles are statistically estimated from
the observed CMB primary anisotropies in temperature (T ) and polarization (E and B).
This is commonly done via the quadratic estimator (QE), which is an optimally weighted
sum of quadratic combinations of the observed T,E,B anisotropy modes to give an unbiased,
least-variance estimate of the anisotropy modes of the rotation field [26].

Both the conventional power spectrum analysis [3, 27] and the proposed scattering
transform method take the estimated rotation field as the input field, which includes a noise
component resulting from both the statistical variance inherent to the estimator and the
instrumental noise of observation. In other words, if αo(L) denotes the quadratic estimation
of one Fourier mode of the true polarization rotation field α with a Fourier wave vector L,
then

αo(L) = α(L) + αn(L), (4.1)

where αn(L) is the noise component. We assume this noise component does not correlate
with the true signal α(L), and that it is a Gaussian random field entirely determined by a
noise power spectrum:

〈αn(L)α∗n(L′)〉 = (2π)2 δ(2)(L− L′)N(L). (4.2)

The noise spectrum N(L) depends on the exact choice of quadratic estimator and instru-
mental parameters, but it generally dominates over the signal power spectrum CααL at large
multipoles L, where

〈α(L)α∗(L′)〉 = (2π)2 δ(2)(L− L′)CααL . (4.3)

For example, using Model II (see Section 2) with fsub = 0.6 and A2 ξ0 = 1, the noise spectrum
of the Hu-Okamoto estimator dominates over the signal when L & 25 for Planck SMICA and
L & 100 for CMB-S4 [27].

After producing noise-free realizations of the polarization rotation signal as described
in Section 2.1, we generate a Gaussian random field αn(L) following a noise spectrum N(L)
according to the instrumental parameters3, and then linearly superimpose it onto the rotation
signal α(L) to obtain a mock observed (estimated) rotation field αo(L).

5 Method

The procedure for parameter inference using any summary statistics consists of an observed
input field αo(x), the summary statistics d[αo] computed from αo, the covariance matrix Cd

of the summary statistics of αo, and the theoretical summary statistics as a function of model
parameters dth(θ). The model parameters for αo are estimated by maximizing the following
log-likelihood function:

lnL[αo|θ] = −1

2
(d[αo]− dth(θ))T C−1d (d[αo]− dth(θ)). (5.1)

In the case of scattering transform, we choose d to be the log-reduced first- and second-

order coefficients: ln sj11 and ln
(
sj1,j22 /sj11

)
, where j1 = 1, · · · , J , and j2 = j1 + 1, · · · , J .

3We choose the EB quadratic estimator for calculating N(L), as it in practice has comparable reconstruc-
tion noise level to the Hu-Okamoto estimator and the global minimum variance estimator [27].
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Coefficients with j2 ≤ j1 are well defined but contain no useful information about the input
field, so we do not include them in the analysis. Logarithms of the scattering transform
coefficients are chosen because empirically it is found that the distributions of the logarithms
are better approximated as multivariate normal distributions [29].

To obtain the theoretical summary statistics dth(θ), a large number of realizations of
the rotation field α(x)|θ are generated for a given set of parameters θ and their summary
statistics d[α|θ] computed. Then,

dth(θ) = 〈d[α|θ]〉, (5.2)

where the average is performed over realizations. In reality, we discretize the parameter space
into a finite number of regular grid points θi and only compute dth(θi) at these grid points.
Summary statistics at intermediate points θ are computed using cubic spline interpolation
from the values at the grid points. We check a number of realizations at selected intermediate
parameter points θ to ensure that interpolation errors are well within the standard error due
to sample variance.

The set of realizations {α(x)|θ} generated at each point θ also defines a covariance matrix
Cd(θ) for the summary statistics d. For an arbitrary input field, neither the parameters θ nor
the covariance matrix are known a priori. Similar to the strategy widely practiced in power
spectrum-based analyses in cosmology [36], we fix a fiducial covariance matrix C = C(θ0) at
an initial guess θ0 when evaluating the likelihood function. Once a posterior is obtained, we
verify that θ0 is consistent with the posterior. If not, the likelihood maximization procedure
has to be iterated by updating the covariance matrix to C(θmax), where θmax is the parameter
set that maximizes the likelihood function in each iteration.

For the (A, ξ0, ζ0) parameter space of the first model described in Section 2, we choose
nine grid points for ξ0 evenly spaced between 100 and 101.71 ≈ 52 on the logarithmic scale,
and eight grid points of ζ0 evenly spaced between 10−1 and 100 again on the logarithmic
scale. In the noise-free case, because of the exact scaling behavior sj11 (Aα) = |A| sj11 (α)

and sj1,j22 (Aα) = |A| sj1,j22 (α) for any rotation field α (see Eqs. (3.3)–(3.4)), we can simply
compute the scattering transform coefficients for A = 1 and analytically obtain the likelihood
for general values of A. This eliminates the need to create a grid along the direction of A in
the parameter space.

For the (A, ξ0, fsub) parameter space corresponding to string network Model II de-
scribed in Section 2, we discretize ξ0 as what is done for Model I. We choose eight grid points
of fsub that are evenly spaced between 0.1 and 1 on the linear scale.

After A = 1 has been fixed, 2000 realizations of the rotation field in a 128◦×128◦ patch
of sky are generated at a 1024×1024 pixel resolution, at each grid point in either the (ξ0, ζ0)-
space or the (ξ0, fsub)-space, and according to the procedure outlined in Section 2.1. This is
a computationally expensive step, which involves painting 103 to 106 ellipses per realization.
Applying scattering transform to each of the realizations, we obtain the statistics of the
scattering transform coefficients of the noise-free rotation field at each grid point in the
parameter space.

For the case in which instrumental and reconstruction noise is taken into account, it is
necessary to introduce grid points to sample a range of signal strengths (A2 ξ0) in comparison
to the noise. By a simple rescaling, each noise-free realization of the rotation signal generated
with A = 1 now becomes sixteen noise-free realizations with A2 ξ0 evenly spaced between
10−3 and 102.5 on the logarithmic scale. This is done twice for each noise-free realization and
each signal strength A2 ξ0. Unique realizations of the reconstruction noise (corresponding to
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CMB-HD noise level) are then generated and added to each of the noise-free realizations of
the signal. The scattering transform calculation is then performed for each noisy rotation
field realization.

Scattering transform for large two-dimensional pixelated images is in general computa-
tionally expensive. Therefore, we down-sample each 1024×1024-pixel map to a 128×128-pixel
map by filtering out Fourier modes of high spatial frequencies. This removes information that
is potentially dependent on the aliasing properties of the pixelated ellipses, while ensuring
that the rotation power spectrum of each map is preserved at low spatial frequencies.

We use the implementation of scattering transform in the Python package Kyma-
tio [37] and compute coefficients for L = 8 azimuthal orientations and J = 6 logarithmically
spaced dilation scales. This results in 6 first-order and 15 second-order reduced scattering
transform coefficients.

To demonstrate parameter inference, we generate a mock signal with known model
parameters θmock, and then use the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method with the
log-likelihood function Eq. (5.1) to estimate the posterior distribution of θ. The fiducial
covariance matrix Cd is chosen to be C(θmock). In each MCMC run, 32 parallel walkers are
used, taking 104 steps each. The first 100 samples in each chain are discarded.

Flat priors are chosen for the logarithmic quantities log10A, log10 ξ0, and log10 ζ0, and
for the linear quantity fsub. The priors are defined within ranges that are constrained by the
ranges of parameters used to generate realizations for the theoretical scattering transform
coefficients. These are summarized in Table 1.

log10(A2 ξ0) log10 ξ0 log10 ζ0 or fsub
Uniform radius, noise-free −10 ∼ 10 0 ∼ 1.71 −1 ∼ 0

Uniform radius, noisy −3 ∼ 2.5 0 ∼ 1.71 −1 ∼ 0
Log-distributed radii, noise-free −10 ∼ 10 0 ∼ 1.71 0.1 ∼ 1

Log-distributed radii, noisy −3 ∼ 2.5 0 ∼ 1.71 0.1 ∼ 1

Table 1: Ranges for (log-)flat priors used in posterior estimation.

To compare between the rotation power spectrum and scattering transform coefficients
as summary statistics, the aforementioned likelihood maximization procedure is also repeated
with d chosen to be the logarithm of 20 binned power spectrum points between L = 1 and
L = 240. Finally, joint inference is performed by combining the binned power spectrum
points and the scattering transform coefficients as a single set of summary statistics. Taking
into account the information from both types of summary statistics is expected to improve
the parameter inference results.

6 Results

6.1 Noise-free case

We first study the constraining power of scattering transform on the value of A for the loop-
crossing model in the noise-free case. This corresponds to an ideal “best-case” scenario in
which the the impact of polarization measurement errors, foreground contamination, and the
statistical variance in the reconstruction of the rotation angle is negligibly small.

If a single cosmic string in the sky could be resolved angularly, then A could be obtained
directly by measuring the difference in CMB polarization angle on both sides of the string.
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Figure 4: Posterior distributions for the parameters of the loop-crossing string network
model with a unique string loop radius (Model I). Inference is performed in the limit of
negligible reconstruction noise for the polarization rotation. Three sets of summary statistics
are exploited: rotation power spectrum (grey), scattering transform coefficients (red), and
the combination of the two (blue). True parameter values used for the input maps are marked
with grey lines and given in the captions.

The finite angular resolution achievable for the rotation field is the primary limitation in
the measurement of A from the polarization rotation field, even in the noise-free case. The
angular resolution of rotation field used here is 1/8 degrees, corresponding to multipoles up
to L = 1440.
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Noise-free rotation realizations are independently generated according to the method
explained in Section 2.1 and are treated as mock input fields for the inference procedure of
Section 5. The posteriors of (A, ξ0, ζ0) estimated from the mock input fields using MCMC
on the likelihood in Eq. (5.1) are presented in Figure 4 for Model I and Figure 5 for Model II
for select parameters. Posteriors obtained from the same realization by power spectrum and
scattering transform are consistent with each other as well as the true parameter values. The
A2 ξ0 parameter degeneracy in the power spectrum inference (posteriors in grey) is apparent,
and the 1D posteriors for A and ξ0 individually are essentially flat within the bounds set
by our adopted priors (Table 1). In all cases, scattering transform successfully breaks this
degeneracy by reducing the width of the posterior along the degenerate direction to a finite
value. In some cases, sharp straight edges in the contours of the 2D joint distributions
artificially arise as a result of the boundaries of the adopted priors. Figure 4 shows that
parameter degeneracy is most significantly diminished for lower ξ0 (and hence higher A
at fixed A2 ξ0) and lower ζ0, corresponding to rotation fields with a higher degree of non-
Gaussianity.

We notice that the scattering transform method results in less tightly constrained pos-
teriors in the direction perpendicular to the A2 ξ0 degeneracy. We attribute this to the fact
that the first-order scattering transform coefficients, while conceptually analogous to binned
power spectrum, have a poorer resolution in Fourier space (6 vs. 20 points). Significantly im-
proved inference results can be achieved by trivially combining binned power spectrum and
scattering transform coefficients into an overall set of summary statistics, whose resultant
posteriors are shown in blue in the figures.

Our goal is to distinguish realizations with different values of A while keeping the com-
bination A2 ξ0 constant. For A2 ξ0 = 0.6, which is just below the current Planck constraint,
we consider mock rotation fields with A = 1/9, 1/3, 2/3, [comments on which UV models give
these values]. For A2ξ0 = 0.15, which Simons Observatory would be able to detect at a 3σ
level, we consider A = 1/9, 1/3. For each of these five choices of parameters, we also consider
ζ0 = 0.3, 0.7 and fsub = 0.3, 0.8 for the two loop-crossing models, respectively. Figure 6
marks these points in the parameter space, which can be compared to the theoretically com-
pelling region of the parameter space in grey, as well as to the regions of detectability by
several representative CMB experiments.

The 1D posteriors of A obtained from realizations of the chosen sets of parameters
using scattering transform as the summary statistics are summarized in Figure 7. In this
demonstration of the best-case scenario, realizations with different values A = 1/9, 1/3, 2/3 can
all be clearly distinguished from each other. Therefore, scattering transform shows dramatic
improvement over the power spectrum method, which produces completely flat posteriors of
A (up to the boundaries set by the prior) due to the A2 ξ0 degeneracy. We also observe that
A = 1/9, 1/3 can be better distinguished for a lower value of A2 ξ0, as a result of a lower ξ0
and hence stronger non-Gaussian features in the rotation field, which scattering transform is
able to exploit.

6.2 Noisy case

We now examine the parameter inference power of the scattering transform method for the
loop-crossing model, taking into account realistic reconstruction noise for the rotation field.

The forecast reconstruction noise of CMB-S4 is low enough that the rotation signal of an
axion string network described by the loop-crossing model can be either confirmed or falsified
within the theoretically favored region of the parameter space [27]. Should such a signal be
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Figure 5: Posterior distributions for the parameters of the loop-crossing string network
model with log-flat distributed string loop radii (Model II). Inference is performed in the
limit of negligible reconstruction noise for the polarization rotation.

discovered in experiments, it will be imperative to quantify it in more detail to distinguish
between patterns that resemble Gaussian random fields and patterns that arise from an
axion string network. It will also be important to measure the value of the electromagnetic
anomaly coefficient A to gain insight into the charge quantization in beyond-SM theories.
Although CMB-S4 will be capable of statistically detecting the rotation signal, an even more
sensitive experiment will be needed to adequately break the A2 ξ0 parameter degeneracy at
the power spectrum level and reveal the non-Gaussian nature of the rotation pattern in the
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Figure 6: The (A, ξ0) parameter space. The power spectrum of the rotation field is un-
changed along the degenerate direction—from upper-left to lower-right. Stars mark the five
points—three along A2 ξ0 = 0.6 and two along A2 ξ0 = 0.15—chosen for the mock input
rotation fields from which A will be estimated. Colored lines mark the 3σ (solid) and 30σ
(dashed) detectability of a string network described by Model II (fsub = 0.6), for three CMB
experiments: Planck SMICA (blue), Simons Observatory (orange), and CMB-S4 (green).
The region of parameter space of the most theoretical interest is shaded in grey [3].
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Figure 7: 1D posteriors of A obtained from noise-free realizations of the loop-crossing
model using scattering transform as the summary statistics. This demonstrates the best-case
scenario of the estimation of A for the chosen parameters in Figure 6. Vertical lines mark
the true values A = 1/9, 1/3, 2/3 of the corresponding input fields.
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sky. For demonstration, we set experimental parameters to be those of the proposed concept
CMB-HD: ∆T = 0.5µK arcmin, ∆P =

√
2 ∆T , and ΘFWHM = 0.25 arcmin [32].

Realizations of the rotation field with reconstruction noise injected are independently
generated according to the procedures explained in Section 2.1 and Section 4. They are
treated as mock input to the parameter inference procedure of Section 5. The posteriors of
(A, ξ0, ζ0) estimated from the mock input fields using MCMC on the likelihood in Eq. (5.1)
are presented in Figure 8 for Model I and Figure 9 for Model II for select parameters. The joint
posteriors show the same qualitative features as the ones in the noise-free case (Section 6.1),
albeit less tightly constrained.

For the same choices of 10 sets of parameters each for Model I and II, we present in
Figure 10 the 1D posteriors of A obtained from realizations with CMB-HD reconstruction
noise level using scattering transform as the summary statistics. Although the posteriors are
wider than in Figure 7, they nevertheless demonstrate that CMB-HD will be able to clearly
distinguish A = 2/3 from 1/9 and 1/3 and marginally distinguish A = 1/9 from 1/3, by exploiting
the non-Gaussian information in the rotation field of a string network with A2 ξ0 = 0.6, just
below the sensitivity of Planck SMICA. We conclude that the scattering transform of string-
induced cosmic birefringence can provide a strong test of charge quantization in beyond-SM
physics.

7 Discussion

The contrast in the first rows of Figure 8 and Figure 9 shows that the inference power of
various summary statistics also depends on the choice of phenomenological model of cosmic
string networks. Since scattering transform excels by extracting non-Gaussian information
from the input field, its improvement over power spectrum is greatest when the chosen
phenomenological model produces strongly non-Gaussian features, such as large patches with
coherent polarization rotation.

The loop-crossing model has the advantage of being easy to compute, but in any realiza-
tion of it (for any distribution of radii), it produces a large number of angularly small string
loops at high redshift. The aggregate of these small string loops is similar to Poisson shot
noise, which for high ξ0 contributes a Gaussian random field. The inference power of scat-
tering transform may be significantly hampered by this specific feature of the loop-crossing
model.

In contrast, one can imagine an alternative phenomenological model of cosmic string
networks in which circular arc segments are rearranged into irregular non-circular loops while
preserving the overall distribution of string length as a function of radius of curvature. This
mimics the more realistic situation in which strings loops are not perfect circles, but have
“wiggles” that result from string network dynamics. By keeping the same ξ0 and therefore
the same mean energy density, such a phenomenological model would produce fewer, hence
larger, patches of coherent rotation. This corresponds to higher non-Gaussian information in
the rotation field, so the best-case estimates of A using scattering transform are expected to
be even more stringent than those shown in Figure 7. Compared to string networks realized
in physical simulations, the loop-crossing model perhaps represents a pessimistic scenario
regarding the measurement of A using non-Gaussian information of the CMB polarization
rotation field. It will be valuable to study whether more realistic string networks based on
physical simulations have more non-Gaussian information that can be exploited to signifi-
cantly improve parameter inference.
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Figure 8: Posterior distributions for the parameters of the loop-crossing string network
model with a unique string loop radius (Model I). Inference is performed at the CMB-HD
reconstruction noise level.

The models we used to generate string network realizations in this paper assume that
the axion string network evolves according to a scaling solution, for which the effective
string length per Hubble volume ξ0 is constant. Recent simulations cast doubt on this
assumption, with numerical evidence of a logarithmic violation [34, 35]. This implies a
redshift-dependent ξ0, which can be accounted for in the loop-crossing model by adopting
a generally redshift-dependent radius distribution χ(ζ, z). The analysis of this paper could
then be straightforwardly extended by replacing ξ0 with a different choice of dimensionless

– 20 –



0.5 1.0 1.5
log10 0

0.8

0.6

0.4

lo
g 1

0

0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

f s
ub

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
fsub

0.9 0.6
log10

Power spectrum
Scattering transform
Combined

(a) A2ξ0 = 0.6, A = 1/9, fsub = 0.3

0.2 0.4
log10 0

0.3

0.2

lo
g 1

0

0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

f s
ub

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
fsub

0.3 0.2
log10

Power spectrum
Scattering transform
Combined

(b) A2ξ0 = 0.6, A = 2/3, fsub = 0.3

1.0 1.5
log10 0

1.0

0.8

0.6

lo
g 1

0

0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

f s
ub

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
fsub

0.8 0.6
log10

Power spectrum
Scattering transform
Combined

(c) A2ξ0 = 0.6, A = 1/9, fsub = 0.8

0.2 0.4
log10 0

0.3

0.2

0.1

lo
g 1

0

0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

f s
ub

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
fsub

0.3 0.2 0.1
log10

Power spectrum
Scattering transform
Combined

(d) A2ξ0 = 0.6, A = 2/3, fsub = 0.8

Figure 9: Posterior distributions for the parameters of the loop-crossing string network
model with log-flat distributed string loop radii (Model II). Inference is performed at the
CMB-HD reconstruction noise level.

characteristic length scale upon which ξ0(z) would depend.
By the same token, a string-wall network that collapses at a time before the present

day depending on the axion mass ma can also be described by a redshift-dependent radius
distribution χ(ζ, z) and therefore analyzed by the technique in this paper.

– 21 –



= 0.3
2 0 = 0.6

Posterior of  for realizations
of Model I with CMBHD
reconstruction noise

= 0.3
2 0 = 0.15

= 0.7
2 0 = 0.6

10 1 100

= 0.7
2 0 = 0.15

= 0.3
2 0 = 0.6

Posterior of  for realizations
of Model II with CMBHD

reconstruction noise

= 0.3
2 0 = 0.15

= 0.7
2 0 = 0.6

10 1 100

= 0.7
2 0 = 0.15

Figure 10: 1D posteriors of A obtained from realizations of the loop-crossing model with
CMB-HD reconstruction noise level using scattering transform as the summary statistics.
This demonstrates that CMB-HD will be able to constrain beyond-SM theories by constrain-
ing A from a string network detectable at the Simons Observatory. Vertical lines mark the
true values A = 1/9, 1/3, 2/3 of the corresponding input fields.

8 Conclusion

We have presented the first demonstration using mock axion string network realizations
that the Peccei-Quinn-electromagnetic anomaly coefficient A can be measured from axion
string-induced cosmic birefringence signals with future experiments comparable to the re-
cently conceived CMB-HD concept. This is achieved by applying scattering transform to the
anisotropic polarization rotation pattern that is estimated using quadratic estimators, and
extract the non-Gaussian spatial information therein. This information has been hitherto in-
accessible through the traditional power spectrum analysis, which suffers from a degeneracy
between A and the effective number of string loops per Hubble volume, ξ0. At the experi-
mental capability of CMB-HD, the likelihood-based parameter inference procedure described
in this paper is able to clearly distinguish high-energy-scale physics that has A = 2/3 from
ones that have A = 1/9 or 1/3, and marginally distinguish A = 1/9 from 1/3. In the event
that a axion string network is detected by next-generation CMB experiments such as Simons
Observatory or CMB-S4, the technique explored in this work will provide crucial insight into
the nature of charge quantization in new physics beyond the Standard Model.
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We attempt to rehabilitate a sumrule (proposed long ago by Bernabéu and Tarrach) which relates

the electric polarizability of a particle to the total photoabsorption of quasi-real longitudinally

polarized photons by that particle. We discuss its perturbative verification in QED, which is largely

responsible for the scepticism about its validity. The failure of the QED test can be understood

via the Sugawara-Kanazawa theorem and is due to the non-vanishing contour contribution in the

pertinent dispersion relation. We show another example where this contribution is absent and the

perturbative test works exactly. On the empirical side, we show that the sumrule gives a reasonable

estimate of the πN -channel contribution to the proton electric polarizability. If this sumrule is valid

indeed, there should be a sumrule for the so-called “subtraction function” entering the data-driven

calculations of the polarizability effects in the Lamb shift. We have written down a possible sumrule

for the subtraction function and verified it in a perturbative calculation.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1975 Bernabéu and Tarrach published a sumrule for

the electric dipole polarizability αE1 of a spin-1/2 particle

[1],

αE1 −
αemκ2

4M3
=

1

2π2

ˆ ∞
0

dν

[
σL(ν,Q2)

Q2

]
Q2→0

, (1)

where the second term involves the anomalous magnetic

moment of the particle and its mass, κ and M ; αem '
1/137 is the fine-structure constant. The right-hand-

side is given by the energy-integrated total longitudinal-

photoabsorption cross section σL, function of the pho-

ton energy ν and virtuality Q2, taken in the limit of

Q2 → 0.1 This sumrule is a “virtual sibling” of the cele-

brated Kramers-Kronig relation written for real photons,

and, more specifically, of the Baldin sumrule, for the sum

of electric and magnetic polarizabilities [2]:

αE1 + βM1 =
1

2π2

ˆ ∞
0

dν
σT (ν)

ν2
, (2)

which involves the cross section of total photoabsorption

of real (transverse) photons σT .

The Baldin sumrule has been instrumental for the

data-driven evaluations of the nucleon polarizabilities,

1 The smooth Q2 → 0 limit of σL/Q
2 is guaranteed by electro-

magnetic gauge invariance.

and since long [3] provides the most stringent empirical

constraint on the sum of proton polarizabilties, see [4] for

the state of the art. In contrast, the Bernabéu-Tarrach

(BT) sumrule for nucleons was discarded [5]; its use for

nuclei was discussed in [6]. Llanta and Tarrach [7] were

first to discredit the sumrule by showing that it fails a

perturbative verification in leading-order Quantum Elec-

trodynamics (QED). This calculation will be revisited

here (Sec. II) and complemented by an analogous cal-

culation in chiral perturbation theory (χPT). Our main

conclusion is that the BT sumrule is valid, if convergent.

This means the proton electric and magnetic polarizabil-

ities could be evaluated separately using the two sum-

rules, which would be extremely interesting in context

of the current controversy in determination of these po-

larizabilities via the Compton scattering experiments at

HIγS [8] versus MAMI [9].

Another important implication of the valid BT sum-

rule would be the possibility of a data-driven evaluation

of the “subtraction-function contribution” to the proton-

structure effects in the Lamb shift of muonic hydrogen.

This contribution brings one of the significant uncertain-

ties in the extraction of the proton charge radius from

muonic hydrogen spectroscopy [10–14], see also [15, 16]

for the most recent reviews.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

08
81

4v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

5 
M

ay
 2

02
3



2

II. DERIVING THE SUMRULE AND QED

FAILURE

The BT sumrule can be derived from general prop-

erties of the forward doubly-virtual Compton scattering

(VVCS), as reviewed, e.g., in [17–19]. We follow Ref. [19,

Ch. 5]. Considering the amplitude for the VVCS of lon-

gitudinally polarized photons, TL(ν,Q2), and using its

analytic properties in the complex ν-plane one can write

down a dispersion relation which, by means of the optical

theorem (unitarity)2, involves the inclusive photoabsorp-

tion cross section σL,

TL(ν,Q2) =
2

π

ˆ ∞
ν0

dν′ ν′ 2
σL(ν′, Q2)

ν′ 2 − ν2
, (3)

where ν0 is the threshold for the virtual-photon absorp-

tion. The pole contributions in the amplitude (coming

from the Born graphs for VVCS) are canceled by the

elastic contribution to σL. Thus, this dispersion relation

has the same form for the non-pole contributions, with

ν0 being the inelastic threshold. A non-pole contribution

remaining from the Born term contains the Pauli form

factor F2(Q2),

TL(non-pole Born) = −παemQ
2

M3
F 2

2 (Q2), (4)

which in the limit of Q2 → 0 gives the anomalous mag-

netic moment, F2(0) = κ. The rest of amplitude, in the

limit of Q2 → 0 and ν → 0, gives the electric polarizabil-

ity,

TL(non-Born) = 4πQ2αE1 +O(ν2, Q4). (5)

Taking the same low-energy limits for the above dis-

persion relation gives us the BT sumrule as written in

Eq. (1). Now, what is wrong with it?

Llanta and Tarrach [7] attempted to verify this sumrule

in QED by computing the left-hand and right-hand sides

to leading order in αem, and the results differed by a con-

stant. This constant, as they show, is given by the value

of TL at ν →∞. This is not surprising if one recalls the

Sugawara-Kanazava theorem [20], which basically says

that the left-hand side of the dispersion relation [Eq. (3)]

must include the value at infinity as follows:

TL(ν,Q2)− TL(∞, Q2). (6)

2 Our convention for the virtual-photon flux is such that
ImTL(ν,Q2) = νσL(ν,Q2), for any Q2.

This asymptotic contribution is usually assumed to be

vanishing, or divergent (in the latter case the dispersion

relation requires subtractions). However, in this pertur-

bative calculation it apparently is finite. Of course, this

test by itself does not invalidate the sumrule, because

perturbative QED is invalid at ν =∞, but it does cast a

shadow over the sumrule applicability. This failure of the

sumrule QED (pun intended!) has later been exploited

by L’vov [5], who gives more examples and arguments for

the sumrule to be dismissed.

Our aim here is quite the opposite — to rehabilitate

the BT sumrule. First of all, the value of the amplitude

at infinity is there for any dispersion relation and thus

may enter any sumrule, including the Baldin and other

sumrules which are widely used. Empirically there is no

way to find out. Theoretically, it is as an artifact, since

we usually do not know what happens at asymptotically

high energies. At the same time, it is hard to believe that

the use of the sumrule for a low-energy quantity, such

as polarizability, depends on physics beyond the Plank

scale. A proper way to show the irrelevance of the value

at infinity in QED, or another theory, is to cancel it by a

ultraviolet completion set at a high-energy scale (where

there is no data), and then see how little it contributes

to a quantity such as, say, the proton polarizability.

Instead of doing this program for QED, we shall here

identify a perturbative calculation which verifies the BT

sum rule exactly. Incidentally, it is for the proton polar-

izability.

III. VALIDATION FOR THE PROTON

Consider the manifestly covariant baryon χPT calcula-

tion of the proton polarizabilities to leading order [21, 22],

and check whether it can be reproduced by the two sum-

rules. For the Baldin sumrule, this exercise was done

successfully in Refs. [23, 24] by calculating the tree-level

pion photoproduction, cf. Figs. 1 and 2. Here, we have

verified the BT sumrule, by using the longitudinal cross

section σL of charged-pion photoproduction [25, 26] (note

that at this order the κ2 contribution to the sumrule is

0). We have also verified explicitly that in this case the

VVCS amplitude at infinite energy is vanishing,

Tπ
+n-loops

L (∞, Q2) = 0. (7)

Hence the sumrule works exactly, and not just up to a

constant.

For the loops involving the neutral pion, corresponding

to the π0p-channel on the cross-section side, the ampli-
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FIG. 1. The π+n contributions to the sumrule, where the
loops contribute to the left-hand side and the tree-level cross
sections to the right-hand side.
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FIG. 2. The π0p contributions to the sumrule, where the
loops contribute to the left-hand side and the tree-level cross
sections to the right-hand side.

tude at infinity is not vanishing. As in QED, the constant

in the asymptotic value of TL,

Tπ
0p-loops

L (∞, Q2) = −αem

12π

g2
πN

M3
Q2 +O(Q4), (8)

(here gπN is the πN -coupling constant) comes from the

one-particle-irreducible graph, where both photons cou-

ple to the Dirac fermion in the loop. It suggests that this

artefact may be handled by a simple ultraviolet comple-

tion involving a short-range fermion-fermion interaction.

In the proton case, that role would be played by the

leading-order nuclear force.

In any case, the sumrule works, albeit only for the

π+n channel it works without the caveat. For an empir-

ical evaluation of the sumrule, one can safely neglect the

value of the amplitude at infinity. Let us see what the

sumrule would give empirically for the proton. Unfortu-

nately, we have found only one viable empirical model

for
[
σL/Q

2
]
Q2=0

of the proton — the MAID [27]. Other

parametrizations [28, 29] seem to misbehave in the limit

of small Q2; we could not obtain a stable extrapolation to

0. The MAID, however, provides only one of the contri-

butions to the inclusive cross sections — the single-pion

production (πN) channel. At least it is the dominant

channel at low energies.

We have studied the sumrule integrals as functions of

the upper limit of integration,

IBT(Λ) =
1

2π2

ˆ Λ

ν0

dν

[
σL(ν,Q2)

Q2

]
Q2→0

, (9a)

IBaldin(Λ) =
1

2π2

ˆ Λ

ν0

dν
σT (ν)

ν2
. (9b)

The MAID results are shown in Fig. 3 by dashed curves.

They can be compared to the solid curves representing

the χPT calculation of the πN channel, as explained

above. Note that for the Baldin sumrule the discrep-

ancy between MAID and χPT is very large because of

the ∆(1232) and other N∗ resonances. For the BT sum-

rule, the leading-order χPT describes the empirial MAID

cross section rather well, and hence their BT integrals

agree at such low cutoffs.

Furthermore, from the χPT calculation we know that

the full BT integral gives, IBT(Λ→∞) ' 7× 10−4 fm3.

Taking into account the anomalous magnetic moment

term,

αemκ2
p

4M3
p

' 0.54× 10−4 fm3 (10)

we obtain the proton electric polarizability of about 7.5

(in the usual units). This can be compared to the PDG

value [30]: αpE1 = 11.2 ± 0.4. It is quite plausible that

this difference will be diminished by inclusion of other

channels. One can see that for the Baldin sumrule the

single-πN -channel value of about 11.6 is also different

from the inclusive result of 14 ± 0.2. The relative dif-

ference here is smaller than in the BT sumrule, because

apparently the Baldin sumrule converges faster.

IV. SUMRULE FOR THE SUBTRACTION

FUNCTION

It remains to be seen whether the BT sumrule con-

verges, but if it does, there would be a few important im-

plications. First of all, it will provide an independent de-

termination of the nucleon electric polarizability and help

to reconcile the large contradiction of two most recent

Compton experiments: HIγS [8] versus MAMI [9]. Sec-

ondly, it will allow to evaluate the VVCS amplitude TL
via the dispersion relation (3). This is important for the

subtraction-function contribution of the proton polariz-
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FIG. 3. Saturation of the Bernabéu-Tarrach and Baldin inte-
grals [Eqs. (9a), (9b)] for the proton, using the leading-order
χPT and the empirical MAID model.

ability effect in muonic hydrogen. The subtraction func-

tion sits in the transverse VVCS amplitude T1(ν,Q2),

but can be calculated via TL using Siegert’s theorem [31],

which equates (up to a phase factor) the transverse and

longitudinal amplitudes in the limit of ν → iQ:

T1(iQ,Q2) = −TL(iQ,Q2). (11)

Now, this is all that is needed for the subtraction point

of ν = iQ [32]. More usual is the subtraction at ν = 0,

which implies the following dispersion relation for T1:

T1(ν,Q2) = T1(0, Q2) +
2ν2

π

ˆ ∞
ν0

dν′
σT (ν′, Q2)

ν′ 2 − ν2
. (12)

Combining it with the dispersion relation for TL(iQ,Q2)

and the Siegert theorem, the conventional subtraction

function has the following expression:

T1(0, Q2) =
2

π
Q2

ˆ ∞
ν0

dν

ν2 +Q2

[
σT −

ν2

Q2
σL

]
(ν,Q2).

(13)

We have verified this sumrule exactly in the χPT example

above, including the charged-pion channel. Note that at

this order we only verify the polarizability contribution

and not any of the possible non-pole VVCS contributions

coming from the Born term (expressed by the elastic form

factors).

In Fig. 4, we show the non-Born part of the VVCS

amplitudes as functions of Q2 evaluated through the in-

tegrals on the right-hand side of Eq. (13) (left panel)

and Eq. (3) (right panel) using MAID [27]. Note that,

in order to obtain the non-Born part, one has to sub-

tract the non-pole Born part, given in Eq. (4), from

TL(iQ,Q2). In the case of T1(0, Q2) evaluated through

Eq. (13), one has to add Eq. (4). At first glance,

this might look counterintuitive, since the non-pole

Born part of T1(ν,Q2) is given by T1(non-pole Born) =

−4παF 2
1 (Q2)/M . However, the latter is only relevant

when working with the T1 dispersion relation shown in

Eq. (12). In that case, the non-Born part is given by

the inelastic part of the dispersion integral with the non-

pole Born part, T1(non-pole Born), subtracted. Here,

we are using the empirical parametrizations of the nu-

cleon form factors from Ref. [33] In the limit of Q2 = 0,

the TL(iQ,Q2)/4πQ2 amplitude yields αE1, cf. Eq. (5),

whereas T1(0, Q2)/4πQ2 yields βM1. Their sum is con-

sistent with the MAID evaluation of the Baldin sumrule

shown in Fig. 3. Besides the data-driven evaluations

of the subtractions functions based on the MAID pion-

production cross sections, we show the χPT predictions

of the amplitudes and the empirical values of the proton

polarizabilities.

V. CONCLUSION

The BT sumrule for the nucleon electric polarizability

is the same level of validity as the commonly used Baldin

sum rule, despite an appreciably worse convergence. We

have established at least one simple example where the

BT sumrule passes the perturbative test – the π+n chan-

nel at leading-order χPT. In other cases, most notably

the leading-order QED [7], the sumrule holds up to a

constant yielded by an unphysical behavior of the VVCS

amplitude at infinite energy.

As an implication of the good BT sumrule, we have

derived a sumrule for the subtraction function (13),

which will allow for a fully data-driven evaluation of the

proton polarizability contribution to the Lamb shift of

(muonic-)hydrogen. To carry out such an evaluation, we

need high-quality and precision parametrization of pro-

ton σL(ν,Q2); or, equivalently, the longitudinal structure

function FL(x,Q2). High-quality parametrizations of σL
are needed as well to determine the proton electric po-

larizability from the BT sumrule itself, where the imple-

mentation of the correct Q2 → 0 limit will be especially
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important.
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PROGRAM SUMMARY

Manuscript Title: NeatIBP 1.0, A package for generating small-size integration-
by-parts relations for Feynman integrals
Authors: Zihao Wu, Janko Boehm, Rourou Ma, Hefeng Xu, Yang Zhang
Program Title: NeatIBP
CPC Library link to program files: (to be added by Technical Editor)
Developer’s repository link: https://github.com/yzhphy/NeatIBP
Code Ocean capsule: (to be added by Technical Editor)
Licensing provisions(please choose one): GPLv3
Programming language: Mathematica, Singular, C
Computer(s) for which the program has been designed: from personal computer to
clusters with multiple nodes
Operating system(s) for which the program has been designed: Linux
Supplementary material: none
Nature of problem: The difficulty of the IBP reduction of Feynman integrals stems
from the often large size of the IBP system under consideration.
Solution method: We apply the module intersection method to generate IBP rela-
tions by algebraic geometry methods, generating a smaller IBP system compared
to that from Laporta’s algorithm. NeatIBP generates the module intersection in
Singular [1] and selects relevant and independent IBP relations via an algorithm
relying on the library SpaSM [2]. The workflow is parallelized by a task manager
written in Mathematica [3].

References

[1] W. Decker, G.-M. Greuel, G. Pfister, and H. Schönemann, “Singu-
lar 4-3-1 – A computer algebra system for polynomial computations.”
http://www.singular.uni-kl.de, 2022.

[2] The SpaSM group, ”SpaSM: a Sparse direct Solver Modulo p.”
http://github.com/cbouilla/spasm, 2017.

[3] https://www.wolfram.com/mathematica/.

1. Introduction

Feynman integrals are the core objects in perturbative quantum field
theory. They are crucial in the theoretical computations related to observa-
tions in high energy experiments including the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
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[1, 2, 3, 4]. With the increasing of precision in high energy experiments, the
demand for multi-loop Feynman integral computation keeps rising. Usually,
a given scattering process’ amplitude computation involves contributions of
plenty of Feynman integrals. We need to perform reductions [5, 6, 7, 8, 9] on
the integrals towards smaller sets of integrals which need to be computed.

The IBP reduction [6, 7] is a mainstream Feynman integral reduction
technique. Laporta’s algorithm [10] is the most widely-used IBP reduction
algorithm, relying on solving a linear system of IBP relations. It is also
possible to perform IBP reduction through operators and noncommutative
algebra [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17], intersection numbers [18, 19, 20, 21],
auxiliary mass flow methods [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30], finite field
methods [31, 32, 33, 34, 35], methods of direct solutions [36], and more.
Building on these ideas, currently, there are several packages to apply IBP
reductions, including AIR [37], FiniteFlow[35], FIRE [38, 39, 40, 41], Kira

[42, 43, 44], LiteRed [45], Reduze [46, 47].
The computational difficulty of IBP reduction is usually governed by the

number of IBP relations to start with. The syzygy method [48] for IBP
reduction is a powerful method to decrease this number of IBP relations. So-
called syzygy equations, imposes constraints on the Feynman integral indices,
and thus significantly decreases the number of IBP relations. There are many
new methods for solving or reformulating syzygy equations, via linear algebra
[49, 50], independent syzygy generator selection [51] and module intersection
[52, 53, 54]. Although there have been numerous advancements in syzygy
methods for IBP reduction, it appears that an automated program employing

syzygy method-based IBP techniques is noticeably lacking in the market.

In this paper, we present our package NeatIBP (ver. 1.0) to automati-
cally generate small size IBP systems, using syzygies and, in particular, the
module intersection method [52, 53].

In our package, we use the Baikov representation of Feynman integrals
[55, 56, 57]. The index restriction condition of Feynman integrals in IBP
relations, translates into a module intersection computation in the polyno-
mial ring in the variables of the Baikov represenation [52, 53]. The module
intersection in this version of NeatIBP, is solved by the computer alge-
bra system Singular [58]. Then formal IBP relations, with restriction of
indices, are generated. From formal relations, we introduce sophisticated
seeding and selection algorithms to generate a small size IBP system. The
numerator degree of the generated IBP relations are finely controlled in the
seeding steps. Using row reduction methods on finite fields, a small set of
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needed IBP relations is selected. Along our way, the master integrals are
determined. The selection step is powered by the finite field linear system
reduction package SpaSM [59].

The output of NeatIBP is a list of IBP relations, which is sufficient to
reduce input integrals to master integrals. This list, which is usually much
shorter than the one from Laporta algorithm, can be used both for

1. integral reduction over finite fields, with a subsequent reconstruction
multi-loop amplitudes, or

2. analytic integral reduction if needed.

NeatIBP 1.0 is employing parallelization. In a first step, the zero sectors,
and symmetric sectors are determined by the standard methods [45]. The
symmetry maps between sectors are found in a parallelized way. Then, the
module intersection, the IBP relation seeding and selection computations,
are parallelized over different Feynman integral sectors. The status of the
computation is visible in our monitor program. The important results are
stored in real-time. In this manner, the execution of the program can be
interrupted and resumed.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the math-
ematical physics methods used in our program, and briefly introduce their
implementations in NeatIBP. In Section 3, we introduce the underlying
algorithm of NeatIBP, as well as its parallelization scheme. In section 4,
we will give a manual on how to use NeatIBP. In Section 5, we give some
examples for the usage NeatIBP and timings. In section 6, we summarize
this paper.

We remark that due to graduation requirements by the University of
Science and Technology of China on first-author papers, and Wu’s significant
contribution to this work, the author name ordering of this paper is set in
the stated way.

2. Review of methods and their implementations

2.1. IBP reduction

IBP reduction refers to reducing given scalar integrals in a Feynman in-
tegral family to finite number of linearly independent integrals. A Feynman
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integral family, for a given Feynman diagram, is a set of Feynman integrals
as

Gα1,···,αn
=

∫ L
∏

j=1

dDlj

iπD/2

1

Dα1

1 · · ·Dαn
n

, (1)

where Di’s are the propagators defined by the Feynman diagram, αi’s are
the power indices, usually taking integer values. The IBP relations originate
from the vanishing boundary term in dimensional regularization, such that

0 =

∫ L
∏

j=1

dDlj

iπD/2

∂

∂l
µ
k

vµ

Dα1

1 · · ·Dαn
n

, (2)

where vµ is a vector formed by loop or external momenta. The right hand side
of (2) can be expanded as a linear combination of multiple Feynman integrals
in this family. Thus, (2) generates infinite numbers of linear constrains on
the Feynman integrals in the family. Constrained by the relations, only finite
[60] number of Feynman integrals in the family are independent. They can be
chosen to form a linear basis. Any integral I in the family can be represented
as

I =
∑

i

ciIi, (3)

where Ii’s are called master integrals, ci’s are the reduction coefficients. In
order to reduce some target integrals toward a chosen master integral basis,
we usually follow the following steps. Firstly, we generate enough IBP rela-
tions from (2). We then need to solve the linear equation system, with the
target integrals treated as the unknown and master integrals as the known.
Finally we will get the reduction result (3).

Usually, (2) generates IBP relations with the indices αi’s (for denomina-
tors) increased, for a generally chosen vµ. This phenomenon will significantly
increase the size of the IBP system, since the integrals with increased in-
dices are often irrelevant to the reduction target. Fortunately, new methods
can avoid this the appearance of such unneeded integrals, by solving syzygy
equations [48, 51, 61, 62, 49, 52, 53, 54]. In NeatIBP, we uses IBP relations
from Baikov representation, with the help of syzygy equations and the mod-
ule intersection method[52, 54]. We will introduce them in the subsequent
sections.
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2.2. IBP relations from the Baikov representation

The Baikov representation of Feynman integrals is

Gα1,···,αn
= C

∫

dz1 · · ·dznP
γ 1

zα1

1 · · · zαn
n

, (4)

where C is a constant irrelevant to the IBP relations, γ = D−L−E−1
2

, with L

and E the number of independent loop and external momenta respectively,
and

P = P (z1, · · · , zn) = detG(l1, · · · , lL, p1, · · · pE), (5)

standing for the Gram determinant of loop and external momenta.
In the Baikov representation, IBP relations are generated from the total

derivative expression as

0 = C

∫

dz1 · · ·dzn

n
∑

i=1

∂

∂zi

(

ai(z)P
γ 1

zα1

1 · · · zαn
n

)

, (6)

where ai(z)’s are some chosen polynomials of zj ’s. If one can find such ai’s
that there exits corresponding polynomials b(z) and bi(z)’s satisfying

b(z)P +
n

∑

i=1

(

ai(z)
∂P

∂zi

)

= 0, (7)

and
ai(z) = bi(z)zi, for i ∈ {j|αj > 0}, (8)

(6) yields,

0 = C

∫

dz1 · · ·dzn

(

n
∑

i=1

(
∂ai

∂zi
− αi

ai

zi
)− γb

)

P γ 1

zα1

1 · · · zαn
n

, (9)

which generates IBP relations via the Baikov representation, keeping the
non-negative indices from being increased. We call these IBP relations are
formal IBP relations if the indices αi are symbolic.

The equations (7) are the syzygy equations of the set of generators
〈P, ∂P

∂z1
, · · · , ∂P

∂zn
〉. Considering Baikov kernel P is defined as the determinate

of certain matrix, which let us call as Pij , we have such a Laplace expansion
[52] as

∑

j

Pij
∂P

∂Pkj
− δikP = 0. (10)
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The matrix entries, Pij, are scalar products of the momenta, thus being linear
combinations of the propagators zi’s and kinematic variables. Consequently,
from the Laplace expansion (10), the solutions of the syzygy equation (7)
can be directly read, using the chain rule of derivative. The completeness of
those syzygy generators are proved in [52].

Given a Baikov kernel P , the solutions of (7), which are vectors of poly-
nomials, (b, a1, · · · , an), are not unique. All the solutions form an algebraic
structure called module. Call the solution module of (7) M1. Similarly, the
solutions of (8) also form a module, M2. In order to find the common solu-
tions of (7) and (8), we perform module intersection [54]

M = M1 ∩M2 . (11)

From the module intersection, we get the generators of module M . They can
be used in (9) to generate formal IBP relations in the following form,

0 =
∑

{~β}

c{~β}(α1, · · · , αn)Iα1+β1,···,αn+βn
. (12)

With the power indices αi in the formal IBP relations as integers, specific
IBP relations are obtained. This process is called seeding, and the specific
integer value for αi’s is called a seed.

Seeding is a key step for many IBP reduction algorithms. For syzygy or
module intersection based IBP reduction, the seeding process would be more
sophisticated since the syzygy/module intersection generators may provide
IBP relations with different numerator degrees. The details of seeding in
NeatIBP v1.0 is described in the next section.

2.3. The sectors of a Feynman integral family

The integrals in an integral family can be categorized by the propagators
that appear in the denominator of the integrand. Such a category is called a
sector in the integral family. An integral Gα1,···,αn

is in a sector (s1, · · · , sn),
if,

si =

{

1, αi > 0
0, αi ≤ 0

, (13)

Changing one or more “1” to “0” in the sector expression (s1, · · · , sn) of a
certain sector A , we get another sector B which is called a sub sector of

7



sector A. Accordingly, sector A is called a super sector of sector B. Some-
times, one can label a sector by the set {i|si = 1}. For example, sector
(0, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0) can be labeled as {2, 5, 7}.

Among the 2n sectors in an integral family with n propagators, there are
many of them called zero sectors, in which all integrals are zero. NeatIBP

applies Lee’s zero sector criteria to determine zero sectors [45]. This method
is based on Lee-Pomeransky representation [45, 63, 15]. It is shown in [45]
that for a given sector S, if there exist constants ti’s such that

∑

i

tixi
∂G

∂xi
= G, (14)

where G denotes the Lee-Pomeransky polynomial on sector S, then S is a
zero sector.

2.4. The symmetries of Feynman integrals

Symmetries between Feynman integrals are important for the integral
reduction.

It is well-known that the symmetries of Feynman integrals can be found
from the polynomial symmetry of their parameterized representations. The
polynomial symmetries can be found by Pak’s algorithm [64]. In this way,
the symmetry between Feynman integrals’ via swapping propagators is de-
termined.

Furthmore, the propagator permutation can be reformulated to a mo-
mentum map, which is found by the following ansatz,

li 7→ Aijlj +Bikpk, where det(Aij) = ±1, pi 7→ Cijpj. (15)

corresponding to the permutation,

Di → Dσ(i), for i ∈ {j|αj > 0}, (16)

where σ stands for a certain permutation. We call a symmetry relation a
symmetry inside a sector, if the permutation rule σ map integrals in one
sector to integrals in the same sector. We call it a symmetry between sec-

tors otherwise. The coefficients in the ansatz (15) are determined by the
propagator matching and the invariance of the Gram matrix of external legs.

We remark that, momentum map is stronger than the polynomial sym-
metry. In some cases, there is a symmetry between IBP-irreducible integrals,
but it is not easy to find the corresponding momentum map. NeatIBP will
search for this kind of additional symmetry relations between IBP-irreducible
integrals.
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2.5. Propagator cuts

For complicated integrals family, frequently one would like to carry out
the IBP reduction with propagator cuts. For integrals with Dirac delta
functions in the integrand, IBP relations with cuts are also necessary. In
NeatIBP v1.0, computation with propagator cut is also included. For the
conceptual introduction of the propagator cuts and the related generalized
unitarity methods, we refer to the ref. [65][66][67][61].

In this version of our package, we implement the propagator cut con-
vention in the Baikov representation as [61]. Suppose that C is the set of
propagator indices on the cut, then the Baikov integral kernel becomes,

P 7→ P |zj→0, j ∈ C . (17)

and the IBP relation can be found by the following module intersection,

(M1|zj→0) ∩ (M2|zj→0), j ∈ C . (18)

The resulting IBP relations have no increase of the uncut indices of propaga-
tors. Usually, with a cut, the module intersection computation and the IBP
seeding would be much easier. For complicated Feynman integral family, it
makes sense to consider all the spanning cuts of the IBP reduction and then
construct the full IBP reduction.

In this version of NeatIBP, we only deal with the Feynman integrals
with the propagator index lower than 2 on the cut. The integrand for double
propagators on the cut in the Baikov representation, which contains the
derivative of the kernel P is more complicated. We leave this case for the
future versions.

We also remark that the choice of propagator cuts usually breaks the sym-
metry between sectors. So in this version of our package, if the propagator
cut is imposed then the symmetry searching should be turned off.
3. Algorithms

In this section, we will introduce the main ideas of the algorithm ofNeat-

IBP.

3.1. Generating IBP relations referring to sectors

In NeatIBP, the IBP reduction relations are generated by seeding pro-
cess referring to the sector structure of an integral family. We apply the
similar idea “tail mask” as that in the Laporta algortithm. For each sector,
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we just accumulate IBP relations which can reduce the target integrals to
the master integrals of this sector, and the (unreduced) integrals in the sub
sectors. The integrals from the sub sectors are also called tail integrals1.

Generating IBP relations in a family is divided into sub tasks which cor-
responds to the sectors. The family can be visualized as a web structure with
each sector as a node, (see Fig. 1). The input of each node is a set of the
target integrals of the current sector, consisting user input and tail integrals
from its super sectors. The output of each node includes master integrals
and IBP relations generated from the current sector. Tail integrals in these
IBP relations would become the input of the corresponding sub nodes.

sector
1

sector
2

sector
3

sector
4

sector
5

sector
6

sector
7

sector
8

sector
9

sector
10

sector
11

Figure 1: An example of a web structure of the sectors in a family.

The web structure enables us to distribute the computation in parallel. In
our parallelization scheme, a task immediately starts once all its super tasks
are finished. In NeatIBP v1.0, the parallel tasks is arranged by a mission
status registration table and a task manager. Logically, such a parallelization
scheme is built in a way shown in Fig. 2. In the registration table, the mission
status have the following four cases . They are waiting, ready to compute,

1In the next paragraphs, we call the integrals from the current sectors as head integrals.
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task manager

registration
table of the

mission statuses

modify statuses

read statuses

worker 1 worker 2 · · ·

data storage

report
finish

send start
signal

report
finish

send start
signal

outputsinputs
outputs

inputs

Figure 2: Distributed computation based on registration table.

computing and finished. The task manager is in charge of the evolving of the
registration table in the following ways,

• At the beginning, all mission statuses are initialized as waiting.

• The manager reads the registration table periodically.

• Once the manager detects that a waiting mission has no unfinished
super mission, it modifies its status to ready to compute.

• Once the manager expects that there are available computation re-
sources, it modifies the statuses of certain number of missions with
ready to compute status to computing status, and, at the same time,
send a message to workers to start the computing of those missions.

• Once a worker finished computing, it reports to the registration table
to modify the status of the mission as finished.

InNeatIBP, we inserted a mission status monitor to show the contents of
the registration table in real time, which describes status of all the missions.
We will show this in section 4.3.
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3.2. Generating IBP relations in one sector

In this section, the IBP generation in our program is introduced.
IBP relations can be generated via a seeding process introduced in section

2.2 from the formal IBP relations derived in the Baikov representation. Note
that unlike Laporta algorithm, given a fixed seed, IBPs from the module
intersection or syzygy can have quite uneven numerator degrees. Therefore,
for the given maximal numerator degree, we use different seeds for each formal
IBP in eqn. (9) to make sure that the resulting IBP relations have the same
maximal numerator degree. We call this seeding process Zurich seeding2.

The IBP relations can be expressed as a linear system as follows

0 =
∑

j

chijI
h
j +

∑

k

ctikI
t
k (19)

where Ihj and Itk stands for head and tail integrals relevant to the IBP system
generated from the current sector.

To make sure the IBP system can reduce the target integrals to master
integrals in this sector and the tail integrals, row reduction operations on the
matrix of the coefficients chij would be applied. For the row reduction, the
ordering of the integrals in (19) should be arranged by our preference.

The master integrals of the current sector is also determined during the
row reduction. On the other hand, We find that the foreknow information
on the master integral can sometimes reduce the size of IBP seeds, and thus
reduce the memory usage. For this purpose, we use Lee’s critical counting
[63] and also the maximal cut syzygy method in Azurite [68]. Specifically,
in NeatIBP v1.0, we embed a minimal version of Azurite, named as Azu-

ritino, to determine the master integrals as a running option.
By a standard linear algebra computation, a column reduction of chij ma-

trix selects independent IBP relations on the current sector. Here we prefer
IBP relations with lower tail integral degrees in the selection. Schemetically,
after removing the linearly dependent relations, we have

0 =
∑

j

c̃hijI
h
j +

∑

k

c̃tikI
t
k (20)

2One of the authors of this paper used the process frequently when he was working in
Zurich.
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Furthermore, from the linearly independent IBPs, we can select IBP rela-
tions that are actually needed to reduce the target integrals. Specifically,
considering a row reduction,

Rik =
∑

j

Lij c̃
h
jk, (21)

where the matrix R is a row echelon form. Suppose that the i-th row corre-
sponds to an input integral, the set

{j|Lij 6= 0}, (22)

corresponds to the indices of used IBPs to reduce this particular input inte-
gral. In this manner, we can further select used IBPs from the indepedent
IBP set.

We remark that the above row reduction operations are just for IBP re-
lation selections. Therefore, we use generic kinematic values and finite field
methods to speed up these steps. However, this could be a bit risky if the
numeric point is not “generic” enough or prime number associated with the
finite field hits a singular case in the linear operators. In NeatIBP v1.0, we
added a check process to check the IBP relations, with other numeric kine-
matic points. Multiple kinematic points and prime numbers, and a majority
vote process may make the selection more stable. However, this approach
would change the parallelization scheme and hence we leave it for the future
versions of NeatIBP.

In this version of NeatIBP, we implement the row reduction over finite
field by using the open source package SpaSM [59].

NeatIBP allows input integrals with or without multiple propagators.
For integrals with multiple propagators, NeatIBP serves as an IBP genera-
tor which avoids higher propagator indices and reduces the IBP system size
as well. WithNeatIBP v1.0, we suggest to run tasks for input integrals with
or without multiple propagators separately. One may avoid a large number
of seeds by doing this.

We remark that, in NeatIBP, while solving module intersection prob-
lems in Singular, the degree bound is frequently used. Once the total
degree of intermediate result reaches the degBound in Singular, the early
termination of Buchberger algorithm computation happens. This results in
a faster computation but a possible result of an incomplete generating sys-
tem. We observe that sometimes, the module intersection result with degree
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bound, together with seeds without propagators, may lead to a larger irre-
ducible integral set than the set of master integrals.

In these cases, NeatIBP v1.0 can automatically search for certain seeds
with increased denominator power indices, to further reduce the irreducible
integral set. This mechanism is designed for complicated diagrams where we
have to use low degree bounds in Singular to make the module intersection
computation less time-consuming.

3.3. Additional remarks

The whole process of NeatIBP is in three steps, the initialization, the
parallel missions between sectors and the summary.

In the initialization step, we determines all sectors that are relevant to
the missions according to the target integrals the user input. Among the
sectors, there are some zero sectors. We treat all target integrals in these
zero sectors as 0 in the whole process.

NeatIBP allows the user to choose whether the symmetry is needed. If
so, we need to consider both symmetries inside sectors and between sectors.
The symmetries between sectors are found in the initialization step. Through
this, some nonzero sectors3 can be mapped to its image sector. We select
a set of nonzero sectors, called unique sectors, such that all other nonzero
sectors can be mapped to a unique sector, and a unique sector cannot be
mapped to another unique sector. We convert all integrals in the non-unique
sectors to their images after symmetry mapping, which are combinations of
integrals from unique sectors.

In the second step, the symmetries inside a sector can be derived using
methods stated in sub section 2.4. We treat these symmetry relations in the
same way as IBP relations and put them together to form a linear system
after seeding. The non-unique sector integrals will be mapped to integrals in
unique sectors. Therefore, the IBP seeding would be carried out in unique
sectors.

4. Manual

4.1. Installation

NeatIBP is a Mathematica package. One can get NeatIBP package
and install it following the Installation in the Github repository:

3In this context, they are called the source sector of its image sector.
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https://github.com/yzhphy/NeatIBP
The user can install NeatIBP by

git clone https ://github.com/yzhphy/NeatIBP.git

The dependencies of NeatIBP are Singular [58] and SpaSM [59].
Please make sure they have been installed before using. For users that do not
have SpaSM installed yet, it’s recommended to install SpaSM by running
the installation script provided in the GitHub repo. of NeatIBP. For this
purpose, please follow the README document on the GitHub page.

We also provide a Spack [69] installation script in the Github repo. For
users who wish to use Spack to install the packages, please also follow the
README document on the GitHub page.

4.2. Preparing inputs

To perform the Feynman integrals reduction task by NeatIBP, we need
three input files in the working folder.

1. A configuration file named “config.txt” containing the necessary set-
tings.

2. A kinematics file default named “kinematics.txt”, containing the
kinematic information of the Feynman diagram.

3. A target integral file default named “targetIntegrals.txt”, contain-
ing the target integrals you are reducing.

The input files should be prepared in form of Mathematica readable file
using command “Get”. In the configuration file, the user can setup settings
that controls the running of NeatIBP. We list some of the settings which
are frequently used here:

1. kinematicsFile and targetIntegralsFile: These variables are strings
of the names of the .txt files that contains respectively the kinematics
of the Feynman diagram and the target integrals. Make sure that their
file names are with absolute paths. One can use workingPath in this
setting as the directory of the file “config.txt”.

2. SingularApp: This variables tells NeatIBP how to run Singular. Its
value is a string which is the command to run Singular in command
lines.
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3. SparseRREF`SpaSMLibrary: This variable tellsNeatIBP where SpaSM
is. Its value is a string which is the absolute path of the file
“libspasm.so”.

4. ReductionOutputName and outputPath: If outputPath is set to be
Automatic (by default), the outputs of NeatIBP will be exported in
the folder named by ReductionOutputName in the subfolder “outputs”
in workingPath. If the user wants the outputs to be exported into
other locus, set outputPath.4

5. OptionSimplification: This is an integer value describing the simpli-
fication mode while simplifying the results of module intersection in Sin-
gular. The simplification mode is explained in https://www.singular.uni-kl.de/Manual/4-3-2/sing_349.htm
.

6. FiniteFieldModulus: The finite field modulus used in Spasm for
NeatIBP. This value should be a prime number not larger than 46337.

7. AzuritinoIntersectionDegreeBound and
NeatIBPIntersectionDegreeBound: The degree bounds of module in-
tersection computations in Singular in Azuritino and formal IBP
generation steps inNeatIBP, respectively. For the statement of degree
bounds, see https://www.singular.uni-kl.de/Manual/4-3-2/sing_399.htm.

8. IntegralOrder: The preference ordering of integrals. The options of
this variable value are “MultiplePropagatorElimination”,
“ISPElimination”, and “Global”.

9. NeedSymmetry: A Boole value describes if symmetries of Feynman in-
tegrals are considered.

10. CutIndices: A list containing the indices of the cut propagators.

11. SeedingAdditionalDegree: The maximum of the additional numera-
tor degree of the seeds compared to the target integrals.

4If the output path already exists, NeatIBP will ask the user whether they want to
overwrite this path. This only happens if outputPath is set to Automatic. Otherwise,
the user need to delete the folder by themselves.
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12. MIFromAzuritino: A Boole value determines whether usingAzuritino

to find master integrals.

13. CriticalPointInAzuritino: A Boole value determines whether using
Lee’s critical point counting method [63] to estimate the amount of
master integrals before Azuritino.

14. StrictMI: A Boole value. If the IBP relations generated are not
enough to reduce the target integrals to the pre-determined master
integrals, NeatIBP stops running on this sector and reports failing if
StrictMI==True. Otherwise, NeatIBP modifies the master integrals
as the integral basis which the target integrals reduce towards, using
the generated IBP system.

15. StrictDenominatorPowerIndices and
AllowedDenominatorPowerLift: If StrictDenominatorPowerIndices
is False, NeatIBP will try to introduce a minimum-necessary set
of seeds with denominator power indices increased if without doing
so, the generated IBP system cannot reduce the target integrals to-
wards master integrals when the additional seed numerator reaches
SeedingAdditionalDegree. AllowedDenominatorPowerLift constrains
by how many the denominator total degrees can be lifted in the addi-
tional seeds. Setting AllowedDenominatorPowerLift as 0 is equivalent
to setting StrictDenominatorPowerIndices as True.

16. MemoryUsedLimit: The memory usage limit in megabytes. NeatIBP

will try to estimate the memory usage of new parallel missions, and to
control (but not guaranteed) the memory usage in computation below
this value.

17. ThreadUsedLimit: The maximum number of NeatIBP workers in the
parallel missions.

18. DeleteSingularScriptFiles and
DeleteSingularResultFiles: Boole values on whether to delete cor-
responding type of temporary files on the disk once Singular finished
running.

Note that in the configuration file need not include all the settings above.
The default values are in “NeatIBP/default settings.txt”.

In the kinematics file, the user shall provide the following variables,

17



1. LoopMomenta: A list for the loop momenta of the Feynman diagram.

2. ExternalMomenta: A list containing all the external momenta con-
cerned by the Feynman diagram.

3. Propagators: A list describing the propagators of the Feynman dia-
gram.

4. Kinematics: A list containing replacement rules of the kinematic con-
ditions of the external momenta.

5. GenericPoint: A list containing replacement rules of a generic nu-
meric point (rational numbers) of scalar kinematic variables appear in
Kinematics and Propagators.

6. GenericD: The replacement rule of a generic choice of a numerical (ra-
tional number) value of spacetime dimension d.

In the kinematics file, all the variables should be properly set in order to
run NeatIBP.

In the target integral file, the user should prepare a list containing all the
target integrals. The integral Gα1,···,αn

should be expressed as G[α1, · · · , αn].

4.3. Running NeatIBP

After preparing the above input files in the working folder, the user can
run NeatIBP to generate the IBP relations. Assuming the user has in-
stalled NeatIBP in “/SomePath/NeatIBP/”, he or she can run NeatIBP

by changing to the working path and run command

/SomePath/NeatIBP/run.sh

While NeatIBP is running, the user can turn on another terminal and
run the following command in the working path

/SomePath/NeatIBP/monitor.sh

to launch a monitor which shows the current status of the parallel missions.
An example of such a monitor interface is like

----------------------------------------------

2023.4.10 23:17:53

42 sector(s) waiting super sector(s): 244,241,236,233,229,205...

0 sector(s) ready to compute.

14 sector(s) computing: 245,237,218,217,211,206...

81 sector(s) finished: 255,254,253,251,247,239...

----------------------------------------------
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In the reports, the sector numbers are the binary id of the sectors. Notice
that, in some cases a worker failed to finish its computation and the process
terminates unexpectedly, it will not report to the registration table and the
manager will consider the mission is still computing. To avoid this, we added
a process detection in the monitor and if the above case occurs, the monitor
will send a warning like

----------------------------------------------

2023.3.17 15:32:25

128 sector(s) waiting super sector(s): 252,250,249,246,245,243...

0 sector(s) ready to compute.

7 sector(s) computing: 254,253,251,247,239,223...

2 sector(s) finished: 255,127.

********

Warning:

1 sector(s) lost: 191.

The corresponding process(es) cannot be detected. Maybe they terminated

unexpectedly.

----------------------------------------------

In the above example, the computing process of sector 191 is terminated by
hand while computing. Thus we see this warning message.

NeatIBP supports continue computing if the running program is termi-
nated by hand or unexpectedly. To do this, make sure you have terminated
the running of NeatIBP of the same output path, then run the following
command in the working path

/SomePath/NeatIBP/continue.sh

Afterwards, NeatIBP will restart the sectors that are not finished.
In the examples provided by the GitHub repo. ofNeatIBP, we have pro-

vided some convenient scripts to apply the above operations, namely “run”,
“monitor” and “continue”. The user can copy the files “packagePath.txt”,
“run,sh”, “monitor.sh” and “continue.sh” in the example working path to his
or her working path. Then, modify the file ”packagePath.txt” in the working
folder containing the package path as ”/SomePath/NeatIBP/” (the absolute
path where his or her NeatIBP was installed). Then, he or she can turn on
a terminal in the current working path and use

./run.sh

to run NeatIBP, or use

./monitor.sh
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to turn on a monitor, or use

./continue.sh

to continue an unfinished mission.

4.4. The outputs

After NeatIBP finished running, its output will be exported into three
sub folders in the output path, namely “inputs”, “results” and “tmp”. In
the “inputs” folder, there are three input files introduced in sub section 4.2.
In the “results” folder, there are four files and two sub folders. The file
“IBP all.txt” is a Mathematica list that contains all IBP relations generated
by NeatIBP. The file “MI all.txt” is a Mathematica list that contains all
master integrals. The file “OrderedIntegrals.txt” is a Mathematica list that
contains all integrals relevant to the IBP relations in the results, ordered by
preference. The file “summary.txt” is a log file of the summarization step,
there are some summarising information inside. In subfolder “results/IBP/”
and “results/MI/”, there are txt files containing IBP relations and master
integrals on each sector.

In the folder “tmp”, there are some temporary files created while run-
ning. Among them, there are some useful log files that records the detailed
information of each mission.

According to what we have discussed in sub section 3.2, there is risky
step, the numeric-finite field row reduction in NeatIBP, where the numeric
point may hits some singularities. Thus, after NeatIBP finished running, it
is recommended to check the results on other numeric points. In NeatIBP,
we provided a automatic checker to test if the IBP relations generated can
reduce the target integrals towards master integrals. To do this, turn on a
terminal at any folder and run

math -script /SomePath/NeatIBP/CheckIBP.wl [path]

where [path] is the output path of the NeatIBP results. The program will
perform a row reduction on another random numeric point to see if the IBP
system is enough to reduce the target integrals. However, the random check
points may happen to be a singular point itself. Thus, it is recommended to
check more than one times.

4.5. Row reduction using SpaSM

As mentioned before, this version of NeatIBP uses SpaSM [59] for row
reduction with finite field. To introduce SpaSM to Mathematica, we use
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LibraryLink, which is a component of Mathematica linking itself with
C libraries, to build an interface. Specific data structures are used in the C
code above which is packed as a library, SparseRREF.so, and an interface
file, SparseRREF.m.

In NeatIBP, the above component of SpaSM interface is automatically
included. This component can also be individually used in other circum-
stances. To do this, one can run the following command in Mathematica

<<Get[ $workspacePath/NeatIBP/SparseRREF/SparseRREF.m]

And uses command

SRSparseRowReduce[M, Modulus ->p]

to perform RREF (row reduce to echelon form) on an sparse matrix M with
entries of rational numbers over a finite field modulo p. The output will be a
sparse echelon-form matrix modulo p in Mathematica SparseArray form.

5. Examples

In this section, we are going to provide some examples, to display the
performance of NeatIBP. This section includes three different examples,
including a 2-loop 5-point massless planar diagram, a 2-loop 4-point non-
planar diagram with internal and external massive lines, and a 3-loop 4-point
planar diagram with one external massive line.

5.1. A pentagon-box diagram example

In this sub section, we take a two-loop five-point diagram as an example.
This diagram is shown in Fig. 3. The original syzygy IBP paper used this
diagram as an example [48], but did not go through all the sub sectors.

The propagators of this diagram are defined as

D1 = l21, D2 = (l1 − p1)
2, D3 = (l1 − p12)

2, D4 = (l1 − p123)
2,

D5 = l22, D6 = (l2 + p1234)
2, D7 = (l2 + p123)

2, D8 = (l1 + l2)
2,

D9 = (l1 − p1234)
2, D10 = (l2 + p1)

2, D11 = (l2 + p2)
2,

where pi···j := pi + · · ·+ pj . The last three propagators are irreducible scalar
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p1

p2

p3

p4

p5

Figure 3: A two-loop five-point diagram example

products (ISPs). The external kinematics conditions are

p21 = p22 = p23 = p24 = 0, p1 · p2 =
s12

2
,

p1 · p3 =
−s12 − s23 + s45

2
, p1 · p4 =

−s15 + s23 − s45

2
,

p2 · p3 =
s23

2
, p2 · p4 =

s15 − s23 − s34

2
, p3 · p4 =

s34

2

The momentum conservation condition in this diagram is p1+p2+p3+p4 = 0.
We demonstrate this example using two sets of target integrals as in-

puts. The first set of target integrals is to show the performance on numer-
ator reduction. It consists of 2483 randomly chosen integrals from sector
{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8} and its sub sectors. Their maximum numerator degree is
5 and they are free of multiple denominators. Using NeatIBP (v1.0.2.3),
we find 61 master integrals and get an IBP system with 14120 IBP identities,
which are enough to reduce all the target integrals to master integrals.

The above computation was carried out on a computer with 10 CPU cores
and 128GB RAM. The computation took about 27 minutes. The input and
some output files are attached as

https://www.dropbox.com/s/rrwillc0xyv30pf/pb.tar.gz

As a reference, FIRE6 [41] used 11207942 IBP identities in a reduction
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computation of the same target integrals. Here we run FIRE6 with kine-
matic variables set to be rational numbers.

The second set of targets contains 880 integrals, which come from the
derivatives of the 61 master integrals. This set shows NeatIBP’s perfor-
mance for integrals with multiple propagators. By generating 3313 IBP iden-
tities, NeatIBP relates these 880 integrals to the 61 master integrals. The
computation finishes in 17 minutes with 10 CPU cores and 128GB RAM.
Again, as a reference, FIRE6 reduced those target integrals with 1010236
IBP identities. The input and some output files are attached as

https://www.dropbox.com/s/vhzilt837nhnll8/pb_D.tar.gz

5.2. A non-planar two-loop massive diagram example

In this subsection, we show an example from the top quark phenomenol-
ogy. The diagram is given in Fig. 4. This nonplanar diagram is one of
the most complicated two-loop diagrams contributing to the NNLO correc-
tions for tW production at hadron colliders in Ref. [70] (and the references
therein).

−p3

p2 −p4

p1

mt
mW

Figure 4: A nonplanar two-loop diagram for the tW production

The propagators of this diagram are defined as

D1 = −m2
t + l21, D2 = −m2

t + l22, D3 = (l1 + l2)
2,

D4 = −m2
t + (l1 + p1)

2, D5 = −m2
t + (l1 + l2 + p1 + p2 − p3)

2,

D6 = (l2 + p2 − p3)
2, D7 = (l2 − p3)

2, D8 = (l1 − p1 + p3)
2,

D9 = (l2 − p1 − p2 + p3)
2.
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Its external kinematics conditions are

p21 = p22 = 0, p23 = m2
W , p1 · p2 =

m2
t +m2

W − t− u

2
,

p1 · p3 =
m2

W − t

2
, p2 · p3 =

m2
W − u

2

The momentum conservation condition in this example is p1 + p2 = p3 + p4.
The 597 target integrals, for the two-loop scattering amplitudes pp →

tW , are from sector {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and its sub sectors. Using NeatIBP

(v1.0.2.3), we generated 7169 IBP relations which are enough to reduce all
the target integrals to 90 master integrals.

The computation was performed on a computer with 20 CPU cores and
128GB RAM. The computation took about 1.5 hours. The input and some
output files are attached as

https://www.dropbox.com/s/6wnfwfn0he47ztk/2l4pNP7.tar.gz

We remarks that for this diagram the syzygy computation is not easy.
With the degree bound 5, first it seems that Singular does not generate
enough syzygy and the number of resulting irreducible integral is slightly
larger than 90. The degree bound 6 computation is significantly slower.
However, NeatIBP gets enough IBPs and finds 90 master integrals, with
the degree bound 5 computation in Singular, by automatically seeding on
some extra integrals with double propagators.

5.3. A three-loop example

In this sub section, we present a three-loop four point example shown in
Fig. 5. Master integrals in related families are calculated in [71].

The propagators of this diagram are defined as

D1 = l21, D2 = (l1 − p1)
2, D3 = (l1 − p12)

2, D4 = l23,

D5 = (l3 + p12)
2, D6 = (l1 + l3)

2, D7 = (l2 − l3)
2, D8 = l22,

D9 = (l2 − l4)
2, D10 = (l2 + p12)

2, D11 = (l1 + p4)
2, D12 = (l2 + p1)

2,

D13 = (l3 + p1)
2, D14 = (l3 + p4)

2, D15 = (l1 + l2)
2.

The external kinematics conditions are

p21 = p22 = 0, p24 = m2, p1 · p2 =
s

2
,

p2 · p4 = −
s + t

2
, p1 · p4 =

t−m2

2
.
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p1

p2 p3

p4

Figure 5: The planar triple box diagram with an external massive leg

The momentum conservation condition for this diagram is p1+p2+p3+p4 = 0.
We randomly pick up 21185 integrals as our target. They are in the

{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10} and its sub sectors. The most complicated integral
has the numerator degree 6 in the top sector. Using NeatIBP (v1.0.2.3),
we found 83 master integrals and acquired 200074 IBP relations enough to
reduce all the target integrals to master integrals.

This computation is carried out on a computer with 50 CPU cores and
1.5TB RAM, and took about 6 hours. The input and some output files are
attached as

https://www.dropbox.com/s/8mabbgauxpmxzrb/3l4p1m.tar.gz

6. Summary

In this paper, we present the package NeatIBP v1.0, for generating an
IBP system which is enough to reduce the input target Feynman integrals to
master integrals. Module intersection, which is strongly related the syzygy
approach, is used to restrict the growth of propagator indices in the IBP
generation. We expect this IBP system’s size is of orders of magnitude smaller
that that from Laporta algorithm. The resulting IBP system can be used for
either finite field reduction and then the reconstruction of physical quantities,
or the analytic reduction.

In this version of NeatIBP, the module intersection computation is pow-
ered by the software Singular, while the IBP generation, workflow control
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and the I/O operation are powered by Mathematica. The selection of
linearly independent and useful IBP relations is carried out with the C pack-
age SpaSM. NeatIBP v1.0 is parallelized and the parallelization is over
different Feynman integral sectors. The workflow is controlled by a Mathe-

matica code and the status of running is recorded in a registration table on
disk. The running status can be monitored by users in the terminal. If the
NeatIBP running stopped in the middle, one can resume the running with
saved temporary files on disk.

We anticipate the following updates in the future versions:

1. Transplant a part of the code to open-source programming languages.

2. Introduce more massive parallelization. The parallelization can be in
future inside one sector, to do the seeding in parallel. The different cuts
of one Feynman integral family could also be parallelized. A hopeful
strategy for these parallelizations is to apply the massively parallel
framework GPI-space for the management of multiple layer paral-
lelization.

3. Try other methods of module intersection or syzygy computation. In
this version of NeatIBP, we applied the general commands in Singu-

lar for the computation of module intersection. Other methods, like
the linear algebra [49] and the dual conformal symmetry method for
sygygy generation [72], would be considered in the future version.

4. It is well known that the syzygy/module intersection method has very
high efficiency with cuts. NeatIBP v1.0 can generate IBP on cuts eas-
ily. The future version will detect all the spanning cuts automatically
and build the rules to combine cut results.
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Abstract: In this work, we study the SU(2)L singlet complex scalar extended KSVZ

model that, in addition to providing a natural solution to the strong-CP problem by includ-

ing a global Peccei-Quinn symmetry, also furnishes two components of dark matter that

satisfy observer relic density without fine-tuning of model parameters. Furthermore, this

model provides a rich phenomenology by introducing a vector-like quark whose presence

can be sensed in collider experiments and dark matter production mechanisms. We explore

the possibility of democratic Yukawa interaction of the vector-like quark with all up-type

quarks and scalar dark matter candidate. We also employ next-to-leading order NLO-QCD

correction for VLQ pair production to study a unique search at the LHC, generating a pair

of boosted tops with sizeable missing transverse momentum. Multivariate analysis with

jet substructure variables has a strong ability to explore a significant parameter space of

this model at the 14 TeV LHC.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics harbours several shortcomings despite pro-

viding the most successful theory of the underlying nature of fundamental particles and

their interactions, verified in many low to high-energy experiments consistently delivering

excellent agreement. Among many such issues relating to some internal inconsistencies

to the inability to explain some of the observations, significant flaws like the strong-CP

problem [1–3], the existence of dark matter (DM) [4, 5], baryon-antibaryon asymmetry

of the universe [6, 7], neutrino masses [8–10], etc. are the ones which generated lots of

attention in motivating to go beyond the Standard Model (BSM) and their searches at

different experiments.

The SU(3)C symmetry of SM allows a term like θ
g2
S

32π2
G̃µνG

µν , where Gµν is the

gluon field strength tensor. This term contributes to the neutron electric dipole moment,

and the experimental measurement [11] constraints the parameter θ ≤ 10−10. These two

parameters θ and θ are related through quark field chiral rotation. Since θ → 0 does not

promote any symmetry of the theory, one would anticipate θ ∼ O(1), which is known as

a strong charge-parity (CP) problem [1–3]. Roberto Peccei and Helen Quinn proposed a

classic resolution to this critical issue in 1977 by extending the SM with a global Peccei-

Quinn (PQ) symmetry, expected to be broken spontaneously at a scale far larger than

the Electroweak (EW) scale. The breaking of U(1)PQ predicts the existence of a pseudo-

Goldstone particle, also known as the QCD axion. It is even more interesting to note that

although QCD axion is not entirely stable, it can have a lifetime comparable to the age of

the Universe, thanks to the sizeable breaking scale, to play the role of dark matter [12, 13].

Hence such models can concurrently explain the presence of the DM in the Universe while

also solving the strong-CP problem.

After breaking U(1)PQ symmetry, one may formulate an axion-gluon effective La-

grangian where Fa is the Peccei-Quinn breaking scale and this Lagrangian appears to be

L = LQCD + θ
g2
S

32π2
G̃µνG

µν +
1

2
∂µa∂

µa− g2
S

32π2Fa
a(x)G̃µνG

µν . (1.1)

After minimizing the axion potential, one can write θ = θ− 1

Fa
< a(x) >. As a result, the

vacuum expectation value of the axion field cancels the original θ, and the strong CP issue

is resolved. Among different existing models Kim-Shifman-Vainshtein-Zakharov (KSVZ)

[14, 15] provides some of the exciting phenomenological implementations above and over

its capability to solve two of the most outstanding problems of SM. This model includes

a PQ-breaking complex scalar that is singlet under the SM gauge groups η ∼ (1, 1, 0), as

well as a vector-like quark (VLQ) Ψ = ΨL + ΨR that is SU(3)C colour triplet but SU(2)L
singlet with hypercharge zero, so that, Ψ ∼ (3, 1, 0). The interaction term between VLQ

and the scalar is fΨηΨLΨR + h.c, where fΨ is the interaction strength. The scalar field

can be written as,

η =
1√
2

(Fa + σ0) e
ia(x)
Fa . (1.2)

– 2 –



Here Fa is the PQ breaking scale, σ0 and a(x) are the radial mode and the axion field,

respectively. Following the symmetry breaking, VLQ gains mass proportionate to the PQ

breaking scale, and they are thus isolated from the axion field and may be safely integrated

out. This leads to an axion-gluon effective Lagrangian (the final term of Equation 1.1),

and the strong-CP problem is resolved. Axion can get a tiny mass (at the order of a few

MeV) after QCD confinement and decay into a pair of gluons through loop-induced VLQ.

Since its decay rate is inversely proportional to the PQ breaking scale, if the braking scale

is tuned correctly, the axion lifetime can be larger than the age of the Universe and behaves

as a DM.

It is also worth noting that the breaking of PQ symmetry in these models leaves a

residual Z2 symmetry that remains intact. Axion can provide the correct relic density of

DM as measured by the Planck collaboration [16], but after the corresponding breaking

scale is fine-tuned. We analyze an extended KSVZ model which circumvents such fine-

tuning by adding another complex scalar S ∼ (1, 1, 0), a singlet under SM. Under the

residual Z2 symmetry of the KSVZ model, VLQ is odd in this setup, and S is likewise Z2-

odd. Therefore the lightest component of S serves as the second dark matter candidate.

VLQ interacts with Standard Model quarks and the scalar S in the present configuration.

The hypercharge of VLQ is determined by the kind (up or down) of SM quarks considered.

Given that we are considering up-type quarks, the hypercharge of VLQ is 2
3 . VLQ plays

a critical role in dark matter phenomenology because it opens up new coannihilation and

annihilation channels, such as coannihilation between scalar DM and VLQ and annihilation

of VLQs into SM particles, which has a significant impact on relic density calculations.

Since DM interacts with the SM quarks through VLQ, additional direct detection channels

open up, such as VLQ-mediated t-channel elastic scattering between the SM-quark and

scalar DM. Moreover, the VLQ and its interaction with SM quarks also affect the LHC

phenomenology. VLQ decays into an SM-quark and a missing DM particle after being

produced at the LHC. As a result, multijet plus missing transverse momentum may be

employed as a possible probe. If the mass difference between VLQ and DM is more than

the top quark mass, VLQ can be probed from its decay into top quarks, along with a

sizeable missing transverse energy from dark matter in the final state.

The Yukawa interaction takes the form fiSΨLuiR+ h.c, where uR denotes right-handed

up-type SM-quarks with i = u, c, t. We first consider the parameter spaces that yield the

correct relic density and are permissible from other experimental observations such as direct

detection (DD), collider data, etc., with equal (democratic) coupling strengths fu = fc = ft
at all three generations. Interestingly, one would find that the flavour constraint strongly

disfavours this democratic option, although such models can be allowed from observed relic

density and all other constraints (please follow the flavour constraints part in Section 2).

The flavour constraint requires either or both lighter flavour couplings (fu, fc) tiny to be

allowed. Instead of taking a tiny value for fc, we set fc = 0 while keeping the other two

democratic fu = ft = f 1. We found that the parameter spaces that support correct relic

density hold considerably higher f values. We would observe further that the choice of

1The reason why we do not favour fu = 0 is addressed in the flavour constraints section.

– 3 –



this parameter generates a very different physics outlook from DM phenomenology and

the constraints in LHC compared to the prior work [17], which investigated the effect of

large ft with negligible couplings for other two generations.

The present study investigates the reach of this compelling parameter space at the

14 TeV LHC. We especially employ next-to-leading order (NLO) correction for VLQ pair

production for precise computation. The partonic leading-order (LO) cross section has the

order σ(pp → ΨΨ̄)LO = O(α2
S) +O(f4) +O(f2αS). Although the dominant contribution

comes from the pure QCD sector (O(α2
S)), the new physics contribution (O(f4)) can be

sizeable since f is substantial. We also note that the mixing term (O(f2αS)) has a non-

negligible contribution and interferes negatively. Hence, this interesting interplay went

missing in [17], where the BSM couplings retain only a minor influence on the partonic

cross section giving QCD coupling to play the primary role. In this work, we explore

the NLO-QCD correction of the leading term (O(α2
S)) while keeping both leading and

subleading terms (O(f4), O(f2αS)) at LO for more accurate results. The integrated NLO-

K factor for pure QCD couplings can be as large as about 1.3, which is quite significant.

Another interesting point is that the scalar DM parameter spaces that provide the

correct relic density while simultaneously being allowed by direct detection constraints

differ dramatically. In previous work, for example, when the mass of the scalar DM is

more than the mass of the top quark (mt), DM annihilates into tt̄ through VLQ exchange

t-channel, giving the correct relic density when ft ∼ 1 while other two couplings fu, fc are

tiny. Small fu is also required from the direct detection constraint. In the current study,

when the DM is heavier than the top quark, DM annihilation into tū, t̄u contributes the

most in relic density, followed by the annihilation into tt̄ final state. Likewise, allowed

parameter space can neither support arbitrarily large coupling f (= fu = ft) from direct

detection nor the too-small value of it to obtain correct relic density. Therefore, their

interplay remains vital for selecting the available parameter spaces. Contrary to the prior

study, only a minuscule model space is left when the mass difference between the scalar

DM and the VLQ (∆MΨS1) is smaller than mt since DD constraints prohibit such spaces

due to having a high f value, although having the correct relic density.

After the pair production of VLQs at the LHC, each VLQ decays into the top quark as-

sociated with the scalar since the majority of parameter spaces are present when ∆MΨS1 >

mt. The branching ratio BR(Ψ → tS) < 0.5 and counts on the coupling f , in contrast to

the past study, when VLQ entirely decaying into the top quark while kinematically allowed.

Our signal comprises two boosted top-like fatjets and missing transverse energy (MET).

We consider NLO signal events with Parton-shower (PS) and all the SM background pro-

cesses that mimic the signal and do a multivariate analysis using the BDT technique for

completeness. The available higher-order QCD cross section is used to normalize all the

background processes. The parameter spaces of this model are shown to be well within the

scope of the 14 TeV LHC with 139 fb−1 luminosity.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces our model and a brief outlook

on different theoretical and experimental constraints. The dark matter phenomenology

of this model is discussed in Section 3. Section 4 demonstrates the impact of NLO+PS

calculations, the differential k-factor, and the scale uncertainty of NLO+PS compared
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to LO+PS. Section 5 displays our collider analysis technique using relevant high-level

observables, including jet substructure variables, with multivariate analysis (MVA). Finally,

we summarise our findings in Section 6.

2 The extended KSVZ model and Constraints

As expressed in the introduction, the KSVZ model contains a complex scalar η (Equation

1.2), which breaks the PQ-symmetry spontaneously, and a massive colour triplet state

known as a vector-like quark (VLQ) Ψ. The generic Lagrangian of this model can be

expressed as,

LKSVZ = ∂µη
†∂µη + Ψ̄iγµDµΨ− (fΨηΨ̄LΨR + h.c)− λη(|η|2 − F 2

a /2)2 . (2.1)

We extend the model by a complex singlet scalar field S with the same PQ charge as VLQ.

Suppose this scalar does not contain any vacuum expectation value (VEV). In that case,

the residual Z2 symmetry after the spontaneous broken of PQ-symmetry of the KSVZ

model will remain intact, and the lightest component of the scalar remains stable. Hence

this takes a role of a second dark matter candidate in this theory as a weakly interacting

massive particle (WIMP). The scalar can be written as,

S =
S1 + iS2√

2
(2.2)

We consider VLQ to have non-zero hypercharge so that the scalar DM can interact with

the SM up-type quarks through the mediator VLQ. Such a construction with the up-type

quark instead of the down-type has an interesting consequence. Pair of scalar DM can

annihilate into a top-pair or a single top associated with a light quark (q = u, c) through

t-channel VLQ mediated diagrams depending on whether DM mass satisfies such kinematic

limit and provide the observed relic density. Therefore, aside from the Higgs portal, when

the DM having a mass of nearly half the Higgs boson mass, annihilate into the SM particle

through on-shell Higgs resonance and thus gives the correct relic, a heavier variety opens up

new parameter spaces, also yielding the observed relic density. Another compelling reason

comes from the interesting phenomenological viewpoint. Heavy VLQ can be produced

copiously at a high-energy collider, which in turn decays into the top quark and a missing

particle whenever kinematically feasible. This can result in a unique topology in the LHC

search, such as the possibility of a boosted top-fatjet along with a sizable amount of missing

transverse momentum from dark matter. This is a likely scenario if one notes down the

present constraint on VLQ mass, which is already in the vicinity of the TeV scale, and

such a heavy state would naturally produce decay products which are sufficiently boosted.

The interaction terms of VLQ are given below.

LVLQ = − (fiSΨLuiR + fΨηΨLΨR + h.c.), {i = u, c, t} (2.3)

The full scalar potential of the model can be written as,

V = λH(|H|2 − v2
H/2)2 + λη(|η|2 − F 2

a /2)2 + ληH(|H|2 − v2
H/2)(|η|2 − F 2

a /2)

+ µ2
S |S|2 + λS |S|4 + λSH |H|2|S|2 + λSη|η|2|S|2 + [εSη

∗S2 + h.c].
(2.4)
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Where vH is the VEV of the SM Higgs potential, the second term is the Mexican-hat

potential of the KSVZ model. Because of the third term, the mixing between the SM

Higgs field and the radial part of the PQ-braking scalar η happens, which leads to a

non-diagonal mass matrix. After the diagonalization of the mass matrix, one can get the

physical masses, which can be expressed below.

M2
h,σ = (λHv

2 + ληF
2
a )±

√
(λHv2 − ληF 2

a )2 + F 2
a v

2λ2
ηH (2.5)

The physical scalar Higgs boson mass is set to Mh = 125 GeV, and vH is equated with

the SM electroweak VEV, vH = v = 246 GeV. However, λH differs from the SM value

when ληH 6= 0. The masses of the different components of the scalar and the VLQ can be

expressed as,

M2
S1,2

=
1

2
(2µ2

S + v2
HλSH + F 2

aλSη ∓ 2
√

2εsFa), MΨ = fΨ
Fa√

2
. (2.6)

We consider Fa and MΨ as the independent parameters, and fΨ is the dependent parameter

according to the formula above. Without losing generality, we can assume that S1 is lighter

than S2 (in other words, one picks εs > 0). This lighter component S1 is the scalar DM.

The εs term of Equation 2.4 is the only term that causes the mass splitting between the

scalar components, and εs is the dependent parameter when MS1 and the mass difference

∆M = MS2−MS1 are assumed to be the independent parameters. Next, we briefly outline

different constraints for this model.

Constraints: Theoretical bounds, different experimental data, and cosmological obser-

vations severely restrict the parameter space of the extended KSVZ model. We quickly

outline each of these constraints before establishing benchmark points that yield the cor-

rect relic density while accommodating all the other constraints. For more details, see

Reference [17].

The scalar potential should be bounded from below, and the perturbativity demands

all the λ in Equation 2.4 should be less than 4π, and |fi| <
√

4π. Being two component

DM, the total relic density comprises both the scalar and axion DM.

ΩTh
2 = Ωah

2 + ΩS1h
2 (2.7)

The parameter spaces ought to match the Planck measurements [18] of the observed abun-

dance of DM relics.

ΩDMh
2 = 0.120± 0.001. (2.8)

Axions can be created non-thermally due to the misalignment mechanism, and axion relic

density is as follows [19–21].

Ωah
2 ' 0.18 θ2

a

(
Fa

1012GeV

)1.19

(2.9)

Where θa is the axion’s initial misalignment angle, and for illustration purposes, we set

θa = 1.0, and the decay constant should lie in the range 1010 GeV ≤ Fa ≤ 1012 GeV.
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The lower bound comes from supernova cooling data [22], but the upper bound comes

from axion overproduction. Equation 2.9 shows that axion alone may provide 100% of

the DM relic density if Fa is properly calibrated. As previously indicated, we added the

additional scalar to prevent this kind of fine-tuning. As a result, the axion maintains its

underabundance, and the axion’s relic density fulfils the Planck limit when combined with

the scalar. Hence, for demonstrative purposes, we used Fa = 1011 GeV and θa = 1.0, which

gives the axion relic density Ωah
2 ' 0.012 (approximately 10% of the total observed relic),

and the scalar DM delivers the rest.

Because Fa = 1011 GeV is very large, we can see from Equation 2.5 that the mass of

the radial excitation of the field η is huge; thus, we assign a larger mass Mσ = 50 TeV.

S1 particles can annihilate into SM particles via the mediator σ and due to the mixing

of σ with the Higgs boson. This annihilation cross section shows considerable suppression

since the Sine of the mixing angle is relatively tiny, and the mass of the mediator is quite

large. Nevertheless, the S1S1σ coupling is proportional to FaλSη, and because Fa is very

large, this cross section might have a substantial value. Unless λSη is tiny, it may violate

perturbative unitarity [23]. Hence, for the sake of simplicity, we kept λSη = 0 throughout

our analysis.

Because of the mixing between the Higgs boson and σ, the strength of the LHC di-

photon channel turns out to be

µγγ = cos2 θ
BRh→γγ

BRSM
h→γγ

, (2.10)

where cos θ is the cosine of the mixing angle, and LHC limits this mixing angle to | sin θ| <
0.36 [24]. Although we are primarily interested in the parameter space where mS1 >

mh
2 ,

Higgs can decay into a pair of DM if mS1 ≤ mh
2 , contributing to the invisible Higgs decay

branching ratio. In our study, we assign the hS1S1 coupling to a tiny value, λSH = 0.01,

so that the Higgs invisible decay branching-ratio constraint is satisfied.

The reinterpreted LEPII squark search results [25, 26] exclude masses of VLQ up to 100

GeV. When the mass difference between VLQ and DM, ∆MΨS1 < mt, VLQ can decay into

DM with light quarks; hence, the ATLAS search [27] for multijet plus missing transverse

momentum can further limit this scenario. The noteworthy feature is that, unlike the

earlier work, when ∆MΨS1 < mt, minor parameter spaces exist in this situation (please

see Figure 3, below the red dotted line). Nevertheless, when ∆MΨS1 > mt, obtaining an

exclusion contour by reinterpreting the current ATLAS and CMS searches [28–34] is not

straightforward. This is because the VLQ pair production cross section significantly relies

on the BSM couplings. The branching ratio of the VLQ decay into the top quark and

scalar is not 100% and depends on the BSM coupling.

Flavour constraints can appear through the interaction term (the first term in Equa-

tion 2.3) contributing to the D0 − D̄0 oscillation [35]. The box diagram uc̄→ ūc through

VLQ and the scalars (S1, S2) at the loop are the Feynman diagrams contributing to this

oscillation. In the current setup, the effective operator contributing to this mixing is as

follows.

Leff =
z̃

M2
Ψ

ūαRγ
µcαRū

β
Rγµc

β
R, (2.11)
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where z̃ = −f2
uf

2
c

96π2 [gψ(M2
S1
/M2

Ψ)+gψ(M2
S2
/M2

Ψ)−2gψ(MS1MS2/M
2
Ψ)]. The gΨ(x) expression

may be found in Reference [36]. The measurement of the D-meson mass splitting yields

the restriction [35, 36]

|z̃| . 5.7× 10−7(MΨ/TeV)2 . (2.12)

The correct relic density is achieved through S1S1 → tq̄, t̄q (q = u, c) or S1S1 → tt̄

annihilation processes in parameter spaces where S1 and VLQ are not degenerate and apart

from the Higgs resonance. Democratic choice of all equal coupling strength fu = fc = ft
is not favourable to generate the correct relic density and is practically forbidden by the

preceding flavour restriction (Equation 2.12). In contrast, in our prior work, [17], we

set fu = fc which remains tiny, but ft was free to take any large value and shown such

a combination can yield the correct relic density and enables by this flavour constraint.

Instead of making two of these three couplings negligibly small, another interesting scenario

emerges if we choose one of fu or fc vanishingly small (or zero) while the other remains

democratically as large as ft. We set fc = 0 and fu = ft such that all parameter spaces

that generate correct relic density are concurrently allowed by the flavour constraint. The

direct detection experiment yields more limited parameter spaces with this arrangement

since the nucleon comprises the light quarks and the gluon, fu 6= 0 results in a tree-level DD

scattering diagram, S1u(ū) → S1u(ū), via t-channel VLQ exchange (see direct detection

diagrams 10).

3 Dark Matter Phenomenology

In our present framework with multi-component dark matter, the component of relic den-

sity which axion is imparting is determined by two parameters Fa and misalignment angle

θa. That gives some fraction of the total observed relic, set at 10% for our demonstra-

tion (see Equation 2.9 and following discussion). This section examines the dark matter

phenomenology due to the scalar component. Before we get into the details, let’s look at

the relevant free parameters. Since axion couplings with scalar DM or SM particles are

inversely proportional to Fa, such couplings are severely suppressed and have practically

no role in scalar DM phenomenology. Moreover, the radial excitation of the field η does

not affect DM phenomenology due to its huge mass and tiny coupling with the scalar DM.

The relevant parameters are {MΨ,MS1 ,∆M,f}. As previously stated, one way to bypass

the prohibitory flavour constraint is by setting fc = 0.

Relic density of DM: To estimate the component of relic density offered by scalar DM,

we solve the Boltzmann equation using micrOMEGAs -v5 [37]. We first construct our model

in Feynrules [38]. The variation of the scalar DM relic density with its mass is displayed

in Figure 1 while we fix Fa = 1011 GeV, λSH = 0.01, fc = 0, and ∆M = 100 GeV. We

present three solid lines for three distinct values of democratic coupling f = 0.1, 0.5, and

1.0 for the 500 GeV mass of the VLQ. In these variation curves, the first sharp dip ensues

due to the Higgs resonance, in which pair of DM annihilate into SM particles through the

resonant Higgs boson when MS1 ∼ mh
2 , while the second dip occurs when MS1 ∼ MW , in
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Figure 1: Variations of the scalar DM relic density with its mass (MS1
) for different values of f

and MΨ are shown. Here, we fix Fa = 1011 GeV, λSH = 0.01, fc = 0, and ∆M = 100 GeV. The

Black dashed line corresponds to 0.120− Ωah
2.

which pair of S1 annihilate into a W boson pair through s-channel Higgs-mediated diagram,

see Figure 9.

For f = 0.1 (solid purple line), after the second dip, the relic density increases along

with the increase in the DM mass, and a third dip is observed at MS1 = mh. The pair of S1

begin to annihilate into the Higgs bosons via contact interaction, Higgs-mediated s-channel,

and S1-mediated t-channel diagrams (Figure 9) and produce the third dip. Ultimately,

when the mass difference between VLQ and DM becomes smaller, the impact of DM co-

annihilation with the VLQ and annihilation of the VLQ pair into gluons becomes apparent,

and a final decline in DM relic density is observed. Further increasing f (0.5 with solid

blue line and 1.0 with solid red line) reveals that relic density declines just after the second

dip due to the significant contribution of S1S1 → tū, t̄u annihilation channels via the

VLQ-exchange t-channel processes. The correct relic density is achieved for f = 1.0 when

DM mass is around 96 GeV.

Blue (red) dotted and dashed lines correspond to the same values of f as in solid

lines, except with a heavier choice of mediator Ψ. Because the annihilation cross section

decreases as propagator mass increases, and relic density is inversely proportional to the

annihilation cross section, the dotted and dashed lines move to higher relic density than

the solid line. One clearly follows from these variations that significant parameter space

for heavier dark matter masses can open up for different choices of these parameters (over

and above the typical Higgs portal). Interestingly, in the case of a pure scalar singlet DM

scenario, the DM does not satisfy the correct relic density for λSH = 0.01. However, the

interaction of the DM with the SM top quark in the present model affords many parameter

spaces that satisfy the Planck limit.
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Figure 2: Left panel: Spin-independent cross section of scattering between scalar DM and

nucleon as a function of dark matter mass MS1
. We set f = 0, λSH = 0.01 (green dashed line), and

λSH = 0 for the blue-dashed (f = 0.5) and red-dashed (f = 1.0) lines to illustrate the individual

contributions. Right panel: Effective spin-independent scattering cross section (Equation 3.1) vs

dark matter mass. All of the plots on the left and right are for MΨ = 500 GeV. The solid colours

purple, blue, and red in both panels stand for f = 0.1, 0.5, and 1.0, respectively, and λSH = 0.01

for all solid lines.

Direct and indirect detection of DM: WIMPs may also scatter off nuclei, depositing

energy that can be detected by detectors like LUX [39], PandaX-II [40, 41], and XEXON1T

[42]. These experiments can set strong constraints on the scattering cross section and

DM mass. All Direct detection channels and the square amplitude of these diagrams are

shown in Appendix A. For demonstration purposes, we present a spin-independent direct

detection cross section of S1 with its mass shown in the left panel of Figure 2. All solid lines

correspond to λSH = 0.01 but for different values of f = 0.1 (solid purple), 0.5 (solid blue),

and 1.0 (solid red). Because f and λSH are both non-zero, the Higgs-mediated and VLQ-

mediated channels and their interference diagrams contribute. It is instructive to note how

individual channel contributes. One can first set f = 0, λSH = 0.01 (dashed green line)

so only the Higgs-mediated channel contributes. Subsequently, setting λSH = 0 for two

choices of f = 1.0 (0.5) in the dashed-red (blue) line demonstrates the contribution from

pure VLQ-mediated s and t-channels and their interference diagram. The Higgs-mediated

diagram does not contribute here.

The amplitude square of the Higgs-mediated diagram does not rely on the mass of

S1 (Equation A.5); nevertheless, the cross section of the dashed green line decreases with

the DM mass, which comes from the phase space part of the integral. We see dashed

red and blue lines strongly depend on the MS1 since the amplitude square of the VLQ

mediated s and t- channels and their interference explicitly depends on MS1 (see Equations

A.1- A.4), and the cross section is minimum when MS1 =
MΨ

2
√

2
. When comparing dashed-

green (only Higgs-mediated channel contributes), dashed-red (only VLQ-mediated channels

contribute), and solid-red (total cross section) lines, one can witness a substantial negative

(positive) interference between Higgs and VLQ-mediated diagrams when MS1 <
MΨ

2
√

2
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(MS1 >
MΨ

2
√

2
). Finally, when DM mass is large, we see a sharp rise because of the on-shell

production of VLQ (Figure 10a).

In a two-component DM scenario, the direct detection cross section of the scalar DM

should be rescaled as

σSI,eff
S1

=
(ΩS1h

2

ΩTh2

)
σSI
S1
, (3.1)

where ΩTh
2 is given in Equation 2.7. The spin-independent effective direct detection cross

section for three distinct values of f = 0.1, 0.5, and 1.0 are presented in the right panel

of Figure 2 (same as solid lines in the left panel). The black lines show the experimental

upper bounds. A dip around MS1 ∼ mh
2 is found because of rescaling, as given in Equation

3.1. Here, one notices that the DD experiments disallow the region with a considerable

mass difference between the VLQ and DM for significantly large f values. For example, the

regions when MS1 > 390 GeV for MΨ = 500 GeV and f = 1 (solid red line) are disallowed

by DD. Additionally, Figures 1 and 2, for f = 1, suggest that the parameter spaces that

offer correct relic density are likewise allowed from the DD.

WIMPs may self-annihilate, emitting a significant amount of gamma and cosmic rays

while looking at the dense DM regions at the galactic centre. Indirect detection experiments

like PAMELA [43], Fermi-LAT [44], MAGIC [45] etc. can constrain model parameter spaces

substantially. Because this is a two-component DM scenario, the scalar DM’s indirect

detection cross section should also be rescaled as,

σIDS1,eff =
(ΩS1h

2

ΩTh2

)2
σIDS1

. (3.2)

We note that most indirect detection experiments enable our model because the necessity

for the axion keeps S1 under abundance, which lowers the indirect detection constraints

since it depends on the fractional scalar DM relic density squared. For very small ∆M

= (MS2−MS1), S1 and S2 are nearly degenerate and can open an additional channel where

S1 and S2 co-annihilate into top anti-top pair via VLQ and contribute to the indirect

detection cross section, which may be disallowed by antiproton cosmic ray data [46], so

we set ∆M = 100 GeV throughout our analysis, ensuring that no co-annihilation channel

exists.

Parameter scan and benchmark points: To demonstrate the relevant parameter

space that offers correct relic abundance while being allowed by direct detection and all

other constraints as specified in the last section, we identify the three most important

parameters, that is, the masses MS1 , ∆MΨS1 and the Yukawa coupling f . Figure 3 display

such points on the plane of MS1 vs
∆MΨS1
MS1

, while the Yukawa coupling f is colour coded,

with f ranging from 0.1 to 1.5. The red dash-dot line corresponds to ∆MΨS1 = mt. Hence,

the upper portions of this line may be investigated at the LHC with top quark on-shell

production as VLQ decays into a top quark and invisible DM, while the lower area can be

probed with jets + MET as VLQ decays into an u-quark associated with DM. Points along

two vertical lines at the top left region correspond to the part satisfied by Higgs resonance.
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Figure 3: On the
∆MΨS1

MS1
− MS1

plane, the parameter spaces that satisfy the measured DM

abundance, permitted by the direct search experiments, and comply with other restrictions as

stated in the text are displayed. The color coding is done with respect to f , with f varying from

0.1 to 1.5. Here, we fix Fa = 1011 GeV, λSH = 0.01, ∆M = 100 GeV, and fc = 0.

MS1 ∆MΨS1 ∆M f ΩS1h
2 σSIS1,eff

Processes

(GeV) (GeV) (GeV) (pb) (percentage) BR(Ψ→ tS1,2)

BP1 332 500 100 0.83 0.109 7.98× 10−12 S1S1 → tū, t̄u (60%) 0.4907

S1S1 → tt̄ (40%)

BP2 402 407 100 0.82 0.109 7.65× 10−12 S1S1 → tū, t̄u (56%) 0.4875

S1S1 → tt̄ (44%)

BP3 450 300 100 0.79 0.107 1.14× 10−11 S1S1 → tū, t̄u (54%) 0.435

S1S1 → tt̄ (45%)

Table 1: A few representative benchmark points (BPs) from the scan plot are presented; these

BPs satisfy the correct relic density and are permissible under all constraints. ΩS1
h2 and σSI

S1,eff

(Equation 3.1) are the relic density and the effective direct detection cross section of the scalar

DM, S1, respectively. ∆MΨS1
= MΨ − MS1

and ∆M = MS2
− MS1

. Other parameters are

Fa = 1011 GeV, λSH = 0.01, and fc = 0. The second last column shows the different processes

that contribute to the relic density with the percentage contributions in the bracket. The branching

fraction of VLQ decays into the top quark associated with the scalar is shown in the last column.

It is enlightening to note that the lower sections of the plot, which correspond to the

small mediator mass MΨ, typically generate an increased DD cross section; therefore, those

regions are excluded from the DD bounds despite having the correct relic density. Only

a few points exist at the lower right corner when f is tiny. Those regions have correct

relic density because being nearly degenerate, the VLQ and DM co-annihilate and the
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σID
S1

S1S1 → tū, t̄u S1S1 → tt̄ σIDS1,eff (in tt̄) σIDexp (in tt̄)

BP (cm3/s) (in %) (in %) (cm3/s) (cm3/s)

BP1 2.30× 10−26 59.8 40.0 7.59× 10−27 2.37× 10−26

BP2 2.36× 10−26 56.0 43.7 8.51× 10−27 2.54× 10−26

BP3 2.43× 10−26 54.4 45.4 8.77× 10−27 2.60× 10−26

Table 2: Total indirect detection cross section, σID
S1

and the percentage of the different processes

that contribute to indirect detection are presented in the third and fourth columns. Effective

indirect detection cross section in the tt̄ final state for different benchmark points is shown in the

fifth column, which is defined as (% contribution in tt̄ final state)× σID
S1,eff, where σID

S1,eff is given in

Equation 3.2. The last column is the experimental upper bound in the tt̄ final state [46].

pair of VLQ annihilates into gluons. Note that for larger f values, those co-annihilation

regions are ruled out by the DD experiments, as we already see in Figure 2 (right panel,

red, blue lines). Interestingly, non-perturbative effects like Sommerfeld enhancement and

bound state formation can significantly affect relic density in those co-annihilation regions.

Further study of this region is beyond the scope of the present discussion. Such points are

challenging to probe at the LHC as the DM mass is quite large and VLQ is degenerate to

the DM, so the partonic cross section of VLQ production will be small, and VLQ will emit

a soft jet that is very difficult to detect.

A few representative benchmark points (BPs) from the scan plot are listed in Table

1, which are allowed from all the constraints and provide correct relic density. The scalar

DM relic density, spin-independent DD scattering cross section of S1, the percentage con-

tribution of each process to the relic density, and the branching ratio of VLQ decay into

the top quark are also given. Table 2 shows the total cross section of indirect detection

(ID) and the percentage contribution of the various processes to the indirect detection.

The theoretical ID cross section in the final state of tt̄ and the experimental upper bound

are given in the last two columns, where we find that all of those BPs are well inside the

experimental upper bound.

4 Pair production of vector-like quark at NLO+PS accuracy

We implement the model Lagrangian discussed in Equation 2.1 together with the inter-

action terms of Equations 2.3 and 2.4 in FeynRules [38] and employ the NLOCT [47]

package to generate UV and R2 counterterms of the virtual contribution in NLO UFO

model that we finally use under the MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [48] environment. Inside

this, the real corrections are performed using the FKS subtraction method [49, 50], whereas

the OPP technique [51] takes care of the virtual contributions. Showering of the events

is done using Pythia8 [52, 53]. For leading order (LO) and next-to-leading order (NLO)

event generation, we use NN23LO and NN23NLO PDF sets, respectively.

All the tree-level diagrams in the pair production of VLQ at the LHC are shown

in Figure 4, where the top three Feynman diagrams depend only on the QCD coupling,
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Figure 4: The Feynman diagrams for the pair production of VLQ at Leading order. The three

diagrams at the top only contain QCD coupling, whereas the two diagrams at the bottom only

have pure BSM couplings (f), and their interference terms are also present. The LO cross section,

σLO = O(α2
S) +O(f4) +O(f2αS).
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Figure 5: Representative Feynman diagrams for the pair production of VLQ at NLO-QCD for the

processes where the tree-level diagrams only have QCD coupling (Figure 4a). σa
NLO ∝M†VMa

LO =

O(α3
S).

whereas the bottom two channels depend only on the BSM Yukawa coupling, f . The

LO cross section has the order σLO = O(α2
S) + O(f4) + O(f2αS), where the interference

between the top and bottom channels provides the O(f2αS) term.

At LO, we keep all contributions coming from pure QCD (O(α2
S)), which gives the

leading contribution, and from BSM coupling and their interference in the pair production

of VLQ at the LHC. We do one-loop QCD correction of the processes that have only

strong couplings at the tree level; therefore, NLO corrections have order O(α3
S). Few

representative Feynman diagrams at NLO-QCD are shown in Figure 5. The total LO

cross section is given in the left panel of Table 3. The leading contribution of the VLQ

pair production at the tree level and its next-to-leading order cross section, along with the

integrated K-factor, are given in the right panel of Table 3. The K-factor is defined as

the ratio of NLO to LO cross section. We find a significant enhancement of about 30%

in the NLO-QCD cross section over LO. Table 3 shows that the interference term has a

non-negligible negative contribution to the total LO cross section.

– 14 –



σ(pp→ ΨΨ̄) (fb) σ(pp→ ΨΨ̄) (fb) for

BP
LO leading production processes at LO and NLO

σLO = O(α2
S) +O(f4) +O(f2αS) LO, O(α2

S) NLO, O(α3
S) K-fac

BP1 96.39+31.5%
−22.5% 105.8+31.3%

−22.2% 138.5+9.6%
−11.3% 1.31

BP2 114.0+31.9%
−22.5% 125.7+31.4%

−22.4% 162.1+10.1%
−11.5% 1.29

BP3 181.5+32.1%
−22.7% 201.6+31.3%

−22.3% 257.3+9.8%
−11.4% 1.28

Table 3: Total leading-order cross section, including QCD and BSM coupling, and their interference

in the pair production of VLQ at 14 TeV LHC before their decay is given in the left panel. Right

panel: Leading contribution of the tree-level VLQ pair production process (O(α2
S)) and its next-

to-leading order cross section, along with the integrated K-factor, are given. The superscript and

subscript denote the scale uncertainties (in percentage) of the total cross section. Five massless

quark flavors are used for computation.
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Figure 6: (a) Distribution of log10[PT (ΨΨ̄)/GeV ] at LO+PS and NLO+PS, and the differential

K-factor for VLQ pair production at the LHC. (b) The distribution of invariant mass of the VLQ

pair is shown in the upper panel, and the differential K-factor and the scale uncertainties are shown

in the middle and bottom panels, respectively. The plots correspond to BP1, and LO consists only

of QCD coupling.

We designate the partonic centre-of-mass energy of the event as the central choice for

both the factorization and renormalization scales. To compute the scale variance, we vary

both the factorization and renormalization scales from a factor of two to half of this central

scale, resulting in nine different data sets. The superscripts and subscripts in the tables

indicate the envelopes of the nine data sets, although all of the cross sections shown in

Table 3 correspond to the central scale.

LO+PS and NLO+PS distributions of log10[PT (ΨΨ̄)/GeV ] (upper panel) and the dif-

ferential K-factor (lower panel) are given in Figure 6a. PT (ΨΨ̄) is the transverse momentum

of the VLQ pair. For log10[PT (ΨΨ̄)/GeV ] < 2.6, the left plot shows that K-factor is more
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than 1, but for log10[PT (ΨΨ̄)/GeV ] > 2.6, the K-factor is less than 1, indicating that the

NLO cross section is less than the LO cross section. The differential K-factor is not flat

everywhere. It is almost flat at the lower values and then starts to go down, so scaling the

LO events by a constant K-factor would not give accurate results.

The invariant mass distribution of the VLQ pair is shown on the top panels of Figure

6b for BP1. The differential K-factor is shown in the middle panel. Invariant mass dis-

tribution peaks around 1800 GeV, and the differential K-factor is almost flat around the

peak. The bottom panel shows the envelope of the factorization and renormalization scale

uncertainties. The red solid and dashed lines show the width of the scale uncertainty for

NLO+PS, while the blue solid and dashed lines show the LO+PS scale uncertainties. We

can see that both LO+PS and NLO+PS results are stable, but the NLO+PS result has

much-reduced scale uncertainty. Although these are figurative findings because Ψ decay

is not taken into account, they demonstrate the need to do O(αs) corrections on the pair

production channels to predict the production rate and lower scale uncertainty.

5 Multivariate Analysis (MVA)

For completeness, we further carried out the collider analysis on this model using the

tt̄ + MET final state, as in our earlier study [17]. The reference includes all the back-

grounds and kinematic cuts. However, here, we use the NLO event to generate the signal.

Moreover, the previous analysis assumed the BR(Ψ→ tS1,2) = 1.0, based on the top-philic

coupling, which is invalid for a democratic coupling with other generations. Hence, based

on calculated BR(Ψ→ tS1,2) < 0.5 (Table 1) for all the BPs when the pair of Ψ decay into

the top quark, the cross section is reduced by a factor of at least 0.25 than the previous.

In contrast to the prior assessment, the QCD correction significantly increases the overall

cross section, and the Yukawa coupling considerably impacts the partonic cross section.

The signal topology is given by 2,

pp→ ΨΨ̄ [QCD]→ (t S1,2)(t̄ S1,2) j ⇒ 2Jt + /ET +X (5.1)

The expected number of signal (BP1) and background events (in fb, expected event

numbers are obtained by multiplying them with the luminosity) is listed as cut flow, along

with the cut efficiencies, after each set of event selection criteria is shown in Table 4. In

preselection cut (C1) we demand at least two fatjets of radius R = 1.5, each with a trans-

verse momentum PT (J0), PT (J1) > 200 GeV, missing transverse momentum /ET > 100

GeV, a lepton-veto, and |∆Φ(J0,1, /ET )| > 0.2 (to minimize jet mismeasurement contribu-

tion to /ET ). The other cuts are: (C2) /ET > 150 GeV, (C3) a b-tag within the leading

or subleading fatjet, and (C4) pruned mass of the two leading jets MJ0 ,MJ1 > 120 GeV.

2Since we are considering two top-like fatjet (Jt) without measuring the jet charge, uu→ ΨΨ (through

the t-channel scalar mediator) can also contribute to the same signature followed by the decay of the VLQ

into the top. Interestingly, since scalars and Ψ have the same PQ charge, this type of t-channels exchange

is impossible unless PQ symmetry is spontaneously broken finally to contribute negligibly. To give some

perspective in our benchmark point BP1, we find σLO(uu→ ΨΨ) = 0.3 fb, and σLO(ūū→ Ψ̄Ψ̄) = 0, so we

safely ignore those processes.
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Signal

(BP1)

Z+jets W+jets tt̄+jets tW+jets WZ+j WW+j ZZ+j tt̄ V tot BG

(fb) (fb) (fb) (fb) (fb) (fb) (fb) (fb) (fb) (fb)

C1
5.99 2517.99 1366.91 690.65 366.91 93.53 25.90 11.51 8.34 5081.74

[100%] [100%] [100%] [100%] [100%] [100%] [100%] [100%] [100%] [100%]

C2
5.49 1640.29 762.59 302.16 152.52 58.35 11.51 6.973 6.17 2940.56

[91.65%] [65.14%] [55.79%] [43.75%] [41.57%] [62.39%] [44.44%] [60.58%] [73.98%] [57.87%]

C3
4.58 241.73 117.99 230.94 114.39 10.79 2.45 1.92 5.11 725.32

[76.46%] [9.60%] [8.63%] [33.44%] [31.18%] [11.54%] [9.46%] [16.69%] [61.27%] [14.27%]

C4
2.23 25.38 17.33 64.23 27.45 1.24 0.33 0.2 2.30 138.46

[37.23%] [1.01%] [1.27%] [9.30%] [7.48%] [1.33%] [1.27%] [1.74%] [28.13%] [2.72%]

Table 4: After applying various kinematic event selection cuts, signal and background events (in

fb) indicate the efficiency for each set of cuts to reduce the backgrounds. The kinematic cuts (C1-

C4) are described in the text. After applying the C4 cut, the remaining events are passed for the

multivariate analysis.

/ET ∆φ(J1, /ET ) ∆R(J0, J1) τ32(J1) τ32(J0) ∆φ(J0, /ET ) Meff M(J1) M(J0) τ31(J0) τ31(J1)

BP1 31.29 20.19 17.82 8.61 8.49 8.38 3.29 2.10 1.48 1.10 0.9

BP2 19.39 16.74 17.39 6.75 6.99 8.04 2.26 0.67 0.72 1.11 0.73

BP3 9.25 11.30 12.11 6.52 5.74 6.55 1.29 0.95 0.38 0.52 0.72

Table 5: Method unspecific relative separation power of different kinematic variables in separating

the signal and background classes.

After applying the preselection cut (C1), we find V+jets (V = Z,W ) are the principal

background while tt̄+jets is the subdominant background. However, after a b-tag within

J0 or J1 and demanding large fatjet masses, we found tt̄+jets becomes the primary back-

ground, while V+jets are the subdominant. Applying all those cuts, we still retain a

substantial number of signal events while the background reduces significantly. All the

signal and background processes are passed through all these event selection criteria up to

C4 before passing events to MVA. We create two separate signal and background classes.

The combined background is the weighted combination of all the different background

processes. Each signal and background class is randomly divided into 50% for training

and the rest 50% for testing. We use boosted decision tree (BDT) algorithm and choose

a set of kinematic variables from a wider collection of variables for MVA. The variables

with high relative importance distinguishing the signal class from the background class are

preferable. Table 5 lists the relative importance of the various kinematic variables involved

in the MVA. The left (signal) and right (background) tables of Figure 7 show the linear

correlation coefficients among the variables employed in MVA for BP1.

Reference [17] provides the normalized distributions of all background processes after

performing all event selections up to C4. We avoid demonstrating these distributions since

the shapes are qualitatively similar for physics understanding. The normalized distribution

of the BDT response for test and train samples of both signal (BP1) and background classes

is plotted on the left side of Figure 8. We find signal and background are well separated.

With the cut applied to the BDT output, the signal and background efficiency, as well as

the statistical significance ( NS√
NS+NB

) for 139 fb−1 data, are presented in the right plot of
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Figure 7: Coefficients of linear correlation (in percentage) between various kinematical variables

for the signal (BP1, left panel) and background (right panel) are presented. Missing entries have

an insignificant correlation of less than one. Two variables are correlated or anti-correlated based

on positive and negative coefficients.
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Figure 8: The left panel shows the normalized distribution of the BDT output for training and

testing samples of both signal and background. The statistical significance of the signal with the cut

applied to the BDT output is shown in the right panel, along with signal and background efficiency.

Figure 8. Before applying any cuts to the BDT output, Table 6 shows the number of signals

(N bc
S ) and background (NSM ) events for various BPs. It also shows the expected number

of signal events (NS) and background events (NB) that remain after applying an optimal

cut (BDTopt) to the BDT output. The last two columns show the statistical significance of

the signal at 139 fb−1 luminosity and the signal-to-background ratio. We optimize each of

the three BPs separately.

Table 6 shows that the statistical significance of BP3 is lower than that of the other two

benchmark points even though it has the most significant partonic cross section of VLQ pair
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Nbc
S (fb) BDTopt NS (fb) NB (fb) NS√

NS+NB
for 139 fb−1 NS

NB

BP1 2.23 0.3883 0.8012 1.0783 6.89 0.743

BP2 2.53 0.2582 1.2207 6.1302 5.31 0.199

BP3 1.67 0.2961 0.4252 2.3529 3.0 0.180

NSM 138.46

Table 6: The table shows the efficacy of the current search in terms of statistical significance

for various benchmarks. N bc
S and NSM are the total numbers of signal and background events

before performing MVA (see Table 4), while NS and NB , respectively, provide those following

BDT analysis. BDTopt is the optimal BDT cut. The second-to-last column provides the statistical

significance of the signal for 139 fb−1 luminosity.

production since the mass of the VLQ is the smallest for BP3. This is attributed to a smaller

mass difference between VLQ and DM than the other two BPs, which results in a relatively

less boosted top quark and a smaller signal efficiency. Table 6 also demonstrate that a

significant parameter space of this model can be explored with more than 5σ significance

using the 139 fb−1 data at the 14 TeV LHC.

6 Conclusions

We explore a complex scalar extended KSVZ axion framework, where the scalar is sin-

glet under SM gauge groups but only has the Peccei-Quinn charge. This model has the

capability to solve two of the most outstanding problems of SM, that is, the strong-CP

problem and a natural candidate for dark matter in the form of QCD axion having a life-

time comparable to the age of the Universe. Axion can satisfy the correct dark matter

relic density, measured by the Planck collaboration, but at the expense of fine-tuning the

corresponding breaking scale. The residual Z2 symmetry in this model ensures that the

lightest component of scalar extension is stable and thus plays the role of a second dark

matter, removing the need for any such fine-tuning.

KSVZ axion framework also provides a rich phenomenology by introducing a vector-

like quark which can be explored at a hadron collider like LHC. In the extended scenario,

VLQ interacts with the scalar (DM) candidate and SM quarks (up or down) based on

its hypercharge. Hence the VLQ now plays a critical role in dark matter phenomenology

because it opens up new annihilation and coannihilation channels.

Here, we explore the possibility of democratic Yukawa interaction of the vector-like

quark with all up-type quarks and scalar dark matter candidate. One must find the allowed

parameter spaces that provide the correct relic density and agree with other experimental

observations such as direct detection (DD), collider data, etc. It is found that the flavour

constraint strongly disfavours this democratic option, which requires either one or both

lighter flavour couplings (fu, fc) needs to be tiny. For simplicity, we consider fc = 0 while

keeping the other two democratic. It is interesting to note that the allowed parameter

space can neither support arbitrarily large coupling f(= fu = ft) from direct detection

nor the too-small value of it to obtain the correct relic density. Therefore, their interplay

remains vital for selecting the available parameter spaces.
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We employ next-to-leading order NLO-QCD correction for VLQ pair production to

study a unique search strategy at the LHC, generating a pair of boosted tops with sizeable

missing transverse momentum. Boosted top-like fatjets generated from the hadronic decay

of top quark still carry different characteristics of it, which are primarily captured in a

dedicated jet analysis and different substructure variables. Multivariate analysis with these

variables and attributes of event topology is demonstrated to establish a strong ability to

explore a significant parameter space of this model at the 14 TeV LHC.
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Figure 9: Feynman diagrams of scalar dark matter annihilation into Standard Model particles are

presented.
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Figure 10: Scattering diagrams between scalar dark matter and the nucleon.
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Direct detection channels: Three different channels (Figure 10) are possible at the

tree level for the scattering process S1(p1) u(p2)→ S1(p4) u(p3), VLQ-mediated s-channel,

VLQ-mediated t-channel, and Higgs-mediated t-channel diagrams. The total cross section

comprises the amplitude square of the individual channels and the interference between

different diagrams. The interference with different diagrams and the amplitude square of

the individual diagrams are provided below.

Amplitude square of VLQ-mediated s-channel diagram:

M†1M1 =
f4

4

N +m2
u (p1.p2 + p1.p3)

[(p1 + p2)2 −M2
Ψ ]2

(A.1)

Amplitude square of VLQ-mediated t-channel diagram:

M†2M2 =
f4

4

N −m2
u (p1.p2 + p1.p3)

[(p3 − p1)2 −M2
Ψ ]2

(A.2)

Interference between VLQ-mediated s and t-channel diagrams:

2M†1M2 = −2× f4

4

N +m2
u (−p1.p2 + p1.p3)

[(p1 + p2)2 −M2
Ψ ][(p3 − p1)2 −M2

Ψ ]
(A.3)

Where p2
2 = p2

3 = m2
u, p2

1 = p2
4 = M2

S1
, and N is given below.

N = 2(p1.p3)(p1.p2) +M2
S1

(p1.p3 − p1.p2 −m2
u) +m4

u (A.4)

Amplitude square of Higgs-mediated t-channel diagram:

M†3M3 = 2m2
qλ

2
SH cos2 θ

p1.p3 − p1.p2 − 2m2
u

[(p4 − p1)2 −M2
h ]2

(A.5)

Interference between VLQ-mediated s-channel and Higgs-mediated t-channel diagrams:

2M†1M3 = 2m2
uλSH cos θf2 p1.p2 +m2

u

[(p1 + p2)2 −M2
Ψ ][(p4 − p1)2 −M2

h ]
(A.6)

Interference between VLQ-mediated t-channel and Higgs-mediated t-channel diagrams:

2M†2M3 = − 2m2
uλSH cos θf2 p1.p3 −m2

u

[(p3 − p1)2 −M2
Ψ ][(p4 − p1)2 −M2

h ]
(A.7)
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Abstract: We introduce the first family of parton showers that achieve next-to-leading

logarithmic (NLL) accuracy for processes involving a t-channel exchange of a colour-singlet,

and embed them in the PanScales framework. These showers are applicable to processes

such as deep inelastic scattering (DIS), vector boson fusion (VBF), and vector boson scat-

tering (VBS). We extensively test and verify the NLL accuracy of the new showers at both

fixed order and all orders across a wide range of observables. We also introduce a gener-

alisation of the Cambridge-Aachen jet algorithm and formulate new DIS observables that

exhibit a simple resummation structure. The NLL showers are compared to a standard

transverse-momentum ordered dipole shower, serving as a proxy for the current state-of-

the-art leading-logarithmic showers available in public codes. Depending on the observable,

we find discrepancies at NLL of the order of 15%. We also present some exploratory phe-

nomenological results for Higgs production in VBF. This work enables, for the first time,

to resum simultaneously global and non-global observables for the VBF process at NLL

accuracy.
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1 Introduction

Particle-physics collider experiments provide us with a unique opportunity to test our

knowledge of the fundamental interactions of elementary particles. Accurately predicting

signatures originating from Standard Model (SM) physics is crucial to fully harness the

potential of the data, and have sensitivity to possible signals originating from beyond-the-

Standard-Model scenarios. Deciphering the nature of the Higgs boson and its interaction
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with other SM particles is indeed one of the main objectives of the physics programme of

the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). General purpose Monte Carlo (GPMC) event generators

are fundamental tools in this context. They play a crucial role in our understanding of the

phenomenology of colliders, thanks to their ability to describe much of the data from the

LHC and its predecessors.

Parton showers lie at the core of GPMCs, and describe the energy degradation of

highly-energetic partons that are produced in the hard scattering process, through radiation

of soft and/or collinear partons. They enable us to simulate arbitrarily complex collider

events, characterised by a large multitude of particles, whose modelling involves physics

across a broad range of scales. Despite their fundamental role in collider phenomenology,

only in the recent years more attention has been dedicated to understanding and improving

the formal accuracy of parton showers. Parton showers resum logarithmic terms in the

perturbative series. These terms arise from soft and collinear divergences, and can become

large when exploring physics across a wide range of scales. Consequentially, terms of the

form αns
∑n+1

i=1 ciL
i, where L is a large logarithm of a ratio of two disparate scales, will

occur at each perturbative order n, with ci a coefficient that depends on the observable.

For example, with the strong coupling αs(mZ) = 0.118, a hard scale of mZ = 91.18 GeV,

and a hadronic scale of Λ = 1 GeV, the next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) corrections

of the form αs ln(mZ/Λ) become of the order of 0.5. This constitutes an O(1) correction,

which needs to be resummed to all orders in the perturbative coupling to obtain an accurate

prediction.

The Herwig7 [1, 2] angular-ordered shower, which is based on the coherent branching

formalism [3], correctly resums NLL terms (provided a careful interpretation of the ordering

variable is performed [4, 5]) for global observables, but not for non-global ones [6]. The NLL

terms of the latter cannot be captured by the coherent branching formalism, but require a

dipole approach [7], as they are sensitive to the full angular distribution of soft emissions.

Another practical advantage of a dipole shower, is that matching with fixed-order matrix

elements is much simpler. This has led to numerous techniques to perform multi-jet merging

at next-to-leading order (NLO) [8–18] , and matching to fixed-order accuracies, i.e. (next-

to-)next-to-next-to-leading order ((N)NNLO) [19–24].1 Despite the large body of work

on improving the fixed-order accuracy of showers, until recently, relatively little has been

done on improving their logarithmic accuracy. Indeed, all standard dipole showers currently

embedded in public GPMC [28–37] are only leading logarithmic (LL), i.e. they resum terms

that are proportional to αnsL
n+1.

The focus of this paper is to design the first dipole showers for processes characterised

by the t-channel exchange of a colour-singlet that reach NLL (here defined to be single-

logarithmic, αnsL
n) accuracy for both global and non-global observables. This work follows

on earlier developments of parton showers with a controlled logarithmic accuracy by the

PanScales collaboration, like those for dijet production in e+e− collisions [38]. Key com-

ponents in the design of showers is a careful construction of the recoil distribution after

1LO multi-jet merging techniques that can be applied to an angular-ordered showers are discussed in

Refs. [25–27].
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams contributing to (a) Higgs production in VBF, (b) VBS

and (c) DIS. Colour-connected quark lines are highlighted in red and blue. Leptons are

represented with black solid lines.

a new emission has been generated, and its interplay with the ordering variable of the

shower [39]. Several other groups have also been investigating NLL-accurate showers in

the context of e+e− collisions. Ref. [40] introduced an algorithm that is shown to analyt-

ically reproduce NLL accuracy for the thrust distribution and subject multiplicity. The

Λ-ordered Deductor shower is shown to be NLL accurate for the thrust distribution in

Ref. [41]. Ref. [42] presents Alaric, a shower that is proven to be NLL accurate for a

wide range of global observables. Designing NLL showers for hadronic colliders bring addi-

tional complications with respect to that for e+e− collisions, as the treatment of the recoil

from the initial-state is more subtle. In Refs. [43, 44], we presented NLL-accurate dipole

showers for the production of a colour singlet at the LHC. At present, no other showers

exists with demonstrated NLL accuracy (for both global and non-global observables) for

such processes.2 The present work extends the set of NLL accurate showers to processes

characterised by a t-channel exchange of a colour singlet, such that now all processes with

at most two partons at the first contributing order can be described at single-logarithmic

accuracy for generic observables.

Examples of processes with a t-channel exchange of a colour-singlet, are vector-boson

fusion (VBF, Fig. 1a) and vector-boson scattering (VBS, Fig. 1b). Measurements of VBF

and VBS processes can provide valuable insight into the electroweak (EW) and Higgs

sectors [46]. Higgs production in VBF is the second most abundant production mode for

the Higgs boson at the LHC. It has a clear experimental signature, given by the presence of

two back-to-back hard jets in the forward and backward regions of the detectors, and hence

it is the preferred channel to for example measure the Higgs coupling to muons [47, 48],

tauons [49, 50], and to study Higgs to invisible decays [51, 52]. Run III data will enable us to

perform precise determinations of the size of gauge-bosons self-interactions. Modifications

2A discussion on the treatment of the transverse-momentum recoil for initial-state radiation in an

angular-ordered shower can be found in Ref. [5], as well as in the Herwig++ manual [1]. This topic

has also been addressed in Ref. [45] in the context of the transverse-momentum distribution of the Z boson

in Drell Yan production, albeit without a claim on the logarithmic accuracy that is achieved.
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to VBS processes are predicted in models of physics beyond the SM, through changes to

the Higgs boson couplings to gauge bosons and the resonant production of new particles.

Differences in the parton-shower modelling turn out to be one of the leading uncertainty in

these kind of processes [48–50, 53–61]. Having access to several NLL-accurate showers, such

as the ones we present in this article, will help to assess more realistic shower uncertainties,

and possibly reduce them.

Higher-order QCD contributions to VBF and VBS processes are computed using a

factorised approach [62–64], i.e. neglecting non-factorisable corrections stemming from the

exchange of partons between the two hadronic sectors, which are coloured in red and

blue in Figs. 1a and 1b. Non-factorisable corrections appear only from NNLO and are

typically colour-suppressed with respect to the factorisable ones [65, 66]. In the factorised

approximation, radiative corrections to VBF and VBS are closely related to those for deep

inelastic scattering (DIS, Fig. 1c).3 For this reason, the first part of this article focuses on

the formulation of the PanScales showers for DIS processes. We then extend our showers

to handle two copies of DIS, so that they can also be used to describe VBF and VBS

events in the factorised approach. After including mass effects, which we leave for future

work, this framework will also enable us to handle t-channel single-top production. These

showers will have full colour accuracy at LL, and leading colour accuracy at NLL, i.e. single-

logarithmic in our definition. This is the first time this logarithmic accuracy is reached,

either analytically or numerically, for the VBF and VBS processes.

In addition to its relevance to hadron-collider processes involving a colourless t-channel

exchange, an improved theoretical framework for deep inelastic scattering (DIS) can be di-

rectly applied to interpret data gathered from electron-proton (ep) colliders like the Hadron

Electron Ring Accelerator (HERA). These colliders provide an ideal environment for in-

vestigating the internal structure of hadrons and conducting accurate studies of quan-

tum chromodynamics (QCD). The new-generation of lepton-hadron colliders, such as the

Electron-Ion Collider (EIC), whose construction is planned to start next year, would also

benefit from more accurate MC generators.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2 we review the standard kinematic variables

used in DIS. In Sec. 3 we present the common building-blocks of a generic dipole-shower

for DIS. In Sec. 3.1, we summarise the main features of a standard dipole shower, while

in Sec. 3.2 we present the new PanScales showers for DIS, whose extension to VBF/VBS

is discussed in Sec. 3.3. We then perform fixed-order tests of such showers in Sec. 4. The

3VBF can be treated using the structure function approach, i.e. treating the two quark lines as two

seperate copies of DIS. Instead, for VBS, interferences between diagrams with a t-channel exchange of

a boson and the tagged bosons being emitted from the quark legs directly spoil this picture. From the

QCD point of view, one can still use the factorised approximation and neglect gluon exchanges between

the two quark lines, also see Ref. [46] and references therein. However, for the VBS topology, one needs

to decide whether a boson needs to be boosted together with all partons belonging to one hadronic sector,

to preserve its angle with respect to the original-final state quark, which is sensible when that boson was

emitted directly from the quark line. Otherwise, the shower may reshuffle the post-branching momenta in

such a way that the boson becomes collinear to the jet, or that a collinear boson is suddenly emitted at

a wide angle: in both situations, the matrix element used to generate the process would then no longer

describe the post-branching situation with the new four-momenta.
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all-orders validations of the PanScales showers are instead performed in Sec. 5. We test nu-

merous observables, designed to probe soft and/or collinear emissions that an NLL shower

should accurately describe: the DGLAP evolution of the parton distribution functions

(Sec. 5.1), average particle multiplicity (Sec. 5.2), several continuously-global observables

(Sec. 5.3), and the amount of radiation in a rapidity slice (Sec. 5.4), which we consider

as a proxy for a generic non-global observable. In Sec. 6 we show some phenomenological

results for Higgs production in VBF, and in Sec. 7 we present our conclusions.

2 DIS definition and kinematics

We consider the DIS process γ∗p → X, where p is the incoming proton, γ∗ is a space-like

photon (or more generically a colourless boson) and X is a generic hadronic final-state.

We denote with qµDIS the photon momentum, and we define

Q2 = −q2
DIS > 0 . (2.1)

The (massless) proton momentum is denoted by Pµ. We introduce two light-like reference

vectors n1 and n2, such that n1 is parallel to the incoming proton i.e.

nµ1 = xDISP
µ , (2.2)

and

nµ2 = qµDIS + nµ1 . (2.3)

Requiring that n2
2 = 0 leads to

xDIS =
Q2

2 qDIS · P
. (2.4)

Furthermore, we see that n1·n2 = Q2/2. At the partonic level, the lowest-order contribution

reads γ∗ q → q, where the incoming (outgoing) quark momentum is precisely nµ1 (nµ2 ). More

generally, if the sum of the momenta of the final-state partons has an invariant mass MX ,

one may always parameterise their collective momentum pµX as

pµX = nµ2 +
M2

X

Q2
nµ1 . (2.5)

Momentum conservation then implies that the incoming parton has momentum

pµ1 =

(
1 +

M2
X

Q2

)
nµ1 = x1P

µ , with x1 = xDIS

(
1 +

M2
X

Q2

)
. (2.6)

Indeed, with these definitions we have

pµ1 + qµdis = pµX . (2.7)

We work in the Breit frame [67], which is defined as the frame where n1 and n2 are back-

to-back and aligned along the z-axis, i.e.

nµ1 =
Q

2
(0, 0,−1; 1) , nµ2 =

Q

2
(0, 0,+1; 1) , (2.8a)
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qµDIS = Q (0, 0,+1; 0) , (2.8b)

with Q ≡
√
Q2. The final-state momenta can then always be decomposed in terms of

Sudakov variables, i.e.

kµi = αin
µ
1 + βin

µ
2 + kµ⊥i , (2.9)

where kµ⊥i is a generic space-like vector orthogonal to nµ1,2. Partons are said to reside in the

current hemisphere when βi > αi. The remnant hemisphere instead contains partons with

αi > βi. When constructing the shower, it will turn out to be convenient to introduce the

reference vector

Qµ = nµ1 + nµ2 , (2.10)

which has norm Q2 = −q2
DIS. We note that the energy component in the Breit frame of a

given momentum pµ is obtained through

EBreit =
p ·Q
Q

. (2.11)

We will use the reference vector Qµ in the formulation of the PanScales showers to measure

angular distances in the Breit frame instead of the dipole frame.

3 Dipole showers for DIS and VBF/VBS

The fundamental building block for a dipole shower is a 2 → 3 branching kernel [7]. In

these types of showers each emitter ı̃ is colour-connected (understood in the limit of a large

number of colours Nc) to a spectator ̃, such that the branching is ı̃̃ → ijk, with k the

radiated parton. Dipole showers for DIS (and VBF or VBS) need to handle emissions that

come from dipoles that contain two final-state partons (FF dipoles), or one parton in the

initial state and one in the final state (IF dipoles).

First, we consider an FF dipole with pre-splitting momenta p̃i, p̃j , and post-splitting

momenta pi, pj , pk. The momentum of the radiated parton k may be decomposed as

pµk = zip̃
µ
i + zj p̃

µ
j + kµ⊥ . (3.1)

where kµ⊥ is a space-like vector orthogonal to p̃µi,j . In this notation with p̃i identified as

emitter, zi corresponds to the collinear momentum fraction carried away by the emission pk,

defined relative to the pre-branching momentum. The emission probability that describes

correctly radiation in the soft and collinear limit can be written as

dPı̃̃→ijk =
αs(µ

2
r)

2π

(
1 +

αs(µ
2
r)K

2π

)
dv2

v2
dη̄

dφ

2π

[
g(η̄)ziP

FS
ik (zi) + g(−η̄)zjP

FS
jk (zj)

]
, (3.2)

where µ2
r is the renormalisation scale. The phase space of the emission is parameterised

by the shower variables v and η̄, where v can be identified with the shower ordering scale,

and η̄ is a rapidity-like auxiliary variable. The exact relation between zi, (zj), k⊥ and the

shower variables v, η̄ is shower dependent and will be detailed in the following sections. The
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azimuthal angle of the radiation defined with respect to the plane spanned by the two pre-

branching dipole momenta is denoted by φ. To achieve NLL accuracy one needs to evaluate

the running of the coupling at two loops, with µR equal to the transverse-momentum of the

emission in the soft-collinear limit. In addition, the soft-collinear gluon emission probability

must include an αsK/(2π) correction term with K = (67/18− π2/6)CA − 5nf/9 [68]. We

take CA = 3, TR = 1/2 and we work with nf = 5 light flavours (unless otherwise stated).

The definition of the DGLAP final-state splitting functions PFS(z) that we use is given in

appendix A of Ref. [43], with their soft limit obtained as z → 0. Following Ref. [38], we

use two definitions of g:

g(η̄) = gdip.(η̄) ≡


0 if η̄ < −1 ,

15

16

(
η̄5

5
− 2η̄3

3
+ η̄ +

8

15

)
if − 1 < η̄ < 1 ,

1 if η̄ > 1 ,

(3.3)

or

g(η̄) = gant.(η̄) ≡ eη̄

eη̄ + e−η̄
=

e2η̄

e2η̄ + 1
. (3.4)

We use gant. for antenna showers, where one makes no distinction between an emitter/spec-

tator to distribute the transverse-momentum recoil, while we use gdip. when only one of

the parent partons takes the transverse recoil.

Instead, for IF dipoles where we define the parton ı̃ as belonging to the initial-state,

we write the momentum of the radiated parton as

pµk =
zi

1− zi
p̃µi + zj p̃

µ
j + kµ⊥ . (3.5)

The emission probability then takes the form

dPı̃̃→ijk =
αs(µ

2
r)

2π

(
1 +

αs(µ
2
r)K

2π

)
dv2

v2
dη̄

dφ

2π

×
[
xifi(xi, µ

2
f)

x̃ifı̃(x̃i, µ2
f)
g(η̄)ziP

IS
ik (zi) + g(−η̄)zjP

FS
jk (zj)

]
, (3.6)

where fi is the PDF of the incoming parton i, and xi = x̃i
1−zi . The choice of the factorisation

scale µf depends on the ordering variable v, and it must be chosen such that for a hard-

collinear initial-state branching, µf is equal to the transverse momentum of the emission.

The definition of the DGLAP initial-state splitting functions is also given in Appendix A

of Ref. [43].

The DIS invariants q2
DIS and xDIS, introduced in the previous section, determine the

structure of the event. At LO these two invariants are the only two quantities needed to

describe the interaction between the incoming lepton and nucleon. Although unitarity of

the shower is preserved, the real-virtual cancelation on more differential LO observables

is spoiled when modifying the DIS invariants through the generation of an emission. Pre-

serving the LO DIS invariants is therefore crucial to ensure that the shower does not alter

the description of any inclusive observable. Furthermore, this also simplifies the inclusion
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of higher-order corrections in future works, especially in the context of VBF if the two

hadronic sectors evolve completely independently. For these reasons, the conservation of

the DIS invariants q2
DIS and xDIS is a fundamental property of all the showers we consid-

er/develop here.

3.1 A standard transverse-momentum-ordered dipole shower

In this section, we briefly summarise the fundamental features of a standard dipole shower,

which we use as a proxy to illustrate the behaviour of current standard leading-logarithmic

showers that are used for DIS and VBF/VBS phenomenological studies. We refer to this

shower as “Dipole-kt”, and its kinematic maps (with local momentum conservation in the

IF and FF dipoles) are presented in Refs. [43, 44].4 Here we review the basic characteristics

of the Dipole-kt shower.

The ordering variable v of the Dipole-kt shower algorithm is transverse-momentum-

like, i.e. it corresponds to the transverse momentum of the emitted particle in the limit

that this emission is soft-collinear. The rapidity-like variable η̄, used to partition the dipole

in two halves, can be related to the collinear momentum fraction z. This relation reads

η̄ =

1
2 ln

z2 s̃ij
v2

(final state),
1
2 ln

z2s̃ij
(1−z)2v2 (initial state),

(3.7)

with s̃ij = 2p̃i · p̃j the dipole invariant mass. From this it is clear that η̄ partitions the

dipole in its rest frame. In the Dipole-kt shower, momentum conservation is fully local.

This implies that when an emission occurs from a FF dipole, the transverse momentum

recoil is entirely taken up by the emitter, which corresponds to the original dipole leg closer

in angle to the emission. Conversely, in an IF dipole, the transverse momentum recoil is

always absorbed by the final-state leg. The factorisation and renormalisation scales are set

equal to v. Further details on the kinematic maps used in the Dipole-kt shower are given

in Appendix B.1 of Ref. [43].5

3.2 PanScales showers for DIS

The PanScales showers need a reference momentum Qµ to define a common frame where

to measure angular distances for all the emissions, which here we take to be the Breit

frame. We set this equal to Qµ as introduced in eq. (2.10), which in the Breit frame reads

Qµ = (0, 0, 0;Q). The ordering variable v is defined in such a way that for a soft-collinear

emission of transverse momentum k⊥ and rapidity η, we have

v ≈ k⊥e−βPS|η| . (3.8)

We also introduce the shower variable η̄Q, that corresponds to the rapidity of a soft-collinear

emission in the Breit frame. Given the shower variables v and η̄Q, we can define a transverse-

4The ordering variable and kinematic maps coincide with those of the Dire-v1 shower [30].
5Conversely to Refs. [43, 44], here we use only the local variant of Dipole-kt and we do not consider the

global variant. The latter algorithm does not preserve the DIS invariants (specifically xDIS and ydis = Q2

xDISs
)

and for this reason it has never been used in phenomenological applications to DIS or VBF/VBS.
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momentum auxiliary variable

κ⊥ ≡ ρveβPS|η̄Q| , (3.9)

where we have used

s̃i = 2p̃i ·Q , s̃j = 2p̃j ·Q , s̃ij = 2p̃i · p̃i , ρ =

(
s̃is̃j
s̃ijQ2

)βPS/2

. (3.10)

To achieve NLL accuracy, the renormalisation scale at which the coupling constant is

evaluated is set to κ⊥, while for the factorisation scale we choose

µf = Q

(
v

Q

) 1
1+βPS

. (3.11)

We also introduce the variables

αk ≡

√
s̃i
s̃j s̃ij

κ⊥e
η̄Q , βk ≡

√
s̃j
s̃is̃ij

κ⊥e
−η̄Q , (3.12)

which enable us to write the light-cone momentum fraction at which we need to evaluate

the DGLAP splitting probabilities appearing in eqs. (3.2), (3.6). If the original-dipole legs

ı̃ and ̃ are final-state partons, we define

zi = αk , zj = βk , (3.13)

while if ı̃ is an incoming parton, the definition of zi is modified and we instead use

zi =
αk

1− αk
. (3.14)

3.2.1 PanGlobal

This section details the kinematic mapping of an antenna shower with global transverse-

momentum recoil. We refer to this shower as PanGlobal. The treatment of the longitudinal

recoil is identical to that of the PanGlobal variant for hadron collisions of Refs. [43, 44].

However, the DIS variant differs in the boost that is performed to achieve momentum con-

servation in the perpendicular component. This choice is motivated by the fact that in our

case we want to preserve qµDIS, i.e. the momentum of the t-channel exchanged boson, while

for colour-singlet production the most natural variables to preserve are the invariant mass

and the rapidity of the colour singlet system. One begins by introducing some intermediate

post-branching dipole momenta, which read

p̄µi = (1± ak)p̃µi , (3.15a)

p̄µj = (1± bk)p̃µj , (3.15b)

p̄µk = akp̃
µ
i + bkp̃

µ
k + kµ⊥ , (3.15c)

with ak = αk, bk = βk and

kµ⊥ =
√
akbks̃ij

(
k̂µ⊥1 sinφ+ k̂µ⊥2 cosφ

)
, (3.16)
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with k̂⊥1,2 two vectors with norm −1 orthogonal to p̃i,j such that k̂⊥1 · k̂⊥2 = 0. The signs

in eq. (3.15) depend on whether the ı̃ or ̃ is incoming (+) or outgoing (−).

The momentum mapping of eq. (3.15) clearly does not conserve momentum. In both

cases the final state has received a perpendicular component. This is not accounted for

in the initial-state momentum sum, p̄µ1 + qµdis with p̄µ1 the momentum of the initial-state

parton after radiation. The imbalance for both the IF and FF kinematic maps is given by

p̄µX − p̄µ1 = qµdis + k⊥ . (3.17)

To see this, note that for FF dipoles we get the imbalance

p̄µX ≡ p̃µX − p̃µi + p̄µi − p̃
µ
j + p̄µj + p̄µk (3.18)

= qµdis + p̄µ1 + kµ⊥ ,

with p̃µX the pre-branching sum of final-state momenta, and p̄µ1 ≡ p̃
µ
1 the momentum of the

initial-state parton. Note that we have used eq. (2.7) to rewrite p̃µX . For IF dipoles we

instead get

p̄µX = p̃µX − p̃µj + p̄µj + p̄µk , (3.19)

= qµdis + p̄µ1 + kµ⊥ ,

where p̄µ1 ≡ (1 + ak)p̃
µ
1 , see eq. (3.15).

To restore momentum conservation, we first address the requirement that the system

composed of the exchanged boson and the incoming parton have a squared invariant mass

consistent with that of the sum over all final-state momenta, i.e.

(p1 + qdis)
2 = p̄2

X . (3.20)

To this aim, we reset the momentum of the incoming quark pµ1 . Requiring that pµ1 only has

a component in the direction of nµ1 gives us

pµ1 =

(
1 +

p̄2
X

Q2

)
nµ1 =

(
Q2 + p̄2

X

Q2 + p̃2
X

)
p̃µ1 . (3.21)

In the second step we boost the partonic final-state momenta from p̄µX to

pµX = nµ2 +
p̄2
X

Q2
nµ1 . (3.22)

There is considerable freedom in constructing the boost. We design our boost such that

the transverse momentum recoil is smoothly redistributed to the partons in the current

hemisphere, i.e. partons that are collinear to the direction of nµ2 . Remnant-hemisphere

partons are instead largely unaffected in their perpendicular components, and only receive

a rescaling in the component along the direction of nµ1 . The boost that achieves this is

derived in Appendix A and reads

Λµν =gµν +
2nµ1
Q2

[
(β − 1)nν2 +

p2
t

βQ2
nν1 + pν⊥

]
+

2nµ2n
ν
1

Q2

1− β
β
−

2pµ⊥n
ν
1

βQ2
. (3.23)
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The components β and p⊥ are defined through a Sudakov decomposition of the final-state

momentum sum

p̄X =
p̄2
X + p2

t

βQ2
n1 + βn2 + p⊥ , (3.24)

with p⊥ a space-like vector orthogonal to nµ1 , nµ2 with norm −p2
t . Notice that for soft-

collinear emissions, 1− β ∼ pt ∼ κt.

3.2.2 PanLocal

In this section, we describe how to implement a dipole shower with local recoil for DIS,

which we refer to as PanLocal.6 For all three dipole types (IF, FI and FF), we parameterise

the momentum of the radiated parton as

p̄µk = akp̃
µ
i + bkp̃

µ
k + kµ⊥ . (3.25)

The emitter can either be an initial-state parton (for IF dipoles), or a final-state one (for

FI and FF dipoles). In the former case we use

ak = αk, bk = βk(1 + αk)
2

1+βPS . (3.26)

This choice was introduced in Ref. [43] to restore transverse-momentum ordering for very

hard-collinear emissions, and serves to avoid unphysical correlations between emissions in

opposite hemispheres. Like in Refs. [43, 44], the new momenta of the emitter and the

spectator become

p̄µi =(1 + ak)p̃
µ
i +

akbk
1 + ak

p̃µj + kµ⊥ , (3.27)

p̄µj =

(
1− bk

1 + ak

)
p̃µj . (3.28)

Although the momentum is locally conserved (i.e. p̄µX − p̄µ1 = qµDIS), we now end up in

a situation where the incoming parton is no longer aligned with the beam direction nµ1 .

The Lorentz transformation that we apply to realign the incoming parton with the beam

differs from the one applied for colour-singlet production, since in this case we want to

preserve the DIS invariants. After this transformation, the momentum of the incoming

parton becomes

pµi = pµ1 =

(
1 +

p̄2
X

Q2

)
nµ1 , (3.29)

and the sum of final-state partons

pµX = nµ2 +
p̄2
X

Q2
nµ1 . (3.30)

To achieve this, we first rotate all momenta except the photon momentum qµdis with a

rotation matrix R(θ). This matrix is defined to align the post-branching incoming parton

6We omit the description of an antenna PanLocal version, as future applications such as NLO matching

or multi-jet merging would be substantially more cumbersome, as found in Ref. [69].
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momentum p̄1 along the direction of nµ1 . This operation introduces a momentum imbalance

since we do not change the photon momentum qµdis. To restore momentum conservation we

proceed in the same way as for PanGlobal, i.e. we Sudakov decompose the sum of (rotated)

final-state momenta as

(R(θ) · p̄X)µ =
p̄2
X + p2

t

βQ2
nµ1 + βnµ2 + pµ⊥ , (3.31)

and apply the boost of eq. (3.23) to all partons including the initial-state one.

In the case where the emitter is instead a final-state parton we set

ak = αk, bk = βk . (3.32)

The momenta of the emitter and spectator in the case of an FF/FI dipole reads

p̄µi =(1− ak)p̃µi +
akbk

1− ak
p̃µj − k

µ
⊥ , (3.33)

p̄µj =

(
1± bk

1− ak

)
p̃µj , (3.34)

where the +(−) sign is required for FI(FF) dipoles. Note that no boost/rotation needs

to be performed in these cases since the initial-state parton does not acquire a transverse

momentum component. Hence, p̄µi,j,k = pµi,j,k for FI and FF dipoles.

3.3 Extension to VBF and VBS

From the point of view of QCD radiative corrections, VBF (Fig. 1a) and VBS (Fig. 1b)

can be seen as a double copy of DIS (Fig. 1c). Non-factorisable corrections arising from

the exchange of partons between the two hadronic sectors are colour suppressed and only

contribute from order α2
s. They were computed for the first time in Ref. [65] for Higgs

production in VBF, using the eikonal approximation, and found to be typically ten times

smaller than the NNLO factorisable corrections [70–72], as confirmed by the phenomeno-

logical study of Ref. [66], which also addresses double Higgs production.

For this reason, to shower a VBF or VBS process, we treat the two hadronic sectors

as two separate and independent DIS processes. This is done by labelling the two sectors

a and b, and using for each of them a separate reference vector Qµa and Qµb that reads

Qµa = nµ1,a + nµ2,a , (3.35)

where nµ1,a, n
µ
2,a are the light-like reference vectors introduced in Sec. 2 such that qµDIS,a =

nµ2,a − n
µ
1,a. Here qµDIS,a describes the four-momentum of the t-channel colour-singlet bo-

son that is exchanged between the initial- and final-state partons. A similar definition

is employed for sector b, with different light-like reference vectors nµ1,b and nµ2,b. Since

the showering of the two hadronic sectors is completely factorised, we have the freedom

to choose different values for the shower starting scale for the two different sectors, as

well as the factorisation and renormalisation scales employed in the underlying fixed-order

calculation.

– 12 –



Once we have established SL accuracy for the showers in the DIS process, extending

this accuracy to VBF topologies is conceptually straightforward (especially in the case of

VBF), with the exception of non-factorisable corrections, which are not included.7 The

terms that we are neglecting are colour-suppressed NLL corrections. Describing correctly

the factorisable contributions is however sufficient to obtain full-colour accuracy at LL,

and NLL accuracy in the large Nc limit. Additionally, non-factorisable contributions are

typically suppressed after applying VBF cuts [66], and also unknown in their complete

form (only approximated results have been obtained at fixed order in Ref. [65]).

4 Fixed-order tests

One fundamental property that NLL-accurate parton showers must satisfy is that emis-

sions widely separated in rapidity or transverse momentum must be independent [39]. This

requirement follows from the factorisation properties of the underlying QCD matrix ele-

ment in the limit of soft and/or collinear emissions. It can be directly translated into a

“fixed-order” criterion: “a soft emission can alter the momentum of a previously radiated

parton only if they are very close in rapidity and emitted with a commensurate transverse

momentum”.

To better understand this requirement, consider an emission with momentum k̃µ1 from

a dipole. After this, the shower will try to generate a second emission, with momentum kµ2 .

The redistribution of momenta (either directly in the kinematic map or via a momentum-

conserving boost) may alter the kinematics of the first emission, i.e. k̃µ1 → kµ1 . The result is

that the event now has two emissions with momenta kµ1 and kµ2 , but the first emission was

generated with a matrix element corresponding to k̃µ1 . The matrix element corresponding

to kµ1 and k̃µ1 are not the same when these momenta are vastly different, hence this would

destroy the factorisation property it must obey when kµ2 is either collinear to any of the

partons in the pre-branching event or very soft. This process gets repeated for every

emission that follows, leading to a wrong logarithmic exponentiation starting at NLL (at

leading colour accuracy). To verify the condition above, in Sec. 4.1 we investigate the

behaviour of the showers introduced in the previous section in the presence of two gluons

emitted at commensurate values of the ordering variable v.8

Another fixed-order criterion that we test is that subleading-colour corrections are

correctly implemented in case of strongly-ordered emissions. Indeed, dipole showers are

implemented in the large-Nc limit, but subleading (i.e. ∝ 1/N2
c) corrections in the LL

contribution have the same numerical size of NLL terms, thus from a phenomenological

point of view they have the same relevance and must be included. For this reason, in

7We remind the reader that interferences between the diagrams where the tagged bosons in the VBS

process are connected to the t-channel propagator (Fig. 1b), and those where the tagged bosons in the

VBS process are emitted directly from the quark legs spoil the structure-function picture, so higher-order

corrections to the VBS process are not simply those for DIS squared.
8Note that this is a necessary, but not sufficient requirement to reach NLL accuracy for global observables.

For the latter, it is important that any pair of emissions are described accurately in the shower, while in

the fixed-order test of Sec. 4.1 only the action of the second emission on the first emission’s momentum is

probed.
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Sec. 4.2 we considered two strongly-ordered emissions and we assess whether subleading-

colour corrections have been correctly incorporated in the shower at fixed order through a

comparison to the exact analytic matrix element. Note that this algorithm is expected to

not only yield the correct result at LL full-colour, but also at NLL for many observables,

such as average particle multiplicity (Sec. 5.2) and global observables (Sec. 5.3), as well as

for the DGLAP evolution (Sec. 5.1).

The final ingredient necessary to reach NLL is the implementation of spin correlations

to correctly reproduce the azimuthal distributions of the radiation. To this aim, in ap-

pendix D we show that the algorithm introduced in Ref. [43] for PanScales showers for

hadron collisions can be applied also to DIS-type processes. However, since spin correla-

tions do not impact the NLL resummation of the observables we use to validate the NLL

accuracy of our showers at all orders (detailed in Sec. 5), we do not include them in our

all-order tests.

4.1 Lund-plane contours

In this section, we investigate if emissions of commensurate hardness are independent

when widely separated in angle, as required to achieve NLL accuracy. We consider the

DIS process q γ∗ → q, with xDIS = 0.01, and we emit a gluon g1 from the qq dipole at a

fixed shower evolution scale of ln v1/Q = −20, azimuthal angle φ1 = 0, and a few fixed

values of η̄Q,1. We then examine the impact of a second gluon g2, emitted at a scale

ln v2/Q = ln v1/Q−2, on the kinematics of g1, varying η̄Q,2. Its azimuthal angle is fixed at

φ2 = 0. We parameterise the available phase space of the emissions in terms of the Lund

variables ln kt,i/Q and ηi [75]. Some care has to be taken in defining these variables, in

particular for emissions off the final-state quark. If only one gluon emission is present, we

calculate two angular distances, one that parameterises the distance from the beam (dkB),

and one to the final-state quark (dkF )

dkB = 1− cos θk , dkF = 1− cos θkq . (4.1)

where θk is the angle between k and the beam, while θkq is the angle between k and the

final-state quark q, both defined in the Breit frame. We then define the angle

cos θ ≡

{
+ cos θkq if dkF < dkB ,

− cos θk if dkF > dkB ,
(4.2)

so that the Lund variables read

η =
1

2
ln

1 + cos θ

1− cos θ
, ln

kt
Q

=
1

2
ln
E2
k(1− cos2 θ)

Q2
. (4.3)

The sign in eq. (4.2) is chosen such that partons in the current hemisphere have positive

rapidity, while partons in the remnant hemisphere have negative rapidity. Now let us

move to the case where two gluons are present. In this case, we first calculate the angular

distances of eq. (4.1) for both gluons. Focusing on emissions on the primary Lund plane,

there are two possible scenarios: the smallest angular distance can either be to the beam,
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or the final-state quark. Note that the third scenario, where the second gluon is closest

to the first emitted gluon, is instead described by a secondary Lund plane, which is not

considered here. If the smallest angular distance is dkiB, we simply use the definition of

the Lund variables of eq. (4.3) for both gluon emissions. If instead the smallest angular

distance is between any of the two gluons and the final-state quark, we merge them into

a new ‘final-state’ momentum pµF . We then recalculate dkF using that momentum, and

calculate the new Lund variables for the last recombined emission.

Notice that this definition of the Lund variables shares some similarities with the

variables associated with the generalisation of the Cambridge/Aachen algorithm for DIS,

detailed in Appendix B. The main differences are first that for the current case, we are only

interested in describing the ‘primary’ Lund plane, ignoring the case where the two emissions

would first cluster together, as we want to focus on the case in which the emissions are

widely separated in angle. Secondly, to define the transverse momentum of the splitting

we always use the energy of the radiated gluon, while in the flavour-blind algorithm of

Appendix B we take the energy of the softest parton.

On the top two panels of Fig. 2 we illustrate the two-emission contours for Dipole-kt, a

transverse-momentum ordered shower. We notice that the first emission erroneously takes

the transverse-momentum recoil if

η2 <
1

2

(
η1 − ln

v1

Q

)
. (4.4)

This is because this shower uses a fully local map, such that the first gluon always absorbs

the recoil whenever the second emission comes from the new initial-final (qIg1) dipole in

the region η2 < η1, and because the midpoint of the final-final dipole is assigned in the

dipole frame in the region where η2 > η1.

This behaviour can be corrected by either choosing a different evolution variable, or

by conserving the transverse momentum globally, as done by the PanGlobal(βPS = 0)

shower. As discussed in Sec. 3.2.1, the global boost that takes care of redistributing the

transverse momentum imbalance has the property of affecting mostly those partons at

very large (and positive) rapidity, while leaving the ones living in the remnant hemisphere

unchanged. Indeed, the bottom two panels of Fig. 2 show that subsequent emissions widely

separated in rapidity leave the Lund variables associated with the first emission unaffected.

The results obtained after taking a different ordering variable are shown in Fig. 3 for

PanGlobal(βPS = 0.5) and PanLocal. Here the ordering variable is set to v ≈ kte
−βPS|η|,

with βPS = 0.5. As already discussed in Ref. [38] local transverse-momentum conservation

requires one to choose βPS > 0.

Finally in Fig. 4 we show results when choosing a different value for η1 resulting in

a hard-collinear first emission. They are analogous to the case where the first emission is

soft-collinear, but note that care has to be taken for the PanLocal shower. At variance

with the PanGlobal(βPS = 0.5) case, for very collinear initial-state radiation the ordering

variable for PanLocal behaves like a transverse momentum. As discussed in Ref. [43]

and in Sec. 3.2.2 around eq. (3.26), this modification in the local shower is necessary to
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Figure 2: Double-emission contours for Dipole-kt (top) and PanGlobal(βPS = 0) (bottom)

for a first soft-collinear emission in the remnant hemisphere (left) and in the current hemi-

sphere (right) for a DIS process with xDIS = 0.01 and an incoming proton with negative

rapidity in the Breit frame. The phase-space contours are shown as a function of ln kt/Q

and η. A red dot indicates the kinematics of the first emission which is fixed at η1 = −7

(left) or η1 = 7 (right) and ln v1/Q = −20 (in the plot labels, values of vi are always

expressed in units of Q). The contour of the first emission, obtained by fixing ln v1/Q

but varying η1, is shown with the mostly horizontal red dotted line. That of the second

emission at ln v2/Q = −22 is drawn as a blue solid line. The colour shading of the lines

indicates the branching probability. In the bottom panels, we show the logarithm of the

ratio between the transverse momentum of the first emission after (kt,1) and before the

second emission took place (k̃t,1). This is expected to be zero (dashed grey line) except

when the two emissions are close in rapidity (grey vertical band, where the rapidity of the

first emission is indicated with a vertical red dotted line).
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Figure 3: Same as Fig. 2, but for PanLocal(βPS = 0.5, left) and PanGlobal(βPS = 0.5,

right) for η1 = −8.7.
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Figure 4: Same as Fig. 3, but considering a hard-collinear first emission with η1 = 12.

prevent a very hard-collinear emission from significantly impacting the momentum of a

softer previous emission.

We conclude that in the DIS PanScales showers, conversely to standard dipole show-

ers, emissions widely separated in angle leave the kinematics of the previous emissions

untouched. The novelty of our showers is that the transverse-momentum recoil due to

initial-state-radiation is effectively absorbed by hard partons in the current hemisphere,

while soft partons or partons collinear to the initial state remain unaffected, as required

from colour coherence.
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4.2 Subleading-colour corrections

Dipole showers are developed using the large-Nc approximation of QCD, and designed to

correctly describe not only collinear emissions, but also soft wide-angle gluon emissions in

the large-Nc limit. In standard dipole showers, subleading-colour corrections are included

by replacing CA/2 = Nc/2 with CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc) when a quark leg is identified as

emitter (we refer to this as the colour-factor-from-emitter scheme, CFFE). It has been

known for quite some time [7] that this choice is inconsistent with colour coherence and

more recently [39] it was observed that it leads to wrong (subleading-colour) contributions

already at LL, due to the incorrect assignment of the emitter. Since 1/N2
c ∼ αs, these LL

mistakes have the same size of NLL terms, so it stands to reason that these subleading

colour terms should be included in an NLL-accurate shower.

Two schemes that do result in full-colour accuracy for LL terms were introduced in

Ref. [76] for showers applicable to e+e− collisions, which also have been generalised for

colour-singlet production at hadron colliders in Ref. [43]: the so-called segment and NODS

schemes. These schemes furthermore result in correct full-colour accuracy at NLL in the

case of global observables, and next-to-double-logarithmic (NDL) accuracy for jet multi-

plicity, the latter of which is sensitive to the integrated rate of double-soft energy-ordered

emissions at commensurate angles. The segment colour scheme divides each dipole into

an arbitrary number of distinct segments, identified through the generation variable η̄Q.

These segments either have a CF or CA/2 colour factor, and are assigned respecting colour

coherence. The nested-ordered-double-soft (NODS) scheme was designed to not only get

the correct integrated rate of two soft and energy-ordered emissions that occur at commen-

surate angles, but also describe them correctly at the differential level. This is achieved by

applying a matrix element correction that describes a pair of energy-ordered commensurate-

angle emissions, well separated in rapidity from all other emissions. For more details on

these schemes, see Refs. [43, 76]. These algorithms are straightforwardly extended to the

DIS case.

To validate these schemes for DIS, we perform tests of the differential matrix element

produced by the shower after two strongly-ordered emissions. The kinematics of the first

emission (which can either be a quark or a gluon) is fixed at η1 = −5, φ1 = 0 and

ln v1/Q = −10. The second emission is then emitted at a fixed value for ln v2/Q = −60,

and sampled over η̄Q,2 and φ2. The resulting shower predictions are then compared with

the analytic result at full colour (FC).

In Fig. 5 we show the results obtained with PanGlobal(βPS = 0) shower employing

the segment, NODS and CFFE colour schemes. The emission density on the primary

and secondary Lund plane are shown in terms of the rapidity η of the second emission,

and its azimuthal angle ψ. These variables are defined according to our generalised DIS

Cambridge-Aachen algorithm (Appendix B). Specifically, for emissions in the primary Lund

plane, we define ψ = φ2 − φ1 + π (or ψ = φ2 − φ1 − π, if φ2 − φ1 is larger than π). For

emissions in the secondary Lund plane we instead use

ψ = arctan
φ2 − φ1

η2 − η1
+ π . (4.5)
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Figure 5: Density for the emission of an ultra-soft gluon from a qγ∗ → qg1 configuration

(left), or from a gγ∗ → qq̄ system (right). In both cases, the incoming parton has a negative

rapidity in the Breit frame, the final-state quark a positive one, and the first-emitted final-

state parton (g1 in the left pane, q̄ in the right one) has a rapidity η1 = −5. The emission

density is illustrated as a function of the Lund variables η and ψ (defined in the main

text). For each configuration, the left panel corresponds to the primary Lund plane, while

the right panel represents the secondary Lund plane (populated by emissions from the

parton located at η1 = −5, see Appendix B). From top to bottom, the three rows show

the results for the PanGlobal(βPS = 0) shower result with the segment, NODS and CFFE

colour scheme implemented For each row, the upper panel illustrates the ratio between the

parton shower differential cross section and the leading colour (LC) result, dσPS/ dσLC,

obtained setting CA = 2CF = 3, while the lower panels show the deviation from the full

colour (FC) differential matrix element, dσPS/ dσFC.

Let us first focus on the ratio between the parton shower and the analytic LC result,

obtained using CA = 2CF = 3. These are illustrated in the upper set of panels (coloured

green-blue). For the majority of phase space, the value of this ratio is either 1 or 8/9,

when the effective colour factor is either CA/2 or CF . The lower set of panels (coloured

red-white-blue) shows the ratio between the parton shower and the analytic FC result.

As expected, the segment scheme assigns the correct colour factor everywhere except for

the region where the second gluon is close in angle to the first emission. Note however

that these deviations integrate to 0 after averaging over the angular phase space, therefore
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the all-order validations in Sec. 5 would not be sensitive to this effect. The NODS colour

scheme corrects for this effect and produces the analytic differential matrix element also in

the region where a pair of energy-ordered emissions occur at commensurate angles. The last

set of plots shows the deviation from the CFFE scheme, which is currently implemented in

standard dipole showers. This results in a wrong colour assignment over a region in phase

space that is logarithmically extended. Hence this will result in a wrong LL term at FC,

as already pointed out in Ref. [39].

Note that although here we have only shown results for the PanGlobal(βPS = 0) shower,

analogous results can be obtained for PanGlobal(βPS = 0.5) and PanLocal. Similar con-

siderations also apply to the Dipole-kt shower. However, the fraction of phase space that

has the wrong subleading colour corrections in the CFFE scheme is larger, as the emitter

is chosen by partitioning the dipole frame, instead of in the Breit frame.

5 All-order validation

In this section, we investigate the all-order behaviour of the PanScales showers for DIS

over a broad range of observables, targeting distinct classes of next-to-leading logarithmic

effects, i.e. those of the form αnsL
n. In Sec. 5.1 we test the capability of the showers to

reproduce the DGLAP evolution of the parton distribution functions at single-logarithmic

(SL) accuracy, which probes nested emissions in the hard-collinear region. In Sec. 5.2 we

focus on the average particle multiplicity at next-to-double-logarithmic accuracy (NDL),

targeting nested emissions in both the soft and collinear regions. In Sec. 5.3 we compare

the shower cumulative cross section against the NLL predictions for several continuously-

global observables, which is the only test sensitive to both double- and single-logarithmic

terms in the Sudakov exponentiation (including running coupling effects), created through

soft and collinear emissions. Finally, in Sec. 5.4 we study a non-global observable at SL

accuracy, which probes the description of soft large-angle emissions in the shower.

For each observable, we compare the shower’s predictions to the known resummation.

Subleading colour corrections are accounted for using the NODS scheme. Although it

is possible to include spin correlations (see Appendix D), this is not done for the tests

described below as none of the observables is sensitive to them at our targeted accuracy.

5.1 DGLAP evolution

Here we test the capability of our showers to reproduce the DGLAP [77–79] evolution of

parton distribution functions (PDFs). More specifically, we fix the starting point of the

shower to be the tree-level DIS process q γ∗ → q, where the incoming quark q is a down

quark and has an energy fraction xDIS, the photon has a space-like momentum equal to

qDIS with Q2 = −q2
DIS, and we run our showers from the scale Q until a given transverse-

momentum cutoff pt,cut = QeL. This cutoff is applied to the scale used as the argument

of the running coupling, and it corresponds to the ordering-scale v for Dipole-kt, and to

κ⊥ defined in eq. (3.9) for the PanScales showers. The flavour and energy fraction of the

original quark extracted from the proton can change throughout the shower evolution.

When the showering terminates the parton extracted from the proton will have a flavour
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denoted by i, and an energy fraction x ≥ xDIS. The dominant term of the distribution over

i, x is SL ((αsL)n with L = ln pt,cut/Q). The expected distribution will take the form

1

σ

dσi
dx

=
1

fq(xDIS, Q2)

∫ 1

xDIS

dz

z
Dqi (z, αsL) fi

(xDIS

x
, p2
t,cut

)
δ
(xDIS

x
− z
)
, (5.1)

where fj(y, µ
2) is the density of partons of flavour j, carrying momentum fraction y at a

factorisation scale µ. The (single-logarithmic) DGLAP evolution operator Dij(z, αsL) is

defined such that the parton density functions satisfy

fq(x, µ
2) =

∑
j

∫ 1

x

dz

z
z Dqj(z, αsL)fj

(x
z
, p2
t,cut

)
. (5.2)

In Fig. 6 we illustrate the results for the PanLocal(βPS = 0.5) and PanGlobal(βPS = 0)

showers. The other showers, PanGlobal(βPS = 0.5) and Dipole-kt, lead to analogous results.

The DGLAP reference prediction is obtained with HOPPET [80] at single logarithmic

accuracy, probing only those initial conditions that lead in the evolution to δı̃iδ(x − xDIS)

at the hard scale µf = Q, with xDIS = 0.001 and ı̃ is a d quark. The shower runs are

performed by fixing the underlying Born process to contain a d quark in the initial-state

with xDIS = 0.001, and the running of the strong coupling is performed at one loop. We

show results obtained by setting αs(Q) = 5·10−6 and a large value of L = −105 (λ = −0.5),

which sets any terms beyond SL accuracy to zero. To further speed up the calculation we

discard radiation with a momentum fraction below some finite but small threshold e−11,

and only keep radiation with an absolute rapidity larger than 18 (i.e. very collinear to the

initial- or final-state quark). We have verified that these cuts do not impact the results.

Further details on the treatment of the PDFs may be found in Appendix A of Ref. [44].

We see that agreement with the HOPPET predictions is obtained for all showers to within

the statistical accuracy (below 0.1% for the majority of the x range).

5.2 Particle multiplicity

In this section, we examine the shower’s ability to reproduce the analytic prediction of the

average particle multiplicity given the shower’s transverse-momentum cutoff. Although

particle multiplicity is not an infrared-safe quantity, the resummation structure of particle

multiplicity, defined with an infrared cutoff, can be related to that of subject multiplicity

at NDL, which is theoretically well-defined, and does not depend on the jet algorithm (as

long as it is infrared safe). The logarithmic accuracy of particle multiplicity needs to be

determined at the level of the distribution rather than the logarithm of the distribution.

For such non-exponentiating observables, one writes

〈NNDL(αs, ξ)〉 = h1(ξ) +
√
αsh2(ξ) , (5.3)

with ξ = αsL
2 and where h1 collects double-logarithmic (DL) O(αnsL

2n) terms, and
√
αsh2

the next-to-double logarithmic (NDL) O(αnsL
n) terms. At the desired level of accuracy

(NDL), the average multiplicity obtained by counting the number of emissions generated

by the shower with a transverse-momentum cutoff pt,cut = QeL (or equivalently, a shower
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Figure 6: The ratio of the DGLAP evolution produced by the PanLocal(βPS = 0.5) (upper

panel) and PanGlobal(βPS = 0) (lower panel) showers versus the DGLAP evolution as

calculated with HOPPET. The results are shown as a function of the momentum fraction

x carried by the parton i extracted from the proton. We fix the underlying Born DIS

process to have a d quark in the initial-state with xDIS = 0.001, and fix αs = 5 · 10−6 with

λ = αsL = −0.5. The three columns show different extracted flavours i that can lead to a

d quark with energy fraction xDIS entering the hard scattering process: we have a d quark

on the left panel, a gluon in the middle panel, and any other flavour in the right panel.

that uses a strong coupling equal to zero below a given value of pt,cut) is equivalent to that

obtained after using a well-defined jet algorithm. The logarithm that is resummed then

takes the form L = ln pt,cut/Q.
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For the process at hand, if we fix the Born flavour to be ı̃ = q, we have [81–83]

h1(ξ) =
2CF
CA

[cosh ν − 1] +Nb , (5.4a)

h2(ξ) =

√
1

2πCA
sinh ν

Q2∂ ln fq(xDIS, Q
2)

∂Q2
+

2CF
CA

[
β0

2

√
π

2CA

(
ν cosh ν + (ν2 − 1) sinh ν

)
+

√
CA
2π

Bgq

(
2CF − CA

CA
ν cosh ν +

5CA − 6CF
CA

sinh ν + 4
CF − CA
CA

ν

)
+

√
CA
2π

(2Bqq sinh ν +Bgg (ν cosh ν − sinh ν))

]
, (5.4b)

with Nb = 1 the number of final-state partons at LO, and

ν =

√
2CAξ

π
, Bgg = −11

12
, Bqq = −3

4
, Bgq =

2nF
3CA

, β0 =
11CA − 2nF

12π
. (5.5)

As before, fq denotes the PDF of the incoming parton at LO, which carries an energy

fraction xDIS.

At DL accuracy, this test probes the soft-collinear nested structure of the shower. To

reproduce the average multiplicity at NDL, the parton shower must also correctly incor-

porate hard-collinear corrections to the splitting functions (corresponding to the second

and third line of Eq. (5.4b)), the running of the coupling constant (first line of Eq. (5.4b)),

the DGLAP evolution of the PDF (last line of Eq. (5.4b)), and the colour terms. The

treatment of these contributions is the same across all showers, hence we expect to see

agreement. The parton shower correctly reproduces the analytic expectation at NDL if the

ratio
〈Nshower(αs, ξ)〉 − 〈NNDL(αs, ξ)〉
〈NNDL(αs, ξ)〉 − 〈NDL(αs, ξ)〉

, (5.6)

vanishes in the αs → 0 limit, where ξ is kept fixed and 〈NDL(αs, ξ)〉 corresponds to

Eq. (5.3) with h2 set to 0. To extract the αs → 0 limit, we run the PanScales show-

ers for the DIS process qγ∗ → q, where we set q = d, xDIS = 0.001, ξ = 5 and sample

αs =
{

8 · 10−5, 0.00128, 0.003156
}

, performing a quadratic polynomial extrapolation to

get the αs → 0 result. Systematic uncertainties are estimated performing an alternative

extrapolation with αs = 0.00512 instead of αs = 0.003156, and added in quadrature to the

statistical uncertainty. Like in the previous section, the running of the coupling constant

is performed at one loop, as the 2-loop running only enters at NNDL accuracy. Subleading

colour corrections are included using the NODS scheme. The obtained result is shown in

Fig. 7. We notice that all the showers are consistent with the NDL expectation, with an

uncertainty well below 0.1%.

5.3 Continuously-global observables

This section details tests on a range of global [84] observables. The cumulative distribution

of such observables, i.e. the probability that the observable O takes a value smaller than

eL, can be written as a function of λ = αsL, and takes the form

Σ(O < eL) = H(αs) exp [−Lg1(λ) + g2(λ) + . . . ] + . . . , (5.7)
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Figure 7: Extrapolation of 〈Nshower(αs,ξ)〉−〈NNDL(αs,ξ)〉
〈NNDL(αs,ξ)〉−〈NDL(αs,ξ)〉 for αs → 0 at fixed value of ξ =

αsL
2 = 5 for several showers considering the DIS process dγ∗ → d with xDIS = 0.001.

where g1 contains the LL, and g2 the NLL contribution. The function H(αs) is the hard

function, which can be set equal to 1 at our targeted NLL accuracy. To test the accuracy

of the shower we examine

lim
αs→0

ΣPS(λ)− ΣNLL(λ)

ΣNLL(λ)
, (5.8)

at a fixed value of λ, which should tend to 0 if the shower is NLL accurate. To extract

the αs → 0 limit, we need to run the shower at very small αs values. We are able to do

so thanks to the numerical techniques developed in Refs. [38, 44, 76]. These techniques

assume that in the soft-collinear limit, the observable scales as

O ∼ pT
Q
e−βobs|η| , (5.9)

where βobs ≥ 0 is a constant number. This implies that we can only consider continuously-

global observables [84] in our tests.

Keeping this technical limitation in mind, to test our showers, we introduce three sets

of observables, parameterised by βobs ∈ [0, 0.5, 1]:

Sp, βobs =
∑

j∈partons

kt,je
−βobs|yj |

Q
, (5.10a)

Sj, βobs =
∑
j∈jets

kt,je
−βobs|yj |

Q
, (5.10b)

Mj, βobs = max
j∈jets

kt,je
−βobs|yj |

Q
. (5.10c)

For the particle observable Sp, βobs , the sum over j runs over all partons, and kt,j , yj
correspond to the transverse momentum and the rapidity of the parton in the Breit frame.

Jets are defined with the algorithm detailed in Appendix B. For the two jet observables,
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the sum over j runs over all jets found inside the collection of beam jets and the final-

state macro-jet. The kt,j and yj are their primary Lund-plane coordinates. The analytic

expectations for the observables quoted in Eq. (5.10) are collected in Appendix C. Note

that Sp, βobs will only be computed for βobs > 0, i.e. when its NLL prediction corresponds

to the one of a standard additive observable and is equivalent to Sj, βobs . For βobs > 0 the

contribution of the original hard final-state leg to Sp, βobs is subleading and can be neglected,

thus yielding the same result as Sj, βobs . This is no longer the case for βobs = 0, as recoil

effects contribute at NLL. We stress that these observables are not directly measurable,

because they are built from emissions in both the remnant and the current hemisphere, but

they have the property of having a remarkably simple resummation structure at NLL. For

this reason, they can be easily used to test the logarithmic accuracy of showers, but they

can also be employed as resolution variables to build slicing methods [85, 86] or NNLO+PS

matching prescriptions [19, 20, 22].

We further test our showers with observables that are phenomenologically accessible.

To remove contamination from the fragmenting beams in the remnant hemisphere, allowing

for a better experimental measurement, event shapes in DIS are often defined in the current

hemisphere Hc. Examples of such observables, which are continuously-global and satisfy

the recursive infrared-safety requirement of Ref. [84], are

BzE =

∑
i∈Hc |~p⊥,i|

2
∑

i∈Hc |~pi|
, (5.11a)

BzQ =

∑
i∈Hc |~p⊥,i|
Q

, (5.11b)

τzQ =1−
2
∑

i∈Hc |pz,i|
Q

, (5.11c)

where all the quantities are defined in the Breit frame, and the suffix z implies they are

measured with respect to the photon axis. The analytic predictions for the two definitions

of broadening, BzE and BzQ, can be found in Ref. [87]. They are examples of βobs = 0

observables, and their NLL prediction is identical. For τzQ, which is a βobs = 1 observ-

able, these predictions were computed in Ref. [88]. These results are also summarised in

Appendix C.

In Fig. 8a we show the ratio of the PanGlobal(βPS = 0) prediction to the NLL result

for the cumulative distribution of the broadening normalised with respect the energy in

the current hemisphere, BzE , for increasingly smaller values of αs,

αs = {0.0015625, 0.003125, 0.00625} (5.12)

and λ ≥ −0.5. The coloured band represents only the statistical uncertainty. In black we

illustrate the result of the αs → 0 extrapolation, which has been performed with a quadratic

interpolation. In Fig. 8b we summarise the αs → 0 extractions for all the showers. From

this figure it is clear that all the new PanScales showers for DIS processes reproduce the

analytic expectation, while we observe deviations for Dipole-kt reaching up to 15% for

λ = −0.5. We obtain identical results for BzQ, not shown here.
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Figure 8: Cumulative distribution for the broadening normalised with respect to the

energy in the current hemisphere, BzE , for the process qγ∗ → q with xDIS = 0.2. In the

left panel we show PanGlobal(βPS = 0) results, obtained with finite values of αs, as well as

the αs → 0 extraction. In the right panel, we illustrate the αs → 0 extraction for all the

showers: the ratio with the analytic prediction must be 1 if the shower is NLL. Note that

the values for the PanLocal shower have been shifted to the left to improve readability,

i.e. their probed λ values coincide with those for PanGlobal(βPS = 0.5).

The shower’s expectation for the other observables are summarised in Fig. 9, where

we show the ratio with the NLL result for the cumulative distribution Σ(O < eL) in the

αs → 0 limit with λ = −0.5. Here, the central value is again obtained using the αs
values in eq. (5.12), but the uncertainty is given by summing in quadrature the statistical

uncertainty and the difference between the central value and the one obtained by performing

the extrapolation on the set of αs values where αs = 0.003125 is replaced with αs = 0.0125.

The PanScales showers agree with the analytic expectations for all the observables.

Dipole-kt leads to manifestly wrong all-order results at NLL for βobs = 0 observables,

with a 4% deviation for Sj,0 and a 12% deviation for Mj,0. Like in Refs. [38, 44], we

observe that despite the fixed-order issue that we highlighted in Sec. 4.1, Dipole-kt seems to

reproduce the correct analytic expectations for βobs > 0. The NLL-violating terms manifest

themselves as super-leading logarithms that violate the exponentiation, as observed in

Ref. [38], which however resum to 0 in the all-orders limit for βobs > 0.

5.4 Non-global logarithms

Many observables are sensitive to radiation in a restricted portion of the Lund plane. In the

context of DIS, these observables are, for example, the current jet mass, the C-parameter,

the thrust with respect to the current-hemisphere thrust-axis [89] andQt, i.e. the transverse

momentum of the system comprising the partons in the current hemisphere [90]. For what
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Figure 9: The αs → 0 extrapolation of the deviation of the shower result from the NLL

expectation for the process qγ∗ → q with xDIS = 0.2 and λ = −0.5 for several continuously-

global observables. The red colour signals a deviation from the analytic expectation larger

than two standard deviations, while the green colour signals an agreement. When numerical

agreement between the shower and the analytic resummation is found, but fixed-order issues

are known, we use the amber colour.

concerns Higgs production in VBF, isolation criteria can be used to reduce this production

mode from gluon fusion [61]. The resummation for these observables naturally involves

non-global logarithms (NGLs) [91, 92], which can be correctly reproduced at leading-colour

single-logarithmic (SL) accuracy only by dipole showers [6].

To assess the ability of our showers to reproduce such NGLs, we consider the scalar

sum of the transverse momenta of the partons in a rapidity slice

Sslice
∆ =

∑
i kt,iΘ(|ηi| < ∆)

Q
≡
kt,slice

Q
, (5.13)

where the transverse momentum kt,i and the rapidity ηi of the partons are defined in the

Breit frame. NGLs for this observable are single-logarithmic terms of the form λn = αnsL
n,

created by soft large-angle emissions near the edge of the slice, i.e. near y = ±∆.

Fig. 10a shows the comparison between the PanScales shower predictions with the

expected results for −0.5 ≤ λ < 0 and |y| < 1, while in Fig. 10b we show the results for

λ = −0.5. We generate our reference calculation in the large-Nc limit (with CF = CA/2 =

3/2) from the code developed for Ref. [93], which uses the strategy of Ref. [91]. The shower

predictions are obtained running with αs = 10−9, so that NSLs are numerically negligible.

To reduce the parton multiplicity, without affecting the observable under consideration,

we impose a rapidity and a soft-emission cut, vetoing radiation with |η| > 13 and ln kt <

ln kt,slice − 18. Furthermore, like in Secs. 5.1 and 5.2, the running of the coupling constant

is performed at one loop, with K = 0, as these effects only enter at NSL/NNDL.
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Figure 10: (a) Cumulative distribution for the transverse momentum in a rapidity slice

of |y| < 1 as a function of λ = αs ln
kt,slice
Q for the PanScales showers and Dipole-kt. The

top panel shows the expected (black dashed) and the showers (solid) results, while the

bottom panels show the ratio between the shower and the analytic prediction for each

of the showers. (b) Relative difference between the shower ΣPS and the expected single-

logarithmic result (ΣSL) for a fixed value of λ = −0.5 for all the PanScales showers. Colour

coding is like in Fig. 9.

In all cases, we notice an excellent agreement between the PanScales showers and the

correct SL distribution. This is true also for Dipole-kt, despite fixed-order issues, exactly

like in the case of continuously-global event shapes with βobs > 0.

6 Phenomenological results Higgs production in VBF

We now move to the PanScales showers for VBF, presenting some exploratory phenomeno-

logical results, and explaining more details on the implementation of such process in our

framework. This channel provides a clean experimental signature and is therefore an ideal

environment to study the Higgs boson.9 As already explained in Sec. 3.3, at NLO the

VBF channel can be seen as two independent DIS processes for each hadronic sector. The

two jets that are formed after the initial-state quark emits a vector boson are typically

produced with a large absolute rapidity. Colour coherence then results in little jet activity

9The VBF channel is also used to search for di-Higgs production at the LHC [94].
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in the the central rapidity region; radiation will be primarily concentrated around the two

hard jets at (opposite) large rapidities.

For the phenomenological studies we produce the Higgs boson via the ZZ channel in

a VBF topology with a centre-of-mass energy of 13.6 TeV. We run all showers using the

NODS colour scheme, even though the CFFE scheme is the one adopted by standard dipole

showers, to more faithfully gauge the kinematic differences between the LL and NLL show-

ers. The hard process is obtained from Pythia8.3 [37] at LO accuracy, using the default

values for the electroweak parameters and the Higgs mass. We use the NNPDF 4.0 LO

PDF set with perturbative charm content [95] (LHAPDF label 332500 [96]), corresponding

to αs(mZ) = 0.118. The default factorisation and renormalisation scale used in Pythia8.3

to generate the hard process is

µF,h = µR,h ≡ µh = 1/3
√
mT,HmT,V1mT,V2 , mT,i =

√
p2
⊥,i +m2

i , (6.1)

where V1,2 denote the vector-bosons exchanged in the t-channel propagators for each of the

two hadronic sectors, and mH,V1,V2 the Higgs/vector-boson masses. However, as discussed

in Sec. 3.3, another choice would be to use the virtualities of the exchanged boson as two

independent scales for the two hadronic sectors. To this end, we apply the reweighting

factor

w =
fi1 (x1, µ1) fi2 (x2, µ2)

fi1 (x1, µh) fi2 (x2, µh)
, (6.2)

where fi1,2 is the PDF of the incoming quark i1,2, which carries an energy fraction x1,2,

and µ1,2 =
√
Q2

1,2. Secondly, we start the parton shower at a distinct scale for each of the

hadronic sectors, i.e.

v2
max,i = Q2

i

1− xi
xi

. (6.3)

In practice, we use the maximum of the two values as common starting scale, and we

perform a veto to ensure that v < vmax,i in each hadronic section.

We estimate the uncertainty stemming from renormalisation scale variations using a

modified scheme for αs [44, 97], i.e.

αs
(
µ2
R

)(
1 +

αs
(
µ2
R

)
2π

K + 2αs
(
µ2
R

)
b0(1− z) lnxR

)
, µR = xRµR,0 , (6.4)

with µR,0 = ρveβPS|η̄Qi | the central scale. The factor z is the fraction of the emitter-

momentum carried away by the radiation. With this, 1−z ensures that scale compensation

at NLL is present for soft emissions, but not for hard emissions. We omit this term for

the LL-accurate shower Dipole-kt, but include the CMW factor K. Renormalisation-scale

variations are probed taking xR ∈ {0.5, 1, 2}, and the infrared cutoff of the shower is

implemented such that αs(µ
2
R) = 0 for µR < xR×0.5 GeV. Factorisation-scale uncertainties

are probed independently from the renormalisation scale, and are assessed using

lnµF ≡ ln (xFµF,0) = lnQi +
1

1 + βPS

ln
vi
Qi

+ lnxF , (6.5)
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Figure 11: Distributions normalised to the total LO cross section σLO before cuts for

mj1j2 (top) and ∆ηj1j2 (bottom) after applying the minimal selection cuts (left) and the

VBF cuts (right). We show PanGlobal(βPS = 0), black dashed, PanGlobal(βPS = 0.5), blue

dash-dotted, PanLocal(βPS = 0.5), green solid and Dipole-kt, orange, dotted. The label w

indicates the total area under the curve. The vertical lines on the central value of each bin

indicate the statistical uncertainty, which is mostly negligible and therefore not visible. The

band indicates the renormalisation/factorisation scale uncertainty, obtained as explained

after eq. (6.5). The bottom panels show the ratio with respect to the PanGlobal(βPS = 0)

result.

with xF ∈ {0.5, 1, 2}. In our results we show the 7-point scale variation, obtained by taking

(xR, xF ) ∈ {(1, 1), (0.5, 1), (1, 0.5), (0.5, 0.5), (2, 1), (1, 2), (2, 2)}.
We use the anti-kT algorithm [98] with R = 0.4, implemented in FastJet [99] to

cluster jets with the definition pT,j > 25 GeV, |ηj | < 4.5, and consider two setups:

• “minimal cuts”, where we require the presence of two resolved jets;
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Figure 12: As Fig. 11 but for ηj3 .

• “VBF cuts”, where we require that the two leading jets (i.e. those two with the largest

transverse momenta) are separated by a rapidity ∆ηj1j2 > 4.5, have a dijet invariant

mass of at least mj1j2 > 600 GeV and lie in opposite hemispheres (ηj1ηj2 < 0).

The results shown below do not include the simulation of beam remnants, hadronisation

or multi-parton interaction. We have the option to incorporate them into our framework

trivially using Pythia8.3, but we have made the decision not to do so. This choice enables

us to provide a clearer comparison between the NLL and LL accurate showers.

We first consider inclusive observables, i.e. those observables that are non-vanishing

at LO. The value of these observables is primarily set by the hard scattering process, and

the shower should impact these observables only marginally. In Fig. 11 we show two such

observables: the invariant mass of the two leading jets mj1j2 and the rapidity seperation

between them ∆ηj1j2 . As expected, one observes that uncertainties from renormalisation/-

factorisation scale variations in the shower are small, as these observables are largely insen-

sitive to the additional radiation produced by the shower. One exception is given by the

regions where ∆ηj1j2 or mj1j2 are small (after applying the minimal selection cuts). These

regions are contaminated by events where one of the two tagged jets actually originates

from the shower hardest emission. Indeed, because of this effect, the scale uncertainties

here are larger than in the bulk of the distribution. With the exception of these regions,

which are excluded after applying the VBF cuts, it can be observed that differences be-

tween the NLL showers are of the order of O(5 − 10%), i.e. commensurate with known

NLO corrections, and the LL shower lies in between the prediction of the NLL showers.

We now turn to observables that can only be defined in the presence of a third jet,

and therefore are a clean probe of the shower’s behaviour. In particular, we consider the

pseudo-rapidity of the third jet, ηj3 (Fig. 12), and the transverse momentum of the third

jet pT,j3 (Fig. 13, after applying the VBF cuts). Colour coherence predicts a suppression

of radiation in the central rapidity region. All the showers considered here indeed show
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Figure 13: Normalised distributions for pT,j3 after applying the VBF cuts. The right

panel shows a magnification of the (relatively) small transverse-momentum region. The

lines, bands and ratio plots are the same as in Fig. 11.

this behaviour, as can be observed in Fig. 12. It can be observed in the high-pT,j3 region of

Fig. 13 (left), and in Fig. 12 (right, after we apply VBF cuts) that scale variation indeed

cannot be used to accurately capture the differences between different showers. We can

see that Dipole-kt lies outside the spread of NLL showers for these exclusive observables

for most of the shown phase space. Differences between Dipole-kt and the NLL showers

are most pronounced in the bulk of the distributions: for ηj3 the central values differ by

O(10− 15%) for |ηj3 | around 3, and by O(10%) for pT,j3 in the relatively small transverse-

momentum region. These normalisation differences are due to the fact that Dipole-kt shows

a higher rate of 3-jet events than the NLL showers. Conversely, for larger values of pT,j3 ,

differences between the NLL showers also start to grow. However, since we do not include

matching, this hard-emission region is not controlled in our showers, and we leave a further

detailed investigation of the differences between the LL and NLL showers for future work.

7 Conclusions

In this work, we have introduced new NLL-accurate dipole showers for processes involving

the exchange of a colour-singlet in the t-channel, such as DIS, VBF and VBS. The latter

two processes are handled following a factorised approach, i.e. neglecting non-factorisable

corrections between the two hadronic sectors. The main novelty of these showers, with

respect to the PanScales showers for hadron collisions introduced in Refs. [43, 44], is that

the transverse-momentum recoil due to initial-state radiation is smoothly redistributed

primarily to partons in the current hemisphere (i.e. anti-parallel to the direction of the

incoming proton in the Breit frame). This feature ensures that partons in the remnant

hemisphere remain mostly unaffected, which is required from colour coherence. Further-

more, compared to standard showers for DIS and VBF/VBS, our showers differ in the
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choice of the dipole partitioning: this is not done in the dipole frame, but in the Breit

frame. This, combined with a global recoil scheme or with a careful choice of the ordering

scale, prevents soft gluons from taking unphysical recoil.

We have carried out a number of fixed-order tests, focusing on DIS, such as analysing

the phase-space contours for two emissions with commensurate softness (Section 4.1), and

colour/spin matrix-element comparisons (Section 4.2 and Appendix D), related to the

PanScales conditions needed to achieve NLL accuracy. All-order validations of our new

showers for DIS have also been carried out for a variety of observables. These include tests of

the DGLAP evolution (Section 5.1), jet-multiplicity (Section 5.2), DIS continuously-global

event-shapes (Section 5.3), and the scalar sum of transverse momenta in a fixed rapidity

slice (Section 5.4). In our comparisons, we introduced new continously-global event shapes,

which rely on the use of Lund Plane coordinates and a jet algorithm specific for DIS. All

these tests were carried out including subleading colour corrections, except for those of the

non-global observable. The PanLocal shower with βPS = 0.5 and PanGlobal showers with

βPS = 0, 0.5 sucessfully pass the fixed- and all-order NLL accuracy tests. We have compared

these showers to a ‘standard’ transverse-momentum ordered shower, Dipole-kt, which has

fully local transverse-momentum recoil. Differences between the LL-accurate Dipole-kt
and the new NLL-accurate showers can grow up to 15% for phenomenologically relevant

continuously-global event-shape observables such as the current-hemisphere broadening.10

The SL accuracy of our showers established for DIS proceses, automatically propagates

to VBF/VBS processes in the factorised approach. This is the first time such accuracy is

achieved for VBF/VBS global and non-global observables. The neglected non-factorisable

contributions are SL subleading colour corrections, and are typically further surpressed

after applying VBF cuts.

In Section 6 we present an exploritory phenomenological application of our newly de-

veloped showers for Higgs production in VBF at
√
s = 13.6 TeV. For each of the two

hadronic sectors individually, we choose separate values for the shower starting, renor-

malisation, and factorisation scales. While we examined the impact of variations in the

renormalization and factorization scales, it is important to note that such variations typ-

ically do not capture all sources of uncertainty. Indeed, the fact that we have developed

not one, but several showers, is important for a realistic estimate of shower uncertainties.

We find that for inclusive observables the differences among the showers are of the order of

5-10%, and the LL shower is contained in the spread of our NLL ones. This spread, which is

not captured by scale-variation uncertainties, demonstrates the importance of considering

multiple showers to obtain a realistic shower uncertainty. For exclusive observables, like

the rapidity or transverse momentum of the third jet, we find that the Dipole-kt predic-

tions typically overshoot the NLL showers by 5-15%. Conversely, our NLL showers are in

good agreement between themselves in the bulk of the distributions. Next steps involve

matching the NLL-accurate showers to the NLO fixed-order results, where care needs to

be taken not to compromise the NLL accuracy [69], as well as including heavy-quark mass

10The NLL test for the Dipole-kt shower has been performed implementing subleading colour corrections

with the NODS colour scheme, despite the fact that the colour-factor-from-emitter scheme is the standard

choice for such showers.
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effects to handle t-channel single-top production.
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A Description of the momentum-conservation restoring boost

This appendix details the derivation of the boost Λµν , introduced in Sec. 3.2. For PanGlobal

this boost acts on the collection of final-state partons p̄µX to restore momentum conservation.

For the PanLocal shower it in addition also acts on the incoming parton p̄µ1 to restore

momentum conservation after the collection of partons are rotated so that p̄µ1 is aligned

with the direction of nµ1 . We demand that the boost preserves the invariant mass of p̄µX ,

which implies

Λµν (p̄X,ν) ≡ pµX = nµ2 +
p̄2
X

Q2
nµ2 . (A.1)

Using a Sudakov decomposition of p̄X along the directions of nµ1 and nµ2 , eq. (A.1) can be

written as

Λµν
(
βn2,ν +

p̄2
X + p2

t

βQ2
n1,ν + p⊥,ν

)
= nµ2 +

p̄2
X

Q2
nµ1 , (A.2)

with p2
⊥ = −p2

t < 0, n2
1 = n2

2 = 0, 2n1 · n2 = Q2 and p⊥ · n1,2 = 0. We aim to design

a boost that acts as a rescaling for momentum components along nµ1 , and assigns all the

transverse momentum recoil to the nµ2 direction.11 Inverting eq. (A.2), we have

[
Λ−1

]µν (
n2,ν +

p̄2
X

Q2
n1,ν

)
= βnµ2 +

p̄2
X + p2

t

βQ2
nµ1 + pµ⊥ . (A.3)

We now may examine the action of the inverse boost on the nµ1 and nµ2 components indi-

vidually. The direction nµ2 absorbs all the transverse-momentum recoil, but also must stay

11The construction of this boost shares similarities with the boost used in Deductor for pp → Z/h

collisions [45].
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massless, meaning it also must absorb a component in the nµ1 direction. To satisfy these

constraints we infer that [
Λ−1

]µν
n2,ν ≡ βnµ2 +

p2
t

βQ2
nµ1 + pµ⊥ . (A.4)

To satisfy eq. (A.3) we then have to require

[
Λ−1

]µν
n1,ν ≡

Q2

p̄2
X

(
βnµ2 +

p̄2
X + p2

t

βQ2
nµ1 + pµ⊥ −

[
Λ−1

]µν
n2,ν

)
=

1

β
nµ1 . (A.5)

We now have established the action of the inverse boost on the nµ1 and nµ2 directions. What

remains is to determine what happens when the inverse boost acts on a generic transverse-

momentum component qµ⊥ (with q⊥ · n1,2 = 0). We require that the action of the inverse

boost on such a perpendicular component is only allowed to bring in a component in the

direction of nµ1 . Furthermore, the perpendicular component does not get rescaled, so that

its norm is preserved: [
Λ−1

]µν
q⊥,ν = qµ⊥ +Anµ1 . (A.6)

To find the value of A, we require that the invariant mass of generic vector qµ = aqn
µ
1 +

bqn
µ
2 + qµ⊥ is preserved by the boost. This leads to

A = −2q⊥ · p⊥
βQ2

. (A.7)

Note that we cannot introduce a component along nµ2 in the action of the inverse boost on

a transverse component. To see this, consider the action of the inverse boost on a generic

transverse component qµ⊥ where we now assign a nµ2 component,[
Λ−1

]µν
q⊥,ν = Bnµ2 + qµ⊥ . (A.8)

With this definition, the action of the inverse boost on a generic four-momentum qµ would

become [
Λ−1

]µν
qν =

(
aq
β

+
bq p

2
t

βQ2

)
nµ1 + (bqβ +B)nµ2 + bqp

µ
⊥ + qµ⊥ . (A.9)

Requiring that the boost leaves the invariant mass of qµ unchanged gives us

B =
2p⊥ · q⊥

aqQ2 + bqp2
t

bqβ . (A.10)

This is not linear in qµ, which means that if we would consider lµ = qµ + q′µ, we would

have
[
Λ−1

]µν
lν 6=

[
Λ−1

]µν
qν +

[
Λ−1

]µν
q′ν . Therefore, B needs to be set to zero.

The action of
[
Λ−1

]µν
is now fully specified, and we can invert it to find Λµν . We then

obtain

Λµνn1,ν = β nµ1 , (A.11a)

Λµνq⊥,ν = qµ⊥ +
2q⊥ · p⊥
Q2

nµ1 , (A.11b)
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Λµνn2,ν =
1

β

(
nµ2 +

p2
t

Q2
nµ1 − p

µ
⊥

)
, (A.11c)

so that the final form of the boost reads

Λµν =gµν +
2nµ1
Q2

[
(β − 1)nν2 +

p2
t

βQ2
nν1 + pν⊥

]
+

2nµ2n
ν
1

Q2

1− β
β
−

2pµ⊥n
ν
1

βQ2
. (A.12)

B Cambridge/Aachen algorithm for DIS and Lund variables

In this section, we describe the exclusive Cambridge/Aachen algorithm for DIS. The e+e−

variant was introduced in Ref. [100], while a DIS variant was proposed in Ref. [101]. This

algorithm is similar to the k⊥ algorithm for DIS introduced of Ref. [100], but using an

angular distance to determine the cluster sequence.

Conversely to the original proposal, here we do not employ a resolution variable (or

equivalently, we set ycut = 0). Instead, the clustering procedure we use is

• For every final-state parton i, define the angular distance with respect to the beam

B

diB = 1− cos θi , (B.1)

where θi is the angle between i and B in the Breit frame. In addition, define the

angular distance between each pair of partons i and j, again in the Breit frame,

dij = 1− cos θij . (B.2)

• Find the smallest distance among {diB, dij}. If it is of the type diB, we remove i from

the list of partons, and make it a candidate jet. If instead it is of the type dij, we

remove i and j from the list, and insert a new pseudo-parton with total momentum

pµi + pµj .

• Repeat the procedure until only one pseudo-parton remains in the list: this pseudo-

parton forms its own candidate jet.

We have now a list of candidate jets, among which we need to find the final-state

macro jet, which contains all the radiation from the original final-state quark that had a

momentum nµ2 . Each jet momentum pµj can be written as

pµj = αjP
µ + βjn

µ
2 + pµ⊥,j , (B.3)

where Pµ is the incoming proton momentum. We label as final-state macro jet the one

with the largest βj value, i.e. the one that retains the largest fraction of the light-cone

component of the original final-state quark in the Breit frame. This jet can easily be found

by searching for the jet whose momentum pµj yields the largest value of pj · P . 12

12In the runs of Sec. 5.3, we have tagged as final-state macro jet the last pseudo-parton that becomes a

candidate jet. We have verified that, at NLL accuracy, this leaves the definition of the event shapes Mj,βobs
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After this clustering algorithm, the event contains a collection of initial-state/beam jets

and one final-state macro jet. To calculate our event shapes we need to define the primary

Lund-plane variables. For each initial-state/beam jet, we define the primary Lund-plane

coordinates as

ηi = −1

2
ln

1− cos θi
1 + cos θi

, kt,i = Ei sin θi . (B.4)

Note that these exactly correspond to the pseudorapidity and transverse-momentum of i

in the Breit frame. The negative sign of the pseudorapidity is due to the convention to

orientate the incoming beam along the negative z axis in the Breit frame.

For the final-state macro jet a different procedure is adopted. We consider the clus-

tering sequence starting from the last recombination, and consider the energies of the two

pseudo-jets that were combined, Ei and Ej , where Ei > Ej . The softer pseudojet, which

we have labelled with j, is then promoted to be a jet, with Lund coordinates

ηj =
1

2
ln

1− cos θij
1 + cos θij

, kt,j = Ej sin θij . (B.5)

We iterate this procedure for the most energetic pseudojet.

The procedure is terminated when the most-energetic pseudojet has no further chil-

dren, i.e. it is a single parton (notice that this parton is not associated with any jet). The

secondary Lund plane is defined by the jet (found inside the final-state macrojet, or among

the collection of initial-state jets) that has the largest value for the Lund variable kt.

C Resummation formulae for continuously-global observables

We consider a continuously-global observable [84] that in the soft-collinear limit behaves

as

O ∼ pT
Q
e−βobs|η|. (C.1)

The cumulative cross section at NLL accuracy can be written as

ΣNLL(O < eL) = exp
[
−Lg1(λ̄) + g2(λ̄)

]
, (C.2)

with λ̄ = −αsb0L (and L < 0) and

b0 =
11CA − 4nfTR

12π
. (C.3)

The g1 function contains the LL terms. For processes with two hard legs it reads

gβobs=0
1 =

Ci
πb0λ̄

(
2λ̄+ ln(1− 2λ̄)

)
, (C.4a)

and Sj,βobs (see Sec. 5.3 and C) unchanged, so it does not alter the results shown in Fig. 9. We however

believe that choosing this naive definition of the macro jet, instead of looking for the jet with the largest

βj , can lead to contributions which are not infrared safe beyond NLL, as the energy of the final-state macro

jet develops a soft tail, due to very energetic initial-state radiation that moves the hard final-state quark

to the remnant hemisphere. It is easy to see that this soft tail is at the most an NNLL correction for these

event shapes.
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gβobs 6=0
1 =

Ci
πb0λ̄βobs

(
(1 + βobs − 2λ̄) ln

(
1− 2λ̄

1 + βobs

)
− (1− 2λ̄) ln(1− 2λ̄)

)
, (C.4b)

where Ci is the Casimir factor (Ci = CF for quark radiators, CA for gluon radiators). The

NLL term g2 can be written as

gβobs2 = ln
fi
(
xDIS, Q

2e2L/(1+βobs)
)

fi (xDIS, Q2)
+ ḡβobs2 + lnFobs , (C.5)

where fi is the PDF of the incoming parton. We use ḡβobs2 to denote the universal

βobs-dependent term originating from soft and hard-collinear emissions, and Fobs is an

observable-dependent correction. We have

ḡβobs=0
2 =

Ci
πb20

[
b0B

(1)
i ln(1− 2λ̄)− K

2π

(
2λ̄

1− 2λ̄
+ ln(1− 2λ̄)

)
(C.6a)

+
b1
b0

(
2λ̄+ ln(1− 2λ̄)

1− 2λ̄
+

1

2
ln2(1− 2λ̄)

)]
,

ḡβobs 6=0
2 =

Ci
πb20βobs

[
K

2π

(
ln(1− 2λ̄)− (1 + βobs) ln

(
1− 2λ̄

1 + βobs

))
(C.6b)

+ b0βobsB
(1)
i ln

(
1− 2λ̄

1 + βobs

)
− b1
b0

(
1

2
ln2(1− 2λ̄) + ln(1− 2λ̄)

− 1

2
(1 + βobs) ln2

(
1− 2λ̄

1 + βobs

)
− (1 + βobs) ln

(
1− 2λ̄

1 + βobs

))]
,

with

b1 =
17C2

A − 10CAnfTR − 6CFnfTR
24π2

, K =

(
67

18
− π2

6

)
CA −

10

9
nfTR , (C.7)

B(1)
q = −3

4
, B(1)

g =
−11CA + 4nFTR

12CA
.

Finally, we come to the observable-dependent correction. For the max-type observable

Mj, βobs (defined in eq. (5.10)), we have lnFobs = 0, while for Sp/j, βobs , (eq. (5.10)), this

correction reads

lnFSj, βobs = −γER′(λ̄)− ln Γ
(
1 +R′(λ̄)

)
, (C.8)

with R′(λ̄) defined as ∂L
(
Lg1(λ̄)

)
,

R′βobs=0(λ̄) =
4Ci
πb0

λ̄

1− 2λ̄
, (C.9a)

R′βobs 6=0(λ̄) =
2Ci

πb0βobs

[
ln

(
1− 2λ̄

1 + βobs

)
− ln(1− 2λ̄)

]
. (C.9b)

In Sec. 5.3 we also considered standard DIS event shapes, that have the property of being

continuously global, and can be defined considering only partons in the current hemisphere:
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the thrust with respect to the photon axis and normalised to Q/2, τzQ (eq. (5.11c)), and the

broadening with respect to the photon axis, normalised either to the energy in the current

hemisphere BzE (eq. (5.11a)) or to Q, BzQ (eq. (5.11b)). The NLL analytic predictions

for τzQ were computed for the first time in Ref. [88], and they are identical to those for

Sβobs=1. The two definitions of broadening BzE and BzQ are equivalent at NLL, and the

analytic prediction can be read from Ref. [87] to read

ln Σ(Bz < eL) = −gβobs=0
1 (λ̄)L+ ḡβobs=0

2 (λ̄) + lnFB(λ̄) + ln
fi
(
xDIS, Q

2e2L
)

fi (xDIS, Q2)
, (C.10)

where Bz can be either BzE or BzQ. The observable-dependent factor lnFB had an analytic

form that reads

lnFB =− 1

2
(ln 2 + 2γE)R′ + ln Λ(R′)− ln Γ(1 +R′) , (C.11a)

Λ(R′) =

∫ ∞
0

ydy

(1 + y2)3/2

(
y(1 +

√
1 + y2)

8

)−R′/2

=8R
′/2Γ(1−R′/4)Γ(1 +R′)

2F1(3R′/4, 1 +R′, 2 + 3R′/4;−1)

Γ(2 + 3R′/4)
, (C.11b)

where R′ = R′βobs=0(λ̄) defined in eq. (C.9a) and 2F1(a, b, c; z) is the hypergeometric func-

tion.

D Spin correlations

Spin correlations must be included to reproduce the correct azimuthal structure of strongly

angular-ordered collinear splittings. This can be achieved by for example using the Collins-

Knowles algorithm [102–105], which was also recently applied to the PanScales final-state

and initial-state showers [43, 73]. In Ref. [74] the algorithm was further improved to

include for the first time the treatment of the dominant leading-colour soft azimuthal

correlations. In this appendix, we show that the algorithm introduced in Ref. [43] can be

applied straightforwardly to DIS.

We consider the shower effective matrix element for the production of two extra partons

i and j, and compare the result against the analytic expectation as a function of the

azimuthal angle ∆ψij between the planes spanned by two emissions i and j. At O(α2
s), the

differential cross section can be written as

dσ

d∆ψij
∝ a0

(
1 +

a2

a0
cos(2∆ψij)

)
= a0 (1 +A(zi)B(zj) cos(2∆ψij)) , (D.1)

where ψij is the azimuthal difference between the plane defined by the primary and sec-

ondary splittings with light-cone momentum fraction zi and zj , respectively. The values of

a0 and a2 depend on the type of branching, and are a function of zi and zj . In the absence

of spin correlations, the ratio a2/a0 would be 0.

In Fig. 14 we illustrate the ratio a2/a0 across several values of z1 and z2 for collinear-

splittings involving an intermediate gluon. In particular, in the left panel we show the case
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Figure 14: Size of the ratio between the two Fourier coefficients a2/a0, defined in

eq. (D.1) at O(α2
s) for collinear splittings, for the PanGlobal(βobs = 0) shower. The

Feynman diagrams indicate the sequence of splittings under consideration. The black

lines indicate constant values for this ratio, and are obtained using the analytic predic-

tions. The (maximum) deviation of the analytic prediction and the shower is given by

D
[
a2
a0

]
≤ max

∣∣(a2
a0

)
PS
−
(
a2
a0

)
ME

∣∣, with
(
a2
a0

)
PS

the shower prediction and
(
a2
a0

)
ME

the ana-

lytic prediction for the matrix element.

in which the first emission is a final-state gluon, that further branches into a qq̄ pair. In

the right panel we instead consider the backward evolution of the initial-state quark into

an initial-state gluon (gI), and then an emission of a final-state gluon very collinear to

the incoming beam. We only show the predictions obtained with the PanGlobal(βobs = 0)

shower, but identical results can be obtained by considering the other PanScales showers.
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The differences between the shower predictions and the analytic expectation were always

smaller that 10−6, confirming our implementation at fixed-order accuracy.
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I present an update on the the Benchmark Planes in the Two-Real-Singlet Model (TRSM),
a model that enhances the Standard Model (SM) scalar sector by two real singlets, where an
additional Z2 ⊗ Z′

2 symmetry is imposed. I discuss the case where all fields acquire a vacuum
expectation value, such that the model contains in total 3 CP-even neutral scalars that can
interact with each other. I remind the readers of the previously proposed benchmark planes,
current constraints, and possible signatures at current and future colliders. This is an update
for Moriond 2023 of results presented in 1.

1 Introduction and Model

The model discussed here has already been widely discussed in the literature 2,3,1, to which we
refer the reader for more details. We here just briefly recapitulate the main characteristics of
the model.

The Two-Real-Singlet Model (TRSM) is a new physics model that enhances the Standard
Model (SM) electroweak sector by two additional fields that are singlets under the SM gauge
group. The fields obey an additional Z2 ⊗ Z′2 symmetry. All scalar fields acquire a vacuum
expectation value and therefore mix with each other. One of the resulting three CP even neutral
scalars has to comply with the measurements of the Higgs boson by the LHC experiments 4,5.

In 2, several processes were defined that were by that time not investigated at the LHC,
which can be classified as either asymmetric (AS) production and decay, in the form of p p →
h3 → h1 h2, or symmetric (S) decays in the form of p p → hi → hj hj , where in our study none
of the scalars corresponds to the 125 GeV resonance. In the following, we use the convention
that M1 ≤ M2 ≤ M3 for the masses of the scalars h1,2,3 in the mass eigenstates. We here
consider the following benchmark planes (BPs), where cross sections refer to production at a 13
TeV pp collider:

• AS BP1: h3 → h1h2 (h3 = h125) : SM-like decays for both scalars: ∼ 3 pb; h31 final
states: ∼ 3 pb

• AS BP2: h3 → h1h2 (h2 = h125): SM-like decays for both scalars: ∼ 0.6 pb

• AS BP3: h3 → h1h2 (h1 = h125): (a) SM-like decays for both scalars ∼ 0.3 pb; (b) h31
final states: ∼ 0.14 pb

• S BP4: h2 → h1h1 (h3 = h125): up to 60 pb
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• S BP5: h3 → h1h1 (h2 = h125): up to 2.5 pb

• S BP6: h3 → h2h2 (h1 = h125): SM-like decays: up to 0.5 pb; h41 final states: around 14
fb

2 Updated benchmark planes

The main result presented here is an update of the benchmark planes from 2,1 to include more
recent search constraints. For this, we have developed an interface to HiggsTools6. The following
searches have led to additionally excluded regions in the benchmark planes:

• a full Run II result for H → Z Z → ```` from the ATLAS collaboration 7

• a full Run II result for H → h125 h
′ → τ+τ− b b̄ from the CMS collaboration 8.

Especially the latter, in principle a prime example for a search covering one of the asymmetric
benchmark planes in our model, has only been interpreted in an NMSSM scenario in the ex-
perimental publication, although some regions of our benchmark planes prove to be sensitive. I
therefore stronly encourage the experimental collaborations to also interpret their bounds within
the TRSM in future searches. Furthermore, for these proceedings I changed exclusion criteria
within HiggsTools from the expected sensitivity, which is the default within this tool, to the
observed sensitivity. Therefore, some additional regions in the parameter space might now be
ruled out by searches already considered in the references given above.

In the following, h3 → h1 h2 labels regions in the parameter space excluded by 8, while
h3 → h1 h1 correspond to results from 9,10,11 and h3 → Z Z from 7, respectively.

We see that in particular theH → Z Z search rules out large regions in the models parameter
space; for BP2, basically massesM3 ∈ [355; 380] GeV are now excluded. Similarly, a large region
in BP3 is sensitive to this search, in particular in the region where M3 − (M1 +M2) is small
such that the ZZ branching ratio gets enhanced. In addition, for all BPs presented here the
asymmetric search H → h125 h

′ → τ+τ− b b̄ 8 constrains some regions in the parameter space,
typically in regions where h1 and h2 are close in masses. In BP6, an additional exclusion stems
from the ATLAS early Run II search for H → H ′H ′ → W+W−W+W− 12.
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Figure 1 – Parameter regions in BP2 (left) and BP3 (right) with updated constraints; see text for details.

3 LHC interpretations

Two experimental searches have by now made use of the predictions obtained within the TRSM
to interpret regions in parameter space that are excluded: a CMS search for asymmetric pro-
duction and subsequent decay into bb̄bb̄ final states 13, as well as bb̄γγ in 14. Maximal rates for
these within the TRSM are documented in 15,16. Figures 3 (taken from 13) and 4 (taken from 14)
show the expected and observed limits in these searches for the TRSM and NMSSM 17.
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Figure 2 – Parameter regions in BP5 (left) and BP6 (right) with updated constraints; see text for details.

Figure 3 – Expected (left) and observed (right) 95% confidence limits for the p p → h3 → h2 h1 search, with
subsequent decays into bb̄bb̄. For both models, maximal mass regions up to M3 ∼ 1.4 TeV, M2 ∼ 140 GeV can
be excluded.

4 Conclusions

The TRSM is a new physics model that, with a small number of additional new physics pa-
rameters, allows for novel final states, in particular asymmetric scalar production and decays. I
here presented updated benchmark planes for this model, where novel experimental constraints
with respect to 1 have been included. I strongly encourage the experimental collaborations to
reinterpret their searches within this model. UFO file and maximal cross section values are
available upon request.
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Abstract
Our study aims to investigate the viability of neutrino mass models that arise from discrete

non-Abelian modular symmetry groups, i.e., ΓN with (N = 1, 2, 3, . . . ) in the future neutrino

experiments T2HK, DUNE, and JUNO. Modular symmetry reduces the usage of flavon fields com-

pared to the conventional discrete flavor symmetry models. Theories based on modular symmetries

predict the values of leptonic mixing parameters, and therefore, these models can be tested in future

neutrino experiments. In this study, we consider three models based on the A4 modular symmetry,

i.e., Model-A, B, and C such a way that they predict different values of the oscillation parameters

but still allowed with respect to the current data. In the future, it is expected that T2HK, DUNE,

and JUNO will measure the neutrino oscillation parameters very precisely, and therefore, some of

these models can be excluded in the future by these experiments. We have estimated the prediction

of these models numerically and then used them as input to scrutinize these models in the neutrino

experiments. Assuming the future best-fit values of θ23 and δCP remain the same as the current

one, our results show that at 5σ C.L, Model-A can be excluded by T2HK whereas Model-B can be

excluded by both T2HK and DUNE. Model-C cannot be excluded by T2HK and DUNE at 5σ C.L.

Further; our results show that JUNO alone can exclude Model-B at an extremely high confidence

level if the future best-fit of θ12 remains at the current-one. We have also identified the region in

the θ23 - δCP parameter space, for which Model-A cannot be separated from Model-B in T2HK and

DUNE.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model (SM) of elementary particles and their interactions suggests that
quarks and leptons exist in three generations or families. However, the prevailing reason
behind this and the hierarchical nature of fermion masses still remains a mystifying puzzle
in particle physics. Additionally, the differences in the mixing patterns between quarks
and leptons and whether they have any underlying principles are not yet understood, and
together these issues make up the “flavor problem”. One possible explanation for the mixing
patterns in the lepton sector is non-Abelian discrete flavor symmetries, which have been
extensively studied in the past few decades. However, the small mixing structure in the
quark sector does not seem to support non-Abelian discrete symmetries, and attempts to
explain both sectors with discrete flavor symmetries are rather challenging. In this article,
we will focus only on the lepton sector and try to see if we can probe such models with the
neutrino oscillation experiments rather than attempting to address the unified solution to the
flavor problem. The discrete symmetry approach to lepton flavor has two main features: (i) it
predicts certain values of the neutrino oscillation parameters, and (ii) it establishes algebraic
relationships between some of the mixing parameters. These relationships are known as
lepton (or neutrino) mixing sum rules and have been illustrated in various references [1,
2]. However, in this article, we try to elucidate the theoretical frameworks based on A4

modular discrete symmetry group utilizing certain seesaw mechanisms. The most popular
seesaw mechanisms used to generate the light neutrino masses as well as definite flavor
structure in the neutrino sector are: type-I [3–6], which incorporates three singlet right-
handed heavy neutrinos, type-II, with the inclusion of a scalar triplet [7–12], and type-III
[13–18], where a fermion triplet is added to the SM particle content. In these approaches,
the masses of the new heavy particles are rather heavy and are beyond the access of the
present or future experiments. Many other alternative approaches were proposed, e.g., linear
seesaw [19–21], inverse seesaw [22–30], where the new physics scale responsible for neutrino
mass generation can be brought down to TeV scale, at the expense of the inclusion of new
additional fermion fields (Si), which are SM singlets. Another interesting idea that has
received a lot of attention in recent times is the application of modular symmetry [31–34],
where the usage of excess flavon fields can naturally be avoided. In this case, the Yukawa
couplings, which are holomorphic functions of modulus τ , perform the role of flavons. Here τ
is a complex variable that appears in the Dedekind eta function η(τ) [35]. When this modulus
acquires the vacuum expectation value (VEV), it breaks the flavor symmetry. There exist
plentiful works in the literature based on modular groups S3 [36, 37], S4 [38–41], A4 [42–62],
A5 [63, 64], double covering of A4 [65–68], S4 [69, 70] and A5 [71–73]. These modular groups
are quite successful in accommodating the observed neutrino oscillation parameters.

Due to the predictive features of modular symmetry group-based models, they can be
probed in the forthcoming neutrino oscillation experiments. In this paper, we consider three
such models and study their viability in the upcoming neutrino experiments T2HK [74],
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DUNE [75] and JUNO [76]. The experiments T2HK and DUNE are the future accelerator-
based long-baseline experiments, whereas JUNO is the medium baseline reactor experiment
which is expected to start taking data in early 2024. The experiments T2HK and DUNE
are expected to precisely measure the leptonic CP phase δCP as well as the octant of the
atmospheric mixing angle θ23. The experiment JUNO will further improve the measurement
of θ12. It is also expected that DUNE and JUNO experiments will determine the true nature
of neutrino mass ordering. Also, T2HK will determine mass ordering at good significance by
combining beam and atmospheric data. Currently, two orderings of the neutrino masses are
allowed based on the sign of the atmospheric mass squared difference ∆m2

31. The positive
sign of ∆m2

31 gives rise to normal mass ordering, whereas the negative sign of the ∆m2
31 gives

rise to inverted mass ordering. The rest of the parameters i.e., θ13 and ∆m2
21 are currently

very well measured [77]. Here it should be mentioned that the current measurements of θ23

and δCP are very weak. Due to this, a large number of models are currently allowed, which
predict a wide range of values regarding these two parameters. However, with the future
measurements of these parameters by T2HK and DUNE, we expect to rule out many such
models. One way to test these models in the neutrino experiments is to use the sum rules
which connects the model parameters to the leptonic mixing parameters [78–82]. However,
for the models that we consider in our study, it is not possible to derive the sum rules. In
this case we numerically calculate the predicted values of the leptonic mixing parameters
from these models and use them as an input while studying these models in the neutrino
experiments. To the best of our knowledge this is the first work of this kind. In our work,
we choose three different models in such a way that their prediction of θ23 and δCP are very
different from each other, but still, they are allowed because of the current wide allowed
ranges of these two parameters. Therefore, the main motivation of our work is to see how
well future neutrino experiments will be able to constrain these models. Among these three
models, we find that one of the models predicts a very narrow range of θ12. This provides
us an opportunity to constrain this model using JUNO. In addition, we also notice that
two of the models have partially common allowed parameter space in terms of values of θ23

and δCP. In our work, we study the capability of DUNE and T2HK to separate these two
models.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we provide an overview of the
theoretical framework for the three models borrowed from the original work as cited in
respective subsections IIA, II B and IIC. Further, in sec. III, we demonstrate the allowed
parameter space in terms of all six neutrino oscillation parameters for these three models
illustrated in IIIA, III B and III C respectively. In Sec. IV, we highlight the features and
characteristics of T2HK and DUNE, which we use in our analysis. In Sec. V, we present our
results, and finally, in Sec. VI, we pen down our ascertainment in conclusion.
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II. MODEL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we present an overview of the models employed in our analysis, which are
based on modular symmetry. Specifically, we focus on the utilization of A4 modular symme-
try to preserve the invariance of the superpotential. Our models incorporate different seesaw
mechanisms to account for the tiny masses of neutrinos. Here, we provide a description of
these seesaw models, including the particle content, charges, and modular weights under A4

modular symmetry.

A. Linear Seesaw mechanism with A4 Modular symmetry

The model considered here, which we referred to as Model-A, involves the extension of
the Standard Model with an additional discrete A4 modular symmetry. Broadly, it can be
considered a modified version of a type-I seesaw that follows the flavor structure of a linear
seesaw. To enrich the particle spectrum, six extra singlet heavy superfields (NRi

& SLi
) along

with a weighton field (ρa) are introduced. The extra super-multiplets NRi
and SLi

transform
as triplets under the A4 modular group, while ρa transforms as a singlet. However, the
modular Yukawa couplings are also charged under A4 symmetry being a triplet with modular
weight kI = 2. The modular symmetry restricts the use of excessive flavon fields, which
would otherwise overpopulate the particle spectrum and reduce the model’s predictability
when working in BSM. This is achievable because the Yukawa couplings acquire a modular
form and take on the role of extra flavon fields and is applicable to subsequent models
discussed in this work. The particle spectrum clubbed with modular Yukawa couplings
of the model and their group charges under various symmetries, along with their modular
weights, are depicted in Table I. Generally, the linear seesaw framework can be realized by
assigning suitable charges under different groups to the comprising particles.

Additionally, the model has an additional U(1)X global symmetry as outlined in the
original paper [83], enforced to eliminate certain undesirable terms in the superpotential.
The A4 symmetry is believed to be broken at a scale much higher than the electroweak
symmetry breaking [84]. The masses of the additional superfields are generated by assigning
a non-zero vacuum expectation value to the singlet weighton.

The invariant super-potential in the present model framework is represented as:

W = y℘℘` L℘L
Hd ℘

c
R +GDL℘L

Hu (Y NR)1,1′′,1′ +G′D [L℘L
Hu (Y ScL)1,1′,1′′ ]

ρ3
a

Λ3
a

+ [αNSY (ScLNR)sym + βNSY (ScLNR)Anti−sym]ρa , (1)

where, GD = diag(αD, βD, γD) and G′D = diag(α′D, β
′
D, γ

′
D) being the diagonal matrices

containing six free parameters, αNS and βNS are other free parameters involved in the super-
potential and ℘ = (e, µ, τ) corresponding to the lepton flavors and Λa is the cut-off scale.
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Fermions Scalars Yukawa couplings

Fields ecR µcR τ cR L℘L NR ScL Hu,d ρa Y = (y1, y2, y3)

SU(2)L 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 −
U(1)Y 1 1 1 −1

2 0 0 1
2 ,−1

2 0 −
U(1)X 1 1 1 −1 1 −2 0 1 −
A4 1 1′ 1′′ 1, 1′′, 1′ 3 3 1 1 3

kI 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 0 0 2

TABLE I: Particle content and modular Yukawa couplings of the model and their charges
under SU(2)L × U(1)Y × U(1)X × A4 where kI is the number of modular weight.

Depending upon the charge assignment to left-handed (LH) and right-handed (RH)
charged leptons, which are singlets under A4, the charged lepton mass matrix obtained
from the first term in Eq.(1), is found to be diagonal, and the couplings can be adjusted to
achieve the observed charged lepton masses. The mass matrix takes the form

M` =

yee` vd/
√

2 0 0

0 yµµ` vd/
√

2 0

0 0 yττ` vd/
√

2

 =

me 0 0

0 mµ 0

0 0 mτ

 . (2)

Here, me, mµ, and mτ are the observed charged lepton masses. Further, in Eq.(1) the second
term involves NRi

, which being an A4 triplet, its contraction happens with triplet modular
Yukawa coupling Y , hence resulting the Dirac neutrino mass matrix shown below

MD =
vu√

2

 αD 0 0

0 βD 0

0 0 γD


 y1 y3 y2

y2 y1 y3

y3 y2 y1


LR

. (3)

Similarly, the flavor structure for the pseudo-Dirac term is due to the contraction of A4

triplet SLi
with modular Yukawa coupling Y , and its mass matrix takes the form,

MLS =
vu√

2

(
vρa√
2Λa

)3

 α′D 0 0

0 β′D 0

0 0 γ′D


 y1 y3 y2

y2 y1 y3

y3 y2 y1


LR

, (4)

where, vu, vd and vρa are the VEV ofHu, Hd and ρa respectively. Finally, the mixing between
the heavy fermions NRi

and SLi
results in a mass matrix consisting of both symmetric and

anti-symmetric matrices with αNS � βNS as given below,

MRS =
vρa√

2

αNS
3

 2y1 −y3 −y2

−y3 2y2 −y1

−y2 −y1 2y3


sym

+ βNS

 0 y3 −y2

−y3 0 y1

y2 −y1 0


asym

 . (5)
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The linear seesaw is a modified form of type-I seesaw, and the mass formula for light
neutrinos in this framework is given by

mν = −MDM
−1
RSM

T
LS + transpose . (6)

B. Type-I seesaw without any flavon fields

Here, we consider another model based on the A4 modular symmetry proposed by Feruglio
[33] identified as Model-B. In this model, the Higgs1 and lepton super-fields undergo specific
transformations, which are detailed in Table II. This model is free from extra flavon fields
and only includes three right-handed (RH) neutrinos.

Fermions Scalars Yukawa couplings

Fields Ec1R Ec2R Ec3R L N c
R Hu,d Y = (y1, y2, y3)

SU(2)L 1 1 1 2 1 2 −
U(1)Y 1 1 1 −1

2 0 1
2 ,−1

2 −
A4 1 1′′ 1′ 3 3 1 3

kI 1 1 1 1 1 0 2

TABLE II: Particle content and Yukawa couplings under SU(2)L × U(1)Y × A4 modular
symmetry, where, kI being the modular weight.

The super-potential of the model can be expressed as

W = we + wν , (7)

with we = αlE
c
1Hd(LY )1 + βlE

c
2Hd(LY )1′ + γlE

c
3Hd(LY )1′′ , (8)

and wν = g(N c
RHuLY )1 + Λb(N

c
RN

c
RY )1 , (9)

where, g, αl, βl, γl are the free parameters and Λb is the cut-off mass parameter. The mass ma-
trix for the charged lepton sector is a non-diagonal matrix because the left and right-handed
charged leptons are triplets and singlets, and, due to the product rule of A4 symmetry, they
attain a form given below.

ML =
vd√

2

αly1 αly3 αly2

βly2 βly1 βly3

γly3 γly2 γly1

 , (10)

1 The super-multiplet’s (i.e., Hu & Hd) VEV are related to SM Higgs VEV by the relation vH = 1
2

√
v2u + v2d,

and tanβ = (vu/vd).
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where vd is the VEV of Hd, and the free parameters can be determined by using the below
identities:

Det(MLM
†
L) = m2

em
2
µm

2
τ ,

Tr(MLM
†
L) = m2

e +m2
µ +m2

τ ,

1

2

(
[Tr(MLM

†
L)]2 − [Tr(MLM

†
L)2]
)

= m2
em

2
µ +m2

µm
2
τ +m2

τm
2
e , (11)

where, me, mµ and mτ are the charged lepton masses [85]. Further, the Dirac mass matrix
emerges as given below due to contraction between LH lepton doublets, RH neutrinos, and
modular Yukawa couplings as they are A4 triplets.

MD =
vu√

2

 2g1y1 (−g1 + g2)y3 (−g1 − g2)y2

(−g1 − g2)y3 2g1y2 (−g1 + g2)y1

(−g1 + g2)y2 (−g1 − g2)y1 2g1y3

 . (12)

where, vu is the VEV of Hu. Finally, the Majorana mass matrix for heavy right-handed
neutrinos obtained from the second term of eqn.(9), expressed as

MR =

2y1 −y3 −y2

−y3 2y2 −y1

−y2 −y1 2y3

Λb . (13)

As it is a type-I seesaw mechanism hence, the light neutrino mass formula is given by

mν = −MDM
−1
R MT

D . (14)

C. Type-III seesaw

Fermions Scalars Yukawa couplings

Fields Ec1R Ec2R Ec3R L Σc
Ri

Hu,d ρc Y = (y1, y2, y3)

SU(2)L 1 1 1 2 3 2 1 −
U(1)Y 1 1 1 −1

2 0 1
2 ,−1

2 0 −
U(1)B−L 1 1 1 −1 1 0 −2 −

A4 1 1′ 1′′ 1, 1′′, 1′ 3 1 1 3

kI 0 0 0 0 −2 0 2 2

TABLE III: Particle content and Yukawa couplings of the type-III seesaw and their
charges under SU(2)L × U(1)Y × U(1)B−L × A4, and kI is the modular weight.

The model considered here, referred to as Model-C, employs a type-III seesaw mechanism
with A4 modular symmetry and U(1)B−L symmetry in addition to SM symmetries. The
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model comprises BSM particles, i.e., three right-handed fermion triplets (ΣRi
) and weighton

(ρc). Hence, A4 symmetry and U(1)B−L symmetries are broken at a significantly high scale
than the electroweak symmetry-breaking scale. Table (III) provides the A4 charges and
modular weights for the added particles with elaborated discussion present in original work
[86]. The purpose of incorporating extra U(1)B−L symmetry is to avoid undesirable terms
in the superpotential, which cannot be prevented by A4 modular symmetry alone. The
non-zero VEV of the singlet weighton aids in providing mass to the heavy RH neutrinos.
The complete superpotential of the model is given as

W = −yijEc
Ri
HdLj − (αΣ)ij

[
HuΣ

c
Ri

√
2YLj

]
−M

′
Σ

2

(
βΣTr

[
Σc

Ri
YΣc

Ri

]
s
+ γ′ΣTr

[
Σc

Ri
YΣc

Ri

]
a

) ρc
Λc

, (15)

where, αΣ = diag (a1, a2, a3), βΣ = diag (b1, b2, b3) and γ′Σ = diag(γ1, γ2, γ3) representing
free parameter diagonal matrices, with M ′

Σ as the free mass parameter and Λc is the cut-off
scale with the charged lepton mass matrix being diagonal, similar to, as depicted in Model-
A. The interaction between the neutral multiplet of a fermion triplet and the LH neutrino
leads to the Dirac mass term, which determines the Dirac mass matrix:

MD = vu

 a1 0 0

0 a2 0

0 0 a3


 y1 y3 y2

y2 y1 y3

y3 y2 y1

 , (16)

where, vu is the VEV of Hu and the Majorana mass matrix is given as,

MR =
vρc

Λc

√
2

(
M ′

Σ

2

)βΣ

3

 2y1 −y3 −y2

−y3 2y2 −y1

−y2 −y1 2y3


sym

+ γ′Σ

 0 y3 −y2

−y3 0 y1

y2 −y1 0


asym

 , (17)

where, vρc is the VEV of ρc. The mass matrix for active neutrinos within the type-III seesaw
framework is expressed as follows:

mν = −MDM
−1
R MT

D . (18)

III. PREDICTION OF THE LEPTONIC MIXING PARAMETERS FROM THE

MODELS

This section is accentuated for discussing the results obtained for three different models
whose theoretical frameworks are aforementioned in Sec. II. In order to conduct numerical
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Osc. Parameters sin2 θ12 sin2 θ23 sin2 θ13 ∆m2
21 [eV2] |∆m2

31 |[eV2] δCP

Nu-Fit (NH) 0.303 0.451 0.02225 7.41 ×10−5 2.507 ×10−3 232◦

Nu-Fit (IH) 0.303 0.569 0.02223 7.41 ×10−5 2.486 ×10−3 276◦

Model-A 0.315 0.428 0.02343 7.65 ×10−5 2.502 ×10−3 45.30◦

Model-B 0.340 0.452 0.02138 7.73 ×10−5 2.474 ×10−3 0◦

Model-C 0.308 0.469 0.02169 7.17 ×10−5 2.461 ×10−3 213.18◦

TABLE IV: In the above table, we elucidate the best-fit value for the oscillation
parameters (i.e., mixing angles sin2 θ12, sin

2 θ23 & sin2 θ13 and mass squared differences
(∆m2

21 and ∆m2
31) and δCP phase.)

analysis, we are utilizing the NuFIT neutrino oscillation data from [77, 87] at a 3σ interval
as follows:

NO : sin2 θ13 = [0.02052, 0.02398], sin2 θ23 = [0.408, 0.603], sin2 θ12 = [0.270, 0.341],

∆m2
31 = [2.427, 2.59]× 10−3 eV2, ∆m2

21 = [6.82, 8.03]× 10−5 eV2, (19)

IO : sin2 θ13 = [0.02048, 0.02416], sin2 θ23 = [0.412, 0.613], sin2 θ12 = [0.270, 0.341],

|∆m2
31| = [2.406, 2.57]× 10−3 eV2, ∆m2

21 = [6.82, 8.03]× 10−5 eV2. (20)

Here, we numerically diagonalize the neutrino mass matrices for each model through the
relation U †MU = diag(m2

1, m
2
2, m

2
3), whereM = mνm

†
ν and U is a unitary matrix2 from

which the neutrino mixing angles can be extracted using the standard relations:

sin2 θ13 = |U13|2, sin2 θ23 =
|U23|2

1− |U13|2
, sin2 θ12 =

|U12|2
1− |U13|2

. (21)

The input parameters are randomly scanned over for each model individually, and pre-
sented in Tables V, VI and VII for Model-A, Model-B, and Model-C, respectively. The
parameter space for the allowed regions is initially filtered by the observed 3σ limit of solar
and atmospheric mass squared differences and further constrained by mixing angles and
the observed sum of active neutrino masses 0.058 ≤ Σmνi ≤ 0.12 eV [89, 90] (i=1,2,3), for
Model-A and Model-C as these models satisfy normal hierarchy and 0.098 ≤ Σmνi ≤ 0.12 eV

[91] for Model-B, which follows the inverted hierarchy. The best-fit values of the input pa-
rameters are obtained by utilizing the chi-square minimization technique and the general
chi-square formula [92, 93],

χ2 =
∑
i

(
Ti(z)− Ei

σi

)2

, (22)

2 For non-diagonal charged lepton sector the lepton mixing matrix is given as U ′ = U†l U , where, Ul matrix

diagonalizes the charged lepton mass matrix [88].
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where Ei is the experimentally observed best-fit value of oscillation parameters from Nu-
FIT and Ti(z) is the theoretical prediction for the corresponding oscillation parameter as a
function of z, where z indicates input parameters in the model, while σi is the 1σ errors in
Ei.

By examining the values of the input parameters within their respective ranges, we cal-
culate the χ2 for all available observables in the neutrino sector, which include two mass-
squared differences, three mixing angles, and CP phase (δCP). These calculations yield a
cumulative χ2 minimum, which we use to determine the values of the free parameters that
correspond to the minimum, also known as the best-fit values. By employing these best-
fit values of the input parameters, we can refine the ranges for each model parameter by
aligning them closely around these values. By adopting this approach, we can generate
model predictions by placing emphasis on the parameter value that is most likely. Next, we
highlight the nitty-gritty of the model parameter space for each case below.

A. Model-A

To fit the current neutrino oscillation data, we chose the ranges for the model parameters
as shown in Table V,

Parameter Range Parameter range

Re[τ ] [−0.5, 0.5] β′D [6.0− 9.9]×10−3

Im[τ ] [1.2, 1.8] γ′D [3.2− 8.3]×10−3

αD [6.7− 9.7]×10−6 αNS [0.1− 0.24]

βD [4.4− 4.8]×10−6 βNS [1− 2.2]×10−5

γD [5.2− 8.8]×10−6 Λa [105, 106] GeV

α′D [2.3− 6.3]×10−3 vρa [104, 105] GeV

TABLE V: Model parameters ranges for Model-A

The prediction of the leptonic mixing parameters for Model-A is shown in the top row of
Fig. 1. From the panels, we see that the model allows all the values of the parameters θ12,
θ13, θ23, ∆m2

21 and ∆m2
31 within the current 3σ values of their global fit except δCP. The

allowed values of δCP lies within the range of 0◦ ≤ δCP < 89◦. As the T2HK and DUNE will
be able to measure δCP very precisely, this model can be constrained in the future based on
the data from these two experiments. The best-fit values of the oscillation parameters as
obtained from this model are listed in the third row of Table IV.
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B. Model-B

Similarly, we showcase the model parameter space in Table VI, which satisfies the neu-
trino experimental data. The prediction of this model in terms of the neutrino oscillation

Re(τ) Im(τ) g1 g2 Λb [GeV]

[−0.1, 0.1] [1.5, 2.0] [1, 3]×10−5 [2, 5]×10−5 [106, 107]

TABLE VI: Ranges required for input parameters in Model-B

parameters is shown in the middle row of Fig. 1. For this model, the parameters θ13 and
∆m2

21 are unconstrained. For ∆m2
31 this model disallows a small region around the lower

edge of the 3σ bound for this parameter, i.e., |∆m2
31| < 2.43× 10−3. This model allows only

δCP = 0◦. Additionally, this model predicts lower octant of θ23, i.e., sin2 θ23 < 0.459 and also
a narrow range of θ12 with sin2 θ12 around 0.34 which lies in the upper edge of the current
3σ according to NuFIT. Therefore, this model can be constrained by all three experiments
that we consider in this present study. The prediction of θ23 and δCP can be constrained by
DUNE and T2HK, whereas the prediction of θ12 can be constrained by JUNO. Note that
the allowed region of Model-B is basically a part of the allowed parameter space of Model-A
in terms of parameter θ23 and δCP. Therefore it will be interesting to see the capability of
DUNE and T2HK to distinguish these two models. The best-fit values of the oscillation
parameters as obtained from this model are listed in the fourth row of Table IV.

Here it should be mentioned that Model-A is allowed for normal ordering of the neutrino
masses, whereas Model-B is allowed for the inverted ordering. Therefore, once the true mass
ordering of the neutrinos is determined, one of these models will be excluded immediately.
However, in this study, we assume that both the mass ordering of the neutrinos are allowed,
and we will study the distinguishability of these two models in DUNE and T2HK based on
their prediction of the leptonic mixing parameters.

C. Model-C

Finally, the parameter space for Model-C, satisfying the ranges of the neutrino experi-
mental bounds, is depicted in Table VII.

The parameter prediction of Model-C is shown in the bottom row of Fig. 1. From the
panels, we see that all the parameters except δCP are unconstrained in this model. However,
there exists a correlation between θ13 and ∆m2

31 as certain combinations of these parameters
are not allowed. The allowed values of δCP for this model lies in the range of 162◦ <

δCP < 256◦. As the δCP values allowed from this model are very disjoint from the other
two models, this model can be easily differentiated from them. The best-fit values of the
oscillation parameters as obtained from this model are listed in the fifth column of Table IV.

11



Parameter Range Parameter range

Re[τ ] [−0.5, 0.5] b2 [0.8− 8]×10−1

Im[τ ] [0.75, 2] b3 [1− 7]×10−3

a1 [5− 10]×10−7 γΣ [0.1, 1]×10−9

a2 [4.5− 10]×10−6 M ′Σ [107, 108] GeV

a3 [0.5− 5]×10−7 Λc [107, 108] GeV

b1 [0.7− 5]×10−2 vρc [106, 107] GeV

TABLE VII: Ranges required for free parameters in Model-C

IV. EXPERIMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS

To simulate the experiments T2HK, DUNE and JUNO, we use the software GLoBES
[94, 95]. Below we describe the specification of these experiments that we use in our calcu-
lation.

DUNE (Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment) is a future accelerator-based long-
baseline experiment that features a 1284.9 km baseline with the line-averaged Earth-matter
constant density 2.84 g/cm3 and a 40 kton liquid Argon time projection chamber as far
detector. The neutrino source for this experiment can provide 1.1× 1021 protons on target
(POT) per year with a beam power of 1.2 MW. In this case, the flux will be an on-axis
wide-band flux. Our estimation of the physics capabilities of this set-up is based on assum-
ing 5 years of neutrino run and 5 years of anti-neutrino run. The specifications regarding
backgrounds, systematic errors, etc., are taken from [96].

T2HK (Tokai-to-Hyper-Kamiokande) is another upcoming long baseline experiment with
baseline length of 295 km and is off-axial by 2.5◦, producing a very narrow beam. For
T2HK, we have used the configuration provided in Ref. [74]. The neutrino source, stationed
at J-PARC, will operate at a beam power of 1.3 MW and will have a total exposure of
27 × 1021 protons on target (POT), equivalent to ten years of operation. The 10 years of
runtime has been divided into two equal periods of five years each, one for neutrino and the
other for antineutrino mode. The averaged Earth matter density for this baseline is around
2.70 g/cm3, and the detector technology will be water Cherenkov having a fiducial volume
of 374 kt.

For JUNO, we follow the configuration as given in Ref. [76]. We consider a liquid scin-
tillator detector having 20 kton fiducial mass located at a distance of around 53 km from
Yangjiang and Taishan nuclear power plants. We have considered the energy resolution
of 3%/

√
E (MeV). In this analysis, we consider all the reactor cores located at the same
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FIG. 1: The panels 1a, 1d and 1g illustrate the correlation of sin2 θ23 w.r.t δCP phase for
Model-A, B and C, respectively and 1b, 1e and 1h (1c, 1f and 1i) project the

inter-dependence of ∆m2
21 (∆m2

31) w.r.t to sin2 θ12 (sin2 θ13) for Model-A, B and C
respectively. Here the vertical and horizontal gridlines show the 3σ range of the

corresponding oscillation parameters. Also, the NuFIT and model best-fit is shown by a
red and blue dot, respectively.
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distance from the detector. We consider the run-time to be 6 years.

V. RESULTS

In this section, we will present our results. First, we study the capability of T2HK,
DUNE, and JUNO to constrain the three models that we discussed above with respect to
the current data. Then we study the capability of these experiments to differentiate one
model from another.

We will present our results in terms of χ2 analysis. We define the Poisson χ2 as:

χ2 = 2
∑
j

[
N th
j −N true

j −N true
j ln

(
N th
j

N true
j

)]
, (23)

where j is the number of energy bins, N th
j is the number of events in the test spectrum and

N true
j is the number of events in the true spectrum.
To test the models against the current values of oscillation parameters, we take the current

values of the oscillation parameters in the true and the values of the oscillation parameters
predicted from the models in the test. For each set of true parameters, we minimize the χ2

with respect to all sets of predicted parameters. We find the minimum χ2 i.e., χ2
min for all sets

of true parameters and calculate ∆χ2 as χ2 − χ2
min. As, Model-A and Model-C are allowed

for the normal ordering of the neutrino masses, for these models, we use the true values from
NuFIT corresponding to normal ordering in the neutrino masses. However, for Model-B, we
use the NuFIT values corresponding to the inverted ordering of the neutrino masses. The
best-fit values from NuFIT for both normal and inverted ordering of the neutrino masses
are listed in the first and second row of Table IV.

These results are presented in Fig. 2. The first row is for Model-A, the second row is
for Model-B, and the third row is for Model-C. For all three models, we have presented the
sensitivity in the θ23 (true) - δCP (true) plane for DUNE and T2HK. In those panels, we
have shown the allowed regions corresponding to 3σ (blue curve) and 5σ C.L (brown curve).
The best-fit values of θ23 and δCP for these allowed regions are indicated by a red asterisk.
Additionally, in these panels, the current 1σ and 2σ allowed regions from NuFIT are shown
in the orange and purple-shaded regions, respectively. The best-fit values from the NuFIT
is shown by the black asterisk. Assuming the current best-fit values of θ23 and δCP remain
the same in future, DUNE and T2HK will measure these values very precisely. The yellow
shaded and the cyan shaded region show the allowed region from DUNE and T2HK at 3σ

C.L, respectively, with respect to the current best-fit value of θ23 and δCP. Therefore, the
yellow and cyan regions show how much the orange and the purple region will shrink in the
future by the measurements of DUNE and T2HK. In the next paragraph, we will discuss
the capability of T2HK and DUNE to exclude these models, assuming the current best-fit

14



0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
δCP(True)[◦]

40

45

50

θ 2
3(

Tr
ue

)[
◦ ]

DUNE

(a)

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
δCP(True)[◦]

40

45

50

θ 2
3(

Tr
ue

)[
◦ ]

T2HK

(b)

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
δCP(True)[◦]

40

45

50

θ 2
3(

Tr
ue

)[
◦ ]

DUNE

(c)

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
δCP(True)[◦]

40

45

50

θ 2
3(

Tr
ue

)[
◦ ]

T2HK

(d)

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
δCP(True)[◦]

40

45

50

θ 2
3(

Tr
ue

)[
◦ ]

DUNE

(e)

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
δCP(True)[◦]

40

45

50

θ 2
3(

Tr
ue

)[
◦ ]

T2HK

(f)

3  contour from DUNE
3  contour from T2HK
2  contour from NuFIT
1  contour from NuFIT
3  contour from model
5  contour from model

FIG. 2: Panels representing the sensitivity of DUNE and T2HK in θ23 (true) - δCP (true)
plane. Panel 2a, 2c and 2e represent the compatibility of Model-A, B, and C with DUNE,
respectively, while panel 2b, 2d and 2f represent the compatibility of the same models with

T2HK. The black and red asterisks correspond to the NuFIT and model best-fit,
respectively.
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values remain the same in the future and they are measured by T2HK and DUNE. Or in
other words, we will compare the allowed regions given by the blue and brown curves with
respect to the yellow region for DUNE and the cyan region for T2HK.

From this figure, in general, we see that the allowed regions for all three models are more
constrained in T2HK as compared to DUNE. This is probably because of the large statistics
of T2HK, which arises due to its shorter baseline as compared to DUNE. For Model-A, we
see that the 5σ allowed region is well separated from the 3σ allowed region for T2HK, but for
DUNE, they are consistent. However, the 3σ C.L. region of Model-A will not be compatible
with the 3σ allowed region of DUNE. For Model-B, the 5σ allowed region will not overlap
with the 3σ allowed region of both T2HK and DUNE if the future best-fit values of θ23 and
δCP remain same as the current best-fit value. Further, it will be difficult for both T2HK
and DUNE to exclude Model-C as, in this case, the 5σ allowed region of this model remains
consistent with the 3σ C.L. allowed regions of T2HK and DUNE. However, the 3σ allowed
region of Model-C is incompatible with the 3σ allowed region of T2HK.

0.25 0.26 0.27 0.28 0.29 0.30 0.31 0.32 0.33 0.34
sin2 12
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JUNO

Sensitivity of JUNO
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FIG. 3: Figure illustrating the sensitivity of JUNO to constrain Model-B. The green solid
curve shows the future precision of θ12 with respect to the current best fit of this

parameter. The red solid curve represents allowed values of θ12 by JUNO for Model-B.

In the previous section, we have seen that Model-B predicts a very narrow range of θ12,
and this gives us an opportunity to constrain this model from the future data of JUNO. In
Fig. 3, we have shown the capability of JUNO to constrain this model (red curve). In this
figure, the green curve shows the sensitivity of JUNO to constrain the parameter θ12, given
its best-fit remains at the current best-fit value in the future. From this figure, we observe
that the future allowed values of θ12 by JUNO are very much separated from the allowed
values of θ12 by Model-B. Therefore, JUNO alone will be able to exclude this model at an
extremely high confidence level.

Now let us discuss the capability of DUNE and T2HK to separate one model from another.
In the previous section, we have seen that Model-A and Model-B have some common allowed
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FIG. 4: The blue (brown) shaded regions in the panels represent the 3σ (5σ) allowed
regions of Model-A, while the green region corresponds to the parameter space for which
Model-B cannot be separated from Model-A at 3σ C.L. The left panel is for DUNE and

the right panel is for T2HK.

parameter space in terms of θ23 and δCP. However, the allowed region of Model-C in θ23

- δCP parameter space is disjoint with respect to Model-A and Model-B. This implies that
Model-C can be easily separated from Model-A and Model-B in DUNE and T2HK, whereas
these experiments will have confusion to separate Model-A from Model-B. We have shown
this in Fig. 4. The left panel is for DUNE, and the right panel is for T2HK. To generate
this figure, we have taken Model-A in the true spectrum of the χ2 and Model-B in the test
spectrum. For each set of true parameters for Model-A, we have minimized over all sets of
test parameters from Model-B and presented the results in the δCP (true) - θ23 (true) plane
for Model-A. Here also, we have subtracted the overall χ2

min from each χ2 to calculate the
∆χ2. This ∆χ2 is represented in these panels as green allowed regions at 3σ C.L. In these
panels, blue and brown regions are the allowed region for Model-A at 3σ C.L and 5σ C.L.,
respectively. Therefore, we understand that in the green region, DUNE, and T2HK will not
be capable of separating Model-A from Model-B. However, in the rest of the blue and brown
regions, DUNE and T2HK will be able to distinguish between Model-A and Model-B. Here
also, we see that the confusion between Model-A and Model-B will be more prominent in
DUNE as compared to T2HK.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper explores the potential of upcoming neutrino experiments to constrain a series
of theoretical models that utilize modular symmetry. Here, we make use of A4 modular
symmetry, which is favorable in eliminating the excess usage of flavon fields. In lieu of tra-
ditional flavon fields, the model incorporated modular Yukawa couplings that transformed
non-trivially under a modular A4 group, resulting in a unique flavor structure of the neu-
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trino mass matrix and facilitating the study of neutrino phenomenology. The models under
scrutiny are linear seesaw identified as Model-A and involves three right-handed (RH) (NR)
and three left-handed (LH) sterile (SL) superfields and a weighton (ρa); Model-B is a type-I
seesaw utilizing three RH (NR) without any flavons, and Model-C is a type-III seesaw in-
volving fermion triplets superfields (ΣR) and a weighton (ρc) in supersymmetric context.
These models based on modular symmetry can predict the values of the leptonic mixing
parameters, and therefore, there is an opportunity to probe these models in the neutrino
oscillation experiments.

We choose our models in such a way that their predictions of the neutrino oscillation
parameters are different from each other, but these models are allowed within the currently
allowed ranges of these parameters. Among the three models, Model-A and Model-C are
allowed for the normal ordering of the neutrino masses, whereas Model-B is allowed for the
inverted ordering of the neutrino masses. For our analysis, we have considered the future
accelerator-based neutrino experiments T2HK and DUNE and also the medium-baseline
reactor experiment JUNO. The experiments T2HK and DUNE are expected to measure
the parameters θ23 and δCP with excellent precision, whereas JUNO will provide the most
stringent measurement of θ12. As the three models that we consider in our study provide
narrow ranges of the oscillation parameters θ23, θ12 and δCP, the experiments T2HK, DUNE
and JUNO will have the capability to constrain these models in future. Apart from that, it
is also expected that DUNE, T2HK and JUNO will discover the true nature of the neutrino
mass ordering. Note that once the true mass ordering of the neutrino masses is determined,
either Model-A and Model-C or Model-B can be excluded immediately. However, in this
work, we will assume that neutrino mass ordering will be unknown, and we will study these
models in future neutrino experiments based on their prediction of the neutrino oscillation
parameters. For our models, it is not possible to define the sum rules which relate the
model parameters to the leptonic mixing parameters. Therefore we adopted the strategy to
estimate the prediction of the models numerically and then used them as input for studying
these models in the neutrino experiments.

Among the three models that we consider in our study, Model-A predicts the values of
δCP to lie in the range of 0◦ ≤ δCP < 89◦. Model-B allows only δCP = 0◦ and predicts lower
octant of θ23 in the region sin2 θ23 < 0.459. It also predicts a narrow range of θ12 with sin2 θ12

around 0.34. The allowed values of δCP for Model-C lie in the range of 162◦ < δCP < 256◦.
When studying these models in the neutrino experiments, we find that capability of T2HK
to constrain the models is better as compared to DUNE. Assuming the future best-fit of
θ23 and δCP remains the same as the current one, we noticed that T2HK could exclude
Model-A at more than 5σ C.L, but this model will be consistent with DUNE at 5σ C.L.
For Model-B, both T2HK, and DUNE will be capable of excluding this model at more than
5σ C.L. Model-C cannot be excluded by T2HK and DUNE at 5σ C.L. Further, our results
show that JUNO alone can exclude Model-B at an extremely high confidence level if the
future best-fit of θ12 remains at the current-one. As Model-A and Model-B have a common
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parameter space in terms of θ23 and δCP, we tried to see if these models can be distinguished
by T2HK and DUNE. We have identified the region in the θ23 - δCP parameter space for
which Model-A cannot be separated from Model-B in T2HK and DUNE.

In summary, our results demonstrated the capability of T2HK, DUNE, and JUNO to
constrain a set of theoretical models based on modular symmetry for which it is not possible
to have sum rules connecting the model parameters and the leptonic mixing parameters.
These results will have a significant impact in the future in terms of excluding theoretical
models in future experiments.
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Testing Bell inequalities and entanglement with di-boson final states

Luca Marzola
Laboratory of High Energy and Computational Physics, National Institute of Chemical Physics and

Biophysics, Rävala pst. 10, 10143 Tallinn, Estonia.

We explore the phenomenology of quantum entanglement at collider experiments by comput-
ing the polarization density matrix of processes yielding two massive gauge bosons. After
reviewing the formalism, we detail observables suitable to test the presence of entanglement
and quantum correlations in the di-boson system. The implied violation of Bell inequalities
can be observed with future data at the LHC in the decays of the Higgs boson to Z boson
pairs.

1 Quantum tomography

Quantum tomography is a technique that aims to provide full knowledge of a quantum state by
reconstructing the corresponding density matrix through suitable measurements. All quantities
of interest can then be straightforwardly computed by applying the machinery of the density
matrix formalism, including also observables that are not usually investigated in collider ex-
periments. An important example is provided by the entanglement content of the quantum
state under examination. Any interaction between two quantum systems, in fact, is bound to
yield quantum correlations that entangle these systems, thereby bearing effects measurable with
suitable quantum observables. Quantum correlations themselves can be subject to experimental
investigations, aiming in this case to establish the nature of the theory underlying the processes
we observe. Concerning this, John Bell showed in 1964 1 that the presence of quantum corre-
lations makes it possible to distinguish between quantum mechanics and alternative classical
theories proposing a local and deterministic description of Nature. The proof is encapsulated in
an inequality that the correlations computed within local deterministic theories must respect.
By evaluating the same correlations according to the rules of quantum mechanics, we find instead
that the inequality can be violated.

In the followinga we discuss some of the possibilities offered by quantum tomography at
collider experiments focusing mostly on ZZ states. Given that W and Z bosons have three
polarization modes each, we can regard these objects as quantum three-level systems – qutrits,
in short – and investigate correlations in the polarization space spanned by two qutrits originated
in an interaction.

2 Qutrits

The transition amplitude leading to the production of a massive gauge boson with polarization
λ ∈ {+1, 0,−1} and momentum p can be written as

M(λ, p) = Aµεµ∗λ (p) (1)

aDrawing from Refs. 2,3 prepared in collaboration with M. Fabbrichesi, R. Floreanini and E. Gabrielli.
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and the state |V µ〉 of the boson V is consequently determined as

|V ν〉 =
∑
λ

M(λ)ενλ. (2)

To construct the corresponding (covariant) density matrix we proceed as usual, obtaining

ρµν = −|V
µ〉〈V ν |
〈V µ|Vµ〉

(3)

after the normalization of the state vector and having inserted a factor of (-1) to account for the
signature (1, -1, -1, -1) of the Minkowski metric gµν . To obtain the polarization density matrix
we then move to polarization space by use of the mapping Pµνλλ′(p) = εµ∗λ (p) ενλ′(p) :

ρλλ′ = Pµνλλ′ ρµν . (4)

It follows from the orthonormality relation gµν ε
µ
λ(p) ενλ′(p) = −δλλ′ and Eqs. (1)-(4) that

ρλλ′ =
M(λ)M†(λ′)∑
λ′′M†(λ′′)M(λ′′)

=
AµA†νPµνλλ′∣∣M̄∣∣2 . (5)

In order to compute the polarization density matrix from the amplitude of the underlying process
we then need an expression for the mapping P. To this end, consider the explicit form of the
wave vector of our massive gauge boson

εµλ(p) = − 1√
2
|λ| (λnµ1 + i nµ2 ) +

(
1− |λ|

)
nµ3 , (6)

where the four-vectors ni = ni(p), i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, are obtained by boosting the linear polarization
vectors defined in the frame where the boson is at rest – their spatial components form a right-
handed system – to a frame where it has momentum p. With the above expression we find 4,5

Pµνλλ′(p) =
1

3

(
−gµν +

pµpν

m2
V

)
δλλ′ −

i

2mV
εµναβpαni β (Si)λλ′ −

1

2
nµi n

ν
j (Sij)λλ′ , (7)

where mV is the invariant mass of the vector boson V , εµναβ the permutation symbol (ε0123 = 1)
and Si, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, are the SU(2) generators in the spin-1 representation – the eigenvectors of
S3, corresponding to the eigenvalues λ ∈ {+1, 0,−1}, define the helicity basis. The spin matrix
combinations appearing in the last term are given by

Sij = SiSj + SjSi −
4

3
1 δij , (8)

with i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} and 1 being the 3× 3 unit matrix.

Eqs. (5) and (7) make it possible to compute the polarization density matrix for an ensemble
of V bosons produced in repeated reactions described by the amplitudeM. The formalism can be
straightforwardly extended to processes yielding a bipartite qutrit state formed by two massive
gauge bosons, V1 and V2. In this case we have

ρ =
AµνA†µ′ν′∣∣M̄∣∣2

[
Pµµ′(k1)⊗ Pνν′(k2)

]
, (9)

where k1 and k2 denote the momenta of the vector bosons in a given frame (the center of mass
frame in the following) and the tensor product, ⊗, operates in polarization space producing a
9× 9 polarization density matrix.



From the experimental side, information about the polarization of decaying W and Z bosons
is carried by the directions of the emitted charged leptons. The polarization density matrix of
the system of interest can then be reconstructed from collider data by analyzing the angular
distribution of the decay products of the massive gauge bosons, as illustrated in Refs. 6,2 for a
bipartite qutrit state. Alternatively, the density matrix can be obtained from measurements of
the helicity amplitudes of the underlying production process, as shown for instance in Ref. 3 for
a simple case in which the bipartite qutrit state is pure (Tr

(
ρ2
)

= 1).

3 Quantum observables

Before proceeding with the analysis, we detail the observables suitable to explore the entangle-
ment content of a system and to assess the possible violation of Bell inequalities.

3.1 Entanglement

The problem of quantifying the entanglement content of a quantum state is highly non-trivial 7.
In the simple case provided by bipartite pure states, the entropy of entanglement

E [ρ] = −Tr[ρA log ρA] = −Tr[ρB log ρB] (10)

provides a genuine entanglement measure. The reduced density matrices ρA = TrB(ρ) and
ρB = TrA(ρ) are obtained through the partial trace of the bipartite system density matrix ρ
over the degrees of freedom of the component subsystem B and A, respectively. The entropy
of entanglement then amounts to the von Neumann entropy of either subsystem and satisfies
0 ≤ E [ρ] ≤ ln 3 for a two-qutrit state. Vanishing values signal a separable state: a state with
no quantum correlations entwining its subsystems and, therefore, not entangled. The maximum
entropy value is achieved instead by states that are maximally entangled.

For bipartite systems which are not pure, or for mixed states, we can only rely on entangle-
ment witnesses meant to provide conditions sufficient to establish the presence of entanglement.
To see an example, consider a bipartite pure state |Ψ〉 with components A and B. Its concurrence
is defined as 8

C[|Ψ〉] =
√

2
(
1− Tr

[
(ρr)2

])
, r ∈ {A,B}, (11)

and vanishes if and only if the state is separable. For a mixed state described on a basis of pure
states {|Ψi〉} by a density matrix ρ =

∑
i pi |Ψi〉〈Ψi|, with pi > 0 and

∑
i pi = 1, the definition

is generalized in its convex roof extension

C[ρ] = inf
{|Ψ〉}

∑
i

pi C[|Ψ〉], (12)

where the infimum is obtained by considering all the possible decompositions of ρ into different
sets of pure states. As the concurrence vanishes also for mixed states that are separable 9, the
quantity can serve as an entanglement detector. Unfortunately, the optimization problem posed
by Eq. (12) makes the computation of the concurrence so demanding that decent analytical
solutions are known only for the case of mixed bipartite two-level systems. Lower bounds on C
are more manageable, in particular 10 C2[ρ] ≤ (C[ρ])2 can be computed for a two-qutrit system
as

C2[ρ] = 2 max
(

0, Tr
[
ρ2
]
− Tr

[
(ρA)2

]
, Tr

[
ρ2
]
− Tr

[
(ρB)2

])
, (13)

where again ρA and ρB are the reduced density matrices of the qutrits. A non-vanishing value
of C2 implies a non-vanishing concurrence, thus witnessing the presence of entanglement in the
system.



3.2 Bell inequalities

To discriminate between quantum mechanics and alternative local deterministic theories, we use
an instance of the Bell inequality optimized for qutrits: the CGLMP inequality 11,12. The test
defines the observable

I3 = P (A1 = B1) + P (B1 = A2 + 1) + P (A2 = B2) + P (B2 = A1)

− P (A1 = B1 − 1)− P (A1 = B2)− P (A2 = B2 − 1)− P (B2 = A1 − 1) (14)

in terms of the probabilities P (Ai − Bj + k) that the outcomes (0, 1 or 2) of the operators
Â1,2 and B̂1,2, acting on the homonymous qutrits, differ by k modulo 3. For classical local
and deterministic theories it holds I3 ≤ 2. The bound can be instead violated if the above
probabilities are obtained through the rules of quantum mechanics

I3 = Tr[ρB], (15)

where the Bell operator B depends on the choice of operators used in the test. To maximize the
effect we use 13

B =



0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 − 2√

3
0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 − 2√
3

0 2 0 0

0 − 2√
3

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 − 2√
3

0 0 0 − 2√
3

0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − 2√
3

0

0 0 2 0 − 2√
3

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 − 2√
3

0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


(16)

and further optimize the observable by performing local unitary transformations B → (U ⊗V )† ·
B · (U ⊗ V ) independently for each of the considered kinematic configurations.

4 Qutrits at colliders

We begin by investigating entanglement and the prospects for detecting Bell inequalities violation
at colliders in the simple case given by di-boson production in Higgs boson decays.

4.1 A first example: H → ZZ∗

Consider a pair of Z bosons emitted in the resonant scattering pp → H → ZZ∗, where a star
denotes an off-shell particle. We treat the latter as an on-shell state with a mass reduced by
a factor f < 1: M∗Z = fMZ . The polarization density matrix obtained for this process with
Eq. (9) is that of a pure state: a coherent superposition of the m = 0 components belonging to
the J = 0, 1 and 2 multiplets formed by the polarizations of the two Z bosons. We can then
write

ρZZ∗ = |ΨZZ∗〉〈ΨZZ∗ | , |ΨZZ∗〉 =
1√

2 + κ2
[|+1〉 ⊗ |−1〉 − κ |0〉 ⊗ |0〉+ |−1〉 ⊗ |+1〉] (17)

where κ = 1 + [m2
H − (1 + f)2M2

Z ]/(2fM2
Z) and mH is the Higgs boson mass. Fig. (1) shows

the results obtained for the entropy of entanglement (10) and Bell inequality violation (15) as
functions of the virtual Z boson mass M∗Z . As we can see in the first panel, the entropy grows
with the parameter and it can be shown to reach the maximal allowed value (indicated by the
dashed line) at the kinematic threshold of the decay process, where the qutrits combine into a
singlet state (κ = 1). The falling behavior is due to the circular helicity components in (17)
being progressively suppressed as we let f → 0 (κ � 1). The second panel of Fig. (1) shows
instead that Bell inequalities are generally violated in the analyzed process (I3 > 2), confirming



Figure 1 – Entanglement content of the |ΨZZ∗〉 state produced in H → ZZ∗ decays (left panel) and expectation
value of the Bell operator (15) (right panel) as functions of the virtual Z boson mass.

the results of numerical simulations14,15. To quantify the power of the test, we run 1000 pseudo-
experiments changing the virtual boson mass and considering statistical errors driven by the
number of suitable events available at the LHC run2 and Hi-Lumi phase. The significances thus
obtained are 1.3 and 5.6, respectively, assuming a 70% efficiency in the reconstruction of final
state leptons.

Similar results would hold for the WW channel if systematic uncertainties pertaining to the
reconstruction of neutrino momenta were not to dominate the error balance.

4.2 A second example: pp→ ZZ

As a second example we focus on the production of two real Z bosons via quark fusion in pp
collisions. The polarization density matrix ρZZ is given in this case by the convex combination
of the density matrices ρq1q̄2ZZ for the parton level production modes

ρZZ =
∑
{q1q̄2}

wq1q̄2 ρq1q̄2ZZ , wq1q̄2 =
Lq1q̄1

∣∣M̄q1q̄2
ZZ

∣∣2∑
{q1q̄2} L

q1q̄1
∣∣M̄q1q̄2

ZZ

∣∣2 . (18)

The sums run here over all the possible initial quark configurations and
∣∣M̄q1q̄2

ZZ

∣∣2 is the squared
amplitude of the parton process summed over the degrees of freedom of the initial state. The
weights of the convex combination depend also on the parton luminosities Lq1q̄1 specific to the
initial states q1q̄2. The left panel of Fig. 2 shows our results for the presence of entanglement in
the polarizations of the two Z bosons, obtained with the quantum witness C2[ρ] as the density
matrix in Eq. (18) describes a mixture of ZZ states. The entanglement, revealed by C2[ρ] > 0,
is stronger in the kinematical region characterized by low values of the center of mass scattering
angle and large invariant di-boson mass mZZ . Our results concerning Bell inequalities follow
roughly the same pattern, leading to an observable violation in correspondence of the kinematical
configurations under the hatched area in the right panel of Fig. 2. To assess the power of the
test we compute the relevant cross-section corrected by NNLO k-factors and impose kinematic
cuts to retain only events in the selected signal area. The statistical error is modelled by using
the number of suitable events available at the LHC, after considering a 70% efficiency in the
identification of each final state lepton. Performing 104 pseudo-experiments, obtained by varying
the scattering angle and the di-boson invariant mass in the ranges of interest, we find that run2
data give an average value of the observable below the required threshold: I3 ≤ 2. Differently,
the significance expected with Hi-Lumi data is more than 2.

A similar analysis for the competing WW channel achieves a significance of 0.8 with run2
data, but the result does not improve with the Hi-Lumi projections because of the large system-
atic error due to final state neutrinos.



Figure 2 – Minimum entanglement of a Z boson pair produced via quark fusion in pp collisions (left panel) and
expectation value of the Bell operator (15) (right panel) as functions of the ZZ invariant mass and center of mass
scattering angle.

It is our hope that the presented examples could encourage the LHC collaborations to per-
form simulations dedicated to the assessment of the discussed quantum observables. Eventually,
these could be included as additional observables in the routine data analyses performed.
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Abstract. The calculation of higher-order corrections in Quantum Field Theories is a challenging task. In
particular, dealing with multiloop and multileg Feynman amplitudes leads to severe bottlenecks and a very fast
scaling of the computational resources required to perform the calculation. With the purpose of overcoming these
limitations, we discuss efficient strategies based on the Loop-Tree Duality, its manifestly causal representation and
the underlying geometrical interpretation. In concrete, we exploit the geometrical causal selection rules to define
a Hamiltonian whose ground-state is directly related to the terms contributing to the causal representation. In this
way, the problem can be translated into a minimization one and implemented in a quantum computer to search
for a potential speed-up.

1. Introduction

It is a well-known fact that particle physics is going through the precision era. Most of the theoretical
predictions extracted from the Standard Model (SM) seem compatible with the experimental data, within
the estimated errors. Then, reducing the errors (both from experiment and theory) will allow to test the
fundamental parameters of SM and shed light into potential new physics signals. From the theory side,
reaching more accurate predictions forces us to deal with complex calculations. In particular, in the context
of high-energy physics (HEP), this implies the need of higher-orders in perturbation theory. Then, we
must compute multiloop Feynman amplitudes and integrate multiparticle phase-spaces: both operations are
plagued of technical bottlenecks that prevent a straightforward calculation.

In the last decades, a tremendous progress has been done regarding Feynman integral calculations†.
Even if several drawbacks were solved, breaking the current precision frontier leads to expressions that
are so complicated that they cannot be efficiently handled by traditional methods. In the direction of
exploring new strategies for tackling Feynman integrals and scattering cross-sections, the Loop-Tree Duality
(LTD) [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7] was unveiled to connect loop and phase-space calculations in a natural way.
The underlying idea of the formalism is to remove the energy component of loop momenta, so that the

∗ Speaker
†We refer the interested reader to the very complete review presented in Ref. [1].
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remaining integration is performed in a Euclidean space, resembling a traditional phase-space integration‡.
With the time, this framework has evolved to allow efficient asymptotic expansions [9, 10, 11, 12], local
numerical renormalization [13, 14] and local integrand-level representations of benchmark NLO cross-sections
[15, 16, 17, 18], among other applications in HEP.

Furthermore, the LTD framework was recently reformulated by exploiting the emergence of a causal
representation from the iterated application of Cauchy’s residue theorem [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27,
28]. This representation can be derived from algebraic [29, 30] and geometrical [31, 32] approaches, thus
avoiding an explicit handling of the resulting expressions from the nested residue calculation. In particular, we
have recently shown that the geometrical formalism is suitable to study the causal representation of multiloop
scattering amplitudes using quantum computers [33, 34], which might allow a faster calculation.

In this article, we explain how the geometrical causal representation of LTD amplitudes is specially suited
to implement Feynman integral calculations in quantum devices. In Sec. 2 we present a brief explanation of
the LTD framework, with special emphasis in the causal representation. Then, in Sec. 2.1, the connection
between graph theory and causality is outlined through the introduction of the geometrical causal selection
rules. Making use of this geometrical concepts, we explain in Sec. 3 how the causal representation can be
bootstrapped from the collection of directed acyclic graphs (DAGs), and how to detect these graphs with
quantum algorithms. In particular, in Sec. 3.1, we explain how to build a Hamiltonian whose ground-state
contains all the possible DAGs, and how to find the configurations with minimum energy using VQE-based
algorithms. Finally, in Sec. 4, we present the conclusions and discuss possible future research directions.

2. Causal Loop-Tree Duality

As mentioned in the introduction, the LTD formalism allows to decrease one degree of freedom per loop
integration when considering multiloop multileg scattering amplitudes. If the energy component is removed,
then the resulting integral is defined over an Euclidean space (instead of a Minkowski one), which transforms
loops into phase-space integrals. So, let us start from a generic L-loop scattering amplitude with P external
particles in the Feynman representation,

A (L)
F =

∫

`1...`L

N
�

{`s}L , {p j}P
�

n
∏

i=1

GF (qi) , (1)

where qi with i ∈ {1, . . . , n} are the momenta flowing through each Feynman propagator, GF (qi) = (q2
i −

m2
i + ı0)−1 is the Feynman propagator and N represents a generic numerator. By re-writing the Feynman

propagators as

GF (qi) =
1

qi,0 − q(+)i,0

×
1

qi,0 + q(+)i,0

, (2)

with q(+)i,0 =
q

~qi
2 +m2

i − ı0 the positive on-shell energy associated to the i-th internal line, we can compute
the nested residues [20] and add all the terms to obtain [21, 22]

A (L)
D =

∫

~̀
1...~̀L

1
xn

∑

σ∈Σ
Nσ

n−L
∏

i=1

1

λ
hσ(i)
σ(i)

+ (λ+p ↔ λ−p ) , (3)

with hσ(i) = ±1. In the previous expression, λ
hσ(i)
σ(i) are called causal thresholds and they encode any possible

physical threshold singularity of the underlying loop scattering amplitude: 1/λ are the so-called causal
propagators. It is worth noticing that the causal thresholds only involve sums of positive on-shell energies, i.e.

λ
hσ(i)
σ(i) =

∑

p∈Oi

q(+)p,0 ± Pi,0 , (4)

‡A more complete review about the LTD and its development is available in Ref. [8].



with Pi,0 a combination of external momenta energies. The quantity n in Eq. (3) represents the number of
internal momenta sets: two internal momenta qi and q j are said to belong to the set s if they depend on the
same linear combination of primitive loop momenta {`r}. k = n − L is known as the order of the diagram,
and it tells us how many causal thresholds must be simultaneously entangled to reproduce all the possible
threshold singularities of the diagram [31, 32]: then, Σ indicates the set of all the allowed causal entangled
thresholds. In this way, Eq. (3) is a generalization of the well-known Cutkosky rules [35] and enables the
reconstruction of the complete amplitude.

Finally, let us notice that the factor xn =
∏

n 2q(+)i,0 transforms the integration measure from dd`i into

≈ dd−1~̀
i/(2Ei), namely the phase-space measure with the proper normalization. For this reason, the causal

LTD formalism is specially suited to tackle the cross-section calculation at higher-orders in a completely unified
way, without splitting into real (extended phase-space integration) and virtual (extended loop integration)
corrections [36].

2.1. Geometry, causality and causal propagators

In order to achieve a purely geometrical description of the causal LTD representation, it is necessary to
introduce some previous concepts inspired in graph theory. The first observation is that Feynman diagrams
are oriented graphs made of vertices (codifying the interaction among particles) and edges (associated to the
propagation of virtual states). We define reduced Feynman graphs by collapsing all the edges connecting a
certain pair of vertices into a single multi-edge. For the sake of simplicity, in this article, we work at the level
of reduced graphs, so we can unambiguously refer to multi-edges as simply edges. The way in which vertices
V are connected through a set of edges E is encoded within the adjacency matrix A: (A)i j is 1 (−1) if an edge
from i to j ( j to i) exists, otherwise it is 0. It is important to highlight that the causal structure of a given
Feynman diagram is completely determined by its reduced graph and, hence, by its adjacency matrix [31, 37].
Moreover, we can proof that the order of a diagram, k = n − L, directly related to the number of vertices,
namely k = V − 1 [31, 32].

Given a reduced Feynman graph, we can built all the binary partitions of connected vertices, P C
V . These

binary partitions codify all allowed physical thresholds, which originate when the diagram is split into two
consistent connected subgraphs. This condition is directly motivated by Cutkosky’s rules [35]. In this way,
given a partition p, we define the conjugated causal thresholds, λ̄p, by summing all the momenta flowing
through the partition. These conjugated causal thresholds are in one-to-one correspondence with all the
possible λ’s appearing in the denominator of Eq. (3).

So, by using only geometrical concepts, we manage to identify all the elements appearing in the causal
LTD master formula. The remaining ingredient is the recipe for properly entangling the causal thresholds.
Summarizing Ref. [31], there are three compatibility rules to be checked:

(i) All the edges involved in a causal threshold must carry momenta flowing in the same direction.

(ii) Given a combination of causal entangled thresholds, all the edges must be cut at least once. This means

that the product
∏k

i=1 λ
hσ(i)
σ(i) for every allowed σ ∈ Σ depends on q(+)j,0 for all j ∈ E.

(iii) Causal thresholds do no intersect: if we represent each λp by a line delimiting the partition p, then these
lines do not cross each other.

The first condition turns out to be equivalent to order the momenta of all the edges in such a way that there are
no cycles (loops). In other words, it implies that the graphical representation of a causal entangled threshold
corresponds to a DAG [33].

The geometrical compatibility rules also suggest a procedure to build the causal representation. Given a
reduced Feynman graph, one possibility consists in identifying all the associated DAGs. Then, we generate



all the causal thresholds {λp} by computing all the possible binary connected partitions. After that, we dress
the previously identified DAGs with k = V − 1 different causal propagators in such a way that the resulting
combination fulfills (ii) and (iii). Within this strategy, the efficient identification of all the possible DAGs of a
given Feynman diagram is a crucial step for bootstrapping a causal LTD representation.

3. Quantum algorithms and causal flow

When dealing with multileg multiloop scattering amplitudes, the number of vertices and edges of the
underlying Feynman diagrams scales very fast. As a consequence, the complexity of the causal representation
grows almost exponentially because of the large number of allowed entangled causal thresholds. In particular,
having in mind the recipe for geometrical reconstruction, at a certain point we would need to identify all
the possible DAGs of a given reduced Feynman diagram. Since the number of directed graphs is 2E with
V ≤ E ≤ V (V−1)/2, there is an exponential number of configurations to be tested for the acyclicity condition.
For solving this task, there are constructive classical algorithms which perform well for sparse graphs. However,
when the graphs are dense or maximally-connected, the complexity is exponential.

With this panorama in mind, and noticing that the identification of DAGs is the first step towards the full
causal reconstruction, we decided to explore alternative algorithms in search of a potential speed-up. One of
these alternatives comprises quantum algorithms. They have been very recently applied to a wide variety of
problems in HEP, including jet reconstruction [38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44], determination of parton densities
(PDFs) [45], anomaly detection [46], integration of scattering processes [47, 48], among others. In our case,
we decided to implement a Grover-based search algorithm [49, 50] to identify all the DAGs within a given
Feynman diagram. In Ref. [33], we codify the direction of each edge into a single qubit. This choice is
motivated by Eq. (2), since a propagator in the Feynman representation can be understood as a superposition
of a particle traveling forward and backward in time.

Figure 1. Representative causal entangled thresholds for a four-loop N3MLT or pizza topology (upper plot).
Probability distribution originated by our Grover-based DAG search algorithm that allow to identify the 39
acyclic configurations (out of 256 possible states) with a 100 % success rate (lower plot).



In Fig. 1, we present the result of the application of our algorithm to a four-loop N3MLT or pizza topology,
which contains eight edges and five vertices. In the upper part of the figure, we present four representative
cyclic configurations dressed with the appropriate causal entangled thresholds (following the recipe presented
in Sec. 2.1). The corresponding quantum circuit was implemented in a Qiskit simulator, and required 35
qubits (including ancillary ones) with transpiled depth 55. After 700 shots, we reach a 5-sigma discrimination
among cyclic and acyclic states, which allows to reach a 100 % success rate in the identification of DAGs.

3.1. Hamiltonian formulation for VQE

The Grover-based algorithm turned out to be very efficient and provide a certain speed-up w.r.t. classical
strategies. Although the success rate was perfect with a very reduced number of shots, the rapid growth in the
number of qubits and the need of implementing depth circuits translates into a large consumption of quantum
resources, which are not available in current devices. Thus, we decided to explore another strategy to identify
DAGs: the minimization of a Hamiltonian using Variational Quantum Eigensolvers (VQE).

Figure 2. Representation of two terms contributing to the loop Hamiltonian of a pizza topology. In blue, we
indicate the edges involved in the loop, being the direction of each arrow the associated to G0. In the triangle
(left figure), we see that e5 must be reversed in order to have a closed loop, which is reflected by the inverted
projector π0

5.

The first part of this strategy consisted in building a Hamiltonian whose ground-states embodies all the
DAGs of a given graph. In order to do so, we rely on the adjacency matrix. Explicitly, we start by fixing an
arbitrary orientation of all the edges of the graph; we denote by G0 = (E0, V ) this oriented graph. We define
ei ≈ |0〉 (ei ≈ |1〉) if the direction of the edge ei is the same (opposite) as in G0. Then, we introduce the
projector operator in a single edge, π(0,1)

i , defined as π0
i |ψ〉= |ψ〉 and π1

i |ψ〉= 0 if ei is in the same direction
as in G0. With all of these, it is possible to write the adjacency matrix A as a function of π operators and we
define the Hamiltonian as

HG0
=

MG0
∑

n=1

tr(An) , (5)

with MG0
the maximal size of the cycles in G0. The ground-state is composed by all DAGs and has energy 0.

For instance, if we consider a pizza or N3MLT topology, the Hamiltonian reads
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which is defined w.r.t. the initial orientation draw in Fig. 2. In that figure, we present the graphical description
of two concrete terms of H, to better explain their meaning.

Once the Hamiltonian is defined, we proceed to minimize it using a multi-run VQE strategy, which
is an hybrid classical-quantum algorithm§. In the original VQE, we start with an ansatz codified into a
parameterized quantum circuit, and we measure the expectation value of the Hamiltonian on this ansatz.
This feeds a classical optimizer which modifies the value of the parameters and the measure is repeated. The
process is iterated till an approximation to the ground-state is found. This procedure works very well for
problems with low-degeneration of the ground state. However, the identification of DAGs implies solving a
multiple-degenerated problem (i.e. there could be up to 2E global minima), so we executed multiple runs
of the VQE, collect the solutions found and modify the Hamiltonian for the next run by adding penalization
terms (to avoid re-finding the already detected solutions). By means of this strategy, the success rate jumped
from O (4%) in the naive VQE to O (90%) with the improved multi-run VQE, as reported in Ref. [34] with a
set of benchmark topologies.

4. Conclusions and outlook

In this article, we discussed how to use the Loop-Tree Duality (LTD) to cleverly rewrite Feynman integrals,
switching from a Minkowski to a Euclidean integration domain. We proved that the nested residues strategy
leads to a manifestly causal representation of multiloop scattering amplitudes. This causal representation
can be re-derived by-passing the explicit calculation of the residues applying a set of geometrical rules. In
concrete, given a reduced Feynman graph, we have to identify all the binary connected partitions (in one-
to-one correspondence with the causal thresholds) and the associated directed acyclic graphs (DAGs). Then,
the set of DAGs is dressed with the causal propagators {λr}, in such a way that only a certain subset of
compatible causal entangled thresholds remain. The result of this procedure is Eq. (3), namely a master
formula describing the causal LTD representation of any multiloop multileg scattering amplitude.

Furthermore, it turned out that the geometrical formalism is specially suited for translating the
reconstruction of causal representation into a problem of quantum computing. In fact, we have tackled the
identification of DAGs by using Grover-based and multi-VQE algorithms, presenting proof-of-concepts with
a high success rate. This is a very first and promising step towards a complete bootstrapping of causal
representations with realistic quantum algorithms. Further developments in this direction (in particular,
codifying the geometrical selection rules within a Hamiltonian) will have an important impact in the
calculation of multiloop multileg scattering amplitudes, potentially allowing to surpass the current limitations
of standard classical algorithms in quantum field theories.
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QCD mesonic screening masses using Gribov quantization
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The screening masses of mesons provide a gauge invariant and definite order parameter of chiral
symmetry restoration. Different mesonic correlation lengths for flavor non-singlets, at least up to
NLO, are well-defined gauge invariant physical quantities calculated earlier using the perturbative
resummation techniques. The NLO perturbative results match the available non-perturbative lattice
QCD results at the high-temperature regime. We have studied the spatial correlation lengths of
various mesonic observables using the non-perturbative Gribov resummation, both for quenched
QCD and (2 + 1) flavor QCD. The study follows the analogies with the NRQCD effective theory, a
well-known theory for studying heavy quarkonia at zero temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding experimental results at the relativistic
heavy-ion colliders in high-energy nuclear and particle
physics and the early cosmos’ cosmic history depends
heavily on quantum chromodynamics (QCD) at finite
temperatures. When the temperature rises, the theory
switches from a confined phase with hadronic degrees of
freedom, where chiral symmetry is spontaneously broken,
to a deconfined phase of quarks and gluons, where chiral
symmetry is restored.

The temporal and spatial directions are generally dis-
connected because the heat bath destroys the Lorentz
symmetry at finite temperatures. The temporal corre-
lation functions in the Minkowski space can be used to
define spectral functions for various operators in Fourier
space. The spectral functions then indicate the plasma’s
essential “real-time” features, such as the particle pro-
duction rates [1]. In investigations involving heavy ion
collisions, these are then immediately observable. Nev-
ertheless, the correlation functions in the spatial direc-
tion answer questions like At what length scales ther-
mal fluctuations correlation occurs? External charges are
screened on what length scales? These static observables
are also physical quantities eminently suited for lattice
experiments’ measurements.

The usual perturbation theory has a severe infrared
problem at the higher orders in coupling [2, 3], but the
infrared problems are only connected with the static,
soft gluons. It has led to the development of the di-
mensional reduction technique [4, 5], which reduces the
non-perturbative infrared behavior to a more straight-
forward effective theory for the soft modes only, enabling
the precise estimation of the lower order contributions
to the perturbation theory. This way, the terms involv-
ing dynamical quarks can be computed perturbatively in
four dimensions. At the same time, the computationally

∗ sumit@ph.iitr.ac.in
† nhaque@niser.ac.in
‡ binoy@ph.iitr.ac.in

costly non-perturbative methods can be used for a more
straightforward three-dimensional theory. Naturally, the
QCD coupling is significant at moderate temperatures,
and higher-order corrections cannot be disregarded.

The dimensional reduction has been extensively used
in QCD and electroweak theory to study thermodynam-
ics [5–12] and different gluonic correlators [13–17] in the
bosonic sector. The fermionic modes, on the other hand,
only affect the dimensionally reduced theory’s parame-
ters, which are generally integrated out from the effective
theory. However, several intriguing observables built of
quark fields are sensitive to infrared physics and, as a
result, require some resummations, elegantly arranged as
successive effective theories. The initial attempts to in-
clude this class of correlators in theory with reduced di-
mensions go back almost 30 years [18, 19]. These works,
however, did not consistently include every term in a
fixed order. In ref. [20], it was demonstrated that the
dimensionally reduced theory could be expressed in non-
relativistic quarks, and the accurate power counting of
various operators was established. The other motivation
for studying the observables built of quark fields, i.e.,
“mesonic and baryonic” observables, is related to their
more closely signs with experimental signatures. In re-
cent years, significant work has been done on one class
of these observables, namely the various quark number
susceptibilities (see ref. [21–30]).

The other class of observables, more closely related to
IR physics and more sensitive toward it, is the correla-
tion lengths of the mesonic operators, which are gauge-
invariant quark bilinears constructed from the light quark
flavors [31]. The quark bilinears’ two-point spatial cor-
relation functions can determine the correlation lengths.
Generally, these correlation functions are dominated by
the screening masses at large distances, defined as the in-
verse of the correlation lengths. These screening masses
give information about the quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
response when a meson is included in the system. A
large number of studies have been done in the literature
to study the meson correlation function using perturba-
tive methods as well as using non-perturbative lattice
computations. On the perturbative side, the mesonic
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correlation functions using hard thermal loop approxima-
tion (HTL) have been studied in refs. [32, 33]. Addition-
ally, the meson correlation function at finite momentum
in QCD plasma has been studied in ref. [34]. Using the
perturbative QCD, the leading order result (2πT ) for the
meson screening mass is obtained in ref. [35, 36]. The
next-to-leading (NLO) correction for meson and gluon
screening masses has been calculated using an effective
theory at zero chemical potential in ref. [37, 38]. The
connection between thermal screening masses and real-
time rates has been explored in ref. [39] in the spectral
representation. The NLO correction of meson screening
masses at finite chemical potential has also been extended
ref. [40].

On the lattice side, the temporal and spatial hadronic
correlation function in QCD plasma has been studied
in ref. [41–43]. Also, screening masses in purely SU(2)
and SU(3) gauge theories using lattice QCD is studied
in ref. [44–47]. Recently, mesonic screening masses have
been studied for the first time in a large range covering
the temperature from ∼ 1 GeV to ∼ 160 GeV using lat-
tice QCD in ref. [48]. Also, the recent lattice QCD results
for the meson screening masses in (2 + 1) flavor QCD in
the temperature range from 0.14 GeV ≤ T ≤ 2.7 GeV is
presented in ref. [49] and for the recent study of mesonic
screening mass at finite chemical potential using lattice
QCD see ref. [50, 51]. In the high-temperature limit,
the perturbative result of meson screening masses calcu-
lated in ref. [37] is comparable with the lattice results.
However, no such analytic calculation in the literature
can explain the lattice data for T ≤ 2 GeV in the low-
temperature regime. In this article, we have tried to
overcome this gap by using a non-perturbative scheme
offered by Gribov quantization.

Since QCD’s infrared (IR) region is strongly coupled,
the conventional resummed perturbative approach will
not give appropriate results [52]. One of the effec-
tive ways to handle the IR region is to consider the
Gribov-Zwanziger approach [53, 54] (For recent reviews
on Gribov-Zwanziger approach, see [55, 56] and some re-
cent works on extended Gribov approach follow [57–63]).
This approach improves Yang-Mills theory’s infrared dy-
namics by removing the leftover gauge transformations
after employing the Faddeev-Popov quantization. In re-
cent years this approach has been utilized to improve the
thermodynamic quantities in QCD by evaluating free en-
ergy [64]. Also, in kinetic theory, the transport coeffi-
cients have been explored using this scheme in ref. [65–
67]. In this approach, the gluon propagator modifies its
form, and a new (chromo)magnetic scale enters the the-
ory through the mass parameter. Using the modified
gluon propagator in Gribov action, quark dispersion re-
lation [68], the dilepton production rate and quark num-
ber susceptability [69] have been calculated, which sheds
light on some of the new physical insights of the said ob-
servables. Recently, this approach has been applied to
heavy quark phenomenology to study the heavy quark
potential [70] and heavy quark diffusion coefficient [71].

The following is how the paper is set up. We shall
establish necessary notations and review some of the
mesonic correlators’ well-known characteristics at high
temperatures in section II. Section III covers how a di-
mensionally reduced effective field theory [20] can de-
scribe high-temperature QCD in general while incorpo-
rating the mesonic correlators along the lines of work [37].
Nonrelativistic QCD or three-dimensional (3d) NRQCD3

will refer to the quark portion of the lagrangian entering.
In section IV, we will give details about the Gribov quan-
tization and do the required matching computation to
fix the unknown parameter in the effective lagrangian by
matching the dispersion relation of QCD and NRQCD3,
using Gribov formalism. Section V evaluates the dynam-
ics of the effective theory with Gribov’s gluon propaga-
tor inclusion. Results of the screening masses for the
quenched QCD case and Nf = 3 are compared with the
recent lattice data in section VI. We summarize the work
in the last section, VII. The appendix A consists of the
detailed derivation of the QQ̄ potential in the effective
theory using Gribov formalism.

II. HIGH-TEMPERATURE STATIC
CORRELATORS IN QCD

The Euclidean Lagrangian of the quarks at finite tem-
perature QCD is given by

LQ
E = ψ̄ (γµDµ +M)ψ, (1)

Here, the covariant derivative (Dµ) of the fermionic field
is given by

Dµψ ≡ ∂µψ − igAaµT aψ (2)

where T a are the generators defined in fundamental rep-
resenation of group SU(Nc), which are hermitian in na-
ture. The quark field ψ is an NF -component vector
in flavor space. For the sake of simplicity, we will as-
sume M to be a diagonal and degenerate matrix, M =
diag(m, · · ·m), and we will take the assumption of m = 0.

We may use quark fields to define bilinear objects with
varying spin and flavor structures. We are interested in
the operators having the form,

Oa = ψ̄F aΓψ, (3)

where Γ can take the values {1, γ5, γµ, γµγ5} for the dif-
ferent channels, namely scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, and
pseudo vector Sa, P a, V aµ and Aaµ respectively. The trace-
less matrices F a along with the identity matrix F s pro-
vides the flavor basis,

F a ≡ {F s, Fn}, F s ≡ 1NF ∗NF
, Tr[F aF b] =

1

2
δab, (4)

with a, b = 1, 2, · · ·N2
F − 1. For the operators defined

in eq. (3), we will focus on the correlators having the
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structure as

Cq

[
Oa, Ob

]
≡
∫ 1

T

0

dτ

∫
d3x eiq·x

〈
Oa(τ,x)Ob(0, 0)

〉
,

(5)
or, in position space,

Cx

[
Oa, Ob

]
≡
∫ 1/T

0

dτ
〈
Oa(τ,x)Ob(0, 0)

〉
(6)

The expectation values are considered in a region, which
is finite, in the temporal direction with width 1/T but
infinite in spatial directions. It is presumed that gauge
fields will adhere to periodic and fermions anti-periodic
boundary constraints around the temporal dimension.

Due to rotational invariance, the correlators’ general
structure in terms of the three momenta q takes the form
as

Cq

[
Sa, Sb

]
, Cq

[
V a0 , V

b
0

]
=
∑
fg

F afgF
b
gf f

(
q2
)

Cq

[
V ai , V

b
j

]
=
∑
fg

F afgF
b
gf

[(
δij −

qiqj
q2

)
t
(
q2
)

+
qiqj
q2

l
(
q2
)]
,

(7)
and for P a and Aaµ, similar structure of correlation func-
tions can be written. Here q ≡ |q|. In general, one may
anticipate that these functions f(q2), t(q2) and l(q2) are
characterized by simple zeroes around the origin q2 = 0,
which corresponds to a collection of bound states in a
2 + 1 D system derived after doing the analytic continu-
ation.

Using the rotational invariance, one can choose the cor-
relation measurement direction as z in eq. (5). With this
choice, one can take the average over the x1x2 surface,
giving a correlator that is easier to handle

Cz
[
Oa, Ob

]
=

∫
d2x⊥C(x⊥,z)

[
Oa, Ob

]
(8)

where C(x⊥,z) is given in eq. (6). The spatially sepa-
rated two-point correlation function mentioned in eq. (8)
defines the screening masses as

mz = − lim
z→∞

d

dz
ln
[
Cz
[
Oa, Ob

]]
(9)

The above eq. (9) describes the correlation function’s
exponential falloff at large distances. Let us focus on
the correlation function’s behavior at high temperatures.
Due to asymptotic freedom, the correlators with free
fermions depicted in figure (1a) can be evaluated using
perturbation theory. By using the dimensional regular-
isation technique, one would get the result for the dia-
gram (1a) as

Cq

[
Oa, Ob

]
= Tr

[
F aF b

]
NcT

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3−2εp

(2π)3−2ε

× 1

[p2
n + p2] [p2

n + (p+ q)2]
Tr
[
(/p+ /q)Γ

a
/pΓ

b
]

(10)

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 1: The diagrams which contribute to meson
correlation function: (a) free theory correlator (b) quark
self-energy graph (c) interaction of quark and antiquark

through gluon exchange.

Here, Nc denotes number of colors, Γ is the dirac matrix
coming from the opeartor form Oa, /p ≡ γµpµ and pn
refers to the fermionic Matsubara modes having the form,
pn = 2πT (n+ 1/2). After doing the trivial Dirac algebra
calculation, which gives some constant terms, the above
correlation function in eq. (10) contains the function

A3d (2pn) ≡
∫

d3p

(2π)3

1

[p2
n + p2] [p2

n + (p+ q)2]

=
i

8πq
ln

2pn − iq
2pn + iq

. (11)

From the eq. (11), it is clear that the singularity of the
function A3d(2p0) appears at the point 2pn. Thus, the
correlator dominates at large distances for the zeroth
Matsubara frequencies defined as ±p0 = ±πT . Now, this
frequency excitation occurs in the 3-dimensional theory.
One can also consider this three-dimensional theory as
(2 + 1)-dimensional and consider the time direction as
the one in which the correlation is assessed. In this case,
screening mass is equivalent to determining the screen-
ing states of a pair of on-shell heavy quarks, each with
a mass of “p0”. Also, if we consider the free theory cor-
relator not around the pole q0 = ±2ip0, for huge q, the
correlation functions can be studied using the standard
operator product expansion (OPE) approach.

III. EFFECTIVE THEORY

Using the non-perturbative effects, we want to deter-
mine the next-to-leading order (NLO) correction to the
mesons screening mass. To go beyond the leading order,
we must calculate the diagrams shown in fig. (1b) and
(1c). Nevertheless, as we know, in finite temperature
QCD, it will not be sufficient to calculate only these two
diagrams. In principle, we can have a large number of
diagrams that can behave in the same order as the two
depicted in fig. (1b) and (1c) do.
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Since we evaluate corrections to a mesonic operator
near the threshold for the formation of two free quarks,
the quarks can almost be on-shell with |1//p| ∼ O(1/g2T ).
This includes the coupling factors from the vertices. To
calculate the first-order correction to the free quarks
propagator in a consistent way, it is necessary to do the
resummation of the diagrams with an arbitrary number
of zero modes of the low-momentum exchanged gluon
between quarks. The effective field theory approach pro-
vides a convenient way to perform such resummations.
Only the diagram containing one-gluon exchanged would
contribute to order g2 depicted in fig. (1c). As shown in
fig. (1c) for non-zero gluon modes, the gluon exchange
diagrams do not need to be computed because this dia-
gram alone cannot alter the pole location or the screen-
ing mass. These diagrams would contribute to the overall
normalizing factor of the correlator under consideration.

Conversely, in the bosonic section, the dynamics of the
gluonic zero modes after the dimensional reduction tech-
nique describe the effective three-dimensional gauge the-
ory [5], known as Electrostatic QCD(EQCD). The action
takes the form as

SEQCD =
1

g2
E

∫
d3x

{
1

2
Tr [FijFij ] + Tr [(DjA0) (DjA0)]

+ m2
E Tr

[
A2

0

]}
+ . . . , (12)

where the dots refers to higher dimensional operators [72]
and i = 1, 2, 3 , Fij = ig−1

E [Di, Dj ] , Di = ∂i − igEAi ,
g2
E = g2T . The temporal component of gauge field A0

acts as a scalar field with mass mE . As we know, since
at very high temperature T , the coupling g is small, and
therefore, three different energy level hierarchy occurs as

g2
E

π
� mE � πT. (13)

However, we are interested in the processes which oc-
cur at O(g2

E); then one can integrate out the scalar field
from the theory in eq. (12). After integrating the tem-
poral part, we are left with the effective theory known as
Magnetostatic QCD (MQCD), which is given by

SMQCD =
1

g2
E

∫
d3x

{
1

2
Tr [FijFij ]

}
+ . . . (14)

This three-dimensional theory has non-perturbative dy-
namics; thus, it must be handled completely in a non-
perturbative way [2].

As previously stated, we can interpret the correlation
lengths in this instance as (2+1)-dimensional confined
phases of heavy particles with mass p0 much greater
than the infrared scales gT , g2T of gauge field dynam-
ics at high temperatures [4]. Using the nonrelativistic
QCD (NRQCD), an effective theory, the masses of such
heavy bound states may be calculated, similarly studied
for quarkonia at T = 0 [73]. Our situation results in some
substantial departures from this framework, such as that
the masses, p0, are not masses in the traditional sense but

directly scale invariant physical variables that retain chi-
ral invariance. These effective theories of NRQCD tech-
niques in the context of a dimensional reduction in the
fermionic sector were first used in ref. [20].

A. Tree-level NRQCD3

In the fermionic sector, we will consider only the lowest
fermionic modes p0 ≡ πT because the other modes will
not contribute much to the correlator at large distances
as seen in eq. (11). The Euclidean quark lagrangian for
the field ψ(x) having Matsubara mode ωn reads as

LQ = ψ̄ [iγ0ωn − igγ0A0 + γjDj + γ3D3]ψ (15)

where j = 1, 2 and A0 is the zero gluonic mode inter-
acting with ψ(x). Utilizing the rotational invariance to
measure the correlation function in the z direction, the
term D3ψ has been separated from the transverse com-
ponents.

In the nonrelativistic domain, one can treat particle
and antiparticle features separately. We considered the
Euclidean Dirac matrices a different form than the stan-
dard one. In this representation, we have

γ0 =

(
0 12

12 0

)
, γi =

(
εijσj 0

0 −εijσj

)
, γ3 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
,

(16)
so that

γ0/p =

(
(p0 + ip3) 12 −εijpiσj
εijpiσj (p0 − ip3) 12

)
, (17)

where εij is antisymmetric two rank tensor and ε12 =
+1. As the quarks are very heavy, the quark fields can
be considered static fields, and the Dirac spinors can be
rewritten as

ψ =

(
χ
φ

)
(18)

where χ, φ are the two-component spinor objects that
lead to the lagrangian

LQ = iχ† (p0 − gA0 +D3)χ+ iφ† (p0 − gA0 −D3)φ

+ φ†εijDiσjχ− χ†εijDiσjφ (19)

The quarks in the considered correlators are almost “on-
shell,” and for the free theory, the on-shell point is given
by p2

0 + p2 = 0, i.e., p3 = ±ip0. At the tree level, quarks
with a fixed Matsubara frequency ωn interact with zero
gluonic modes only; thus, it is expected that quarks’ off-
shellness is related to the gluonic momentum scale as
|p3 ± ip0| . gT . Now, after expanding around a state
consisting of a free pair of quark-antiquark, one of the
components is heavy, and another is light compared to
the dynamical scale, viz. gT , g2T , one can solve the
equation of motion for the heavy component and the light
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mode. After doing an expansion in powers of 1
p0

, the

effective action for the fermionic mode can be written as

Seff
ψ =

∫
d3x{iχ†

[
p0 − gEA0 +D3 −

1

2p0

(
D2
k

+
gE

4i
[σk, σl]Fkl

)]
+ iφ† [p0 − gEA0 −D3

− 1

2p0

(
D2
k +

gE

4i
[σk, σl]Fkl

)]
φ

}
+O

(
1

p2
0

)
(20)

B. Power Counting Arguments

We must consider the quantum corrections subjected
to the parameters in eq. (20) to ascertain the radiative
corrections. One must take into account all additional
operators that symmetries might permit. Setting up a
power counting for the likely operators is crucial.

In the NRQCD3 side, quarks have momentum scale as
|p⊥| . gT and their off-shellness ∆p3 = p3 + ip0 is of
the same order. By requiring the action mentioned in
eq. (20) to be of the order of unity, we have∫

dz d2x⊥ χ
†∂3χ ∼ 1,⇒ χ ∼ 1/ |x⊥| ∼ gT∫

dz d2x⊥ A∂
2
3A ∼ 1⇒ A ∼

(
z/x2
⊥
)1/2 ∼ g1/2T 1/2

(21)
On-shell relativistic gluons have the same energy and mo-
mentum order viz., p3 ∼ p⊥. On the other hand, as
the considered quarks are nonrelativistic, their kinetic
energy is directly proportional to momentum squared
in (2 + 1) dimensional theory. For a nearly on-shell
quark with transverse momentum |p⊥| . gT in NRQCD3

, the off-shellness in longitudinal momentum becomes
∆p3 ∼ p2

⊥/p0 ∼ g2T and this gives ∂3 ∼ g2T that acts
on quarks.

One can determine the number of possible operators
from this power counting. For instance, any four-quark
operator would be of the order g4T 4, whereas the lead-
ing order behaves as g2T 3. According to this argument,
the coefficient would have to be of the order of O(g0) to
produce corrections that are no greater than O(g2), but
since this term is not present at the tree level, it may be
ignored.

Similar power counting arguments demonstrate that
gEA ∼ g3/2T , which means that this term will be of
higher order compared to the derivative term ∂i present
in the transversal covariant derivative. As ∂2

⊥ is already
of O(g2), one can left out the trasnverse gluons. Thus
the only parameter which needs to be matched beyond
tree-level is the zero point energy p0 ≡ M . Thus to find
out the O(g2) corrections to meson correlation lengths,
the following lagrangian is sufficient to use

Lf
eff = iχ†

(
M − gEA0 +D3 −

∇2
⊥

2p0

)
χ

+ iφ†
(
M − gEA0 −D3 −

∇2
⊥

2p0

)
φ, (22)

where D3 = ∂3− igEA3. Note that, here A0 and A3 play
an important dynamical scale role. On the other hand,
transverse gluons A1, A2 can be ignored as long as one is
interested in the energy shift of O(g2T ). This means that
gluons will not transfer transverse momentum to quarks
in this order. To be consistent at O(g2T ), we should
replace, energy i.e., p0 of tree-level effective Lagrangian
by a matching coefficient M = p0 + O(g2T ), which we
will determine in the next section.

IV. MATCHING CONDITIONS FROM QCD TO
NRQCD3, WITH GRIBOV

We will determine the one-loop correction to the vari-
able M by matching the Green function, calculated on
the QCD side and NRQCD3 side, using Gribov formal-
ism. Here, the matching will be done by finding the finite
temperature Euclidean dispersion relation so that we do
not need to worry about the overall normalization fac-
tors arising from the fields. This computation produces
gauge-invariant results in both sectors, and we will do the
matching order by order in 1/p0 on the NRQCD3 side so
that dimensional regularisation copes up with the power
counting inputs as done in ref. [74].

In the conventional quantization of QCD, the gauge
condition is not ideal, as proposed by Faddeev and
Popov. Thus, there remains a residual gauge discrepancy
in the infrared region, which is pointed out by Gribov and
known as the Gribov copy problem [53]. Gribov proposed
that the functional integral should be constrained to the
first Gribov region, which collects gauge fields without
zero modes for the Faddeev-Popov operator. The expres-
sion for the Gluon propagator with Gribov quantization
in the general covariant gauge is written as

Dab
µν(P ) = δab

(
δµν − (1− ξ)PµPν

P 2

)
P 2

P 4 + γ4
G

(23)

where ξ = 0, 1 corresponds to Landau and Feynman
gauges. On the QCD side, using the Gribov propagator
mentioned in eq. (23), the quark propagator’s inverse,
defined as Σ(P ), is given by,

−iΣ(P ) = /P − g2CF
∑∫
Q

γµ(/P − /Q)γµ
(P −Q)2

f

(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
b

+g2CF
∑∫
Q

/Q(/P − /Q)/Q

Q2(P −Q)2
f

(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

− ξ Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
b

(24)

where the gluonic four-momentum in Euclidean space-
time reads Q = (q0, q), with q0 = 2nπT , and Nc rep-
resents the number of colors. This calculation uses a
dimensional regularization technique with MS renormal-
ization scheme. In this technique, the sum-integral is
given as∑∫

Q

≡
(
eγEΛ2

4π

)ε
T

∑
q0=2nπT

∫
dd−1q

(2π)d−1
, (25)
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with d = 4 − 2ε as the space-time dimensions. Also,
(· · · )f , (· · · )b refers to fermionic and bosonic Matsubara
modes respectively, and CF = (N2

c − 1)/2Nc. As we
are calculating the O(g2) corrections to Σ(P ), one can
utilize the free theory constraints namely P 2 = 0 and
/Pu(P ) = 0 to handle the terms which are in proportion
to P 2 and /P . Thus the longitudinal gauge-dependent
part then vanishes, leaving only the transverse terms of
Gribov’s gluon propagator to contribute to the calcula-

tion. The outcome is irrespective of the gauge component
ξ as expected.

Because of the rotational invariance of the remaining
terms in eq. (24), we can do the matching of the Green’s
function at some particular momentum and set p⊥ = 0.
After the multiplication of γ0 from the left to eq. (24), the
expression becomes block-diagonal. Thus we can focus on
the particular term, say, [γ0Σ(P )]11, which is given by

−i [γ0Σ(P )]11 = p0 + ip3 − g2CF
∑∫
Q

(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
b

× 2(−p0 − ip3 + q0 + iq3)

(P −Q)2
f

(26)

In eq. (26), we have the contribution coming from the transverse gluons, i.e., A1 and A2 component only. In contrast,
the gauge field components A0 and A3 vanish altogether at the free theory pole position p0 = −ip3 as they occur with
opposite signs. Thus the only integral which we need to evaluate to find the O(g2) correction is

I =
∑∫
Q

2 (q0 + iq3)

(P −Q)2
f

(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
b

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p0=−ip3

=
−1

p0

∑∫
Q

(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
b

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p2=0

+
1

p0

∑∫
Q

Q2

(P −Q)2
f

(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
b

∣∣∣∣
p2=0

= I1 + I2. (27)

Now, the first integral I1 becomes

I1 = − 1

p0

∫ ∞
0

q2dq

(2π)2

[
n+

E+
+
n−

E−

]
. (28)

Here, n± represents the Bose-Einstein (B.E) distribution function with E± =
√
q2 ± iγ2

G. Additionally, the second
integral I2 can also evaluated as

I2 =
1

p0

∑∫
Q

Q2

(P −Q)2
f

(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
b

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p2=0

=
1

p0

[
−T 2

24
+X

]
, (29)

where X is given by

X =
γ4
G

T 2

∫
d3q

(2π)3

1

8EE+E−

[(
ñ+ n−

iπ − E + E−
− ñ+ n+

iπ − E + E+

)
+

(
ñ+ n+

iπ + E − E+
− ñ+ n−

iπ + E − E−

)]
1

E+ − E−
(30)

where ñ is the Fermi-Dirac (F.D) distribution function with energy E = q − p3(1 + cos θ). Thus, the Euclidean
dispersion relation on the QCD side using the Gribov propagator becomes

p3 ≈ i
[
p0 − g2CF (I1 + I2)

]
(31)

On the NRQCD3 side, one can extract the Feynman rules from the lagrangian in eq. (22). For instance, free propa-
gators are

〈χu(p)χv∗(q)〉 = δuv(2π)3δ(p− q) −i
M + ip3 + p2

⊥/2p0

〈φu(p)φv∗(q)〉 = δuv(2π)3δ(p− q) −i
M − ip3 + p2

⊥/2p0

(32)

The one-loop contribution to the quark self-energy van- ishes on NRQCD3 side because the two gauge field com-
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ponents, namely A0 and A3, are the same and come with
opposite signs as is the case in QCD side. Thus the in-
verse propagator is

−iΣ′(p) = M + ip3 − g2
ECF

∫
d3−2εq

(2π)3−2ε

1

M + ip3 − iq3

×

[(
Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
A0

−
(

Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

)
A3

]
(33)

So, the pole location is simply p3 = iM on NRQCD3

side. Now, after doing the matching, we will get

M = p0 − g2CF (I1 + I2) (34)

The integrals I1 and I2 need to be evaluated numerically
to find the matching parameter M . This matching ac-
counts only for the hard gluons in the loop integral of
figure (1b).

V. DYNAMICS OF EFFECTIVE THEORY

After considering the hard gluons for figure (1b), we
still need to take care of the soft gluons involved in fig-
ure (1b) and as well as fig. (1c), i.e., we need to solve
the dynamics of the effective theory at O(g2T ). The
dynamics will be studied by computing the correlators,
as done in section II, by using the effective theory men-
tioned in eq. (14), (22). The different bilinears mentioned
in eq. (3) can be expressed in terms of χ and φ fields,
which consists of spin and flavor structure (not given ex-
plicitly here), shown in eq. (35). Nevertheless, since we
are interested in the correlation functions which decay
more slowly, the combinations of these operators are of
the form χ†φ+ φ†χ.

S = χ†φ+ φ†χ P = χ†φ− φ†χ
V0 = χ†χ+ φ†φ Vk = −εkl

(
χ†φ− φ†χ

)
A0 = φ†φ− χ†χ Ak = −i

(
χ†φ+ φ†χ

)
V3 = χ†χ− φ†φ A3 = −i

(
χ†χ+ φ†φ

) (35)

The modified form of the correlation function of eq. (8)
is

Cz
[
Oa, Ob

]
∼
∫

d2x⊥
〈
Oa (x⊥, t)O

b (0⊥, 0)
〉

(36)

Although each of the bilinears in eq. (35) consists of
two terms, ∼ χ†φ + φ†χ, only one of these terms af-
fects the correlation function under consideration. One
may assume that the exchange of gluons between quarks
and antiquarks occurs instantly in the nonrelativistic do-
main and may find out the static potential for the quark-
antiquark pair by integrating the gauge fields. After ob-
taining the potential, we may use the usual Schrödinger
equation to solve for the screening states and arrive at a
solution.

Thus we need to establish Green’s function for the
quantity of the form

∫
d2x⊥φ

∗
u (x⊥, z) Γuvχv (x⊥, z),

where Γuv is a constant term which consists of 2 × 2
matrix which does not affect the overall calculation if we
drop out that term. To find out the static potential, one
can use the trick of introducing a point-splitting in the
correlator, which means putting the quark pairs at a par-
ticular distance r apart, which is finite, and then deter-
mining the Schrödinger equation obeyed by the correlator
and set r→ 0 afterward. Thus the updated correlator is

C (r, z) ≡
∫
R

〈
φ†
(
R +

r

2
, z
)
χ
(
R− r

2
, z
)
χ†(0)φ(0)

〉
,

(37)
For the Gribov’s gluon propagator Dab

µν(P ), we have〈
Aa0(P )Ab0(Q)

〉
= δab(2π)4−2εδ(4−2ε)(P +Q)

P 2

P 4 + γ4
G〈

Aai (P )Abj(Q)
〉

= δab(2π)4−2εδ(4−2ε)(P +Q)

[
P 2

P 4 + γ4
G

×
(
δij −

PiPj
P 2

)
+
PiPj
P 2

ξP 2

P 4 + γ4
G

]
. (38)

In general, the equation of motion satisfied by Green’s
function, for large values of z, is of the form (∂z −
H)G(z) = c δ(z), where H is hamiltonian of the system
and c denotes a constant value. Thus the equation of
motion obeyed by the correlation functions at the tree
level reads as[

∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]
C(0)(r, z) = 2Nc δ(z) δ

(2)(r), (39)

where the Hamiltonian can be read from the eq. (22).
For the one-loop diagrams shown in fig. (1b) and (1c),
the equation of motion is given by[
∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]
C(1)(r, z) = −g2

ECFC
(0)(r, z)

×K
(

1

zp0
,
∇r

p0
,
γ4
G

p4
0

, rp0

)
(40)

where the kernel K is a dimensionless quantity that can
be expanded to its first two arguments to find out the
one-loop static potential,

V (r) ≡ g2
ECFK

(
0, 0,

γ4
G

p4
0

, rp0

)
= −2g2

ECF

∫
d2q

(2π)2
× Q2

Q4 + γ4
G

eiq·r (41)

Now the eqs. (39), (40), (41) can be clubbed together to
get the final equation of motion upto one-loop order as[

∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r + V (r)

]
C(r, z) = 2Ncδ(z)δ

(2)(r),

(42)
For the Gribov propagator, the expectation values of
temporal gauge fields and spatial gauge fields are the
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same in the computation of the static potential. After
solving the above integral in eq. (41), we get the final
form of one-loop static potential as

V (r) = g2
E

CF
2π

[
ln
γGr

2
+ γE −K0 (γGr)

]
. (43)

where K0 is the modified Bessel function whose asymp-
totic behavior is given by K0(y) = − ln y

2 − γE + O(y).
Now, this potential will determine the correlation length
ζ−1 = m, through[

2M − ∇
2
r

p0
+ V (r)

]
Ψ0 = mΨ0, (44)

where ψ0 represents the ground state wave function. We
will numerically solve this eq. (44) to find the screening
mass. For the easiness of the problem, we can do the
re-scaling as

r ≡ r′

γG
, m− 2M ≡ g2

E

CF
2π

E0 (45)

In the polar coordinates, the Schrödinger equation (44)
modifies as[(
d2

dr′2
+

1

r′
d

dr′

)
− η

(
ln
r′

2
+ γE −K0(r′)− E0

)]
Ψ0 = 0,

(46)
where

η =
p0g

2
ECF

2πγ2
G

To find out the numerical solution of eq. (46), we need
to find out the wave function ψ0(r′) around the origin.
Thus one finds that [37],

Ψ0(r′) ≈ Ψ0(0)

[
1 +

1

2
ηr′2

(
ln
r′

2
+ γE − 1− 1

2
E0

)]
.

(47)
ψ0(0) is some finite number to make the wave function
bounded. To find out the E0, one can integrate the
eq. (46) for a large value of r′ and by requiring the square
integrability condition.

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section will outline our findings for the screening
masses and contrast them with the most recent lattice
data obtained in ref. [49]. The screening mass can be
obtained from the eqs. (34) and (45) as

m = 2M + g2T
CF
2π

E0

= 2πT + g2T
CF
2π

(
E0 −

4π

T

(
I1 + I2

))
(48)

In the calculation of screening mass, we have used the
lattice-fitted running coupling obtained in ref. [64], which

is given by

αs (T/Tc) ≡
g2 (T/Tc)

4π
=

6π

11Nc ln [a (T/Tc)]
, (49)

where a = 1.43 for the infrared (IR) case and a = 2.97
for ultarviolet (UV) case respectively. To obtain the one
loop coupling in eq. (49), the authors fitted the lattice
data of running coupling extracted from the IR and UV
behavior of heavy-quark free energy from ref. [75]. In our
calculation, since we are looking at the non-perturbative
region, we use the infrared coupling case. The integrals
I1 and I2 consist of the Gribov parameter γG, which is
often determined utilizing the one-loop or two-loop gap
equation (for details, see [76]). Figure 2 shows the tem-
perature variation of the scaled Gribov mass parameter
γG/T has been obtained after doing the matching with
the lattice thermodynamics data, as obtained in ref. [67].
For the values of γG/T shown in figure 2 the integrals
I1 and I2 have been evaluated numerically. The inte-
gral I2 also contains the imaginary part, which eventually
comes from the pole condition used to evaluate integral
X shown in eq. (30).

However, since screening mass depends on the real
value of parameter M defined in eq. (34), by using
eq. (48), we plot the scaled screening mass m/T with
temperature in figure 3 for quenched QCD (Nf = 0) case
and for Nf = 3 case. We found a good agreement with
the lattice data reported in ref. [49] and a good improve-
ment over the perturbative results obtained in ref. [37]
in the low-temperature domain. The main outcome of
fig. 3 shows that screening mass significantly decreases
from the free theory results in the low-temperature re-
gion. At the same time, in the high-temperature realm, it
approaches the screening mass result obtained in ref. [37].

500 1000 1500 2000 2500
0

1

2

3

4

FIG. 2: Temperature variation of scaled Gribov
mass parameter obtained using lattice

(thermodynamics) data.
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7.0

FIG. 3: The temperature dependence of the scaled
screening mass. The dashed line represents the free

theory result from (m = 2πT ). We compare the
Gribov results for quenched and (2 + 1) flavor QCD

case with the perturbative and lattice results for
various Nτ . Here, PS represents the pseudo scalar

channel.

VII. SUMMARY

In this work, we used the non-perturbative resumma-
tion using the Gribov quantization approach to study
the mesonic screening masses. We began by examining
the fundamental characteristics of the static meson cor-
relators at high temperatures and saw that the zeroth
fermionic Matsubara mode dominates the large distance
correlator. Then we discussed the framework of the ef-
fective theory, namely NRQCD3, in which we need to
determine the parameters of the effective lagrangian to
find out the non-perturbative NLO correction to mesonic
screening mass. This matching is done by finding the
Euclidean dispersion relation on the NRQCD3 side and
QCD side, using the Gribov approach. After this, we
calculated the static quark-antiquark potential using Gri-
bov’s gluon propagator in the context of effective theory
to understand the dynamics of the theory. This static
potential determines the coefficient of exponential falloff
by numerically solving the usual Schrödinger equation.
We plotted the screening mass in the temperature ranges
from 300 MeV to 2700 MeV for Nf = 0 and Nf = 3,
respectively. We compare our results with the recently
obtained lattice data [49] and found a good agreement.
Since our calculation does not respect the different chan-
nels like a scalar, vector, etc., an immediate extension
can be done by adopting some strategy to include the dif-
ferent channels and different mesons in this framework.
The other natural extension can be done by having the
finite chemical potential in theory for a more general case
study of mesonic screening masses which can give insights
into the nature of the QCD phase diagram, which we will

report soon.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Static QQ̄ potential in
Effective theory using Gribov approach

This appendix will give the detailed derivation of the
static QQ̄ potential in the context of NRQCD3 theory
using Gribov’s gluon propagator. Let us start with the
modified correlator defined earlier as

C(r, z) ≡
∫
R

〈
φ†i (R, z)χj(R, z)χ

†
j

(r
2
, 0
)
φi

(
−r

2
, 0
)〉
(A1)

In the momentum space, after doing the straightforward
integration over R variable, which gives a δ(q⊥ − p⊥)
function and then doing the q⊥ ≡ q integration leads to

C(r, z) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

d3p′

(2π)3

d3q′

(2π)3

dq3

2π
ei(q3−p3)z−i(p′+q′)·r/2

×
〈
φ†i (p)χj (p, q3)χ†j (q′)φi (p′)

〉
. (A2)

For the tree order diagram shown in fig. (1a), the corre-
lation function for a pair of free quark propagators is

C(0)(r, z) = 2Nc

∫
d3p

(2π)3

dq3

2π

−i
M − ip3 + p2

2p0i

× −i
M + iq3 + p2

2p0j

ei(q3−p3)z−ip·r (A3)

After doing the p and q3 integrals , we get

C(0)(r, z) = θ(z)Nc
p0

2πz exp
[
−2Mz − p0

4z r
2
]
, (A4)

From the above eq. (A4), it can be inferred that the lead-
ing order screening mass is ζ−1 = 2πT . Similar computa-
tion can be done for the diagrams of figure (1b) and (1c),
being the non-trivial pole structure in p3 and q3 integra-
tions. The contribution from the figures (1b) cancels out
as the temporal and spatial gauge field contribute equally
and comes with the opposite sign, while figure (1c) con-
tribution to the NLO term in the correlation function
becomes

C1(c)(r, z) = 2g2
ECF

∫
d3q

(2π)3

q2

q4 + γ4
G

eiq·r

q2
3

(
1− eiq3z

)
×
(
1− e−iq3z

)
C(0)(r, z) (A5)
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Thus, the NLO correction in the correlation function
comes out to be

C(1)(r, z) = 2g2
ECFC

(0)(r, z)

∫
d3q

(2π)3

q2

q4 + γ4
G

× eiq·r

q2
3

(
2− eiq3z − e−iq3z

)
(A6)

For the leading order correlation function, the equation
of motion satisfied is given by[

∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]
C(0)(r, z) = 2Nc δ(z) δ

(2)(r) (A7)

On the other hand, a similar kind of equation can be
written for first order, as mentioned in section V as well[

∂z + 2M − 1

p0
∇2

r

]
C(1)(r, z) = −g2

ECFC
(0)(r, z)

×K
(

1

zp0
,
∇r

p0
,
γ4
G

p4
0

, rp0

)
(A8)

This kernel K is a dimensionless quantity that can be
expanded into its first two arguments so that the terms
remain of the order of unity inside the kernel, as we have
g2 coefficient already there in the potential calculation.
Thus the kernel K is obtained as

K
(

0, 0,
γ4
G

p4
0

, rp0

)
= − lim

z→∞
∂z

∫
d3q

(2π)3

1

q2
3

[
q2

q4 + γ4
G

]
×
(
2− eiq3z − e−iq3z

) (
2eiq·r

)
=

1

2π

[
ln
γGr

2
+ γE −K0 (γGr)

]
(A9)

Thus the static one-loop potential is obtained as

V (r) = g2
ECFK

(
0, 0,

γ4
G

p4
0

, rp0

)
= g2

E

CF
2π

[
ln
γGr

2
+ γE −K0 (γGr)

]
. (A10)
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Abstract Collider experiments provide an opportunity to
produce particles at close distances and momenta. The mea-
sured correlation functions between particles can provide
information on both the effective emission source and the
interaction potential. In recent years, experiments at the LHC
have shown that precision studies of the strong interaction
are possible using correlation techniques, provided a good
handle on the source function. The current work presents a
new numerical framework called Common Emission in CATS
(CECA), capable of simulating the effective emission source
of an N-body system based on the properties of the single
particles. The framework differentiates between primordial
particle emission and particle production through resonances,
allowing to verify the hypothesis proposed by the ALICE
collaboration that a common baryon–baryon emission source
is present in small collision systems. The new framework is
used to analyze ALICE data on pp and pΛ correlations and
compare the results to previous studies based on the common
emission source scenario. It is demonstrated that the best
fit to the pΛ correlation data is obtained using a scattering
length of 1.15±0.07 fm in the S=1 channel.
The new CECA framework provides an essential tool for
precision studies in two-body systems and a consistent de-
scription of the source function in many-body systems.

1 Introduction

The use of correlation techniques in particle physics dates to
the 1960s, tracing its origin in the Hanbury Brown and Twiss
effect (HBT), developed in astronomy [1]. The essence of the
HBT method is to relate the wave interference with the spatial
distribution of the signal emitter, by measuring and dividing
the incoming intensities of a correlated and an uncorrelated
signal. In particle physics, the HBT effect has commonly

ae-mail: dimitar.mihaylov@mytum.de

been applied to two-body correlations of particles produced
in collider experiments. The methodology is referred to as
femtoscopy, as the correlation signal is generated from the
underlying hadronization (emission) process and the subse-
quent final state interaction (FSI), both of which happen on
the femtometer scale [2]. In particular, particle pairs with
low relative momentum k∗, where the asterisk denotes the
pair rest frame, are significantly influenced by quantum ef-
fects, generating a strong correlation signal. This feature has
been extensively used to test the so-called particle emission
source, which is an effective parameterization of the spatial
components of the particles at the time of their hadronization.
Any subsequent modification of the momentum is associated
with the FSI, related to the strong and Coulomb forces, as
well as the symmetrization properties of the wave function.
Consequently, two-particle correlation functions measured
at low k∗ contain information both related to the emission
source and to the low energy scattering [2–6].
In recent years, the ALICE collaboration demonstrated that
small collision systems, pp in particular, result in a common
emission source for all baryon–baryon pairs [4]. This source
is obtained using pp correlations as a benchmark, since for
these pairs the interaction is well known [7]. In particular,
a detailed analysis of the contributions of short-lived reso-
nances to the source properties has been carried out [8, 9].
Additionally, it has been shown that in small collision sys-
tems the source size strongly depends on the transverse mass
(mT) of the pair, as previously observed in heavy-ion (HI)
collisions. This behavior is commonly associated with collec-
tive effects, such as radial flow [10, 11], but the mT scaling
in pp collisions is not yet fully understood or modeled. This
issue will be addressed in the present work.
The main motivation for studying the emission source in
small collision systems is the possibility to measure par-
ticle pairs of poorly constrained interaction and to access
the low energy scattering properties through the correlation
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function [4–6]. Most of the recent analyses of two-particle
correlations in the context of the FSI were performed with the
"Correlation Analysis tool using the Schrödinger Equation"
(CATS) [12]. The latter is a numerical framework capable of
evaluating the correlation function by taking as input either
an interaction potential or a two-particle wave function, as
well as an emission source of any form.
The current work presents a numerical extension to the CATS
framework, aimed at an improved modeling of the emission
source. The "Common Emission in CATS" (CECA) frame-
work relies on simulating single-particle emission including
spatial-momentum correlations to generate the mT scaling.
The model has been validated by re-analyzing the ALICE pp
and pΛ correlation functions [8], measured differentially in
bins of mT, and by employing the assumption of a common
emission source for both species. Further, it is demonstrated
that a reduced attraction within the pΛ interaction leads to an
overall better description of the data. This finding is consis-
tent with the mT integrated analysis of the pΛ system [13],
in which a ≈ 3σ tension between the state-of-the-art chiral
effective field theory (χEFT) model [14] and the data is ob-
served. It is likely that the insufficient statistical significance
of the scattering data used to constrain the χEFT is respon-
sible for this deviation. The pΛ interaction is an important
ingredient for the construction of a realistic nuclear equation
of state for dense nuclear matter, which would help to study
the composition of neutron stars [15–17]. The present work
pins down the properties of the pΛ interaction by using the
ALICE mT differential data and by applying the CATS frame-
work, assuming a common source function for protons and
Λ baryons modeled by CECA.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the basics
of femtoscopy are explained, where sub-section 2.2 provides
detailed information on the properties of the emission source
relevant to the presented work.

Section 3 explains the working principles of the CECA frame-
works, providing information on the individual parameters
and several examples to illustrate their effect on the emission
profile and the associated mT dependence.

In Section 4 the CECA framework is applied to ALICE data,
in order to find a parameterization of the source capable of
modeling both the pp and pΛ correlations for all differential
measurements in mT. A common emission source for both
the protons and Λ particles is assumed. Further, the proper-
ties of the pΛ interaction will be examined, and it will be
demonstrated that a weaker two-body attraction, compared
to currently accepted values, is required in order to achieve
the best fit to the data.

In Section 5 a summary and outlook are presented, comment-
ing on the future applications of the framework.

2 Femtoscopy

2.1 Overview

In two-body systems, the femtoscopic formalism is based on
the Koonin-Pratt relation [2]

C(k∗) =
∫

S(~k∗,~r∗)
∣∣∣Ψ(~k∗,~r∗)

∣∣∣2 d3r∗, (1)

where r∗ is the relative distance between the particles at
the time of their effective emission, S(~k∗,~r∗) is the source
function and Ψ(~k∗,~r∗) is the wave function of the relative
motion of the particle pair. The source function is an effective
parameterization of the properties of the particle emission.
Typically, the k∗ dependence is ignored, while only the radial
part of the spatial components is considered. This is also as-
sumed in the present work. In the specific case of a Gaussian
profile, the source function becomes

S(r∗) =
1

(4πr2
eff)

3/2 exp
(
− r∗2

4r2
eff

)
, (2)

where reff is the effective size of the Gaussian source. Eq. 2
is valid under the assumption of independent particle emis-
sion, where each of the x-, y- and z-components of the single
particles are described by a normal distribution with a stan-
dard deviation of reff. Typical values in HI collisions range
between 4 and 10 fm, depending on the centrality, while in
pp collisions the source is significantly smaller (reff ∼ 1 fm).
From a statistical point of view, the correlation function is
the ratio of momenta distributions of correlated pairs N(k∗)
and the factorized uncorrelated probability M(k∗). Experi-
mentally, N(k∗) can be obtained by building the pairs from
particles stemming from the same collisions (events), while
M(k∗) is constructed from uncorrelated particles produced
in different (mixed) events. This definition is equivalent to
Eq. 1 if a matching normalization condition is used. In prac-
tice, the source function is treated as a probability density
function (PDF) and normalized to unity over the full spatial
integration. In the absence of an interaction, the wave func-
tion corresponds to a free wave, which leads to C(k∗) = 1.
In the presence of FSI the correlation function will converge
asymptotically towards unity, but it will be enhanced at small
k∗ in the case of an attractive interaction and depleted in the
case of a repulsion. Consequently, C(k∗) =N(k∗)/M(k∗)≈ 1
at large k∗, which is the typical normalization condition em-
ployed in experimental measurements. Nevertheless, due to
the likely presence of non-FSI correlations, it is possible that
data normalization is systematically biased.

The Koonin-Pratt relation (Eq. 1) is valid under the as-
sumption that all particles stem from the emission source and
are subject to FSI. In an experimental environment, there are
multiple sources of particle production, such as decay prod-
ucts from long-lived (cτ�fm) resonances, thus the measure-
ment contains residual correlations [4]. These correlations
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are a contamination to the genuine correlation signal. The
total correlation function becomes

Ctot(k∗) = ∑
i

λiCi(k∗), (3)

where the λi parameters represent the weights of the different
contributions. By convention, i=0 corresponds to the genuine
correlation. In some cases, the genuine signal can further be
factorized into several contributions, such as in the presence
of multiple spin channels. For example, the pΛ system can
be either in spin singlet (S=0) or spin triplet (S=1) state, and
the genuine correlation function is

Cgen(k∗) =
1
4

CS=0(k∗)+
3
4

CS=1(k∗), (4)

where the weights are derived from the corresponding spin
degeneracy [12].

2.2 Emission source

The physics interpretation of the emission source is the effec-
tive point in space-time when the FSI between the formed
hadrons sets in. In HI collisions this is often associated with
the thermal freeze-out and, as such, the emission source and
its properties depend on the investigated species due to the
re-scattering occurring during the system's expansion (≈ 10
fm/c). By contrast, in small collision systems, such as pp, the
hadron production is predominantly linked to hard scattering
and parton fragmentation processes, occurring at timescales
below 1 fm/c. These premises constitute the foundations
on which a modeling of the emitting source, common to all
particle species, can be achieved to allow the investigation of
the interaction through the measurements of the correlation
function. The ALICE collaboration presented a data-driven
approach, called the Resonance Source Model (RSM), to
describe the emitting source in pp collisions anchored to the
measurement of pp pairs, in which the interaction is already
well constrained from scattering and nuclear data [8]. The
assumption of the RSM is the existence of an emitting source
common for all particles, composed of a Gaussian core of
size rcore, from which primordial particles are emitted, and
an exponential tail coming from the strong decays of reso-
nances, with lifetime cτ . 10 fm, into the pair of interest.
The yields and the kinematics of the resonances are estimated
using thermal model predictions [18] and the EPOS trans-
port model [19], respectively. The core radius is the only
parameter of the model and it is extracted from a fit to the
pp correlations measured for different mT ranges of the pairs.
The transverse mass is defined as

mT =
1
2
·
√

M2
inv +(pT,1 + pT,2)2, (5)

where Minv is the invariant mass of the pair, and pT,1 (pT,2)
are the transverse momenta in the laboratory frame of ref-
erence of the first (second) particle. For particle pairs of
small relative momenta and similar masses Eq. 5 can be
transformed into the approximate relation

mT ≈
√

m2
avg + k2

T, (6)

where kT is the average transverse momentum of the two
particles and mavg is their average mass. The obtained rcore
shows a scaling trend as a function of mT, typically ob-
served in HI experiments and related to the presence of
space-momentum correlations in the initial stages of the col-
lisions [20–23]. Further, the ALICE collaboration demon-
strates that with the proper inclusion of the strongly decaying
resonances, the obtained rcore in pΛ measurements is identi-
cal to the pp results, supporting the existence of a common
emitting source for baryons in pp collisions. The work in [8],
and the possibility to anchor the modeling of the emitting
source to data using the RSM, allowed to study several in-
teractions in the strange and charm sectors with correlation
measurements in pp collisions at the LHC [6, 13, 24–29].
The full dynamics of the particle propagation from the colli-
sion point to the effective point of emission was not present
in the RSM approach. This resulted in a failure to repro-
duce certain observables, in particular the mT scaling of the
source size. Additionally, the RSM approach does not in-
clude Lorentz boost effects, which might introduce further
deformations to the measured source radii.
These shortcomings of the RSM are addressed within the
CECA framework and details are provided in the next sec-
tion.

3 Common Emission in CATS (CECA)

The hypothesis of a common emission source in small colli-
sion systems is pivotal for performing precision studies on
the strong interaction using correlations. Despite the con-
vincing evidence of a common emission in pp collisions,
provided by the ALICE collaboration [8], there is a general
lack of understanding of its properties. In particular, such a
scenario has so far only been tested for baryon pairs, and the
observed mT scaling is not currently reproduced by transport
models [30].

The CECA model is embedded in a Monte-Carlo frame-
work, and it is based on the emission of single particles, subse-
quently constructing the two- or many-body source functions.
In this work the focus is explicitly on two-body systems.
The particles are treated as classical point-like objects, with
well-defined position, momentum and time components. The
modeling of the source relies on an effective parameterization
that allows to correlate the space and momentum components
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of each particle. This can be used as an effective tool to emu-
late the mT scaling of the source function. The generation of
particles can be divided into four stages explained in 3.1–3.4.
A schematic example is provided in Fig. 1.

rd

h

(b)

(a)

βτ

Fig. 1 Qualitative representation of the CECA dynamics with the main
input parameters: rd , h and τ . Panel (a) presents the scenario in which
the CECA source is evaluated for a pair of primordial particles. Panel
(b) shows the case of a primordial particle being paired with the decay
of a strongly decaying resonance. Details in the text.

3.1 Initial scattering process

The cartoon in Fig. 1 represents a proton–proton collision,
and the red cross marks the geometrical center of the event.
It is assumed that the location of the initial scattering process
among the constituent partons is randomly displaced by a
quantity ~rd (dashed green line in Fig. 1) with respect to the
center of the event and the orientation of the momenta of
the scattered fragments are not correlated to their spatial
coordinates. In CECA, this displacement ~rd follows a Lévy
α-stable distribution1 and the expected standard deviation is
smaller but comparable to the radius of a proton (. 0.8 fm).

3.2 Particle hadronization

In the beginning of this stage, the assumption is that the
microscopic components are partons. They are not explic-
itly modeled, however considering only light quarks (u,d,s)
1The Lévy stable distribution is a generic class of PDFs, for which
a linear combination of two independent random variables results in
the same distribution. Both the Gaussian and Cauchy distributions are
special cases of the Lévy distribution.

the collision system can be assumed to expand with a com-
mon local velocity for a fixed amount of time. At the end
of the expansion, the hadrons are formed simultaneously
and acquire their mass. The space coordinates at which the
hadron formation takes place is described with ~rd +~h, where
~h follows the profile of an ellipsoid centered around the dis-
placement point. The hadronization surface is evidenced by
the dashed blue line in Fig. 1, and effectively parameterized
by the hadronization parameter~h within CECA.

3.3 Particle emission

According to the femtoscopic principle, the effective emis-
sion time is the moment when the investigated particle pairs
experience forces predominantly related to their FSI. This
implies that the studied particles have well-defined wave
functions, and any possible overlap with other particles pro-
duced in the event is negligible. Thus, an extra evolution
stage is included in the simulation, during which the particles
are propagated and separated from one another. This stage
lasts a fixed amount of time (τ), during which the particles
move on a straight line with a velocity (β ) based on their
momentum and on-shell mass, ignoring any significant shift
of the momentum due to re-scattering. By default, τ is the
proper time for each particle. Finally, the particles are consid-
ered to be "emitted", and their coordinates are used to build
the primordial particle emitting source. A pair of primordial
particles are illustrated in panel a) of Fig. 1, where the solid
yellow line represents the core source.

3.4 Production through resonances

Many of the primordial particles are short-lived resonances,
that decay after few fm/c. However, in this short period the
effect of the FSI on the resonances can be ignored, thus the
femtoscopic signal is generated from the interaction of the
decay daughters with other adjacent particles. An example is
presented in panel b) in Fig. 1, where the black solid circles
represent the investigated particle species, and the purple
circles correspond to short-lived resonances. A particle pair
can be formed from the decay daughter of a resonance, by
pairing it either with a primordial particle, as in b), or to
another decay product. On average, these effects lead to an
increase of the distance between the paired particles. The
femtoscopic formalism demands an equal time of emission
between the studied particles, thus CECA monitors the time
components of all generated particles, and when the pairing
is performed the earlier produced particle is propagated on
a straight line until the time of emission of its partner. The
correction is applied on the level of pairs in their rest frame.
This is illustrated in Fig. 1, where the same particle is used to
build a pair in a) and b), however in b) it has been propagated
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to match the time of emission of the decay product to which
it is paired. To perform the simulation, the CECA framework
requires as an input the amount of primordial and resonance
particles and their momentum distributions. In addition, the
resonances are characterized by their lifetime, decay channels
and branching ratios.

The CECA framework is intended to be an effective
model describing existing experimental data with a limited
set of observables, which can then be used to test and con-
strain transport models, such as EPOS, Pythia or AMPT [19,
31, 32], ultimately leading to a better understanding of the
microscopic properties of hadronization. The intrinsic limita-
tion is the available data, and thus the parameterization has
to be minimalistic in order to avoid overfitting and to provide
a unique set of parameters to describe the emission source.
To achieve this, it is assumed that the displacement ~rd is
Gaussian and identical in all spatial directions, consequently
described by a single scalar rd , representing the standard
deviation of the underlying distribution. The ALICE data,
to which CECA is applied in this work, has an acceptance
in pseudorapidity of |η |< 0.8 [8]. Consequently, the CECA
simulation will be more sensitive to the transverse component
(hT) of~h, thus without loss of generality it is assumed that hz
is zero, and h = hT describes both the x- and y- components.
By definition, the particle emission is described with a single
parameter (τ), thus no further simplifications are required.

3.5 The CECA source function

The typical emission source sizes in pp collisions at TeV
energies is c.a. reff ≈ 1 fm [4], under the consideration of a
Gaussian parameterization of the source function. The corre-
sponding PDF is shown as a dashed line in Fig. 2. To study
the effect of each of the rd ,h,τ parameters, the CECA frame-
work has been employed to simulate the source function for
the pp system using three scenarios, in which only one of
these parameters is non-zero and its value is tuned to obtain
a PDF of similar mean as the Gaussian source. It is highly
likely that none of these parameters are capable of providing
physically meaningful modeling of the source, thus the next
examples are provided with the goal of gaining a qualitative
understanding of the influence that each parameter has on the
properties of the emission. The simulation includes both the
primary protons and the production through short-lived reso-
nances. The momentum distributions of all relevant particles,
as well the properties specific to the resonances, are evalu-
ated following the ALICE analysis presented in [8]. Further
details will be provided in Section 4. The left panel of Fig. 2
contains the CECA PDFs (solid lines) of the total source
functions, while the right panel shows the corresponding pri-
mordial (core) sources. In both cases the particle pairs used
to build the two-body source functions are those of relative

momentum k∗ < 100 MeV/c, corresponding to the femto-
scopically relevant region. In fact, the CECA framework is
capable of studying the k∗ dependence of the source function,
nevertheless, this is outside the scope of the present work.
Further, Fig. 3 shows the corresponding mT dependence of
the mean 〈r∗〉 of the PDFs. The solid turquoise line corre-
sponds to the case of a Gaussian displacement rd = 0.85 fm.
Unsurprisingly, the resulting PDF is approximately Gaussian,
nevertheless, there is a slight tail to the distribution linked
to the exponential nature of production through short-lived
resonances, as well as to the Lorentz boost into the pair rest
frame. The effect of the particle production through reso-
nances is not large, as the total and core sources peak at
almost the same value. The reason for this is the random
orientation of the space and momentum components of the
particles, which allows the resonances to travel in a direction
opposite to the geometrical center of the event, traversing
into the volume close to the collision point and decaying
within the primordial region of particle production. This is
not a physical scenario, a statement further confirmed by the
increasing trend of 〈r∗〉(mT) (Fig. 3), which is opposite to
the experimental observations.

However, if rd is set to zero and the source is modeled
only with a hadronization parameter h = 4.2 fm (solid dark
blue line), the difference between the total and core sources
(Fig. 2) becomes large, while the mT scaling is inverted and
qualitatively matches the experimental observations. This
implies a very compact primordial source, with an average
distance between the particles comparable to or smaller than
the radius of the proton. The PDFs of both the primordial and
total source are of a non-Gaussian shape. Invoking only an
emission parameter τ = 4.2 fm/c (solid orange line) results
in a primordial source similarly compact as in the previous
case, nevertheless, the corresponding PDF has a significantly
different shape, possessing a sharp cut-off around 0.9 fm.
This is related to the fact that each particle is propagated for a
distance β · τ ≈ k∗ · τ/

√
k∗2 +m2, under the consideration of

k∗ < m. The sharp cutoff in the source function is observed as
τ is constant and in the present calculation the femtoscopic
source is evaluated using the cut-off k∗ < 100 MeV/c, which
translates into β · τ < 0.88 fm. Indeed such a sharp structure
is non-physical, nevertheless, if τ is used in convolution with
the displacement and hadronization parameters, the effect
will be smeared out. The mT scaling related to the emission
parameter is flat for the core source and has a slightly de-
creasing behavior for the total source. This implies that the
production of particles through short-lived resonances has a
small, yet non-negligible, influence on the mT scaling.

Summarizing Figs. 2 and 3, the displacement parameter
rd closely resembles the traditionally used Gaussian emission
source, and the resulting mT scaling has a rising behavior.
The hadronization parameter h introduces space-momentum
correlations, as all particles effectively propagate (flow) ra-
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Fig. 2 The total source function (left) and the primordial core (right) obtained using only one of the three available parameters. The parameters are
chosen to result in an average mean value of the total source similar to that of a Gaussian source (dashed line) of reff =1.0 fm.
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Fig. 3 The mT scaling for each of the CECA sources from Fig. 2. The
solid lines represent the total source, while the dashed lines are the
results for the corresponding primordial (core) sources.

dially away from the collision point, resulting in an mT scal-
ing that qualitatively matches the experimental observations.
The emission parameter τ results in a non-smooth source
function, which is a consequence of the cut-off in k∗ when
evaluating the source function. The resulting mT scaling is
approximately flat.

4 pp and pΛ correlations

The ALICE measurement of the pp and pΛ correlations in
high-multiplicity pp collisions at 13 TeV, performed differ-
entially in mT [8], provides a great opportunity to validate
the CECA framework and investigate the hypothesis of a
common emission source for these two baryons. The pp inter-
action is known with great precision due to the large amount
of existing scattering data [33], which have been used to
constrain the properties of the strong potential. In particular,

the Argonne v18 (AV18) potential provides the possibility to
model the pp system with high accuracy at low k∗, accounting
for s-, p- and d-waves [7, 12].

The pΛ interaction, on the other hand, is not as well-
known due to the scarce data for this system [34–36]. The
χEFT model, evaluated to next-to-leading order (NLO) [14,
37] and recently to next-to-next-leading-order (N2LO) [38],
represents the state-of-the-art tool to study the pΛ interaction.
However, the output of χEFT calculations depends on the
determination of the so-called low-energy constants, which
need to be constrained by experimental data. The existing
scattering data on pΛ have limited statistical significance,
particularly at low energies. Additional experimental con-
straints on the pΛ system come from the measurements of
hypernuclei binding energies, whose interpretation is model-
dependent and includes many-body effects [39, 40]. Another
recent analysis by the ALICE collaboration delivered the
mT-integrated measurement of the pΛ correlation function
in high-multiplicity pp collisions, in which the statistical
precision improves by more than one order of magnitude
compared to the scattering data and extends the range of
accessible momenta practically down to 0 MeV [13]. By
constraining the emission source to pp correlations using
the RSM, it has been shown that the NLO potential devi-
ates by around 3σ from the data, suggesting either a weaker
two-body attraction between the proton and the Λ or a larger
emission source.

In this work the analyzed pp and pΛ correlations are split
into, respectively, 7 and 6 differential bins of mT [8]. In the
associated publication of the data, the RSM has been success-
fully applied independently in each range of mT, nevertheless,
the model cannot describe all bins simultaneously with a com-
mon set of parameters. This is addressed in the present work,
as the adaptation of CECA into the CATS framework allows
to fit all 13 correlation functions simultaneously, using a com-
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mon source for protons and Λ baryons described by a single
set of rd ,h,τ parameters. Two scenarios are used for the fit,
in which the pΛ interaction is treated differently.

4.1 pΛ interaction

The genuine pΛ term in the total correlation function in
Eq. 3 is modeled assuming at first the NLO19 chiral po-
tentials, following the work in [13]. The NLO19 potential
delivers a weaker attraction in the triplet state with respect
to previous tunings of the model and the cut-off parameter
Λcut = 600 MeV, needed for the regularization of the potential
in the Lippman-Schwinger equation [37], delivers the best
description for both femtoscopic [13] and scattering data [14].
The scattering length in the S=0 channel is f0 = 2.91 fm2,
while in the S=1 channel the value is f1 = 1.41 fm. Addi-
tional details on the NLO19 potential can be found in [14].
In Fig. 4, the genuine correlation function obtained assuming
the NLO19 pΛ interaction is shown (turquoise). A Gaussian
source size of 1.2 fm is assumed. The corresponding corre-
lation function for an underlying interaction described by
the Usmani potential [41] is shown in blue. The scattering
lengths of the χEFT and the Usmani parameterizations are
summarized in Tab. 1. The two models have similar scattering
parameters in the singlet channel, but the Usmani potential
results in a larger attraction in the triplet channel, yielding
an enhanced correlation function. The Usmani potential is
composed of a repulsive central term (repulsive core), de-
pending only on the distance r∗ between the two particles,
and of a one-pion exchange contribution multiplying both
the attractive spin-independent part and the repulsive spin
interaction [41]. The repulsive core term VC of the Usmani
interaction is a dominant contribution at short inter-particle
distances and hence represents an important component of
the correlation signal. The parameterization of VC is given by
a Woods–Saxon function

VC(r∗) =WC

[
1+ exp

(
r∗−RC

dC

)]−1

, (7)

where the individual parameters are determined empirically,
anchoring them to available scattering data. The default val-
ues are WC = 2137 MeV, RC = 0.5 fm, dC = 0.2 fm and de-
liver the blue line in Fig. 4. Fine-tuning the S=1 parameters
(WC = 2279 MeV, RC = 0.3394 fm, dC = 0.2614 fm) while
leaving the S=0 channel unchanged reproduces the NLO19
value of f1 = 1.41 fm. The resulting spin-averaged pΛ corre-
lation functions for the fine-tuned Usmani potential and the
original chiral NLO19 calculation are in good agreement for
k∗ values below 180 MeV/c, as shown in Fig. 4.

2In this work, the convention of a positive scattering length for an
attractive interaction is used.

f0 (fm) f1 (fm)

NLO19 2.91 1.41

N2LO 2.80 1.56

Usmani 2.88 1.66

Usmani (NLO19) 2.88 1.41

Table 1 The scattering length of the singlet (left column) and triplet
(right column) pΛ channel for different theoretical models.

This result implies that the Usmani potential and χEFT
can be used interchangeably to model the pΛ correlation
function at low k∗. In the present work, the Usmani potential
will be used to study the interaction strength of the pΛ system,
by fitting the WC, RC and dC parameters to the high-precision
ALICE data published in [8]. The correlation function is
known to be insensitive to the effects of the individual spin
channels, for this reason, without loss of generality, only the
parameters of the S=1 channel will be varied. The choice to
use explicitly the S=1 state is motivated by two factors. First,
this state is dominant within the correlation function, as it
contributes with a weight of 3/4 (Eq. 4). Second, the binding
energy of the hypertriton depends on the scattering length
of the S=0 state, thus a significant variation of f0 cannot
be performed without studying the subsequent effect on the
hypertriton, which is outside the scope of the present work.
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Fig. 4 The genuine pΛ correlation function evaluated using CATS for
a Gaussian source of 1.2 fm. The turquoise line corresponds to the
NLO19 calculation, which includes s- and d-waves, as well as the
coupling to NΣ [14, 37]. The blue line is evaluated using the standard
parameterization of the Usmani potential, in which only s-waves are
considered. The dark red line is Usmani parameterization, fine tuned to
NLO19. The bottom panel shows the ratio to the original NLO19.
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4.2 Analysis details

The correlation functions in the present work have been mea-
sured by the ALICE collaboration in pp collisions triggered
for high-multiplicity at 13 TeV [8]. The pp data is split into
7 mT bins, and the pΛ into 6 bins. The analysis procedure
performed by ALICE is closely followed, and the main steps
are highlighted below.

The measured correlation functions are obtained by con-
structing the ratio of the same- and mixed-event samples
(N(k∗) and M(k∗)). These distributions are not corrected
for any experimental effects, most notably the acceptance,
misidentifications, feed-down from weakly decaying parti-
cles, and momentum resolution [4]. All of these effects have
to be included in the modeling of the data, which is achieved
using the CATS framework. To evaluate the correlation func-
tion, CATS requires either an interaction potential or a wave
function, describing a specific (S,L) state. The source func-
tion can be modeled either by an analytic function, such as a
Gaussian source, or linked to a more advanced framework,
such as CECA. The total correlation function provided by
CATS is

CCATS(k∗) =N ·
∫

dk∗trueM (k∗,k∗true)·

∑
i

∫
dk∗motherλiTi(k∗true,k

∗
mother)Ci(k∗mother),

(8)

where λi are the weights corresponding to each possible
contribution i to the correlation signal (genuine, feed-down,
etc.), M is a momentum smearing matrix that transforms
the "true" relative momentum (k∗true) to the measured one
(k∗), Ti is a transformation matrix for the residual feed-down
correlations and N is a normalization constant. The residual
contributions to the correlation signal arise when a measured
pair consists of at least one particle that is the decay prod-
uct of a long-lived (cτ �fm) resonance. In that case, the
FSI signal is not related to the measured pair, but to the in-
teraction between the mother particles. For example, a pΛ

pair which consists of a primary proton and a secondary Λ,
stemming from the decay of a Ξ− particle, will carry a resid-
ual signal from the FSI of the original pΞ− pair [4]. The
true pΛ relative momentum k∗true will differ from the origi-
nal k∗mother of the pΞ− pair, thus requiring the correction by
Ti(k∗true,k

∗
mother). In the case of primary or misidentified pairs

this correction is not required and the matrix becomes equal
to the identity operator. Following the ALICE analysis, in
the present work the considered (non-flat) feed-down chan-
nels are pΛ→ pp, pΞ− → pΛ, pΞ0 → pΛ and pΣ0 → pΛ.
The corresponding λ parameters are provided in [13], and
varied within their uncertainties. The correlation functions
of the pΞ interaction are based on lattice calculations [42]
and the pΣ0 on χEFT [43]. The pΛ experimental correlation
functions are fitted and the corresponding results are used

as a direct input for the pΛ→ pp residual contributions. The
pΛ interaction is modeled using the Usmani potential with
the repulsive core of the triplet channel either fixed to repro-
duce the scattering length of the χEFT NLO19 or fitted (see
Section 4.1). Finally, the experimental measurements may
contain non-femtoscopic correlations, which are typically
broad and smooth structures that can be described by a poly-
nomial function [4]. In the region k∗ < 200 MeV/c the effect
of these correlations is expected to be minor and approxi-
mately flat. In the present analysis the correlation functions
are fitted up to k∗ < 180 MeV/c, allowing the effective mod-
eling of the non-femtoscopic correlations by the constant N .
This parameter is fitted independently for each of the 13 cor-
relation functions. The modeling of the source with CECA
requires the single-particle spectra of the measured protons
and Λ particles. Ideally, these should account for the kinemat-
ics of particle production through resonances and include a
full-scale simulation within the acceptance and efficiency of
the detector. Such a dedicated analysis is not possible without
detailed knowledge of the performance of ALICE, thus in
the present work a simplified approach is adopted, in which
the pT distributions of the proton and Λ baryons are taken
from the highest multiplicity class of the fully corrected AL-
ICE spectra [44, 45]. The short-lived resonances feeding into
protons and Λ baryons are assumed to have similar momen-
tum distributions. Further, the published ALICE data have
an acceptance for the protons pT = [0.5,4.05) GeV/c [8],
which has been enforced in the present analysis. To sample
in 3 dimensions, the pseudorapidity distribution of both pro-
tons and Λ baryons is assumed flat within the acceptance
of |η | < 0.8, while ϕ is assumed uniform. Following the
procedure within the ALICE analysis [8], the properties of
the resonances are averaged, and the feed-down to each of
the proton and Λ species is modeled by a single effective
resonance. According to the statistical hadronization model,
the average mass of the resonances decaying into protons (Λ
baryons) is 1.36 (1.46) GeV/c2 and the average lifetimes are
1.65 (4.69) fm/c [8, 46].

Summarizing the analysis procedure, Eq. 8 is used to
fit the measured pp and pΛ correlations in each mT bin. All
relevant genuine and residual correlation functions are com-
puted from the Koonin-Pratt equation (1) using the CATS
framework. The interaction potentials are fixed for pp and all
feed-down contributions, while the pΛ interaction is treated
separately, as discussed in Section 4.1. The source function
is evaluated using the CECA framework and is common
for all correlation functions and parameterized using the 3
variables rd ,h,τ . Additionally, each correlation function is
independently renormalized by a free parameter N . The λ

parameters and momentum smearing matrices required by
Eq. 8 are identical to the mT integrated ALICE analysis [13].



9

Usmani Usmani (NLO19) Usmani (Fit)

χ2 - 473 371

d (fm) - 0.288±0.013 0.176±0.005

hT (fm) - 3.23+0.05
−0.30 2.68+0.06

−0.04

τ (fm/c) - 3.26+0.16
−0.04 3.76+0.05

−0.03

f0 (fm) 2.88 2.88 2.88

f1 (fm) 1.66 1.41 1.15±0.07

WC (MeV) 2137 2279 2332+2
−39

RC (fm) 0.5 0.3394 0.3455±0.0010

dC (fm) 0.2 0.2614 0.2575+0.0020
−0.0000

Table 2 Summary of the fit results to the femtoscopic data. The first
column is the default Usmani parameterization. The second column
is the case of fine-tuning the Usmani potential to reproduce the f1 of
χEFT (NLO19). The third column is the result from performing a fit
without constraining the Usmani repulsive core. The χ2 is evaluated
from 243 number of data points.

4.3 Results and discussion

Following the analysis procedure described in Section 4.2,
the 7 (6) mT bins of the pp (pΛ) correlations have been simul-
taneously fitted, modeling the pΛ using the Usmani potential
tuned to the NLO19 scattering parameters. Figure 5 shows
the resulting correlation functions in one bin of low mT (left)
and one bin of large mT (right). The black points represent
the ALICE data, and the error bars are the square root of the
quadratic sum of the statistical and systematic uncertainty.
The blue (dark red) bands show the pp (pΛ) fit results from
CATS, using the CECA source, including the uncertainties
related to the free fit parameters and to the λ parameters.
The dashed lines are the fit results under the assumption of
a Gaussian source, where each correlation function is fitted
separately. The resulting values for reff are compatible with
the published ALICE results [8].

It is observed that the fits perform with similar precision
regardless of the source function. Unlike the Gaussian source
fit, the CECA model has only 3 common parameters to de-
scribe all 13 correlation functions and has an intrinsic mT de-
pendence. The resulting parameters are summarized in Tab. 2.
The rd value of around 0.3 fm is smaller than the radius of
the proton, which is compatible with the assumption that the
dominant factor influencing this parameter is the fluctuation
of the position of the initial scattering process between the
partons of the colliding beams. The large hadronization pa-
rameter h ∼ 3 fm highlights the strong spatial-momentum
correlations, pointing to a collective behavior of the system,
most likely linked to a radial expansion before the hadroniza-
tion takes place. An interesting observation is the necessity
of a large τ ∼ 3 fm/c, which points to a phase within the
formation of the emission source, in which the particles al-
ready hadronized and acquired their on-shell mass, but did
not decouple from the expanding system. This can be as-

sociated with a short re-scattering phase. Nevertheless, a
microscopic explanation is not possible without the use of
more sophisticated transport models, such as AMPT, EPOS
or Pythia [19, 31, 32].

Figure 6 shows the PDFs of the source functions, ob-
tained from CECA, for pp (blue bands) and pΛ (dark red
bands) in two different mT regions. The dashed lines show
the corresponding Gaussian sources for pp. Evidently, the
CECA source is non-Gaussian, and has a large tail related to
particle production through short-lived resonances. The tail is
more pronounced for pΛ, due to the larger average lifetime of
the associated decay mothers. The peak region is fairly wide,
and a careful examination revealed that this is the result of a
multi-structured PDF, where the most noticeable differentia-
tion is between purely primordial (core) pairs, which peak at
around 1 fm, while the larger r∗ values are dominated by the
production of pairs in which at least one particle stems from
a resonance. Figure 7 summarizes the resulting mean values
of the pp (blue bands) and pΛ (dark red bands) emission
sources, as a function of mT. The results are compared to the
ALICE analysis, by extracting the mean value from the Gaus-
sian PDF corresponding to the effective source size published
in [8]. The CECA source produces the expected mT scaling,
nevertheless, the mean of the source size is slightly different
for pp. These two results stem from the same data, thus the
observed difference can only be due to the non-Gaussianity
of the CECA source. This highlights the fact, that the correla-
tion function is sensitive to the shape of the source function,
and the latter cannot be described by a single parameter, such
as the mean. The χ2 per number of data points (NDP) of
the global fit is 473/243, pointing out the need for further
improvement. An obvious issue is present in the two largest
mT bins of the pp correlation functions (Figs. 5, 9), where
a significant deviation at low k∗ is present, independently
on the choice of source function. Interestingly, such a dis-
crepancy is not observed in the pΛ correlations. Thus, one
possible explanation is that the issue is related to the accuracy
of the AV18 potential, which may break down at the very
small distances realized at large mT. Nevertheless, it is not
possible to exclude alternative interpretations related to the
source function. For example, primordial pairs produced in
mini-jets will have a large mT and will be located very close
in space. While pairwise baryon production in mini-jets is
not observed in correlation studies [4], it may become rele-
vant at large transverse momentum of the particles. Such an
effect will be stronger for pp compared to pΛ of equivalent
mT, due to the lower mass and lack of strange quarks in the
system. Ultimately, this will lead to a second effective source
of proton pairs at large mT, which may distort the shape of
the overall PDF.

As discussed, the low-energy constants of the chiral
model, used to describe the pΛ interaction, are only con-
strained by scattering data, which are of insufficient quality



10

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

C(
k

* )

0 50 100 150
k *  (MeV/c)

0.95

1.00

1.05

1.10
C(

k
* )

ALICE data (pp)
mT [1.14, 1.20) GeV
Fit (CECA)
Baseline
Fit (Gauß)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
k *  (MeV/c)

4

2

0

2

4

n

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

C(
k

* )

0 50 100 150
k *  (MeV/c)

0.95

1.00

1.05

1.10

C(
k

* )

ALICE data (pp)
mT [1.86, 4.50) GeV
Fit (CECA)
Baseline
Fit (Gauß)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
k *  (MeV/c)

4

2

0

2

4

n

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

C(
k

* )

ALICE data (p )
mT [1.08, 1.26) GeV
Fit (CECA)
Baseline
Fit (Gauß)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
k *  (MeV/c)

4

2

0

2

4

n

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

C(
k

* )

ALICE data (p )
mT [1.90, 4.50) GeV
Fit (CECA)
Baseline
Fit (Gauß)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
k *  (MeV/c)

4

2

0

2

4

n

Fig. 5 The pp (top) and pΛ (bottom) correlation functions in one bin of low mT (left) and one bin of large mT (right). The pΛ interaction is modeled
by the Usmani potential fine-tuned to χEFT (NLO19). The data (black circles with error bars) are fitted by using the CECA source (bands), and the
result using a Gaussian fit is plotted as a reference (dashed lines). The baseline corresponds to the non-femtoscopic contributions to the fit, modeled
by N (see Eq. 8). The bottom sub-panel of each plot represents the deviation, in number of σ , of the fit to the data.

to provide a unique parameterization to the theory. Thus, it
is interesting to investigate how a modified pΛ interaction
influences the fit results. This is achieved by leaving the 3 pa-
rameters of the repulsive core of the Usmani potential (Eq. 7)
free within the fit procedure, while the source is common for
protons and Λ baryons and modeled by CECA. The resulting
mT scaling, fit results and source distributions are presented
in Figs. 8–11. Summary of the obtained parameters is pro-
vided in Tab. 2. The χ2 is reduced from 473 to 371, which
equals a significance of 9.1σ , and the resulting scattering
length for the pΛ triplet channel is f1 = 1.15±0.07 fm. This

implies that the assumption of a common emission source
for protons and Λ baryons requires a reduced strength of the
pΛ attraction, compared to the currently adopted values of
1.41 fm (1.56 fm) by the chiral NLO (N2LO). The alternative
explanation is the absence of a common emission source in
small collision systems, but this scenario is unlikely, as will
be discussed below. To test this hypothesis, the NLO19 scat-
tering length is again adopted to model the pΛ interaction,
however, the pp and pΛ correlation functions are now fitted
independently from one another, using two different sets of
source parameters. The resulting combined χ2 is 381, which
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Fig. 6 The pp (blue) and pΛ (dark red) total source functions in one bin of low mT (left) and one bin of large mT (right). The pΛ interaction is
modeled by the Usmani potential fine-tuned to χEFT (NLO19). The dashed line corresponds to the effective pp Gaussian source (reff) extracted by
the ALICE collaboration, by analyzing the same data [8].
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Fig. 7 The mT scaling of the source for pp (blue) and pΛ (dark red),
obtained by CECA within the current work (bands) and by ALICE (sym-
bols with error bars) within [8]. In both cases the pp is modeled using
the AV18 potential. The present analysis describes the pΛ interaction
using the Usmani potential fine-tuned to χEFT (NLO19), while in [8]
multiple parameterizations of χEFT (LO and NLO13) are used.

is compatible within 2σ with the fit result for reduced pΛ in-
teraction strength and a common source. Nevertheless, this is
only achieved by increasing the pΛ hadronization parameter
h by 0.7 fm, suggesting a different hadronization time for the
Λ baryon. This possibility has been studied by employing
a toy model based on CECA, in which the Λ particles are
allowed to either hadronize earlier or later than the proton
and examine the effect on h. A slightly later Λ production can
mimic a larger h, however, this is incompatible with the mass
hierarchy of the quarks and the subsequent earlier hadroniza-
tion times of heavy flavour [47]. On the other hand, an earlier
production can increase the effective pΛ source size only if
the Λ baryons are produced at least 1 fm/c earlier than the
protons. Presently, there are neither experimental observa-

tions nor theoretical predictions to support such a hypothesis,
consequently, the observed deviation is likely connected to
the pΛ interaction.

One important aspect is to verify the compatibility of
this result with the scattering data. This is done by using
the 12 data points for pΛ elastic cross section below k∗ of
180 MeV/c, corresponding to plab ≈ 400 MeV/c, published
in [34, 35] and used by the chiral calculations [14, 37]. Us-
ing the Usmani parameterizations within CATS, the corre-
sponding total cross sections have been evaluated and com-
pared to the scattering data. The Usmani potential tuned to
NLO19 ( f1 = 1.41 fm) provides χ2/NDP=4.5/12, while the
parameterization corresponding to the best femtosopic fit
( f1 = 1.15 fm) yields χ2/NDP=16.0/12, corresponding to
2.6σ discrepancy. The evaluation of the cross section is based
only under the consideration of the s-wave, thus a slight sys-
tematic underestimation of the total value is possible. Never-
theless, proceeding with the adopted procedure, if the Usmani
repulsive core is modified to result in f1 = 1.24 fm the com-
patibility to both scattering and femtoscopy data is 1.2 σ .
This observation suggests that the two data sets can be used
in a complementary way to constrain the theory.

We would like to conclude this discussion with several
important remarks related to the interpretation of the results
on the pΛ interaction presented in this work. The femtoscopic
data and the adopted modeling of the source, using CECA,
show a clear trend that the overall strength of the attraction
should be lower compared to the currently accepted values.
We have only modified the S=1 channel, as the correlation
function is not particularly sensitive to the individual spin
channels, thus the obtained result of f1 = 1.15 fm serves as
a lower limit within the triplet channel. We have anchored
the Usmani potential to the NLO19 calculation, whereas the
newer N2LO calculation predicts a slightly reduced scattering
length in the singlet channel [38]. Moreover, the N2LO has
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differences in the effective range, compared to NLO19, intro-
ducing further systematic bias to the exact value of f1. In ad-
dition, the Usmani potential does not include the pΛ coupling
to NΣ, with a kinematic threshold of k∗ ≈ 290 MeV/c, and
considers only s-waves. This is not an issue for the present
analysis, as the upper fit range is purposefully selected to be
only 180 MeV/c, nevertheless a small systematic bias may
still be present. For these reasons, the best future strategy
is to use both of the scattering and femtoscopic data to con-
strain the chiral model directly, without using the Usmani
potential as a proxy. Given the new theoretical developments,
in particular the N2LO calculation [38], it is indeed very
interesting to perform such a dedicated study, utilizing the
CECA framework.
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Fig. 8 The mT scaling of the source for pp (blue) and pΛ (dark red),
obtained by CECA within the current work (bands) and by ALICE
(symbols with error bars) within [8]. In both cases the pp is modeled
using the AV18 potential. The present analysis describes the pΛ inter-
action using the Usmani potential fitted to the femtosopic data, while
in [8] multiple parameterizations of χEFT (LO and NLO13) are used.

5 Summary and outlook

A numerical framework called CECA has been developed
and presented in this work. It can effectively model particle
emission in small collision systems. The framework is based
on single-particle emission, where the particles are treated
as point-like objects with well-defined space and momentum
components. The properties of hadronization are described
by three effective parameters, which take into account ran-
dom fluctuations, geometrical space-momentum correlations
representing a collective expansion of the collision system,
and a time evolution parameter. Additionally, CECA requires
the input of the individual momentum distributions for each
simulated species, as well as the amount and type of short-
lived resonances that feed into the particles of interest.

The new framework has been used to analyze the mT-
differentially measured pp and pΛ correlation functions from
the ALICE collaboration. It has been shown that a common
emission source for both particles is consistent with the data,
but only given a pΛ scattering length within the triplet chan-
nel of f1 = 1.15± 0.07 fm. The existing scattering data is
in slight tension with this value, nevertheless, f1 = 1.24 fm
is equally compatible with the femtoscopic and scattering
data, deviating from both by only 1.2σ . These f1 values are
significantly lower compared to the chiral effective field the-
ory, which is evaluated at NLO and N2LO and is currently
tuned only to the existing scattering data. Undoubtedly, the
best future strategy to constrain theoretical models is the
combined usage of femtoscopic and scattering data, which
seem to provide complementary constraints.

The study of the emission source greatly benefits from
correlations between identical pions, due to their quantum
statistical properties and lack of significant strong final state
interaction. Nevertheless, their description in small collision
systems is complicated, due to the large kinematic effects
of feed-down from resonances. If the cocktail of relevant
resonances is well constrained, along with the corresponding
momenta distributions, the CECA framework can be a vital
tool to describe existing and future pion analyses in small
collision systems realized at high energies. Such studies will
complement the baryon–baryon analysis, and provide a more
clear picture of the assumption of a common emission source.
Moreover, the effective parameterization used in CECA can
help to constrain advanced transport models and eliminate
ambiguities in the interpretation of correlation results.

The CECA framework is not limited to modeling only the
two-body source function and can be used for the description
of many-body sources. This feature will become particularly
useful during the third data-taking period of the LHC, as
there are existing plans to employ femtoscopy to investigate
the genuine three-body force [48]. This requires knowledge
of the two- and three-body source functions, both of which
can be consistently modeled within CECA.
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Appendix

Figure 9 (10) shows the fits to the pp (pΛ) correlation func-
tions, using the Usmani potential with free parameters of the
repulsive core. The corresponding CECA source distributions
are plotted in Fig. 11.
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Fig. 9 The pp correlation functions (in all mT bins) fitted using the CECA source. The pΛ interaction, which is relevant for the feed-down into pp,
is taken from the fit results shown in Fig. 10.
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Fig. 10 The pΛ correlation functions (in all mT bins) fitted using the CECA source, where the interaction is modeled using the Usmani potential.
The repulsive core parameters are left free in the fit.
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Fig. 11 The pp (blue) and pΛ (dark red) total source functions in each mT bin. The pΛ interaction is modeled by the Usmani potential and the
relevant parameters of the repulsive core fitted to the data. The dashed line corresponds to the effective pp Gaussian source (reff) extracted by the
ALICE collaboration, by analyzing the same data [8].

References

1. R. Hanbury Brown and R. Q. Twiss.
A New type of interferometer for use in radio astron-
omy.
Phil. Mag. Ser. 7, 45:663–682, 1954. doi: 10.1080/
14786440708520475.

2. Michael Annan Lisa, Scott Pratt, Ron Soltz, and Urs
Wiedemann.
Femtoscopy in relativistic heavy ion collisions.
Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci., 55:357–402, 2005. doi: 10.
1146/annurev.nucl.55.090704.151533.

3. J. Adams et al.
Pion interferometry in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN=200

GeV.
Phys. Rev. C, 71:044906, 2005. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.
71.044906.

4. Shreyasi Acharya et al.
p-p, p-Λ and Λ-Λ correlations studied via femtoscopy in
pp reactions at

√
s =7 TeV.

Phys. Rev. C, 99:024001, 2019. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.
99.024001.

5. Shreyasi Acharya et al.
Scattering studies with low-energy kaon-proton fem-
toscopy in proton-proton collisions at the LHC.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 124(9):092301, 2020. doi: 10.1103/
PhysRevLett.124.092301.

6. S. Acharya et al.
Unveiling the strong interaction among hadrons at the
LHC.
Nature, 588(7837):232–238, 2020. doi: 10.1038/
s41586-020-3001-6.

7. Robert B. Wiringa, V. G. J. Stoks, and R. Schiavilla.
An Accurate nucleon-nucleon potential with charge in-
dependence breaking.
Phys. Rev. C, 51:38–51, 1995. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.
51.38.

8. Shreyasi Acharya et al.
Search for a common baryon source in high-multiplicity
pp collisions at the LHC.

https://doi.org/10.1080/14786440708520475
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786440708520475
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-023-00960-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.71.044906
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.71.044906
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.024001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.024001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.092301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.092301
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-3001-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-3001-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.51.38
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.51.38
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135849
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135849


16

Phys. Lett. B, 811:135849, 2020. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.
2020.135849.

9. Urs Achim Wiedemann and Ulrich W. Heinz.
Resonance contributions to HBT correlation radii.
Phys. Rev. C, 56:3265–3286, 1997. doi: 10.1103/
PhysRevC.56.3265.

10. Urs Achim Wiedemann and Ulrich W. Heinz.
Particle interferometry for relativistic heavy ion colli-
sions.
Phys. Rept., 319:145–230, 1999. doi: 10.1016/
S0370-1573(99)00032-0.

11. Ulrich W. Heinz and Barbara V. Jacak.
Two particle correlations in relativistic heavy ion colli-
sions.
Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci., 49:529–579, 1999. doi:
10.1146/annurev.nucl.49.1.529.

12. D. L. Mihaylov, V. Mantovani Sarti, O. W. Arnold,
L. Fabbietti, B. Hohlweger, and A. M. Mathis.
A femtoscopic Correlation Analysis Tool using the
Schrödinger equation (CATS).
Eur. Phys. J. C, 78(5):394, 2018. doi: 10.1140/epjc/
s10052-018-5859-0.

13. Shreyasi Acharya et al.
Exploring the NΛ–NΣ coupled system with high preci-
sion correlation techniques at the LHC.
Phys. Lett. B, 833:137272, 2022. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.
2022.137272.

14. J. Haidenbauer, U. G. Meißner, and A. Nogga.
Hyperon–nucleon interaction within chiral effective field
theory revisited.
Eur. Phys. J. A, 56(3):91, 2020. doi: 10.1140/epja/
s10050-020-00100-4.

15. N. Kaiser and W. Weise.
Chiral SU(3) dynamics and Lambda-hyperons in the
nuclear medium.
Phys. Rev. C, 71:015203, 2005. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.
71.015203.

16. Diego Lonardoni, Alessandro Lovato, Stefano Gandolfi,
and Francesco Pederiva.
Hyperon Puzzle: Hints from Quantum Monte Carlo Cal-
culations.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 114(9):092301, 2015. doi: 10.1103/
PhysRevLett.114.092301.

17. Dominik Gerstung, Norbert Kaiser, and Wolfram Weise.
Hyperon–nucleon three-body forces and strangeness in
neutron stars.
Eur. Phys. J. A, 56(6):175, 2020. doi: 10.1140/epja/
s10050-020-00180-2.

18. Anton Andronic, Peter Braun-Munzinger, Krzysztof
Redlich, and Johanna Stachel.
Decoding the phase structure of QCD via particle pro-
duction at high energy.
Nature, 561(7723):321–330, 2018. doi: 10.1038/

s41586-018-0491-6.
19. T. Pierog, Iu. Karpenko, J. M. Katzy, E. Yatsenko, and

K. Werner.
EPOS LHC: Test of collective hadronization with data
measured at the CERN Large Hadron Collider.
Phys. Rev. C, 92(3):034906, 2015. doi: 10.1103/
PhysRevC.92.034906.

20. I. G. Bearden et al.
Space-time evolution of the hadronic source in periph-
eral to central Pb + Pb collisions.
Eur. Phys. J. C, 18:317–325, 2000. doi: 10.1007/
s100520000543.

21. Adam Kisiel, Mateusz Gałażyn, and Piotr Bożek.
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THERMAL EFFECTS IN νDM PRODUCTION

S. ROSAURO-ALCARAZ a

Pôle Théorie, Laboratoire de Physique des 2 Infinis Irène Joliot Curie (UMR 9012),
CNRS/IN2P3, 15 Rue Georges Clemenceau, 91400 Orsay, France.

We study the possibility to produce a keV neutrino dark matter candidate through the two-
body decays of heavy neutrinos present in TeV scale neutrino mass generation mechanism.
Given that the dark matter production happens at the heavy neutrino scale, namely around
the electroweak scale, we address thermal effects and study how these modify the dark matter
production rates through freeze-in.

1 Introduction

Thanks to numerous gravitational probes at different scales, we know there is dark matter
(DM) in our Universe. Its relic density, as measured by Planck 1, represents about 25% of the
energy budget of the Universe, ΩDMh

2 = 0.1198 ± 0.0012. However, all our efforts to find
conclusive evidence for DM interaction with Standard Model (SM) particles in our direct or
indirect detection experiments have so far failed. It is thus interesting to consider DM species
which interact very feebly with the SM. Given that neutrinos are the most weakly interacting
particles present in the SM and that we need to explain the origin of their mass with new physics,
in the following we will consider the possibility that the new states generating light neutrino
masses also play a role in the DM production in the Early Universe.

2 Origin of neutrino masses

Among the many different scenarios which could account for the smallness of neutrino masses,
one particularly appealing possibility is that of low-scale seesaws, in which neutrino masses are
protected by an approximate lepton number symmetry, while the heavy states can have masses
at the O (100) GeV in reach of colliders. One such example is the so-called inverse seesaw 2,3

(ISS), in which we add a number of right-handed (RH) neutrinos, NR, and singlet fermions, S,
to the SM particle content, whose lagrangian is enlarged with

L ⊃ −L̄LYνΦ̃NR − S̄MNR −
1

2
S̄µSc + h.c., (1)

where LL is the SM lepton doublet and Φ̃ ≡ iσ2Φ is the Higgs doublet and Yν the neutrino
Yukawa coupling. Given that lepton number is assumed to be an approximate symmetry of the
theory, and the term proportional to µ is the only source of its breaking, we assume µ to be
much smaller than M and the electroweak (EW) scale. This is indeed technically natural as the
symmetry protects it from receiving important radiative corrections, and thus µ stays small at

aIn collaboration with A. Abada, G. Arcadi, M. Lucente and G. Piazza.
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all orders in perturbation theory. Upon spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB), one finds that
light neutrino masses are proportional to

mν ∼ v2Y T
ν M

−1µM−1Yν , (2)

where v is the Higgs vev. Note, however, that the mixing between the active and the heavy
neutrinos is given by the ratio θ ∼ vYνM

−1, which can be large. It was found in Ref. [4] 4 that
the minimal number of RH neutrinos and singlet fermions needed to explain oscillation data
was two, while a DM candidate of mass O(µ) naturally appears when including yet another
singlet fermion 5. This case was labelled as (2, 3)-ISS, pointing out the number of RH neutrinos
and singlet fermions, respectively. Upon full diagonalization of the neutrino mass matrix in the
latter case, we find the linear relation between the interaction states from Eq. (1) and the mass
eigenstates  νL

N c
R

S

 = UPL

 nlight
nDM
nheavy

 , (3)

where we have neglected explicit flavour indices and ordered the mass eigenstates, ni, according
to the scale of the masses, mν , µ and M , respectively. The mixing between light neutrinos and
DM would be given by the mixing matrix element Uα4, with α = e, µ, τ .

3 DM production through freeze-in

It was found in Ref. [5]5 that in the (2, 3)-ISS induced neutrino mass spectrum, between the light
neutrinos participating in oscillations and the two pseudo-Dirac pairs with masses O(M), there
is a sterile neutrino with mass O(µ), whose interactions are automatically suppressed by powers
of neutrino mixing, Uα4, thus making it a good warm DM candidate when µ ∼ keV. Given its
feebly interactions, it can be produced through two-body decays of the heavier neutrinos in the
early Universe, and it would not produce a detectable signal in our direct detection experiments.
Instead, the optimal way to look for this DM candidate is through radiative decay into lighter
neutrinos and a photon, emitting a monochromatic X-ray signal 6. Indeed, the non-observation
of the monochromatic signal in astrophysical observations sets severe constraints on the size of
the mixing 7,8,9, down to |Uα4| . 10−6.

When thermal effects can be neglected, the relic abundance of a DM species produced via
freeze-in through two-body decays of a heavier mother particles can be estimated as

ΩDMh
2 ∼ 3× 1024mDMΓ(N → νDM +X)

m2
N

, (4)

where mN is the heavy neutrino mass, X is any particle resulting from the heavy neutrino,
N , decay and mDM is the DM mass. One can check that for a typical mN ∼ 150 GeV and
mDM ∼ 10 keV, the decay rate needs to be of the order of Γ(N → νDM + X) ∼ 10−16 GeV,
which can in principle be achieved for example when the heavy neutrino decay into DM and a
Higgs boson. Other production channels have been studied before in the literature10,11,12. In the
following, we will however study how thermal effects 13 can drastically change the production of
neutrino DM in the Early Universe, very much in line with the study of Ref. [14] 14.

In order to completely capture the thermal effects affecting neutrino propagation at finite
temperature, it is necessary to consider the neutrino self-energy corrections at finite temperature.
To that purpose we use the real-time formalism 13 to obtain the self-energy corrections in the
mass basis, which can in general be written as

Σij(p0, |~p|, T ) =
∑
k

CikCkjσ(po, |~p|, T,mk), (5)



ni nj

q

nk

p− q

H

ni nj

q

nk

p− q

Z

Figure 1 – Feynman diagrams contributing to the neutrino self-energy. Note that the W boson also contributes
with a charged fermion running in the loop. Its structure can be readily extracted from the Z one, with the
appropriate changes of masses and couplings.

where the sum runs over mass eigenstates with masses mk and Cij ≡
∑

α U
†
iαUαj . The function

σ contains all the dependence on the temperature and the neutrino momenta, (p0, ~p). Its par-
ticular form is not important for the following discussion. This correction will translate into a
modification of the dispersion relation for neutrinos, through∑

j

[
/p−M+ Σ(T )

]
ij
nj = 0, (6)

where M is the diagonal mass matrix and we have only explicitly written the dependence of Σ
on the temperature. In practice, one needs to find the new propagating states in the medium,
Ni(T ), which differ for different helicities 14, thus obtaining an effective mixing angle as

ni =
∑
p

Aip(T )Np(T )→ V(T ) ≡ UA(T ). (7)

For the sake of illustration, it is useful to consider the “toy case” in which we have just one
SM neutrino and the light sterile DM, for which the Higgs contribution can be neglected and
the neutrino masses can be neglected when evaluating the function σ from Eq. (5). In this case
we can analytically find the effective mixing matrix in the medium, V(T ). In particular, we can
define an effective mixing angle as

θheff (T ) ≡ Uα4√(
(1 +

(
ReΩh(T )
m2
DM

))2
+
(

ImΩh(T )
m2
DM

)2
, (8)

where Ωh(T ) ∼ (p0 − h|~p|)σ and h = ±1 denotes the helicity of the neutrino. It is thus clear
that, in the relativistic limit, right-handed helicity neutrinos (h = +1) will not receive large
self-energy corrections, and thus the mixing angle in the medium is approximately the one in
vacuum, while for left-handed helicity neutrinos (h = −1) these corrections will be important
and thus the mixing angle will in general be suppressed.

Finally, the production rate for the DM can be written as

ΓhDM (T, |~p|) ∼ 2
(
θheff (T )

)2
Im
[
Ωh(T )

]
, (9)

from which one realizes that there will be a competition between the suppression of the effective
mixing angle with the temperature and the generally larger damping rate at larger temperatures.
Additionally, the production rate for RH helicity neutrinos, even if proportional to the mixing
angle in vacuum, will also be suppressed by the chirality flipping, Ωh(T ) ∼ (p0 − |~p|)σ ∼
m2
DMσ/2|~p| 14.

In Fig. 2 we show the difference in the effective mixing angle, using the “toy” two-neutrino
scenario, assuming they are Dirac particles. One can observe how for the left-handed (LH)
helicity neutrinos, h = −1, the effective mixing angle is reduced by orders of magnitude (blue
line), while for RH helicity neutrinos its value is very close to the vacuum one, which has been set
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Figure 2 – Effective mixing angle for RH helicity (red) and LH helicity (blue) neutrinos as a function of the ration
between the momenta p ≡ |~p| and the temperature. The mixing angle in vacuum is set to |Uα4| ∼ 10−6.

in this example to Uα4 ∼ 10−6. However, from Eq. (9) we also note that, if ReΩh(T ) ∼ −m2
DM ,

it is possible to have a resonance which might enlarge the production rate, although it is always
partially dumped by ImΩh(T ).

The inclusion of the heavy neutrino contributions, together with the Higgs self-energy con-
tribution, help enlarge the production rates and thus the final DM abundance b. This is indeed
what we find, in particular, for the LH helicity neutrinos, for which the production rates are
enlarged as compared with those in Ref. [14] 14 and which we show in Fig. 3. We show in
blue and orange the full production rates for DM below the EW scale for RH and LH helicity
neutrinos, respectively. As can be seen, even if there is a difference between both helicities, it
is not as large as the one found in Ref. [14] 14. This is due both to the inclusion of the heavy
neutrinos and the Higgs contributions to the production, as well as to the fact that in the ISS
scenario taken here as an example, neutrinos are Majorana particles and thus the production
is slightly altered. The right panel shows additionally the “naive” production rate one would
need to explain the whole DM abundance as a dashed black line. In the context of freeze-in, we
should solve the Boltzmann equation

dnhDM
dt

= ΓhDM (T, |~p|)neq(T ) (10)

to find the total abundance and really compare with the “naive” expectation, but it seems clear
that it is very difficult to explain the whole DM abundance just by adding the heavy neutrinos
are their decays into DM, due to the strong thermal effects that hinder the production.

4 Conclusions

We have studied the production of a keV-neutrino DM candidate arising from the neutrino mass
mechanisms, for example, in the context of low-scale seesaw. In particular, we have scrutinized

bIncluding the heavy neutrinos, it is no longer possible to write the effective mixing angle in the medium
analytically



5 10 15 20 25 30

p [GeV]

10−28

10−27

10−26

10−25

10−24

10−23

Γ
h D
M

[G
eV

]

T = 3MW

2

mN ∼ 150 GeV

h = +1

h = −1

20 40 60 80 100 120 140

T [GeV]

10−38

10−35

10−32

10−29

10−26

10−23

10−20

10−17

Γ
h D
M

[G
eV

]

p = T/10

mN ∼ 150 GeV

h = +1

h = −1

Figure 3 – Total production rates for a keV-neutrino DM candidate through the decays of a heavier neutrinos into
a boson and the DM candidate , N → νDM + B, and subsequent decays of said bosons, B → νDM + f , where f
is either a light neutrino or a charged lepton. The blue (orange) line corresponds to LH (RH) helicity neutrinos.
The left panel shows the dependence on the momenta for a fixed temperature while the right one the dependence
on the temperature. The scale of the heavy neutrinos has been chosen close to the EW scale, mN ∼ O(150) GeV.

the unavoidable thermal effects that appear just from the interactions of the DM with the rest of
particles in the plasma, mediated through neutrino mixing. This same neutrino mixing controls
the production rate, and thus there will be a competition between the stronger interactions
suppressing the effective mixing in the medium and enlarging the production rate. We find
that, while the addition of the heavy neutrinos which can decay into the DM and a Higgs boson
improve the final DM abundance, it does not seem to be enough to really explain the whole Dm
relic density. On the other hand, taking into account the full mixing matrix with all possible
CP-violating phases might improve the situation by taking into account possible interference
between diagrams. On the other hand, the production through some non-minimal coupling not
relying on mixing and not completely related to the neutrino mass generation is still possible.
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Plasma harmonic generation for highly efficient Breit-Wheeler pair creation
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Observation of efficient Breit-Wheeler electron-positron pair creation is one of the main goals
for modern-day strong laser-particle experiments. We propose exploring this process by colliding
plasma-generated harmonics, from currently available laser pulses, with a beam of GeV photons.
We show that the creation yield is enhanced for more than one order of magnitude, compared with
the yield obtained without high-harmonic generation. The robustness of the yield enhancement is
demonstrated by considering multiple interaction parameters and the potential photon source for
the upcoming experiments. Moreover, we show that due to the evident field asymmetry in the
plasma-generated harmonics, the spin-polarization of the created pairs could be as high as 60%.

Breit-Wheeler (BW) pair creation—the decay of light
quanta into an electron-positron pair, is one of the most
intriguing strong-field quantum electrodynamic (QED)
phenomena [1–5] and one of the main goals for modern-
day strong laser-particle experiments [6–13]. The current
high-power laser facilities in operation or in development
have entered the multipetawatt regime and pave the way
to measure the process in the nonlinear and nonpertur-
bative regime [14–18]. This process has been investigated
theoretically in different type of laser fields [19–34] to im-
prove the creation yield, tailor the spectra of the created
particles, and recently suggested to generate polarized
positron beams in ultraintense finely-tuned asymmetric
fields [35–37]. A robust scheme to generate brilliant,
highly polarized positron beams is crucial for testing the
physics beyond the standard model [38, 39].

The typical scenario for observing the BW pair cre-
ation is to collide a beam of high-energy probe photons
with a strong laser field. In the center-of-mass frame of
the collision, there is an energy threshold 2m must be
satisfied, where m is the electron’s rest mass and the
natural units ~ = c = 1 is used throughout. To overcome
this threshold, one can improve either the energy of the
probe photon, or the intensity of the laser pulse to pro-
vide more laser photons for the creation. The yield of
the process thus depends mainly on two factors: i) the
parameter η = k · `/m2 characterizing the center-of-mass
energy of the collision and the number of laser photons
n ∼ 2/η needed for the creation; ii) the classical intensity
ξl = eEl/mωl of the laser pulse characterizing the nonlin-
earity of the creation, where `µ is the photon momentum,
kµ, El and ωl are respectively the laser’s wavevector, in-
tensity and carrier frequency of the laser, and e is the
positron charge.

In the upcoming laser-particle experiments, e.g.
LUXE [9] and FACET II-E320 [11], high-energy photons
with Eγ ∼ 10 GeV and laser pulses with the intensity
ξl ∼ O(1) and carrier frequency ωl ∼ 1 eV would be
utilized. The BW yield of the potential measurement in
these campaigns would be limited as η � 1 and ηξ ∼ 1.
To improve the particle yield, we propose to collide the

FIG. 1. Sketch for efficient Breit-Wheeler pair creation using
plasma generated harmonics: a strong laser pulse irradiates
an overdense plasma with the incident angle θ and gets re-
flected to collide with a beam of high-energy probe photons
at the collision point (CP). The contour plots are the electric
field of the incident pulse with ξl = 3 and reflected pulse re-
sulting from a 2D PIC simulation for the incidence θ = 45◦.
In the insets, the comparisons between the incident and re-
flected pulse at the pulse center ∆c = 0 are given: (a) the
electric fields and (b) the corresponding frequency spectra.
The detail of the simulation is given in the main text.

high-energy photons with the plasma-generated harmon-
ics in the reflection from the currently available laser
pulse interacting with an overdense plasma [40–43]. The
energy parameter is considerably improved by the rich
high-order harmonics, and due to the locking phase of
the low-order harmonics [44–46], the pulse amplitude is
effectively magnified. The creation yield could thus be
significantly enhanced compared with that in the initial
pulse without the harmonic generation. Moreover, the
created particles could be highly polarized by the asym-
metric harmonic field when proper oblique incidence of
the laser pulse is considered.

The sketch of our proposal is shown in Fig. 1: a
linearly polarized laser pulse, irradiating an overdense
plasma with the incident angle θ, gets reflected at the
plasma surface and then collides nearly head-on with
a beam of high-energy photons at the collision point.
The periodically oscillating current driven by the in-
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2

cident pulse at the plasma surface, modulates the in-
cident field and emits rich high-order harmonics into
the reflected field [42]. The electric fields of the in-
cident and reflected pulse are compared in Fig. 1 as
an example for the incident angle θ = 45◦, result-
ing from a 2D particle-in-cell (PIC) simulation us-
ing the code EPOCH [47]: The incident laser pulse,
ξ(φ,∆c) = ξl sin(φ) sin2 [φ/(2N)] exp(−∆2

c/σ
2), is in the

duration 0 < φ < 2Nπ, where ξl = 3, N = 16, φ = k · x
is the laser phase of the carrier frequency, σ = 6λl cor-
responds to the full-width-at-half-maximum about 10λl
and the laser wavelength is λl = 0.8µm; The plasma
target has an overdense bulk ne = 15nc and a pre-
gradient nc exp(d/L)/2, where L = λl/11, d denotes the
distance to the plasma surface, 0 < d < L ln(2ne/nc),
nc = mω2

l /(4πe
2) is the plasma critical density. As

shown, the amplitude of the reflected pulse is effectively
magnified, see Fig. 1 inset (a) for the electric field at the
pulse center ∆c = 0, and rich high-order harmonics of the
incident frequency are superposed in the reflected pulse,
see Fig. 1 inset (b). As we will show later, this effective
amplitude magnification and rich harmonic generation
could result in orders of magnitude enhancement of the
particle yield. The other main feature of the reflected
pulse as shown in Fig. 1 inset (a) is the evident field
asymmetry, which would then lead to high spin polariza-
tion for the created particles.

The full QED calculation for the BW process has been
done and outlined as follows: the positron spectrum pro-
duced by a high-energy photon in the scaled potential

a(φ) = −
∫ φ
0
ξ(φ′)dφ′ can be written as

dP

ds
=

iα

2πη

∫
dϕ

∫
dϑ

ϑ
e

iϑΛ
2ηs(1−s)

(
1− ϑ2〈ξ〉2hs

)
, (1)

where α = e2 ≈ 1/137 is the fine structure constant,
s = k · q/k · ` is the fraction of the lightfront momentum
taken by the positron, hs = (2s2−2s+1)/[4s(1−s)], ϕ (ϑ)
is the average (interference) phase and Λ = 1−〈a〉2+〈a2〉
is the Kibble mass [48–51]. The window average 〈f〉 is

calculated as 〈f〉 = 1
ϑ

∫ ϕ+ϑ/2
ϕ−ϑ/2 f(φ)dφ. In the collision

geometry, the plasma reflected pulse propagates in the
z-direction with the magnetic (electric) field in the y (x)-
direction. The spin of the created positrons is polarized
in the direction of the magnetic field as

Sy(s) =
1

dP/ds

α

2πη

∫
dϕ

∫
dϑ e

iϑΛ
2η(1−s)s

〈ξ〉
2s

, (2)

with the total polarization Sy acquired by integrating
Eq. (2) without dP/ds but normalized with the total
yield P. From Eq. (2), we can infer that the spin of
the created positrons in the pulse with symmetric field
must be unpolarized as Sy ∝ 〈ξ〉 ≈ 0 [52, 53]. The de-
tailed derivation and calculation of Eqs. (1) and (2) can
be found in Ref. [32]. Here, the plane-wave approxima-
tion is used as the scale of the field transverse variation is

FIG. 2. Breit-Wheeler pair creation in the plasma reflected
pulse. (a) Positron spectra created by the probe photons
(Eγ = 5, 10 GeV) colliding head-on with the incident and
reflected pulses at the center ∆c = 0. (b) Positron yield
vs transverse misalignment ∆c in the incident and reflected
pulses. The yield of the linear Breit-Wheeler (LBW) process
in the reflected pulse is also given. (c) Contributions of the dif-
ferent frequency components in the reflected pulse to the total
spectrum created by a 10 GeV photon at ∆c = −3.5λl. The
spectrum in the initial pulse is plotted for comparison. (d)
Double differential spectrum d2Pl/(dsdω) and energy spec-
trum dPl/ds of the LBW pair creation. The magenta dashed
line is its frequency threshold, ω∗ = ωl/[2ηs(1 − s)], and the
vertical black dashed lines denote the boundary of the contri-
bution from different order of harmonics ω/ωl = 17, 18, 19, 20
for Eγ = 10 GeV. The collision between the plasma harmon-
ics and probe photons is 30λl away from the plasma surface.

much larger than the electron Compton wavelength and
the particles’ transverse displacement in the near head-on
collision [54–57].

In Fig. 2 (a), we compare the positron spectra cre-
ated by the high-energy photons (Eγ = 5, 10 GeV, cor-
responding to η = 0.06, 0.12 respectively) in the head-
on collision with the incident and reflected pulses at
∆c = 0: the spectrum created in the reflected pulse is
much higher and decays much slower than that in the in-
cident pulse. This means significant yield enhancement
with the plasma reflected pulse as shown in Fig. 2 (b),
in which the positron yield with the change of the trans-
verse misalignment ∆c is given. For the 10 GeV photon,
the enhancement at ∆c = 0 is about 30 times, and for
Eγ = 5 GeV, the yield is enhanced for more than three
orders of magnitude and even slightly larger than that
created by the 10 GeV photon in the incident pulse.

This significant yield enhancement can be attributed
to the rich harmonics contained in the reflected pulse. In
Fig. 2 (c), we show the positron spectra created by the
different frequency components in the reflected pulse by
filtering out the other frequency components artificially.



3

For the relatively lower-order harmonics ω/ωl < 2/η,
which come from the Doppler frequency upshift during
the backward acceleration of the plasma surface [42], the
creation is triggered by absorbing more than one har-
monic photons, n ∼ 2ωl/(ηω) > 1, i.e. nonlinear BW
process. The spectrum of this nonlinear process, shown
as the blue dashed line in Fig. 2 (c), is much higher than
the total spectrum (green dotted-dashed line) obtained
in the incident pulse, due to two factors: i) the consid-
erable decrease of the photon number absorbed for the
creation, and ii) the effective increase of the reflected
field amplitude superposed by these phase-locking low-
order harmonics [58]. For the higher-order harmonics
ω/ωl > 2/η, which come from the synchrotron radiation
of the well-accelerated surface layer [59] and improve the
collision energy parameter considerably, η → ωη/ωl > 2,
the creation can thus be triggered with only one harmonic
photon, i.e. linear BW process, which is forbidden in the
incident pulse with the normal frequency. The spectrum
of this linear process [blue dotted line in Fig. 2 (c)] could
also be much higher than the total spectrum obtained in
the incident pulse.

We point out that the total spectrum [blue solid line
in Fig. 2 (c)] acquired in the reflected pulse can be di-
vided numerically into the contributions from the linear
and nonlinear processes, i.e. P ≈ Pω<2ωl/η + Pω>2ωl/η

as the intensity of high-order harmonics (ω/ωl > 2/η)
is too weak to affect the nonlinear process and the low-
order harmonics (ω/ωl < 2/η) are excluded from the lin-
ear process by the frequency threshold [see Eq. (3)]. The
nonlinear process is more important in the energy regime
s→ 0.5 and determines the height of the total spectrum,
while the linear process is more important in the regime
s → 1 (and s → 0) resulting in the slow spectral decay
at the high (low) energy tail. Around the pulse center
∆c → 0 where the laser intensity is high, the pair cre-
ation is dominated by the nonlinear BW process as shown
in Fig. 2 (b). The linear process is dominant in the re-
gion away from the pulse center, where the multiphoton
absorption is strongly suppressed by the lower intensity,
and thus results in the effective pair creation in a much
broader transverse region than that in the incident pulse,
also shown in Fig. 2 (b). For lower-energy photons, the
importance of the linear BW process is higher as the
nonlinear process is limited with the absorption of more
harmonic photons.

In Fig. 2 (c), a clear step-structure is observed in the
spectrum of the linear BW process. This structure re-
sults directly from the harmonic structure in the fre-
quency spectrum of the reflected pulse, and can be clearly
seen via Eq. (1) after doing the perturbative expansion
(ξ → 0) and keeping only ξ2 terms as:

dPl
ds

=
αωl
πη

∫ ∞
ω∗

dω

ω2
|ξ̃(ω)|2

(
hs + ω∗

ω − ω∗
ω2

)
, (3)

which gives the positron spectrum [red solid line in

Fig. 2 (d)] matching exactly the full QED calculation for
ω/ωl > 2/η in Fig. 2 (c), where ξ̃(ω) =

∫
dφξ(φ)eiφω/ωl ,

and ω∗ = ωl/[2ηs(1 − s)] is the threshold frequency
required to create a pair [magenta dashed line in
Fig. 2 (d)]. From Eq. (3), we can see that the harmonic
peaks could bring the horizontal fringes into the double
differential spectrum, d2Pl/(dsdω) ∝ |ξ̃(ω)|2, shown in
Fig. 2 (d). After integrating over the pulse frequency,
a clear step-structure is imprinted into the positron
spectrum as lower-order harmonics cannot contribute at
larger s, see the boundaries (vertical black dashed lines)
of the contribution from different order of harmonics in
Fig. 2 (d). This harmonic structure may provide the idea
to observe the linear BW process by colliding the high-
energy photon with the plasma reflected pulse after fil-
tering out its low-frequency components. (To filter out
low-frequency components, one can refer to [60, 61].)

In Fig. 2, the horizontal axis of the spectra are re-
stricted in the region 0.5 < s < 1 due to the symmetry,
P(s) = P(1 − s) in Eq. (1). The slight asymmetry at
∆c = 0 in Fig. 2 (b) for the yield in the reflected pulse
is because of the mild deformation of the plasma sur-
face. The convergence of the harmonics due to plasma
denting surface [62], is not critical as the steep plasma
pre-gradient and intermediately intense laser pulse with
broad transverse profile are applied. The collision point
between the reflected pulse and photon beam is 30λl away
from the plasma reflection point, and no notable differ-
ence is observed when the collision moves further.

The robustness of the yield enhancement with the
plasma reflected pulse is tested in Fig. 3 for multiple
interaction parameters. The plasma harmonic genera-
tion is simulated with series of 1D PIC setups [63] for
weakly focused pulses σ → ∞. The positron yield in
the plasma reflected pulse is significantly enhanced for a
broad range of incident angle θ and plasma pre-gradient
L as shown in Figs. 3 (a) and (b) with the peak enhance-
ment at around θ = 45◦ and L = λl/10, at which the effi-
ciency of the harmonic generation is maximized [64, 65].
For the highly overdense plasma ne � nc with a proper
pre-gradient, its bulk density and target material may
not affect the efficiency of harmonic generation consid-
erably, but only affect the peak widening of high-order
harmonics via the hole-boring effect [66]. The yield en-
hancement is thus nearly stable for the high bulk density
in Fig. 3 (c) and different target materials in Fig. 3 (d).
For the relatively lower density ne ∼ ξlnc in Fig. 3 (c),
the yield enhancement becomes smaller as the harmonic
generation is reduced with the lower plasma current. In
Figs. 3 (e) and (f), the level of the yield enhancement
with the plasma harmonics is declined for the larger laser
intensity and higher photon energy. This may be be-
cause i) the decreasing of the photon number needed
for the creation due to the harmonics becomes less im-
portant, since more laser photons are provided with the
larger laser intensity and less laser photons are needed



4

0 20 40 60

10 -8

10 -6

10 -4

0.07 0.1 0.2

10 -8

10 -6

10 -4

5 10 15 20 25 30

10 -8

10 -6

10 -4

C Ca Sr Ba Au

10 -8

10 -6

10 -4

1 2 3 4 5

10 -9

10 -7

10 -5

10 -3

5 10 15 20

10 -7

10 -5

10 -3

5 7 9 11 13

10 -9

10 -8

10 -7

10 -6

10 -6

10 -4

10 -2

FIG. 3. Robustness of the yield enhancement with the plasma
generated harmonics by considering multiple interaction pa-
rameters: (a) laser incident angle θ; (b) plasma pre-gradient
L; (c) plasma bulk density ne; (d) plasma material. Fully
ionized materials: C, Ca, Sr, Ba, Au with respectively the
charge number Z = 6, 20, 38, 56, 79, are used; (e) laser inten-
sity ξl; (f) photon energy Eγ and (g) Compton photon source
scattered by a 16.5 GeV electron colliding head-on with the in-
cident pulse. 1D PIC simulations are performed for harmonic
generation. If not specified in each panels, the following pa-
rameters: ξl = 3, θ = 45◦, L = λl/8, ne = 15nc and Z = 79
are used. In (e), the plasma bulk density increases with the
laser intensity as ne = 5ξlnc. The corresponding results in the
incident pulse without harmonics are given for comparison.

for the higher photon energy, and ii) the importance of
the linear BW contribution from the high-order harmon-
ics becomes weaker. However, in the intermediate inten-
sity region ξl ∼ O(1) with the moderate photon energy
Eγ . 10 GeV, the yield enhancement with the plasma
harmonics is still significant as shown in Fig. 3 (e): at
ξl = 5, the yield is enhanced by about 5 times for
Eγ = 10 GeV and about 40 times for Eγ = 5 GeV.
This implies that the plasma-generated harmonics have
the great advantage for the current laser-particle exper-
iments, in which the dominant energy of the potential
photon sources is much smaller than 10 GeV [9–11, 67].
In Fig. 3 (g), the spectrum, dPγ/dEγ of the Compton
photon source scattered by a 16.5 GeV electron colliding
with the incident pulse (ξl = 3) is considered [68–70].
As shown, with the plasma reflected pulse, the energy
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FIG. 4. Spin polarization of the created positrons by the high-
energy photons with Eγ = 5, 10 GeV in the plasma reflected
pulse with the incident angle θ = 45◦. (a) Spectrum of the
positron’s spin polarization at ∆c = 0. (b) Variation of the
total spin polarization with the change of the misalignment
∆c. The same parameters are used as in Fig. 2.

spectrum, P(Eγ) dPγ/dEγ of the created positrons is
significantly improved with the total yield enhanced for
more than 20 times. The final yield could be further im-
proved if the laser pulse for the Compton scattering is
also replaced with the plasma-generated harmonics.

The other advantage with the plasma-generated har-
monics is to create the positron beam with the high
spin polarization. This is obtained due to the evident
field asymmetry as Sy ∝ 〈ξ〉 in Eq. (2), when the laser
oblique incidence is applied for the harmonic generation,
see Fig. 1 inset (a) for the incident angle θ = 45◦. The
generation of the harmonics in the oblique incidence is
pronounced in one of the half laser cycle in which the
oscillation of the surface current is promoted by the laser
electric field, and suppressed in the other half cycle as the
current oscillation is weakened by the electric field [42].
As shown in Fig. 4 for θ = 45◦, the spin of the cre-
ated positrons is highly polarized in the +y direction, in
which the magnetic field is magnified [The electric field
is magnified in the +x direction, see Fig. 1 inset (a)]. In
Fig. 4 (a), the spin polarization of the created positron
with the peak higher than 80% around s = 0.2, decreases
with the increase of the energy as Sy(s) ∝ s−1 in Eq. (2),
and at the low (high) energy limit s → 0 (s → 1), the
spin polarization goes to zero because of the dominance
of the linear BW contribution. This can be seen via the
perturbative approximation, Sy(s) ∝ ξ3 → 0 at ξ → 0.
As the pairs are more probable to be created around
s = 0.5, the total polarization of the created positrons
around the pulse center is about 62% shown in Fig. 4
(b). In the region away from the pulse center, the spin
polarization decays to zero quickly. As the asymmetry of
the harmonic field depends on the laser incident angle,
the positrons’ spin polarization may be simply controlled
by adjusting the laser incidence.

In conclusion, we detailed the exploration of the Breit-
Wheeler pair creation using the plasma generated har-
monics. The rich harmonics can not only improve the
yield of the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler process significantly,
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but also open an effective channel for the linear Breit-
Wheeler process. In the currently available region of laser
intensity and photon energy, the particle yield could be
improved for more than one order of magnitude. This
proposal could be realized at upcoming experiments and
used as a robust scheme to generate brilliant, highly po-
larized positron beams. We point out that the efforts, to
improve the harmonic-generation efficiency [71–74], can
also be devoted here to further enhance the particle yield.
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[29] A. Golub, S. Villalba-Chávez, H. Ruhl, and C. Müller,
Phys. Rev. D 103, 016009 (2021), URL https://link.

aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.016009.
[30] S. Tang, Phys. Rev. A 104, 022209 (2021), URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.022209.
[31] S. Tang and B. King, Phys. Rev. D 104, 096019 (2021),

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.

104.096019.
[32] S. Tang, Phys. Rev. D 105, 056018 (2022), URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.056018.
[33] Y. Gao and S. Tang, Phys. Rev. D 106, 056003 (2022),

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.

106.056003.
[34] O. Borysov, B. Heinemann, A. Ilderton, B. King,

and A. Potylitsyn, Phys. Rev. D 106, 116015 (2022),
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.

106.116015.
[35] D. Seipt, D. Del Sorbo, C. P. Ridgers, and A. G. R.

Thomas, Phys. Rev. A 100, 061402 (2019), URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.061402.
[36] Y.-Y. Chen, P.-L. He, R. Shaisultanov, K. Z. Hat-

sagortsyan, and C. H. Keitel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123,
174801 (2019), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.123.174801.
[37] F. Wan, R. Shaisultanov, Y.-F. Li, K. Z. Hat-

sagortsyan, C. H. Keitel, and J.-X. Li, Physics
Letters B 800, 135120 (2020), ISSN 0370-2693, URL
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/

pii/S0370269319308421.
[38] G. Moortgat-Pick, T. Abe, G. Alexander, B. Anan-

thanarayan, A. Babich, V. Bharadwaj, D. Barber,
A. Bartl, A. Brachmann, S. Chen, et al., Physics
Reports 460, 131 (2008), ISSN 0370-1573, URL
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/

pii/S0370157308000136.
[39] A. Vauth and J. List, International Journal of Mod-

ern Physics: Conference Series 40, 1660003 (2016),
https://doi.org/10.1142/S201019451660003X, URL
https://doi.org/10.1142/S201019451660003X.

[40] R. Lichters, J. Meyer-ter Vehn, and
A. Pukhov, Physics of Plasmas 3, 3425 (1996),
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.871619, URL https:

//doi.org/10.1063/1.871619.
[41] T. Baeva, S. Gordienko, and A. Pukhov, Phys. Rev. E

74, 046404 (2006), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRevE.74.046404.
[42] U. Teubner and P. Gibbon, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81,

445 (2009), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/

RevModPhys.81.445.
[43] S. Tang and N. Kumar, Plasma Physics and Controlled

Fusion 61, 025013 (2019), URL https://doi.org/10.

1088%2F1361-6587%2Faaf378.
[44] S. Gordienko, A. Pukhov, O. Shorokhov, and T. Baeva,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 115002 (2004), URL https://link.

aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.115002.
[45] A. A. Gonoskov, A. V. Korzhimanov, A. V. Kim,

M. Marklund, and A. M. Sergeev, Phys. Rev. E 84,
046403 (2011), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevE.84.046403.
[46] S. V. Bulanov, T. Z. Esirkepov, M. Kando, A. S.

Pirozhkov, and N. N. Rosanov, Physics-Uspekhi 56, 429
(2013), URL https://dx.doi.org/10.3367/UFNe.0183.

201305a.0449.
[47] T. D. Arber, K. Bennett, C. S. Brady, A. Lawrence-

Douglas, M. G. Ramsay, N. J. Sircombe, P. Gillies, R. G.
Evans, H. Schmitz, A. R. Bell, et al., Plasma Physics
and Controlled Fusion 57, 113001 (2015), URL https:

//dx.doi.org/10.1088/0741-3335/57/11/113001.
[48] L. S. Brown and T. W. B. Kibble, Phys. Rev.

133, A705 (1964), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRev.133.A705.
[49] V. Dinu, C. Harvey, A. Ilderton, M. Marklund,

and G. Torgrimsson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 044801
(2016), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/

PhysRevLett.116.044801.
[50] A. Ilderton, B. King, and D. Seipt, Phys. Rev. A

99, 042121 (2019), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRevA.99.042121.
[51] A. Ilderton, Phys. Rev. D 99, 085002 (2019),

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.

99.085002.
[52] D. Seipt, D. Del Sorbo, C. P. Ridgers, and A. G. R.

Thomas, Phys. Rev. A 98, 023417 (2018), URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.023417.
[53] D. D. Sorbo, D. Seipt, A. G. R. Thomas, and

C. P. Ridgers, Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion
60, 064003 (2018), URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/

1361-6587/aab979.
[54] A. Di Piazza, Phys. Rev. A 91, 042118 (2015),

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.

91.042118.
[55] A. Di Piazza, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 213201 (2016), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.

117.213201.
[56] A. Di Piazza, Phys. Rev. A 95, 032121 (2017),

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.

95.032121.
[57] A. Di Piazza, Phys. Rev. D 103, 076011 (2021),

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.

103.076011.
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Abstract. We present a scalar-driven sterile neutrino production model where the interac-
tion with the ultralight scalar field modifies the oscillation production of sterile neutrinos in
the early universe. The model effectively suppresses the production of sterile neutrinos at low
temperatures due to the heavy scalar mass, resulting in a colder matter power spectrum that
avoids constraints from small-scale structure observations. In this model, the dominant dark
matter relic is from sterile neutrinos, with only a small fraction originating from the ultralight
scalar. Furthermore, the model predicts a detectable X/γ-ray flux proportional to the cubic
density of local sterile neutrinos for a light scalar mass due to the light scalar coupling to
sterile neutrinos. This distinguishes our model from normal decaying dark matter, which has
a linear dependence on the density. In addition, the model predicts a potential low-energy
monochromatic neutrino signal that can be detectable by future neutrino telescopes.
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1 Introduction

Sterile neutrinos have long been considered as a promising candidate for dark matter (DM),
which mix with active neutrinos leading to the right relic abundance in the early universe
[1–4]. In the seminal framework denoted as Dodelson-Widrow scenario (DW) [1], a natural
mechanism for producing sterile neutrino DM via neutrino oscillation was proposed, where the
scattering between active neutrinos and Standard Model (SM) particles in the thermal bath
results in the production of a suitable amount of sterile neutrinos. This same mixing angle also
leads to the radioactive decay of sterile neutrinos to photons and neutrinos, which provides
a monochromatic photon signature to look for. Despite the attractiveness of DW scenario, it
has been challenged by various experiments. The monochromatic X/γ-ray searches of distant
galaxies and dwarfs set stringent limits on the mixing angle or the lifetime of the decaying
sterile neutrino [5–9, 9, 10, 10–12]. Decaying sterile neutrino DM was proposed to explain
the 3.5 keV line anomaly [8, 9] It is also worth noting that although the 3.5 keV line anomaly
can be explained by decaying sterile neutrino DM, however this possibility was constrained
by blank-sky observations and under debate [13, 14].

Sterile neutrino DM generated by the DWmechanism or its variants is typically classified
as warm dark matter (WDM). Due to free-streaming, the matter power spectrum at small
scales is damped. Observations of the small-scale matter power spectrum in Lyman-α [15, 16]
and gravitational lensing [17] have placed constraints on the mass of DW sterile neutrino DM,
suggesting it should be above 30 keV [18] and possibly even higher [17]. On the other hand,
the phase space density of Milky Way dwarf galaxies suggests a lower limit of 2.5 keV, while
subhalo counts of M31 analogues give a limit of 8.8 keV [6]. The most stringent constraint
comes from a combined analysis of the Lyman-α forest, strong gravitational lensing, and
Milky Way satellites, which limit the mass of sterile neutrinos produced through the DW
mechanism to be less than 92 keV at a 95% confidence level [17, 19–22].

To address the tensions and expand the parameter space for oscillation production of
sterile neutrinos, several ideas have been proposed, including introducing beyond Standard
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Model (BSM) interactions [23–29]. These mechanisms aim to modify the effective mixing
angle, allowing sterile neutrinos to be produced at an appropriate rate while evading current
X/γ-ray constraints. One such mechanism, discussed in Ref. [30], generates sterile neutrino
DM driven by the dynamical evolution of an ultralight scalar. The large initial value of the
scalar field generates a large mixing angle initially, enabling efficient production of sterile
neutrinos with the correct abundance. However, the scalar field dilutes significantly during
evolution, resulting in a tiny mixing angle today. Consequently, the sterile neutrinos are not
detectable through X/γ-ray observations.

In this work, we highlight the potential of scalar-driven mechanisms to not only relax
the X/γ-ray constraints from astrophysical observations but also to alleviate the constraints
on WDM by generating a cooler spectrum. Specifically, we find that for large scalar mass, the
scalar misalignment occurs earlier and dilutes its field value earlier, leading to the production
of sterile neutrinos dominating at higher temperatures. We match the mass power spectrum
of sterile neutrino DM with thermal relic WDM to obtain the corresponding constraints. The
results show that the scalar-driven mechanism generates a much cooler spectrum for sterile
neutrino DM compared to the DW mechanism, potentially helping to alleviate cosmological
constraints on WDM. Moreover, it should be noted that in this model, the dominant form of
DM is sterile neutrino, while the relic scalar produced by misalignment is negligible today.

Furthermore, in the original scalar-driven mechanism, the current mixing angle is typi-
cally too small to be probed by future X/γ-ray observations or other astrophysical searches.
However, we discovered that introducing a new coupling between the sterile neutrino and
ultralight DM can produce a density-dependent mixing angle today [31]. The new term leads
to a stationary value for the scalar field from the feedback of the existence of sterile neutrinos.
This stationary term is larger than the small relic produced by misalignment, thus is the main
contribution to the effective mixing angle today. Therefore, it changes the signal flux of the
sterile neutrino decaying into SM neutrino and photon, making it depend on the DM density
cubed rather than linearly, which helps evade the blank sky constraints and distinguishes
it from normal decaying DM. Moreover, the new term provides a much larger flux for the
X/γ-ray signal from sterile neutrino decay than the original term. Finally, we emphasize
that another dominant decay channel of sterile neutrinos involves decaying into a scalar and
Standard Model neutrino, which does not depend on the scalar field value but is instead
controlled by the Yukawa coupling to the scalar. This channel produces a monochromatic
neutrino signal, which is not covered by current neutrino telescope searches due to the small
sterile neutrino DM mass, but it could be an interesting signal to crosscheck this model in
the future, in addition to the X/γ-ray signal.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 outlines the model setup, introducing
the sterile neutrino DM and the scalar field together with their interactions. In Section 3,
we perform calculations for the coupled-evolution of these two components up to the present
time. We then examine the constraints from various terrestrial and cosmological observations,
focusing particularly on the comparison of the matter power spectrum between our model and
thermal relic WDM, in Section 4. Next, in Section 5, we investigate the X/γ-ray flux in our
scenario and compare it with existing constraints. Finally, in Section 6, we present our
conclusions.
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2 Model setup

To illustrate the impact of ultralight DM on the DWmechanism, we begin with a UV-complete
model that includes a heavy doublet vector-like fermion, denoted by ψ, with SM gauge charge
(1, 2,−1), a Majorana singlet sterile neutrino, represented by N , and an ultralight scalar,
designated as φ. The relevant UV-complete Lagrangian is as follows:

− LUV ⊃
[
ỹ1φL̄ψ + ỹ2ψ̄H̃N

c +
1

2
λφN cN + h.c.

]
. (2.1)

Integrating out the heavy fermion doublet ψ produces a dimension-5 operator of the
form ỹ1ỹ2

φ
Λ L̄H̃N

c + h.c.. This operator, upon electroweak symmetry breaking, leads to the
operator yφν̄N c + h.c.. The resulting low energy effective Lagrangian, with restored mass
terms, can be expressed as follows:

− L =

[
1

2
(mN + λφ)N cN + yφν̄N c + h.c.

]
+

1

2
m2
φφ

2. (2.2)

Assuming that the scalar field φ is ultralight, it can be treated as a classical field that
persists throughout the evolution of the universe. Taking this classical background field into
consideration, we can diagonalize the mass terms and obtain the following result:

− L ⊃ 1

2
m2
φφ

2 +

(
1

2

(
νc N c

)( 0 yφ
yφ λφ+mN

)(
ν
N

)
+ h.c.

)
→ 1

2
m2
φφ

2 +
1

4

[√
(λφ+mN )2 + 4(yφ)2 − (λφ+mN )

]
νcν

+
1

4

[√
(λφ+mN )2 + 4(yφ)2 + (λφ+mN )

]
N cN + h.c.,

(2.3)

where we have performed a chiral rotation of the SM neutrino field to ensure that the mass
term remains positive. We can represent the mass terms of ν and N as follows:

mν(φ) =
1

2

[√
(λφ+mN )2 + 4(yφ)2 − (λφ+mN )

]
,

mN (φ) =
1

2

[√
(λφ+mN )2 + 4(yφ)2 + (λφ+mN )

]
. (2.4)

After diagonalization, mixing between active and sterile neutrinos is induced and can be
expressed as:

tanθ =
yφ

mN (φ)
. (2.5)

This mixing is crucial in the production of sterile neutrinos in the early universe since the
scattering between active neutrinos in the thermal bath can produce sterile neutrinos at a
rate proportional to sin2 θ.

3 The production of sterile neutrino DM

3.1 The Boltzmann equation for sterile neutrino

The detailed description of the production process is given by the following Boltzmann equa-
tion, which is consistent with the equation in the original DW mechanism [1, 2, 25, 32]:

∂

∂t
fN (p, t)−Hp ∂

∂p
fN (p, t) ≈ 1

4
ΓSM(p)sin2(2θeff) [fν(p, t)− fN (p, t)] ,
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with

sin2 (2θeff) ≡ ∆2(p)sin2 (2θ)

∆2(p)sin2(2θ) + Γ2
SM/4 + (∆(p)cos(2θ)− V T (p))2 . (3.1)

where fN/ν represents the momentum phase space distribution function, H denotes the Hub-
ble constant, and ∆(p) = (m2

N −m2
ν)/2p ≈ m2

N/2p is the active neutrino oscillation factor in
vacuum. The interaction rate for SM neutrinos is ΓSM(p) ≈ G2

F pT
4, where GF is the Fermi

constant. The neutrino thermal potential V T (p) ≈ GF pT
4/M2

W is generated by SM elec-
troweak interaction. The asymmetric lepton potential V L, which arises due to the presence
of lepton number asymmetry, can be expressed as follows:

V L =
√

2GF

2(nνα − nν̄α) +
∑
β 6=α

(nνβ − nν̄β )− nn/2

 . (3.2)

It is worth noting that in the presence of a non-negligible lepton number, the sterile neutrino
could be produced through resonant production, as described in Refs. [2, 23, 24]. In this
study, we are restricted to the lepton number symmetric cases.

If one changes the variables from f(t, p) to f(T, κ ≡ p/T ), make use of the relations
dT/dt = −HT and the identity

T

(
∂f

∂T

)
p

+ p

(
∂f

∂p

)
T

= T

(
∂f

∂T

)
p/T

, (3.3)

the Boltzmann equation of sterile neutrino Eq. (3.1) can be simplified to(
∂f(T, y)

∂T

)
κ

= −ΓSMsin2 (2θeff)

4HT

1

eκ + 1
. (3.4)

3.2 The evolution of the φ field

The equation Eq. (3.4) describes the evolution of the sterile neutrino distribution in the early
universe, which is strongly influenced by the evolution of the φ field. Therefore, it is necessary
to establish the equation of motion for the φ field by

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+
∂Vφ
∂φ

= 0, (3.5)

with the potential Vφ given by

Vφ =
1

2
m2
φφ

2 +
1

2
mN (φ)〈N cN + h.c.〉 − 1

π2
T 4JF

[
mν(φ)2

T 2

]
. (3.6)

In the early universe, active neutrinos are thermalized and can contribute to the scalar po-
tential through thermal loop effects [33]. However, due to the highly suppressed coupling
between active neutrinos and φ, the effect of this contribution is negligible. The expectation
value of sterile neutrinos can also contribute to the scalar potential, even though they are out
of equilibrium. When the sterile neutrinos cool down as the universe expands, we can take
the non-relativistic limit 〈N cN + h.c.〉 ∼ 2nN . In this case,

∂Vφ/∂φ ' λnN +

(
m2
φ +

2y2nN
mN

)
φ, (3.7)
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λ y mφ(eV) φini(GeV) mN (keV)

10−24 . O(10−18) O(10−22 ∼ 10−9) O(108 ∼ 109) O(10 ∼ 1000)

Table 1. The parameters of this model are show in the table: λ and mφ are related to long-range
interactions of DM, with the former subject to fifth force constraints, while y is constrained by the
sterile neutrino lifetime (τs > τUniverse). The parameters y and φini are related to the dynamic mixing
angle of the sterile neutrino, where the latter is critical for sterile neutrino production in the early
Universe.

is an excellent approximation for the parameters of interest. However, at earlier stages, when
sterile neutrinos are still relativistic, a more careful consideration of the expectation value
is required. It is convenient to rewrite the expectation value as 〈N̄ cN + h.c.〉 = 2σ(T )nN ,
and a good approximation is σ(T ) ∼ 10−5 for T ' 200MeV when the most sterile neutrino
are produced. However, given that y must be very small based on the lifetime of DM via
N → φ+ ν decay (see Table 1), this contribution is also negligible in the production of DM.
It is similar that one can neglect the tiny λ term due to DM self-interaction constraint in
Table 1. As a result, the φ field evolves as a free scalar field in the misalignment scenario.

Consequently, the evolution of φ follows a mechanism that is similar to the misalignment
of ultralight DM. Initially, it starts with a large value in the early universe, which remains
constant due to the large Hubble friction. As the universe expands and cools, the field begins
to oscillate around its minimum, with its amplitude decaying as a−3. This evolution of φ
leads to a significant mixing angle between sterile and active neutrinos in the early universe,
resulting in the enhanced production of sterile neutrino DM while evading current constraints
from the negligible mixing angle at the present time.

3.3 The coupled evolution of sterile neutrino and φ field

To take a more robust approach of evolution history, in principle one need solve the coupled
differential equations of φ and N . Integrating Eq. (3.4) over momentum space and defining

YN ≡ nN/s where s =
2π2

45
g∗s(T )T 3 is the entropy density and using relation Ṫ = −HT we

arrive at

d2φ

dT 2
+

(∂Vφ/∂φ)

H2T 2
= 0. (3.8)

dYN
dT

=
1

8π2

∫
ΓSMsin2 (2θeff) p2/(ep/T + 1)dp

−HTs
. (3.9)

However, the two differential equations can be treated as decoupled since the feedback
terms from N on the evolution of the φ field are negligible. Hence, we can first numerically
solve the second equation and then use the evolution of φ in the first equation to determine the
sterile neutrino density. In Figure 1, we demonstrate the evolution of φ and YN as functions
of temperature for three representative parameter points. Initially, the production of sterile
neutrinos is suppressed due to the high temperature, which leads to the suppression of sin θeff.
At the same time, the large initial value of φ, φini, remains frozen due to the large Hubble
friction. As the temperature drops, the production of sterile neutrinos increases, and the
Hubble friction decreases, allowing φ to begin its oscillation. The production process can
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Figure 1. We present the evolution of three explicit benchmarks (A, B and C) at early Universe,
all of which satisfy the condition mφ > 3H(Tmax). The φ field starts to oscillate earlier than the
major production time of sterile neutrino, thus the evolution of φ deeply influenced the production of
sterile neutrino. The upper panel shows the evolution of sterile neutrino number density, with yield
YN ≡ nN/s. The middle panel shows the evolution of the ultralight scalar φ. The bottom panel
shows the evolution of the sterile neutrino production rate dYN/dT as a function of temperature. We
fix λ = 10−24, y = 10−18 for all three benchmarks A (left), B (middle) and C (right). We choose
parameters {mN (keV), mφ (eV), φini (GeV)} equal to {10, 1.1 × 10−9, 2.81 × 108} for benchmark
A, {25, 2.5× 10−9, 3.315× 108} for benchmark B, and {40, 2.1× 10−9, 2.04× 108} for benchmark
C respectively. These values enable the right DM relic abundance for N and a negligible relic for φ.

take two different forms depending on whether the oscillation of φ begins before or after the
maximal production rate of sterile neutrinos, which is denoted by Tmax. The former case
is referred to as mφ > 3H(Tmax), while the latter case is known as mφ < 3H(Tmax). For
standard DW case the production rate peaks at Tmax,DW ' 133 MeV× (mN/keV)1/3 [1] and
sharply decreases when temperature is away from this value. In this model, the production
rate at early universe is enhanced, resulting to Tmax ' 2 Tmax,DW [30]. The three benchmarks
illustrated in Fig 1 belong to the former case and are chosen to ensure the production of
an appropriate abundance of sterile neutrino DM at around T ≈ 200MeV. In addition,
the relic abundance of φ today is negligible comparing with the sterile neutrino. For the
mφ < 3H(Tmax) case, the φ field starts to oscillate too late and stays to its initial value
during the period of sterile neutrino production. Therefore, the production mechanism is
reduced to the traditional DW scenario.

The energy density of the φ field today can be estimated by [35]

ρφ ' 1.7× 10−18GeV
cm3

×
√

mφ

10−10eV

(
φini

108GeV

)2

F(T0), (3.10)

where φini is the initial field value, T0 is the temperature φ start to osccilate and F(T0) ≡
(g∗(T0)/3.36)

3
4 (g∗S(T0)/3.91)−1 is a smooth function of range (0.3, 1). In the parameter space
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Figure 2. The stationary value φ̃ as a function of DM number density nDM in the present day. The red
dot-dashed line represents the asymptotic behavior for small nDM. We setmφ = 10−24 eV, λ = 10−24,
and y = 9× 10−20 for numeric demonstration. The colored regions correspond to different ranges of
galactic DM number density, extending up to 0.1 kpc under the assumption of the NFW profile [34].

we are interested in, the contribution of energy density ρφ and its present day amplitude are
very small. As a result, the ultralight scalar φ does not contribute to the DM relic abundance.

The present φ field, φ0, consists of two components in the following,

φ0 ' φ̃+ φ̂ cos(mφt+ θ0). (3.11)

The first component, φ̃, arises from the feedback of the local sterile neutrino and is generated
through scalar-sterile neutrino interactions. The second component, φ̂, corresponds to the
oscillation energy density produced from the misalignment, with φ̂ =

√
2ρφ/mφ and a random

phase θ0. As shown in Fig. 2, at low DM densities, the stationary value φ̃ increases linearly
with nDM, scaling as φ̃ ∼ λnDM/m

2
φ. At high densities, it saturates at a maximum value of

φ̃max,

φ̃max ∼
mN (

√
y2(3λ2 + y2)− y2)

3λy2
, (3.12)

when nDM equals to
2mNm

2
φ(
√
y2(3λ2+y2)−y2)

3λ2y2
. This density-dependent behavior of φ̃ has im-

portant implications for the decay rate of the sterile neutrino, preventing it from decaying
too rapidly in the early Universe and in dense DM systems such as dwarf spheroidal galaxies
(dSphs). Additionally, this density-dependent decay rate offers a promising signal for testing
this scenario.

4 Constraints from terrestrial and cosmological observations

The proposed model includes an ultralight scalar, φ, that can mediate a long-range attractive
force between sterile neutrino DM particles. This force could have observable effects on tests
of the Equivalence Principle in the dark sector, using tidal tails [36, 37]. It could also lead to
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astrophysical bounds [38, 39] that constrain the model parameter β ≡ λMpl/
√

4πmN < 2.2,
which is equivalent to λ . 10−24 as shown in Table 1.

In addition, the Yukawa coupling y leads to the sterile neutrino decay channel N → ν+φ
with a decay width of Γ(N → νφ) = y2mN/(16π). However, the power spectrum of the cosmic
microwave background requires the DM lifetime to be longer than the age of the Universe [40],
thus constraining the parameter y to be small . 10−18 in Table 1. In addition, the decay
N → ν + φ leads to a monochromatic neutrino flux. However, the active neutrinos with
energies below MeV are less constrained in existing neutrino telescope data (see Ref. [41]),
providing a parameter space for mN . 1 MeV. This model could potentially be tested in
future neutrino telescopes when searching for low energy neutrino flux.

Regarding neutrino self-interaction, it is mediated by φ, whose strength is negligible in
this model due to the small coupling y and the mixing angle θ. Therefore, it does not affect
∆Neff and is consistent with CMB and BBN constraints. This is different from the model in
Ref. [26], which requires a modified effective thermal potential for neutrinos. Moreover, this
model does not modify neutrino mass and oscillation in the parameter space considered, i.e.
λ . 10−24 and y ∼ O(10−18), so limits from neutrino oscillation experiments do not apply.

4.1 The colder energy spectrum of the sterile neutrino DM

Sterile neutrinos generated via the DW [1] mechanism typically exhibit a warm power spec-
trum that closely resembles that of their active counterparts. As WDM, they can significantly
alter the matter power spectrum, resulting in the suppression of structures on small scales. In
contrast to cold DM, sterile neutrinos produced through the DW mechanism exhibit unique
velocity and phase space density distributions. Observations of small-scale structures have
effectively ruled out the existence of sterile neutrino DM with a mass exceeding 92 keV [17].

Various proposals have been put forward as potential solutions to the aforementioned
issues. These include resonantly produced sterile neutrinos [23, 24], decay from heavy parti-
cles [42], and neutrino self-interaction [25]. In our particular scenario, sterile neutrinos arise
from an ultralight scalar-driven mechanism, resulting in a power spectrum that is naturally
colder. The phase space distribution function of these sterile neutrinos, at a given SM neutrino
temperature T , can be described using the following equation:

f(κ, T ) =

∫ T

Tre

ΓSMsin2 (2θeff)

−4HT ′
· 1

eκ + 1
dT ′, (4.1)

where κ ≡ p/T , and Tre is the reheating temperature after inflation.
In Fig 3, we demonstrate that the production of sterile neutrinos in our proposed model

is reliant on the evolution of the ultralight scalar field φ. Under appropriate parameters, this
can result in a distribution that is colder than that produced through the DWmechanism. For
instance, if φ remains at its initial large value, φini, due to Hubble friction in the early Universe
but begins to oscillate early, the production of sterile neutrinos through neutrino oscillations is
forced to reach its maximum at high temperatures. As a result, a colder spectrum is obtained
compared to sterile neutrinos DM generated through the DW mechanism, as illustrated in
Fig. 3. This case happens for mφ > 3H(Tmax) and is in better agreement with observations of
cosmological structure formation. However, this feature of a colder sterile neutrino spectrum
is absent in the other case where mφ < 3H(Tmax). In this case, during the neutrino oscillation
production, the φ field remains constant due to the large Hubble friction, resulting in the same
outcome as the DW mechanism.
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Figure 3. The normalized phase-space distribution functions for three benchmarks in our sce-
nario with 〈p/Tν〉 ∼ 1.02297, 1.01899, 1.29976. The traditional DW scenario is also shown with
〈p/Tν〉 ∼ 2.83 [43]. With the condition mφ > 3H(Tmax), the three benchmarks produce a much
colder distribution compared to the pure DW case.

To compare the phase space distribution in the scalar-driven model with the current
constraints on thermal relic WDM, we adopt the approach of Refs. [2, 15, 17, 42], which
utilizes the transfer function as a crucial quantity for linking the two scenarios. The transfer
function is defined as

T̂WDM(k) ≡

√
P (k)

PCDM(k)
, (4.2)

where P (k) and PCDM(k) are matter power spectrum of specified WDM model and cold DM
respectively. The transfer function of thermal relic DM can be well fitted with the following
analytic formula [15, 17]

T̂thWDM(k) = [1 + (αk)2µ]−5/µ, (4.3)

where µ = 1.12 and α(mthWDM) is given by

α(mthWDM) = 0.049
(mthWDM

keV

)−1.11
(

ΩthWDM

0.25

)0.11( h

0.7

)1.22

. (4.4)

The transfer function of sterile neutrinos shares a similar shape with that of thermal relic
WDM [17]. To establish a correlation between the mass of thermal relic WDM and the mass
of sterile neutrinos, we can utilize the analytic function in Eq. (4.3). To precisely quantify
the impact of our model on the matter power spectrum and structure formation, we have
incorporated the modified sterile neutrino energy distribution function into the non-CDM
module of CLASS [44] to calculate the transfer functions.
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Figure 4. The transfer functions of three benchmarks (represented by solid lines) are shown here,
along with the transfer functions of three thermal WDM particles (represented by dashed lines) at
masses mthWDM = 4.9, 9.7, and 11.8 keV, respectively. Due to the similarity between the two sets of
functions, one can readily apply the small structure constraints on the masses of thermal relic WDM
particles to sterile neutrinos in this scenario.

In Fig. 4, we display the transfer functions of the three benchmark parameters (A, B, C)
presented in Fig.1. We define the half-mode scale khm as the wave number at which P (k) drops
to 25% of PCDM(k) and match it to the thermal relic DM with the same khm as in Ref. [28].
The most stringent limit on the thermal relic WDM mass excludes mthWDM < 9.8 keV, which
translates tomN = 25 keV in our scenario. This is significantly lower than the mass constraint
ofmDW > 92 keV in the DW scenario. These findings illustrate that the scalar-driven scenario
can generate a colder spectrum for sterile neutrino DM, which could potentially avoid the
constraints on small-scale structures.

5 Constraints from X/γ-ray observations

The decay of sterile neutrino DM into a photon and an active neutrino at the 1-loop level
can produce a distinctive monochromatic photon signal that can be detected through astro-
physical observations. This signal can be utilized to place constraints on the mixing angle
between sterile and active neutrinos. The decay rate of a Majorana sterile neutrino is directly
proportional to the square of the mixing angle, as described by the formula [45],

ΓN→νγ =
9αG2

F

2048π4
sin2 (2θ)m5

N

= 1.361× 10−29 s−1

(
sin2 (2θ)

10−7

)( mN

1keV

)5
, (5.1)
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where we use θ instead of θeff because the decay is occurring in the present-day rather than
in the thermal environment of the early universe.

As DM particles are considered non-relativistic at present, the resulting energy of the
photon in the final state is approximately half of the mass of the DM. The photon flux
observed can be determined through integration along the line of sight:

F =
ΓN→νγ
4πmN

∫
dΩf.o.v.

∫
l.o.s

dr ρDM

(√
d2 + r2 − 2drcosφ

)
, (5.2)

where Ωf.o.v. represents the field of view of the telescope.
In our scenario, the decay rate of the monochromatic X/γ-ray signal N → γν is pro-

portional to the square of the mixing angle, sin2(2θ). However, the signal is integrated over
the line of sight and the local θ depends on φ, which has a different phase at each location.
Thus, the time-average of it must be utilized to calculate the flux which is given as:

〈
sin2(2θ)

〉
' 4

〈
y2φ2

0

m2
N

〉
=

4y2

m2
N

(
λ2n2

N

m4
φ

+
ρφ
m2
φ

)
. (5.3)

In the case of sufficiently small mφ, the first term dominates and represents the feedback
effect of the DM number density. This new characteristic offers a unique X/γ-ray signal. As
the mixing angle is linearly dependent on the DM density in the parameter region of interest,
the signal flux exhibits a novel feature F ∝

∫
f.o.v. ρ

3
DM dV . However, as demonstrated in

Fig.2, the mixing angle can saturate at large enough nDM, which implies that the estimate
F ∝

∫
f.o.v. ρ

3
DM dV may overestimate the flux, thus leading to more stringent constraints on

the parameter space. Nevertheless, we will demonstrate later that despite some radical con-
straints, there is still a substantial parameter space available for this model. By substituting
the formula for sin2(2θ), the flux in this model can be expressed as:

F =
9αG2

F

2048π5
· λ

2y2

m4
φ

∫
dΩf.o.v.

∫
l.o.s

dr ρ3
DM

(√
d2 + r2 − 2drcosϕ

)
, (5.4)

where d represents the distance of the source, and ϕ denotes the angle between the line of
sight and the galactic center. The relationship between ϕ and the galactic coordinates (l, b)
is given by cos(ϕ) = cos(l) · cos(b). As the flux is no longer dependent on the mass of the
sterile neutrino, it suggests that X/γ-ray limits are less restrictive in higher sterile neutrino
mass regions as compared to the normal decaying sterile neutrino scenario.

To analyze the existing signals, we need to specify the DM profile. In this work, we adopt
the DM profiles estimated by Ref. [49]. To be conservative, we avoid the singularity at the
center of the NFW profile by assuming that ρDM(r < 0.1kpc) = ρDM(0.1kpc). Additionally,
we consider the contribution of the Milky Way DM flux within the telescope field of view for
extra-galactic sources. The X-ray/γ-ray constraints are presented in Figure 5, which includes
the constraints from Refs. [46–48]. The y-axis represents the sterile neutrino mixing angle
sin2(2θ)0 defined at the solar system with a DM density of ρDM,local = 0.4 GeV/cm3. We plot
three lines of sin2(2θ)0 as a function of mN with three different choices of mφ. We ensure the
correct DM relic density by choosing appropriate φini, while fixing the parameters λ and y
by maximizing the signal and satisfying the lifetime constraint ΓN (y) . 1/τUniverse and the
fifth force constraint λMPl/

√
4πmN . 2.2 when mφ is very small. As shown in Figure 5, the

upcoming X-ray and γ-ray experiments will have the ability to explore a significant parameter
space for this model.
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Figure 5. The parameter space of sterile neutrinos in this model. Since the mixing angle θ is
dynamic and density dependent, we define sin2(2θ)0 ' 4(λ y ρDM,local)
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2
N )2 with ρDM,local =

0.4 GeV/cm3 around Earth for demonstration. Based on the mixing angle density dependent feature
we adopt X-ray and Gamma ray observation constraints from NuSTAR Collaboration observations
of Milky Center and M31 Andromeda Galaxy [46, 47] and null sterile neutrino search result from
INTEGRAL [48]. The parameter space for original DW sterile neutrino is shown as a red band.
In addition we plot several brown contours by fixing parameters y, λ to satisfy condition Γs(y) .
1/τUniverse and λMPl/

√
4πmN . 2.2, in which the sterile neutrino in this model generate the observed

relic density of DM.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we provide a new version of the scalar-driven sterile neutrino production, where
the oscillation production of sterile neutrino is modified by the interaction with the dynamical
evolving ultralight scalar field in the early universe. We demonstrate that this approach can
effectively suppress the production of sterile neutrinos at low temperatures with a heavy
scalar mass, leading to a colder matter power spectrum that avoids constraints from small-
scale structure observations. Notably, the dominant DM relic in this model is from the sterile
neutrino, with only a small fraction coming from the ultralight scalar. Furthermore, the model
predicts a larger X/γ-ray flux with a light scalar mass, which flux is directly proportional to
the cubic density of local sterile neutrinos. This feature distinguishes our model from normal
decaying DM and enables it to avoid the blank-sky type limits. In addition, this model
predicts a potential monochromatic neutrino signal that can complement the X-ray/γ-ray
signal and may be detected by future neutrino telescopes.
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Ultralight boson fields, with a mass around 10−23eV, are promising candidates for the elusive
cosmological dark matter. These fields induce a periodic oscillation of the spacetime metric in
the nanohertz frequency band, which is detectable by pulsar timing arrays. In this paper, we
investigate the gravitational effect of ultralight tensor dark matter on the arrival time of radio
pulses from pulsars. We find that the pulsar timing signal caused by tensor dark matter exhibits
a different angular dependence than that by scalar and vector dark matter, making it possible to
distinguish the ultralight dark matter signal with different spins. Combining the gravitational effect
and the coupling effect of ultralight tensor dark matter with standard model matter provides a
complementary way to constrain the coupling parameter α. We estimate α . 10−6 ∼ 10−5 in the
mass range m < 5× 10−23eV with current pulsar timing array.

I. INTRODUCTION

Numerous cosmological observations [1–4] have provided overwhelming support for the existence of dark matter,
and precise analyses of cosmic microwave background (CMB) [5] in particular have estimated the fraction of dark
matter in the total energy of the Universe. However, the nature and properties of dark matter, such as its composition
and interaction with the Standard Model (SM), remain mysterious. There are plenty dark matter candidates [6–8],
from tiny axion-like particles with mass around 10−22 eV [9] to planet-sized massive compact halo objects (MACHOs)
of m ∼ M� [10]. Among the bunch candidates, the weakly interactive massive particles (WIMPs) are expected to
be highly desirable. However, despite considerable efforts in searching for them, no signal of WIMPs has yet been
observed [11].

In recent years, ultralight dark matter (ULDM) with a mass around 10−23 eV has attracted wide attention [12, 13].
The ULDM is assumed to be condensed before inflation and oscillates coherently when its mass is larger than the
Hubble scale [14]. On the one hand, ULDM moves at a non-relativistic speed, retaining the advantages of traditional
cold dark matter to explain the large-scale structure of galaxies. On the other hand, its large de Broglie wavelength
can suppress the structure on small scales, providing feasible solutions to the puzzles encountered by the traditional
cold dark matter [13, 15], such as the core-cusp problem [16, 17] and missing-satellites problem [18, 19].

ULDM has been traditionally represented by scalar [12, 13, 20] or pseduo-scalar fields (spin-0) such as axion-like
particles [21–24]. However, fields with higher spins, such as the massive vector fields (spin-1), can also act as alternative
candidates for ULDM. Although ULDM candidates with different spins share many similarities in the cosmological
phenomena, each possesses specific features. For instance, the massive vector particles can interact with SM particles
if they are gauge bosons for U(1)B (“B” refers to baryon) or U(1)B−L (“L” refers to lepton) symmetry [25], and their
multiple polarization modes may cause anisotropies in certain experiments [26].

Recently, massive tensor fields (spin-2) have been proposed as another viable candidate for dark matter [27–30].
The tensor ULDM can be naturally predicted by a ghost-free bimetric theory [31] in some mass range [32]. This
theory has two mass eigenstates at the linearized level: a massless spin-2 field Gµν and a massive spin-2 field Mµν . At
nonlinear levels, the expansion of the action [28, 29, 32] reveals that the self-interaction terms of the massless graviton
Gµν exactly match the Einstein-Hilbert structure. Meanwhile, the massive mode gravitates with the same strength
as SM matter. But it lacks terms that combine Mµν in linear order and Gµν in any order. As a result, the terms
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with Gµν can be partially resumed up to an effective background gµν . In contrast, the massive fluctuation Mµν can
be treated as a propagating massive spin-2 field on the background gµν .

The ULDM can leave imprints on cosmological and astrophysical observables. Its mass range and properties have
been explored by many experiments, such as CMB [22, 33], Lyman-α [34], non-observation of superradiance [35],
secular variations in binary-pulsar orbital parameters [36, 37], etc. In particular, for dark matter fields with a mass
around 10−23 eV, pulsar timing arrays (PTAs) provide a powerful tool for exploring both its gravitational and non-
gravitational properties [20, 26, 38–43]. A PTA consists of a set of millisecond pulsars for which the arrival time of the
emitted radio pulses are monitored with high precision for decades [44–46], recording the spacetime disturbances in
the nanohertz range. The coherent motion of ULDM carrying energy and momentum induces nontrivial oscillations
of the metric [20, 26], which can leave a mark on the timing residuals of PTA, known as the “gravitational effect”.
Additionally, if ULDM interacts with SM particles, it can lead to pulsar spin fluctuations and reference clock shifts
due to the induced variations in fundamental constants of the SM [47] or can exert periodic forces on both the pulsar
and Earth, resulting in relative displacements between them [41]. These effects are called the “coupling effect” and
can cause timing residuals.

The specific form of the pulsar timing signal depends on the spin of ULDM. One unique aspect of tensor dark
matter is that it naturally couples to SM fields without manually adding a fifth force to mimic the modification of
gravity. This coupling effect on the PTA has been investigated in previous studies [43, 48, 49]. In our present work, we
will instead focus on the gravitational effect of the tensor dark matter on PTA, which we expect to be different from
that of the scalar and vector dark matter because of possessing more polarization modes. The paper is organized as
follows. In Section II, we show the time-dependent spacetime perturbations induced by the oscillating tensor ULDM.
In Section III, we derive the pulsar timing residuals induced by the tensor ULDM from the gravitational effect. We
also discuss the constraints that can be inferred from current data and compare the gravitational and coupling effects
in IV. In Section V, we summarize the results.

II. METRIC PERTURBATIONS INDUCED BY TENSOR ULDM

The action for a massive spin-2 filed Mµν propagating on a background gµν can be formally written as [32]

S =
M2

P

2

∫
d4x
√
−gR(g) +

∫
d4x
√
−gL(2)

FP(M) +O(M3
µν), (1)

where MP is the reduced Planck mass, and L(2)
FP(M) is the quadratic Fierz-Pauli Lagrangian,

L(2)
FP(M) =

1

8

[
−∇ρMµν∇ρMµν + 2∇ρMµν∇νMµρ − 2∇νMµν∇µM +∇µM∇µM +m2(M2 −MµνM

µν)
]

(2)

with the trace M = Mµ
µ. The cosmic expansion is negligible on galactic scales, so we treat the background to be

flat. The equation of motion of the tensor fields can be derived from the action Eq. (1) by taking the variation with
respect to Mµν ,

�Mµν − (∂µ∂ρM
νρ + ∂ν∂ρM

µρ) + ηµν∂ρσM
ρσ + ∂µνM − ηµν�M = m2(Mµν − ηµνM). (3)

Applying ∂µ to both sides of Eq. (3), the left-hand side gives zero identically, so we obtain

m2∂µ(Mµν − ηµνM) = 0. (4)

Further, taking the trace of both sides of Eq. (3), we get

2∂µ∂ν(Mµν − ηµνM) = −3m2M. (5)

With Eq. (4) and Eq. (5), we can rewrite Eq. (3) into a set of equations for a massive tensor field in the standard
form

M = 0, (6)

∂µM
µν = 0, (7)

(�−m2)Mµν = 0. (8)

Now we consider the scenario where the spin-2 fields with an ultralight mass act as the dark matter following the
discussion in Refs. [20, 26, 43]. For ULDM with the typical mass m ∼ 10−23eV and the typical velocity in the galaxy
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v ∼ 10−3, the occupation number can be estimated to be as high as 1095, allowing us to treat the ultralight field as a
classical wave. The wave is characterized by a typical wave number k = mv and frequency ω ≈ m+mv2/2 ≈ m due
to the non-relativistic velocity. Additionally, the de Broglie wavelength of the ULDM can be calculated as

λdB =
2π

k
≈ 4kpc

(
10−23eV

m

)(
10−3

v

)
, (9)

indicating the spin-2 field oscillates coherently with a monochromatic frequency determined by its mass on the scale
of λdB.

We return to Eqs. (6-8). Note that the constraint in Eq. (7) indicates that M00 is suppressed by the order of
k/m = v ∼ 10−3 compared to M0j , while M0j is suppressed by the same order compared to M ij . Thus, we can
neglect all the time components M0µ. Since the remains six spatial components Mij are subject to the traceless
constraint in Eq. (6), the solution to Eq. (8) is given by

Mij(t,x) = A(x) cos(mt+ α(x))εij . (10)

We have neglected the spatial derivatives when solving the equation but retain the spatial dependence of the amplitude
A(x) and the phase α(x). The symmetric, traceless matrix εij with a unit norm encoding the five free degrees of
freedom of the massive spin-2 fields is [36],

εij =
1√
2

εT cosχ− εS/
√

3 εT sinχ εV cos ξ

εT sinχ −εT cosχ− εS/
√

3 εV sin ξ

εV cos ξ εV sin ξ 2εS/
√

3

. (11)

The amplitude parameters εS, εV, and εT, satisfying ε2S + ε2V + ε2T = 1, represent the ratios of the scalar, vector,
and tensor sector of the massive spin-2 fields, respectively. Meanwhile, the angle parameters ξ and χ determine the
azimuthal direction of the helicity-±1 and helicity-±2 modes, respectively.

Now let’s focus on the metric perturbation induced by the oscillating fields. Using the definition of energy-
momentum from the matter fields,

Tµν =
−2√
−g

δS

δgµν
, (12)

the energy-momentum of the massive spin-2 fields in a flat background is given by,

Tµν = −1

8

[
ηµν

(
∂λM

γδ∂λMγδ +m2MγδMγδ

)
− 2∂µMγδ∂νM

γδ − 4∂λMµδ∂
λMδ

ν − 4m2MµδM
δ
ν

]
. (13)

with the corresponding time-dependent energy density

T00 =
1

8
m2A(x)2 = ρTF(x), (14)

and the oscillating spatial components

Tij =
1

24
m2A(x)2cos(2mt+2α(x))

×

−(ε2S+ 4
√

3εSεTcχ− 3(ε2T+ ε2Vc2ξ)) −4
√

3εSεTsχ+ 3ε2Vs2ξ 2εV(
√

3εScξ+ 3εTcχ−ξ)

−4
√

3εSεTsχ+ 3ε2Vs2ξ −(ε2S− 4
√

3εSεTcχ− 3ε2T+ 3ε2Vc2ξ) 2εV(
√

3εSsξ+ 3εTsχ−ξ)

2εV(
√

3εScξ + 3εTcχ−ξ) 2εV(
√

3εSsξ + 3εTsχ−ξ) 5ε2S − 3ε2T + 3ε2V

 . (15)

Here we have used the notation cx = cosx and sx = sinx following Ref. [36]. Note that although the anisotropic
pressure Tij oscillate with the frequency,

ω = 2m, (16)

it averages to zero on the cosmological time scales, much larger than the oscillation period. Thus, the coherently
oscillating spin-2 massive fields can be considered the pressureless non-relativistic matter. However, as shown below,
the oscillating spatial components induce oscillation in spacetime metric, leading to observable effects in PTAs.

The oscillating massive spin-2 fields generate disturbance in the galactic-scale flat metric, which can be expressed
as

ds2 = − [1 + 2Φ(t,x)] dt2 + [1 + 2Ψ(t,x)] δijdx
idxj + hij(t,x)dxidxj , (17)
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where the perturbations are described by Φ, Ψ and hij . The spatial perturbation has been particularly decomposed
into a trace part Ψ and a traceless part hij as the spatial components of the energy-momentum are anisotropic.
Accordingly, we also decompose the symmetric Tij into

Tij =
1

3
δijT

k
k +

(
Tij −

1

3
δijT

k
k

)
, (18)

where the first term corresponds the trace part and the second term corresponds to the traceless part. From Eq. (15),
we obtain

T kk =
1

8
m2A(x)2 cos(2mt+ 2α(x)), (19)

and

Tij −
1

3
δijT

k
k

=
1

24
m2A(x)2 cos(2mt+2α(x))

×

−(2ε2S− 2ε2T+ ε2V+ 4
√

3εSεTcχ− 3ε2Vc2ξ) −4
√

3εSεTsχ+ 3ε2Vs2ξ 2εV(
√

3εScξ+ 3εTcχ−ξ)

−4
√

3εSεTsχ+ 3ε2Vs2ξ −(2ε2S− 2ε2T+ ε2V− 4
√

3εSεTcχ+ 3ε2Vc2ξ) 2εV(
√

3εSsξ+ 3εTsχ−ξ)

2εV(
√

3εScξ+ 3εTcχ−ξ) 2εV(
√

3εSsξ+ 3εTsχ−ξ) 2(2ε2S − 2ε2T+ ε2V)

 .

(20)

Now we can solve the metric perturbations in Eq. (17). We will start with the trace part. In the Newtonian gauge,
the metric is given by

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ(t,x))dt2 + (1 + 2Ψ(t,x))δijdx
idxj . (21)

We can split the gravitational potentials Φ and Ψ into a dominant time-independent part and a time-dependent part
oscillating with the frequency ω as follows,

Φ(t,x) ≈ Φ0(x) + Φosc cos(ωt+ 2α(x)),

Ψ(t,x) ≈ Ψ0(x) + Ψosc cos(ωt+ 2α(x)), (22)

where Φosc and Ψosc are the oscillation amplitudes. We can determine the time-independent part Ψ0(x) by solving
the 00 component of the linearized Einstein equations,

∂i∂
iΨ = −4πGT00 = −4πGρTF(x). (23)

The oscillating part of Ψ can be found by taking the trace of the spatial components of the linearized Einstein
equations,

− 3Ψ̈ + ∂i∂
i(Φ + Ψ) = 4πGT kk, (24)

of which the time-independent part implies that Φ0 = −Ψ0. Therefore, the oscillation amplitude Ψosc is

Ψosc =
1

24
πGA2(x) =

πGρTF(x)

3m2
. (25)

Next, we turn to the traceless part of the metric perturbation, hij . The metric, in this case, is given by

ds2 = −dt2 + [δij + hij(t,x)] dxidxj , (26)

with hii = 0. After neglecting the suppressed spatial gradients ∂2
khij , the linearized Einstein equation yields

ḧij = 16πG

(
Tij −

1

3
δijT

k
k

)
, (27)

The traceless part of the metric perturbation can then be obtained as

hij(t,x) = −1

6
πGA2(x) cos(2mt+ 2α(x))

×

−(2ε2S− 2ε2T+ ε2V+ 4
√

3εSεTcχ− 3ε2Vc2ξ) −4
√

3εSεTsχ+ 3ε2Vs2ξ 2εV(
√

3εScξ+ 3εTcχ−ξ)

−4
√

3εSεTsχ+ 3ε2Vs2ξ −(2ε2S− 2ε2T+ ε2V− 4
√

3εSεTcχ+ 3ε2Vc2ξ) 2εV(
√

3εSsξ+ 3εTsχ−ξ)

2εV(
√

3εScξ+ 3εTcχ−ξ) 2εV(
√

3εSsξ+ 3εTsχ−ξ) 2(2ε2S − 2ε2T+ ε2V)

 .
(28)

Similar to the amplitude of the oscillation in the trace part Ψosc, we define the amplitude of the oscillation in the
traceless part by

hosc(x) ≡ 1

6
πGA2(x) =

4πGρTF(x)

3m2
. (29)
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III. TIMING RESIDUAL INDUCED BY TENSOR ULDM WITH GRAVITATIONAL EFFECT

The time-dependent metric, Eq. (22) and Eq. (28), induced by the oscillating fields will cause a redshift and time
delay for any propagating signal. One such signal is the radio pulse emitted by millisecond pulsars, which can be
measured with extremely high timing precision and provide a natural tool for probing oscillating ULDM. In the
following, we will derive the timing residual induced by tensor ULDM considering the gravitational effect.

Consider a pulse propagating from a pulsar to the Earth, the redshift is defined as the relative frequency change of
the pulse,

z(t) =
ω0 − ωobs(t)

ω0
, (30)

where ω0 is the angular frequency of the pulse when emitting and ωobs(t) is the observed angular frequency at the
Earth at time t. Integrating the redshift gives the arrival time of the pulse

R(t) =

∫ t

0

dt z(t′). (31)

Solving the photon geodesic equation under the perturbed metric provides the frequency shift. For the trace part
and traceless part, the corresponding redshifts are [26],

zΨ(t) = Ψ(t,xe)−Ψ(t− |xp|,xp), (32)

zh(t) =
1

2
p̂ip̂j [hij(t,xe)− hij(t− |xp|,xp)], (33)

where p̂ = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ) denotes a unit vector pointing from the Earth to the pulsar, and xe and xp
represent the location of the Earth and the pulsar, respectively. Since most monitored pulsars are located relatively
close to the Earth (within 2 kpc), we assume that the tensor ULDM has the same oscillation amplitude A at both
the Earth and the pulsar. The total redshift is given by

zt(t) = zΨ(t) + zh(t)

=
1

24
πGA2

[
ε2S(−1− 6 cos 2θ) + ε2T(3 + 6 cos 2θ)− 3ε2V cos 2θ + 8

√
3εSεT cos(2φ− χ) sin2 θ

−2εV

(
2
√

3εS cos(φ− ξ) sin 2θ + 6εT cos(φ− χ+ ξ) sin 2θ + 3εV cos 2(φ− ξ) sin2 θ
)]

× [cos(2mt+ 2α(xe))− cos (2m(t− |xp|) + 2α(xp))]

= −2πGρTF

3m2

[
ε2S(−1− 6 cos 2θ) + ε2T(3 + 6 cos 2θ)− 3ε2V cos 2θ + 8

√
3εSεT cos(2φ− χ) sin2 θ

−2εV

(
2
√

3εS cos(φ− ξ) sin 2θ + 6εT cos(φ− χ+ ξ) sin 2θ + 3εV cos 2(φ− ξ) sin2 θ
)]

× sin(αe − αp) sin (2mt+ αe + αp) , (34)

where we defined the phases in Earth term and pulsar term as αe = α(xe) and αp = α (xp) −m |xp|, respectively.
Correspondingly, the timing residuals read,

Rt =
πGρTF

3m3

[
ε2S(−1− 6 cos 2θ) + ε2T(3 + 6 cos 2θ)− 3ε2V cos 2θ + 8

√
3εSεT cos(2φ− χ) sin2 θ

−2εV

(
2
√

3εS cos(φ− ξ) sin 2θ + 6εT cos(φ− χ+ ξ) sin 2θ + 3εV cos 2(φ− ξ) sin2 θ
)]

× sin(αe − αp) cos (2mt+ αe + αp) . (35)

Note that the total timing residual of the tensor ULDM depends on the amplitudes and azimuthal directions of
all three sectors (scalar, vector, and tensor) as well as the pulsar’s spatial orientation, resulting in a complicated
anisotropy. Fig. 1 provides several examples of this complexity: subfigures (a)-(c) show scenarios where only one of
the sectors exists, and subfigure (d) displays a more representative case containing all three sectors.

As reported in [50], similar to the situation for spin-1 fields as discussed in [51], the longitudinal scalar mode of
the massive spin-2 field is more abundantly generated than the longitudinal-transverse vector and transverse tensor
polarization modes. Here and after, we restrict ourselves to the scalar mode of the tensor ULDM, namely case a) in
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zΨ

zh

zt

,

zΨ

zh

zt

FIG. 1. The redshift induced by the tensor ULDM under four different cases: (a) only the scalar mode exists: εS = 1, εT =
εV = 0; (b) only the tensor modes exist: εT = 1, εS = εV = 0; (c) only the vector modes exist: εV = 1, εS = εT = 0; (d) all five

polarization modes exist with the specific values: εV = εS = εT =
√

3
3

and χ = ξ = π
4

. The orange surface and blue surface
represent the contribution of the trace part Eq. (32) and the traceless part Eq. (33), respectively; their summation, the total
redshift Eq. (34), is depicted by the green surface.



7

Fig. 1 where εS = 1, εT = εV = 0. To highlight the physical implications behind this case, we will explicitly derive the
timing residual induced by the scalar sector below. The corresponding equation of motion can be written as

Mij =
1√
6
A(x) cos(mt+ α(x))

−1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 2

 , (36)

and the nonvanishing energy-momentum components are

T00 =
1

8
m2A(x)2, (37)

Txx = Tyy = − 1

24
m2A(x)2 cos(2mt+ 2α(x)), (38)

Tzz =
5

24
m2A(x)2 cos(2mt+ 2α(x)). (39)

In this case, the metric perturbations Ψ(x) and hij(x) induced by the trace and traceless parts of the energy-momentum
can be expressed as

Ψ(x) = Ψ0 +
1

24
πGA(x)2 cos(2mt+ 2α(x)),

hij(x) =
1

3
πGA(x)2 cos(2mt+ 2α(x))

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −2

 . (40)

These perturbations lead to redshifts zΨ (Eq. (32)) and zh (Eq. (33)) in the pulsar timing signal, which add up to
yield the total redshift

zt = zΨ + zh

= −πGρTF

3m2
(1 + 6 cos 2θ)× [cos(2mt+ 2α(xe))− cos (2m(t− |xp|) + 2α(xp))] . (41)

Integrating the redshift results in the final timing residual,

Rt = −πGρTF

3m3
(1 + 6 cos 2θ) sin(αe − αp) cos (2mt+ αe + αp) . (42)

The above expression can also be derived by simply plugging the conditions εS = 1 and εT = εV = 0 into Eq. (35).
Recall that the coherent oscillations of scalar and vector ULDM also generate timing residuals [20, 26],

Rscalar =
πGρSF

m3
sin(αe − αp) cos (2mt+ αe + αp) , (43)

Rvector = −πGρVF

m3
(1 + 2 cos 2θ) sin(αe − αp) cos (2mt+ αe + αp) , (44)

where ρSF and ρVF denote the energy density of the scalar fields and vector fields, respectively. As illustrated in
Fig. 2, the amplitude and angular dependence of the signals induced by ULDM of different spins differ significantly.
Notably, the timing residuals of scalar ULDM are isotropic, while those of vector ULDM and tensor ULDM exhibit
nontrivial direction dependence.
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N

FIG. 2. The redshift induced by oscillating ULDM with different spins. The red, purple and green lines represent the cases
of the scalar, vector and tensor ULDM, respectively. The direction of oscillation is chosen along the z-axis for the vector and
tensor ULDM.

IV. ESTIMATING THE LIMITS WITH CURRENT PTA

Several PTA data sets have been utilized to search for the scalar or the vector ULDM [39, 40, 42]. To make an
approximate prediction of the tensor ULDM using the existing results, we take the average of Eq. (35) over the
celestial sphere p̂, which gives

R̄t =

√
23

15

πGρTF

m3
× sin(αe − αp) cos (2mt+ αe + αp) . (45)

Because of the system’s symmetry, the average timing residuals from the gravitational effect do not depend on the
five parameters describing the quadruple but only on the energy density of the tensor ULDM ρTF. To utilize previous
results and facilitate later discussion, we replace ρTF with the unique quantity hosc from the gravitational effect that
is directly constrained by PTA experiments. Using the relationship Eq. (29), we obtain

R̄t =
3

4

√
23

15

hosc

m
× sin(αe − αp) cos (2mt+ αe + αp) . (46)

In Fig. 3, we present the constraint on the amplitude hosc for tensor ULDM, which is reproduced from the bounds on
the vector ULDM by the second dataset release of the Parkes PTA collaboration (PPTA DR2) [42].

Moreover, the spin-2 massive fields are universally coupled to the SM matter as a requirement of self-consistency
of the model, which would cause a time delay for a pulse signal. The timing residual from the coupling effect is given
by [43],

R̄c =

√
1

15

2α
√
ρTF

m2MP
× sin(

αe − αp
2

) cos

(
mt+

αe + αp
2

)
, (47)

which depends on both the coupling α and the energy density ρTF. Note that the timing residuals induced by the
coupling effect, R̄c, and the gravitational effect, R̄t, have frequencies of m and 2m, respectively. If the spin-2 fields
with a certain mass m make up a significant fraction of the dark matter and the two effects are comparable, we
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will observe two signals in the PTA frequency band, with one having a frequency that is twice that of the other.
Theoretically, it is difficult to determine the values of the two quantities α and ρTF from the coupling effect, as they
are degenerate. However, we can first use the pure gravitational effect, given by Eq. (45), which depends solely on
ρTF, to determine whether massive spin-2 fields make up all dark matter. If we cannot exclude this possibility, we
can estimate an upper bound for α using Eq. (46) and Eq. (47),

α <
3
√

23

2

MP√
ρ0
mhosc, (48)

where ρ0 = 0.4GeV/cm3 is the measured local energy density [52]. If the spin-2 fields cannot make up all the dark
matter, we need to estimate α using the ρTF obtained from the gravitational effect. In Fig. 3, we demonstrate several
cases with different values of the coupling α. We estimate that the coupling could get constrained at the level of
10−6 ∼ 10−5 in the mass range m < 5× 10−23eV with current PTA data.

10 23 10 22

Boson mass [eV]

10 15

10 14

10 13

10 12

h o
sc

= 10 7

= 10 6

= 10 5

= 10 4

= 10 3predicted amplitude

FIG. 3. PPTA bounds on the potential amplitude hosc induced by tensor ULDM versus the ULDM mass m. The black
dot-dashed line denotes the model amplitude hosc when assuming ρTF = 0.4GeV/cm3. The green dashed line represents the
deductive coupling effect from hosc for several values of the ULDM coupling α.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we explore the gravitational effect of tensor ULDM on pulsar timing residuals. As a form of energy,
the oscillating tensor field perturbs the spacetime geometry, resulting in the timing residuals that take the form
of a sine function with a frequency equal to twice the particle mass, as shown in Eq. (35). Although the timing
residuals of tensor ULDM depend on all five parameters describing the spin-2 quadrupole, it is pointed by [50] that
the gravitationally-produced massive spin-2 particles are predominantly longitudinally polarized, leading to a simpler
expression Eq. (42) that still retains anisotropies. We find that the pulsar timing signal induced by the tensor ULDM
exhibits a different angular dependence than that by the scalar and vector ULDM, as shown in Fig. 2.

Besides the gravitational effect, the coupling between the tensor ULDM and SM matter also produces sine-shaped
timing residuals, depending both on the coupling α and the energy density of tensor fields ρTF. In previous studies, the
upper bound of α was estimated by assuming that the tensor ULDM constitutes all dark matter, which is reasonable
since the current sensitivity is insufficient to exclude the assumption. However, as experimental precision continues
to improve, it may become possible to use the gravitational effects to determine whether massive spin-2 fields can
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account for all dark matter. In such cases, it would be necessary to re-evaluate the coupling parameter using an
updated energy density of the tensor ULDM. We present an estimation using this approach with PPTA DR2 in
Fig. 3.

The timing residuals induced by scalar ULDM, vector ULDM, and tensor ULDM, as well as those induced by
continuous gravitational waves emitted by a single supermassive black hole binary [53], exhibit distinct angular
dependence. Therefore, the angular pattern of timing residuals can be used to distinguish different sources with PTA.
However, just as disentangling multiple astrophysical and cosmological stochastic gravitational wave backgrounds is
challenging [54], it may also be difficult to differentiate these monochromatic signals from each other. Therefore,
investigating how they can be distinguished is an interesting research topic. In addition to the angular dependence,
the correlation pattern of the timing residuals can be another tool to resolve different sources [49].
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[34] Vid Iršič, Matteo Viel, Martin G. Haehnelt, James S. Bolton, and George D. Becker, “First constraints on fuzzy dark
matter from Lyman-α forest data and hydrodynamical simulations,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 031302 (2017), arXiv:1703.04683
[astro-ph.CO].

[35] Caner Ünal, Fabio Pacucci, and Abraham Loeb, “Properties of ultralight bosons from heavy quasar spins via superradi-
ance,” JCAP 05, 007 (2021), arXiv:2012.12790 [hep-ph].
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′
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In this work, we perform a QCD sum rules analysis on the ΞQ−Ξ′
Q mixing. Contributions from up

to dimension-6 four-quark operator are considered. However, it turns out that, only dimension-4 and

dimension-5 operators contribute, which reveals the non-perturbative nature of mixing. Especially

we notice that only the diagrams with the two light quarks participating in gluon exchange contribute

to the mixing. Our results indicate that the mixing angle θc = (1.2 ∼ 2.8)◦ for the Q = c case

and θb = (0.28 ∼ 0.34)◦ for the Q = b case. Our prediction of θc is consistent with the most

recent Lattice QCD result within error. Such a small mixing angle seems unlikely to resolve the

tension between experimental measurement and Lattice QCD calculation for the semileptonic decay

Ξ0
c → Ξ−e+νe.

I. INTRODUCTION

The semileptonic decays of hadrons are of great significance for extracting CKM matrix elements and testing the

standard model. Recently, the semileptonic decay Ξ0
c → Ξ−e+νe is measured by the Belle collaboration [1]

B(Ξ0
c → Ξ−e+νe) = (1.31± 0.39)%. (1)

while the Lattice QCD prediction in Ref. [2] is

B(Ξ0
c → Ξ−e+νe) = (2.38± 0.44)%. (2)

Our calculation based on QCD sum rules in Ref. [3] even gives a larger result 1

B(Ξ0
c → Ξ−e+νe) = (3.4± 0.7)%. (3)

It can be seen that there exist one tension between experimental data and therotical predictions.

In Ref. [4–7], the authors suggested that this puzzle can be resolved by considering Ξc − Ξ′
c mixing on theoretical

side. If this is so, one would expect that there exists a sizable Ξc −Ξ′
c mixing angle. Some efforts have been made in

this direction. Early in 2010, a QCD sum rules analysis was performed, and the authors arrived at θc = 5.5◦±1.8◦ [8].

In Ref. [9], this mixing angle is obtained as |θc| = 8.12◦ ± 0.80◦ in heavy quark effective therory. In Ref. [10], the

result of Lattice QCD shows that this mixing angle is equal to 1.2◦ ± 0.1◦. More theoretical predictions can be found

in Table II.

One can see that, large differences exist among different theoretical predictions. In this work, we intend to perform

a new QCD sum rules analysis. First of all, it is necessary to figure out the concepts of flavor eigenstates and mass

eigenstates. The flavor eigenstates are defined as follows

Ξ3̄
Q =

1√
2
(qs− sq)Q,

Ξ6
Q =

1√
2
(qs+ sq)Q (4)

∗ Email:shiyuji@ecust.edu.cn
† Email:zhaozx19@imu.edu.cn
1 We intend to improve our calculation by considering the contributions of more high-dimensional operators in a new version of this paper.
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with Q = c/b and q = u/d. Eqs. (4) are of course the classification of quark model, where Ξ3̄
Q belongs to the SU(3)

flavor antitriplet, and Ξ6
Q belongs to the sextet, as indicated by their notations. The two light quarks are usually

considered to form a scalar diquark and an axial-vector diquark in Ξ3̄
Q and Ξ6

Q, respectively. In reality, the physical

mass eigenstates ΞQ and Ξ′
Q are the mixing of flavor eigenstates 2

(

|ΞQ〉
|Ξ′

Q〉

)

=

(

cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ

)(

|Ξ3̄
Q〉

|Ξ6
Q〉

)

. (5)

Although there already exists a QCD sum rules analysis in Ref. [8], while in this work, we will highlight the following

points:

• New definitions (see Eq. (9)) of interpolating currents are adopted. These definitions have been proved in a

quark model [11], and are considered to be possibly better definitions of interpolating currents for baryons.

• The nature of mixing is promising to be illustrated. Through detailed calculations, one can clearly see that only

the diagrams with the two light quarks participating in gluon exchange contribute to the mixing.

• In the heavy quark limit, the spin of the system of two light quarks is a good quantum number, therefore, the

mixing angle between ΞQ and Ξ′
Q should be zero. Our calculation results show such a trend.

The rest of this article is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, QCD sum rules analysis is performed, contributions from

up to dimension-6 are considered. In Sec. III, numerical results are shown and are compared with other results in the

literature. We conclude this article in the lat section.

II. QCD SUM RULES ANALYSIS

The mass sum rule for Ξ
(′)
Q can be obtained by considering the following two-point correlation function

Π(′)(p) = i

∫

d4xeip·x〈0|T {J (′)(x)J̄ (′)(0)}|0〉, (6)

where J (′) stands for the interpolating current of the mass eigenstate Ξ
(′)
Q . It is natural to expect that J̄ (′) creates

only Ξ
(′)
Q and not the other one, and in this sense, the following two correlation functions should be zero

i

∫

d4xeip·x〈0|T {J(x)J̄ ′(0)}|0〉 = 0,

i

∫

d4xeip·x〈0|T {J ′(x)J̄(0)}|0〉 = 0. (7)

J and J ′ are linear combinations of J0 and J1
(

J

J ′

)

=

(

cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ

)(

J0

J1

)

, (8)

which is an exact copy of Eq. (5). J0,1 stand for the interpolating currents of flavor eigenstates Ξ3̄
Q and Ξ6

Q, respectively,

and are given by

J0 = ǫabc[q
T
a Cγ5(1 + /v)sb]Qc,

2 One can say that the mixing angle between Ξ3̄
Q

and Ξ6
Q

is θ, or equivalently, the mixing angle between ΞQ and Ξ′
Q

is −θ. We no longer

distinguish between these two statements, loosely speaking, we also refer to the mixing angle between ΞQ and Ξ′
Q

is θ.
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J1 = ǫabc[q
T
a C(γµ − vµ)(1 + /v)sb]

1√
3
γµγ5Qc, (9)

where a, b, c are color indices, and vµ ≡ pµ/
√

p2 is the 4-velocity of baryon. As mentioned in the Introduction, these

new definitions have been proved in a quark model, and are possibly better definitions of interpolating currents for

baryons.

It can be seen from Eqs. (6) and (7) that, we need to calculate the following 4 correlation functions

Πij(p) = i

∫

d4xeip·x〈0|T {Ji(x)J̄j(0)}|0〉 (10)

with i, j = 0, 1.

As explicit calculation has shown, Π01 = Π10, then from Eq. (7), one can arrive at

Π01 cos 2θ + (Π11 −Π00)
1

2
sin 2θ = 0, (11)

or

tan 2θ =
2 Π01

Π00 −Π11
. (12)

From Eq. (6), one can obtain the mass sum rules for ΞQ and Ξ′
Q

Π = Π00 cos
2 θ +Π11 sin

2 θ +Π01 sin 2θ, (13)

Π′ = Π11 cos
2 θ +Π00 sin

2 θ −Π01 sin 2θ. (14)

One can easily check that the above description is equivalent to the following matrix diagonalization formula

OΠO−1 = Πdiag (15)

with

Π =

(

Π00 Π01

Π01 Π11

)

, O =

(

cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ

)

, Πdiag =

(

Π 0

0 Π′

)

. (16)

One important note. From Eq. (12), one can see that, we had better normalize the two interpolating currents in

Eq. (9) to a same normalization factor, and we have indeed done that. Therefore, in this work, Π00, Π11 and Π01 are

on an equal footing, and we can explicitly compare their relative contributions from various dimensions at the OPE

level, see below.

In this work, we calculate the 4 correlation functions in Eq. (10), considering the contributions from perturbative

term (dim-0), quark condensate (dim-3), gluon condensate (dim-4), quark-gluon condensate (dim-5), and four-quark

condensate (dim-6), as can be seen in Fig. 1. Through detailed calculation, one can clearly see that:

• For Π01, it turns out that, only 4 diagrams are nonzero–they are dim-4(a,b) and dim-5(a,c). The physical

meaning of Π01 is: it provides the absolute possibility for the diquark to transition from 0+ to 1+, or vice versa.

As far as we are concerned, the mixing between Ξ3̄
Q and Ξ6

Q originates from that the two light quarks exchange

gluons with background fields in vacuum, and with the heavy quark Q.

• For Π00 and Π11, dim-0,3,6, and dim-4(d,e,f) are respectively equal to each other, so that they do not contriubute

to the denominator Π00 −Π11 in Eq. (12). Only dim-4(a,b,c) and dim-5(a,b,c,d) contribute to Π00 −Π11. The

physical meaning of Π00 −Π11 is: it measures the difference, or the “gap” between Ξ3̄
Q and Ξ6

Q; The larger the

difference, the less likely the two flavor eigenstates are to mix.
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FIG. 1: All the diagrams considered in this work. We calculate all these diagrams for the 4 correlation functions Πij with

i, j = 0, 1.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The following parameters are adopted [12]:

mc(mc) = 1.27± 0.02 GeV, ms(µ = 2 GeV) = 0.093± 0.009 GeV,

mb(mb) = 4.18± 0.03 GeV. (17)

The condensate parameters are taken as [13]: 〈q̄q〉(1 GeV) = −(0.24 ± 0.01 GeV)3, 〈s̄s〉 = (0.8 ± 0.2)〈q̄q〉, and

〈g2sG2〉 = (0.47 ± 0.14) GeV4, and 〈q̄gsσGq〉 = m2
0〈q̄q〉 and 〈s̄gsσGs〉 = m2

0〈s̄s〉 with m2
0 = (0.8 ± 0.2) GeV2. The

renormalization scale is taken as µc = 1 ∼ 3 GeV, and µb = 3 ∼ 6 GeV, from which, one can estimate the dependence

of calculation results on the energy scale.

Since our preliminary results indicate that θc and θb are very small, the sum rules in Eqs. (13) and (14) are reduced

into

Π = Π00, (18)

Π′ = Π11. (19)

Following similar steps in Refs. [3, 14], one can arrive at the optimal parameter selections for continuum thresholds
√
s0 and Borel parameters T 2 for the sum rules in Eqs. (18) and (19), as can be seen in Table I. In this Table, we

have considered the uncertainty of energy scale dependence, which is the main source of error.

For the sum rule in Eq. (12), we choose the following parameters:

• For θc, when µ = mc,
√
s0 = 2.98 GeV, when µ = 3 GeV,

√
s0 = 3.05 GeV, and the Borel parameters

T 2 ∈ [6, 14] GeV2;

• For θb, when µ = mb,
√
s0 = 6.33 GeV, when µ = 6 GeV,

√
s0 = 6.38 GeV, and the Borel parameters

T 2 ∈ [30, 70] GeV2.
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TABLE I: Optimal parameter selections for continuum thresholds
√
s0 and Borel parameters T 2 for the sum rules in Eqs. (18)

and (19). The central values are obtained at µ = mc for Ξ
(′)
c and µ = mb for Ξ

(′)
b , and the uncertainties come from the energy

scale dependence with µc = 1 ∼ 3 GeV, and µb = 3 ∼ 6 GeV.
√
s0/GeV T 2/GeV2

Ξc 2.95 ± 0.05 ≈ 8

Ξ′
c 3.02 ± 0.08 10± 2

Ξb 6.27 ± 0.03 ≈ 40

Ξ′
b 6.40 ± 0.05 50± 10

4 6 8 10 12 14 16
1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

T2 � GeV2

Θ
c
�

de
gr

ee

20 30 40 50 60 70 80
0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.40

T2 � GeV2

Θ
b
�

de
gr

ee

FIG. 2: Our predictions for θc and θb. For the left figure, the solid blue and solid red lines represent the curves of θc obtained

from the first and second sum rules when µ = mc,
√
s0 = 2.98 GeV, respectively; The blue dashed and red dashed lines

represent the curves of θc obtained from the first and second sum rules when µ = 3 GeV,
√
s0 = 3.05 GeV, respectively. For

the right figure, the solid blue and solid red lines represent the curves of θb obtained from the first and second sum rules when

µ = mb,
√
s0 = 6.33 GeV, respectively; The blue dashed and red dashed lines represent the curves of θb obtained from the first

and second sum rules when µ = 6 GeV,
√
s0 = 6.38 GeV, respectively.

Our main results are shown in Fig. 2, and the corresponding central values and error estimates are:

• θc = (1.3± 0.1)◦ from the first sum rule, and θc = (2.0± 0.8)◦ from the second sum rule;

• θb = (0.31± 0.03)◦ from the first sum rule, and θb = (0.32± 0.02)◦ from the second sum rule.

Here the first and second sum rules respectively refer to the sum rules from the coefficients of /p and constant terms,

since all the Πij , at the QCD level, can be computed like

ΠQCD(p) = A(p2)/p+B(p2). (20)

In Table II, we compare our results with others in the literature. It can be seen that, our result for θc is consistent

with that of Lattice QCD in Ref. [10] if the uncertainty is taken into account.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

There seems to be a significant difference between Belle’s measurement and Lattice QCD calculation for the branch-

ing ratio of semileptonic decay B(Ξ0
c → Ξ−e+νe). Some people proposed that it is possible to resolve this puzzle by

considering the ΞQ −Ξ′
Q mixing. Following this suggestion, we investigate the ΞQ −Ξ′

Q mixing using QCD sum rules
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TABLE II: Comparsion with other results in the literature (in units of degree). These theoretical predictions respectively come

from calculations of QCD sum rules (QCDSR), heavy quark effective theory (HQET), Lattice QCD (LQCD), and quark model

(QM).

θQ This work QCDSR [8] HQET [9] LQCD [10] QM [15] QM [16] HQET [17]

θc 1.2 ∼ 2.8 5.5± 1.8 ±8.12± 0.80 1.2 ± 0.1 3.8 3.8 14± 14

θb 0.28 ∼ 0.34 6.4± 1.8 ±4.51± 0.79 – – 1.0 –

FIG. 3: These radiative corrections may play an important rule in ΞQ − Ξ′
Q mixing.

in this work. Contributions from up to dimension-6 four-quark operator are considered. However, only dimension-4

and dimension-5 operators contribute, which reveals the non-perturbative nature of mixing. Especially we notice that

only the diagrams with the two light quarks participating in gluon exchange contribute to the mixing. Contributions

from three-gluon condensate, and radiative corrections in Fig. 3 may be sizable and deserve further investigation. We

leave these more detailed considerations for other work.

Our results show that the mixing angle θc is very small, and is consistent with the most recent Lattice QCD

calculation result within error. Such a small mixing angle seems unlikely to resolve the tension between experimental

measurement and Lattice QCD calculation for the semileptonic decay Ξ0
c → Ξ−e+νe. We have to draw the conclusion

that the tension is still there.

Finally, it is worth pointing out that, recently, Ref. [18] proposed a method for measuring the mixing angle experi-

mentally, which is expected to be helpful to further clarify the significant differences among theoretical predictions.
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The two Higgs doublet type-II seesaw model: Naturalness and B̄→ Xsγ versus heavy Higgs masses

B. Ait Ouazghour1∗ and M. Chabab1†

1LPHEA, Faculty of Science Semlalia, Cadi Ayyad University, P.O.B. 2390 Marrakech, Morocco.

We extend the work [1] to a more general and detailed analysis through studying the naturalness problem and
B physics constraints within the context of two higgs doublets model augmented with a complex scalar triplet
field (2HDMcT ). We first derive the modified Vetman conditions and show that naturalness problem might be
evaded at the electroweak scale. Then, we evaluate the branching ratio of B̄→ Xsγ radiative decay at the Next to
leading order. Besides unitarity, boundedness from below constraints and the present collider data from Higgs
signal rate measurements, the parameter space of 2HDMcT is then revisited to see how the modified Veltman
conditions and B̄ → Xsγ experimental bounds induce significant delimitations. Our analysis shows that the
naturalness affects drastically the masses of heavy Higgs h3, A2, H±2 and H±±. More specifically, we considered
three benchmak scenarios corresponding to µ2 > 20, 40, 70 GeV. For µ2 > 40, we find stringent upper limits on
mh2 , mA1 and mH±1

at 880, 920 and 918 GeV respectively. If, in addition, the measurements of B̄ → Xsγ decay
rate are also considered, the lower masses limits of nonstandard Higgs bosons (h2, h3, A1, A2, H±1 , H±2 , H±±) are
pushed up to higher values located between 490 and 750 GeV. Besides, we also demonstrate that the B̄ → Xsγ
experimental limits can only be accommodated within 2HDMcT if two conditions are fullfilled : α1 parameter
positive and the Higgs mass hierarchy mh3 > mH±2

> mH±± .

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery by the ATLAS and CMS experiments
at the LHC [2–5] of a particle with properties taht are remark-
ably consistent with the Higgs boson of the Standard Model
(SM ) [6] with a mass about 125 GeV [7], ongoing experi-
mental tests of the SM theory and its limitations have pro-
vided stringent constraints on new physics beyond the Stan-
dard Model (BSM ). Indeed, despite its brilliant success
to describe fundamental particle and their interactions, many
questions yet remain unexplained and/or controversial., e.g.
the dark matter existence in the universe, neutrino oscillations
and mass hierarchy. Amidst all of that, the naturalness prob-
lem [8] is also far from being resolved.

It is then legitimate to propose other theoretical perspec-
tives which could confirm the pattern expected from the
Brout-Englert-Higgs mechanism and provide a convincing in-
terpretation of new phenomena BSM . For the electroweak
hierarchy problem, given the absence of supersymmetry at
TeV scale, a plethora of novel atletnatives have been consid-
ered so far, more particularly with an extended Higgs sector. it
is known that one has to call upon new physics where the new
degrees of freedom in a particular BSM model conspire with
those of the Standard Model tp get rid of the quadratic diver-
gencies modifying the Veltman condition (mVC). As exam-
ples of such BSM approches, we can cite the SM extended
with singlet or triplet scalar fields [9–12], the two Higgs dou-
blet [13], and the recent analysis within 2HDM augmented
with a real triplet scalar [14].

In this paper, we aim to investigate both the naturalness
problem and B̄→ Xsγ decay rate in the context of a two Higgs
doublet type-II seesaw model, dubbed 2HDMcT . Besides ex-
plaining neutrino oscillations, this model has also been ex-
amined either to deal with the dark matter issue [15], or to

∗Electronic address: brahim.aitouazghour@edu.uca.ac.ma
†Electronic address: mchabab@uca.ac.ma (Corresponding author)

perform phenomenological analyses [1, 16]. More precisely,
we will first derive the Veltman conditions (VC), study how
to soften their divergencies to gain insight into 2HDMcT pa-
rameter space as on the allowed masses of the heavy scalars in
the Higgs sector. Next, we will evaluate the B̄ → Xsγ decay
rate at the next to leading order (NLO) and see whether con-
straints from the B̄→ Xsγ measurements affect the 2HDMcT
spectra. Still, it remains to check that the implementation of
mVC and B̄→ Xsγ constraints are consistent with theoretical
requirements and experimental data and how they reshape the
Higgs spectrum of our model, in comparison with the previous
phenomenological analysis reported in [1]

This work is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we briefly
review the main features of two Higgs Doublet Type-II See-
saw model. In Sec. III, we briefly present the theoretical and
experimental constraints. Section IV is devoted to the deriva-
tion of the modified Veltman condition (VC) in the 2HT McT .
In Sec. V, we discuss the constraints on the parameter space
from B̄ → Xsγ. The analysis and discussion of the results
are performed in Sec. VI, with emphasis on the effects of the
modified Veltman condistions as well as the constraints from
the B̄→ Xsγ on the heavy Higgs spectrum, essentially on the
charged Higgs sector. A summary of our results will be drawn
in Sec. VII.

II. TYPE II SEESAW MODEL: BRIEF REVIEW

The 2HDMcT contains two Higgs doublets Hi (i = 1,2) and
one colorless scalar field ∆ transforming as a triplet under the
S U(2)L gauge group with hypercharge Y∆ = 2. In this case,
the most general gauge-invariant Lagrangian of 2HDMcT is
given by,

L =
∑2

i=1(DµHi)†(DµHi) + Tr(Dµ∆)†(Dµ∆)

−V(Hi,∆) +LYukawa
(1)

where the covariant derivatives are defined as,

DµHi = ∂µHi + igT aWa
µHi + i

g′

2
BµHi (2)
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Dµ∆ = ∂µ∆ + ig[T aWa
µ ,∆] + ig′

Y∆

2
Bµ∆ (3)

(Wa
µ , g), and (Bµ, g′) denoting respectively the S U(2)L and U(1)Y

gauge fields and couplings and T a ≡ σa/2, with σa (a = 1, 2, 3) the

Pauli matrices. In terms of the two S U(2)L Higgs doublets Hi and
the triplet field ∆, the 2HDMcT scalar potential is given by [1, 16]:

V(Hi,∆) = m2
1 H†1 H1 + m2

2 H†2 H2 − m2
3 H†1 H2 − m2

12 H†2 H1 +
λ1
2 (H†1 H1)2 +

λ2
2 (H†2 H2)2 + λ3 H†1 H1 H†2 H2

+λ4 H†1 H2 H†2 H1 +
λ5
2 ∗

[
(H†1 H2)2 + (H†2 H1)2

]
+ λ6 H†1 H1Tr∆†∆ + λ7 H†2 H2Tr∆†∆

+[µ1HT
1 iσ2∆†H1 + µ2HT

2 iσ2∆†H2 + µ3HT
1 iσ2∆†H2 + h.c.] + λ8 H†1∆∆†H1

+λ9 H†2∆∆†H2 + m2
∆

Tr(∆†∆) + λ̄8(Tr∆†∆)2 + λ̄9Tr(∆†∆)2

where Tr denotes the trace over 2x2 matrices. The triplet ∆ and
doublet Higgs H are represented by,

∆ =

(
δ+/
√

2 δ++

(vt + δ0 + iη0)/
√

2 −δ+/
√

2

)
(4)

H1 =

(
φ+

1
φ0

1

)
, H2 =

(
φ+

2
φ0

2

)
(5)

with φ0
1 = (v1 + ρ1 + iη1)/

√
2 and φ0

2 = (v2 + ρ2 + iη2)/
√

2. After
the spontaneous electroweak symmetry breaking, the Higgs doublets
and triplet fields acquire their vacuum expectation values, respec-
tively dubbed v1, v2 and vt, and eleven physical Higgs states appear,
namely: three CP-even neutral Higgs bosons (H1,H2,H3), four sim-
ply charged Higgs bosons (H±1 ,H

±
2 ), two CP odd Higgs (A1, A2), and

finally two doubly charged Higgs bosons H±±. For more detail see
[1].

III. THEORETICAL AND EXPERIMENTAL
CONSTRAINTS

The allowed 2HDMcT parameter space must generally obey
to many theoretical and experimental constraints. These constraints
include vacuum stability, unitarity, and perturbativity, in addition to
experimental constraints and exclusion limints especially originating
from the measurements of Higgs boson properties, flavor-changing
neutral currents and electroweak precision observables. These are
smoking gun to probe imprints of new physics within the model.
Hereafter, we briefly provide a brief description the constraints to
delimit the model the parameter space and be used in our subsequent
analysis [1]:

• Unitarity: The scattering processes have to be unitary.

• Perturbativity: The quartic couplings of scalar potential
must obey the following conditions:|λi| < 8π for each i =

1, .., 9 and |λ̄i| < 8π for i = 8, 9.

• Vacuum stability : Positivity in any direction of fields Φi, ∆

and boundedness from below BFB.

• Experimental Higgs boson exclusion limits: Existing ex-
clusion limits at the 95% confidence level from Higgs
searches at LEP, LHC, and Tevatron have been enforced via
HiggsBounds-5.10.1 [17–21].

• SM-like Higgs boson discovery: Compatibility with the
measurments of the Higgs signal rate from various searches
at the 95 % confidence level, essentially from the LHC Run 2.
Here we used HiggsSignals-2.6.1 [22, 23].

• The electroweak precision observables (EWPO): Gener-
ally, the additional scalars in a model introduce extra corec-
tions to the gauge boson self energy diagrams, which affect
eletroweak precision observables (EWPO), as the oblique pa-
rameters S , T and U. Accordingly the new charged, douly
charged and neutral bosons in 2HDMcT yield corrections to
the analytic formulas T and S parameters. In our analysis, for
vt ≤ 1 GeV and µi(i=1,3) ≈ 0, we find that the mixing angles
αi(i=2,3) (neutral scalar), the rotation matrix elements (C13,C23)
(charged) and (O13,O23) (pseudo-scalar) are almost vanishing,
so the doublet and the triplet fields decouple (For more details
see [1]). This means that major contributions to the physical
fields h3, A2, H±2 and H±± originate from triplet fields while
the dominat contributions to h1, h2, A1 and H±1 fields are from
doublet fields. In this context, we calculate the new contribu-
tion to the T and S parameters from the new scalars, using the
general expressions presented in [24–26]. Complete expres-
sions of S and T in 2HDMcT are then given by,

T =
1

16πm2
W s2

W

(F(m2
H±± ,m

2
H±2

) + F(m2
H±2
,m2

h3
) + R2

21F(m2
H±1
,m2

h1
)

+ R2
22F(m2

H±1
,m2

h2
) + F(m2

H±1
,m2

A1
) − R2

21F(m2
h1
,m2

A1
) − R2

22F(m2
h2
,m2

A1
)

+ 3(R2
11(F(m2

Z ,m
2
h1

) − F(m2
W ,m

2
h1

)) + R2
12(F(m2

Z ,m
2
h2

) − F(m2
W ,m

2
h2

)))

− 3(F(m2
Z ,m

2
hre f

) − F(m2
W ,m

2
hre f

))) (6)

and

S =
1

24π
[(2s2

W − 1)2G(m2
H+

1
,m2

H+
1
,m2

Z) + R2
21G(m2

h1
,m2

A1
,m2

Z)

+ (R2
11 + R2

21) ln(m2
h1

) + (R2
12 + R2

22) ln(m2
h2

) + ln(m2
A1

))

+ R2
22G(m2

h2
,m2

A1
,m2

Z) − 2 ln(m2
H±1

) − ln(m2
hre f

)

+ R2
11Ĝ(mh2

1
,m2

Z) + R2
12Ĝ(m2

h2
,m2

Z) − Ĝ(m2
hre f

,m2
Z)]+ (7)

1
3π

[
− ln

m2
H±±

m2
h3

 +
1
2
ξ

m2
h3

m2
Z

 +
(1 − 2s2

w)2

2
ξ

m2
H±±

m2
Z


+

s4
w

2
ξ

m2
H±2

m2
Z

 ] (8)

with
R11 = C11R11 + C12R12 (9)

R22 = C21R21 + C22R22 (10)

R12 = C11R21 + C12R22 (11)

R21 = C21R11 + C22R12 (12)

and mhre f is the reference mass of the neutral SM Higgs and
sw = sin(θw) where θw is the Weinberg angle. The explicit
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forms of these functions, F (x, y), G (I, J,Q), Ĝ (I,Q) and ξ(x)
are given by [26, 27].

F (x, y) ≡


x + y

2
−

xy
x − y

ln
x
y
⇐ x , y,

0 ⇐ x = y.
(13)

G (I, J,Q) = −
16
3

+
5 (I + J)

Q
−

2 (I − J)2

Q2

+
3
Q

[
I2 + J2

I − J
−

I2 − J2

Q
+

(I − J)3

3Q2

]
ln

I
J

+
r

Q2 f (t, r) .

(14)

If I = J, G(I, J,Q) is :

G (I, J,Q) = −
16
3

+
16
Q

I +
r

Q3 f (t, r)

and :

f (t, r) ≡



√
r ln

∣∣∣∣∣∣ t −
√

r
t +
√

r

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⇐ r > 0,

0 ⇐ r = 0,

2
√
−r arctan

√
−r
t
⇐ r < 0.

with :

t ≡ I + J − Q and r ≡ Q2 − 2Q (I + J) + (I − J)2

Ĝ (I,Q) = −
79
3

+ 9
I
Q
− 2

I2

Q2 +

(
12 − 4

I
Q

+
I2

Q2

) f
(
I, I2 − 4IQ

)
Q

+

(
− 10 + 18

I
Q
− 6

I2

Q2 +
I3

Q3 − 9
I + Q
I − Q

)
ln

I
Q
. (15)

and

ξ(x) = 12
(

4
9
−

4
3

x +
1

12
(4x − 1) f (x)

)
,

f (x) =


− 4
√

4x − 1 arctan
1

√
4x − 1

, for 4x > 1,

√
1 − 4x ln

2x − 1 +
√

1 − 4x

2x − 1 −
√

1 − 4x
, for 4x ≤ 1,

(16)

By assuming that U = 0, analysis of the precision electroweak
data with the new PDG mass of the W boson yields [28]:

S exp = 0.05 ± 0.08, T exp = 0.09 ± 0.07 and ρS T = +0.92. (17)

where ρS T corresponds to the correlation coefficient in the
χ2

S T analysis. Next, we use the following χ2
S T test where only

points that are within 95% confidence levels (CLs) of the
PDG measurement are considered,

χ2
S T =

1
σ̂T

2
1(1 − ρ2

S T )
(T − T exp)2 +

1
σ̂S

2
1(1 − ρ2

S T )
(S − S exp)2

−
2ρS T

σ̂T σ̂S (1 − ρ2
S T )

(T − T exp)(S − S exp) ≤ R2 , (18)

with R2 = 2.3, 5.99 and 11.83 at 68.3%, 95% and 99.7% CLs,
respectively and σ̂T , σ̂S are one-sigma errors.

IV. THE MODIFIED VELTMAN CONDITIONS

To derive the Veltman conditions (VC), one just has to collect
the quadratic divergencies of the Higgs self-energies in terms of the
original fields, namely the doublet Φ1 , Φ2 and triplet ∆, without
spontaneous breaking of the S U(2) × U(1) gauge symmetry [29].
There are various ways to do that, but to be within a safe way, we
used the dimensional regularisation [30–32] as this approach gau-
rantees both gauge Lorentz invariances. IBesides, we performed this
calculation in a general linear Rξ gauge and verified that the results
obtained are entirely free of ξ-parameter as required. To work out
these quadratic divergencies, we followed exactly the calculations
steps described in our previous work on the two Higgs doublet model
extended by a real triplet scalar field ∆ [14] and in [33–36]. Through-
out these calculations, we used the following convenient notation,

• (Φ)p and (∆)q denotes the p-component of the doublets and
q-component of the triplet fields.

• I11(I22) as the quadratically divergent part of the two-point
functions with either the upper or lower components of Φ1

(Φ2) fields, on both external lines of the relevant Feynman Di-
agrams. Similarly, we label I33 for the triplet two-point func-
tions, with one of ∆ components on external lines.

To derive the final results in symmetry unbroken phase, it is neces-
sary to summarize all possible schemes, taking only the coefficients
of divergent parts in Ii j, leading to :

I11 → 3/4g2 + 1/4g
′2 + 3λ1 + 2λ3 + λ4

+(3λ6 +
3
2
λ8) −

 √2
v

2
m2

D

cos2β
(19)

I22 → 3/4g2 + 1/4g
′2 + 3λ2 + 2λ3 + λ4

+(3λ7 +
3
2
λ9) −

 √2
v

2
m2

U

sin2β
(20)

I33 → 2g2 + g
′2 + 2(λ6 + λ7) + λ8 + λ9 + 8λ̄8 + 6λ̄9 (21)

where m2
D = m2

e + m2
µ + m2

τ + 3(m2
d + m2

s + m2
b), m2

U = 3(m2
u + m2

c + m2
t )

and v2 = v2
1 + v2

2 + 2v2
t is the square of the Standard Model vacuum

expectation value (≈ 246GeV).
Finally, thanks to the relations cos β =

v1
v0

, sin β =
v2
v0

, mW =
gv
2 ,

e = g sin θweinberg and g
′

= g tan θweinberg, the tadpoles equations in the
broken phase are thoroughly recovered:

δTd1 =
m2

W

v2

(
2 +

1
c2

w

)
+ 3λ1 + 2λ3 + λ4 + (3λ6 +

3
2
λ8)

−

 √2
v

2
m2

D

cos2β
(22)

δTd2 =
m2

W

v2

(
2 +

1
c2

w

)
+ 3λ2 + 2λ3 + λ4 + (3λ7 +

3
2
λ9)

−

 √2
v

2
m2

U

sin2β
(23)

and for the triplet:

δTt = 4
m2

W

v2

(
1 +

1
c2

w

)
+ 2(λ6 + λ7) + λ8 + λ9 + 8λ̄8 + 6λ̄9 (24)
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FIG. 1: Predictions for the branching ratio of B→ Xsγ in 2HDMcT type II as a function of mH±1
. First and second column panels correspond

respectively to tan β = 1; and 15, with mH±2
− mH±1

= 20, 50, 100 and 200 GeV

FIG. 2: The allowed regions in (λ6, λ8) (left), (λ7, λ9) (middle) and (λ̄8, λ̄9) after imposing theoretical and experimental constraints. (cyan):
Excluded by Unitarity constraints, (red): Excluded by Unitarity + BFB constraints, (green): Excluded by Unitarity+BFB+LEP+LHC+EWPO
constraints, (blue): Excluded by Unitarity + BFB + LEP + LHC + EWPO & Td1 = 0 ∧ Td2 = 0 ∧ Tt = 0 constraints, (yellow): Excluded by
Unitarity + BFB + LEP + LHC + EWPO + Td1 = 0 ∧ Td2 = 0 ∧ Tt = 0 & B̄ → Xsγ constraints at 95% C.L. The brown area only obeys all
constraints.

At this point, several comments and remarks are in order:

• The potential parameter λ1 is missing in δTd2 , and similarly λ2

in absent in δTd1 , while δTt excludes both λ1 and λ2. This can
be explained via Eqs.(22, 23, 24) which show that λ1 and λ2

coupls solely to H1 and H2 field resepctively. The couplings
λ̄8 and λ̄9, originating from the triplet scalar, are manifested
rather in δTt.

• The couplings λ6 and λ8 (λ7 and λ9) do not appear in δTd2

(δTd1 ) since they are only related with H1 (H2) potential terms.

• The Veltman conditions for the Higgs Triplet Model with
Y = 2 reported in [9] can be recovered when some of the cou-
plings vanish, and v1 traded for vd in Eqs.(22, 23, 24). Simi-
larly, the modified Veltman conditions in 2HDM [13, 37–44]
are reproduced when the couplings that fingerprint the scalar
triplet in the Lagrangian, namely λ6, λ7, λ8, λ9, λ̄8, λ̄9, are
removed from Eqs.(22, 23, 24).

Thereafter, in order to implement the modified Veltman conditions
in the 2HDMcT parameter space and subsequent analysises, we as-
sume that the deviations δT should not exceed 3.5 GeV.

V. CONSTRAINTS FROM B→ Xsγ

The B → Xsγ decay is an important process for constraining
new physics, as it is highly sensitive to physics beyond the Standard
Model. Therefore, any model that aims to predict a light charged
Higgs boson must also be consistent with the experimental con-
straints on this decay. This feature has been observed in several mod-
els with charged Higgs states, such as the two Higgs doublet model
extended by a real triplet scalar field [14] where a charged Higgs
with a mass smaller than the 200 GeV has been predicted. In this
section, following [45], we investigate whether the 2HDMcT model
has the potential to accomodate a light charged Higgs, while being
consistent with BR(B̄→ Xsγ) decay experimental constraints.

From Belle [46], Babar [47–49] and CLEO [50] measurements
extrapolated down to E0 = 1.6 GeV, the experimental world average
evaluated by HFAG [51] reads:

BR(B→ Xsγ)|Eγ>1.6 GeV = (3.40 ± 0.17) × 10−4 (25)

In this context, as first step towards exploring the viability of the
2HDMcT , we first calculate the BR(B̄ → Xsγ) decay rate at NLO
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where the two singly charged Higgs states are both in this context
involved.

One can write the branching ratio of the radiative B → Xsγ
decay process at NLO in QCD as:

BR(B→ Xsγ) =
Γ(B→ Xsγ)

ΓS L
BRS L (26)

where BRS L is the measured semileptonic branching ratio,
whereas the semileptonic decay width ΓS L is expressed by:

ΓS L =
G2

F

192π3 |Vcb|
2m5

bg(z)
(
1 −

2αs(µ̄b)
3π

f (z) +
δNP

S L

m2
b

)
; z =

m2
c

m2
b

(27)

The phase space function g(z), (approximated) QCD–radiation func-
tion f (z) and the non–perturbative correction δNP

S L are defined in [45].
The decay Γ(B→ Xsγ) at NLO is given by:

Γ(B→ Xsγ) =
G2

F

32π4 |V
?
tsVtb|

2αemm5
b

(
|D|2 + A +

δNP
γ

m2
b

|C0, eff

7 (µb)|2 (28)

+
δNP

c

m2
c

Re
([

C0, eff

7 (µb)
]∗ (

C0, eff

2 (µb) −
1
6

C0, eff

1 (µb)
)))

.

where the amplitudes A and D̄ read:

A =
αs(µb)
π

8∑
i, j=1;i≤ j

Re
(
C0,e f f

i (µb)[C0,e f f
j (µb)]∗ fi j

)
(29)

D̄ = C0,e f f
7 (µb) +

αs(µb)
4π

(
C1,e f f

7 + V(µb)
)

(30)

with C0,e f f
7 (µb) and C1,e f f

7 (µb) defined as :

C0,e f f
7 (µb) = η

16
23 C0,e f f

7 (µw) +
8
3

(η
14
23 − η

16
23 )C0,e f f

8 (µw) +

8∑
i=1

hiη
ai (31)

C1, eff

7 (µb) = η
39
23 C1, eff

7 (µW) +
8
3

(
η

37
23 − η

39
23
)
C1, eff

8 (µW)

+

(
297664
14283

η
16
23 −

7164416
357075

η
14
23 +

256868
14283

η
37
23

)
C0, eff

8 (µW)

−
6698884
357075

η
39
23 C0, eff

8 (µW) +
37208
4761

(
η

39
23 − η

16
23
)
C0, eff

7 (µW)

+

8∑
i=1

(
ei ηC1, eff

4 (µW) + ( fi + kiη) C0, eff

2 (µW)
)
ηai ,

+

8∑
i=1

li ηC1, eff

1 (µW)ηai , (32)

where V(µb), η, C0,e f f
1 (µw), C0,e f f

2 (µw), C1,e f f
1 (µw), C1,e f f

4 (µw), as
ai, hi, ei, fi, ki, li vectors are reported in [45].

The effective Wilson coefficient C1,e f f
7 (µw) at the µW scale is given

by:

C1,e f f
7 (µw) = C1,e f f

7,S M +
∑
a=1,2

|Ya|
2C1,e f f

7,YaYa
+ XaY∗aC1,e f f

7,XaYa
(33)

The coefficient C0
7,S M(µw) is a function of x = m2

t /M
2
w , while

C1,e f f
7,YaYa

(µw) and C1,e f f
7,XaYa

(µw) (a = 1, 2) are functions of y = m2
t /m

2
H±a

(H±a = H±1 , H±2 ); their explicit forms are summarized in [45]. In our
model, the couplings Y1, Y2, X1 and X2 read as:

Y1 =
C22

sin β
, Y2 =

C32

sin β
, X1 = −

C21

cos β
and X2 = −

C31

cos β
(34)

where the Ci j elements of rotation matrix can be collected from - [1],

Now that we have defined all the necessary ingredients to ex-
amine the radiative decay b → sγ at NLO within 2T HDcT type II,
where B→ Xsγ is calculated as a function of mH±1

.

FIG. 3: The allowed regions in the planes µ2 vs µ3 (left) and
(sgn(Ch1

V ) sin(α1 − π/2), tan β) (right) after imposing theoretical and
experimental constraints. The color captions in left panel is similar
to Fig [2]. The errors for χ2 fit are 95.5% CL

In Fig. [1], we plot the branching ratio of B → Xsγ in the
2HDMcT as a function of mH±1

. tan β is fixed to 1 (left panel), 2
(centre panel) and 15 (right panel) with the mass difference ∆MH± =

mH±2
− mH±1

= 20, 50, and 100. We also used different values of the
mixing angle θ±3 ranging from 0.05 corresponding to a mostly triplet
H±2 (H±1 ), to π/4 for a nearly equal contributions from doublets and
triplet scalars to the charged Higgs bosons. For a comparative analy-
sis, 2HDM prediction is also illustrated in black color. First, we see
that the difference between the predictions in 2HDM and 2HDMcT
becomes slightly larger as the mass difference ∆MH± or the θ±3 in-
crease. Besides, Fig. [1] uncover two main features:

• The Higgs mass range H±1 satisfying the B → Xsγ constraint
is almost insensitive to tan β.

• The excluded range of the mH±1
by B → Xsγ reduces when

∆MH± gets large.

VI. ANALYSIS: IMPLICATIONS FOR THE PHYSICAL
SCALAR MASSES

In this section, we focus on identifying viable regions of
parameter space that satisfy all previously derived theoretical and
experimental constraints. We pay special attention to the impact
of three Veltman conditions mVC’s as the experimental constraints
arising from the B → Xsγ decay. Throughout the paper, h1 is
identified to the SM Higgs-like particle observed at the LHC with
mh1 = 125 GeV .

Our input parameters, constrained by various constraints dis-
cussed above, that will be used in the subsequent analysis, is
summarised as:

mh1 = 125.09 GeV, mh1 ≤ mh2 ≤ mh3 ≤ 1 TeV,
80 GeV ≤ mH±± ≤ 1 TeV, −π2 ≤ α1 ≤

π
2 , −0.1 ≤ α2,3 ≤ 0.1

0.5 ≤ tan β ≤ 30, −102 ≤ µ1 ≤ 102, 0 ≤ vt ≤ 1 GeV, λ1 ≈ 0.15
, λ3 ≈ 1.6, λ4 ≈ 1.6, −8π ≤ λ6,7 ≤ 8π, −8π ≤ λ8 ≤ 8π, −8π ≤ λ9 ≤ 8π

(35)

Fo commodity purpose, we also classify the theoretical and experi-
mental constraints into three sets :
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FIG. 4: Allowed Higgs mass ranges in the planes mφi vs mφ j (φi = h3, A2, φi = H±2 and φi = H±±). All theoretical and experimental constraints
are taken into account with color captions similar to Fig [2].

• First set, C1, includes the unitarity, perturbativity, vacuum sta-
bility, EW precision observables, experimental Higgs boson
exclusion limits

• C2, contains all constraints in C1 in addition to the modified
Veltman conditions.

• C3 includes C2 augmented by B→ Xsγ constraint at 95% C.L.

We present in Fig. [2] the allowed regions in (λ6 ; λ8), (λ7 ; λ9)
and

(
λ̄8 ; λ̄9

)
excluded by various theoretical constraints and experi-

mental measurements. We can see that the allowed regions of these
parameter spaces undergo drastic reductions as more constraints are
imposed. More specifically, they are sizably shrinked to limited yel-
low areas when naturalness is invoked. As a result, the potential
parameters are allowed to vary within reduced intervals as shown in
Table I. Also we can observe that the parameters λi (i = 6, 7, 8 and 9)
and λ̄8,9 are fully insentive to the constraints from measurements
B̄→ Xsγ decay rate.

TABLE I: The allowed regions of potential parameters from C2 con-
straints.

parameters intervals
λ6 [0, 1.46]
λ7 [0, 1.49]
λ8 [−1.19, 1.57]
λ9 [−1.34, 1.57]
λ̄8 [−0.41, 0.96]
λ̄9 [−0.9, 0.86]

As for the µ2 and µ3 parameters plotted in the left panel of
Fig [3], we see that they are more responsive to the naturalness in-
duced conditions, particumlarly to Tt, than to the other theoretical
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constraints. As a result, our analysis shows that µ2 is always positive
(µ2 ∈ [8.6, 110]) while µ3 is to a large extent predominantly nega-
tive, except for a very tiny range. The right panel of Fig [3] illustrates
the scatter plot in tan β and sgn(Ch1

V ) sin(α1 − π/2) for ∆χ2 < 5.99.
When naturalness is switched off, the corresponding generated sam-
ples are shown in blue at 2σ whereas the yellow dots signal inclu-
sion of the modified Veltman conditions. This graph indicates that
only tan β > 13 and α1 ∈ [−1.57;−1.51]U[1.51; 1.57] are compat-
ible with all constraints. At this stage, it is worth noticing that the
left branch with sin(α1 −

π
2 ) < 0 corresponds to the SM-alignment

limit, where the couplings of CP even scalars to gauge bosons are
assumed to mimic the SM Higgs coupling. The right branch with
sin(α1 −

π
2 ) > 0 represents the wrong sign Yukaya coupling limit.

If, additionally, constraints from the measurements of the B̄ → Xsγ
decay rate at 95% C.L. intervenes, then only α1 positive survives.

Fig [4] displays the allowed region in the (mA2 , mh3 ),
(mH±2

, mh3 ) and (mH±± , mH±2
) for three ranges of |µ2| > 20, 40

and 70. We find that the relevant parameters regions obeying C2
constraints are confined within the yellow areas. The latter extents
are proportional to the choice of µ2 range: When µ2 values are in
the vicinity of zero, the masses are almost insensitive to the natu-
ralness (C3 set). However, if µ2 moves away from zero, the mass
ranges are clearly reduced by mVC conditions. The brown color rep-
resents the surviving parameters regions to all constraints. Therefore
as summarized by Table II, we can conclude that the naturalness has
a substantial impact both on the lower bounds of the heavy Higgs
spectra and on the upper bounds of the light Higgs bosons masses.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have extended the work [1] by investigating nat-
uralness problem and B physics constraints within the context of two
Higgs doublets type two seesaw model (2HDMcT ). We have de-
rived the modified Vetman conditions in 2HDMcT and showed that
the naturalness problem might be avoided at the electroweak scale.
Next, we have calculated the branching ratio of B̄ → Xsγ radia-
tive decay at the NLO and showed that B̄ → Xsγ bound can only
be accommodated provided that the parameter α1 is positive and the
Higgs mass hierarchy mh3 > mH±2

> mH±± . Th main outcome of our
current analsis is to show how these additional new contrainsts, mVC
and B̄ → Xsγ, induce significant delimitations of the 2HDMcT pa-
rameter space with respect to the results reported in [1]. As a conse-
quence, it is demonstrated that the Higgs spectrum is utterly reshaped

with heavy Higgs h3, A2, H±2 and H±± masse significantly affected.
Three benchmark scenarios corresponding to µ2 > 20, 40, 70 GeV
have been explored. For µ2 > 40 GeV, we found that the lower
masses limits of nonstandard Higgs bosons (h2, h3, A1, A2, H±1 , H±2 ,
H±±) are pushed up to higher values ranging from 450 to 750 GeV.

TABLE II: Higgs boson masses allowed intervals from various con-
straints, including the modified Veltman conditions for δT = 3.5
GeV

mφ Unitarity Unitarity+BFB C1 constraints

mh2 [126 ; 990] [126 ; 910] [137 ; 905]
mh3 [126 ; 1000] [127 ; 1000] [266 ; 999]
mA1 [80 ; 992] [80 ; 930] [128 ; 903]
mA2 [125 ; 1000] [125 ; 1000] [353 ; 994]
mH±1

[80 ; 991] [80 ; 933] [218 ; 913]
mH±2

[88 ; 998] [95 ; 991] [276 ; 982]
mH±± [80 ; 1000] [80 ; 1000] [235 ; 997]

mφ C2 constraints
|µ2| > 20 GeV |µ2| > 40 GeV |µ2| > 70 GeV

mh2 [145 ; 930] [160 ; 880] [167 ; 795]
mh3 [415 ; 999] [607 ; 999] [778 ; 999]
mA1 [145 ; 950] [170 ; 920] [236 ; 840]
mA2 [453 ; 999] [583 ; 999] [785 ; 990]
mH±1

[222 ; 980] [266 ; 918] [328 ; 840]
mH±2

[391 ; 987] [560 ; 976] [728 ; 956]
mH±± [335 ; 995] [515 ; 976] [679 ; 928]

mφ C3 constraints
|µ2| > 20 GeV |µ2| > 40 GeV |µ2| > 70 GeV

mh2 [487 ; 927] [490 ; 879] [511 ; 790]
mh3 [719 ; 999] [737 ; 999] [837 ; 999]
mA1 [576 ; 947] [576 ; 910] [596 ; 838]
mA2 [705 ; 999] [750 ; 999] [826 ; 982]
mH±1

[592 ; 946] [599 ; 915] [623 ; 839]
mH±2

[683 ; 985] [706 ; 973] [801 ; 954]
mH±± [632 ; 990] [654 ; 973] [772 ; 925]
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On the non-factorizable corrections to Higgs boson production in weak boson fusion
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We discuss the non-factorizable corrections to Higgs boson production in weak boson fusion at
the Large Hadron Collider. Such corrections depend on the finite part of the two-loop virtual
amplitude q Q→ q′Q′+H which, up to now, has only been computed in the eikonal approximation.
We combine this contribution with real-virtual and double-real non-factorizable QCD corrections
and study their impact on the various observables in weak boson fusion. We find that the non-
factorizable corrections are strongly dominated by the two-loop virtual contributions, while all other
contributions play a very minor role. This striking imbalance between real and virtual contributions
is caused by a process-specific kinematic suppression of the former and a particular enhancement of
the virtual corrections related to a Glauber phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

Weak boson fusion (WBF) is an important Higgs boson
production channel; it has the second-largest cross sec-
tion at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). In addition, it
is directly sensitive to the couplings of the Higgs boson
to W and Z bosons allowing for a detailed exploration of
their strengths and Lorentz structures.

Theoretical predictions for Higgs boson production in
weak boson fusion are very advanced. They include next-
to-leading order (NLO) QCD [1] and electroweak [2] cor-
rections as well as next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO)
QCD [3–5] and next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order
(N3LO) QCD [6] corrections. In addition, effects of mul-
tijet merging and an interplay between fixed order per-
turbative computations and parton showers in weak bo-
son fusion was studied in Ref. [7]. However, available
QCD corrections are computed in the so-called factor-
ization approximation where strong interactions between
the incoming quark lines are systematically ignored.

Historically, non-factorizable corrections were neglected
because they are colour-suppressed [3] and, moreover,
they appear at NNLO QCD for the first time. How-
ever, it was pointed out in Ref. [8] that these correc-
tions receive a peculiar π2-enhancement associated with
a Glauber phase. In Refs. [8, 9] the numerical impact
of non-factorizable corrections on various observables in
WBF was investigated. It was found that these correc-
tions are somewhat smaller than the factorizable correc-
tions at NNLO QCD but that they certainly exceed the
magnitude of N3LO QCD corrections.

∗ Electronic address: kasteriad@bnl.gov
† Electronic address: christian.broennum-hansen@partner.kit.edu
‡ Electronic address: kirill.melnikov@kit.edu

To make further progress in understanding the non-
factorizable effects in weak boson fusion, there are two
directions to take. First, one can extend the calculation
of the non-factorizable two-loop amplitude for the WBF
process q Q → q′ Q′ + H beyond the eikonal approxi-
mation. This is a formidable task since it requires the
computation of two-loop five-point amplitudes with two
massive propagators and an additional external massive
particle which is beyond the current state of the art. Sec-
ond, one can study the effects of all the other contribu-
tions relevant for computing the non-factorizable correc-
tion through NNLO in perturbative QCD while account-
ing for the double-virtual contribution in the eikonal ap-
proximation. This is what we do in this paper.

Computation of NNLO QCD corrections to WBF re-
quires double-real and real-virtual contributions, in ad-
dition to the two-loop virtual corrections. Individually,
each of these contributions is infrared divergent; to prop-
erly define them a subtraction procedure is needed. Since
in the past decade remarkable progress in the develop-
ment of NNLO QCD subtraction schemes for collider
processes has been made, and since certain features of
the non-factorizable correction to Higgs boson fusion in
WBF make the infrared structure of this process simple,
construction of the subtraction scheme for computing the
non-factorizable corrections to WBF becomes straight-
forward. In fact, the relevant computation can be bor-
rowed, almost verbatim, from a similar computation of
the non-factorizable corrections to single-top production
reported recently in Ref. [10].

It is worth pointing out that the situation with real-
virtual contributions is somewhat peculiar. Although the
relevant one-loop amplitudes can be extracted from an
existing computation of NLO QCD corrections to H + j

production in weak boson fusion [11], the fact that the
corresponding six-point amplitude needs to be evaluated
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q q′

Q Q′

p1

p2 p4

p3

line 1

line 2

Figure 1. Momentum, parton and line conventions at Born
level used throughout the discussion. We do not show fermion
flow because q and Q each represent any (light) quark or anti-
quark.

close to singular limits makes its use in the computation
of NNLO QCD corrections non-trivial.

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows.
In the next section we recapitulate the construction of
the infrared-finite fully-differential cross section suitable
for numerical computation. We discuss the numerical
implementation and address difficulties with evaluating
subtracted real-virtual contributions in Section III. We
then present the results of our computation and show
that the non-factorizable corrections are strongly dom-
inated by two-loop virtual corrections. We conclude in
Section V.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF AN INFRARED
FINITE CROSS SECTION

A NNLO QCD computation requires the construction of
an infrared-finite cross section which can be integrated
over phase space of final-state particles in four dimen-
sions. This requires the use of a subtraction scheme since
contributions with different number of final-state partons
are not separately finite.

The construction of such a subtraction scheme for the
case of non-factorizable contributions to single-top pro-
duction was recently presented in Ref. [10]. The dis-
cussion in that reference applies almost verbatim to the
computation of non-factorizable corrections to Higgs bo-
son production in weak boson fusion. Because of that, we
confine ourselves to reviewing the major building blocks
of such a construction in this section, and note that fur-
ther details can be found in Ref. [10].

Non-factorizable corrections involve exchanges of real
and virtual gluons between the two quark lines of the
partonic process q Q → q′Q′ + H , where q and Q are
arbitrary quarks or anti-quarks, see Fig. 1. Such correc-
tions do not contribute at next-to-leading order due to
colour conservation. Indeed, both real and virtual non-
factorizable corrections at NLO QCD contain just one

single colour generator T a on each fermion line. When
one computes the interference of the one-loop virtual am-
plitude with the leading-order amplitude or the square of
the real-emission amplitude, the corrections vanish since
the colour generators are traceless.1

Despite being absent at lower orders, non-factorizable
contributions do appear at NNLO in perturbative QCD.
For example, virtual contributions with two gluons con-
necting the upper and lower quark lines lead to a colour
factor Tr

(
T aT b

)
= TR δ

ab for each line and clearly do not
vanish when the interference with the leading-order am-
plitude is computed. We show some of the non-vanishing
contributions in Fig. 2. Furthermore, it is easy to see
that non-factorizable contributions at NNLO cannot in-
volve non-abelian QCD vertices. This feature renders
all non-factorizable corrections QED-like and leads, as
we will discuss later in more detail, to a simple infrared
structure of such contributions. We will now consider the
various contributions to the NNLOQCD non-factorizable
corrections and review the construction of the subtrac-
tion terms.

Double-real emission contribution

We begin with the non-factorizable contributions to the
double-real emission process

q(p1) +Q(p2)

→ q′(p3) +Q′(p4) + g(p5) + g(p6) +H(pH) .
(1)

All such contributions to the amplitude squared carry the
same colour factor given by∑

a,b

Tr
(
T aT b

)2
= T 2

R(N2
c − 1) , (2)

where TR = 1/2, Nc = 3, a and b are the colour indices
of gluons p5 and p6, respectively, and the summation
over quark colours has been performed. Since the colour
factor is always the same, it is convenient to work with
colour-stripped amplitudes and restore the overall colour
factor at the end.

We write the relevant colour-stripped amplitudes as2

Aij0 (1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ | 5g, 6g) , (3)

1 We neglect identical-flavour contributions which are known to be
suppressed both kinematically and by colour at NLO QCD [1].

2 Dependence of the amplitude on the Higgs boson momentum pH
is not shown because it is not relevant for the present discussion.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 2. Schematic examples of non-vanishing contributions to the non-factorizable double-real (a–b), real-virtual (c), and
double-virtual (d) amplitude squared. It is easy to see that the colour factor for each contribution is T 2

R(N
2
c − 1), as stated in

the main text. To distinguish the two massless quark lines, one is printed in bold.

where superscript i(j) ∈ {1, 2} refers to one of the two
quark lines from which gluon 5(6) is emitted (see Fig. 1).
We emphasize again that only abelian diagrams con-
tribute to Aij0 and that, to obtain them, the colour gen-
erators in quark-gluon vertices are to be removed. Simi-
larly, we define colour-stripped amplitudes Ai0 for a single
gluon emission from line i ∈ {1, 2}, and A0 for the am-
plitude of the process without additional gluons.

Following Ref. [12] we define

F nf
LM(1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ | 5g, 6g) ≡ N

∫
dLips34H

× Ô({pi=1,...,6, pH})(2π)d δ(d)
(
p1 + p2 − pH −

6∑
i=3

pi

)
× 2Re

[
A11

0 A
22
0
?

+A12
0 A

21
0
?
]
(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6) , (4)

where dLips34H is the Lorentz-invariant phase space
of the two final-state fermions and the Higgs boson,
N = 1/(4N2

c ) includes spin and colour-averaging fac-
tors, Ô({pi=1,...,6, pH}) is an arbitrary infrared-safe ob-
servable, and d = 4− 2ε is the space-time dimension.

To obtain the partonic differential cross section we restore
colour charges and write

dσnfrr =
T 2
R(N2

c − 1)

2s

〈
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
, (5)

where s = 2p1 · p2. We also define
〈
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
as an integral over the two-gluon phase space3〈

F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
≡

=

∫
[dp5] [dp6] θ(E5 − E6)F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6).
(6)

3 We choose to order gluon emissions in energy and, therefore, do
not include the factor 1/2! to account for identical final states.
This has to be kept in mind when comparing to Ref. [10] where
the gluons were not ordered.

Note that we dropped the subscripts indicating the par-
ton type for brevity; we will continue to use this short-
ened notation in what follows, unless parton type be-
comes relevant. The phase-space element [dpk] is defined
as

[dpk] ≡ dd−1pk
(2π)d−12Ek

θ(Emax − Ek) , (7)

where Emax is a parameter that should be equal to or
greater than the maximal energy that a final-state parton
can have because of momentum conservation.

To construct the subtraction terms, we need to under-
stand the singularities of the matrix element in Eq. (6).
Although, in general, such singularities can arise when
the emitted gluons are either soft or collinear to other
partons, the case of non-factorizable corrections is spe-
cial because only soft singularities are possible. However,
since we order gluons in energy and since the matrix el-
ement fully factorizes in the double-soft E5 ∼ E6 → 0

limit because of the abelian nature of non-factorizable
corrections, it is sufficient to write〈

F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
=
〈[
I − S6

]
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
+
〈
S6F

nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
,

(8)

to obtain a fully-regulated double-real emission contribu-
tion. We remind the reader that an operator Si extracts
the leading behavior of the function F nf

LM in the limit
where the energy of parton i vanishes, see Ref. [12] for
additional details.

We now turn our attention to the subtraction term con-
taining the single soft singularity, i.e. the second term on
the right-hand side of Eq. (8). It is given by

S6F
nf
LM(1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ | 5g, 6g) = −2 g2s,b κqQ

×
∫

[dp6] θ(E5 − E6)Eiknf(1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ | 6g) (9)

× F nf
LM(1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ | 5g) ,
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where κqQ = +1 if both q and Q are either quarks or anti-
quarks, and κqQ = −1 otherwise. The eikonal function
in Eq. (9) reads

Eiknf(1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ | 6g) =
∑

i∈{1,3}
j∈{2,4}

λij(pi · pj)
(pi · p6)(pj · p6)

, (10)

with λij = +1 if both i and j are either incoming or
outgoing, and λij = −1 otherwise. We also note that
in Eq. (9) we have introduced a non-factorizable, single-
gluon emission contribution

F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

≡ N
∫

dLips34H × Ô({pi=1,...,5, pH})

× (2π)d δ(d)

(
p1 + p2 − pH −

5∑
i=3

pi

)
× 2Re[A1

0A
2
0
?
](1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) .

(11)

Integration of the eikonal factor over the gluon momen-
tum p6 in Eq. (9) has already been discussed in the lit-
erature, see e.g. Ref. [13]. We obtain〈

S6F
nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
= −2[αs,b]κqQ

×
〈
(2E5)−2εKnf(1, 2, 3, 4)F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)
〉
.

(12)

The function Knf(1, 2, 3, 4, 5) can be found in the ap-
pendix and [αs,b] is defined as follows

[αs,b] ≡
g2s,b
8π2

(4π)ε

Γ(1− ε) . (13)

There is still a soft singularity, E5 → 0, in the function
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) in Eq. (12) that needs to be extracted.

Analogously to Eq. (8), we do this by subtracting and
adding the soft limit of gluon g5. We find〈

S6F
nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
= −2[αs,b]κqQ

〈[
I − S5

]
× (2E5)−2εKnf(1, .., 4)F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)
〉

− 2[αs,b]κqQ
〈
S5 (2E5)−2εKnf(1, .., 4)

× F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
.

(14)

The limit of the colour-stripped single-real emission am-
plitude is similar to Eq. (9) and reads

S5(2E5)−2εF nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

= −2 g2s,b κqQ (2E5)−2εEiknf(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

× F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4) ,

(15)

where we introduced

F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4)

≡ N
∫

dLips34H × Ô({pi=1,...,4, pH})

× (2π)d δ(d)(p1 + p2 − pH − p3 − p4)

× |A0|2(1, 2, 3, 4) ,

(16)

to describe the leading-order process. Upon integration
over the unresolved phase space of gluon g5 we find〈

S5 (2E5)−2ε F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
= −[αs,b](2Emax)−4ε

〈
Knf F

nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉
,

(17)

where we suppressed the dependence of the function Knf

on the Born momenta.

Finally, we combine Eqs. (8, 14, 17) and replace

[αs,b]→
α̃s
2π

µ2ε , (18)

where α̃s = αs(µ)eεγE/Γ(1 − ε), to express the result
through the strong coupling defined in the MS scheme.
The result is the fully-regulated representation of the
double-real contribution to non-factorizable corrections〈

F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
=
〈[
I − S6

]
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
− 2

(
α̃s
2π

)
κqQ

×
〈[
I − S5

](2E5

µ

)−2ε
Knf F

nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
+ 2

(
α̃s
2π

)2(
2Emax

µ

)−4ε〈
K2

nf F
nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉
.

(19)

Real-virtual contribution

Next, we consider the real-virtual contribution to the
NNLO QCD non-factorizable corrections. It arises from
the one-loop corrections to the process with an additional
gluon in the final state

q(p1) +Q(p2)

→ q′(p3) +Q′(p4) + g(p5) +H(pH) .
(20)

The real-virtual contribution to the non-factorizable cor-
rection is also proportional to the colour factor shown in
Eq. (2). Hence, following the discussion of the double-
real contribution, we define a colour-stripped amplitude
Ai1 as a sum of abelian diagrams where a virtual gluon is
exchanged between the two quark lines and a real gluon
is emitted from line i. Using this amplitude, we write the



5

real-virtual contribution as

F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

≡ N
∫

dLips34H × Ô({pi=1,...,5, pH})

× (2π)d δ(d)

(
p1 + p2 − pH −

5∑
i=3

pi

)
× 2Re[A1

0A
2
1
?

+A2
0A

1
1
?
](1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) .

(21)

The only singularity present in F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) arises in

the soft, E5 → 0 limit. To regulate it, we write〈
F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
=
〈[
I − S5

]
F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
+
〈
S5 F

nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
. (22)

Although the first term in the above equation is fully
regular inasmuch as the real emission is concerned, it
contains an explicit infrared 1/ε pole which arises as a
result of the integration over the loop momentum. We
extract it by writing [14]

F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) =

α̃s
2π

2κqQ I1(ε)F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

+ F nf
LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) ,

(23)

where

I1(ε) ≡ 1

ε
ln

(
p1 · p4 p2 · p3
p1 · p2 p3 · p4

)
, (24)

F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) is the colour-stripped single-real

emission contribution defined in Eq. (11) and
F nf
LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) is the O(ε0) coefficient in the
ε-expansion of Eq. (21).

We now discuss the second term on the right-hand side
of Eq. (22). The soft-gluon limit of any one-loop QCD
amplitude is known [15]. It contains two terms – the
product of the tree-level eikonal current and a one-loop
amplitude without the soft gluon, as well as the product
of a one-loop correction to the eikonal current and the rel-
evant tree-level amplitude. Since the one-loop correction
to the eikonal current is purely non-abelian, it plays no
role in the computation of non-factorizable corrections.
We discard it and write

S5F
nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

= −2 g2s,b κqQ

∫
[dp5] Eiknf(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

× F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4),

(25)

where we introduced a colour-stripped one-loop virtual

contribution

F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4)

≡ N
∫

dLips34H × Ô({pi=1,...,4, pH})

× (2π)d δ(d)(p1 + p2 − pH − p3 − p4)

× 2Re[A0A
?
1](1, 2, 3, 4) .

(26)

The integral over unresolved momentum p5 in Eq. (25)
evaluates to

〈
S5F

nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
= −2κqQ

α̃s
2π

(
2Emax

µ

)−2ε
×
〈
Knf(1, 2, 3, 4)F nf

LV(1, 2, 3, 4)
〉
.

(27)

To proceed further, we note that F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4) contains

infrared poles from the loop integration. We make them
explicit by writing

F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4) =

α̃s
2π

2κqQ I1(ε)F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4)

+ F nf
LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4) .

(28)

The function I1(ε) has already appeared in Eq. (24).

Combining Eqs. (22, 23, 27, 28), we obtain the final result
for the real-virtual contribution to the non-factorizable
corrections〈
F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
=
α̃s
2π

κqQ
〈
2 I1(ε)

[
I − S5

]
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
+
〈[
I − S5

]
F nf
LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
− 4

(
α̃s
2π

)2(
2Emax

µ

)−2ε〈
I1(ε)Knf F

nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉
− 2

α̃s
2π

κqQ

(
2Emax

µ

)−2ε〈
Knf F

nf
LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉
.

(29)

Double-virtual contribution

The last contribution that we need to consider is the two-
loop non-factorizable correction to the process

q(p1) +Q(p2)→ q′(p3) +Q′(p4) +H(pH) . (30)

We write the two-loop amplitude of this process separat-
ing the 1/ε infrared poles from the finite remainder using
the results in Refs. [16]. Since the non-factorizable cor-
rections are abelian, the divergent structure of the two-
loop amplitude is fully determined by the square of I1(ε),
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c.f. Eq. (24). We write

〈
F nf
LVV(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉
=

(
α̃s
2π

)2〈
2 I1(ε)2F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4)
〉

+
α̃s
2π

κqQ
〈
2 I1(ε)F nf

LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4)
〉

+
〈
F nf
LVV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉
,

(31)

where F nf
LVV,fin is the finite result for the two-loop ampli-

tude.

Explicit pole cancellation and IR finite result

The final result for the cross section is obtained by com-
bining the double-real, real-virtual and double-virtual
contributions given in Eq. (19), Eq. (29) and Eq. (31),
respectively. We write the partonic cross section as

dσnfnnlo =
T 2
R(N2

c − 1)

2s

[〈
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
+
〈
F nf
LV(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
+
〈
F nf
LVV(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉]
=
T 2
R(N2

c − 1)

2s

[〈[
I − S6

]
F nf
LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5, 6)

〉
− 2

α̃s
2π

〈[
I − S5

]
W(E5; 1, .., 4)F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)
〉

+ 2

(
α̃s
2π

)2〈
W(Emax; 1, .., 4)2F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4)
〉 (32)

+
〈[
I − S5

]
F nf
LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5)

〉
− 2

α̃s
2π

〈
W(Emax; 1, .., 4)F nf

LV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4)
〉

+
〈
F nf
LVV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉 ]
.

In Eq. (32) we introduced a finite functionW(E; 1, 2, 3, 4)

defined as4

W(E; 1, 2, 3, 4) ≡ κqQ
[(

2E

µ

)−2ε
Knf(ε)− I1(ε)

]
= κqQ

[
− 2 ln

(
2E

µ

)
ln

(
p1 · p4 p3 · p2
p1 · p2 p3 · p4

)
+
∑

i∈{1,3}
j∈{2,4}

λij

(
1

2
ln2(ηij) + Li2(1− ηij)

)]
+O(ε) ,

(33)

where ηij = 1−cos θij with angles defined in the partonic
centre-of-mass frame. The representation of the partonic

4 The ε-expansion of function Knf can be found in the appendix,
see Eq. (A.2).

cross section given in Eq. (32) makes the cancellation of
all 1/ε poles manifest and allows us to take the ε → 0

limit right away. Note that upon doing so, the coupling
constant α̃s becomes αs(µ), the standard MS coupling
constant.

III. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

The numerical implementation of the non-factorizable
contribution Eq. (32) requires double-real amplitudes as
well as finite parts of real-virtual amplitudes and double-
virtual amplitudes. To obtain the required double-real
amplitudes, we extend the calculation of the factorizable
NNLO QCD corrections reported in Ref. [4].

To compute the real-virtual contributions, we require
non-factorizable one-loop amplitudes for the processes
q + Q → q′ + Q′ + H and q + Q → q′ + Q′ + H + g.
These amplitudes were computed in Ref. [11] and we em-
ploy them in our numerical implementation. Extracting
the non-factorizable contribution from the existing code
requires only minor changes.5 However, it turns out to
be non-trivial to achieve stable and reliable numerical
results close to singular limits.

The existing implementation uses on-the-fly numeri-
cal Passarino-Veltman reduction and the OneLOop li-
brary [17] for the evaluation of scalar integrals. To reach
sufficient numerical accuracy we limit catastrophic can-
cellation by working with scaleless O(1) quantities. This
is achieved by scaling out the energy of the incoming par-
tons in all momenta and masses in each phase space point
and re-introducing it at the very end of the calculation.

Furthermore, we find it necessary to work with quadru-
ple precision. With these two measures we achieve agree-
ment with the infrared pole prediction in Eq. (24) to more
than 10 digits for most phase space points. In addition
to checking the amplitude’s pole structure, we also find a
satisfactory agreement between the exact six-point am-
plitude and its expected limit when the energy of the
final-state gluon becomes small, see Eq. (25). Obviously,
this last feature is a necessary requirement for being able
to use Eq. (32) for phenomenological studies.

For the finite remainder of the two-loop amplitude,
F nf
LVV,fin, we use the results of Ref. [8]. These results are

obtained in the eikonal approximation which provides the
leading term in the expansion of this amplitude in p⊥/

√
s

5 We are grateful to T. Figy for making the code used for the
computations reported in Ref. [11] available to us.
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where p⊥ is a typical transverse momentum of the final-
state tagging jets. This approximation is motivated by
typical WBF signatures and the fiducial selection cuts
derived from them.6

As a final comment we note that the finite part of the
two-loop amplitude [8] that we use in this computation
is an approximation to the exact result which, so far, re-
mains unknown. In particular, the two-loop amplitude
computed in the eikonal approximation [8] is infrared fi-
nite which means that there is no connection between
the first two terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (31), re-
quired to cancel divergences in the double-real and real-
virtual contributions, and

〈
F nf
LVV,fin(1, 2, 3, 4)

〉
. However,

as we will show in Section IV, it is quite unlikely that
the missing parts of the finite remainder of the two-loop
amplitude that are linked to the cancellation of infrared
divergences can impact the phenomenology of weak bo-
son fusion in a significant way.

IV. RESULTS

The goal of this section is to compute the non-factorizable
NNLO QCD corrections to Higgs boson production in
weak boson fusion and to compare them to the factor-
izable ones. To do that, we adopt standard parameters
and kinematic selection criteria from Refs. [5, 13]; we
reproduce them here for completeness.

We consider 13 TeV proton-proton collisions. The Higgs
boson is chosen to be stable with a mass of mH =

125 GeV. Vector boson masses are taken to be MW =

80.398 GeV and MZ = 91.1876 GeV with widths ΓW =

2.105 GeV and ΓZ = 2.4952 GeV, respectively. Weak
couplings are derived from the Fermi constant GF =

1.16639× 10−5GeV−2 and the CKM matrix is set to the
identity matrix.

We use NNPDF31-nnlo-as-118 parton distribution func-
tions [19] and αs(MZ) = 0.118 for all calculations re-
ported below. The evolution of both parton distribution
functions and the strong coupling constant is obtained di-
rectly from LHAPDF [20]. The dynamical renormaliza-
tion and factorization scales are set equal, µR = µF = µ,
with the central value [3]

µ0 =

√
mH

2

√
m2
H

4
+ p2⊥,H . (34)

6 We note that fully analytic result for the leading eikonal approx-
imation are available in Ref. [18].

To define the WBF fiducial volume we employ the in-
clusive anti-k⊥ jet algorithm [21] with R = 0.4. Events
are required to contain at least two jets with transverse
momenta p⊥,j > 25 GeV and rapidities |yj | < 4.5. The
two leading-p⊥ jets must have well-separated rapidities,
|yj1−yj2 | > 4.5, and their invariant mass should be larger
than 600 GeV. In addition, the two leading jets must be
in separate hemispheres in the laboratory frame; this is
enforced by requiring that the product of their rapidities
in the laboratory frame is negative, yj1yj2 < 0.

The analysis of the double-virtual contribution to the
non-factorizable correction to Higgs boson production
in weak boson fusion has already been performed in
Refs. [8, 9]. The new elements that we add to this anal-
ysis are the double-real and real-virtual contributions.
Although typically one expects that all types of contri-
butions are comparable in magnitude, we find that for
Higgs production in WBF this is not the case.

For example, computing the non-factorizable NNLO
QCD corrections to the fiducial WBF cross section for
central values of the renormalization and factorization
scales and for values of parameters as described above,
we find

σnf = −3.1 fb . (35)

We note that this result has a significant scale uncertainty
because non-factorizable corrections appear at NNLO for
the very first time and there is no mechanism to e.g. com-
pensate the change in the strong coupling constant when
the renormalization scale is modified. For this reason it
is not surprising that we find O(40 %) uncertainty in σnf
upon varying µR and µF within an interval [µ0/2, 2µ0].
We also note that σnf provides O(0.5) percent correction
to the fiducial cross section computed through NNLO
QCD in the factorization approximation [4] and is about
a factor of ten smaller than the factorizable NNLO QCD
corrections.

As we already mentioned, one would normally expect
that double-virtual, real-virtual and real-real corrections
provide comparable contributions to σnf. However, it
turns out that this is not the case and that only 0.01 per-
cent of σnf comes from the real-virtual and the double-
real contributions whereas the dominant 99.99 percent
comes from the double-virtual one.

This relation between the double-virtual and all the other
contributions holds for all kinematic distributions that
we considered. To give some examples, in Fig. 3 we show
the different contributions to the transverse momentum
distributions of the hardest jet and the distribution of
the invariant mass of the pair of leading jets.
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Figure 3. Non-factorizable contribution to the transverse momentum distributions of the leading jet (left) and to the distribution
of the invariant mass of the tag-jet system (right). Contributions are shown individually for different terms on the right-hand
side of Eq. (32) and we label them with the present matrix element, e.g. the plot label F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4 | 5) refers to the contribution
of the full second term. Note that, in the plots we use ellipses for the sequence of Born momenta, 1, 2, 3, 4, for representational
purposes. For each plot (and differently in upper and lower panes) contributions are scaled to be of similar orders. The lower
pane shows the ratio with respect to double-virtual contributions. See text for further details.

To understand the reason for this unusual suppression of
the double-real and the real-virtual contributions, con-
sider the quantity

L(1, 2, 3, 4) = ln

(
p1 · p4 p3 · p2
p1 · p2 p3 · p4

)
, (36)

which arises upon integration of the eikonal current de-
scribing single gluon emission. We note that this quantity
appears in the integrated subtraction term described by
the function W(E; 1, 2, 3, 4) defined in Eq. (33).

For instance, to estimate the contribution of two soft
gluons to the non-factorizable corrections in the presence
of fiducial WBF cuts, we consdier the following integral

σRR ∼
(
α̃s
2π

)2
N2
c

〈
L2(1, 2, 3, 4)F nf

LM(1q, 2q, 3q, 4q)
〉
. (37)

To proceed we use the fact that in the relevant phase-
space region p3 and p4 are nearly collinear to p1 and p2,
respectively, and compute the function L in this limit.

To this end, we write

p3 = α3 p1 + β3 p2 + p3,⊥ ,

p4 = α4 p1 + β4 p2 + p4,⊥ ,
(38)

where α3, β4 ∼ 1 and

pi,⊥ · p1 = pi,⊥ · p2 = 0 , (39)

for i ∈ {3, 4}. From the mass-shell condition for outgoing
quarks, we obtain

β3 ∼
p23,⊥
s
� 1 , α4 ∼

p24,⊥
s
� 1 . (40)

We thus find

L(1, 2, 3, 4) = − ln

(
1 +

β3 α4

α3 β4
− 2 ~p3,⊥ · ~p4,⊥

s α3 β4

)
≈ 2~p3,⊥ · ~p4,⊥

s
.

(41)

A typical transverse momentum in Higgs production in
weak boson fusion is ∼ 60 GeV and a typical partonic
centre-of-mass energy is approximately

√
s ≈ 600 GeV.

Therefore, L ∼ 10−2 in the relevant region of the partonic
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phase space and we find

σRR ∼
(
α̃s
2π

)2
N2
c

〈
L2(1, 2, 3, 4)F nf

LM(1q, 2q, 3q, 4q)
〉

∼
(
α̃s
2π

)2
10−4 σLO ,

(42)

where we used N2
c

〈
F nf
LM(1q, 2q, 3q, 4q)

〉
= σLO.

In comparison, virtual corrections do not vanish in the
forward region. In fact, as shown in Ref. [8], they are
characterised by a phase-space dependent function χnf

which is O(π2) in the forward region. We then estimate

σV V ∼
(
α̃s
2π

)2
N2
c

〈
χnf(1, 2, 3, 4) F nf

LM(1, 2, 3, 4)
〉

≈
(
α̃s
2π

)2
10σLO ,

(43)

where we used π2 ≈ 10. Taking the ratio, we obtain

σRR
σV V

∼ 10−5 , (44)

which is consistent with the results of the explicit com-
putation presented earlier in this section.

We have checked that the extraordinarily strong suppres-
sion of the double-real and real-virtual corrections is a
consequence of the fiducial cuts which are used to identify
events when the Higgs boson is produced in weak boson
fusion. If the cuts are relaxed so that one does not require
strong rapidity separation of the two tagging jets and a
strong constraint on their invariant mass, the double-real
and real-virtual contributions increase by several orders
of magnitude. In fact, they become comparable to the
double-virtual corrections which only grows by an O(1)

factor.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we extended the calculation of non-
factorizable contributions to Higgs boson production in
weak boson fusion at O(α2

s) by combining the results for
the double-virtual contributions in the eikonal approxi-
mation [8] with non-factorizable real-virtual and double-
real QCD corrections. We observed that, thanks to the
fiducial cuts used to identify WBF events, and a pe-
culiar enhancement of the double-virtual contributions,
the non-factorizable NNLO QCD corrections are entirely
dominated by two-loop virtual effects. We have checked
that the striking dominance of the two-loop virtual cor-
rections extends to all major kinematic distributions rel-
evant for Higgs production in WBF.

Outside the fiducial region the relative importance of the
various contributions levels out. However, the eikonal
approximation will also start to break down. It would,
therefore, be interesting to understand how to go beyond
the eikonal approximation for the double-virtual ampli-
tude and estimate the impact of non-vanishing transverse
momenta of the final-state jets on the two-loop correc-
tion. This question may be of some relevance for studies
that select harder Higgs bosons which happens, for ex-
ample, when one considers Higgs decays into a b-quark
pair. We leave this question for future investigations.
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Appendix: Integrated soft eikonal

In this appendix we present results for the integrated soft eikonal function that we have written in terms of the
function Knf, c.f. Eq. (12). The exact form of Knf reads

Knf(1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ ; ε) =
1

ε2

[
Γ2(1− ε)
Γ(1− 2ε)

] ∑
i∈{1,3}
j∈{2,4}

λij ηij 2F1(1, 1; 1− ε; 1− ηij) ,
(A.1)

where we use ηij ≡ 1− cos θij ≡ (pi · pj)/(2EiEj).
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It may appear from Eq. (A.1) that the function Knf contains second-order poles in ε. This, however, cannot be the
case since collinear singularities cannot appear in non-factorizable contributions. An explicit computation yields the
result that confirms this expectation. Expanding Knf in ε, we obtain

Knf(1q, 2Q, 3q′ , 4Q′ ; ε) =
1

ε
ln

(
p1 · p4 p3 · p2
p1 · p2 p3 · p4

)
+

∑
i∈{1,3}
j∈{2,4}

λij

(
1

2
ln2(ηij) + Li2(1− ηij)

)
+O(ε) .

(A.2)
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Starting from the modified Maxwell equations in Carroll-Field-Jackiw electrodynamics we study the electro-
magnetic radiation in a chiral medium characterized by an axion coupling θ(x) = bµx

µ, with bµ = (0,b),
which gives rise to the magnetoelectric effect. Employing the stationary phase approximation we construct the
Green’s matrix in the radiation zone which allows the calculation of the corresponding electromagnetic poten-
tials and fields for arbitrary sources. We obtain a general expression for the angular distribution of the radiated
energy per unit frequency. As an application we consider a charge moving at constant velocity parallel to b in
the medium and discuss the resulting Cherenkov radiation. We recover the vacuum Cherenkov radiation. For
the case of a material with refraction index n > 1 we find that zero, one or two Cherenkov cones can appear.
The spectral distribution of the radiation together with the comparison of the radiation output of each cone are
presented, as well as some angular plots showing the appearance of the cones.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since its experimental discovery in 1934 [1, 2], Cherenkov radiation (CHR) has played a fundamental role in the study of the
high-energy particle physics, high-power microwave sources and nuclear and cosmic-ray physics [3, 4], both theoretically and
phenomenologically. CHR occurs when charged particles propagate through a dielectric medium with velocity v higher than
c/
√
ε, where c is the speed of light in vacuum and ε is the permittivity of the medium, which determines the refractive index

n =
√
ε. The first theoretical description of such radiation in the framework of Maxwell’s theory, developed by Frank and Tamm

in Ref. [5], reveals its unique directional properties. In particular, CHR is produced in a forward cone defined by the positive
angle θ = arccos [c/ (vn)] with respect to the direction of the incident charge. Since the emergence of accelerators in nuclear
and high-energy physics CHR has been widely used to design an impressive variety of detectors, such as e.g. the ring-imaging
Čerenkov detectors [6], which can identify charged particles and also provide a straightforward effective tool to test its physical
properties, like velocity, energy, direction of motion and charge [7]. As remarkable cases, one mentions that the anti-proton [8]
and the J-particle [9] were discovered using CHR detectors.

In this paper we deal with CHR in chiral media, which belongs to a class of materials characterized by having a macroscopic
electromagnetic response described by non-dynamical axion electrodynamics [10, 11]. This is an extension of conventional
electrodynamics resulting from the addition of the term Lθ = (α/4π2) θ(x) (E ·B) to the Lagrangian density [12–15], where α
denotes the fine structure constant. Here θ(x) is a field known as the axion in particle physics which we take as a given parameter
of the media in the same footing as the permittivity ε(x) and the permeability µ(x). Different materials can be characterized
according to the choice of θ(x). For example: (i) magnetoelectric media, that correspond to a non-quantized piecewise constant
θ(x), were discussed in Refs.[16–24], (ii) topological insulators [25–27], described by a quantized piecewise constant θ(x),
have been also examined in several applied aspects [28–36], (iii) chiral media, including Weyl semimetals, for instance, which
display θ(x) = bµx

µ [37–44], and (iv) metamaterials that can realize a synthetic axion response in non-reciprocal artificially
designed structures [45, 46]. The main property characterizing these materials is the magnetoelectric effect (MEE) arising from
the additional contribution Lθ [47]. This coupling produces effective field-dependent charges and current densities which allow
the generation of an electric (magnetic) polarization due to the presence of a magnetic (electric) field, even in the static case.
Such phenomena were also investigated in the context of the chiral magnetic effect (CME) [48–55], which brings about the
magnetic current density JB = σBB, with σB playing the role of the magnetic conductivity. Classical repercussions arising
from the presence of this current in a dielectric medium were also examined considering symmetric and antisymmetric tensor
conductivities [56], with the antisymmetric tensor conductivity further investigated in Ref. [57].

A recently discovered new phenomenon in naturally existing magnetoelectric materials with piecewise constant θ(x) is the
emission of CHR in the backward direction with respect to the incident particle [58]. This remarkable theoretical prediction is
analogue to what occurs in left-handed media (LHM), non-natural materials having simultaneously a negative permittivity and
permeability, first examined by Veselago [59]. As these materials, also called metamaterials, are not readily available in nature,
they have been artificially constructed and tested in the laboratory [60–67]. Their production has fostered the investigations in
backward Cherenkov radiation [68–74].

After integration by parts, the contribution Lθ of axion-ED with θ(x) = bµx
µ reduces to the kµAF ∼ bµ term of the CTP-odd

contribution of the photon sector in the Standard Model Extension (SME) [75], which describes Lorentz invariance violation
(LIV) in high energy physics. In this form the theory is also known as the Carroll-Field-Jackiw (CFJ) electrodynamics [76].
Here, the vector bµ is introduced either as an explicit Lorentz violating parameter or as the result of the spontaneous Lorentz
symmetry breaking of a more fundamental theory. The dynamics induced by the addition ofLθ on the usual Maxwell Lagrangian
density can be also understood as defining a particular case of electrodynamics in a medium characterized by the generalized
constitutive relations, D = E− (αθ(x)/π)B and H = B + (αθ(x)/π)E, in the case when ε = 1 = µ.

It is interesting to remark that the CFJ electrodynamics provides an effective theory for condensed-matter systems, accounting
for the anomalous Hall effect, the CME, and the electromagnetic response of Weyl semimetals [77], which also constitute a
typical representative of chiral matter. In the latter case one finds that the parameters b0 and b denote the shift in energy and
momentum, respectively, of the two Weyl nodes characterizing the material in the Brillouin zone [78, 79]. Our bµ differs by a
factor of two from that in Ref. [79]. Contrary to the case of LIV in high energy physics, all LIV parameters in condensed matter
physics arise from the microscopic theory describing the material, thus been well defined and not necessarily suppressed from
an experimental perspective.

Vacuum Cherenkov radiation (VCHR) with n = 1 was discovered in CPT-odd Lorentz-violating theories [80, 81] and further
extended to the CPT-even sector of the SME [82, 83]. Reference [82] puts forward the idea that, besides its description as a
conventional radiation process in electrodynamics, CHR can be studied from the matter point of view as the decay, e− → e−+γ,
for an arbitrary charge denoted here by e−. The latter approach was used to study VCHR for all the Lorentz-violating couplings
of fermions that are described by the minimal SME, in the cases with and without spin flip of the fermion [84]. A complete
list of references summarizing previous works on this topic is also found in this paper. The matter approach provides a natural
way to find subsequent quantum corrections to the process [85] and it was used to discuss Cherenkov radiation in the standard
vacuum under the influence of strong electromagnetic fields [86], like those produced by strong laser pulses or in the magnetic
field around a pulsar.
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Further, a fast charged particle passing from a chiral matter to the vacuum emits transition radiation. Using the matter
approach, the photon radiation, e− → e−+ γ, and the pair creation, γ → e+ + e−, were studied at the boundary between chiral
matter and the vacuum [87]. Also the ultra-relativistic limit for the case of one infinite domain of chiral matter, together with the
case of two semi-infinite domains separated by a domain wall was considered in Ref. [88]. The main features of the radiation
were shown to depend on the parameters of the chiral anomaly in these materials. Also the high energy limit of the frequency
spectrum and the angular distribution for Cherenkov radiation in chiral matter was obtained [89]. Anomalous scattering of
fermions in matter induced by the chiral anomaly was also investigated, concluding that the scattering angles are proportional
to the chiral conductivity [90]. Recent studies on collisional energy loss and bremsstrahlung in chiral medium have also been
reported with great interest [91].

Our discussion of the CHR in a chiral media parallels the analysis of radiation by charged particles described in regular
references of electrodynamics [92–94]. We obtain a general formula for the radiation fields produced by arbitrary sources,
which can be subsequently used to determine all the relevant observable quantities in the radiation processes. As an application
of these general findings we next concentrate in CHR, i.e. we consider a charge q moving at constant velocity in the medium,
|v| > c/n, and neglect recoil effects. We do not restrict ourselves to the ultra high energy limit, thus allowing to address the
whole range of (charge) velocities, |v|/n < |v| < c. Also, we consider a material with b0 = 0 and choose the charge velocity
parallel to b, in such a way to assure axial symmetry in our model.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II we summarize the main aspects of CFJ electrodynamics which we use in the
following. Section III is devoted to the construction of the Green’s function (GF) of the system in momentum and coordinate
space. To this end we further extend to the time-dependent case the methods already developed in Refs. [39, 95–97] for the
static case. In section IV we adopt the stationary phase approximation to calculate the GF in the radiation zone. To make
the subsequent calculations still analytic we have to introduce a further approximation in the solution of the stationary phase
equation, which determines the range of validity in our calculations that must be verified after obtaining the final results. The
resulting electromagnetic fields in the radiation zone are presented in section V for an arbitrary current Jµ. Our calculations up
to section V together with the Apendixes A, B and C are for n = 1. An arbitrary index of refraction n is introduced in sections
VI and VII following the transformations indicated in the Appendix D. In section VI we consider the particular case of CHR and
we calculate the electromagnetic fields, the angular distribution of the radiated energy per unit frequency, the Cherenkov angles
and their behavior as a function of the parameter |b|. The total radiated power per unit frequency is discussed in section VII,
where the ratio between the radiation output of the two possible cones in chiral matter is calculated, as well as the ratio of the
production of each of them with respect to the conventional case. Section VIII contains the summary and conclusions. Besides
the Appendix D already mentioned, the details of the calculation of the GF for n = 1 in the radiation zone are summarized in
the Appendix A. A general expression for the spectral distribution of the radiation for arbitrary sources and n = 1 is obtained in
the Appendix B, which also summarizes the symmetry properties of some auxiliary functions introduced in the text. The main
steps in the calculation for the spectral distribution in the particular case of CHR is presented in the Appendix C for n = 1. Let
us emphasize again that any result obtained for n = 1 can be generalized to arbitrary n following the prescriptions indicated in
the Appendix D.

II. CFJ ELECTRODYNAMICS

In terms of the electromagnetic potential, Aµ = (Φ,−A), the action is

S[Aµ(x)] =

∫
d4x

[
− 1

16π
FµνF

µν − 1

c
JµAµ −

α

16π2
θ(x)Fµν F̃

µν

]
, (1)

where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ and F̃µν = 1
2ε
µνρσFρσ are the electromagnetic field strength and its dual tensor, respectively,

Jµ = (cρ,J) is a conserved external current while θ(x) = bµx
µ is the axion coupling. As usual, the electromagnetic fields are

B = ∇×A, E = −∇A0 − 1

c

∂A

∂t
. (2)

Our metric is ηµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1), we set ε0123 = +1 and employ the unrationalized Gaussian units, following the
conventions of Ref. [93].

For a general axion field θ(x) the action (1) violates translation invariance and Lorentz symmetry [75], but it is manifestly
gauge invariant. Nevertheless, in the particular case considered where bµ is a constant vector, we still have translational invari-
ance. In fact, under the translation, xµ → xµ + aµ the additional term proportional to (bµa

µ)Fµν F̃
µν appears in the action (1).

Recalling that Fµν F̃µν is a total derivative, the invariance of the action under translations is thus recovered. An equivalent way
to verify the invariance under translations is integrating by parts the last term in Eq.(1), which produces the Carroll-Field-Jackiw
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electrodynamics [76],

SMCFJ =

∫
d4x

[
− 1

16π
FµνF

µν − 1

c
JµAµ +

α

16π2
bµAν F̃

µν

]
, (3)

where the translation invariance is manifest and the gauge invariance is granted only up to a total derivative, however. As
expected, the resulting equations of motion are gauge invariant, being

∂µF
µν =

4π

c
Jν − b̃µF̃µν , b̃µ =

α

π
bµ, (4)

which read

[ηµν∂2 − ∂µ∂ν − εµνρσ b̃ρ∂σ]Aν = Jµ, (5)

in terms of the potential. The inhomogeneous Maxwell’s equations are

∇ ·E = 4πρ− b̃ ·B, ∇×B− 1

c

∂E

∂t
=

4π

c
J + b̃0B + b̃×E. (6)

We still have the homogeneous Maxwell equations arising from the Bianchi identity, ∂µF̃µν = 0,

∇ ·B = 0, ∇×E +
1

c

∂B

∂t
= 0. (7)

In Eqs. (6) we have b̃ = ∇θ and b̃0 = ∂tθ, where θ is the axion field. The terms involving derivatives of θ play relevant roles
in condensed matter systems [98, 99]. Indeed, while ∇θ · B represents an anomalous charge density, ∇θ × B appears in the
anomalous Hall effect (AHE) and (∂tθ)B stands for the chiral magnetic current [48–57]. In the case when the axion field does
not depend on the space coordinates,∇θ = 0, the Maxwell equations (6) read

∇ ·E = 4πρ, ∇×B− 1

c

∂E

∂t
=

4π

c
J + (∂tθ)B, (8)

with ∂tθ representing the magnetic conductivity, σB , in the chiral current, JB = σBB. Effects of the CFJ term, together with
those arising from its higher derivative dimension five counterpart, on the electromagnetic propagation in continuous matter
were analyzed from a classical perspective in Ref. [99].

Since our main interest is in radiation processes, we look for the energy density ū and the energy flux S̄ satisfying the
conservation equation ∂tū + ∇ · S̄ = 0 outside the sources. From the standard manipulations of Maxwell’s equations (6) and
(7) we obtain

− J ·E =
∂u

∂t
+ ∇ · S +

c

4π
b̃0(E ·B), (9)

with

u =
1

8π

(
E2 + B2

)
, S =

c

4π
E×B. (10)

The identity

E ·B = − 1

2c

∂

∂t
(A ·B) +

1

2
∇ · (A×E−A0B), (11)

allows us to define the energy density ū, together with the corresponding Poynting vector S̄, as

ū = u− 1

8π
b̃0A ·B, S̄ = S +

1

8π
b̃0(A×E−A0B), (12)

fulfilling the required conservation equation when J = 0. Similar results are obtained from the covariant version of the energy-
momentum tensor in Refs. [76, 80, 81], which confirms ū and S̄, given in Eq. (12), as the energy density and and energy flux
that respect the continuity equation.

Let us emphasize that under the gauge transformation, δΛA0 = 1
c
∂δΛ
∂t , δΛA = −∇δΛ, the terms that depend on the potential

Aµ in Eq. (12) are gauge invariant up to a total derivative, changing as

δΛ(A ·B) = Λ∇ ·B, δΛ(A×E−A0B) = λ

(
∇×E− 1

c

∂B

∂t

)
, (13)

which yield null results when one takes into account the homogeneous Maxwell equations. From Eq. (12) we realize that ū is
not positive definite, which prompts us to set b0 = 0 in the following to avoid instabilities in the system [98]. Also, we take the
z-axis in the direction of the b vector
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III. THE GREEN’S FUNCTION

A. Green’s function in momentum space

Our next step is to construct the Green function (GF) Gµν(x − x′) of CFJ electrodynamics in the time dependent case. It is
defined by

[ηµν∂2 − ∂µ∂ν − b̃ρεµνρσ∂σ]Gνβ(x− x′) = δνβδ
4(x− x′). (14)

Going to momentum space, we write

Gνβ(x− x′) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
e−ikµ(x−x′)µGνβ(ω,k), xµ = (ct,x), kµ = (ω/c,k), ∂µ = −ikµ, (15)

obtaining

[−k2ηµν + kµkν + iεµνρσ b̃ρkσ]Gνβ(k) = δµβ , (16)

which in the Lorentz gauge, ∂µAµ = 0, reduces to

[−k2ηµν + iεµνρσ b̃ρkσ]Gνβ(k) = δµβ , (17)

with k2 = k2
0 − k2. A long but straightforward calculation yields

Gνλ(k) = −k
2ηνλ + b̃ν b̃λ + iενλαβ b̃

αkβ

k4 + b̃2k2 − (b̃ · k)2
+

(b̃ · k)(b̃λkν + b̃νkλ)− b̃2kνkλ
k2(k4 − b̃2k2 + (b̃ · k)2)

. (18)

At this stage we can verify that kνGνλ(k) = 0. The above expression can be further simplified recalling the relation Aν(k) =
Gνλ(k)Jλ(k). Since Gνλ(k) couples to a conserved current, we can dispose of all factors proportional to kλJλ. Further-
more, note that any contribution proportional to kν corresponds to a gauge transformation in the resulting Aν . Then, a simpler
representation of the function (18), without loss of generality, is

Gνλ = −k
2ηνλ + b̃ν b̃λ + iενλαβ b̃

αkβ

k4 + b̃2k2 − (b̃ · k)2
, (19)

coinciding with the result of Refs. [80, 81, 98] , but no longer written in the Lorenz gauge.

B. Green’s function in coordinate space

In order to deal with radiation, we need to express the GF in the coordinate space. To this end, we keep the dependence on the
frequency and perform the Fourier transform only in coordinate space. We set b̃µ = (0, 0, 0, b), with b = |b̃| = α|b|/π. Starting
from Eq. (19), we write

Gµν(x,x′;ω) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
Gµν(ω,k)eik·(x−x

′),

Gµν(x,x′;ω) = −
∫

d3k

(2π)3

k2gµν + ibεµν3σkσ + b̃µb̃ν

(k2)2 + b̃2k2 − (b̃ · k)2
eik·(x−x

′),

Gµν(x,x′;ω) = −
[
(k2

0 + ∇2)gµν + ik0bε
µν30 − bεµν3i∂i + b̃µb̃ν

]
f(x,x′;ω), (20)

in terms of ∂j = −ikj , and introduce the function,

f(x,x′;ω) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

eik·(x−x
′)

(k2)2 + b̃2k2 − (b̃ · k)2
, (21)

from which we calculate the Green’s function according to Eq. (20). Under our conventions, the denominator in Eq. (21) is

D ≡ (k2)2 + b̃2k2 − (b̃ · k)2 = (k2
0 − k2)2 − b2(k2

0 − k2)− b2k2
3. (22)
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The condition D = 0 yields the dispersion relation

k2
0 = k2

⊥ +
(√

k2
z + b2/4± b/2

)2

, (23)

where

k2 = k2
⊥ + k2

z , k⊥ = +
√
k2
x + k2

y. (24)

Setting b = 0 in the dispersion relation (23), one recovers the conventional vacuum result.
The evaluation of Eq. (21) is performed in cylindrical coordinates using the integration over the polar angle to introduce

the Bessel function J0 and, subsequently, calculating the integral over kz in the complex plane. To this end, we rewrite the
denominator D as

D =
(
k2
z − (k−z )2

) (
k2
z − (k+

z )2
)
, (25)

which allows the identification of the poles in kz ,

k±z =
√
k2
‖ ± bk‖, (26)

with the redefinition,

k‖ =
√
k2

0 − k2
⊥. (27)

The integration over kz is long but straightforward, yielding the final result

f(x,x′;ω) =
i

8π

∫ ∞
0

k⊥ dk⊥
k‖

J0

(
R⊥k⊥

)1

b

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 , (28)

where we stick to our independent variable k⊥ > 0 and define Z = |z− z′|. Setting k0 = 0, we recover the static approximation
considered in Ref. [98].

IV. THE GREEN’S FUNCTION IN THE RADIATION ZONE

The relations, J0(x) = (H
(1)
0 (x) + (H

(2)
0 (x))/2 and H(1)

0 (eiπx) = −H(2)
0 (x), allow to extend the integration limit of k⊥

from −∞ to +∞, yielding the convenient expression

f(x,x′;ω) =
∑
η=±1

fη(x,x′;ω), fη(x,x′;ω) =
i

16π

∫ ∞
−∞

k⊥ dk⊥
k‖

H
(1)
0

(
k⊥R⊥

) 1

ηb

e
i
√
k2‖+ηb k‖Z√
k2
‖ + ηb k‖

, (29)

with b > 0 everywhere, and the sum on η = ±1 contemplates the two square roots present in Eq. (28). The extension to the
complex plane of the integral on the variable k⊥ is made by introducing the Sommerfeld path, shown schematically in Fig. 1.

In the following we concentrate upon the calculation of fη(x,x′;ω) in the far-zone regime, r = |x| � |x′| = r′, where
we have highly oscillating functions in the integrand of Eq. (29). This property suggests the use of the stationary phase ap-
proximation (SPA) to evaluate the integral. We consider the approximation R⊥ = |(x − x′)⊥| = R| sin θ|, together with
Z = |x3 − x′3| = R| cos θ|, where R = |(x− x′)| and θ is the polar angle of the observation point determined by x. To assess
the validity of the approximation we have to compare the directions of the vectors x and R = (x− x′), with respect to the z-
axis. In the most unfavorable situation, when x′ is orthogonal to x, we can show that the angle Θ that the vector (x− x′) makes
with the z-axis is such that cos Θ = cos θ − (r′/r) sin θ, to first order in r′/r. That is to say, it is a very good approximation to
take Θ ≈ θ in the regime r′/r � 1. This, together with the asymptotic behavior

H
(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥) =

√
2

πk⊥R⊥
eik⊥R⊥−iπ/4, (30)

yields

fη(x,x′;ω) =
ie−iπ/4

16π

√
2

π

∫ ∞
−∞

k⊥ dk⊥
k‖

1√
k⊥r sin θ

1

ηb

e
iR
(
k⊥| sin θ|+

√
k2‖+ηb k‖| cos θ|

)
√
k2
‖ + ηb k‖

. (31)
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Figure 1: The Sommerfeld integration path. The path is above the logarithmic branch point singularity of H(1)
0 (K⊥R⊥) at

k⊥ = 0. Furthermore k‖ =
√
k2

0 − k2
⊥ has singularities at k⊥ = ±k0.

As usual, we further replace R by r, except in the phase of the exponential, where we assume R = (r − n̂ · x′), with n̂ = x/r,
thus taking into account the phase modifications induced by the source.

We recall the general expression for the SPA

I =

∫ +∞

−∞
dt eiR h(t) f(t) = eiR h(t0) f(t0)

√
2πi

rh′′(t0)
, (32)

where R� 1 and t0 is the solution of h′(t) = 0, which makes h′(t0) an extremum of h(t). The prime (′) denotes the derivatives
with respect to t in the usual fashion. The functions h(t) and f(t) are identified by comparing with those in Eq. (31) after the far
field approximation is imposed. In Eq. (31), we choose to find the stationary phase by looking at the extreme of the functions,

hη(k⊥) = k⊥| sin θ|+
√
k2
‖ + ηb k‖ | cos θ| > 0. (33)

To this end, we take the derivative of hη with respect to k‖ for simplicity. Since dk‖/dk⊥ 6= 0 and the resulting relation is
set equal to zero, the outcome is independent of the variable chosen to calculate the derivative. After rearranging the result of
dhη(k⊥)/dk‖, we find it convenient to present the condition for the extremum as

κ√
1− κ2

tan θ =

(
1 +

η

2

β

κ

)(
1 + η

β

κ

)−1/2

, (34)

in terms of the dimensionless variables κ and β, defined as

κ =
k‖

k0
> 0, β =

b

k0
> 0. (35)

The Eq. (34) is a quartic equation for κ which is difficult to solve analytically. For a given β, the exact numerical solution κ(θ)
of Eq. (34) is indicated with the dashed (red) line for η = +1 and with de dotted (blue) line for η = −1, in the panels of Fig. 2.
To proceed further we resort to an approximation in the solution of Eq. (34) considering the limit b� k‖ < k0, where β/κ� 1.
Then, Eq. (34) simplifies as

κ2

1− κ2
tan2 θ = 1 +

1

4

(
β

κ

)2

+O(β3). (36)

To first order in β/κ, we obtain κ = cos θ as our approximate SPA solution, for each value of η. This choice yields

k‖(θ, η) = k0| cos θ|, k⊥(θ, η) = k0| sin θ|. (37)
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The solution (37), called the classical SPA, is plotted as the solid (magenta) line in Fig. 2. Let us emphasize that this approxi-
mation is taken only to have a simpler analytic way to proceed with the calculation and that b, (β), is taken non-zero in all the
required remaining functions. The approximation is valid whenever cos θ � β/(2

√
2), which should be verified at the end of

any determination of a Cherenkov angle. In any case, Figs. 2 provide a qualitative idea of the validity of the approximation (37),
showing that it is very good for the contribution η = +1 in the whole angular range. Looking back to Eq. (29) we realize that
this is not the case for the contribution η = −1, which is suppressed to the right of the vertical (green) line shown in the figures,
where

√
k2
‖ − bk‖ becomes imaginary. This line corresponds to θ0 = arccosβ.

Classical SPA

Chiral positive SPA

Chiral negative SPA

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Stationary phase approximation for β=0.5

Classical SPA

Chiral positive SPA

Chiral negative SPA

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Stationary phase approximation for β=0.9

Figure 2: The exact numerical solution κ(θ) of Eq. (34) is indicated with the dashed (red) line for η = +1 and with the dotted
(blue) line for η = −1. The solution κ(θ) of the approximation in Eq. (37), called classical SPA, is plotted as a solid (magenta)
line. The vertical solid (green) line indicates the angle θ = arccosα, to the right of which

√
k2
‖ − bk‖ becomes imaginary. Left

panel: β = 0.5. Right panel: β = 0.9

Recalling Eqs. (31) and (32), and substituting the SPA (37), we arrive at

f(x,x′;ω)|SPA ≡ f(x,x′;ω),

f(x,x′;ω) =
1

8πr

1

k0 b| cos θ|
∑
η=±1

eik0Cη(θ)(r−n̂·x′)

gη(θ)
, (38)

with

Cη(θ) =
(

sin2 θ + cos2 θ
√

1 + ηβ| sec θ|
)
, (39)

gη(θ) =
1

(1 + ηβ| sec θ|)1/4

√
(1 + ηβ| sec θ|)

(
1 +

ηβ

2
| sec θ|

)
+
β2

4
tan2 θ. (40)

Let us remark the following obvious symmetry properties in terms of the frequency

Cη(−ω) = C−η(ω), gη(−ω) = g−η(ω), (41)

which will be useful in the following. A word of caution is required here. If we had solved the stationary phase equation
exactly, any change of variables in the subsequent integration would produce the same result. This is not the case when using
an approximation as we have done. Since we have chosen k⊥ as our integration variable, we have to make sure that the second
derivative h′′η is calculated with respect to k⊥. Notice that in the limit α = 0 we have Cη(θ) = 1, and we recover the phase ik0R
describing conventional radiation. Also, gη(θ) = 1 in that limit.

We choose to split the GF in Eq. (20) as

Gµν0 (x,x′;ω) = −gµν(k2
0 + ∇2)f(x,x′;ω), (42)

Gµνb (x,x′;ω) = −b
[
iωεµν30 − εµν3i∂i

]
f(x,x′;ω), (43)

Gµνb2 (x,x′;ω) = −b̃µb̃νf(x,x′;ω), (44)
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whose evaluation requires the calculation on the action of the operators,

(
k2

0 + ∇2
)

=

(
k2

0 + ∇2
⊥ +

∂2

∂Z2

)
, (45)

and ∂i on the function f(x,x′;ω), which is the far field approximation of f(x,x′;ω). Instead of applying these operators directly
on f(x,x′;ω), we choose to act upon the exact expressions (29) for fη(x,x′;ω) and subsequently evaluate the results in terms
of the stationary phase proposed previously. The calculation is sketched in the Appendix A, yielding the result

Gµν(x,x′;ω) =
1

8π

∑
η=±1

eik0Cη(θ)r

gη(θ)
Hη

µν(n̂)
1

r
e−ik0n̂·x

′Cη(θ), (46)

with

Hη
µν(n̂) =

 1 −iη| tan θ| sinφ iη| tan θ| cosφ 0
iη| tan θ| sinφ −1 iη| sec θ| 0
−iη| tan θ| cosφ −iη| sec θ| −1 0

0 0 0 −(1 + ηβ| sec θ|).

 , (47)

fulfilling the following symmetry property

Hη
µν(−ω) = (H−η

µν(ω))∗. (48)

As another check of consistency, let us recover the conventional GF when β = 0. Recalling Cη(θ) = 1 and gη(θ) = 1 in this
case, the GF turns into

Gµν(x,x′;ω) =
1

8π

eik0(r−n̂·x′)

r

∑
η=±1

Hη
µν(n̂) = ηµν

1

4π

eik0(r−n̂·x′)

r
, (49)

since the non-diagonal terms in Eq. (47) cancel in the sum, while those in the diagonal get a factor of two.

V. THE ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELDS IN THE RADIATION ZONE

In this section we calculate E and B in the far-field approximation, for an arbitrary localized current Jν(x′, ω). We start from
the vector potential together with the relation

Aµ(x, ω) =
4π

c

∫
d3x′ Gµν(x,x′;ω) Jν(x′, ω), (50)

which, with the GF (46) implemented, yields

Aµ(x, ω) =
1

2c

∑
η=±1

1

gη(θ)
Hη

µν(n̂)
1

r
eik0Cη(θ)r

∫
d3x′e−ik0Cη(θ)n̂·x′Jν(x′, ω), (51)

where the only dependence of the GF on the source points x′ is in the exponential exp(−ik0n̂ · x′ Cη(θ)). Thus, the relevant
integral is the space Fourier transform

J ν(kη, ω) =

∫
d3x′ e−ik0Cη(θ)n̂·x′ Jν(x′, ω), (52)

with

kη = r̂k0Cη(θ), r̂ = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ), (53)

where θ and φ are the observation angles in spherical coordinates. Let us remark that no absolute values in the θ-dependent
angular functions appear in r̂. The electromagnetic potential is then

Aµ(x, ω) =
1

2c

∑
η=±1

1

gη(θ)
Hη

µν(r̂) Jν(kη, ω)

(
1

r
eik0Cη(θ)r

)
. (54)
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Collecting the symmetry properties given in Eqs. (41) and (48) and using Jµ(x,−ω) = (Jµ(x, ω))∗, we arrive at the relation

Aµη (x,−ω) = (Aµ−η(x, ω))∗. (55)

We can verify again the correct limit β = 0, since now kη = n̂k0 independently of η, because Cη(θ) = 1, so that the sum in
(54) reduces to Jν

∑
η=±1H

µν
η . As mentioned previously, the off-diagonal terms cancel and those in the diagonal yield 2ηµν .

Remember also that gη(θ) = 1 when β = 0.
To calculate the electromagnetic fields E(x, ω) = ik0A(x, ω) −∇A0(x, ω) and B(x, ω) = ∇ ×A(x, ω), it is convenient

to write the vector potential (54) in the form

Aµ =
∑
η=±1

Aµη , Aµη = Aµη (θ, φ)

(
1

gη(θ)

1

2cr
eik0Cη(θ)r

)
, Aµη (θ, φ) = Hη

µν(r̂) Jν(kη, ω). (56)

As usual, the form of the outgoing wave exp(ik0Cη(θ)r)/r in the radiation zone provides an important simplification when
considering the action of the gradient operator. It is a direct calculation to show that

∇
(
U(θ, φ)

1

r
eik0Cη(θ)r

)
= ik0Nη

(
U(θ, φ)

1

r
eik0Cη(θ)r

)
, (57)

for an arbitrary angular function U(θ, φ) in the far-field approximation, with

Nη =
[
Cη(θ) r̂ +

∂Cη(θ)

∂θ
θ̂
]
. (58)

In accordance with the expression (57), the equivalence ∇ = ik0Nη holds for the action of ∇ on the function between parentesis
in (57), to first order in 1/r. This is the generalization of the familiar property, ∇→ ik0r̂, in the scenario of conventional radi-
ation. Let us observe that the dependence on θ̂, which is not present in the standard case, arises because the θ-dependent phase
factor Cη(θ) in the exponential exp(ik0Cη(θ)r). The electromagnetic fields can also be decomposed into their η-contributions
and they are

B =
∑
η=±1

Bη, Bη = ik0

(
Nη × Aη

)
, (59)

E =
∑
η=±1

Eη, Eη = ik0

(
Aη −Nη A

0
η

)
, (60)

where we recall that the expression of the vector potential Aµ in terms of the sources is given in Eq. (56). Equations (59) and
(60) yield

Nη ×Eη = ik0

(
Nη ×Aη

)
= Bη. (61)

Then we obtain ik0

(
Nη ×Eη

)
= ∇× Eη = ik0Bη which readily implies Faraday law ∇×E(x, ω) = ik0B(x, ω).

The explicit expression for the electric field in spherical coordinates is

Eη(x, ω) = ik0

[(
Arη − CηA0

η

)
r̂ +

(
Aθη −

∂Cη
∂θ

A0
η

)
θ̂ +Aφη φ̂

]
, (62)

such that

r̂ ·Eη = ik0

(
Arη − CηA0

η

)
, (63)

which will be non-zero in general. From Eqs. (60) and (61), we get

E ·B =
ik0

2c r
(E− ×E+) · (N− −N+) , (64)

showing that E and B are generally non orthogonal. Furthermore, from Eq. (61) and (62), we obtain the additional projection

r̂ ·Bη = ik0
∂Cη(θ)

∂θ
Aφη . (65)

This, together with Eqs. (63) and (64) indicates that the triad r̂,E,B is not orthogonal as it is in the conventional case. The
results (59) and (60) completely describe the properties of the radiation emitted by an arbitrary current Jµ(x′, ω) in a chiral
material having b̃µ = (0, 0, 0, b).
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The ordinary properties of the radiation field when β = 0 are easily recovered from previous equations. In this case N+ =

N− = r̂, with Cη(θ) = 1, which yield E · B = 0 and r̂ · B = 0. Also, Aµ+(x, ω) = Aµ−(x, ω) = eik0r

2c r J
µ(r̂k0, ω), which

allows to write Eq. (63) as

r̂ ·E = ik0

(
r̂ ·A−A0

)
= i

eik0r

2c r
(k0 r̂ ·J − k0J 0) = −ie

ik0r

2c r
KµJ µ(r̂k0, ω) = 0, (66)

where the last term is zero by current conservation, with Kµ = (k0, k0r̂) in the radiation regime.
The explicit form of the electromagnetic potential in terms of an arbitrary current J µ(kη, ω), together with the components

of the electromagnetic fields and a general expression for the spectral distribution of the radiation, are given in the Appendix B.
Until now we have only considered the electromagnetic radiation produced in an ideal chiral medium with refraction index

n = 1. This case corresponds to what is called vacuum Cherenkov radiation in the literature [80, 81], where it is assumed that
the standard vacuum is filled with background fields codifying LIV, whose electromagnetic effects turn out to be analogous to a
material medium. On the other hand, non-magnetic (µ = 1) chiral materials have refraction indices n > 1, which we need to
take into account. The transformations relating both regimes are presented in the Appendix D and for our immediate purposes
they include the following replacements

q → q/n, c → c/n, b → b/n, β → β̃ =
cb

ω

1

n2
= β

1

n2
, (67)

In the following we denote with a tilde the quantities which now are presented for arbitrary n mainly to distinguish them from
those in previous notation with n = 1. In an abuse of notation we do not make this distinction in the resulting electromagnetic
potentials and fields.

VI. THE CHERENKOV RADIATION

Now we apply the general method developed in the previous sections to the case of a charge q moving in chiral matter with
constant velocity, v = vêz , parallel to b, along the z-axis, in order to maintain axial symmetry. The developments in this
section rely heavily on previous results together of those in the Appendixes B and C, all of which were obtained for n = 1.
Nevertheless, as necessary for the description of non-magnetic chiral matter with refraction index n > 1, we need to perform
the substitutions indicated in Eq. (67). These are carried over for all the quantities we use for the remaining calculations and
plots, and are indicated by adding an upper tilde over the respective seed function previously calculated for n = 1. In other
words, F̃ (n) is obtained from F (n = 1) after making the substitutions indicated in Eq. (67). The remaining symbols q, c, b, ω, β
retain their original meaning indicated in the preceding sections.

A. The electromagnetic fields

The sources in the frequency space are

ρ(x′, ω) =
q

nv
δ(x′)δ(y′)eiω

z′
v , J(x′, ω) =

q

n
δ(x′)δ(y′)eiω

z′
v . (68)

In order to have a well defined limiting process in our calculation, we follow Refs. [58, 94] integrating the charge trajectory in
the interval z ∈ (−ξ, ξ) and taking the limit ξ → ∞, at the end of the calculation. From the charge and current densities, we
obtain

J 0(k̃η, ω) = 2
q

n

c

v

sin[ξ Ξ̃η]

Ξ̃η
, J 3(k̃η, ω) = 2

q

n

sin[ξ Ξ̃η]

Ξ̃η
, (69)

where now we have

Ξ̃η(ω, θ) =
ω

v

(
1− nv

c
C̃η(θ) cos θ

)
, C̃η(ω, θ) = sin2 θ + cos2 θ

√
1 + ηβ̃ sec θ, (70)

g̃η(ω, θ) =
1(

1 + ηβ̃ sec θ
)1/4

√√√√(1 + ηβ̃ sec θ
)(

1 +
ηβ̃

2
sec θ

)
+
β̃2

4
tan2 θ, (71)
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and k̃η = r̂nωc C̃η(θ), with r̂ being the unit vector in the direction of the observation point. Using Eq. (47), the components of
the electromagnetic potential (54) are conveniently written as

A0
η =

1

v
Q̃η, Azη =

1

c

(
1 + ηβ̃| sec θ|

)
Q̃η, (72)

Axη =
1

v

(
iη sinφ| tan θ|

)
Q̃η, Ayη = −1

v

(
iη cosφ| tan θ|

)
Q̃η, (73)

with

Q̃η =
q

n

1

g̃η(θ)

sin[ξ Ξ̃η]

Ξ̃η

1

r
ei
nω
c C̃η(θ)r. (74)

An important simplifying feature in the calculation is the delta-like behavior of the function Q̃η in the limit

lim
ξ→∞

sin[ξΞ̃η]

Ξ̃η
= πδ

(ω
v

(1− nv

c
cos θ C̃η(θ))

)
, (75)

which determines the allowed Cherenkov angles,

cos θ C̃η(θ) =
c

nv
, (76)

in complete analogy with the ordinary case. Since we discard the imaginary contributions to C̃η(θ) in Eq. (70), the allowed
values are positive and we conclude that the resulting angles θη , determined from Eq. (76), are in the range [0, π/2]. In other
words, there is radiation only in the forward direction.

An additional advantage is that now we can replace | cos θ| by cos θ in all previous functions. Making explicit the axial
symmetry in polar coordinates, we introduce φ̂ = [− sinφ êx + cosφ êy], leading to

Aη(x, ω) = Azη(x, ω) cos θ r̂−Azη(x, ω) sin θ θ̂ +Aφη (x, ω)φ̂, (77)

in spherical coordinates, with

Aφη (x, ω) = −iη 1

v
tan θ Q̃η. (78)

The associated electromagnetic fields are

E(x, ω) =
∑
η=±1

Eη(x, ω), (79)

Eη(x, ω) = i
nω

c

[(
cos θAzη − C̃η(θ)A0

η

)
r̂−

(
sin θAzη +

∂C̃η(θ)

∂θ
A0
η

)
θ̂ +Aφη φ̂

]
, (80)

B(x, ω) =
∑
η=±1

(
C̃η(θ) r̂ +

∂C̃η(θ)

∂θ
θ̂
)
×Eη(x, ω), (81)

B(x, ω) = i
nω

c

∑
η=±1

[
∂C̃η(θ)

∂θ
Aφη r̂− C̃η(θ)Aφη θ̂ −

(
C̃η(θ) sin θ +

∂C̃η(θ)

∂θ
cos θ

)
Azη φ̂

]
. (82)

B. The spectral distribution of the radiated energy

From Eq. (12) we recover the standard energy-momentum conservation law with the usual Poynting vector, S = c
4πE ×B,

when we adopt b0 = 0. Taking into account the fields (79-82), the spectral energy distribution (SED)

d2E

dΩdω
=

c

4π2
r2 r̂ · Re [E∗(x, ω)×B(x, ω)] , (83)

reads

d2E

dΩdω
=
nω2q2

4π2c3

[ ∑
η=±1

sin2[ξ Ξ̃η]

Ξ̃2
η

T̃1,η(ω, θ)
1

g̃2
η(θ)

+
sin[ξ Ξ̃+]

Ξ̃+

sin[ξ Ξ̃−]

Ξ̃−

[
T̃2,+(ω, θ) + T̃2,−(ω, θ)

] cos(nωc (C̃+(θ)− C̃−(θ))r)

g̃+(θ)g̃−(θ)

]
.

(84)
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To express T̃1,η and T̃2,η in a compact way, it is first convenient to introduce the auxiliary functions

p̃η(ω, θ) = sin θ + ηβ̃ tan θ +
c

nv

∂C̃η
∂θ

, q̃η(ω, θ) = cos θ + ηβ̃ − c

nv
C̃η, (85)

which yield

T̃1,η =

(
p̃2
η +

c2

n2v2
tan2 θ

)
C̃η + p̃η q̃η

∂C̃η
∂θ

, T̃2,η =

(
p̃−p̃+ −

c2

n2v2
tan2 θ

)
C̃−η + p̃η q̃−η

∂C̃−η
∂θ

.

(86)

For simplicity we have not written the dependence upon (ω, θ) in Eqs. (86). In the Appendix B we list the symmetry properties
of some of the above functions under the change ω → −ω. From the condition (76), we note that C̃+ = C̃− only when b = 0,
so that the resulting angles θ± will be different in a chiral media (b 6= 0), only coinciding when the material is nonchiral. This,
together with the delta-like limit in Eq. (75), means that the cross term in Eq. (84),

sin[ξ Ξ̃+]

Ξ̃+

sin[ξ Ξ̃−]

Ξ̃−
, (87)

becomes zero in the final limit ξ →∞, leading to the following simpler expression for the SED

d2E

dΩdω
=
nω2q2

4π2c3

∑
η=±1

sin2[ξ Ξ̃η]

Ξ̃2
η

T̃1,η(ω, θ)
1

g̃2
η(θ)

. (88)

C. Determination of the Cherenkov angles

Now we consider in detail the Cherenkov condition (76), which can be expressed in terms of the function

Hη(θ) ≡ cos θ

(
sin2 θ + cos2 θ

√
1 + η β̃ sec θ

)
, (89)

in such a way the Cherenkov angles, θη (with η = +,−, clas), are determined by the intersection of the Hη(θ) curves with the
horizontal lines c/(nv), in accordance with the relation (76). See the plot of Hη(θ) intersecting the horizontal lines in Fig. 3, for
n = 1. In the limit of standard electrodynamics in vacuum (n = 1, b = 0), one has Hclas = cos θ, implying the known condition
cos θ = c/v, which forbids the Cherenkov radiation.

In the following we list some important properties of the functions Hη(θ). They are decreasing functions of θ that satisfy
H− < Hclas < H+, for all values of θ. This justifies the name of outer (inner) cone that we give to the radiation emitted at the
angles θ+ (θ−), respectively.

The function H+ is real for any value of β̃, while H− has the following restrictions: (i) it is imaginary when β̃ > 1, so that it
does not contribute to the radiation in this case; (ii) when β̃ < 1, it is real only in the interval 0 < θ < arccos β̃, which constrains
its contribution. The maximum values of each function at the origin are

H+(θ = 0) =

√
1 + β̃, Hclas(θ = 0) = 1, H−(θ = 0) =

√
1− β̃. (90)

For a given material (fixed n > 1), the evolution of the Cherenkov angles θ+, θ−, θclas, as a function of the particle velocity,
u = v/c, are described as follows (the classical case is incorporated for comparison):

• Region A: No Cherenkov radiation when √
1 + β̃ < 1/(nu), (91)

corresponding to the upper white area above the u = 0.408 horizontal line in Fig. 4.

• Region B: The region in which only θ+ arises is in the interval

1 < 1/(nu) <

√
1 + β̃, (92)

defined by the orange oblique hatched area in Fig. 4. This is the vacuum Cherenkov radiation in the LIV case (b 6= 0, n =
1), which is not allowed in the classical situation [80, 81].
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Figure 3: Plot of the functions H+(θ) (solid line, red), Hclas(θ) (dashed line, magenta) and H−(θ) (dashed line, blue), for
β = bc/ω = 0.5 (n = 1). The horizontal lines labeled by u = v/c correspond to H = 1/u in the ordinate. The Cherenkov

angles are in radians. Even though n = 1 the hatched region indicates the presence of CHR in chiral matter.

• Region C: The region in which both θ+ and θclas are present is in the interval√
1− β̃ < 1/(nu) < 1, (93)

shown by the pale magenta vertical hatched area in Fig. 4.

• Region D: The area in which all three angles, θ+, θclas and θ− coexist is in the interval

β̃
(

1− β̃2
)
< 1/(nu) <

√
1− β̃, (94)

marked as the pale blue horizontal hatched area in Fig. 4.

• Region E: The lower region in which only θ+ and θclas arise corresponds to the interval

1/n < 1/(nu) < β̃
(

1− β̃2
)
. (95)

• The lower limit for H = 1/(nu) is H = 1/n and is given by the maximum velocity u = 1.

The case of vacuum Cherenkov radiation (n = 1) is illustrated in the Fig. 3 for β = 0.5. A generic case for n = 2 and β̃ = 0.5
is shown in the Fig. 4. Regions A, B, C and D are indicated in the figure caption. In this case the lower limit for H is 1/2, as
approximately indicated by the horizontal line labeled by u = 0.99. The values of the Cherenkov angles for different velocities
corresponding to this case are also shown in Table I. From the left panel of Fig. 2, we appreciate that the Cherenkov angles
obtained in this case, with our choice for the SPA in Eq. (37), fall in a region where the classical SPA approximates very well
the exact numerical values shown in the figure.
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Figure 4: Plot of the functions H+(θ) (solid line, red), Hclas(θ) (dashed line, magenta) and H−(θ) dash-dotted line, blue), for
β̃ = 0.5, n = 2. The horizontal lines labeled by u = v/c correspond to H = 1/(nu) in the ordinate. The Cherenkov angles are

in radians. Region A: upper white area, Region B: oblique hatched area (orange) , Region C: vertical hatched area (light
magenta) and Region D: horizontal hatched area (light blue.)

u θ+(rad) θclas(rad) θ−(rad)

0.45 0.398 0.0 0.0

0.60 0.766 0.585 0.0

0.75 0.936 0.841 0.406

0.90 1.043 0.981 0.761

Table I: The possible Cherenkov angles for β̃ = 0.5 and n = 2, exhibited in Fig. 4.

D. Cherenkov angles θ+, θ− as a function on β

In this subsection we investigate the dependence of the Cherenkov angles upon the chiral parameter β = bc/ω, as a function
of n and u, paying attention to the points where these angles are cut down, as shown in the Fig. 5. In other words, we are
interested in the functions θ±(β) for fixed n and u. Let us recall that β(n) = β/n2. It can be shown that θ+(β) (θ−(β)) is an
increasing (decreasing) function of β.

We distinguish two cases:

1. nu < 1. From Eqs. (92) and (93) we have only θ+. The angle θ+ starts at βC, where θ+(βC) = 0. By substituting this in
Eq. (89), we obtain

βC =
1

u2
− n2, (96)

as we can see from Fig. 5 (a).
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Figure 5: The Cherenkov angles θ+, θ−, for n = 2 and different values of u, as a function of β. Panel (a): θ+ vanishes at
β = βC = 0.938. Panel (b): θ− vanishes at β = βC = 1.222. Panel (c) : θ− vanishes at β = βC = 2.222. Panel (d): θ−

vanishes at β = βC = 2.765.

2. nu > 1. In this case we can have both θ+ and θ−, which start at β = 0. Since θ− is a decreasing function of β, we
determine a cutoff βC by setting θ−(βC) = 0. Replacing θ−(βC) = 0 in Eq. (89) yields

βC = n2 − 1

u2
, (97)

which can be verified in Figs. 5(b-d).

To close this section we present the figures 6(a-b) showing the SED for n = 2, and the choices β = 1.2 and β = 0.4, which
yield β̃ = 0.3 and β̃ = 0.1, respectively. In both figures the solid blue line corresponds to ξ = 100 µm with u = 0.75 and
ω/c = 14 µm−1. We notice that as long as β takes lesser values, the splitting between θ+ and θ− closes up and the difference
in the amplitudes of the lobes decreases. In Fig. 6a the angles of the chiral Cherenkov cones are θ+ = 0.908 and θ− = 0.700,
and in Fig. 6b they are θ+ = 0.868 and θ− = 0.807. All plotted SED are expressed in units of the common factor q2/(4π2c3) .

VII. TOTAL RADIATED ENERGY PER UNIT FREQUENCY

In this section, we calculate the total energy per unit frequency radiated by the charge on its path from −ξ to +ξ. Also we
consider the ratio of the radiated energy per unit frequency between the θ+ and the θ− cones, as well as between them and the
case of non-chiral materials θclas. We recall the calculation in the conventional Cherenkov case (non-chiral material), where we
have

d2Eclas

dΩdω
=
nω2q2

π2c3

(
1− c2

n2v2

)
sin2[ξ Ξ̃]

Ξ̃2
, Ξ̃(θ) =

ω

v

(
1− nv

c
cos θ

)
, (98)
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Figure 6: The angular distribution for the radiated energy per unit frequency (solid blue line) in a chiral dielectric medium with
n = 2, ω/c = 14 µm−1, u = 0.75 and ξ = 100 µm. Panel (a) : β̃ = 0.3, and Panel (b) : β̃ = 0.1. The dashed red line

corresponds to the conventional Cherenkov cone. The charge moves from left to right.

given by the limit α = 0 in Eq.(88) . Axial symmetry, which is also present in our chiral case, yields

dEconv

dω
=

2nω2q2

πc3

(
1− c2

n2v2

)∫ π

0

dθ sin θ
sin2[ξ Ξ̃]

Ξ̃2
. (99)

The trick to perform the remaining angular integration in the limit ξ →∞ is to use Eq. (75), obtaining

sin2[ξ Ξ̃]

Ξ̃2
= πδ(Ξ̃)

sin[ξ Ξ̃]

Ξ̃
= πξδ(Ξ̃), (100)

leaving a final integration over δ(Ξ̃). The result is

dEconv

dω
=
q2ωL

c2

(
1− c2

n2v2

)
, (101)

where we have denoted by L = 2ξ the total distance traveled by the charged particle in the medium. Let us emphasize that in
general n = n(ω), which we do not consider here. From Eq. (88) we have

d2E

dΩdω
=
∑
η=±1

d2Eη
dΩdω

,
d2Eη
dΩdω

=
nω2q2

4π2c3
K̃η(ω, θ)

sin2[ξΞ̃η]

Ξ̃2
η

, K̃η(ω, θ) =
T̃1,η(ω, θ)

g̃2
η(θ)

, (102)

in the chiral case. The angular integration is similar to the non-chiral case: the functions K̃η(ω, θ) are evaluated at the respective
Cherenkov angles θη , while the integration over δ(Ξ̃η) is a bit more involved. The result is

dEη
dω

=
ωq2L

4c2

 sin θ K̃η(ω, θ)∣∣∣sin θ C̃η(θ)− cos θ
∂C̃η(θ)
∂θ

∣∣∣

θ=θη

. (103)

Now, we compare the contribution to the total energy radiated per unit frequency from each distribution in Eq. (103), as a
function of the chiral parameter β. We define the ratios

Rη =
dEη/dω

dEclass/dω
=

1

4

1

1− c2

v2n2

 sin θ K̃η(ω, θ)∣∣∣sin θ C̃η(θ)− cos θ
∂C̃η(θ)
∂θ

∣∣∣

θ=θη

, (104)
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Figure 7: Ratio between the total energy per unit frequency, as a function of β, radiated by each cone (θ+, θ− ) in the chiral
Cherenkov case, with respect to the conventional case, for n = 2.0. Panel (a): u = 0.6, panel (b) : u = 0.75 and panel (c) :

u = 0.9. The dashed (red) line corresponds toR+ and the dotted (blue) line is forR−.

which account for the fraction of the radiated energy per unit frequency that is produced by each cone in the chiral case, with
respect to the energy per unit frequency emitted in the conventional case.

Figures 7(a-c) show that when α0 is close to zero the contribution of the radiation for each η in Eq. (103) is approximately 0.5.
As β takes larger values we see that the contribution of the radiation produced by the inner cone, θ−, gets smaller and smaller
until it disappears completely. The value of β at which this occurs is given by the vanishing of θ− in Figs. 5 (b-d). In the limit
whenR− vanishes, we observe that the contribution of the radiation from the outer cone is just a fraction of the radiation in the
conventional case.

To complete the analysis, we consider the ratio

R−/R+ =
dE−/dω

dE+/dω
=

sin θ− K̃−(ω, θ−)

sin θ+ K̃+(ω, θ+)

∣∣∣sin θ C̃+ − cos θ ∂C̃+

∂θ

∣∣∣
θ=θ+∣∣∣sin θ C̃− − cos θ ∂C̃−∂θ

∣∣∣
θ=θ−

, (105)

which is a measure of how larger the contribution to the radiation from the inner cone is with respect to the outer one. Figures
8(a-c) show that the output from the inner cone is always smaller than that from the outer cone. This ratio decreases as β takes
larger values, until it gets to zero when the inner cone vanishes.
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Figure 8: Ratio between the total energy radiated by the inner Cherenkov cone with respect to the outer one, for n = 2.0. Panel
(a) : u = 0.6, panel (b) : u = 0, 75 and panel (c) : u = 0.9.

VIII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the far field approximation, we study the electromagnetic response of a non magnetic chiral media to arbitrary time-
dependent sources in the framework of the Carroll, Field and Jackiw (CFJ) electrodynamics, which includes the additional
parameters b0 and b giving rise to the magnetoelectric effect. Examples of materials described by this effective electrodynamics
are the Weyl semimetals, where these parameters describe the separation of the Weyl points in energy (b0) and momentum (b),
in the reciprocal space. It is interesting to remark that this model also arises in the CPT-odd sector of the Standard Model
Extension designed to probe Lorentz invariance violations in fundamental interactions. We restrict ourselves to the case b0 = 0
and choose the z axis of our coordinate system in the direction of b. Most of our calculations are performed in vacuum (n = 1)
and the generalization to arbitrary ponderable media required to deal with a real material is performed following the substitutions
indicated in the Appendix B.
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As discussed in section II, the linear dependence θ(x) = bµx
µ on the coordinates in the CFJ electrodynamics preserves the

invariance under translations of the Lagrangian density up to a total derivative. The system has axial symmetry with respect to
the vector b. In Eq. (20) we obtained the Green’s function (GF) of the system, Gµν(x, x′), in terms of a differential matrix
operator acting on the scalar function f(x,x′, ω), given in Eq. (28). This function exhibits two contributions accounting for
the birefringence of the medium, which are inherited by the remaining observables. The next step was to calculate the general
expression for the GF in the radiation zone. To this end we considered the stationary phase approximation in the far zone
(R → ∞), where the function f(x,x′, ω) is highly oscillating according to exp(iR hη(k⊥)) in Eqs. (31) and (33). Still, the
resulting stationary phase equation (34) is quartic in the momentum, which called for a further approximation to keep an analytic
calculation. We studied the numerical solution of Eq. (34) and concluded that, within specific ranges of the observation angle
θ, the choice in Eq. (37), corresponding to the conventional case with b = 0, is adequate. A qualitative measure of how good
this approximation is for increasing values of β = c|b|/ω is shown in Fig. 2. Yet at the end of the calculation of a Cherenkov
angle one should identify its position in the corresponding graph in order to asses it validity. Next, for an arbitrary source we
determine the electromagnetic potentials in the radiation zone and give a general expression for the electromagnetic fields in Eqs.
(59) and (60). We show that the triad n̂,E,B is not orthogonal and explain how the conventional case is obtained. The general
expression for the spectral distribution of the radiation follows from the Eqs. (54), (B15), (B21) and (B22). Some symmetry
properties of the fields under the change ω → −ω are useful to show that this rather complicated expression is real, as expected.
Also at each step in the calculation we able to recover the well known conventional results by setting b = 0.

Next we turn to the particular case of Cherenkov radiation where the source is a charge moving at constant velocity parallel to
b, thus ignoring recoil effects. The electromagnetic potentials and fields results by the direct substitution of the charge current
in the previous general expressions. In analogy with the conventional case, substantial simplifications arise from the form
of the outgoing radiation wave which now acquires additional angular dependence which modify the conventional Cherenkov
condition. Yet this condition also arises as a delta-like contribution in the spectral distribution of the radiation which fixes the
allowed angles according to the Eq. (76), which is conveniently written as Hη(θ) = c/nv as in Eq. (89). Then, for given values
of b, n and u = v/c, the Cherenkov angles are determined by the intersection of Hη with the straight line 1/nu, as shown in
Figs 3 and 4, where we also plot the conventional case Hclas(θ) for comparison. The functions H(θ) are decreasing in the angle.
Figure 3 is for n = 1 and depicts what is normally called vacuum Cherenkov radiation that is forbidden in the conventional
case. Here only the angle θ+ is present. Figure 4 is for n > 1 and shows zero, one or two Cherenkov angles. The limits
of such regions is determined by the maximum values H(θ = 0) in the following way: (i) no Cherenkov angle occurs when
1/nu > H+(0), (ii) when 1/nu < H+(0) the angle θ+ is always present and starts to be accompanied by the conventional
angle when 1/nu < 1. The angle θ− occurs only in the interval α(n)(1 − α2(n) < 1/nu < H−(0). To avoid confusion,
let us observe that the horizontal lines labeled by u in those figures correspond to the value 1/nu in the ordinate. The relation
θ− < θclas < θ+ always hold and θ± merge into θclas as |b| → 0.

We also study the dependence of the angles θ± as a function of the chiral parameter β for fixed n and u. As shown in Fig. 5,
we find two relevant cases: (1) for nu < 1 we only have θ+ which starts at the minimum β determined by the Eq. (96), (2) for
nu > 1 both θ± start at β = 0. While θ+ is an increasing function, θ− is a decreasing one which reaches zero at a value given
by the Eq. (97).

Angular plots of the spectral distribution are presented in the Fig. 6, showing the separation of the cones as β̃ increases. Also
a qualitative measure of the energy output of each cone in given by the length of the radial lines, showing that θ− radiates less
than θ+. A better comparison is obtained by calculating the ratios of the energy per unit frequency radiated in the θ± cones with
respect to the conventional case (Fig. 7). We find that the contribution of the outer cone (θ+) gets bigger, while that of the inner
cone (θ−) gets smaller as β = cb/ω takes larger values, until it reaches the value zero. This behavior is also evident in Fig. 8,
which depicts the ratio of the energy radiated per unit frequency between the θ− and the θ+ cones.

We successfully compare our result for the vacuum Cherenkov angle θ+ with that obtained in Eq. (40) of Ref. [89] in the high
energy approximation. This requires θ+ << 1, β = bc/ω << 1, together with a highly relativistic velocity for the charge,
which we take as v = c. Under these conditions, our Eq. (76) reduces to

cos θ+

[
1 +

1

2
β cos θ+

]
= 1, (106)

whose solution yields cos θ+ = 1− β/2, providing θ+ =
√
β in the small angle approximation. This result is precisely that of

Ref. [89], restricted to our case when v is parallel to b and λ = +.
We expect that our general description of radiation in chiral matter provides the basis for the study of further processes such

as Cherenkov radiation with a charge velocity v in arbitrary direction with respect to b, charged particle energy losses and
synchrotron radiation, for example. Regarding the case of Cherenkov radiation and without entering in any experimental detail,
which is far beyond our theoretical understanding, we envisage that the two Cherenkov angles predicted in this work could be
measured by sending the charge through a slab of material and using either a differential Cherenkov counter or a ring imaging
Cherenkov counter [101]. It is interesting to observe that the measure of θ+ would provide an optical experimental determination
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of the parameter |b| of the chiral medium, according to the expression

|b| = n2
(ω
c

) 1

cos5 θ+

( c

nv
− cos θ+ + 2 cos3 θ+

)( c

nv
− cos θ+

)
. (107)

When both θ± are present, |b| can be determined from the measurement of either one, and consistency yields a relationship
between θ+ and θ−, which is not very illuminating to be presented explicitly. In our restricted formulation (v parallel to b) at
least one should know the direction of b in the sample to correctly send the incident charge parallel to b. Due to the far reaching
applications of Cherenkov radiation and since chiral matter constitutes a genuine new state of matter recently discovered, it could
prove valuable to study its practical applications as a Cherenkov radiator.
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Appendix A: The calculation of the GF in the radiation zone

In this Appendix we summarize the calculation of the GF (20) in the far-field approximation, using the stationary phase
method. We start from the splitting of the GF introduced in Eqs. (42), (43) and (44).

1. Gµν0 (x,x′;ω) in the far-field approximation

Using k2 = k2
0 − k2

⊥ + ∂2
Z we further split Gµν0 (x,x′;ω) into

Gµν0 (x,x′;ω) = −ηµνk2
0

i

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k⊥
k‖

H
(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥)

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖


+ ηµν

i

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k⊥k
2
⊥

k‖
H

(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥)

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖


− ηµν∂2

Z

i

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k⊥
k‖

H
(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥)

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 .
(A1)

These three terms can be integrated using the stationary phase method in the same way as we have computed the function

f(x,x′;ω) =
i

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k⊥
k‖

H
(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥)

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 , (A2)

in the far-field approximation, previously obtaining

f(x,x′;ω) =
1

8πr

1

k0b cos θ

[
eik0C+(θ)(r−n̂·x′)

g+(θ)
− eik0C−(θ)(r−n̂·x′)

g−(θ)

]
, (A3)

in Eq. (38), with k0 = ω/c. Let us recall that we are denoting by f(x,x′;ω) the function f(x,x′;ω) evaluated in SPA and that
according to our additional approximation in the SPA we set

(k‖)s = k0 cos θ, (k⊥)s = k0 sin θ, (A4)

in the final result.
The first integral in (A1) is proportional to f yielding the contribution

− ηµνk2
0 f(x,x

′;ω), (A5)
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in the SPA. The second one has an extra factor of k2
⊥ in the integrand, which is evaluated in the stationary phase point (A4),

giving the contribution

ηµνk2
0 sin2 θ f(x,x′;ω). (A6)

The third term in (A1) requires the second derivative with respect Z, which is

∂2
Z

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 = −
[√

k2
‖ + bk‖e

i
√
k2‖+bk‖Z −

√
k2
‖ − bk‖e

i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z

]
, (A7)

and can be rewritten as

ηµν
i

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k⊥
k‖

H
(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥)

(k2
‖ + bk‖)

e
i
√
k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− (k2
‖ − bk‖)

e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 ,
= ηµνk2

0 cos2 θ
[
(1 + α sec θ)f+(x,x′;ω)− (1− α sec θ)f−(x,x′;ω)

]
,

(A8)

after evaluating the additional factors in the SPA. Substituting (A6) and (A8) into (A1), we finally obtain

Gµν0 (x,x′;ω) = ηµν
1

8πr

[
eik0C+(θ)(r−n̂·x′)

g+(θ)
+
eik0C−(θ)(r−n̂·x′)

g−(θ)

]
. (A9)

2. Gµνb (x,x′;ω) in the far-field approximation

Our starting point is the contribution linear in b in the second Eq.(20), which we rewrite

G µν
b (x,x′;ω) = ibεµνσ3

∫
d3k

(2π)3

kσ

k4 + b̃2k2 − (b̃ · k)2
eik·(x−x

′). (A10)

Here σ = 0, 1, 2 and kσ = (k0,−k). It is convenient to define the following integral

Iα(x,x′;ω) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

kα

k4 + b̃2k2 − (b̃ · k)2
eik·(x−x

′), (A11)

such that

Gµνb = ibεµνσ3Iσ. (A12)

For σ = 0 we have straightforward result

I0(x,x′;ω) = k0 f(x,x
′;ω). (A13)

Also, the contribution from I3(x,x′;ω) yields zero in the GF due to the Levi-Civita tensor.
Next we consider σ = i = 1, 2, and we perform the integration of kz in the complex plane, as we did previously in the

calculation yielding Eq. (28). We are left with

Ii(x,x′;ω) =
1

(2π)3

∫ ∞
0

dk⊥k⊥

∫ 2π

0

dφ kieik⊥R⊥ cosφ

∫ ∞
−∞

dkz
eikzZ

(k2
0 − k2)2 − b2(k2

0 − k2)− b2k2
z

,

=
i

16π2b

∫ ∞
0

dk⊥k
2
⊥

k‖

∫ 2π

0

dφ

[
cosφ

sinφ

]
eik⊥R⊥ cosφ

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 ,
(A14)

where we recall that φ is the angle between R⊥ and k⊥. In the second line of (A14) we have chosen a coordinate system S with
the x-axis in the direction of R⊥, such that k1 = k⊥ cosφ and k2 = k⊥ sinφ. The angular integrals are∫ 2π

0

dφ cosφeik⊥R⊥ cosφ = 2πiJ1(k⊥R⊥),

∫ 2π

0

dφ sinφeik⊥R⊥ cosφ = 0. (A15)
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Using the recurrence

J1(k⊥R⊥) = − 1

k⊥

∂

∂R⊥
J0(k⊥R⊥), (A16)

the integral (A14) can be written as

IS(x,x′;ω) = − 1

8π2b

∫ ∞
0

dk⊥k
2
⊥

k‖

[
J1(k⊥R⊥)

0

]ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 ,
=

∂

∂R⊥

1

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k⊥
k‖

[
H0(k⊥R⊥)

0

]ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 ,
=

1

i

[
1

0

]
∂

∂R⊥
f(x,x′;ω).

(A17)

In the chosen coordinate system we have I2 = 0. Then the vector I(x,x′;ω) = (I1, 0) is parallel to R⊥ and we can write the
general result

I(x,x′;ω) =
1

i

(x− x′)⊥
R⊥

∂

∂R⊥
f(x,x′;ω). (A18)

From the recurrence relations of the Hankel functions we obtain

∂

∂R⊥
H

(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥) = k⊥

∂

∂(k⊥R⊥)
H

(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥) = −k⊥H(1)

1 (k⊥R⊥), (A19)

which yields

∂

∂R⊥
f(x,x′;ω) = − i

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k
2
⊥

k‖
H

(1)
1 (k⊥R⊥)

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 . (A20)

In the asymptotic limit k⊥R⊥ →∞, we can approximate [100]

H
(1)
1 (k⊥R⊥) =

√
2

πk⊥R⊥
eik⊥R⊥−i

π
4 e−i

π
2 = H

(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥)e−i

π
2 = −iH(1)

0 (k⊥R⊥), (A21)

∂

∂R⊥
f(x,x′;ω) = i

i

16πb

∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥k
2
⊥

k‖
H

(1)
0 (k⊥R⊥)

ei√k2‖+bk‖Z√
k2
‖ + bk‖

− e
i
√
k2‖−bk‖Z√
k2
‖ − bk‖

 , (A22)

which again has the form of the function f(x,x′;ω) in Eq. (A2), except for an additional factor k⊥ in the integrand. In the SPA
this implies

∂

∂R⊥
f(x,x′;ω) = ik0 sin θ f(x,x′;ω), → I(x,x′;ω) = k0n̂⊥f(x,x

′;ω), (A23)

where n̂⊥ = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ). This completes the calculation of Gµνb in Eq. (43).

3. Gµν
b2

(x,x′;ω) in the far-field approximation

This term is the easiest to calculate, because it is proportional to f(x,x′;ω), with

Gµν
b2

(x,x′;ω) = −b̃µb̃νf(x,x′;ω). (A24)

The only non-zero contribution in SPA is

G33
b2 (x,x′;ω) = −b2f(x,x′;ω). (A25)
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Appendix B: Electromagnetic fields and the spectral distibution of the radiation for n = 1

First we write the Cartesian components ofAµ for an arbitrary current Jµ(x′, ω) in terms of the Fourier transform J µ(kη, ω),
defined in Eq. (52), which we denote as J µη . From Eq. (51) and in the notation of Eq. (56) we have

A0
η(n̂, ω) = J 0

η + iη tan θ sinφJ 1
η − iη tan θ cosφJ 2

η ,

A1
η(n̂, ω) = iη tan θ sinφJ 0

η + J 1
η − iη sec θJ 2

η ,

A2
η(n̂, ω) = −iη tan θ cosφJ 0

η + iη sec θJ 1
η + J 2

η ,

A3
η(x, ω) = (1 + η β sec θ)J 3

η . (B1)

The transformation to spherical coordinates yields

Arη(n̂, ω) = sin θ cosφA1
η + sin θ sinφA2

η + cos θA3
η,

Aθη(n̂, ω) = cos θ cosφA1
η + cos θ sin θA2

η − sin θA3
η, (B2)

Aφη (n̂, ω) = − sin θA1
η + cosφA2

η. (B3)

Using Eq. (57) for the expression of the gradient operator in the radiation zone in the conventional relations

E(x, ω) = ik0A(x, ω)−∇A0(x, ω), B(x, ω) = ∇×A(x, ω), (B4)

and splitting the electromagnetic fields as shown in Eqs. (59) and (60) we have

Eη(x, ω) = ik0

(
Aη(x, ω)−NηA

0
η(x, ω)

)
, (B5)

Bη(x, ω) = Nη ×Eη(x, ω), (B6)

recalling the definition of Nη in Eq. (58). The explicit form of the radiation electric field in spherical coordinates is

Eη(x, ω) = ik0

[(
Arη − CηA0

η

)
r̂ +

(
Aθη −

∂Cη
∂θ

A0
η

)
θ̂ +Aφη φ̂

]
, (B7)

Now we are in position to calculate the spectral energy distribution (SED) of the radiation: the energy radiated per unit solid
angle and per unit frequency. We have taken b0 = 0 which yield the Poynting vector

S(x, t) =
c

4π
E(x, t)×B(x, t). (B8)

Thus, the total radiated energy crossing the area r̂ dA is∫ ∞
−∞

dt(r̂ · S(x, t)) dA =
c

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

2π
r̂ · (E∗(x, ω)×B(x, ω)) dA,

=
c

4π2

∫ ∞
0

dω r̂ · Re
[
E∗(x, ω)×B(x, ω)

]
r2dΩ,

(B9)

where dA = r2dΩ and we read the SED

d2E

dΩdω
=

c

4π2
r2 r̂ · Re

[
E∗(x, ω)×B(x, ω)

]
. (B10)

The last step in Eq. (B9) is a consequence of the relation

E∗(x,−ω)×B(x,−ω) = E(x, ω)×B∗(x, ω) = (E∗(x, ω)×B(x, ω))∗, (B11)

in the integral−∞ < ω < +∞, which follows because the electromagnetic fields are real in coordinate space. Now we calculate
the term

E∗(x, ω)×B(x, ω) =
∑

η,η′=±1

E∗η′(x, ω)×Bη(x, ω). (B12)

From Eq. (B6) we have

E∗η′ ×Bη = E∗η′(x, ω)× [Nη ×Eη(x, ω)] = (E∗η′ ·Eη)Nη − (E∗η′ ·Nη)Eη. (B13)
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Fom Eq. (B7), the electric field can be rewritten in spherical components as

Eη(x, ω) = ik0

[
Erη r̂ + Eθη θ̂ + Eφη φ̂

]
,

E∗η′(x, ω) = −ik0

[
(Erη′)∗r̂ + (Eθη′)∗θ̂ + (Eφη′)

∗φ̂
]
, (B14)

where

Erη = Arη − CηA0
η, Eθη = Aθη −

∂Cη
∂θ

A0
η, Eφη = Aφη . (B15)

With these we compute

E∗η′ ·Nη = E∗η′ ·
(
Cηr̂ +

∂Cη
∂θ

θ̂

)
= −ik0

[
(Erη′)∗Cη + (Eθη′)∗

∂Cη
∂θ

]
, (B16)

E∗η′ ·Eη = k2
0

[
(Erη′)∗Erη + (Eθη′)∗Eθη + (Eφη′)

∗Eφη
]
, (B17)

yielding

E∗η′ ×Bη = k2
0

[
(Erη′)∗Erη + (Eθη′)∗Eθη + (Eφη′)

∗Eφη
](

Cη r̂ +
∂Cη
∂θ

θ̂

)
− k2

0

[
(Erη′)∗Cη + (Eθη′)∗

∂Cη
∂θ

] [
Erη r̂ + Eθη θ̂ + Eφη φ̂

]
.

(B18)

From the above equation we obtain

r̂ · (E∗η′ ×Bm) = k2
0

[(
(Eθη′)∗Eθη + (Eφη′)

∗Eφη
)
Cη − (Eθη′)∗Erη

∂Cη
∂θ

]
≡ Iη′η(r̂, ω)), (B19)

which produces the final result

r̂ · (E∗(x, ω)×B(x, ω)) =
∑

η,η′=±1

Iη′η(r̂, ω)), (B20)

with the explicit expressions

I++(r̂, ω)) = k2
0

[(
(Eθ+)∗Eθ+ + (Eφ+)∗Eφ+

)
C+ − (Eθ+)∗Er+

∂C+

∂θ

]
,

I−−(r̂, ω)) = k2
0

[(
(Eθ−)∗Eθ− + (Eφ−)∗Eφ−

)
C− − (Eθ−)∗Er−

∂C−
∂θ

]
,

I+−(r̂, ω)) = k2
0

[(
(Eθ+)∗Eθ− + (Eφ+)∗Eφ−

)
C− − (Eθ+)∗Er−

∂C−
∂θ

]
,

I−+(r̂, ω)) = k2
0

[(
(Eθ−)∗Eθ+ + (Eφ−)∗Eφ+

)
C+ − (Eθ−)∗Er+

∂C+

∂θ

]
. (B21)

Thus, by substituting (B20) into (B10), it provides the final expression

d2E

dΩdω
=

c

4π2
r2 Re

[ ∑
η,η′=±1

Iη′η(r̂, ω)
]
, (B22)

for the SED of the radiation in terms of the electromagnetic fields for arbitrary sources Jµ(x, t) in the case n = 1.
Using the definitions (B15), Eqs. (41) and (55) allow to obtain the symmetry relations

Erη (−ω) = (Er−η(ω))∗, Eθη (−ω) = (Eθ−η(ω))∗, Eφη (−ω) = (Eφ−η(ω))∗, (B23)

which then yield

I++(r̂,−ω) = (I−−(r̂, ω))∗, I+−(r̂,−ω) = (I−+(r̂, ω))∗. (B24)

To conclude we summarize additional symmetry properties used along the text, resulting from the transformation ω → −ω,
which produces β → −β, that in turn can be absorbed in the change η → −η, together with complex conjugation in some cases

Jµ(x,−ω) = (Jµ(x, ω))∗, Aµη (x,−ω) = (Aµ−η(x, ω))∗,

C̃η(−ω, θ) = C̃−η(ω, θ), g̃η(−ω, θ) = g̃−η(ω, θ). (B25)
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Appendix C: The spectral distribution in the Cherenkov radiation for n = 1

We present only the main steps in the calculation of the SED for the Cherenkov radiation. We start from the sources in
frequency space

ρ(x′, ω) =
q

v
δ(x′)δ(y′)eiω

z′
v , J3(x′, ω) = qδ(x′)δ(y′)eiω

z′
v , J1 = J2 = 0, (C1)

describing a charge q moving in the third direction z with constant speed v. In order to have a well defined limiting process in
our calculation we follow Refs. [58, 94] integrating the charge trajectory in the interval z ∈ (−ξ, ξ) and taking the limit ξ →∞
at the end of the calculation. In terms of the Fourier transform J µ(kη, ω), defined in Eq. (52), we obtain the vector potentialAµ
from Eqs. (B1) and (B3) which yield the electric field (B7), from where we read the components Erη , Eθη , Eφη , according to Eq.
(B15)

Erη =
q

cr

sin[ξ Ξη]

Ξη

[
cos θ + ηβ − c

v
Cη(θ)

] eik0rCη(θ)

gη(θ)
, (C2)

Eθη = − q

cr

sin[ξ Ξη]

Ξη

[
sin θ + ηβ tan θ +

c

v

∂Cη(θ)

∂θ

]
eik0rCη(θ)

gη(θ)
, (C3)

Eφη = − q

cr

sin[ξ Ξη]

Ξη

[
i η
c

v
tan θ

] eik0rCη(θ)

gη(θ)
. (C4)

The expressions for Cη(θ) and gη(θ) are given in Eqs. (39) and (40), respectively, and we have

Ξη =
ω

v

(
1− v

c
Cη(θ) cos θ

)
. (C5)

Finally, we substitute these expressions for the components of the electric field in Eqs. (B21) to obtain

I++(r̂, ω) =
k2

0q
2

c2r2

sin2[ξ Ξ+]

Ξ2
+

T1,+(ω, θ)
1

g2
+(θ)

,

I−−(r̂, ω) =
k2

0q
2

c2r2

sin2[ξ Ξ−]

Ξ2
−

T1,−(ω, θ)
1

g2
−

(θ),

I+−(r̂, ω) =
k2

0q
2

c2r2

sin[ξ Ξ+]

Ξ+

sin[ξ Ξ−]

Ξ−
T2,+(ω, θ)

eik0r(C−(θ)−C+(θ))

g+(θ)g−(θ)
,

I−+(r̂, ω) =
k2

0q
2

c2r2

sin[ξ Ξ+]

Ξ+

sin[ξ Ξ−]

Ξ−
T2,−(ω, θ)

e−ik0r(C−(θ)−C+(θ))

g+(θ)g−(θ)
, (C6)

The functions T1,η and T2,η are written in a compact by introducing the the auxiliary quantities

pη(ω, θ) = sin θ + ηβ tan θ +
c

v

∂Cη
∂θ

, qη(ω, θ) = cos θ + ηβ − c

v
Cη, (C7)

and they read

T1,η =

(
p2
η +

c2

v2
tan2 θ

)
Cη + pηqη

∂Cη
∂θ

, T2,η =

(
p−p+ −

c2

v2
tan2 θ

)
C−η + pηq−η

∂C−η
∂θ

.

(C8)

The symmetry properties of the remaining functions are

Ξ̃η(−ω, θ) = −Ξ̃−η(ω, θ), p̃η(−ω, θ) = p̃−η(ω, θ), q̃η(−ω, θ) = q̃−η(ω, θ),

T̃1,η(−ω, θ) = T̃1,−η(ω, θ), T̃2,η(−ω, θ) = T̃2,−η(ω, θ). (C9)

The final expression for the SED is obtained by substituting the relations (C6) in Eq. (B22).
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Appendix D: Introducing ponderable media with parameters ε and µ

In this Appendix we relate the physical Maxwell equations describing chiral matter for a non-dispersive, non-disipative
medium with those used in the manuscript given in Eq. (6) and (7). In unrationalized Gaussian units the Maxwell equations
for an ideal chiral medium with ε = µ = 1 are

∇ ·E′ =
4π

c′
J
′0 − b′ ·B′, ∇×B′ − 1

c′
∂E′

∂t
=

4π

c′
J′ + b′0B

′ + b′ ×E′,

∇ ·B′ = 0, ∇×E′ +
1

c′
∂B′

∂t
= 0. (D1)

It can be readily verified that the changes

E′ =
√
εE, B′ =

1
√
µ

B, c′ =
c
√
µε

ρ′ =
ρ√
ε
, J′ =

1√
ε
J,

b′ =

√
µ

ε
b, b′0 = µ b0, (D2)

produce Maxwell equations for a chiral medium with arbitrary ε and µ

ε∇ ·E =
4π

c
J0 − b ·B, 1

µ
∇×B− 1

c
ε
∂E

∂t
=

4π

c
J + b0B + b×E,

∇ ·B = 0, ∇×E +
1

c

∂B

∂t
= 0. (D3)
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We study the impact of the ambient fluid on the evolution of collapsing false vacuum bubbles by
simulating the dynamics of a coupled bubble-particle system. A significant increase in the mass of
the particles across the bubble wall leads to a buildup of those particles inside the false vacuum
bubble. We show that the backreaction of the particles on the bubble slows or even reverses the
collapse. Consequently, if the particles in the true vacuum become heavier than in the false vacuum,
the particle-wall interactions always decrease the compactness that the false vacuum bubbles can
reach making their collapse to black holes less likely.

I. INTRODUCTION

Primordial black holes (PBHs) could prove to be a so-
lution to some of the many outstanding issues in astro-
physics and cosmology. Very light PBHs, despite decay-
ing before the Big-Bang nucleosynthesis, could play an
important role in baryogenesis [1–11] or affect the pre-
dictions of models of dark matter (DM) [12–19]. PBHs
of masses similar to the masses of asteroids could instead
play the role of DM themselves [20] and even heavier
PBHs could provide seeds for cosmic structures [21–25]
or contribute to the gravitational wave signals currently
probed by LIGO-Virgo [26–32].

There are multiple mechanisms that can be responsi-
ble for the production of PBHs. The most widely used
one is through overdensities created by inflationary fluc-
tuations which collapse upon reentering the horizon [33].
Alternative mechanisms to which we will focus on involve
a collapse of regions of an unstable false vacuum. These
regions can either have their origin during inflation [34–
38] or as the last regions remaining in the initial min-
imum during a first order phase transition in the early
Universe [39–51]. In this paper we study in detail the
collapse of such false vacuum bubbles. Our main focus
is on the impact that weakly interacting particles might
have on the evolution of the disappearing false vacuum
remnants. Only particles with enough kinetic energy to
cover the difference in mass between the phases can cross
the phase boundary. This leads to a buildup of particles
with too small momenta inside of the shrinking regions.
It was claimed this effect can facilitate the PBH produc-
tion [52, 53] as the density of particles inside such regions
increases their mass. We investigate the effect including
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the back-reaction of the population of particles on the
evolution of the phase boundary. We use the recently
proposed N−body simulations [54] treating each parti-
cle as an individual object and tracking their evolution
together with the phase boundary.

We find that the back-reaction is crucial and can even
momentarily reverse the bubble evolution due to the
buildup of particles. We show that the net result of the
pressure due to particles that are lighter in the false vac-
uum than in the true vacuum is always a reduction of the
compactness the false vacuum regions can reach and less
optimistic prospects for the formation of PBHs. How-
ever, we also find that particles whose mass decreases
as they cross from the false vacuum to the true vacuum
can accelerate the wall causing the bubbles to become
more massive and compact, potentially assisting BH for-
mation.

The paper is structured as follows. In section II, we
review the dynamics of the coupled particle-wall system.
Section III describes the numerical methodology. The re-
sults are summarized in section IV and their implications
are discussed in section V. We conclude in section VI.
Some of the technical details are gathered in the appen-
dices. The units ~ = c = G = 1 are used throughout this
paper.

II. BUBBLE-PARTICLE DYNAMICS

We study a collapsing false vacuum bubble coupled to a
fluid consisting of feebly interacting particles. Neglecting
gravity and assuming a thin wall, the dynamics of such
a system depends on the particle-wall interactions [54].
Such interactions exchange energy between the wall and
the particles contributing to the radial evolution of the
bubble.

Consider particles reaching the wall separating the true
and the false vacuum regions, that we denote, respec-
tively, by ”+” and ”−”. The evolution of particle mo-
menta is determined by momentum conservation in the
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rest frame of the wall. Importantly, the asymptotic be-
havior of momenta does not depend on the wall profile.
The momentum of a particle reaching the wall from the
i region changes as [54]

pµ
i→j−−→ pµ + nµ n · pFi(−n · p) , (1)

where nµ is the normal to the wall and

Fi(u) =

{
2 , u2 < m2

j −m2
i ,

1−
√

1 +
m2

i−m2
j

u2 , u2 ≥ m2
j −m2

i .
(2)

The energy transfer between the particles and the
wall causes a pressure difference ∆P across the bubble
wall [54]

∆P =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∑
i∈±

fi(p)
(n·p)2

Ei
Fi(−n·p) , (3)

where fi(p) the momentum distribution at side i of the
wall. Consequently, the dynamics of the bubble radius R
is given by [54]

R̈+ 2
1− Ṙ2

R
=

(1− Ṙ2)3/2

σ
(−∆V + ∆P ) , (4)

where ∆V ≡ Vr<R − Vr>R < 0 denotes the potential en-
ergy difference between the true and false vacua and σ
is the wall tension. The final stages of the false vacuum
bubble collapse are expected to occur within a timescale
shorter than the Hubble time. Therefore, we assume that
the bubble is much smaller than the Hubble horizon, and
do not consider the effect of the expansion of the Uni-
verse. We remark that ∆V does not contain thermal
corrections. These are included through ∆P which ac-
counts for both the equilibrium and non-equilibrium ef-
fects [54]. Assuming thermal initial conditions, the inside
of the bubble is in the false vacuum if ∆V > ∆P .

The pressure difference ∆P depends on the mass dif-
ference

∆m =
√
|m2

i −m2
j | . (5)

For example, assuming that (i) the outside pressure is
negligible, (ii) m− � 〈p〉 � m+ and (iii) the momenta
of particles colliding with the wall are distributed isotrop-
ically, we find that ∆P is independent of the shape of the
momentum distribution and depends only on the energy
density ρ− of the colliding particles in front of the wall
(see Appendix A),1

∆P
∆m�〈p〉

=
ρ−
3

(1− Ṙ)2

1 + Ṙ
. (6)

1 We will use ρ to denote the energy density of the particles that
collide with the wall, which is expected to make up only a fraction
of the total energy density of the primordial plasma.

This limit corresponds to the idealized case where all par-
ticles are trapped inside the bubble. However, such situ-
ations can be realized under realistic conditions – for in-
stance, given thermal particles with temperatures T−, the
flux of particles through the bubble wall is suppressed ex-
ponentially in ∆m/T− (see Appendix A), so only a mild
∆m/T− ratio is needed. Importantly, Eq. (6) implies

that ∆P can grow to arbitrarily large values as Ṙ→ −1
or ρ− →∞, so R→ 0 can be realized only if all particles
eventually escape the bubble and the final stages of the
collapse proceed as they would in vacuum.

We estimate whether the collapse can result in the for-
mation of BHs using the hoop conjecture which states
that configurations for which the compactness

C ≡M/R (7)

exceeds 1/2 will become BHs [55]. The mass contained
within the bubble

M = Ebubble + Eparticles(r < R) (8)

consists of the mass of the particles inside the false vac-
uum region, Eparticles(r < R), and the energy of the bub-
ble,

Ebubble =
4π

3
R3∆V +

4πR2σ√
1− Ṙ2

. (9)

As mentioned above, we can neglect the gravitational
corrections to BH formation when the collapsing bubbles
are smaller than the cosmic horizon. In particular, we
omit the contribution of the total energy density of the
ambient plasma, which, on average, will be much smaller
than the energy density of subhorizon false vacuum bub-
bles when they approach compactness C = 1/2. Our ap-
proach is conservative as gravitational attraction makes
it easier to form BHs.

Our aim is to study the effect of particle-wall interac-
tions on bubble collapse, especially in comparison with
bubble collapse in vacuum. Lattice simulations of a col-
lapsing scalar field bubble in vacuum show that the thin
wall approximation works well until the bubble’s size be-
comes comparable to the thickness of the wall [38]. Thus,
if the pressure buildup is not sufficient to halt the col-
lapse, the maximal compactness will be governed by non-
linear scalar field dynamics which describes the eventual
dissolution of the bubble wall.

This treatment neglects potential quantum effects such
as Pauli blocking of trapped fermions or Bose condensa-
tion of trapped bosons. These effects could affect the
pressure exerted on the bubble wall when the particles
are highly compressed.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Simulation setup

We simulate a system consisting of a thin wall bubble
interacting with free point particles following the method
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of Ref. [54]. The equations of motions of the bubble
radius are solved in terms of dimensionless quantities x ≡
R/R0, τ ≡ t/R0

x′′ + 2
1− x′2
x

= 2
(1− x′2)3/2

xc

(
−1 +

∆P

∆V

)
, (10)

where the apostrophe denotes differentiation with respect
to τ , R0 is the initial bubble radius and xc ≡ R0/Rc its
relation to the critical radius2 Rc ≡ 2σ/∆V . As the
number of simulated particles is much smaller than the
number of particles in physical vacuum bubbles, the mo-
menta and masses of the particles must be rescaled to
keep the dynamics invariant. To preserve ∆P , Eqs. (2)
and (3) imply that the momenta and masses must be
rescaled as p→ cp, mi → cmi when the particle number
is rescaled as N → c−4N .

We start the simulations at τ = 0 with N− = N par-
ticles uniformly distributed in the false vacuum and an
empty true vacuum region, N+ = 0. The number of par-
ticles is conserved throughout the simulation. The initial
momenta of particles are drawn from a Boltzmann dis-
tribution f−(p) ∝ exp(−E−/T−).

The simulation proceeds with timesteps of length ∆τ .
At each timestep, we resolve the particle-wall collisions
following Eq. (2), compute the pressure exerted on the
bubble wall as ∆P = −∆E/(4πR2

0x
2x′∆τ), where ∆E

denotes the total energy transferred from the particles to
the wall, and solve the equation of motion of the wall,
Eq. (10), using the Euler method. The simulation stops
if the simulation time reaches some predefined maximum
value or if x < ∆τ . In the latter case the bubble either
collapses or the chosen timestep can’t be used to simulate
the minimal bubble radius.

Due to the scaling relation with the number of parti-
cles and the choice of units, the physical output of the
simulation can be determined from four dimensionless
parameters, which we choose as

1. the initial wall velocity, vw or ∆V/ρinit,

2. the mass difference across the wall, ∆m/T−,

3. the particle mass inside the bubble, m−/T−,

4. the initial bubble radius, xc ≡ R0/Rc.

The potential energy difference ∆V is set either by fix-
ing initial wall velocity vw to calculate and fix ∆P = ∆V
using equation Eq. (3) or by fixing ratio ∆V/ρinit. To
fully set up the simulation, we must further fix the num-
ber of particles N and the timestep ∆τ . These are chosen
such that the numerical fluctuations in the simulation re-
sults (e.g. maximum compactness) are kept below 1%.

At each timestep, the state of the simulation is saved,
including the bubble radius and the particle density and

2 In the thin-wall limit Rc corresponds to the radius of a nucleating
true vacuum bubble in a phase transition.

momentum distributions. From these results, we can cal-
culate the total energy inside the bubble which gives us
the compactness of the bubble.

B. Numerical implementation

The simulation is characterized by several parameters
related to the numerical implementation: the random
seed, the number of particles N , and the simulation
timestep ∆τ . To check the effects of these parameters on
the results, we performed test simulations in which the
above-mentioned parameters were varied but the physical
parameters were kept fixed as ∆V/ρ = 5.4, ∆m/T− =
1000, m−/T− = 0 and R0/Rc = 100. We simulated until
τ = 2.

Increasing particle number N reduces the numerical
noise in ∆P , but increases the runtime of the simu-
lation. Simulations with varying N up to 7 500 000
showed that all simulations produced similar results up
to the first peak in compactness, with the maximal
compactness differing by less than 1% between simula-
tions, when N ≈ 50 000. We found that the runtime
scales roughly as N0.84. Violation of energy conserva-
tion, Etot(τ)/Etot(τ = 0) − 1, was suppressed as 1/N .
All results shown in the next section, except Fig. 1, are
obtained using N = 750 000.

The simulation timestep ∆τ affects energy conserva-
tion. In current implementations, both a fixed and
an adaptive timestep was used. A fixed timestep was
adopted for making R0/Rc scans in figures Fig. 2 and
Fig. 3. Tests with a variable fixed timestep showed that
lowering the timestep improved the accuracy of the sim-
ulation in terms of energy conservation but also took
longer to run - the runtime scaled as 1/∆τ0.91 and energy
conservation violation scaled as 1.81∆τ . The results in
the next section from simulations with a fixed timestep
were performed with ∆τ = 10−4. The fixed timestep
fails at small bubble sizes x ≈ |x′| ·∆τ , especially when
the bubble is collapsing and contains particles. Adaptive
timestep eliminates this problem.

The numerical pressure ∆P estimates were tested by
comparing them with the analytical estimate (3) (also
(A2)) by assuming equilibrium distributions. We found
that the simulations produced the theoretically predicted
terminal velocities well.

The code is available at GitHub where one version3

used constant timestep and was used to make R0/Rc
scan in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, other plots were made using
the second version4 which used adaptive timestep. Pa-
rameter scans were carried out at the KBFI GPU clus-
ter5, in total for approximately 640 GPU-hours. The

3 https://github.com/HEP-KBFI/bubbleSim/tree/FVBCollapse1
4 https://github.com/HEP-KBFI/bubbleSim/tree/FVBCollapse2
5 9x Nvidia RTX2070S GPUs

https://github.com/HEP-KBFI/bubbleSim/tree/FVBCollapse1
https://github.com/HEP-KBFI/bubbleSim/tree/FVBCollapse2
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FIG. 1. Simulation of a benchmark case with m−/T− = 0,∆m/T− = 2.5, R0/Rc = 5 and ∆V/ρ = 0.47 (or vw = −0.7). The
top row shows the time evolution of the bubble radius (left panel), the bubble compactness (middle panel), and the energy
of the bubble and the particles (right panel). The dashed black lines in the first two panels show the scenario in which the
bubble wall does not interact with the particles. The bottom panels show profiles of energy density (left panel), the mean radial
velocity of the particles (middle panel) and mean particle energy (right panel) at three distinct moments corresponding to the
colored dots in the upper panels. The energy density and mean energy profiles are normalized to the initial value inside the
bubble. The black lines with colored arrows show the location and direction of the bubble wall. N = 7.5 × 106 particles were
used in this simulation.

simulated datasets are available at doi.org/10.5281/
zenodo.7892204.

IV. RESULTS

The above methodology allows us to study the effect of
particle-wall collisions on the dynamics of collapsing false
vacuum bubbles. Fig. 1 shows a benchmark case with
∆m/T− = 2.5, R0/Rc = 5, m− = 0, and ∆V/ρ = 0.47
corresponding to an initial terminal velocity vw = −0.7.
The upper left panel shows the time evolution of the bub-
ble radius. Since ∆m/T− > 1, the particles can become
trapped and the resulting pressure increases as the bub-
ble shrinks. This will eventually stop the collapse. At
this point (shown in purple), the bubble will reach its
maximal compactness. The bubble then begins to ex-
pand and the pressure caused by the particles decreases
causing the wall to slow down and turn around. In this
way, the bubble continues to oscillate, typically with a
decreasing amplitude as the particles gradually escape
and carry away energy. The escaping particles can be
clearly seen in the bottom panels depicting the energy
density, radial velocity, and energy profiles of the par-
ticles at three distinct moments. In the green curves,
showing the profiles right after the bubble had begun to
collapse for the second time, we see a shell of particles in

front of the bubble and a wave propagating away from
the bubble. The latter consists of particles that were
pushed in front of the wall or escaped through the wall
as it turned around. The upper right panel instead shows
how the total energy contained inside the false vacuum
region is distributed between the bubble and the particles
inside the bubble. At the minimal radius, when the max-
imal compactness is reached, the particles carry almost
all of the energy, and the total energy Ebubble +Eparticles

is smaller than Ebubble at the beginning of the simulation.
In general, the behavior of the vacuum bubbles ob-

served in the simulations can be classified into three
broad and qualitatively distinct categories:

• Oscillations: The pressure can halt the collapse of the
bubble causing its size and compactness to oscillate.
This situation is depicted in Fig. 1.

• Collapse: The pressure buildup is never sufficient to
stop a runaway collapse and thus the bubble’s radius
decreases monotonously in time.

• Mixed: Intermediate scenarios in which the bubble will
initially begin to oscillate, but eventually collapses.

The collapse in the mixed scenario can be attributed to
the gradual escaping of particles and the resulting pres-
sure loss. It is thus expected, that oscillating bubbles
will eventually collapse completely if such a process is

doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7892204
doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7892204
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FIG. 2. The compactness and the mass at the first peak in compactness in case the particles are relativistic in the false vacuum
(m− = 0). In the two panels on the left, the initial terminal wall velocity is vw = −0.6, while in the two panels on the right,
the initial velocity was set to 0 and the initial radius to R0/Rc = 50. In the regions with a gray coloring or hatching, no peak
in compactness was observed. In this case (gray hatching), the mass was estimated close to the end of the simulation. In the
region with the white hatching region, the compactness increased after the first peak. In the black region, the bubble begins to
expand initially as ∆P > ∆V . Below the black dot-dashed curve we estimate that initially ∆P > ∆V by Eq. (3), while above
the black dashed line there is no initial terminal velocity by Eq. (3).

energetically allowed. For non-interacting particles, this
means that the combined mass M of the bubble con-
taining N particles in the false vacuum should at least
exceed the mass of these particles in the true vacuum,
i.e., M > Nm+. The temporal evolution of a selection
of example scenarios displaying all above mentioned be-
haviours is shown in Appendix B.

In the following, we discuss three qualitatively differ-
ent cases depending on the sign of the mass difference
∆m and whether the particles inside the bubble are rela-
tivistic or not. We perform scans of the parameter space
to study the dependence of the maximal compactness on
the parameters.

A. Relativistic particles (m− � T−)

To study the case in which the particles are relativistic
inside the bubble we set the m− = 0. The behaviour
of the bubble during collapse can be quantified by the
compactness Cpk and the total mass Mpk at the first
compactness peak (see e.g. the purple point in Fig. 1).
In almost all cases studied, Cpk will give the maximal
compactness of the system unless the bubble collapses
completely. Therefore, Cpk is a good indicator of whether
the collapse can lead to the formation of a BH and Mpk

can be used to estimate the mass of the BH. In particular,
BH formation is not possible if Cpk does not exceed the
initial compactness C0.

In Fig. 2 we show Cpk andMpk normalized to the initial
compactness C0 and mass M0 over a wide range of the
model parameters. In the region denoted by gray coloring
or gray hatching a compactness peak is not reached as
the bubble monotonously collapses. In this region, we

show the mass close to the end of the simulation6. An
immediate collapse of the bubble happens in the following
cases

(i) A small ∆m/T− allows the particles to escape easily
and the buildup of energy density in front of the col-
lapsing bubble wall is not sufficient to stop the wall.

(ii) For small R0/Rc, the curvature of the bubble (the sec-
ond term in Eq. (4)) can drive the collapse.

(iii) For large ∆V/ρinit there is no initial terminal velocity
for the wall and the bubble collapses within time t ≈
R0.

The special case of bubbles that oscillate before enter-
ing runaway collapse is observed when ∆m/T− is small
and R0/Rc is large. Such scenarios are indicated using
white hatching in Fig. 2. As mentioned above, the parti-
cles escape easily for a small ∆m/T− and, consequently,
the particle number and pressure can significantly drop
as the bubble oscillates (for examples, see Appendix B).
The loss of pressure is accompanied by a significant loss of
total energy making BH formation significantly more dif-
ficult even when the bubble eventually enters a runaway
collapse. We observed that the runaway collapse was pre-
ceded by multiple oscillations in simulations performed
for the white-hatched region in the first two panels of
Fig. 2 for which a moderate terminal velocity vw = −0.6
was assumed. On the other hand, in the last two pan-
els, the white hatching appears close to the region where

6 In the gray-hatched regions, Mpk is given at the point when the
bubble contains 103 particles or at the end of the simulation if
the number of particles inside the bubble was always larger.



6

1 10 102

∆m/T−

1

10

102

R
0
/
R
c

100 101 102

∆m/T−

10−1 1 10
Cpk/C0

10−2 10−1 1
Mpk/M0

1 10 102 103

∆m/T−

10−2

10−1

1

10

102

103

104

105

∆
V
/
ρ
in

it

100 101 102 103

∆m/T−

1 10 102 103
Cpk/C0

10−2 10−1 1
Mpk/M0

FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2 but assuming non-relativistic particles with m− = 10T− in the false vacuum.

vw ≈ 1 and only a single turnaround was observed for
most cases. We stress, however, that the white-hatched
regions in Fig. 2 show only the results of the simulation
for which the bubbles were simulated for a finite phys-
ical time interval. It is expected, that the parameter
space for which an eventual runaway collapse can take
place would be enlarged if we simulated the bubbles for
a longer physical time period.

Let us take a closer look at the case with ∆m/T− � 1
where the particles can be efficiently trapped. For vw =
−0.6 we find that ∆m/T− & 10 is sufficient to avoid
runaway collapse during the simulation. Crucially, there
is almost no energy loss (Mpk ≈ M0) and Cpk plateaus
for slightly larger mass differences, ∆m/T− ≥ 20. For
vw = −0.6 only a mild increase in compactness Cpk .
3C0 is observed when R0 � Rc and ∆m� T−.

As can be seen in the first two panels of Fig. 2, for
R0/Rc � 1 the behaviour of the bubble is only weakly
affected by the initial size. The last two panels in Fig. 2
show simulations with R0/Rc = 50 for which it is ex-
pected that the dependence on R0 is weak. An initial
terminal velocity exists when ∆P ≤ ∆V . This inequal-
ity is saturated for relativistic walls vw ≈ 1 for which
∆P ≈ ∆m2n−/4T− (see Eq. (A2) or Ref. [56]). Using
ρinit = 3T−n−, we find that the bubble has an initial
terminal velocity if

∆V

ρinit
&

1

12

∆m2

T 2
−

. (11)

The boundary of this region is shown by the black dashed
curve in the last two panels of Fig. 2.7 If the system is far
from saturating the condition (11), the collapse proceeds
as it would in a vacuum until the growing pressure of the

7 Since ∆P peaks at subliminal velocities vw < 1 (see Ap-
pendix A), using the vw → 1 limit introduces a O(10%) error
into the condition Eq. (11) when compared to the exact result
shown by the black dashed curve line in Fig. 2.

compressed particles can revert the collapse. Although
not exact, the existence of initial terminal velocity turns
out to be a good predictor of runaway collapse. Moreover,
we see that the peak compactness is determined almost
entirely by ∆V/ρinit as long as (11) is satisfied and that
the total energy of the system is conserved (Mpk ≈M0).
The latter holds partially because when ∆V � ρinit, the
total mass is contained in the bubble instead of the par-
ticles, M ≈ Ebubble, and thus M is not too strongly af-
fected by escaping particles.

Most importantly, we find that with ∆V � ρinit,
the bubbles can become significantly more compact than
they initially were. Thus, such scenarios could be consid-
ered the most optimal for BH formation. However, given
that our goal is to address the potential for the trapped
particles to assist BH production, this result is rather
discouraging. First, trapped particles always hamper the
wall, and, second, the role of particles is diminished in
the ∆V � ρinit limit.

Finally, we remark, that for ∆V . ρinit, the pressure
due to the particles can cause the bubble to expand ini-
tially as ∆V < ∆P , i.e., the inside of the bubble is not in
the false vacuum due to thermal corrections to ∆V . This
case is indicated by the black region in the leftmost pan-
els of Fig. 2 and is in good agreement with the analytic
estimate using Eq. (A2).8

B. Non-relativistic particles (m− � T−)

To study the case where the bubble is populated by
non-relativistic particles, m− � T−, we show the simu-
lation results Fig. 3 for m− = 10T−. If the particles are
non-relativistic, a mild relative difference in masses can

8 The gray band between the black and colored regions is a numeri-
cal artifact that appears due to the bubble having an almost van-
ishing terminal velocity vw ≈ 0. As a result, the radius does not
turn around during the time period the bubble was simulated.
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10, ∆m/T− = 10, ∆V/ρinit = 0.69 and R0/Rc = 50. The solid line represents a scenario in which particles interact with the
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trap the particles. On the other hand, collisions with
a nearly relativistic wall can easily accelerate the par-
ticles to relativistic speeds and provide sufficient energy
for them to escape. Consequently, a peak in compactness
appears at higher ∆m/T− values when compared to the
relativistic case. As can be seen from Fig. 3, the total
mass within the bubble is quite well conserved in almost
all simulations in which the particles were able to stop
the collapse.

In many aspects, the non-relativistic scenario is similar
to the relativistic case: For a fixed vw = −0.6, we find
that the compactness plateaus for large values of R0/Rc
and ∆m/T−, although both Cpk/C0 and Mpk/M0 vary
much less in the non-relativistic case than in the rela-
tivistic one. Additionally, for large R0/Rc > 0, the peak
compactness Cpk is nearly independent of ∆m/T− away
from the (gray) parameter region in which an immediate
runaway collapse can be avoided.

C. Inverted mass (m− > m+)

When the mass of the particles in the true vacuum is
smaller than in the false vacuum, i.e. (m− > m+), they
can transfer energy to the wall when crossing it. This
results in negative pressure ∆P and will accelerate the
collapse. A benchmark simulation of such a scenario is
shown in Fig. 4. As can be seen from the left panel, the
bubble collapses faster than in the corresponding non-
interacting system. The middle panel shows that the
compactness of the system is at all times larger than
without the interactions and the right panel shows that
interactions increase the energy of the bubble, while in
the non-interacting case, the energy stays constant, as
expected. The energy of the particles inside the bub-
ble decreases as ∝ R3 with decreasing radius, which is
expected when the particles are allowed to freely exit
the bubble. One can also observe that the total energy
within the bubble plateaus at the end of both simulations
when most particles have exited the bubble. This is ex-
pected because the energy of the particles is too small

to significantly affect the dynamics of the bubble even
if they interact with the wall. After this point, the col-
lapse proceeds as it would in the absence of particle-wall
interactions.

Compared to the non-interacting case, the enhanced
total mass and compactness will make BH formation eas-
ier and the formed BHs heavier. However, to study the
maximal compactness of the freely collapsing bubbles ob-
served at the end of the simulation, it would be required
to go beyond the thin-wall approximation and adapt a
computational method in which thick walls and their
eventual dissolution could be resolved.

V. DISCUSSION

A. Implications for PBH phenomenology

Our key result is that the compactness reached by the
collapsing false vacuum bubble in the presence of parti-
cles that in the true vacuum are heavier than in the false
vacuum is always lower than in cases where the particles
can be neglected. This implies that the presence of par-
ticles in this case makes the production of PBHs more
difficult. Thus, the mechanisms where PBH production
relies on the particle density building up [52, 53] neces-
sarily should include the back-reaction of particles on the
wall to avoid unrealistically optimistic conclusions. An
exception is the case in which particles have lower mass
after the transition, but achieving this requires specific
model building.

As expected, the stronger the transition, the greater
the compactness that can be reached before the pressure
caused by the particles overcomes the vacuum pressure.
On the other hand, the relatively small initial size of the
remnant compared to the size of the nucleating bubble
increases the maximum compactness while for a much
larger size, the value quickly asymptotes to a constant.
The reason for this is that the pressure starts to increase
only after the particle shells in front of the wall reach the
center of the bubble. The mass of the region at the peak



8

of compactness is controlled mostly by the mass differ-
ence ∆m, with large masses keeping the initial mass of
the region while lower values lead to a significant leakage
of particles and predict significantly lower total mass in
the case of weak transitions, ∆V ∼ ρinit.

B. Implications for baryogenesis

Recent progress in electroweak baryogenesis [57–65]
has shown that the baryon asymmetry can be generated
also for not very slow walls provided only that the fluid
is heated in front of the bubble wall. This, however, still
does not typically allow for the production of detectable
gravitational waves [59, 62, 65]. Our results indicate that
baryogenesis could be saved even in very strong transi-
tions due to the presence of particles gaining a large mass
upon wall crossing. This is because the false vacuum
remnants will slow down the bubble walls significantly,
even reversing the collapse of remnants briefly before the
particles have time to leak out and decrease the pres-
sure inside. As a result, even if the walls were initially
very fast, baryon asymmetry can still be generated as the
false vacuum remnants slowly disappear. A similar effect
was observed in hydrodynamical simulations in the case
where a large number of new degrees of freedom in the
plasma leads to the formation of remnants in the form of
plasma droplets [66, 67].

C. Model building considerations

The particles in our simulations are non-interacting.
On top of being a computational simplification, this is a
good approximation of physics, if the mean free time of
the particles is longer than the timescale of the bubble
collapse. For example, let us consider a fermion ψ with a
Yukawa interaction yφψ̄ψ and a bare mass term mψψ̄ψ.
The scalar φ is responsible for the bubble and acquires
a vacuum expectation value v in the true vacuum. The
mass of ψ in the false and true vacuum regions is m− =
mψ and m+ = mψ + yv. For y > 0, ψ particles exert
significant friction on the wall of a shrinking false vacuum
bubble when

Tψ . ∆mψ =

{
yv , mψ � |yv|
(2yvmψ)

1
2 , mψ � |yv|

, (12)

where Tψ is the temperature of ψ particles which may not
be in thermal equilibrium with the rest of the Universe.
More generally, Tψ can be taken to be a characteristic
momentum scale, in case the momentum distribution of
ψ deviates from the thermal one. Alternatively, the in-
verted mass scenario with m− > m+ can be realized for
−mψ/v < y < 0 or if y > 0 and the vacuum expectation
value of φ in the false vacuum is large than in the true
vacuum.

The Yukawa coupling implies several processes that
cause momentum exchange between ψ particles and be-

tween ψ and φ particles. The potentially relevant in-
teractions of ψ in this setup are ψψ → ψψ, ψ̄ψ → ψ̄ψ
and φψ → φψ, ψ̄ψ → φφ. Assuming a heavy φ, that is,
mφ � Tψ,mψ, the abundance of φ particles will be Boltz-
mann suppressed or diminished by the decay φ → ψψ̄.
Importantly, the thermally averaged cross-sections for ψ
self-scattering,9

〈σψψv〉 ≈
y4

2πm4
φ

{
5T 2

ψ/4 , mψ � Tψ

(m3
ψTψ/π)

1
2 , mψ � Tψ

, (13)

will be suppressed by m4
φ.

The mean free time τψ = (nψ 〈σψψv〉)−1 should then
be compared with the timescale of the bubble collapse,
which we estimate as τFVB = R/vw, or τFVB ≈ β−1 in
case the bubbles were nucleated during a first-order phase
transition. That is, the fluid is non-interacting when

nψ 〈σψψv〉 τFVB � 1 . (14)

This condition can be naturally satisfied for false vac-
uum bubbles formed during inflation as the mass of the
scalar can be comparable to the scale of inflation, while
the bubble collapse can take place at much lower tem-
peratures, at which the interactions have effectively been
turned off. In such set-ups, thermalization of ψ is possi-
ble in the early Universe, while ψ can decouple as tem-
peratures drop much below mφ. We will not require ψ
to be stable – bubble collapse will not be affected if its
lifetime exceeds τFVB. The application to scenarios in
which the bubbles are created during a first-order phase
transition requires more intricate model building and has
been partially addressed in Ref. [68].

As an example, let us consider a case in which ψ
was in thermal equilibrium at high temperatures so that
nψ = nψ,eq ∝ T 3, where T denotes the temperature of
the thermal bath. The thermal distribution of ψ is then
approximately preserved until the bubble begins to col-
lapse and we can estimate Tψ ≈ T for a relativistic ψ and
Tψ ≈ T 2/mψ for a non-relativistic ψ that has decoupled
from the thermal bath. We can conservatively assume
that the collapse timescale is comparable to the Hubble
time, τFVB ≈ H−1 so the condition (14) reads

y � 3mφ

T

{
(T/MPl)

1
4 , mψ � Tψ

(T 2/MPlmψ)
1
4 , mψ � Tψ

, (15)

where MPl denotes the Planck mass. For example, T =
100 GeV and mφ = 100 TeV gives a relatively mild bound

y � 0.2 for relativistic ψ and y � 0.3(T/mψ)1/4 for non-
relativistic ψ. Such couplings are consistent with the
assumed thermalization at high temperatures.

9 As we are interested in the order of magnitude estimates, we
compute the thermal average assuming Boltzmann distributed
particles neglecting Pauli blocking factors.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the collapse of false vacuum regions
in the presence of feebly interacting particles whose mass
between the vacua changes. This mass difference causes
the particles to interact with the wall of the false vacuum
domain and consequently affects its evolution. Through
simulations involving a thin-wall bubble coupled to an
N-particle system, we explored the parameter space in
terms of the strength of the transition and the mass
change of the particles.

We have found that the presence of particles limits the
compactness achievable by the collapsing regions. When
the particles can effectively be trapped within the false
vacuum region, their pressure can eventually surpass the
vacuum pressure, leading to the expansion of the false
vacuum domain. This leads to oscillations in the size of
the false vacuum region, with the most compact state
reached during the first oscillation. Subsequent cycles
fail to surpass this threshold due to energy carried away
by escaping particles. Consequently, the presence of even
feebly interacting particles can only suppress the poten-
tial for primordial black hole production.

On the other hand, we find that primordial black hole
production may be enhanced when the particles’ mass is
smaller in the true vacuum, so that the particles cannot
be trapped inside the false vacuum domains. Further-
more, slowing down the walls during the final moments
of the transition can augment the production of a baryon
asymmetry through electroweak baryogenesis.
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Appendix A: Wall dynamics in the thermal limit

To obtain a better understanding of the effect of par-
ticles on the dynamics of the bubble, it is instructive to
consider the case in which the particles follow an almost
thermal distribution. Assuming a thermal momentum
distribution when estimating the effect of particle colli-
sions can be a decent approximation even when parti-
cles are taken to be effectively non-interacting, i.e., when
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FIG. 5. ∆P/ρ as a function of ∆m/T− and Lorentz factor of
the bubble wall for relativistic m− = 0 (left panel) and non-
relativistic m−/T− = 10 particles (right panel). The black
line shows the maximal ∆P/ρ for a fixed ∆m/T−.

there is no force that enforces the equilibrium. This is be-
cause the particles that have collided with the wall of the
shrinking bubble move rapidly away from the wall and
are unlikely to collide with it again. Therefore most of
the collisions take place with particles that have not yet
interacted with the wall and are expected to have inher-
ited a thermal distribution before the phase transition.
However, this argument fails when multiple scatterings
with the bubble wall are likely, e.g. for small bubbles or
bubbles oscillating in size.

We can estimate ∆P from Eq. (3) by assuming that
T− � m− ≈ 0 and that the dominant contribution to
the pressure arises from the ”-” region. In the rest frame
of the fluid, we obtain that

∆P =
1

3

(1− Ṙ)2

1 + Ṙ

[
ρ− 1

2

〈
p

[
1−

∆m

p

√
1 + Ṙ

1− Ṙ

3

−

−

1−

∆m

p

√
1 + Ṙ

1− Ṙ

2


3
2 ]〉]

,

(A1)
With fi(p) ∝ e−E/Ti this gives

∆P =
ρ

3

(1− Ṙ)2

1 + Ṙ

1−G∆P

∆m

T

√
1 + Ṙ

1− Ṙ

 , (A2)

where Ṙ < 0 is the velocity of the collapsing wall and

G∆P (x) ≡ 1

4

(
e−x(2 + 2x+ x2) + x2K2(x)

)
, (A3)

and K2 denotes the modified Bessel function of the
second kind. The monotonously decreasing function
G∆P (x) characterizes the effect of particles crossing the
wall. In particular, G∆P → 0 in the ∆m/T → ∞ limit.
In this limit, all particles are stuck inside the false vac-
uum bubble since they do not have enough energy to
cross the bubble wall and

∆P

ρ

∆m/T→∞
=

1

3

(1− Ṙ)2

1 + Ṙ
(A4)
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FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 6 but showing the time evolution of the compactness. The density of particles is zero in the ∆m/T− = 0
case.
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does not depend on the temperature and is, in fact, in-
dependent of the momentum distribution as long as it is
isotropic. In the limit of relativistic walls, Ṙ→ 1, Eq. (3)
recovers the result of Ref. [56] and, assuming a Boltz-
mann distribution, Eq. (A2) gives ∆P/ρ = (∆m/T )2/12.
In particular, ∆P/ρ → ∞ for relativistic walls when
∆m/T → ∞. Therefore, if particles can not escape the

FVB, there must be a maximal velocity |Ṙ| < 1, and
the unbounded growth of pressure can always invert the
collapse. Such bubbles would either start to oscillate in
size or form a BH if they can become sufficiently compact
before the accumulating pressure stops their collapse.

Analogously, the flux of the particle number and en-
ergy across the bubble wall

jn ≡
d3N

dtd2S
=
n−
4

(1− Ṙ)2Gn

∆m

T

√
1 + Ṙ

1− Ṙ

 ,

jρ ≡
d3E

dtd2S
=
ρ−
4

(1− Ṙ)2Gρ

∆m

T

√
1 + Ṙ

1− Ṙ

 ,

(A5)

where Gn(x) ≡ e−x(1 + x), Gρ(x) ≡ e−x(1 + x + x2/3).
The fluxes through the wall are exponentially suppressed
in the limit ∆m� T− allowing for very efficient trapping
of particles.

We remark that (A5) assumes that the contribution
from outside of the bubble is negligible and fails when this
assumption is not satisfied. In the absence of a barrier,
i.e. ∆m = 0, the flux reads jn = n−(1 − Ṙ)2/4. As a
sanity check, consider a non-interacting wall for which we
should have n± = n. Accounting for the flux of particles

from outside of the bubble gives jn = n(1−Ṙ)2/4+n(1+

Ṙ)2/4 = nṘ, as expected.
Fig. 5 shows ∆P as a function of the Lorentz factor

of the wall γ = (1 − Ṙ)−1/2 for relativistic particles
(m− = 0) using Eq. (A2) in the left panel and, in the
right panel, for non-relativistic particles (m− = 10T−)
computed numerically from Eq. (3). Importantly, with
∆m/T fixed, ∆P attains a maximum for a finite value
of γ. In the non-relativistic case, the maximal ∆P corre-
sponds to mildly relativistic (|Ṙ| = O(0.5)) walls. This
is shown by the black line in Fig. 5. Walls with Lorentz
factors above the black line are unstable since a small up-
ward fluctuation in velocity would decrease the pressure
∆P and allow the wall to accelerate even further towards
|Ṙ| = 1 (or γ →∞).

Appendix B: Additional figures

Here we present additional figures that show the evo-
lution of the bubble radius, in Fig. 6, and compactness,
in Fig. 7, for various model parameters.
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Tri-hypercharge: a separate gauged weak hypercharge for
each fermion family as the origin of flavour
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Abstract: We propose a tri-hypercharge (TH) extension of the Standard Model (SM) in which a
separate gauged weak hypercharge is associated with each fermion family. In this way, every quark
and lepton multiplet carries unique gauge quantum numbers under the extended gauge group,
providing the starting point for a theory of flavour. If the Higgs doublets only carry third family
hypercharge, then only third family renormalisable Yukawa couplings are allowed. However, non-
renormalisable Yukawa couplings may be induced by the high scale Higgs fields (hyperons) which
break the three hypercharges down to the SM hypercharge, providing an explanation for fermion
mass hierarchies and the smallness of CKM quark mixing. Following a similar methodology, we
study the origin of neutrino masses and mixing in this model. Due to the TH gauge symmetry, the
implementation of a seesaw mechanism naturally leads to a low scale seesaw, where the right-handed
neutrinos in the model may be as light as the TeV scale. We present simple examples of hyperon
fields which can reproduce all quark and lepton (including neutrino) masses and mixing. After
a preliminary phenomenological study, we conclude that one of the massive Z ′ bosons can be as
light as a few TeV, with implications for flavour-violating observables, LHC physics and electroweak
precision observables.
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1 Introduction

The existence of the three families of quarks and leptons is one of the fundamental mysteries of the
Standard Model (SM). Indeed many of the parameters of the SM are associated with the resulting
quark and lepton mass patterns and mixings. The low energy masses of quarks and charged leptons
may be expressed approximately as [1]

mt ∼
vSM√

2
, mc ∼ λ3.3 vSM√

2
, mu ∼ λ7.5 vSM√

2
, (1.1)

mb ∼ λ2.5 vSM√
2
, ms ∼ λ5.0 vSM√

2
, md ∼ λ7.0 vSM√

2
, (1.2)

mτ ∼ λ3.0 vSM√
2
, mµ ∼ λ4.9 vSM√

2
, me ∼ λ8.4 vSM√

2
, (1.3)

where vSM ' 246 GeV is the SM vacuum expectation value (VEV) and λ ' 0.224 is the Wolfenstein
parameter which parameterises the CKM matrix as

Vus ∼ λ , Vcb ∼ λ2 , Vub ∼ λ3 . (1.4)

The hierarchical patterns of masses and CKM mixing, and the possibility that they might be
understood in the form of a more fundamental theory of flavour beyond the SM, has classically
been denoted as the flavour puzzle. The discovery of neutrino oscillations, which proves that at
least two neutrinos have non-zero mass, has made the flavour puzzle difficult to ignore, enlarging
the flavour sector with extra neutrino mixing angles [2, 3]

tan θ23 ∼ 1 , tan θ12 ∼
1√
2
, θ13 ∼

λ√
2
, (1.5)

plus very tiny neutrino masses which follow either a normal or inverted ordering. The need of a
theory of flavour for fermion masses and mixings is now more urgent than ever.

A successful theory of flavour usually involves new gauge structures beyond the SM group,
broken at some high scale down to the SM. Traditionally, such gauge structures have been considered
to be flavour universal, such as grand unified theories (GUTs) which embed all three families in
an identical way, extended GUTs which embed all three families, along with extra exotic fermions,
or family non-universal theories involving family symmetries which commute with the SM gauge
group, and are then spontaneously broken, leading to family structure. However, there are other less
explored ways in which the SM gauge group could be embedded into a larger gauge structure in a
flavour non-universal way. In particular, non-universal family decomposition of the SM gauge group
(including a hierarchical symmetry breaking pattern down to the SM) was first proposed during the
80s and 90s, with the purpose of motivating lepton non-universality [4–7] or assisting technicolor
model building [8–10]. However, the natural origin of flavour hierarchies in such a framework was
not highlighted until more recently in [11, 12]. Here it was proposed that the flavour non-universality
of Yukawa couplings in the SM might well find its origin in a flavour non-universal gauge sector,
broken in a hierarchical way down to the SM, where such a hierarchy between scales might find a
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natural origin in extra dimensional setups [13]. Interestingly, model building in this direction has
received particular attention in recent years [14–19]. With the exception of Ref. [19], the remaining
recent attempts have been motivated by the need to obtain a TeV scale vector leptoquark from
Pati-Salam unification1 in order to address the so-called B-anomalies. Therefore, all these setups
share a similar feature: a low scale SU(4) gauge group under which only the third family of SM
fermions transforms in a non-trivial way. Instead, here we want to explore the capabilities of flavour
non-universality to address the flavour puzzle in a more minimal, simple and bottom-up approach.

In this paper, we propose that the SM gauge group is embedded at high energy into a larger
gauge group which includes three separate weak hypercharge gauge groups,

SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y1 × U(1)Y2 × U(1)Y3 , (1.6)

which we will denote as the tri-hypercharge (TH) U(1)3
Y gauge group. We will associate each of

the three hypercharge gauge groups with a separate SM family, such that each fermion family
i only carries hypercharge under a corresponding U(1)Yi factor. This ensures that each family
transforms differently under the gauge group U(1)3

Y , which avoids the family repetition of the
SM, and provides the starting point for a theory of flavour. For example, assuming that a single
Higgs doublet only carries third family hypercharge, then only the third family Yukawa couplings
are allowed at renormalisable level. With two Higgs doublets carrying third family hypercharge, we
show that the naturalness of the scheme increases. This simple and economical framework naturally
explains the heaviness of the third family, the smallness of Vcb and Vub, and delivers an accidental
and global U(2)5 flavour symmetry acting on the light families, which is known to provide a good
first order description of the SM spectrum plus an efficient suppression of flavour-violating effects
for new physics [23]. Remarkably, this appears to be the simplest way to provide the U(2)5 flavour
symmetry2. The masses of first and second family fermions, along with the CKM mixing, then
appear as soft U(2)5-breaking terms that arise after the cascade spontaneous symmetry breaking of
U(1)3

Y down to SM hypercharge, which can be parameterised in a model-independent way in terms
of spurions. In a realistic model, the spurions will be realised by a choice of “hyperon” scalars which
transform under the different family hypercharge groups, breaking the tri-hypercharge symmetry.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the TH gauge group, along with the
fermion and Higgs content of the model. We discuss the implications for third family fermion masses
along with the mass hierarchy between the top and bottom/tau fermions. In Section 3 we study
the origin of charged fermion masses and mixing in the TH model, firstly via a spurion formalism
which reveals model-independent considerations, and secondly by introducing example models with
hyperons. In Section 4 we study the origin of neutrino masses and mixing. In particular, we discuss
the impact of the U(2)5 flavour symmetry over the dimension-5 Weinberg operator, and afterwards
we provide an example seesaw model where neutrino masses and mixing can be accommodated. In
Section 5 we perform a preliminary exploration of the phenomenological implications and discovery
prospects of the U(1)3

Y theory of flavour. Finally, Section 6 outlines our main conclusions.
1Remarkably, flavour non-universality is not the only way to connect the TeV-scale Pati-Salam vector leptoquark

addressing the B-anomalies with the origin of flavour hierarchies, see the flavour universal theory of flavour in [20–22].
2An alternative (less simple) way to deliver U(2)5 consists of decomposing SU(2)L and either the vector-like or

right-handed components of hypercharge (see the complete review of Ref. [24]). Another example [25] considered an
extension of the SM by a U(1)Y3 gauge group under which only third family fermions (and the Higgs) are hypercharge-
like charged, where U(1)Y3 commutes with SM hypercharge, leading to an accidental U(2)5.

– 2 –



Field SU(3)c SU(2)L U(1)Y1 U(1)Y2 U(1)Y3

Q1 3 2 1/6 0 0
uc1 3̄ 1 −2/3 0 0
dc1 3̄ 1 1/3 0 0
L1 1 2 −1/2 0 0
ec1 1 1 1 0 0
Q2 3 2 0 1/6 0
uc2 3̄ 1 0 −2/3 0
dc2 3̄ 1 0 1/3 0
L2 1 2 0 −1/2 0
ec2 1 1 0 1 0
Q3 3 2 0 0 1/6
uc3 3̄ 1 0 0 −2/3
dc3 3̄ 1 0 0 1/3
L3 1 2 0 0 −1/2
ec3 1 1 0 0 1

Table 1: Charge assignments of the SM fermions under the TH gauge group. Qi and Li (where
i = 1, 2, 3) are left-handed (LH) SU(2)L doublets of chiral quarks and leptons, while uci , dci and eci
are the CP conjugated right-handed (RH) quarks and leptons (so that they become left-handed).

2 The Tri-hypercharge gauge theory

The TH extended gauge group is based on assigning a separate gauged weak hypercharge to each
fermion family,

SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y1 × U(1)Y2 × U(1)Y3 , (2.1)

in such a way that the ith fermion family only carries Yi hypercharge, with the other hypercharges set
equal to zero (see Table 1), where Y = Y1 + Y2 + Y3 is equal to SM weak hypercharge. Anomalies
cancel separately for each family, as in the SM, but without family replication. The TH gauge
group is broken down to the SM via appropriate SM singlet scalars, which however carry family
hypercharges. We denote these fields linking the family hypercharges as hyperons. A common
assumption in non-universal theories of flavour is that the link scalars develop hierarchical VEVs, in
such a way that the family specific gauge groups are broken in a cascade symmetry breaking down
to the SM. In particular, we motivate the following symmetry breaking pattern

SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y1 × U(1)Y2 × U(1)Y3
v12→ SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y1+Y2 × U(1)Y3 (2.2)
v23→ SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y1+Y2+Y3 .

We will see that a mild hierarchy v12 > v23 can play a role for accommodating the fermion mass
hierarchies. Moreover, this setup has the advantage that the massive Z ′ arising from the 12-breaking
is naturally heavier, suppressing the dangerous 1-2 flavour-changing neutral currents (FCNCs).
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Instead, the Z ′ arising from 23-breaking can be lighter, leading to a more interesting low energy
phenomenology and discovery prospects, as we will see in Section 5.

Provided that the SM Higgs only carries third family hypercharge H(1,2)(0,0,− 1
2 ), then only the

third family Yukawa couplings are allowed at renormalisable level and an accidental U(2)5 flavour
symmetry acting on the light families emerges,

L = ytQ3H̃u
c
3 + ybQ3Hd

c
3 + yτL3He

c
3 + h.c. (2.3)

where H̃ is the CP conjugate of H. This setup already provides an explanation of the smallness of
light fermions masses with respect to the third family, along with the smallness of quark mixing, as
they all must arise from non-renormalisable operators which provide small U(2)5-breaking effects.
Although this is a good first order description of the SM spectrum, the question of why the bottom
and tau fermions are much lighter than the top remains unanswered, and assuming only a single
Higgs doublet, a tuning of order 2% for the bottom coupling and of 1% for the tau coupling would
be required. Given that ms,µ ∝ λ5mt while mc ∝ λ3mt, this setup also requires to generate a
stronger fermion hierarchy in the down and charged lepton sectors with respect to the up sector,
unless the tuning in the bottom and tau couplings is extended to the second family. As we shall see
shortly, the U(1)3

Y model (and very likely a more general set of non-universal theories of flavour)
predicts a similar mass hierarchy for all charged sectors.

Due to the above considerations, it seems natural to consider a type II two Higgs doublet model
(2HDM), where both Higgs doublets only carry third family hypercharge,

Hu(1,2)(0,0, 1
2 ), Hd(1,2)(0,0,− 1

2 ) , (2.4)

where as usual for a type II 2HDM, FCNCs can be forbidden by either a softly broken Z2 discrete
symmetry or by supersymmetry (not necessarily low scale), which we however do not specify in
order to preserve the bottom-up spirit of this work. In any case, tan β = vu/vd ∼ λ−2 ≈ 20,
which is compatible with current data (see e.g. [26, 27]), will provide the hierarchy between the top
and bottom/tau masses with all dimensionless couplings being natural. Such an overall hierarchy
between the down and charged lepton sector with respect to the up sector is extended to all families,
providing a better description of second family charged fermion masses as we shall see.

3 Charged fermion masses and mixing

3.1 Lessons from the spurion formalism

In all generality, we introduce U(2)5-breaking spurions Φ in the Yukawa matrices of charged fermions

L =
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) Φ(1
2 , 0,−

1
2) Φ(−1

6 ,
2
3 ,−

1
2) Φ(−1

6 , 0,
1
6)

Φ(2
3 ,−

1
6 ,−

1
2) Φ(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2) Φ(0,−1

6 ,
1
6)

Φ(2
3 , 0,−

2
3) Φ(0, 2

3 ,−
2
3) 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

Hu

+
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) Φ(−1
2 , 0,

1
2) Φ(−1

6 ,−
1
3 ,

1
2) Φ(−1

6 , 0,
1
6)

Φ(−1
3 ,−

1
6 ,

1
2) Φ(0,−1

2 ,
1
2) Φ(0,−1

6 ,
1
6)

Φ(−1
3 , 0,

1
3) Φ(0,−1

3 ,
1
3) 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

Hd (3.1)
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+
(
L1 L2 L3

)Φ(−1
2 , 0,

1
2) Φ(1

2 ,−1, 1
2) Φ(1

2 , 0,−
1
2)

Φ(−1, 1
2 ,

1
2) Φ(0,−1

2 ,
1
2) Φ(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2)

Φ(−1, 0, 1) Φ(0,−1, 1) 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

Hd + h.c. ,

where each spurion carries non-trivial charge assignments under U(1)3
Y . In an effective field theory

(EFT) approach, each spurion above can be matched to specific ratios of hyperons φi over EFT
cut-off scales Λi, i.e.

Φ = φ1...φn
Λ1...Λn

, (3.2)

where we have suppressed dimensionless couplings. The choice of hyperons and Λ(s) above carries
all the model dependence.

Assuming that the cut-off scales Λi of the EFT are universal, i.e. that all Λi (s) are common to
all charged sectors, then the spurion formalism reveals some general considerations about the origin
of charged fermion masses and mixing:

• The same spurions (up to conjugation) appear in the diagonal entries of all matrices. There-
fore, unless texture zeros are introduced in specific models, this means that the masses of
second family fermions are likely to be degenerate up to dimensionless couplings, and the
same discussion applies to first family fermions. This motivates again the addition of the
second Higgs doublet or an alternative mechanism in order to generate the hierarchy between
the charm mass and the lighter strange and muon masses.

• The same spurions appear in the (2,3) entries of the up and down matrices. Therefore, the 2-3
mixing in both the up and down sectors is expected to be of similar size, giving no predictions
about the alignment of the CKM element Vcb. The similar argument applies to 1-3 mixing
and Vub.

• The spurions in the (1,2) entry of the up and down matrices are different. Therefore, specific
models have the potential to give predictions about the alignment of the CKM element Vus.

• The same spurion (up to conjugation) that enters in all (2,2) entries also populates the (2,3)
entry of the charged lepton Yukawa matrix. Similarly, the same spurion (up to conjugation)
that enters in all (1,1) entries also populates the (1,3) entry of the charged lepton Yukawa
matrix. In general, this predicts left-handed µ− τ (e− τ) mixing of O(m2/m3) (O(m1/m3)),
unless texture zeros are introduced in specific models (see Section 3.2). This leads to a sizable
enhancement of LFV τ → µ and τ → e transitions above the SM predictions, mediated by
heavy Z ′ bosons in the model (see Section 5).

• The spurions in the lower off-diagonal entries of the matrices all carry independent charge
assignments, so right-handed fermion mixing is highly model-dependent and can be different
in all charged sectors.

In the following, we go beyond the spurion formalism and introduce different sets of hyperons. As we
shall wee, the hyperons will provide small U(2)5-breaking effects via non-renormalisable operators,
leading to the masses of first and second family charged fermions, along with CKM mixing. In the
next few subsections, we will describe simple scenarios which provide a good description of charged
fermion masses and mixing.
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3.2 From spurions to hyperons

The physical origin of the spurions of the previous subsection will correspond to new Higgs scalar
fields that break the U(1)3

Y symmetry, which we call hyperons. The hyperons induce small U(2)5-
breaking effects at the non-renormalisable level that will lead to the masses and mixings of charged
fermions. As the most straightforward scenario, we could promote the spurions in the diagonal
entries of the matrices in Eq. (3.1) to hyperons, along with the off-diagonal spurions in the upper
half of the down matrix3. In an EFT approach, the set of hyperons that we have assume will
eventually generate the following Yukawa matrices,

Ld≤5 =
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

)φ
( 1

2 ,0,−
1
2 )

`13 0 φ
(− 1

6 ,0,
1
6 )

q13

0 φ
(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

`23 φ
(0,− 1

6 ,
1
6 )

q23
0 0 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

 Hu

Λ (3.3)

+
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

)φ̃
(− 1

2 ,0,
1
2 )

`13 φ
(− 1

6 ,−
1
3 ,

1
2 )

d12 φ
(− 1

6 ,0,
1
6 )

q13

0 φ̃
(0,− 1

2 ,
1
2 )

`23 φ
(0,− 1

6 ,
1
6 )

q23
0 0 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

 Hd

Λ (3.4)

+
(
L1 L2 L3

)φ̃
(− 1

2 ,0,
1
2 )

`13 0 φ
( 1

2 ,0,−
1
2 )

`13

0 φ̃
(0,− 1

2 ,
1
2 )

`23 φ
(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

`23
0 0 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

 Hd

Λ . (3.5)

where the universal scale Λ is the high cut-off of the EFT and we ignore the O(1) dimensionless
couplings of each entry. Although we have chosen only the specific set of hyperons shown, leaving
some zeros in the matrices, these zeros may be filled in by higher order operators with dimension
larger than 5, which however we are neglecting

When the hyperons develop VEVs, assumed to be smaller than the cut-off scale Λ, then each
entry of the matrix will receive a suppressed numerical effective coupling given by 〈φ〉 /Λ, whose
values can be assumed arbitrarily. Having the freedom to choose arbitrary VEVs for each spurion,
the Yukawa matrices above could provide a good first order description of charged fermion masses
and CKM mixing. We choose to fix the ratios of VEV over Λ in terms of powers of the Wolfenstein
parameter λ ' 0.224, obtaining

L =
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

)λ
6 0 λ3

0 λ3 λ2

0 0 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

 vSM√
2

(3.6)

+
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

)λ
6 λ4 λ3

0 λ3 λ2

0 0 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

λ2 vSM√
2

(3.7)

+
(
L1 L2 L3

)λ
6 0 λ5

0 λ3 λ3

0 0 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

λ2 vSM√
2
. (3.8)

3Notice that the same spurions enter in both the (1,3) and (2,3) entries of the up and down matrices of Eq. (3.1).
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As anticipated from the spurion formalism, the alignment of Vcb and Vub is not predicted by the
model. In contrast, the model predicts a relevant LH µ − τ (e − τ) mixing connected to the
same hyperon that provides the second family (first family) effective Yukawa coupling. Thanks to
the addition of the second Higgs doublet, the model successfully explains third and second family
fermion masses with O(1) dimensionless couplings. The down-quark and electron mass are also
reasonably explained, although the up-quark mass is a factor O(λ1.5) larger than expected. Notice
that so far we are only assuming one universal cut-off scale Λ, while in realistic models several cut-
off scales Λ may be obtained from e.g. vector-like fermions in the UV theory, which could provide
a larger suppression for the up-quark effective coupling. Therefore, within the limitations of our
EFT approach, the description of charged fermion masses given by the set of Eqs. (3.6-3.8) is very
successful.

As another example, one could also consider a model where the (1,1) spurion in Eq. (3.1) is
not promoted to hyperon, but instead all the spurions in the (1,2) and (2,1) entries are promoted,
so that the Yukawa matrices look like

Ld≤5 =
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) 0 φ
(− 1

6 ,
2
3 ,−

1
2 )

u12 φ
(− 1

6 ,0,
1
6 )

q13

φ
( 2

3 ,−
1
6 ,−

1
2 )

u21 φ
(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

`23 φ
(0,− 1

6 ,
1
6 )

q23
0 0 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

 Hu

Λ (3.9)

+
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) 0 φ
(− 1

6 ,−
1
3 ,

1
2 )

d12 φ
(− 1

6 ,0,
1
6 )

q13

φd21(−1
3 ,−

1
6 ,

1
2) φ̃

(0,− 1
2 ,

1
2 )

`23 φ
(0,− 1

6 ,
1
6 )

q23
0 0 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

 Hd

Λ (3.10)

+
(
L1 L2 L3

) 0 φ
( 1

2 ,−1, 1
2 )

e12 0
φ

(−1, 1
2 ,

1
2 )

e21 φ̃`23(0,−1
2 ,

1
2) φ(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

`23
0 0 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

 Hd

Λ . (3.11)

The VEV over Λ assignments of the new hyperons can be fixed by the requirement of addressing
first family fermion masses, obtaining Yukawa matrices with texture zeros given by

L =
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) 0 λ5 λ3

λ5.5 λ3 λ2

0 0 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

 vSM√
2

(3.12)

+
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) 0 λ4 λ3

λ4 λ3 λ2

0 0 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

λ2 vSM√
2

(3.13)

+
(
L1 L2 L3

) 0 λ5 0
λ4.4 λ3 λ3

0 0 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

λ2 vSM√
2
, (3.14)

which provide an even better description of first family fermion masses than the original simplified
model. Notice that in this scenario, a sizable LH e− τ mixing is no longer predicted.

We conclude that the most straightforward choices of hyperons, motivated by the spurion
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formalism, already provide a good description of charged fermion masses and mixings. However,
these simplified models leave some questions unanswered. Given that we are assuming the symmetry
breaking highlighted in Eq. (2.2), we notice that there are no hyperons breaking the first and second
hypercharges down to their diagonal subgroup, and we would expect those to play some role in
the origin of fermion hierarchies and mixing. Moreover, in the simplified models introduced so
far, several hyperons display unexplained large hierarchies of VEVs whose values are assumed a
posteriori to fit the fermion masses. Given that all these hyperons participate in the 23-breaking
step of Eq. (2.2), we would expect all of them to develop VEVs at a similar scale, rather than the
hierarchical scales assumed. This motivates further model building. In the following subsections we
discuss a couple of example models which address these issues.

3.3 Model 1: Minimal case with three hyperons

We introduce here the following set of three hyperons,

φ
(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

`23 , φ
(0,− 1

6 ,
1
6 )

q23 , φ
(− 1

6 ,
1
6 ,0)

q12 . (3.15)

Following the EFT approach of the previous subsection, we now analyse the effective Yukawa
textures obtained by combining the SM charged fermions, the Higgs doublets and the hyperons, in
a tower of non-renormalisable operators preserving the U(1)3

Y gauge symmetry,

L =
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) φ̃3
q12φ`23 φq12φ`23 φq12φq23
φ̃4
q12φ`23 φ`23 φq23

φ̃4
q12φ`23φ̃q23 φ`23φ̃q23 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

Hu (3.16)

+
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

)φ
3
q12φ̃`23 φq12φ̃`23 φq12φq23
φ2
q12φ̃`23 φ̃`23 φq23
φ2
q12φ

2
q23 φ2

q23 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

Hd (3.17)

+
(
L1 L2 L3

)φ
3
q12φ̃`23 φ̃

3
q12φ̃`23 φ̃

3
q12φ`23

φ6
q12φ̃`23 φ̃`23 φ`23
φ6
q12φ̃

2
`23 φ̃2

`23 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

Hd , (3.18)

where the powers of Λ in the denominator and the dimensionless couplings of each entry are not
shown. Once the hyperons above develop VEVs, we obtain very economical and efficient Yukawa
textures for modeling the observed pattern of SM Yukawa couplings. In particular, the mass of
second family fermions arise at dimension 5 in the EFT, while first family masses have an extra
suppression as they arise from dimension 8 operators. Regarding CKM mixing, 2-3 quark mixing
leading to Vcb arises from dimension 5 operators, while Vub has an extra mild suppression as it
arises from dimension 6 operators. In all cases, right-handed fermion mixing is suppressed with
respect to left-handed mixing. This is a highly desirable feature, given the strong phenomenological
constraints on right-handed flavour-changing currents [28, 29], which may be mediated by heavy Z ′
bosons arising from the symmetry breaking of U(1)3

Y .
In good approximation, quark mixing leading to Vus arises as the ratio of the (1,2) and (2,2)

entries of the quark matrices above, therefore we expect

〈φq12〉
Λ ∼ Vus ' λ , (3.19)

– 8 –



where λ = sin θC ' 0.224. In a similar manner, we can fix the ratio 〈φq23〉 /Λ by reproducing the
observed Vcb

〈φq23〉
Λ ∼ Vcb ' λ2 . (3.20)

Given that both 〈φq23〉 and 〈φ`23〉 play a role in the last step of the symmetry breaking cascade (see
Eq. (2.2)), it is expected that both VEVs live at the same scale. This way, we choose,

〈φ`23〉
Λ ∼ λ2.5 , (3.21)

which, given that 〈Hd〉 provides an extra suppression ofO(λ2) for down and charged lepton Yukawas,
allows to predict all second family masses with natural dimensionless couplings. In contrast to the
simplified models of Section 3.2, this model provides all the 23-breaking VEVs at a similar scale,
plus a larger 12-breaking VEV, following a mild hierarchy given by v23/v12 ∼ λ. This way, the
symmetry breaking of the U(1)3

Y gauge group proceeds just like in Eq. (2.2).

Having fixed all the hyperon VEVs with respect to Λ, now we are able to write the full mass
matrices for each sector in terms of the Wolfenstein parameter λ,

L =
(
u1 u2 u3

)λ
5.5 λ3.5 λ3

λ6.5 λ2.5 λ2

λ8.5 λ4.5 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

 vSM√
2

(3.22)

+
(
d1 d2 d3

)λ
5.5 λ3.5 λ3

λ4.5 λ2.5 λ2

λ6 λ4 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

λ2 vSM√
2

(3.23)

+
(
e1 e2 e3

)λ
5.5 λ5.5 λ5.5

λ8.5 λ2.5 λ2.5

λ11 λ5 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

λ2 vSM√
2
. (3.24)

We can see that this setup provides a reasonable description of charged fermion masses and mixing.
Although the up-quark mass seems a bit large, we remember that we are only assuming one universal
cut-off scale Λ, while in realistic models several scales Λ may be provided by e.g. vector-like fermions
in the UV theory, as discussed Section 3.2. All things considered, the description of fermion masses
seems very efficient, considering the limitations of our EFT framework.

However, the model does not predict the alignment of Vus. Moreover, we also notice that RH
s − d mixing is just mildly suppressed as sdR12 ' O(λ2) in this model. Given the stringent bounds
over left-right scalar operators contributing to K0 − K̄0 meson mixing [28, 29] (which will arise
in our model as we shall see in Section 5), the scale v12 can be pushed far above the TeV if Vus
originates from the down sector. From a phenomenological point of view, it would be interesting
to find models which give clear predictions about the alignment of Vus, and ideally provide a more
efficient suppression of RH quark mixing. We shall see in the next subsection that this can be
achieved by minimally extending the set of hyperons of this model.
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3.4 Model 2: Five hyperons for a more predictive setup

Model 1 proposed in the previous section, despite its simplicity and minimality, does not give clear
predictions about the alignment of the CKM matrix. Heavy Z ′ bosons arising from the symmetry
breaking of U(1)3

Y have the potential to mediate contributions to K0 − K̄0 meson mixing, which
could set a lower bound over the scale of U(1)3

Y , but such contributions depend on the alignment of
Vus. Moreover, the largest contributions to K0 − K̄0 mixing depend both on the alignment of Vus
and on RH s − d mixing, which is just mildly suppressed in Model 1. Therefore, we propose here
a similar model with slightly extended hyperon content that can account for a a clear prediction
about the alignment of Vus, plus a more efficient suppression of RH fermion mixing. We consider
here the hyperons

φ
(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

`23 , φ
(0,− 1

6 ,
1
6 )

q23 , φ
(− 1

6 ,0,
1
6 )

q13 , φ
(− 1

6 ,−
1
3 ,

1
2 )

d12 , φ
( 1

4 ,−
1
4 ,0)

e12 . (3.25)

With this set of hyperons, the effective Yukawa couplings in the EFT are (suppressing as usual
powers of Λ and dimensionless couplings)

L =
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

) φ2
e12φ̃`23 φq13φ̃q23φ`23 φq13

φ2
e12φ̃q13φq23φ`23 φ`23 φq23
φ2
e12φ̃q13φ`23 φ`23φ̃q23 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

Hu (3.26)

+
(
Q1 Q2 Q3

)φ
2
e12φ̃`23 φd12 φq13
φ2
q13φq23 φ̃`23 φq23
φ2
q13 φ2

q23 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

Hd (3.27)

+
(
L1 L2 L3

)φ̃
2
e12φ̃`23 φ

2
e12φ̃`23 φ

2
e12φ`23

φ̃4
e12φ̃`23 φ̃`23 φ`23
φ̃4
e12φ̃

2
`23 φ̃2

`23 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

Hd . (3.28)

Following the same approach as with Model 1, we assign the following powers of λ to the VEV over
Λ ratios in order to reproduce fermion masses and CKM mixing,

〈φ`23〉
Λ = 〈φq13〉

Λ ' λ3 ,
〈φq23〉

Λ ' λ2 ,
〈φd12〉

Λ ' λ4 ,
〈φe12〉

Λ ' λ . (3.29)

Although it would seem that in this scenario there exists a mild hierarchy between 23 VEVs of
O(λ2), since φd12 only appears in the 12 entry of the down matrix, it would be very reasonable that
the dimensionless coupling in that entry provides a factor λ suppression, such that all 23-breaking
VEVs live at the same scale. The largest VEV is still the 12-breaking one, which is now associated
to the hyperon φe12, and the mild hierarchy between scales remains as v12/v23 ' λ. With these
assignments of VEVs over Λ, the Yukawa textures are given by

L =
(
u1 u2 u3

) λ
5 λ8 λ3

λ10 λ3 λ2

λ7 λ5 1


u

c
1
uc2
uc3

 vSM√
2

(3.30)

+
(
d1 d2 d3

)λ
5 λ4 λ3

λ8 λ3 λ2

λ6 λ4 1


d

c
1
dc2
dc3

λ2 vSM√
2

(3.31)
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+
(
e1 e2 e3

) λ
5 λ5 λ5

λ7 λ3 λ3

λ10 λ6 1


e

c
1
ec2
ec3

λ2 vSM√
2
. (3.32)

Just like in Model 1, this model provides a compelling description of all charged fermion masses and
mixing. Notice that this scenario provides a very efficient suppression of RH fermion mixing. More-
over, it is clear that here Vus mixing originates from the down sector, providing a more predictive
setup than Model 1, which will be useful phenomenological purposes as discussed in Section 5.

4 Neutrino masses and mixing

4.1 General considerations and spurion formalism

The origin of neutrino masses and mixing requires a dedicated analysis due to their particular
properties. We start by introducing U(2)5-breaking spurions (carrying inverse of mass dimension)
for the Weinberg operator

LWeinberg =
(
L1 L2 L3

)Φ(1, 0,−1) Φ(1
2 ,

1
2 ,−1) Φ(1

2 , 0,−
1
2)

Φ(1
2 ,

1
2 ,−1) Φ(0, 1,−1) Φ(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2)

Φ(1
2 , 0,−

1
2) Φ(0, 1

2 ,−
1
2) 1


L1
L2
L3

HuHu , (4.1)

which reveals that, as expected, the U(2)5 flavour symmetry is also present in the neutrino sector.
As a consequence, generally one expects one neutrino to be much heavier than the others, displaying
tiny mixing with the other neutrinos. In the spirit of the seesaw mechanism, one could think of
adding a U(1)3

Y singlet neutrino as N(0, 0, 0). Such a singlet neutrino can only couple to the third
family active neutrino at renormalisable level, i.e. LN ⊃ L3HuN +mNNN , where all fermion fields
are written in a left-handed convention. This way, the coupling L2HuN , which is required for large
atmospheric neutrino mixing, necessarily arises from non-renormalisable operators. Therefore, it
is expected to be suppressed with respect to L3HuN . This seems to be inconsistent with large
atmospheric neutrino mixing, at least within the validity of our EFT framework. As anticipated
before, this is a consequence of the accidental U(2)5 flavour symmetry delivered by the TH model.

Given such general considerations, we conclude that in order to obtain neutrino masses and
mixing from the seesaw mechanism, it is required to add SM singlet neutrinos that carry tri-
hypercharges (but whose hypercharges add up to zero). The latter have to be vector-like in order
to cancel gauge anomalies. As a consequence, they can obtain their mass from the unspecified
vector-like mass terms and from the VEVs of hyperons in the specific model.

Remarkably, if some SM singlet neutrino Natm carrying non-trivial hypercharges provides the
mass terms LN ⊃ L3HuNatm + L2HuNatm, as required to explain atmospheric mixing, then the
conjugate neutrino will always couple to L3 as L3HuNatm, but not necessarily to L2. As shown in
Appendix A, when the terms L3HuNatm enter the seesaw mechanism, they lead to a hierarchical
effective neutrino mass matrix proportional to the vector-like mass terms, while the terms involving
SM singlet neutrinos like Natm lead to an anarchic neutrino mass matrix proportional to the VEVs
of the hyperons. Therefore, the simplest way to explain the observed pattern of anarchic neutrino
mixing requires that the vector-like terms are of similar or smaller order than the VEVs of the
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hyperons, leading to a low scale seesaw mechanism if the VEVs of the hyperons are not very large
(which is consistent with current data as discussed in Section 5).

4.2 Example of successful neutrino mixing from the seesaw mechanism

In the following, we provide an example scenario which reproduces the observed patterns of neutrino
mixing, as a proof of principle. According to the discussion in the previous subsection, in order
to implement a seesaw mechanism that delivers large neutrino mixing, we need to add vector-like
neutrinos that carry tri-hypercharges (but whose hypercharges add up to zero). We also need to
introduce hyperons that will provide small Dirac mass terms for the active neutrinos in the form
of non-renormalisable operators. Under these considerations, we start by adding the following
vector-like neutrino4 and hyperon

N
(0, 1

4 ,−
1
4 )

atm , N
(0,− 1

4 ,
1
4 )

atm , φ
(0, 1

4 ,−
1
4 )

atm (4.2)

where the charge assignments are chosen to provide large atmospheric neutrino mixing. This way,
we can write the following non-renormalisable operators along with the Majorana and vector-like
mass of Natm,

LNatm ⊃
1

Λatm
(φatmL2 + φ̃atmL3)HuNatm + φatm

Λatm
L3HuNatm (4.3)

+ φ`23NatmNatm + φ̃`23NatmNatm +MNatmNatmNatm ,

where we have ignored theO(1) dimensionless couplings, and the hyperon φ(0, 1
2 ,−

1
2 )

`23 is already present
in both Model 1 and Model 2 for the charged fermion sector. In a similar spirit, we introduce another
vector-like neutrino and hyperons in order to obtain large solar neutrino mixing

N
( 1

4 ,
1
4 ,−

1
2 )

sol , N
(− 1

4 ,−
1
4 ,

1
2 )

sol , φ
(− 1

2 ,−
1
2 ,1)

sol , φ
(− 1

4 ,−
1
4 ,

1
2 )

ν13 (4.4)

which provide the following non-renormalisable operators and mass terms,

LNsol ⊃
1

Λsol
(φe12L1 + φ̃e12L2 + φν13L3)HuNsol + φν13

Λsol
L3HuN sol (4.5)

+ φsolNsolNsol + φ̃solN solN sol +MNsolN solNsol ,

where we have ignored again the O(1) dimensionless couplings, and the hyperon φ( 1
2 ,−

1
2 ,0)

e12 is already
present in Model 2 for the charged fermion sector. The hyperon φν13 (which eventually will populate
the (1,3) entry of the effective neutrino mass matrix) is not necessarily connected to reactor mixing,
which would already arise from the other operators, but it is required in order to have enough free
parameters to fit all observed neutrino mixing angles and mass splittings.

Notice that the vector-like neutrinos Natm and Nsol get contributions to their masses from the
VEVs of the hyperons φ`23 and φsol, respectively, which we denote generically as v23 since they both
take part in the 23-breaking step of Eq. (2.2). In addition, Natm and Nsol get contributions to their

4Beware that we keep working in our left-handed convention, where both fermion fields Natm and Natm are left-
handed.
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masses from the unspecified vector-like mass terms, that we generically denote as MVL. As shown
in Appendix A (see Eq. (A.5)), given that the conjugate neutrinos Natm and N sol only couple to
the third family, the seesaw formula reveals that the effective neutrino mass matrix mν receives two
main contributions:

• A contribution proportional to v23 which populates all entries of mν with O(1) terms.

• A contribution proportional to the vector-like masses MVL, which populates only the third
row and column entries of mν with O(1) terms and the others are zero.

Therefore, if MVL � v23, then in good approximation mν will have only the third row and col-
umn being non-zero, which is inconsistent with the observed pattern of neutrino mixing and mass
splittings. Instead, if MVL > v23, then the contribution proportional v23 dominates the seesaw
mechanism. In this case, the conjugate neutrinos Natm and N sol become irrelevant for the seesaw
mechanism, and mν can be obtained by considering only the presence of the SM singlet neutrinos
Natm and Nsol and applying the seesaw formula. We construct the Dirac and Majorana matrices
(ignoring O(1) dimensionless couplings) as

mD =


Nsol Natm

L1| φe12
Λsol

0
L2| φ̃e12

Λsol
φatm
Λatm

L3| φν13
Λsol

φ̃atm
Λatm

Hu , MN =

 Nsol Natm

Nsol| φsol 0
Natm| 0 φ`23

 . (4.6)

We could have included the U(1)3
Y singlet neutrino N(0, 0, 0), but as discussed in the previous

subsection, ultimately its contributions to the Weinberg operator are always suppressed by its
indefinite mass mN , having little implications for the seesaw mechanism. We therefore assume
that such neutrino, if exists, is in any case decoupled from the seesaw, as in sequential dominance
[30, 31]. After applying the seesaw formula, we obtain the Weinberg operator (ignoring again O(1)
dimensionless couplings) as

mν = mDM
−1
N mT

D =


1

Λ2
sol

φ2
e12
φsol

1
Λ2

sol

φe12φ̃e12
φsol

1
Λ2

sol

φe12φν13
φsol

1
Λ2

sol

φe12φ̃e12
φsol

1
Λ2

sol

φ̃2
e12
φsol

+ 1
Λ2

atm

φ2
atm
φ`23

1
Λ2

atm

φatmφ̃atm
φ`23

+ 1
Λ2

sol

φ̃e12φν13
φsol

1
Λ2

sol

φe12φν13
φsol

1
Λ2

atm

φatmφ̃atm
φ`23

+ 1
Λ2

sol

φ̃e12φν13
φsol

1
Λ2

atm

φ2
atm
φ`23

+ 1
Λ2

sol

φ2
ν13
φsol

HuHu .

(4.7)
Motivated by our discussion of the charged fermion sector (see Section 3), we assume that 〈φe12〉 '
v12 and 〈φ`23〉 ≈ 〈φatm〉 ≈ 〈φsol〉 ' v23, with v12 and v23 related by the mild hierarchy v23/v12 ' λ.
This way, we obtain

mν '


Λ2

atm
Λ2

sol

1
λ2

Λ2
atm

Λ2
sol

1
λ2

Λ2
atm

Λ2
sol

1
λ

Λ2
atm

Λ2
sol

1
λ2 1 + Λ2

atm
Λ2

sol

1
λ2 1 + Λ2

atm
Λ2

sol

1
λ

Λ2
atm

Λ2
sol

1
λ 1 + Λ2

atm
Λ2

sol

1
λ 1 + Λ2

atm
Λ2

sol

 v23
HuHu

Λ2
atm

. (4.8)

If Λsol = Λatm, we observe that there exists a mild hierarchy of order λ2 between the 12 and 23
sectors in the matrix above. Considering the dimensionless coefficients that we have ignored so far,
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the numerical diagonalisation of mν would require some parameters of O(0.01) in order to explain
the observed neutrino mixing angles and mass splittings [2, 3]. This description can be further
improved if we assume a mild hierarchy between cut-off scales Λatm/Λsol ' λ, obtaining to leading
order for each entry (and ignoring dimensionless coefficients),

mν '
( 1 1 λ

1 1 1
λ 1 1

)
v23

v2
SM

Λ2
atm

, (4.9)

where we have introduced the SM VEV as 〈Hu〉 = vSM (neglecting the factor 1/
√

2). Considering
now the dimensionless coefficients in the matrix above, we find that numerical diagonalisation
can accommodate all the observed neutrino mixing angles and mass splittings [2, 3] with O(1)
parameters, and we are able to reproduce both normal and inverted ordered scenarios.

Notice that we have been driven to a scenario where the vector-like neutrinos get Majorana
masses from the VEVs of hyperons in the model. Furthermore, the vector-like masses necessarily
have to be of the same or smaller order than the VEVs of the hyperons in order to explain the
observed pattern of neutrino mixing. Therefore, in the particular example included in this section,
the vector-like neutrinos get a mass at the scale v23 of the 23-breaking step in Eq. (2.2), which
could happen at a relatively low scale as we shall see in Section 5. As a consequence, the vector-like
neutrinos involved in the seesaw mechanism are expected to be relatively light, and the high energy
cut-offs of the EFT Λatm and Λsol are expected to provide most the suppression of light neutrino
masses. As anticipated before, due to the U(2)5 flavour symmetry provided by the TH model, we
have been driven to a low scale seesaw in order to predict the observed pattern of neutrino mixing.

5 Phenomenology

5.1 Couplings of the heavy Z ′ bosons to fermions

In Sections 3 and 4, we have discussed examples of U(1)3
Y models which provide a compelling

description of all fermion masses and mixings, and we have highlighted model-independent features
which are intrinsic to the U(1)3

Y framework. Under well-motivated arguments, we have assumed
that the symmetry breaking pattern of the TH group down to the SM is described by Eq. (2.2),
in such a way that at a high scale v12, the group U(1)Y1 × U(1)Y2 is broken down to its diagonal
subgroup. The remaining group U(1)Y1+Y2 × U(1)Y3 is broken down to SM hypercharge at a lower
scale v23. In specific models, a mild hierarchy of scales v23/v12 ' λ plays a role on the origin of
flavour hierarchies.

A massive gauge boson Z ′12 is predicted to live at the higher scale v12, displaying intrinsically
flavour non-universal couplings to the first two generations of SM fermions. Similarly, another
massive boson Z ′23 lives at the lower scale v23. The pattern of symmetry breaking is such that Z ′23
has flavour universal couplings to first and second family fermions, while the couplings to the third
family are intrinsically different. In the following, we include the coupling matrices in family space
(from the covariant derivatives in Appendices B and C), ignoring fermion mass mixing,

LZ′12
⊃ YψL,RψL,Rγ

µ

(−g1 sin θ12 0 0
0 g2 cos θ12 0
0 0 0

)
ψL,RZ

′
12µ , sin θ12 = g1√

g2
1 + g2

2

, (5.1)
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LZ′23
⊃ YψL,RψL,Rγ

µ

(−g12 sin θ23 0 0
0 −g12 sin θ23 0
0 0 g3 cos θ23

)
ψL,RZ

′
23µ , sin θ23 = g12√

g2
12 + g2

3

, (5.2)

where YψL,R is the SM hypercharge of ψL,R5, where ψ is a 3-component column vector containing
the three families ψ = ui, di, ei, νi. Explicitly, ψL = uiL, d

i
L, e

i
L, ν

i
L with YψL = 1/6, 1/6,−1/2,−1/2,

and ψR = uiR, d
i
R, e

i
R with YψR = 2/3,−1/3,−1, respectively, ignoring couplings to the SM singlet

neutrinos discussed in the previous section6.
Including fermion mass mixing, we would have ψL,R = VψL,Rψ̂L,R with ψ̂L,R containing the

mass eigenstates and VψL,R being the non-generic mixing matrices obtained after diagonalising the
Yukawa matrices for a given model. Notice that the couplings to right-handed fermions are expected
to be larger since their hypercharges are generally larger in magnitude than left-handed fermions.
The SM hypercharge gauge coupling gY (MZ) ' 0.36 is entangled to the gi couplings via the relations

gY = g12g3√
g2

12 + g2
3

, g12 = g1g2√
g2

1 + g2
2

. (5.3)

The expressions above reveal a lower bound on the gauge couplings gi ? gY . Throughout this
work we have considered a bottom-up approach where the U(1)3

Y model is just the next step in our
understanding of nature, which reveals information about the origin of flavour, but nevertheless is
an EFT remnant of a more UV complete theory. In this spirit, we have studied the RGE evolution of
the gauge couplings gi, obtaining that for gi(TeV) ' 1 the model can be extrapolated to the Planck
scale (and beyond). Instead, for gi(TeV) ' 2, a Landau pole is found at a scale O(104 TeV), which
anyway seems like a reasonable scale for a UV embedding, given that we expect the cut-off scale
of the neutrino EFT (see Section 4) to be around O(106 TeV) in order to explain the tiny neutrino
masses. Therefore, in order to protect the perturbativity of the model, we avoid to consider gi > 2
in the phenomenological analysis. Nevertheless, we highlight a natural scenario where the three
gauge couplings have a similar size g1 ' g2 ' g3 '

√
3gY , which could be connected to a possible

gauge unification. This benchmark is depicted as a dashed horizontal line in Figs. 1 and 2.

5.2 The high scale boson Z ′12

In any implementation of the U(1)3
Y model, Z ′12 is expected to mediate sizable tree-level transitions

between first and second generation left-handed quarks, either in the up or down sector depending
on the alignment of the CKM matrix predicted by the specific model. Furthermore, our analysis in
Section 3 reveals that U(1)3

Y models generally predict non-vanishing charged lepton mixing and RH
quark mixing. This way, contributions to K0 − K̄0 and D0 − D̄0 meson mixing [28, 29], along with
CLFV processes such as µ→ eγ [1], have the potential to push the scale v12 far above the TeV.

Being more specific, for Model 1 described in Section 3.3, we find the stringent bounds over v12
to come from the scalar and coloured operator (s̄αLd

β
R)(s̄βRdαL) obtained after integrating out Z ′12 at

tree-level, which contributes to K0 − K̄0 mixing. Model 1 predicts the up and down left-handed
mixing to be similar up to dimensionless couplings, which must therefore play some role in the

5Note that we have departed from our purely LH convention, used in the rest of the paper, to use instead a LH
and RH convention, which is more familiar in phenomenological studies.

6Note that such low scale SM singlet neutrinos may be observable at colliders via their gauge couplings to Z′23,
which can be obtained from the covariant derivative in Eq. (C.23).
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Figure 1: Parameter space of the high scale breaking, where MZ′12
is the mass of the heavy Z ′12

gauge boson and g1, g2 are the gauge couplings of the U(1)Y1 and U(1)Y2 groups, respectively. For
simplicity, we assume g1 and g2 to be similar, and the non-generic fermion mixing predicted by
Model 2 in Section 3.4. Shaded regions in the plot depict 95% CL exclusions over the parameter
space. The dashed line represents the natural benchmark g1 ' g2 ' g3 '

√
3gY motivated in the

main text.

alignment of the CKM. In either case, mildly suppressed RH s−d mixing sdR12 ' O(λ2) is predicted.
If Vus originates mostly from the down sector, then K0 − K̄0 mixing imposes the stringent bound
MZ′12

> 170 TeV for gauge couplings of O(0.5). Instead, if the dimensionless coupling provides a
mild suppression of O(0.1) in left-handed s−d mixing, such that Vus originates mostly from the up
sector, then the bound is relaxed to MZ′12

> 55 TeV. We find bounds from D0 − D̄0 mixing to be
always weaker, even if Vus originates from the up sector, since RH up mixing is strongly suppressed.

In contrast with Model 1, Model 2 described in Section 3.4 provides a more predictive scenario
where Vus originates unambiguously from the down sector. Here RH quark mixing is more sup-
pressed, obtaining sdR12 ' O(λ5). Nevertheless, K0 − K̄0 mixing still imposes the strongest bounds
over the parameter case, as can be seen in Fig. 1. In this case, the lower bound over the mass of
Z ′12 can be as low as 10-50 TeV, depending on the values of the gauge couplings. We find the CLFV
process µ→ eγ to provide a slightly weaker bound over the parameter space, because charged lep-
ton mixing is generally suppressed with respect to quark mixing. We find the bound from µ → 3e
to be very similar to the bound from µ→ eγ.
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5.3 The low scale boson Z ′23

Given that the high scale symmetry breaking can be as low as 10-20 TeV for reasonable values of
the gauge couplings, and considering the hierarchy of scales v23/v12 ' λ, it is possible to find the
low scale breaking v23 near the TeV scale. Since Z ′23 features flavour universal couplings to the first
and second families, the stringent bounds from K0 − K̄0 mixing and µ → eγ are avoided, in the
spirit of the GIM mechanism. This way, Z ′23 can live at the TeV scale, within the reach of LHC and
future colliders.

Any implementation of the U(1)3
Y model predicts small mixing between Z ′23 and the SM Z

boson given by the mixing angle (see Appendix C)

sinθZ−Z′23
= g3cosθ23√

g2
Y + g2

L

 M0
Z

M0
Z
′
23

2

, (5.4)

where M0
Z and M0

Z
′
23

are the masses of the Z and Z ′23 bosons in the absence of mixing, respectively,
and gL is the gauge coupling of SU(2)L. This mixing leads to a small shift on the mass of the Z
boson, which has an impact on the so-called ρ parameter

ρ = M2
W

M2
Z cos2 θW

= 1

1− g2
3 cos2 θ23

(
vSM

2M0
Z′

)2 , (5.5)

which is predicted as ρ = 1 in the SM. The fact that MZ is always shifted to smaller values leads
to ρ > 1. Given that MZ is commonly an input experimental parameter of the SM used in the
determination of gY and gL, the downward shift of MZ with respect to the SM prediction would
be seen from the experimental point of view as an upward shift of MW with respect to the SM
prediction. Nevertheless, the experimental picture of MW is puzzling after the recent measurement
by CDF [32]. This measurement points towards MW being larger than the SM prediction with
high significance, but it is in tension with the combination of measurements by LHC, LEP and
Tevatron D0 [1]. Neglecting the recent CDF measurement for the moment, current data7 provides
ρ = 1.0003± 0.0005 [1] (assuming both the oblique parameters T and S are non-zero, as we expect
in our model). We obtain the approximate bound g3/MZ′ < 3.1 TeV at 95% CL, which translates
to an approximate bound over the mixing angle of sinθZ−Z′23

< 0.001.
Z − Z ′23 mixing also shifts the couplings of the Z boson to fermions, leading to an important

impact over Z-pole electroweak precision observables (EWPOs) if Z ′23 lives at the TeV scale. We find
bounds coming from tests of Z boson lepton universality and flavour-violating Z decays to be not
competitive with the bound from ρ. The electron asymmetry parameter Ae, which already deviates
from the SM by almost 2σ [36], is expected to deviate further in our model. Nevertheless, we expect
our model to improve the fit of AFB

b , which is in tension with the SM prediction by more than 2σ
[36]. In conclusion, the global effect of our model over EWPOs can only by captured by performing
a global fit, which we leave for future work. In this direction, a dedicated phenomenological analysis
along the lines of [21, 37] would be much needed. Global fits of EWPOs in the context of other

7The current world average (without the latest CDF measurement) of MW does not consider the very recent MW

update by ATLAS [33]. Given that the central value and the uncertainty of this measurement are just slightly reduced
with respect to the 2017 measurement [34], we do not expect a big impact over the world average.
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Figure 2: Parameter space of the low scale breaking, whereMZ′23
is the mass of the heavy Z ′23 gauge

boson and g3 is the gauge coupling of the U(1)Y3 group. The gauge coupling g12 is fixed in terms of
g3 and gY via Eq. (5.3), and we consider the non-generic fermion mixing predicted by Model 2 in
Section 3.4. Shaded regions in the plot depict 95% CL exclusions over the parameter space, with
the exception of the green (light green) region which is preferred by a global fit to b→ sµµ data at
2σ (3σ) [35]. The dashed line represents the natural benchmark g1 ' g2 ' g3 '

√
3gY motivated in

the main text. The dashed-dotted line represents the contour where B(τ → 3µ) = 10−12.

Z ′ models have been performed in the literature, see e.g. [38–40], which obtain 95% CL maximum
values of sinθZ−Z′ ranging from 0.002 to 0.0006 depending on the model. We expect our model to
lie on the more restrictive side of that range. In principle, our model can explain the anomalous
CDF MW measurement if it is confirmed, however in this case we expect the contributions to other
EWPOs to be intolerably large, worsening the global fit.

The massive boson Z ′23 has sizable couplings to light quarks and light charged leptons unless
g3 is very large, which we do not expect based on naturalness arguments and also to protect the
extrapolation of the model in the UV, as mentioned before. Consequently, on general grounds we
expect a large production of a TeV-scale Z ′23 at LHC, plus a large branching fraction to electrons and
muons. We have prepared the UFO model of Z ′23 using Feynrules [41], and then we have computed
the Z ′23 production cross section from 13 TeV pp collisions using Madgraph5 [42] with the default
PDF NNPDF23LO. We estimated analytically the branching fraction to electrons and muons, and we
computed the total decay width via the narrow width approximation. We confront our results with
the limits from the most recent dilepton resonance searches by ATLAS [43] and CMS [44] in order
to obtain 95% CL exclusion bounds. The bounds from ditau [45] and ditop [46] searches turn out
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Z ′23 decay mode B

t̄t ∼ 0.28
ūu+ c̄c ∼ 0.14
t̄c+ c̄t ∼ 10−4

b̄b ∼ 0.08
d̄d+ s̄s ∼ 0.04
b̄s+ s̄b ∼ 10−4

τ+τ− ∼ 0.25
e+e− = µ+µ− ∼ 0.06
τ+µ− + τ−µ+ ∼ 10−5

ν̄ν ∼ 0.08

Table 2: Main decay modes of Z ′23 for the natural benchmark g1 ' g2 ' g3 '
√

3gY . We assume
that decays into heavy SM singlet neutrinos are kinematically forbidden or suppressed.

to be not competitive even for the region of large g3, where the bound from the ρ EW parameter
is stronger. Our results are depicted as the black shaded region in Fig. 2. As expected, the bounds
become weaker in the region g3 > 1 where the couplings to light fermions become mildly suppressed.
In the region of small g3 we find the opposite behavior, such that LHC limits can exclude Z ′23 as
heavy as 6-7 TeV. After combining the LHC exclusion with the bounds coming from the ρ EW
parameter, we conclude that we can find Z ′23 as light as 3.4 TeV for g3 = 1.

Given that Z ′23 has sizable couplings to electrons, we have studied the bounds over contact
interactions obtained at LEP [47]. For our model, the most competitive bounds arise from contact
interactions involving only electrons. Assuming vector-like interactions, the bounds by LEP are
only sensitive to regions with very small g3, but can exclude Z ′23 masses beyond 10 TeV. However,
we expect this bound to be slightly overestimated for our model, since the interactions of Z ′23 are
not exactly vector-like due to the different hypercharge of eL and eR, as depicted in Eq. (5.2).
Nevertheless, the bounds over chiral operators are much weaker than the bound over the vector-like
operator, and a dedicated reanalysis of the data would be required in order to obtain the proper
bound for our model, which is beyond the scope of this work. Therefore, we prefer to be conservative
and depict the largest bound of the vector-like operator as the purple region in Fig. 2.

We have also consider implications for B-physics. The heavy boson Z ′23 has a sizable left-handed
bLsL coupling and an approximately vector-like and universal coupling to electron and muon pairs.
Given these features, a Z ′23 with a mass of 2 TeV mediates a meaningful contribution to the effective
operator O``9 (with ` = e, µ), where sizable NP contributions are preferred according to the most
recent global fits [35], without contributing to the SM-like RK(∗) ratios [48]. However, as depicted
in Fig. 2, the region where the model could address the anomalies in b → sµµ data are in tension
with the bounds obtained by dilepton searches, as expected for a Z ′ which has sizable couplings to
light quarks. Nevertheless, we can see that a relevant C``9 ∼ 0.1 can be obtained for a heavier Z ′23
in the region where g3 < 0.5, as in this region couplings to muons are enhanced.

The flavour-violating structure of Z ′23 couplings leads to sizable contributions to Bs− B̄s meson
mixing [49] and LFV processes involving τ → µ transitions and τ → e transitions, although well
below existing experimental limits [1]. τ → µ(e) transitions arise from mixing angles connected to
the flavour hierarchy O(m2/m3) (O(m1/m3)), see Section 3.1. As an example, in Fig. 2 we depict
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the contour for B(τ → 3µ) = 10−12. We find τ → µγ to be more competitive than τ → 3µ only in
the region g3 > 1.

Beyond indirect detection, in the near future Z ′23 could be directly produced at LHC, HL-
LHC and future colliders such as FCC or a muon collider. The particular pattern of Z ′23 couplings
would allow to disentangle our model from all other proposals. For the natural benchmark g1 '
g2 ' g3 '

√
3gY , Z ′ preferentially decays to top pairs and ditaus, as can be seen in Table 2.

Furthermore, Z ′23 preferentially couples and decays to right-handed charged fermions, given their
larger hypercharge with respect to left-handed charged fermions. Similarly, decays to down-type
quarks are generally suppressed with respect to (right-handed) up-type quarks and charged leptons,
given the smaller hypercharge of the former. An alternative way of discovery would be the detection
of the hyperon scalars breaking the U(1)3

Y group down to SM hypercharge, however we leave a
study about the related phenomenology for future work. In the same spirit, the model naturally
predicts SM singlet neutrinos which could be as light as the TeV scale (see Section 4.2), with
phenomenological implications yet to be explored in a future work.

6 Conclusions

We have proposed a tri-hypercharge (TH) extension of the Standard Model (SM), based on assigning
a separate gauged weak hypercharge to each family. The idea is that each fermion family i only
carries hypercharge under a corresponding U(1)Yi factor. This ensures that each family transforms
differently under the TH gauge group U(1)3

Y , which avoids the family repetition of the SM, and
provides the starting point for a theory of flavour.

The three family specific hypercharge groups are spontaneously broken in a cascade symmetry
breaking down to the SM hypercharge. We have motivated a particular symmetry breaking pattern,
where in a first step U(1)Y1 × U(1)Y2 is broken down to its diagonal subgroup at a high scale v12.
The remaining group U(1)Y1+Y2 × U(1)Y3 is broken down to SM hypercharge at a scale v23. The
hierarchy of scales v23/v12 generally plays a role in the origin of flavour hierarchies, although we
have found that a mild hierarchy v23/v12 ' λ is enough for specific implementations of the model,
where λ ' 0.224 is the Wolfenstein parameter.

Assuming that the SM Higgs only carries third family hypercharge, then only the third family
Yukawa couplings are allowed at renormalisable level. This explains the heaviness of the third
family, the smallness of Vcb and Vub quark mixing, and delivers an accidental and global U(2)5

flavour symmetry acting on the light families, which provides a reasonable first order description
of the SM spectrum. However, U(2)5 does not explain the hierarchical heaviness of the top quark
with respect to the bottom and tau fermions. Furthermore, we have proven that such a hierarchy
between different charged sectors is translated to the light families, worsening the description of
second family fermion masses. We have motivated the addition of a second Higgs doublet as a
natural and elegant solution, which allows a more natural description of the hierarchies between the
different charged fermion sectors.

We have explored the capabilities of the U(1)3
Y model to explain the observed hierarchies and

mixing in the charged fermion sector, via the addition of non-renormalisable operators contain-
ing U(1)3

Y -breaking scalars which act as small breaking effects of U(2)5. After extracting model-
independent considerations from the spurion formalism, we have presented example models where
all charged fermion masses and mixings are addressed. Following a similar methodology, we have
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studied the origin of neutrino masses and mixing in the TH model. We have shown that due to the
U(1)3

Y gauge symmetry, the implementation of a seesaw mechanism naturally leads to a low scale
seesaw, where the SM singlet neutrinos in the model may be as light as the TeV scale. We have
provided an example model compatible with the observed pattern of neutrino mixing.

Finally, we have performed a preliminary exploration of the phenomenological implications and
discovery prospects of the U(1)3

Y theory of flavour. The heavy gauge boson Z ′12 arising from the 12-
breaking displays completely flavour non-universal couplings to fermions, and generally contributes
to ∆F = 2 and CLFV processes. The size of the most dangerous contributions are however model-
dependent. In selected specific models provided in this manuscript, we have found that the most
dangerous contributions to K0 − K̄0 mixing and µ → eγ are strongly suppressed, allowing for Z ′12
to be as light as 10-50 TeV. Therefore, the lightest gauge boson Z ′23 arising from the 23-breaking
can live at the TeV scale, within the reach of LHC and future colliders, since Z ′23 avoids bounds
from K0 − K̄0 mixing and µ→ eγ thanks to an accidental GIM mechanism for light fermions.

We find the gauge boson Z ′23 to have a rich low energy phenomenology: mixing with the SM Z

boson leads to implications for theW boson mass and EWPOs, plus we expect sizable contributions
to flavour-violating processes involving the third family, such as τ → 3µ(e) and Bs − B̄s meson
mixing. After our preliminary analysis, we find that current data allows Z ′23 to be as light as 3-4 TeV
in some regions of the parameter space, the strongest bounds coming from dilepton searches at LHC
along with the contribution to the ρ EW parameter. In the case of discovery, the particular pattern
of Z ′23 couplings and decays to fermions will allow to disentangle our model from all other proposals.
However, most of the phenomenological consequences are yet to be explored in detail: a global fit
to EWPOs and flavour observables will allow to properly confront our model versus current data.
An alternative way of discovery would be the detection of the Higgs scalars (hyperons) breaking the
U(1)3

Y down to SM hypercharge, however we leave a discussion about the related phenomenology
for future work. In the same spirit, the model naturally predicts SM singlet neutrinos which could
be as light as TeV scale, with phenomenological implications yet to be explored.
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A General formalism for the seesaw mechanism

In Section 4 we have motivated that in order to explain the observed pattern of neutrino mixing,
it is required to add SM singlet neutrinos which carry family hypercharges (but are SM singlets).
Therefore, the latter have to be vector-like in order to cancel gauge anomalies. In all generality,
such vector-like neutrinos can get contributions to their mass from the unspecified vector-like mass
terms and from Majorana masses given by VEVs of hyperons breaking the U(1)3

Y group. Both the
SM singlet neutrinos N and the conjugate partners N (both LH in our convention) can couple to
the active neutrinos ν through non-renormalisable operators involving by the hyperons. This way,
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one can write the general neutrino matrix,

Mν =


ν N N

ν| 0 mDL mDR

N
∣∣∣ mT

DL
ML MLR

N | mT
DR

MT
LR MR

 ≡
( 0 mD

mT
D MN

)
. (A.1)

We briefly mention that in the limitmDL = 0, the matrix above looks similar to that of the standard
inverse seesaw (see e.g. [50, 51]). However, in inverse seesaw ML would be associated to a small
parameter µ that provides most of the suppression of neutrino masses, while in our model ML is in
any case above the EW scale because it originates from the VEVs of hyperons, and the suppression
of neutrino masses comes mostly from the smallness of mDL,R (which arise from non-renormalisable
operators).

In order to match Eq. (A.1) to our example seesaw model of Section 4.2, we define ν as a
3-component vector containing the weak eigenstates of active neutrinos, while N and N are 2-
component vectors containing the SM singlet N and conjugate neutrinos N , respectively. Similarly,
in the following we define each one of the sub-matrices of Eq. (A.1) in terms of the matter content
of Section 4.2, ignoring the O(1) dimensionless couplings:

mDL =


N sol Natm

L1| 0 0
L2| 0 0
L3| φ̃ν13

Λsol
φatm
Λatm

Hu , mDR =


Nsol Natm

L1| φe12
Λsol

0
L2| φ̃e12

Λsol
φatm
Λatm

L3| φν13
Λsol

φ̃atm
Λatm

Hu , (A.2)

ML =


N sol Natm

N sol
∣∣∣ φ̃sol 0

Natm
∣∣∣ 0 φ̃`23

 ≈ v23I2×2 , MR ≈

 Nsol Natm

Nsol| φsol 0
Natm| 0 φ`23

 ≈ v23I2×2 , (A.3)

MLR =


Nsol Natm

N sol
∣∣∣ MNsol 0

Natm
∣∣∣ 0 MNatm

 ≈MVLI2×2 , (A.4)

where I2×2 is the 2 × 2 identity matrix. In Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4) above, we have considered the
following approximations and assumptions:

• We have neglected O(1) dimensionless couplings generally present for each non-zero entry of
Eq. (A.3). With this consideration, we findML = MR after the hyperons develop their VEVs.
Furthermore, since the two hyperons appearing in ML and MR participate in the 23-breaking
step of Eq. (2.2), we have assumed that they both develop a similar VEV 〈φ`23〉 ≈ 〈φsol〉 ' v23,
since any other choice would be unnatural.

• For simplicity, we have assumed a similar vector-like mass for both neutrinos in Eq. (A.4),
i.e. MNsol ≈MNatm ≡MVL.
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Provided that the condition mD � MN is fulfilled in Eq. (A.5), we can apply the seesaw formula
as

mν = mDM
−1
N mT

D = (mDL mDR )
(

v23 −MVL
−MVL v23

)(
mT
DL

mT
DR

)
1

v2
23 −M2

VL
(A.5)

=
[
mDLm

T
DL
v23 −mDLm

T
DR
MVL −mDRm

T
DL
MVL +mDRm

T
DR
v23
] 1
v2

23 −M2
VL

.

Given the structure of mDL and mDR in Eq. (A.2), and assuming the mild hierarchies v23/v12 ' λ
and Λsol/Λatm ' λ motivated in the main text, the product mDRm

T
DR

provides an anarchic matrix
with O(1) coefficients in each entry. Instead, the products involving mDL lead to a hierarchical
matrix where only the entries in the third row and column are populated with O(1) terms and the
others are zero. Therefore, if MVL � v23, then the effective neutrino matrix becomes hierarchical,
rendering impossible to explain the observed pattern of neutrino mixing and mass splittings with
O(1) parameters. Instead, if MVL is of the same order or smaller than v23, i.e. MVL > v23, then
the resulting matrix is in any case an anarchic matrix with O(1) coefficients in each entry, and the
final results match those presented in Section 4.2.

This argument holds as long as mDL is populated by zeros in at least some of the entries
involving L1 and L2, like in our example model of Section 4.2. Instead, in the very particular case
where bothmDL andmDR are similar matrices and of the same order, then the terms proportional to
MVL in Eq. (A.5) can provide an anarchic matrix and MVL > v23 is possible. Nevertheless, even in
this case we expect MVL not to be very large, since the smallness of mDL and mDR (that arise from
non-renormalisable operators) already provides most of the suppression for the neutrino masses.
Furthermore, this scenario involves the addition of several extra hyperons with very particular
charges, making the model very complicated, so we do not consider it.

B High scale symmetry breaking

Assuming that the 12-breaking scale is far above the electroweak scale, at very high energies the
theory is well described by U(1)Y1 × U(1)Y2 with renormalisable Lagrangian (neglecting fermion
content and any kinetic mixing8 for simplicity),

L = −1
4F

(1)
µν F

µν(1) − 1
4F

(2)
µν F

µν(2) + (Dµφ12)∗Dµφ12 − V (φ12) , (B.1)

where for simplicity we assume only one hyperon φ12(q,−q), which develops a VEV 〈φ12〉 = v12/
√

2
spontaneously breaking U(1)Y1 × U(1)Y2 down to its diagonal subgroup. The covariant derivative
reads

Dµ = ∂µ − ig1Y1B1µ − ig2Y2B2µ . (B.2)

Expanding the kinetic term of φ12, we obtain mass terms for the gauge bosons as

8Considering kinetic mixing in the Lagrangian of Eq. (B.1) only leads to a redefinition of either the g1 or g2
couplings in the canonical basis (where the kinetic terms are diagonal), with no phenomenological implications.
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M2 = q2v2
12

2

 Bµ
1 Bµ

2
B1µ| g2

1 −g1g2
B2µ| −g1g2 g2

2

 . (B.3)

The diagonalisation of the matrix above reveals

M̂2 = q2v2
12

2

 Y µ
12 Z ′µ12

Y12µ| 0 0
Z ′12µ

∣∣∣ 0 g2
1 + g2

2

 , (B.4)

in the basis of mass eigenstates given by(
Y12µ
Z ′12µ

)
=
(

cos θ12 sin θ12
− sin θ12 cos θ12

)(
B1µ
B2µ

)
, sin θ12 = g1√

g2
1 + g2

2

. (B.5)

Therefore, we obtain a massive gauge boson Z ′12µ at the scale v12, while Y1 + Y2 associated to the
gauge boson Y12µ remains unbroken. These results are trivially generalised for the case of more
hyperons. The covariant derivative in the new basis is given by

Dµ = ∂µ − i
g1g2√
g2

1 + g2
2

(Y1 + Y2)Y12µ − i

− g2
1√

g2
1 + g2

2

Y1 + g2
2√

g2
1 + g2

Y2

Z ′µ (B.6)

= ∂µ − ig12(Y1 + Y2)Y12µ − i (−g1 sin θ12Y1 + g2 cos θ12Y2)Z ′µ .

The couplings to fermions in Eq. (5.1) are readily extracted by expanding the fermion kinetic term
applying Eq. (B.6).

C Low scale symmetry breaking

The renormalisable Lagrangian of a theory SU(2)L × U(1)Y1+Y2 × U(1)Y3 with H(2)(0, 1
2 ) and

φ23(1)(q,−q) reads (neglecting fermion content and any kinetic mixing9 for simplicity),

Lren = −1
4F

(12)
µν Fµν(12) − 1

4F
(3)
µν F

µν(3) − 1
4W

a
µνW

µν
a (C.1)

+ (DµH)†DµH + (Dµφ23)∗Dµφ23

− V (H,φ23) ,

where the covariant derivatives read

DµH = (∂µ − igL
σa

2 W a
µ − i

g3
2 B3µ)H , (C.2)

Dµφ23 = (∂µ − ig12qB12µ + ig3qB3µ)φ23 , (C.3)

9If kinetic mixing is considered, then it will lead to a further term in sin θZ−Z′23
of Eq. (C.19) suppressed by

(M0
Z/M

0
Z′23

)2 as well. This new term will be proportional to the kinetic mixing parameter sinχ, so it is expected to
be extra suppressed with respect to the leading mass mixing term and we can safely neglect it.
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and σa with a = 1, 2, 3 are the Pauli matrices. The Higgs doublet develops the usual EW symmetry
breaking VEV as

〈H〉 = 1√
2

(
0
vSM

)
, (C.4)

while the hyperon develops a higher scale VEV as

〈φ23〉 = v23√
2
, (C.5)

which spontaneously breaks the group U(1)Y1+Y2 × U(1)Y3 down to its diagonal subgroup.

Expanding the following kinetic terms with the expressions of the covariant derivatives of
Eqs. (C.2) and (C.3), we obtain

(DµH)†DµH + (Dµφ23)∗Dµφ23 = g2
L

4 WµW
µ† + q2v2

23
2


Wµ

3 Bµ
12 Bµ

3

W3µ| g2
Lr

2 0 −gLg3r
2

B12µ| 0 g2
12 −g12g3

B3µ| −gLg3r
2 −g12g3 g

2
3 + g2

3r
2

 . (C.6)

where r = vSM
2qv23

� 1, and we denote M2
gauge as the off-diagonal matrix above. Given the two

different scales in the mass matrix, we apply first the following transformation(
Wµ

3
Y µ

Xµ

)
=
( 1 0 0

0 cos θ23 sin θ23
0 − sin θ23 cos θ23

)Wµ
3

Bµ
12
Bµ

3

 =

 Wµ
3

cos θ23B
µ
12 + sin θ23B

µ
3

− sin θ23B
µ
12 + cos θ23B

µ
3

 , (C.7)

where
sin θ23 = g12√

g2
12 + g2

3

, (C.8)

obtaining

Vθ23M
2
gaugeV

†
θ23

= q2v2
23

2


Wµ

3 Y µ Xµ

W3µ| g2
Lr

2 −gLgY r2 −gLgXr2

Yµ| −gLgY r2 g2
Y r

2 gY gXr
2

Xµ| −gLgXr2 gY gXr
2 g2

F + g2
Xr

2

 , (C.9)

where Y µ is associated to the SM hypercharge gauge boson with gauge coupling

gY = g12g3√
g2

12 + g2
3

' 0.36 , (C.10)

where the numeric value depicted is evaluated at the EW scale, and Xµ can be seen as an effective
gauge boson with effective couplings

gX = g2
3√

g2
12 + g2

3

, gF =
√
g2

12 + g2
3 , (C.11)
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to the Higgs boson and to φ23, respectively. In this basis the covariant derivatives read

DµH = (∂µ − igL
σa

2 W a
µ − i

gY
2 Yµ − i

gX
2 Xµ)H , (C.12)

Dµφ23 = (∂µ − iqgFXµ)φ23 . (C.13)

The mass matrix in this basis can be block-diagonalised by applying the following transformation Aµ

(Z0)µ
Xµ

 =
( sin θW cos θW 0

cos θW − sin θW 0
0 0 1

)(
Wµ

3
Y µ

Xµ

)
=

 cos θWY µ + sin θWWµ
3

− sin θWY µ + cos θWWµ
3

Xµ

 , (C.14)

where the mixing angle is identified with the usual weak mixing angle as

sin θW = gY√
g2
Y + g2

L

, (C.15)

obtaining

VθW Vθ23M
2
gauge(VθW Vθ23)† = q2v2

23
2


Aµ (Z0)µ Xµ

Aµ| 0 0 0
(Z0)µ

∣∣ 0 (g2
L + g2

Y )r2 −gX
√
g2
Y + g2

Lr
2

Xµ| 0 −gX
√
g2
Y + g2

Lr
2 g2

F + g2
Xr

2

 , (C.16)

where we have already identified the massless photon. Now we diagonalise the remaining 2 × 2
sub-block in the limit of small r2. We obtain

Zµ = cos θZ−Z′23
(− sin θWYµ + cos θWW3µ) + sin θZ−Z′23

Xµ , (C.17)

Z ′23µ = − sin θZ−Z′23
(− sin θWYµ + cos θWW3µ) + cos θZ−Z′23

Xµ , (C.18)

where to leading order in r2

sin θZ−Z′23
≈

√
g2
Y + g2

LgX

g2
F

r2 = g3 cos θ23√
g2
Y + g2

L

 M0
Z

M0
Z′23

2

. (C.19)

We can see that the SM Z boson carries a small admixture of the Xµ boson, which provides a small
shift to its mass as

M2
Z ≈ q2v2

23

(
g2
Y + g2

L

)(
r2 − g2

X

g2
F

r4
)

= (M0
Z)2

1− g2
3 cos2 θ23(
g2
Y + g2

L

)
 M0

Z

M0
Z′23

2
 (C.20)

M2
Z′23
≈ q2v2

23g
2
F

(
1 + g2

X

g2
F

r2
)

= (M0
Z′23

)2

1 + g2
3 cos2 θ23(
g2
Y + g2

L

)
 M0

Z

M0
Z′23

2
 (C.21)
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where
M0
Z = vSM

2

√
g2
Y + g2

L , M0
Z′23

= qv23

√
g2

12 + g2
3 . (C.22)

are the masses of the Z boson in the SM and the mass of the Z ′23 boson in absence of Z −Z ′23 mass
mixing, respectively. All these results can be easily generalised for the case of more hyperons or
more Higgs doublets.

As expected, the SM Z boson mass arises at order r2, with a leading correction from Z − Z ′23
mixing arising at order r4. Instead, the Z ′23 boson arises at leading order in the power expansion,
with the leading correction from Z − Z ′23 mixing arising at order r2. Remarkably, the presence of
Z−Z ′23 mixing always shifts the mass of the Z boson downward with respect to the SM prediction.

The equations obtained match general results in the literature [25, 52, 53], which consider
scenarios where the starting point is a matrix such as Eq. (C.9) with gF = gX . Our equations
match those of these papers when gF = gX (and taking into account that we need to perform an
extra rotation θ23 to arrive to Eq. (C.9)). Neglecting the small Z − Z ′23 mixing, the couplings of
the Z ′23 gauge boson given in Eq. (5.2) are obtained by expanding the fermion kinetic terms in the
usual way, using the covariant derivative (where T3 is the third-component SU(2)L isospin)

Dµ = ∂µ − i
[
eQAµ + (T3gL cos θW − gY sin θW (Y1 + Y2 + Y3))Z0

µ (C.23)

+ (−g12 sin θ23(Y1 + Y2) + g3 cos θ23Y3)Z ′23µ

]
,

which is an excellent approximation for all practical purposes other than precision Z boson phe-
nomenology. In that case, one has to consider that the couplings of the Z boson to fermions are
shifted due to Z − Z ′23 mixing as

gfLfLZ =
(
gfLfLZ

)0
+ sin θZ−Z′23

gfLfLZ′23
, (C.24)

where gfLfLZ′23
are the fermion couplings of Z ′23 in absence of Z − Z ′23 mixing, as given in Eq. (5.2),

and similarly for right-handed fermions by just replacing L by R everywhere. We can see that in
any case, the shift in the Z boson couplings is suppressed by the small ratio (M0

Z/M
0
Z′23

)2.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of the Higgs boson in 2012, the experimental focus in the electroweak

sector at the LHC has turned to precision measurements of Higgs observables and the search

for heavy Higgs-like particles. To date, no significant deviation from the Standard Model

(SM) predictions has been observed, suggesting that beyond the SM (BSM) physics, if it

exists, must be at a much higher energy scale than that probed at the LHC. In this scenario,

effective field theories (EFTs) are the tool of choice in the search for deviations from the

SM. In principle, the EFTs represent a model-independent formalism which can then be

matched to the predictions of specific ultraviolet (UV) complete models.

Two types of EFTs can be used to model the unknown BSM physics that potentially

affects the Higgs sector; they are the SM Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) [1–3] and the

Higgs Effective Field Theory (HEFT) [4–6] (cf. ref. [7] for a review). Both use exclusively

SM degrees of freedom, and both are invariant under the SM gauge groups SU(3)×SU(2)L×

UY(1). However, while the SMEFT considers the Higgs field h and the electroweak (EW)

would-be Goldstone bosons, ωa, to be embedded in the SU(2)L Higgs doublet, the HEFT

treats h as a gauge singlet and classifies the ωa as an SU(2)L triplet. As a consequence,

the SMEFT starts from the SM as it is before spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) of

SU(2)L × UY(1) → UEM(1), and adds to it a tower of higher dimensional operators, On
i ,

built out of the (before-SSB) SM fields:

LSMEFT = LSM +
∑
n,i

Cn
i O

n
i

Λn−4 , (1)

where n > 4 is the dimension of the operator, Cn
i are coefficients (usually known as Wilson

coefficients, WCs) and Λ the UV scale. By contrast, the HEFT starts by treating h and

the ωa separately, in such a way that the latter are embedded into a unitary matrix U .

Moreover, the HEFT is an expansion in the number of covariant derivatives; at the lowest

order, the part of the HEFT Lagrangian relevant for the scattering processes discussed in

this article is1

LHEFT ⊃
v2

4
F(h)Tr

{
DµU

†DµU
}

+
1

2
(∂µh)2 − V (h), (2)

1 Only terms relevant for our current purposes are shown. In particular, fermions will not be relevant, and

will be omitted in what follows.

2



where v = 246 GeV represents the vacuum expectation value (vev) of the Higgs field in

the SM, Dµ is the covariant derivative, and F(h) and V (h) are generic functions of h. In

general, one has DµU = ∂µU + igW a
µ
σa

2
U − ig′U σ3

2
Bµ, with U = 1 in the unitary gauge. The

fact that h is a gauge singlet means that symmetry invariance allows F(h) and V (h) to be

to be arbitrary power series in h. Considering again the lowest order HEFT Lagrangian, we

find

F(h) = 1 + 2a
h

v
+ b

h2

v2
+ ... , V (h) =

1

2
m2
hh

2

(
1 + d3

h

v
+
d4
4

h2

v2
+ ...

)
, (3)

where mh is the h mass, the dots stand for terms with higher powers of h, and a, b, d3 and

d4 are arbitrary couplings. These are normalized so that the SM is recovered when both

a = b = d3 = d4 = 1 and the remaining terms with higher powers of h are set to zero.

A significant effort has been made in recent years to derive techniques to distinguish

the SMEFT and the HEFT from one another from a pure bottom-up approach, i.e. with-

out assuming knowledge about any possible BSM model [8–14]. Yet, since the EFTs are

ultimately effective descriptions of a particular UV model, it is also relevant to discuss a

top-down approach. In this case, the BSM model is assumed to be known, and a matching

between the EFTs and the UV model is obtained by integrating out the heavy degrees of

freedom. This exercise has been done in the recent literature especially for the SMEFT,

considering several different UV models [15–29].

In this paper, we follow the top-down approach taking the 2 Higgs Doublet Model

(2HDM) [30] as the BSM model, and discuss the matching to both the SMEFT and the

HEFT. Ref. [19] performed an exercise along these lines, choosing as the BSM model a sin-

glet extension of the SM with a Z2 symmetry. It turns out that this model is very special,

as it allows an EFT expansion which is exclusively governed by inverse powers of the heavy

mass. By contrast, and as we will show, a consistent EFT approach cannot be applied

to a model like the 2HDM unless one makes further assumptions besides those related to

the physical masses. This aspect is intimately related to the notions of decoupling and

perturbativity, which shall be discussed in detail below.

We will focus on the tree-level scattering processes WW → hh and hh → hh, where

the HEFT and SMEFT may have potential differences when matched to the 2HDM. We

pay particular attention to performing consistent expansions in the different EFTs, and

investigate how accurately they reproduce the results of the 2HDM.
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This paper is organized as follows. We start by recapping the 2HDM in section II.

Section III is devoted to the notion of decoupling and to its consequences for an EFT

expansion. That allows us to study the SMEFT and HEFT matchings to the 2HDM, which

we do in sections IV and V, respectively. Finally, we present our results in section VI and

our conclusions in section VII. We provide further details on the 2HDM and on the model

of ref. [19] in the appendices.

II. 2HDM

For this review of the 2HDM, we follow Ref. [29] closely (for more details, cf. Refs. [31,

32]). The model adds an extra doublet Φ2 to the SM scalar doublet Φ1, and we define

their vevs as v2/
√

2 and v1/
√

2, respectively (we take them to be real). We impose a softly

broken Z2 symmetry, under which the scalar doublets transform as Φ1 → Φ1 and Φ2 → −Φ2,

whereas the fermion fields can transform in four different ways (each one corresponds to a

different type of 2HDM).2 It is convenient to introduce an angle β such that tβ = v2/v1,

which allows us to move to the Higgs basis [33–36] as:3 H1

H2

 =

 cβ sβ

−sβ cβ

 Φ1

Φ2

 . (4)

In the Higgs basis, the second doublet (H2) has no vev, whereas H1 has the vev v/
√

2,

with v ≡
√
v21 + v22 = 246 GeV. Among the terms of the Lagrangian, we focus on just two,

L2HDM 3 Lkin − V , the former being the scalar kinetic piece and the latter the potential. In

the Higgs basis, they read:

Lkin = (DµH1)
† (DµH1) + (DµH2)

† (DµH2) , (5a)

V = Y1H
†
1H1 + Y2H

†
2H2 +

(
Y3H

†
1H2 + h.c.

)
+
Z1

2

(
H†1H1

)2
+
Z2

2

(
H†2H2

)2
+ Z3

(
H†1H1

)(
H†2H2

)
+ Z4

(
H†1H2

)(
H†2H1

)
+

{
Z5

2

(
H†1H2

)2
+ Z6

(
H†1H1

)(
H†1H2

)
+ Z7

(
H†2H2

)(
H†1H2

)
+ h.c.

}
, (5b)

2 Since the fermions will not be the focus of this paper, we refer the reader to ref. [32] for details on the

different types of 2HDMs.
3 Here and in the following, it should be clear that, for any angle x, we use cx ≡ cos(x), sx ≡ sin(x), tx ≡

tan(x).
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in such a way that, on the one hand, the minimization equations imply:

Y1 = −Z1

2
v2, Y3 = −Z6

2
v2 , (6)

and, on the other, the Z2 symmetry (which is only explicit in the basis of Φ1, Φ2) is mani-

fested by the circumstance that only 5 of the 7 Zi are independent. Although the parameters

Y3, Z5, Z6, Z7 are in general complex (the remaining parameters are real by hermiticity), we

restrict ourselves to the solution in which they have real values.4 CP symmetry is thus

preserved at the leading order in the scalar sector, in which case H1 and H2 can be param-

eterized as:

H1 =

 G+

1√
2
(v + hH1 + iG0)

 , H2 =

 H+

1√
2
(hH2 + iA)

 , (7)

with hH1 , h
H
2 , G0 and A real fields, and G+, H+ complex ones. With the exception of hH1 , h

H
2 ,

all of these states are already mass states (G0 and G+ are the would-be Goldstone bosons,

and A and H+ are the pseudo-scalar and the charged scalar bosons, respectively). The mass

matrix for hH1 and hH2 can be diagonalized by introducing a mixing angle α such that: h

H

 =

 sβ−α cβ−α

cβ−α −sβ−α

 hH1

hH2

 , (8)

where h and H are the neutral scalar mass states, with h being the scalar that is observed

at the LHC. Finally, defining the masses of h,H,A and H± to be mh,mH ,mA and mH± ,

respectively, we shall take the following parameters as independent:

cβ−α, β, v, mh, Y2, mH , mA, mH± . (9)

The expressions for the Zi parameters in terms of the independent parameters can be found

in Appendix A.

III. DECOUPLING AND PERTURBATIVITY

In the following sections, we shall derive EFTs for the model described in section II,

which is taken as our UV model. Such a derivation requires a separation of scales in the UV

4 As stressed in Ref. [37], though, one should keep in mind that those parameters are generally complex,

since issues with renormalization would otherwise follow.
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model. Let us focus on the UV model, and assume that it has two disparate mass scales,

Λ and v, such that Λ � v. Intuition leads to the expectation that the physical effects of

the particle(s) with mass of O(Λ) should be suppressed at low energies, i.e. at O(v). This

is, in fact, the main idea of decoupling, which is formalized in the Appelquist-Carazzone

decoupling theorem [38] (see also ref. [7]).

Yet there is an important caveat here. The decoupling theorem was formulated in ref. [38]

for a model without SSB, where the masses are independent parameters in the Lagrangian;

in particular, they are independent of interaction couplings. It follows that a given mass

can be rendered very large (of O(Λ)) without affecting the interaction couplings — and, in

particular, without requiring these couplings to become very large. In this way, taking a

particle to be very heavy in a model without SSB does not jeopardize perturbativity, which

is an implicit assumption of the decoupling theorem.5

In models with SSB, the situation changes considerably [39–44]. The reason is that

particles in models with SSB often get their masses from the product of a (fixed) vev and

an interaction coupling. To obtain a very heavy mass for a particle, one would thus need

to take the interaction coupling to be very large — which would, however, inevitably make

perturbation theory invalid. Therefore, decoupling is not possible in this scenario: one

cannot take a particle to be infinitely massive without violating perturbativity (see also the

discussion in ref. [7]).

It should be clear, on the other hand, that this does not mean that decoupling is impos-

sible in a model with SSB. For it may happen that, in such theory, a particle gets at least

part of its mass from a mass parameter of the Lagrangian — which, as mentioned above,

is independent of the remaining Lagrangian parameters, and in particular of the interaction

ones. Hence, by taking that mass parameter to be very heavy (while keeping the interaction

parameters fixed), one renders the particle at stake to be very massive, without endangering

the validity of a perturbative description.

We can apply this discussion to the 2HDM described in the previous section, which is the

focus of this paper. Our goal is to make the particles which do not belong to the SM (H, A

and H±) very heavy, so that an EFT for the 2HDM can be build using solely the degrees of

5 In this paper, we assume that decoupling requires perturbativity, and we do not consider the scenario in

which the UV model violates perturbativity.
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freedom of the SM. To that end, we must have:

mH ' mA ' mH+ � mh = 125 GeV. (10)

To see how this can be obtained in a consistent way, it is convenient to write these masses

in terms of v, cβ−α and parameters of the potential:

m2
h =

c2β−α
2 c2β−α − 1

Y2 +
2 (c2β−α − 1)Z1 + c2β−αZ345

4 c2β−α − 2
v2, (11a)

m2
H =

(c2β−α − 1)

2 c2β−α − 1
Y2 +

c2β−α(2Z1 + Z345)− Z345

4 c2β−α − 2
v2, (11b)

m2
A = Y2 +

Z345 − 2Z5

2
v2, (11c)

m2
H+ = Y2 +

Z3

2
v2 , (11d)

with Z345 ≡ Z3 + Z4 + Z5. As suggested above, each of the squared masses (m2
h included)

contains two parts: one of them proportional to a mass parameter of the Lagrangian (Y2), the

other one proportional to the product between interaction couplings (Zi) and the squared vev

(v2). This means that Y2 plays a fundamental role in decoupling, as it can be used to render

mH , mA and mH+ very large without compromising the validity of the perturbation theory.6

It is also clear that, if eq. (10) is to be obeyed, and if cβ−α is chosen as an independent

parameter, then taking Y2 to be very large is not enough; more than that, cβ−α must behave

so as to ensure that mh stays fixed as Y2 is increased. Another way to realize this is to

consider eqs. (A1), which show the Zi parameters written in terms of the parameters of

eq. (9). From those equations (in particular eq. (A1a)), it is clear that the only way eq. (10)

can hold without having large Zi (i.e. without violating perturbativity) is to require that

cβ−α scales with Λ−2.

All of this leads us to define the decoupling limit of the 2HDM [45–48] — which ensures

eq. (10) while complying with Zi/(4π) . O(1) — as:7

Y2 = Λ2, m2
H = Λ2 + ∆m2

H , m2
A = Λ2 + ∆m2

A, m2
H+ = Λ2 + ∆m2

H+ , (12a)

6 This also shows that, in a 2HDM with an exact (i.e. not softly broken) Z2 symmetry, it is not possible

to decouple H, A and H+. The reason is that, in that case, Y2 ∼ O(Ziv
2), so that Y2 cannot be taken to

be very large without violating perturbativity [45].
7 Although Y2 could be written Y2 = Λ2 + ∆Y2, with ∆Y2 a real parameter, the latter can be set to zero

without loss of generality.
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Λ2 � v2, m2
h ∼ O(v2), ∆m2

H ,∆m
2
A,∆m

2
H+ ∼ O(v2), (12b)

cβ−α ∼ O(v2/Λ2), (12c)

with ∆m2
H , ∆m2

A and ∆m2
H+ real parameters. In the following sections, the decoupling limit

defined in eqs. (12) will be used to build expansions, corresponding to either the SMEFT

or the HEFT. This can be more easily done if we introduce an auxiliary dimensionless

parameter ξ, which acts as the de facto expansion parameter. Then, assuming eq. (12a), we

implement the scaling v2/Λ2, cβ−α ∼ O(ξ) of eqs. (12b) and (12c) at the practical level (in

our codes) through:
1

Λ2
→ ξ

Λ2
, cβ−α → ξ cβ−α , (13)

while all the other scales and parameters are O(ξ0) and are left untouched.8 In this way, the

expansion will correspond to a series of positive powers of ξ. The trivial order — O(ξ0) —

implies the alignment limit, which is defined by cβ−α → 0 and corresponds to the scenario in

which the h couplings are exactly those of the SM. In this way, decoupling implies alignment.9

Several aspects are worth mentioning here. The first one is that eq. (10) is found if and

only if we have both Y2 � v2 and perturbativity. That is, assuming eq. (10) or assuming

Y2 � v2 and Zi/(4π) . O(1) are just two equivalent ways to describe the same physical

scenario corresponding to the decoupling limit. Eqs. (12) are yet another equivalent way,

which specifies how the parameters of eq. (9) behave in that physical scenario.

This implies that the power-counting of the SMEFT and the HEFT matchings are going

to be equivalent. It is true that, as shall be seen in detail, the SMEFT performs the expansion

before SSB and the HEFT after it — such that the former uses the Lagrangian parameter

Y2 as an expansion parameter, whereas the latter uses physical masses mH ,mA,mH+ . Yet,

since those physical masses can be made large if and only if Y2 � v2 and Zi/(4π) . O(1),

the two expansions are the same, in the sense that they follow the same power-counting.

Given the set of independent parameters of eq. (9), that power-counting is organized by

powers of ξ, as defined in eq. (13).

8 Ref. [49] followed a similar procedure. One might wonder whether it would be possible to have alternatives

to eq. (13) for which β might also scale in a non-trivial way. Yet, by considering eqs. (A1b) and (A1g), it

is easy to conclude that any scaling of β would violate perturbativity.
9 The reverse is in general not true: it is possible to have alignment without decoupling [47, 50, 51]. An

EFT approach to the 2HDM in general does not work in this case [20].
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This leads to another aspect, related to the role of cβ−α. The special scaling of cβ−α in

eq. (12c), as well as the subsequent ξ power-counting introduced in eq. (13), both follow

from the choice of cβ−α as an independent parameter. If, instead of cβ−α, one of the Zi

were chosen as independent — say, Z6 — one would simply need to require Z6 to obey

Z6/(4π) . O(1), in which case the expansion would simply be in inverse powers of Λ2.10

The two scenarios — the one in which cβ−α is independent, and the one in which Z6 is

independent — are perfectly equivalent. Note also that, if Z6 were independent, we would

find cβ−α = Z6 v
2/Y2 +O(v4/Y 2

2 ) ∼ O(ξ1), so that the scaling of the cβ−α mixing in eq. (13)

would show up in a natural way.

Also relevant is an aspect concerning the mass states. As suggested above, the extreme

case of the decoupling limit — namely, Y2 →∞ taken in a way consistent with perturbativity

— implies cβ−α → 0. This, in turn, implies hH1 → h and hH2 → −H by eq. (8). It follows

that hH1 and hH2 effectively correspond to mass states in the extreme decoupling. In the case

in which Y2 is very large but finite, there will be differences between hH2 and the mass state

−H which are proportional to cβ−α ∼ O(v2/Λ2).

Finally, we have been discussing how eq. (10) can be obtained without spoiling pertur-

bativity. We should keep in mind, however, that the latter (perturbativity) is not restricted

to that equation. Put another way, there are issues concerning perturbativity which are

independent of the limit of heavy scalar masses. A simple example is provided by β; even

though this parameter is independent of eq. (10), its values can be such that perturbativity

is violated.11 Note that this feature is already present in the full 2HDM, so that it is not

specific to an EFT expansion. This also means that the expansion of eq. (13) does not

ensure that perturbativity will be obeyed order by order in ξ; it only ensures that eq. (10)

can be obtained without violating perturbativity.

10 Just as cβ−α ∼ O(v2/Λ2), the scaling Z6/(4π) . O(1) would ensure not only perturbativity, but also

that mh would be fixed. This last aspect can be seen by considering eq. (A3a), which is equivalent to

eq. (11a), but with cβ−α replaced by Z6. It is clear that, as long as perturbativity is ensured (all Zi obeying

Zi/(4π) . O(1)), the scenario of very large Y2 will imply the cancellation of Y2 in the expression (A3a).
11 For example, via the interactions of between h and fermions (cf. e.g. ref. [52]), or via Z2 and Z7 (cf.

eqs. (A1)). Finally, in some of the four types of 2HDM, β can also cause a delayed decoupling [47, 52, 53].
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IV. SMEFT

As referred to in the Introduction, the starting point of the SMEFT is the SM before

SSB (to which higher-dimensional operators are added). Therefore, the SMEFT matching

to the 2HDM must be done in such a way that the integration out of the heavy degrees of

freedom of the 2HDM happens before SSB. Yet, here we are faced with a problem: not all

the mass states of the 2HDM are defined before SSB. In fact, as seen above, the states hH1

and hH2 mix after SSB, and their mass matrix is diagonalized to yield the mass states h and

H. In that case, how can the heavy state H be integrated out before SSB, if it is not even

defined by then?

The answer has to do with the decoupling limit. We saw above that, in the extreme

decoupling limit (Y2 → ∞), hH2 becomes a mass state. In that case, the doublet H2 of the

Higgs basis can be integrated out before SSB: on the one hand, the fact that H2 is a doublet

of SUL(2) means that the states contained in it can be integrated out as a whole (without

violating the symmetries of the theory before SSB). On the other hand, by eq. (7), all its

states become very heavy in that extreme decoupling scenario.

H2 is then integrated out at tree-level. This means a) assuming H2 can be expressed as an

expansion in inverse powers of Y2, b) deriving a truncated solution for H2 using equations of

motion (EoM) and c) plugging that solution back in the original Lagrangian. The resulting

Lagrangian will thus be itself an expansion in inverse powers of Y2.
12 This parameter is

identified with the squared UV scale Λ2, and the resulting EFT can be written in the format

of the SMEFT. This exercise has been performed up to O(1/Λ4) in ref. [29]; in terms of the

operators of dimension-6 and dimension-8 of the bases of refs. [54] and [55], respectively, the

result reads:

LSMEFT = LSM +
CH
Λ2

(H†H)3 +
CH8

Λ4
(H†H)4 +

C
(1)

H6

Λ4
(H†H)2 (DµH)† (DµH) + ... +O(1/Λ6),

(14)

where LSM is the SM Lagrangian, H is the Higgs doublet of the SMEFT expansion and the

12 Recall that we assumed the extreme decoupling scenario. Relaxing this assumption (i.e. taking Y2 to be

not so large) corresponds to considering higher powers in 1/Y2.
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ellipses represent terms with fermions.13 The expressions for the WCs read [29]:

CH
Λ2

=
Z2

6

Λ2
+

2

Λ4

(
Y3Z1Z6 − Y3Z345Z6 + Y1Z

2
6

)
, (15a)

CH8

Λ4
=

1

Λ4

(
2Z1Z

2
6 − Z345Z6

2
)
, (15b)

C
(1)

H6

Λ4
= −Z6

2

Λ4
. (15c)

We can rewrite these matching relations in terms of the parameters of eq. (9). To that

end, we use eqs. (A1) and, after assuming eq. (12a), we consider the scaling of eq. (13) and

expand up to O(ξ2). The result is:

CH
Λ2

= c2β−α (
√

2GF )2
[
Λ2 − 4 (m2

h −∆m2
H)
]
, (16a)

CH8

Λ4
= 2 c2β−α (

√
2GF )3

(
m2
h −∆m2

H

)
, (16b)

C
(1)

H6

Λ4
= −c2β−α (

√
2GF )2, (16c)

where GF is the Fermi constant.14 The appearance of Λ in the numerator of the right-hand

side of eq. (16a) is a consequence of our choice of cβ−α as independent parameter. Note also

that there is no information about β or asymmetry in cβ−α (i.e. odd powers of cβ−α). Finally,

among the ∆m2 parameters introduced in eq. (12a), only ∆m2
H shows up, and always in the

form m2
h −∆m2

H .

V. HEFT

We saw in the Introduction that the HEFT considers the SM Higgs field h to be a gauge

singlet. This means that the HEFT matching to the 2HDM can only be accomplished if

the heavy degrees of freedom of the 2HDM are integrated out after SSB. Contrary to the

SMEFT approach, then, the HEFT matching to the 2HDM starts with physical states, i.e.

states with well defined masses, without mixing terms in the propagator. As a result, one can

directly integrate out the heavy mass states H, A and H±. Consistent with the discussion

13 Again, fermions are not relevant for our purposes. H is related to H1 by a normalization factor; cf. ref. [29]

for details.
14 Ref. [29] considered the scenario in which ∆mH = ∆mA = ∆mH+ = 0, which is stronger than what is

required by the decoupling limit of eqs. (12). We write the expressions in terms of GF instead of the vev,

since the relation between the two gets corrections in the SMEFT; see ref. [29] for details.
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of section III, however, we will show that such an operation cannot be done by considering

an expansion simply in inverse powers of mH , mA and mH+ . More than that, the scaling

of cβ−α must be taken into account, or else there will be no consistent decoupling, since

perturbativity is lost.

This danger can be illustrated by considering the cubic self-interaction of h. As with any

three-point function, this interaction is not affected by the integration out of the heavy states

at tree-level.15 Thus, the cubic self-interaction of h of the HEFT Lagrangian is obtained by

considering the same interaction in the 2HDM Lagrangian and simply applying the EFT

expansion. The Feynman rule for the cubic self-interaction of h in the 2HDM reads:

3i csc2(2β)

2v

{
sβ−α cos(4β)

[
− 3c4β−αm

2
H − 2c2β−αY2 +

(
3c4β−α + c2β−α + 1

)
m2
h

]
+c3β−α sin(4β)

[ (
1− 3c2β−α

)
m2
h +

(
3c2β−α − 2

)
m2
H + 2Y2

]
+sβ−α

[
2c2β−αY2 − c4β−αm2

H +
(
c4β−α − c2β−α − 1

)
m2
h

]}
. (17)

with sβ−α =
√

1− c2β−α. From this expression, we realize that an EFT expansion that

considers simply inverse powers of mH , mA and mH+ is doomed to inconsistency. This is

because eq. (17) contains positive powers of those heavy masses, so that the final HEFT

Lagrangian can never be simply an expansion in inverse powers of those masses.16 Note

that this has physical consequences, since observables like WW → hh would suffer the

same inconsistency. On the other hand, an expansion according to the ξ-scaling in eqs. (12)

and (13) leads to a well-behaved cubic self-interaction of h.

The conclusion is then clear: the HEFT Lagrangian cannot be obtained from the 2HDM

simply by performing an expansion in inverse powers of the heavy masses. Decoupling and

15 The reason is that the solution of the EoM for a given heavy particle will always depend on terms which

contain at least two light fields (since there are no bilinear terms in the Lagrangian which depend on two

different fields, by definition of mass eigenstates). This means that, when replacing this heavy-particle

EoM solution in the original UV Lagrangian, the two-point functions containing the heavy field will yield

effective operators with four or more light fields. UV interaction terms with only one heavy field must

also contain at least another two light fields and, hence, the corresponding effective operator has at least

four light particles when the heavy scalar EoM solution is substituted. The same thing happens for UV

interaction terms with two or more heavy fields, which give place to low-energy operators with four or

more light fields for identical reasons [56].
16 This is also true for the quartic self-interaction of h. As discussed in Appendix B, the singlet model of

ref. [19] is very special, since the cubic light-Higgs interactions does not scale with the heavy mass.
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perturbativity in the UV theory require the consistent scaling in eqs. (12) and (13), which

leads to a well defined expansion. The heavy states H, A and H+ can then be integrated

out. As mentioned above, this operation cannot affect three-point functions, which are thus

trivially derived from the equivalent function in the UV model simply by applying eq. (12a)

and expanding according to eq. (13). By contrast, vertices with four particles or more receive

contributions from integrating out the heavy states.

It is to this procedure that we now turn to. To that end, and as described in the

Introduction, we treat h and the ωa separately, such that the latter are embedded into a

unitary matrix U . The scalar doublets of the Higgs basis then take the form:17

H1 =
v + hH1√

2
U(ω)

0

1

 , H2 = U(ω)

 H+

1√
2
(hH2 + iA)

 . (18)

We choose the unitary gauge, where the Goldstone bosons are eliminated from the theory,

i.e. U = 1 (our results were checked in an arbitrary Rξ gauge). This has the advantage that

there are no interactions with more than four fields.18 Following ref. [19], we write the terms

of L2HDM involving scalars in such a way that we isolate the heavy scalars:

L2HDM ⊃
1

2
(∂µH

a)2 − 1

2
(M2)abHaHb + J0 + Ja1H

a

+Jab2 H
aHb + Jabc3 HaHbHc + Jabcd4 HaHbHcHd , (19)

where (M2)ab is a diagonal matrix, Ha = (H, A, H3, H4), with H± ≡ (H3 ∓ iH4)/
√

2, and

the Jk contain only light fields.19 The expressions for the Jk are given in Appendix A.

Each heavy scalar Ha is integrated out at tree-level by solving its EoM:

Ja1 + (−∂2 −M2 + 2J2)
abHb + 3Jabc3 HbHc + 4Jabcd4 HbHcHd = 0 . (20)

17 The inclusion of the U matrix in the second doublet H2 removes the Goldstone bosons from the potential

in eq. (5b). This was also noted in Ref. [57], but a different parametrization was used to eliminate the

problem.
18 Alternative parameterizations of U are common, such as the spherical one ( U =

√
1− ωaωa/v2+iωaσa/v )

or the exponential one (U = exp{iωaσa/v}). In general, one would need to expand U up to the desired

order.
19 In particular, the part of the Lagrangian without heavy fields is encoded in J0. Note that the derivation

could also be done for H+ and H− (instead of H3 and H4), but the expressions would not be as symmetric

and simple as those presented here. The two bases are related by H3J
H3 +H4J

H4 = H+JH
−

+H−JH
+

,

with JH
±

= (JH3 ∓ iJH4)/
√

2. Also note that the Lagrangian terms quadratic in Ha have been split in

the form: terms without light fields are provided by 1
2 (∂µH

a)2 − 1
2 (M2)abHaHb; terms with light fields

have been placed in Jab2 HaHb.
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As mentioned before, the auxiliary parameter ξ will act as the de facto parameter of the

expansion, as in the SMEFT case. This means that eq. (20) will be solved iteratively in

powers of ξ, so that the solution for the heavy fields will itself be given as a series in ξ.

As can be anticipated, even the lowest orders contain a long a list of terms. We present

only those which are relevant for the tree-level scattering processes we are interested in:

WW → hh and hh→ hh.20 The heavy state A does not play any role in these scatterings,

so that it will be ignored in the following. We then have:

H =
∞∑
i=0

H(ξi), H+ =
∞∑
i=0

H+
(ξi)

, (21)

where the lowest orders are,

H(ξ0) = H+
(ξ0) = 0, (22a)

H(ξ1) = −3cβ−αh
2

2v
, (22b)

H+
(ξ1) = 0, (22c)

H(ξ2) =
2cβ−α
vΛ2

∆m2
Hh

2 +
2cβ−α
vΛ2

m2
WWµW

†µ +
3cβ−α
vΛ2

[
(∂µh∂µh) + h

(
∂2 h

)]
, (22d)

H+
(ξ2) = −icα−βMW

2vΛ2
[h (∂µW

µ) + 2Wµ (∂µh)] , (22e)

H(ξ3) =
cβ−αh

2

4t2βvΛ4

[
c2β−α

(
3t4β − 2t2β + 3

)
Λ4 − 3cβ−α

(
t2β − 1

)
tβΛ22(2∆m2

H −m2
h)− 8∆m2

H
2
t2β

]
−7∆m2

Hcβ−α
Λ4v

[
(∂µh) (∂µh) + h

(
∂2h
)]
− 3cβ−α

Λ4v

[(
∂2h
) (
∂2h
)

+ h
(
∂2∂2h

)]
−6cβ−α

Λ4v
[(∂µh∂νh)(∂µh∂νh)+( ∂µh

)
(∂µ∂2h) + (∂νh) (∂2∂νh)

]
−2cβ−αm

2
W

vΛ4

[
W †ν (∆m2

HWν + ∂2Wν

)
+ 2 (∂µW ν)

(
∂µW

†
ν

)
+Wν

(
∂2W †ν)] , (22f)

H+
(ξ3) = −imW cβ−α

vΛ4

[
h(∂2∂νWν) + (∂2h)(∂νWν)

]
+
icβ−αmW

vΛ4

[
h
(
∂2∂νWν

)
+ 2W ν

(
∂2∂νh

)]
− 4imW cβ−α

vΛ4
(∂µ∂νh) (∂µWν)

−
icβ−α∆m2

H+
mW

vΛ4
[h (∂νWν) + 2W ν (∂νh)] . (22g)

Note that the first non-vanishing solution starts at O(ξ) for H, and at O(ξ2) for H+. As a

consequence, the integration out of H and H+ will contribute to WW → hh at order O(ξ2)

20 The general solution for H and H+ (containing all terms up to O(ξ3), up to interactions with four

particles) will be provided as supporting material with this manuscript.
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and O(ξ3), respectively. Finally, contrary to what was done in the SMEFT, we performed

the expansion in the HEFT up to O(ξ3). We justify this difference of truncations between

the SMEFT and the HEFT matchings at the end of this section.

By substituting the solutions for the heavy fields of eq. (21) in L2HDM, we obtain the

effective HEFT Lagrangian.21 Note that, for the two-to-two tree-level scatterings discussed

in this article (WW → hh and hh → hh), only the first line in eq. (19) is required — at

any order in ξ. Since the Ha EoM solutions contain at least two light fields, the effective

operators in the second line of eq. (19) will contain five or more light fields. Comparing the

effective HEFT Lagrangian with that of eqs. (2) and (3) results in the following matching

equations:

∆a2 ≡ a2 − 1 = −c2β−α , (23a)

∆b ≡ b − 1 = − 3c2β−α + 4c2β−α
∆m2

H

Λ2
+ O(ξ4) , (23b)

∆d3 ≡ d3 − 1 = −2c2β−α
Λ2

m2
h

+
1

2
c2β−α (23c)

+c3β−α

[
− cot(2β)

(
1− 2∆m2

H

m2
h

)
+ 2cβ−α cot2(2β)

Λ2

m2
h

]
+O(ξ4) ,

∆d4 ≡ d4 − 1 = −12c2β−α
Λ2

m2
h

+ c2β−α

(
16∆m2

H

m2
h

− 11

)
(23d)

+c2β−α

[
2c2β−α

Λ2

m2
h

(
22 cot2(2β)− 17

)
− 22cβ−α cot(2β)

(
1− 2∆m2

H

m2
h

)
+16

∆m2
H

Λ2

(
2−∆m2

H

m2
h

)]
+O(ξ4) .

In order to more easily compare with the SM, we introduced the quantities with ∆; from

eqs. (12) and (13), it is easy to see that the SM limit (∆a2 = ∆b = ∆d3 = ∆d4 = 0) is

recovered at O(ξ0). For both a2 and b, the first deviation from the SM occurs at O(ξ2);

this happens in such a way that a2 has no additional contributions. Note also that the β

dependence appears for the first time at O(ξ3) for ∆d3 and ∆d4 (second lines of eqs. (23c)

and (23d), respectively). Finally, the factors cot(2β) = (1− tan2 β)/(2 tan β) become large

for β ∼ 0 or β ∼ π/2 (i.e., when tan β → 0 or∞, respectively), and vanish for θ = π/4 (i.e.,

21 This contains in general terms that cannot be written in the form of eqs. (2) and (3), since they would

require terms in the HEFT Lagrangian with additional derivatives. In the expressions for the HEFT

matching in this paper, we will not be presenting such terms.
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when tan β = 1).

We can compare the analytical results obtained in this section with the ones from SMEFT.

We start by realizing that, up to O(ξ2), and just as in the SMEFT matching, there is no

information about β or odd powers in cβ−α, and the only ∆m2 parameter present is ∆m2
H .

We also observe that the relation found between eqs. (23a) and (23b), ∆b = 3∆a2+O(ξ3), is

not compatible with the usual dimension-6 SMEFT constraint ∆b = 2∆a2 [11]. That is, the

HEFT matching to the 2HDM cannot be described by means of a SMEFT Lagrangian that

starts with dimension-6 operators. On the other hand, if one assumes that the contributions

from the dimension-6 SMEFT operators to a and b vanish (as is indeed the case in the

SMEFT matching to the 2HDM, see ref. [29]), one obtains a dimension-8 constraint, which

is precisely ∆b = 3∆a2 [11, 58]. Regarding the Higgs potential term, a SMEFT Lagrangian

starting at dimension–6 also requires the relation ∆d4 = 3∆d23−2∆a2/3 between the HEFT

couplings [11, 12], where the latter ∆a2 comes from a finite Higgs field redefinition. It is

easy to observe that the values of ∆d3 and ∆d4 in the 2HDM obey this relation at O(ξ), as

∆a = 0 at that order.

We end this section with a remark about the difficulty of implementation of the two EFT

approaches to the 2HDM. The HEFT approach is considerably simpler to implement than

the SMEFT one for the processes considered here. First of all, the higher orders terms in

SMEFT in general contain the SM Higgs doublet, which contains the SM vev. This means

that two-point functions are in general affected; in particular, kinetic terms and the relations

between masses and Lagrangian parameters need to be redefined. In the HEFT approach,

this never happens, since the integration out of the heavy states only affects four-point

functions or higher, as discussed above. This is related to a second advantage, which is that

the three-point functions in the HEFT approach at tree-level are trivially obtained from

the corresponding functions in the 2HDM, which is not the case in the SMEFT approach.

Finally, for the processes considered here, the HEFT approach at tree-level does not require

the formal procedure of integrating out heavy states. The same results can be obtained

simply by considering the amplitudes of the 2HDM contributing to the process at stake, and

applying the expansion of eqs. (12) and (13) directly to them. All of this allows us to easily

derive the O(ξ3) results in the HEFT expansion (Appendix A). The derivation of the same

order results in the SMEFT (which involve dimension-10 operators) is beyond the scope of

this work.
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VI. RESULTS

We now turn to our numerical results. We assume that H, A and H+ are all degenerate

and we define the quantity ∆Λ, such that:22

mH = mA = mH+ = Λ + ∆Λ. (24)

Comparing with eqs. (11c) and (11d), and recalling that Y2 = Λ2 (eq. (12a)), we realize that

∆Λ measures the amount of mass in mA and mH+ which is not generated by the Lagrangian

parameter Y2. In other words, ∆Λ = 0 implies that mA and mH+ are entirely generated by

Y2, whereas larger and larger values of ∆Λ imply larger and larger contributions from the

vev.23 Eq. (24) implies that the quantities defined in eq. (12a) obey:

∆m2
H = ∆m2

A = ∆m2
H+ = 2 Λ ∆Λ + (∆Λ)2. (25)

Accordingly, the new parameter scales as ∆Λ ∼ O(v2/Λ) ∼ O(ξ1/2).

Naively, ∆Λ is expected to control the increase of accuracy of the HEFT matching over

the SMEFT one. The reason is that the heavy mass parameter in the SMEFT matching

is Y2 (which is set equal to Λ2), whereas in the HEFT the heavy mass parameters are the

heavy masses (which are given by eq. (24)). The HEFT thus contains information about

∆Λ, so that, for large values of ∆Λ, the agreement of the HEFT matching to the 2HDM

is expected to be better than that of the SMEFT matching. A similar reasoning motivated

the v-improved matching proposed in ref. [17].

However, two aspects should not be neglected. First, the numerators of the expressions

of the SMEFT matching to the 2HDM in general depend on the masses. Therefore, they

will in general depend on ∆Λ (and they indeed do: see eqs. (16)). Second, even if the HEFT

heavy mass parameters are the heavy masses of the 2HDM, these are constrained to follow

eqs. (12). It follows that the scaling ∆Λ ∼ O(v2/Λ) implies a suppressed dependence of the

HEFT matching on ∆Λ. All in all, then, it is to be seen if a correlation exists between ∆Λ

and an increase in accuracy of the HEFT matching over the SMEFT one.

For the numerical results that follow, we require our 2HDM results to comply with the

theoretical constraints of perturbative unitarity and boundedness from below [59–61], as

22 For the processes considered here, A does not play any role, so that the results are independent of mA.
23 Negative values of ∆Λ are in principle also possible, but they are generally ruled out by theoretical

constraints.
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well as electroweak precision measurements via the oblique parameters S, T and U [32]. We

start by ascertaining the relevance of these contraints on the parameter space. This can be

seen in fig. 1, where the maximum value of cβ−α allowed (cmax
β−α) is shown versus ∆Λ, for

50 100 150 200
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

FIG. 1: Maximum value of cβ−α allowed by the theoretical constraints of the 2HDM, as a function

of ∆Λ. For each curve, the maximum value of cβ−α is determined by boundedness from below in

the region where the curve has positive slope, and by perturbative unitarity in the region where

the curve has negative slope.

different values of Λ and tan β. Each curve shows an abrupt inflexion point; in all cases, the

values of ∆Λ below that point are such that cmax
β−α is determined by boundedness from below,

whereas those above it have cmax
β−α determined by perturbative unitarity.24 The figure also

shows that the window of allowed values of cβ−α becomes narrower with both increasing Λ

and increasing tan β. We checked, in particular, that scenarios with tan β ∼ 1 and Λ � 1

TeV have an extremely narrow allowed window, as do also scenarios with Λ ∼ 1 TeV and

tan β � 1. Finally, for the (large) values of Λ shown, the largest value of cmax
β−α allowed is

around 0.15. The result is that one is restricted to be very close to the exact alignment limit

cβ−α = 0. Still, interesting results can be found inside that narrow window.

The 2HDM is limited by numerous experimental results, of which the most stringent are

Higgs coupling measurements, b meson decays and searches for heavy Higgs bosons. These

limits depend on the couplings of the fermions to the Higgs doublets, and we assume that

the couplings respect a Z2 symmetry. The limits from Higgs couplings typically require that

24 Given the assumed degeneracy of H, A and H+, the oblique parameters play no relevant role in our

analyses.
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cβ−α be close to the alignment limit, and all of the values considered below are currently

allowed [62, 63]. The charged Higgs boson that is present in the 2HDM contributes to the

decay b → sγ and current experimental results require that tan β > 1.2 [64]. Additionally,

ATLAS and CMS have searched for heavy neutral scalars with the couplings of the 2HDM

and for tan β > 1.2, the limit is quite weak, mH > 400 GeV [65, 66]. In the following, we

shall take tan β = 1.2 since, from figure 1, this gives the largest theoretically allowed region

that is consistent with experiment. The results that follow were obtained independently via

FeynMaster [67, 68] (and its accompanying software [69–74]) and FeynArts [75].

Before considering our numerical analysis of the SMEFT and the HEFT matchings to

the 2HDM, we highlight that both approaches end up using the same expansion (in powers

of ξ, defined in eq. (13)), since the decoupling limit of eq. (12) needs to be obeyed by both in

order to have a weakly interacting perturbative 2HDM. Hence, even if they are structurally

different — the SMEFT matching complying with the symmetries of the SM before SSB, the

HEFT one with those after SSB — some of their results are very similar. For example, both

the three-point tree-level interactions between h and fermions and between h and gauge

bosons are exactly the same in the two effective Lagrangians at O(ξ2). This implies, in

particular, that the fits to global Higgs signal strengths performed in ref. [27] will be the

same in the SMEFT and in the HEFT matchings at that order.25

It turns out that the tree-level scatterings WW → hh and hh → hh are also identical

at O(ξ2). This result does not appear obvious to us, since the individual Feynman rules

contributing to the processes are different at O(ξ2). Specifically, the h3 coupling — which

contributes to both WW → hh and hh→ hh — involves derivatives in the SMEFT matching

(recall eq. (14)), whereas in the HEFT matching it does not (as can be seen by applying

eqs. (12) and to eq. (13) to eq. (14)). But the fact that the local 4-point interactions (WWhh

in WW → hh, and h4 in hh→ hh) are also different exactly compensates for the difference

in h3 to O(ξ2).

Note that this conclusion holds even before the assumption of degenerate heavy masses,

eq. (24). That it holds in the case of degenerate heavy masses implies that it holds for all

∆Λ. In other words, the parameter ∆Λ is irrelevant to compare the SMEFT and the HEFT

25 We refer to the fits which do not include the effects of the Higgs trilinear coupling, fig. 6 of ref. [27]. Note

that even one-loop processes such as gg → h or h→ γγ are the same in both EFT approaches (at O(ξ2)).

19



matchings in WW → hh and hh → hh at tree-level at O(ξ2), since the two approaches

are analytically identical. In the following, we refer to the two identical matchings at O(ξ2)

simply as the EFT matching, and we investigate how accurately it describes the 2HDM

results.

We start by illustrating the case WW → hh, depicted in figure 2. The plot shows the

relative differential cross section between the 2HDM and the EFT matching at O(ξ2), for

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 2: Relative difference between the differential tree-level cross-sections for WW → hh in the

2HDM and in the EFT matching to the 2HDM at O(ξ2) with dσ ≡ dσ
dθ |θ=θ0 . 4 pairs of values

of Λ and ∆Λ are considered, according to the labels. For each curve, only the range of (positive

values of) cβ−α allowed by the theoretical constraints is shown. All results assume a center-of-mass

energy
√
s = 260 GeV, a scattering angle θ0 = π/8 and tanβ = 1.2.

different values of Λ and ∆Λ, and for a center-of-mass energy
√
s = 260 GeV and a scattering

angle θ0 = π/8.26 The plot only shows positive values of cβ−α, and each curve is shown only

up to the value of cβ−α where the theoretical constraints start being violated (cf. figure 1). It

is manifest that the EFT matching reproduces quite well the 2HDM, with relative differences

smaller than 1%.

26 The general features of the plot are not sensitive to the specific values of
√
s and θ0. Moreover, the

expressions for dσWW→hh
HEFT,O(ξ2) and dσWW→hh

SMEFT,O(ξ2) are consistently of O(ξ2), in the sense that higher order

effects resulting from squaring the amplitude were excluded.
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This is to be contrasted to what is shown in figure 3, which considers the same as in

figure 2, but now for hh→ hh. The EFT matching no longer faithfully reproduces the 2HDM
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FIG. 3: The same as in figure 2, but for hh→ hh.

result, allowing differences larger than 40% for Λ = 750 GeV, ∆Λ = 125 GeV, cβ−α ∼ 0.08.

These large values demonstrate that, in the region of parameter space considered, O(ξ2) is

not enough in the EFT expansion. This means that, to accurately reproduce the 2HDM

result, one would need a matching to dimension-10 operators in SMEFT, and to operators

beyond the leading order in the derivative expansion in HEFT.

Figure 4 displays again WW → hh and hh→ hh, but with three main differences: first,

it shows the absolute values of the differential cross-sections; second, it includes negative

values of cβ−α; finally, it separately shows the different orders in the HEFT expansion, up

to O(ξ3).27 Several aspects are worth mentioning here. First, we stress that the plots show

the HEFT matching, which we performed up to O(ξ3), but which we are only assured of

being identical to the SMEFT matching up to O(ξ2). Then, the right panel shows that the

2HDM result is slightly asymmetric in cβ−α, even though the EFT matchings at O(ξ2) do

27 For the values of tβ , Λ and ∆Λ considered, some values of cβ−α more negative than the ones shown in

the plots are still allowed by theoretical constraints. Moreover, even if we are not showing all the terms

O(ξ3) in eqs. (22), we are including them in these plots. Finally, the O(ξ1) curve yields negative values

for dσhh→hh for |cβ−α| > 0.07. These are unphysical (and thus not shown), and result from neglecting

the higher order terms when taking the square of the amplitude.
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FIG. 4: Left: differential cross section for WW → hh at tree-level, both for the 2HDM (black), as

well as for three different truncations of the HEFT matching (the black and the red are behind the

beige). Right: the same, but for hh → hh. Both panels take
√
s = 260 GeV, θ0 = π/8,Λ = 750

GeV, ∆Λ = 125 GeV and tanβ = 1.2. The region of values of cβ−α shown is allowed by the

theoretical constraints.

not contain this information, as discussed above.28

Concerning the different truncations, the right plot of figure 4 illustrates that, while the

lowest truncation in enough to reproduce the 2HDM for values of cβ−α very close to zero, the

O(ξ3) truncation is clearly the most appropriate one for the whole range of cβ−α shown. On

the other hand, even that truncation is far from an exact reproduction of the 2HDM result,

which indicates that the next order would be relevant. In other words, the convergence

of the EFT expansion is quite slow for hh → hh for larger values of cβ−α. This is to be

contrasted with the left panel, which shows the equivalent plot for WW → hh. There, a

faithful reproduction of the 2HDM results is obtained immediately at O(ξ2), in which case

higher orders are not needed. Nevertheless, both panels also show that, again for larger

values of cβ−α, the O(ξ1) truncation clearly fails to reproduce the UV model.

In figure 5, we investigate the scenario in which the decoupling is lost. These plots are

equivalent to those of figure 4, but with Λ = ∆Λ = 300 GeV. Note that, even if this means

28 As we also noted, the EFT matching at O(ξ2) does not have information about tanβ. This suggests that

the two approaches will poorly reproduce the 2HDM whenever the latter shows a strong dependence on

that parameter. On the other hand, and as discussed in the context of figure 1, a scenario with large Λ

and tanβ significantly different from 1 will lead to the alignment limit cβ−α, where the EFT matching

coincides with the 2HDM.
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FIG. 5: The same as in figure 4, but for Λ = ∆Λ = 300 GeV (on the left plot, the blue is behind

the red). As before, the region of values of cβ−α shown is allowed by the theoretical constraints.

mH = mA = mH+ = 600 GeV, the choice Λ = 300 GeV is a blatant violation of the

assumptions of eq. (12). Indeed, both plots of figure 5 clearly show that the EFT is no

longer valid according to the expansion of eqs. (12) and (13): the different orders do not

improve the convergence to the 2HDM results. We verified that the same conclusion holds

for even smaller values of Λ.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we presented two EFT matchings to the 2HDM: the SMEFT and the

HEFT. We began with the 2HDM as our UV complete theory and imposed decoupling and

perturbativity on the model. This implies that in the large mass limit of the heavy Higgs

masses, the mixing angle cβ−α must obey the scaling cβ−α ∼ ξ, where ξ parameterizes the

approach to the alignment limit, cβ−α → 0. We organized our studies of the SMEFT and

HEFT matching in terms of an expansion in powers of ξ.

We discussed the matching of the HEFT to the 2HDM at O(ξ2) (the matching of the

SMEFT to that order was discussed in a previous paper, [29]) and used the unitary gauge to

simplify the results, which were checked in an arbitrary Rξ gauge. The matching equations

for the parameters of the HEFT Lagrangian relevant for the processes discussed in this paper

were given analytically.

We found that the SMEFT and the HEFT matchings to the 2HDM were identical to

O(ξ2) when the UV theory is required to obey decoupling and perturbativity. This holds
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for the fits to global Higgs signal strength, as well as the tree-level scatterings WW → hh

and hh → hh. We investigated how accurately the EFT matching at O(ξ2) reproduces

the 2HDM results in both these scatterings. In WW → hh, the EFT matching accurately

reproduces the 2HDM result, with differences smaller than the percent level. In the case of

hh → hh, by contrast, it fails to properly reproduce the 2HDM result in some regions of

the parameter space. In this case, therefore, even the second order of the SMEFT (HEFT)

expansion is not enough, and one should in principle consider dimension-10 operators (next-

to-leading order operators in p2). We further showed that the convergence to the 2HDM

could be improved if O(ξ3) effects are included in the HEFT. Finally, we probed the case

without decoupling, and concluded that the EFT expansion in powers of ξ does not converge

in that case.

This paper is a first exploration of the matchings of a UV model to both the SMEFT

and the HEFT in a way consistent with decoupling and perturbativity. Several directions

of future work are open. It would be particularly interesting to ascertain if the similarities

between the two approaches found here will also hold for higher orders in the EFT expansion,

as well for other processes. UV models other than the 2HDM could also be explored, with

the purpose of ascertaining the consequences of pertubativity for the matchings in those

cases. Also interesting would be the study of loops, and their impact in the comparison

between the SMEFT and the HEFT matchings to a UV model [76].

Note added: as this paper was being finished, ref. [77] was made publicly available. It

focuses on the SMEFT matching to the 2HDM and proposes a basis alternative to the Higgs

basis. That reference is an interesting complement to our paper.
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Appendix A: Further details on the 2HDM

The quartic couplings of eq. (5b) can be written in terms of the parameters of eq. (9) as:

Z1 =

(
1− c2β−α

)
m2
h + c2β−αm

2
H

v2
, (A1a)

Z2 =
1

2 v2 t3β

[
c2β−α tβ

(
3t4β − 8t2β + 3

) (
m2
h −m2

H

)
+
√

1− c2β−α cβ−α
(
t6β − 7t4β + 7t2β

−1
) (
m2
h −m2

H

)
−m2

h

(
t5β − 4t3β + tβ

)
+ 2tβ

(
t2β − 1

)2 (
m2
H − Y2

) ]
, (A1b)

Z3 =
2

v2
(
m2
H± − Y2

)
, (A1c)

Z4 =
c2β−α (m2

h −m2
H) +m2

A +m2
H − 2m2

H±

v2
, (A1d)

Z5 =
c2β−α (m2

h −m2
H)−m2

A +m2
H

v2
, (A1e)

Z6 =
cβ−α

√
1− c2β−α (m2

h −m2
H)

v2
, (A1f)

Z7 =
1

2 v2 t2β

[
− 3c2β−αtβ

(
t2β − 1

) (
m2
h −m2

H

)
−
√

1− c2β−αcβ−α
(
t4β − 4t2β + 1

) (
m2
h −m2

H

)
+tβ

(
t2β − 1

) (
m2
h − 2m2

H + 2Y2
) ]
. (A1g)

As mentioned in section II, the Z2 symmetry implies that not all the Z’s are independent.

The two dependence relations read [20]:

Z2 − Z1 =
1− 2s2β
sβcβ

(Z6 + Z7) , (A2a)

Z345 − Z1 =
1− 2s2β
sβcβ

Z6 −
2sβcβ

1− 2s2β
(Z6 − Z7) . (A2b)

Eqs. (11a) and (11b) can be rewritten by replacing the dependence on cβ−α by Zi parameters

as:

m2
h =

2Y2 + v2(2Z1 + Z345)−
√[

2Y2 + v2(Z345 − 2Z1)
]2

+ 16v4Z2
6

4
, (A3a)
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m2
H =

2Y2 + v2(2Z1 + Z345) +
√[

2Y2 + v2(Z345 − 2Z1)
]2

+ 16v4Z2
6

4
. (A3b)

In what follows, we present futher details concerning the integration out of H, A and H+

in the HEFT. As we saw in section V, the use of the unitary gauge implies a maximum of

four fields in each term of the 2HDM Lagrangian. Then, from eq. (19), it is clear that J0,

J1, J2, J3, and J4 will contain only light fields with a maximum number of four, three, two,

one, and zero, respectively. For the tree-level scattering processes WW → hh and hh→ hh,

only the following J ’s are need: J0 (up to four light fields) and Ja1 , with a = H,H+ (up to

two light fields). They read:

J0 =
1

2
∂µ(h)2 − 1

2
h2m2

h +

(
1

2
m2
ZZ

µZµ +m2
WW

µW †
µ

) (
1 +

2sβ−αh

v
+
h2

v2

)
+

1

4vt2β
h3
{(

t4β − 4t2β + 1
)
c4β−α

(
m2
h −m2

H

)
sβ−α + 3tβ

(
t2β − 1

)
c5β−α

(
m2
h −m2

H

)
−tβ

(
t2β − 1

)
c3β−α

(
m2
h − 2m2

H + 2Y2
)
− 2t2βc

2
β−α

(
m2
h − 2Y2

)
sβ−α − 2m2

ht
2
βsβ−α

}
− 1

16v2t3β
h4
{[
t6β − 19t4β + 19t2β − 1

]
c5β−α

(
m2
H −m2

h

)
sβ−α

−4t2β
(
t2β
)
c3β−αsβ−α

(
m2
h − 2m2

H + 2Y2
)

+ tβ
(
7t4β − 26t2β + 7

)
c6β−α

(
m2
h −m2

H

)
+tβc

4
β−α
[
m2
h

(
−5t4β + 18t2β − 5

)
+ 6m2

H

(
t4β − 4t2β + 1

)
− 2Y2

(
t4β − 6t2β + 1

) ]
+2t3βc

2
β−α

(
m2
h +m2

H − 4Y2
)

+ 2m2
ht

3
β

}
, (A4)

JH1 =
2cβ−α
v

(
m2
WW

µW †
µ +

1

2
m2
ZZ

µZµ

)
+
cβ−α
4vt2β

h2
{

9tβ
(
t2β − 1

)
c3β−α

(
m2
h −m2

H

)
sβ−α

−3tβ
(
t2β − 1

)
cβ−αsβ−α

(
m2
h − 2m2

H + 2Y2
)

+ 3
(
t4β − 4t2β + 1

)
c4β−α

(
m2
h −m2

H

)
+c2β−α

[
m2
h

(
−3t4β + 8t2β − 3

)
+m2

H

(
3t4β − 14t2β + 3

)
+ 12Y2t

2
β

]
+ 2t2β

(
m2
H − 4Y2

)}
+O(h3) , (A5)

JH
+

1 =
(
JH

−

1

)†
=
imW cβ−α

v

[
h (∂µWµ) + 2W µ (∂µh)

]
, (A6)

where we express e, cW and sW by means of g = e/sW = 2mW/v and cW = mW/mZ .

The case a = A, with JA1 = −cβ−α [h (∂µZµ) + 2Zµ (∂µh)] (m2
W +m2

Zs
2
W ) /(vmZ) would

contribute to the ZZ → hh process that is not studied here.
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Appendix B: A note on the Z2 symmetric singlet extension of the SM

We briefly review the Z2 symmetric real singlet extension of the SM discussed in ref. [19]

in the context of the HEFT matching. Our purpose is to illustrate the crucial differences

between that model and the 2HDM. The potential in terms of a real singlet, S, and the

usual SUL(2) doublet, φ, is

V = −µ
2
1

2
φ†φ− µ2

2

2
S2 +

λ1
4

(φ†φ)2 +
λ2
4
S4 +

λ3
2
φ†φS2 . (B1)

After SSB, φ and S get vevs v/
√

2 and vs/
√

2, respectively. The physical states h and H

have masses m and M , respectively (m is assumed to be light and M heavy). These are

determined by minimizing the potential and diagonalizing the mass matrix with the mixing

angle χ. This happens such that the Feynman rule for the cubic self-interaction of h reads:

i
m2

2vvs
(s3χ v − c3χ vs). (B2)

Therefore, in stark contrast with what happens in the 2HDM (recall eq. (17)), the cubic

self-interaction of h in the model of ref. [19] does not scale with positive powers of heavy

masses (in this case, just M). This allows the authors to perform a HEFT matching as an

expansion in inverse powers of the heavy mass M . On the other hand, such an expansion

does not comply with decoupling and perturbativity.29 To see this, note that the quartic

couplings of the potential can be written in terms of the masses, the vevs and the mixing

angle as:

λ1 =
2

v2

[
M2s2χ−m2(s2χ−1)

]
, λ2 =

2

v2s

[
m2s2χ−M2(s2χ−1)

]
, λ3 =

2 cχ sχ
v vs

(M2−m2). (B3)

This clearly shows that, if M is taken to be very large and no other assumption is made,

perturbativity is violated. As a consequence, even if no inconsistency is found in the cubic

self-interaction of h, an expansion that simply assumes M to be very large and uses 1/M as

an expansion parameter does not comply with perturbativity. Such compliance thus requires

a different expansion, with more assumptions — specifically, assumptions about vs and χ.

29 This does not mean that the different orders in the 1/M expansion performed in ref. [19] violate pertur-

bativity. The problem, rather, is that the expansion itself does not respect perturbativity for a very large

M , if no other assumption is made.
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Along the lines of eq. (13), the scalings 1/M2 ∼ O(ξ), 1/v2s ∼ O(ξ) and s2χ ∼ O(ξ) would

lead to well-behaved quartic couplings.
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Isotopic yield distributions of nuclei produced in peripheral collisions of 80Kr+40,48Ca at 35
MeV/nucleon are studied. Experimental results obtained by the FAZIA Collaboration at the LNS
facility in Catania are compared with calculations performed with the statistical multifragmentation
model (SMM). The fragments with atomic number Z = 19− 24 observed at forward angles are suc-
cessfully described with the ensemble method previously established for reactions at higher energy.
Using the SMM results, the isotopic compositions of the projectile residues are reconstructed. The
results indicate a significant isospin exchange between the projectile and target nuclei, not far from
isospin equilibrium, during the initial phase of the reaction. The two groups of light fragments with
Z = 1 − 4, experimentally distinguished by their velocities relative to coincident heavy projectile
fragments, are found to originate from different sources. The isotopic composition of the slower
group is consistent with emission from a low-density neck, enriched in neutrons, and satisfactorily
reproduced with SMM calculations for a corresponding neck source of small mass.

PACS numbers: 25.70.Mn,25.70.Pq,21.65.Ef

I. INTRODUCTION

There is continuing high interest in investigating the
nuclear fragment production in heavy-ion collisions of in-
termediate energies [1, 2]. It is a typical many-body pro-
cess in which the nuclear interaction can manifest its in-
gredients and lead to important states of matter. The
fragment production mechanisms, the properties of nu-
clear matter at both high and low densities, new reaction
products, e.g., exotic isotopes, and their correlations can
be addressed [2, 3]. The theoretical explanations of these
phenomena include various methods involving dynamical
and statistical approaches. In such complicated many-
body processes, phenomena governed by interactions of
both, high and low energy coexist. Their description may
go beyond the capabilities of one specific model. It is,
therefore, important to determine correctly the regions
of applicability for each model and to explore alterna-
tives to reach a comprehensive picture.

The technical achievements of the FAZIA Collabora-
tion have widened the possibilities for reaction studies
at intermediate energies [4–6]. By extending the limits
of mass and charge resolution of telescope-type detec-
tion units, arrays with large solid-angle coverage have
become available for new experiments exploring the role
of isospin in heavy-ion collisions [7, 8]. Isospin transfer
between the reaction partners reflects the action of the
symmetry parts of the nuclear forces [2, 9, 10]. Studying
their effects requires isotopic identification of the reac-
tion products. It has been known for a long time that
product distributions respond to the isotopic properties
of the primary source, whose composition, however, may
be concealed by secondary-decay effects [11, 12].

In a first experiment addressing isospin transport at

intermediate energies, the FAZIA Collaboration studied
the fragment production in 80Kr collisions with 48Ca and
40Ca targets at 35 MeV/nucleon beam energy [4]. Four
detector cubes equipped with the FAZIA technology were
placed at forward angles. The chosen inverse kinematics
had the effect of focusing projectile fragments into for-
ward directions efficiently covered by the FAZIA mod-
ules.

The analysis of the data was aimed at extracting the
density dependence of the symmetry-energy term in the
nuclear equation of state. For this purpose, the antisym-
metrized molecular dynamics (AMD) transport model
and the statistical decay code GEMINI were used and
“a weak indication in favor of a stiff symmetry energy”
was reported. At densities below saturation, the stiff so-
lution corresponds to lower values for the symmetry en-
ergy. However, comparison with the experimental data
shows that the isotopic composition of the observed frag-
ments is not much influenced by the symmetry-energy
term and depends mainly on the statistical processes at
the later reaction stages. For this reason, we believe it
is instructive to perform an alternative analysis of the
experimental results in order to clarify the role of the
statistical breakup and decay in the formation of the fi-
nal products.

The present work attempts an interpretation of the
same data aiming at the isospin transfer during the con-
tact time between the reaction partners. The isotopic
composition of the primary reaction products will be de-
termined from the observed products by modeling the
deexcitation of the former with the statistical multifrag-
mentation model (SMM, Ref. [13]). The SMM is capable
of following various reaction scenarios from compound
evaporation through fission and multifragmentation up

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.08817v1
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to vaporization according to the statistical weights given
to these paths in the model description. It thus rep-
resents a rather universal model which was previously
successfully applied for the description of the fragment
production in peripheral and central heavy ion collisions
at relativistic energies [14–17] and in the Fermi energy
domain (Refs. [18–21] and references given therein).

To describe the projectile fragments, the calculations
start from an ensemble of excited sources whose prop-
erties, mainly the isotopic composition, is varied until
an optimum description of the measured isotopic dis-
tributions for projectile fragments with atomic numbers
Z = 19 − 24 is achieved. The peripheral character of
the data has encouraged us to attempt an extrapolation
of the method found useful for reactions at higher ener-
gies [14, 16] to the present case. It differs from an earlier
theoretical study of peripheral 112Sn + 124Sn and 124Sn
+ 112Sn reactions in which sources with fixed mass and
charge were used as initial configurations for SMM cal-
culations [22].

Normalized relative yields of light fragments from the
same experiment are also presented in the FAZIA pub-
lication [4]. They were recorded in coincidence with a
heavy fragments of Z ≥ 12 (Z > 18 in the case of 80Kr +
40Ca) and sorted into two groups depending on whether
their longitudinal velocities are larger or smaller than
those of the coincident heavy fragment. Considering that
fragments with Z = 3 or 4 included in the faster group
are not typical evaporation products, their origin is not
immediately obvious. The slower group extends up to
Z = 11 and thus covers the Z interval of intermediate
mass fragments abundantly produced in multifragmenta-
tion processes. Their neutron content 〈N〉/Z as a func-
tion of Z exhibits the odd-even staggering known from
other reactions, revealing a neutron richness exceeding
that of the projectile sources. To explain these fragments
we assume the formation of a highly excited statistical
source forming a neck between the target and the projec-
tile [23]. With SMM calculations based on this scenario,
the observed isotopic composition is very satisfactorily
reproduced.

II. FRAGMENT PRODUCTION IN THE

STATISTICAL APPROACH

Presently there are two main statistical conceptions
intending to describe the physics of fragment production
as a decay of excited finite nuclei. The most popular
one is that of the compound nucleus [24] which decays
with the sequential emission of light particles. There
are several mathematical formalisms according to this
conception which can be used for practical calculations.
For example, GEMINI [25, 26] uses the Hauser-Feshbach
method, while SMM uses the Weisskopf method for the
low-energy emission. As was shown in the theoretical and
experimental studies, the compound nucleus conception
works very well from low excitation energy of nuclei up

to values around 2 to 3 MeV/nucleon [13, 27].

Another conception was mainly developed in the 1980s
(see, e.g., reviews [13, 28] and references therein), and
we may call it the freeze-out-volume conception. It was
motivated by intensive experimental studies of the multi-
fragmentation process leading to the production of many
intermediate mass fragments from the decay of a highly
excited nuclear source.

According to the freeze-out-volume conception, the
compound nucleus has no time to be formed, since the
highly excited nucleus rapidly expands (on a time scale of
approximately 100 fm/c), and the system breaks-up (re-
forms itself) into fragments during this expansion. The
last moment at which the fragments can still be con-
sidered as interacting and being under formation is the
statistical freeze-out time. Subsequently the fragments
propagate in the mutual Coulomb fields and undergo sec-
ondary deexcitation as usual for low-excited nuclei. SMM
includes this conception and thus provides an opportu-
nity to describe multifragmentation data. Since we are
dealing with finite nuclear systems, a weak point of the
freeze-out-volume conception up to now was that the up-
per limit of the excitation energy was not determined.
In this case, the very idea of applying statistical laws in
the rapidly expanding matter is not convincing from a
theoretical view.

A method for solving this problem was suggested re-
cently: By analyzing the fragment production in central
nucleus-nucleus collisions at beam energies of more than
50–100 MeV/nucleon, it was established that the maxi-
mum excitation energy of such statistical sources can not
reach more than 8–10 MeV/nucleon [29, 30]. This com-
pares well with the previous maximum excitation energy
of sources found in peripheral and central collisions. It is
consistent with the binding energy of finite nuclei, pro-
viding the natural physical limit for the application of
the statistical theory. In our case of nucleus-nucleus col-
lisions at the Fermi energy, such energies correspond to
the maximum energy reached in the center of mass of the
colliding nuclei.

According to the statistical hypothesis, initial dynam-
ical interactions between the colliding nuclei lead to a re-
distribution of the available energy among many degrees
of freedom. The nuclear system evolves towards equi-
librium. In a general consideration, the process may be
subdivided into two stages: (1) a dynamical stage leading
to the formation of an equilibrated nuclear system, and
(2) the statistical disassembly of the system into individ-
ual primary fragments, followed by their deexcitation and
the formation of the final product distribution observed
in experiments.

Dynamical models indicate that individual reactions at
intermediate energies are not evolving as equilibrium pro-
cesses [31]. However, because of the complexity of the dy-
namical processes, the intermediate reaction states pop-
ulate a phase space that can be described with very few
parameters, and whose disassembly according to statisti-
cal laws leads to the observed asymptotic state of the re-
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action [32]. By applying the SMM, a scenario is adopted
that places the equilibrium state at an early stage of the
reaction, before the partitioning of the excited system
occurs. The parameters describing the equilibrium state
thus contain information on global properties of the ini-
tial reaction stages forming it. The present study aims
at identifying the isospin transport during this early part
of the collision.

Sequences of statistical decay processes are expected to
proceed towards the valley of stability at which binding
energies reach their maximum. More precisely, the ex-
pected asymptotic destination is represented by the evap-
oration attractor line (EAL), whose location is mainly
determined by the competition between proton and neu-
tron evaporation [33]. Often, and also in the present
case, the decay sequences are not long enough, so that
the EAL is approached but not fully reached.

The emission of fragments is treated in the SMM by
expanding the excited sources to the statistical freeze-out
volume. This is assumed to be caused by thermal pres-
sure or as a decompression process after an initial dy-
namical collective compression. However, a similar low-
density freeze-out state of nuclear matter may also be
created through the stochastic knock-out of nucleons pro-
duced by initial nucleon-nucleon collisions. The freeze-
out density is expected to be around (0.1–0.3)ρ0, where
ρ0 ≈ 0.16 fm−3 is the normal nuclear density. The value
of 0.3ρ0 has been adopted for the projectile sources as in
previous analyses [14–16].

Peripheral reactions at the present intermediate ener-
gies are additionally characterized by a low-density third
source of nucleons and light fragments located at in-
termediate velocities [23, 34–39]. It may contain prod-
ucts of nucleon-nucleon collisions removed from the main
residues as well as remnants of necklike structures join-
ing projectile and target residues before they separate.
Interpreted as a continuation of the multifragmentation
mechanism towards intermediate impact parameters, the
processes at intermediate velocity seem suitable for a sta-
tistical description with the SMM, an approach rarely
attempted up to now [40]. The neutron content of these
sources is of specific interest because of the expected neu-
tron drift toward regions of lower density caused by the
density dependence of the symmetry energy [41, 42].

III. METHOD

In Ref. [4], the FAZIA Collaboration reports the rela-
tive isotope distributions for elements with Z = 19 − 24,
individually normalized for each atomic number Z. They
were measured with four FAZIA detector blocks placed
at forward angles between θlab = 2.4◦ and 17.4◦, covering
approximately 14% of the solid angle up to θlab = 17.4◦

(see Ref. [43] for a layout of the experiment). In the
present analysis, we assume that the fragment distribu-
tions recorded within the covered solid angle are repre-
sentative for projectile fragmentation in the studied reac-

tions. The same is assumed for the coincident light frag-
ments with atomic numbers Z ≤ 4 and Z ≤ 11 recorded
with the same setup for two velocity regimes.

The velocities of the Z = 19− 24 fragments are shown
to be only slightly lower than the initial velocity of the
80Kr projectiles. This, together with their masses of more
than half of the projectile mass, identifies them as result-
ing from peripheral processes. One may thus expect that
their masses are correlated and their excitation energies
inversely correlated with the impact parameter. Such
correlations are reminiscent of the participant-spectator
scenario established for reactions at higher energies. It
is, therefore, further assumed that the equilibrated in-
termediate state can be described with an ensemble of
sources with properties similar to those determined in
the analysis of projectile fragmentation at energies up to
1 GeV/nucleon [14–17].

The ensemble consists of a distribution of sources ex-
tending from systems of low excitation and masses near
the projectile mass to highly excited systems of small
mass expected to be formed in central collisions, and, in
this form, is universally applicable (Fig. 1). The form
of its peripheral branch with excitation energies up to
≈ 4 MeV/nucleon compares well with AMD predictions
for comparable reactions [44] and the general energy-
mass correlation is consistent with transport model pre-
dictions up to much higher energies [45]. The fragments
of interest and their distributions are selected from the
output configurations obtained from the eventwise per-
formed calculations for the full ensemble.

/A (MeV)xE
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0
A

 / 
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0
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ensemble of sources

FIG. 1: Ensemble of hot thermal sources represented in a
scatter plot of reduced mass number A/A0 versus excitation
energy Ex/A, as used in the SMM calculations. The frequency
of the individual sources is proportional to the area of the
squares (reprinted with permission from Ref. [16]; copyright
© 2011 by the American Physical Society).

Altogether, seven parameters are required to define the
ensemble of excited sources. In the analyses performed
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with the ALADIN data for projectile fragmentation at
energies up to 1 GeV/nucleon, the experimental data
permitted a determination of these parameters with very
little ambiguity as shown in Refs. [14, 16]. This is not
possible here, and the general form of the ensemble was,
therefore, adopted from the earlier work. The maximum
mass A0 = 80 and atomic number Z0 = 36 are those of
the projectile, assuming that pickup processes are rare
at the present energies. Also the maximum excitation
energy Ex/A = 8 MeV was chosen as in previous stud-
ies and as supported by recent work [29, 30]. It is not
crucial, however, because the event selection requiring a
fragment with Z ≥ 12 and Z ≥ 19 for the two reactions
implies that the excited projectile residues compose at
least about half of the original projectile. The excita-
tion energies of such sources with A/A0 ≥ 0.5 are limited
to values near or below 4 MeV/nucleon (Fig. 1). As in
previous studies (see, e.g., Refs. [18–22]), angular mo-
mentum is not considered as an independent property
of the source because its effects are small and, regard-
ing the isotopic fragment distributions, indistinguishable
from the much larger effects of the excitation energy.

FIG. 2: Mean multiplicity 〈Mimf〉 of fragments of intermediate
mass with Z ≥ 3 in coincidence with the fragment with the
largest atomic number Zmax found in an event as a function
of Zmax, as obtained with the SMM for the fragmentation of
the projectile in 81Kr + 48Ca (solid circles) and 78Kr + 48Ca
(open circles).

The experimental data [4] were collected without a par-
ticular impact-parameter selection, even though periph-
eral collisions are favored by the detection at forward
angles. Correspondingly, the whole ensemble of excited
projectile residues is taken into account in the analysis,
and the element range of interest is selected from the cal-
culated set of final products. For exploring the isospin
transfer during the initial reaction stage, the mean com-
position 〈N/Z〉 was varied by varying the maximum mass
A0 without changing Z0. It is assumed that the associ-
ated small change in Ex/A vs A, caused by the construc-
tion of the ensemble, is negligible for the narrow interval
of fragments with Z = 19 − 24.

The isotope yields depend also on the properties of the

primary hot nuclei in the statistical freeze-out. In this
respect the most important ingredient is the symmetry
term of their liquid-drop description and its coefficient γ.
The symmetry term governs the widths of isobaric or iso-
topic fragment distributions [46, 47]. The standard value
used in SMM applications is γ ≈ 25 MeV [13, 48]. Similar
but also lower values have been determined from statisti-
cal interpretations of reaction data at lower [49, 50] and
higher energy. The isoscaling analysis of fragmentation
reactions with Sn targets and light-ion beams of up to
15 GeV incident energy resulted in γ = 22.5 MeV [47].
From the isoscaling analyses performed for 12C + 197Au
reactions at 300 and 600 MeV/nucleon [51] and for the
fragmentation of 107,124Sn and 124La projectiles on Sn
targets at 600 MeV/nucleon [16] values of γ = 15 MeV
and lower were deduced. The lowest values, however,
were found for the most violent collisions and for frag-
ments with Z ≤ 10. A similar scenario is not expected
in the present case for the production of fragments with
Z = 19 − 24 in peripheral collisions at 35 MeV/nucleon.
As will be shown below, γ can be determined rather pre-
cisely from the widths of the measured isotope distribu-
tions.

In a first step, the calculations were used to confirm
that the chosen procedure permits satisfactory reproduc-
tions of the experimental isotope distributions and to ob-
tain global properties of the reaction. As an example, the
multiplicity of fragments of intermediate mass produced
in coincidence with a largest fragment with atomic num-
ber Zmax is shown in Fig. 2. The chosen threshold is
Z ≥ 3 and the upper limit is either Zmax or 36 − Zmax,
whichever is smaller. Fragments in this interval are not
typical for evaporation but, according to the calculations,
are produced with mean multiplicities close to 1 for Zmax

around 10. In the interval covered by the experiment,
Zmax ≥ 12 and Zmax ≥ 19 for the two reactions, the mean
multiplicity of associated fragments decreases from about
0.8 to very small values at the upper end of the range of
Zmax. The multiplicity widths are probably large and
the production of intermediate mass fragments cannot
be expected to be negligible.

In a second step, the sensitivity of the mean mass
number of the produced projectile fragments to the iso-
topic compositions of the chosen ensembles was explored.
The compositions reveal the results of isospin transport
phenomena during the initial phases of the collision, the
main goal of the present study. The capabilities of the
SMM [13] to describe the statistical disassembly of the
intermediate system and the subsequent modes of deex-
citation permits a view back on to these early reaction
stages through backtracing from the detected fragmen-
tation patterns. In a third step, the origin of the coinci-
dent light fragments was investigated by comparing their
mean neutron-over-proton ratios to the results obtained
for 107Sn and 124Sn fragmentations in experiment S254
conducted at the GSI laboratory [16].
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the predicted isotopic distributions
of fragments with Z = 19 − 24 with the experimental data
measured in the 80Kr + 48Ca reaction. The solid red circles
represent the experimental data from Ref. [4] and open circles
the results of the SMM-ensemble calculations for the same
reaction.

IV. COMPARISON WITH THE EXPERIMENT

The results obtained in the first step are presented in
Figs. 3 to 6. The isotopic distributions of nuclei in the
interval of atomic numbers Z = 19 − 24 for collisions of
80Kr + 48Ca and 80Kr + 40Ca are shown in Figs. 3 and 4,
respectively. The normalized isotopic yield distributions
measured in the FAZIA experiments [4] are represented
by solid circles. For the SMM calculations represented by
the open circles, it was assumed that the projectile 80Kr
picks up an extra neutron from the 48Ca target and loses
two neutrons in interactions with the 40Ca target, or that
an equivalent exchange of nucleons takes place. With the
corresponding parameters for the maximum mass of the
projectile A0 = 81 and 78 and with Z0 = 36, average
compositions 〈N/Z〉 = 1.25 and 1.17 were thus assumed
for the two cases, respectively.

Other parameters describing the ensemble of sources
were fixed as in Ref. [16]. Specifically, for the coeffi-
cient γ of the symmetry term, values of γ = 18 MeV
for Z = 19 − 20, γ = 19 MeV for Z = 21 − 22, and

FIG. 4: Comparison of the predicted isotopic distributions
of fragments with Z = 19 − 24 with the experimental data
measured in the 80Kr + 40Ca reaction. The solid red circles
represent the experimental data from Ref. [4] and open circles
the results of the SMM-ensemble calculations for the same
reaction.

γ = 20 MeV for Z = 23 − 24 were found to provide the
results closest to the experimental data for 80Kr + 48Ca
and values larger by 1 MeV for 80Kr + 40Ca. The figures
demonstrate that the chosen procedure permits a rather
satisfactory reproduction of the experimental isotope dis-
tributions for the products of mid-peripheral collisions
with atomic number Z = 19 − 24.

The same ensemble nuclei were also used to calculate
isotopic distributions of light fragments with Z = 1 − 4.
The distinction made in the experiment between particles
emitted into forward or backward directions with respect
to the coincident heavier fragment cannot be applied in
the model calculations but the coincidence with a heav-
ier fragment was required. In the case of 80Kr + 48Ca,
only events containing a fragment with atomic number
Z between 12 and 36 and, for 80Kr + 40Ca, only events
containing a fragment with Z between 19 and 36 were
selected.

Figures 5 and 6 show the calculated relative isotopic
yields of light nuclei with Z = 1 − 4 in comparison with
the experimental yields for fragments with longitudinal
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FIG. 5: Isotopic yield distributions for light nuclei with
atomic number Z = 1 − 4, emitted forward with respect to
the coincident projectile residue in the 80Kr + 48Ca reaction.
Red solid circles represent the experimental data of Ref. [4],
and open circles represent the results of the SMM-ensemble
calculations.

velocities larger than those of the coincident heavier frag-
ment. Protons and α particles obviously dominate the
distributions of hydrogen and helium isotopes. In both
reactions, 7Li is the strongest lithium isotope while 9Be
is the strongest beryllium isotope only in the 80Kr +
48Ca reaction and is equally abundant as 7Be in the 80Kr
+ 40Ca reaction. Overall, the observed differences be-
tween the two reactions appear to be small. The results
of the SMM-ensemble calculations represent the exper-
imental data rather well. On a logarithmic scale, devi-
ations are essentially only visible in the cases of helium
and lithium isotopes. Some of the predictions for weak
isotopes slightly overestimate the experimental yields.
These yields play a minor role for the mean neutron-over-
proton ratios shown for the Z = 1− 4 products in Fig. 7.
The agreement is best for Z = 2, obviously so because of
the dominance of 4He, and overall very satisfactory.

V. SYMMETRY COEFFICIENT γ

Within the SMM, the statistical disintegration of
highly excited nuclei includes the expansion of the nu-
clear system into a freeze-out volume within which the
primary hot fragments are formed and the chemical equi-
librium (i.e., the detailed-balance interaction) between
them is established. The properties of these hot frag-
ments can be different from those of cold stable nuclei.
In particular, their symmetry-term coefficients γ can be
lower than the standard value of 25 MeV that is taken
in the liquid-drop Bethe-Weizsäcker formula describing

FIG. 6: Isotopic yield distributions for light nuclei with
atomic number Z = 1 − 4, emitted forward with respect to
the coincident projectile residue in the 80Kr + 40Ca reaction.
Red solid circles represent the experimental data of Ref. [4],
and open circles represent the results of the SMM-ensemble
calculations.

FIG. 7: Experimental and theoretical results for the 〈N〉/Z
ratios of light fragments, emitted forward with respect to the
coincident projectile residue, obtained in the 80Kr + 48Ca
and 80Kr + 40Ca reactions as presented in Figs. 5 and 6. Red
solid circles represent the experimental data and open circles
represent the results of the SMM-ensemble calculations.

masses of normal nuclei (see, e.g., Refs. [13, 47–51]).
The reason is that the fragments are interacting until
freeze-out, they can be slightly expanded, and their sur-
face parts can be extended. Subsequently, the standard
value of the symmetry-term coefficient is restored during
the secondary deexcitation of the hot fragments [48].

The coefficient γ controls the widths of the calcu-
lated isotope distributions [46, 47]. This is illustrated
in Fig. 8, which shows the examples of isotopic yields
for Z = 19 calculated for A0 = 78 and values of γ = 8,
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19, and 25 MeV in comparison with the experimental
data obtained in 80Kr + 40Ca. It is evident that the
widths change significantly with γ and that the value
γ = 19 MeV chosen for this case leads to the good repro-
duction of the data seen in Fig. 4. It is also evident that
the Gaussian fits included in the figure permit a quantita-
tive analysis of the distribution widths. The dependence
of the Gaussian standard deviations on γ is illustrated in
the top panel of Fig. 9. It confirms that γ = 19 MeV for
Z = 19 is rather precisely, with an uncertainty of around
±1 MeV, determined by the measured data. The depen-
dence of the mean neutron number 〈N〉 on γ, equally
evident in Fig. 8, is given in the bottom panel of Fig. 9.

The widths of some of the isotope distributions appear
to be slightly underpredicted by the calculations (Figs. 3
and 4). An adjustment of γ in these cases requires the si-
multaneous modification of the mean 〈N〉/Z that is to be
expected. The variations of the widths and mean neutron
numbers with γ, shown for Z = 19 in Fig. 9, are rather
universal and very similar for the studied elements with
Z = 19 − 24. Further individual optimizations of spe-
cific parameters may lead to a slightly different ensemble
of excited sources representing the intermediate reaction
systems.

FIG. 8: Relative yield distributions for Z = 19 and the results
of Gaussian fits (blue lines) as measured in 80Kr + 40Ca (top
left panel, red solid circles) and as calculated with A0 = 78
and the indicated values of the symmetry-term coefficient γ
(open circles). The errors of the experimental data are mostly
smaller than the symbol size.

The values γ = 18 − 21 MeV applied in the present
calculations had already been found useful for describing
projectile fragments of similar magnitude from 112,124Sn
+ 112,124Sn collisions at 1 GeV/nucleon [17]. They
are also close to the Z dependent symmetry-term co-
efficients used in the microcanonical multifragmentation
model [52] and in the AMD model [53]. The surface
term included in the AMD leads to γ = 20.4 MeV and
21.2 MeV for Z = 19 and 24, respectively, assuming
A = 2Z. The AMD coefficients were determined by fit-
ting the ground state binding energies for A ≤ 40 nuclei

FIG. 9: The standard deviation σ of the Gaussian functions
fitted to the measured and calculated isotope distributions
in units of the neutron number (top) and the mean neutron
number 〈N〉 (bottom) as a function of the symmetry-term co-
efficient γ used in calculations for Z = 19 with A0 = 78 and
81 (filled circles). The horizontal lines indicate the results
deduced from the experimental data including their uncer-
tainties which, for the case of 〈N〉, are smaller than the line
widths.

calculated with the AMD model. In the present case,
the symmetry term is part of the description of the pro-
duced nuclear fragments with excitation energies up to
about 4 MeV/nucleon. The difference of the coefficients
is, however, marginal.

VI. INITIAL COMPOSITIONS

The initial compositions defined by choosing A0 = 78
and 81 indicate a considerable amount of isotopic equi-
libration between projectile and target during the early
stages of the two reactions, more than 60% of full isospin
equilibrium. For a more quantitative analysis, the N/Z
compositions of the ensembles of excited sources were in-
vestigated by varying the A0 parameter from 75 to 83
while keeping Z0 = 36 fixed. It covers the interval of
initial compositions 〈N/Z〉ini = A0/36 − 1 from 1.083
to 1.306. The subscript ”ini” is used here and in the
following to indicate the initial isotopic composition at
the beginning of the statistical decay modeled with the
SMM.

The calculated fragment yields were normalized, as in
the experimental report [4], and the sum of the quadratic
deviations from the measured values in units of the ex-
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FIG. 10: Mean quadratic deviations (χ2 per degree of free-
dom) of the relative isotopic yields for Z = 20 projectile frag-
ments with mass numbers A = 40−46 as a function of the A0

parameter used for varying the initial composition 〈N/Z〉ini
of the ensemble of sources for the two reactions 80Kr + 48Ca
(top) and 80Kr + 40Ca (bottom). The lines are the results of
parabolic fits performed for three different intervals of A0 as
indicated in each panel. The uncertainty intervals obtained
for the fits extending over seven data points (blue lines) cor-
responding to 4σ in the upper and 2σ in the lower panel, are
shown for illustration.

perimental errors was determined for each of the sets
obtained with a given A0. The so obtained χ2 distri-
bution was divided by the number of isotopes considered
for a given Z, reduced by one because of the normaliza-
tion. The result for the example of Z = 20 fragments is
shown in Fig. 10 for the two studied reactions. The dis-
played distributions of χ2 per degree of freedom exhibit
the expected parabolic behavior. Their absolute values
are rather large because the quoted experimental errors
are very small [4], considerably smaller for the data ob-
tained with the 48Ca target than for the data obtained
with the 40Ca target.

The minima of the parabolic fits (Fig. 10) determine
the optimum composition of the ensemble of sources as
approximately N/Zini = 1.28, obtained with A0 = 82, for
the fragmentation on the 48Ca target and N/Zini = 1.11
obtained with A0 = 76 for the 40Ca case. They are simi-
lar to the original assumptions but indicate an even larger
degree of equilibration. By analyzing the fits for the in-
tervals extending over seven data points (represented by

TABLE I: Summary of the results obtained for the initial
configurations 〈N/Z〉ini by comparing the calculated mean
neutron numbers 〈N〉 with the experimental value (fourth
column) or by searching for the minimum of the χ2 distri-
bution obtained with the experimental errors (last column).
The prediction of the evaporation attractor line [33] is shown
in the third column.

48Ca 〈N/Z〉ini 〈N/Z〉ini

Z 〈N〉exp N/ZEAL from 〈N〉exp from χ2

19 21.78 ± 0.01 1.116 1.278 ± 0.003 1.300 ± 0.005

20 23.11 ± 0.01 1.118 1.292 ± 0.002 1.280 ± 0.004

21 24.10 ± 0.01 1.121 1.209 ± 0.002 1.215 ± 0.007

22 25.23 ± 0.01 1.123 1.206 ± 0.002 1.198 ± 0.006

23 26.39 ± 0.01 1.125 1.210 ± 0.002 1.207 ± 0.007

24 27.49 ± 0.01 1.128 1.220 ± 0.002 1.244 ± 0.009

weighted mean 1.232 ± 0.001 1.254 ± 0.002

40Ca 〈N/Z〉ini 〈N/Z〉ini

Z 〈N〉exp N/ZEAL from 〈N〉exp from χ2

19 21.42 ± 0.02 1.116 1.207 ± 0.011 1.169 ± 0.017

20 22.53 ± 0.02 1.118 1.098 ± 0.008 1.110 ± 0.016

21 23.77 ± 0.02 1.121 1.067 ± 0.010 1.126 ± 0.013

22 24.92 ± 0.02 1.123 1.060 ± 0.011 1.115 ± 0.014

23 26.10 ± 0.02 1.125 1.072 ± 0.006 1.113 ± 0.016

24 27.21 ± 0.02 1.128 1.103 ± 0.007 1.113 ± 0.023

weighted mean 1.101 ± 0.003 1.124 ± 0.006

the blue lines), A0 = 77 − 83 for 48Ca and A0 = 75 − 81
for 40Ca, the compositions N/Zini = 1.280 ± 0.004 and
N/Zini = 1.110 ± 0.016 are obtained for the two cases,
respectively. The corresponding 4σ and 2σ widths are
indicated in the figure.

The results obtained for the six elements are given
in the last column of Table I. The reconstructed inter-
mediate configurations of the excited projectile systems
are fairly neutron rich for 80Kr + 48Ca and fairly neu-
tron poor for 80Kr + 40Ca. The weighted mean values
are 1.254 and 1.124, respectively, with a difference much
larger than naively expected from the fairly similar ex-
perimental isotope distributions (Figs. 3 and 4; see also
Fig. 6 in Ref. [4]). It is obvious that the individual er-
rors obtained for each element are not representative for
the element-to-element variations. For further use, we
therefore chose to give equal weight to each of the ele-
ments for determining the mean values and to adopt the
mean squared deviations from the mean divided by

√
5

as their uncertainties. With this choice, the compositions
obtained with the χ2 method are 〈N/Z〉ini = 1.241±0.017
and 1.124± 0.009 for the two reactions. Their difference
amounts to 82 ± 14% of the difference between the fully
equilibrated compositions.
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In addition to the χ2 analysis employing the experi-
mental errors, the measured and calculated mean mass
numbers for each of the six elements were used to confirm
the obtained results. The example for the same Z = 20
case and for the two reactions is shown in Fig. 11. The fig-
ure, first of all, documents the strong attenuation of the
initial N/Z ratios caused by the breakup and deexcita-
tion of the excited sources as modeled with the SMM. Sig-
nificantly different compositions of the hot sources (red
symbols) are required for obtaining the small differences
of the experimental mean fragment masses. The com-
parison of the experimental 〈N〉/Z with the values for
cold fragments obtained with the SMM (blue symbols),
identifies A0 = 82 and A0 = 76 as A0 parameters com-
ing closest to reproducing the experimental mean frag-
ment masses for Z = 20. The corresponding composi-
tions 〈N〉/Zini = 1.278 and 1.111 are nearly the same as
those of the χ2 analysis (Table I).

FIG. 11: Mean isotopic compositions 〈N/Z〉ini of the initial
systems (hot, red symbols) and the 〈N〉/Z of the final Z = 20
isotope distributions obtained with the SMM (cold, blue sym-
bols) as a function of the maximum mass A0 of the chosen
ensembles. The calculated results are compared with the ex-
perimental mean neutron-over-proton ratios (labeled “exp”,
full black lines) for both reactions and the EAL prediction
(dashed purple line) for Z = 20 fragments. The compositions
corresponding to the isotopically equilibrated projectile and
target systems (labeled “eq”, dashed black lines) are shown
in addition.

To find the optimum composition for each element, lin-
ear fits to the three calculated mean 〈N〉/Z closest to the
experimental value were used and the final result deter-
mined with a linear interpolation. The results obtained
in this way for the six elements are also shown in Table I
(fourth column). The displayed uncertainties are very
small, reflecting again the precision of the experimen-
tal mean neutron numbers. For obtaining more realis-
tic uncertainties, the method used in the χ2 analysis was
adopted. Equal weights were given to the results for each
of the elements, and the uncertainty of the mean com-
position determined by dividing the mean squared devi-

ations of the six individual values by
√

5. The obtained
compositions 〈N/Z〉ini = 1.236± 0.016 and 1.101± 0.022
for the two reactions are, within their errors, compatible
with the results obtained with the χ2 method. The dif-
ference amounts to 94±17% of the difference between the
equilibrated systems. The weighted average of the results
obtained with the two methods corresponds to 87± 11%
of the difference between the equilibrated systems.

To arrive at a lower limit for the degree of equilibra-
tion following from the present study, a possible effect
of the symmetry-term coefficient γ has to be included.
On average, we find that ∆γ = +1 MeV causes 〈N〉
to decrease by approximately 0.10 and vice versa (cf.
Fig. 9). Following Fig. 11, it translates into an uncer-
tainty ∆〈N〉/Z ≈ 0.005 and ∆〈N/Z〉ini ≈ 0.031, equiv-
alent to 22% of the difference between the equilibrated
systems. This uncertainty is larger but is only effective
if changes of γ are different in the two reactions by a
certain amount, for example additionally increased by 1
MeV only in the case of 80Kr + 40Ca. A global change
of γ will only change the vertical position of the line
describing the calculated final compositions but not its
slope determining the separation of the two experimental
values on this line. Adopting this possibility as cause for
an additional uncertainty leads to a lower bound of 87%
-11% -22% = 54% for the degree of equilibration reached
in the two reactions.

According to the analysis presented here, rapid N/Z
equilibration during the initial reaction stage seems nec-
essary for reaching the observed final isotopic distribu-
tions. This conclusion depends crucially on the rate with
which the mean 〈N〉/Z of fragments (blue symbols in
Fig. 11) increases with 〈N/Z〉ini, a result of the treat-
ment of secondary decay within the SMM. We also note
that, for both reactions, the initial compositions are less
neutron rich than the equilibrated systems. As we will
argue below, it may be caused by the drift of neutrons
into a neck region of low density which is no longer in-
volved in the disintegration of the projectile residues.

As evident from Fig. 11, the breakup and deexcitation
of the hot sources proceeds very differently in the two
cases. There is very little variation of the isotopic com-
position in the 80Kr + 40Ca case. The hot and cold SMM
values of 〈N/Z〉 and the experimental value are all very
close to the equilibrium composition and not far from the
value of the evaporation attractor line [33]. In the case of
80Kr + 48Ca, the neutron richness of the excited system
disappears to a large extent but, also here, the evapo-
ration attractor line is not fully reached. The valley of
stability attracts the decay chains but they are not long
enough to end on the evaporation attractor line. Appar-
ently, since the multifragmentation mechanism favors the
production of neutron rich fragments, the deposited en-
ergy is primarily used for the disintegration of the system
into smaller fragments instead of neutron evaporation.
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VII. NECK EMISSIONS

In Ref. [4], the group of coincident light fragments
with longitudinal velocities smaller than those of the co-
incident heavy fragments is interpreted as either being
emitted in backward direction from the excited projec-
tile residue or as representing emissions from the inter-
mediate velocity source, the latter containing products
of nucleon-nucleon collisions and from the decay of the
neck forming as the main residues separate [23]. In the
data analysis, the additional condition was required that
the velocities had to be larger than the center-of-mass
velocity.

FIG. 12: Experimental 〈N〉/Z values of neck fragments as a
function of their charge number Z = 2−11 for the 80Kr + 48Ca
reaction, in Ref. [4] defined as fragments emitted backward
with respect to the projectile residue (solid red circles), and
results of SMM calculations simulating the decay of a neck-
type source with A = 19 and properties given in the text for
the interval Z = 2 − 6 (solid green triangles) in comparison
with the results for Z = 2 − 11 of the projectile source (PS)
with A = 81 and Z = 36, selected with the requirement of a
coincident fragment with Z ≥ 12 (open circles).

The 〈N〉/Z ratios for fragments with Z = 2 − 11 are
among the data reported for this group of fragments and,
for the 80Kr + 48Ca reaction, shown in Fig. 12. As the au-
thors note, the observed pattern as a function of Z is well
known from other studies and, as an example, the work of
Barlini et al. [54] is cited in [4]. The same characteristic
odd-even staggering has also been observed in projectile
fragmentation at higher energies. The systematics pre-
sented in Ref. [55] for projectiles from nickel to uranium
and energies of 600 MeV/nucleon and 1 GeV/nucleon
shows that the pattern is invariant and that only its lo-
cation on the N/Z scale depends on the projectile, ap-
parently linearly correlated with the N/Z ratio of the
projectile. In Ref. [55], a correction for the missing yield
of unstable 8Be was applied to the values for Z = 4 by
including an estimate for it obtained from a smooth in-
terpolation over the identified yields of 7,9−11Be. This
correction has a negligible effect for the case of 107Sn but

lowers the 〈N〉/Z of beryllium for 124Sn fragmentations
from 1.24 to 1.18 which makes the systematic odd-even
staggering more clearly visible for the neutron rich case.

For the interpretation of the fragmentation reactions
at relativistic energies, it may be assumed that the ex-
cited sources inherit the neutron-over-proton ratio of the
original projectiles. It is motivated by the reduced nu-
cleon wave lengths, the dominance of nucleon-nucleon dy-
namics during the initial reaction stages, and was shown
to be successful in applications as, e.g., the SMM anal-
ysis of the 107,124Sn and 124La fragmentations at 600
MeV/nucleon [16]. It implies that the systematics ob-
tained for light fragments may be used for calibrating
the isotopic compositions of the excited sources.

In the following, we will assume that the observed
correlation between sources and fragments holds for the
present type of reactions as well. The statistical decay
of excited sources should only depend on their properties
and not on how they were formed. With the measured
〈N〉/Z values for products with 3 ≤ Z ≤ 9 from the
107Sn and 124Sn fragmentations displayed in Fig. 3 of
Ref. [55], a source reconstruction is attempted, not only
for the so-called backward emitted group of light frag-
ments (Fig. 12) but also for the forward emitted frag-
ments whose 〈N〉/Z ratios for Z = 1 − 4 are shown in
Fig. 8 of [4] and reproduced in the present Fig. 7. In
the latter case, the overlap in atomic number with the
107,124Sn fragmentations is restricted to Z = 3 and 4.
The corresponding 〈N〉/Z ratios for backward emitted
fragments from 80Kr + 40Ca are obtained by adding the
backward-forward differences shown in Fig. 11 of [4].

The results for the two elements Z = 3 and 4 are listed
in Table II. They are obtained by assuming that the val-
ues measured for the 107Sn and 124Sn fragmentations,
given in the first two lines of Table III, are representative
for source compositions 〈N/Z〉 = 1.16 and 1.48, respec-
tively, and that a linear interpolation between (or ex-
trapolation from) these values is appropriate. The value
〈N/Z〉 = 1.16 for the case of 107Sn refers to the actual
radioactive beams used in the experiment which, besides
the desired 107Sn, contained contributions of neighboring
isotopes whose intensities had been determined [16, 56].

As a main conclusion, we observe that the sources re-
sponsible for the so-called backward-emitted fragments
in both reactions are significantly more neutron rich
than the sources responsible for the forward-emitted frag-
ments. Simply on the basis of the obtained neutron-over-
proton ratios, it can thus be excluded that both groups
of fragments have the same origin. In the case of 80Kr
+ 48Ca, the average composition 〈N/Z〉 = 1.51 of the
backward-emitted fragments is still significantly larger
than the value 1.31 expected for a mixed source consist-
ing of equal numbers of nucleons from the projectile and
from the target. The same holds for 80Kr + 40Ca. Also
here the average composition 〈N/Z〉 = 1.37 largely ex-
ceeds the value 1.11 of an equally mixed source. The
values obtained for the forward-emitted particles, on the
other hand, are in approximate agreement with the re-
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TABLE II: Reconstruction of the composition of the emitting sources obtained with the measured 〈N〉/Z ratios of Z = 3, 4
fragments presented in Figs. 8, 11, and 12(a) of Ref. [4] (third and fifth columns) and based on the inclusive 〈N〉/Z ratios
measured for 107,124Sn fragmentations in experiment S254 (first two lines of Table III). For beryllium, the uncorrected 〈N〉/Z
ratios have been extracted from the ALADIN data base. The source compositions are obtained by linear interpolations and
extrapolations (fourth and sixth columns). Their errors represent the effects of the displayed experimental errors reported in
Ref. [4].

Z = 3 (Expt.) Source Z = 4 (Expt.) Source

group target 〈N〉/Z 〈N/Z〉 〈N〉/Z 〈N/Z〉

forward 48Ca 1.255 ± 0.003 1.29 ± 0.02 1.180 ± 0.006 1.38 ± 0.01

backward 48Ca 1.300 ± 0.002 1.49 ± 0.01 1.273 ± 0.003 1.53 ± 0.01

forward 40Ca 1.224 ± 0.009 1.15 ± 0.04 1.109 ± 0.020 1.27 ± 0.03

backward 40Ca 1.274 ± 0.016 1.38 ± 0.07 1.170 ± 0.032 1.37 ± 0.05

sults for the fragments with Z = 19 − 24 shown in Ta-
ble I. It permits the conclusion that the latter two groups
of fragments result from the breakup of the same excited
intermediate sources.

The errors displayed in Table II are those of the exper-
imental data reported in Ref. [4] and their effect on the
reconstructed source compositions. These errors are very
small. To obtain an estimate of a potential systematic
uncertainty associated with the method, 〈N〉/Z ratios
for Z = 5 − 9 from the fragmentation of 124,136Xe pro-
jectiles on Pb targets are used which had been measured
at the GSI Fragment Separator FRS [57]. Reconstruct-
ing the source compositions on the basis of the 107,124Sn
results for the same Z = 5 − 9 fragments (Table III)
leads to values consistently higher by ∆N/Z = 0.09 than
the N/Z ratios of the 124,136Xe projectiles, correspond-
ing to almost five additional neutrons. The difference
∆N/Z = 0.23 between the results for the two Xe pro-
jectiles, however, is very close to the actual difference
∆N/Z = 0.22 of their N/Z ratios. Relative differences
are preserved but the absolute values, according to this
test, are shifted by ∆N/Z ≈ 0.1. For the following dis-
cussion, the source compositions listed in the tables will
be reduced by ∆N/Z = 0.05 and an error of equal mag-
nitude will be assigned to them. It is equivalent to giving
equal weights to the Sn and Xe fragmentations in their
role for the intended reconstruction of source composi-
tions.

This uncertainty does not affect the resulting impli-
cations. The so-called backward emitted particles are
unlikely to originate from the same source as the forward
emitted particles and light fragments. This was also con-
cluded by the FAZIA Collaboration and reported in their
paper [4]. The neutron richness of the backward sources
is enhanced even in comparison to those of the equally
mixed sources by corrected values ∆〈N/Z〉 ≈ 0.15 in
the case of 80Kr + 48Ca and ≈ 0.21 in the case of
80Kr + 40Ca. If this is caused by neutrons drifting
into these sources their densities will have to be low, a
property expected for the neck region located between

TABLE III: Reconstruction of the neutron-over-proton ra-
tios of the emitting sources (fifth column) obtained with the
〈N〉/Z ratios of Z = 3 − 9 fragments presented in Fig. 12 of
Ref. [4] (second column) and based on the inclusive 〈N〉/Z
ratios measured for 107,124Sn fragmentations in experiment
S254 as reported in Ref. [55] (third and fourth columns). For
beryllium, the uncorrected 〈N〉/Z ratios have been extracted
from the ALADIN data base. The errors of the sources repre-
sent the effects of the displayed experimental errors reported
in Ref. [4].

Z Expt. 107Sn 124Sn Source

3 1.300 ± 0.002 1.227 1.297 1.494 ± 0.009

4 1.273 ± 0.003 1.038 1.243 1.527 ± 0.005

5 1.196 ± 0.001 1.134 1.200 1.461 ± 0.005

6 1.122 ± 0.001 1.037 1.138 1.429 ± 0.003

7 1.137 ± 0.001 1.103 1.153 1.378 ± 0.006

8 1.103 ± 0.001 1.048 1.120 1.404 ± 0.004

9 1.158 ± 0.002 1.132 1.190 1.303 ± 0.011

the separating projectile and target residues [23]. Even
its mass may be estimated by taking into account that
the compositions of the projectile sources were, on av-
erage, lower than those of the equilibrated systems by
∆〈N/Z〉 ≈ 0.035, a change achieved by the drift of two
neutrons out of a system with together 56 protons. The
same two neutrons will raise the neutron-over-proton ra-
tio by ≈ 0.18, the average enhancement observed for the
two reactions, in a smaller system with only about one
fifth the number of protons. The mass of the neck region,
according to this estimate, should thus be of the order of
(〈N/Z〉 + 1) × 56 × 0.035/0.18, i.e., about 25 nucleons.

The obtained source properties are very consistent.
Going more into detail, one observes that the values for
the sources of Z = 4 fragments are systematically larger
than those for the sources of Z = 3 fragments. On the
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other hand, the calibration for Z = 3 amplifies small
differences and thus may be associated with a larger un-
certainty (cf. Table II). Elements with odd Z generally
respond less strongly to the source composition, accord-
ing to the data published in Ref. [55] which extend up
to Z = 9. It is thus possible to extend the calibration
to heavier fragments of the so-called backward emitted
group in 80Kr + 48Ca whose composition is presented in
the FAZIA report [4].

The results, again obtained with linear interpolations
and extrapolations, are given in Table III. The obtained
compositions are all neutron rich, starting with values
〈N〉/Z ≈ 1.5 for Z = 3 and 4 and slowly decreasing
with Z to values 1.4 and 1.3 for the Z = 8 and 9 frag-
ments, respectively. A dependence on Z of this kind is
not unexpected considering the so-called hierarchy effect
according to which the lightest fragments are expected
from the regions of lowest density in between the pro-
jectile and target rapidities [23, 34, 58]. The scatter of
the individual results may be used as indication of their
systematic uncertainty.

It will finally be shown that SMM calculations of the
deexcitation of a neck-type source with properties corre-
sponding to these results will lead to light fragment yields
with 〈N〉/Z ratios in good agreement with the FAZIA
measurement for the 80Kr + 48Ca reaction [4]. Follow-
ing a series of test calculations with varying parameters
for the masses and excitation energies of the source as
well as for its 〈N/Z〉 composition, the following scenario
was assumed: a fixed mass A = 19 and atomic number
Z = 8 of the source, corresponding to N/Z = 1.375, an
excitation energy of 5 MeV/nucleon, a reduced breakup
density ρ = ρ0/6, and a reduced symmetry-term coef-
ficient γ = 14 MeV were considered as appropriate for
the small masses of the produced fragments. Similar pa-
rameters were found useful in previous SMM studies of
multifragmentation reactions [13, 18, 19]. For example,
in central 197Au + 197Au collisions at the same beam
energy of 35 MeV per nucleon, a statistical source with
the same density and excitation energy per nucleon was
extracted [18].

The obtained 〈N〉/Z ratios for neck fragments with
Z ≤ 6 are shown in Fig. 12, and a very satisfactory agree-
ment with the experimental results is observed. For com-
parison, the results for the projectile source (PS) with
A = 81 and Z = 36 (N/Z = 1.25) is shown as well. They
are obtained from the same calculation as the results
shown in Figs. 5 and 7 and seen there to agree well with
the experimental results for the forward emitted coinci-
dent fragments. The characteristic odd-even staggering is
apparent in both calculations as nuclear structure effects
are taken into account in the SMM for the ground-state
masses which are restored at the end of the secondary
deexcitation.

The significant difference in 〈N〉/Z with respect to the
experimental values for the class of slower fragments, doc-
umented for Z = 3, 4 in Table II, is found to extend to
larger Z. The modest reduction of the difference toward

Z = 11 is not unexpected. Neck fragments are predom-
inantly small as already mentioned in the discussion re-
lated to Table III. It thus appears that the definition
of two groups by the FAZIA Collaboration represented a
very useful choice, giving evidence for the existence of dif-
ferent sources of coincident light fragments. The sorting
according to the sign of the relative velocity is clearly not
sufficient for precisely distinguishing particles and frag-
ments according to their various origins, as discussed in
detail in the paper [4].

VIII. DISCUSSION

The indicated isotopic exchange between projectile and
target seems somewhat unexpected on the basis of the
measured isotope distributions exhibiting rather small
differences. The latter are the consequence of the at-
traction of the valley of stability which causes the initial
neutron richness of the excited sources in 80Kr + 48Ca to
quickly disappear (Fig. 11). Large contributions of the
target to measured isotopic ratios of light fragments have
already been observed in the earlier experiment of the
FAZIA Collaboration [54]. At that time, a three-element
telescope placed at θlab = 5.4◦ was used to measure in-
clusive fragment production in the 84Kr + 112,124Sn re-
actions at 35 MeV/nucleon. The observed 〈N〉/Z values
of light fragments depend significantly on the target. For
lithium and beryllium fragments, values of ≈ 1.3 are re-
ported with differences of ≈ 0.03 for the two target cases.

Applying the same method of source reconstruction
as for the present reaction leads to rather neutron rich
sources with 〈N/Z〉ini = 1.63 and 1.46 for the reactions
with 124Sn and 112Sn targets, respectively. These values
are higher than in the present reactions (Tables II or III)
as expected for the more neutron rich projectile. They
are also higher than the 〈N/Z〉ini = 1.42 and 1.28 of the
equilibrated 84Kr + 124,112Sn systems and their differ-
ence 0.17 exceeds even slightly the difference 0.14 of the
latter. Following the interpretation offered in the pre-
vious section, one would, therefore, conclude that these
light fragments are primarily emitted from low-density
regions of the reaction volume whose neutron content has
been enhanced. According to the analysis of the slightly
heavier Xe+Sn reaction by  Lukasik et al. [36], the very
light fragments have their origin predominantly in the
midrapidity regime.

Isotopic equilibrium is not unusual in the Fermi en-
ergy domain. It was, for example, observed by Johnston
et al. for inclusive reactions of Ar and Ca beams of mass
A = 40 on Fe and Ni targets of mass A = 58 and in-
cident energies 33 MeV/nucleon [59]. As shown in that
work, when the energy is increased to 45 MeV/nucleon
full equilibrium is no longer achieved. Partial equilibrium
was observed also in the cross bombardment of 112Sn and
124Sn beams and targets at the slightly higher beam en-
ergy of 50 MeV/nucleon by Tsang et al. [60]. Partial
isospin equilibrium of ≈ 53% was reported by Keksis et
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al. for 40,48Ca on 112,124Sn reactions at the slightly lower
energy 32 MeV/nucleon [61].

In the most recent experiment of the FAZIA Collabo-
ration, isospin transport ratios were determined for cross
bombardments of 58Ni and 64Ni projectiles and targets at
32 and 52 MeV/nucleon incident energy [6]. Increasing
isospin equilibration with decreasing impact parameter
is reported but full equilibration is not observed, even
for the most central collisions. A very similar conclusion
was presented very recently for the 40,48Ca + 40,48Ca sys-
tem at 35 MeV/nucleon by Fable et al. who also applied
the isospin transport-ratio technique [62]. These results
emphasize the transitional nature of the Fermi energy
domain with the effect that small differences in the reac-
tion systems and the experimental conditions may mani-
fest themselves in measurable differences of the observed
isospin transport [63].

Contact times, if assumed to correspond to the sum
of the diameters of the collision partners divided by the
velocity of the projectile, are of the order of 70 fm/c in
the present reaction and, depending on the impact pa-
rameter and dynamical details, may fall between 50 and
100 fm/c. This interval represents the timescale on which
the observed isospin equilibration apparently occurs. It is
also consistent with the time characterizing the statistical
nucleation process in the neck region which is described
within the freeze-out volume conception. Similar times
of about 100 fm/c were found by Tsang et al. [60] to be
needed for the observed isospin diffusion in the 112,124Sn
+ 112,124Sn collisions at 50 MeV/nucleon according to
Boltzmann-Uehling-Uhlenbeck (BUU) calculations per-
formed for these reactions. For the similar Xe + Sn sys-
tem at 32 MeV/nucleon, isospin equilibration times of
less than 200 fm/c were deduced from calculations with
the stochastic mean field (SMF) model [64].

Equilibration times of very similar magnitude were de-
duced from an experiment of different type by Jedele et

al. [65]. There, the authors followed the isospin equili-
bration in a rotating dinuclear system formed by the de-
cay of deformed projectile fragments produced in 70Zn +
70Zn collisions at 35 MeV/nucleon. For selected systems,
the obtained equilibration times were of the order of 0.3
zs, corresponding to ≈ 100 fm/c, whereas the process up
to full isospin equilibration may be followed for some-
what longer times [66]. It thus seems that, according to
the presented examples, N/Z equilibration proceeds fast
enough to be observed in the 80Kr + 48,40Ca experiments
at 35 MeV/nucleon. It should be interesting to study the
full charge range of projectile fragments and connect it
with the evolution of the isospin transport. The mea-
surements of correlated fragments, both in the neck and
projectile regions, are important in this case.

The neutron richness of neck emissions has been re-
ported by many authors [36, 62, 67–70] and deduced from
theoretical work [38]. Thériault et al. have studied the
symmetric 64Zn + 64Zn reaction at 45 MeV/nucleon [67].
They found that the completely reconstructed midrapid-
ity material is more neutron rich than the overall reaction

system whereas the reconstructed N/Z ratio for the pro-
jectile system remains below that value. This result was
presented by the authors as the most complete evidence,
at that time, of neutron enrichment of midrapidity nu-
clear matter at the expense of the remaining reaction sys-
tem, a phenomenon related to the density dependence of
the nuclear symmetry energy. The reconstruction of the
compositions of the projectile and neck source presented
here for the 80Kr + 48,40Ca reactions is in full agreement
with these earlier findings.

IX. SUMMARY

The isospin transport in the 80Kr + 48Ca and 80Kr +
40Ca reactions at 35 MeV/nucleon was studied with cal-
culations using the statistical multifragmentation model
(SMM, Ref. [13]) in comparison with the data reported
by the FAZIA Collaboration [4]. Regarding the exper-
imental data, it was assumed that the events recorded
with four FAZIA blocks are representative for the mid-
peripheral collisions of the studied reactions. In the anal-
ysis, the ensembles of excited sources formulated and
verified in previous studies of ALADIN and other experi-
mental data were considered as applicable for the present
reactions, an assumption supported by the obtained very
satisfactory representation of the measured isotopic dis-
tributions. The odd-even staggered 〈N〉/Z pattern of
light fragments and its relation to the composition of the
source was assumed to be universally valid.

With these assumptions, the intermediate reaction sys-
tem at the time of the transition from its dynamical cre-
ation to the assumed statistical decay was reconstructed
by identifying it with the ensemble of sources whose de-
cay is treated with the SMM. It was found that the
isospin exchange leads the intermediate system to cover
at least half of the way to equilibrium. The most prob-
able value of 87 ± 11%, in fact, does not exclude full
equilibrium. The reconstructed compositions were found
to be slightly reduced in neutrons with respect to the
equilibrium compositions by amounts corresponding to a
loss of about two neutrons, similar for both reactions.

The compositions of the sources responsible for the
production of the two groups of light fragments with
Z ≤ 4 were found to be significantly different. For the
group with longitudinal velocities larger than those of
the coincident heavier fragments, the source composition
is similar to that of the heavier fragments, indicating
that both, the heavier and the lighter fragments, orig-
inate from the breakup of the same intermediate system.
The sources of light fragments with longitudinal veloc-
ities smaller than those of the coincident heavier frag-
ments were found to be enriched in neutrons beyond the
values expected for mixed systems consisting of equal
numbers of nucleons from the projectile and from the
target. The assumption of a low-density neck region, en-
riched in neutrons and with a mass of the order of 25
nucleons, provided a consistent explanation.
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These conclusions are based on SMM calculations us-
ing ensembles of excited sources as initial configurations
whose decay is assumed to be statistical and followed ac-
cording to the model. The simultaneous consideration
of two correlated statistical sources, one representing the
projectile residues and one describing the excited low-
density matter in the neck region, represents a novel the-
oretical development. The applicability of the method
was demonstrated by satisfactorily reproducing the re-
ported isotope distributions with reasonable assumptions
regarding the effect of the target composition in forming
the excited projectile residues.

In the second part of the analysis, the isotopic com-
position of the ensemble was systematically varied and
the agreement of the calculated and experimental results
quantitatively evaluated. Two methods were used, one of
comparing the experimental and theoretical mean 〈N〉/Z
values, and the other of minimizing the χ2 of the repro-
duction of the measured isotope distributions by using
the experimental errors. Both methods were found to
yield consistent results. The 〈N〉/Z pattern as a function
of Z of fragments from the neck-type source was success-

fully described by assuming a lower density and higher
excitation energy. These parameters are similar to those
found in the statistical analyses of central nucleus-nucleus
collisions at similar energies. Altogether, the chosen sta-
tistical approach using two correlated sources, was found
applicable for studying isospin transport phenomena in
mid-peripheral collisions in the Fermi energy domain.
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[51] A. Le Fèvre, G. Auger, M. L. Begemann-Blaich, N. Bel-
laize, R. Bittiger, F. Bocage et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 94,
162701 (2005).

[52] Ad. R. Raduta and F. Gulminelli, Phys. Rev. C 75,
024605 (2007).

[53] A. Ono, P. Danielewicz, W. A. Friedman, W. G. Lynch,
and M. B. Tsang, Phys. Rev. C 70, 041604(R) (2004).

[54] S. Barlini, S. Piantelli, G. Casini, P. R. Maurenzig, A.
Olmi, M. Bini et al., Phys. Rev. C 87, 054607 (2013).

[55] W. Trautmann, Nucl. Phys. A 787, 575c (2007).
[56] J.  Lukasik, P. Adrich, T. Aumann, C. O. Bacri, T. Bar-

czyk, R. Bassini et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys.
Res. A 587, 413 (2008).

[57] D. Henzlova, K. H. Schmidt, M. V. Ricciardi, A. Kelić,
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Abstract

It is shown by coupled-channel NN scattering calculations that intermediate two-baryon N∆

states produce resonance-like structures in some isospin one states, often interpreted as more

exotic manifest six-quark states. Optimal conditions for such appearances involve a decrease of

the orbital angular momentum in the transition NN → N∆. Detailed complex phase shift results

are presented for low isospin one partial waves up to J = 4, where N∆ excitation is still found

comparable to or even larger than one pion exchange. Actually, its importance persists at least to

J = 6 or further.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Shortly after the appearance of the quark model in 1964 [1] it was suggested [2, 3] the

possible existence also of states with six quarks (somewhat like six-quark bags). Although

this idea concerned only colour singlet involving all three quark flavors (known at the time),

as a follow-up it was further suggested that this kind of objects would play an important

role as resonant s-channel intermediate states in the interaction dynamics of two nucleons

(for a balanced review see e.g. Ref. [4]). Searches have since continued for indications in

experimental data (for an early review in the NN sector see e.g. Ref. [5]). An interest

in such activity has been sustained over decades and got new wind from observations at

the WASA@COSY detector of Forschungszentrum Jülich in two-pion production reactions,

where a resonant structure with I(JP ) = 0(3+), called d′(2380), was seen at 2380 MeV with

the width of 70 MeV [6].

However, there is another possibility for strong resonance-like energy dependencies,

namely two-pion exchange with the excitation of an intermediate state with a ∆(1232)

resonance. It was realized early in pion physics that pion-nucleon interaction, both elastic

scattering and reactions, in the region of a few hundred MeV is dominated by this spin-3
2

and isospin-3
2
particle [7]. Pion exchange can generate such an excitation, transforming one

of the nucleons or both into a ∆, and its consequent decay may end up in pion production

reaction or (if reabsorbed by the other nucleon) yield strong attractive two-pion exchange,

which is not reducible to two-nucleon intermediate states appearing in iteration of a normal

NN potential [8, 9]. This mechanism acts in the same energy region as several of the

conjectured dibaryons and may compete with their effects or be interpreted as those. In the

1970’s and 1980’s the attractive effect was included for example in the so called Bonn boson

exchange potentials [10, 11], well fitted to phase shift analyses in the elastic energy region.

The aim of the present paper is to elaborate the coupled channels more in the inelastic

region.

The next section sets out the basic formalism for generating the N∆ configurations in

the isovector NN scattering and discusses their main properties. The numerical results for

NN phase shifts are presented and discussed then in Sec. III.

2



II. N∆ STATES

In this work (as in its predecessors since Ref. [12]) the N∆ component is generated from

the incident NN wave by a coupled system of Schrödinger equations involving as the new

element the transition potential NN ↔ ∆N due to pion exchange

Vtr =
µ

3

ff ∗

4π
T1 · τ2 [S12 VT(r) + S1 · σ2 VSS(r)] + (1 ↔ 2) . (1)

Here f 2/4π = 0.076 and f ∗2/4π = 0.35 are the pion (pseudovector) coupling constants to

the nucleon and N ↔ ∆ vertices, and µ is the pion mass. S and S
† are the transition spin

operators [13] (analogously T and T
† for the isospin) defined e.g. by their reduced matrix

elements < ∆||S||N >= 2 in the convention of Refs. [14–16]. The standard tensor operator

S12 = 3σ1 · r̂σ2 · r̂ − σ1 · σ2 (2)

can be generalized to

S12 = 3S1 · r̂σ2 · r̂ − S1 · σ2 + (1 ↔ 2) (3)

in the case of NN → ∆N transition. The radial functions are

VSS(r) = exp(−µr)/(µr) , VT(r) = [1 + 3/(µr) + 3/(µr)2]VSS(r) (4)

familiar from pion exchange between two nucleons. The NN equation is then coupled by Vtr

to the N∆ equations including (in addition to their possible interactions not discussed here)

the ∆ − N mass difference ∆M and (above the inelastic threshold) the effect of the width

−iΓ/2. This procedure yields an admixture of N∆ configurations in principle on the same

footing as the NN (apart from the mass difference) into the wave function, which must

necessarily be there due to the nucleon and and pion coupling to the ∆. The imaginary

term from the width gives naturally also inelasticity above the pion threshold. As a sideline

it is important to note that the width, extending to infinity, causes the wave function to

shrink making the N∆ channel asymptotically closed, not unlike a bound state. The method

was applied relatively successfully to calculate both total and differential cross sections and

analyzing powers [12] and other spin observables [17, 18] for the reaction pp → dπ+. It

may be useful to have in mind that the background of this paper lies in this reaction, and

some argumentation to follow largely arises and and is adopted from that work and its later

developments.
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At this stage it is also worth commenting that, following the suggestion by Durso et al.

[19], originally two time orderings taking into account the different ∆ mass was used for

the range in Ref. [12]. However, inclusion of all time orderings gives back the “normal”

static OPE range 1/µ in Eq. (4) used later since Ref. [20]. The transition potential

presently also includes ρ exchange and dipole form factors with cut-off masses Λπ = 1000

MeV and Λρ = 1050 MeV. Interfering destructively with pion exchange, the former acts

in the dominant tensor term similarly to a long range cut-off. For practical purposes, it is

enough to get the strength of the tensor part from the top of the peak of the pp → dπ+

total cross section [21] as the only adjusted parameter relevant for N∆ and arranged with

the above form factors, well in accord with the nucleon size and mesonic corrections to the

free ∆ width [22]. The spin-spin part of the transition potential is a much weaker effect.

Heavy mesons like the ρ may be frowned in more recent chiral effective field theories

(EFT), composed as systematic pion exchange perturbation series including πN and ππ con-

tact terms with few low-energy parameters. (See e.g. [23] for recent progress and extensive

bibliography.) However, so far this approach has been limited to lower NN momenta below

inelasticity. Therefore, a more phenomenological approach consisting of fewer plausible iter-

ative diagrams, but extending higher in energy, may have value and interest. Concerning the

role of ρ exchange, it might be of some interest in future work to compare spin observables

of pp → dπ+ including and omitting ρ exchange to test its justification, since, contrary to

the tensor, its spin-spin term adds constructively with pion exchange, which should give

differing spin dependence.

Apart from the explicit generation and use of the N∆ wave function, as iterated this ex-

change produces a strong attraction at least below the formal N∆ threshold, which must be

accounted for in the overall effective two-nucleon force. Namely, starting with phenomeno-

logical data-fitted NN potentials, such as e.g. the Reid potential [24], this additional effect

must be subtracted to avoid doubly counting its influence. In Ref. [12] this was done by

assuming a closure approximation for the iterated transition and using additive repulsion

Vclos(r) = [Vtr(r)]
2/∆E (5)

with the energy denominator ∆E suitably adjusted at each energy. It should be stressed

that at that stage the purpose was not to calculate or publish NN scattering and its phases

but only to generate dependable wave functions for computing the pion production matrix
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elements necessary in the reaction pp → dπ+. It is still of interest to note that to produce

phase equivalent interactions with and without the N∆ admixture by this procedure, ∆E

predicted a rotational series [25] ∆E ≈ const + 40LN∆(LN∆ + 1) MeV for the effective

intermediate state (isospin one “dibaryon”) masses, well in accord with the contemporary

experimental situation [5]. This meant that the N∆ state wave function acted as if it were

approximately concentrated at the distance of about 1 fm.

Later the double-counting modification has been performed by inclusion of energy-

independent short and intermediate range Yukawa terms [26, 27] into the Reid potential

[24] and its extension to higher partial waves with J = 3 [28]. This will be the topic of

this paper: to get from a seemingly energy-independent potential strong energy depen-

dencies, often attributed to and parametrized and fitted with explicitly energy-dependent

“dibaryons”.

Also it is worth realizing that, as different as the above described methods to deal with

double counting may appear, their principal application to the reaction pp → dπ+ is rel-

atively independent of these details. In particular, its total cross section is practically

independent of the NN phase shifts. However, dibaryon fits have often only considered this

observable. For example Kamo and Watari [29] fitted the total cross section of pp → dπ+

with three dibaryons (i.e. six parameters), assuming a constant background from the ∆.

However, the N∆ threshold effect does not behave like a constant background and, in fact,

the coupled N∆ model reproduced both the total cross section and also differential and spin

observables quite well, even better than Ref. [29], particularly after some improvements in

the treatment of pion s-wave rescattering and the N∆ width [20, 27]. (To my knowledge

dibaryon fits have not often been applied to differential observables in pion production,

though Ref. [29] does give predictions or fits with also these.)

It might appear that, in the second order iteration of pion exchange in NN scattering

and first order in pion production, the effect of the intermediate ∆ could be obtained simply

by inserting into the perturbation theory energy denominator the ∆−N mass difference ∆M

and width giving E −∆M + iΓ/2. Although this looks like a trivial way to get a resonant

structure, however, it is open to some questions. It was pointed out above that already the

extremely phenomenological numerical calculation [25] indicates some more subtle structure

in the energy denominator, e.g. from the centrifugal effects discussed in more detail in Ref.

[30]. This is due to the fact that in asymptotically closed N∆ channels the expectation value

5



of the centrifugal potential is well defined and quantized as argued above. Furthermore, the

orbital angular momentum of the excitation can be LNN ± 2 in addition to LNN , obviously

favoring LNN − 2 and strongly suppressing LNN + 2. Even the definition of the width in

the two-baryon system needs special attention. Quite obviously it cannot be the free width

[20, 27], but consideration of the different parts of the N∆ kinetic energy expectation values

should be addressed apart from the internal ∆ particle excitation.

Moreover, there is a perhaps deeper problem of the applicability of perturbation theory

in this context: Perturbation theory needs the matrix element of the perturbation between

the initial and intermediate (or final) state. But what is the “unperturbed” wave function

of the N∆, which has yet to be computed to get this matrix element? This is a problem in

old perturbation calculations such as Ref. [31], which can reproduce the total cross section

of pp → dπ+ well by straightforward substitution of the above energy denominator but not

the differential one or spin observables [32–34].

The question of the applicability of perturbation theory may not be as relevant in NN

scattering for the fits with hypothesized dibaryons. The resonant structure as substituted

by hand is then trivial and automatic. The positions and widths are free to choose in this

procedure. With the N∆ coupled channels there is no such luxury for these. The position

and magnitude come directly from the coupled Schrödinger equation as a threshold cusp

(with the ∆M and centrifugal forces as necessary and unavoidable parts of the equation),

and the width is calculated self-consistently for each channel along the lines of Ref. [27].

Although in the coordinate space equations the resonant structure is not manifest, in the

equivalent momentum (or energy) representation, of course, it must be and, after calculation,

becomes visible for observables also in the coordinate representation. So, from this on we’ll

stick to this representation, which is also the most transparent framework to incorporate

the necessary centrifugal barriers.

III. RESULTS

A. 1D2 wave

First Fig. 1 shows the behavior of the 1D2 phase shift ℜδ together with its inelasticity

ℑδ including the possible 5S2(N∆), 5D2(N∆) and 5G2(N∆) components in the calculation.
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FIG. 1. The 1D2 phase shift. The solid line is the calculation with 5S2(N∆), 5D2(N∆) and

5G2(N∆) admixtures and the filled circles and triangles are the experimental real and imaginary

component of the phase shift extracted from the energy-dependent fit to pp data [35], respectively.

Here the data have been fitted below inelasticity (below 300 MeV), first starting with the

phenomenological Reid potential [24] and then making the modification [26] to avoid the

double counting of the N∆ as explained in the previous section.1 Then the resonance-like

energy dependence will arise above 400 MeV due to the coupling to the isobar excitations,

most pronouncedly to 5S2(N∆), not by any further fitting. It can be seen that, compared

with the energy-dependent analysis of pp scattering [35], above 300 MeV the results even

slightly exaggerate resonant behavior still after the smoothing effect of the width inclusion.

The structure follows clearly perturbative argumentation: attraction below the threshold at

1 One can follow these steps for the 3F3 wave in detail from Fig. 6 of Ref. [27].
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about 600 MeV and then a change of the sign into repulsion.

In general, the S-wave N∆ component is the most important in reactions in this energy

regime and it is favored also by the decrease of the angular momentum [25] in the D-

to S-wave transition as noted in Sec. II. Incidentally, at distances most relevant for pion

exchange this decrease is associated with an effective decrease in the centrifugal potential

comparable to the threshold ∆M , making the N∆ excitation effectively rather degenerate

with the initial NN state, and therefore strongly boosting this transition.

The p-wave pions associated with the initial 1D2(NN) state account for about 80% of the

pp → dπ+ total cross section in the peak region around 580 MeV (laboratory energy) [21],

and this affluence arises mainly from the 5S2(N∆) admixture. The missing attraction at the

highest energies might possibly be achieved by inclusion of some higher nucleon resonance

(N(1520) or N(1535)) or double ∆ excitation.

B. 3F3 wave

Fig. 2 shows the second important dibaryon candidate 3F3 starting from theNN potential

extension [28] of the Reid potential. Here the included N∆ configurations are 5P3(N∆),

5F3(N∆) and 3F3(N∆) with the first one being dominant due to the decrease of the orbital

angular momentum and consequently the smaller centrifugal potential in the N∆ system

favoring it as argued already in Ref. [25]. This plot is very similar to Fig. 6 of Ref. [27]

where, however, only the “dibaryonic” state 5P3(N∆) was included to emphasize its special

influence. The higher angular momentum states give minor attraction of 0.5–1.0 degrees

above 500 MeV and, in comparison with Ref. [27], perhaps one might also argue a very

slight broadening upwards in energy due to the stronger centrifugal effect in them.

This wave was found absolutely essential in successful production of differential observ-

ables in pp → dπ+ [12, 20] and it also accounts for 10-20% of its total cross section in the peak

region. Probably the two dibaryonic states discussed so far dominate also its isospin-cousin

component in pp → npπ+ at intermediate and high energies. Furthermore, 3F3 appears to

give the largest individual contribution at least to the total cross section of the reaction

pp → ppπ0, with the final isotriplet NN state, although overall this is significantly smaller

than the isosinglet.
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FIG. 2. As Fig. 1 for the 3F3 phase shift with 5P3(N∆), 5F3(N∆) and 3F3(N∆) admixtures. An

earlier calculation with only the 5P3(N∆) component was presented in [27] emphasizing its role as

a candidate dibaryon.

C. 1G4 wave

The next potentialN∆ dibaryon-like state, as argued in Refs. [25, 30] and also experimen-

tally suggested in Yokosawa’s review [5], 1G4(NN) is discussed in Fig. 3 with the 5D4(N∆),

5G4(N∆) and 5I4(N∆) admixtures. Again, computationally a clear broad resonance-like

maximum is seen in the phase shift at about 800 MeV laboratory energy, while in the data

the peak is missing. Also inelasticity is overestimated in the calculated scattering.2

Except for the 1D2, in two-nucleon scattering the Argand diagrams of these states do

not present any clear resonance behavior from phase shifts. Only the 1D2(NN) amplitude

2 For small inelasticity in the presentation of this work as exp(−2ℑδ) in the S-matrix the imaginary part

of the phase ℑδ ∝ ρ2 can be more sensitive to variations than the ρ parameter of Ref. [35].
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FIG. 3. Solid curves and data as in Fig. 1 for the 1G4 phase shift including
5D4(N∆), 5G4(N∆) and

5I4(N∆) admixtures. Dashed: OPE used for the diagonal NN potential but with N∆ admixture.

Dashdot: only elastic OPE used overall.

crosses the imaginary axis slightly above 700 MeV (lab energy) but with rather strong

inelasticity [27]. On the other hand, the 3F3 amplitude remains on the left-hand side of the

imaginary axis at all energies [27]. The 1G4 state has a calculated bump of ℜδ not seen

in the data. However, although the latter NN amplitudes may not show particular drastic

features in actual pure phase shift Argand diagrams, interestingly the N∆ wave functions

do suggest resonant structures, both in magnitude and phase displayed for example in two

Argand-like diagrams designed for the 5D4(N∆) component in Ref. [30], which may show

up in reactions sensitive to N∆ and involving overlaps with N∆ configurations. Apparently

the maximum in the phase shift here is due to constructive interference of the N∆ effect with

the attractive background from the NN diagonal potential (a modified 1D2 Reid potential
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very similar to that used for Fig. 1 was employed).

To study a little bit further this interplay in the 1G4 wave, the dashed curves utilize

instead of the modified Reid potential as the diagonal NN interaction the one pion exchange

potential (OPE), expected to dominate peripheral waves. The overall phase ℜδ for this is

slightly more attractive, increasingly so for higher energies, and the maximum moves to

higher energy. This probably follows from the lack of the short range repulsion present in

the phenomenological potential. But more importantly, it is very interesting and intriguing

that the N∆ excitation is still very active at such a high value of L (dashed curves vs. dash-

dot). This is probably due to the long (OPE) range of the transition potential itself and the

favourable decrease of the centrifugal repulsion in the change 1G4(NN) → 5D4(N∆). It

might be argued that in the asymptotically free NN wave that repulsion vanishes at large

distances. However, to have any strong interaction effect at all, the nucleons must be close

enough to feel the action of OPE, in the region where the centrifugal NN repulsion of the

G-wave is in the GeV magnitude. That is also essentially the range of the N∆ wave function

[30]. Again, due to the difference in the centrifugal potentials the N∆ admixture may not be

practically an excitation at all. The coupling effect looks even more drastic when comparing

with the pure OPE in the NN wave without the ∆-resonance generation (dash-dot curve).

Clearly, the G-wave is not peripheral enough for the pure OPE to dominate alone at least

above 400 MeV. Below the inelastic threshold 300 MeV, the result here (dashed vs. dash-dot)

is numerically in perfect agreement with the EFT calculation [23] in next-to-next-to-leading

order (NNLO) vs. leading order (LO).

The dipole form factor with the range parameter Λπ = 1000 MeV has been included in

the OPE’s all the time.

D. J = 0 waves

After these somewhat peripheral waves it may be in order to study similarly the opposite

situation with the J = 0 states, where the transition into dibaryonic states with decreasing

L is not possible. Quite contrary, the 1S0 state is coupled only to the D-wave 5D0(N∆),

which should involve some 300 MeV extra centrifugal energy (plus some radial addition, too

[30]), bringing its effective excitation energy very high.

Fig. 4 presents the results for this wave by circles and solid curves and for 3P0 by squares
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FIG. 4. J = 0 phase shifts: solid curves 1S0 and dash-dot 3P0. The circles show the analysis of

Arndt et al. [35] for 1S0 and the squares for 3P0. The filled symbols present the real parts and the

hollow ones the imaginary parts. For clarity, all imaginary parts ℑδ have been multiplied by 10.

The dotted curve shows the 1S0 phase calculated with the double-counting correction but without

the N∆ coupling.

and dash-dot curves. A good agreement can be found for the real part in both waves up

to 800 MeV (well, up to 500-600 MeV for the 3P0 wave). In the S-wave the N∆ coupling

is complemented with the repulsive double counting correction 770 exp(−4µr)/(µr) MeV

to the Reid potential [24] - the phase has been fitted between 50 and 300 MeV (the solid

curve vs. filled circles). However, consistently with the arguments given earlier, the isobar

excitation produces very little inelasticity - hardly distinguishable from the energy axis even

after multiplying by ten. This is due to the minuteness of the 5D0(N∆) width calculated

with the prescription of Refs. [20, 27]. Also the 1S0 contribution to pp → dπ+ cross section
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is very small, in part due to destructive interference between the NN and N∆ components.

The same seems to be true for pp → ppπ0 s-wave production (with 3P0 final state nucleons).

To make the imaginary parts of the NN phase shifts comparable in the scale, all of them

have been multiplied by 10.

As a sideline, it is worth noting that, as a check, it was verified that in the low-energy limit

the phase turns down at about 1 MeV laboratory energy yielding for the singlet scattering

length a negative value aS ≈ −38 fm. (Of course, in this context only the sign matters.)

Therefore, the possible presence of a bound state and the ensuing extra node in the NN

wave function should not be the source for the smallness of the width. As another sideline

one might also note that, in spite of the 5D0(N∆) state being unfavored in reactions such

as pp → dπ+ (due to destructive NN and N∆ interference), its attractive effect may,

however, be surprisingly strong. A quick calculation indicated that, with the direct NN

interaction totally discarded, the iteration of the N∆ transition gives a positive scattering

length aS ≈ 2.3 fm suggesting that the N∆ component alone could support a bound state

with a binding energy of EB ≈ 8 MeV. To further illustrate the strength and importance

of the N∆ configurations even in elastic scattering, the dotted curve still shows the 1S0

phase shift using the above double-counting repulsion correction but without including the

5D0(N∆) coupled channel. The gap between the two results (solid vs. dotted) is massive

and is one way of viewing the significance of the coupling effect.

For the 3P0(NN) wave (coupled to 3P0(N∆)), also with an attempted fit up to 300 MeV,

ℜδ agrees well with data up to about 600 MeV. Its inelasticity agrees roughly with data

in magnitude but would peak at higher energy. As noted before, this paper includes the

inelasticity as the imaginary part ℑδ of the phase shift, which causes a different energy

dependence from the ρ parameter of [35] for small values. It may be of some interest to note

that, especially for the 3P0 state, also the large real part of the phase shift can have a strong

effect in the inelasticity (with the notation of Ref. [35])

1− η2 =
4 tan2 ρ

(1 + tan2 ρ)2 + tan2 δ
, (6)

bringing it down in spite of the seemingly very large values of ρ.

The J = 0 state pion reactions are somewhat superficially related by their possibility to

s-wave pion production by transitions 1S0 → 3P0s and 3P0 → 1S0s. However, an explicit

calculation suggests these reaction channels to be significantly smaller than production in
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FIG. 5. 3P1 phase shift: solid curves as described in Ref. [27] and earlier figures. The circles

and triangles show the analysis of Arndt et al. [35]. The dot-dash curve shows the modification

described in the text, and the dotted one is 100 times the sole contribution from pp → dπ+ to

inelasticity, (s+ d)-wave pions.

other NN states discussed here. Further, in their comparison, the former is nearly an order

of magnitude smaller than the latter.

E. 3P1 wave

Another NN wave without a possibility of the favorable decrease of L in the N∆ transi-

tion is 3P1, which has particular interest because of its significance in pion production. Es-

pecially, due to s-wave pion rescattering in s-wave pion production, it dominates pp → dπ+

and pp → npπ+ at threshold. Fig. 5 shows the results for this wave (solid line) with a global
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fit to the phases of Ref. [35] deep into pion production region. Generally there is a fair

agreement of ℜδ with the smooth data behavior, quite enough for the originally intended

calculation of pion production reactions and isospin mixings. However, one may envision a

tendency to slight similarity with the 3F3 wave (Fig. 2). To emphasize this tendency one

might try to improve the already good fit by mimicking the curvature in the elastic region

below 300 MeV (dash-dot line). Rather clearly now the latter curve has as well a wide

shoulder in the energy region 600–800 MeV, similar to the case of 3F3 also with P -wave

N∆’s, but not really visible in the data for this wave.

The data indicate small and remarkably constant inelasticity ℑδ ≈ 4◦ − 5◦ above 600

MeV, whereas the calculated results increase rather linearly with energy exaggerating it

above 600 MeV. It is probably useful to remember the behavior of s-wave pion production

in pp → dπ+. At threshold this NN wave dominates, the cross section being linear in the

pion c.m. momentum qπ, that is square root of the excess energy as is usual for the two-

body final state phase space. However, this two-body reaction dominates the inelasticity of

3P1(NN) only up to 420 MeV, but above this energy the scattering inelasticity calculated

from the absorptive width quickly takes over so that already by 500 MeV two-body pion

production pp → dπ+ is less than 10% of the total. Moreover, due to destructive interference

between direct production and pion s-wave rescattering the cross section from this amplitude

virtually vanishes around 600 MeV [12]. Above that energy direct production from the axial

charge part of the pion-baryon vertex wins and the amplitude changes sign, but the s-

wave pion cross section remains still very small as seen already in Ref. [12]. This wave is

illustrated by the dotted curve in Fig. 5 (multiplied by the factor of 100, including also d-

wave pions). In the width prescription of Ref. [27] the phase space integral over intermediate

N∆ momenta is augmented by the pp → dπ+ cross section.

To check the validity of this procedure and to avoid problems with possible double count-

ing in explicit consideration of this reaction the dash-dot curve now includes only the phase-

space integrated width in the calculation of the scattering inelasticity (and the elastic part

of the phase shift). The pp → dπ+ cross section is then added explicitly by hand to yield

the total absorption cross section and finally to calculate the inelastic phase shift for the

dash-dot curve from

1− η2 =
k2

π(2J + 1)
σabs (7)

with k the nucleon c.m. momentum. In spite of the dominance of the dπ+ final state at
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threshold (due to different phase space), its overall effect is very little for the present purpose,

since actually also the two-body reaction cross section is very small there. Above 600 MeV

the inelasticity from this pion production is less than 1% of the scattering inelasticity so that

its effect is very small whether it is included in the width (imaginary potential) or explicitly

added afterwards by Eq. (7) into the total absorption cross section to calculate ℑδ. Namely

the dotted curve shows 100 times its contribution. It might still be noted that except for

the minimum around 600 MeV this 3P1-wave contribution to pp → dπ+is still definitively

dominated by s-wave pions over the also possible d-wave.

Is there a way to obtain the observed constancy of the inelasticity showing in the data?

The structure of the 3P1 contribution to pp → dπ+ is intriguing as a total change from

monotonously growing cross section at threshold. In spite of this, the view of the pp → dπ+

possibly changing the trend of ℑδ towards a more constant value seems hopeless due to

the smallness of its 3P1-wave contribution. However, quite probably the importance of s-

wave pion rescattering at threshold also holds in the isospin related three-particle final state

in pp → npπ+. Furthermore, also the destructive competition between the axial charge

contributions could remain true producing a similar strong pion minimum for wave functions

at any given final NN energy. This might reduce the smeared final state phase space integral

of the cross section to resemble better the constant inelastic data. True enough, in the

three-body pp → ppπ0 reaction there is a strong minimum in s-wave production around 550

MeV (however originating from the initial 3P0(NN) state), giving considerable constancy

of the cross section up to near 600 MeV [36–38] (though the cross section in this final state

isospin arrangement is much smaller). The present phase calculation, taking the width from

integration over intermediate N∆ momenta (and using as input for this the free ∆ width)

to simulate the three-body reaction [27], does not have these effects in. It does not require

much imagination to consider how much the general outlook and the average of the dotted

curve (Fig. 5) would differ, if the minimum caused by the destructive interference would be

smeared over in the phase space integral. However, it would require a totally independent

and different calculation of the three-body reaction. Some hints in this direction may be

found in Ref. [39].
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FIG. 6. 3P2 −
3F2 phase shifts: solid curves the real and imaginary parts of the P -wave shift, the

dashed curve for the F wave. Respectively, the circles and squares show the analysis of Arndt et

al. [35] transformed to the Stapp parametrization (8) (filled symbols for ℜδ, hollow symbols for

ℑδ). The F -wave experimental inelasticity is multiplied by ten.

F. 3P2 −
3F2 waves

The tensor coupled case 3P2−
3F2 is significantly more involved [35]. In the elastic region

it is standard to express the 2× 2 S-matrix in the Stapp form [40]

S =





cos(2ǫ) exp(2iδ−) i sin(2ǫ) exp[i(δ− + δ+)]

i sin(2ǫ) exp[i(δ− + δ+)] cos(2ǫ) exp(2iδ+)



 , (8)

where, in addition to the phase shifts δ± in the respective ± = J ±1 NN channels treatable

as before in this paper, the mixing parameter ǫ opens the possibility of their mixing. In this

paper inelasticity has been implemented by complex phase shifts, which automatically arise
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for complex potentials. To avoid difficulties in analyses Ref. [35] accommodates inelasticity

instead by adding a symmetric imaginary 2 × 2 component into the otherwise real elastic

K-matrix

K = i(1− S)(1 + S)−1. (9)

Thus, keeping this as the real part of the K-matrix, it is generalized to the complex form

K = ℜK + i





tan2 ρ− tan ρ− tan ρ+ cosφ

tan ρ− tan ρ+ cosφ tan2 ρ+



 . (10)

However, I proceed in the present work by forcing inelasticity into the Stapp form. Then,

even the mixing parameter may become complex, in contrast to the choice of [35].

In the phases of Fig. 6 the elastic region fit of ℜδ continues as essentially perfect somewhat

above 400 MeV, but above 500 MeV deviates strongly especially for the 3P2-wave being far

too attractive (solid curve vs. full circles). However, inelasticity in this incident wave is

excellent (the imaginary part of the phase, solid curve vs. hollow circles). The experimental

phase parameters are extracted from the data of Ref. [35] using their prescription for

transforming the K-matrix to the S-matrix elements. In contrast, for the incident 3F2-wave

the elastic phase remains reasonable, but the imaginary part is tenfold as compared with

the data. However, one should note the earlier warning about the different sensitivity of the

two representations for small parameters (ℑδ vs. ρ) in this case.

Fig. 7 shows the J = 2 mixing parameter ǫ. In form ℜǫ is very reasonable in comparison

with data (the lower curves vs. circles). However, the imaginary part (squares) may be

surprising, not present in the original definition (10) of Ref. [35]. Nevertheless, from the

inverse of Eq. 9

S = (1 + iK)(1− iK)−1 (11)

one can get the off-diagonal elements related by (Eq. (7) of Ref. [35])

S0 = 2iK0/DK , (12)

where S0 (resp. K0) is the off-diagonal element of the S- and K-matrix and DK is the

determinant of (1− iK). By definition (5) of Ref. [35] above inelastic threshold K acquires

both real and imaginary parts, and it is perfectly plausible that the mixing parameter ǫ is

complex. It is just a consequence of the different definitions, and ℑǫ may be rather directly

(and simply) linked to ρ at least for small mixing angles. In comparisons between theory
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FIG. 7. The mixing angle ǫ as defined by Stapp et al. [40] extended to inelastic region. The circles

(ℜǫ) and squares (ℑǫ) show the analysis of Arndt et al. [35] forced into the Stapp form. The solid

curves show the results originating from the incident P -wave and dashed curves from the F -wave.

and experiment, the difference between the upper curves and the squares is about the most

relevant at this point in consideration of how inelasticity is dynamically embedded in theory

and shows up in ℑǫ.

There is another perhaps strange point of interest and suspect. Numerically it was found

that the exact values of ǫ depend on which of the two waves is the incident state (see solid

vs. dashed curves in Fig. 7). This means that the S-matrix is not perfectly symmetric as

normally expected.3 Apparently this feature has to do with the numerical finding reported

earlier in Ref. [27] that, in addition to the rather natural dependence on the relative orbital

3 The K-matrix of Ref. [35] defined in Eq. (10) is symmetric by construction.
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FIG. 8. The inelasticity parameter ρ± as defined by Arndt et al. [35]. The P -wave solid vs.

circles, the F -wave dashed vs. squares. This may be compared with the ℑδ’s of Fig. 6 in the

Stapp representation.

angular momentum between the ∆ and the nucleon themselves in the intermediate state,

also the external incident NN angular momentum matters in the calculation and the value

of the effective N∆ width. As noted already in Ref. [27], the treatment of inelasticity did

not start from explicitly Hermitian first principles, but used existing inelasticity (width) of

the πN resonance, the ∆, as the starting assumption. However, this may be a practicable

procedure for implementing intuitively apparently physical effects in the system. Thus there

would be somewhat different absorption for the two different initial waves. If this difference

was taken off, the S-matrix came out as symmetric (as in the formulation of Ref. [35]).

Also, for the applicability of the theory it may be happy that this effect is actually small as

compared even with the (already rather small) total values of ǫ.
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Finally, just for completeness and easier comparisons Fig. 8 presents the inelasticity

parameter ρ as defined by Arndt et al. [35] easily obtainable by its definition (9) from the

calculated S-matrix as

tan2 ρ− = ℜ(1 + S+ − S− − S−S+ + S−
0

2
)/DS . (13)

Here, in an awkward notation S−
0 is the off-diagonal S-matrix element originating from the

initial − channel (respectively + ↔ −) and DS is the determinant of (1+S). The real phase

parameters ℜδ± are practically the same in both representations, Stapp or Arndt.

G. More peripheral waves

In Subsec. IIIC the persistent prominence of the attractive N∆ contribution even in the

high 1G4 partial wave is very suggestive that this behavior may extend even higher. Fig. 9

presents results for two more peripheral waves, making possible a comparison of 3H5 and
1I6

waves including OPE together with N∆ or OPE alone. The dashed curves can be contrasted

with the data of Arndt et al. [35] in the case of 3H5. The model gives quite similar behavior

as seen for 3F3, only at about 300 MeV higher energy. The trend may also be seen in the

data (negative triangles), though the rise of the data at high energy is more pronounced and

pointing towards even higher energies. The predicted inelasticity is also tolerable. The solid

curve vs. circles, displaying the real part of the phase shift for the 1I6 wave, is perfectly

satisfactory with coupled channels. Also the minor imaginary part ℑδ is acceptable, though

the data are negligibly small and not shown.

One can make a very interesting comparison with the pure OPE calculation (dotted

curves). Clearly at and above the nominal ∆ threshold isobar excitation is still well compa-

rable with OPE in such high angular momentum states. The effect is especially outstanding

and manifest in the destructive interference with the repulsive triplet OPE both in 3F3 and

3H5 (also with a hint in 3P1), challenging the old wisdom of the OPE dominance at high L.

Similarly to the 1G4 wave, below 300 MeV the deviation from OPE to full coupled

channels (solid vs. dense dots for 1I6 and dashed vs. sparse dots for 3H5) is similar to the

EFT results of Ref. [23] from LO to NNLO.
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FIG. 9. Solid curves and circles show the 1I6 partial wave phase from the coupled channels cal-

culation and from [35] (only ℜδ given for data). The dashed curves and triangles present the 5H5

wave, and the dotted curves display the pure OPE result for both.

IV. CONCLUSION

The aim of the present paper has been to set up a framework to produce resonant struc-

tures in NN scattering without explicit input of energy dependencies, for reference and

benchmarks to confront and compare with explicit energy dependent fits, such as those with

hypothesized dibaryons. Much of the necessary physics can be incorporated by a formulation

of coupled channels in terms of excitation of intermediate N∆ components. As already seen

at several points, this is not a new idea [41] and, in principle, it has strong foundations in

pion exchange: the pion coupling to nucleons and ∆’s is well established and should be rec-

onciled parallel with NN scattering dynamics. Only after considering this is it meaningful
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to involve other dibaryons.

The model shortly outlined in Sec. II is substantiated by references to older work, in

particular on pion production, which is a natural association and a relative to the present

work. The relation to “dibaryon” fits is first to obtain as good a fit to the data as possible

below inelasticity and then leave the rest to depend onN∆ dynamics above the pion threshold

with no supplemental degrees of freedom. The desired features in the ∆ excitation energy

region are successfully predicted for the NN waves which have also the most important

resonant amplitudes in pion production in pp → dπ+ (1D2 and 3F2, Figs. 1 and 2).

The more peripheral wave 1G4 is seen to obtain still a major contribution from the N∆

coupling, even overpowering OPE, normally expected to overwhelmingly dominate (Fig. 3).

This may be understood by the interplay with centrifugal effects: effectively the intermediate

5D4(N∆) state is not energetically higher than the NN centrifugal barrier within the OPE

range and thus not particularly an excitation. The calculated phase shift ℜδ4 displays

rather a clear and wide maximum not seen in the data. The inelasticity ℑδ4 is somewhat

overestimated in comparison with Ref. [35], but this may be exaggerated for small phases

by the different parametrization.

In the J = 0 states the phases come out rather good and also ℑδ for the 3P0 is rea-

sonable though not perfect (Fig. 4). The 1S0 inelasticity does not agree with data, being

much smaller, essentially negligible. Calculationally the reason is the very small calculated

N∆ width and the large centrifugal barrier in the intermediate 5D0(N∆) state (both are

interrelated with each other). Also the phase shift analysis result for ℑδ is exceedingly small

for such a low partial wave, and one might again remind on the sensitivity of the different

parametrizations for small phases.

In the 3P1 incident wave a slight shoulder is predicted in ℜδ1, not seen in the smooth data

(Fig. 5). Also the present calculation overestimates the small and constant ℑδ1. However,

possible improvements are suggested in the text from explicit experience in pion production

(e.g. destructively interfering pion s-wave rescattering missing in the present calculation).

After all, the inelasticities are predominantly pion production.

In the tensor-coupled system 3P2 −
3F2 the real phases are reasonable, except for the

P -wave ℜδ above 600 MeV, which is much too attractive (Fig. 6). The real part of the

mixing angle ℜǫ2 compares reasonably with the data (which only give the real part) (Fig.

7). However, the dynamic coupled channels model calculation also predicts an imaginary
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part for this. An interesting peculiarity (due to the different definitions) is getting an

imaginary part for the Stapp mixing angle from the real Arndt parameter (only about half

of it being of dynamical origin, the other half coming from the transformation between the

two representations). Another interesting, perhaps troublesome, result was that, parallel

to earlier findings [20, 27], also the angular momentum of the incident external NN state

influences the widths calculated in the N∆ intermediate states and the S-matrix becomes

slightly asymmetric.

Furthermore, even in higher peripheral partial waves 3H5 and 1I6 the N∆ was seen to

contribute to the elastic parts of the phase shifts comparably with OPE and to inelasticity

perhaps alone by construction. One might raise the question whether this behavior continues

without end, thus challenging the idea of neglecting anything else but OPE in peripheral

waves. The results for these peripheral waves agree numerically with those of Ref. [23] using

EFT.

Obviously much of resonances or resonance-like structures can be obtained by coupled

channels involving N∆ excitations, even slight indications arose in waves where they are not

seen in data. The method appears to be a very reasonable, even successful starting point for

producing realistic wave functions to use in further calculations. The main shortcoming may

be that some additional interactions in strongly interacting medium are not automatically

included which affect inelasticity, such as e.g. s-wave rescattering of pions in the 3P1 wave.

But this is just what the “further calculations” mean, with some references pointed out in

the text. However, most of the p-wave pion effects come already in with the dominant ∆. In

spite of the aforementioned shortcomings, apart possibly from excessive attraction in the 3P2

wave above 500 MeV, remaining distractions from data do not show particularly systematic

and pressing need for extraneous dibaryons.
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Global polarization of Λ and Λ̄ hyperons in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 19.6 and

27 GeV

The STAR Collaboration

In relativistic heavy-ion collisions, a global spin polarization, PH, of Λ and Λ̄ hyperons along the
direction of the system angular momentum was discovered and measured across a broad range of
collision energies and demonstrated a trend of increasing PH with decreasing

√
sNN. A splitting

between Λ and Λ̄ polarization may be possible due to their different magnetic moments in a late-
stage magnetic field sustained by the quark-gluon plasma which is formed in the collision. The
results presented in this study find no significant splitting at the collision energies of

√
sNN = 19.6

and 27 GeV in the RHIC Beam Energy Scan Phase II using the STAR detector, with an upper
limit of PΛ̄ − PΛ < 0.24% and PΛ̄ − PΛ < 0.35%, respectively, at a 95% confidence level. We derive
an upper limit on the näıve extraction of the late-stage magnetic field of B < 9.4 · 1012 T and
B < 1.4 · 1013 T at

√
sNN = 19.6 and 27 GeV, respectively, although more thorough derivations

are needed. Differential measurements of PH were performed with respect to collision centrality,
transverse momentum, and rapidity. With our current acceptance of |y| < 1 and uncertainties,
we observe no dependence on transverse momentum and rapidity in this analysis. These results
challenge multiple existing model calculations following a variety of different assumptions which
have each predicted a strong dependence on rapidity in this collision-energy range.

I. INTRODUCTION

Under ordinary conditions, quarks and gluons exist in
bound states to form baryons and mesons; however, if
extreme energy densities of ε >∼ 1 GeV/fm3 are achieved,
they become deconfined, forming the quark-gluon plasma
(QGP) [1–5]. The QGP is formed in laboratories through
the collisions of atomic nuclei at relativistic energies, or
heavy-ion collisions (HICs), within large particle collid-
ers [2] such as the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC)
at Brookhaven National Laboratory. Phenomenological
analyses of experimental results help to reveal the prop-
erties of the QGP and characterize the QCD phase dia-
gram.

One of the important discoveries in the field of HICs
has been that of the fluid-like nature of the QGP, and
a crucial signature of this is the azimuthal structure of
the momentum distribution of particles emitted by the
collision [6]. Calculations based on hydrodynamic mod-
els predicted a so-called elliptic flow [7–9], which has
been confirmed by experimental measurements [6, 10].
More recently, the fluid-like nature of the QGP has been
studied through its vortical flow structure. HICs in the
RHIC energy range carry enormous angular momentum,
O(103 − 106)h̄, which can be transferred to a curl of the
QGP velocity field and then to particles at hadroniza-
ton [11–13]. Experimentally, we explore vorticity through
PH, the polarization of emitted hyperon spins along the
system angular momentum. Λ and Λ̄ hyperons are used
because they reveal their spins through the preferen-
tial emission of their decay particles along their spin di-
rection, and they are produced abundantly enough to
achieve precise results. Measurements of PH have demon-
strated huge vorticity in the QGP [14–19], and the agree-
ment between hydrodynamic predictions and experimen-
tal measurements has provided a new confirmation of the
paradigm of equilibrium hydrodynamics in heavy-ion col-

lisions [11].
Recent measurements of PH using high-statistics data

sets have probed the vortical structure differentially [16,
18]. PH is observed to increase with collision centrality,
which describes the degree to which the colliding nuclei
overlap and ranges from 0% for perfectly central colli-
sions to 100% for extremely peripheral collisions. This
behavior is consistent with a phenomenon driven by an-
gular momentum, which itself increases with centrality; it
is also consistent with numerous model predictions [20–
22]. With respect to the momentum in the transverse
plane, pT, PH is constant within uncertainties. Some
models [12, 23, 24] predict a weak dependence that is be-
yond the statistical limitations of previous studies. Stud-
ies of PH with respect to y have gained increasing interest
as measurements have challenged models’ predictions of
a strong dependence of PH on this variable [20–22, 25–
30]. Furthermore, these models see such a dependence to
become stronger as

√
sNN becomes smaller. STAR mea-

sured PH at
√
sNN = 200 GeV including its dependence

on y in the range |y| < 1, but no dependence was ob-
served. At such a high collision energy, however, the mid-
y region is approximately boost invariant, and a changing
voriticity within that region would not necessarily be ex-
pected [11]. A recent study by STAR at

√
sNN = 3 GeV

measured this dependence in the same y range. Because
Λ-hyperon production at such a low energy was limited
to |y| <∼ 1, even the most forward-y Λ hyperons were able
to be reconstructed. Despite this, no dependence of PΛ

on y was observed within uncertainties.
Furthermore, the strong magnetic field generated by

the ions, which is along the direction of the system an-
gular momentum, will couple differently to the Λ and Λ̄
hyperons [31] which have opposite magnetic moments.
This magnetic field dies off quickly but is expected to
be partially sustained by the QGP throughout the late
stages of its evolution, due to induced currents [32]. Be-
cause Λ and Λ̄ hyperons are generated in the late stages
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of the QGP evolution, a splitting would be an indirect
probe of the electrical conductivity of the QGP [11]. Ex-
perimental measurements across a wide range of collision
energies 7.7 ≤ √sNN ≤ 39 GeV have suggested larger PΛ̄

than PΛ [15], though the positive splitting obtained by
averaging over

√
sNN is not statistically significant.

The STAR collaboration recently acquired high-
statistics data sets at

√
sNN = 19.6 and 27 GeV in

the beam energy scan II (BES-II) program, allowing
for additional studies of differential PH measurements
and an improved-precision measurement of the splitting
between PΛ̄ and PΛ. New STAR upgrades also allow
for extended acceptance in y for the measurements at√
sNN = 19.6 GeV. We present here the results of PH as

a function of centrality, pT, and y.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

A. The STAR detector

The STAR detector consists of a variety of detectors
placed at different regions in pseudorapidity and serving
different purposes. Aside from the trigger detectors sit-
ting close to the beam line, this analysis takes use of the
Event Plane Detector (EPD) for the determination of col-
lision geometry orientation, the Time Projection Cham-
ber (TPC) for the reconstruction of charged-particle he-
lices, and the Time Of Flight (TOF) detector for the
measurement of particle mass.

The Event Plane Detector (EPD) [33] is a set of scintil-
lator wheels, each of which is segmented into 372 tiles and
sits at ±3.75 m from the center of STAR, orthogonal to
the beam line. The EPD covers a range in pseudorapid-
ity of 2.14 < |η| < 5.09 and therefore accepts forward-y
particles emitted from the collision as well as spectator
nucleons. Through measurements of the aziumthal dis-
tribution of charged particles at forward y, the EPD pro-
vides measurements of event-plane angles describing the
orientation of collisions [34]. The EPD is an upgrade to
the STAR Beam Beam Counter (BBC) [35] used in pre-
vious analyses, and offers substantially increased granu-
larity and y coverage.

The Time Projection Chamber (TPC) [36] is a cylin-
drical chamber filled with a mixure of 90% Argon and
10% Methane. It extends radially from 0.5 to 2 m and
longitudinally from -2 to 2 m, offering an acceptance of
|η| < 1. A 0.5 T magnetic field runs longitudinally across
the TPC, and a planar cathode membrane sits within at
z = 0, ensuring a longitudinal electric field. The TPC al-
lows for the measurement of track momenta and for the
identification of charged particles emitted from the col-
lision based on their ionization energy loss, dE/dx. The
data set collected at

√
sNN = 19.6 GeV makes use of a

recently upgraded set of inner TPC readout pads, the
iTPC, that improve track reconstruction and pseudora-
pidity coverage to |η| < 1.5.

The Time of Flight (TOF) detector [37, 38] is a col-
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FIG. 1. The first-order event-plane resolution determined by
the STAR EPD as a function of collision centrality is roughly
doubled in comparison to previous analyses using the STAR

BBC. We see R
(1)
EP peak for mid-central collisions.

lection of rectangular chambers which wrap around the
TPC, using Multi-gap Resistive Plate Chamber (MRPC)
technology, with an acceptance of |η| < 0.9. Within each
tray, a set of thin resistive glass plates separated by small
gaps is sandwiched between readout pads and electrodes
that produce an electric field orthogonal to the plates.
The gaps between the glass plates are filled with Freon.
Tracks reconstructed in the TPC are then matched with
hits in the TOF, allowing for measurement of particle
mass. Because the resolution on dE/dx from the TPC
is poor at higher pT, the TOF is able to extend particle
identification from the TPC.

B. Data set

In 2018 and 2019, STAR collected 1.55 B Au+Au col-
lisions at

√
sNN = 27 GeV and 1.33 B Au+Au collisions

at
√
sNN = 19.6 GeV, respectively. These data sets are

part of the RHIC Beam Energy Scan Phase II (BES-
II), a three-year program collecting high-statistics data
across a broad range of collision energies. Runs of events
with abnormal behavior, such as a anomalous 〈η〉, were
rejected according to a detailed quality-assurance study.
Collisions points, or primary vertices, of |vz| > 70 cm
from the center of STAR along the beam direction were
rejected, as were primary vertices with |vT| > 1.5 cm, in
the transverse plane. Monte-Carlo simulations tuned to
STAR acceptance at low energy were used to study the
distribution of charged-track multiplicity. Using these
results, we can identify where pile-up events (where mul-
tiple collisions were recorded at once) dominate the event
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sample. These events are effectively removed by an up-
per limit cut on event multiplicity. Furthermore, the
multiplicity distribution from the Monte-Carlo simula-
tions, which fits well with the experimental distribution,
is used to determine the collision centrality. Finally, de-
tailed quality-assurance tests are performed to ensure
that events are only included in this study if RHIC and
the relevant detectors were performing adequately.

C. Event plane reconstruction

The system orbital angular momentum is aligned with
the normal direction of the reaction plane [39] spanned by

the beam direction and the impact parameter,~b, connect-
ing the centers of masses of the two colliding nuclei. For
non-central collisions, particles are preferentially emit-
ted in the reaction plane. The azimuthal distribution of
the spectator nucleons and forward-going particles, which
deflect outwards from the beam line, therefore yields the
first-order event plane angle, Ψ1, which approximates the
orientation of the reaction plane, ΨRP [34]. EPD tile sig-
nal strengths, which correlate with the multiplicity in a
given tile, and the measured directed flow at the corre-
sponding pseudorapidities are used as weights for each
tile’s contribution to Ψ1. The first-order event-plane-

angle resolution, R
(1)
EP, describes how well Ψ1 estimates

the orientation of the reaction plane. For symmetric colli-

sion systems, R
(1)
EP = 〈cos(Ψ1−ΨRP)〉 can be determined

from the correlation between the Ψ1 measurements from
the two EPD wheels at forward and backward rapidi-

ties [34]. Figure 1 demonstrates R
(1)
EP as a function of

collision centrality. For
√
sNN = 19.6 and 27 GeV, R

(1)
EP

peaks at around 0.6 and 0.5, respectively for mid-central

collisions. The EPD has a larger R
(1)
EP than the BBC used

in [15] at these collision energies, which offers a reduction
in uncertainties.

D. Hyperon reconstruction

Helical tracks are reconstructed as described in II A.
The dE/dx from the TPC and mass information from
the TOF are used to identify particle species. The decay
channels Λ → p + π− and Λ̄ → p̄ + π+ are considered,
which account for 63.9% of decays [40]. All proton-pion
pairs, then, are considered as Λ candidates, and a series
of cuts are applied to each pair in order to filter out the
false Λ decays. These cuts include an upper limit on the
distance of closest approach, DCA, between the helical
paths of the proton and pion, a lower limit on the DCA
between each of their helical paths and the primary ver-
tex, an upper limit on the DCA between the candidate
Λ hyperon and the primary vertex, and a lower limit on
the decay length of the Λ hyperon. For the data set at√
sNN = 27 GeV, the acceptance of the TPC allows for

Λ and Λ̄ reconstruction in the range |y| < 1; for the data
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FIG. 2. The mid-central PH measurements reported in this
work are shown alongside previous measurements in the up-
per panel, and are consistent with previous measurements at
the energies studied here. The difference between integrated
PΛ̄ and PΛ is shown at

√
sNN=19.6 and 27 GeV alongside

previous measurements in the lower panel. The splittings ob-
served with these high-statistics data sets are consistent with
zero. Statistical uncertainties are represented as lines while
systematic uncertainties are represented as boxes. The pre-
vious PΛ̄ − PΛ result at

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV is outside the axis

range, but is consistent with zero within 2σ.

set at
√
sNN = 19.6 GeV, the upgraded iTPC allows for

reconstruction in the range |y| < 1.5. The cuts are opti-
mized to minimize background contamination while max-
imizing hyperon yield through the use of the KFParticle
software package [18, 41, 42]. The signal-to-background
ratio achieved in each of these data sets is roughly 20:1
within 5 MeV of the accepted value of the Λ rest mass.
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FIG. 3. PH measurements are shown as a function of collision
centrality at

√
sNN=19.6 and 27 GeV. Statistical uncertain-

ties are represented as lines while systematic uncertainties are
represented as boxes. PH increases with collision centrality
at
√
sNN=19.6 and 27 GeV, as expected from an angular-

momentum-driven phenomenon.

E. Polarization measurement

Global Λ-hyperon polarization is measured accord-
ing to the generalized invariant-mass method [18]. The
invariant-mass distribution of the reconstructed hyper-
ons shows a clear peak around the accepted rest mass,
mΛ = mΛ̄ = 1.11568 GeV [40]. The background region
is fitted with a second-order polynomial and the signal is
fitted with two Gaussian distributions. From these fits,
a background fraction as a function of invariant mass,
fbg(minv), is extracted. In the polarization correlation
term,

〈
sin(Ψ1 − φ∗p)

〉
, Ψ1 is on average perpendicular to

the global angular momentum direction while φ∗p, the az-
imuthal angle of the proton daughter in the Λ-hyperon’s

rest frame, is a measure of the Λ-hyperon’s spin orien-
tation. This correlation term is fitted as a function of
invariant mass, as in [16], according to:

〈sin(Ψ1 − φ∗p)〉obs (minv) = (1)

fbg (minv)
〈
sin(Ψ1 − φ∗p)

〉bg
(minv)

+
(
1− fbg (minv)

) 〈
sin(Ψ1 − φ∗p)

〉sig

to extract the signal contribution to the observed po-
larization signal. This method is performed for bins in

φΛ−φ∗p, and the extracted
〈
sin(Ψ1 − φ∗p)

〉sig
is fitted ac-

cording to

8

παΛ

1

R
(1)
EP

〈
sin

(
Ψ1 − φ∗p

)〉sig
= PH + c sin(φΛ − φ∗p), (2)

where c is a constant proportional to the strength of di-
rected flow, v1. This method extracts the true polariza-
tion devoid of detector-acceptance contributions related
to track crossing. Due to tracking efficiencies associated
with the STAR TPC, the invariant-mass distributions of
reconstructed Λ and Λ̄ hyperons depend on the orienta-
tion at which the hyperon decayed relative to the direc-
tion of its momentum. When coupled with v1, this arti-
ficially modifies the polarization observable from Eq. 1.
Equation 2 accounts for this, to leading order, and is ver-
ified by simulations of hyperon decays and reconstruction
by the STAR detector. Further details on this method
can be found in Ref. [18]. Finally, a corrective factor
A0(pT, y) = 4

π sin θ∗p is applied in order to account for
imperfect acceptance of the STAR detector [14]. The
decay parameter αΛ = −αΛ̄ = 0.732 ± 0.014 [40] cor-
rection accounts for the fact that decay particles are not
emitted exactly along the direction of the hyperon spin.
We take the magnitudes of the two decay parameters to
be the same, since we assume CP conservation in the Λ
hyperon’s decay. Previous experimental results, used for
comparison in Fig. 2, are scaled by updated values of αΛ.

F. Systematic uncertainties

Contributions to the total systematic uncertainties
arise from uncertainties on the corrective factors [43].
These include a 2% uncertainty on αΛ, a ∼ 1% un-

certainty on 4
π sin θ∗p, a ∼ 1% uncertainty on R

(1)
EP, and a

∼ 1% uncertainty on the combinatoric background dis-
tribution. These uncertainties depend on pT and y, and
are added in quadrature to achieve the full systematic
uncertainty.

A detailed study was carried out in order to check
for unexpected systematic effects. Measurements were
compared when using KFParticle versus using a custom
set of topological cuts, when using the EPD versus the
BBC for Ψ1 determination, when filtering hyperons that
shared daughters versus applying no such filter, etc. We
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FIG. 4. PH measurements are shown as a function of hyperon
pT at

√
sNN=19.6 and 27 GeV. Statistical uncertainties are

represented as lines while systematic uncertainties are repre-
sented as boxes. There is no observed dependence of PH on
pT at

√
sNN=19.6 or 27 GeV, consistent with previous obser-

vations.

checked for any dependence of PΛ or PΛ̄ on time of day,
progress through run, collision rates measured by vari-
ous detectors, azimuthal angle φΛ,Λ̄, etc. Through these
studies, no unexpected effects were discovered.

III. RESULTS

The lower panel in Fig. 2 shows the difference be-
tween PΛ̄ and PΛ integrated over 20-50% centrality as
a function of

√
sNN. Previous measurements in BES-I

all show PΛ̄ − PΛ > 0, but are still each consistent with
zero. The high-statistics data sets used in this analy-
sis, with drastically improved precision, show no statis-
tically significant PΛ̄ − PΛ. At

√
sNN = 19.6 GeV, we
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FIG. 5. PH measurements are shown as a function of hyperon
y at

√
sNN=19.6 and 27 GeV. Statistical uncertainties are

represented as lines while systematic uncertainties are rep-
resented as boxes. The data set at

√
sNN=19.6 GeV takes

advantage of STAR upgrades to reach larger |y|.

report PΛ̄ − PΛ = −0.018± 0.127(stat.)± 0.024(syst.)%,
and at

√
sNN = 27 GeV, we report PΛ̄ − PΛ = 0.109 ±

0.118(stat.) ± 0.022(syst.)%. Using hydrodynamics, one
can calculate a thermal vorticity at the freeze-out hyper-
surface; after transferring this to hadron spin, the late-
stage magnetic field can be extracted given only PΛ and
PΛ̄ [11]. Such extractions, however, are complicated by
the feed down of particles, such as Ξ, into Λ and Λ̄ hyper-
ons. Using their polarization measurements to extract a
late-stage magnetic field will depend on the method used
to simulate and estimate feed-down contributions. From
a thermal approach, ignoring feed-down effects [31, 44],
we can estimate the magnetic field strength through

|B| ≈ Ts|PΛ̄ − PΛ|
2|µΛ|

, (3)
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where Ts is the temperature of the emitting source, taken
to be 150 MeV, and µΛ is the magnetic moment of the
Λ hyperon, −1.93 · 10−14 MeV/T. Our extracted mag-
netic field is consistent with zero, and we are able to
place an upper limit, using a 95% confidence level, on
the late-stage magnetic field of B < 9.4 · 1012 T and
B < 1.4 · 1013 T for the measurements at

√
sNN = 19.6

and 27 GeV, respectively. This measurement is consis-
tent with the predictions of the electric conductivity of
the QGP made by lattice QCD calculations [32].

While the above procedure allows us to quote a value
for the magnetic field, it makes näıve assumptions and
therefore should be used cautiously. A major factor,
which is not taken into account here, is the difference
between the production times of Λ and Λ̄ hyperons. Λ̄
hyperons may be produced later in the collision [45] when
the overall magnetic field is smaller, and would there-
fore experience a weaker effect of the magnetic field that
is expected to enhance the measured PΛ̄. Furthermore,
vorticity is expected to drop in magnitude as the QGP
evolves; because Λ̄ hyperons may be produced later in
time, this effect would reduce the measured PΛ̄ [45]. In
the absence of a magnetic field, one would then expect
PΛ̄ < PΛ. In such a case, even an agreement between
PΛ and PΛ̄ could be an indication of a non-zero magnetic
field. Other complicating factors include the difference in
production phase space between Λ and Λ̄ hyperons and
their different freeze-out conditions; these were studied in
detail using the UrQMD model in Ref. [46]. Ultimately,
an extraction of the magnetic field from PΛ and PΛ̄ will
be dependent on models that attempt to accurately sim-
ulate these effects, which may depend on

√
sNN. Addi-

tional theoretical model studies and measurements using
high statistics at different

√
sNN are therefore important

to better place limits on the late-stage magnetic field sus-
tained by the QGP in order to estimate its conductivity.

Global polarization as a function of collision centrality
is observed to increase monotonically, as seen in Fig. 3.
Such behavior has been seen in previous studies from
collision energies of

√
sNN = 3 GeV to 200 GeV [18, 47].

This behavior is qualitatively consistent with the system
angular momentum increasing with collision centrality
as well as numerous model calculations with varying un-
derlying assumptions [30, 48]. At either of the collision
energies studied here, we observe no dependence of PH

with respect to pT. In Fig. 4, we show fluctuations of
PH about the mean value with no significant deviations.
Calculations using the AMPT model predict PH increas-
ing with respect to pT at this collision energy [21, 23];
while no such dependence is observed in this study, the
model predictions are consistent with the uncertainties
on the data.

In the present study, we are able to take advantage of
the recently upgraded iTPC in the

√
sNN = 19.6 GeV

data set, which allows us to extend our track measure-
ments to |y| < 1.5. We see in Fig. 5 PH as a function of y
for the range |y| < 1.5 at

√
sNN = 19.6 GeV and |y| < 1

at
√
sNN = 27 GeV. Two separate calculations made with

the AMPT model at these energies, tuned for different
energy ranges, yield drastically different predictions. At√
sNN = 19.6 GeV, Ref. [21] predicts PH decreasing dra-

matically with |y| whereas at
√
sNN = 27 GeV, Ref. [23]

predicts PH increasing dramatically with |y|. It should be
noted, however, that these two studies also cover differ-
ent regions in phase space, with the lower-energy study
from Ref. [23] looking at pT > 2 GeV/c and the higher-
energy study in Ref. [21] constrained to |y| < 1. We
don’t observe such dramatic trends, although the data
are consistent with the predictions within uncertainties.

IV. SUMMARY

The observation of global polarization in heavy-ion col-
lisions has prompted intense investigations, both exper-
imentally and theoretically, into the vortical flow struc-
ture of the QGP. One of the main questions raised in
this context is that of the late-stage magnetic field sus-
tained by the QGP through its finite conductivity and
how PΛ̄ − PΛ might serve to measure it. While com-
peting theories offer differing views on the interpretation
of PΛ̄ − PΛ, its measurement nevertheless provides valu-
able insight. In this study, we take advantage of up-
graded subsystems within the STAR detector and recent
high-statistics data sets at

√
sNN = 19.6 and 27 GeV

in order to serve a precision measurement of PΛ̄ − PΛ.
With the näıve assumptions, we place an upper limit on
the late-stage magnetic field of B < 9.4 · 1012 T and
B < 1.4 · 1013 T at a 95% confidence level for the mea-
surements at

√
sNN = 19.6 and 27 GeV, respectively.

Still, through a more detailed approach, the PΛ̄ −PΛ re-
ported here may be found to correspond to a significant
and positive late-stage magnetic field. We also report
here measurements of PH with respect to collision cen-
trality and pT and find PH rising with centrality but no
significant dependence on pT; these are consistent with
previous observations. Of more interest is a changing
PH with y, which has been predicted but not yet mea-
sured. Our measurement of PH with respect to y can
accommodate an enhancement at larger |y|, consistent
with numerous model predictions, but is not statistically
significant. The findings reported here call for a better
theoretical understanding of the relevance of PΛ̄ − PΛ to
the late-stage magnetic field and for future high-statistics
studies of PH.
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[44] B. Müller and A. Schäfer, Phys. Rev. D 98, 071902
(2018), arXiv:1806.10907 [hep-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(80)90105-2
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0501009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.086
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0410003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.084
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.084
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0410022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.02.130
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0410020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.402
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0009011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.229
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00219-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0101136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.62.054909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.62.054909
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0006129
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.182301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.182301
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0107003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-021920-095245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-021920-095245
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.03640
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3624-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.04468
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.04468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.09.060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.09.060
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0411101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.76.024915
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.76.024915
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.1691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature23004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.06657
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.98.014910
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.044611
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.044611
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.104.L061901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.104.L061901
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.00044
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.05160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.064907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.064907
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.06117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.014905
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.014905
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.00151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7576-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7576-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00773
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.13481
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.81.054902
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.4999
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.044915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.044915
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.01525
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.1.033058
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.1.033058
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.09385
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.09385
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.014908
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.014908
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.05455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.102.024916
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.102.024916
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.05166
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1674-1137/abc065
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10223
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.044910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.044910
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.06580
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.95.054902
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.02506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2014.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2014.05.008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.0774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2020.163970
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2020.163970
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.05243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-01539-7_10
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2949
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2949
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.2888113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01964-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01964-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0301015
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nima.2010.07.086
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nima.2010.07.086
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nima.2005.11.251
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nima.2005.11.251
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0505026
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14726
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0207026
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0207026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.071902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.071902
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10907


8

[45] Y. Guo, S. Shi, S. Feng, and J. Liao, Phys. Lett. B 798,
134929 (2019), arXiv:1905.12613 [nucl-th].

[46] O. Vitiuk, L. V. Bravina, and E. E. Zabrodin, Phys.
Lett. B 803, 135298 (2020), arXiv:1910.06292 [hep-ph].

[47] J. Adam et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. C 98, 014910 (2018),
arXiv:1805.04400 [nucl-ex].

[48] Y. B. Ivanov, Phys. Rev. C 103, L031903 (2021),
arXiv:2012.07597 [nucl-th].

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134929
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134929
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.12613
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135298
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06292
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.98.014910
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.103.L031903
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.07597


Measurement of the helicity asymmetry E for the ~γ~p→ pπ0

reaction in the resonance region

C. W. Kim,15 N. Zachariou,46, ∗ M. Bashkanov,46 W. J. Briscoe,15 S. Fegan,46 V. L. Kashevarov,22 K. Nikonov,30

A. Sarantsev,30 A. Schmidt,15 I. I. Strakovsky,15 D. P. Watts,46 R. L. Workman,15 P. Achenbach,36 Z. Akbar,48

M. J. Amaryan,32 G. Angelini,15 W. R. Armstrong,1 H. Atac,35 L. Baashen,13 N. A. Baltzell,36, 41 L. Barion,17

M. Battaglieri,18 I. Bedlinskiy,27 B. Benkel,42 F. Benmokhtar,10 N. Benmouna,15, † A. Bianconi,43, 21 A. S. Biselli,11
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40Università di Roma Tor Vergata, 00133 Rome Italy
41University of South Carolina, Columbia, South Carolina 29208, United States of America
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The double-spin-polarization observable E for ~γ~p → pπ0 has been measured with the CEBAF
Large Acceptance Spectrometer (CLAS) at photon beam energies Eγ from 0.367 to 2.173 GeV
(corresponding to center-of-mass energies from 1.240 to 2.200 GeV) for pion center-of-mass angles,
cos θc.m.π0 , between -0.86 and 0.82. These new CLAS measurements cover a broader energy range and
have smaller uncertainties compared to previous CBELSA data and provide an important indepen-
dent check on systematics. These measurements are compared to predictions as well as new global
fits from The George Washington University, Mainz, and Bonn-Gatchina groups. Their inclusion in
multipole analyses will refine our understanding of the single-pion production contribution to the
Gerasimov-Drell-Hearn sum rule and improve the determination of resonance properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

The determination of resonance properties for all ac-
cessible baryon states is a central objective in nuclear
physics. The extracted resonance parameters provide a
crucial body of information for understanding the nu-
cleon excitation spectrum and for testing models of the
nucleon inspired by quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
and, more recently, lattice QCD calculations. The
spectra of N∗ and ∆∗ baryon resonances have been
extensively studied through meson-nucleon scattering
and meson photoproduction experiments. Properties of
the known resonances continue to become better deter-
mined as experiments involving polarized beams, tar-
gets, and recoil measurements are expanded and re-
fined [1, 2]. Extracted quantities include resonance
masses, widths, branching fractions, pole positions, and
associated residues, as well as photon decay ampli-
tudes [3]. The helicity 1/2 and 3/2 photon decay ampli-
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tudes (N∗ → pγ) can be extracted from a combination of
resonance contributions to meson-nucleon scattering and
photoproduction analyses.

New states have also been found, mainly through mul-
tichannel analyses that are sensitive to states having a
relatively weak coupling to the πN decay channel [4–
6]. A comprehensive overview of the available data is
presented in Ref. [7]. For the reaction of interest, exper-
imental data on the differential cross section, beam-spin
asymmetry, recoil polarization, beam-target polarization
observables and others have been established for a wide
range in energies and angles [7]. Data on the double po-
larization observable G for the same reaction have also
been recently published by the CLAS Collaboration [8].
This analysis builds from previously published work (see
Ref. [8] and Ref. [9]) using the same experiment and em-
ploying similar analysis procedures. Similar approaches
were also employed by the CLAS Collaboration for the
determination of the beam helicity asymmetry measure-
ments using polarized neutrons [1, 10, 11].

Here, we have extracted the beam-target (E) observ-
able for neutral pion photoproduction from data taken
with the CLAS FROzen Spin Target (FROST) [12]. This
observable is valuable both in multipole analysis and in
providing a contribution to the Gerasimov-Drell-Hearn
(GDH) and related sum rules [13]. Our extraction uses a
different beam and polarized target apparatus as well as
reaction identification methodology from the single pre-
vious measurement (see Ref. [14]). Where the data over-
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lap with the previous measurement it provides an impor-
tant independent check on systematics in the extraction
of double-polarization observable E, while improving the
statistical quality of the world dataset. The new data also
provide first information for energies W < 1.42 GeV.

As described below, the observable E is measured using
a longitudinally polarized target and a circularly polar-
ized photon beam. The difference of cross sections for
helicity states 3/2 and 1/2, that is,

∆(dσ/dΩ) = (dσ3/2/dΩ− dσ1/2/dΩ) ,

for ~γ ~N → Nπ, is given in terms of helicity amplitudes:

dσ3/2

dΩ
=
q

k

(
|H1|2 + |H3|2

)
, (1)

dσ1/2

dΩ
=
q

k

(
|H2|2 + |H4|2

)
, (2)

where q and k are the pion and photon center-of-mass
momenta, respectively. Helicity amplitudes are labeled
following Ref. [15] with H1 and H3 having initial helicity
3/2 and final helicities 1/2 and -1/2, respectively; H2

and H4 have initial helicity 1/2 and final helicities 1/2
and -1/2, respectively. An integral involving ∆(dσ/dΩ)
gives the single-pion production part of the GDH sum
rule [13]. The sum and difference of the helicity 1/2 and
3/2 components can then be used to construct the beam-
target polarization quantity E [16, 17] as

E =
|H2|2 + |H4|2 − |H1|2 − |H3|2
|H2|2 + |H4|2 + |H1|2 + |H3|2

. (3)

In order to extract the four helicity amplitudes, given
that they are complex quantities, we need more than
the cross section and E. There are 16 possible experi-
ments involving polarized beams, targets, and recoil par-
ticles, not all of which are independent [16, 18]. How-
ever, the moduli of the helicity amplitudes can be deter-
mined with two additional double-polarization measure-
ments (beam-recoil and target-recoil). A complete so-
lution for these amplitudes is phrased as the “complete
experiment” problem, a topic that continues to be stud-
ied [19]. The helicity amplitudes are constructed from an
infinite sum of multipoles, and these are quantities that
provide information on the existence and properties of
resonances. This leads to the search for an appropriately
truncated set of multipoles—a problem different from
pursuing a complete experiment [20–22]. In this discus-
sion, it should be remembered that these rules for find-
ing multipoles are only guiding principles, as they ignore
the influence of experimental uncertainties. In practice,
all new experiments that improve the quality of exist-
ing measurements, or add information from new sources,
are important to the program of multipole and resonance
analysis. The advantage of the new CLAS FROST data
presented here relative to previous CBELSA measure-
ments [14] is the extended energy range covering lower
energies with smaller uncertainties.

The paper is organized in the following manner. We
give a brief background of the experimental conditions for
this study in Sec. II. An overview of the method used to
extract the double-polarized asymmetry results is given
in Sec. III and the uncertainty estimates for the data ob-
tained are given in Sec. IV. The resulting data are sum-
marized and compared to various predictions in Sec. V
and a new partial wave analysis (PWA), where we com-
pare multipoles obtained with and without including the
present dataset is presented in Sec. V A. A summary and
outlook are presented in Sec. VI.

II. EXPERIMENT

The CLAS E–03–105 experiment [23] (FROST or g9
run period) ran from December 2007 to February 2008
using the Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facil-
ity (CEBAF) [24] at Jefferson Lab in Newport News,
Virginia. Data were collected using the CEBAF Large
Acceptance Spectrometer (CLAS) [25] housed in Hall B.
This magnetic spectrometer allowed the efficient re-
construction of charged particles with polar angles be-
tween 8◦ and 140◦ over a large azimuthal acceptance
(∼ 83%). The spectrometer was constructed around a
toroidal magnetic field and was comprised of drift cham-
bers [26] for charged particle momentum determination,
time-of-flight scintillators [27] for particle identification,
electromagnetic calorimeters [28] for neutral particle re-
construction, and a start counter [29] that allowed the
event start-time determination in photoproduction ex-
periments. Hall B also housed the tagger spectrome-
ter [30] that allowed the identification of the photon that
initiated the reaction detected in CLAS, with energy res-
olution of ∆E ∼ 0.2%.

In this experiment, a circularly polarized tagged
bremsstrahlung photon beam was incident on a longi-
tudinally polarized proton target [12] located near the
center of the CLAS detector [25]. The CEBAF electron
beam was supplied at two different energies, 1.645 and
2.478 GeV. The electrons were delivered at currents be-
tween 33 and 45 nA in beam bunches separated by about
2 ns. The electron beam helicity (and thus the photon he-
licity) was flipped at a rate of 30 Hz. The electron beam
was incident on a 10−4 radiation-length thick gold foil ra-
diator to produce the bremsstrahlung photon beam. The
dipole magnet of the Hall B photon tagger deflected the
electron beam and post-bremsstrahlung electrons in or-
der to tag photons produced with energies between ∼20%
and ∼95% of the incident electron beam energy [30]. The
degree of photon polarization varied between 20% and
85% depending on the incident electron beam energy and
the bremsstrahlung photon energy. This was determined
on an event-by-event basis using the Olsen and Maximon
formula [31]

P� = Pe
4x− x2

4− 4x+ 3x2
, (4)
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where x is the ratio of photon to electron energy x =
Eγ
Ee

and Pe is the electron polarization. The electron polar-
ization was measured throughout the run period using
the Hall B Møller polarimeter [32], and the average was
established to be Pe = 0.835± 0.035.

The experiment utilized a FROzen Spin Target
(FROST), made up of frozen butanol beads (C4H9OH),
in which the protons in the hydrogen atoms were dynam-
ically polarized. Butanol’s covalently bonded protons in
hydrogen atoms are polarizable using a technique called
Dynamic Nuclear Polarization (DNP), in which spin po-
larization is simply transferred from the electrons to the
nucleons. Details of the target polarization procedure
can be found in Ref. [12].

The dynamically polarized target resulted in polariza-
tion of the free protons within the butanol of over 90%,
with the polarization degrading over time – typically
about 1% per day. Because of this, the target was re-
polarized periodically. The degree of polarization of the
free protons was determined on a run-by-run basis using
Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) measurements [33].
The orientation of the spin of the free protons in the
butanol target was also flipped regularly, enabling sys-
tematic checks.

Additional targets, carbon and polyethylene (CH2),
were placed downstream of the butanol target, which al-
lows a detailed study of contributions from bound and
unpolarized nucleons to our reaction yields. In practice,
however, a free-proton signal was evident from the car-
bon target region, which was produced from hydrogen
contamination (ice built up downstream of the target),
and complicated this approach significantly. In this work,
like in other FROST analyses [9, 34–38], we report a
result based on an analysis of the butanol target data
alone. The secondary targets were only used to estab-
lish the systematic uncertainties related to contributions
from unpolarized bound nucleons within the butanol tar-
get, as discussed in Sec. III A.

A. Double Polarization Observable E

This analysis is focused on the determination of the
E observable, which manifests itself in the differential
cross section in polarized beam - target experiments. In
general, the differential cross section of polarized beam-
target experiments for meson photoproduction reactions
is given by [7]

dσ

dΩ
(Eγ , cos θc.m.π0 , φ) = σ0[1− PLΣ cos(2φ)

+Px(−PLH sin(2φ) + P�F)

−Py(−T + PLP cos(2φ))

−Pz(−PLG sin(2φ) + P�E)] ,

where PL and P� correspond to the photon’s degree of
linear and circular polarization, and Px, Py, and Pz cor-
respond to the degree of target polarization along the x,

y, and z axes, respectively. Here, the z axis points along
the photon direction, and the y axis is along the verti-
cal direction in the lab frame. The azimuthal angle φ
corresponds to the angle between the photon polariza-
tion vector (when the photon beam is linearly polarized)
and the reaction plane defined by the incident photon
and the outgoing pion directions. The observables Σ, G,
H, T, F, P, and E all depend on the kinematic variables
Eγ (the laboratory frame photon energy) and cos θc.m.π0

(the center-of-mass, c.m., polar angle of the meson in
the final state). For a circularly polarized beam (PL = 0
and P� 6= 0) and target polarized along the z direction
(Px = 0 and Py = 0), the cross section equation reduces
to

dσ

dΩ
(Eγ , cos θc.m.π0 ) = σ0[1− PzP�E] . (5)

Therefore, the observable E can be extracted from the
unpolarized differential cross section σ0 and the values
of target and circular photon polarization Pz and P�,
respectively. Alternatively, the observable E can be ex-
tracted from asymmetries utilizing various orientations
of the target-photon polarization. Collecting data with
both photon helicities and target polarizations along the
+z and −z directions allows the cancellation of the de-
tector acceptance and efficiency needed for the determi-
nation of the unpolarized cross section. Denoting the
total helicity state (photon-target) with 1/2 for the case
where the photon helicity is anti-parallel (also denoted as
↑↓) to the target polarization and 3/2 for the case where
the photon helicity is parallel to the target polarization
(also denoted as ↑↑ 1), one can determine the observable
E from

E =
1

PzP�

σ1/2 − σ3/2

σ1/2 + σ3/2
, (6)

where σ denotes the cross section of events obtained with
the corresponding photon-target helicity. Assuming the
detector efficiency, acceptance, and luminosity are con-
stant throughout the experiment 2, the observable E can
be directly extracted from the event yields (N) for each
photon-target helicity configuration (the cross section is
directly proportional to the event yield):

E =
1

PzP�

N↑↓ −N↑↑
N↑↓ +N↑↑

, (7)

where the detector and experimental effects listed above
cancel out. It is evident from Eq. (7) that a detailed
determination of the target polarization Pz and photon
polarization P� is needed for the precise determination

1 The notations ↑↓ and ↑↑ represent the orientation of the target
polarization relative to the photon helicity, with ↑↓ and ↓↑ being
equivalent (same for ↑↑ and ↓↓ ).

2 The effective acceptance for each configuration (i.e. ↑↓ and ↑↑)
is the same due to the high beam-helicity flip rate of 30 Hz.
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of E (see Eq. (4)). It is worth noting here that Eq. (7) is
valid when no contribution from unpolarized nucleons or
background is present. We discuss the effect such contri-
butions have on the determined observable and the need
to determine a dilution factor in Sec. III A.

III. REACTION RECONSTRUCTION

Events with one positively charged track were retained
for further analysis. We applied a set of selection cuts to
the data to identify the ~γ~p → pπ0 reaction. The iden-
tification of final state protons from the sample of pos-
itively charged particles was performed by comparing a
particle’s speed, determined from time-of-flight (βm =
distance
time ) and start counter information, to the particle’s

momentum, as determined from track curvature in the
toroidal magnetic field. For a given momentum, p, the
expected proton speed is given by βc = p√

p2+m2
, wherem

is the proton mass. Charged particles with ∆β = βm−βc
around zero correspond to protons.

The CLAS reconstruction algorithms also allow the de-
termination of the reaction vertex by extrapolating the
particle’s reconstructed track to the target region and
evaluating the distance of closest approach with the inci-
dent beam position. The determined distance and time
between the reaction vertex and the hit on the time-of-
flight system allowed us to determine the vertex time
of the event. Timing information from the tagger ho-
doscope also allowed us to determine the timing of each
bremsstrahlung photon at the reaction vertex. Compar-
ison between these two times allowed the unambiguous
determination of the photon that initiated the reaction
detected in CLAS.

Proton four-vectors were corrected for the expected en-
ergy loss sustained while exiting the target cell as well
as for misalignments in the drift chambers and inac-
curacies in the magnetic field maps (the latter correc-
tions were established using the fully constrained reac-
tion ~γ~p→ pπ+π−).

With this information, the reaction ~γ~p→ pπ0 was fully
reconstructed using the missing-mass technique. Figure 1
shows the square of the missing mass of γp → pX (la-
beled as M2

γp→pX) for four kinematic bins. The clear
peak around the squared mass of the neutral pion cor-
responds to the events of interest (photoproduction of
π0 off polarized protons). This peak sits on top of a
smooth background. This is primarily caused by contri-
butions from the photoproduction of π0 off unpolarized
and bound protons, which results in a wider missing-
mass distribution due to the Fermi motion of the bound
nucleon. Background from double pion photoproduction
reactions was determined to have only a small contribu-
tion (1-3%) using independent studies [39].

NMR measurements [33] allowed us to accurately de-
termine the degree of proton polarization on a run-by-
run basis. This reflects the polarization of events that
originated from the free protons within the butanol tar-

get. The effective target polarization P eff
z allows us to ac-

count for events that originate from unpolarized material
within the target cell. The determination of the effec-
tive target polarization was based on the relative yield
between free- and bound-proton events. Contributions
from bound nucleons dilute or reduce the effective target
polarization, with the dilution factor, DF , determined
from the missing-mass distribution, as described below.

A. Contributions from Bound Protons

The contributions from unpolarized bound protons
within the target cell material (butanol) were accounted
for in the analysis by the determination of the dilution
factor. Considering the reaction ~γ~p → pπ0 originating
from both free polarized and bound unpolarized protons,
the yields obtained from these are given by:

N↑↑free = N0(1− PzP�E) ,

N↑↓free = N0(1 + PzP�E) ,

N↑↑bound = N ′0 ,

N↑↓bound = N ′0 ,

where the experimental yield is given by

N↑↑exp = N↑↑free +N↑↑bound ,

and

N↑↓exp = N↑↓free +N↑↓bound .

From this, the experimental asymmetry results in the
following:

N↑↓exp −N↑↑exp
N↑↓exp +N↑↑exp

= DFPzP�E , (8)

where DF = N0

N0+N ′
0

is the dilution factor, and the prod-

uct DFPz is the effective target polarization P eff
z .

In this analysis, the dilution factor was determined ex-
perimentally from the missing-mass distribution γp →
pX, with N0 representing the total yield of events from a
free-proton target, and N ′0 the yield of events from bound
protons. Specifically, we exploited the fact that reac-
tions originating from bound protons results in a wider
missing-mass distribution due to the Fermi motion of the
target nucleon, to determine the ratio between free pro-
tons to our total yield. A carbon target upstream of the
butanol target allowed us to establish the expected prob-
ability distribution function (PDF) that describes the
missing mass from bound-nucleon events. The bound-
nucleon PDF and a Gaussian to describe the free-proton
events were fitted to the missing-mass distribution of
events originating from the butanol target. The dilution
factor was then determined by integrating the bound-
nucleon PDF in the µ ± 3σ range established from the
Gaussian fit (where µ and σ are the mean and standard
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FIG. 1. Missing mass squared distribution of γp → pX for
four kinematic bins. Two PDFs where used to determine the
bound-nucleon contribution as shown with the blue dashed
and green dash-dotted lines (red solid line shows the full fit).
The vertical black dotted lines indicate the µ±3σ cuts applied
to calculate the dilution factor and the reaction yields.

deviation of the free-proton peak). An example of such
fits in four kinematic bins is shown in Fig. 1. Differ-
ent bound-nucleon PDFs were utilized to systematically
study the effect these have on the determination of the
dilution factor, as described below.

B. Yield Determination

As mentioned before, the polarization observable E was
determined using the asymmetry of yields from the two
photon-target polarization configurations (parallel and
anti-parallel), as shown in Eq. (8). The yields correspond
to the total number of events with a z-vertex cut between
−3 cm and 3 cm that enabled us to select events that orig-
inated within the butanol target and within a missing-
mass range that was dependent on the kinematic bin.
The missing-mass range was the same as the range used
in the dilution factor determination, established from fits
to the missing-mass with a Gaussian to describe the free-
proton contributions and a bound-nucleon PDF (either a
second Gaussian or a polynomial). The range was then
established to be at µ± 3σ for each kinematic bin.

IV. UNCERTAINTIES

The statistical uncertainties of E were determined us-
ing error propagation from the two yields, and accounting
for the statistical uncertainty associated with the dilution
factor determination. The latter was determined using
the covariance matrix of the bound-nucleon fit parame-
ters, as well as the integral and its uncertainty of the fit
to the butanol missing-mass distribution.

Source σsys

Particle identification 0.002

Reaction reconstruction / mX cut 0.008

Photon selection 0.015

Vertex cuts 0.006

Fiducial cuts 0.002

Dilution factor 0.014

Point-to-point DF 0.0–0.3

Total Point-by-point (absolute) Syst. 0.023−0.301
Photon polarization 4%

Target polarization 6%

Global Scale (relative) Syst. 7.2%

TABLE I. Summary of systematic uncertainties related to the
determination of the double-polarization observable E.

A thorough assessment of systematic effects in the de-
termined observable was carried out, including effects re-
lated to particle identification and reaction reconstruc-
tion. Uncertainties in the photon and target polarization
were also evaluated and included as a global scale system-
atic effect. Systematic uncertainties related to the dilu-
tion factor determination were also evaluated in detail. A
total dilution factor systematic uncertainty of ∼ 4% was
established by studying the effect different PDFs had on
describing the bound-nucleon contributions. The dilu-
tion factor is expected to have a smooth dependence on
the kinematic variables. A point-to-point dilution factor
systematic uncertainty was also included to account for
differences in the dilution factor from this smooth varia-
tion. This point-to-point systematic uncertainty was es-
tablished using interpolation of the dilution values from
adjacent bins and the determined value of the bin in ques-
tion.

A summary of the systematic uncertainties is given in
Table I. The uncertainties are split into a point-by-point
(absolute) uncertainty that was applied to all points 3,
and a relative uncertainty (associated with the target and
photon polarizations) that was applied as a scale system-
atic affecting all points in a correlated way.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The current work enabled the determination of E be-
tween center-of-mass (c.m.) energies W = 1.25 GeV and
W = 2.23 GeV for a wide angular coverage of the π0.
These results extend the kinematic reach of the world
dataset for the E observable to lower energies, while sig-
nificantly improving the statistical precision in all energy

3 The point-by-point uncertainty was added to each point’s statis-
tical uncertainty in quadrature and it was treated independently
for each point.
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bins. The newly obtained values agree well with previ-
ously published data from CBELSA [14], as shown in
Fig. 2. Specifically, Fig. 2 shows the CLAS results on E
(black open circles) for four c.m. energy bins and how
they compare to CBELSA (red open squares) results.
The figure also provides predictions (i.e. PWA solutions
where the newly obtained data were not included in the
fits) from the SAID (solid blue line), the MAID (ma-
genta dashed-dotted line), and the Bonn-Gatchina (green
dashed line) PWA solutions. It is evident that at lower
energies, where a plethora of other data exist [7], the
PWAs predict well the precise measurement of E from
CLAS. At higher energies, significant deviations between
the solutions and data are evident. Overall, the SAID
and Bonn-Gatchina PWA solutions agree well, especially
at larger π0 angles in the c.m. frame, whereas deviations
in all angles are observed between the MAID PWA solu-
tions and our data.
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FIG. 2. Results from CLAS (black open circles) for E as
compared to published data from CBELSA [14] (red open
squares) for four kinematic bins. Statistical and point-to-
point systematic uncertainties are combined in quadrature.
Systematic uncertainties for CLAS results are indicated by
the shaded regions at the bottom of each plot. PWA pre-
dictions for Scattering Analysis Interactive Database (SAID)
SM22 [40], MAID PIONMAID-2021 [41], and Bonn-Gatchina
BnGa-2022-02 [42] are shown in solid blue, magenta dashed-
dotted, and green dashed curves, respectively. The CBELSA
data were included in the SAID, MAID, and Bonn-Gatchina
fits.

The full kinematic coverage of the CLAS dataset is
illustrated in Fig. 3 (CBELSA results are omitted in
these plots). The new results were included in the world
database and PWA fits were performed in all three frame-
works. Specifically, the new PWA solutions for SAID
(blue solid line), MAID (magenta dashed-dotted line),
and Bonn-Gatchina (green dashed line) that account for
the CLAS E results (in addition to the other world data),
are shown in Fig. 3. These new fits describe well the E
data, with the exception of the MAID solution at ener-
gies W > 2.10 GeV. More details on the PWA fits and
their findings are provided below.

A. Multipole analysis

In the SAID multipole analysis of these data, an
energy-dependent parametrization, based on the Chew-
Mandelstam K-matrix approach, has been used. The
Chew-Mandelstam parametrization (CM) for a hadronic
T matrix, described in Ref. [43], was used in a pre-
vious coupled-channel fit of πN elastic scattering and
πN → Nη reaction data. The parametrization form used
in that fit was given as

Tαβ =
∑
σ

[1− K̄C]−1ασK̄σβ , (9)

where the notation K̄ was used to distinguish this from
the Heitler K-matrix [44] and α, β, and σ are indices that
label the channels, πN , π∆, ρN , and ηN . The param-
eter C corresponds to the Chew-Mandelstam function
described in Ref. [45]. Given the success of this approach
in the hadronic two-body sector, the fit formalism was
extended to pion photoproduction [46].

The Chew-Mandelstam form of Eq. (9) has been ex-
tended to include the electromagnetic channel as:

Tαγ =
∑
σ

[1− K̄C]−1ασK̄σγ . (10)

Here, γ denotes the electromagnetic channel, γn, and
σ denotes the hadronic channels that appear in the
parametrization of the hadronic rescattering matrix,

[1− K̄C]−1 .

By sharing this common factor, which qualitatively en-
codes the hadronic channel coupling (or rescattering) ef-
fects, Eqs. (9) and (10) constitute a unified approach to
the problem of parametrizing the hadronic scattering and
photoproduction amplitudes.

The existing hadronic elements of Eq. (9) were not var-
ied in the fits of the photoproduction data. For this rea-
son, the photoproduction fits have a resonance structure
identical to that found in Ref. [43]. The electromagnetic
CM K-matrix elements contain polynomials in energy
with the correct threshold behavior. The order of these
polynomials was increased until the fit’s χ2 value was not
significantly improved. At this level, increasing the order
no longer produced significant improvements to the fit.
While the initial fit from SAID to the present set of data
delivered a good overall description, some systematic de-
viations were noticed at back angles and at the highest
energies.

PionMAID-2021 is an updated version of the unitarity
isobar model MAID2007 [47]. It has been developed to
analyze the world data of neutral- and charged-pion pho-
toproduction. The model contains a resonance part, pa-
rameterized by a Breit-Wigner shape, and a background
with Born terms in the resonance region. Regge phe-
nomenology was applied at energies above the resonance
region [41] for neutral and for charged pion photopro-
duction [48, 49]. The model describes experimental data
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W = 1.29 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="w46ugn5znAyK3Dr7Q+Tkq2LPDns=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeNro0cvg0HIadnVoF6EgAc9RjAPSJYwO5kkQ+axzMyqYY1/4sWDIl79Em/+jZNkD5pY0FBUddPdFcWMauP7387S8srq2npuI7+5tb2z6xb26lomCpMalkyqZoQ0YVSQmqGGkWasCOIRI41oeDnxG3dEaSrFrRnFJOSoL2iPYmSs1HELjYvAOwme2jySD+kVqY87btH3/CngIgkyUgQZqh33q92VOOFEGMyQ1q3Aj02YImUoZmScbyeaxAgPUZ+0LBWIEx2m09PH8MgqXdiTypYwcKr+nkgR13rEI9vJkRnoeW8i/ue1EtM7D1Mq4sQQgWeLegmDRsJJDrBLFcGGjSxBWFF7K8QDpBA2Nq28DSGYf3mR1I+94NQr35SLlVIWRw4cgENQAgE4AxVwDaqgBjC4B8/gFbw5j86L8+58zFqXnGxmH/yB8/kDBeeTJQ==</latexit>

W = 1.31 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="wh0PqCSAzcmnwkI9SeV+XIhwRlQ=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TBji7oRCi50WcE+oB1KJs20oZlkSDJqGeufuHGhiFu/xJ1/Y9rOQlsPXDiccy/33hPEjCrtut9WbmV1bX0jv1nY2t7Z3bOL+00lEolJAwsmZDtAijDKSUNTzUg7lgRFASOtYHQ59Vt3RCoq+K0ex8SP0IDTkGKkjdSzi60Lz6lUnrpRIB7SK9Kc9OyS67gzwGXiZaQEMtR79le3L3ASEa4xQ0p1PDfWfoqkppiRSaGbKBIjPEID0jGUo4goP52dPoHHRunDUEhTXMOZ+nsiRZFS4ygwnRHSQ7XoTcX/vE6iw3M/pTxONOF4vihMGNQCTnOAfSoJ1mxsCMKSmlshHiKJsDZpFUwI3uLLy6R54ninTvWmWqqVszjy4BAcgTLwwBmogWtQBw2AwT14Bq/gzXq0Xqx362PemrOymQPwB9bnDwkFkyc=</latexit>

W = 1.33 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="O7NbItg4AeNsK74E4UkE7JjVzPo=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TCj9bERCi50WcE+oB1KJs20oUlmSDJqGeufuHGhiFu/xJ1/Y9rOQlsPXDiccy/33hPEjCrtut9Wbml5ZXUtv17Y2Nza3rGLuw0VJRKTOo5YJFsBUoRRQeqaakZasSSIB4w0g+HlxG/eEaloJG71KCY+R31BQ4qRNlLXLjYvPOf45KnDg+ghvSKNcdcuuY47BVwkXkZKIEOta391ehFOOBEaM6RU23Nj7adIaooZGRc6iSIxwkPUJ21DBeJE+en09DE8NEoPhpE0JTScqr8nUsSVGvHAdHKkB2rem4j/ee1Eh+d+SkWcaCLwbFGYMKgjOMkB9qgkWLORIQhLam6FeIAkwtqkVTAhePMvL5LGkeOdOpWbSqlazuLIg31wAMrAA2egCq5BDdQBBvfgGbyCN+vRerHerY9Za87KZvbAH1ifPwwjkyk=</latexit>

W = 1.35 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="NTn0sHetImMwSh40V36aPe76OlA=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vVJdugkXoKiRarBuh4EKXFewD2lAm00k7dB5hZqKWWP/EjQtF3Pol7vwbp20W2nrgwuGce7n3njCmRGnP+7ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unl3cbyqRSIQbSFAh2yFUmBKOG5poituxxJCFFLfC0eXUb91hqYjgt3oc44DBAScRQVAbqWcXWxe+e1p96rJQPKRXuDnp2SXP9WZwlomfkRLIUO/ZX92+QAnDXCMKler4XqyDFEpNEMWTQjdROIZoBAe4YyiHDKsgnZ0+cY6N0nciIU1x7czU3xMpZEqNWWg6GdRDtehNxf+8TqKj8yAlPE405mi+KEqoo4UzzcHpE4mRpmNDIJLE3OqgIZQQaZNWwYTgL768TJonrn/mVm4qpVo5iyMPDsERKAMfVEENXIM6aAAE7sEzeAVv1qP1Yr1bH/PWnJXNHIA/sD5/AA9Bkys=</latexit>

W = 1.37 GeV

<latexit sha1_base64="9ewrBhV9cSzoMh9PUZAg/NcDzT8=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TCjxcdCKLjQZQX7gHYomTTThiaZIcmoZax/4saFIm79Enf+jWk7C209cOFwzr3ce08QM6q0635buaXlldW1/HphY3Nre8cu7jZUlEhM6jhikWwFSBFGBalrqhlpxZIgHjDSDIaXE795R6SikbjVo5j4HPUFDSlG2khdu9i88Jzj86cOD6KH9Io0xl275DruFHCReBkpgQy1rv3V6UU44URozJBSbc+NtZ8iqSlmZFzoJIrECA9Rn7QNFYgT5afT08fw0Cg9GEbSlNBwqv6eSBFXasQD08mRHqh5byL+57UTHZ75KRVxoonAs0VhwqCO4CQH2KOSYM1GhiAsqbkV4gGSCGuTVsGE4M2/vEgaR4534lRuKqVqOYsjD/bBASgDD5yCKrgGNVAHGNyDZ/AK3qxH68V6tz5mrTkrm9kDf2B9/gASX5Mt</latexit>

W = 1.39 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="8Rc87IXzLCy6/sgMaW+0eFR2Ww0=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfGz16GQxCTsuuBPUiBDzoMYJ5QLKE2ckkGTKPZWZWDWv8Ey8eFPHql3jzb5wke9DEgoaiqpvurihmVBvf/3ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unlvcb2iZKEzqWDKpWhHShFFB6oYaRlqxIohHjDSj0eXUb94RpakUt2Yck5CjgaB9ipGxUtctNi8CrxI8dXgkH9Ir0ph03ZLv+TPAZRJkpAQy1LruV6cnccKJMJghrduBH5swRcpQzMik0Ek0iREeoQFpWyoQJzpMZ6dP4LFVerAvlS1h4Ez9PZEirvWYR7aTIzPUi95U/M9rJ6Z/HqZUxIkhAs8X9RMGjYTTHGCPKoING1uCsKL2VoiHSCFsbFoFG0Kw+PIyaZx4walXuamUquUsjjw4BEegDAJwBqrgGtRAHWBwD57BK3hzHp0X5935mLfmnGzmAPyB8/kDB3eTJg==</latexit>

W = 1.41 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="64Zu4BpeWGg+indAMEugTdAZTXQ=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeNro0cvg0HIadnVoF6EgAc9RjAPSJYwO5kkQ+axzMyqYY1/4sWDIl79Em/+jZNkD5pY0FBUddPdFcWMauP7387S8srq2npuI7+5tb2z6xb26lomCpMalkyqZoQ0YVSQmqGGkWasCOIRI41oeDnxG3dEaSrFrRnFJOSoL2iPYmSs1HELjYvAK588tXkkH9IrUh933KLv+VPARRJkpAgyVDvuV7srccKJMJghrVuBH5swRcpQzMg43040iREeoj5pWSoQJzpMp6eP4ZFVurAnlS1h4FT9PZEirvWIR7aTIzPQ895E/M9rJaZ3HqZUxIkhAs8W9RIGjYSTHGCXKoING1mCsKL2VogHSCFsbFp5G0Iw//IiqR97walXvikXK6Usjhw4AIegBAJwBirgGlRBDWBwD57BK3hzHp0X5935mLUuOdnMPvgD5/MHCpWTKA==</latexit>

W = 1.43 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="HrOvg/CnFLh59ixaMStof9Veslg=">AAAB+nicbVDJSgNBEO1xjXGb6NFLYxByGmYkLhch4EGPEcwCyRB6Op2kSS9Dd48axvgnXjwo4tUv8ebf2EnmoIkPCh7vVVFVL4oZ1cb3v52l5ZXVtfXcRn5za3tn1y3s1bVMFCY1LJlUzQhpwqggNUMNI81YEcQjRhrR8HLiN+6I0lSKWzOKSchRX9AexchYqeMWGheBVz55avNIPqRXpD7uuEXf86eAiyTISBFkqHbcr3ZX4oQTYTBDWrcCPzZhipShmJFxvp1oEiM8RH3SslQgTnSYTk8fwyOrdGFPKlvCwKn6eyJFXOsRj2wnR2ag572J+J/XSkzvPEypiBNDBJ4t6iUMGgknOcAuVQQbNrIEYUXtrRAPkELY2LTyNoRg/uVFUj/2glOvfFMuVkpZHDlwAA5BCQTgDFTANaiCGsDgHjyDV/DmPDovzrvzMWtdcrKZffAHzucPDbOTKg==</latexit>

W = 1.45 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="BMqSvYRRIiS9TMVayMtG6lbtpn8=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeNro0cvg0HIadmVYLwIAQ96jGAekCxhdjJJhsxjmZlVwxr/xIsHRbz6Jd78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K4oZ1cb3v52V1bX1jc3cVn57Z3dv3y0cNLRMFCZ1LJlUrQhpwqggdUMNI61YEcQjRprR6HLqN++I0lSKWzOOScjRQNA+xchYqesWmheBV648dXgkH9Ir0ph03aLv+TPAZRJkpAgy1LruV6cnccKJMJghrduBH5swRcpQzMgk30k0iREeoQFpWyoQJzpMZ6dP4IlVerAvlS1h4Ez9PZEirvWYR7aTIzPUi95U/M9rJ6Z/HqZUxIkhAs8X9RMGjYTTHGCPKoING1uCsKL2VoiHSCFsbFp5G0Kw+PIyaZx6wZlXvikXq6Usjhw4AsegBAJQAVVwDWqgDjC4B8/gFbw5j86L8+58zFtXnGzmEPyB8/kDENGTLA==</latexit>

W = 1.47 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="59eCGeQBG8LNb4hdTYqsE3FQDZ0=">AAAB+nicbVDJSgNBEO1xjXGb6NFLYxByGmYkuByEgAc9RjALJEPo6XSSJr0M3T1qGOOfePGgiFe/xJt/YyeZgyY+KHi8V0VVvShmVBvf/3aWlldW19ZzG/nNre2dXbewV9cyUZjUsGRSNSOkCaOC1Aw1jDRjRRCPGGlEw8uJ37gjSlMpbs0oJiFHfUF7FCNjpY5baFwEXvn8qc0j+ZBekfq44xZ9z58CLpIgI0WQodpxv9pdiRNOhMEMad0K/NiEKVKGYkbG+XaiSYzwEPVJy1KBONFhOj19DI+s0oU9qWwJA6fq74kUca1HPLKdHJmBnvcm4n9eKzG9szClIk4MEXi2qJcwaCSc5AC7VBFs2MgShBW1t0I8QAphY9PK2xCC+ZcXSf3YC0688k25WCllceTAATgEJRCAU1AB16AKagCDe/AMXsGb8+i8OO/Ox6x1yclm9sEfOJ8/E++TLg==</latexit>

W = 1.49 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="aTvdWFgEFwxQwLitqNYdH8uc7FA=">AAAB+nicbVDJSgNBEO2JW4zbRI9eGoOQ0zAjbhch4EGPEcwCyRB6Op2kSS9Dd48axvgnXjwo4tUv8ebf2EnmoIkPCh7vVVFVL4oZ1cb3v53c0vLK6lp+vbCxubW94xZ361omCpMalkyqZoQ0YVSQmqGGkWasCOIRI41oeDnxG3dEaSrFrRnFJOSoL2iPYmSs1HGLjYvAOwme2jySD+kVqY87bsn3/CngIgkyUgIZqh33q92VOOFEGMyQ1q3Aj02YImUoZmRcaCeaxAgPUZ+0LBWIEx2m09PH8NAqXdiTypYwcKr+nkgR13rEI9vJkRnoeW8i/ue1EtM7D1Mq4sQQgWeLegmDRsJJDrBLFcGGjSxBWFF7K8QDpBA2Nq2CDSGYf3mR1I+84NQ7vjkuVcpZHHmwDw5AGQTgDFTANaiCGsDgHjyDV/DmPDovzrvzMWvNOdnMHvgD5/MHCQeTJw==</latexit>

W = 1.51 GeV

<latexit sha1_base64="KdZ5mnThVj/qK2BDWbK6a7nSrVo=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TCj9bERCi50WcE+oB1KJs20oUlmSDJqGeufuHGhiFu/xJ1/Y9rOQlsPXDiccy/33hPEjCrtut9Wbml5ZXUtv17Y2Nza3rGLuw0VJRKTOo5YJFsBUoRRQeqaakZasSSIB4w0g+HlxG/eEaloJG71KCY+R31BQ4qRNlLXLjYvPOfk+KnDg+ghvSKNcdcuuY47BVwkXkZKIEOta391ehFOOBEaM6RU23Nj7adIaooZGRc6iSIxwkPUJ21DBeJE+en09DE8NEoPhpE0JTScqr8nUsSVGvHAdHKkB2rem4j/ee1Eh+d+SkWcaCLwbFGYMKgjOMkB9qgkWLORIQhLam6FeIAkwtqkVTAhePMvL5LGkeOdOpWbSqlazuLIg31wAMrAA2egCq5BDdQBBvfgGbyCN+vRerHerY9Za87KZvbAH1ifPwwlkyk=</latexit>

W = 1.53 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="ddX5odHiSL4wtPOx8sUo8+UymvM=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TAjrboRCi50WcE+oB1KJs20oZlkSDJqGeufuHGhiFu/xJ1/Y9rOQlsPXDiccy/33hPEjCrtut9WbmV1bX0jv1nY2t7Z3bOL+00lEolJAwsmZDtAijDKSUNTzUg7lgRFASOtYHQ59Vt3RCoq+K0ex8SP0IDTkGKkjdSzi60Lz6lWn7pRIB7SK9Kc9OyS67gzwGXiZaQEMtR79le3L3ASEa4xQ0p1PDfWfoqkppiRSaGbKBIjPEID0jGUo4goP52dPoHHRunDUEhTXMOZ+nsiRZFS4ygwnRHSQ7XoTcX/vE6iw3M/pTxONOF4vihMGNQCTnOAfSoJ1mxsCMKSmlshHiKJsDZpFUwI3uLLy6R54ninTuWmUqqVszjy4BAcgTLwwBmogWtQBw2AwT14Bq/gzXq0Xqx362PemrOymQPwB9bnDw9Dkys=</latexit>

W = 1.55 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="mAygzRqhElmDOjw9NF+RPEdY7jM=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TAj1boRCi50WcE+oB1KJs20oZlkSDJqGeufuHGhiFu/xJ1/Y9rOQlsPXDiccy/33hPEjCrtut9WbmV1bX0jv1nY2t7Z3bOL+00lEolJAwsmZDtAijDKSUNTzUg7lgRFASOtYHQ59Vt3RCoq+K0ex8SP0IDTkGKkjdSzi60LzzmtPnWjQDykV6Q56dkl13FngMvEy0gJZKj37K9uX+AkIlxjhpTqeG6s/RRJTTEjk0I3USRGeIQGpGMoRxFRfjo7fQKPjdKHoZCmuIYz9fdEiiKlxlFgOiOkh2rRm4r/eZ1Eh+d+SnmcaMLxfFGYMKgFnOYA+1QSrNnYEIQlNbdCPEQSYW3SKpgQvMWXl0nzxPHOnMpNpVQrZ3HkwSE4AmXggSqogWtQBw2AwT14Bq/gzXq0Xqx362PemrOymQPwB9bnDxJhky0=</latexit>

W = 1.57 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="CtRc1jfzsa3xaMRhAialQWB95NQ=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vVJdugkXoKiRSXwuh4EKXFewD2lAm00k7dB5hZqKWWP/EjQtF3Pol7vwbp20W2nrgwuGce7n3njCmRGnP+7ZyS8srq2v59cLG5tb2jl3cbSiRSITrSFAhWyFUmBKO65poiluxxJCFFDfD4eXEb95hqYjgt3oU44DBPicRQVAbqWsXmxe+e3z+1GGheEivcGPctUue603hLBI/IyWQoda1vzo9gRKGuUYUKtX2vVgHKZSaIIrHhU6icAzREPZx21AOGVZBOj197BwapedEQpri2pmqvydSyJQasdB0MqgHat6biP957URHZ0FKeJxozNFsUZRQRwtnkoPTIxIjTUeGQCSJudVBAygh0iatggnBn395kTSOXP/ErdxUStVyFkce7IMDUAY+OAVVcA1qoA4QuAfP4BW8WY/Wi/Vufcxac1Y2swf+wPr8ARV/ky8=</latexit>

W = 1.59 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="SFCg9avda5oInBEMhgMePOlNI+8=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfGz16GQxCTsuuSPQiBDzoMYJ5QLKE2ckkGTKPZWZWDWv8Ey8eFPHql3jzb5wke9DEgoaiqpvurihmVBvf/3ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unlvcb2iZKEzqWDKpWhHShFFB6oYaRlqxIohHjDSj0eXUb94RpakUt2Yck5CjgaB9ipGxUtctNi8CrxI8dXgkH9Ir0ph03ZLv+TPAZRJkpAQy1LruV6cnccKJMJghrduBH5swRcpQzMik0Ek0iREeoQFpWyoQJzpMZ6dP4LFVerAvlS1h4Ez9PZEirvWYR7aTIzPUi95U/M9rJ6Z/HqZUxIkhAs8X9RMGjYTTHGCPKoING1uCsKL2VoiHSCFsbFoFG0Kw+PIyaZx4QcU7vTktVctZHHlwCI5AGQTgDFTBNaiBOsDgHjyDV/DmPDovzrvzMW/NOdnMAfgD5/MHCpeTKA==</latexit>

W = 1.61 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="2ryCplNKZFHVAnymC8V2eEELNEM=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vVJdugkXoKiRaqhuh4EKXFewD2lAm00k7dB5hZqKWWP/EjQtF3Pol7vwbp20W2nrgwuGce7n3njCmRGnP+7ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unl3cbyqRSIQbSFAh2yFUmBKOG5poituxxJCFFLfC0eXUb91hqYjgt3oc44DBAScRQVAbqWcXWxe+Wz196rJQPKRXuDnp2SXP9WZwlomfkRLIUO/ZX92+QAnDXCMKler4XqyDFEpNEMWTQjdROIZoBAe4YyiHDKsgnZ0+cY6N0nciIU1x7czU3xMpZEqNWWg6GdRDtehNxf+8TqKj8yAlPE405mi+KEqoo4UzzcHpE4mRpmNDIJLE3OqgIZQQaZNWwYTgL768TJonrl91KzeVUq2cxZEHh+AIlIEPzkANXIM6aAAE7sEzeAVv1qP1Yr1bH/PWnJXNHIA/sD5/AA21kyo=</latexit>

W = 1.63 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="/iLeUGRbXCzeeOOX7aQ5mD2iWas=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TAjtboRCi50WcE+oB1KJs20oZlkSDJqGeufuHGhiFu/xJ1/Y9rOQlsPXDiccy/33hPEjCrtut9WbmV1bX0jv1nY2t7Z3bOL+00lEolJAwsmZDtAijDKSUNTzUg7lgRFASOtYHQ59Vt3RCoq+K0ex8SP0IDTkGKkjdSzi60Lz6mePnWjQDykV6Q56dkl13FngMvEy0gJZKj37K9uX+AkIlxjhpTqeG6s/RRJTTEjk0I3USRGeIQGpGMoRxFRfjo7fQKPjdKHoZCmuIYz9fdEiiKlxlFgOiOkh2rRm4r/eZ1Eh+d+SnmcaMLxfFGYMKgFnOYA+1QSrNnYEIQlNbdCPEQSYW3SKpgQvMWXl0nzxPGqTuWmUqqVszjy4BAcgTLwwBmogWtQBw2AwT14Bq/gzXq0Xqx362PemrOymQPwB9bnDxDTkyw=</latexit>

W = 1.65 GeV

<latexit sha1_base64="I41hESi9oi08axcModPbhpDORnw=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TAjpXUjFFzosoJ9QDuUTJppQ5PJkGTUMtY/ceNCEbd+iTv/xrSdhbYeuHA4517uvSeIGVXadb+t3Nr6xuZWfruws7u3f2AXD1tKJBKTJhZMyE6AFGE0Ik1NNSOdWBLEA0bawfhy5rfviFRURLd6EhOfo2FEQ4qRNlLfLrYvPKdae+rxQDykV6Q17dsl13HngKvEy0gJZGj07a/eQOCEk0hjhpTqem6s/RRJTTEj00IvUSRGeIyGpGtohDhRfjo/fQpPjTKAoZCmIg3n6u+JFHGlJjwwnRzpkVr2ZuJ/XjfR4bmf0ihONInwYlGYMKgFnOUAB1QSrNnEEIQlNbdCPEISYW3SKpgQvOWXV0nrzPGqTuWmUqqXszjy4BicgDLwQA3UwTVogCbA4B48g1fwZj1aL9a79bFozVnZzBH4A+vzBxPxky4=</latexit>

W = 1.67 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="q2QWTv1U4L7YXqpCK6OxT+NpYOQ=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TAjpepCKLjQZQX7gHYomTTThmaSIcmoZax/4saFIm79Enf+jWk7C209cOFwzr3ce08QM6q0635buZXVtfWN/GZha3tnd88u7jeVSCQmDSyYkO0AKcIoJw1NNSPtWBIUBYy0gtHl1G/dEamo4Ld6HBM/QgNOQ4qRNlLPLrYuPKd6/tSNAvGQXpHmpGeXXMedAS4TLyMlkKHes7+6fYGTiHCNGVKq47mx9lMkNcWMTArdRJEY4REakI6hHEVE+ens9Ak8NkofhkKa4hrO1N8TKYqUGkeB6YyQHqpFbyr+53USHZ75KeVxognH80VhwqAWcJoD7FNJsGZjQxCW1NwK8RBJhLVJq2BC8BZfXibNE8erOpWbSqlWzuLIg0NwBMrAA6egBq5BHTQABvfgGbyCN+vRerHerY95a87KZg7AH1ifPxcPkzA=</latexit>

W = 1.69 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="ZxYLA5YIz6PRqpRh3aYiJGalRuY=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vVJdugkXoKiRarBuh4EKXFewD2lAm00k7dB5hZqKWWP/EjQtF3Pol7vwbp20W2nrgwuGce7n3njCmRGnP+7ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unl3cbyqRSIQbSFAh2yFUmBKOG5poituxxJCFFLfC0eXUb91hqYjgt3oc44DBAScRQVAbqWcXWxe+Wz196rJQPKRXuDnp2SXP9WZwlomfkRLIUO/ZX92+QAnDXCMKler4XqyDFEpNEMWTQjdROIZoBAe4YyiHDKsgnZ0+cY6N0nciIU1x7czU3xMpZEqNWWg6GdRDtehNxf+8TqKj8yAlPE405mi+KEqoo4UzzcHpE4mRpmNDIJLE3OqgIZQQaZNWwYTgL768TJonrn/mVm4qpVo5iyMPDsERKAMfVEENXIM6aAAE7sEzeAVv1qP1Yr1bH/PWnJXNHIA/sD5/AA9Fkys=</latexit>

W = 1.73 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="Q90MRnzst/CdToidc12g8+h4Z9Q=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TAjpXUjFFzosoJ9QDuUTJppQ5PJkGTUMtY/ceNCEbd+iTv/xrSdhbYeuHA4517uvSeIGVXadb+t3Nr6xuZWfruws7u3f2AXD1tKJBKTJhZMyE6AFGE0Ik1NNSOdWBLEA0bawfhy5rfviFRURLd6EhOfo2FEQ4qRNlLfLrYvPKdWferxQDykV6Q17dsl13HngKvEy0gJZGj07a/eQOCEk0hjhpTqem6s/RRJTTEj00IvUSRGeIyGpGtohDhRfjo/fQpPjTKAoZCmIg3n6u+JFHGlJjwwnRzpkVr2ZuJ/XjfR4bmf0ihONInwYlGYMKgFnOUAB1QSrNnEEIQlNbdCPEISYW3SKpgQvOWXV0nrzPGqTuWmUqqXszjy4BicgDLwQA3UwTVogCbA4B48g1fwZj1aL9a79bFozVnZzBH4A+vzBxPyky4=</latexit>

W = 1.76 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="fo8vLujtQ3gADoA8zh1wNf5+DnI=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfGz16GQxCTsuuiOYiBDzoMYJ5QLKE2ckkGTKPZWZWDWv8Ey8eFPHql3jzb5wke9DEgoaiqpvurihmVBvf/3ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unlvcb2iZKEzqWDKpWhHShFFB6oYaRlqxIohHjDSj0eXUb94RpakUt2Yck5CjgaB9ipGxUtctNi8Cr+I/dXgkH9Ir0ph03ZLv+TPAZRJkpAQy1LruV6cnccKJMJghrduBH5swRcpQzMik0Ek0iREeoQFpWyoQJzpMZ6dP4LFVerAvlS1h4Ez9PZEirvWYR7aTIzPUi95U/M9rJ6ZfCVMq4sQQgeeL+gmDRsJpDrBHFcGGjS1BWFF7K8RDpBA2Nq2CDSFYfHmZNE684Mw7vTktVctZHHlwCI5AGQTgHFTBNaiBOsDgHjyDV/DmPDovzrvzMW/NOdnMAfgD5/MHDCiTKQ==</latexit>

W = 1.80 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="Y5lc3v0yZTQqPQGi4fdeFVtISAk=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeNro0cvg0HIadmVoLkIAQ96jGAekCxhdjJJhsxjmZlVwxr/xIsHRbz6Jd78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K4oZ1cb3v52V1bX1jc3cVn57Z3dv3y0cNLRMFCZ1LJlUrQhpwqggdUMNI61YEcQjRprR6HLqN++I0lSKWzOOScjRQNA+xchYqesWmheBVyk/dXgkH9Ir0ph03aLv+TPAZRJkpAgy1LruV6cnccKJMJghrduBH5swRcpQzMgk30k0iREeoQFpWyoQJzpMZ6dP4IlVerAvlS1h4Ez9PZEirvWYR7aTIzPUi95U/M9rJ6ZfCVMq4sQQgeeL+gmDRsJpDrBHFcGGjS1BWFF7K8RDpBA2Nq28DSFYfHmZNE694Mwr35SL1VIWRw4cgWNQAgE4B1VwDWqgDjC4B8/gFbw5j86L8+58zFtXnGzmEPyB8/kDEmSTLQ==</latexit>

W = 1.84 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="0vs+7yQYM7t6HYXBEqXHIgQEzEw=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfGz16GQxCTsuuiOYiBDzoMYJ5QLKE2ckkGTKPZWZWDWv8Ey8eFPHql3jzb5wke9DEgoaiqpvurihmVBvf/3ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unlvcb2iZKEzqWDKpWhHShFFB6oYaRlqxIohHjDSj0eXUb94RpakUt2Yck5CjgaB9ipGxUtctNi8Cr1J56vBIPqRXpDHpuiXf82eAyyTISAlkqHXdr05P4oQTYTBDWrcDPzZhipShmJFJoZNoEiM8QgPStlQgTnSYzk6fwGOr9GBfKlvCwJn6eyJFXOsxj2wnR2aoF72p+J/XTky/EqZUxIkhAs8X9RMGjYTTHGCPKoING1uCsKL2VoiHSCFsbFoFG0Kw+PIyaZx4wZl3enNaqpazOPLgEByBMgjAOaiCa1ADdYDBPXgGr+DNeXRenHfnY96ac7KZA/AHzucPGKCTMQ==</latexit>

W = 1.88 GeV

<latexit sha1_base64="fy4Ya+vyhvSeTSSDc89Ji5b1vtc=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TBTio+FUHChywr2Ae1QMmmmDc0kQ5JRy1j/xI0LRdz6Je78G9N2Ftp64MLhnHu5954gZlRp1/22ciura+sb+c3C1vbO7p5d3G8qkUhMGlgwIdsBUoRRThqaakbasSQoChhpBaPLqd+6I1JRwW/1OCZ+hAachhQjbaSeXWxdeM555akbBeIhvSLNSc8uuY47A1wmXkZKIEO9Z391+wInEeEaM6RUx3Nj7adIaooZmRS6iSIxwiM0IB1DOYqI8tPZ6RN4bJQ+DIU0xTWcqb8nUhQpNY4C0xkhPVSL3lT8z+skOjzzU8rjRBOO54vChEEt4DQH2KeSYM3GhiAsqbkV4iGSCGuTVsGE4C2+vEyaFcc7cao31VKtnMWRB4fgCJSBB05BDVyDOmgADO7BM3gFb9aj9WK9Wx/z1pyVzRyAP7A+fwAQ1pMs</latexit>

W = 1.92 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="u3qIauN16VuTg6ujqbkMqndYkCQ=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TAjpepCKLjQZQX7gHYomTTThmaSIcmoZax/4saFIm79Enf+jWk7C209cOFwzr3ce08QM6q0635buZXVtfWN/GZha3tnd88u7jeVSCQmDSyYkO0AKcIoJw1NNSPtWBIUBYy0gtHl1G/dEamo4Ld6HBM/QgNOQ4qRNlLPLrYuPOe8+tSNAvGQXpHmpGeXXMedAS4TLyMlkKHes7+6fYGTiHCNGVKq47mx9lMkNcWMTArdRJEY4REakI6hHEVE+ens9Ak8NkofhkKa4hrO1N8TKYqUGkeB6YyQHqpFbyr+53USHZ75KeVxognH80VhwqAWcJoD7FNJsGZjQxCW1NwK8RBJhLVJq2BC8BZfXibNE8erOpWbSqlWzuLIg0NwBMrAA6egBq5BHTQABvfgGbyCN+vRerHerY95a87KZg7AH1ifPxcSkzA=</latexit>

W = 1.96 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="AUNjSSfRob3H8DjSNEtrTp0+YdU=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeNro0cvg0HIKeyGoF6EgAc9RjAPSJYwO5lNhsxjmZlVwxr/xIsHRbz6Jd78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K4wZ1cbzvp2V1bX1jc3cVn57Z3dv3y0cNLVMFCYNLJlU7RBpwqggDUMNI+1YEcRDRlrh6HLqt+6I0lSKWzOOScDRQNCIYmSs1HMLrYtK2fOeujyUD+kVaU56btGzyhRwmfgZKYIM9Z771e1LnHAiDGZI647vxSZIkTIUMzLJdxNNYoRHaEA6lgrEiQ7S2ekTeGKVPoyksiUMnKm/J1LEtR7z0HZyZIZ60ZuK/3mdxETnQUpFnBgi8HxRlDBoJJzmAPtUEWzY2BKEFbW3QjxECmFj08rbEPzFl5dJs1L2T8vVm2qxVsriyIEjcAxKwAdnoAauQR00AAb34Bm8gjfn0Xlx3p2PeeuKk80cgj9wPn8AATqTIg==</latexit>

W = 2.00 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="ipFvRAVJr+ARMBtyf4jlWGcZ3I8=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TBT6mMjFFzosoJ9QDuUTJppQzPJkGTUMtY/ceNCEbd+iTv/xrSdhbYeuHA4517uvSeIGVXadb+t3Mrq2vpGfrOwtb2zu2cX95tKJBKTBhZMyHaAFGGUk4ammpF2LAmKAkZawehy6rfuiFRU8Fs9jokfoQGnIcVIG6lnF1sXFcc9eepGgXhIr0hz0rNLruPOAJeJl5ESyFDv2V/dvsBJRLjGDCnV8dxY+ymSmmJGJoVuokiM8AgNSMdQjiKi/HR2+gQeG6UPQyFNcQ1n6u+JFEVKjaPAdEZID9WiNxX/8zqJDs/9lPI40YTj+aIwYVALOM0B9qkkWLOxIQhLam6FeIgkwtqkVTAheIsvL5NmxfFOnepNtVQrZ3HkwSE4AmXggTNQA9egDhoAg3vwDF7Bm/VovVjv1se8NWdlMwfgD6zPHwkFkyc=</latexit>

W = 2.05 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="aO4oRdRLCR5ZJzNzjFNWwpxdRuE=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfGz16GQxCTmFXgnoRAh70GME8IFnC7GQ2GTKPZWZWDWv8Ey8eFPHql3jzb5wke9DEgoaiqpvurjBmVBvP+3ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unlvcb2qZKEwaWDKp2iHShFFBGoYaRtqxIoiHjLTC0eXUb90RpakUt2Yck4CjgaARxchYqecWWxcnFd9/6vJQPqRXpDnpuSWv4s0Al4mfkRLIUO+5X92+xAknwmCGtO74XmyCFClDMSOTQjfRJEZ4hAakY6lAnOggnZ0+gcdW6cNIKlvCwJn6eyJFXOsxD20nR2aoF72p+J/XSUx0HqRUxIkhAs8XRQmDRsJpDrBPFcGGjS1BWFF7K8RDpBA2Nq2CDcFffHmZNG10p5XqTbVUK2dx5MEhOAJl4IMzUAPXoA4aAIN78AxewZvz6Lw4787HvDXnZDMH4A+czx8EWZMk</latexit>

W = 2.11 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="FMXfOQA/C/MlMC6Spw1v/Is21Yw=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfGz16GQxCTmFXxHgRAh70GME8IFnC7GQ2GTKPZWZWDWv8Ey8eFPHql3jzb5wke9DEgoaiqpvurjBmVBvP+3ZyK6tr6xv5zcLW9s7unlvcb2qZKEwaWDKp2iHShFFBGoYaRtqxIoiHjLTC0eXUb90RpakUt2Yck4CjgaARxchYqecWWxcnFb/61OWhfEivSHPSc0texZsBLhM/IyWQod5zv7p9iRNOhMEMad3xvdgEKVKGYkYmhW6iSYzwCA1Ix1KBONFBOjt9Ao+t0oeRVLaEgTP190SKuNZjHtpOjsxQL3pT8T+vk5joPEipiBNDBJ4vihIGjYTTHGCfKoING1uCsKL2VoiHSCFsbFoFG4K/+PIyadroziqnN6elWjmLIw8OwREoAx9UQQ1cgzpoAAzuwTN4BW/Oo/PivDsf89ack80cgD9wPn8ADbOTKg==</latexit>

W = 2.17 GeV
<latexit sha1_base64="ggY+/m1gTU+n9P9oeZi/xI4vpZM=">AAAB+nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBIvQ1TBTi7oRCi50WcE+oB1KJs20oZlkSDJqGeufuHGhiFu/xJ1/Y9rOQlsPXDiccy/33hPEjCrtut9WbmV1bX0jv1nY2t7Z3bOL+00lEolJAwsmZDtAijDKSUNTzUg7lgRFASOtYHQ59Vt3RCoq+K0ex8SP0IDTkGKkjdSzi62LilM5eepGgXhIr0hz0rNLruPOAJeJl5ESyFDv2V/dvsBJRLjGDCnV8dxY+ymSmmJGJoVuokiM8AgNSMdQjiKi/HR2+gQeG6UPQyFNcQ1n6u+JFEVKjaPAdEZID9WiNxX/8zqJDs/9lPI40YTj+aIwYVALOM0B9qkkWLOxIQhLam6FeIgkwtqkVTAheIsvL5NmxfFOnepNtVQrZ3HkwSE4AmXggTNQA9egDhoAg3vwDF7Bm/VovVjv1se8NWdlMwfgD6zPHwkHkyc=</latexit>

W = 2.23 GeV
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FIG. 3. Double-polarization observable E (black open circles) from this work as a function of the pion angle in the c.m.
frame. The different panels denote bins in c.m. energy W . The new SAID KI22 (blue solid curves), the Bonn-Gatchina (green
dashed curves), and MAID (magenta dashed-dotted curves) solutions are also indicated in the panels. Statistical and point-
to-point systematic uncertainties are combined in quadrature. Systematic uncertainties are indicated in the shaded regions at
the bottom of each plot.

up to photon energies of 18 GeV and is well adapted for
predictions at higher energies.

The Bonn-Gatchina model was developed for the par-
tial wave analysis of reactions with multi-particle final
states. The particle interaction vertices are described
in the framework of the covariant tensor formalism and
the energy-dependent part of the partial wave amplitudes
satisfies unitarity and analyticity conditions. The de-
scription of the method can be found in Ref. [50]. The
present solution describes 201 datasets, which includes
the pion- and photon-induced reactions with one or two
pseudoscalar mesons in the final state, as well as photon-
induced reactions with production of the ω meson.

In Table II, χ2 values are compared for fits in which the
present data were included and those in which they were
not. Figure 3 gives a more detailed view of the improved
quality of the fits obtained with the SAID, MAID and
Bonn-Gatchina approaches. While the overall fit is quite
good, the largest discrepancies are seen at backward an-
gles and higher energies, as illustrated in Fig. 4. Fig. 5
similarly shows that the fit is not uniformly good, with
the largest χ2 values occurring at higher energies, as one
would expect.

As for variations in multipole amplitudes due to the

inclusion of the new data, the Bonn-Gatchina group
found changes in the helicity 1/2 and 3/2 photon de-
cay amplitudes associated with the N(2120)3/2− and
changes of the helicity 1/2 amplitude associated with the
∆(1940)3/2−. These states are not included in the SAID
model and changes were seen only for amplitudes at the
highest energies, which were small in magnitude. No sig-
nificant resonance changes were reported in the MAID
re-analysis.

PWA No FROST With FROST

SAID SM22: 2.1 KI22: 1.5

MAID pionMAID-2021: 5.2 2.7

BnGa BnGa-2022-02: 2.7 1.8

TABLE II. Summary of χ2/data point for the new FROST
E data. PWA solutions are SAID: SM22 [40] and new KI22.
MAID: PIONMAID-2021 [51]. Bonn-Gatchina: BnGa-2022-
02 [42].

While the inclusion of new and precise polarization
measurements has led to better agreement between
groups extracting multipole amplitudes [2], the predic-
tion of new quantities, or existing quantities outside
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W (GeV)

FIG. 4. Comparison of the present CLAS FROST data (black
open circles) and previous CBELSA measurements [14] (red
open squares) vs. present SAID KI22 (blue solid curve),
MAID (magenta dashed-dotted curve), and Bonn-Gatchina
(green dashed curve) solutions for the ~γ~p→ pπ0 reaction and
for the double-polarization observable E at 120◦. The new
CLAS FROST E data are included in the fits. Statistical
and point-to-point systematic uncertainties are combined in
quadrature. The blue vertical arrow indicates the η produc-
tion threshold.
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the present SAID KI22 (blue open cir-
cles and solid line), MAID (magenta filled circles and dashed-
dotted line), and Bonn-Gatchina (green open triangles and
dashed line) fits for the ~γ~p → pπ0 reaction for the double-
polarization observable E. The lines connecting the points
are included only to guide the eye. Shown are the fit χ2-
per-data-point values averaged within each energy bin, where
the arrows (blue for SAID, magenta for MAID, and green for
Bonn-Gatchina) show the overall χ2 per data point values
from Table II.

their ranges of measurement, is generally only qualita-
tive, as can be seen in Figs. 2 and 4. The most exten-
sive single- and double-polarization data above photon
energies of 2 GeV, come from pre-1980 Daresbury exper-

iments with limited angular coverage. More recent mea-
surements at Jefferson Lab, MAMI, Bonn, and SPring-8
have provided data with higher precision and broader an-
gular range, but do not provide a database approaching
a “complete experiment.” Each new measurement is par-
ticularly valuable at these higher energies. More detailed
analyses from SAID [40], MAID, and Bonn-Gatchina are
expected and will include these and other recent data.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The CLAS E–03–105 experiment (FROST), which uti-
lized longitudinally polarized protons and circularly po-
larized photons, allowed the precise determination of
the beam-helicity asymmetry E for the ~γ~p → pπ0 reac-
tion. The new results provide an important independent
check on the extraction of the double-polarization ob-
servable E with a precision improved over the past data
from CBELSA, while extending the kinematical cover-
age at lower energies. Specifically, the newly obtained
data cover c.m. energies between W = 1.25 GeV and
W = 2.23 GeV, whereas results from CBELSA pro-
vided an energy coverage between W = 1.42 GeV and
W = 2.58 GeV.

PWA fits within the SAID, MAID, and Bonn-Gatchina
frameworks were performed with the inclusion of this
newly obtained dataset. The Bonn-Gatchina group
found changes in the helicity 1/2 and 3/2 photon de-
cay amplitudes associated with the N(2120)3/2− and
changes of the helicity 1/2 amplitude associated with the
∆(1940)3/2−, while the MAID solution did not show any
significant changes. A detailed analysis from the SAID
group is underway to establish the impact of this new
dataset and their findings will be reported in a dedicated
paper.

Numerical CLAS FROST E data are available in the
SAID [52], CLAS [53], and University of York Pure
databases [54].
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