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Onboard electrostatic suspension inertial sensors are important applications for gravity satellites
and space gravitational wave detection missions, and it is important to suppress noise in the measure-
ment signal. Due to the complex coupling between the working space environment and the satellite
platform, the process of noise generation is extremely complex, and traditional noise modeling and
subtraction methods have certain limitations. With the development of deep learning, applying it to
high-precision inertial sensors to improve the signal-to-noise ratio is a practically meaningful task.
Since there is a single noise sample and unknown true value in the measured data in orbit, odd-even
sub-samplers and periodic sub-samplers are designed to process general signals and periodic signals,
and adds reconstruction layers consisting of fully connected layers to the model. Experimental anal-
ysis and comparison are conducted based on simulation data, GRACE-FO acceleration data and
Taiji-1 acceleration data. The results show that the deep learning method is superior to traditional
data smoothing processing solutions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Inertial sensors are able to detect acceleration, angular velocity, gravity vectors, and other motion factors. This
paper focuses on the application of inertial sensors in the fields of aviation and gravitational wave detection. In space,
star trackers can serve as the inertial reference for spacecraft, and are employed in space satellite missions related to
precise space measurements, high-precision navigation, and mapping. High-precision inertial sensors play a crucial role
as key scientific payloads in space missions such as global gravity field inversion, space gravitational wave detection,
and gravitational field measurements. Among modern advanced technologies including superconducting magnetic
levitation and SQUID technology, and cold atom interferometry technology, high-precision electrostatic suspension
inertial sensors based on electrostatic servo control technology are still the most advanced and reliable onboard inertial
reference technology for in-orbit operation. Accomplishing a series of gravity satellite missions, including GRACE
[1], GRACE-FO [2], and GOCE [3], high-precision inertial sensors that use electrostatic levitation have proven to
be successful. The ultra-high-precision electrostatic suspension inertial sensor, verified by the LISA PathFinder [4]
satellite, is expected to become a crucial payload for upcoming space gravitational wave detection missions, such as the
LISA [4], Taiji [5], and Tianqin plans [6] In the Taiji mission, inertial sensors can not only track the motion of the test
mass by measuring the capacitance change caused by its displacement but also measure the acceleration signal of the
test mass with high accuracy. The accuracy of the inertial sensor has an important impact on the sensitivity of space
gravitational wave detection missions.The electrostatic suspension inertial sensor system mainly consists of the test
mass as the inertial reference, the electrode housing with sensing and driving electrodes, the servo control electronic
system, the vacuum system, and other charge management subsystems and isolation subsystems that depend on the
specific space environment and satellite platform characteristics for a given mission. From a hardware perspective, it
is challenging to minimize the effects of environmental interference and noise on the measurement system and achieve
higher detection sensitivity through hardware improvements once a certain level is reached. Due to its extremely high
sensitivity, the on-board electrostatically suspended inertial sensor is subject to complex physical environment coupling
interference, including temperature gradient fluctuations, magnetic fields, electric field fluctuations, microvibrations,
high-energy particle beam charging, and other environmental factors related to the specific space environment and
satellite platform characteristics. Moreover, the measurement data of the sensor is extremely complex with interference
and noise components, including readout noise and control noise. Therefore, traditional processing methods such as
noise modeling, subtraction, data smoothing, and trend fitting are used to suppress noise and improve signal-to-noise
ratio. However, the noise singal often exhibits unfavorable fluctuations in frequency similar to potential scientific
signals, making it difficult to achieve the best noise filter [7]. Intelligent computing methods are considered to assist
in completing this task. This is a critical technology for further improving the detection sensitivity of inertial sensors
and achieving accurate and efficient scientific applications of measurement data.

In recent years, deep learning has developed rapidly and made progress in many fields. For example, in the fields of
Computer Vision, Natural Language Processing and Time-series, deep learning methods continue to evolve and reach
advanced levels of noise reduction compared with traditional processing methods. Generally speaking, deep learning
techniques can be divided into two categories: supervised and unsupervised learning. With supervised methods, we
need ture data to train the neural network model. Changhui Jiang et al. [8],based on supervised learning, used a
combination of recursive neural network (RNN) and long and short time memory network (LSTM) to process the
output of inertial sensor as a time series signal, finally improving the accuracy of inertial sensor. Despite the wide
application of supervised learning, its limitations are evident, as it is difficult to acquire data that is close to true
values and the accuracy of the true value samples severely affects the effectiveness of denoising algorithms. In the
case of signal measurement, such as signals from satellites like Taiji-1 and GRACE-FO, only noisy signals but no true
signals are obtained. Although it is possible to obtain data from simulating dynamic equations constructed by sensors
and observed objects, or from ground tests simulating orbit environmental conditions, the data obtained by these
methods are often not accurate enough, thus affecting the final denoising effects. Therefore, considering unsupervised
learning methods for signal denoising is recommended. For unsupervised or self-supervised learning denoising, Jaakko
Lehtinen et al. [9] proposed the Noise2Noise(N2N) denoising framework, which can train a denoising network model
without using clean images as training samples. The authors experimented with simple noise distributions (Gaussian,
Poisson, Bernoulli) and complex, intractable synthetic noise from Montalcaro images. The final results show that deep
learning neural networks are able to denoise signals without the need for clean target data, and the final performance
level is equal to or close to that of using clean target data. In order to solve the limitation of requiring multiple
noise samples in the N2N method, Tao Huang et al. [10] proposed the Neighbor2Neighbor method based on the N2N
method, and proposed a random neighbor subsampler to generate training image pairs based on a single noise image
sample. The final experimental results show that the deep learning method can deal with the problem of only single
noisy signal denoising, and has achieved higher effectiveness and superiority than the existing methods. In addition
to the field of image, many people have applied the N2N method to the signal processing of time series. Qingchun
Li et al. [11] proposed a Single noise audio denoising framework (SNA-DF) based on N2N for processing single noise
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audio denoising, and used the deep and complex U-net model to realize the denoising processing. Shirong Koh et al.
[12] proposed the WaveN2N model to deal with the noise of acoustic signals in underwater areas without the prior
knowledge and clean signals from real data; Takayuki Takaai et al. [13] applied the Noise2Noise method to current
waveform signals obtained from multi-stage narrow nanochannels, which are characterized by high noise and complex
measurement principles. The CAE model and U-net model are used respectively, and the final noise reduction effect
is better than the traditional signal processing methods such as frequency filter, wavelet transform and Kalman filter,
which can retain the signal details more accurately; Noise reduction framework is not only limited to Noise2Noise.
Mario Morvan et al. [7] ’s Transformer model based on Noise2Self framework combined with time series realizes light
curve signal noise reduction for damaged TESS models. This method has flexibility and better performance when
dealing with large data sets. The main contributions of this work are as follows:

1. We applied the N2N method for the first time to suppress noise in inertial sensor data.

2. The signal was divided into periodic and general components, and we proposed the use of a periodic sub-sampler
and odd-even sub-sampler. For the periodic component, we proposed the addition of a reconstruction layer to
the model.

3. We applied the N2N method to the Taiji-1 calibration task and GRACE-FO Level-1A data, effectively suppress-
ing noise.

The structure of this paper is as follows:Section II introduces the working principle and noise analysis of electrostatic
suspension inertial sensor. Section III introduces an overall denoising framework, the theoretical basis of N2N method,
and the custom neural network architecture, Section IV introduces the simulation experiment and real experiment
about Taiji-1 satellite and GRACE-FO satellite, and also carries out the comparative research results and discussion
with a variety of filters. Finally, Section V summarizes the results of the work as well as the potential range of
applications.

II. ELECTROSTATIC LEVITATION INERTIAL SENSORS

A. overview

The electrostatic levitation inertial sensor system comprises several primary subsystems, including the test mass,
electrode housing that surrounds the test mass, electronic measurement and control unit, and vacuum chamber, with
the test mass serving as the fundamental inertial reference component. Depending on the mission environment and
satellite platform characteristics, supplementary subsystems such as charge management and system isolation may also
be incorporated. The data experiments conducted in this paper are based on available GRACE-FO inertial sensor (or
accelerometer) Level-1A data and measured data from the Taiji-1 satellite inertial sensor. The basic principles of the
inertial sensors used in both missions are similar. The distribution of the test mass and its surrounding measurement
and control electrodes in the inertial sensor are illustrated in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Arrangement of the primary mechanical components of the inertial sensor.
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The test mass is located at the nominal geometric center position inside the electrode housing. The sensitive
structure consisting of the test mass and the electrode housing is situated in a vacuum environment with stable
magnetic field fluctuations and temperature gradients. During scientific operations of the spacecraft, deviations from
the inertial trajectory of free fall in the gravitational field occur due to non-gravitational disturbances from the space
environment, resulting in relative motion between the satellite platform and the test mass. The resulting relative
displacement is projected onto a measurement axis, causing changes in the distance between the test mass surface and
the corresponding electrodes on either side, which is reflected in changes in capacitance. The differential capacitance
detection circuit precisely measures the displacement of the test mass relative to its nominal center position. The
control unit receives this data and adjusts the electrostatic force by changing the voltage, in order to real-time control
the relative motion between the test mass and the electrode housing, and maintain the test mass in the vicinity of
the nominal equilibrium position.

B. the working principle of inertial sensors

In actual operation, electrostatically suspended inertial sensors on-board spacecraft have two operating modes,
namely, the accelerometer mode and the drag-free control mode. In missions such as LISA PathFinder and Taiji-1,
the inertial sensors on the space gravitational wave detection technology experimental satellite can switch between
these two modes depending on the mission requirements. For gravity satellite missions such as GRACE and GRACE-
FO, the inertial sensors operate in the accelerometer mode. In the accelerometer mode, the electrostatic force is
applied to the test mass by changing the voltage on the electrodes surrounding the test mass to keep it in its nominal
equilibrium position. In the drag-free mode, the object of control is changed, and the satellite is controlled by feedback
control applied to the thrusters, so that the satellite follows the motion of the test mass, which is suspended near its
equilibrium position. Taking the accelerometer measurement mode as an example, the residual relative acceleration
is negligible.The resulting non-gravitational perturbations to the spacecraft (atmospheric drag, solar pressure, Earth
reflection, etc.) are as follows:

aipara,SC(t) = −piα1 Vα(t)−Gij(t)dj − aipara,TM (t)− ki (1)

where aiTM (t) and aiSC(t) respectively denote the accelerations of the test mass and spacecraft relative to the inertial
reference frame, ki represents the acceleration bias and piα represents the linear acceleration scale factor. The
subscript "para" signify the parasitic disturbance acceleration. d is the deviation between the test mass centroid and
the spacecraft centroid [14].

After the center of mass deviation has been corrected and working parameters have been accurately calibrated,
control voltage or control acceleration can be used to provide precise measurements of non-gravitational disturbances
acting on the spacecraft. The level of parasitic acceleration disturbance to the test quality in the equation is a key
factor that limits measurement accuracy.

C. noise analysis of accelerometers

During the actual operation of the satellite-borne electrostatic inertial sensors, due to their extremely high sensi-
tivity and the complex coupling relationship between the test mass and the surrounding physical fields of multiple
physical fields, the components of the parasitic disturbance acceleration aipara,TM (t) that the test mass in Equation
(1) experiences are extremely complex. These mainly include: acceleration disturbances caused by the measurement
and control of the test mass, including displacement detection noise and control errors caused by it, and acceleration
noise caused by unstable control voltage; acceleration noise caused by the coupling of the relative displacement jitter
and parasitic stiffness (mainly electrostatic stiffness and self-gravity stiffness) of the test mass with respect to the
equilibrium position; acceleration noise caused by the coupling of the residual magnetic moment and induced magnetic
moment of the test mass with magnetic field fluctuations; noise generated by residual gas molecule random collisions,
residual gas molecule coupling temperature gradient fluctuations of thermal radiometer effect in vacuum environment,
as well as asymmetric gas outflow effect; acceleration noise generated by the coupling of test mass charge fluctuations
with electric field environment; and acceleration noise generated by dissipative effects including dielectric loss.

The majority of the aforementioned noises cannot be precisely eliminated by modeling, combining with other cross-
checking or platform environment data. In fact, most of the noises exhibit broad-spectrum colored noises in the
amplitude spectral density of the measurement frequency band. Therefore, from the perspective of data analysis,
effective suppression of unmodelable broad-spectrum random noises through learning from the noise and further
improving the detection signal-to-noise ratio will have significant practical implications for the application of high-
precision spaceborne electrostatically suspended inertial sensors.
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III. METHODOLOGY

This section covers the following topics: Firstly, we introduce an overall noise reduction framework,including the
theoretical foundation of the Noise2Noise algorithm and the sub-sampler. Then we introduce the U-net model and
the CAE model with added reconstruction layers separately.

The overall framework of the algorithm is shown in Figure 2. The accelerometer measurement signals are divided into
periodic signals and general signals, and the training set is constructed using a periodic sub-sampler and an odd-even
sub-sampler, respectively. An appropriate network model is trained through the training set (adding reconstruction
layers to the network model for periodic signals, and not adding them for general signals). The accelerometer
measurement signals are then inputted into the trained network model to obtain the noise-suppressed signals.

Figure 2. Overall framework of noise reduction algorithm.

A. Noise2Noise revisit

Based on the content of Section II, the working mode of the inertial sensor in accelerometer mode for on-orbit
measurement data can be expressed as follows:

yi = xi + zi, (2)

where xi represents the actual non-gravitational disturbance acceleration signal apara,SC experienced by the spacecraft,
zi represents the accelerometer noise acceleration signal apara,TM due to test mass, and yi represents the measured
accelerometer signal ac. The subscript i denotes the data label (i = 1, 2, 3...k). The basic idea of deep learning method
to deal with noise is to establish the relationship between y and x, and finally the denoised accelerometer signal can
be obtained through this relationship.

The supervised learning method uses clean signal and noisy signal pairs (xi, xi + zi) to train the parameters of the
network model, also known as Noise2Clean(N2C) method, and its specific expression is as follows:

argmin
θ

m∑
i=1

L (fθ (xi + zi) , xi) , (3)

where L represents a measure of the difference between the output of the network model and the true signal, m
represents the number of training samples , fθ represents the signal denoising network parameterized by θ. We can
choose several p-norms as the loss function L. N2N model is an unsupervised deep learning method, which does not
require clean signals, while requires only the noisy measurements xi + zi1 and xi + zi2 based on the true value xi to
train the network model. Its specific expression is as follows:

argmin
θ

m∑
i=1

L (fθ (xi + zi1) , (xi + zi2)) . (4)

Equation (3) is equivalent to Equation (4) when the two following conditions are satisfied:

• Condition 1:The noise of measurement in the input is independent from the noise in the target which is used
to train the network;
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• Condition 2:The expectation of noise added to the signal is zero.

N2N model can learn to remove noise from a signal rather than learn from noise x+ z1 to noise x+ z2 mapping. For
one pair of noise samples (y1, y2), in order to avoid the problem of insufficient samples, we can generate two pairs of
noise samples (y1, y2) and (y2, y1) by using noise y1 and noise y2 as input and target respectively [15]:

argmin
θ

m∑
i=1

(
1

2
L (fθ (xi + zi1) , (xi + zi2)) +

1

2
L (fθ (xi + zi2) , (xi + zi1))

)
. (5)

The N2N method requires multiple noise samples, and we use a periodic signal sub-sampler to achieve the generation
of noise sample pairs from a single noise sample with periodicity. We define a periodic noise sequence as y and its
period is T , and use a hyper-parameter k to control the number of periods of the interval, k ≥ 2. The input and
output of the network model is d dimensional time series vector. For example, if we choose i-th to (i + d − 1)-th as
sample s1(y), correspondingly, if we choose (i+kT )-th to (i+kT +d−1)-th as sample s2(y), we get two sample pairs
(s1(y), s2(y)) and (s2(y), s1(y)). Based on the sample pairs, we obtain the following equations:

fθ (xt + zt)→ xt+kT + zt+kT , (6)

fθ (xt + zt)→ xt + zt+kT + (xt+kT − xt). (7)

We can ignore the difference between the truth values of the signal between intervals n periods, and the map learned
by the trained neural network model is fθ (xt + zt)→ xt + zt+kT , which satisfies the conditions of the N2N method.
nums is the total number of cycles. hyper-parameter k ∈ [2, nums−1] can be selected to obtain (2nums−4) samples,
avoiding the problem of under-fitting of the model and poor noise reduction effect caused by insufficient samples. For
a general signal without periodicity, we use odd-even samplers to generate sub-samples, dividing the noise signal y
into yodd and yeven. We can get the following equation:

fθ (xodd + zodd)→ xeven + zeven, (8)

fθ (xodd + zodd)→ xodd + zeven + (xeven − xodd). (9)

We can assume that (xeven−xodd) is approximately equal to zero, and the mapping is fθ (xodd + zodd)→ xodd+zeven,
which satisfies the condition of the N2N method.

B. Network Model Architecture

In the selection of deep learning models, we try the improved CAE model and U-net model used by Lehtinen in
Noise2Noise, which both use one-dimensional convolution to adapt to the input and output of one-dimensional time
series. In the model we try to use the dropout layer which randomly sets the weight of some neurons to 0 with
probability p during the training process to prevent the neural network from overfitting [16]. The dimension reduction
of the model uses a convolution layer with a step size of 2 instead of a pooling layer, which can avoid the loss of part
of the signal information. Although using convolutional layers increases the computational complexity, it can achieve
better results, and we do not have to process the data online, so it is not sensitive to the time it takes to train the
network.

The difference between the two models mainly lies in the network model architecture, where the overall architecture
of U-net is shown in Figure 3, which can be divided into three parts: encoder, decoder and skip connection. The
input x1 of U-net is 1500 dimensional, representing time series waveform, and goes into the encoder. Each layer of the
encoder consists of a one-dimensional convolution layer, dropout layer and pooling layer (or a convolution layer and
the stride width be 2-3) to generate a feature layer, and then goes into the decoder, which consists of deconvolution
and up-sampling layer. Skip connections concatenate the decoder and encoder parts of the same dimension. These
connection channels allow the network to learn deep features and shallow features of the training data. Finally, the
m-dimensional output y1 is obtained to achieve signal noise reduction.

The overall architecture of CAE is shown in Figure 3, which also has an encoder and decoder. The encoder
compresses the m-dimensional input into a feature layer through a 1-D convolutional layer with a step size of 1 or
2, and then enters a decoder consisting of deconvolution proportional to the encoder. The output of the decoder
additionally goes into a reconstructor composed of fully connected layers, which allows the model to converge faster
under the influence of low-frequency noise.
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(a) U-net Architecture (b) CAE Architecture

Figure 3. Network model under N2N framework for signal denosing.

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

In the following sections, we show the effect of the N2N method for synthetic periodic noise signals and the specific
noise reduction effect of real accelerometer sensor signals from Taiji-1 and GRACE-FO.

A. Simulation data experiments

In the calibration scheme of Taiji-1, we need to perform a specific maneuver scheme for the satellite. Considering
the waveform of the accelerometer signal during the satellite maneuver experiment and adding more details in the
period of the signal, We add the sinusoidal components y1, y2 and y3 to form a square wave signal y. The synthetic
noise consists of the following two parts:(1) Gaussian noise with a fixed level σ = 0.2 ;(2)Colored noise generated
by Gaussian noise(σ = 0.1) through filtering. We add synthetic noise to the square wave signal and the waveform
diagram is shown in Figure 4:

y1 = 4π sin(x), (10)

y2 =
4

3
π sin(3x), (11)

y3 =
4

5
π sin(5x), (12)

y =
y1 + y2 + y3

25
. (13)

The total length of the simulation signal sequence is 150000s, the sampling frequency is 1Hz, and the signal period
is 1500s. The data set is divided into a training set and a test set, which are 80% and 20% of the total sequence
length, respectively. 80% of the data is periodically sampled to generate a paired training set, which is used to train
the neural network model while 20% of the data is used to test the model. We choose mean square error (MSE) and
signal noise ratio (SNR) to evaluate the noise reduction result of the N2N algorithm.

MSE =
1

m

m∑
i=1

(xi − f (yi))2 , (14)

SNR = 10 log(
Ps
Pn

), (15)

where Ps represents the power of the signal and Pn represents the power of the noise. We also try to denoise the data
by low-pass filter, wavelet decomposition denoising and Kalman filter to compare the advantages and disadvantages
of N2N method and discuss whether it can be combined with N2N.
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(a) target signal (b) noisy signal

Figure 4. Ground truth signal and mixed noise signal.

1. Wavelet Denoising Filter

In the process of wavelet denoising, the noise signal is decomposed by wavelet transform by selecting the appropriate
wavelet, and the decomposed signal is divided into high frequency part and low frequency approximate part. Low
frequency approximate part can be further decomposed, and the threshold denosing method is used to deal with the
noise in high frequency part [17]. In this study we tried different wavelet types and thresholds and finally chose "db36"
wave with a threshold of 0.3. The SNR is 12.64 and MSE is 0.0078 which are achieved by the wavelet filter and the
results can be seen in Figure 5.

(a) denoised signal (b) comparison

Figure 5. Denoised signal using wavelet transform and comparison between denoised signal (Red) and target signal(Blue).

2. Kalman Filter

The Kalman filter is divided into the prediction process and measurement process, which iterates continuously to
obtain more accurate state estimation, and finally can effectively deal with noise. We tried different process variance
matrix (Q) and measurement variance matrix (R) and we choose the value Q = 10 and R = 1000 finally [18]. The
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SNR is 16.54 and MSE is 0.0033 which are achieved by the wavelet filter and the results can be seen in Figure 6.

(a) denoised signal (b) comparison

Figure 6. Denoised signal using kalman filter and comparison between denoised signal (Red) and target signal(Blue).

3. Butterworth Filter

The Butterworth filter makes the signal frequency flat after the passband, while the signal between the cutoff
frequencies is rejected. For the signal of the experiment. For the mixed noise, We choose a low-pass filter with a
cutoff frequency of 0.005Hz. The SNR is 16.58 and MSE is 0.0033 which are achieved by the wavelet filter and the
results can be seen in Figure 7.

(a) denoised signal (b) comparison

Figure 7. Denoised signal using butterworth filter and comparison between denoised signal (Red) and target signal(Blue).

4. N2N algorithm

All the above experiments are run on NVDIA RTX2060 GPU, the running environment of the program is Python3
under Window system, and libraries such as TensorFlow and Numpy are used. During the process of network
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training, we utilized the Adam optimizer [19] with a learning rate of 0.0005 and a batch size of 16, resulting in
improved performance. The choice of epoch is of great importance. When the number of epochs is large, we find
that the loss value of the model loss function is very low and the convergence of the model is good, but the ultimate
noise reduction effect becomes worse. Taking MSE as an example, the MSE of the test set will be lower than the
MSE of the noise signal and the true value, because the MSE of the test set is obtained by calculating the input
and output noise sequence signal, and the model learns from one noise distribution to another noise distribution, and
loses the effect of noise reduction. Therefore, we use the early stopping mechanism, the epoch is 25, then overfitting
phenomenon is avoided, the model can learn the noise reduction ability, the performance of N2N algorithm is shown
in Figure 8 [20]. The SNR is 23.56 and MSE is 0.0006 which are achieved by the N2N algorithm with CAE model
while the SNR is 17.62 and MSE is 0.0024 based on U-net model. Unlike the CAE model, the U-net model has a
similar noise reduction effect as low-pass filtering.

(a) denoised signal (b) comparison

Figure 8. Denoised signal using CAE and comparison between denoised signal (Red) and target signal(Blue).

(a) denoised signal (b) comparison

Figure 9. Denoised signal using U-net and comparison between denoised signal (Red) and target signal(Blue).
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5. Comparison between Filters and N2N

Since the reconstruction layer of the model introduces high-frequency noise, we try to combine N2N and low-pass
filter. It can be observed from Table 1 that N2N algorithm perform better than other filters in terms of noise reduction.

Table I. Comparison between Filters and N2N.

Filters Wavelet Transform Kalman Filter Butterworth Filter N2N N2N+lowpass filter
SNR 12.64 16.54 16.58 23.56 25.28
MSE 0.0078 0.0033 0.0033 0.0006 0.0004

B. Real data experiments

1. Taiji-1 data

We take the Taiji-1 satellite as the experimental platform and upload maneuver commands to it, on May, 18th,
2022. Based on the data from the readout systems of AOS(attitude and orbit control subsystem) and inertial sensor
in Taiji-1 satellite and the corresponding algorithm, where we can obtain the acceleration of TM and angular velocity
of satellite platform, we can calibrate the deviation between the COM of spacecraft and Test Mass [14].

Firstly, we choose the maneuver section which is periodic and highly noisy. Secondly, the data has 7 cycles and there
are obvious outliers in the beginning segment of each cycle. We remove them and fill them with non-null previous
values. Then, the data is scaled to (−1, 1) to fit the input and output size of the neural network model, which has
1500 dimensions. Finally for the parameters of the network model, the 12 sets of data make it difficult for the neural
network to converge, we take such a way of data augmentation: when using the periodic sampler, we can choose to
generate a pair of training samples at an interval of n periods, where k = 2, 3, 4 · · · . In this way we generated 44
samples. We choose the CAE model mentioned above, and the specific training details are as follows, similar to the
simulation experiment, early stopping mechanism is adopted, epoch is 25, dropout is 0.1, and batchsize is 16. We
first analyze the acceleration data from the Y-axis of the inertial sensor and the specific noise reduction results are as
follows:

(a) denoised acceleration signal (b) compared acceleration signal

Figure 10. Measured accelerations of the inertial sensor’s y-axis with N2N and without N2N.

As shown in Figure 10, the N2N method can suppress the noise in the low frequency band and improve the signal-
to-noise ratio of the target signal. We can use low-pass filter and CRN filter to remove high-frequency noise which has
little impact on target signal noise. After processing, the periodicity of data seems better. In the calibration scheme
for COM calibration, we need the angular velocity measured by star tracker and the linear acceleration measured by
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the capacitive sensor in inertial sensor. Before calibration, the N2N algorithm was used for data processing and the
periodic types of data are square and triangular wave signals.

(a) square wave signal (b) triangle wave signal

Figure 11. Different periodic signal processed by N2N algorithm.

In Figure 11, there are different period types, but N2N all achieve similar results, effectively suppressing low-
frequency noise and making the data periodicity better and signal-to-noise ratio higher. As shown in Figure 12 and
Figure 13, we will show the results of COM calibration with and without N2N algorithm.

Figure 12. The comparison of ASD for inertial sensor acceleration with and without N2N algorithm.

In Figure 12, the N2N method can better retain the peak value, effectively suppress the data on both sides of the
peak, and improve the signal-to-noise ratio. At the same time, we can find that the resonance peak identification
becomes clearer and the resonance peak with larger uncertainty becomes sharper and more obvious after processing.
In Figure 13, we can find that after using the N2N algorithm, the data for centroid calibration task is better. Finally,
the calibrated COM offset values with and without N2N are shown in Table 2.

2. GRACE-FO data

We consider the accelerometer data from GRACE-FO’s data set to analyze the noise reduction effect of the N2N
method for general acceleration signals. The sampling frequency of Level-1A acceleration data is 10Hz, and we choose



13

Figure 13. The comparison of raw signal and denoised signal.

Table II. COM offset calibration results for Taiji-1 inertial sensor system with and without N2N.

COM offset Calibrated value with N2N(mm) Calibrated value without N2N(mm)
x-axis -0.0793 -0.1400
y-axis 0.3707 0.6270
z-axis -0.8343 -0.8520

5 days of data for experiment. The length of data per day is 864000, the data is limited to (-1,1) after preprocessing.
By observing the data, it can be found that there are large high-frequency noise and obvious impulse noise in the
signal. We did not remove the impulse noise in the preprocessing process in order to observe the denoising effect of
N2N method. In the specific experiment setup, there are some differences from the above text. We generate training
samples by sampling noise signals. Our sampler principle is as follows: every ten points are divided into two parts,
each part is sampled once and added to the input part and label part of the dataset, and finally 80 sets of data can
be obtained. The input and output dimensions of the network models are 4800 and for the CAE model we have
removed the final reconstruction layer. The time sequence diagram and ASD diagram of accelerometer signal after
noise reduction are shown as follows:

(a) Comparison of acceleometer signal (b) Comparison of local impulse noise

Figure 14. Comparison of accelerometer signals before and after N2N noise reduction.
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As shown in Figure 14, the N2N method is effective in dealing with impulsive and high-frequency noise, even if the
noise does not fully satisfy the zero-mean condition. The analysis of the ASD spectrum shows that the accelerometer
signal processed by the N2N method (yellow line) can significantly suppress noise in the frequency range above 1mHz.
Compared with traditional methods such as low-pass filtering, the N2N method can preserve the high-frequency part
of the signal that may exist, rather than completely filtering it out. It is observed in Figure 15 and Figure 16 that
there may be variable peaks that are recognized as derived features by deep learning. The CAE model has a better
noise suppression effect than the U-net model.

Figure 15. Comparison of ASD using the CAE model.

Figure 16. Comparison of ASD using the U-net model.

as shown in Figure 17, the difference between the data processed by the N2N method and the Level-1B data of
GRACE-FO was analyzed. Due to the loss of edge information by the convolutional layer, the residual in the middle
part is smaller. To solve this problem, a sliding window approach was employed with 50% overlap between adjacent
samples, so that the edge parts can be excluded. The magnitude of the residual in the middle part is at the level of
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10−10.

Figure 17. Residual between N2N method and Level-1B.

V. CONCLUSION

Due to the complex noise mechanism of inertial sensors, it is difficult to effectively suppress noise using traditional
methods. Considering the characteristics of unknown true values and single signals in on-orbit measurement signals of
inertial sensors, this paper proposes a broad-spectrum noise suppression method based on N2N unsupervised learning.
The measurement signal is divided into periodic signals and general signals, and different sub-sequences and network
model structures are obtained using different samplers. Using a simulated data set as an example, better results
were obtained compared to traditional signal processing methods, which can effectively remove the influence of mixed
noise, and preliminarily demonstrate the feasibility of applying the N2N method to high-precision inertial data analysis
and processing. Real data experiments were conducted on Taiji-1 and GRACE-FO, where the noise in Taiji-1 data
was suppressed, and the high-frequency noise in GRACE-FO data was effectively suppressed, with data residuals at
the 10−10 level compared to Level-1B data. In the future, we will study more complete N2N processing schemes and
pipelines for the data processing needs of inertial sensors in gravity satellite and gravitational wave detection missions.
Meanwhile, we will consider applying the N2N method more widely to high-precision sensor noise suppression.
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Abstract

We present a design study for a new production technology for ultra-high vac-
uum pipes. The pipes are produced in a fully automatised process in sections
of hundreds of meters directly in the later location of usage. We estimate the
effort for such a production and show that it might be substantially lower
than the effort for an off-site production of transportable sections.

1. Motivation

The Einstein Telescope is a gravitational wave detector of the third gen-
eration in preparation in Europe [1]-[4]. It is based on six Michelson in-
terferometers enhanced by Fabry-Perot arm cavities, with an arm length of
10 km each. The interferometers will be located in underground tunnels in
the shape of a 10 km equilateral triangle. The laser beams will travel in
ultra-high-vacuum (UHV) pipes. A diameter of roughly 1 m is required to
enclose the beams. Plain pipe sections of 500 m length are envisioned, con-
nected to each other by pumping stations. In total 120 km of these UHV
pipes will be required plus an additional 10 to 20 km of smaller pipes. It will
be the largest UHV system ever built.

The Einstein Telescope will measure gravitational waves through the
changes in the length of the arms caused by the passing waves. The telescope
will be able to detect changes down to 10−20 m. Fluctuations in the pressure
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inside the UHV pipes along the path of the lasers induce fluctuations in the
index of refraction. This might lead to variations in the phase of the laser
waves, mimicking a passing wave. A vacuum level of 10−10 mbar at room
temperature is required to limit the impact of this effect. Furthermore, a
vacuum at this level reduces the probability of laser photons scattered from
the mirror surfaces to be rescattered from the rest gas back into the laser
beam. These photons would be added incoherently to the beam and would
create noise, too.

The cost of the Einstein Telescope is driven by the cost of the infrastruc-
ture, mainly the tunnels and the vacuum system. The observatory is seen as
an infrastructure hosting the Einstein Telescope as its initial instrument. It
might be replaced after a decade of operation by a new instrument with even
higher sensitivity. This instrument will use the same tunnels and vacuum
system. Its specifications on the vacuum are still unknown. To serve the
next generation, the vacuum system should be able to reach 10−11 mbar, if
this is achievable with a reasonable effort.

Conventionally, beam pipes for gravitational wave detectors and similarly
for particle accelerators are built from pipe sections prefabricated off-site
and welded together in the tunnels. The length of the prefabricated sections
are limited to about 20 m by transportation issues. We investigated the
possibility to transport coils of sheet metal into the tunnels and to fabricate
500 m-long pipe sections in a continuous process directly in the tunnels.
In this paper we summarise our findings. We present a highly reliable, fully
automated production procedure. With a single robot the full length of pipes
of 120 km can be produced in about two years with potentially large savings
in cost.

2. Pipe Production Technology

2.1. Requirements

The exact diameter of the pipes is not known, yet, but it will be approxi-
mately 1 m. It is determined by the diameter of the laser beams. We plan for
1 m pipes. The interferometers will include arm-cavities of 10 km length plus
around 100 m of distance between the beam splitter and the cavities. The
mirrors of the three low-frequency interferometers will be cooled to cryogenic
temperature (≈ 10 K), while the arms will be kept at room-temperature. The
sections around the cold mirror will need special attention. Here we consider
only the room-temperature pipes. Approximately 120 km are required. In
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addition tens of kilometres of UHV pipes of smaller diameter will be needed
for auxiliary optics, which we ignore here.

To reach a vacuum of 10−10 mbar or better, hydrocarbons have to be
removed from the inner surfaces by thorough cleaning. The pipes have to be
baked under vacuum at a temperature of at least 120◦ C to detach water from
the walls. For the quality of the surface, the pipes are built from a stainless
steel. For example 304L would be suitable. Some investigations about new
materials are ongoing, but the baseline is 304L. We stick to the baseline.

Vacuum firing [5]-[8] might be necessary to remove hydrogen from the
bulk of the pipe walls. Vacuum firing would have to be done prior to the
production of the pipes. It has no direct impact on the production technology.

The pipes have to withstand the environmental pressure. Including a
reasonable safety margin, a wall thickness of 7 mm to 8 mm is necessary.
We follow an approach, which is used by the current gravitational wave
detectors LIGO and VIRGO [9, 10]. We adopt walls of 3 mm to 4 mm
thickness reinforced by stiffener rings. This approach eases the weight and
therefore simplifies the handling, reduces the cost of material, and facilitates
the bending of the initial material into pipes. Those stiffener rings are not
included in our production scheme. They will have to be added later.

Reliability is probably the most critical requirement for the pipe produc-
tion. The occurence of a leak will require manual intervention for repair,
with a correspondingly large effort for the localisation of the leak and its
repair. We try to limit these interventions to a few for the whole project.

There will be four pipes running in parallel in each tunnel. Fig. 1 shows
a typical tunnel cross section.

The UHV-pipes will be built in sections of 500 m length. They will be
connected to each other through pumping stations. The pumping stations
include the pumps, but also instrumentation for diagnosis and valves.

2.2. Production Concept

2.2.1. State of the art in tube and pipeline construction

Conventionally the vacuum pipes would be built from prefabricated sec-
tions of 15 m to 20 m of length. The sections would be bent from sheet metal,
welded, leak checked, and cleaned in a factory, then transported on site, low-
ered through one of the access shafts into the tunnels, carefully aligned to
each other, clamped and butt welded into the final pipe. The vacuum system
of the current generation of gravitational wave detectors was built in this way.
The length of the sections is limited by transportation, if they are produced
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Figure 1: A typical layout of the vacuum pipes in a tunnel with 6.5 m diameter. The
yellow area around the pipes indicates free space for access to the pipes and for insulation.

in a remote factory, or by the space restrictions in lowering the pipes into
the tunnels for an on-site production facility. For the Einstein-Telescope we
would need between 6 000 and 8 000 sections. The cost of the vacuum system
will be dominated by the personnel required for the handling, especially for
the welding in the tunnels. We wanted to avoid the thousands of welding
joints between pipe sections and improve the reliability of the welding of the
pipes by a single seam weld along the length of the pipes. This was the
starting point of our project.

2.2.2. An alternative approach

We propose to transport rolls of sheet metal into the tunnels and to de-
velop a fully automatised robot, that produces pipe sections of up to 500 m
length in the tunnels in the position were the pipes will be installed eventu-
ally.

Raw material. For UHV applications the standard material is stainless steel
of type 304L or 316L. We base our concept on this material. The wall thick-
ness will be 3 mm to 4 mm, just sufficient to withstand the atmospheric
pressure. Stiffener rings around the outer circumference of the pipes will be
added later to stabilise the pipes. The sheet metal will be produced by a
steel company in coils (see fig. 2). Typical dimension of the coils are an inner
diameter of 610 mm and an outer diameter of 1 715 mm. At a thickness of
4 mm a length of the sheets of 510 m is possible. In standard production
processes these coils are produced in widths of up to 2 m. For a 1 m pipe
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Figure 2: Roll of sheet metal as produced by a steel company.

we will need 3.14 m of circumference. We assume to purchase coils of half of
this width and weld them together to the full width prior to the underground
production. The weight of a 1.57 m wide coil is approximately 25 t. About
500 of these coils are needed.

Preparation on Surface. Upon arrival on site, a few steps of preparation need
to be done. These require an un-coiling and re-coiling of the material. The
edges of the coil need to be prepared for the welding seam. We might want
to vacuum-fire the material to reduce the outgasing of hydrogen. Then, two
coils will be welded together to create a coil with the full width of 3.14 m.
Finally the material is precleaned, bagged, and transported underground
with dedicated transport machinery. The elevators are easily capable of
taking a 50 t coil.

Pipe Fabrication Underground. In the tunnel material from a full coil is fed
into a fully automatised robot. There are two basic options for welding pipes:
a spiral weld or a longitudinal seam. We decided for a longitudinal seam.
It simplifies the welding and avoids having to rotate the bulky pipe sections
around their axis. Fig. 3 shows a sketch of the bending scheme. We will use
dry bending to avoid contamination of the pipe sections with hydrocarbons.
The cross section is determined by the size of the coils. The machinery for
bending and welding will fit behind this cross section. We estimated a length
of the robot of about 30 m.

The pipe is welded from inside out. This has two advantages: The cleaner
surface will face the vacuum while the root of the weld is on the outside, where
defects, if they do occur, mostly will be located. The seam is located at the
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Figure 3: Bending of the metal sheet into a pipe.

bottom of the pipe. It is welded in gravity position, which is the most stable
position for welding. To arrive at the position of the weld, the welding head
is attached to the end of a cantilever, which reaches into the forming pipe
from the direction of the coil. The seam between the original half-coils will
be located on the top of the pipe. It will have its root on the outside, too.

We investigated a number of different welding technologies. We think gas
metal arc welding is a viable option, but we decided for laser welding under
vacuum. There are several arguments in favour of welding in a vacuum: A
very stable weld pool can be achieved in a vacuum, leading to a significantly
improved seam quality. Lowering the atmospheric pressure during the weld
introduces less hydrogen into the weld and avoids oxidation of the weld area.
With an effective energy input and lower vacuum requirements than, for
example, electron beam welding, a very stable process can be achieved.

For the application in our concept a mobile vacuum is required. Fig. 4
shows the welding head of such a system. Strong pumps reduce the pressure
to a few mbar underneath the metal cup surrounding the laser head. In our
case the rim of the cup will have to be adapted to the shape of the pipe
and the cup will have to slide along the seam as the welding progresses. We
believe that a pressure of 30 mbar can be reached in this configuration. But,
neither the non-flat geometry nor the sliding of the cup on a pipe has been
tested, yet. The production speed will be limited by the welding. A speed
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Figure 4: Example of a head for laser welding in vacuum (source: U. Reisgen et al.,
”Laser beam in mobile vacuum”. Proceedings: Lasers in Manufacturing - LIM 2017,
Munich, Germany).

of 1 m/min should be possible, It allows to manufacture a 500 m section in
a single day.

There are three potential options for the position of the robot.

• The robot can be mounted stationary in a cavern at the end of the
tunnel. The pipe section will be pushed from the machine into the
tunnel as its length increases. A support of the pipe is required that
allows the pipe to slide along the tunnel with sufficiently low friction.
Once a section is completed, it will be pushed further along the tunnel
into its final position.

• The robot is located on rails in the tunnel. It produces the pipe sections
directly in their envisaged position along the tunnel. It starts at the
end of the section and slowly moves away from this position as the pipe
section grows in length. The pipe section is put on a hydraulic stand,
which allows to lift it into its final position in the tunnel.

• A combination of the first two options: The robot is movable on rails
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between productions, but stationary during the production of a single
section. It is moved to the end of the section and pushes the section on
sliding fixtures into its final position as it is produced. This is the most
complicated option, but it avoids sliding pipe sections over kilometres
and has less constraints on space. It produces all four pipe sections
from a position in the empty part of the tunnel while it fills the tunnel
behind with four pipes.

The second option is our preferred solution, but the other two options are
viable, too. After the individual sections are completed they have to be con-
nected into the final pipe and cleaned from inside with a detergent-spraying
robot.

A 500 m pipe section will extent during bake-out by roughly 1.5 m. We
assume that each section will be fixed in the tunnel at its centre and extent
towards the ends. Every position except for the centre must be able to slide
in its fixtures. In between sections a bellow must be installed, capable of
absorbing 1.5 m. To install pumps, gauges, etc. wholes will be extruded
from the pipe walls in certain positions and flanges welded to it. We expect,
pumping will be necessary every 500 m.

This is a preliminary concept. A few aspects are not taken into account,
yet. These are:

• The addition of stiffener rings on the outer circumference of the pipes.

• Several methods are available to control the quality of the seam weld,
for example ultrasonic or X-ray imaging to show inner defects, seam
tracking to detect geometrical intolerances or eddy current measure-
ments. We did not implement any in our concept, yet. Eventually a
leak-test of the completed pipe sections is required.

• We did not work out the details of the cleaning robot, yet.

• Baffles need to be installed along the pipes to absorb scattered light
and to prevent its back-scattering into the laser beam. In the order of
100 to 200 of these baffles will be required in each 10 km arm. The in-
stallation procedure is still unclear. We envisage a manual installation
after cleaning of the completed pipes.

• The pipes need to be baked at temperatures between 80 and 120◦ C to
remove water molecules from the inner surfaces. We assume that the
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same procedures can be applied as for conventionally produced pipes,
but no details are worked out, yet.

• Despite the high resistance of stainless steel against corrosion, some
corrosion protection of the outside of the pipes will be needed. They
have to survive for fifty years in the humid atmosphere of the tunnels.
The pipes will have to be painted or coated. The procedure still needs
to be worked out.

2.2.3. Evaluation

Risk Assessment. Our concept is based on a new production technology.
Extensive prototyping will be necessary to verify the validity of the new
concept. Especially as it includes a welding technology which is state-of-
the-art, but has not been used for pipe welding before. Should it turn out,
that laser welding under vacuum is not feasible, GMA-Hybrid welding or gas
metal arc welding would be alternatives. The partners of the project are
preparing for the prototyping.

The largest risk in production are vacuum leaks. Let us first remember
that we are minimising the amount of welding with our concept. The highest
risk in a conventional system are the connection welds, where pipes, that
never are perfectly round and seldom have a constant diameter have to be
aligned carefully for each connection. Specialised clamping devices are used
to force the pipe ends into the same shape and to a precise distance between
the weld faces. Deviations from the ideal weld preparation (which are not
unlikely due to the complicated alignment process) can lead to weld defects,
that must be detected and repaired. With our concept we reduce the number
of these welds from around 6 000 to 8 000 to only 240. The longitudinal weld
along the seam of the pipe sections reduces the length of the welding further,
compared to the commonly used spiral welding.

But the largest risk still are welding defects. We will use a fully automa-
tised continuous welding process. Most defects appear at the beginning of
the welding process when parameters are not stable yet. The long welds
reduce the number of these ramp-up phases and therefor also the risk of de-
fects. State-of-the-art monitoring of the quality will be applied to identify
potential welding problems. Smaller defects can be repaired in situ with the
usual techniques. Unfortunately, if defective sections must be replaced, this
procedure is difficult and needs large effort. Leak detection can only be done
in the tunnel, after a section is completed.
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Production Time. The speed of production will be limited by the continuous
welding of the longitudinal seam. At least 0.5 m/min can be achieved, but
also 1 m/min is plausible, so that a 500 m-section can be produced in one day
within two shifts. Prior to the production, the machine has to be prepared.
For example, it has to be loaded with all the materials. After the production
of a section, some service and maintenance will be required on the machine.
All together, we assume that it will take three days for each section. We
estimate that a team of five people is needed for the operations.

In total, 240 sections of 500 m are needed. They can be produced in two
to three years with a single machine. Parallel production in different tunnels
is possible, if more than one machine and the corresponding personnel is
made available.

Interference with other Installations. During the production of pipe sections
in a tunnel, this tunnel will be mostly blocked for other installations. In-
stallation of the completed sections in their final position and joining of the
sections should be possible though. Some space must be reserved in an ad-
jacent cavern for logistics. The tunnel must be kept free for transportation
of the materials.

Above ground a space will be needed for the reception of the coils and
other materials, their uncoiling, pre-welding, cleaning, etc. Space will also
be needed for the storage of materials.

Cost. The density of the material is 7.93 g/cm3 (304L or 316L). With a wall
thickness of 4 mm and a diameter of 1 m, the weight of the pipes is 99.6 kg/m
or about 50 t per section. The cost of the raw material in October 2022 was
about 3.5 e/kg for 304L and 5 e/kg for 316L. This gives a total cost of the
raw material between 42 mio. e and 61 mio. e. It should be noted, that
prices are subject to fluctuations and that the estimates are only up-to-date
on a daily basis.

For the whole system 480 coils of 25 t each need to be transported to
the site. The cost of transportation depends on the distance from the steel
manufacturer to the site. The coils could be transported by train or by
trucks. For any realistic distance the cost of transportation will be small
compared to the cost of the material. We will ignore it in the following.

We estimate that the cost of the main machine (coil forming and weld-
ing) is about 5 mio. e. The cost of the machine for the pre-fabrication above
ground is estimated at another 2.5 mio. e. Special machines for the trans-
portation of the coils will be needed. We estimate 1.25 mio. e for five of
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those machines. The elevator will have to be modified for the transportation
of the coils and the machinery. This might cost another 1 mio. e. Overall
the basic investment will be around 10 mio. e.

Teams of five people will operate the production. For a continuous pro-
duction three of these teams will be needed at a cost of about 1.1 mio. e
anually. A back office at a cost of 0.75 mio. e per year has to be added. This
sums up to around 5 mio. e for personnel for a production time of two to
three years.

Please keep in mind, that this is a preliminary concept. We only laid
out the most important production steps. The cost of these are dominated
by the cost of the material. We believe that the missing cost for stiffeners,
cleaning, etc. will not change this statement significantly.

3. Conclusions and Next Steps

We developed a new production technology for long vacuum pipes. It is
based on a fully automatised machine moving through the tunnels, producing
continuous vacuum pipes from a coil of raw material at a speed of about 1
meter per minute. We propose to use laser welding under vacuum to close
the longitudinal seam of the pipe sections.

The new production concept looks promising. Effort and cost for trans-
portation and production are potentially lower compared to an off-site pro-
duction of transportable sections. The fully automatised long welding seams
promise an improved reliability of the production.

Here we described the core of the new production technology. Many
details, such as the mounting of the stiffeners, the cleaning of the pipes,
or the installation of baffles are not worked out, yet. The partners of this
project are now preparing to work out all the details and to produce a first
prototype.
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Abstract 

 Superconducting strip single-photon detectors offer excellent photon detection performance and are 

indispensable tools for cutting-edge optical science and technologies, including photonic quantum 

computation and quantum networks. Ultra-wide superconducting strips with widths of tens of 

micrometers are desirable to achieve high polarization-independent detection efficiency using a 

simple straight strip. However, biasing the ultra-wide strip with sufficient superconducting current to 

make it sensitive to infrared photons is challenging. The main difficulty is maldistribution of the 

superconducting current in the strip, which generates excessive intrinsic dark counts. Here, we 

present a novel superconducting wide strip photon detector (SWSPD) with a high critical current 

bank (HCCB) structure. This HCCB structure enables suppression of the intrinsic dark counts and 

sufficient superconducting current biasing of the wide strip. We have experimentally demonstrated a 

polarization-independent system detection efficiency of ~78% for 1550 nm wavelength photons and 

a system dark count rate of ~80 cps using a 20-m-wide SWSPD with the HCCB structure. 

Additionally, fast jitter of 29.8 ps was achieved. The photolithographically manufacturable ultra-

wide SWSPD with high efficiency, low dark count, and fast temporal resolution paves the way 

toward the development of large-scale optical quantum technologies, which will require enormous 

numbers of ultimate-performance single-photon detectors. 

 

 

Main text 

Single-photon detectors are essential for a wide range of scientific research applications, from 

bioscience to astrophysics. Emerging quantum technologies such as quantum networks and quantum 

computers will require enormous numbers of ultimate-performance single-photon detectors. 



Although various detectors, including photomultiplier tubes, avalanche photodiodes, and 

superconducting detectors, have been developed to detect single photons efficiently, a single-photon 

detector with a current-carrying superconducting strip is one of the most promising candidate 

devices. Superconducting nanostrip single-photon detectors (SNSPDs or SSPDs), which use 

superconducting strips with widths of approximately 100 nm, were first demonstrated in 2001, and 

these detectors have seen rapid growth over the past two decades [1–2]. Excellent detection 

performances have been achieved, including system detection efficiency (SDE) of more than 98% 

[3,4], a low dark count rate (DCR) of less than 0.0001 Hz [5], fast timing jitter of less than 3 ps [6], 

and a high maximum counting rate exceeding 1 GHz [7]. Moreover, single-photon imaging [8–15] 

and photon-number-resolving detection [16–21] have been demonstrated using arrayed SNSPDs 

and/or specific readout techniques. These features have made SNSPDs essential devices not only for 

quantum technologies [22–26], but also for a broad range of applications from bioimaging [27,28] to 

remote sensing [29–31] and space communications [32].  

In recent years, superconducting microstrip single-photon detectors (SMSPDs) with strip widths of 

1 m or more have offered new potential for development of superconducting strip single-photon 

detectors. For many years, narrow superconducting strips with widths of around 100 nm have been 

considered essential for single-photon detection, particularly in the infrared wavelength range. In 

2018, Korneeva et al. demonstrated near-infrared single-photon detection using superconducting 

strips with widths of a few micrometers [33], with experimental results that were consistent with 

predictions based on the vortex model [34]. Their innovative research has excited interest in the 

physics inside the current-carrying superconducting strip and has raised a fundamental question 

about the upper limit to the strip width that allows a single photon to be detected. Wider 

superconducting strips with micrometer-scale widths offer many practical advantages that the 

nanometer-scale strips cannot provide. A superconducting strip that is wider than the optical spot 

diameter will enable realization of a simple straight strip detector that has high efficiency because of 

its 100% filling factor and polarization insensitivity because of the unpatterned geometric shape of 

its photo-receiving area. Wider strips that can be fabricated via optical lithography will improve both 

fabrication throughput and yield, which will increase the number of pixels contained in single-

photon imagers and photon-number-resolving detectors. In addition, the wider strips will be 

advantageous in allowing construction of a larger photo-receiving area while maintaining low kinetic 

inductance and a high temporal response. To realize these advantages, SMSPDs based on various 

superconducting materials have been developed actively over the past few years [35–43]. In 

addition, the geometries of these superconducting strips have been studied to reduce the geometrical 

current-crowding effect, which reduces the switching bias current and limits detection efficiency 

[44–47]. As a result of these challenges, SDEs of more than 90% have been achieved using 

superconducting strips with widths in the vicinity of 1 m [46,47]. However, despite the practical 



importance, detection of single photons using broader superconducting strips with widths of more 

than 10 m while achieving high detection efficiency remains highly challenging. One of the main 

causes of this difficulty is the detector’s excessive intrinsic dark counts, which increase with 

increasing strip width and bias current.  

To reduce these intrinsic dark counts, we propose a novel superconducting strip structure that has 

two different critical currents across the strip, with the edge regions having higher critical currents 

than the center region. We call this structure the high critical current bank (HCCB) structure. Using 

this structure, we demonstrate single-photon detection using a 20-m-wide niobium-titanium nitride 

(NbTiN) superconducting wide strip photon detector (SWSPD) operating in the near-infrared 

wavelength range. The proposed strip structure successfully suppresses increases in the intrinsic dark 

counts while also supplying increased bias current to the wide strip. As a result, high SDE is 

achieved together with a low DCR. In addition, we also demonstrate the polarization insensitivity 

and fast timing jitter of the SWSPD under high bias current conditions. These results represent a 

major step toward ultra-wide SWSPDs with high SDE, low DCR, and fast timing jitter. Furthermore, 

these results will provide valuable insights for investigations into the dynamics of photon detection 

and dark count generation in current-carrying superconducting strips. 

 

Concept of the SWSPD with the HCCB structure 

High-efficiency single-photon detection using wider superconducting strips requires a sufficiently 

high bias current to be supplied to the strips while the intrinsic dark count must be suppressed. 

However, in practice, the distribution of the bias currents is concentrated near the edges of the strip 

because of the influence of the magnetic flux density distribution [48]. Because SNSPDs and 

SMSPDs are usually designed to have uniform thickness and superconductivity across the widths of 

their strips, the concentration of the bias current induces vortex penetration from the side edges that 

leads to a rapid increase in the intrinsic dark counts with increasing bias current. As a result, the strip 

switches permanently to the normal conducting state before a sufficient bias current can be supplied 

to the central region of the strip.  

To solve this problem, we propose a superconducting strip with an HCCB structure, as drawn 

schematically in Fig. 1. In the proposed device, both of the strip’s side edge regions are structured to 

have higher critical currents per unit width than the central region. These side strip regions suppress 

vortex penetration into the strip, thus reducing the intrinsic dark count. As a result, sufficiently high 

bias current can be applied more evenly to the central region along the strip width. In addition, 

because the central area acts as the photon detection area and the side regions are not involved, the 

sensitivity limitations caused by defects on the side edges of the strip, e.g., as caused by the 

manufacturing process, can be suppressed to some extent.  

 



Detection performance of conventional SMSPD with wide width  

Before testing our device concept, we investigated the photon detection characteristics of an 

SMSPD that was designed to have uniform superconductivity across the width of its strip. Figure 2 

shows the bias current dependences of the SDE and DCR of the approximately 4.9-nm-thick NbTiN 

straight strip detector with a strip width of 20 m and length of 20 m measured at temperatures of 

(a) 0.76 K and (b) 2.2K. The detector shape was the same as that used for the novel detector concept, 

which will be described later, except for the structure of the side strip areas. The wavelength of the 

photons irradiating the detector was 1550 nm, and the average photon number was tuned to 1×105 

photons/s. The 20-m-wide SMSPD device detected single photons at a near-infrared wavelength 

successfully. However, as mentioned in the concept described above, the rapid increase in the 

intrinsic dark count limited device operation in the high bias current region. As a result, the device 

was permanently switched to the normal conducting state before reaching SDE saturation. 

Specifically, at a temperature of 2.2 K, the intrinsic dark counts rose from much lower bias currents, 

causing device operation in the high bias current region to be strongly limited. Therefore, 

suppression of the intrinsic dark counts is a significant requirement to produce higher detection 

efficiency when using the wider superconducting strip. 

 

Fabrication process of the SWSPD with the HCCB structure 

In this work, we realized the proposed strip structure by using argon (Ar) ion beam irradiation to 

reduce the critical current per unit strip width in the central region. Ar ion beam irradiation 

effectively reduces the critical temperature of the thin superconducting strip and the maximum 

superconducting current that can be applied to that strip. For example, the critical temperature of the 

10-m-wide NbTiN strip with thickness of approximately 5.9 nm was degraded from 8.2 K to 6.4 K 

after 5 s of irradiation with the Ar ion beam (see Extended Data Fig. 2 for details of the preliminary 

experiments). Figure 3 shows schematics and micrographs of SWSPD devices that were irradiated 

using the Ar ion beam. We fabricated two SWSPD device types for comparison that were irradiated 

with Ar ion beams over different areas on their strips. Figure 3a shows the SWSPD device that was 

irradiated by the Ar ion beam over the central area of the strip to form the side strip areas with higher 

critical currents. The area irradiated by the Ar ion beam is bounded by the red dashed line in the 

micrograph. Figure 3b shows that the SWSPD device that was irradiated with the Ar ion beam over 

the entire width of the strip has uniform superconductivity across the strip width. Note that the 

devices shown in Fig. 3 do not have optical cavity structures to increase photon absorption. To 

fabricate these devices, a NbTiN thin film with thickness of approximately 5.9 nm was first 

deposited on a silicon wafer with a thermally oxidized layer using DC magnetron reactive sputtering. 

The NbTiN film was then patterned to form a wide strip with a length of 20 m, a width of 20 m, 

and a coplanar waveguide (CPW) structure using maskless photolithography and reactive ion 



etching. Subsequently, the Ar ion beam was used to irradiate the wide strip over a length of 15 m to 

reduce the critical currents in the strips. For the SWSPD device with the HCCB structure, the width 

of the area irradiated by the Ar ion beam was 18 m, meaning that the width of the side strip area 

was 1 m for each side region. The fabricated devices were cooled down to the 0.76 K to 2.2 K 

temperature range using a He-4 sorption refrigerator, and the detection performance for the 1550 nm 

wavelength photons was then evaluated.  

 

Detection performance of the SWSPD with the HCCB structure 

Figure 4 shows the bias current dependences of the SDE and the DCR of the two types of SWSPD 

device at temperatures of 0.76 K and 2.2 K. The photons emitted from a continuous wave (CW) laser 

source were attenuated to an intensity of 1×105 photons/s and propagated into a refrigerator via a 

single-mode optical fiber after passing through a polarization control module. The spot size on the 

wide strip caused by photon illumination from the back side of the device was tuned to a 1/e2 

diameter of approximately 8.2 m, and the spot center was aligned with the center of the photo-

receiving area. To prevent a permanent transition into the normal conducting state and to ensure 

stable operation of the SWSPD devices, a series-connected 220 nH inductor and a parallel-connected 

12.5 Ω shunt resistor were used on the outside of the radio-frequency (RF) input/output port of the 

refrigerator (see the Methods and Extended Data Fig. 1 for details of the experimental setup).  

The logarithmically displayed dark count curves have two regions that have different slopes. The 

counts that increase slowly toward saturation in the low bias current range are caused by the 

extrinsic dark count, which is mainly blackbody radiation, while the counts that increase steeply 

within the high bias current range are caused by the intrinsic dark count that is inherent to these 

devices. The intrinsic dark count of the SWSPD without the side strip areas increased from a 

relatively low bias current, resulting in the device being switched into the normal conducting state 

before its detection efficiency approached saturation. In contrast, the SWSPD with the HCCB 

structure suppressed the rise of the intrinsic dark count to the higher bias current range successfully 

and had a longer extrinsic dark count region. As a result, the detection efficiency of the device was 

clearly saturated with a broad plateau region, indicating that the internal detection efficiency reached 

100%. These results clearly demonstrate the effect of the HCCB structure in suppressing the intrinsic 

dark count and thus increasing the maximum bias current that can be supplied to the wide strip, 

resulting in improved detection efficiency.  

Next, to improve the SDE, the SWSPD with the HCCB structure was integrated into a double-sided 

optical cavity [49] designed to enhance the optical absorption at a wavelength of 1550 nm. The 

NbTiN film thickness was reduced slightly to 5.6 nm in expectation of it having increased sensitivity 

to near-infrared photons. Figure 5 shows the bias current dependences of the SDE and the DCR of 

the SWSPD with the HCCB structure when integrated inside the optical cavity. The inset shows a 



schematic of the cross-sectional structure of the SWSPD with the double-sided optical cavity. The 

SDE of ~78% with a broad plateau region and the DCR of ~80 cps were achieved at a temperature of 

0.76 K. Because the SDE curve saturated at bias currents that were sufficiently lower than the 

intrinsic dark count rises, the system dark counts could be reduced further by reducing the extrinsic 

factor via appropriate filtering, e.g., using a cold optical filter [50]. In addition, the broad plateau 

region in the SDE curve indicates that the detector has high sensitivity, even for photons at much 

longer wavelengths.  

When the temperature increases, the intrinsic dark count rises at lower bias currents, thus limiting 

the maximum bias current at which the device can operate stably. However, even at a temperature of 

2.2 K, the detector approaching saturation of the SDE curve achieved SDE of ~76% and a DCR of 

less than 100 cps.  

Figure 6a shows the SDE’s wavelength dependence within the range from 1548 to 1552 nm when 

measured at a bias current of 2.7 mA and a temperature of 0.76 K. The variation in the SDE with a 

period of approximately 0.7 nm is due to optical interference induced between the back and front 

surfaces of the silicon wafer with the thermally oxidized layer. At wavelengths within the vicinity of 

the top of the variation curve, SDEs of ~80% were achieved. We believe that further improvements 

in the SDE can be achieved via appropriate fine tuning of the optical cavity design and fabrication 

process.  

Figure 6b shows the SDE measured at a bias current of 2.7 mA and a temperature of 0.76 K while 

the polarization state of the photon input to the refrigerator system was varied. The polarization state 

of the photon was manipulated using a polarization control module consisting of a polarizer, a half-

wave plate, and a quarter-wave plate. The SDE varied from a maximum of 78.7% to a minimum of 

78.0% as the result of rotation of the half-wave plate from 0 to 90° and the quarter-wave plate from 

0 to 45° in 5° steps, respectively. These results indicate that the detector has quite low polarization 

sensitivity.  

Finally, we evaluated the timing jitter performance of the SWSPD with the HCCB structure using a 

femtosecond pulsed laser operating at a wavelength of 1550 nm with a pulse duration of 100 fs and a 

10 MHz repetition rate. The number of photons per pulse was set at 0.001 photons/pulse. Figure 6c 

shows the timing jitter histogram when measured at a bias current of 2.8 mA and a temperature of 

0.76 K. The full width at half maximum timing jitter of 29.8 ps was achieved using the 20-m-wide 

SWSPD with the HCCB structure.  

 

Conclusion 

We have demonstrated a novel superconducting wide strip detector with side strip areas that have 

higher critical currents per unit width than the central area of the wide strip. Using this HCCB 

structure, the intrinsic dark count was suppressed effectively even in photon detectors with wider 



superconducting strips. As a result, by supplying sufficiently high bias currents, SDE of ~78% and a 

DCR of ~80 cps were achieved using the SWSPD with the HCCB structure, which has a total strip 

width of 20 m and is integrated into an optical cavity that is designed to enhance optical absorption 

at a wavelength of 1550 nm. The bias current dependence of the SDE showed a broad plateau 

region, indicating that the internal detection efficiency reached 100% at the 1550 nm wavelength and 

that the detector has high sensitivity, even for photons with wavelengths longer than 1550 nm. 

Because the strip width was sufficiently wider than the optical spot diameter, the detection efficiency 

was independent of the polarization state of the input photons. The SDE could be improved further 

by optimizing the optical cavity design and fabrication process. The system’s dark count could also 

be reduced further by reducing the extrinsic factor via appropriate filtering. We also demonstrated 

timing jitter of 29.8 ps using the 20-m-wide SWSPD with the HCCB structure. This result suggests 

that by applying a sufficiently high bias current, fast timing jitter could be achieved even for photon 

detectors with wider superconducting strips. These results open up the possibility of development of 

ultra-wide SWSPDs with high detection efficiencies, low dark counts, and fast temporal resolution, 

and will help to reveal the origin of the intrinsic dark count in current-carrying superconducting 

strips. These ultra-high performance SWSPDs, which can be mass-fabricated with high yields via 

photolithography, would accelerate the realization of future large-scale quantum information and 

communication technologies, which will require enormous numbers of ultimate-performance single-

photon detectors. 

 

 

Methods 

Device fabrication 

First, a niobium titanium nitride (NbTiN) thin film was deposited on a silicon (Si) wafer with a 

thermally oxidized silicon dioxide (SiO2) layer using reactive DC magnetron sputtering. The Si 

wafer thickness was 450 m, including 260-nm-thick SiO2 layers on both surfaces. The NbTiN thin 

film thickness was controlled via the deposition time and tuned to a range around 4.9 to 5.9 nm. The 

NbTiN thin film was then processed into wide strips with a coplanar waveguide structure using 

photolithography and reactive ion etching processes. In this research, a maskless aligner (MLA 150, 

Heidelberg Instruments GmbH) and a positive photoresist (AZ MiR 703) were used in all the 

photolithography processes. To modulate the superconductivity of the NbTiN thin film and form the 

photo-receiving area, an Ar ion beam was used to irradiate the wide strips, which were masked with 

a patterned photoresist layer, for 5 s. The beam voltage and current were adjusted to 300 V and 250 

mA, respectively. An optical cavity structure to enhance photon absorption was formed using a lift-

off process. First, a silicon monoxide (SiO) insulation layer with a thickness of 204 nm was 

deposited on the wide strip via thermal vapor deposition. A 150-nm-thick gold (Au) mirror with a 3-



nm-thick titanium (Ti) adhesion layer was then deposited by thermal vapor deposition. Finally, these 

three layers were lifted off and a square-shaped optical cavity structure was formed on the photo-

receiving area of the wide strip.  

 

Detection efficiency measurement 

The detector was cooled using a He-4 sorption refrigerator with a lowest attainable temperature of 

0.76 K. A tunable CW laser source (TSL-550, Santec) with a tunable wavelength range from 1480 to 

1630 nm was used as the photon source. The input photon number was controlled to 1×105 photons/s 

on average using an optical power controller (81576A, Keysight Technologies) and a variable optical 

attenuator (81570A, Keysight Technologies). The polarization state of the input photons was 

controlled using a manually controlled polarization controller (Optoquest) that consisted of a 

polarizer, a half-wave plate, and a quarter-wave plate. The photons were introduced into a 

refrigerator via a single-mode optical fiber (SMF-28e) and focused on the photo-receiving area on 

the wide strip from the back side of the device chip using a gradient-index (GRIN) lens fabricated on 

the tip of the optical fiber. The working distance of the GRIN lens was 150 m and the spot size on 

the wide strip was approximately 8.2 m (1/e2 diameter). The bias current for the detector was 

supplied through a bias tee (5575A, Picosecond Pulse Labs) from a voltage source (SIM928, 

Stanford Research Systems) with a 1 kΩ resistor connected in series. At the RF input/output port on 

the exterior of the refrigerator, a 220 nH inductor was connected in series and a 12.5 Ω shunt resistor 

was connected in parallel. These electrical components prevented latching and stabilized detector 

operation. An output signal from the detector was amplified using a low-noise amplifier (LNA-1800, 

RF Bay) and counted using a photon counter (SR400, Stanford Research Systems).  

 

Timing jitter measurement 

A 1550 nm femtosecond-pulsed laser source (FPL-02CFF, Calmar Laser) with pulse duration of 

~100 fs and a repetition rate of 10 MHz was used as the photon source in place of the CW laser 

source. All other optical components and their arrangements were the same as those used for the 

detection efficiency measurement. The number of photons per pulse was controlled to be 0.001 

photons/pulse on average. The electrical components used to drive the detector and the low-noise 

amplifier for output signal amplification were also the same components that were used to perform 

the detection efficiency measurements. The output signals from the detector and the synchronization 

signals from the laser source were counted using a time-correlated single photon counter 

(HydraHarp 400, PicoQuant GmbH) to measure the timing histogram of the detected events.  

 

  



 

 

 

Fig. 1 | Concept of the novel SWSPD with the HCCB structure. a, Schematic of the SWSPD 

device with a center strip area acting as the photo-receiving area and side strip areas formed outside 

the center strip area. b, Cross-sectional view of the SWSPD device and schematic image showing 

the distribution of the critical current per unit strip width of the wide strip and the bias current 

flowing in the wide strip. The bias current flowing in the superconducting strip is concentrated near 

the edges, which induces vortex penetration from the side edges and leads to the rapid increase in the 

intrinsic dark counts. The novel superconducting strip structure has side strip areas that have higher 

critical currents per unit strip width than the center strip area to suppress both vortex penetration into 

the strip and the increase in the intrinsic dark count. We call this structure the high critical current 

bank (HCCB) structure. 

 

  



 

 

 

Fig. 2 | Bias current dependences of the SDE and DCR of the conventional SMSPD with broad 

width. a, SDE (red filled circles) and DCR (red open circles) curves measured at a temperature of 

0.76 K. The NbTiN microstrip thickness was approximately 4.9 nm. The strip width and length were 

both 20 m. The photon wavelength at which the strip was irradiated was 1550 nm. The rapid 

increase in the intrinsic dark count prevented device operation before the SDE curve reached a 

plateau. b, SDE and DCR curves when measured at a temperature of 2.2 K. The intrinsic dark count 

increased from much lower bias currents and limited device operation severely. 

 

  



 

 

 

Fig. 3 | Schematics and micrographs of the SWSPD devices that were irradiated using the Ar 

ion beam. a, SWSPD device with the HCCB structure. The Ar ion beam irradiated the central area 

of the wide strip to form side strip areas with high critical current per unit strip width. The area 

irradiated by the Ar ion beam is bounded by the red dashed line shown in the micrograph. b, SWSPD 

device without the HCCB structure. The Ar ion beam irradiated the entire width of the wide strip, 

causing the wide strip to have uniform superconductivity across its width. 

 

  



 

 

 

Fig. 4 | Bias current dependences of the SDE and DCR of the SWSPD devices that were 

irradiated using the Ar ion beam. a, SDE (red filled circles) and DCR (red open circles) curves of 

the SWSPD with the HCCB structure when measured at a temperature of 0.76 K. The wide strip was 

20 m wide, including an 18-m-wide center strip area and 1-m-wide side strip areas. The 

irradiating photon wavelength was 1550 nm. The increase in the intrinsic dark count was suppressed 

to the higher bias current region and a long extrinsic dark count region was observed. The SDE 

curve achieved saturation before the intrinsic dark count increased. b, SDE and DCR curves of the 

SWSPD without the HCCB structure. The intrinsic dark count increased from a relatively low bias 

current and limited device operation in the high bias current region. 

  



 

 

 

Fig. 5 | Bias current dependences of the SDE and DCR of the SWSPD device with the HCCB 

structure when integrated inside the optical cavity. a, SDE curves measured at temperatures of 

0.76 K (red filled circles) and 2.2 K (blue filled triangles). The inset shows a cross-sectional view of 

the optical cavity structure that was designed to enhance absorption at the optical wavelength of 

1550 nm. Photons with a wavelength of 1550 nm irradiated the device from the back side. b, DCR 

curves measured at temperatures of 0.76 K (red open circles) and 2.2 K (blue open triangles). The 

SDE of ~78% with the broad plateau region and the DCR of ~80 cps were achieved at a temperature 

of 0.76 K. Although the intrinsic dark count begins to increase from the lower bias current region, 

the SDE curve approached saturation even at the temperature of 2.2 K, and an SDE of ~76% and a 

DCR of less than 100 cps were achieved. 

 

  



 

 

 

Fig. 6 | Wavelength and polarization dependences of the SDE, and system timing jitter. a, 

Optical wavelength dependence of the SDE when measured at a bias current of 2.7 mA and at a 

temperature of 0.76 K. The variation in the SDE is caused by optical interference induced between 

the back and front surfaces of the device wafer. b, Input photon polarization state dependence of the 

SDE when measured at a bias current of 2.7 mA and at a temperature of 0.76 K. The polarization 

state of the input photon was manipulated by rotating the half-wave plate from 0 to 90° and the 

quarter-wave plate from 0 to 45° in 5° steps. c, Timing jitter histogram measured at a bias current of 

2.8 mA and a temperature of 0.76 K. The experimental data are plotted as red open circles and the 

red solid line shows the fitting curve plotted with the Gaussian function. 
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Extended Data Fig. 1 | Experimental setup used for system detection efficiency and system dark 

count rate measurements. 

 

 

 

To characterize the system detection efficiency, we used a 1550 nm CW laser source as a photon 

source. The photons propagated through a single-mode fiber and were introduced into a He-4 

sorption refrigerator after passing through an optical power controller, a variable attenuator, and a 

polarization control module. The output signals from the superconducting strip photon detectors 

were counted using a photon counter after they were amplified using a low-noise amplifier.  

 

  



 

Extended Data Fig. 2 | Effects of argon ion beam irradiation on the thin NbTiN superconducting 

strip. 

 

 

 

a, Critical temperatures and b, switching currents of the NbTiN superconducting strips with and 

without the argon (Ar) ion beam irradiation. To investigate the effects of Ar ion beam irradiation, we 

fabricated a NbTiN superconducting strip with a length of 20 m and width of 10 m on a silicon 

(Si) wafer with a thermally oxidized silicon dioxide (SiO2) layer. To control the NbTiN strip 

thickness, the deposition time during the DC magnetron sputtering process was controlled within the 

range from 4.0 to 5.5 s, which corresponds to thicknesses of approximately 4.9 to 5.9 nm. Then, the 

Ar ion beam was used to irradiate the NbTiN strip for 5 s over a length of 10 m across the entire 

width of the strip. All fabricated strips were cooled using a Gifford-McMahon refrigerator. The 

switching currents were then measured at a temperature of 2.2 K. As a result, the Ar ion beam 

irradiation was clearly shown to reduce the critical temperature and the switching current of the 

NbTiN strip. Note that the absolute values of the bias currents used in these preliminary experiments 

cannot be compared with those used in the main body of the article because the device design and 

the refrigerator system were different, and the shunt resistors and additional inductors required to 

stabilize device operation were not used in these experiments. 

 

  



 

Extended Data Fig. 3 | Experimental setup used for jitter measurement. 

 

 

 

To characterize the system timing jitter, we used a 1550 nm femtosecond-pulsed laser source with 

pulse duration of ~100 fs and a repetition rate of 10 MHz as a photon source. The temporal 

correlation of the detector output signals with the synchronization signals from the laser source was 

measured using a time-correlated single photon counter to construct a timing histogram of the 

detected events. 

 

  



 

Extended Data Fig .4 | Output signal waveform from the SWSPD device with the HCCB structure. 

 

 

 

Single-shot trace of the output signal from the 20-m-wide SWSPD device with the HCCB 

structure that was measured using a digital oscilloscope after being passed through a low-noise 

amplifier. The bias current supplied was 2.7 mA. Although ringing caused by a series inductor and a 

parallel resistor connected on the exterior of the refrigerator can be seen, we selected the 

discrimination level carefully during the system detection efficiency evaluation to ensure that the 

output count number was not overestimated as a result of this ringing. 
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Abstract: We have developed and successfully tested a low-pressure Time Projection Chamber
(TPC) with Gas Electron Multiplier (GEM) readout for Accelerator Mass Spectrometry (AMS).

AMS facility in Novosibirsk has a problem of separating isobar ions of different chemical
elements that have the same atomic mass. The typical example is radioactive isotopes 10Be and 10B
that are used to date geological objects at a time scale of ten million years. To solve this problem,
a new ion identification technique, namely that based on measuring both ion track ranges and ion
energies in low-pressure TPCs with GEM readout, has been developed. This technique is proposed
to be applied in AMS for dating geological objects, namely for geochronology of Cenozoic era.

In this work, we developed a new larger version of the TPC with a dedicated thin silicon nitride
window for an efficient passage of ions. The TPC characteristics were studied in isobutane at
low pressures using alpha particle sources. In addition, the use of GEM instead of THGEM has
been shown to substantially improve the energy resolution at a nominal pressure (50 torr). Using
these results and SRIM code simulations, it is shown that isobaric boron and beryllium ions can
be effectively separated at AMS, providing efficient dating on a scale of ten million years. This
technique will be applied in the AMS facility in Novosibirsk in the near future.

Keywords: Gaseous Detectors, Micropattern gaseous Detectors (GEM, THGEM), Time projec-
tion Chambers (TPC), Accelerator Mass Spectroscopy (AMS), Ion identification systems, Particle
identification methods
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1 Introduction

Cosmogenic radionuclides are rare isotopes formed in nuclear reactions as a result of the irradiation
by cosmic rays. The most interesting to study are radioactive isotopes with a long half-life such
as 10Be, 14C, 26Al, 36Cl, 41Ca and 129I, which are used in most sciences: archeology, medicine,
geology, ecology, etc. [1]. The relative abundance of these isotopes is usually less than 10−12 which
requires precise separation techniques. Accelerator Mass Spectrometry (AMS) allows to accurately
measure fraction of cosmogenic isotopes at the level of 10−15 of the total content of the element.
The AMS technique is based on the extraction of individual atoms from a sample with subsequent
counting of the isotopes of interest. One of the most common examples of the use of AMS is the
radiocarbon dating. Using AMS, the radiocarbon age of a small sample of less than 50,000 years
can be determined with an accuracy of 0.5% within a few minutes.

There are approximately 140 AMSs worldwide, one of which was developed at the Budker
Institute of Nuclear Physics (BINP). At present, radiocarbon dating is being carried out at the BINP
AMS. One of the limitations of the AMS BINP is the isobaric background. Isobars are nuclides of
different chemical elements that have the same mass number, such as 10Be and 10B. Beryllium-10
is of particular importance in the environmental sciences (archaeology, glaciology, oceanography)
and geology for dating purposes in the time interval from 1 thousand to 10 million years. Thus the
separation of isobaric ions at the output of AMS is an important problem.

To solve the problem of isobar separation, we have proposed a new technique for ion identi-
fication based on measuring the ion ranges and their energies in a low-pressure Time Projection
Chamber (TPC) with amplification of the charge signal using a gas electron multiplier (GEM). In
previous works [2, 3] we have shown the possibility of separating ions in a low-pressure TPC with
THGEM readout in isobutane at a pressure of 120 Torr. In this work, we have developed a large
version of the TPC with a special thin silicon nitride window for the passage of ions and placed
the chamber inside a vacuum volume. The low-pressure TPC characteristics have been studied in
isobutane at a pressure of 50 Torr planned for the operation at the AMS using alpha particles of
various energies. In addition, the use of GEM instead of THGEM has been shown to substantially
improve the energy resolution.
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2 Range distribution from SRIM

The concept of identifying isobaric ions is to separate them by their track ranges. This is possible
because ions with different atomic numbers have different energy losses in matter. The SRIM
software package [4] was used to determine the possibility of separating the 10Be and 10B isobars
according to the track ranges. The results of track range simulations in isobutane at a pressure of
50 Torr, taking into account the entrance window of silicon nitride with a thickness of 200 nm, are
shown in the figure 1. It can be seen that the ion track ranges differ by about 12 mm. Therefore,
the low-pressure TPC with a spatial resolution of the order of 2-3 mm will be sufficient to separate
such ions.

Figure 1. Track range distribution of 4 MeV
10Be and 10B passing through 200 nm silicon
nitride window into 50 torr isobutane at room
temperature. The ranges were obtained using
SRIM simulation [4].

Figure 2. Track range distribution of alpha parti-
cles with different energies passing through 200
nm silicon nitride window into 50 torr isobutane
at room temperature. The ranges were obtained
using SRIM simulation [4].

To determine the spatial resolution of the TPC, the detector was calibrated using a triple
source of alpha particles 233U, 239Pu and 238Pu with energies of 4.8 MeV, 5.2 MeV and 5.5 MeV,
respectively. The track ranges in isobutane from alpha particles were also simulated under the same
conditions as in the experiment. The results are shown in the figure 2.

3 Experimental setup

To calibrate the detector with alpha particles at a nominal operating pressure of 50 Torr, a large
version of the low-pressure TPC was developed. A schematic representation of the detector is
shown in figure 3.

The chamber is a 30 cm long ceramic cylinder which is divided by copper field-shaping rings.
The internal diameter of the chamber is 10 cm. As the appropriate potentials are applied to these
rings, a uniform electric field is created in the detector volume. The volume is filled with isobutane at
room temperature and 50 Torr pressure. One flange has a silicon nitride inlet window manufactured
by Silson [5]. The Si3N4 membrane 10x10 mm2 area and 200 nm in thickness provides the passage
for an ion beam from the AMS with energy of 4 MeV or for alpha particles from the radioactive
source. These membranes have high strength, low energy loss and less energy straggling compared
to plastic entrance window [6]. On the opposite flange, THGEM or GEM are installed on nylon-6
rods, followed by an anode.
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Figure 3. Scheme of a low-pressure time projec-
tion chamber (not to scale).

Figure 4. An example waveform from alpha
particle in the low-pressure TPC.

Alpha particles or ions from the AMS create primary ionization in the detector volume passing
through the gas. The resulting electrons drift towards the GEM or THGEM, where avalanche
multiplication takes place. After that induced signal is read out at the anode and then it is amplified
and digitized. Figure 4 shows the typical waveform from an alpha particle. When analyzing the
data, the pulse width and area were determined, the former being proportional to the ion track range,
and the latter being proportional to the deposited energy. The pulse width was calculated at a fixed
fraction of the maximum, which was 5% of the Bragg peak.

4 Results

During the operation of the low-pressure TPC with amplification of the charge signal using a
THGEM at a pressure of 50 Torr, a charging effect was observed: the signal amplitude decreased
with time until it reached a plateau within about two hours. Therefore, it was decided to install
GEM instead of THGEM as the charging effect was not found in the former.

Figure 5. 2D plot of pulse width versus pulse
area for alpha particles from 233U (4.8 MeV),
239Pu (5.2 MeV) and 238Pu (5.5 MeV) source,
measured in low-pressure TPC in isobutane at 50
torr and room temperature using THGEM ampli-
fication with gain of 320.

Figure 6. 2D plot of pulse width versus pulse
area for alpha particles from 233U (4.8 MeV),
239Pu (5.2 MeV) and 238Pu (5.5 MeV) source,
measured in low-pressure TPC in isobutane at 50
torr and room temperature using GEM amplifi-
cation with gain of 230.

The spectrum of a triple alpha particle source was measured in the low-pressure TPC with
both THGEM and GEM. A two-dimensional distribution of the pulse widths and areas is shown in
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figures 5 and 6. Figure 5 shows the results obtained when working with THGEM, where three areas
are visible corresponding to three energies of alpha particles. These areas are well separated by the
pulse width and are not separated by the pulse area. However, these regions are well separated both
in pulse width and pulse area when using GEM, as shown in figure 6. It can be seen that the use
of GEM instead of THGEM significantly improves the energy resolution at nominal pressure (50
Torr).

5 Conclusion

We have developed and successfully tested a low-pressure TPC with GEM readout for application
in AMS. A new ion identification technique that is based on measuring both ion track ranges and ion
energies in low pressure TPCs has been developed. Using these results and SRIM code simulations,
it is shown that spatial resolution of the TPC amounted to 2.4 mm and thus isobaric boron and
beryllium ions can be effectively separated at AMS at a level of 5 sigmas, providing efficient dating
on a scale of 10 million years. This technique will be applied in the AMS facility in Novosibirsk in
the near future for dating geological objects, in particular for geochronology of Cenozoic Era.
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1. FCC Feasibility Study 

We are now two years into the FCC Feasibility Study, which was launched by CERN Council 

in 2021. This Feasibility Study will prepare the ground for an implementation of the first stage of 

the FCC integrated project, including tunnel construction, technical infrastructure, and the elec-
tron-positron collider (FCC-ee), plus the development of financing and organization models. It 

will also ensure compatibility with a subsequent hadron collider (FCC-hh) and define R&D di-

rections and time schedule for the high-field magnets required for the latter.  

 In greater detail, the FCC Feasibility Study pursues the following high-level objectives [1]: 
(1) to demonstrate the geological, technical, environmental and administrative feasibility of the 

tunnel and surface areas and optimization of placement and layout of the ring and related infra-

structure; (2) to pursue, together with the Host States, the preparatory administrative processes 
required for a potential project approval to identify and remove any showstopper; (3) to optimize 

the design of the colliders and their injector chains, supported by R&D to develop the needed key 

technologies; (4) to elaborate a sustainable operational model for the colliders and experiments in 

terms of human and financial resource needs, as well as environmental aspects and energy effi-
ciency; (5) to develop a consolidated cost estimate, as well as the funding and organizational 

models needed to enable the project’s technical design completion, implementation and operation; 

(6) to identify substantial resources from outside CERN’s budget for the implementation of the 
first stage of a possible future project (tunnel and FCC-ee); and (7) to consolidate the physics case 

and detector concepts for both colliders. The results, together with an updated cost estimate, will 

be summarized in a Feasibility Study Report to be released at the end of 2025, which will serve 
as an input to the next update of the European Strategy for Particle Physics.  

2. Recent changes and time line  

As one of the first deliverables for the upcoming Feasibility-Study “mid-term review” sched-

uled for autumn 2023, the placement of the FCC tunnel and surface sites has been optimized for 
lowest risk [2]. The resulting optimized layout features only 8 (instead of previously 12) surface 

sites, with a 4-fold super-periodicity (which would allow for up to four collision points), and it 

has a reduced circumference of 90.6 km, compared with 97.76 km for the earlier FCC conceptual 
design, published in 2019. 

The next update of the European Strategy for Particle Physics is expected to occur around the 

year 2027. Assuming this update lends support to the first stage of the FCC integrated project, 

approval could be obtained in 2028. Tunnel groundbreaking and civil engineering may then begin 
in 2032, accelerator installation in 2040, and FCC-ee accelerator commissioning in 2045.  
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3. FCC articles in this newsletter 

The present issue of the ICFA Newsletter includes six articles that elucidate important recent 

developments and achievements from various areas of the FCC Feasibility Study. First, L. Bro-

miley and R. Cunningham [3] are setting the scene by reporting on the ongoing civil engineering 

studies. The next article [4], by F. Carra et al., explores how the accelerators in the arc tunnels 
will look like. In particular, it describes the design effort towards an arc half-cell mock-up, and 

the development of supporting structures for both the booster and the collider rings. The following 

article [5], by L.H. Zhang, H. Damerau, I. Karpov, and A.L. Vanel, describes the limited possible 
choices for the FCC ring circumference. It is assumed that either a modified  LHC or a new 

superconducting SPS in the existing SPS tunnel is used as the injector for the FCC-hh hadron 

collider. The requirements for the  RF synchronization between injector and collider then yield 
only a few favourable values of the circumference. A. Chance, B. Dalena and co-authors present 

a status update for the design of the high energy booster [6], whose layout had to be matched to 

the new tunnel placement, as for the collider. The booster design studies currently underway focus 

on longitudinal stability and robustness with respect to errors. An alternate arc optics is also being 
considered. The last two articles related to FCC-ee, by A. Abramov and R. Bruce [7], and by M. 

Behtouei, E. Carideo, M. Zobov and M. Migliorati [8], respectively, cover the evolving design of 

the FCC-ee collimation system and a first assessment of the collimators’ impedance.  
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Despite a great deal of effort in searching for the triplet-like Higgses in the type-II seesaw model,
evidence for their production is yet to be found at the LHC. As such, one might be in the balance
regarding this model’s relevance at the electroweak scale. In this work, we peruse a scenario, akin to
compressed mass spectra in Supersymmetry, which might have eluded the experimental searches thus
far. We perform a multivariate analysis to distinguish signals with a pair of same-sign leptons with
low invariant mass from the SM processes, including those accruing from fake leptons and electron
charge misidentification, and find that a significant part of the hitherto unconstrained parameter
space could be probed with the already collected Run 2 13 TeV LHC and future HL-LHC data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The type-II seesaw model [1–6], extending the Stan-
dard Model (SM) with an SU(2)L triplet scalar field with
hypercharge Y = 1, offers a tenable explanation for the
observed neutrino masses and mixings, as such it is ar-
guably the most widely-studied neutrino mass model [7–
67]. This model accommodates, in addition to the 125
GeV Higgs, several other physical states: doubly charged
scalar (H±±), singly charged scalar (H±) and CP-even
and CP-odd neutral scalars (H0 and A0). The phe-
nomenology of these states, particularly H±±, has been
studied extensively at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
[7–46], electron colliders [47–54], muon colliders [55–58]
and electron-proton colliders [59, 60]; see Refs. [45, 61, 62]
for comprehensive reviews. Experimental collaborations
have performed several searches for H±± [68–79], and
non-observations of any significant excess over the SM
expectations have led to stringent limits on them. While
the ATLAS collaboration has set a lower limit of 1020
GeV for H±± decaying into `±`± (with ` = e, µ) [79], the
CMS collaboration has set a lower limit of 535 GeV for
those decaying into τ±τ± [73]. For H±± decaying into
W±W±, the ATLAS collaboration has excluded them
within the mass range 200–350 GeV [78].

Recently, Ref. [45] has estimated exclusion limits on
mH±± for a vast model parameter space, characterised
by the mass-splitting ∆m = mH±±−mH± and the triplet
vacuum expectation value (VEV) vt, by recasting several
searches performed by the CMS and ATLAS collabora-
tions.1 The regions corresponding to ∆m = 0 and ∆m <
0, being dominated with the so-called “golden decays” of
H±± to `±`± and W±W±, are highly constrained by the
LHC searches, as such H±± up to 1115(420) GeV masses

∗ saiyad.a@iopb.res.in
† siddharth.m@iopb.res.in
1 For H±± decaying into W±W±, Ref. [45] estimates an improved

exclusion range of 200–400 GeV compared to 200–350 GeV ob-
tained by the ATLAS collaboration in Ref. [78].

are excluded for small (large) vt. On the other hand,
a significantly large part of the model parameter space
characterised by ∆m ∼ O(10) GeV and vt ∼ O(10−7)–
O(10−3) is largely unconstrained by the existing LHC
searches. A detailed analysis for probing this region at
future e−e+ colliders has been performed in Ref. [54].
This region is dominated by the exclusive decays to one or
more off-shell W±-bosons and H0/A0. While the latter
decays to νν for vt ≤ O(10−4) and to bb̄, tt̄, ZZ, Zh, hh
for vt ≥ O(10−4), the former results in leptons and jets
with relatively low transverse momentum (pT ), termed
as soft leptons and soft jets.

The present work concerns part of the abovementioned
unconstrained region where H0/A0 exclusively decays to
νν. Therefore, the resulting final state is populated with
soft leptons and jets and low missing transverse momen-
tum (pmiss

T ). Typically, these are beset with oversized
background contributions from quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD) multijet, multitop and Drell-Yan processes,
thus are not highly sensitive to new physics searches.
Such signals, akin to those appearing in compressed mass
spectra in Supersymmetry, in principle, can be distin-
guished from the SM background by requiring either a
jet with large pT from initial state radiation that leads
to a high boost of the decaying particle pair and thus
large pmiss

T [80, 81], or two or more soft leptons along
with large pmiss

T [82, 83]. However, as it turns out, the
requirement of an energetic jet or large pmiss

T exceedingly
reduces the signal rate, thereby making such searches in-
sensitive to the present model [45]. Keeping this in mind,
we relax the aforementioned requirement to retain signal
acceptance, and require only a pair of same-sign leptons
with low invariant mass. We perform a multivariate anal-
ysis to distinguish such characteristic signal from the SM
background, including those arising from fake leptons and
electron charge misidentification.

The rest of this work is structured as follows. We
briefly outline the type-II seesaw model in Sec. II, fol-
lowed by a detailed collider analysis in Sec. III and a
summary in Sec. IV.
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II. THE HIGGS TRIPLET

In addition to the SM field content, the type-II seesaw
model employs an SU(2)L triplet scalar field with Y = 1:

∆ =

(
∆+/
√

2 ∆++

∆0 −∆+/
√

2

)
.

The scalar potential involving ∆ and the SM Higgs dou-

blet Φ =
(
Φ+ Φ0

)T
is given by [65]

V (Φ,∆) =−m2
ΦΦ†Φ +

λ

4
(Φ†Φ)2 +m2

∆Tr(∆†∆)

+ [µ(ΦT iσ2∆†Φ) + h.c.] + λ1(Φ†Φ)Tr(∆†∆)

+ λ2[Tr(∆†∆)]2 + λ3Tr[(∆†∆)2] + λ4Φ†∆∆†Φ,

where m2
Φ,m

2
∆ and µ are the mass parameters, λ and

λi (i = 1, . . . , 4) are the dimensionless quartic couplings.
The neutral components Φ0 and ∆0 procures respective
VEVs vd and vt such that

√
v2
d + 2v2

t = 246 GeV. For a
detailed description of the main dynamical features of the
scalar potential, see Ref. [65]. After the electroweak sym-
metry breaking, mixing of the identically charged states
results in several physical states:

(i) Φ0 and ∆0 mix into two CP-even states (h and H0)
and two CP-odd states (G0 and A0),

(ii) Φ± and ∆± mix into two mass states G± and H±,

(iii) ∆±± is aligned with its mass state H±±.

G0 and G± are the would-be Nambu-Goldstone bosons, h
is identified as the 125 GeV Higgs observed at the LHC,
and the rest follows the sum rule

m2
H±± −m2

H± ≈ m2
H± −m2

H0/A0 ≈ −
λ4

4
v2
d.

The Yukawa interaction Y νijL
T
i Ciσ

2∆Lj (Li stands for
the SM lepton doublet with i ∈ e, µ, τ , and C the charge-
conjugation operator) induces masses for the neutrinos:

mν =
√

2Y νvt.

The triple-like Higgses are pair produced at the LHC
via the neutral and charged current Drell-Yan mecha-
nisms:2

qq̄ → γ∗/Z∗ → H++H−−, H+H−, H0A0

qq′ →W±∗ → H±±H±, H±H0, H±A0

We evaluate the leading order (LO) cross sections
using the SARAH 4.14.4 [84, 85] generated UFO [86]

2 They are also produced via t/u-channel photon fusion as well
as vector-boson fusion processes. However, such processes are
rather sub-dominant.

modules in MadGraph5 aMC v2.7.3 [87, 88] with the
NNPDF23 lo as 0130 qed parton distribution function
[89, 90]. Fig. 1 shows the LO production cross section
for the triplet-like Higgses at the 13 TeV LHC as a func-
tion of mH±± for ∆m = 30 GeV. Following the QCD
corrections estimated in Ref. [91], we naively scale the
LO cross section by a next-to-leading order (NLO) K-
factor of 1.15.
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FIG. 1. LO production cross section for the triplet-like
Higgses for ∆m = 30 GeV at the 13 TeV LHC.

III. COLLIDER ANALYSIS

In broad terms, the phenomenology of this model
depends on three parameters, namely mH±± , vt and
∆m = mH±± −mH± , see Refs. [16, 21, 45] for detailed
discussions. As mentioned earlier, the present work con-
cerns the unconstrained parameters space characterised
by ∆m ∼ O(10) GeV and vt . O(10−4), where H±±

and H± exclusively decay into off-shell W±-bosons and
H0/A0, with the latter further decaying into νν.3 There-
fore, the resulting final state is populated with soft lep-
tons and jets and low pmiss

T . A pair of same-sign leptons
constitute the final state signature of the search presented
in this work, see Fig. 2.

3 The analysis presented in this work is largely insensitive to the
value of vt as long as vt . O(10−4), thus we do not commit to a
fixed value for vt.
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FIG. 2. Schematic diagram for qq′ → H++H− leading to a
pair of same-sign leptons and pmiss

T in the final state.

In the following, we briefly outline the relevant SM
background processes, the selection of various physics ob-
jects, and event selection, then perform a multivariate
analysis to distinguish the signal from background.

A. SM backgrounds

The final state with a pair of same-sign leptons is be-
set with less SM background contributions compared to
other final states with leptons and jets. However, for
the present analysis, we consider numerous SM processes
such as diboson, triboson and tetraboson processes, Hig-
gsstrahlung processes, single and multi-top productions
in association with/without gauge bosons, and Drell-
Yan processes. All these processes are generated using
MadGraph5 aMC v2.7.3 [87, 88] at the LO precision in
perturbative QCD, with the MLM merging scheme to
consolidate additional partons using PYTHIA 8.2 [92],
and then naively scaled by appropriate NLO (or higher,
whichever is available in the literature) K-factors [88, 93–
107].

The relevant backgrounds can be broadly divided into
three categories:

(i) Prompt background: Particles originating from
(very close vicinity of) the primary interaction
point constitute this background, with the domi-
nant contributions coming from the diboson and
top-pair production processes.

(ii) Non-prompt and fake background: Processes where
a jet is misidentified as a lepton or additional lep-
tons originate from initial and final state radiation
(ISR and FSR) photon conversions and in-flight
heavy-flavour decays constitute this background.
Though the lepton isolation requirements (men-
tioned in Section III B) significantly subdue this
contribution, a considerable fraction passes the ob-
ject selection. Estimating this contribution requires
a data-driven approach, the so-called fake factor
method, which is beyond the scope of this work.
We adopt a conservative approach, assuming a pT -
dependent probability of 0.1–0.3% for a jet to be
misidentified as a lepton [108].

(iii) Electron charge misidentification: Bremsstrahlung
interaction of the electrons with the inner detector

material triggering trident events and sniff tracks
could lead to charge misidentification. Therefore,
a small fraction of prompt background events with
a pair of opposite-sign leptons (mainly from Drell-
Yan and top-pair production processes) can lead to
same-sign leptons in the final states. To account
for this effect, all prompt electrons are naively cor-
rected with a pT - and η-dependent charge misiden-
tification probability: P (pT , η) = σ(pT ) × f(η),
where σ(pT ) and f(η) ranges from 0.02 to 0.1 and
0.03 to 1, respectively [109].

B. Object selection

We pass the MadGraph5 aMC v2.7.3 generated parton-
level events into PYTHIA 8.2 [92] to simulate subsequent
decays for the unstable particles, ISR and FSR, show-
ering, fragmentation and hadronisation, and then into
Delphes 3.4.2 with the default CMS card [110] for sim-
ulating detector effects as well as reconstructing various
physics objects, viz. photons, electrons, muons and jets.

The jet constituents are clustered using the anti-kT al-
gorithm [111] with a jet radius R = 0.4 as implemented
in FastJet 3.3.2 [112]. While the jets are required to
be within the pseudorapidity range |η| < 2.4 and have a
transverse momentum pT > 20 GeV, the leptons (elec-
trons and muons) are required to have |η| < 2.5 and
pT > 10 GeV. Further, to ensure that the leptons are
isolated, we demand the scalar sum of the pT s of all other
objects lying within a cone of radius 0.3(0.4) around an
electron (a muon) to be smaller than 10%(15%) of its pT .
Finally, pmiss

T is estimated from the momentum imbalance
in the transverse direction associated to all reconstructed
objects (including photons) in an event.

C. Event selection

The present analysis requires events with a pair of
same-sign isolated leptons. For such events, we apply
the following preselection requirements.

(i) We reject events with m`` ∈ [3, 3.2] GeV to lessen
the contribution from J/ψ resonance. No veto is
applied around other resonances like Υ or Ψ as
these contributions are rather sub-dominant.

(ii) We require m`` > 1 GeV and the angular separa-
tion between the leptons ∆R`` > 0.05 to suppress
the nearly collinear lepton pairs resulting from
ISR/FSR photon conversions or spurious pairs of
tracks with shared hits from muon bremsstrahlung
interactions.

(iii) Leptons are required to separated from the recon-
structed jets by ∆R`,j > 0.4. This, along with the
lepton isolation requirements, suppress non-prompt
leptons from in-flight heavy-flavour decays.
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(iv) Both the leptons are required to have pT > 15 GeV.
Though this is at par with the dilepton triggers
used in 2015 in the Run 2 LHC [113], a little higher
pT thresholds have been used [114, 115] in the later
years. A trigger with higher pT thresholds would
reduce the signal acceptance. Therefore, to retain
the signal rate, a ‘combined’ trigger with pT (`1,2) >
15 GeV and the dilepton invariant mass m`` < 60
GeV can be used.

Shown in Fig. 3 is the normalised distributions of m``

for the signal and background events after the pT (`1,2) >
15 GeV selection. The signal events are shown for a
benchmark defined by

BP1 : mH±± = 200 GeV, ∆m = 30 GeV.

For the signal, it falls rapidly with an end point near
60 GeV as occasioned by the compressed mass spectrum
considered in BP1. On the contrary, the background
boasts a peak at the Z-boson mass with the lion’s share
of the contributions accruing from Z → e−e+ due to
electron charge misidentification. Not only does the se-
lection m`` < 60 GeV help with the trigger, but it also
vanquishes the oversized background contribution.

0 50 100
 [GeV]llm

0

0.08

0.16

0.24

0.32

0.4

1/
N

 d
N

/5

Signal

Background

FIG. 3. Normalised distributions of m`` for the signal (BP1)
and background events after the pT (`1,2) > 15 GeV selection.

D. Multivariate analysis

We now perform a multivariate analysis with the BDT
classifier implemented in the TMVA 4.3 toolkit [116] in-
tegrated into ROOT 6.24 [117] to distinguish the signals
from backgrounds. For training and testing the classifier,
106 signal events for eachmH±± within the [150,400] GeV
range in steps of 50 GeV, and at least of worth 3000 fb−1

luminosity of background events are fed. Of these, 50%
are picked randomly for training, and the rest are used
for testing. The classifier is trained with the adaptive
boost algorithm with a learning rate of 0.1, 500 decision

trees with 5% minimum node size and a depth of 5 layers
per tree into a forest, and the Gini index being used for
node splitting. The relevant BDT hyperparameters are
summarised in Table I.

BDT hyperparameter Optimised choice

NTrees 500
MinNodeSize 5%
MaxDepth 5
BoostType AdaBoost
AdaBoostBeta 0.1
UseBaggedBoost True
BaggedSampleFraction 0.5
SeparationType GiniIndex
nCuts 20

TABLE I. Summary of optimised BDT hyperparameters.

We use the following kinematic variables as input fea-
tures to the BDT classifier:4.

pT (`1,2), pmiss
T , m``, ∆R``,

pT (``)

LT
and ∆φ(``, pmiss

T ),

where pT (``) is the dilepton system’s pT , and LT is the
scalar sum of all jets and leptons’ pT . Normalised dis-
tributions for some of these features are shown in Fig. 4,
the rest are not shown for brevity. These features consti-
tute a minimal set with a good separation power between
the signal and background, which is usually measured in
terms of the method-unspecific separation and method-
specific ranking. For a given feature x, the former is
defined as

〈S2〉 =
1

2

∫
[x̂S(x)− x̂B(x)]

2

x̂S(x) + x̂B(x)
dx

where x̂S(x) and x̂B(x) are the probability density func-
tions of x for the signal and background, respectively.
The method-specific ranking demonstrates the relative
importance of the input features in separating the sig-
nal from background. Both these measures are shown
in Table II. As it turns out, ∆R`` is the best separating
variable, while pT (`1,2) are the ones with least separating
power. Shown in Fig. 5 is the Pearson’s linear correlation
matrix, with the coefficients defined as

ρ(x, y) =
〈xy〉 − 〈x〉〈y〉

σxσy
,

where 〈x〉 and σx, respectively, are the expectation value
and standard deviation of x. These input features are
not highly correlated, and thus constitute a minimal set.

4 Just like ∆R``, the azimuthal separation between the leptons
∆φ`` can be used as an input feature. However, these two vari-
ables are highly correlated, thus we drop the latter.
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Lastly, the classifier is checked for overtraining by per-
forming the Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test which com-
pares the BDT response curves for the training and test-
ing subsamples. The response curves shown in Fig. 6
exhibit no considerable overtraining.
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FIG. 4. Normalised distributions for some of the input fea-
tures. The signal distributions are for BP1.

Method-unspecific Method-specific
Feature separation ranking

pmiss
T 0.5945 0.214

∆R`` 0.4777 0.3015
pT (``)
LT

0.4586 0.2086

m`` 0.368 0.08534
pT (`1) 0.1481 0.04751
pT (`2) 0.08474 0.05806
∆φ(``, pmiss

T ) 0.03997 0.08499

TABLE II. Method-unspecific separation and method-
specific ranking of the input features.

For brevity, the receiver-operator-characteristic (ROC)
curve quantifying the BDT performance is not shown. In-
stead, we show the variation of the discovery significance
(estimated using the formula given in Section. III E) as
a function of the BDT response for mH±± = 200, 300
and 400 GeV with ∆m = 30 GeV in Fig. 7. As apparent
from this, the discovery significance reaches it’s maxi-
mum for the BDT response of 0.4, albeit irrespective of
mH±± , demonstrating the robustness of the BDT classi-
fier’s training. Therefore, to maximise the sensitivity of
the search, we require

BDT response > 0.4.

Table III shows the remaining background and signal (for
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FIG. 5. Correlations in % among the input features for the
signal (left) and background (right).
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mH±± = 200, 300 and 400 GeV with ∆m = 30 GeV)
cross sections after the above selection.

Event sample Cross section (fb)

γ∗/Z∗ 2.6344
W±Z 1.4435
W±W±V (V = W,Z) 0.7913
tt̄V 0.7313
tt̄ 0.5535
Others 1.0618
Total background 7.2158
Signal: mH±± = 200 GeV 4.6235
Signal: mH±± = 300 GeV 0.6906
Signal: mH±± = 400 GeV 0.1841

TABLE III. Background and signal cross sections (fb) after
the selection: BDT response > 0.4.

E. Discovery and exclusion projection

Finally, we estimate the discovery and exclusion pro-
jection for different mH±± . The median expected discov-
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FIG. 7. Discovery significance as a function of the BDT
response for mH±± = 200, 300 and 400 GeV with ∆m = 30
GeV.

ery and exclusion significances are estimated as [118–120]

Zdis =

[
2

(
(s+ b) ln

[
(s+ b)(b+ δ2

b )

b2 + (s+ b)δ2
b

]

− b2

δ2
b

ln

[
1 +

δ2
bs

b(b+ δ2
b )

])]1/2

,

Zexc =

[
2

{
s− b ln

(
b+ s+ x

2b

)
− b2

δ2
b

ln

(
b− s+ x

2b

)}

− (b+ s− x)(1 + b/δ2
b )

]1/2

where x =
√

(s+ b)2 − 4sbδ2
b/(b+ δ2

b ), s and b are the
numbers of signal and background events, respectively,
and δb is the background uncertainty. Without going
into the intricacy of estimating the latter, we assume it
to be 20%, albeit conservatively. In Fig. 8, we show the
required luminosities (in fb−1) needed to achieve 95% CL
(1.645σ) exclusion and 5σ discovery for different mH±±

with ∆m = 30 GeV. For high mH±± , the signal cross
section falls quickly, and thus the sensitivity.

We find that, for ∆m = 30 GeV, this model could
be probed up to mH±± = 260(330) GeV with 5σ dis-
covery (95% CL exclusion) significance with the already
collected Run 2 LHC data (∼ 139 fb−1). Whereas, for
the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) with 3000 fb−1 data,
this limit extends to 360 (420) GeV.

Δm = 30 GeV

5 σ discovery
95 % CL exclusion

R
eq

ui
re

d 
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 100

 1000
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FIG. 8. Required luminosity (fb−1) for the 5σ discovery and
95% CL exclusion for different mH±± with ∆m = 30 GeV.

IV. SUMMARY

Non-observations of any significant excess over the SM
expectation in all the experimental searches looking for
doubly-charged Higgses thus far have led to stringent
limits on them. While interpreted in the context of the
type-II seesaw model, the triplet-like Higgses are already
excluded up to a few hundred GeV masses for a vast re-
gion of the model parameter space [45]. In this work, we
peruse a scenario, akin to compressed mass spectra in Su-
persymmetry, which these experimental searches are not
sensitive to and consequently, is largely unconstrained.
We perform a multivariate analysis to distinguish signals
with a pair of same-sign leptons with low invariant mass
from the SM processes, including those concerning fake
leptons and electron charge misidentification, and find
that a significant part of the hitherto unconstrained pa-
rameter space could be probed with the already collected
Run2 LHC and future HL-LHC data.

In closing, we mention that the search strategy pre-
sented here is also applicable to other scalar extensions
of the SM with compressed mass spectra where the light-
est scalar state decays invisibly.
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Abstract

The total and differential cross sections of the elastic proton-neutron and antiproton-neutron

scattering are studied in a holographic QCD model, focusing on the Regge regime. Taking into

account the Pomeron and Reggeon exchange, which are described by the Reggeized spin-2 glueball

and vector meson propagator respectively, those cross sections are obtained. It is presented that

the currently available experimental data of the total cross sections can be well described within

the model. Once a single adjustable parameter is determined with the total cross section data,

the differential cross sections can be calculated without any additional parameters. Although the

available differential cross section data are limited, it is found that our predictions are consistent

with those.

I. INTRODUCTION

High energy elastic hadron-hadron scattering has played an important role in improving

our knowledge of the strong interaction for several decades. Its cross sections shall, in prin-

ciple, be described by QCD, but perturbative calculations are only available in some quite

limited kinematic region, such as the high energy limit [1–3], due to the nonperturbative

nature of the involved quark-gluon dynamics, which is the reason why in most kinematic

regions effective approaches are basically needed. The theoretical analysis for the forward

scattering is especially difficult, since the underlying partonic dynamics is highly nonper-

turbative. Historically, it is known that those cross sections can be well described by the

Pomeron and Reggeon exchange, which can be interpreted as the multi-gluon and meson

exchange, respectively. Donnachie and Landshoff first showed that experimental data of

various hadron-hadron total cross sections can be well reproduced with this description [4].

The Pomeron and Reggeon exchange can also be realized in the framework of holographic

QCD, and in this work we apply this to the analysis of the elastic proton-neutron (pn) and

antiproton-neutron (p̄n) scattering.

Holographic QCD [5–12] is an effective approach to QCD, which has been constructed

based on the anti–de Sitter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence [13–15]. This
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method has served as a useful tool to perform analysis for the nonperturbative physical

quantities, and has been successfully applied to studies of the spectrum and structure of

hadrons [16–26]. Applications to various high energy scattering processes have also been

intensively done, and a lot of successful results have been obtained so far [27–41]. In partic-

ular, in Ref. [41] the cross sections of the elastic proton-proton (pp) and proton-antiproton

(pp̄) scattering were investigated, considering the Pomeron and Reggeon exchange in holo-

graphic QCD, and it was shown that the experimental data can be well described in a wide

kinematic region.

The present work is an extension of Ref. [41], and we apply the framework to study

the total and differential cross sections of the pn and p̄n scattering, focusing on the Regge

regime, in which the condition s � |t| (s and t are the Mandelstam variables) is satisfied.

The Pomeron and Reggeon exchange are described by the Reggeized spin-2 glueball and vec-

tor meson propagator, respectively. The Pomeron-nucleon couplings are described by the

nucleon gravitational form factor, which can be obtained with the bottom-up AdS/QCD

model [21]. The model includes several parameters which should be determined with ex-

perimental data, but considering the universality of the Pomeron and Reggeon, part of the

parameter set obtained in Ref. [41] can directly be employed in this study.

It is known that the isospin symmetry between the proton and neutron is a particularly

good symmetry, which can be seen by the fact that the mass difference between these

particles is surprisingly small. However, since the charge difference affects the Reggeon-

nucleon couplings, the Reggeon-neutron coupling constant needs to be newly determined,

which can be made with the experimental data of the pn total cross section. Once this

coupling constant is determined, the differential cross sections can be calculated without any

additional parameters. We present that the total cross section data can be well described

within the model and our predictions for the differential cross section are also consistent

with the data. Since the Pomeron contribution becomes dominant as the energy increases,

it is expected that the differences between the pn and p̄n cross sections may decrease. This

behavior is explicitly shown for both the total and differential cross sections.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce the model setup

which describes the elastic pn and p̄n scattering in the Regge regime. We explain how to

deal with the parameters involved in the model, and present our numerical results for the

total and differential cross sections in Sec. III. Finally, the conclusion of this work is given
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in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL SETUP

In this study we investigate the elastic pn and p̄n scattering in the Regge regime, taking

into account the Pomeron and Reggeon exchange. Following the preceding study [41], here

we introduce expressions for the total and differential cross section. The Pomeron and

Reggeon exchange can be described by the Reggeized spin-2 glueball and vector meson

propagator, respectively. Since we can consider these contributions separately, the total

scattering amplitudes are written as

Apn(p̄n)
tot = Apn(p̄n)

g +Apn(p̄n)
v . (1)

Considering the two-body scattering process, 1(p1) + 2(p2)→ 3(p3) + 4(p4), in the Regge

limit the massive spin-2 glueball propagator is given by [42]

Dg
αβγδ(k) =

−i
2(k2 +m2

g)
(ηαγηβδ + ηαδηβγ), (2)

where k = p3 − p1 and mg is the glueball mass. The glueball-nucleon-nucleon vertex in the

Regge limit is given by

Γµνg =
λgA(t)

2
(γµP ν + γνP µ), (3)

where P = (p1 + p3)/2, t = −k2, and λg is the coupling constant. A(t) is the nucleon

form factor, which will be specified later. The vector meson propagator and vector-nucleon-

nucleon vertex are written as

Dv
µν(k) =

i

k2 +mv

ηµν , (4)

Γµv = −iλvγµ, (5)

respectively, where mv is the vector meson mass, and λv is the coupling constant.

The scattering amplitudes for the glueball and vector meson exchange can be expressed

as

Apn(p̄n)
g = (ū1Γαβg u3)Dg

αβγδ(k)(ū2Γγδg u4), (6)

Apn(p̄n)
v = (ū1Γµvu3)Dv

µν(k)(ū2Γνvu4), (7)

4



respectively. Since s � |t| , u1 ≈ u3, and u2 ≈ u4, the differential cross section can be

obtained as

dσ

dt
=

1

16πs2
|Apn(p̄n)

tot |2

=
λ4
gs

2A2(t)

16π|t−m2
g|2

+
λ2
gλ

2
vA

2(t)s

8π

[
1

(t−m2
g)
∗ ×

1

t−m2
v

+
1

(t−m2
v)
∗ ×

1

t−m2
g

]
+

λ4
v

4π|t−m2
v|2
,

(8)

where the asterisk indicates complex conjugation.

Since this equation only describes the exchange of the lightest states, the both propagators

need to be Reggeized to include contributions from the higher spin states on the Regge

trajectories. Following the Reggeization procedure explained in detail in Ref. [43], the spin-

2 glueball propagator needs to be replaced with

1

t−m2
g

→
α′g
2
e−

iπαg(t)

2

(
α′gs

2

)αg(t)−2 Γ
[
3− χg

2

]
Γ
[
1− αg(t)

2

]
Γ
[
2− χg

2
+ αg(t)

2

] , (9)

where χg ≡ αg(s) + αg(u) + αg(t) in which αg(x) = αg(0) + α′gx. αg(0) and α′g correspond

to the Pomeron intercept and slope, respectively. On the other hand, the vector meson

propagator needs to be replaced with

1

t−m2
v

→ α′ve
− iπαv(t)

2 sin

[
παv(t)

2

]
(α′vs)

αv(t)−1
Γ[−αv(t)], (10)

where αv(t) = αv(0) + α′vt.

Therefore, the differential cross section which includes contributions from the higher spin

states can be obtained as

dσ

dt
=
λ4
gs

2A4(t)

16π

α′g
2

Γ
[
3− χg

2

]
Γ
[
1− αg(t)

2

]
Γ
[
2− χg

2
+ αg(t)

2

] (
α′gs

2

)αg(t)−2
2

+
λ2
gλ

2
vsA

2(t)

4π

α′g
2

Γ
[
3− χg

2

]
Γ
[
1− αg(t)

2

]
Γ
[
2− χg

2
+ αg(t)

2

] (
α′gs

2

)αg(t)−2


×
[
α′v sin

(
παv(t)

2

)
(α′vs)

αv(t)−1Γ[−αv(t)]
]

cos
[π

2
(αg(t)− αv(t))

]
+
λ4
v

4π

[
α′v sin

(
παv(t)

2

)
(α′vs)

αv(t)−1Γ[−αv(t)]
]2

, (11)
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which leads to the total cross section:

σtot =λ2
g sin

(
παg(0)

2

) Γ
[
3− χg

2

]
Γ
[
1− αg(t)

2

]
Γ
[
2− χg

2
+ αg(t)

2

] (
α′gs

2

)αg(0)−1

− 2λ2
vα
′
v sin2

(
παv(0)

2

)
(α′vs)

αv(0)−1Γ[−αv(0)]. (12)

To numerically evaluate the differential cross section, the nucleon form factor A(t) needs

to be specified. For this we employ the gravitational form factor calculated with the bottom-

up AdS/QCD model [21]. Utilizing the soft-wall model, in which the AdS geometry is

smoothly cut off in the infrared region, it can be obtained as

A(t) = (a+ 1)
[
−(1 + a+ 2a2) + 2a(1 + 2a2)Φ(−1, 1, a)

]
, (13)

where Φ(−1, 1, a) is the LerchPhi function, and a = t/(8κ2) in which κ is a parameter.

κ affects the behavior of the nucleon wave function at the infrared boundary, and can

be determined with the nucleon and ρ meson mass, mn and mρ, following the relations:

m2
n = 8κ2 and m2

ρ = 4κ2. Hence, this form factor does not bring any adjustable parameters

into the present model setup.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Here we explain how to determine the model parameters and display the numerical results.

The present model involves eight parameters in total. However, for most of them we can

utilize the values determined in the preceding studies, due to the universality of the Pomeron

and Reggeon. All the parameter values used in this study are summarized in Table I. For

the Pomeron related parameters, we utilize the values obtained in Ref. [37], in which only

the Pomeron exchange contribution was taken into account to investigate the pp and pp̄

cross sections, focusing on the high energy region. For the Reggeon related parameters,

except for the Reggeon-neutron coupling λvnn, we utilize the values determined in Ref. [41],

in which both the Pomeron and Reggeon contributions were considered to describe the pp

and pp̄ total cross sections in the medium energy region. Since the charge difference affects

the Reggeon coupling, the Reggeon-proton and Reggeon-antiproton coupling constant, λvpp

and λvp̄p̄, are different from each other.

Therefore, to investigate the pn and p̄n scattering, we only need to determine a single

adjustable parameter, which is the Reggeon-neutron coupling constant λvnn. In this study,
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TABLE I. Parameter values

Parameter Value Source

αg(0) 1.084 fit to pp(pp̄) scattering data at high energies [37]

α′g 0.368 GeV−2 fit to pp(pp̄) scattering data at high energies [37]

λg 9.593 GeV−1 fit to pp(pp̄) scattering data at high energies [37]

αv(0) 0.444 fit to pp(pp̄) scattering data at medium energies [41]

α′v 0.925 GeV−2 fit to pp(pp̄) scattering data at medium energies [41]

λvpp 7.742 fit to pp(pp̄) scattering data at medium energies [41]

λvp̄p̄ 16.127 fit to pp(pp̄) scattering data at medium energies [41]

λvnn 8.088 ± 0.029 this work

this determination is done by performing a numerical fit, utilizing the MINUIT package [44]

and focusing on the total cross section at
√
s ≥ 5 GeV. Using Eq. (12) and the pn and

p̄n total cross section data summarized by the Particle Data Group (PDG) in 2022 [45],

we determine λvnn, and the resulting best fit value is shown in Table I. We display our

calculations in Fig. 1. It can be seen that the experimental data for both the pn and p̄n

scattering are well described with the present model in the medium energy region, where

both the Pomeron and Reggeon exchange give substantial contributions to the cross section.

Once the parameter λvnn is determined, using Eq. (11), we can predict the differential

cross section without any additional parameters. Our predictions for the pn scattering at
√
s ≥ 10 GeV are shown in Fig. 2. Although the

√
s range, in which the experimental

data exist, is narrow, one can find that our predictions are consistent with the data in the

considered kinematic region. As to the p̄n scattering, currently there is no available data,

with which we can compare our predictions. Hence we present the comparison between our

predictions for the pn and p̄n scattering in Fig. 3. It is found that the differences between the

pn and p̄n results decrease as the energy increases, which reflects the fact that the Reggeon

contribution decreases and the Pomeron contribution becomes dominant. At
√
s = 50 GeV,

the both results take the almost same values.
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101 √
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m

b
)

pn (this work)

p̄n (this work)

pn (PDG2022)

p̄n (PDG2022)

FIG. 1. The total cross section as a function of
√
s. The solid and dashed curve represent our

calculations for the pn and p̄n scattering, respectively. The experimental data are taken from

Ref. [45].

IV. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the elastic pn and p̄n scattering in a holographic QCD model, taking

into account the Pomeron and Reggeon exchange in the Regge regime. In our model setup,

the Pomeron and Reggeon exchange are described by the Reggeized spin-2 glueball and

vector meson propagator, respectively, and for the Pomeron-nucleon coupling the nucleon

gravitational form factor, which can be calculated with the bottom-up AdS/QCD model, is

utilized. There are several parameters in the model, but for most of them we can employ the

values determined in the preceding studies, due the universality of the Pomeron and Reggeon.

Hence we only need to determine a single parameter, which is the Reggeon-neutron coupling

constant, to calculate the pn and p̄n cross sections.

Focusing on the total cross section, we have performed a numerical fit to determine this

parameter, and found that the experimental data of both the pn and p̄n can be well de-

scribed within the model. Once the parameter is determined, the differential cross section

can be predicted without any adjustable parameters. Although the currently available data
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FIG. 2. The differential cross section of the pn scattering as a function of |t| for various
√
s. The

dashed curves represent our predictions, and the experimental data are taken from Ref. [46].
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pn

p̄n
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p̄n
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FIG. 3. The differential cross section as a function of |t| for
√
s = 10, 20, and 50 GeV. The dotted

and dashed curves represent our predictions for the pn and p̄n scattering, respectively.

are limited, we have explicitly shown that our predictions are consistent with those, which
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implies the predictive ability of the present model. Further applications to other scattering

processes are certainly needed. Moreover, it is expected that future experiments of high

energy forward scattering will help to better constrain the model and improve our under-

standing of the nonperturbative nature of the strong interaction, which is one of the most

important problems in high energy physics.
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ABSTRACT: 

The Electron, Proton and Alpha Monitor (EPAM), located at the L1 Position approximately 1-

million miles from the earth in the direction of the sun, was designed to detect fluctuations in 

solar output through counting the numbers of various particles hitting the detector.  The EPAM 

detector is part of an early warning system that can alert the earth to coronal mass ejection events 

that can damage our electronic grids and satellite equipment.  EPAM gives a real-time estimate 

of changes in the local solar magnetic field directed towards the earth, recorded in the 

fluctuations of solar particles being ejected.  This paper presents an analysis of fluctuations in 

data taken by the Geological Survey of Israel (GSI) compared to the changes in detected 

numbers of protons as seen by EPAM.  Surprisingly, the GSI and EPAM detectors show an 

unexpected correlation between the variation in count rate detected by the GSI detectors and an 

increased numbers of protons seen at EPAM  – well above statistical significance of 5𝜎, 

indicating a non-random connection between the data sets.  The statistically significant overlap 

between data taken by these two detectors, subject to very different conditions, may hint at a 

Primakoff mechanism whereby exotic particles, e.g. galactic Dark Matter, couple through 

magnetic fields to both photons and nuclei.  This work builds on an earlier paper on the 

observations of Radon decay and their implications for particle physics. 
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Introduction: 

 The Geological Survey of Israel (GSI) developed an experiment to search for anomalies 

in Radon (222Rn) decays over an eleven year period of time.  The GSI data reviewed here 

considers just the gamma rays emitted from daughter particles of the radon; which were detected 

by NaI detectors.  Much of the GSI data has previously been reviewed by both the Lead 

Scientist, G. Steinitz, and subsequently by Solar Physicist, P. Sturrock et al.  The data showed 

the eleven year solar cycle prominently, indicating a connection between the observed nuclear 

decay and solar physics.  Sturrock postulated the connection may be indicative of solar neutrinos 

impacting on nuclear decays at the GSI detector on earth.  This paper looks at the correlations 

between excitations and depletions, significant changes, in the GSI measured 222Rn count rate as 

compared to enhanced protons count observed by the Electron Proton Alpha Monitor (EPAM) 

detector.  Significant changes in the GSI count rate, if due to a physics effect, could indicate 

oscillations in background neutral, weakly interacting particles, e.g. neutrinos, axions or galactic 

ALPs.  While enhancement in the proton count seen by EPAM is associated with Coronal Mass 

Ejections (CMEs) and other surface solar activity, e.g. solar winds, solar flares and coronal 

holes.  One possible physics connection between these two data sets is the Primakoff production, 

steering and focusing of neutral weakly interacting matter through the coupling of solar photons 

to solar magnetic fields.  If such an effect is being observed, this could explain observations of 

the eleven year cycle in the GSI data as first reported by Steinitz and Sturrock.   

 

GSI Data Analysis: 

 To extract the times for which the GSI data showed either a strong excess or depletion in 

the count rate, the data was first averaged over a two week window that was used to defined 

“Canonical Day.”  Figure 1 (Top Left) shows a sample of the GSI data, taken in January of 2008, 

to illustrate the process.  A two week window of data was used to determine how the count rate 

should vary over the period of a single, 24 hour day.  The averaged daily variation per hour is 

shown in Figure 1 (Top Right).  The actual process included: 1. A pedestal is subtracted by using 

a straight line with endpoints at times ti = 12:00am and tf = 11:45pm for each day, 2. The hourly 

variation above the pedestal is averaged for 14 consecutive days, and 3. The new “Canonical 

Day” is fitted to data throughout the year using a sinusoidal envelop function as seen in Figure 1 

(Bottom).  Additionally, a random noise is added to the canonical day each 24 hours to give a 
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better Monte Carlo approach.  The data from GSI can be overlaid to determine the degree of fit 

to the Simulated GSI (GSI Sim) resulting from this approach.  

 

   

   
Figure 1: GSI Data from January of 2008 Raw (Top Left), GSI Canonical Day based on a 14-day 

period as shown, (Top Right), 2008 data for GSI overlaid with GSI Simulated data (Bottom Left) 

and 2008 Sample Data showing points selected after a cut on the | GSI – GSI Sim | of > 11,000 

(counts) has been applied (Bottom Right). 

 

A cut can now be applied to the absolute value of the difference between the expected data set, 

GSI Sim, and the actual GSI data.  This extracts all instances where the GSI showed either an 

excess or depletion in the count rate compared to the expected values (Canonical Day).  A 

requirement that the GSI data varied from the simulation by at least 11,000 counts per 15-minute 

period was applied.  Whenever the cut was passed, the time period was labeled ‘1’ and if the data 

was within the cut range the time period was labeled ‘0’ as seen in Figure 1 (Bottom Right). 
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 Ten years of GSI data (2008 – 2017) was processed using the steps illustrated for 2008.  

Once all data was processed, the extracted time series for GSI could be compared to a time series 

for EPAM, where a similar analysis had been applied to determine excess proton counts.   

 

EPAM Data Analysis: 

 Similar to GSI, the Electron Proton Alpha Monitor (EPAM) data for protons passing the 

detector at L1 showed significant fluctuations over the course of a year.  Figure 2 shows raw data 

from 2008. 

 
Figure 2: Sample proton count data (orange and gold) from the EPAM detector showing 

undulation throughout the year.  The annual pedestal values (blue) and an applied cut (gray) have 

been overlaid to show the events identified as expected (gold) and those identified as above 

threshold (orange). 

 

As with the GSI data, whenever the count rate of protons at the EPAM detector exceeded 

expectations, Figure 1 (orange), that time period was labeled ‘1’ and whenever the data fell 

below the cut, Figure 1 (gold), that time period was labeled ‘0’.  This created a time series of ‘1’ 

and ‘0’ as with the GSI data for comparison.   

 

Overlap of Time Series Points: 

A comparison of the GSI and EPAM time series appears in Table 1 below.  When the two 

series are unshifted relative to one another, there is a significant overlap between the appearance 
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of elevations in the proton count rate at EPAM and anomalous changes in the gamma count rate 

in the GSI detector.  The algorithm used to determine the degree of overlap between the GSI 

time series (Gi) and the EPAM times series (Ei) involves sum of a point-by-point product of the 

two series, labeled O, and can be written as: 

1. 𝑂 = ∑ 𝐺' × 𝐸'*
'+,  

This product is compared to the probability that events labeled ‘1’ in both data sets will 

randomly appear at the same time Pr:   

2. 𝑃. =
∑ /01
023
*

	×	∑ 501
023
*

 

which when multiplied by the length of the series (N) gives the expected number of overlapping 

points, denoted as E:   

3. 𝐸 = 𝑁 × 𝑃. 

An excess or deficit occurs whenever the actual overlap calculated by 1 is greater or less than 

what was expected as calculated by 2.  To determine the statistical significance of any excess or 

deficit, one simply has to subtract the value for the expected overlap (E) from what is actually 

observed (O) and divided by the square-root of what was expected. 

4. 𝜎 = 785
√5

 

The table cites the statistical significance determine in this manner; Figure 3 also displays the 

overlap excess for a sliding window of time in terms of the statistical significance. 

It should be reiterated that these two detectors are spatially almost 1 Million miles apart 

and that EPAM neither circles the Earth nor is subject to the Earth’s atmosphere.  These facts, 

coupled with the lack of observations of similar oscillations in NaI detector data, when 

performing measurements on other gamma ray sources, makes this correlation quite possibly an 

indication of a physical process. 

 
Table 1: Statistical comparison between times series defining anomalies in GSI count rate and 

elevations in the EPAM proton count rate.   

Comparison STATS D
P1 = Prob. GSI08 0.04712571
P2 = Prob. EPAM09 0.24105143
Prod P1*P2 0.01135972
Eval = Expect Value 3975.90226
Actuals 4323
Sig(Eval - Actual) 5.50470351
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Comparison of the GSI and EPAM time series as defined show a statistical significance 

of 5.5𝜎 when the two series start at the same time (Jan. 01, 2008 at 12:00am).  Figure 3 shows 

what happens if the time series windows are shifted relative to one another.  Light-mass (sub-

milli-eV), weakly interacting particles created in or around the Sun can have ultra-relativistic 

velocities, moving close to the speed of light.  Whereas protons ejected from the Sun during 

magnetic reconnections, coronal holes or solar flares can have velocities typically from 100-

10000 km/s.  The lower energy range of protons counted by EPAM has been used in the 

constructed time series, which has velocities ~ 3150 km/s.  These protons can take hours to days 

to reach the L1 position.  Thus, there can be a significant time delay between the arrival of a GSI 

event versus the arrival of protons at EPAM.  

 
Figure 3: The statistical significance of excessive overlap between the GSI and EPAM time series 

for a sliding time window.  Right of zero, EPAM data is shifted to occur at a later time (x-axis) 

than the GSI event.  Left of zero, GSI data is shifted to occur at a later time than the EPAM event.  

The observed excess in overlap between these two time series is plotted as a function of its 

statistical significance (y-axis).  Points identified by Peak A can be compared to those in Peak C. 

 

Figure 3 shows that whenever the two time series are shifted relative to one another, the process 

results in an oscillation in the degree of overlap.  A detailed comparison between the GSI-EPAM 

overlapped data points identified in Peak (A), defined by time values between t=5 and t=20, to 

those in Peak (C), defined by time values between t=55 and t=70, shows that there is about a 

20% difference (~ 850+ distinct time periods)  in the total points associated with these two 

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

-50 0 50 100 150 200 250

S
t
a

t
is

t
ic

a
l 

S
ig

n
if

ic
a

n
c
e

Time in Hours

Statistical Overlap of GSI and EPAM Time Series - Window Shifting

S_GSI-EPAM

A 

C 



 7 

peaks.  The identified excess in overlapping points between GSI and EPAM for either peak 

numbers less than 600.  This could indicate that the two peaks come from two distinct dynamical 

processes and not from some form of oscillation in either time series – further analysis on sliding 

window techniques for times series where multivariable process occur will be completed. 

One possible explanation of these results is the creation of or focusing of weakly 

interacting particles in the vicinity of the sun.  Weakly interacting particles such as neutrinos are 

regularly detected on Earth using nuclear materials: 71Ga → 71Ge.  If these particles are part of 

the galactic dust, the natural motion of the Sun could lead to an exchange of energy with this 

material through the Primakoff mechanism connecting photonic, magnetic and weakly 

interacting particles.  This in turn could explain the imprinting of solar magnetism onto the GSI 

data set as a whole.  Due to the complex interactions that the sun can have with any weakly 

interacting particles thought to fill the galaxy, e.g. neutrinos, axions and other ALPs, the arrival 

times for protons at the EPAM detector when compared to particles impacting GSI may show 

multiple dynamical effects. 

 

Conclusion: 

The absence of strong oscillations, as observed for radon decay in the GSI data, in other 

data sets measuring decays of different nuclear isotopes, implies that radon may have properties 

that make it more sensitive to environmental factors.  The GSI data has already been shown to 

display the 11-year solar cycle (see work of Sturrock et al.) which supports the notion that the 

data is influenced by solar magnetism.  These facts should be followed up on by future 

experiments to both verify the GSI data in a hermetically sealed system and to search for 

environmental factors that can directly influence radon decay.  

The EPAM detector, which measures protons streaming from the Sun, records data that is 

heavily impacted by solar magnetic effects.  At a position of almost 1 Million miles from Earth, 

there are few reasons to expect to see any correlations between the EPAM data and any data 

measuring nuclear decays with instruments on the surface of the Earth.  What is most fascinating 

and unexpected in this analysis, the EPAM proton count rate data shows a strong correlation with 

the count rate for gammas emitted from a chain decay process of 222Rn, as seen by the GSI 

instruments.   
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In hadronic collisions, heavy quarks are produced in hard scattering processes with a
large momentum transfer. Theoretical predictions based on perturbative quantum chro-
modynamics (pQCD) describe reasonably well the transverse momentum (pT) dependence
of the charm quark production cross-sections in proton-proton (pp) collisions [1,2]. The
situation is different in collisions of heavy-ions, where quark-gluon plasma (QGP), a state
of matter with asymptotically free partons at extremely high temperature and density, is
created (see Ref. [3] for a review). In fact, the behaviour of particles passing through the
nuclear medium changes if QGP is present [4], and the effect varies for different particles
depending on their properties. In particular, the hadronization process can be affected by
phenomena like coalescence (see Refs. [5–9]), which would modify the relative abundance
of baryons and mesons compared to the behaviour in pp collisions, where effects from
QGP are expected to be small.

Moreover, several QGP models predict that strange (s) quark production is enhanced
in heavy-ion collisions, as first reported in Ref. [10]; thus, strangeness enhancement
and strange antibaryon abundance are considered signatures for QGP formation [11–13],
mainly due to the predominance of the gluonic production mechanism gg → ss̄. This
feature allows s-quark production to reach equilibrium on a timescale comparable with
the QGP lifetime, due to the high gluon density in the QGP. In addition, the expected
temperature for the QCD phase transition is around 100–200 MeV/c2, which is close to the
mass strange quark and therefore the strangeness formation time is similar to the expected
lifetime of the QGP [14]. Consequently, strangeness chemical equilibrium in QGP is
possible, forming a QGP made of u, d and s quarks and gluons. This would lead to an
abundant s-quark density in QGP. The particles that are supposed to be mostly enhanced
are the antihyperons (strange antibaryons), but all strange particles are expected to see an
enhancement in QGP compared to a hadron gas. Strangeness enhancement is investigated
at accelerators by studying the ratio of production rates of hadrons containing a strange
quark to those without, as done, by experiments at CERN [15] and RHIC [16,17].

In proton-lead (pPb) collisions, the energy density is not expected to be sufficient to
produce a QGP medium. However, theoretical models predict the formation of “QGP
droplets” [18], which could partially induce the same behaviour, albeit less pronounced,
as in PbPb collisions. In addition, in pPb interactions so-called “cold nuclear matter”
(CNM) effects are also present, which can mimic the behaviour caused by QGP but via
different mechanisms [19].

Observing a strangeness enhancement in pPb collisions, where it is not predicted
and no CNM effect could mimic it, would be a strong indication of the formation of
a deconfined medium in small systems, extracting important information about QGP
properties and the mechanisms behind its formation.

This Letter studies the ratio of production of the Ξ+
c particle, a strange baryon never

observed before in pPb collisions, to the production of the Λ+
c baryon at the LHCb

experiment. The Ξ+
c and Λ+

c candidates1 are reconstructed via the hadronic decay to the
pK−π+ final state. The measurements are performed as a function of pT and rapidity
(y∗) of the baryons, using data collected in pPb and Pbp collisions with an estimated
integrated luminosity of approximately 12.5 and 17.4 nb−1 [20], respectively, collected by
the LHCb detector at centre-of-mass energy per nucleon pair of

√
sNN = 8.16 TeV. The

rapidity y∗ in the nucleon-nucleon centre-of-mass system is related to the rapidity in the

1Charge conjugate decays are implied throughout this Letter, unless otherwise stated.

1



laboratory frame (ylab) via y∗ = ylab ± 0.4645. Here, 0.4645 is the shift in rapidity in the
direction of the proton beam due to the unequal mass of the two colliding objects. The
proton beam and the lead beam have different energies per nucleon in the laboratory
frame, with Ep = 6.5 TeV and EPb = 2.56 TeV. The particles are separated according to
whether they originate from the collision point (prompt) or from the decay of b hadrons
(nonprompt) using the impact parameter (IP), defined as the distance of closest approach
of the particle trajectory to the collision point. Data are analysed separately in the pPb
(forward) sample, covering a rapidity range 1.5 < y∗ < 4.0, and the Pbp (backward)
sample, covering the range −5.0 < y∗ < −2.5.

The double differential cross-section for prompt Ξ+
c (Λ+

c ) production is measured as

d2σΞ+
c (Λ+

c )(pT, y
∗)

dpTdy∗
=

NΞ+
c (Λ+

c )(pT, y
∗)

L · B · εtot(pT, y∗) ·∆pT∆y∗
, (1)

where NΞ+
c (Λ+

c )(pT, y
∗) is the measured signal yield of prompt Ξ+

c (Λ+
c ) decays produced

in a given interval of pT and y∗, ∆pT and ∆y∗, respectively, L represents the integrated
luminosity. The branching fractions B are (0.62 ± 0.30)% and (6.28 ± 0.32)%, for the
decays Ξ+

c → pK−π+ and Λ+
c → pK−π+, respectively [21]. Finally, εtot(pT, y

∗) stands for
the total signal efficiency determined in the ∆pT and ∆y∗ interval. The production ratio
of Ξ+

c to Λ+
c , RΞ+

c /Λ
+
c

(pT, y
∗), is defined as

RΞ+
c /Λ

+
c

(pT, y
∗) ≡

d2σΞ+
c

(pT, y
∗)/dpTdy∗

d2σΛ+
c

(pT, y∗)/dpTdy∗
. (2)

The forward-backward asymmetry, RFB(pT, y
∗), is measured in the overlapping rapidity

range 2.5 < |y∗| < 4.0 and is defined as

RFB(pT, y
∗) ≡

d2σΞ+
c

(pT,+|y∗|)/dpTdy∗

d2σΞ+
c

(pT,−|y∗|)/dpTdy∗
. (3)

The LHCb detector is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the pseudorapidity
range 2 < η < 5, described in detail in Refs. [22, 23]. The detector elements that are most
relevant to this analysis are a silicon-strip vertex detector (VELO) surrounding the pPb
interaction region, which allows the determination of the position of the collision point,
known as the primary vertex (PV), and the position of the short-lived particle decay vertex;
a tracking system that provides a measurement of the momentum, p, of charged particles;
and two ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors that can discriminate between different species
of charged hadrons.

Simulation is used to model the reconstruction efficiency and the effects of the selection
requirements. Charmed baryons are generated in pp collisions at

√
s = 8.16 TeV using

the Pythia [24] generator and are embedded into the EPOS [25] generator, which
simulates the environment of the proton-lead collision. Particle decays are described by
EvtGen [26], while the interaction of particles with the detector, and its response in
simulation, are implemented using the Geant4 toolkit [27, 28].

The online event selection is performed by a trigger, which consists of a hardware stage,
based on information from the calorimeter, followed by a software stage, which applies
a full event reconstruction. The Ξ+

c and Λ+
c baryons are reconstructed by combining

three tracks identified as proton, kaon and pion candidates. All the charged tracks are

2



required to be well reconstructed and to have transverse momentum pT > 400 MeV/c and
be incompatible with originating at the PV. The tracks must also be within the LHCb
acceptance 2.0 < η < 5.0 and in the kinematic range 3.2 < p < 100.0 GeV/c. The Ξ+

c and
Λ+
c candidates are required to have a good quality secondary vertex and a reconstructed

decay time between 0.1 and 10 ps. The angle between the reconstructed candidate
momentum and the vector pointing from the PV to the secondary vertex is required to
be close to zero. The pK−π+ invariant mass is required to be within ±70 MeV/c2 of the
known Ξ+

c (Λ+
c ) mass [21]. The invariant mass resolution for the reconstructed candidates

is around 10 MeV/c2.
The signal yields are determined using a maximum-likelihood fit to the pK−π+ invariant

mass distributions, which were checked to be independent of the other kinematic variables.
The signal component of the fit model is represented by a sum of a Crystal Ball function [29]
and a Gaussian function, which share a common mean value. The background component
is described by a linear function. The invariant-mass distributions fits are given in
the Supplemental Material [30]. The obtained signal yields are about 13.3k (12.6k)
Ξ+
c decays and 119.2k (104.4k) Λ+

c decays in the pPb (Pbp) sample after background
subtraction, achieved using the sPlot technique [31], with the pK−π+ invariant mass as
the discriminating variable. The extracted signal contains promptly produced baryons
and nonprompt signal from the decay of b-hadrons. To extract the prompt component,
the method developed in Ref. [32] is used, with the variable χ2

IP discriminating between
prompt and nonprompt production. The χ2

IP variable is defined as the difference in the
vertex-fit χ2 of a given PV reconstructed with and without the Ξ+

c (Λ+
c ) candidate under

consideration. Figure 1 shows the background-subtracted distribution of the log10(χ
2
IP)

for the Ξ+
c and Λ+

c baryons. The prompt and nonprompt components are modelled with
a Bukin function [33]. The asymmetry parameters of the Bukin function describing the
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Figure 1: Background-subtracted log10(χ
2
IP) distributions of (a) Ξ+

c and (b) Λ+
c candidates in

pPb data. The results of the fit are overlaid.

prompt component are fixed using results from fits to simulated samples. The quantity
NΞ+

c (Λ+
c )(pT, y

∗) is obtained by performing the invariant mass and log10(χ
2
IP) fits in each

(pT, y∗) bin.
The simulation is used to determine the total efficiency, defined as the product of

the geometrical acceptance of the detector, and the reconstruction, selection, particle
identification (PID) and trigger efficiencies. The samples are weighted to match the

3



background-subtracted data using the distributions of pT, y∗, the number of VELO
clusters and the invariant mass of the pK− and K−π+ combinations. The PID efficiency
is also measured with dedicated calibration data samples [34].

Several sources of systematic uncertainty are studied. A systematic uncertainty in the
signal yield determination is evaluated by changing the function used in the fit for the
nonprompt component, switching from a Bukin function to a Gaussian. The difference
in the signal yields obtained with the two fits is taken as a systematic uncertainty. The
systematic uncertainty associated to the background determination, which is dominant, is
evaluated by using a sideband subtraction technique, instead of the sPlot method. The
uncertainties in reconstruction, selection and PID efficiencies are evaluated by varying the
reweighting procedure by excluding the distributions of the invariant mass of the pK−

and K−π+ combinations. The uncertainties in the branching fractions are accounted for.
A summary of the systematic uncertainties is provided in the Supplemental Material [30].

The double-differential cross-sections of prompt Ξ+
c production times B(Ξ+

c → pK−π+)
in proton-lead collisions at

√
sNN = 8.16 TeV are shown in Fig 2. The cross-section

is presented as a function of pT integrated over y∗ in the region 1.5 < y∗ < 4.0 and
−5.0 < y∗ < −2.5, and as a function of y∗ integrated over the pT range between 2.0
and 12.0 GeV/c. The data are compared with theoretical predictions [35–37] from the
HELAC-Onia method [38,39] called EPPS16 [40] with three factorisation scale choices.
The data agree with the predictions and appear to be best described using the scale 0.5µ0.
For the forward and backward regions, the total cross-sections are

σpPb
Ξ+

c
(2 < pT < 12 GeV/c, 1.5 < y∗ < 4.0) = 9.69± 0.12± 0.26± 4.72 mb,

σPbp

Ξ+
c

(2 < pT < 12 GeV/c,−5.0 < y∗ < −2.5) = 8.10± 0.11± 0.72± 3.95 mb,

where the first uncertainty is statistical, the second is the uncorrelated systematic uncer-
tainty and the third is the systematic uncertainty fully correlated among bins.

The differential ratio of Ξ+
c to Λ+

c production times B(Ξ+
c → pK−π+) is shown in

Fig. 3 as a function of pT and y∗. The ratio is roughly constant as a function of pT,
similarly for the pPb and Pbp data samples. While it shows no pT dependence in the
region pT & 4 GeV/c, the ratio seems to decrease by about 8% in the lower pT region, a
trend which is in agreement with the theoretical predictions with the choice of factorisation
scale mentioned before [36,38,39]. The ratios without theoretical predictions are shown
in the Supplemental Material [30]. Since LHCb has already measured the D0 production
cross-section in pPb collisions at

√
s = 8.16 TeV [41], we are able to calculate the Ξ+

c /D
0

production ratio. The ratio is given in the Supplemental Material [30].
The forward-backward ratio RFB is measured as a function of pT and the results are

shown in Fig. 4. The ratio is independent of pT and agrees with the theoretical prediction
within one standard deviation.

In summary, the prompt Ξ+
c production cross-section in pPb and Pbp collisions

at a centre-of-mass energy of
√
sNN = 8.16 TeV at the LHCb experiment is measured

differentially for the first time as a function of pT and y∗. It is compared to that of the
prompt Λ+

c baryon in the same region and the ratio of Ξ+
c to Λ+

c production is found to be
constant within the uncertainties as a function of pT, which is an indication that similar
effects govern both Ξ+

c and Λ+
c production. There is no sign of strangeness enhancement

in the reference frames used in the paper. Moreover, the forward-backward ratio RFB is
well described by nuclear shadowing showing that there are no major final-state effects
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Figure 2: Double-differential cross-section of the prompt Ξ+
c baryon times B(Ξ+

c → pK−π+) in
proton-lead collisions as a function of (a) pT and (b) y∗ in pPb (red triangles) and Pbp (blue
triangles) collisions. The error bars represent the statistical uncertainties, while the black squares
represent the total systematic uncertainties which include correlations among bins.

involved, in contrast to what has been observed, e.g. in D0 production studies in the same
kinematic range at the same energy [42]. Thus, the results are an important input to
theoretical models aiming to establish the presence of strangeness enhancement in the
initial stage of the proton-nucleus collision. This presence, if confirmed, would be crucial
for a detailed understanding of the QGP.
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Figure 3: Production ratio of prompt Ξ+
c to Λ+

c baryons times B(Ξ+
c → pK−π+) in pPb (red

triangles) and Pbp (blue triangles) data samples as a function of (a) pT and (b) y∗. The error
bars represent the statistical uncertainties, while the squares indicate the systematic uncertainty.
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9Université Clermont Auvergne, CNRS/IN2P3, LPC, Clermont-Ferrand, France
10Aix Marseille Univ, CNRS/IN2P3, CPPM, Marseille, France
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64Pontif́ıcia Universidade Católica do Rio de Janeiro (PUC-Rio), Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, associated to 2

65Physics and Micro Electronic College, Hunan University, Changsha City, China, associated to 7

66Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Nuclear Science, Guangdong-Hong Kong Joint Laboratory of
Quantum Matter, Institute of Quantum Matter, South China Normal University, Guangzhou, China,
associated to 3

67Lanzhou University, Lanzhou, China, associated to 4

68School of Physics and Technology, Wuhan University, Wuhan, China, associated to 3

69Departamento de Fisica , Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Bogota, Colombia, associated to 13

70Universität Bonn - Helmholtz-Institut für Strahlen und Kernphysik, Bonn, Germany, associated to 17

71Eotvos Lorand University, Budapest, Hungary, associated to 42

72INFN Sezione di Perugia, Perugia, Italy, associated to 21

73Van Swinderen Institute, University of Groningen, Groningen, Netherlands, associated to 32

74Universiteit Maastricht, Maastricht, Netherlands, associated to 32

75Faculty of Material Engineering and Physics, Cracow, Poland, associated to 35

76DS4DS, La Salle, Universitat Ramon Llull, Barcelona, Spain, associated to 39

77Department of Physics and Astronomy, Uppsala University, Uppsala, Sweden, associated to 53

78University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, United States, associated to 62

aUniversidade de Braśılia, Braśılia, Brazil
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pUniversità di Perugia, Perugia, Italy
qScuola Normale Superiore, Pisa, Italy
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Abstract: The forward η mesons production has been observed by the Large Hadron
Collider forward (LHCf) experiment in proton-proton collision at

√
s=13 TeV. This paper

presents the measurement of the inclusive production rate of η in pT < 1.1 GeV/c, expressed
as a function of the Feynman-x variable. These results are compared with the predictions
of several hadronic interaction models commonly used for the modelling of the air showers
produced by ultra-high energy cosmic rays. This is both the first measurement of η mesons
from LHCf and the first time a particle containing strange quarks has been observed in the
forward region for high-energy collisions. These results will provide a powerful constraint on
hadronic interaction models for the purpose of improving the understanding of the processes
underlying the air showers produced in the Earth’s atmosphere by ultra-energetic cosmic
rays.

1Corresponding author.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

06
63

3v
1 

 [
he

p-
ex

] 
 1

1 
M

ay
 2

02
3

mailto:giuseppe.piparo@ct.infn.it, giuseppe.piparo@cern.ch


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 The LHCf experiment 3

3 Summary of data taking conditions and Monte Carlo simulations method-
ology 3
3.1 Data taking conditions 3
3.2 Monte Carlo simulations 4

4 Analysis framework 5
4.1 η event reconstruction and selection 5

4.1.1 Hit position reconstruction 5
4.1.2 Energy reconstruction 6
4.1.3 Single photon identification 6
4.1.4 η reconstruction and background subtraction 7

4.2 Corrections 9
4.2.1 Selection correction 9
4.2.2 Acceptance and branching ratio correction 9
4.2.3 Multihit correction 10

4.3 Systematic uncertainties 11
4.3.1 Energy scale 11
4.3.2 PID 11
4.3.3 Beam-center stability 12
4.3.4 Luminosity 12
4.3.5 Background subtraction 12
4.3.6 MC related correction 12

5 Results 13

6 Conclusions 14

A Cross section tables 15

1 Introduction

Due to the steeply decreasing flux, ultra-high energy cosmic rays (UHECRs) can be mea-
sured only indirectly by observing the air showers induced in the Earth’s atmosphere. Many
ground-based experiments performed measurements of flux, composition and anisotropy of
UHECRs [1–7]. Recently the Pierre Auger Observatory (PAO [8]) and Telescope Array (TA
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[9]) experiments made the most precise measurements using hybrid detection techniques.
The information about the primary cosmic rays is obtained by inferring the air shower char-
acteristics from an array of surface detectors to observe charged particles at ground and a
stereoscopic system of fluorescence detectors to observe light emission due to the excita-
tion and de-excitation of molecules in the atmosphere. Despite the progress made through
combining these techniques, the interpretation of the results obtained on mass composition
still needs to be clarified [10–12]. This is because critical parts of the data analyses de-
pend on the simulation of the air showers. The hadronic interaction models used to predict
the consecutive elementary interactions during the shower development are a fundamen-
tal input in the simulations. Models must provide predictions on both "hard" and "soft"
processes. While the Standard Model properly describes hard processes, soft processes
need phenomenological treatment because of the low transferred four-momentum, which
forbids the development of a perturbation theory because of the high values of the QCD
coupling constant. Soft processes can be described using Gribov-Regge theories [13, 14],
which involve the exchange of virtual quasi-particles called "Pomerons" in the interactions.
Since there are different ways to implement Gribov-Regge theories, various models based
on different implementations provide conflicting results on particle production. In order
to reduce the differences between models, it is necessary to have high-energy calibration
data. The Large Hadron Collider (LHC [15]) is the most suitable place to perform these
measurements since a proton-proton collision at

√
s = 13 TeV is equivalent to the interac-

tion of about 1017 eV cosmic ray with a proton at rest. Indeed, many experiments have
provided calibration data for hadronic interaction models in recent years (see [16] for a
review of the most up-to-date results). Among these, the Large Hadron Collider forward
(LHCf [17]) experiment was designed to measure the production of neutral particles at very
high pseudorapidities, which is one of the fundamental parameters of the models, since soft
processes are mainly associated with the forward particle production. This paper reports
the first LHCf measurement of η meson inclusive production rate, which was accomplished
using the LHCf-Arm2 detector. The importance of this observation relies on the fact that
η meson is a probe for the contribution of strange quarks to the hadronization mechanism.
Differences in this parameter induce a large discrepancy in the expected η production cross
section among the models [18]. In addition, the photons produced in the η decays are the
second dominant photon sources in high energy hadronic interactions after π0 production
and are relevant for the development of air showers. This paper is organized as follows.
Section 2 describes the LHCf experimental apparatus. In Section 3, we summarize the
experimental data set and the Monte Carlo (MC) simulation methodology. Section 4 ex-
plains the general analysis strategy, including the reconstruction procedure, the selection
criteria, the calculation of corrections for the final spectrum and the effects contributing to
the systematic uncertainty. In Section 5, the analysis results are presented and compared
with the predictions of several hadronic interaction models. Finally, the paper conclusions
can be found in Section 6.
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2 The LHCf experiment

The LHCf detectors are two independent sampling and imaging calorimeters, called Arm1
and Arm2. Each calorimeter is composed of two towers, made of tungsten absorbers alter-
nated with 16 GSO scintillator layers. The lateral profile of the shower is reconstructed by
imaging layers inserted at different depths. Arm1 uses four pairs of X–Y GSO bar-bundle
hodoscopes [19], while Arm2 uses four pairs of X-Y silicon microstrip detectors, in the first
two pairs the X and Y layers are placed in contact, while in the last two pairs they are de-
tached at different depths [20]. The total length of the two arms is about 21 cm, equivalent
to 44 radiation lengths or 1.6 interaction lengths. The calorimeter towers have transversal
dimensions of 20 mm×20 mm and 40 mm×40 mm for Arm1, 25 mm×25 mm and 32 mm×32
mm for Arm2. This configuration allows an optimal reconstruction of π0 and η mesons from
the simultaneous detection of the two photons generated by their decay. The detectors are
located in two regions on opposite sides of LHC Interaction Point 1 (IP1), at a distance of
141.05 m from IP1. In these regions, called Target Neutral Absorbers (TAN), the beam
vacuum chamber makes a Y-shaped transition from a single beam tube facing the IP1 to
two separate beam tubes joining the arcs of LHC. In this position the LHCf experiment
accesses to the measurement of the high-energy neutral particle flux produced by hadronic
collisions with a pseudorapidity |η| > 8.4 while charged particles directed toward the LHCf
detector positions are wiped out by the D1 dipole magnet. The performances of the detector
were evaluated during beam tests at the CERN Super Proton Synchrotron (SPS) [21, 22].
Concerning the reconstruction of photons, the estimated energy and position resolution
values of the LHCf-Arm2 detector are better than 3% and 40 µm, respectively, for photons
with energy above 200 GeV [21]. More details on the scientific goals and the performance of
the LHCf experiment are discussed in previous reports [21–23]. For this analysis, we used
only the LHCf-Arm2. A schematic representation of this detector is illustrated in Figure 1.

3 Summary of data taking conditions and Monte Carlo simulations method-
ology

3.1 Data taking conditions

The two experimental datasets used for this analysis were acquired by a special LHCf run on
June 12th-13th, 2015, corresponding to LHC Fill 3855. During this dedicated low luminosity
fill, 29 bunches collided at IP1 with a half crossing angle of 145 µrad and a β∗ of 19 m. Other
6 and 2 non-colliding bunches circulated in the clockwise and counter-clockwise beams,
respectively, which were used to estimate the background due to interactions between the
produced particles and the residual gas molecules in the beam pipe. The first dataset was
taken from 22:32 to 1:30 (CEST), with an instantaneous luminosity of L = (3 − 5) × 1028

cm−2s−1 (as measured by the ATLAS experiment [24]) and an average number of collisions
per bunch crossing µ in the range of [0.007, 0.012]. The second dataset was taken from 1:40
to 12:10 (CEST), with an instantaneous luminosity of L = (13−17)×1028 cm−2s−1[24] and
an average number of collisions per bunch crossing µ in the range of [0.03, 0.04]. Considering
the LHCf data acquisition live time, the integrated luminosities were estimated to be 0.194
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Figure 1. Schematic view of the LHCf-Arm2 detector. The transversal view of the detector inside
the TAN slot is illustrated in the top panel, while the bottom panel shows the longitudinal structure,
including the sizes and the arrangement of the layers.

nb−1 and 1.938 nb−1 for the first and the second dataset, respectively. Both datasets were
used in this analysis for a total of 8.4 million triggered events.

3.2 Monte Carlo simulations

Monte Carlo (MC) simulations were used in this work to perform several analysis tasks.
The full MC simulations with the same configuration of the LHCf consist of three steps:
(1) hadronic interaction of proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV at IP1, (2) transport of

produced particles from IP1 to LHCf-Arm2 location and (3) interactions with the detector.
The three parts of the simulation were performed using simulation packages Cosmos 7.633
[25] and EPICS 9.15 [26]. The full simulation has been performed starting from the events
generated by two hadronic interaction models, QGSJET II-04 [27] and EPOS-LHC [28]. The
interaction of the collision products with the detector was simulated using DPMJET 3.04
[29]. As described in Sections 4.2-4.3, the two full simulation datasets were used to calculate
some correction factors and systematic uncertainties. The full QGSJET II-04 simulation
was also used to compute the energy-dependent cut function for particle identification.
To compare our results with hadronic interaction model predictions, we used the CRMC
package [30], which acts as a frontend for the models under consideration. In this way, we
generated a large simulation data set for the models that are commonly used for air shower
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Model QGSJET EPOS SIBYLL DPMJET
σinel [mb] 80.17 78.98 79.86 80.14
Nev 9.96·107 9.90·107 108 108

Table 1. Total inelastic cross-section σinel for p-p collisions at
√
s = 13 TeV and the number of

events (Nev) for each hadronic interaction model used for the comparison with experimental data
(version number is omitted).

simulations: QGSJET II-04, EPOS-LHC, SIBYLL 2.3 [31] and DPMJET 3.06. In all the
four cases, we considered the particles directly produced in the collisions or by the decay of
unstable particles with c · τ < 1 cm. The number of events and the inelastic cross-section
of each model is listed in Table 1. More details about the simulation’s methodology can be
found in [32].

4 Analysis framework

4.1 η event reconstruction and selection

The LHCf-Arm2 detector can identify η mesons by reconstructing the two photons produced
in the decay η → γγ (B.R. 39.41 % [33]). The two photons can enter one in each detector
tower (Type I events, left panel of Figure 2) or both in the same tower (Type II events,
right panel of Figure 2). The reconstruction and selection algorithms for η mesons are
similar to that developed for Type I π0 analysis [32, 34]. Type II η studies however cannot
be carried out in this analysis since the acceptance for this type of event in the LHCf-
Arm2 detector is very small. We do not have enough events in the datasets to obtain a
significant result for Type II, hence we limit our analysis to Type I events. The η mesons
are produced in the collisions decays very close to the interaction point IP1. Indeed we
calculate the opening angle θ from the transverse distance between photon impact points
at the LHCf-Arm2 detector assuming that the decay happened at the IP1 (about 141.05
m from the detector). As a consequence, the opening angle is very small and constrained
by θ ≤ 0.6 mrad. We also reconstructed the kinematic variables of η (energy, pT and
pz) by using the energies and positions of the photons hitting the calorimeter. The η
inclusive production rate has been expressed in terms of the Feynman-x variable, which
was calculated as xF = 2pz/

√
s. Despite interesting information about scaling laws can

be extracted by looking at the η meson xF distribution in several transverse momentum
pT bins, due to the limited statistics we were able to extract such distribution for only
one bin, with 0.0 GeV/c ≤ pt < 1.1 GeV/c. The data analysis algorithm consists of five
steps: hit position reconstruction, energy reconstruction, single photon identification, η
reconstruction and background subtraction.

4.1.1 Hit position reconstruction

The transverse position of particles hitting the LHCf-Arm2 detector is determined using the
lateral profile distribution recorded by the silicon microstrip position-sensitive layers. Using
an algorithm based on the TSpectrum class [35] of the ROOT analysis framework [36], it is
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Figure 2. Schematic representation of a π0 or η decay observed by the LHCf-Arm2 detector.
Photons can enter in two different towers (Type I event, left panel) or both in the same tower
(Type II event, right panel). The LHCf-Arm2 representation is not on scale.

possible to separate events with a single particle hitting the tower (single-hit events) from
that with more than one particle in the same tower (multi-hit events). Single-hit events
present only one peak in the lateral profile distribution, while several peaks are identified
for multi-hit events. Multi-hit events are rejected from the analysis. The loss of η events
due to the multihit cut is corrected, as explained in Section 4.2.3. The lateral distributions
are fit to superimposed Lorentzian functions (one for each peak) to precisely estimate the
shower peak position, height, and width. Particles with hit position within 2 mm from the
edges of the two towers are excluded to avoid significant effects due to the lateral shower’s
leakage.

4.1.2 Energy reconstruction

The energy of photons is reconstructed from the deposited energy in the calorimeter layers.
Energy deposits are converted from the charge information using the conversion coefficients
calculated at the SPS beam tests [21]. The deposited energy is computed using the sum of
the releases from the 2nd to 13th layer and is corrected for the light yield efficiency of the
scintillators and the leakage effects [17]. Then, using an empirical polynomial function, we
convert the total deposited energy into the primary energy. Events with energy below 200
GeV are not considered in the analysis to reject the particles produced in the beam pipe
interactions and avoid uncertainties due to the trigger inefficiency.

4.1.3 Single photon identification

The particle identification (PID) algorithm used for this analysis aims to separate photons
from neutral hadron background, mainly due to neutrons. We perform the selection by using
one particular shower feature, the longitudinal distance measured from the first calorimeter
layer to the depth where the total energy deposition is 90% of the total shower energy
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deposition. This variable is called L90% and is expressed in units of radiation length [X0].
In a previous study [32], we demonstrated that L90% has a strong discrimination power to
distinguish between pure electromagnetic showers and the background showers produced
by hadrons. PID criteria are expressed as a function of the energy of the particles hitting
the calorimeter fL90%

(E), in order to impose a constant selection efficiency of 90% in the
whole photon energy range. The two functions, one for each tower, are calculated using
the full QGSJET II-04 model simulation. To calculate the cut functions, we applied all
the single-photon selection criteria used for the analysis, described in the previous sections
and listed in Table 2. Using the MC truth of the simulation, we considered only photon
pairs produced in the η decays. This is necessary to maximize the selection of η since most
of the photons that pass the imposed criteria come from the decay of π0s, which possess
very different kinematics than η. The residual hadron contamination is removed during the
background subtraction procedure described in Section 4.1.4. The selection inefficiency is
corrected in Section 4.2.1, while the uncertainty related to the PID is calculated in Section
4.3.2.

4.1.4 η reconstruction and background subtraction

Candidates η mesons are selected by looking at the characteristic peak in the di-photon
invariant mass spectrum around the η rest mass. We use the reconstructed energy and
position of selected photon pairs to compute the invariant mass Mγγ according to the
formula:

Mγγ =
√
2E1E2(1− cosθ), (4.1)

where E1 and E2 are the energies of the two photons, and θ is the opening angle in the
laboratory reference system. The peak of the distribution occurred at Mγγ = 533.3 ± 1.1

MeV/c2. The world averaged η rest mass is Mη = 547.86 MeV/c2 [33], so a shift of
(−2.65±0.20)% is present in our data. We verified that a compatible shift was also present
in the invariant mass peak associated with the decay of π0 into two photons hitting the two
different towers of Arm2, and we found a consistent value of (−2.57±0.04)%. As motivated
in Section 4.3.1, we applied an artificial shift of +2.65% to the energies of single photons to
correct the peak position according to the reference value. After this correction, the peak
became concentrated around the value Mγγ = 548.1± 1.1 MeV/c2.
Since the η statistic was very low in the analysed dataset, we could not extract the xF
distribution and remove the combinatorial background using a template fit for each xF
bin. We, therefore, decided to use a sideband method [32]. First, we performed a fit of

Event type Type I
Number of hits single-hit for each tower
Incident position Within 2 mm from the edge of calorimeter
Energy threshold E > 200 GeV
PID Photonlike [L90% < fL90%

(E)]

Table 2. List of single-photon selection criteria.
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Figure 3. Di-photon invariant mass distribution reconstructed using the LHCf-Arm2 detector
for pairs with pT < 1.1 GeV/c. The blue solid line shows the result of the composite fit on the
distribution, obtained by adding the signal fit distribution (asymmetric Gaussian function, red line)
and the background fit distribution (third-order Chebyshev polynomial function, green line). Solid
and dashed vertical lines indicate the signal and the two background windows, respectively.

the distribution using a composite model made by the sum of an asymmetric Gaussian
function for the signal component and a third-order Chebyshev polynomial function for the
background component. The expected mean

〈
m
〉
and the 1σ deviations ( σl for the left side

and σr for the right side) have been used to define the signal region within [
〈
m
〉
−3σl,

〈
m
〉
+

3σr] and two background regions, within [
〈
m
〉
−7σl,

〈
m
〉
−4σl] and [

〈
m
〉
+4σr,

〈
m
〉
+7σr].

The invariant mass distribution, the composite fit, the signal region and the two background
regions are displayed in Figure 3. The background component in the signal region was
estimated by scaling the sum of the xF distributions in the background regions for the ratio
between the integrals of the Chebyshev polynomial function in the signal and background
regions. Then it was subtracted to the signal region xF distribution. Using this method we
found about 1500 η mesons in the dataset. The uncertainty of the background subtraction
method was estimated using the full reconstructed QGSJET II-04 simulation, as described
in Section 4.3.5.
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Figure 4. Corrections for experimental effects in the LHCf-Arm2 detector, applied to the final
xF spectrum. The acceptance correction is scaled for a factor 10−2.

4.2 Corrections

The corrections applied to the xF spectrum of η are discussed in this Section. Each correc-
tion is described in Sections 4.2.1-4.2.3. Figure 4 shows distributions of correction factors
as a function of xF .

4.2.1 Selection correction

First, the signal distribution has to be corrected for the selection inefficiency and the smear-
ing effects. Both effects are corrected simultaneously using the fully reconstructed simula-
tion based on QGSJET II-04 and EPOS-LHC. For both models, we took the ratio between
the η candidate xF distribution, obtained using the same reconstruction algorithm as ex-
perimental data, and the true xF distribution of η mesons. The final correction factor
is estimated from the average of the values obtained from the two models. To consider
the differences between the models, we add a systematic error related to this correction,
described in Section 4.3.6.

4.2.2 Acceptance and branching ratio correction

Second, we corrected the signal distribution for the limited aperture of the LHCf-Arm2
detector since it does not cover the full 2π azimuthal angle. To estimate the acceptance
correction factors, we used a toy MC simulation based on the predictions from four hadronic
interaction models, QGSJET II-04, EPOS-LHC, DPMJET 3.06 and SIBYLL 2.3. For each
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Figure 5. Acceptance maps of η detection by the LHCf-Arm2 detector in pt − xF phase space for
the hadronic interaction models considered in the analysis. Position and energy threshold cuts are
taken into account. The red boxes indicate the pt − xF analysis region of this analysis.

model, we generated an η meson pt−xF phase space, then we simulated the decay η → γγ

and computed the pt − xF phase space for the particles hitting the LHCf-Arm2 detector,
also considering the single-photon selection criteria on energy and position listed in Table
2. The geometrical acceptance efficiency was calculated as the ratio of accepted η mesons
divided by the distribution of all generated η mesons. The four models provide different
predictions of the acceptance efficiency due to the different pt− xF spectrum shapes inside
the xF bins used in the analysis, as shown in Figure 5, where the acceptance maps of the
models considered in the analysis are displayed. The final map applied to the data was
obtained by averaging the results of the models in the analysis pt − xF region, defined by
pT < 1.1 GeV/c and 0.37 ≤ xF ≤ 0.93. The analysis region is indicated by red boxes in
the acceptance maps shown in Figure 5. A systematic uncertainty was calculated using
the method described in Section 4.3.6 to account for the differences between these models.
The branching ratio of the η decay into two photons is 39.41%. We also corrected this
inefficiency by applying a constant factor to the signal distribution in the whole xF range.

4.2.3 Multihit correction

Last, the inefficiency due to the multi-hit rejection was corrected. This inefficiency is due to
the loss of η mesons when cutting the events with more than one particle per tower of the
LHCf-Arm2 detector, described in Section 4.1.1. The multi-hit correction factor is defined
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for each bin i of xF as:

f imultihit =
N i
multihit +N i

singlehit

N i
singlehit

. (4.2)

where N i
multihit is the number of multihit events while N i

singlehit is the number of single-hit
events, both for each bin i of xF . Two corrections were calculated using the results of the
full simulations of QGSJET II-04 and EPOS-LHC. To account for the differences between
the two models, the signal distribution was corrected using the average of the correction
factors obtained from them, and an additional systematic error was calculated according
to the method reported in Section 4.3.6.

4.3 Systematic uncertainties

The estimation of the total uncertainty on the xF distribution of η is discussed in this
Section. A description of each source of error is given in sections 4.3.1-4.3.6. The total
systematic error is calculated by quadratically summing the contribution of each source.
Figure 6 shows the estimated systematic uncertainties as a function of xF .

4.3.1 Energy scale

As discussed in Sections 4.1.4, systematic shifts in the invariant mass peaks of π0 and η

were found with respect to the world averaged values of the rest mass of the two particles.
The amount of the discrepancies were −2.57 ± 0.04% and −2.65 ± 0.20% for π0 and η,
respectively. The two values were consistent within the errors and were also compatible
with the uncertainty on the absolute energy scale, calculated using beam test data at SPS,
and equal to ±2.7% [37]. The two peaks were restored to the correct position by increasing
the energies of individual photons by +2.65%. In order to assess the uncertainty on the
absolute energy scale, we decided to check the stability of this value as a function of the
energy. This was done for each tower by considering Type II events, which release all their
energy in a single tower. Since Type II η are outside detector acceptance, we used Type II
π0 for this purpose. In both towers, the stability of Type II π0 invariant mass throughout
the energy range was within 1%, which was conservatively assumed as uncertainty on the
absolute energy scale. The systematic errors on the energy scale were then obtained by pro-
ducing two xF distributions artificially scaling the single-photon energies by +1% and −1%,
respectively, and taking the variation from the unscaled spectrum as the estimation of the
systematic uncertainty. The upper and lower error bands were conservatively symmetrized
by assigning to both the maximum of the two values for each bin of xF .

4.3.2 PID

The systematic uncertainty associated with the particle identification method used in this
analysis was calculated for every bin of the xF distribution by comparing the spectra ob-
tained with different PID criteria. Two additional L90% cut functions were calculated in
the same way described in Section 4.1.3 but using different values of the required efficiency,
85% and 95% instead of 90%. These limits were chosen to maintain the product of efficiency
and purity above 75% in the full energy range. The whole analysis was then repeated with
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these different functions and the PID error was estimated using the relative deviation from
the original distribution.

4.3.3 Beam-center stability

The beam-center was calculated by fitting the hit position of high-energy hadrons with a
two-dimensional Gaussian function, since these particles are very collimated to the beam
axis. The beam-center position was used in this work to define the analysis region, so the
uncertainties on its determination affect the final distribution. To account for this effect,
a systematic error was estimated by shifting the position of the beam-center of ±0.3 mm
in both the X and Y direction. This value is consistent with the parameter fluctuations
observed run-by-run during the data taking. We compared the four obtained spectra with
the original one and assigned the systematic uncertainties due to the beam-center stability
as the relative deviations between them.

4.3.4 Luminosity

The uncertainty on the integrated luminosity measured by ATLAS was estimated to be
±1.9%. Note that this is the only energy-independent systematic uncertainty.

4.3.5 Background subtraction

The uncertainty on the background subtraction method, explained in Section 4.1.4, is eval-
uated using the full MC simulation based on QGSJET II-04. The whole analysis procedure
is applied to this MC dataset, up to the step where the spectrum in xF is extracted using
the sideband method. Another xF spectrum is generated rejecting background events using
the MC truth information from the simulation. The relative variation between these two
spectra is used to estimate the error associated to the background subtraction method.

4.3.6 MC related correction

As described in Section 4.2.1-4.2.3, we used MC simulation to calculate several corrections,
namely selection, acceptance and multi-hit corrections. A systematic error was calculated
for each correction to avoid the model dependence on the final distribution. The selection
and multi-hit corrections were calculated using the full reconstructed simulations based on
QGSJET II-04 and EPOS-LHC. In this case, the errors were calculated by the relative
deviation between the correction values predicted by the two models. For the acceptance
correction, we used the prediction from four different models used in this analysis, QGSJET
II-04, EPOS-LHC, DPMJET 3.06 and SIBYLL 2.3. The corresponding errors were calcu-
lated in the most conservative way by looking at the relative maximum and minimum dif-
ferences between the model predictions of the correction value and the mean of the values.
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Figure 6. Relative systematical uncertainties of the η production cross section measured with
the LHCf-Arm2 detector. Coloured lines refer to the single source of error while the grey line
indicates the total systematic uncertainty, obtained by summing the contribution of each source in
quadrature. Black markers indicate statistical errors.

5 Results

The xF spectrum of η mesons measured by the LHCf-Arm2 detector in pT <1.1 GeV/c is
presented in Figure 7. The inclusive production rate is given by the expression:

1

σinel
xF

dσ

dxF
. (5.1)

σinel is the inelastic cross section for proton-proton collisions at
√
s=13 TeV, measured

by the TOTEM experiment [38] as σinel=79.5±1.8 mb [39]. The quantity xFdσ/dxF is
the differential cross section of η production, with dσ = dNη/

∫
Ldt, where dNη is the

number of η mesons and
∫
Ldt the integrated luminosity of the dataset. The black error

bars in Figure 7 represent the statistical uncertainties, while the grey shaded areas are the
total uncertainties obtained by summing statistical and systematic errors in quadrature.
The inclusive η production rate values for each bin of xF and the total uncertainties are
shown in Table 3. In Figure 7 the xF spectra predicted by several hadronic interaction
models, QGSJET II-04, EPOS-LHC, DPMJET 3.06 and SIBYLL 2.3, and their ratio to
experimental data are also reported. QGSJET II-04 shows the best agreement with LHCf
data among the models tested in this analysis, especially for xF > 0.7, but about a factor
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Figure 7. Inclusive η production rate as function of xF in pT <1.1 GeV/c for p-p collisions
at
√
s = 13 TeV, measured using the LHCf-Arm2 detector. Black markers refer to experimental

data with statistical errors and grey bands refer to the total uncertainties, obtained by summing in
quadrature the statistical and systematic errors. The data points are compared with the prediction
of the hadronic interaction models considered in this analysis, QGSJET II-04 (blue line), EPOS-
LHC (magenta line), SIBYLL 2.3 (green line) and DPMJET 3.06 (red line).

2 of difference is found at lower xF . The other three models, EPOS-LHC, DMPJET 3.06
and SIBYLL 2.3 predict higher production rates and a harder spectrum with respect to
experimental data in the whole xF range. The values of the ratios for each model and for
each xF bin are reported in Table 4.

6 Conclusions

The LHCf experiment measured the inclusive production rate of η mesons in proton-proton
collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV in pT < 1.1 GeV/c. About 1500 candidate η mesons were found

in the data set considered for this analysis; this is both the first measurement of η mesons
from LHCf and the first time a particle containing strange quarks has been observed in the
very forward region for high-energy collisions. The result was compared with the prediction
of several hadronic interaction models, QGSJET II-04, EPOS-LHC, DMPJET 3.06 and
SIBYLL 2.3. None of the models reproduces the experimental distribution in the whole xF
range. QGSJET II-04 shows the best agreement, but significant differences are present at
low xF . The other models predict an overall higher production rate than the experimental
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data. The large experimental uncertainties in this analysis, due to the low accumulated
statistics, will be improved by the new LHCf data collected during LHC RUN III, in which
an increase in eta meson statistics by about a factor of ten is expected [18].
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A Cross section tables

Inclusive η production rate values as function of xF in pT <1.1 GeV/c measured by LHCf-
Arm2 in p-p collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV are summarized in Table 3. The ratios of the η

production rate of hadronic interaction models to data are summarized in Table 4.

xF range (xF /σinel)(dσ/dxF )

[0.37-0.44] (1.26+0.33
−0.31) × 10−2

[0.44-0.51] (0.79+0.11
−0.11) × 10−2

[0.51-0.58] (4.25+0.46
−0.46) × 10−3

[0.58-0.65] (2.64+0.40
−0.41) × 10−3

[0.65-0.72] (1.21+0.17
−0.21) × 10−3

[0.72-0.79] (3.30+0.96
−0.94) × 10−4

[0.79-0.86] (1.15+0.60
−0.56) × 10−4

[0.86-0.93] (0.49+0.23
−0.24) × 10−4

Table 3. Inclusive η production rate for each bin of xF in pT <1.1 GeV/c, measured using the
LHCf-Arm2 in p-p collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV. Total uncertainties are also reported.
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xF range QGSJET EPOS SIBYLL DPMJET
II-04 LHC 2.3 3.06

[0.37-0.44] 0.51 1.35 1.85 1.83
[0.44-0.51] 0.49 1.40 1.92 2.18
[0.51-0.58] 0.52 1.71 2.40 3.03
[0.58-0.65] 0.47 1.94 2.55 3.55
[0.65-0.72] 0.53 2.69 3.48 5.45
[0.72-0.79] 0.91 6.56 7.88 13.49
[0.79-0.86] 0.75 10.06 8.03 17.90
[0.86-0.93] 0.55 20.23 3.64 22.72

Table 4. Ratio of inclusive η production rates of hadronic interaction models to data in p-p collision
at
√
s = 13 TeV for each xF bin in pT <1.1 GeV/c.
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The CMS experiment recorded about 38.5 fb−1 of proton-proton collision data at√
s = 13.6 TeV in 2022, the first year of the LHC Run 3. Performance highlights on electron

triggers, tracking with muons, and jet energy calibration are shown. The CMS luminosity
measurement and an independent cross-check based on the counting of Z boson events are
discussed. Finally, the first Run 3 cross section measurement of top quark pair production is
presented.

1 Introduction

The CERN LHC resumed data taking in 2022 with proton-proton collisions at the unprecedented
center-of-mass energy of 13.6 TeV, marking the start of its Run 3. The CMS experiment 1

measured a total delivered luminosity of about 42.0 fb−1. Data was recorded with an efficiency
of 92%, resulting in a recorded data set of about 38.5 fb−1. 89% of the recorded data are
certified as “good for physics”, meaning that all CMS subdetectors were fully operational. In
this contribution, I present first results of the CMS Collaboration with the new data.

2 Performance highlights

A two-tiered trigger system is used to select events of interest, with the level-1 trigger (L1)
selecting events at a rate of around 100 kHz within a fixed latency of about 4 µs 2, and the
high-level trigger (HLT) reducing the event rate to around 1 kHz before data storage 3. L1
electron/photon candidates are reconstructed by clustering calorimeter trigger towers around
a seed with local transverse energy ET > 2 GeV. Identification and isolation requirements are
imposed on the candidate clusters and calibrated from look-up-tables. At the HLT, a version of
the full event reconstruction software optimized for fast processing is run, and electron candidates
are subject to more complex identification and isolation requirements. The single-electron HLT
path with a pT threshold of 32 GeV is vastly used in physics analyses at CMS. The performance
of the L1 and HLT electron reconstruction is evaluated with the tag-and-probe method 4 using
Z → e+e− events from the full 2022 data set. Results are shown in Fig. 1 (left and center). A
high trigger efficiency with a good stability against pileup is found 5,6.

Muons are reconstructed in the range |η| < 2.4 by combining information from the tracker,
the muon spectrometers, and the calorimeters in a global fit 7. The tag-and-probe method can
be used with Z →µ+µ− events to evaluate the efficiency of the track reconstruction 8 in the
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the number of vertices for data (black points) and simulation (blue) 9.
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tracker. Data recorded until 23 Aug 2022 is used, and a very good tracking efficiency over the
full pileup range is found 9. Results are shown in Fig. 1 (right).

Jets are clustered with the anti-kT algorithm with a distance parameter of 0.4 (AK4). The
effect from pileup is mitigated with the pileup per particle identification algorithm (PUPPI)10,11,
which replaces charged hadron subtraction (CHS) as the main pileup mitigation algorithm in
CMS for Run 3. To calibrate the jet energy scale, corrections are derived from simulation to
bring the measured jet response to that of particle-level jets on average. Further measurements
in standard candle processes are used to determine residual differences between data and simula-
tion 12. The first 2022 jet energy calibrations have been derived with the prompt reconstruction
of the first 8 fb−1 of data collected in 2022 13, and results are shown in Fig. 2. The pileup offset
in simulation (calculated as average pT difference between jets in simulation with and without
pileup) is much smaller than for CHS jets, and does not need to be applied as a correction.
The response correction from simulation shows a stable response in the barrel and a stronger
pT-dependence in the endcaps and forward calorimeter. Some missing calorimeter calibrations
in the prompt reconstruction lead to larger residual corrections.

3 Measurement of the integrated luminosity

The measurement of the CMS luminosity is performed with various subdetectors 14, of which
the Pixel Luminosity Telescope 15,16 and the Fast Beam Conditions Monitor 17 have been rebuilt

2
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about 20 min, as function of total integrated luminosity, for the first 9.6 fb−1 collected in 202218. (Lower) Fiducial
Z boson cross section as function of instantaneous luminosity, for the data collected in July and August 2022 21.

and installed before the start of Run 3. An initial calibration was performed with so-called
emittance scans, short beam-separation scans performed in most fills under regular physics
data-taking conditions, and good agreement between the measurements provided by the different
subdetectors is found 18, as shown in Fig. 3 (upper). A full program of Van der Meer beam-
separation scans has been performed in November 2022, and interim analysis results are used
to improve the calibration of the integrated luminosity measurement.

An independent validation of the luminosity measurement is performed via the counting of
Z boson events 19. Dimuon events are selected in intervals of 20 pb−1, and the tag-and-probe
method is applied to perform an in situ evaluation of the HLT, reconstruction, and identification
efficiencies of the muons. Because of the in situ calibration, the obtained Z boson counts are
independent of changing detector conditions and can be used to evaluate the evolution of the
integrated luminosity. Recently, the CMS Collaboration has demonstrated that the low-pileup
data set collected in 2017 can be used to derive a precise calibration of the Z boson counts,
rendering Z boson counting a fully independent luminosity measurement method 20. Given that
no such data set has been recorded yet at 13.6 TeV, the fiducial Z boson cross section (evaluated
by normalizing the measured Z boson counts in each time interval with the measured integrated
luminosity) is used to cross-check the linearity and time-stability of the luminosity measurement
described above, showing good agreement 21. The comparison as function of instantaneous
luminosity is shown in Fig. 3 (lower).

4 Measurement of the top quark pair production cross section

For the first measurement of the top quark pair (tt̄) production cross section at the new energy22,
a data set collected between 27 July and 03 August 2022 corresponding to an integrated lumi-
nosity of 1.21 fb−1 is analyzed. Events are selected in the dilepton (eµ, ee, µµ) and lepton+jets
(e+jets, µ+jets) channels. In the eµ channel, at least one jet is required, and both events with
and without b jets are analyzed. In the ee and µµ channels, at least one b jet is required, and

3
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Figure 4 – Comparison of the number of observed and predicted events in the event categories of the tt̄ measure-
ment 22. The predictions are shown after fitting the model to the data.

events with dilepton invariant mass consistent with the Z boson mass are removed. The removed
events are then used to validate the Monte Carlo background prediction of Z+jets production.
In the lepton+jets channels, at least three jets are required of which one is required to be a b jet.
The background from QCD multijet events in the lepton+jets channels is estimated from data
sidebands with nonisolated leptons and/or with exactly one jet. Event categories are formed
based on lepton number and flavor, as well as jet and b jet multiplicity, as shown in Fig. 4.

A binned profile likelihood fit simultaneously to all event categories is performed to measure
the tt̄ cross section. Lepton identification efficiencies have been estimated with the tag-and-
probe method in Z+jets events, and are strongly constrained in the fit from the inclusion of the
different lepton flavor combinations. The b jet identification efficiencies have not been evaluated
prior to the fit but are treated as free parameters, and get constrained in the fit from the
inclusion of the different b jet multiplicity bins. Besides the integrated luminosity uncertainty
of 2.3%, which is not included in the fit, the lepton and b jet identification efficiencies are
the largest contributions to the systematic uncertainty. The tt̄ cross section is measured to
be 882 ± 23 (stat + syst) ± 20 (lumi) pb, in agreement with the standard model prediction 23 of
921 +29

−37 (scale + PDF) pb.

To validate the detector performance, several cross checks of the systematic uncertainties
are performed using the selected tt̄ data set. The lepton identification efficiencies are integrated
over the lepton pT and |η|, and estimated as free parameters in the fit, yielding results with
an uncertainty of about 2% that are consistent with the dedicated calibration. The jet energy
calibration 13 is validated by reconstructing the hadronically decaying W boson in lepton+jets
events and fitting its mass, confirming the calibrated jet energy scale within 1.5%. Together
with the estimation of the b jet identification efficiencies from data, these results demonstrate
that the careful setup of the tt̄ analysis with the inclusion of multiple decay channels allows for
an in situ estimation of the most relevant calibrations.

5 Summary

The CMS experiment has successfully recorded 38.5 fb−1 of proton-proton collision data at a
center-of-mass energy of 13.6 TeV in 2022, the first year of Run 3 of the CERN LHC. The de-
tector performance and object reconstruction is well understood, including the identification of
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electrons in the trigger, the track reconstruction for muons, and the jet energy calibration. The
luminosity is measured with various CMS subdetectors and cross-checked with a method based
on the counting of Z boson events, showing good agreement between the independent measure-
ments. A first cross section measurement of tt̄ production at 13.6 TeV has been performed,
using 1.21 fb−1 of data and using both single-lepton and dilepton events. Comparisons of the
measured tt̄ cross section and the recorded luminosity in 2022 with previous CMS data sets are
shown in Fig. 5.
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Abstract

An Euclidean bounce describing vacuum decay can be considered as an infinite stack

of concentric thin shells to which a thin-wall action can be assigned. The integral over

all shells produces then a tunneling action that is precisely the action functional in field

space of the so-called tunneling potential formalism. This procedure, which works also

when gravity is included, gives the simplest derivation of such actions.
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1 Introduction

In the problem of false vacuum decay in quantum field theory, there is one particular situation

that can be treated semi-analytically and simply: when the energy difference between the false

and true vacua is small compared to other scales. In this case, the scalar field φ(r) of the

Euclidean bounce that describes the decay makes a sharp transition between the vacua at

a well-defined bounce radius (thus the name “thin-wall case” [1]). However, in general, the

bounce has a thick wall, and no analytical treatment is possible.

A generic bounce can be thought of as an infinite stack of concentric thin-wall shells of

infinitesimal width (from φ to φ+ dφ) across which the (Euclidean) energy changes infinites-

imally. As shown in this paper, one can associate an infinitesimal action to such slices, given

by the simple thin-wall expression, generalized in the appropriate way. Integrating over all

slices one recovers the tunneling action for the general case, albeit written in a particular

form: the one recently proposed in the tunneling potential formalism [2,3]. The next section

shows how this is done (also with gravity) and the appendix extends the derivation to general

spacetime dimension d > 2.

The tunneling potential formalism [2, 3] for the calculation of tunneling actions does not

rely on Euclidean bounces and reformulates the calculation as a simple variational problem

in field space. Instead of a bounce one finds a “tunneling potential” function, Vt(φ), that

connects the false vacuum and (the basin of) the true vacuum and minimizes an action

functional S[Vt], an integral in field space of a simple action density. The resulting action

reproduces the Euclidean result and the formalism has a number of appealing properties that

have been discussed elsewhere.

The action functional S[Vt] was first derived starting from the Euclidean approach, using

the relation Vt = V − φ̇2/2 to get rid of all Euclidean quantities in favor of Vt(φ) and its

derivatives, and arriving at a particular second-order differential equation that Vt should

satisfy. Then S[Vt] is obtained so that its minimization leads to that differential equation

for Vt [2, 3] and its normalization is right to reproduce the Euclidean action. An alternative

(simpler) derivation of the Vt action uses a canonical transformation between Euclidean and

Vt formalisms [4]. The derivation of S[Vt] presented now in this paper is the simplest.

2 Thick Wall as Infinite Stack of Thin Walls

2.1 No Gravity

The thin-wall tunneling action (d = 4 spacetime dimensions, no gravity) is

Sthin =
27π2σ4

2ε3
, (1)

1
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Figure 1: Examples of tunneling potentials Vt for AdS decay (left) and dS decay (right). For

Minkowski or no-gravity cases, Vt is monotonic and qualitatively similar to the AdS case.

where σ is the wall tension and ε > 0 the difference in energy between the two vacua. In the

Euclidean formalism [1] one has [false vacuum at φ+, true vacuum at φ−, with V± ≡ V (φ±)]

σ '
∫ φ−

φ+

√
2(V − V−)dφ , ε ' −∆V ≡ −V− + V+ > 0 . (2)

In the Vt formalism, σ and ε are defined more precisely, as

σ =

∫ φ0

φ+

√
2(V − Vt)dφ , ε = −∆Vt ≡ −Vt(φ0) + Vt(φ+) > 0 , (3)

where φ0 is the “exit” point for tunneling [φ0 = φ(0) in the Euclidean formalism] with φ0 ' φ−
in the thin-wall case. In (3), ε is written in terms of Vt rather than V , using the fact that

Vt = V at φ+ and φ0 (points at which φ̇ = 0). In σ, Vt(φ) is the solution of the corresponding

differential equation. The left plot in Fig. 1 shows an example of Vt. In the thin-wall case,

however, Vt can be approximated well by a nearly flat monotonic function that connects the

two vacua [2].

Now consider any (generally thick-wall) bounce as a collection of concentric thin slices

from φ+ to φ0. Through each of them the field and Vt are changing a little and we assign to

them a differential wall tension and differential change in (Euclidean) energy as

dσ =
√

2(V − Vt)dφ , dε = −V ′t dφ . (4)

The relation Vt = V − φ̇2/2 tells us that Vt can also be interpreted as (minus) the Euclidean

energy, so that dε is the infinitesimal change in Euclidean energy across the wall. To get the

thick wall action we integrate the thin-wall action for all slices:

S =

∫ φ0

φ+

dSthin =

∫ φ0

φ+

27π2dσ4

2dε3
= 54π2

∫ φ0

φ+

(V − Vt)2

(−V ′t )3
dφ , (5)

which reproduces exactly the tunneling action in the Vt formalism [2].
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2.2 Gravity On: AdS/Minkowski Vacua

If gravity is included, the thin-wall action for the decay of a Minkowski or AdS false vacuum

can be written as [5, 6]

Sthin =
12π2

κ2V

(√
1− 3κV/C2 − 1

)∣∣∣φ0
φ+

=
12π2

κ2Vt

(√
1− 3κVt/C2 − 1

)∣∣∣φ0
φ+

, (6)

where κ ≡ 1/m2
P and C2 is

C2 = 3κVt+ +
1

σ2

(
ε− 3

4
κσ2

)2

= 3κV− +
1

σ2

(
ε+

3

4
κσ2

)2

. (7)

In the literature, this formula is written in terms of V rather than Vt but we use the fact

that V (φ+) = Vt(φ+) ≡ Vt+ and V (φ0) = Vt(φ0) to rewrite it in terms of Vt, which is the

natural choice to make the thick-from-thin connection. Similarly, σ and ε are defined as in

(3), although now Vt solves an equation of motion that includes gravitational effects [3].

We slice as before a thick wall in an infinite collection of concentric thin walls with dσ

and dε given by the same formulas (4). For a given thin-wall slice with field between φ and

φ+ dφ, C2 takes now the value

C2(φ) = 3κVt +
dε2

dσ2
=

D2

2(V − Vt)
, (8)

where

D2 ≡ V ′t
2 + 6κ(V − Vt)Vt . (9)

From this it follows
√

1− 3κVt/C2(φ) = −V ′t /D . For such slice we obtain the infinitesimal

action

dSthin =
12π2

κ2Vt

[√
1− 3κVt

C2(φ)
− 1

]∣∣∣∣∣
Vt(φ+dφ)

Vt(φ)

=
6π2

κ2V 2
t

2−

√
1− 3κVt

C2(φ)
− 1√

1− 3κVt
C2(φ)

V ′t dφ .
(10)

Integrating over all slices and using the previous relations, the thick-wall action is

S =

∫ φ0

φ+

dSthin =
6π2

κ2

∫ φ0

φ+

(D + V ′t )
2

DV 2
t

dφ , (11)

which reproduces the tunneling action of the Vt formalism [3]. Note that dSthin > 0.

2.3 Gravity On: dS Vacua

For the dS case, as is well known [3, 6, 7], the vacuum decay can be considered as composed

of two parts, a Hawking-Moss type transition from the false vacuum field value φ+ to a field

value φ0+ with higher energy and then a Coleman-De Luccia (CdL) type of transition from

φ0+ to φ0. In the Vt formalism, the first part has Vt = V as depicted in Fig. 1, right plot.
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For the Hawking-Moss part, we first have to derive the “thin-wall” approximation for that

case. The Hawking-Moss rate is [8]

SHM =
24π2

κ2

(
1

V+
− 1

Vtop

)
, (12)

where Vtop is the value of the potential at the top of the barrier that makes the vacuum

classically stable. We can talk of a thin-wall HM transition (thin in field space) from φ to

φ+ dφ simply setting V+ = V (φ) and Vtop = V (φ+ dφ) to get

dSHM =
24π2V ′

κ2V 2
dφ =

24π2V ′t
κ2V 2

t

dφ , (13)

where, for the last equality, we have used that Vt = V in the HM region of the decay.

For the CdL part of the transition the thin-wall result [6, 7] can be written as

Sthin =
12π2

κ2

{
1

Vt+

[
1− 1

Cσ

(
ε− 3κσ2

4

)]
− 1

Vt0

[
1− 1

Cσ

(
ε+

3κσ2

4

)]}
, (14)

with C2 as in (7). For the slice between φ and φ + dφ we get C2(φ) as in (8) for the

AdS/Minkowski case. Setting Vt+ = Vt(φ), Vt0 = Vt(φ+ dφ), and using dσ and dε as in (4)

dSthin =
6π2

κ2
(D + V ′t )

2

DV 2
t

dφ , (15)

which is, again, the correct action density [3]. Adding up all infinitesimal actions from HM

and CdL parts we finally get

S =
24π2

κ2

∫ φ0+

φ+

V ′t
V 2
t

dφ+
6π2

κ2

∫ φ0

φ0+

(D + V ′t )
2

DV 2
t

=
6π2

κ2

∫ φ0

φ+

(D + V ′t )
2

DV 2
t

, (16)

in agreement with the action for dS decay in the Vt formalism [3].

3 Conclusions

Although the thin wall action is a particular limit of the general tunneling action, this paper

shows how the general (thick) action can be recovered from the particular (thin) case: consider

any tunneling bounce as an infinite collection of concentric thin shells, apply to them the thin-

wall action (defined in a concrete way) and integrate over the full collection.

Obviously, the thin-to-thick connection discussed in this paper does not lead to an al-

gorithm useful to calculate the action or Vt (e.g. numerically) as the thin-wall infinitesimal

actions involve the global Vt.

The result is nevertheless interesting because the general action obtained is naturally a

functional in field space and corresponds precisely to the action used in the tunneling potential

formalism. The derivation in this paper can thus be considered as the simplest derivation of

such actions.
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Alternatively, the result can be interpreted as validating the picture of the slices as thin-

wall shells between nearby Euclidean energies carrying an infinitesimal wall tension in a sense

made precise by equation (4). This also lends support to the definition

σ =

∫ φ0

φ+

√
2(V − Vt)dφ , (17)

for general walls. In terms of the field slope, this corresponds to σ =
∫
|φ̇|dφ, which has been

advocated elsewhere (e.g. in [11]).
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A General d

A.1 No Gravity

The derivation goes through for d > 2 spacetime dimensions. Without gravity, the starting

point is the thin-wall action (see e.g. [9, 10])

Sthin =
(d− 1)d−1πd/2σd

Γ(1 + d/2)εd−1
, (18)

where σ is the wall tension and ε > 0 the difference in energy between the two vacua, as in

(3). The total thick-wall action is then, using (4):

S =

∫ φ0

φ+

dSthin =

∫ φ0

φ+

(d− 1)d−1πd/2(dσ)d

Γ(1 + d/2)(dε)d−1
=

(d− 1)d−1

Γ(1 + d/2)

∫ φ0

φ+

[2π(V − Vt)]d/2

(−V ′t )d−1
dφ , (19)

which reproduces exactly the tunneling action in the Vt formalism.

A.2 Gravity On: Minkowski/AdS Vacua

Including gravity, the thin-wall action for AdS or Minkowski decay reads

Sthin = − πd/2(d− 1)d−2

κΓ(1 + d/2)Cd−2

[
d
√

1− z + z(d− 1) 2F1(1/2, d/2; 1 + d/2; z)
]∣∣φ0
φ+

, (20)
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where z = 2κdVt/C
2, κd = κ(d− 1)/(d− 2), and

C2 = 2κdVt+ +
1

σ2

(
ε− 1

2
κdσ

2

)2

= 2κdVt− +
1

σ2

(
ε+

1

2
κdσ

2

)2

. (21)

For the infinitesimal slices we have

C2(φ) = 2κdVt +
ε2

σ2
=

D2
d

2(V − Vt)
, (22)

with D2
d = V ′t

2 + 4κd(V − Vt)Vt, and the infinitesimal action is

dSthin =
(d− 1)d−1πd/2

CdΓ(1 + d/2)

[
− d√

1− z
+ (d− 1)2F1(1/2, d/2; 1 + d/2; z)

]
V ′t dφ . (23)

Using the identity

2F1(1/2, d/2; 1+d/2; z) =
1

d− 1

[
d√

1− z
− (1− z)−d/22F1

(
d− 1

2
,
d

2
;
d

2
+ 1;

z

z − 1

)]
, (24)

we arrive at the action

S =
(d− 1)d−1

Γ(1 + d/2)

∫ φ0

φ+

[2π(V − Vt)]d/2

|V ′t |d−1
2F1

(
d− 1

2
,
d

2
;
d+ 2

2
; 1− D2

d

V ′t
2

)
dφ , (25)

which reproduces the result obtained in the Vt formalism [10].

A.3 Gravity On: dS vacua

For the dS case, the thin-wall approximation gives the action (for the CdL part) [10]

Sthin =
πd/2(d− 1)d−2

κCd−2Γ(1 + d/2)
[2F (zT )− F (z+)− F (z0) +G(z+)−G(zT )] , (26)

where

F (z) = d
√

1− z + z(d− 1)2F1(1/2, d/2; d/2 + 1, z) ,

G(z) = 2(d− 1)z1−d/22F1(1/2, d/2; d/2 + 1, 1) , (27)

with z = 2κdVt/C
2 and C2 is as given in (21). The qualitative shape of Vt can be of three

different types [10], controlled by the value of zT . When the maximum of Vt happens at φ+

(φ0), then zT = z+ (zT = z0). If the maximum occurs at some point in between, then zT = 1.

For the infinitesimal slices we just need to consider the two former cases, zT = z+ and zT =

z− (corresponding to V ′t < 0 and V ′t > 0 respectively). The case zT = 1 would occur only for

the infinitesimal slice right at the maximum of Vt and is therefore irrelevant for the final result.

Using C(φ) as given in (22) and replacing z+ = 2κdVt(φ)/C(φ)2, z0 = 2κdVt(φ + dφ)/C(φ)2

we get, for the case zT = z+

dSthin =
πd/2(d− 1)d−2

κCd−2Γ(1 + d/2)
[−F ′(z)]

2κdV
′
t

C2
dφ , (28)
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and for the case zT = z0

dSthin =
πd/2(d− 1)d−2

κCd−2Γ(1 + d/2)
[F ′(z)−G′(z)]

2κdV
′
t

C2
dφ , (29)

where z = 2κdVt(φ)/C(φ)2. In both cases, using the identity (24) and paying attention to the

sign of V ′t , one arrives at

dSthin =
π(d+1)/2Rd

t

Γ[(d+ 1)/2]
(V ′t + |V ′t |)dφ+ 2F1

(
d− 1

2
,
d

2
;
d

2
+ 1; 1− D2

V ′t
2

)
s0dφ , (30)

where

R2
t =

(d− 1)(d− 2)

κ|Vt|
, s0 =

(d− 1)d−1[2π(V − Vt)]d/2

Γ(1 + d/2)|V ′t |d−1
. (31)

This result agrees with the action density obtained in [10].

For the Hawking-Moss part of the dS action one has [10]

SHM =
−4
√
πV

(d− 2)Γ
(
d+1
2

) [π(d− 1)(d− 2)

2κV

]d/2∣∣∣∣∣
Vtop

V+

. (32)

The infinitesimal action for a HM transition from φ to φ+dφ, obtained taking the φ derivative

of the action above, should then be integrated in the HM region of the transition, between

φ+ and some φ0+. One therefore gets

δHMS =
−4
√
πVt

(d− 2)Γ
(
d+1
2

) [π(d− 1)(d− 2)

2κVt

]d/2∣∣∣∣∣
Vt,0+

Vt+

. (33)

This reproduces the corresponding result in the Vt formalism [10].
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Screening of electric field and nuclear EDM in non-stationary states of atoms and

molecules
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According to the Schiff theorem, an external electric field vanishes at atomic nucleus in a neutral
atom in a stationary state, i.e. it is completely shielded by electrons. This makes a nuclear electric
dipole moment (EDM) unobservable. We show that if atom or molecule is not in a stationary
state (e.g. in a superposition of two stationary states), electric field on the nucleus is not zero and
interaction with nuclear EDM does not vanish. In molecules this effect is enhanced by the ratio of
nuclear mass to to electron mass, Mn/me , since nuclei in a molecule are slow (compare to electrons)
and do not provide efficient screening in a non-stationary environment. Electric field on the nucleus
may also affect nuclear reactions.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Existence of electric dipole moments (EDM) of elemen-
tary particles, nuclei, atoms and molecules in a state with
a definite angular momentum violates time reversal in-
variance (T) and parity (P). EDM also violates CP in-
variance if the CPT invariance holds. A very extensive
experimental and theoretical activity related to EDM is
motivated by the need to test unification theories pre-
dicting T, P, and CP violation.
However, there is a problem here. A homogeneous

static electric field does not accelerate neutral atom.
This means that the total electric field E acting on the
atomic nucleus is zero since otherwise the charged nucleus
would be accelerating, i.e. the external field is completely
shielded by atomic electrons. The absence of the elec-
tric field means that the nuclear EDM d is unobservable,
d · E = 0. One may also present this result differently:
total atomic EDM is zero even if the nucleus has EDM,
i.e. EDM of electron cloud in atom is exactly opposite in
sign to nuclear EDM.
A quantum-mechanical derivation of this result for

an arbitrary non-relativistic system of point-like charged
particles with EDMs has been done by Schiff [1]. Schiff
also mentioned that his theorem is violated by the fi-
nite nuclear size. The effect of the finite nuclear size was
implemented as the nuclear Schiff moment which was in-
troduced in Refs. [2–5]. An electrostatic interaction be-
tween the nuclear Schiff moment and electrons produces
atomic and molecular EDM. Refs. [2, 3] calculated the
finite nuclear size effect of the proton EDM. Refs. [4, 5]
calculated (and named) the nuclear Schiff moment pro-
duced by the P,T-odd nuclear forces. It was shown in
[4] that the contribution of the P,T-odd forces to the nu-
clear EDM and Schiff moment is ∼ 40 times larger than
the contribution of the nucleon EDM. An additional 2-3
orders of magnitude enhancement appears in nuclei with
the octupole deformation [7].
The suppression factor for the atomic EDM relative

to the nuclear EDM, proportional to a very small ratio
(∼ 10−9) of the squared nuclear radius to the squared

atomic radius, is partly compensated by the factor Z2RS ,
where Z is the nuclear charge and RS is the relativistic
factor [4].

The Schiff theorem is also violated by the magnetic in-
teraction [1, 6]. Corresponding atomic EDMs produced
by the nuclear EDM and electron-nucleus magnetic in-
teraction have been calculated in Ref. [8]. In light atoms
this mechanism of atomic EDM dominates but in heavy
atoms it is smaller than the effect of the finite nuclear
size since the latter very rapidly increases with the nu-
clear charge, as Z2RS , while the magnetic effect increases
slower, as ZRM where RM is the relativistic factor for
the magnetic effect [8] .

There is no complete shielding in ions. For example, in
a molecular ion the shielding factor for the nuclear EDM
is (Zi/Z)(Mn/Mm), where Zi is the ion charge, Z is the
nuclear charge, Mn is the nuclear mass and Mm is the
total molecular mass [9].

Screening of time-dependent electric field is incom-
plete. External electric field can even be enhanced if the
frequency of electric filed oscillations is in resonance with
atomic or molecular transition. Screening of oscillating
field has been investigated in Refs. [10–14].

Penetration of electric field to atomic nucleus may af-
fect nuclear reactions - see e.g. Ref. [15], where neu-
tron capture to a nucleus, enhanced by a laser field, is
discussed. For example, electric field may admix large s-
wave neutron capture amplitude to a kinematically sup-
pressed p-wave amplitude in a p-wave resonance and pro-
duce effects such as asymmetry in the photon distribution
correlated with the direction of the electric field. This ef-
fect is somewhat similar to the effects of parity violating
interaction which mixes s-wave and p-wave resonances.
Such kinematic enhancement factor (ratio of s-wave and
p-wave amplitudes) is ∼ 103 for slow neutrons. Another
enhancement factor is due to a very small energy interval
between the energy levels in a compound nucleus. These
two enhancement factors lead to a 106 enhancement of
the parity violating effects in neutron reactions predicted
in Refs. [16–19] and confirmed in numerous experiments
involving a hundred of p-wave resonances in many nuclei

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.06742v1
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- see reviews [20, 21]). The same enhancement may ap-
pear if the s and p resonances mixing is produced by the
electric field.

II. SHIELDING THEORY FOR

NON-STATIONARY ATOMIC STATES

The Hamiltonian of a neutral atom in an external elec-
tric field along the z-axis Ez = E0 may be presented as

HE = H0 − EzDz , (1)

Dz = −e
Z∑

k=1

zk , (2)

where H0 is the Schrodinger or the Dirac Hamiltonian
for the atomic electrons in the absence of the external
field Ez, Z is the number of the electrons and protons,
−e is the electron charge (i.e. e is the proton charge),
zk is the z-axis projection of the electron position rela-
tive to the nucleus. We assume that the nuclear mass
is infinite and neglect very small effects of the Breit and
magnetic interactions. The electric field on the nucleus
may be presented as Et = (E0+ < Ee >), where the z
component of the electron electric field on the nucleus is

Ee
z = e

Z∑

k=1

zk
r3k

=
i

Ze~
[Pz , H0] , (3)

where Pz =
∑Z

k=1 pz,k is the total momentum of the
atomic electrons. The second equality follows from the
differentiation of the nuclear Coulomb potential in the
Dirac or Shrodinger Hamiltonian H0 since the total elec-
tron momentum Pz commutes with the electron kinetic
energy and the electron-electron interaction. Similarly,
the z component of the total electric field on the nucleus
may be presented as

Et
z =

i

Ze~
[Pz , HE ] . (4)

In agreement with the Schiff theorem, in a station-
ary state |n > expectation value of the total electric
field on the nucleus vanishes, < n|Et|n >= 0, since
< n|[Pz, HE ]|n >= (ǫn − ǫn) < n|Pz|n >= 0.
A non-stationary state may be presented as a sum over

stationary states. For brevity, we include two states in
the sum:

ψ = c1ψ1 exp (−
i

~
ǫ1t) + c2ψ2 exp (−

i

~
ǫ2t) (5)

In such state the z component of the total electric field
on the nucleus is

< Et
z >= − i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)

Ze~
[c∗1c2 < 1|Pz |2 > exp (

i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)

−c1c∗2 < 2|Pz|1 > exp (− i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)] .(6)

It is also instructive to present < Et
z > using a substitu-

tion of the nonrelativistic expression for the momentum,
Pz = − im

e~
[HE , Dz]:

< Et
z >= − (ǫ1 − ǫ2)

2m

Ze2~2

[c∗1c2 < 1|Dz|2 > exp (
i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)

+c1c
∗

2 < 2|Dz|1 > exp (− i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)], (7)

where m in this expression is electron mass. Note that

ψ1 = ψ
(0)
1 + δψ1 and ψ2 = ψ

(0)
2 + δψ2 are eigenfunc-

tions of the Hamiltonian HE including interaction with

the external electric field E0. Here ψ
(0)
1 and ψ

(0)
2 are

eigenfunctions of the unperturbed Hamiltonian H0.
We have two different cases here. If the matrix el-

ement between unperturbed wave functions satisfy se-
lection rules for the electric dipole matrix element, i.e.

< ψ
(0)
1 |Dz|ψ(0)

2 > is not equal to zero, we have oscillat-
ing electric filed on the nucleus even in the absence of
external electric field E0. Indeed, atom in such state Eq.
(5) has oscillating electric dipole moment < Dz > which
produces electric field on the nucleus. For real c1, c2 and
< 1|Dz|2 > we obtain

< Dz >= 2c1c2 < 1|Dz|2 > cos (
(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
) (8)

and

< Et
z >= −2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)

2m

Ze2~2
c1c2 < 1|Dz|2 > cos (

(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
).

(9)
Numerical estimate for the amplitude of this oscillating
field is

|Et
z| ∼

(ǫ1 − ǫ2)
2

Z(eV)2
107V/cm. (10)

We assumed c1c2 ∼ 1. For Z ∼ 1 and (ǫ1 − ǫ2) equal
to few eV, this field may exceed by three orders of mag-
nitude electric fields, which have been used to measure
neutron and atomic EDM. However, this is a very rapidly
oscillating electric field. In the case of a small oscillation
frequency, the electric field is strongly suppressed by the
factor (ǫ1 − ǫ2)

2.

When < ψ
(0)
1 |Dz|ψ(0)

2 >= 0, we should consider effect
produced by the external electric field E0. Substitution
of the perturbation theory expression for δψ gives, for
real c1, c2 and < n|Dz|n′ >,

< Et
z >=

2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)
2m

Ze2~2
α1,2E0 cos (

(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
), (11)

where

α1,2 =
∑

n

< 1|Dz|n >< n|Dz|2 >
ǫ1 − ǫn

+

< 1|Dz|n >< n|Dz|2 >
ǫ2 − ǫn

(12)

is the Stark amplitude between the states 1 and 2.
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III. SHIELDING IN NON-STATIONARY

MOLECULAR STATES

In molecules in a stationary rotational state the screen-
ing of external electric field is produced by both electrons
and nuclei. However, in a non-stationary state electric
field on the nucleus is proportional to mass of the par-
ticles which produce this screening - see Eq. (7). Mass
of nuclei is from three to six orders of magnitude bigger
than mass of electron. Therefore, electric field on the nu-
cleus may be significantly bigger in molecules. Indeed,
nuclei in molecules are slow, they are not as efficient
screeners as electrons in the case when (electron) elec-
tric field varies. We observed similar enhancement when
considered screening of oscillating external electric field
in molecules [14].
Let us consider electric field on the nucleus 1 in a dia-

magnetic diatomic molecule which is given by the follow-
ing expression:

E
(1) = − i

Z1e~
[P(1), HE ] , (13)

where P
(1) is the momentum of the nucleus 1, Z1 is its

charge and the Hamiltonian HE includes both nuclei and
electrons. We may subtract from the momentumP

(1) the
contribution of the center of mass motion with velocity
v = Pt/Mt, where Pt is the total momentum and Mt is
the total mass of the molecule:

Π
1 = P

(1) −M (1)
Pt/Mt . (14)

Center of mass momentum commutes with the Hamilto-
nian, therefore, we may re-write Eq. (13) using commu-
tator with Π

1:

E
(1) = − i

Z1e~
[Π1, HE ] , (15)

The expectation value of the total electric field on the
nucleus 1 in the state (5) is

< E
(1) >= − i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)

Z1e~
×

[c∗1c2 < 1|Π1|2 > exp (
i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)

−c1c∗2 < 2|Π1|1 > exp (− i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)]. (16)

Now we can use the following relation from Ref. [14],
where we have neglected terms proportional to electron
mass in comparison with the terms proportional to the
nuclear masses:

Π
1 = iµ[R, H ′

E] , (17)

where µ =M1M2/(M1+M2) is the reduced nuclear mass,
R = R

(1) −R
(2) is the relative coordinate for the first

and second nucleus and H ′

E is the Hamiltonian with sub-
tracted contribution of the center of mass motion. Using

this relation we obtain

< E
(1) >= − (ǫ1 − ǫ2)

2µ

Z1e~2
×

[c∗1c2 < 1|R|2 > exp (
i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)

+c1c
∗

2 < 2|R|1 > exp (− i(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
)]. (18)

We consider rotational molecular states |1 >= Y00(θ, φ)Ψ
and |2 >= Y10(θ, φ)Ψ in a diamagnetic diatomic polar
molecule, where Y00 and Y10 describe rotational L = 0
and L = 1 molecular states and Ψ is an internal molec-
ular wave function, describing electron state and nuclear
vibrational state, which are the same for < 1| and < 2|.
Assuming real c1 and c2 we obtain

< E(1)
z >= −2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)

2µR√
3Z1e~2

c1c2 cos (
(ǫ1 − ǫ2)t

~
),

(19)

where R is the interval between the nuclei. Note that
the second nucleus has electric field of opposite sign
(R → −R). The electric field is inversely proportional
to the nuclear charge, therefore, the electric forces are
equal in magnitude and have opposite sign, so there is
no acceleration of the center of mass.
The oscillation frequency of the electric field on the

nucleus may be many orders of magnitude smaller than
frequency of optical transitions in atoms. Indeed, the
interval between molecular rotational levels is ∼ µ/me

times smaller than the interval between the electron lev-
els. Moreover, molecules may have doublets of levels with
the energy interval much smaller than the rotational en-
ergy.

IV. CONCLUSION

The Schiff theorem about total screening of electric
field on atomic nucleus is not applicable to atoms and
molecules in a non-stationary state, i.e. electric field on
a nucleus in a neutral system in a non-stationary state
may be not equal to zero. The field on the nucleus
is much bigger in molecules than in atoms since nuclei
in molecules are slow and do not produce such efficient
screening in a non-stationary case as electrons do. The
field enhancement factor is the ratio of nuclear mass to
electron mass. In principle, electric field penetrating to
the nucleus makes nuclear EDM observable and may also
affect nuclear reactions.
Schiff theorem has a simple classical explanation. Ap-

plication of a homogeneous electric field to a neutral sys-
tem does not lead to its motion. In this case the nucleus
does not move, but it has non-zero charge. This means
that the total electric field on the nucleus is zero. The
case of a neutral system in a non-stationary is different.
Nuclei may move, keeping center of mass of the system
at rest.
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Abstract
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their application to the study of cold nuclear matter at finite density and the Equation
of State (EOS) of neutron stars is presented. For the relevant range of densities, the
ground state of the Skyrme model in the three torus is shown to correspond to config-
urations with different symmetries, with a sequence of phase transitions between such
configurations. The effects of nonzero finite isospin asymmetry are taken into account
by the canonical quantization of isospin collective coordinates, and some thermody-
namical and nuclear observables (such as the symmetry energy) are computed as a
function of the density. We also explore the extension of the model to accommo-
date strange degrees of freedom, and find a first order transition for the condensation
of kaons in the Skyrme crystal background in a thermodynamically consistent, non-
perturbative way. Finally, an approximate EOS of dense matter is constructed by
fitting the free parameters of the model to some nuclear observables close to satu-
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1 Introduction

With the advent of gravitational wave and multi-messenger astronomy, the available con-
straints on the equation of state (EOS) of neutron stars, namely, strongly interacting
matter at finite density, have improved significantly in the last decade. Furthermore,
additional gravitational wave measurements from neutron star mergers with improved
precision from LIGO/Virgo are expected to impose even stricter constraints on the EOS
in the near future.

The physics of strong interactions is described by a nonabelian gauge theory, Quantum
Chromodynamics (QCD), whose nonperturbative nature at small and intermediate energy
or density regimes makes the computation of nuclear matter properties from first principles
extremely challenging. Indeed, a perturbative treatment is only available at asymptotically
high densities, while the main nonperturbative computational tool, lattice QCD, can be
used for arbitrarily low temperatures but only small densities, due to the fermion sign
problem. Hence, for sufficiently high densities (but not asymptotically high), the phase
diagram of QCD is poorly understood, and there is a big theoretical uncertainity on basic
observables such as the relevant degrees of freedom or the EOS in this regime, which, on the
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other hand, is precisely the relevant region for the matter in the interior of neutron stars.
Indeed, as depicted in the schematic phase diagram of fig. 1, matter inside neutron stars is
expected to be both at finite baryonic and isospin densities, and almost zero temperature
(when compared with the relevant density scale).

Figure 1: Schematic phase diagram of QCD

As first principle approaches are currently not suitable for this task, a plethora of
different effective theories and phenomenological models have been proposed to either
qualitatively or quantitatively study the QCD phase diagram in the intermediate density
regime.

Standard nuclear physics methods like relativistic mean field theory [1] or chiral per-
turbation theory [2, 3] can be used for this purpose (for a recent review we refer to [4]).
These theories are effective field theories (EFT) in the sense that they introduce nucle-
ons and mesons as their basic fields, instead of the quarks and gluons of QCD. Further,
they depend on a rather large number of a priori unknown parameters which are usually
determined by fitting to nuclear forces and scattering data in the (non-relativistic) low
energy regime. Also, nucleons (and baryons in general) are treated as point particles.
The extrapolation of these models to baryon densities beyond nuclear saturation might,
therefore, be affected by rather large uncertainties [5].

The Skyrme model represents a slightly different type of EFT. This model, proposed
more than 60 years ago by Tony Skyrme [6, 7], is an EFT of chiral mesons only, whereas
nucleons and baryons are realized as topological solitons (”skyrmions”) of the mesonic
field, and their interactions are described by the same mesonic lagrangian. In addition,
the topological degree of these solitonic solutions can be identified with the baryon num-
ber. The argument for the identification of skyrmions with baryons and nuclei was further
strengthened within the large Nc limit of QCD [8, 9], for which the theory becomes an
effective weakly interacting model of mesons, where baryons satisfy the usual properties
of solitons. The Skyrme model incorporates in a completely natural fashion several im-
portant features of strong interaction physics, like chiral symmetry and its breaking, the
conservation of baryon number, or the extended character of nucleons. As a consequence
of the latter, it also avoids short-distance singularities in nucleon-nucleon interactions. In
addition, it naturally incorporates the spin-statistics theorem in that skyrmions quantized
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with a half-odd integer spin are fermions, whereas for integer spin they are bosons [10].
For a recent review we refer to [11].

Skyrme´s idea of baryons as topological solitons is shared with a number of other ap-
proaches. First of all, holographic models based on the conjectured gauge/gravity duality
have proven to be useful as tools for studying the nonperturbative regimes of QCD-like
theories. For a recent review on the application of holographic models to the description
of neutron stars, see [12]. The Skyrme model has, in fact, been shown to appear as a holo-
graphic boundary theory in several holographic QCD models such as the Sakai-Sugimoto
model. A flat space version of these holographic models was proposed in [13], such that
the holographic dual of the flat space instantons provides the Skyrme field coupled to an
infinite tower of vector mesons. The full holographic dual maintains the conformal sym-
metry inherited from the instanton, whereas any truncation to a finite number of vector
mesons breaks conformal invariance. Secondly, in a different but related approach a class
of generalized nuclear effective theories have been developed in the last two decades which
maintain the field contents and topological structure of the Skyrme model at low ener-
gies while flowing towards an effective theory compatible with the symmetries of QCD at
higher energies (for a recent review see [14] in this special issue). This flow is achieved by
a coupling of the Skyrme field to the dilaton [15] and an infinite tower of vector mesons
via hidden local symmetry [16, 17], where these fields flow from a spontaneously broken
to an unbroken phase. As a consequence, these nuclear effective theories still share some
topological structures with the Skyrme model, while their dynamical contents is, in gen-
eral, different and much harder to calculate. For that reason, instead of the prohibitively
difficult full numerical simulations of those field theories, sometimes it is assumed that
they inherit some topological structures from the Skyrme model, and the consequences of
these assumptions are worked out using more standard effective field theory methods of
nuclear physics. We shall comment on some of these assumptions in our conclusions. A
detailed discussion of all the issues mentioned in this last paragraph can be found in [18].

1.1 The Skyrme model

As said, Skyrme´s original motivation was to reproduce baryons as topological soliton
solutions from a purely mesonic field theory. In its simplest version, the basic fields of the
Skyrme model are just the pion fields combined in an SU(2) valued field U as

U = σI+ iπaτa, U †U = I −→ σ2 + πaπa = 1, a = 1, 2, 3 (1.1)

where τa are the Pauli matrices. Left (L) and right (R) chiral transformations act on this
field like U → LUR. The two simplest terms of the resulting effective (Skyrme model)
lagrangian can be easily guessed from low-energy considerations, namely the so-called
nonlinear sigma model (or Dirichlet) term

L2 = −f
2
π

16
Tr{LµLµ} , Lµ = U †∂µU (1.2)

providing a kinetic term for the pions, and the pion mass potential

L0 =
m2
πf

2
π

8
Tr{U − I}. (1.3)

Here, fπ is the pion decay constant, whose physical value in the conventions used here is
fπ = 186 MeV. Further, Lµ are the components of the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan form
of the SU(2) group, mπ is the pion mass, and I is the 2 × 2 identity matrix. These two
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terms alone, however, cannot support the existence of static (soliton) solutions, because
they are unstable under a spatial rescaling x→ Λx. To stabilize them, Skyrme added the
term

L4 =
1

32e2
Tr{[Lµ, Lν ]2} (1.4)

where e is a dimensionless parameter. Here the notation Ln means that the corresponding
term contains n first derivatives. L4 is the only Poincare invariant four derivative term
that leads to a positive hamiltonian which is quadratic in momenta.

In the original version [6, 7], Skyrme only considered the model L24 = L2 + L4. The
resulting static solutions of the Skyrme field are maps from real space R3 to the SU(2)
group manifold, which is S3. Besides, in order to have finite energy solutions, the field
must tend to the vacuum of the theory at spatial infinity. We take U(x → ∞) = I,
such that the infinity of R3 is compactified into a point. Then the base manifold has
the topology of the S3, so the Skyrme field maps the S3 onto itself and we may conclude
from homotopy theory that the Skyrme model allows for the existence of topologically
nontrivial configurations [19]. These solitonic solutions can be classified according to their
different topologies via the topological number B, and the idea of Skyrme was to identify
this integer number with the baryon number, and these topological solutions, which are
called skyrmions, with baryons [20,21]. An explicit expression for B in terms of the Skyrme
field can be found from the topological current

Bµ =
εµνρσ

24π2
Tr{LνLρLσ}. (1.5)

It is straightforward to see that the divergence of the topological current vanishes identi-
cally, (∂µB

µ = 0), which implies the conservation of the topological number,

B =

∫
d3xB0, (1.6)

which is an integer. Furthermore, the choice of a vacuum value for the Skyrme field
at spatial infinite represents the spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking of QCD. These
analogies between the Skyrme model and QCD at low energies support the idea that the
fundamental fields of the Skyrme model, πa, may be identified with the physical pions.

In our approach we will also add a term which is of sixth order in first derivatives,

L6 = λ2π4BµB
µ (1.7)

where λ is a parameter. This term is, again, singled out as being the only Poincare invariant
term of sixth order which leads to a standard hamiltonian quadratic in momenta. We will
argue that this term is, in a certain sense, the most important one for our purposes. The
generalized Skyrme model that we will consider is, therefore,

L = L2 + L4 + L6 + L0 (1.8)

and we will refer to the individual terms as the quadratic, quartic, sextic and potential
terms, respectively.

For the simplest model L24, the collective coordinate quantization of the spin and
isospin degrees of freedom of the B = 1 skyrmion allowed to describe the proton, the
neutron and some higher excitations (e.g., the delta resonance) and calculate some of their
observables with a precision of about 30% [22], as could be expected naively from the large
Nc arguments with an expansion parameter N−1c for Nc = 3. A better precision, therefore,
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requires the inclusion of further terms and further (meson) fields into the effective model.
The simplest Skyrme model L24 also has some problems in the description of higher B
skyrmions which should correspond to atomic nuclei with weight number A = B. While
the model is partially successful in describing some nuclear spectra in terms of spin and
isospin excitations, one major problem is that the binding energies of skyrmions of baryon
charge B against their decomposition into B nucleons are up to ten times higher than the
binding energies of the corresponding physical nuclei. Also, the resulting skyrmions for
large B are rather hollow structures, at variance with the quite constant baryon densities
inside physical nuclei.

The inclusion of the mass term for the pions, apart from reproducing the explicit
chiral symmetry breaking, already improves some of these shortcomings. Indeed, this term
induces, e.g., the α-clustering for larger values of B [23], which is a known property of some
nuclei. As a consequence, for some nuclei which are known to have α particle subclusters,
the Skyrme model with pion mass term already provides an excellent description of nuclear
spectra [24], particularly when vibrational degrees of freedom are taken into account in
addition to spin and isospin [25]. However, the binding energy problem remains.

Finally, the sextic term was first considered in [26]. In [27] it was shown that combined
with a potential term it leads to a BPS model which reproduces many important features
of physical nuclei, like small binding energies and the spherical and compact shapes [28].
This potential should be chosen different from the pion mass term (e.g. L0,k ' Tr{U−I}k,
k ∈ N), because otherwise the BPS submodel would correspond to the unphysical limit
of infinite pion mass. Based on additional BPS bounds for generalized Skyrme models
discovered in [29, 30], it was later found that these additional potentials L0,k serve to
reduce binding energies already on their own, both without [31] and with [32, 33] the
sextic term.

A further improvement was achieved by the inclusion of the rho mesons [34], based on
the instanton-inspired approach to vector meson coupling in the Skyrme model of Ref. [13].
The cases B ≤ 8 were investigated numerically, and it was found that realistic cluster
structures emerged for all skyrmions, even for substructures different from α particles. In
addition, the binding energies were reduced significantly.
The upshot of all this is that i) there has been significant progress in the last years in
the Skyrme model as a model for nuclei and nuclear matter, where several shortcomings
of the model have been improved significantly, and clear strategies for their resolution
have been found; and ii) progress is still slower than one would like, not because of a
fundamental problem of the model, but because calculations are hard. Already the starting
point for any investigation, i.e., the skyrmion solution for a given B, is difficult to find,
especially for the extended versions of the model where more terms and/or more fields are
included. A parameter scan of the extended models with the aim of fitting the parameters
and coupling constants of a model to physical observables in order to identify promising
regions in parameter space is a challenging numerical problem with current techniques.

We shall, therefore, use a simpler version of the Skyrme model and fit only those ob-
servables which are most relevant for nuclear matter at sufficiently high densities because,
as we will see, the most widely used configuration for Skyrme matter (the Skyrme crys-
tal) allows to model nuclear matter only above nuclear saturation density1. At such high
densities potential terms like L0,k are irrelevant, as follows from simple scaling arguments,

1In section 2.4 we will discuss non-crystalline solutions consisting of regularly arranged clusters of
skyrmions surrounded by empty space. These solutions have a much better behavior at low density, but
we will not attempt to model nuclear matter below saturation with these configurations in the present
paper.
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and may be ignored. For reasons of simplicity, we will also ignore vector mesons, although
the adequacy of this approximation is more difficult to gauge2. On the other hand, the
sextic term (1.7) will provide the leading contribution to the Skyrme crystal energy at
high density, as follows from scaling arguments, again.

1.2 Skyrme matter

The inclusion of the sextic term is, in fact, mandatory for any realistic modeling of nuclear
matter by Skyrme matter at sufficiently high densities, and its inclusion should provide
already a rather reasonable description there. First of all, this term precisely describes
the repulsive nuclear force in the high density regime [35]. Secondly, the Skyrme model
without the sextic term leads to a maximum neutron star mass of about 1.5M� [36],
whereas NS of up to 2 solar masses are firmly established, and there are clear indications
that the maximum possible NS mass may, in fact, be as high as 2.3 − 2.5M�. Thirdly,
a related fact is that the Skyrme model without the sextic term always leads to an EOS
with a speed of sound which is below the conformal bound c2s < 1/3 for all pressures. But
EOS with such a restricted speed of sound are strongly disfavored according to a recent
analysis [37].

In principle, the ultimate goal of a sufficiently general Skyrme model would be to
describe nuclear matter covering a large range of densities, from individual baryons to
isolated nuclei where nB ∼ n0 = 0.16 fm−3, to the cores of neutron stars nB ∼ 10n0.
We will find, however, that the currently available Skyrme matter solutions only allow to
model nuclear matter above nuclear saturation density n0. We will, therefore, restrict to
the model (1.8) which contains four parameters, the pion decay constant fπ, the Skyrme
parameter e, the pion mass mπ, and λ2. From these parameters, we fix the pion mass
to its physical value, mπ = 140 MeV, whereas we will use the other three to fit our
solutions to reproduce the nuclear matter properties most relevant for our considerations.
In particular, as is common practice in the Skyrme model, we will not fix the pion decay
constant fπ to its physical value. The idea is that in the still rather restricted version
(1.8) of the Skyrme model this modified value of fπ partly takes into account the effect
of neglected terms, whereas in more complete, general versions of the model the optimum
value of fπ should flow to its physical value.

We will consider static solutions of the Skyrme field and we adopt the usual Skyrme
units of energy and length to work with more manageable expressions,

Es =
3π2fπ
e

, xs =
1

fπe
. (1.9)

Then the static energy functional in these units becomes

E =
1

24π2

∫
d3x

[
−1

2
Tr
{
L2
i

}
− 1

4
Tr
{

[Li, Lj ]
2
}

+ 8λ2π4f2πe
4(B0)2 +

(
mπ

fπe

)2

Tr(I− U)

]
=

1

24π2

∫
d3x

[
(∂inA)2 + (∂inA∂jnB − ∂inB∂jnA)2 + c6 (εABCDnA∂1nB∂2nC∂3nD)2 + c0(1− σ)

]
,

(1.10)

where we have defined c6 = 2λ2f2πe
4 and c0 = 2m2

π/(fπe)
2. In the last expression, we have

introduced the field configuration eq. (1.1) and adopted the vectorial notation nA = (σ, πa).

2We shall, however, take into account the effect of kaon condensation in section 4, because a kaon
condensate can be studied in the background of an unmodified Skyrme crystal in leading approximation.
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Recall that U ∈ SU(2) implies that nA is a unit vector, nAnA = 1, with A = 0, 1, 2, 3. It
is also possible to find from (1.10) a lower bound for the energy per baryon number, which
is known as the BPS (Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield) bound [29,30]. For this choice of
units the standard Skyrme model (λ2 = mπ = 0) becomes independent of the value of the
parameters fπ and e, and its BPS bound is equal to 1.

Unfortunately, trying to numerically calculate the skyrmion solution for B >> 1,
corresponding to a macroscopic amount of nuclear matter, is not feasible. Some simplify-
ing assumptions, therefore, must be made for a description of nuclear matter within the
Skyrme model. The simplest and most widely used assumption is that skyrmionic matter
forms a cubic lattice [38–45]. That is to say, there exists a cubic unit cell with a baryon
content Bcell and side length lcell (i.e., volume Vcell = l3cell), such that the Skyrme field
is periodic in all three Cartesian directions under the translation xi → xi + lcell. It is
then sufficient to minimize the energy functional within one unit cell, and the extension
to an arbitrary amount of Skyrme matter is trivial. In addition to periodicity, usually
some further discrete symmetries are assumed, leading to different cubic crystal types like,
e.g., simple cubic (SC), face-centered cubic (FCC), or body-centered cubic (BCC), and
the resulting solutions are known as Skyrme crystals.

It must be emphasized, however, that the mere existence of solutions for any of these
crystal types by itself does not imply their physical relevance. Indeed, the minimization of
the Skyrme model energy functional leads to an elliptic PDE, and elliptic systems typically
always have a solution for sufficiently regular boundary conditions. The reason that some
crystals are considered relevant is that the corresponding solutions are of rather low energy.
More precisely, the crystal energy per unit cell as a function of the lattice length, Ecell(lcell)
is a convex function with a minimum for a certain l0,cell. For some crystals, the resulting
energy at the minimum l0,cell is only slightly above the topological energy bound. For the
FCC crystal for the original Skyrme model, e.g., Ecell(l0,cell) is only about 3.7% above the
bound, which is very close, because it is well-known that the bound cannot be saturated.

For lcell 6= l0,cell, the energy grows rather quickly. Here, the region lcell > l0,cell defines a
thermodynamically unstable regime (formally, the pressure is negative). In this region, it
is expected that equilibrium configurations of nuclear matter are, instead, given by larger
clusters of nuclear matter (large nuclei, or a “nuclear pasta” phase in an intermediate
region close to l0,cell) surrounded by almost empty space. We shall find some indications
for the formation of larger nuclei in our investigations. This more inhomogeneous phase
ameliorates the thermodynamical instability without resolving it completely. That is to
say, the energy for lcell > l0,cell still is slightly above Ecell(l0,cell), but the difference between
Ecell(l0,cell) and, say, limlcell→∞Ecell(lcell) can be made smaller than 5%.

The nuclear pasta phase between l0,cell and the low density phase where large nuclei
appear could, in principle, lead to a thermodynamically stable description for all densities.
The formation of nuclear pasta, however, is expected to result from a subtle interplay
between the strong and the Coulomb forces. While the coupling of the Skyrme model
to the electromagnetic field is known [46], and promising results concerning the compu-
tation of Coulomb effect in the case of α-particle skyrmions have been reported [47], a
viable treatment of macroscopic amounts of skyrmionic matter coupled to electromag-
netism which could give rise to the strong inhomogeneities implied by nuclear pasta is
currently not available. As a consequence, all currently existing descriptions of nuclear
matter based on Skyrme crystals approach zero pressure already at a finite baryon density
nB = Bcell/Vcell, corresponding to the nuclear saturation density n0 = Bcell/V0,cell. This
implies that compact stars based on Skyrme crystals alone have no outer core and crust.
On the other hand, the region nB ≤ n0 is well described by standard methods of nuclear
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physics and can be joined with skyrmionic matter at higher densities. We shall make use
of this possibility in several occasions.

The region lcell < l0,cell of the Skyrme crystal is thermodynamically stable, but this
does not necessarily imply that it provides the true minimum energy configuration for all
baryon densities nB > n0. However, other good candidates for these minimizers have not
been found within the Skyrme model, therefore we shall simply assume that they are given
by Skyrme crystals and work out the consequences of this assumption as far as possible.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce different types of clas-
sical Skyrme crystal solutions. We discuss their properties and possible phase transi-
tions between them in several versions of Skyrme models. We also present evidence for
a high density crystal-fluid transition and a low density transition from a crystal to a
non-homogeneous phase. This section is partly based on our previous work [45], but most
of the results have been newly computed. Section 3 is devoted to the semiclassical quanti-
zation of the Skyrme crystals, which allows to pass from symmetric to asymmetric nuclear
matter. Here we show how to compute the symmetry energy and particle (proton, neutron
and lepton) fractions within the Skyrme theory. This part reviews the material recently
published in [48]. Next, in Section 4, we take into account the strangeness degrees of
freedom by extending the Skyrme field to a SU(3)-valued matrix field. In particular, we
compute the kaon condensation in the semiclassical Skyrme crystal, briefly reviewing the
very recent results of [49]. In Section 5 we apply all the previously investigated crystal so-
lutions to the description of neutron stars. Concretely, in section 5.2 we briefly review the
construction of an EOS motivated by the generalized Skyrme model [50], which already
leads to a very successful description of NS. In Section 5.3 we use the full semiclassical
Skyrme crystal of the generalized model to describe both nuclear matter and NS, and we
scan the model parameter space to find particularly promising parameter values. In Sec-
tion 5.4, we include the effects of the kaon condensate on NS properties. Finally, Section
6 contains our conclusions and an outlook to further research.

2 Skyrme crystals

Skyrmions have been extensively studied, and solutions for finite values of B were found
both in the standard Skyrme and the BPS submodels with different shapes and properties.
The usual procedure to find a minimal energy solution considers the different possible
symmetries for the skyrmion and then the solution is the one with the lowest energy.
However, it becomes more difficult to find the minimal energy solutions for increasing B
since the number of possible configurations grows quickly [51]. A simple estimation shows
that the number of nucleons inside a NS must be of the order of M�/mp ∼ 1057, then
obtaining a solution via the usual procedure becomes an impossible task.

Skyrme crystals are solutions obtained imposing periodic boundary conditions, then
they are infinitely spatially extended solutions so they formally have infinite baryon num-
ber. For this reason, skyrmion crystals are good candidates to describe infinite nuclear
matter and to reproduce the conditions inside NS. To construct these periodic solutions,
we split the crystal in finite unit cells where we construct the skyrmion configuration, then
the main difference to obtain the crystal with respect to the isolated skyrmions lies in the
boundary conditions. Now Skyrme crystals compactify the real space into T3, however
since the T3 is still an oriented and compact manifold, the Hopf’s degree theorem ensures
the existence of topological solitons labelled by an integer number.

From all the possible unit cells in three dimensions that we may use to construct a
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Skyrme crystal, we will consider cubic unit cells throughout this work, but we will allow
for different symmetries within them. Additionally, since the crystal is infinitely extended
it has infinite energy and baryon number, however the unit cell is finite in size, hence it
carries a finite amount of energy and baryon number. Then the energy per unit cell as
well as the energy per baryon number of the crystal are completely well defined and finite,

Ecrystal

Bcrystal
=
NcellsEcell

NcellsBcell
=
Ecell

Bcell
. (2.1)

The first Skyrme crystal was proposed in 1985 for the standard Skyrme model by
Klebanov [38], motivated by the phenomenological application of crystals to the interior of
NS. He considered the simplest possible crystal with a simple cubic (SC) unit cell, in which
eight B = 1 skyrmions were located in the corners of the cube in the maximal attractive
channel with respect to their nearest neighbours. Then, he computed the minimal energy
field configuration respecting these conditions for different values of the unit cell side length
and found that the lowest value of the energy was just an 8% above the BPS bound. In
the following, we will explain how we construct Skyrme crystals via the procedure given
in [40] with the different symmetries that have been proposed, and we will compare them
within the generalized Skyrme model.

2.1 Crystal ansatz

The starting point in the construction of the Skyrme crystal proposed in [40] is the ex-
pansion of the fields in Fourier series,

σ =

∞∑
a,b,c

βabc cos
(aπx
L

)
cos

(
bπy

L

)
cos
(cπz
L

)

π1 =

∞∑
h,k,l

αhkl sin

(
hπx

L

)
cos

(
kπy

L

)
cos

(
lπz

L

)

π2 =

∞∑
h,k,l

αhkl cos

(
lπx

L

)
sin

(
hπy

L

)
cos

(
kπz

L

)

π3 =

∞∑
h,k,l

αhkl cos

(
kπx

L

)
cos

(
lπy

L

)
sin

(
hπz

L

)
.

(2.2)

Here, the unit cell extends from −L to L in all three Cartesian directions, so the side length
of the unit cell is l = 2L. Then the symmetries of a given crystal impose some conditions on
the Skyrme field which, in the end, are translated into some constraints on the coefficients
of the expansions βabc and αhkl. Finally, the constrained coefficients are varied in order
to obtain the lowest energy configuration. Although the expansion series of the fields
are infinite, even the truncation to the first coefficients provides a good approximation to
the solution, then the addition of higher modes produces corrections to the energy which
become smaller for higher orders. This conclusion is also seen numerically, while the first
coefficients are of order ∼ 1, we have calculated that the next orders decay to the ∼ 4%,
∼ 0.3% and ∼ 0.06% of the first order results. Hence we may safely truncate the series
to a finite number of coefficients, we take around 30 coefficients to obtain the solution for
each crystal. Finally, these expansions of the fields break the normalization condition of
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the vector nA, then we have to renormalize it

nA −→
nA√
nAnA

. (2.3)

The crystal considered by Klebanov has the simplest unit cell. It is invariant under
cubic symmetry transformations:

A1 : (x, y, z)→ (−x, y, z),

(σ, π1, π2, π3)→ (σ,−π1, π2, π3), (2.4)

A2 : (x, y, z)→ (y, z, x),

(σ, π1, π2, π3)→ (σ, π2, π3, π1), (2.5)

and it has an additional periodicity symmetry on the side length of the unit cell,

A3 : (x, y, z)→ (x+ L, y, z),

(σ, π1, π2, π3)→ (σ,−π1, π2,−π3). (2.6)

Indeed all the symmetries shown in this work are based on the cubic symmetry, hence they
will all satisfy symmetries A1 and A2. The last symmetry, A3, repeats the location of a
skyrmion with period L and performs the mutual isorotation between nearest neighbours.
Under these symmetries, the energy is periodic in L but the fields are periodic in 2L, then
we take the ranges of the unit cell to be [−L, L] and perform the integrals of the energy
and baryon numbers within these limits.

We proceed now to show how to construct other symmetries of interest and show the
numerical results.

2.1.1 Face centered cubic crystal of skyrmions

This symmetry was proposed in [41] in order to have a new solution with lower energy for
very large values of L. It shares symmetries A1 and A2 and also two additional symmetries,

C3 : (x, y, z)→ (x, z,−y),

(σ, π1, π2, π3)→ (σ,−π1, π3,−π2), (2.7)

C4 : (x, y, z)→ (x+ L, y + L, z),

(σ, π1, π2, π3)→ (σ,−π1,−π2, π3). (2.8)

In this case, the energy and baryon number are periodic in 2L, and the unit cell has the
shape on an FCC lattice of skyrmions. We have eight B = 1 skyrmions in the corners
of the cube, symmetry C4 locates other six skyrmions in centre of the faces and it also
isorotates them by π with respect to their nearest neighbours. Hence, this lattice differs
from the first in that each skyrmion is surrounded by 12 nearest neighbours all of them
in the maximal attractive channel. Since we have the eight skyrmions in the corners and
other six in the faces of the cube, the total baryon number in this unit cell is Bcell = 4.

As we mentioned before, these symmetries impose some constraints on the Fourier
coefficients. They can be easily obtained imposing the symmetries on the field ansätze
eq. (2.2). In this case the non-vanishing coefficients are obtained from the combination of
the following restrictions,
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• h is odd, k and l are even or h is even, k and l are odd,

• a, b, c are all odd or a, b, c are all even.

We show the resulting energy density contours in fig. 2, and the three-dimensional energy
density plot in fig. 3. The crystal symmetry is clearly visible in the plots.
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Figure 2: Energy density contour plots of the face-centered cubic (FCC) unit cell of
skyrmions for a large value of L = 10. Each plot shows different heights of the unit cell,
which are z = 0, L/2 and L because in this case also the energy density has periodicity in
2L.

Figure 3: The energy density of the FCC unit cell is shown in 3D. The FCC symmetry
is clearly visible as well as in the contours fig. 2 plot. We adopt the Runge colouring
convention [52] in this figure to represent the pion fields.

2.1.2 Body centered cubic crystal of half-skyrmions

This unit cell was proposed in [39] to be the one with the lowest energy for small values
of L. It introduces an additional symmetry,

B4 : (x, y, z)→ (L/2− z, L/2− y, L/2− x),

(σ, π1, π2, π3)→ (−σ, π2, π1, π3). (2.9)

to those of the Klebanov crystal (A1, A2 and A3). The motivation of this new crystal
comes from the appearance of an additional symmetry when two B = 1 skyrmions are
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brought together and form the lower energy B = 2 field configuration, in which the B = 1
skyrmions have lost their individual identity. This new symmetry produces a unit cell
which may be seen as a BCC of half-skyrmions, which are solutions for which σ = −1
at the centre of the cube of side length L until some radius r0 for which σ = 0. This
solution carries a half of baryon charge and it is undefined outside r0. However, a new
half-skyrmion solution can be defined via the transformation (σ, πa) → (−σ,−πa), these
new solutions are located in the corners of the cube, connected to the σ = 0 value at
r = r0 of the central half-skyrmion, forming a cube of side length L. As a result, the mean
value of the σ field in this cube is exactly 0, so the energy coming from the potential term
L0 ∼ (σ − 1) will scale exactly as 8c0L

3. Further, the 8 half-skyrmions in the corners
contribute a total baryon number of 1/2, so the cube of side length L contains a baryon
charge of B = 1.

The energy and baryons densities are also periodic in L but, again, the fields have a 2L
periodicity, then we have Bcell = 8 within our unit cell of side length 2L. The restrictions
imposed on the Fourier coefficients by the last symmetries are

• h, k are odd, l is even.

• a, b and c are even.

• βabc = βbca = βcab.

• αhkl = −(−1)
h+k+l

2 αkhl.

• βabc = −(−1)
a+b+c

2 βbac.

We show the resulting energy density plots in fig. 4 and fig. 5.
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Figure 4: Energy density contour plots for the unit cell of the body-centered-cubic (BCC)
crystal at the minimum of energy. In this case, the energy density has period L so we
show the cuts at z = 0, z = L/4 and z = L/2.

2.1.3 Enhanced face centered cubic crystal of skyrmions

This new crystal configuration was almost simultaneously found in two different publica-
tions [40,42] to be the one with the lowest energy in the standard Skyrme model. It may
be seen as the half-skyrmion version of the FCC crystal explained before. Indeed it shares
the symmetries A1, A2, C3 and an additional symmetry,

D4 : (x, y, z)→ (x+ L, y, z),

(σ, π1, π2, π3)→ (−σ,−π1, π2, π3), (2.10)
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Figure 5: The tridimensional energy density plot of the BCC unit cell is shown. Again we
represent the pion fields using the Runge colouring convention.

then some of the FCC crystal Fourier coefficients are set to 0 in this crystal.
Concretely, this new unit cell only allows the Fourier coefficients which satisfy the

conditions

• h is odd, k and l are even,

• a, b, c are all odd.

Since this crystal has less free Fourier coefficients than the FCC crystal, it is a particular
case of the last one which we shall call FCC+. As a result, the FCC+ crystal will always
have equal or larger energy than the FCC crystal. This may lead to phase transitions
between the crystals at some length of the unit cell, as we will see later. As in the FCC
crystal, the half-skyrmion solutions with σ = −1 in their centre are located at the corners
and faces of the unit cell. Further, the opposite half-skyrmions with σ = 1 occupy the
body center and the link centers of the unit cube. As a consequence, the mean value of the
σ field is 0, again, as in the BCC crystal. The energy and baryon densities are periodic in L
and they have the appearance of a simple cubic unit cell of half-skyrmions. However, since
the fields are periodic in 2L we take that to be the side length of the unit cell, hence the
unit cell still has the shape of an FCC crystal with the alternating half-skyrmion solutions.
Then, the baryon content within our unit cell is again Bcell = 4. We show the resulting
energy density plots in fig. 6 and in fig. 7.

2.2 Energy curves

Each crystal configuration explained before is constructed imposing the corresponding
symmetry transformations, then we fix the value of L and use a Nelder-Mead algorithm
[53] from the GSL C++ library to find the optimal values of the remaining free Fourier
coefficients that minimize the energy functional. For different values of L we may construct
the curve E(L) for all the different crystals and combinations of terms in the lagrangian
eq. (1.8). For all cases we always find a convex curve with a minimum located at some
value of L which is different in each case.

It will be important for the next sections to obtain an analytical expression of the
energy curve. Then we may try to guess a specific fitting curve just by studying the
scaling of each term in the energy functional. We find that Ei ∼ L3−i, where i represents
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Figure 6: Energy density contour plots for the unit cell of the enhanced face-centered cubic
crystal (FCC+) at the minimum of energy. It can be appreciated in the figure that this
crystal can also be viewed as a simple cubic crystal of half-skyrmions. The energy density
has the same period as the BCC, so the cuts are the same.

Figure 7: The energy density in three dimensions for the FCC+ crystal. Again the Runge
colouring convention is used as in the last two cases.

the number of derivatives in the i−term, and the three comes from the integration over
3D space. Hence we use the following fit for the energy curves in each case,

E(L) = k + k2L+
k4
L

+ c6
k6
L3

+ c0k0L
3. (2.11)

In order to show the main properties of Skyrme crystals and the impact that the
different terms have in the E(L) curve we fix the value of the physical constants that
appear in the generalized Skyrme model to some standard values,

fπ = 129 MeV, e = 5.45, λ2 = 5 MeV fm3, mπ = 140 MeV. (2.12)

We may see from fig. 8 how the E(L) curves change turning on and off the different
terms. The pion-mass potential is an attractive term, so we would expect that more
compact solutions are preferable. On the other hand the sextic term is repulsive so the
opposite effect is expected. These behaviors are visible in fig. 8 where the length parameter
value at which the minimal energy configuration is achieved, denoted by L0, is shifted to
smaller values when the potential term is introduced, whereas it increases when the sextic
term is present. Larger values of mπ or λ2 will increase these effects, and values of the
parameters different from eq. (2.12) lead to completely different results. However the
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Figure 8: Energy curves of the different Skyrme crystals considering the different terms in
the generalized Skyrme lagrangian. We also show the BPS bound in each case to see how
close it is to the minima of the crystals.

Skyrme units, in which we are computing the curves, produce a universal E(L) curve in
the L24 case in the sense that it does not depend on the value of the parameters. We also
note that the expression eq. (2.11) that we are using to fit the energy of the crystals is
quite accurate for the FCC+ and BCC cases, however the FCC crystal has a non-trivial
behaviour for large values of L, invalidating the expression of our fit in this region.

For comparison, we also include the topological lower energy bounds in each case in
fig. 8. For the L24 case, this bound coincides with the Skyrme-Faddeev bound originally
given already in [7], whereas more stringent bounds can be derived once more terms are
included in the lagrangian [29,30]. Here, we always use the most stringent bound.

As in previous work [44, 45], we conclude that the FCC+ crystal reaches the lowest
energy in the standard Skyrme model between the crystals considered here. In that case,
the minimum is only a 3.7% above the BPS bound, which also places the Skyrme crystal
as the skyrmion solution with the lowest energy ever achieved in the standard Skyrme
model. Obviously, when the other terms are included the energy increases, but also the
BPS bound of the model which is shown in each plot. We also conclude that for the
parameters that we consider here, the lowest energy configuration is also achieved for the
FCC+ crystal in the generalized model. The location and the value of the energy in the
minimum, L0 and E0 respectively, for this case, as well as the value that it is above the
BPS bound in percentage, are shown in tables 1 and 2 below,

The values of the coefficients in eq. (2.11) are obtained in each case using the Python
optimization library GEKKO.

We remark that the fitting constants shown in tables 3 and 4 will change if we use
different values of c6 and c0. However it will be shown in the next section that a value for
the constants of the energy curve fit independent of the parameters may be obtained for
the FCC+ crystal solution.
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Model L0 E0/B Minimum (%)

L24 4.7 1.04 4

L240 4.1 1.09 5

L246 6.2 1.18 5

L2460 5.3 1.30 7

Table 1: FCC+ crystal.

Model L0 E0/B Minimum (%)

L24 5.5 1.08 8

L240 4.9 1.13 9

L246 7.3 1.23 9

L2460 6.4 1.34 10

Table 2: BCC crystal

The side length and the value at which the E(L) finds the minimum. In the last column
we show [(Emin − Ebound)/Ebound] × 100, i.e., the percentage deviation of the minimum
crystal energy from the bound for the lattice.

Model k k2 k4 k6 k0
L24 0.047 0.105 2.344 0 0

L240 0.022 0.109 2.384 0 0.008

L246 0.006 0.106 2.750 0.905 0

L2460 0.334 0.074 1.747 1.062 0.010

Table 3: Fitting constants for the numerically obtained E(L) curves for the FCC+ crystal.

2.3 Phase transitions

We may anticipate from fig. 8 that even though the FCC+ crystal reaches the lowest
energy at the minimum, it may not be the crystal with the lowest energy for all values
of L. This is clear in the region with large values of L, for which the FCC crystal has
lower energy than the FCC+. We will also see that there is a phase transition from the
FCC to the BCC crystal at small values of L, however since they do not have the same
baryon content within the unit cell, a more careful comparison is necessary. We will study
in the following the possible phase transitions that we may have since it may lead to an
interesting phenomenology of the Skyrme crystals. For simplicity, since L is a measure of
the size of unit cell it is also a measure of the baryon density, then we will also refer to
the region of small values of L as the high density regime and for large values of L the low
density regime.

2.3.1 Low density phase transition

As we noted in the construction of the crystals, the FCC+ crystal will always have larger
or equal energy than the FCC. In fig. 8 we see that the energies of both crystals are
indistinguishable at high densities, but at some value of the length the curves split and
the FCC crystal becomes the ground state. This behaviour in the E(L) curves suggests
a phase transition between the crystals, but the presence of the pion-mass potential term
is crucial in the understanding of this possible transition. Concretely, this potential term

Model k k2 k4 k6 k0
L24 0.017 0.096 2.988 0 0

L240 -0.022 0.101 3.061 0 0.004

L246 0.040 0.093 3.150 1.710 0

L2460 0.172 0.078 2.798 1.751 0.005

Table 4: Fitting constants for the numerically obtained E(L) curves for the BCC crystal.
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explicitly breaks chiral invariance, then it is not compatible with the FCC+ symmetry
σ → −σ. However, the relevance of the potential term in the energy decreases at high
densities, so both crystals tend to the same energy in the chiral limit. Hence when this
term is not included in the lagrangian both crystals are allowed and we find a FCC to
FCC+ second order phase transition, but when the potential term is present the FCC
crystal is always the ground state and the energy curves approach asymptotically.

This phase transition has been extensively studied in [54], where the σ field was pro-
posed to be the order parameter of the transition.
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Figure 9: The mean value of the σ field within the unit cell shows the second order
transition from the FCC to the FCC+ crystal when the pion-mass term is not included,
and the asymptotic approach when it is included.

We show in fig. 9 the mean value of the σ field in the unit cell for the cases L24 and
L240 since they represent the cases without and with pion-mass potential term respectively.
The addition of the sextic term does not qualitatively change the curves.

Although the FCC+ is not the ground state crystal it is a good approximation to the
FCC crystal at large densities. Indeed, for the values of the parameters that we have
considered, the transition point (in the case without potential term) always occurs at
densities smaller than the minimum of energy, and even with potential term the FCC+

crystal is already a good approximation to the FCC crystal.

2.3.2 High density phase transition

Now we want to compare the energy curves between the BCC and the FCC crystals. An
important point here is that whilst the FCC unit cell contains 4 baryons, the BCC unit
cell has 8 baryon units. If we want to compare both crystals we need to do it at the same
baryon density, which may be easily defined,

nB =
Bcell

Vcell
. (2.13)

Hence, if we want to compare the energies we may calculate the density of both crystals
and find the point at which the BCC crystal is more energetically favourable than the
FCC crystal.

We find that the different terms that we consider in the lagrangian have an important
impact on the transition point. Concretely, the sextic term locates the transition at phys-
ically reasonable densities, i.e. the same order of magnitude as the density at the energy
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Figure 10: The comparison between the energies of the BCC and FCC crystals at the same
baryon density shows that the first one becomes more favourable at some point, denoted
by the red cross in the plots. The sextic term is crucial to have this transition at realistic
densities. Both n and E are shown in Skyrme units.

minimum. Without the sextic term we find the transition point at very high densities,
and the addition of the pion-mass term shifts the transition density to even higher values,
therefore we only plot the cases in which we have the sextic term, see fig. 10.

Model nPT/n0
L246 3.7

L2460 2.4

Table 5: Ratio between the transition density and the density at which the minimum of
the energy is achieved for the FCC+ crystal.

Since the energy curves have different slopes at the transition point there is a discon-
tinuity in the derivative of the energy. This implies that the FCC-to-BCC is a first order
phase transition and we must perform a Maxwell construction (MC) in order to avoid
unphysical regions.

The pressure of a system acquires great relevance when phase transitions are present
since it must remain finite and continuous in order to have a physical transition. The
pressure, as well as the energy density of the crystal, can be obtained from their thermo-
dynamical definition,

p = −∂E
∂V

= − 1

24L2

∂Ecell

∂L
, (2.14)

ρ =
E

V
=
Ecell

8L3
. (2.15)

From these expressions we may conclude that there is a discontinuity in the pressure of
the crystal and this is contradiction with the Gibbs conditions that must be preserved in
every phase transition,

p1 = p2, µ1B = µ2B. (2.16)

For this analysis we will identify the FCC crystal as phase 1 and the BCC crystal as phase
2. Besides, in our system the baryon charge is conserved so we must find the mixed phase
which has the associated chemical potential (µB) common to both phases.
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The MC introduces a mixed phase which preserves the Gibbs conditions in this case.
The main idea of this construction is to find one point in each of the energy curves which
have the same pressure, we denote it by pPT , and join them with the curve which has the
same value of µB for the two phases. Mathematically this means that we have to find the
points (V1, V2) of each phase that have the same slope in the E(V ) diagram and are both
tangent to the straight line with the same slope (which is pPT ).

We must be careful for this calculation since we are dealing now with the volumes of
the unit cells. This means that same volumes have different baryon content in each crystal,
so we need to rescale them in order to have the same baryon number,

nFCC = nBCC −→ VFCC =
VBCC

2
. (2.17)

The final energy curve with a physical phase transition starts at low densities in the
FCC crystal until we find the mixed phase which joins to the BCC crystal,

E(V ) =


EFCC(V ), V ≥ V1
EFCC(V1)− pPT (V − V1), V1 ≥ V ≥ V2
EBCC(V ), V ≤ V2

(2.18)

see fig. 11. We may use the FCC+ energy curve for these calculations since the density
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Figure 11: Maxwell construction in the FCC-to-BCC phase transition. The red cross
denotes again the transition point, but now the black crosses denote where the mixed
phase starts. At low densities we are in the FCC phase (green line) until we reach the
mixed phase (black line), which joins to the BCC phase (blue line).

at which the transition occurs the FCC and FCC+ crystals are the same in the L246 case
and the difference between them in the L2460 case is negligible.

2.3.3 Fluid-like transition

From the previous calculations we know how to calculate the most important thermody-
namical magnitudes (pressure, energy and baryon densities) for the Skyrme crystal. We
also know that decreasing the size of the unit cell increases the densities as well as the pres-
sure, hence we may try to calculate how homogeneous the crystal becomes for increasing
density and if a transition to a fluid is possible.

Indeed, it is known that the BPS Skyrme submodel (L60) describes a perfect fluid due
to the properties of the sextic term. Then it seems reasonable that, since the sextic term
is the most important one at small values of L, the crystal becomes more homogeneous
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within the unit cell. To study the degree of homogeneity we will compare the energy
density profiles obtained from the numerical minimization with a constant density profile
with the value of the mean energy density of the unit cell, ρmean = Ecell/Vcell.

At the minimum of the energy we expect to have a highly inhomogeneous crystal,
where the skyrmions are surrounded by regions of vacuum, and reducing the size of the
unit cell will decrease the inhomogeneity. However, we also expect to increase this effect
with the addition of the sextic term, so we will compare the L240 and L2460 cases, since
we want to consider the more realistic cases in which pions have mass. To compare the
energy densities within the unit cell we define the radial energy profile (REP) enclosed
within a sphere of radius r,

E(r) =

∫ r

0
d3x ρ, (2.19)

where ρ is the ρmean in the case of the constant energy density unit cell and the integrand
of eq. (1.10) in the real case. We calculate both REP for each case at the baryon density
of the minimal energy (n0), and at the higher densities 3n0 and 7n0. We show in fig. 12
the ratio χ = E(r)/Emean(r) of the two REP for each case.

Figure 12: REP for the L240 (blue) and L2460 (red) cases, for n0 (continuous lines), 3n0
(dashed lines), and 7n0 (dashed-dotted lines). The degree of homogeneity almost does
not change for L240, whereas the energy density becomes much more homogeneous with
increasing baryon density for L2460.

2.4 New lattice solutions

For the moment, we have mostly focused on the behaviour of Skyrme crystals in the region
to the left of the minimum of the E(L) curve. The reason is that, from eq. (2.15) we may
observe that the minimum corresponds to the point p = 0, and the region L ≥ L0 has
negative pressure, hence it is unstable. It is the aim of this section to show that there is a
new branch of solutions which have different energies in the low density regime and tend
to the FCC+ crystal at high energies.

The fact that the Skyrme crystal has a minimum is not a bad behaviour, since this
is expected to occur in symmetric nuclear matter. However, the energy of the crystals
seems to diverge with L, but this is due to the Fourier expansion that we use to construct
the Skyrme crystal, in which we impose the skyrmions to be in fixed positions and we do
not allow them to move freely within the unit cell to find the lowest energy configuration.
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This is a correct procedure for small values of L, however if we increase the size of the unit
cell the skyrmion can only spread instead of clustering to form a compact configuration
surrounded by vacuum.

This motivated us to find new lower energy configurations with a new numerical min-
imization method which lets the skyrmions move freely within the unit cell. We use
a gradient flow method to find the field configurations with minimal energy, locating a
B = 4 skyrmion in the centre of the unit cell. The motivation for this new lattice starts
with the similarities between the isolated B = 4 skyrmion, which has cubic symmetry, and
the FCC+ symmetry. Indeed the B = 4 skyrmion is quite similar to the crystal in the
sense that it is composed by eight half-skyrmions located in the corners of a cube.

Besides, the study of the B = 4 skyrmion in periodic boundary conditions under
different deformations showed the phase transitions it may experiment [55]. Concretely,
the phase transition between the FCC+ and the B = 4 skyrmion lattice was found at a
certain value of L, then the new lattice becomes a more energetically favourable crystal.
Since the isolated B = 4 skyrmion aims to describe an alpha particle, we will refer to this
configuration as the α-lattice.

We calculated the energy for the α-lattice at different values of L for the L240 and
L2460 models. This new lattice has lower energy than the crystal at a certain value of L
and, furthermore, it tends to a constant value at L→∞. Indeed it tends to the value of
the isolated B = 4 skyrmion, so we may construct other cubic lattices with larger values
of B, since it is know that the energy per baryon of skyrmions decreases for increasing
values of the baryon charge. We show the energy of the next simplest cubic lattice, which
is a multiple of the α−lattice, the B = 32 lattice.
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Figure 13: Energy per baryon number for the different lattices that we consider with and
without sextic term. These α and B = 32 lattices are important in the low density regime
where they have much lower energies than the standard crystal. However, already for
densities which are slightly smaller than at the minimum of the energy all these lattices
tend to the same FCC crystal.

As expected, both the α and B = 32 lattices have less energy than the FCC crystal
at low densities, since they achieve a more compact configuration surrounded by vacuum.
Decreasing the size of the unit cell forces the skyrmion within the unit cell to recover the
FCC+ crystal configuration. The transition for both lattices may be seen in fig. 13. In
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fig. 14 the corresponding energy density contours are shown for the L240 model.
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Figure 14: Energy density contour of the α and B = 32 lattices at different sizes of the
unit cell. The shape of the isolated skyrmion is visible at very large values of L, whereas
the FCC+ crystal is recovered at high densities. The legend of the colours is as in fig. 6

3 Isospin quantization and symmetry energy

The classical cristalline solutions presented in the previous sections can be understood as
models for infinite, isospin symmetric nuclear matter, that is, with the same number of
protons and neutrons. However, it is well known that nuclear matter in the interior of
neutron stars cannot be completely isospin symmetric, with all but a small fraction of the
total baryonic degrees of freedom being protons at a given density. The magnitude that
determines the fraction of protons over the total baryon number is the so-called symmetry
energy, namely, the change in the binding energy of the system as the neutron-to-proton
ratio is changed at a fixed value of the total baryon number, and its knowledge is essential
to determine the composition of nuclear matter at high densities.

For an finite nuclear system with total baryon number A = N + Z, with N (Z) the
number of neutrons (protons), the isospin asymmetry parameter is defined as δ = (N −
Z)/A = (1 − 2γ), with γ = Z/A the proton fraction. For an infinite system, the above
quantities can be defined with densities instead of total numbers. The binding energy of
infinite nuclear matter is thus parametrized as a function of both the baryon density and
the asymmetry parameter,

E

A
(nB, δ) = EN (nB) + SN (nB)δ2 +O

(
δ3
)
, (3.1)

with EN (nB) the binding energy of isospin-symmetric matter, and SN (nB) the symmetry
energy. Although its dependence on the density has proven difficult to measure experimen-
tally, it is usually parametrized as an expansion in powers of the baryon density around
nuclear saturation n0,

SN (nB) = S0 +
1

3
Lε+

1

18
Ksymε

2 + · · · (3.2)

with ε = (n− n0)/n0, and

L = 3n0
∂SN
∂n

∣∣∣∣
n=n0

, Ksym = 9n20
∂2SN
∂n2

∣∣∣∣
n=n0

(3.3)
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the slope and curvature of the symmetry energy at saturation, respectively.The symmetry
energy at saturation is well constrained (S0 ∼ 30 MeV) by nuclear experiments [56],
but the values of the slope and higher order coefficients are still very uncertain. However,
recent efforts on the analysis of up to date combined astrophysical and nuclear observations
have allowed to constrain the value of these quantities with reasonable uncertainty above
nuclear saturation [57–61].

In the Skyrme model, due to the SU(2) isospin symmetry of the Lagrangian, isospin
degrees of freedom represent zero-modes, which are quantized using standard canonical
quantization in terms of some collective coordinate parametrization (see, e.g., [22, 24, 62,
63]).

Following this approach, we consider a (time-dependent) isospin transformation of a
static Skyrme field configuration,

U(~x)→ Ũ(~x, t) ≡ g(t)U(~x)g†(t). (3.4)

Then, the time component of the left invariant form Lµ becomes Ũ †∂0Ũ = gTag
†ωa, where

Ta is the su(2)-valued current,

Ta =
i

2
U †[τa, U ] = i(πaπb − πcπcδab + σπcεabc)τb ≡ iT ab τb, (3.5)

and ~ω
.
= g†ġ = i

2ωaτa is the isospin angular velocity. The time dependence of the new
Skyrme field induces a kinetic term in the energy functional, given by 3

T =
1

24π2

∫
{aTr{L0L0} − 2bTr{[L0, Lk][L0, Lk]} − c BiBi}d3x =

1

2
ωiΛijωj

where Λij is the isospin inertia tensor, given by

Λij =
1

24π2

∫
d3x {2aTr{TiTj} − 4bTr{[Ti, Lk][Tj , Lk]}−

c

32π4
εabc Tr{TiLbLc}εars Tr{TjLrLs}

}
,

(3.6)
and the values of a, b, c, d are easily obtained from (1.8),

a = −1

2
, b =

1

4
, c = −8λ2π4

f2πe
4

~3
, d =

m2
π

f2πe
2
. (3.7)

Due to the symmetries of the cristalline phases, the complete isospin inertia tensor
for the unit cell of a cubic crystal turns out to be proportional to the identity, and the
associated eigenvalue (the isospin moment of inertia) can be written

Λ =
1

24π2

[
2aΛ(2) − 4bΛ(4) − c

32π4
Λ(6)

]
, (3.8)

where the contribution from each term in the lagrangian, denoted by Λ(n), can be found
in [48]. This fact enormously simplifies the kinetic term in the Lagrangian of an isospinning
cubic crystal with a number Ncells ≡ N of unit cells, which is reduced to

T =
1

2
ωiΛijωj = N

1

2
Λωaω

a, (3.9)

and, by defining the corresponding canonical momentum Ja = ∂L/∂ωa = NΛωa, we may
write it in Hamiltonian form,

H =
1

2NΛ
JaJ

a. (3.10)

3Remember that we are using the mostly minus convention for the metric signature.
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Now, following the standard canonical quantization procedure, we promote the isospin
angular momentum variables to operators, so that we may diagonalise the Hamiltonian in
a basis of eigenstates with a definite value of the total isospin angular momentum,

H =
~2

2NΛ
J tot(J tot + 1) (3.11)

The total isospin angular momentum of the full crystal will be given by the product of the
total number of unit cells times the total isospin of each unit cell, which can be obtained
by composing the isospin of each of the cells. In the charge neutral case, all cells will have
the highest possible value of isospin angular momentum, so that in each unit cell with
baryon number Bcell, the total isospin will be 1

2Bcell, and hence the total isospin of the full
crystal will be J tot = 1

2NBcell.
Therefore, the quantum correction to the energy (per unit cell) in the charge neutral

case (completely asymmetric matter) due to the isospin degrees of freedom will be given
by (assuming N →∞)

Eiso =
~2

8Λ
B2

cell. (3.12)

Such correction could also have been obtained directly by introducing an ’external’ isospin
chemical potential µI , and promoting the regular derivatives in the Skyrme Lagrangian
to covariant derivatives of the form [64]

∂µU → DµU = ∂µU −
iµI
2
δµ0[τ

3, U ], (3.13)

so that, if U is a static configuration, the time component of the Maurer-Cartan form
becomes

L0 = − i
2
µIU

†[τ3, U ] = −µIT3. (3.14)

This expression is equivalent to that of an iso-rotating field with angular velocity ωa =
−µIδ3a. Thus, it is straightforward to obtain the isospin chemical potential for the
Skyrmion crystal using its thermodynamical definition µI = − ∂E

∂nI
, where nI is the (third

component of) the isospin number density. Given that (J tot)2 = J2
1 + J2

2 + J2
3 and

nI = J3/N , we may write the isospin energy per unit cell as

Eiso =
~2

2Λ

(
n2I +

J2
2

N2
+
J2
1

N2

)
(3.15)

and then

µI = −∂Eiso

∂nI
= −~2

Λ
nI . (3.16)

For B < ∞ Skyrmions, isospin quantization (together with spin) induces a set of
constraints (Finkelstein-Rubinstein constraints [10, 65]) which characterize the allowed
states with a given value of total spin and isospin angular momentum, and thus the ground
states and lowest energy spin and isospin excitations have been studied for many Skyrmions
with B ≤ 12 [24,63]. However, in the case of a crystal, to compute the contribution of the
quantization of the global isospin zero modes to the total energy we would need to know,
in principle, the quantum isospin state of the whole crystal. This is of course impossible
in the thermodynamic limit, and some additional approximation becomes necessary.

Following [48], since the total third component of isospin is a good quantum number for
the total quantum state of the crystal, we perform a mean field approximation and consider
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that the isospin density in an arbitrary skyrmion crystal quantum state is approximately
uniform so that 〈

I03
〉

=
〈I3〉∫
d3x

=
〈Ψ|

∫
I03d

3x |Ψ〉
NVcell

.
=

nI
Vcell

(3.17)

where nI is the effective isospin charge per unit cell in this arbitrary quantum state. The
(mean field) effective proton fraction corresponding to such an isospin charge per unit cell
with baryon number Bcell is given by

nI = −1

2
(1− 2γ)Bcell = −Bcell

2
δ. (3.18)

Hence, the isospin energy per unit cell of the Skyrmion crystal can be written in terms of
the asymmetry parameter

Eiso =
~2B2

cell

8Λ
δ2, (3.19)

from where we can readily read off the symmetry energy for Skyrme crystals

SN (nB) =
~2L3

Λ
nB. (3.20)

Therefore, the symmetry energy of a Skyrmion crystal is uniquely determined by the
(isospin) moment of inertia of each unit cell, which has an intrinsic dependence on the
density. On the other hand, the isospin energy correction depends, in the mean-field ap-
proximation, both on Λ (hence the density) and the asymmetry parameter (or equivalently,
the proton fraction).

However, a nonzero proton fraction would rapidly lead to a divergence in the Coulomb
energy of the total crystal in the infinite crystal limit. Therefore, a neutralizing background
of negatively charged leptons (electrons and possibly muons) must be included in the
system, such that the Coulomb forces are screened. The total system is thus characterized
at equilibrium by two conditions, namely the charge neutrality condition

np =
Z

V
= ne + nµ, (3.21)

and the β-equilibrium condition

µn = µp + µl =⇒ µI = µl, l = e, µ, (3.22)

i.e., the isospin chemical potential must equal that of charged leptons, which in turn means
that the direct and inverse beta decay processes such as n ↔ p + l + ν̄l take place at the
same rate. Leptons inside a neutron star can be described as a non-interacting, highly
degenerate fermi gas, so that the chemical potential for each type of leptons can be written

µl =
√

(~kF )2 +m2
l (3.23)

where kF = (3π2nl)
1/3 is the corresponding Fermi momentum, and ml is the mass of the

corresponding lepton. For sufficiently high densities, then, the electron chemical potential
becomes larger than the mass of the muon, µe ≥ mµ, and the production of muons is
preferred by the system. We can estimate the total proton fraction by enforcing both beta
equilibrium and charge neutrality. Neglecting the contribution of muons in a first step, to
the charge density, from (3.21) we can relate the electron density to the proton fraction
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parameter, ne = γBcell/(2L)3. The β equilibrium condition then provides an equation
which defines γ implicitly as a function of the lattice length parameter,

~L
Λ

(1− 2γ) =

(
3π2

B2
cell

)1/3

γ1/3 (3.24)

where we also assumed the ultrarelativistic electron approximation, i.e. ml/kF ' 0.
Including the muon contribution to the charge density yields a slightly more compli-

cated expression for the β-equilibrium condition, given by

~Bcell

2Λ
(1− 2γ) =

[
3π2
(
γBcell

8L3
− nµ

)]1
3
, (3.25)

where

nµ =
1

3π2

[(
~Bcell(1− 2γ)

2Λ

)2

−
(mµ

~

)2]3
2

. (3.26)

The proton fraction inside beta-equilibrated matter determines, in addition, whether a
proto-neutron star will go through a cooling phase via the emission of neutrinos through
the direct Urca (DU) process n → p + e + ν̄e. This process is expected to occur if the
proton fraction reaches a critical value, γp > xDU , the so-called DU-threshold [66, 67].
The DU process allows for an enhanced cooling rate of NS. Whether it takes place or not
in the hot core of proto-neutron stars or during the merger of binary NS systems [68],
therefore, determines the proton fraction (and the symmetry energy) of matter at ultra-
high densities. It is, however, not clear whether this enhanced cooling actually occurs,
although there is recent evidence that supports it [69].

In npeµ matter, the DU threshold is given by [67]

xDU =
1

1 + (1 + ( ne
ne+nµ

)1/3)3
. (3.27)

We show the particle populations γi in beta-equilibrated skyrmion matter in fig. 15 for
the cases λ2 = 0, 1.5 MeV fm3.

In both cases, a persistent population of protons and leptons at higher nucleon density
is expected, although we can see that in the case with the sextic term the fraction of
charged particles is smaller. This is explained by the lower symmetry energy of the sextic
term, which makes it much easier to convert protons into neutrons. Finally, for all values
of the parameters (fπ, e, λ

2) we considered, the DU-threshold is not reached. One should,
however, not consider this fact as a prediction of the Skyrme model, because it strongly
depends on the parameter values. Besides, it is also generally assumed that around 2 −
3 times the nuclear saturation density, additional degrees of freedom (strange baryons)
appear and become important for the description of nuclear matter which, in particular,
may affect the proton fraction at these densities.

4 Kaon condensate in skyrmion crystals

Up to this point, we have shown how to describe β-equilibrated npeµ-matter at finite
density in terms of a semi-classical skyrmion crystal and a leptonic sea of electrons and
muons, and we have determined the different particle fractions as a function of density in
the mean field approximation. However, for densities about twice nuclear saturation and
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Figure 15: Fraction density γi for each particle as a function of the baryon density for
λ2 = 0 (solid) and λ2 = 1.5 (dashed). The corresponding DU threshold is also shown in
black. This figure was originally published in [48].

above, additional degrees of freedom are expected to become relevant for the physics of
dense nuclear matter. In particular, strange mesons (kaons) and hyperons are believed
to modify the EOS at sufficiently high density, which motivates the question of how to
describe an additional quark flavor using the Skyrme model approach.

Below we shall briefly review the crucial steps to determine whether kaon fields may
condense inside a Skyrme crystal for a sufficiently high density, and, if so, whether this
critical density value is relevant for the description of matter inside compact stars. A more
detailed discussion can be found in [49].

4.1 The kaon condensate effective potential

Following the bound-state approach first proposed in [70] we may extend the skyrmion
field to a SU(3)-valued field U and consider kaon fluctuations on top of a SU(2) skyrmion-
like background u. With the only requirement that unitarity must be preserved, different
ansätze have been proposed in the literature for the total SU(3) field describing both pions
and kaons. In this work, we choose the ansatz proposed by Blom et al in [71]:

U =
√
UKUπ

√
UK . (4.1)

In this ansatz Uπ represents the SU(3) embedding of the purely pionic part u, and the
field UK are the fluctuations in the strange directions. It can be shown that this ansatz is
equivalent to the one first proposed by Callan and Klebanov in [70] when computing static
properties of hyperons, although both may differ in other predictions of the model [72].

In the simplest SU(3) embedding, the SU(2) field u is extended to Uπ by filling the
rest of entries with ones in the diagonal and zeros outside. On the other hand, the kaon
ansatz is modelled by a su(3) -valued matrix D which is non trivial in the off-diagonal
elements:

Uπ =

(
u 0
0 1

)
, UK = e

i 2
√
2

fπ
D
, u = σ + iπaτa, D =

(
0 K
K† 0

)
(4.2)
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where K consists of a scalar doublet of complex fields representing charged and neutral
kaons:

K =

(
K+

K0

)
, K† = (K−, K̄0). (4.3)

We now extend the Generalized Skyrme Lagrangian (1.8) to include strange degrees of
freedom. First, we need to replace the potential term L0 in order to correctly take into
account the mass of the kaon fields. The new potential term has the form [72]:

Lnew0 =
f2π
48

(
m2
π + 2m2

K

)
Tr
{
U + U † − 2

}
+

√
3

24
f2π
(
m2
π −m2

K

)
Tr
{
λ8

(
U + U †

)}
,

where λ8 is the eighth Gell-Mann matrix and mK is the vacuum kaon mass. In addition,
the effects of the chiral anomaly must be taken into account in the effective theory by
means of the Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) term, which can be expressed in terms of a
5-dimensional action:

SWZ = −i Nc

240π2

∫
d5x εµναβγ Tr{LµLνLαLβLγ}. (4.4)

The onset of kaon condensation in the Skyrme model takes place at a critical density
ncond at which µe becomes greater than the energy of the kaon zero-momentum mode
(s-wave condensate). Thus, for baryon densities n ≥ ncond, the presence of kaons will be
more energetically favorable than electrons at the fermi surface, so kaons will be produced
at expense of electrons, and the macroscopic contribution of the kaon condensate to the
energy must be taken into account when obtaining the EOS. To do so, we write the field
condensates (i.e. the non-zero vacuum expectation values (vev), 〈K±〉 ) as a homogeneous
field whose time dependence is given by:〈

K∓
〉

= φe∓iµKt (4.5)

The real constant φ corresponds to the zero-momentum component of the fields, which
acquires a nonvanishing, macroscopic value after the condensation. Its exact value is deter-
mined from the minimization of the corresponding effective potential, which is determined
from the Skyrme lagrangian. On the other hand, the phase µK is nothing but the cor-
responding kaon chemical potential. First, we will need an explicit form of the SU(3)
Skyrme field in the kaon condensed phase. Assuming the charged kaons will be the first
mesons to condense, we drop the neutral kaon contribution and define the following matrix

D̃ =

 0 0 φeiµKt

0 0 0
φe−iµkt 0 0

 (4.6)

which results from substituting the kaon fields in D as defined in (4.2) by their correspond-
ing vev in the kaon condensed phase. Also, taking advantage of the property D3 = φ2D,
we may write the SU(3) element generated by D̃ explicitly in matrix form:

Σ = e
i

√
2

fπ
D̃

=

 cos φ̃ 0 ieiµKt sin φ̃
0 1 0

ie−iµKt sin φ̃ 0 cos φ̃

 (4.7)

where φ̃ =
√
2

fπ
φ is the dimensionless condensate amplitude.

Furthermore, assuming the backreaction from the kaon condensate to the skyrmion
crystal is negligible, and thus the classically obtained crystal configuration will be the
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physically correct background even in the kaon condensed phase, we may write the SU(3)
field in this phase as U = ΣUπΣ, where Uπ is the SU(3) embedding of the SU(2) skyrmion
background as in (4.2). Introducing this U in the total action yields the standard Skyrme
action for the SU(2) field plus an effective potential term for the kaon condensate:

SSk(U) + SWZW(U) = SSk(Uπ)−
∫
dtVK(φ̃), (4.8)

where

VK =
1

24π2

∫
d3x
[
V

(2)
K + V

(4)
K + V

(6)
K + V

(0)
K

]
+ V

(WZW )
K , (4.9)

with

V
(0)
K = 2

m2
K

f2πe
2
(1 + σ) sin2 φ̃ (4.10)

V
(2)
K = µ2K sin2 φ̃[(1 + σ2 + π23) sin2 φ̃− 2(1 + σ cos2 φ̃)]. (4.11)

V
(4)
K = −2µ2K sin2 φ̃

{
(1 + σ)∂in

2 cos2 φ̃+ 2[∂iσ
2(1− π23) + ∂iπ

2
3(1− σ2) + 2σπ3∂iσ∂iπ3] sin2 φ̃

}
(4.12)

V
(6)
K = −λ2f2πe4µ2K sin4(φ̃)(∂iπ3∂jσ − ∂iσ∂jπ3)2, (4.13)

V
(WZW)
K = −µKNcBcell sin

2 φ̃. (4.14)

4.2 Quantum corrections to the effective potential

In the above calculations, we have taken separately the contributions of a kaon conden-
sate and an isospin angular momentum of the skyrmion crystal. However, since kaons
possess an isospin quantum number, the condensate interacts with the skyrmion isospin
both indirectly via the charge neutrality and β equilibrium conditions, which relate their
corresponding chemical potentials, and also directly, due to the appearance of additional
contributions to the total energy when we consider a (time-dependent) isospin transfor-
mation of the full Skyrme field + kaon condensate configuration U = ΣUπΣ:

U → Ũ ≡ A(t)UA†(t), (4.15)

where A is an element of SU(3) modelling an isospin rotation,

A =

(
a 0
0 1

)
, a ∈ SU(2). (4.16)

in analogy with the SU(2) case, we define the isospin angular velocity ~ω as A†Ȧ = i
2ωaλa

(a = 1, 2, 3), with λa the Gell-Mann matrices generating SU(3) for a = 1, · · · 8. Notice
that ~ω is a three-vector, since A†Ȧ belongs to the isospin su(2) subalgebra of su(3). Then,
we may write the time component of the Maurer-Cartan current as Ũ †∂0Ũ = AL0A

† +
ATaA

†ωa, where Ta is the su(3)-valued current:

Ta =
i

2
U †[λa, U ] ≡ iT a

a λa, (4.17)

where we have made use of the parametrization (4.2).
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Now the kinetic isorotational energy in this case takes the form

T =
1

2
ωaΛabωb + ∆aωa − VK (4.18)

where Λab is the isospin inertia tensor and ∆a is the kaon condensate isospin current, given
by

Λab =

∫ {
2aTr{TaTb} − 4bTr{[Ta, Lk][Tb, Lk]} −

c

32π4
εlmn Tr{TaLmLn}εlrs Tr{TjLrLs}

}
d3x,

(4.19)

∆a =

∫ {
2aTr{L0Ta} − 4bTr{[Ta, Lk][L0, Lk]} −

c

32π4
εlmn Tr{L0LmLn}εlrs Tr{TaLrLs}

}
d3x,

(4.20)

where a, b and c are those in eq. (3.7). As argued previously, the symmetries of the
crystalline configuration imply that the isospin inertia tensor becomes proportional to
the identity, i.e. Λcrystal

ab = Λδab. However, the presence of a kaon condensate breaks
this symmetry to a U(1) subgroup, so that Λab presents two different eigenvalues in the
condensate phase, Λcond = diag(Λ,Λ,Λ3). Similarly, ∆a = 0 in the purely barionic phase,
and its third component acquires a non-zero value in the condensate phase, ∆cond =
(0, 0,∆). The explicit expressions for Λ3 and ∆ in the condensed phase can be found
in [49]. One can check that in the non-condensed phase, φ = 0 and the results of the
previous section are recovered, namely, Λ3 = Λ, ∆ = 0.

The quantization procedure now goes along the same lines as in the previous section.
However, the isospin breaking due to the kaon condensate implies that the canonical
momentum associated to the third component of the isospin angular velocity will now be
different, and given by I3 = Λ3ω3 + ∆.

Thus, after a Legendre transformation to rewrite (4.18) in Hamiltonian form, and
making the N →∞ approximation, one can write the quantum energy correction per unit
cell of the crystal in the kaon condensed phase as

Equant =
1

2Λ3
(I23 −∆2). (4.21)

The first term on the rhs is just the isospin correction, while now there is an additional
second term due to the isospin of the kaons. Indeed, since the kaon field enters also in the
expression of the isospin moment of inertia Λ3, both terms will depend nontrivially on the
kaon vev field.

When the kaon field develops a nonzero vev, apart from the neutron decay and lepton
capture processes, additional processes involving kaons may occur:

n↔ p+K−, l↔ K− + νl (4.22)

such that the chemical equilibrium conditions µn = µp + µK , µl = µK are satisfied.
These are the extension of eq. (3.22) to the condensate phase.

The total energy within the unit cell may be obtained as the sum of the baryon, lepton
and kaon contributions:

E = Eclass + Eiso(γ, φ̃) + EK(µe, φ̃) + Ee(µe) + Θ(µ2e −m2
µ)Eµ(µe) (4.23)
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The kaon contribution is the effective potential energy

EK(µe, φ̃) = VK −
∆2

2Λ3
, (4.24)

which depends on the condensate φ̃ and on the lepton chemical potential through the
explicit dependence on µK of both VK and ∆, and µK = µe due to the equilibrium
conditions. Therefore, the energy of the full system depends on the proton fraction, the
kaon vev field and the electron chemical potential. Their respective values can be obtained,
for fixed nB (or equivalently, fixed L) by minimizing the free energy

Ω = E − µe(Ne + Θ(µ2e −m2
µ)Nµ − γB) (4.25)

with respect to γ, φ̃ and µe, i.e.

∂Ω

∂γ

∣∣∣∣
nB

(γ, φ̃, µe) =
∂Ω

∂φ̃

∣∣∣∣
nB

(γ, φ̃, µe) =
∂Ω

∂µe

∣∣∣∣
nB

(γ, φ̃, µe) = 0. (4.26)

The first equation imposes the expected condition µe = µI = 2~2(1− 2γ)/Λ3. Then, after
substituting into the other two conditions we get:

γnB−
(µ2I −m2

e)
3/2 + (µ2I −m2

µ)3/2

3π2~3
+
nB
4

∂EK
∂µe

∣∣∣∣
µe=µI

= 0, (4.27)

∂VK

∂φ̃
− ∆

Λ3

∂∆

∂φ̃
+
∂Λ3

∂φ̃

(
∆2

2Λ2
3

−
µ2I
2~2

)
= 0, (4.28)

which are precisely the charge neutrality condition, and the minimization of the grand
canonical potential with respect to the kaon field. We note here that we drop the ultrar-
relativistic consideration for electrons since the appearance of kaons may decrease hugely
the electron fraction. By solving the system of equations 4.27 and(4.28) for γ and φ̃ we
obtain all the needed information for the new kaon condensed phase. Then we may com-
pare the particle fractions and energies between both phases, which we will call npeµ and
npeµK.

Before solving the full system for different values of the lattice length L, we may try
to obtain the value of the length at which kaons condense, Lcond. This value is indeed
important since it will determine whether or not a condensate of kaons will appear at
some point in the interior of NS. This is accomplished with the same system of eqs. (4.27)
and (4.28) by factoring the sin φ̃ from the second equation and setting φ̃ = 0. Then we
may see the system as a pair of equations to obtain the values of γcond and Lcond, the
values of the proton fraction and the length parameter for which the kaons condense.

We show in the table below the density at which kaons condense for different values of
the parameters as well as the values of some nuclear observables they yield. All the values
are given in units of MeV or fm, respectively.

Parameter sets 1 and 2 are chosen so that the energy per baryon and baryon density
at saturation are fitted to experimental values, whereas the sets 3 and 4 correctly fit the
symmetry energy and slope at saturation. In section 5.4 we shall always use set 1 of
parameter values.

5 Neutron Stars

5.1 TOV system of equations

In order to calculate the mass and radius for a non-rotating NS we have to solve the
standard TOV (Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff) system of ODEs. It is obtained inserting
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label fπ e λ2 E0 n0 S0 Lsym ncond/n0
set 1 133.71 5.72 5 920 0.165 23.5 29.1 2.3

set 2 138.11 6.34 5.78 915 0.175 24.5 28.3 2.2

set 3 120.96 5.64 2.68 783 0.175 28.7 38.7 1.6

set 4 139.26 5.61 2.74 912 0.22 28.6 38.9 1.6

Table 6: Sets of parameter values and observables at nuclear saturation

a spherically symmetric ansatz of the spacetime metric,

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (5.1)

in the Einstein equations,

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR = 8πGTµν . (5.2)

To describe matter inside the star, in the right-hand side of the equation, it is standard
to use the stress-energy tensor of a perfect fluid,

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + pgµν , (5.3)

where the pressure p and the energy density ρ are not independent but related by the
EOS. Hence the EOS describes the nuclear interactions inside the NS and different EOS
lead to different observables.

The resulting TOV system involves 3 differential equations for A,B and p, which must
be solved for a given value of the pressure in the centre of the NS (p(r = 0) = p0) until
the condition p(r = R) = 0 is achieved.

dA

dr
= Ar

(
8πGBp− 1−B

r2

)
, (5.4)

dB

dr
= Br

(
8πGBρ+

1−B
r2

)
, (5.5)

dp

dr
= −p+ ρ

2A

dA

dr
. (5.6)

We use a 4th order Runge-Kutta method of step ∆r = 1 m to solve the system in order
to obtain the main observables from the solutions. The radial point at which the pressure
vanishes defines the radius of the NS, and the mass M is obtained from the Schwarzschild
metric definition outside the star,

B(r = R) =
1

(1− 2GM
R )

. (5.7)

For different values of the pressure in the centre we may obtain different couples of
values for the mass and radius, then we can represent the Mass-Radius (MR) curve which is
the most important result in this static problem. Different EOS may lead to very different
MR curves, then the measurement of these observables can constrain the curve and so the
EOS. Indeed, the region of low mass values in the MR curve has been tightly constrained
from nuclear experiments at low densities.

The TOV system can be generalized via the Hartle-Thorne perturbative formalism
to consider rotating NS in a slow rotation approximation. In that case more equations
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are added to the TOV system hence a new set of observables like the moment of inertia,
rotational Love number and quadrupolar moment may be extracted. These observables
are typically obtained from isolated pulsars, hence the importance in the extension of the
TOV system to the Hartle-Thorne formalism lies in the appearance of a new source of
information for NS to restrict the nuclear EOS. Furthermore it is possible to extract from
this formalism an additional equation which describes how a compact object is deformed
by an external tidal force. The associated observable is the tidal deformability which can
be calculated from the GW spectrum emitted in NS collisions.

In this work we will only consider the MR curves and the tidal deformability to compare
with recent observations.

5.2 A generalized Skyrme EOS

In this section we want to briefly review the construction of a Skyrme-model based EOS
first discussed in [50], based on the following two observations. Firstly, neutron stars
based on the standard L24 model lead to too small maximum NS masses [36], whereas the
EOS based on the L60 submodel imply rather large maximum masses [73]. Secondly, the
sextic term provides the leading contribution to the EOS at large densities [35], whereas it
must be subleading at lower densities because of its scaling properties. This motivates to
consider a generalized Skyrme model EOS in the study of NS which interpolates between
the standard L24 crystal EOS at intermediate densities and the L60 submodel EOS at large
densities, as was done in [50]. Then we will compare these results with the full numerical
generalized Skyrme crystal solutions.

Even though we have not compared the energy of the crystals with other skyrmion
solutions, it is known that the crystalline configurations are, so far, the ones with the
lowest energy in the standard (L24) Skyrme model. In one of the works where the FCC+

crystal was found [42] a parametrization of the energy in terms of the unit cell side length,
similar to eq. (2.11), is shown

E24(l) = E0

[
a

(
l

l0
+
l0
l

)
+ b

]
, (5.8)

where a = 0.474 and b = 0.0515 are dimensionless parameters, and E0, l0 are, respectively,
the energy and length scales of the minimum in the E(L) curve. The relation between the
lattice length used in [42] and the one used in this work is l = 2L. Since the standard
Skyrme model is relevant at lower energies, we want to identify the minimum of the crystal
with the saturation point of infinite nuclear matter, E0 = 923.3 MeV, l−30 = n0 = 0.16
fm−3. The change in the values with respect to the ones originally used may be seen as
a redefinition for fπ and e. From eq. (5.8) we may obtain the pressure and the energy
density using eq. (2.15),

p24(l) = a
E0

3l2

(
l0
l2
− 1

l0

)
, (5.9)

which vanishes at the minimum l0.
On the other hand, for high densities the sextic term is the most relevant one since the

EOS yielded by this term is maximally stiff (ρ6 = p), with a speed of sound (c2s = ∂p/∂ρ)
equal to 1. The BPS Skyrme model, even with a general potential term (with no derivatives
of U), L0 = −µ2U , retains this property, besides its stress-energy tensor is of the perfect
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fluid form from which we may easily obtain the EOS.

TµνBPS = (p+ ρ)uµuν + pgµν , uµ =
Bµ√

gαβBαBβ
, (5.10)

p = λ2π4gαβB
αBβ − µ2U , ρ = p+ 2µ2U . (5.11)

Additionally, since the topological current B0 may be identified with the baryon density
nB in the Skyrme model, a full thermodynamical relation between p, ρ and nB can be
obtained

p+ ρ = 2λ2π4n2B. (5.12)

The dependence on the Skyrme field of the potential U may lead to a non-barotropic EOS,
but the idea to finally join both submodels is to take a constant potential which will take
into account the residual contributions when we are at high densities. Then, we define the
EOS at high densities as,

ρ = ρ6 + ρ0 = p+ const. (5.13)

Besides the different properties that each submodel has, some attempts to describe NS
also motivate a generalized model from the combination of these two submodels to describe
nuclear matter from the saturation point n0 to very high densities (n ∼ 10n0). Skyrmion
crystals described by eq. (5.8) with the original parameters were used to calculate NS
observables [74], however the masses turn out to be too small (Mmax ≈ 1.5M�) compared
with the most recent measurements of NS (Mmax ≥ 2M�). Later, the BPS Skyrme model
was also coupled to gravity [73], using different potentials, and the NS masses were too
large (Mmax ≈ 3−4M�) compared to observations. These results are themselves an evident
motivation to combine the submodels and study the NS properties, since we intuitively
may think that a generalized model would lead to intermedium NS masses, which are
precisely in the region of observed masses (M ∼ 2− 2.5M�).

In [27] the parameters of the BPS submodel (λ2, µ2) were fitted to reproduce the
nuclear saturation point. However from the previous discussions we use the parameters of
the standard Skyrme model to fit the minimum of the crystal to these values and construct
a generalized Skyrme EOS from the asymptotic values,

ρGen(p� pPT ) = ρSk, ρGen(p� pPT ) = p+ const. (5.14)

The EOS ρSk(p) may be obtained from E24(l)/l
3 and the relation between l and p24 in

eq. (5.9). A simple construction, continuous and with a smooth transition between the
two descriptions is an interpolation of the form,

ρGen(p) =(1− α(p, pPT , β))ρSk + α(p, pPT , β)(p+ ρSk(pPT )), (5.15)

α(p, pPT , β) =
(p/pPT )β

1 + (p/pPT )β
.

For this interpolation, the value of β measures how fast the transition is. Here we take
the value β = 0.9 since depending on the value of pPT a larger value of β would lead to a
speed of sound larger than 1 in some regions inside the star. We will constrain the range
of values for pPT comparing the resulting maximum masses with the observations.

Although we have constructed a general EOS which is able to describe matter inside
NS it is still not complete. We have seen that the low density model (the Skyrme crystal)
is only valid above nuclear saturation due to the presence of a minimum. For densities
below saturation, finite-size and electromagnetic effects become important so we need
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to take them into account. The modelling of very large B nuclei or the coupling to
electromagnetic interactions is possible within the Skyrme model, however, how nuclear
matter behaves below saturation is well known using standard methods like many-body
calculations. Then for our purpose we may use one of these models to describe the low
density regimes inside NS. Indeed, we will use the low-density model to describe nuclear
matter until a certain pressure, denoted by p∗ and then we glue the generalized model
eq. (5.15), hence we are adding a crust to our generalized EOS which will mainly affect NS
with low masses. We take the BCPM equation of state [75] as the model for low densities
and perform a similar interpolation as before between this model and eq. (5.15). For the
same α(p) function, taking β = 2 and replacing pPT by p∗, we called the combination of
the two models the Hybrid EOS,

ρHyb = (1− α(p, p∗, 2))ρBCPM + α(p, p∗, 2)ρGen. (5.16)

The resulting EOS, as well as some standard nuclear physics EOS, are shown in fig. 16.

Figure 16: Energy and baryon density of the standard Skyrme crystal, the BPS model,
the Generalized model with pPT = 50 MeV/fm3 and the Hybrid model, with the same
pPT and p∗ = 2 MeV/fm3. We also show some usually considered EOS: APR4, WWF1,
BCPM and we fill in orange and blue the regions of allowed values for pPT and p∗. This
figure was originally published in [50]

We sample the space of parameters (pPT , p∗) and restrict their values solving the
TOV equations to compare the mass and radius results with some pulsar and GW mea-
surements. We plot in fig. 17 some representative results of the MR curves to show
the accurate agreement between the generalized Skyrme EOS and observations. We use
the constraints of maximum mass M/M� = 2.16+0.17

−0.15 from the combined analysis of the
GW170817 event and quasi-universal relations from NS in [76], which constraints the
medium mass (∼ 1.4M�) region, also the heavier pulsar observations PSR J1614 - 2230
(1.928 ± 0.017M�) [77], PSR J0348 + 0432 (2.01 ± 0.04M�) [78], PSR J0740 + 6620
(2.14+0.10

−0.09M�) [79], and some additional constraints from NICER, chiral EFT and multi-
messenger observations [80]. As expected, it is found that pPT affects the maximum mass
value, while p∗ mostly determines the radius of the medium mass range. The allowed
ranges for the two transition pressures in order to satisfy the constraints are pPT ∈ [25, 50]
MeV/fm3 and p∗ ∈ [0.5, 2] MeV/fm3. We even allowed for maximal masses ∼ 2.7M� much
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larger than the observations, mainly motivated by the [81] event in which a black hole and
a secondary compact object falls in the mass gap (2.5− 2.7M�) [82], with the possibility
of being the heaviest stable NS ever observed. Besides we want to remark that we may
easily accommodate these very large values of NS masses keeping reasonable values of the
radii in the medium mass region, which is not an easy task in general for other nuclear
models.

Figure 17: Mass-Radius curves of the Hybrid model with the values pPT = {25, 40, 50},
p∗ = {0.5, 1, 2}MeV/fm3. We compare our results with those of other EOS and constraints
obtained from different analysis. This figure was originally published in [50]

It is also possible to extend the calculations and solve an additional equation to obtain
the tidal deformability for a non-rotating NS [50]. The importance of this magnitude is
that it can be extracted from the waveform of the early phase inspiralling coalescence of
two NS. Indeed what can be measured is a mass weighted averaged of the two individual
deformabilities which is called effective tidal deformability Λ̃. Similarly, the individual
masses are not directly measured as well, but a magnitude called the chirp mass, Mc =
m1q

3/5/(1+q)1/5, with q = m1/m2 the ratio between the two masses, has been constrained
at the 90% confidence level in the GW170817 event [83]. In fig. 18 we show the effective
tidal deformability obtained from our Hybrid model with the estimations extracted from
[84] of the effective tidal deformability for the measured values Mc = 1.188+0.004

−0.002 and

q = 0.7 − 1. The estimated value of Λ̃ from the GW170817 event is rather low (smaller
than 800) and it is a new source to eliminate some EOS which may satisfy the mass-radius
constraints but do not have a correct value of the deformability.

5.3 Skyrme crystal EOS

The results from the last section provide a strong motivation to use the full crystal so-
lutions within the generalized Skyrme model, studied in the first section, to compute NS
observables. Besides being solutions of the generalized Skyrme model, we have seen how
the crystals allow to include isospin effects which furthermore led to the addition of leptons,
leading to a much more realistic description of nuclear matter at high densities. However,
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Figure 18: The effective tidal deformability Λ̃ of the Hybrid model against the mass
ratio. The orange regions show the PDFs obtained from [84], and we adopt the notation
Hyb pPT p∗ for the curves. This figure was originally published in [50].

these solutions and their properties depend on the values of the parameters that appear
in the model, which we have set to some standard values. Then, in order to be acceptable
candidates to describe realistic nuclear matter they must reproduce observables from nu-
clear physics and NS. In this section we will study how to fit the parameters to reproduce
different nuclear observables using Skyrme crystals and, finally, we will extract the most
important NS observables and compare them with the most fiducial measurements.

5.3.1 Scan of the parameters

A remarkable property of the standard Skyrme model without potential term (namely, the
quadratic and quartic terms only) is that, with a suitable choice of units, one can factor
out all dimensionful constants from the energy functional, so that the constants remaining
inside it are just dimensionless numbers. This can be seen, for example, in eq. (2.11). As
a consequence, one can just forget about the numerical values of the coupling constants
and numerically find the different crystalline solutions at different unit cell lengths. Once
the relation between the (adimensional) energy and length E(L) is found, the values of the
coupling constants can be adjusted a posteriori in order to fit whatever observable we are
interested in. Unfortunately, the addition of the sextic and mass potential terms to the
energy functional spoils this property, as there is no choice of units that allows to factor
out all coupling constants in the energy functional. This means that, in order to be able to
obtain solutions, one needs first to give specific values to (some of) the coupling constants
appearing in the problem. However, this is problematic if one wants to fit the values of
energy and density to some physical values. For example we want to identify the energy
and the density at the minimum of the crystal (L0) with the nuclear saturation point,
however, one cannot know the value of L0 without performing the numerical simulations,
but in order to do so you need to fix the values of the parameters.

Hence, the fitting of the skyrmion crystal parameters in the generalized model to
values at nuclear saturation is, in principle, a very difficult problem that needs to be
solved iteratively until a self consistent solution is achieved. Given the computational cost
of simulating a single unit cell at a given length, following this naive approach would make
it almost impossible to realize a significant scan of parameters in a reasonable time.

However, from the results of our numerical simulations we have observed that the
FCC+ crystal displays an almost perfect scaling property [45] with the unit cell length.
This property is stronger than the fact that each E(L) curve may be fitted by eq. (2.11),
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Figure 19: Energy and isospin moment of inertia of a skyrmion crystal as obtained via the
full numerical minimization (dots) and the perfect scaling fit (solid curves), for the models
with and without sextic term.

it means that each of the terms in the energy functional scales with L independently as
Ei ∝ L−i+3, where i is again the number of spatial derivatives appearing in that particular
term. The values of the perfect scaling constants, which we label by Ki, are then universal
in the sense that they will not change for different values of the parameters. This perfect
scaling property is a characteristic of the field configuration, and not only of its energy.
For example, in fig. 19 it is observed that also the isospin moment of inertia of the crystal
unit cell displays a sufficiently well perfect scaling. This is important in our analysis since
we also want to fit the values of the symmetry energy and its derivatives. Although the
scaling is not perfect, in general the biggest deviations from the full numerical values of
energy start far from the minimum, at which the perfect scaling fit is most precise.

Thus, we take advantage of this property in order to fit the magnitudes obtained from
generalized Skyrme crystals to their physical values (up to a certain error). We do so
following an iterative process based on five main steps:

1. Due to the perfect scaling property, the (adimensional) energy and isospin moment
of inertia approximately satisfy the following expressions,

E(L, c6, c0) = K2L+
K4

L
+ c6

K6

L3
+ c0K0L

3, (5.17)

Λ(L, c6, c0) = Λ2L
3 + Λ4L+ c6

Λ6

L
, (5.18)

and the values of Ki and Λi are ”universal”, i.e., they do not depend on the param-
eters or on L. Hence, these values are obtained from the contribution of each term
independently, for only one choice of the parameters and for a single value of the
unit cell length L. For simplicity, we set c0 and c6 equal to one. The values of the
universal scaling constants are shown in table 7.

n 0 2 4 6

Kn 0.034 0.466 9.617 4.329

Λn – 0.038 1.393 0.883

Table 7: Perfect scaling parametrization constants
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2. We fix the energy scale Es to a desired value in MeV. This is equivalent to fixing
one of the three free parameters of the model, for instance, fπ.

3. Then, we calculate L0 by minimizing (5.17) and the values of E0, n0, S0 and Lsym

for different pairs of values (e, λ2).

4. When we find a set of parameters (fπ, e, λ
2) that fits the nuclear magnitudes within

their respective errors of at most 15% then we calculate the corresponding EOS and
solve the TOV system to obtain the mass-radius curve.

5. Finally, we accept the sets of values that satisfy the constraints, Mmax ≥ 2M�
and R1.4M� ≤ 12.5 km. These constraints are motivated from pulsar measurements
[78,85,86]. We find that there is more than one set of parameters, so there is a residual
freedom in the choice of these values that satisfy the nuclear physics magnitudes at
saturation and NS observables.

We plot in fig. 20 the result of a scan for a fixed value of the energy scale, for other
values of Es new sets of parameters were found.

The scan of parameters underscores the motivation for the generalized Skyrme model.
The nuclear physics magnitudes are better fitted for very low or even null values of λ2 since
the sextic term reduces the value of S0. However, those sets of parameters are not accepted
since they do not satisfy the maximum mass requirement. This reflects the importance of
the sextic term in the extension of the Skyrme model to very high densities as inside NS.

In fig. 21 we plot 560 symmetry energy curves obtained from a first quick scan in
blue, and in red we plot 23 representative cases from the larger set which have been fully
minimized. We also represent at densities larger than n0 some restrictions obtained from
the most recent constraints of the analysis of neutron star observations, and at densities
smaller than the saturation point which are more restrictive.

We have obtained the EOS from these 23 sets of parameters and compare them with
some constraints obtained from a recent analysis [37]. In that work they build a huge
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Figure 21: Symmetry energy of Skyrme crystals as a function of the density. We show
23 different curves from the scanned values. The shaded regions constrains the symmetry
energy at sub-saturation [87] and supra-saturation [61] densities.

number of physically well motivated EOS and compare the resulting NS with pulsars
and GW observations. They conclude that the conformal limit in the speed of sound
(c2s = 1/3) is expected to be surpassed inside NS. In fig. 22 we show the EOS obtained
from our analysis and a good agreement is found with their results. The majority of
our EOS exceeds the conformal bound too, and all of them lie inside the constrained
region in the (ρ, p) diagram. We have cut the low density region in fig. 22 due to the
absence of a crust in our EOS. However it is remarkable how the Skyrme model correctly
describes the high density regime, which corresponds to the core of the NS and hence the
main responsible for the mass of the star. Also the BCPM [75] EOS is represented as an
accepted candidate to compare with in the diagram.

In a more extensive analysis of the parameters, we found ∼ 10, 000 accepted sets of
parameters. In order to obtain these values we made the scan with the steps: ∆Es = 5
MeV, ∆e = 0.01, ∆λ2 = 0.01 MeV fm3. As briefly mentioned before, the constraints
on the symmetry energy yield rather stringent upper bounds on the sextic term coupling
constant, we find that λ2 . 3.4 MeV fm3. Nevertheless, we remark that a lower bound for
this constant can also be obtained from the maximum mass requirement of neutron star
EOS [88]. In this analysis we have found a lower bound of λ2 & 0.29 MeV fm3.

We solved the system for the same 23 cases and in fig. 23 we plot the MR curves, again
with and without isospin effects for each case. The main conclusion is that the isospin
always increases the radii of the stars. On the other hand, the isospin increases the masses
of the stars with M . 2.3M�, for larger values the masses are reduced. This effect is also
visible in fig. 22, where the red curves lie below the black lines at lower densities, hence
the reds are stiffer, whilst for very high densities the situation is slightly the opposite.
Another keypoint is that all the sets of parameters obtained in this analysis allow to have
a wide range of maximum masses, Mmax ∼ 2 − 2.5M�. This was an important feature
in the NS obtained in the last section, and it is still possible using the fully minimized
Skyrme crystals. This is of great important for the Skyrme model since it would be able
to describe possible high-mass measurements like [81]. In addition, despite the difference
in the maximum masses, the radii of the stars do not change as much when choosing some
parameters or others, R1.4M� ∼ 12− 13 km. However a final comment about the radii of
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Figure 22: The EOS for the same 23 values shown before. In black we plot the resulting
EOS without isospin effects, whilst in red we consider npeµ matter. We find a good
agreement between our EOS and the shaded regions obtained from the analysis in [37] at
high densities. The purple region is an estimation for the range of the maximum central
density inside NS, and the dots represent the maximum central energy densities in our
models.

the NS requires the presence of a crust, since it will affect the radii of low mass NS.
As can be seen all the black lines satisfy (in good approximation) our Mmax and

R1.4M� restrictions although they were imposed on the mass-radius curves resulting from
the PS approximation. We have checked that the mass-radius curves obtained via the PS
approximation are indeed quite similar to those of the fully minimized results for these 23
cases, so it confirms the PS approximation as a powerful and accurate tool for skyrmion
crystals.

We also plot in fig. 23 the most likely mass-radius relations for the NS corresponding to
GW170817 [?] and GW190425 [81] events. The green regions represent the estimations for
the mass and radius values of J0030+0451 (bottom) [89], and a more recent analysis of the
PSR J0740+6620 mass and radius from NICER (top) [85]. The purple region constraints
the mass-radius curves from the statistical analysis done in [37], besides they also give an
estimation for the maximum central energy density that a NS may support. We also do
the comparison in fig. 22 between the range of values that they obtain (purple region) and
our values (dots).

The greatest difference between the NS obtained using the interpolation between the
submodels in the last section and those obtained from the minimization of the generalized
Skyrme model using crystal solutions is found in the radii. Although we still have freedom
to reach very high masses ∼ 2.5M�, the radius increases when we consider the full model.
The low-mass region (∼ 1.4M�) in the MR curves of fig. 17 and fig. 23 differ due to
the presence of a crust in the first case. We do not include a crust in the EOS shown
in this section since it would be more interesting to consider an EOS which already has
a crust entirely obtained from the Skyrme model. This is still an open problem due to
the behaviour of the Skyrme crystals at low densities, but the study of the new lattices
presented in the first section may lead to the correct description of the full EOS within
the Skyrme model. Nonetheless we have seen that the inclusion of a crust via the simple
construction eq. (5.16) increases the radius of the NS around 1 km.

On the other hand, the 2.5M� NS radius in fig. 17 is around 11.5 km, while the radius
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Figure 23: MR curves for the 23 representative sets of parameters considered. The colours
of the lines represent the same as in fig. 22. The shaded regions correspond to GW (blue
and orange) and pulsar (green) constraints.

for the same mass in fig. 23 reaches 13 km. These high-mass NS are hardly affected by
the presence of a crust, so the numerical simulation of the Skyrme crystal leads to a stiffer
EOS. Nevertheless, the high-mass region of the last plot may be sharply improved with the
inclusion of strangeness degrees of freedom in the system. Taking into account this effect
provides even more realistic EOS, besides it is known that it will decrease the maximal
mass as well as the radius, leading to a softer EOS at high densities.

5.4 Including kaons

The main ingredient to obtain the EOS for the Skyrme crystal is the energy dependence on
the unit cell size. We have shown the results in the npeµ matter case above. However, once
we include kaons, the change in the energy curve leads to a first order phase transition,
see fig. 24. This can be clearly seen in the right plot of fig. 24, where we show the
resulting EOS. There exists a region of diminishing pressure which implies a first order
phase transition which, in principle, can be treated by a Maxwell construction or a Gibbs
construction.

The Maxwell construction (MC) is the standard procedure to obtain a physical EOS
when a first order transition is present. Indeed, the MC has already been used for Skyrme
crystals to describe the transition between crystals with different symmetries [45]. The
MC is based on a mixed phase of constant pressure which connects the two solutions.
However, the MC is only correct if there exists a single conserved charge (in this case, the
baryon number) for which the associated chemical potential is enforced to be common for
both phases in the mixed phase [90]. If, instead, an additional charge is conserved, like the
electric charge in the case of npeµ matter, the Gibbs conditions for the phase equilibrium,

pI = pII, µIi = µIIi , i = B, q (5.19)

cannot be both satisfied in a standard MC. In the last expression µB and µq represent the
chemical potentials associated to the conserved baryon and electric charges, respectively.
Instead, one should perform a Gibbs construction (GC) [90, 91]. Indeed, the GC has also
been proven useful in the context of a hadron-to-quark phase transition inside NS [92].
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pressure against the energy density from which we conclude that there is a first order phase
transition. All magnitudes are shown in Skyrme units.

We may write the chemical potential of each particle species as a linear combination
of the chemical potentials associated to the conserved charges of our system:

µi = BiµB + qiµq, (5.20)

where Bi and qi are the baryon number and electric charge of the particle species i. Then
we might identify the baryon and electric charge chemical potentials with the neutron and
electron chemical potentials respectively. The main difference between MC and GC is
that, in the mixed phase, the first one imposes charge neutrality independently for both
phases, whereas in the GC it is only imposed globally in the mixed phase. Considering a
volume fraction χ of the kaon condensed phase, charge neutrality is imposed in the GC
as:

nMP
q = (1− χ)nIq + χnIIq = 0. (5.21)

The mixed phase in the GC is calculated by identifying first the contributions to the
pressure and charge densities in each phase separately. Then we have to solve the system
of equations composed by eqs. (4.28), (5.19) and (5.21).

We show our results in fig. 25 and in fig. 26, using in all figures the parameter set 1
from table 6. We find that the mixed phase of the GC and, therefore, the density at which
the kaon condensate sets in, is smaller density than the value obtained in table 6. This
is also found in [91], for which the GC mixed phase extends to a larger region than the
one obtained from the MC, because the mixed phase in the GC no longer is for constant
pressure. In our case, even the minimum of E(L) is shifted to slightly lower values, see
fig. 25 and, hence, the use of the GC affects the low density regime of the EOS, as can be
seen in fig. 26.

We may also calculate the particle fractions in the mixed phase of the GC using an
expression equivalent to eq. (5.21) for each particle. We show the new particle fractions
in fig. 27. Besides, during the mixed phase, we find that there are more protons in the
second phase than in the first one. However, the presence of more kaons than protons
in the second phase results in a partial negative charge density. That negative charge is
compensated by the overall positive charge density of the first phase. In both phases the
number of electrons is much less than that of protons and kaons.
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Figure 26: EOS for the three different cases that we have constructed. The jump in the
MC due to the first order transition and the different behaviour of the GC at low densities
are clearly visible. We also show the standard nuclear physics EOS of [75] (BCPM) and
a hybrid EoS obtained by joining the BCPM EOS at low pressure with the GC EOS at
high pressure. This figure was originally published in [49].

Once we have obtained the EOS by performing a Gibbs construction, the corresponding
NS solutions can be obtained. We show in the left panel of fig. 28 the Mass-radius curves
for the 4 different sets of parameters given in table 6.

In the right panel of fig. 28, we show the same curves but after the addition of a crust
to the NS. We do so by joining the GC equations of state of the Skyrme crystal with the
BCPM EOS [75] for low densities, exactly as in Section 5.2. The two EOS join at the
pressure p = p∗ where they coincide, i.e., where ρBCPM(p∗) = ρ,crystal(p∗). In terms of
the baryon density, the joining occurs at nB,∗ ∼ 1.1n0 for the parameter sets 1-3, and for
nB,∗ ∼ 1.2n0 for the set 4. Again, as in [50], we assume a smooth joining between the
two EOS (concretely, described by a quadratic interpolation) in order to avoid an artificial
phase transition at p∗. We also plot in fig. 28 the most likely mass-radius relations for
the NS corresponding to GW170817 [83] and GW190425 [81] events (orange and blue
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Figure 27: Particle fractions for the Gibbs Construction of the kaon condensation phase
transition. This figure was originally published in [49].

regions). The green regions represent the estimations for the mass and radius values of
PSR J0740+6620 (top) [89] and J0030+0451 (bottom) [85]. The purple region constraints
the mass-radius curves from the statistical analysis done in [37]. We find that the NS
resulting from the addition of a crust to the Skyrme crystal EOS with a nonzero kaon
condensate agree very well with these recent constraints. Further, the softening of the
EOS due to the presence of kaons and the resulting smaller NS radii are important for this
agreement.

6 Conclusions and Outlook

It was the main purpose of the present paper to report and review recent progress on
the modeling of nuclear matter in terms of Skyrme crystals and its application to neutron
stars. To put our results in perspective, in the first instant let us underline that, despite its
conceptual strengths and some partial successes, the Skyrme model in its current state of
exploration is not yet quantitatively competitive with more standard methods of nuclear
physics in the description of the large number of available data on nuclei and nuclear matter
at low densities. We believe, nevertheless, that the investigation of the Skyrme model as a
possible model to describe nuclear matter is a worthy enterprise, for the following reasons.

Firstly, once the assumption of periodicity of skyrmionic matter is accepted, the Skyrme
model actually simplifies at higher densities and shows a more universal behavior which
does not depend on many details (e.g., potential terms) which would be very relevant at
low densities. The results reported in the present review are a clear demonstration of this
fact. The Skyrme model, therefore, provides a rather simple alternative for the description
of nuclear matter at high densities which is based on the qualitative assumptions that i) in
the high-pressure region repulsive nuclear forces are more important than, e.g., degeneracy
pressure, ii) the extended character of nucleons - which is a built-in property of the model
- is important, and iii) the deconfinement transition is irrelevant inside NS. The inclusion
of further hadronic degrees of freedom, on the other hand, is in principle straightforward,
and we considered the condensation of kaons as a relevant example.

Secondly, the methods and calculations presented in this article can be applied with
only minor modifications to more extended versions of the Skyrme model, where additional
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Figure 28: Mass-Radius curves of NS with a kaon condensed core. The different sets
of parameters that we consider are shown with different colors. Left panel: Solid lines
represent npeµ matter, dashed-dotted lines are obtained with a MC and the dashed with
the GC. Right panel: The effect of adding a standard nuclear physics crust to the Skyrme
crystal EoS with kaon condensate obtained from the Gibbs construction (GC). This figure
was originally published in [49].

terms and further degrees of freedom (e.g., vector mesons) are included. In other words,
once promising candidates among these extended Skyrme models have been identified,
their application to the study of nuclear matter at high densities and the resulting NS is
relatively straightforward. The difficult part in finding these promising models is related
to the calculation of skyrmion solutions, particularly for higher baryon number B, and to
the identification and calculation of the most relevant quantum corrections. It is our hope
that powerful up-to-date computing resources together with modern machine learning
techniques like neural networks or other artificial-intelligence based methods will allow
to find such promising models via a systematic exploration of the parameter space of the
extended Skyrme models. In any case, the progress achieved in recent years is encouraging.

In our investigation, we placed special emphasis on the importance of the sextic term of
the Skyrme model for a viable description of strongly interacting matter at high densities.
Further, the impact of this term on the resulting EOS and properties of NS was studied
in detail. We also included the important effects of isospin quantization, relevant for the
modeling of non-symmetric nuclear matter, and of kaon condensation on the skyrmionic
matter properties. The overall behavior of the resulting models of nuclear matter at high
density and the resulting NS is already in good agreement with observational data for
certain choices of the coupling constants of the underlying Skyrme crystal. Still, there
remain some minor differences with the EOS and NS that are most favored by recent
observations. In particular, there are indications that the Skyrme crystal EOS is slightly
too stiff in the intermediate density range (close to saturation), resulting in mass-radius
curves with slightly bigger radii than the most likely ones according to a statistical anal-
ysis of observational data. On the other hand, these differences typically do not exceed
one kilometer, demonstrating that the Skyrme crystal framework in its current state of
development already provides a very reasonable description. There are several possible
ways to overcome the remaining discrepancies.

There are, in fact, still some open questions remaining in the Skyrme crystal frame-
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work, and many interesting ways in which the results reviewed here can be extended. For
instance, the ground state of the Skyrme model with periodic boundary conditions for
values of the lattice parameter L slightly above the value at the minimum is not known
in the large baryon number limit. That is to say, skyrmion matter in this region is not
correctly described by the Skyrme crystal and will most likely be more inhomogeneous,
see, e.g., fig. 13, which would result in a softening of the EOS there. This implies that some
observables, such as the compression modulus, which measures the curvature of the energy
vs lattice length, will not be well reproduced in the Skyrme crystal at the saturation point.
Further investigations on the low density limit of the model are also required in order to
be able to describe the physics of neutron star crusts, without recurring to a matching
with other nuclear EOS. In particular, a more realistic description of these intermediate
and low density regions will require the addition of further terms to the lagrangian and
the inclusion of further degrees of freedom (DOF) such as hyperons or additional mesons.
Additional DOF, in general, tend to soften the EOS, and some of these DOF may have a
significant impact on the EOS. This question should be further investigated.

Further, a more meticulous treatment of the quantum corrections to the crystal EOS
should include, in addition to the isospin quantum effects, also the effect of quantum
fluctuations associated to non-zero modes like, e.g., small fluctuation of the pion fields on
top of the crystal background. The excitation of such modes could play a relevant role
in the finite temperature case, but they might also be important in the zero temperature
limit, in which case they contribute to the one loop correction to the energy of the crystal,
or the Casimir energy. However, the computation of Casimir energies for solitons in three
dimensions without spherical symmetry is in general extremely difficult, especially in non-
renormalizable theories such as the Skyrme model, and in the case of skyrmion crystals
some sort of mean field approximation will probably be necessary. A further natural
extension of the EOS presented here is the inclusion of the effects of finite temperature
and/or a large magnetic field, as well as the study of transport properties of skyrmion
crystals, which are crucial to describe nonequilibrium processes of nuclear matter.

Finally, we want to comment on the relevance of our findings for the generalized nuclear
effective field theory (GnEFT) based on the hidden local symmetry [14] which we already
mentioned in the introduction. Owing to their different field contents, many results are
difficult to compare directly between the two theories. There are, however, some results
in the GnEFT which are based on the assumption of a skyrmion-to-half-skyrmion phase
transition somewhere above two times the nuclear saturation density [93]. All that we
can say about this issue is that in all our investigations we did not find a sign of this
phase transition. For zero pion mass, we formally do find a skyrmion-to-half-skyrmion
phase transition (from the FCC to the FCC+ crystal), but this transition is located on the
thermodynamically unstable branch, i.e., at a baryon density below the density n0 where
the energy takes its minimum value, see fig. 8. Because of this instability, the Skyrme
crystal and its resulting EOS are physically irrelevant in this region and, further, we know
that there exist other, more inhomogeneous Skyrme matter solutions with lower energy,
see fig. 13. It was natural for our purposes to identify n0 with the nuclear saturation
density, but the present argument, in fact, does not depend on this identification. In other
words, our results for the generalized Skyrme model agree with the standard Skyrme model
results in [41], which the authors of that paper summarized as ”Thus the phase transition
between a crystal of half-Skyrmions to a crystal of Skyrmions that was investigated in
Refs. 5 – 11 and 14 is not accessible, it appears on a thermodynamically unstable branch
of the phase diagram” (the reference numbers are the references of that paper). Of course,
even in the IR limit the effective coupling constants in the Skyrme-type model appearing
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in the GnEFT are different from ours, and at higher densities the impact of additional
fields is difficult to gauge. But taking into account that a skyrmion-to-half-skyrmion phase
transition in a physically relevant branch of the Skyrme crystal EOS has not been found in
the full numerical study of any Skyrme model, this transition is probably rather unlikely
to happen.
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[48] Christoph Adam, Alberto Garćıa Mart́ın-Caro, Miguel Huidobro, Ricardo Vázquez,
and Andrzej Wereszczynski. Quantum skyrmion crystals and the symmetry energy
of dense matter. Phys. Rev. D, 106(11):114031, 2022.

51
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Constraining Primordial Magnetic Fields with Line-Intensity Mapping
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Primordial magnetic fields (PMFs) offer a compelling explanation for the origin of observed mag-
netic fields, especially on extragalactic scales. Such PMFs give rise to excess of power in small scale
matter perturbations that could strongly influence structure formation. We study the impact of the
magnetically enhanced matter power spectrum on the signal that will be observed by line-intensity
mapping (LIM) surveys targeting carbon monoxide (CO) emission from star-forming galaxies at high
redshifts. Specifically, the voxel intensity distribution of intensity maps provides access to small-
scale information, which makes it highly sensitive to signatures of PMFs on matter overdensities.
We present forecasts for future LIM CO surveys, finding that they can constrain PMF amplitudes
as small as σB,0 ∼ 0.04−1 nG, depending on the magnetic spectral index and the targeted redshifts.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic fields are a pervasive feature of the Universe,
existing in a wide range of environments from planets [1]
and stars [2], to galaxies [3, 4] and galaxy clusters [5–7],
at scales ranging between ∼ 1 Gauss to ∼ 10−6 Gauss.
There is also observational evidence for ∼ 10−7 Gauss
magnetic fields, which are coherent on scales up to tens
of kpc inside and nearby high redshift galaxies [8–10], as
well as in the interstellar medium [11]. While magnetic
fields on all these scales play a crucial role in astrophysical
processes and can have significant effects on the behavior
of matter and radiation, their origin remains a mystery.
The dynamo process [12], which amplifies a seed field, is
believed to be the mechanism responsible for generating
the observed magnetic fields on different scales [12–14].
Various models have been proposed for the generation of
such seeds on small [15–18] and large [19–23] scales.

Meanwhile, recent observational evidence based on
blazar emissions suggest that weak ∼ 10−16 Gauss mag-
netic fields, coherent on Mpc scales, could likewise exist
in the intergalactic medium (IGM) [24–26]. Yet, the ex-
istence of these fields is difficult to explain with purely
astrophysical processes in the late Universe. An intrigu-
ing explanation for magnetic fields on such scales could be
their production at an early phase of the Universe. The
generation of such primordial magnetic fields (PMFs)
could be achieved via numerous processes in the early
Universe, e.g., inflation [27–29] or phase transitions [30–
32]; for reviews see Refs. [33–35]. The presence of mag-
netic fields early on could leave a signature on different
cosmological and astrophysical observables; for example,
magnetized gas may affect the polarization of the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) by inducing Faraday ro-
tation [36–41], just as dissipation of PMFs can heat the
IGM, thus affecting structure formation [42–44].
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Perhaps the most prominent signature of PMFs is
on the matter power spectrum. Prior to recombina-
tion, PMFs evolve according to the laws of magneto-
hydrodynamics (MHD) [45, 46], as they interact with the
ionized baryon plasma. Consequently, the ionized plasma
is subjected to Lorentz pressure, which induces addi-
tional matter density fluctuations [47–49]. These tend
to cause an excess at small scales k & 1 Mpc−1 in the
matter power spectrum, which in turn affects observ-
ables that trace structure formation. There have been
several attempts to detect or place constraints on PMFs
through observations and experiments [41, 50–55]. How-
ever, overall the constraints on the strength of PMFs are
still not very tight, mainly due to the low sensitivity to
information on small scales of the various experiments.

A promising probe of structure formation in the Uni-
verse is line intensity mapping (LIM), which measures
the integrated spectral line emission from galaxies and
the IGM [56–58]. Depending on the observed fre-
quency range, many lines can be observed at different
redshifts, probing different phases the IGM and star-
forming regions. There are ongoing and planned exper-
iments [59–64] targeting neutral and ionized hydrogen
lines, e.g., 21cm spin-flip of neutral hydrogen, Lyman-α,
Hα, Hβ [65–76], as well as atomic and molecular lines
produced in star forming regions, e.g. CO, CII, OIII; see
Ref. [58] for a recent review. Among these, the rotational
carbon-monoxide (CO) transitions are of particular inter-
est [65, 66, 68, 77, 78], and in particular CO(1-0), as its
line-foreground contamination is relatively low [79, 80]
and it can be easily observed from galaxies at z ∼ 3− 7.

It was recently shown in Ref. [81] that LIM surveys
can probe the matter distribution on both small and
large scales through the one-point function of the in-
tensity fluctuations measured in their maps. This is
commonly referred to as the voxel intensity distribution
(VID) [57, 78]. Unlike higher order statistics, which suf-
fer from limited angular resolution, the VID is sensitive
to the total emission from galaxies formed in both small
and massive halos (see e.g., Ref. [82]). This suggests that
the VID of a LIM survey may serve as a probe for mag-
netically induced matter perturbations on small scales.
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In this work, we study the impact of the magneti-
cally induced matter power spectrum contribution due
to PMFs, on the VID of the CO(1-0) line intensity maps.
We consider a PMF power spectrum in the form of a
power law, parameterized by σB,0 and nB , which spec-
ify its strength and spectral index, as described below.
We find that LIM surveys will be able to place stringent
constraints on PMFs, in the range of σB,0 ∼ 0.04−1 nG,
determined by nB and the specifications of the survey.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
describe the theory our work relies on, divided into two
parts: Sec. II A, in which we review the magnetically in-
duced matter power spectrum, and Sec. II B, in which
we highlight the relevant details in the VID formalism
(further detail on both topics can be found in the appen-
dices). In Section III, we describe the implementation
and set-up for our analysis. In Section IV we present
and discuss our results for the VID constraining power
on PMFs. We conclude our work in Section V.

II. METHODS

A. Magnetically Induced Matter Perturbations

We consider a phenomenological model for the PMFs
and their impact on the evolution of matter perturba-
tions. The formalism we use was first laid out in Ref. [47]
and used in previous works [49, 50, 52, 53, 83]. We sum-
marize the main points of the derivation in Appendix A
for completeness.

1. Modelling of the PMFs

Assuming that PMFs were generated via some pro-
cess during the early Universe (see e.g., Refs. [33–35] for
review), so that they are initially isotropic and homo-
geneous, the two-point function of the magnetic field’s
Fourier transform B̃(k, t) =

∫
dxB(x, t)e−ik·x, can be

written as [84, 85]

〈
B̃i(k, t)B̃

∗
j (q, t)

〉
=

(2π)3

2
δ (k − q) Pij(k)PB(k, t)

(1)
where Pij(k) = δij − kiqj/k2 and PB(k, t) is the PMFs
power spectrum. We assume a phenomenological model
in which the power spectrum takes the form of a power
law (e.g. [49])

PB(k, t) = AB(t)knB , for kmin < k < kmax, (2)

with free parameters AB and nB that determine the
strength and spectral index. In practice, it is common
to characterize the magnetic field in terms of its physical
strength smoothed over a characteristic scale λ, which we

take to be λ = 1 Mpc,

σB(λ, t) =

∫ 2π/λ

0

dk k2

2π2
PB(k, t)

=
2AB(t)

3 + nB

(2π)
nB+1

λnB+3
. (3)

It is also common to consider only nB > −3, due to in-
frared divergences at lower values of the spectral index.
The scale limits in Eq. (2) are determined from the scales
in which PMFs are coherent. Since these fields are co-
herent to very large scales, the value of kmin can be taken
to be the order of the Hubble radius. On the other hand,
the value of kmax is determined by the scale beyond which
magnetic fields dissipate, as we discuss below.

2. Magnetic Fields Damping

Before recombination, the magnetic fields perturba-
tions, which are mainly frozen in the baryon-photon
plasma, dissipate on all scales smaller than the radia-
tion diffusion length [45, 46]. As a result, the magnetic

field modes B̃(k, t) gain a damping factor approximated
by exp

(
−k2/k2

A

)
, where the Alfvén wave number kA is

determined by

1

k2
A

=

∫ trec

0

v2
Aτc
a2(t)

dt, (4)

where 1/τc = cneσT is the Thomson scattering rate, trec

is the time of recombination and vA is the characteris-
tic Alfvén velocity. This velocity is determined from the
pressure and energy density of the plasma and the mag-
netic field, and can be written as

vA =
σB(λA, t)√
µ0 [ρ(t) + p(t)]

=
σB(λA, t)√

µ0

[
ρ̄b(t) + 4

3 ρ̄r(t)
] , (5)

where ρ and p are the energy density and pressure of the
plasma, ρ̄b,r denotes baryon and radiation background
densities respectively, and λA = 2π/kA. Therefore, the
damped PMFs power spectrum in Eq. (2) becomes

PB(k, t) = AB(t)knBe−2k2/k2A , (6)

where kA plays the role of kmax, with an exponential tail
instead of a sharp cutoff.

3. Impact on the Linear Matter Power Spectrum

Due to the presence of magnetic fields prior to recom-
bination, the electrically conducting fluid is subjected to
a Lorentz pressure that acts as an additional source of
matter density fluctuations [47, 49]. However, on small
enough scales, the magnetic pressure gradients counter-
act the gravitational pull [46], leading to a magnetic
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Jeans scale beyond which the magnetically induced per-
turbations do not grow [42, 49]. This is given by

λJ =
2π

kJ
=

[
4

25

σ2
B,0(λ)

Gρ̄m,0ρ̄b,0
λ3+nB

]1/(5+nB)

, (7)

where G is Newton’s constant and ρ̄m,0 and ρ̄b,0 are to-
day’s background matter and baryon energy densities.
Here we used the temporal evolution of the magnetic
fields, which follows B(x, t) = B0/a

2 on scales much
larger than the magnetic Jeans scale; for details see Ap-
pendix A. Moreover, magnetic fields dissipate on scales
smaller than λJ due to ambipolar diffusion and decaying
turbulence [42, 43, 86] that heat the IGM. However, at a
linear level, these scales can be neglected.

In general, the linear matter power spectrum in the
presence of PMFs may contain contributions from the
cross correlation term between the standard and mag-
netically induced matter density contrasts, depending on
the PMF generation process [87]. However, since there
is no prior information on such correlation, for simplicity
we assume that the fields are uncorrelated. Thus, the
total matter power spectrum for k < kJ = 2π/λJ , is of
the form

Pm(k, t) = D2
+(t)Plin(k) +M2(t)Π(k), (8)

where D+ and M are the standard and magnetic growth
functions, respectively, and Π(k) is calculated according
to Eq. (A15). Using Eq. (1), this yields [49]

Π(k) =
f2
b

(µ0ρ̄b,0)
2

∫
dq

∫
dµ
PB,0(q)PB,0 [α(k, q)]

α2(k, q)

×F(k, q), (9)

with α = |k − q|, µ = k̂ · q̂ and

F(k, q) = 2k5q3µ+ k4q4
(
1− 5µ2

)
+ 2k3q5µ3. (10)

The evolution of M(t) is determined according to

M̈(t) + 2H(t)Ṁ(t)− 4πGρ̄m,0
M(t)

a3(t)
=

1

a3(t)
, (11)

where H(t) is the Hubble parameter, a(t) the scale factor,
and assuming null initial conditions at recombination:
M(trec) = Ṁ(trec) = 0.

B. VID Sensitivity to the Matter Power Spectrum

We follow Refs. [57, 66, 81, 89] and model the VID
as the histogram of the number of voxels for which the
measured brightness temperature is found within ∆Ti,

Bi = Nvox

∫ Ti+∆Ti

Ti

Ptot (T ) dT, (12)

Figure 1. The linear matter power spectrum at z = 0, as
described in Eq. (8). We present the resulting spectrum for
different values of the PMFs strength and spectral index, as
well as the ΛCDM scenario, in black, which we calculate using
CLASS code∗ [88].

∗ https://github.com/lesgourg/class_public

where Nvox is the total number of voxels in the sur-
vey and Ptot(T ) is the probability of observing a voxel
with a brightness temperature T , as we review in Ap-
pendix B 1. In practice, Ptot(T ) depends on the proba-
bility P1(T ) ∝ dn/dL of a single source having brightness
temperature T , where dn/dL is the luminosity function;
and on Ps(Ns), the probability to find Ns sources in a
voxel. Both of these quantities depend on cosmology and
astrophysics; here, we only note the quantities affected
directly by the modified matter power spectrum, accord-
ing to Eq. (8). The interested reader can refer to Ap-
pendix B or Refs. [57, 66, 81, 89] for the full derivation.

The matter power spectrum enters in Ptot(T ) in two
ways, both explicitly, as in the computation of the source
distribution Ps(Ns) described in Appendix B 5, and im-
plicitly, sourcing the halo mass function. Once a specific
line is chosen for observations,1 the halo mass function is
used to evaluate the luminosity function [81],

dn

dLCO
(L) =

∫ Mmax

Mmin

dM
e−Lcut/L

L
√

2πσ2
TOT

dn

dM

× exp

[
−
(
logL− log(LCO(M)) + σ2

TOT/2
)2

2σ2
TOT

]
.

(13)

Here L is the luminosity of the source, M is the mass
of the host dark matter (DM) halo, Lcut is a luminosity

1 Following Ref. [81], we rely on surveys targeting the rotational
CO (1 → 0) transition sourced by star forming molecular gas
clouds at z ∼ 6. This line is expected to have small line-
foreground contamination [79, 80], which allows us to neglect,
at first stage, the presence of interlopers.

https://github.com/lesgourg/class_public
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exponential cutoff scale, LCO is the CO line emission lu-
minosity, and σTOT encapsulates the lognormal scatter
in the relation between LCO and halo mass M , see Ap-
pendix B 3 for further details. We adopt the functional
form for the halo mass function from Ref. [90],

dn

dM
= f (σ)

ρ̄m
M

d lnσ−1

dM
, (14)

where,

σ2(M, z) =

∫ kmax

kmin

dk

2π2
k2Pm (k, z)W 2 (kR) , (15)

is the variance of the linear density field smoothed on
scale R (M), containing mass M ; and

f (σ) = AT

[( σ
bT

)−aT
+ 1

]
e−c

T/σ2

, (16)

is parameterized by
{
AT, aT, bT, cT

}
, which depend on

redshift, as summarized in Appendix B 2.
Therefore, modifications in the linear matter power spec-
trum, e.g. due to PMFs, affect both the galaxy number
distribution and the abundance of DM halos at a given
mass scale M , which alter the probability Ptot(T ), esti-
mated via the histogram Bi.

III. ANALYSIS

Throughout this work we adopt the best-fit cosmolog-
ical parameters from Planck 2018 + BAO (right column
of Table 2 in Ref. [91]).

A. Magnetically Induced Matter Power Spectrum
Computation

In order to calculate the magnetically induced matter
power spectrum in Eq. (8), we evaluate the integral in
Eq. (9) numerically, using the limits kmin < q < 3kA,2

where kmin = 2 × 10−4Mpc−1 is taken to be roughly
the Hubble radius,3 and plugging in the PMFs power
spectrum from Eq. (6). We calculate kA according to
Eqs. (4)-(5), using the outputs from CAMB4 [92] to ex-
tract the ionization fraction history. The time evolution
is calculated by solving Eq. (11) numerically for M(z),
along with the standard background evolution of

H2(z) = H2
0

[
Ωm (1 + z)

3
+ Ωr (1 + z)

4
+ ΩΛ

]
, (17)

2 We take this upper limit to make sure we include all of the con-
tributing scales.

3 We checked that the resulting matter power spectrum is insensi-
tive to lowering kmin by orders of magnitude.

4 https://camb.info

where Ωi = ρ̄i,0/ρcrit,0 and ρcrit,0 = 3H2
0/8πG are today’s

values of the dimensionless background energy densities
and the critical density, respectively.

In order to exclude scales smaller than the magnetic
Jeans scale, we introduce an exponential suppression
function to the magnetically induced matter power spec-
trum, W(k) = exp [− (k/kcrit)

κ
], where κ sets the sup-

pression strength and kcrit = kJ × 0.01−κ is defined to
ensure that W(kJ) = 0.99; we set κ = 400, which re-
sults in a very strong yet smooth enough suppression. In
Figure 1 we show the contribution of the magnetically in-
duced matter power spectrum on top of the ΛCDM linear
matter power spectrum for several sets of values for the
PMFs spectral index nB and strength σB,0.

B. VID Computation

We compute the VID using a modified version of
the public LIM code5 described in Ref. [93]. We use
the halo mass function in Eqs. (14)-(16), fixing its pa-
rameters, according to Ref. [90], {AT

0 , a
T
0 , b

T
0 , c

T} =
{0.186, 1.47, 2.57, 1.19}, and evolve them in time as de-
scribed in Eq. (B12). Since the magnetically induced
matter power spectrum features a sharp cut-off at the
magnetic Jeans scale, using a real-space top-hat window
function can lead to oscillatory behaviour in the mass
variance and the halo mass function. This is a well-known
issue and can be circumvented by using a sharp-k window
function [94–96], which we choose to be

W (k) = exp

[
− (kR/2)

2

2

]
. (18)

The fiducial values we use for the astrophysical parame-
ters of the CO luminosity relations in Appendix B 3 are
{α, β, σLCO , σSFR, Lcut} = {1.37,−1.74, 0.3, 0.3, 50L�}6;
taken from Ref. [67]. Our forecast focuses on two future
surveys: the planned COMAP-EoR (EoR) survey [80],
equipped with a pair of instruments observing at z ∼ 2−3
and three instruments7 observing at z ∼ 5 − 7; and a
stage-3 experiment (COS3, proposed in Ref. [81]), with
similar characteristics but a larger number of feeds, to
increase the sensitivity. The specifications of both sur-
veys, summarized in Table I, affect the instrumental noise
per voxel according to Eq. (B8). In Figure 2, we show
how the magnetically enhanced matter power spectrum
affects the halo mass function, which then propagates
to the temperature fluctuations probability distribution
P(T ) and thus to the VID Bi.

5 https://github.com/jl-bernal/lim
6 We also tested our results with higher cutoff luminosity, Lcut =

5000L�, and found no significant difference.
7 As in Ref. [81], we do not consider the low frequency instrument

observing CO from z > 7, since astrophysical modelling in this
range is still highly uncertain.

https://camb.info
https://github.com/jl-bernal/lim
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Figure 2. The VID pipeline for two sets of PMFs parameters (solid lines), compared to the ΛCDM scenario (dashed line),
calculated at z = 5.3: the linear matter power spectrum (top left); halo mass function (top right); the noise-free voxel
temperature distribution (bottom left); and the VID, for the COS3 survey (bottom right). The enhanced power on small scales
in the matter power spectrum leads to an abundance of faint sources, which boost the number of high-temperature bins.

Survey
∆ν Ωfield θFWHM Nfeeds tobs σN

[GHz] [deg2] [arcmin] # [hrs] [µK]

EoR / COS3
low-z

30 - 34 4 4.5’ 19 / 103 5 000 35 / 5.4

26 - 30 4 3.9’ 19 / 103 5 000 40 / 4.7

EoR
high-z

17 - 20 4 3.3’ 38 7 000 22

15 - 17 4 3.7’ 38 7 000 16

13 - 15 4 4’ 38 7 000 14

COS3
high-z

17 - 20 4 3.3’ 103 7 000 4.3

15 - 17 4 3.7’ 103 7 000 3.1

13 - 15 4 4’ 103 7 000 2.7

Table I. Summary of the detectors specifications: frequency
range ∆ν, field of view Ωfield, angular resolution θFWHM, num-
ber of feeds Nfeeds, observational time tobs.

C. Fisher Analysis

We perform a Fisher analysis to evaluate the sensitivity
of the VID of the surveys under consideration to changes
induced by PMFs. Following Refs. [78, 81], we use

Fαβ =
∑
D

∑
i>Tmin

i

1

σ2
i

d (NzBi)

dθα

d (NzBi)

dθβ
, (19)

where D is the number of detectors of the survey, i de-
notes the i-th temperature bin, σi is the variance per
bin and Nz = ∆ν/δν is the number of frequency chan-
nels, of width δν = 2 MHz, in each frequency band. We
assume the signal does not evolve within the redshift

slices spanned by the bandwidth. We also assume Pois-
son uncertainties for the number of pixels in each bin,
so that σ2

i = NzBi [66]. The Fisher matrix in Eq. (19)
is computed for the PMFs and astrophysical parameters,
namely θ = {nB , σB,0;α, β, σSFR, σLCO , Lcut}, using the
fiducial values mentioned in Sec. III while varying the
fiducial values of the PMFs parameters.8 Cosmological
parameters, as well as halo mass function parameters are
held fixed throughout this work: the former are well mea-
sured by Planck [91] and have negligible errorbars with
respect to other quantities in the analysis, while the effect
of the latter on the final results is subdominant [81].

IV. RESULTS

Our main results for the forecast of VID sensitivity for
COS3 and EoR LIM surveys are summarized in Table II
and Figure 3. Here we include recent bounds from: CMB
measurements by Planck 2015 (TT,TE,EE+lowP) [41];
reionization history [54], namely the electron scattering
optical depth τel constraints from WMAP9 and measure-
ments of the hydrogen photo-ionization rate ΓHI from
Lyα forest data; and the distribution of Lyα clouds [53].

8 We limit our analysis to −2.99 ≤ nB ≤ −1, typical for inflation-
ary originated PMFs [27–29], which seems preferable by obser-
vational evidence [42, 97, 98].
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The excess of power on small scales, due to the magnet-
ically induced matter power spectrum, leads to an abun-
dance of lower-mass halos, as shown in Figure 2. This
translates to an increased number of faint sources, hence
more high-temperature bins. Since the Gaussian noise
dominates the low-temperature bins, the large number of
faint sources yields a relatively clean signal of the VID.

nB -1 -1.5 -2 -2.5 -2.9

σB,0(1Mpc)
[nG]

Planck 2015 3.2 4.8 4.5 2.4 2.0

CMB-S4 ∼ 0.28

EoR loz-z 0.948 0.450 0.364 0.423 1.040

COS3 high-z 0.037 0.0445 0.057 0.084 0.150

Table II. The Planck 2015 [41] bounds on PMFs strength for
chosen values of nB , compared to the sensitivity forecast for
CMB-S4 [99] and the VID of most and least sensitive surveys
we considered, all at 95% CL.

The results for the low-z surveys, shown in Figure 3,
suggest that the VID sensitivity deteriorates for nB &
−1.5 and nB . −2.5. The reason for this lies mainly in
the way the PMFs parameters, nB and σB,0, affect the
magnetic Jeans scale. From Figure 1, it is easy to see
that reducing either parameter results in a larger kJ , but
not to the same extent. For a given value of nB , reducing
σB,0 also means shifting the excess of power to smaller
scales, which translate to smaller halos that host fainter
sources. These faint sources give rise to low temperature
voxels which are noise dominated, thus the making the
PMFs contribution to matter overdensities harder to de-
tect by LIM. This effect is stronger for lower redshifts,
at which larger halos are dominant. In addition, scales
corresponding to masses near the infrared mass-cutoff at
∼ 109M� do not contribute to the LIM signal.

Now, consider a fixed value for σB,0. By going to
lower nB the power shifts to smaller scales, leading to
weaker signal, as described above. While increasing nB
enhances larger scales, which naively result in more lu-
minous sources, the halo mass function suppresses the
number density of massive halos. Therefore, we expect
the LIM sensitivity to decline above some threshold nmax

B .
This effect becomes more pronounced at lower redshifts.

We note that our analysis is limited to the simplest,
first order, effect of PMFs on halo formation. For in-
stance, the dissipation of PMFs is expected to heat the
IGM, as was suggested in Refs. [42, 43], which in turn
could hinder structure formation and alter the time and
scales at which stars and galaxies are formed [55, 100].
Still, for the spectral indices and amplitudes we consider
in our analysis, these effects are not expected to have a
significant impact. We leave the inclusion of PMFs heat-
ing effects to future work.

Figure 3. Summary of the bounds (solid lines) and sensi-
tivity forecasts (dashed and dotted lines) for the strength of
PMFs at 95% CL. We show forecast for the VID from differ-
ent CO LIM surveys along with forecast for CMB-S4 experi-
ment [99]; compared to the bounds from CMB, measured by
Planck 2015 [41]; reionization history [54] and Lyα clouds [53].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we studied the sensitivity of ongoing and
next generation CO LIM surveys [80, 81] to the signa-
ture of PMFs in the matter power spectrum [49] at small
scales k ∼ 1−102 Mpc−1, using the one-point correlation
of the voxel temperature distribution, commonly referred
to as the VID. Recent work showed that the VID in inten-
sity maps is sensitive to smaller scales than those accessed
by the surveys angular resolution [81], making LIM an in-
teresting probe of the magnetically induced matter over-
densities. Our results, summarized in Table II and Fig-
ure 3, show that VID of CO line maps are expected to
be sensitive to magnetic field strengths of σB,0 & 0.04 nG
for a power-law PMFs power spectra with spectral index
−2.9 . nB . −1.5. With such sensitivity, LIM stands to
outdo next-generation CMB experiments.
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Appendix A: Evolution of Matter Fluctuations

In what follows, we will use the standard notations:
gravitational potential ψ = φ, background densities ρ̄i,
density contrasts δρi = ρi/ρ̄i− 1, fluid velocities vi, with
i = b, c for baryons and cold dark matter (CDM).
After recombination, any PMFs that were frozen in the
baryon-photon plasma are released and obey1

∇ ·B = 0 , (A1)

∂

∂t

(
a2B

)
=

∇×
(
v × a2B

)
a

. (A2)

These magnetic fields add an additional source term in
the linearized equations for the evolution of baryon den-
sity contrast, which obeys the fluid equations

v̇b +Hvb = −∇ψ

a
+

(∇×B)×B

µ0a
, (A3)

v̇c +Hvc = −∇ψ

a
, (A4)

δ̇i +
∇ · v
a

= 0, (A5)

˙̄ρi + 3Hρ̄i = 0, (A6)

where µ0 is the vacuum magnetic permeability. Along
with the Poisson equation

∇2ψ = 4πGa2ρ̄mδm , (A7)

where ρ̄mδm ≡ ρ̄bδb + ρ̄cδc, one finds that2

δ̈m + 2Hδ̇m − 4πGρ̄mδm =
ρ̄b,0
ρ̄m,0

∇ · [B × (∇×B)]

µ0ρ̄ba2
,

(A8)
with subscript 0 denoting the value of the quantity today.
For scales much larger than the magnetic Jeans scale,
the term on the right hand side of Eq. (A2) vanishes,
which sets the time evolution of magnetic fields on large
scales as B(x, t) = B0/a

2. Plugging this relation into
Eq. (A8), together with the background evolution of the
baryon density ρ̄b = ρ̄b,0/a

3, yields

δ̈m + 2Hδ̇m − 4πGρ̄mδm = fb
∇ · [B0 × (∇×B0)]

µ0ρ̄b,0a3
,

(A9)
where we defined fb ≡ ρ̄b/ρ̄m. The homogeneous solution
to this equation leads to the standard linear evolution
of the matter density contrast, which can be written as
δlin
m (t) = A+(x)D+(t) + A−(x)D−(t), where ± denote

1 We drop the ∇2B/µ0σ term, as it is negligible for high electric
conductivity and scales larger than the magnetic Jeans scale.

2 Note that the source term had pick up a sign, resulting in the
reordering of the multiplicands. As this subtlety eluded some
authors, one should be careful when using the literature.

the growing and decaying solutions. Whereas the special
solution can be written as

δmag
m (t) = fbM(t)∇ · S0(x), (A10)

S0(x) ≡ B0 × (∇×B0)

µ0ρ̄b,0
, (A11)

so that in total

δm(t) = δlin
m (t) + δmag

m (t). (A12)

Plugging Eq. (A10) into Eq. (A9) yields the equation for
the magnetic growth function M(t),

M̈ + 2HṀ − 4πGρ̄m,0
M

a3
=

1

a3
, (A13)

M(trec) = Ṁ(trec) = 0.

Therefore, assuming no correlation between the standard
and the magnetically induced matter density contrasts,
the modified matter power spectrum follows Eq. (8), i.e.,

Pm(k, t) = D2
+(t)Plin(k) +M2(t)Π(k), (A14)

where

Π(k) =

∣∣∣∣ fb

µ0ρb,0

∫
d3y ∇ · [B0 × (∇×B0)] e−ik·y

∣∣∣∣2
(A15)

is the scale dependent term, which after a careful calcu-
lation [49] yields Eq. (9).

Appendix B: VID Formalism

In this Appendix we briefly summarize the VID for-
malism used throughout this work, following Refs. [57,
66, 81, 89].

1. Analytical Modeling of the VID

The luminosity density of a given emission line, e.g.,
CO in the main text, denoted by LCO = L, can be written
in terms of the luminosity or mass function as

ρL =

∫ ∞
0

L
dn

dL
dL =

∫ ∞
0

L (M)
dn

dM
dM, (B1)

so that the relation between the local luminosity density
and brightness temperature is given by3

T (x) =
c3 (1 + z)

2

8πkBν3
restH (z)

ρL (x) ≡ XLT (z) ρL (x) , (B2)

3 This can be derived directly from the Rayleigh-Jeans relation,
see for example Ref. [58].
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where νrest is the rest-frame frequency of the line. The
VID is the histogram of the measured signal within the
voxels. We estimate the brightness temperature inside a
voxel of volume Vvox that contains Ns sources as

T =
XLT

Vvox

Ns∑
i=1

Li, (B3)

where Li is the luminosity of the i-th source. The proba-
bility of observing temperature T for a voxel with a single
source is equivalent to the probability that a source has
the corresponding luminosity LT = TVvox/XLT, namely

P1 (T ) =
Vvox

n̄XLT

dn

dL

∣∣
LT
, (B4)

where n̄ normalizes the luminosity function, and the fac-
tor Vvox/XLT converts L into brightness temperature
T . Considering a voxel with two sources, such that the
brightness temperature of the voxel is T = Ta + Tb, the
probability to find brightness temperature T is

P2 (T ) =

∫
dTaP1 (Ta)P1 (T − Ta) = [P1 ∗ P1] (T ) ,

(B5)
which is the convolution of the two single source proba-
bilities. Iterating this argument for Ns sources, one finds
that the probability for a voxel with Ns sources to have
a brightness temperature T is

PNs
(T ) = [PNs−1 ∗ P1] (T ) . (B6)

Thus, the probability of having a voxel with brightness
temperature T is simply

P (T ) =

∞∑
Ns=0

PNs (T )Ps (Ns) , (B7)

where Ps (Ns) is the probability of having Ns sources in a
voxel. To model a future observation in a semi-analytical
way, we convolve the signal P (T ) with the instrumental
noise per voxel, which we assume to follow a Gaussian
distribution [57] with zero mean, and variance

σN =

√
PN

Vvox
= Tsys

√
Nvox

Nfeedstobsδν
, (B8)

where PN is the noise power spectrum, Tsys is the system
temperature, tobs is the observation time, Nvox andNfeeds

are the number of voxels and feeds respectively, and δν
is the frequency channel width. In this way

Pn (T ) =
1√

2πσN
exp

[
− T 2

2σ2
N

]
, (B9)

Ptot (T ) = (P ∗ Pn) (T ) , (B10)

Finally, the VID is the histogram of the number of vox-
els Bi for which the measured brightness temperature is
found within a bin ∆Ti, such that

Bi = Nvox

∫ Ti+∆Ti

Ti

Ptot (T ) dT. (B11)

So basically, in order to infer the VID, all we need is to
provide three relations: the halo mass function dn/dM ,
the line luminosity for a given halo mass L (M), and
the luminosity function dn/dL. Since the latter can be,
naively, inferred from the former two, it would be bene-
ficial to use such relation.

2. The Halo Mass Function

The halo mass function in Eqs. (14)-(16), adopted from
Ref. [90], is parameterized by

{
AT, aT, bT, cT

}
, which are

calibrated via simulations, typically at z = 0. The pa-
rameter AT sets the overall amplitude of the mass func-
tion, aT and bT determine the slope and amplitude of
the low mass power law, while cT sets the cutoff scale for
the exponential decrease in the halo abundance. These
parameters are found to vary with redshift according to

AT (z) = AT
0 (1 + z)

−0.14
,

aT (z) = aT
0 (1 + z)

−0.06
,

bT (z) = bT0 (1 + z)
−αT

, (B12)

logαT (∆) = −
[

0.75

log ∆/75

]1.2

,

where

∆ ≡ M

(4π/3)R3
/ρ̄m (z) . (B13)

The values and functional forms we report are the fiducial
results of the analysis in Ref. [90]; check the discussion
there for uncertainties and limits in these relations.

3. CO Luminosity - Halo Mass Relation

The CO luminosity is derived from a series of relations,
as described in Ref. [67]:

1. DM halos to star formation rate (SFR), inferred
from simulation results [101, 102] via interpolation
of SFR (M, z) with a lognormal scatter, parameter-
ized by σSFR = 0.3.

2. SFR to infrared (IR) luminosity,

LIR =
SFR (M, z)

10−10δMF
, (B14)

where SFR is in M�yr−1 and LIR is in units of L�.
The normalization 0.8 . δMF . 2 can be absorbed
into the parameters of the LCO to LIR relation be-
low; for the other parameters we adopt the fidu-
cial values from Ref. [103], {α = 1.37, β = −1.74},
adding a lognormal scatter σIR = 0.3 to LCO, for a
given LIR or SFR, which is consistent with previous
studies [103–106].
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3. CO luminosity,

LCO =
[
10−βLIR

]1/α
, (B15)

where LIR is in units of L�, L′CO is in units of(
K km s−1pc2

)
(observer units for velocity- and

area-integrated brightness temperature), and

LCO ∝
(

L′CO

K km s−1pc2

)(
νrest,CO

νrest,CO1→0

)3

L�, (B16)

with νrest,CO/νrest,CO1→0
the ratio between a CO

rotational transition line and its ground state tran-
sition calculated in the source rest frame, i.e.,
νrest,CO1→0

= 115.271 GHz. In our analysis we only
consider the 1→ 0 transition, so L′CO → LCO only
accounts for units conversion.

4. The Luminosity Function

In order to compute P1 (T ) we use the luminosity func-
tion, which, naively, can be written in terms of the halo
mass function by using the L (M) relation, as

dn

dL
=

dn

dM

(
dL

dM

)−1

. (B17)

Since more than one halo mass value can produce the
same luminosity, e.g., due to the scatter in the L (M)
relation, the relation in Eq. (B17) is no monotonous and
one should use another method for evaluating the lumi-
nosity function from the halo mass function. To overcome
this issue, we use the conditional probability distribution
P (L|M) of having a luminosity L coming from a halo of
mass M , such that

dn

dL
=

∫
dMP (L|M)

dn

dM
, (B18)

where

P (L|M) =
e−Lcut/L

√
2πLσLN

exp

{
− (lnL− µLN)

2

2σ2
LN

}
, (B19)

µLN = ln

[
µ2
L√

µ2
L + σ2

L

]
; σ2

LN = ln

(
1 +

σ2
L

L2
CO

)
.

We added an exponential cutoff to reflect the luminosity
cutoff at the low mass end of the luminosity function.
Taking the mean for the CO luminosity as µL = LCO (M)
and the lognormal variance to account for the scatter in
both relations σ2

LN ≡ σ2
TOT = σ2

LCO
+ σ2

SFR/α
2, in which

the 1/α2 factor comes from the LIR − LCO relation, we
find that

σ2
L

L2
CO

= eσ
2
TOT − 1; µLN = lnLCO −

1

2
σ2

TOT, (B20)

so that

P (L|M) =
e−Lcut/L

√
2πLσTOT

× (B21)

× exp

{
−
[
(lnL− ln [LCO (M)]) + σ2

TOT/2
]2

2σ2
TOT

}
,

leading to Eq. (13).

5. The Source Distribution

CO line emission is sourced in star forming galaxies; to
draw their observed number within a voxel, we associate
it a lognormal-distributed [107] expectation number of
galaxies µ, which in turn serves as the mean for a Poisson
distribution

Ps (Ns) =

∫ ∞
0

PLN (µ)PPoiss (N,µ) dµ. (B22)

Instead of µ, one may consider the galaxy density field
contrast [108], δLN = µ

N
−1, where N is the mean number

of galaxies, which can be written in terms of a Gaussian
field δG as

1 + δLN =
µ

N
= eδG−σ

2
G/2, (B23)

where σG is the variance of the field, so that

PLN (µ) =
1

µ
√

2πσ2
G

exp

{
− 1

2σ2
G

[
ln

(
µ

N

)
+
σ2
G

2

]2
}
.

(B24)
In order to calculate σG, we use the power spectrum of
the Gaussian field PG (k) and the voxel’s window function
W (k), hence

σG =

∫
PG (k) |W (k)|2 d3k

(2π)
3 , (B25)

where PG (k) is calculated from the biased matter

power spectrum PLN (k) = b
2
Pm (k), by taking advan-

tage of the relation between the real space correlation
functions [107] ξG (r) = ln [1 + ξLN (r)].Whereas the
marginalized bias is given by

b (z) =

∫
Lb (L) dndLdL∫
L dn
dLdL

=

∫
L (M) b (M) dn

dM dM∫
L (M) dn

dM dM
, (B26)

where b (M) is the mass-dependent halo bias [66],

b (M, z) = 1 +
ν (M, z)− 1

δc
, (B27)

with δc = 1.69, ν (M, z) = δc/σ (M, z), and σ (M, z) is
the rms mass variance.
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It is often stated that the observation of high-energy neutrinos from an astrophysical source would
constitute a smoking gun for the acceleration of hadronic cosmic rays. Here, we point out that there
exists a purely leptonic mechanism to produce TeV-scale neutrinos in astrophysical environments. In
particular, very high energy synchrotron photons can scatter with X-rays, exceeding the threshold
for muon-antimuon pair production. When these muons decay, they produce neutrinos without any
cosmic-ray protons or nuclei being involved. In order for this mechanism to be efficient, the source
in question must feature both kG-scale magnetic fields and a high density of keV-scale photons. As
an example, we consider the active galaxy NGC 1068, which IceCube has recently detected as a
source of TeV-scale neutrinos. We find that the neutrino emission observed from this source could
potentially be generated through muon pair production for reasonable choices of physical parameters.

INTRODUCTION

The conventional wisdom in the field of neutrino as-
trophysics is that the detection of high-energy neutrinos
from a given source would be unambiguous evidence that
that object accelerates cosmic-ray protons or nuclei. In
particular, whereas gamma rays can be generated through
both leptonic (inverse Compton scattering, synchrotron)
and hadronic (pion production) processes, it has long been
thought that high-energy astrophysical neutrinos would
be produced only through the production and decay of
pions, which are generated through the interactions of
high-energy protons with gas or radiation. In this sense,
neutrinos play a critical role in our efforts to identify the
sources of the hadronic cosmic-ray spectrum.

If the diffuse spectrum of high-energy astrophysical
neutrinos observed by IceCube [1–5] is generated through
hadronic interactions in optically thin environments (i.e.,
those transparent to gamma rays), these neutrinos will in-
evitably be accompanied by gamma rays from the decays
of neutral pions. Normalizing the pion production rate to
the spectrum of neutrinos reported by IceCube, one finds
that these sources should collectively generate a flux of
gamma rays that would approximately saturate, or even
exceed, the isotropic background reported by the Fermi
Collaboration [6–9]. When this fact is combined with the
lack of observed correlations between the directions of Ice-
Cube’s neutrinos and known gamma-ray sources [10–16],
transparent source scenarios appear to be somewhat dis-
favored, instead suggesting that many of these neutrinos
are produced in optically thick environments, in what are
known as “hidden sources.” From this perspective, the
dense cores of Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) are seen as a

∗ dhooper@fnal.gov, http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8837-4127
† kp@astro.caltech.edu, http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6360-6972

particularly well-motivated class of sources for IceCube’s
diffuse neutrino flux [7, 17–20] (for a review, see Ref. [21]).

The IceCube Collaboration has recently reported an
excess of 79 events from the direction of the nearby active
galaxy, NGC 1068 (also known as M77), corresponding
to a 4.2σ detection of ∼ 1 − 10 TeV neutrinos [22] (see
also, Ref. [10]). Although NGC 1068 has been detected
by the Fermi telescope at ∼ 0.1−30 GeV energies [23, 24],
MAGIC has failed to detect gamma rays from source,
placing strong limits on its emission in the ∼ 0.1−10 TeV
band [25]. The lack of TeV-scale gamma rays from this
source allows us to rule out the possibility that the ob-
served neutrinos are produced in an optically thin envi-
ronment, instead favoring scenarios in which cosmic-ray
protons are accelerated and produce pions in the dense
region immediately surrounding this AGN’s supermassive
black hole [26]. Observations by NuSTAR [27] and XMM-
Newton [28] have detected bright X-ray emission from
this source (corresponding to an intrinsic luminosity of
LX ∼ 1044 erg/s in the 2-10 keV band, and extending up
to energies of εX ∼ 102 keV), suggesting that the densi-
ties of high-energy radiation in the central region (i.e.,
the corona) could be large enough to efficiently absorb
gamma rays through pair production, while still allowing
neutrinos to escape.

The conventional wisdom is that the neutrinos observed
from NGC 1068 should allow us to definitively identify
this object as an accelerator of cosmic ray protons. In this
letter, we propose an alternative mechanism for generating
the neutrino emission from AGN which is purely leptonic
in nature. In particular, in the presence of kG-scale
magnetic fields, cosmic ray electrons in the AGN’s corona
could produce very high-energy gamma rays which would
scatter with X-rays to produce muon-antimuon pairs.
These muons would then decay to produce neutrinos,
without any need for high-energy protons. No protons
would be harmed in the making of these neutrinos.
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NEUTRINOS FROM MUON PAIR PRODUCTION

Ultra-relativistic electrons lose their energy primarily
through synchrotron emission [29]. The intensity of the
synchrotron radiation from a relativistic electron peaks
near the critical frequency, νc, corresponding to an energy
of

Ec = hνc =
3πE2

eνg sinαp
m2
e

(1)

≈ 50 TeV ×
(

Ee
1 PeV

)2(
B

103 G

)(
sinαp√

2/3

)
,

where νg = eB/2πme is the the non-relativistic gyrofre-
quency, and αp is the pitch angle.

To estimate the spectrum of the synchrotron radiation
that is emitted from a population of electrons, we adopt
the simplifying approximation that each electron radiates
the entirety of its power at its critical frequency. While
this is not precisely correct, the power does climb until
ν ∼ νc, and falls exponentially at higher frequencies,
leading to results that are not very different from those
that would be obtained in a more careful calculation.
Under this approximation, the total synchrotron power
per unit frequency can be written as follows:

j(ν) ≈
(
dNe
dEe

)(
∆Ee
∆νc

)(−dEe
dt

)
, (2)

where dNe/dEe is the spectrum of the radiating electrons,
∆Ee/∆νc = Ee/2νc is the degree to which the critical
frequency of the synchrotron emission changes as an elec-
tron cools, and −dEe/dt is the synchtron energy loss rate.
After averaging over the pitch angle, the energy loss rate
from synchrotron is given by [29]

dEe
dt

= −2σtB
2E2

e

3µ0m2
e

(3)

≈ −2.5× 103 TeV/s×
(
Ee

TeV

)2(
B

103 G

)2

,

where σt is again the Thomson cross section
For the case of a power-law spectrum of electrons,

dNe/dEe = AE−pe , the spectrum of synchrotron emis-
sion is approximately given by

j(ν) ≈
(
AE−pe

)(
Ee
2ν

)(
2σtB

2E2
e

3µ0m2
e

)
(4)

≈ AσtB
2

3µ0m2
eν

(
2πm3

eν

eB

)(3−p)/2

,

where, in the second line, we have made the substitution,
Ee ≈ (2πm3

eν/eB)1/2. From this exercise, we can see that
a population of electrons with a power-law index, p, will
produce a spectrum of synchrotron radiation that takes
the approximate form of dNγ/dν ∝ j(ν)/ν ∝ ν−(p+1)/2.
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FIG. 1. The ratio of the rates for muon-antimuon pair pro-
duction and electron-positron pair production as a function of
gamma-ray energy, for a blackbody spectrum of target photons
with a temperature of TX = 1 keV (dashed) or TX = 10 keV
(solid).

In the acceleration region (taken to be the hot corona),
we adopt a blackbody distribution to describe the X-
rays, with a temperature of TX ∼ 1 − 10 keV. Gamma
rays in the energy range of consideration here can collide
with these X-rays to produce not only electron-positron
pairs, but also muon-antimuon pairs. In the center-of-
momentum frame, the total energy of such a collision is
given by

ECM = [2EγεX (1− cos θ)]1/2 (5)

≈ 0.5 GeV ×
(

Eγ
10 TeV

)1/2(
εX

27 keV

)1/2(
1− cos θ

0.5

)1/2

,

where θ is the angle between the incoming photons, and
we have scaled the average energy of a target photon to
the temperature of the hot corona, 〈εX〉 ≈ 2.7TX = 2.7−
27 keV. Notice that for Egamma >∼ TeV × (10 keV/TX),
the energy of these collisions will typically exceed not
only the threshold for electron-positron pair production,
but also that for the production of muon-antimuon pairs.

The cross sections for electron-positron and muon-
antimuon pair production are given by [30–32]:

σγγ =
2πα2

E2
CM

[
2β(β2 − 2) + (3− β4) ln

(
1 + β

1− β

)]
, (6)

where

β ≡
[
1−

(
2me,µ

ECM

)2]1/2
. (7)

Using this cross section, we can integrate over the dis-
tribution of target photons to determine the rate of
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FIG. 2. The all-flavor neutrino spectrum from muon-antimuon pair production in the core of NGC 1068, adopting a corona
temperature of 1 keV (left frame) or 10 keV (right frame), magnetic fields of 2 or 5 kG (dashed and solid, respectively),
and an electron spectrum given by dNe/dEe ∝ E−2

e exp(−Ee/300 TeV), normalized such that the total power injected above
Ee = 1 TeV is 4 × 1042 erg/s (left dashed), 1.2 × 1043 erg/s (left solid), 2 × 1042 erg/s (right dashed), or 6 × 1042 erg/s (right
solid). The shaded band is the neutrino spectrum observed from NGC 1068, as reported by the IceCube Collaboration [22].

lepton-antilepton production for a gamma-ray propagat-
ing through an isotropic radiation field:

Γγγ =

∫ 1

−1

1− cos θ

2
d(cos θ)

∫
σγγ

dnX
dεX

dεX , (8)

where dnX/dεX is the differential number density of target
photons. In Fig. 1, we show the ratio of the rates for muon
and electron pair production as a function of gamma-ray
energy. At very high energies, this curve asymptotically
approaches unity, corresponding to equal rates for the
production of electron-positron and muon-antimuon pairs.
In the relativistic limit, these muons will carry half of
the energy of the very high-energy photon, leading to
neutrinos with Eν ≈ Eγ/6.

NEUTRINOS FROM MUON PAIR
PRODUCTION IN NGC 1068

To calculate the neutrino spectrum from muon pair
production in the core of an AGN, such as NGC 1068,
we follow the procedure described in the previous sec-
tion, adopting an electron spectrum of dNe/dEe ∝
E−2e exp(−Ee/300 TeV). The results of this calculation
are shown in Fig. 2, for several choices of the magnetic
field strength and the temperature of the hot corona.
In each case, we have normalized the electron spec-
trum such that the total power injected above 1 TeV is
∼ (2− 12)× 1042 erg/s, as indicated in the caption. The
shaded band represents the neutrino spectrum observed
from NGC 1068, as reported by the IceCube Collabo-
ration [22]. We have treated this emission as isotropic,
and have taken the distance to NGC 1068 to be 14.4

Mpc. Note that for the magnetic fields considered here,
the timescale for muon synchrotron losses is much longer
than the lifetime of these particles.

DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In this letter, we have proposed a novel mechanism for
the production of high-energy neutrinos in astrophysical
environments which is purely leptonic and does not rely
on the acceleration of protons or nuclei. Instead of gener-
ating neutrinos through the process of pion production,
we suggest that very high-energy gamma rays could inter-
act with X-rays in the source to produce muon-antimuon
pairs, which subsequently decay to generate high-energy
neutrinos. For kG-scale magnetic fields and keV-scale
radiation fields, this mechanism could generate a spec-
trum of TeV-scale neutrinos that is compatible with that
recently reported from the active galaxy, NGC 1068.

We consider it unlikely that this mechanism is respon-
sible for most of the diffuse neutrino spectrum reported
by the IceCube Collaboration. In realistic astrophysical
environments, muon pair production could efficiently pro-
duce neutrinos in the ∼ 1 − 100 TeV range, but would
not significantly contribute at higher energies. Although
we have focused here on the cores of AGN, other environ-
ments in which high-energy photon are present in high
temperature radiation fields could also generate neutrinos
through muon pair production. Gamma-ray bursts, for
example, could be interesting in this context.

One way to potentially determine whether the neutri-
nos from a given source are produced through muon pair
production or through pion production would be to mea-
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sure their flavor ratios [33]. Whereas pion decay produces
neutrinos in a ratio of νe : νµ : ντ = 1 : 2 : 0 (which after
oscillations becomes νe : νµ : ντ ≈ 1 : 1 : 1), muon decay
yields νe : νµ : ντ = 1.5 : 1.5 : 0 (or after oscillations,
νe : νµ : ντ ≈ 1.2 : 0.9 : 0.9). Although such a mea-
surement would certainly be very challenging [34], this
information could, in principle, be used to discriminate
between these production mechanisms. We also point
out that this mechanism can only produce neutrinos at
energies above the threshold for muon pair production,
corresponding to Eν >∼ 0.3 TeV × (10 keV/T ). If the neu-
trino spectrum from NGC 1068 is observed to extend to
lower energies, this would favor hadronic interpretations
of this source.
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There has been growing interest in the near-threshold production of heavy quarkonium which can
access the gluonic structure in the nucleon. Previously [1] we studied this process with quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) and showed that it can be factorized with the gluon generalized parton
distributions (GPDs) in the heavy quark limit. We further argued that the hadronic matrix element
is dominated by its leading moments corresponding to the gluonic gravitational form factors (GFFs)
in this limit. Since then, there have been many new developments on this subject. More experimental
measurements have been made and published, and the lattice simulation of gluonic GFFs has been
improved as well. In this work, we make an important revision to a previous result and perform
an updated analysis with the new inputs. We also study the importance of the large momentum
transfer to extract these gluonic structures reliably in this framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

The gluonic structures have been an important topic in
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and hadronic physics.
On the one hand, gluons that mediate the strong in-
teraction play a prominent role at the non-perturbative
scale in the hadron. On the other hand, they are free
of electroweak interaction and much harder to probe
than quarks. Consequently, there has been rising inter-
est in the exclusive electro/photo-productions of heavy
quarkonium. Assuming suppressed contributions from
the intrinsic heavy quarks, these processes are domi-
nated by the exchange of gluons and thus can be used
to access the gluonic structures. Experiments with such
purposes are planned in the future Electron-Ion Collider
(EIC) [2], whereas at Jefferson Laboratory (JLab) the
near-threshold production of J/ψ that requires less en-
ergy has been proposed and measured which revealed ex-
citing results [3–6].

There have been many theoretical developments in the
literature to analyze this process [7–22]. In the previ-
ous work of three of the authors [1], we showed that
the near-threshold photoproduction of heavy quarkonium
can be factorized with gluon generalized parton distri-
butions (GPDs), extending the factorization proved for
the diffractive production in the collinear limit [23, 24].
Utilizing the heavy quark limit, we also argued that the
hadronic matrix element will be dominated by the lead-
ing moments that correspond to the gluonic gravitational
form factors (GFFs) near the threshold. Although a com-
plete determination of the gluonic GFFs from these mea-
surements alone is still model-dependent [5], it provides
us with an effective tool to handle such problems.

∗ yuxunguo@umd.edu
† xji@umd.edu
‡ yizhuang.liu@uj.edu.pl
§ yangjh@umd.edu

In this work, we perform an updated analysis of the
near-threshold J/ψ production following the previous
work for two main reasons. First, we note that there
was a missing factor of 2 in the hadronic matrix element
G(ξ, t) in ref. [1] due to a mix of conventions. Besides,
there have been many new developments on this subject
ever since our previous work. More data have been mea-
sured and published recently by the J/ψ 007 experiment
at JLab Hall C [5] and the GlueX collaboration at Hall
D [6]. Moreover, the lattice QCD simulation of gluonic
GFFs has been improved [25]. The large ξ expansion
essential for relating this process to the gluonic GFFs re-
quires careful treatments. Consequently, we will present
more detailed analyses of these new results in this work.

II. REVISED FORMULA

We start by noting that the definition of gluon GPDs
in eq. (16) of the previous work [1] includes an extra
factor of 1

2 from the trace operator Tr, which should be

removed. Correspondingly, the extra factor of 1
2 in eq.

(24) in ref. [1] shall be removed as well. The revision
will leave the main cross-section formula unchanged, i.e.,
eqs. (13) and (17) in ref. [1]. However, one needs to
substitute the gluon GPDs with the corrected definition
that reads,

Fg(x, ξ, t) ≡
1

(P̄+)2

∫
dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P ′
∣∣∣∣F a+i(−λn2

)
F a+i

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P〉 ,

(1)

where the index a sums over all colors. The Fg(x, ξ, t)
can be parameterized as [26, 27]

Fg(x, ξ, t) =
1

2P̄+
ū(P ′)

[
Hgγ

+ + Eg
iσ+α∆α

2MN

]
u(P ) ,

(2)
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where Hg and Eg are the well-known Hg(x, ξ, t) and
Eg(x, ξ, t) GPDs. The hadronic matrix element G(ξ, t)
remains to be [1]

G(t, ξ) =
1

2ξ

∫ 1

−1
dxA(x, ξ)Fg(x, ξ, t) , (3)

where the Wilson coefficient A(x, ξ) reads

A(x, ξ) ≡ 1

x+ ξ − i0
− 1

x− ξ + i0
. (4)

On the other hand, the extra factor of 1
2 does affect

the relations between the gluon GPDs and GFFs. Re-
moving the extra factor of 1

2 in the gluon GPDs causes
an extra factor of 2 to be multiplied to each gluonic GFF
when expanding the GPDs in terms of their moments.
Consequently, in the unpolarized case we have

|G(t, ξ)|2 =
4

ξ4

{(
1− t

4M2
N

)
E2

2

− 2E2(H2 + E2) +
(
1− ξ2

)
(H2 + E2)2

}
, (5)

where an extra factor of 4 appears accordingly, compared
to the eq. (26) in ref. [1]. The same factor of 4 should be
multiplied to the polarized |G(t, ξ)|2 in eqs. (58) and (59)
in ref. [1] as well. Recall that the GFFs H2 ≡ H2(t, ξ)
and E2 ≡ E2(t, ξ) follow the same definition as ref. [1]
that reads∫ 1

0

dxHg(x, ξ, t) = Ag2,0(t) + (2ξ)2Cg2 ≡ H2(t, ξ) ,∫ 1

0

dxEg(x, ξ, t) = Bg2,0(t)− (2ξ)2Cg2 ≡ E2(t, ξ) . (6)

In FIG. 1, we compare the total cross-sections pre-
dicted with the improved lattice simulation of the gluonic
GFFs [25] to the two measurements by the GlueX collab-
oration in 2019 [4] and 2023 [6] respectively without tun-
ing any parameters. The consistency seems better com-
pared to the one in previous work before the revision [1].
More detailed analyses regarding the extraction of GFFs
with differential cross-section measurements by both the
GlueX collaboration and the J/ψ 007 experiment [5] will
be presented in the next section.

III. ANALYSES OF THE NEAR-THRESHOLD
J/ψ PRODUCTION DATA

To extract the gluonic GFFs from the near-threshold
J/ψ photoproduction measurements, recall that the
cross-section formula in the previous work reads [1]:

dσ

dt
=

αEMe
2
Q

4 (W 2 −M2
N )

2

(16παS)2

3M3
V

|ψNR(0)|2|G(t, ξ)|2 . (7)

FIG. 1: A comparison of the total cross-sections predicted
with gluonic GFFs from the improved lattice simulation [25]

to the two measurements by the GlueX collaboration in
2019 [4] and 2023 [6]. The J/ψ 007 experiment [5] did not

measure the total cross-section directly and will be discussed
in the next section for the differential cross-section analysis.

The same formula applies after the revision except that
the revised hadronic matrix element G(t, ξ) in eq. (5)
has an extra factor of 4.

We parameterize the two GFFs Ag(t) and Cg(t) in
tripole forms:

Ag(t) =
Ag(0)(

1− t
m2

A

)3 , (8)

Cg(t) =
Cg(0)(

1− t
m2

C

)3 , (9)

ignoring the Bg(t). The forward Ag(0) is fixed according
to the gluon PDF from global analysis to be 0.414 [28].
Then we are left with three parameters: mA, Cg(0), and
mC to be determined from the near-threshold production
measurements, for which we consider the combination of
the recently published data from the J/ψ 007 experi-
ment [5] and the GlueX collaboration [6].

Before moving on to the data analysis, we must first
comment that the relation between the near-threshold
J/ψ production cross-sections and the gluonic GFFs is
justified in the heavy quark limit only, where the mo-
mentum transfer squared |t| approaches infinity and the
skewness parameter ξ approaches 1. Thus, the extraction
of the gluonic GFFs relies on the so-called large ξ expan-
sion that is most applicable in the ξ → 1 limit. However,
we can only have measurements with finite momentum
transfer squared |t| and skewness ξ < 1 in reality — the
J/ψ 007 measurements only cover the region with ξ < 0.6
whereas the GlueX measurements extend to larger-ξ re-
gion but with limited data points as shown in FIG. 2.
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FIG. 2: Differential cross-section data points together with
contours of equal ξ on the (Eb,−t) plane in the kinematically
allowed region with MJ/ψ = 3.097 GeV. Each dot represents
a data point from the J/ψ 007 experiment at JLab Hall C
(circle) [5] or GlueX collaboration at Hall D (square) [6].

Out of the 124 differential cross-section data points com-
bining the J/ψ 007 and GlueX measurements, 85 have
ξ > 0.4 while only 33 have ξ > 0.5. Also associated with
the increasing ξ is the decreasing quality in the data due
to the lack of events at large |t|, putting additional chal-
lenge to the reliable extraction of the gluonic GFFs.

Accordingly, we can either focus on the large-|t| data
where the statistical uncertainties will be huge, or con-
sider the medium or even lower-|t| data as well where the
systematical uncertainties could be the dominant effect.
These possibilities will be studied in more details in the
following subsections.

A. Analysis with large-|t| data

We start with a rather extreme option where we con-
sider the data with large momentum transfer squared |t|
only, i.e., we select the data with ξ > 0.51. As mentioned
above, there are only 33 data points in this region, which
are too few to determine all three parameters mA, Cg(0),
and mC . Indeed, by fitting all three of them to the data
with ξ > 0.5 by a standard χ2 analysis with the iminuit
Python interface of Minuit2 package [29, 30], we ob-

tain mξ>0.5
A = 2.38 ± 0.08 GeV, Cξ>0.5

g (0) = −16 ± 34

and mξ>0.5
C = 0.60 ± 0.26 GeV. The unreasonably large

best-fit value and statistical uncertainty of Cg(0) indi-
cate that the Cg(t) form factor cannot be effectively con-
strained with the large-|t| data. The Ag(t) form factor,

1 The large |t| and large ξ conditions can be used interchangeably
near the threshold as shown in FIG. 2 — it requires a minimum
|t| to reach a certain ξ and larger ξ requires larger |t|.

Set Ag(0) mA(GeV) Cg(0) mC(GeV) red. χ2

ref. 0.414 1.64 -0.48 1.07 -

1 fixed 2.38(08) -16(34) 0.60(26) 1.34

2 fixed 2.53(12) fixed 1.41(09) 1.39

3 fixed 2.46(08) -1.20(20) fixed 1.33

4 fixed fixed 0.014(03) 13(14) 1.25

5 fixed 2.14(03) fixed fixed 1.70

6 fixed fixed 0.29(06) fixed 2.63

TABLE I: A summary of the best-fit parameters of the
ξ > 0.5 data with reduced χ2 fitting to the combined

differential cross-section data from the J/ψ 007
experiment [5] and the GlueX collaboration [6]. The
reference values are from the gluon PDF [28] for the
Ag(0) and lattice simulations [25] for the other three.

Parameters listed as “fixed” are fixed to be the
reference values.

on the other hand, is better constrained benefiting from
the forward constraint from gluon PDFs. Consequently,
we have to utilize other information about the gluonic
GFFs, e.g., the ones from lattice simulations [25, 31], as
the reference values to fix the undetermined parameters
and avoid potential overfitting.

In TABLE I, we summarize the results from various
fits that fix the parameters differently, where in the first
row we list the reference values from the global-fitted
gluon PDF for the Ag(0) [28] and lattice simulations of
GFFs [25] for the other three parameters. Among all the
fits, set 2 and 3 seem more realistic that exhibit no signs
of overfitting and describe the data fine with reduced
χ2s around 1.3. On the other hand, both set 1 and 4
have undetermined parameters with unreasonably large
values and uncertainties though their reduced χ2s look
fine. Such observation indicates the potential overfitting
in these sets. As for set 5 and 6, their large reduced
χ2s imply that a one-parameter fit may not be able to
describe the large-|t| data well.

We also comment on the size of reduced χ2s in the fits
which seems rather large for fits with only 33 data points.
The main reason is the anomalously rising behavior in the
t-dependence of the measured differential cross-sections
by the GlueX collaboration, which has been discussed
with more details in ref. [6] (see for instance the FIG. 13
therein). Such behaviors were not observed in the J/ψ
007 experiment, partially due to its limit kinematical cov-
erage at large |t| as shown in FIG. 2. Other than that,
the GlueX measurements are in good agreement with the
measurements by the J/ψ 007 experiment. Also note
that the GlueX data have about 20% normalization un-
certainties (about 4% for the J/ψ 007 experiment) that
we did not include since the two data sets seem consis-
tent except for this rising t-dependence observed by the
GlueX. This would lead to lower reduced χ2 if included.
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FIG. 3: A comparison of the Ag(t) (up) and Cg(t) (down)
form factor extracted with the differential cross-section data
from the J/ψ 007 experiment only [5] selecting ξ > 0.5 and
the lattice simulation results [25]. Bands correspond to 1σ

statistical uncertainties.

For the analysis here, when we select large-|t| data,
such behaviors observed in the large-|t| region will be
more pronounced, which cannot be described well by the
tripole form used here. This caused the overfitting be-
havior observed for the Cg(0) here, and it will continue
to make the reduced χ2s larger even when we extend
to include the medium or lower-|t| data as we will show
in the following subsections. To check this argument,
we perform the same fits but to the J/ψ 007 data only,
and obtain much lower reducedχ2s for the fits here and
in the following subsections. For instance, we obtain

mξ>0.5
A = 2.10 ± 0.29 GeV, Cξ>0.5

g (0) = −0.5 ± 2.6 and

mξ>0.5
C = 1 ± 1.6 GeV with a reduced χ2 of 0.46 when

fitting to only the J/ψ 007 data with ξ > 0.5. Although
the relative uncertainties are larger due to the reduced
sample size, the overfitting behavior seems to disappear.
In FIG. 3, we also present the corresponding extracted
GFFs and compare them with the lattice results. We
note that the rising t-dependence of the measured differ-

Set Ag(0) mA(GeV) Cg(0) mC(GeV) red. χ2

ref. 0.414 1.64 -0.48 1.07 -

1 fixed 2.07(05) -1.21(37) 0.91(10) 1.42

2 fixed 2.25(05) fixed 1.38(04) 1.64

3 fixed 2.14(03) -0.81(03) fixed 1.43

4 fixed 1.88(01) fixed fixed 2.38

5 fixed fixed -0.29(02) fixed 3.74

TABLE II: A summary of the best-fit parameters of the
ξ > 0.4 data with reduced χ2 fitting to the combined

differential cross-section data from the J/ψ 007
experiment [5] and the GlueX collaboration [6]. The
reference values are from the gluon PDF [28] for the
Ag(0) and lattice simulations [25] for the other three.

Parameters listed as “fixed” are fixed to be the
reference values.

ential cross-section by the GlueX collaboration might be
due to other sources beyond the scope of this work.

With these results, we remark that with the limited
data at large |t|, not much information can be extracted
about the gluonic GFFs, especially the Cg(t) form factor.
Excluding the fits with undetermined parameters or large
reduced χ2s, the remaining ones cannot constrain the
Cg(t) form factor well unless when one of the parameters
is fixed. While the Ag(t) form factor is better constrained
owing to the forward constraint from the gluon PDF, the
extracted tripole mass mA still depends on the values of
the fixed parameters, the Cg(0) particularly. Since the
lattice simulation of the Cg(t) form factor has the largest
uncertainties at t = 0 [25], the reliability of the extracted
mA would be affected accordingly. Therefore, it is crucial
to obtain more data with higher quality in the analysis
to better constrain the gluonic GFFs.

B. Analysis including medium-|t| data

Given the limited constraining power with only the
large-|t| data due to the insufficient data, one compro-
mising choice is to include more data with medium |t|.
As we decrease the cut in |t| or the skewness ξ, we effec-
tively reduce the statistical uncertainties while enhancing
the systematical uncertainties. Then, the general philos-
ophy is to find the cut that balances the two uncertainties
to maximally utilize the data. Although the proper esti-
mation of the systematical uncertainties from the higher
order effects and large ξ expansion will be extremely in-
volving and beyond the scope of this work, we could still
include the medium-|t| data in the fit and study their
effects for discussion.

With that in mind, we repeat the above analysis with
the 85 data when selecting ξ > 0.4. The extended
set of data does constrain the three parameters bet-
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FIG. 4: A comparison of the Ag(t) (up) and Cg(t) (down)
form factor extracted with the combined differential

cross-section data from the J/ψ 007 experiment [5] and the
GlueX collaboration [6] selecting ξ > 0.4 and the lattice

simulation results [25]. Bands correspond to 1σ statistical
uncertainties.

ter. Consequently, we obtain mξ>0.4
A = 2.07± 0.05 GeV,

Cξ>0.4
g (0) = −1.2 ± 0.4, and mξ>0.4

C = 0.91 ± 0.10 GeV
from a three-parameter fit. This, together with the other
fits that fix the parameters differently, is summarized in
TABLE II as the set 1. Unlike the previous case where
many of the parameters cannot be determined, no signs
of overfitting are observed here by virtue of the extra in-
puts. Among all the fits, set 1 has the lowest reduced χ2

as expected. Meanwhile, since the mC obtained in set 1 is
close to the reference value, the two-parameter fit in set 3
that fixes the mC looks similar. The other two-parameter
fit in set 2 shows slightly worse results, whereas the one-
parameter fits in set 4 and 5 do not seem to work. Thus,
we consider the three-parameter fit in set 1 for further
analysis.

In FIG. 4, we compare the GFFs extracted in set 1
with the ones from lattice simulation [25]. Still, a nega-
tive Cg(0) is favored when including the medium-|t| data
which is consistent with the lattice simulation. The un-

FIG. 5: A comparison of the total cross-sections calculated
based on the fit to the combined differential cross-section

data from the J/ψ 007 experiment [5] and the GlueX
collaboration [6] selecting ξ > 0.4 and the two GlueX

measurements [4, 6]. The band corresponds to 1σ statistical
uncertainties.

certainty associated with the extracted Cg(0) has been
improved though still sizable, whereas the Ag(t) form
factor remains to be better constrained due to the for-
ward constraint from the gluon PDF. Thus, we note that
when including the medium-|t| data the observation is
consistent with the large-|t| extraction. However, the
gluonic GFFs are better constrained with the extra data,
allowing us to roughly extract the gluon GFFs. Keeping
in mind that there are still model-dependence and sys-
tematical uncertainties to be clarified in the extraction,
we shall note that, as mentioned above, more data with
higher quality at large/medium |t| are crucial for better
determination of the gluonic GFFs in this framework.

In FIG. 5, we also compare the total cross-section cal-
culated based on the fit in set 1 to the two measurements
by the GlueX collaboration in 2019 [4] and 2023 [6]. Al-
though these total cross-section data are not considered
in the fit, they still show good agreement.

C. Analysis with full data

In the last subsection, we also present the fit to all
the 124 differential cross-section data. Since about 1/3
of these data have ξ < 0.4 and they will be weighted
more than the others in the fit resulting from their lower
relative uncertainties, the systematical uncertainties in
this case can get out of control. Therefore, we consider
it as an exercise to illustrate the effect of the lower-|t|
data in the analysis. It has to be kept in mind that these
results should NOT be taken too seriously due to the
potentially large systematical uncertainties associated.

Being cautious of that, we fit the three parameters
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FIG. 6: A comparison of the Ag(t) (up) and Cg(t) (down)
form factor extracted with all the combined differential

cross-section data from the J/ψ 007 experiment [5] and the
GlueX collaboration [6] and the lattice simulation

results [25]. Bands correspond to 1σ statistical uncertainties.

mA, Cg(0), and mC to all the data, and obtain mA =
1.88 ± 0.03 GeV, Cg(0) = −1.49 ± 0.27, and mC =
0.8 ± 0.05 GeV with the reduced χ2 as 1.89. An ex-
plicit comparison of the extracted GFFs with the lattice
simulation [25] is shown in FIG. 6. Quite surprisingly,
the extracted GFFs agree well with the lattice simu-
lation, which is in accord with the previous finding in
FIG. 1 that the revised cross-section formula produces
nice consistency between the lattice simulations and the
near-threshold J/ψ production cross-sections. However,
since the GFFs from lattice simulation are mostly in the
small-|t| region where the systematical uncertainty could
be large, the reliability of these statements might be chal-
lenged by that accordingly.

FIG. 7: Comparisons of the extracted gluonic mass (up) and
scalar (down) radii. The four values from left to right are

from lattice simulation [25], holographic QCD extraction [20]
with the J/ψ 007 measurements [5], the extraction here with
ξ > 0.4 data combining the J/ψ 007 experiment and the

GlueX measurements [6], and the extraction with all data
combining the J/ψ 007 experiment and the GlueX

measurements. The gray bands indicate potentially large
systematical uncertainties besides the statistical ones.

IV. EXTRACTED GLUONIC MASS AND
SCALAR RADII

To make the comparison more intuitive, in this section
we also consider the extracted gluonic mass and scalar
radii of the proton. They are defined as [32],

〈
r2m
〉
g

=
1

Ag(0)

[
6
dA (t)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

− 6
C(0)

M2
N

]
,

〈
r2s
〉
g

=
1

Ag(0)

[
6
dA (t)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

− 18
C(0)

M2
N

]
,

(10)

and renormalized with the gluonic momentum fraction
Ag(0). In FIG. 7, we compare the gluonic mass and
scalar radii extracted here with the lattice simulation re-
sults [25] as well as the holographic QCD extraction [20]
with the J/ψ 007 measurements [5]. Consistent with the
arguments before, as we increase the cut in ξ, there will
be fewer measurements with larger uncertainties, leading
to more uncertain mass and scalar radii correspondingly.
Actually, it is apparent with eq. (10) that the uncertain-
ties in the extracted radii are mainly from the uncertain-
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ties in Cg(0), as the Ag(0) is fixed by the gluon PDF.
On the other hand, the fits with lower cut in ξ will be
associated with larger systematical uncertainties, e.g., in
the fit with all data.

Therefore, we consider the extraction with ξ > 0.4
data as the reference values for this work, which gives
〈rm〉g = 0.97± 0.12 fm and 〈rs〉g = 1.58± 0.22 fm. Note
that the sizable statistical uncertainties here may still
be accompanied by comparable systematical uncertain-
ties. Accordingly, more measurements with higher qual-
ity, especially at large |t| are of vital importance to fur-
ther improve the extraction of the gluonic GFFs and the
mass/scalar radii from the near-threshold J/ψ produc-
tion measurements.

We also notice that the scalar and mass radii extracted
with the holographic QCD approach appear to agree
well with the lattice simulation with a smaller statisti-
cal uncertainty compared to ours. There are two reasons
that account for that. First, the holographic approach
works better in the Regge limit t → 0 where more data
with higher quality exist. Besides, there is an undeter-
mined normalization constant in the holographic QCD
approach that is manually fixed [20], with which the
statistical/systematical uncertainties associated are not
accounted. Therefore, one could consider the difference
between the gluonic GFFs and the scalar/mass radii ex-
tracted with the holographic QCD approach and the ones
here as an estimation of the systematical uncertainties or
model dependence.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

To summarize, in this work we revise the previous
cross-section formula [1] with the factor of 2 mismatch,

and perform an updated analysis with the latest lattice
simulation of gluonic GFFs [25] and the recently pub-
lished data from J/ψ 007 experiment [5] and GlueX col-
laboration [6]. We show that with the revised formula
the agreement between the gluonic GFFs from lattice
simulation and extraction with GPD factorization gets
improved. On the other hand, we also argue that this
framework requires large momentum transfer squared |t|
and skewness ξ, and thus we perform a series of analy-
ses to properly address their effects. We show that the
gluonic GFFs can be roughly constrained with a cut of
ξ > 0.4. However, it is crucial to have more high-quality
data at large |t| to improve the extraction.

The critical future developments include studying the
higher order corrections such as the next-to-leading order
effects in the strong coupling αS as well as the finite
quarkonium mass correction in Mp/MV . In addition, the
systematical uncertainties from the large ξ expansion also
require proper treatment.
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Abstract

We present a complete and non-redundant basis of effective operators for the Stan-
dard Model Effective Field Theory up to mass dimension 12 with three generations
of fermions. We also include operators coupling to gravity via the Weyl tensor up
to mass dimension 11. The results are obtained by implementing the algorithm of
Li et al. [1–3], and provided in the form of ancillary files.

1 Introduction

Due to the lack of discoveries of particles beyond the Standard Model (SM), one of the
main research directions over the past decade have been Effective Field Theories (EFTs).
Given a renormalizable low-energy theory L like the SM, EFTs parameterize possible new
physics beyond that theory in terms of operators of mass dimension larger than four. The
Wilson coefficients compensate for the surplus mass dimension through inverse powers of a
generic new-physics scale Λ which is assumed to be much larger than the energy at which
this physics is probed. The operators are composed of the fields of L and obey the same
gauge symmetries as L.

In order to uniquely constrain the Wilson coefficients by experiment, a number of possible
redundancies among the operators need to be taken into account. On the one hand, these
arise because operators which vanish by equations-of-motion (EoMs) can be eliminated
through a re-definition of the field variables in the path integral [4]. Moreover, operators
differing by a total derivative can be identified. Finally, operators which are related
by algebraic identities associated with the group structure of the underlying internal or
Lorentz symmetry can have dependencies.

The EFT constructed from the SM is usually referred to as Standard Model Effective Field
Theory (SMEFT). At mass dimension five, it contains only the lepton-number violating
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Weinberg operator (up to generation multiplicities). Currently, the non-redundant basis
of operators is known up to mass dimension nine [1, 2, 5–10]. Beyond that, only the
number of independent operators that form a basis1 is currently known, albeit broken
up into operators with a specific field content. This number can be obtained from a
suitable Hilbert series [11,12]. The fact that it grows roughly exponentially with the mass
dimension implies that, beyond a certain order in 1/Λ, it is necessary to give the task of
explicitly constructing the basis to a computer.

In fact, in Refs. [1,2], a fully algorithmic approach was used to determine the SMEFT basis
up to mass dimensions eight and nine. Its implementation has been published in terms
of an encrypted (i.e. not human-readable) Mathematica package [3], but its application
currently appears to be restricted to mass dimension equal or less than nine.

An automated approach to constructing EFT bases is also desirable from the point of
view that as-of-yet undiscovered light particles might still exist which could couple to
the SM via effective operators. Examples for this are sterile neutrinos (see Ref. [13]) or
axion-like particles [14]. In addition, one should expect that the low-energy limit of some
theory that includes both the SM interactions as well as gravity will be described by an
effective Lagrangian which extends SMEFT by gravitational fields, resulting in General
Relativity⊕SMEFT (GRSMEFT) [15].

Finally, an efficient automated approach to constructing EFTs will allow one to study
operator bases at higher mass dimension, and thus operators with a richer structure.
For example, it is only starting at mass dimension ten that B − L can be violated at
∆(B − L) = 4, where B and L are the baryon and lepton number (see Refs. [16, 17]).
Furthermore, studying higher-dimensional operators, or specific sub-sets thereof, may give
insight on a possible all-order structure of such operators, see Ref. [18], for example.

In this paper, we report on a re-implementation of the algorithm of Ref. [1–3] into
SageMath [19] which is a free open-source mathematics software system, and the sym-
bolic manipulation system FORM [20, 21], both licensed under the GNU General Public
License (GPL) [22]. Using this code, named AutoEFT, we have evaluated the (on-shell)
SMEFT basis up to mass dimension 12, and the GRSMEFT basis up to mass dimension 11.

A description of AutoEFT, its usage, and the program itself will be deferred to a separate
publication.2 The main purpose of the present paper is to make the SMEFT operators of
mass dimensions 10, 11, and 12 as well, as the GRSMEFT operators up to mass dimen-
sion 11 accessible to the public.3 However, the number of operators is too large for listing
them in this paper. Instead, we provide them in electronic form, using a notation which
is both rather compact, but also straightforward to interpret.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the

1From now on, a basis shall always denote a complete, non-redundant basis, unless stated otherwise.
2A β-version of the code is accessible upon request from the authors.
3The lower-dimensional operators will be provided as well.
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algorithm of Refs. [1–3] on which the results of this paper are based. This includes the
treatment of scalar fields, chiral fermions, vector bosons, as well as gravitons. The majority
of Section 3 is devoted to describing the format in which we encode the operators. The
results themselves are provided in the form of ancillary files which accompany this paper.
Section 4 contains our conclusions and an outlook.

2 Constructing EFT Operator Bases

In this section, the concepts introduced in Refs. [1, 2] for the systematic construction of
an EFT operator basis are briefly reviewed. Contrary to the formal representation in
Refs. [1, 2], only the central ideas are illustrated.

2.1 Field Representations

In a standard construction of SMEFT operators, as it was done for the Warsaw basis at
mass dimension six [6], for example, the fundamental building blocks are taken to be
complex scalars φ, Dirac spinors ΨL/R, field strength tensors Fµν , and the derivative4

Dµ. It turns out that for the operator construction at higher mass dimensions, it is
more convenient to characterize the fields and derivatives by the irreducible representation
(jl, jr) in which they transform under the Lorentz group SL(2,C) ' SU(2)l×SU(2)r. This
corresponds to adopting a chiral basis, where the SM fields are scalars, two-component
Weyl spinors, or chiral field-strength tensors:

φ ∈(0, 0) ,

ψα ∈ (1/2, 0) , ψ†α̇ ∈ (0, 1/2) ,

FLαβ ∈ (1, 0) , F α̇β̇
R ∈ (0, 1) .

(1)

Here, α, β, . . . and α̇, β̇, . . . denote indices of the fundamental representation of SU(2)l and
SU(2)r, respectively. Note that each of the fields in relation (1) has a unique helicity value

h = jr − jl . (2)

The derivative transforms non-trivially under both SU(2)l and SU(2)r,

Dα̇
α ∈ (1/2, 1/2) . (3)

Thus, the derivative of a field has the same helicity as the field itself. This definition of
the fields is equivalent to the conventional representation of the SM fields. The translation

4Throughout this paper, derivative denotes the gauge covariant derivative, unless stated otherwise.
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between the two notations is given by:

Fµν =
i

4

(
F αβ

L σµναβ − F
α̇β̇

R σ̄µν
α̇β̇

)
, Dµ = −1

2
Dα̇
α(σµ)αα̇

ΨL =

(
ψα
0

)
, Ψ̄L =

(
0, ψ†α̇

)
, ΨR =

(
0

ψ†α̇C

)
, Ψ̄R =

(
ψαC, 0

)
,

FLαβ =
i

2
Fµνσ

µν
αβ , F α̇β̇

R = − i
2
Fµν σ̄α̇β̇µν , Dα̇

α = Dµ(σµ)α̇α ,

(4)

where ψC denotes a charge conjugated spinor, and the σ-matrices are given by

σµν =
i

2
(σµσ̄ν − σν σ̄µ) , σ̄µν =

i

2
(σ̄µσν − σ̄νσµ) ,

σµαα̇ = (I, ~σ) , σ̄µ α̇α = (I,−~σ) .
(5)

Here, I is the 2× 2 identity matrix and ~σ =
(
σ1, σ2, σ3

)
denotes the Pauli matrices.

2.2 Construction of the Operators

The operators can be classified into families5, characterized by the tuple

(nFL
, nψ, nφ, nψ† , nFR

;nD) , (6)

where nΦ equals the number of fields with helicity hΦ, and nD is the number of derivatives.
It is further useful to define

nl = nFL
+

1

2
nψ +

1

2
nD , nr = nFR

+
1

2
nψ† +

1

2
nD , (7)

which correspond to the sum of jl/r of each field and derivative as defined in relation (1).
Lorentz invariance and a given mass dimension d of the operators put constraints on the
ni such as

N + nl + nr = d , (8)

where N is the total number of fields, and thus restrict the set of allowed families.

Since Hermitian conjugation exchanges the two SU(2) representations of the Lorentz
group, taking the conjugate of the operators of a particular family generates the con-
jugate family

(nFL
, nψ, nφ, nψ† , nFR

;nD)† ≡ (nFR
, nψ† , nφ, nψ, nFL

;nD) . (9)

Hence, one can identify real families that satisfy

(nFL
, nψ, nφ, nψ† , nFR

;nD)† = (nFL
, nψ, nφ, nψ† , nFR

;nD) . (10)

5In Ref. [1] the term subclass is used instead.
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All operators in a real family are either Hermitian, or their conjugate operator is part of
the same family. The remaining families are all complex, such that any operator features
a distinct Hermitian conjugate version, which is part of the conjugate family.

All operators in a specific family can be further characterized by their type, which corre-
sponds to a specific multiset of fields from a given model. Types of the same field content
are identified by ordering the fields by increasing helicity and sorting fields of the same
helicity alphanumerically. For example, the dimension-five Weinberg operator, consisting
of two lepton doublets and two Higgs doublets, belongs to the family (0, 2, 2, 0, 0; 0) and
the type L2H2.

2.3 Lorentz Structure

In this section, only the Lorentz structure of an operator will be considered, while all
internal symmetry and generation indices of the fields will be neglected. All operators of
a particular family can thus be identified for the purpose of this discussion.

Since any operator O of the EFT will be constructed from the objects of relations (1)
and (3), it will be of the form

OLorentz = (TLorentz)α1...αN
α̇1...α̇N

N∏
i=1

(DniΦi)
α̇i
αi
, (11)

where αi = (α
(1)
i , . . . , α

(mi)
i ) and α̇i = (α̇

(1)
i , . . . , α̇

(m̃i)
i ) are multi-indices with mi = ni +

2jl,i and m̃i = ni + 2jr,i, where ni is the number of derivatives acting on the field Φi, and

(jl,i, jr,i) defines its representation according to relation (1). The indices α
(1)
i , . . . α

(ni)
i and

α̇
(1)
i , . . . , α̇

(ni)
i are to be associated with the derivatives acting on Φi, while the remaining

indices are associated with the field itself.

2.4 Redundancies

One of the most challenging aspects when constructing EFTs is the elimination of redun-
dancies, i.e. operators that are related to other operators by certain identities. As stated
in Ref. [1], for the chiral convention of the fields, the structure of TLorentz must be a poly-

nomial in εαβ and εα̇β̇, where ε is totally anti-symmetric, and ε12 = ε21 = ε1̇2̇ = ε2̇1̇ = 1.
This already eliminates all redundancies from Fierz identities (up to Schouten identities).
Furthermore, redundancies due to EoMs or the identity i[Dµ, Dν ] =

∑
Fµν , where the sum

is over all gauge groups, can be eliminated by substituting

(DniΦi)
α̇i
αi
→ (DniΦi)

(α̇i)
(αi)

(12)
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in Eq. (11), where (αi) = (α
(1)
i , . . . , α

(mi)
i )sym and (α̇i) = (α̇

(1)
i , . . . , α̇

(m̃i)
i )sym denote

totally symmetric multi-indices. In the following, we refer to the combined object on the
r.h.s. of relation (12) as building block.

The remaining redundancies to be considered are due to integration-by-parts (IbP) and
Schouten identities. These can be avoided with the help of Young tableaux in the following
way. Consider a Semi-Standard Young Tableau (SSYT) of shape

λ =

N
−

2


nr︷ ︸︸ ︷
...

...

..
.

..
.

...

nl︷ ︸︸ ︷
...

...
(13)

and content6 µ = [nr − 2h1, . . . , nr − 2hN ] (cf. Eqs. (2), (7), and (8)). Replace the first nr
columns through the SU(N) relation (no summation implied)

a
b

..
.

x

= Eab...xyz y
z
, (14)

where E denotes the N -dimensional Levi-Civita symbol, and a, b, . . . , x, y, z is some per-
mutation of 1, 2, . . . , N . Subsequently identifying each column with an ε-tensor according
to

i
j
∼ εα̇iα̇j and

i
j
∼ εαiαj , (15)

results in a unique viable tensor TLorentz. Performing these steps for every such SSYT leads
to a set of Lorentz tensors which, at the level of families, is complete and non-redundant.

2.5 Internal Symmetries

After identifying all independent Lorentz structures, one can continue in a similar manner
with the remaining symmetries of the underlying low-energy theory. In the following, the
expression internal symmetry refers to a global or a local U(1) or SU(n) symmetry. In
analogy to Section 2.3, all Lorentz and generation indices will be neglected in this section,
and only the transformation properties of the fields under the internal symmetry group
are considered.

Concerning Abelian internal symmetries, it is required that the total charge of an operator
under this symmetry vanishes. In the SM, for example, this is achieved by only considering

6A Young tableau with content (or weight) µ = [i, j, k, . . . ] has i entries of the number 1, j entries of
the number 2, k entries of the number 3, and so on. This requirement ensures that the resulting tensors
have the correct indices corresponding to the fields specified in the family. A Young tableau is called
semi-standard, if the entries weakly increase along each row and strictly increase down each column.
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combinations of fields such that the sum of their hypercharges equals zero, hence forming
a U(1) invariant operator. However, one may also allow for the breaking of a certain U(1)
symmetry, specified by the amount the associated charge of the operators may deviate
from zero. This can be useful, for example, if one is only interested in operators that
violate baryon number conservation up to a certain degree ∆B.

For each non-Abelian symmetry, the modified Littlewood-Richardson (LR) rule [1] is used
to construct all sets of independent tensors. To apply this method, the fields of the
low-energy theory must be characterized in terms of fundamental SU(n) indices only.
Consider, for example, the non-Abelian part of the SM, i.e. SU(3) ⊗ SU(2). In terms of
Young diagrams, the fundamental representations are identified as 3 = for SU(3), and
2 = for SU(2). For the SM fields that transform under the fundamental representations,
the symmetry of their indices can be identified with the states

Qa i ∼ a ⊗ i , qa ∼ a , Li ∼ i , and Hi ∼ i , (16)

where Q and L denote a left-handed quark and lepton doublet, respectively, q the right-
handed quark fields, and H the Higgs doublet. Here, a, b, c, . . . and i, j, k, . . . denote
fundamental indices of SU(3) and SU(2), respectively.

The fields that do not transform under the fundamental representation of the internal
symmetry group can nevertheless be written in terms of quantities with fundamental
indices only. In particular, for the SM,

Gabc = εacd(λ
A)dbG

A , Wij = εjk(τ
I)kiW

I ,

Q†ab i = εabcεij(Q
†)c j , q†ab = εabc(q

†)c ,

L†i = εij(L
†)j , H†i = εij(H

†)j ,

(17)

where A and I are adjoint indices of SU(3) and SU(2). The λA are the Gell-Mann matrices
for SU(3), and the τ I are the SU(2) Pauli matrices.

Considering the Young diagrams for the adjoint representation of SU(3) and SU(2), given

by 8 = and 3 = , one can identify the symmetry of the fundamental symmetry

group indices of Gabc and Wij with the states

Gabc ∼ a b
c

and Wij ∼ i j , (18)

meaning that Gabc is symmetrized in a↔ b and subsequently anti-symmetrized in a↔ c,
while Wij is totally symmetric in i ↔ j. Equivalently, the anti-fundamental representa-

tions of SU(3) and SU(2) are given by 3̄ = = and 2̄ = = , respectively. The

symmetry of the fundamental symmetry group indices can be identified with

Q†ab i ∼
a
b
⊗ i , q†ab ∼

a
b
, L†i ∼ i , and H†i ∼ i , (19)
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where the only non-trivial symmetry is given by Q†ab i and q†ab which are anti-symmetric
under the exchange a↔ b.

From the discussion above, it is clear that one can write a generic operator as

OSU(n) = (T SU(n))I1...IN

N∏
i=1

(Φi)Ii , (20)

where Ii is a multi-index containing SU(n) fundamental indices only. The independent
set of tensors T SU(n) is constructed by combining the Young tableaux of each field in the
operator according to the modified LR rule, and subsequently identifying each column of
the resulting tableau with an SU(n) ε-tensor.

2.6 Permutation Symmetries

It is important to note that, up to this point, the algorithm considers all fields that occur
in an operator as distinct. But if an operator contains several copies of the same field,
new redundancies can occur. This happens because in expressions like Eqs. (11) and (20),
the sum over indices is not explicitly carried out. Therefore, the Lorentz and internal
symmetry groups can no longer be treated independently as soon as the operator contains
identical fields.

As a generalization of this, a theory may contain several copies of fields that transform
identically under the Lorentz and internal symmetry groups and are thus indistinguishable
for our considerations. In the spirit of the SM, we will refer to these copies as generations7.
Due to the Lorentz and internal symmetry of the operator, not all combinations of gener-
ations are independent of one another, in general.

Both of these problems can be treated in the same way when introducing generation
indices for all fields, even for those that occur only in a single generation. The expression
repeated fields denotes the product of fields which at most differ by their generation index.
The general strategy is to decompose any operator into a sum of terms with specific
permutation symmetry λ of the generation indices for repeated fields.8

Following the philosophy of Ref. [1], the permutation symmetry is not inscribed on the
operator by symmetrizing the generation indices themselves, but at the level of the Lorentz
and internal symmetry tensors they are multiplied with. Consider a specific type, i.e. the
set of operators which contain a certain set of fields. Up to now, the algorithm has gen-
erated a set of tensors TLorentz = {TLorentz

1 , . . . , TLorentz
l } for the Lorentz symmetry, and

T SU(nk) = {T SU(nk)
1 , . . . , T

SU(nk)
lk

} for each internal symmetry, see Sections 2.3 and 2.5.

7Ref. [1] uses the term flavors instead.
8In general, the symbol λ can denote multiple irreducible representations of the symmetric group, one

for each set of repeated fields.
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These tensors are now combined in such a way that they reflect the permutation symme-
tries, labeled by λ:

T λj =
∑
i

Kλji
(
TLorentz ⊗ T SU(n1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ T SU(nk)

)
i
, (21)

where the K are obtained from the plethysm technique and inner-product decomposition
(for details, see Ref. [1]). The redundancies due to the permutation symmetries are re-
flected in the fact that K is an n×m matrix with n ≤ m = l · l1 · · · lk in general. The set of
independent operators is then given by contracting the fields with T λj for each j = 1, . . . , n
and each permutation symmetry λ, and enumerating the generation indices according to
the set of SSYTx. Explicit examples will be given below.

2.7 Including Gravity

The algorithm described above can be extended to theories which include fields with
higher spin [3, 15, 23]. In particular, gravitational interactions can be taken into account
by considering the Weyl tensor Cµνρσ as an additional building block in the EFT construc-
tion [15]:

Cµνρσ = Rµνρσ −
(
gµ[ρRσ]ν − gν[ρRσ]µ

)
+

1

3
gµ[ρgσ]νR , (22)

where Rµνρσ denotes the Riemann tensor, Rµν = Rλµλν the Ricci tensor, R = Rµµ the
Ricci scalar, and gµν the metric tensor. In analogy to Section 2.1, we write the Weyl
tensor in terms of left- and right-handed components that transform under irreducible
representations (jl, jr) of the Lorentz group:

Cµνρσ =
1

64

(
C αβγδ

L σµναβσ
ρσ
γδ + C α̇β̇γ̇δ̇

R σ̄µν
α̇β̇
σ̄ρσ
γ̇δ̇

)
, (23)

where

CLαβγδ = Cµνρσσ
µν
αβσ

ρσ
γδ ∈ (2, 0) , and C α̇β̇γ̇δ̇

R = Cµνρσσ̄α̇β̇µν σ̄
γ̇δ̇
ρσ ∈ (0, 2) . (24)

Denoting by nCL/R
the number of left/right-handed Weyl tensors in the operators, we

extend the families (6) to

(nCL
, nFL

, nψ, nφ, nψ† , nFR
, nCR

;nD) . (25)

While all previously considered fields satisfy the relation

[Φ] = 1 + |hΦ| , (26)

with [·] denoting the mass dimension in four space-time dimensions and hΦ the helicity,
this relation is violated for the Weyl tensor, which satisfies

[CL/R] = |hCL/R
| = 2 , (27)
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instead. Therefore, the algorithm needs to account for the actual mass dimension of the
Weyl tensor. For example, instead of Eq. (8), we get

N + nl + nr − nGR = d , (28)

where nGR ≡ nCL
+ nCR

can take values from 0, . . . ,min(d/2, N), and the definitions in
Eq. (7) are modified, such that

nl = 2nCL
+ nFL

+
1

2
nψ +

1

2
nD , nr = 2nCR

+ nFR
+

1

2
nψ† +

1

2
nD . (29)

An example for an operator type of dimension-11 in GRSMEFT will be given below.

3 Application to SMEFT and GRSMEFT

According to the algorithm described in Section 2, we construct on-shell operator bases
for SMEFT and GRSMEFT up to mass dimensions 12 and 11, respectively, using our
implementation AutoEFT. To be consistent with the existing literature, we adopt the all-
left chirality convention for the SM fields. The EFT field content is given in Table 1.
These fields are related to the conventional notation by Eqs. (4), (17), (23), and (24). For
example, the SM Dirac spinors are given by

QL =

(
Qα
0

)
, uR =

(
0

u†α̇C

)
, dR =

(
0

d†α̇C

)
,

LL =

(
Lα
0

)
, eR =

(
0

e†α̇C

)
,

(30)

where all internal symmetry and generation indices are suppressed.

For a given mass dimension, the operators are grouped into families (6), and in each
family, the operators are classified by their type (i.e. the field content). For each of these
types, an output file is generated in YAML format.9 It contains the relevant information to
construct all operators belonging to this type. We found this way of presenting the results
a reasonable compromise which allows to encode the large amount of operators in a rather
compact form without leaving too much calculational effort to the user.

In the following, four representative cases are displayed to show how the output files can
be interpreted in terms of Section 2.

9See https://yaml.org/.
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Field h SU(3) SU(2) U(1) generations symbol

(GLαβ)abc −1
a b
c

- 0 1 GL

(WLαβ)ij −1 - i j 0 1 WL

BLαβ −1 - - 0 1 BL

(Qgα)a i −1/2 a i 1/6 3 Q

(ugCα)ab −1/2
a
b

- −2/3 3 uC

(dgCα)ab −1/2
a
b

- 1/3 3 dC

(Lgα)i −1/2 - i −1/2 3 L

egCα −1/2 - - 1 3 eC

Hi 0 - i 1/2 1 H

CLαβγδ −2 - - 0 1 CL

Table 1: SM field content in the all-left chiral convention (cf. Section 2.1). Spinor indices
are denoted by α and β, while a, b, c and i, j denote fundamental indices of the gauge
groups SU(3) and SU(2), respectively. Each fermion carries an additional generation
index g. The Young tableaux of the SU(n) groups shown in columns three and four have
been introduced in Section 2.5. The symbol denotes the characters that represent the
corresponding field in the ancillary files. Hermitian conjugated fields are denoted by a
trailing “+”. The covariant derivative is represented by the character “D”.
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3.1 No Repeated Fields

As a first example, let us consider the dimension-10 operators of type

QNRF = WLQuCHW
†
LD

2 , (31)

encoded in the file

operators/5/1FL_2psi_1phi_1FR_2D/1WL_1Q_1uC_1H_1WL+_2D.yml

included in smeft_10.tar.xz. They contain a weak gauge field and its conjugate (1WL,
1WL+), a quark doublet (1Q), a charge-conjugate up-type quark singlet (1uC), a Higgs field
(1H), and two derivatives (2D). This also illustrates the naming scheme of the output files
of AutoEFT. The content of this file is displayed in Listing 1. We deliberately include
redundant information in the output files in order to facilitate their interpretation and to
allow for consistency checks when constructing the explicit operators.

1 # ’1WL_1Q_1uC_1H_1WL+_2D.yml ’ generated by AutoEFT 1.0.0

2 version: 1.0.0

3 type:

4 - {WL: 1, Q: 1, uC: 1, H: 1, WL+: 1, D: 2}

5 - complex

6 generations: {WL: 1, Q: 3, uC: 3, H: 1, WL+: 1}

7 n_terms: 10

8 n_operators: 90

9 invariants:

10 Lorentz:

11 O(Lorentz ,1): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(1_2 ,3_2)*eps(2_1 ,3_3)*eps(3_1~,5_1~)*eps(3_2~,5

↪→ _2~) * WL(1_1 ,1_2)*Q(2_1)*(D^2 uC)(3_1 ,3_2 ,3_3 ,3_1~,3_2~)*H*WL+(5_1~,5_2~)

12 O(Lorentz ,2): -eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(1_2 ,3_2)*eps(2_1 ,4_1)*eps(3_1~,5_1~)*eps(4_1~,5

↪→ _2~) * WL(1_1 ,1_2)*Q(2_1)*(D uC)(3_1 ,3_2 ,3_1~)*(D H)(4_1 ,4_1~)*WL+(5_1~,5_2

↪→ ~)

13 O(Lorentz ,3): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(1_2 ,4_1)*eps(2_1 ,4_2)*eps(4_1~,5_1~)*eps(4_2~,5

↪→ _2~) * WL(1_1 ,1_2)*Q(2_1)*uC(3_1)*(D^2 H)(4_1 ,4_2 ,4_1~,4_2~)*WL+(5_1~,5_2~)

14 O(Lorentz ,4): -eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(1_2 ,3_1)*eps(3_2 ,4_1)*eps(3_1~,5_1~)*eps(4_1~,5

↪→ _2~) * WL(1_1 ,1_2)*Q(2_1)*(D uC)(3_1 ,3_2 ,3_1~)*(D H)(4_1 ,4_1~)*WL+(5_1~,5_2

↪→ ~)

15 O(Lorentz ,5): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(1_2 ,4_1)*eps(3_1 ,4_2)*eps(4_1~,5_1~)*eps(4_2~,5

↪→ _2~) * WL(1_1 ,1_2)*Q(2_1)*uC(3_1)*(D^2 H)(4_1 ,4_2 ,4_1~,4_2~)*WL+(5_1~,5_2~)

16 SU3:

17 O(SU3 ,1): +eps(2_1 ,3_1 ,3_2) * WL*Q(2_1)*uC(3_1 ,3_2)*H*WL+

18 SU2:

19 O(SU2 ,1): +eps(1_1 ,4_1)*eps(1_2 ,5_1)*eps(2_1 ,5_2) * WL(1_1 ,1_2)*Q(2_1)*uC*H(4_1

↪→ )*WL+(5_1 ,5_2)

20 O(SU2 ,2): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(1_2 ,5_1)*eps(4_1 ,5_2) * WL(1_1 ,1_2)*Q(2_1)*uC*H(4_1

↪→ )*WL+(5_1 ,5_2)

21 permutation_symmetries:

22 - vector: Lorentz * SU3 * SU2

23 - symmetry: {WL: [1], Q: [1], uC: [1], H: [1], WL+: [1]}

24 n_terms: 10

25 n_operators: 90

26 matrix: |-

27 [1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]

28 [0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
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29 [0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]

30 [0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0]

31 [0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0]

32 [0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0]

33 [0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0]

34 [0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0]

35 [0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0]

36 [0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1]

Listing 1: Content of the file 1WL_1Q_1uC_1H_1W+_2D.yml, which encodes the operators
of Eq. (31).

The file is structured by certain keywords which we explain in the following:

version: The version of AutoEFT which was used to produce the output file.

type: A list10 of two elements. The first element (line 4) specifies the multiplicities of
the fields and derivatives in the operator. It is equivalent to the specification in
Eq. (31). The second element (line 5) states that the operator type is complex,
(i.e. the operators are not Hermitian). The Hermitian conjugate type is contained in
a different file. In the present case, this would be 1WL_1H+_1Q+_1uC+_1WL+_2D.yml.
For Hermitian operators, the second entry of type is real.

generations: Provides the number of generations for each field. In this case, it specifies
that there is only a single generation of WL, WL+, and H, but three generations of
quarks Q and uC.

n_terms: The total number of operators with independent Lorentz and SU(n) index
contractions. It does not take into account the number of generations though. In
Listing 1, there are five independent ways of contracting the Lorentz indices of the
operators while there is only one option for SU(3), and two for SU(2), so the number
of terms n_terms is 5 · 1 · 2 = 10.

n_operators: The total number of independent operators, taking into account the in-
dependent values the generation indices can take. For Eq. (31), there are 3 · 3 = 9
independent combinations of the Q and uC generation indices for each of the ten
terms, hence n_operators is 10 · 9 = 90.

invariants: The list of invariant index contractions of the fields in the operator. The
contraction of indices for each internal symmetry group and for the Lorentz group
are listed separately, as indicated by the sub-keywords Lorentz, SU(3), and SU(2) in
lines 10, 16, and 18. Each independent contraction is labeled by O(<G>,<m>), where
<G> is the name of the Lorentz or internal symmetry group, and <m> enumerates the
contractions.

10In YAML, this is called a sequence. Its elements are marked by the leading dashes in line 4 and 5 of
Listing 1.

13



The indices are denoted by <i>_<j>, where <i> is the position of the field that
carries this index, and <j> is the position of the index on the field. Per invariant
contraction, each index appears exactly twice and summation is implied. For the
Lorentz group, <i>_<j>~ denotes dotted indices. Furthermore, the indices are as-
sociated with the building blocks of relation (12), rather than with the fields. Note
that the dotted and undotted indices of the building blocks are understood to be
(separately) symmetrized (cf. Section 2.4).

The symbol eps denotes the ε-tensor with eps(1,2)=eps(2~,1~)=1 for the Lorentz
group and eps(1,2,...,n)=1 for any internal SU(n) group. All indices not associ-
ated with the symmetry group in question are suppressed on the fields.11

permutation_symmetries: The list of permutation symmetries according to Section 2.6.
Since the operator type of Eq. (31) does not involve repeated fields, this entry
(lines 22–36) is redundant and is included only for consistency. Details will be
discussed in Section 3.2 for a non-trivial example.

11If the operators contain only fields that are singlets under a particular symmetry group G (i.e. if there
is no index to be contracted), the corresponding entry G: contains just a single element +1 multiplied by
the fields without indices.
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In Listing 1, the invariant contractions are given by (cf. Eqs. (11) and (20))

line 11: OLorentz
1 = TLorentz

1 ◦ QNRF =

= εα1γ1 εα2γ2 εβ1γ3 εγ̇1η̇1 εγ̇2η̇2 WLα1α2
Qβ1 (D2uC)

(γ̇1γ̇2)
(γ1γ2γ3)HW †L

η̇1η̇2
,

line 12: OLorentz
2 = TLorentz

2 ◦ QNRF =

= −εα1γ1 εα2γ2 εβ1δ1 εγ̇1η̇1 εδ̇1η̇2
WLα1α2

Qβ1 (DuC)γ̇1

(γ1γ2) (DH)δ̇1δ1 W
†
L

η̇1η̇2
,

line 13: OLorentz
3 = TLorentz

3 ◦ QNRF =

= εα1γ1 εα2δ1 εβ1δ2 εδ̇1η̇1
εδ̇2η̇2

WLα1α2
Qβ1 uCγ1

(D2H)
(δ̇1δ̇2)
(δ1δ2)W

†
L

η̇1η̇2
,

line 14: OLorentz
4 = TLorentz

4 ◦ QNRF =

= −εα1β1 εα2γ1 εγ2δ1 εγ̇1η̇1 εδ̇1η̇2
WLα1α2

Qβ1 (DuC)γ̇1

(γ1γ2) (DH)δ̇1δ1 W
†
L

η̇1η̇2
,

line 15: OLorentz
5 = TLorentz

5 ◦ QNRF =

= εα1β1 εα2δ1 εγ1δ2 εδ̇1η̇1
εδ̇2η̇2

WLα1α2
Qβ1 uCγ1

(D2H)
(δ̇1δ̇2)
(δ1δ2)W

†
L

η̇1η̇2
,

line 17: OSU(3)
1 = T

SU(3)
1 ◦ QNRF = εb1c1c2 WLQb1 uCc1c2 HW †L ,

line 19: OSU(2)
1 = T

SU(2)
1 ◦ QNRF = εk1m1 εk2n1 εl1n2 WLk1k2

Ql1 uCHm1 W
†
Ln1n2

,

line 20: OSU(2)
2 = T

SU(2)
2 ◦ QNRF = εk1l1 εk2n1 εm1n2 WLk1k2

Ql1 uCHm1 W
†
Ln1n2

,

(32)

with QNRF from Eq. (31). The operation T ◦ Q implies that all indices other than those
of T are suppressed in Q. Since only contractions with the Lorentz tensors determine
the positions of the derivatives, we omit the latter in the contractions with tensors of the
internal symmetries.

The complete set of independent operators T · QNRF is thus given by all possible combi-
nations of the Lorentz and SU(n) tensors:

T ≡ TLorentz ⊗ T SU(3) ⊗ T SU(2) =



TLorentz
1 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
1 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
2 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
2 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
3 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
3 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
4 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
4 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
5 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
5 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2


. (33)
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Three examples for the ten independent terms (cf. line 7 in Listing 1) are given by

(TLorentz
1 ⊗ T SU(3)

1 ⊗ T SU(2)
1 ) ◦ QNRF =

= εα1γ1 εα2γ2 εβ1γ3 εγ̇1η̇1 εγ̇2η̇2 ε
b1c1c2 εk1m1 εk2n1 εl1n2

×WLα1α2k1k2
Qβ1b1l1 (D2uCc1c2)

(γ̇1γ̇2)
(γ1γ2γ3)Hm1 W

†
L

η̇1η̇2

n1n2
,

(TLorentz
1 ⊗ T SU(3)

1 ⊗ T SU(2)
2 ) ◦ QNRF =

= εα1γ1 εα2γ2 εβ1γ3 εγ̇1η̇1 εγ̇2η̇2 ε
b1c1c2 εk1l1 εk2n1 εm1n2

×WLα1α2k1k2
Qβ1b1l1 (D2uCc1c2)

(γ̇1γ̇2)
(γ1γ2γ3)Hm1 W

†
L

η̇1η̇2

n1n2
,

(TLorentz
2 ⊗ T SU(3)

1 ⊗ T SU(2)
1 ) ◦ QNRF =

= −εα1γ1 εα2γ2 εβ1δ1 εγ̇1η̇1 εδ̇1η̇2
εb1c1c2 εk1m1 εk2n1 εl1n2

× WLα1α2k1k2
Qβ1b1l1 (DuCc1c2)γ̇1

(γ1γ2) (DHm1)δ̇1δ1 W
†
L

η̇1η̇2

n1n2
.

(34)

Up to this point, we have suppressed the generation indices of the quarks. Since quark
and anti-quark transform differently under the symmetry groups, we can simply attach a
generation index to each of the two quark fields in Eq. (31).

3.2 Repeated Fields

The operator Eq. (31) treated in Section 3.1 is special in the sense that it does not contain
repeated fields, i.e. all fields in this type transform differently under the symmetry group
of the theory. As mentioned in Section 2.6, if repeated fields are present, new redundancies
can arise. The output file thus requires information on the permutation symmetry. As an
example, we consider the dimension-11 operators of type

QRF = L2dCeCu
2
CH

2 , (35)

contained in the file

operators/8/6psi_2phi/2L_1dC_1eC_2uC_2H.yml

that is included in smeft_11.tar.xz. Its content is displayed in Listing 2.

1 # ’2L_1dC_1eC_2uC_2H.yml ’ generated by AutoEFT 1.0.0

2 version: 1.0.0

3 type:

4 - {L: 2, dC: 1, eC: 1, uC: 2, H: 2}

5 - complex

6 generations: {L: 3, dC: 3, eC: 3, uC: 3, H: 1}

7 n_terms: 5

8 n_operators: 891
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9 invariants:

10 Lorentz:

11 O(Lorentz ,1): +eps(1_1 ,4_1)*eps(2_1 ,5_1)*eps(3_1 ,6_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*dC(3_1)*

↪→ eC(4_1)*uC(5_1)*uC(6_1)*H*H

12 O(Lorentz ,2): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(2_1 ,5_1)*eps(4_1 ,6_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*dC(3_1)*

↪→ eC(4_1)*uC(5_1)*uC(6_1)*H*H

13 O(Lorentz ,3): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(2_1 ,4_1)*eps(5_1 ,6_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*dC(3_1)*

↪→ eC(4_1)*uC(5_1)*uC(6_1)*H*H

14 O(Lorentz ,4): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(3_1 ,5_1)*eps(4_1 ,6_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*dC(3_1)*

↪→ eC(4_1)*uC(5_1)*uC(6_1)*H*H

15 O(Lorentz ,5): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(3_1 ,4_1)*eps(5_1 ,6_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*dC(3_1)*

↪→ eC(4_1)*uC(5_1)*uC(6_1)*H*H

16 SU3:

17 O(SU3 ,1): +eps(3_1 ,3_2 ,5_2)*eps(5_1 ,6_1 ,6_2) * L*L*dC(3_1 ,3_2)*eC*uC(5_1 ,5_2)*

↪→ uC(6_1 ,6_2)*H*H

18 SU2:

19 O(SU2 ,1): +eps(1_1 ,7_1)*eps(2_1 ,8_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*dC*eC*uC*uC*H(7_1)*H(8_1)

20 O(SU2 ,2): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(7_1 ,8_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*dC*eC*uC*uC*H(7_1)*H(8_1)

21 permutation_symmetries:

22 - vector: Lorentz * SU3 * SU2

23 - symmetry: {L: [1, 1], dC: [1], eC: [1], uC: [2], H: [2]}

24 n_terms: 2

25 n_operators: 324

26 matrix: |-

27 [ 8 -4 0 0 -4 2 -4 2 6 -3]

28 [ 0 0 8 -4 -4 2 -4 2 2 -1]

29 - symmetry: {L: [1, 1], dC: [1], eC: [1], uC: [1, 1], H: [2]}

30 n_terms: 1

31 n_operators: 81

32 matrix: |-

33 [ 0 0 0 0 4 -2 0 0 -2 1]

34 - symmetry: {L: [2], dC: [1], eC: [1], uC: [2], H: [2]}

35 n_terms: 1

36 n_operators: 324

37 matrix: |-

38 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 -2 -2 1]

39 - symmetry: {L: [2], dC: [1], eC: [1], uC: [1, 1], H: [2]}

40 n_terms: 1

41 n_operators: 162

42 matrix: |-

43 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -2 1]

Listing 2: Content of file 2L_1dC_1eC_2uC_2H.yml, which encodes the operators of
Eq. (35).

The meaning of the first 20 lines in this file was explained in the previous section. If all
fields in Eq. (35) were different, one would arrive at 10 terms, according to the 5 ·1 ·2 = 10

17



independent Lorentz and SU(n) tensors:

T ≡ TLorentz ⊗ T SU(3) ⊗ T SU(2) =



TLorentz
1 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
1 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
2 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
2 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
3 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
3 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
4 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
4 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2

TLorentz
5 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
1

TLorentz
5 ⊗TSU(3)

1 ⊗TSU(2)
2


. (36)

Attaching generation indices to the fields, the number of operators would be 10 ·36 = 7290,
because there are six fields with three generations each. This, however, neglects the
permutation symmetries arising from the repeated fields. In this example, there are three
sets of repeated fields, each of which occurs twice, as can be seen from the first element of
type (line 4). This reduces the actual number of terms and operators to those given in lines
7 and 8. As described in Section 2.6, this is because, on the one hand, the permutation
symmetries induce dependencies between the terms in Eq. (36), reducing the number of
independent terms. On the other hand, a particular permutation symmetry restricts the
number of independent combinations of generation indices in the field monomials.

Consider, for example, the second item (marked by the character “-” in the first column)
under permutation_symmetries, i.e. lines 23–28 of Listing 2. The entry for the keyword
symmetry should be interpreted as a set of Young tableaux, representing the permutation
symmetry for each kind of field. In this case12

L:[1,1] =̂ λL =
i
j
,

dC: [1] =̂ λdC = k ,

eC: [1] =̂ λeC = l ,

uC: [2] =̂ λuC = m n ,

H: [2] =̂ λH = r s .

(37)

The fillings are the generation indices, i.e. i, j, k, l,m, n ∈ { 1, 2, 3 }, and r = s = 1, because
there are three generations of leptons and quarks, and only one of Higgs bosons.

For this permutation symmetry, only the contractions with two combinations of the ten
tensors in Eq. (36) are independent. They are given by (cf. Eq. (21))

T = KT , (38)

12I.e. [i,j,...] in the symmetry entry denotes a Young diagram with i boxes in the first row, j boxes
in the second, etc.
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where

K =

(
8 −4 0 0 −4 2 −4 2 6 −3
0 0 8 −4 −4 2 −4 2 2 −1

)
(39)

is the matrix listed under the keyword matrix in lines 26–28 of Listing 2. The rank of
this matrix is equal to the number of terms n_terms in line 24. Its form depends on the
order of the factors in the Kronecker product in Eq. (36). For clarity, this order is added
to the AutoEFT output file under the keyword vector, see line 22 in Listing 2.

Considering the permutation symmetries of the fields, only such values of generation in-
dices are independent for which the Young tableaux in relation (37) are semi-standard.
For the case at hand, we thus have

(i, j) ∈ { (1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 3) } ≡ S(3)
1,1 ,

(m,n) ∈ { (1, 1), (1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 3) } ≡ S(3)
2 ,

(r, s) ∈ { (1, 1) } ≡ S(1)
2 ,

(40)

where S(ng)
λΦ

is the set of independent generation indices for the repeated field Φ with
permutation symmetry λΦ and ng generations. The generation indices of fields that appear
only once are still independent and are therefore not restricted further, i.e. k, l ∈ { 1, 2, 3 }.
In total, out of the 36 combinations of the generation indices, only 3 ·6 ·1 ·32 = 162 need to
be considered for this particular representation of the permutation symmetry. There are
thus 2 · (3 · 6 · 1 · 32) = 324 independent operators of this type, in agreement with line 25.

There are three more permutation symmetries:

• lines 29–33: λL =
i
j
, λdC = k , λeC = l , λuC =

m
n
, λH = r s ,

in which case there is only one independent combination (cf. line 30) of tensor con-
tractions, with

K =
(
0 0 0 0 4 −2 0 0 −2 1

)
. (41)

The independent values of generation indices are given by (i, j), (m,n) ∈ S(3)
1,1 , (r, s) ∈

S(1)
2 , and k, l ∈ { 1, 2, 3 }, This results in 1 · (3 · 3 · 1 · 32) = 81 independent operators,

as indicated in line 31.

• lines 34–38: λL = i j , λdC = k , λeC = l , λuC = m n , λH = r s ,
in which case the only independent term is given by the matrix

K =
(
0 0 0 0 0 0 4 −2 −2 1

)
, (42)

and with (i, j), (m,n) ∈ S(3)
2 , (r, s) ∈ S(1)

2 , and k, l ∈ { 1, 2, 3 }, resulting in 1 · (6 · 6 ·
1 · 32) = 324 operators.
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• lines 39–43: λL = i j , λdC = k , λeC = l , λuC =
m
n
, λH = r s ,

in which case the only independent term is given by the matrix

K =
(
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −2 1

)
, (43)

and with (i, j) ∈ S(3)
2 , (m,n) ∈ S(3)

1,1 , (r, s) ∈ S(1)
2 , and k, l ∈ { 1, 2, 3 }, resulting in

1 · (6 · 3 · 1 · 32) = 162 operators.

In total, the file 2L_1dC_1eC_2uC_2H.yml thus encodes 324 + 81 + 324 + 162 = 891 op-
erators, as stated in line 8 of Listing 2. The number of terms n_terms in line 7 indicates
that there are five independent combinations, given by Eqs. (39) and (41) to (43).

3.3 SMEFT at mass dimension 12

The complete basis of operators up to mass dimension 12 for SMEFT is provided in the
format described in Sections 3.1 and 3.2 in the ancillary files together with this paper.
The largest amount of time for its generation is spent on incorporating the permutation
symmetry of the 6-gluon operators. For example, for the type G6

L, the 2175 contractions
of the gluon fields with the 15 independent Lorentz and 145 independent SU(3) tensors
is reduced to only eight independent operators. Their explicit expressions are too long to
display them in this paper. They are encoded in the file

operators/6/6FL/6GL.yml

which is about 140 KB in size. Instead, as an example of a dimension-12 operator, we
display the following type of eight-fermion operators in Listing 3:

L3eCL
†d† 2

C u†C , (44)

contained in the file

operators/8/4psi_4psi+/3L_1eC_1L+_2dC+_1uC+.yml

that is included in smeft_12.tar.xz.

1 # ’3L_1eC_1L+_2dC+_1uC+.yml ’ generated by AutoEFT 1.0.0

2 version: 1.0.0

3 type:

4 - {L: 3, eC: 1, L+: 1, dC+: 2, uC+: 1}

5 - complex

6 generations: {L: 3, eC: 3, L+: 3, dC+: 3, uC+: 3}

7 n_terms: 6

8 n_operators: 4617

9 invariants:

10 Lorentz:
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11 O(Lorentz ,1): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(2_1 ,4_1)*eps(5_1~,7_1~)*eps(6_1~,8_1~) * L(1_1)

↪→ *L(2_1)*L(3_1)*eC(4_1)*L+(5_1~)*dC+(6_1~)*dC+(7_1~)*uC+(8_1~)

12 O(Lorentz ,2): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(2_1 ,4_1)*eps(5_1~,6_1~)*eps(7_1~,8_1~) * L(1_1)

↪→ *L(2_1)*L(3_1)*eC(4_1)*L+(5_1~)*dC+(6_1~)*dC+(7_1~)*uC+(8_1~)

13 O(Lorentz ,3): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(3_1 ,4_1)*eps(5_1~,7_1~)*eps(6_1~,8_1~) * L(1_1)

↪→ *L(2_1)*L(3_1)*eC(4_1)*L+(5_1~)*dC+(6_1~)*dC+(7_1~)*uC+(8_1~)

14 O(Lorentz ,4): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(3_1 ,4_1)*eps(5_1~,6_1~)*eps(7_1~,8_1~) * L(1_1)

↪→ *L(2_1)*L(3_1)*eC(4_1)*L+(5_1~)*dC+(6_1~)*dC+(7_1~)*uC+(8_1~)

15 SU3:

16 O(SU3 ,1): +eps(6_1 ,7_1 ,8_1) * L*L*L*eC*L+*dC+(6_1)*dC+(7_1)*uC+(8_1)

17 SU2:

18 O(SU2 ,1): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(2_1 ,5_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*eC*L+(5_1)*dC+*dC+*

↪→ uC+

19 O(SU2 ,2): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(3_1 ,5_1) * L(1_1)*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*eC*L+(5_1)*dC+*dC+*

↪→ uC+

20 permutation_symmetries:

21 - vector: Lorentz * SU3 * SU2

22 - symmetry: {L: [1, 1, 1], eC: [1], L+: [1], dC+: [2], uC+: [1]}

23 n_terms: 1

24 n_operators: 162

25 matrix: |-

26 [ 2 -1 2 -1 -1 2 -1 2]

27 - symmetry: {L: [2, 1], eC: [1], L+: [1], dC+: [2], uC+: [1]}

28 n_terms: 1

29 n_operators: 1296

30 matrix: |-

31 [ 0 1 0 1 1 -1 1 -1]

32 - symmetry: {L: [3], eC: [1], L+: [1], dC+: [2], uC+: [1]}

33 n_terms: 1

34 n_operators: 1620

35 matrix: |-

36 [ 0 1 0 1 -1 0 -1 0]

37 - symmetry: {L: [1, 1, 1], eC: [1], L+: [1], dC+: [1, 1], uC+: [1]}

38 n_terms: 1

39 n_operators: 81

40 matrix: |-

41 [ 2 -1 -2 1 -1 2 1 -2]

42 - symmetry: {L: [2, 1], eC: [1], L+: [1], dC+: [1, 1], uC+: [1]}

43 n_terms: 1

44 n_operators: 648

45 matrix: |-

46 [ 0 1 0 -1 1 -1 -1 1]

47 - symmetry: {L: [3], eC: [1], L+: [1], dC+: [1, 1], uC+: [1]}

48 n_terms: 1

49 n_operators: 810

50 matrix: |-

51 [ 0 1 0 -1 -1 0 1 0]

Listing 3: Content of file 3L_1eC_1L+_2dC+_1uC+.yml, which encodes the operators of
type (44).

In this example, there are two sets of repeated fields, L3 and d† 2
C . Lines 22, 27, 32, 37,

42, and 47 specify the permutation symmetries of the generation indices i, j, k of the three
lepton doublets

λL ∈
{

i
j
k
,
i j
k

, i j k

}
. (45)
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The corresponding sets of independent generation indices are thus given by

S(3)
1,1,1 ≡ { (1, 2, 3) } ,

S(3)
2,1 ≡ { (i, j, k) | 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ 3 ∧ i < k ≤ 3 } ,

S(3)
3 ≡ { (i, j, k) | 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k ≤ 3 } ,

(46)

containing 1, 8, and 10 elements, respectively. The permutation symmetries of the gener-
ation indices m,n of the two down-type quarks are given by

λdC ∈
{
m n ,

m
n

}
, (47)

and thus the corresponding sets of generation indices are S(3)
2 and S(3)

1,1 with 6 and 3
elements, respectively (see Eq. (40)).

In Listing 3, all combinations of the symmetries Eqs. (45) and (47) are present, and
each combination is given by exactly one term. Therefore, including the 33 generation
multiplicities of eC, L†, and u†C, the total number of independent operators is given by

(1 + 8 + 10) · (6 + 3) · 33 = 4617 , (48)

in agreement with line 8 of Listing 3.

3.4 GRSMEFT at mass dimension 11

The complete basis of operators up to mass dimension 11 for GRSMEFT is provided in the
format described in Sections 3.1 and 3.2 in the ancillary files together with this paper. As
an example, we present in Listing 4 the operators of type

CLL
2d2

CeCuC . (49)

1 # ’1CL_2L_2dC_1eC_1uC.yml ’ generated by AutoEFT 1.0.0

2 version: 1.0.0

3 type:

4 - {CL: 1, L: 2, dC: 2, eC: 1, uC: 1}

5 - complex

6 generations: {CL: 1, L: 3, dC: 3, eC: 3, uC: 3}

7 n_terms: 5

8 n_operators: 1296

9 invariants:

10 Lorentz:

11 O(Lorentz ,1): +eps(1_1 ,3_1)*eps(1_2 ,4_1)*eps(1_3 ,5_1)*eps(1_4 ,6_1)*eps(2_1 ,7_1)

↪→ * CL(1_1 ,1_2 ,1_3 ,1_4)*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*dC(4_1)*dC(5_1)*eC(6_1)*uC(7_1)

12 O(Lorentz ,2): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(1_2 ,4_1)*eps(1_3 ,5_1)*eps(1_4 ,6_1)*eps(3_1 ,7_1)

↪→ * CL(1_1 ,1_2 ,1_3 ,1_4)*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*dC(4_1)*dC(5_1)*eC(6_1)*uC(7_1)

13 O(Lorentz ,3): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(1_2 ,3_1)*eps(1_3 ,5_1)*eps(1_4 ,6_1)*eps(4_1 ,7_1)

↪→ * CL(1_1 ,1_2 ,1_3 ,1_4)*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*dC(4_1)*dC(5_1)*eC(6_1)*uC(7_1)
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14 O(Lorentz ,4): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(1_2 ,3_1)*eps(1_3 ,4_1)*eps(1_4 ,6_1)*eps(5_1 ,7_1)

↪→ * CL(1_1 ,1_2 ,1_3 ,1_4)*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*dC(4_1)*dC(5_1)*eC(6_1)*uC(7_1)

15 O(Lorentz ,5): +eps(1_1 ,2_1)*eps(1_2 ,3_1)*eps(1_3 ,4_1)*eps(1_4 ,5_1)*eps(6_1 ,7_1)

↪→ * CL(1_1 ,1_2 ,1_3 ,1_4)*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*dC(4_1)*dC(5_1)*eC(6_1)*uC(7_1)

16 SU3:

17 O(SU3 ,1): +eps(4_1 ,4_2 ,5_2)*eps(5_1 ,7_1 ,7_2) * CL*L*L*dC(4_1 ,4_2)*dC(5_1 ,5_2)*

↪→ eC*uC(7_1 ,7_2)

18 SU2:

19 O(SU2 ,1): +eps(2_1 ,3_1) * CL*L(2_1)*L(3_1)*dC*dC*eC*uC

20 permutation_symmetries:

21 - vector: Lorentz * SU3 * SU2

22 - symmetry: {CL: [1], L: [2], dC: [2], eC: [1], uC: [1]}

23 n_terms: 3

24 n_operators: 972

25 matrix: |-

26 [1 1 0 0 0]

27 [0 0 1 1 0]

28 [0 0 0 0 2]

29 - symmetry: {CL: [1], L: [2], dC: [1, 1], eC: [1], uC: [1]}

30 n_terms: 1

31 n_operators: 162

32 matrix: |-

33 [ 0 0 1 -1 0]

34 - symmetry: {CL: [1], L: [1, 1], dC: [2], eC: [1], uC: [1]}

35 n_terms: 1

36 n_operators: 162

37 matrix: |-

38 [ 1 -1 0 0 0]

Listing 4: Content of the file 1CL_2L_2dC_1eC_1uC.yml, which encodes the operators of
the type (49).

As indicated in Table 1, the symbol CL denotes the left-handed Weyl tensor CL defined in
Eq. (24). From the examples above, the reader should by now be able to reconstruct all
operators from this listing.

3.5 Ancillary Files

The complete set of SMEFT (GRSMEFT) operators up to mass dimension 12 (11) with
three generations of fermions are published as ancillary files together with this preprint. In
addition, we provide a table with the numbers of types, terms, and operators contained in
a given family (see Tables 2 and 3 as an example) as well as the associated Hilbert series
for each mass dimension. This information can be extracted solely from the attached
operator files.

The operators are provided in the format described in Sections 3.1 and 3.2. The files
are included in the archives smeft_<ndim>.tar.xz and grsmeft_<ndim>.tar.xz, where
<ndim> is the mass dimension.13 They are collected in directories as

13Note that the file smeft_<ndim>.tar.xz contains the complete set of SMEFT operators for mass
dimension <ndim> while grsmeft_<ndim>.tar.xz contains only operators including the Weyl tensor. The
full GRSMEFT basis is recovered by the union of smeft_<ndim>.tar.xz and grsmeft_<ndim>.tar.xz.
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operators/<N>/<family>/<type>.yml

where <N>, <family>, and <type> are the number of fields N , the family and the type of
the operator as defined in Section 2.2. Concrete examples are given in Sections 3.1 to 3.4.
This format makes it simple to access specific operators in the set.

For SMEFT up to mass dimension 12, the size of the files amounts to about 442 MB. This
number seems to grow roughly with the number of operators, from which we infer that it
will reach 1 TB at mass dimension 20, and 1 PB at mass dimension 26.

family types terms operators

FL
2φ2FRD

4 + h.c. 22 422 422
FR

5D2 + h.c. 22 78 78
φ4FRD

6 + h.c. 4 96 96
...

...
...

...
FLψ

4FR
2 + h.c. 128 1590 61398

ψ4φ2FRD
2 + h.c. 58 4504 161772

257 11942 472645 75577476

Table 2: SMEFT families at mass dimension 12. The complete table can be found in
smeft_12.tar.xz as table12.pdf.

family types terms operators

φ4ψ†
2
CR

2 + h.c. 2 2 12

φ4ψ†
2
FRCR + h.c. 4 8 30

φ3ψ†
4
CR + h.c. 12 18 552

...
...

...
...

CL
2φψ†

4
+ h.c. 8 20 648

CLFLψ
2φψ†

2
+ h.c. 48 92 4212

76 380 1978 94962

Table 3: GRSMEFT	SMEFT families at mass dimension 11. The complete table can be
found in grsmeft_11.tar.xz as table11.pdf.
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4 Conclusions

We have evaluated the SMEFT operator basis with three generations of fermions up to mass
dimension 12 and the additional GRSMEFT operators up to mass dimension 11. They were
obtained by re-implementing the algorithm of Refs. [1–3] into a non-commercial software.
Aside from the results obtained in this paper, we also confirm the completeness of the
algorithm up to mass dimension 12. The operators are provided in the form of searchable
and compact ancillary files.

In future work, we plan to extend the capabilities of AutoEFT in various respects, for
example to keep operators that vanish by equations-of-motion [24], as they are needed
for the renormalization of the operators. Furthermore, we plan to implement general
basis transformations in the spirit of Ref. [25,26], which would allow the fully automated
matching of EFTs to an ultraviolet complete theory, for example by combining AutoEFT

with methods like UOLEA [27–30] (see also Ref. [31]).

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Svenja Diekmann, Jakob Linder, and
Maximilian Rzehak for constructive discussions. This research was supported by the
Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) under grant 400140256 – GRK 2497: The physics
of the heaviest particles at the LHC, and grant 396021762 – TRR 257: P3H – Particle
Physics Phenomenology after the Higgs Discovery.

References

[1] H.-L. Li, Z. Ren, J. Shu, M.-L. Xiao, J.-H. Yu, and Y.-H. Zheng, Complete set of
dimension-eight operators in the standard model effective field theory , Phys. Rev. D
104 (2021) 015026, arXiv:2005.00008 [hep-ph].

[2] H.-L. Li, Z. Ren, M.-L. Xiao, J.-H. Yu, and Y.-H. Zheng, Complete set of
dimension-nine operators in the standard model effective field theory , Phys. Rev. D
104 (2021) 015025, arXiv:2007.07899 [hep-ph].

[3] H.-L. Li, Z. Ren, M.-L. Xiao, J.-H. Yu, and Y.-H. Zheng, Operators for generic
effective field theory at any dimension: on-shell amplitude basis construction, JHEP
04 (2022) 140, arXiv:2201.04639 [hep-ph].

[4] C. Arzt, Reduced effective lagrangians, Phys. Lett. B 342 (1995) 189,
arXiv:hep-ph/9304230.

[5] W. Buchmüller and D. Wyler, Effective lagrangian analysis of new interactions and
flavour conservation, Nucl. Phys. B 268 (1986) 621.

25

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.015026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.015026
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.00008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.015025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.015025
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07899
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2022)140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2022)140
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.04639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)01419-D
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9304230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90262-2
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Abstract We apply the renormalization group procedure for effective par-
ticles (RGPEP) to the QCD eigenvalue problem for only heavy quarks. We
derive the effective Hamiltonian that acts on the Fock space by solving the
RGPEP equation up to second order in powers of the coupling constant. The
eigenstates that contain three quarks and two or more gluons are eliminated
by inserting a gluon-mass term in the component with one gluon and formu-
late the eigenvalue problem for baryons. We estimate masses for bbb and ccc
states and find that the results match the estimates obtained in lattice QCD
and in quark models.

Keywords QCD Hamiltonian · Eigenvalue equation · Renormalization group

1 Introduction

In spite of many years of research, the issue of bound states in QCD remains
to be a long-standing problem to which an exact solution is still unknown. The
QCD Hamiltonian which defines the Schrödinger equation is full of complexi-
ties. The determination of its eigenvalues, which would lead to hadron masses
and the corresponding wave functions is certainly not straightforward.

The main difficulty concerns the fact that in quantum field theory one
needs to deal with an infinite number of degrees of freedom in the bound-state
equation Ĥ|ψ〉 = E|ψ〉. For a baryon, which is the case discussed in this work,
the eigenstate has the following structure in terms of Fock components

|ψ〉 = |3Q〉+ |3QG〉+ |3QGG〉+ . . . , (1)
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2 Maŕıa Gómez-Rocha et al.

where we have denoted |3Q〉 ≡ |QQQ〉; and there is no limit in the number of
particles allowed.

In this context, the renormalization group procedure for effective particles
(RGPEP) was formulated as a non-perturbative tool to construct bound states
in quantum field theory. Nonetheless, any candidate for a basic physical theory
requires, an initial perturbative search for the set of interaction terms that
provides the basis on which the full effective theory can be constructed in a
series of successive approximations [1].

The RGPEP has its origin in the similarity renormalization (SRG) group
for Hamiltonians [2,3] but, in addition, it introduces the concept of effective
particles [1,4]. The renormalization-group approach allows one to consider
particle interactions and phenomena at different energy scales. The key idea
is that it is possible to express the initial Hamiltonian through a unitary
similarity transformation in a scale-dependent operator basis, in such a way
that for a certain scale, the number of non-negligible Fock components is small.
The eigenstates depend on the renormalization-group parameter t too:

|ψt〉 = |3Qt〉+ |3QtGt〉+ |3QtGtGt〉+ . . . . (2)

If an infinite number of components can be neglected in Eq. (2), the bound-
state equation is enormously simplified and one can attempt to seek numerical
solutions to the equation.

The RGPEP has been applied and solved exactly in several simple theo-
ries [5,6,7]. But, for the complex case of QCD, only perturbative expressions of
the Hamiltonian have been considered so far. Second-order calculations with
the inclusion of a gluon-mass ansatz have allowed us to examine the effec-
tive potential between heavy quarks in mesons [8] and in baryons [9]. Third-
order calculations have been employed to calculate the running coupling in
the front-form Hamiltonian [4], and recently, a new regularization procedure
that includes a canonical gluon mass has led to analogous results [10].

In this contribution, we focus on the study of triply heavy baryon spectra
with equal quark masses, ccc and bbb. For interested readers, we refer to a
detailed analysis of ccb and bbc states provided in [9].

The next section presents the most important general steps in the RGPEP
approach. In Section 3 we derive the bound state equation for a system of three
heavy quarks and provide the analytical result in Section 4. The numerical
setup is presented in Section 5 and the corresponding results are commented
in Section 6. Finally, Section 7 concludes the article.

2 Key elements of the RGPEP

The starting point of this method is the Lagrangian density of the chosen
theory. In this particular case, we choose QCD, LQCD. The classical Hamilto-
nian, HQCD, can be derived using Noether’s theorem to calculate the energy-
momentum tensor.
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We use the front-form of dynamics [11,12]. In this form, four vectors are
represented as xµ = (x+, x−, x⊥), where x+ = x0 + x3, x− = x0 − x3, x⊥ =
(x1, x2), and the scalar product in Minkowski space-time is given by a · b =
1
2a

+b− + 1
2a
−b+ − a⊥b⊥.

The quantum Hamiltonian Ĥcan
QCD is derived using canonical quantization

with the initial conditions on the hypersurface x+ = 0 and in the light-
cone gauge A+ = 0. It can be expressed by the “-” component of the four-
momentum operator, P̂µ, which is the generator of space-time translations [12]:

Ĥcan
QCD = P̂− =

∫
dx−d2x⊥ : Ĥx+=0 : . (3)

The dots on both sides of the Hamiltonian density, Ĥx+=0, indicate normal or-
dering of creation and annihilation operators. In the sequel we use the notation
considered in [12,13,8].

The canonical Hamiltonian needs regularization and counterterms. The
regularized canonical Hamiltonian with counterterms is called initial Hamil-
tonian, since it provides the initial condition for solving the RGPEP equation.

The regularization is provided by inserting functions defined in Ref. [8]
in every interaction vertex. Such functions depend on ultraviolet and small-
x cutoffs, ∆ and δ, respectively, which will be removed at the end of the
calculation.

The RGPEP provides a means for the calculation of counterterms. It in-
troduces effective particle operators related by a unitary transformation

qs = Usq0U†s , (4)

where s has units of length and plays the role of a renormalization group
parameter. It is associated with the size of the effective particles. If q and q†

are operators that annihilate or create pointlike particles in the Fock space,
effective particle operators qs and q†s annihilate or create particles of size s. It
is convenient to consider scale parameter λ = 1/s which has units of energy
and the parameter t = s4 which we have already used in Eq. (2).

The renormalization-group parameter labels a family of equivalent Hamil-
tonians that correspond to the same theory but expressed in terms of degrees of
freedom that are differently defined. If H0 = H0(q0) is the initial Hamiltonian,
then the RGPEP demands that:

H0(q0) = Ht(qt) . (5)

An effective Hamiltonian that satisfies this condition is a solution of the
RGPEP equation:

H′t = [[Hf ,HPt],Ht] , (6)

where Ht = H(q0), and the prime on the effective Hamiltonian, Ht, indicates
differentiation with respect to t. The subscript f stands for free and refers to
terms that do not depend on the coupling constant. Finally, HPt is identical
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to Ht but multiplied by a factor 1
2

(∑
i p

+
i

)2
, with i refering to all incoming

and outgoing particles involved in a vertex [1].
The ease of solving Eq. (6) depends on the complexity of the initial Hamil-

tonian. Although there are theories for which it is possible to find exact solu-
tions [6,5,7], the complexity of QCD forces us to use a perturbative expansion
in powers of the coupling constant. Such form of a solution can be written as

Ht = H0 + gHt1 + g2Ht2 + g3Ht3 + g4Ht4 + . . . (7)

The numerical subscript 0, 1, 2, ... refers to the power of the coupling constant.
Thus, H0 ≡ Hf is the 0th-order term which does not depend on g the cou-
pling constant or on the renormalization-group parameter t. In the 2nd-order
expansion one has

H′0 + gH′t1 + g2H′t2 =
[[
H0,H0 + gHPt 1 + g2HPt 1

]
,H0 + gHt1 + g2Ht2

]
(8)

which can be solved order by order:

H′0 = 0 , (9)

gH′t 1 = [[H0, gHPt 1] ,H0] , (10)

g2H′t 2 =
[[
H0, g

2HPt 2

]
,H0

]
+ [[H0, gHPt 1] , gH1t] . (11)

Solving Eqs. (9)-(11) yields exponentials of products of t by differences of
invariant masses. These functions play the role of form factors that appear at
interaction vertices. The renormalized Hamiltonian is determined by the initial
condition that at t = 0 it should equal the regularized canonical Hamiltonian
plus counterterms. The counterterms should be such that every matrix element
of the renormalized Hamiltonian is cutoff independent for t > 0, i.e. free of
ultraviolent divergences. In this work, we restrict our calculation to second-
order expansions.

Note that this perturbative expansion is made at the level of the RGPEP
equation, not at the level of the Schrödinger equation.

3 Effective Hamiltonian and bound-state equation for triply heavy
baryons

The simplest possible systems that can be considered in QCD are heavy
quarkonia and triply-heavy baryons. Thus, we simplify the picture by consid-
ering only heavy flavors, and neglecting light quarks. The eigenvalue problem
simplifies enormously choosing the renormalization-group parameter in the
following region

mQ � λ� ΛQCD , (12)

where mQ is the quark mass. The fact that λ is much larger than ΛQCD allows
one to keep only the first term in the Hamiltonian expansion in powers of
gt [4]. The condition mQ � λ, on the other hand, makes Fock sectors with
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extra quark-antiquark pairs strongly suppressed by RGPEP form factors and
they can be neglected. However, sectors with more gluons cannot be neglected,
since they are massless, and many of them can be produced without adding
much to the invariant mass of a system. We cannot deal with infinitely many
Fock sectors of gluons. To address this problem, we drop all the sectors with
more than one gluon and account for their absence by introducing a gluon
mass ansatz in the sector QtQ̄tGt for mesons and QtQtQtGt for baryons [8,
9]. Thus, our gluon mass ansatz accounts for all possible non-Abelian effects
that we cannot take into account explicitly. Higher-order calculations should
be able to replace such an ansatz by elements of the theory.

The triply-heavy baryon bound-state problem with two Fock sectors (i.e.
in the second order in the RGPEP) and gluon mass ansatz is (cf. [8] and [9]
for more details):{[

(Ht 0 + µ2
t ) gHt1

gHt1 (Ht 0 + g2Ht2)

]
− E

}[
|3QtGt〉
|3Qt〉

]
= 0 . (13)

where µ2
t is the gluon-mass operator, which acts on the QtQtQtGt sector. We

assume that the mass ansatz depends on the relative motion of the gluon with
respect to the quarks in that sector.

Since we consider only terms up to second order in powers of the coupling
constant in the effective Hamiltonian, the approximate eigenvalue problem
Eq. (13) can be reduced to the sector with no gluons [14]. Matrix elements
after the reduction are

〈l|Heff t|r〉 (14)

= 〈l|
[
Ht0 + g2Ht2 +

1

2
gHt1

(
1

El −Ht0 − µ2
t

+
1

Er −Ht0 − µ2
t

)
gHt1

]
|r〉 .

where left (l) and right (r) states are both in the 3Qt sector and Hf |l〉 = El|l〉
and Hf |r〉 = Er|r〉, where Hf is the free term of the Hamiltonian, which does
not depend on the coupling constant.

4 Result: Coulomb and harmonic-oscillator potentials

The effective front-form eigenvalue equation for baryons has the following
structure

Heff t|3Qt〉 =
M2 + P⊥2

P+
|3Qt〉 , (15)

where the state |3Qt〉 is defined as

|3Qt〉 =

∫
123

P+δ̃P.123 ψt(123)
εc1c2c3√

6
b†t 1b

†
t 2b
†
t 3|0〉 . (16)

where the spin-momentum wave function, ψt(123) is multiplied by the color
factor εc1c2c3/

√
6. We have used the shortcut notation δ̃P.123 = 2(2π)3δ3(P −
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p1 + p2 − p3) for the delta function of momentum conservation. Details of the
structure of the effective Hamiltonian can be found in [9].

In the non-relativistic limit, the expressions of the interaction potentials
and mass functions simplify enormously. To define this limit we introduce
variables defined in [15,16],

K⊥12 =

√
x1 + x2

6x1x2
κ⊥12 , Kz

12 =

√
x1 + x2

6x1x2

x1 − x2

x1 + x2
mQ , (17)

Q⊥12 =

√
2/9

x3(1− x3)
κ⊥3 , Qz12 =

√
2/9

x3(1− x3)
(3x3 − 1)mQ . (18)

where κ⊥12 is the relative transverse momentum of particle 1 with respect to
particle 2, κ⊥3 is the relative transverse momentum of particle 3 with respect
to particles 1 and 2, and x1, x2, x3 are longitudinal momentum fractions
xi = p+

i /P
+ of particles i = 1, 2, and 3, respectively. In the nonrelativistic

approximation the eigenvalue equation can be written in the form[
K12

2

2µ12
+

Q3
2

2µ3(12)
−B + 3

δm2
1 t

2mQ

]
ψt(123)

+
∑
σ1′σ2′

∫
d3K ′12

(2π)3
[ft 12.1′2′V 12

C,BF +W 12]ψt(1
′2′3)

+
∑
σ2′σ3′

∫
d3K ′23

(2π)3
[ft 23.2′3′V 23

C,BF +W 23]ψt(12′3′)

+
∑
σ3′σ1′

∫
d3K ′31

(2π)3
[ft 31.3′1′V 31

C,BF +W 31]ψt(1
′23′) = 0 , (19)

whereB is the binding energy; V ijC,BF = VC,BF (Kij ,K
′
ij ) andW ij = W (Kij−

K′ij ) are, respectively, the Coulomb term with Breit-Fermi (BF) corrections
and the additional interaction resulting from the gluon mass ansatz. µ12 =
mQ/2, µ3(12) = 2mQ/3 are the reduced masses. Both V and W are similar to
the ones in the quarkonium case [8].

VC,BF (K,K′) = −2

3
g2 1

∆K2
(1 +BF ) , (20)

W (∆K) = −2

3
g2

[
1

(∆Kz)2
− 1

∆K2

]
µ2

µ2 +∆K2
exp

[
−2tm2

Q

∆K4

(∆Kz)2

]
(21)

where ∆K = K−K′ and the RGPEP form factor is

ft ij.i′j′ = exp
{
−16t[K2

ij − (K′ij)
2]2
}
. (22)

We assume now that the mass ansatz µ2 dominates ∆K2 in the relevant in-

tegration range, then µ2

µ2+∆K2 ≈ 1, and the wave function can be expanded
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in a Taylor series in such a way that the resulting potential that corrects the
Coulomb term is a harmonic oscillator one, with oscillator frequencies

ωbaryon =

√
3

2

√
α

18
√

2π

λ3

m2
Q

. (23)

The result of quarkonia and triply heavy baryons differ by a factor
√

3/2, in
such a way that ω2

baryon/ω
2
meson = 3/4.

5 Numerical studies

To provide numerical results for heavy quarkonia and baryons, we need to
estimate the values of α, mc, and mb. Although the RGPEP is defined to
provide an exact effective Hamiltonian independent of the scale parameter λ,
the second-order approximation results in a certain λ-dependence, which is
negligible in a window of values of λ (cf. Figures in Refs. [17,18]).

We assume that the scale parameter is proportional to the coupling con-
stant and the quark mass, λ ∼

√
αmQ. In this way, if α is sufficiently small,

the assumption satisfies our hierarchy of scales Eq. (12) and, for the quark-
antiquark system λ � kB ∼ αµ, where kB is the Bohr momentum and µ is
the quark reduced mass. This ensures that the RGPEP form factors are ap-
proximately 1 and do not influence significantly the eigenvalue problem1 [9].
Furthermore, the fact that λ is proportional to

√
α makes the resulting hadron

binding energies proportional to α2, in analogy to QED [19]. In fact, the har-
monic oscillator frequencies obtained from QCD are expected to be compara-
ble in size with the strong-interaction Rydberg-like constant R = µ(4α/3)2/2,
since the low-mass quarkonium spectra can be characterized as intermediate
between the Coulomb and the oscillator spectra [20].

Several simplifications are taken into account in this pilot application of our
method. The numerical sketch we provide yields approximate results restricted
to the low-mass hadron spectrum. In this numerical sketch, we estimate the
Coulomb effects in first-order perturbation theory around the oscillator solu-
tion. Therefore, we consider only the diagonal matrix elements of the Coulomb
potential in the basis of harmonic oscillator wave functions, since the effects of
the non-diagonal ones are relatively small and do not change significantly the
lowest-mass heavy-baryon spectrum. In particular, those effects are smaller
than the effects due to spin-dependent interactions, which we neglect (yet we
include the effects of the Pauli exclusion principle).

1 Note that form factors are necessary in higher-order calculations since they regulate
terms that otherwise would be divergent.
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5.1 Adjustment of parameters

The coupling constant α depends on the scale parameter λ in the following
way [4]:

α =

[
β0 log

(
λ2

ΛQCD

)]−1

(24)

with β0 = (33 − 2nf )/(12π). We take nf = 2, for two heavy flavors, b and c,
though the result does not change significantly for nf in the range up to 5.
The value of ΛQCD = 371 MeV is imposed by the fact that α = 0.1181 for
λ = MZ = 91.1876 GeV.

Quark masses, mb and mc, and the renormalization group parameter λ are
determined by the fit of computed heavy quarkonia spectra to the known ex-
perimental ones. The numerical results of this fitting are given in Appendix A.
Hence, our estimates of the baryon masses are predictions without any free
parameters.

We would like to point out that our estimates are in a primitive stage
of development. However, obtained results in this crude approximation are
in surprisingly good agreement with other long-standing and widely used ap-
proaches. The purpose of this preliminary study is to find out whether the
oscillator terms that follow from the assumption of gluon mass are capable of
reproducing a good approximation to the heavy hadron spectrum. This would
motivate higher-order studies in our perturbative expansion Eq. (7), to provide
a theoretical explanation of the gluon-mass generation.

Therefore, we ignore Breit-Fermi spin interactions and estimate Coulomb
effects by evaluating the expectation values of the corresponding interaction
terms in the oscillator eigenstates. In this paper we select the most remarkable
results and present them in Table 1 and Figure 1.

6 Analysis of results

The notation used is the following. State 0ω is the ground state of the system,
while state 1ω is the first (orbitally) excited state. States called A, B, C,
and D in bbb and ccc refer to the second excitation of the harmonic oscillator
with excitation energy 2ω (with ω ≡ ωbaryon) above the ground state. They
are mixtures of radial and orbital excitations and their masses differ due to
different expectation values of the Coulomb potential.

The values of masses obtained for bbb and ccc baryons agree well with
model calculations [21,22,23,24,25,26,27] including quark-diquark [28] and
hypercentral approximations [29,30], Regge phenomenology [31,32], bag mod-
els [33,34,35], pNRQCD [36], sum rules [37,38,39,40], Dyson-Schwinger ap-
proach [41] and lattice studies [42,43,44,45,46,47,48].
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Fig. 1 Graphical representation of mass spectra for all bbb and ccc states up to second band
of harmonic oscillators.

We remark the comparison of the ground state of ccc, for which different lat-
tice approaches yield values between 4733 to 4796 MeV. Our result, 4797 MeV,
differs by 29 MeV from the average result, 4768 MeV, which corresponds to
the 0.6%. In the case of the ground state of bbb, we obtain 14347 MeV, as
compared with the lattice result of 14369 MeV, a difference of 23 MeV, 0.2%.
Concerning mass splittings, we differ in about 10% with lattice results pro-
vided in [43] for bbb states, and in 20% with lattice results [45] for the case
of ccc states. Analysis of results for states bbc and ccb is not presented in
this document. The reader is invited to consult the detailed analysis provided
in [9].

It is surprising that this preliminary approximation of our RGPEP method
with no free parameters, after fitting quark masses and scale to heavy quarko-
nia spectra, produces similar splittings to those obtained from advanced cal-
culations.
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Table 1 Masses in MeV for all bbb and ccc states up to the second excited band of the
harmonic oscillator.

bbb-states

JP Name Mass

1/2+ B1/2+ 14885

C1/2+ 14896

3/2+ 0ω 14347
A3/2+ 14832

C3/2+ 14896

D3/2+ 14917

5/2+ C5/2+ 14896

D5/2+ 14917

7/2+ C7/2 14896

1/2− 1ω 14645

3/2− 1ω 14645

ccc-states

JP Name Mass

1/2+ B1/2+ 5350

C1/2+ 5358

3/2+ 0ω 4797
A3/2+ 5309

C3/2+ 5358

D3/2+ 5374

5/2+ C5/2+ 5358

D5/2+ 5374

7/2+ C7/2 5358

1/2− 1ω 5103

3/2− 1ω 5103

7 Conclusion

The effective Hamiltonian for heavy quarkonia and triply-heavy baryons de-
rived in the second-order of our RGPEP with gluon-mass ansatz leads to
baryon mass spectra that are comparable with the expectation obtained from
other approaches to physics of bbb and ccc.

The considered method is invariant under boosts and in principle appears
capable of providing a relativistic description of hadrons in terms of a small
number of effective constituents, with suitably adjusted size. Therefore, an
extension to higher-order calculations appears worth doing. A fourth-order
calculation is needed to verify if the introduced gluon-mass ansatz provides
an adequate representation of the gluon dynamics in the presence of heavy
quarks. Furthermore, such calculations are also needed in the study of spin
splittings and rotational symmetry. As a remark, it should be pointed out
that the ratio

√
8/6 of harmonic oscillator frequencies in heavy quarkonia and

baryons is close to the ratio
√

8/5 obtained for u and d quarks in constituent
models using the gluon condensate. This suggests studying if the RGPEP for-
malism can be applied also to light hadrons as built from constituent quarks
and massive gluons. Even in the heavy-quarks case, the effective oscillator po-
tential provides simple wave functions that can be used in relativistic processes
involving heavy hadrons.
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A Masses of quarks and other parameters

Quark masses and scale parameters are calculated using a fit to the masses of Υ (1S), Υ (2S),
and χb1(1P ) for bottomonia and J/ψ, ψ(2S) and χc1(1P ) for charmonia. Results of the fit
yield:

mb = 4698 MeV and λbb̄ = 4258 MeV , (25)

mc = 1460 MeV and λcc̄ = 1944 MeV , (26)

These values are associated, respectively, with

α(λbb̄) = 0.2664 and ωbb̄ = 268.8 MeV , (27)

α(λcc̄) = 0.3926 and ωcc̄ = 321.6 MeV . (28)
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4. Maŕıa Gómez-Rocha and Stanis law D. G lazek. Phys. Rev., D92(6):065005, 2015.
5. Stanislaw D. Glazek. Phys. Rev., D85:125018, 2012.
6. Stanislaw D. Glazek. Phys. Rev., D87(12):125032, 2013.
7. Stanis law D. G lazek. Elementary example of exact effective-Hamiltonian computation.

Phys. Rev. D, 103(1):014021, 2021.
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Parameter space for testable leptogenesis a

Yannis Georis
Centre for Cosmology, Particle Physics and Phenomenology, Université catholique de Louvain,

Louvain-la-Neuve B-1348, Belgium

Extending the Standard Model with right-handed neutrinos provides a minimal explanation for
both light neutrino masses (through the type-I seesaw mechanism) and the baryon asymmetry
of our universe (through leptogenesis). We map here for the first time the range of heavy
neutrino mixing angle consistent with both neutrino masses and leptogenesis in a scenario with
3 generations of right-handed neutrinos with Majorana masses between 50 MeV and 70 TeV.
Due to the presence of a third degree of freedom that remains much more feebly coupled to the
Standard Model thermal bath, we observe that the parameter space is much larger compared
to the minimal scenario with 2 generations. This greatly enhances the testability prospects for
low-scale leptogenesis and, in the most optimistic scenario, would allow experimentalists not
only to discover right-handed neutrinos but also to perform consistency checks of the model.

1 Introduction

While the Standard Model (SM) has been extremely successful over the past few decades, there
remains some observations that it cannot account for. Among those are the light neutrino
masses but also the absence in the present universe of anti-baryons in sizeable quantity. The
latter asymmetry is usually parameterised by the baryon-to-entropy ratio 2 at the CMB epoch

YB,obs =
nB − nB̄

s
= (8.66± 0.05) · 10−11. (1)

While the Standard Model can qualitatively explain the presence of a baryon asymmetry (BAU),
it does not provide enough CP-violation 3,4 and deviation from thermal equilibrium 5 to explain
it quantitatively. As we will see in the next sections, in addition to explaining light neutrino
masses, right-handed neutrinos (RHN) can also provide the necessary additional sources of CP-
violation and deviation from thermal equilibrium.

2 Low-scale seesaw and leptogenesis

Given that right-handed neutrinos are singlets under all gauge interactions, the most general
renormalisable Lagrangian that can be written using only SM fields and right-handed neutrinos
νR is given by the type-I seesaw Lagrangian

LI = LSM + ν̄Ri/∂νR − Fαi l̄LαΦ̃νRi −
1

2
ν̄cRiMMijνRj + h.c. (2)

MM is the Majorana mass matrix for right-handed neutrinos while F is the matrix of Yukawa
couplings between the left-handed doublets lL and the right-handed neutrinos and Φ̃ = iσ2Φ∗,

aContribution to the 2023 Electroweak session of the 57th Rencontres de Moriond based on the results from
Ref. 1.
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Φ being the Higgs field. Below the electroweak symmetry breaking, Φ gets a non-zero vacuum
expectation value v and a diagonalisation of the mass term leads to the presence of light and
heavy neutrinos, ν and N , whose mass is given at tree level by

mν = −v2FM−1
M F t and MN = MM +

1

2

(
θ†θMM +M t

Mθ
tθ∗
)
, (3)

where θ is the heavy neutrino mixing angle defined as vFM−1
M . From Eq. (3), we can deduce

that one needs at least n = 2 generations of right-handed neutrinos to explain the two observed
non-zero light neutrino masses. Many experiments, both at colliders or fixed target, are currently
searching for such new particles. One usually expresses experimental sensitivities in terms of
the heavy neutrino interaction strength with the Standard Model flavour α, U2

α, or its total
interaction strength U2 defined as

U2
α =

3∑
i=1

|θαi|2 =
(
θθ†
)
αα

and U2 =
∑

α=e,µ,τ

U2
α. (4)

On the cosmology frontier, right-handed neutrinos could hold the key for matter-genesis. In
the minimal vanilla scenario of thermal leptogenesis 6, C- and CP-violation are provided by the
decays of heavy neutrinos during their freeze-out. However, although appealing, this scenario
can only work for large heavy neutrino masses 7 M & 109 GeV, untestable at present-day
experiments. Motivated by testability prospects, models with relatively low RHN masses have
been developed over the past 30 years for which tiny mass splittings enhance the CP-violation
(resonant leptogenesis 8) or where the baryon asymmetry is instead produced during the RHN
freeze-in by CP-violating RHN oscillations (leptogenesis from neutrino oscillations 9). While
initially considered as two distinct mechanisms, a unified description of these two scenarios was
recently presented in Ref. 10, see Eq. (1) in the latter reference for the set of equations describing
the time evolution of RHN densities and SM lepton asymmetries.

3 Viable parameter space for the 3 generations scenario

Since RHNs are gauge singlets, their number of generations is in principle not restricted. While
the minimal scenario n = 2 has been already extensively studied 10,11,12,13, a comprehensive
study of the parameter space for the case with three heavy neutrinos had yet to be performed
which was the main focus of this work. Albeit less minimal, such a scenario can be motivated in
the context of flavour symmetries or of SM gauge extensions, see e.g. the Left-Right Symmetric
Model, where anomaly cancellation requires n = 3. We solved the RHN evolution equations for
two types of initial conditions: 1) Vanishing initial conditions where heavy neutrinos are initially
absent from the thermal bath and are only produced through their Yukawa couplings to SM
neutrinos 2) Thermal initial conditions where heavy neutrinos are in thermal equilibrium at early
time. The latter choice is well motivated in the context of SM gauge extensions. Indeed, while
we remain here agnostic about a possible UV completion of the Lagrangian (2), it is conceivable
that right-handed neutrinos would have at high temperature gauge interactions that would bring
them in thermal equilibrium before the typical temperature scale of leptogenesis. Solving the
RHN evolution equations, displayed in e.g. Ref. 10, for RHN masses b between 50 MeV and 70
TeV, we mapped the experimentally accessible parameter space consistent with neutrino masses
and leptogenesis. Our results are shown in Fig. 1, our main findings being the following:

1. The range of heavy neutrino mixing angle U2 for which leptogenesis is viable is larger by
several orders of magnitude compared to the results for n = 2, compare with e.g. Fig. 1
in Ref. 10. Many experiments, already running (e.g. NA62, CMS, Atlas, ...) or planned
to happen in the near-future (e.g. HL-LHC, DUNE, ...), are expected to probe large part

bSince we search to identify the largest and smallest U2, we take the RHN mass splittings to be small ∆M
M̄

< 0.1.
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Figure 1: We here show the viable parameter space in the M̄ − U2 plane. Both light neutrino
masses and the BAU for vanishing (thermal) initial conditions are reproduced within the con-
tinuous (dotted) black lines. The left (right) panel displays the results for a lightest neutrino
mass mlightest = 0 eV (= 0.1 eV). Experimental lines are displayed for a RHN coupling to muon
only. Figures taken from Ref. 1.

of this parameter space in the low mass regime. In the most optimistic scenario where
the heavy neutrino mixing angle would lie just below the experimental limit, one could
potentially observe thousands of RHNs at the HL-LHC such that one could e.g. measure
the branching ratio of RHN to each SM flavour with enough accuracy 14 to perform a
consistency check of RHN as sources for the light neutrino masses and the BAU.

2. For thermal initial conditions, leptogenesis works for heavy neutrino masses much below
the electroweak scale, as low as 1.7 GeV.

3. The range of mixing angle consistent with leptogenesis depends on the value of mlightest.
For large mlightest, the parameter space is slightly reduced albeit large mixing angles remain
allowed.

4. We observe a dip in the parameter space at around M̄ ∼ 100 GeV for mlightest = 0.1
eV where there is a shift between a regime where most of the BAU is produced during
freeze-in to a regime where most of the BAU is produced during freeze-out.

These features can be explained by realising that the third (additional) degree of freedom remains
much more decoupled compared to the first two as it does not have to contribute sizeably to
the light neutrino masses. In the context of freeze-in leptogenesis, this in particular implies
that it can remain out of equilibrium for a very long period of time and only equilibrate at
the sphaleron freeze-out temperature. The BAU would then also be produced right before the
sphaleron freeze-out and avoid washout. An illustration of this effect is displayed in Fig. 2.

In the context of freeze-out leptogenesis, having a third decoupled heavy neutrino enhances
the deviation from thermal equilibrium and, therefore, the BAU production remains efficient
even for relativistic RHNs. Finally, given that Yukawa couplings are proportional to the light
neutrino mass spectrum, the coupling of the third heavy neutrino is directly proportional to the
lightest neutrino mass mlightest. The third heavy neutrino is therefore more strongly coupled for
mlightest = 0.1 eV and this suppresses the BAU production at large mixing angles, explaining
observation n°3.
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Abstract

We investigate vacuum stability and Q-ball formation in the Type II seesaw model by consid-
ering the effective potential for scalar fields, taking into account renormalization effects. We
find that the quartic coupling for the triplet Higgs can vanish at a high energy scale, creating a
flat direction where Q-ball formation can occur. If Q-balls are produced, they eventually decay
into leptons via neutrino Yukawa couplings with the triplet Higgs. If this decay occurs above
the electroweak scale, the leptogenesis scenario can work, and the baryon number is produced
via the sphaleron effect. We show that there are parameter regions where the above scenario
occurs, taking into account phenomenological constraints.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics has been a successful theory for over four decades.

However, it is still incomplete and some of the most crucial questions in particle physics today,

such as the origin of neutrino masses and the nature of dark matter, are not addressed by the

SM. The Seesaw mechanism is one of the most widely studied extensions of the SM that can

address the neutrino mass problem. The mechanism proposes the addition of a heavy particle

spectrum, which can explain the smallness of the observed neutrino masses via a suppression

factor proportional to the inverse of their mass scale. There are three types of the Seesaw mode,

I [1, 2, 3], II [4, 5, 6, 7], III [8].

The type II Seesaw model is a particular extension of the Seesaw mechanism that introduces

a scalar triplet. This model can explain the smallness of neutrino masses through a combination

of the Seesaw mechanism and the triplet vacuum expectation value. The scalar triplet can

interact with the SM Higgs boson and potentially affect its stability. In Ref. [9], they studied

the vacuum stability of the SM Higgs potential in the type II Seesaw model and found that

a large coupling between the SM Higgs and the triplet Higgs is required to ensure vacuum

stability. In addition, the neutrino sector and baryon asymmetry of the universe may be

related via leptogenesis in this model. However, it was shown that the thermal leptogenesis

scenario does not work in the minimal Type II Seesaw model [10, 11].

One possible solution to this problem is the formation of Q-balls [12], which are non-

topological solitons that can arise in scalar field theories with a conserved global charge. In

the context of the Seesaw mechanism, Q-balls can form from the coherent oscillations of the

triplet Higgs, which carries the lepton number. If Q-balls are produced, they eventually decay

into leptons via neutrino Yukawa couplings with the triplet Higgs. If this decay occurs above

the electroweak scale, the leptogenesis scenario can work, and the baryon number is produced

via the sphaleron effect. There has been considerable interest in the formation of Q-balls in

the context of the type II Seesaw model. To achieve the Q-balls formation, the scalar po-

tential should have a flat direction. In non-supersymmetric models, it is not easy to have a

flat direction in scalar potentials. In Ref. [13], they examined the type II Seesaw model with

non-minimal couplings to gravity, and the flat direction is obtained since the triplet Higgs is

assumed as a component of inflation, whose potential must be very flat to achieve the inflation.

In this paper, we consider the vacuum stability and Q-ball formations in the type II Seesaw

model with a scalar triplet taking account of the renormalization effects. If the neutrino Yukawa

coupling is sufficiently large, the self-coupling of the triplet Higgs can vanish at a high energy

scale due to the renormalization effects and the flat direction appears along to the triplet Higgs

directions. We consider the effective potential improved by renormalization group equations
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(RGEs) at the one-loop level and investigate the vacuum stability. We find parameter regions

where the self-coupling of the triplet Higgs vanishes taking account of various phenomenological

constraints.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we describe the type II Seesaw

model and its scalar sector. In Section III, we discuss the effective potential and vacuum

stability. In Section IV, we show the numerical results. Finally, we summarize our conclusions

in Section VI.

2 Type II Seesaw Model

We consider the minimal type-II seesaw model where an SU(2)L triplet scalar field ∆ with

hypercharge 1 is introduced in addition to the SM fields. The triplet field ∆ can be parametrized

as follows,

∆ =
σi

√
2
∆i =

(

δ+/
√
2 δ++

δ0 −δ+/
√
2

)

. (1)

Here ∆1 = (δ++ + δ0)/
√
2, ∆2 = i(δ++ − δ0)/

√
2, ∆3 = δ+. The Yukawa interactions for this

model are given by

LY = LSM
Y − 1√

2
(Y∆)ij L

T

i Ciσ2∆Lj +H.c. , (2)

where Li are the left-handed lepton doublets and C is the Dirac charge conjugation matrix

with respect to the Lorentz group. The scalar potential can be written by

V(Φ,∆) = −m2
ΦΦ

†Φ +
λ

2
(Φ†Φ)2 +M2

∆Tr(∆
†∆) +

λ1

2

[

Tr(∆†∆)
]2

+
λ2

2

(

[

Tr(∆†∆)
]2 − Tr

[

(∆†∆)2
]

)

+ λ4(Φ
†Φ)Tr(∆†∆) + λ5Φ

†[∆†,∆]Φ

+

(

Λ6√
2
ΦTiσ2∆

†Φ+ H.c.

)

, (3)

where Φ is the SM Higgs doublet. The triplet Higgs can carry the lepton number of −2 and this

potential contains a rich structure that allows for a variety of phenomena, such as electroweak

symmetry breaking, neutrino mass generation, and the formation of Q-balls.

We consider the parameter regions with m2
Φ > 0 to achieve the electroweak symmetry

breaking. At the potential minimum, the masses of Φ and ∆ are given by

m2
Φ =

1

2
λv2 − Λ6v∆ +

1

2
(λ4 − λ5)v

2
∆, (4)

M2
∆ =

1

2

Λ6v
2

v∆
− 1

2
(λ4 − λ5)v

2 − 1

2
λ1v

2
∆, (5)
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where v = 246 GeV is the VEV of the SM Higgs and v∆ is the VEV of neutral components of

∆. In the limit v∆ ≪ v, v∆ can be written by

v∆ ≈ λ6M∆v
2

2M2
∆ + v2(λ4 − λ5)

, (6)

where we define λ6 ≡ Λ6/M∆. From the Eq.(2) the neutrino mass matrix is given by

(Mν)ij = v∆(Y∆)ij ≈
λ6M∆v

2

2M2
∆ + v2(λ4 − λ5)

(Y∆)ij , (7)

The magnitude of the triplet VEV is constrained by both theoretical and experimental

considerations. The theoretical lower bound on the triplet VEV is O(10−2) eV, since the

Yukawa coupling should be less than O(1) from the perturbativity bound. On the other hand,

the upper bound on the triplet VEV is obtained by the ρ parameter, the current experimental

data implies that v∆ . 5 GeV [9]. Therefore the allowed range is roughly given by

10−2 eV . v∆ . 5 GeV. (8)

3 Vacuum stability and Q-ball formation

Let us investigate the vacuum stability in the Type II Seesaw model. To study the vacuum

stability of the scalar potential, we consider the effective potential improved by RGEs at the

one-loop level [14, 15], which is written by

V(eff)(Φ,∆) = −m
′2
Φ (t)Φ

†Φ +
λ′(t)

2
(Φ†Φ)2 +M

′2
∆ (t)Tr(∆†∆) +

λ′
1(t)

2

[

Tr(∆†∆)
]2

+
λ′
2(t)

2

(

[

Tr(∆†∆)
]2 − Tr

[

(∆†∆)2
]

)

+ λ′
4(t)(Φ

†Φ)Tr(∆†∆) + λ′
5(t)Φ

†[∆†,∆]Φ

+

(

Λ′
6(t)√
2

ΦTiσ2∆
†Φ+ H.c.

)

, (9)

where the effective masses and couplings are given by

m
′2
Φ(t) = m2

ΦG
2
Φ(t), λ′(t) = λG4

Φ(t)

M
′2
∆ (t) = M2

∆G
2
∆(t), λ′

1(t) = λ1G
4
∆(t), λ′

2(t) = λ2G
4
∆(t),

λ′
4(t) = λ4G

2
Φ(t)G

2
∆(t), λ′

5(t) = λ5G
2
Φ(t)G

2
∆(t), Λ′

6(t) = Λ6G
2
Φ(t)G∆(t). (10)

Here t = log(Φ/M) with a renormalization scale M and

Gi(t) = exp

[

−
∫ t

0

dt′γi(t
′)

]

, (i = Φ,∆), (11)

4



where γΦ and γ∆ are the anomalous dimensions for Φ and ∆, respectively. The one-loop beta

functions of coupling constants are given in [9]

16π2βλ = λ

[

12λ−
(

9

5
g21 + 9g22

)

+ 12y2t

]

+
9

4

(

3

25
g41 +

2

5
g21g

2
2 + g42

)

+ 6λ2
4 + 4λ2

5 − 12y4t ,

16π2βλ1
= λ1

[

14λ1 + 4λ2 −
(

36

5
g21 + 24g22

)

+ 4tr [S∆]

]

+
108

25
g41 +

72

5
g21g

2
2 + 18g42

+ 2λ2
2 + 4λ2

4 + 4λ2
5 − 8tr

[

S2
∆

]

,

16π2βλ2
= λ2

[

12λ1 + 3λ2 −
(

36

5
g21 + 24g22

)

+ 4tr [S∆]

]

− 144

5
g21g

2
2 + 12g42 − 8λ2

5 + 8tr
[

S2
∆

]

,

16π2 βλ4
= λ4

[

6λ+ 8λ1 + 2λ2 + 4λ4 −
(

9

2
g21 +

33

2
g22

)

+ 6y2t + 2tr [S∆]

]

+
27

25
g41 + 6g42 + 8λ2

5 − 4tr
[

S2
∆

]

,

16π2βλ5
= λ5

[

2λ+ 2λ1 − 2λ2 + 8λ4 −
(

9

2
g21 +

33

2
g22

)

+ 6y2t + 2tr [S∆]

]

− 18

5
g21g

2
2 + 4tr

[

S2
∆

]

,

16π2βS∆
= S∆

[

6S∆ − 3

(

3

5
g21 + 3g22

)

+ 2tr[S∆]

]

, (12)

where we define S∆ = Y †
∆Y∆. Using these RGEs, we can determine whether any of the couplings

become negative, indicating vacuum instability. In the case of the Type II Seesaw model, it

is known that the quartic coupling λ∆ can become negative at high energy scales, leading to

potential instability. Therefore, it is important to study the vacuum stability of the scalar

potential in this model, in order to determine the allowed range of parameter values that lead

to a stable vacuum.

It is known that the current experimental values of the SM parameters suggest that the Higgs

vacuum is only metastable in the SM, which can be seen in the running of the renormalization

group equations of the Higgs quartic coupling in the SM. In the Type II Seesaw model, the

necessary and sufficient conditions for the vacuum stability is givey by [16]

λ ≥ 0, λ1 ≥ 0, 2λ1 + λ2 ≥ 0,

λ4 + λ5 +
√

λλ1 ≥ 0, λ4 + λ5 +

√

λ

(

λ1 +
λ2

2

)

≥ 0,

λ4 − λ5 +
√

λλ1 ≥ 0, λ4 − λ5 +

√

λ

(

λ1 +
λ2

2

)

≥ 0. (13)

It was shown that a sufficient coupling between the SM Higgs and the triplet Higgs ensures
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vacuum stability up to the Planck scale [9]. We focus on the parameter regions where λ1

vanishes at a high energy scale and the flat direction appears along the triplet Higgs.

4 Numerical Results

We consider the vacuum stability by solving the RGEs numerically. For the input values of the

SM parameters, we use the following experimental data [17].

mt = 172.76± 0.30 GeV. (14)

mh = 125.25± 0.17 GeV. (15)

αs(MZ) = 0.1179± 0.0009. (16)

With the SM model inputs, we solve the 1-loop RGEs in the SM up to the scale M∆ and solve

the 1-loop RGEs in the Type II seesaw model above this scale. For the neutrino parameters,

we use the experimental data [18],

sin2 θ12 = 0.304+0.013
−0.012, ∆m21 = 7.42+0.21

−0.20 × 10−5eV2, (17)

sin2 θ13 = 0.570+0.018
−0.024, ∆m32 = 2.514+0.028

−0.027 × 10−3eV2, (18)

sin2 θ13 = 0.02221+0.000068
−0.00062 , δCP = 195◦+51

−25 , (19)

and mν1 = 0.

We have searched the parameter regions where λ1 vanishes at a high energy scale while

other quartic couplings are positive to ensure the vacuum stability in Eqs.(13). To vanish λ1

at a high energy scale, the beta function should be negative. From the RGEs in Eqs.(12), the

beta function for λ1 can be negative for sufficiently large neutrino Yukawa couplings. However,

the large neutrino Yukawa coupling also gives a negative contribution to the beta function of

λ4. In addition, to avoid the negative λ for the SM Higgs, a sufficiently large λ4 is required.

Unfortunately, we cannot find any parameter regions where λ1 vanishes at a high energy scale

while other quartic couplings are positive. However, we find the parameter regions where λ1

vanishes at a high energy scale and eventually becomes negative at the higher scale while other

quartic couplings are positive up to the Planck scale. As an example, the scale dependence

of the effective couplings is shown in Fig.1. Here we take input values λ1 = λ2 = λ5 = 0.01,

λ4 = 0.45 at µ = M∆ = 10 TeV, and v∆ = 0.059 eV. We can see that λ′
1 decreases monotonically

and becomes negative at µ ≃ 1010 GeV. On the other hand, λ′ has a local minimum around

µ ≃ 108 GeV. This arises because the top Yukawa coupling only affects the beta function of λ

and not λ1.
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Figure 1: The scale dependence of effective quartic couplings. We take λ4 = 0.45 and λ1 = λ2

= λ5 = 0.01 at µ = M∆ = 104 GeV and v∆ = 0.059 eV.

Since λ′
1 vanishes at a scale µ ∼ 1010 GeV, the flat direction for the triplet Higgs appears

around this scale. However, the λ′
1 becomes negative above this scale, which leads to an

unbounded potential. To stabilize the potential, we assume that there are higher dimensional

operators, such as (cn/M)[Tr(∆†∆)]n with cn > 0. The flat direction for the triplet Higgs has

the lepton numbers and the Q-ball with lepton numbers can form. The detailed calculation of

Q-ball formation is beyond the scope of this paper. If Q-balls are formed, they can decay by

the triplet Yukawa coupling, and lepton asymmetry is generated in the SM sector. If this scale

is above the electroweak scale, the leptogenesis occurs by the sphaleron effect.

It is known that there are constraints from washout processes in the Type II seesaw

model[13]. At the beginning of the radiation epoch, the triplet Higgs rapidly thermalizes due

to a large reheating temperature in this scenario, which requires considering possible washout

processes. The first requirement is that the process LL ↔ HH is never in thermal equilibrium,

and the limit on the triplet Higgs mass is

m∆ < 1012 GeV for mν = 0.05eV. (20)

The other dangerous processes are LL ↔ ∆ and HH ↔ ∆, which must not co-exist, In order

to realize this condition

v∆ . 10−5GeV
( m∆

1TeV

)−1/2

(21)
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The lepton flavor violating (LFV) decays can be generated in the Type II Seesaw model and

can be constrained by various LFV experiments, such as µ → eγ, µ → 3e decays. In particular,

the µ → 3e decay is generated by the doubly-charged Higgs boson H++ diagrams at the tree

level and the branching ratio is calculated as [19]

B(µ+ → e+e−e+) =
|(Y∆)µe(Y∆)

†
ee|2

4G2
FM

4
H++

, (22)

where the H++ mass is given by

MH++ = M2
∆ +

1

2
(λ4 + λ5)v

2 +
1

2
(λ1 + λ2)v

2
∆. (23)

The current experimental upper bound is obtained as [20]

B(µ+ → e+e−e+) < 1.0× 10−12, (24)

and the bound is expected to reach 5.2× 10−15 at the future experiment [21].

The triplet Higgs mass is directly constrained by collider experiments. The doubly-charged

Higgs boson search at the LHC gives M∆ > 800 GeV [22] and the future 100 TeV collider may

reach to M∆ > 4 TeV [23].

In Fig.2, we show the scatter plot on the M∆-Λ6 plane, in which the λ′
1 vanishes or becomes

negative at a high energy scale and the vacuum stability conditions are satisfied. We set the

input parameters to λ′
1 = λ′

2 = λ′
6 = 0.01, with λ′

1 = 0.45 at µ = M∆ = 104 GeV. We

also impose the perturbativity conditions that all quartic couplings are less than 4π up to the

Planck scale. This figure shows that there are points in small regions near the non-perturbative

Yukawa coupling region and most of the parameter regions have been already excluded by the

current µ → 3e experiment. Moreover, the future µ → 3e can search the remaining points.

5 Summary

We have investigated vacuum stability and Q-ball formation in the Type II seesaw model by

analyzing the RGE-improved effective potential at the 1-loop level. We found that the effective

quartic coupling of the triplet Higgs boson, λ′
1, can vanish if the neutrino Yukawa coupling is

sufficiently large, due to the negative contribution of the Yukawa coupling to the beta function

of λ′
1. Our analysis revealed the existence of parameter regions where λ′

1 can vanish at high

energy scales, while other quartic couplings remain positive. However, above a certain energy

scale, λ′
1 becomes negative, causing the potential to be unbounded below along the triplet

Higgs direction. To avoid this problem, we considered the possibility of introducing higher-

dimensional interactions, which can bound the potential from below. In this case, the potential
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Figure 2: Scatter plots on the M∆-Λ6 plane, in which the λ′
1 vanishes or becomes negative

at a high energy scale and the vacuum stability conditions are satisfied. We take the input
parameters as λ′

1 = λ′
2 = λ′

6 = 0.01 and λ′
1 = 0.45 at µ = M∆ = 104 GeV. We show the excluded

regions by non-perturbativity of the triplet Yukawa couplings, the µ → 3e experiments, the
lepton number washout, and the direct search at the 100 TeV collider.
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becomes very flat along the triplet Higgs direction at λ′
1 ≃ 0, allowing for the formation of

Q-balls with a lepton charge. If Q-balls are produced, they eventually decay into leptons via

neutrino Yukawa couplings with the triplet Higgs. This process can lead to the leptogenesis

scenario if it occurs above the electroweak scale. We showed that there are parameter regions

where the above scenario can occur, taking into account phenomenological constraints. Our

analysis suggests that the allowed parameter regions are within the reach of the future µ → 3e

search experiment.
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Probing the Local Dark Matter Halo with Neutrino Oscillations
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Dark matter particles can form halos gravitationally bound to massive astrophysical objects. The
Earth could have such a halo where depending on the particle mass, the halo either extends beyond
the surface or is confined to the Earth’s interior. We consider the possibility that if dark matter
particles are coupled to neutrinos, then neutrino oscillations can be used to probe the Earth’s dark
matter halo. In particular, atmospheric neutrinos traversing the Earth can be sensitive to a small
size, interior halo, inaccessible by other means. Depending on the halo mass and neutrino energy,
constraints on the dark matter-neutrino couplings are obtained from the halo corrections to the
neutrino oscillations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultra-light scalar or vector bosons are well-motivated
dark matter candidates. These include the QCD axion
(which simultaneously addresses the strong CP problem)
and a massive U(1) gauge boson or “dark photon” [1].
They can form a coherently oscillating background that
accounts for the observed dark matter abundance [2–5].
The interaction of Standard Model states with this back-
ground can lead to a plethora of new phenomena, in-
cluding the time-variation of the fundamental constants
of Nature. This opens up possibilities for dark matter
searches such as, for example, in atomic clock experi-
ments (see [6] for a review).

Furthermore, it is possible for ultra-light particles to
form compact objects bound either by self-gravity and
self-interaction [4, 7–13], or by the background potential
of some astrophysical object [14, 15]. The dark matter
density in such objects can be many orders of magnitude
larger than the average density, thus enhancing the ef-
fects that arise from coupling to Standard Model fields.
In particular, terrestrial experiments may have increased
sensitivity due to the presence of such a local halo, bound
to the Earth or the Sun [14–19].

Once the halo is formed with a particular mass, its
stability can be maintained by the gravitational attrac-
tion of the host object. However, due to the complicated
history of formation, the halo mass cannot be easily de-
termined and therefore, for simplicity, we treat it as a
free parameter, subject to experimental constraints. The
halo size, on the other hand, is determined by the parti-
cle mass, m and the parameters of the host object. For
the Earth, a halo composed of particles with m . 10−9

eV extends beyond the Earth’s radius, thus enabling ex-
periments conducted on the surface and in near orbit to

∗ tgher@umn.edu
† ashkerin@umn.edu

probe it. Instead, for m� 10−9 eV, the halo size is much
smaller than the Earth’s radius, and therefore becomes
much more difficult to detect [14].

In this paper, we study the possibility of using neutri-
nos to probe a local dark matter halo that is either larger
(“big halo”) or smaller (“small halo”) than the Earth.
Neutrino couplings to ultra-light dark matter generally
result in time-varying corrections to the neutrino masses
and mixing angles. They have been studied in the litera-
ture in various terrestrial, astrophysical and cosmological
setups [20–32]. Instead, we will show that the corrections
can be greatly enhanced by the overdensity of dark mat-
ter in the local halo, to the point when they are no longer
small. The non-observation of these effects implies an up-
per bound on the dark matter-neutrino coupling, which
becomes more stringent for heavier halos. Furthermore,
for an Earth halo with m & 10−10 eV, the field compris-
ing the halo oscillates too rapidly for experiments to re-
solve a periodic modulation in the neutrino parameters.
Rather, we will obtain constraints on the dark matter-
neutrino couplings due to the halo, which do not rely on
the non-observation of such a modulation.

The neutrino is a natural, though challenging, way to
measure the internal structure of the Earth (see, e.g.,
[33]), and, in particular, to detect its possible dark mat-
ter halo. For example, an interior dark matter halo can
change the average survival probability of atmospheric
neutrinos passing through it. Thus, with sufficient preci-
sion, one can use neutrinos coming from different direc-
tions to scan the spatial profile of the halo. Depending on
the halo mass and the strength of the neutrino-halo in-
teractions, the inner halo region can cause nonadiabatic
neutrino oscillations. These nonadiabatic effects are due
to the rapid time-variation of the field comprising the
halo; interestingly, they can both enhance and suppress
distortions to the vacuum neutrino oscillations. We will
also see that at sufficiently large neutrino energies, the
magnitude of the deviation from the vacuum oscillation
probability becomes energy-independent.
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We will focus on two-flavour oscillations to compute
these effects for both a big and small halo surrounding
the Earth. For simplicity, we will neglect the MSW ef-
fect on neutrino oscillations in our analysis. We will show
that, unlike the resonant enhancement of oscillations due
to the MSW effect, the halo can induce order-one correc-
tions to the vacuum oscillation probability for a broad
range of neutrino energies.

In Section II, we revisit the properties of a nonrelativis-
tic halo, gravitationally bound by an external body where
we will remain agnostic about the particular halo forma-
tion mechanism. The halo is assumed to comprise of
massive (pseudo)-scalar particles and no self-interaction
or couplings to Standard Model fields (except to the neu-
trino) will be needed to discuss the halo effects. In Sec-
tion III, we calculate the corrections to neutrino oscilla-
tions in the presence of the halo. We consider the cases
when the scalar contributes to the neutrino mass via a
dimension-four Yukawa coupling, or to the neutrino mo-
mentum via a dimension-five derivative coupling. These
couplings naturally arise in DFSZ-type axion models as
well as in flavor-axion models (see, e.g., [34–36]). Next,
in Section IV, we focus on the Earth as the host body and
study the survival probability of neutrinos propagating in
the time- and space-varying halo profile. We study both
the small corrections within perturbation theory and the
adiabatic approximation, as well as nonadiabatic reso-
nance effects.

In Section V we consider a halo made of massive real
vector particles, such as dark photons. We solve the
equations of motion and obtain vector field configura-
tions describing a nonrelativistic, radially-polarised halo,
gravitationally bound to the host body. Under the as-
sumption that the vector field couples to the neutrino
current, we repeat the neutrino oscillations analysis in
the background of the vector halo and obtain constraints
on the coupling parameters. Our concluding remarks are
given in Section VI.

II. LOCAL SCALAR HALO

Consider a free, massive, real scalar field ϕ in the grav-
itational background generated by the host astrophysical
object. In the nonrelativistic, weak-field regime, the line
element, assuming spherical symmetry, takes the form

ds2 = −N(r)c2dt2 +
dr2

N(r)
+ r2dΩ2 ,

N(r) = 1 +
2Φ(r)

c2
,

(1)

where Φ(r) is the Newtonian gravitational potential, and
c is the speed of light. The real scalar field ϕ with mass m
can be decomposed into the nonrelativistic wavefunction

Ψ as 1

ϕ(r, t) =

√
2c

m

(
Ψ(r, t)e−imc

2t + c.c.
)
. (2)

To leading order in c, the equation of motion for ϕ in the
background (1) becomes

iΨ̇(r, t) = − 1

2m
∆Ψ(r, t) +mΦ(r)Ψ(r, t) (3)

where the dot denotes the time derivative. We are inter-
ested in stationary, bound-state, spherically-symmetric
solutions of this equation, Ψ(r, t) = ψ(r)e−iEt where
|E| � mc2 is the nonrelativistic energy. The host as-
trophysical object is assumed to be a sphere of constant
density with mass M and radius R. Introducing the di-
mensionless variables

x = r/R , M = Gm2MR , E = EmR2 , (4)

where G is Newton’s constant, eq. (3) can then be con-
veniently written as

− 1

x2

d

dx

(
x2 dψ

dx

)
+ 2(MΦ̃− E)ψ = 0 , (5)

where

Φ̃(x) =

{
1
2 (x2 − 3) x < 1
− 1
x x > 1

. (6)

The solution ψ(x) to the equation of motion (5) is as-
sumed to be regular at x = 0 and to vanish as x →
∞. Furthermore, requiring that the solution ψ(x) is
smoothly continuous at x = 1 leads to a discrete set
of allowed bound-state energies En, n = 0, 1, 2 . . . . The
solution can be written in terms of the confluent hyper-
geometric functions:

ψn ∝


e−

1
2

√
Mx2×

1F1

(
3
4 (1−

√
M) + |En|

2
√
M , 3

2 ,
√
Mx2

)
x < 1 ,

e−
√

2|En|x U

(
1− M√

2|En|
, 2, 2

√
2|En|x

)
x > 1 .

(7)
For our purposes, the ground state ψ0 with the lowest en-
ergy E0 will be the most relevant solution. The physical
halo size can be defined as ` ≡ Rx`, where x` is the dis-
tance at which the amplitude of the profile (7) decreases
by a factor of 1/e. From the asymptotic behavior of the
functions in the solution (7) we then find

|E0| '
{

1
2M

2
√

2M , x` '
{ 1
M M� 1√

2
M1/4 M� 1

. (8)

1 Note that Ψ(r, t) represents a classical solitonic configuration
(halo). This is ensured by the large occupation number of the
field modes comprising the halo.
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FIG. 1. The size of the Earth’s dark matter halo (in units of
R⊕) as a function of the scalar field mass, m.

In what follows, we will focus on the Earth (with mass
M⊕, radius R⊕) as the host of the dark matter halo.
From eq. (4) we obtain

M'
( m

10−9 eV

)2
(

MR

M⊕R⊕

)
. (9)

Thus,M∼ 1 corresponds to a nano-eV mass, dark mat-
ter particle with a physical halo size ` ∼ R⊕. From eq. (8)
it also follows that

` ∼ R⊕
(

10−9 eV

m

)2

m� 10−9 eV , (10a)

` ∼ R⊕
(

10−9 eV

m

)1/2

m� 10−9 eV . (10b)

This behaviour is illustrated in Fig. 1, which agrees with
the more qualitative analysis of Ref. [14].

When m . 10−10 eV, the halo extends much beyond
the Earth’s radius. In this case, local experiments are not
sensitive to the spatial profile of the halo, and can only
probe the amplitude f0 of the time-variations of the field
ϕ in the halo center. In this paper, we consider a “big”
local halo that extends not far from the Earth’s surface,
corresponding to a mass m ∼ 10−10 eV. This is because
for much smaller masses, the larger size halo (using (10a))
would likely be disrupted by the gravitational pull of the
Sun. Note that the analysis below regarding the neutrino
propagating in a constant-amplitude background is read-
ily applicable to the case when the local halo inhabits the
Solar System and is hosted by the Sun, corresponding to
m . 10−13 eV. The results of the previous studies can
also be adapted to this case [21, 23, 27, 28]. Nevertheless,
our main interest is to explore the sensitivity of terrestrial
experiments to the spatial halo profile, rather than the
background value, for which m & 10−9 eV is an appro-
priate mass range. Interestingly, this includes the QCD
axion mass range 10−12eV . m . 10−3eV corresponding
to axion decay constants 109GeV . fa . 1018GeV.

The halo mass is estimated as Mhalo ∼ `3m2f2
0 , where

f2
0 is proportional to the occupation number of the field

modes comprising the halo and can be very large. If
m ∼ 10−10 eV, most of the halo is located inside the
moon’s orbit, and the constraint onMhalo (and, hence, on
f0) arises from lunar laser ranging, Mhalo . 1016 kg [37].
For small halos ` . R⊕ (m & 10−9 eV), there is no such
constraint, and we will consider Mhalo 6 0.1M⊕ to ensure
that the halo contributes negligibly to the gravitational
potential of the Earth. We will next employ neutrino
interactions to probe both big and small halos.

III. NEUTRINO INTERACTION WITH THE
HALO

We will study the effect on the oscillations of left-
handed active neutrinos ψL from their interactions with
the halo. We will consider two simple scalar-neutrino
interaction terms whose effect can be qualitatively differ-
ent. The first is the dimension-four operator

L4,int = −yhabϕψ̄LaψCLb + h.c. (11)

where ψCLa denotes the charge conjugate, a, b are flavour
indices, hab is a complex and symmetric flavour matrix
whose values are assumed to be of order one, and y is
a small dimensionless coupling. Furthermore, ϕ is the
background halo configuration (2), (7) which we rewrite
as follows (switching to the natural units with c = 1)

ϕ(r, t) = f(r) cos(mt+ δ) , (12)

where δ is the phase of the halo at the moment t = 0 of
neutrino production. The interaction (11) modifies the
dispersion relation of neutrino by shifting the neutrino
mass. Interactions of this type generically arise in DFSZ-
type axion models (see, e.g., [34, 35]).

Another possibility is the dimension-five derivative op-
erator

L5,int = −gab
Λ5

∂µϕ ψ̄Laγ
µψLb , (13)

where Λ5 is the UV scale at which the interaction is gen-
erated. The coupling matrix, gab is Hermitian and we
assume that its values are of order one. Interestingly, ax-
ion models, which address both the axion quality problem
and the flavor hierarchies in the Standard Model, gener-
ate interactions of the type (13) with Λ5 & 1013 GeV [36].
In the background (12), the interaction (13) modifies the
neutrino dispersion relation by shifting the neutrino mo-
mentum. In general, both matrices h, g do not commute
with the neutrino mass matrix in the flavor basis, mν .

We adopt the plane-wave treatment of neutrino oscil-
lations and neglect the effects of neutrino dispersion and
decoherence. The evolution equation for the ultrarela-
tivistic neutrino wavefunction νa in the flavour basis then
takes the form

i
dνa
dz

= Habνb . (14)
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Here z denotes the direction of neutrino propagation, and
the Hamiltonian H is given by

H =
1

2E
U0diag(0,∆m2

0,21, ...)U
†
0 + ∆H , (15)

where E is the mean neutrino energy, U0 is the vacuum
neutrino mixing matrix, ∆m2

0,ij are the mass-squared dif-
ferences, and ∆H depends on the choice of the scalar-
neutrino interaction. In particular, the interaction (11)
results in the following contribution to the Hamiltonian:

∆H4 =
y

E
ϕ(h†mν +m†νh) +

2y2

E
ϕ2h†h , (16)

where ϕ is given in eq. (12).
Next, consider the interaction (13). In the scalar halo

background hosted by the Earth, the temporal compo-
nent of the current in eq. (13) dominates over the gra-
dient part. Indeed, using eq. (12) one can estimate
|∂0ϕ| ∼ mf0, |∇ϕ| ∼ f0/`, and from eq. (10) we ob-
tain m` & 104. Hence, the interaction (13) is analogous
to the MSW effect; it contributes to the Hamiltonian as
follows:

∆H5 =
m

Λ5
gϕ , (17)

where ϕ̇ = mϕ upon shifting the phase. The Hamiltonian
(15) can be written as

H =
1

2E
Udiag(0,∆m2

21, ...)U
† , (18)

where the unitary matrix U diagonalizes the full Hamilto-
nian, and ∆m2

ij are the corresponding z-dependent eigen-
values that have been shifted by the scalar field back-
ground.

Within the adiabatic approximation, the oscillation
probability at the baseline L is given by

Pab(L) =

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

Uai(0)e−
i

2E

∫ L
0

dz m2
i (z)U∗bi(L)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (19)

where z = 0, L are the neutrino production and detec-
tion locations, respectively. For simplicity, we will focus
on two-flavour oscillations. The survival probability for
flavor a is then

Paa(L) =
1

2

{
1 + cos 2θ(0) cos 2θ(L)

+ sin 2θ(0) sin 2θ(L) cos (2Xeff)

}
,

(20)

where Xeff = ∆m2
effL/(4E) and the effective mass-

squared difference is

∆m2
eff =

1

L

∫ L

0

dz∆m2(z) . (21)

In the adiabatic regime, it is useful to expand the oscilla-
tion parameters in (19)-(21) around their vacuum values.

To analyse both types of scalar-neutrino interactions (11)
and (13), we define

β4 ≡
y
∑
mν

2E
, β5 ≡

m

2Λ5
, (22)

where
∑
mν is the sum of the physical active neutrino

masses. Using β � 1 as the perturbative parameter
(where β denotes either β4 or β5), the first three terms in
the expansion of the mixing angle and the mass-squared
difference are:

θ(z) = θ0 + βθ1(z) + β2θ2(z) + ... (23a)

∆m2(z) = ∆m2
0 + β∆m2

1(z) + β2∆m2
2(z) + ... (23b)

Substituting into eq. (18), it is straightforward to obtain

θ1(z) =
Γ(z)

2∆m2
0

Aθ1 , ∆m2
1(z) = Γ(z)Am1 , (24a)

θ2(z) =
Γ2(z)

(2∆m2
0)

2Aθ2 , ∆m2
2(z) =

Γ2(z)

2∆m2
0

Am2 . (24b)

The function Γ(z) ≡ 4Eϕ(r(z), t(z)) depends on the
time- and space-varying halo profile probed by the neu-
trino. For ultrarelativistic neutrinos, t = z and using
eq. (12) we obtain

Γ(z) = 4Ef(z) cos(mz + δ) . (25)

In eq. (24), the dimensionless parameters Aθ,m are of
order one. They depend on the vacuum mixing angle
and the matrix elements, hab, mνab/

∑
mν or gab, for

the interactions (11) or (13), respectively. Their exact
form is not important for the subsequent analysis; for
completeness, we quote them in Appendix A.

IV. NEUTRINO PROPAGATION THROUGH
THE HALO

A. Adiabatic oscillations in the big halo

We start with the big halo case (corresponding to a
halo size l & R⊕) which can be probed with reactor or ac-
celerator neutrinos. For the benchmark value m = 10−10

eV, the background scalar field oscillates too rapidly for
experiments to resolve any periodic modulation in the
neutrino data, and therefore the oscillation probability
should be averaged over the phase δ of the halo,

〈Paa〉δ ≡
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dδ Paa . (26)

For the vacuum neutrino mass-squared difference we take
∆m2

0 = 2.5 × 10−3 eV2, and consider neutrino energies
in the range 1 MeV– 1 GeV that covers both reactor and
accelerator neutrinos.
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FIG. 2. The averaged neutrino survival probability (29) in the
near-constant background, within the validity of perturbation
theory and the adiabatic approximation, as a function ofX0 =
πL/Losc

0 . We assume that the neutrino couples to the halo
via the derivative interaction (13) and take sin2 2θ0 = 0.087,
g11 = 0.5, g12 = i, g22 = 0, η = 0.1 and εη = 0.1 (black
solid), 0.25 (red dot-dashed). The green dashed line denotes
the vacuum probability.

First, we discuss perturbative corrections to the sur-
vival probability in the adiabatic approximation. It is
convenient to introduce the following parameters,

ε ≡ βf0

m
∼
(

β

10−22

)( m

10−10 eV

)( Mhalo

1015 kg

)1/2

, (27)

η ≡ mE

∆m2
0

=

(
2.5× 10−3 eV2

∆m2
0

)( m

10−10 eV

)( E

25 MeV

)
,

(28)
where Mhalo ∼ `3m2f2

0 and eq. (10a) has been used. The
parameter ε plays the role of an expansion parameter,
while η determines the number of halo oscillations in one
neutrino oscillation length. After integrating (26) over δ
using eq. (20), the linear in β correction to the survival
probability vanishes. To second order in β, one obtains

〈Paa〉δ = 1− sin2 2θ0 sin2X0

− 2ε2
(
A2
m1 sin2 2θ0 cos(2X0) sin2(2ηX0)

+ ηAθ1Am1 sin 4θ0 sin(2X0) sin(4ηX0)

+ 2η2

[
X0Am2 sin2 2θ0 sin(2X0)

+ 2A2
θ1

(
cos 4θ0 sin2X0 cos2(2ηX0)

+ cos2X0 sin2(2ηX0)
)

+Aθ2 sin 4θ0 sin2X0

])
,

(29)
where X0 = πL/Losc

0 and Losc
0 = 4πE/∆m2

0 is the vac-
uum oscillation length. Note that the correction to the
vacuum oscillation probability is qualitatively different
depending on the asymptotic limits of η. When η � 1
(halo oscillation much slower than the neutrino), the cor-
rection is simply due to the constant background poten-
tial (similar to the MSW effect). Expanding eq. (29) for
small η, the leading correction term is ∝ ε2η2, and hence

the perturbation expansion is valid until ε ∼ η−1 � 1.
This can be seen in Fig. 2, where (29) is plotted at
E = 2.5 MeV and several values of εη, and, for defi-
niteness, we use the dimension five coupling (13). In
the second case, when η � 1 (halo oscillates much faster
than the neutrino), the probability is modulated by small
“wiggles” of frequency ∼ ηX0/L ∼ m. 2 Expanding at
large η, one again finds that the leading correction is
∝ ε2η2, which would lead to the conclusion that the per-
turbation expansion remains valid until ε ∼ η−1.

However, the above analysis is applicable as long as
nonadiabatic effects are small. The adiabatic approx-
imation is controlled by the gradient of the instanta-
neous mixing angle: θ′(z) � ∆m2(z)/E. The function
θ′(z) not only depends on the spatial gradient of the
halo but also on its much more rapid temporal varia-
tion. From eqs. (24a) and (25) we find that inside the
halo θ′(z) ∼ βEmf0/∆m

2
0. Hence, the expression (20)

and the perturbative result (29) are valid, provided

εη2 � 1 . (30)

Thus, for neutrinos with η � 1, eq. (29) is only valid for
ε . η−2. For larger halo amplitudes (or larger neutrino
energies), the time-variation of the oscillation probability
leads to multiple resonances during the neutrino propa-
gation and, in general, needs to be treated numerically.
We will next study this case.

B. Nonadiabatic regime in the big halo

When the analytic expression (29) is no longer valid,
either because perturbation theory or the adiabatic ap-
proximation breaks down, one has to solve the evolution
equation (14) numerically. The survival probability Paa
of flavour a, at a distance L with boundary conditions
νa(0) = 1, νb(0) = 0 is then given by |νa(L)|2. Before
presenting the numerical results, it is instructive to an-
alytically estimate the deviation from the vacuum prob-
ability in the nonadiabatic regime for neutrino energies
E � 25 MeV, corresponding to η � 1. In this case, as
discussed in Section IV A, the adiabatic regime breaks
down at ε ∼ η−2, long before the correction to the vac-
uum oscillations becomes sizeable. The probability be-
havior at larger values of ε is qualitatively different for
the dimension-four (11) and dimension-five (13) interac-
tions, and therefore we will treat them separately.

Consider first the derivative coupling (13). Interest-
ingly, in this case, nonadiabatic effects tend to suppress
the correction until ε ∼ 1 � η−1. To see this explicitly,
we rotate to the mass basis in eq. (14) with the vacuum

2 Note that the length scale of the halo oscillations, ∼ m−1, is still
much larger than the effective length of the neutrino wavepacket
(see, e.g., [38, 39]), and does not spoil the plane-wave treatment
of neutrino oscillations according to eq. (14).
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FIG. 3. The averaged neutrino survival probability (26) in the
oscillatory halo background, where the neutrino couples to the
halo via the derivative interaction (13), assuming sin2 2θ0 =
0.99, g11 = 0.5, g12 = i, g22 = 0, η = 40 and ε = 0.1 (black),
1.0 (thin blue). The green dashed line denotes the vacuum
probability.

mixing matrix, νi = U†0,iaνa. Using eqs. (17) and (22),
we obtain

i
dνi
dz

=
m2
i

2E
νi + 2β5f0 cos(mz + δ) g̃ijνj , (31)

where g̃ = U†0gU0. We expand the mass eigenstates
around their vacuum values,

νi(z) = (1 + ∆νi(z))e
−im

2
i z

2E , (32)

assuming that |∆νi(z)| � 1. Substituting eq. (32) in
eq. (31) and assuming η � 1, we find that the deviation
accumulated over one neutrino oscillation period is

|∆νi(Losc
0 )| ∼ ε|g̃ij sin(4πη)| , (33)

where, in the two-flavour scheme, i, j = 1, 2 and i 6= j.
Thus, for neutrinos with E � 25 MeV, the size of the
correction due to the halo is controlled by the parameter
ε. Note again that, even though at η−2 . ε � 1 the
correction to the vacuum oscillation is small, the neu-
trino propagation is governed by nonadiabatic effects.
The neutrino experiences two resonances at every cycle
of the halo time-variation; however, their combined ef-
fect is small unless ε & 1. This behavior is illustrated in
Fig. 3, which shows the numerical solution for the sur-
vival probability, averaged over the halo phase, at E = 1
GeV (corresponding to η = 40) and several values of ε.
We see that the halo time-variation induces secondary
oscillations in the vacuum neutrino oscillations. In the
limit ε� 1, the probability, which is averaged over these
secondary oscillations, tends to 1/2.

We next turn to the dimension-four interaction (11).
The important difference is the presence of the quadratic
ϕ term in the Hamiltonian (17). This term dominates

the linear ϕ term when ε & η−1(
∑
mν)/

√
∆m2

0. On
the other hand, repeating the computation of the correc-
tion ∆νi(z) to the mass eigenstates, we obtain that the
quadratic term results in the following correction

|∆νi(Losc
0 )| ∼ ε2η2 ∆m2

0

(
∑
mν)

2 |h̃ij | , (34)
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FIG. 4. The averaged neutrino survival probability (26) in
the oscillatory halo background, where the neutrino couples
to the halo via the interaction (11), assuming sin2 2θ0 = 0.99,
∆m2

0 = 2.5 · 10−3 eV2,
∑
mν = 0.1 eV, h11 = 0.5, h12 = i,

h22 = 0, η = 40 and εη = 0.5 (black), 2.0 (thin blue). The
green dashed line denotes the vacuum probability.

where h̃ = U†0h
†hU0. We see that, barring the order-one

ratio
√

∆m2
0/
∑
mν & 0.5, the parameter governing the

nonadiabatic oscillations in the presence of the interac-
tion (11) is εη, which is similar to the adiabatic regime.
To confirm this, we solve numerically eq. (14) with the
Hamiltonian (15), (16), and compute the survival proba-
bility averaged over the halo phase. The result is shown
in Fig. 4, where we take again E = 1 GeV and sev-
eral values of εη. Note that the quadratic ϕ term in the
Hamiltonian (16) does not induce secondary oscillations,
unlike the linear term, and the latter are suppressed. In
the limit εη � 1, the averaged survival probability tends
to 1/2.

In summary, for neutrinos with η � 1, the small pa-
rameter controlling the deviation from the vacuum os-
cillations is εη, and the effect of the halo background is
similar to that of a homogeneous matter potential. For
neutrinos with η � 1, the small parameter is ε in the
case of the derivative interaction (13), and εη in the case
of the marginal interaction (11). Using the definitions
(27), (28), these results can be rephrased in terms of the
neutrino energy, the halo mass, and the scalar-neutrino
coupling parameter, y or Λ5. This is done in Fig. 5,
which shows the values of y (in the dimension-four in-
teraction (11)) or Λ5 (in the dimension-five interaction
(13)) necessary for a big halo composed of particles with
m = 10−10 eV to induce a 10% deviation in the os-
cillation probability, at a given neutrino energy and a
given halo mass. Depending on the choice of the scalar-
neutrino interaction term, the sensitivity to the halo is ei-
ther energy-independent (for y), or reaches its maximum
at E & 25 MeV (for Λ5). Thus, neutrinos interacting
with sufficiently heavy scalar halos constrain dimension-
less couplings to be y . 10−16 and dimension-five scales
Λ5 . 105 GeV.

C. Probing the small (interior) halo

For a scalar mass m & 10−9 eV, the halo core is lo-
cated inside the Earth. Such a halo can be probed by



7

6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0 8.5 9.0

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

-15

-14

-13

-12

-11

-10

-9

6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0 8.5 9.0

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

4

FIG. 5. Left: Contours showing the value of the scalar-neutrino coupling y in (11), for a given neutrino energy E and halo mass
Mhalo, at which the relative deviation from the vacuum neutrino oscillation probability is 0.1. Right: A similar contour plot for
the suppression scale Λ5 of the scalar-neutrino interaction (13). We assume m = 10−10 eV (big halo), and ∆m2

0 = 2.5× 10−3

eV2. The grey shaded region depicts the experimentally excluded values of Mhalo and the vertical dashed line depicts the value
of E at which η = 1 (see eq. (28)).

neutrinos traversing the Earth, with their source and de-
tector located on opposite sides of the planet (see Fig. 6
for an illustration). This setup is typical for atmospheric
neutrinos, and we will consider oscillation parameters rel-
evant for a GeV-scale neutrino: ∆m2

0 ≈ 2.5 × 10−3 eV,
sin2 2θ0 ≈ 0.087. Note that, depending on the neutrino
mass ordering and energy, the contribution to the Hamil-
tonian (15) generated by the Earth’s matter can signif-
icantly affect atmospheric neutrino oscillations and en-
hance them resonantly (see [33] and references therein).
For simplicity, we do not consider this matter effect here.
This is justified since, unlike the Earth’s matter, the res-
onant oscillations due to the halo can occur for neutrinos
in a broad range of energies, as seen in Section IV B.

First, we repeat the analysis of the perturbative cor-
rections in the adiabatic regime. Using eq. (10b) it is

!

z = L

z = 0

zr

FIG. 6. The path of a neutrino propagating through a halo
core located inside the Earth.

convenient to rewrite the parameters (27), (28) as

ε ∼
(

β

10−23

)(
10−9 eV

m

)5/4(
Mhalo

1015 kg

)1/2

, (35)

η = 400

(
2.5× 10−3 eV2

∆m2
0

)( m

10−9 eV

)( E

1 GeV

)
.

(36)
Here the parameter ε contains the amplitude of the field
f0 in the center of the halo. Next, for atmospheric neu-
trinos one clearly obtains η � 1. Additionally, mL � 1
for neutrinos traversing the Earth. This allows us to
compute the effective mass-squared difference ∆m2

eff in
eq. (20) independently of the rest of the probability. Fur-
thermore, it is convenient to express ∆m2

eff as a function
of the nadir angle Θ of the incoming neutrino. From
eqs. (21), (23b), (24b) and (25) we obtain

∆m2
eff = ∆m2

0

(
1 + 2ε2η2Am2

Is(Θ;m)

cos Θ

)
, (37)

where we define

Is(Θ;m) ≡
∫ 2s

0

dx f̂2(
√
x2 + 1− 2xs) , (38)

s = cos Θ, x = z/R⊕, and f̂ is the normalised halo pro-

file, f̂(0) = 1. The function Is(Θ;m)/ cos Θ is plotted in
Fig. 7 for the scalar mass m = 5× 10−9 eV at which the
halo size is comparable to that of the Earth, ` ≈ 0.5R⊕.

In a realistic setup, due to the limited angular and
energy resolution of a neutrino detector, one is sensitive
to the oscillation probability which is averaged over the
position of the neutrino source and the neutrino energy
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FIG. 7. The angle-dependent part of the correction in (37)
to the neutrino mass-squared difference as a function of the
nadir angle of the incoming neutrino, for m = 5× 10−9 eV.

band ∆E � m. The averaged probability can be written
as

〈Paa〉δ,L,∆E = 1− 1

2
sin2 2θeff . (39)

Using eqs. (20), (23a), (24a) and (25), we obtain the
effective mixing angle,

θeff = θ0 + 2ε2⊕η
2(Aθ2 +A2

θ1 cot 2θ0) , (40)

where ε⊕ = εf⊕/f0, and f⊕ is the amplitude of the halo
at the Earth’s surface. Clearly, the correction to the
mixing angle is additionally suppressed by a factor f2

⊕/f
2
0

compared to the mass-squared difference (37).
As discussed in Section IV B, the halo time-variation

severely limits the applicability of the adiabatic approx-
imation for neutrinos with η � 1, and the corrections
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FIG. 8. The survival probability of the neutrino traversing the
halo inside the Earth, averaged over the halo phase, for several
values of ε (35). We assume the derivative scalar coupling
(13), m = 3×10−9 eV, E = 1 GeV, and the vacuum oscillation
parameters ∆m2

0 ≈ 2.5 × 10−3 eV, sin2 2θ0 ≈ 0.087. When
ε = 0.1 (black line), the deviation from the vacuum oscillation
(green, dot-dashed line) is only sizeable at small nadir angles
Θ corresponding to the neutrino traversing the halo core (see
fig. 6). When ε = 0.5 (thin, red line), the deviation is visible
at all Θ. For even higher values, ε = 2 (thin, blue line), the
probability tends to 1/2 (gray, dashed line). All probabilities
are plotted with the step ∆Θ = 0.005.
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FIG. 9. The survival probability of the neutrino traversing
the halo inside the Earth, averaged over the halo phase and
incoming angle, as a function of ε (eq. (35)). We assume the
derivative scalar coupling (13), m = 3×10−9 eV, E = 1 GeV,
and the vacuum oscillation parameters ∆m2

0 ≈ 2.5×10−3 eV,
sin2 2θ0 ≈ 0.087. As ε grows, the probability reduces from its
vacuum value to 1/2 (gray dashed lines).

(37), (40) are only valid for ε� η−2, which, by eq. (36),
limits the deviation from vacuum oscillation of neutrino
with E ∼ 1 GeV to be . 1%. When ε & η−2, one needs
to solve eq. (14) numerically. From the results of the
previous section one can nevertheless draw a qualitative
picture of what happens at larger values of ε. Namely,
the correction to the oscillation probability due to the
halo is expected to be small for all incoming neutrinos
until the amplitude of the field in the halo center is such
that ε ∼ η−1 (for the interaction (11)) or ε ∼ 1 (for
the interaction (13)). Furthermore, if the halo mass in-
creases, the largest value of the nadir angle Θ at which
the oscillation probability is significantly affected by the
halo also increases.

As an illustration, Fig. 8 shows an example of the nu-
merical calculation of the survival probability, averaged
according to eq. (26), as a function of Θ, where, for con-
creteness, we choose the interaction (13). We also take
the scalar field mass m = 3× 10−9 eV, corresponding to
the halo size close to the size of the Earth, ` ≈ 0.65R⊕.
We see indeed that the magnitude of the deviation from
the vacuum probability is controlled by the parameter ε.
For ε� 1, the effect may only be visible at small Θ, when
the neutrino passes through the core of the halo, owing
to the fact that `/Losc

0 ∼ 10 for ` ∼ R⊕. In the opposite
regime, ε � 1, the probability tends to 1/2 irrespective
of the angle.

Fig. 9 shows the survival probability averaged over Θ,
for the same parameters as in Fig. 8. Even though there
is no longer sensitivity to the direction of the incoming
neutrino, one still obtains a deviation from the vacuum
probability. Since in our example ` ∼ R⊕, the deviation
becomes large for ε & 1.

What happens at much larger values of m correspond-
ing to much smaller halos? Assume that the neutrino
detector has a certain angular resolution Θres. By smear-
ing (35) over Θres one can define an effective expansion
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FIG. 10. Left: Contours showing the values of the scalar-neutrino coupling y in (11) for a given scalar field mass m & 10−9 eV
(small halo) and halo mass Mhalo, at which the relative deviation from the vacuum neutrino oscillation probability is 0.1. Right:
A similar contour plot for the suppression scale Λ5 of the scalar-neutrino interaction (13). We assume the angular resolution of
the neutrino detector Θres = 30◦, the neutrino energy E = 1 GeV, and ∆m2

0 = 2.5× 10−3 eV2. The grey shaded region depicts
the values of Mhalo > 0.1M⊕.

parameter:

εeff = Θ−1
res

∫ Θres

0

dΘ ε(Θ) , (41)

where

ε(Θ) =
β

m
f(R⊕ sin Θ) , (42)

corresponds to the maximal amplitude of the halo probed
by the neutrino with the angle Θ. At a given m and
E, one can infer the halo mass corresponding to, e.g.,
εeffη = 0.1 (for the interaction (11)) or εeff = 0.1 (for the
interaction (13)). The result is shown in Fig. 10, where,
for concreteness, we take Θres = 30◦. We see that the
absence of the constraint on Mhalo from the lunar laser
ranging allows us to probe much lower values of y (or
higher values of Λ5). In particular, for m ∼ 10−9 eV,
couplings as small as 10−21 and scales as large as 1010

GeV can be probed. However, the sensitivity diminishes
as the scalar field mass increases since this corresponds
to decreasing the halo size, which then contributes less
to the integral in eq. (41). Also, changing Θres leads to
a proportional change in the sensitivity.

V. LOCAL VECTOR HALO

A. Nonrelativistic vector soliton

In this section we repeat the analysis in the previous
sections for the case when the halo is made of massive
vector particles, such as a dark photon. Coupling the
U(1) vector field to the neutrino current leads to new

effects in the neutrino oscillations due to the polarisa-
tion [22, 23, 31]. We again assume the Earth hosts the
halo, but this time arising from a U(1) massive vec-
tor field Aµ. To obtain a soliton solution, we consider
radially-polarised, spherically-symmetric configurations
described by the ansatz (see also [40])

At(r, t) = cu(r) cosωt , Ar(r, t) = v(r) sinωt , (43)

and Aθ = Aφ = 0. In the gravitational background (1),
the equations of motion for the components u, v are

ωv(r)− cu′(r) =
m2c4

ω
N(r)v(r) , (44a)

1

r2

d

dr
(r2(cu′(r)− ωv(r))) = m2c3

u(r)

N(r)
, (44b)

where m is the mass of the vector boson. These equa-
tions are analogous to those appearing in the studies of
self-gravitating, relativistic, (complex) vector field con-
figurations – Proca stars [41]. The important difference
is, however, that in our case the function N(r) is fixed
by the background metric.

Since the equation of motion does not contain the sec-
ond time derivative of At, the dynamical degree of free-
dom is associated with the function v(r). Nevertheless,
it is convenient to write eq. (44) as a differential equation
on u(r). Taking the nonrelativistic limit ω = mc2 + E,
with |E| � mc2, and using the units (4), we obtain, to
leading order in c,

− 1

x2

d

dx

(
x2 du

dx

)
+
MΦ̃′

MΦ̃− E
du

dx
+ 2(MΦ̃− E)u = 0 ,

(45a)

v =
mR⊕

2(E −MΦ̃)

du

dx
, (45b)
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FIG. 11. A ground-state solution of the vector field equation
of motion (45), assuming M = 2. The black dashed line de-
picts the normalised function u0(x), while the red line depicts
v0(x)/(mR⊕).

where Φ̃ is given in eq. (6). Unlike the scalar field eq. (5),
there is now a “friction” term in eq. (45a). This term
becomes negligible in the limits x → 0 and x → ∞, in
which one recovers the scalar wavefunction.

The equation of motion (45a) is solved numerically for
the ground state u0(x) where the usual boundary condi-
tions of regularity at the origin and vanishing at infinity
are imposed. A particular ground-state solution u0(x),
v0(x) is shown in Fig. 11. Note that the vector halo
profile is not monotonic in x; in particular, u′0 vanishes

together with MΦ̃ − E0 at a finite value of x. It is rea-
sonable to use this value as the size of the vector halo
x`. The vector halo size exhibits the same asymptotic
behaviour as the scalar halo (8) (up to order-one fac-
tors), and therefore the estimates (10) remain valid in
the vector case.

B. Vector-neutrino coupling

We turn to the vector-neutrino coupling and consider
the following interaction

LV,int = −yV κabAµψ̄LaγµψLb , (46)

where yV is a small dimensionless coupling and the Her-
mitian coupling matrix, κab has order one matrix ele-
ments. We are agnostic about a particular model gen-
erating this interaction; as an example, Aµ can be iden-
tified with the U(1)Le−Lµ and U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge bosons
that give rise to a flavour non-universal vector-neutrino
coupling [31, 42, 43].

The main difference between the neutrino interac-
tion (46) with the radially-polarised vector halo and the
derivative interaction (13) with the scalar halo is that in
the former case the spatial component of the neutrino
current dominates for the range of vector field masses we
are interested in. Indeed, using eqs. (10) and (45b), we
obtain |v0| � |u0| provided 10−12 eV . m . 10−3 eV.

The interaction (46) modifies the neutrino dispersion
relation by shifting the neutrino momentum. Assuming

E � yV |v0| along the neutrino trajectory, one obtains the
following contribution to the Hamiltonian in the flavour
basis,

∆HV = |E~n1 + yV ~Aκ| − E1 , (47)

where ~n is a unit vector in the direction of neutrino prop-
agation and 1 is the 2× 2 identity matrix. If one further
assumes that yV |v0| � ∆m2

0/E, then eq. (47) simplifies
to

∆HV = yV ~n · ~A κ . (48)

Comparing with the derivative coupling to the scalar halo
(17), we see that the perturbative analysis of Section III
readily applies to the vector halo. The perturbative pa-
rameter is now β = yV , and the function Γ(z) is defined
as

Γ(z) = 2E~n · ~A = 2E

(
z − L

2

)
v0(r(z))

r(z)
cos(mz + δ) .

(49)
We work in the coordinate system shown in Fig. 6 where
r2(z) = z2 + R2

⊕ − 2zR⊕ cos Θ. Finally, the parameters
Aθ,m are given in eq. (A1) of Appendix A, with gab re-
placed by κab.

For the big halo, due to its radial polarisation, terres-
trial experiments involving reactor or accelerator neutri-
nos with baselines L � R⊕ are less advantageous than
in the scalar case, since the neutrino propagates almost

orthogonally to the vector ~A. However for the small halo,
the effects can be much larger and it is straightforward to
derive the correction to the mass-squared difference (cf.
eq. (37)),

∆m2
eff = ∆m2

0

(
1 +

1

2
ε2η2Am2

Iv(Θ;m)

cos Θ

)
, (50)

where f0 is replaced by v0(0) in the definition of ε (27),

Iv(Θ;m) ≡
∫ 2s

0

dx
(x− s)2

x2 + 1− 2xs
v̂2

0(
√
x2 + 1− 2xs) ,

(51)
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FIG. 12. The angle-dependent part of the vector halo cor-
rection in (50) to the neutrino mass-squared difference as a
function of the nadir angle of the incoming neutrino, assuming
m = 5× 10−9 eV.
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FIG. 13. Contours showing the values of the vector-neutrino
coupling yV in (46) for a given vector field mass m & 10−9

eV (small halo) and halo mass Mhalo, at which the relative
deviation from the vacuum neutrino oscillation probability is
0.1. We assume the angular resolution of the neutrino de-
tector is Θres = 30◦, the neutrino energy E = 1 GeV, and
∆m2

0 = 2.5 × 10−3 eV2. The grey shaded region depicts the
values of Mhalo > 0.1M⊕.

and v̂0 is normalised so that v̂0 = 1 at the maximum.
The function Iv(Θ;m)/ cos Θ is shown in Fig. 12 for the
vector mass m = 5×10−9 eV. The function is monotonic
even though the radial component of the halo profile v0

is not. The effective mixing angle is given by eq. (40)
where now ε⊕ = εv0(R⊕)/v0(0). Note that the condition
yV |v0| � ∆m2

0/E made to simplify the Hamiltonian (47)
is equivalent to the condition εη � 1 corresponding to the
validity of perturbation theory.

When the adiabatic condition (30) is violated, the
equation of motion (14) with the Hamiltonian (15), (47)
must be solved numerically. Let us focus on the most in-
teresting case of a small halo for which m & 10−9 eV. We
introduce again the parameter εeff via eq. (41), where now
ε(Θ) = yV v0(R⊕ sin Θ)/m, and compute the halo mass
corresponding to εeff = 0.1, that is, to ∼ 10% relative
difference between the measured neutrino survival prob-
abilities in the presence and absence of the halo. The
result is shown in Fig. 13. It closely resembles the plot
on the right panel of Fig. 10 upon changing the variable
Λ5 7→ m/(2yV ). This is because of the similarity between
the neutrino coupling (46) to the radially-polarised vec-
tor halo and the derivative coupling (11) to the scalar
halo: both interactions provide linear in the halo field
and (as soon as E � m) energy-independent correction
to the neutrino Hamiltonian.

VI. CONCLUSION

The background potential of massive, astrophysical ob-
jects can bound dark matter particles (scalars or vec-
tor bosons) to form a halo surrounding the object. As-

suming that the possible dark matter interactions, ei-
ther self or with ordinary matter, play no role in sus-
taining the halo, one can analytically solve for the non-
relativistic, solitonic halo configuration in a spherically-
symmetric gravitational potential due to the host body.
For the Earth as the host body, the halo extends be-
yond the Earth’s surface and remains homogeneous for
10−10 eV . m . 10−9 eV, while for m � 10−9 eV the
halo forms within the Earth’s interior. Furthermore, the
density of dark matter in the halo can be much larger
than the average relic density, thereby increasing the pos-
sibility to detect it.

An interesting way to detect such a local dark mat-
ter halo is to assume that it interacts with the neu-
trino. There are several dark matter-neutrino interac-
tions that modify the neutrino dispersion relation and as-
suming two-flavour oscillations and neglecting the MSW
effect, we computed the distortions of the vacuum oscil-
lations caused by the halo. The corresponding survival
probability can be calculated analytically in perturba-
tion theory and within the adiabatic approximation. Be-
yond the domain of validity of the adiabatic approxima-
tion, the survival probability was computed numerically.
Nonadiabatic effects manifest themselves as multiple res-
onances during the neutrino propagation, caused by the
halo time-variation. Despite the resonances, the devia-
tion from the vacuum oscillation probability can still be
small if the halo remains sufficiently light.

For the dark matter masses m & 10−10 eV, one cannot
rely on the periodic modulation of neutrino parameters
that follows from the time-variation of the coherent dark
matter background. Instead, the correction to the os-
cillation probability is due to the enhanced dark matter
density in the halo. We showed that for neutrino ener-
gies (E/25 MeV)�(10−9 eV/m)×(∆m2

0/2.5×10−3 eV2),
corresponding to η � 1, the visible correction is driven
by the nonadiabatic effects. Depending on the halo mass,
these effects can alter observably the average oscillation
probability for a broad range of energies, including those
typical for accelerator and atmospheric neutrinos.

In the big halo case, corresponding to m � 10−9 eV,
we are able to probe the scalar-neutrino Yukawa-like cou-
pling (11) down to 10−15, while the effective scale of the
derivative coupling (13) can be probed up to 105 GeV.
For the small (interior) halo, due to the weaker con-
straint on the halo mass, the Yukawa-like coupling down
to 10−21 and the effective scale of the derivative coupling
up to 1010 GeV, can potentially be observed. Constraints
can also be obtained for a small halo comprising massive,
U(1) vector particles, where the vector-neutrino current
coupling as small as 10−28 can be probed.

There are several interesting avenues to extend the
analysis in this work. These include performing a more
complete analysis of three-flavour oscillations and study-
ing the effects of CP-violation. Furthermore, our study
of the vector halo was restricted to the simple radially-
polarised case, hence the similar effects between the
vector-neutrino current coupling and the derivative cou-
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pling to the scalar halo. It would be interesting to study
other types of polarisation, since this will introduce an
additional directional dependence and daily modulations
in the neutrino data (see, e.g., [31]). Finally, other pos-
sible interactions between the dark matter and Standard
Model fields can be considered. For example, in the case
of an axion, couplings to nuclei and electrons can play a
role in the formation and structure of the halo, affecting
the predictions of the halo mass.

It is intriguing that a local dark matter halo could ex-
ist surrounding the Earth. Its possible interactions with

neutrinos provide a novel way to search for the elusive
dark matter particle in neutrino oscillation experiments.
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Appendix A

In this Appendix we give the analytic expressions for the Aθ,m parameters that appear in (24a) (24b). For the
dimension-five interaction (13) where gab is Hermitian, we obtain (see also [25])

Aθ1 = 2 Re(g12) cos 2θ0 − (g22 − g11) sin 2θ0 , (A1a)

Am1 = 2 Re(g12) sin 2θ0 + (g22 − g11) cos 2θ0 , (A1b)

Aθ2 = −2Aθ1Am1 + 4 Im2(g12) cot 2θ0 , (A1c)

Am2 = −A2
m1 + 4|g12|2 + (g22 − g11)2 . (A1d)

Instead, in the case of the marginal interaction (11), we obtain

Aθ1 =
2∑
mν

(
Re
[
(m11 +m22)h∗12 +m∗12(h11 + h22)

]
cos 2θ0 − Re

[
m22h

∗
22 −m11h

∗
11

]
sin 2θ0

)
, (A2a)

Am1 =
2∑
mν

(
Re
[
(m11 +m22)h∗12 +m∗12(h11 + h22)

]
sin 2θ0 + Re

[
m22h

∗
22 −m11h

∗
11

]
cos 2θ0

)
, (A2b)

Aθ2 = −2Aθ1Am1 + 4 Im2
[
m12h

∗
11 −m11h

∗
12 +m22h

∗
12 −m12h

∗
22

]
cot 2θ0

+
2∆m2

0

(
∑
mν)2

(
2 Re[(h11 + h22)h∗12] cos 2θ0 + (|h11|2 − |h22|2) sin 2θ0

)
, (A2c)

Am2 = −A2
m1 +

2

(
∑
mν)2

{
∆m2

0

(
(|h22|2 − |h11|2) cos 2θ0 + 2 Re

[
(h11 + h22)h∗12

]
sin 2θ0

)
+ Re

[
(m11h

∗
11 −m22h

∗
22)2 − 2m11m

∗
22h
∗
11h22 + 4

(
m11m22h

∗2
12 +m11m12h

∗
11h
∗
12 +m2

12h
∗
11h
∗
22 +m12m22h

∗
12h
∗
22

+m12m
∗
11h12h

∗
22 +m12m

∗
22h12h

∗
11)

]
+ 2|m12|2(|h11|2 + |h22|2) + 2(|m11|2 + |m22|2)|h12|2 + |h11|2|m11|2 + |h22|2|m22|2

}
(A2d)

where mij are the elements of the neutrino mass matrix in the flavour basis.
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Abstract

Light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs) frequently arise in factorization theorems
involving light and heavy mesons. The QCD LCDA for heavy mesons includes short-
distance physics at energy scales of the heavy-quark mass. In this paper we achieve the
separation of this perturbative scale from the purely hadronic effects by matching the
QCD LCDA to the convolution of a perturbative function with the universal, quark-
mass independent LCDA defined in heavy-quark effective theory. This factorization
allows to resum potentially large logarithms between ΛQCD and mQ as well as between
mQ and the scale Q of the hard process in the production of boosted heavy mesons at
colliders. As an application we derive new theoretical predictions for the branching
ratio of the decay W± → B±γ. Furthermore, we provide phenomenological models for
the QCD LCDAs of both the B̄ and D mesons expressed as expansions in Gegenbauer
polynomials.
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1 Introduction

For hard, exclusive processes, which are dominated by light-like distances, the hadronic
physics is described by light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs), defined as hadron-to-
vacuum matrix elements of non-local operators spread along the light-cone. The leading-
twist QCD LCDA for light mesons has been widely investigated and constrained by non-
perturbative techniques such as lattice QCD and sum rules as well as by experimental
data.

In the present paper, we envisage the production of a heavy pseudoscalar meson H
from a generic hard process with characteristic scale Q � mQ, with mQ denoting the
heavy-quark mass. The relevant leading-twist QCD LCDA φ(u;µ) is defined as [1]

〈H(pH)|Q̄(0)/n+γ
5[0, tn+]q(tn+)|0〉 = −ifHn+ · pH

∫ 1

0

du eiutn+·pHφ(u;µ) , (1)

where n+ is a light-like vector, and [0, tn+] denotes a finite-distance Wilson line. The
variable u can be interpreted as the light-cone momentum fraction of the light anti-quark
in the meson. The above definition is identical to the one for the LCDA of a light meson.
However, for a heavy meson, the LCDA describes the hadronic physics at two distinct
scales, mQ and ΛQCD, of which the former should be amenable by perturbative methods.
The LCDA does not depend on the hard scale Q due to boost invariance.

The LCDAs for heavy mesons are commonly defined in the framework of heavy quark
effective theory (HQET), that is, in the infinite-quark mass limit [2, 3]. This LCDA is
directly relevant to exclusive B decays into energetic particles at leading power in the
expansion ΛQCD/mQ, when mQ is the only short-distance scale. However, due to the prior
limit mQ → ∞, it does not describe the physics between the scales Q and mQ, when the
heavy meson is produced in a hard process with Q� mQ.

Our goal is therefore to establish a factorization formula for the QCD LCDA (1) of a
heavy meson in order to separate the perturbative physics at energies of order mQ from the
non-perturbative hadronic effects at the QCD scale. Once the scale mQ is integrated out,
the infinite-quark mass limit can be taken. We then expect the long-distance physics to be
described by the quark-mass independent, universal, leading-twist HQET LCDA ϕ+(ω;µ),
which definition reads

〈Hv|h̄v(0)/n+γ
5[0, tn+]qs(tn+)|0〉 = −iFstat(µ)n+ · v

∫ ∞
0

dω eiωtn+·vϕ+(ω;µ) , (2)

where hv denotes the effective heavy quark field with four-velocity v, |Hv〉 is the mQ-
independent heavy meson state and Fstat(µ) the static HQET decay constant.

Because the meson is highly boosted, we will work within soft-collinear effective theory
(SCET), which will be then matched to boosted HQET (bHQET) [4,5] by integrating out
the heavy-quark mass scale. Intuitively, one expects the LCDA at the matching scale of
order mQ to be highly asymmetric with the light anti-quark carrying typical light-cone
momentum fraction u ∼ ΛQCD/mQ. It is therefore necessary to consider separately the
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matching of the QCD LCDA φ(u) for the case u ∼ ΛQCD/mQ, corresponding to the para-
metric location of the “peak” of the LCDA at the matching scale of order mQ, and the case
u ∼ 1, which we refer to as the “tail”. The factorization formula will take the form

φ(u) =

{
Jp(u, ω)⊗ ϕ+(ω) , u ∼ ΛQCD/mQ ,

Jtail(u) , u ∼ 1 ,
(3)

to leading order in ΛQCD/mQ, where ⊗ denotes a convolution in the variable ω, the light-
cone component of the momentum of the light spectator anti-quark. The full LCDA is
obtained by merging the two regions in the intermediate region ΛQCD/mQ � u� 1, where
both expressions hold. All dependence on the mass of the heavy quark is contained in
the perturbative functions Jp, Jtail, while the non-perturbative information is encoded in
the HQET LCDA ϕ+(ω). This implies that the QCD LCDAs of any heavy pseudoscalar
mesons can be expressed in terms of a single LCDA, the universal HQET LCDA, making
manifest the heavy-quark flavour symmetry of low-energy QCD. Eq. (3) is to be viewed
as the initial condition at µ ∼ mQ for the evolution of the QCD LCDA (1) to µ ∼ Q,
which is computed as usual in terms of the Efremov-Radyushkin-Brodsky-Lepage (ERBL)
renormalization kernel [6–8].

The paper is organized as follows: we proceed by reviewing the construction of bHQET
in Section 2. The matching of the LCDA in the two regions mentioned above and their
merging is performed in Sections 3, 4 and 5. In Section 6 we verify that the obtained LCDA
satisfies the required properties of the QCD LCDA and compare our result to a previous,
significantly different one [9]. Section 7 contains a numerical study of the QCD LCDA of
the B̄ and D mesons, which is then employed in Section 8 to obtain new, fully resummed
predictions for the W± → B±γ rate. We conclude in Section 9. Several appendices collect
technical details and supplementary results.

2 Theoretical Framework

We consider a heavy meson produced in a hard process with large energy of order Q �
mQ in the center-of-mass frame of the hard collision. Since a heavy quark is involved in
the process, HQET would naturally be the appropriate effective theory to separate the
perturbative scale mQ from the non-perturbative hadronic physics in an expansion in the
parameter

λ =
ΛQCD

mQ

� 1 . (4)

However, the large boost of the meson suggests a treatment in SCET [10–13], governed by
the small expansion parameter

b =
mH

Q
� 1 , (5)

where mH ∼ O(mQ) is the heavy meson mass. The merging of these two frameworks is
bHQET [4,5]. To set up bHQET, we consider a generic pseudoscalar heavy meson H = (Qq̄)
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containing the heavy quark Q and massless anti-quark q̄ in a boosted frame S, such that
its four-momentum

pµH = mHv
µ = Q

nµ−
2

+
m2
H

Q

nµ+
2
, (6)

has large n+pH = Q while n−pH � n+pH . Here n− and n+ are two light-like reference vec-
tors, satisfying n− · n+ = 2 and n2

− = n2
+ = 0. We employ the convention p = (n+p, p⊥, n−p)

for the components of momenta. The direction of nµ− is called the “collinear” direction.
The rest frame S∗ of the heavy meson is related to the frame S by a boost into the

collinear direction with parameter

b =

√
n−pH
n+pH

=
mH

Q
. (7)

The components of a generic vector V µ transform as

n−V
∗ =

1

b
n−V , V ∗⊥

µ = V µ
⊥ , n+V

∗ = b n+V . (8)

The scaling of the momenta of the heavy and light quark constituents of H in S∗ is

p∗Q ∼ (mQ,ΛQCD,mQ) ∼ (b, λb, b)Q , p∗q ∼ (ΛQCD,ΛQCD,ΛQCD) ∼ (b, b, b)λQ . (9)

The presence of mQ in p∗Q introduces virtual mQ-hard modes

p∗h ∼ (mQ,mQ,mQ) ∼ (b, b, b)Q , (10)

which scale in the boosted frame S as

ph ∼ (1, b, b2)Q “hard-collinear” , pq ∼ (1, b, b2)λQ “soft-collinear” . (11)

These two modes with virtuality m2
Q and Λ2

QCD, respectively, will be the relevant modes for
the subsequent analysis.

2.1 Construction of bHQET

In HQET, the heavy quark is close to its mass-shell, consequently it only interacts with
soft gluons. When changing the reference frame the soft modes will acquire a preferred
direction, giving rise to soft-collinear modes, as seen for the spectator quark in (11). In the
boosted frame, the heavy quark momentum can be parametrized as

pµQ = mQv
µ + kµ , (12)

where v ∼ (1/b, 1, b) and k ∼ (1/b, 1, b)ΛQCD is soft-collinear. This scaling differs from
HQET which is usually defined in a frame “close” to the heavy-meson rest frame, implicitly
assuming v ∼ (1, 1, 1) and b ∼ 1.
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We derive the bHQET Lagrangian starting from the HQET one. In Appendix A follow-
ing [14], we give the equivalent derivation starting from massive SCET. The leading-power
(in λ) HQET Lagrangian [15,16] reads

LHQET = h̄v(x)iv ·Dhv(x) , (13)

with field hv defined as

hv(x) = eimQv·x
1 + /v

2
Q(x) , (14)

while Q(x) is the heavy-quark field defined in full QCD. We define the bHQET field hn
as [14]

hn(x) ≡

√
2

n+v
eimQv·x

/n−/n+

4
Q(x) , (15)

which projects Q(x) onto its large component ξ(x) =
/n−/n+

4
Q(x), defined as in SCET, and

then subtracts the rapid phase variations from the large momentum piece mQv through
the exponential factor as in HQET, leaving the residual momentum k. The normalization
factor in (15) is chosen such that the hn field will have a scaling independent of the boost
as shown below.

Starting from the definition of hv in (14), employing the definition of the bHQET field
hn in (15), as well as the known relations between SCET spinors (given in Appendix A),
we find

hv(x) =

√
n+v

2

1 + /v

2

(
1−

/n+

2

i /D⊥ +mQ/v⊥ −mQ

in+D +mQn+v

)
hn(x) , (16)

which is an exact relation. We note that the covariant derivative Dµ scales as kµ, i.e. like
a soft-collinear momentum.

Making explicit use of the scaling of the velocity, it is instructive to expand this result
in powers of b and λ:

hv(x) =

√
n+v

2

[
1 +

(
1 + /v⊥
n+v

/n+

2
− i /D⊥

2mQ

−
1− /v⊥

2

in+D

mQn+v

)
+O(λ2, λb)

]
hn(x)

=

√
n+v

2

[
1 +

∞∑
k=1

O(λk) +
/n+

2
O(b)

∞∑
k=0

O(λk)

]
hn(x) . (17)

This relation between the HQET field and the bHQET field, both in the boosted frame S,
shows that both are equal at leading power in b and λ up to a rescaling factor

√
n+v/2. We

observe that, to all orders in the expansion, only power corrections linear in b arise. This
is due to the fact that the relative scaling between in+D and mQn+v in the denominator
of (16) is of order λ, therefore no corrections of order b other than those present from the
numerator are generated. The same holds for the relation between the QCD spinor and the
collinear SCET spinor.

4



To obtain the bHQET Lagrangian from the HQET Lagrangian requires the subleading
power terms in (17) as well, because the leading order terms vanish due to the projection
properties of hn, i.e.

/n−/n+

4
hn = hn , /n−hn = 0 . (18)

Employing (17), we find

LHQET = h̄v(x)iv ·Dhv(x) =
n+v

2
h̄n(x)

(
1 +

1− /v⊥
n+v

/n+

2

)
iv ·D

(
1 +

1 + /v⊥
n+v

/n+

2

)
hn(x)

= h̄n(x)iv ·D
/n+

2
hn(x)

(
1 +O(λ)

)
= LbHQET

(
1 +O(λ)

)
, (19)

in agreement with [14].
We remark that the Lagrangian has no corrections of O(b), in analogy with the deriva-

tion of the SCET collinear Lagrangian from the QCD one. Furthermore, we note that
the corrections of order O(λ) arise only because of the definition of the bHQET field hn
adopted in (15). This definition is practical because it is directly connected to SCET,
making matching computations simpler. However, because there is no projector (1 + /v)/2
acting on Q(x), it fails to completely eliminate the small component of the QCD spinor,
giving rise to the series of corrections in λ in the relation (17).

Alternatively, one could choose to define hn as

hnew
n (x) ≡

√
2

n+v

/n−/n+

4
hv(x) =

√
2

n+v
eimQv·x

/n−/n+

4

1 + /v

2
Q(x) , (20)

instead of (15), which would lead to

/n+/n−
4

hv(x) =

√
n+v

2

1 + /v⊥
n+v

/n+

2
hnew
n (x) . (21)

Then one obtains only the linear corrections of O(b) in the analogue of (17),

hv(x) =

(
/n−/n+

4
+
/n+/n−

4

)
hv(x) =

√
n+v

2

[
1 +

1 + /v⊥
n+v

/n+

2

]
hnew
n (x) , (22)

and the Lagrangians are identical, LHQET = LbHQET. The difference in the definition of
the boosted HQET field would not affect the leading-power theory, but would result in a
reshuffle of the power corrections.

It is then clear that, depending on the definition chosen for hn, the relation between the
leading-power Lagrangians (19) could suffer from power corrections, but that including all
the power corrections in (13), and correspondingly in (19), would render the two theories
equivalent, as required by boost invariance. In fact, one could avoid building the bHQET
Lagrangian with the new field hn, by simply using standard HQET with its Feynman rules
[4] [5]. This would lead to the correct result, but at the price of having an inhomogeneous
power counting in the parameter b, because the field hv contains both, the large and the
small SCET spinors.
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2.2 Systematics of the bHQET Expansion

The scaling of the bHQET field (15) can be easily derived from requiring that the kinetic
term in the action (19) ∫

d4x h̄n(x)iv · ∂
/n+

2
hn(x) ∼ 1 . (23)

Since hn has soft-collinear space-time variations, the derivative scales like a soft-collinear
momentum, hence iv ·D ∼ ΛQCD. Together with d4x ∼ Λ−4

QCD we find

hn ∼ Λ
3/2
QCD , (24)

which is independent on the boost b. Some care needs to be taken in applying the same
reasoning to the HQET Lagrangian in the boosted frame. Due the projection properties of
hv we need to take into account that the boost suppresses the combination /n−hv,

/n−
2
hv =

1

n+v

(
1− /v⊥ +O(b)

)
hv ∼ O(b)hv , (25)

resulting in the Lagrangian

h̄v(x)iv · ∂hv(x) = h̄v(x)

(
/n−/n+

4
+
/n+/n−

4

)
iv · ∂hv(x) =

2

n+v
h̄v(x)iv · ∂

/n+

2
hv(x) , (26)

which gives the following scaling for the field

hv ∼
√
n+vΛ

3/2
QCD . (27)

The scaling of the bHQET field agrees with the scaling of the HQET field in the rest frame,
but differs from the scaling of the HQET field in a general frame, consistent with (17).
In the usual HQET frame, n+v ∼ 1, such that the heavy-quark field has the known soft
scaling.

To describe the light anti-quark in the boosted frame we have to introduce the soft-
collinear field ξsc, with the same projection properties as the standard collinear spinors in
SCET. It is hence natural to split the QCD field q(x) into large and small components ξsc
and ηsc,

ξsc(x) =
/n−/n+

4
q(x) , ηsc(x) =

/n+/n−
4

q(x) =
i /D⊥
in+D

/n+

2
ξsc(x) , (28)

and integrate out the ηsc field from the Lagrangian in order to have an homogeneous theory
in b. The result is the usual collinear SCET Lagrangian, but with the soft-collinear spinor
ξsc. The scaling of the soft-collinear field can also be obtained from any of the kinetic terms
in the action by requiring, for example,∫

d4x ξ̄sc(x)in−D
/n+

2
ξsc(x) ∼ 1 . (29)
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With in−D ∼ bΛQCD from the scaling of the soft-collinear momentum and d4x ∼ Λ−4
QCD,

this results in

ξsc(x) ∼
√

1

b
Λ

3/2
QCD , ηsc(x) ∼

√
bΛ

3/2
QCD . (30)

Before concluding this section we want to briefly emphasize the fact that, due to the
presence of the reference vectors n±, bHQET is reparametrization invariant (RPI) under
the same set of transformations as SCET [17]. This is crucial in building a complete set of
operators at a given power in b, because bHQET contains the large parameter n+v and one
must control the way it can appear in operators to all orders. In the following we want to
systematically derive a basis for two-particle operators at order Λ3

QCD.
Transformations of type-III are the most relevant ones here since they control how n+

and n− can enter the operators. The type-III transformations

n− → αn− , n+ →
1

α
n+ (α real) , (31)

correspond to boosts which leave the perpendicular components of Lorentz vectors as (8)
unchanged, so that we can safely set v⊥ = 0 from now on. It follows from v2 = 1 that
n−v = 1/n+v. The ξ fields are invariant under this transformation, whereas, due to the
prefactor in (15), the bHQET field transforms as

hn →
√
αhn . (32)

It is therefore advantageous to employ the type-III reparametrization-invariant building
blocks √

n+v

2
hn ∼ b−1/2Λ

3/2
QCD , ξsc ∼ b−1/2Λ

3/2
QCD , (33)

to build the most general two-particle operator with power counting O(Λ3
QCD). Without

loss of generality such operators can be written as

Ô =
1

n+v

√
n+v

2
h̄n/n+f(Dµ, vν ,Γ⊥)γ5ξsc ∼ Λ3

QCD × f(Dµ, vν ,Γ⊥) , (34)

where f(Dµ, vν ,Γ⊥) is a dimensionless function of covariant-derivative components, n±v
and a Dirac structure Γ⊥. We used the fact that the only possible Dirac structure must
contain one /n+ for the projection properties of the spinors, and further explicitly factored
out a γ5 to ensure non-zero overlap with pseudoscalar mesons. It follows that the remaining
matrix Γ⊥ cannot contain /n+ or /n−. With the chosen prefactor, the leading-power operators
require that f(Dµ, vν ,Γ⊥) is type-III reparametrization-invariant and scales as O(1).

Since f(Dµ, vν ,Γ⊥) must also be a Lorentz scalar, we are left with the two dimensionless
and reparametrization-invariant building blocks

n+v
i /D⊥
in+D

∼ 1 ,
n+v

n−v

in−D

in+D
∼ 1 , (35)
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where we consider only derivatives on the light-quark field due to integration by parts, and
neglect commutators of covariant derivatives since they generate three-particle operators.
However, the second building block in (35) is not independent, since it is related to two
insertions of the first one by the equation of motion of the light-quark field,

/n+i /D⊥
1

in+D
i /D⊥ξsc = −/n+in−Dξsc . (36)

Hence, the general f(Dµ, vν ,Γ⊥) is an arbitrary power of the first structure in (35), resulting
in the infinite tower of operators1

Ôk =
1

n+v

√
n+v

2
h̄n/n+

(
n+v

i /D⊥
in+D

)k
γ5ξsc ∼ Λ3

QCD . (37)

Now we analyze the operator Ô2 and we apply the equation of motion (36) and the one for
the heavy quark in the form

n+v h̄n/n+in−
←−
D = − 1

n+v
h̄n/n+in+

←−
D , (38)

so that, by using integration by parts, we get

Ô2 =

√
n+v

2
h̄n /n+

n+v

in+D
i /D⊥

1

in+D
i /D⊥γ

5 ξsc

= −
√
n+v

2
h̄n /n+

n+v

in+D
in−Dγ

5 ξsc = Ô0 . (39)

Hence, the operator basis closes on Ô0, Ô1. The second operator Ô1 is related to the
structure h̄nηsc. Both are leading-power operators, which can be understood from the fact
that in the rest frame they account for the two independent Dirac structures h̄v/n+qs and

h̄v/n−qs.

2.3 Matching Preliminaries

This section serves as the starting point for the core of our computation: the matching of
the LCDA, described in Sections 3 and 4. Before starting we need to properly define our
objects within the framework of SCET.

The two-particle operator that defines the QCD LCDA, is represented in massive SCET
by the operator

OC(u) =

∫
dt

2π
e−iutn+pχ̄

(Q)
C (0) /n+γ

5 χC(tn+) . (40)

We have taken the Fourier transform, and p, once a matrix element is taken, will be the
heavy meson momentum pH , or the sum of the parton momenta in partonic computations.

1Allowing for v⊥ 6= 0, type-I RPI transformations constrain the function f to be f(Dµ, vν ,Γ⊥) =

(/v⊥ − n+v
i /D⊥
in+D

)k.
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We denoted the massive field with the Q superscript. In SCET it is customary to work
with collinear gauge-invariant building blocks for (hard-)collinear quark fields,

χC(x) = W †
C(x)ξC(x) , (41)

where WC is a hard-collinear Wilson line (analogous definition for soft-collinear fields). The
two Wilson lines in the fields in (40) combine to the standard finite-distance Wilson line
[0, tn+] entering (1).

The LCDA is defined such that when taking the matrix element between the heavy
meson and vacuum states we get2

〈H(pH)|OC(u)|0〉 = −ifHφ(u;µ) . (42)

The shape of φ(u;µ) depends on the renormalization scale µ at which the matrix element is
evaluated. For very large scales µ� mQ the LCDA will tend to its asymptotic form, which
is symmetric under the exchange of u and 1 − u. On the other hand for scales µ . mQ

it will develop an asymmetric peak due to the mass difference of its constituent quarks,
and from now on we will focus on this situation, with the matching scale set at µ ∼ mQ,
dropping it from the arguments of φ(u). It is important to note that in the heavy meson the
light anti-quark carries only a small fraction ΛQCD/mH of the total light-cone momentum
at the matching scale. This means that values of u of O(1) must be suppressed in the
LCDA. Therefore we expect the function to assume different scalings in the peak (u ∼ λ)
and in the tail (u ∼ 1) regions, implying an inhomogeneous function in the power counting
parameter λ [18]

φ(u) ∼

{
λ−1 , for u ∼ λ (“peak”)

1 , for u ∼ 1 (“tail”)
(43)

where the scalings are fixed by the normalization condition. Hence, in order to perform a
consistent calculation at leading power in λ, we match the two regions (peak and tail) of
the function separately (Sections 3 and 4) and only at the end combine them in Section 5.

It is instructive to look at the Feynman rules for the insertion of OC(u),

Q

qu

= /n+γ
5δ(n+pq − un+pH) ,

pQ

pq

(44)

2We define the QCD LCDA such that the light anti-quark carries the light-cone momentum fraction u,
while the usual definition assigns u to the quark. We do this in order to establish a more intuitive relation
with HQET where the light anti-quark carries momentum ω.
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Q

qu

µ, a = gsT
a/n+γ

5 nµ
+

n+k+iη
δ(n+pq − un+pH) ,

pQ

pq

k
(45)

Q

qu

µ, a = −gsT
a/n+γ

5 nµ
+

n+k+iη
δ(n+pq + n+k − un+pH) .

pQ

pq

k
(46)

The gluon lines attached to the edges of the graph arise from the Wilson lines WC in
(41) associated with the heavy quark field χ̄

(Q)
C (0) and the light anti-quark field χC(tn+),

respectively – attachments of more than one gluon from the expansion of the Wilson line
do not contribute to the one-loop matrix elements calculated below. The insertion of the
non-local operator OC(u) is represented with the dashed line, and the momentum fraction
u is injected at the vertex denoted by a dot. The delta functions enforce the n− component
of the sum of momenta flowing out from that vertex to take the value un+pH .

3 Matching: Peak Region

The peak region is characterized by small momentum fractions of the light anti-quark in
SCET, namely u ∼ λ, and this scaling will be assumed for the rest of this section. The
matching equation will take the form of a convolution

OC(u) =

∫ ∞
0

dωJp(u, ω)Oh(ω) , (47)

with the bHQET non-local operator defined as

Oh(ω) ≡ 1

mH

∫
dt

2π
e−iωtn+v

√
n+v

2
h̄n(0)Wsc(0) /n+γ

5 χsc(tn+) ∼
Λ2

QCD

mH

. (48)

Here ω ∼ ΛQCD is the light-cone component of the spectator anti-quark momentum in the
H rest frame. We note that this is simply the boosted version of the Fourier transform of
the HQET operator in (2). The Feynman rules for this operator are analogous to (44)-(46)
with the replacement un+pH → ωn+v. The matrix element of Oh(ω) is related to the
leading twist HQET LCDA ϕ+(ω) at leading power3 in λ due to the relation (17)

〈H(pH)|Oh(ω)|0〉 = −if̃Hϕ+(ω) , (49)

3There are power corrections to this relation which are generated by our use of hn rather than hnewn (see
discussion at the end of Sec. 2.1), which therefore pose no problem.
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where f̃H denotes the scale-dependent bHQET decay constant given by the local limit of the
Fourier transform of (48), which will be studied in Section 4.1. For external states defined
in bHQET we use the standard QCD (as opposed to HQET) normalization convention.

It is important to mention that, in the peak region, there is only one bHQET operator
contributing to the matching at leading power. Comparing with the bottom-up approach
of Section 2.2 the operator Oh(ω) corresponds to the non-local version of Ô0, while the
second operator Ô1 would correspond to a non-local operator related to the subleading-
twist HQET LCDA ϕ−(ω) which is expected to contribute only through power corrections.
This will be confirmed explicitly at the one-loop order through the following calculation.

Taking the hadronic matrix element of the matching equation (47) gives the QCD LCDA
in the peak region u ∼ λ,

φ(u) =
f̃H
fH

∫ ∞
0

dωJp(u, ω)ϕ+(ω) . (50)

The long-distance physics described by the HQET LCDA is the same as in QCD, since
the effective theory is built such that it reproduces the IR behaviour of the full theory.
On the contrary, the UV physics is different, as one can easily notice from their different
renormalization group equations (RGE). Both LCDAs are renormalization-scale dependent
functions, however the QCD LCDA, which arises from a hard process, depends on a scale
µh & mQ (because the evolution is computed setting mQ = 0), while the HQET LCDA, de-
scribing the pure non-perturbative physics, should be evaluated at the scale µs > O(ΛQCD)
and µs . mQ. We perform the matching at the hard-collinear scale µ ∼ O(mQ) such that
no large logarithms lnµ/mQ appear in the perturbative expansion of the hard-collinear
matching function Jp. The well-known evolution equations for the two LCDAs [6, 19] can
then be used to relate the HQET LCDA at the low scale µs to the QCD LCDA at the scale
µh, thereby summing the large logarithms lnµs/mQ and lnmQ/µh.

We compute the perturbative jet function Jp(u, ω) at one-loop order by taking the
matrix element of the matching equation (47) between on-shell partonic states, namely

〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|OC(u)|0〉SCET =

∫ ∞
0

dωJp(u, ω)〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|Oh(ω)|0〉bHQET , (51)

and evaluating the matrix elements on both sides in the one-loop approximation. The three
relevant diagrams are shown in Fig. 1, where ⊗ denotes the operator insertion, summing up
the two Wilson lines contributions from (45) and (46) in the first two diagrams. Defining
the momentum fraction s = n+pq/n+(pq + pQ) ≡ n+pq/n+pH , the support of the SCET
matrix element on the left-hand side implies that 0 ≤ s ≤ 1.

We begin with the SCET matrix element on the left. Tree-level evidently implies u = s,
hence we write to the one-loop order

〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|OC(u)|0〉SCET

=
1

n+pH
ū(pQ)/n+γ

5v(pq)

{
δ(u− s) +

αsCF
4π

M (1)(u, s)

}
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WQ =

Q

q

Wq =

Q

q

V =

Q

q

Figure 1: Contributions to the matching: the operator insertion are represented with ⊗. WQ and
Wq stand for interactions between the Wilson lines and the heavy and light quark, respectively.
The vertex diagram V represents the gluon exchange between the two constituent quarks. The
external field renormalization diagrams are not shown.

+
1

n−pH
ū(pQ)/n−γ

5v(pq) – term , (52)

where the superscript denotes the coefficient of αsCF/(4π) in the loop expansion. In order to
make the notation more compact, after performing the SCET computation we re-expressed

the result in terms of full QCD spinors by using ξ̄n−(pQ) = ū(pQ)
/n+/n−

4
and ξn−(pq) =

/n−/n+

4
v(pq), in which case

1

n+pH
ξ̄n−(pQ)/n+γ

5ξn−(pq) =
1

n+pH
ū(pQ)/n+γ

5v(pq) ,

1

mH

ξ̄n−(pQ)/n+

/pq⊥
n+pq

γ5ξn−(pq) =
1

mH

ū(pQ)/n+

/pq⊥
n+pq

γ5v(pq) =
(−1)

n−pH
ū(pQ)/n−γ

5v(pq). (53)

In the second line we also used the equations of motion of both quarks to simplify the Dirac
structure (see further discussion in Appendix B.1)

ū(pQ)/n+

/pq⊥
n+pq

γ5v(pq) = − 1

n−v
ū(pQ)/n−γ

5v(pq) . (54)

We focus on the ū(pQ)/n+γ
5v(pq) structure first. We regulate both ultraviolet (UV) and

infrared (IR) divergences dimensionally in space-time dimension d = 4−2ε. In this case, the
diagram Wq is scaleless and vanishes. The renormalized one-loop on-shell matrix element
is then the sum

M (1)(u, s) = V (u, s) +WQ(u, s) +
1

2
Z
OS(1)
ξ δ(u− s) + Z

(1)
OC (u, s) , (55)

of the remaining two diagrams, the heavy quark on-shell field-strength renormalization
constant

Z
OS(1)
ξ = −3

ε
− 3 ln

µ2

m2
Q

− 4 , (56)

and the contribution from the SCET operator renormalization kernel (in the MS scheme),

Z
(1)
OC (u, s) =− 2

ε

[
θ(s− u)

u

s

(
1 +

1

s− u

)
+ θ(u− s) ū

s̄

(
1 +

1

u− s

)]
s+

12



− 1

ε
δ(s− u)

(
3 + 2s̄ ln s+ 2s ln s̄

)
, (57)

where we use the standard notation x̄ ≡ 1− x for momentum fraction variables. The plus
distribution is defined as∫ 1

0

du f(u)
[
g(u, s)

]
u+

=

∫ 1

0

du
(
f(u)− f(s)

)
g(u, s) ,∫ 1

0

ds f(s)
[
g(u, s)

]
s+

=

∫ 1

0

ds
(
f(s)− f(u)

)
g(u, s) , (58)

where we indicate with a subscript the variable in which the integration is intended. The
renormalization function ZOC (u, s) is the Efremov-Radyushkin-Brodsky-Lepage (ERBL)
renormalization kernel [6–8] but written here as plus distributions with respect to the
second argument s instead of the more conventional first one,4 u.

By computing the diagrams with a non-dimensional IR regulator, we checked that
the above renormalization factors remove all UV divergences, as they should, such that
M (1)(u, s) contains only IR divergences. We find

M (1)(u, s) = 2

[
θ(s− u)

u

s

((
1

s− u
+ 1

)(
ln

s̄µ2

u(s− u)m2
Q

+ iπ

)
− 1

)]
s+

+2

[
θ(u− s) ū

s̄(u− s)

(
2 ln

s̄µ

(u− s)mQ

+
u

s
ln

us̄

u− s

)]
s+

+δ(u− s)
{
− 1

ε2
− 1

ε

(
2 ln

s̄µ

smQ

+ 2πi+
5

2

)
−2 ln2 µ

smQ

+ 2 ln s ln
µ2

sm2
Q

+ ln
µ

mQ

− 4πi ln
µ

smQ

+
11

12
π2 + 2

−s
(

ln2 s+ 2
(

1− 2 ln
µ

smQ

)
ln
s̄

s
+ 2πi ln s+

π2

3

)
−2 ln s̄

(
2 ln

µ

smQ

− 1
)

+ 2(2− s)Li2(s)

}

+2

[
θ(u− s)

(
ū

s̄

(
2 ln

s̄µ

(u− s)mQ

− 1

)
+
u

s̄
ln

us̄

u− s

)]
s+

. (59)

While the above result holds for u and s in the interval [0, 1], the matching equation (51)
in the peak region is valid when the external momentum pq is soft-collinear, which implies
that s ∼ λ� 1. Expanding (59) for u, s ∼ λ, M (1)(u, s) simplifies to

M (1)(u, s)
∣∣
u,s�1

= 2

[
θ(s− u)

s− u
u

s

(
ln

µ2

u(s− u)m2
Q

+ iπ

)]
s+

4The kernel in terms of a plus distribution in u is provided in Appendix B.1.
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+ 2

[
θ(u− s)
u− s

(
2 ln

µ

(u− s)mQ

+
u

s
ln

u

u− s

)]
s+

+ δ(u− s)
{
− 1

ε2
− 1

ε

(
2 ln

µ

smQ

+ 2πi+
5

2

)
− 2 ln2 µ

smQ

+ 2 ln s ln
µ2

sm2
Q

+ ln
µ

mQ

− 4πi ln
µ

smQ

+
11

12
π2 + 2

}
. (60)

The expanded result could have been obtained directly by noting that when u, s � 1 are
assumed from the start, the expansion of the loop integral in λ is obtained from the sum
of a hard-collinear and soft-collinear region in the sense of the region expansion [20]. The
region analysis is given in Appendix B, including the ū(pQ)/n−γ

5v(pq) structure in (52),
which turns out to be of higher order in λ. This substantiates our earlier statement that
the non-local version of Ô1 is suppressed in the peak region.

Turning to the bHQET matrix element on the right-hand side of the matching equation
in bHQET (51), we write it in the form

〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|Oh(ω)|0〉bHQET

=
1

n+pH
ū(pQ)/n+γ

5v(pq)

{
δ
(n+pq
n+v

− ω
)

+
αsCF

4π
N (1)

(
ω,
n+pq
n+v

)}
. (61)

The renormalized one-loop on-shell amplitude

N (1)(ω, ν) = VbHQET(ω, ν) +WQbHQET(ω, ν) + Z
(1)
Oh(ω, ν) , (62)

is again expressed in terms of the diagrams from Fig. 1 and UV renormalization factors. The
one-loop HQET on-shell field renormalization constant is scaleless, and the MS operator
renormalization kernel

Z
(1)
Oh(ω, ν) = −2

ε

[
θ(ω − ν)

ω − ν
+
ω

ν

θ(ν − ω)

ν − ω

]
ν+

+ δ(ω − ν)

(
1

ε2
+

2

ε
ln
µ

ν
− 5

2ε

)
, (63)

coincides with the one for the HQET leading-twist LCDA ϕ+(ω) [19], as expected from
boost invariance. We find

N (1)(ω, ν) = 2

[
θ(ν − ω)

ν − ω
ω

ν

(
ln

µ2

ω(ν − ω)
+ iπ

)]
ν+

+2

[
θ(ω − ν)

ω − ν

(
2 ln

µ

ω − ν
+
ω

ν
ln

ω

ω − ν

)]
ν+

+δ(ω − ν)

(
− 1

ε2
− 1

ε

(
2 ln

µ

ν
+ 2πi+

5

2

)
− 4 ln2 µ

ν
− 4πi ln

µ

ν
+

5π2

6

)
. (64)

Details on the individual diagrams with the full ε dependence are provided in Appendix B.4,
as well as the renormalization kernels with plus distributions with respect to ω.
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To extract the matching function Jp(u, ω), we expand (51) in αs. At tree level, (51)
reduces to

δ
( n+pq
n+pH

− u
)

=

∫ ∞
0

dωJ (0)
p (u, ω)δ

(n+pq
n+v

− ω
)
. (65)

Identifying pH = pQ + pq with mHv, which is legitimate up to power corrections, we obtain

J (0)
p (u, ω) = δ

(
u− ω

mH

)
θ(mH − ω) , (66)

where the theta-function arises from the constraint u ≤ 1 on the left-hand side. At the
one-loop order, we then find

J (1)
p (u, ω) = θ(mH − ω)

{
M (1)

(
u,

ω

mH

)
−mHN

(1)(umH , ω)

}
. (67)

Comparing (64) and (60), we note that their IR poles coincides, hence the matching coeffi-
cient is indeed short-distance. Moreover, since the simple replacement [...]ω/mH+ → [...]ω+

holds, the plus-distribution terms also coincide and cancel in the difference (67), leaving

M (1)
(
u,

ω

mH

)
−mHN

(1)(umH , ω) = δ
(
u− ω

mH

)(L2

2
+
L

2
+
π2

12
+ 2

)
, (68)

where we defined

L ≡ ln
µ2

m2
H

, (69)

identifying the quark mass mQ with the meson mass mH since the difference is formally
a power correction. The result for the one loop jet function in the peak region can be
therefore written in the remarkably simple local (in momentum fraction) form

Jp(u, ω) = θ(mH − ω)δ
(
u− ω

mH

)(
1 +

αsCF
4π
J (1)

peak +O(α2
s)

)
, (70)

with

J (1)
peak ≡

L2

2
+
L

2
+
π2

12
+ 2 . (71)

The fact that the non-local terms drop out can be understood in terms of the region
analysis. The matrix element N (1) accounts precisely for the soft-collinear region of M (1),
such that only the hard-collinear region contributes to the matching function J (1)

p (u, ω).
Most of the terms will therefore cancel in (67), since only logarithms of the hard-collinear
scale m2

H can appear in the jet function. We find in fact that only one diagram, WQ,
contributes to the matching in the peak region, namely when the heavy quark couples
to its own Wilson line, giving rise to a simple function proportional to the tree-level jet
function (66). The role of the delta functions in the Feynman rules (44)-(46) and the
fact that u and s are small in the peak region is crucial, because as soon as the loop
momentum k enters the delta function, it is forced to assume the same scaling as un+pH
and n+pq, resulting in a soft-collinear contribution. Therefore the only contributions to the
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Q

qu
(a) Peak matching

Q

qu
(b) Tail matching

Figure 2: Schematic diagrams for the all orders contributions to the jet function (only hard-
collinear gluons), divided into the peak (left) and tail (right) part.

jet function will come from diagrams where the hard-collinear loop momentum is not in
the delta function argument, which happens only in the case of the diagram WQ.

We argue that the hard-collinear matching function is local in momentum fractions to
all orders in the perturbative expansion, i.e. that it can be expressed as

Jp(u, ω) = Jpeak δ
(
u− ω

mH

)
θ(mH − ω) , (72)

where Jpeak is independent of u and ω. In the peak region u ∼ λ, the only hard-collinear
contributions that can arise are those related to diagrams where the spectator quark is not
involved (so that k is not in the argument of the delta functions), as shown in the left panel
of Fig. 2. These contributions are given by gluons emitted and absorbed by the heavy quark
field and its local Wilson line, forcing u to match the external momentum fraction ω/mH

through the delta function (44). This makes it clear that Jpeak is in fact the quark-mass
dependent short-distance coefficient in matching the massive SCET collinear quark field to
the bHQET field by integrating out the hard-collinear modes:

χ
(Q)
C = W †

Cξ
(Q)
C → Jpeak(mQ)

√
n+v

2
W †
schn . (73)

This results in the following all-order form for the QCD LCDA in the peak region,

φp(u) =
f̃H
fH
JpeakmHϕ+(umH) , for u ∼ λ , (74)

where the subscript p means that this expression for φ(u) holds in the peak region only.
We emphasize that Jpeak is a momentum-fraction independent matching coefficient, i.e. a
pure series in αs free of large logarithms at the hard-collinear scale µ ∼ mQ, as is f̃H/fH .
Consistency requires that both sides of (74) have the same scale dependence. We further
discuss this in Section 6.3, where we also derive the RGE for Jpeak.

4 Matching: Tail Region

We continue with the matching of the tail region of the LCDA, characterized by momentum
fractions u ∼ 1, which implies a different counting as compared to the peak region. As seen
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from (43) the tail is power suppressed, and of the same order as the LCDA normalization.
Therefore, the matrix element of OC(u) will be of the same order of magnitude as the
decay constant, which in QCD factorization of exclusive B meson decays indeed contributes
only through power corrections, the leading power involving the first inverse moment, λB.
Momentum fractions u ∼ 1 correspond to large values ω � ΛQCD, in which case the tail of
the HQET LCDA can be determined from an operator product expansion (OPE) [21] and
depends only on local non-perturbative inputs. This amounts to an expansion in ΛQCD/ω
with a tower of local operators in HQET. In terms of the matching of OC(u), this translates
into a fully perturbative determination of the u dependence, with the decay constant f̃H
as the only non-perturbative input at leading power. For this reason, it is instructive to
first look at the simpler case of matching the local SCET operator instead of OC(u), and
to resume the non-local matching in Section 4.2.

4.1 Local Matching: the Decay Constant

As a starting point to understand some of the features present in the matching of the LCDA
in the tail region, we proceed by matching the local SCET operator onto bHQET. We first
recall the main points of matching the QCD decay constant onto the HQET one in the
heavy-meson rest frame. The QCD and HQET decay constants are defined through the
matrix elements

〈H(pH)|Q̄γαγ5q|0〉 = −ifHpαH ,

〈H(pH)|h̄vγαγ5qs|0〉 = −ifHQET
H (µ)mHv

α , (75)

where we are using pH = mHv and the standard QCD normalization for the states, so that
Fstat(µ) =

√
mHf

HQET
H (µ) for the mass-independent static decay constant.5 In HQET, the

matching computation gives

Q̄γαγ5q = CV (µ) h̄vγ
αγ5qs + CS(µ) vαh̄vγ

5qs , (76)

with

CV (µ) = 1− αsCF
4π

(
3

2
ln

µ2

m2
Q

+ 4

)
+O(α2

s) ,

CS(µ) = 2
αsCF

4π
+O(α2

s) . (77)

Multiplying (76) by vα and taking taking the matrix element of (76) between vacuum and
H meson states, we obtain the relation between the decay constants in QCD and HQET.
Using

〈H(pH)|h̄vγ5qs|0〉 = 〈H(pH)|h̄v/vγ5qs|0〉 = −ifHQET
H (µ)mH , (78)

5Since fields are at x = 0, we omit the position argument in this section.
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gives the well known result [22]

fH = fHQET
H (µ)

(
CV (µ) + CS(µ)

)
= fHQET

H (µ)

[
1− αsCF

4π

(
3

2
ln

µ2

m2
Q

+ 2

)
+O(α2

s)

]
. (79)

We next consider the boosted frame, with pH⊥ = 0, and the matching relation for the
bHQET decay constant, f̃H . By contracting (75) with n+α and n−α, respectively, the QCD
decay constant can be expressed in two equivalent ways, as the matrix element of collinear
currents in SCET [23]. This leads to the definition of the following two SCET operators,

OC+ =
1

n+pH
ξ̄

(Q)
C /n+γ

5ξC ,

OC− = − 1

n−pH
ξ̄

(Q)
C /n+

mQ − i
←−
/D⊥

−in+
←−
D

i /D⊥
in+D

γ5ξC , (80)

where we have used the expression for the suppressed ηC spinor-field component given in
Appendix A. By construction their hadronic matrix elements are

〈H(pH)|OC±|0〉 = −ifH . (81)

The SCET currents OC± are matched to the two dimensional bilinear-operator basis in
bHQET, as derived in Section 2.2, conveniently chosen as

O+ =
1

mHn+v

√
n+v

2
h̄n /n+γ

5ξsc ,

O− = − 1

mH

√
n+v

2
h̄n /n+

i /D⊥
in+D

γ5ξsc , (82)

such that the tree level matching is diagonal(
OC+
OC−

)
=

[
1 +

αsCF
4π

(
C

(1)
++ C

(1)
+−

C
(1)
−+ C

(1)
−−

)
+O(α2

s)

](
O+

O−

)
. (83)

In analogy with HQET, we choose to define the bHQET decay constant f̃H(µ) as the matrix
element of

〈H(pH)|O+|0〉 = −if̃H(µ) . (84)

At tree level6 the matrix element 〈H(pH)|O−|0〉 also equals −if̃H since

〈H(pH)|O−|0〉 = (1 +O(αs))〈H(pH)|OC−|0〉 = (1 +O(αs))〈H(pH)|OC+|0〉

= (1 +O(αs))〈H(pH)|O+|0〉 = −if̃H(µ)(1 +O(αs)) . (85)

6In the following we only need the tree-level matrix element, however, the relation should hold to all
orders due to RPI, as well as the link with the corresponding operator in the rest frame.
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To determine the relation between fH and f̃H(µ) at the one-loop order, it is sufficient to
match only one of the SCET operators, and we choose the simpler case OC+. We obtain

OC+ =

(
1− αsCF

4π

(
3

2
ln

µ2

m2
Q

+ 3

))
O+ +

αsCF
4π
O− . (86)

The one-loop coefficients are different from the ones in the rest frame (77) because we
choose a different, more convenient basis for the boosted frame. Taking the hadronic
matrix element of (86) leads to the relation between the decay constants

fH = f̃H(µ)

[
1− αsCF

4π

(
3

2
ln

µ2

m2
Q

+ 2

)
+O(α2

s)

]
, (87)

which implies f̃H(µ) = fHQET
H (µ), as was to be expected as a natural consequence of boost

invariance. For later use, we define the ratio between the HQET and QCD decay constants
as

d(µ) ≡ f̃H(µ)

fH
= 1 +

αsCF
4π

(
3

2
L+ 2

)
+O(α2

s) , (88)

again identifying mH and mQ.

4.2 Non-Local Matching: the LCDA Tail

In matching the non-local operator OC(u) we will use the same operator basis (82) that we
used for the decay constant matching, yielding to the matching equation

OC(u) = J+(u)O+ + J−(u)O− . (89)

The analysis of Section 2.2 ensures that there cannot be other two-particle operators at
this order in b. Eq. (89) holds to all orders in αs, since the hard-collinear contributions
in the tail region are independent on the light anti-quark soft-collinear momentum pq,
which would contribute only through power corrections. The right panel in Fig. 2 shows
this diagrammatically. When a hard-collinear gluon is emitted from the spectator quark
field χC(tn+), the momentum fraction u is forced by (44) or (46) to scale as u ∼ 1, and
the internal lines of the diagram would become insensitive to the external soft-collinear
momentum.

At tree level the partonic matrix elements of the local operators read

〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|O±|0〉bHQET =
1

n±pH
ū(pQ)/n±γ

5v(pq) . (90)

The SCET renormalized matrix element in the tail region does not contain any soft-collinear
physics (explicitly checked in Appendix B.3) and starts at the one-loop level

〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|OC(u)|0〉SCET =
αsCF

4π

∑
±

M
(1)
± (u)〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|O±|0〉 . (91)
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In the tail region M
(1)
± (u) is obtained by expanding the left-hand side for small s but not

u. In this case, we obtain from (59) the s-independent expression

M
(1)
+ (u ∼ 1, s ∼ λ) =

2ū

u

(
2(1 + u) ln

µ

umQ

− 2u+ 1

)
, (92)

where we used that the delta function δ(u− s) never contributes when s� u and the theta
functions become trivial.

Alternatively, the renormalized one-loop amplitude, when u ∼ 1 and pq � pQ (that is,
s ∼ λ), is given by the hard-collinear (hc) region of the full result. The leading-power term
is obtained by setting pq to zero. We find

M
(1)
+ (u) = V+(u)

∣∣∣
hc

+WQ(u)
∣∣∣
hc

+Z
(1)
OC (u)

∣∣∣
hc
,

M
(1)
− (u) = V−(u)

∣∣∣
hc
, (93)

where the contribution proportional to the Dirac structure (54) comes only from the V
diagram in Fig. (1). It is UV and IR finite, hence there are also no counterterms. Results
for individual diagrams are provided in Appendix B.3.

Taking the matrix element between on-shell partonic states of the matching equa-
tion (89) and including now O− leads to

J±(u) =
αsCF

4π
M

(1)
± (u) +O(α2

s) , (94)

with

J (1)
+ (u) =

2ū

u

(
(1 + u) [L− 2 lnu]− 2u+ 1

)
,

J (1)
− (u) = 2ū . (95)

The expression for J (1)
+ (u) agrees with (92) as it should.

Because of (85), when taking the matrix element of (89) between the heavy meson and

vacuum states, J (1)
+ and J (1)

− will be summed, we can hence write

φt(u) =
f̃H
fH
Jtail(u) , for u ∼ 1 , (96)

where

Jtail(u) ≡ J+(u) + J−(u) =
αsCF

4π

2ū

u

(
(1 + u)[L− 2 lnu]− u+ 1

)
+O(α2

s) . (97)

The subscript t is a reminder that this expression for φ(u) holds in the tail region only.
We emphasize that φ(u) in the tail region needs no information from the HQET LCDA
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ϕ+(ω), since it is related to the leading local term in the OPE, which involves only the
decay constant, which is factored out in the definition of φ(u).

At this point it is worth remarking that the LCDAs are boost invariant quantities.
Therefore the matching can be carried out in the heavy meson rest frame, from QCD to
standard HQET. However, in a physical process involving the production of an energetic
heavy meson, the hard matching is naturally performed in the boosted frame, yielding a
Q-dependent hard function and a SCET operator. Therefore we performed the matching in
the boosted frame using bHQET. As a consistency check, we also performed the matching
calculation in the rest frame finding complete agreement with the one in the boosted frame.

5 Merging of the Peak and Tail

From the peak and the tail matching we obtained

φ(u) =


φp(u) =

f̃H
fH
JpeakmHϕ+(umH) , for u ∼ λ ,

φt(u) =
f̃H
fH
Jtail(u) , for u ∼ 1 .

(98)

Since φ(u) should be a continuous function on [0, 1], the two approximations must be equal
in the overlap region λ� u� 1, which requires

JpeakmHϕ
asy
+ (umH)

!
= Jtail(u)

∣∣∣
u�1

. (99)

Here ϕasy
+ (ω) is the asymptotic form of ϕ+(ω) for ω � ΛQCD, which is independent of

hadronic parameters at leading power in ΛQCD/ω (which is implied here by the term “asymp-
totic form”), and can be computed perturbatively [21]. This is a crucial property without
which (99) could never hold.

Let us check that (99) is satisfied at order αs. At this order [21],

ϕasy
+ (ω) ≡ αsCF

2πω

(
ln
µ2

ω2
+ 1

)
, (100)

hence we can use Jpeak = 1 +O(αs) in (99) to obtain for the left-hand side

mHϕ
asy
+ (umH) =

αsCF
2πu

(L− 2 lnu+ 1) , (101)

which indeed coincides with Jtail(u)
∣∣∣
u�1

from (97).

This shows that φ(u) is parametrically continuous in the overlap region. It is therefore
consistent to make it technically continuous by applying a “merging function” ϑ(u; δ, σ)
satisfying

ϑ(u; δ, σ)
∣∣∣
u�δ

= 1 , ϑ(u; δ, σ)
∣∣∣
u�δ

= 0 , (102)
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and to add both expressions as

φ(u) = ϑ(u; δ, σ)φp(u) +
(
1− ϑ(u; δ, σ)

)
φt(u) , (103)

where the parameter δ defines the centre of the overlap region (λ � δ � 1), and σ its
width. We adopt the form

ϑ(u; δ, σ) =
1

1 + e
u−δ
σ

, (104)

allowing us to choose the limiting case

ϑ(u; δ, 0) = θ(δ − u) , (105)

in analytic computations. We set σ ∼ O(10−2) in the numerical analysis of Section 7.

6 QCD LCDA and its Properties

We now check that the peak-tail merged expression (103) for the QCD LCDA is consistent
with the endpoint behaviour, normalization and evolution equation of the QCD LCDA.

6.1 Endpoint Behaviour

The QCD LCDA is expected to vanish linearly at the endpoints u = 0, 1. The limit u→ 0
is evident from (103) as Jpeak is independent of u, while ϕ+(ω) is proportional to ω for
small ω [2]. For u→ 1, we find from (97)

φ(u) −→
u→1

αsCF
π

ūL→ 0 , (106)

proving (at O(αs)) that the LCDA vanishes linearly at u = 1 as it should.

6.2 Normalization

We next verify that the integral of (103) on [0, 1] is correctly normalized to 1. For this
purpose, we use the merging function (105).7

To calculate the normalization integral, we first recall the expression for the zeroth
cut-off moment of the HQET LCDA [21],

M0(ΛUV) =

∫ ΛUV

0

dω ϕ+(ω) = 1− αsCF
4π

(
2 ln2 µ

ΛUV

+ 2 ln
µ

ΛUV

+
π2

12

)
+O

(
αs

ΛQCD

ΛUV

, α2
s

)
,

(107)
valid for ΛUV � ΛQCD. Since mHδ � ΛQCD, we can write∫ 1

0

du φ(u) =

∫ δ

0

du φp(u) +

∫ 1

δ

du φt(u)

7In this case, φ(u) is not technically continuous, but the discontinuity is power-suppressed in the expan-
sion parameters, and hence parametrically absent.
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=
f̃H
fH
JpeakM0(mHδ) +

f̃H
fH

∫ 1

δ

duJtail(u)

= 1 +
αsCF

4π

[
M

(1)
0 (mHδ) + J (1)

peak + d(1) +

∫ 1

δ

duJ (1)
tail(u)

]
+O(α2

s)

= 1 +O
(
δ,
λ

δ

)
+O(α2

s) , (108)

where d(1) is the coefficient of αsCF/(4π) in (88). This shows that the LCDA is indeed
properly normalized at leading power in δ and λ/δ, which constitutes a non-trivial check
of our matching procedure.

6.3 Evolution Equation

We check that φ(u) from (103) satisfies the correct ERBL evolution equation [6–8] of the
full QCD LCDA at O(αs), that is

µ
dφ(u)

dµ
= −αsCF

π

∫ 1

0

dv VERBL(u, v)φ(v) ≡ αsCF
π

R(u) , (109)

with the kernel easily derived from (57) as

VERBL(u, v) =
ε

2
Z

(1)
OC (u, v) . (110)

Due to the overall coupling constant, the integral R(u) on the right-hand side is needed
only at O(α0

s), giving

R(u) = −
∫ δ

0

dv mHVERBL(u, v)ϕ+(mHv) , (111)

with no contribution from the tail at this order. Therefore v ∼ λ, but u can still be small
or of order 1. We therefore multiply the kernel by 1 = θ(δ− u) + θ(u− δ) and approximate
it accordingly in the two regions:

VERBL(u, v) ≈ θ(δ − u)

{
−u
[
θ(v − u)

v(v − u)
+
θ(u− v)

u(u− v)

]
v+

− δ(u− v)
(

lnu+
3

2

)}

− θ(u− δ)
[
ū
(

1 +
1

u

)]
v+

. (112)

The convolution of the u > δ term is simple and results in

θ(u− δ)ū1 + u

u

∫ δ

0

dvmH (ϕ+(vmH)− ϕ+(umH))

≈ θ(u− δ)ū1 + u

u
M0(mHδ) ≈ θ(u− δ)ū1 + u

u
, (113)
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where we used the fact that λ � δ � 1, allowing us to use the tree-level expression of
M0(mHδ) (which equals 1), as well as neglecting ϕ+(umH)� ϕ+(vmH) (since u� v).

To compute the u < δ contribution to R(u), we recall the evolution equation for the
HQET LCDA [19]

µ
dϕ+(ω)

dµ
= −αsCF

π

∫ ∞
0

dν ΓLN(ω, ν)ϕ+(ν) , (114)

with

ΓLN(ω, ν) = −ω
[
θ(ν − ω)

ν(ν − ω)
+
θ(ω − ν)

ω(ω − ν)

]
ν+

+ δ(ω − ν)
(

ln
µ

ω
− 1

2

)
. (115)

Comparing to (113), we see that the low-u part of the ERBL kernel can be expressed as

θ(δ − u)VERBL(u, s) = θ(δ − u)

[
mHΓLN(umH , vmH)− δ(u− v)

(
ln

µ

mH

+ 1
)]

. (116)

Putting both regions together, we find

R(u) = θ(δ − u)mH

[
−
∫ δmH

0

dν ΓLN(umH , ν)ϕ+(ν) + ϕ+(umH)
(

ln
µ

mH

+ 1
)]

+ θ(u− δ)ū1 + u

u
. (117)

Now we study the left-hand side of (109). Keeping in mind that the derivative of the
coupling constant with respect to µ counts as O(α2

s) and therefore can be neglected, we
obtain

π

αsCF

dφ(u)

d lnµ
= θ(δ − u)mH

[
−
∫ ∞

0

dν ΓLN(umH , ν)ϕ+(ν)

+
ϕ+(umH)

4

(
dJ (1)

peak

d lnµ
+

d

d lnµ
d(1)

)]
+

1

4
θ(u− δ)dJ

(1)
tail(u)

d lnµ

= θ(δ − u)mH

[
−
∫ ∞

0

dν ΓLN(umH , ν)ϕ+(ν) + ϕ+(umH)
(

ln
µ

mH

+ 1
)]

+ θ(u− δ) ū1 + u

u
. (118)

which agrees with the right-hand side of (109), provided the upper limit of the ν-integral
in (117) can be extended up to infinity. This is indeed allowed, because mHδ � ΛQCD and
including the tail adds only a suppressed contribution.

The relation (116) shows that in the peak region the evolution of the QCD LCDA is
the same as the evolution equation in HQET, except by a local term, as was already noted
in [24]. This turns out to be useful in deriving the RGE for Jpeak from (74)

d

d lnµ
Jpeak =

(
1

φp(u)

dφp(u)

d lnµ
− 1

ϕ+(umH)

dϕ+(umH)

d lnµ
− 1

d(µ)

d

d lnµ
d(µ)

)
Jpeak , (119)
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since the u-dependence cancels between the first two terms. The RGE for the matching
function in the peak region is indeed local,

d

d lnµ
Jpeak =

αsCF
4π

[
4 ln

µ

mH

+ 1

]
Jpeak +O(α2

s) , (120)

as required by consistency.

6.4 Comparison with Previous Work

At this point we compare our result for the QCD LCDA with the previous work [9], which
also relates it to the universal HQET LCDA, but obtained a substantially different and
more complicated expression for the analogue of the matching function, called Jpeak and
Jtail here.

A major difference of the set-up in [9] is that the matching is not split into a peak and
tail region, where the LCDA at the matching scale has different power counting. Instead,
the intervals u ∈ [0, 1] → ω ∈ [0,∞] are smoothly mapped by assigning the tree-level
matching function

J (0)(u, ω) = δ
(
u− ω

ω +mQ

)
. (121)

The difficulty with this expression is that the HQET variable ω does not know about
mQ, hence the combination ω+mQ has inevitably inhomogeneous power counting, making
a systematic scale separation difficult. The inhomogeneity is inherited by the one-loop
matching function, Z(1) in Eq. (15) of [9]. The benefits of strict scale separations become
evident when comparing (70) and (97) to Z(1).

The interpretation of Z(1) in terms of the results of the present work is made more
difficult, since Z(1) appears to include the evolution of the HQET LCDA from the soft
scale µH . Furthermore, unlike the present approach, which allows us to construct the QCD
LCDA itself, as shown in the subsequent section, the distributions in Z(1) require integration
in both variables u and ω, and hence allow only the computation of moments rather than
φ(u) itself.

7 QCD LCDA of the B̄ and D Meson

In this section, we determine the QCD LCDA of B̄ and D mesons from (103) in terms
of the universal HQET LCDA at the soft scale, and evolve it to scales µ � mH . This
involves three steps: 1) specifying the HQET LCDA input at the soft scale µs = 1 GeV,
and evolving it to the matching scale of order mH . 2) Matching the QCD LCDA to the
HQET one at the scale mH , which is the main result of this work. c) Evolving the QCD
LCDA from mH to the scale Q of the hard scattering process with the standard evolution
equation.
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7.1 Evolution of ϕ+ from µs to mQ

For the non-perturbative function ϕ+(ω), at the soft scale µs = 1 GeV, we employ different
models which need to satisfy the known properties of the HQET LCDA. Of particular impor-
tance for our analysis are the cut-off zeroth moment (107), the asymptotic behaviour (100)
and the inverse moment λB(µs):∫ ΛUV

0

dω ϕ+(ω;µs) = M0(ΛUV) ,

ϕ+(ω;µs) −→
ω�ΛQCD

ϕasy
+ (ω;µs) ,∫ ∞

0

dω

ω
ϕ+(ω;µs) = λ−1

B (µs) . (122)

These properties are satisfied by gluing continuously a radiative tail ϕasy
+ [21] onto normal-

ized models ϕmod
+ as

ϕ+(ω;µs) =

(
1 +

αs(µs)CF
4π

[
1

2
− π2

12

])
ϕmod

+ (ω;µs) + θ(ω −
√
eµs)ϕ

asy
+ (ω;µs) , (123)

with the following properties ∫ ∞
0

dω ϕmod
+ (ω;µs) = 1 ,

ωϕmod
+ (ω;µs) −→

ω→∞
0 ,∫ ∞

0

dω

ω
ϕmod

+ (ω;µs) =
1

ω0

, (124)

where the relation between λB(µs) and the parameter ω0 can be derived from (123)

ω0 = λB

(
1 +

αs(µs)CF
4π

(
1

2
− π2

12
− 4√

e

λB
µs

))
. (125)

We adopt by default the exponential model [2] for ϕmod
+ ,

ϕexp
+ (ω, ω0;µs) =

ω

ω2
0

e−ω/ω0 . (126)

We emphasize that adding the tail to the models at the low scale µs is required, because
the asymptotic form (100) must hold at any scale. The exponential model (126) without
the radiative tail is unphysical and not suitable for our purpose.

In order to estimate the systematic uncertainties due to the model dependence in Sec. 8
below, we employ the three two-parameter models [25]8

ϕ
(I)
+ (ω;µs) =

[
1− β +

β

2− β
ω

ω0

]
ϕexp

+

(
ω, (1− β/2)ω0;µs

)
, for 0 ≤ β ≤ 1 ,

8The definition (125) of ω0 here differs from the one in [25]. In the absence of the αs correction in (125),
the present ω0 coincides with λB .
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ϕ
(II)
+ (ω;µs) =

(1 + β)β

Γ(2 + β)

(
ω

ω0

)β
ϕexp

+

(
ω,

ω0

1 + β
;µs

)
, for − 1

2
< β < 1 ,

ϕ
(III)
+ (ω;µs) =

√
π

2Γ(3/2 + β)
U
(
−β, 3

2
− β, (1 + 2β)

ω

ω0

)
× ϕexp

+

(
ω,

ω0

1 + 2β
;µs

)
, for 0 ≤ β <

1

2
, (127)

where U(a, b, z) is the confluent hypergeometric function of the second kind. The three
models are generalizations of the exponential model and reduce to it for β = 0.

The exponential model is then evolved with leading-logarithmic (LL) evolution9 to the
matching scale µ, with analytic solution [25,26]

ϕexp−LL
+ (ω;µ) = eV+2aγEΓ(2 + a)

(
µs
ω0

)a
ω

ω2
0

1F1

(
2 + a, 2,− ω

ω0

)
, (128)

with [21]

a ≡ a(µ, µs) = −
∫ αs(µ)

αs(µs)

dα

β(α)
Γcusp(α) =

Γ0

2β0

ln r +O(αs) ,

V ≡ V (µ, µs) = −
∫ αs(µ)

αs(µs)

dα

β(α)

[
Γcusp(α)

∫ α

αs(µs)

dα′

β(α′)
+ γ+(α)

]

=
Γ0

4β2
0

[
4π

αs(µs)

(
− ln r + 1− 1

r

)
+

β1

2β0

ln2 r +
2γ0

Γ0

β0 ln r

+

(
Γ1

Γ0

− β1

β0

)
(ln r − r + 1)

]
+O(αs) , (129)

where r = αs(µ)/αs(µs) and γ+(αs) = γ0αsCF/(4π) + O(α2
s) with γ0 = −2CF , while the

QCD beta function and the cusp anomalous dimensions are defined as

β(αs) = µ
dαs
dµ

= −2αs

∞∑
n=0

βn

(
αs
4π

)n+1

, Γcusp(αs) =
∞∑
n=0

Γn

(
αs
4π

)n+1

, (130)

with β0 = 11− 2
3
nf , β1 = 102− 38

3
nf and Γ0 = 4CF , Γ1 = 4CF (67

3
− π2 − 10

9
nf ).

Analogous analytical solutions can be found for the three models in (127) [25, 26]. We
do not evolve the radiative tail ϕasy

+ (ω;µs) (as well as the O(αs) term) in (123), since this
would be formally an NLL effect.10 In Figure 3 we show for the limiting values of the
parameter β that the resulting functions ϕ+(ω;µb) at the matching scale µb = 4.8 GeV
have the correct asymptotic behaviour (100). Here and below the inverse moment λB(µs),
which sets the scale-dependent parameter ω0 of the HQET LCDA, is taken to be in the
conservative range (350± 150) MeV [27]. Eq. (125) then yields ω0 = 329.5± 134.8 MeV.

9Strictly speaking, one-loop matching should be combined with NLL evolution. The implementation
of NLL evolution is beyond the scope of this work, since the largest uncertainty is anyway from initial
condition for the HQET LCDA.

10Evolving the tail would result in an asymptotic behaviour for ϕ+(ω;µ) that does not match ϕasy
+ (ω;µ).
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Figure 3: The solid (dashed) curves show three models of ϕ+(ω;µb) (127) at the lower (upper) β
value. The dotted curve is the asymptotic form of the HQET LCDA (100).

7.2 Initial Condition of the QCD LCDA at µ = mQ

The main result of this work consists of constructing the initial condition of the QCD LCDA
at the matching scale of order of the heavy meson mass from (98) and (103) in terms of
the HQET model (123) evolved to this scale as discussed in the previous subsection. The
numerical illustrations in this and the following subsection refer to the simple exponential
model, β = 0.

For our numerical studies, we use the meson mass values mB = 5.279 GeV and mD =
1.870 GeV [28], and fix the matching scales µ to µb = 4.8 GeV and µc = 1.6 GeV for the
B̄ and the D meson, respectively. The required values for the strong coupling constant are

α
(nf=5)
s (µb) = 0.215 and α

(nf=4)
s (µc) = 0.334, where three-loop running (from RunDec [29])

is used for the evolution from αs(mZ) = 0.1179. We use the meson masses in the matching
functions instead of the heavy quark masses for simplicity, since the difference is a power
correction beyond the leading-power accuracy of the treatment. In QCD, we decouple
the charm and bottom quarks in the running of αs at µdec,c = 1.279 GeV and µdec,b =
4.163 GeV, respectively. In HQET, always nf = 3 and nf = 4 is employed for the D and B̄
meson, respectively. We consider the cases of a B̄ meson, a D meson and for illustration a
hypothetical meson M15 with mass of 15 GeV, for which we use the matching scale µ15 = 15
GeV. The value of δ entering the merging function (103) must be chosen such that it satisfies
ΛQCD/mQ � δ � 1,

δ(B̄) = 0.45 , δ(D) = 0.65 , δ(M15) = 0.30 . (131)

In the following we will vary δ by ±15% to obtain a systematic uncertainty on the shape
of φ(u). The smoothing parameter σ ∼ O(10−2) is chosen such that it gives a reasonable
shape of the function ϑ(u; δ, σ). Our default values are

σ(B̄) = 0.05 , σ(D) = 0.05 , σ(M15) = 0.02 . (132)

The quality of merging the peak and tail for the QCD LCDA at the matching scale is
shown in Fig. 4. We notice that for the B̄ meson, the two peak and tail functions φp(u)
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Figure 4: The QCD LCDA φ(u) obtained from (103) with σ 6= 0 (dashed) and σ = 0 (dotted) for
the cases of the B̄, D and 15 GeV meson. The peak (red) and tail (green) functions are shown as
a reference.

and φt(u), respectively, do not overlap perfectly, which we attribute to the effect of power
corrections and higher order terms in the perturbative expansion.11 This interpretation is
corroborated by the lower panel, which displays the LCDA of the hypothetical 15 GeV mass
meson with a smaller gap between the two functions around u ∼ 0.3 due to smaller power
corrections. However the overlap is not perfect due to unknown higher-order corrections in
the αs expansion, as expected. The merging does not work well for the D meson, which
is not surprising, since the heavy-quark expansion is known to receive large corrections for
charmed mesons. In the figure, we also display the LCDAs obtained with σ = 0 to better
visualize the jump between the two curves at the point δ.

We recall that the constructed QCD LCDA is normalized to unity parametrically. How-
ever, due to power corrections, the actual normalization of the function obtained from (103)

11Although the discontinuity is strongly model dependent, as shown in Figure 3.
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falls short of 1 by about 10− 15%. We therefore rescale φ(u) such that its normalization is
exactly 1, and will always use this rescaled version of the LCDA in the following. While this
procedure is adequate for the cases of the B̄ and D mesons, there is a subtle complication in
the formal large meson-mass limit. In order to take this limit, one needs to control a series
of corrections to M0 in powers of O(αs ln µs

ΛUV
) arising from the evolution of the HQET

LCDA from the low scale µs, which are not summed by the standard RGE (which deals
with logarithms of µ/µs only). This issue has been already studied in [30] in dual space. In
Appendix D, we show that when evolving the HQET LCDA with the procedure described
in [30] (i.e. resumming both logarithms ln µ

µs
and ln µs

ΛUV
), we find numerical agreement

with the fixed-order result (107) for M0(ΛUV) within a few percent, and the QCD LCDA
normalization approaches 1 in the heavy-quark limit as required. For the B̄ and D mesons
the improved resummation gives essentially the same result as the one used in this section,
since the power corrections are larger than the unresummed ln µs

ΛUV
terms (see Appendix).

A useful and common way of parametrizing the QCD LCDA expresses φ(u) as a series
in Gegenbauer polynomials,

φ(u) = 6u(1− u)

[
1 +

∞∑
n=1

an(µ)C(3/2)
n (2u− 1)

]
, (133)

which automatically ensures that the LCDA is normalized to 1. The Gegenbauer moments
an(µ) are defined through

an(µ) =
2(2n+ 3)

3(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

∫ 1

0

duC(3/2)
n (2u− 1)φ(u) , (134)

and they are expected to decrease for increasing n such that the series can be truncated.
We use the merging function with values (132) and keep the first 20 Gegenbauer mo-

ments for both B̄ and D meson (and all HQET models).12 For the B̄ meson, we find for
n = 1, . . .

aB̄n (µb) = {−1.082, 0.826,−0.513, 0.288,−0.157, 0.078,−0.030, 0.008, . . . } , (135)

which exhibits a good convergence. The dots stand for the higher moments, which have
modulus smaller than 0.005. In the case of the D meson,

aDn (µc) = {−0.659, 0.206,−0.057, 0.036,−0.004,−0.007, . . . } . (136)

The Gegenbauer series for the D meson converges faster than the one for the B̄, as it
should, because φD(u) is “closer” to the asymptotic form 6uū than φB̄(u). The final results

12We checked that in evaluating numerically the integrals in (134) the effects of varying σ ∈ [0, 0.05] are
negligible with respect to the variation of δ. However for σ ' 0 the expansion needs to be truncated before
it starts to resolve the discontinuity of the LCDA for σ = 0, which happens at different orders for different
models and mesons. For this reason, we use the values (132).
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Figure 5: QCD LCDA φ(u) at the heavy quark scale for a B̄ (blue) and a D (orange) meson at
tree level (dashed) and including NLO corrections (solid). The “transverse-dashed” curves are the
results for the Gegenbauer expansion and the shaded areas is the uncertainty obtained by varying
δ by ±15%.

for the QCD LCDA for the B̄ and D mesons at the heavy quark scale are shown in Fig. 5.13

The shaded band is the systematic uncertainty obtained by varying δ by ±15%. The
figure shows that both methods of expressing φ(u)—with the merging function ϑ(u; δ, σ)
or by expanding it in Gegenbauer polynomials—yield indistinguishable results, justifying
the truncation of the Gegenbauer expansion. The figure also demonstrates that the NLO
matching correction is important in the peak region.14

7.3 Evolution to the Hard Scale

Lastly, in order to evolve the QCD LCDA to higher scales, it is convenient to express
it in terms of Gegenbauer polynomials as in (133). The one-loop kernel relevant to LL
evolution is diagonal for the Gegenbauer moments an with anomalous dimension γn, hence
the evolution from the matching scale µ to the high scale µh takes the simple form

an(µh)

an(µ)
=

(
αs(µh)

αs(µ)

) γn
2β0

, (137)

where the anomalous dimension is

γn = 2CF

(
4
n+1∑
k=1

1

k
− 2

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)
− 3

)
. (138)

13To show the difference between NLO and LO, we normalize to 1 the NLO LCDA and use the same
normalization factor for the LO approximation.

14We recall that in the tail region NLO is technically the leading term, to which the correction is not
available.
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Figure 6: Evolution of the LCDA from the initial HQET condition (red) to the hard scale mW

(blue) and the LCDA at the matching scale for the B̄ (left) and D meson (right).

We evolve the LCDA up to the hard scale µh = mW = 80.377± 0.012 GeV, finding

aB̄n (mW ) = {−0.826, 0.542,−0.302, 0.156,−0.079, 0.037,−0.014, . . . } ,

aDn (mW ) = {−0.416, 0.100,−0.023, 0.013, . . . } . (139)

In Fig. 6 we show all functions appearing in the three steps discussed in this section,
starting with the HQET LCDA at the soft scale µs = 1 GeV (red, solid), evolved in HQET
to the matching scale µ (red, dotted). This is matched to φ(u) (green, solid) and then
evolved in QCD to the hard scale mW (blue, solid). For the D meson, we also show the
LCDA at the B̄ mass scale (green, dashed).

8 Branching Fraction of the W− → B−γ Decay

The QCD LCDA of a heavy meson is the relevant hadronic matrix element for the decay
W− → B−γ, in which a highly boosted B̄ meson is produced with typical energy of order
Q = mW � mb. In computing the decay amplitude in QCD factorization the LCDA should
be evaluated at this scale. The results of this work allow us to derive a factorization formula
that reduces the hadronic input to the universal leading-twist HQET LCDA and resums
large logarithms between ΛQCD and mW , by matching the HQET LCDA to the QCD one
at the intermediate scale µb ∼ O(mb).

A previous study of this process within QCD factorization was undertaken in [31]. The
authors used for the B̄ meson QCD LCDA at the low scale µs = 1 GeV a model inspired by
the HQET exponential model, and evolved it up to the W mass employing the light meson
LCDA evolution equation. This approach correctly resums the large logarithms between
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Figure 7: Tree-level diagrams contributing to the process W− → B̄−γ.

the scales mb and mW , but misses the b-quark mass effects in the evolution between the
hadronic scale ΛQCD and mb. Our strategy is to follow the work of Ref. [31] in performing
the hard matching at the scale mW at leading power15 in mb/mW , but then we shall employ
the QCD LCDA at the matching scale µb of order mb derived earlier in the present work,
which sums correctly the logarithms from the evolution from 1 GeV to µb.

The tree-level contributions to this decay originate from the three diagrams in Figure 7,
where x denotes the momentum fraction of the ū anti-quark and x̄ = 1−x the one of the b
quark. The first two diagrams are symmetric under x↔ x̄ except for the electric charges of
the quarks. Including the hard-scale one-loop QCD corrections, they lead to the following
convolutions with the B̄ meson LCDA,

IB± =

∫ 1

0

dxH±(x, µh)φB(x;µh) , ĪB± =

∫ 1

0

dxH±(x̄, µh)φB(x;µh) , (140)

where H± are two hard-scattering kernels computed in Ref. [31] and listed for completeness

in Appendix C. At tree level, H
(0)
± (x) = 1/x. In Fig. 7c the meson is produced from a

local interaction, which adds a constant term to the decay amplitude. Following [31], the
amplitude is parametrized in terms of two form factors as

iA(W− → B̄−γ) =
eg2fB

4
√

2
V ∗ub

(
iεµναβ

pµBq
νεαW ε

∗β
γ

pB · q
FB

1 − ε⊥W · ε⊥∗γ FB
2

)
, (141)

where e is the positron charge, g2 the SU(2) coupling constant, εW (εγ) the polarization
vector of the W boson (photon), and pB (q) the momentum of the B̄ meson (photon) in
the final state. We use the short hand notation

ε⊥W · ε⊥∗γ = εW · ε∗γ −
q · εW pB · ε∗γ

pB · q
. (142)

The form factors FB
1,2 in (141) are expressed in terms of the convolutions integrals in (140)

as

FB
1 = QuI

B
+ +QdĪ

B
+ ,

15In practice this corresponds to considering a massless meson.
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FB
2 = 2(Qu −Qd)−QuI

B
− +QdĪ

B
− , (143)

and the constant term 2(Qu −Qd) = 2 in FB
2 comes from the local contribution of Fig. 7c.

Qu = 2/3 and Qd = −1/3 are the quark electric charges in units of the positron charge.
The form factors are thus perturbative series in αs, and contain the Gegenbauer moments
of the B̄ meson LCDA.

Squaring the amplitude (141) and dividing by the total W -boson decay width ΓW gives
the branching ratio

Br(W → Bγ) =
Γ(W → Bγ)

ΓW
=
αemmWf

2
B

48v2ΓW
|Vub|2

(
|FB

1 |2 + |FB
2 |2
)
, (144)

which also holds for the CP-conjugated W+ → B+γ decay. As numerical inputs we use
v = 246.22 GeV [28] for the Higgs vacuum expectation value, fB = 190.0±1.3 MeV [32] for
the B meson decay constant, ΓW = 2.085±0.042 GeV [28] for the W boson total width and
αem = 1/137.036 for the fine-structure constant, evaluated at q2 = 0. We use the exclusive
determination of |Vub| from [33], |Vub| = (3.77 ± 0.15) · 10−3. To evaluate the form factors
FB

1,2, we employ the QCD LCDA from the matching with HQET evolved to the hard scale
µh = mW , as derived in the previous section. The convolutions (140) can be found in closed
form as functions of the Gegenbauer moments aB̄n (µh) [31]. Using the first 20 Gegenbauer
moments at µh from (139) our result for the branching ratio reads

Br(W → Bγ) = (2.58± 0.21in
+0.05
−0.08 µh

+0.05
−0.08 µb

+0.18
−0.13 δ

+0.61
−0.34 β

+2.95
−0.98 λB) · 10−12 . (145)

Since the factorization holds at the level of the amplitude (141), we kept the O(α2
s) terms

from the square of the form factors to obtain the above numbers. If we instead truncate
the expansion at first order the central value would be Brtrunc = 2.54 · 10−12 with similar
uncertainties. We divided the uncertainty budget into the different sources: 1) input uncer-
tainties (fB, ΓW , mW , mainly |Vub|), 2) hard-scale variation in the range µh ∈ [mW/2, 2mW ],
3) matching scale variation in the range µ ∈ [µb/2, 2µb], 4) variation of the peak-tail merg-
ing point δ by ±15%, 5) HQET LCDA model-shape dependence by varying β for the
three models within its respective domain, 6) varying λB = (350 ± 150) MeV within its
uncertainty.

The numerical result highlights the present large uncertainty arising from the HQET
LCDA at the low scale. Therefore, we show the dependence of the branching ratio on the
parameters ω0 and β of (127) in Fig. 8. The branching ratio is particularly sensitive to
the lower bound on λB, as can be seen in the left panel, since smaller values of λB shift
the peak of the LCDA to smaller values of x, where the tree-level hard-scattering kernel is
enhanced by the 1/x-behaviour.

We can now compare with the approach of [31]. Updating their result for our numerical
inputs gives

Br(W → Bγ)
∣∣∣
exp. model

= (1.99± 0.17in
+0.03
−0.06 µh

+2.48
−0.80 λB) · 10−12 , (146)

which again is close to its truncated expansion Brtrunc|exp. model = 1.96 · 10−12.
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Figure 8: Branching ratio as a function of the parameters in the HQET LCDA models (127).

Comparing with our new result (145), we notice that correctly resumming the logarithms
lnmb/ΛQCD within HQET instead of using the ERBL evolution between µs and mb as
was done to obtain (146), enhances the branching ratio by almost 30%, while the relative
uncertainties are roughly the same.

Another approach to the W → Bγ decay rate has been adopted in [34], where the hard
process was computed at fixed order and evaluated at µb ∼ O(mb) in terms of a convolution
with the HQET LCDA at this scale. This approach consistently takes into account the
heavy meson LCDA evolution from ΛQCD to µb, but treats mW ∼ O(mb), and therefore
does not resum the large collinear logarithms lnmb/mW . In the framework of HQET
factorization at leading power in ΛQCD/mb only the first diagram in Fig. 7 contributes, as
indeed the convolutions IB+ ' IB− ∼ mb/ΛQCD are the dominant ones. Neglecting the ĪB±
and local terms in (143), the form factors |FB

1,2| are equal, and given by

FB
1,2

∣∣∣
HQET

= ±Qu
f̃B(µb)

fB

∫ ∞
0

dω T (ω,mb,mW , µb)ϕ+(ω;µb) , (147)

where T (ω,mb,mW , µb) is the HQET hard-scattering kernel, and the upper (lower) sign
refers to FB

1 (FB
2 ). We show in Appendix C that expanding to fixed-order one-loop the

convolutions (140) of the QCD hard scattering kernels with the matched and evolved LCDA
reproduces the HQET factorization result [34] expanded at leading power in mb/mW . Us-
ing the matching functions Jpeak and Jtail and the evolution kernel fERBL introduced in
Appendix C, this can be schematically written as

T (ω,mb,mW , µb)
∣∣∣
mb�mW

= H(x,mW , µh)⊗x fERBL(x, u, µh, µb)⊗u Jp(u, ω,mb, µb) , (148)

which is a strong check of our factorization theorem for the QCD LCDA.
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Equation (147) allows us to compute the branching fraction with the fixed-order HQET
result and to estimate of the effect of resumming the logarithms lnmb/mW . We find

Br(W → Bγ)
∣∣∣
HQET

= (2.61± 0.22in
+0.19
−0.71 µb

+0.50
−0.42 β

+3.09
−1.03 λB) · 10−12 , (149)

where the second uncertainty was obtained by varying µb/2 < µ < 2µb. The difference in
the central value with respect to the resummed result (145) is not sizeable, but the poor
convergence of the fixed-order result is reflected into the large uncertainty from the scale
variation. Indeed, truncating the expansion of the form factors squared after the O(αs)
term, one would get Brtrunc|HQET = 2.11 · 10−12 with a negative uncertainty deriving from
the scale variation of more than 100%. This is due to a negative one-loop correction of about
50% with respect to the tree-level result, making manifest the importance of resumming
the logarithms of mb/mW .

9 Conclusion

HQET is a well-known tool to factorize the heavy-quark mass scale from the strong inter-
action scale and exploit the flavour and spin-symmetry of heavy-quark interactions in the
infrared. The vacuum-to-heavy-meson matrix elements of local heavy-light quark current,
defining the heavy-meson decay constant, have been among the first applications of HQET.
Surprisingly, the matrix elements of the corresponding non-local operators at light-like
separation, the so-called light-cone distribution amplitudes have never been studied, with
the exception of [9]. The heavy-meson LCDA in QCD is the relevant hadronic quantity
whenever a heavy meson is produced ultra-relativistically in a hard process.

In this work, we established a relation between the leading-twist QCD LCDA of a heavy
meson and the leading-twist, heavy-quark mass independent, universal HQET LCDA in the
form of a convolution of the latter with a perturbative, quark-mass dependent matching
function, which takes a rather simple form at the one-loop order considered here. The
expression allows one to express the LCDA for heavy mesons of different masses in terms
of the universal HQET function ϕ+(ω). Although not discussed here, the LCDA of vector
mesons H∗ can also be matched to the same ϕ+(ω) due to the spin-symmetry.

We constructed explicitly the QCD LCDAs for the B̄- and D-meson. For the latter
case, power corrections of ΛQCD/mc are sizeable. In the case of the B̄-meson, the present
poor knowledge of the HQET LCDA are inherited by the QCD LCDA. Nevertheless, the
improved evaluation of the W− → B−γ decay rate shows an increase of about 50% relative
to previous calculations, related to the consistent summation of logarithms of the various
scales involved.

While the rates for the exclusive production of B mesons at high energies are very
small, although not immeasurable, another potential application of the framework presented
here constitutes factorization theorems for charmed D mesons, when the charm mass is
considered as an intermediate scale. We leave this investigation to future work.
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A bHQET from SCET

In the main text we derived the bHQET Lagrangian starting from HQET, see (19). In this
appendix, we derive the same Lagrangian, but starting from the massive SCET Lagrangian.
The full theory collinear field Q(x)

Q(x) = ξ(x) + η(x) , (150)

is written in terms of its large and small components

ξ(x) =
/n−/n+

4
Q(x) , η(x) =

/n+/n−
4

Q(x) , (151)

respectively. The small spinor η is integrated out, giving the relation

η(x) =
i /D⊥ +mQ

in+D

/n+

2
ξ(x) ∼ O(b)ξ(x) . (152)

Using the definition of the bHQET field,

ξ(x) =

√
n+v

2
e−imQv·xhn(x) , (153)

we can find the inverse relation of (15)

Q(x) =

√
n+v

2
e−imQv·x

(
1 +

mQ +mQ/v⊥ + i /D⊥
mQn+v + in+D

/n+

2

)
hn(x) . (154)

which is used in order to obtain (16) in the main text.16 Inserting the relation (153) into
the collinear part of the massive SCET Lagrangian,

LSCET = ξ̄(x)

[
in−D + (i /D⊥ −mQ)

1

in+D
(i /D⊥ +mQ)

]
/n+

2
ξ(x) , (155)

16If instead the alternative definition (20) of the boosted HQET field was used, the relation would read

Q(x) = e−imQv·x
[
1 +

i /D − /viv ·D
2mQ + iv ·D

]
hv(x) =

√
n+v

2
e−imQv·x

[
1 +

i /D − /viv ·D
2mQ + iv ·D

][
1 +

1 + /v⊥
n+v

/n+
2

]
hnewn (x) .
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and expanding in powers of λ, we find

LSCET =
n+v

2
h̄n(x)

[
mQn−v + in−D

+ (mQ(/v⊥ − 1)) + i /D⊥)
1

mQn+v + in+D
(mQ(/v⊥ + 1) + i /D⊥)

]
/n+

2
hn(x)

=h̄n(x)

[
mQ

n+vn−v

2
+ in−D

n+v

2

− mQn+vn−v

2

(
1− in+D

mQn+v

)
+ iv⊥ ·D⊥ +O(bλ2Q)

]
/n+

2
hn(x)

= h̄n(x)iv ·D
/n+

2
hn(x)

(
1 +O(λ)

)
, (156)

leading to the same Lagrangian as in (19).

B Details of the Calculation

B.1 SCET Matrix Element Computation

We provide more details on the SCET computation of 〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|OC(u)|0〉. The external
state momenta are

pµQ = mQv
µ = s̄n+pH

nµ−
2

+
m2
Q

s̄n+pH

nµ+
2
, pµq = n+pq

nµ−
2

= s n+pH
nµ−
2
, (157)

where n+pH = mQn+v + n+pq and s̄ ≡ 1 − s. We do not (yet) assign any scaling to n+pq
(hence s) nor u. For this reason we refer to the results as “full” in the sense that they
contain simultaneously the peak and the tail regions. In this section we identify mH with
mQ which can be done at leading power.

There is a technical subtlety in the computation of the diagram V of Fig. 1 in SCET:
there are two Dirac structures contributing, but the second one does not vanish only if we
keep pq⊥ 6= 0 due to the equation of motion of the suppressed spinor η in SCET (see (152)).
We deal with this by keeping pq⊥ 6= 0 at an early stage of the computation, then substitute
the pq⊥ dependent Dirac structure with (54) and afterwards remove all the left-over power-
suppressed terms (such as pq⊥/n+pQ) by sending pq⊥ → 0. In this way we can write for
diagram V

〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|OC(u)|0〉
∣∣∣
V

=
αsCF

4π

∑
±

V±(u, s)
1

n±pH
ū(pQ)/n±γ

5v(pq) . (158)

The results of the three diagrams of Fig. 1 computed in dimensional regularization
(d = 4− 2ε) are

WQ(u, s) =

(
µ2

m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(ε)

{
δ(u− s)

2ε(1− 2ε)
+

ū

s̄1−2ε

θ(u− s)
(u− s)1+2ε

}
, (159)
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Wq(u, s) = 0 , (160)

V+(u, s) =

(
µ2

m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(ε)

{
θ(s− u) eiπε

u

s

(
s̄

u(s− u)

)ε(
1− ε+

1

s− u

)

+ θ(u− s)
(

1− ū

s̄

)−2ε [
(1− ε) ū

s̄
− u

s

(
1− ε+

1

s− u

)(
1−

(u− s
us̄

)ε)]}
, (161)

V−(u, s) = −
(
µ2

m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(ε)(1− ε) u

1−ε

ss̄1−ε

{
eiπε

θ(s− u)

(s− u)ε
+
θ(u− s)
(u− s)ε

(
1−

( s̄u

u− s

)ε)}
.

(162)

The W -diagrams contribute only to the + term.
In order to extract the UV poles we need to perform the expansion in ε, which requires

the introduction of the plus distribution defined as in (58). By keeping a small off-shellness
to regulate the IR divergences we find

WUV
Q (u, s) =

2

ε

[
ū

s̄

θ(u− s)
u− s

]
u+

, (163)

WUV
q (u, s) =

2

ε

[
u

s

θ(s− u)

s− u

]
u+

, (164)

V UV
+ (u, s) =

2

ε

(
u

s
θ(s− u) +

ū

s̄
θ(u− s)

)
, (165)

V UV
− (u, s) = 0 . (166)

Adding the MS field strength renormalization, we get

Z
(1)
OC (u, s) = −2

ε

[
θ(s− u)

u

s

(
1 +

1

s− u

)
+ θ(u− s) ū

s̄

(
1 +

1

u− s

)]
u+

, (167)

which agrees with the standard ERBL evolution kernel [6–8], as it should be.

B.2 Peak Region

In this section, we provide the peak region (u ∼ λ and s ∼ λ) expressions for the individual
diagrams and then compare them to the full results presented in Appendix B.1. In the
peak region the leading-power contribution scales as 1/λ, hence V− from (162) is a power
correction, and the operator basis reduces to a single operator (48). Diagram V contains
only the soft-collinear region k ∼ λ(1, b, b2)Q and reduces to

V+(u, s)
∣∣∣
sc

=

(
µ2

m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(ε)

u

s

{
eiπεu−ε

θ(s− u)

(s− u)1+ε
+

θ(u− s)
(u− s)1+ε

(
(u−s)−ε−u−ε

)}
, (168)
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which coincides with the bHQET result mQVbHQET(ω, ν) in (181) of Appendix B.4 with
ω = umQ and ν = smQ. In diagramWQ both the hard- and soft-collinear regions contribute,
giving, respectively

WQ(u, s)
∣∣∣
hc

=

(
µ2

m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(ε)

δ(u− s)
2ε(1− 2ε)

, (169)

WQ(u, s)
∣∣∣
sc

=

(
µ2

m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(ε)

θ(u− s)
(u− s)1+2ε

. (170)

The soft-collinear region coincides with the bHQET result mQWQbHQET(ω, ν) in (179) of
Appendix B.4 with ω = umQ and ν = smQ.

These are the only two regions that contribute since expanding to leading power the full
expressions for V+(u, s) and WQ(u, s) given in (161) and (159) of Appendix B.1 we find

V+(u, s) −→
u∼λ

V+(u, s)
∣∣∣
sc
,

WQ(u, s) −→
u∼λ

WQ(u, s)
∣∣∣
sc

+WQ(u, s)
∣∣∣
hc
. (171)

This shows that in the peak region the one-loop SCET amplitude is not entirely dominated
by soft-collinear modes, but still contains perturbative information from the hard-collinear
scale. These hard-collinear contributions will be part of the matching function Jp(u, ω)
defined in (47).

B.3 Tail Region

In the tail region (u ∼ 1 and s ∼ λ) the leading-power contribution scales as 1, thus
suppressed by one order of λ with respect to the peak region B.2, as expected from (43).
The results for the diagram V are

V+(u)
∣∣∣
hc

=

(
µ2

u2m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(1 + ε)ū

(
(1− ε)2

ε
+

1

u

)
,

V−(u)
∣∣∣
hc

=

(
µ2

u2m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(1 + ε)ū(1− ε) , (172)

with UV poles

V UV
+ (u)

∣∣∣
hc

=
2ū

ε
,

V UV
− (u)

∣∣∣
hc

= 0 . (173)

The corresponding results for the diagram WQ are

WQ(u)
∣∣∣
hc

=

(
µ2

m2
Q

)ε
2eεγEΓ(ε)

ū

u1+2ε
, (174)
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WUV
Q (u)

∣∣∣
hc

=
2

ε

ū

u
. (175)

The renormalization kernel can then be inferred from the UV poles to be

Z
(1)
OC (u)

∣∣∣
hc

= −2

ε
ū
(

1 +
1

u

)
. (176)

Again, expanding the full result for V and WQ in (161), (162) and (159) to leading power
we find the above computed regions

V+(u, s) −→
u∼1

V+(u)
∣∣∣
hc
,

V−(u, s) −→
u∼1

V−(u)
∣∣∣
hc
,

WQ(u, s) −→
u∼1

WQ(u)
∣∣∣
hc
,

Z
(1)
OC (u, s) −→

u∼1
Z

(1)
OC (u)

∣∣∣
hc
, (177)

showing that in the tail region only the hard-collinear modes contribute, and verifying ex-
plicitly that the result is independent on the power-suppressed external momentum fraction
s� u.

B.4 bHQET Matrix Element Computation

The bHQET matrix element 〈Q(pQ)q̄(pq)|Oh(ω)|0〉 is computed with external momenta
parameterized as

pµQ = mQv
µ , vµ = n+v

nµ−
2

+
1

n+v

nµ+
2
, pµq = νn+v

nµ−
2
, (178)

where we have rescaled ν and ω by n+v such that they correspond to the variables in the H
rest frame. The results for the bare, dimensionally regulated bHQET diagrams are given
by

WQ,bHQET(ω, ν) = µ2ε 2eεγEΓ(ε)
θ(ω − ν)

(ω − ν)1+2ε
, (179)

Wq,bHQET(ω, ν) = 0 , (180)

VbHQET(ω, ν) = µ2ε2eεγEΓ(ε)
ω

ν

{
eiπεω−ε

θ(ν − ω)

(ν − ω)1+ε

+
θ(ω − ν)

(ω − ν)1+ε

(
(ω − ν)−ε − ω−ε

)}
. (181)
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Their UV poles are obtained by regulating the IR divergences by an off-shellness p2
q 6= 0

and found to be

WUV
Q,bHQET(ω, ν) =

2ω

ε

[
θ(ω − ν)

ω(ω − ν)

]
ω+

− δ(ω − ν)

(
1

ε2
+

2

ε
ln
µ

ν

)
, (182)

WUV
q,bHQET(ω, ν) =

2ω

ε

[
θ(ν − ω)

ν(ν − ω)

]
ω+

+
2

ε
δ(ω − ν) , (183)

V UV
bHQET(ω, ν) = 0 . (184)

The plus distribution is defined in analogy to (58) as∫ ∞
0

dω f(ω)
[
g(ω, ν)

]
ω+

=

∫ ∞
0

dω
(
f(ω)− f(ν)

)
g(ω, ν) ,∫ ∞

0

dν f(ν)
[
g(ω, ν)

]
ν+

=

∫ ∞
0

dν
(
f(ν)− f(ω)

)
g(ω, ν) . (185)

The renormalization kernel of the bHQET matrix element when expressed as distribu-
tion in the first argument ω is then obtained as

Z
(1)
Oh(ω, ν) = −WUV

Q,bHQET(ω, ν)−WUV
q,bHQET(ω, ν)− δ(ω − ν)

2

(
Z

(1)
ξ + Z

(1)
hn

)
, (186)

which leads to [19]

Z
(1)
Oh(ω, ν) = −2ω

ε

[
θ(ω − ν)

ω(ω − ν)
+
θ(ν − ω)

ν(ν − ω)

]
ω+

+ δ(ω − ν)

(
1

ε2
+

1

ε

[
2 ln

µ

ν
− 5

2

])
, (187)

where we added the MS renormalization constants of the fields Z
(1)
hn

= 2/ε and Z
(1)
ξ = −1/ε.

C Cross-check with HQET Factorization

The running of φ(u) can be also expressed in the form of a convolution of the LCDA at a
lower scale with an evolution kernel

φ(x;µh) =

∫ 1

0

du fERBL(x, u, µh, µ)φ(u;µ) , (188)

which turns out useful in order to compute analytically the fixed order large collinear logs
lnQ/mQ from our factorization of the LCDA at the scale µ as done for theW → Bγ decay in
Section 8. Using (133), (134) and (137), we obtain the evolution function fERBL(x, u, µh, µ)
as an expansion in Gegenbauer polynomials

fERBL(x, u, µh, µ) = 6xx̄
∞∑
n=0

Nn

(
αs(µh)

αs(µ)

) γn
2β0

C(3/2)
n (2x− 1)C(3/2)

n (2u− 1) , (189)
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where

Nn ≡
2(2n+ 3)

3(n+ 1)(n+ 2)
. (190)

This evolution function has the following properties

fERBL(x, u, µh, µ) −→
µh→∞

6xx̄ , fERBL(x, u, µ, µ) = δ(x− u) . (191)

Re-expanding in αs, we find(
αs(µh)

αs(µ)

) γn
2β0

= 1 + γn
αs(µ)

8π
ln
µ2

µ2
h

+O
(
αs(µ)2

)
, (192)

and by inserting (192) into (189) we find the logarithmic term in the evolution function at
O(αs),

fERBL(x, u, µh, µ) = δ(x−u)+
αs(µ)

8π
ln
µ2

µ2
h

6xx̄
∞∑
n=0

γnNnC
(3/2)
n (2x−1)C(3/2)

n (2u−1) . (193)

Finally, this results in the evolved LCDA in terms of the LCDA at the scale µ given by

φ(x;µh) = φ(x;µ) +
αs(µ)

8π
ln
µ2

µ2
h

6xx̄
∞∑
n=0

γnNnC
(3/2)
n (2x− 1)

∫ 1

0

duC(3/2)
n (2u− 1)φ(u;µ) .

(194)
We can expand at fixed-order in αs the convolutions (140) to recover the “HQET fac-

torization” [34] result. This leads to the LCDA (194) with µ = µb, which has to be inserted
into the convolutions (140). The hard-scattering kernels take the form

H±(x, µh) =
1

x

(
1 +

αs(µh)CF
4π

h±(x,Q, µh) +O(α2
s)
)
, (195)

with the perturbative functions [31]

h±(x,Q, µh) = −(2 lnx+ 3)
(

ln
µ2
h

Q2
+ iπ

)
+ ln2 x− 9 + (±1− 2)

x lnx

1− x
. (196)

The convolution of H±(x̄, µh) with the LCDA of a heavy meson gives a subleading contribu-
tion, as do O(x) terms in h±, since the LCDA is concentrated at small x. Neglecting these
suppressed terms, the two hard scattering kernels are the same, H+(x, µh) = H−(x, µh) ≡
H(x, µh) (analogous definition for h(x,Q, µh)).

We will extract the HQET hard-scattering kernel T (ω, µb) by requiring that the QCD
and HQET factorization give the same amplitude, namely

fHQET
B (µb)

∫ ∞
0

dω T (ω, µb)ϕ+(ω;µb) = fB

∫ 1

0

dxH(x, µh)φB(x;µh) , (197)
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when expanded to fixed order. We then take the convolution of the hard-scattering ker-
nel (195) at the scale µh with the LCDA (194), and apply (103) to φB(u;µb) with σ = 0:∫ ∞

0

dω T (ω, µb)ϕ+(ω;µb) =
fB

fHQET
B (µb)

∫ 1

0

dxH(x, µh)φB(x;µh)

=

∫ δmb

0

dω
mb

ω
ϕ+(ω;µb)

[
1 +

αsCF
4π

(
h
( ω
mb

, Q, µh

)
+ J (1)

peak(mb, µb)

)]
(198)

+
αs
8π

ln
µ2
b

µ2
h

∫ δmb

0

dω ϕ+(ω;µb)
∞∑
n=0

[
γnNn

∫ 1

0

dx 6x̄ C(3/2)
n (2x− 1)

]
C(3/2)
n

(
2
ω

mb

− 1
)
,

where we neglected the subleading contribution from the tail

αsCF
4π

∫ 1

δ

dx
1

x
J (1)

tail(x) ∝ 1

δ
� mb

ΛQCD

. (199)

The last line of (198) can be simplified with the help of∫ 1

0

dx 6x̄ C(3/2)
n (2x− 1) = 3(−1)n , (200)

which follows from the relation between Gegenbauer polynomials and Legendre polynomials
Pn(x)

C(3/2)
n (z) =

d

dz
Pn+1(z) . (201)

Then the Gegenbauer series can be summed to

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n3
γn

2CF
NnC

(3/2)
n

(
2
ω

mb

− 1
)

= −mb

ω

(
2 ln

ω

mb

+ 3
)
, (202)

which follows from expanding the right-hand side in Gegenbauer moments and employing
the generating function of the Gegenbauer polynomials

1

(1− 2zt+ t2)
3
2

=
∞∑
n=0

C(3/2)
n (z)tn . (203)

Putting these results into (198), we can write∫ ∞
0

dω T (ω, µb)ϕ+(ω;µb) =

∫ δmb

0

dω
mb

ω
ϕ+(ω;µb)

×
[
1 +

αsCF
4π

(
h
( ω
mb

, Q, µh

)
+ J (1)

peak(mb, µb)− ln
µ2
b

µ2
h

(
2 ln

ω

mb

+ 3
))]

. (204)

44



Thus, we identify the HQET hard-scattering kernel with

T (0)(ω) =
mb

ω
,

T (1)(ω,mb, µb) =

(
h
( ω
mb

, Q, µh

)
+ J (1)

peak(mb, µb)− ln
µ2
b

µ2
h

(
2 ln

ω

mb

+ 3
))

T (0)(ω) , (205)

The µh dependence of h cancels with the last term from the LCDA evolution, as required,
and the final result is

T (1)(ω,mb, µb) =

[
1

2
ln2 µ

2
b

m2
b

− 2 ln
µ2
b

m2
b

ln
ω

mb

+ ln2 ω

mb

− 5

2
ln
µ2
b

m2
b

−
(

ln
m2
b

Q2
+ iπ

)(
2 ln

ω

mb

+ 3

)
+
π2

12
− 7

]
T (0)(ω) , (206)

in agreement with Eq. (39) of [34].

D On the Normalization of the QCD LCDA

In Section 6.2 of the main text we proved that the QCD LCDA resulting from the matching
to HQET is properly normalized to 1 at the one-loop order up to power corrections in the
parameters δ and λ/δ. For the D and B̄ mesons, we observed a negative deviation of
∼ 10− 15% from unity, which can naturally be attributed to power corrections. However,
increasing the meson mass has the unexpected effect of enlarging the normalization deficit,
implying that the procedure of Section 7 does not yield a well-defined heavy-quark limit.
In this appendix, we identify the origin of this effect and explain the solution. While
of conceptual importance for the construction of the QCD LCDA, we also find that the
modified procedure discussed in this appendix is not required for the relevant cases of the
D and B̄ mesons.

D.1 Log Analysis of the Cut-off Moment

Inspecting the fixed-order result (108) for the QCD LCDA normalization, we notice that
the only quantity which is computed differently between the analytical evaluation (108)
and the numerical analysis in Section 7 is the HQET LCDA cut-off moment M0(ΛUV, µ).
Indeed, using the OPE prediction

MOPE
0 (ΛUV, µ) = 1− αs(µ)CF

4π

(
2 ln2 µ

ΛUV

+ 2 ln
µ

ΛUV

+
π2

12

)
, (207)

for M0 in (108) implies that the QCD LCDA normalization is affected only by power
corrections in δ = ΛUV/mH and λ/δ, which decrease with increasing meson mass. Therefore
it is clear that the problem with the heavy-quark limit of the numerical evaluation after
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evolving the HQET LCDA from the initial scale µs to the matching scale µ = O(mQ) must
arise from ∫ ΛUV

0

dω ϕ+(ω;µ) 6= MOPE
0 (ΛUV, µ) . (208)

For the exponential model examined in the main text, the LL-evolved HQET LCDA
can be written in closed form as

ϕ+(ω;µ) = ϕexp−LL
+ (ω;µ)+

αs(µs)CF
4π

[
1

2
− π

2

12

]
ϕexp

+ (ω;µs)+θ(ω−
√
eµs)ϕ

asy
+ (ω;µs) , (209)

with ϕexp−LL
+ (ω;µ) given in (128). The left-hand side of (208) can therefore be computed

analytically, resulting in

N∫ (ΛUV, µ) ≡
∫ ΛUV

0

dω ϕ+(ω;µ) = N exp−LL∫ (ΛUV, ω0, µ, µs)

− αs(µs)CF
4π

(
2 ln2 µs

ΛUV

+ 2 ln
µs

ΛUV

+
π2

12
+O(e

−ΛUV
ω0 )

)
. (210)

The exponentially small corrections in the O(αs) term can be safely neglected. N exp−LL∫
denotes the analytical integral of the evolved exponential model, which therefore depends
on the cut-off ΛUV, µ and µs, as well as the hadronic LCDA parameter ω0. The explicit
expression reads

N exp−LL∫ (ΛUV, ω0, µ, µs) = eV+2γEaΓ(a+ 2)

(
µs

ΛUV

)a
1

2x2+a 1F1

(
2 + a, 3,−1

x

)
= eV+2γEa

Γ(a+ 2)

Γ(1− a)

(
µs

ΛUV

)a
+O(x) , (211)

where x ≡ ω0/ΛUV ∼ λ/δ and a is defined in (129). The second line of (210) originates
from the second and third terms in (209).

The leading power in the expansion of (210) in x is model-independent, i.e. independent
of the initial condition for the LCDA, and free of power corrections, and can be compared
to MOPE

0 :17

MLL−µs

0 (ΛUV, µ) =
eV+2γEaΓ(a+ 2)

Γ(1− a)

(
µs

ΛUV

)a
− αs(µs)CF

4π

[
2 ln2 µs

ΛUV

+ 2 ln
µs

ΛUV

+
π2

12

]
= MOPE

0 (ΛUV, µ) +O
(
α2
s ln2 µs

ΛUV

ln2 µs
µ

)
. (212)

We note that re-expanding this result in αs, the one-loop order reproduces the fixed-order
result (207) and the µs-dependence drops out. However MLL−µs

0 suffers from higher-order
corrections with large logarithms lnµs/ΛUV which are not resummed by evolving ϕ+ from
µs to µ.

17The superscript LL−µs on the left-hand side indicates that the cut-off moment has been computed
from the HQET LCDA evolved from the low scale µs.
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Figure 9: Numerical comparison of MOPE
0 , MLL−µs

0 and MLL
0 , as functions of the low scale µs

(left) and the matching scale µ (right). The cut-off ΛUV is set to Λµ. The solid lines correspond
to the default values for the B̄ meson.

We show the numerical difference between MOPE
0 and MLL−µs

0 from these higher-order
corrections in Figure 9. When taking the heavy-quark limit we require the hierarchy µs ∼
ΛQCD � ΛUV � µ ∼ mQ, and increase ΛUV with µ as much as possible in order to decrease
the power corrections. We adopt

ΛUV =
√

0.01µ2 + µ · 1 GeV ≡ Λµ . (213)

With this choice18 ΛUV approaches µ/10 for large values of µ. The left panel shows, for fixed
µ = µb = 4.8 GeV, the residual µs-dependence of MLL−µs

0 (dashed red), which indicates the
effects of the higher-order corrections, against MOPE

0 (solid black), which is µs-independent.
The right panel shows, for the default value µs = 1 GeV, the µ-dependence of the different
evaluations of M0. Since µ ∼ mQ, large values of µ correspond to the heavy-meson limit.

It is apparent that the evaluation of the zeroth moment MLL−µs

0 from the evolved HQET
LCDA deviates significantly from the OPE prediction, has a sizeable residual µs depen-
dence, and, importantly, the wrong heavy-quark limit, as the difference to MOPE

0 increases
with µ.

To exclude the possibility that the model-independent OPE evaluation (207) is inac-
curate due to large logarithms of µ/ΛUV, we consider a third determination of M0, by
resumming the logarithms lnµ/ΛUV in (207) to LL accuracy. The RGE of M0 follows from

dM0

d lnµ
=

∫ ΛUV

0

dω
dϕ+(ω;µ)

d lnµ
= −

[
Γcusp ln

µ

ΛUV

+
αs
4π

(Γ0 + γ0) +O(α2
s)

]
M0(ΛUV, µ) ,

(214)

where we employed the RGE for ϕ+ (114) and the knowledge of its asymptotic form. The

18In this way the QCD LCDA normalization (108) would still suffer in the heavy-quark limit from
corrections O(αsδ/(4π)) . 1% that survive in this limit. The natural way of eliminating them would be
to chose ΛUV =

√
µ · 1 GeV. This, however, generates power corrections to M0 decreasing with the inverse

square root of the heavy meson mass (once setting µ = mH). Since the focus of this section is on M0 (while
δ is an artificial parameter) we defined Λµ such that the power corrections in HQET are still linear.
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solution of (214) reads

MLL
0 (ΛUV, µ) = eVM (µ,ΛUV)MOPE

0 (ΛUV,ΛUV) , (215)

with

VM(µ,ΛUV) = −
∫ αs(µ)

αs(ΛUV)

dα

β(α)

[
Γcusp(α)

∫ α

αs(ΛUV)

dα′

β(α′)
+

α

4π
(γ0 + Γ0) +O(α2)

]
. (216)

MLL
0 is shown in black-dotted in Figure 9, which demonstrates that the higher-order log-

arithms are numerically not important. This corroborates that the problem with MLL−µs

0

arises from the uncancelled logarithms of µs/ΛUV in higher-orders, as suggested by the µs
dependence in the left panel of Figure 9.

D.2 Improved Evolution

This points to a problem with the standard evolution of the HQET LCDA for the cut-off
moments. Its origin is that the LCDA is secretly a two-scale object, with logarithms of the
form

ln
µ

ΛQCD

, ln
µ

ω
, (217)

where ΛQCD is represented by the low scale µs at which the initial condition is set, while ω
can be much larger than ΛQCD in the asymptotic region. When computing the convergent
inverse moment, which does not need to be cut off at ΛUV, the integration in ω covers the
whole domain from 0 to ∞, making lnµ/ω effectively scaleless. On the other hand, when
computing moments with a ω-cut-off ΛUV � ΛQCD, a UV scale is introduced, and new
logarithms from lnµ/ω → lnµ/ΛUV develop, which are not summed by the standard RGE
that deals with the collinear logarithms lnµ/µs.

The authors (FLW) of [30] proposed an “improved evolution”, the idea of which is to
modify the natural initial scale of the LCDA evolution in order to capture the different
logarithms in different regions of ω. These are better distinguished in “dual space” [35],
where the evolution is diagonal in the dual space variable. We briefly review the essential
definitions and relations in dual space that will be needed in the following to implement
the improved evolution.

The dual function ρ+(η;µ) is defined as the Bessel-function transformation

ρ+(η;µ) =

∫ ∞
0

dω

ω

√
ω

η
J1

(
2

√
ω

η

)
ϕ+(ω;µ) (218)

of ϕ+, which diagonalizes the one-loop evolution kernel such that

dρ+(η;µ)

d lnµ
= −

[
Γcusp ln

µ

η̂
+ γ+

]
ρ+(η;µ) , (219)

48



where η̂ = e−2γE η and the anomalous dimensions are given in (130) and below (129). This
equation is solved by

ρ+(η;µ) = eV (µ,µs)

(
µs
η̂

)a(µ,µs)

ρ+(η;µs) . (220)

The zeroth cut-off moment can be conveniently converted to an integral over η [30]

M0(ΛUV, µ) =

∫ ∞
0

dη
ΛUV

η
J2

(
2

√
ΛUV

η

)
ρ+(η;µ) . (221)

The fixed-order result MOPE
0 (ΛUV, µ) can be reproduced by using the perturbative-partonic

expression for ρ+(η;µ) [30] (in analogy with the derivation ofMOPE
0 in momentum space [21])

ρ+(η;µ)pert =
C0(η, µ)

ω0

J2

(
2

√
2ω0

η

)
,

C0(η, µ) = 1 +
αs(µ)CF

4π

(
−2 ln2 µ

η̂
+ 2 ln

µ

η̂
− π2

12
− 2

)
+O(α2

s) , (222)

where ω0 ∼ ΛQCD drops out after expanding the cut-off moment in x = ω0/ΛUV.
In order to implement the “improved running” in dual space the initial scale of the

LCDA evolution is set to
µsη =

√
µ2
s + η̂2 , (223)

leading to the evolved

ρFLW
+ (η;µ) = eV (µ,µsη)

(
µsη
η̂

)a(µ,µsη)

ρ+(η;µsη) , (224)

with initial condition

ρ+(η, µsη) =
1

η
e−

ω0
η

(
1 +

αs(µsη)CF
4π

(
1

2
− π2

12

))
− αs(µsη)CF

4πη

(
2 ln2 µsη

η̂
− 2 ln

µsη
η̂
− 2
√
e
µsη
η

3F4

(
1, 1, 1; 2, 2, 2, 3;−

√
e
µsη
η

)
+

5

2

)
. (225)

The important difference to standard evolution is that when η̂ � µs ∼ ΛQCD, the evolution
does not start at the low scale but at η̂. The initial condition ρ+(η;µsη) is obtained from the
transformation (218) applied to our model (123) evaluated at µs = µsη. From the evolved
ρFLW

+ (η;µ) we compute numerically the zeroth moment through (221)

NFLW∫ (ΛUV, µ) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dη
ΛUV

η
J2

(
2

√
ΛUV

η

)
ρFLW

+ (η;µ) . (226)
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Figure 10: Comparison of the five different determinations of M0 at two values of the renormal-
ization scale, µb and µ15.

D.3 Numerical Comparisons of M0

Since in the following we want to compare the model-independent predictions with the
model-dependent numerical calculations N∫ (ΛUV, µ), NFLW∫ (ΛUV, µ) of M0, we need to keep

in mind that the predictions are only valid in the limit ΛUV � ΛQCD, and therefore the
comparison is affected by power corrections in x = ω0/ΛUV.

The model (123) is constructed in order to have the correct asymptotic behaviour, and
to match the fixed order MOPE

0 at the low scale µs up to corrections of order O(e−ΛUV/ω0),
which are completely negligible for ΛUV ≥ 3 GeV. However after evolution, the power
corrections are turned into linear as can be seen from (211). It suffices to expand (211) to
linear order to obtain

N∫ (ΛUV, µ)−MLL−µs

0 ≈ eV+2γEa
aΓ(a+ 3)

Γ(1− a)

(
µs

ΛUV

)a
ω0

ΛUV

+O(x2) , (227)

which evaluates to −0.06 for ΛUV = 2 GeV and µ = 4.8 GeV. (For the B̄ meson ΛUV =
δmB = 2.38 GeV is used in Section 7.) We note that the power correction is negative and
depends on µ only mildly through a.

We can now compare the five different evaluation of M0 that have been defined. We
wish to demonstrate that with the improved evolution [30], the numerical integration of the
evolved HQET LCDA agrees well with the OPE prediction. In Figure 10, 1) MOPE

0 (solid
black) is the fixed-order OPE result, which serves as the reference. 2) MLL

0 (dotted black)
has the logarithms lnµ/ΛUV correctly resummed to LL, improving the convergence of the
perturbative series of MOPE

0 . 3) MLL−µs

0 (dashed red) is the model-independent prediction
(free from power corrections) obtained from integrating the LCDA evolved from µs. 4) N∫
(dashed blue) is the integration of the model ϕ+(ω;µ) evolved from µs including the power
corrections, while 5) NFLW∫ (solid blue) is the integration of ϕ+(ω;µ) (in dual space) evolved

from µsη, called “improved evolution”.
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Figure 11: As left panel of Figure 9 with N∫ (dashed blue) and NFLW∫ (blue) added. The scale µ

has been set to 100 GeV in order to reduce the effect of power corrections (ΛUV = Λµ = 14.1 GeV).

From the above we already know that the dashed blue and dashed red curves differ only
by the power correction (227). At the same time, the dashed red curve differs from the solid
black one by higher-order lnµs/ΛUV terms. Due to the improved evolution, the solid blue
curve should sum these corrections and be closer to the dotted black curve. These features
are indeed visible in Figure 10 for the two values of µ ∼ mQ. In particular, the improved
NFLW∫ is much closer to the OPE result for µs � ΛUV . µ than the problematic N∫ used in

the main text. Furthermore it can be seen from Figure 11 that the µs-dependence is nearly
absent after improved evolution, solving the main deficiency of the standard running.

However, for the ΛUV values of interest for the B̄ and D meson (2.38 GeV and 1.22 GeV,
respectively), the difference between N∫ and NFLW∫ is small (see Figure 10, left panel for

the case of B̄), proving that the −10% deviation in the normalization of the QCD LCDA
mentioned in the main text can be attributed only to the power corrections, and not the
higher-order lnµs/ΛUV terms.

D.4 Large Meson-Mass Limit

We now address the heavy-quark limit of the cut-off moment evaluations and QCD LCDA
normalization. The HQET LCDA is of course independent on the heavy mass, however
when fixing the matching scale µ = mH , the large-mass limit corresponds to the evolution
to very high scales. The upper panel of Figure 12 shows the five evaluations of M0 for large
scales, setting ΛUV = Λµ. We observe that the improved resummation tends to MLL

0 for
values of ΛUV large enough while standard resummation (dashed red and blue) deviates
more and more for increasing values of µ due to the unresummed lnµs/ΛUV terms. This
demonstrates that it is mandatory to use the FLW prescription (223) for the initial scale
to ensure a consistent heavy-quark limit.

Finally, we turn to the quantity of importance, the normalization of the QCD LCDA
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Figure 12: Upper panel: µ-dependence of the five evaluations of the cut-off moment discussed in
the text. Lower panel: QCD LCDA normalization as a function of the meson mass.

constructed from the matching to the universal HQET LCDA. We set µ = mH and the
peak–tail separation parameter δ to Λµ/mH , so that for high meson masses it will tend to
the constant 0.1. The lower panel of Figure 12 demonstrates that for increasing meson mass
the normalization correctly tends to 1 when the improved RGE is employed (solid blue),
which is an important conceptual check of our result, while the standard RGE fails (dashed
blue). The grey vertical lines mark the D and B̄ meson mass. For these, the difference is
small, justifying the neglect of improvement for the numerical results in the main text.
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In this paper we place new bounds on CPT violation in the solar neutrino sector analyzing the
results from solar experiments and KamLAND. We also discuss the sensitivity of the next-generation
experiments DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande, which will provide accurate measurements of the solar
neutrino oscillation parameters. The joint analysis of both experiments will further improve the
precision due to cancellations in the systematic uncertainties regarding the solar neutrino flux. In
combination with the next-generation reactor experiment JUNO, the bound on CPT violation in the
solar sector could be improved by one order of magnitude in comparison with current constraints.
The distinguishability among CPT-violating neutrino oscillations and neutrino non-standard inter-
actions in the solar sector is also addressed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetries are a key ingredient of any area of science. They are present in chemistry and biology, but it is indeed
in particle physics where they play a fundamental role. There, the structure of non-elementary particles themselves
and their interactions is deduced from symmetries and invariance properties. The very existence of particle masses
follows the same lines. Among all the symmetries present in particle physics, CPT invariance played a defining role.
It surely is one of Nature’s most essential symmetries and its invariance has been used as a guiding tool to construct
models. This is why its experimental validation is so crucial and the reason behind so many experimental efforts to
test it [1].

In particle physics, field theory is the mathematical tool to construct models. Through the field theory lens,
perhaps one of the most intriguing properties of free antiparticles, courtesy of CPT invariance, is that they may
be mathematically regarded as if they were simply particles with the same mass and opposite charge (as compared
with their counterparts), but moving backwards in time and space. Clearly, CPT invariance is embedded in the
founding pillars of our model since its construction. Shortly, it states that the three independent operations of charge
conjugation (C), parity (P), and time reversal (T), if simultaneously performed, would not modify any measurable
property of the system. Furthermore, the CPT theorem [2] guarantees that any local, relativistic quantum field theory
that preserves Lorentz invariance automatically conserves CPT. And precisely because of its anti-unitary nature, the
CPT operator connects the S-matrix of a process to the inverse process’s S-matrix, where particles are replaced by
their antiparticles and all the spin components are reversed. Needless to say, this does not imply that two CPT
conjugated processes will have the same probability. A particle will not decay at the same rate as its antiparticle to
the same final states. Instead, the sum of all partial decay rates, the lifetime of this particle, would be the same as
that of its antiparticle.

Precisely because it is so deeply buried in field theory, its evaluation using elementary particles, and not composites,
becomes essential, and the best system where this can be done is in neutrino experiments. Certainly, a potential
discovery of CPT violation would imply that at least one of its key axioms like Lorentz invariance, interaction locality,
or unitarity must be rejected. Neutrinos are not only the ideal system for CPT to be tested, they offer also the best
opportunity to do it from an experimental as well as a theoretical point of view. The origin of neutrino mass and
its smallness is not satisfactorily addressed by the Standard Model and its incorporation generally comes along with
new particles, new interactions and new scales. Some plausible explanations invoke the existence of a very high scale,
not far from where we expect gravity to be non-local, and where new physical laws can appear or the old ones get
modified to incorporate Lorentz and CPT violation. Then, neutrinos can be thought of as our window to such high
scales and our chance to test fundamental symmetries to an unprecedented level.

In the standard picture of the three-neutrino paradigm, the neutrino oscillation parameters are fairly well measured,
see Refs. [3–5]. However, it is well known that new physics might affect these measurements. In this paper, we assume
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a non-local field theory [6] where different mass terms for neutrinos and antineutrinos can be present, allowing
for different mixing parameters. Hence, we consider that flavor oscillations of neutrinos are described by a set of
oscillation parameters, ∆m2

ji, θij and δ, whereas antineutrinos oscillate with ∆m2
ji, θij and δ. If CPT is conserved,

the parameters must coincide (except for CP-violating effects). This formalism has been used to compute bounds
on the differences between neutrino and antineutrino oscillation parameters [7, 8]. These works focused on analyzing
data from accelerator and reactor experiments [8], while also discussing future sensitivities at DUNE [7]. Sensitivity
studies for other experiments have also been performed in Refs. [9–11]. In this paper, we extend the discussion of
Refs. [7, 8] to the solar sector. The solar neutrino parameters have been measured using solar neutrinos observed at
many experiments and reactor antineutrinos using the KamLAND detector. While the measurement of the mixing
angles θ12 and θ12 showed good agreement∗, there was a small tension between the measurement of ∆m2

21 and ∆m2
21.

This tension has been at the 2σ level for many years, while with the latest preliminary Super-Kamiokande solar data
it is reduced to the ∼ 1.4σ level [12].

In this paper, we discuss how this tension between the neutrino and antineutrino solar mass splitting can evolve
in the future. First, we calculate a new bound on the differences between neutrino and antineutrino oscillation
parameters using the most recent data in Section II. We briefly summarize the simulation details of the future
experiments JUNO [13], Hyper-Kamiokande [14] and DUNE [15–18] in Section III, while in Section IV we discuss the
bound that can be obtained from the combined analysis of reactor and solar experiments. In Section V we estimate
the significance of the tension if the best fit values of the measurements do not change. Next, in Section VI we discuss
the possibility of interpreting a CPT-violating signal in terms of neutrino nonstandard interactions (NSI) in matter.
Finally, we conclude in Section VII.

II. UPDATED BOUNDS ON CPT VIOLATION IN THE SOLAR SECTOR

As a first step, we update the bounds on CPT-violating neutrino and antineutrino oscillation parameters in the solar
sector. For a given neutrino oscillation parameter x and its antineutrino counterpart x, the limit on CPT violation is
obtained by evaluating

χ2(|∆x|) = χ2(|x− x|) = χ2
ν(x) + χ2

ν(x) , (1)

where χ2
ν (χ2

ν) is the χ2-function for the analysis of neutrino (antineutrino) data. Note that this is not the standard
procedure where one usually considers the same value for neutrino and antineutrino oscillation parameters (x = x).
This approach, however, can lead to impostor solutions, as shown in Ref. [7].

The constraints reported in Refs. [7, 8] relied on previous measurements of solar neutrinos [19–27]. Here we update
those limits using the most recent preliminary results from the Super-Kamiokande Collaboration [12]. In Fig. 1 we
compare the bound that is obtained using solar data as of 2022 and the one obtained from the older solar data set
discussed in Ref. [3]. From the left panel of Fig. 1, one sees that the bound on |∆ sin2 θ12| is a bit weaker now. This is
due to the fact that the current best fit value for the solar mixing angle (sin2 θ12 = 0.305) is in slightly less agreement
with the KamLAND best fit point (sin2 θ12 = 0.316) than the previous solar best fit value (sin2 θ12 = 0.320). It is
only a tiny difference, but it propagates to the derived limit on CPT violation. The results for |∆(∆m2

21)| are shown
in the right panel of Fig. 1. In this case, the most striking feature is the better agreement between the solar and
KamLAND measurements, compared to the results obtained in 2019. Now the significance of the tension between
both determinations, i.e. the value of ∆χ2 for |∆(∆m2

21)|= 0, is lowered from ∼ 2.2σ to ∼ 1.2σ. The new bounds on
CPT violation in the neutrino sector at 3σ are therefore

|∆(∆m2
21)| = |∆m2

21 −∆m2
21| < 3.7× 10−5 eV2,

|∆(∆m2
31)| = |∆m2

31 −∆m2
31| < 2.5× 10−4 eV2,

|∆ sin2 θ12| =| sin2 θ12 − sin2 θ12|< 0.187, (2)

|∆ sin2 θ13| =| sin2 θ13 − sin2 θ13|< 0.029,

|∆ sin2 θ23| =| sin2 θ23 − sin2 θ23|< 0.19,

where the constraints not related to the solar sector are taken from Ref. [8]. Note that the updates in the long-baseline
sector, Refs. [28, 29], which appeared after Ref. [8] are not expected to change these bounds significantly.

∗ Note that KamLAND is basically octant-blind and that if CPT was violated such that the neutrino parameter was sin2 θ12 ≈ 0.3 and
its antineutrino counterpart sin2 θ12 ≈ 0.7, we would have no possibility to observe it.
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FIG. 1. Limits on CPT-violating neutrino oscillation parameters in the solar sector using KamLAND and solar neutrino data.
In both panels, solid (dashed) lines correspond to the analysis with the 2022 (2019) Super-Kamiokande solar data set.

III. NEXT GENERATION EXPERIMENTS

Although the current bounds on neutrino properties we have presented above represent the world’s best absolute
bound on CPT violation†, next-generation experiments have the potential to improve them to an impressive level. In
this section, we discuss the simulation details of the next generation of most CPT-wise relevant experiments. Regarding
antineutrinos, we consider JUNO, while for the neutrino analysis we focus on the solar analyses of Hyper-Kamiokande
and DUNE.

A. Reactor antineutrinos at JUNO

The Jiangmen Underground Neutrino Observatory (JUNO) [13] is a next-generation medium-baseline reactor ex-
periment. Its main scientific goals include the precise measurement of the solar neutrino oscillation parameters, the
atmospheric mass splitting, and the neutrino mass ordering, apart from many other physics opportunities. JUNO will
consist of eight reactors [31, 32] located at around 52 km distance from the main detector. The main signal at the
JUNO detector will come from the two 4.6 GW reactor cores at the Taishan power plant and the six 2.9 GW reactors
at the Yangjiang power plant. Our simulation of the experiment follows the descriptions of Refs. [13, 31, 32], and in
particular the one of Ref. [33]. Regarding the reactor flux, we use the parameterization of Huber-Mueller [34, 35].
The fission fractions are assumed to be the same for all reactors and are kept fixed at f235 = 0.561, f238 = 0.076,
f239 = 0.307, f241 = 0.056 [36]. We assume a detector with a fiducial mass of 20 kt, a selection efficiency of 82.2% [32]
and an energy resolution of 2.9% [37]. The cross-section is taken from Ref. [38]. An important source of background in
JUNO is the contribution of antineutrinos from the nuclear power plants at Daya Bay and Huizhou, which depends on
the oscillation parameters. This signal has been included in our simulation as two independent reactors with 17.4 GW
thermal power at 215 and 265 km distance, respectively. We also include accidental, fast neutron, 9Li/8He, α−n and
geo-neutrino background components, as extracted from Refs. [13, 32]. Our statistical analysis considers an overall
2% flux uncertainty, an 0.8% uncertainty on the power of each core, and a 1% uncorrelated shape uncertainty. The
other relevant oscillation parameters (∆m2

31 and sin2 θ13) have been marginalized over in the analysis, although their
effect on the precision of the solar neutrino parameters is negligible.

B. Solar neutrinos at Hyper-Kamiokande

Hyper-Kamiokande [14] will be the successor of the water Cherenkov detector Super-Kamiokande. With a fiducial
volume 8.3 times larger than its predecessor and improved photomultiplier detectors, it will provide great capabilities

† Relative precision bounds, as the bound from the kaon system [30], depend on the choice of the scale used in the denominator, the
averaged mass of the kaons, which clearly is not associated to CPT in any way.
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for neutrino detection. Hyper-Kamokande’s rich physics program will include the study of solar, atmospheric and
long-baseline accelerator neutrinos produced at the Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex (J-PARC). The
relevant process for the study of solar neutrinos is elastic scattering on electrons, i.e. να + e− → να + e−. Note
that, although this channel is sensitive to the three neutrino flavors, the cross-section for electron neutrinos, νe, is
larger than the one for νµ and ντ . We perform two different sensitivity analyses. In the first one, our simulation
follows the approach taken in Ref. [39], where we assume the same energy resolution as in Super-Kamiokande IV [40].
Likewise, we consider an energy threshold of 5 MeV‡. We perform an analysis of the day and night spectrum, taking
into account the contributions from 8B and hep neutrinos. The analysis considers the ratio between the oscillated and
non-oscillated solar neutrino flux, as in [27, 39]. We include a 4% and 30% uncertainty in the normalization of the 8B
and hep flux, respectively. Following [27, 39], we incorporate in the analysis the uncertainty in the energy scale and
uncorrelated systematic uncertainties of the same order of magnitude as those in Super-Kamiokande IV [40]. We also
assume ten years of data-taking. We refer to the simulation following these considerations as conservative. Our second
analysis takes into account several improvements expected for Hyper-Kamiokande and hence, it will be referred to as
optimal. In the first place, and according to Ref. [41], we consider an improvement by a factor of two in the efficiency.
Secondly, we assume an energy threshold of 4.5 MeV [14]. Finally, we consider that both the energy resolution and
the uncorrelated systematic uncertainties are improved by a factor of two with respect to Super-Kamiokande IV,
resulting from the improvement of the photomultipliers. The remaining aspects of the simulation are identical to the
conservative scenario. These considerations seem rather reasonable in the light of the preliminary sensitivity shown
in Ref. [42].

C. Solar neutrinos at DUNE

The Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) [15–18] is a next-generation multipurpose neutrino exper-
iment whose capabilities include the measurement of MeV neutrinos, among which, are solar neutrinos. Using the
charged-current reaction νe + 40Ar→ e− + 40K, it will be sensitive to electron neutrinos from the Sun, with energies
above 9 MeV. A lower energy threshold could be possible if a significant background reduction is achieved. Our
sensitivity analysis considers 10 years of data and the projected full size of DUNE’s far detector, consisting of 40
kton of liquid argon. For the cross-section, we consider the baseline configuration implemented in SNOwGLoBES [43]
and we consider an energy resolution σ(E)/E = 0.2 [16, 44]. We also include backgrounds from 222Rn and neutron
capture [45] with a 10% uncertainty each, and we take into account the efficiency linearly increasing from 30% at 9
MeV to 60% at 21 MeV [46]. Likewise, the uncertainty in the flux normalization for 8B and hep neutrinos is the same
as in the analysis carried out for Hyper-Kamiokande. The assumptions in this scenario are rather conservative and it
might be possible that the background contribution could be reduced [47–49]. Moreover, existing studies suggest that
a much better detection efficiency can be achieved in the MeV range [50–52]. We perform two analyses in this paper:
the first one uses only the spectral information for two angular bins, labeled as day and night, and the conservative
choice of backgrounds and efficiencies, while in the second one, we separate the angular information for the night
events into 10 bins of the same width and, in addition, consider the more favorable backgrounds and efficiencies. In
particular, we consider a reduction of one order of magnitude in the neutron background rate and perfect efficiency.
The first case can be considered as the conservative scenario, while the latter is an optimal scenario.

IV. FUTURE SENSITIVITY TO CPT VIOLATION IN THE SOLAR SECTOR

In this section, we discuss how well future experiments can improve the bound on CPT violation in the solar
sector. We will consider the combinations of JUNO with Hyper-Kamiokande, with DUNE, and with a combined
analysis of Hyper-Kamiokande and DUNE. As explained above, for both solar experiments we consider a conservative
and an optimal experimental configuration. When discussing the combined analysis we consider always either both
conservative or both optimal configurations.

In order to derive the projected sensitivities, we generate a CPT-conserving data set using sin2 θ12 = sin2 θ12 = 0.32
and ∆m2

21 = ∆m2
21 = 7.53 × 10−5 eV2. The expected sensitivity of the different experiments to measure the solar

parameters is shown in the left panel of Figure 2. It is clear that in the CPT-conserving scenario, the measurement
will be dominated by JUNO, as indicated by the green contour. The individual analyses of Hyper-Kamiokande and
DUNE are shown in orange and blue (using the solid lines for the conservative cases and the dashed ones for the

‡ Although Super-Kamiokande IV reached an energy threshold of 3.5 MeV, here we take a more conservative approach. In any case, the
impact of the threshold is actually small, given the large energy uncorrelated uncertainties in the lowest-energy bins.
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FIG. 2. Expected 2σ regions from Hyper-Kamiokande (HK), DUNE, HK+DUNE using conservative and optimal configura-
tions, and JUNO, assuming the same oscillation parameters for neutrinos and antineutrinos.

optimal cases), respectively. One can see that the solar sensitivity at DUNE is better than at Hyper-Kamiokande for
the measurements of both solar oscillation parameters. We obtain an interesting result for the combined analysis of
both Hyper-Kamiokande and DUNE, see the red contours, where again the solid line is obtained from the conservative
analyses, while the dashed lines are obtained for the optimal analyses. Note that the experiments share the systematic
uncertainties related to the solar flux and, therefore, the combined sensitivity is much better than the simple sum of
χ2 functions (which would be very similar to the DUNE-alone analysis). The reason for this improvement, particularly
in the determination of the solar mixing angle, is that the use of two different detection channels allows breaking the
degeneracy between the 8B flux normalization and sin2 θ12.

Using the different solar analyses of neutrino data, and the antineutrino results from JUNO we can estimate the
future sensitivity to CPT violation in the solar sector. The χ2 profiles for the differences of the neutrino and antineu-
trino oscillation parameters are shown in Fig. 3. The left panel contains the sensitivity to constrain the difference in
the solar mixing angle. Note that, even though the measurement of the mixing angle at Hyper-Kamiokande is rather
weak, the potential limit from JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande data will substantially improve the current 3σ bound.
This comes from JUNO’s much more accurate determination of solar oscillation parameters compared to KamLAND.
As expected, the combination of JUNO and DUNE (see the solid and dashed blue lines in the left panel of Fig. 3)
shows a clear improvement in the sensitivity to |∆ sin2 θ12|. The joint analysis of JUNO, Hyper-Kamiokande and
DUNE (red lines) is expected to improve the current limit by one order of magnitude. Notice here that the impact of
considering the conservative or the optimal configurations of DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande in the combined analysis
results in a difference of a factor two approximately in the limits on |∆ sin2 θ12|. The expected 3σ sensitivities from
the different analyses are summarized in the second column of Table I.

The sensitivity to |∆(∆m2
21)| is shown in the right panel of Figure 3, and in the third column of Table I. As in the

case of the mixing angles, the sensitivity of the JUNO+Hyper-Kamiokande analysis is weaker than for JUNO+DUNE,
and it is further improved when combining DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande. Note, however, that here the improvement

|∆ sin2 θ12| |∆(∆m2
21)| [10−5eV2]

current bound 0.187 3.7

JUNO + HK conservative 0.092 7.2

JUNO + HK optimal 0.073 4.7

JUNO + DUNE conservative 0.043 2.9

JUNO + DUNE optimal 0.029 1.1

JUNO + HK + DUNE conservative 0.018 2.4

JUNO + HK + DUNE optimal 0.011 0.8

TABLE I. 3σ bounds on |∆ sin2 θ12| and |∆(∆m2
21)| from current data in comparison with the future sensitivity expected from

the combination of JUNO, Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) and DUNE for the conservative and optimal configurations.
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FIG. 3. Future sensitivity to CPT-violating neutrino and antineutrino oscillation parameters for different configurations and
combinations of experiments in comparison with the current bounds.

is not as strong as in the last case, since, as it was shown in Fig. 2, the combination of solar experiments is more
effective for the determination of the mixing angle. On the other hand, in this case, the assumed configuration of
DUNE has a strong impact on the result, as can be seen by comparing the blue and red solid lines with the dashed
ones. Indeed, for the optimal setup of DUNE, the sensitivity to |∆(∆m2

21)| is improved by more than a factor of two.
Summarizing, we find that the next generation of solar neutrino experiments in combination with the reactor

experiment JUNO will be able to improve the current bounds on CPT-violating oscillation parameters for neutrinos
and antineutrinos significantly, even by more than one order of magnitude in the case of the mixing angles.

V. MEASURING CPT VIOLATION

In this section, we assume that CPT is violated in Nature. Then, we generate the antineutrino oscillation data
using ∆m2

21 = 7.53× 10−5 eV2, whereas neutrino oscillation data are generated using ∆m2
21 = 6.10× 10−5 eV2. We

still assume sin2 θ12 = sin2 θ12 = 0.32, since the very small differences in the best fit values of the measurements of the
mixing angle would most likely not be visible, not even with the next generation of neutrino experiments. In the left
panel of Figure 4 we show the expected region in the solar plane obtained from the different parameter settings. Note
that the overall sensitivity of the solar experiments improves for smaller values of ∆m2

21, as can be seen by comparing
the regions of Figure 4 with those of Figure 2. We observe the same behavior as before, namely the combination of
DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande improves mildly (significantly) the determination of the mass splitting (mixing angle)
when comparing with the analysis of DUNE alone. Likewise, the optimal DUNE configuration has a significant impact
on the sensitivity to the solar mass splitting ∆m2

21.
In the right panel of Figure 4 we show the ∆χ2 profiles for the CPT-violating scenario. This quantifies how

the current mild tension in the measurements of KamLAND and solar data could evolve in the future, in case the
best-fit values of the measurements do not change significantly in either sector. Note that the tension from the
combination of JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande would be similar to the current one due essentially to KamLAND and
Super-Kamiokande. However, once we consider DUNE (DUNE+Hyper-Kamiokande), the tension is pushed to 2.0σ
(2.3σ) for the conservative configuration of both DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande. The huge improvement of sensitivity
seen in the left panel of Figure 4 when using the optimal configuration is also evident in the right panel. Actually,
DUNE’s optimal configuration could push the significance of the tension to 5.1σ (5.9σ) for the analysis of DUNE
alone (DUNE+Hyper-Kamiokande).

VI. DISENTANGLING CPT VIOLATION AND NSI

In this section we discuss the possibility of confusing CPT violation with neutrino nonstandard interactions. In
order to do so we generate a CPT violating data set but analyze it in a CPT-conserving way including NSI. The same
approach was followed in Ref. [53] in the context of accelerator neutrinos. Since the solar parameters are by far best
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the difference of mass splittings, quantifying the tension for the different combinations.

measured by JUNO (and since JUNO is not as much affected by NSI), this reduces to generating a solar data set
considering only solar neutrino oscillations with ∆m2

21 = 6.10× 10−5 eV2 and then trying to reconstruct it assuming
∆m2

21 = 7.53× 10−5 eV2 (the value measured by KamLAND) together with NSI.
The evolution of neutrinos in the Sun can be described in an effective two-neutrino approach, as long as NSI are

smaller or of the same order as neutrino interactions in the Standard Model. In that case, the survival probability is
given by [54, 55]

Pee = cos4 θ13P
2ν
ee + sin4 θ13 , (3)

where P 2ν
ee is the electron neutrino survival probability derived in the effective two-neutrino framework from the

Hamiltonian

H2ν =
∆m2

21

4E

(
− cos 2θ12 sin 2θ12
sin 2θ12 cos 2θ12

)
+
√

2GF

[
cos2 θ13Ne

(
1 0

0 0

)
+

∑
f=e,u,d

Nf

(
0 εf
ε∗f ε′f

)]
. (4)

This effective Hamiltonian describes the evolution of the states ν = (νe, νx), where νx is an admixture of the νµ and
ντ states. It depends on the number density of matter fields, Nf , with which neutrinos interact while propagating,
i.e. electrons, u-quarks and d-quarks. We have introduced the effective NSI parameters εf and ε′f , which are related

to the NSI couplings in the neutral-current NSI Lagrangian [39, 56–59]. For simplicity, we only allow for NSI between
neutrinos and d-quarks, denoting the corresponding NSI parameters, εd and ε′d as ε and ε′.

The results from this analysis are shown in Fig. 5. There, we plot the regions in the plane of the NSI parameters
(ε, ε′) that can mimic the effect of CPT-violating neutrino mass splittings in the solar neutrino signal. It should be
noted that, for the separate analyses of Hyper-Kamiokande and the conservative setup of DUNE, the point ε = ε′ = 0
is within the 2σ region. This is due to the fact that the tension between the two mass splittings, corresponding to
|∆(∆m2

21)| ' 1.4× 10−5eV, is quite small for these three data sets, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 4. Combining
the conservative analyses of DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande restricts a bit more the allowed region, but ε = ε′ = 0 still
lies at the border of the 2σ contour. Only when assuming the optimal DUNE configuration the standard scenario can
be excluded at large confidence level as shown by the dashed contours in Fig. 5. However, even though the ε = ε′ = 0
value would be excluded from the analysis, the CPT-violating scenario could still be fit very well with NSI. Indeed,
using the combination of optimal Hyper-Kamiokande and optimal DUNE the best fit value is found at ε = −0.01 and
ε′ = −0.09 and χ2 ≈ 4.7. We therefore conclude that this scenario of CPT violation could not be distinguished from
NSI, unless independent constraints on ε′ from another type of experiment rule out the values preferred here.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The Standard Model of particle physics describes to an amazing precision all the experimental results obtained so
far, with the exception of the neutrino sector. Neutrino masses were absent in the original model, and its incorporation
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FIG. 5. Regions in the NSI plane (ε, ε′) that can mimic the signal of CPT-violating solar neutrino mass splittings at the 2σ
level in different experiments using conservative and optimal configurations.

necessarily brings along new physics. Not surprisingly, neutrinos themselves offer the opportunity not only to test the
model itself, but also to test the paradigm where the model is immersed: local relativistic quantum field theory.

If Nature can be described by local relativistic quantum field theory, CPT conservation is one of the few solid
predictions of the paradigm, and then particles and antiparticles are bounded to have the same mass and, if unstable,
the same lifetime. It is therefore extremely important to know whether the language we use to describe Nature is the
correct one, and test it.

We do not know the origin of the neutrino mass, let alone its scale. However, we have measured neutrino mass
squared differences to an admirable precision. In fact, neutrino mass squared differences are better known than some of
the absolute masses of charged fermions and offer us a unique opportunity to test CPT conservation in an elementary
particle system without charge contamination to an unprecedented level. If CPT violation is related or originated
from quantum gravity, and therefore suppressed by the Planck scale, naively we would expect its magnitude to be
given by 〈v2〉/MPlanck ∼ 10−5 eV, exactly in the ballpark the next generation of experiments will explore.

In this work, we have shown that CPT violation can be bounded or discovered by comparing antineutrino mea-
surements at the reactor experiment JUNO with solar neutrino observations in DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande. It is
important to stress that DUNE improvements regarding angular bining and efficiencies have promoted the experiment
to be a mayor player in the solar neutrino arena, as our results for the optimal setup of DUNE show. Improvements
in energy resolution and a reduction of the energy-uncorrelated systematics would also improve significantly the solar
neutrino results of Hyper-Kamiokande.

Had a positive CPT-violating signal been found, we have explored if it could be explained with NSI. Our results
show that both sources of new physics can actually be confused in solar neutrino experiments. This highlights the
relevance of combining different types of experiments, such as solar and neutrino scattering experiments to search for
physics beyond the Standard Model [57, 60].
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We propose that the dark matter of our universe could be sterile neutrinos which reside within the
twin sector of a mirror twin Higgs model. In our scenario, these particles are produced through a
version of the Dodelson-Widrow mechanism that takes place entirely within the twin sector, yielding
a dark matter candidate that is consistent with X-ray and gamma-ray line constraints. Furthermore,
this scenario can naturally avoid the cosmological problems that are typically encountered in mirror
twin Higgs models. In particular, if the sterile neutrinos in the Standard Model sector decay out
of equilibrium, they can heat the Standard Model bath and reduce the contributions of the twin
particles to Neff . Such decays also reduce the effective temperature of the dark matter, thereby
relaxing constraints from large-scale structure. The sterile neutrinos included in this model are
compatible with the seesaw mechanism for generating Standard Model neutrino masses.

INTRODUCTION

Despite its considerable empirical successes, the Stan-
dard Model (SM) does not explain a number of observed
phenomena, including the origin and identity of dark mat-
ter (DM), the existence of neutrino masses, and the large
hierarchy between the electroweak and Planck scales. In
the SM, radiative corrections are naively expected to in-
crease the mass of the Higgs boson to near the Planck
scale, leading to what is known as the electroweak hierar-
chy problem.

Supersymmetry, if broken near the TeV-scale, could
facilitate the cancellation of the largest of these correc-
tions, but this class of solutions to the hierarchy problem
appears increasingly fine-tuned in light of null results
from the Large Hadron Collider [1–6]. An alternative
approach, known as “neutral naturalness,” stabilizes the
electroweak hierarchy by introducing new symmetries and
new particles without color or other SM gauge charges,
making it possible to cancel the quadratic contributions
to the Higgs mass while simultaneously satisfying current
constraints from colliders [7–16].

The prototypical example of neutral naturalness is the
twin Higgs framework [7–9, 13, 17–20], which introduces
“twin” copies of SM particles that are charged under twin
versions of the SM gauge group. A discrete Z2 twin sym-
metry between the SM and twin sectors helps to stabilize
the Higgs mass up to one-loop, allowing the hierarchy
problem to be addressed at a higher energy scale, such as
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through a supersymmetric UV completion [20–22]. For
such a model to be phenomenologically viable, the Z2 sym-
metry must be softly broken, allowing the Higgs vacuum
expectation value (VEV) to be different in each sector.
For a ratio of twin-to-SM VEVs of vB/vA ∼ 3− 5, such a
scenario can address the hierarchy problem while allowing
the 125 GeV Higgs boson to behave approximately as pre-
dicted by the SM, containing only a ∼ v2

A/v
2
B ∼ O(10%)

admixture of the twin sector Higgs boson.

Even with asymmetric VEVs, cosmological problems
can arise in “mirror twin Higgs” (MTH) models, in which
the SM and twin sectors contain the same particle content.
Because the twin and SM sectors are initially in equilib-
rium, large energy densities of twin photons and twin
neutrinos will be present in the early universe in MTH
models, increasing the Hubble expansion rate in conflict
with measurements of the effective number of neutrino
species, Neff . Proposed solutions to this problem include
introducing asymmetric and out-of-equilibrium decays of
new particles to dilute the energy density in the twin
sector [23, 24], reducing the number of twin species as
in “fraternal twin Higgs” models [13, 25], or delaying the
thermal decoupling of the two sectors through SM-twin
neutrino mixing [26].

A variety of DM candidates can arise within the context
of twin Higgs models [25, 27–43], including the twin tau,
which in fraternal models can be stable, functioning as
a prototypical WIMP [25, 27, 28]. However, in light
of increasingly stringent constraints from LZ and other
direct detection experiments [44], it is well-motivated to
consider other dark matter candidates that might arise
in the twin Higgs framework.

The problem of non-zero neutrino masses can be simply
explained by supplementing the SM with right-handed
neutrinos. Through the seesaw mechanism [45–47], this

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

06
36

4v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

0 
M

ay
 2

02
3



2

can lead to light “active” neutrinos which are mostly
left-handed, and heavier “sterile” states which are mostly
right-handed. Being sufficiently long-lived, cold, and
feebly interacting, sterile neutrinos have long been seen
as an attractive candidate for DM [48–52]. They can be
generated in the early universe through the Dodelson-
Widrow mechanism, in which active neutrinos oscillate,
interact, and collapse into a sterile state [48].

The simplest Dodelson-Widrow scenario has been en-
tirely ruled out in recent years by searches for DM decay-
ing to X-ray [53–60] or gamma-ray lines [61], as well as by
constraints on warm DM from observations of large-scale
structure [62–65]. For sterile neutrinos to be a viable DM
candidate, they must be produced through resonant [49]
or non-thermal [66–71] mechanisms, or involve other ex-
otic elements [72–74].

In this Letter, we propose incorporating sterile neutri-
nos into a mirror twin Higgs model, identifying the twin
sterile neutrino as a new DM candidate. We show that
by combining these two frameworks, we can address the
hierarchy problem, explain the origin of neutrinos masses,
and provide a viable DM candidate, while resolving each
of these frameworks’ respective tensions with cosmologi-
cal and astrophysical observations. In this scenario, the
twin sterile neutrino DM is produced through a Dodelson-
Widrow mechanism taking place entirely within the twin
sector. When the DM decays, it produces few observable
SM photons, evading X-ray and gamma-ray constraints.
Meanwhile, a heavier SM sector sterile neutrino decays
and heats the SM bath [23], reducing the relative en-
ergy density in the twin sector and thus solving the Neff

problem of the MTH model.

MODEL

We consider a minimal MTH model whose Z2-
symmetric Lagrangian is supplemented with the terms

L ⊃ −
∑
i=A,B

(
yiνH

iliLν
i
R +

Mi

2
νiRν

i
R

)
−MAB ν

A
Rν

B
R + h.c. ,

where A and B represent the SM and twin sectors, re-
spectively. For each sector, Hi is the Higgs doublet, liL is
the lepton doublet that contains a left handed neutrino
νiL, νiR is the right handed neturino, and yiν is the Yukawa
coupling. We allow for explicit Z2 breaking in the neu-
trino sector, such that MA 6= MB and yAν 6= yBν . The last
term allows the right-handed neutrinos, νAR and νBR , to
mix between sectors through the coefficient MAB. For
simplicity, we consider only one generation of neutrinos,
although this scenario can be extended to the case of
three generations.

After electroweak symmetry breaking, the Yukawa
terms yield Dirac masses of mi = yiνvi/

√
2. We adopt

vB/vA = 3 throughout, where the SM Higgs VEV

vA = 246 GeV. We also assume a mass hierarchy of
MA,MB �MAB � mA,mB , so that the 4× 4 neutrino
mass matrix is diagonalized via an active-sterile seesaw
mechanism [45–47] within each sector, as well as a SM-
twin seesaw which mixes the sterile states between the
two sectors. To leading order in the small mixing angles,
this yields two active neutrino mass eigenstates,

νA = νAL − θA νAR
νB = νBL − θB νBR ,

(1)

and two sterile neutrino mass eigenstates,

NA = νAR + θA ν
A
L + θAB ν

B
R

NB = νBR + θB ν
B
L − θAB νAR .

(2)

The mixing angles can be written

θA =
mA

MA
, θB =

mB

MB
, θAB =

MAB

|MA −MB |
, (3)

and the mass eigenvalues are

mνA =
m2
A

MA
, MNA

= MA,

mνB =
m2
B

MB
, MNB

= MB ,

(4)

demonstrating the familiar seesaw relation in each sector.
We identify the twin sterile neutrino, NB, as the dark
matter candidate and the SM sterile neutrino, NA, as a
heavier state that decays in the early universe.

Note that our model contains the same field content
as the model in Ref. [23], which preserved a full Z2 sym-
metry between the two sectors and did not consider DM
production. However, for sterile neutrino DM in a twin
Higgs context, an exact Z2 symmetry in the neutrino
parameters combined with MAB mixing is problematic
because it maximally mixes the sterile states between the
sectors (MA = MB =⇒ θAB = π/4). Since the Fermi
constant, GF,i = v−2

i /
√

2, is larger in the SM sector, the
maximally mixed DM decays predominantly to SM par-
ticles, including monoenergetic photons. Such a model
is sufficiently similar to the canonical Dodelson-Widrow
scenario that it yields comparable X-ray and gamma-ray
line signals, which are already excluded by observations.

In contrast, our model overcomes this limitation by
explicitly breaking the Z2 symmetry between the neutrino
parameters of the SM and twin sectors. In the MAB �
MA,MB limit, having MA �MB not only ensures that
θAB is small, but also that the lighter sterile neutrino, NB
(our DM candidate), couples mostly to the twin sector and
is long-lived, while the heavier sterile state, NA, couples
mostly to the SM and decays in the early universe.

COSMOLOGY

The cosmic history in our scenario is schematically
illustrated in Fig. 1 and proceeds as follows:



3

10 TeV 1 TeV 100 GeV 10 GeV 1 GeV 100 MeV 10 MeV 1 MeV 100 keV 10 keV 1 keV
TA
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a/aABdec

10−8

10−6

10−4

10−2

100

102

104

ρ
a

3

BBN

TNA
dec :

NA decouples at a
high temperature

TABdec :
Twin sector
decouples
from SM

T∼MA:
NA becomes

non-relativistic

NA dominates
energy density
of the universe

t= Γ−1
NA

: NA decays,

mostly to A sector

Tmax: Maximum sterile
neutrino (NB) production

A total

B total

NA

NB (NR)

FIG. 1. Timeline of events in one realization of our scenario. The curves indicate the comoving energy densities of radiation in
the SM (A) and twin (B) sectors, and of the sterile neutrinos, NA and NB , as a function of scale factor, a, or the temperature
of the SM bath, TA. The y-axis is normalized by the comoving energy density of the SM sector at TA = 1 MeV. Only the
non-relativistic portion of ρNB = MNBnNB is shown. This example takes the parameters MNA = 100 GeV, mνA = 10−9 eV,
MNB = 100 keV, and mνB = 4× 10−4 eV, for which we find ∆Neff ≈ 0.02 and ΩNB ≈ 0.26, consistent with observations.

1. The NA sterile neutrino population is initially in
equilibrium with the thermal bath of SM and twin
particles, but it eventually decouples at temperature
TNA

dec .

2. At T ∼ MA, the NA population becomes nonrela-
tivistic and its fraction of the total energy density
begins to grow as the universe cools and expands.

3. Higgs portal interactions, due to hA-hB mixing,
keep the two sectors in equilibrium until TABdec ≈
3 GeV [23], when the SM and twin sectors decouple.

4. After AB decoupling, the NA population eventually
dominates the energy density of the universe.

5. The NA population decays out of equilibrium to
heat the SM radiation bath. This entropy injection
increases the SM temperature and effectively dilutes
the relative energy density of the twin sector. Note
that steps 1–5 must occur prior to Big Bang nucle-
osynthesis (BBN) to ensure that any contributions
to Neff are minimal.

6. At some time (around Tmax in Fig. 1) before the
epoch of matter-radiation equality, twin sterile neu-
trino dark matter, NB , is produced through active-
sterile neutrino oscillations (i.e. a Dodelson-Widrow
mechanism) within the twin sector.

The temperature evolution in the two sectors and the
energy density in NA is described by the following system

of differential equations (see the Supplemental Material
for a derivation):

d lnTA
d ln a

= −
1−

〈ΓNA→A〉 ρNA

3HsATA

1 +
1

3

d ln gA?,s
d lnTA

(5)

d lnTB
d ln a

= −
1−

〈ΓNA→B〉 ρNA

3HsBTB

1 +
1

3

d ln gB?,s
d lnTB

(6)

dρNA

dt
= −3H(ρNA

+ PNA
)− 〈ΓNA

〉 ρNA
, (7)

where a is the scale factor, Ti is the temperature of the
radiation bath in sector i, H = (8πGρ/3)1/2 is the Hubble
rate, ρ = ρA + ρB is the total energy density, ρi is the
energy density in either sector, si is the entropy density
in either sector, and PNA

is the pressure of the NA pop-
ulation. 〈ΓNA→i〉 is the thermally-averaged decay width
of NA to sector i (including the effects of time dilation).
At rest, the NA decay width to SM particles is

ΓNA→A = CA
G2
F,A

192π3
θ2
AM

5
NA
, (8)

where CA is a factor that is obtained by summing over
the decay channels (see Appendix A of Ref. [23]). This de-
pends on the full multi-generation neutrino mass matrix,
but for one generation, we find CA ≈ 12.4 for MNA

= 100
GeV. For all cases we consider here, ΓNA→B � ΓNA→A,



4

B
B
N

101 102 103 104
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 [GeV]

10−12

10−11
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m
ν A

 [
eV

]

Planck

CM
B-S4

τ
N
A =
t A
Bd
ec

τ
N
A =
t
B
B
N

FIG. 2. Constraints on the masses of the decaying sterile
neutrino, NA, and the corresponding active neutrino, νA,
from measurements of Neff . The shaded regions represent
the parameter space that is ruled out by measurements of the
light element abundances [76] (light blue) and the cosmic mi-
crowave background (dark blue). Current ∆NCMB

eff constraints
are shown from Planck [77] as well as the projected sensitivity
of Stage 4 CMB experiments [78]. In the unshaded regions,
the decays of the NA dilute the energy density of the twin
sector to acceptable levels. Dotted gray lines represent curves
of constant τNA .

so we neglect entropy transfer from NA to the twin sector.
Note that the fermionic contributions to the effective rel-
ativistic degrees of freedom in energy and entropy, g? and
g?,s, are different in each sector due to the larger masses
of the twin fermions, while the QCD phase transition
takes place at approximately the same temperature in
both sectors [75]. We numerically solve Eqs. 5–7 to find
TA(a), TB(a), and ρNA

(a).
The main constraints on this scenario arise from mea-

surements of the energy density in dark radiation, pa-
rameterized in terms of the contribution to the effective
number of relativistic neutrino species, ∆Neff , which we
define as

∆Neff =
ρB + ρNA

ρν
, (9)

where ρν is the energy density of a single SM active
neutrino species. Note that this contribution to Neff is
not from the energy injected by the decays of NA, but
rather from the energy density of the twin sector particles
that remain after the NA population has decayed (as well
as any NA particles that have not yet decayed).

In Fig. 2, we plot the parameter space in this sce-
nario. Contours are shown for values of ∆Neff at the

time of BBN (TA ≈ 1 MeV), and at the time of re-
combination (TA ≈ 0.3 eV). Current constraints require
∆NCMB

eff . 0.3 [77] and ∆NBBN
eff . 0.4 [76], while Stage 4

CMB experiments are projected to be sensitive down to
∆NCMB

eff . 0.03 [78]. The constraints can be understood
in terms of two criteria: In the upper right region of this
figure, the NA population decays before the SM and twin
sectors decouple, so that both sectors quickly thermalize
again, leading to unacceptably large contributions to Neff .
In the lower left portion of the figure, NA decays during
or after BBN, again leading to large ∆NBBN

eff (but not
necessarily large ∆NCMB

eff ).

Because the rates for sterile neutrino production and
decay are set by the same model parameters, there is an
inherent tension between establishing a thermal popu-
lation of NA particles (required for step 1), and having
these states decay at the right time (required for step
5). Satisfying both of these requirements within the vi-
able parameter space of Fig. 2 requires an additional Z2

breaking interaction that enables the NA population to
reach equilibrium at early times, without altering the
subsequent cosmological timeline (for a discussion, see
the Supplemental Material). The lower right boundary
of the viable parameter space shown in Fig. 2 depends
on the choice of these additional interactions, so we leave
it unconstrained. Given a concrete realization of such
interactions, a lower limit will appear, but its precise
location is model-dependent.

TWIN STERILE NEUTRINO DARK MATTER

The production of twin sterile neutrino DM through
the Dodelson-Widrow mechanism in the twin sector is
described by the following Boltzmann equation:

dnNB

dt
+ 3HnNB

= 2

∫
d3p

(2π)3

Γint
νB

4
sin22θmB (fνB−fNB

), (10)

where n is the number density of a given species and f is
its phase space distribution. The quantity Γint

νB ∝ G
2
F,BT

5
B

is the scattering rate of the twin active neutrinos, which
we calculate using the values tabulated in Ref. [79] (for
the case of neutrinos of muon flavor), rescaled by a factor
of (vB/vA)−4. The quantity θmB is the effective active-
sterile mixing angle in the twin sector in the presence of
matter. This is related to the corresponding mixing angle
in vacuum according to the following expression [48, 51]:

sin2 2θmB =
∆2 sin2 2θB

∆2 sin2 2θB + (∆ cos 2θB − VT )2
, (11)

where ∆ = (M2
NB
−m2

νB )/2p is the vacuum oscillation
factor for a neutrino of momentum p, and the thermal
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potential is given by [51, 80]

VT (p) = −8
√

2GF,B p

3

(
ρνB + ρν̄B
m2
ZB

+
ρlB + ρl̄B
m2
WB

)
,

(12)
where ρν and ρν̄ denote the energy densities of the twin
active neutrinos and antineutrinos, and ρl and ρl̄ are the
energy densities of the twin charged leptons and antilep-
tons of the same flavor.

In the early universe, these matter effects make sin2 2θmB
small, suppressing the oscillation rate of νB into NB . The
rate of NB production increases as the temperature falls,
but not necessarily enough for the NB abundance to reach
its equilibrium value. This continues until the expansion
of the universe begins to efficiently suppress the rate
of NB production at later times, and their abundance
freezes in. Most twin sterile neutrinos are produced near
a temperature of Tmax ≈ 270 MeV (MNB

/keV)1/3 (for
vB/vA = 3) [48].

For given values of MNB
and mνB , we numerically solve

Eq. 10, in conjunction with Eqs. 5–7, for a large number
of points within the viable region of Fig. 2. The decays of
NA must be accounted for here because they dilute the
twin sterile neutrino DM abundance along with the rest
of the twin sector particles.

In Fig. 3, we summarize the constraints on twin ster-
ile neutrino DM. Throughout the white region labeled
as “ΩNB

= ΩDM”, there exists some combination of
MNA

and mνA that lead to the observed DM abundance
(ΩDM ≈ 0.26 [77]) through the twin sector Dodelson-
Widrow mechanism while remaining consistent with the
constraints shown in Fig. 2. We do not consider resonant
production mechanisms that rely on significant lepton
number asymmetry [49], although these could further
expand this region. In the lower red region, the DM is
consistently underproduced for all viable values of MNA

and mνA .
Another important constraint on sterile neutrino DM

arises from its impact on large-scale structure formation.
In the standard Dodelson-Widrow scenario, sterile neutri-
nos with masses smaller than 25 keV [62] are unaccept-
ably warm, leading to fewer satellite galaxies than are
observed [64, 65, 81]. In our scenario, however, the de-
cays of NA reduce TB/TA, effectively cooling the DM and
relaxing this constraint to MNB ,min = 25 keV (TB/TA).
Throughout the orange shaded region of Fig. 3, the DM
is too warm for all viable combinations of MNA

and mνA ,
while the light orange region is too warm for only some
of those parameter values. In the green region, the DM
decays too rapidly, with τNB

< 288 Gyr [82], in conflict
with observations of large-scale structure [82–85].

So far, we have neglected the effects of mixing between
the sectors, but if θAB 6= 0, constraints can arise from the
null results of X-ray line searches [53–55, 60, 64, 86, 87],
which are sensitive to loop-induced decays of NB to an
active neutrino and a monoenergetic SM photon [52, 88,

1

10 −
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10 −
6

10 −
9

X
-rays

Freeze-out

Freeze-in

100 101 102

MNB
 [keV]

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

101

m
ν B

 [
eV

]

D
M

 too w
arm

Ω
N
B <Ω

DM

Ω
N
B =Ω

DM

D
M

 decays too early

FIG. 3. Constraints on the masses of our dark matter candi-
date, NB , and the twin sector active neutrino, νB . Shaded
regions indicate constraints on the DM abundance (red), tem-
perature (orange), and lifetime (green). Throughout the white
region labeled “ΩNB = ΩDM” our model can produce the
observed DM abundance while remaining consistent with the
constraints on ∆Neff . The dotted blue lines represent con-
straints on DM decay to X-ray lines for several values of the
branching ratio ΓNB→νAγA/ΓNB→νBγB ; for each choice of this
ratio, the parameter space to the right is excluded.

89]. These constraints are shown in Fig. 3 as dotted blue
lines. If the branching fraction for NB → νAγA (which
is related to θAB) is small, this signal can be highly
suppressed, well below the reach of existing telescopes.

In some regions of parameter space, sin2 2θmB is large
enough that an NB population can be produced with an
equilibrium abundance, so instead of freezing in, it freezes
out as a hot relic. The approximate boundary between
these two cases is indicated in Fig. 3, showing that the
observed DM abundance can be obtained in both cases.

SUMMARY

In this Letter, we have proposed a new dark matter
candidate in the form of a sterile neutrino in the twin
sector of a mirror twin Higgs model. This dark matter
candidate can be generated through neutrino oscillations
in the twin sector. If the mixing between the Standard
Model and twin sectors is sufficiently small, the decays of
the dark matter particles will not produce an observable
X-ray or gamma-ray line. Furthermore, a sterile neutrino
in the Standard Model sector can naturally undergo out-
of-equilibrium decays in this model, diluting the energy
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density of the twin sector, and thus evading constraints
from Neff . Such decays can also relax the constraints on
warm dark matter that arise from observations of large-
scale structure. This scenario can restore both mirror twin
Higgs models and sterile neutrino DM as viable solutions
to several long-standing mysteries in particle physics and
cosmology, while remaining consistent with all existing
constraints.
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[26] C. Csáki, E. Kuflik, and S. Lombardo, Viable twin cos-
mology from neutrino mixing, Phys. Rev. D 96, 055013
(2017).

[27] N. Craig and A. Katz, The fraternal WIMP miracle, J.
Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 2015 (10), 054.

[28] D. Curtin, S. Gryba, J. Setford, D. Hooper, and J. Scholtz,
Resurrecting the fraternal twin WIMP miracle, Phys. Rev.
D 105, 035033 (2022).

[29] M. Farina, Asymmetric twin Dark Matter, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 2015 (11), 017.

[30] M. Farina, A. Monteux, and C. S. Shin, Twin mechanism
for baryon and dark matter asymmetries, Phys. Rev. D
94, 035017 (2016).

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)085
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)108
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)108
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2018)050
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)079
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)079
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.032009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.061803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.061803
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0509242
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/01/126
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/01/126
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/02/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/02/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/05/045
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/11/083
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/11/083
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)105
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)105
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)091
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)057
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.05531
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.05531
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.231802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.231802
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/01/108
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/01/108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2006.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2014)140
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2014)140
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.035003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.035009
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)023
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)023
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)038
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.055034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.055034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.055013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.055013
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/10/054
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/10/054
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.035033
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.035033
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/11/017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/11/017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.035017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.035017


7

[31] M. Freytsis, S. Knapen, D. J. Robinson, and Y. Tsai,
Gamma-rays from dark showers with twin Higgs models,
J. High Energ. Phys. 2016 (5), 18.
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Supplemental Material: Derivation of the evolution equations

To determine how the temperature of the SM bath is impacted by a particle decaying out of equilibrium, we begin
with the treatment presented in Sec. 5.3 of Ref. [90]. The second law of thermodynamics (dS = dQ/T ) allows us
to relate the change in total entropy, S = sa3, in each sector to the heat, Q, that is injected by decays of NA. The
first law of thermodynamics (dQ = dE + PdV ) also lets us relate Q to the change in internal energy, E = ρNA

a3,
and pressure, P , of NA, where dV = d(a3) is the change in volume due to the expansion of the universe. The time
derivative of the total entropy is then

dS

dt
=

1

T

dQ

dt
= − 1

T

(
d(a3ρNA

)

dt
+ PNA

d(a3)

dt

)
= − 1

T

(
dρNA

dt
+ 3H(ρNA

+ PNA
)

)
a3

=
〈ΓNA

〉 ρNA

T
a3.

(S.1)

In the last equality, we simplify the expression by applying Eq. 7, leaving only a term dependent on the decay of NA.
We can also use the relationship between entropy density and temperature,

s(T ) =
2π2

45
g?,sT

3, (S.2)

to express the time derivative of the total entropy in another way:

dS

dt
=
d(sa3)

dt
= 3ȧa2s+ a3ṡ

= 3ȧa2s+ a3 2π2

45

(
3Ṫ T 2g?,s + ġ?,sT

3
)

= 3sa3

(
1

a

da

dt
+

1

T

dT

dt
+

1

3g?,s

dg?,s
dt

)
= 3Hsa3

(
1 +

a

T

dT

da
+

1

3

T

g?,s

dg?,s
dT

a

T

dT

da

)
= 3Hsa3

(
1 +

d lnT

d ln a

[
1 +

1

3

d ln g?,s
d lnT

])
.

(S.3)

By equating Eqs. S.1 and S.3, we obtain a differential equation describing the temperature evolution of either sector
with a:

d lnT

d ln a
= −

1−
〈ΓNA

〉 ρNA

3HsT

1 +
1

3

d ln g?,s

d lnT

. (S.4)

In the limit of ρNA
= 0 and constant g?,s, Eq. S.4 becomes −1, corresponding to the standard relationship for

radiation, T ∝ a−1. Note that this derivation is valid only after the SM and twin sectors have decoupled.
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Supplemental Material: Thermalizing the NA Population

As noted in the main text, there is a generic tension in this model between thermalizing the NA population (which
is assumed in the first step of our cosmic timeline in Fig. 1), and having these states decay out of equilibrium into
SM particles (which is required to ensure a large entropy transfer and yield an acceptably small contribution to Neff).
Neither active-sterile oscillations nor Higgs-mediated Yukawa interactions can produce NA in equilibrium abundance
in the parameter space of interest. To illustrate this tension, consider that thermalizing NA through the oscillation
channel requires the oscillation production rate to exceed the rate of Hubble expansion:

ΓνA→NA
∼ sin2 2θmAG

2
FT

5 &
T 2

MPl
∼ H. (S.5)

Due to matter effects, ΓνA→NA
is maximized at a temperature of TNA

max ≈ 0.72M
2/3
W M

1/3
NA

[48]. Requiring ΓνA→NA
>

H at Tmax, and using the seesaw relation for the active neutrino mass, results in the following condition:

mνA &
540M2

W

MPl
≈ 3× 10−4eV, (S.6)

which is excluded by measurements of ∆Neff and therefore appears in the excluded region of Fig. 2 for all choices,
independent of MNA

. A similar argument can be made for Higgs-mediated scattering channels for NA production in the
unbroken electroweak phase (e.g., νAt→ NAt through t-channel Higgs exchange). Thus, some additional interaction
is necessary to establish a thermal initial condition for NA; no such requirements apply for NB whose abundance is
generated through sub-Hubble active-sterile oscillations in the twin sector.

Throughout our analysis, we assume that NA freezes out from some unspecified interactions at a sufficiently high
temperature and that NB experiences no such interactions. Since we have explicitly introduced explicit Z2 breaking
for neutrino parameters in this model, it is straightforward to add an additional new state that couples to SM sector
neutrinos to bring NA into equilibrium at early times and whose impact on later cosmological epochs is negligible
(e.g., because it decays long before NA decouples). Furthermore, since these additional states only introduce Z2

breaking in the neutrino sector, they have a negligible impact on the other desirable features of twin Higgs models
(e.g., cancellation of the quadratically divergent top loop contribution to the Higgs mass).

In the main text we noted that the ultimate constraints in Fig 2 are dependent on the choice of this new interaction.
For example, this is relevant if NA freezes out at a temperature lower than its mass, since it will be exponentially
suppressed as a cold relic and its decays will have limited impact on the ∆Neff problem.
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