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RAL Summer School for Experimental High Energy Physics Students
Somerville College, Oxford, 6 - 18 September 2009

Preface

This year was the second year the school was located in Somerville College, and
we are benefiting from experience. Despite the threat of a major swine flu
outbreak the concentration by the students was good, and even the weather
improved over the previous year.

We experimented with a couple of changes of venue compared with 2008:
student poster sessions were held in the bar and 'green room' and the main
lectures were held in the Denys Wilkinson's lecture theatre. The former was not a
great success as the space was a little too cramped, but the new lecture theatre
was very successful, encouraging concentration and being ideally suited to our
size. The concern that people might be put off by the short walk was not
founded, and in general lecture attendance was acceptable.

Computing at Somerville remains Byzantine in its operation, and the computing
forms filled out beforehand had to be redone as the accounts were inactive, but
this was mostly sorted out in a day or two. The food was good, with some effort
going into maintaining variety through the two week period which was much
appreciated.

The School was attended by a new record of 79 students; their affiliation by
institute and experiment can be seen below:

Accelerator

IC Glasgow Edinburgh

Cambridge
Brisitol

Birmingham

LHCb Double Chooz

There were in addition 4 lecturers, 11 tutors, not all for the complete period, and
the director. The coordination was provided by Margaret Evans, who was
performing this role for the last time after many much-appreciated years. The
lecturers at the school, and the courses they gave, were:

Mrinal Dasgupta (Manchester), “Quantum Field Theory”.
Giulia Zanderighi (Oxford), “Quantum Electrodynamics”.
Frank Krauss (IPPP Durham), “Phenomenology”.

Thomas Teubner (Liverpool), “Standard Model".



Two of the lecturers were also giving their final year: Mrinal and Thomas are both
free to do some research for two weeks in 2010. The work required to prepare
and deliver these lectures should not be underestimated, and we greatly
appreciate all their efforts.

Guest lectures came from Rob Edgecock on alternative uses for accelerators, and
Simon Singh on talking to the media. These provided a welcome change while
maintaining a challenging intellectual level.

The tutors at the School were: Saverio d'Auria, Alan Barr, Tracey Berry, Andy
Buckley, Chris Collins-Tooth, Kristian Harder, Chris Lester, Steve Maxfield, Ben
Morgan, Emily Nurse, and Bill Scott and lan Tomalin. Summer lingered late, and
they took as much advantage of it as they could.

A tour of the ISIS facility at RAL, with its new target station provided insight into
accelerator operations for those that attended on the middle Saturday, and came
with a lecture on work at the Central Laser Facility, including lasers for particle
acceleration, from Alex Robinson. The School dinner at Somerville was a
splendid occasion, with an excellent overview of the world from Brian Foster.

Summary

The 2009 school was a rewarding period for students and staff alike. A lot of hard
work is focussed into a few short days, but the concentration is well rewarded by
a deepened understanding of the subject and a broadened overview of the whole
UK programme. | wish my successor as director, Mark Thomson, good fortune in
2010 and hope the school continues from strength to strength.

Bill Murray
STFC/RAL
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When I became a student of Pomeranchuk
in 1950 I heard from him a kind of joke
that the Book of Physics had two volumes:
vol.1 s “Pumps and Manometers”, vol.2
is “Quantum Field Theory”

Lev Okun

0 Prologue

The development of Quantum Field Theory is surely one of the most important achieve-
ments in modern physics. Presently, all observational evidence points to the fact that
Quantum Field Theory (QFT) provides a good description of all known elementary parti-
cles, as well as for particle physics beyond the Standard Model for energies ranging up to
the Planck scale ~ 10! GeV, where quantum gravity is expected to set in and presumably
requires a new and different description. Historically, Quantum Electrodynamics (QED)
emerged as the prototype of modern QFT’s. It was developed in the late 1940s and early
1950s chiefly by Feynman, Schwinger and Tomonaga, and is perhaps the most successful
theory in physics: the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of the electron predicted by
QED agrees with experiment with a stunning accuracy of one part in 10!

The scope of these lectures is to provide an introduction to the formalism of Quantum
Field Theory, and as such is somewhat complementary to the other lectures of this school.
It is natural to wonder why QFT is necessary, compelling us to go through a number
of formal rather than physical considerations, accompanied by the inevitable algebra.
However, thinking for a moment about the high precision experiments, with which we
hope to detect physics beyond the Standard Model, it is clear that comparison between
theory and experiment is only conclusive if the numbers produced by either side are
“water-tight”. On the theory side this requires a formalism for calculations, in which
every step is justified and reproducible, irrespective of subjective intuition about the
physics involved. In other words, QFT aims to provide the bridge from the building
blocks of a theory to the evaluation of its predictions for experiments.

This program is best explained by restricting the discussion to the quantum theory
of scalar fields. Furthermore, I shall use the Lagrangian formalism and canonical quan-
tisation, thus leaving aside the quantisation approach via path integrals. Since the main
motivation for these lectures is the discussion of the underlying formalism leading to the
derivation of Feynman rules, the canonical approach is totally adequate. The physically
relevant theories of QED, QCD and the electroweak model are covered in the lectures by
Nick Evans, Sacha Davidson and Stefano Moretti.

The outline of these lecture notes is as follows: to put things into perspective, we shall
review the Lagrangian formalism in classical mechanics, followed by a brief reminder of
the basic principles of quantum mechanics in Section 1. Section 2 discusses the step from
classical mechanics of non-relativistic point particle to a classical, relativistic theory for
non-interacting scalar fields. There we will also derive the wave equation for free scalar
fields, i.e. the Klein-Gordon equation. The quantisation of this field theory is done is
Section 3, where also the relation of particles to the quantised fields will be elucidated.
The more interesting case of interacting scalar fields is presented in Section 4: we shall



introduce the S-matrix and examine its relation with the Green’s functions of the theory.
Finally, in Section 5 the general method of perturbation theory is presented, which serves
to compute the Green functions in terms of a power series in the coupling constant. Here,
Wick’s Theorem is of central importance in order to understand the derivation of Feynman
rules.

1 Introduction

Let us begin this little review by considering the simplest possible system in classical
mechanics, a single point particle of mass m in one dimension, whose coordinate and
velocity are functions of time, z(t) and %(t) = dz(¢)/dt, respectively. Let the particle be
exposed to a time-independent potential V' (z). It’s motion is then governed by Newton’s

law 2 oV

nqu—agzﬂm, (1.1)
where F(z) is the force exerted on the particle. Solving this equation of motion involves
two integrations, and hence two arbitrary integration constants to be fixed by initial
conditions. Specifying, e.g., the position z(ty) and velocity &(ty) of the particle at some
initial time tg completely determines its motion: knowing the initial conditions and the
equations of motion, we also know the evolution of the particle at all times (provided we

can solve the equations of motion).

1.1 Lagrangian formalism in classical mechanics

The equation of motion in the form of Newton’s law was originally formulated as an
equality of two forces, based on the physical principle actio = reactio, i.e. the external
force is balanced by the particle’s inertia. The Lagrangian formalism allows to derive the
same physics through a formal algorithm. It is formal, rather than physical, but as will
become apparent throughout the lectures, it is an immensely useful tool allowing to treat
all kinds of physical systems by the same methods.

To this end, we introduce the Lagrange function

M@@:T—Vzémﬁ—W@, (1.2)

which is a function of coordinates and velocities, and given by the difference between the
kinetic and potential energies of the particle. Next, the action functional is defined as

S = /t' dt L(z, ). (1.3)

From these expressions the equations of motion can be derived by the Principle of least
Action: consider small variations of the particle’s trajectory, cf. Fig. 1,

7'(t) = z(t) + dz(t), dr/z < 1, (1.4)
with its initial and end points fixed,

m'(tl) = x(tl)

.’El(tz) _ x(t2) } = 5.23(t1) = (S.’E(tz) = 0. (15)



H“

Figure 1: Variation of particle trajectory with identified initial and end points.

The true trajectory the particle will take is the one for which
S =0, (1.6)

i.e. the action along x(t) is stationary. In most systems of interest to us the stationary
point is a minimum, hence the name of the principle, but there are exceptions as well
(e.g. a pencil balanced on its tip). We can now work out the variation of the action by
doing a Taylor expansion to leading order in the variation dz,

to
S+465 = / L(z + éx,2 + 0%) dt,0 iz%&c

t1
b2 . OL oL _.

= /t1 {L(x,x)+8—m(5m+£&z+...} dt

oL _ |? 2 (9L d 0L

_ o U sl 1.

S+8535$t1+/t1 {893 dtax_}dxdt, (1.7)

where we performed an integration by parts on the last term in the second line. The
second and third term in the last line are the variation of the action, 6.5, under variations
of the trajectory, dx. The second term vanishes because of the boundary conditions for
the variation, and we are left with the third. Now the Principal of least Action demands
05 = 0. For the remaining integral to vanish for arbitrary dz is only possible if the
integrand vanishes, leaving us with the Euler-Lagrange equation:

0L doL

If we insert the Lagrangian of our point particle, Eq. (1.2), into the Euler-Lagrange
equation we obtain

oL oV (x)
—_ — _— = F
Ox Oz
dor _ d
dto:  odt
. ov
= mi=F= o (Newton’s law). (1.9)



Hence, we have derived the equation of motion by the Principal of least Action and
found it to be equivalent to the Euler-Lagrange equation. The benefit is that the latter
can be easily generalised to other systems in any number of dimensions, multi-particle
systems, or systems with an infinite number of degrees of freedom, such as needed for
field theory. For example, if we now consider our particle in the full three-dimensional
Euclidean space, the Lagrangian depends on all coordinate components, L(x, %), and all
of them get varied independently in implementing Hamilton’s principle. As a result one
obtains Euler-Lagrange equations for the components,

oL _dor _

(1.10)

In particular, the Lagrangian formalism makes symmetries and their physical conse-
quences explicit and thus is a convenient tool when constructing different kinds of theories
based on symmetries observed (or speculated to exist) in nature.

For later purposes in field theory we need yet another, equivalent, formal treatment,
the Hamiltonian formalism. In our 1-d system, we define the 'conjugate momentum’ p by

oL

and the Hamiltonian H via

= mi® — Ima®+ V(z)
= tmi*+V(z)=T+V. (1.12)

The Hamiltonian H (z,p) corresponds to the total energy of the system; it is a function
of the position variable z and the conjugate momentum' p. It is now easy to derive
Hamilton’s equations

oH ., OH _

oz P ap
These are two equations of first order, while the Euler-Lagrange equation was a single
equation of second order. Taking another derivative in Hamilton’s equations and substi-
tuting one into the other, it is easy to convince oneself that the Euler-Lagrange equations
and Hamilton’s equations provide an entirely equivalent description of the system. Again,
this generalises obviously to three-dimensional space yielding equations for the compo-
nents,

. (1.13)

oH . OH
S =P G = (1.14)

1.2 Quantum mechanics

Having set up some basic formalism for classical mechanics, let us now move on to quantum
mechanics. In doing so we shall use ’canonical quantisation’, which is historically what
was used first and what we shall later use to quantise fields as well. We remark, however,
that one can also quantise a theory using path integrals.

1Tt should be noted that the conjugate momentum is in general not equal to ma.



Canonical quantisation consists of two steps. Firstly, the dynamical variables of a
system are replaced by operators, which we denote by a hat. For example, in our simplest
one particle system,

position: z; — I;

) , 0
momentum: p; — p; = —ih
8.’1%
1 ) I . 132 R h2v2 R
Hamiltonian: - H= o T V(E) =— o V(%). (1.15)
Secondly, one imposes commutation relations on these operators,
[Z:, &;] = [Pi, 5] = O. (1.17)

The physical state of a quantum mechanical system is encoded in state vectors |1), which
are elements of a Hilbert space H. The hermitian conjugate state is (0| = (|1))!, and the
modulus squared of the scalar product between two states gives the probability for the
system to go from state 1 to state 2,

{41 |1he)|? = probability for |1h,) —] 1ba). (1.18)

On the other hand physical observables O, i.e. measurable quantities, are given by the
expectation values of hermitian operators, O = Of,

O = (®|0ly), Oz = (1|Olth). (1.19)

Hermiticity ensures that expectation values are real, as required for measurable quantities.
Due to the probabilistic nature of quantum mechanics, expectation values correspond to
statistical averages, or mean values, with a variance

(A0)? = (P|(O — 0)|9h) = (|O?p) — (|O]). (1.20)

An important concept in quantum mechanis is that of eigenstates of an operator, defined
by R

Oly) = Oly). (1.21)
Evidently, between eigenstates we haveA O = 0. Examples are coordinate eigenstates,
%X|x) = x|x), and momentum eigenstates, p|p) = p|p), describing a particle at position
x or with momentum p, respectively. However, a state vector cannot be simultaneous
eigenstate of non-commuting operators. This leads to the Heisenberg uncertainty relation
for any two non-commuting operators /1, B,

AAAB > Z|(wl[A, Bl (1.22)

Finally, sets of eigenstates can be orthonormalized and we assume completeness, i.e. they
span the entire Hilbert space,

@%%ﬁ@—w,1=ffMMM- (1.23)



As a consequence, an arbitrary state vector can always be expanded in terms of a set
of eigenstates. In particular, the Schrodinger wave function of a particle in coordinate
representation is given by 9 (x) = (x|v).

Having quantised our system, we now want to describe its time evolution. This can
be done in different quantum pictures.

1.3 The Schrodinger picture

In this approach state vectors are functions of time, |¢(t)), while operators are time
independent, 8;0 = 0. The time evolution of a system is described by the Schrodinger
equation,

8 .
ih&d)(x,t) = Hi(x,1). (1.24)
If at some initial time ¢y our system is in the state ¥(x, ¢y), then the time dependent state

vector o
U(x,t) = e w0 (x, ¢) (1.25)

solves the Schrodinger equation for all later times ¢.
The expectation value of some hermitian operator O at a given time ¢ is then defined
as

(), = / o U (x, ) OU(x, 1), (1.26)
and the normalisation of the wavefunction is given by
/d% T (x, )W (x,t) = (1) (1.27)

Since¥ *VU is positive, it is natural to interpret it as the probability density for finding
a particle at position x. Furthermore one can derive a conserved current j, as well as a
continuity equation by considering

T* x (Schr.Eq.) — ¥ x (Schr.Eq.)". (1.28)
The continuity equation reads
% =-V-j (1.29)
where the density p and the current j are given by
p =0T (positive), (1.30)
= % (UVT — (VI)T)  (real). (1.31)

Now that we have derived the continuity equation let us discuss the probability interpre-
tation of Quantum Mechanics in more detail. Consider a finite volume V with boundary
S. The integrated continuity equation is

L&z = —/V-jd3:1:
v

ot
~ - [j-as (1.32)
S
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where in the last line we have used Gauss’s theorem. Using Eq. (1.27) the lhs. can be
rewritten and we obtain

%(1%:-/{1-@:0. (1.33)

In other words, provided that j = 0 everywhere at the boundary S, we find that the time
derivative of (1), vanishes. Since (1); represents the total probability for finding the par-
ticle anywhere inside the volume V', we conclude that this probability must be conserved:
particles cannot be created or destroyed in our theory. Non-relativistic Quantum Me-
chanics thus provides a consistent formalism to describe a single particle. The quantity
U(x,t) is interpreted as a one-particle wave function.

1.4 The Heisenberg picture

Here the situation is the opposite to that in the Schrédinger picture, with the state vectors
regarded as constant, 0,|¥g) = 0, and operators which carry the time dependence, O u(t).
This is the concept which later generalises most readily to field theory. We make use of
the solution Eq. (1.25) to the Schrodinger equation in order to define a Heisenberg state
vector through ) o

U(z,t) = e wnHEIW (g, 1) = e 7 HE0)G (1), (1.34)

ie.W g(x) = ¥(x,t). In other words, the Schrodinger vector at some time #; is defined
to be equivalent to the Heisenberg vector, and the solution to the Schrodinger equation
provides the transformation law between the two for all times. This transformation of
course leaves the physics, i.e. expectation values, invariant,

(T()O[T (1)) = (T (t)|er FE1I D= kT~ W (1)) = (U |Op ()| V), (1.35)

with o o
Op(t) = enflt-t0) =i Ht—to) (1.36)

From this last equation it is now easy to derive the equivalent of the Schrodinger equation
for the Heisenberg picture, the Heisenberg equation of motion for operators:

dOx(t) A =
ind0n®) _ [On, H). (1.37)
dt
Note that all commutation relations, like Eq. (1.16), with time dependent operators are
now intended to be valid for all times. Substituting £, p for O into the Heisenberg equation

readily leads to

s _ ofl
dt — 9p;’
dp; oH
@ _ 02 1.38
dt 0z;’ (1.38)

the quantum mechanical equivalent to the Hamilton equations of classical mechanics.
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1.5 The quantum mechanical harmonic oscillator

Because of similar structures later in quantum field theory, it is instructive to also briefly
recall the harmonic oscillator in one dimension. Its Hamiltonian is given by

H(z,p) = E (ﬁ—z + mw2§:2> : (1.39)
’ 2\m
Employing the canonical formalism we have just set up, we easily identify the momentum
operator to be p(t) = md,i(t), and from the Hamilton equations we find the equation of
motion to be 823 = —w?%, which has the well known plane wave solution  ~ exp iwt.
An alternative path useful for later field theory applications is to introduce new
operators, expressed by the old ones,

1 mw h 1 mw h
A . A . PN AT - N A
a 7 (,/—h x—l—z\/——mw p) , G _\/ﬁ (M_h z M/—mw p) . (1.40)

Using the commutation relation for £, p, one readily derives

[6,6 =1, [H,a)=—lhwa, [H,al]=hwa. (1.41)

With the help of these the Hamiltonian can be rewritten in terms of the new operators,
A ]_ 1

H = Shw (ata +aa’) = (a*a + 5) hw. (1.42)

With this form of the Hamiltonian it is easy to construct a complete basis of energy
eigenstates |n),
Hin) = E,|n). (1.43)

Using the above commutation relations, one finds
atHln) = (Ha' — hwal)|n) = Enal|n), (1.44)

and from the last equation
Halln) = (B, + w)al|n). (1.45)

Thus, the state at|n) has energy E, + hw, and therefore ¢! may be regarded as a “creation
operator” for a quantum with energy hw. Along the same lines one finds that d|n) has
energy E, — hw, and & is an “annihilation operator”.

Let us introduce a vacuum state |0) with no quanta excited, for which d|n) = 0,
because there cannot be any negative energy states. Acting with the Hamiltonian on that
state we find

H|0) = hw/2, (1.46)

i.e. the quantum mechanical vacuum has a non-zero energy, known as vacuum oscillation
or zero point energy. Acting with a creation operator onto the vacuum state one easily
finds the state with one quantum excited, and this can be repeated n times to get

1

B=allo) . B=(+ ),
af
m = == 1) = @0}, Bo= (ot e (147
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The root of the factorial is there to normalise all eigenstates to one. Finally, the number
operator” N = 4'a returns the number of quanta in a given energy eigenstate,

N|n) = n|n). (1.48)

Problems
1.1 Starting from the definition of the Hamiltonian,
H(z,p) =pi — L(z,%),

derive Hamilton’s equations

oH_ . o _,
oz D op 7

[Hint: the key is to keep track of what are the independent variables]

1.2 Using the Schrédinger equation for the wavefunction¥( x,t),

{_h27: + V(x)} U(x,t) = ih%W(X, t),

show that the probability density p = U*V satisfies the continuity equation
0
hdl =0
5Pt V-j=0,
where 5
j = —{U'VU — (VU)T}.
j= 5 UV - (V) 1)
[Hint: Consider¥ *x (Schr.Eq.) ~¥ x (Schr.Eq.)*|

1.3 Let |¢) be a simultaneous eigenstate of two operators A, B. Prove that this implies
a vanishing commutator [A, B].

1.4 Let O be an operator in the Schrodinger picture. Starting from the definition of a
Heisenberg operator, o .
OH(t) — e%H(t—to)OAe-—%H(t—to),
derive the Heisenberg equation of motion
dOn _  ~ -
h—— = |Og, H].
ih=g = Om H]

1.5 Consider the Heisenberg equation of motion for the momentum operator p of the
harmonic oscillator with Hamiltonian

R 1 /92
H=—<p——|—mw2:ﬁ2),
2\m

and show that it is equivalent to Newton’s law for the position operator £.
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2 Classical Field Theory

2.1 From N-point mechanics to field theory

In the previous sections we have reviewed the Lagrangian formalism for a single point
particle in classical mechanics. A benefit of that formalism is that it easily generalises to
any number of particles or dimensions. Let us return to one dimension for the moment but
consider an N-particle system, i.e. we have N coordinates and N momenta, z;(t), p;(t),i =
1,...N. For such a system we get 2N Heisenberg equations,

oz, dt’ Op; dt

(2.1)

To make things more specific, consider a piece of a guitar string, approximated by N
coupled oscillators, as in Fig. 2. Each point mass of the string can only move in the

Z; (t) NNW&?)'WM-N\N\N.

N — oo

¢(x,1) ./f’—\‘____‘/

Figure 2: From N coupled point masses to a continuous string, i.e. infinitely many degrees
of freedom.

direction perpendicular to the string, i.e. is a particle moving in one dimension. This
approximation of a string gets better and better the more points we fill in between the
springs, and a continuous string obtains in the limit N — oo. The displacement of the
string at some particular point  along its length is now given by a field coordinate ¢(z, t).
Going back to the N-point system and comparing what measures the location of a point

and its displacement, we find the following “dictionary” between point mechanics and
field theory:

Classical Mechanics: Classical Field Theory:
z(t) — ¢(z,1)
2t) — $(z,1)
1T — T
L(z,&) —L [¢,9] (2.2)

In the last line we have introduced a new notation: the square brackets indicate that
L[$, ¢ depends on the functions ¢(z,t), ¢(z,t) at every space-time point, but not on the
coordinates directly. Such an object is called a “functional”, as opposed to a function
which depends on the coordinate variables only.
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Formally the above limit of infinite degrees of freedom can also be taken if we are
dealing with particles in a three-dimensional Euclidean space, for which there are N three-
vectors x; specifying the positions. We then obtain a field ¢(x, t), defined at every point
in space and time.

2.2 Relativistic field theory

Before continuing to set up the formalism of field theory, we want to make it relativistic
as well. Coordinates are combined into four-vectors, z# = (¢,z;) or z = (t,x), whose
length z? = t? — x? is invariant under Lorentz transformations

z'* = Abz”, (2.3)

A general function transforms as f(z) — f’(z'), i.e. both the function and its argument
transform. A Lorentz scalar is a function which is the same in all inertial frames,

¢'(z') = ¢p(z) for allA . (2.4)
On the other hand a vector function transforms as
V'B(z') =A BV (). (2.5)

An example is the covariant derivative of a scalar field,

_ 0¢(=) _ 0¢(z)
oFp(z) = 9z, Oup(z) = o (2.6)
whose square evaluates to
(0"4)(8u) = (8°¢)* — (V). (2.7)

2.3 Action for a scalar field

We are now ready to write down the action for a relativistic scalar field. According to
our dictionary, the action from point mechanics, Eq. (1.3), should go into

S :/dtL[qs,gﬂ. (2.8)

However, for a relativistic theory we require Lorentz invariance of the action, and this
is not obvious in the current form. The integration is over time only, rather than over
the Lorentz-invariant four-volume element d*z = dt d®z, and so the non-invariance of the
integration measure has to cancel against that of the Lagrange function in order to have
an invariant action. Similar reasoning applies to the arguments of the Lagrangian. In
order to have the symmetries manifest, we instead rewrite

S— f diz L6904, Llp,d) = f &z L]6,0%4]. (2.9)

Now everything is expressed in covariant quantities, and the action is Lorentz-invariant
as soon as the newly defined Lagrangian density £ is.
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We now follow the same procedure as in point mechanics and apply the Hamiltonian
principle by demanding §S = 0. For the variation of the field and its derivative we have

¢— d+060,0 ub— Oup+ 00,9, 60,4 = 0,00 (2.10)

Using the rule for functional differentiation, d¢(z)/8¢(y) = §*(z — y), the variation of the
action then is (to first order in a Taylor expansion)

58 = / d'z {%5¢+ LJ(@,@)}

¢ 6(0,9)
5L 5L oL
- ——5@@ 5¢ +/d4m {% — a“—_é(auqs) } 5. (2.11)
N

=0 at boundaries

Again the integrand itself must vanish if S = 0 for arbitrary variations of the field, §¢.
This yields the Euler-Lagrange equations for a classical field theory:

05, 06
56 “5(0.9)
where in the second term a summation over the Lorentz index p is implied.

Let us now consider the specific Lagrangian

L=10"¢8,¢ — tm*¢. (2.13)

=0, (2.12)

The functional derivatives yield

oL oL

i —m2¢, 8 0", (2.14)
so that
8“—6§— = 0,0'¢ = [o. (2.15)
0(0up)
The Euler-Lagrange equation then implies
A+ m?)g(x) = 0. (2.16)

This is the Klein-Gordon equation for a scalar field. It is the simplest relativistic wave
equation and can be deduced from relativistic energy considerations. Here we have derived
it from the Lagrange density following our canonical formalism, in complete analogy to
point mechanics. Relativistic invariance of the equations of motion is ensured because we
started from an invariant Lagrange density. This is the power of the formalism.

In keeping the analogy with point mechanics, we can define a conjugate momentum

7 through
7(z) . = =
0p(x) 0(Oop(z))
Note that the momentum variables p, and the conjugate momentum m are not the same.

The word “momentum” is used only as a semantic analogy to classical mechanics. Further,
we define the Hamilton function and a corresponding Hamilton density,

Bod (). (2.17)

H(t) = _/dsm H[p,w), Hpm]=7d— L. (2.18)
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For the Lagrangian density we considered, this gives

H= % [7*(z) + (Vo(x))* + m*¢*(z)] . (2.19)

2.4 Plane wave solution to the Klein-Gordon equation

Let us consider real solutions to Eq. (2.16), characterised by ¢*(z) = ¢(x). To find them
we try an ansatz of plane waves

d(z) ox i*tkex), (2.20)
The Klein-Gordon equation is satisfied if (k%)? — k? = m? so that
K = £vk2 + m2. (2.21)
If we choose the positive branch of the square root then we can define the energy as
E(k) = VK2 +m?2 >0, (2.22)
and obtain two types of solutions which read
b..(2) o EMkX) g (1) o gmiEG-kx), (2.23)
The general solution is a superposition of ¢, and ¢_. Using
Ekt—-k-x=k'k,=k,k' =k -z (2.24)

this solution reads
a3k ) .
¢(x) — /m (eZk.za*(k) + e_lk.ma(k)) s (225)

where a(k) is an arbitrary complex coefficient. From the general solution one easily reads
off that ¢ is real, i.e. ¢ = ¢*.

2.5 Symmetries and conservation laws

Symmetries play such a fundamental role in physics because they are related to conser-
vation laws. This is stated in Noether’s theorem. In a nutshell, Noether’s theorem says
that invariance of the action under a symmetry transformation implies the existence of a
conserved quantity. For instance, the conservation of 3-momentum p is associated with
translational invariance of the Lagrangian, i.e. the transformation

X —X+a, a: constant 3-vector, (2.26)
while the conservation of energy comes from the invariance under time translations

t—t+ 7,7 : constant time interval. (2.27)

w1 7:s



Let us apply this to our relativistic field theory and consider four-translations, z# —
x* + €. The variation of the Lagrangian is

_ L0, L "9,

oL = =555° " 5ong) 0w
8 [ 6c 04 ,
oz, [5(6u¢) 9z © ] ’ (228)

where we have made use of the Euler-Lagrange Egs. (2.12), to get to the last expression.
If the action is to be invariant under such translations, its variation has to vanish for
arbitrary €”, which leads to

0 0L

3, [5(6%) o g“”ﬁ] - e

The quantity in square brackets is called the energy-momentum tensor© ,,, and thus we
have

"0, = 8°9y, — §0,, =0, (2.30)
i.e. four conservation laws (one for every value of v). Let us look in more detail at the
components of the energy-momentum tensor,

O = g6 — gl = () Bhe(@)) ~ £,
@()j S 8—@%8@ — ngE S 7T(:17)8]¢ (231)

The first line is nothing but the Hamiltonian density, and integrating it over space will
thus be the Hamiltonian, or the energy. Its conservation can then be shown by considering

0
a/‘; ds.’E @00 = /V ds.'E 80@00
= / d3$ 8j@j0 S / dS] : @Qj = O, (232)
|4 S

where we have used Eq. (2.30) in the second line. The Hamiltonian density is a conserved
quantity, provided that there is no energy flow through the surface S which encloses the
volume V. In a similar manner one can show that the 3-momentum p;, which is related
t0© g, is conserved as well. It is then useful to define a conserved energy-momentum
four-vector

P,= / d*z Og,,. (2.33)

In analogy to point mechanics, we thus see that invariances of the Lagrangian density
correspond to conservation laws. An entirely analogous procedure leads to conserved
quantities like anguluar mometum and spin. Furthermore one can study so-called inter-
nal symmetries, i.e. ones which are not related to coordinate but other transformations.
Examples are conservation of all kinds of charges, isospin, etc.

We have thus established the Lagrange-Hamilton formalism for classical field theory:
we derived the equation of motion (Euler-Lagrange equation) from the Lagrangian and
introduced the conjugate momentum. We then defined the Hamiltonian (density) and
considered conservation laws by studying the energy-momentum tensor® ,, .
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Problems

2.1

2.2

2.3

Given the relativistic invariance of the measure d*k, show that the integration mea-
sure
d3k
(2m)3 2E(k)

is Lorentz-invariant, provided that E(k) = vk? + m?2.

[Hint: Start from the Lorentz-invariant expression
d*k
(27)?

§(k* —m?) 8(ko)

and use ]
(5(3:2 — xg) = m((S(x — xg) + 6(x + o).

What is the significance of the é and € functions above? If you're really keen, you
may prove the relation for §(z? — z2).]
Verify that
(]5(113) — /__Eii_ {eik-ma(k) _l_e—ik.a:b(k)}
(2m)3 2E (k)

is a solution of the Klein-Gordon equation. Show that a real scalar field ¢*(z) = ¢(z)
requires the condition b(k) = a*(k).

Show that the Hamiltonian density H for a free scalar field is given by

H = % [(80)” + (V) + m2¢*} .

Derive the components Py, P of the energy-momentum four-vector P# in terms of
the field operators ¢, 7.

3 Quantum Field Theory

After many preparations, we have finally arrived at the proper subject of the lecture. In
this section we shall apply the canonical quantisation formalism to field theory.

3.1

Canonical field quantisation

To lighten notation, let us follow common practice in quantum field theory and set h =
¢ = 1. Our starting point is the Lagrangian density for the free scalar field,

L =18"¢8,¢ — im*¢?, (3.1)

which led to the Klein-Gordon equation in the previous section. We have seen that in field
theory the field ¢(x) plays the role of the coordinates in ordinary point mechanics, and
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we defined a canonically conjugate momentum, 7(z) = 6£/6¢ = $(x). We then continue
the analogy to point mechanics through the quantisation procedure, i.e. we now take our
canonical variables to be operators,

¢(z) = ¢(z), n(z) — @(z). (3.2)

Next we impose equal-time commutation relations on them,

(3,0, 7y, )] = 6 —y),
[30x,0),8(v,)] = [#(x,8),7(y,6)] = 0. (33)

As in the case of quantum mechanis, the canonical variables commute among themselves,
but not the canonical coordinate and momentum with each other. Note that the commu-
tation relation is entirely analogous to the quantum mechanical case. There would be an
h, if it hadn’t been set to one earlier, and the delta-function accounts for the fact that we
are dealing with fields. It is one if the fields are evaluated at the same space-time point,
and zero otherwise.

After quantisation, our fields have turned into field operators. Note that within the
relativistic formulation they depend on time, and hence they are Heisenberg operators.

3.2 Causality and commutation relations

In the previous paragraph we have formulated commutation relations for fields evaluated
at equal time, which is clearly a special case when considering fields at general z,y. The
reason has to do with maintaining causality in a relativistic theory. Let us recall the
light cone about an event at ¥, as in Fig. 3. One important postulate of special relativity
states that no signal and no interaction can travel faster than the speed of light. This has
important consequences about the way in which different events can affect each other.
For instance, two events which are characterised by space-time points z# and y* are said
to be causal if the distance (z —y)? is time-like, i.e. (z—y)? > 0. By contrast, two events
characterised by a space-like separation, i.e. (z —y)? < 0, cannot affect each other, since
the point x is not contained inside the light cone about y.

In non-relativistic Quantum Mechanics the commutation relations among operators
indicate whether precise and independent measurements of the corresponding observables
can be made. If the commutator does not vanish, then a measurement of one observable
affects that of the other. From the above it is then clear that the issue of causality must
be incorporated into the commutation relations of the relativistic version of our quantum
theory: whether or not independent and precise measurements of two observables can be
made depends also on the separation of the 4-vectors characterising the points at which
these measurements occur. Clearly, events with space-like separations cannot affect each
other, and hence all fields must commute,

[$(2),(0)] = (@), 7(w)] = [$(@), 7(w)] =0 for (@—p)*<0.  (34)

This condition is sometimes called micro-causality. Writing out the four-components of
the time interval, we see that as long as |[t' — ¢| < |x —y|, the commutator vanishes in
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(z —y)? > 0, time-like
time &

+«— (z — y)? =0, light-like

(z —y)? < 0, space-like

—

space

Figure 3: The light cone about y. Events occurring at points  and y are said to be
time-like (space-like) if z is inside (outside) the light cone about y.

a finite interval |¢' — ¢t|. It also vanishes for ¢’ = ¢, as long as x # y. Only if the fields
are evaluated at an equal space-time point can they affect each other, which leads to
the equal-time commutation relations above. They can also affect each other everywhere
within the light cone, i.e. for time-like intervals. It is not hard to show that in this case

[$(2),8)] = 1#(@),7w)] = 0, for (z—y)*>0

[&(w),fr(y)] = % / (—;l%(eip'@—ywe—ip'(x—y)). (3.5)

3.3 Creation and annihilation operators

After quantisation, the Klein-Gordon equation we derived earlier turns into an equation for
operators. For its solution we simply promote the classical plane wave solution, Eq. (2.25),
to operator status,

) = / M—Q’;(k) (™24t (k) + e *7a(k)) (3.6)

Note that the complex conjugation of the Fourier coefficient turned into hermitian con-
jugation for an operator.

Let us now solve for the operator coefficients of the positive and negative energy
solutions. In order to do so, we invert the Fourier integrals for the field and its time
derivative,

la(k) + af (k)e** o], (3.7)

[\
& -

_/d% <Z>(x,t)e““lc =
/d3x q?ﬁ(x,t)ei’“ = —

% [a(k) — af (k)e2*o%0] | (3.8)
and then build the linear combination iE(k)(3.7)—(3.8) to find

/ &z [iE(k)q‘s(x,t) — #(x, t)] ¢ = ja(k), (3.9)
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Following a similar procedure for df(k), and using #(z) = ¢(z) we find

~

k) = / & [E(k)qb(x,t) +if(x, t)] ¢,

A

atk) = / Az [E(k)qﬁ(x,t)—ifr(x,t)] s (3.10)

Note that, as Fourier coefficients, these operators do not depend on time, even though
the right hand side does contain time variables. Having expressions in terms of the
canonical field variables ¢(z), 7(z), we can now evaluate the commutators for the Fourier

coefficients. Expanding everything out and using the commutation relations Eq. (3.3), we
find

[6'(ki),at(ks)] = 0 (3.11)
[a(k1),a(ke)] = 0 (3.12)
la(ky),al (k)] = (2m)32E (k)6 (k1 — ko) (3.13)

We easily recognise these for every k to correspond to the commutation relations for the
harmonic oscillator, Eq. (1.41). This motivates us to also express the Hamiltonian and

the energy momentum four-vector of our quantum field theory in terms of these operators.
This yields

# = 5 [ e B9 (#0909 +a09a00)

P = % / %k(d*(k)d(k)-&d(k)&*(k)). (3.14)

We thus find that the Hamiltonian and the momentum operator are nothing but a contin-
uous sum of excitation energies/momenta of one-dimensional harmonic oscillators! After
a minute of thought this is not so surprising. We expanded the solution of the Klein-
Gordon equation into a superposition of plane waves with momenta k. But of course a
plane wave solution with energy F(k) is also the solution to a one-dimensional harmonic
oscillator with the same energy. Hence, our free scalar field is simply a collection of in-
finitely many harmonic oscillators distributed over the whole energy/momentum range.
These energies sum up to that of the entire system. We have thus reduced the problem of
handling our field theory to oscillator algebra. From the harmonic oscillator we know al-
ready how to construct a complete basis of energy eigenstates, and thanks to the analogy
of the previous section we can take this over to our quantum field theory.

3.4 Energy of the vacuum state and renormalisation

In complete analogy we begin again with the postulate of a vacuum state |0) with norm
one, which is annihilated by the action of the operator a,

(0j0) =1, a(k)|0) =0 forall k. (3.15)

Let us next evaluate the energy of this vacuum state, by taking the expectation value of
the Hamiltonian,

Ey = (010) = 5 [ sz BOO {00210060010) + (0160 1[0} . (310
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The first term in curly brackets vanishes, since a annihilates the vacuum. The second can
be rewritten as

a(k)a'(k)[0) = {[a(k), & (k)] +al (k)a(k)} |0). (3.17)
It is now the second term which vanishes, whereas the first can be replaced by the value
of the commutator. Thus we obtain

E, = (0|H|0) ;53(0)%/d3kE(k) :53(0)%/(1% k2 + m2 = oo, (3.18)

which means that the energy of the ground state is infinite! This result seems rather
paradoxical, but it can be understood again in terms of the harmonic oscillator. Recall
that the simple quantum mechanical oscillator has a finite zero-point energy. As we have
seen above, our field theory corresponds to an infinite collection of harmonic oscillators,
i.e. the vacuum receives an infinite number of zero point contributions, and its energy
thus diverges.

This is the first of frequent occurrences of infinities in quantum field theory. Fortu-
nately, it is not too hard to work around this particular one. Firstly, we note that nowhere
in nature can we observe absolute values of energy, all we can measure are energy differ-
ences relative to some reference scale, at best the one of the vacuum state, |0). In this
case it does not really matter what the energy of the vacuum is. This then allows us to
redefine the energy scale, by always subtracting the (infinite) vacuum energy from any
energy we compute. This process is called “renormalisation”.

We then define the renormalised vacuum energy to be zero, and take it to be the
expectation value of a renormalised Hamiltonian,

EF = (0|H%|0) = 0. (3.19)

According to this recipe, the renormalised Hamiltonian is our original one, minus the
(unrenormalised) vacuum energy,

A~

AR = H-E,
- %/ ﬁzkETk)E(k) {8l (k)a(k) + a(k)a' (k) — (0la" (k)a(k) + alk)a' (k)[0)}

1 d*k
= = [ ———=— E(k){2a k) + [a(k),af(k)] — (0] [a(k),a'(k 3.20
5 | i 200 {20 09200 + [a00), a1 (0)] - (0] (1), 3100] 0)}(3.20)
Here the subtraction of the vacuum energy is shown explicitly, and we can rewrite is as
N d3p
HR — - E ~1 A
/ D (p)a' (p)a(p)
(o) at (o) — (0l [4(o). &t
/ (2w)32E( 7 (@) {[a(p), a ()] — (0l [a(p), &"(p)] 10} } .
— i Fyvac 21
| G P®)dl@ile) + A (321)
The operator H¥* ensures that the vacuum energy is properly subtracted: if |1) and |¢)
denote arbitrary N-particle states, then one can convince oneself that (¢'|HY|¢y) = 0.

In particular we now find that
(0|H%|0) = 0, (3.22)
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as we wanted. A simple way to automatise the removal of the vacuum contribution is to
introduce normal ordering. Normal ordering means that all annihilation operators appear
to the right of any creation operator. The notation is

a4l 1= ala, (3.23)
i.e. the normal-ordered operators are enclosed within colons. For instance
3 (@' (pa(p) + a(p)al(p)) : = a'(p)a(p). (3.24)

It is important to keep in mind that @ and @' always commute inside : - - - :. This is true
for an arbitrary string of @ and af. With this definition we can write the normal-ordered
Hamiltonian as

5 1 d? g . PR
B = g [ s B) (6 (R)ile) + a(p)al () :

_ d*p A N

= / @r)P2E(®) E(p)a'(p)a(p), (3.25)
and thus have the relation

HE = H:+H™, (3.26)

Hence, we find that X R
W' H o) = (@' [HE), (3.27)

A

and, in particular, (0| : H : |0) = 0. The normal ordered Hamiltonian thus produces a
renormalised, sensible result for the vacuum energy.
3.5 Fock space and particle number representation

After this lengthy grappling with the vacuum state, we can continue to construct our basis
of states in analogy to the harmonic oscillator, making use of the commutation relations
for the operators d,a'. In particular, we define the state |k) to be the one obtained by
acting with the operator af(k) on the vacuum,

k) = af(k)|0). (3.28)
Using the commutator, its norm is found to be

(klk') = (0la(k)a'(k)|0) = (0][a(k), a’(k")}|0) + (0[a' (k")a(k)|0)
= (2m)*2E(k)8(k - k'), (3.29)

since the last term in the first line vanishes (a(k) acting on the vacuum). Next we compute
the energy of this state, making use of the normal ordered Hamiltonian,

H:lk) = / @%@E(k’)&’f(k’)&(k’)d*(k)|O)
/ #E(k’)(%)%l@(k)é(k — K)a' (k)|0)

32E(K)
()l (1)]0) = BR[K), (3.30)

I
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and similarly one finds
: P k) = k|k). (3.31)

Observing that the normal ordering did its job and we obtain renormalised, finite results,
we may now interpret the state |k). It is a one-particle state for a relativistic particle of
mass m and momentum k, since acting on it with the energy-momentum operator returns
the relativistic one particle energy-mometum dispersion relation, E(k) = vk? + m?. The
af(k), a(k) are creation and annihilation operators for particles of momentum k.

In analogy to the harmonic oscillator, the procedure can be continued to higher states.
One easily checks that

L Pt (eg)af (1) [0) = (R + K5)a! (ky)a' (ky)[0), (3:32)

and so the state )
k2, kp) = \/—jaf(kz)af(kl)m) (3.33)

is a two-particle state (the factorial is there to have it normalised in the same way as the
one-particle state), and so on for higher Fock states.

At the long last we can now see how the field in our free quantum field theory is
related to particles. A particle of momentum k corresponds to an excited Fourier mode of
a field. Since the field is a superpositon of all possible Fourier modes, one field is enough
to describe all possible configurations representing one or many particles of the same kind
in any desired momentum state.

Let us investigate what happens under interchange of the two particles. Since
[af(k1),af (k)] = 0 for all ky, ky, we see that

|k2)k1> = |k1ak2>a (334)

and hence the state is symmetric under interchange of the two particles. Thus, the
particles described by the scalar field are bosons.

Finally we complete the analogy to the harmonic oscillator by introducing a number
operator

N(k) = af(K)ak), N = / d*k at(k)a(k), (3.35)
which gives us the number of bosons described by a particular Fock state,
N0)Y =0, Nk)=|k), Nki...k,)=nlk.. k). (3.36)

Of course the normal-ordered Hamiltonian can now simply be given in terms of this
operator,

S d3k A
D H = / mE(k)N(k), (3.37)

i.e. when acting on a Fock state it simply sums up the energies of the individual particles
to give
cH o ky. k) = (Eky) + .. B(ky)) ki - - ky)- (3.38)

This concludes the quantisation of our free scalar field theory. We have followed the
canonical quantisation procedure familiar from quantum mechanics. Due to the infinite
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number of degrees of freedom, we encountered a divergent vacuum energy, which we had
to renormalise. The renormalised Hamiltonian and the Fock states that we constructed
describe free relativistic, uncharged spin zero particles of mass m, such as neutral pions,
for example.

If we want to describe charged pions as well, we need to introduce complex scalar
fields, the real and imaginary parts being necessary to describe opposite charges. For
particles with spin we need still more degrees of freedom and use vector or spinor fields,
which have the appropriate rotation and Lorentz transformation properties. Moreover, for
fermions there is the Pauli principle prohibiting identical particles with the same quantum
numbers to occupy the same state, so the state vectors have to be anti-symmetric under
interchange of two particles. This is achieved by imposing anti-commutation relations,
rather than commutation relations, on the corresponding field operators. Apart from
these complications which account for the nature of the particles, the formalism and
quantisation procedure is the same as for the simpler scalar fields, to which we shall stick
for this reason.

Problems

3.1 Using the expressions for qAﬁ and 7 in terms of @ and af, show that the unequal time
commutator [q@(x),fr(m’ )] is given by

o6 =1 [ g orer s ve).

Show that for t = t’ one recovers the equal time commutator

[qﬁ(x ), #(x, t)] = i83(x — ).

A

3.2 Being time-dependent Heisenberg operators, the operators O = ¢(x,t), 7(x,t) of
scalar field theory obey the Heisenberg equation

8

8t = [0, H].

In analogy to what you did in problem 1.5, demonstrate the equivalence of this
equation with the Klein-Gordon equation.

3.3 Express the Hamiltonian
a= / s {00d)* + (V)" +m4? |

of the quantised free scalar field theory in terms of creation and annihilation oper-
ators and show that it is given by

N 1 d3p N N . o
- / arran) F@) (¢ @) +a@)a'e)}
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3.3 Prove the commutator relation
[: pr :,&T(k)] = krat (k)
to show that
L PR al (ko)al (Kn)[0) = (Y + k%) af (ka)at (k1)|0). (3.39)
Interpret the physics of this result.

3.4 Prove by induction that

d®p A . B
/Wa*(p)a(p) k,....k) =n |k... k) .

1 momenta 1. momenta

[Hint: induction proceeds in two steps. 1) show that the statement is true for some
starting value of n; i1) show that if the statement holds for some general n, then it
also holds for n + 1.]

4 Interacting scalar fields

From now on we shall always discuss quantised real scalar fields. It is then convenient to
drop the “hats” on the operators that we have considered up to now. So far we have only
discussed free fields without any interaction between them, which we could solve exactly
in terms of plane waves. As this does not make for a very interesting theory, let us now
add an interaction Lagrangian L. The full Lagrangian £ is given by

L= Lo+ Lin (4.1)

where
Lo = 30,0 0¢ — tm?¢? (4.2)

is the free Lagrangian density discussed before. The Hamiltonian density of the interaction
is related to Ly simply by
Hint = —Lint, (4.3)

which follows from its definition. We shall leave the details of L, unspecified for the
moment. What we will be concerned with mostly are scattering processes, in which two
initial particles with momenta p; and p, scatter, thereby producing a number of particles
in the final state, characterised by momenta ki, ...,k,. This is schematically shown in
Fig. 4. Our task is to find a description of such a scattering process in terms of the
underlying quantum field theory.
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P1 kl

P2

Figure 4: Scattering of two initial particles with momenta p; and p, into n particles with
momenta ki, ..., k, in the final state.

4.1 The S-matrix

The timescales over which interactions happen are extremely short. The scattering (in-
teraction) process takes place during a short interval around some particular time ¢ with
—00 K t <« oo. Long before ¢, the incoming particles evolve independently and freely.
They are described by a field operator ¢;, defined through

lim §(z) = din(2), (4.4)

which acts on a corresponding basis of |in) states. Long after the collision the particles
in the final state evolve again like in the free theory, and the corresponding operator is

lim ¢($) = (bout(m)a (45)

t—4o00

acting on states |out). The fields ¢i,, ¢ou, are the asymptotic limits of the Heisenberg
operator ¢. They both satisfy the free Klein-Gordon equation, i.e.

(O4mDei(z) =0,  (O+m?)gou(z) =0. (4.6)

Operators describing free fields can be expressed as a superposition of plane waves (see
Eq. (3.6)). Thus, for ¢;, we have

one) = | (z—wﬁlgjﬂ (c*alu(k) + e aun(K) ) (47)

with an entirely analogous expression for ¢.u;(x). Note that the operators al and a also
carry subscripts “in” and “out”.

We can now use the creation operators a;'n and a:r,ut to build up Fock states from the
vacuum. For instance

al,(p1) al,(P2)10) = |p1,pe;in), (4.8)
al o(ky)---al o (kn)0) = |Ki,...,Ky;out). (4.9)

We must now distinguish between Fock states generated by a;rn and a! ., and therefore we
have labelled the Fock states accordingly. In egs. (4.8) and (4.9) we have assumed that
there is a stable and unique vacuum state:

|0) = 10;in) = |0; out). (4.10)
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Mathematically speaking, the afn’s and alut’s generate two different bases of the Fock

space. Since the physics that we want to describe must be independent of the choice of
basis, expectation values expressed in terms of “in” and “out” operators and states must
satisfy

(in] ¢in(z) |in) = (out| Pous(z) [out) . (4.11)

Here |in) and |out) denote generic “in” and “out” states. We can relate the two bases by
introducing a unitary operator S such that

¢in(m) = S¢out(x) ST (412)
lin) =S |out), Jout)=S"[in), S'S=1. (4.13)

S is called the S-matrix or S-operator. Note that the plane wave solutions of ¢;, and ¢y
also imply that
a‘;(n - SaT ST) CA’fin = Salout ST (414)

out

By comparing “in” with “out” states one can extract information about the interaction —
this is the very essence of detector experiments, where one tries to infer the nature of the
interaction by studying the products of the scattering of particles that have been collided
with known energies. As we will see below, this information is contained in the elements
of the S-matrix.

By contrast, in the absence of any interaction, i.e. for L;;; = 0 the distinction between
¢in and ¢oyt is not necessary. They can thus be identified, and then the relation between
different bases of the Fock space becomes trivial, S = 1, as one would expect.

What we are ultimately interested in are transition amplitudes between an initial
state 7 of, say, two particles of momenta p1, p2, and a final state f, for instance n particles
of unequal momenta. The transition amplitude is then given by

(f, out| 4, in) = (f, out| S |¢, out) = (f, in| S |4, in) = S;. (4.15)

The S-matrix element Sy therefore describes the transition amplitude for the scattering
process in question. The scattering cross section, which is a measurable quantity, is then
proportional to [Sz|?. All information about the scattering is thus encoded in the S-
matrix, which must therefore be closely related to the interaction Hamiltonian density
Hint. However, before we try to derive the relation between S and H;, we have to take a
slight detour.

4.2 More on time evolution: Dirac picture

The operators ¢(x,t) and 7(x,t) which we have encountered are Heisenberg fields and
thus time-dependent. The state vectors are time-independent in the sense that they do
not satisfy a non-trivial equation of motion. Nevertheless, state vectors in the Heisenberg
picture can carry a time label. For instance, the “in”-states of the previous subsection are
defined at t = —oo. The relation of the Heisenberg operator ¢y (z) with its counterpart
¢s in the Schrodinger picture is given by

du(x,t) = pge™ H = Hy+ Hiy, (4.16)
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Note that this relation involves the full Hamiltonian H = Hy + Hiy in the interacting
theory. We have so far found solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation in the free theory,
and so we know how to handle time evolution in this case. However, in the interacting
case the Klein-Gordon equation has an extra term,

6‘/;nt(¢)
0o

due to the potential of the interactions. Apart from very special cases of this potential, the
equation cannot be solved anymore in closed form, and thus we no longer know the time
evolution. It is therefore useful to introduce a new quantum picture for the interacting
theory, in which the time dependence is governed by Hy only. This is the so-called Dirac
or Interaction picture. The relation between fields in the Interaction picture, ¢7, and in
the Schrodinger picture, ¢g, is given by

(O + m?)é(x) + =0, (4.17)

br(x,t) = &0t g e tHo, (4.18)

At t = —oo the interaction vanishes, i.e. Hiy = 0, and hence the fields in the Interaction
and Heisenberg pictures are identical, i.e. ¢g(x,t) = ¢1(x,t) for t — —oo. The relation
between ¢y and ¢; can be worked out easily:

(bH(X,t) — e’lHt ¢S e—th

= e'LHt e—zHot ezH0t¢S e-—lHot e’LHgt e—'LHt

B1(x,t)
= U™'(t) ¢a(x,t) U(2), (4.19)

where we have introduced the unitary operator U(t)
U(t) = ettt Uiy = 1. (4.20)

The field ¢y (x,t) contains the information about the interaction, since it evolves over
time with the full Hamiltonian. In order to describe the “in” and “out” field operators,
we can now make the following identifications:

t— —o0 : qbin(x, t) . ¢](X, t) = ¢H(X, t), (421)
t— 400 : Gou(X,t) = du(x,1). (4.22)

Furthermore, since the fields ¢; evolve over time with the free Hamiltonian Hy, they
always act in the basis of “in” vectors, such that

din(x,t) = o1(x,1), —00 < t < 00. (4.23)
The relation between ¢y and ¢y at any time ¢ is given by
pr(x,8) = U(t) b (3, ) U1 (2), (4.24)
As t — oo the identifications of egs. (4.22) and (4.23) yield

d)in = U(OO) d)out UT (OO) (425)
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From the definition of the S-matrix, Eq. (4.12) we then read off that

tlim U(t) = S. (4.26)
We have thus derived a formal expression for the S-matrix in terms of the operator U(t),
which tells us how operators and state vectors deviate from the free theory at time ¢,
measured relative to tg = —o0, i.e. long before the interaction process.
An important boundary condition for U(t) is

Jim U(t)=1. (4.27)

What we mean here is the following: the operator U actually describes the evolution
relative to some initial time ¢y, which we will normally suppress, i.e. we write U(t)
instead of U(t,ty). We regard to merely as a time label and fix it at —oo, where the
interaction vanishes. Equation (4.27) then simply states that U becomes unity as t — #g,
which means that in this limit there is no distinction between Heisenberg and Dirac fields.

Using the definition of U(t), Eq. (4.20), it is an easy exercise to derive the equation
of motion for U(?):

i% U(t) = Hyu(t)U®t),  Hpy(t) = et Hyy e7Hot, (4.28)

The time-dependent operator Hi,(t) is defined in the interaction picture, and depends
on the fields ¢iy, min in the “in” basis. Let us now solve the equation of motion for U(t)
with the boundary condition . lim U(t) = 1. Integrating Eq. (4.28) gives

——00

i t
/ (—zU(tl) dtl = —7«/ Hint(tl) U(tl) dtl

0o (ftl

Ut) = U(=o0) = —i /_t Hiva (1) U(ty) dty
S Ul = 1-i /t o (1) U(t) dty. (4.29)

The rhs. still depends on U, but we can substitute our new expression for U(t) into the
integrand, which gives

Ut) = 1—i /_ ; Hine(t1) {1-@ /_ ; Hina(t2) U ta) dtg}dtl
= - /_ ; Hina(t1)dt1 — / " ity o) / % ity Hon(t) Ulta),  (4.30)

—0o0 —00

where t5 < t; < t. This procedure can be iterated further, so that the nth term in the
sum is . " -
(=) / dt, / dty - / Qb Hin(t) Hus(ta) - Hus(ta).  (4.31)
—00 —00 —00
This iterative solution could be written in much more compact form, were it not for the
fact that the upper integration bounds were all different, and that the ordering ¢, <
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tho1 < ... < t; < t had to be obeyed. Time ordering is an important issue, since one
has to ensure that the interaction Hamiltonians act at the proper time, thereby ensuring
the causality of the theory. By introducing the time-ordered product of operators, one
can use a compact notation, such that the resulting expressions still obey causality. The
time-ordered product of two fields ¢(¢1) and ¢(t3) is defined as

_ ] o(t)e(t2) >t
T{¢(t1) p(t2)} = {¢(t2)¢(t1) t <ty

= 0t —t2) (L) p(t2) + 0(t2 — 1) P(t2)d(t1), (4.32)

where 0 denotes the step function. The generalisation to products of n operators is
obvious. Using time ordering for the nth term of Eq. (4.31) we obtain

% H /_oo dt; T {Hint(t1) Hint(t2) - - - Hin(tn) }, (4.33)

and since this looks like the nth term in the series expansion of an exponential, we can
finally rewrite the solution for U(t) in compact form as

t
U(t) =T exp {—zf Hin(t) dt’} ; (4.34)
where the “T™” in front ensures the correct time ordering.

4.3 S-matrix and Green’s functions

The S-matrix, which relates the “in” and “out” fields before and after the scattering
process, can be written as

S =1+iT, (4.35)

where T' is commonly called the T-matrix. The fact that S contains the unit operator
means that also the case where none of the particles scatter is encoded in S. On the other
hand, the non-trivial case is described by the T-matrix, and this is what we are interested
in. However, the S-matrix is not easily usable for practical calculations. As it stands
now, it is a rather abstract concept, and we still have to relate it to the field operators
appearing in our Lagrangian. This is achieved by establishing a general relation between
S-matrix elements and n-point Green’s functions,

G™(w1, ... 2n) = (0T (d(z1) . . . (z))]0). (4.36)

Once this step is completed, then for any given Lagrange density we may compute the
Green’s functions of the fields, which will in turn give us the S-matrix elements providing
the link to experiment. In order to achieve this, we have to express the ”in/out”-states in
terms of creation operators afn Jout and the vacuum, then express the creation operators

by the fields ¢in/out, and finally use the time evolution to connect those with the fields ¢
in our Lagrangian.
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Let us consider again the scattering process depicted in Fig. 4. The S-matrix element
in this case is

Sqg = <k1,k2,...,kn;out’pl,pz;in>

= <k1,k2, ..., ky;out a;rn(pl)‘pg; in>, (4.37)

;rn is the creation operator pertaining to the “in” field ¢;,. Our task is now to
express aiTn in terms of ¢y, and repeat this procedure for all other momenta labelling our
Fock states.

The following identities will prove useful

d(p) = i / 82 { (Bpe™7%) §(z) — =% (Byh(z))}

where a

S / dPre 7% 9y $(z), (4.38)
a(p) = —i [ P2 {(Be") $lo) — e (@)
= f Bz e 9y d(x). (4.39)
The S-matrix element can then be rewritten as
Sqg = —i/d3x1 e P oL (8—0) <k1,...,kn;out ¢in(x1)|p2;in>

= —z't lim d3z, e~ ‘8—0) <k1, . ,kn;out‘¢(x1)|p2;in>} (4.40)
where in the last line we have used Eq.(4.4) to replace ¢y, by ¢. We can now rewrite
lim,, ,_ ., using the following identity, which holds for an arbitrary, differentiable function
f(t), whose limit ¢ — +o00 exists:

lim f(¢t)= lim f(t)— /+oo ﬁdt (4.41)
t——o0 _t—>+oo oo dt ' ’
The S-matrix element then reads
Sqg = —i lim d3xq e” P11 (6—0) <k1,...,kn;out‘¢(x1)‘p2;in>
t1—+4o0
o0 o ] —
+i/ by - {/d%l P <k1,...,kn;out‘¢(m1)‘p2;in>} (4.42)
—00 1

The first term in this expression involves limy, o ¢ = Pous, Which gives rise to a contri-
bution

x <k1, ..., ky;out alut(pl) 1p2; in>. (4.43)

This is non-zero only if p; is equal to one of ky,...,k,. This, however, means that the
particle with momentum p; does not scatter, and hence the first term does not contribute
to the T-matrix of Eq. (4.35). We are then left with the following expression for Sg:

S = —i/d4$1 <k1, ooy ki 01113’30 {(306_@1'11) ¢(z1) — e PVH (80¢(331))} {P2; in>.
(4.44)
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The time derivatives in the integrand can be worked out:

8o { (Boe™™1"1) p(z1) — e~ (Bpp(1)) }
= — [E(p))]* e~ ¢(.$1) — g7 83?(951)
= —{((-V*+m?) e ) §(z1) + e P+ 5] p(z1) } (4.45)

where we have used that —V2e~#1%1 = p? ¢=®#1'%1_ For the S-matrix element one obtains
Sy = i/d4x1 e_ip1'$1<k1, N ' out‘ (88 —- V24 m2) ¢(x1)‘p2; in>
- i/d4x1 e P (I:Iw1 + mz) <k1, N out‘qﬁ(ml)‘pg; in>. (4.46)

What we have obtained after this rather lengthy step of algebra is an expression in which
the field operator is sandwiched between Fock states, one of which has been reduced to a
one-particle state. We can now successively eliminate all momentum variables from the
Fock states, by repeating the procedure for the momentum p,, as well as the n momenta
of the “out” state. The final expression for Sy is

X (Cay +m7) (O +m2) (O, +m%) - - By, + )
x (0500 T{9(31) - $lya)plar)p(an)} |05 im), (4.47)

where the time-ordering inside the vacuum expectation value (VEV) ensures that causality
is obeyed. The above expression is known as the Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ)
reduction formula. It relates the formal definition of the scattering amplitude to a vacuum
expectation value of time-ordered fields. Since the vacuum is uniquely the same for
”in/out”, the VEV in the LSZ formula for the scattering of two initial particles into n
particles in the final state is recognised as the (n + 2)-point Green’s function:

Graat, 12U 1,22) = (O THB(3) -+ Slun)b(21)0(02)}[0).  (4.48)

You will note that we still have not calculated or evaluated anything, but merely rewritten
the expression for the scattering matrix elements. Nevertheless, the LSZ formula is of
tremendous importance and a central piece of QFT. It provides the link between fields in
the Lagrangian and the scattering amplitude SZ, which yields the cross section, measurable
in an experiment. Up to here no assumptions or approximations have been made, so this
connection between physics and formalism is rather tight. It also illustrates a profound
phenomenon of QFT and particle physics: the scattering properties of particles, in other
words their interactions, are encoded in the vacuum structure, i.e. the vacuum is non-
trivial!

4.4 How to compute Green’s functions

Of course, in order to calculate cross sections, we need to compute the Green’s functions.
Alas, for any physically interesting and interacting theory this cannot be done exactly,
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contrary to the free theory discussed earlier. Instead, approximation methods have to
be used in order to simplify the calculation, while hopefully still giving reliable results.
Or one reformulates the entire QFT as a lattice field theory, which in principle allows to
compute Green’s functions without any approximations (in practice this still turns out
to be a difficult task for physically relevant systems). This is what many theorists do for
a living. But the formalism stands, and if there are discrepancies between theory and
experiments, one ”only” needs to check the accuracy with which the Green’s functions
have been calculated or measured, before approving or discarding a particular Lagrangian.

In the next section we shall discuss how to compute the Green’s function of scalar
field theory in perturbation theory. Before we can tackle the actual computation, we must
take a further step. Let us consider the n-point Green’s function

Gn(z1,...,zn) = (0|T{d(z1) - - - ¢(z,) }| O) . (4.49)

The fields ¢ which appear in this expression are Heisenberg fields, whose time evolution
is governed by the full Hamiltonian Hy+ Hiy. In particular, the ¢’s are not the ¢y,’s. We
know how to handle the latter, because they correspond to a free field theory, but not the
former, whose time evolution is governed by the interacting theory, whose solutions we
do not know. Let us thus start to isolate the dependence of the fields on the interaction
Hamiltonian. Recall the relation between the Heisenberg fields ¢(¢) and the “in”-fields?

¢(t) = U™ (t) g (t) U(2). (4.50)

We now assume that the fields are properly time-ordered, ie. & > t; > ... > t,, so
that we can forget about writing T'(- ) everywhere. After inserting Eq. (4.50) into the
definition of G,, one obtains

Gn = (0|U " (t1)$in(t1)U (t1) U™ (t2) hin(ta) U (t2) - - -
X U™ (tn) din(ta) U (24)]0). (4.51)

Now we introduce another time label ¢ such that ¢ > t; and —t < t;. For the n-point
function we now obtain

Gn = <0‘U_l(t){U(t)U_l(t1)¢in(t1)U(t1) U™ (t2)pin(t2)U t2) - - -
X U™ (tn)n(t)U U (-0 JU(-0)|0).  (452)

The expression in curly braces is now time-ordered by construction. An important obser-
vation at this point is that it involves pairs of U and its inverse, for instance

UU () = Ut ty). (4.53)

One can easily convince oneself that U(t, 1) provides the net time evolution from ¢; to t.
We can now write G,, as

G = <0}U—1(t) T{%(tl) o Gualta) Ut 1) Ut 1) - Ultn, —t) }U(—t)]o>. (4.54)
U(t, —t)

“Here and in the following we suppress the spatial argument of the fields for the sake of brevity.
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Let us now take ¢ — co. The relation between U(t) and the S-matrix Eq. (4.26), as well
as the boundary condition Eq. (4.27) tell us that

lim U(—t) =1,  lim U(t, —t) = S, (4.55)

t—oo t—00

which can be inserted into the above expression. We still have to work out the meaning
of (0]JU~(00) in the expression for G,. In a paper by Gell-Mann and Low it was argued
that the time evolution operator must leave the vacuum invariant (up to a phase), which
justifies the ansatz

(0]U™ (00) = K(0], (4.56)
with K being the phase. Multiplying this relation with |0) from the right gives
(0|U*(00)|0) = K(0]0) = K. (4.57)
Furthermore, Gell-Mann and Low showed that
1

0|U 1 (00)|0) = mr——, 4.58
O10(6)10) = 779 (4.59)
which implies
1
i = : 4.59
OED) S5
After inserting all these relations into the expression for G, we obtain
(O] T {¢in(w1) - - - Pin(zn) S} 10)
Gn(zy,...,2,) = 4.60
() (01510) 400
The S-matrix is given by
+o0
S =T exp {—i Hii(t) dt} ,  Hing = Hing(bin, Tin), (4.61)

and thus we have finally succeeded in expressing the n-point Green’s function exclusively
in terms of the “in”-fields. This completes the derivation of a relation between the general
definition of the scattering amplitude S and the VEV of time-ordered “in”-fields. The
link between the scattering amplitude and the underlying field theory is provided by the
n-point Green’s function.

Problems

4.1 Using the definition U(t) = e'Hot =5t derive the evolution equation for U(%):

. d
Za U(t) = Hint(t) U(t)a

where
iHot —iHot
Hint(t) =" Hinte oF,
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4.2 Given that ¢y, is a free field, obeying the Heisenberg equation of motion
iin = [Ho(Piny Tin), Pin] »
show that ¢y is also a free field, which obeys

iq&out = [H0(¢outa 7Tout)a ¢out] .

[Hint: use ¢ou; = SThinS and moy, = STm,S. Keep in mind that the S-matrix has
no explicit time dependence.]

5 Perturbation Theory

In this section we are going to calculate the Green’s functions of scalar quantum field
theory explicitly. We will specify the interaction Lagrangian in detail and use an approx-
imation known as perturbation theory. At the end we will derive a set of rules, which
represent a systematic prescription for the calculation of Green’s functions, and can be
easily generalised to apply to other, more complicated field theories. These are the famous
Feynman rules.

We start by making a definite choice for the interaction Lagrangian L. Although
one may think of many different expressions for Ly, one has to obey some basic principles:
firstly, L, must be chosen such that the potential it generates is bounded from below
— otherwise the system has no ground state. Secondly, our interacting theory should be
renormalisable. Despite being of great importance, the second issue will not be addressed
in these lectures. The requirement of renormalisability arises because the non-trivial vac-
uum, much like a medium, interacts with particles to modify their properties. Moreover,
if one computes quantities like the energy or charge of a particle, one typically obtains
a divergent result®. There are classes of quantum field theories, called renormalisable,
in which these divergences can be removed by suitable redefinitions of the fields and the
parameters (masses and coupling constants).

For our theory of a real scalar field in four space-time dimensions, it turns out that
the only interaction term which leads to a renormalisable theory must be quartic in the
fields. Thus we choose

A
L = ~58"(2), 51

where the coupling constant A describes the strength of the interaction between the scalar
fields, much like, say, the electric charge describing the strength of the interaction between
photons and electrons. The full Lagrangian of the theory then reads

1 1 A
L= Lo+ L =5 (Bu9)" — 5m*¢” = 56", (5:2)

3This is despite the subtraction of the vacuum energy discussed earlier.
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and the explicit expressions for the interaction Hamiltonian and the S-matrix are

A
Hint = _»Cint; Hint . E / d3$ ¢;1n(x7t)

S =T exp {—z% /d4x qﬁfn(m)} : (5.3)
The n-point Green’s function is

Gn(z1, ..., Zn)

S (<) 7 (o {suton--tuien ([ #vosi) o)

: (AL RN . (5.4)
> (-a) alor (J#vew) |o)

This expression cannot be dealt with as it stands. In order to evaluate it we must expand
G, in powers of the coupling XA and truncate the series after a finite number of terms. This
only makes sense if ) is sufficiently small. In other words, the interaction Lagrangian must
act as a small perturbation on the system. As a consequence, the procedure of expanding
Green’s functions in powers of the coupling is referred to as perturbation theory.

5.1 Wick’s Theorem

The n-point Green’s function in Eq. (5.4) involves the time-ordered product over at least
n fields. There is a method to express VEV’s of n fields, i.e. (0|T {¢in(z1) - - ¢ (z,)}|0)
in terms of VEV’s involving two fields only. This is known as Wick’s theorem.

(1599 1)

Let us for the moment ignore the subscript “in” and return to the definition of
normal-ordered fields. The normal-ordered product : ¢(z1)P(xs) : differs from ¢(z1)P(xs)
by the vacuum expectation value, i.e.

¢(z1)¢(z2) =: d(21)(22) : +(0|@(1)b(22)]0). (5.5)

We are now going to combine normal-ordered products with time ordering. The time-
ordered product T{¢(z1)p(zs)} is given by

T{p(z1)p(z2)} = &(z1)p(w2)0(t1 —t2) + P(w2)p(21)0(t2 — t1)
= b(z)(x2) : <0(t1 b)) + Oty — tl))
+(0|p(z1)P(22)0(t1 — t2) + dz2)P(w1)0(t2 — 11)]0). (5.6)

Here we have used the important observation that

P p(m1)p(m2) 1 = 1 P2) (1) 1, (5.7)

which means that normal-ordered products of fields are automatically time-ordered.*
Equation (5.6) is Wick’s theorem for the case of two fields:

T{p(z1)p(w2)} =: ¢(x1)¢(2) : +(0IT {B(21)¢(2)} |0). (5.8)

4The reverse is, however, not true!
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For the case of three fields, Wick’s theorem yields

T{¢(z1)¢(z2)p(z5)} = : d(w1)p(@2)B(2s) : +: $(z1) : (O[T {(2)b(w3)}[0)
+: ¢(@2) : (0[T{p(z1)p(w3) }O)+ : d(z3) : (OIT{(z1)b(z2)}10)  (5.9)
At this point the general pattern becomes clear: any time-ordered product of fields is
equal to its normal-ordered version plus terms in which pairs of fields are removed from the
normal-ordered product and sandwiched between the vacuum to form 2-point functions.

Then one sums over all permutations. Without proof we give the expression for the
general case of n fields (n even):

T{$(21) -~ $(wn)} =
 $(31) -+ B(an) :
1 @(ar) - B - lag) - Ba) : (O]T{(:)(x;)}0) + perms.
+:¢(x1)---¢/(:v\i)---¢(wj)---<z@---¢/(m\z)---¢(xn) :
x (O|T{¢(w:)$(2;)}10) (0T { () (1) }|0) + perms.
+...+

+(0[T{¢(21)p(72) }0) O T{b(w3)$(x4) }0) - - -(O|T{p(zn—1) () }|0)
+ perms.. (5.10)

The symbol q@ indicates that ¢(x;) has been removed from the normal-ordered product.

Let us now go back to (0[T{¢(z1) - - - ¢(z,)}|0). If we insert Wick’s theorem, then we
find that only the contribution in the last line of Eq. (5.10) survives: by definition the VEV
of a normal-ordered product of fields vanishes, and it is precisely the last line of Wick’s
theorem in which no normal-ordered products are left. The only surviving contribution
is that in which all fields have been paired or “contracted”. Sometimes a contraction is
represented by the notation:

¢ (z:)(z;) = (0T {(z:)$(z;)}0), (5.11)
~——

i.e. the pair of fields which is contracted is joined by the braces. Wick’s theorem can now
be rephrased as

(O|T{¢(z1) - - - ¢(z)}|0) = sum of all possible contractions of n fields. (5.12)

Let us look at a few examples. The first is the 4-point function

(O01T{¢(z1)p(z2) p(z3)p(74)}|0) = ¢ E0)8(@2)¢ (25)¢(4)

2)0(23)0 5.13
+¢£$1)¢ (5512’)¢($3).J(m4) + ¢(w1) ¢ (w2)P(23)P(4) (5.13)

The second example is again a 4-point function, where two of the fields are also normal-
ordered:

(OIT{¢(21)b(22) : ¢(3)$(24) :}|0) = ¢ (1)b(w2) : b (w3)b(w4) :

= NAs
+¢ (21)9 (22) : §(x3)p(za) : +¢(21) (w2) : P(z3)P(z4) - (5.14)
i NG MRS
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In this example, though, the contraction of : ¢(z3)@(z4) : vanishes by construction, so only
the last two terms survive! As a general rule, contractions which only involve fields inside a
normal-ordered product vanish. Such contractions contribute only to the vacuum. Normal
ordering can therefore simplify the calculation of Green’s functions quite considerably, as
we shall see explicitly below.

5.2 The Feynman propagator

Using Wick’s Theorem one can relate any n-point Green’s functions to an expression
involving only 2-point functions. Let us have a closer look at

Ga(z,y) = (0|T{$in(x)in(y)}0). (5.15)

We can now insert the solution for ¢ in terms of @ and af. If we assume t, > t, then
Ga(z,y) can be written as

_ d®p d°q
Gy(z,y) = /(27r)6 4E(p)E(q) |
x (0](a'(p) €™ + a(p) ) (a'(a) ¥ + a(a) )| 0)

B / d®p d3q

~ J RrF4E@E@
This shows that G can be interpreted as the amplitude for a meson which is created at
y and destroyed again at point 2. We can now replace a(p)a'(q) by its commutator:

a'(q)|0). (5.16)

d3p d3q
Gz, e / e al 0
@) = | GpiEmE@ e 2'(@l| )
d®p ,
- P —ip(x-y) 1
| el
and the general result, after restoring time-ordering, reads
d3 —ip-(z— ip-(x—
Calz,y) = /(%)_32%@ (e E9g(t, —t,) + 7 V(L — t,)) . (5.18)

Furthermore, using contour integration one can show that this expression can be rewritten

as a 4-dimensional integral
d4p e—ip'(w_y)
G =1 5.19
2(.’,E,y) 7’/ (271')4 p2 _ m2 + 7:6’ ( )

where € is a small parameter which ensures that Go does not develop a pole. This cal-
culation has established that G(z,y) actually depends only on the difference (z — y).
Equation (5.19) is called the Feynman propagator Gp(z — y):

d4p e_ip'(z—y)

2m)% p2 — m?2 + e’

Gl — ) = OIT(alp)0) =i [ : (5.20)

The Feynman propagator is a Green’s function of the Klein-Gordon equation, i.e. it
satisfies

(O, +m?) Gplz —y) = —id*(z — y), (5.21)

and describes the propagation of a meson between the space-time points = and y.
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P1 k1

P2 k2

Figure 5: Scattering of two initial particles with momenta p; and p; into 2 particles with
momenta k; and k.

5.3 Two-particle scattering to O(}\)

Let us now consider a scattering process in which two incoming particles with momenta
p:1 and p. scatter into two outgoing ones with momenta k; and ks, as shown in Fig. 5.
The S-matrix element in this case is

S = (ki,ko;out|py, po; in)
= (ky, ko; in|S|py, p2;in), (5.22)

and S = 1+4T. The LSZ formula Eq. (4.47) tells us that we must compute G4 in order
to obtain S;. Let us work out G4 in powers of A using Wick’s theorem. To make life
simpler, we shall introduce normal ordering into the definition of S, i.e.

S =T exp {—i% / d*z : ¢t (z) :} (5.23)

Suppressing the subscripts “in” from now on, the expression we have to evaluate order by
order in A is

Tn) (5.24)

(_%)T%!<0‘T{¢(m1)¢($2)¢($3)¢($4) (/ dy : ¢*(y) )} 0>
> <_Z_)|‘> = <0‘T (/d4y X30) > 0> |

r=0
r=0: denominator = 1. (5.25)

Starting with the denominator, we note that for » = 0 one finds

If r = 1, then the expression in the denominator only involves fields which are normal-
ordered. Following the discussion at the end of section 5.1 we conclude that these contri-
butions must vanish, hence

r=1: denominator = 0. (5.26)

The contribution for » = 2, however, is non-zero. But then the case of r = 2 corresponds
already to O(A?), which is higher than the order which we are working to. Therefore

denominator = 1 to order A. (5.27)
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Turning now to the numerator, we start with r = 0 and apply Wick’s theorem, which
gives

r=0: (0|T{¢(z1)d(z2)p(x3)¢(24) }|0)
= Gp(wl . 1172) GF(:L'3 — 1E4) + Gp(xl — $3) GF(CEQ . .'134)
+ GF(ZL‘l — x4) GF(JTQ — 1123), (528)

which can be graphically represented as

T T3 I T3 L1 XT3

o—0

P
) T4 Ty T4 T T4

But this is the same answer as if we had set A = 0, so 7 = 0 in the numerator does not
describe scattering and is hence not a contribution to the T-matrix.
For 7 = 1 in the numerator we have to evaluate

i
=1 5o ‘T{qb(wl)cb(xz)qs(xs)as(m) [ e }} 0)
iA
= d*y 4! Gp(zy — y)Gr(ee — y)Gr(zs — y)Gr(za —y), (5.29)
where we have taken into account that contractions involving two fields inside : - - - : vanish.

The factor 4! inside the integrand is a combinatorial factor: it is equal to the number of
permutations which must be summed over according to Wick’s theorem and cancels the
4! in the denominator of the interaction Lagrangian. Graphically this contribution is
represented by

Z1 T3
Y
—iA / d*y
)

where the integration over y denotes the sum over all possible locations of the interaction
point y. Without normal ordering we would have encountered the following contributions
forr=1:

T4

Z1 T3 T T3

+ (XD +...

HA) Z4 €2 T4

Such contributions are corrections to the vacuum and are cancelled by the denomina-
tor. This demonstrates how normal ordering simplifies the calculation by automatically
subtracting terms which do not contribute to the actual scattering process.
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To summarise, the final answer for the scattering amplitude to O()) is given by
Eq. (5.29).

5.4 Graphical representation of the Wick expansion: Feynman rules

We have already encountered the graphical representation of the expansion of Green’s
functions in perturbation theory after applying Wick’s theorem. It is possible to formulate
a simple set of rules which allow to draw the graphs directly without using Wick’s theorem
and to write down the corresponding algebraic expressions.

We again consider a neutral scalar field whose Lagrangian is

1 1 A
g oy o242 N4
L 28# PO+ 5™ ¢ 4!¢ : (5.30)

Suppose now that we want to compute the O(A\™) contribution to the n-point Green’s
function G, (z1,...,%,). This is achieved by going through the following steps:

(1) Draw all distinct diagrams with n external lines and m 4-fold vertices:

e Draw n dots and label them z1, ..., 2, (external points)
e Draw m dots and label them v, ...,y (vertices)
e Join the dots according to the following rules:
— only one line emanates from each z;
— exactly four lines run into each y;
— the resulting diagram must be connected, i.e. there must be a continuous

path between any two points.

2)
(2) Assign a factor —14—' d*y; to the vertex at y;
(3) Assign a factor Gp(z; — y;) to the line joining x; and y;

(4) Multiply by the number of contractions C from the Wick expansion which lead to
the same diagram.

These are the Feynman rules for scalar field theory in position space.
Let us look at an example, namely the 2-point function. According to the Feynman
rules the contributions up to order A\? are as follows:

O(1): 7, *ry = Gr(r1 — T2)

O(\): 1 i “tadpole diagram”;
(cancelled by normal ordering)

1 Yy T

-43-



O(N2): Y2 “tadpole diagram”;
(cancelled by normal ordering)

T U i)
O()‘2) 1 m Yo T2
N [ 3
=C{-7 d*y1d"ye Gr(z1 — 41) [Gr(y1 — ¥2)]° Gr(y2 — 22)

The combinatorial factor for this contribution is worked out as C = 4 - 4l. Note that
the same graph, but with the positions of y; and y» interchanged is topologically distinct.
Numerically it has the same value as the above graph, and so the corresponding expression
has to be multiplied by a factor 2.

Another contribution at order \? is

O(\?): (1 Yo

vacuum contribution;
not connected

T e L M)

This contribution must be discarded, since not all of the points are connected via a
continuous line.

Let us end this discussion with a small remark on the tadpole diagrams encountered
above. These contributions to the 2-point function are cancelled if the interaction term
is normal-ordered. However, unlike the case of the 4-point function, the corresponding
diagrams satisfy the Feynman rules listed above. In particular, the diagrams are connected
and are not simply vacuum contributions. They must hence be included in the expression
for the 2-point function.

5.5 Feynman rules in momentum space

It is often simpler to work in momentum space, and hence we will discuss the derivation
of Feynman rules in this case. If one works in momentum space, the Green’s functions
are related to those in position space by a Fourier transform

d*p d*pn ; ~
Gu(z1,...,2,) = oo | S gPrEheAPaIn O ()L D). 5.31
($1 z ) /(27_[_)4 (271_)46 (pl p ) ( )
The Feynman rules then serve to compute the Green’s function én(pl, ...,Ppn) order by

order in the coupling.
In every scattering process the overall momentum must be conserved, and hence

i p;i =0. (5.32)
=1
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This can be incorporated into the definition of the momentum space Green’s function one
is trying to compute:

T
Gn(p1,- -, pn) = (2m)*5* (Z p.,-) Gn(D1, .-, Dn)- (5.33)
i=1
Here we won’t be concerned with the exact derivation of the momentum space Feynman
rules, but only list them as a recipe.
Feynman rules (momentum space)
(1) Draw all distinct diagrams with n external lines and m 4-fold vertices:

e Assign momenta ps,...,p, to the external lines

o Assign momenta k; to the internal lines

(2) Assign to each external line a factor
1
Py —m? 4 ie

(3) Assign to each internal line a factor

/ d*k; i
(2m)* kf —m? + e
(4) Each vertex contributes a factor

iAo e
—I(2w) ) (Z momenta) ,
(the delta function ensures that momentum is conserved at each vertex).

(6) Multiply by the combinatorial factor C, which is the number of contractions leading
to the same momentum space diagram (note that C may be different from the
combinatorial factor for the same diagram considered in position space!)

5.6 S-matrix and truncated Green’s functions

The final topic in these lectures is the derivation of a simple relation between the S-
matrix element and a particular momentum space Green’s function, which has its external
legs amputated: the so-called truncated Green’s function. This further simplifies the
calculation of scattering amplitudes using Feynman rules.

Let us return to the LSZ formalism and consider the scattering of m initial particles
(momenta p1,...,Pm) into n final particles with momenta kj, ..., k,. The LSZ formula
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tells us that the S-matrix element is given by

<k1, oo ks out‘pl, B » . in>

= (i)n+m/Hd4mi /Hd4yj exp {—ini - T +2'ij . yj}
i=1 =1 i=1 j=1

m n

XH Dm,,"'m H |:|yJ +m n+m(x11'"ammayla"wyn)' (534)
i=1 j=1

Let us have a closer look at Grym(Z1,-- -y ZmyY1,---,Yn). As shown in Fig. 6 it can
be split into Feynman propagators, which connect the external points to the vertices at
215y Zpym, and a remaining Green’s function G4, according to

Grim = /d4z1 o dpam Gr(zy — 21) -+ - Gr(Yn — Zntm) Gram(21y -y Znam), (5.35)

where, perhaps for obvious reasons, Gy, is called the truncated Green’s function.

I

)

I3
Figure 6: The construction of the truncated Green’s function in position space.

Putting Eq. (5.35) back into the LSZ expression for the S-matrix element, and using
that

(Dmi + m2) GF(.’L',L — Zi) = —i(54($i — Zi) (536)

one obtains

<k1, . .,kn;out’pl, e ,pm;in>
(g)~tm / H d*z; / H d*y; exp {—i Zpi - Ty + ZZ kj - yj} (5.37)
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
X (—g)rtm /d4z1 oo zngm 0221 — 21) - 6 (Un — Znam) Gram (215 - - - Zntm)-

After performing all the integrations over the z’s, the final relation becomes

<k1, o, Ky out|p1, . ,pm;in>

m n m n
/Hd4min4yJ~exp {—ini Xy —I—ZZI{J] . yj}
=1 j=1 i=1 =1

X —G_n+m(m1a e Ty Y1y - 7yn)
§n+m(p1a vy Pmy kla ceey kn)) (538)
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where G, is the truncated n-+m-point function in momentum space. This result shows
that the scattering matrix element is directly given by the truncated Green’s function
in momentum space. The latter can be obtained using the Feynman rules without the
expression for the external legs.

Problems

5.1 Verify that
P P(21)p(2) 1 = P(z2)P(21) :
Hint: write ¢ = ¢*+¢~, where ¢ and ¢~ are creation and annihilation components

of ¢.

5.2 Verify that
dip e (@-y)

Gr(z—y) = zf (2m)% p? —m? +ie

is a Green’s function of (0#9, + m?) as € — 0 (where 8, = §/0z*).

5.3 Find the expressions corresponding to the following momentum space Feynman di-

agrams

Integrate out all the é-functions but do not perform the remaining integrals.

6 Concluding remarks

Although we have missed out on many important topics in Quantum Field Theory, we got
to the point where we established contact between the underlying formalism of Quantum
Field Theory and the Feynman rules, which are widely used in perturbative calculations.
The main concepts of the formulation were discussed: we introduced field operators,
multi-particle states that live in Fock spaces, creation and annihilation operators, the
connections between particles and fields as well as that between n-point Green’s func-
tions and scattering matrix elements. Besides slight complications in accounting for the
additional degrees of freedom, the same basic ingredients can be used to formulate a quan-
tum theory for electrons, photons or any other fields describing particles in the Standard
Model and beyond. Starting from relativistic wave equations, this is discussed in the
lectures by G Zanderighi at this school. Renormalisation is a topic which is not so easily
discussed in a relatively short period of time, and hence I refer the reader to standard
textbooks on Quantum Field Theory, which are listed below. The same applies to the
method of quantisation via path integrals.
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A Notation and conventions

4-vectors:

z* = (2% x) = (t,%)

Ty = gz’ = (2% —x%) = (¢, —x)
1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 O
i M = Hv f—t
Metric tensor: g, =g 0 0 -1 o0
0 0 0 -1
Scalar product:
ghr, = zzo+ x'my + 2l2s 4+ 22
— 252
Gradient operators:
0 d
ot=—=—,-
0z, (ﬁt’ V)
0 9]
Ou= Ggn = (55 ‘7)
. o? :
d’Alembertian: 00, = i V=0

Momentum operator:

pt = iho* = <ih%, —ihV) e (E, f)) (as it should be)

o-functions:
/ & £(p) 8%(p — ) = f(a)
[ #se v = @npep)

3

(similarly in four dimensions)

Note:
§(x* —x2) = &{(x—z0)(x +x0)}
= o (3@ — 20) +8(a + a0))
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1 Introduction

The aim of this course is to teach you how to calculate transition amplitudes, cross
sections and decay rates, for elementary particles in the highly successful theories of
Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) and Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD). Most of our
work will be in understanding how to compute in QED. By the end of the course you
should be able to go from a Feynman diagram, such as the one for e”e™ — p~p~ in
figure 5, to a number for the cross section. To do this we will have to learn how to
cope with relativistic, quantum, particles and anti-particles that carry spin. In fact all
these properties of particles will emerge rather neatly from thinking about relativistic
quantum mechanics. The rules for calculating in QCD are slightly more complicated
that in QED, as we will briefly review, however, the basic techniques for the calculation
are very similar.

We have a lot to cover so will necessarily have to take some short cuts. Our main
fudge will be to work in relativistic quantum mechanics rather than the full Quantum
Field Theory (QFT) (sometimes referred to as ‘second quantization’). We will be in
good company though since we will largely follow methods from Feynman’s papers and
text books such as Halzen and Martin. In quantum mechanics a classical wave is used to
describe a particle whose motion is subject to the Uncertainty Principle. In a full QFT
the wave’s motion itself is subject to the Uncertainty Principle too - the quanta of that
field are what we then refer to as particles. Luckily at lowest order in a perturbation
theory calculation one neglects the quantum nature of the field and the two theories
give the same answer. At higher orders the quantum nature of the field gives rise to
virtual pair creation of particles - in the quantum mechanics version of the story these
are included in a more ad hoc fashion as we will see. Luckily the simultaneous QFT
course will give you a good grounding in more precise methodologies.

Thus our starting point will be ordinary Quantum Mechanics and our first goal
(section 2) will be to write down a ‘relativistic version’ of Quantum Mechanics. This will
lead us to look at relativistic wave equations, in particular the Dirac equation, which
describes particles with spin 1/2. We will also develop a wave equation for photons
and look at how they couple to our fermions (section 3) - this is the core of QED. A
perturbation theory analysis will result in quantum mechanical probability amplitudes
for particular processes. After this, we will work out how to go from the probability
amplitudes to cross sections and decay rates (section 4). We will look at some examples of
tree level QED processes. Here you will get hands-on experience of calculating transition
amplitudes and getting from them to cross sections (section 5). We will restrict ourselves
to calculations at tree level but, at the end of the course (section 6), we will also take a
first look at higher order loop effects, which, amongst other things, are responsible for
the running of the couplings. For QCD, this running means that the coupling appears
weaker when measured at higher energy scales and is the reason why we can sometimes
do perturbative QCD calculations. However, in higher order calculations divergences
appear and we have to understand — at least in principle — how these divergences can
be removed.

In reference [1] you will find a list of textbooks that may be useful.
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1.1 Relativity Review

An event in a reference frame S is described by the four coordinates of a four-vector (in
units where ¢ = 1)
o = (t,2), (L.1)

where the Greek index u € {0,1,2,3}. These coordinates are reference frame dependent.
The coordinates in another frame S’ are given by z'#, related to those in S by a Lorentz
Transformation (LT)

Tt — 't = Az, (1.2)

where summation over repeated indices is understood. This transformation identifies z*
as a contravariant 4-vector (often referred to simply as a vector). A familiar example of
a LT is a boost along the z-axis, for which

v 0 0 —pBy

. 0 10 0

M=l 0o 01 o |’ (1.3)
—fy 0 0 ~

with, as usual, 8 = v and v = (1 — 3?)7¥/2. LT’s can be thought of as generalized
rotations.

The “length” of the 4-vector (£ — |Z|?) is invariant to LTs. In general we define the
Minkowski scalar product of two 4-vectors x and y as

z -y ="y g = oMYy, (1.4)
where the metric
1 ifu=v
4 = = i J— — i H)\ — 173 — 12 — iu’
g Guv dlag(l, 17 1a 1)7 g 9w g, 61/ {0 if L 7& v’ (15)

has been introduced. The last step in eq. (1.4) is the definition of a covariant 4-vector
(sometimes referred to as a co-vector),

Ty = G’ (1.6)
This transforms under a LT according to
z, —x, =Nz, (1.7)
Note that the invariance of the scalar product implies
ATgh =g = gATg= A1, (1.8)

i.e. a generalization of the orthogonality property of the rotation matrix RT = R,

> Exercise 1.1
Show eq. (1.8), starting from the invariance of the scalar product.
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To formulate a coherent relativistic theory of dynamics we define kinematic variables
that are also 4-vectors (i.e. transform according to eq. (1.2)). For example, we define a
4-velocity
_dz*
Codr’
where T is the proper time measured by a clock moving with the particle. Everyone
will agree what the clock says at a particular event so this measure of time is Lorentz
invariant and u* transforms as z*. Note

ut

(1.9)

dt da*
F= T — (1 1.10
wt = - =7(1,9) (1.10)
and has invariant length
utu, =212 — [9]?) = 1. (1.11)
Similarly 4-momentum provides a relativistic definition of energy and momentum
' =mut = (E,p). (1.12)
The invariant length provides the crucial relation
P = B — | = m?. (1.13)

> Exercise 1.2
Check that dt/dr = -y and that our relativistic definitions of E and 7 make sense in the
non-relativistic limit.

The differentiation operator,

8 8 = v v
@=<é€’v>’ 0" = B (L14)

is a covariant 4-vector (i.e. according to eq. (1.7)). This means that the contravariant
equivalent 4-vector will have an extra minus sign in its space-like components,
o = (3, -V). (1.15)
ot

The convention for the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor is

R { +1 if {u, v, A, 0} an even permutation of {0, 1,2, 3}
AT —

Oy

—1 if an odd permutation . (1.16)
0  otherwise

Note that e#* = —€uvio, and e“”)“’pﬂq,,msa changes sign under a parity transformation
since it contains an odd number of spatial components.

> Exercise 1.3
Verify the above two properties of e#¥7.

I will use natural units, ¢ = 1, h = 1, so mass, energy, inverse length and inverse time
all have the same dimensions. Generally think of energy as the basic unit, e.g. mass has
units of GeV and distance has units of GeV~!.

>Exercise 1.4
Noting that E has SI unit kg.m?.s72, ¢ has SI unit m.s~! and % has SI unit kg.m?.s~!
what is a mass of 1 GeV in kg and what is a cross-section of 1 GeV~2 in microbarns?

)
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2 Relativistic Wave Equations

Let’s review how wave equations describe non-relativistic quantum particles. Experimen-
tally we know that a particle with definite momentum § and energy E can be associated
with a plane wave

W= ei(E.i—wt), e b=

, w= (2.1)

=3y

E
.
To extract F and p from the wave we use operators

E = m%w, P = —ihVp. (2.2)

In quantum mechanics, it is more usual to refer to the energy operator as the Hamiltonian
H, and write (with & = 1)
O
Hip=1i1—. 2.3
p=i (23)
I shall usually reserve the Greek symbol 1 for spin 1/2 fermions and ¢ for spin 0 bosons.
So for pions and the like I shall write

99
Ho =i——. 2.4
b=ist (24)
In non-relativistic systems, conservation of energy can be written
H=T+YV, (2.5)

where T is the kinetic energy and V is the potential energy. A particle of mass m and
momentum  has non-relativistic kinetic energy,
7
T= . (2.6)

Replacing the energy and momentum operators with the forms seen in eq. (2.2), we
arrive at the Schrodinger equation

L d n_,

zhdtw = 2mV v+ V. (2.7)
In this equation v is the wave function describing the single particle probability ampli-
tude. For a slow moving particle v < ¢ (e.g. an electron in a Hydrogen atom) this is
adequate, but for relativistic systems (v ~ ¢) the Hamiltonian above is incorrect.

For a free relativistic particle the total energy E is given by the Einstein equation

E* =p% +m? (2.8)

Thus the square of the relativistic Hamiltonian H? is simply given by promoting the
momentum to operator status:

H? = p? + m?. (2.9)
So far, so good, but how should this be implemented into the wave equation of eq. (2.3),
which is expressed in terms of H rather than H2? Naively the relativistic wave equation

looks like B0t
S5+ mi(e) = i ﬁi ) (2.10)

but this is difficult to interpret because of the square root. There are two ways forward:
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1. Work with H?2. By iterating the wave equation we have

() = ~ 220 [or (Q N V)2¢(t)] (2.11)

ot? ot

This is known as the Klein-Gordon (KG) equation. In this case the wave function
describes spinless bosons.

2. Invent a new Hamiltonian Hp that is linear in momentum, and whose square is
equal to H? given above, H% = p? + m?. In this case we have

Hpy(t) = ialggt)

which is known as the Dirac equation, with Hp being the Dirac Hamiltonian. In
this case the wave function describes spin 1/2 fermions, as we shall see.

(2.12)

2.1 The Klein-Gordon Equation

Let us now take a more detailed look at the KG equation (2.11). In position space we
write the energy-momentum operator as

H — GO, (2.13)
so that the KG equation (for zero potential V') becomes
(0% +m?) ¢(x) =0 (2.14)
where we recall the notation,
& = 9,0" = 0%/ot? — V? (2.15)

and z is the 4-vector (¢, Z).

The operator 82 is Lorentz invariant, so the Klein-Gordon equation is relativistically
covariant (that is, transforms into an equation of the same form) if ¢ is a scalar function.
That is to say, under a Lorentz transformation (¢, %) — (¢, "),

o, %) — ¢, T) = §(t, %) (2.16)

S0 ¢ is invariant. In particular ¢ is then invariant under spatial rotations so it represents
a spin-zero particle (more on spin when we come to the Dirac equation); there being no
preferred direction which could carry information on a spin orientation.

The Klein-Gordon equation has plane wave solutions:

¢(z) = NeiB-73) (2.17)

where N is a normalization constant and £ = ++/p% + m?. Thus, there are both positive
and negative energy solutions. The negative energy solutions pose a severe problem if we
try to interpret ¢ as a wave function (as indeed we are trying to do). The spectrum is no
longer bounded from below, and we can extract arbitrarily large amounts of energy from
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the system by driving it to ever more negative energy states. Any external perturbation
capable of pushing a particle across the energy gap of 2m between the positive and
negative energy continuum of states can uncover this difficulty. Furthermore, we cannot
just throw away these solutions as unphysical since they appear as Fourier modes in any
realistic solution of (2.14). Note that if one interprets ¢ as a quantum field there is no
problem, as you will see in the field theory course. The positive and negative energy
modes are just associated with operators which create or destroy particles.

A second problem with the wave function interpretation arises when trying to find a
probability density. Since ¢ is Lorentz invariant, |¢|? does not transform like a density
(i.e. as the time component of a 4-vector) so we will not have a Lorentz covariant con-
tinuity equation dp + V- J = 0. To search for a candidate we derive such a continuity
equation. Defining p and J by

; <¢*% . 8(;’1*) , [or 4" (i% - V) + ¢(—7;% - V)¢*], (2.18)

J = —i(¢"Vé—¢Ve"), (2.19)

P

we obtain (see problem) a covariant conservation equation

o,J" =0, (2.20)
where J is the 4-vector (p, f) It is thus natural to interpret p as a probability density
and J as a probability current. However, for a plane wave solution (2.17), p = 2|N|?E,
so the negative energy solutions also have a negative probability!

> Exercise 2.5
Derive the continuity equation (2.20). Start with the Klein-Gordon equation multiplied
by ¢* and subtract the complex conjugate of the KG equation multiplied by ¢.

Thus, p may well be considered as the density of a conserved quantity (such as elec-
tric charge), but we cannot use it for a probability density. To Dirac, this and the
existence of negative energy solutions seemed so overwhelming that he was led to intro-
duce another equation, first order in time derivatives but still Lorentz covariant, hoping
that the similarity to Schréodinger’s equation would allow a probability interpretation.
Dirac’s original hopes were unfounded because his new equation turned out to admit
negative energy solutions too! Even so, he did find the equation for spin-1/2 particles
and predicted the existence of antiparticles.

Before turning to discuss what Dirac did, let us put things in context. We have found
that the Klein-Gordon equation, a candidate for describing the quantum mechanics of
spinless particles, admits unacceptable negative energy states when ¢ is interpreted as
the single particle wave function. We could solve all our problems here and now, and
restore our faith in the Klein-Gordon equation, by simply re-interpreting ¢ as a quantum
field. However we will not do that. There is another way forward (this is the way followed
in the textbook of Halzen & Martin) due to Feynman and Stiickelberg. Causality forces
us to ensure that positive energy states propagate forwards in time, but if we force the
negative energy states to propagate only backwards in time then we find a theory that
is consistent with the requirements of causality and that has none of the aforementioned
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problems. In fact, the negative energy states cause us problems only so long as we
think of them as real physical states propagating forwards in time. Therefore, we should
interpret the emission (absorption) of a negative energy particle with momentum p* as
the absorption (emission) of a positive energy antiparticle with momentum —p#.

In order to become more familiar with this picture, consider a process with a 7+ and
a photon in the initial state and final state. In figure 1(a) the 7t starts from the point
A and at a later time ¢; emits a photon at the point Z;. If the energy of the 7t is still
positive, it travels on forwards in time and eventually will absorb the initial state photon
at ty at the point Z,. The final state is then again a photon and a (positive energy) nt.

There is another process however, with the same initial and final state, shown in
figure 1(b). Again, the 7 starts from the point A and at a later time t, emits a photon
at the point #;. But this time, the energy of the photon emitted is bigger than the energy
of the initial 7. Thus, the energy of the 7+ becomes negative and it is forced to travel
backwards in time. Then at an earlier time ¢, it absorbs the initial state photon at the
point ¥y, thereby rendering its energy positive again. From there, it travels forward in
time and the final state is the same as in figure 1(a), namely a photon and a (positive
energy) .

space

(a)

time
Figure 1: Interpretation of negative energy states

In todays language, the process in figure 1(b) would be described as follows: in the
initial state we have an 7% and a photon. At time ¢; and at the point Z; the photon
creates an w7~ pair. Both propagate forwards in time. The 7% ends up in the final
state, whereas the 7w~ is annihilated at (a later) time ty at the point #; by the initial
state mt, thereby producing the final state photon. To someone observing in real time,
the negative energy state moving backwards in time looks to all intents and purposes
like a negatively charged pion with positive energy moving forwards in time.

> Exercise 2.6
Consider a wave incident on the potential step shown in figure 2. Show that if the
step size V > m + E,, where E, = 1/p? + m? then one cannot avoid using the negative
square root k = —\/ (E, — V)2 + m?, resulting in negative currents and densities. Hint:
use the continuity of ¢(x) and 0¢(x)/0x at x = 0, and ensure that the group velocity
vy = OF/0k is positive for £ > 0. Interpret the solution.
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bexp(—ip - L) «——

aexp(ip - ) — dexp(ik - Z) —*

Figure 2: A potential step

2.2 The Dirac Equation

Dirac wanted an equation first order in time derivatives and Lorentz covariant, so it
had to be first order in spatial derivatives too. His starting point was to assume a
Hamiltonian of the form,

Hp = ayp; + agpy + asps + fm, (2.21)

where p; are the three components of the momentum operator p, and «; and § are
some unknown quantities, which we will show must be interpreted as 4 x 4 matrices.
Substituting the expressions for the operators eq. (2.13) into the Dirac Hamiltonian of
eq. (2.21) results in the equation

.0 R

i a—qf =(—id -V + Bm)y (2.22)
which is the position space Dirac equation.

If 1) is to describe a free particle it must satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation so that

it has the correct energy-momentum relation. This requirement imposes relationships
among o, ta, a3 and f. To see this, apply the Hamiltonian operator to 9 twice, to give

2 S ) . ,

_8_;2/) = [-afa? V'V — i (Bal + o' B)YmV* + BZm?]y, (2.23)
with an implicit sum of ¢ and j over 1 to 3. The Klein-Gordon equation by comparison
is

H? o
—8—;[’ = [~ V'V + m?]y. (2.24)

It is clear that we cannot recover the KG equation from the Dirac equation if the o and
B are normal numbers. Insisting that the terms linear in V* vanish independently would
require either § to vanish or all the o* to vanish. This would remove either V'V term
or the m? term, both of which are unacceptable. Instead we must insist that the terms
linear in V* vanish in their sum without any of o or 3 vanishing, i.e. we must assume
that of and 8 anti-commute. We recover the KG equation only if

aiaj—l—ajai = 2(51'3'

- 62 -



g =1

for i,5 = 1,2,3. In principle, these equations define o* and f, and any objects which
obey these relations are good representations of them. However, in practice, we will
represent them by matrices. In this case, 9 is a multi-component spinor on which these
matrices act.

> Exercise 2.7
Prove that any matrices & and £ satisfying eq. (2.25) are traceless with eigenvalues 1.
Hence argue that they must be even dimensional.

In two dimensions a natural set of matrices for the & would be the Pauli matrices

a0, (") a=() %) e

However, there is no other independent 2 x 2 matrix with the right properties for 3, so
we must use a higher dimensional form. The smallest number of dimensions for which
the Dirac matrices can be realized is four. One choice is the Dirac representation:

&:(g g) ﬁ:(é _01) (2.27)

Note that each entry above denotes a two-by-two block and that the 1 denotes the 2 x 2
identity matrix. The spinor ¢ therefore has four components.

There is a theorem due to Pauli that states that all sets of matrices obeying the
relations in eq. (2.25) are equivalent. Since the hermitian conjugates at and Bt clearly
obey the relations, you can, by a change of basis if necessary, assume that & and (3 are
hermitian. All the common choices of basis have this property. Furthermore, we would
like a; and 3 to be hermitian so that the Dirac Hamiltonian (2.42) is hermitian.

If we define

p=J0=yly,  T=ylay, (2.28)
then it is a simple exercise using the Dirac equation to show that this satisfies the

=

continuity equation 8,J* = 0. We will see in section 2.8 that (p, J) transforms, as it
must, as a 4-vector. Note that p is now also positive definite.

2.3 Solutions to the Dirac Equation

We look for plane wave solutions of the form

§= (;E?)) i (2.29)

where ¢(p) and x(p) are two-component spinors that depend on momentum p but are
independent of Z. Using the Dirac representation of the matrices, and inserting the trial
solution into the Dirac equation gives the pair of simultaneous equations

5(3)=(" To) (%) (2:30)

There are two simple cases for which eq. (2.30) can readily be solved, namely
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1. =0, m # 0, which might represent an electron in its rest frame.

2.m = 0, p # 0, which describes a massless particle or a particle in the ultra-
relativistic limit (£ > m).

For case (1), an electron in its rest frame, the equations (2.30) decouple and become
simply,

Ex=myx, FE¢=—-mo. (2.31)
So, in this case, we see that x corresponds to solutions with E = m, while ¢ corresponds
to solutions with ¥ = —m. In light of our earlier discussions, we no longer need to recoil

in horror at the appearance of these negative energy states.
The negative energy solutions persist for an electron with 7' # 0 for which the solutions
to equation (2.30) are

_G-p _ 0P
b=—"x X m

9. (2.32)

> Exercise 2.8
Show that (- p)? = p2.

Using (¢ - p)® = p* we see that E = £|/p? + m2|. We write the positive energy
solutions with £ = +|/p? + m?| as

$(z) = < 7y ) g-is=r, (2.33)

E+mX

while the general negative energy solutions with £ = —|/p? + m?2| are

g
gp

¥(z) = <E—$ ) gi(Bt-PT), (2.34)

for arbitrary constant ¢ and . Clearly when §'= 0 these solutions reduce to the positive
and negative energy solutions discussed previously.

It is interesting to see how Dirac coped with the negative energy states. Dirac inter-
preted the negative energy solutions by postulating the existence of a “sea” of negative
energy states. The vacuum or ground state has all the negative energy states full. An
additional electron must now occupy a positive energy state since the Pauli exclusion
principle forbids it from falling into one of the filled negative energy states. On promot-
ing one of these negative energy states to a positive energy one, by supplying energy, an
electron-hole pair is created, i.e. a positive energy electron and a hole in the negative
energy sea. The hole is seen in nature as a positive energy positron. This was a radical
new idea, and brought pair creation and antiparticles into physics. The problem with
Dirac’s hole theory is that it does not work for bosons. Such particles have no exclusion
principle to stop them falling into the negative energy states, releasing their energy.

It is convenient to rewrite the solutions, egs. (2.33) and (2.34), introducing the spinors
u?(p) and v (p). The label o € {1,2,3,4} is a spinor index that often will be sup-
pressed, while s € {1,2} denotes the spin state of the fermion, as we shall see later. We
take the positive energy solution eq. (2.33) and define

vVE+m ( 5,’,§3X > e~ = 4 (p)e~Pe, (2.35)

E4mAS
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For the negative energy solution of eq. (2.34), change the sign of the energy, £ — —F,
and the three-momentum, 5 — —p, to obtain,

i : .
VE+m ( E_,_me> eP® = o) (p)etr, (2.36)
In these two solutions F is now (and for the rest of the course) always positive and given
by E = (p? +m?)'/2, The x, for s = 1,2 are

a= (1), = (Y). )

For the simple case p'= 0 we may interpret x; as the spin-up state and y, as the
spin-down state. Thus for 7 = 0 the 4-component wave function has a very simple
interpretation: the first two components describe electrons with spin-up and spin-down,
while the second two components describe positrons with spin-up and spin-down. Thus
we understand on physical grounds why the wave function had to have four components.
The general case p'# 0 is slightly more involved and is considered in the next section.

The wu-spinor solutions will correspond to particles and the v-spinor solutions to
antiparticles. The role of the two x’s will become clear in the following section, where it
will be shown that the two choices of s are spin labels. Note that each spinor solution
depends on the three-momentum p, so it is implicit that p° = E.

2.4 Orthogonality and Completeness

Our solutions to the Dirac equation take the form
¢ = Nule P o = NyWe®®  with r,s=1,2, (2.38)

where N is a normalization factor. We have already included a factor v/ E+4+m in our
spinors (see egs. (2.35) and (2.36)), which results in

uP(p)ul (p) = v (pp ) (p) = 2E6™. (2.39)

This convention allows ulu to transform as the time component of a 4-vector under
Lorentz transformations, which is essential to its interpretation as a probability density
(see eq. (2.28) and section 2.8). Also note that the spinors are orthogonal.

> Exercise 2.9
Check the normalization condition for the spinors in eq. (2.39).

We must further normalize the spatial part of the wave functions. In fact a plane
wave is not normalizable in an infinite space so in the computatuions that follow where
we use them we will work in a large box of volume V' - such a construction is not Lorentz
invariant. The number of particles in the box will be

/ Yy diz = 2B N2V, (2.40)

so setting N = 1/v/V allows us to adopt the standard relativistic normalization con-
vention of 2F particles per box of volume V. Most people and the books use this
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convention. I frequently find it more intuitive, given we've broken Lorentz invariance, to
set N = 1/v/2EV so there’s one particle in the box. I'll try to be clear below when I do
this.

Remember that the solutions to the wave equation form a complete set of states
meaning that we can expand (like a Fourier expansion) an arbitrary function x(z) in
terms of them

x(x) =Y antha(z) (2.41)

The a, are the equivalent of Fourier coefficients and if x is a wave function in some
quantum mixed state then |a,|? is the probability of being in the state ¢, (or 2& times
that!).

2.5 Spin

Now it is time to justify the statements we have been making that the Dirac equation
describes spin-1/2 particles. The Dirac Hamiltonian in momentum space is given in
eq. (2.21) as

Hp=a- p+ pm, (2.42)

and the orbital angular momentum operator is

L=Rxp (2.43)

[L,Hp] = [Rxp,a&-f]
= [R,& Pl xP
= i@ x P, (2.44)

we see that the orbital angular momentum is not conserved (otherwise the commutator
would be zero). We would like to find a total angular momentum J that is conserved,
by adding an additional operator S to L,

J=L+8, [J Hp=0. (2.45)

To this end, consider the three matrices,

= <((T) g,) = —jQ a0, (2.46)
where the first equivalence is merely a definition of 5 and the last equality can be verified
by an explicit calculation. The ) /2 have the correct commutation relations to represent
angular momentum, since the Pauli matrices do, and their commutators with & and 3
are,

[i,ﬁ] =0, 25, Oéj] = 2064k (2.47)
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From the relations in (2.47) we find that
S, Hp) = —2id x p. (2.48)

>Exercise 2.10
Using ayopaz = %eijkaiajak verify the commutation relations in egs. (2.47) and (2.48).

Comparing eq. (2.48) with the commutator of L with Hp, in eq. (2.44), you see that
- 1

L+ 55, Hp] =0, (2.49)
and we can identify
S= %f} (2.50)

as the additional quantity that, when added to L in equation (2.45), yields a conserved
total angular momentum J. We interpret S as an angular momentum intrinsic to the

particle. Now
w 1/d-d 0 3/1 0
2—_ .
) _4( 0 5—'-5’) 4(0 1)’ (2.51)

and, recalling that the eigenvalue of J 2 for spin 7 is j(j+1), we conclude that S represents
spin-1/2 and the solutions of the Dirac equation have spin-1/2 as promised. We worked
in the Dirac representation of the matrices for convenience, but the result is necessarily
independent of the representation.

Now consider the u-spinor solutions u(¥)(p) of eq. (2.35). Choose 7 = (0,0,p,) and
write

E+m 0
0 v E+m
w=ulp) = Z—|, w=u®@=| VI @)

0 —/E—m

With these definitions, we get

1 1
Syuq = Ut S,uy = —5u- (2.53)

So, these two spinors represent spin up and spin down along the z-axis respectively. For
the v-spinors, with the same choice for 7, write,

VE—m 0
0 —v/ E—m
v = p® (p) = VE+m | Ur = ”(2)(17) = 0 1 (2.54)
0 v E+m
where now,
1 i
Szvl = 5’()1, SZ’UT = _§UT' (255)

This apparently perverse choice of up and down for the v’s is actually quite sensible
when one realizes that a negative energy electron carrying spin +1/2 backwards in time
looks just like a positive energy positron carrying spin —1/2 forwards in time.
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2.6 Lorentz Covariance

There is a much more compact way of writing the Dirac equation, which requires that
we get to grips with some more notation. Define the y-matrices,

V=8 J=5a (2.56)

In the Dirac representation,

s 7 0) ﬂ_<0 &)

In terms of these, the relations between the @ and 3 in eq. (2.25) can be written compactly
as’

{7} =29". (2.58)
> Exercise 2.11
Prove that {v*,v"} = 2¢"".

Combinations like a,v* occur frequently and are conventionally written as,

¢ = a" = a'y,,

pronounced “a slash.” Note that * is not, despite appearances, a 4-vector. It just
denotes a set of four matrices. However, the notation is deliberately suggestive, for when
combined with Dirac fields you can construct quantities that transform like vectors and
other Lorentz tensors (see the next section).

Observe that using the y-matrices the Dirac equation (2.22) becomes

(i) —m)yp =0, (2.59)
or, in momentum space,
(p —m)p =0. (2.60)
The spinors u and v satisfy
#—m)yu(p) = 0, (2.61)
#+mp(p) = 0, (2.62)

since for v)(p), E — —F and § — —p.

We want the Dirac equation (2.59) to preserve its form under Lorentz transformations
eq. (1.2). We've just naively written the matrices in the Dirac equation as v, however
this does not make them a 4-vector! They are just a set of numbers in four matrices
and there’s no reason they should change when we do a boost. Since 0* does transform,
for the equation to be Lorentz covariant we are led to propose that 1) transforms too.
We know that 4-vectors get their components mixed up by LT’s, so we expect that the
components of ¢ might get mixed up too:

P(z) — ¢'(¢) = S(A)g(z) = S(A)p(A™"a) (2.63)
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where S(A) is a 4 x 4 matrix acting on the spinor index of 1. Note that the argument
A~z is just a fancy way of writing z, i.e. each component of (x) is transformed into
a linear combination of components of ¥(z).

In order to appreciate the above it is useful to consider a vector field, where the
corresponding transformation is

Al (z) — A™(x)

where ¢’ = Az. This makes sense physically if one thinks of space rotations of a vector
field. For example the wind arrows on a weather map are an example of a vector field:
with each point on the map there is associated an arrow. Consider the wind direction
at a particular point on the map, say Abingdon. If the map is rotated, then one would
expect on physical grounds that the wind vector at Abingdon always point in the same
physical direction and have the same length. In order to achieve this, both the vector
itself must rotate, and the point to which it is attached (Abingdon) must be correctly
identified after the rotation. Thus the vector at the point z’ (corresponding to Abingdon
in the rotated frame) is equal to the vector at the point x (corresponding to Abingdon
in the unrotated frame), but rotated so as to keep the physical sense of the vector the
same in the rotated frame (so that the wind always blows towards Oxford, say, in the
two frames). Thus having correctly identified the same point in the two frames all we
need to do is rotate the vector:

Az = A" AY(z). (2.64)

A similar thing also happens in the case of the 4-component spinor field above, except
that we do not (yet) know how the components of the wave function themselves must
transform, i.e. we do not know S.

We now need to figure out what S is. The requirement is that the Dirac equation
has the same form in any inertial frame. Thus, if we make a LT from our original frame
into another (‘primed’) frame and write down the Dirac equation in this frame, it has to
have the same form.

("0 —m)p(z) =0 —  (iv"0, —m)y'(z') =0, (2.65)

where we used the fact that m is a scalar, i.e. m' = m.

The derivative transforms as a covector, eq. (1.7), so using the orthogonality condition
of eq. (1.8), we can write 9, = A?,8, and multiplying the Dirac equation in the original
frame by S it becomes

S(iv*A° 0., — m)y(z) = 0. (2.66)

On the other hand, we can use the definition of S in eq. (2.63) to rewrite the equation
in the primed frame as
("0, —m)Sy(x) = 0. (2.67)

We can see that the second term (containing m) of egs. (2.66) and (2.67) are now
identical. To make the first term identical we need SA%,y* = +?S. Thus, in order for
the Dirac equation to be Lorentz invariant, S(A) has to satisfy

A% y* = 871978 (2.68)
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We still haven’t solved for S explicitly. We need to find an S that satisfies eq. (2.68).
Since S depends on the LT, we first have to find a convenient parameterization of a LT
and then express S(A) in terms of these parameters. For an infinitesimal LT, it can be
shown thaft,

AMU . guu + w“l/ (269)
where w,, is an antisymmetric set of infinitesimal parameters. For example, a boost
along the z-axis corresponds to wps = —wsp = —F (remember that wy; = W = —wy® ete)
with all other entries of w,, zero,

1 0 0 -8
0 1 0 O
o aH K=
-6 0 0 1

This corresponds to eq. (1.3) when one makes an expansion in small 3, i.e. v = 1+
O(f?). Non-zero wo; or wgy correspond to boosts along the z and y axes respectively.
The remaining combinations, non-zero wss, ws; Or wyz, correspond to infinitesimal anti-
clockwise rotations through an angle w;; about the z, y and z axes respectively. It’s a
nice exercise to check this out.

For an infinitesimal LT we are at liberty to write

S(A) =1+ %wwa“", (2.71)

which is nothing but a definition of the set of matrices 6. Our task is to determine
these matrices. To do this, substitute the expression for S, eq. (2.71), into eq. (2.68) (and
remember that S71(A) = 1 — 2w, 0"). After some algebra, we can convince ourselves
that the solution is

i
ot = [ (2.72)

Thus S can be written explicitly in terms of y-matrices for a general LT by building the
finite transformation out of lots of infinitesimal ones.

> Exercise 2.12
Verify that eq. (2.72) is true.

Now that we now how 9 transforms we can find quantities that are Lorentz invariant,
or transform as vectors or tensors under LT’s. To this end, we will find it useful to
introduce the Dirac adjoint. The Dirac adjoint 9 of a spinor 9 is defined by

% = yly° (2.73)
With the help of
ST(A)Y° =+°57H(A) (2.74)
we see that 9 transforms under LT’s as
P — P’ =pSTHA). (2.75)

> Exercise 2.13
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1. Verify that vt = 40y#q0.
2. Prove eq. (2.74)
3. Show that 1) satisfies the equation

Y (=i —m) =0
where the arrow over @ implies the derivative acts to the left.

4. Hence prove that v transforms as in eq. (2.75).

Combining the transformation properties of 4 and 1 in eqs. (2.63) and (2.75) we see
that the bilinear 11 is Lorentz invariant. In section 2.8 we will consider the transforma-
tion properties of general bilinears.

Let’s close this section by recasting the spinor normalization eq. (2.39) in terms of
Dirac inner products. The conditions become

i@ (pul(p) = 2ms

i (P p) = 9 (p)u(p) =0 (2.76)
7D (p) = —2mé™

where, in analogy to eq. (2.73), we defined % = u!4°? and v = vt4°.

>Exercise 2.14
Verify the normalization properties in the above equations (2.76).

2.7 Parity, charge conjugation and time reversal

2.7.1 Parity

We usually use LT’s which are in the connected Lorentz Group, SO(3, 1), meaning they
can be obtained by a continuous deformation of the identity transformation (i.e. by lots
of little transformations)!. This class of LT is often referred to as proper LT. However,
the full Lorentz group consists not only of the proper transformations but also includes
the discrete operations of parity (space inversion), P, and time reversal, T

1 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0 0100

A=l o0 -1 o] M= 0010 (2.77)
0 0 0 -1 000 1

LT’s satisfy ATgA = g, so taking determinants shows that det A = +1. Proper LT’s are
continuously connected to the identity so must have determinant 1, but both P and T'
operations have determinant —1.

Let us now find the action of parity on the Dirac wave function and determine the
wave function 9p in the parity-reversed system. According to the discussion of the
previous section, we need to find a matrix P satisfying

PP =40  Plyip=_qi (2.78)

Tndeed in the last section we considered LT’s very close to the identity in equation (2.69)
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Using some properties of the v-matrices we see that P = P! = 4% is an acceptable
solution (Clearly one could multiply v° by a phase and still have an acceptable definition
for the parity transformation.), from which it follows that the transformation is

»(t,E) — Yp(t,—&) = PY(t, Z) = 1"9(t, ). (2.79)

0 = (é _01>, (2.80)

the u-spinors and v-spinors at rest have opposite eigenvalues, corresponding to particle
and antiparticle having opposite intrinsic parities.

Since

2.7.2 Charge Conjugation

Another discrete invariance of the Dirac equation is charge conjugation, which takes you
from particle to antiparticle and vice versa. For scalar fields the symmetry is just complex
conjugation, but in order for the charge conjugate Dirac field to remain a solution of
the Dirac equation, you have to mix its components as well. The transformation on the
fermion wavefunction is

b — o =Cp7, (2.81)

- T
where ¥ T = 1/)*70) = OTyIT = 40)*. To find the form of C, let’s take the complex
conjugate of the Dirac Kquation,

("6, —m)" 9" = (z (’Y“T)T O — m) (W)T
= AT (—i’y“TOM _ m) 97, (2.82)

where we have additionally used vt = v%y#~°. Premultiply by C and the Dirac equation
becomes

(—icy*TC™9, — m) e = 0. (2.83)

In order for 1 to satisfy the Dirac equation we require C to be a matrix satisfying the
condition

C'y;‘fC'l =—y, (C'=07). (2.84)
In the Dirac representation,a suitable choice for this operator is
0 —ig?
2.0
C=iyy = <—i02 0 ) : (2.85)

The charge-conjugation transformation is then
Y(t, ©) — Po(t, ©) = CYT (¢, %) = iv*y"PT (¢, T). (2.86)

When Dirac wrote down his equation everybody thought parity and charge conju-
gation were exact symmetries of nature, so invariance under these transformations was
essential. Now we know that neither of them, nor the combination CP, is respected by
the standard electroweak model.
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2.7.3 Time reversal

As already noted, time reversal is an improper LT, given by Ar in eq. (2.77). Naively
one would expect to derive a time reversal operation in the same way as for parity.
However, there is a subtlety that the momentum of a particle is a rate of change, so if we
reverse the direction of time, the momentum must change direction. When we reverse
the momentum p'in a plane wave we find

e~ UBt—pZ) ___, o—i(Bt—(-p)3) _ E(-)-FF) _ (e"'(E(‘t)‘M))*. (2.87)
In this example, taking the complex conjugate is the equivalent of reversing the time

coordinate and reversing the momentum. So once again, we must take the complex
conjugate of the field, transforming it according to

Y(t,Z) — Yr(—t,T) = Ty*(t, T). (2.88)

To find the form of T, let’s take the complex conjugate of the Dirac equation, premultiply
by T' and interchange ¢t — —t,

9 = ) N
(moa +1iy-V — m) Y(t, &) — St (—iyo*m — ¥V — m) T™ITy*(—t, T)

. (z [TyO*T-l] % +1i [—Tv*T—l] V- m) Yr(t, Z).

(2.89)
For 17 to satisfy the Dirac equation we need
i [T'yO*T‘l] =10, [—T&'*T‘l] = 7. (2.90)
A suitable choice is
0 1 0 O
R | R R
0 -1 0
and the time reversal transformation on a fermion field is
P(t, &) — pr(—t,2) = TP*(t,2) = iv'v*¢" (¢, 7) (2.92)

274 CPT

We are now in the position to ask what is the effect of performing charge conjugation,
parity and time-reversal all together on a Dirac field. The combined transformation is
known as CPT. Using egs. (2.79), (2.86) and (2.92), the CPT transformation is,

Y(t,3) = dopr(—t,—8) = iyy"V°T [Yiv' vy (¢, 7)]
= i7"’ (=) Y (¢, )
=7’y Y (t, 7)
= —i7°P(t, 7) (2.93)
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Thus, apart from the factor of 4°, a particle moving forward in time is equivalent to an
anti-particle moving backwards in time and in the opposite direction. In fact, the extra
7% makes no difference to observable quantities (see the next section) so this justifies the
Feynman-Stiickelberg interpretation of negative energy states we used earlier.

2.8 Bilinear Covariants

Now, as promised, we will construct and classify the bilinears. These are useful for defin-
ing quantities with particular properties under Lorentz transformations, and appearing
in Lagrangians for fermion field theories.

To begin, note that by forming products of the y-matrices it is possible to construct 16
linearly independent 4 x 4 matrices. Any constant 4 x 4 matrix can then be decomposed
into a sum over these basis matrices. In equation (2.72) we have defined

o = L]
and now it is convenient to define
7= =iy = ((1) é) , (2.94)
where the last equality is valid in the Dirac representation. This new matrix satisfies
=9 {Frf=0 (PP =1 (2.95)

> Exercise 2.15
Prove the three results in eq. (2.95) independently of the «-matrix representation.

Now, the set of 16 matrices
(L7 o™
form a basis for y-matrix products. There are 16 matrices since there is 1 unit matrix,
1 v® matrix, 4 v* matrices and 4 y*® matrices, and 6 ¢** matrices (see equation (2.72)
for the definition of o#*). )
Using the transformations of 1 and 1) from eqs. (2.63) and (2.75), together with the

transformation of v* in eq. (2.74), the 16 fermion bilinears and their transformation
properties can be written as follows:

P — P S scalar
PySp —  det(A) Yy P pseudoscalar
Pyhp — ALY V vector
Py —  det(A) ARy v A axial vector
Yot —  AFANY G1ho? T tensor (2.96)

In particular we note that
Py = IOy = (YT, play) (2.97)

which is our previous definition eq. (2.28) of the current 4-vector J#, i.e. we now see
that it is really a 4—vector.
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> Exercise 2.16
Derive the transformation properties of the bilinears in equation (2.96) under C, P, T
and CPT transformations.

2.9 Massless (Ultra-relativistic) Fermions

At very high energies we may neglect the masses of particles (E? ~ |p]2). Therefore, let
us look at solutions of the Dirac equation with m = 0, on the basis that this will be an
extremely good approximation for many situations.

From equation (2.30) we have in this case

E¢=3-Fx, Ex=¢ i (2.98)

These equations can easily be decoupled by taking linear combinations and defining the
two component spinors ¥, and Ug,

P

: (2.99)

\IJR/L B
which leads to
EVp =7 -p¥pg, EVY,=-5.pVp. (2.100)

The system is in fact described by two entirely separated two component spinors. If we
take them to be moving in the z direction, and noting that o3 = diag(1, —1), we see that
there is one positive and one negative energy solution in each.

Further since E = |p] for massless particles, these equations may be written

- =

o i

Now, 1 3 I“l is known as the helicity operator (i.e. it is the spin operator projected in the
direction of motion of the momentum of the particle). We see that the ¥ corresponds to
solutions with negative helicity, while ¥ corresponds to solutions with positive helicity.
In other words Wy describes a left-handed particle while ¥ describes a right-handed
particle, and each type is described by a two-component spinor.
The two-component spinors transform very simply under LT’s,

—uy, TPy, g, (2.101)

]

—,

(O=id)y, (2.102)

[SIEY
QA

\IfL — €
T — e oy, (2.103)

where § = 70 corresponds to space rotations through an angle 8 about the unit 7
axis, and gb = ¥¢ corresponds to Lorentz boosts along the unit vector ¥ with a speed
v = tanh ¢. Note that these transformations are consistent with the fact that it is not
possible to boost past a massless particle (i.e. its helicity cannot be reversed).

However, under parity transformations &§ — & (like R x p), § — —p, therefore
g.p— —0d-p,ie. the spinors transform into each other:
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So a theory in which ¥y, has different interactions to Wx (such as the standard model in
which the weak force only acts on left handed particles) manifestly violates parity.

Although massless particles can be described very simply using two component
spinors as above, they may also be incorporated into the four-component formalism
by using the v° we defined earlier. Let’s define projection operators

Prj1 = % (1++%). (2.105)

In the Dirac representation, these are,

1 1 +1
Ppji, = 2 ( 11 1 ) : (2.106)

where 1 denotes the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Acting these projection operators on a general
Dirac field of the form eq. (2.29) projects onto right- or left-handed eigenstates. To see
this, first note that

m(3)4(d D) () o

The helicity operator in four-component Dirac space is given by S - §/|p], with S = %i,
where ¥ is defined in equation (2.46). Acting this operator on the projected state gives

1{ % 0 U 1({ @
e R/IL Y\ _ 4= R/L 2.108
2( 0%’)(%@) 2(‘I’R/L>’ S

indicating that the projected states are indeed right- or left-handed eigenstates with
helicity +3.

This can be made more explicit by using a different representation for the y-matrices.
In the chiral representation (sometimes called the Weyl representation) we define the -

matrices to be G 7 0 =
0 et ~ o 0-

so that, with ® = i7%y1v%y3 as before, the projection operators eq. (2.105) become

PR:<8(1]>, PL:([1)8>. (2.110)

Now, the left-handed Weyl spinor sits in the upper two components of the Dirac spinor,
while the right-handed Weyl spinor sits in the lower two components of the Dirac spinor.
The projection operators pick out only the upper or lower component, e.g.

PR(‘\I;Z):((S?)(:IIJJ;):(\I?R) (2.111)

so the projected states are once again helicity eigenstates.
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3 Quantum Electrodynamics

3.1 Classical Electromagnetism

So far, we have only considered relativistic wave equations for free particles. Now we want
to include electromagnetic interactions, so let’s start by reviewing Maxwell’s Equations
in differential form:

V.E =p, V.B =0,
8B oF (31
VxFE= E, VXB:J-l—E

Note here that I'm using Heaviside Lorentz units - I've used my freedom to choose the
unit of charge to set ¢ = 1. Then, since in natural units ¢ = 1, ug = 1 too. When
one plays these games the value of the electron charge changes but the dimensionless
quantity o = e?/4meghc remains unchanged - o = 1/137.
We can rewrite the Maxwell equations in terms of a scalar potential ¢, and a vector
potential A Writing
0A

B=-2_g,
ot (3.2)
B=V x4,
we automatically have solutions of two of the Maxwell equations,
VEBE=V.(VxA)=0 (3.3)
and .
> = - 04 =
E = - —
V x V % ( 5 V(j))
S A )
_ oV )—Vx(v¢) (3.4)
ot
_ 9B
= T

This simplifies things greatly since now there are only two Maxwell equations to solve.
Let’s write them out in terms of the potentials,

S o V.A

V.E=-V%¢— % =p, (3.5)

—

and (since V x V x A = —V24 + V.(V.4)),

V(V.A) - V2A=J+ 9 (—% - W) . (3.6)
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or rearranging,
2 B4 4 o o B
VI A+ =J-V(VA+). 3.7
T o (V-A+5 (8.7)
Unfortunately these two equations we are left with are quite complicated. To simplify
them up we note that we can redefine our potentials,

A — A+ ﬁw,
o

without changing E and B. This redefinition of the potentials is known as a gauge
transformation.

>Exercise 3.17
Check that £ and B are invariant under the gauge transformation in eq. (3.8).

We can choose a gauge transformation such that
VA=-—=". (3.9)

In this gauge (the Lorentz gauge) Maxwell’s equations simplify to

82
—V2¢+8—£ =3 @ (3.10)
L 824 -
A+ 98 = (3.11)

As well as being prettier, these equations also have a very suggestive form. They suggest
we should define the 4-vectors,

J* = (p,J), A = (¢, A), (3.12)
so the Maxwell equations may be written in a manifestly covariant form,
OEAF = JH, (3.13)

The i = 0 equation is the ¢ eq. (3.10) and the u = 1,2, 3 equations give the components
of the eq. (3.11) for A. The gauge condition, eq. (3.9), becomes

A, =0. (3.14)

Eq. (3.13) is the classical wave equation for the electromagnetic field. In free space
we have eq. (3.13) with no source, i.e.

O*A* =0, (3.15)

which has plane wave solutions, _
AF = etle'?® (3.16)
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where €/ is the polarization tensor and ¢? = 0.
The Lorentz condition, eq. (3.14), enforces

¢'e, =0, (3.17)

which removes one degree of freedom. Even after enforcing this condition, there is still
room to make more gauge transformations,

AP — AF 4 0Py where 0%y =0. (3.18)

This can be used to remove one extra degree of freedom from €*. There are therefore
two physical degrees of freedom, the normal polarizations of a photon.

3.2 The Dirac Equation in an Electromagnetic Field

We will now treat A* as a quantum mechanical wave function for photons. In the limit
of a large number of photons the wave function is interpreted as a number density and
produces the classical wave theory. But so far we have no interactions; to allow electrons
to interact with electromagnetism we have to include the photon field into our Dirac
equation.

The ’obvious’ thing to do is to just be led by Lorentz invariance. The field A* is a
vector field so we need to ’soak up’ its free index with a y-matrix. We therefore include
it into the Dirac equation as

o, — ey, A —m)y =0, (3.19
n p

where the factor of e is a free constant which quantifies how strongly the electron couples
to the photon (the charge of the electron is —e).
It is convenient to incorporate this extra term into a new definition of a covariant
derivative?,
D# = 0" 4 ieA*. (3.20)
Our interacting Dirac equation was therefore obtained from the free Dirac equation by
the minimal substitution 0 — D#, and the Dirac equation becomes

(tp —m)y = 0. (3.21)
There is a much nicer and theoretically much more appealing way to get the interac-

tion term. That is if we require the QED Lagrangian to be invariant under a local gauge
symmetry consisting of the transformations

P — ey, AP — AP — A (). (3.22)
then we are forced to the wave equation in eq. (3.21). For more details, I refer you to
the Standard Model course.

We must also allow the electrons to enter into the photon wave equation but here the
classical theory already tells us how a current density enters. We expect

O*AH = J* (3.23)
where J* is just given by the charge times the Dirac equation number density (—61[)")/“1/)).

2Conventions for the covariant derivative vary. Halzen and Martin, and Mandl and Shew both use
D# = 9* —ie A* whereas Peskin and Schroeder both use eq. (3.20). Both conventions define the electron
charge to be —e but differ by a sign in the definition of the photon field, A*.
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3.3 g — 2 of the Electron

We now have a wave equation which describes how an electron behaves in an electro-
magnetic field, i.e. eq. (3.19). We will immediately put this to use by investigating the
interaction between the spin of a non-relativistic electron and a magnetic field.

Writing the electron field in the form of eq. (2.29), we see that eq. (3.19) gives

(3;):(3.(—;3_@,4') 3.(—2'_2—6E)><;§> (3.24)

Substituting the equation from the second row into the that from the first leads to,

(E —m+ 79— cA) ) x = 0. (3.25)

E+m

We can simplify this somewhat by using to relation

0'in = Jij =+ ieijko'k, (326)
- (-iV—ed)] =|-iV-ed—e(VxA+Ax V)5, (3.27)
and note L L L. .
Vx A+ Ax V= (VxA)yp=Ey. (3.28)
Putting all this together we find,
) P —eAl? —eB - &
— = 0. 2
(b m+ Etm x=0 (3.29)

In the non-relativistic limit we can write E = m and observe that the lower 2-component
spinor is

-

7-(F—el)
N— ; 3.30
¢ o X KX (3.30)
This allows us to write, for the 4-component spinor 9,
1 - eB-%
7 — eAl2 — =0. 31
15— ey — %0 =0 (331)

Notice that we have a coupling between the magnetic field B and the spin of the
electron S = %E. This is known as a magnetic moment interaction and takes the form

—i-B. (3.32)

Our Dirac equation in an electromagnetic field has predicted

[ —
1 _ S5 3.33
A= (3.33)

-80-



In classical physics the magnetic moment of an orbiting charge is written

e -
_'or = - L. .34
Horb T (3.34)

This is the magnetic moment associated with orbital angular momentum. By analogy
we define the magnetic moment due to intrinsic angular momentum (i.e. spin) as

e = g e =
—g—S=—2__% 3.3b
g2mS 22m ( )

Hspin =
where g is the gyromagnetic ratio of the particle. The Dirac equation predicts
g=2. (3.36)
Experimentally one finds for the electron that
g = 2.0023193043738 & 0.0000000000082, (3.37)

so the Dirac equations prediction is pretty close. It is not exactly correct, as we can see
from the incredible precision with which this quantity has been measured. The discrep-
ancy is due to us not yet including quantum corrections to our prediction. The interaction
of an electron with a photon (and thus the gyromagnetic ratio) will be changed by pro-
cesses of the form seen in fig. 3, and processes involving yet more particle loops. When

Figure 3: Quantum corrections to the electron-photon interaction.

one performs a more careful analysis, including these quantum effects, one predicts the
deviation from 2 to be

—9 2 3 4
972 142 0328 (3> +1.181 (9> — 1.510 (g) 4.4+ 4.393 % 10712, (3.38)
2 2 T T T

and comparing this prediction with experiment:

Theory : % = 1159652140(28) x 10712,

: (3.39)
Experiment : 22—= 1159652186.9(4.1) x 1012,

The figure in brackets denotes the error on the last significant figure. We can see that

the experimental measurement matches the theoretical prediction to 8 significant figures,
making this prediction of QED the most precisely tested prediction in physics.
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3.4 Interactions in Perturbation Theory

The principle technique for computations of particle scatterings is perturbation theory -
in other words we assume that the coupling e < 1 and expand about e = 0. We will be
interested in processes such as

Outside the shaded interaction region we assume the particles are free. We will use the
plane wave particle solutions derived in section 2.3 which, as noted in section 2.4, can
only be normalized in a box of volume V. The shaded region is a sketch of this box - if
we take a very large box then we expect it’s presence to vanish from the answer for the
scattering which is dominated when the particles are close and at the centre of the box.
This will indeed be the case for our final cross-section results but we will need to keep
track of factors of V for a while to see that result. I find it intuitive to have just one
of each of the incoming and outgoing states in the box and to calculate the probability
of that scatter occuring - I therefore pick the normalization N = 1/v/2FEV from section
2.4. None of this analysis is Lorentz invariant but as the volume will factor out of our
final results we will finally recover the Lorentz invariant forms for cross-sections.
To begin let’s write the Dirac equation in a way that displays the smallness of the

interaction

o 0

iy E—l—z’yaﬂ,b—mw—l-v V=0 (3.40)

so for the electromagnetic interaction
§V = —ey'y*A, (3.41)

Note that (4°)? = 1 so the 4* have been included simply for notational convenience. We
will assume that the scattering particles begin in a pure p'state but the interaction then
scatters them to another p state with some (small) probability. In general we can write

’¢ = Zﬂn(bn(x)eiEnt (342)

The ¢,(x) are the free Dirac equation solutions with n labelling the spinor state and the p
state. The k,, are the probability amplitudes for the given state n. Before the interaction
all the &, will be zero except one but during the interaction (—7'/2 <t < T'/2) we allow
Kn to change - k,(t). If we now substitute the solution into the perturbed Dirac equation

above then, at leading order, we obtain zero since we have expanded in solutions of the
unperturbed equation. At next order we find

. den) i
o (%) Pne P =" 90 OV Kppn(w)e (3.43)

n n
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Now we will make use of the orthogonality of the ¢, to extract the final state x,. We
multiply through by [ d3z (]5}70

dnf —zZnn/d3x qb 6V, e {En—Es)t (3.44)

For a discussion of normalization of the spinors see section 2.4. Remembering that at
t=—-T/2 k; =1 and ki, = 0 at leading order we have

% = — / PhoVe; d'e (3.45)

and integrating with respect to ¢t we find the important result

Ky (T)2) = —i / PloVap; diz (3.46)

Now lets use our explicit form for §V in QED and concentrate on the scattering of a
particle a — ¢ by a photon A*

a C
Rea = _ifqvﬁc(_efYHA‘u)"ﬁa d4ﬂ?
(3.47)
= i JeAr di
where ~ )
J;a = —e ",DC’Y;/‘/)G = —€ NaNc 'ELC,YIJua el(pc_pﬂ)I (348)

The Ns here are the normalizations of the spatial wave functions 1 again from section
2.5.

We're really interested in two particles scattering off each other so we’d better com-
pute the A* field produced when another particle scatters from state b — d

b d
OA* = Jh = —e NyNy Tgy,up € P P2 (3.49)
the solution is )
At = —q—zJéfb, q=pq—DPs (3.50)
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So finally substituting this back into our expression for k., we find
1 .

Kp; = —1 NoNyN.Ng @°(—ey,)u® (—&5) a(—ey*)ub /e’(p"“’d_p“_p“)“d‘lx (3.51)
Note that the integral is just a delta function that ensures 4-momentum conservation in
the interaction. In order to make this result more memorable Feynman developed his
famous rules that associate different parts of the expression with elements of a diagram

of the scattering.

U,

f=
[3)

Uy

where momentum is conserved at the vertices. Multipling these rules out gives us —iM g;
where

Kfi = —1 Ny Ny N. N, (27T)454(pf _pz) Mfi (352)

>Exercise 3.18
Derive the Feynman rules for the scattering of two particles described by the Klein
Gordon equation to leading order in e. You may Assume the form of the result in (3.46).

3.5 Internal Fermions and External Photons

‘We concentrated above on a scattering with external fermions interacting by the exchange
of a photon. We can also imagine processes where there are external photon fields or
internal virtual fermions. What are the Feynman rules for these cases? Given time
constraints, rather than derive them, I’ll present some simple arguments to motivate the
rules. If we have an external photon interacting with a fermion in some way, then the
vertex rule is still —iey#. Since the amplitude we wish to calculate is Lorentz invariant we
can not allow a stray p index to survive but must soak it up with a 4-vector. The obvious
4-vector associated with external photon is its polarization vector ¢# and indeed this is
the appropriate factor for an external photon. Compare this to the way an external
fermion closes the gamma matrix space indicies, to give a number, with the external
spinor.
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We have seen that an internal photon (satisfying OA* = 0) generates a Feynman rule
(or propagator)

—igu

OA* =0 — pz" (3.53)

Since a photon is just a collection of four scalar fields we can deduce that a massless,
scalar field (which satisfies the KG equation O¢ = 0) will have a Feynman rule

O¢ =0 — o (3.54)
It turns out that the sign is that of a space-like photon degree of freedom. To find the
propagator of a massive scalar field we can treat the mass as a perturbing interaction of
the free particle. Writing the KG equation as

O¢ = -6V = —m?¢ (3.55)
will generate a Feynman rule for the scalar self interaction

e

Now we can consider the set of perturbation theory diagrams that contribute to the full
scalar propagator

S+ ey 4 Smbim
1 1 ., . 1 1
= 7 + —(=im)— + p——g(_zm)ﬁ —Zm)ﬁ + o (3.56)
Pleasingly we can resum this series
i m?  mt i 1 i
ﬁ<1+p—2+p—4+... = ]? _—73_22 = 1)2——?712 (3.57)

and this is indeed the full propagator in the massive case. By this point we can see that
the propagator is basically just —¢ times the inverse of the free field equation operator
in momentum space. A sensible guess for the fermionic field is

i _ i g4+m _ i(+m)
p—m p—mp+m p? —m?

(1@ —m)p =0 — (3.58)

This is in fact the correct answer. You will receive more insight into these results from
the Field Theory course.
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For every ... draw ... write ...

. W —igh
Internal photon line ANANANANAN ——
p? + 40+

@ B8 ] o
Internal fermion line —_ —Mﬂ—

D —» p? —m? 40+

a B
Vertex —'ie’YZﬁ

n

Outgoing electron Ua(s,Dp)
Incoming electron Ua (S, D)
Outgoing positron Va(S, D)
Incoming positron o (S, D)
Outgoing photon (A, p)
Incoming photon e*(\, p)

o Attach a directed momentum to every internal line
e Conserve momentum at every vertex, i.e. include §® (3 p;)
e Integrate over all internal momenta

Table 1: Feynman rules for QED. u, v are Lorentz indices, a, 3 are spinor indices and
s and X fix the polarization of the electron and photon respectively.

3.6 Summary of Feynman Rules of QED

The Feynman rules for computing the amplitude My; for an arbitrary process in QED
are summarized in Table 1.

The spinor indices in the Feynman rules are such that matrix multiplication is per-
formed in the opposite order to that defining the flow of fermion number. The arrow on
the fermion line itself denotes the fermion number flow, not the direction of the momen-
tum associated with the line: 1 will try always to indicate the momentum flow separately
as in Table 1. This will become clear in the examples which follow. We have already
met the Dirac spinors u and v. I will say more about the photon polarization vector €
when we need to use it.

To summarize, the procedure for calculating the amplitude for any process in QED
is the following:

1. Draw all possible distinct diagrams
2. Associate a directed 4-momentum with all lines
3. Apply the Feynman rules for the propagators, vertices and external legs

4. Ensure 4-momentum conservation at each vertex by adding (2m)*6*(k; — ky),where
k; and k; are the total incoming and outgoing 4-momenta of the vertex respectively
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5. Perform the integration over all internal momenta with the measure [ d*k/(2m)*

It is also part of the Feynman rules for QED that when diagrams differ by an interchange
of two fermion lines, a relative minus sign must be included. This is a reflection of Pauli’s
exclusion principle or equivalently of the anticommutation of the fermion operators dis-
cussed in the appendix. Note, however, that you don’t need to get the absolute sign of
an amplitude right, just its sign relative to the other amplitudes, since it is the modulus
of the amplitude squared that we need ultimately. This sounds rather complicated. In
particular there seem to be an awful ot of integrations to be done. However, at tree-level,
i.e. if there are no loop diagrams, the delta functions attached to the vertices together
with the integration over the internal momenta simply result in an overall 4-momentum
conservation, i.e. in a factor (2r)*6*(P; — Py), where P; and P; are the total incoming
and outgoing 4-momenta of the process. Thus at tree-level, no ‘real’ integration has to
be done. At one loop, however, there is one non trivial integration to be done. Gen-
erally, the calculation of an n-loop diagram involves n non trivial integrations. Even
worse, these integrals very often are divergent. Still, we can get perfectly reasonable
theoretical predictions at any order in QED. The procedure to get these results is called
renormalization and will be the topic of section 6. At this point, some remarks con-
cerning step 1, i.e. drawing all possible distinct Feynman diagrams, might be useful.
In order to establish whether two diagrams are distinct, we have to try to convert one
into the other. If this is possible without cutting lines and without gluing lines — that
is solely by twisting and stretching the lines and rotating the whole figure — then the
two diagrams are identical. It should be noted that the external lines are labeled in this
process. Therefore, the two diagrams shown in figure 6 are different. Finally, let me
mention that the diagrams shown in figure 1 are not Feynman diagrams. When drawing
Feynman diagrams we are only interested in what particles are incoming and which ones
are outgoing and there is no time direction involved.
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4 Cross Sections and Decay Rates

Before explicitly calculating some transition amlitudes lets see how to connect those
amplitudes to physical observables such as cross sections and particle widths.

4.1 Transition Rate

Consider an arbitrary scattering process with an initial state ¢ with total 4-momentum P;
and a final state f with total 4-momentum Pj. Let’s assume we computed the scattering
amplitude for this process in QED, i.e. we know the matrix element

N
—1 H NfHNi Mf,;(27r)4(54(Pf — Pz) (41)
f=1 in
Our task in this section is to convert this into a scattering cross section (relevant if there

is more than 1 particle in the initial state) or a decay rate (relevant if there is just 1
particle in the initial state), see figure 4.

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Scattering (a) and decay (b) processes.

The probability for the transition to occur is the square of the matrix element, i.e.

N
Probability = | —i [] Ny [ N Myi(2m)*6* (P — P)|%. (4.2)
f=1 in

Attempting to take the squared modulus of the amplitude produces a meaningless square
of a delta function. This is a technical problem because our amplitude is expressed
between plane wave states. These states are states of definite momentum and so extend
throughout all of space-time. In a real experiment the incoming and outgoing states are
localized (e.g. they might leave tracks in a detector). To deal with this properly we would
have to construct normalized wave packet states which do become well separated in the
far past and the far future. A sloppier derivation is to maintain that our interaction is
occuring in a box of volume V = L?® and over a time of order T. The final answers will
come out independent of V' and T, reproducing the ones we would get if we worked with
localized wave packets. Using

(2r)164(P; — B) = / GiPr=P)e gy (4.3)
we get in our space-time box the result

|(27)464(Ps — B)|* ~ (27)*6*(P; — P) / eFr—P)e gy ~ VT (27)*04(Pr — P). (4.4)
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We must also use the explicit expressions for the wave function normalizations from
section 2.4. Above we used the normalization N = 1/+v/2EV. So putting everything
together, we find for the transition rate W, i.e. the probability per unit time
N
1

W= %lei|2VT(27r)454(Pf - Pi)fIzl1 [2Efv} ];[ [QEliV] : (4.5)

As expected, the dependence on T' cancelled. Usually we are interested in much more
detailed information than just the total transition rate. We want to know the differential
transition rate dW, i.e. the transition rate into a particular element of the final state
phase space. To get dW we have to multiply by the number of available states in the
(small) part of phase space under consideration. For a single particle final state, the
number of available states dn in some momentum range k to k + dk is, in the box
normalization,

dn = Vd®k (4.6)

This result is proved by recalling that the allowed momenta in the box have components
that can only take on discrete values such as k, = 2mn,/L where n, is an integer. Thus
dn = dngzdn,dn, and the result follows. For a two particle final state we have

dn = dn,dne

where -
d = Vdskl, dng Vd k'g,

where dn is the number of final states in some momentum range k;l to kl +dk1 for particle
1 and &, to k}g + dky for particle 2. There is an obvious generalization to an N particle
final state,
N 37
Vdiky
dn = : (4.7)
fl;Il (2m)3

The transition rate for transitions into a particular element of final state phase space is
thus given by, using equations (4.7) and (4.5),

dW = |Myl*(2m)'6" (P - P, )VH [ZElfV]

MV ] [ T V] x LIPS(NV) | (4.8)

where in the second step we defined the Lorentz invariant phase space with N particles

in the final state .
164(P; — P, T %k 4.9
LIP 2 — —_— :
) = (26" = )11 ot (49)
Observe that everything in the transition rate is Lorentz invariant save for the initial
energy factor and the factors of V.

> Exercise 4.19
Show that d*k/2F is a Lorentz-invariant element of phase space. (Hint: Think how you

would write the phase space in a 4-dimensional, integral but with the particle on-shell,
ie. B = (k2 +m?)?).
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4.2 Decay Rates

We turn now to the special case where we have only one particle with mass m in the
initial state i, i.e. we consider the decay of this particle into some final state f. In this
case, the transition rate is called the partial decay rate and denoted by I';;. First of all,
we observe that the dependence on V' cancels, as advertised above. In the rest frame of
the particle the partial decay rate is given by

1
Dip = o [ 1Ml x LIPS (4.10)

The important special case of two particles in the final state deserves further considera-
tion. Consider the partial decay rate for a particle ¢ of mass m into two particles f; and
f2. The Lorentz-invariant phase space is

d*py d*py
27!')3 2E1 (27[')3 2E2 )

LIPS(N) = (2m)*6*(p; — p1 — p2) ( (4.11)

In the rest frame the four-vectors of each particle are

pi = (m7 O)a n= (El’ﬁ)a b2 = (EZ) —ﬁ)- (412)

Therefore we can eliminate one three-momentum in the phase space

1 APy
IPS(N) = —— - FE - F . 4.13
LIPS(N) (27T)25(m Ey 2)4E1E2 (4.13)
Hence the partial decay rate becomes
1 : |2l lds
= —— i — B — By)———— 4.14
i 8??1(‘21r)3/|Mf| o(m ! 2) E\E, (4.14)

where dQ2* is the solid angle element for the angle of one of the outgoing particles with
respect to some fixed direction, and py is the momentum of one of the final state particles.
But from the on-shell condition E; = (7% + m?)'/2, we have dE; = |pf|/F1d|py| and
similarly for particle 2 and so

E+ B
d(E, + Ey) = |9ld|D| ————
(Er + Ez) = |Py|d|py| N
therefore .
|55 > dly| L 2] d(Ey + E). (4.15)
E1E2 E1+E2

Using this in eq. (4.14) and integrating over (E; + F,) we obtain the final result
1 2= *
Lo = W/Wlﬁl |Ps|d2". (4.16)

The total decay rate of particle 4 is obtained by summation of the partial decay rates
into all possible final states

Lo = Tif (4.17)
f
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The total decay rate is related to the mean life time 7 via (T'yo;) ™! = 7. For completeness
I also give the definition of the branching ratio for the decay into a specific final state f

Bf = Fif

I‘1;01;

(4.18)

In an arbitrary frame we find, W = (m/E)[o, which has the expected Lorentz dilation
factor. In the master formula (equation (4.8)) this is what the product of 1/2F; factors
for the initial particles does.

4.3 Cross Sections

The total cross section for a static target and a beam of incoming particles is defined as
the total transition rate for a single target particle and a unit beam flux. The differential
cross section is similarly related to the differential transition rate. We have calculated
the differential transition rate with a choice of normalization corresponding to a single
‘target’ particle in the box, and a ‘beam’ corresponding also to one particle in the box.
A beam consisting of one particle per volume V with a velocity v has a flux N, given by

NO = v
particles per unit area per unit time. Thus the differential cross section is related to the
differential transition rate in equation (4.8) by
_dw |4

do = No =dW x 5 (4.19)
Now let us generalize to the case where in the frame in which you make the measurements,
the ‘beam’ has a velocity v; but the ‘target’ particles are also moving with a velocity v.
In a colliding beam experiment, for example, v; and vy will point in opposite directions
in the laboratory. In this case the definition of the cross section is retained as above,
but now the beam flux of particles Ny is effectively increased by the fact that the target
particles are moving towards it. The effective flux in the laboratory in this case is given
by

_ |0 =9

Vv

which is just the total number of particles per unit area which run past each other per unit
time. I denote the velocities with arrows to remind you that they are vector velocities,
which must be added using the vector law of velocity addition, not the relativistic law.
In the general case, then, the differential cross section is given by

aw 1 1
AR N

No

do =

| M|? x LIPS (4.20)

where we have used equation (4.8) for the transition rate, and the box volume V has
again canceled. The amplitude-squared and phase space factors are manifestly Lorentz
invariant. What about the initial velocity and energy factors? Observe that

E\Eq(th — v2) = Eyph — Erpa.
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In a frame where p; and p; are collinear,
| Espy — Elﬁzl2 = (p1 'P2)2 — mims,

and the last expression is manifestly Lorentz invariant.

> Exercise 4.20
Prove that | Eopy — E1Pa|? = (p1-p2)? —mim3 in a frame where the momenta are collinear.
Hence we can define a Lorentz invariant differential cross section. The total cross section
is obtained by integrating over the final state phase space:

1 1
= D /IMﬁP x LIPS, (4.21)

al states

g

A slight word of caution is needed in deciding on the limits of integration to get the
total cross section. If there are identical particles in the final state then the phase space
should be integrated so as not to double count. An important special case is 2 — 2
scattering

a‘(pa) + b(pb) - C(pc) + d(pd)

> Exercise 4.21
Show that in the centre-of-mass frame the differential cross section for the scattering
a(pa) + b(ps) — c(pe) + d(pa) is

do 1 | Pe|
dQ)  64m2s |p,|

| M ]2 (4.22)

4.4 Mandelstam Variables

Invariant 2 — 2 scattering amplitudes are frequently expressed in terms of the Mandel-
stam variables. These are defined by

s = (pa+m)® = (pc+pa)’
t = (pa—pe)’ = (D —pa)°,
u = (po—pa)® = (po—pc)’. (4.23)

In fact there are only two independent Lorentz invariant combinations of the available
momenta in this case, so there must be some relation between s, t and u.

> Exercise 4.22
Show that
s+t+u=m2+m?+m+ml (4.24)
>Exercise 4.23
Show that, for two body scattering of particles of equal mass m,

s > 4m?, t <0, u < 0.

(Hint: since all variables are invariant work in the centre of mass frame.)
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5 Processes in QED and QCD

5.1 Electron—Muon Scattering

This is as simple a process as one can find since at lowest order in the electromagnetic
coupling, just one diagram contributes. It is shown in figure 5. The amplitude obtained
by applying the Feynman rules to this diagram is

Mg = ie ﬁ(pc)’y“u(pa)< k ’“’)ie a(pa)y u(pey), (6.1)
where ¢*> = (p, — p.)?. Note that, for clarity, I have dropped the spin label on the
spinors. I will restore it when I need to. In constructing this amplitude we have followed
the fermion lines backwards with respect to fermion flow when working out the order of
matrix multiplication (which makes sense if you think of an unbarred spinor as a column
vector and a barred spinor as a row vector and remember that the amplitude carries no
spinor indices).

Do — De —

Py — Pd —

Figure 5: Lowest order Feynman diagram for e”p~ — e~ u~ scattering.
The cross section involves the squared modulus of the amplitude, | M f;|?. Let us see
how we obtain a neat form for this. The hermitian conjugate of a ‘spinor sandwich’ is
the same as its hermitian conjugate,

(@(pe)y*u(pa))* = (w(pe)y*u(pa))’

since it is just a number. Using rules of matrix algebra we see that this is

(ulpe)™ v u(@a))t = (u(pa)' "My u(pe))

= (u(pa) """ u(pc)). (5.2)
But in section 2.6 we saw that v°y*14® = v*, and so this becomes
(@(pe)¥*u(pa))” = B(pa)y"u(pe)- (5.3)

> Exercise 5.24
If T represents a string of y-matrices (not including 7°) and T'p is its reverse (i.e. the
same y-matrices in reverse order), show that,

[@(k"\Tu(k)]” = a(k)T gu(K).
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Using this result in the expression for | M z;|*> we obtain
et _ _ ” _
Mpif? = o Bpe)y" (P )u(pa) 1t (pe)6lpa) Y ulpe) (o) 1 (pa)
— el L v, 4
= (&) L) o (5.4)

where the subscripts e and 1 refer to the electron and muon respectively and

Ligy = u(pe)v"w(pa)u(pa)y uipe),

with a similar expression for L’(L :).

Usually we have an unpolarized beam and target and do not measure the polarization
of the outgoing particles. Thus we calculate the squared amplitudes for each possible
spin combination, then average over initial spin states and sum over final spin states.
Note that we square and then sum since the different spin configurations are in principle
distinguishable. In contrast, if several Feynman diagrams contribute to the same process,
you have to sum the amplitudes first. We will see examples of this below.

The spin sums are made easy by the results

Lu@) ) = f+m,
qu(s) ?(p) = p—m. (5.5)

Do not forget that by m, we really mean m times the unit 4 x 4 matrix.

> Exercise 5.25
Prove eq. (5.5).

Using the spin sums we find that
> Ly = a8 (pevagug” (pa)al (pa)vpeul® (pe)

spins Sa,Sc
= ’Ygﬂ Wa + me]ﬁp’YZo [Zéc + me]ﬂ'a

= Tr(v* (o + me)7" (B +me)) - (5.6)

where in the first line, we have make explicit the spinor indices in order to show how the
trace emerges. Since all calculations of cross sections or decay rates in QED require the
evaluation of traces of products of y-matrices, you will generally find a table of “trace
theorems” in any quantum field theory textbook [1]. All these theorems can be derived
from the fundamental anti-commutation relations of the y-matrices in eq. (2.58) together
with the invariance of the trace under a cyclic change of its arguments. For now it suffices
to use

Tr(y"...4*) = 0 forn odd
Tr(y* .. q#) = g Te(y*s .. ) — g Te(y2y™ . oyfn) + oo
+ g Te(y )
Tr(dh) = 4a-b,
Tr(dldd) = 4(abecd—a-cbd+a-db-c). (5.7)
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>Exercise 5.26
Derive the trace results in equation (5.7). (Hint: for the first one use (7°)? = 1.)

Using these trace theorems,

SOOI = AphpY — " pa- pe + PLPE) + 49" m?, (5.8)

spins

with a similar result for Lé‘:) Putting this altogether, the spin averaged/summed ampli-
tude squared is

1
12 Ml
spins
4
= S (ptnt 02t (pu e ) 0) (ot + P (po-a — ) )
4
— 8% ((10c ~1a)(Pa - Pb) + (Pe - o) (Da - Pa) — M2(Ds - pa) — M2 (pa - Pe) + 2m3mi> .

(5.9)

(Notice that we have divided by 4 since we are averaging over initial states, and there
are 4 possible initial spin configurations.)

This takes on a more compact form if expressed in terms of the Mandelstam variables
of eq. (4.23),

1 2et
i S Mgl = tiz(s2 +u? — 4(mZ +m2)(s +u) + 6(m? + m2)?). (5.10)

spins

Finally, we can derive the differential cross section for this process in the centre-of-
mass frame using eq. (4.22). In the high energy limit where s, |u| > mZ,m, i.e. setting
the masses to zero,

do et s? 4l

dQ ~ 32725 2 (5.11)

Other calculations of cross sections or decay rates will follow the same steps we have
used above. Draw the diagrams, write down the amplitude, square it and evaluate the
traces (if you are using spin sum/averages). There are one or two more complications to
be aware of, which we will illustrate below.

5.2 Electron—Electron Scattering

For the scattering e”e™ — e~e~ we now have identical particles in the final state which
may only be distinguished by their momenta. Therefore we cannot just replace m,, by m.
in the calculation we performed above. Labeling the momenta in the process according
to e (pa) +e (ps) — €™ (pc) + e (pg) in analogy to e~ ™ scattering, we realize that when
particle a emits a photon we do not know whether it ‘becomes’ particle ¢ (as it did in
the e™ ™ scattering) or ‘becomes’ particle d. Since either is possible, we need to include
both cases, resulting in the two diagrams of fig. 6. Applying the Feynman rules, the two
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Do — De — B Do — De

P — Da — Do — Da

Figure 6: Lowest order Feynman diagrams for electron—electron scattering.

diagrams give the amplitudes,

iMy = ?ﬂ(pc)v“u( o) T(Da) Y, u(Ds), (5.12)
iMy = —%ﬂ(pd)V”u(pa)ﬂ(pcmu(pb)- (5.13)

Notice the additional minus sign in the second amplitude, which comes from the anti-
commuting nature of fermion fields. Remember that when diagrams differ by an inter-
change of two fermion lines, a relative minus sign must be included. This is important
because

Mgl = [Mi+ Myl
= |Myf? + | Ma|* + 2Re MM, (5.14)

so the interference term will have the wrong sign if you don’t include the extra sign
difference between the two diagrams. |M;|? and |M,|? are very similar to the previous
calculation. The interference term is a little more complicated due to a different trace
structure.

Performing the calculation explicitly yields (in the limit of negligible fermion masses),

isgswfii? = ¢ (32 ;“2 + SQ;tQ %) ‘ (5.15)
> Exercise 5.27
Prove the result in eq. (5.15). It will be helpful first to prove
VY Y = —29*
TV Ve = 49" (5.16)
VYV VY = =29

5.3 Electron—Positron Annihilation

The two diagrams e*e~ scattering are shown in fig. 7, with the one on the right known
as the annihilation diagram. They are just what you get from the diagrams for electron—
electron scattering in fig. 6 if you twist round the fermion lines. The fact that the
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diagrams are related in this way implies a relation between the amplitudes. The inter-
change of incoming particles/antiparticles with outgoing antiparticles/particles is called
crossing. For our particular example, the squared amplitude for ete™ — ete™ is related
to that for eTe™ — e~e™ by performing the interchange s «» u. Hence, squaring the
amplitude and doing the traces yields (again neglecting fermion mass terms)

il 24w w4t 2u?
- M2 = 2¢t ) 5.17
P2 Il (SR A 2 (5.17)
et « et et et
e > » e e e~

Figure 7: Lowest order Feynman diagrams for electron-positron scattering in QED.

If electrons and positrons collide and produce muon—-antimuon or quark—antiquark
pairs, then the annihilation diagram is the only one that contributes. At sufficiently high
energies that the quark masses can be neglected, this immediately gives the lowest order
QED prediction for the ratio of the annihilation cross section into hadrons to that into
prp
o(ete” — hadrons

R

) 2
e =L (519
where the sum is over quark flavours f and @ is the quark’s charge in units of e. The
3 comes from the existence of three colours for each flavour of quark. Historically this
was important: you could look for a step in the value of R as your ete™ collider’s CM
energy rose through a threshold for producing a new quark flavour. If you did not know
about colour, the height of the step would seem too large. At the energies used at LEP
you have to remember to include the diagram with a Z replacing the photon.

Finally, we compute the total cross section for ete™ — utu~, neglecting the lepton
masses. Here we only have the annihilation diagram, and for the amplitude, we get

Mﬁ=(4wmwmmf?%mwwm
ie?

. ?ﬂdv“vcﬁa%ub. (5.19)

Summing over final state spins and averaging over initial spins gives,

13 Mal = S B B ),

spins
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where we have neglected m, and my,. Using the results in equation (5.7) to evaluate the
traces gives,

4
8e
— Z IMpil* = =5 (Pa - Paps - Do+ Pa - Pepy - Pa).

spms

Neglecting masses we have,

Pa'Pe = Po-Pa=—1/2, (5.20)
Do Pd = Db Pe=—u/2. (5.21)
Hence
2 4t u2
i © Y Mg =2 : (5.22)

spins

which incidentally is what you get by applying crossing to the electron-muon amplitude
of section 5.1. We can use this in eq. (4.22) to find the differential cross section in the
CM frame,
do e t?4u?
aQ  32m2s 2
You could get straight to this point by noting that the appearance of v spinors instead
of u spinors in M ; does not change the answer since only quadratic terms in m, survive
the Dirac algebra and we go on to neglect masses anyway. Hence you can use the result
of eq. (5.11) with appropriate changes.
Neglecting masses, the CM momenta are

(5.23)

= 2VE(LE)  pe=1vE(LE) (5.24)
Py = %\/5(1, €) ba = %\/5(1! €’) (5.25)

which gives t = —s(1 — cos6)/2 and v = —s(1 + cos8)/2, where cosf = € €’. Hence,
finally, the total cross section is,

4o
= — . 2
o= /1 dQ27rd cosf) = P (5.26)

5.4 Compton Scattering

The diagrams which need to be evaluated to compute the Compton cross section for
e — e are shown in fig. 8. For unpolarized initial and/or final states, the cross section
calculation involves terms of the form

Za*“ (A, p) e\ p), (5.27)

where )\ represents the polarization of the photon of momentum p. Since the photon is
massless, the sum is over the two transverse polarization states, and must vanish when
contracted with p, or p,. In principle eq. (5.27) is a complicated object. However, there
is a simplification as far as the amplitude calculation is concerned. The photon is coupled
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to the electromagnetic current J* = 9py*1) of eq. (2.28). This is a conserved current, i.e.
0,J* = 0, and in momentum space p,J* = 0. Hence, any term in the polarization sum,
eq. (5.27), proportional to p* or p* does not contribute to the cross section. This means
that in calculations one can make the replacement

>oe (A p)e”(Ap) — —g", (5.28)

and we have a simple, Lorentz-covariant prescription.

W %%%> éééf’Y Y o
e g ¥ 3 e e ¥ * » e

Figure 8: Lowest order Feynman diagrams for Compton scattering.

>Exercise 5.28
Show that the spin summed/averaged squared matrix element for Compton scattering
in the massless limit is given by
5 i U S
IMi? = 2¢ (_S u) (5.29)
Evaluate the total cross section using the expressions in the centre-of-mass frame at the
end of the last sub-section. Why does this create a problem?

5.5 QCD Processes

The theory of quarks and gluons, QCD, is in many ways very similar to QED. We
have done most of the hard work to calculate tree level amplitudes already. The main
difference between the theories is that QCD has three types of charges (called ‘colours’,
e.g. red, green and blue). We can write a quark as a vector with the three colour states

shown
U

u=| u® (5.30)

There are more possible interactions than in QED which are mediated by eight photon-
like gauge fields called “gluons”. We encode the couplings of the gluons to the quarks by
matrices which act on the above colour vector. For example there are two gluons with
matrix “generators”

L, (1 00 (100
T'=—=[0 -1 0 |, T™=-101 0 |. (5.31)
V2L g o o 200 -2

These are just photon-like interactions with each of the two photons having different
couplings to the different colours.
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> Exercise 5.29
Check that the strength of a colour anti-colour quark pair scattering to itself at tree level
is the same no matter which colour you pick. Show that the strength of a scattering of a
colour anti-colour quark pair to a different colour pair is also the same no matter what
colours you pick.

The remaining six gluons change the colour of the quark and are associated with
generators of the form
1 010 1 0 — 0
™=-[100], T4=E i 0 0 (5.32)
0 00 0 0 0

The remaining four generators are of the same form but interchange the other two colour
combinations. Note these matrices are traceless and normalized so that TrTeT? = %5“1’.

You will learn more about the origin of these fields and their couplings in the Standard
Model course. From the point of view of calculating cross sections though the Feynman
Rules are all we need to proceed, and these are very similar to those of QED. The
generator T¢ is included in the Feynman rule for the gluon—quark-anti-quark vertex as
shown in fig. 9 (upper), where g is the QCD coupling constant. Also, since a gluon

a, ji
—Z.gTa’)’“
a, o
pl adC (67 o (82
—gf*(p—q)"9°" + (¢ — r)*¢"" + (r — p)’g"°
/SN
c, Y b, B

Figure 9: An example of some QCD Feynamn Rules.

associated with, for example, 7° can pair produce a red quark and an anti-green quark
we see that the gluons themselves are charged. Therefore gluons can interact with other
gluons, and there are multi-gluon vertices that do not occur in QED where the photon
is chargeless. The Feynman rule for these vertices are given in fig. 9 (lower), where f e
a,b,c=1,...,8 are the QCD structure constants defined by

[T°,T%] = fT, (5.33)

The QCD Feynman rules will be discussed at greater length in the Standard Model
course.
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6 Introduction to Renormalization

6.1 Ultraviolet (UV) Singularities

So far, everything was computed at tree-level, that is, at the lowest nontrivial order
in perturbation theory. Very often, a more precise determination of a cross section is
desirable and we are thus led to consider loop diagrams. In order to illustrate this,
consider the example ete™ — p*tp~. The perturbative expansion of the corresponding
amplitude is written as

M= OéM() + O£2M1 + OJ3M2 + (’)(a4), (61)

where a = % ~ 1/137. When we computed the corresponding amplitude in section 5.3
we only computed the leading order term

aMy = >~ww< x e’ xa (6.2)

Using this expression for the amplitude, we will get the leading-order cross section
oo x a®|My|?. If we want to compute corrections of order o to this result, we will
have to compute the amplitude to an accuracy of order a?.

M=>«~M< + g>»--< + >Q< + m + .. (63)

In fact this set of diagrams is one place where the distinction between relativistic quantum
mechanics and true field theory raises its head. The diagram with an internal quark loop
is naturally generated in quantum field theory but not in a perturbative expansion in
quantum mechanics. In principle, a quark must also be included in this loop, but in QM
you have to treat the quark as an external particle that is put there by hand. While the
Feynman rules we derived are correct, you will see a much more rigorous derivation of
the (scalar theory) Feynman rules in your QFT course.

The one-loop correction to the cross section is related to the interference term of M,

and Ml,
01 o |[aMp + My + O(a®)|? = | Mo|? + 2a°Re(Mo M?) + O(a). (6.4)

The whole procedure looks pretty straightforward. However, if we try to compute a loop
diagram, we run into trouble.

Consider as an example the vertex correction V, depicted in fig. 10. Using the Feyn-
man rules listed in section 3.6 we end up with an expression of the form

d*k k k
R B e e s S

where we did not bother to write down the full algebraic expression resulting from the
spinor and Lorentz algebra but only the terms involving k. The two factors of k in the
numerator stem from the two fermion propagators. The important point is that this
integral diverges. Indeed, considering the limit k& — oo we can neglect p,, p, and m and

find d% 1 dk 1
V”/(zn)4ﬁN/%E:°° (6.6)
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Figure 10: Vertex correction for ete™ — putpu~ scattering.

where we used d'k ~ k3dk. These singularities are called ultraviolet (UV) singularities
because they come from the region k — oo.

Similar problems are encountered if we try to compute the other one-loop diagrams
and our final answer for the cross section at next-to-leading order seems to be infinity.

6.2 Infrared (IR) Singularities

There is another class of singularities that shows up in QED and QCD. As we saw in
section 6.1 that UV singularities are related to the region of large k. However, there is
also a potential danger of singularities from the region k ~ 0 or more generally, from
zeros in the denominators of the integrand. These singularities are called infrared (IR)
singularities. These occur if some (massless) particle becomes very soft or two become
very collinear. These singularities have nothing to do with the UV singularities. The
solution to the problem is completely different in the two cases. In fact, you already
should have encountered an IR singularity. When you tried to compute the total cross
section for Compton scattering in section 5.4 you should have found that the total cross
section diverges. This is due to an IR singularity. Indeed, the final state photon can
become arbitrarily soft, in which case the electron-photon pair becomes indistinguishable
from a single electron. One possibility to get a well defined finite answer is to require
that the final state photon has some minimal energy but the general solution will be
discussed in the phenomenology course.

I will not discuss the IR singularities any further and will simply ignore them, safe
in the knowledge that they can be dealt with in a manner totally different to that for
the UV singularities. Thus in what follows I will call a cross section finite if it has no
UV singularities, but it might well have IR singularities. Strictly speaking, we should
replace every ‘finite’ below by ‘UV-finite’.

6.3 Renormalization

It is important to realize that renormalization is not really about the removal of diver-
gences, but simply an expression of the fact that in quantum field theories the value of
certain parameters, e.g. the coupling constants, change with the energy scale used in a
process. The infinities we encounter are then just a consequence of our ignorance of what
is happening as F — oo although we integrate up to this limit in any loop diagrams.
We will demonstrate this below, and show how results do turn out to be finite after all.
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To to obtain a prediction for any measurable quantity S, say a cross section, we
started with wave equations from which we deduced the Feynman rules, which in turn
were used to compute S. The wave equations of QED, egs. (3.21) and (3.23), have some
parameters. So far, we denoted them by e, m and referred to them as mass and charge
of the electron. Therefore, our result S will depend on these parameters. However, the
parameter m in the Lagrangian is not the real mass of the electron, nor is e its charge.
The identification of the parameter in the Lagrangian and the measurable quantity is
only justified at tree level, because beyond this level the parameters themselves receive
corrections, i.e. the propagator and vertex diagram which define the mass and coupling
strength are themselves corrected. Therefore, from now on we will be more precise and
denote the parameters in £ by my and ey and call them the bare mass and bare charge
respectively. Note that the bare parameters are not measurable. The (measurable)
physical mass and charge of the electron will be denoted (as always) by m and e. £ also
depends on the fields, which we denoted so far by ¢ and A. From now on, we denote
them by 1y and Ag and call them the bare fields.

We are now ready to reformulate the problem we encountered in section 6.1. If we
try to compute a measurable quantity in terms of the unmeasurable bare quantities as
a perturbative expansion in the coupling constant we generally encounter divergences.
That is, if we compute

S(eO, my, ¢0, AO) = 80(60) mo, 'lpO) AO) + eg Sl (60, My, 17["0, AO) + O(eg) (67)

then we may find that S;(eq, mo, %0, Ag) = co. In particular, this is true for two special
physical quantities, namely the mass and the charge of the electron,

m = Mg+ 6(2) m1(€0, mo, Yo, AO) + (’)(eé)

e = eyt el eifes, Mo, o, Ag) + O(el). (6.8)

But this is an expression for two measurable quantities in terms of unknown parame-
ters. If the unknowns mg and eg are finite then we would get divergences in m; and e;
and hence in m and e. Since m and e are finite quantities we conclude that the bare
quantities are infinite. This is the root of the problem. UV divergences in our perturba-
tive calculations show up if we try to express our results in terms of the unmeasurable,
unphysical bare parameters, i.e. the parameters of the original Lagrangian.

In order to save the situation, we have to find new parameters such that the result of
any physical quantity expressed in these new parameters — at any order in perturbation
theory — is finite. Is this possible? Generally, the answer is no. However, for some
special theories (and luckily QED is one of them) it is possible. Such theories are called
renormalizable theories. The new parameters are called the renormalized quantities and
are denoted by eg, mg and g, Ag. They are related to the bare quantities as follows:

Yo = Z°yr
Ay = Z*Ag
mg = Z,ln/QmR
eo = 712573 %ep (6.9)
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This is simply a definition of the renormalization factors Z1, Zs, Z3 and Z,,. Since the
renormalization factors relate finite and divergent quantities, they have to be divergent
themselves. More precisely, they can be written as a perturbative series with divergent
coefficients.

To summarize, if we express the perturbative series for our physical quantity in terms
of the renormalized quantities

S(er, mr, ¥r, Ar) = So(er, Mg, ¥r, Ar) + €% Si(er, Mg, ¥r, Ar) + O(e)  (6.10)

there will be no UV-divergences at any order in perturbation theory. Some people refer
to this as ‘hiding the infinities’. What is meant by this statement is that if we have a
small number of input values (mpg, eg . ..) and express all results in terms of these input
values we get finite answers for all measurable quantities. Thus, renormalizing QED
enables us to relate any measurable quantity to a small number of measurable input
values.

It is a highly non-trivial exercise to show that QED is indeed a renormalizable theory.
But once we know that we can find a set of renormalized parameters eg, mg, ¥r, Ar such
that eq. (6.10) has finite coefficients at each order, it is clear that we can find as many
other sets as we like. Indeed, if we chose e, m, ¥, AR such that mg and m} (and all
other parameters) are related by a finite series, then

S/ (€ Mipy W A) = So(€y Mg, Yy AR) + (€R)” Si(eh Mg, Wy AR) + O((¢R)*) (6.11)

is also finite at each order in perturbation theory. In other words, the divergent pieces
of the renormalization factors in eq. (6.9) are uniquely determined by requiring that the
divergences cancel. However, we are completely free to fix the finite pieces to whatever
we want. Choosing a particular set of renormalized quantities, that is, giving some pre-
scription on how to fix the finite pieces of the renormalization factors, is called choosing
the renormalization scheme. It is possible in QED that mr = m and eg = e, i.e. the
renormalized coupling is determined by real electron photon scattering. The renormal-
ization scheme that satisfies these constraints is called the on-shell scheme. Alternatively,
the renormalized coupling may be determined by scattering with, for example, a virtual
photon. In this case the value of ex will depend on the scale of the scattering, i.e. the
coupling will “run” with the renormalization scale. To be precise let me also mention
that one more constraint is needed to fix the scheme completely. Naively you would
expect that four constraints are needed, since we have four renormalization factors to
fix. However, two of them are related, Z; = Z,. This identity is due to gauge invariance
and is called the Ward identity. As a result, we only need three constraints to fix the
renormalization scheme completely.

> Exercise 6.30
Why is it not possible in QCD to use the on-shell scheme?

Of course, the result of our calculation has to be independent of the renormalization
scheme. This remark is not quite as innocuous as it looks. In fact, it is only true up to
the order to which we decided to compute. If we decide to include the O(e%) but not
the higher order terms in our calculation, we have

S(er, M, ¥, Ar) — S'(€, Mip, W, Ap) = O(ek) (6.12)
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The numerical result for our prediction will depend on the renormalization scheme! Even
though the difference is formally of higher order it still can be numerically significant, in
particular in QCD.

It’s worth stressing again that this ability to hide UV divergences in the couplings
is not as conspiratorial as it at first seems. In the IR a theory involves long wavelength
modes that are insensitive to UV physics - indeed they (like us!) don’t even know what
the full UV theory of nature is. The incomplete IR theory will break down (generate
infinities) if extended into the UV but since we know (presumably!) that the IR theory
is part of a consistent UV theory there must be a way to hide the infinities. This is
fundamentally why renormalization works.

6.4 Regularization

What we have learned so far is that we have to express the result of our calculation
in terms of renormalized quantities rather than the bare ones. But since the starting
point of any calculation is the Lagrangian, the first step in any calculation is to get the
results in terms of bare quantities. Only then, we replace the bare quantities by the
renormalized quantities, using eq. (6.9) and get a finite result. In intermediate steps we
will have to deal with divergent expressions.

In order to give a mathematical meaning to these intermediate expressions, we will
have to regularize the integrals. That is, we have to change them in a systematic way,
such that they become finite. By doing so, we change the value of the integrals. However,
at the end of our calculation, we are able to undo this change. Since the final result is
finite, this step will not introduce a singularity.

There are — at least in principle — many different possibilities for regularizing the
integrals. To illustrate the idea of regularization I will discuss first the method of intro-
ducing a cutoff, even though in practice this method is not really used. Consider again
the vertex correction in eq. (6.5). As we saw, we got the UV singularity from the region
k — oo. To regularize this expression, we introduce a cutoff A

A d4k k k
V = Vieg ~ f (2m)* k2((py + k)2 — m2)((py — k)2 — m?)

(6.13)

Of course, by doing so we changed the value of the integral. At the end of our calculation
we will have to let A — oo. Introducing this cutoff, however, gives us the possibility to
deal with such intermediate expressions.

Let me illustrate the interplay between renormalization and regularization with an
oversimplified example. Assume that with the cutoff regularization we get as a result of
our calculation of some physical quantity, say a cross section

A
S=elA+el <B = FS> +O(ef) (6.14)
where A, B and Fs are some finite terms. The originally divergent expression for S
has been rendered finite by regularization. At this point we cannot let A — oo since

we would get S — oco. However, we learned that we have to express our results in
terms of er and not e, (For simplicity, I ignore the mass renormalization). This step is
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renormalization (not regularization). Computing the relation between ey and e, using
the same regularization, we would find

er = ey — € (C ln% + Fe) + O(€d) (6.15)

and reversing this i
eo = er + €h (C In P Fe) + O(e3) (6.16)

where C and F, are also finite. Plugging in eq. (6.16) into eq. (6.14) we get
A
S=chA+el <(B +44C)In =+ Fs + 4AFe> +O() (6.17)

and we would find (B + 4AC) = 0. Since QED is a renormalizable theory this ‘miracle’
would happen for any measurable quantity. Finally, in the expression

S = ehA+ €% (Fs +4AF,) + O(}) (6.18)

we can let A — 0o and ‘undo’ the regularization.

To summarize, regularization enables us to work with divergent intermediate expres-
sions. In the example above, instead of writing co we write log A and have in mind
A — 0. Renormalization, on the other hand removes the (would be) singularities, i.e.
it removes the log A terms. Therefore, after renormalization we can (and have to) undo
the regularization.

Note that we could have defined a different renormalized coupling

A
Er=eo— €5 (C’ In— + Ge> + O(e) (6.19)
and this would have lead to

S =LA+ & (Fs + 4AG,) + O(&%) (6.20)

and we would have a different expression in terms of a different coupling - both equally
valid, and identical up to the O(&%,) corrections.

As mentioned above, the method of introducing a cutoff for regularization is hardly
ever used in actual calculations. The by far most popular method is to use dimensional
regularization. The basic idea is to do the calculation not in 4 space-time dimensions
but rather in D dimensions. Why does this help?

Consider once more our initial example of the vertex correction in eq. (6.5), which
has an UV singularity in D = 4 space-time dimensions (see eq. (6.6)). For arbitrary D,
using dPk ~ kP~1dk we get

dPk 1 dk o s

and the integral is UV-finite for say D < 3. Thus changing the dimension can regulate
integrals. It is important to note that this is only a technicality. There is no Physics
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associated with D # 4 and at the end of the calculation we have to let D — 4. If we did
renormalize our theory properly this last step will not lead to UV divergences.

The reason why dimensional regularization is so popular is that it preserves gauge
invariance and is technically relatively simple. Another very important issue is that this
regularization not only regulates UV singularities, but also IR singularities. As men-
tioned in section 6.2, theories like QED or QCD are very often plagued by IR singulari-
ties. It is therefore very convenient if we do not have to introduce another regularization
for IR singularities. Only after all UV and IR singularities have been removed, we can
let D — 4 and finally obtain a finite result.

7 QED as a Field Theory

7.1 Quantizing the Dirac Field

In this section we return to the Dirac equation and use it as the basis for a a field theory,
which allows the creation and annihilation of particles naturally. Quantizing a field (or
second quantization) basically means that the wave function becomes an operator. The
space in which this operator acts is called the Fock space. The Fock space contains states
with an arbitrary number of particles and therefore we will be able to describe processes
where the number of states changes.

Dirac field theory is defined to be the theory whose field equations correspond to
the Dirac equation. We regard the two Dirac fields ¢(z) and ¢(z) as being dynamically
independent fields and postulate the Dirac Lagrangian density:

L = P()(iv"8, — m)p(z). (7.1)
Then the Euler-Lagrange equation
0 oL oL

5 50) % "
leads to the Dirac equation. The canonical momentum is

(@) = 25 i) (7.3)

()

and the Hamiltonian density is

H=mp— L= ¢Tia—¢ (7.4)

ot
Now we want to regard 1 as a quantum field rather than as a wave function. In order

to quantize this field, naively we would try to impose the usual equal time commutation
relations, i.e.

[Va(Z,8), ma(F, )] = 0apd®(& — ),
[d}a (f, t)’ wﬁ(:’ja t)] = 0,
[7!'(1 (f’ t)7 Wﬁ(:‘ja t)] = 0, (75)
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where o and 3 label the spinor components of ¥ and w. Without proving it for the
moment we note that this would lead to a disaster. In particular, the Hamiltonian is
unbounded from below - there is no ground state. The only way to cure the problem
is to impose anti-commutation relations (we will soon see that this leads to the desired
properties for spin-1/2):

{Va(@, ), (7, 1)} = 10058 (% — 7).
{wa(f7 t)) W(Zﬁ t)} = 0,
{ﬂ-a(fa t)7 71'5(’!7, t)} = 0. (76)

There is a very nice discussion in Peskin & Schroeder on this (Chapter 3). In particular,
they show how anti-commutation relations really are the only solution.
The Heisenberg equations of motion for the field operators have the solution
. dSE 1 - N —ikex t 7 E ik-x
U@ = [ Gerap 2 1Mo Buals, Be e +d (s, ool DM (17)

=1,2

_ BE 1 . . . L
ba(Z,t) = / (2_7:;3ﬁ 5;,2[”1(3’ k)iia(s, k)™ + d(s, k)va(s, k)e™™°]  (7.8)
Since 1 is now an operator, so are the expansion coefficients bf, df, b and d. They are in-

terpreted as creation and annihilation operators for electrons and positrons respectively.
The anti-commutation relations for the fields, eq. (7.6), imply that

{b(r, k),b1(s, )} = (2m)*2E8°(k — k).
{d(r,B),dl(s,K)} = (2m)*2B8*(k — k)5,
{b(r,B),b(s,K)} = {8(r,k),b1(s,F)} =0
{d(r,k),d(s, &)} = {d(r,k),d(s,F)} =0 (7.9)

> Exercise 7.31
Show that the anticommutation relations above lead to the correct anticommutation
relations for the fields 1, (Z,t) and m(Z,t). You will need the spinor sum relations in
eq. (5.5).
The total Hamiltonian is
H= /d%? H (7.10)

The symbols : : denote normal ordering of the operator inside, i.e. we put all creation
operators to the left of all annihilation operators so that H|0) = 0 by definition, and is
the way we remove the ambiguity associated with the order of operators. Note that if
we move an anti-commuting (fermion) operator through another such operator then we
pick up a minus sign. Using eq. (7.4) after some algebra we get

H= / dks ;E _12[bT(s,E)b(s,E)+dT(s,E)d(s,E)]. (7.11)
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> Exercise 7.32
Verify the above form of the Hamiltonian. Can you see from the derivation why com-
mutation relations for ¢ and 7 and therefore for b and d would have led to a disaster?

The formula in eq. (7.11) has a very nice interpretation. The operator bb is nothing
but the number operator for electrons and did that for positrons. Thus, to get the
total Hamiltonian, we have to count all electrons and positrons for all spin states s and
momenta k£ and multiply this number by the corresponding energy F.

If we had tried to impose commutation relations, the dtd term would have entered
with a minus sign in front, which would signal that something has gone wrong. In par-
ticular, it would mean that d' creates particles of negative energy. This is not supposed
to happen in the quantized field theory. (We could try to fix the problem by simply
re-labeling d < d! but it may be shown that this leads to acausal propagation.)

So, in order to quantize the Dirac field we are necessarily led to the introduction of
anti-commutation relations. Remarkably we find that we have automatically taken into
account the Pauli exclusion principle! For example,

{bt(r, ), (s, &)} =0
implies that it is not possible to create two quanta in the same state, i.e.
bt(s, k)bl(s, k)|0) = 0.

This intimate connection between spin and statistics is a direct consequence of desiring
our theory to be consistent with the laws of relativity and quantum mechanics.
Finally consider the charge operator

Q=/d3§f 2 Jo(z) : =/d33_:' ALV
which, in terms of the creation and annihilation operators, is
Bk 1 oo - - -
Q= / 53E > (5, F)bls, B) ~ d (s, R)(s, )] (7.12)
s=1,2

This shows again that b creates fermions while d! creates the associated antifermions of
opposite charge.

7.2 Quantizing the Electromagnetic Field

The Maxwell equations can be derived from the Lagrangian density

1
L= —7F"F — juA" (7.13)

where the field strength tensor is
F. =0,A, —0,A,, (7.14)

and j, is a source for the field. Maxwell’s equations do not change under the gauge
transformation

Au(z) — Au(z) + 0uA(z) (7.15)
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where A(z) is some scalar field. This shows that there is some redundancy, and the
4 components of A,(x) are more than is required to describe the electromagnetic field
(there are two transverse polarizations of e.m. radiation). This leads to a problem in
quantization. To see this note that the canonically conjugate field to A, is

oL

W =_——-_
a(aOAM)

= 10 (7.16)
and from this it follows that II° = 0. This means there is no possibility of imposing a
non-zero commutation relation between II° and A°, which we would need if we are to
quantize the field.

To get around this problem we recognize that gauge invariance allows us to impose
an extra condition, which we use to fix the gauge invariance, and effectively lower the
degrees of freedom. For example, we can impose the Lorentz gauge condition, i.e.

8 A" =0, (7.17)

Note that, even after fixing the Lorentz gauge, we can perform another gauge transfor-
mation on A, i.e. A,(x) — A,(z) + dux(z) where x(x) must satisfy the wave equation,
0,0%x = 0, i.e. we have two unphysical degrees of freedom and the two physical fields.

We impose the constraint by noting that since 9,A* = 0, there is no harm in adding
it to the Lagrangian density as

1
L— —iF“"FW ~ G = S O (7.18)

Indeed what we are doing here is following the Lagrange multiplier method of imposing
constraints (1/2¢ being the Lagrange multiplier), and recognizing that we should find
the stationary points of S = [ d*zL subject to the constraint [ d*z(d,A4*)? =0, i.e. this
comes from the “equation of motion” 9L/0(1/2¢) = 0.

Using the gauge-fixed Lagrangian, the equations of motion are now

0" Fu — j, + %8,,(8“14“) =0.

If we require that these equations are satisfied and then also 9,A* = 0, we have the
original equations of motion but in a fixed gauge.

In the Feynman gauge £ = 1, the Lagrangian is particularly simple (after some
integration by parts under [ d*z):

1 L
L= §8MA,,8“A — juAH,
and quantization can now proceed: I1* = gy A* and thus
[A*(Z,t), B A" (F, 1)] = ~ig" 6°(Z — §) (7.19)

with all other commutators vanishing. The Heisenberg operator corresponding to the
photon field is

Ap(z) = / %% Ago [eu O\ B)a(x, K)e™= + &5 (A, k)at (A, E)e ] (7.20)
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where €,(\, E) are a set of four linearly independent basis 4-vectors for polarization
(A =0,1,2,3). For example, if k = (ko, k), we might choose e#(0) = (1,0,0,0), e#(3) =
(0, k) /ko, e*(1) = (0,71) and #(2) = (0,7,), where k% = k2, i, -k = 0, i, - k = 0 and
iy -7ip = 0. (1) and e#(2) are therefore polarization vectors for transverse polarizations
whilst €#(0) is referred to as the timelike polarization vector and £/#(3) is referred to as
the longitudinal polarization vector. For example, if k = (ko, 0,0, ko), €*(0) = (1,0, 0, 0),
e*(3) = (0,0,0,1), e#(1) = (0,1,0,0) and #(2) = (0,0,1,0).
The commutation relation (7.19) implies that

[a(\, B), at (N, B)| = —gax 2B (2m)°8°(k — K. (7.21)

At a glance this looks fine, i.e. we interpret af(}, E) as an operator that creates quanta
of the electromagnetic field (photons) with polarization A and momentum k. However,
for A = 0 we have a problem since the sign on the RHS of (7.21) is opposite to that of
the other 3 polarizations. This shows up in the fact that these timelike photons make a
negative contribution to the energy:

H= / %%E (—aT(o,E)a(o, k) + > aT(q;,zZ)a(z',k)) . (7.22)

Fortunately, although we might not realize it yet, we have already solved the problem.
Recall that we still have to impose 9,4 = 0. It turns out that it is impossible to do
this at the operator level, but we can do it for all physical expectation values, i.e. we
can impose the correct physics. It then turns out that contributions from the timelike
and longitudinal photons always cancel. More explicitly, by demanding for any state |x)
that

(x18,4#]x) = 0 (7.23)

it follows that . . . .
(xla' (3, k)a(3, k) — a' (0, k)a(0, k)|x) = 0. (7.24)

and therefore (x|H|x) > 0. This is nice because it is in accord with our knowledge that
free photons are transversely polarized.

>Exercise 7.33
Show that eq. (7.24) follows from eq. (7.23).
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Pre School Problems

Rotations, Angular Momentum and the Pauli Matrices

Show that a 3-dimensional rotation can be represented by a 3 x 3 orthogonal matrix R
with determinant +1 (Start with & = RZ, and impose &' - ¥ = Z - Z). Such rotations
form the special orthogonal group, SO(3).

For an infinitesimal rotation, write R = 14 ¢A where 1 is the identity matrix and
A is a matrix with infinitesimal entries. Show that A is antisymmetric (the 4 is there to
make A hermitian).

Parameterise A as

0 —ia3 ia2 3
A= 7;(13, 0 —ia1 3 Z aiLi
—’iaz ial 0 i=1

where the a; are infinitesimal and verify that the L; satisfy the angular momentum
commutation relations

[Li, Lj] = iegjnLi
Note that the Einstein summation convention is used here. Compute L? = L{+ L3 + L3.

What is the interpretation of L? ?
The Pauli matrices o; are,

_<0 1> _(0 —7;> _(1 0)
=1 00 2T\ o) BT o -1/

Verify that %O’i satisfy the same commutation relations as L;.

Four Vectors

A Lorentz transformation on the coordinates x* = (ct, Z) can be represented by a 4 x 4

matrix A as follows:
't = A+,

For a boost along the z-axis to velocity v, show that

vy By 00
| -8By ~ 00
A= 0 0 1 0 (.25)
0 0 01
where # = v/c and v = (1 — 82)/2 as usual.
By imposing the condition
guummmlu = g;wx"l‘u (26)
where
1 0 0 ©
10 -1 0 O
=10 0 -1 0
0 0 0 -1

-113 -



show that
Gu AP N =gy Or ATgh =g
This is the analogue of the orthogonality relation for rotations. Check that it works for
the A given by equation (.25) above.
Now introduce
I
and show, by reconsidering equation (.26) using x*z,, or otherwise, that

), = T, (A1,

Vectors A* and B, that transform like 2* and x, are sometimes called contravariant
and covariant respectively. A simpler pair of names is vector and covector. A particularly
important covector is obtained by letting 8/9z* act on a scalar ¢:

9¢

dn

= 0,0

Show that 0, does transform like z,, and not z*.

Probability Density and Current Density

Starting from the Schrédinger equation for the wave function ¥(&,t), show that the
probability density p = 1™ satisfies the continuity equation
9p

5 T VI =0

where

= h
J =—W*"(Vy) — (Vo™

S 10" (Vi) — (V9")ul]
What is the interpretation of J? Verify that the continuity equation can be written in
manifestly covariant form.

0, J" =0
where J = (cp, J).
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Introduction

An important feature of the Standard Model (SM) is that “it works”: it is consistent with,
or verified by, all available data, with no compelling evidence for physics beyond.! Secondly,
it is a unified description, in terms of “gauge theories” of all the interactions of known
particles (except gravity). A gauge theory is one that possesses invariance under a set of

“local transformations”, i.e. transformations whose parameters are space-time dependent.

Electromagnetism is a well-known example of a gauge theory. In this case the gauge trans-
formations are local complex phase transformations of the fields of charged particles, and
gauge invariance necessitates the introduction of a massless vector (spin-1) particle, called

the photon, whose exchange mediates the electromagnetic interactions.

In the 1950’s Yang and Mills considered (as a purely mathematical exercise) extending gauge
invariance to include local non-abelian (i.e. non-commuting) transformations such as SU(2).
In this case one needs a set of massless vector fields (three in the case of SU(2)), which were
formally called “Yang-Mills” fields, but are now known as “gauge fields”.

In order to apply such a gauge theory to weak interactions, one considers particles which
transform into each other under the weak interaction, such as a u-quark and a d-quark, or
an electron and a neutrino, to be arranged in doublets of weak isospin. The three gauge
bosons are interpreted as the W+ and Z bosons, that mediate weak interactions in the same
way that the photon mediates electromagnetic interactions.

The difficulty in the case of weak interactions was that they are known to be short range, me-
diated by very massive vector bosons, whereas Yang-Mills fields are required to be massless
in order to preserve gauge invariance. The apparent paradox was solved by the applica-
tion of the “Higgs mechanism”. This is a prescription for breaking the gauge symmetry
spontaneously. In this scenario one starts with a theory that possesses the required gauge
invariance, but where the ground state of the theory is not invariant under the gauge transfor-
mations. The breaking of the invariance arises in the quantization of the theory, whereas the
Lagrangian only contains terms which are invariant. One of the consequences of this is that

the gauge bosons acquire a mass and the theory can thus be applied to weak interactions.

Spontaneous symmetry breaking and the Higgs mechanism have another extremely impor-
tant consequence. It leads to a renormalizable theory with massive vector bosons. This

means that one can carry out a programme of renormalization in which the infinities that

'In saying so we have taken the liberty to allow for neutrino masses (see chapter 7) and discarded some
deviations in electroweak precision measurements which are far from conclusive; however, note that there
is a 3 — 40 deviation between measurement and SM prediction of g — 2 of the muon, see the remarks in
chapter 8.
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arise in higher-order calculations can be reabsorbed into the parameters of the Lagrangian
(as in the case of QED). Had one simply broken the gauge invariance explicitly by adding
mass terms for the gauge bosons, the resulting theory would not have been renormalizable
and therefore could not have been used to carry out perturbative calculations. A consequence
of the Higgs mechanism is the existence of a scalar (spin-0) particle, the Higgs boson.

The remaining step was to apply the ideas of gauge theories to the strong interaction. The
gauge theory of the strong interaction is called “Quantum Chromo Dynamics” (QCD). In this
theory the quarks possess an internal property called “colour” and the gauge transformations
are local transformations between quarks of different colours. The gauge bosons of QCD are
called “gluons” and they mediate the strong interaction.

The union of QCD and the electroweak gauge theory, which describes the weak and elec-
tromagnetic interactions, is known as the Standard Model. It has a very simple structure
and the different forces of nature are treated in the same fashion, i.e. as gauge theories.
It has eighteen fundamental parameters, most of which are associated with the masses of
the gauge bosons, the quarks and leptons, and the Higgs. Nevertheless these are not all
independent and, for example, the ratio of the W and Z boson masses are (correctly) pre-
dicted by the model. Since the theory is renormalizable, perturbative calculations can be
performed at higher order that predict cross sections and decay rates for both strongly and
weakly interacting processes. These predictions, when confronted with experimental data,
have been confirmed very successfully. As both predictions and data are becoming more and

more precise, the tests of the Standard Model are becoming increasingly stringent.
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1 QED as an Abelian Gauge Theory

The aim of this lecture is to start from a symmetry of the fermion Lagrangian and show
that “gauging” this symmetry (= making it well behaved) implies classical electromagnetism
with its gauge invariance, the eevy interaction, and that the photon must be massless.

1.1 Preliminaries

In the Field Theory lectures at this school, the quantum theory of an interacting scalar
field was introduced, and the voyage from the Lagrangian to the Feynman rules was made.
Fermions can be quantised in a similar way, and the propagators one obtains are the Green
functions for the Dirac wave equation (the inverse of the Dirac operator) of the QED/QCD
course. In this course, I will start from the Lagrangian (as opposed to the wave equation) of
a free Dirac fermion, and add interactions, to construct the Standard Model Lagrangian in
classical field theory. That is, the fields are treated as functions, and I will not discuss creation
and annihiliation operators. However, to extract Feynman rules from the Lagrangian, I will

implicitly rely on the rules developed for scalar fields in the Field Theory course.

1.2 Gauge Transformations

Consider the Lagrangian density for a free Dirac field :

£ =7 (iy*d, —m) ¢ (L.1)

This Lagrangian density is invariant under a phase transformation of the fermion field
Y = WY, P - WY, (1.2)

where @ is the charge operator (Q = 41, QY = —1), w is a real constant (i.e. independent
of z) and 1 is the conjugate field.

The set of all numbers e=* form a group®. This particular group is “abelian” which is to
say that any two elements of the group commute. This just means that

6—1,0.)1 e—’ng o e—’sz e—lw1’ (13)

2A group is a mathematical term for a set, where multiplication of elements is defined and results in
another element of the set. Furthermore, there has to be a 1 element (s.t. 1 x a = a) and an inverse (s.t.
a x a~! = 1) for each element a of the set.
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This particular group is called U(1) which means the group of all unitary 1 x 1 matrices. A
unitary matrix satisfies Ut = U~ with U* being the adjoint matrix.

We can now state the invariance of the Lagrangian eq. (1.1) under phase transformations in a
more fancy way by saying that the Lagrangian is invariant under global U(1) transformations.
By global we mean that w does not depend on z.

For the purposes of these lectures it will usually be sufficient to consider infinitesimal group
transformations, i.e. we assume that the parameter w is sufficiently small that we can expand

in w and neglect all but the linear term. Thus we write
e =1 — iw + OW?). (1.4)
Under such infinitesimal phase transformations the field ¢ changes according to

Y=Y+ =9+ iQw, (1.5)
and the conjugate field ¥ by
Yo Pp+6 =P+ iQwid =1 — iwi, (1.6)
such that the Lagrangian density remains unchanged (to order w).

At this point we should note that global transformations are not very attractive from a
theoretical point of view. The reason is that making the same transformation at every
space-time point requires that all these points ’know’ about the transformation. But if I
were to make a certain transformation at the top of Mont Blanc, how can a point somewhere
in England know about it? It would take some time for a signal to travel from the Alps to
England.

Thus, we have two options at this point. Either, we simply note the invariance of eq. (1.1)
under global U(1) transformations and put this aside as a curiosity, or we insist that in-
variance under gauge transformations is a fundamental property of nature. If we take the
latter option we have to require invariance under local transformations. Local means that
the parameter of the transformation, w, now depends on the space-time point . Such local

(i.e. space-time dependent) transformations are called “gauge transformations”.

If the parameter w depends on the space-time point then the field 1 transforms as follows
under infinitesimal transformations

(e) =iw(@)P(@);  dP(x) = —iw(z) P(z). (1.7)

Note that the Lagrangian density eq. (1.1) now is no longer invariant under these trans-
formations, because of the partial derivative between 1 and . This derivative will act on
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the space-time dependent parameter w(z) such that the Lagrangian density changes by an
amount 4L, where

5L = —(a) v* [0,Qu(@)] $(a). (18)
The square brackets in [0,Qw(z)] are introduced to indicate that the derivative 9, acts only

inside the brackets. It turns out that we can restore gauge invariance if we assume that the
fermion field interacts with a vector field A, called a “gauge field”, with an interaction term

—ep Y AQY (1.9)
added to the Lagrangian density which now becomes
L= (iv" (0, +ieQA,) —m)p. (1.10)

In order for this to work we must also assume that apart from the fermion field transform-
ing under a gauge transformation according to eq. (1.7) the gauge field, A,, also changes
according to

—eQA, — —eQ(A, + 04,(z)) =—eQ A, + QO,w(x). (1.11)
So 0A,(x) = —Q0, w(x)/e.

Exercise 1.1
Using egs. (1.7) and (1.11) show that under a gauge transformation

5(—‘3@7”14#7#) = ;b(x) Y [0,Quw(z)] ().

This change exactly cancels with eq. (1.8), so that once this interaction term has been added
the gauge invariance is restored. We recognize eq. (1.10) as being the fermionic part of the
Lagrangian density for QED, where ¢ is the electric charge of the fermion and A, is the
photon field.

In order to have a proper quantum field theory, in which we can expand the photon field A4,
in terms of creation and annihilation operators for photons, we need a kinetic term for the
photon, i.e. a term which is quadratic in the derivative of the field A,. Without such a term
the Euler-Lagrange equation for the gauge field would be an algebraic equation and we could
use it to eliminate the gauge field altogether from the Lagrangian. We need to ensure that
in introducing a kinetic term we do not spoil the invariance under gauge transformations.
This is achieved by defining the field strength tensor, F),,, as

F,, = 0,4, — 0,A,, (1.12)

where the derivative is understood to act on the A-field only.® It is easy to see that under
the gauge transformation eq. (1.11) each of the two terms on the right hand side of eq. (1.12)

3Strictly speaking we should therefore write Fj,, = [0,A4,) — [0, A,]; you will find that the brackets are
often omitted.
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change, but the changes cancel out. Thus we may add to the Lagrangian any term which
depends on F,, (and which is Lorentz invariant, thus, with all Lorentz indices contracted).
Such a term is aF),, F**. This gives the desired term which is quadratic in the derivative of
the field A,. If we choose the constant a to be —1/4 then the Lagrange equations of motion
match exactly (the relativistic formulation of) Maxwell’s equations.*

We have thus arrived at the Lagrangian density for QED, but from the viewpoint of de-
manding invariance under U(1) gauge transformations rather than starting with Maxwell’s

equations and formulating the equivalent quantum field theory.

The Lagrangian density for QED is:

L - —ipﬂ,,Fﬂu@(w (B, +icQA,) —m) . (1.13)

Exercise 1.2
Starting with the Lagrangian density for QED write down the Euler-Lagrange
equations for the gauge field A, and show that this results in Maxwell’s equa-

tions.

In the Field Theory lectures, we have seen that a term A¢* in the Lagrangian gave 4!\ as
the coupling of four ¢s in perturbation theory. Neglecting the combinatoric factors, it is
plausible that eq. (1.13) gives the yée Feynman Rule used in the QED course, —iey*, for
negatively charged particles.

Note that we are not allowed to add a mass term for the photon. A term such as M?A,A*
added to the Lagrangian density is not invariant under gauge transformations as it would

lead to
2M?

e
Thus the masslessness of the photon can be understood in terms of the requirement that the

0L =

A*(x)Ow(x) # 0. (1.14)

Lagrangian be gauge invariant.

1.3 Covariant Derivatives

Before leaving the abelian case, it is useful to introduce the concept of a “covariant deriva-
tive”. This is not essential for abelian gauge theories, but will be an invaluable tool when

we extend these ideas to non-abelian gauge theories.

4The determination of this constant a is the only place that a match to QED has been used. The rest
of the Lagrangian density is obtained purely from the requirement of local U(1) invariance. A different
constant would simply mean a different normalization of the photon field.
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The covariant derivative D, is defined to be
D,=0,+1iecA,. (1.15)

It has the property that given the transformations of the fermion field eq. (1.7) and the gauge
field eq. (1.11) the quantity D, transforms in the same way under gauge transformations

as .

Exercise 1.3

Show that under an infinitesimal gauge transformation D,1) transforms as
Dy — Dy + 6(Dyy) with 6(D ) = iw(z)D,ep.

We may thus rewrite the QED Lagrangian density as

1 o e=p
L = —ZFWF“ + 1 (iy' D, —m) . (1.16)
Furthermore the field strength F),, can be expressed in terms of the commutator of two
covariant derivatives, i.e.

F/w = _E [DIMDV] = “E[am 3,,] + [a/“AV] + [Al“ 8’/] [ [Al“ A”]
= 9,4, —0,A,, (1.17)

where in the last line we have adopted the conventional notation again and left out the
square brackets. Notice that when using eq. (1.17) the derivatives act only on the A-field.

1.4 Gauge Fixing

The guiding principle of this chapter has been to hold onto the U(1) symmetry. This forced
us to introduce a new massless field A, which we could interpret as the photon. In this
subsection we will try to quantise the photon field (e.g. calculate its propagator) by naively
following the prescription used for scalars and fermions, which will not work. This should not
be surprising, because A, has four real components, introduced to maintain gauge symmetry.
However the physical photon has two polarisation states. This difficulty can be resolved by
“fixing the gauge” (breaking our precious gauge symmetry) in the Lagrangian in such a way
as to maintain the gauge symmetry in observables.®

SThe gauge symmetry is also preserved in the Path Integral, which is a sum over all field configurations
weighted by exp{i [ Ld*z}. In path integral quantisation, which is an alternative to the canonical approach
used in the Field Theory lectures, Green functions are calculated from the path integral and it is unimportant
that the gauge symmetry seems broken in the Lagrangian.
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In general, if the part of the action that is quadratic in some field ¢(x) is given in terms of
the Fourier transform ¢(p) by

Sp = / d*p $(—p)O(p)d(p), (1.18)
then the propagator for the field ¢ may be written as
i O (p). (1.19)

In the case of QED the part of the Lagrangian that is quadratic in the photon field is given
by —1/4F¥WE,, = —1/2 A*(—g,,0°0, + 0,0,) A”, where we have used partial integration
to obtain the second expression. In momentum space, the quadratic part of the action is
then given by

L Av
SA = /d4p §AM(—p) <_g,uvp2 +pupu) A (p) (120)
Unfortunately the operator (—g,. p* + p.p.) does not have an inverse. This can be most
easily seen by noting (—g,, p* + p.py) p* = 0. This means that the operator (—gu, p* -+ pupy)
has an eigenvector (p”) with eigenvalue 0 and is therefore not invertible. Thus it seems we

are not able to write down the propagator of the photon. We solve this problem by adding
to the Lagrangian density a gauge fixing term

1 2
T (8,AM)?, (1.21
With this term included (again in momentum space), S4 becomes
. 4 1 AL 2 5 Au
Sa = [ dp5A(=p) | ~gw "~ T gPubv (p), (1.22)
and, noting the relation
3 o cPP°
gD+ ——pup | |97 — =] = P9t (1.23)
1-¢ p
we see that the propagator for the photon may now be written as
: pupy ) 1
—3 (gw — & 2 ) I? (1.24)

The special choice £ = 0 is known as the Feynman gauge. In this gauge the propagator
eq. (1.24) is particularly simple and we will use it most of the time.

This procedure of gauge fixing seems strange: first we worked hard to get a gauge invariant

Lagrangian, and then we spoil gauge invariance by introducing a gauge fixing term.

The point is that we have to fix the gauge in order to be able to perform a calculation.
Once we have computed a physical quantity, the dependence on the gauge cancels. In other
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words, it does not matter how we fix the gauge, and in particular, what value for £ we take.
The choice ¢ = 0 is simply a matter of convenience. A more careful procedure would be to
leave ¢ arbitrary and check that all £-dependence in the final result cancels. This gives us
a strong check on the calculation, however, at the price of making the computation much
more tedious.

The procedure of fixing the gauge in order to be able to perform a calculation, even though
the final result does not depend on how we have fixed the gauge, can be understood by
the following analogy. Assume we wanted to calculate some scalar quantity (say the time
it takes for a point mass to get from one point to another) in our ordinary 3-dimensional
Euclidean space. To do so, we choose a coordinate system, perform the calculation and
get our final result. Of course, the result does not depend on how we choose the coordinate
system, but in order to be able to perform the calculation we have to fix it somehow. Picking
a coordinate system corresponds to fixing a gauge, and the independence of the result on the
coordinate system chosen corresponds to the gauge invariance of physical quantities. To take
this one step further we remark that not all quantities are independent of the coordinate
system. For example, the z-coordinate of the position of the point mass at a certain time
depends on our choice. Similarly, there are important quantities that are gauge dependent.
One example is the gauge boson propagator given in eq. (1.24). However, all measurable
quantities (observables) are gauge invariant. This is where our analogy breaks down: in
our Euclidean example there are measurable quantities that do depend on the choice of the

coordinate system.

Finally we should mention that eq. (1.21) is by far not the only way to fix the gauge but
it will be sufficient for these lectures to consider gauges defined through eq. (1.21). These

gauges are called covariant gauges.

1.5 Summary

e It is possible for the Lagrangian for a (complex) Dirac field to be invariant under
local U(1) transformations (phase rotations), in which the phase parameter depends
on space-time. In order to accomplish this we include an interaction with a vector
gauge boson which transforms under the local (gauge) transformation according to
eq. (1.11).

e This interaction is encoded by replacing the derivative 0, by the covariant derivative
D, defined by eq. (1.15). D, transforms under gauge transformations as e D, 1.

e The kinetic term for the gauge boson is —iFWF“”, where F),, is proportional to the
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commutator [D,, D,] and is invariant under gauge transformations.

e The gauge boson must be massless, since a term proportional to A,A* is not invariant

under gauge transformations and hence not included in the Lagrangian.
e The resulting Lagrangian is identical to that of QED.

e In order to define the propagator we have to specify a certain gauge; the resulting
gauge dependence cancels in physical observables.
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2 Non-Abelian GGauge Theories

In this lecture, the “gauge” concept will be constructed so that the gauge bosons have self-
interactions — as are observed among the gluons of QCD, and the W=, Z and v of the
electroweak sector. However, the gauge bosons will still be massless. (We will see how to
give the W* and Z their observed masses in the Higgs chapter.)

2.1 Global Non-Abelian Transformations
We apply the ideas of the previous lecture to the case where the transformations do not
commute with each other, i.e. the group is “non-abelian”.

Consider n free fermion fields {v;}, arranged in a multiplet :

(2!
(&

for which the Lagrangian density is

L = % (nyﬂau - m) ¢,
= 9 (270, — m) i, (2.2)
where the index 4 is summed from 1 to n. Eq. (2.2) is therefore a shorthand for

L =79 (v, —m)Y1+9° (iy"0 —m)ha+.... (2.3)

The Lagangian density (2.2) is invariant under (space-time independent) complex rotations
in 1); space:

W — Uy, P — U, (2.4)

where U is an n X n matrix such that
UUt =1, det[U] = 1. (2.5)

The transformation (2.4) is called an internal symmetry, which rotates the fields (e.g. quarks
of different colour) among themselves.

The group of matrices satisfying the conditions (2.5) is called SU(n). This is the group
of special, unitary n X n matrices. Special in this context means that the determinant is
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equal to 1. In order to specify an SU(n) matrix completely we need n? — 1 real parameters.
Indeed, we need 2n? real parameters to determine an arbitrary complex n x n matrix. But
there are n? constraints due to the unitary requirements and one additional constraint due
to the requirement det = 1.

An arbitrary SU(n) matrix can be written as
i n?-1 a ma 0 G
U=¢2lam T = g T (2.6)

where we again have adopted Einstein’s summation convention. The w®, a € {1...n2 — 1},

are real parameters, and the T* are called the generators of the group.

Exercise 2.1
Show that the unitarity of the SU(n) matrices entails hermiticity of the gen-

erators and that the requirement of det = 1 means that the generators have

to be traceless.

In the case of U(1) there was just one generator. Here we have n® — 1 generators T°.
There is still some freedom left of how to normalize the generators. We will adopt the usual

normalization convention
1

5 ab-

The reason we can always enforce eq. (2.7) is that tr(T*T?) is a real matrix symmetric in

tr(T*T?) = (2.7)

a <> b. Thus it can be diagonalized. If you have problems getting on friendly terms with the
concept of generators, for the moment you can think of them as traceless, hermitian n X n

matrices. (This is, however, not the complete picture.)

The crucial new feature of the group SU(n) is that two elements of SU(n) generally do not
commute, i.e.

; ;b b . b b
—w} T“e—1w2T 7& e—szT

e e T (2.8)

(compare to eq. (1.3)). To put this in a different way, the group algebra is not trivial. For
the commutator of two generators we have

[T, T%] = if*T° £ 0 (2.9)

where we defined the structure constants of the group, %, and used the summation conven-
tion again. The structure constants are totally antisymmetric. This can be seen as follows:
from eq. (2.9) it is obvious that fe° = —f%° To convince us of the antisymmetry in the
other indices as well, we note that multiplying eq. (2.9) by T¢ and taking the trace, using
eq. (2.7), we get 1/2if%¢ = tr(T*T°T?) — tr(T?T*T?) = tr(ToT°TY) — tr(TTT?).
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2.2 Non-Abelian Gauge Fields

Now suppose we allow the transformation U to depend on space-time. Then the Lagrangian
density changes by £ under this “non-abelian gauge transformation”, where

6L =9 Uty (0,U) . (2.10)

The local gauge symmetry can be restored by introducing a covariant derivative D,, giving

interactions with gauge bosons, such that
D, U(z)i(z) = U(@)D,4(x). (2.11)
This is like the electromagnetic case, except that D, is now a matrix,
iD, =110, — gA, (2.12)

where A, = T®A%. It contains n® — 1 vector (spin one) gauge bosons, A, one for each
generator of SU(n). Under a gauge transformation U, A, should transform as

A, — UA,U" ¢ g (8,U) U'. (2.13)
This ensures that the Lagrangian density
£ = T (i(y"D, - m)y (2.14)

is invariant under local SU(n) gauge transformations. It can be checked that eq. (2.13)

reduces to the gauge transformation of electromagnetism in the abelian limit.

Exercise 2.2

(For algebraically ambitious people): perform an infinitesimal gauge transfor-
mation on %, and D, using (2.6), and show that to linear order in the w,,
ivﬂD“zp is invariant.

Exercise 2.3
Show that in the SU(2) case, the covariant derivative is

by defining W* = (W' £ iW?)/V2.
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Exercise 2.4
Include the U(1) hypercharge interaction in the previous question; show that

the covariant derivative acting on the lepton doublet (of hypercharge ¥ =
—1/2) is

—4(Wy +iW2) 0, + SW2 —gY B,

Zy, \ [ cosby —sinfy w3
A, | sinfw cosfw d3p,

and write the diagonal (neutral) interactions in terms of 7, and A,. Extract

D, = (iap— IW3 —g'YB, LWL —iW?) ) |

Define

sin By in terms of g and ¢g’. (Recall that the photon does not interact with the

neutrino.)

The kinetic term for the gauge bosons is again constructed from the field strengths F, which

are defined from the commutator of two covariant derivatives,

?

F,uu = g [D/.L)DV] ) (215)
where the matrix F,, is given by
F,. =T‘F,, (2.16)
with
Fp, = 8,A% —0,A% — g f* AL A, (2.17)

Notice that F, is gauge variant, unlike the U(1) case. We know the transformation of D
from (2.13), so
D,D,]—U[D,D,]U". (2.18)

The gauge invariant kinetic term for the gauge bosons is therefore

1 1
—5Tr By B = ——Fo For, (2.19)

where the trace is in SU(n) space, and summation over the index a is implied.

In sharp contrast with the abelian case, this term does not only contain terms which are
quadratic in the derivatives of the gauge boson fields, but also the terms

gfabc 9. A® Ab A — lg2fabCfadeAb AcAdAe 220)
[ {1 Y 4

Tk el ok

This means that there is a very important difference between abelian and non-abelian gauge

theories. For non-abelian gauge theories the gauge bosons interact with each other via both
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three-point and four-point interaction terms. The three point interaction term contains
a derivative, which means that the Feynman rule for the three-point vertex involves the
momenta of the particles going into the vertex. We shall write down the Feynman rules in
detail later.

Once again, a mass term for the gauge bosons is forbidden, since a term proportional to

A5 A%t is not invariant under gauge transformations.

2.3 Gauge Fixing

As in the case of QED, we need to add a gauge-fixing term in order to be able to derive a
propagator for the gauge bosons. In Feynman gauge this means adding the term —%(G“AZ)Q
to the Lagrangian density, and the propagator (in momentum space) becomes

Guv
p?’

—1% Ogp

There is one unfortunate complication, which is mentioned briefly here for the sake of com-
pleteness, although one only needs to know about it for the purpose of performing higher
loop calculations with non-abelian gauge theories:

If one goes through the formalism of gauge-fixing carefully, it turns out that at higher
orders extra loop diagrams emerge. These diagrams involve additional particles that are
mathematically equivalent to interacting scalar particles and are known as a “Faddeev-Popov
ghosts”. For each gauge field there is such a ghost field. These are not to be interpreted
as physical scalar particles which could in principle be observed experimentally, but merely
as part of the gauge-fixing programme. For this reason they are referred to as “ghosts”.
Furthermore they have two peculiarities:

1. They only occur inside loops. This is because they are not really particles and cannot
occur in initial or final states, but are introduced to clean up a difficulty that arises in

the gauge-fixing mechanism.

2. They behave like fermions even though they are scalars (spin zero). This means that
we need to count a minus sign for each loop of Faddeev-Popov ghosts in any Feynman
diagram.

We shall display the Feynman rules for these ghosts later.

Thus, for example, the Feynman diagrams which contribute to the one-loop corrections to
the gauge boson propagator are
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mw%m'm%r ,Gg;%@ m@m@ T \/VGGGG\
(a) (b) (c)

(d)

Diagram (a) involves the three-point interaction between the gauge bosons, diagram (b)
involves the four-point interaction between the gauge bosons, diagram (c) involves a loop of
fermions, and diagram (d) is the extra diagram involving the Faddeev-Popov ghosts. Note
that both diagrams (c) and (d) have a minus sign in front of them because both fermions
and Faddeev-Popov ghosts obey Fermi statistics.

2.4 The Lagrangian for a General Non-Abelian Gauge Theory

Let us summarize what we have found so far: Consider a gauge group G of “dimension”
N (for SU(n) : N = n? — 1), whose N generators, T¢, obey the commutation relations
[T“, Tb] = 1 fapc L€, where fgp. are called the “structure constants” of the group.

The Lagrangian density for a gauge theory with this group, with a fermion multiplet v;, is
given (in Feynman gauge) by

1 a 1apy SN 1 a
L= — FLF*" i) (#Dy—ml) - S(0“AL)* + Lyp (2.21)
where
FS,, _ apA,a; . &/Az _ gfabCAzA,cn (222)
D, = 9,I+igT°A" (2.23)
and
Lep = —£°0"0,.n" +gfacb§aAZ(aunb)' (2.24)

Under an infinitesimal gauge transformation the N gauge bosons Aj, change by an amount

that contains a term which is not linear in Ag:
a aoc C 1 a
6AL(z) = —f b AZ(x)w (x) + Ea#w (x), (2.25)
whereas the field strengths F};, transform by a change

6F%(z) = —f* F) (z)w" (2.26)
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In other words, they transform as the “adjoint” representation of the group (which has as
many components as there are generators). This means that the quantity L P (summa-

tion over a, i, v implied) is invariant under gauge transformations.

2.5 Feynman Rules

The Feynman rules for such a gauge theory can be read off directly from the Lagrangian. As
mentioned previously, the propagators are obtained by taking all terms bilinear in the field
and inverting the corresponding operator (and multiplying by ¢). The rules for the vertices
are obtained by simply taking (¢ times) the factor which multiplies the corresponding term
in the Lagrangian. The explicit rules are given in the following.

Vertices:
(Note that all momenta are defined as flowing into the vertex!)

—g fobe (gw/ (p1 — p2), + gup (P2 — P3), + Gou (P53 — p1),,>

—3 QQfeabfecd (gupgua _ g#agyp)
— QZfeacfebd (g;wgpa _ g,uagup)
__ig2j?adf?bc(guugpa'_'gppgya)

—1g7" (Ta)ij

g fabc q#
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Propagators:

D .
sz\ 2 Gluon: —i 84 g /P?
i P Fermion: i 6;;(y*p, + m)/(p? — m?)

a__P_ _ b Faddeev-Popov ghost: 7 d./p?

2.6 An Example

As an example of the application of these Feynman rules, we consider the process of Compton
scattering, but this time for the scattering of non-abelian gauge bosons and fermions, rather
than photons. We need to calculate the amplitude for a gauge boson of momentum p, and
gauge label a to scatter off a fermion of momentum p; and gauge label ¢ producing a fermion
of momentum ps and gauge label j and a gauge boson of momentum p,; and gauge label
b. Note that i,7 € {1...n} whereas a,b € {1...n% — 1}. In addition to the two Feynman
diagrams one gets in the QED case there is a third diagram involving the self-interaction of
the gauge bosons.

P2 a b 4

D2

We will assume that the fermions are massless (i.e. that we are at sufficiently high energies

so that we may neglect their masses), and work in terms of the Mandelstam variables
s = (p1+p2)® = (ps+ps),
t = (m—p3)® = (p2—pa)’
u = (p1 —p4)2 = (p2 _p3)2_

The polarizations are accounted for by contracting the amplitude obtained for the above
diagrams with the polarization vectors €*(\y) and €”()\,). Each diagram consists of two

vertices and a propagator and so their contributions can be read off from the Feynman rules.

-136 -



For diagram (a) we get

€,(A2)en (M) (p3) (—i g’y”(Tb)?) (2 M) (—ig’y“(T“)Z) ui(p1)

= —iLe,00)e )T (ms) (7 - (o1 + p2)7") (TVT) ().

For diagram (b) we get

6u(h2)e, ()T (p3) (i g7#(T)%) ( ”Lu"—’—)) (~ig 7" (TOL) wilp)

= ~i %zepuz)e,,(ma(ps) (7 - (21 = )y (T°T*) u(py).

Note that here the order of the T matrices is the other way around compared to diagram
(a).

Diagram (c) involves the three-point gauge-boson self-coupling. Since the Feynman rule for
this vertex is given with incoming momenta, it is useful to replace the outgoing gauge-boson
momentum ps by —p4 and understand this to be an incoming momentum. Note that the
internal gauge-boson line carries momentum ps — p, coming into the vertex. The three

incoming momenta that are to be substituted into the Feynman rule for the vertex are

therefore py, —p4, p4 — p2. The vertex thus becomes

—g fabc (g,uu(p2 + p4)p W gpu(p2 - 2p4)u + gup(p4 . 2p2)u) )

and the diagram gives

v =7 . c\¢ .gpo‘
e ()e (A (ps) (=i 97 (To) ) (o) (—iL-)
X (_g fabC) (guV(pZ + p4)p + ng(p2 - 2p4)u =te gup(p4 = 2p2)u)
2
‘g v s a
= —17-e (M) (Aa)T (p3) [T, T vu(pr) (9w (P2 + Pa), — 2(04)uGvp — 2(P2)uGo)
where in the last step we have used the commutation relation eq. (2.9) and the fact that the
polarization vectors are transverse so that p, - €(A2) = 0 and p4 - €(A\y) = 0.

Exercise 2.4
Draw all the Feynman diagrams for the tree level amplitude for two gauge
bosons with momenta p; and p, to scatter into two gauge bosons with momenta,

¢1 and g¢». Label the momenta of the external gauge boson lines.
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2.7 Summary

e A non-abelian gauge theory is one in which the Lagrangian is invariant under local

transformations of a non-abelian group.

e This invariance is achieved by introducing a gauge boson for each generator of the
group. The partial derivative in the Lagrangian for the fermion field is replaced by a
covariant derivative as defined in eq. (2.23).

e The gauge bosons transform under infinitesimal gauge transformations in a non-linear
way given by eq. (2.25).

o The field strengths, F;, are obtained from the commutator of two covariant derivatives
and are given by eq. (2.22). They transform as the adjoint representation under gauge
transformations such that the quantity £ F*# is invariant.

o F, F*" contains terms which are cubic and quartic in the gauge bosons, indicating

that these gauge bosons interact with each other.

e The gauge-fixing mechanism leads to the introduction of Faddeev-Popov ghosts which
are scalar particles that occur only inside loops and obey Fermi statistics.
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3 Quantum Chromodynamics

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) is the theory of the strong interaction. It is nothing but
a non-abelian gauge theory with the group SU(3). Thus, the quarks are described by a
field 1; where ¢ runs from 1 to 3. The quantum number associated with the label ¢ is called
colour. The eight gauge bosons which have to be introduced in order to preserve local gauge
invariance are the eight ‘gluons’. These are taken to be the carriers which mediate the strong
interaction in the same way that photons are the carriers which mediate the electromagnetic

interactions.

The Feynman rules for QCD are therefore simply the Feynman rules listed in the previous
lecture, with the gauge coupling constant, g, taken to be the strong coupling, g, (more
about this later), the generators T* taken to be the eight generators of SU(3) in the triplet
representation, and %, a, b, ¢, = 1...8 are the structure constants of SU(3) (you can look
them up in a book but normally you will not need their explicit form).

Thus we now have a quantum field theory which can be used to describe the strong interac-

tion.

3.1 Running Coupling

The coupling for the strong interaction is the QCD gauge coupling, g;. We usually work in
terms of a defined as

2

gs
, = s 3.1
as = = (3.1)

Since the interactions are strong, we would expect a, to be too large to perform reliable
calculations in perturbation theory. On the other hand the Feynman rules are only useful
within the context of perturbation theory.

This difficulty is resolved when we understand that ‘coupling constants’ are not constant
at all. The electromagnetic fine structure constant, «, has the value 1/137 only at energies
which are not large compared to the electron mass. At higher energies it is larger than this.
For example, at LEP energies it takes a value close to 1/129. In contrast to QED, it turns
out that in the non-abelian gauge theories of the Standard Model the weak and the strong

coupling decrease as the energy increases.

To see how this works within the context of QCD we note that when we perform higher
order perturbative calculations there are loop diagrams which have the effect of ‘dressing’
the couplings. For example, the one-loop diagrams which dress the coupling between a quark

and a gluon are:
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where

::@“5 B mjﬁézz;m’ﬁ +fm~§w- ’NWOMU" ooy o

»

are the diagrams needed to calculate the one-loop corrections to the gluon propagator.

These diagrams contain UV divergences and need to be renormalized, e.g. by subtracting at
some renormalization scale p. This scale then appears inside a logarithm for the renormalized
quantities. This means that if the squared momenta of all the external particles coming into
the vertex are of order (Q%, where ) > u, then the above diagrams give rise to a correction
which contains a logarithm of the ratio Q*/u*:

—a? By In (QQ/,uz) . (3.2)

This correction is interpreted as the correction to the effective QCD coupling, a,(Q?), at
momentum scale @), i.e.

0s(Q?) = as(p?) — as(u?)? Fo In (Qz/uz) + ... (3.3)
The coefficient [, is calculated to be

11N, — 2ny
127 ’

where N, is the number of colours (=3), ns is the number of active flavours, i.e. the number

Bo = (3.4)

of flavours whose mass threshold is below the momentum scale Q. Note that (3 is positive,
which means that the coefficient in front of the logarithm in eq. (3.3) is negative, so that the

effective coupling decreases as the momentum scale is increased.

A more precise analysis shows that the effective coupling obeys the differential equation

OQS(Q%

alTQQ) = (as(Q2))a (3.5)
where ( has the perturbative expansion
Blas) = —foas —Prag +O(a) +... . (3.6)
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Figure 3.1: The running of a,(Q?) with 8 taken to two loops.

In order to solve this differential equation we need a boundary value. Nowadays this is usually
taken to be the measured value of the coupling at scale of the Z boson mass, Mz = 91.19
GeV, which is measured to be

as(M%) = 0.11840.002. (3.7)

This is one of the free parameters of the Standard Model.%

The running of as(Q?) is shown in figure 3.1. We can see that for momentum scales above
about 2 GeV the coupling is less than 0.3 so that one can hope to carry out reliable pertur-
bative calculations for QCD processes with energy scales larger than this.

Gauge invariance requires that the gauge coupling for the interaction between gluons must
be exactly the same as the gauge coupling for the interaction between quarks and gluons.
The B-function could therefore have been calculated from the higher order corrections to the
three-gluon (or four-gluon) vertex and must yield the same result, despite the fact that it is
calculated from a completely different set of diagrams.

%Previously the solution to eq. (3.5) (to leading order) was written as ors(Q?) = 4m/Bo In(Q?/A%cp) and
the scale Aqcp was used as the standard parameter which sets the scale for the magnitude of the strong
coupling. This turns out to be rather inconvenient since it needs to be adjusted every time higher order
corrections are taken into consideration and the number of active flavours has to be specified. The detour
via Aqep also introduces additional truncation errors and can complicate the error analysis.
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Exercise 3.1

Draw the Feynman diagrams needed for the calculation of the one-loop cor-
rection to the triple gluon coupling (don’t forget the Faddeev-Popov ghost
loops).

Exercise 3.2
Solve equation (3.5) using 3 to leading order only, and calculate the value of
o at a momentum scale of 10 GeV. Use the value at My given by eq. (3.7).

Calculate also the error in o, at 10 GeV.

3.2 Quark (and Gluon) Confinement

This argument can be inverted to provide an answer to the question of why we have never seen
quarks or gluons in a laboratory. Asymptotic Freedom tells us that the effective coupling be-
tween quarks becomes weaker at shorter distances (equivalent to higher energies/momentum
scales). Conversely it implies that the effective coupling grows as we go to larger distances.
Therefore, the complicated system of gluon exchanges which leads to the binding of quarks
(and antiquarks) inside hadrons leads to a stronger and stronger binding as we attempt to
pull the quarks apart. This means that we can never isolate a quark (or a gluon) at large
distances since we require more and more energy to overcome the binding as the distance
between the quarks grows. Instead, when the energy contained in the ‘string’ of bound glu-
ons and quarks becomes large enough, the colour-string breaks and more quarks are created,

leaving more colourless hadrons, but no isolated, coloured quarks.

The upshot of this is that the only free particles which can be observed at macroscopic
distances from each other are colour singlets. This mechanism is known as “quark confine-
ment”. The details of how it works are not fully understood. Nevertheless the argument
presented here is suggestive of such confinement and at the level of non-perturbative field
theory, lattice calculations have confirmed that for non-abelian gauge theories the binding

energy does indeed grow as the distance between quarks increases.”

Thus we have two different pictures of the world of strong interactions: On one hand, at suf-
ficiently short distances, which can be probed at sufficiently large energies, we can consider
quarks and gluons (partons) interacting with each other. In this regime we can perform
calculations of the scattering cross sections between quarks and gluons (called the “par-

tonic hard cross section”) in perturbation theory because the running coupling is sufficiently

"Lattice QCD simulations have also succeeded in calculating the spectrum of many observed hadrons and
also hadronic matrix elements for certain processes from ‘first principles’, i.e. without using perturbative
expansions or phenomenological models.
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small. On the other hand, before we can make a direct comparison with what is observed
in accelerator experiments, we need to take into account the fact that the quarks and glu-
ons bind (hadronize) into colour singlet hadrons, and it is only these colour singlet states
that are observed directly. The mechanism for this hadronization is beyond the scope of
perturbation theory and not understood in detail. Nevertheless Monte Carlo programs have
been developed which simulate the hadronization in such a way that the results of the short-
distance perturbative calculations at the level of quarks and gluons can be confronted with

experiments measuring hadrons in a successful way.

Thus, for example, if we wish to calculate the cross section for an electron-positron annihila-
tion into three jets (at high energies), we first calculate, in perturbation theory, the process
for electron plus positron to annihilate into a virtual photon (or Z boson) which then de-
cays into a quark and antiquark, and an emitted gluon. At leading order the two Feynman
diagrams for this process are:®

q q

+ * P *
oo 9
e q e q

However, before we can compare the results of this perturbative calculation with experi-
mental data on three jets of observed hadrons, we need to perform a convolution of this
calculated cross section with a Monte Carlo simulation that accounts for the way in which
the final state partons (quarks and gluons) bind with other quarks and gluons to produce
observed hadrons. It is only after such a convolution has been performed that one can get
a reliable comparison of the calculated observables (like cross sections or event shapes) with
data.

Likewise, if we want to calculate scattering processes including initial state hadrons we need
to account for the probability of finding a particular quark or gluon inside an initial hadron
with a given fraction of the initial hadron’s momentum (these are called “parton distribution

functions”).

Exercise 3.3

Draw the (tree level) Feynman diagrams for the process ete™ — 4jets. Con-
sider only one photon exchange plus the QCD contributions (do not include Z
boson exchange or WW production).

8The contraction of the one loop diagram (where a gluon connects the quark and antiquark) with the
ete~ — ¢ amplitude is of the same order o, and has to be taken into account to get an infra-red finite
result. However, it does not lead to a three-jet event (on the partonic level).
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3.3 6#-Parameter of QCD
There is one more gauge invariant term that can be written down in the QCD Lagrangian:

2
gS Voo a a
Lo = 05 5" FLFy,. (3.8)

Here €#*° is the totally antisymmetric tensor (in four dimensions). Since we should work
with the most general gauge invariant Lagrangian there is no reason to omit this term.
However, adding this term to the Lagrangian leads to a problem, called the “strong CP
problem”.

To understand the nature of the problem, we first convince ourselves that this term violates
CP. In QED we would have

e F,F,, = E-B, (3.9)

and for QCD we have a similar expression except that E* and B* carry a colour index —
they are known as the chromoelectric and chromomagnetic fields. Under charge conjugation
both the electric and magnetic field change sign. But under parity the electric field, which
is a proper vector, changes sign, whereas the magnetic field, which is a polar vector, does
not change sign. Thus we see that the term E - B is odd under CP.

For this reason, the parameter # in front of this term must be exceedingly small in order not
to give rise to strong interaction contributions to C'P violating quantities such as the electric
dipole moment of the neutron. The current experimental limits on this dipole moment tell
us that & < 10719 Thus we are tempted to think that 6 is zero. Nevertheless, strictly
speaking # is a free parameter of QCD, and is sometimes considered to be the nineteenth
free parameter of the Standard Model.

Of course we simply could set 8 to zero (or a very small number) and be happy with it.”
However, whenever a free parameter is zero or extremely small, we would like to understand
the reason. The fact that we do not know why this term is absent (or so small) is the strong
CP problem.

There are several possible solutions to the strong C'P problem that offer explanations as
to why this term is absent (or small). One possible solution is through imposing an ad-
ditional symmetry, leading to the postulation of a new, hypothetical, weakly interacting
particle, called the “(Peccei-Quinn) axion”. Unfortunately none of these solutions have been

confirmed yet and the problem is still unresolved.

Another question is why is this not a problem in QED? In fact a term like eq. (3.8) can also

9To be precise, setting § — 0 in the Lagrangian would not be enough, as 6 # 0 can also be generated
through higher order electroweak radiative corrections, requiring a fine-tuning beyond 8 — 0.
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be written down in QED. A thorough discussion of this point is beyond the scope of this
lecture. Suffice to say that this term can be written (in QED and QCD) as a total divergence,
so it seems that it can be eliminated from the Lagrangian altogether. However, in QCD (but
not in QED) there are non-perturbative effects from the non-trivial topological structure of
the vacuum (somewhat related to so called “instantons” you probably have heard about)
which prevent us from neglecting the #-term.

3.4 Summary

e Quarks transform as a triplet representation of colour SU(3) (each quark can have one
of three colours).

e The eight gauge bosons of QCD are the gluons which are the carriers that mediate the

strong interaction.

e The coupling of quarks to gluons (and gluons to each other) decreases as the energy
scale increases. Therefore, at high energies one can perform reliable perturbative cal-

culations for strongly interacting processes.

e As the distance between quarks increases the binding increases, such that it is impos-
sible to isolate individual quarks or gluons. The only observable particles are colour
singlet hadrons. Perturbative calculations performed at the quark and gluon level must
be supplemented by accounting for the recombination of final state quarks and gluons
into observed hadrons as well as the probability of finding these quarks and gluons
inside the initial state hadrons (if applicable).

e QCD admits a gauge invariant strong CP violating term with a coefficient §. This
parameter is known to be very small from limits on C'P violating phenomena such as

the electric dipole moment of the neutron.
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4 Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking

We have seen that in an unbroken gauge theory the gauge bosons must be massless. This is
exactly what we want for QED (massless photon) and QCD (massless gluons). However, if we
wish to extend the ideas of describing interactions by a gauge theory to the weak interactions,
the symmetry must somehow be broken since the carriers of the weak interactions (W and
Z bosons) are massive (weak interactions are very short range). We could simply break the
symmetry by hand by adding a mass term for the gauge bosons, which we know violates the
gauge symmetry. However, this would destroy renormalizability of our theory.

Renormalizable theories are preferred because they are more predictive. As discussed in
the Field Theory and QED lectures, there are divergent results (infinities) in QED and
QCD, and these are said to be renormalizable theories. So what could be worse about
a non-renormalizable theory? The critical issue is the number of divergences: few in a
renormalizable theory, and infinite in the non-renormalizable case. Associated to every
divergence is a parameter that must be extracted from data, so renormalizable theories can
make testable predictions once a few parameters are measured. For instance, in QCD, the
coupling g, has a divergence. But once «; is measured in one process, the theory can be

tested in other processes.”

In this chapter we will discuss a way to give masses to the W and Z, called “spontaneous
symmetry breaking”, which maintains the renormalizability of the theory. In this scenario
the Lagrangian maintains its symmetry under a set of local gauge transformations. On the
other hand, the lowest energy state, which we interpret as the vacuum (or ground state),
is not a singlet of the gauge symmetry. There is an infinite number of states each with the

same ground-state energy and nature chooses one of these states as the ‘true’ vacuum.

4.1 Massive Gauge Bosons and Renormalizability

In this subsection we will convince ourselves that simply adding by hand a mass term for
the gauge bosons will destroy the renormalizability of the theory. It will not be a rigorous
argument, but will illustrate the difference between introducing mass terms for the gauge

bosons in a brute force way and introducing them via spontaneous symmetry breaking.

Higher order (loop) corrections generate ultraviolet divergences. In a renormalizable theory,

10Tt should be noted that effective field theories, though formally not renormalizable, can nevertheless be
very valuable as they often allow for a simplified description of a more ‘complete’ or fundamental theory in
a resticted energy range. Popular examples are Chiral Perturbation Theory, Heavy Quark Effective Theory
and Non-Relativistic QCD.
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these divergences can be absorbed into the parameters of the theory we started with, and
in this way can be ‘hidden’. As we go to higher orders we need to absorb more and more
terms into these parameters, but there are only as many divergent quantities as there are
parameters. So, for instance, in QED the Lagrangian we start with contains the fermion
field, the gauge boson field, and interactions whose strength is controlled by e and m. Being
a renormalizable theory, all divergences of diagrams can be absorbed into these quantities
(irrespective of the number of loops or legs), and once e and m are measured, all other
observables (cross sections, g — 2, etc.) can be predicted.

In order to ensure that this programme can be carried out there have to be restrictions on
the allowed interaction terms. Furthermore all the propagators have to decrease like 1/p?
as the momentum p — oo. Note that this is how the massless gauge-boson propagator
eq. (1.24) behaves. If these conditions are not fulfilled, then the theory generates more and
more divergent terms as one calculates to higher orders, and it is not possible to absorb
these divergences into the parameters of the theory. Such theories are said to be “non-

renormalizable”.

Now we can convince ourselves that simply adding a mass term M? A, A* to the Lagrangian
given in eq. (2.21) will lead to a non-renormalizable theory. To start with we note that
such a term will modify the propagator. Collecting all terms bilinear in the gauge fields in

momentum space we get (in Feynman gauge)
1
54 (—9" 0" = M) +p'p") A, (4.1)

We have to invert this operator to get the propagator which now takes the form

g v D'PY
7 (0 ) =

Note that this propagator, eq. (4.2), has a much worse ultraviolet behavior in that it goes
to a constant for p — oo. Thus, it is clear that the ultraviolet properties of a theory with
a propagator as given in eq. (4.2) are worse than for a theory with a propagator as given
in eq. (1.24). According to our discussion at the beginning of this subsection we conclude
that without the explicit mass term M? A,A* the theory is renormalizable, whereas with
this term it is not. In fact, it is precisely the gauge symmetry that ensures renormalizability.

Breaking this symmetry results in the loss of renormalizability.

The aim of spontaneous symmetry breaking is to break the gauge symmetry in a more subtle

way, such that we can still give the gauge bosons a mass but retain renormalizability.
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4.2 Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking

Spontaneous symmetry breaking is a phenomenon that is by far not restricted to gauge
symmetries. It is a subtle way to break a symmetry by still requiring that the Lagrangian
remains invariant under the symmetry transformation. However, the ground state of the

symmetry is not invariant, i.e. not a singlet under a symmetry transformation.

In order to illustrate the idea of spontaneous symmetry breaking, consider a pen that is
completely symmetric with respect to rotations around its axis. If we balance this pen on
its tip on a table, and start to press on it with a force precisely along the axis we have a
perfectly symmetric situation. This corresponds to a Lagrangian which is symmetric (under
rotations around the axis of the pen in this case). However, if we increase the force, at some
point the pen will bend (and eventually break). The question then is in which direction will
it bend. Of course we do not know, since all directions are equal. But the pen will pick
one and by doing so it will break the rotational symmetry. This is spontaneous symmetry
breaking.

A better example can be given by looking at a point mass in a potential
V(F) = 77+ A7 72 (4.3)

This potential is symmetric under rotations and we assume A > 0 (otherwise there would
be no stable ground state). For p? > 0 the potential has a minimum at 7 = 0, thus the
point mass will simply fall to this point. The situation is more interesting if y? < 0. For
two dimensions the potential is shown in Fig. 4.1. If the point mass sits at ¥ = 0 the
system is not in the ground state but the situation is completely symmetric. In order to
reach the ground state, the symmetry has to be broken, i.e. if the point mass wants to roll
down, it has to decide in which direction. Any direction is equally good, but one has to be
picked. This is exactly what spontaneous symmetry breaking means. The Lagrangian (here
the potential) is symmetric (here under rotations around the z-axis), but the ground state
(here the position of the point mass once it rolled down) is not. Let us formulate this in
a slightly more mathematical way for gauge symmetries. We denote the ground state by
|0). A spontaneously broken gauge theory is a theory whose Lagrangian is invariant under
gauge transformations, which is exactly what we have done in chapters 1 and 2. The new
feature in a spontaneously broken theory is that the ground state is not invariant under
gauge transformations. This means

e T |0) # 10) (4.4)

which entails
T|0) # 0 for some a. (4.5)
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Figure 4.1: A potential that leads to spontaneous symmetry breaking.

Eq. (4.5) follows from eq. (4.4) upon expansion in w® Thus, the theory is spontaneously
broken if there exists at least one generator that does not annihilate the vacuum.

In the next section we will explore the concept of spontaneous symmetry breaking in the
context of gauge symmetries in more detail, and we will see that, indeed, this way of breaking
the gauge symmetry has all the desired features.

4.3 The Abelian Higgs Model

For simplicity, we will start by spontaneously breaking the U(1) gauge symmetry in a theory
of one complex scalar field. In the Standard Model, it will be a non-abelian gauge theory
that is spontaneously broken, but all the important ideas can simply be translated from the
U(1) case considered here.

The Lagrangian density for a gauged complex scalar field, with a mass term and a quartic

self-interaction, may be written as
1
L = (D,®)" D*® — ZF’“’FW - V(2), (4.6)
where the potential V(®), is given by

V(®) = pd*®+ \|D*®)°, (4.7)
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and the covariant derivative D, and the field-strength tensor F),, are given in egs. (1.15) and
(1.12) respectively. This Lagrangian is invariant under U(1) gauge transformations

P — e W@, (4.8)

Provided p? is positive this potential has a minimum at ® = 0. We call the & = 0 state
the vacuum and expand ® in terms of creation and annihilation operators that populate the
higher energy states. In terms of a quantum field theory, where ® is an operator, the precise
statement is that the operator ® has zero vacuum expectation value, i.e. (0|®|0) = 0.

Now suppose we reverse the sign of u?, so that the potential becomes
V(®) = —pld*d + A |0 D), (4.9)

with 42 > 0. We see that this potential no longer has a minimum at ® = 0, but a (local)
maximum. The minimum occurs at

d =¥ i = (4.10)

n ¢

where 6 can take any value from 0 to 2r. There is an infinite number of states each with
the same lowest energy, i.e. we have a degenerate vacuum. The symmetry breaking occurs
in the choice made for the value of 6 which represents the true vacuum. For convenience we
shall choose 8 = 0 to be our vacuum. Such a choice constitutes a spontaneous breaking of
the U(1) invariance, since a U(1) transformation takes us to a different lowest energy state.
In other words the vacuum breaks U(1) invariance. In quantum field theory we say that the
field ® has a non-zero vacuum expectation value

(@ = - (4.11)

But this means that there are ‘excitations’ with zero energy, that take us from the vacuum to
one of the other states with the same energy. The only particles which can have zero energy
are massless particles (with zero momentum). We therefore expect a massless particle in
such a theory.

To see that we do indeed get a massless particle, let us expand ® around its vacuum expec-

o — %(%+H):%(\%+H+i¢>‘ (4.12)

The fields H and ¢ have zero vacuum expectation values and it is these fields that are

tation value,

expanded in terms of creation and annihilation operators of the particles that populate the
excited states. Of course, it is the H-field that corresponds to the Higgs field.
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We now want to write the Lagrangian in terms of the H and ¢ fields. In order to get the
potential we insert eq. (4.12) into eq. (4.9) and find

4
vV = u2H2+m/X(H3+¢2H)+%(H4+¢4+2H2¢2)+Z—X (4.13)

Note that in eq. (4.13) there is a mass term for the H-field, u?H? = My /2H?, where we
have defined!!

My = 2p. (4.14)

However, there is no mass term for the field ¢. Thus ¢ is a field for a massless particle called
the “Goldstone boson”. We will look at this issue in a more general way in section 4.4. Next
let us consider the kinetic term. We plug eq. (4.12) into (D,®)*D*® and get

(D,®)* D' = %ONHB“H + %(‘?qu(‘)“qﬁ + —;-gQUQAMA“ + %g2AHA“(H2 +¢?)
— gA, ($0.H — HO,9) + guA0*¢ + gvA, AP H. (4.15)

There are several important features in eq. (4.15). Firstly, the gauge boson has acquired a
mass term 1/2¢*v? A, A* = 1/2M5 A, A*, where we have defined

My = gv. (4.16)
Secondly, there is a coupling of the gauge field to the H-field,

g*vA,APH = gMsA, A" H. (4.17)

It is important to remember that this coupling is proportional to the mass of the gauge
boson. Finally, there is also the bilinear term gv A*0,¢, which after integrating by parts
(for the action S) may be written as — My ¢ 0,A*. This mixes the Goldstone boson, ¢, with
the longitudinal component of the gauge boson, with strength M4 (when the gauge-boson
field A, is separated into its transverse and longitudinal components, A4, = Aﬁ + Az,

where 8"AZ = (). Later on, we will use the gauge freedom to get rid of this mixing term.

4.4 Goldstone Bosons

In the previous subsection we have seen that there is a massless boson, called the Goldstone
boson, associated with the flat direction in the potential. Goldstone’s theorem describes the
appearance of massless bosons when a global (not gauge) symmetry is spontaneously broken.

Note that for a real field ¢ representing a particle of mass m the mass term is ;m?@?, whereas for a

complex field the mass term is m2¢f¢.
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Suppose we have a theory whose Lagrangian is invariant under a symmetry group § with
N generators T® and the symmetry group of the vacuum forms a subgroup H of G, with
m generators. This means that the vacuum state is still invariant under transformations
generated by the m generators of H, but not the remaining N —m generators of the original
symmetry group G. Thus we have

T¢0) = 0 a=1...m,
T%10) # 0 a=m+1...N. (4.18)

Goldstone’s theorem states that there will be N —m massless particles (one for each broken
generator of the group). The case considered in this section is special in that there is only
one generator of the symmetry group (i.e. N = 1) which is broken by the vacuum. Thus,
there is no generator that leaves the vacuum invariant (i.e. m = 0) and we get N —m =1
Goldstone boson.

Like all good general theorems, Goldstone’s theorem has a loophole, which arises when one
considers a gauge theory, i.e. when one allows the original symmetry transformations to
be local. In a spontaneously broken gauge theory, the choice of which vacuum is the true
vacuum is equivalent to choosing a gauge, which is necessary in order to be able to quantize
the theory. What this means is that the Goldstone bosons, which can, in principle, transform
the vacuum into any of the states degenerate with the vacuum, now affect transitions into
states which are not consistent with the original gauge choice. This means that the Goldstone
bosons are “unphysical” and are often called “Goldstone ghosts”.

On the other hand the quantum degrees of freedom associated with the Goldstone bosons
are certainly there ab initio (before a choice of gauge is made). What happens to them? A
massless vector boson has only two degrees of freedom (the two directions of polarization
of a photon), whereas a massive vector (spin-one) particle has three possible values for
the helicity of the particle. In a spontaneously broken gauge theory, the Goldstone boson
associated with each broken generator provides the third degree of freedom for the gauge
bosons. This means that the gauge bosons become massive. The Goldstone boson is said to
be “eaten” by the gauge boson. This is related to the mixing term between AY and ¢ of the
previous subsection. Thus, in our abelian model, the two degrees of freedom of the complex
field ® turn out to be the Higgs field and the longitudinal component of the (now massive)
gauge boson. There is no physical, massless particle associated with the degree of freedom
¢ present in ©.

-152 -



4.5 The Unitary Gauge

As mentioned above, we want to use the gauge freedom to choose a gauge such that there are
no mixing terms between the longitudinal component of the gauge field and the Goldstone
boson. Recall

_LU et v:i el 7
@_\/i( + H) €/ ﬁ(ﬁ—f-ﬂ—}- ¢+...>, (4.19)

where the dots stand for nonlinear terms in ¢. Next we make a gauge transformation (see

eq. (1.2))
O — ' =W (4.20)

In other words, we fix the gauge such that the imaginary part of ® vanishes. Under the
gauge transformation eq. (4.20) the gauge field transforms according to (see eq. (1.11))

Ay M= Ayt [qu] (4.21)

It is in fact the superposition of A, and ¢ which make up the physical field. Note that
the change from A, to A} made in eq. (4.21) affects only the longitudinal component. If
we now express the Lagrangian in terms of ® and Aj, there will be no mixing term. Even
better, the ¢ field vanishes altogether! This can easily be seen by noting that under a gauge

transformation the covariant derivative D,® transforms in the same way as ®, thus

D,® — (D,®) = e */"D,® = et L (0.H +igAl,(v+ H)), (4.22)

%

and (D,®)*(D*®)’ is independent of ¢. Performing the algebra (and dropping the ' for the
A-field) we get the Lagrangian in the unitary gauge

1 M?
£ = 58NH8”H+MAA A* —ZF,WF’“’— —A

+ gMAAHA“HJr%A“A“HQ = \/7 MpH?®, (4.23)

with M, and My as defined in eqgs. (4.16) and (4.14), respectively. All the terms quadratic

in A, may be written (in momentum space) as

Au(—p) (—9"™ P* + p'P¥ + 9" M) Au(p). (4.24)

The gauge boson propagator is the inverse of the coefficient of A, (—p)A,(p), which is

. DuDy 1
B (g“” B M) 7 — M) (4.25)

This is the usual expression for the propagator of a massive spin-one particle, eq. (4.2).

The only other remaining particle is the scalar, H, with mass myg = /2, which is the
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Higgs boson. This is a physical particle, which interacts with the gauge boson and also has
cubic and quartic self-interactions. The Lagrangian given in eq. (4.23) leads to the following
vertices and Feynman rules:

K .
7
’ 2i€e%g,,
N
AN
14 N
i
. 2ieMug,.,
v
N\ Ve
N /
\/\<’ 67\
N
% N
# N
N
N\
DN 6imH\/2)\

The advantage of the unitary gauge is that no unphysical particles appear, i.e. the ¢-field
has completely disappeared. The disadvantage is that the propagator of the gauge field,
eq. (4.25), behaves as p° for p — oco. As discussed in section 4.1 this seems to indicate
that the theory is non-renormalizable. It seems that we have not gained anything at all
by breaking the theory spontaneously rather than by simply adding a mass term by hand.
Fortunately this is not true. In order to see that the theory is still renormalizable, in spite
of eq. (4.25), it is very useful to consider a different type of gauges, namely the R, gauges
discussed in the next subsection.

4.6 R Gauges (Feynman Gauge)

The class of R, gauges is a more conventional way to fix the gauge. Recall that in QED we
fixed the gauge by adding a term, eq. (1.21), in the Lagrangian. This is exactly what we do
here. The gauge fixing term we are adding to the Lagrangian density eq. (4.6) is

— 1 B _ 2
ﬁR = —m (a,uA (1 g)MAd))
1 1
— _mauA“a,,A” + Magpd, A* — Tgqusz. (4.26)
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Again, the special value £ = 0 corresponds to the Feynman gauge. The second term in
eq. (4.26) cancels precisely the mixing term in eq. (4.15). Thus, we have achieved our goal.
Note however, that in this case, contrary to the unitary gauge, the unphysical ¢-field does
not disappear. The first term in eq. (4.26) is bilinear in the gauge field, thus it contributes
to the gauge-boson propagator. The terms bilinear in the A-field are

—%A"(—p) (—guu(p2 — M)+ pup — f ok 5) A”(p) (4.27)

which leads to the gauge boson propagator

—1

Yy nyy
@ =) (g*“’ - aMz) | (4:28)

In the Feynman gauge, the propagator becomes particularly simple. The crucial feature of

eq. (4.28), however, is that this propagator behaves as p=2 for p — oo. Thus, this class
of gauges is manifestly renormalizable. There is, however, a price to pay: The Goldstone
boson is still present. It has acquired a mass, My, from the gauge fixing term, and it has
interactions with the gauge boson, with the Higgs scalar and with itself. Furthermore, for the
purposes of higher order corrections in non-Abelain theories, we need to introduce Faddeev-
Popov ghosts which interact with the gauge bosons, the Higgs scalar and the Goldstone
bosons.

Let us stress that there is no contradiction at all between the apparent non-renormalizability
of the theory in the unitary gauge and the manifest renormalizability in the R¢ gauge. Since
physical quantities are gauge invariant, any physical quantity can be calculated in a gauge
where renormalizability is manifest. As mentioned above, the price we pay for this is that
there are more particles and many more interactions, leading to a plethora of Feynman
diagrams. We therefore only work in such gauges if we want to compute higher order
corrections. For the rest of these lectures we shall confine ourselves to tree-level calculations
and work solely in the unitary gauge.

Nevertheless, one cannot over-stress the fact that it is only when the gauge bosons ac-
quire masses through the Higgs mechanism that we have a renormalizable theory. It is this
mechanism that makes it possible to write down a consistent Quantum Field Theory which

describes the weak interactions.

4.7 Summary

e In the case of a gauge theory the Goldstone bosons provide the longitudinal component
of the gauge bosons, which therefore acquire a mass. The mass is proportional to the
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magnitude of the vacuum expectation value and the gauge coupling constant. The
Goldstone bosons themselves are unphysical.

It is possible to work in the unitary gauge where the Goldstone boson fields are set to
Z€ero.

When gauge bosons acquire masses by this (Higgs) mechanism, renormalizability is
maintained. This can be seen explicitly if one works in a R, gauge, in which the gauge
boson propagator decreases like 1/p? as p — oo. This is a necessary condition for
renormalizability. If one does work in such a gauge, however, one needs to work with
Goldstone boson fields, even though the Goldstone bosons are unphysical. The number
of interactions and the number of Feynman graphs required for the calculation of some
processes is then greatly increased.
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5 The Standard Model with one Family

To write down the Lagrangian of a theory, one first needs to choose the symmetries (gauge
and global) and the particle content, and then write down every allowed renormalizable
interaction. In this section we shall use this recipe to construct the Standard Model with
one family. The Lagrangian should contain pieces

E(SM,I) = »Cgauge bosons T £fermion masses T ﬁfermionKT + EHiggs- (51)

The terms are written out in eqns. (5.15), (5.29), (5.30) and (5.55).

5.1 Left- and Right- Handed Fermions

The weak interactions are known to violate parity. Parity non-invariant interactions for
fermions can be constructed by giving different interactions to the “left-handed” and “right-
handed” components defined in eq. (5.4). Thus, in writing down the Standard Model, we
will treat the left-handed and right-handed parts separately.

A Dirac field, v, representing a fermion, can be expressed as the sum of a left-handed part,
11, and a right-handed part, ¥g,

Y = Yr + Yg, (5.2)
where
Wp = Ppip with Bpes _275), (5.3)
Yn — Py with Py= (1275). (5.4)
P;, and Pp are projection operators, i.e.
PP, =P, PrPp=Pr and PP =0=PrPy. (5.5)

They project out the left-handed (negative) and right-handed (positive) chirality states of
the fermion, respectively. This is the definition of chirality, which is a property of fermion
fields, but not a physical observable.

The kinetic term of the Dirac Lagrangian and the interaction term of a fermion with a vector

field can also be written as a sum of two terms, each involving only one chirality

% ’Y“au%b = :QD—L ’Y”a;ﬂPL i %’Y“auwﬁfa (5‘6)
E ’Y”Au"p = % ’YﬂA;ﬂ/}L + %VHAMPR- (57)
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On the other hand, a mass term mixes the two chiralities:

my Y = mrYr +mPrpr. (5.8)

Exercise 5.1
Use (v5)? = 1 to verify eq. (5.5) and 9 = 9T9°, 751 = 4® as well as ¥°y* =
—yH5 to verify eq. (5.7).

In the limit where the fermions are massless (or sufficiently relativistic), chirality becomes
helicity, which is the projection of the spin on the direction of motion and which is a physical
observable. Thus, if the fermions are massless, we can treat the left-handed and right-handed
chiralities as separate particles of conserved helicity. We can understand this physically from
the following simple consideration. If a fermion is massive and is moving in the positive z
direction, along which its spin is having a positive component so that the helicity is positive
in this frame, one can always boost into a frame in which the fermion is moving in the
negative z direction, but with this spin component unchanged. In the new frame the helicity
will hence be negative. On the other hand, if the particle is massless and travels with the
speed of light, no such boost is possible, and in that case helicity/chirality is a good quantum
number.

Exercise 5.2

For a massless spinor

up) = 7= 3%
PP=TE\ & px )

where x is a two-component spinor, show that

(1 £7")u(p)

are eigenstates of & - p/ E with eigenvalues +1, respectively. Take

01
5 _
r=(24):

and in 4 x 4 matrix notation & - p' means

d-p 0
0 &-9/
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5.2 Symmetries and Particle Content

We have made all the preparations to write down a gauge invariant Lagrangian. We now
only have to pick the gauge group and the matter content of the theory. It should be noticed
that there are no theoretical reasons to-pick a certain group or certain matter content. To

match experimental observations we pick the gauge group for the Standard Model to be
U(l)yy x SU(2) x SU(3). (5.9)

To indicate that the abelian U(1) group is not the gauge group of QED but of hypercharge
a subscript Y has been added. The corresponding coupling and gauge boson is denoted by
g’ and B* respectively.

The SU(2) group has three generators (T, = 0,/2), the coupling is denoted by g and the
three gauge bosons are denoted by W, W2, W2. None of these gauge bosons (and neither
B,,) are physical particles. As we will see, linear combinations of these gauge bosons will
make up the photon as well as the W+ and the Z bosons.

Finally, the SU(3) is the group of the strong interaction. The corresponding eight gauge
bosons are the gluons. In this section we will concentrate on the other two groups, with
one generation of fermions. The strong interaction is dealt with in section 3, and extra

generations are introduced in the next chapter.

As matter content for the first family, we have

gL = ( o ) ; ugr; dr; fL = ( - ) ; er; {va!!}. (5.10)

dr, €r

Note that a right-handed neutrino vz has appeared. It is a gauge singlet (no strong interac-
tion, no weak interactions, no electric charge), so is unneccessary in a model with massless
neutrinos. However, neutrinos are now known to have small masses, which can be described
by adding the right-handed field vg. Neutrino masses will be discussed further in chapter 7.

Note also that the left- and right-handed fermion components have been given different weak
interactions. The Standard Model is constructed this way, because the weak interactions are
known to violate parity. The left-handed components form doublets under SU(2) whereas the
right-handed components are singlets. This means that under SU(2) gauge transformations

we have

Er — €,R=6R, (511)
b, — b =e Ty, (5.12)

- 159 -



Thus, the SU(2) singlets eg, Vg, ug and dg are invariant under SU(2) transformations and
do not couple to the corresponding gauge bosons W, W2, W2.

Since this separation of the electron into its left- and right-handed helicity only makes sense
for a massless electron we also need to assume that the electron is massless in the exact
SU(2) limit and that the mass for the electron arises as a result of spontaneous symmetry

breaking in a similar way as the masses for the gauge bosons arise. We will come back to
this later.

Under U(1)y gauge transformations the matter fields transform as
p— ) = e WY Wy (5.13)

where Y is the hypercharge of the particle under consideration. It is chosen to give the
observed electric charge of the particles. The explicit values for the hypercharges of the
particles listed in eq. (5.10) are as follows:

1 1 2 il
Y(lr) = 5 Y(er) =—1, Y(vr) =0, Y(qz) = 5’ Y(ug) = 3 Y(dg) = —3 (5.14)
Under SU(3) the lepton fields 1, eg, vg are singlets, i.e. they do not transform at all. This
means that they do not couple to the gluons. The quarks on the other hand form triplets
under SU(3). The strong interaction does not distinguish between left- and right-handed

particles.

We have now listed all fermions that belong to the first family, together with their transfor-
mation properties under the various gauge transformations. However, since we ultimately
want massive weak gauge bosons, we will have to break the U(1)y x SU(2) gauge group
spontaneously, by introducing some type of Higgs scalar. The transformation properties of
this scalar will be deduced in the discussion of fermion masses.

5.3 Kinetic Terms for the Gauge Bosons

The gauge kinetic terms for abelian and non-abelian theories were presented in the first two
lectures. From the general expression of eq. (2.21), we extract for the SM gauge bosons:

1 1 1
L = _ZB/»“’BW/ — ZF;VFG'“V — ZF;LAVFAI’LV + £gauge—ﬁxing + ‘CFP ghosts- (515)
Here B,, = 0,B, — 0,B, is the hypercharge field strength, the second term contains the
SU(2) field strength, so a runs from one to three (over the three vector bosons of SU(2)),
and the third term is the gluon kinetic term, so A =1...8. To do an explicit perturbative
calculation, additional gauge fixing terms, and Fadeev-Popov ghosts, must be included. The

form of these terms depends on the choice of gauge.
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5.4 Fermion Masses and Yukawa Couplings

We cannot have an explicit mass term for the quarks or electrons, since a mass term mixes
left-handed and right-handed fermions and we have assigned these to different multiplets of
weak SU(2). However, if an SU(2) doublet Higgs is introduced, there is a gauge invariant
interaction that will look like a mass when the Higgs gets a vacuum expectation value (“vev”).

Such an interaction is called a ‘Yukawa interaction’ and is written as
Lyvaws = — Y, Iz ®ier + hec., (5.16)

where h.c. means ‘hermitian conjugate’. Note that the Higgs doublet must have Y = 1/2 to
ensure that this term has zero weak hypercharge.

Recalling eq. (5.19) we introduce a scalar “Higgs” field, which is a doublet under SU(2),
singlet under SU(3) (no colour), and has a scalar potential as given in eq. (4.9), i.e.

V(®) = —p20*® + \|D* . (5.17)

This potential has a minimum at ®*® = %,uQ /A, so some component of the Higgs doublet
should get a vev. In the unitary gauge, this vev can be written as

1 0
(®) =5 ( . ) (5.18)

with v = u/v/\.

Recall from the previous chapter that ® can be written as its “radial” degree of freedom
times an exponential containing the broken generators of the gauge symmetry:

ei(waT“—ng) 0

The unitary gauge choice consists of absorbing this exponential with a gauge transformation,
so that in the unitary gauge eq. (5.16) is

Y, 0
£Yukawa:_\/§(7/_[: ﬁ)(U_I_H)GR'FhC (520)

The part proportional to the vev is simply

Ye¥ oren+emes)
[ fd
\/5 LCR RCL \/5

ee, (5.21)
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and we see that the electron has acquired a mass which is proportional to the vev of the
scalar field. This immediately gives us a relation for the Yukawa coupling in terms of the
electron mass, m., and the W mass, My:

M
Y. = .
g V2 My
Thus, as for the gauge bosons, the strength of the coupling of the Higgs to fermions is

(5.22)

proportional to the mass of the fermions.

The quarks also acquire a mass through the spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism,
via their Yukawa coupling with the scalars. The interaction term

~Y, @ ®;dr + hec. (5.23)

gives a mass to the d quark when we replace ®; by its vev. This mass mg is given by

e = Yi, _ ytadt

V2 g

Since the vev is in the lower component of the Higgs doublet, we must do a little more work

: (5.24)

to obtain a mass for the upper element u of the quark doublet. In the case of SU(2) there

is a second way in which we can construct an invariant for the Yukawa interaction:
~Y, ;@@ ®up+ he.  (i,5 = 1,2), (5.25)

where €;; is the two-dimensional antisymmetric tensor. Note that

¢ = ;" = ( 01 é ) ( ‘;f ) (5.26)
- 0

has Y = —1/2, as required by the U(1) symmetry. This term does indeed give a mass m,,
to the u quark, where

Y, Y, My
My = —=v = V2 . 5.27
V2 g (5.27)

So the SM Higgs scalar couples to both the u and d quark, with interaction terms

g G Hu - g
99 My 99 My

The terms in the Lagrangian that give masses to the first generation quarks and charged

dHd. (5.28)

leptons are
‘Cfermion masses — Y;—: E'L (I)ieR - Yd q_Ll (I)i dR - Yu €ij q_Li (I)*jUR + h.c.. (529)
We could also have included a Yukawa mass term for the neutrinos: —Y, €; Ei ®*Iyp+ h.c.

However, neutrino masses do not neccessarily arise from a Yukawa interaction (this will be
discussed in chapter 7).
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5.5 Kinetic Terms for Fermions

The fermionic kinetic terms should be familiar from chapter 2:

EfermionKT = ZET fy“Dp. EL + l@’Y“Du er + Zﬁ?’“au VR
+iqr Y*Dyuqr +idpv*Dudr + iTR Y0, up (5.30)

where the covariant derivatives include the hypercharge, SU(2) and SU(3) gauge bosons as
required. For instance:

D, = 0,+igT*W; +14g'Y({1)B, for 41, (5.31)
D, = 0,+1g'Y(er)B, for ep, (5.32)
DM = aﬂ + igsTsan + ’L'gIY(dR)Bu for dR y (533)

where the strong coupling (g;), the eight generators of SU(3) (Te®) and the corresponding
gluon fields (G}) have been introduced, and Y (f) is the hypercharge of fermion f.

This gives the following interaction terms between the leptons and the gauge bosons:

T
vr W3 \/§W+ Vg, i .

(ﬁ) o (( \/51;;/; _WE“ ) —tan&WB“) (GL ) — i g tanby egy*Byer,

(5.34)

where we have used W* = (W' F iW?)/v/2. The fields B, and W3 are replaced by the
physical particles Z, and A, through the ‘rotation’

b~

N @

Z, = cosby WE —sinfw B, , (5.35)
A, = cosfy B, +sinfy W2 . (5.36)

(In the exercises of chapter 2 these definitions followed from requiring that the photon does
not interact with the neutrino. In section 5.6 we will see that the photon is also massless.)

Writing out the projection operators for left- and right-handed fermions, egs. (5.3) and (5.4),

we obtain the following interactions:

1. A coupling of the charged vector bosons W+ which mediate transitions between neu-

trinos and electrons (or u and d quarks) with an interaction term
_ 9 g1 —_ 9 _ga(1_~p -
2\/51/7 (1 fy)eWN 2\/§u7 <1 fy>dW# + h.c. (5.37)

(h.c. means ‘hermitian conjugate’ and gives the interaction involving an emitted W,f
where the incoming particle is a neutrino (or u) and the outgoing particle is an electron

(or d).)
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2. The usual coupling of the photon with the charged fermions is (using, for instance, the
relation eq. (5.54)):

2 1 -
gsinfyeyeA, — 39 sinfwuy*uAd, + 39 sin Oy dy* d A, . (5.38)

Note that the left- and right-handed fermions have exactly the same coupling to the
photon so that the electromagnetic coupling turns out to be purely vector (i.e. no o
term).

3. The coupling of neutrinos to the neutral weak gauge boson Z,,:

g

_ TP (1 = A5 ; .
4cos€WV7 < ’)’)Z/Z“ (5.39)

4. The coupling of both the left- and right-handed electron to the Z:

9

4 cos Oy E (7u (1 B 75) — 4sin’ GW’V“) € Zy- (5.40)

5. The coupling of the quarks to the Z can be written in the general form

T g (T2 (1= 1) = 2Qusin® 0w ") 4. 2, (5.41)

where quark i has the third component of weak isospin 7} and electric charge Q;.

From these terms in the Lagrangian we can directly read off the Feynman rules for the three-
point vertices with two fermions and one weak gauge boson. Then we can use these vertices
to calculate weak interactions of the quarks and leptons. This allows us, for example, to
calculate the total decay width of the Z or W boson, by calculating the decay width into
all possible quarks and leptons. However, quarks are not free particles, so for exclusive
processes, in which we trigger on known initial or final state hadrons, information is needed
about the probability to find a quark with given properties inside an initial hadron or the
probability that a quark with given properties will decay (“fragment”) into a final state
hadron.
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Exercise 5.3
The decay rate for the Z into a fermion-antifermion pair, Z — ff, is

1

|
r = / dUPS | M2 —
QAJZ |A4| 64W2A4Z

/dQ|M12,

d™FS gtands for the Lorentz invariant phase space measure for the two

where
final-state fermions, and [ d€ is the integral over the solid angle (of one final-
state particle).

Write the general interaction term for the coupling of the Z boson to a fermion

as

- “log—apy®).
2 cos OW’Y ( f 7 )
Show that the squared matrix element, summed over the spins of the (outgoing)
fermions and averaged over the spin of the (incoming) Z boson is
1 2

g v
M = =5 9w P (Wn)? + (ap)?) Tx (Y- kv y - ka),

where k; and k, are the momenta of the outgoing fermions and the gauge

polarization sum is

M ) b
;eﬂ € G + M2

(g = k1 + ko is the initial momentum of the Z boson). Hence show that

1 g?
48 7 cos? Oy

r = ((w)? + (a5)?) Mg

Neglect the masses of the fermions in comparison to the Z mass.

Exercise 5.4

The Z boson can decay leptonically into a pair of neutrinos or charged leptons
of all three generations and hadronically into u quarks, d quarks, ¢ quarks, s
quarks, or b quarks (¢ quarks couple like u quarks, whereas s quarks and b
quarks couple like d quarks). Deduce the values of vy and ay for each of these
cases and consequently estimate the decay width of the Z boson. (The current
experimental value is 2.4952 £ 0.0023 GeV.)

[Take Mz = 91.19 GeV, sin® Oy = 0.23, and the fine-structure constant o =
1/129 (why this value?)].
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5.6 The Higgs Part and Gauge Boson Masses

The Higgs doublet Lagrangian should contain a “spontaneous symmetry breaking” potential
which will give the Higgs a vev and self-interactions, and kinetic terms which will generate
the gauge boson masses and interactions between the Higgs and the gauge bosons. We first
consider the potential:

V(@) = —p2;8 + A (2797) . (5.42)

This potential has a minimum at ®F®; = $4?/A. Writing ® in the form of eq. (5.19) and
replacing this in the potential eq. (5.42), we find that we get a mass term for the real Higgs
field H, with value my = v2u. As expected, the w, do not appear in the potential. In an
ungauged theory, they would be the massless goldstone bosons. In a gauge theory like the
Standard Model, they will reappear as the longitudinal degrees of freedom of the massive

gauge bosons.

The remaining term of the & Lagrangian is the kinetic term (D,®)"(D#*®). Looking at this
term more carefully will help us to understand where the “physical” gauge bosons (i.e. the
W#, Z and photon) come from, and how they are related to the W, W2, W2, B,,. To see the
effect of the Higgs vev on the gauge boson masses, it is most simple to work in the unitary
gauge, that is, we absorb the exponential of eq. (5.19) with a gauge transformation. In this
gauge, the covariant derivative acting on the Higgs doublet is

1 g W ewdt g 0
D,® = —1{0, +i= K Yl +i=B , 5.43
: \/5(“ 12(\/§W‘; W3 27\ v + H (5.43)

so that

1)2

g1 2, 9V
D0 = 50, HY + L WHw; + 3

3 _ 7 2 . .
(g W, —g Bu) + interaction terms, (5.44)

where the ‘interaction terms’ are terms involving three fields (two gauge fields and the H-
field). Eq. (5.44) tells us that the W2 and B, fields mix (as do W, and W) and the physical
gauge bosons must be superpositions of these fields, such that there are no mixing terms.
Thus we define

Z, = cosby W} —sinbwB,, (5.45)
A, = cosbw B, +sin 6’WW3 , (5.46)

with the weak mixing angle 6y, (“Weinberg angle”) defined by

/
tan Oy = % . (5.47)
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With this eq. (5.44) is rewritten as

D of = L@ 7+ L wrwr s VL 7z 04,4 5.48
D@ = 56, H)"+ =~ W, T Scoszay, nd T 0AA". (5.48)

Here we see how SU(2) and U(1) are unified (or at least ‘entangled’) in the sense that
the neutral gauge boson that acquires a mass through the Higgs mechanism is the linear
superposition of a gauge boson from the SU(2) and the U(1)y gauge boson.

From eq. (5.48) we can read off the masses of the gauge bosons. The last term tells us that
the linear combination eq. (5.46) remains massless. This field is identified with the photon.
For the other fields we have

1 1 gv
My = = My == .
w = 39Y 27 9 cos Oy

(5.49)

The Z boson mediates the neutral current weak interactions. These were not observed until
after the development of the theory. From the magnitude of amplitudes involving weak
neutral currents (exchange of a Z boson), one can infer the (tree level) magnitude of the
weak mixing angle, fy. The ratio of the masses of the Z and W bosons is a prediction of
the Standard Model. More precisely, we define a quantity known as the p-parameter by

M2, = p M% cos? by . (5.50)

In the Standard Model p = 1 at tree level. In higher orders there is a small correction,
which depends on the definition used for sin 8y, (that is, which loop corrections are included
in sinfy ). Note that the p-parameter would be very different from one if the symmetry
breaking were due to a scalar multiplet which was not a doublet of weak isospin. Accurate
measurements of the p-parameter and other so-called electro-weak precision observables,
together with their prediction at higher order within the SM, serve as very powerful tests of
the SM. The Higgs enters in virtual loops, allowing for an indirect determination of its mass
through fits of the predictions to the data (see the homepage of the Electroweak Working
Group, http://lepewwg.web. cern.ch/LEPEWWG for more information).

The spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism breaks SU(2) x U(1)y down to U(1). It is
this surviving U(1) that is identified as the U(1) of electromagnetism. It is not the U(1)y
of the original gauge group but a set of transformations generated by a particular linear
combination of the original U(1) and rotations about the third axis of weak isospin. To see
this we note that the explicit representation of the generator Y as a 2 x 2 matrix, which can
be combined with the explicit representation of T!, T? and T?, is given by

1{10
Y:§(01)' (5.51)
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The factor 1/2 ensures the normalization'* condition eq. (2.7). Using eq. (5.51) it can easily
be seen that the symmetry associated with the generator

B s (10
Q=Y ~+T _<0 0) (5.52)

is not broken, i.e. Q|0) = 0 (see eq. (4.5)). Thus, starting with four generators, we get
only three Goldstone bosons. These will become the longitudinal components of three gauge
bosons, thereby giving them a mass, whereas the fourth is left massless.

The coupling of any particle to the photon is always proportional to
gsinfy (Y + T3) = gsinfy Q. (5.53)

Thus we can identify g sin 6y with one unit of electric charge, and we have the relationship
between the weak coupling g and the electron charge e,

e = gsinfy . (5.54)

We end this subsection by giving the remaining pieces of the SM Lagrangian from egs. (5.44)
and (5.42),

. N 2
Liiges = D3 — p2@;0 + ) (279')

v2g?
I A Z Z/—"
8cos2 By ©

+ interaction terms. (5.55)

1 2 2172 g*v? e
= 5(8,LH) +u H —I——4—W Wu-l-

5.7 Classifying the Free Parameters

The free parameters in the Standard Model for one generation are:

e The two gauge couplings for the SU(2) and U(1) gauge groups, g and ¢'.
e The two parameters p and A in the scalar potential V(®).

e The Yukawa coupling constants Y, Yy, Y. and Y.

It is convenient to replace these parameters by others, which are more directly measurable in

experiments, namely e, sin Oy, me and myy, and mg, m,, mg and m,. (Note that the gauge

12We warn the reader that in the literature sometimes a different normalization is used such that eq. (5.52)
reads Q = Y/2 + T3.
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sector is well measured, but the quark masses are not directly observable; we have yet to
find the Higgs, and although we see neutrino mass differences, measuring the absolute mass
scale is difficult — and the neutrino masses might not be directly proportional to Yukawa
couplings anyway.) The relation between these physical parameters and the parameters of
the initial Lagrangian are

tanfy = % (5.56)

e = gsinfy, (5.57)

my = V2u, (5.58)
gp

My = b 5.59

me = Y, 4=, (5.60)

VA

Note that when we add more generations of fermions, we will acquire more parameters:
additional masses (or yukawa couplings, i.e. 4 parameters per generation), and also mixing

angles, as we will see in the next chapter.

In terms of these measured quantities, the Z mass, Mz, and the Fermi-coupling, G, are pre-
dictions of the SM (although historically G was known for many years before the discovery
of the W boson, and its value was used to predict the W mass).

5.8 Summary

o Weak interactions are mediated by the SU(2) gauge bosons, which act only on the
left-handed components of fermions.

o The (left-handed) neutrino and left-handed component of the electron form an SU(2)
doublet, whereas the right-handed components of the electron and neutino are SU(2)
singlets. Similarly for the quarks.

e There is also a weak hypercharge U(1)y gauge symmetry. Both left- and right-handed
quarks transform under this U(1)y with a hypercharge which is related to the elec-
tric charge by the relation eq. (5.54). The left-handed leptons and the eg also carry
hypercharge, but the vy has no SM gauge interactions.

e In the symmetry limit (before spontaneous symmetry breaking) the fermions with
SU(2) gauge interactions are massless.'> The spontaneous symmetry breaking mech-
anism which gives a vev to the scalar field also generates the fermion masses.

13This does not apply to vgr, which can have an explicit mass term
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e The scalar multiplet that is responsible for the spontaneous symmetry breaking also
carries weak hypercharge. As a result, one neutral gauge boson (the Z) acquires a
mass, whereas its orthogonal superposition is the massless photon. The magnitude of
the electron charge, e, is then given by e = g sin 6y .

e The weak interactions proceed via the exchange of massive charged or neutral gauge
bosons. The old four-fermi weak Hamiltonian is an effective Hamiltonian which is valid
for low energy processes in which all momenta are small compared with the W mass.
The Fermi coupling is obtained in terms of e, My and sin 8y by eq. (6.16).

For completeness, a full set of Feynman rules for the case of a single family of leptons is
given as an appendix to this lecture.
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Feynman Rules in the Unitary Gauge (for one Lepton Generation)

Propagators:
(All propagators carry momentum p.)

VV . 2 2 2
LANNAN, V ~i (G — Pu P/ Miy) [ (p* — Miy)
Z . 2 2 2
| AVAVAVAVES —1 (g,w —pppu/Mz)/(p — M3)
A , \
BANNNS Y —i G [P
€ ; 2 2
—— i(y-p+me)/(p* —ms)
14
iy p/p?
51

—————— i/ (p* —m¥)
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Three-point gauge-boson couplings:
(All momenta are defined as incoming,)

AP
D3
n 2 igsinbw (P1 —D2)p G + (P2 —P3)uGvp + (D3 — P1)v G
W, Wik
Zp
D3
. - ig cosOw ((P1—D2)p G + (P2 = P3)uGvp + (3 — P1)v Gou)
% W+
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Four-point gauge-boson couplings:

W, Wi

E 9% (29 Gvo — Guw Ypor — Yo Gvp)
W, W
Z, Zy

E igz cos” O (29“" oo — Gup Gvo ~ Guo gup)
W, Wi
A, A,

E ig’ sin” O (291"/ oo — GupGve — Guo gup)
w, wr
Z, A,

‘E i9* cos b sinbw (204 Gpo — Gup Gvo — Guo Gup)
W, wit
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Three-point couplings with Higgs scalars:
|
|
I
|
/ - % i g mir /My

— %igme/MW

i (g/ cos® Ow) Mw g

H
|
|
|
|
|
H
|
I
!l
|
Jfﬂﬁll o g
W, Wk
H
|
|
|
|
I
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Four-point couplings with Higgs scalars:

H H
\\\ //
AN 4 .
>/ —$ig* (my/Miy)
// N
Y AN
H . N H
H H
AN
\\ //
7/
N 1. 2
(Jrﬁl'l,H 29 Guv
W, Wk
H H

31 (9/ cos? Ow) g
7, JAJ}LH'L Z,
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Fermion interactions with gauge bosons:

W,
—4 V2 1—A5
i (9/2v2) 7 (1=
e v
A,
}\ ¢ g sin By v,
e e
Zu
X 21 (g/ cosbw) Yu (1 — 4 sin? Oy — ’y5>
e e
Zp
}\ — 31 (g9/ cosbw) 7 (1 =)
v v
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6 Additional Generations

In the previous section, the Lagrangian of the Standard Model with one family was given.
Here we include additional “families” (or “generations”) and briefly outline the phenomeno-
logical consequences in the quark sector. Family-changing processes among the leptons will
be discussed in the neutrino chapter.

6.1 A Second Quark Generation

The second generation of quarks consists of a ¢ (“charm”) quark, which has electric charge
—|—§ and an s (“strange”) quark, with electric charge —%. We can just add a copy of the left-
handed isodoublet and copies of the right-handed singlets in order to include this generation.

The only difference would be in the Yukawa interaction terms where the coupling constants
are chosen to reproduce the correct masses for the new quarks. But in this case there is
a further complication. It is possible to write down Yukawa terms which mix quarks of
different generations, e.g. the Yukawa couplings of the previous section become matrices in

flavour space,

— [Yaliqz; @ dr; — [Yulijaz: ®°ur; + hec. (6.1)

where 1, j are generation indices. The off-diagonal element [Y;];, seems to gives rise to a

mass mixing between d and s quarks.

The Yukawa matrices are ny X ny matrices, where n; is the number of flavours, and can
be diagonalised by independant unitary transformations on the left and right (because YY'*
and Y'Y are hermitian). The physical particles are those that diagonalize the mass matrix.
So it is convenient to rotate to the eigenbasis of the mass matrix, where there is no Yukawa

mixing between quarks of different generations.

Notice that when we add a second generation, it has the same gauge interactions as the first.
So if we make a unitary transformation in generation space, the fermion kinetic terms remain
unchanged. Taking advantage of this freedom, we can rotate ug, dg and g, respectively to
the mass eigenstate bases of the ug, dgp and uy,.

This means, however, that the quark doublets which couple to the gauge bosons are, in
general, superpositions of physical quarks, because we have written the dz; in the uy; mass

(i),

eigenstate basis:
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and

( Z ) , (6.3)

where d and § are related to the physical d and s quarks by

(£)~(2)

where V¢ is a unitary 2 x 2 matrix.

Terms which are diagonal in the quarks are unaffected by this unitary transformation of the
quarks. Thus the coupling to photons or Z bosons is the same whether written in terms of
J, § or simply s, d. We will return to this later.

On the other hand the coupling to the charged gauge bosons is

ay*(1 —~°) dW_ Léfy“(l — "YW, +hec (6.5)

2\/‘ 22

which we may write as

—QL\/ﬁ<z) 7“(1—75)Vc(i)Wu_ + he.. (6.6)

The most general 2 X 2 unitary matrix may be written as

e cosfc sinfc gz (6.7)
1 —sinfc cosfc eh |’ '

where we have set one of the phases to 1 since we can always absorb an overall phase by
adjusting the remaining phases, o, 8 and +.

The phases, @, 3, v can be absorbed by performing a global phase transformation on the d,
s and u quarks respectively. This again has no effect on the neutral terms. Thus the most
general observable unitary matrix is given by

Vo — co.s 6c sinfg 1 (6.8)
—sinfo cosfc

where O is the Cabibbo angle.

In terms of the physical quarks, the charged gauge boson interaction terms are

_ZL\@ (cos&cwy (1—9%)d + sinfouy"(1—+°)s

+ cosfcey*(1—v°)s — sinfeey*(1—v )d) W, +hec. (6.9)
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This means that the v quark can undergo weak interactions in which it is converted into
an s quark, with an amplitude that is proportional to sinfc. It is this that gives rise to
strangeness violating weak interaction processes, such as the leptonic decay of K~ into a
muon and antineutrino. The Feynman diagram for this process is

6.2 Flavour Changing Neutral Currents

Although there are charged weak interactions that violate strangeness conservation, there
are no known neutral weak interactions that violate strangeness. For example, the K° does
not decay into a muon pair or two neutrinos (branching ratio < 1075). This means that
the Z boson only interacts with quarks of the same flavour. We can see this by noting that
the Z boson interaction terms are unaffected by a unitary transformation. This absence of
flavour changing neutral currents (FCNC) in experimental data is rather important. As we
will see, in the Standard Model there are no FCNC at tree level, and the absence of FCNC
is an important constraint for many extensions of the Standard Model.

The Z boson interactions with d and s quarks are proportional to
dd+3s (6.10)

(we have suppressed the y-matrices which act between the fermion fields). Writing this out
in terms of the physical quarks we get

cos’Ocdd + sinfo cosfc3d + cosbc sinfods + sin?0o3s

+ cos’0cSs — sinfc cosfcds — cosfp sinfo3d + sinfodd.  (6.11)
We see that the cross terms cancel out and we are left with simply
dd + 3s. (6.12)

This cancellation is the reason for the absence of FCNC and is simply a consequence of the
unitarity of the mixing matrix eq. (6.7). This effect is also known as the “GIM” (Glashow-
Iliopoulous-Maiani) mechanism. It was used to predict the existence of the ¢ quark.
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There can be a small contribution to strangeness changing neutral processes from higher
order corrections in which we do not exchange a Z boson, but two charged W bosons. The
Feynman diagrams for such a contribution to the leptonic decay of a K° (which consists of
a d quark and an s antiquark) are:

W~ W=
7 o
PP SR Y ——
ul Ay + c Ay
——N\N\NN—— I NGNS
5 W Z 5 Wt Z

These diagrams differ in the flavour of the internal quark which is exchanged, being a u
quark in the first diagram and a ¢ quark in the second. Both of these diagrams are allowed
because of the Cabibbo mixing. The first of these diagrams gives a contribution proportional
to

+sinf¢ cosf¢

which arises from the product of the two couplings involving the emission of the W bosons.
The second diagram gives a term proportional to

—cosf¢ sinf¢ .

If the ¢ and © quarks had identical masses then these two contributions would cancel precisely.
However, because the ¢ quark is much more massive than the u quark, there is some residual
contribution. This was used to limit the mass of the ¢ quark to < 5 GeV, before it was
discovered.

6.3 Adding Another Lepton Generation

We first neglect the vg and neutrino masses. In this approximation, there will be no gen-
eration mixing in the lepton sector, so we can include other lepton families, the muon and
its neutrino, and the tau-lepton with its neutrino, simply as copies of what we have for the
electron and its neutrino. For each family we have a weak isodoublet of left-handed leptons
and a right-handed isosinglet for the charged lepton.

Thus, the mechanism which determines the decay of the muon (1) is one in which the muon
converts into its neutrino and emits a charged W, which then decays into an electron and

(electron-) antineutrino. The Feynman diagram is
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Ve

The amplitude for this process is given by the product of the vertex rules for the emission (or
absorption) of a W~ with a propagator for the W boson between them. Up to corrections of
order m? /M3, we may neglect the effect of the term g#¢” /M3, in the W-boson propagator,
so that we have

(—i %5 Tuy*(1- ﬂ#) (%) (— g % ey’ (1-19°) Ve> , (6.13)

where ¢ is the momentum transferred from the muon to its neutrino. Since this is negligible
in comparison with My, we may neglect it and the expression for the amplitude simplifies to

2
. g — _
a1 =), (6.14)

Before the development of this model, weak interactions were described by the “four-fermi
model” with a weak interaction Hamiltonian given by

Gr — _
Hijw = 7; D Y (1 = )b Py yu(1 — 7). (6.15)

We now recognize this as an effective low-energy Hamiltonian which may be used when the
energy scales involved in the weak process are negligible compared with the mass of the W
boson. The Fermi coupling constant, Gr, is related to the electric charge, e, the W mass
and the weak mixing angle by

62

T VMG sin? Oy

Gr (6.16)

This gives us a value for Gp
Gr =112 x107° GeV~2, (6.17)

which is very close to the value of 1.17 x 107% GeV 2 as measured from the lifetime of the
muon.

We see that the weak interactions are ‘weak’, not because the coupling is particularly small
(the SU(2) gauge coupling is about twice as large as the electromagnetic coupling), but
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because the exchanged boson is very massive, so that the Fermi coupling constant of the
four-fermi theory is very small. The large mass of the W boson is also responsible for the
fact that the weak interactions are short range (of order 107'% m).

In the Standard Model, however, we also have neutral weak currents. Thus, for example, we
can have elastic scattering of muon-type neutrinos against electrons via the exchange of the
Z boson. The Feynman diagram for such a process is:

Vi

Exercise 6.1

Let us write the four-fermi interaction for this process as

Gr __

H = =741 = mv,(v — ay’)p,
7 V(1 =7 e TY,( V)

where v and a give us the vector and axial-vector coupling of the muon to the

Z boson (the muon couples in an identical way to the electron). Determine v

and a in terms of Gy .

6.4 Adding a Third Generation (of Quarks)

Adding a third generation is achieved in a similar way. In this case the three weak isodoublets

(5 (2) (3)

where d, § and b are related to the physical d, s and b quarks by

of left-handed fermions are

d
= Vexkm | s |- (6.19)

TN A

The 3 x 3 unitary matrix Vgkm is called Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix. Once
again it only affects the charged weak processes in which a W boson is exchanged. For this
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reason the elements are written as

‘/;l,d Vus Vub
‘/cd Vch V;b : (6 . 20)
Via Vis Vi

A 3 x 3 unitary matrix can have nine independent parameters (counting the real and imag-
inary parts of a complex element as two parameters). In this case there are six possible
fermions involved in the charged weak processes and so we can have five relative phase

transformations, thereby absorbing five of the nine parameters.

This means that whereas the Cabibbo matrix only has one parameter (the Cabibbo angle,
6c), the CKM matrix has four independent parameters. If the CKM matrix were real it
would only have three independent parameters. This means that in the case of the CKM
matrix some of the elements may be complex. The four independent parameters can be
thought of as three mixing angles between the three pairs of generations and a complex
phase.

The requirement of unitarity puts various constraints on the elements of the CKM matrix.
For example we have

Vud Vi + Vea Vi + Vg Vi = 0.

This can be represented as a triangle in the complex plane known as the “unitarity triangle”:

The angles of the triangle are related to ratios of elements of the CKM matrix

Via Vi

ﬁ = —arg V';-d t/f.b , (622)
Vea Vg
Via Vo5

Ay = —arg{%}. (6.23)
cd ch

A popular representation of the CKM matrix is the Wolfenstein parameterisation which uses
the parameters A, which is assumed to be of order unity, a complex number (p + in) and
a small number A, which is approximately equal to sin 6. In terms of these parameters the
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CKM matrix is written as

1—M%/2 A AN (p—in)
Veokm = - 1—X%/2 AN + O\Y). (6.24)
AN (1—p—in) —AN 1

We see that whereas the W bosons can mediate a transition between a u quark and a b
quark (Vi) or between a t quark and a d quark (V;4), the amplitude for such transitions are
suppressed by the cube of the small quantity which determines the amplitude for transitions
between the first and second generations, A. The O(\*) corrections are needed to ensure the
unitarity of the CKM matrix and these corrections have several matrix elements which are
complex.

6.5 CP Violation

The possibility that some of the elements of the CKM matrix may be complex provides a
mechanism for the violation of C'P conservation. Violation of C'P conservation has been

observed in the K° — K° system, and is currently being investigated for B mesons.

Higher-order corrections to the masses of B® and BY give rise to mixing between the two

states. Thus the mass matrix can be written as

(&4]\3")* AAX ) (6.25)

The mass eigenstates are therefore

[Br) = pIB%) + q|B"), (6.26)
whose mass is M — Am, and

[B) = p|B°) — q|B"), (6.27)

whose mass is M + %Am, where we have introduced the mass difference between the two
mass eigenstates, Am = 2,/AM(AM)*.

If AM were real then we would have p = ¢ = 1/4/2 and these mass cigenstates would be
CP cigenstates, using the fact that

cP|B% = —|B).
However, the non-zero phases in the CKM matrix give rise to a complex phase for AM,

so that the ratio of p and ¢ is a complex phase, indicating that By and By are not CP
eigenstates.
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A typical weak interaction contribution to the mass-mixing term, AM, is given by the

Feynman diagram

% | 14
VN

Note that on the left we have a B, consisting of a b quark and a d antiquark, whereas on the
right we have a B consisting of a d quark and a b antiquark. The internal quarks marked
¢; and g; can each be u, c or ¢ quarks, and each of the vertices carries some element of the
CKM matrix. The total contribution, therefore, may be written as

Yo Y VaViViVias.

i=u,c,t j=u,c,t

Once again, if all the masses of the quarks were equal then the amplitudes a;; would all be
equal, and the sum would vanish by the unitarity constraints imposed on the elements Vi.
Since the quarks do not all have the same mass, there is some residual contribution. Indeed,
the above diagram is dominated by the term in which a ¢ quark is exchanged on both sides,
since this quark is much more massive than the rest.

Restricting ourselves to the t quark exchange contribution, we can read off the phase of this
contribution, without calculating the diagram itself. It is given by the phase of the products
of the CKM matrix elements entering in the diagram, namely

(Via Vio)*.

The phase of this quantity is the square of the ratio of p and ¢, so we have
a Via Vs

g  VuVy’

Now suppose that at time ¢ = 0 we prepare a state which is purely B°. Accounting for the
fact that the B® meson has a decay rate I', we can use egs. (6.26, 6.27) to write the state at

time ¢t as

IB(t)) = e Mt T2 (cos (%"t) 1B + i% sin (ATmt) |§°>). (6.28)

Now suppose that the amplitude for a state |B°) to decay into some CP eigenstate |f) is
Ay, whereas the amplitude for a state |§0) to decay into the state |f) is A;. Once again, if

-185-



C P were conserved, we would have
14f = ﬂ::qf,

but the CP violating phases give rise to a more general complex phase for the ratio of these
two amplitudes.

This means that the amplitude to find the state | f) after time ¢ is given by
(F[Hur|B(t)) = e Mt T2 (cos <A7mt> Ar + z% sin (ATmt> Zf> : (6.29)
Similarly, if we had prepared a B’ at t = 0 the amplitude to find the state |f) would be
(f|Hok|B(t)) = e ™Mt e T2 (COS (ATmt) A — zs sin (ATmt) Af) . (6.30)

Taking the moduli squared for the decay rates we derive the result

TBE = H-TBO = _ _ o Amdsm oA
T(B(t) — f)+T(BE) — f) (Am?) < ) (6.31)

For example, if the state |f) is the C'P even two-pion state |7° 7%), the Feynman diagram at

the quark level for Ay, is

To fully calculate the decay amplitudes we would need to know the wave functions for the
mesons in terms of the constituent quark-antiquark pairs, but for the ratio Aa,/As, we just
need the ratios of the CKM matrix elements occurring in this diagram, namely

:q2ﬂ . v@b‘aﬁ

A21r VJb ‘/ud ,

so that (using eq. (6.21))

q Aoy Via Vi Ve Vig :
Sm | = = —2__—__ 2 — _—gin(2a). 6.32
(pAzn) Vi Vi Vi Vaa (22) (6.32)

As a further example we consider the so-called “golden channel” where |f) is the state
|J/1 Ks). In this case the quark level Feynman diagram is
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Here there is a further complication since the outgoing state (sd) is actually a K’ (and
likewise for the B° decay it would be a K 9). As in the B system, the mass eigenstates are
given by

Ks) = px|K® +qx|K),
K1) = pklK°) —qx|K"). (6.33)

Once again, if CP were conserved we would have px = gx = 1/v/2, and these mass eigen-
states would be eigenstates of CP. The phases in the CKM matrix introduce a phase in the
ratio of px and qx, calculated from diagrams similar to the ones for the B? system (but with
the b quark replaced by an s quark). In this case it is the diagram with an internal ¢ quark
exchange that dominates (although the mass of the ¢ is much smaller than the ¢ quark mass,
the CKM matrix elements are much larger for ¢ quark exchange than for ¢ quark exchange
and this effect dominates), so we have a factor

ax _ Ve Ves
. VaV3

which enters in the ratio of the decay amplitudes, giving

Arpprs _ VaVaVaVe _ VoV

Ayprs  ViVeVeaVi ViV
(a minus occurs because the J/i K state is CP odd), so that (using eq. (6.22))

Sm <QZJ/¢KS) _ _VuViVaVa

= sin (203). 6.34
P Ay Ks Vi Vo Vg Vg (26) (6.34)

6.6 Summary

o Additional generations may be added, with gauge interactions copied from the first,
but in this case one can have mass-mixing between quarks of different generations.
In terms of the mass eigenstates, the charged W bosons mediate transitions between
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a T® = +3 quark (u, c or t) and a superposition of T8 = —% quarks (d, s and b).
In two generations, this mechanism allows weak interactions that violate strangeness
conservation, and the mixing matrix has only one independent parameter, the Cabibbo
angle.

The unitarity of the mixing matrix guarantees that there are no strangeness changing
neutral processes. Weak interactions involving the exchange of a Z boson do not change
flavour. There is a small violation of this in higher orders owing to the mass splitting
between the quarks.

Including a third generation, the mixing matrix for the 7° = —1/2 quarks (d, s and
b) is the CKM matrix. This matrix has four independent parameters, so that some of
the matrix elements may be complex.

The possibility that some of the elements of the CKM matrix may be complex leads to
a weak interaction contribution to the mass mixing of B® and B’ which can be complex.
This gives rise to C'P violation, since the eigenstates of the B mass matrix are then
no longer eigenstates of C'P. The CKM matrix also introduces phases in the ratios of
the decay amplitudes for B® and B’ toa given CP eigenstate. Products of the phase
of the mass mixing and the ratio of the decay amplitudes can be observed directly in
tagged B meson experiments, and the angles a and 3 of the unitarity triangle can be
directly measured.

-188 -



7 Neutrinos

In its original formulation, the Standard Model had massless neutrinos — neutrino masses
were not measured at the time. We now know that neutrinos have a (very small) mass,
which can be accommodated in the SM in a straightforward way. We will discuss this in the
second part of this chapter. There are two possible types of neutrino mass terms, “Dirac”
and “Majorana”, because the neutrino has zero electric charge. This makes neutrino mass
terms a bit different from those of the other fermions and may explain why neutrinos are
much lighter than SM fermions.

In the first part of this chapter we focus on the currently observed consequence of small

neutrino masses, neutrino oscillations.

7.1 Neutrino Oscillations

Recall that in the quark sector, there were flavour changing charged current processes, that
is, the W could interact with an up-type quark of one generation, and a down-type quark
of another. If the neutrinos have mass, we should get exactly the same effect in the lepton
sector, except that the mixing matrix Uy, is called the PMNS matrix (for Pontecorvo, Maki,
Nakagawa and Sakata), rather than CKM. The index order “flavour-mass” in Uy, indicates
that U rotates a vector from the neutrino mass basis to the neutrino “flavour” basis, which

is the charged lepton mass basis.

The physical consequences of mixing angles are quite different between the lepton sector and
the quarks. This is because neutrinos are very light and have only weak interactions. In the
quark sector one can differentiate D — Kpjv from D — 7wy, because the m and K have
strong and electromagnetic interactions, which allows us to track them in the detector, and
they have sufficiently different masses that the tracks are distinguishable. This is not the

case in trying to distinguish u — evs3y from p — evsi.

The small masses and weak interactions of neutrinos imply that the wave packets corre-
sponding to different neutrino mass eigenstates remain superposed over long distances. The

effects of flavour mixing can therefore be seen via oscillations.

For simplicity we will consider the case of two generations which in the charged lepton sector
we will take to be the electron and muon.’* We label the neutrino mass eigenstates as 14

140f course, in the Standard Model we have three families, but the important concepts can be understood
in the simpler case.
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and 1,. They are related by an equation very similar to eq. (6.4),

(ue)z( co§9 sin@)(ul). (7.1)
Y —sinf cosf Vo

Now we would like to compute the amplitude for an oscillation process. Suppose that we have
an initial beam of muons which decays to relativisitic neutrinos of energy £ and momentum
k. The neutrinos travel a distance L = 7 to a detector where they produce an e or a p by
charged current (CC) scattering. The amplitude will be

Ay ~ S U, x e Em=kil) e (7.2)
J
where the three pieces arise from production, propagation and detection. (From your field
theory notes, you can check that the Feynman propagator in position space, G(0, (7, L)), is
the exponential, where the momentum integral in the propagator was taken care of in the
production process of the neutrinos with 4-momentum (E, k).)

First, suppose that we can neglect the neutrino masses, so (E;, k;) = (En, k) for any j,n.
The propagation exponential can then be factored out, and (7.2) is the unitarity condition
for U,

Recall that for quarks, with three generations, this relation gives the unitarity triangle.

Now we allow the neutrinos to have small masses, m < E, k, so that L ~ 7 remains. Then
the exponent can be written as

: . E} — K m;
—i(E;T — k;L) ~ —i(E; —k;)L = —zﬁL o~ —zﬁL, (7.4)
such that
Pua = Mual’ = | Uye oMU, (7.5)
J

Using the explicit form of U given in eq. (7.1) one obtains the muon survival probability

(m§ —mi)L
4F ’
In reality, there are three generations of leptons in the SM, so the MNS matrix U is 3 X 3,

P = 1—sin®26sin® (7.6)

and there are three mass eigenstates in the sum of eq. (7.5). As in the case of CKM, MNS
can be written in terms of three angles and one phase:

—id

C13C12 C13512 513€
T ) i8
U = —C93812 — 823513C12€"  C23C12 — 823513512€" $23C13 (7.7)
i i5
823812 — C23513C12€"°  —823C12 — C23513512€"  C23C13
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C12 S12 s13€~%

= —812/\/§ 012/\/5 1/\/§ ) (7'8)
s12/vV2  —cia/V2 1/V/2

where the “solar” angle 61, ~ /6, and we have used the approximate measured value of the
atmospheric angle o3 ~ 7/4. s13 = sinf;3 < 0.2 is known from experimental bounds and
613 is significantly smaller than the other two angles. Note that, unlike the quark sector,
some mixing angles are large. Combined with the small neutrino masses, this is puzzling

and provoking to theorists, who expend much effort into building models of this.

It is often said that MNS has three phases, so let us recall the phase choices that allow us
to write eq. (7.7), so as to understand where the other two phases could be:

e A 3 x 3 complex matrix has 18 real parameters.

e The unitarity condition UU' = 1 reduces this to 9, which can be taken as 3 angles and
6 phases.

e Five of those phases are relative phases between the fields e, u, 7, 11, 12 and vs,

e ... so if we are free to choose the phases of all the left-handed fermions, we are left
with one phase in the mixing matrix. This was the case with the quarks, where any
potential phase in the quark masses could be absorbed by the right-handed fermion
fields.

o If the right-handed fields do not appear in our physical process (which means the masses
appear as mm*), then we are free to make the above phase choice, and our process
is independant of any possible phase of the masses. This is the case for neutrino
oscillations.

e We will see in a later section that the v, can have so-called “Majorana” masses, between
themselves and their antiparticle. This means that it is the left-handed neutrino field
which must absorb the phase of the Majorana mass. So in physical processes where the
Majorana mass appears linearly (and not as mm*; this is the case e.g. in neutrinoless
double-beta decay), one can choose the phase such that the mass is real — in which
case one can remove one less phase from MNS, or one can keep MNS with one phase,

and allow complex masses.

e It is always possible to remove the phase from one majorana mass by using the global
overall phase of all the leptons. (This overall phase corresponds to the global symmetry

of lepton number conservation in a theory without majorana masses and is the sixth
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phase of e, u, 7, 11, 5 and v3, which we could not use to remove phases from the
lepton number conserving MNS matrix.) So, in three generations, there are possibly

two complex majorana neutrino masses, so two “Majorana” phases in addition to the
“Dirac” phase § of MNS.

Although there are three generations, it is well known that for the oscillation probabilities
we observe, with the mixing angles that are measured, two neutrino probabilities are a very
good approximation. Why is this?

Let us return to the oscillation amplitude A,5(L), and imagine it as the sum of three vectors
in the complex plane. If @ = (3, the unitarity condition at L = 0 says they should sum to a
vector of length one. If o # (3, then they should sum to zero and this is the unitarity triangle.
At non-zero L, two of the vectors rotate in the complex plane, with frequencies (mJ2 —m?)/2F

— 8o neutrino oscillations correspond, in some sense, to time-dependent non-unitarity.

Consider the oscillation probabilities P,,, measured for atmospheric neutrinos, on length
scales corresponding to m2 — m2. The solar mass difference can be neglected, because
m3—m? < m3—m?, so there is only one relevant mass difference, and the survival probability
behaves as for two generations. This is easy to visualise in the complex plane, where only
the vector U,3UZ; rotates with L. The stationary sum U, Uy, + U, U7, can be treated as
a single vector, so this looks like a two generation system. So “atmospheric” oscillations
can be approximated as two-neutrino oscillations because the atmospheric mass difference

is very large compared to the solar one.

In the case of the solar mass difference, measured for instance at KamLAND, the two neutrino
approximation is good because 63 is small. The observed survival probability is P.. and
since Uez < U,j, J = 1,2, the last term can be dropped in

Ace = 3 Ugje AmH/CE (7.9)
J

7.2 Oscillations in Quantum Mechanics (in Vaccum and Matter)

This subsection reviews a more conventional derivation of neutrino oscillations in two gener-
ations, and includes neutrino oscillations in matter. Electron neutrinos acquire an effective
mass term from their interactions with dense matter — this is the MSW effect — which can

have significant effects in the sun and in supernovae, and over long baselines in the earth.

In the mass eigenbasis we have the Schrodinger equation

d
U =H-U 7.10
i (7.10)
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with a diagonal Hamiltonian

E, 0
v (5 2) pas

This Schrodinger equation can easily be solved. Defining our initial states at ¢ = 0 as
|1) = [1(t = 0)), |2) = |2(¢t = 0)) we get the time dependent states

1(t)) = 1),
12(t)) = e *|2). (7.12)

Let us repeat the last few steps in the interaction eigenbasis. Multiplying eq. (7.10) by V/
from the left we get the corresponding Schrodinger equation as

d~ . -
G —F. ¥ 1
i (7.13)
with
FIEV-H-V—1=<“+b ¢ ) (7.14)
¢c a-—b
where
1
a = §(E1+E2), (715)
b= %(E1 — By) cos(20) (7.16)
&= —%(E1 ~ By)sin(26). (7.17)

The crucial feature of the new Hamiltonian is that it is no longer diagonal. As a result,
if we start at time ¢ = 0 with an interaction eigenstate |a), then at a later time we get
a superposition of |a) and |3) interaction eigenstates. Indeed, using eq. (7.1) for the time
dependent states we get

la(t)) = e #Frtcosf|1) + e 2 sin]2), (7.18)
1B(t)) = —e Psing|1) + e 2t cosh [2). (7.19)

Let us now use this relation to compute the oscillation probability P,—.s(t). What we mean
by this is the following: assume that at ¢ = 0 we know that our state is a pure interaction
eigenstate |a). To be concrete we can assume this is an electron neutrino v, created in the
sun. P,g(t) then gives us the probability that at a later time ¢ this state has evolved into
an interaction eigenstate |3). Of course, this probability is simply the absolute value of the
amplitude squared

Pap(t) = [(Bla(®)*
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N . 2
= ‘— sin @ cos @ (e"Elt - e_1E2t)|

= %sinz(QG) (1 —cos(Ey — Eq)t)

- F
= sin?(26) sin? (L t) : (7.20)

In the first step we have used eq. (7.18) and the orthogonality of the mass eigenstates
(i|7) = 0i;. The expression for P,-,5(t) can be brought into a more useful form by noting

that
2

m;
E; = y/p? + m2 = phg e (7.21)

and, therefore,

1 m2 —m?2 Am?

where E is the energy of the beam.!® Furthermore, since the neutrinos travel at the speed
of light, we have L = vt = ¢t = t, where L is the distance travelled by the neutrino. Thus,
we arrive at the final expression for the oscillation probability,

"2
Pop(t) = sin®(26) sin? (L inEL ) ; (7.23)

Eq. (7.23) has the expected properties in that the probability vanishes for L — 0, § — 0
and most notably for Am? — 0. This last limit tells us that there is no mixing if the two

neutrino species have the same mass and, in particular, if they are massless.

So far we have considered oscillations in vacuum, i.e. we have assumed that the neutrinos
were travelling through the vacuum. While this is true most of the time, the neutrinos
produced in the sun first have to travel through the sun before they can reach us. The
matter surrounding the neutrinos can have a crucial effect on the oscillation probability for

the neutrinos. This effect is called the matter effect or the Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein
(MSW) effect.

The question at the heart of the problem is: how does the Hamiltonian H, eq. (7.14),
change through interactions of the neutrinos with surrounding matter? There are basically
neutral and charged current interactions. As we have learnt, neutral current interactions are
mediated by the exchange of a Z boson. Taking into account that the surrounding matter
is basically made of protons, neutrons and electrons, a typical Feynman diagram is:

15This argument can be made more rigorously using wave packets.
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Vg Vg

p)n)e p’n’e

The important point is that these interactions are independent of the flavour = of the neu-
trino. Thus they affect the two diagonal entries of the Hamiltonian in the same way. This
means they change a, eq. (7.15), i.e. the Hamiltonian is modified by a — a. As we will see

later, this change is irrelevant.

The charged current interactions are mediated by a W*. A typical Feynman diagram is:

Ve e

These interactions take place only for electron neutrinos since there are no p’s (or 7’s) in
the surrounding matter. In our convention where we identify the |a) state with an electron
neutrino, this means that only the top-left entry of the Hamiltonian, eq. (7.14), is modified.
Thus, including the matter effects we arrive at the following Hamiltonian,

(7.24)

o a-+b+w c
HMSW:< ),

(& a—2>b

where w comes from the charged current interactions. The explicit form of w is not important
for us. What we want to know is how the w-term modifies the mixing angle. To find the
modified mixing angle fysw we have to diagonalize Hysw, i.e. we have to find

6 in @
VMmsw = CO,S MW (7.25)
— sin QMSW COS 9MSW
such that
Husw = Viggw - Husw - Viisw (7.26)
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is diagonal. If we plug the explicit forms for Viysw, eq. (7.25), and Hysw, eq. (7.24), into
eq. (7.26) we find the off-diagonal terms of Hysw to be

2b+ w

ccos(20pvsw) + sin(260pvsw) - (7.27)

This vanishes for

2 —Am’sin(26)
2b+w  4Ew— Am? cos(26)

ta.n(QHMsw) = (728)

where we have used egs. (7.16) and (7.17).

We note that fysw does not depend on a, thus as mentioned above, the change a — @ induced
by the neutral current interactions does not matter at all. The important point is that
for 4Ew ~ Am?cos(20) there can be a dramatic effect and the oscillation probability can
increase substantially. In fact, this effect is very important in the explanation of experimental
results.

7.3 The See-Saw Mechanism

In this section we are concerned with neutrino masses and offer a possible explanation as to
why they might be so small compared to other fermion masses. We will restrict ourselves to
the case of one family.

As mentioned previously, introducing a right-handed neutrino allows us to write down the
same kind of Yukawa coupling as for the u-type quarks, eq. (5.25). This will result in a
‘usual’ Dirac mass term for the neutrinos of the form

mpvv = mD(vLVR + VRI/L) (729)

(compare to eq. (5.27)). There is no doubt that such a term can be introduced in the
Lagrangian, but it leads immediately to the question of why the v mass is so much smaller
than the other fermion masses. In fact, we would expect that the Yukawa couplings of all
fermions are roughly of the same order. This would lead to neutrino masses roughly of the

same size as the masses of the other leptons, obviously in sharp contrast to observations.

However, the very special properties of the right-handed neutrinos allow us to write down
yet another term in the Lagrangian. Recall that we want to write down the most general
gauge invariant Lagrangian, given the gauge group and the matter content. In fact, since vg

is a singlet under all gauge transformations, we can (or even have to) add a term like

Mvrvg + hec.. (730)
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Note that for this term to be gauge invariant it is mandatory that Y (vg) = 0 and that vg
neither couples to SU(2) nor SU(3) gauge bosons.

This is a Majorana mass term, but its fermion index contraction is perhaps unclear, so let
us consider this with some care:

e The Dirac mass for a four-component spinor is of the form

mpPp = mp'y(PE + PRy = mp(rir + Prr) . (7.31)

So to get a Lorentz scalar, a left-handed two-component fermion must be contracted
with a rigth-handed two-component fermion.

e Recall that the antiparticle of a chiral fermion has opposite chirality from the particle:
1) The negative energy solutions of momentum p became the positive energy solutions
of —p.

2) For a massless (= chiral) particle, helicity = chirality, and helicity is §- 7, so the
antiparticle has opposite chirality from the particle.

In analogy with the Dirac mass term, one could try to write a mass term between the chiral
Y1, and its antiparticle as

m (Y)Y, + he.. (7.32)

One should take care with such expressions in the literature, because the operations —, C'
and P, do not commute, and different authors perform them in different order. Eq. (7.32) is
a Lorentz scalar and can also be expressed as milioytp; and is often written as mapriy,
with the index contraction understood. This is the notation of eq. (7.30).

Whereas mp is expected to be of the same size as charged-lepton masses, the most natural
value for M is much larger. Ultimately we expect that at a high energy scale (maybe the
GUT scale M ~ 10 GeV) there is a theory that explains all of the fermion masses. Then,
the natural value for the fermion masses is of the order M. However, all fermion masses
except for the vp are ‘protected’ by chiral symmetry. This explains why mp <« M. To
understand the consequences of M >> mp consider the neutrino mass matrix

_ 0 mp VL
() ) [mD Iy ] ((VR)C ) (7.33)

In order to get the masses of the physical particles, i.e. the eigenstates of the mass matrix,

we have to diagonalize this matrix. The eigenvalues are approximately given by

2
WD and M, (7.34)
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where we used mp < M. Thus we can see that the physical neutrinos are a (nearly)
left-handed neutrino with mass m% /M and a (nearly) right-handed neutrino with mass M.
Taking mp ~ my and M ~ 10 GeV, we get m ~ 0.03 eV, which is not too far from the
measured atmospheric mass difference. This may serve as an explanation as to why the mass

of the left-handed neutrino is so much smaller than the mass of the other leptons.

If this explanation is correct, then there should also be very heavy (nearly sterile) right-
handed neutrinos. If they have GUT-scale masses, they may not be interesting for collider
experiments, but they can be relevant in cosmology. If the v are produced in the universe
after inflation, they could produce a lepton asymmetry in their decay. The Standard Model
has non-perturbative B+L violating interactions, which are rapid at temperatures 7' > mw,
which would partially transform this lepton asymmetry into a baryon asymmetry. This
scenario, called leptogenesis, appears to work (it may require C'P violation beyond the SM)
and adds to the attraction of the seesaw model.

7.4 Summary

e When neutrino masses are included in the Lagrangian, mixing angles appear at the
charged current vertex, as in the quark case.

e The experimental signature of (small) neutrino masses is oscillations: a neutrino pro-
duced from one flavour of charged lepton, can be detected by the appearance of a
different charged lepton. Thus, an electron neutrino produced in the sun can arrive as
a neutrino of a different flavour on earth.

e If the neutrinos travel through matter rather than the vacuum the oscillation pattern
can change dramatically.

e The see-saw mechanism provides us with an explanation of why the neutrino masses
are so much smaller than the other lepton masses.
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8 Supersymmetry

This is the only section truly beyond the Standard Model. However, supersymmetry (SUSY)
plays an important role in particle physics phenomenology, so in this section we will outline
the basic ideas of this new symmetry, why so many theorists like it and sketch how to
‘supersymmetrise’ the Standard Model.

Supersymmetry is a big topic, and this is a short lecture. There are books and review
articles for readers of all tastes. In preparing this lecture, I have used, among others, a
phenomenological introduction by S. Martin, hep~ph/9709356 (~ 100 pages) -— which uses
the space-time metric (—, 4+, +, +), and also a review of physics beyond the Standard Model
(BSM) by M. Peskin, hep-ph/9705479.

8.1 Why Supersymmetry?

We have learned from LEP and other experiments that loop calculations work. This is a
shining success for the Standard Model: we calculate, as a function of a few input parameters,
quantum corrections to many (precision) observables, and what is measured agrees very well
with the calculations. Nevertheless, there are several arguments as to why the Standard
Model is probably not valid for energies up to the GUT scale.

First of all, the Standard Model requires a ‘light’ Higgs boson of mass ~ 100 GeV. However, if
one calculates loop corrections to the Higgs boson mass, they are “quadratically divergent”,
that is proportional to A% where Ayp is the scale of New (BSM) Physics. There are various
conclusions that one can draw: there is new physics close to the electroweak scale that does
not contribute visibly in the precision observables of LEP, or the loop contributions cancel
against each other, or the Higgs mass in the Lagrangian has just the right value to cancel the
quadratic divergences (this is called “fine tuning”, and unpopular not only among theorists).
We will see that supersymmetry is a combination of the first and the second solution.

Secondly, the running of the gauge couplings indicates that, at a very high energy scale, the
strong, electromagnetic and weak interactions may combine into one unified force, with one
unique coupling strength. Within the SM, this GUT scenario does not quite work, but it can
be achieved within supersymmetric extensions due to the additional particle content which
contributes to the running of the couplings.

Thirdly, even though the SM works amazingly well in the sector of electroweak precision
observables, one of the most precise tests of all fails by about 3 — 40: the measurement
of the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, g — 2, from BNL, is larger than the SM
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prediction. This discrepancy could well be solved within supersymmetry, but less easily (or
not at all) in other extensions of the SM.

In addition to the above arguments, SUSY could also supply a much sought after dark matter
candidate, e.g. with the neutralino as the lightest stable neutral SUSY particle.

In the following we will give a brief introduction into the formalism and consequences of
SUSY.

Supersymmetry is a transformation which turns bosons into fermions, and fermions into
bosons. If it is a symmetry of the Lagrangian, then every fermion must have a bosonic
partner and vice versa, and the interactions are restricted by the symmetry. When we
supersymmetrise (exactly) the Standard Model, we will therefore (more than) double the
number of particles — but the number of coupling constants stays (almost) the same.

Exercise 8.1

Consider the interaction Lagrangian

2
L = yH(Ets + EtL)Jr%SH?(TlT;JrTZT;)

where t,,tr are chiral fermions (the top?), H is a real scalar and T and T3
are complex scalars.

e Draw the Feynman diagrams for the one-loop contributions to the Higgs
mass from ¢, 7 and 75.

e Using Feynam rules from the lectures, calculate the leading (= most diver-
gent) part of the diagrams at zero external momentum.

e Find a desirable relation between y; and yg, such that the divergences can-
cel.

o Now include soft scalar masses

take the supersymmetric relation that you have found between y; and y,, and

estimate the same one-loop diagrams.

8.2 A New Symmetry: Boson < Fermion
Recall that a symmetry, be it local gauge, or global like Poincaré, is defined by operators

which generate the transformations under which the Lagrangian transforms to itself, plus a
total divergence. These operators are called generators.

-200-



We are looking for an operator @, acting on bosons |b) and fermions |f) such that

QL) =1f),  Qlfy=1b). (8.1)

Bosons have even spin and mass dimension (where I am counting the mass dimension of
a field in four dimensions), fermions have odd spin and mass dimension, so we conclude
that the operator @ should have spin 1/2 and mass dimension 1/2. And since it transforms
bosons into fermions, and fermions into bosons, our supersymmetric Lagrangian should have
exactly the same number of fermionic and bosonic degrees of freedom. So there is a complex
scalar for every chiral fermion, a chiral fermion for each massless vector, and fundamental
real scalars are not allowed.

Since () is a fermion, it should have a spinor index. By statistics and dimensional analysis,

we can imagine it acting on fields (operators) as

(@, ¢] ~ ¥,

{Q* 9} ~ Bup+md+ g2, ... A,. (8.2)

It is clear that @ changes spin, so mixes into the Poincaré group of translations and
rotations. It can be shown that there is one way, and only one way, of extending the
commutation relations of the Poincaré group (Haag-Lopuszanski-Sohnius extension of the
Coleman-Mandula theorem). And this extension is supersymmetry, with the properties we
were looking for above. More precisely, one may introduce fermionic generators Q,, in ad-
dition to the bosonic symmetry generators (P, for translations and M,,, for proper Lorentz
transformations), which satisfy the following algebra:

{Qa, Qs = 20%4Py, (8
{Qa, Qs} = {Q.,Qp} = 0, (8
[Q.,P,] = 0, (8.
Qe M) = i(0w).” Qs (8

The labels o and 3 are spinor indices taking the values 1 and 2, the bar denotes conjugation
and the algebra involves anticommutators and commutators. Another important point to
note is that in eqs. (8.3), (8.5) and (8.6) the new generators mix with the other Poincaré
generators.

A theory is supersymmetric if it is invariant under the group of transformations generated
by P,, M, and Q,.

In such a theory, for every bosonic state there is a fermionic state with the same energy, and
vice-versa. This follows directly from the fact that the Hamiltonian (Pg) commutes with Q.
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Another interesting feature is that the cosmological constant vanishes: the Hamiltonian is
bounded from below and the ground state has zero energy (if SUSY is not spontaneously
broken). To understand this we simply have to note that since 0° is equal to the unit matrix
and Py is the Hamiltonian, eq. (8.3) entails

{Qa)_Qﬁ} . 25aﬂH- (87)

From this we conclude for an arbitrary state |1)

(YIH[p) = ($1QQIY) = IQI¥) = 0. (8.8)

At the same time we see that

(YH|yY) =0 <« Q) =0, (8.9)

which is precisely the condition for SUSY not to be spontaneously broken (see eq. (4.18)).

8.3 The Supersymmetric Harmonic Oscillator

In this subsection we will consider the simplest supersymmetric model and convince ourselves
that this model indeed has all the nice properties we expect.

Let us start with the usual (bosonic) harmonic oscillator. The Hamiltonian is given by

Hp = % (p2 + w¥ :c2) : (8.10)
If we define creation and annihilation operators
_ 1 | L1 .
a= Toos (p — iwpz) , at = Toos (p + iwpz) , (8.11)
then the canonical commutation relation [p,z] = —% entails the usual commutation relations

for the creation and annihilation operators
[a,a"] =1, [a,a] = [a",a"] = 0. (8.12)

If we write the Hamiltonian eq. (8.10) in terms of the creation and annihilation operators,

we get
w i
HB = —2—B(+a+aa+> = wB(NB+§>, (813)
where we have defined the counting operator Ng = ata. The energy spectrum of this

Hamiltonian (i.e. its eigenvalues) is given by

1
EnB = WwpB (nB—I—i) with np 20,1,2,3,... . (814)
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A point to note is that the ground state energy FEy is 1/2 and not 0. In a quantum field
theory this leads to the problem with infinite ground state energy. This problem is solved
by normal ordering.

Let us now repeat these steps for a fermionic harmonic oscillator. We introduce fermionic
creation and annihilation operators b and b*. They satisfy

(6,67} = 1, {bb} = {pT,b*} = 0. (8.15)

These relations correspond to eq. (8.12). However, since we are dealing with fermionic
operators now, the commutators are replaced by anticommutators. In analogy to eq. (8.13)

we write the Hamiltonian of the fermionic harmonic oscillator as

_ YE iy ) 1
Hr = “Z(b"b—bb*) —wF(NF 2), (8.16)

where we have introduced another counting operator, Np = bt b. Note that there is a relative
minus sign between the b* b and bb* term. This sign is due to the fermionic nature of the
creation and annihilation operators.

The energy spectrum of this Hamiltonian is given by

1
Epp = wp (np — 5) with ngp=0,1. (8.17)

Note that contrary to eq. (8.14), np can only take the values 0 or 1. This is a reflection of
Pauli’s exclusion principle in that there cannot be two fermions in the same state.

If we wish we can find an explicit representation of the creation and annihilation operators

b o1 — 1 L
= — 10 = "
1 2 10

in terms of Pauli matrices,

01
bt = + 4 = ; 8.18
01 + o2 ( 80 ) (8.18)
In this representation the Hamiltonian eq. (8.16) is given by
wg 1 0
Hoe “F 5 — 8.19
F 2 03 ( 0 —1 ) b ( )

and we see that the eigenvalues of Hy are indeed +wr/2 as given in eq. (8.17).

Now we are ready to combine the fermionic and the bosonic harmonic oscillator. If we just
add the two, we do not increase the symmetry of the theory. In order to do this we also have
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to require wp = wp = w. Only in this case do we end up with a supersymmetric model. The
Hamiltonian then is

H = Hp+ Hy = 3(a+a+aa++b+b—bb+) = w(ata+b*d). (8:20)
WRB=Wpr=Ww 2

First of all we naively see that H has an additional symmetry a < b. A state is now

determined by two quantum numbers ng and ny, and the energy spectrum is

Enpnp = w(ng+np) with np=0,1,2,3,..., np=0,1. (8.21)

Note that the ground state energy is Foo = 0. Thus as advertised above, the ground state
has zero energy. This is simply because the bosonic ground state energy +1/2 and the
fermionic ground state energy —1/2 cancel.

The other feature mentioned before, namely that the states appear in pairs (a fermionic
and a bosonic state) with the same energy can be seen from eq. (8.21). Indeed, the states
Ing,ne = 0) and |ng — 1,np = 1) have the same energy. Furthermore |ng,nr = 0) is a
bosonic state (integer spin), whereas |ng —1,np = 1) is a fermionic state (half-integer spin).

8.4 Supercharges

In this subsection we want to look at the symmetry found in subsection 8.2 in a somewhat
more formal way.

Through the Noether theorem, a symmetry is related to a conserved current and a conserved
charge. Thus, in a supersymmetric theory there is a conserved supercurrent and a conserved
supercharge. It is the latter that generates the transformations and we denote it by Q. Since
it is conserved it has to commute with the Hamiltonian.

For the supersymmetric harmonic oscillator the supercharge is given by
Q = \/J(a+b+ab+), Q, = z'\/a(a+b—ab+), (8.22)

where, as mentioned after eq. (8.3), Q has a spinor index. We now show that the supercharges
as defined in eq. (8.22) have the desired properties. Using the (anti-) commutation rules for
the creation and annihilation operators, egs. (8.12) and (8.15), we can compute

{Q1,Q1} = wi{a"b+abt,atb+ab"}
= w{atbab"} + w{ab*, a’ b}
= 2w(a+a(1—b+b)+(1+a+a)b+b)
= w(a"a+bb) = 2H. (8.23)
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In a similar way we can compute the remaining anticommutators of Q; and Q,, and we get

{Q1, Q) = {Q:,Q} = 2H, {Q1,Q:} = 0. (8.24)

Note that this is in agreement with eq. (8.7). Now we can see that, as promised, the
supercharge is conserved:

[QuH] = [Q1,(Q? =0, (8.25)
Q2. H] = [Q,(Q)] = 0. (8.26)

Egs. (8.25) and (8.26) allow us to see that the states in this theory come in pairs. In fact,
let |¥) be an eigenstate of H, i.e. H|U) = Eg|¥). Then Q:|¥) is an eigenstate of H with
the same energy,

If |¥) is a bosonic state containing ng bosons and no fermions, then
QilY) = Qilng,0) = v (a*b+ab?)|ns,0) = |np—1,1) (8.28)

is a fermionic state with the same energy. Similarly, if |¥) = |np,1) is a fermionic state,
then Q;|¥) = |ng + 1,0) is a bosonic state with the same energy. Thus the states come
indeed in pairs with the same energy, one fermionic and one bosonic.

Of course, the same argument could have been made with Q, rather than with Q;. However,
Q2 acting on a state |¥) produces the same state as Q; acting on a state |[¥). Thus, there
are not four but only two states with the same energy.

What we have seen is that if we start with the usual bosonic harmonic oscillator and want to
make this theory supersymmetric, then we are led to introduce for every bosonic (fermionic)
state a fermionic (bosonic) state with the same energy. This is exactly what happens if we
want to make the Standard Model supersymmetric: For each boson (fermion) we have to
introduce a fermionic (bosonic) partner, thereby doubling the particle spectrum.

8.5 Superfields

The superfield is a very convenient piece of SUSY notation, which rests on the abstract
idea of supersymmetrising space-time. Suppose that for the four (bosonic) dimensions we
know, that is z,y,z and t, we add a pair of fermionic dimensions 7 and 7. The SUSY
transformations @ and @ are translations in the fermionic directions of this “superspace”.
Being 7 and 7 fermions, they anticommute with themselves, so the Taylor expansion in these
fermionic dimensions ends quickly!
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The superfield associated with, say, the Higgs, is a function of superspace:

H(z",m) = H(z!)+nh(z")+nnF(z"). (8.29)

H is an example of a (left-handed) “chiral superfield”, a simple sort of superfield that is
independent of 7, suitable for decribing a matter multiplet made of a left-handed fermion
and complex scalar. By a standard abuse of notation, the superfield has the same symbol as
its scalar component. So on the RHS of the equality, H is the scalar Higgs, h is the higgsino,
and F'is a bosonic field of mass dimension two, which therefore cannot have kinetic terms
and can be removed from the Lagrangian by using its equations of motion (something like
a Lagrange multiplier). We make no more mention of F', other than to note that it is the
origin of calling part of the SUSY Lagrangian “F-terms”.

The reason that superfields are convenient, is that one can compactly write all the SM
Yukawa interactions, and their supersymmetric relatives (of which there are very many), as
the “superpotential”:

W = Y.H,LE°+Y,H,LN°+Y;H,LD® + Y, H,LU®. (8.30)

For simplicity, let us consider only one generation. Y7 is the Yukawa coupling for fermion
f, and the right-handed fermions (e.g. €g) have been written as left-handed anti-particles
(e°). Notice that there are two physically distinct Higgs doublets H, and Hgy, where in the
SM we have used one doublet and its charge conjugate. We will return later to the reason
for this extra field.

To obtain supersymmetric interactions of component fields, in ordinary four-dimensional
space, one should extract the F-term of W. That is, expand each field as in eq. (8.29) and
pick out all the terms o< n?. It is clear that this will include the SM Yukawa couplings,
because each fermion comes with an 7. It also gives scalar four point interactions. The full
expression is

Lssy = Kkinetic terms + Z

8<I> 6<I> 50,00, ¥ ~ 6<I>

= ...+ Y. Hple +...— |Yé| (HdL)(HdL) I (831)
where i, 7, k Tun over all the superfields in W, and on the second line are the parts coming
from derivatives with respect to E°. The fermion index contraction is in the same shorthand

as eq. (7.30). The kinetic terms and gauge interactions come from another function of the
superfields.

It is possible to draw diagrams and do calculations in superspace; this can be useful for

obtaining exact supersymmetric cancellations.

- 206 -



8.6 The MSSM Particle Content (Partially)

The Lagrangian for the Minimal Supersymmetric SM (MSSM) can be motivated as follows:

1. Add a boson for all SM fermions, and a fermion for all SM bosons.
2. “Supersymmetrise” the SM Feynman diagrams.

3. Observe that step 2 gave superpartners with the same masses as their SM relatives.
As we have not observed any superpartners, add “SUSY breaking” mass terms to
make them heavier than current experimental sensitivities. (These masses are called
“soft” because the quadratic divergences still cancel — as you have discovered in the
problem.)

This heuristic recipe will give a Lagrangian with ~ 125 free parameters, compared to 19 in
the SM. The vast majority of the additional parameters come in the SUSY breaking sector
and make the theory unwieldy to study. It is therefore common to work within simplified
SUSY breaking scenarios with fewer parameters, like e.g. mSUGRA, the minimal version
of supergravity grand unification. In this model universality of the soft SUSY breaking
parameters is assumed (there are only four additional new parameters plus one sign), leading
to a suppression of flavour changing neutral currents.

In this subsection we restrict ourselves to the first step outlined above, describing the particle
content of the MSSM. Feynman rules can be found elsewhere.

Superpartners are often written as capitalised, or “tilded” SM particles. The partners of
one generation of SM leptons are a slepton doublet, a singlet selectron and a “right-handed”

= (o) == (3) = (%)
@ R L (8.32)

e’ — e or E°,

(vR)° — (V&) or N¢,

sneutrino:

and sometimes, abusively, the ¢ is dropped from the singlets, although they remain “left-
handed”. Similarly, one introduces squark partners, of all colours and flavours, for the
quarks.

The spartners of the SM bosons are the “-inos”, who can be names according to whether
they are added before (Bino and three Winos) or after (Photino, Zino and two Winos)
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spontaneous symmetry breaking:

gl - 7,
VA — Z or z,
w* — @t or wt, (8.33)

+ - B+
H= # — hy = ]}“ .
Hy Ao

In supersymmetry, we need a second Higgs doublet. One can see this from the formal
structure of the theory, or from considerations of anomaly cancellation, or by counting
fermionic degrees of freedom. Let us do the last: Suppose we break the electroweak gauge
symmetry in an exactly supersymmetric SM. The spartners must therefore have the same
masses as the SM particles, and notice in the SM after spontaneous symmetry breaking,
there are no massless charged bosons. However, among the inos in eq. (8.33), there are three
chiral charged fermions, and it takes two chiral fermions to make a massive charged “Dirac”

fermion (a Majorana mass would break charge conservation). The solution to this problem

HP - hY
o(r) ()

which gives mass to the d quarks and charged leptons.

is to add a second Higgs,

Recall that we must add soft masses for all these new fermions, to ensure that they should
not have been discovered yet, so the physical mass eigenstates will be four neutralinos and
two (four component fermion) charginos, respectively linear combinations of ¥, 2, h, and hg,
and wE, bt hy .

I U ?

8.7 Summary

e Supersymmetry transforms bosons < fermions. It is an (the only possible) extension
of the Poincaré algebra.

e Since fermion loops come with a relative minus sign, the Higgs mass would have no

quadratic divergence in an exactly supersymmetric theory.

¢ To supersymmetrise the SM, one has to add a boson (sfermion) for every fermion, and
a fermion (-ino) for every boson. Then one adds a second Higgs doublet and its SUSY
partners.

e No spartners have been observed so far, so one gives them masses in excess of current
experimental bounds. This breaks the supersymmetry, and allows finite corrections to
the Higgs mass.
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o At the time of writing this sentence, supersymmetry has not been found.
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Phenomenology

at collider experiments
[Part 1. QCD]

Frank Krauss

IPPP Durham

RAL HEP Summer School 7.9.-18.9.2009

F. Krauss

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Outline

@ Introductory remarks
@ Status of particle physics
® Design considerations for LHC

@ Cross section calculations at hadron colliders
@ Matrix elements at leading and next-to leading order
@ PDFs and factorisation

@ QCD radiation
@ Pattern of QCD radiation: Infrared region rules
@ Parton showers: Simulating QCD radiation

@ Hard QCD processes: Jets
@ Basic considerations: Definitions and IR safety
@ Modern jet definitions

© Summary

F. Krauss
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Intraduction
900000

Status of particle physics

Chasing the energy frontier

View of the 1990's . ..

10,000 — == T T T
THE ENERGY FRONTIER

1000 [ Hadron Colliders

Tavatron P
JPLEPT

510, LEP

100
4 TRISTAN
& PETRA. PEP
+#CESR
L T @ VEPP IV
4o ASPEART
sée SPEAR, DORIS
¢ /ADONE
A ete~ Colliders
1k  PRIN-STAN, VEPP I, ACO

B ¢ Completed
o Under Conslruction
O In Planning Stages

Constituent Center-of-Mass Energy (GeV)

1 1 L 1
1960 1970 1980 1990 2000
v Year of First Physics

F. Krauss IPPP
Phenomenology at collider experiments

Introduction
to] Jolelola]

Status of particle physics

Phenomenology at colliders

The past up to LEP and Tevatron
@ 1950's: The particle zoo
Discovery of hadrons, but no order criterion
@ 1960's: Strong interactions before QCD
Symmetry: Chaos to order

@ 1970's: The making of the Standard Model:
Gauge symmetries, renormalisability, asymptotic freedom
Also: November revolution and third generation

@ 1980’s: Finding the gauge bosons
Non-Abelian gauge theories are real!

@ 1990’s: The triumph of the Standard Model at LEP and Tevatron
Precision tests for precision physics

F. Krauss IPPP
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Introduction

008000

Status of particle physics

The present: LHC
@ Historical trend: Hadron colliders for discovery physics
Lepton colliders for precision physics.
@ Historical trend: Shape your searches - know what you're looking for.
This has never been truer.
@ In last decades: Theory triggers, experiment executes.
Also true for the LHC?! J

 ooac

F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Introduction
000800

Status of particle physics

Setting the scene

Reminder: The Standard Model

@ 3 generations of matter fields:
left-handed doublets, right-handed singlets

[ Quarks | Leptons ]
(e () () ) e ) f o)
d /)y s /L b Jy e /L ko /L L
uR R R
aR SR bg eR KR TR

@ (Broken) gauge group: SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) — SU(3) x U(1):
8 gluons, 3 (massive) weak gauge bosons, 1 photon

@ Electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) by introducing a complex
scalar doublet (Higgs doublet) with a vacuum expectation value

(vev) = 1 physical Higgs scalar

F. Krauss IPPP
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Intraduction
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Status of particle physics

How we know what we know (examples)

Generations
E L 2v
2.,[ ALEPH [
9 A
DELPHI / \
L3 Il 4\'\\~.ﬁ
20 OPAL xj}"' \
/] \k
t average measurements 'J A\
crroll'; bars Incll.'g;:d '/ \\
by factor 10 I.;f ‘\\\
10 ~§%
086 88 90 92 9
E_ [GeV]
F. Krauss
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Introduction
(o]elolole] ]

Status of particle physics

EW precision data

plot)

Maasu Fit 100"
. ot s
Acn fmh
my[GeV] 91,1875:00021 911874
[[GeV] ~ E4052:00003 24050
o, [nb] 4154020037 41478
R 20767:0025 20742 jem—
o 001714+ 0.00005 0, 01643 e
AP) 01465:00032 01480 =
A, 021629 £ 0.00066 021579 st
Re 01721400030  0,1723
P 00992:=00016 0.1038
AF 0.0707 = 00035 00742
A 0.923 » 0.020 0.935
A 0,670 = 0.027 0.668
A(SLD)  0.1513:0.0021 0.1480 jempmm
sin’85Q,) 02324200012 02314 s
my[GeV] B£0.399:0025 80378 s
IylGeV] 208820048 2092 »
m, [GeV] 1731213 173.2
R 0 1 23

(from LEP EWWG public page, winter 2009

Open questions (private preference)

@ True mechanism of EWSB: Higgs mechanism in its minimal or an

extended version or something different?

@ Generations: Three or more?

@ More symmetry: Is there low-scale Supersymmetry?

@ Space-time: How many dimensions? Four or more?

@ Cosmology: Any candidates for dark matter?

F. Krauss

Phenomenology at collider experiments

-218 -

IPPP

IPPP



Intreduction

LHC - The energy frontier

Design defines difficulty

@ Design paradigm for LHC:
@ Build a hadron collider

© Build it in the existing LEP tunnel
© Build it as competitor to the 40 TeV SSC

@ Consequence:
@ LHC is a pp collider

@ LHC operates at 10-14 TeV c.m.-energy
© LHC is a high-luminosity collider: 100 fb~*/y

Trade energy vs, lumi, thus pp
@ Physics:

@ Check the EWSB scenario & search for more
© Fight with overwhelming backgrounds, QCD always a stake-holder
© Consider niceties such as pile-up, underlying event etc..

F. Krauss IPPP
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Introduction

o8
LHC design

Some example cross sections

Or: Yesterdays signals = todays backgrounds

Process Evts/sec.
Jet, E; > 100 GeV 10°
Jet, E, > 1 TeV 1.5 <1052

bb 5.10°
tt 1
Z — 00 7
W — fu 20
WW — fviby 6-103

Rates at "low" luminosity, £ = 1033/cm25 E 10_1fb_1/y, and s = 14 TeV.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard proce

Cross sections at hadron colliders

Master formula

Production cross section for final state ® in AB collisions:

1
2 2\ A R
TAB—4X = Z/dxldx2 faya(x1, pe)fo/8(X2, LE) Fabo (8, LE, UR)
ab 0

where

@ X1 are momentum fractions w.r.t. the hadron, § = x;x;5;

@ G.50(3, p2, u%) is the parton-level cross section,

@ and where f,/a(x, Q?) is the parton distribution function (PDF).

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard processes & PDFs
®000000000000000

Scattering amplitudes

Tree-level matrix elements

Simple scattering cross sections

@ Detailed look into master formula above:
Convolution of parton-level cross section & with PDFs.

@ Must evaluate & as phase-space integral, respecting four-momentum
conservation of amplitude squared:

il
d6abﬁ¢ = :LA4aba¢(paapb1p1,--w pN)F
4 V (papb)2 - ngg

No 4.,
H [((;75’4 (2m)8(p7 — m?)G(Ei)] (2m)*6*(pa + Py — Z i)

i=1

@ Note: Have to normalise on Lorentz-invariant flux.

@ Smart choices for phase space integration helpful.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard processes & PDFs
(o] loJololelolelelelelelolols]u]

Scattering amplitudes

Generic Lorentz-invariant quantities

@ Use Mandelstam variables (especially for 2 — 2 scatterings):

§ = (pat Pb)2 = (p1+ p2)°
t = (pa—p1)® = (pp— p2)
8 = (pa—p2)’=(ps—p)°

@ Relation to masses

2 A a4 massless
S+t+0=mi4+m)+ mi+mi3 50,

@ [n the massless case

dGaps12 1 [Mapaf®
dt 25 8ws ;

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard processes & PDFs
008000000000 0000

Scattering amplitudes

Kinematics at hadron colliders

@ Typically, at hadron colliders: transverse momentum p; and rapidity
y characterise kinematics.

@ Note rapidity y vs. pseudorapidity n (identical for m = 0 only):

1 E+p,
y==In
2 E_pz

> = —Intan —.
n ntan -

@ Rewrite four-momentum (m3 = p? + m?)
p* = (E, px, py, Pz) = (mL coshy, p| sin¢, py cos¢, m, sinhy).
@ One-particle phase space element:

d*p
(2m)*

d*p  dy d?py
(2m3)2E  4Am (2m)2°

(2m)5(p? — m?)4(E) =

F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenoclogy at collider experiments
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Mard processes & PDFs
{elole] Jololelelole]eleleololo}

Scattering amplitudes

Resonance production (2 — 1 processes)

@ Assume massless incoming partons: p,, = x12(E, 0, 0, =E).

(Here, E is beam energy in c,m. system of collider, s = 4E2 )
@ Special form of cross section: &ap_0 = g-(5, m3) (5 — m3).

@ Example: qg — V with vector and axial vector coupling V' and A.

(Add normalisation: average over incoming degrees of freedom, include incoming flux.)
Mg P = = ME(V2+A%)
qqg—V = 3 v
A 2 2
by = (V24 A)BE—MB).

@ Trivial relation to partial decay widths of the produced particles:

(IMy_ qg1% = 36/3[ Mgz, v12)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard processes & PDFs
[e]e]ele] Jelelele)elelelelele]e]

Scattering amplitudes

Resonance production (cont'd)
@ Then

3 Al g ah ok X = ixe e
s5=x1xs and y=—=In =—In—.
2 xitxx—x1+x 2 x

@ Relation of Bjorken-x and rapidity:

2 e 1 2g 2F
X1,2=\/geiy and )‘/=§|niﬁln——=?max.

mé my,
@ Together (sdxidx; = dsdy):
_Ymax g (m m )
OAB—® = Z / dyx a/A(Xl, MF)Xsz/B(Xz, #F)L_nd;’_rb
ab ¢ ¢
ymax 7
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard pracesses & PDFs
(olejolele] loleleleleiolelolale]

Scattering amplitudes

Resonance production (cont’d)

LHC parton kinematics

o
B e e —

X, = (M/14 TeV) expley)

10°fF Q=M

@ Note: Only dependence on ' |
rapidity through the PDFs ol
—=> rapidity distribution of ¢
contains information on the

PDFs of partons a and b. S
; o A5
{Remember: X1,2 = my /seiy ) 10/ E: yz/d.- 2.

Q@ (GeV?)
=Y
=
N
3
[0}
2\

@ Obvious consequence: The " Fu-ocew
; ; z A i
higher the mass of the produced w0 e e
0 // //
system the more central it is. T A S |
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
X

(Plot fram MSTW homepage)
4

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard processes & PDFs
lole]elofale] folalelelelelo]o]e]

Scattering amplitudes

Aside: Rapidities of gauge bosons
From the Tevatron to the LHC
gavE T T T T T g"“‘ T T T Trrry E .‘D:—”’ T TrrTrr e I"'_
o) By g g Caunb —HEED : g F iy
§°% " i : o fo
amf- ] 20 o 1 -
: ' it o = 1
ewf:t— ’. N 150 JI . l[ < i )
™ | I 3 L 3 o | | ]
"E T L 1 wE | - . |
R IR
L ;' Papdity ol &' v, pay E - :| Tapidity of * v, |mj_ 1 | M.q_um-nolhr-nr-v.\n'?mr l
e T e e e T R B B et R
¥ v ze
il
2 Hac
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard processes & PDFs
000000 0e00000000

Scattering amplitudes

Kinematics of 2 — 2 processes
@ Use transverse momenta and (pseudo-) rapidities: pi, y3, ya.
@ Introduce average (centre-of-mass) rapidity and rapidity distance,

y=(ys+y)/2and y* =(ys — ya)/2.
@ Relate rapidities to Bjorken-x:
xip = P (et + &™) = 5% e*¥ cosh y*.

V2

Therefore: § = MZ%, = 4p3 cosh y*.

W= —g (1 Ftanhy™).

~+>

Similarly

IPPP

F. Krauss
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Hard processes & PDFs
[e]e]o]elelelele] lolelelelelele)

Scattering amplitudes

Kinematics of 2 — 2 processes (cont'd)

@ Partonic cross section (keep all massless) reads

O LS Ry
L 25 | (2n)32E, (2m)32E, " P
(2m)*6*(pa + Pb — P1 — P2)
1 d’pr 2
= 2_§2 W |Mab—>12| o

@ Fold in the PDFs (sum over a, b, integrate over xi »):

dyidy»d®p1 f0xa, pe)fo(xe, BF)
OAB—12 = Z/ 16,725 2 =S [Map—12]?.
ab

@ Note: Do not forget a factor 1/(1 + d12) for identical final states.

(PPP

F. Krauss
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Hard processes & PDFs
000000000 e00000D

Scattering amplitudes

QCD matrix elements

® Common feature: t-c
dominance

(If existing, “elastic” scattering wins.)

@ Note: Typically
t—0<= p2 — 0.

@ Consequence: parton-parton
cross section grows fast for

p. — 0.

@ Effect further enhanced by

running as.

(Would use pp = p as scale ))

o]

Examples:
7 / 4 52407
hannel qq — qq' | 54
= I=r | 4 P+p?
99— q'q | 355
i 2"2_'_02 _§’t‘.2+a2
O S S Bomin = 3
a2 02 a2 ; a2
854 45+
a8 — 48 2 T 0 sn
- 1RSI E S FERN V7,
86— 499 | 5w 8 @
e 9(g_id _ s st
88 — 88 D) 2R
- 8 ©°+ir+25(8+H+0)
aqq — 87 9 ; 2’;3
1 8+ +28(3+1+0)
qg — qY = 30
Note: For real photons t + &# + § = 0

(multiply with couplings, e.g gt = (47?0'5)2- g’

%2
eeq)

F. Krauss
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Scattering amplitudes

Jet production at Tevatron

CDF Run II Preliminary (L=1.13 fb'")

TR 10%E
'9. — Dala corrected lo the hadron level
e 10
E 10 il ! Systematic unceriainly
= 10" ., —— - NLOJET++CTEQ6.1M p=PiT/2, R, =1.3
~ N R
B % 10°F - - Midpoint: R=0.7,f__  =0.75
%o|> E L, T
T 10E ., e [ —
A -~ m——
102 .. e, —— 1Y1<0.1 (x10°)
10°F ., e T— 0.1<YI<0.7 (x10°)
o *e —a=
108 Ca g 0.7dYi<1.1
= = ==
11 — ==
10" 1.14YI<1.6 (x10°)
101 1.6dVI<2.1 (x10%)
ASFIEAL APTPAPACTH UACAIRR UFSFPAD B orol KPRIEr ) IRl (e
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
P3ET (GeV/c)
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Scattering amplitudes

Higher-order corrections

Specifying higher-order corrections: v* — hadrons

LO:(‘-bqﬁ ) ”
NLO: +4q @ In general: N’LO « O(a?)

NNLQ:+43 o But: only for inclusive quantities

(e.g.: total xsecs like y* —hadrons).

Counter-example: thrust distribution

NOG ) 2LO(de/ut) g general, distributions are HO.
@ Distinguish real & virtual emissions:
Real emissions — mainly distributions,
3 % yE virtual emissions — mainly normalisation.

F. Krauss
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Scattering amplitudes

Anatomy of HO calculations: Virtual and real corrections

<
s NLO corrections: O(cs)
hLD: l"‘(i €>"+2' %l *+  Virtual corrections = extra loops

,f Real corrections = extra legs
I~<+ r\‘é; >~ +'>"
el

@ UV-divergences in virtual graphs — renormalisation

@ But also: IR-divergences in real & virtual contributions
Must cancel each other (Kinoshita-Lee-Nauenberg &
Bloch-Nordsieck theorems),

non-trivial to see: N vs. N + 1 particle FS, divergence in PS vs. IoopJ

F. Krauss
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Scattering amplitudes

Cancelling the IR divergences: Subtraction method
@ Total NLO xsec: oNLo = 0Bom + [ dPk|M|2 + [ d*kIM|%
@ IR div. in real piece — regularise: [d*k|M|% — [dPk|M|%
@ Construct subtraction term with same IR structure:
[ 4k (M, — M) = [ d*kIMIs = finite
Possible: [ dPk|M|% = opor [ dPk|S|?, universal |S]2.
o [dPk|IM|3 + opor [ dPk|S|? = finite (analytical)

@ Has been automated in various programs.

@ Remark: Part of the collinear divergences in initial state absorbed in
PDFs.

(This introduces scheme dependence and spoils probabilistic interpretation of PDFs.)

¥
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Scattering amplitudes

Cross sections @ hadron colliders

Availability of exact calculations

m loops

. done

k for some processes
ﬂ}}x first solutions

F. Krauss IPPP
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Secattering amplitudes

Tree-level tools (publicly available)

Models 2 —>n Ampl. Integ. lang.

Alpgen SM n= rec. Muiti Fortran
Amegic SM,MSSM,ADD n==6 hel. Multi C++
CompHep SM,MSSM n=4 trace 1Channel C

COMIX SM n=38 rec. Multi C++
HELAC SM i = rec. Multi Fortran
MadEvent SM,MSSM,UED n==6 hel. Multi Fortran
0'Mega SM,MSSM,LH n=28 rec. Multi O'Caml!

— e pp— - = - o

(One-)Loop-level tools (publicly available)

Processes lang.
MCFM SM, 3-particle FS Fortran
NLOJET++ up to 3 light jets C++
Prospino MSSM pair production Fortran

F. Krauss IPPP
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PDFs and factorisation

Parton picture

@ Parton picture: Hadrons made from partons.

@ Distribution(s) of partons in hadrons:
not from first principles, only from measurements.
@ First idea: probability to find parton a in hadron h only dependent
on Bjorken-x (x = E;/E}, or similar) — “Bjorken-scaling”
P(alh) = f!(x) (LO interpretation of PDF).
@ But QCD: Partons in partons in partons
== scaling behaviour of PDFs: f = f(x, Q2).

@ Still: PDFs must be measured, but scaling in Q? from theory
(DGLAP, resums large logs of Q?)

F. Krauss \PPP
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Space-time picture of hard interactions

Partons “collinear” with hadron: k) < 1/Rp,4- J

Lifetime of partons 7 ~ 1/x, r ~ 1/Q.

Hard interaction at scales @y, ,rq > 1/Rpaq-

Hard interaction at scale Q> > L/Rhad,
brasks recombinstion of partons
=m> hadron braak up (loss of coherence)

@ Too “fast” for colour field - only one parton takes part.
@ Other partons feel absence only when trying to recombine.

@ Universality (process-independence) of PDFs.

@ Collinear factorisation.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Revealing the inner structure: ep-scattering

A detour: Elastic scattering & Form factors

@ Extended objects have a matter density p(7).
Normalisation: / d3rp(F) =1
@ Its Fourier transform is called a form factor:
F@) = [ &r el-idip(?) = F(O) = 1

@ Naive modification of cross sections for scattering on such objects:

221
d2Q

4.
d2Q

£ licoy
d2Q

~
~o

IF(q)®

ptlike

ptlike extended
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Elastic ep scattering and the Rosenbluth formula

@ Simple test of proton's charge distribution: elastic ep scattering
(exchange of a photon). Elastic: Nucleon remains intact

@ Rosenbluth-formula (E and E’ are energies of electron before and
after scattering, M is the proton mass, g2 is the space-like
momentum transfer, and 6 is the scattering angle)

> 0
2
2M2 (F1(q®) + kF(q? )) tan? 2]
Compare with Rutherford scattering (on very massive objects)

do a?

A4E2sin* ¢

20

F. Krauss
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Elastic ep scattering and charge radius of the proton

@ Differences due to relativistic kinematics plus recoil of the protons
(in Rutherford scattering, the nuclei stay at rest)

@ Also inner structure: there are two form factors F; 5. They are
related to the electric and magnetic form factors, and are
parametrised as

1 2
Fio~
A2 [1 — ¢2/0.71GeV?
@ Connection to charge radius: Assume F; = F, and

2
F(q*) = [ d®r p(F) exp[—igr] =~ 1 — %—(rz) +...
® Therefore: ryroton = (r2)1/? ~ 0.75 4+ 0.25 fm

F. Krauss
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Deep-inelastic scattering: The process

@ Terminology arises because in contrast to elastic scattering the
nucleon nearly always disintegrates.

@ Typically in DIS proton is probed with 7's.
From p &~ 1/X: If momentum transfer larger than 1 GeV,
(=~ 1/0.2fm) then inner structure revealed.

@ Kinematics:

y=209 __,E_F

(energy transfer)

et

(k — k) A s
o~ ! A, 227 NG &7
{ N (momentum fraction of parton)
oY \%% 1 Q% = —q® = —2EE’(1 — cosb)
(momentum transfer squared)
>
F. Krauss IPPP
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Two basic ideas

@ Typically, the behaviour of the cross section with varying x (or,
alternatively v) and Q2 is being measured.
In addition, vp-scattering with W exchange is considered.

@ Two basic ideas:

@ The parton model (by R.Feynman):
The nucleon is made of smaller bits (partons). Later knowledge: Can
be identified with quarks and gluons. But: In addition to the three
valence quarks, carrying the quantum numbers (e.g. |p) = |uud)),
there are virtual quarks and gluons, the sea.

@ The scaling hypothesis (by J.D.Bjorken):
At large energies and momentum transfers, the cross section depends
on one variable only. Reason: The photon ceases to scatter
coherently off the nucleon, but solely sees the individual, point-like
partons.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Bjorken-scaling
@ Equation for cross section (cf. elastic scattering, replacing form
factors F1 2(g?) with structure functions W; »(v, Q?)):
do a? cos? &
— = 2 [Wh(v, Q%) + 2Wi (v, Q2
320 4E2sin* & [Wal, @) (v, @)
o BJ_orken scallpg implies that Independence of W5 on g2:
with no special scale present s e
in the dynamics of the F, 08— '
scattering the W »(v, @?) L o o s W |
can be replaced: e |
o x =025
2
mpW1(V, Q ) == Fl(X) oo . ; L "‘ [ é 1 4
Q2 ) a? (Gevre)® o
2mpx WACACH =2 = ) o P S J
F. Krauss IPPP
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The spin of the quarks: The Callan-Gross relation

@ Bjorken scaling established that DIS in fact must be described in
terms of parton-photon processes.
But what are the properties of these point-like constituents?

@ In 1969 Callan and Gross

suggested that Bjorken's Measuring the quark spin

scaling functions are related: .
25F, b
2xF1(x) = F(x). B
. spin 172
@ This reflects the assumption - _M*F‘“HHNH_F
that the partons inside the !
proton are indeed quarks, ' -

i.e. spin-1/2 particles e SSRGS AT
(spin-0 for example would ,
lead to 2xF;(x)/Fa(x) = 0.)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Deriving the Callan-Gross relation

@ Basic idea: Compare eg-scattering cross section (free quark) with
the DIS ep cross section and assume identity:

dzaeq — —7042 cos® % -1 -+ 0—2 tan? 9 d(v-— &
d2QdE’ AE2sin* 8 |7 2m] 2 2mpx
d%0ep a? cos? g il 2 )
k = ——= |—F = tan® = F
2OdE 4E2snt ¢ | 2(x) + il 5 1(x)]
F. Krauss IPPP
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Parton distributions and sum rules

@ Define probabilities (possible at LO only) f;(x) to find a parton of
type a with energy fraction between x and x + dx:

Fi(x) = Z g2f,(x), g, = parton’s charge.
a
@ The parton momenta must add to the proton momentum:
1
/ ot [ (00) S (o A (50 I () e o Py e =
0

@ The parton types must yield a “net proton”, p) = |uud):

{1 dx [fu(x) — fa(x)] = 2 Ofldx [fa(x) = f(x)] = 1

{ldx [(x)-f(x)] = 0 Ofldx [£(x)— k(x)] = 0.

F. Krauss IPPP
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QCD effect on structure functions: Scaling violations
@ Now it is possible to @ This implies dependence of F; >
quantify the picture of on the momentum transfer.
proton = quarks + stuff @ Therefore: F; o depend on both
x and Q2 - not constant in Q?
any more.
@ Leads to evolution
equations: “Russian dolls"
v
F. Krauss IPPP
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Quantifying scaling violations: Evolution equations

@ Explanation: As the proton is hit harder and harder (i.e. at larger
®?), the virtual photon starts resolving gluons and quark-antiquark
fluctuations (partons in partons!).

@ The scale Q2 plays the role of a “resolution parameter” .
@ Described by the DGLAP equations. Basic structure:

1
dq(x, Q?

X

+8(y, Q%) Pg—g (;)]

Here the quark at x can come from a quark (gluon) at y, the
functions P encode the details of the decays ¢ — gg (g — gg)
responsible for it.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Aside: The “running” coupling in QCD & asymptotic freedom

@ Reassuring: Can understand the proton structure at large @ in
terms of perturbative objects (quarks and gluons). This implies that
the coupling gs is sufficiently small there:

Asymptotic freedom.

@ But measurements (left) and
calculation show that the coupling i
becomes stronger the lower the scale ) \
(=~ Q?), i.e. the larger the distance. e

@ In fact, the perturbative a; diverges for
= Agep = 300 MeV, signalling the
breakdown of the expansion. e

o1

@ Non-perturbative regime, where only colour-less states can exist:
Confinement.

@ Therefore, only hadrons (no quarks or gluons) as observable initial
and final states in experiments.

= =

F. Krauss IPPP
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Fitting PDFs: Strategy in a nutshell

@ Ansatz g(x) for PDFs at some fixed value
of @ = Q® ~ 1GeV?.

Generic structure
® Large sea for x — 0

@ Valence at x = 0.15

F0r example, MRST/MSTW (personal Durham bias)

MRST2006 (NNLO)
#°=10,000 Cev*

q/10

AuxM (1 = x)72(1 + eyv/X + yux)
Adx"2 (1-— x)n4 1+ ed\/; + vgx) 2

Xuy =

xdy, =
XS TN — Asx_)‘s(l — x)71S (1 + egv/x + v5x)

xg = Agx_Ag a-x"8(1+ egVx + vgx)

@ Collect data at various x, @2, use DGLAP .
equation to evolve down to Qg, also fix as.

@ Order of fit <= order of kernels.

@ Enforce sum rules (momentum, ...) d

(Partially relaxed for LO* and LO** ) X
V. . -

F. Krauss IPPP
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Determination of PDFs: Data input
Example: MSTW parameterisation and their effect:
New data included. T [ =
NuTeV and Chorus data on £ (1. Q%) and £} “ (1. Q7 replacing CCFR. ‘3
NuTeV and CCFR dimuon data included directly. Leads to a direct constraint on 5 1
St = T and on si, Q4 — 3y, ) Affects other partons. 2—
CDEN lepton asymmetry data in two different #7 bins = 2085\ = Fp < $3Ge\ and 5 d == Fit Tevalron and HERA pl data
L O R (TR N = Fil only Tavatron gl dats
HERA inclusive jet data (in DIS). 10k enony HEnnbcai
New COFIl high-£7, jet data B i A pesouon e gy HRSTION
Direct high-s data on #{:, 0%, B e Fit withoul any jal dats
Update to include all recent charm structure function data. “’:ol 8 “;4 A -
Laok at dependence of fit on 11, ~ defined as pole mass x
(From R, Thorne’s talk at DIS 2007)
o
&) Qv
F. Krauss \PPP
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Uncertainties of global PDFs: CTEQ65E vs. MSTW2008 NLO

xu(x, Q2 = 10000GeV?2) xt(x, Q% = 10000GeV?2) xg(x, Q2

. R - =
5, PN SR o == e o comg A 3.
= . ScAnE s s =

& : v st = |

1

percantage error

percentaga.arror
3, 5_.4

e

“

iz

s

percantage erfor
Breyime 8

/

{From Hepdata base)

>

i
)

EY O
PN &S

it
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Remark on scales and PDF choices
@ In perturbative calculations at hadron colliders, two (unphysical)
scales enter:
@ Renormalisation scale ur (scale for coupling constants)
o Factorisation scale pf (scale for PDFs)
@ In principle, all-orders results would be independent,
in practise, results shows a dependence on scales.

@ This dependence decreases by adding more orders.
@ Smart process-dependent choices can mimic some HO effects.

@ A common recipe to estimate higher-order effects and the related
uncertainty is to vary both scales by a factor (typically 2).
This is not always reliable <= nothing replaces the true HO
calculation

. especially if we want to know for sure . ...

-

F. Krauss \PPP
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Understanding of perturbative QCD

inclusive jet production  fastNLO

in hadron-induced processes

D|S 100 < Q° < 500 GeV?

Vs =300 GeV o mgmEe
* HY 300 < Q? < 600 Ge'
= I e ( <Q’< A
L o G
; . 500 < Q% < 10 000 GeV?
s -__x.__<l_-..n.l\ —(e40) e a0edt oo et
AT AL R ] © ZEU!

[ o ZEUS 1000 <@ < 2000 GeV'
i * ZEUS 2000 <Q® <5000 Gov®

puy
o
N

data / theory
=

V5= 630 GeV | pp-bar

C 00 pens O TR L
[ {1
Vs = 1800 GaV T Tt

COP 0.1 <l <0F iy i_ o
|

5
Ly c
Vs = 1960 GeV " ;| nr i
1 < SBF gore st T‘?'?—f‘“?‘#”""“‘ﬁfﬂ\{'ﬁ‘f —H= (1)
a pACD caloulations by 1asiNLO:

aM)=0.118 | CTEQ6APDFs | p=p=p;
DISNLO | pAInNLO+NNLONLL | pius non-perurbative comections

10 102 103
p; (GeVic)
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PDFs: From Tevatron to LHC

e g

| ratios of parton luminosities / n e :t;?'l?;\’:/)all_rlt—?g glnFEmOSltleS

[ at 10 TeV LHC and / 1 3 =

- 1.96 TeV Tevatron / F 1.96 TeV Tevatron
s | E
® [ ag 1= ag |
= v
2 =2 A
‘w 10 F g g
g f = JE; 0F
= / m— — 1E = "
£ i a‘—‘__,-/‘—_- 2qq 1 =
=] L = 1= b=
—~ f==—" ] pz—"

MSTW2008NLO : MSTW.200§NLO ;

1 P RO S VIR A .y
10' 10 10' 102
M, (GeV) M, (GeV)
(From MSTW homepage.)
i
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PDF uncertainties at LHC

(Propaganda plot by MSTW collaboration, CTEQ similar.)

Rl e e

parton luminosity uncertainties
at LHC (MSTW2008NLO)

10

T Tt

luminosity uncertainty (%)
o

SE —gg-x

[ ——qgbar—X
q0f ——GG-X

- whereG=g+4/9 Eq(q+qbar)

[ Eee lyl <25
_15 PR VAR B 0 B W | i VT T e B 1 e | i

10 10°
M, (GeV)
A
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QCD radiation

From parton to hadron level

Limitations of parton level calculations

@ Fixed order parton level (LO, NLO, ...) implies fixed multiplicity
— no clean way toward exclusive final states.

@ No control over potentially large logs
(appear when two partons come close to each other).

@ Parton level is parton level
experimental definition of observables relies on hadrons.

Therefore: Need hadron level!
Must dress partons with radiation!
(will also enable universal hadronisation)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Origin of radiation

Accelerated charges radiate
@ Well-known: Accelerated charges radiate

@ QED: Electrons (charged) emit photons
Photons split into electron-positron pairs

@ QCD: Quarks (coloured) emit gluons
Gluons split into quark pairs

@ Difference: Gluons are coloured (photons are not charged)
Hence: Gluons emit gluons!

@ Cascade of emissions: Parton shower

F. Krauss IPPP
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Pattern of radiation

Leading logs: ete™ — jets
@ Differential cross section:
doee—3j _ Cpas B+
(1 —x)(1 — xp)

Singular for x3 2 — 1.

@ Rewrite with opening angle 0.,
and gluon energy fraction x3 = 2E; /E; m.:

= Tee—2j

doge ,3j Croas 2 14+ (1 — X3)2 e
d cos Oggdxy T

sin? Oqg x3

Singular for x3 — 0 (“soft”), sin gz — 0 (“collinear").

F. Krauss IPPP
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Leading logs: Collinear singularities

@ Use
2d cos Oqg = dcos Ogg Ky d cos 8gg - d cos Ogg 0 d cos Bag s d9gg i dG%g
sin2 qu 1 — cos Oqg 1 + cos 9qg 1 — cos Oqg 1 — cos Gag Hgg Q%g
@ Independent evolution of two jets (g and g):
2
Cras 407,
dUee—>3j N Tee—2j E o 9—2P(Z) y
j€{q,3} J&
14+(1—2)2 L "
where P(z) = # (DGLAP splitting function) )
F. Krauss IPPP
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Leading logs: Parton resolution

@ What is a parton?
Collinear pair/soft parton recombine!

@ Introduce resolution criterion k| > Qp.

@ Combine virtual contributions with unresolvable emissions:
Cancels infrared divergences => Finite at O(a;)

(Kinoshita-Lee-Nauenberg, Bloch-Nordsieck theorems)

@ Unitarity: Probabilities add up to one
P(resolved) + P(unresolved) = 1.

.4/
. &
S

_|_
——C_ ._;(60—02}).; LR =1.
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Occurrence of large logarithms

Many emissions: Parton parted partons

@ Iterate emissions (jets)

Maximal result for t; > tH > ... t,:

/dt1 / dt2 / dt,, Q>
do x og —  log” Q

@ How about @27 Process-dependent!

F. Krauss \PPP
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Towards a parton cascade/shower

Ordering the emissions : Pattern of parton parted partons

q/2f (éfiib
C{f qg\ﬂ(@f{
ST

2
@ > a5 > 45 G >

2
1

&y OO
F. Krauss IPPP
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Fattern of QCD radiation

Aside: Inclusion of quantum effects

Running coupling
@ Effect of summing up higher orders (loops): as — as(k?)

A A

0"5(“42_,1)
}-'E }.m AR

q
(R,

@ Much faster parton proliferation, especially for small ki.

® Must avoid Landau pole: k3 > QF > Agcp
— Q2 = physical parameter.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Soft logarithms : Angular ordering

@ In principle, independence on collinear variable:
t (inv.mass), k7, 6 all lead to same leading logs

@ But: Soft limit for single emission also universal

@ Problem: Soft gluons come from all over (not collinear!)
Quantum interference? Still independent evolution?

@ Answer: Not quite independent.

Assume photon into ete— at Bee and photon off electron at & e
Transverse momentum and wavelength of photon: kl ~ zpb, A}_ ~ l/kl = 1/(zp0).

Formation time of photon: At ~ 1/AE, AE ~ 9/>\1 ~ zp62. 9
ee-separation: Ab ~ G At ~ Gee/(zp92).

Must be larger than transverse wavelength: Ab > )\1 = 0Oege > 0

@ Thus: Angular ordering takes care of soft limit.

et

L1010~ [CiC

F. Krauss IPPP
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QCD radiation
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Soft logarithms : Angular ordering in pictures
0.5 98
1 i)— o ) _'.'1’-"
(}__.K"" Q )~
Gluons at large angle from combined colour charge!
F. Krauss IPPP
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Pattern of QCD radiation

Experimental manifestation of angular ordering
AR of 2nd & 3rd jet in multi-jet events in pp-collisions @ Tevatron

O]
A%f;:§\\ ©
e (¢
) Tw L - 7
s ﬁ} tar 1 N i
- re bl L oy * Do
eor h&k “‘S' ° l“-‘\ [ .&L‘_\ ]
| = 4 I Vi, et
ate [ ,\}" L 3 : ;g J}-l\ J. ' *LP:
£ ass- LY grie of be ! ‘,'
B ) o ORI IO 5
fa m;}a“,.:.,,,:..fk ;‘ / 4 { N .
2 N || o [ "
_S; e “‘! " omta T -:::u E.,. Frra Pamas
E tnt ! 7 - u-"’.\ [
e J "-‘ “"f 0"
o4 TT' | o sui ._.:; h" !
AR I T . A | A L{\
| R e mtar s Ty s g THEY ] R BT oy -

(from CDF, Phys. Rev. D50 (1994) 5562)
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QCD radiation

L o)

Parton showers

Parton showers

Simulating parton radiation
@ Catch: Can exponentiate all emissions due to universal log pattern.

@ For parton showers use Sudakov form factor:

dk? as[k? (z, k?
D@, @) = e / [as2dat2 N i)

| &
S

k2 2

= exp —/d P(k?) %exp[ C;:——Iogzg]

0
| &

@ Interpretation: No-emission probability between Q2 and Q3. :
F. Krauss IPPP
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QCD radiation

ce

Parton showers

Parton showers

Tools

Shower variable A0? lang.
Pythia inv.mass: t approx. | Fortran
Pythia8 transv.mom.: k% yes(?) | CH++
Herwig opening angle yes Fortran
Herwig+-+ mod.opening angle yes A
Ariadne dipole transv.mom. yes Fortran
Sherpa 2 showers: t and k? | varying | C++

- >
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

®00000

Some basics

What are jets?

Jets = collimated hadronic energy

@ Jets (unavoidably) happen
in high-energy events:
a collimated bunch of
hadrons flying roughly in
the same direction.

@ Note: hundreds of hadrons
contain a lot of information.

@ More than we can hope to
make use of.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets
[ Jolelolele]

Some basics

What are jets?

Jets = collimated hadronic energy

@ Often you don't need a
fancy algorithm to “see”
the jets.

@ But you do to give them a
precise and quantitative
meaning.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jots
#00000D

Some basics

What are jets?

Jets = collimated hadronic energy

@ Jets are usually related to
some underlying
perturbative dynamics (i.e.
quarks and gluons).

@ The purpose of a “jet
algorithm” is then to reduce
the complexity of the final
state, simplifying many
hadrons to simpler objects
that one can hope to
calculate.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets
000000

Some basics

What are jets?

Jets = collimated hadronic energy

@ A jet algorithm maps the
momenta of the final state
particles into the momenta

of a certain number of jets:
jet algo .
{pi} " — {ii}
It can act on momenta, calo
towers, etc..

® Most algorithms contain a
resolution parameter, R,
which controls the extension
of the jet.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets
(o] lelelele]

Some basics

Linking partons and detector signals

Jets occur in decays of heavy objects:  Event rates for 10 fb—!:
Z, W= bosons, tops, SUSY, ... I Process Number |
Example: top-decays tt 107
QCD Multijets

3 9.108

s 4 7-10°

5 6 - 10°

o 6 3.10°

7 2. 10*

8 2103

Tree-level (parton-level} numbers

Pt > 60Gev, 0; > /6, |y;l < 3

Draggiotis, Kleiss & Papdopoulos '02

F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

-247 -



Hard QCD processes: Jets
00eCco0

Some: basics

CDF Run II Preliminary (L=1.13 i)
@ Jets are unavoidable whenever partons scatter. \% whE e Oy Coneciod 15 hadion el
A a Q> i . .
@ Perturbative picture well understood. €| p 107k [ systematcuncenainty
Example: Jet cross sections S m’_ﬁ . NLOJET++ CTEQ 6 1M k=PE'/2, A,_=13
N Midpoint: R=07,1,...,,=0.75
A F e
@ Partons fragment through multiple parton emissions: b % 10:: = T —
@ Soft & collinear divergences dominate 102 I -"-.‘ T toa——
d . o . x
@ Large logs overcome “"small” coupling S ., - ——
= , 4y i e S PR, -
@ No quantitative understanding for transition to hadrons o ., T ST *
(fate of non-perturbative QCD) 107 S = lavdd
- A S 10" T Lraviasioh
@ But: Fragmentation & hadronisation dominated by low Py - -
101 1R (010
@ Therefore: Partons result in collimated bunches of hadrons 100 200 200 400 500 600 VOO
PIET (GeV/c)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Harel QD processes: Jets
(olo]o] lele]

Some basics

Jet definitions

General considerations
A jet definition is a set of rules to project large numbers of objects
(dozens of partons, hundred’s of hadrons, thousand's of calorimeter
towers) onto a small number of parton-like objects with one well-defined
four-momentum each.
For this jet definition to be useful,

@ the rules must be the same, independent of the level of application:

QCD resilience/robustness;

@ the rules must be complete, with no ambiguities;

@ the rules must be experimental feasible and theoretically sensible.
— Infrared safety cruciall

IPPP

F. Krauss
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Some basics

Hard QCD processes: Jets

000000
Robustness
\/ v W P
LO partons NLO partons parton shower hadron level
Jet | Det® Jet | Det® Jet l Det" Jet | Detn
jet 1 jet2 jet1

jet2  jet1

VAV VAV,

Projection to jets should be resilient to QCD effects

Figure from G,Salam
F. Krauss
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IPPP

Some basics

Hard QCD processes: lets
O0000e

Collinear/infrared safety

Collinear Safe

A Ii...l. 4

Collinear Unsafe

jet1 jet1 I Ijet1nl_2_|

jet
OgX ()  ogX (+x) ofX (-»)  ofx (+x)
Infinities cancel

Infinities do not cancel

Figure from G.Salam

»
T oae
F. Krauss \PPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

®0000

Meodern jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal

@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,

remove found jets. pGeV
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. “
@ Draw cone around it. a0l
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and a0

remove them. 3
@ Repeat until no particles left.
@ Parameters: Cone-size, pTin =
@ good feature: Simple. 10-
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. R R

(from G.Salam)
o
F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Hard QCD processes: Jets

*0000

Maodern jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal

@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,

remove fOU nd jetS. p/GeV [ Hardest particle as axis
o a 60

@ Take hardest particle = cone axis.
@ Draw cone around it. 50 4

@ Convert contents into a “jet" and 20 4

remove them. 5
30 !

Repeat until no particles left.
20 4

Parameters: Cone-size, ij_‘m |
good feature: Simple. | y '
1
1 I 4y

Bad feature: Infrared safe. 0

(from G.Salam)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: lats

#0000

Modern jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal

@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,

remove found jets. pJGeV | brav cone
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. o
@ Draw cone around it. b
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and ol

remove them. o
@ Repeat until no particles left. 1 ?
@ Parameters: Cone-size, pTi® W
@ good feature: Simple. X l H
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. 0 —— L i

{from G.Salam)
=
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes; Jets

0000

Modern jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal

@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,

remove found jets. pJGeV | convert into jet
; . 60
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis.
@ Draw cone around it. &4
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and 40 |
remove them.
30 4
@ Repeat until no particles left.
. [ 20 1
@ Parameters: Cone-size, p"'" ,
. p T
@ good feature: Simple. i | ‘ m
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. U e e e e
34
(from G.Salam)
A
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD pracesses; Jets

80000

Maodearn jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal

@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,

remove fOU nd jetS. p/GeV [ Hardest particle as axis
g . 60 4
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. |
@ Draw cone around it. =
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and 40 |
remove them. :
30 4 !
® Repeat until no particles left. J
. . 20 4
@ Parameters: Cone-size, p7'™ |
@ good feature: Simple. i ‘ ‘
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. S o e o
y
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

#0000

Modern jet deflinitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal
@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,
remove fOU nd jetS. pl/Gev Draw cone
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. -
@ Draw cone around it. i
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and a0 ]
remove them. -
@ Repeat until no particles left. E
] . 20
@ Parameters: Cone-size, pT"'*
@ good feature: Simple. I ‘
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. L o i e
y
(from G.Salam)
i
F. Krauss IPPP.
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

[ Jolole]o]

Maodermn jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal
@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,
remove found jets. p/GeV | convert into jet
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. )
@ Draw cone around it. =
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and a0
remove them. D
@ Repeat until no particles left.
. . 20 o
@ Parameters: Cone-size, p'" |
@ good feature: Simple. " ‘ f——)
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. U
y
{from G.Salam)
v
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

#0000
Maodern jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal
® Main idea: Define jets geometrically,
remove found jets. HCcVi ] [Rarasst parcintavaeyorie
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. =l
@ Draw cone around it. Ay
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and wf |
remove them. I
@ Repeat until no particles left. E
? . 20
@ Parameters: Cone-size, pT""
@ good feature: Simple. ] |
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. L o o s
y
(from G.Salam)
o
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

00000

Maodern jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal
@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,
remove found jets. pUGeV | prew cone
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. i
@ Draw cone around it. 200}
@ Convert contents into a “jet” and wf |
remove them. ol
® Repeat until no particles left. !
. ; 20
@ Parameters: Cone-size, pT'" il
@ good feature: Simple. ”T j
@ Bad feature: Infrared safe. s T T
(from G.Salam)
J
F. Krauss \PPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

#0000

Maodern jet definitions

Cone jets: Fixed cone, progressive removal

@ Main idea: Define jets geometrically,

remove found jets. pdGeV | convert into fet
@ Take hardest particle = cone axis. @
@ Draw cone around it. 201
@ Convert contents into a “jet" and 40 4

remove them. 30

Repeat until no particles left.
] h 20
Parameters: Cone-size, p'"

good feature: Simple.

e 6 0 ¢
=
Y

Bad feature: Infrared safe. e o e

(from G.Salam)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

[e] lelele}

Modern jet definitions

Cone jets: IR safety does matter

(stolen from M.Cacciari)
@ All cone jets apart from SIS-cone are not infrared safe.

@ The best ones typically fail at (341) partons, others already at

(2+1).
Last meaningful order

Process JetClu, Atlas cone MidPoint CMS, it.cone Known at
incljets o NLO NLO NLO (— NNLO)
V +1 jet LO NLO NLO NLO
3 jets none LO LO NLO
V 4+ 2 jets none LO LO NLO
Miet in 2j + X none none none LO

@ But: HO calculations cost real money

(100 theorists X 15 years =~ 100 MEuro.)

@ Using unsafe tools makes them pretty much useless.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jots

00800

Modern jet definitions

Cone jets: IR safety does matter
(stolen from MiCacciari)
Question: How often are hard jets changes by soft stuff?
<t yocd bad -
@ Generate events with R 50106
2 < N < 10 hard partons & A .
flnd jets MidPoint 16.4%
I Midpoint-3 15.6%
@ Add 1 < Ngosy < 5 soft S —
particles & repeat. Seediess (END " 1.6% .
® How often do we end up 0N Seedions (SMMP) | 3
W|th diﬂ.‘erent jets? 0tnone In 4x10%  Seedless (SISCone) ,_E
Fraction of hard ovons lalling IR satoty test

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes; Jets

lo]olo] Jo}
Modern jet definitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination e
@ Distance between two objects / and j: 60 1
R ) 2
dij = mln{pi,J_’ pj,J_}ARI"' 50 |
R;j = [cosh? Anj; + cos? Agj]/D?.
40 4
@ "Cone-size" D.

@ Include beams, distance to beam: 2

dig = p; - 2

@ Combine two objects with smallest %

djj, until smallest dj > dcys.
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. Ol IG FIS AS Al
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: lets

00080

Maedern jet delinitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination o] [ g o
@ Distance between two objects / and j: 60 1
e D 2 -
dij = mln{pi,_L’ pj,J_}ARiJ" 50
R;j = [cosh® An;; + cos? Agy]/D>.
40
@ "“Cone-size" D.
@ Include beams, distance to beam: .
dig = P,?,l- 20
@ Combine two objects with smallest T
djj, until smallest djj > dqy.
0 - ——
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. OFSARIN, T2 TR My
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jots

feloto] 1o}

Modern jet definitions

ki jets

@ Main idea: Sequential recombination 0 /GeV
@ Distance between two objects i and j: 60
djj = min{p,-z,l, pjz,_L}ARij' 50
Rit= [cosh? Anj;; + cos®> Agy]/D>. '
40

@ "“Cone-size" D.
30

® Include beams, distance to beam:

d,'B = p,-2,J_. 20

@ Combine two objects with smallest
djj, until smallest djj > d;yt.

10

@ Good feature: Infrared safe. R SRR A SR

(from G,Salam)

F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Hard QCD processes: Jots

[elalo] Jo]

Modern jet definitions

ki jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination e et e e R
@ Distance between two objects i and j: 60
ST 2
d,j = mln{p‘,l, p_j,_L}ARl’ 50
R;j = [cosh? An; + cos? Agj]/D>.
40
@ “Cone-size" D.
@ Include beams, distance to beam: 2
dig = p; | - 21
@ Combine two objects with smallest o
djj, until smallest dij > dcut.
(1} : v
® Good feature: Infrared safe. 0 12 3 4y
(from G.Salam) )
F. Krauss PPP
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Hard QCD processes; lets

jeloJol lo}
Modern jet definitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination Wil
@ Distance between two objects i/ and j: 60
LU e D) 2
d’J i mln{pi,_L’ pj,_L}AR'"' 50
R;j = [cosh? Anj; + cos® A¢;;]/ D?. -
40 |
@ "Cone-size" D.
@ Include beams, distance to beam: 2
dig = P,'2’_|_- 20
@ Combine two objects with smallest m
dij, until smallest djj > dcys.
0 —r T
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. OTEII ST 2 £ Ny
(from G.Salam)
— _
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

[o]ele] o]
Meadern jet delinitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination | ek
@ Distance between two objects / and j: 60 4
ol = min{p,?’l, pjz’J_}AR,j, pr
R;j = [cosh® An;; + cos® Agj]/D?. "
@ "Cone-size" D.
@ Include beams, distance to beam: ]
d,'B = pl-z,J_. 20
@ Combine two objects with smallest n l ‘ | I“ }
dij, until smallest djj > dcys.
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. R s ey
g (from G.Salam) )
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jlets

(elojel lo]

Madem jet definitions

k. jets

@ Main idea: Sequential recombination Sread
@ Distance between two objects / and j: 60 1
d’J o min{piz,J_i p_jz,J_}AR" 50 4
R;j = [cosh® Anj; + cos? Ag;]/D?. -
40 4

@ "“Cone-size" D.
® Include beams, distance to beam: 2

d,'B = p,-2,J_. 20 1
@ Combine two objects with smallest
djj, until smallest djj > deys.

@ Good feature: Infrared safe. OINTRY T 2033 ey

(from G Salam)
4

F. Krauss IPPP
Phenomenology at collider experiments

Hard QCD processes: Jats

co0e0

Madern jet definitions

k, jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination el [ A
@ Distance between two objects i and j: 60 1
dij = min{piz,J_’ p_]?,_l_}AR"j' ol
R;j = [cosh® An; + cos? A¢;j]/D?. -
@ “Cone-size" D. s
@ Include beams, distance to beam: s
dipg = P,'2,J_- 20
@ Combine two objects with smallest " | }
djj, until smallest djj > dyt. J ‘
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. ST S R
(from G.Salam) )
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD proc

00080

Modern jet definitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination e
p/be
@ Distance between two objects i/ and j: 60
A 2 2
dj = min{p; |, p; | }ARj;, 50
R;j = [cosh® Anj; + cos? Ag;]/D?.
401
@ "Cone-size" D.
@ Include beams, distance to beam: “
dig = P,-2,J_- 20
@ Combine two objects with smallest i
dij, until smallest djj > dcy.
0 - - -
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. OGR4
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss . IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

cooeo

Modern jet definitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination o A R i e
@ Distance between two objects i and J: 60
dU = min{pl?,J_’ pJZ,J_}ARU' 50 4
R = [cosh? Anj;; + cos? A¢;;]/D?. A
@ “Cone-size” D.
® Include beams, distance to beam: <
d,'B = pl-2,_|_. 20
@ Combine two objects with smallest ” | ’ | ‘
djj, until smallest djj > dcyt-
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. TR s 1
(From G._Salam)_.J
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

00080

Maodern jet definitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination s
@ Distance between two objects i and j: 60
dj = min{p} , pJ?,J_}AR,--, =
R;j = [cosh® An; + cos? Agj]/D3.

40

@ "“Cone-size” D.
® Include beams, distance to beam: i

dig = P,'2,J_- 20
@ Combine two objects with smallest
djj, until smallest djj > dcys.

@ Good feature: Infrared safe. 0 1z 3 4,

(from G.Salam)
r.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

(ofele] Te)

Muodern jet definitions

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination el kot Ao
® Distance between two objects i and j: 60
e ) 2
dij = mln{pi,J_’ pj,J_}ARl"' 50
R;j = [cosh® Anj; + cos? Ag¢;]/ D?.
40
@ "Cone-size" D.
@ Include beams, distance to beam: 30:
diB = pl2,J_' 20 4
@ Combine two objects with smallest il
dij, until smallest dj > dqys. 4
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. G RIS 2 Bai=ag vy
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss \PPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

(olofol o]

Modern jet definitipns

k. jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects /i and j: p‘/Ge;;
2 2
dj = min{p; |, pj , }ARy,
R;j = [cosh? An;; + cos? Ag;]/ D?. 1
@ “Cone-size" D. 40 1
@ Include beams, distance to beam: 30 |
dig = p? | . g
@ Combine two objects with smallest
dij, until smallest dj > dqus. 30
® Good feature: Infrared safe. gt o L L
W AT e
(from G.Salam)
—
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

[elele] le)

Modern jet delinitions

k, jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects i and j: p‘/Ge;l) il P
dij = min{P,?,L, Pﬁl}ARijv 1
R;j = [cosh® An;; + cos® A¢;]/D>. &
@ "Cone-size" D. 40 1
® Include beams, distance to beam: 30 1
@ Combine two objects with smallest
djj, until smallest dj > dqy. 19
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. 0 -
0 1 2 3 4 y
(from G.Salam)
- : - —— J
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

Moder jet definitions

k, jets

@ Main idea: Sequential recombination

@ Distance between two objects i and j: /ey
. 2 2
dj = min{p; ;, pj , }ARj, '
2
Rjj = [cosh® Anj; + cos? A¢U]/D2. 5
@ "Cone-size" D. -
@ Include beams, distance to beam:
dig = pj ;- v
® Combine two objects with smallest 20
djj, until smallest djj > dcuy. b
® Good feature: Infrared safe.
00 T
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

00080

Madern jet definitions

k, jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects / and j:  ;/Gev | anin is ais b 15,966
) 2
dj = min{p; |, p; | }ARj, &
R = [cosh?® An;; + cos® A¢y;]/D?. 5]
@ "“Cone-size" D. ol
@ Include beams, distance to beam:
dia = P2,. i
@ Combine two objects with smallest 20
djj, until smallest dj > d.ys. s
@ Good feature: Infrared safe.
% 1 TS R
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss \PPP
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Hard QED proc

Q00en
Modarn jet definitions

k, jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects i and j: p/GeV |
dj = min{p? |, pi. | }ARy;, 2
R;j = [cosh® An;; + cos? A¢;]/D?. o
@ “Cone-size" D. o
@ Include beams, distance to beam:
diB == pIQ,J_ 30 4
@ Combine two objects with smallest 2
dij, until smallest dj; > deys. i
® Good feature: Infrared safe. 1
0o T 3 4y
(from G.Salam)
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

Qgﬂ.b

Madern jet definitions

k| jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects / and j: p/GeV | amin is ainbit007
dj = min{p}, , p7 | }ARy, £
R = [cosh® An;; + cos® A¢j]/D?. o
@ “Cone-size" D. p
@ Include beams, distance to beam:
dig = P,?,L- z
@ Combine two objects with smallest 2
dij, until smallest dj; > dyt. o)
® Good feature: Infrared safe. |
o A
{from G.Salam)
)
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

00080

Madern jet definitions

k. jets

@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects i and j: pJGeV |
dj = min{p? |, p? | }ARy;, 0
R,'j = [COSh2 A’I?,'j + cos? A¢U]/D2 50:
@ "Cone-size" D. ol

@ Include beams, distance to beam:
dig = P}, - i
@ Combine two objects with smallest 24
djj, until smallest djj > dys. o]
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. .
(A A e
(from G Salam) )
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: Jets

Q0080

Madern jet definitions

k, jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects i and J: p/GeV | anin is ais b 1619.62
dj =min{p? |, p | }AR;, 2
Rjj = [cosh® Anj; + cos® Ag;]/ D> 3
@ “Cone-size” D. »
@ Include beams, distance to beam:
30
dig = P,'z,_x_- ]
@ Combine two objects with smallest 20 4
djj, until smallest djj > deyt. )
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. 1
T s T 4y
{from G .Salam)
F. Krauss \PPP
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Hard QCD processes; Jets

00080

Maodern jet definitions

k| jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects / and j: pJGeV
dj = min{P,?,L, Pj?,l}ARi'v o
R; = [cosh? Anj; + cos? Ag¢j]/D?. o
@ “Cone-size" D. &
® Include beams, distance to beam:
dis = Pl :
@ Combine two objects with smallest 201
dij, until smallest dj > d.ys. ol
@ Good feature: Infrared safe.
R RETATR 4Ty
(from GiSalam)
_l
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes; Jets

{alole] To]
Madern jet definitions

ki jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects i and j: p/GeV | dnin is ats } 2053.32
dU = min{p,z,_L, PJ2,_|_}AR1: £
Rin— [cosh? Anj; + cos? Ag;]/D?. Fl
@ “Cone-size’ D. <
@ Include beams, distance to beam:
30
dig = P,'2,J_-
@ Combine two objects with smallest 2
djj, until smallest djj > dous. 5
@ Good feature: Infrared safe. !
S T T IR 4y
(from G.Salam) .
F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes: lets

00080

Modern jet definitions

ki jets
@ Main idea: Sequential recombination
@ Distance between two objects / and J: p/GEV
dj = min{p,?’l, pf,J_}AR,-j, 6
R;j = [cosh® An; + cos? A¢j]/D>. =
@ "“Cone-size” D. s
@ Include beams, distance to beam: 30

dip = P,-z,l-
@ Combine two objects with smallest 20

djj, until smallest djj > dcyt. s

@ Good feature: Infrared safe.

0 | 72 3 4y

(from G.Salam)
=

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hard QCD processes; Jets

[o]efe]o] ]
Madern jet definitions

Different jet algorithms

(stolen from M.Cacciari)

5, [GoV] L__—__!;_@__i;] p,[GaV] = [ CamiAschan, R=t |
) Cam/Aa I

.

b, 1G] [ eS|

i\ SISCone

F. Krauss
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To take home

LHC, the QCD machine
@ There are no LHC events without QCDI!!

@ Perturbative expansion in as sufficiently well understood,
but: hard to calculate beyond (N)LO.

@ Important input to xsec calculations: PDFs
Must be taken from data, only scaling from QCD

@ Order of an calculation is observable-dependent
make sure you know what you're talking about.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Summary.

To take home

Parton-parted partons
@ QCD radiation (bremsstrahlung) important
@ Dominated by collinear & soft emissions
@ Universal pattern of QCD bremsstrahlung
@ Fills the phase space between large scales of signal creation and low
scales of hadronisation

Well understood in leading log approximation, gives rise to a
probabilistic picture: parton showers.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Summary.

To take home

A jet is (not) a jet is (not) a jet
@ Jets are direct result of QCD in hard reactions - your primary
experimental QCD entities.
@ But: A parton is not a jet - a jet is what it is defined to be

@ Jet definitions must match experimental and theoretical needs
otherwise meaningless for comparison

@ Infrared safety is a theoretical key requirement

® Many jet algorithms, presumably the "best” one does not exist

F. Krauss IPPP
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Phenomenology
at collider experiments
[Part 2: SM measurements]

Frank Krauss

IPPP Durham

RAL HEP Summer School 7.9.-18.9.2009

F. Krauss

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Outline

@ Introduction: Signal or not?

@ Gauge sector of the Standard model
@ Precision physics at LHC: The W-boson properties
@ Boson pairs: Backgrounds and new physics
® A practical application: Luminosity monitors

@ Some remarks on flavor
@ The unitarity triangle: Importance of 3rd generation
@ New physics in B physics

0 Top-quark physics
@ The top mass
@ Top properties: Single-top production, top couplings etc.

© Summary

F. Krauss IPPP
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Interpretations

Know your Standard Model

Historical example: Mono-jets at SppS

@ In Phys. Lett. B139 (1984) 115, the UA1 collaboration reported
@ 5 events with E| miss > 40 GeV+a narrow jet and
9 2 events with E| miss > 40 GeV+a neutral EM cluster
They could “not find a Standard Model explanation” for them,
compared their findings with a calculation of SUSY pair-production

(J.Ellis & H Kowalski, Nucl. Phys. B246 (1984) 189},
and they deduced a gluino mass larger than around 40 GeV.

@ In Phys. Lett. B139 (1984) 105, the UA2 collaboration describes
similar events, also after 113 nb~!, without indicating any
interpretation as strongly as UAL.

@ In Phys. Lett. B158 (1985) 341, S.Ellis, R.Kleiss, and J.Stirling
calculated the backgrounds to that process more carefully, and
showed agreement with the Standard Model.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Interpretations

Example: PDF uncertainty or new physics
Consider the ADD model of extra dimensions (KK towers of gravitons)
and its effect on the dijet cross section:
(Note: Destructive interference with SM)
e . ey :
é, = 45 | = 1 2 "'] : “:E /,Cenlrnl valug
g Standerd Model { E ! ! " e ekt ”'[ L 1o timin 1
w’h £ . 1 m__] L { Wi S jolimis 1
l“,. ¥ 1 bty 1 _“{’ 3 i .AD“D J " "!_ / 3
L - 1 H_” 7 e Il-u! - 1R 1
w.u! ri il u_"[ y “-u! {‘_-_“ 1
"’ I i e i " i
n=r — S —1 "
W.":I P . i T > PUST Ve TEIO TS DT W S TS Ly v | ] ! ’E asia w1 ials ‘
Figure from S.Ferrag, hep-ph/0407303
F. Krauss IPPP
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Example: Inclusive SUSY searches

ATLAS TDR plot done with pythla
-'ol_'alypuibnmm!uremm

o ATLAS TOR

§ o
4 W
Y
| Jeedl

[Zsematad BG

|

F. Krauss
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Interpretations

To take home

Typical process

Shape of tt-events

et 200 i sl

-t =133
'iura/munmum-n

@ It is simple to “find” new physics by misunderstanding,
mismeasuring, or misinterpreting “old" physics, i.e. the SM

Be scepticall

Know your Standard Model and its inputs

Therefore: Control of backgrounds paramount to discovery!!!

Don't trust just one Monte Carlo/one theorist/one calculation:

If possible, infer from well-understood data.

Also: New measurements for important SM parameters (see below).
4

F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
[ Jolololalelole]olelole)

Pracision physics

W mass measurements

Why is this important?
@ The EW sector of the SM can be parameterized by 4 parameters.
Example: «, sin® Oy, v, A

@ But other observables related to them: My, Mz, My, Gg, ....
This is due to the mechanism of EWSB underlying the SM.

@ Example: At tree-level weak and electromagnetic coupling related by

T

Gr =
2 <12 ptree
\/EmWsm AR

@ Natural question: Is the picture consistent?
This is a precision test of the SM and its underlying dynamics.

@ First tests: SM passed triumphantly, seems okay even at loop-level. |

F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
(o] Ielelelelelelolelo)o]

Precision physics

Why is this important? (cont’d)

2
@ Naively p = ——W__ connects masses with ew mixing angle.

m3 cos?
(Weinberg-angle, 0)
® Loop-corrections to it from self-energies etc..

@ Interesting correction:
3Grmy, [ m?  sinOw Tt

T = — In —=]+...
8v2m2 | mj, cos?fw

Aps e
+.C. 2

my, 6
@ Relates my, me, my.

@ For a long time, m; was most significant uncertainty in this relation;
by now, my has more than caught up.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
08000000000

Precision physics

: o 7
Why is this important? (cont'd)
Regert 2000 6 My = 157 GeV
E T T 3 T
— LEP2 and Tevatron (prel.) 1 Tr‘::r::::? imcerlalnty.l. g,
80.5- —LEP1 and SLD 51 | _oozrses000085 [fl} ]
68% CL ' i —o.02740:0.00012 (fff
== 44 e« incl. low Q®data [ { 1
S I
& sl
1 80.4' é 3 =
=
£ o] 2
80.3 1 1 =
3 0 Exc‘ludled N PreHEninaff
150 175 200 30 100 300
m, [GeV] m, [GeV] .
J
F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
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Precision physics

Some technical aspects of the measurement

@ But: How to measure the mass?

@ From LEP: Direct measurements.
Hampered by comparably low stats
and jet-energy uncertainties.

@ Tevatron: Measurement in leptonic
mode, but then the v's escape.

® So, how to do it at a hadron collider?

i

@ Jacobean peak in pﬁ_
Even better: transverse mass

M_tj_y - \/2pf|_ EJ-(]- — COs eﬂ,miss)
Their position relates to my,
@ QCD effects controlled by Z.

dedp,() [ ph/GaY ]
-

T

&

anbagalonsdosibo bos Suanlsail n'....'-'
2646 "0 00106 155 a0 160 180
i GoV

F. Krauss IPPP
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sctor of the SM
0000000

Precision physics

Anticipated sensitivity

L —

B DQRunia(e) Single Experiment Sensitivity

CDF Run 1a {e+p)

W Mass Precision (MeV)
g

llllfllllili

cbvrccborocboro born o A

100 QPRun1 (e) AM ~25 MeV
CDF Run 1 (a+n)
50—
- CDF Run 2 (e+p)
-~ 10 MaV syst limit
oLl 1L Ll L ISR S T S — T P T S T T
10 10 10 | '
Integrated Luminosity {/pb) 2 fb-
V.
F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
(oleJelole] lelelelslele]

Precision physics

Projection to LHC
A | @ Already now, each modern
Ctual measurements Run-2 measurement more
W-Boson Mass [GeV] precise than any individual
LEP-2 measurement.
TEVATRON 80.420 + 0.031
(Single most precise measurement by DO, 2009, 1}
LEP2 80.376 = 0.033
AMyy = 43 MeV)
A . +0.02
= s?tzﬁiﬁ,‘g,?" 3 @ Accuracy goal for LHC:
NuTeV —a 80.136 = 0.084 15 MeV.
LEP1/SLD 80.363 + 0.032 @ With current theoretical
LEP1/SLD/m, 80.364 = 0.020 technology (MC@NLO etc.)
T e == this is a close call.
my [GeV] e @ Probably need high-precision
tools, including QED, weak
corrections mixed with QCD. )
F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
00800000

Precision physics

LHC: First serious look into acceptances

100 SRR REERN BLALS LRSS WILERY LR
LHC 1
In®l<2.5, EM®>20 GeV -
101 =
x 1077 =
4 s
—— MC@NLO } o S
---- NLO *y
1073 | e LO e “o =
© 0 o [O+Herwig oi,
o FETEE PEPT FTETY YT LT PRTY
20 a0 40 50 80 70 80

pr(min) (GeV)

F. Krauss
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Gauge sector of the SM
[ololalololalel Talololo]

Frecision physics

W width measurements
Why is this important?

@ Naively, in the SM (massless fermions):

Fwoee = mwzome—|Vokml?,  Ne = 1,3 for leptons/quarks

@ Loop corrections: Another precision test of the SM.

@ Are there other decay channels?

Method 1: Indirect

@ Basic idea: Z properties well-known, relate W and Z.

@ Assume W- and Z-production cross section well-known as well as

rW—>Zu-
@ Then measure leptonic W branching ratio through:
O pp—W— v = Opp— W BR(W_’EV)
Opp—Z-—£8 Opp—Z BR(Z—>££)

@ Can translate BR to width, since partial width well-known.

F. Krauss
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Gauge sector of the SM
00000000 e000

Precision physics

Method 2: Direct

@ |dea: While peak of transverse .
mass distributign determined by ; i \T, = 1.6 GeV
myy, shape defined by Ny . o | aT,, =271 GeV
. 2T, =26GeV
@ Therefore: Build MC templates & !
for varying 'y (or even better D
in mw-Tw plane) and fit. N
o § Y
@ Quality control again through .
| ‘.‘-‘
Z-bosons. ' H T
@ Note: This is almost T TN
model-independent. m, (GeV)
>

F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
000000000800

Precision physics

Results from Tevatron

TeVEWWG
i Stendard Mot .
W-Boson Wldth [G ev] World Average (RPP 2002) —@—
{includes Run § rerults)
TEVATRON —=— 2.050 = 0.058 Fun 1o ROn e —— i
LEP2 ——=a—— 2,196 £ 0.083
Run |l combined R
Average 2,098 = 0.048 AR S
MDoF:21 11 CODF li{y) —
pp indirect b — 2141 £ 0.057 [ e st oy
CDF la(e) ——e——
LEP1/SLD 2.091 = 0.003
LEP1/SLD/m, 2.091 = 0.002
¥ i L 1 1 i Lol 1
2 22 24 5 95 10 105 11 1.5 12
T, [GeV] At 2000 Br(W—>lv) &
v,
F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge seator of the SM
000000C0008e0

Precision physics

W= charge assymetries at Tevatron

Why is this important?
@ Define the forward direction at Tevatron as the direction of the
proton, and the backward direction through the antiproton/

@ The different valence content leads to W™ bosons produced with a
forward tilt asnd the W™ bosons with a backward tilt (see first
lecture).

@ Measuring the assymetry of leptons emerging from the W's allows
then for a check of the PDFs.

@ Use the p-assymetry

.y Nu+(77) — N, (n)
AW = o T N ()

F. Krauss

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Gauge sector of the SM
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Precision physics

Results
Example: Muons with p; > 35 GeV.

> 0.25 = —
g 0.2 D@ Preliminary
g E L=4.91b" £
7 0.15F- p, >35GeV K] $ 4
= - p.“>20 GeV s
0.1 T { 3 ¢
0.05 :
Y= J
: 4
-0.05f b
04E i _i —— Runlla
o \ i b ” —+— Runllb
' é ) ' A —— CTEQS6.6 central value
D - CTEQS6.6 uncertainty band
-, 1 1 | ]

ool PPN (SRR IS e i A ! '
0255 "2 45 4 05 0 05 1 15 2 25
Pseudorapidity

F. Krauss
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Gauge sector of the SM

90000000

Boson pairs

Boson pair production

Why is this important?

@ Major background to current measurements (tt, H — WW) and
future discoveries (x*-pair production etc.).

® Interesting in its own right:

@ With no Higgs boson or similar: Cross section would explode

or WW-scattering becomes strongly-interacting.
@ Maybe the first mode where alternatives to the Higgs scenario show.
@ Structure of interactions entirely dominated by gauge principle,

but: are there non-Standard exotic couplings?

F. Krauss \PPP
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Gauge sector of the SM
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Boson pairs

H — WW and backgrounds
£ R T (B B o [N B |
1
I e
s I L X
4+ : ’_/ ‘.\‘ =l
= | signalx5 | k
[ ! g
z I
~
= l
=3 ]
~ ]
o pidaoss
<
3
™~
)
<
0 50 100 150
Ay [deg]
o
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Gaupge sector of the SM

00e0Q000

Boson pairs

Cross sections in ee-annihilation

DRN32001 CRUEO0
LEP Preliminary e dLEE Preliminary.
211 swm  RacoonWW / YFSWW 1.14 == 37 0% uncertainty I
v o .
= - 8 — ZZT0 !
g 15 | / 'Eé b
£ | / NE V| I
[+] +{, (=] {
| /" | T
10 /
[ / 1 - N

5; !/ il A7 anj“(ip{‘##m 05:-

160 1710 180 190 w0 200 170 180 1% 00
E,. [GeV] E,, [GeV]

F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM

(olefel Jefolole]

Boson pairs

Cross sections in hadronic collisions

Tevatron Run |l pp at\s = 1,96 TeV

1000 i Y | -y
= Vector boson pair prodaction o o o CDF Prelimina
2 ry
S10'E aa = CDF Published
100 |- g E <D0 Preliminary
é B ® DN Published
2 = 2 10k B Theory
& b (upper curves) 1 <] I
pp {lower curves) Q 1
! WW . 2l Fw o
--------- WZ-W'Z 10 E i
zZ2 -
. | Loapsad

-
=]

'
5\/5 [Tev]m 20 50 ! 4.«!# 1
-: 1
Typically factor of 2 suppression per W — Z. i | ++

In HE limit dominated by sea (pp — pp).

-
T

i

w z Wy 2y ww o w2 Z  H-WW
M,=160 GeY

Theory consistent with experiment. 107 | | | 1 |

F. Krauss IPPP
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sector of the SM

Boson pairs

Example: WW & WZ in jj + £, final states
{Recent measurement by CDF, 3.5 fb_l)
@ Motivation (1): Check for consistency with SM.

@ Motivation (2): Topologically similar to VH
— An excellent bootcamp analysis!
@ Backgrounds: EWK (V+ jets, tt, single top) + QCD.

COF Aunll Predminary
T . -

Smnple Désctiption | Expected # ol Exts | Expeeted % of Sample

Ze=strie 12801 8.0
L= 4 0.0
Z—pp 30 0.7

1= v 130 1.0
Woespr Hi3%0 (4.1

Woen o it 128

Weee 7rr L0397 | 241

i Rih 1.0

shigle top 221 1R

F. Krauss
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Gauge sector of the SM

Q00000800

Boson pairs

Example: WW & WZ in jj + E, final states
(Recent measurement by CDF, 3.5 b= 1)
o B COF Rull Prefimingry Systematic Y uncert.,
S 6 — T —
¥ Data (3510") . EWRK shape 7.7
& i eriaind ‘act 0 k
2 1. == ?ﬁﬂi?“s"gw, ‘ Extraction Resolution 5.0
ﬁq Bl SgoalUncenain Total extraction 9.5
2 JES 8.0
2 JER 0.7
2 e i vesolution model 1.0
S Jysceptauce Trigger incficiency 2.2
e 2 ISR/I'SR 2.5
P o = '++ 7 PDF 2.0
s 1 - i Total acceptance 9.0
°°_'++ B i Luminosity 5.9
W Tk Total 1.1
Dijet mass (GeV/c®)
@ Final result: o = 18 & 2.8(stat) & 2.4(syst) = 1.1(lumi) pb, in
agreement with SM.
>
F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM

00000080

Boson pairs

Testing anomalous gauge couplings at Tevatron

@ In principle gauge structure and gauge self-interactions defined by
form of gauge-covariant derivative D# = 0" + (i/g)A* and
F#v = [D*, D"].
If fields do not commute, terms like [A#, A”] emerge. They result in
self-interactions with structure constants £2°¢, coming from
A = AET? (the T2 are generators of the group - matrices), and
with Fab¢T¢ oc [T2, T2)].

@ But there are other gauge-invariant options for the gauge
self-interactions.
Example: WW+ vertex.

Lywy = —ielwl, wha¥ — wiwkYa¥) iswiw, FEY

A A
TowkPEY L awtw BBV T wepPgv
+'"‘2/V Wl WHPFES + RWI W EEY + — Wy, WHPED]

(Terms X and & are CP-violating, A — 1 and & violate parity.)

F. Krauss {PPP
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Gauge sector of the SM

00000008

Basen pairs

Testing anomalous gauge couplings in W+ at Tevatron
@ Simple test for anomalous WW+ couplings at Tevatron in W~-FS.
@ Good observables: p] and Qgdney with £ from W decay.

@ The latter is result of “radiation zero” due to interference of
diagrams.

@ Various backgrounds: e.g. QCD (with j — ~ conversion)

@ Need cuts on y: minimal p, etc..

=iTe ] S 50
P N DO, 0.7 fo 4 Dala Candidales [ 00,0.7ib"
10 —+— SM MC + Background {k=1. 721l : &y I Deta oS ot
a E -=-4--- AC MG + Baskgrount {hL. 2aIt 2} g ok —+— CRCIE QEEEHETY,
Background g; I —— 8U (systeralic urcensinties)
10 |- Wan -
D T R Mdiaiiifinaiany
r Lo & Sisiagnaisast 20 [
"B - :
E ! 0L
10" [ + L
(1P el 1 L {8 Ui A L i 18 EFOAMIPS IrAfortind MW R ya 7
50 100 150 200 250 300 4 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 i

Photon E_ (GeV)
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Gauge sector of the SM

#0000

Practical application

Solution for a technical problem: luminosity measurement

The need for a standard candle

@ For many measurements (total cross sections): Need luminosity
L[fb~1s71] x o[fb] = event rate[s~1].
But design luminosity # real luminosity.

@ So, we need a way to measure instantaneous luminosity.

@ Simple idea: Use equation above with a process yielding sufficiently
large event rates (then statistical error small)

tot 7
— maybe o,"7

@ Problem: We do not know it well enough. There's some fit
parameterizations, but it is soft QCD physics, so no a priori
theoretical knowledge.

(At Tevatron: typically error of O(10%) due to lumi)

Solution: Use best known process (from theory point of view).

F. Krauss IPPP
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Gauge sector of the SM

(o] lelele]

Practical application

Luminosity measurement with gauge bosons: Theoretical
precision

@ Drell-Yan type processes best PP - (224X
known processes at hadron wl- Mo f:.‘.;:;;}' S

: ppigfe
colliders. ) wi?zé;;;igi:i*

@ Results available up to NNLO O \?g )
(the 2 — 1 case!). 5 M R"‘\__'\iﬁg&

@ Due to dependence on xi» . i;,a:;‘:'!:;i“" M
only, also differential xsec w.r.t. 5 cor e G i <xron °"‘“‘f“’"\‘§.ﬂ
rapidity known up to NNLO. Y
That's great to get the
accepta nce Correct (from C, Anastasiou et al,, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 094008)}

There will be ~ 20 leptonic W /s at LHC, in principle enough for a

sufficiently precise measurement of luminosity.

F. Krauss IPPP
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tor of the SM

Practical application

Theory vs. Tevatron data
CDF and DO Runll Preliminary
35
- pp— W+X—lvaX
3=
I
T 25
o [
X N ++
g 2f
B *D0(e) ® DO(p)
[ Runll  ACDF(e) B CDF{u)
1.5 = YCDF(1)
. Runi  %DO(e)  ODO()
[l ACDF(e) ICDF{u)
1 TR ROV WO A X0 YO0 YU T WOU I WO N 0 S W T W I A T T W T O T D01 Y 0 0 WO O 1
1.7 175 18 185 19 195 2 2.05
Center of Mass Energy (TeV)
)
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Gauge sector of the SM
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Practical applicaticn

Theoretical precision
pp = (2.77)4X
I R B S S i 1 T b -
— ,>. 901
g §
> 3
.E.‘ e
> >
= 0= = ol
2 3 m
3 N
o = V& = 14 Tev ":
Y et 1% V3= 14 TeV
M/Z S 2N H=Hy
/2 S s Bu
-4 -2 [ ? 4 -4 -3 1] 4
Y Y
(from C. Anastasiou et al., Phys Rev. D 69 (2004) 094008)
A
F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

-284 -



Gauge sector of the SM

(e]e]ele] }

Practical application

Systematic uncertainties
W and Z Cross Secilons: Tevatron W and Z Cross Secilons: LHC
> MRS T¥,00 partons HE \]I(:I_W.!_Il Jatany
NLO QCH Cifien 4 NNLOQCD
26§ 2 5% I [N 2k s
EoE L pet o T oy 5 "
124 LA - ] R =l 2 _:_ u-I- —
°°; PP ow ptoliyli wom 1 i 2 9 .!-'? n’” q.‘n.l ® m .
5 12 RNLO & ' NNLO
il W . 7 W
L ———————————— 16 N
027 ——————————— _— =B | .
CDFiey
0.2
CDF) 2
Qe f l 20y s
S ) Sk 1 S | =
Santk . .= 'El.o-_- =_' _‘__,:_,..._ -
ﬁ':n.z: =i . T e L | SR ?
cout w PSRN PG TR 1) 4 °'~'~'l-7 %) pillarlbiaki b ‘:'m'o
axg o e 16 | .
& A
oy b— 15 b E— ——
Seemingly, main uncertainty from PDFs.
Ratios may be a way to overcome this( at least partially).
o
F. Krauss IPPP
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Flavor physics
[ lee]

Unitarity triangle

Flavor physics

CKM matrix Basic properties

@ Inter-generation transitions Up to O(A3):
dominated by mass spectrum
and CKM matrix; 1o a2 A AN3(p — in)
Relative size of CKM Matrix Verm = 5 1- 22 AN2
(not to scale) AN — p — im) —AA% 1

@ Source of CP-violation in Vi3-elements
. ‘ 1o but cosmologically not sufficient;

l @ unitarity of CKM matrix: triangles

@ size of CP-violation in SM given by
@ dominant: t — b, b—c, .... area of the triangle.
y

F. Krauss IPPP
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Unitarity triangle

“The" unitarity triangle
Unitarity: ¥V, + V. Vo + ViV =0

Viia
CP violation
7(#) B(9)

(0.0) V7 o) 7

CP violation oc J =3m [V vvive ]z/f,\ﬁnmlo“:‘ , the Jarlskog invariant

ud” cs’ us' cd

D.Hitlin, Talk at “Flavor in the Era of LHC", 2005)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Unitarity triangle

Turning measurements into the CKM framework

Overconstraining the Unitarity Triangle

— Rl e e s N ]
BoX(F BB =pp praw : Y \ ;
1.0 - -
B ntv = B°B° oscillation rate
>. V- B?B° oscillation rate sk
F wil” ik UESRy B - P°7

IS ool

05 |- 3 _‘:

E LR

=i | e .

gt Leaadaaaada s oo | oo SIEINREE
0 05 0.0 05 10 15 20

p
(from D.Hitlin, Talk at “Flavor in the Era of LHC", 2005) (from CKMFitter homepage)
’,
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New physics

The B-physics relation to new phenomena

@ There is an amazing consistency of the current flavor-physics
measurements: The CKM-picture seems to be about right.

@ However, many new physics models can have a similar pattern in
their flavor sector (they need to, to survive!).

@ So, important question: where to look for new physics?

@ FCNC processes (flavor-changing neutral current).
Forbidden at tree-level in the SM (no Z — bs-vertex etc.).
Come through loops — next transparency.

@ Rare processes (like BY — 77v.) and CP-asymmetries

F. Krauss IPPP
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New physics

Flavor physics

FCNC as window to new physics
@ In SM: Only charged flavor changes, due to CKM matrix.
@ Therefore: FCNC like b — s or BB-mixing always loop-induced:

2 W Wl o

@ Heavy particles running in loop (W, t): FCNC tests scales similar to
potential new physics scales.

o

F. Krauss IPPP
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B-physics: B; —

General comments
@ Two contributions (SM): Penguin & Box
@ Both suppressed by Vi V%

o BREY), = ~107°

. /N -
> s r,’\,\mﬁ"--""

3 N
_;/ A

Prospects at LHC

@ Simple: leptonic final state
@ Minor theoretical uncertainties
@ But: Huge background

@ Mass resolution paramount

[ Exn. [[_ATLAS __CMS__ LHCb
Commey [ 77 36 18

109 |

Liimdyat 2O CL

szt

tnce l\.lmly m

s
Inlegrated Lununosity (fb4)

Aediction

(from T.Nakada, Talk at “Flavor in the Era of LHC", 2007)

J

F. Krauss
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MNew physics

Mixing phenomena: B,B,-mixing

Theoretical background

@ Mixing phenomena transmitted by boxes in
SM: o |Vis Vi |? due to GIM.

@ B, B,-mixing very important for unitarity
triangle (ratio with ByBy cancels hadronic
uncertainties)

@ But: high oscillation frequency in
Bs Bs-mixing — tricky to seel!

@ Especially complicated: Tag the flavor - is
it a b or a b decaying.

@ One of Tevatron's strategies: check for a
neighboring K from fragmentation.

F. Krauss
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New physics

Results for Bs-mixing

(Recent measurement by CDF, 1 fb_l)

= COF Run Il Profminary L=1,01b"
= [ — da: -t
2 30p o = —— combined
< .k —— expecled no signal 8’ —— hadronic
20~ = h .
e oxpecied signal < 20 A —— semileplonic
10~
: 10
0:- :
0}~ 0
ne -10-
-30: =
' I i 1 i PR PR SO PRI O
0 5 0 15 20 2% 30 35 15 16 17 18 19 20
am, s’} am, [ps’]

@ Final result: Ams = 17.77 &+ 0.10(statstat) & 0.07(sys)
| V|| Vis| = 0.2060 = 0.0007(exp) = 0.008(theo)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Top mass

Top-physics: Mass measurements

Why is this important?

@ Strong correlation of top- and W-mass
(self-consistency check of SM) pase

v T T
—LEP2 and Tevalron {prel,)

Y A Change in mt by 2 GeV 80.54 —LEP1 and SLD
shifts SM expectation of my by 15%. 3
@ Once the Higgs-boson is found: }804
Do mass and Yukawa-coupling agree? =
@ Important input in many (loop) 40
150 175 200

calculations. m, [GeV]
Example: FCNC processes.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Top mass

Experimental techniques: Upshot
@ Typically, three different channels considered separately:
dileptons (bbfd'v'), semi-leptonic (bblijj), hadronic (bbjjjj).

@ Three different methods: Template, matrix element, cross section
(see next transparencies).

@ Depend partly on top-reconstruction. inamatc B |
minimize x’ P.\[Rv ions)
a g 5 for all jet-parton *.«
@ Main systematics: jet energy scale (JES). mmmem/, _'fL
Solution: “in situ"-calibration =1 3 e
through W — qg’ (mw known). R

=N

(from  C.Schwanenberger's  talk  at

ICHEP08)

F. Krauss
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A

IPPP

Top mass

Template method

@ Basic idea: Run many MC samples for
different values of m; & compare
observables (distributions) with

0.14- CDF fun Il Preliminary
. ' m“’

experiment. o . B 145 Geve*

. > 0.F [E] 165 Gavic®

@ Use observables strongly correlated with 8 e (E vos cavie

m;: Naive choice myeco.. %o.us_» a0 o
. 0_043,
@ Alternatively, look for observables that are
least sensitive to badly controlled inputs o

20 300
. mi? (Geviel)
(like JES).
(from C.Schwanenberger's talk at ICHEPOS)
@ Examples: p‘i, vertex displacement of

b-decay (see next slide)

F. Krauss
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Alternative template method

= Quantities with minimal dependence on jet energy scale

‘
COF Rum 8 Pysiiminecy (138

™
L
Secondary rin f "
-
T displocad m »
3 m
Peinary vix : e
P o
R 10 (40 10 (60 170 W 199 X0 8 20
1.2d (] Top Alass[Ged +e]
COF Rum Il Prafidvsay (18 &'} COF Ram |l Pratieisary {18 8
> AF / y
"
i 7,
i‘ " i
AL
“ o
A
.-4 P g
” /‘ g
ral~ ik
T T I T T T T R P T T~ NI T
LepP1|GeY /] Togp Mo [ 204 7

(from C.Schwanenberger's talk at ICHEP08)
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Top mass

Matrix element method Results
@ Per event define a probability for being signal- e g 0
. CDF-§ d'{-l —F' 1674z 114
or background-like: e (i
DIl di- 1737+ 64
2 2 COF-1 4 17612 7.3
DBl W —a— 1801+ 53
P(Xseen) (0.8 lMab_>X| |<X|Xseen>| CDF-Il b* 1724 21
D@-Il Hjla” 1705+ 28
B = R o] PLIE o
@ Here |(X|Xseen)|® is “transfer function”: cort an . 17704 41
! COF-Il Ixy i 1807 2 16 B
Probability to see Xseen when X was produced 2140l = a1
—— needs to be taken from MC REa e U
& checked with control data. s
® At Tevatron: LO-matrix element M ,p_, x for T
X = tt+decays. ) CDF /9225, D0/5626)
F. Krauss IPPP
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Top mass

Some remarks on m; from Mmyeco

@ Need m; in well-defined renormalization scheme:
at NLO: |mMS(my) — me® 52! (m,)| ~ 8 GeV!!!
Then: Which top-mass has been measured?

@ Answer: We do not know.
Due to comparison with MC, it is a LO m, with QCD parton
showers (some HO QCD) and modelling of fragmentation,
underlying event, color-reconnection, ....
My suspicion: It is an “MC"-scheme, close to on-shell.

@ But therefore, need either to understand underlying MC better
or use better observables, independent of reco and MC.

@ Examples for better observables: o, doz/dM;z.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Top mass

Top-mass from oz

@ Production cross section depends on m:

12 r—r L ) L [ ) NG UL e
G i [pb] (CDF wnil prel) 7 - '_ CDF run | h GDF run ”‘(prelA)_:

10 m =171 GeV - o5 qpblfor 110 pb™  for 760 pb’ 1

8 B o

6 6 7

4 L E ol - 3

N % NNLO,, : 2 F % NN, m=171GeV

0 E oy |_ I . e —— 0 v by T G I AT VA VO VRLT T8 WY T VT

165 170 175 180 1800 1850 1900 1950 2000
m, [GeV] Vs [GeV]

(from S.Moch & P.Uwer, arXiv:0804.1476)

@ Main theoretical uncertainties due to HO, around 8-10 %.
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Top mass

Top-mass from o:7: Results

Top mass from cross section measurement
e

s lepton+jets/dilepton/lepton+tau combination ;
= - S oo pretminay, -1 —— k. R
21 —e— Tt | g“ ] f heehs s Umeer
= smainios Tolad urvertaindy | 12k | —— Do hjetsiodeptonistau -1 15
12 —— NNLO_approx boch & Liwe| % i 68% CL contour
BN, ~—— NLOWNLL Cancian et al 12 Lk venge ko Dot s
1551 3] o
b Eipe -
| .
‘g = " 3
“ | Lo
Lt cataaniary, ikl |- PP POPYS PUNDL TOUR. P~ SPEURE PRI PeOwE
160 165 170 _ 175 180 150 185 160 165 170 178 180 185 190
Top Mazs (GaV) lop quark mass (GeV)
pole mass LM‘QP = 169.6 + 5.5 GeV with NNLO_mex] +3.2%
qu I Lepten 2 U1 AT I THbairon, ~ W ivi i = ICHRF JORE, 7 D

(from C Schwanenberger's talk at ICHEP08)
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Top mass

Taking the top-mass from doz/dMsz

T I &5=5) i T | ] - T T T T
] do/dm; [pb/Gev) T} ™ dv/dmg [pb/GeV] 8= do/dmg [pb/Ce¥] ]
\\ NLO, CTEQ6N, LHC NLO, CTEQEN, LHC ] NLD, CTEQSM, LHC
i e= \\ m, = 165 GeV s = \\ m, = 170 GeV = i m, = 175 GeV =
af- \\ - ] N - al- \\\ =
n b i ,
N : N
L o X - = - 2= ‘\_‘ =
B N
Ky — Cenlral valus i & - = = —— Cealral value == =
=1 PDF uncerlainty g : e ! anaertaint; e
ISR T '“5‘_‘___\.‘ alt, Wi o "t | e S o,
" | A-"‘"-‘ | ]
5 DU ST Ul [POPERRv] IR RO AP urs | i L | L olaiadaal i i | 2
oo 100 600 600 700 800 fion 400 6500 600 700 800 0o 400 600 800 700 800
LT invarienl mess [GeV] (€ [ovariant mass [GeV] (T invariant mass [GeV]

(from R.Frederix & F.Maltoni, arXiv:0712.2355)

@ Theory uncertainty: 0.256m;;/my,; at NLO.
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Top properties

Single-top production

Process characteristics

@ Important: Only direct, model-independent measurement of Vi

Sw JAVAX

@ At Tevatron: important background to WH
@ Cross section quite large, = 40 % of 0.

@ Tricky signature, huge backgrounds: especially top-pairs (sometimes
“irreducible”: tW at NLO), Wjets, etc..

@ Involved analysis techniques: matrix elements, neural networks,
boosted decision trees.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Top properties

Single-top production: Combination of results

Cross sections at Tevatron

Single Top Quark Cross Section August 2009

CDF Lepton+jets 3.2 b o 2.17 X322 pb

CDF MET+ets 21" 50 35 pb

D@ Leptontjets 2.3 fb 3.94 iggg pb

Tevatron Combination

|
1
1
]
|
i
I
i1
|
I
I
|
|
|
Preliminary 1

+0.58
2.76 _g 47 Pb
1
]
Il B.W. Harris et al,, PRD 66, 054024 (2002)

A N. Kidonakis, PRD 74, 114012 (2006) Myop = 170 GeV
[}

o (pp — th+X, tgb+X) [pb]

(fram arXiv: /0906.2171 [hep-ex

F. Krauss
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Top properties

New physics aspects in single-top production
@ Sensitive to new physics, different impact in different channels
(t-channel, s-channel and T-W associated)
(Tevatron) (LHC)
singlet singlet
5 w ; ..... A0 perwape s ey s g e e ey X Z’
% i i} " 3 +: nE
) 1_ ik i *: 4th g
; o " SM with 3¢
l O (= LA TRy Qéiﬁ'& £ theory uncertainty
(from T.Tait & C,P.Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 014018) )
F. Krauss IPPP
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Top properties

The charge of the top-quark

Basic idea

@ In the SM, @; = 2/3, so a charge measurement confirms that the
top quark fits the pattern of the isodoublets in the quark sector.

@ There are potentially two ways to determine the charge of the top:
@ Check the strength of the coupling to the photon directly, through
the tty coupling, e.g. by building the ratio oz, /0ttg.
This seems feasible at a linear collider, at Tevatron/LHC it is more
difficult due to initial state radiation.
@ Infer the charge from the decay products, i.e. from the W and the b.
This is the method used at Tevatron.

@ The trick is to make pairings of W's, where the charge is known
from the lepton, and the b-jet, such that mpy = m;. The problem
is to check whether the jet originated from a b or a b, leading to
charges 2/3 (SM) or 4/3 (XM), respectively, for a top-quark.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Top properties

Measuring the charge of the top

(from CDF-Note 8967)

Jet charge Result: Q; =2/3

@ Consider cone jets with R = 0.4 _ _
and p; > 20 GeV. i?'[ .
@ Define jet charge by Fo

> Qi - BT

@ = i€tracks )
= - E (B’ : 6‘1)7] - 2.1“0- COF Pun Nprelimiagy L=l S B
i€tracks 5
q.-\“-i_
~1m§- tes 17
@ 7 = 1/2 has been optimized o
with MC. o]
870 \ /
@ Label each pair as being SM o S 3
(fr = 1) or XM-like (fy = 0), B e
measure (fi). y
J
F. Krauss IPPP
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Top decays

Vi, from top decays

51
. D@ Runll = 11 D@ Run Il L=0.9 fb
gBI}D' e Data(i=09 ") a

- g 10

S — A=t
400 — {R=05 9
|0 !
—— IA=0 8
Background
0- 7
. 1 _ & 95% C.L.
+ 68% C.L.
’ 0 i 22 o8 os 1 11 1.2

(from DO, Phys. Rev, Lett. 100 (2008) 192003)

@ Simultaneous fit to o7 and BR(t — Wb)/BR(t — Wg)
@ Underlying assumption: > BR(t — Wg) =1
q
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W-helicity in top-quark decays

Why is this important?

Spin information of the top quark is :’ ne
p?eserved In its decay progt?cts : pRlE
Examining the V-A nature of Wb vertex T

provides stringent test of the SM w

spin =1

W, Longitudinal fraction W Left-Handed fraction]W, Right-Handed fraction

T " 3
;o’ff\ze.so'g””la(le”"“‘“ Aundiew Ivanoy 2

F. Krauss
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Top properties

Measurement of the W-helicity in top-quark decays

@ Measure cos 8*

from Ly = Zpp in W-rest frame.
@ P(cosf*) = fowp + frwy + F_w_

arbitrary units

lemyintrat

= = M oamwa
rgh-hanaes

— e gorund

with wo = 3(1 — cos? 6*) sttt
wy = 3(1 + cos6*)? R o
w_ = 3(1 — cos§*)2. f l * *:'f
@ SM: fy = 0.697 £ 0.002, f, = O(10~4), For R
f_zl—fo—f+. I T T TR

@ fop =0.66+0.16 & f, = —0.03 +0.07

(recent CDF-measurement) (mgRERet =)

F. Krauss
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Top properties

Charged Higgs bosons in top decays?

Theory considerations Experimental results
@ If my+ < my — mp decay mode s, in 2510“""”"“"“’""’5“—)‘
principle, open. i
. T ko
@ If decays of H along CKM picture, 10’ Li__
H* — 7v and H¥ — c¢s dominant: T
m,, =100 GeV/c* 10- : !
o 1_- lujetn 110y Iojas 2ty deplon  veleplon
cE’ 0.8\ 1gp - DO RuniiProlimicary
% ' B Zg == Bil;::g:rom)
L 102 i
0.4—' I |
0.2 —
B L Najota 1 imy Vejetn2ing dRepion nlmioﬂ.
|
- 4 (from DO-conf/5715) J
F. Krauss IPPP
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Top properties

The next generation(s)?

Theoretical background

@ There is no a priori reason to assume 3 generations only.

@ Some models, like, e.g. little Higgs, predict the existence of further
elementary fermions, like t’.

@ Reason against 4th generation: Only 3 v's with m, < mz/2 at LEP.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Summary

Gauge sector of the SM

To take home
@ The gauge sector is THE crucial point for the SM.

@ There is an intricate interplay with other parameters, especially m;.
(Remark: Adopt the following point: all matter particles want to
have masses = v, so the real question is not why the top is so heavy
but why the electron is so light!)

@ Need to check the consistency: shed light on mechanism of EWSB.
@ Even after Higgs boson will be found: Must match the pattern!

@ Potentially a window to new physics, in particular through VV-pair
production: Unitarity (see lecture 5), anomalous gauge couplings
etc..

F. Krauss IPPP
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Summary

Flavor sector of the SM

To take home

@ There are many interesting questions in the flavor sector:

o Rare/FCNC decays of b (and of t)

@ Check properties, especially of the top-quark: coupling, CKM
elements, charge.

@ myop is an important input, but more (theoretical) work needed to
ensure that meaningful results at sufficient accuracy have been
extracted from data.

@ Top production (single and in pairs) is a relevant background to
nearly all new physics searches at LHC — we need to understand
this as good as possible.

@ LHC is a top-factory! Can go for high precision:
not only mass, also V;, width, rare decays, ...

F. Krauss IPPP
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a Reviewing the Higgs mechanism
® Basic idea of the Higgs mechanism
@ Restoring unitarity of WW-scattering

e SM Higgs boson searches at colliders
@ Designing Higgs boson searches
@ Results from the Tevatron
@ Prospects for the LHC

@ Measuring the SM Higgs boson properties
® Things the LHC can do
® The case for the ILC

0 Extended Higgs sectors
@ Motivation
@ Zoology
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Higgs mechanism
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Basics

Reminder: The Higgs mechanism

Masses and gauge invariance
@ SM contains gauge and matter fields: spin-1 bosons and spin-1
fermions
@ Massless fields guarantee good features:
@ Gauge invariance under SU(2), ® U(1)y
o Renormalisability of theory
@ Could introduce mass terms “by hand": g
Ly o< m,%A“Au 4= mf(\UR\UL F \UL\UR)
@ Violates gauge invariance, since

o AY — AH 4 é@“@, therefore A*A,, yields terms o< 6 after gauge trafo.
@ W, and Vg transform differently under SU(2),
(Vg is singlet = neutral), therefore terms oc  do not cancel.

@ This is bad: We love the local gauge principle!

F. Krauss
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Basics

Generating mass from the vacuum expectation value
@ Add complex doublet under SU(2), (4 d.o.f.),
couple it gauge-invariantly with the vectors: Loa = (D*®)(D,®)

@ Add interaction term with fermions:
Loy = grV; PVg + h.c.
(need & for down-type fermions and iga®* for up-types)

@ Add potential with non-trivial structure
(infinite number of equivalent minima needed)

@ Pick one minimum and expand around it:

@ One radial and three circular modes
o Circular modes “gauged away"

— “eaten” by bosons
@ vev (energy of minimum) — masses

F. Krauss
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Basics

Fixing the parameters

@ From the structure above:

(Dud))z = EZTVQ- W“ Wk Gy P g"’4v2
gV OVR = gfﬁwi.d)wﬁ’ — my =
}‘(|¢|2 = V2/2)2 N 1 MI2-I — 2\y2

@ Fixed relation between mass and coupling to (surviving) Higgs scalar.
@ Therefore, to verify EWSB:

o find H

@ check it's a scalar

o verify coupling oc mass

@ measure potential through self-interactions

F. Krauss IPPP
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Unitarity in WW-scattering

Why the Higgs boson cannot decouple

Restoring unitarity of WW — WW-scattering

a(W Wy, — W, W) at tree-level

10000 |-

1000 A 1}

a [pb]

100 | E e

1000 10000 W
Ecm, [GeV]

(from O.Brein}

F. Krauss IPPP
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Unitarity in WW-scattering

Why the Higgs boson cannot decouple

Restoring unitarity of WW — WW-scattering

(W W — W) at tree-level
T T - “.
(g SpRge
QED B
10000 - -

LW
J -
i
1000 |- 4 | '

) "
° Wy
& 100} g L
(08

ol " _“' weM

S

W,
. - - oy

1000 10000 W
Eem. [GeV]
(from O.Brein)
v
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Unitarity in WW-scattering

Why the Higgs boson cannot decouple

Restoring unitarity of WW — WIW-scattering

o(W W — WV, ) at tree-level

T

QED

10000, - SM, no Higgs

1000 |- "

3‘ "w
a W
& 100 | E w
~ ""
ol " R

e

1 s “_”: )

1000 10000 w
Eem. [GeV]
(from O.Brein)
&
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Unitarity in WiW-scattering

Why the Higgs boson cannot decouple

Restoring unitarity of WW — WW-scattering
(Wi W — W W.) at tree-level
QED F
10000 SM, no Higgs ;
1000 | J
’E "
Q ~ W ey
= = e s
b 100 N 4 N
Standard Model™S N
10 |- llitinog ; i(I’U (;‘UV \““_ 4 '1I.‘” N
S |
, . LN Ty
1000 10000 L1
Ec,m, [GeV]
(from O.Brein)
.
F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Higgs mechanism

oe

Unitarity in WW-scattering

Fixing the parameters - once more
@ Consider WTW~ — W+W~— RANAY :
Without H: violates unitarity at =~ 1 TeV. WEAM ;LMWE; E
Therefore: Must add H with gwwy o< mw. WWV\M }.A;:
Repeat for WW — Z2Z — gzzy < mz. Al

Test in WW — WWH — gupn o< m?,/my. W E“”i

)

)

®

@ Repeat for WW — ff — g7y o< my.

)

@ Test in WW — HHH — grunH mf_,/m%,v.
)

Once it is there, the functional dependence . ‘ .
of the Higgs boson couplings is fixed LR
by the unitarity requirement of the theory. &
— .
o (v
F. Krauss IPPP
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900000000

Designing searches

Tayloring search channels

Limits on my Basic considerations
@ Unitarity: <1 TeV. @ Signal rates defined by triggers:
@ EW precision tests: < 250 GeV. you won't measure what you
@ LEP searches: > 114 GeV. don’t see.

@ Significance: S/v/B vs. S/B.

8| ol @ Important: Control systematics.
o W\t Avoid embarrassment.
2 @ Mass resolution for my and

i

il T decay products: may help to

030 - T aeee suppress backgrounds
m, [GeV] q
| (from LEPEWWG) @ Any topological help? |

o
F. Krauss IPPP
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SM Higgs boson searches
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Designing searches

Higgs production processes at hadron colliders
Common feature: Couple to heavy objects (top, W, Z)

@l stens Higgs-Strahlung:

N Vo g puq
o o
rwsTITY
Quark-associated: Weak boson fusion (WBF/VBF):

TOO0OD
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Designing searches

Higgs production cross sections at hadron colliders

1n? \

e
Otpp-14 X0 [pb] W S
Na=2TeV 10 b e
= M, = 173 Gev Sl ~=%
- Iu»m CTEQIM '

[ ===

Bl

s Fegq-3il

w favourad

a
mn e % L
40 100 o 1 ) B

8, [GeY)

T Gz, e

<] w! 1o Jawonw

1 favoured

~_

1] o

\ 2r.qq—+Hbb W z
) i i 3 i

T T
aipp—+H+X) [pb]
Vi= 14 TeV

M, = 175 GeV
CTEQIM

~—
—_—
qq-Hyy et |

S LXTRL

o 0 200 400

L10] EILY 1000

M, [GeV]

(from M.Splra, hep-ph/9810289)
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Designing searches

Higgs decays

@ Individual decay channels:

decay mode width [
G a2\ 3
- M m
H — fF SEXH. L omZNe [1— —f
= 81r\/§ atic my
1
2 4 5
GEM 4m 12m ams,\ 2
u wtw— 2ida) e 14 W 1=y
o 87w \/2 H mzH i mp, %:t
2 2 4 2
GEM m 4m 12m ams 0\ 2
H— 77 2 oM IR, il 2 Z 1=
= 812 H 2m% mzH mKH my
GEMy | 2 2 (4 o2)2
= 2y o (ﬁ?) (chQt) (2mr > my)
GeM, WA cralN2 212
H — gg ﬁ © myy ﬁ) (3) 2m¢ > my)
H — w* more complicated, but important for my, s 2my,

@ my < 2my: Higgs boson quite narrow, 'y = O(MeV).
@ my > 2my: H becomes obese, ['y(my = 1TeV) ~ 0.5 TeV.
@ At large my: decay into VV dominant, l'yww : Thozz = 2: 1.
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Designing searches

Higgs decays
L} S———— T =
e ~ - ; =
\ e ? olf  LUDIGeY) e
BRIH} \ w P
! [\ A 0 ~
ol 25N | f N3 -
= 3 |
b & x | [ ; /
= / \
il \" l 10 .II
i |
I 1
(0] J'r" I b i
: § -
w L 5 I 'k i
50 i xn L] LY S0 100 200 500 1000
M, [GeV] My, (GeV]
(from V.Buescher & K Jakobs, Int. J, Mod. Phys. A 20 (2005} 2523)
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Designing searches

Some typical channels (mostly @ Tevatron)

@ gg > H—-> WtW~ — 20 + F,: “golden plated”
No mass peak, but background partially killed with £z etc..
@ qg — ZH — ¢¢bb: only limits on o
Key ingredient: b-tagging efficiencies, mass resolution for jets to
suppress QCD backgrounds.
@ qg — WH — fubb: like above.
@ q§' — WH — E, + bb: only limits on o
combination of the two above, with Z — vv
@ g3 — WEtH — WEW*W—: only limits on &
same sign leptons, other W goes hadronically (xsec!).

F. Krauss IPPP
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Designing searches

Some typical channels (mostly @ LHC)

@ gg > H— ZZ — 4u,2e2u: “Golden plated” for my > 140 GeV.
Key ingredients: Mass peak from excellent mass resolution (leptons).
@ gg - H—-> WtW~ — 20+ F,: nearly as good as ZZ
but no mass peak. Background killed with Zgp etc..
Very similar to Tevatron analysis with huge stats.

@ gg — H — vvy: Good for small my < 120 GeV.
Key ingredient: mass resolution for 4's & veto on 7%'s.
@ WBF — H — 771: Popular mode
Key ingredient: QCD-backgrounds killed with rapidity gap
o WBF — H— WW: ditto.
e WBF — H — bb: in principle ditto
but: Hard to trigger, pure QCD-like objects (jets)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Designing searches

Difficult channels (mostly @ LHC)

@ top-associated production and H — bb: xsec okay, but difficult.
Potential show-stopper: backgrounds from tt+jets W+jets, etc.,
many jets to be reconstructed, combinatorics from tt-reco ....

@ top-associated production and H — y~: xsec small, difficult.

@ top-associated production and H — 77: xsec okay, but difficult.
Potential show-stopper: backgrounds from tt + Z, W, Z+jets, etc.,
many jets to be reconstructed, combinatoric backgrounds from
t-reco, find the 7's (only 1/3 into leptons) ....

@ Higgs decays into u: small BR, could be useful for SUSY.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Designing searches

Remarks on resonance production

Simple “rule of the thump” to calculate xsec
@ Consider processes like gg — H — ZZ etc.: resonant production.

@ If width small: can cut internal resonant propagator.

b|R)|?
@ Two-body decay R — ab: I, = |(127lm>R|
o 27| (R|cd) 2
@ Resonance production in cd — R: 0y = ﬂlgmlf?c ! W[(S_%gﬁjr%m%]

@ Use peak at s = m% (will yield a & function)
@ Therefore g.psR—cd = 3;727—§TBR(R — ab)BR(R — cd)
R

@ If width not so small: include Breit-Wigner.

@ At hadron colliders: Need to integrate over Bjorken-x.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Results from the Tevatron

Search channel: gg — H — WW — #¢'vv @ Tevatron

Short intro

(from DO Note-5757Conf)
Consider ee, eu, and pu final states, each with 2 neutrinos
Use my in steps of 5 GeV, from 115 to 200 GeV.
Backgrounds: direct WW, WZ, ZZ, tt, DY, QCD, W+jets

Main cuts (acceptance and background suppression):

lepton isolation etc., 1"76,u <& 3+

pTH > 15,10 GeV, £ | > 20 GeV (anti-DY)
some protection against wrong £

Mpp > 15 GeV

Agypr < 2...2.5 (channel-dep.):

most background like back-to-back, H likes small.

€00 € ©

Neural network, trained with O(15) observables (some shown below)

Similar analysis for CDF, public page
Up-to date analysis: 4.2 fb™1.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Results from the Tevatron

Distributions for signals and backgrounds

(from DO Note-5757Conf)

F. Krauss IPPP
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SM Higgs boson searches
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Results from the Tevatron

Search channel: qg’ — ZH — ¢¢bb @ Tevatron

Distributions for signals and backgrounds

(from CDF public homepage, aiso D0O-Note 5570,/Conf}
@ Use £ = e, u, major backgrounds: Z+jets, ZZ, WZ, WW, tt.
@ Signal- or background-like? ME method (CDF, 2 fb—1).

@ Relevant observable: m,;, need b-tagging to kill jj-pairs and similar

@ Finally bound: ogigna1 < 15 - opsmy at 95% C.L..
@ Similar analysis with more data and NN (CDF& DO).

J.‘-n.
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Results frem the Tevatron

Combined searches @ Tevatron

Significances vs. luminosity

(from combination DO-+CDF 2009, up to 4.2 fb— 1)
Tevatron Run I P ¥, Ls.9-42 ! Tevitton Run 1T Prelimlnary, L=1.1-42 0"
5 8 ; 7120
§ - m, =115 GeV § =165 GeY
= - Signal+Background =100 . Slmnt Background
2 60 — Background 2 — Background
s * Tevatron Daty = * Tevatron Data
5] x 80
U !
g g
S 40 S 60
3 ¥ 40
20
10 o A
",H ¥
e e s e s %0 7 4 6 8 1012 14 1618 20
Integrated Expected Signal Integrated Expected Signal
-
F. Krauss \PPP
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Results from the Tevatron

Ratio: Signal/SM(-Higgs)
(from combination D0+CDF 2009, up to 4.2 fb—l)
Tevatron Run Il Preliminary, L=0.9-4.2 fb™
E : LEP Exclusrbﬁr B 'Té{ra‘trar'l'
=2 Exclusion
E : Expecl:i’ ]
310 W =10 Expected G
— | 20 Expected
(&)
2
0
o
1
S | [ NI, (MachB, 2008,
100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200
mH(GeV/c )
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Prospects for the LHC

Prospects for Higgs boson searches @ LHC

Search channel: gg — H — vy

@ Characteristic: Bump on a o
smooth background il x‘""++++*
— side-band subtraction A b i

@ Trick: Mass resolution of v

(problems there: converted «'s, j(7r0) — -y conversions,

~y direction, . . .)

@ dmyy ~ 1.5 GeV.,

g

|

r Hﬂr,ﬂf
ot

\L-; [ l.:'l'
P

\
'l

.1.

1 adasaal la

LTRCTT BRI

e S/v/B(30fb™!) ~ 6 for
my € [120, 140] GeV

(from ATLAS-Note Pub-2007-013)
P

IPPP
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Prospects for the LHC

Prospects for Higgs boson searches @ LHC

Search channel: gg — H — vy

@ Characteristic: Bump on a

smooth background

gm Emt“ﬂﬂlvhlll
0 i = 1 Higypa W,2130 DoV (ad8]
— side-band subtraction g B s v
. ! > 400 g::ni:'::u«v
@ Trick: Mass resolution of v gl e Bl
(problems there: converted ~y's, j(1r0) — -y conversions, 2000 v ‘“ . i
100 23}

~y direction, . . .)

@ omyy ~ 1.5 GeV.

Bo W6 WMo 120 130 140 180 160 170 160

M, (GeV)

(from CMS-Note Pub-2006-112)

e S/VB(30fb™ 1) ~ 6 for
my € [120, 140] GeV
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Prospects for the LHC

Weak boson fusion processes

Characteristics

@ At LO: No colour exchange between protons
Tag-jets tend to be forward, at low p; =~ my/2,
colour connected with “adjacent” proton remnants
— hadronic activity mostly forward

(between tag jet and proton rump)
— no hadronic activity at centre
— rapidity gap for signal

@ Rapidity gap filled by Higgs boson and its decay products

@ Typical backgrounds: W, Z+jets, tt, W, Z-pairs, QCD
all of them typically have colour exchange between protons
— no rapidity gap for background

F. Krauss IPPP
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Prospects for the LHC

Example: WBF, H — 77
— a T T T = T T T TSI ey
£ f ¥ £ [N 3
© 1 - 2 Ll 3 1 © L
[ \ 'y AN (=1 swgnal. qqH
% P T N T !;]ocuzuzus.u
I .- Oy A4 s O A TTIEW e
3 ) Sl ] — 1 -2 Waw
we [ ol o U Weadje
F
wy
w i i o T 1 yEligy Tl
3 [ * ok oh - CT S R & S ST B 00 3000 3900, #000
ATiitLJ2) Ao(]1,)2) M(1,)2) [GeV]
(from CMS-Note 2006-088)
'
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Prospects for the LHC

Example: WBF, H — 71

@ Many backgrounds with 3rd jet - typically quite central,
i.e. between the hardest two (tag) jets

® Quantify by "Zeppenfeld”-variable: nj = n; — 1E2

o 9 =

° 3

=~ B0 -

€ E

& 70 E

© w 3 Signal, gqH

j; % E [J QcD 2r+2/3jet

3 a0 -

= T ]t WbWb
2 3 oo W+3/4jet
10 E
[] bl

Mo = T = (Thy + 1) |

(from CMS-Note 2006-088)
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Prospects for the LHC

WBF, H — 77 — (jF |

Results
Cumulative Cross Section [th) (¢ from previous slepd
Selection symal samplest gH H =y 773 () backgreand samples
QUD T+ et EW W — WhWD WAt (W

My=115 My=125 Ay =138 My =145 RIS RIS 274250 (W=l W+ Tt Wlyer
Drodmlion & TS TP T 0% P TR TR 0P - R TIF
F13:0. ST | RAREN BRERET ERREDRAIN BRI . . . . -
preselectina 1687 T, 1990 TR I —
[N} REKIAS200 | 6076 (S3.B) | 46,50 36,5) | 26 %6 (58.1) | 15226 1285 [ 10803595 [ 179806001y | 7130 T (R3.0) | 215, (1K) | 8371 (6441
L1+ HLT A6 1507 | 3139507 | 24600529 | 1191838 | 325303960 | 1487 (30.2) | SER1 2T | S5x T (37600 | 21380760 | 72, (T02
Lepon 1D TGOS | S0 O | IR | 1NAE 939 | AT 90 | TSR (O] | S0h07 (86.3) | ShOhx D7 197,60 | 2119 19908 | 4430, 199,13
lLepdonpr 30.02499.0) | 29.71099. | 230609935 | 1334 99,10 | 4947 994 | 1364 098,95 | 49131970 | 53,54 10° (9900 | 218,199,918 | 4425, ¢
et D T RITS) | 1036 (3290 | 8.270 (357 [ 4888130, 7) [ 106002100 | 2940203 | 149215 S50, (9.9 [N [IXITH
rjetbr QOIS ITHAN | 7.564 (7300 | 6422(FT6) | LESK(TR9) | 6IW2 (515 | V616 (B15) | TAMI{TD2) 3215, (63.6) . .
Vol mass T AT (67.8) | SIR2(RG.TT | 3900 (0057 | S0dB (08,11 | 3800 (0331 [ 62 (3857 | 3232 (3137 RIEH (200 Zm [IEXI]
VEFID g, Eri ST (.4) | 2103358 [ LRG3 | Tetang | Lem I3 | 736205 | 2933 eu6) I35 1263) [ITET5E TRATEE
YEF: Ay, 1492 (35,17 | T.231 050.0) | LIOG (36,0 | O.58E 3.3 | 1.230078.3] | 4417 59.2) | 1.012434.4) 3171591 . -
VBE: &g L7784 | 0928 (7520 | 0806 (2305 | 0A27 (725 | 072315870 | 24%1156.2) | 0460 415.5) Y.IR0(T16) (163 130.4)
VBF:AM, 0771465.7) | 0634 (68.4) | (L545(67.7y | D283 i66.4) | D3120332) | L35I (545 | (L2901 (884 27384297 150.8) (h5.6)
Myl For) Az sidy | 0476 0750 | 0AZ3 00y | 0207078 | UZMOSTAE | LI2RRAS) | 03221824 0912 (34:1) 13.3) 1302
[S4] O3 (21,0) | OSBZ (80 | 3 8LE [UT75183,8) | LI810H0) | 030l o | 02304714 [(EEXTERYT [ESA ) 2L
Esentsat 30057 15,1 13 10,3 3.3 16.6 (] 6.7 Ly (Werph

(from CMS-Note 2006-088)
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Prospects for the LHC

WBF, H — 77 — (jE |

Results: my and significance

Frora T T T T T
“o g () signal (135GeV/c?)
-~ .
> ] EW+QCD Z+jets
[ - .
G r ttbar W+jets
P4 - Fitto Signal
'-'; ------- Fit Z : ¥ 1GeV] 55 [ 735 ] 135 [ 145
5 f Fit to ttbar W+jets Ns (300 1) 1047 [ 7.79 [ 7.94 [ 303
o 3 — Sum of fits : Na G0i6 1) ERUN ESIN BEZJ IEE
8 Sep at 307 (no uncertainty) || 4.04 | 371 | 398 | 2.19 |
3 i Sepeal b1 (o = 7.8%) 397 | 367 394 | 208
2 2 Scr alovlb T (o)) = 5.9%) 567 | 526 | 564 | 319
1l
0- Ly el Lirler o "..____'- T 2 -
0 50 100 150 200 250
2
M. . [GeV/cT]
(from CMS-Note 2006-088)
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Prospects for the LHC

A new idea: Higgs-Strahlung @ LHC

(from J.M Butterworth et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 242001)

Basic idea

@ ZH and WH production not really considered up to now
@ Obstacle: if produced at low mass

@ Good fraction of oproq out of acceptance
@ Decay products often with too low p;

@ Typically: Huge backgrounds (e.g. tt at same scales)

So: Why not try to produce at large p,, back-to-back?
(pL > 200 GeV, 0zH,boosted < 0.05 X 071 tot)

@ Large boosts: decay products in relatively small cones

] KI”S aISO baCkgrOU ndS SUCh as tOpS (Impossible to have bb with large boost in one direction and

W — £ in other direction without having massive QCD radiation.)

@ Added benefit: For Z — vv massive ¥ .

F. Krauss
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Prospects for the LHC

Key: Structure of boosted H — bb

@ Boosted H will produce a “fat” jet with two b's in it.
@ Distance of the two b's in LEGO: R,z ~ T4 —-L

Pi_\/z(l—z)

@ For resolution use k; -like algorithm

@ The last two sub-jets must have b-tags, and there must not be a too
large mass drop between them (m; > umy)

- - - 4

F. Krauss

IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

SM Higgs boson searches

[ole]ele]elelole] lo]

Prospects for the LHC

Results: Signal in four regions
ZH — £ibb

ZH — vibb

"§ wf-(2) i -a "gm[- ) m o
foyB.z r —~Vehte fsv8-01 —Vejuts
> “E'huz 128GeY -y > w
é P | =Y+Higge § !
<, i) = .,g
' it 3
& ﬁnfx ﬁj-
4} 20
s t
R W I TR TR TR T W m TR Te R
Muess (GeV) Masa (GaV)
WH — ¢ubb Combination
2 fo h . | - T —-a
B .. I 0w AT
> 1t Gev & | 1305 112-128CeV H =y
En. 2.128 - Emi '?' 1 SveHiges
L I
E 0 'E w0
185 z »E
10 -
8- S
| |
R R T 55740 80 B0 100720 140180 160 30
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— . .
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Prospects for the LHC

SM-Higgs boson searches at LHC: upshot

TN o |
Sensitivities after 30 fb
¢ e H-rp inchisne
F jLdi=30m" Al 2 i o s
E oo K-factors) : :"f u‘:n_. a@ E CMS’ 301b . :‘-ozz'/zz-l:hrl r
& H o= W™ oy o & HoWW WWotvy,
§ | Amas ™ £ ¢ e — eptonea
a a H —~ qu1t =7
i W e = v G HeaWWong
% ® agH = eeWW S (7] o0 STz,
— Total dgficance § N ‘
= N
7] /:-_l 0wt
® B
-t . "~
10 & \e
1 i 5 5. i -
! 1 500 0
my (GeVich) 102 m,(GeV/c’)
(from V.Buescher & K. Jakobs, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 20 (2005) 2523)
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Measuring the properties of the Higgs boson

Reminder: Why do we care?

@ Okay, so we've found plenty of evidence for a “bump” in some
distributions, i.e. a new particle.

@ Is this enough to claim victory and for P.Higgs to book flights?

® Question: How do we know the bump is the Higgs boson?
Answer: It must be the scalar responsible for mass generation!
Therefore:
@ Is it a scalar, i.e. spin-0 and even CP?
© Is the coupling to the other fields proportional to their mass?
© Is this an accident or the result of the potential/self-interactions?

@ Answers to all three questions may not be available quickly.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Things the LHC can do

Test 1: Spin and CP

Measuring the H-spin its decays: H — ZZ

(from S.Y .Choi et al, Phys Lett. B 553 (2003) 61)
® Basic idea: polarisations of Z bosons correlated, must be visible.
@ Check differential cross sections/distributions of Z-decay products.

® For scalar particles, all Z polarisations contribute:
M+ ISP ED)
(including the longitudinal ones which are dominant for large my).
@ For pseudoscalar particles, only the transverse polarisations
contribute:
M_ ~ Eﬂypgkf’kgt’:‘?&'g ~ El q (51 X 52)

@ Will give rise to different distributions.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Things the LHC can do

Measuring the H-spin its decays: H — ZZ

(from S.Y.Choi et al., Phys, Lett. B 5§53 (2003) 61)

i
Q
Z H
f

o Differential cross sections:

2
dr
/S ~ AT ein? 61 sin? 02 + B:t(l + cos? 01)(1 + cos? 82) + cE cos @1 cos 65
o [} (7]
d cos 81d cos 8y

dar
_H ~ A:I:

gk de
= ¢+B¢ cos¢-+C¢ cos(2¢) ,

where {A, B, C}i: 0 depend on CP state (&) of the Higgs boson and on Zff couplings and kinematics.
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Things the LHC can do

Measuring the H-spin its decays: H — ZZ

(from S.Y.Choi et al., Phys. Lett. B 553 (2003) 61)

LA NI ANTAN]
M, s 280GV

@ Difference between M, and M_,
persists for the “normality” towers

L4
it }‘14}1\ fl: — can rule out 0—, 17, 27 etc..

@ Can rule out odd spins (17):

missing A7 = 0 (Bose symmetry)

R RN S @ Need other decays for even spins (21)
(after 300 fb_l)
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Things the LHC can do

Test 2: Yukawa couplings

Strategy
@ Yukawa couplings o masses — light particles (u, d, ...) hopeless
@ Typically: Extract couplings from total cross section measurements

@ As we've seen before, this is often more than challenging:
lumi/PDF uncertainties, systematics of the process itself, ...

@ Ratios might be better/more sensitive due to cancellations:
but maybe not sensitive to new physics in Higgs sector

F. Krauss IPPP
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Some results

........ ¢(H,2)
— g (HW)

2 Experiments

f L dt=2*30fb '
0.4
u.ai—
0.2

0.1}~

[}|ANU8 FUVNURTITE STVN UURE CNRTY AUURY FNVEEVUVIVUT)
110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190
my, [GeV]

SM Higgs boson properties
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withoul Syst. uncertainty

0-5‘:' 2 Experiments

L dt=2*300fb '
WBF: 2*100 fb

fTT1 FRRRE EAT) CRRT) FOAT] ARV ) ANRTA CARTd ANAT LT

110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190
my [GeV]
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Things the LHC can do

Test 2: Yukawa couplings

Projection: From LHC to ILC

0.5

SM Higgs boson properties
QOO000e

0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1
0
-0.1
-0.2
-0.3
-04
-0.5

relative error on coupling

N R I ER R AT B RS R RRE R R LA

| LHC 300 fbl'l
| ILC 500 fb"

&s

8w &z &
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The case for the 11.C

Test 3: Higgs potential and self-interactions

Or: Why to build the ILC

@ It does not seem as if the Higgs
potential and the HHH
self-interactions are accessible in the Cross sections for
SM Higgs-sector at the LHC. ete™ — utu~ +4b [fb]
Of course, this is different in the Qcp HHH on HHH off
MSSM. if Myo > 2mh° (resonant yes 3.096(60)~10_22 6.308(24)-10_2
production of the heavy Higgs) 25 2220 SAUB) 10

® It does seem, however, as if this is (It T Glsisberg et'aly
accessible in the SM Higgs-sector at Eur. Phys. J. C 34 (2004) 173)
the ILC, operating at 500 GeV
c.m.-energy. J

F. Krauss IPPP
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Motivation

Non-minimal Higgs sectors

Motivation

@ Adding one complex scalar doublet is a minimal version, why not
more fields and a more involved theory?

@ The SM Higgs-boson is under some stress from data
(EW precision wants it lighter than 100 GeV, LEP bound wants it
beyond 114 GeV).

@ In many attractive models (SUSY, extra dimensions) the Higgs
sector becomes larger - either enforced in order to make sure that all
particles gain masses in a gauge invariant way (SUSY), or through
replica of the original single doublet (ED).

® But: Need to be careful!
Typically constraints from absence of FCNC at tree-level (charged
Higgs should couple ~ Viknm, EW precision data (Ap, mass ratios of
weak bosons should be respected) etc..

-
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More Higgs bosons
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Zoology

The simplest solution: THDM

Basic idea
@ The idea behind the THDM is to add another Higgs doublet.

@ There are various versions (types) to do that, respecting
CP-invariance or adding CP-violation to the theory.

Full Lagrangian introduces O(10) new parameters.

Most interesting THDM-II: Interesting in its own right, but mostly
because the SUSY-Higgs sector looks like a constrained THDM-II.

SUSY-Higgs sector described by two new parameters:
mao and tan .

@ Indirect constraints from rare processes in K- and B-sector, EW
precision data, cosmology.

@ Will concentrate on it in the next few slides.

F. Krauss IPPP
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More Higgs bosons
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Non-minimal Higgs sectors: THDM/MSSM

Theory setup: upshot
@ Two doublets with two vevs: v; >
v+ vi = v? = (246GeV)?, tanf = vo/v;.
@ H; doublet gives mass to the up-type fermions, H, for the
down-types, both together are responsible for the gauge bosons.

@ After EWSB and mixing to mass eigenstates:
5 fields (h°, H°, A%, H*) as linear combinations of original fields.

@ Immediate consequence: VVH-couplings reduced w.r.t. the SM,
f fH-coupling altered by tan 3: ddH enhanced, tiuH reduced.

@ Tree-level mass relations (big loop-corrections, esp. for myo):

e 2 2 e 2
My = Migo + My, Migo + My = My, + M7z

@ At tree-level, typically: mp < mz! (after loops: my < 140 GeV)

o
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More Higgs bosons
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Zoology

MSSM Higgs searches

Searches for h°
@ Typical feature: decays to vector bosons less dominant.

@ Relevant channels are: h® — vy, A — ZZ — 4¢, tth° with
h® — bb and WBF with h® — 77.

@ At small tan 3, searches very similar to the SM,
gluon fusion gg — h° a good process.

@ At large tan 3, gg — h° enhanced due to b-triangle,
decays to 7's gain significance.

@ With 100 fb~?! they cover nearly the full mg-tan 3 plane in each
experiment individually (with a hole around mg € [90, 130] GeV)

F. Krauss
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Zoology

MSSM Higgs searches

Searches for H°/A°

@ Typical feature: decays to vector bosons less dominant.

@ At large tan 3, b-associated production is dominant, the final state
bbr7 covers a good fraction of the parameters space.
In addition, decays to uu benefit from good mass resolution
(this does not work for h° due to the Z nearby)

@ At small tan3, A° — ZhP is a good candidate (Zhh absent in the
SM): good for myo € [200GeV, 2m;]
for mao > 2m;, both A% and H° decay predominantly into t%
— look for resonances.

F. Krauss
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Neutral Higgs bosons at Tevatron

Discovery contours

| fr1/exp.

8 fb1/exp.

30 h/A/H ->1TT
discovery thresholds
2001 R T VT (YT T AT T T T
120 160 200 240 [
F. Krauss IPPP
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Zoology

MSSM Higgs searches

Searches for H*

@ Relevant production processes: t — H*b (small my+),

already being studied at the Tevatron:

DO Run il Prelimina
B S RS PR

Run |l Preliminary
—— Eapacted bmil 05% UL - -

e S

; +
t 0.8 61‘;0:“‘—:; W=y e
T o7 H& | —— Expected limit95% €L —— Exmpected mit95% CL 7
-‘T‘ 0.6 = 480 [ £22] Excladed s5ucL K excloded 550 7
~ 05 -
y - >
i 140[ tauonic
0.3 " leptophobic
02 120}
0.1 2 -
0 PETUTTREE Veel DT E PUTTE PRTWE PN Dad B
B0 00 100 110 120 130 140 160 160 100§
N DG Run Ii Preliminary Rl \
2 e R s BRI RN |
o 08 :é;;-r’m-ust e b 1 10
108 T 1 -T tan p
zor = .
1 oo = 7 Setlimits on BR(H+* cs) and BR(H*» )
% o4 3 . .
ot 4 4 Limits oncharged Higgs mass for
D2f = + Leptophobic: ( BR(H*>cs)=100%)
0.1 o andtauonic:  ( BR(H*»tv) =100%)
%650 700 110 120 13D 140 150 160 models
W, 1GeV]
— o O
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More Higgs bosons
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Zoology

MSSM Higgs searches

Searches for H*

@ Relevant processes gg — tbH*, pair production and
WH=*-associated production (large my-+).

@ Relevant decays: H* — Tv, H* — cs, HY — tb, HE — WH;
at larger tan 3, Tv is a good candidate.

@ Interesting case: gb — H¥t — 7% + B, + 2jb, 7 — v+ hadrons.

Then transverse mass of 7-jet and ¥ | is a good S-B discriminator:
Yields a Jacobean peak at my=.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Zoology

MSSM Higgs searches

gb — H*t — 7= + F, + 2jb, T — v+ hadrons
@ Tricks & cuts:

@ Only 3 high-p jets, one b-tagged,;
o use hard hadron spectrum from H* (harder than W)

(cut on 80% of visible energy reduces tt by 300, signal to 10-20%)

g, 134jb, H' v

-
]

E 0 — Signal b fajecro e ek prounay
~ 1 PR > 100 GeV
S~ 8 4 Py > 100 GeV
‘:é' 7 40> 10 rad
H
S 3 My =250 GeV
5 [ tanfi=40
g
3 my, =500 GeV
B r /' 1anfl=50
I ’I:L—"L——*-ﬁ
1
0 _‘L r..r"" 'ﬂ._._l_.._._._._._._._u__
600
m,(GfV)
(from V.Buescher & K Jakobs, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 20 (2005) 2523)
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More Higgs bosons

(olelelolelojolel lo]

Zoology

MSSM-Higgs boson searches at LHC: upshot

Sensitivities in the m4-tan 3 plane

50 Fevqn S
< [ ATLASHCMS
15 12 s | L ILdi=3D b Jenp
[V B 2 Maximal mixing
0 L i
wfel
35 "
.
c 3D
o W
Lol )
L]
25 3
[
20 s
.. — » 4
15 CMS, 100 f
3
........ : _
10 P masimal stop miving
5 i squork, gluino = H/A +X — bb +X
100 200 300 400 500 600 L
m, (GeV)

(from V.Buescher & K.Jakobs, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 20 (2005) 2523)
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Zoology

A more exotic solution: Adding extra singlets

Basic idea

@ Add a further Higgs singlet ¢ (real or complex) + interactions with
the SM Higgs-sector through £ oc (®T®)(p*¢).

(Note: No renormalisable interactions with the SM gauge sector for ¢ )

@ Typical result: mixing of the scalar fields to mass eigenstates:

@ Complex ¢, no further interactions ( “phantom model"):
H?, H3, massless A® (goldstone of broken U(1)),
the latter with potentially large coupling to H?.

o Complex ¢ + additional U(1): A° is eaten by Z’.

@ Real ¢: H? and H?

@ Consequence: reduced couplings to SM fields - can make life hard.

@ Perversion of the above: Many singlets — can make H totally
invisible due to huge width and small coupling to individual modes.

o’
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at collider experiments
[Part 4: BSM physics]

Frank Krauss

IPPP Durham

RAL HEP Summer School 7.9.-18.9.2009
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@ Beyond the Standard Model: Why?

© Supersymmetry
@ Motivation & basic idea

@ The minimal SUSY model (MSSM)

@ Other models
@ Extra dimensions
@ Technicolour

F. Krauss IPPP
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BSM motivation

Looking for physics beyond the Standard Model

Motivation

@ SM is a model with 18(+1) parameters, can this be reduced?
@ Somewhat related: Can a GUT be constructed -
a theory with only one interaction rather than three?

@ If there is a GUT, it presumably lives at scales O(10°GeV).
A big desert from pugpwss to pugur?
(The “philosophical” hierarchy problem)

@ How can gravity be incorporated at all?
Gauge constructions of gravity are tricky.

If dark matter is fundamental, where is it?
The SM has no viable candidates.

Let’s not even start with dark energy/cosmological constant.

F. Krauss IPPP
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BSM maotivation

Another nasty feature: The technical hierarchy problem

@ Consider two corrections to the mass of the Higgs boson:

o A2 ox —A2A?
@ Each of them is quadratically divergent, with a brute-force cutoff A.

(Think of it as limit of validity of SM, p Gy . or scale of new physics kicking in)

Remark: In QED, the fermion self-energy is only log-divergent due to gauge symmetry. Not a help here

@ Huge fine-tuning of renormalisation mandatory to keep my ~ vev.

(One-loop correction terms alone o< “'2GUT)

@ Two solutions: Lower A (idea behind extra dimensions)
or introduce a symmetry, e.g. Ay = A? (SUSY)

F. Krauss IPPP
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BSM motivation

Aside: Could the Standard Model survive up to tpianck ! !

20T 0 o I L) =

@ Remember: m? = Av?

(v = vev = 246 GeV) . 600 m, = 175 GeV 7

! ) = ]

@ Two constraints on mass: 3 a (M) = 0.18 ]
© Keep perturbativity: = 400 s

A — oo forbidden. = -

© Keep vacuum structure:
A — 0 forbidden.

@ Therefore: “Stable island” N T I N
in the middle 108 108 109 10'2 1015 1018
A [GeV]

T R e O et

In‘llllt1ll

111
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Motivation & basic idea

The idea behind supersymmetry

What is supersymmetry?

@ Remember quantisation through operators:
o Have creation and annihilation operators 4(1): af|n) oc [n+ 1),
a|n) < |n—1), and 3|0) = 0.
@ Quantisation achieved through fixing their relation
Commutator: [3, al] o< i, [3, 3] = [37, 3T] =0
@ Commutator for bosonic degrees of freedom.
@ Anticommutator {f1, L} = fif; + f2f; for fermionic d.o.f..

@ Supersymmetry:
° (I;onstruct operation Q linking bosonic and fermionic states:
Qlb) = |f) & QT[f) = |b).
@ Demand invariance under this operation
@ Therefore: For each bosonic d.o.f. in your model a fermionic one is
mandatory and vice versa = b, f € one “superfield”

{This is the symmetry from above: Scalar and fermion belong to same superfield, therefore same coupling)

IPPP
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Motivation & hasic idea

The benefits of supersymmetry

A collection of reasons why this is a good model
Two “philosophical” in principle reasons:

@ The Coleman-Mandula Theorem states
that the construction of a quantum theory of gravitation in form of
a local gauge theory is feasible only in the framework of
supersymmetric theories.

© The Haag-Sohnius-Lopuszanski Theorem states
that the maximal symmetry of the S-matrix of a consistent QFT is
given by the direct product of Lorentz-invariance, gauge symmetry
and supersymmetry.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Motivation & basic idea

The benefits of supersymmetry

Some more “technological” remarks

@ Quadratic divergences are cancelled.
For each loop with bosonic d.o.f. (sign = +), there is one with
fermionic d.o.f. (sign = -) with exactly the same coupling, mass etc.:
only difference is the sign!
=— Perfect cancellation of quadratic divergences.

@ Extra particles may help in enforcing unification of couplings.

@ The vacuum energy arising in second quantisation (zero-mode
energy of harmonic oscillator) is exactly cancelled by fermions
—> Vacuum energy is exactly 0

(Compare: Cosmological constant)

@ Typically, SUSY models have a natural dark matter candidate
(a stable WIMP=LSP) with reasonable mass for CDM.

(Caveat: Only after SUSY-breaking)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Supersymmetry
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The minimal SUSY model (MSSM)

Field content before EWSB/SUSY breaking: all massless
: u! i’
Matter fields: J g4l ol ol
1 UR| R ~ J uRl R
left-handed doublets dJ L dJ 1
right-handed singlets VJ' E’J
Weyl-spinors/complex scalars C)J ( é"J
; ! R o~ 1 R
enerations J =1,2,3 nJ 0.)
g t 1 [ i { j
Gauge fields:
spin-1 bosons/Weyl-spinors G:, Wj:"o' BFL wan ij\:/,Ol wB
generatorsa = 1...ng
Higgs fields: H! oL
2 doublets (i=1,2) of 2 0D
Complex scalars/Weyl-spinors HI L ,(pH' L
-
F. Krauss \PPP
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The minimal SUSY model (MSSM)
Breaking SUSY ...
is unfortunately necessary
@ Pattern: SUSY partners with quantum numbers as SM particles,
differing just in spin by a half unit
@ SUSY must be broken: no superpartner (with identical mass) found
@ Various mechanisms advocated, barely tractable
@ Way out: Breaking by hand through “soft term”
(Terms that do not spoil the nice features, like absence of quadratic divergences)
@ This introduces ~ 100 new parameters in MSSM:
mostly boiling down to all possible mixings.
@ Typically imposed: R-parity
Pictorial: SUSY particles always pairwise in vertex!
Consequence: A lightest stable SUSY particle (LSP).
IPPP
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Supersymmetry
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The minimal SUSY model (MSS5M)

The MSSM spectrum after EWSB/SUSY breaking

F. Krauss

@ The SM matter content (apart from Higgs sector) remains.

@ In the Higgs sector, the 8 scalar real Higgs fields are reduced to 5:

@ 2 neutral scalars: hp & Hp, 1 neutral pseudoscalar: Ag,

o 2 charged scalars H*

o the three other fields are “"eaten” by gauge bosons
(Higgs-mechanism a la SM)

@ The up-type and down type sfermions mix (6x6 matrix),
typically only L — R mixing in third generation important,
inter-generations still by CKM (helps with flavour constraints)

@ Neutral Weyl spinors (15, ¥ypo, Yho, & w,_,g) — 4 neutralinos

@ Charged Weyl spinors (yy+ & ty+) — 2 charginos

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Supersymmetry
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The minimal SUSY model (MSSM)

Order from chaos

. or: the striking power of (over-)simplification

@ Prospect of measuring O(100) new parameters a nightmare
@ Maybe better to cook up theory-inspired “SUSY-breaking scenarios”
@ Various such scenarios on the market:

gauge-mediation, anomaly-mediation, mSUGRa

@ Common feature:

Have an extra sector of the theory, potentially "GUTty",
will not respect SUSY and mediates information in some way.

@ Benefit: Few parameters (O(5)) to describe spectrum + interaction.
@ In mSUGRA/CMSSM:

@ ma, tan 3 for Higgs sector - we've been there
@ mi.2, mp, A for soft breaking terms (mass-+trilinear couplings)

F. Krauss
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Supersymmetry
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The minimal SUSY model (MSSM)

Searching for SUSY

Some wild collection of signals

@ With R-parity: Everything eventually decays into LSP (x?)
— short or long decay chains

@ Most prominent production: sQCD pair production (g2, 24, .. .)
will lead to signatures ¥ + jets, eventually with leptons
(the latter from decays like x3 — X2 + €€ or xF — ££ 1x0 along the decay chain)
@ Also well studied:
o {-pair production: Kinematically like Drell-Yan of heavy lepton with
(long) decay chain of £ — %% — ...
o X3xi, yielding a tri-lepton signal.

F. Krauss IPPP
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The minimal SUSY model (MSSM)

Searching for SUSY

Example cross sections

Pleh
103 L] l'[ [ oy ) | |3 BN a2 § | LER B 2 | t L 2 | L 2 ' [IRE b e § ] lp“m'_iggglz—‘—tl_rf]
N o,,[Pb]: pp — 88, 46, 1T, %% 7. %98, %30
2| S B
107 g3
g s
10 | @ 4
1 E VS=14TeV &
= Yok NS &
Af 7 i
10 =
: W 3
L GeV]-
107 00 el e T Ll ER LT, LV e LT
100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
>
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Other models
200

Extra dimensions

The idea behind extra dimensions

@ Remember the hierarchy problem:
Quadratic divergences pull my towards highest scale.
Mpianck iS the scale where the pure SM (no new physics) breaks
down, since gravitation becomes quantum.

@ So, the problem is maybe not the divergence structure, but mpianck.

@ Connection with gravitational force: Gy = el

@ Size of Planck scale maybe due to too weak gravitation?

@ Could play with it by changing geometrical setup (more dims),
dimensions are finite (size R), typically “curled up”

@ Particles allowed to propagate in extra dimensions will show a
pattern of Kaluza-Klein towers:
Equidistant excitations with AM o« 1/R

F. Krauss IPPP
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Other models
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Extra dimensions

Construction of large extra dimensions (ADD)

@ Einstein-Hilbert action for true Planck scale M,:

S =3[ d'xV/IgIMIN — =3 [d*"x/lgIMTA
@ Compactify additional dimensions on torus R:

S — —1(27R)" [ d*x+/|g|MZT"A

@ Match to “measured” Planck scale: IR
S=—3[d* Vgl mpranah 1 [ 102 m
@ Therefore: Mpianck = My (21 RM,)"/? 21103 m
@ Want RM, > 1. 3|10 8%m
@ Numbers for M, =~ 1 TeV in table :
@ Check gravity at mm scales. 6| 107" m J
F. Krauss IPPP
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Extra dimensions

Zoology of extra dimensions

@ Large extra dimensions/ADD:
@ Have only gravity propagating in "bulk”, SM on “brane”
@ KK towers of gravitons with small mass distance 1/R
o Gravitons couple weakly to SM particles with energy-momentum
tensor T / Mpjanck
@ Look for spin-2 exchange with “continuous mass” or graviton leaving
detector (signature: single photon or jet + = F7).

@ Universal extra dimensions/small extra dimensions:

o All particles in “bulk”, typically 1-2 ED
o Every SM particle gains KK towers with sizable distance 1/R

F. Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Other models
®0

Technicalour

The idea behind technicolour

@ Problem with Higgs boson self-energy, because it is an elementary
scalar, and no gauge prevents quadratic divergences

Make the Higgs boson composite!
Analogy: Pions made off quarks (xSB)

Add extra (techni-)fermions with new strong (techni-)interaction

Main problems:

@ Strong coupling for bound states, make sure it does not run too fast.
Solution: Use different representation for fermions.
(Walking technicolour)
@ May have to add leptons to kill anomalies.

Technifermions form technimesons, partially eaten by gauge bosons

Survivors of the multiplets (techni-p's etc.) visible at the LHC
similar to Z’, W': resonances from Z' — ff etc..

F. Krauss IPPP
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Technicolour

A last announcement
Don't forget to apply for YETI 2010!

Dates: 12.1.-14.1.2010 in the beautiful North East (Durham)

Title:
A window to the dark world, cosmology to LHC

For more information visit:
http://www.ippp.dur.ac.uk/Workshops/YETI.html|

F. Krauss IPPP
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[Part 5: MC generators]

Frank Krauss

IPPP Durham

HEP Summer School 31.8.-12.9.2008, RAL
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Qutline

0 Orientation

e Monte Carlo integration

e Reminder: Hard cross sections
e Reminder: Parton showers
e Hadronization

e Underlying Event

0 Upshot

F. Krauss IPPP
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Simulation’s paradigm

Sketch of an event
Basic strategy
Divide event into stages,
separated by different scales.

@ Signal/background:

Exact matrix elements.

@ QCD-Bremsstrahlung:

Parton showers (also in initial state).

@ Multiple interactions:

Beyond factorization: Modeling.

@ Hadronization:

Non-perturbative QCD: Modeling.

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Convergence of numerical integration
1
@ Consider | = [dxPf(X).
0
@ Convergence behavior crucial for numerical evaluations.
For integration (N = number of evaluations of f):
o Trapezium rule ~ 1/N?/P
e Simpson's rule ~ 1/N*/P
o Central limit theorem ~ 1/+/N.

@ Therefore: Use central limit theorem.

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Monte Carlo integration

@ Use random vectors X; —:
Evaluate estimate of the integral (/) rather than /.

. N
oy
((F)) = m 22 F(X)-
i=1
(This is the original meaning of Monte Carlo: Use random numbers for integration.)

@ Quality of estimate given by error estimator (variance)
(E(F))? = = [(1(F) = (1(F))?].

@ Name of the game: Minimize (E(f)).

@ Problem: Large fluctuations in integrand f

@ Solution: Smart sampling methods

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Importance sampling

Basic idea: Put more samples in regions, where f largest
—> improves convergence behavior
(corresponds to a Jacobian transformation).

@ Assume a function g(X) similar
to f(X);
@ obviously then, f(X)/g(X) is
comparably smooth, hence
(E(f/g)) is small. 1= [larcosss

L cos Zr
— 2
B 1 = [] dr(l - r )1—_‘%
0
= 0.637 4+ 0.308/VN

coscr
= [ )

0.637 + 0.032/VN

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Stratified sampling

Basic idea: Decompose integral in M sub-integrals

M M
(1(f)) =J§1(/j(f)>, (E(F))? =J§1<Ej(f)>2

Then: Overall variance smallest, if “equally distributed”.
= Sample, where the fluctuations are.

or

@ Divide interval in bins;

@ adjust bin-size or weight per bin such
that variance identical in all bins.

04 oa om

(Iy = 0.637 4= 0.147/V/N

Ay

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Example for stratified sampling: VEGAS

@ Assume m bins in each dimension of X.
@ For each bin k in each dimension 7 € [1, n} assume a weight

(probability) af(”) for X, to be in that bin.
Condition(s) on the weights:
a&n) e [0, 1), ZT:I as(n) =
@ For each bin in each dimension calculate (Il((n)) and (EI((n))

Obviously, for all , (/) = ET:l (II((n) Y, but error estimates different.
@ In each dimensions, iterate and update the as(n);
example for updating:

(m) (m) 5 )"
oy (rm new) o oy (rm old) (m) i

@ Problem with this simple algorithm:
Gets a hold only on fluctuations || to binning axes.

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Multichannel sampling

Basic idea: Use a sum of functions g;(X) as Jacobian g(X).
> N L
= g(X) =2 i cigi(X);
= condition on weights like stratified sampling;
(“Combination” of importance & stratified sampling).

Algorithm for one iteration:

@ Select g; with probability c; — )'(_‘,

@ Calculate total weight g()'(}) and partial weights g,-()'(:i)

@ Add f()‘(})/g()‘(}) to total result and f()'(_'l)/g,()'g) to partial
(channel-) results.

@ After N sampling steps, update a-priori weights.

This is the method of choice for parton level event generation!

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Selecting after sampling: Unweighting efficiency

Basic idea: Use hit-or-miss method;
Generate X with integration method,
compare actual f(X) with maximal value during sampling;
—> "Unweighted events".

Comments:

@ unweighting efficiency, Weff = (f()?j)/fmax) = number of trials for each event.
@ Good measure for integration performance.
o Expect logyg weer = 3 — 5 for good integration of multi-particle final states at tree-level.

C Maybe acceptable to use fmax,eff = Kfmax with K < 1.
Problem: what to do with events where f(’-‘}')/fmax,eff > 1?7
Answer: Add int[f(’_(}')/fmax,eff] = k events and perform hit-or-miss on f(X;)/fryax eff — k-

F. Krauss IPPP
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MC integration

Monte Carlo integration

Particle physics example: Evaluation of cross sections
o Simple example: t — swt — bTVI:
o 1 ( 8ra \2 Pt * Pu Pp " P| N
S = 232 4 12 w2 <
2 \sin® 8y (pW — M ) + rWMW >
P <_
@ Phase spage |nte%rat|on (5- d|m)d2n d29 PW ‘J) \-D'
oS 1 | M2 N 2 1>,
2my 12873 4 47'r mt Tt
o
Advantages
@ Throw 5 random numbers, construct four-momenta (== full kinematics, “events")
C Apply smearing and/or arbitrary cuts
o Simply histogram any quantity of interest - no new calculation for each observable
"
F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: ME's

Parton level simulations

Stating the problem(s)

@ Multi-particle final states for signals & backgrounds.
@ Need to evaluate doy:

N

d*q;
/ H (2 )32E, & | p1+p2 — Z qgi IMp1p2—>N|2

cuts

@ Problem 1: Factorial growth of number of amplitudes.

® Problem 2: Complicated phase-space structure.

@ Solutions: Numerical methods.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: ME's

Factorial growth

Example: ete™ — qg + ng

n #diags " e '
01 g
1181152 £ 1o I
2|8 3 ‘
3 | 48 é

10 =
4 | 384 z |

|t.._ _5— — é __4

Number of gluons
i 9
F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: ME's

Phase space integration

Integration methods: Multi-channeling

Basic idea: Translate Feynman diagrams into channels
= decays, s- and t-channel props as building blocks.

R.Kleiss and R Pittau, Comput. Phys. Commun. 83 (1994) 141

Integration methods: “Democratic” methods
@ Rambo/Mambo: Flat & isotropic

R.Kleiss, W.J Stirling and S,D.Ellis, Comput. Phys. Commun. 40 (1986) 359;

@ HAAG: Follows QCD antenna pattern

A.van Hameren and C.G Papadopoulos, Eur. Phys. J; C 25 (2002) 563.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder; ME's

Limitations of parton level simulation

Factorial growth

@ ... persists due to the number of color configurations
(e-g (n — 1)! permutations for n external gluons).

@ Solution: Sampling over colors,
but correlations with phase space
— Best recipe not (yet) found.

@ New scheme for color: color dressing

(C Duhr, S.Hoche and F.Maltoni,JHEP 0608 (2006) 062)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: ME's

Limitations of parton level simulation

Factorial growth

@ Off-shell vs. on-shell recursion relations:

Final BG BCF CSW

State GO Ch CO CD O CD

g 0.24 0.28 .28 0.33 0.31 0.26
3y 0.45 .48 0.42 0.51 057 0.55
4y 1.20 1.04 0.84 1.32 1.63 1.76
5¢ 3.78 2,69 2,59 7.26 5.95 5.496
6y 142 719 119 50.1 27.8 3n.8
Tg 58.5 237 3.8 646 146 105
Sy 278 821 597 86490 919 1880
9y 1450 270 540D 127000 6310 29700
10g 7980 864 34000 - 48900 -

Time [s] for the evaluation of 10* phase space points, sampled over
helicities & color.

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: ME's

Limitations of parton level simulation

Efficient phase space integration

@ Main problem: Adaptive multi-channel sampling translates
“Feynman diagrams” into integration channels
—> hence subject to growth.

@ But it is practical only for 1000-10000 channels.

@ Therefore: Need better sampling procedures => open
question with little activity.

{Private suspicion: Lack of glamour)

F. Krauss \PPP
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Reminder: ME's

Limitations of parton level simulation

General
@ Fixed order parton level (LO, NLO, ...) implies fixed multiplicity

@ No control over potentially large logs
(appear when two partons come close to each other).

@ Parton level is parton level
experimental definition of observables relies on hadrons.

Therefore: Need hadron level event generators!

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: QCD showers

Motivation: Why parton showers?

Some more refined reasons
@ Experimental definition of jets based on hadrons.

@ But: Hadronization through phenomenological models

(need to be tuned to data).

@ Wanted: Universality of hadronization parameters

(independence of hard process important).

Link to fragmentation needed: Model softer radiation

(inner jet evolution).

@ Similar to PDFs (factorization) just the other way around

(fragmentation functions at low scale,

parton shower connects high with low scale).

@ Practical: In MC's typically start with 2 — 2 process
(Further jets from QCD shower)

(This approximation has been overcome only &2 5 years agol)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder;: QCD showers

Motivation: Why parton showers?

Common wisdom
@ Well-known: Accelerated charges radiate

@ QED: Electrons (charged) emit photons
Photons split into electron-positron pairs

@ QCD: Quarks (colored) emit gluons
Gluons split into quark pairs

@ Difference: Gluons are colored (photons are not charged)
Hence: Gluons emit gluons!

@ Cascade of emissions: Parton shower

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: QCD showers

Occurrence of large logarithms

The Sudakov form factor
@ Diff. probability for emission between g% and ¢% + dg?:

42 1-Q5/q° i
dP=3:% [ dzP(2)=: q—%P(qz).
Q3/q?

@ No-emission probability A(Q2, g?) between Q? and g¢°.
Evolution equation for A: —‘-iA(dQTQ;qzl = A(Q?, q2)dL;2_

@
= A(Q? g°%) =exp [—qu %P(kz)jl :

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: QCD showers

Occurrence of large logarithms

Many emissions

@ lterate emissions (jets)

Maximal result for t; > tp, > ... t,:

2

Q
dy dt2 dt,, Q?
do x gy —  log”
5] Qo
@

@ How about Q27 Process-dependent!

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: QCD showers

Occurrence of large logarithms

Ordering the emissions : Radiation pattern

i q/2 Q0
a1 2
- . q2 ({6\
2
d3

2
qi > g5 > a3, ¢f >

F. Krauss
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Reminder: QCD showers

Occurrence of large logarithms

Forward vs. backward evolution: Pictorially

/ G
Leg ﬂ%

(PPP

F. Krauss
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Reminder: QCD showers

Occurrence of large logarithms

Use of DGLAP evolution

DGLAP evolution:
PDFs at (x, Qz) as function of PDFs at (xg, Qg)
Backward evolution:

start from hard scattering at (x, Qz) and work down in q2

and

up in x.
Change in algorithm:
Ai(q?) = Ai(q?)/fi(xi, ).

3

e
8

F. Krauss IPPP
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Reminder: QCD showers

Inclusion of quantum effects

Resummed jet rates in ete~ — hadrons
S Catani et al. Phys, Lett. B269 (1991) 432

@ Use Durham jet measure (k-type):

K3, = 2min(E?, E2)(1 — cos 0) > Q% .
@ Remember prob. interpret. of Sudakov form factor:

R2(Qjet) = [Aq(Ec‘m., Qjet)]z

R3(Qjet) = 28q(Ec.m. » Qjet)
Ag(Ec.m.» Qjet)

8q(q; Qjet)Ag(a: Qjet)
Aq(q, Qjet) q ] EbVarBi Jet]

i /dq l:as(Q)pq(Ec.m. )]

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hadronization

Confinement
@ Consider dipoles in QED and QCD

o & =D

¥
F. Krauss IPPP
Phenomenology at collider experiments
Hadronization
Hadronization
Linear QCD potential in quarkonia
s & "
15 = e
a.p WR"*'@
wie o b o®
¥ &ﬂ‘
o ,_a"
- ‘ -
& 2 et 0.5 |- ,‘“.‘
X1, P
as -,.“
"
o4 fi
Ij 9 AR) =y + R — /R + (/R
. < lll |I2 !IE : ID ‘Ia
¥ PR T 1 a2 - < R
#
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Hadronization

Hadronization

Some experimental facts — naive parameterizations

@ In ete™ — hadrons: Limits py, flat plateau in y.

Nhed Nlnul —

@ Try “smearing”: p(p?) ~ exp(—p3 /o?)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hadronization

Effect of naive parameterizations

@ Use parameterization to “guesstimate” hadronization effects:

- Y oferRo U=
Enp = dydpf p(p7 Jp) coshy = AsinhY
0
= Y oS, - .
P = s dydp? p(p] )p) sinhy = A(coshY — 1) = E — X
= 2 2 r—
A o= dp5 p(p )Py ={pPL) -

@ Estimate A ~ 1/Rhadq & Mhad, With mypaq 0.1-1 GeV.

@ Effect: Jet acquire non-perturbative mass ~ 2\E
(O(10GeV) for jets with energy O(100GeV)).

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hadronization

Hadronization

Implementation of naive parameterizations

@ Feynman-Field independent fragmentation.
R.D.Field and R.P.Feynman, Nucl. Phys. B 136 (1978) 1
@ Recursively fragment ¢ — ¢’+ had, where

@ Transverse momentum from (fitted) Gaussian;
@ longitudinal momentum arbitrary (hence from measurements);
@ flavor from symmetry arguments + measurements.

@ Problems: frame dependent, “last quark”, infrared safety, no direct
link to perturbation theory, .

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hadronization

Hadronization

Yoyo-strings as model of mesons

B Andersson, G .Gustafson, G Ingelman and T Sjostrand, Phys Rept. 97 (1983) 31.

@ Light quarks connected by string: area law m? carea.

® L=0 mesons only have 'yo-yo' modes:

85

F. Krauss IPPP
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Hadronization

Hadronization

Dynamical strings in ete™ — qg@
B Andersson, G.Gustafson, G.Ingelman and T.Sjostrand, Phys. Rept. 97 (1983) 31.
@ Ignoring gluon radiation: Point-like source of string.

@ Intense chromomagnetic field within string:
More gg pairs created by tunnelling.

@ Analogy with QED (Schwinger mechanism):
dP ~ dxdtexp (—Trmf,/n), k = “string tension”.

F. Krauss {PPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

Hadronization

Hadronization

Gluons in strings = kinks

B.Andersson, G.Gustafson, G.Ingelman and T Sjostrand, Phys. Rept. 97 (1983) 31

@ String model = well motivated model, constraints on fragmentation
(Lorentz-invariance, left-right symmetry, ...)

® Gluon = kinks on string? Check by “string-effect”

4

VS.

@ Infrared-safe, advantage: smooth matching with PS.

F, Krauss IPPP
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Hadronization

Hadronization

Preconfinement
@ Underlying: Large Nc-limit (planar graphs).

@ Follows evolution of color in parton showers:
at the end of shower color singlets close in phase space.

@ Mass of singlets: peaked at low scales ~ Qg.

"

't')f‘s_\ =

/{.@g i Q/
AN Lo = =
H“xﬁx &

~ <

~—
- =~ o
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Hadronization

Hadronization

Primordial cluster mass distribution

@ Starting point: Preconfinement;

@ split gluons into gg-pairs; il f\{ =
@ adjacent pairs color connected, \
form colorless (white) clusters. u J \
@ Clusters ("~ excited hadrons) b Do
decay into hadrons = )
F. Krauss PPP
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Hadronization

Cluster model

B.R Webber. Nucl. Phys B 238 (1984) 492

@ Split gluons into gg pairs, form singlet clusters:
= continuum of meson resonances.

@ Decay heavy clusters into lighter ones;
(here, many improvements to ensure leading hadron spectrum hard
enough, overall effect: cluster model becomes more string-like);

@ if light enough, clusters — hadrons.

@ Naively: spin information washed out, decay determined through

phase space only — heavy hadrons suppressed (baryon/strangeness
suppression).

F. Krauss IPPP
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Underlying Event

Underlying Event

Multiple parton scattering?

S e sl o s el o) e
T Running of s
202 2
A
= -,Q'--.',.“‘_.&

0.1 ' e
@ Hadrons = extended objects!
@ No guarantee for one scattering only.

0 il T ,
3 10 'ID!. o Running of o g
L GaY =  preference for soft scattering.
o
F. Krauss IPPP
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Underlying Event

Underlying Event

Evidence for multiple parton scattering

CDF collaboration, Phys. Rev. D56 (1957) 3811

2
@

- COF 16 Gey /7" + 3 Jets

{—Veriex Evgnts {EM

= Data I
st0
F EI DP comporent, frem background
subtroction method (52.6%) ﬂ

@ Events with v + 3 jets:

@ Cone jets, R =10.7,
Er > 5 GeV; |n;| <1.3;
@ ‘clean sample”: two
softest jets with E+ < 7

~

a

L=
T

*d

2

L=l
T

— Manie Carle admixture:
52 6ZDP + 47 4ZPYTHIA

Mumber of Events / C.082 radians

M

GeV;
T~jOji 20 |-
o = Z2i% > ;
U]?)PS oorp Oeff 14 £ 4 & ;
mb. o ¢ 'Pﬁhﬁ‘ﬁﬁj !"”
o Lot lae b ers e v b eaey Do gyl
0 ns 1 15 ] 5 3

AS, g—anhgle between pairs (radians)
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Underlying Event

Underlying Event

Definition(s)

Multiple Parton Interactions / owigeng rarion

PTihard)

'aderlying Event

Outgoing Fartug

@ Everything apart from the hard interaction including IS showers, FS
showers, remnant hadronization.

© Remnant-remnant interactions, soft and/or hard.

— Lesson: hard to define

F. Krauss IPPP
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Underlying Event

Underlying event

Model: Multiple parton interactions
@ To understand the origin of MPS, realize that

s/4 )
do(p
Uhard(pJ_,min) = / dpﬁ_ d( 2J_) > O pp,total
P3 el
1 ,min

. do(p? 1 . & i
for low p min. Here: T%‘Q = [ andodtit, @)rte, qz)%iiizs (1- &)
(F(x, q2) =PDF, &65_,5 =parton-parton x-sec)
o (U'hard(pJ_,min)/o'pp,total> >1
@ Depends strongly on cut-off p) min (Energy-dependent)!

F. Krauss IPPP
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Underlying Event

Underlying event

Old Pythia model: Algorithm, simplified

T Sjostrand and M.van Zijl, Phys. Rev. D 36 (1987) 2019

Start with hard interaction, at scale Qﬁard.
@ Select a new scale p2
2
(according to f = CIUL:%EJ—) with pi € [pi iy Qz])
A1l ?
Rescale prOton momentum (“proton-parton = proton with reduced energy").

Repeat until below p3 . .

Treat intrinsic k; of partons (— parameter)

°
°
@ May add impact-parameter dependence, showers, etc..
°
°

Model proton remnants (— parameter)

F. Krauss IPPP
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Underlying Event

Underlying Event

In the following: Data from CDF, PRD 65 (2002) 092002, plots partially from C Buttar

Observables

Hehg versus PT{charged jots1)] PTaum versus PT{charged jots1)]
|| S R ¢ |
swi I.,.zk\‘f : 3 ‘]'I. gu_m-‘-u_- :
it e
ekt 1 T i
s .h" nn&‘ﬁgvé‘:‘ % h§$ % g o
§odot ffdgaocstact . $x) wt 3
# ‘I' e adied? *]{ el t | e uwgaﬂ 20°30a%
2l . “!!uu‘uhliﬁix SaseieErds Jazst Tipzein s Lot! ai‘-_,uuum“”"n
BT s S unwernisoen ] 0""...-!“!'!.. :'!3... nnnsamAnaRanshazanatEzasst
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Underlying Event

Underlying event

Hard component in transverse region l

7 — —= =
40 ! = . "Transverse™ Nchg versus PT(charged jet#1]]
11 e o 4. -
{ ity > 1 Gain | £ e ———
Lo I B B T i CDF l Pythia g 415 Total |
| : i 5 data uncorrected ——_ =
| 2wy & 3 1 thoory correcled H"‘- I
A . 2 f 3
5 bty £ } { |
: ’ 2 Forat %
E wa et 'y ‘E 2 % * T} }{
§ i, ' | : :
i S % [ J_ oeoceoseoTey
i i 8 I8 x
Pk i by “ — | B ane C Viord Companant ] 1.8 ToV [nl<1.0 PT>0.5 GoVie
10804 | + - Flnbgioit] » 30 Gave = .,‘-" EE——
_ i U= =
[y | 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Nl v g S e A PT(charged Jet#1) {GeVic)
¥
F, Krauss IPPP

Phenomenology at collider experiments

-358 -



Underlying Event

Underlying event

Energy extrapolation
10
?.— F—— PYTHIAG2I4 - temed /
E_ M e PYTHIAG214 - defsubt f
=2 B '_-.._.. PHOJET 112 rf
g /
6 |- pbimieroctions ’./"‘
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s
2 s
=
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IPPP
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Underlying Event

Underlying event

General facts on current models |

@ No first-principles approach for underlying event:
Multiple-parton interactions: beyond factorization

Factorization (simplified) = no process-dependence in use of PDFs.

® Models usually based on xsecs in collinear factorization:
do/dp) pj__g = strong dependence on cut-off pT"'".

@ “Regularization”: do/dp; (pﬁ_ + p3)%—*, also in as.

@ Model for scaling behavior of pi*(s) oc pTi(s0)(s/s0)*, A =7
Two Pythia tunes: A = 0.16, A = 0.25.

@ Herwig model similar to old Pythia and SHERPA

@ New Pythia model: Correlate parton interactions with showers, more parameters.

F. Krauss IPPP
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To take home

Hard MEs

@ Theoretically very well understood, realm of perturbation theory.

@ Fully automated tools at tree-level available,
2 — 6 no problem at all.

@ Obstacle(s) for higher multiplicities:
factorial growth, phase space integration.

® NLO calculations much more involved, no fully automated tool, only
libraries for specific processes (MCFM, NLOJET++), typically up to
2 — 3.

@ NNLO only for a small number of processes.

F. Krauss IPPP
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To take home

Parton showers

@ Theoretically well understood, still in realm of perturbation theory,
but beyond fixed order.

@ Consistent treatment of leading logs in soft/collinear limit, formally
equivalent formulations lead to different results because of
non-trivial choices (evolution parameter, etc.).

@ Can be improved through matrix elements in many ways.
Keywords: MC@NLO, Multijet-merging, ME-corrections
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To take home

Hadronization
@ Various phenomenological models;

o different levels of sophistication,
different number of parameters;

@ tuned to LEP data, overall agreement satisfying;

@ validity for hadron data not quite clear - differences possible (beam
remnant fragmentation not in LEP).

F. Krauss IPPP
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To take home

Underlying event
@ Various definitions for this phenomenon.

@ Theoretically not understood, in fact: beyond theory understanding
(breaks factorization);

@ models typically based on collinear factorization and
semi-independent multi-parton scattering
—> very naive;

@ models highly parameter-dependent, leading to large differences in
predictions;

@ connection to minimum bias, diffraction etc.?

@ even unclear: good observables to distinguish models.

IPPP

F. Krauss
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