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Abstract

We present a complete study of the one graviton-two neutral gauge bosons vertex at 1-loop level in the
electroweak theory. This vertex provides the leading contribution to the interaction between the Standard
Model and gravity, mediated by the trace anomaly, at first order in the inverse Planck mass and at second order
in the electroweak expansion. At the same time, these corrections are significant for precision studies of models
with low scale gravity at the LHC. We show, in analogy with previous results in the QED and QCD cases,
that the anomalous interaction between gravity and the gauge current of the Standard Model, due to the trace
anomaly, is mediated, in each gauge invariant sector, by effective massless scalar degrees of freedom. We derive
the Ward and Slavnov-Taylor identities characterizing the vertex. Our analysis includes the contributions from

the improvements of the scalar sector, induced by a conformally coupled Higgs sector in curved space.
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1 Introduction

This work is the fourth in a sequence of investigations [1, 12, 3], motivated by the original analysis of [4], aimed at
studying the precise structure of the anomalous effective action which describes the anomalous breaking of scale
invariance in the Standard Model (SM). Here we expand and fill in the details of a previous study [5].

This breaking is induced by the trace anomaly [6, 7] and can be extracted from the exact computation of a set of
diagrams involving, to leading order in the gravitational constant and in the gauge couplings, the graviton-gauge-
gauge vertex. The work is a natural extension and an application of remarkable classical studies |8, 19, 10, [11] of the
energy momentum tensor and of the corresponding trace anomaly in gauge theories.

In the case of a gravitational background characterized by a small deviation with respect to the flat spacetime
metric, this vertex is described by the correlation function containing one insertion of the energy momentum tensor
(EMT) (denoted as T) on the correlation function of two gauge currents (denoted as V,V’). If we allow only
conformally coupled scalars and operators only up to dimension-4 in the Langrangian [§] [9], the EMT is uniquely
defined by gravity and takes the form of a symmetric and (on-shell) conserved expression. In the massless limit,
which in our case is equivalent to dealing with an unbroken theory (i.e. before electroweak symmetry breaking) the
EMT is classically (on-shell) traceless.

As remarked in [4] and in our previous studies in the context of QED [1] and QCD [2], the study of this correlator
is interesting in several ways and allows to address some important issues concerning anomaly-mediated interactions
between the SM and gravity. At the same time, this program is part of an attempt to characterize rigorously in
quantum field theory the effective action which describes the interaction between matter and gravity beyond tree
level, showing some interesting features, such as the appearence of effective massless scalar degrees of freedom as
mediators of the breaking of scale invariance 4], in close analogy with what found in the case of chiral gauge theories
[12, 113, 14, [15]. Beside these theoretical motivations, these corrections find direct application in collider studies of
low scale gravity, a point that we will address in a related work.

In a theory such as the SM, the breaking of scale invariance is related both to the trace anomaly and to the
spontaneous breaking of the gauge symmetry by the Higgs mechanism [5], and both contributions may become
significant in some specific scenarios. For example, the enduring discussion over the cosmological implications of
the quantum breaking of scale invariance has spanned decades |16, [17], since the work of Starobinsky 18], with his
attempt to solve the problem of the cosmological ”graceful exit” that predated inflationary studies. At the same
time, the treatment of the trace anomaly using more refined approaches such as the world-line formulation, has
allowed for new ways to investigate the corresponding effective action [19].

The computation of the effective action which underlies this interaction is, in principle, rather challenging not
only for the large number of diagrams involved, but also because of the need of a consistent way to define these
interactions. The ambiguity present in the definition of the fermion contributions, for instance, requires particular
care, due to the presence of axial-vector and vector currents in an external gravitational background. These have
been analyzed building on the results of [3], which provides the ground for the extensions contained in the present
study. The current analysis is far more involved than any previous study of ours, due to the appearance of a larger
set of diagrams in the perturbative expansion. Their definition requires a suitable set of Ward and Slavnov-Taylor
identities (STI’s) which need to be identified from scratch and that we are going to discuss in fair detail. These are
essential in order to establish the correctness of the computation and of the chosen regularization scheme, which is
dimensional regularization with on-shell renormalization.

When we move from an exact gauge theory to a theory with spontaneous breaking of the gauge symmetry such
as the SM, the contributions coming from the trace anomaly and from mass corrections are harder to disentangle,
since the massless limit is not an option. However, even under these conditions, there are two possible ways of
organizing the contributions to the 1-loop effective action which may turn out handy. The first expansion, obviously,



is the usual 1/m expansion, where m is a large electroweak mass, valid below the electroweak scale. The second
has been first discussed in a previous work [12] and is characterized by the isolation of the anomalous massless
pole contribution from the remaining subleading O(m?/s) corrections. These can be extracted from a complete
computation.

The goal of this work is to discuss the role of the interactions mediated by the conformal anomaly using as a
realistic example the Lagrangian of the SM, by focusing our investigation on the neutral currents sector. A similar
analysis will be presented for the charged current sector in a forthcoming separate work. These contributions play a
role, in general, also in scenarios of TeV gravity and as such are part of the radiative corrections to graviton-mediated

processes at typical LHC energies.

1.1 Organization of this work

Our work is organized as follows. In section 2] we will provide the basic definition of the energy momentum tensor
in a curved spacetime, followed by a direct computation of all of its components according to the Lagrangian of
the SM (section Bl). We then move to briefly summarize some important issues which concern the structure of
the effective action, highlighting its perturbative properties, first among them the appearance of massless (scalar)
effective degrees of freedom (anomaly poles) in the QED and QCD cases. In sections Bl and 6l we derive the
fundamental Ward and Slavnov-Taylor identites which define the structure of the TVV’ vertex, expanded in terms
of its TAA, TAZ and TZZ contributions, where T' couples to the graviton and A and Z are the photon and the
neutral massive gauge boson, respectively. Complete results for all the amplitudes are given in section [7, expressed
in terms of a small set of form factors. As we are going to show, the contribution to the anomaly comes from a
single form factor in each amplitude, multiplying a unique tensor structure. These form factors are characterized by
the appearance of a massless pole with a residue that can be related to the beta function of the theory and which
is the signature of the anomaly [13]. We have extensively elaborated in previous works on the significance of such
contributions in the ultraviolet region (UV) [5].

In the presence of spontaneous symmetry breaking the perturbative expansion of these form factors can be
still arranged in the form of a 1/s contribution, with s being the invariant mass of the graviton line, plus mass
corrections of the form v?/s, with v being the electroweak vev. The computation shows that the trace part of the
amplitude is then clearly dominated at large energy (i.e for s > v?) by the pole contribution, as we will discuss in
section @ Our conclusions and perspectives are given in section [0l Several technical points omitted from the main

sections have been included in the appendices to facilitate the reading of those more involved derivations.

2 The EMT of the Standard Model: definitions and conventions

The expression of a symmetric and conserved EMT for the SM, as for any field theory Lagrangian, may be obtained,
more conveniently, by coupling the corresponding Lagrangian to the gravitational field, described by the metric g,

of the curved background
1 1
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where k? = 167G, with Gy being the four dimensional Newton’s constant and # is the Higgs doublet. We recall
that Einstein’s equations take the form
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or, in terms of the SM Lagrangian, as
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which is classically covariantly conserved (¢#?T),,., = 0). In flat spacetime, the covariant derivative is replaced by
the ordinary derivative, giving the ordinary conservation equation (9, 7" = 0).
We use the convention n,, = (1, —1, —1, —1) for the metric in flat spacetime, parameterizing its deviations from

the flat case as
G (T) = Ny + Ky (7)) (5)

with the symmetric rank-2 tensor h,,, (z) accounting for its fluctuations.

In this limit, the coupling of the Lagrangian to gravity is given by the term
K v
Lyrav(@) = =5 T (@) hyu (2)- (6)

The corrections to the effective action describing the coupling of the SM to gravity that we will consider in our work
are those involving one external graviton and two gauge currents. These correspond to the leading contributions
to the anomalous breaking of scale invariance of the effective action in a combined expansion in powers of k¥ and of
the electroweak coupling (gz) (i.e. of O(k g3)).

Coming to the fermion contributions to the EMT, we recall that the fermions are coupled to gravity using the
spin connection (2 induced by the curved metric g,,,. This allows to define a spinor derivative D which transforms
covariantly under local Lorentz transformations. If we denote with a,b the Lorentz indices of a local free-falling
frame, and denote with 0% the generators of the Lorentz group in the spinorial representation, the spin connection
takes the form .

Qu(r) = 27
where we have introduced the vielbein V}* (). The covariant derivative of a spinor in a given representation (R) of
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the gauge symmetry group, expressed in curved (D,) coordinates is then given by
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where 4, = Aj T*(R) are the gauge fields and T*(") the group generators, giving a Lagrangian of the form
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3 Contributions to 7,

In this section we proceed with a complete evaluation of the EMT for the SM Lagrangian coupled to gravity. We
will do so for the entire quantum Lagrangian of the SM, which includes also the contributions from the ghosts and
the gauge-fixing terms. Details on our conventions for this section have been collected in appendix (A]).

The full EMT is given by a minimal tensor Tﬁi" (without improvement) and a term of improvement, T;{w generated

by the conformal coupling of the scalars

Tw =T, + T, (10)
where the minimal tensor is decomposed into
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3.1 The gauge and fermion contributions

The contribution from the gauge kinetic terms derived from the field strengths of the SM is

S 1 a a po lea a — po
TiS = g [ P07+ 2o 207 + Fpg FAP7 4+ 2W S W]
a a A nAp —+ — + —

FiFP — FAFM — Z,,2,) —WhEW, P =W W, *, (12)

where F,, FA s L and le'fj are respectively the field strengths of the gluon, photon, Z and W+ fields defined in

appendix (A]). The fermion contribution is rather lengthy and we give it here for a single fermion generation
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where 1, , V., ¥, and ¢4 are the Dirac spinors describing respectively the electron neutrino, the electron, the up

and the down quarks while £ ey, is given in appendix (A]).

3.2 The Higgs contribution

Coming to the contribution to the EMT from the Higgs sector, we recall that the scalar Lagrangian for the Higgs
fields (#) is given by
Lo = (D*H) (D H) + 13 HIH = AHTH)? 120> 0, (14)

with the covariant derivative defined as
D, =0, —igWiT* —ig'B,Y, (15)

where, in this case, T* = 0/2 are the generators of SU(2)r, Y is the hypercharge and the coupling constants g

and g’ are defined by e = g sinfy = g’ cosfy,. As usual we parameterize the vacuum Hg in the scalar sector in



terms of the electroweak vev v as

HOZ( ) ) (16)
V2

and we expand the Higgs doublet in terms of the physical Higgs boson H and the two Goldstone bosons ¢, ¢ as

H = e (17)
T+ H+ip) |’
then the masses of the Higgs (my) and of the W and Z gauge bosons are given by
1 1
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We obtain for the energy-momentum tensor of the Higgs contribution the following expression
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In the Higgs Lagrangian L4, and in the third line of the previous equation we have bilinear mixing terms involving
the massive gauge bosons and their Goldstone. These terms will be canceled in the R¢ gauge by the EMT coming
from the gauge-fixing contribution.



3.3 Contributions from the Yukawa couplings

The expression of the contributions coming from the Yukawa couplings are derived from the Lagrangian

EYukawa = ElYukawa + E%’ukawa ) (20)
where the lepton part is given by
ElYukawa = _)‘GI_’H 2/15 - )\e /lzf HT L7 (21)
while the quarks give
LY ikawa = A QHYF = Xa0F HT Q — My Qi 91 — N 1 (€7HS)T Qi (22)

In the previous expressions the coefficients A, A, and Ag are the Yukawa couplings, L = (¢, ¥.)r and Q =
(14 ¥a)r are the lepton and quark SU(2) doublet while the suffix R on the spinors identifies their right components.
The contribution from this sector to the total EMT is then given by
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In the expression above we have used standard conventions for the chiral projectors Pgr = (1++°)/2. For

simplicity we consider only one generation of fermions.

3.4 Contributions from the gauge-fixing terms

The contribution of the gauge-fixing Lagrangian can be computed is a similar way. We will work in the R¢ gauge
where we choose for simplicity the same gauge-fixing parameter £ for all the gauge sectors. In this case we obtain
(see also appendix (A])
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3.5 The ghost contributions

Finally, from the ghost Lagrangian one obtains the ghost contribution to the EMT, which is given by
T = —nuwLonost + 08" (8,0 + g f7°GY) ¢ + 0,8 (0,6°° + s f*°GY,)
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where ¢, n, n? and nT are respectively the ghost of the gluon, photon, Z and W bosons while Lghost is the SM
Lagrangian for the ghost fields defined in appendix (A]).

3.6 The EMT from the terms of improvement

The terms of improvement contribute with an EMT of the form
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4 The integrated anomaly and the nonlocal action

Before dealing with the actual computation of the various vertices of the neutral currents sector involving one
insertion of the EMT, we briefly review the issue of the extraction of the anomaly poles from these correlators, in
order to render our treatment self-contained. We proceed from the QED case and then move to QCD.

We recall that the expression of the trace anomaly [7]

TV — _% [%02 +2 (E — §DR> + 20F2} (27)

brings in the problem of defining an appropriate action whose EMT satisfies Eq. Such an action, obtained
by integration of the anomaly (anomaly-induced action) can be searched for by trial and error and is, in general,

nonlocal. The solution was given by Riegert long ago |20] in the form
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where b, b’ and c¢ are parameters. For the case of a single fermion in an abelian gauge theory they are given by

b=1/32072, b = —11/5760 72, and ¢ = —e?/24 2. C? is the square of the Weyl tensor and E is the Euler density
given by

R2
C? = CrwpC™P = Ry, RM"P — 2R, R + 5 (29)

E Ry BRMP = Ryup RMP — AR, R* + R 30
HYp Hvp iz



The notation G4(z,2") denotes the Green’s function of the differential operator defined by
2 2
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As shown in 21, 4] Performing repeated variations of the ”anomaly induced” action [2§ with respect to the back-
ground metric g,,, and to the A, gauge field, here taken as a background, one can reproduce the anomalous
contribution of correlators with multiple insertions of the EMT or of gauge currents. Notice that an anomaly-
induced action does not reproduce the homogeneous contributions to the anomalous trace Ward identity, which
require an independent computation in order to be identified. Obviously, as the rank of the correlator increases the
perturbative study of these correlation functions becomes more and more involved. Notice also that such an action
does not account for all those terms which are responsible for the explicit breaking of scale invariance. In the case
of the Standard Model such terms are obviously present in the spontaneosly broken phase of the theory and provide
important corrections to the anomalous correlators.

An important issue concerns the reformulation of this action in such a way that its interactions become local.
This important point has been analyzed in [21]. The authors introduce two scalar fields ¢ and 1 which satisfy

fourth order differential equations

1 2
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which allow to express the nonlocal action in the local form
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The equations of motion for ¢ and ¢ (32h) can be obtained by varying B3] with respect to these fields. Notice
that in momentum space, these equations, being quartic, show the presence of a double pole in the corresponding
energy momentum tensor. This can be defined, as usual, by varying B3] with respect to the background metric. The
reduction of this double pole to a single pole has been discussed in the same work, using a perturbative formulation
of the local action around the flat metric background. In particular the field ¢ has to be assumed of being of first
order in the metric fluctuation h,,. With this assumption, the quartic pole is reduced to a single pole and the

action takes the simpler form

Sunomlg, Al —>——/d4x\/_/d4 'v/—9' Re O, [FapF*]er. (35)

Notice that this action is valid to first order in metric variations around flat space. Its local expression is given by
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Figure 1: The pole contribution as a collinear exchange of a fermion/antifermion pair (a) and the diagrammatic

representation of the anomaly pole (b).

The equations of motion of the auxiliary fields are also now of second order and take the form

Y =009, (37a)
Oy = g Wa P (37D)
Op = _g . (37¢)

R, in the equations above, is the linearized version of the Ricci scalar
R=0;; 0, """ —Uh, h = nu A", (38)

A similar approach can be followed in the case of the chiral anomaly [14, [15, |4].

A perturbative test of the pole structure identified in the anomaly induced action is obtained by a direct
computation of the correlator T AA, with the insertion of the EMT on the photon 2-point function (AA) at nonzero
momentum transfer. This test has been performed in QED |4, [I] and generalized to QCD in the 2-gluon case [2].
The advantage of a complete computation of the correlator, respect to the variational solution found by inspection,
is that it gives the possibility of extracting also the mass corrections to the pole behaviour [1]. In fact, anomaly-
induced actions analogous to Eq. (28] are not available for spontaneosuly broken gauge theories coupled to gravity.
The origin of the pole contribution in the effective action can be attributed to a special region of the triangle diagram
- which is responsible for the generation of the trace anomaly at perturbative level - in momentum space. This
region is identified by a computation of the spectral denstity p(s) of this diagram which turns out to be proportional
to a delta function (§(s)), with s denoting the virtuality of the graviton line (see the discussion in [4]). A similar
behaviour of the spectral density is found for the anomaly loop [22].

The kinematical region which is responsible for such behaviour is briefly illustrated in Fig. [II For instance, in
the QED case this singular spectral density is generated when we set on-shell the two fermion lines of the anomaly
loop, cut in the s-channel. In this configuration the virtual graviton decays into two on-shell fermions which move
collinearly before reaching the final state, where they decay into two photons (Fig. [l (a)). The exchange of a simple
pole (Fig. [ (b)) accounts for the contribution coming from this kinematical region, and should be viewed as a
dynamical effect. The similarity between the gravitational and the chiral case is indeed rather striking, since the
decay of an axial vector current into two vector currents, which is the source of the axial anomaly, can be equally
described by a diagram similar to (Fig. [ (b)), with the role of the scalar exchange taken by an interpolating field

with the quantum numbers of the pion, and the graviton replaced by an axial-vector current.

5 The master equation of the Ward identities

In this section we proceed with the derivation of the Ward identities describing the conservation of the EMT starting

from the case of a simple model, containing a scalar, a gauge field and a single fermion in a curved spacetime and then
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moving to the case of the full SM Lagrangian. In both cases we start with the derivation of two master equations

from which the Ward identities satisfied by a specific correlator can be extracted by functional differentiations.
We denote with S[V/}, $,1, A,] the action of the model. Its expression depends on the vielbein, the fermion

field v, the complex scalar field ¢ and the abelian gauge field A4,,. We can use this action and the vielbein to derive

a useful form of the EMT
1 68 yav

CVovE

-

(39)

in terms of the determinant of the vielbein V (z)= |Vj#(z)|. Notice that this expression of the EMT is non-symmetric.

The symmetric expression can be easily defined by the relation

TH = (0" + ") (40)

N =

that will be used below.

We introduce the generating functional of the model, given by
ZIWV, 1IN I K] = / D¢D¢! DYDYDA,, exp{iS[v, 1, Ay +i / d'x {JT(x)sb(x) + ¢! (2)J ()
+ (@) + ) + @A)} (a1)

where we have denoted with J(x), J#(x) and x(x) the sources for the scalar, the gauge field and the spinor field
respectively. We will exploit the invariance of Z under diffeomorphisms for the derivation of the corresponding
Ward identities. For this purpose we introduce a condensed notation to denote the functional integration measure
of all the fields

DO=D¢D¢' DYDYDA, (42)
and redefine the action with the external sources included
S =5 —|—i/d4x (J*A, + TT(2)é(x) + X(2)¢(z) + he.). (43)

Notice that we have absorbed a factor v/—g in the definition of the sources, which clearly affects their transformation
under changes of coordinates (see also appendix (B])).
The condition of diffeomorphism invariance of the generating functional Z gives

ZWV, 0 xx JM = 2V 0 T X K T (44)

where we have allowed an arbitrary change of coordinates = F*(z) on the spacetime manifold, which can be
parameterized locally as 2 # = x4 ¢¥ (). The measure of integration is invariant under such changes (D®’ = D)
and we obtain to first order in €”(z)

/ DS = / D S (1 +i / d4xd4y{ - V@“a[— 5D (z — )0, V(w) — 0,6 (x — y)]V2

~0,[8 (@ — )N (@)]o(x) — ¢ ()8, [8 (& — ) J ()]
~0,[8W (x — y)x (@) (@) — P(2)9, [0 (x — y)x ()]

ﬁmwwwwwx—wwu&ﬂwx—mmu%@MAm}a@ﬁ. (45)

This expression needs some further manipulations in order to be brought into a convenient form for the perturbative

test. Using some results of appendix [B]l we rewrite it in an equivalent form and then perform the flat space-time

11



limit to obtain
[ PR 0T ) - TH0)0°0(0) ~ 0% (1))~ 7000 Aa(4) + L7 ()47 )]

55 o e 98 \]_
R w())] 0. (46)

A more general derivation is required in the case in which we have a theory which is SM-like, where we have more

—0B(ux() — XU V) ~ 30, (

fields to consider. The master formula that one obtains is slightly more involved, but its structure is similar. Before
specializing the derivation to the neutral sector of the SM we discuss the Ward identity for the amputated Green

functions obtained from this functional integral.

5.1 The master equation for connected and 1PI graphs

We can extend the above analysis by deriving a different form of the master equation in terms of the generating
functional of the connected graphs (W) or, equivalently, directly in terms of the effective action (I"), which collects
all the 1-particle irreducible (1PI) graphs. The Ward identities for the various correlators are then obtained starting
from these master expressions via functional differentiation. For this purpose we extend the generating functional
given in ({I]) by coupling the model to a weak external gravitational field hqg

ZIT, IV TR X X hap) = /D(I) exp{ig—ig /d4xhaﬂ(:c) Taﬂ(:c)}. (47)

The generating functional of connected graphs is then given by

ZJ, Jt, Jr X, ha
exp{iW[J, JTuJH7X7X7haB]} _ [ ) 7Z[70?7X7 B] , (48)

normalized respect to the vacuum functional Z[0]. From this we obtain the relations

oW ow ow - ow ow

- T(x) = —— - =AMz = — 49
for the classical fields of the theory, identified by a subscript ”c¢”. The effective action is then defined via the usual
Legendre transform of the fields except for the gravitational source hqg

Clge, o, A e, the, hapl = WL T, JH X X hag) — /d4:v [JT(:c)¢c(x) +ol(2)J(2)
+ Pe(x)x(@) + Ye(z)x(z) + J* (I)Acu(fﬂ)] (50)
which satisfies the relations
or ol or ol or
:—JTI, _:_Jx7 :—_:Zj, — = — x), 7:—‘]#(17. 51
T R s B TR o R Tox 7o R L 7 o B L
Notice that the functional derivatives of both W and I respect to the classical background field hqg coincide
oW or
= ) 52
Shap(z)  Ohap(z) (52)
Therefore, the Ward identity (@8] can be rewritten in terms of the connected functional integral as
ow K oW ow 5W ow
2 ) gteB B ,3 _ haAdNy %
aaéhaﬁ {J85JT+8 —J+0 u# 8(6J3J>
n 8ﬁ5W+855W ——8 ( 55W ow aﬁX)}v (53)
ox X ox

12



or equivalently in terms of the 1PI generating functional

or K or or or or
= _Z ob Bt I _ B
O Sy 2{ 6¢c 0= 00 T sAL Y e 6“<5AMAC>
1 or - or
— 8'6 c + s c86 c T a5 (_ B c CUO[B——) } ) 54
Pesmr w 5. 0% 550" e = e (54)

having used @9)), 1)), G2),E3).

5.2 The Ward identity for TV V"’

In the case of the TV'V' correlator in the Standard Model the derivation of the Ward identity requires two functional
differentiations of (54)) (extended to the entire spectrum of SM) respect to the classical fields V.2 (z1) and V, #(z)

where V and V' stand for the two neutral gauge bosons A and Z, obtaining

iSO T () Va2 Vi (@2 bamp = —g{ =080 (@ — )PV (@e,)

~0,0 (w3 = 2) Py V'V (w1, %) + 0" a8 (1 — 2) Py, VY (o, @) + mp 0™ (w2 — 2) Pt VV,(wlaw)]} (55)

where we have introduced the (amputated) mixed 2-point function

, 5°r
P AVVi(xy, 29) = (0|TVa(z1)VE(22)]0)amp = . 56
wp - (@1,m2) = (0T Vo (21) V3 (22)|0)amp SV () (22) (56)
After a Fourier transform
K —ikz+ipx+i
@n) 80— p = L) = i [ dbadled'y (T VeV W)ampe S0 (50)
Eq. (B5) becomes
K _ ’ _ ’ 3 _ ’
WYy s(pq) = —§{k“PaJ YWipms, + KPRV (@naw — 0 Pog VY (0) = puPog VY (Q)}- (58)

The perturbative test of this relation, computationally very involved, as well as of all the other relations that we

will derive in the next sections, is of paramount importance for determining the structure of the interaction vertex.

6 BRST symmetry and Slavnov-Taylor identities

Before coming to the derivation of the STT’s which will be crucial for a consistent definition of the TV'V correlator
for the Lagrangian of the SM, we give the BRST variation of the EMT in QCD and in the electroweak theory which
will be used in the following.

The QCD sector gives

(5TQCD g [Az o, 6pngcg + A d, apDUC] M 0° (AL aPDZJC])] (59)

with 4, j being color indices in the adjoint representation of SU(3), while

in the electroweak sector and in the interaction basis we have

ST = % W, 0,0F" + W, 0,6 F" + B0,6F° + B,,aﬂafo] - m,,%ap {W;M—'T + B,6F|. (60)
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Here the indices r and 0 refer respectively to the SU(2) and U(1) gauge groups and can be expanded directly in

the basis of the mass eigenstates (i.e. a=(+,-, A, Z)). We obtain
e.w 1 — —
0Ty = ¢ {WJ O6F~ + W, 0,0F " + Au0,6F* + 2,0,0F7 + (> u)}

1
- En,wap [W,j&]—" + W, 6F Y + A 5F + Zpé]-‘Z} : (61)

To proceed with the derivation of the STI’s for the SM, we start introducing the generating functional of the

theory in the presence of a background gravitational field h,, (also denoted as ”h”)
Z(h,J) = /D(I) exp {zS - zg /d4x i () THV(I)} (62)

where S denotes the action of the Standard Model (S) with the inclusion of the external sources (.J,w, &) coupled
to the SM fields

S=85+ / d'z (JEAM® + 00" + w4 Y + ¢ (63)

with a = A, Z, +, — and i which runs over the fermion fields. We also define the functional describing the insertion

of the EMT on the vacuum amplitude
Z0(J;2) = (Tpw(2))s = / DO T, (2) expiS (64)

where ZEU(J; z) is related to Z(h,J) by

Ly S LT

2 “hv 5 (2) (65)

h=0
The STT’s of the theory are obtained by using the invariance of the functional average under a change of integration
variables

ZgU(J;z) = /D@ Ty (2) expiS = ZSU(J;Z)/ = /DCI)/ T (2) expiS’ (66)

which leaves invariant the quantum action S. These transformations, obviously, are the ordinary BRST variations
of the fundamental fields of the theory. The integration measure is clearly invariant under these transformations

and one obtains
/be expiS {6TW(Z) + 1T (2) / d*r {Jﬁ&Aﬂa + @%n® + 67%w® + £S5yt + (51/11'51} } =0, (67)

where the operator § is the BRST variation of the various fields, which is given in appendix (C]).

The STT s are then derived by a functional differentiation of the previous identity with respect to the sources.
We just remark that since the BRST variations increase the ghost number of the integrand by 1 unit, we are
then forced to differentiate respect to the source of the antighost field in order go back to a zero ghost number in
the integrand. This allows to extract correlation functions which are not trivially zero. This procedure, although
correct, may however generate STI’ s among different correlators which are rather involved. For this reason we
will modify the generating functional ZEV(J ;z) by adding to the argument of the exponential extra contributions
proportional to the product of the gauge fixing functions F*(x) and of the corresponding sources x(z). Therefore,

we redefine the action S as S,

S, =S+ /d4x X4 F. (68)
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The condition of invariance of the generating functional that will be used below for the extraction of the STI’s then

becomes
/ D® expil {51““,,(,2) T (2) / d%[JﬁéAHa 4 6T + B + T 4 Xa(;;ra]} —0. (69

The implications of BRST invariance on the correlator TVV’ are obtained by functional differentiation of (69)
respect to the source x%(z) of the gauge-fixing function F* and to the source w®(y) coupled to the antighost fields

7%. For this reason in the following we set to zero the other external fields.

6.1 STI for the TAA correlator

Eq. (69) can be used in the derivation of the STI’s for the T AA correlator by setting appropriately to zero all the
components of the external sources except some of them. For instance, if only the sources in the photon sector

(w?, x4) are non-vanishing, this equation becomes
1
/ D& exp [z Sti / d'z (7w + XA}'A)} {6TW(Z) +iT(2) / e < — WA F xASA) } —0,  (70)

where the function £4 denotes the finite part of the BRST variation (with the infinitesimal Grassmann parameter

A removed) of the gauge-fixing function of the photon F#
EAx) = 0FMNa) =0n +ied Wyt =win™). (71)
Functional differentiating this relation with respect to x“(z) and w?(y) and then setting to zero the external
sources, we obtain the STI for the (T'TAA) correlator
1
3
Its right-hand side can be simplified using the fields equation of motion. The BRST variation of F4, given by £4,

(T (2)0% Aa(2)0° Ag(y)) = (T (2)E (@) (y)) + (0T (2)0™ A ()7 (1)) - (72)

is indeed the equation of motion for the ghost of the photon. This can be easily derived by computing the change

of the action under a small variation of the antighost field of the photon 7%
7t (x) = 7 () + e(x), (73)
which gives, integrating by parts,
L— LA+ (0") (0un* +ie(W, nm —=Win"))=L—esF", (74)

and the equation of motion §F4(x) = £4(x) = 0.
The first correlator on the right hand side of Eq. (f2]) can be expressed in terms of simpler correlation functions

using the invariance of the generating functional Z,(z) given in (66) under the transformation (Z3). One obtains

ZZV(Z)/ = /Dfl) 'S exp {z / d*z () [ —EMx) + wA(aj)} } (Tw(z) + 5,7ATW(Z)) = Zgu(z) (75)
where 6;47),,(z) denotes the variation of the EMT under the transformation (Z3))

0paTu(z) = Oue(2)[0un™ +ie(Wy 0" = Win7)l(z) + (u ¢ v)
— M e(2)[Bn” +ie(W, 0" = Win7))(2). (76)

This equation can be formally rewritten as an integral expression in the form

05aTy(2) = /d4:v () b5a Ty (2, @), (77)
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where 67),,(z, ) has been defined as
0T (2, %) = 0w 028 (2 — 2) Dy () = 058 (2 — 2) DYt (@) — 856 (2 — ) D (x)) . (78)
We have used the notation D;‘UA to denote the covariant derivative of the ghost of the photon
Do (@) = Opm () +ie(Wyn™ = W) (@) (79)
and its four-divergence equals the equation of motion of the ghost n*
0" Dt (z) = E4(x). (80)

Using Eq. ([T7) and expanding to first order in e, the identity in (73] takes the form
/Dfl) eiS{Tw(z) { —EMx) + wA(aj)} — 10Tz, 3:)} =0. (81)

This relation represents the functional average of the equations of motion of the ghost n. As such, it can be used
to derive the implications of the ghost equations on the correlation functions which are extracted from it.
For instance, to derive a relation for the first correlation function appearing on the rhs of Eq. (72), it is sufficient

to take a functional derivative of (8I]) respect to w*(y)

(T ()EX@)T (y)) = (054 Ty (2, 2)7 () — i6™ (2 — y) (T (2)). (82)

Notice that the term proportional to §(4) (z —y) corresponds to a disconnected diagram and as such can be dropped
in the analysis of connected correlators. We can substitute in (82) the explicit form of 67}, (z,z), rewriting it in

terms of the 2-point function of the covariant derivative of the ghost n* (D;‘nA) and of the antighost 74
(T ()EN @) () = —i{mw 02 |89z = 2) (Dl (@) ()

- (0 [ - 02 @ W] + o ) (53)

The correlation functions involving the covariant derivative of the ghost and of the antighost, appearing on the
right-hand side of (83]), are related - by some STT’s - to derivatives of the photon 2-point function. We leave the
proof of this point to appendix (C)) and just quote the result. Then Eq. (B3] becomes

1

LT 0) = {002 [0 - 205 4,2) 40 )]

= (02 [59: - 2035 (Aule) Aa)] + (1 0 ) | (34)

Having simplified the first of the two functions on the right hand side of (72)), we proceed with the analysis of
the second one, containing the BRST variation of the EMT, which can be expressed as a combination of BRST
variations of the gauge-fixing functions F¢

6T, % [W;ayaF— + W, 0,6F" + A,0,6F" + Z,0,06F7 + (> u)]
—%mwap [W;(SF— + W, 6Pt + AR + ZpéFZ} : (85)

Similarly to the photon case, where § F4 is proportional to the equation of motion of the corresponding ghost, also

in this more general case we have

SF =& r=+,—,A7 (86)
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and 67}, can be rewritten in the form

1
8T, ¢ {Wja,,s + W, 0,EY + A0, €4 + Z,0,E7 + (u +» u)}
1
—Em,,ap [ng +W,ET + AN + Zpgz} : (87)

The appearance of the operators £” in the expression above suggests that Eq. (72)) can be simplified if we derive
STT’s involving the equations of motion of the ghost fields. Therefore, we proceed with a functional average of the

equation of motions of the ghosts
/D@eiéx[—gr(z)—l—wr(z)] =0 r=4,—-,4,7. (88)

The terms appearing in Eq. (8T) are obtained by acting on this generating functional with appropriate differen-
tiations. For instance, to reproduce the term OWTE~ we take a functional derivative of (88) with respect to the

source J;}(z) followed by a differentiation respect to z” obtaining
or % /be et 5x [— E"(z) +wr(z)} = i/be et 5x [— 9?2 (A%(2)E"(2)) + OF (AZ(z)wT(z))] =0.
(89)

At this stage we need to take a derivative respect to the source x(x) and to the source w*(y) of the antighost field
~A
n

/ D ¢t S [af; (A%(2)E"(2)) 0 An () (y) + 167402 (Ap(z)5(4) (z — y)) 8°‘Aa(x)} ~0. (90)

In the expression above the Kronecher 6”4 is 1 for 7 = A and 0 for r = +, —, Z. This shows that in 67, in (87)
only the photon contributes to the (67}, (2)0%Aq(z)7" (y)) correlator and gives

(0T, (2)0 Aa(2) (y)) = —2{355(4)@ — )07 (A(2) Aa () + 058 (2 = )07 (A, (2) Aa(2)

02 (896 = )08 (A,(:)Aa o)) | (o1)

Using the results of (84)) and (@) in (72]) we obtain a simple expression for the STI, just in terms of derivatives of
the photon 2-point function

1 e o { Y 4 «
£ T ()" Aal@)” As(y) = —g{myam (592 = 205 (4, (@) Aa(w))]

2 59 = 02 A Au()] - (95 [5G = 9054, 0) da )]

05 e - DA A + s ) ) b, (92)

which in momentum space becomes

¢’ Gilas(pg) = g ¢ {pu PrMq) + po PMQ) — nwd” P,iA(Q)}
- g P~ {qu P (p) + v P (p) — muw (p + @) Pt (p)} (93)
having defined
er)' Sk —p =) Gihslpa) =~ [ deds dy (T () Aule) Ap(y)) e ket
(2m)*6W (p— q) PI (p) = /d490 d'y (Aa(2)Ap(y)) eP o1y (94)
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Figure 2: One-loop loop decomposition of Gﬁfa 5(p; ) in terms of the amputated function I‘f’f‘a P (p, q) and of 2-point

functions on the external legs.

The STI given in (@3)) involves the Green function G442 /(p,q) which differs from the vertex function I‘f}fa@ (p,q)

prvap
for the presence of propagators on the external vector lines. In the one-loop approximation the decomposition of
Gﬁ‘j‘a P (p, q) in terms of vertex and external lines corrections simplifies, as illustrated in Fig.(2). In momentum space

this takes the form

o o

Gamp(q) = Viia(p,q) P (p) P 5 (q) + iy (0. @) P (p) P45 (q)
+ VA (p,q) PP (p) P (a) + VA (p.q) e (p) P45 () (95)

Hrop a pvop et

where Vlﬁ,‘i‘,‘;‘ (p,q) is the tree level graviton-photon-photon interaction vertex defined in appendix The right-

hand-side of Eq. ([@3]) can be rewritten in the form

K € RS
P q" Gl (p.q) —15?{%% + Doy — NP - q} - 1517{%19” + @pu — M (p-q +p2)}

(_i 5)2 e
= g P ¢’ Vs (0, q) (96)
which implies, together with ([OF]), that

"¢’ T 5 (p.q) = 0. (97)

This is the Slavnov-Taylor identity satisfied by the one-loop vertex function.

6.2 STI for the TAZ correlator

The derivation of the STI for TAZ follows a pattern similar to the TAA case. The starting point is the condition

of BRST invariance of the generating functional given in Eq.([@0). Also in this case we introduce some auxiliary

sources x?(x) for the gauge-fixing terms, but we differentiate (6J) with respect to x(x) and to the source w? (y)
of the antighost 7% (y), and then set all the sources to zero. We obtain a relation similar to Eq. (Z0), that is
1
/ch exp [z S + i/d% (n?w? + foA)] {5TW(2) + z'TW(z)/d% ( - WZEIZ + XAgA) } =0,
(98)

where £4(z), the operator describing the equation of motion of the photon, has been defined in (ZI)). Therefore, by
taking a derivative with respect to x“(z) and to w?(y) we obtain

1

3
The right-hand-side of this equation can be simplified using the equation of motion for the ghost of the photon on
ZEV(J i 2).

(T (2) A (2) F2 (9)) = (T ()EN@)T7 (y)) + 0Ty (2) F ()77 (3)) - (99)
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We start from the first of the two correlators (T}, (2)€4(2)7% (y)). Using the invariance of Z, (J; z) respect to
the variation (T3) of the antighost of the photon 7 and expressing 6,47}, () as in Eqgs. ({7) and (78], we obtain
Eq. (BI). At this point we differentiate this relation respect to the source w?(y) obtaining

(T ()€ (@)1 (y)) = =i(65a Ty (2, 2)17 (y)) = 16 (2 — ) (T (2)) - (100)

As in the previous case, we omit the term which is proportional to the vev of the EMT, since this generates only

disconnected diagrams. The explicit form of 6,47}, (2, z) allows to express Eq. (I00) in the form
T D) = =i{ 22 [0~ 2D )1 ()]
(o [0 - @i ] + o [19 6 - i@ )] )} (101)

To express (T, (2)E4(z)7% (y)) in terms of 2-point functions and of their derivatives, we use the identity

_1
¢

which is proved in appendix (). This equation relates the correlators in Eq. (I01) to two-point functions involving

(n” () Dayn*(2)) = 2 (FZ(y)Aalz)) =0, (102)

the photon and the gauge-fixing function of the Z gauge boson FZ. Using (I02), we then conclude that
(T (2)EX ()7 () = 0. (103)

To complete the simplification of ([@%) we need to re-express (67}, (2)F“ ()77 (y)) in terms of 2-point functions. This
correlation function involves the BRST variation of the EMT, defined in (87]), which contains a linear combination of
operators proportional to the equations of motion of the ghosts. For this reason it is more convenient to start from
the same equations functionally averaged as in (B8], and then proceed with further differentiations, as shown in Eq.
(B9). Finally, we perform a functional differentiation of (8J) respect to the sources x“(x) and w?(y), analogously
to Eq. (89), thereby obtaining the relation

/ DP ¢’ Sx [ag (A%(2)E7(2)) 0% Aalz)” (y) + 167708 (Ap(z)5(4)(z - y)) aaAa(a:)] =0. (104)

Following this procedure for all the terms of 67}, (2) we obtain

1

T2 e ) = — ] = 1002 59z = )20 (20" A0l
— O~ 20" Aale) ~ 05~ Z Ale) | (109

Given that this is the only non-vanishing correlator on the right-hand-side of Eq. (@), we conclude that the BRST

relation that we have been searching for can be expressed in the form

!
¢

(T ()FA (@) F2 () = —5{ o [6% P Zo(2)0% Aa(2))

+ asé<4><z—y><zu<z>aaAa<:c>>+a;6<4><z—y><ZV<z>aaAa<x>>}. (106)

Notice that on the left-hand-side of this identity, differently from the case of T AA, appear the gauge fixing functions
of the photon and of the Z gauge bosons

FA—97A, F? = 0°Z, —EMyo, (107)
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Figure 3: One loop decomposition of Gwaﬁ

(p, q) in terms of the amputated funtion I‘ﬁ‘VZa P (p, q) and of the corrections

on the external lines.
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Figure 4: Decomposition of GA¢ (p,q) at 1-loop in terms of the amputated correlator T'4%:1(p,q) and of the

pro pro

corrections on the external legs.

which give
(T (2)F A (2)FZ (y)) = (T (2)0% A (2)9° Z5 (y)) — EMz(Ty0(2)0° Aa(2) () , (108)

where ¢ is the Goldstone of the Z. Going to momentum space, with the inclusion of an overall —ix/2 factor we
define

@M D(k—p—q) Cplap(pa) = —ig / d'z d*z dYy (T, (2) Aa(2) Z(y)) e H=tipaticy
@2m)*6W(p—q) P (p) = / d*z d*y (Aa(z)Zs(y)) e~ otiacy
@2m)*6W(k —p—q) Gt (pq) = ‘ig / dw dty (T (2) Aa(2)(y)) e~ HPotiay, (109)

and the final STT (I06) in momentum space reads as

P d’GLZ 5(p.q) — iEMzp Gif, (p.q) = p"‘{unfaA (») + 4. P2 p) — (0 + @)’ PLY (p)}- (110)

| X

At this point, we are interested in the identification of a STI for amputated Green functions. For this purpose we

perform a decomposition on the left-hand-side of this equation similarly to Eq. ([@5) for foa P (p, q), working in the

AZ

s (p, q) correlator, shown in Fig. (@), is given by

1-loop approximation. In this case, the decomposition of the G

o

GhrapP:0) = Ty, (0,0) PM00) PG (a) + ViZs (0.0) PEC(0) Y75 ()

o P
+ Vs (p,q) P () PR 5(q) (111)

This decomposition, differently from the one in Eq. ([@5), does not contain a tree-level contribution ijg{% (p, q) since

this vertex is zero at the lowest order.
A similar procedure has to be followed for the correlator Gf,‘fa(p,q). Also in this case the vertices V#h,j?l‘z’(p7 q),
Vlflji% (p,q) and Vﬂhfﬁz (p, q) are zero at tree-level. The 3-point function G{}%, (p,q), shown in Fig.(d), is then decom-

posed into the form

Ap? A
GAS (p.q) = TREp,q) PP (p) PSP (q) + VAL B (p) PR (q) + VIS PPA (0) PSP (q). (112)
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The tree-level vertices used in Eq. (II1)) and (II2)) are defined in appendix The STT for this correlator is then
obtained from (II0) using the decompositions in (I11) and (IT2I).

One can show that the terms generated on the left-hand-side of (II0) by contracting tree-level vertices with the
1-loop insertions on the external legs, coincide with those generated from the right-hand side at the same order.

For this one can use the expressions given in appendix (E]). The result is summarized by the equation
AZ1 , , _
p ¢ T (D, @) + iEMzp°T {0 (p,q) =0, (113)

which gives the STT at 1-loop for the amputated functions.

6.3 STI for the TZZ correlator

The derivation of the STI for the TZ Z follows a similar pattern. We perform a functional derivative of (69]) respect

to the source xZ(x) of the gauge-fixing function % (z) and to the source for the antighost 777 (y), which is w?(y).
We obtain a result quite similar to Eq. (@8]
1
/DCI) exp [iS +i/d43: (n?w? + XZ]:Z)} {5Tm,(z) + z'TW(z)/d‘lx < - wzg]—"Z + XZ5Z>} =0.
(114)

Here, clearly, £ (z) is the operator of the equations of motion of the ghost nZ (), derived from the BRST variation
of the gauge-fixing function of the Z gauge boson,

Z _ oz _ Z . cos by 0 T —
SF%(x)=&E%(x) = 0O (:c)+zesin9W6 W, Win~)
geMZ VA . - — 4
+ Sin29W[(v+H)n +icosbw(¢Tn — o n")]
§eMy

= 9"Din?(x) + [(v+ H)n? +icosbw(oTn™ — ¢ "), (115)

sin 20y,
where we have introduced, for convenience, the covariant derivative of the ghost n?(x), Df n% (x), which is given by

cos Oy

DpZnZ(gc) = Bpnz(:ﬂ) + ie Ry (VVp_nJr — W:n_)(:t). (116)

Performing a functional derivative of ([I4)) respect to xZ(z) and w?(y) we obtain the equivalent of Eq. ([@d)), which
is

1 _ _
3 (T (2)F 7 (2) FZ (9)) = (T ()€ (@) (y)) + (6T (2) F 7 ()07 (1)) - (117)

At this point, the correlation functions on the right-hand-side of (IT7) must be re-expressed in terms of 2-point
functions and of their derivatives. Also in this case we use a functional average of the equations of motion of the
ghost of the Z gauge boson, n%, on the generating functional ZEU(J ; ). For this reason we start from the correlator
(T (2)E7(x)7? (y)) and exploit the invariance of Z[,(.J; z) under the BRST variation of the antighost field 77 (x),

7% (@) = i () + e(@) (118)

and express the variation of the EMT 62T, (z) as an integral, having factorized the parameter (z),

552 T (2) = / 042 €(2)552 T (73 7). (119)
In this case
552 Ty (z,2) = =050 (z — 2)DIn” (z)] — 0Z[6™W (x — 2)DJin? (x)]
8 — E2 () + 1 D20z — 2) DEn (2). (120)
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The equation obtained by the requirement of BRST invariance of ZEV(J ;2) is

/ch eig{TW(z) [ _ %)+ wZ(x)} - i&Tw,(z,x)} ~0. (121)

At this point we take a functional derivative of (I21]) respect to w?(y) and then set all the sources to zero, obtaining

(T (2)E2 ()77 (y)) = =i (852 Ty (2, )77 () — 16 (@ = y) (T (2)) - (122)

Notice that if we are looking for a STI of connected graphs, then the term —i(T},,(z)) does not contribute, being a
disconnected part. Expressing 6,27}, (z;z) according to (I20), we conclude that Eq. (I22) takes the form

(T (2)E7 (x)” (y)) = —i{mw<52 (@)77 ()6 (x = 2) + 1w 02[6W (x — 2)(DZn? (x)7” (y))

o [6<4> (x - z><D5nZ<x>ﬁZ<y>>] o [5<4> (o z><DfnZ<x>ﬁZ<y>>} } (123)

This equation can be simplified using the identities

i WDEn @) = £ FX ) Z,(0)) (F2 (@) F2 (y)) = —icd® (a — y), (124)
which are proven in appendix () and we finally obtain the relation
Eu @) = ~2{ — €06 ) (@ ) + 00206 o~ 2,077 )
0% [0 - 2D FE )] - 2 9w - Dz )]} (125)

To complete the simplification of Eq. ([IT7) an appropriate reduction of the correlator (87}, (z)F%(z)7%(y)) is
needed. This can be achieved working as in the previous cases. We start from the equations of motion of the ghosts

averaged with the functional integral Z7 . and then take appropriate functional derivatives respect to the sources

v
in order to reproduce all the terms of Eq. (8T) containing FZ(x) ed 7Z(y). We obtain the intermediate relation

/ D eiS [ag (A%(2)E"(2)) FZ (2)0” (y) + 167702 (Ap(z)6(4)(z - y)) ]—"Z(:v)] =0, (126)
a=A,Z, +,—, while the final identity is given by
(0T (2)F2 (@)% (y)) = —%{%[5(4) (z = N2 (2)FZ (2)) + 0569 (z — y)){Z, (2)F 7 (2))
= 022 [0 - 2,7 )] }. (127)

Finally, inserting into (I17) the results of (I25) and ({I27), we obtain

T AF 0 F ) = —5{ 00D (@ — )5 (e — ) + 70 [6<4> (o zﬂ (Zo(@) FZ ()
o [6<4> (o z><zu<x>f2<y>>] o [6<4> (o z><Zu<x>fZ<y>>]
Lo [5<4> (< - yﬂ (Z,(2)F7 (2)) + 0 [5<4> (- - yﬂ (2,(2)F7 (@)

= w22 (896 -0)@ 77 @) | (128)
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Figure 6: Decomposizion of Green Gﬁfa (p,q) in terms of the amputated function l"ﬁ,‘fa (p, q) and of the corrections

on the external lines

We then move to momentum space introducing 2 and 3-point functions, generically defined as

0P @) = [ dadly @ we (129)
@060~ p = )G (pa) = i [ dedtedy (T (o@)on e I (130

for generic fields ¢; = (Z, ¢), and rewrite (I2]) in the form
P’ Glls(p,q) — i€Mup® Gl (p,q) — iEMzq" Gy (p,q) — EMZGS (p,q) =

g{z’pu[—iqﬁPﬁ(q) — EMzP]?(q)] + ipu[~iq” P (a) — €Mz P7% (9)]

+iqu[—ip® PZ7 (p) — EMzP7? (p)] + iqy[—ip* P27 (p) — EMzP7%(p)]

—inukp[—iqs Py (q) — EMz P, ()] — inukp[—ipaPy% (p) — EMz Py, (p)] — i§2mw} : (131)

As in the cases of TAA and TAZ, we are interested in deriving the form of the STI for amputated correlators.

From the left-hand-side of (I31)) it is clear that there are 3 correlators which need to be decomposed, i.e. G7Z, 5(p, q),

G?¢ (p,q) and Gﬁf(p, q). We have illustrated pictorially their decompositions at one loop order in Figs. (&), (@)

pro

and (), while their explicit expressions are given by
GZls(p.a) = ViZZ(p,q) P{70(p) PE75(a) + T2 ) (p.q) PE7 0 (p) PE75(q)
+ V22 (p,q) P70 (p) Y7 () + Vieldh (0,q) PEZ 0 (0) PEZ(a) (132)

prop « nrop a

GZ (p.q) = ThZoY(p,q) PEZL (p) PY(q) + VZZ (b, q) PEZY (p) PP (q)

+ V99 (p,q) PEL (p) PY(q) (133)

G (p,q) = VIp.q) Py (p) Py (q) + The* (p,q) Py (p) Py? (q)

FVI (p, q) PY? (p) PP (q) + V42 (p, q) PP (p) B (q) - (134)
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Figure 7: One-loop decomposition of Gifa P (p, ¢) in terms of the amputated function I‘ﬁ[’f (p, q) and of the corrections

on the external lines.

Eq. ([I31), after the insertion of (I32)), (I33) and ([I34), gives the STI for amputated functions that we have been
looking for. One can explicitly verify that the contributions on the left-hand-side of Eq. (I31]) - generated both by
the tree-level vertices and by the contraction of these with 1-loop 2-point functions on the external legs - are equal
to the right-hand-side of the same equation. These checks are far from being obvious since they require a complete
and explicit computation of all the correlators, as will be discussed next. Here we just conclude by quoting the STI
for amputated functions, which takes the simpler form

P T (0. @) + iEMgpP T2 (b, q) + i€Mzq T80 (0, q) — € METE (p,q) = 0. (135)

This and the previous similar STI’s are fundamental relations which define consistently the coupling of one graviton
to the neutral sector of the SM.

7  Perturbative results for all the correlators

In this section we illustrate the various diagrammatic contributions appearing in the perturbative expansion of
the TVV’ vertex. We show in Figs. (BHIO) all the basic diagrams involved, for which we are going to present
explicit results. Figs. (B) and (I2)) are characterized by a typical triangle topology, while ([@) and (I3]) denote
typical terms where the point of insertion of the EMT coincides with that of a gauge current. We will refer to
these last contributions with the term ”t-bubbles”, while those characterized by two gauge bosons emerging from a
single vertex, such as in Figs. (I0) and (I4), are called ”s-bubble” diagrams. Other contributions are those with a
topology of tadpoles, shown in Figs. (), (I3) and (Id).

The two sectors TAA and T AZ involve 32 diagrams each, while the T'ZZ correlator includes 70 diagrams. The
computation of these diagrams is rather involved and has been performed in DR using the on-shell renormalization
scheme [23] and the t'Hooft-Veltman prescription for 5 matrix. We have used a reduction of tensor integrals to the
scalar form and checked explicitly all the Ward and STT’s derived in the previous sections. The reduction involves
non-standard rank-4 integrals (due to the momenta coming from the insertion of the EMT on the triangle topology)
with 3 propagators.

One of the non trivial points of the computation concerns the treatment of diagrams containing fermion loops
and insertions of the EMT on correlators with both vector (Jy) and axial-vector (J4) currents. This problem has
been analyzed and solved in a related work [3] to which we refer for more details. In particular, it has been shown
that there are no mixed chiral and trace anomalies in diagrams of this type even in the presence of explicit mass
corrections, due to the vanishing of the T'Jy J 4 vertex mediated by fermion loops. This result has been obtained in
a simple U(1)y x U(1) 4 gauge model, with an explicit breaking of the gauge symmetry due to a fermion mass term.
The result remains true both for global and local currents, being the gauge fields (vector and axial-vector) in the
treatment of [3] purely external fields. This preliminary analysis has been instrumental in all the generalizations
discussed in this work.

At this point few more comments concerning the number of form factors introduced in our analysis are in order.
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Figure 8: Amplitudes with the triangle topology for the three correlators TAA, TAZ and TZ Z.

We recall, from a previous study [4], that the number of original tensor structures which can be built out of the
metric and of the two momenta p and ¢ of the two gauge lines is 43 before imposing the Ward and the STI’s of
the theory. These have been classified in [4] and [1]. In particular, the form factors appearing in the fermion sector
can be expressed (in the off-shell case) in terms of 13 tensor structures for the case of vector currents and of 22
structures for the axial-vector current, as shown in [3].

In the on-shell case, the fermion loops with external photons are parameterized just by 3 independent form
factors. This analysis has been generalized more recently to QCD, with the computation of the graviton-gluon-
gluon (hgg) vertex in full generality [1]. The entire vertex in the on-shell QCD case - which includes fermion and
gluon loops - is also parameterized just by 3 form factors. A similar result holds for the T'AA in the electroweak case.
On the other hand the TZZ and the TAZ correlators have been expressed in terms of 9 form factors. A special
comment deserves the handling of the symbolic computations. These have been performed using some software
entirely written by us and implemented in the symbolic manipulation program MATHEMATICA. This allows the
reduction to scalar form of tensor integrals for correlators of rank-4 with the triangle topology. The software alllows
to perform direct tests of all the Ward and Slavnov-Taylor identities on the correlator, which are crucial in order

to secure the correctness of the result.

7.1 T'"*(p q) and the terms of improvement

Before giving the results for the anomalous correlators, we pause for some comments.

In our computations the gravitational field is non-dynamical and the analysis of the Ward and STT’s shows that
these can be consistently solved only if we include the graviton-Higgs mixing on the graviton line. In other words,
the graviton line is uncut. We will denote with A**%(p, q) these extra contributions and with $#*3(p, q) the
completely cut vertex. These two contributions appear on the right-hand-side of the expression of the correlation
function T**8(p, q)

B (p, q) = S4B (p, q) + AM*P (p, q). (136)

Finally, we just mention that we have excluded from the final expressions of the vertices all the contributions at

tree-level. For this reason our results are purely those responsible for the generation of the anomaly.
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Figure 10: Amplitudes with s-bubble topology for the three correlators TAA, TAZ and TZ Z.

7.2 Results for the TAA correlator

In this section we present the one-loop result of the computation of these correlators for on-shell vector bosons lines

and discuss some of their interesting features, such as the appearance of massless anomaly poles in all the gauge

invariants subsectors of the perturbative expansion.

We start from the case of the T'AA vertex and then move to the remaining ones. In this case the full irreducible

contribution 5 (p, q) is written in the form
zB(p, q) = TP (p,q) + 25 (p,0) + =4 (p, @),

where each term can be expanded in a tensor basis

3
S pg) = 3 @ir(s,0,0,m3) ¢ (p,g).
=1
3
S a) = D @in(s,0,0. M) 6" ().
i=1
E?Vaﬁ(pa q) = (I)l 1(870707M3V) (bﬁ”/aﬁ(pa q) + @4](870707M5V) Zuaﬂ(p’Q) :

The tensor basis on which we expand the on-shell vertex is given by

% pq) = (s — KR u (p.q),

£ pq) = —2u’(p,q) [sn™ + 200" p" +q" ¢") — 4 (P ¢" + " )],

% pq) = (0" +p ") + g (00" +n**n™) = " u (p, q)
— (7" +0%p") ¢ — (™ ¢ +n™"q")p”,

1 pg) = (s — KR P
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Figure 11: Amplitudes with the tadpole topology for the three correlators TAA, TAZ and TZ Z.
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Figure 12: Amplitudes with the triangle topology for the correlator T'ZZ.

where u*?(p, ¢) has been defined as

u(p,q) = (p- ) 0™ — ¢ p°, (142)

(b{;uaﬂ

among which only shows manifestly a trace, the remaining ones being traceless.

The one loop vertex ¥4 (p, q) with two on-shell photons is expressed as a sum of a fermion sector (F) (Fig.
Bla), Fig. Ba)) , a gauge boson sector (B) (Fig. B(b)-(g), Fig. BI(b)-(g), Fig. [0 Fig. [l and a term of improvement
denoted as E;”’O‘B . The contribution from the term of improvement is given by the diagrams depicted in Fig. Bl(c),
(d) and Fig. M0(b), with the graviton - scalar - scalar vertices determined by the T/".

The first three arguments of the form factors stand for the three independent kinematical invariants k2 = (p+q)? = s,
p? = ¢ = 0 while the remaining ones denote the particle masses circulating in the loop.

As already shown for QED and QCD, in the massless limit (i.e. before electroweak symmetry breaking), the
entire contribution to the trace anomaly comes from the first tensor structure ¢, both for the fermion and for the
gauge boson cases.

In the fermion sector the form factors are given by

2 2
2y ) 2 4mf 2 2,2 2 4mf
®1p(s,0,0,mp) = —15%6%{—g—i—T—2meO(S,O,O,mf,mf,mf) -~
(143)
2 Koo 1 mj  3mj 2 2
(I)QF(S, 0, 0, mf) = —25 TS Qf — E — ? — T"DQ(S,0,0,mf,mf)
2m2
o m?CO(Svoaovmﬁvm?am?) 1+Tf‘| }7 (144)
Byp(s, 0,0,m2) = —it 2 @2l 1302 1 Dy (5,0,0,m2,m2) [5m2
3F(Sv ) amf) - _15%621‘ H_'— mf+ O(Sv ) 7mf7mf)[ mj+s}
+ SBO(O,m?,mi) + 3m? CO(S,O,O,m?,m?,m?) [s + Zm?c] } ) (145)

The form factor ®; p is characterized by the presence of an anomaly pole
.«
q)leole = “197_‘_8 Q?‘ (146)

which is responsible for the generation of the anomaly in the massless limit. This 1/s behaviour of the amplitude

is also clearly identifiable in a mfc /s (asymptotic) expansion (s > mfc), where m¢ denotes generically any fermion
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Figure 13: Amplitudes with the t-bubble topology for the correlator T'Z Z.
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Figure 14: Amplitudes with the s-bubble topology for the correlator T'ZZ.

of the SM. In this second case, the scaleless contribution associated with the exchange of a massless state (i.e. the
1/s term) is corrected by other terms which are suppressed as powers of m?c /s. This pattern, as we are going to
show, is general.

The other gauge-invariant sector of the T AA vertex is the one mediated by the exchange of bosons and ghosts
in the loop. In this sector the form factors are given by

5 2 M2 2 M2
B, p(s, 0,0, M2) —igﬁ{—— W+2M§VCO(S,O,O,M§V,M§V,MV2V)[1— W]}

Ts |6 s s
(147)
By (s, 0,0, M2) = —ig ﬁ%{% ]\24—? + %DO(S,O,O,M%,,M%,)
+ MT‘%VCO(S,O,O,M%,,M%,,M%,) [1+ QJ\ng] } (148)
D3p(s, 0,0, M2) = —ig %{ - % - % - %Do(s,o,o,Mav,Mav) [5M32, + 7]

3
- Zszso(o,Mgv,M&V)—co(s,(),0,]\43V,J\45V,1\45V) [s2+4MV2Vs+3MéV}}. (149)

As in the previous case, we focus our attention on ®; g, which multiplies the tensor structure ¢;, responsible for

the generation of the anomalous trace. In this case the contribution of the anomaly pole is isolated in the form

kK ab
D1 Bpote = —im — 2. 1
1B pol ‘976 (150)

It is clear, also in this case, that in the massless limit (My = 0), i.e. in the symmetric phase of the theory, this pole
is completely responsible for the generation of the anomaly. At the same time, at high energy (i.e. for s > MSV)
the massless exchange can be easily exposed as a dominant contribution to the trace part of the correlator. Notice
that, in general, the correlator has other 1/s singularities in the remaining form factors and even constant terms
which are unsuppressed for a large s, but these are not part of the trace.

The contributions coming from the term of improvement are characterized just by two form factors

®14(s, 0,0, M2) = 4%%{1 +2M2, Oo(s,o,o,Mgv,Mgv,Mgv)}, (151)
Y
Dy1(s, 0,0, M2) = ig(jngv Co(s,0,0, M2, M2, M2,). (152)
™
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Figure 15: Amplitudes with the tadpole topology for the correlator TZZ.

Figure 16: Amplitudes with the Higgs tadpole for the correlator T'ZZ which vanish after renormalization.

Now we consider the external graviton leg corrections A***#(p,q). In this case only the term of improvement
contributes with the diagram depicted in Fig. [Tl
Arel(p.q) = A(p,q)
= Wir(s,0,0,mF, My, M) 4% (p,q) + Wa1(s,0,0,M5y) 65" (p,q) . (153)
This is built by combining the tree level vertex for graviton/Higgs mixing - coming from the improved EMT - and
the Standard Model Higgs/photon/photon correlator at one-loop

K o

0 0.0. m2. M2, M2) = —j—_—_— —
1[(57 ) amfa W H) Z237TS(S—MI2{)

{2m? Q? {2 + (4mfc —5)Co(s,0,0, m?, mfc, m?)}

+M3 +6ME, + 2ME,(M% + 6 M3, — 45)Co(s,0,0, M3, M3, Mﬁv)} , (154)

Uyr(s,0,0,M3) = —®47(s, 0,0, M3). (155)

7.3 Results for the TAZ correlator

We proceed with the analysis of the TAZ correlator, in particular we start with the irreducible vertex X#**%(p, q)
that can be defined, as in the previous case, as a sum of the three gauge invariant contributions: the fermion sector
(F), (Fig. Bl(a), Fig. @(a)), the gauge boson sector (B), (Fig. B(b)-(g), Fig. B(b)-(g), Fig. [0, Fig. [l and the
improvement term (I) given by the diagrams depicted in Fig. Bl(c), (d) and Fig. [[0(b), with the graviton - scalar -

scalar vertices determined by the T}
2B (p, q) = D (p,q) + 2% (p,0) + 217 (p, q). (156)

Each of these terms can be expanded in the on-shell case (p* = 0, ¢*> = M%) on a tensor basis fi“mﬁ (p,q)

7

S ) =S By (s,0, MEm3) 7, q), (157)
=1
9

S ) = 3 Bup(s,0, M3 ME) £ (p,q), (158)
=1

S pq) = @11(s,0, Mz, Mg,) 1P (p, q) + ®s1(s,0, M3, M) f1 (p,q) . (159)
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Figure 17: Amplitude with the graviton - Higgs mixing vertex generated by the term of improvement. The blob
represents the SM Higgs -VV’ vertex at one-loop.
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Figure 18: Leg corrections to the external graviton for the TZZ correlator.

For the on-shell TAZ correlator the tensor structures are explicitly defined as

ro 1% 1 (07
P (pq) = (s — KMk )5 (s = MZ) ™ — q*p”],
ro v 1 (07 (07
2P pq) = p'p [5 (s = MZ)n b —q*p”],
ro v 124 1 (07 (0%
1% pq) = (MEn™ —4q"q 5 (s = Mz)n A —qp”],
ro 1 124 1Z 174 1 (07 (07
1 P(pq) = [5 (s = MZ) 0™ = 2(¢"p" + p"a")][5 (s = MZ)m A —qpf],
ro 1 v « v (0% 174 v
P (p,q) = pﬂ[g (s = MZ) (0™ q" +n°"q") — ¢*(¢"p" + p"q")],
ro 1 v « 1Z (0% 1%
wob(p,q) = pﬂ[g (s — MZ) (™ p" +n™'p”) — 2¢°p"p"],
ro v 1% (0% 1 oV (e 1% v 1 (0% (0
2P pg) = (" +p ") 5+§(S—M§)(n R R S [5 (5= MZ)n b —q*p”
— (P 0™ — (™ g+ g )PP
() = (s — KR
P pq) = q*[Bsnrp” +77ﬁ”p) PP(sn™ + 2k EY)). (160)

We collect here just the form factors in the fermion and boson sectors which contribute to the trace anomaly, while

the remaining ones are given in appendix

2
(F) 2 2 _ K 1 2mf 2mf MZ 2 2 2
@1 (S’O7MZ7mf) = _Z§3ﬂ'sswcw Q {— g —M% + (S—M%) DO (S;Mvaf;mf)
2
P (s,0, M2, M2,) = —in__ % 37 — 30 7 (1251 — 2482 411
1 (Sa ) Al W) Z237TSSwa 12( s ) ( M2)( S Sw+ )
M2
-—Z 3 (2M3 (655 — 1152 +5) — 2525 + s) Do (s, M3, M7, M7,)
2(S—MZ)
Mzc
S_M2 (2M7 (65, — 1552 +8) + s (652, — 5)) Co (5,0, Mz, My, My, M7,) } (162)
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Moreover, the improvement term is defined by the following two form factors

K alcy — su)

_15 67 Sy Cw (8 — M%)

®y7(s,0, MZ2, ME) = {1+2M§Vco (s,0,MZ, My, Mgy, My,)

M2
+ Z_Dy (s, Mg, My, M3,) } , (163)
s— Mz
K«
®or(s,0, MZ, M%) = —1567330M§co (5,0, M%, My, My, My,) . (164)

Now we consider the external graviton leg corrections A*®#(p, q). In this case only the improvement term con-

tributes with the diagram shown in Fig. [IT]

Amel(p.q) = APP(p,q)
= \1111(8707M%7m?'7M5VuMI2{)(bﬁ”/aﬁ(p?q)+W4I(8707M§7MI%V) Zuaﬂ(pvq) (165)

This is built by joining the graviton/Higgs mixing tree level vertex - coming from the improved energy-momentum

tensor - and the Standard Model Higgs/photon/Z boson one-loop correlator.

. M2
{2m‘;‘ ol Qs [2+2S 22y Do (5. M3 )

i o
267 Sy Cw (s — MZ)(s — M%)

Wl[(saouMgumivMeVuMIQ{) =

+(4m7 + Mz — 5)Co (5,0, Mz, m%, m%, m7) ] + MZE(1 —252) +2M% (658 — 1152 4 5)

M3

+S—M%

(M7 (1 —2s2) + 2M2(6s0, — 1152 +5)) Dy (s, Mz, M, M)

+2M3, Co (5,0, M2, My, My, My,) (M7 (1 —2s2) +2MZ (65}, — 1552, + 8) + 2s(4s2, — 3)) }

(166)
Uar(s.0, M2 M3) = —iZ a2 g (0,03 M3) - 2, Co (5,0, M, MR, M3, MZ)
41(8,Y, A w 2267'(5 7z S_MI2{ 0 ) W w Swto S, U, 7 W W w .

(167)

7.4 Results for the TZZ correlator

Our analysis starts with the irreducible amplitude and then we move to the insertions on the external graviton leg.
The irreducible vertex Y#*5(p, q) of the TZZ correlator for on-shell Z bosons can be separated into three contri-
butions defined by the mass of the particles circulating in the loop, namely the fermion mass my (fermion sector
(F) with diagrams depicted in Fig. B(a), Fig. @(a)), the W gauge boson mass My (the W gauge boson sector (W)
with diagrams Fig. B(b)-(g), Fig. Q(b)-(g), Fig. 0, Fig. [l),the Z and the Higgs bosons masses, Mz and My
((Z, H) sector with the contributions represented in Figs. - [[H), which cannnot be separated because of scalar
integrals with both masses in their internal lines. There is also a diagram proportional to a Higgs tadpole (Fig.
[[6l(a)) which vanishes after renormalization and so it is not included in the results given below. Finally there is the
improvement term (I) given by the diagrams depicted in Fig. Blc), (d), Fig. DQ(b), Fig. M2(b), (¢), (d) and Fig. 4l

with the graviton - scalar - scalar vertices given by the T}"”. We obtain

sreB (p,q) = S8 (p,q) + S (p, @) + S5 5 (0. @) + 247 (p, q). (168)
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These four on-shell contributions can be expanded on a tensor basis given by 9 tensors

P (pq) = (sg" — k"E) [(% - M%) g*f - qap"} :
5% (p,q) = (sg" — k"k")g*”
5% (p,q) = g“”gaﬁ —2 (g“"‘g”ﬂ + 9" g")
P pa) = 0" +¢"q") 9" = Mz (99" +9"°g") |
P (pq) = ("¢ +q"p") g™ - (g - M%) (9"“g"" + g"%9"")
% p.q) = (9"¢" + 9"’ + (6" +9"°p") ¢ — 9" 0",
P pq) = (g"p" + g7’ + (970 +9"") ¢,
% (pq) = [2("p" +q"q") — MZg"] pq”,
" (p,q) = [2 P'q" +q"p") - (— —Mz) }pﬂq“, (169)
and can be written in terms of form factors ®;
9
Sl (pg) = YO (s, ME, ME,m3) £ (p,q), (170)
zzl
S pg) = DM (s, ME, ME ME) 7 (p,q) | (171)
izl
S ma) = Y0 (s, ME, M, M3, ME) 7 (p,q), (172)
=1
S (p,q) = @ (s, MZ, M, My, M2, ME) ¢ (p, q) + @ (s, M3, M3, My, M2, M) 85 (p, q)

(173)

where the first three arguments of the ®; represent the mass-shell and virtualities of the external lines k2 = s, p? =
q® = M%, while the remaining ones give the masses in the internal lines.

Moreover, we expand each form factor into a basis of independent scalar integrals.

7.4.1 The fermion sector

We start from the fermion contribution to T'ZZ and then move to those coming from a W running inside the loop
(W loops) or a Z and a Higgs (Z, H loops). We expand each form factor in terms of coefficients C'(F);

4
=0

where I;F) are a set of scalar integrals given by

i = 1,

i = Ag(m3),

(F) _ 2, 2

T, = Bo(s,mf,mf),

I?(,F) = DO(S,Mé,m?c,m?),

IA&F) = CO(Sa M%v M%a m?’a m?’v m?‘) : (175)
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(F)

As in the previous case, only ®;"’ contributes to the anomaly, and we will focus our attention only on this form

factor. The expressions of all the coefficients C' F); for (i #£ 1) can be found in appendix We obtain

ik am?
Cimyy = — !
0 67s2c2 s2 (s —4M2)
1 1
Ciry, = Cuy, =0,
ik am?
Ciryy = — !
3 3ms2c (s —AM3) 22
- 2
Cml = - ik amy
4 127s2¢2, (s — AM2

(s—2M2) (CI?+Cf?) +

£OI2 (4M3 42 (35 — 8m2) M3 — s (s — 4m2)) ) .

The anomaly pole of <I)§F) is entirely contained in C' F)(l) and it is given by

(F)
(I)l pole —

7.4.2 The W boson sector

_iak (CI24+Cf?)

36mc2 52 s

1K

2 g2
36mc2 52 s

(Ca?+ci?),

((2M7 —3sMZ + s*) CI? + CJ* M7 (2M7 + 5)) ,

B (s —2M3) ( (4M7 — 2 (8m7 + s) Mz + s (4m7 +5)) CJ

As we move to the contributions coming from loops of W's, the 9 form factors are expanded as

4
" (s, Mg, M, Miy) = 3 Cow (5, M, M, M) 7,
j=0

where IJ(W) are now given by

The anomaly pole is extracted from the expansion of @gw

1
C(W)o

™ = 1,

") = A(ME),

") = Bo(s, M3, M2,

™) = Dy(s, ME, M2, M2,

™) = Co(s, ME, ME, M2, M2, MZ,).

)

+s5 (1258 — 365, + 3352, — 10)] +

1
= C(W)2 ZO,

; 2
—ir o Mz

—iK M2
252 c2 s | 6s(s—4M32)

1252 2 s (s —4Mz)

2

, whose coefficients are

[2M§ (—12s8 + 32s), — 2952 +9)

72

(60st — 14852 + 81) }

(4M§(1253 — 325 42952 —9)

+2M2s(s2 — 2)(12s% — 1282 + 1) + s%(—4sh + 852 — 5)> :

. 2
—ik o M7

1252 ¢2 ms? (s —4Myz)

+2M 3 s(18sy, — 3452 + 15)(4(s2 — 3)s2, +7) —

2M%s%(1255 — 965

+201s% — 15752 +41) + s3(—1258 + 3252 — 2752 + 7)> .
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- < —4AMS (s —1)(4s% — 3)(12s2 — 2052 +9)

6
w

(176)

(177)

(178)

(179)
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As one can immediately see, the pole is entirely contained in Cyy,) é, and we obtain

a  (60sk —148s% + 81)

o) —
s2c2 s 72

1pole = . (181)

K
i
2

7.4.3 The (Z, H) sector

Finally, the last contribution to investigate in the TZZ vertex is the one coming from a Higgs (H) or a Z boson

(Z) running in the loops. Also in this case we obtain

8
(I)z('Z)H) (Sv M%a M%v M%a MIQJ) = Z O(Z,H);(Sv M%a M%v M%a MIQJ) Ig('Z7H) (182)
j=0
with the corresponding I](Z’H) given by
" = 1,
Z# = Ag(M3),
M = A(ME),
IB(‘Z.’H) = Bo(S,M%,M%>,
TP = By(s, ME, M),
T = By(MZ, M3, M),
T = cy(s, MG, M%, M2, M%, M2)
I’§Z1H) = CQ(S,M%,M%,M?{,M%,M%) (183)
Again, as before, the contributions to @gZ’H) are those responsible for a non vanishing trace in the massless limit.
These are given by
1K Q Tiak
Cizmy: = M3 (s —2M32) +3sM% — 2M3) + —————
@0 = ey (s aag) (6T M)+ SME =M
1K Q
C 1 _ M2 _ M2
(Z,H)1 127s2¢2,82, (s — 4M%) ( z H) ’
Czmy = ~Clzm;,
1 _ ik 2 2 4 2 2972 4 6
1 ik 2 2 2 2
C(Z,H)4 == _247TSQC%J812H(S_4M%)2 (2MH+S) (2MH (S_Mz)_?)SMz) 5
1 ik 4 2 4 4 2 2 2
Cizmy = 27202 (5 — 4000) %57, (sMp +6 (s — M) My + (2M}y — 3sM7, — 3s%) M3) |
1 ik 2 2 2 4 2
+2M7 (AMF + s) + 25M;&I> ,
Cozmyt = i oM (2M% (sM3 — 2M} + 5%) — 20sM} + 16 M5 + °) (184)
T 24ms2c2 52 (s — 4MZ) 2 ’

with the anomaly pole, extracted from C'(z, H)é, given by

(z) _ _ Tiak (185)

Lpole ™ 144msc2 52,
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7.4.4 Terms of improvement and external leg corrections

The expression of form factors @gl) and @él) coming from the terms of improvement for the X vaf (p, q) vertex are
given in appendix

The next task is to analyze the external leg corrections to the T'ZZ correlator. This case is much more involved
than the previous one because there are contributions coming from the minimal EMT (i.e. without the improvement
terms) Fig. [[6(b), Fig. [8(a)-(b) and from the improved 77". This last contribution can be organized into three
sectors: the first is characterized by a contribution from the one-loop graviton/Higgs two-point function Fig. [IGIb),
Fig. [8(a). The second is constructed with the Higgs self-energy Fig. [[§(c) and the last is built with the Standard
Model Higgs/Z/Z one-loop vertex Fig. [[7 Furthermore, it is important to note that the diagram depicted in Fig.
[I6l(b) is proportional to the Higgs tadpole and vanishes in our renormalization scheme.
The A#ves (p, q) correlator is decomposed as

vo _ v v 1 af v v 2 af
AP (p,q) = |Shfi n (k) + 207 () m‘%zz*‘vfm(k)mzHH(k )WVHZZ

+ AP, (pq) (186)

where Yy (k?) is the Higgs self-energy given in appendix (E]) for completeness, V;}g 7 and V", o are tree level
vertices defined in appendix (D)) and A‘I‘Vggz (p, q) is expanded into the two form factors of improvement as

va 1 va I va
A2 (P a) = Ui (s, My, My, my, My, M, M) 6P (p,q) + 05 (s, M3, My, m, My, M3, M) 15 (p,q).

4 . 4 )
I Nt F 7 i W
Wi (s, MG, M, mi, Miy, M, M) = ch;)j (s, M2, M3,m3) T + > cgvg)j (s, M3, M3, M3,) V)
Jj=0 =0
7 )
n Z,H
+ 2 Oty (5 M3, M3, M5, M) 5 (157)
7=0

where the basis of scalar integrals IJ(F) and I](W) have been defined respectively in Eq. and The (Z,H)

sector is expanded into a different set (instead of Eq. [[83]) which is given by

jO(Z,H) -1,

FED = Ao (M3)

A = Ay (i)

T = By (s, M3, M3) ,

JEm = Bo (s, Mz, M%) |

FED -~ By (MZ, M2, M%)

JEM = ¢y (s, M3, MG, M2, M, M%)

i = eo (s, M3, M3, My, M5, M3) . 1

The expressions of these coefficients together with the graviton-Higgs mixing X4/, (k), 4%, (k) can be found
in appendix

8 Renormalization

In this section we discuss the renormalization of the correlators. This is based on the identification of the 1-

loop counterterms to the Standard Model Lagrangian which, in turn, allow to extract a counterterm vertex for
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the improved EMT. We have checked that the renormalization of all the parameters of the Lagrangian is indeed
sufficient to cancel all the singularities of all the vertices, as expected. We have used the on-shell scheme which
is widely used in the electroweak theory. In this scheme the renormalization conditions are fixed in terms of the
physical parameters of the theory to all orders in perturbation theory. These are the masses of physical particles
My, Mz, Mg, my, the electric charge e and the quark mixing matrix V;;. The renormalization conditions on the
fields - which allow to extract the renormalization constants of the wave functions - are obtained by requiring a
unit residue of the full 2-point functions on the physical particle poles.
We start by defining the relations

eo = (1+d6Z)e,
My, g = My, +0Mg,,
Mz, = Mz+ Mz,
Mp, = Mg+ Mg,
<ZO> B <1+%6ZZZ 16774 ><Z>
Ao 50Zaz 14 30Zaa A )7
Hy = (1 + %52}1) H. (189)

At the same time we need the counterterms for the sine of the Weinberg angle s,, and of the vev of the Higgs field

v
Sw.,0 = Sw + 0w, v9 = v + v, (190)

which are defined to all orders by the relations

M2 M2, s2
2 _ w 2 _ w Sw
Sw—l—M—%, v° =4 o2 N (191)
and are therefore linked to the renormalized masses and gauge couplings. Specifically, one obtains
0w 2 (6MZ SM?2 0 16M2 0Sw
Q5w _ _ Cw 2W_ QZ , o _ (2 2W_|_i_5ze , (192)
Sw 252 \ My, M3 v 2 Mg, Sw
while electromagnetic gauge invariance gives
57, = — 26740+ 2527 (193)
e = 750444 e ZA.

We also recall that the wave function renormalization constants are defined in terms of the 2-point functions of the

fundamental fields as

aEAA(k2) EAZ(M2) EAZ(O)
0y =——L 7 8Zay = —2Re=L "2/ §7,, =2"L
AA k2 o ) AZ € M% ) ZA M% )
OL47 (K?) O (k)
0777 = —Re“=L2"2 , 62 = —Re——3 > , OM7 = ReX7”(Mz),
ok k2=M2 ok k2=M?%
OMj; = ReSiW (M), 6Mp = Re Npn (Mf). (194)

From the counterterms Lagrangian defined in terms of the Zy v factors given above, we compute the corresponding
counterterm to the EMT 07" and renormalized EMT

TP = T + 6T 195
0
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which is sufficient to cancel all the divergences of the theory. One can also verify from the explicit computation that
the terms of improvement, in the conformally coupled case, are necessary to renormalize the vertices containing an
intermediate scalar with an external bilinear mixing (graviton/Higgs). The vertices extracted from the counterterms
are given by

S[TAA B (ky, ko) = —ig{kl kg CHYOB 4 DRYAB (L k2)} 6Zaa, (196)
S[TAZ) P (ky, ko) = —zg{ (6c12 k1 - ko + 5cg? MZ) O P + §cit? Dol (ky 1@)} : (197)
S[TZZM B (ky, ko) = —25{ (627 ky - ko + 6c57 MZ) CH P + 527 DHVOP gy, /@} (198)

where the coefficients dc¢ are defined as
1 1
ocft? = 5 (0247 +0224) , Sea? = 50Z74, 6c?% =672y, 0627 =M20Zzy +O0ME. (199)

These counterterms are sufficient to remove the divergences of the completely cut graphs (3#*“5(p, q)) which do not
contain a bilinear mixing, once we set on-shell the external gauge lines. This occurs both for those diagrams which
do not involve the terms of improvement and for those involving 77. Regarding those contributions which involve
the bilinear mixing on the external graviton line, we encounter two situations. For instance, the insertion of the
bilinear mixing on the T'AA vertex generates a reducible diagram of the form Higgs/photon/photon which does not
require any renormalization, being finite. Its contribution has been denoted as A¥ vaf (p,q) in Eq. (I53). In the case
of the TAZ vertex the corresponding contribution is given in Eq. (IG3]). In this second case the renormalization is
guaranteed, within the Standard Model, by the use of the Higgs/photon/Z counterterm

S[HAZ]|*P 2 §Zan" . (200)

SwCw

As a last case, we discuss the contribution to T'ZZ coming from the bilinear mixing. The corrections on the graviton
line involve the graviton/Higgs mixing %47 (k), the Higgs self-energy iXpp(k*) and the term of improvement
AS”’;BZZ( P, q), which introduces the Higgs/Z/Z vertex (or HZZ) of the Standard Model. The Higgs self-energy and

the HZZ vertex, in the Standard Model, are renormalized with the counterterms

S[HH|(K*) = i(0Zgk* — M%6Zy — SME), (201)
2 2
of  _ eMZ 285, — Coy 08y 15MW of
5[HZZ] Sw o 1+6Z, + 76%1 —Sw 5 M2 + = 6ZH +0Z57| 0. (202)

The self-energy i}, (k) is defined by the minimal contribution generated by Tl%i" and by a second term derived
from T;{u' This second term is necessary in order to ensure the renormalizability of the graviton/Higgs mixing. In

fact, the use of the minimal EMT in the computation of this self-energy involves a divergence of the form
S[hHI4,, = isotn™ (203)

with &t fixed by the condition of cancellation of the Higgs tadpole T4 (6t + Tyq = 0) and hence of any linear term in
H within the 1-loop effective Lagrangian of the Standard Model. A simple analysis of the divergences in zEﬁZm WH
shows that the counterterm given in Eq. 203]is not sufficient to remove all the singularities of this correlator unless

we also include the renormalization of the term of improvement which is given by

S[hH]™ (k) = —ig <_%> i[&) + %52,{]@ (K2 — kMEY). (204)

One can show explicitly that this counterterm indeed ensures the finiteness of iX,%, (k).
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9 Comments

Before coming to our conclusions, we pause for some comments on the meaning and the implications of the current
computation in a more general context. This concerns the superconformal anomaly and its coupling to supergravity,
aspects that we will address more completely in the near future.

The study of the mechanism of anomaly mediation between the Standard Model and gravity has several inter-
esting features which for sure will require further analysis in order to be put on a more rigorous basis. However,
here we have preliminarily shown that the perturbative structure of a correlator - obtained by the insertion of
a gravitational field on 2-point functions of gauge fields - can be organized in terms of a rather minimal set of
fundamental form factors. Their expressions have been given in this work, generalizing previous results in the QED
and QCD cases. The trace anomaly can be attributed, in all the cases, just to one specific tensor structure, as
discussed in the previous analysis.

We have also seen that at high energy the breaking of conformal invariance, in a theory with a Higgs mechanism,
has two sources, one of them being radiative. This can be attributed to the exchange of anomaly poles in each
gauge invariant sector of the graviton/gauge/gauge vertex, while the second one is explicit. As discussed in [5] this
result has a simple physical interpretation, since it is an obvious consequence of the fact that at an energy much
larger than any scale of the theory, we should recover the role of the anomaly and its pole-like behaviour.

In turn, this finding sheds some light on the significance of the anomaly cancellation mechanism in 4-dimensional
field theory - discussed in the context of supersymmetric theories coupled to gravity - based on the subtraction of
an anomaly pole in superspace [24]. Let’s briefly see why.

The theory indeed becomes conformally invariant at high energy and, in presence of supersymmetric interactions,
this invariance is promoted to a superconformal invariance. In a superconformal theory, such as an A/ = 1 super
Yang-Mills theory, the superconformal anomaly multiplet, generated by the radiative corrections, puts on the
same role the trace anomaly, the chiral anomaly of the corresponding U(1)gr current and the gamma trace of
the corresponding supersymmetric current. Notice that these three anomalies are ”gauged” if they are coupled
to a conformal gravity supermultiplet and all equally need to be cancelled. The role of the Green-Schwarz (GS)
mechanism, in this framework, if realized as a pole subtraction, is then to perform a subtraction of these pole-like
contributions which show up in the UV region, and has to be realized in superspace [24, 25] for obvious reasons.
Then, one can naturally ask what is the nature of the pole that is indeed cancelled by the mechanism, if this is
acting in the UV. The answer, in a way, is obvious, since the mechanism works as an ultraviolet completion: the
”poles” found in the perturbative analysis are a manifestation of the anomaly in the UV.

As we have explained at length in [5] these poles extracted in each gauge invariant sector do not couple in
the infrared region, since the theory is massive and conformal invariance is lost in the broken electroweak phase.
Looking for a residue of these poles in the IR, in the case of a massive theory, is simply meaningless. Indeed their
role is recuperated in the UV, where they describe an effective massless exchange present in the amplitude at high
energy.

Therefore, the 1/s behaviour found in these correlators at high energy is the unique signature of the anomaly
(they saturate the anomaly) in the same domain, and is captured within an asymptotic expansion in v?/s [3]. Thus,
the anomalous nature of the theory reappears as we approach a (classically) conformally invariant theory, with s
going to infinity.

Obviously, this picture is only approximate, since the cancellation of the trace anomaly by the subtraction of
a pole in superspace remains an open issue, given the fact that the trace anomaly takes contribution at all orders
both in G and in the gauge coupling. The resolution of this point would require computations similar to the one
that we have just performed for correlators of higher order. Indeed, this is another aspect of the ”anomaly puzzle”

in supersymmetric theories when (chiral) gauge anomalies and trace anomalies appear on the same level, due to

38



their coupling with gravity.

10 Conclusions and Perspectives

We have presented a complete study of the interactions between gravity and the fields of the Standard Model which
are responsible for the generation of a trace anomaly in the corresponding effective action. The motivations in favour
of these type of studies are several and cover both the cosmological domain and collider physics. In this second case
these corrections are important especially in the phenomenological analysis of theories with a low gravity scale/large
extra dimensions. We have defined rigorously the structure of these correlators, via an appropriate set of Ward
and Slavnov-Taylor identities that we have derived from first principles. We have given the explicit expressions
of these corrections, extending to the neutral current sector of the SM previous analysis performed in the QED
and QCD cases. We hope to return in the near future with a study of the charged current sector and a complete

characterization of the effective Lagrangian of the SM. Here we have made a first step in that direction.
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A Appendix

We summarize here some of our conventions used in the computation of the various contributions to the total EMT
of the SM.
The definitions of the field strengths are

FL, = 0,GL—0,G + g f*"GG (205)
Flﬁj = 0,4, — 0, A, + gsinbwxu, (206)
Zy = 0uZy—0uZy+ gcosOwXuw (207)
le[j = 9, W,f— 8,,WJr —1ig [COS@WzMW,j_ +sinfw A, W, — (u l/)] , (208)
Wo = W, —-0,W, +ig [cosHWZMWl,_ +sinOw A, W, — (u l/)] , (209)

with X, given by xu, = Z[WM_ Wi — WJ‘ W,7]. As usual, we have denoted with fe*¢ the structure constants of
SU(3)¢, while e = gsinfy,. The fermionic Lagrangian is

.7 .- _— - e _ 1— 5
Lierm. = W Y"Outby, + ey Oppe + 10V Opthu + 10ay" Optpa + —=—— (wueVM 2 Ve W:_
V2 sin Oy 2
o 1—~A5 _ e - 1—7° e - 1—+5
e P v, W . v, K 1Z Z - . e H
+ ey Yy, H>+Sm29wwn 5 Vv, Zy smwwwv 5
— 2sin26‘w>z/1 Z —l—;(w 7“1_—751/1dw++1;d7#1_751/1 W)
TR 2sinfy 2 " 2 o
5 5
e T on 1—'}/ _2.29 g 7 € M 1_7 _2-29 l 7
T Sy ( 2 S g Ju 2~ Gy Y T sinbw g J¥a Zu
_ 2 _ 1 - _ _
+ eAM( - %7”% + g ¢u7”¢u - g ¢d7“¢d) + QSGZ (¢u7”ta¢u + deMtaiﬁd) . (210)
The gauge-fixing Lagrangian is given by
1 1 1 1
Ly fiz. = ——(FN? = Z(FZ)2 = Z(FY)(F) — =(F9)?2, 211
e = = 5g (F)? = G (FO = S(FIFT) = 5:(F%) (211)
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where the gauge-fixing functions in the R¢ gauge are defined by

FEL = 0°Gy,
Fh o= 974,
F? = 87Z,— &Mz,
1
]:+ = aUW; - §§Q’U¢+,
1
Fo= W, - Stgus, (212)
and we have used for simplicity the same gauge-fixing parameter £ for all the gauge fields. Finally we give the ghost
Lagrangian
Lonost = 0" (0u0°° + gsf*°GY) ¢ + 0" n?0,m” + 0" 0un™ + 05t Oum™ + 00~ O™

+ 2'9{8“774r {WJ(COS Own? + sin ™) — (cos O Z,, + sin GWA#)nJF]

+ ot [77 (cosOw Z,, + sin by A,,) — (cos yyn? + sin HWnA)W}

n
e& Mw

_z . —A + —nt
+  9"(coswiy” + sin Oy7y ){WM ~ W ]} ~ sin 20y

{ —ipT [cos 20w it n?

+ sin 29W77+77A] + i~ {cos 20w n? + sin 29W77_77A] } ~ 3 si(fﬁ Mw {(v +h+ig)ntnt
w
b h— )T | — e My (g + 6Y i) — S22 (4 ) (213)
2 sin Oy sin 20w,

B Appendix. Ward identities

For the derivation of the Ward identities, the transformations of the fields are given by (we have absorbed a factor
/=g in their definitions)

V,4x) = Viz) - / d'y [ (@ — y)0, VK@) + (0,0 (x — 9)]Vi2le (),
) = I@) - [ a6 - y)I@le ).
V@) = x@ - [ a0 - @), (214)
The term which appears in the first line in the integrand of Eq. (@3] can be re-expressed in the following form
- / d'z Ver, [ — W (2 — )0, V(=) — [0,0W (x —y)|VE| = -VOr, , +VOr ve,

(215)

, Om —@re

where in the last expression we used the covariant conservation of the metric tensor expressed in terms of the

vierbein
Guvip = 0= V#%pVQ,, = —VfVQU;p = —VQHVV%p. (216)

Other simplifications are obtained using the invariance of the action under local Lorentz transformations [26],

parameterized as

1 1
Vg =whVp,  Sw=so%watd, 6% = —Zuotuy, (217)
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that gives, using the antisymmetry of w

65 w05 8 65

ab 7 a a
0 — Yot —= — — Vi+ —Vi=0. 218
oY o gvet o svE (218)
The previous equation can be reformulated in terms of the energy-momentum tensor ©+*
- ,,08 68
V(OHP — @PHY = hghr 22 _ ZZ shp 219
( )= D5 = S, (219)

which is useful to re-express Eq. (2I0) in terms of the symmetric energy-momentum tensor 7#” and to obtain
finally, in the flat space-time limit, Eq. (@g).

C Appendix. BRST transformations and identities

Here we illustrate the derivation of some identities involving 2-point functions using the BRST invariance of the

generating functional
Z1J,F| = / DP 'S | (220)

with

e
|

Ssm + /d4:v |:JM($)A“(SC) + 7 (z)w? (z) + ...
+ XA@)FA (@) + X7 (@) F (@) +xF (@) F (@) + x7 (@) F (@) - (221)

For convenience we have summarised the BRST transformation of the fundamental fields of the SM Lagrangian

used in the derivations of the various STI’s in section [6]

a a a 1 aobc C =a 1 a 1 a
OAL = ADPe,  Get = —gAfechet,  0et = —gA= —E(a“A#))\,
5 = igAc "t P, 0 = —igit® A, (222)

for an unbroken non abelian gauge theory, and

5B, = N0y OWE = ADny = XD + e Whis),

A - A A
677Y = _E]:Ov 577L = _g]:av 677Y = 07 577% = §gfabc77%772a
SH = ig'Y H ny +igT*HM§, SHT = —ig’ H'Y \py — igH T \%, (223)

for the electroweak theory.
We require that dprsr Z[J, F] = 0 under a variation of all the fields and gauge-fixing functions. We then differentiate
the resulting equation with respect to the sources of the photon and of the antighost to obtain

52

W(SBRSTZ[J, Fl = /D@ eig{ﬁA(y)(SA#(x) + 5ﬁA(y)A#(x)} =0. (224)

Introducing the explicit BRST variation of the antighost field 7 (y) and of the gauge field A, (x) we obtain
_ 1
(i (y) Dyt () = E@ﬁAB(y)Au(iv)) : (225)

Similarly, in the case of the Z gauge boson, we take two functional derivatives of the condition of BRST invariance
of Z[J, F], as in Eq. ([224)), but now respect to JZ#(z) and to wZ(y), to obtain the relation

(1 (y) D" () = Z(F7(y)Zy(x)) - (226)

o=
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On the other hand, two functional derivatives of the same invariance condition, now with respect to J4*(z) and
to w?(y), give

(D (@)? () = Z(FZ (y)Ap(2)) - (227)

A

C.1 Identities from the ghost equations of motion

A second class of identities is based on the equations of motion of the ghosts. Differentiating dprsrZ[J, F] respect
to the source of the photon antighost w*(x) and to the source of the corresponding gauge-fixing function y“(y)
gives

%wma(x)a%(y» — (T @)EAW)). (228)

At this point we consider the functional average of the equation of motion of the ghost of the photon
/DF es{ —&MNy) + wA(y)} =0 (229)

and take a functional derivative of this expression respect to the source w”(z) of the antighost 74 (z), obtaining

the equation

/DF eig{ — i y) 7t (x) + 0W (x — y)} =0, (230)
or, in terms of Green’s functions
%U”A(x)f"‘(y» = %@az‘la(ﬂﬂ)aﬁfiﬁ(y» = (@) (y)) = —idW(z —y), (231)

which involves the correlation function of the photon gauge-fixing function.

It is not hard to show, using the same method, the following identities

(FZ (2)0* Aa(y)) 0= (FZ(x)4aly)) =0,
(F2@)F2(y) = —ikdW(x—y). (232)

D Appendix. Feynman Rules
We collect here all the Feynman rules used in this work. All the momenta are incoming

e graviton - gauge boson - gauge boson vertex
Va
k1
Qv 1
h — _Zg{ (kl ko + M‘%) B + D“”O"B(kl, kz) + EEHVQB(kla k2)}

ko
VA
(233)

where V stands for the vector gauge bosons A, Z and W=.
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graviton - fermion - fermion vertex

0
k1
hr — i d A (b — ka)” 47" (k1 — ka) — 20" (1 — 2 +2
=ig 7" (k= k2)" 9" (k= k2) " (Fy — K2 + 2my)
ko
G
(234)
graviton - ghost - ghost vertex
n
ki
R4
hHv W\/\’\p _ig{klpkzdcuvpo_Mgn,uu}
B
n
(235)
where 1 denotes the ghost fields nt, n~ ed nZ.
graviton - scalar - scalar vertex
S
k1,/’
. K vpo 2, uv
.7 = 1= klpk2gcup —MST]M
RV ARAARARK 2
\\ LK v v
N T ___{(kl + k)" (k1 + k2)” — 0 (k +k2)2}
ko'~ 32
S
(236)

where S stands for the Higgs H and the Goldstones ¢ and ¢*. The first expression is the contribution
coming from the minimal energy-momentum tensor while the second is due to the term of improvement for a

conformally coupled scalar.

graviton - Higgs vertex

k
hi AAAAS - - - - - H = igizs“éMW {kukv_nwk2}
e

(237)

This vertex is derived from the term of improvement of the energy-momentum tensor and it is a feature of

the electroweak symmetry breaking because it is proportional to the Higgs vev.
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e graviton - three gauge boson vertex

Ve w-7
k/’l k‘g

= —ieCy { O (k3 — KT) + O (k] — k3)

+OMT (ky — k) + F“”’””(kukz,m)}

k3
v wte
(238)
where C4 = 1 and Cz = £=.
e graviton - gauge boson - scalar - scalar vertex
Ve S
k1 ka,”
/7
/7
g K
N =ieCys,s, 5{(/€2a—/€3a)0”m0}
N\
kg\\
N\
hHv S1
(239)
with Cy s, s, given by
2 —s2 ]
CA¢+¢7 =1 Cz¢+¢f - 25 ¢ CZH¢>: %% ¢ .
e graviton - gauge boson - ghost - ghost vertex
Ve n
k1 k.-
o
. :Z'GCVninggCHVaa
D
hHv Ui
(240)

where V' denotes the A, Z gauge bosons and 7 the two ghosts 7 and ™. The coefficients C are defined as

Cw Cuw
CA77+ =1 CAn— =-1 CZ77+ - — Cznf = ——.

Sw Sw

e graviton - gauge boson - gauge boson - scalar vertex
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Ve vy

KR
= GCV1V25 - MW CHVQB

2
hHv
(241)
where V stands for A, Z o W+ and S for ¢ and H. The coefficients are defined as
Sw
CAw+¢f =1 CAW*QS* =-1 Czw+¢f = _C_
Sw 7 7
CZW*qb* = — CZZH:_ > CW*W*H:__-
Cw w Cy Cw
e graviton - scalar - ghost - ghost vertex
S U]
N\
Nk ko .
N v
N
h K
- :—ieCsn§MW77‘“'
By
hv n
(242)
where S = H and 7 denotes 7, n~ and n®. The vertex is defined with the coefficients
1 1
CHn* = CHn’ = E Can = 2Sw Cw'
e graviton - three scalar vertex
Sl S2
N\
Nk k2//
\\ P
N /
N /7
\\ = _ieCS15253 § nt?
\
N\
kg \\
hHv Ss
(243)

with S denoting H, ¢ and ¢*. We have defined the coefficients

LMy, 3 M
25w Cw Mz HHH_2swcwMZ'

Crop = Crp+y- =
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e graviton - scalar - fermion - fermion vertex

RV
(244)
where S is only the Higgs scalar H.
e graviton - photon - fermion - fermion vertex
A= b
k/’l k‘g
- K yra. 7o't v, o Hy .o
= —iQpe Y T A Y =2y
k3
hHv )
(245)
where Q)¢ is the fermion charge expressed in units of e.
e graviton - Z - fermion - fermion vertex
ze b
k1 ko
— _je—" (cf - 0575){7“77”0‘ + Yt — 277“V’Ya}
88w Cw
k3
RV ,lp
(246)

where C/ and C/ are the vector and axial-vector couplings of the Z gauge boson to the fermion (f). Their
expressions are

cl =1 —2s2 Q7 ¢l =1f.
Ig denotes the 3rd component of the isospin.

e graviton - four gauge bosons vertex
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wte
hi

_ Z-€2 CVleg{GHVaBUp + Guu,@ao’p + Guua,@pa’ + Guu,@apa}

where Vi e V5 denote A or Z. The coefficients C are defined as

Can=1

(247)
2
Cw cs
Caz=—  Czz=—.
Sw 52,

graviton - gauge boson - gauge boson - scalar - scalar vertex

V2ﬁ
Va

S1_
hev

. 9 K
—1€e CV1V25152§ C“UO"B

coefficients are

(248)
2 —s?
CAA¢+¢* =2 CAz¢+¢f =

Sw Cw

where V; and Va denote the neutral gauge bosons A and Z, while the possible scalars are ¢, ¢* and H. The
2

(2 —s2)? 1

Crzpto- = 952 2 Czz4p =CzzuH =
w Tw

The tensor structures C, D, E and F which appear in the Feynman rules defined above are given by
C,uvpcr = YGup Gvo + 9uo Gup — Guv 9po »

2 2"
2s2 c2,

DHVpO’(k17k2) = guuklak2p - guaklllk§+gupklak2u — Ypo kluk2u + (/14 ~ 1/):|7

E;vacr(klakQ) = Guv (klpkla' +k2p k20’ +k1p kQU) - gvokl,uklp +gupk2,u k20’ + (,LL <~ V):|7

Fvpox(k1, k2, k3) = gup gox (k2 — k3)u + Guo Gpx (k3 — k1)w + gux Gpo (k1 — k2)u + (1 < v).
E Appendix. The Scalar integrals

(249)

We collect in this appendix the definition of the scalar integrals appearing in the computation of the correlators.
One-, two- and three-point functions are denoted, respectively as Ag, By and Cp, with

1 1

2 _ m
Ao(mg) - = im? d ZZQ —m3’
Bo(k*,m3,m3) = L d"l 1
o e T in? @ —md) (1 +k)?2—m3)’
1 1
CO p+q27p27q2am , M am2 = _/dnl
(w0 pmeme) = g | Ty @ e - (0P
47
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We have also used the finite combination of two-point scalar integrals
Do(pza q2, m(2Jv m%) = Bo(pz’ mg? m%) - Bo(q2, m%, m%) . (251)

The explicit expressions of Ay, By and Cj can be found in [27].

F Appendix. Propagators at 1 loop

We report here the expressions of the self-energies appearing in Section They refer to the case of two vector
bosons (V1, V2), one vector boson and a scalar (V'S) and two scalars (SS). The self-energies carrying Lorentz indices

are decomposed as

2516‘/2 (p) — (naﬁ _ p;pﬁ) 2¥1V1 (p2) _ ,L-p;;#zgﬂﬁ (p2) 7 (252)

2V5(p) = paZr(0Y). (253)

We denote with A the infrared regulator of the photon mass. We denote with m; ;, m,,; and mq; the masses of the
lepton, u-type and d-type quarks of generation ¢ respectively.
The self-energies are then given by

a [2 1
2 = ‘E{g 2. N { = (P +2m§) Bo(p®, m, m3) + 2m3 Bo(0,m}, m7) + gpz}
!
+ {(31)2 +4M3,)Bo(p?, M3y, M3,) — AM3, Bo (0, M3, M&V)} } , (254)
S = 0, 255)
af2 [+ o) 1
SE2(?) = — S 2SO NS DL ZA (— (0 4+ 2m2) Bo(p2, m2,m3) + 2m3 Bo(0,m%, m2) +
4 (3 ; 2s% ¢z 3
3 2 2 2 2 4 2 1 2 4 9 9
T m3Bo(p®,m3,m%)| + 622 (18¢,, +2¢5, = 5)p* + (24c;, + 16¢;, — 10) My,

2
x  Bo(p?, M, M3,) — (24ct — 8c2 + 2)MZ, Bo(0, M3, M3,) + (4c% — 1)p—]

v 3
+ g |20 10M3 = 1) By, M3, M) — 2M2B0(0, M3, M3) — 2 Bol0, M}, M)
- (MZP# (Bo(p*, M2, M) — Bo(0, M3, M%) — ;ﬂ } , (256)
E%Z(pz) = m{chCfomeO(P mfumj)+MW( )BO(p2aM5VaM3V)
~ | (083 - 213 - 0202 But?, 0303 + 013 - 213 (a0t - a0 | b (50)
s42(p?) = y—— Cw{ Z NLQsCl [(p2 +2m7)Bo(p*,m}, m7) — 2m3Bo(0,m7, m7) — %pz]
1

1 1
3| (0 + 307+ 12+ 0083 ) Bl M M) — (12~ 200F Bol0, M3 M3y + 327 |

3
(258)
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S (p®)

27Ts o Miy Bo(p®, Miy, Miy), (259)
2
« o M My
_27T s2 2 {OzJ;2M—jZBO(p27m§‘, m?) + TC1¢;(4C12” — 3)B0(p2, MgV? M%V)

78M1Zp2 {((M%, — M2)? - 3M%p?) Bo(p?, M3, M%) + (M3 — M%) (Ao(ME)) ] } . (261)

T fof 2[ opm 9 9 o )
2 2 M2 NE Cymiy |p°Bo(p®, my, my) — 240(m )}
4 s2 2 M2 { Z crATYS VR ¥

f
1
5| (603 + 047) A0QME) — 4083, (7 Bulo? M3 243 + ) |

1

|2t - a2 - 200257 B2 013003
(M + 20) A0 ) + (3005 + 40) 40 03) — 013 |

2

(0% m
_E{ZNéz 203, {2“40 (m}) + (4m] —p*)Bo (pz,m?c,m?)]
f

1 M?—I 2 2 2 M%I 2 2
5o 6M32, — 2p? + 53 Bo (p°, My, Myy,) + 3+2M2 Ao (M) — 6M;
w w w
1 [< 2 2 M4 ) 2 2 ( M%I) 2 2
— | (6M2Z —2p® + Bo (p?, M2, M 3+ Ao (M%) —6M
482 2, z IM2 ( Z Z) 2M2 ( Z) z

3 2 a2 2 M_12{ 2
852 [ M2 BO( 7MH7MH) + MI%VAO (MH) ) (262)
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mi; 2 2 2 v 2 2 2
p° | Bo (p°,0,mi;) + = 4+ mi;Bo (0,mf;, mj ;)

=) = —%{%Z [

my; 1 my; +mj
+ L (.0.m2,) By (0,0,mzi))] +8_22%|2[<%_p2>

w g

2 3

2
x By (p27 m2_g m?l,j) + r + mi,iBO (Ovmi,iv mZz) + mz,jBO (O, m?z,jvmfz,j)

(Bo (0 o3,) = Bo (0. i) )

b 2| M3+ 5?80 (2, M3 N2) — 203 Bo (0, M, M)

MIA/IV 2 2 42 2 42 p2 2 2
- 7(zs’o (p?, My, ) — Bo (0, M, X)) + 3] + 1552 {((40% —1)p

+  (16c;, + 54 — 10c;,*) M, ) Bo (p°, My, M) — (16¢, + 2) (Mg, Bo (0, My, Mgy,)

2 2 ar2\2
M (0,005, 32)) + (4 - )2 — (s + )2 (5, (52,003 002)
— By (0, My, M3) )] + 12% [<2M§1 — 10M§, — p*)Bo (p°, My, M) — 2Miy By (0, My, M)
2 21232 2
—aM2By (0, M3, M) — (MWPTMH)(BO (02, M2, M2) — Bo (0, M2, M2) ) — 2%} } |

(263)

G Appendix. Contributions to the form factors

We give here the remaining coefficients appearing in the form factors of the TAZ and T ZZ correlators.

50



G.1 Form factors for the TAZ vertex

ct 1
q)éF)(&O,M%,m?) = = - Qf = {

—— (12 2 M2 M4 2
7/237TSwaS(S_M%)3 6( mf(S 7+ Z+S)

—95° M7 + 125My + 2M$ + 5°) + 2m7 (sMz + Mz + 3s%) Dy (s,0,m%,m7)
_M%[Zlm?(fisM% + M3 +9s?) + s(4sM% + M3 — 35?)]
2(M2% — s)

Do (S,M%,m?,m?)

+m7 (4m7 (sMz 4+ My + s°) + 3s° M3 + 65My + My + 25°) Co (5,0, Mz, m%,m%, m7) } ’
Ko Qs CY
i
21278y oy 8(s — M32)
[4mF (M7 + 2s) + sMZ]

1
(I)éF)(S7 0,Mz,m}) = { -3 (12m7 + 2M3 + s) — 2m5Dq (s,0,m%, m7)

Do (S,M%,m?c,m?) — m?c (4m?c + M% + 25) Co (S,O,M%,m?,m?c,m?) } ,

2(M3% —s)
P 2(2s+ M2) _(r
q)é(l )(SvoaM%am?) = _8_7]\4%2(1)% )(S,O,M%,m?),
f
(F) 2 2y K« Qs C} 2 2 2 2
o5 (5,0, Mz,ms) = _Z§6wsw cu (5= M2V Mz —8m3Dy (S,O,mf,mf)

[sMz — 8m3(3M7 — s)]
+ s— M2
z

Do (s, M. m2, mi2) — 613 M2 Co (5,0, M2, m%, m? m?) } ,

LI 7ie
23Sy cw (s — M2)3
Mz[s(MZ — 3s) — 4m3(9IM7 + 4s)]
2(M2% —s)

(") (5,0, MZ,m3) = {Mg (6m3 — M2 +25) + 10m2 M3 Do (5, 0, m?, m?)

0 (Sa M%vm?"a m?)

T 3m3 M3 (4m3 4+ M3 +35) Co (5,0, M3, m3, m3, m?) } ,

f
(F) 2 2y _ e @ Qs CY 1 2 2 2 2 2
o4 (5,0, M2, m3) = REETr—— o0 {6 (36m7 + Mz + 11s) + (2s — 2M3) By (s, m7, m%)
2(m3(M% + 4s) + M3)
—|—2m?c’D0 (s, O,m?c,m?c) + <4M§ - f T Dy (s, MZ, m%m%)
+6m7 (2m7 + 5) Co (s,0, M7, m7, m7, m7) } , (264)
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_'E o 1 1 2 2\
9 38w Cw s(s—M%)3{12( 65 M7 (12( + s3,) — 25)

+ M5 (—72sy, + 174s], — 103) — 36sM (255, — 9s5, + 7) + s° (65, — 5) )
—2c;, My (M7 — 5)2 Bo (s, My, My,) + Mzch, (652, (sMy + My + 3s%) — 9sM — 3M 5 — 13s%) x

P (s,0, M2, M2,) =

2
x Do (s,0, M, M) + (MMf_ (25°M7 (54sy, — 11552, + 61) +2M 5 (6sy, — 112 +5)

+2sM7y (18sy, — 37ss, 4+ 19) + s° (34s%, — 35) ) Do (s, Mz, Mg, M)

—MZc (2s° M3 (655, — 352, +4) + sMy (12 (s, — 5) s2, + 41) + 2M (655, — 1552, + 8)

—5° (652, 4+ 5) )Co (5,0, MZ,MW,MW,MW)

,Ii

2 127T5w Cw S S—M2

+2M5 e Bo (s, My, Miy) + 3M3 (2sy, — 352, + 1) Do (5,0, My, Miy,)

_ Me,
s— M2

O (5,0, MZ, M) = { (M3 (72s,, — 174s,,+103) + 5 (5 — 657,))

(M3 (652, — 5) +2s (652, — 7)) Do (s, Mz, My, M)

L MEE (2M2 (655 — 1552 + 8) + 5 (7 — 653)) Co (5, 0, M2, MZy, M2y, M3) } |

1 1
P (5.0, M2, M2,) = —ii_ @ (M2 +25) (M2 (725 — 17452 + 103
4 (87 ’ A W) 7’2 67TSw Cw S(S _ M%)2 12 ( Z+ S) ( Z( Sw Sw+ )

+s(5— 6312,1) ) — 2M2c2 (M% — 4s) By (s M3, M‘%V) +3M%c2 (2312” (M% + 2s)
MZ w

—MZ —65)Dy (s,0, M, My,) + (MZ +2s) (M3 (652, —5) + 25 (652, — 7)) x
x Do (s, M%, Mp,, M§,) — Mz, (MZ + 25) (2M7 (6sy, — 1552, + 8)
s (7= 652) )Co (50, M3, My, M2y, M2) }

Ko 1
i
2 678y Cyp (5 — MZ)?

P (5,0, M2, M2,) = {M% (1852 — 19) + 12M2¢2 By (s, M2/, M3,)

M2
M2

+8M7 (3sy, — 4s2, + 1) Do (s,0, My, M) — (s (245}, — 6252, + 39)
—12M3% (6sy, — 1152, +5) ) Dy (s, M7, Mg, MW)
+6Mzca, (M3 (255, — 1) —25) Co (5,0, M3, My, My, Mg,) } :

K o 1

B
(I)é )(SuoaMgvMeV) = _Z§3ﬂ'8 c (S—M%)B

{ - %M% (M7 (725, — 90s2, + 17) + s (53 — 54s2))
M2
2(s — M%)
+sM7 (48sy, — 7052, + 21) + 24s°¢2 ) Dy (s, Mg, My, My,) — 3Mzcs (M7 (12s), — 2052, +9)

—5M3 (655, — 11s2, 4+ 5) Do (s,0, My, M) — (18M3% (65% — 1152 +5)

M2 (9 — 1452) + 257)Co (5, 0, M2, MRy, MZy, M3)) } ,
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o7 (5,0, M3, M}y) = —ig 67;; e _1M%) {2—14 (M3 (5452 (T — 4s2) — 161) + 5 (27052, — 277))
J& (M3 (43 — 42s2) + s (1852, — 19)) Bo (s, M, Myy,) + %cfv (M7 (652 — 11) — 6s) x
x Do (5,0, My, M) — m (Mg (12sy, + 852, — 21) + 2sM3 (24s), — T4s2, + 51)

+125c2,) Do (s, M3, My, My,) — 3¢z, (M3 (6sy, — 1152, + 5)

+sM3 (6 — 8s2) +25%)Co (5,0, M2, M§,, M, M) } ,

B ik, M2
o) (5,0, M2, M2,) = e Z By (0, M3, M3,),

(B) 2 2 icmcwM% 2 2
Oy (5,0, M7, My,) = ———=2 - By(0, My, M) . (265)

 6mssy (s — M2)

G.2 Form factors for the T'Z7 vertex in the fermionic sector

The coefficients of Eq. (I74]) are given by

) 2
C(F)2 _ ko, my ((2M§—43M§+52) C£2+20,f2M§) 7
0 6ms2c? (s — 4MZ) s2,
Cw; = 0,
- 2
s ARam} o
Gy = 6mscs2, ¢

. 2 72
2 mameZ 2 ~f2 f2 f2 4 f2 2 2
O} = Grwrd AN (5 c! —z(ca e )MZ+25 (cv —cf )MZ),

. 2
2 _ thamy 8 2 6 2 4
Ciry, = Grs22 (5 —AMZ) 752, <<4MZ — 2 (8mj} + 5s) Mz + 3s (12m5 + s) Mz

_ 1632m?M§ + 233m?> ci?y oMy (4M§ -2 (8mfc + s) M3 +s (4m?c + s)) ) , (266)

Cond ik o 4(Cf2 CfQ)M4—2<32 20/2 4 7 (CfQ sz))Mz
(Fo 1927c, (s — 4M2) s2, a t 0o z myCa” s (Ca” + 6y z

+ 3(16m§(}£2+3s (C£2+052))>,

3 _ 1K Q f2 f2
Cmy = 487c2 52, (O‘l +G ) ’
K 1k
Cd = ( 3m2 Cf2yof? (s —m? )_ (C(fz C’{Z) M2,
(F)2 487mc2, 52, ( s +8) + (8 mf) 247c2 52, + z
3 K« 2 2 f2 f2 12 6 f2 2\ 2
Cw5 = Tra o DI (83 miCL? +14 (€L + ) My + (8 (sc2+cf?)m3

_ 175(052+C{2)>M§+s<3s(052+052)—2(210£2+C’52)m?)M§>7
Cm? = o (Siij%) e (18 (052 + C{fz) ME 2 (8 (70;’2 + C{z) m? + 9s (052 + C{z)) ME

+ ((160m} + 116sm] + 35%) CL + CL? (4m] + 35) (3mF +s) ) M2

— 2sm? ((40m§ +215) CL2 4 L2 (8m2 + 55)) M2 + 52 (5052 n c{z) m? (2m3 + ) ) , (267)
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4
C(F)o

4
C’(1’)1

4
C(F)z

4
O(F)g

4
C(F)4

Cryg

5
C(F)l

5

O(F)z

5

C(F)3

Cir),

K Q

 144msc, (s — AM2

s (48 (2cg2+3c[2) m? + 13s (cjz +c{jz)) M2+ s° (chz+cgz (24m? +s))) ,

1K« fa 2 a2
12msc?, (s — 4M32) s2, (O‘l TG ) (s —3Mz) ,
; 2
ik amy fog. NPT ,
127sc2, (s — 4M32) s2, (Ca (S 5Mz) C, (s 3MZ)) ,
Ko
— 36 (052 01];2) MS 2( 56 (3052_052) 2
24msc?, (5—4M%)38%J< + 7+ m2

9s (C1? + cl?) )Mg — 25 ((98m} +55) CL% + CL? (55 — 22m3) ) M

s (cl?+cl?) (12m] +5) Mz +45° (] - ¢f) (¢l +cf) mi) :

K
12msc?, (s — 4M2

YL (18 (cl?+cl?)myp - 4(4 (¢l + cl?)m}
35 (C1? + cl?) >M§ +4m} ((40m3 +215) CL* + CL? (8m] + 11s) ) M
2sm} (24 (CL2 + €L mi +s (7017 +13CL7) ) M + 28°m] (c{ 2 (9m? + 4s)

12 (3m? + 25) )M; 5 (el —of) (¢f + o)y m (2m? + s)) 7

B 1Ko
288msc?, (s — 4MZ) 2s2,

125 (8 (6052 n 052) m3 + 5s (052 n 052)) M2 + 2 (96m§0§2 +7s (052 +C{2)) ) 7
Ko
24msc?, (s — 4M32) s2,

(052 +c{2) (s—6M3)

1K Q

T 2dmscz (s — AMZ) 52, (8 ((8 —3m3) Ci*+Cf? (m} + s))

2<(3C§2—5C£2) m3 + 2 <C£2+Cf2)>M§>7

B K«
24msc?, (s —4M3Z)3s

~ (36 (052 +052) M3 +4<(8—84m?‘)052
CJ? (28m] +s)>M3 = 3s (44 (017 - 30L%) mj + 55 (c1* + 0l) ) M2

25> ( (5 — 79m?) C({2 + C’ff2 (29m? + s) )M% + 443 (50}:2 — 207{2) mf:) ,

K«
24msc?, (s — 4AME

2<16 (712 + cl?)m] + 335 (052+c£2)>M§

(e
2<32 (50({2 n c{z) mi + 4s (51(};’2 + 5052) m3 + 155 (CZ2 + Cz’fz) )Mg

s<384m;%c£2 +16s (16C1 + Cf*) m} +35” (cf” + ¢f?) )M%

25°m} (C{ ? (6m} +s) — Cf? (66m7 + 35s) )M% + 88 (7(};‘ 2_cof 2) m7 (2m5 + s) ) ,

54

) 252 <_44(052-I-CZQ)Mg+2<96(26’52—1-052)m?+318<052_~_a{2)>Mé

(268)

<—88(c£2+052)M§+24<16(20;’2+052)m§+5s(cgfz+c{2)>M§

(269)



6
C(F)o

6
Cry,y
6
Ciry,

6
C(F)g

6
C(F)4

7
Ciry, =

7
Ciry,

7
C(F)g

+

7
C(F)4

+

 24msc, (s — 4M2)2s2,

1K Q

- . (052 + 052) <— T2My + 8 (48m7 + 19s) My

288msc, (s — 4M2)2s2,

— 25 (144mF + 35s) M7 + s* (48m7 + 11s) > ,

- ira (ci2+cl?) (s —2m3) .

24msc?, (s — 4M2) s2,

_ ika ( —|—Cf2)( (m?+s)—2(m?+2s)M§)y

24msc3, (s —4M32)

1K Q

48msc2, (s — 4M3%)

- ( (c2?+cl?) Mz +24 (L2 + CI?) (s — 4mi) M3
+ 43( (1le2—|—3Cf2)m 7s(cf2+cf2))M§

+ 5 (7 (s —20m3) CL2 + €L (75 — 44m3) ) M3 + 45° (517 + 20?) m?c) :

1K Q 4 2 22 2 6 2 4
= s (S_4M%)3S%U((MZ—4meZ+smf) <—4MZ+2(8mf+9s) My

- s (12m?c + 11s) M3 + 26 (mfc +s) )C’f2
+ cl? ( —4AM® + 2 (16m3} + 9s) M3 — (64m7 + 56sm7 + 115°) M5

+ 2s (32m4} + 16smf: + 82) Mé — s2mf: (20mf: + 93) M% + SSmf: (Qm? + s) )) ,

1K Q

(CI?+ cl?) M3 (6M3 — (32mF + 7s) M5 + 25 (4m] + 5)) |

127sc3, (s — 4AM3Z) 2,

- 48nmsc, (s — 4M2)3s
4 (052 +c£2) (s — 24m2) MS — 2s ((s —20m2) Cf2 + L2 (16m? —|—s)) M

s (32 (cl? =20 mj 435 (C1? + €1?)) M%) :

 8msc2, (s — 4M2)3s2,

1Ko f2 fz) M2
127sc, (s — 4M3) s2, (O‘l +C Z

K

(c{jz + c{fz) m3 M3,

1K Q

<125 mici? — 24 (cl? + cf”) M3

K Q

( (M} — 4m? M2 + sm?) <4Mg —16mA M

s (4m? — 3) M2 + 53) cl?+ oM <4 (M2 — 4m?2) 2ME + 8sm? (5M2 — 4m?) M2

s° (3m} + M3) + s* (4m} — 20MZm7 — 3My) >) ,

95

(270)
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8
C(F)o =

8
Ciry, =
8
Ciry, =

8
C(F)3 =

8
C(F)4

9
C(F)o

9
C(F)1

9
C(F)2

9
C(F)g

9
Ciryy

ik«
1447s2c, (s — 4M2)3s2,

(ci?+cl?) < — 216M5 + 8 (96m?2 + 19s) M

24s (16m7 + s) Mz + 3s” (3s — 16m3) M3 + s* (24m7 + s) > ,

iR o 12 ol 4 2, 2
127822, (s — 4M32) 252, (C +G ) —6Mz +sMz +57) ,
ik
1271'3202 (8—4M2 (Cf2 01{2) mf (_6M§+SM§+52) )
. (Zﬁ a4M2 ( 6(cl?+ qu?) MY —4 (C(J;? + C’qff?) (20m? + 3s) M3
- _

s ((20mf + s) C’Zz + C{jz (s — IOSm?)) Mg + 52 ((34m? + 35) C’Zz + C{jz (35 — 62m?c)) M%

5 (s = 22m3) CA% + €2 (2 5)) M3 25 (2004 %) )

= ik Q f2 fz)Mm 2( f2 f2) 112m2 L0
127522 (s — 4M2) 452, ( 36<C«z +CI?YME +2(CL?+cl?) (112mF + 95) M

+ 4 (=80 (cf?+cl?)m} - 25 (15027 + 31002 m} + 35 (CL?+ €L ) ) M3

+ s (256 (C}F +qu2) mh + 8s (13(}5‘2 — 7052) m3 — 9s° (052 +C{2)) M8
+ 52<—36 <C£2+C§2) mh + 2s (23(}52— 130{2) m3 + 35 <052+Cf2)>M§
= $'m3 (10 (€L + ) md + s (15087 + Cf?) ) M3

+ 54m? (2(m§+5)0§2+0f2(2m?+8))>7

K Q

= - B (052 + C{z) <108M§ —2(192m7 + 83s) M3

72122, (s — 4M3%

+  3s(128m7 + 23s) Mz — 65° (28m7 +s) Mz + s° (24m7 + ) ) :

Ko

= (C({2+C’ff2) (3Mz — 3sM3 + s°) ,

6ms2c2 (s — 4M2Z)2s2,
e

- _ (C({2+C’f2) m? (SMé —35M§+s2) ,

6ms2c2 (s —4M3Z)2s2,

_ ik o ( 72(Cf2+Cf2)MZ _‘_4(0({2_‘_01{2) (40m?+21s)M§

24ms2c2, (s —4M3Z)*s2,

4 (2 (C}j? + 33(}52) m? + 15s (Cf;Q + 052)) MS + 45° ( (55 — 18m?) €42

+ 5C1% (6m2 +s) )Mg +5° (sC? + 0L (s = 48m3) ) M2 + 45" (CI? +20?) m§> :

_ ik Q (36 (sz C’{jz) M}2—16 (O£2+C£2) (14m?+3s) M}o

127s%c2, (s — 4M2)4s

+ 8(10(c?+ ) mi+s (3307 + 490 m} + 38 (0L + ¢l 7)) M3
- 5(352 (G147 +C17) b + 208 (5C17 +15C1?) m3 + 957 <C£2+C{2)>M§
+ 5 (180 (C2? + Cf?) m + 85 (CL? + 100 ) m] 4 35% (€L + ) ) M}
= S'm} (4 (C+ ) md +s (s0d? +17007) ) M3

+ 54m? ((4m? + s) 052 + 2052 (2mf: + s)) ) .

56

(272)

(273)



G.3 Form factors for the T'ZZ vertex in the W sector

The coefficients corresponding to Eq. (IZ8]) are given by

—ika M2
Cow? = Z 2My (—12s8 +32s% — 2952 +9
"o 125%,0%,71’52(3—4M%)( Z( Sw 928 Sw + )
LM (4 (sh 4 s2) = 7) — 28 (2 _1)> 7
2
C(W)1 = 0,
2 —iHOéM% 4 2
Cwy, = m(—QSw +3sw — 1),
Co? = —ina M7 oM (1255, — 3252 + 2052 — 9) + sMa (—24s5, + 92s% — 11052, + 41
W5 = G ns(s - M) 7 (1284, — 32sy, + 29s3, — 9) + sMy (—24s,, + 92s,, — 110s,, + 41)
+ M3 (—12s% 42657 — 13) + 25% (52 — 1)2> :
9 —ir o M3 8 /.2 2 4 2
Comi = wewa 25~ W) ( —8Mz (su — 1) (45 — 3) (1255, — 20s3, +9)
+  4sMy (24s5, — 60sg, + 30sy, + 2555, — 18) + 25° Mz (—20s, + T6s),
— 103s%, +46) + s M7 (—4sy, + 2455, — 19) — 25" (s2, — 1) ) , (274)
—iKkQ
Cow? = 4My (12454, — 22852 + 101
("o 384 52, c2, w(s —4M32) ( z (12450, sw+101)
—  2sM7 (412s;, — 8365, + 417) + s* (1725, — 35652, + 181) ) ,
C 3 _ —iKk Q 4 1 2 9
Wi = g2 2 Gsw = 03w+§ ’
Cowy? = —ma (Lym gz 2 72 4 a3) — 56 954 — 1952 4 32
W2 = e a3 z (35w (4 (sw — T) s +43) = 56) + 5 ( 950 — Swt ) )
3 —ikQ 6 6 4 2 4 6 4
Cowyy = 9652 2 (s — 0107 <2MZ (—48sy, + 1965, — 304sy, + 151) + sMz(24s,, — 148s),
+ 342s), —209) — 25 M (44sy, — 7655, + 33) + 245> (53, — 1)2) :
3 —iKkQ 8 2 6 4 2
Com: = 3 T (s — D) <MZ (4sy — 3) (48sy, — 365y, + 165, — 31)

—  2sM (48s}, + 22855, — 532sy, + 247s%, + 7) + s* Mz (125, + 27655, — 407sy,

—  10s}, + 128) — s° M7 (3655, + 1655, — 13357, + 81) + 125 (s3, — 1)2> , (275)

o7



4
Cwy,g
4
O(W)1
4
Cwy,

4
C(W)3

4
O(W)4

5
Cwyg

5
O(W)1

Cow),

5
Cwyy

Cowy,

—iKk
288 52, c2, ws(s — 4M2)

2 <s2M§ (4 (7255, — 93s%, — 35) 52, + 225) + AM5 (57655, — 1164s,,

74052, — 153) — 2sM (864sS, — 1332sy, + 100s2, + 369) + s (—12sy, + 20s5, — 9) > ,

—ira (1258 — 2082, + 9)(s — 3M2)
24 82,2, ms(s —4M32) '
—ik o Mz (s3, — 1) (MZ (—36s,, + 9257, — 43) + s (1253, — 28s3, + 13))
2482, c2, ws(s —4M3) ’

—ik
48 52, c2, ws(s — 4MZ)3

4s° M7 (36s,, + 32s,, — 169s, + 101) + s° M7 (48s, — 60sy, — 40s, + 51) ) 7
—iKQ

24 82, 2 ws(s — 4AMZ)3

14s%, — 89) + 25> M5 (1085}, — 60sy, — 103sy, — 255, + 58)

(2M}° (4s3, — 3) (4850, — 365y, + 1655, — 31) + 2sM5 ( — 288s}, + 31250, + 5253,

s° My (—24s5, — 4855, + 98sy, + 3455, — 61) + s* M7 (1255, — 165y, — 5si, +9) > ,

—iKk
576 s2, c2, ms(s — 4MZ)?

<8M§ (57655, — 1164sy, + 74053, — 153) — 485M7 (2455, + 925y,

24657, + 127) + 24s° M7 (1565, — 31655, + 157) + s° (—492s,, + 102857, — 525) ) :

—iKQ 4 2 9 2
65, — 10 =)(s—6M
24 52, 2, ms(s — 4M32) <( S S + 2)(5 Z)> ’
—iK o

My (—36s% + 12852 — 13552 +4
245&6&“(5_41\4%)( 7 (—36sy, + 128s,, — 135s;, + 43)

1

55Mz (1250, + 245, — 9957, + 61) + 5° (—951 41952 — 3749> ) 7
—iKQ

48 52, c2, ms(s — 4M2)3

45 M (—3965%, + 1600sy, — 1781s3, + 577) + s> M3z (6965, — 26205, + 275855, — 839)

<4M§ (4s%, (84sy, — 375sy, + 452) — 641)

25° M% (—48s5, + 228s% — 2845% + 105) — 24s* (5% — 1)2> ,
—ilKQ

24 52, 2 ws(s — 4MZ)3

25° M3 (—36s}, + 840s5, — 12435y, + 2295, + 205) + s° My (1255, — 372s0, + 245s,, + 508s;, — 391)

85" M2 (3%, + 1050, — 2852 + 15) — 1257 (5% — 1)2> 7

o8

(4M§ (4%, (84sy, — 37555, + 452) — 641) + 2sM 5 (—264s, + 1396s,, — 178655, + 653)

(276)

(2M§° (4s3, — 3) (48sy, — 365, + 1652, — 31) + sM3Z(29 — 4s3, (540s,, — 99553, + 458))

(277)



6
C(W)o

6
Cwy 1

6
Cwy,

6
C(W)g

6
C(W)4

7
C(W)o
7
C(W)1
7
Cw),

7
C(W)3

7
Cwy,

—ik
576 s2, c2, ws(s — 4M2)?

< — 24M73 (165, — 13) (1254, — 2085, + 9) + 325M7 (108sy, — 725,

17952, + 141) — 85° M3 (7255, + 27655, — 79055, + 435) + s° (540sy, — 11085, + 561) > ,
—iKkQ

24 82 c2 ws(s — 4M2)
—ik Q

2482 ¢ ws(s — 4M2)

((—653 + 10s2, — g)(s — 2M§)) ,

(Mé (1257, — 325, + 295, — 9)

1
55M7 (1251, + 405, — 12357, +69) + 5° <9sz —195% + i_9> ) :

—iKk
48 52, c2, ms(s — 4M32)
12sM3 (—36sq, + 408y, + s2, — 7) + s> My (264s5, — 260s,, — 10255, + 111)

- <12M§ (4s2, — 3) (1255, — 20s2, +9)

s° M7 (4859, + 285y, — 180s5, + 105) + 24s™ (s2, — 1)2) ,
—iKQ
852 c2 ms(s —4M32)

sMy (4s3, — 3) (96sq, — 76s,, — 3655, + 15) — s°M(120s}, + 1525, — 538sy, + 2125, + 53)

- ( —2My (3 - 4s5,) ? (12s;, — 205, +9)

s My (12s3, + 120s;, — 163s,, — 61s5, + 92) — 25" M7 (8sy, + 25y, — 27s, +17) +4s° (3, — 1)2> , (278)

—ika M2
384 s2, 2, ws(s — 4MZ)

<4M§ (1652, — 13) (12sy, — 20s,, +9)

s (—372sy, + 74855, — 375) —

5s% (12sy, — 20s;, +9)
s—4AM?2 '

—'LK/QM% 4 2
12s,, — 20 9
24 82 2 ws(s — 4M2) (125 Sw +9),
—ZHOZM% 6 4 2
125, — 32 2 —
242, 2 ws(s —4M32) ( Sw = 328, +29, =9 ],
—ika M2

5158 2 na(s — AAID) <6M§ (452, — 3) (125, — 2052, + 9) + sMy(—456s5, + 1348s,,
w Cw - z

1290s2, + 393) + s° M3 (9655, — 220sy, + 10855, + 15) — 65° (4s5, — 952, + 5) > :

—ika M2
852, c2 ms(s — 4M32)

2sM (9655, — 15255, + 20s,, + 5855, — 21) — s> Mz (24s5, + 11255,

. ( —2M3 (3 — 4s3) ® (1253, — 20s2, +9)

330sy, + 25455, — 59) + s° M7 (2855, — 485y, + 1555, +5) — 4s™ (s2, — 1)2> ,

99

(279)



—IKkQ
Cown® = —24M% (3252 — 23) (125 — 20s% +9
"o 288 52, 2, ws2(s — 4M2)3 ( 7 (325 ) (125, s +9)

+  8sM5 (57655, — 1068sy, + 48455, + 15) + 24s° M (2455, — 1165y, + 16652, — 73)

+  3s°M7 (—96s5, + 332s,, — 380s%, + 145) + s* (12s,, — 20s%, + 9) ) ,

Co® = —ina —125% + 2082 — 9)(s> + sM2 — 6M
! 2452, c2, ms?(s — 4MZ)? (712, +20s )&+ oMz 2))

8 —iHQM% 6 4 2 2 2 2
Cony = 2452, c2, ms?(s — 4M3Z)? <(_128w 325, — 20y +9)(s” +5Mz = 6MZ)> ’
Cw)® = i 8M3° (2057 — 11) (12s% — 2052 +9)

3 48 52, c2, ws?(s — 4AM3Z)*

—  8sM3(324s,, — 908s,, + 835s;, — 244) + 25° M (744s;, — 1996s,, + 1626s%, — 375)
+  4s°My (—12s5, + 20s,, + 31s2, — 36) s* Mz (—48s5, + 172s,, — 2085, + 85) ) ,

Con§ = 3 ia 7:;2“(80‘_ YA (- AMY (453, — 3) (202, — 11) (1255, — 203, +9)
+  2sMy° (4 (384sy, — 8765, + 691s2, — 218) s, + 93)

—  45°M3 (1085}, + 15655, — 69555, + 56455, — 130) — 25> M5 (60s5, — 49655, + 8655, — 51353, + 84)

+ 25" My (125, — 4850, + 41si, + 1750, — 21) + 8" M3 (—12s5, + 405y, — 4555, + 17) > , (280)
—iKkQ
Cow? = —12M% (3252 — 23) (125 — 20s% +9
"o 144 82, ¢2, ws2(s — 4M2)3 ( 7 (325 ) (125, s +9)

+ 2sM5(2304s], — 46685, + 285255, — 429) + 35° Mz (—672s, + 13565, — 8125, + 113)

+  3s°Mj (96s;, — 212s,, + 148si, — 31) + 5" (—12s, + 20s3, — 9) ) :

9 —ika 4 2 2 2 4
C(W)l = 123%} C%} 7T32(3—4M%)2 ((128111 _208111 +9)(S —3SMZ +3Mz)> 5

9 —iHQM% 6 4 2 2 2 4
Cwy, = 1252 & 752 (s — AMZ)? ((125w — 328y, +29sy, —9)(s” —3sMz + 3MZ)) ,
Cw)) = —ika AMY (202, — 11) (1252 — 2052 + 9)

3 2482, c2, ws2(s — 4M32)*4 v v “

+  2sM5(—T792sy, + 2020s,, — 171855, + 461) + 6s° M5 (120s5, — 260s,, + 15855, — 13)
+ My (—288s), + 588sy, — 31655, +9) + s* M7 (252, — 1) (452, — 5) (655, — 5) > ,

9 —ika 12 2 2 4 2
Cwi = T B 52 (s — A ( * —2M " (4sy, — 3) (20sy, — 11) (12s,, — 20s3, +9)
+  4sMj° (5285, — 118855, + 892s,, — 227s%, + 3) — 25° M (540s}, — 960,

+  361sy, + 147s2, — 76) + s° M5 (264s}, — 3685y, + 265y, + 9053, — 3)

— 25"My (125}, + 12s), — 555, + 3555, — 3) s" M7 (1255, — 28sy, + 217, — 5) > ) (281)

60



G.4 Form factors for the TZZ vertex in the (Z, H) sector

The coefficients corresponding to Eq. ([I82]) are given by

Ciz.myy

Cizm);
Cizmy

Ciz.myy
Cizm),
Ciz.m)s

Ciz.myy

Cizmy:

Cz,myp
Ciz,m)
Ciz,my
C’(z,H)g
Cz,m)s
Cz,m)s

Cizmyg

Ciz.ny;

ik aM2 4 . ) ,
B Mz + MMz — 3sM
127r52cgu(s—4M%)812U( 7+ MMz —3sMz +s°)
1Ko

24mws2c, (s — AMZ) 2, (M%I - M%) (S - 2M§) ,

_C(Z,H)i )
T (ZH_Q4M2 e ((8MS + s*) M + M3 (s — 4M3) (s — 2M3) (35 — 2M3)) ,
w zZ w
SR (i“_“4M2)252 (2 (AMfy — §°) M4 — s (2M% + 5) 2M% + s> M% (2M% +5))
w zZ w
ik M2

6ms2c (s — 4M2)2s2,
K (2M§I + s)

48ms2c2, (s — AM2)? 2,

2s (—M?_} — 23M§I + 32) M% + 82M;11> ,

K
487s2c?, (s — 4M3Z) 2s2,

( (8M% + s*) My

AM7 (s — 4M3z) (2Mz — sM3 + s°) M + 4sM7z (s — 4M7z) 2) 7
1Ko
384mc, (s —4M32) s2,

(M + 80Mz + 35> — 2 (4M7; + 15s) M) |
1Ko

1927c2, (s — 4M32) s2, (

AME —s)

K Q

1927¢2, (s — 4M32) s2, (4Mi; —8M + )
e (S“‘_"‘4M2)282 (2M} — AMZ + ) (6M#r + 6 (s — 4M2) M} + (s — 28M3) (s — 4M2)) ,
w z w
o (8““_04M2 7 (2M7 — s) (6Mfr — 4 (2M5 + s) M7 + (s — 16M3) (s — 6M3)) ,
w z w
1Ko

96mc2, (s — 4M32)2s2, (
ik«
96mc, (s — 4M2)? 82,

8Myz (8M7 + s) Mz + sMz (16My + 3sMz — s°) ) :

1K Q

96mc2, (s —4M2)2s

(s — 16M2) (s — 4M2)> M3 — 2M2 (s — 4M2) 2 (35 — 4M2) ) ,

61

(=sMp — (3Mf + 5s) Mz + (Mg + s) (M + 2s) Mz)

(4 (7s — 4Mf) Mz + 4 (Mf; — s) (M7 + 3s) M3

32M5 — 2 (AMFr + 19s) My + (6 My + 11sMjr + 6s°) Mz — 6sMjy) |

(3M§1 —4(2M% + s) My + (32M3 + 6sM3 + s°) My

- (3M§, +6(s—4MZ) M +4 (s — TM3) (s — 4M3) My

(282)

(283)



1K Q
Cizm: = (3041\/16 —10sMy — 13s° M3 + s°
(ZHao 288msc2, (s — 4M32)° 52, z z z
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G.5 The improvement contribution

The two form factors with the improvement contribution are given by
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G.6 Coefficients of the external leg corrections
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The one - loop graviton - Higgs mixing amplitude is given by
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