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1. Introduction

In this talk we present the first combined analysis of thequigliparameters and 7' [1;, 2],
including the newly discovered Higgs-like boson and pdesspbin—1 composite resonances at the
one-loop level [3:/4]. We consider a general Lagrangian émginting theSU (2), @ SU (2)z —
SU(2).+r pattern of electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB), with a-losar realization of
the corresponding Goldstone bosoiis [5]. We consider syrarmyipled models where the gauge
symmetry is dynamically broken by means of some non-peatiud interaction. Usually, theories
of this kind do not contain a fundamental Higgs, bringingtéasl composite states of different
types, in a similar way as it happens in Quantum Chromodycsnin the past, electroweak (EW)
chiral effective Lagrangians.[5] were used for the studyhefablique parameters [6]. In the recent
years, several works have incorporated vector and ax@bweesonances and performed one- Ioop
computations of and7" within a similarSU (2), ® SU (2)r/SU (2).+& effective framework]7, 8]
However, they contained unphysical dependences on trevidlket (UV) cut-off, manifesting the
need for local contributions to account for a proper UV ccetiph. Our calculation avoids this
problem through the implementation of short-distance @ams$ on the relevant Green functions,
in order to satisfy the assumed UV behaviour of the stromglypled theory. As shown in Refs. [9,
10], the dispersive approach we adopt avoids all techtieslassociated with the renormalization
procedure, allowing for a much more transparent understgraf the underlying physics.

2. Electroweak effective theory

Let us consider a low-energy effective theory containing 8tandard Model (SM) gauge
bosons coupled to the EW Goldstones, one scalar Stateith massms, = 126 GeV and the
lightest vector and axial-vector resonance multiplétandA, which are expected to be the most
relevant ones at low energies. We assume the SM pattern ofBEAMI& the scalar field; is taken
to be a singlet, wheredsandA are introduced as triplets.

The relevant one-loop absorptive diagrams we will competgiire interaction vertices with
at most three legs. In addition, since we just consider dmritons from the lightest channels,
¢ ¢ (two Goldstones) andi¢ for the S—parameter, an@ B and S1B for T, we will just need the
Lagrangian operators:[3, 4]
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with uy = —Gd,¢/v+ ... and the other chiral tensors are defined:ini[4, 11]. In additive
will have the Yang-Mills and gauge-fixing terms, with the qmiation performed in the Landau
gauge. The term proportional tgy in Eq. (2.1) contains the coupling of the scafarresonance
to two gauge bosons. Farp, = 1 one recovers thg — ¢ ¢ vertex of the SM. The computation is
performed in the Landau gauge.
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3. Oblique parameters

The S—parameter measures the difference between the off-dig6tB correlator and its SM
value, whileT parametrizes the breaking of custodial symmetry [1]:

16m SM 4mn SM
S:g—2(€3—€3 )7 T:m(q—el )7 (31)
with g ~ 1
€3 = — |_|30(0), e = —2(|_|33(O) — nww(O)). (32)
8 My

The tree-level Goldstone contribution é has been removed frorlﬁgo(qz) in the form
M30(q?) = ¢°MNao(g?) + g*tanBy v? /4. For the computation of these oblique parameters we have
made use of the dispersive representations [i, 3, 4]

*d
= gztla% 07t [s(r) — ps(t)®M], (3.3)
T e [z o0 - o™, 3.4)

with the one-loop spectral functions (we will remain at Istverder ing andg’)

ps(t) = 7—]:[|mﬁ30(t), pr(t) = 7—1TIm[Z(t)(°> —5()H)]. (3.5)

The first dispersion relation) (3.3) was worked out by Peshith Bakeuchi 1] and its convergence
requires a vanishing spectral function at short distan8asceps(r)SM vanishes at high energies,
the spectral functioms(z) of the theory we want to analyze must also go to zero fer «. This
removes from the picture any undesired UV cut-off dhdepends only on the physical scales of
the problem. For the computation Bf we employ the Ward-Takahashi identity [12] which relates
the M3z andyy polarizations with the EW Goldstone self-energié® andz(*), respectively. In
the Landau gauge one finds the next-to-leading order (NL@jioa e; = 2'(0)(© — 3/(0)(+), with
¥'(t) = $2(t) [8, 4]. We have computed the one-loop contributions to thiei@one self-energies
from the lightest two-particle absorptive cutgB andS1B. Our analysisi[3,:4] shows that, once
proper short-distance conditions have been imposed orothefactors that determingg(z), the
spectral functiorpr () also vanishes at high momentum and one is allowed to reGobgrmeans

of the UV-converging dispersion relation (3.4). Nonetksjave want to stress that this property,
hinted previously by Ref.[8], has only been explicitly cked for the leading channelg$,B and
S1B, contributing toT'. The Y/t and Y/ weights in Egs.{3:3) and (3.4), respectively, enhance the
contribution from the lightest thresholds and suppressiebis with heavy states [110]. Thus, in this
talk we focus our attention on the lightest one and two-plattuts: ¢, V, A, ¢ ¢ andS,¢ for the
S—parameterp B andS1B for T. Since the leading-order (LO) determinationSoélready implies
that the vector and axial-vector masses must be above theda¥, two-particle cuts with and

A resonances are very suppressed. Their effect was estima®ed. [11] and found to be small.

4. Short-distance constraints: Weinberg sum-rules

Since we are assuming that weak isospin and parity are gaadhsyries of the strong dy-
namics, the correlatdrzg(s) can be written in terms of the vectak ¢ L) and axial-vector§ — L)
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two-point functions as [1]

gtanBy
4

|_|30(S) = N [nvv(s) — nAA(S)] . (41)

In asymptotically-free gauge theories the differeiitg, (s) — Maa(s) vanishes at — o« as 1/s
[3]. This implies two super-convergent sum rules, knowthaslst and 2nd Weinberg sum-rules
(WSRs) [14]. At LO (tree-level), the 1st and 2nd WSRs imphgpectively, i1, 14]

F2—F2 =12, F2M?2 — F2M2 = 0, (4.2)

where the 1st (2nd) WSR stems from requirifigy (s) — M4 (s) to vanish faster than/k (1/s?)

at short distances. If both WSRs are valid, one Mgs< M, and the vector and axial-vector
couplingsFy 4 can be determined at LO in terms of the resonance massgs41,13]. On the
other hand, if only the 1st WSR is assumed then the vector Ismger forced to be lighter than
the axial-vectori[16,17]; all one can say is ti#t> F?2. Itis likely that the 1st WSR is also true
in gauge theories with non-trivial UV fixed pointg [8]. Hoveeythe 2nd WSR cannot be used in
Conformal Technicolour models: [8] and its validity is quesable in most Walking Technicolour

scenarios:[16].
The ¢ ¢ andS1¢ contributions to the spectral functigi(7) are given by
2
g tanby 2
=0 F , 4.3
Ps(s)|pp (s) 1922 E2NOI (4.3)
3
g>tan6y m§
psOlsie = —B(s—mf) S | Fh(5)F ( - Tl) , (4.4
with the ¢ ¢ andS1¢ form-factors, respectively, provided at LO hy [3, 4, 10]
N S
Ty =1+ o , T =ky | 1+ 7 , 4.5
50 (5) VM‘Z,—s $16(5) = Kw < AMf—s) (4.5)

with oy = Fy Gy /v? anda, = FyA*/(kwv). We will demand these form factors to fall &§1/s),
ie., oy = oy = 1 [3, 4]. When computing th& parameter at NLO we found that thgeB and
S1B channels in thepr (¢) spectral function were fully determined by the form-fastofy, and
7, Y respectivelyi[4]. This relation between tihg vector form-factor and th&—parameter was
also previously hinted in Refi}[8]. Thus, in addition to makilzo(¢) and ps(t) well-behaved at
short distances, these conditions alone lead to a goodedmnigtgy behaviour for ther(¢) spectral
function [3,14].

5. Theoretical predictions at LO and NLO

At leading order, the tree-level Goldstone self-energiesdentically zero and one h#iso = 0.
On the other hand, for th&-parameter one obtaing [1,/3, 4, 11]

412 M?
Slo = 1+ —V> Two WSRs 5.1
0= ( = ( ) (5.1)
A71,2
Sto > A’; (Only the 1st WSRsMy < M), (5.2)
14
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with the last inequality flipping sign (becoming an idenfity the inverted-mass scenaud, >
M, [16,17] (degenerate-mass scenaiip = M,). Eq. (5.1) assumes the validity of the two WSRs,
while only the 1st WSR is taken into account in 5. (5.2), msusningMy, < My. In both cases,
the resonance masses need to be heavy enough to comply evittrittgent experimental limits on
S [2], implying My > 1.5 TeV (2.3 TeV) at the 8 (10) level.

At NLO, the requirement that Ifz(s) vanishes at short distances allows us to reconstruct
the full correlatorMzo(s) through a one subtracted dispersion relatjon.[3, #4 20, 11]:

gztanew V2 F‘fz FA’2
M30(s)InLo = — 5 MZ—s M2

+ ﬁ(s)) : (5.3)

with the renormalized”} and M} and the finite one-loop contributiof(s), fully determined by
ImM30(s) (see App. A of Ref.i[11]). By imposing the WSRs at NLO, one oL O conditions
on the high-energy expansionldo(s)|nLo in powers of ¥s. Its real and imaginary parts allow us
to constrain the renormalized resonance couplifigfsand produces the conditicty, = M2 /M3
(in the case with two WSRs), respectively. Thus, for the Niz(darameter one finds [3, 4]

1 1 1 MZ 11 Mz, M2 M M2 11
s—am?( 2o L)y L gy 1t My My My (o Mi
' <M5+M§> +12n[ 92 "8 T2 9z mi\"%2 "6

S1
(Two WSRs) (5.4)
Am? 1 Mz 11 ) M2 17 M2
S>—+—||(Ih—=—-—=)—kKy|log— ——+—F5
(Only the 1st WSRMy < My), (5.5)
wheremy sets the reference Higgs mass in the definition of the obliguameters. We have used
the renormalized masses in the NLO expressions and thessuipér is dropped from now on.
As in the LO case, in the cagéy, > M, [16,.17] (M4 = My), the inequality (5:5) flips direction
(becomes an identity).
As we saw in the previous section, one also hbag) 2% 0 for the¢ B andS1B channels once

the ps () spectral function constraints, = g4 = 1 are imposed and the form-factors vanish at high
energies. Thé& dispersion relation (3.4) becomes then UV convergent aeidyi3,:4]

2 2
1+log”H _ k2 (1410g752 )| . (5.6)
M2 M3

3
r= 1671C02 By

Terms of &'(m3 /M3) have been neglected in Egs. {5.4)2(5.6). After imposinghiga-energy
constraints, th& andT determinations can be written in terms of two (three) patarsee.g., My
andky (My, My andky), in the case with two WSRs (with only the 1st WSR).

6. Phenomenology

1) Case with two WSRs: In the more restrictive scenario, we find at 68% (95%) CL (E)g.
0.97(0.94) < ky < 1, My > My > 5(4)TeV. (6.1)

As Ky = M2 /M2 due to the 2nd WSR at NLO, the vector and axial-vector turntoute
quite degenerate.
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Figure 1: NLO determinations of and T, imposing the two WSRs. The grid lines correspondvp
values from 15 to 6.0 TeV, at intervals of ® TeV, andky = 0,0.25,0.50,0.75,1. The arrows indicate the
directions of growingy andky. The ellipses give the experimentally allowed regions & g8range),
95% (green) and 99% (blue) CL [2].

2) Case with only the 1st WSR: The previous stringent bounds get softened when only the
1st WSR is required to be valid. On general grounds, one wexjgkct this scenario to
satisfy the mass hierarctdyy < M4. Assuming a moderate splitting®< My /M, < 1, we
obtain (68% CL)

0.84 < ky < 1.3, My > 15TeV. (6.2)

Slightly larger departures from the SM can be achieved bidaning a larger mass split-
ting.

When the resonance masses become degenerate, the allmgedeathe scalar coupling
shrinks to 097 < ky < 1.3 (68% CL) (black band Fig, 2, right-hand side). A heavieores
nance mass is also necessary, With= M, > 1.8 TeV (68% CL).

Finally, in the inverted-mass scenario, we obtain the ufgeemd ky < 2 (68% CL) for
1< My /My < 2. Nonetheless, if no vector resonance is seen below the Mg\(1 TeV)
the scalar coupling becomes again constrained to be aroynd 1 for 1 < My /My < 2,
with the 68% CL interval F < ky < 1.9. The outcomes for various mass splittings in the
different scenarios with only the 1st WSR (normal-ordemefjenerate and inverted-mass)
can be observed in Fig. 2.

In summary, contrary to what is sometimes stated, the cusalestroweak precision data easily
allow for resonance states at the natural EW scalewell over the TeV. The present results are in
good agreement with thi — WW, ZZ couplings measured at LHC, compatible with the Standard
Model up to deviations of the order of 20% or smaller, [18]).e& conclusions are generic, since
we have only used mild assumptions about the UV behavior eltiderlying strongly-coupled
theory, and can be easily particularized to more specificaisoobeying theU (2), @ SU (2)g —
SU(2).+r EWSB pattern.
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Figure 2: Left-hand side: Scatter plot for the 68% CL region, in the case when only tHeWISR is
assumed, foMy < M,. The dark blue and light gray regions correspond, respagfito 02 < My /My < 1
and 002 < My /M, < 0.2. Right-hand side: 68% CL region with only the 1st WSR for the degenerate

and inverted-hierarchy scenarios. The black (dark) andrg(kghter) regions correspond, respectively, to
My =M, and 1< My /M, < 5. We consideMy 4 > 0.4 TeV in both plots.
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