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The leading order production of an SM singlet-like scalar has primarily been realized through the
gluon fusion process by mixing with the SU(2),, scalar doublet of the model. The dominant part
of the physical state, i.e., the singlet component, does not have any role in its direct production.
Focusing on such a state with a mass smaller than the SM-like Higgs scalar, we calculate the dom-
inant next-to-leading (NLO) order corrections to its production cross-section. With these improved
cross-sections, the present and future LHC limits may become somewhat more stringent.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Higgs boson was discovered a few years ago [1-3] at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) with
Standard-Model (SM)-like interactions and mass my, ~ 125 GeV. In various beyond the SM (BSM)
scenarios, it often appears as a part of an enlarged scalar sector that also contains additional Higgs
states. There are various possibilities with additional scalars that are singlet under the SM gauge group
but may be involved in the electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) through renormalizable interactions
with the Higgs doublets. In this paper, we consider the minimal possible extension where a gauge-
singlet scalar is added to the SM particle content [4—14]. A singlet-like state is often considered to
explain the dark matter abundance [7], initiate a first-order electroweak phase transition (EWPT) [15],
or generate the neutrino masses [16, 17]. In the context of Supersymmetry (SUSY), the Next to Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model (NMSSM) contains a singlet superfield [18, 19]. The singlet superfield
is helpful in addressing the tt problem in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM).

Since a singlet-like scalar is well motivated in a wide range of BSM scenarios, it is important to study
its production and possible signatures at the LHC. At the LHC, a spin-0 state can either be produced
directly through the gluon fusion process (ggF) at one-loop or via the cascade decays of some heavier
states. Its cross-section may be computed in terms of its doublet component. For example, when the SM
is augmented with a real singlet scalar ¢ (from here on, we refer to this model as the ¢+SM scenario),
one obtains an SM-like /2 and a mostly singlet state ¢ in the physical basis. The leading order (LO)
cross-section of ¢ essentially goes as the production cross-section of the doublet scalar at mass mgy but
is suppressed by the tiny doublet component inside. As a result, the LO ¢ production cross-section for
similar masses is smaller than that of 4. Similarly, the tiny doublet part generally determines the cascade
productions of ¢ as well. As the LHC bounds on the couplings of 4 to the gauge bosons and fermions are
expected to become tighter [20], the mixing between the singlet and the doublet scalars will be severely
restricted. Consequently, producing the singlet ¢ at the LHC would become more and more challenging.
We note that the new state may also open up a possibility where the vector boson fusion may become
important [21] in the production of a spin-0 state.

In this letter, going beyond the LO calculation, we consider the next-to-leading order (NLO) elec-
troweak (EW) correction to ¢ production. It is induced by a tree-level ¢hh vertex from the renormaliz-
able Higgs-portal-like ¢ — H interactions. This results in a non-vanishing gg¢ coupling at the two-loop
level (see Fig. 1). Earlier, the two-loop electroweak processes mediated by fermions and gauge bosons
were computed in [22-24] (also see [25]) which lead to an overall dgy ~ 5% contribution at the NLO to
an SM-like Higgs scalar /4. Here, we consider the corrections for a dominantly singlet-like state, where
the contributions mediated by the EW gauge bosons would become less important. As we will see, over-
all, an enhancement up to ~ 7% to the LO cross-section may be observed. Here, our primary concern is
alight ¢ (my < my,), and our analysis can be generalized to any model with an extended scalar sector.

II. THE GLUON FUSION CROSS-SECTION OF A SINGLET-LIKE STATE

We now look at the amplitude for the relevant two-loop EW processes, g** (k) + g5V (g — k) — ¢,
mediated by the ¢hh cubic interaction, as depicted in Fig. 1. We calculate the above two-loop diagrams
with the help of one-loop effective vertices.! Such a disentanglement can be conceived from the general
two-loop integral in terms of two momentum variables. We discuss it in detail in the next sections.

I A similar technique was earlier used by Barr and Zee in calculating the dipole moments of the electron and the neutron [26].



FIG. 1. Two-loop contributions to the gg¢ coupling, mediated by the ¢hh vertex.

A. CALCULATION OF THE TWO-LOOP gg¢ AMPLITUDE

To appreciate the method that would be followed in the analysis, we start with the two-loop planar
vertex (Fig.la). Its amplitude, .#Z"", can be expressed as,
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where D;(i = 1...6) read as Dy = (2 —m}, Dy = (¢ —{)>* —m3, D3 = (p—{)* —m?, Dy = p> —m?,
Ds = (p—q)* —m?, and Dg = (p —k)?> — m?. We calculate the prefactor Q explicitly below. Note that,
only Dy,D,, and D3 are the /-dependent denominators. The loop integral in Eq. (1) can be expressed in
a more intuitive form,
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Following Eq. (1), Q = AS, where & is calculated below. Notably, the amplitude in Eq. (3) can be
expressed in terms of the one-loop gghh effective vertex shown in Fig. 2a. Subsequently, we use E’f Y
in Eq. (2) for evaluating the gg¢ amplitude shown in Fig. 2b. This way, the two-loop amplitude can
essentially be realized through the one-loop vertices gghh and gg¢, respectively. While evaluating the
first loop, we keep the full momentum dependence for the two Higgs scalars and then execute the loop

integral over the Higgs momentum to calculate the amplitude of gg¢.
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FIG. 2. Realization of the diagram la (planar diagram) through one-loop effective vertices.



Now, the amplitude for the gghh vertex in Fig. 2a can be written as,
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where & = —igZm?Tr(T*T?) /v* with g, being the strong coupling constant, m, the top-quark mass, and
7" the generators of SU(3).. The numerator, ./{"", can be read from Eq. (3) as, 4}V = Tr [}/“ (p+

m,)(p—f+mt)(;ﬁ—¢+mz)}’v(¢—k+mt)} , and the denominator, & = [(pz—m,z){ —m, }{ pP—

m}{(p— k7 —m?}].

Since gluons are transverse in nature, we use the transverse projection operator, Pr v = guy —

kvlg—k)y to write & 1 v as E‘f E1Pr,uv, Where E; is the scalar gghh vertex factor. £ can be calculated

by the following relation,
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where we have used the properties of Pry: Pr k) = 0= Pr kY and Pr Py’ =2 (K} and kY
denote the gluon momenta). Therefore, one can recast Eq. (5) as,
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The prefactor § can be expressed in a conventional form, & = —imaym?§ /v?, where we have used
Tr(TT") = §%/2 and &, = g2/(4m). At this point, it is convenient to s1mp11fy the denominator, as-
suming vanishing momenta for the gluons and ¢, i.e., setting k,q — 0. Then introducing the Feynman
parametrization, Eq. (6) becomes
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where x is the Feynman parameter, 4 = p — x/ is the new shifted momenta, A = x(x — 1)¢* +m? and
M= Pr .
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FIG. 3. Realization of the diagram 1b (non-planar diagram) through one-loop effective vertices.

In a similar manner, the amplitude of the non-planar gg vertex (Fig. 1b) can also be realized through
one-loop vertices, as shown in Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b. Then the scalar form factor =, for the gghh effective

vertex in Fig. 3a reads as,
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The numerator in Eq. (7) and in Eq. (8) can be assembled in a suitable basis:

No= (A AVE + (82 + (k) (g A)E + (kAE +(q A + (£.4)(k£)(g.£)E)
+ (A A)E + (£.5)(q.8)260 + (q.8)(CA)ET + (LA)ES + (k) (CAEY +ES . )
Here, él(i), - 51(12) (i=1,2 stands for the diagrams in Fig. 2a and 3a, respectively) are the scalar functions
which depend on m;, my, the Feynman parameter x, and scalar combinations of different momenta k, g,

and ¢. They are defined in Appendix (A). After performing the momentum integration over the shifted
momentum variable £, we can write the gghh vertex in a compact form:
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where, F() = (1 —x)? and F® = 2(1 — x)x. The different form factors are classified as follows.
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where A, = % —y+log(4rm), d =4 —¢, and y = 221010 < —logn+Y) %) ~ 0.57722 is the Eu-
ler—-Mascheroni constant.

As stated earlier, we can now use Eq. (10) to calculate the two-loop coupling between the singlet-like
scalar ¢ and two gluons. In other words, we can substitute the effective gghh amplitude in Fig. 2b and
3b while keeping full momentum dependence for the Higgs fields. The respective amplitudes can be
calculated as,

—
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where A is the ¢hh coupling as before and m, is the mass of the SM-like Higgs scalar. After performing
the momentum integral over ¢, we write down the two-loop amplitude for the gg¢ vertex:

MY = iNS M (15)
where A/ = 21#4(2 M +%2) with /| and ./, are the form factors arising from Eq. (15). Note that
there is a symmetry factor, 2 for the diagram in Fig. 1a.” Finally, the amplitudes in Eq. (14) can be
evaluated using Package-X [27, 28]. The total amplitude .# is completely UV-finite. Moreover, it is
also independent of the choice of the renormalization scale. For the sake of completeness, we also show
the LO amplitude .#"© for the production of an SM-like Higgs scalar,
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2 There is no symmetry factor for the non-planar diagram (see e.g., [24]).



where
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and T = —+. For an SM-like Higgs, the ratio, /ng’o has been computed adopting a different route in

Ref. [24] earher Now, we also calculate the same ratio by replacing the coupling A with the trilinear

coupling for an SM-like Higgs scalar Ahhh ==t w1th v =246GeV. We find that it closely agrees with
the value obtained in Ref. [24].

B. THE NLO CORRECTIONS TO CROSS-SECTION OF ¢

We can calculate the NLO cross-section for the production of ¢ as follows.

050 = 050 + Ogep +21/ Oge905° (17)

where 6(150 is the LO cross-section including the QCD corrections in the SM. In addition to the LO

value, JJLO includes contribution linear in A from the interference between the LO amplitude .#"©

and A/ g(?q;mp) Since the contribution from the wave-function renormalization, 6Z, [24] is small for our

choice of parameters (described in the next sections), we ignore it in Eq. (17).
In the effective-theory description, the interaction generated by M (2L°°p) can be expressed in terms

of the gluon field-strength tensor, Gy = dugv — dvgu + O(g 2). SW1tch1ng from the position space to
the momentum space (d — ik), we can write

Gquuv —> i (kuglv _kvglu) [ ((q_k)#gw - (6] _k)ngu) +@(g3) = mégmgz‘,P#v +®(g3)7 (18)

where g1, and gy are the field vectors for the two gluons respectively. We can express the gg¢ interac-
tion in terms of an effective Lagrangian:

1
Lett. = ;gggd)(])Gqu“v . (19)

In the above, we can split the effective coupling ge¢ into two parts, geep = gggq) + gggq). The LO ¢
production goes through gng¢, which essentially connects with the tiny doublet component of ¢ at the
one-loop level, and gggd) leads to the two-loop gg — ¢ amplitude. We find that,

VAS M
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where ) is the reduced coupling of ¢ and g, is the SM-like Higgs coupling to gluons. We have
evaluated g, using Egs. (16) and (1 9).° Additionally, one can include the higher-order effects through
a K-factor which we choose to be 1 for simplicity.

Since we are interested in the contributions for a dominantly singlet-like state, it is instructive to note
the partial decay width of ¢ from the process ¢ — gg, mediated by gggd) in particular,

A\ 2m
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1
3 To evaluate 8ggh» one has to replace Eq. (19) by the effective Lagrangian, Zof;, = 3 8eehhGuvGHY.



The partonic cross-section of the gg — ¢ process reads as,
n 7T2m¢ R 2

One can calculate the hadronic cross-section by using Eq. (22) and the gluon parton distribution function
(PDF) in the following way:
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where 6y = %Fd,ﬁgg and T = % with S be the hadronic centre of mass energy. Here z; and 7, are
the longitudinal momentum fractions carried by the partons and €(z) is the gluon PDF. The luminosity

function can be written as,

A Ldz
= (CLIUCE 24)

Clearly, both 6(gg — ¢) and the hadronic Og depend on the ¢k vertex A. In the above, G;;O, Ogg0>
and the luminosity function increase with decreasing mass for the singlet-like state which helps for the
enhancement of G};LO. A large A would enhance the two-loop contribution. Since A can be constrained
from the LHC results, it is instructive to study specific models to make an estimate of the two-loop
contribution to the total cross-section.

III. PRODUCTION OF A LIGHT SCALAR IN THE EXTENSIONS OF THE SM

We now discuss two simple but popular models—(i) a real scalar extension to the SM (¢+SM) and
(ii) the NMSSM.

(1) @+SM scenario : In a real singlet extension of the SM, the most general scalar potential which
accommodates all the renormalizable terms involving ¢ and the SM Higgs doublet is given by,

V(H,p) = —myH'H—ms¢* + A(H'H) +aH Ho+ (H HQ* + K19+ K39° + k49" . (25)

For this tree-level potential, the stability of the vacuum can be ensured if the potential does not be-
come negative along any direction in the field space, which implies (i) A > 0, (ii) k4 > 0 and (iii) a» +
2v/A K4 > 0, along the ¢ =0, H =0, and VAHH = \/K3¢? directions, respectively. The neutral com-
ponent of H is denoted as Hy = (k' +v)/v/2 with the vacuum expectation value (vev) being (Hp) = %
We similarly write ¢ = ¢ + x, where the vev of ¢ is denoted as x. All the couplings are real here.

After EWSB, the potential in Eq. (25) can lead to two non-trivial scenarios in terms of the vevs—
(1) x # 0 and (ii) x = 0 with v = 246 GeV. Our main observations, as will be discussed below, would not
have any direct dependence on whether we assume x # 0 or x = 0. The mass matrix in the (¢’ h')7
basis can be written as,

Mgy = < —ﬁé + “72\/2 + 3K3x + 6K4x2 av+2avx > . 26)

ayv+2arvx %(—m%]+3lv2+a2x2+a1x)



We can rotate (¢’ #')7 to a physical basis (¢ /)7 such that,

¢\ [ cos® —sinb i)
< H ) \ sin@ cosO h @7
In this new basis, the diagonal mass matrix is defined as .#p = U T/%(,,;,U , where U is defined as
(¢’ W) =U(¢ h)T. The physical masses are given by,

—2 2 w2
= (j:(M¢—mz)(1+2tan26)+(m2+M¢)) . (28)
Here mj, = 125 GeV;, M?b,ﬁz are the diagonal elements of .#;, with the mixing angle,

tan 0 = a;v+2avx/ (M?D —m2> ) (29)

For ¢ to be mostly singlet and & to be SM-like, the mixing angle 8 has to be small. In this work,
we are interested in the parameter space where ¢ is the lightest physical scalar with my < mj, and
|sin@] < 0.2 [29]. Following Eq. (25), we observe that the ¢k coupling is proportional to (a; + 2azx).
Since the same factor also appears in tan 6, we may redefine the coupling as a; = (a; + 2azx). Thus, for
simplicity, we take a, — 0 in Eq. (25). This helps us to avoid the constraints on the 7 — ¢ ¢ decay for
a light ¢. Then the effective ¢h interaction simply becomes ~ —%-¢hh (with cos & — 1). Comparing
with the generic ¢hh vertex A, this yields |A| = 5.

Now, Egs. (28) and (29) can be solved for given values of my and tan6. As a result, the variation
in A with mgy or sin6 can be easily obtained (see, e.g., Fig. 4). We focus on the scenario where 6 is
small so that tan 6 ~ sin 6. In Fig. 4a, we show the variations in A with m for sin® = 0.2, 0.01, while
in Fig. 4b, the variation is with sin6. For the latter, three representative values of my are considered.
We see that here ¢hh can only take a much smaller value, A ~ 3. Moreover, for a small sin8, A also
becomes small, reducing the two-loop contributions for ¢ production.
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FIG. 4. Variations of A with my and sin 6 in the ¢+SM.

A more general scenario can have a complex singlet ® instead of the real singlet, which can lead to
the production of a CP-odd scalar in addition to its CP-even counterpart. Let & refers to the CP-odd
component of @ in the physical basis. The amplitude for gg — &/ can be obtained if one replaces one
of the & in Fig. 1 with &/. However, for a dominantly singlet-like state, &/¢7 is much smaller compared
to the At coupling. An enlarged Higgs sector, e.g., the addition of ® to two-Higgs doublet models can
be helpful, as a doublet-like CP-odd state can boost the couplings to the SM fermions. This will in turn
lead to a larger amplitude from the </ gg effective coupling. Similarly, for the CP-even states, it may



be possible to obtain a larger value of A satisfying the LHC constraints, since additional parameters are
involved in the mixing matrix.

(i) NMSSM and a large value of A : NMSSM as a part of an extended two-Higgs doublet model
consists of three complex scalars H?, Hg, and S, where S is the gauge singlet [18]. In the Z3 invariant
NMSSM, their self-couplings can be traced from the superpotential W in terms of the superfields H,, 4, S,
and the trilinear soft supersymmetry breaking terms.

W= RS+ 58 o 3 L > (MRHHIS+ SASY) +h.c.. (30)

Due to the presence of additional fields and couplings in the Higgs sector, it is possible to have a
larger value for the ¢k coupling while keeping the ¢ couplings to the SM fermions small. This lowers
the one-loop gg¢ amplitude mediated by glg)g¢ (see Eq. (20)). Note that, it is difficult to obtain in the
simple @+SM scenario. Here, in the Higgs basis, assuming, s,A; > v, 4(~ Mz) (s being the vev of ),
¢®hh coupling can be read as,

A A KU
A~—Uu——sinffcosP(2— +A4A,), 31
with 4 = As. Numerically, A, x, A, Ag, U, tanf3 =v,/v, can be chosen to frame a few benchmark
points (BMPs) allowed by the A and LHC constraints. This article uses NMSSMTooLS [30-32] to
make sure all the relevant LHC constraints are respected by our numerical analyses.

Finally, we present the results for the two-loop hadronic cross-sections G};LO at the 14 TeV LHC
using the NNPDF30 LO AS 0118 [33] PDF. We use Eqs. (22) and (23) for the calculation. First, we
look for the regions in the parameter space of my where the two-loop NLO amplitude g‘; 2o Can lead to
some enhancement to the LO amplitude. The results can be seen from Fig. 5 where we plot the contours
for gee0/8gen (solid lines) with my. Notably, g.e¢ includes both LO and the NLO amplitudes where
the corresponding LO values are given by gggq, /8qgh- The ratio denoted as the reduced coupling F#p
(see Eq. (20)) or sin 8, has been fixed at 0.2 and 0.01 for illustration. For these values of sin 8, the only
relevant quantity for the two-loop amplitude, A, can be calculated for the ¢+SM from Eqgs. (28) and (29).
Though there can be a mild dependence of A over mg, we ignore the effect and set A = 3,0.15 GeV for
sin® = 0.2,0.01 respectively. Clearly, the NLO amplitude would cause a vertical shift in ggep /ggen at
small values of my compared to the flat LO value set by sin 6 (see Fig. 5). This is also reflected in Fig. 5

NLO
where (Z’To with my has been presented for Zp=0.2 and 0.01. Note that when ¢ becomes more singlet-
like, say q:%’D = 0.01, the boost in the total cross-section increases as compared to the value evaluated for
Hp = 0.2. The NLO corrections become less important for my >30 GeV. Though this is particularly true
in the @+SM scenario, the situation might improve in an extended Higgs framework like the NMSSM.
We will see that a relatively heavy singlet can still receive a tiny but nonzero contribution from the NLO
diagrams.

We present the NLO-corrected cross-sections GE;”“O for a few benchmark points (BMPs) for the
two models ¢+SM and the NMSSM, in Table 1. The LO cross-section has been borrowed from the
NNLO+NNLL QCD prediction at the 14 TeV LHC for a Higgs state having SM-like couplings, 65;\;{ ~
49.47 pb [34]. The cross-section is subsequently scaled by %3 and tabulated as G(;;O. Other NLO EW
correction factors are not included except those mediated by the ¢hh vertex, O,qp, and its interference
with the LO term. In the ¢+SM, non-negligible contributions can be obtained only for a light ¢, which
amounts to a ~ 7% enhancement to the one-loop value. For my > 30 GeV, the NLO contributions
become insignificant to LO results. However, the situation improves with the presence of additional
Higgs in the spectrum. For example, in the NMSSM, we see a minimal boost of ~ 2% for a relatively
heavier ¢. Here, a relatively large A can be obtained while keeping the g?gq, at a very small value, which

9
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FIG. 5. (a) We present contours for the reduced couplings that include the total contributions (gge¢/8gen) (solid
lines) and 8§g¢ /8gen (dashed lines) with my. Vertical shifts reflect the contributions coming from two-loop parts
NLO

which become important for my < 30 GeV. (b) Variations of % with mg in ¢+SM. For smaller values of #p,
%

singlet part in ¢ increases, thus NLO corrections seem to enhance.

in turn may cause a reduction in ¢ production via one-loop. In the NMSSM, we consider my > % to
prevent the &7 — ¢ ¢ decay.

Cross section for pp — ¢ at v/S = 14 TeV

NLO
)

Model FHp  |ms(GeV) A(GeV) o$0 (pb) cg’LO(pb) 510
)
¢+SM  |0.0400 10 292 | 297.6400 | 315.4320 | 1.060
15 290 |183.0400 | 188.6070 | 1.030
20 2.87 | 89.8000 | 91.7988 1.022
25 2.82 | 49.6800 | 50.5200 1.017
0.0001 10 0.16 | 0.7441 0.7934 1.070
15 0.16 | 0.4576 0.4732 1.034
20 0.15 | 0.2245 0.2300 1.024
25 0.15 | 0.1242 0.1266 1.020
NMSSM |0.0079 70 6.00 | 1.0278 1.0462 1.020
0.0046 80 5.93 | 0.4730 0.4820 1.019
0.0016 90 472 | 0.1340 0.1370 1.022

TABLE 1. Production cross-section of ¢ in the ¢+SM and the NMSSM. For ¢+SM, a light scalar is preferred
while for a relatively heavy scalar NMSSM shows a non-negligible effect.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have calculated the two-loop EW gg¢ amplitude mediated by the ¢hh vertex for a singlet-like
state. After expressing the two-loop amplitude through one-loop effective vertices gghh and then gg@,
we have explicitly calculated the total NLO correction from the two diagrams. We have found the
two-loop gg¢ amplitude to be UV-finite and independent of the choice of the renormalization scale.
Considering two simple models (i) ¢+SM and (ii)) NMSSM, we have calculated the two-loop NLO
cross-sections. In @+SM, the two-loop contribution for a light ¢ can lead up to a ~ 7% increase in

10



the total cross-section. In the NMSSM, one can see a relatively smaller but nonzero enhancement in
the total cross-section for the lightest CP-even singlet-like scalar. NLO corrections yield better results
when ¢ becomes more singlet-like. Our results are general and can easily be used in other models with
enlarged scalar sectors if the coupling ¢ Ak is known.
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Appendix A
The coefficients 51(1),...,58), 51(2),...,58) are given by,

2
1
3% = [12m,2m%,, + (2 —d)mh +2(d — 4 — 2x+ xd)m (k.0) +8x(1 +x) (k.)? + 2m3x(d —2xd 3

+¢6x) (£.6) +2{4mg — dmg — 2myx + dmigx — 4x(k.0) — 4x> (k.0) } (z.q)] , (Al)
V) =—4d-3), (A2)
o :’% [— 8(k.£) +2{4x(2 — x)(£.L) — 4(3m? +€.q)}] , (A3)
gl = ’% [24m7 + 8x(x—2)(¢.0) +8(.)| , (Ad)
g _16k0). s)

o

gl =— nlf% , (AG)
&Y =nlg) : (A7)
&' =0, (A8)
gl —n% [4m§, (d—3)+8x(1 —2x)(k.£)} , (A9)
£\ =8x(d — 3+ 6x—2xd) , (A10)
gD :’% [16x(2x— 1) (k.£) +4{m3 (3 —d — 2x+xd) +2x(1 — 2x)(€.q)}] : (A1)

) = [166{m (3 1) 22— (.0} (0 + 4 (4~ d ~ 105+ 3d) + 4 (1~ 30) (L)
¢
+ X (x — 1) (dmg — 2my — 4xL.q)(£.0) } (k.0) — 2mg {2(1 — d)m} + (d — 2)m;mg +2x° (x — 1) (d

—3)(L.0)?> +2m?(x — 1)(d —2)(£L.q) + 2m>x(1 4 d — 6x) (£.£) +x(x — l)mé (d—2)(0.0) — 2x*(x

~1D)(d-2)(Cq)(e.0)}] (A12)
£? :’% [4m,2m§, (5—d)+ (2 —d)miy +2mg (d — 2+ 4x — 2xd ) (k.€) — 8(k.£)* + 2my (d — 5+ 2x — 2xd
—2x2+2x2d)(€.€)+2mé(4—d—2x+2xd)(£.q)+8(k.€)(€.q) , (A13)
&Y =4(d-1), (Al4)
£? :’%[— 16(k.€) +8(0.6) — 8{ 4m + q)}] (A15)
2
£ =2 [32m,2 —8(L.0) + 16(5.@} , (A16)
38 16(];@ : (A17)
g
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2)

2 =0, (A18)
&2 :’%[16(x—1)(k.£)—4mé(1+2x—xd)} , (A19)
51(3) :l6[l—x(d—1)+x2(d—l)} : (A20)
’%[ k£)+4{m§,(d—2+4x—2xd)—4x(£.q)}} , (A21)

3% :—%[(d—Z)m,Zm;‘,—Z(d V)3 — 8m? (1 —2x)2 (k.£)? +2{m?m3 (d — 2 + 4x — 2xd) + 4m?
x(ld) 2x)*(€.q) +x(x — 1)mg (d — 2) (2x — 1) } +mg { —2x* (x — 1)*(d — 1)(€.£)* +2m; (x — 1)

X (d —2)(L.q) +mgx(x — 1)(d — 2)(£.0) + 2m7 (d — 3+ 10x — 10x2 — 2xd 4 2x%d) (£.0) — 2% (x
~1)(d-2)(La)(L0}] - (A22)
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