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Abstract

We compute the electromagnetic form factors of the I;1;7y vertex at one-loop level in the minimal
G2HDM which has a sub-GeV vector dark matter candidate. The results are app]ied to the radiative
decay rates for the charged lepton flavor violating processes {; — 17y, and the anomalous magnetic
dipole moment and the electric dipole moment of the charged lepton. To numerically compute
the branching ratio for ¢ — €7y and compare with the latest experimental limit from MEG, we
adapt our previous parameter space scan that is consistent with the relic density and constraints
from direct searches of dark matter, W and Z mass measurements, as well as the LHC Higgs signal
strengths and invisible width. While the extra contributions are at least an order of magnitude
smaller than required to explain the ~ 4.20 discrepancy in the muon anomaly, the existing MEG
limit imposes stringent constraint on the parameter space. The remaining viable parameter space
can be further probed by the MEG II sensitivity for g — ey as well as from the direct searches of
sub-GeV dark matter in foreseeable future. Higher loop contributions may be significant to resolve
the discrepancy in the muon anomaly and generate a non—vanishing electric dipo]e moments for the

standard model quarks and lcptons in G2ZHDM.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Charged lepton flavor violating processes like p — e, 1t — 3e or jt — e conversion in
nuclei, etc. without any neutrino in the final states are absent at tree level in the standard
model (SM) of particle physics. However they are not strictly forbidden by symmetry and
can be induced by one-loop diagram with the W boson exchange. Thus their branching
ratios are Vanishing]y small as they are proportiona] to the neutrino masses [1-3]. The most
stringent experimental constraint is for yt — ey, with the following limit on its branching

ratio published in 2016 by the MEG collaboration [4],
B(p™ — ety) < 4.2 x 107" (90%C.L.) (1)

and the projected future sensitivity is expected to improve about an order of magnitude
~ 6 x 10714 by MEG II [5]. For reviews on the charged lepton flavor violation, see for
example Refs. [6-9].

The process it — ey (or in general I; — [;y with the Latin indices 4,7,k = 1,2,3
labeling the generation (or flavor) here and henceforth) has been widely studied beyond
the standard model (bSM) [6-8, 10, 11] with predictions on the branching ratios that are
more reachable experimentally than the SM one in foreseeable future. Here we will study
this process in the context of minimal gauged two-Higgs-doublet model (G2ZHDM) [12-14]
which has a hidden SM-like dark sector of SU(2) 7 x U(1) x with a sub-GeV W™ dark
matter candidate. The stability of the dark matter in the model is due to a hidden h-parity
which emerges naturally without introducing it on ad hoc basis. Under the h-parity, all the
SM particles and extra neutral gauge bosons are even while other new particles in G2ZHDM
are odd.

The new contributions to the one-loop process {; — 1y in GZHDM involve the new
gauge or Yukawa couplings between a h-parity odd particle like the dark gauge boson
W ®m) - complex scalar D or charged Higgs H* couple to another h-parity odd heavy
hidden leprons I or vf and the external SM charged leptons I; and lj. These new cou-

plings are in genera] og—diagonal in the generation space and hence can give rise to l; — lj
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transition with ¢ > 7 (in particular muon — electron) at one-loop. While the contribution
from the dark charged Higgs H* is suppressed by the neutrino masses like the SM W*,
the other new contributions are not and therefore can give rise to a branching ratio that
is more accessible experimentally. Turning the argument around, one can use the present
and future experimental limits on the charged lepton violating processes to constrain our
model parameters in G2ZHDM.

As a byproduct of our computation of the form factors for [; — 17y, we can also extract
the anomalous magnetic dipole moment a;; and the electric dipole moment d;; easily by

setting ¢ = j in our results. The muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment,

a, = (gu2—2)7 )

where g, is the g—factor of the muon, is the most precise measured quantity in SM, with

a value measured at the Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL) E821 experiment (1997-

2001) [15-17],
a,(BNL) = (11659 208.9 =& 5.4¢a; & 3.34) x 10710 3)

Recently, the Fermilab (FNAL) Muon g — 2 Collaboration, based on the analysis of data

set from Run 1 and Run 2, announced the first result on the measurement [18]
a,(FNAL) = (11659204.0 £+ 5.4) x 10717 . (4)
The average value ofa# from the two experiments is given by (18]

a,(BNL + FNAL) = (11659206.1 = 4.1) x 10717 (5)

For recent reviews of the muon g — 2, see for example Refs. [8, 19, 20]. The recommended

value for the SM prediction of the muon g — 2 is [19]
as™ = (11659181.0 £4.3) x 107" (6)
Hence the discrepancy between the experimental and theoretical values amounts to [18]
Aa, = a,(BNL + FNAL) — ™ = (25.1£5.9) x 107", (7)
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which implies a significance at the 4.20 level, slightly under the standard criterion of 50 to
claim a discovery. Nevertheless, this discrepancy is as large as the SM electroweak contri-

bution to the muon g — 2 [19],

atV = (1544 0.1) x 10719, (8)

m

which provides strong hints of bSM physics around the electroweak scale be responsible
for it. Future goal of the ongoing efforts at FNAL [18] is to further reduce the existing
uncertainty in the muon anomaly measurement by a factor of 1/4.

For the electric dipole moment of the SM charged leptons, we show that they vanish
identically at one-loop in minimal GZHDM due to the lack of CP violating phases in the
products of related complex couplings as well as vanishing combinations of loop integrals.
Similar conclusions can be obtained for the SM quarks. Higher loop contributions are
needed to anticipate to achieve a nonzero electric dipole moments for the SM fermions in
minimal G2ZHDM. We will not address this issue in this work.

Current experimental status of a,, B(ut — e*v) and |d. /€| are summarized in Ta-

ble I.

Observable Experimental Result/Limit Future Goal
a,(BNL) (11659 208.9 + 5.45¢a1 & 3.35ys) x 10710 [15-17] -
a,(FNAL) (11659204.0 + 5.4) x 10710 [18] Uncertainty ~1/4 of BNL
a,(BNL + FNAL) (11659206.1 +4.1) x 10710 [18] Uncertainty ~1/4 of BNL
B(ut — ety) (MEG) < 4.2 x 10713(90%C.L.) [4] ~ 6 x 107 (MEG I [5])
% | [em] < 1.8 x 10719(95%C.L.) [21] ~ 6 x 10723 (PSI [22])
|2 [em] (ACME) < 1.1 x 10~2(90%C.L.) [23] (Advanced ACME [24])

Table I. Experimental results for a,, and upper limits for B(p — e7), |d,,/e| and |de/e|.

We lay out the paper as follows. In the next section, we will review the minimal particle
content in G2ZHDM and write down the relevant interactions required for the one-loop

computation for the form factors of the radiative decays {; — [;y. In Section 3, we compute
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the magnetic and electric dipole form factors for the radiative decays. In the case of i = j
we also obtain the anomalous magnetic dipole moment and electric dipole moment for the
lepton {;. We will show that the electric dipole moment of the lepton vanishes identically
at one-loop in GZHDM. Numerical analysis for 1 — ey and Aaq,, is presented in Section
4. We also present the impact of the viable parameter space on the spin-independent cross

section for the sub-GeV dark matter direct search experiments. We conclude in Section 5.

Analytical formulas for the form factors and the associated loop integrals are given in
Appendix A. In Appendix B, we show that the form factors of the SM W boson loop ob-
tained in the unitary and 't Hooft-Feynman gauges are equivalent. Discrepancies between
our results and existing ones in the literature are clarified in the Appendices. Some rele-
vant Feynman rules in GZHDM are shown in Appendix C. In Appendix D, we demonstrate
the well-known fact that only the magnetic and electric dipole moment form factors are

relevant for the computations of the on-shell amplitude of I; — 1.

II. MINIMAL G2ZHDM

In this section, we will briefly review the minimal G2ZHDM studied recently in [12—-
14]. The original model based on augmenting the SM electroweak gauge group SU(2), x
U(1)y by a hidden gauge sector SU(2) gy x U(1)x was introduced in Ref. [25]. The main
idea of G2ZHDM is to group the two Higgs doublets Hy and Hy in inert 2HDM (I2HDM)
together to form a bifundamental irreducible representation of SU(2) [, x SU(2) . Various
refinements [26-28] and collider phenomenology [29-31] were pursued subsequently with
the same particle content as the original model where the DM candidate is a complex scalar
D. In this work, as in [12-14], we will drop the triplet field Ay of the extra SU(2)y in
the original model and propose the complex gauge boson field W/®™) as DM candidare
rather than the complex scalar D. For convenience, the scalar and fermion contents and
their quantum numbers as well as h-parity in the model are tabulated in Table I and 111

respectively. Our convention for the electric charge @ (in unit of €) is Q = T%? + Y where
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T? is the third component of the SU(2)y, generators and Y is the hypercharge. S is the

scalar field introduced to implement the Stueckelberg mechanism to provide a mass for the

U(1)x gauge boson [32-35].

Scalar SU(2)1|SU(2)#|U(1)y |U(1)x | h-parity
H = (H Hy)"| 2 2 |5 | )
Sy = (®; )| 1 2 0 o=

S 1 1 0 0 +

Table II. Higgs scalars in the minimal G2ZHDM and their quantum number assignments.

Fermion | SU(3)c|SU(2)L|SU(2)u|U(1)y|U(1)x|h-parity
Qr = (ur, dp)* 3 2 1 L 0 [(++)
Up = (uR ug)T 3 1 2 % % (+,—-)
Dr=(d dp)"| 3 1 2 Lol (-
ul? 3 1 1 2 0 _
d 3 1 1 —% 0 _
L= vy er)” 1 2 1 ~1 0 [(+.+)
Na=@e o)) 0 | 1 | 2 Lo | 4 o
Ep= (e ep)'| 1 1 2 1| =L (=4
vE 1 1 1 0 0 _
el 1 1 1 -1 0 _

Table II1. Fermions in the minimal GZHDM and their quantum number assignments.
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A. Higgs Potential and Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking

The most general Higgs potential which is invariant under both SU(2), x U(1)y X
SU(2)g x U(1)x can be written down as follows
2 . .
V= 20,0y + Ao (cp},cpH) — i (HYHo) + Ay (HY Hy)?
1 . )
5 \w€as”® (H'Hos) (H Hyj) + Ano (H'H) (@01 9)
+ Xiga (H'0p) (@],1).
where (o, 8, 7, ) and (4, j) refer to the SU(2)y and SU(2)y, indices respectively, all of
which run from one to two, and H* = H?*,.
To study spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) in the model, we parameterize the Higgs
fields according to standard practice
G+ fH+ P
Hy = , Hy = LBy = " (10)

vthsy | GO 0 vetén | Gy
ﬁ—i—z\/ﬁ H, \/54—@\/5

where v and vg are the only non-vanishing vacuum expectation values (VEVs) in Hy and
®y fields respectively. Hy does not develop VEV as in the case of 2HDM.
Theoretical constraints like bounded from below and perturbative unitarity of the above

scalar potential can be found in our previous works [12, 13].

B. Interaction Lagrangian

Besides the unitary Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) neutrino mixing ma-
trix

Veas = (UF) UF ()

defined in the left-handed lepton sector, we also need to introduce the following unitary

mixing matrices in the right-handed lepton sector in GZHDM,
Vit = (UIR)T Ui
VA = (Uf)T UL, . (12)



Figure 1. The one-loop SM-like contribution to I; — I; — y vertex from the SM W boson diagram
(Ieft panel), and contributions to I; — I; — 7 vertex from {Z,,} diagram (center panel) and {hy, }

diagram (right pancl) in GZHDM.

There are altogether 6 one-loop contributions to the I; — [; — 7 vertex in the minimal
G2HDM. The Feynman diagrams are shown in Figs. (1) and (2). Here the self-energy dia-
grams are not explicitly shown. However they contribute to the ¥ and y#v5 form factors
in the amplitude which are important for the cancellation of ultraviolet divergences and the
maintenance of gauge invariance. Fig. (1) is the SM-like contributions with all A-parity even
particles circulating inside the loop, while Fig. (2) is the new contributions from G2ZHDM
with all h-parity odd particles circulating inside the loop. The QED vertex for a photon
couples with W=, [;, [F and H* are standard, they can be found in many textbooks and
will be omitted in what follows.

The first diagram in Fig. (1) is the contribution from the SM charged W boson. The

relevant interaction Lagrangian is
£ ’ Z (Vemns ) 767 (1 = 75) liW; +Hec. . (13)
Wi

The second diagram in Fig. (1) is the contribution from the neutral gauge bosons {Z,, }.

The relevant interaction Lagrangian is

£t 5 Z Z LYy (Cyn + Canys) LZ" (14)

n 3

where Cy,, and Cy,, are the vector and axial-vector coupling constants. Based on lepton
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universality, these Couplings are independent of the charged 1epton flavor 7. Their expres-

sions are given by Cy,, = (CLy, + Cpy)/2 and Cay, = (—Clry, + Cry)/2 with

1
O = —2— [~ +sinby | OV, (15)
cos O 2
1 1
Crn = in? owON — —gzON — —gxOF 16
R COSHWSID wU1in 29H 2n 29X 3n (16)

where Oy is the weak mixing angle, gx and gy are gauge couplings of the U(1)y and
SU(2) g, respectively. O is a 3 x 3 orthogonal matrix that diagonalizes the following

mass matrix in the basis of (Z5M W}, X)

2 1 1
my —5gpVMz  —5gxvMz
2 _ 1 2 1 2
Mz = | —iggvmz  mj, 199XV , (17)

1 1 2 1.2 ,2 2
—39xvmz  19ugxv=  19xvi + My

where

1
my = -v\/g*>+¢g'?, (18)

2

1
myyr = 591{\/ v+ 03, (19)

v = (V) , (20)

and My is the Stueckelberg mass for the U(1) x. We denote the physical mass eigenstates
as Zp, (n = 1,2, 3) with the mass ordering My, > My, > My,. In the parameter space
choice in our numerical work, Z; will be identified as the Z boson of 91.1876 GeV [36]
observed at LEP, Zj is the dark Z" and Z3 is the dark photon 4 (or A in some literature).
They all have even h-parity.

The third diagram in Fig. (1) is the contribution from the neutral Higgs bosons {h,, }.

The relevant interaction Lagrangian is
i} 5 - oy "irih, 21

where O¥ is the mixing matrix between hgy and ¢,

_ o hy _ cost; sint, ‘ hy ‘ 22)
)T ho —sinf; cosf, ho

hsm
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Figure 2. Three new contributions of D, H* and W’ to l; — I; — -y vertex in G2ZHDM.

The mixing angle 6, is given by

)\Hqﬂ}?]cp
tan20; = —————— . 23
e )\qﬂ)é — )\HU2 ( )
The masses of hy and hy are given by
M2y = 0”4 Aovh T\ AB0 + NBuh + (Mg — 2hhe) VR0l . (29)

Depending on its mass, either iy or hy is identified as the observed Higgs boson h at the
Large Hadron Collider (LHC). Currently the most precise measurement of the Higgs boson
mass is my, = 125.38 £ 0.14 GeV [37]. In this work, we will identify the lighter state hy as
h.

Since the gauge and Yukawa couplings in (14) and (21) respectively are all real and flavor
diagonal, there are no contributions to [; = ;7 (¢ # j) and electric dipole moment of
I; from the interactions £} and £} The only non-vanishing contribution to I; —
Liv (i # j) in SM at one-loop is the charged W= from £" in (13). However it is well
known that its amplitude is suppressed by the squared of neutrino masses due to GIM-like
mechanism in the lepton sector. Furthermore, due to the unitarity of Veyns, di, (W) also
vanishes at one-loop. See Appendix A.

Next we turn to the new contributions in G2ZHDM.

The first diagram in Fig. (2) is the contribution from the dark Higgs D which is a linear

combination of two odd h-parity components HJ and G,
D = cos Oy H9 + sin 6,G (25)
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where 65 is a mixing angle giving by

2004

tan 260, = . 26
an 2t v% — 2 (26)
The mass of D is
1
m3, = 5)\'H¢vi , (27)
where vi is defined in (20).
The relevant interaction Lagrangian is given by
L£P o Zﬁ (y?ij + y?ij75) ;D" +H.c., (28)
12
where the scalar and pseudoscalar Yukawa couplings y?ij and ygij are given by
2 2
yg/Pi- = j:£ cos 0 (VIHTMZ) + i sin 6, (MIH‘/ZHT) , (29)
J 2v iji 204 ij

with M; = diag (me, m,, m,) and Mz = diag (mlfr, my, mléf). Note that the or-

dering of the mass matrices are important in the Yukawa couplings (29). From (29), one

obtains 9
] 1 N LT mj
YPriYSk = 5 |(V1H)m‘ <_2k sin’ 0 — ;2 cos” 0y | - (30)
2 Vg v

Thus Im (ygziy?ki) = 0. We don’t expect the complex Yukawa couplings in LP to give
rise a non-vanishing electric dipole moment dj, at one-loop, as shown in Appendix A.

The second diagram in Fig. (2) is the contribution from the dark charged Higgs H*
which has odd h-parity and a mass given by

mis = 3 ( Lol — }{1)2) . (31)
The relevant interaction Lagrangian is given by
L% 5 ZW (y?S'-[ij + ygij/y5) le+ +H.e., (32)
i,J
where the scalar and pseudoscalar Yukawa couplings yg{ij and ygij are given by

V2

2
Y&pi; = i% (VM Vous) . (33)

ij

11



with M,, = diag (m,,, my,, m,,). Since the Yukawa couplings yg{ij and ygij are related,
we expect dy,(H*) = 0 at one-loop. See Appendix A for detail.

The third diagram in Fig. (2) is the contribution from the vector dark matter W' (p:m)
(= WL FiW5) /v/2) which is assumed to be the lightest h-parity odd particle in G2HDM.

Its mass is given by (19). The relevant interaction Lagrangian is given by
Yo ZEV” <g\lyz‘lj + g}gvzl] 75) leLp +H.c., (34)
]

. . / / .
where the vector and axial gauge couplings g‘);vij and gl/‘vij are given by

R R A 65
Since the vector and axial vector couplings g}Y;; and g4 are the same, we expect dy, (W') =
0 at one-loop. (See Appendix A.) This is analogous to the SM charged W= case where the
vector and axial vector couplings are opposite sign to each other, there as is well-known we
have dj,(W#) = 0 at one-loop too.
In summary, we expect all the new flavor non-diagonal complex couplings from £P, £*
and £V in G2ZHDM can give rise to contributions to I; — 1;y (i # 7). Certainly they will
all give non-vanishing contributions to a;, but not dj, at one-loop. The relevant Feynman

rules are given in Appendix C.

Figure 3. Feynman Diagram for the [; — ; — v vertex.
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III. MAGNETIC AND ELECTRIC DIPOLE FORM FACTORS

The Lorentz invariant amplitude for a charged lepton ; of flavor @ scatters with an
electromagnetic background field .ZZXt(q) to become another charged lepton [; of flavor j
as depicted in Fig. (3) is given by :

iMys =5 (o) (=iel) ws (p) A7 (a) (36)

with —e (e > 0) and m; are the electric charge and mass of [; respectively, ¢ = (p’ — p) is

the momentum transfer, and the vertex function F?i can be decomposed as
T = i g, ot (AM 4 iABys) (37)
gi qu B i 3iV5)

with Aé\f and Aﬁ related to the transition magnetic and electric dipole form factors re-
spectively %.
The effective Lagrangian that can reproduce the matrix element (36) with the associated
vertex (37) is
Log = —%e mil_ja‘“’ (A;‘f + i%AJEi) liFS;ft , (38)
where Fﬁ,’jt is the e]ectromagnetic background field strength.
The above form factors A% and Aﬁ enable us to compute the decay rate for the process

li = ljy (i # j) with the following spin-averaged matrix element squared

Z o€ g m?\’ M2 B2
We thus obtain the decay rate and branching ratio for [; — [;y
1 m?\’ M B
Il = 17) = 32—7Tm? (1 - m—é) e* (145 +145) (40)
B(l; = lv) = . J 1 41

"'Tn genera], the ump]itude has six Lorentz decomposition form factors, however, due to the gauge invariance,
only o*q,, and o"¥ g, 75 terms are retained for on-shell photon where g2 = 0 (see Appendix D for a

detailed discussion).

? For ease of comparisons of their analytical expressions presented in the Appendices, we use the same no-

tations A% and Aﬁ- as in [8]. And they are understood to be evaluated at ¢® =0.
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where *

. GIm? , (my

r (ll — ljl/il/j) = 19973 f (E) s (42)

with G is the Fermi constant and
f(x):(1—8x2+8x6—x8—24x410g:1:) . (43)

Therefore
m2\ 3
3 (47)° 1 -

APRUE 1L T G ) PSR T

ST
where apy = €2/(47). For pp — ev.v,,
B(p — erver,) ~ 100% . (45)

For [; = ljy (i # j) in GZHDM there are 4 distinct non-vanishing contributions to
cach AM and AF,

ANE = ABVE Wy + AP (D) + AT (H) + ANTE v (46)

7t A

As is well known the SM contribution A%/E (W) for i # j from the W boson loop is
Vanishingly small and many orders below the current experimental sensitivities.
The anomalous magnetic dipole moment @, of the charged lepton [; can be identified

as the coeflicient of (e/2m;) ic"’q, in the vertex el of (37), i.e.

a, = m2AM
7 K]

&, (nosumoni). (47)
The electric dipole moment d;; of the charged lepton [; is given by

di _ M gr
- i )
e 2

(no sum on i) . (48)

3 See for example the Appendix in the textbook Collider Physics7 Updated Edition, CRC Press 1996, by Barger

and Phi”ips.
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For the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of [; in G2ZHDM, besides the well-known
QED contribution a;, () = agwm/2m, there are in general 6 distinct electroweak contri-

butions to the a;,

aj, = OEM m?AY | (nosum on i),
2m
Ay = AT W)+ AT ({Z0}) + AY ({ha}) + AT (D) + A (H) + AT V)

(49)

Analytical one-loop expressions for Aj-\;[/ B are given in Appendix A. There one will see
all the A% s vanish at one-loop in G2HDM, hence the electric dipole moment dj, of I; vanish
too according to (48). These form factors A%/E were also computed for general couplings
in [8]. Aside from an overall factor of 2 in the form factors, we will discuss some minor

discrepancies in the loop integrals between our results and [8] in Appendix A.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we show numerical results for the cLFV process ft — ey and muon
anomalous magnetic dipole moment with the parameter space in the model chosen to
satisfy the current constraints for a sub-GeV non-abelian vector DM W', In particu-
1ar, the scan data are adapted from Ref. [14] in which the theoretical constraints on the
scalar potential [12, 13], signal strength measurements from the LHC [38-40], dark photon
physics [41, 42], electroweak precision measurements [36] including the recent W boson
mass measurement at the CDF II [43] and constraints from DM searches including the
DM relic density measured from Planck collaboration [44], DM direct detections [45-47]
and Higgs invisible decays constraint from the LHC [48]. For the data points that sat-
isfy the above mentioned constraints, the total DM annihilation cross section is of order
10732 cm? - 571 or below that is much lower than the current DM indirect detection con-
straints.

We set the mixing matrices in the right-handed lepton sector in the model to be

VT =V = Vouns, (50)

v
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where Vpung is parameterized as

C12C13 $12C13 S13€”"Cr
— i is,
VPMNS = | —s12023 — 125235139 C12Ca3 — S12823513€"°CF S93C13 , (5D

is is
812823 — €12023513€"°CF  —C12823 — $12C23513€"°F  Ca3Cq3

where s;; and ¢;; stand for sin 6;; and cos 6;; respectively, and dcp is a Dirac CP violat-
ing phase. The current best-fit values using a normal ordering are given by [49]: 015 =
33.44°T0T00 O3 = 49.2°7190 013 = 8.57°T5 13, and dop = 194°T52.. We also set the

heavy hidden lepton masses to be
M,n = Mz = diag (mlH, myr + Amym, mys + AmZH) (52)

where the second and third generations are assumed degenerate, and Amya is a mass split-
ting between the first and second (chird) generations.

Fig. 4 shows the branching ratio of 1 — ey as a function of the heavy hidden lepton
mass mya. Here we fixed other parameters in the model to be my, = 292.50 GeV, mp =
766.07 GeV, my+ = 848.13 GeV, mypr = 1.0 GeV, 6 = 0.030 rad, 5 = 0.056 rad,
Mx = 1.96 GeV and gx = 2.5 x 107 We note that this benchmark point satisfies all
current constraints mentioned above. The mass splitting Amyx is fixed to be 1 GeV, 50
GeV and 500 GeV as respectively shown from the left to right and top to bottom panels
in Fig. 4. From Fig. 4 one can see that the contribution from the D boson diagram to the
branching ratio of ft — ey is dominant. The SM W boson contribution is suppressed by
the sums over of (Amyy /myy)* withi = 2,3 and Am2, is the mass difference between the
neutrino generations. Using global fic values for Am?l from [49], one can obtain B(u —
ey)w =~ 4.4 x 107%. The contribution from H* is similarly suppressed by the mass of
neutrinos, whereas the contribution from W' is negligible due to the smallness of the gauge
coupling gy that is gy ~ 4.58 x 107 for this benchmark point. For a fixed value of the
mass splitting Amyx, the total branching ratio of u — ey decreases when my# increases.
When Amyx increases, the branching ratio of 1 — ey from D and W' bosons increase,

while the contribution from charged Higgs is almost unchanged. For large values of Amy,
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Amp =1 GeV Amp = 50 GeV
10-10 ey —————rr 10-10 ey ————rrr
MEG limit e T N
1073 _ 107130 e .
~ A S = . .
by ~ Tl b ) .
T 1070 Taome Wx10° 40 110716 T
= —--= H*x 1066 =
g < X
10—19 L \\\ ‘\\ | 10—19 L \\\ N
22 TN ol TN
107562 103 104 107942 103 10
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Amp = 500 GeV
10-10f T ' ]
10-33L S e ]
%J
3 10—16 L \\\ i
Q
1019 \‘\ i
10—22 LTI e
102 103 104
m [GeV]

Figure 4. Branching ratio of t — e7 as a function of the heavy hidden lepton mass myu. Other
parameters in the model are set to be mp, = 292.50 GeV, mp = 766.07 GeV, my+ = 848.13
GeV, myy = 1.0 GeV, 61 = 0.030 rad, o = 0.056 rad, My = 1.96 GeV and gx = 2.5 x 1074,
From the left to right and top to bottom panels, the mass splitting between the heavy hidden lepton
generations is set to be Amyr =1 GeV, 50 GeV and 500 GeV, respectively. The dashed red, black
and green lines represent the contributions from D boson, W' boson multiplied by 106 and H*
boson multiplied by 109 respectively. The orange region is the excluded region at 90% C.L. from

MEG collaboration [4] and the dotted blue line indicates the future sensitivity from MEG I [5].
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Figure 5. Viable DM parameter points spanned in (myyr, grr) plane (left) and (mp, | sin 3]) plane
(right). The color of circle points indicates the contribution to B(x — e7) from the W’ diagram
(Ieft panel) and D diagram (right panel). Here we fixed myr = 1 TeV and Amyr = 50 GeV. The
solid red and dashed blue lines on the right panel are the MEG limit and future sensitivity from
MEG I [5], respectively. The crossed purple points on the left panel are allowed by the current
limit from MEG [4] which are obtained from the bound on | sin 6] (solid red on the right panel)

due to the relation given in Eq. (55).

the current limit from the MEG experiment can put a lower bound on my#. A larger mass
splitting Amyu requires a 1arger myu. In particular, as shown on the top—right and bottom
panel in Fig. 4, the heavy hidden lepton mass myr is required 2 1 and 3 TeV for fixing
Amyr at 50 and 500 GeV, respectively. For small values of Amya, the branching ratio of
p — e is suppressed and thus escaping the MEG constraint (see the top-left panel in
Fig. 4). We note that for the degenerate mass case, i.e. Amyn = 0, the contributions from

new particles to the branching ratio of ¢t — e7 vanishes. This is because, in this case, the
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form factors from D, W' and H* are proportional to the following factors *

3
AUE(Dor W) ~ > (Vi) (Vim)yy, =0, (53)
degenerate [ k=1
3
A%/E(Hi) ~ Z (VVH);k (Vo) =0. (54)
degenerate vH k=1

Fig. 5 shows 20 favored parameter space for W' as a sub-GeV M candidate in the model.
The data points are projected on (myyr, gi) plane (left panel) and (mp, |sin 05]) plane
(right panel). The colors of circle points in the left and right panels of Fig. 5 indicate the
values of B(pr — e7) calculated from W’ diagram and D diagram, respectively. Here
we fixed mz = 1 TeV and Amyr = 50 GeV. The contribution from the W’ diagram
to B(p — e7) is linearly proportional to the gauge coupling g%. However due to the
constraints from the dark macter direct detection and dark photon physics that required
g S 1072 [12-14], the B(u — e7y) from the W diagram is suppressed. In particular,
B(p — ey)w < 10721 as shown in the left panel of Fig. 5. On the other hand, the
contribution to B(p — e7v) from the D diagram is significant. The branching ratio is
enhanced in the region of large mixing angle 65 and heavy mass region of D boson. The
current experimental data requires 0.018 < | sin fs| < 0.21 for the 20 favored region [14],
which resules 10717 < B(p — ey) < 1071 We note that the B(u — ev) from the
D boson diagram peaks at a certain value of mp depending on the mass of heavy hidden
leptons. For myz = 1 TeV and Amyn = 50 GeV, the peak is at mp ~ 1.8 TeV. The
current limit from the MEG experiment [4] can exclude a large portion of parameter space
(~ 50% of data points) in this enhanced region as shown by the red line on the right panel
of Fig. 5. The future sensitivity from MEG II [5], as shown by the dashed blue line on the
right panel of Fig. 5, can probe lower values of the mixing angle 65 and a smaller region
of D boson mass in the model. We note that the upper bound on | sin #| from the MEG

experiment can be translated into a bound on the DM mass my» and the gauge coupling

*In general, we have Aji/ (Dor W' or Hi)|degeneratefH = 0 for ¢ # j, which is just the manifestation

of the well-known GIM-mechanism in SM.
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Figure 6. Viable DM parameter points spanned in the plane of the total branching ratio of 1t — ey
and muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment Aa,, . Here we fixed myn = 1TeV and Amyz = 50
GeV. The solid red and dashed blue lines are the current limit from MEG [4] and future sensitivity
from MEG II [5], respectively. The shaded light blue band represents the 20 region of Aa,, measured

at BNL [15-17] and FNAL [18].
g due to the following relation

QmW, |Sint92|, for 92>0,
= X

g = (55)

v |cosby], forfy <O,

which can be derived from Egs. (19) and (26). The allowed points after taking into account
the MEG constraint projected on (myy, gir) plane is shown as the crossed purple points in
the left panel of Fig. 5.

In Fig. 6, we show the 20 favored parameter space on the plane of the total branching
ratio of t — €y and muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment Aa,,. As mentioned above,
the main contribution to the B(pr — €7) is from the D boson diagram and a large portion
of parameter space can be excluded by the current MEG experiment. On the other hand,
the main contributions to Aa,, in the model are from D and Z; 3 diagrams. The contribu-

tion from the YW’ diagram gives a negative value for Aa,,, whereas the neutral Higgs and
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Figure 7. Favored data projected on the plane of the DM mass and spin independent DM-proton
scattering cross section. Here we fixed myp = 1 TeV and Amyn = 50 GeV. The crossed purple
points indicate the data satisfied the MEG constraint [4], while the circle green points indicate the
data that can be probed by future experiment from MEG 1I [5]. The gray regions are the exclusion
from CRESST-III [45], DarkSide-50 [46] and XENONIT [47] experiments. The dashed blue, red and
light blue lines represent the future sensitivities from DM direct detection experiments at NEWS-G

[51], SuperCDMS [52] and CDEX [53], respectively. Orange region is the neutrino floor background.

charged Higgs contributions are both suppressed for the current viable parameter space
in the model. One can see in Fig. 6, the total contribution to Aay, is not reaching the 20
region (shaded light blue) for the muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment measured at
BNL [15-17] and FNAL [18]. We expect the Aa,, can be enhanced in higher loop diagrams
such as the two-loop Barr-Zee mechanism [50]. Calculation of these two-loop Barr-Zee
contributions is thus highly desirable but nevertheless beyond the scope of this study. We

hope to return to this issue in the future.

Fig. 7 shows the allowed data points by the current MEG constraints (crossed purple)
and the points that can be probed by future experiment from MEG II (circle green) on

the DM direct detection plane. The predicted DM mass range in 20 favored region is ~
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(0.02 — 3) GeV. The future sensitivity from MEG II can probe almost the entire viable
range of DM mass. Interestingly, some data points with the DM mass at around 1 GeV can

be probed complementarily by various future DM direct detection experiments including

NEWS-G [51], SuperCDMS [52] and CDEX [53].

V. CONCLUSION

We computed the one-loop radiative decay rates for the charged lepton flavor violation
processes [; — 1,7y, the anomalous magnetic dipole moment Aa;; and the electric dipole
moment dj; of the charged lepton [; at one-loop level in a minimal G2ZHDM. Besides the
contribution from the SM W boson, the charged lepton flavor violation processes occurred
at one-loop in G2ZHDM due to the new interactions of SM charged leptons with two h-
parity odd particles — heavy hidden leptons (1" or v™) and hidden dark scalars or gauge
bosons (D, HT W'). The contributions from these new interactions vanish when the heavy
hidden lepton masses among generations degenerate.

We analyzed the it — e7y process and Aa,, using a parameter space that favors a sub-
GeV non-abelian vector dark matter W™ in the model. The scan data is adapted from
Ref. [14] and they satisfy various constraints including the theoretical constraints on the
scalar potential, the Higgs signal strength measurements from the LHC, the dark photon
physics, the electroweak precision measurements including the recent W boson mass mea-
surement at the CDF II, DM relic density measured from Planck collaboration, and from
DM searches including the DM direct detections and the Higgs invisible width from the

LHC.

We found that the branching ratio of 1 — e7 is significantly dependent on the heavy
hidden lepton mass and the mass splitting between its generations. In particular, a heavier
hidden lepton mass results in a smaller branching ratio of 1 — ey while a larger mass
splitting gives a larger branching ratio as shown in Fig. 4.

Among the new contributions to ¢t — €7 in the model, the contribution from D boson
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diagram is dominant. The branching ratio can be enhanced in the heavy D boson mass
region and the region of large mixing angle 05 between two odd h-parity bosons, HJ and

1, which compose D. The current constraint on the cLFV process from MEG can exclude
a significant portion of the parameter space in the favored region obtained in previous
studies. Although the contribution from the DM candidate W' to the branching ratio of
p — ey is suppressed due to the smallness of new gauge coupling gg7, the DM parameters
can be affected indirectly by the cLFV processes due to the relation berween parameters in
the model, especially the relation (55) between the mixing angle 85, new gauge coupling g
and DM mass myyr. We found that the future measurement at MEG II can probe almost
the entire viable range of the DM mass which is ~ (0.02 — 3) GeV and interestingly, the
region at the DM mass around 1 GeV can be also probed by future DM direct detection
experiments such as NEWS-G, SuperCDMS and CDEX.

In the viable DM parameter space, the total one-loop level contribution to Agy, in the
model is not big enough to explain the 4.20 level discrepancy between the theoretical value
and the experimental results measured at the BNL and FNAL. We expect an enhanced con-
tribution to Aay, at higher loop corrections, such as the Barr-Zee two-loop mechanism [50]
for the neutrino magnetic dipole moments, can be anticipated to address the muon anomaly
in the model.

In Appendix A, we also showed that the electric dipole moment of charged lepton van-
ishes at one-loop in GZHDM. This is due to (1) the lack of CP violating phases (or in general
imaginary parts) in products of generic but related complex vector and axial vector gauge
couplings or scalar and pseudoscalar Yukawa couplings, and (2) vanishing combinations of
Feynman loop integrals. Same conclusion can be drawn for the SM quarks in the model.
Thus it is also interesting to investigate it the two—loop mechanisms like the Weinberg
three-gluon operator [54-56] for the gluon chromo-electric dipole moment [57] and the
Barr-Zee diagrams for the charged leptons [58] can generate a non-vanishing result for the
clectric dipole moments for the neutron and SM leptons respectively in G2ZHDM. For these

two-loop calculations, we will reserve them for future casks.
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APPENDIX A. ONE-LOOP ANALYTICAL FORMULAE OF A% AND Afi

In this Appendix, we present the one—loop expressions for the transition magnetic and
electric dipole form factors A%[ and Aﬁ from the six different contributions in G2ZHDM.
For the gauge particle loops of W, {Z,} and W™ we use unitary gauge in the com-
putation. For the computation of W* loop in the 't Hooft-Feynman gauge, see Appendix

B.” For convenience, we define 2 = 1 — o — g in what follows.

A. W contribution — Left diagram in Fig. 1)

The transition magnetic and electric dipole form factors are given by

1 g 2
M _ *
Ay (W) = +@ (m) ; (Veains ) (Venins )y
X [Z (mi, my, my,,mw) + I (m;, mj, —m,,, mw)] , (A1)
. 2
E o t g *
Ay (W) = ) (ﬁ) ; (Vemns)gj (Vemns) g,
X [I (m’ii _mj7 My, , mW) + v (mi7 _mj7 —My,, mW)] 3 (AZ)

> The issue of gauge fixings in the model has been studied as given in an Appendix in Ref. [13].
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respective]y where the ]oop integral z (77%'7 mg, Mg, mX) is

7z (mi7 mg;, mg, mX)

1 1-x
1
= d d
/0 x/o y{ —xzmi — xym’ + xmj + (1 — x)mk

m; my;

m? m3 m; m;m
+ §x2<z2+y ]+yz—(1—i— )— JQk)
m3 m3 m; m; :

(x 1—2)+y+ (z(1—y) +2)— -

mi o Mmy
o3z 3y (22 (B dy) —y—32)"Y
mX Y Y)—y m,
m2
1 ~ : A3
8 Og(—x2m2 rym? +xmk+(1—x)m§(>} (43)

We note that this integral Z is for the diagram with two internal charged vector bosons
X coupled to the external photon computed using the unitary gauge. The third line of
Eq. (A.3) comes from the product of the transverse pieces of the two vector boson propaga-
tors, while all the remaining terms are due to the product of the transverse and longitudinal
pieces of these two propagators. The product of longitudinal pieces do not give rise to the
contributions for the transition magnetic and electric dipole form factors. Our integral 7
is denoted as [,j;r in Eq. (A.5) of [8]. Except for the fourth line of Eq. (A.3), our formula
agrees ¢ The difference between our result of Eq. (A.3) and Eq. (A.5) of [8] is

zyz (v +y+ (1 —y) it — 0k
Diff = mﬂ /dx/ ( ) -

—xzm — xym3 +ami + (1 —z)m¥k

(A4)

Since the difference disappears in the case of m; = m;, one can’t use the known result of

charged lepton anomaly [59] to discriminate the two answers. However, see Appendix B.

® Note that there are also a couple of trivial typos in the coefficients of the log term of I,j;_ in Eq. (A.5)

of [8].
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For i = j, there is no CP violating phase arise from the product | (Veans),,; |2 in (A.2),
which implies the electric dipole moment dj; should be vanishing from the one-loop W

diagram in SM. Indeed the sum of the two integrals in (A.2) vanishes when m; = m;!

B. {Zn} contribution — Middle diagram in Fig. 1)

The transition magnetic dipole form factor is given by

8
j2 Z [(CVn)zj(mi,mi,mi,mzn)

87rn

AN (Z,)) =+
+(Can)* T (miymy, —mi,mz,)] (A5)

where

j (mi) mj; mg, mX)

1 1-—x
1
=— d d
/0 x/o y{ —xzmi — xym; + (1 — x)mg + amk

7;_

x {21: ((1—z)+(1—y)@— m’“)

m; m;

1 m; m
+—2(y+z—j—(1—x) k)
ms m

i m;
1 m; m
+—2((1—3y)+(1—3z)—j+(1—3:p) ’“)
mx i m;
m2
1 " : A6
8 Og<—xzmg—xym?+(1—x)m%+xm§(>} i

We note that this integral of J is for the diagram with one internal neutral gauge boson

X exchange computed using the unitary gauge. The third line of Eq. (A.6) comes from the
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transverse piece of the vector boson propagator, while the remaining terms come entirely
from the longitudinal piece of the propagator. Our loop integral (—J) corresponds to
I,II in Eq. (A.6) of [8]. / Using our expression of J in Eq. (A.6) for the equal mass case
of m; = m; = m,, and setting m; = mp, one can easily reproduce the well-known
expression of muon anomaly for a neutral gauge boson X with a general gauge coupling of
a muon and another fermion F' first obrained in [59].

For the transition electric dipole from factor, one finds
E _
A5 ({Za}) =0, (A7)

which implies d;,({Z,,}) = 0.

C. {hp} contribution — Right diagram in Fig. (1)

The transition magnetic dipole form factor is

({h }) = 2 Ug (OH) IC (mi, ms, mg, ma,,,) (A.8)

n

with

1 1—
IC (mi, my, my,, mx) :/ d:c/
0 0

x(y%—z%) + (1 —a)2e
X - ' : A9
—wym; — xzm; + (1 —z)mj + amk (A.9)

This loop integral K is the same as I,;,tf in Eq. (A.1) of [8].

As in the {Z,,} case, one finds that the transition electric dipole form factor vanishes
E —
A ({ha}) =0, (A.10)

which implies dj, ({h,,}) = 0 as well.

7 We note that in the fourth line of our Eq. (A.6), instead of the factor of (1—=z), Eq. (A.6) of [8] got (x—1).
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D. D contribution - Left diagram in Fig. (2)

The transition magnetic and electric dipole form factors are given by

AM [ZySkaSlﬂ (mi7mjang7mp)

+ZyPk]ysz (mi,mj,—mlg,mp)] , (A.11)
AE [ZyijyS]m (mi,—mj,mlkH,mD>

+Zy5kﬂ/sz (mia—mja—ng,mp)] ; (A12)

where the summation is over all the heavy hidden charged leptons l,f running inside the
loop. K is defined already in (A.9).
For ¢ = j, (A.11) reduces to

1
Af\i/[ (D) = ) [Z |y?ki|2,c (miamiamlkHamD>

k

+ Z ‘yglle,C (mi7 my;, _ml]€{7 mD)] 9 (Alg)

k

with
2

Wl = 1 (V). I ( & cos

We note that the possible new CP violating phase in VlH is cancelled out in |y€q Pk

+ W sin 202) - (A14)
k
On the other hand, for i = 7, (A.12) reduces to

=32 ZRe YPrYSi) [IC <mi, —mi,mlf,mp> +K <m¢, —my, —mlkH,mpﬂ

87T2 Z Im yP k,?/s ki |:IC <mia —my, ml£17mD> -K (mi7 —my, _mlkHa mD)]

=0, (A.15)

due to the fact that (mi, =M, My, mp> +K <mi, —mi, =My, mD> = 0 and from

(30) we have Im (ygziy?ki) = 0.
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E. H7* contribution — Middle diagram in Fig. (2)

The transition magnetic and electric dipole form factors are

M
Aji 8 ) Z Ys k]yS ki |: (mi? my, mz/f? m'H)
+L (mi, mj, —m,m, mq.[ﬂ , (A.16)
AE = ZySkgySkz [ (mi7 _mjamyfam’H>
+L (m@-, —Mmj, —m,u, myﬂ , (A.17)
where we have used qujkj = _yykj from (33) and the summation is over all the heavy

hidden neutrinos I/,f running inside the loop. The loop integral £ is given by

1—x
L (m;,mj, my, myx) = / dx/

x(y—l—z%%—%)

X A8
—wym; — xzm; +xmj + (1 — z)mk (A.18)
Our loop integral (—L£) is the same as ],jQ in Eq. (A.2) of [8].
For i = j, each term in both AM () and AE (H) is proportional to
| (VT TM, Vous) ,, 17
[yl = ( )i (A.19)

202 ’

which is real but may contain CP-violating phases from Vpying and VH The effects from
these CP-violating phases in Aay, (H*) are small due to the suppression from the neutrino
masses. The important role of CP violating phases in the muon anomaly in MSSM coming
from the charginos and neutrinos sectors has been emphasized previously in [60-62]. The
clectric dipole moment dj, (Hi) should be vanishing since the sum of the two integrals in

(A.17) vanishes when m; = m;!
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F. W ®™) contcribution — Right diagram in Fig. (2)

The transition magnetic and electric dipole form factors are

AT W) = te2 ZQVIJQ\%@[ (mi,mj’ml,f?mW’>

+J (mi,mj,—mlkH,mW/ﬂ , (A.20)
AR WV) =455 Zg%}*g% [ (mi,—m,-,m,kH,mW,>

+7 (i, =, —mygmw )| (A20)

where we have used gzv,;j = g‘lﬁvv,;j from (35) and the summation is over all the heavy hidden
charged leptons l,? running inside the loop. The loop integral J is given in (A.6). In the
case of i = j, each term in both AY (W) and AEZ (W) is proportional to

2
g
|ngz|2 §I| (VEH)Zk |2 ’ (AZZ)

which is real and contains no CP-violating phase. The electric dipole moment d;, (V')
should be vanishing as one can check that the sum of the two integrals in (A.21) vanishes
when m; = m;!

We note that all our results for the charged lepton anomalous magnetic dipole moments
(where i and j are the same charged lepton) are consistent with Egs. (3), (4), (10) and (11)

n [59] if we choose gr = ¢x = qu = —1 in these formulas.

APPENDIX B. EXPRESSION FOR Z(m;, mj, my, mx ) IN'T HOOFT-FEYNMAN GAUGE.

In the SM, the W loop contribution can be evaluated in the 't Hooft-Feynman gauge.
The longitudinal contributions from the two W propagators will be ‘simulated’ by three
extra diagrams involving the couplings YGTG~ and yGEW T where G are the charged

Goldstone bosons of W=, The expression of Z(m;, m;, my, mx) in the 't Hooft-Feynman
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gauge is

I’t Hooft—Feynman (mia my, Mg, mX)

1 1-x
1
= d d
/0 x/o y(—xzm?—xym?+mmz+(1—x)m§(>
>< {
2 . .
M m; mio My m; o my
+y<1—m’“)+z<@_m’“>}, (B.1)
m; m; o my

where we have defined z = 1 — x — y as before.

m; my;

(y+22(1_37))+(z+2y(1—x))ﬁf:_ 3(1_x)mk]

One can integrate over the y variable in (B.1) and obtain a 1-dimension integral repre-

sentation

I’t Hooft—Feynman (mia myg, M, mX)

_ /Oldx{m_x)

2 o . 2 o 2
+§ (Co 4O+ sz2)log [mfﬁ z) —x(mi(l—x) mg)] } . (B2)
- k

mi (1 —x) —x(m3(l —x) —mj)
with
A = i me) (m; = m’“);r 2my (B.3)
m; (m; + mj) m%
1

B = B.4
m;(m; — m;)(m; +my)?m3 (B4
Co = (—2m7 — 3mym; — 2m7 + 3(m; + my)mg + mj, + 2m% ) m% | (B.5)

C = (mi — mi)(m? —m3) + (2m; + m; — my)(m; + 2m; — me)my — 2m§( ,
(B.6)
Cy = —mymy ((m; — my)(mj — my,) + 2m%) . (B.7)
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Taking the limit of m; — m;, (B.2) reduces to

I’t Hooft—Feynman (mia mi, Mg, mX)

[ o1l (10

mx (1 —z) —z(mi(l —x) —m)

(B.8)

Multiplying the above result by m?C% /87 and let m; — m,, reproduces the first vector
coupling piece in Eq. (4) (withz — 1 — x, ¢x = —1 and mp = my) of Ref. [59],
who first computed the anomaly a,, for a charged X-loop with general gauge couplings of
a muon and another neutral fermion F' in the unitary gauge. The contribution from the
axial coupling can be obtained by setting Cy — C'4 and flipping the sign of the mass my,
in the above loop integral [59]. One can also reproduce the result of Ref. [59] by starting
directly from our result (A.3) in the unitary gauge, as mentioned carlier.

An I-dimension integral representation for Z(m;, m;, mg, mx) in the 't Hooft-Feynman
gauge had been obtained previously in Ref. [63]. Our result disagrees with this earlier result.
One can show analytically that both of our expressions of Z(m;, m;, mg, mx ) in (A.3) and
(B.1) (or equivalently (B.2)) from the unitary and 't Hooft-Feynman gauges respectively
agree with each other. This can be done by integrating the integrand in (A.3) over y first
and then subtract it with (B.2). The difference can then be shown to be zero by applying

the following identity

L gl L
o_/o TP (59)

to the log terms. The intermediate steps are tedious and not illuminative, we will omit

/0 dv g'(x)log f(x) = g(x) log f ()

them here.

APPENDIX C. FEYNMAN RULES

Some relevant Feynman rules for this work are listed as follows.
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APPENDIX D. AMPLITUDE OF THE ON-SHELL [; — [; PROCESS

In general, the Lorentz invariant amplitude for I; — 1;7(¢ # j) as depicted in Fig. (3)
is given by [64]
iMi = (1T l) AT (), (D)
where A%%(q) is the electromagnetic background field and

(i1 TE ) = (p') [io"" g (A 4 Bys) +4*(C + Dvs) + ¢"(E + Fys)] ui(p) (D.2)

withqg =p'—pand A, B, C, D, E and F are the form factors. Using the electromagnetic
gauge invariance, one has

o Jb, =0 (D.3)
which yields the condition
—m;(C' = Ds) +m;(C + Dvys) + ¢*(E+ Fys) =0 (D.4)

or C'= D = 0 for the case of m; # m; and on-shell photon (¢?> = 0). Furthermore, since

q“j/eft = 0, the amplitude for the on-shell [; — 17y process is then given as
iMji = T() i (A + Bs)] i) AT (0). (D5)

To compare with the conventions established in Eq. (36), we can identify

A= —ieZ LA, (D.6)
B = C%Aﬁ : (D.7)

[t is important to note that the amplitude in Eq. (D.5) corresponds to a dimension-five
operator and as such, it can only be induced from loop diagrams. Furthermore, as there
can be no counterterm to absorb infinities, it is imperative that the amplitude in Eq. (D.5)
must be finite [64]. Since the self-energy diagrams contribute only to the C' and D form
factors, they are not relevant to the on-shell amplitude of I; — 1;7. Of course these self-
energy diagrams are necessarily included along with the 1PI diagrams to maintain the gauge

invariance of QED!
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