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Abstract

In this paper, we will present analytic formulas to express one-loop contributions to lepton flavor
violating decays e, — ey, which are also relevant to the anomalous dipole magnetic moments of
charged leptons e,. These formulas were computed in the unitary gauge, using the well-known
Passarino-Veltman notations. We also show that our results are consistent with those calculated
previously in the 't Hooft-Veltman gauge, or in the limit of zero lepton masses. At the one-loop
level, we show that the appearance of fermion-scalar-vector type diagrams in the unitary gauge will
violate the Ward Identity relating to an external photon. As a result, the validation of the Ward
Identity guarantees that the photon always couples with two identical particles in an arbitrary

triple coupling vertex containing a photon.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The lepton sector is one of the most interesting objects for experiments to search for new
physics (NP) beyond the prediction of the standard model (SM). For example, the evidence
of neutrino oscillation confirms that the SM must be extended. Recently, the experimental
data of anomalous magnetic moments (AMM) of charged leptons (g —2).,/2 = a., has been
updated, where the deviation between SM prediction and the lasted experiment data for
muon is [I]

AGNP = &P _ aSM — (251 + 59) X 10_11, (1>
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corresponding to the 4.20 deviation from standard model (SM) prediction [2] combined
from various contributions [3-23]. For the electron anomaly, the deviation between SM and
experiment is 1.60 discrepancy [24].

On the other hand, Aa,, are strongly constrained by the experimental data obtained

from searching for the charged lepton flavor violating (cLFV) decays e, — e,y are [25] 26]:
Br(r — py) < 4.4 x107%, Br(t — ey) <33 x 1078, Br(u — ey) < 4.2 x 1073, (2)

This important property was discussed previously, for example see discussions for a general
estimation in Ref. [27], and many particular models beyond the standard model (BSM)
[28-33]. General formulas expressing simultaneously both one-loop contributions to AMM
and cLFV amplitudes were introduced in the limits of new heavy scalar and/or gauge boson
exchanges m% > m? with m, being the mass of a charged lepton e, = e, u, 7 [27]. Other
calculations in the unitary gauge were discussed [34, B35] for the one-loop contributions to
ae, with m, # 0, without the relations with the cLF'V amplitudes. The analytic one-loop
formulas for cLFV amplitudes calculated in the 't Hooft Feynman (HF) gauge were also
shown in Ref. [36], using the notations of the Passarino-Veltman (PV) functions [37, 38]
with m, # my. The approximate formulas with m, = m; = 0 were introduced and consistent
with those given in Ref. [27], as shown particularly in Ref. [39] for 3-3-1 models. The general
analytic formulas of these PV functions were introduced for numerical investigations. They
are consistent with the results generated by LoopTools [40], which can be transformed
into other PV notations implemented in the Fortran numerical package Collier [41], used
to investigate cLFV decays in a two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) [42]. Many particular
expressions to compute the AMM and/or cLFV decay amplitudes predicted by different



particular BSM were constructed [28]. The relations among them can be checked by using
suitable transformations, starting from the set of particular PV notations in this work. On
the other hand, in a discussion on analytic formulas for one-loop contributions to AMM,
a class of fermion-scalar-vector (F'SV') diagrams consisting of a photon coupling with two
different physical particles, namely one scalar and one gauge boson, were considered even in
the unitary gauge [34]. It leads us to whether the Ward identity (WI) for the external photon
is still valid with the presence of this diagram type. We emphasize that the general results
for one-loop contributions to decays e, — e,y and AMM of leptons introduced in many
previous works do not include these F'SV diagrams. Moreover, they imply the existence of
the triple photon coupling with two distinguishable physical particles that has never been
mentioned previously. In particular, many works introducing general one-loop contributions
for AMM of charged leptons [27], 28, 35], or decays relating with photon such as cLFV decays
ey — ey [27, 28, 36], loop-induced Higgs decays h — vy [43, 44], h — Z~, ff~ [B4-41],
quark decays ¢ — ¢'7, .... Excluding the F'SV vertex type will reduce a huge number of
related one- and two-loop diagrams as well as confirm the validation of general one-loop
calculation introduced previously.

In this work, we will show precisely the important steps to derive the one-loop contri-
butions to both AMM and cLFV decays. The calculation is performed by hand, which is
consistent with another cross-checking using FORM package [48]. The final formulas are
expressed exactly in terms of the PV functions defined by LoopTools. The results are then
easy to change into all the other available forms using suitable transformations. The con-
ventions of the PV-functions are very convenient to derive the exact formulas before solving
particular pure mathematical problems. We also determine contributions arising from a new
form of photon coupling with vector bosons such as leptoquarks and confirm the consistency
between our results and those introduced in Ref. [44] 49| [50].

Our paper is organized as follows. Section [[] explains our aim of this work. Section [I|
introduces notations and important formulas to establish the relations between AMM and
cLFV amplitudes. Section [[I]] shows discussions to confirm the consistency of our results
and previous works, and the validation of the WI for the relevant analytic formulas. Section
summarizes main features of our work. Finally, we provide many appendices showing
precisely many intermediate steps and notations to derive the final results mentioned in this

work, including the analytic formulas of the PV functions consistent with LoopTools given



in appendix [A]l

II. GENERAL AMPLITUDES AND NOTATIONS

It is well-known that analytic formulas of one-loop contributions to the cLF'V amplitudes
er(p2) — ea(p1)v(¢) and AMM of SM charged leptons e, can be presented in the same
expressions, see for example Ref. [27] corresponding to the presence of new heavy particles in
BSM. Possible one-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to a., and cLFV decay amplitudes
ey — €,y in BSM are shown in Fig. [T} where F' is a fermion coupling with the SM charged

lepton e, = e, u, 7; and the boson B = h,V is a scalar or gauge boson, respectively. For a

€y F €a € ht €a €p €p F Ca €y F €a €a

ep F €a ep y+ €q

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for one-loop contribution to ae, and cLFV amplitudes e, — €47y in the

unitary gauge.

detailed calculation, precise conventions for external momenta and propagators are presented

in appendix . We note here that Ref. [34] argues another type of F'SV one-loop diagrams

giving new contributions to the AMM. They will be discussed in detail in this work.
Firstly, we adopt the Lagrangian generating one-loop diagrams in Fig. , namely [27]

Ly = F(g5 pnPr + g5 pn Pr)eah + hic., (3)

Ly = F’Y”(Qf,FVPL + ggFVPR)eaVu + h.c., (4)

where the fermion F' and the boson B = V), h have electric charges Qr and @)p, and
masses mp and mpg, respectively. These Lagrangians and are consistent with those
in Ref. [36]. Moreover, the photon couplings with all physical particles should be mentioned

clearly, as given in Ref. [36], i.e., we will adopt the Feynman rules that the photon always



Vertex Coupling Vertex Couplings | Vertex|Couplings

Al (po) VY (pr)V* M p-) |—1€Qv T ur(po, p4, p-) | AP h(p1)h* (p-) |i€Qn(ps — p-)u | AVFF| ieQpv,

TABLE I: Feynman rules for cubic couplings of photon A*, where pg + are incoming momenta into

the relevant vertex.

couples with two identical physical particles, as given in table , where I';,x(po, 4, 0-) =
G (Po — P+)a + gur(P+ — =)+ 9u(P— — po), is the standard form. The more general form
of I'yur(po, p+, p—) introduced in Refs. [44], 49, 50] will be discussed in detail later.

All couplings listed in Lagrangians , , and tableresult in the following form factors

relevant with one-loop contributions:

ab fe(xB) + Qrgs(rp)

Lx R
Cpp = 9. rp9s.rpMre X
RB ~ g 2Ja.FBIbFB m2

* * fe(zp) +Qris(zp)
1672 (mbgiFngL,FB + magngngB) X — ,
B

()

where 253 = m2/m%. The four scalar functions fz(x), gs(z), fe(z), and jz(z) are listed
in Eq. of appendix , as the approximate formulas in the limit m,, m, < mpg. The
formula in Eq. does not contain contributions from the F'SV diagrams mentioned in
Ref. [34], because of the absence of photon coupling AVh. The corresponding formulas of
AMM and cLFV decay rates are:

lel aa aax 4ma aa
Geg == (¢ +cg™) =— . Re[c®'], (6)
3
o my, ab|? ba |2
Br(e) — €x7) = 14 (letl” +1eke]) (7)

where m,, my, and 'y, are the masses and total decay width of the leptons e,, e;, and
P = Z . (8)
B,F

The amplitude for a vertex e,e,A, in Ref. [51] is consistent with the following form
presenting both AMM and cLFV amplitudes [52] 53]

ny

. L 0" qy . *
M= —zeua(pl) {’Y”Fl - 2mq (ZFQ + 75F3)} ub(p2>5,uv (9)

a

where o = % (V9" — y"]; P23 are scalar form factors; €}, and g, is the polarized vector of

the external photon. The derivation of Eq. @D respecting the WI from the most general form
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was explained clearly in Ref. [53]. The form factors I, 3 get contributions only from loop
corrections. They relate with the well-known experimental quantities called the anomalous
magnetic moment a., and electric dipole moment d., for b = a, respectively. Specifically,

we have F| = 1 for the on-shell photon, and

e
Qe, 2 a 2m, 3 (10)

Regarding the LFV decay e, — e,y the amplitude can also be written in the same form
[36, 4], suggesting that Fy can be calculated based on the one-loop corrections to LEV

decays. In particular, the second term of the amplitude @ can be expanded as follows [39]
M = (2p1.e")Vug (Clany Pr + ClanyrPr) ws + g [Diaryr# P + Diavyré¢” Pr] ws, (11)

where m, = m; and we can prove that Cu) P + ClayrPr = ﬁ(FQ — i F3). The WI for

the external photon gives
Dy = —(msClapyr + maClavyr), Dayr = —(muClanyr + MaClab)r)- (12)

We note that although WI does not require the condition of on-shell photon ¢> = 0 in
general, it was also used to derive the two relations given in Eq. , which simplify our
calculation in the unitary gauge !. The general case of ¢*> = 0 is beyond our scope, see Ref.
[42] for a detailed discussion of this case in the 2HDM framework. The hermiticity that
Claayr = Cl,q [B3] gives

0 — ma(C(aa)L + C(aa)R) _ 2TnaR'e[C’(aa)L,R]
‘e e e ’

dea = i(C(aa)R - Cv(aa)L) = Im[C(aa)L] = _Im[C(aa)R]' (13)
Hence, the following relations between two different notations must be satisfied:
1 ba 1
CR = _EC(ab)R and CR = _§C(ab)L' (14)

From the above discussion, we see that one-loop contributions to the a., and d., can be
written in terms of well-known PV functions, see detailed discussions in Ref. [39] or general

formula introduced for calculations of the cLF'V decay rates [36], with the identification that

1 'We thank the referee for reminding us this point



op,r = —Clapr,r- In the limit of 0 ~ mg,, m; < mp, the numerical values of a., can be
evaluated using the numerical packages such as LoopTools [40] or Collier [41]. Although
the exact analytic formulas of one-loop three-point functions presented in Ref. [39] can not
be applied to calculate a.,, the limit of m, — m, can be used to solve this problem. The
analytic formulas of a., were introduced completely in Ref. [34].

Because of the relations in Eq. , only Capr,r is needed to determine a., and
Br(e, — e,7). Because all two-point diagrams give contributions to just Dayr,r, Crab)r,r
are calculated by considering only three-point diagrams. In this work, the analytic formulas
of D(apyr,r Will be determined directly from all diagrams in Fig. [I|to check the validation of
the WI in the presence of the F'SV.

The analytic formulas for one-loop contributions to the cLF'V decay amplitudes presented
in this work are more general than the results introduced in Ref. [39] for general 3-3-1
models. Many important steps in our calculations were shown in appendix [C] Using this
unitary gauge, the assumption for a particular form of the Goldstone boson couplings given
in Ref. [36] is unnecessary. In contrast, we use the same photon couplings to other physical
particles in an arbitrary BSM, as given in table [ Namely, a tree-level photon coupling
always contains two identical physical particles. This implies that the contributions from
the F'SV diagrams are not included.

Using the notations of PV-functions defined in appendix [A] the Fhh contributions from
diagram (1) in Fig. |1| are:

ron —€Qn Lx L R+ R R+ L
C(ab)L :W [maga,thb,FhX{ + mbga,thb,Fth - mFga,thb,FhX(ﬂ ’
Fhh __th R+« bRy f Lx L f Lx R f
C(ab)R T 602 [maga,*thFth + mbga;«“hgb,FhXZ - mFga,}‘hgb,FhXO} ) (15)
where X/, X{,... are linear combinations of the PV-functions C 00,4, (m%, m2, m3) defined

precisely in appendix [A]
The diagram (2) in Fig. |1| gives hF'F' contributions as follows:

wrr _ —€QF Lx bL h R« R h Rx L h
Clanr RETr) [maga,thb,Fth + Mgy prds rnXa + mFga,thb,FhX?)] )
_eQF * % *
C(}ZIZ)I;% :W [magijhnghX{L + mbg(ithlf:Fth + mpgiththXg] ) (16)

where X7, 5 are linear combinations of Cp; ;;(m?, m%, m%). The above results are completely

consistent with those introduced in Ref. [36], except an overall sign and the signs before



the PV-functions ¢; o, arising from the different definitions of the external momenta p; in

the denominators of the one-loop integrals. We also give the analytic formulas of DF (ab) LR

D?f;ﬂ r» used to confirm the WI given in Eq. . for the only-scalar contributions.

The PV-functions derived from diagram (2) defined as X! are different from X/ defined for

and

three diagrams (1), (3), and (4). In contrast, the equal functions are denoted as follows:
BY = BT = BO" = By(p2, m2,m%), Xo= X =X}, i=1,2.
The form factors D(q)r,r originated from scalar contributions are:

_eQH *
D@Z)hL RETICR {gf,thbL,Fh X 20({0}
_eQe

* * 1 2
+ 16w2(m2 —mj) {(mbg‘ithlth = Mala pn gy pn) M <B(() '~ By ))

« 1 2 1 2
- gf,thbL,Fh <m§B§ 7 mng )f> mambga thb Fh (B( 7 B£ )f)} 5

D{h)h —Diﬁﬁi{ [ga Fh < ga Fho gb Fh 7 Fh}

€QF
D?FFL T {ga thb pu [MmpCH + (2 — d)Cly — mi X} —mp X7 |

+925 Fhb, b Mamy Xo + [Qf }hgbL R + gi}hnghmb] mpCy}

D?F)F _D(ab)L [Qa Fh & ga Fh gb Fh < 9 Fh] (17)

where X7, 5 are linear combinations of Cf!, ;. = Co; 1 (m2, m%, m%), Cly = Coo(m%, m2, m2),
and B 0 = B(l)(mF,mh) given in Eq. (A3).

It is noted that the Fhh contributions are the sum of three diagrams (1), (3), and (4),
while the hF'F' contributions are from only diagram (2). We emphasize that the electric
charge conservation Qr = @), + Q. is one of the necessary requirements to guarantee the
WI given in Eq. , see a detailed proof in appendix . We can see this crudely from
the necessary condition that div[D?F El+ le[D{;}bE;I ] ~ gk gk (Qe + Qn — Qp) = 0 and
div[Dip] + div[DE] ~ i i (Qe + Qn — Qr) = 0. This conclusion supports completely
the only case of electric conservation among the remaining ones mentioned in Ref. [36].

Regarding Lagrangian (4)), which results in four diagrams in the second line of Fig.
diagram (5) gives the following F'V'V contributions:

mamb X(J;12

€QV
C(I;})/)‘L/ = {ga Fng FvME {3)(:{ +

Lx* R
T } ~ 9a,rv9p, FvMF X

2my,

2
maX{ +miX)
"‘gi?vgb%pvma [2(X{ —X:{)_’_ F<*01 b

V

mv
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Rx* R
G0, 7v b, v

2Xf 2Xf
2(xf — x{f) + Drlie T MaZi | 1 (18)

2
my

where X/ is the linear combinations of Cy;(m%, m%,m?), given in Eq. (AG), and

eQy 1 Ma M
oV — — = Lol gl mp |3X] + — | — gy g pyme X —— X[
(ab)R 1672 Yo, Fv 9y, FvIME 3 Zm%/ Yo, Fv Iy, FvMF m%, 012

mQXf +m2Xf
+95*FV9£vaa [2(X1f — ng) 4 Dol X5

} maXdy +m2X{
+g£,FngL,vab IQ(X; —X:{) 4 DF02 i |

(19)
mi
Diagram (6) gives V F'F contributions:
eQr . . mE (XY — XY+ miXY
C(‘ng)}L? T {magf,pvng,pv [2X01 + - mg 2
. . ma (XY — X))+ m2X}
+ mbgf,FVgtijV {2X02 + =2 23 1}
my
mQX”+m2X” _m2xv
_ gﬁ?vngpva {4){0 4 taftl b 22 F 3}
my,
* Mgy v v
—gf,Fvngvm—z x mp(Xi — X3)} ) (20)
v

where all X} are expressed in terms of PV functions Cy 5l = Co;45(miy, m%b, m%), and
2 v [ 2 vyv
VFF eQr R« R v mE (XY — X)) +mp X
C(ab)R = _—167r2 {maga,Fng,FV |:2X01 +

2
my,

. m2 (XY — XV) + mZX”
+ mbgiFngL,FV [Qng +—= (& ng) : }
%

2 vov 2 v 2 v
L+ R v M XY +my Xy —mp Xy
~ Ya,Fv9h rvIME [4X0 + 2

my
* My v v
—gf,FvgbL,FV—z x mp(Xiy — X3)} . (21)
my
Finally, using the simple notations gf’R = gi’ﬁv, the formulas of D)1, and D) p are
(718) _ (M (8)
Dy =Dayr + Py

eQe

* * 1 2
:167r2(m2 —m?) { (92" 95'm0 + 927 95 ma) Bme [B((] ) B(() )]

— my (Mags gn’ + mugs*gr)

2 2
my, my,

1
<2 L mi mg) p@w | Almi) +2mi By 1]



m2 + m? o Ag(m2) +2m2BPY
T+ my (mbgf*g§+mag§*gf) (2+ F : a) B%l) 0( V) . F-0 +1 ’
ms, ms,
(22)
(78) _ () [ L R L R
D(ab)R —D(ab)L [ga < 9a> Gy 7 gb} .
eQv .
Dl == 15 { 9ot | 2(d = 2)Cy +2(m2 +m)X]
1
—— ( 2(BSY + BEY — 20§) + Ao(m) + m2B{Y + mng)f)]
v
2CY, 1 2y !
—|—gf*g5mamb 4X3{ + 30 —|—gf*gbL X MeMp SC’(J; — 5+ i’ 2012
mi, 2my, my,
1 m2XJ
L« R f a}012
X 3Cy —
94 9p X MpMmp 0 Iz + e ]},
Dignr =Clnt. [95 < 9 v < 9], (23)

where all X/ are expressed in terms of PV functions CJ i = Coj(mE, mi,, mi,) and B s

given in Eq. (A3).
The remaining formulas of D41,z from diagram (6) of Fig. |1} are

pyEE =9 {okgt | —2m3Co + (d = 2y + 2m2 X3, + 2mEX s,

1 v 1 2
oz [(2 — dym2Cl + Ag(m?) + m? (Bé ) + B| ))
—m2 (B + BY) = mi (B + BE") + mEmi X
—m}. ((m2 + mf = m3)Co +m2X{ +mix3) ||
1
el afmam, | 2Xa = (2= d)C + X5 — XY - i X3)|
\%4
gf*gbLmamF (v 2 v 2 v v
R [—Bl + (2 = d)Coo — m, X7 + my (X5 — Xz)]
2
g(f*g{imbmF (2)v v 2 yvv 2 v v
+m—2 [_Bl + (Q_d)COO _mbX2 +ma(X3 _Xl)} )
Vv
Diiyr =Dlyr (95 < 95 95 < gi'] (24)

where all X} are expressed in terms of PV functions Cf;; = Ci;(mi,, m%p, m3) and B is

given in Eq. (A3)).
We note that all results presented here are crosschecked by FORM package [4§],
using intermediate steps given in appendix . There is a property that C'()éb)R =

10



C()gb)L [9F < gF, gt <> gfY] for all X = Fhh,hFF,FVV,VFF. The above results of one-
loop contribution to C(a) i are totally consistent with those introduced in Ref. [36], after
some transformations of notations presented in appendix . In the limit of m2,m? >
m2,my, i.e., m2/m%,mi/m; ~ 0 with B = h,V, we get consistent results with those given
in Ref. [27, 55, 56]. To derive the above results for gauge boson exchanges, we start with
many important features different from those mentioned in Ref. [36], namely: i) we do not
use the typical form of couplings relating to Goldstone bosons going along with the presence
of new gauge bosons, ii) we have to use the massless property of the on-shell photon ¢* = 0,
iii) to confirm the WI for all diagrams given in Fig. |1 we need the charge conservation law
corresponding to the Lagrangian : Qr = Qv + Q.. Therefore, our calculation is another
independent approach to confirm the result given in Ref. [36]. The details of the calculation
to confirm the WI for all one-loop contributions are given in appendix [C] We remind that
our results are derived from the photon couplings listed in the table[l, and do not contain the

contributions from the FSV diagrams. In the following, we pay attention to the possibility

of adding the FSV diagrams or the new forms of the photon couplings.

III. DISCUSSION ON WI AND PREVIOUS RESULTS
A. WI to constrain the form of photon couplings

Now we focus on the feature that the WI of the on-shell photon will constrain strongly the
forms of the cubic photon couplings with two physical particles in a renormalized Lagrangian.

Now we consider the existence of the photon coupling types at tree level:

£ —eQu A" [Ty Fy + e + ieQuA” [(10,ha — haduh) + hc)

- [eQVAM‘/lVVvQA*F/W/\(pOap-Fp—) + hC} + [.g'thg;wh_QAuVQV + hC} > (25)

where all couplings are more general than those well-known as the standard forms given in
Table [I. In addition, the last term corresponds to the photon coupling to a scalar h = S
and a gauge boson V mentioned in Eq. (DI)). The above Lagrangian results in the following
decays from the heavy particle to the lighter one: i) Fy — Fi7, ii) he — hy7, iii) Vo — Vi,
and iv) V' — hy. The WI for these decay amplitudes at tree level is M*(X; — Xo7v)po, =0

with po, being the external photon momentum. It can be derived that:

11



e Using the same convention of external momenta given in Fig. (1, we have MH*(Fy —
F1v)q, ~ (mp, — mp )up,(p2)up (p1) = 0, where py = —q. Therefore, mp, = mp,.

This case is automatically satisfied for the tree-level AMM amplitude.

o MH(hy = hiy)pop ~ (p2—p1)-(p2+p1) = (mj, —mj, ) = 0, where all on-shell momenta
are incoming the vertex A*hjhy, implying that po = —(p; + p2) and piz = m%l ,- The

consequence is mp, = Mp,.

o MMV — hy)pou ~ €p.po = 0, where ¢, and p, are the polarization of gauge boson V'
and the external momentum of the photon A,. Hence, the presence of a ARV vertex
does not automatically satisfy the WI. One-loop contributions for all diagrams arising
from this vertex must be checked for the validation of WI. In Ref. [34], the presence of
these vertices was mentioned in a Higgs triplet model (HTM). A detailed calculation

in appendix E shows an opposite conclusion that this vertex vanishes at tree level 2.

o M, (Vi — Vavy)ply ~ e¥ey*

6L wa(Po, p1,p2) = 0, where €1 5, and p 20 are the polariza-
tion of the gauge boson V; 5 and the external momentum of the gauge bosons V; 5 and
photon A, respectively. We will use the following properties of the external gauge
bosons V(i = 1,2) and photon: &;.p; = 0, pj = 0, p; = my,, and the momentum

conservation pg + p1 + pa = 0 following notations in table [I After some intermediate

calculating steps, we have:

M, (Vi = Vay)py ~(po-€1) [(Po — p1)-€5] + (e1-€3) [(p1 — p2)-pol + (po-€3) [(P2 — po)-1]

=(e1.€5) [m%,2 — m%/J =0. (26)

Hence, my, = my, is necessary. From this, we consider the more general photon

coupling with a gauge boson [49] describing the couplings of a leptoquark field [50]

LA (00, P15 P2) =G (kupo — P1)a + gua(pr — p2)u + gau(P2 — Kupo)w

=T AP0, p1, p2) + Oky (9uwPor — GauPov) (27)

with 6k, = k, — 1 showing the deviation from the standard vertex listed in table

This may change the one-loop contributions of the diagram (5) in Fig. hence

2 To the best of our knowledge, we have not seen any UV models beyond the SM that have violated U (1),

couplings of the form S-V-v, which is the necessary source for generating F'SV-type diagrams.

12



change the formulas of CL}Y 1 given in Egs. and (19), respectively. One can

prove immediately that the vertex deviation

0T ua(Po, p1,2) = T)ua(Po, P1,P2) — Dywa(Po, p1, p2) = 0k (Guwpbor — gaubor)  (28)

guarantees the WI. The new one-loop contributions arising from dI' are also satisfied

the WI, see analytic formulas given in Eq. (C36]).

Now we start from the point that all results of one loop contributions given from Eq.
to Eq. based on the standard forms of photon couplings given in table , where
a photon always couples with two identical physical fields. On the other hand, a recent
work [34] assumed the existence of a new photon coupling kind ASV, which may appear in
some BSM, in which the photon couples with one gauge boson V' and one scalar S. The
appearance of a boson V or S will generate by itself the one-loop contributions that always
guarantee the WI by the respective set of four diagrams given in Fig. [l Hence, the two

FSV diagrams must give contributions satisfying the WI themselves, namely
Dy +maChyy +myClpt = Dy +maCLp) +mCly = 0. (29)
As a result, the divergent parts of h = S given in appendix [D| for both L and R parts give:

0 =gonv [202 98 mr — 9l ghrms — 95 gt ma)
=gy (290 90 ME — gay i — Gan giyma) - (30)

Considering the case of g,y # 0. Then, all quantities g%, g%, gfi,, and gfi, are zeros if at
least one of them is zero. More strictly, we require that the two Eqgs. (29) must be held
for both divergent and finite parts arising from D, g and Cap)r,r given in appendix E
Consequently, g,y = 0, i.e., the F\SV diagram type does not satisfy the WI.

Regarding the vertex deviation of the AV'V couplings defined in Eq. , the new one-
loop contributions relating to C(ZX)‘L/ r and D@‘zﬁ)‘i » are shown in Eq. of appendix
Our results are consistent with previous works [49, 50]. Although they satisfy the WI, they

contain divergences. For example, the divergent part of CTVV is

_5kveQV [ Lx

=y |0
32m4my,

div [-0CTVY ] gEma + g2 gftmy, — 2g2 gime) . (31)

Hence, 0k, = 0 is equivalent to the renormalizable condition of the theory, see a more

detailed explanation in Ref. [49]. This confirms that the AVV coupling listed in table [
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CEVV = 0, implying that

is still valid for a general UV-complete model. Consequently, ¢
the results of C’@X)‘L/, » given in Egs. and are unchanged for many renormalizable

theories.

B. Discussions on previous results

It is easy to derive that Cu)r,r = or,r corresponding to the notations given in Ref.
[36], see a detailed explanation in appendix [Bl This confirms a perfect consistency of the
two results obtained from different original assumptions that we have indicated above. In
addition, these results are also consistent with those given in Ref. [27] in the limit of heavy
boson masses in the loops, which are very useful for studying the correlations of AMM and
cLFV decays.

In some BSM, SM light quark may play the role of the light fermions w,d = F in the
Yukawa couplings [29], hence the condition m% > m2,m? is not held. But numerical
illustrations [39] to investigate cLFV decays e, — e,y with very light neutrinos show that

the case of m% < m? is also valid for approximation formulas with m? = m? = 0, provided
2

a’

example, Ref. [5§].

m? < mi,mi. An analytic approximation to explain this result was given in, for

m

For analytic formulas of cLFV and a,, introduced in Ref. [28], They can be changed into
the form of PV-functions consistent with our results. An exceptional case mentioned is the
coupling of a doubly charged boson with two identical leptons. For example, the Lagrangian

containing couplings of a doubly charged Higgs boson is [2§]:
Lot = G40 EL + ghot 777 + he., (32)

where we can identify that g%, = 9%+ g;% and gl = 9% — g;%. But the Feynman rules
for the vertex Eéjqf* containing two identical leptons give an extra factor 2, implying that
Clanyr,r given in Egs. and must be added a factor 4. Instead of many particular
formulas to calculate one-loop contributions relating to different charged particles, the one-
loop results for (g — 2)., and e, — e, decays can be generalized for a., with an arbitrary
electric charge Q) of a new fermion and the boson with Qp = Qp — Q. with B = h, V.

Namely, the a., formulas are

_Qumg (1 z(z — 1) [2Re[g™]mp + (¢ + g™ )mqz]
1672 /0 (1 —x)m% + x[m2 + m2(z — 1)]

Qe, (h)
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Qrma / g 2? [=29" (g™ mp + (g"F + g™ )ma(z — 1))
0

1672 C—om tomdrmic—1)] (33)

0 (V) = M /1 i {Re[gRL]mF [m%(:zc - 1)+ m%/x(fia: - 1)+ mgx(g —5r 4+ 23:2)]
0

16m2m2, (1 —2z)mi + z[m} + m2(x — 1)]
ma (g™ + g™ M3 (2 — 3z + 2%) + mi2z(x + 1) + mix(z — 1)]
- (0= 2 + 2 [, + m2(w — 1) |
Qrmy /1 d [2gRL[gRL]mF:r; [m%x — 4m3 (1 — z) + m2x(2z — 1)]
1672m2, J, (1—z)m3 + x [m% +m2(x — 1)]
(g™ + " Ymoz [mZa(1 + 2) + 2m¥ (2 — 3z + 22) + m2z(z — 1)]}
(1 —z)mi, + x [mF + m(z — 1)]

+

, (34)

where g™ = gt p9pp, 9" = 94rp9urs, and ¢ = gihpgipp with B = h, V. The
coupling identifications are g/, = gif + gop and gy, = go — gop for k = 1,2, 3 relating to
neutral, singly, and doubly charged Higgs bosons. Similarly to the gauge bosons, gf,pv =
gop + gow and gl = gt — g for Qv = 1,0,—1,2 corresponding k = 1,2,3,4. The two
formulas (33]) and are derived by inserting the PV functions given in appendix [A|in the
limit p; = p3 = m2 into C(ap)r,r- We have checked that our results are consistent with all
HFF, FHH, and VFF contributions relating to the diagrams (1), (2), and (6) in Fig.
respectively. For the one-loop FVV contributions arising from the diagram (5), there is a

difference between our result and that in Ref. [28], namely

Q mem aa aa ! Q Man aa aa
5(a'ea)(FVV) = u( gvk|2 - |gak 2) 0 dﬂ?(zf + 1) = u( gvk;|2 - |gak 2)‘

22 2,2
16m=my, 8m2my,

a,
a

in many BSM such as the SM, 3-3-1 models,... We also see that the F'V'V contribution to

It shows that the two results are consistent if g} = £g47 i.e., 95, FBng 5 = 0, which appears
ae, of the doubly gauge boson given in Ref. [28] has an opposite sign with our result.

We note that our results are also valid as the exact solutions for studying the AMM and
ey — e,y decay in BSM consisting of very light bosons mp < m2, m? such as an axion-like

particle (ALP) [59, [60], or a new scalar singlet [61].

IV. CONCLUSION

Using the unitary gauge, we confirm the exact results of analytic formulas in terms of
PV functions for one-loop contributions to the cLFV decay rates e, — e,v given in Ref.
[36], which are also applicable to compute the AMM of charged leptons. These results are

consistent with those given in Ref. [27] in the limit of heavy bosons mpg > m,, my. The
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general expressions in terms of PV-functions are very convenient to change into available
forms. Our calculations here have many new features as follows. Our calculation is indepen-
dent of the Goldstone boson couplings of the new gauge bosons. The Ward Identity of the
external photon allows only the couplings of a photon with two identical physical particles,
as given in table Il At tree-level, the ASV couplings do not satisfy the WT if ,.py # 0,
where €, and py are the polarization of gauge boson V' and the external momentum of the
photon, respectively. The one-loop F'SV contributions arising from this vertex type to cLF'V
amplitudes and AMM do violate the WI. Therefore, the results given in Ref. [27), [36] are
valid in all renormalizable BSM respecting the WI. They are still applied for other similar
decays of quarks ¢ — ¢’v. The photon-scalar-vector ASV vertex does not appear in BSM
satisfying the WI. Our conclusion is very useful for constructing loop calculations relating

to photon couplings, where only the vertex types listed in Table [I| are valid.
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Appendix A: PV functions for one loop contributions defined by LoopTools
1. General notations

The PV-functions used here were listed in Ref. [39], namely

Ag(m?) = (Zmu)” /kg o

i —m2+id’

2 2 2\ (27r:u)4_d ddk X {17 k,ua kukz/} .
Bow (v, Mi, M) = — 5D, Li=1,2,
C - (27T/L)4_d / ddk‘{l, k,, k#k,,}

{0,p,pv} — P2 DOD1D2 )

B, (p?, M2, M3) = (—p;.) B,
Cp = (=p1u) C1 + (=pay) Co,
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Cow = GuwCoo + P1u01vCi1 + P2uP2Co2 + (P1P2v + D2uP1u) Cio, (A1)

where Dy = k* — M} +i6, D; = (k —p;)* — M3+ 6, Co 1 = Coppw (1,0, p3; ME, M3, M),
p is an arbitrary mass parameter introduced via dimensional regularization [57]. In this
work, we discuss only the case of external photon ¢*> = (py — p1)? = 0. The scalar func-
tions Ay, By, Bf), Co, Coo, C;, and Cj; (4,7 = 1,2) are well-known PV functions, which are

consistent with those defined by LoopTools [40]. The well-known relations are:

BY = BY (1 M2, M2) = BY (12 M2, M?),
1

B = B (0 M}, M) = =55 | Ao(M3) = Ao(M3) + fiBg” | (A2)

where f; = p? + M? — M?. Depending on the particle exchanges in Feynman diagrams, the

B§i)—function given in Eq. (A2)) is denoted more precisely as follows:
B = B (p}smip,m), B = B (plsmiy,m), B = By (pfimi,mp). (A3)

The scalar functions Ay, By, and Cy can be calculated using the techniques of [38]. Other
PV functions needed in this work are

(2mp)t—d / dk {1, k,, k.k,}
= : A4

For simplicity, we define the following notations appearing in many important formulas:

XQECO+C1+CQ,
X1 =Cn +Cip+ Ch,
Xy = Cia+ Cyy + Oy,
X3501+02:X0—C0,
XOleXo—{—Xl—I—XQ, XZ:Xl—l—X] (A5)
Depending on the form of the PV-functions, we have
Xf = Xi(miﬂmZB?mQB)’ th ~ Xi(szvm%WmZF)’ X~ Xl(m%/,m%,m%) (A6)

(2 K3

corresponding to the diagram types of FBB, HFF, and VFF with B =h,V.
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2. pl#p3+#0 and p}p3 #0.
From the definitions of PV-functions given in Eq. (Al]), it can be proved that:

B = B (My) = By(0: My, Ms) = Cyry — In(M2) + O(e),

Ao(M) = M2 (B (M) +1] (A7)
BY(My) = 5B (0 + ). (%)
B (M) = g;w My [BSO) + 1] + éBSO) (2PYPY + Phps + api + 2p5p3) |

G — 411 OMICh+ (M2 — M} 4 m?) Bg; - 7(;\%42 M2 +m2) BY? N 1] | (A9)

where Cpyy is defined as the divergent part of the PV functions when D — 4, Cyy =
1/e — g + log(4mu?) with vg being Euler’s constant and D = 4 — 2¢. Tt is well-known that

the PV-functions having non-zero divergent parts are:
div [Bé”] — div [Bgﬂ = div [332)} = —adiv [Bﬂ = —adiv [39] = 4div [Cho] = Cory,
div [Ao(M)] = M2CUV' (Al())
As mentioned in Ref. [39], we can derive all formulas of C;, and C;; as functions of Ay, B((]i)7
and Cy consistent with Ref. [39], using the following relations:
2m2Cy + (ml +my)Ch = — f.Co — By + B,
(m2 +m2)Cy + 2m2Cy = — f,Co — B + By,

1
2C00 + 2m2C11 + (m2 +m3)Ciy = = — faCh,

2
1
2m2012 + (mg + mg)CQQ = 5350) + B%Q) — faCQ
1
2000 + (mg + mZ)Cm + ngCQQ = EB(()O) — beQ,
1
(m?2 +m3)Chi + 2m;Chy = 53(() ) + B W _ 0,

1
4Ch) — 3 +mZChy + (m2 +m3)Ciy + miCoy = B((JO) + M7 C, (A11)

where f,, = M3—M7+m ,, and C1, = Cy; are used. In this work, we need just combinations

of these PV-functions for our immediate steps. In particular, we can prove that:

1 2
Xo:——Bé)_Bé),
m mb
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Bfl) B Bf)

Xy = —
A0<M )~ AM) (M —Mp) (B BYY 1y
2m2m? 2(m2 —m2) \ m2  m} 2"
1
2B —miB® = —= [ (m2 + MF — M2) B — (mf + M3 — M7) BY|
sz£ - mbB( : 2 2
bl = (mg — mg) —(2000 + maXl + mng),
1
(2 —d)Coo + MZ2Cy = —2C + 3+ MZ2C,
_ (m2 4 M — M3) B — (m + M} — M3) By
2(mg —mp)
= by + (M — M) Xo, (A12)

where Ag(M2) = M2(B” +1) and Ag(M2) = M2(BY”) + 1+ In(M2/M?)).
It was proved previously, for example [39], that
1
By(p*; M7, M3) = By(p*; M3, M7) = Cyy —In(M3) +2 - (1 - —)In(l-zo),
o=% e

Oo(m37 0, ml%; Mlzv M227 M22) = _2—772% Z [Li2(ya0) - Li2<yb0)] ) (A13>
a o=%

where p = p,, pp; and

1 2 2 2 2 2,,2
v = g |V = M7+ p?) ) £ (MF — M2+ p2)2 — AM3p2
1 2 2
Yot = o0 p2 (M5 — M?+m?) £ 4],
Y+ = T+ [b — a] (A14)

with A = (M} + M) +m? — 2M2M2 — 2M?m?2 — 2M2m?)'/2. The above formula of Cj is
also consistent with that introduced in loop-induced decay amplitude of h — Z~ [62].
3. mi=pi=pi#0

Formulas for AMM in Ref. [34] require that analytic formulas of PV functions with
my, = mg. It seems that the results of PV-functions listed in Ref. [39] are not valid. But

the limit m;, = m, can be derived mathematically. For example, the result of Cjy given in
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Eq. (A13]) leads to a consequence that

Co(mi,O,mz;Mf,Mg,Mg): lim C’O(m Omb,MIQ,Mg,MQ)

mp—Maq
_ a yao ln yaa)
- a<m2) ;t yaa Z
~ Yao) ME + M22 —m?2
_ 1— 2 Al5
Z 2M22yaa |: o x A ) ( )

where f' = 0f/(0m?) denotes a well-known derivative notation. In addition, B(()l) = Béz)
and Bfl) = B§2) are automatically satisfied. Many formulas containing (m? — m?) in the

denominators corresponding a derivative in the limit m, — my:

In(1 —
X _ —B Z yaa yaa+ n( yaa)]

)

o=%+ yaa

X12 - —BF)/. ey (A16)

In this way, we can confirm all results introduced in Ref. [34]. There is another way to

calculate form factors, using the Feynman trick:

1 Ydo dy dz 6(1 — 2 —y — 2)
S Al
o = T®) / - , (A17)
where
D = [k — (yp1 + 2p2)]* — M? + i,
M? =y(y+2z—1)p? + 2(y + 2 — 1)pa +aM? + (1 — ) MZ. (A18)

With MZ = (p3 — p})zy — x(1 — x)p3 + M7 + (1 — ) M3, the PV functions are:

o ! e dy{la_ya_(l_x_y)ay2a(]-_I_y):%(l_x_y)Q}
0{0,1,2,11,22,12} = - dx M2 )
0

0 0
1 S dy x {x, —zy, —x(l —z —y), —(1 —z
0 0 0

The expressions of X; in Eq. are very convenient for the case of (¢ — 2) anomaly,
where p? = p3 = m? results in MZ = —z(1 —z)m? +x M} + (1 — ) M2, which is independent
with y. Consequently, the
Xo1as — _/ {z(1—2),—z(1 —z)? /2]\/[—2x(1 —x)?/2,—(1 — x)?}
0

_ Vo {2(1 —2),—(1 —2)2?/2, —(1-)2?/2, —2?}
——/0 dx V7 , (A20)
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Formulas of Eq. are enough to check the consistency between our results with those
of (g — 2) anomalies and cLFV amplitudes mentioned in ref. [28]. Using the second line of
Eq. , we can write the general formulas of a, as shown in Egs. and .

Indeed, all integrals in Eqgs. and can be solved analytically. Starting from the
general formulas of Mg as functions of z: MZ(x) = m2(z —x,)(x —x_) corresponding to the
two solutions . All numerators in Egs. and are always written in the following
forms:

dM?
dx

ax? + b’ +c= alMg + by +c. (A21)

The consequence is

! az? +br* +c M} o (1—z)z
de X ————— =a; + b/ In—=% + ln{ +}. A22
| 7 I TRV e [ (822)

The result in this way must be consistent with those discussed in Ref. [34], hence we do not

show precisely here.

4. p2=pi=0

Results for the case of p? = p; = 0 were provided in Ref. [36], namely

M2 — M2+ M?In [M}

i
C p— p— 1
o (07 = MEP
SME — AM2M2 + M} + 2M{ In [%}
Cl = Cz =CcC=— !

TRV |
11MS — 18MAM2 + OM2ME — 2M$ + 6MP In [%—}
18(M7 — M3)*

Cii=Cop=20p=d= (A23)

This approximate formulas of PV functions give results consistent with those given in Ref.
[27], namely

N 2 —1—2zlogx
Fulx) = 2G(2) = et

Az —1)3
r—1—logx
gn(z) = w,
3 2 2
Fulz) = 2z° + 3x 24?;1—11)4 6z logx’ (A24)
23 — 1222 + 152 — 4 + 622 log
Jrlw) = 4(x —1)3 ’
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_2®—br+4+3zlogx

gvle) = 2z — 1)2 ’
~ —4x* +492% — 7822 4 43x — 10 — 1823 logw
fV(x) = 4 )
24(x — 1)
v (1) —3(2% — 62% + Tz — 2 + 22% log x)
€Tr) =

where * = m%/m%. The diagrams FBB and BF'F correspond to different identifications

that {My, My} = {mp,mp} or and {M;, My} = {mp, mr}.

Appendix B: Notations in Ref. [36]

Here we give a brief review of the approach of Ref. [36]. Apart from the general cou-
plings of physical Higgs and gauge bosons given in Egs. and , the photon couplings
were assumed to be the standard forms given in table [ Furthermore, the couplings of the

Goldstone boson Gy corresponding to V' are assumed to be the following forms:
7 —
+ ervaMV*‘uGV — erva‘uqu;. (Bl)

The above assumptions of the Gy couplings are necessary for the calculation of one-loop
gauge contributions that were done in the 't Hoof Feynman gauge. These final results
introduced in Ref. [36] were the sum of all diagrams consisting of gauge and Goldstone
boson exchanges. Corresponding to the two one-loop diagram classes F'VV and VEFF, we

have the following equivalence between two classes of notations

{CL, C1, C2, d17 d27 f7 g} = {007 027 Cl> 0227 Clla 0127 COO}B )
{@, —Cy, —52,J17J2,f,§} = {Cy, Cy,C1, Ch1, Oy, C1a, Coo}f,

where B = h,V are gauge bosons in the loop. In addition, the different notations in the
definitions of the one-loop integrals given in Eq. , we have {my, my} = {my, m,} while
{p1,p2} = {—p2, —p1} and {p1,p2} = {p2, p1} for the diagrams VFF and FV'V respectively.
The couplings in the Yukawa Lagrangian of physical bosons are L = gF, Ry = gf, L, = g~
and Ry = g%, which result in the following equivalences: A\ = g&*gl = g*L, p = gl*gft = giF,

¢ = gkrglt = gMt and v = gf*gl = gfL. As a result, we can identify that:
k’l = mbXQB, ]{?2 = mang, kg = mF(q + Cg) = mFXf,
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];‘1 = mng, ];52 = mbX{, kg = —mFng. (BQ)
For a gauge boson B, the one-loop form factors relate to the following notations:

mi (X3 — X{) + maX]

2
mp

2X1, +

_ f
] y Yo = Mg [2X01 + m2B

Yq = ) (B?’)

2
mp

m: X +m2X{ + m,%Xg] \ _mambrm:(X{2 — X7

mp

and

m%Xé; + miX{
2

m%X({l + m%X%]

Yy = My [2<X2f_X?{)+ ]7y2:ma [2(X{_X?{)+

mpg m¥
2 2 2
B —mpXo —m; X1 —mpX B M MpM
Ys =mp [4X3]: + £ 5 - - 2] ;Yo = ————Xo12. (B4)
mp mp

Appendix C: Important steps to derive C(,,)1, g and D, r by hand

The notations for calculating the amplitude corresponding to all diagrams of both Higgs

and gauge boson exchanges in Fig. [[]are shown in Fig. 2] All diagrams in the same class will

+(1 k1 ko
= <
P2 k(‘)/,/’/ \;'51 p1 o
e S S > > > > > > > >
- - ——
€b k €a €b €b k €a €b k €a €a
(1) ®3) 4)

FIG. 2: Momneta notations to derive the one-loop contributions

have the same conventions of external momenta and propagators. There are three classes
of diagrams: i) The first class consists of four diagrams (1), (2), (5), and (6) in Fig. [1, and
the two diagrams (1) and (2) in Fig. [2} ii) the second class consists of three diagrams: (3)
and (7) in Fig. [I} and (3) in Fig. [} iii) the last class consists of the remaining diagrams
in the two Figs. [1] and Although all the internal momenta have opposite signs with
those denoted following LoopTools, the PV-functions are defined with the same values. The

relations relevant to momenta are:

ki =k —ps, pP=m2, po=q—+p1, p=m2, ¢* =0,

q.c" =0, p1e” = pa.c”, (C1)

23



Only four diagrams (1), (2), (5), and (6) in Fig. [1] give non-zero contributions to C.) .,

hence we firstly derive Ciup)r,r as the factors of (2p;.€*) in the amplitudes arising from

these diagrams. For convenience in detailed calculations, we use simple notations for all

alL,R

the coupling factors gr;" — g%, For integrals containing divergences, we use the regular

dimensional regularization defined by the following replacement:

d*k i ru)*= [
= /D
/(27?)4 - 1672 % im? /d b= / b

The final results now are written in terms of the PV functions. In many intermediate steps,

we use many results for products of gamma matrices in the dimension d [51], namely

V9 =d,
VY= 2= d)y =yt = 2 - d)p,

VAN Y = 4G+ (d = AV = PP = Aprps + (d— )P g,

VA AN Y = =299 = (d = DV = VPP = — 2P0, — (d— D) P -

1. Scalar contributions

We list here 8 formulas of amplitudes corresponding to 8 particular diagrams shown in

Fig. [I] Namely, for three diagrams (1), (3), and (4) we have

(mr +§)

DODlDQ [gbLPL +95PR]ub X (le‘g*)7

iNh:—eQ?/Dkmeny+ﬁﬁﬁ

* + .
iMs ——m /Dk: X Ua[g® P, + g~ pR]( J(]le) 95 Pr + gy PR (my + p,) ¢ ws,
ZM4 ——/Dk’ XU ¢ (m —Fp )[g PL +9L*PR]—<mF + %) [gLPL +gRPR]ub

m2 a a 2/Ja D()DQ b b )

where Dy = k* — m% and D; = k? — m3?. The amplitude for the diagram (2) is:

(mp — %‘1)¢*(mF - %2)
DOD1D2

iﬂb:—ng/Dkxmwap+ﬁﬁﬂ gt Pr, + g Prlus,

where Dy = k* — m? and D; = k? — m?%.
In the next calculation, we use the following simple notations:

g"t = glrgl, " = g gl o™ = g, oM = gl gl

Alzga g§PR+ga ngL7 A2_ga g£PL+ga ngPm
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LR —

where g ga Fh and gb = gli ’15;1 without any confusions with the gauge boson couplings

ga,}rv- It is not hard to write all amplitudes in terms of PV-functions as follows:

—€Q — * * *
Ml :Tfua {—2]?1.5 [Al] mFXO + |:2C(];0¢ + <X1fp1 + Xgp2> (2])1.6 )} [AQ]} Up, (C?)
Mo —=€Qe | Talgi" Pu+ i Pal(meBy” — BYYp)lgk Po + gi*Prl(my + )¢ (C8)
5= Tonz ~ (m2 —m?) ’
Q. Tt (ma+p,) g% Pr + g Prl(mpBS — BPp,) gk P+ g Prlu,
M4 - 2 ) (09)
1672 (m2 —mj)
and
Mo = — eQp / Dk x5 {mif + otk } [Asluy
— eQp(—1)my / Dk x 7 {2k e = p " — #°p, } LA
—QQF_ * * *
1672 La { [m3.Co + (2 — d)Coo] ¢ + (Ch1 + C1)p, ¢ p, + (Coa + Co)p, P,
+(X0 + 012)p1¢*p2 + 012p2¢*p1} X [AQ]ub
eQQrmp__ " %
Sy {(2}91 e)(Cy + Ch) + (p1¢ + ¢ pQ) 00} [Ar]us. (C10)
The validation of the WI given in Eq. implies whether f}"! = 0 is correct with:
=Dy + maClanyr + muClanr
f
Qe ( 2By — §B£2)> 1
gt O (5 ~aCh + mzcg) Q
_Qh (min + mng + QCoo)f :|
f
RR Qe (Bfl) B BF)) h f
+ g mgmy 2 mg — QfX012 — QhX12 . (Cll)
We have used many formulas listed in Egs. and (A12) to show that
0= X}, + X, + X — Xh, = - X1,
1
b{ = — (mZXl + mng + 2000) = 5 - 20&3 + m%C’g (012)

Finally, the electric charge conservation Qr = Q. + Q) must be satisfied so that Eq. (C11)
resulting in f/¥7 = 0. On the other word, the WT is valid for only one-loop Higgs contribu-
tions arising from the set of four diagrams (1)-(4) in Fig. [1]
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2. Vector contributions

To calculate the one-loop contributions from gauge boson exchanges corresponding to

LR —

Lagrangian (4), we denote g ga FV and gb = g,ﬁ }?V then use the notations given in

Eq. (C6). The amplitudes relevant with gauge boson exchanges are:

i(mp + k)

iMs _/Dk X Tqivalgt Pr + g™ Ppg| ivslgr P + g5 Prlup

Dy
— . kR , — . KK
— | g — _ Ty (—q, ky, —ko) e — [ 7% — 2222
><D1<g m%/)[zeQVuﬁ(%l; 2)8]D2<g =
= Ty Pr+ g Ppl~———73lgy P + g.' P
eQV / (27r)4ua’7a[ga L + ga R] D[)DlD [ L + g R]
o (o KSR . KDED
X [Lyparg (—¢, ki, —ka) €] (9 - 7171_%/1> (966 T ) (C13)
_ eQ 1 ke k?
— e Dk af MM
ZM7 mg — m%/ % DOD1 % (g m%/ )
X Talgl Pr+ 95 Pal(mir + B)yslgf P+ g Pr) (mo+9,) #w (C14)
eQ 1 kS kS
; - %€ Dk af _ M2™V2
ZMS mg — mg/ % DOD2 % (g m%, )
X Ugf” <ma +I/j2> Yalgs Pr+ 9y Prl(me + F)yslay P+ g5 Prlus, (C15)
where Dy = k* —m%, D; = k? — mi,, and
Pharg (=@ b1y —k2) = garg (ky + ka), + 9pu (=2 + @) + Guor (=¢ = K1) g0 - (C16)
The amplitude for the diagram (6) is:
1 ke kP
= Dk o —
M =cQr / " DoD1Dy (g m? )
X UYalgs Pr+ 94 Prl(mp — k)¢ (mp — F3)7sl95 Pro + 95" Prlws, (C17)

where Dy = k* — m2, and D; = k? — m3.

Considering diagram (7), we have:

T Doy (A1 + valbs [Aa]] (o +9,) [ e
——/Dkx DoDs ><<96— )
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< e (= 20 (a0 + (2= = S ) (4] (e, ) £

\4 Vv

e()e - e

m2 + m? Ag(m? —|—2m23(1)
+my, u) B£1)+ o(my) FBo

(~e- 0+ 2

i% my,

ol

X (mb +p1) ¢ uy, (C18)

where we have used the following results

%1%%1 = (DO + m%) -2 (DO + m%) p1 +}751k¢17

d*k k
/W X Ful = Ao(m%/)plu.

Then the one-loop contribution form factors from diagram (7) are:

eQe ) _ Ao(mt)
D@pyrr = 1672 (m2 — m3) {(QRLma + gLRmb) mpg {(d - 1B’ — m

+ Mg (magLL + mbgRR) [(_(2 - d) + %) B;l) + 0( V) FPo
14

Dawyry =Dy [95 < i av < a5 . (C19)

The same calculation for diagram (8) gives the following one-loop contribution form factor:

eQe B Ao(m%)}

16m2(m2 — m2) mé,
Dayrs = Danyrs [95 <> 92, gy < g5'] - (C20)

Dapyrs = {(QRLma + gLRmb) mpg {(d - 1)382)

m¥ +mg Ag(m?) + 2m% BYY
+ my (magRR + mbgLL) [(—(2 —d)+ %) B§2) + o(my,) . Ja =)
my, my,

Using d = 4 — 2¢ and the divergent parts of PV-functions given in Eq. (A10]), we get the
formulas of D178 given in Eq. .

Diagram (5)
From the equalities ¢*> = 0, g.* = 0, and k; = q + ko, it is easy to prove that

[Coarsr (—q, kv, —ko) e k§kS ki kS
= k'K {(kka) [(ky + ko)) + (Ko.£”) [kr (=Ko + @)] + (k1.€") [ka-(—q — 1))}
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~ (klk’g) [2]{318*] + (l{l.E*) [qz — k‘%] + (k’l.E*) [q2 — k’%] = 0. (021)

As a result, the amplitude (C13) is written as follows:

"1.a7.0f ao’ 1.81.8'
UaYo [Al vpup . g 9 RTRY + g™ kaky
— DE=22"— "2, e (—q, ki, —ks) ™ | g - )
IMs = eQV/ DoDy Dy Lyorp (—a, k1 2) € }(g g m%/

(C22)

where
A=mp (g g P+ 9.7 g Pr) + [A2] K. (C23)

The first term in the integrand is

(1) = {4(ks + ko). + (—k + 29, = p)F" + #*(—k + 29, —p) } x o [Ai] wy
+ 7 {(2— )2k W+ (— + 29, = pRE + 7 KK +2p, = p,) | x [As] g
(B2 + £9,) | mr (A

7 {(2 = )22+ (2, — pORE + R, — p,) — 26 | (Ao (C24)

:ua{er ~3

After integrating out, the formula is

(1) =t { (2p1.2") % (=3mp) Xg = 3meCo(p, ¢ +#'p,) } [Ai] w
+ 7 { (2 = d)22° (Cag = Comia)?” + Ca |29, = PV + 7" (2p, — 1,)]
~2(BY +miCo) # } x [A:]uy
—a(=3mp) x {(2p16) X + Co(p, g +¢'p,) | [Ad] g
+ 7 {22 = d)Coo = 2B + mECo) — (3m2 + 2m)Cy — 2m? + 3mE)Cs |
¢ B (—3Xs) | [Aa]
+ T (2pr.) {[—2(011 + Cia) + Co p, + [~2(Chs + Cio) + 1] pQ} [As]up.  (C25)

The second term in the integrand is
1 )‘1
—— | x(2)
(5
sy (=, —ko) e (KR + 0 KRS ) X Ty [A] 750

= Tty [4] [(kr.Vly — £R3] o + T (ke YRy — 73] [A] by
= Ugmp [Ai] [2<k’1~5*)%1k2 - k%%ﬁf* - k’%ﬁl*kz} Up
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+ Uq [2(1{1.5*)%’1}6%2 - kgkl%ﬁz(* - k%f%%ﬂ [Aa] s
= Ugmp [Ai] Uélfkg%z] Up + Uq [2(1{51‘5*)%1%%2 - k§k1%¢* - k%fkkz] [Ag] uy. (C26)

The first term in Eq. gives
bt = (K—p,) #d (K—p,) = ke gk — p.t gk — b8 dp, + p.7" 4,
= Cag?"F"° = Cap #'47° — Ca?" £ P, + Cop £ 4,
+ (Cop, + Cop,) #4p, + 1,20 (Cop, + Capy) + Cop £,
= Coo [e".q — (4 — d)#"q] + (012p2 + Cup, + Cl;pl) £ dp,
+ (Crap, + Cap, + Cop, + Cop, + Cop, + Cop, ) " (C27)

Because the divergent part Coo = A./4 = 1/(4€), which d = 4 — 2¢, hence Cyp(4 —d) = 1/2.
The result is:
b he =~ 5#a + [Con (p, +4) + Cu+ O p] 4 (p, — )
+ [<C12 + XO)% +(Co2 + C3) (p1 + %)] fﬁ%

= 5E0+ Kowp £ 4P, (©28)

where we have used £*.q = ¢* = 0 and ¢¢"¢ = 2¢*.qf — ¢°¢" = 0. The final result is
— x — L1 5 . 1 )
Ugmp [Ai] Uéﬁf WéQ] up =ugmp § p,¢ 3 +myXoa| + £ 7P, 5 + m; Xo12

+(2p1.€7) B — ouplpg] } [Ay] s, (C29)

Consider the last two terms in the last line of the formula (C26)

— kako Rt — KETRE,
—— k3 (K = p ) £ - £ (K dp,) B3
== K (K +k3) £+ (Damy) p kg™ + (D1 +my) £7kp,

(Do +m2)(Dy + Dy +2m3) Pk {4, phe

— — ¢ 2
7 DyD D, DyDy  DyDs, tmy DyD, D, * DyD D,

=~ ¢ [2m3 (B + 1)+ 2m3 BY + m (B + B + 2m3 Co)|
[0, (Cop o+ Cop )] £~ £ [BPp, i (Cop+ Cop )],
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= [mQV(zLBéO) + 24 2m3Co + m2Cy 4+ m2Cs) + m2BY + m2BY + m%(B{Y + B((f))}

- m%/ (Oﬂﬁl%;‘* + 01¢*¢1p2>
= [mQV(zLBéO) + 24 2m3Ch + m2Cy + m2Cs) + m2BY + m2BY + m%(B{Y + B((f))}

i Xap £, + o) (i) [Cop, + Cup,] (C30)
Lastly, consider the first term in the last line of the formula (C26):
2k Vbl = (k' = 2. x (K=, ) K (K- p,)
= (=2pre” + 2k.27) x (K2 — K2, — K, + py K,
e k) [(Dj% ) () + At
= (2me) x { | =3B~ wkCol (9, + 1)~ mECop, + Cap,) = (o, + ot
¢

Lo mh Vg (LY ey IR
D1D2 DyD1 D5 D1 Ds D0D1D2 172 DyD1 Dy

(0)

B
= (2[)1.8*) { % + m%C’o (}ﬁl +p2) + (m%Cl + m%C’Z) pl + (m2FC’2 + mZCl) pg}

+(265) x { (B 4 w0y — (B4 k) (p, +p,) + Cpup, ) (C31)

+ (25;)

where B* = B*(0,m},m%) and B*" = B*(0,m},m?). The last line in Eq. is
expressed in terms of the PV functions as follows
(223) {% [% (BSO) + 1) + éBSO (204p1 + PDs + phpY + 2p2p2)}
+ mi [Coog™” + Cup' Py + Craphph + Craphp! + Caophph)
-3B8] (5, + )
+[Coog"” + Crphpy + Crapi Py + Craphpi + Coaphph] pﬂyz@}
—mi ¢ (B +1) + (1) BY (p, + 1)
+m7, [2COO¢* + (2py.€*) (Cnpl + Ciap, + Chrop, + 022p2>]
— [BY @pe) = mi 2pre’) (€ + )] (p, +9,)

+ P, [2¢*Ooo + (2p1.€") <011,¢1 + Cizp, + Crop, + Cz2p2>] Py (C32)
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Hence the final result of Eq. (C31]) is

2k Yol = [ (B +1) + 2m3Coo | + p,£°, (2Coo)

+ (2p1.£%) [m3Xo1 + mp Xs) P, + (2p1e”) [m%Xor + mi X, ] P, (C33)

The sum of three terms given in Eqgs. (C25)), (C30)), and (C33)) gives C(qp)r,r corresponding
to the diagrams (5) given in Egs. and . The formulas of D)5 and D)5 are

given in Eq. .

Regarding to the case of photon couplings in Eq. (27)), the equality given in Eq. (C21)
is still valid because the new part Al'yorgr = Uparpr — Ul rgr = 6y (Guar@sr — gprudar) satisfies
(Gper @5 — 9prplor) ek kY = ¢2(e* k) — (q-k2)(e*.q) = 0. The other relevant part of M is:

BB Jeo .o ao! kﬁkﬁ’
* ao! ! g +g
— Yo [A] ’Yﬁ X A]_—‘Ma/ﬁlgu <g gﬁﬁ _ 11 m2 9 No
14

= (" — #"d) mpAs + (gk¢" — #7Fd) A
N mL? { [(’f1Q)(%1¢* - ¢*%2) + (kl-é*)(ﬁ% - %1%)] mp A

|4

) (—p g+ £ Hp,) + (ke p b — i) | A (C30)

The final result of new contributions to {0 M5 is:

d4k U Ve A , , ﬁﬁ'kaka' aa’kﬁkﬁ'
i(5,/\/l5:/( Ug"Y [ ]WBub XAFHQ'B' (gaagﬁﬁ 9 1k tg o kb

27'(')4 DOD1D2 m%,

- _ Z’efé;fv {u_a [(4})1.5* — 2;;2)1;{* — 2¢*p2> ComFAl} up
+l, [(Qpl.é*)(pl +p,) — (m2 +m3)¢* — 2p1¢*p2] X3 Asuy

_m%v“_a [Coo (#" = #°9) + (Cua + Cu) | =20pr.0)¢"p, + 2001,

+(Co2 + Ch2) [—%m-@f‘% + 2(192-5*)%?2}
Hoea) [ X0 (p " +#8,) + @) (G- ) 12 (Cup — Oo'p,)]
—(p1.€") (Qplpz —m? — mg) (2X5+ Co)] mpAiup

_mi%/u_“ |:COO <2(m3 +mi)g" + 417’#*3”2 - 2@1 +p2) x (2p1.€*)>
+M x X, <_m3¢* — PP, + <2p1-e*)¢1>
T s X (g 8, — Qo) | A} )
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Ignoring the factor e?g Qudks the form factors are:

2mz, 2mz,
800() + mZ(QXl + Xo) + m%(QXQ + Xo):| i gLRmFmammeg

2 )
my,

+ gy, [X:a +

+ gRLmF |:200 -
2m?,

5O(ab)R =0Cp 5 [ A gf’gbL A gzﬂ )
4(m2 +m2)Coo + (mi — m?)(—m2 X, + m%Xg)}

DY =g |~k + ) Xa -

2m?,
+ g Rmamy | —2X — 8Cuo + (mp —m2)(=X1 + X»)
allth 3 2771%/
—8Co0 + (mi —m?)(2X; + Xo)
RL B 00 b a 1 0
+g mamF[ 2Cy ome
2 _m2)(2X, + X,
+ g mymp {—200 + 8Ck0 + (m Tr;a)( s 0)] )
2my,
5D@ZV _5‘D(ab [ A 957 glf/ A gﬁ] : (036)

All results given in Eq. (C36) were cross checked using FORM package [48]. All formulas
in Eq. ( - (C306)) satisfy automatically the WI, namely 5D{;‘b/‘£ + ma(FC'FVV + mbécFVV =0.

Diagram (6)

After using the property of chiral operators Py, g, the amplitude (C17)) is written as

d'k 1 _ x *
My =eQr [ g T (34 ks ) (4]

—mp [A1] (0¥ 95 Pr + 92 gt Pr) (Vabr s + Yaf Kavs) ] us. (C37)

The numerator is divided into the two parts Ny ~ g*? and Ny ~ —k“k? /m?,. After extract-
ing ¢*%, the first part is

Ny = {[(2 = dymib* — 2o by + (4= Db, £Ky) [As]
g [Ad A" (ks + ko) — (4 — d) (i + £ )]} . (C38)

Ignoring the overall factor eQr/(167?%), the formula in terms of tensor notations is

Nl :U_a¢* [AQ] Up [—2771%‘00 + (d - 4) (d — 2)000] + (2p1€*) U,_a [Al] (4mFX0) Up
+ Uy [(2 — d)Capy* ¢y’ +2C, <p2¢*7“ + 7‘“¢*$ﬁ1) —2Cop,¢7p, | * [Azwp.  (C39)
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After expanding the tensors in terms of scalar PV-functions, the final result is

Nl :U_a¢* [AQ] Up [—QW%CO + (d — 2)2000 + 2m2X01 + m§X02:| + u_ap1¢*¢2 [Ag] Up X (2X0)
(267 p0) Tal=2) [Xoup, + Xoop, | [Ao] s + (26" 1) Ty {4 Xo [A1]} . (C40)

Considering the second term proportional to k*k®, we have

—miy Ny = g (mpfg" -+ K Kok) [Ao] wy — mpttg (KEF + KT EoR) [A . (C41)

The two relations ff, = D1 +mf —m? +p f and fof = Dy +mi —mj + kp, give

Ny ~ig (m2 g K [As) wy + 11, <D1 +m2 —m? +p1k> ¢ <D2 +m% —m3 + %p2> [As] up

— Mplg [(Dl —l—m% — mi +p1k> ¢*k+ %¢* <D2 _|_m% — mg + k}%)] [A1] Up

=y, [(L1 + L) [A2] — mp [A1] Ls] uy, (C42)

where

Ll :m% {fk [(2 — d)COO — mi (011 + 012) - mg (012 + 022)}

+2p1.2%) [(Cu + C)p, + (Co + Oy
1
Ly :D0D1D2 (D1 +mi —m2 + p1%> ¢ (Dz +mp —mi + %%)

L mb ok =k (o= ) = )
7| Do Do D, Dy D, Do D1 D,

Pk
"Dy,

Pk Ry, kg (mE—mi)  (mE —mi) £k,
T DoDiDy  DoDiDs = DoD1D;

=" | Ao(m?) + (m3 = m3) B~ miBY + (3 —m2) B — m2B{"
+ (m% — mi) (m%P — m%) C’O]
+ Cas(P ¢ P,) + Capy¢") (M — miy) + Cal#™1p,) (M — m3)

s ke ma(2k.et) — m2gf — mikg P kK + Kk,
Ls ~DoD, " DyD, T DoD1 D b+ DoD1 Dy

=—BP¢p, — Bp. ¢ — 2p1.e*)(Cy + Co)m

= Ca (2" + 378 + Cap (1787 7787, )

It can be proved that:

Caﬁ(¢17a¢*7ﬁ¢2) = p¢"p, [(2 = d)Coo — m2(Cy1 + Ci2) — my(Con + Cho)]
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+ (2py.€) [mg(cgz + Cia)p, + ma(Ci + Cra)p, |
Calp°#") = —m2Crf" = C3 | 2p18 ), — 2P,
Cal#™1°p,) = —miCag" = C1 | 2p12 ), — 2P, -
Ca (ma ™™ +mipy*¢")
=(2p1e”) [=maCr = myCo] + ¢ (mg — mp)Cr + £, (my; — my) Ca,
Cap (P17 + ¢,
=(2p;.€*) [mZ(CH + Cha) + mig(Coz + Cra) + P p,(Ciy +2C15 + 022)}

+ (" +£p,) [(2 = d)Coo — mi(Cry + Cha) — mi(Caa + Cha)] - (C43)

Final results are:

Ly =m? { # [(2 — d)Cop — m2 (Chy + Ci) — m2 (Cia + Caa)]
+(2pr.Y) [(011 + Cia) p, + (Chs + Cio) 2}
Ly =" {m (B +1) + m3(B + B) - m2(B" + B{") - m3(B + BY)
+muCo — m3 [(m2 +mz)Co + miCr + mpCs] + mim; Xo }
+ P8P, [(2 = d)Cop + mEXs — mi Xy — miX,)]
4 (2916 [(m3 X — m3Co) p, + (X, — m3C) p,]
Ly =p¢" | =B + (2 = d)Coo — m2 X, + mi(Xs - X5)|
+ £, |-BE + (2= d)Coo — miXp + mE(Xs — X))
+ (2pr.Y) [mgxl +mi Xy —mEXs + P, (Xi+ X, — Xg)] . (C44)

The above calculation is enough to derive relevant contributions to CKIIT;F given in Egs. (20)

and (21), and D} 5F given in

Ward identity for the only gauge boson exchanges

Before coming to discuss the WI, we use the relations given in Eq. (A12)) to write all the
one-loop factors , , and from gauge boson exchanges in the following simple
forms, ignoring the overall factor e/(1672):

b] — m%(2X, + X{,)

Diinyzas =Qe (9 ma + g""mp) (=3mpXo) + Qeg™mamy —2X{, + m?
v
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2 2

1 2

+Qﬂu{@+n@+mawﬁ)w+l+%m@ww@ﬁxg

(2 — eyt
The WI for the FVV and FVV diagrams are fihh, = D@‘bf)‘g + maC&/)‘ff + mbC(’Z}S‘é and

Ve = Dl +maClp L + myCli L, respectively. The relations given in Eq. (A12) give:

20, +m2X{ + miX] = —b],

Xoip = _X1f2a

mi (X}, — X§) + miX) +mp Xy + by +1/2 = mp(X], — X3) — mpCy

= mp(Xgi, — 2X0) = —mp(X{, +2X0),

12+ m2XP +mi Xy —mp Xy = (ma — mi) Xo — mpCl —mi XY = —mi X, (C46)

Combining the above formulas and results of C; ;; functions listed in Ref. [39], the WT of all

diagrams with boson exchanges is derived as follows

v =D apyr,78 + vy + foer

~(Qc+ Qv — Qr)
0
X{gu;:v—Békw&» Ao(rm) _ (i 4 i — 2mi)md + (md — ) o

2 2m2, 2(m2 —m2)mi,

+

(mg + m — 2my)my, + (mg — mp)* B(ﬂ
0

2(mg — mp)my,

0
g | (B0 = Ao(mi)) x (i + 2m) — (i — 4w )miy
2m2,
_mg [(ml + mf — 2m)mi + (g —mp)’] o
2(m3 — mi)m3; !
g [(mg -+ i, — 2md)mi, + (m} — )] e
2(m3 —mi)m3; '
+ (9™ ma + g"my) (3mrpXo) } - (C47)

The final result is f{¥1 ~ Qp — (Q. + Qvy) = 0. In conclusion, the contributions from the
four diagrams with only gauge boson exchanges satisfy the WI when the electric charge

conservation is valid.
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Appendix D: Ward Identity for the diagrams of FSV-type in the unitary gauge

This type of diagrams were mentioned firstly in Ref. [34] for the general case of their

contributions to BSM. The v — S — V vertices come the kinetic terms of the scalars:
LP(S) = (9,8 —iP,S)" (9"S —iP"S) = [g,5v 9w S~ @AV 4+ he] +..., (D1)

where P, containing the photon A, and V), is the covariant part of the covariant derivative
of the Higgs multiplets. The Feynman diagrams in the general gauge R, are shown in Fig.
. Here only two diagrams (1) and (2) give non-zeros contributions in the unitary gauge,

Y Y

FIG. 3: One-loop three-point FSV diagrams in the gauge R¢

which correspond to the two diagrams (b) and (a) in Fig. 5 introduced in Ref. [34]. In this

gauge, the contributions of these two diagrams are:

o d'k Walgs Pr+ g2 Pul(me + K)Valgs Pr+ 98 Prlus (o (€5K2)kS
iMy =gysv X g — L2
(2m)* DoD1 D, my,

B / k1
—9sv (27’(’)4 DOD1 D2

< 4 ¢ e L]+ KA - 20 ) — w

=y {# [Come 142 = (Cup, + Cop,) (4]
_Z_g (7€) Chuy = (G} (pe”) + P XKo(pr.2")] [43]

—l—mi%/ [A;] [C’oof}% + (p1-€7) (m%XO + Xapp, + m§X2)} } Uy, (D2)

where we have used ko.e*/(D1Ds) — 0. The formulas of Dy, g and C}, g are:

—1 C C
DFh (%SV) __LL Co— =20\ _ 4Rl LR O, 4 20
e (ab)L,9 1672 g mr 0 m%/ g "mgCy + g7 my 2 1 m%/ )

Fho Fho L R L R
D(ab)R,g :D(ab)L,g [ga 09459 <7 9 ] )
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ng [gLLmaXl + QRRmonz}
v

v Gysv\ 1
eClattno X (—1E7T2> =— g0y -

1
+ 5 [¢ (mEXo + mp Xa) + g Fmami X1 ],
2my,

Clatiro =Clanyr [95 < 9 95 < ai'] (D3)

where X/ = X;(m?2,0,m?; m%, m?, m?). Similarly, the results for diagram (10) are:

Foh 975V>1 ___LL _ % _ %
€D apyr10 X <_167r2 =g mp (Oo mv> 9" myCo + g™ my, (01 + m

D{;Z;LRJO :D@z?L 10 |:ga &gl gr < g }

v GySv -1 mr R+ R Lx L
eC’ZthL ,10 <—> ga "G yC1 — [ga Gy Mp X2 + 9, gy maXOI]
1672 2m3,
5 (0279 (mEXo +me Xo) + g gy mamm Xa]
v
v g~sv -1 v
Clitrno x (155)  =Clats Lok < ol ot < a7, (D4)

where X" = X;(m2,0,m2; m2%, m?,,m2). The above formulas are consistent with calcula-

tion using FORM. The corresponding formulas of WI are

Fhv
Wi

k’ySV

fh }fhv

= gLLmF [Q(m%/C'O — Cgo) + mammeg} v gRRmF [szl + mgXog

+ 9" [—2m3 (moCh + mpCa) + my, (M7 Xo + mE X1 4+ myXs) ] -

hv
+ gLR [2m%/(mb02 —maC1) + 2mpCoo + My (meo + mle2)} ! )

Fuvh
Wi

k’ySV

vh
= gLLmF [Q(m%/C'O - COO) - mamonm} - gRRmF [mZXm + mng]f

+ 6" [2m3 (maCh — myCh) + 2maCoo + my, (m3Xo +m2X15)] ™"
+ gLR [_QW%/(maCl + mbCQ) + my (m?cXO + mixl + msz)}fvh ’ (D5)

where k,sv = g,sv/(321°m?,). The Wl is valid if only f&" + fEoh = 0. We can see crudely
that all Ciapyr9, Clanyr9: Clabyri0, and Ciapyr10 are convergent. In contrast, all D)z,
Dav)r,9, D(abyr,10, and D(qp)g10 contain divergent terms. Therefore, the necessary condition
to guarantee the validation of the WI given in Eq. is that all of these divergent terms
must vanish. Strictly, the WT is valid if only g,sy=0 or g¥ = g% = 0. Because at least one
of g& or g must be non-zero, the condition g,s1,=0 is the only valid choice, i.e., the vertex-
type v-S-V does not appear in the all BSM guaranteeing the WI for the external photon.
This conclusion is also true for the case a = b, corresponding to the one-loop contribution

to the AMM of the leptons.
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Finally, using the assumption of the Lagrangian for couplings of the Goldstone boson
given in Eq. (B1]), we can determine the one-loop contributions of the FSV diagrams men-
tioned above, using the general gauge R.. The propagator of the gauge boson V' can be

written in terms of two separated parts:

Ag)wj(k‘z) — Agt)MV(kQ) _{_A(T)HV(]{:Z)’

3
kHEY
A(U)MV ]{32 — ¢ Ho_
\% ( ) k2 — %/ g m‘Q/ )
—7 kMY — kMY
AL (32) = — - A% D
ev () m%/XkQ—fm%/ mi, X ARGy (D6)

where Agf (k2 is the propagator in the unitary gauge, and A%{V relates to the propagator

of Gy as follows:

; 0 — oo : Unitary(u),
k? —Emy m, ¢ =1: 't Hooft — Feynman(HF)
For two diagrams (3) and (4) in Fig. |3} the Feynman rules for the couplings v — S — Gy are
the same form as those given in Lagrangian , namely S = hy and Gy = hy. The reason
is that all mass eigenstates of the scalar with the same electric charges come from the same

squared mass matrix. Therefore, L7V = jeQy A" [(h*0,Gv — GyO,h*) + h.c.]. Formulas

corresponding to diagrams (1) and (3) of Fig. |3|in the general gauge R, are

iM§) =iMmy?
d*k “_a[gg,}hPR + gf‘}hPL](mF + k)%z[gbL,FvPL + ngVPR]Ub<5*'k2)k2a
+ gysv X 2 !
(271')4 DODlDQmV

where Dy = k2 —m2, Dy = k% —m2, Dy = k% — &m?, and M is exactly the part given in

Eq. (D2), calculated in the unitary gauge. The results of the two diagrams (1) and (3) are:
iAME =imE —im

_igysvu_ {m_;’ [(7#5*1/)0#1/ — (Cu")(p2.£7) +p2X0(p1'5*)] 4]

C 1672 Y | m?
1 ) N
+m_%, [A4] [Coo?f P, + (p1g”) (m%Xo + Xp P, + mng)} } Up, (D8)
. ieQu__ . ‘ .
iME? == {—apet (A miXo + 20k + (XTp, + X1, ) 2129 [Ao] | .

(D9)
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where Coo = Coo(m3, m3,Emi,) and Xo; = Xo;(m3, mi, Emi).

As we showed clearly in Eq. , a propagator of an arbitrary internal gauge boson
always consists of two parts: i) the first part is exactly the unitary propagator resulting
in /\/ls()“), and ii) the second is proportional to the propagator of the respective Goldstone
boson, in which the parameter ¢ defines a new mass value in the denominator, which results
in A./\/lg(f) + M:(f). Because ¢ is arbitrary, the two one-loop contributions corresponding to
the two mentioned parts are independent. As a result, the WI violation of the contributions
relating to /\/léu) is enough to guarantee that the contributions from the FSV-type diagrams
always violate the WI.

Appendix E: Higgs gauge couplings in the Higgs triplet models

Here we summarize the HTM and derive precisely the Higgs gauge couplings. The Higgs
sector consists of a Higgs triplet A ~ (3,2) and a Higgs doublet ® ~ (2, 1) in the electroweak
gauge symmetry SU(2); x U(1)y corresponding to the electric operator Q@ = T°+Y/2. Here

we will use the notations from Ref. [63, [64], the Higgs sector is

+ AT A S :
o = 1 ( —:0 n . ) ; A - ﬁ) A+ with AO = %a (El)
2 YT Ve T 1LY — 2

where vg and va are the vacuum expectation values (VEV) of the neutral Higgs components.
Because vy has the lepton number 2, v; < va.

The Higgs gauge couplings appear in the following kinetic terms:

Lin = (D,@) (D"®) +Tr (D, A) (D"4))] (E2)
where
D(I)—(@ +¢QTGW“+¢9—/B>¢ DA = 8,A + i [rewe A}+ig—/BA (E3)
p= 2 9 o 9 1% ’ o - Ve 2 wo 2 p="

The masses and mixing parameters of the gauge bosons are derived from the Eq. (E2), with
VEVs of ® and A. A detailed calculation shows that the physical states W*, neutral Z and

photon A, are:

Wl iw?
Wi = SEE W sy Zys s By Dok ()
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The respective masses are m?, = ¢g*(v3 +2v3)/4, m% = ¢g*(v3 +2v3)/(4c,) and the photon
is massless. The relation ¢'/g = ty is well-known, the same as that in the SM. The covariant

derivatives in Eq. (E3|) are written in the mass eigenstates as follows:
g UAW+ + \/—th#, —2A+W:

g 2 AJrWi fv‘?/z“, —UAW: — ﬂtwA+Bu
ig <WZM + QSWAM> o +veW S

+... (Eb)
I 2 _ » ’
VW, ot — -7,

where we just focus on the couplings SVV relating to the vertex HX¥WT~. Therefore, the

relevant parts in the kinetic term are:

Ly = (QSwAHQO + v W, ) (QSWA“90+ + v W T )

g
4
2

9

* 2

(UAW V2w A B ) <UAW+” + \/EtWNB“) +

g 5 [(vrw_ + \/§UAA_> W 4 h-C'} Apt . (E6)

The Higgs potential of all Higgs multiplets was investigated previously, for example, [63], [64].
The results of masses and mixing parameters of all Higgs bosons are confirmed by our careful
cross-check. We focus on the Higgs gauge couplings of the singly charged Higgs boson in
this model, the mixing parameter . relating to mass eigenstates and the original ones are:

p* cor —sp. | [Gw V20,

A* Sy Cpy H* Vo

(E7)

Here G, is the Goldstone bosons of W, while H* is the only singly charged Higgs boson
predicted by the HTM. Then the couplings H*W ¥y ~ \/§CgiUA — s3,vp = 0, and the
couplings with G3, are (emyy) [W:G;V + h.c.] A, consistent with the SM. In contrast, Ref.
[34] seems to take into account only the contribution of A* to H*, and ignored that of ¢*,
although they have the same amplitude but opposite signs.

It is noted that the results derived from our calculation are consistent with those in recent
works discussing all tree-level decays of Higgs and gauge bosons predicted by the HTM at
LHC [63, [64]. The decays H* — W%~ do not appear in the decay lists of these works.
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