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Abstract

In this paper, we make an attempt to implement the fakeon hypothesis in
particle physics. To begin with, we consider a model in which the Higgs boson
is the only fakeon. We deduce its interactions with the electroweak gauge
bosons. Each such new interaction can be written as a product of two factors.
The first one depends, on the electroweak gauge bosons and their derivatives.
The second one solely depends, on the physical Higgs and its derivatives. We
also study the conserved quantities of different (free) fields in this setting.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model of particle physics is one of the most successful construc-
tions of theoretical physics. However, no knowledge is definitive. Thus, different
works go beyond that model. Of course, the results must be in accordance with the
well verified experimental results described by that model.

Studies beyond the Standard Model are of many kinds. This model is basically
built upon two bases : the gauge group SU(3)c x SU(2), x U(1)y and the Poincaré
group. The first group is about internal symmetries while the second one concerns
space-time transformations. Considerations beyond the Standard Model concerns
mostly the change of one of these ingredients, and possibly the particle content.

One of the possibilities is to keep the Lorentz group but to change the inter-
nal group. The first attempt is to replace the group SU(3)¢ x SU(2), x U(1l)y
by a bigger one such as SU(5) or SO(10). One is then in GUT (Grand Unified
Theories). Such theories have their advantages and limitations. For example, the
simplest SU(5) theory has been shown to lead to a proton decay rate which is in
contradiction with experiment . These theories introduce gauge bosons which are
not present in the Standard Model. On the other side, these GUT embed the pos-
sibility of explaining neutrino masses, especially using the See-saw Mechanism.
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Another view is to keep the group SU(3)c x SU(2)r, x U(1)y, the Lorentz group
and introduce supersymmetry |1|[2]. The physical spectrum is thus doubled, with a
superpartner field associated to each degree of freedom of the Standard Model.

Combining the two previous ideas, SUSY GUT can be constructed.

Other works have been devoted to the possibility of breaking Lorentz invariance.
Some of their possible phenomenological implications have been analyzed.

Some approaches start with a modification of the usual commutation relations
of quantum mechanics.

The work proposed here does not lie in the categories evoked above. The gauge
group of the Standard Model as well as the Poincaré group are incorporated in the
model. Our aim is to study some ideas coming from attemps to study quantum
gravity [3-16, 18-24]. Basically, if one has fields whose propagators are not the
usual ones, that has influence on scattering cross sections,etc.

This paper is organized as follows. The first section is devoted to the "origins"
of the fakeon hypothesis. It is based on attemps to study general relativity by intro-
ducing new terms to the Einstein-Hilbert action. Some of these extensions include
terms which depend on derivatives of the Riemann tensor and thus lead to higher
derivatives in the metric.

The second section deals with a simpler model relying on a real scalar field which
displays the kind of behaviour needed by the fakeon hypothesis. Its Lagrangian in-
volves high order derivatives of the field [3-5, [17]. Its equations of motion are solved
and show plane waves which, if interpreted naively in the usual sense, lead to a
massless particle and a massive one. We verify that the equation of motion for the
Green functions of this model behave in the desired way. We then make an heuristic
consideration of a fakeon real scalar field which has a quartic self-interaction. Look-
ing for a scattering involving two particles in the initial state and two in the final
state, we see that the amplitude of transition at second order is finite, contrarily
to the traditionnal, non fakeon treatment. Such a view has to be taken with great
care. It basically relies on the replacement of the Feynman propagator of the usual
theory by the one proposed by the fakeon hypothesis. A more detailed analysis is
probably needed.

In the third section, we study the hypothesis that the Higgs field may be a
fakeon, while all the other particles of the Standard Model are not. For the free
fakeon Higgs doublet, we adapt the Standard Model Lagrangian to accomodate the
gauge group of the electroweak theory. We then gauge this Lagrangian and find that
it introduces new couplings between the physical Higgs and the electroweak gauge
bosons.

The fourth section has a more formal and general accent. To approach the fakeon



hypothesis, we used the simplest possible Lagrangian and it involves up to third or-
der space-time derivatives of a scalar field. One can ask two simple questions. The
first one is to know what happens if another particle of the Standard Model is also a
fakeon. To study such a point of view, in which the fermions and or the gauge fields
of the Standard Model could be fakeons, one has to consider Lagrangians which will
bear ressemblances with what has been used here for the Higgs. We thus analyze
formally a system in which the Lagrangian depends on a field and its derivatives up
to the third order. We derive the equations of motion for such a system. We also
derive its conserved quantities. We think this be useful for a deeper understanding
of the hypothesis studied.

In the conclusions, we make a discussion concerning the interactions introduced
by the fakeon hypothesis between the physical Higgs and the usual electroweak
gauge bosons. And we give prospects on how to test experimentally the nature of
the Higgs boson, either a physical or a fake degree of freedom, through precision
measurements at the next ete” collider envisaged to be in service right after the
LHC era.

To make the reading of this article easier, we have put some technical compu-
tations in two appendices. The first one deals with the explicit calculation of the
interaction terms introduced by the fakeon hypothesis. The second one is devoted to
the derivation of the field equations and the conserved quantities (momenta, charges)
for a general Lagrangian depending on up to third derivatives in the fundamental
fields as given in section [l

It should be clear that this work does not pretend to exhaust the approach of
the fakeon hypothesis or of the virtual particle in Particle Physics as suggested
for example in [3-5]. The aim of this paper is quite modest. We do not study
quantum gravity. We simply analyze how the fakeon hypothesis impacts a part of
the electroweak theory, focusing on the Higgs field.

2 Gravity and Higher-Derivatives of The Metric

Theories with higher-derivatives in the metric field are present in some proposals
for the extension of the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian describing gravity in a relativis-
tic setting|3|
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where A, (,7v,1n,&, a;(1 <i<6) and k are constants.

The following expansion of the metric around the Minkowski one

Guv = N + 2/{huu (2)

and the gauge-fixing function
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can be used [3].
With all of the above, the gauge-fixed Lagrangian is:
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The propagator has the following behavior

iGr(p) ~ Z% for p* >> m?. (5)
3 The Fakeon Hypothesis and Real Scalar Field

The fakeon hypothesis relies on a modification of the propagators for fields needed
to descibe fundamental particles in Physics. The simplest way to implement such an
approach is to incorporate in the Lagrangian a supplementary term which contains
a term with a third order derivative in the field. We took, from the literature, such
a Lagrangian for a real scalar field.

With a real scalar field in hand, the simplest thing to do is to study a system in
which such a field has quartic self- interactions and the easiest process is a scattering
with two outgoing particles. Heuristically, one sees that the perturbative calculation
of this scattering process does not lead, at the second order, to an ultraviolet diver-
gence. This is in contrast with the usual treatment, which displays such a behaviour,
taken care of by renormalization.

It turns out that for a non-interacting single scalar field ¢, one can write down
a Lagrangian whose propagator displays interesting features for our purposes. It
implies second derivatives in the field.
For the naive substitution : ¢; + ¢ — @3 + ¢4, the second-order element Sy; of
the scattering matrix is non-divergent.

Consider the following Lagrangian
1 O Ay
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The propagator takes the form
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where € et € are infinitesimal.
From the action

S = / d*z L.
one obtains
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The equation of motion reads
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Looking for plane wave solutions ¢ = e?, equation (@) gives (—Q p*+ %p‘l) + 0.
This implies
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1. Order 0O
This term does not describe an interaction.

2. First Order
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Let us now look at the simplest process in this model i.e. a scattering one.

0 (F1) +¢(F2) — ¢(F3) 6 (Fa). (24)

Knowing the initial and final states, quantum field theory tell us that the amplitude

of the process is given by (f|S]i) where S = T exp [% /d437 Eim(ﬂf)]. Using the

decomposition of the free field
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the commutation relations are [a(?),aT(?’)] =4 (? — ?/) ; [a(?),a(?’)} =
af(?),aT(?')] —0.

The non-fakeon treatment leads to Eq.(I9), Eq.(20) where the integration is
1

p? —m? +ie
This integral is divergent and can be taken of by renormalization, in the ultraviolet.

written in terms of the Feynman propagators for the scalar field i.e.

If one takes the option of simply replacing the usual propagator ———
p? —m? +ie
p? —m?

(P2 —m? +ie)* + e
process is finite at the second order contrary to what happens usually.

by another one [3-5], one find that amplitude of the scattering

The important point is that the Feynman propagator appearing here is given as
Gr(z—y) = (0|To(x)p(y)|0) where the field ¢ has been quantized, according to the
rules invoked above.

We have found the classical solutions of the field equation (See Eq.(23)) but

have not provided the usual quantization. This means that claim that the 51%2) not
being divergent has to be examined more closely. Section Ml gives a first step for the
solution of this problem.

4 The Higgs Boson As a Fakeon

In this paper, we begun with a Lagrangian describing a real scalar field, with
the necessary ingredients to accomodate the fakeon hypothesis. We then promoted
that single real scalar field to a doublet of complex fields needed for the Higgs sector
in the Standard Model. The Lagrangian obtained in that fashion is invariant under
global transformations of the Standard Model. We then went on to make that sym-
metry local, using the usual recipe of replacing the partial space-time derivative by
the covariant derivative.

The presence of the D’Alembertian operator in the Lagrangian leads to some
lengthy expressions for the interaction between the Higgs boson and the electroweak
gauge bosons.

L(®)=¢(D,®)" D" (D,D"®) + (D,®)" (D D). (26)
Since the covariant derivative commutes with the gauge transformation i.e.
¢=U9; D,®=U D, (27)
for the group SU(2)y, one has
L(®") =¢ (D, Utv D*(D,D*®) + (D, &) UTU (D"®) (28)
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so that the Lagrangian is invariant when the matrix U belongs to SU(2), i.e.
L(®) = L(P'). The same can be said of the U(1)y part of the electroweak the-
ory.

Gauging the theory gives extra couplings of the electroweak bosons (I/V;r W 2y, Au)

to the physical spin zero Higgs field h after spontaneous symmetry breaking.
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The covariant derivative of the Higgs doublet can be written in the following form
which simplifies computations:
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The part of the Lagrangian containig the D’Alembertian can be expanded directly
in term of the physical electroweak gauge bosons. An example of a new interaction
is given by
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L2 = gsec by (09,2°) (9h) (v + ).
In the same way, we calculate the other terms, we have then :
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The details of the computations are given in Appendix [Al

The Standard Model displays explicitly the couplings of the Higgs field with the
fermions and gauge bosons involved. Although the mass of the Higgs was unknow til
2012, the picture was already clear and constrained by the fact that the interaction
of the Higgs boson with a fermion is linked to the mass of spin half particle via the
Yukawa terms in the Lagrangian. On the other side, the masses of the electroweak



gauge bosons can be related to the coupling constants of the model g, ¢/, the hyper-
charge Y of the Higgs doublet and its vacuum expectation value v.

Basically, the search of the Higgs boson was based on its decays rates and its pro-
duction rate. The part of the Lagrangian implying the Higgs field, after spontaneous
symmetry breaking reads

1 A 1
Lhiges = 50,0 0"h—7 (h* + 40°h + 4vh3)+§ (v+h)® [QgQWjW*M(g? +4?) Zuzﬂ

(44)
with my, = V2.

The main decays rates are given by|[29]:

a The decay mode into two fermions
The rate is found to be

F(h—>f7)=< " )mf” ( —ﬁ)?’ﬂw) (45)

8sin” by ) miy

1
with a = E’Nc(f) = 1 for leptons, N.(f) = 3, for quarks and 2m; < my,

(this excludes the top quark).

b The decay mode into two gluons

2

2
m
amy, ) $ Qg (46)

I'(h 29) = .
(h = 29) (85in2«9w m3, 9r?

()

with I(z) a form factor. Among its properties, one has limol () = 1 and
r—

lim I(x) = 0. As a consequence, the heavy quarks contribute more than
T—>00

the light ones to this process. The inverse of this process can be seen as a
precessus creating Higgs from two gluons.

¢ The decay mode into two photons

P(h—>27):< amh ) ZQfN . ()

8 sin? Oy

187T2

We didn’t include the point of view of [29] m;, > 2myy, since it is excluded by
LHC.

Going beyond the Standard Model does not mean one is free to do whatever one
wants. The discovery of the Higgs boson poses stricts constraints in this matter.
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That fakeon hypothesis, in the minimal setting studied here, implies a modifica-
tion of the Higgs propagator and new interactions with a common factor &:

Lig =& (L1 + Lo+ ...+ Log) . (48)

The fakeon hypothesis led us to introduce the term (DMCIJ)T D# (D, D"®). It should
be noted that this quantity is not always a real quantity. That led us to introduce
the quantity

L, = (D,®)" D*(D,D"®) + h.c. (49)

which has the proper behaviour.

The equations (45), (46) and (47), tested experimentally, are in accord with the
theoretical body of the Standard Model.

The fakeon hypothesis, as treated here, introduces a new constant and some non
trivial interactions.

It is to be seen how that hypothesis changes the predictions of the rates given in
(@3), (@4), [@7). In principle, those rates will depend on the new parameter 4/, with
~" = 0 giving simply the Standard Model. Such that the quantity 7’ has to be very
small |7/| <<< 1.

5 Equations of Motion and Conserved Quantities

oL
1= 56up) (50)
o (&.0) 1T (,6) = 5* (7 — ). (51)
£ = A(0,0) (0"¢) + B& + C(9,9) O (") (52)

To understand the complete physical meaning of the Lagrangian given by (52])
(with C=0), it is necessary to associate to its conserved quantities as indicated by
the Noether theorem. The invariance of the Lagrangian under the Poincaré group
leads to the following conserved quantities:

1. The moments P,, related to the invariance under translations;

2. The "generalized" angular momentum M, related to the Lorentz transforma-
tions. When p and v are spatial indices, it is simply the angular momentum.

These conserved quantities, at the classical level, obey the following relations, which
give the representation of the Poincaré group.

[PM,P,,_ —0; (53)
|:M/J,l/7 PT = inPu - nuTP;L; (54)
[Ml“” Mop| = NuoMyp + NupMue — NupMyue — Mue Myp. (55)
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At the quantum level, when the ¢ field and its conjugate II have been promoted
to the rank of quantum operators. These obey the same relation as the one given
by the expression (BIl) to the nearest A (in the natural unit system: h = ¢ = 1).
The dilemma we are facing is the following: the simplest Lagrangian involving the
fakeons is based on a derivative of the third order field. The equations of motion
are of order 4. The Lagrangian is of the form (when C' # 0):

L (907 Qm, 8uau907 8u8u907 8u8u90> .

This is different from the usual framework where only the first derivatives of the
field appear. When C # 0, the ¢ field has more degrees of freedom and therefore
the commutation relation given in (BI]) does not "settle" everything. The procedure
we choose is to solve the equation of motion for C' # 0. The general solution will
depend on some arbitrary constants. The conserved quantities coming from the
Poincaré symmetry are also derived.

ot — 't = gt + St
{wmw—%wﬂf%=%@ﬁ+&%@)' (56)
Let
dop(x) = &or(a:) + &STT(“@M:#' (58)
v = 0u0en(w) = DB 4 5 0,0(a). (59
" oL - oL - oL _
05 =0= / d*x [8QOT(ZE) 5<pr(:[) + mé@g@r(x) + m(s (8u8u¢r(x))<60>
oL . ) )
+ BB 5 (0,0,050,(x)) + 0, LO7" + L£,07 ] .
58 = / d'z [Q"&pr +, fﬂ} . (61)

oL oL oL oL
— —0 +88,,<—)—88V87< ):0.
%~ (50.) + 20 Gaaam) -2 (s

(62)
OF = P"M0,p, + R 0,0,p, + C™* 70,000, — n"L. (63)
P, = / d*r 0. (64)
1%
AY =68 + nMPow,,. (65)
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6 Conclusion

The question of how the fakeon hypothesis can be implemented in Particle Physics
has already led to many works [3-5, [L7]. Some aspects have been considered in
relation to renormalizability and quantum gravity.

In this work, we analysed the hypothesis of the Higgs field of the Standard Model
being a fakeon. For this, we relied on the simplest lagrangian which produces a prop-
agator with the desired behaviour for a real scalar field. This Lagrangian involves
up to third derivatives in the field.

After that, we proceeded to consider a doublet of complex scalar fields with a
similar Lagrangian. We then went on to make that symmetry local, using the stan-
dard replacement of the partial derivative 9, by a covariant derivative D,,.

These new interactions have of course to be added to those already present in
the standard electroweak theory. Each of them can be written as a product of two
factors. In the products, he first factors are polynomial in the gauge bosons fields
and its derivatives, and the second ones are polynomial in the expression of these
interactions.

The second part of our work dealt with the hypothesis that of all the particles
of the Standard Model, only the Higgs was a fakeon. The Higgs boson is the last
particle to have been detected at the CERN LHC experiments, ATLAS and CMS,
in accordance with the Standard Model. Many extensions of the Standard Model
exist. The fakeon hypothesis can be considered as one of them. Future experiments
(FCC-ee or ILC or CLIC) will tell if such an approach is relevant [25-27].

The initial Lagrangian contains third order derivatives of the scalar field. This
leads to an interaction Lagrangian containing many components. However, each of
them can be written as a product of two factors. The first such factors depend solely
on the electroweak bosons (W', W=, Z A). The second ones only on the Higgs field
and its derivatives.

The first terms evoked above are polynomials in the electroweak gauge bosons
and their derivatives. The degree of these polynomials goes from one to four while
the derivative order goes from zero to two. The same happens for the Higgs field.
The corresponding polynomials are all quadratic in terms of degree. The derivative
order goes from zero to three.

These two statements can be considered as the main result of this work.

Of course, this work is only a first step. One needs to study in detail how the
strength of the interactions deduced from the fakeon hypothesis can be restricted by
the available experimental data. Another, natural step should be to implement the
fakeon hypothesis for the other particles of the Standard Model. There is a priori
no fundamental reason for the Higgs boson to behave in such a different manner
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compared to the other particles. The last point is more formal. It is related to the
general Lagrangian needed for the fakeon hypothesis and the associated conserved
quantities. And not only for the scalar field. We are planing to adress these ques-
tions in a near future.
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A New Interactions Between The Physical Higgs
and The Electroweak Gauge Bosons

In this part of the paper, we expand the Lagrangian needed for the fakeon Higgs,
dropping the common constant 7 which multiplies it:

L= (D,®)" D" (D,D"®) (66)

with the covariant derivative D, given by Eq.([38). The Lagrangian (66]) has four
derivatives of the Higgs field. Using the covariant derivative (38)), the Lagrangian
terms of (66]) are given below. Some these terms purely are imaginary. In the final
development of the Lagrangian (66]), these imaginary terms fall off, because we add
the conjugate complex of the terms. Here are the different terms of the Lagrangian
above:

L, = (0,0")(0"0); (67)
4
Ly =) (0,2)" (0"0,K) T, ®; (68)
a=1
4 ~
Ls=) (0,2) (0,K,)T, (0"0); (69)
a=1
4 ~
Li=2) (0,2) (0"KY) T, (0,9); (70)
a=1
4 ~
L;=2) (0,2) K/T, (0"0,®); (71)
a=1
4 ~ ~
Lo=> (0,®) (0"K,,) Ky T.T, ®; (72)
a,b=1
4 ~ ~
Lr=> (0,2 K., (0"Ky) T.T, ®; (73)
a,b=1
4 ~ ~
Ls =) (0,9)" K, Ky T, T, (0"®); (74)
a,b=1
4 ~
Ly=) (0,®)" K'T, (OD); (75)
c=1
4 ~ ~
L= (0,®)" K!NOK)T.T, ®; (76)
a,c=1
4 ~ ~
Ly =2 (0,9)" KIK/T.T, (9,9); (77)
a,c=1
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4
Liv=Y (0,®) KiK., K T.T,T,

a,b,c=1

4
Liz=) o K} T} (0"00);
d
»614 =

1
4
> o KL, (040, KY) TIT, @;
d=1

4
Lis= Y & K} (0,K))T)T, (0"®);

a,d=1

4
Lig=2) & K}, (0" Ky)T)T, (0,9);

a,d=1

4
L= Y o K} K/TIT, (0"0,®);

a,d=1

4
Lis= Y O K} (0"K,,)K;T)T,T @;

a,b,d=1

4
L= Y o K} K., (0"K})T)T.T} ®;

a,b,d=1

4
Lyn= Y o K} K, K/TIT,T, (0"®);

a,b,d=1

4
Ly =) o K} K'TIT, (O);
c,d=1

Loy = Z P KT K“@K”)jfcfa 0}

a,c,d=1

4
Ly=2 Y o K} KIK/TIT,T, (0,9);

a,c,d=1

4
Ly= Y o K| K'K, K/ T)T.T,T, 2.

a,b,c,d=1

Basically, each term has the form

= Fy (K,, and its derivatives). G/ (® and its derivatives).
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(87)

(88)

(89)

(90)

As seen in the previous equations (from £ to Lo4), the different contributions to the
interaction Lagrangian considered here are given by a product of a factor depending
on the electroweak gauge bosons and another one which involves only the Higgs

(91)



These functions G looking at the formula presented above in this paper have the
following forms:

0,0' T ®, 9,0' T o'®, o' T @, ...
where the matrices T are products of the fundamental matrices Ty, Ty, Ts, Ty (and

their hermitian conjugates). Basically, the functions G are bilinears in the Higgs
doublet and its derivatives.

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, one has

@:%(Uih):%@wm@. (92)

The parameter v is knowm experimetally while h is the real scalar field recently
discovered as the Higgs boson at the LHC'. From this one gets,

ol = % (v+h)(0,1), 6M<I>% (9,h) (?) e (93)

With this in mind, let us look at the component of the interaction Lagrangian, we

called Ls:
4

Ly=) (0"0,K,") 0,0 T, @. (94)
a=1
The Higgs part can be rewritten as follows, after spontaneous symmetry breaking:

. 1
0,9 T, ® =

Sl

~ 1 0
5 (0,11 (0,1) To =5 (04 ) (1) -
) T,

(8,h) (v + 1) (0,1) T, ((1)) .

N | —

This naturally leads to the computation of the matrix element (0,1) T, <0> T, is

a 2 X 2 matrix. It can thus be expressed in terms of its components:

2 Ta 11 Ta 12
Ta = ) ’ s 96
(Ta,Ql Ta,ZZ) ( )

one thus has

- 0 - Ta711 Ta,12 0
(07 1) a (]_) o <O7 1) (Ta721 Ta,22) (1)

- 0.0 (72) o

= 1q,22-

Going back, we find
. 1 .
0,8 T, ® = 3 (0,h) (v + h) Ty (98)
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Introducing the family of matrices M; such that Mj(a) = T,, one finds with a
Mathematica program that

M[al[[2,2]] = igsec Ow da3 (99)

one is then led to the following result

] :
Lo = (0"0,K,,") 5(’%@* (v+h) % sec Ow Oa3

NE

1
= Zg sec 9W (8“8,,[(3,”) (a“h) (U + h) (100)
Kl :W+7K2 :W_7K3 :Z7K4:A

@,ﬁ

Ly = igsec Ow (9"9,2") (8,h) (v + h).

B The Matrix Elements

B.1 Matrix elements involving a single matrix M;(a) =T,

The only matrix element is:

ig
M;(3) = ) 101
1(3) 2 cos Oy (101)

This element is present in the following terms of the Lagrangian: Lo, L3, L4, L5, Ly.

B.2 Matrix elements involving a single matrix M, (a) = T}

The only matrix element is:

~ —Zg
M. = 102
13) 2 cos Oy (102)

and it appears in L.

B.3 Matrix elements involving a product of two matrices
Mg(a, b) = TaTb

The matrix element are:

My(2,1) = =5 (103)

—g
My(3,3) = 1 — ™ (104)

and they appear in Lg, L7, Lg, L10, L11-
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B.4 Matrix elements involving a product of two matrices

MQ(a7 b) — ijb
We found these matrix element:

My(1,1)

M(3,3) =

g2

:—’

g2

4 cos Oy

and they appear in L4, L5, L16, L17, Lo1-

(105)

(106)

B.5 Matrix elements involving a product of three matrices

Mg(a, b, C) = TaTbTC

The matrix element are:
M;(2,1,3)
M;5(2,3,1)
M;5(2,4,1)
M;5(3,2,1)
Ms5(3,3,3)

They are present in L.

—Z'g?’ .
4 cos Oy’

ig> cos 20y .

4 cos Oy
2

1eg”
5

—ig®
4 cos Oy’

3

—ig3

~ 8cos3 Oy

(107)
(108)
(109)
(110)

(111)

B.6 Matrix elements involving a product of three matrices

Mg(a, b, C) = TJT[)TC
The matrix element are:

Mg(l, ]_,3) -

Ms(1,3,1) =

ig>
4 cos Oy’

4 cos Oy
—iegQ'

M3(27471) = 9 3

M;5(3,2,1) =

M5(3,3,3) =

They are present in these terms of the Lagrangian: Lig, L9, Log, Lo2, Lo3.

ig?’

4 cos Oy ;
ig®
8cos3 Oy
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—ig> cos 20w

I

(112)
(113)
(114)
(115)

(116)



B.7 Matrix elements involving a product of four matrices
My(a,b,c,d) = TIT,T.T,

The matrix element are:

- _g4

~ —g4
My(3,1,3,1) = ————; 118
4( ) Ly 9y ) 8COS2 HW’ ( )
~ —g4
My(3,3,3,3) = ———; 119
4( 737 73) S cos2 QW’ ( )
4
~ g~ cos 20y,
My(3,4,3,3) = ———; 120
4( ) Xy Jdy ) 8COS2 GW’ ( )
3
~ eg
My(4,1,1,3) = . 121
4( [t 73) 4COS9W ( )
4
~ g* cos 20y
My(4,2,3,1) = —F—; 122
4( ) 737 ) 8(3082 HW ’ ( )
- —g4
My(3,4,1,3) = ————; 123
4( (] 73) 8COS2 '9W’ ( )
4.2
~ —g* cos” 20y
My(4,4,1,1) = ————; 124
14 4,1,1) 8 cos? Oy, (124)
~ —g4
My(4,4,3,3) = ————. 125
4( ) Ty Yy ) 16COS4 GW ( )
(126)
They are present in this term of the Lagrangian: Lo4.
C Noether Theorem
{ ot — 't = gt + St (127)
or(1) — @p(2') = or(2) + S (z)
With
0oy = @ (2') — op (). (128)
S () = g, () + &STT(f)M:“. (129)
_ Op,(x) Odx”
0,0, () = " + 0 (Opr(2)) - (130)

55 —0— / i [ OL o) + =25 50,00(0) + ——25 5 (9u0hipr())

8%07"(1‘) 88u907"(l') 0 (8M8Vg0r(l‘)) (131)
oL .
K H
500,05 (0)) (OuoDoor (@) + DL + LO,5" |
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Now, let us explicitly compute the variations of the derivatives of the fields (following
the order of appearance) in this last expression; the objective being to have diver-
gences 0, (...) and terms in &pr. To simplify the writing of the following calculations,
let us posit:

g 0L
e — oL
0 (0,0,050r(x))
oL - oL - oL ~
—— 00,0, =0, | =————0p | — 0, | =—=—— | do,. 133
a(auSOr) ne ! <8(8u90) <,0) ! (8@#%0)) i (133)

AT (@,D,,) = A0, (3 )

0,0, (AWS%) = (8,0, AT 5ip, + (D, AT 8,50, + (9, AT™™) (aysgor) 4 AT (auay&or?
=0, [6% (AT 4 ATV &or} — 8,0,A" 5, + AT <3H8,,5~g0r> : 154

AT (auay&or) ~ 9, [ay (AW&OT) 9, (AP g ATy S%] +0,0,A™5, .
(135)

8 (0,0,0,0) = 7 0,0,0; (8, )
Using the result from the previous point, we calculate:

0,,0, (CWT&DT) = 0,0,0, (C™") 5, + 8,0, (C™"7) 0,80,
+ 0,0, (C™MT 4+ C™H) 3,800, + 0, (CTHT + C™™) 9,0, 5,
+ 0,07 (0,0,5¢,) + C (9,0,0,5, ) (136)
= 9,0,0, (C™™Y dip, + 8,0, (CTHT 4 CTVHT 4 CTVTIY ) G,
0, (CT7 4 CHITY 4 O 9,0,000, + T (9,0,0:060, )

Let’s set

XTHVT — OTHVT 4 CTVRT 4 CTVTH : (137)
YT — OTHYT L OTRTY 4 OTTVE, (138)

0,0,0, (C”‘”T&or) = 9,0,0, [C™T — X" §io, + 8, (9,0, X7, + aTYTvWTaVS%Jl?)g)
=0, (00780, ) + (D,0,0:Y ) By + T (8,0,0,5,)
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0,0,0, (07785, = 0,0,0, (077 — X7 1y B, (140
0 [0,0, (X7 YT b, + 0Y 0,30, | + CT (8,0,0:50,)

T (aﬂayajgor) = 0,0,0, [ X" YR _ O] G,
Lo, [ay o, (wa 5%) 0,0, (X" Yy o 5y ay&pr} (.141>

oL ~ oL - oL ~
ss=0 = [ {&or o+ O <8 <8usor>‘m) o (a <amor>) o
+0, [ay (AT“W&OT> — 8, (AT 4 AT &pr} +8,0,AT5p,
—0,8,0, [CTHT — X7 Y] F,
+0, (0,0, (CT78p, ) = 0,0, (X717 = YT o — .Y 70,5, | + 0, (Lot ]

= / dix {gf oo, — 0, <%) 0y — 00,0, [CTHVT — XTHYT L Y] G,
r WFT

40,0, A5, + 0, ( 5~<pr) +0, [A"”’“&,Sgor - aVAW&pT]

oL
0 (8ﬂ90r>
+0, [8,,37 <CT’WT(§QOT) — 0,0, (X"HT — YTVET) b, — aTYT’WT&,&pT] + 0, (Eé:c“)} .

68 = / dz [Qr&or +9,5M(x) + 9, (251’“)] . (142)
fr=3"(x)+ Lox*. (143)
5S = / diz [Qr&pr +0, fﬂ} . (144)

oL oL
O = = _ VAT,V;L o 0, Cr,,um— — Xt Y THvT 7 145
o, oy (78 (Qﬁpr)) + 0,0, 0,0,0- | + |, (145)

YT L XTHVT (T HTY + CT TV _ OTYET _ (OmYTH (146)

0,0,0, [~ X" LY = 9,0,0,C™F + 0,0,0,C7 — 9,0,0,C" — 8,0,0,C™ T
)
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oL oL
o= _5 (9% ATVE 98,0, T = 0.
I “Qwam»)+@ﬁ Ou0 0

oL oL oL oL
=055 07) 00 (5aaany) 00 )-o.
%~ (50.) * 20 Gaaam) ~2% (swmamm

(147)
oL - < ~ .
YM(x) = —=——=dp, + A"""0, 00, — 0, A", + 0,0, ( C"" " dp,
(z) T ¢ ¢ @ ( 90) (148)
— 8,0, (X" YY) §ip — DY TR, 60,
X THWT Y TYET — OTReT 4 CmveT 4 CTYTH _ OTYRT L OVTR (O THY
(149)

= OQTHT _ OTTHY

oL
M = -
) = 5 )
+ 8V8TC”"’T“"&OT _ 87— (Cr,;rru + CT‘,TV},L) 8u5§0r
= i&or + A", 00, — 8, A" 00, + CTMTH,0,60,
d (8%07’)

+ 8,0,C™ M 5, — D.CTTVRD, b, .

dor + AT, 00, — 8, A"V 0@, + 0,CTM T, 50, + CTHVT,0.0p,

(150)

oL ~
o)== |=—=———0,A""" 4+ 0,0,C"™| by,
@) 9 (Oupr) v (151)

(AT 0.CTT) 0,50, + CTT0,0,30, + L5 2.

or
pro — 9L 5 gm0 cre 159
3 o) (152)
R = AR, CmTR, (153)

We hayve :
f(x) = P™"6p, + R™™9,00, + C™"79,0,00, + L dz". (154)
G = / &z (). (155)

1%

{ ot = g 4 et

() = po(z) (156)
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i) = P (80, — 220500 1 rrwa, (0, — 220500 Y wommma,o, (80, — 228500 ) +Low,
ox® Ox™ Ox®
(157)
fH(zx) = = [P"" 00y + R 0,000, + C™M70,0:000r — N L] 0x°. (158)
Ouf'(z) =0 = =0, [P"Oupr + R 0,000, + C"70,0:000r — nhL] 62
. (159)
= —0,0h0z".
Oh = P""0,p, + R 0,0,p, + C™*70,0, 0,0, — L. (160)
P, = / d*r 0. (161)
v
AL =00 + M ow,,. (162)
1 s
B = [ U™ = Pl (163)
60 () = E7"0wey. (164)
fr(x) = (79" + Ln"72") dw,y (165)
O E]" = FI7r0%0s — 0,07 ppa” (166)
1 s
Fria = 5 (7)) 06 — 030,90, (167)
0,0, E7" = G0l 050% 05 — 0,0,0° ", (168)
G — Frams — 6855y (169)

1
T = = [P oy + RO, 0y + CTT0,0,0 ] 3t + S P (1)) o,

rTrTaTv r,TQ TV T Oa~”r-v

1
+ R | Z ([oF s 1/7—5; — 5559685 | o s+ oLl Fs,a/@(sﬁ . 5ﬁ50’585/‘i 9,0
5 ("), @ [ | 95 “e170)

1 s
== [@lw + Tl’wﬁ] "+ 5 (I(m)r [PT’MQPS + Rr’mjnvaaaﬁps + CT’MVTnTaavaang
— RTHEHO Or — Cr,;mTaT o° ©or + _Cr,;wmayaa ©r.
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fHx) == [Pr’“gos + R™Mn,.000%0s + C’r’“”nwégéf@g@agos} (I75)7 0w
(171)

= [(OM57 — @) — 2RTHRYTp, — 20T O, — 20D, 0] e

N o —

1
O " 0wy, = 5 (017 2" 0w,y + O* 27 dw o]

1 (172)
=3 [©H7 2" — O 27| Swyy,
ainsi
1
fHx) = 3 [Pps + R7M1,,67.0%0s + C™* 0,870 050% 05| (177)2 6wey, 73
173
1
t3 [ (OMF 7 — OMx™) — 2R 0%7 ¢, — 20" 70,07 p, — 26””“““8,,8(’%] W
1
fra) = S MH"owe, (174)

MHR = [P, + R, 000% s + CT1T11,,616]030%p,] (177);

(175)
[ (017 — ©7) — 2B 5, — 207 0.6 gy — 20770, ..

Mo = [ B [P, R 507, O 5550000 .] (17

4 /d?’x [ (@,u/ixo _ @/J,lei) _ 2Rr,;mao(pr _ QCT“WWaTaJ(,Or _ 207",;11//@@]/@(7@4176)
— LO’H + SO’H
@ () = @r(x) + ieN s (177)
FA(x) = de A° [P’"’“gos + R0, 0, + Crvﬂ"faya%} . (178)
Q= / dxX; [P0+ R 0,05 + C"70,0:0,] . (179)

oK — /dgfL'[ (@Onxa _ @Oalﬁ) _ 2Rr,0fﬁaas0r —9 (CT’O’W@T&’@T + Cr,OunayaJ(pr) ] :
(180)

SUH — /d?’x [PT’O(,OS _'_Rr,Ouay(ps +CT’OVT81/67—(,03} ([UI{)i. (181)
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