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We show that in the standard model, when the mass of the top quark becomes very large, compared to
other mass scales and external momenta, constraints develop in the field system. The top-quark field be-
comes nonlinearly realized. SU(2)® U(1) remains a symmetry at the S-matrix level. A general formula-
tion for the one-light-particle-irreducible Green’s functional I'|;p; and the effective Lagrangian L4 is
presented in the setting of the external field technique and derivative expansion. The bosonic part of
"1 pr and L4 is explicitly constructed. It encompasses all the top-quark effects for all low-energy boson-
ic processes. (Vertices with external fermions as well will be reported shortly.) Examples are given to
show that our approach easily reproduces known results. Wess-Zumino terms due to the top quark are

also given.

I. INTRODUCTION

Two of the present authors (H.S. and Y.-P.Y.) wrote a
brief article [1] outlining a field-theoretical method by
which one can succinctly collect all the virtual top-quark
effects in all the low-energy processes in the form of an
effective Lagrangian. In that Letter, results of the purely
bosonic vertices were displayed in an ungauged model
with one quark doublet. Since then, the lower limit [2] of
the top-quark mass has been repeatedly raised, whence
this previously exploratory program has gained even
more phenomenological significance.

We have in the mean time put in the gauge fields of the
standard electroweak model [3] and completed a major
portion of this program. Here is then the first of a series
of articles in which we shall detail our endeavor and elu-
cidate the conciseness and efficiency of this procedure.
Processes with external bosons only will be considered
here. Results with external fermions as well will be re-
ported soon. As a reassuring check of our formalism, we
find full agreement with the known calculations, to which
they have been compared so far.

As practitioners in radiative corrections will appreci-
ate, one is not a priori guaranteed large effects in hunting
for processes which may seem particularly sensitive to
certain parameters, such as a large top-quark mass. It
apparently takes insight, guesswork, fortitude, and even a
little luck. If possible, it would help if one could devise a
program to perform a single comprehensive calculation,
but which would incorporate all the virtual top-quark
effects for all the low-energy processes. After this was
carried through, one could then scan the results and iso-
late the processes which are most interesting.

That such a method exists can be inferred from the
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nonlinear o model, where it has been shown that all the
large Higgs-boson-mass effects can be isolated [4]. It will
become clear that a parallel development in methodology
to locate the top-quark effects is at hand. The initial
point for this is to argue that in the heavy top-quark lim-
it, the top-quark field is nonlinearly realized.

Heuristically, it may help to recall the physical mecha-
nism for the nonlinear realization in the scalar sector:
the self-coupling of the Higgs physical field o and the un-
physical pseudo Goldstone field ¢ in the standard model
gives a potential term ~A(o2+¢?)%/8, which in turn
leads to the mass squared of the Higgs field M} ~Av2.
Here v =( o) is the vacuum expectation value. Because
v is fixed by the weak scale to be =~250 GeV, a heavy
Higgs boson corresponds to a large positive A. In the
mathematical limit that A tends to be extremely large, the
potential is locked in step to become unphysically large.
Unless a constraint is developed, excitation becomes im-
possible. We have (Ref. [4])

o?+¢*=v? or o=Vv?:—¢?, (1.1)

which is the condition for a nonlinear realization.

A top quark carries a Yukawa coupling

¢0
.
with the bottom quark and the complex scalar field. L
and R refer to left and right handed, respectively. The
top-quark mass is =Hv /V'2 and hence a heavy top quark
carriers a large coupling constant H. Here, while we can-
not use the argument of boundedness of the potential

from above as before, the fact remains that the potential
energy will be unbounded when H becomes very large,

H(7;,b;) tr > (1.2)
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and instability will be induced unless constraints develop.
Indeed, the equations of motion for the top-quark field
mandate that such constraints result (Ref. [1]):

0

(t.,b.)= e =0 orf,=—b; ¢ /¢° (1.3)

and
tg=0. (1.4)

Note that these are SU(2)-invariant conditions, which en-
tail a nonlinear realization [5] again.

One can easily show that the tree equations of motion,
together with the nonlinear constraints of Egs. (1.3) and
(1.4) generate all the non-negligible contributions to the
tree graphs. The constraints correspond to replacing the
heavy-quark propagator 1/(m?2+p?) by 1/m?, where p is
the propagating momentum.

A more concise way to express this is to impose the
constraints on the classical Lagrangian. Because of its
origin, this tree effective Lagrangian contains graphs
which can be separated into two halves by cutting an
internal top-quark line. It is therefore one-particle irre-
ducible only with respect to light line (1LPI).

We can pursue this approach much further to include
loop effects. A convenient quantity for generalization is
the generating functional T';;p; for one-light-particle-
irreducible Green’s functions I'\)5;, which in principle
can be constructed to any loop order, but we shall con-
cretely do it to one-loop order in this article. To com-
mence this construction, one elementary but crucial ob-
servation is that, if we choose to perform our calculation
in the symmetric phase, the underlying symmetry is there
for all values of H. Of course, we will be interested in the
case when H is large. We can shift the scalar field to give
the Higgs field its vacuum expectation value afterwards.
Because we shall use a large Yukawa coupling propor-
tional to the top-quark mass as an expansion parameter,
it is natural to perform a derivative expansion on I"jpy.
We shall show that (1) at a given loop order, the parts of
I'iLpr Which have top-quark effects cannot have more
than a certain maximum number of external light-quark
lines and covariant derivatives, (2) out of them, one can
construct only a finite number of local vertices, which are
SU(2)® U(1) invariant, together with an entity which is
on-shell invariant, and (3) the coefficients for these local
vertices can be and will be determined.

One may at this point raise the issue that strictly
speaking I"y;p; so constructed is good only for m, y 7,
m, >>p..., because graphs with purely light particles are
also included in the derivative expansion. This is true;
but if one’s focus is only the m, dependence, I'j;p; will
provide that correctly. Nonetheless, we come away with
a sense of discomfort if we stop here, because ideally we
would like to obtain an effective Lagrangian which is val-
id for m, >>p_,, and light masses, such that all the physi-
cal analytical requirements are respected. We have in
mind, for example, that light-particle thresholds will ap-
pear as cuts in amplitudes when we reach the proper ki-
nematic regions.
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This in fact can be accomplished if one now extracts,
for example, L.{°°P from T'}[9%. Basically, what needs to
be done is to subtract out all the one-loop effects generat-
ed by LY to the same maximum order in external
momentum derivatives as in I'j;p;. If we now use
L g~L"+L1J°P to perform a calculation for a low-
energy process with m, >>p..., we shall discover that the
correct analyticity is there. Furthermore, the heavy top-
quark effects will be explicitly displayed in L11°°P. The
divergence due to internal integrations in constructing
one-loop graphs from L§° will be canceled by the
counter terms which are automatically generated in
L1 Joop,

There is another technical point which we wish to
touch upon briefly before elaboration later. As we shall
repeatedly emphasize, the construction of I'j;py and L4
is feasible only because SU(2)® U(1) remains a symmetry.
To respect this, the gauge conditions we shall use are
chosen to be SU(2)® U(1) covariant in the background
gauge formulation [6,7]. In fact, because of great number
of terms, we find it most convenient to use the back-
ground field technique throughout, coupled with the
derivative expansion. This will be seen to reduce greatly
the number of explicit processes we need to evaluate in or-
der to determine all the coefficients of the monomials
which make up I'j; py and L 4.

From the discussion above, we repeat that the effective
theory we are deriving here far exceeds traditional usage.
Usually, when one applies an effective Lagrangian, the
understanding is either to stop after the tree level, as in
soft-pion physics, or to use experimental input to fix new
counterterms, as in chiral perturbation theory at one
loop. For us, because there is an underlying full theory,
the effective Lagrangian can be constructed systematical-
ly to any loop order. The number of input parameters
remains the same as in the full theory. Some of the ad-
vantages of this approach over direct calculation from
the full theory are that (a) the calculation becomes
simpler, and (b) the heavy-particle dependence is explicit-
ly displayed before any labor is committed. This is ac-
complished without any cost to renormalizability,
analyticity, and unitarity.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section,
we shall introduce our notation. Solutions to the classical
equations of motion will be expanded in powers of 1/H.
We shall see that the constraints follow immediately.
The SU(2)® U(1) transformation properties of the solu-
tions will be examined; particularly, we shall show that
the 1/H term of the solution 7z (F’), which will appear
later on in loop corrections, is an on-shell singlet in
SU(Q2).

In Sec. III, we shall introduce background fields to
prepare for loop calculations. We shall write down a set
of gauge conditions, which will preserve the SU(2)® U(1)
symmetry. We shall perform a loop analysis. Because
the background fields we are going to use are the zeroth-
order approximation to the classical equations, but not
the exact solutions, there will be terms which are linear in
quantum fluctuations. From this, we shall see that the

term 7%’ mentioned earlier will accompany these linear
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fluctuations. It will appear in processes where there are
external fermions. We will draw an important conclusion
that only the S-matrix elements will be invariant under
SU2)®U(1) transformations. The one-light-particle-
irreducible generating functional I";; p; will be introduced
here.

In Sec. IV, we do a power counting on one-particle-
irreducible graphs with at least a top-quark internal line.
We shall do a derivative expansion with respect to exter-
nal momenta and establish a formula, to show how many
external derivatives we need to keep for a given external
line configuration and a given loop order before the resid-
ual terms become negligible. Combining with results of
the last section, we know the possible structural depen-
dence of I';;p; on the background fields. We would like
to draw attention to the fact that our I';;p; contains also
contributions from pure light diagrams, up to the same
maximum order in external derivatives we are keeping to
locate heavy-top-quark effects. Thus, our results are uni-
formally valid only in the region p.,, <<m, and m,. Al-
though by itself this already constitutes a new result,
relevant for a hypothetical fourth nondegenerate quark
doublet, it is definitely at variance with our present objec-
tice as an effective Lagrangian. Fortunately, this
shortcoming will be quickly remedied by the construction
of L g.

We shall develop further calculation techniques for
one-loop bosonic vertices in Sec. V. We shall introduce
Green’s functions for fermions in the presence of external
scalars. As will become clear, because we shall need only
a small number of charged scalars to determine the bo-
sonic parts of ' p;, the external scalars in the fermionic
Green’s functions will be taken neutral. This simplifies
the group algebra.

Using all the tools developed, we shall explicitly con-
struct the bosonic parts of I';;p; at one loop in Sec. VI.
The results agree with those published by Steger, Flores,
and Yao (Ref. [1]) some time go and extend to include
gauge bosons.

In Sec. VII, we shall subtract from I';p; all the terms
up to fourth order in external momenta, which are gen-
erated in one-loop order by L'%*. If we now use L to
calculate, the results are exact for m, >>p,,,. Further-
more, all the analyticity requirements are met.

As is well known, each fermion in a gauge theory gives
rise to Wess-Zumino [8] terms. If uncompensated by oth-
er members of a multiplet, they will give rise to anomalies
and spoil the renormalizability [9] of the theory. We
shall discuss these Wess-Zumino terms due to the top
quark in Sec. VIII, just to make the bosonic analysis com-
plete.

Section IX is reserved to deal with three examples.
The p parameter [10] and H —2y [11] will be used to il-
lustrate that our method easily reproduces known results.
As another example, the W7t ¢ +¢"T(60=¢°
+v/Vv'2) will demonstrate that our effective Lagrangian
reproduces the correct analytic amplitude. Further phys-
ical applications will be reported elsewhere, to limit the
size of this article.

Some brief concluding remarks are made in Sec. X, ba-
sically to recapitulate the essential elements of our work.
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II. TREE-LEVEL CONSIDERATION
OF CONSTRAINTS

We want to derive some constraints on our field system
when the top quark receives a heavy mass because of
strong coupling, i.e., when m,=Hv /V'2>>m, p.,,, where
m is any other mass scale in the system and p.,, denotes
external momenta. (At the tree level, all internal momen-
ta are of course expressible as external momenta, but the
theory of our effective Lagrangian is formulated to apply
to cases with loops as well,)

Let us introduce source terms into the Lagrangian

L =Ly, +(Trbg +7,.b, +¢J,+H.c.)+J4A%+K BH .
(2.1)

Because we do not allow the production of top quarks
due to our external momentum requirement, we need not
introduce source functions for them. We shall neglect
mixing of the top-bottom quark family with other low-
mass families. Its restoration is trivial. Also, we need
not write down the lepton members, because they do not
enter into our present discussion. Then,

L lin = L fermions +L Higgs +L gauge fields

+ Lyukawa T Lt » (2.2)

with

1 t

L ¢t mions = —(r E)L TV“DV,

-1
_1R77’“Dutk

b
_ER%Y’LDubR ’ 2.3)
Lisigg=—(D,,$)"(D")— %<$¢)2—p2<$¢) , 24
L gauge fietlas = — 50 G — 5 F u F* (2.5)

¢0
LYukawa:— H(t_ b)L ¢— tR
a4+
+h(7 b), 40 by +H.c. |, (2.6)
where
t .7t .g' !
DH b, a#—~zg—2-A;—17YLB# b’L , 2.7
D.te=|o,—i v, B, |t
kR o 2 TtpTH 'R
(2.8)
— .8
D,br= |8,—i% Yy, By, bg »
a ’
D, ¢= iay—ig%Aﬁ—i—gz—Yq,By é, 2.9)
¢, =0,45—3,A4;,+ge " A, 45, , .10

F,,=3,B,—3,B, .
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The hypercharges are Y, =1, Y,R=§, YbR=-§, and
Y,=—1. We will specify the gauge-fixing term in the
next section. Suffice it to say here that it will be
SU((2)® U(1) invariant. As is well known, to generate all
the three diagrams, we need only the classical solutions
for the Lagrangian of Eq. (2.1). Of particular interest to
us is the propagation of the top quark, which obeys the
equations
t

D, —H¢%yg +ho by =0,

1 t
— M
l'y bL

and

—%y"D#tR —H(¢t, +¢+b,)=0. (2.11)

where the up (down) arrow means that the upper (lower)
component of the term should be taken. For fixed b and
¢, one can expand the solutions is inverse powers of H:

tL=t[(,0)+H_lt1(‘1)+ e tR=tI((0)+H_ltI((1)+ cee
(2.12)

Substituting these into Egs. (2.11) and equating powers of
H, we obtain

t,ﬂo’=—(¢+/¢°*)b,,, =0, (2.13)
and
RRN
(1) (1) 1 z + 0
({0=0, fi={=r" D, |, || +hé"be [ /8.
(2.14)
|
= 7T 1 7L = 1 123 b A“‘NT
L,=—( b)LTA},uDu 5, _bRYY D, br —(D"¢) (D
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In places where (¢°)~! and (¢°")~! appear, they are
defined as expansions around their vacuum expectation
value (¢°) =(¢°") =v /2. We can rewrite the first part
of Eq. (2.13) as

10

b, |70

(¢°",67) 2.15)

which is a manifestedly SU(2)-invariant constraint: under
SU(2) rotation,

$0—s 0+ %8a3¢°+%(i8a1+8a2)¢_ :

¢_—>¢”+%(i8a1—8a2)¢°—%8a3¢_ , 2.16)

b, —b, +%(i8a1—8a2)t£°)~éﬁa3bL ,

it can be easily checked that, as written in Eq. (2.13),

1010+ —;-Sa3t,£0)+ %(i8a1+8a2)bL , (2.17)
which affirms that (¢{,b, ) form an isodoublet. We shall
discuss the transformation property of ¢5!’ shortly.

Now we insert the constraints of Eq. (2.13) into the La-
grangian. This will be called the nonlinear Lagrangian
L. In the following, we shall write interchangeably

f=TO=7,=—(§* /g8, , (2.18)

in which all quantities with tildes are classical solutions
for L, to zeroth order in H:

A —
2 ¢)

Al

W)= (BB~

~1G G o, —LFMF, —[h(b % —7, § V)bg +H.c.]

+(Tigbr +7 by +T4¢+H.c.)+JS A *+K B* .

(2.19)

This Lagrangian gives us all the vertices for light particles ¢, b, 4, and B. The terms proportional to 7 come from di-
agrams in which the top propagator 1/(p>+m?) shrinks to a point 1/ m?. We will call the collection of (a) diagrams
which cannot be separated into two parts by cutting a light internal line, and (b) those which can be separated by cut-
ting a top internal line, one-light-particle-irreducible diagrams. With the sources turned off, f d*x L, is in fact the
tree-level generating functional for the connected one-light-particle-irreducible Green’s functions | .

Except for the source terms, L, is SU(2)® U(1) invariant. It is also noted that the corrections to L, at the tree level
will be O (H ~!). Hence, to detect effects H"In™H with m, n 20, we need to perform loop calculations. A similar situa-
tion exists in the strongly coupled Higgs system (Ref. [4]), where the kinetic terms produce extra interaction because of
a nonlinear constraint, but explicit strong-coupling dependence shows up only after loop corrections.

Let us return to the second part of Eq. (2.14), when all fields are replaced by the classical solutions. Under Eq. (2.16),

we have

D,

~ ~ . 1 -1
t(R”—n‘ (R”+%(18a1+8a2) [—W(ﬁ 'ZT’}/“

_ =2
5 || " 4

1

Dp

|| o s
L)) é° é°

e |

~ 1
=7 5})+—2—(i8a1+8a2)—$1—017L .

1
$° i

(2.20)
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In the last step, use has been made of the equation of
motion for ;. Now, in evaluating S-matrix elements, we
need to put the participating particles on shell and turn
off the external sources afterwards. This procedure will
obliterate the second term of Eq. (2.20). That is to say,
79 is an isoscalar with respect to the S matrix. This
leads to the statement that, after quantum loop correc-
tions, the S matrix is an isosinglet, but the Green’s func-
tional can have terms with noninvariant transformation
behavior.

[N.B. The discussion is primarily conducted in the
symmetrical phase of SU(2)@ U(1). However, because we
will be performing calculations with the background field
method, the results can be readily used in the broken
phase as well. In the latter case, we can impose the con-
ditions [12]

7 Wii‘¢i§ & ¥)|physical states) =0 ,

vé, ||physical states) =0,

9,4 | physical states) =0 ,
at the S-matrix level, after the generating functional of
the next section has been constructed. Here
WHH=(A*Fidy)/V2,

7 — 13 __,'D 2 2
Z,u_(gAy gB#)/‘/g +g',

7T — r 73 53 2 2
A,=(g'A}+gB,)/Vg*+g?,

exp(iW [J,K,J 4,m, 4,B,)1= [ db db dt dFd 4,dB,d$ dF Al A,B,6,5; 4,8,8,8lexp [ifde] :

where A is a Faddeev-Popov determinant. L is given by
Egs. (2.1)-(2.6) and

Ly=—16"6"-1G}Gy .

(3.3)

Because the approximate tree classical solutions have
well-defined SU(2)®@ U(1) transformation properties and
are convenient for expansion in H !, we make a change
of integration variables by shifting

b,=B;+b;, bg=Bp+by,
ty =T+, tg=Tg
p=0+4,
A4,=A¥+4,,

and

B,=B¥+B,, (3.4)

with B; g, Ty g, P, Aff, and Bgf as quantum fluctua-
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are, respectively, the charged-vector bosons, the neutral
vgeak-vgctor~ boson, and the photon. Also,
E=($,Fid,)/V2.]

III. GENERAL DISCUSSION OF ONE-LOOP
CORRECTIONS

In this section, we want to investigate the structure of
the Green’s functional under nonlinear SU(2)® U(1) trans-
formations. Also, we want to give a discussion of the
construction of an effective Lagrangian with loop correc-
tions upon taking the heavy-top-quark-mass limit.

First, let us introduce gauge-fixing terms. We shall use
the background field method, so that SUQ2)® U(1) gauge
invariance is manifest. The gauge conditions are (Ref.
[7]), respectively,

G =D AN A=A +iZ G (9= —i5 G- 3,
with

D (A)=3,8%—ge™d ¢, ,
and

Gy =0, BH—B ) —i5-§4—B)+i5-G-5F . 6.1

Note that we have equated the background fields with the
approximate tree classical solutions of the last section. It
can be shown that this is a consistent procedure, at least
to the one-loop level.

The generating functional is

(3.2)

tions. Through this, the connected Green’s functional
becomes

W=WwI[A4,B,$,7,b]

=WI[J,K,Jym] . 3.5)

This follows because the tilde quantities are functions of
sources via the field equations.

We can determine the loop-corrected classical fields
and perform a Legendre transformation to obtain the
connected one-light-particle-irreducible (1LPI) generat-
ing functional I';; p;, which contains all graphs that can-
not be separated into two halves by cutting one single 4,
B, ¢, or b line. This is in fact what we will construct, but
we are skipping a detailed account of the formal aspects
of this procedure. (At the tree level, I'j;p; is just L
without the sources.) For a while longer, however, we
keep working with W.

After substitution of Eq. (3.4), we have
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- ~ | 9Ly, _ | oLy — | oLy
L=Ly+ |Bg [—"4ng | +B, |24, | 4T, |—n |
dbg o~ ab, ——— atp |~ aF, |-
— | 0Ly, oLy, .
+P — =0, — P +H.c. | +terms in higher powers of quantum fluctuations . (3.6)
d¢ 3(3,4) —

The symbol — ~ means that the evaluation is at $=4¢, t; x =7 g, by g =by r, 45=A4 |, and B, =B ,. Here, we must
be careful to take into account the expansions of the linear theory, but evaluate around solutions of the equations of
motion of L. For 4}, and B,,, there is no difference in the equations for the linear or the nonlinear theory. They both

vanish, Wthh also explams why there are no linear fluctuation terms in 4, aqf and qu in Eq. (3.6). For the linear theory,
we have

oLy, _ 1 ~ — 0 -
T tTr=——Y D"br —h(¢"b,—¢ "t ) tng ,
dbg |~ 1
_E_)E“_" +17 =_ly DE z __h$o’r5 +
ab, | . - i b, R
T )
aLlin 1 L 4 aLlin
— =—= D" | +hdt , — =0,
ar, | i’ & ¢ brs o L
—aq;T +J2T=D#D“¢O—)\,(¢O¢OT+¢ +¢—)¢0_”2¢0_thbR +J3T ,
| I mDDE MG O b 4T 3.7

and similar equations for the conjugate fields. Use has been made of the constraints of Eq. (2.13). On the other hand,
the equations of motion for the nonlinear Lagrangian are

oL, o
-+ ———Y”D br—h($°%—¢ "1 )+mp =0,

br

dL, 91, oL, 3 _ _

by =~y D, 5] —h¢°*bR—%0¢"{——.y“ [ ] +h$ By [+1, =0,
db, db, db, ! L)l ¢ !

oL, dt, AL, oL, 070t & T 4T o =

-+ — +J§'=D, D~ MG+ *F )G 0 —u’F ' —hb, b

a¢0 a¢0 at:L ,u,aa“(ﬁo ¢ ¢¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ .u’¢ L¥”R

- 1t
= L -
—#?L —%'y# D* | _ —hé thy [+J =0
L

oL, 37, OL, oL, _ b e . =

4 = —3,——=—+J S =D, D" T —MFFT+F T )F O —pu2F t —hby 7,

Y 35 a_?L “aaugb* s u é () 7 ) —ud RiL

1 = 1 7 .
—=gbL |7 5v. | D= —hé Thy +J5=0. (3.8)
¢ t L,
Combining Eq. (3.6) and Eq. (3.7), we have, for Eq. (3.5),

L=L,+L", (3.9)

where
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L'=[(B ¢ +T.3°7V+(®%, +® b ;)7 +H.c.]+terms in higher powers of quantum fluctuations . (3.10)

When this is substituted into Eq. (3.2), we find that loop corrections are contained behind the functional integration

expliW)=exp [i [axL, ] [dB dB dT dT d ALdBYd® dT Aexp [z‘ [axL’ ] : @3.11)
where A is the relevant Faddeev-Popov determinant. We already know that (4% ¢~ ) and (7,5), transform as isodoub-
lets. We can demand that the integration variables (®° ® ) and (T, B); transform likewise. In this way, we can easily
show that all the terms which are higher in powers of quantum fluctuations are isospin invariant. The only quantity
which is not invariant is 7 {’ in Eq. (3.10), which is an on-shell singlet. Hence, quantum loop corrections to W will be
made up of SU(2)® U(1) gauge-invariant quantities of (¢ °,¢ ~), (7,b),, D,, G;,, and F,,, and powers of Y.

We now turn to a discussion of the meaning of an effective Lagrangian in the present context. Naively, this may

mean that the top-quark fields have been integrated out, which is formally written as

lim [dbdbdtdtdA,dB,d¢dd Al A,B,6,8; 4,B,8,8lexp |i

m,>>m,p...

There are two comments we want to make concerning
this approach: (1) The large mass limit can be taken
behind any integral sign, only if the ultraviolet behavior
is sufficiently convergent to permit it. This is obviously
not the case for a renormalizable theory. The grouping
of terms to produce effective vertices and to give a mean-
ing to the limiting procedure is the essence of the theory
of effective Lagrangians and has been developed else-
where for other theories. We do not intend to repeat this
program here in its entirety. We will just use the implied
technology in constructing the one-loop effective La-
grangian. (2) As we have repeated a few times, we must
maintain SU(2)® U(1) invariance to make this otherwise
rather formidable calculation possible. We shall obtain
L . to one-loop order in two steps. First, we shall con-
duct a derivative expansion for T'°%;, to a certain max-
imum power, to be determined by graphs with internal
top-quark lines. This will be explained in more detail in
the next section. Then we impose the symmetry require-
ment on I'%°%B;, which has the consequence that even
graphs with loops made up purely of light particles are
also included and developed to the same powers in exter-
nal momenta.
In operator language, we will obtain

loo 2 Cloop @loop

where @'°°P are local operators of the light fields A4

#, and b. They are SU(2)® U(1) invariant up to t(ﬁ. C;
are coefficient functions which encompass all the
m/In"m,(m,n = 0) effects.

Because we conduct derivative expansions also for
graphs with purely light lines (for example, I'}{'3P) strict-
ly speaking the result is generally valid only for
MMy w7z >>P.y, although from it onme can pick out
those terms with explicit H dependence and isolate the
dominant top-quark effects. The situation can be im-
proved. If we subtract out one-loop contributions due to
L'¢¢ in the same powers in external momenta, as implied
by Eq. (3.12), we obtain L}°°P. As we shall see, the am-

fde]

(3.12)

plitudes constructed through L 4 will have kinematic va-
lidity for m, > p.,,. Furthermore, it will respect all the
analyticity requirements of the light-particle sector.
They are renormalizable, in the sense that the only renor-
malization parameters are the conventional wave func-
tions, couplings, and masses. At the one-loop level, for
instance, the extra divergences coming from loops in-
duced by LU will be canceled out by those from L (°°F,
which are automatically generated by over-subtractions
to go from T p; to L. Clearly, this is the most com-
pact way to look for physically interesting processes
which are sensitive to the heavy-top-quark mass effects.

IV. POWER COUNTING

Given a graph with at least one heavy-top-quark inter-
nal line, we want to carry out an expansion in inverse
powers of m,. The accompanying external parameters in
the expansion are the light fields and their covariant
derivatives. We want to know up to what powers in D,
F Ao G?° v &, b we should include before contributions of
graphs with heavy-top-quark internal lines become negli-
gible in T'3%;. As discussed before, we must also include
graphs with only light b internal lines to the same deriva-
tive order to maintain SU(2)® U(1) invariance. We will
see, however, that in actuality it works like this: we shall
calculate processes which involve graphs with at least one
heavy-top-quark line. Because of symmetry, they already
provide enough information to determine ' This
means that if graphs with only light b-quark internal lines
can exist in a process, they are automatically included to
the required order in the momentum expansion.

Our present discussion will be carried out for a
general-loop order, although we should remark that the
actual extraction of L. can only be an iterative pro-
cedure. A formula, which gives us the maximum number
of derivatives a local operator may have for a given loop
order will be derived. After this is determined, in the
next few sections we can combine it with the invariance
requirement to write down all the possible local operators
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for I';; p; at the one-loop order.
Consider a fermion loop. The derivative expansion will
produce integrals such as

[d*k ()™

(k2+md) (k2 +m})"™

In order that m, be the scale of expansion in the problem,
we must require that m +2—n;=>0. In other words, we
must assume that there is no power infrared divergence
with respect to m,. It turns out that in constructing
119 there are graphs in which this condition is not
satisfied, an example being the W;L ¢~ ¢° vertex. Howev-
er, after we deduce L11°°P, out of which we can construct
physical processes, this potential complication does not
led to any effect.

A graph can potentially have the strongest power be-
havior in H if all its vertices carry H. Let us call the
number of vertices in this graph V. Let ny denote the
number of external fermions (b) and ny the number of
external scalar bosons (¢). (The number of external
gauge bosons will eventually be decided by gauge-
covariant derivatives.) The integral under consideration
will be written as H "I, where we have explicitly factored
out the power of H from vertices. The mass dimension of
ITis4—3np—ng. If we use p to denote a generic external
momentum, the expansion takes the form

(4.1)

v
HVI = ﬂ mt4—3nF/2—nB
N
X |ag+a, L+ -+ +ay |-E- 4.2)
m, my
This series terminates at
4—3np—ng+V=N. (4.3)

The neglected terms in Eq. (4.2) are suppressed by at least
o(1/m,).

Let i and iy be the number of internal fermion and
scalar boson lines, respectively, and let L be the loop or-
der. We have

3ip+2ig+ing+tng=4V,

2(2ig+ng)=2ip+ng ,
and

iptig=L—1+V . (4.4)

These three equations are used to eliminate i and ig,
which yield

AL —1)+np+ng=V. (4.5)
We combine it with Eq. (4.3) to give the result we are

after, namely !

[—8% + H°0008” () K Te (x)7 (9)]) = HGx)~-8(x — ), +

and
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N=2(L+1)—1ing . 4.6)

Note that the number of external scalar boson lines does
not appear in this formula. What it means is that we can
have an arbitrary number of them. It is quite under-
standable how this has to be so: the relevant
SU(2)® U(1)-invariant scale we have is the scalar product

& ¢, which can occur in inverse powers or as an argument
in the logarithm function. Each of these will give us an
arbitrary number of scalar bosons when expanded around
the vacuum expectation value v. In view of this, it is
advisable that calculations be performed with the exter-
nal field technique.

V. PROPAGATORS IN EXTERNAL FIELDS AND
THE DERIVATIVE EXPANSION

For the rest of this article, we will be determining to
one-loop order local vertices with external bosons only.
Therefore, the necessary internal propagators are all fer-
mionic.

We have explained that because there will be an arbi-
trary number of scalar bosons for each of the local ver-
tices, a convenient tool to facilitate calculations in this
situation is the external field technique, coupled with the
derivative expansion [13]. Two remarks are now in or-
der. First, the derivatives will naturally turn out to be
covariant derivatives after all graphs are summed. On
the other hand, if we wuse covariant derivatives
throughout the whole calculation, then their proper or-
dering in a string should be closely monitored. We shall
bypass this by using ordinary derivatives in the propaga-
tors, complemented by evaluating explicitly the noncom-
muting parts to the necessary orders, which will give rise
to pr and G;"W’s. This is justified, because after all we
are performing a derivative expansion. Second, as we
shall see, we need processes with at most two pairs of
external charged scalar fields together with an arbitrary
number of neutral scalars to determine all the coefficients
C; (to the extent that they can be uniquely determined;
see later.) It will be sufficient for this purpose to have
propagators in the presence only of external neutral sca-
lar fields. The calculation will be done in the symmetric
phase, which can be immediately carried over to the bro-
ken phase for applications.

Because the quarks will occur in the propagators only,
they are quantum fluctuation fields, while the bosons will
occur only externally and are thus external classical
fields. There should then be no confusion if we just drop
all ornamental symbols introduced before to differentiate
between them.

The equations of motion lead to the following set of
equations for the Green’s functions { T'[tz(x)7z(¥)]) and
(Tt (X))

(Ttr (X)) (5.1)

173, HY(x)
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[—32+H2%x)¢™ ) [ T 15 (x)TR (»)]) = —%'yax%ﬁ(x —y)+ —:ryaxHqSOT(x) (Tt (x)Tr(]) . (5.2)
To solve these equations, we write formally (u E¢0¢OT)

(Tt (T (P]) = fd4z<x —_yiﬁ z> H2) 8z —y), + | 7HEE) [(Tle@R0D |, (5.3)
and

(Ttr(x)E(»)]) = fd“z(x _—azi—lﬁu— z) — 278,48 =y + ST HETD) (Tl @ROD [ 64

In the case of pure bosonic vertices, from Eq. (4.5), one has to iterate up to four derivatives on the right-hand sides of
Egs. (5.3) and (5.4). Note that because u has coordinate dependence, we also have to carry out a derivative expansion
for it. In particular, the inverse operator 1/—9?+ H?u is written as

d’p ip < 1 > d4£’ 1 ip(x —2)

— ipx zy= — e\ x—2 (5.5)
z> J Q2 V| =+ H% f(277)4p2+H2u[x——i(6/8p)]

which will be used with, e.g.,

1
el—2t
< l—82+H2u

4 4 Y .
(Tl T = xlty T ly ) = [ -2Loevi(ple Ty ) = f%(m x _,-56; })e"""‘” - (5.6)

(2m)?

Here, the derivative within the argument acts on every p-dependent quantity to the left. We can write two equivalent
equations for these Green’s functions:

_ 1 1 - 1 1
(T[tR(x)tR(y)])=fd4z 778278()6 —‘Z)L'—(T[tR(x)tL(Z)]) TyaH¢°(z) l(z m y> , (5.7
and
— — 1 1
(T[tR(x)tL(y)])=fd4z —Hd)OT(Z)S(x —Z)R+<T[tR(x)tR(Z)]) l—i—’yaH(bOT(Z) l(z mz_u y> . (5.8)
For these equations, it will be more appropriate to write, e.g.,
_ a*p  oenl. = .3
(Tt ()R] = (—Z—;T%ep( y)<tLtR y+t$]>, | (5.9
with
_____1__.__, >= d4p ip(x —z) 1
<x1 v [ ot e i /000
=f d4p elplx—2) 1
(2mr)* pi+Hu(z)
< a1 9 9 1 "
X — — [3% -3 H%>u(z))i
2o | B e P .10

In the last line, we have made a series expansion. Of course, here we just have to keep up to four derivatives in z. One
can check the consistency of the resulting expressions after left or right differentiations by using commutation relations
of the following kind:

I~

1
p*+H [x +i(3/3p)] P

_ 1
pi+H?>u[x +i(3/3p)]

1
pr+Hulx +i(d/3p)]

x+i—aa;

%'yatzu

and
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1 11 1 1 0y 1 1
H4, =— —yp(y3*H¢%) — (YO HY)—yp———>5— > (5.11)
t ¢ p*+H?u pi+HN i ¢ p*+HW p +Hu | ¢ i

where we omitted the argument x +i (3/9p) in u and ¢° of the second equation.
To illustrate, we glve the result for { T (tz7x )) where all momentum derivatives are to act to the right and the argu-

ment in u, ¢°, and ¢ °' is understood to be x +i(d/9p):

(Tl (D= ] (27)48[1’0_):)[_%”&;11%_%11 OT;5+I_HZJ rons pTLl&Tu
N [%Ya"”’“ el A P
%H¢0TPZ+H2 17 H ¢° ?%HEZ -7 dH¢°" W
TR |
P | | [P |
%y&Hd)OT ﬁ :_7, H 60 ﬁ (5.12)

This, in conjunction with Eq. (5.10), will generate a large
number of terms. We use SCHOONSCHIP [14] to carry out
this chore, and some others.

In an analogous way, we can construct (T (tx7.)),
(T(t,7z)), {T(t,7.)), and similar Green’s functions for
the b propagators, either with the derivatives acting on
the right or on the left. With these ingredients, we are
now in a position to calculate the diagrams necessary to
determine the coefficient multiplying the invariants of

I-‘ILPI'

VI. ONE-LOOP 1LPI GENERATING FUNCTIONAL

In this section, we shall determine the one loop I';fp;
with techniques developed in previous sections. By
power-counting arguments in Sec. IV, one-loop effective
bosonic vertices are described by SU(2)® U(1)-invariant
operators carrying zero, two, or four derivatives. The
complete set of operators is listed as follows.

A. Potential terms

A(36?, A,($6)In (%’ . 6.1)

B. Two-derivative terms

Ay(D,$) (D#¢)In

%0
‘uz
A5(D, (D) ,

Ax[(D,$)'$1(D*$)'1/(3¢)

Ay[3(D, )1 H(DH$)1/($4)
Ay, 8D, 1D $)$1/(3)

C. Four-derivative terms

To com?actlfy, we introduce the following notation
(Agyky) (Mg kq

I , where each A or « stands for a set of Lorentz
(Mg, 10300 (A, 5)

indices. Each pair (A;,k;) operates on a bilinear ¢¢ in the

following fashion: D(L ¢)* D ¢ Note that the or-
dering of Lorentz indices in each A and x must be strictly
observed. After all the covariant differentiations have

been applied, we scale the resultmg expresswn with ap-
4,K4 k 1Ky
propriate powers of ¢¢ so that each (A )I ( 7~z "2 ) has mass

dimension four. For example

1% =1(D*D"$)'D,$11(D,$)'¢1/($$)*

Then, the possible terms are

C 1MW CIE%S , Cy(IErd+H.c.),

uv,0
Cs(It%¥+H.c.), CoIt%Y+H.c.),

Co(I¥W+H.c.), CyIyh, CypIph

VU
CisIioh , Cul ol +H.c), Cis(o, I7°+H.c.),

(6.3)

Ci6lo, I0%° +H.c.) , Cyl wol o +H.c.),
Coilopd i) » Cas(olpf+H.c.), Culo 0k,
Cos(yol k) » C27(¥181ﬁ18+H-C-) > Czs(SZSIﬁZ8+H-C-) ’

0,vru,0 0, ,0
C29(0,v1ﬁ,0) ’ C30(v,(‘;I’6,p)



kS

D. Terms with field strengths

B,G%,G%, B,G%,G*In

>

r)
2

9¢

p?

B5($G,,0)F*/($$) , Bo($G,,$)EG*'$)/($4),
B,[(D,$)(D,¢)—H.c.1F*/($4) ,
By[(D,$)'(D,¢)—H.c.(§G*$) /($$)
By(D,$)'G*(D,$)/($4)
Bio{[$(D,)I[(D,¢)$]—H.c.}F* /($$) ,
B, {[$G,.,(D*$)][(D*$)'$]—H.c.} /($$)?,
B, {[4G,,(D*$)][$(D*¢)]—H.c.} /($¢)*,
B 3($G,, ) {[(D*$)'$1[$(D"$)]—H.c.} /($4) .

Here G,,=G,(7°/2). One need not use the charge-
conjugated Higgs doublet; because of charge conserva-

|

B4F, ,F*, B,F, F*In

’

(6.4)

I=—i2HTr [d* [[d*%(T[b ()b (») ]V~ WU Tt W ()¢ (x)
I=—i®h*Tr [d* [ d*% (T [be(x)br (1))~ (T, ()] (x),
I;=iHh Tr [ d* [ d*y (T[b(x)br ()]~ (WU T 1,0 (x) )T (x)

and

I,=i*Hh Tr [ d*x [ d% (T [bg ()b, ()¢~ (WU T [t WTL(X)]) T (x) .
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tion it has to appear in pairs. The identity
ek =p'ks/'— §78/% will convert them back into terms
made with the ordinary Higgs doublet.

We now describe the processes we have chosen to
determine these coefficients. We shall omit the color fac-
tor N.=3 associated with a fermion loop for all the
coeflicients to be determined.

1. A; to Ay,

To compute 4, to A4,, for the potential and vertices
with two derivatives, it is enough to compute ¢+ ¢~ self-
energy with arbitrary numbers of neutral scalars emitted
by fermion propagators. The coupling constants g and g’
can be switched off, so that gauge fields do not play any
role in this part of the calculation. The results will be
compared with the same amplitude given by direct
differentiation on relevant operators, where each invari-
ant in general will contribute to several different terms.
A, to A,, will then be extracted.

First of all, the 1 ¢~ self-energy is written as

Agry-=0L+L+1+I,,

with

(6.6)
(6.7)
(6.8)

(6.9)

We use I; as an example to illustrate how the derivative expansion is applied to each individual integral. Following

the notation introduced in Sec. V, we recast I, into

(6.10)

I, =—i®H*Tr [ d* [ d*%(x|b, b,y Y{ylo txTrd™|x) .

A compact formula well suited for iteration can be derived by inserting a complete set of four-momentum eigenstates
|p ) into Eq. (6.10) and performing a few integrations by parts. Explicitly, we have
I, =—i®H?Tr [ a'*x [ d' fd4p1d4p2d4p3d4p4(x|pl Y pilbLbyIpy Y paly Y plps X pslod " trTrd ™ Ips) (palx)

ipyx

=—i2H2Tr{fd“x fd4yfd4p1d4p2d4p3d4p4—€——

)8(1)1 —p»)

; )
ap,

(27)? <bL b

—ip,y eipgy X 5 . 5 e—ip4x
x ~1i=2 | |s(p, - )<tt_ —-——> 9 |e
r? am? |Tap, | 2P TP\ RIR | Tig, 0 ) |9 s | 22
ip(x—y) eip3y
—_ __:2y2 4 4 4 4 4 n —
=—2H2Tr | [d* [d% [dp,d*psd p4<bLbL x —igo- > o Gy

—

X¢~ 3p; 8(P3_P4)<th_R

_, 9 + e
5 ]> 05— ]
>eip1(x—y) eipay
@m)* (2r)?

i
dp,

x —

=—i2H>Tr [fd“x [d* fd4p1d4p3d4p4<bL5L
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4
~ e‘~¢4x é* 4
o —pa)— | (tax |x +i=2—
X |67 |=igo [8pa—pa) S5 | (T [x i )47
5 eipl(x—y) e—ip3(x—y)
. 4 4 4 14 r ;9
_.—lZHZTr fd xfd yfd Pld p3<bLbL lapl > (277_)4 (217_)4
_ .3 < _ .9 ) .
X x+i— |(tpfp |x +i— (x)
¢ ap; |\ R o, |1?
d* — 3 _ ) _ X
—_:2py2 4 p _; 9 s +i— > + 6.11)
i*H*Tr fd xf(zﬂ)4<b’“b’“ x lap >¢ x+lap (tgtg |x lap o7 (x) |, (

where use has been made of relations F[i(3/3p)le P*=e P*F[x +i(3/dp)], and ePF[—i(d/dp)]
=F[x —i(ﬁ/ap)]eW. Equation (6.11), as it is written, in a basic equation in this calculation. Later on, a similar
technique will be applied to four-point functions which are needed to determine the coefficients of four-derivative terms.

A derivative expansion of the last section is then applied to each term in Eq. (6.11). The trace over ¥ matrices and
the momentum average are performed. In order to regulate the loop integration, we use dimensional continuation [15].
Since all external momenta enter only via x derivatives, the integrands all have the form
[1/p2+H?u (x)]"'[1/p>+h2%u (x)]"%(p*)™. Thus, we effectively shrink an n-point function into a set of local vertices.

The numerical results can only be rational functions of H* and 42 and/or logarithms In(H?) and In(h2), multiplied by
binomial coefficients and fractional numbers. For the example, we find

—_ 4
Apeg=[d*x L,
where

_ 1
Lore ™ T [

ot 40
+2(H*+h*)(6°¢°)(¢ "¢ )In [Lﬁ”—z ‘+
u

(6.12)

—(H*+h"+2H*In(H>)+2h*In(h?) | (°T¢°) (T ¢ ™)

AH +h*) [——l—-i—‘yE—Hn(ﬁ)

| I T
ZH4—h2+
6H 6h h*ln

LZ; I ]<au¢°*)<aﬂ¢°)¢+¢—/(¢°*¢°>

éOTéo

u?

+(H*+h?)(3,6" (3¢ )In

+ ‘(H2+h2)ln(H2)+(H2+h2)

X | = Lyptinm | 3,640

+ T HH R399 6 ) /(476 +Hoc. ]

2
+ %(H2+h2)—h21n % (673,67 )(36°'¢°) /(¢°1¢%)+H.c. ]
—LH*+h)[(3,4%7¢°)(8"¢°'¢%)¢ T ¢~ /(°7¢° +H.c.] } ) (6.13)

As mentioned previously, the same process can be generated by differentiating relevant operators, which leads to

ot 40
Loy = |24+ A7 7 67 )+2.4,,(6%60) ¢t ¢ in | $-2-
167 um

ém‘ !o

2

(A= A454)(3,6°)(34°)8 6™ /(8°16°)+ A3(8,6™ )¢ in + 453,473 7)

+2.4,,(9,8%6°)( ¢ ¢ 7) /(#7180 +2 4,5(4°78,6%)( T ¢ ) /(¢°1¢°)
+ A5 [(3,8°76°) (¢T38 7) /(6%T40) + H.c. | — 4,,(8,6°14°)(86° ¢0)g * 6~ /(%1402

— A3(6°73,6°)(4%7344%)p T ¢ /(¢°1¢0)? ] . (6.14)
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By matching Eq. (6.13) and Eq. (6.14), we obtain [Tr(I)=n,e=2—n /2]

A”:1612 (H*+h?) —%‘*7’54‘1‘1("7)—1 +H*In(H*)+h*In(h?) ’
T
1
A,=——(H*+h?),
2 1602
1
A= (H?+h?),
20 1672
n=""— |(H*+h?) —i+yE+1n(w) +(H2+h2)1n(H2)],
167 €
Ay = Ay = LWH*+hY)],
2= Ay 16772[(,( )]
_ 1 S 232 2 H?
= =(H*+h®)—h*In |— || .
Au=Jgm [T

2. CI to C30

2151

(6.15)

The determination of the four-derivative terms is much more involved, because there are overall 21 different invari-
ants. Again, by the same strategy, we temporarily switch off the coupling constants g and g’ to avoid complications due
to gauge fields. The appropriate process sufficient to determine coefficients C; to Cs, is the scattering of ¢+ and ¢~

with the emission of arbitrary numbers of neutral scalars by fermion propagators.

Recall that we are to include the neutral scalar fields in the fermion propagators. Therefore, one easy way to gen-

erate the scattering amplitude A st o6t o— is through the interaction Lagrangian
Lip=—H(b ¢ tg +igd b ) +h(T ¢ bg+brd 1) .
Obviously, only the fourth-order term in the expansion series is relevant. It reads
-4
%fd“x d% d*z d*wT[L, (X)L ()L (2)Lips (w)] .
This gives
10
Agry=grs = ;I" ’

where I, to I, come out as a result of performing Wick contractions. Explicitly,

Iy=—HTr [[d*x d*y d*z d“w(T b, (»)b,(x)1)¢~ (x){ T [t (x)TL(2)])$ " (2){ T [bg(2)bg (w)])

X (WX Tt (WMot (),

I,=—Hh*Tr [ d*x d* d*z d*w (T [bg(»)b,(x)])¢ ™ (x){ T[tx(x)Tx(2)1)¢ ™+ (2)( T [b (2)bg (w)])

X ¢ (W Tt (WMt ,

I,=H%h Trfd“x d*y d*z d*w{T[br(»)b, (x)])¢ (x){ T[tx(x)Tx(2)]1)d T (2){ T [b.(2)b, (w)])

X ¢ (w){Ttxg(w)i;(M]eT (),

1,=H3h Trfd“x d*y d*z d*w{T[b,(3)b;(x)])p (X)) T[tg(x)ix(2)]1) () T[b.(2)bg(w)])

X (W) Tt (Wi ]éH (),

15=Hh3Trfd"’x d*y d*z d*w{T[br(»)b, (x)])¢ (x){ T[tr(x)T(2)])d T (2){ T [bg(2)bg(w)])

X (W Tt (wF DT,

I= ——%H“Trfd“x d* d*z d*w{T[b, ()b (x)])¢ (x){ T[tg(x)Tx(2)]) ¢ () T[b,(2)b, (w)])

X ¢ (w){ Tt (W) (M),

(6.16)

(6.17)

(6.18)

(6.19)

(6.20)

6.21)

(6.22)

(6.23)

(6.24)
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I7=~—%H2h2Trfd4x d*y d*zd*w{T[br(»)b,(x)])¢~ (x){ T[tg(x)TL(2)]) T (2){ T [bg(2)by (w)])
X (W Ttr(wF (MDD (), (6.25)
Ig=—%H2h2Trfd4x d*y d*z d*w (T [b(y)bg(x)])d~ (x){ Tt (x)Tx(2)])H () T[b,(2)bg(w)])
X ¢~ ()T [t (w)tzg(M] T (y), (6.26)
Ig=—%h4Trfd4x d*d*z d*w (T [bg(y)bg(x)1)¢~ (x){T[t,(x)TL(2)])$ T (2)( T [bg(2)bg(w)])
X~ (W Tt ()T (3T (), (6.27)
Ilo=Hh3Trfd4x dy d*z d*w(T[br(»)bgr(x)1)d~ (X T[t,(x)Tx(2)]1) ¢ (2){ T [b.(2)bg(w)])
X (W Tt (Wi (et (y) . (6.28)
Following the procedure used before, we write I, for example, as
I,=—H*Tr fd4yf£%<bL5L¢_tRTL y—id >¢+ y+id <bR5R¢‘tLTR y+id >¢+(x) . (6.29)
(2m) op ap p

With similar formulae for other integrals, the amplitude A4 st o—gtg— CAN be computed efficiently with the help of
SCHOONSCHIP (Ref. [14]). The same amplitude, which we denote as 4

’

st ate is also obtained by differentiating the
four-derivative vertices listed at the beginning of this section. By requiring
Agrg=grg= Agrgmgry- =0 (6.30)
we obtain 52 equations to solve for the coefficients:
c= L 1] oot [L1] oo 1 |1
Yten? |37 P 1es® | 157 TP 16x2 | 30 |°
1 5 1 4 1 7
Cs= ——— 1, C¢= ——= 1, Cy=- -,
> 16n? | 18 16m? | 9 > 16s* | 90
1 17 1. | H? 1 |1 1 |1
C —+—=In | y, Cuu= -1, = -1,
" 16s* | 30 37| A? *o1em? |9 ] 16 |9 ]
(6.31)
1 2 1 2 1 1
c S| =55 |5 Cu= 51
16 |9 2 16n? |9 2 o1en? |3 ]
com L |10 2 [H? S U B _1 [
B oter |9 3 k2|7 Y tesr | 127 T® 16| 3
I U A D B NN T S T - 53
¥ g6 | 18 3 |2 |7 T tex?| 9 3| R ||’
[
and that C), 321,24 always appear in these combinations in
any physical process; they cannot be resolved any further.
=1 R These results agree completely with those in our earlier
2C,+Cyy ,
1672 | 15 publication.
2C3+Cy = 161_ % , (6.32) 3. B, to By
With a major part of I'j;p; determined, we now turn
CootCro= 1 17 —ll H? our attention to terms with explicit dependence on field
12 B 6n? |45 3 n e strengths. Even though we have taken much advantage

of the derivative expansion and external field technique
Evidently, Egs. (6.32) are not enough to uniquely deter- before, we shall also rely on conventional methods of cal-
mine the four coefficients there. In fact, it can be shown culation in some cases here.
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To determine B, to By, it is sufficient to compute
B,B,, A;,As,, and W,]L W, self-energies and the
B, 45, mixing. Here we have defined
Wf =(1/vV2) A}L Fid ﬁ ). For this part, our calculation
is entirely based on Feynman rules derived from the tree-
level linear Lagrangian where the spontaneous symmetry
breaking has already taken place. Feynman integrals
arising from internal fermion loops are expanded in in-
verse powers of m,. Since we are only interested in the
heavy-top-quark limit, terms proportional to positive
powers of 1/m, are set to zero. Comparing this calcula-
tion with the method of operator differentiation, we have

2
B,=-% J—‘—%—i—ln(ﬂ)‘l—yE—%—i—ln(Hz)H,

16m? | 12

__& | L

> 16n? |12 |7
By=2 | L | Ly [+
> 16n2 | 108 YE | T 216

+ 2 n(H)+ =2 In(h?)

’

216 216
(6.33)
I2
_ 8 11
Be= 16 | 108 |
’ 2
=88 | Ly, E? ,
167> | 18 h
2 2
-8 |5 _ 1 |H”
Be=tem |18 6™ | W2 ||

To come up with the rest of the B;’s, we compute
B,WYW, and A, ,W W, triangle diagrams by the
conventional method and obtain

__ig’ 49 1, (H?
T 1672 180 18 nt ||’
By+B, B“=1:T2 % (6.34)
_ig |1 2 | H?
— —_ S __.__.1 —_
2By—By=—55 | 5= |25

To provide further information on the unknown
coefficients as well as more consistency checks on existing
results, we once again resort to the technique of deriva-
tive expansions operating on the configuration space. In
particular, we compute B, and A4;, tadpoles with the
emission of arbitrary numbers of neutral scalars by fer-
mion propagators. For the computation of the B, tad-
pole, let us begin with an interaction Lagrangian which
reads

2153
L= _gz_( Y 6 vut + YR IR Y utr ) B*
+g7( YLELY;LbL + YbRERY;LbR )B“ .
(6.35)

Only first-order terms in the S-matrix expansion can con-
tribute to the tadpole diagram. They are

s :%fd“x{YLT[t_L(x)y“tL(x)B"(x)]

+Yr T[Tr(x)yutg (x)BH(x)]
+ Y, T[by(x)y b (x)BH(x)]
+ Y,r T [bg(x)y g (x)B*(x)]}
+ o (6.36)

The application of Wick contractions converts the S ma-
trix into

_l ’ 7
S=——2—g—fd4x Tr( YLY#<x|tLtLB#Ix)

+Y,Ryﬂ(x|tR?RB"|x>
+ Y.y, {x|b b, B¥|x)
+ Y, v, {x|bgbg B*|x ))
+ .- (6.37)

The first term in the parentheses, for example, is now
transformed into

—_:8 4 _d_“L
I Y, T d
1 12 LT f xf(zn,)4‘yl‘
X(tt_ x+i——a >B"(x)
LlL ap
(6.38)

With similar expressions for the other terms in Eq. (6.37),
the B, tadpole can be easily calculated. Here only terms
with three derivatives are kept to compare with the re-
sults given by differentiation of Eq. (6.4). The calculation
of the 4, tadpole is exactly parallel to this. Furnished
with the results of these two calculations, we acquire two
more relations:

_ g’ 1 1 H?
=L ._____1 -
Bo= e (12 18 |2 ||
(6.39)
g’ |34
2(Bg+19,1+1913)+39=16‘°’7T2 =

plus others, which further check some coefficients already
obtained. Finally, we compute the W: ¢~ mixing, again
with arbitrary numbers of neutral scalars emitted by
internal fermion propagators. Here we adopt the conven-
tion that all electric charges flow into the two-point func-
tion. This calculation is similar to computing the ¢+ ¢~
self-energy. Instead of repeating the details, we simply
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list all the new relations:

_ig 7
2B;—B,,+2B;= -1,
8 11 B~ T6m2 90
By+B = g_ |5 » (6.40)
167> | 6
__ig |1
B — —_
2 16m2 |6
Solving Egs. (6.34), (6.39), and (6.40), we arrive at
_ g’ |_49 1. |H®
B1= 16 | 180 18n|h2 ’

g 31 1 {HZ]

B =
® 16n% |60 3 | A2
__ig |5
B - - >
° 16m* | 6
_ g’ |1 _ 1. |H? 6.41
BIO 167T2 12 181 {hz ’ (- )
_ g
B 0),
n 1672
2 167 | 6
_ g 5 1 H?
B,=—2% |- 24 -In|~
B Y6 | 9 3“’}:2

This completes our determination of the one-loop bo-
sonic effective vertices. Before we leave this section, let
us remark that the divergences 1/€ in 4,;, 4,;, B, and
B; can be removed by coupling renormalization of A and
wave-function renormalizations of ¢, AZ, and B e

VII. ONE-LOOP EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

In Sec. VI, we completed the construction of I'jyp; to
one-loop order for bosonic vertices in the standard mod-
el. One may recall that the approach there was to per-
form a derivative expansion with respect to both bottom-
and top-quark internal lines, irrespective of the composi-
tions of the graphs. Generally, the validity of this
effective functional is only in a region where the external
momenta are less than both of the top- and the bottom-
quark masses. In view of this, additional work is needed
to construct an effective Lagrangian, capable of describ-
ing any low-energy light-particle process with external
momenta less than m,. One can formally infer the pro-
cedure to arrive at such an effective Lagrangian
Llight theory from the operator equation:

T [exp [ifoull theory] ] =T [exp [ileéght theory] ] .

(7.1
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The nggh‘ theory ot the tree level, which we shall denote as
L'¢e, is just the nonlinear Lagrangian. To facilitate the
discussion of one-loop corrections, let us write
rijsp= f d*x Q18P The one-loop contributions from
L¢° will be denoted by Qf °°P. Then, as implied by Eq.
(7.1), L1goop = [ L Joop light theory jg oiyen by

1 loop — 1 loop _ 1 loop
Log"® =Qrpt" — Qing™” - (7.2)

We shall illustrate in the following that L .{°°P, given by
Eq. (7.2) along with LY, gives correctly all the light-
particle processes with external momenta less than m,.
Parenthetically, LU§h ™™ can be constructed to any
loop order with the procedure given above.

As we have pointed out at the beginning, Q;p; (or
I pr) is obtained by performing derivative expansions
with respect to both bottom- and top-quark propagators,
which implies that Q,; p; is valid only when all the exter-
nal momenta are less than both the bottom- and the top-
quark masses. In the case that some of the external mo-
menta are actually greater than m,, Qp; strictly speak-
ing cannot be used. The simplest example is its failure to
describe a process involving diagrams with only bottom-
quark internal lines. Another example is to consider a di-
agram which has at least one top-quark internal line and
several bottom-quark lines, where the external momenta
are large enough to reach the threshold of bottom-quark
pair productions. This is the case for the process
W —¢¢'°". There we expect to encounter terms
behaving as In[p2+x (1—x)m?2], where x is a Feynman
parameter and p is a generic external momentum. These
terms are nonlocal and cannot be described properly by
Q,.p1- In fact, under our approach for constructing the
Q,Lp1> such nonlocal logarithmic corrections are made lo-
cal in Q; p; at the price of assuming p., <<m,, which
permits a further expansion. If this were the best we
could do, the kinematic validity of our result would have
been highly restrictive. Fortunately, Zimmermann’s
oversubtraction identity ensures that, if we just follow
Eq. (7.2), these threshold logarithms, which are required
by analyticity, can be reproduced. - At the one-loop level,
the leftover piece L .4°°P will no longer contain any term
which originates from nonlocal logarithmic functions.
These nonlocal logarithmic corrections will now come
out directly from exact calculations of the relevant one-
loop diagrams based on Feynman rules given by L. In
summary, one will see that L' and L.J°°P constitute an
effective Lagrangian, which respects unitarity and
analyticity in the extraction of the heavy-top-quark
effects for any low-energy process.

It is our task now to construct Q) °°P with which one
can determine L!J°°P. As we have mentioned before,

11oop js induced by LU°=L,. We again exploit the
SU(2) XU(1) symmetry which remains valid for the non-
linear model. Following the same procedure as in the
previous section, we first write down all possible gauge-
invariant operators carrying zero, two, or four deriva-
tives. They are listed as follows.
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A. Potential terms

a1 ($9)’, ai($$)In (7.3)

3 ]
7 |-
w
B. Two-derivative terms

’

a50(D,$)(DH¢)In

46
u?

a2l(D,u¢)T(D”¢) ’
ay (D, 811D )91/(34) ,

%"} l/(&p) :
an[@(D,$) 1D $)1/($4) ,

%;‘i l/($¢) :
a4 [3(D,$)1(D*$)'61/(84) ,

9%]/(545).

ay[(D,$)'¢1[(D*$) ¢ ]In

(7.4)

ay[$(D,4)1[$(D"$)]In

a4 [$(D,$)1[(D#$)'p]In

C. Four-derivative terms
In addition to the invariants in Sec. VI, for example,
= [(D“D*$)'D ¢ 11(D,$)'¢1/(89)*,

we introduce

JEv=[(D*D*$)'D,$1((D,4)'¢]In

%‘f} l/(&pr’-.

In general, the invariants denoted by J’s carry an addi-
tional factor In(¢é/u*) to the corresponding I’s. They
are introduced, because we expect to encounter new
divergences, as the nonlinear Lagrangian L is “non-
renormalizable.” Now the possible four-derivative terms
are

e TPV, ey (If%9+H.c.), eslid,
es(I1%"+H.c.), eqlIf)”+H.c.),
eg(I’,f_‘;;O—FH.c ), enlyh,
eIy, 314(;¢,01vf'd +H.c.), els(o,ylzf‘(io
ei6(o, I35 tH.c.), ex(,olp+H.c.),
€20l o)y el ol +tH.c.), eyulo drG), _
exs(y,0l 041 ), 927(5181,*:18"'}{'0-)’ ezs(giglﬁ18+H-c-)»
ex(@VI), 339(31515,’2)

and

eIZIy,v ’

+H.c.),
(7.5)

NONLINEAR REALIZATION OF HEAVY FERMIONS AND . ..

2155
d\JH, dy(JES+H.c.), diJing,

ds(Jh%Y+H.c.), dg(J§,Y+H.c.),

do(J¥»0+H.c.), dyJyk, dpJih,

diJiy, 14(;1.,0Jv,60+H'c') dis(o,u 5"0 +H.c.),
diglo, J8° +H.c.), dy(,olpp+H.c.),

dZI(O,[_LJ;’,g)’ d23(v,0J;’,l6 +H.c. ), d24(0,v-,2:’,"6) ’

v,
dys(y,0l 00
0,v ru,0
d29(0,vJﬁ,0

), dy(33J0+H.c.),
), d30(?,:1616‘,'2)
D. Terms with field strengths

dy(23I%3+H.c.),

b,G4,G**, b,G{,G*In ¢4
1Y pv 2Y uv 'u2

’

$¢ |
u?

b3F,,F*, b,F,,F*In

bs($G ., ) F* /($), bes(dG,,6) (G )/ (),

9

12

F* /(o) ,

99 ]/(&p)z :
b;((D,$)(D,$)—H.c.IF*/($4)
ﬁ _
o /(¢¢) :

bs[(D,$)(D,¢)—H.c.($G*'$)/($p)*

20 ]/uw,

(7.7

b5(¢G ,,é)n

be($Gyd)($G**$)In

b4[(D,$)(D,$)—H.c.]F*In

b4[(D,$)'(D,$)—H.c.}(§G**$)In
L)/ ($9) ,
99 J/($¢) :

bio{[B(D,$)1[(D,$) ¢]—H.c.}F**/($)

bo(D,$)'G*(D

b4(D,$)'G*(D,$)in

bl [B(D,$)][(D,$) ¢]—H.c.]F*In %"} /($¢)2,
b1, {[$G*(D (D, '¢]1—H.c.} /($6),

b}, {[$G*(D,$)I(D,4) ¢]—H.c.}In 99 /<$¢>2,

74
blz{[$G’“’(Dv¢)][$(D“¢)]—H.c.}/(54))2
b, ([FG*(D,$) (D ] / (F)
b13<$G*“¢>{[(Dm*m[awm)]—ﬂ.c.}/<¢¢>3 ,
bi3($G*"$){[(D,$)'$1[$(D,$)]
ot |88 | /ey
H.c.}l ‘Mz l/(¢¢) .

.$)1—H.c.}ln
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To determine the above coefficients, it is sufficient to
compute the same set of processes as in the last section.
The only difference is the interaction Lagrangian on
which our calculations are based. For determining the
coefficients in the potential, two-derivative and four-
derivative terms, one can again set the coupling constants
g and g’ to zero. The interaction Lagrangian between
fermions and scalar bosons reads

Lo |876700" 488" |1 ”
int ¢0T¢o¢o‘r ¢o’r¢o L; L
+ - _ 1 ay,
¢0T¢0 bL—i_y# bL
+4— +p—
_h_i‘i_éLbLbR_h%%_bRbL . (7.8)

1. a to a'24

As we have shown in the last section, these coefficients
can be completely determined by computing the ¢+~
self-energy with arbitrary numbers of neutral scalars
emitted by fermion propagators. The ¢t ¢~ self-energy
according to the interaction Lagrangian in Eq. (7.8) can
be written as

A, _=I+I,+I+I,,

66 (7.9)

with
I,=—Tr [d* y,(T[b,(x)b(x)])

(%)~ (x)04¢%(x) ¢ (x)3"T (x)

3°T(x)¢%(x)¢T(x) #°T(x)¢%(x)
(7.10)
+ —
1,=Tr [ d*x(T[Bb,(x)b, (x)]) ¢0T((z))¢o((:)) . (1.11)

o
I=ih Tr [ d*x{ T[bg (x)5,(x)]) (;CO)(x)(X)’ (7.12)
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above integrals and comparing the result with that given
by differentiating the relevant operators in Egs. (7.3) and
(7.4), we end up with

1 -1

an=T n* — trgtin(m —h4+h41n(h2)],

__1 4
G e

1
@207 1617'2(0) ’

1
@™ 1677'2(0) ’

__1 1,,
2T Y62 6" |

1 (7.14)

2= 16#2(0) ’

__1 1,
@3 1672 Eh ’

, 1
5= 120
ay=— (n2 =Lty +in(m) |+ 2h2+h2 ()
24 167T2 € E 6 ’
, 1
02423@'(’12)-

2. e, tod_qo

As in the last section, the amplitude for ¢+ ¢~ scatter-
ing is used to determine the coefficients of this sector.
For convenience, we define

$7973,4" ¢ 3,07

¢0T ¢o ¢0T ¢0T ¢o
Performing Wick contraction on the given interaction
Lagrangian, we have the scattering amplitude written as

=

I,=ih Tr [ d*x( T[bL(x)BR(x)]>u~«+;’§$(xﬁ)(") . (1.13) Ay g gty = 12101,- , (7.15)
Applying the derivative expansion technique on the  with
|
IlZ_TlTrfd“x d*y (T [by(x)b ()17, SHPIT by (»)b (x)])y,S$¥(x), (7.16)
I,=Tr [d* d“y(T[bL(x)FL(y)])%%(y)(T[HbL(y)EL(x)])yHS"(x) , (7.17)
I,=ih Trfd“x d“y(T[bL(x)EL(y)])Q:;%;(y)(T[bR(y)EL(x)])yHS“(x) , (7.18)
I,=ih Trfd“x d4y(T[bL(x)BR(y)]>%)@£(y)<T[bL(y)BL(x)]M#S“(x) , (7.19)
I=—1Tr [d% d“y(T[HbL(x)EL(y)])%;—(y)(T[abL(y)FL(x)D%%;—(x) , (7.20
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_ + - _ -
Io=—ihTr [ d*x d“y(T[bR(x)bL(y)])-q;—oT%(y)( T[abL(y)bL(x)])-%((;L(x) :

+ 4 —

I=—ih Tr [ d* d"’y(T[bL(x)EL(y)])%a%(yKT[

2 _ - _ + -
L=""Tr fa d4y<T[bR(x)bL(y)])%gL(y)(T[bR(y)bL(x)])i’—(;éL(x) :
_ - _ -
L=h>Tr [d d4y(T[bR(x)bL(y)])%(y)< T[bL<y)bL<x>]>97§L<x) :

2 + 4 —
Im:h—Tr d*x d“y(T[bL(X)ER(y)])‘LL(}’)(T[bL(.V)ER(X)D (x) .
2 ¢01’ ¢0T

We remark that (T[3b,(y)b,(x)]), which appears in
Egs. (7.17), (7.20), and (7.21), should be taken as

Similarly, { T[3b, (p)bg(x)]) in Egs. (7.11) and (7.22) is
to be substituted for by y,3*(T[b.(»)bg(x)]). This is
due to the fact that we have performed Wick contrac-
tions based on the interaction Lagrangian in Eq. (7.8),
where there are derivative couplings, rather than the in-
teraction Hamiltonian. One can show that contributions
due to the extra “seagull” terms in the interaction Hamil-
tonian will be compensated completely by this treatment.
Computing four-derivative terms of each integral and
comparing them with those obtained by operator
differentiation, we acquire

eo=—L (0), e,=—L |2 | -1 |_ L

gem® T tem? |15 1 16m2 | 60 |’
1 1 1 1

es= ( )9 = ’ = Py s

5 1672 6 1671-2( ® 1672 | 10
1 1 1 1 1

—_———— __—_._1 2y __ 2 .

ey Ton? [ 573 n(h*) 3 [ c +vg+In(m) R

o — 1 1 _ 1 |2

“otem |18 B qem2 | 9|’

e :.L _..1_ e z_.l_(o) e :L .___1.._
162 | 9170 16w P 16m? 18 |’

(7.27)
1 1,2 2 1
= ——+ZIn(hH)+= | ——+yptl ,
5= 1o | 18 T3 | Tt YE n(m)
o=t |1, 1 |1
7 1672 24 | 7B qex2 |6 |
1 |1 1 1 1
= ——=In(h?)—— |——+yg+l ,
4297 J6m? BRE n(h%)—3 \ ¢ tretintm ]
11,1, 2,1 1
==t += | ——+ygp+l :
e o2 6+ 3.ln(h ) 3 c Ve H(Tf)l
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(7.21)
ﬂbL(y)bR(x)]) ¢0T (X), (7.22)
(7.23)
(7.24)
+ p—
(7.25)
1 1 1
d,= 0), d,=——(0), d;=——(0),
U 16n? 2 1617'2( h 1611-2( )
dy=—L(0), dg=—1-(0), do=—1-(0),
1672 1672 1672
1 1 1 1
dy = —= |, duy=——=(0), dys=——=(0),
16n? 3‘ o 16n? 15~ o2 )
. . . (7.28)
dy= (0), dyy=—=(0), dyy=—(0),
1 162 2 q6m? 8= 162 0
1 |2 1 1
d,s= 21, dy= 0), d,y=——(0),
B 16n? |3 2 16772( B 162 )
g1 |_1 _ 1 |1,
P 16| 3| 1ex? |3 ]
1 |19
2e,teypy= 602 36 s
2e;;tey = 5(0),
1 |31
elz+e13_T'n'2 E‘F?ll’l(hz)
+L]-14 +In(m)
3 € VE ’
: (7.29)
2d,+dry=——(0) ,
12 24 1677'2( )
1
2d 3 +d, =——(0) ,
13 27 e )
1 |1
dy,+dp=——|=|.
12 B 7622 |3

Once again, we see that ey, 13 51 24 and d; 1351 24 cannot
be further resolved.

3. b, tob’;

With the conventional method, we compute the B #Bv,
A;3,4;,,and W;' W, self-energies and the B, 4; , mix-
ing. It is easy to see that the neutral-boson diagrams
would receive contributions only from internal b-quark

loops in the nonlinear theory. Furthermore, the W,f w,
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self-energy receives no contributions from internal fer-
mion loops. Knowing these two-point functions, we are
ready to determine coefficients b, to bg. They are

2
_ 8
b,= 0),
! 1672
2
_ 8
b,= 0),
2 1672
72
_ g 5 1
= — | —=+1In(m)+
b3=T67 | 216 | " TIR(M e
S5 5 2
b _ g/2 5
* 16m2 216 |
(7.30)
8’ |_1 1 2
bs 16”2\ 6 1gnth?
L+
18 | € YE||>
,_ 88’ 1
b -,
> 1677 18]
g 11 oo 1 1
b= — 41 +—|—-=+ ,
6= Ten? | 12 6n(h) 6 c In(m)+yg
2
__ & 1
b —__0 @ | =
® 16m2 | 6

To determine the rest of the coefficients, we observe that
both the B, W W, and A;,W ) W, triangle diagrams
vanish in the nonlinear model. Then, with the external
field technique, we compute B, and 43 , tadpoles as well
as W;r ¢~ mixing with the emission of arbitrary numbers
of neutral scalars by fermion propagators. One can easily
see that both tadpole diagrams are contributed to only by
internal b-quark loops. For W,f ¢~ mixing, one starts

with the interaction Lagrangian

—_ 8 Wi

Lin==")5br7,br pe (7.31)

The S-matrix element is hence given by

. - W re~
s =iETr [ dty Tlby (005, (0] 2 (x) .

GUEY-LIN LIN, HERBERT STEGER, AND YORK-PENG YAO

S

180 18

—_——— {——%-Hn(v)-i—’yE

__ig
b —__—
. 16m?

——i—+ln(7r)+yE

+%1n(h2)] ,

__ig
b =
® 16m?

(0),

i ’
b= £

_ __1o1 1
1672

1
180+ 18 l €+ln(7r)+yE

> (7.33)

A2
+181n(h)

__ig
b, =—2-(0),
U 16m?

1 1
_‘—73— [—?+ln(fr)+yb~

—%muﬂ)] :

(7.34)

, _ ig
b
B 16n?

_H

Now that we have completed the construction of

¢° 1loop the one-loop effective Lagrangian L 1°°P is simply
(7.32)  given by Eq. (7.2). For convenience, we write L1JooP a5
LigP=—V+LRY+LY+LE, (7.35
This expression can be transformed in the same way as of of o ot )
that shown in Eq. (6.38). In summary, we obtain where
1
1 1 H?¢¢ -
= 16772 lH4[— {—:+7/E+ln1r +1—In ‘u,z ] ]((f’(ﬁ)z ’ (7.36)
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1 1 H?2
L;%T’:—lé—wil (H*+h?) —?+7/E+ln7r+1n —;‘2& l (D, (D)
+1H2([(D,$)'91[(D*$)'$1+[(D,$) (D )1} /(d)
-
+ [—hz‘—%+yb-+lmr +2H2—h*In 5’—?"’—]][$<DH¢)][(D#¢>*¢]/($¢)‘, (7.37)
u
1 1 1 1 5 4 8 1 11,1 1
(4) — 2 yuv,uv _ w0 __ 1 quv,0 __ 2 quviv __ T yuv,v O quv,0 _ lnHZ vy_l__ -F I
Ler 1672 6! T0 0y~ o Timo ™ g Tud o 10k 35w 6€" "0 6 1 2t
1 1 N 1 | vy v 1 v
+_F131'$,'5+E‘u,o[vfldo+30y1vo +3 Wb 0+_u01 ot FZlOyI +_8v,01u','5+5F240,vIp’,ﬁ
_.____1 OI _l_vglyo__io,gly.o
v, 24" 1,0 2 u,0
- 1 2 E 0,vru,0 1 _l 2__ uO_*_ v,
+[ 6'+ —InH 36 O,VIM0+ 66' 6111H VOIO 6J
Lo v 1w 1oy |
+§f12'],u’#+ f13J’$v+ f210p uo+ f240v-7u0_§ oJo’ﬁ+ggiJﬁig—gglolg,3+H-c-] ,  (7.38)
1 1 1 1 H?¢¢ 17 17 17 H?$¢
L& = 2| - _— a apv_y o2 wv
T 16 {g 24¢€' 72+24 n e C C 232¢ | 364 4321 22 F,F
’ __1_ ._1._ 1 M Y wy s
+gg 36¢ 361 2 (G, 6)F* /()
2|1 7 1 |H%¢ || 3GHb) /()
R eryw The o (6G ., $)(6G*'$)/($$)
jo! | — 1 _i —_ M t wy /(x
B Ty 181 2 ][(Dm) (D, $)F*" /()
2- —
+ig |5t —5n ‘—H—‘Zfi"i [(D,$)(D,$)1(BGH$)/(F)?
u
Sig tgu Tovpior | L 429 1 |H¢ || = g FEY (56)?
+1, (Du$)'G (D,$)/($¢)+ig" | o+ % T p [6(D,$)1[(D,$) OIFH /($9)
+%[wwwvw][&vm)]/($¢)2
2_ — — —
+ig |~ 55 —5 in [&;&] (¢G’”¢)[(D#¢)T¢][¢(DV¢)]/(¢¢)3+H.c.]. (7.39)
u

There are some remarks concerned with the one-loop
effective Lagrangian L1J°°P given above. First of all,
1/ =1/e—yz—Inm in expressions of L'} an L&
Second, the operation of Hermitian conjugation in Egs.
(7.38) and (7.39) is understood to be performed even for
those operators which are self-conjugate, e.g., I#"#. In
other words, it should be done with respect to every term
in Egs. (7.38) and (7.39). Finally, because of reasons
given before, coefficients Fy 131,24 as well as f15 13 51,24

cannot be further resolved. There are insufficient rela-
tions among them:

2F,+Fyy =%,
2F;3+Fy; =5, (7.40)
1 2 1
F12+F13:3€;+E~§1nH2’
and
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2f1,+f24=0,
2f13+f=0,
f12+f13:“% .

Armed with L% and L1J°°P, we are ready to extract
heavy-top-quark effects for any low-energy process with
Pext <<m, to one-loop order. The strategy works in the
following way: if one is only interested in tree-level re-
sults, L% should provide the answers, with corrections
of order O(H ~!). For one-loop corrections, one should
add up contributions resulting directly from L1J°°P and
those coming from one-loop diagrams based on applying
Feynman rules to LY. Note the appearance of extra
1/€’s in some of the coefficients in LlJ°°P. They will
disappear when these two one-loop contributions are add-
ed up. The effective theory in our approach is self-
regulating; there are no new renormalization constants.
In Sec. IX, we shall provide a few examples to demon-
strate this procedure.

(7.41)

VIII. WESS-ZUMINO TERMS

There is yet another residual signature of a heavy top
quark after we remove it from the low-energy sector. It
gives rise to Wess-Zumino terms (Ref. [8]). In this sec-
tion, we shall determine this part of the effective La-
grangian, which consists of terms involving an e*** sym-
bol. Note that we have restricted ourselves to only one
quark doublet in our model Lagrangian to simplify our
analysis. Consequently, the theory is perturbatively CP
invariant. As one can show that any operator involving
an €***# symbol cannot be both CP and gauge invariant,
the operators we shall obtain will be gauge noninvariant.
They will be a part of the Wess-Zumino Lagrangian in-
duced by chiral anomalies [16]. In a bigger context, be-
cause the whole standard model is anomaly-free, the
Wess-Zumino terms due to internal quark loops will be
canceled by those given by lepton loops.

Wess-Zumino terms needed to cancel the axial
anomalies in a general chiral theory have been derived in
various different approaches [17]. Here we shall focus on
perturbative anomalies [18]. Let us note that there have
been some discussions in the literature on the Wess-
Zumino terms induced by removing both fermions in a
doublet [19,20]. As pointed out by D’Hoker and Farhi,
they can be obtained directly by functional integration
over fermion fields, to which masses are given through
Yukawa couplings. Thus, it is not necessary to consider
the determination of the anomalies and the computation
of the Wess-Zumino terms as separate problems. In this
spirit, we shall obtain the Wess-Zumino terms with the
techniques of external fields and derivative expansions
[21]. Since these terms contain the €**®f tensor, it is
sufficient to compute all the one-loop diagrams with, at
most, four external gauge fields. This is consistent with
our power-counting rule of Sec. IV, because each gauge
field is equivalent to a derivative in mass dimension.
Note also that our calculational procedure will take care
of the scalar fields automatically.

Now, let us suppose that we have already obtained the

GUEY-LIN LIN, HERBERT STEGER, AND YORK-PENG YAO 44

Wess-Zumino terms due to the removal of both quarks in
a doublet, which we shall denote by T5vs2'®UV. Follow-
ing the discussion in the last section, the same subtrac-
tion procedure should be applied to it to extract '} 9P,
In other words, the Wess-Zumino terms would contain
two parts, of which one is induced by forming one loop
with LY§, whereas the other is a portion of L1J°°P. In
practice, this subtraction is not necessary because the
Wess-Zumino terms stay the same regardless of the rela-
tive magnitude of external momenta and masses of inter-
nal particles. We may as well for expediency assume that
both the top- and the bottom-quark masses are much
larger than external momenta and construct the Wess-
Zumino terms via derivative expansions.

T3 2®YD here is just a special case of the Wess-
Zumino terms arising from general chiral theories. To
utilize some known results, it is convenient to rewrite the
standard-model lagrangian in an artificially more sym-
metric way [22]. For the standard model with top and
bottom quarks, we write the Lagrangian of the fermion
sector as

- 1 - 1
Ltemion= YL ?YﬂDlu,lpL_lpR Ty#Dp¢R +-ee, (8.1)
where
t t
= ) = ; 8.2
Y= p |, YRT (b, (8.2)

D#¢L=(ap—iA{;)¢L, D, g =(a,‘—iA{j Wr
with

L_8& g8 R_8
ap=5ra5+8 v, 8,1, af=5-v,1+7)B,,

(8.3)
where I is just the unit matrix in weak isospin space. As
one can easily verify, L, . is invariant under the trans-
formations

_iw —
Y —e L¢L’ Yr—e R¢R s

A —~A;—ilop, AL 3,0 ,

i

(8.4)
Aﬁ—»Aﬁ—i[coR,A,’f]—aua)R ,

and the corresponding transformations of scalar fields,
which will be written down later. In Eq. (8.4),
0, =% (1°/2)+0)(I1/2) and similarly o =w%(7%/2)
+®3(I/2). Among the eight group parameters, we now
set

w}Q =co§; =0,
o 8.5)
G)R=

Cl)% = YL (03{ ’
to reflect the fact there are only four independent ones
for the SU(2)® U(1) gauge symmetry.

Now, with a color factor N, understood, I'jyg 2’V is
given by (Ref. [17])

SU2)eU() _ __ L
1—‘WZ -

4
ol L

(8.6)

where
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Woivap =Tt i QOO AL+ 1O AL DL AL — DLDLD 4RO 4 —DL(AL3, AL +3,454])
— O, AP A iDL AL ALAL+ iDL AL ARD T AL +i3, AR ALD 4R
+i® T8, ALALD AL+ ALALALD AR — (A, Ap, DL oDR D))
+1Tr(®@ 'afvalo 4l af), 8.7)
[
where from general chiral theories, we have
o ¢f: ¢° /\/¢¢ 5.9 TYev = [ d' 97, , (8.13)
which transforms according to with
o, o Z,,5=CLUR3,CF—CRUL3,C]
P—e Tde (8.9) —2CR3,CRUR +2CL3,CLUL . (8.14)
Furthermore, we have defined Slmllar to the non-Abelian theory, we have defined
PL=0,0d" !, PR=3,07'D. (8.10) =3,p¢ !, and UX=3,¢ ', where p=4¢° 2V 8074 #9740,

We should mention that the nonperturbative SU(2)
anomaly is not included in Eq. (8.7).

In the following, we shall present our method in com-
puting the Wess-Zumino terms. For simplicity, we shall
illustrate this with a simplified Abelian theory which
amounts to discarding all the charged-boson fields and
the bottom-quark field in the standard-model Lagrangian.
The Lagrangian for this simplified theory is hence given
by

-1 .
Lsim= _ILTYM(a‘u—lC,lI; )tL
1 . ~R
— —l—y"(aﬂ—ch Y+, (8.11)

where CL=—(g/2)4,+(g'/2)Y, B CR=(g'72)
XYgB,. It is easy to see that Ly, is invariant under
two independent U(1) symmetries:

tL"'")e_iAL(X)tL, tR_}g—iAR(x)tR ,

(8.12)

CL—>CL—8,AL(x), CR>CR—3,Ax(x).

Let us specify the Wess-Zumino terms caused by the top
quark in this model as T\2'®YY. Applying the result
|

y.
Under the U(1) L®U(1 )g symmetry, ¢ transforms accord-
ing to

IAL(X)  —iAg(x)
L pe TR,

p—e (8.15)
Now we shall demonstrate that Egs. (8.13) and (8.14)
can be reproduced by the derivative expansion technique.
To compute all possible terms with the antisymmetric
tensor €**, it is necessary to consider all the one-loop
diagrams with two or three external gauge fields, together
with scalars. We can rule out diagrams with only one
gauge field and diagrams with four external gauge fields
due to the antisymmetric property of €**5, By explicit
calculations, we also find that diagrams with three gauge
fields do not give rise to €***# terms. Therefore, we need
only to compute C "C L and C RC R self energies and
C LCR mixing, whlch we proceed to do momentarily.
Flrst of all, the relevant interaction Lagrangian reads

Lin =T, v*Ct, Ty Clrp . (8.16)

Performing Wick contractions, we obtain three different
amplitudes denoted as I;;, Izp, and I; 5, respectively.
Explicitly, they are given by

) 3 |/ - .3
=1T —i— | WCE |x +i— (1,7 |x +i— > rck (8.17)
! f(2 )4<Lt,_x zap >7CVx lap <LLx lap YEC;(x)
Io,=1Tr fd“x ——L< RIR |X —iE >y"CR x +ii <tR?R x +i—a_:— >1/"CR(x) , (8.18)
ko2 (2m)* 3 Y dp dp #
I g=Tr fd“xf <tR‘ X >7VCL x+id 1,7 x+id >~y”CR(x) (8.19)
R (2m)* 3p Y dp 9p g
1
To obtain the Wess-Zumino action, we can just look into  (8.14).

all the two-derivative terms with the €*** tensor in Egs.
(8.17), (8.18), and (8.19). This calculation has been done
and the result does agree with that presented in Eq.

To apply this method to obtain I'§%2'®*YD one needs
to compute all the one-loop diagrams up to four external

gauge fields. The previous argument which rules out dia-
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grams with one or four external gauge fields no longer
holds because the generators of internal symmetry are
not commutable. Although we have not actually per-
formed this calculation explicitly to verify that Eq. (8.7)
indeed follows by our method, our success in obtaining
2@V seems compelling.

IX. EXAMPLES

In the last two sections we have completely determined
the pure bosonic parts of LUghttheory for the standard
model in the heavy-top-quark limit. In this section we
shall give three examples to illustrate different applica-
tions of this effective Lagrangian.

First of all, a heavy fermion is known to have prom-
inent effects on one-loop corrections to the p parameter
[23]. As will become clear later, these corrections are
closely related to the self energies of the charged and the
neutral vector bosons evaluated at zero external momen-
tum. Although the effective Lagrangian Llght theory
should be used to compute both self energies, I'jyp; (or
Q,1pr) should also give the correct answer since the exter-
nal momenta in this case are always less than both m,
and m,,.

The second example has to do with H —yy (Ref. [11]),
which takes place through internal fermion loops. Since
all the external states are neutral, the internal fermions
could either be entirely top or bottom quarks. It is clear
that L' will reproduce the result of the diagram with
internal bottom quarks whereas L!i°°P will generate the
result given by the diagram with internal top quarks. We
shall demonstrate, in particular, that L1J°°P indeed gives
rise to a correct answer for H —yy through internal top
quarks.

Finally, we shall turn our attention to the virtual pro-
cess W, —¢ "¢ which has been mentioned in Sec. VIL
This is an example where the entire effective Lagrangian
including L and L1}°°P is needed for obtaining the am-
plitude of the process in question.

A. The p parameter

The p parameter is defined as the ratio of strengths of
the neutral-current process to the charged one. Opera-
tionally, one compares the strength of v e scattering to
muon decay. At the tree level, the effective four-fermion

interaction for the v, e scattering is
2

LNC——&—— v,y (1+i ey (4s2—1—iyse] .
16c2M§[ WY vs)vullerql Vs
9.1)
For muon decay, the effective Lagrangian reads
g?
LG =——[vy*A+iysulley(1+iysv,] . 9.2)
8M

The parameter p is defined as the ratio of twice the
overall coefficient of the effective neutral interaction to
that of the charged one. At the tree level, this is
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’ (9.3)
P~ "2 M

where ¢ stands for cosf, which leads to p,..=1. At the
one-loop level, the LNE and LEE are modified, respective-

ly as [24]
2 T,,(0)
NC__ & zz - . a .
= vy 1+iys)v
T Teem? |1 g |RY Y
T 7(k?)
e 4s?—1—4sc——=—— —1i el ,
Va QmYkE g2 1
9.4)
2 Tyw(0)
LS=-_8 idd ¥ U1 +iys)
s, | emany, WY 23
X[ey(1+iysv,] .

Here T5;(k?), T 4z(k?), and Ty (k?) are defined as

v

k
2";{vz(kz):Tzz("'fz) 8uv ™ +Lzz(k2) 5

K
_ k, k
wtw 2y — 2 _ Ruky
Euv (k )_TW+W'(k ) 8uv k2

) k k,
F Ly ey (KT (9.5)
zAZ(kZ):T (kZ) Y +r (kz)kukv
uv AZ 8uv 12 AZ k2 ’

where 377, zW ¥, and 327 [multiplied by 1/(2m)%]
are vacuum polarlzatlons of Z and W bosons and the
one-loop mixing between the photon and Z boson, re-
spectively. According to Eq. (8.4), the p parameter be-

comes

_ (1/e*MH){1+[T,,(0)/(2m)*iME 1}
1/M% {1+ [ Tyy(0)/2m)*iM 3, 1}

=1+Ap, (9.6)
where
2
¢“T5,(0) Tyw(0)
A= ©.7
m)'iMy  2w)'iMy,
is the one-loop correction to the p parameter. It is our

intent to obtain Ap through our effective Lagrangian in
what follows. For the reason given before, ; p; deter-
mined in Sec. V1 is sufficient for our purpose here.

As for T,,(0), it receives contributions from operators
with coefficients A,,, A,;, A,;, A,;, and A,. In
configuration space, we obtain the expression
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2 ot 40
g ot 40 "¢
Ay 4622MZ“¢ ¢"'In #2 ]
2
+ A4y fcz Zuzy‘ﬁm‘ﬁo ]

2
F(—Apy— Ay + Ayy) %zuz#¢°T¢° . (9.8

Since our aim is just to compute the vector-boson self-
ot 0,2 :

energy, we set ¢° ¢ =v*/2, where v is the vacuum expec-

tation value responsible for symmetry breaking in the

electroweak theory. The masses of the top and the bot-

tom quarks are then given by

"= Hv S hv
Cov T v
Substituting the values of the relevant A4 coefficients, we
have, in momentum space,

9.9

0 2 m} 2
T220) _ & — |(mi+md)n |—- J—mgln i
Qm)4  327c 7 m

2 2 1
+(m,+mb)1—z+yE
1
+1n(7T)+—2- (9.10)

For Tuu(0), only two operators contribute. In
configuration space, one has
2

éo‘r !o
u?
%Wj W—“¢°T¢°] . 9.11)

2
Ay 52— W W #4%¢° In

+ A4,

Following the same procedure, we have
Tyw(0) g2 ;

t

Qm)ti 3247 2

(m2+m?)n

+(m2+m)) [—%+7/E+ln(1r)

(9.12)
@) @
t t b b
b ‘"\__“ t \
W () (R W) o (B
1@ 1(b)
FIG. 1. One-loop diagrams contributing to the decay

Wt —¢*¢% in the full theory.
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From Egs. (9.7), (9.10), and (9.12), we arrive at

2

— g 2 2 2

Ap= (m/4+mf)—2m{1n
P 6ammz, | b

m}
— , (9.13)
my

a result which agrees with that in the literature (Ref. [23])
for the limit m, >>m,.

B. H—>vyy

To extract effects of the top quark in this process, we
simply look into the effective Lagrangian L 1J°°P. It is not
difficult to see that only the first four terms in Eqgs. (7.39)
contribute to H—yy. The physical Higgs boson o arises
from the function In(é¢/u?). The two photons in the
final state are given by field strength tenors F,,. In
configuration space, we summarize the result with an
effective Higgs-photon coupling

2e?

Lavr=Togazy T E

_ g(th)2

= 9.14)
487’ M y,

em grem, v
oFF ,

where eQ, is the electric charge of the top quark. A color
factor of 3 should be multiplied. This result agrees with
that given by others (Ref. [11]).

C. W’-:- __)¢+¢101'

This process is equivalent to a W: ¢~ ¢'° vertex (with
#°=¢"°+v/v2) with the relevant particles represented
by their corresponding fields. Since this is a process
which has not been calculated before, we shall present re-
sults given by direct calculations and by the effective La-
grangian method and show that they do agree.

For direct calculations, all the relevant Feynman rules
are derived from the tree-level linear Lagrangian in the
symmetry-broken phase. As shown in Fig. 1, there are
two Feynman diagrams which contribute to this particu-
lar process. We expand each Feynman integral in inverse
powers of m, and discard terms proportional to positive
powers of 1/m,. The results are

@ o ®

Wik 00 o (P Wi (K) o (B
2a) 20)

FIG. 2. One-loop diagrams contributing to the decay
W —¢*¢°" in the nonlinear effective theory.
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i —V2ir'g 1 1 +(3P,-P,+ 3P, K+1P,-K)P
Fig. 1(a): —“—~v—2————[(3P1'P2+3P2'K+—(;P1'K)P1u (FP,-Py+ 5P, 34 2
+(LH2—1h?)P,, +1HW Py, ], (9.15)
—V2ir’g |, 5 1 H%? 2
ig.  —— =S 13p2p. +1p%2p, — dx h’x 1 Pyt (9.16)
Fig. 1(b) e EOCE T L Tl W LRl ey Soory e "

where P, P,, and K are the incoming momenta of ¢'°, ¢, and W;" , respectively. To reproduce these results via the
effective Lagrangian, we first consider the portion which is induced by L. In L', W;L interacts according to

+._
Wie™

= g
Liy=— ‘/_EbLV“bL 0

int

9.17)

One should notice that this interaction term is written in the symmetric phase. In the symmetry-broken phase, one has
to perform a shift on the scalar field $°—¢'°+v /V2. In this way, L, becomes

_ whe
Li,=—gbrv"by uv v

_’0
V2 +’

int

(9.18)

From Eq. (9.18) and other parts of LU§¢, one can easily see that there are two diagrams to be evaluated. The first dia-
gram, as shown in Fig. 2(a), actually vanishes because it contains a fermionic tadpole. For Fig. 2(b), one has

. —V2ir’g | h* | _ 1 1 h? 1 h*v?
Fig. 200): — 578 | B |-ty binrt 2 o2y, + 2 [lavin |24 P10 [o7Py, 9.19)
In addition to LUg°, L1I°°P also contributes to this process. The contribution by L% is found to be
—V2i?, h:|_1 1 h? | H?/2 1
L'2: Tg — 5 |T o trethn UZPW-FZHZUZPI“*TIH — v2P1#+3(H2+h2)u2P2#
(9.20)

There are also operators in L' and L% contributing to

this process. These operators are I#"#¥, I ’5,”‘;8, I 8;53, It

157, and IDKY in L and [¢G,,,(D,$)1[$(D,$)]1/($)
in L&, Altogether, they give

izzmzi[(%Pl'Pz'*%Pz‘K+%P1'K)P1y
+(5GP-Py+ 5Py K+ 1P, ‘K)P,,] .
(9.21)
From Egs. (9.19), (9.20), and (9.21), it is not difficult to see
that L and L1J°°P indeed reproduce the result given by

Egs. (9.15) and (9.16) via direct calculation. The only re-
lation needed for this comparison is

foldx In h

2v2
5 +P2x (1—x)

2U2
+Pxx(1—x)

=2f'xdxn . 922

which can be easily proven by a change of variable
x =1(u +1) on each integral above. Both calculations
give the same correct unitarity cut.

Other applications of the effective Lagrangian are un-
der study and will be reported elsewhere.

X. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have shown that when the top-quark mass becomes
very heavy, constraints develop in field quantities so that
the top-quark field becomes nonlinearly realized. The un-
derlying symmetry SU(2)® U(1) is still preserved at the S-
matrix level. We have also shown how to use the deriva-
tive expansion and the external field technique to con-
struct T';; py and LYght theory explicitly for the bosonic sec-
tor to one-loop order. We have given several examples to
demonstrate how our results recover what are already
known.

We have stressed that I'y;p; is different from the
effective Lagrangian Llight theoy " The Jatter is obtained, so
that after wave-function and parameter renormalizations:

l-foull theory ] ] =T ingéht theory ] ]

for all the low-energy light-particle processes. The
reason that we are interested in the construction of L4 is
because through it we can validate the effective theory for
m,>>p o, My, 7z, Without making any restriction be-
tween p.,, and my, 7 ,. In addition, this is the most com-

T |exp exp
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pact way to enforce some basic properties of quantum
field theory, such as analyticity, unitarity, and CPT.

The construction of L .4 follows closely Zimmermann’s
oversubtraction identity [25] to define heavy vertices. As
we have seen, there are self-generated prescriptions to re-
normalize some seemingly nonrenormalizable operators.
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