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Electric dipole moment of the W boson in the two-Higgs-doublet extension
of the standard model
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Theory Group, Department of Physics, Uniuersity of Texas at Austin, Austin, Texas 78712
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We compute the electric dipole moment (EDM) of the W boson in the two-Higgs-doublet exten-
sion of the standard model. The calculation is performed at two loops with all the relevant Feynman
diagrams included. We find that the W-boson EDM may be as large as 10 —10 e cm, for rea-
sonable masses of the top quark and Higgs boson. Our results disagree with previous calculations
done by He and McKellar and Vendramin.

PACS number(s): 11.30.Er, 12.38.Bx, 12.60.Fr, 13.40.Gp

I. INTRODUCTION

Electric dipole moments (EDM's) of elementary parti-
cles have become an important area of speculation in the
ongoing search for an explanation of the still mysterious
phenomenon of CP violation. Its appeal comes from two
observations. First, the reality of CP violation in nature
(the neutral kaon system is the only place in which it has
been observed) suggests that all non-self-conjugated par-
ticles may possess EDM's, albeit small ones. Second, the
standard model (SM) can accommodate CP-violating in-
teractions by means of the Kobayashi-Maskawa mech-
anism (through a single phase for three generations of
quarks), but the predicted EDM's are extremely small.
Yet, this is not so in many interesting extensions of the
SM (such as multi-Higgs models, supersymmetry, etc. )
which include, for the most part, a plethora of additional
CP-violating phases and tend to produce much stronger
CP-violating effects [1].

The advantage of studying EDM's is then twofold. We
can restrict, in some cases, the parameter space of a the-
ory by comparing the predicted values with experimental
upper bounds. On the other hand, if an (elementary par-
ticle) EDM is observed, that would almost surely signal
physics beyond the SM.

Among the SM particles, most of the interest has been
centered on the neutron and the electron [2], because of
the relative ease with which tight EDM bounds can be
established in low energy experiments. By contrast, par-
ticles such as the R' boson require the analysis of CP-odd
asymmetries in high energy processes and good bounds
may be hard to come by. Still, given the increasing ener-
gies and luminosities of current and proposed accelerators
it may be possible in the near future to supply stronger
constraints on the EDM of the W boson (for investiga-
tions on these matters, see Refs. [3) and [4]). Further-
more, starting with the work of Marciano and Queijeiro
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[5] it has become clear that a W-boson EDM can induce
large fermion EDM's and in some theories the dominant
contribution to the electron EDM may come Rom this
mechanism. For instance, this seems to be the case in
the SM [6].

The importance of studying the properties of a non-
minimal Higgs sector cannot be overstressed, in view of
its potential richness and the fact that we still do not
know if the simplest (i.e., one-Higgs-doublet in the min-
imal SM) version is the one chosen by nature.

The current interest in EDM's arising from (CP
violating) Higgs-boson exchange was initiated, to a large
extent, a few years ago by the papers of Weinberg [7,8].
In [7] he showed that neutral-Higgs-boson exchange could
induce a very large neutron EDM, through a class of
Feynman diagrams previously neglected. Inspired by
this, Barr and Zee [9] found another class of graphs (at
the two-loop level) which turned out to give the dom-
inant contribution to the EDM of the electron, several
orders of magnitude above the one-loop result.

The upper bound, d~ & 10 ecm, for the W EDM
comes &om the experimental upper bound for the neu-
tron EDM [d = (—3+5) x 10 2 ecrn [10]] after apply-
ing the Marciano-Queijeiro method of computing the in-
duced fermion EDM's. This is not a direct measurement
and should be taken with reservations since the calcula-
tion, although model independent, involves many uncer-
tainties [ll] (additional comments in the conclusions of
this paper). The W EDM predicted by the SM has been
estimated to be no larger than about 10 ecm [6]. By
contrast, we find that in the two-Higgs-doublet model its
value may be as large as 10 —10 e cm, for reason-
able masses of the top quark and neutral Higgs boson and
without overstretching the values of the CP-violating
phases that enter the calculation. He and McKellar [12]
and Vendramin [13] computed in detail one of the dia-
grams [see Fig. 1(a)] but our calculations contradict both.
Our result is larger than that of He and McKellar and
smaller than Vendramin's, in both cases by about an or-
der of magnitude. We contacted He and McKellar on this
issue and they revised their calculations. They now agree
with our results for this diagram and have published an

0556-2821/95/51(11)/6495(9)/$06. 00 51 6495 1995 The American Physical Society



6496 RAFAEL LOPEZ-MOBILIA AND TODD H. %EST

erratum [14].
Chang et al. [15] made an estimate that has too strong

a dependence on the neutral-Higgs-boson mass. For more
details see the conclusions at the end of this paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we intro-
duce some notation and definitions, paying particular at-
tention to a description of those aspects of the two-Higgs-
doublet model relevant to our calculation. In Sec. III we
discuss the Feynxnan diagrams that give contributions to
the R' EDM at the two loop level, deferring a discussion
of those that do not contribute to the Appendix. Then we
move (Sec. IV) to the analysis of the calculations them-
selves, giving the concluding remarks in Sec. V.

II. DISCUSSION OF MODEL AND NOTATION

The possession, by an elementary particle, of an elec-
tric dipole moment violates both parity (P) and time
reversal (T) symmetries [16]. This is the only (P, T)
violating moment that a spin-2 particle can possess.
However we find additional (P, T)-violating moments as
we move to higher spins. A spin-1 particle (such as the
W boson) can have one more P and T odd moment, the
magnetic quadrupole (MQM) in addition to the EDM.
It may also carry a CP-violating (but P conserving) rno-
ment [3]. In this work we confine ourselves to the EDM
and MQM.

The matrix element of the electromagnetic current J",
between identical initial and final one-particle states, can
be decomposed into a linear combination of form factors.
For a W boson (spin-1) this matrix element is [17,18]

This can be achieved by imposing a discrete symmetry
enforcing the aforementioned couplings, but in a renor-
malizable Lagrangian such an exact symmetry rules out
t P violation and therefore has to be softly broken.

Let

where k = (1,2), (5)

be the scalars that couple to the quarks, with vacuum
expectation values AA., = (P&)„„k= (1,2). Then, the
Yukawa sector of the Lagrangian is given by

1 p 1 peCv. = — URmrrUL, P2 — Dgm—~Dr, g,
2 11-

A*
D~—m—riV Ur, g *+ URm—rrVD1. $2 + H.c. ,

+g 1 +
1

G+ = —(A*/+ + A*,P+), G' = Im(A*, Q', + A*,P,')

and

where U and D are the up- and down-type quark triplets,
respectively, with mU and m~ the diagonal mass ma-
trices. V is the Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix. (We will
assume V&i, = 1, for simplicity. )

The unphysical Goldstone bosons and the charged
Higgs bosons are defined as

(Wl~" IW) = -'-:(p.)
I'.""(p„p.)..(p, ),

where the (P, T)-violating piece of the tens~r I' is

~(&pl zd
= f (q )

1
g~(q )p"e "~"qpp

W
(2)

dw =
2 (f, (O) —4g, (O)f

The notation is as follows: p~ and p2 are the initial and
final four-momenta of the TV boson, respectively; the
e„(p;)'s are the polarization vectors; q—:pi —p2 and
p = pi + p2, and the form factors f~(q ) and g~(q ) are
related to the W boson EDM (dw) and MQM (Qw)
through

H+ = —(A, P+ —A, P+),

respectively, where B—:glArl + lA2l . To simplify
the notation we shall define, as has become usual,
tanP = ]A2/Ail. The Fermi coupling constant is given

by 2~2GF = (lAil + lA2l ),where a factor of 2, miss-

ing in Ref. [8], is included.
The "propagators" for the scalars are defined by

), = d'*(Olr(q(*) g(O) ) lO) e

and, following Weinberg, we write

p p 2 w ~2G~Z2 ~ ~2Gp'(A2) Z2
—m~ q —mH

Qw = —,f, (o) .
mph

(4)

(10)

& .+2GgZp „y2GF A, A2Zp

q —m q —mi g 1 2
Kn K

We shall work in the two-Higgs-doublet extension of
the standard model [8]. In this theory the SU(2) xU(l)
electroweak symmetry is broken by two Higgs doublets.
In order to avoid excessive rates of Bavor-changing neu-
tral current processes we will allow one of the doublets to
couple to the up-type quarks only and the other to the
down-type quarks (the so-called model II scheme [19]).

(
p p. . . ~. v2GyZp„~2G~Ar, A2Zp

q2 —m q~ —m2 2
n Kn H
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(~o~o) (A )
2

y
~ ~2Gy Zi „+2Gz(Ai) Zi

—mH g —mH

IA21'ImZ2 + IAil'ImZo = IAil'ImZo, (14)

which is a direct consequence of the definitions for the
Z's and the unitarity gauge condition [8]. And finally,
in order to be able to compare the contributions propor-
tional to diferent Z, 's, we make use of the bounds found
by Weinberg:

1
ol ( —(IAi/A2I+ IA2/Ail),

2

1
IImZol (IAi/A2I +

I A2/Ail) (16)

IImZ2I & (IAi/A. I'+ IAi/A. l')"' .

(A missing factor of 2 in Ref. [8] has been corrected. )
These expressions give an upper bound of order unity to
ImZ2, ImZO, and ImZO, when Ai and A2 are of the same
order of magnitude. The same is true of the quantity
2 cos2 PlmZo that shows up in the calculation of many of
our diagrams.

(13)

where the sum is over all mass eigenstates and the ex-
pression on the right of each definition corresponds to
the approximation in which one of the scalars (with mass
mH) dominates over the other (presumably) more mas-
sive ones. (We will employ this assumption in what fol-
lows. ) Gy is the Fermi constant. The dimensionless co-
eKcients Zi, Z2, Zo, and Zo are in general complex, and
CP violation will show up if they possess (nonzero) imag-
inary parts. The corresponding propagator for charged
Higgs bosons is real in the two-Higgs-doublet case, and
so there is no CP violation in the exchange of charged
scalars. However, diagrams with neutral Higgs bosons
and charged Higgs bosons do violate, in general, CP
invariance. Given that the inclusion of those diagrams
introduces one more unknown parameter in the calcu-
lations and does not appreciably acct our conclusions,
we shall disregard them in what follows, with the excep-
tion of an important subtlety examined in Sec. IV. We
will also employ the following relation between the CP-
violating amplitudes,

FIG. 1. Class 1 diagrams (see Sec. III). The diagrams
shown are the only ones in this class and they both contribute
to the EDM of the W boson. However 1(b) is strongly sup-

pressed relative to 1(a) by the couplings of the bottom quark
to the Higgs boson.

diagram there are several possible neutral Higgs prop-
agator insertions [see Eqs. (10)—(13)], according to the
admissible couplings in the theory. For instance, there
is no coupling of gPz to the top quark and consequently
the only possible insertions in diagram (a) of Fig. 1 are
(qP&go2) and (Poz*Pz*). In other cases there may be uP to
six different neutral Higgs propagator insertions. (Each
one corresponds essentially to a different diagram. )

We have divided the contributing diagrams into classes
labeled 1 through 4 (see Figs. 1—4), according to how the
external R' bosons and internal scalar propagators are
attached to the fermion loop. Classes 1 and 2 have both
external TV's directly connected to the quark loop. Class
3 has one external TV attached to it. In class 4 no ex-
ternal W's touch the loop. In all cases (the ones that
produce P and CP violation) the neutral Higgs propa-
gator is attached to the fermion loop.

In class 1 there are only two diagrams. Only 1(a)
[Fig. 1(a)] gives a sizable contribution (proportional to
ImZ2) since 1(b) is strongly suppressed relative to l(a)
by a factor of (mq/m&)

Class 2 diagrams (in Fig. 2 we show only a few of them
to illustrate their topology) are again small relative to
1(a) because of the presence of a bottom-quark —neutral-
Higgs-boson coupling. Moreover, the suppression in these
diagrams is also of order (mg/m&) since two top-quark
mass factors get replaced by bottom masses, one from the
couplings to the scalars and the other from the traces.

Class 3 (Fig. 3) contains, naively, 36 diagrams plus an
equal number of symmetric ones, with identical contri-
butions, in which the neutral Higgs propagators are at-
tached to the incoming W boson. Since we are working

III. DIAGRAMS

The dominant contributions to the EDM of the TV bo-
son come, in the two-Higgs-doublet model, from two-loop
diagrams. In order to generate a Levi-Civita tensor (to
violate P invariance) a fermion loop is required and in
addition at least one neutral Higgs propagator insertion
is needed to violate CP invariance. These two condi-
tions are impossible to satisfy at less than two loops.
At this level the number of potentially contributing di-
agrams is rather large (in the hundreds), but a careful
analysis reduces it to a manageable size. For a given

FIG. 2. Class 2 diagrams (see Sec. III). Only two of them
are shown (out of 16, if all possible scalar propagator inser-
tions and photon attachments are considered). These dia-
grams are also suppressed relative to 1(a).
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FIG. 3. Class 3 diagrams (see Sec III).. Only the four main
topologies are shown. To these, we need to add diagrams with
unphysical Goldstone bosons in place of the internal W bosons
and symmetric diagrams in which the neutral Higgs boson is
attached to the incoming W boson. In each case, several
difFerent neutral Higgs propagator insertions are possible (6
for internal W diagrams and 4 for Goldstone boson diagrams).

FIG. 4. Class 4 diagrams (see Sec. III). "Barr-Zee"-like
diagrams with internal photon or Z particle. Diagrams with
the top loop Bow reversed and symmetric diagrams with the
neutral Higgs boson connected to the outgoing W boson are
part of this set. Those graphs in which the Z is replaced with
an unphysical neutral Goldstone boson do not contribute.

In Fig. 7 we give a few examples of diagrams that do
not contribute to the EDM of the TV boson. The expla-
nation is relegated to the Appendix.

in the 't Hooft —Feynman gauge, diagrams with unphysi-
cal Goldstone bosons have to be included in order to get
a gauge invariant result. A careful analysis of the dia-
grams shows that most of them cari be computed from
a set of just nine diferent parametric integrals. This ex-
cludes diagrams with charged Higgs bosons (more on this
later). All their contributions are comparable to that of
diagram 1(a), barring the fact that they are proportional
to the quantity cos PImZo (as we show later), not ImZ2.

Finally, class 4 (see Fig. 4) contains diagrams with in-
ternal R' bosons and photons or Z bosons and related
diagrams with unphysical Goldstone bosons. Diagrams
with the top-quark running in the opposite direction and
diagrams with the scalar propagator attached to the out-
going W boson produce the same contributions. (Note
that crossing the legs of the fermion loop is equivalent
to reversing its How together with switching the attach-
ment of the scalar from one external R" boson to the
other one. ) Again, naively, the total number of diagrams
to be computed is large () 100), but everything can be
reduced to the evaluation of only two parametric inte-
grals. Their contributions are, once more, comparable in
magnitude to that coming from the diagram of Fig. 1(a)
and proportional, as in class 3, to cos PImZo.

IV. CALCU LATIGNS

For each diagram there are several possible contribu-
tions depending on what scalar propagator insertions are
acceptable. All such contributions must be summed and
from the resulting total amplitude we pick those pieces
proportional to the imaginary part of the neutral Higgs
propagators (to violate CP) and containing a Levi-Civita
tensor (to violate P). We can then look for the coeffi-
cients of the specific tensor structures corresponding to
the form factors of Eq. (2). This task is simplified if we
express from the start all quantities in terms of the in-
dependent momenta p = p~ + p2 and q = p~ —p2, where
pq and p2 are the momenta of the incoming and outgoing
R' bosons, respectively.

It is worth mentioning that we have made use of pro-
grams we wrote in MATHEMATICA [20] to symbolically
perform the traces of Dirac p matrices and convert the
momentum integrals into integrals over Feynman param-
eters [21]. The final numerical multidimensional integra-
tions were done with MATHEMATICA's own algorithms.

For diagram l(a) [Fig. 1(a)] the tensor amplitude
I'P"&& (which becomes that of Eq. (2) after selecting the
P-odd part) is given by the integral

I'T""~, = —Gp ~2g'm2~1mz, (m, /mdiv)'
d4k d4l (r(') —r(')) "&

(2')4 (2vr)4 D (18)

where

&.".„=T [~-(I —»)(V—A/2+ ms)~-(I —»)(&—4/2+ mi)(I +»)

& (It—d/2+ mi) ~ (&+ &/2+ mi) (1+~ ) (I/+ 5/2 + m )]
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T.".'„=T [~.(1 —»)(V—7//2+ m~)~-(1 —»)(&—&/2+ ~)(' —& )

x ( g —g/2 + m, )p„(g+ g/2 + m&) (1 —») ( P+ g/2 + m&) ]

(20)

and the denominator

1
mÃ2)

( 1]l —-ql —mÃ
2 )

(
/

l+ —q /

—m,
2 )

(21)

(
x (k —-q/ —m,

~

k+ —q ~

—m, [(l —k) —mJI] .( 2 2

In these equations, q = p~ —p2 is the momentum of the photon and p = p~ + p2 is the sum of the momenta of the
external W's. The other parameters are self-explanatory and a factor of 3 (for the quark colors) is already included
in Eq. (18). In this particular diagram, we can make q = 0 in D, since after the evaluation of the traces (before
integration) every (P-odd) term contains at least one power of q and that is all we need in order to compute f~(0) and
g&(0). This reduces the number of terms in the denominator from 6 to 4 which, in turn, simplifies the final parametric
form. For other diagrams this is, in general, not true and the number of Feynman parameters is in consequence larger.

Performing the traces and selecting the P-odd pieces, we get, from (18),

I'&7", zd —— Gy V—2g m~imZ2(mq/mi4 )

4 4
Turvy/DI

(2~)4 (2vr)4
(22)

where

T " = 32m, (—2s"" l l . q + 2s" k„l qp
—2s" l~l qp

—s " k„p),qp + s" "
lapp qp), (23)

and D' is D from (21) with q = 0. After rewriting D' in parametric form and doing the momenta integrations, we
look for contributions to f& and gz, according to the definition (2) and get

f (0) = ImZ2Fi (mg, m~),G~ ~2g'm2~
128m4

(24)

g (0) = -ImZ2Gi (m„mII),
G~~ag'm2~

128~4

where the functions E~ and G~ are given by the Feynman parameter integrals

1 1 1

I"i (mt, , mH) = (m~/mw) dx dy dz(1+ x)(1 —y)
o o o

x [(1 —x)/y —z + x + (m~/m&) (1 —x) (1 —z)/x —(mi4 /m&) z(1 —x) (1 —yz)]

(26)

Gi (m„m~) = dx dy dz(1 —x)(1 —y)(1 —yz)(z/2x)

x [(y —1)/y+ (z —1)/x+ (mi4 /m~) z(1 —yz) —(m~/m, ) (y —z)/(1 —x)]
(27)

In these (and future) expressions, the mass of the bot-
tom quark is set equal to zero. The relative error intro-
duced is typically no larger than 10 . %e have evaluated
numerically these integrals for difFerent combinations of
masses. The results, converted to the EDM of the TV

boson, are shown in the plots of Fig. 5 [curve (a) in each
graph] where ImZ2 is taken to be equal to one. The main
contributions come from f~(0) and that happens to be
true for all the diagrams. In fact, the values for g~(0)

are small, typically 10 to 100 times smaller than those
for f~(0). Moreover, the contributions to g~(0) from di-

agrams with unphysical Goldstone bosons and from all
class 4 diagrams are null. We will disregard g~(0) in what
follows and compute the EDM of the W boson from f~ (0)
alone. This together with setting the mass of the bottom
quark equal to zero and the assumption of one domi-
nant Higgs boson are the only approximations employed.
Everything else is exact, to within the precision of the
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$0

$0
~ 'w'

---&JXJ
G+

$0

Q0~'w'
—--&JXJ'
H+

FIG. 6. An example of divergent diagrams whose infinities
cancel mutually, leaving a finite residue. (See Sec. IV). The
one on the left has an unphysical Goldstone boson and the
other a charged Higgs boson. The diagrams cancel altogether
when the mass of the charged Higgs boson is equal to the
W-boson mass. e2g2

f~(0) = (2 cos PIrnZp)F4 ~(m„mrs), (30)

rather weak and. , as explained in the conclusions, this will
probably cause important suppressions.

Moving on to class 4, we see that they are analogous
to the diagrams studied by Barr and Zee [9] which give
the dominant contributions to the EDM of the electron
(and possibly the neutron) in this model. The contribu-
tions can be expressed, as in the class 3 case, in terms of
ImZ0. The analytic expressions for the Feynman param-
eter integrals are relatively simple. For the diagram with
a photon inside we have

binations of masses is depicted in Fig. 5 [curve (b) in
both plots], where the quantity 2cos2 PlmZp is taken to
be equal to one. We can appreciate from the plots that
the net dependence on mH for this class of diagrams is

I

with the parametric integral given by

de) dx dg dZZg Z

x [iriyz + (mrv/mi) (1 —x)(1 —y) x + (mH/m&) (1 —x)(1 —rp)xyz]

where the contributions from the unphysical Goldstone bosons have already been included. We still have to multiply
the value of f~(0) in (30) by 4, to take care of the symmetric diagrams. Doing so, and evaluating it for m& ——180 GeV
and mH = 100 GeV we arrive at a total f~(0) for this case of —1.2 x 10 ImZp. This is close to the contribution of
diagram 1(a), assuming ImZp and ImZ2 to be comparable in magnitude.

In the case of an internal Z boson (Fig. 4), only the vector part of the coupling of the Z to the top-quark happens
to contribute, but unlike the Barr-Zee case this does not entail a strong suppression relative to the photon diagram.
This is because in the calculation of the electron EDM the coupling of the Z to the electron is small, while in the case
at hand the coupling is to the W boson and the suppression factor is only about 65%. Consequently, these diagrams
have to be included. Computing them, we find

f~(0) =
~

1 ——tan 0~
~ ~

——sin 8~
~

(2cos PImZp)F4 zo(mq, m~),( 1 ~ l &3 ~ l g'
3 ) (8 J 128

where the Feynman parameter integra1 is given by

F4,zo(mt. , m~) =
1 1 1 1

dx dy dzxy z[toyz+ (mar/mt) (1 —x)(1 —y) x
0 0

+(mH/mq) (1 —x) (1 —ur) xyz + (mz/mq) (1 —x) (1 —z) xy] (33)

This includes, as in the photon's case, the contributions
from unphysical Goldstone bosons. Including symmet-
ric diagrams (multiplying by 4) we get f~(0) = —4.5 x
10 ImZ0) for mg ——180 GeV and m~ ——100 GeV. As in
the previous diagram the result is negative, but we need
to keep in mind that we do not know the relative sign
between ImZ0 and ImZ2 and so these results may add to
or subtract from diagram l(a). The EDM contributed by
these diagrams (all of class 4) is shown in Fig. 5 [curve (c)
in both plots], under the assumption 2 cos PlmZp —1.

We have computed the R' EDM in the two-Higgs-
doublet extension of the SM. All the relevant diagrams

I

have been included and the results are exhibited in Fig. 5,
where the |P-violating quantities ImZ2 and 2 cos PlmZp
are set equal to one. We can see from the plot for
mq ——180 GeV, that a value for d~ of about 5 x 10 e cm
can be easily achieved for relatively small masses of the
dominant Higgs boson. This is below the current up-
per bound of 10 e cm, which comes indirectly from
the experimental upper bound for the neutron EDM,
d = (—3 + 5) x 10 2se cm [10], after applying the
Marciano-Queijeiro technique [5]. Nevertheless, this pro-
cedure involves the introduction of an ultraviolet cutofF
and the corresponding bound may be misleading [ll]. It
also sufFers from the well-known problems present in any
calculation of the neutron EDM. To remedy part of these
deficiencies, one of us (T.W. ) undertook the ewact calcu-
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lation of the induced fermion EDM coming from the R'
EDM in the minimal supersymmetric extension of the SM
and in the two-Higgs-doublet extension of the SM [23]. In
spite of being model dependent, these calculations elim-
inate the uncertainties involved in the use of cutoffs to
regularize divergent integrals and provide a more secure
footing for comparison with experiment. No constraints
were found on the CP-violating phases in either theory.

Our results difFer considerably from those of He and
McKellar. For example, taking mq ——200 GeV and mH ——

100 GeV, Eq. (4) of Ref. [12] yields f~(0) = 2.7 x 10—6
(assuming their ImZ = 1) for diagram 1(a). By contrast,
we get f~(0) = 1.8 x 10 (with ImZ2 ——1) for the same
diagram. After adding the contributions from the other
diagrams (under the assumption that ImZ2 and ImZo
are of opposite sign) our result is more than 10 times
larger than that of Ref. [12]. (As noted in Sec. IV, He
and McKellar now agree with us on the results for this
diagram [14].)

Likewise, Vendramin [13] computed the W EDM in-
duced by the diagram of Fig. 1(a). For mt ——200 GeV,
ms ——30 GeV (corresponding to our dominant Higgs-
boson mass mIi), tanP = 10, mi ——273 GeV, and
m2 ——187 GeV [these are the other two neutral-Higgs-
boson masses whose contributions we neglect in our cal-
culations, computed from the parameters sin( = 0.6 and
k = 2 by means of Eq. (33), Ref. [13]], he finds (see
Fig. 11 in Ref. [13]) der = 10 e cm. The value we find
for diagram l(a), assuming m&

——200 GeV and m~ ——30
GeV, is d~ = 2.4 x 10 ImZ2ecm. Taking the other
two mass eigenstates into consideration should reduce this
value (because of the sum rules we discuss below). On
top of that, the choice tanP = 10 implies an upper bound
for ImZ2 of 10 . The value we find is therefore 1 to 2
orders of magnitude smaller than Vendramin's, for this
particular choice of parameters.

Chang et at. [15] also made a rough estimate of the
TV EDM induced by Higgs exchange. Their inequality
[Eq. (12) of Ref. [15]]

mass of the lightest neutral Higgs boson is above 200
GeV.

We know neither the magnitude nor the signs of the
quantities ImZ2 and ImZO. Nevertheless, for vacuum
expectation values Ai and A2 of about the same size,
the constraints found by Weinberg give for ~lmZ2~ and
2cos P~imZo~ upper bounds of v 2 and 1, respectively.
No constraints come from the comparison of the domi-
nant contributions to the EDM's of the electron and the
neutron in this model [9] with the present experimen-
tal upper bounds; and the estimate tanp ) 0.3 made
by Barger et al. [24] places no restrictions, either. So,
we can assume ~1m'~ and 2cos P~lmZo~ to be of order
unity (as we did for the graphs of Fig. 5). Of course, for
values a little larger than one, the TV EDM could reach
10 e cm. However, for ~A2~ )) ~Ai~ both upper bounds
are much smaller than one and the contributions to the
EDM will be strongly suppressed.

A d~ & 10 e cm is too small to be seen at current ac-
celerators. The form factor f~(0), corresponding to this
EDM, is 10 . At the CERN e+e collider LEP II the
sensitivity to this form factor may reach 10 and it is
somewhat better at some proposed colliders such as the
Next Linear Collider (NLC) [3,4]. Since good prospects
exist for improvement of the EDM bounds for the elec-
tron and the neutron in the near future, the best chance
of observing the consequences of a nonzero W EDM is,
for now, through the induced fermions EDM's.

ACKNOWLEDC MENTS

We would hke to thank U. van Kolck, who collabo-
rated with us at the earliest stages of this work. One
of us (R.L.M. ) also thanks Siamak Gousheh for useful
conversations. This work was supported in part by the
Robert A. Welch Foundation and by the National Science
Foundation under Grant No. PHY9009850.

dye & 10 (mt/100 GeV) (10 GeV/mls) ecm, (34)

yields, for m& ——180 GeV and mH ——100 GeV, a dipole
moment d~ & 3 x 10 22e cm which is roughly an order of
magnitude smaller than w'hat we get. For smaller Higgs
boson masses the value is closer to ours. This is due, in
part, to the inverse quadratic dependence on mH in their
expression for d~. Our results indicate a much milder
dependence to the point of being almost disturbing, be-
cause the CP-violating amplitudes in the sums over mass
eigenstates [Eqs. (10)—(13)] obey the sum rules [8]

) Zp = ) Zp = ) Zi = ) Z2 —0 (35)

that may be the cause of strong suppressions if the de-
pendence on the neutral-Higgs-boson masses is too weak.
Fortunately, for diagrams in classes 1 and 4 this will not
appreciably a8'ect our conclusions, as long as the Higgs-
boson masses are well spaced. However, the contributions
from class 3 diagrams will be highly suppressed if the

FIG. 7. A selection of a few noncontributing diagrams (for
a discussion, see the Appendix). Many more could be added
to this set.
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APPENDIX

As mentioned in Sec. III, there are many diagrams that
do not generate contributions although they apparently
possess all the necessary ingredients. For completeness,
we give here a brief discussion of'some representative di-
agrams.

The diagram of Fig. 7(a), and all other similar graphs
with only two lines attached to the fermion loop, does
not violate P invariance. This is because the number of
p matrices in the loop is insuKcient to produce a Levi-
Civita tensor. It therefore does not contribute to the
EDM since we require CP and P violation.

Diagram 7(b) has a neutral Higgs propagator inside
the fermion loop, reminiscent of class 1 diagrams in the
notation of this paper. Still, there is no CP violation in
this case because the final amplitude is proportional to
ReZ2. An equivalent explanation would be to consider

the effect of the neutral Higgs boson connected to the top
quark. Since the photon is on the other side of the loop
[see Fig. 7(b)] the presence of the Higgs boson amounts
only to a correction of the self-energy of the virtual top,
and this of course is CP invariant.

The case of Fig. 7(c) is somewhat analogous to the
previous one. The amplitude for the diagram becomes
proportional to ReZg (where k depends on which neu-
tral Higgs propagators are inserted) when the sum of the
diagrams with a given Higgs propagator and its complex
conjugate is performed.

Finally, Fig. 7(d) has tuio neutral Higgs bosons at-
tached to the top quark. As happened for Fig. 7(a), there
are not enough p matrices in the fermion loop to produce
a Levi-Civita tensor. We could add many more diagrams
to this list {for example, attaching the photon to differ-
ent parts of the diagrams in Fig. 7), but in all cases the
absence of contributions to the EDM of the TV boson is
due to mechanisms analogous to the ones discussed.
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