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Abstract. We review the first complete calculation performed withie #our Dimensional Regularization
scheme (FDR), the recently-proposed approach for addgessilti-loop calculations, which is simultaneously
free of infinities and gauge-invariant in 4 dimensions. Asaecstudy, the 1-loop-induced amplitude for the
Higgs boson decay into two photons was calculated in argigauge. The result obtained, identical to that
assessed with standard methods, stands as an explicif thstgauge-invariance property of FDR. Moreover,
the calculation provides an insight into the use of the tapke in particular in the presence of fermions.

1 Introduction /

In absence of a strong signal of new physics at LHCI[1, 2],
precision physics provides one of our best opportunities

of investigating the unknown, searched as a tiny deviation

from the Standard Model (SM). This requires the compu-Figure 1. Example of 1-loop diagrams contributing to the am-
tation of more and more involved Radiative Corrections Plitude for the Higgs decay into two photons; the processbean
(RC), which is very demanding from a technical point of mediated by either a fermionic loop or a vectorial one.

view. While a significant breakthrough has been made in

dealing with multi-leg processes at 1-loop! |[3-6], little

simplification has been achieved in the context of multi- H — yy: a case study

loop calculations [7=11]. In the usual framework, Dimen-
sional Regularization (DR) [12], infinities arise at the in-
termediate steps of the calculation, forcing a huge artalyti

work in order to check all needed cancellations, beforephotons was calculated in arbitraRy-gauge, thereby ex-

even starting to calculate the phyS|caIIy—rgIevant COntri plicitly verifying that the method respects gauge invari-
ton. Th|s-has pufh,ed thequgst of alternative approac_:hes IEnce. Due to its relevance and simplicity, this result,
4 dimensions [13-18]. In this context, Four Dimensional known since a long time |

Reaularizati 4119 thod which i 21-24], has been recently re-
egularization was propose [19] as a Method WhICN 1S.5nsidered in several studiés [25-35]. Sincethey in-
free of infinities, 4-dimensional and gauge-invariant at th

teraction is described by the SM Lagrangian, 1-loop dia-

same time. There are obvious advantages following fror;:iramS like those of fig]1, provide the leading order con-

In a recent work|[20], the first application of FDR to a
complete calculation in a realistic theory was presented:
the 1-loop on-shell amplitude for the Higgs decay into two

these characteristics: finiteness means that no renorm Fibution to the amplitude, which is therefore finite; how-

ver, because divergences arise at intermediate steps, it i
ecessary to work within a regularization framework. The
process is mediated by either a fermionic or a bosonic
loop, which contribute separately to the amplitude. By
%enoting withk; and k, the momenta of the photons,
M= M g (ki) g(kz), and

ization is required, i.e. no counter-terms must be adde
to the Lagrangian; a fixed number of dimensions opens up,
the option of fully exploiting numerical integration; firal
gauge-invariance provides a tool for testing the resudts, a
well as guaranteeing that the correct expression for th
amplitude, included the exact rational term, is straightfo
wardly obtained. In FDR this is all achieved via a simple
re-interpretation of the_loop integ_ral_, \_N_hich is defined in MP(B,7) = (MW(/?) + Z N.Q? mf(n)) ™ . (1)
such a way that ultraviolet (UV) infinities do not occur, T
at the price of introducing an arbitrary scal@layingthe — _ —
role of the renormalization scale. The procedure works Mw and M are scalar form factors of mass dimension
because the FDR construcion respects gauge-invariance.~1, 8 andn are dimensionless kinematic parameters de-
fined as
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and the tensorial structure is dictated by onshellness anéh order to expand the original integrand into a divergent
gauge invariance to BB = kjk; — (ki - kz) ¢ . The ex-  term plus more and more convergent ones
plicit expressions for the form factors, calculated etgire
in the FDR frameworkl[20], were found consistent with 1 [ 1 dy e
; — = =
the standard result (for example [35]): T D, % Do D,

’Mw(ﬂ) — 'Z;CB [2 +38+38(2-B)f(B) ] , (3 Theu-parametrization was essential in order to avoid spu-
(47) SgSMW rious infrared (IR) divergences in the terms of the expan-
-~ _ —l sion. Notice that the term in squared brackets - the only
M) = (4r)2syMw 277[1+ (- n)f(n)], “) one to be UV-divergent - does not depend on any physi-
. ) . i . cal scale; the remaining part is finite and contains all the
wheresy = sindw is the sine of the Weinberg mixing  inematical information. By means of the partial fraction
angle, and identity we have decoupled the physical and the unphys-
1 _ AM2 ical degrees of freedom of the integrand. The divergent
f(x) = —= In? (“—V\}ﬂ) X= —— term resembles a vacuum bubble (sedig. 2), universal and
4 Aol S process-independent, and as such it should not be taken
is a parametrization of the scalar triangle into account when calculating physical quantities. Follow
ing this logic, the FDR integral is defined as the integral in
e 4 dimensions of the finite part alone:
= - 22 f(x
s 19 f[d“q] L =|imfd4q(_f”_ + _ZEO_) .
~. DoDp 10 0'Dp G DoDp/l=e
(solid lines denote momenta with massdashed ones This can be generalized to any Green’s function. To be
massless momenta). more comprehensive, the symbol*piimeans:

This result will serve as a standpoint to illustrate some L
relevant features of the FDR scheme. The outline of the 1- Parametrizing in terms gf
contribution is as follows: in sectionl 2 the method is _ ) o o
briefly reviewed:; in sectiofil3 the gauge-invariance prop- 2. using the partial fraction identity in order to decou-

erty of the method is illustrated; finally in sectioh 4, a tech ple the vacuum configurations (i.e. all integrands
nical remark on the treatment fermionic loops is made. that only depend on the unphysical scale
3. dropping the vacuum configurations, or more pre-
2 The FDR Method cisely subtracting from the integrand the logarithmic
infinities (an approach dubbedpological renor-
We will use the following notation : malization in [3€]);

_ 2 _ 2
Dp=@+p’-mg,  dg=mp-p*-2(@-p). (5) 4. integrating the finite part in 4 dimensions;

Consider, as the simplest example, . . . L
P P 5. taking the limity — 0, until a logarithmic diver-

1 gence is met (more rigorously - performing a first
Do D, order Taylor expansion aroupd= 0);
which is obviously an UV-divergentintegrand. Letus add 6. evaluating ali = ugr, Whereug is the renormaliza-
a small arbitrary magsto the loop momentung? — @ = tion scale which separates the UV regime from the
o? — u?, such that physical sector. The last point is equivalent to re-
turning to the finite part of the integrand the IR com-
lim __1 . ponent of the vacuum configuarations that had been
#=0 Do D, DoDp naively dropped altogether with the divergent one.
We can then use the partial fraction identities The FDR integral has all of the good properties that we
would like it to possess in order to perform calculations in
1 _ 1 (1+ ﬁ) (6) Quantum Field Theory. First of all, itis just an integrag, i.
Do o Do/’ it is a linear operator and it is invariant under shift of in-
1 1 dq tegration momenta, which in particular implies invariance
a = ? (1 + E) (7) under momentum routing (this cannot be achieved by sim-

ply adding a cut-& or a regularizing distribution). More-
1¢ > 0is a smallimaginary part allowing for the analytic conition ~ OVET, ItIS 4-d!men§|qnal, ﬂmte.and !ndependent of the uv
of the result to any value of regulatoru. Finally it is gauge-invariant by construction.
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The 42 in the last equation is a reminder of the tensorial

M structure of the original rank-2 integral; as such,fiee-
1 tively plays the role of af‘g” in the power-counting, as
= ? well as in the FDR expansion:
(@'q’; 12 .. 1], 2m fomt ot
. . . — =(qﬂq-:u2) 2 +TG+ —6_+ =2/
Figure 2. 1-loop topology of the universal divergent vacuum D q q gD g'D

integrand. The dot means that the propagaor is squared.
This means that this term is not killed in the limpit— O,
rather

2
3 Gauge Invariance f[d“q]% = in’m?.

Gauge-invariance is one of the key features of FDR, distin-Th;s type of contributions are essential to preserve gauge
guishing it from other 4-dimensional methods. Consider,inariance, equivalently to DR, when a finite term is ob-
as an example, the bosonic contribution to the amplitudggined as the product of a@( e)-term and a single pole

for_ theH — Yy process, rep_or_te_d in ed;:]_ (3): in the view- 1/ €. More explicitly one can prove that
point of gauge invariance this is interesting because of the

presence of a rational term independent of the kinematics. dg (-gd)k 4 (1A«
Indeed, it is obvious that terms conveying the kinemati- f = f[d q]ﬁ’
cal dependence are equivalent in FDR and DR; however, a "
potential ambiguity remains in the constant term, becausgyherei? = (q™)2 - ? is the e-dimensional part of an-
FDR and DR subract infinities at fiérent stages of the  yector, and the superscript)(denotes an object living in
calculation. In general, the rational term can be fixed byp, dimensions.

enforcing gauge-invariance [27,)28] or momentum-routing

invariancel[25] as extra constraints of the amplitude. Nev- . .

ertheless FDR and DR alike automatically respect gaugét Fe€rmions in FDR

invariance, thereby leading straightforwardly to the same, prief comment is due regarding the treatment of Dirac

correct constant. Obtaining €@l (3) in FDR is therefore ang, iy srings in FDR. How should the Dirac propagator,
evidence of the gauge invariance property of the method,

even more so because the calculation was performed in ar- i i(g+m)
bitrary R: gauge. g-m T

What guarantees gauge invariance in FDR? The shift
invariance of the FDR integral together with tgkobal be parametrized in terms @f? The guideline is again
treatment of u2: if everyg? of the amplitude is promotedto that of preserving the usual simplifications between nu-
its barred counter-pagf — 12, the usual simplifications be- merator and denominator, in order to ultimately respect
tween numerator and denominator can take place, therebgauge invariance. This can be achieved either by promot-
preserving gauge-invariance. For example, consider théng @ — T after calculating the trace (in 4 dimensions),

e 9)
MR Dy DY

trivial identity or by replacingg — @ = q + u directly in the strin@. In
) S the latter caseq is defined according to its position within
¢ 1 n? T _1 the string:

¥ 0 E F 5 @ _

(Ay™ ™) =(@xm) y™ .y @F () W)..).
with D = g? — . It still holds after subtracting? every- _ A URT
where, in the sense that by integrating in the FDR fashion! he sign of the firsfg is chosen arbitrarily; in the follow-

both sides of the second identity in €. (8) one obtains thdNd @ the sign is opposite if an even numbenefatrices

same result, i.e. occur between the twg's, and it is the same in the case
S 2 of an odd number of-matrices. And so on for all pairs of
f[d4q] q_2 — f[d4q] é + f[d4q] —. ﬂS-OCCUrrln-g. - . - 3 .
D D D This prescription is explicitely verified by ed (4), i.e.eth

. _ . _ fermionic contribution to the amplitude &f — yy.
This explains why @ and its associategf should never

be treated separately. However, there are cases in which .
a 2 does appear alone, for example when performing a2 Conclusions

tenso_rial redugtion (Passa_rino-VeItman reduction [37] in-l-he calculation of the amplitude for the Higgs decay into
FDR is extensively treated ia [20]); e.g. two photons stands as the first test of FDR in the elec-
q‘q’ v PR troweak theory, explicitely verifying - at 1-loop - that the
dig 2 = L | [d4q) - VeTt h
[d'd— 2 [dd = method respects gauge invariance, and providing a de-
D D tailed example of calculation [20]. We have made it clear

2 2

g* Q _u

= 4 f[d4Q] (jz + = |- 2Thanks also to the fact that FDR integrals involving odd preves
D D vanish [19].
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