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Abstract

This paper addresses perturbative aspects of the renormalization of a fermion with mass dimension one

non-minimally coupled to the electromagnetic field. Specifically, we calculate the one-loop corrections to the

propagators and vertex functions of the model and determine the one-loop beta function of the non-minimal

electromagnetic coupling. Additionally, we perform calculations of the two-loop corrections to the gauge

field propagator, demonstrating that it remains massless and transverse up to this order. We also find that

the non-minimal electromagnetic coupling can exhibit asymptotic freedom if a certain condition is satisfied.

As a potential dark matter candidate, these findings suggest that the field may decouple at high energies.

This aspect holds significance for calculating the relic abundance and freeze-out temperature of the field,

particularly in relation to processes involving the ordinary particles of the Standard Model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It dates from over two decades ago, the first version of fermionic mass dimension one fields as

candidates to dark matter [1]. Since then, the field has undergone modifications in the formulation

to conciliate it with Lorentz symmetries (for a broad discussion and physical consequences, see [?

]).

Recent advancements in the theory of fermionic fields characterized by mass dimension one

have been made [3]. These developments have revealed that the field possesses a two-fold Wigner

degeneracy [4], effectively doubling its degrees of freedom. Consequently, the field exhibits complete

Poincarè symmetry. The resulting construction provides a first-principle candidate for dark matter,

considering that constraints significantly impact the feasible interactions with standard matter

fields, necessitating perturbative renormalizability. While certain potential couplings can still be

achieved through a Higgs portal (refer to [5] for an analysis based on the earlier version of the

field), it is conceivable that an additional field associated with a hidden dark sector’s U(1) gauge

symmetry may exist [6].

The renormalization of the previous version of the model, specifically in the absence of gauge

interactions, was examined in Ref. [7]. The findings from that investigation indicate that the

obtained physical results also apply to the current scenario. Building upon this prior work, the

objective of our study is to extend the analysis by incorporating a gauge interaction. To accomplish

this, we employ dimensional regularization to evaluate the one-loop renormalization of fermions

with mass dimension one that are non-minimally coupled to the electromagnetic field. Notably,

we consider the presence of a renormalizable non-minimal coupling term ẽ
¬
λ [γµ, γν ]λF

µν , which

is allowed by gauge symmetry and has been proposed as a potential source for an effective mass

term for the photon [1]. The primary result presented in this paper is the demonstration that

photon propagation remains massless and transverse up to the two-loop order. This achievement

corroborates the transverse aspect of photon self-energy tensor found very recently, via symmetry

arguments, in the comprehensive study of Ref. [8].

The structure of this paper is as follows: In the subsequent section, we begin by outlining the

fundamental characteristics of the mass dimension one field with Wigner degeneracy and establish

the framework of the model. Section III investigates the one-loop self-energy of the mass dimension

one fermion, photon self-energies, vertex function renormalization, and the beta function. Section

IV presents the results for the two-loop gauge field self-energy. Certain integrals are provided in

the appendix, alongside the main text, for the sake of brevity. Lastly, we offer concluding remarks
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in the final section. It is important to emphasize that throughout this paper, we adopt natural

units in which the values of c and ℏ are set to unity, as well as the convention for the spacetime

signature of (+−−−).

II. DEFINITION OF THE MODEL

There are specific R⊕L spin 1/2 representations of the Lorentz group given in the rest frame

by

ξ(0, 1) =
√
m


0

i

1

0

 , ξ(0, 2) =
√
m


−i

0

0

1

 , (1)

ξ(0, 3) =
√
m


1

0

0

−i

 , ξ(0, 4) =
√
m


0

1

i

0

 , (2)

and

ζ(0, 1) =
√
m


i

0

0

1

 , ζ(0, 2) =
√
m


0

i

−1

0

 , (3)

ζ(0, 3) =
√
m


0

1

−i

0

 , ζ(0, 4) =
√
m


−1

0

0

−i

 , (4)

with the property of being eigenspinors (with eigenvalues ±1) of the charge conjugation operator

C =

 O σ2

−σ2 O

K, (5)

where K complex conjugates functions and spinors to its right. Therefore, the two above sets of

spinors are neutral in this sense. The arbitrary momentum spinors can be derived by applying a

boost operator D(L(p)) belonging to the direct sum of right-handed and left-handed representa-

tions, denoted as R ⊕ L. For further details, please refer to Refs. [3] and [2]. Consequently, we
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define a quantum field whose expansion coefficients are determined by the aforementioned spinors

as follows:

λ(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1√

2mE(p)

×
∑
σ

[
a(p, σ)ξ(p, σ)e−ip·x + b†(p, σ)ζ(p, σ)eip·x

]
. (6)

It can be verified that boost and translations are naturally accommodated by the field definition

and, in Ref. [3], it is shown that rotational symmetry is also accomplished as far as the doubling of

degrees of freedom, encompassed by the Wigner degeneracy, is present. In this case, the annihilation

and creation operators respect fermionic statistics, leading to the so-called mass dimension one

fermionic (MDOF) field. It is important to refer to Refs [3, 8] for a complete account on the

darkness of such a field.

The dual of Elko spinors cannot be identical to the standard one, as it is evident from the

observation that Elkos have zero norms under the Dirac dual. For a formal account on the possi-

bility of dual definitions, one can refer to Appendix A.1 of the Ref. [2]. Introducing the quantity

D = γµp
µ/m, the Elko dual can be defined by

¬
ξ (p, σ) = [+D ξ(p, σ)]† γ0, (7)

¬
ζ (p, σ) = [−D ζ(p, σ)]† γ0, (8)

and hence we are led to

¬
λ(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1√

2mE(p)

×
∑
σ

[
a†(p, σ)

¬
ξ (p, σ)eip·x + b(p, σ)

¬
ζ (p, σ)e−ip·x

]
,

as the field adjoint. We can obtain, after applying λ and
¬
λ upon in or out states, the following

Feynman rules for the external legs for the MDOF particle and antiparticle, respectively

ξ(p, σ)√
m

=

¬
ξ (p, σ)√

m
=

¬
ζ (p, σ)√

m
=

ζ(p, σ)√
m

= .

It can be verified that the Feynman-Dyson propagator for the MDOF field is proportional to

the Klein-Gordon one, from which the mass dimension one can be read and the free Hamiltonian

is positive definite.
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We now present the Lagrangian that describes the coupling between fermions with mass dimen-

sion one (λ) and a U(1) gauge field, as given in Ref. [3]

L = −(1 + δ3)

4
FµνFµν +

1

2
(1 + δ2)∂µ

¬
λ∂µλ− m2

2
(1 + δm2)

¬
λλ

+ẽ(1 + δ1)
¬
λ [γµ, γν ]λF

µν − g(1 + δg)(
¬
λλ)2 + LGF , (9)

where ẽ represents the MDOF/gauge-field non-minimal coupling constant and LGF is the gauge-

fixing Faddeev-Popov Lagrangian. The counterterms δi are obtained from field redefinitions λ →

Z
1/2
2 λ and Aµ → Z

1/2
3 Aµ, along with the following relationships:

Z2 = 1 + δ2;

Z3 = 1 + δ3;

m2Zm2 = (1 + δm2)m2 = m2
0Z2;

ẽZ1 = ẽ(1 + δ1) = ẽ0Z2Z
1/2
3 ;

gZg = g(1 + δg) = g0Z
2
2 , (10)

where ẽ0 and g0 represent the bare coupling constants.

The propagators of the model in terms of the renormalized quantities are given by

SF (p) = ⟨Tλ(p)
¬
λ(−p)⟩ = 2i 1

p2 −m2
; (11a)

∆µν(p) = ⟨TAµ(p)Aν(−p)⟩ = − i

p2

(
ηµν − (1− ξ)

pµpν

p2

)
. (11b)

III. THE ONE-LOOP RENORMALIZATION

Let us show the obtained results, case by case, starting from the MDOF self-energy.

A. The one-loop MDOF self-energy

The one-loop contributions to the MDOF self-energy are depicted in Figure 1. We use a set of

MATHEMATICA packages to generate and manipulate the amplitudes[9–12]. The corresponding

expressions for the first diagram are given by

Σ1(p) = 2ig

∫
d4k

(2π)4
tr1− 1

k2 −m2
= − 3g

8π2
A0

(
m2
)
= −3gm2

8π2ϵ
+ finite, (12)

where ϵ = (4 − D)/2 and A0

(
m2
)
is a Passarino-Veltman (PaVe) integral. We use the same

notations and conventions for PaVe integrals as the Ref.[9].
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For the second diagram, we have

Σ2(p) = 8iẽ

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[(γ · (p− k)).γν − γν .(γ · (p− k))] [(γ · (k − p)).γµ − γµ.(γ · (k − p))]

(k2 −m2)(k − p)2

×
(
gµν +

(1− ξ) (k − p)µ(p− k)ν

(k − p)2

)
=

2ẽ2
[
A0

(
m2
) (

(D − 2)(γ · p)2 + p2
)
− (D − 2)

(
m2 + p2

) (
(γ · p)2 − p2

)
B0

(
p2, 0,m2

)]
π2p2

=
6ẽ2m2

π2ϵ
+ finite. (13)

Summing these diagrams and adding the counterterm contribution, Figure 1-(3), we have

Σ(p) =
1

2

(
δ2p

2 −m2δm2

)
−

3m2
(
g − 16ẽ2

)
8π2ϵ

+ finite. (14)

Finally, imposing finiteness over minimal subtraction renormalization scheme (MS), we find the

counterterms

δm2 =
3(16ẽ2 − g)

4π2ϵ
, δ2 = 0. (15)

Notice that, unlike the Dirac fermions coupled to photons, the wave-function counterterm is van-

ishing for the MDOF field at one-loop order. Besides, Ref. [7] demonstrated that the MDOF

four-point function is finite, and this property persists even in gauge interactions.

B. The photon self-energy

The diagrams of the photon self-energy are depicted in Fig. 2. The corresponding expression

is given by

Πµν(p) = −8iẽ2 tr

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[(γ · p)γν − γν(γ · p)] [(γ · p).γµ − γµ(γ · p)]

(k2 −m2) ((k − p)2 −m2)

= −16ẽ2

π2
B0

(
p2,m2,m2

) (
p2gµν − pµpν

)
=

16ẽ2

π2ϵ

(
p2gµν − pµpν

)
+ finite. (16)

Adding the couterterm and imposing finiteness, we find

δ3 =
16ẽ2

π2ϵ
. (17)

This is a remarkable result. In Ref. [1], it was mentioned by the authors that the interaction term

ẽλ̄[γµ, γν ]λF
µν could impact the propagation of the photon by inducing an effective mass term.

However, as indicated by Eq.(16), it appears that this is not the case, as the one-loop photon

propagation remains transverse and massless. We shall revisit this point in the next section,

studying two-loop effects.
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C. The vertex function renormalization

The diagrams of the electromagnetic vertex function are depicted in Fig. 3. The corresponding

expression is given by

Γµ
1 (p1, p2) = −128ẽ3

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(γµ γ · (p1 + p2)− γ · (p1 + p2)γ

µ)

((k + p2)2 −m2) ((k − p1)2 −m2)

= −8iẽ3

π2
[γµ γ · (p1 + p2)− γ · (p1 + p2)γ

µ] B0

(
(p1 + p2)

2,m2,m2
)

= −8iẽ3

π2ϵ
[γµ γ · (p1 + p2)− γ · (p1 + p2)γ

µ] + finite, (18)

where we have used the momentum conservation p3 = p1 + p2.

The second diagram gives

Γµ
2 (p1, p2) = 4ẽg

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(γµ γ · (p1 + p2)− γ · (p1 + p2)γ

µ)

((k + p2)2 −m2) ((k − p1)2 −m2)

=
iẽg

2π2
[γµ γ · (p1 + p2)− γ · (p1 + p2)γ

µ] B0

(
(p1 + p2)

2,m2,m2
)

=
iẽg

2π2ϵ
[γµ γ · (p1 + p2)− γ · (p1 + p2)γ

µ] + finite. (19)

Adding these contributions to the vertex counterterm, we have

Γµ(p1, p2) = −i

(
ẽ(16ẽ2 − g)

2π2ϵ
+ 2ẽδ1

)
[γµ γ · (p1 + p2)− γ · (p1 + p2)γ

µ] + finite, (20)

from which imposing finiteness we find

δ1 =
g − 16ẽ2

4π2ϵ
. (21)

D. The one-loop beta function

The Lagrangian given in Eq. (9) shows that the relation between bare and renormalized cou-

plings is expressed as Z1ẽ = µ−2ϵẽ0Z2Z
1/2
3 . The MDOF wave-function renormalization constant

Z2, equal to (1+δ2), is unity. As a result, the beta function for the electric charge can be expressed

as

β(ẽ) = lim
ϵ→0

µ
dẽ

dµ
=

ẽ

2π2

(
g − 48ẽ2

)
, (22)

where we can see that the non-minimal electromagnetic coupling can be asymptotically free if

g < 48ẽ2.
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IV. THE TWO-LOOP GAUGE FIELD SELF-ENERGY

This section focuses on obtaining the two-loop corrections to the gauge-field propagation. This

process involves the two-loop diagrams depicted in Fig.4 and the one-loop diagrams with a coun-

terterm insertion shown in Fig.5.

Our approach to computing the two-loop diagrams is similar to that described in Ref.[13].

Naturally, each diagram i should have the most general (Lorentz Invariant) form Πµν
i (p) =

ηµνp2 Ai(p) + pµpνBi(p), from which Ai(p) and Bi(p) can be obtained through the projections:

Ai =
1

(D − 1)p2

(
ηµν −

pµpν
p2

)
Πµν

i ,

Bi = − 1

(D − 1)p2

(
ηµν −D

pµpν
p2

)
Πµν

i .

By summing over the diagrams, we obtain the expected result Π(p) =
∑

iAi(p) = −
∑

iBi(p),

which implies that the photon polarization tensor has the transverse form. In these calculations,

we reduced the scalar two-loop integrals using the Tarasov algorithm[14], with the assistance of the

computational package TARCER [15]. The resulting scalar two-loop integrals table can be found

in [16].

The two-loop gauge field self-energy, depicted in Fig.4, is given by

Πµν
2l (p) = (ηµνp2 − pµpν)Π2l(p), (23)

where

Π2l(p) =
1024(D − 2)ẽ2 (A0(m

2))2

(4π)D(D − 1)m2p2 (4m2 − p2)

[
16ẽ2

((
−D2 +D + 3

)
p2 + 4(D − 4)m2

)
+ 3(D − 1)gp2

]
+
16384ẽ2 A0(m

2)B0(p
2,m2,m2)

(4π)D(D − 1)m2 (4m2 − p2)

[
ẽ2
(
2(D((D − 7)D + 19)− 19)m2 + (D − 4)(D − 2)p2

)
−3

8
(D − 3)(D − 1)gm2

]
+

1024ẽ2(B0(p
2,m2,m2))2

(4π)D

[
16((D − 8)D + 13)ẽ2

D − 1
+ g

]
− 32768(D − 4)ẽ4

(4π)D(D − 1)p2

[
(D − 3)J

(D)
{1,m},{1,m},{1,0} +

(
p2 − 4m2

)
J
(D)
{2,m},{1,m},{1,0}

]
, (24)

with the integrals J defined as in Ref.[15]. Expanding above expression around D = 4 and p2 ≈ 0,

we have

Π2l(p) = −
4ẽ2
(
16ẽ2 − g

)
π4ϵ2

+
4ẽ2
(
16ẽ2 − g

)
π4ϵ

(
2 log

(
m2

µ2

)
+ 2γE − 3− 2 log (4π)

)
+O(p2), (25)

where ϵ = (4−D)/2 and µ is a mass scale introduced by the dimensional regularization.
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The one-loop diagrams with insertions of counterterms are given by

ΠCT (p) = −32ẽ2

π2

[
(δ1 − δ2)B0

(
p2,m2,m2

)
+m2(δm2 − δ2)C0

(
0, p2, p2,m2,m2,m2

)]
=

16ẽ2

π2

[
(4δ1 − 5δ2 + δm2) + 2

(δ1 − δ2)(ϵ(γE − 2− log(4π))− 1)

ϵ
+ 2(δ1 − δ2) log

(
m2

µ2

)]
+O(p2). (26)

Substituting the counterterms Eqs. (15) and (21) into (26), and adding it to the Eq. (25), we

finally have the UV divergent part of the two-loop corrections to the gauge field propagation as

Πµν
2l (p

2) =

(
4ẽ2
(
16ẽ2 − g

)
π4ϵ2

+O(p2)

)(
ηµνp2 − pµpν

)
. (27)

It is important to emphasize that the interaction term ẽ
¬
λ [γµ, γν ]λF

µν does not lead to an

effective mass term, contrary to what is suggested in [1], as it can be seen from Eqs. (25) and (26),

the photon propagation remains massless and transverse up to the two-loop order.

V. FINAL REMARKS

Our study focuses on investigating the role of the MDOF field in Quantum Electrodynamics

(QED) within the framework of renormalization at one and two-loop orders. Notably, we observe

a distinction between Dirac and MDOF field regarding the vanishing wave-function counterterm.

Additionally, our results reveal that the photon propagation remains massless and transverse up

to the two-loop order. An important result of our study is that the non-minimal electromagnetic

coupling can exhibit asymptotic freedom if the condition g < 48ẽ2 is satisfied.

This finding has profound implications for the behavior of the MDOF field at high energies. It

suggests that the MDOF field has the potential to decouple from other particles and interactions

at these energy scales. This aspect is relevant when considering the MDOF field as a candidate for

dark matter. It implies that the MDOF field may behave differently from other matter fields at high

energies, which has implications for calculating its relic abundance and freeze-out temperature. In

particular, it impacts processes involving the interactions between the MDOF field and the ordinary

particles of the Standard Model.

Furthermore, future investigations can expand upon our calculations by incorporating gravi-

tational corrections and exploring higher energy scales. Such analyses would shed light on more

intriguing aspects of the primordial universe and cosmological applications involving the MDOF

particle as a constituent of dark matter.
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Appendix A: Integrals notations

We are adopting the same notations and conventions for Passarino-Veltman (PaVe) one-loop

integrals as the Ref.[9]. The integrals appearing in our work are

A0(m
2) =

∫
dDk

iπ2

1

k2 −m2
; (A1)

B0(p
2,m2,m2) =

∫
dDk

iπ2

1

(k2 −m2)((k − p)2 −m2)
; (A2)

C0

(
0, p2, p2,m2,m2,m2

)
=

∫
dDk

iπ2

1

(k2 −m2)2((k + p)2 −m2)
. (A3)

The two-loop integrals in this work are labeled in accordance with Ref. [15]. We will now

provide a quotation of the two-loop integrals that appear in our calculations:

J
(D)
{1,m},{1,m},{1,0} =

∫∫
dDk1 dDk2

πD

1

(k21 −m2)((k1 − k2)2 −m2)(k2 − p)2
; (A4)

J
(D)
{2,m},{1,m},{1,0} =

∫∫
dDk1 dDk2

πD

1

(k21 −m2)2((k1 − k2)2 −m2)(k2 − p)2
. (A5)

[1] D. V. Ahluwalia and D. Grumiller, JCAP 07, 012 (2005) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2005/07/012

[arXiv:hep-th/0412080 [hep-th]].

[2] D. V. Ahluwalia, J. M. H. da Silva, C. Y. Lee, Y. X. Liu, S. H. Pereira and M. M. Sorkhi, Phys. Rept.

967, 1-43 (2022) doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2022.04.003 [arXiv:2205.04754 [hep-ph]].

[3] D. V. Ahluwalia, J. M. Hoff da Silva and C. Y. Lee, Nucl. Phys. B 987, 116092 (2023)

doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116092 [arXiv:2212.13114 [physics.gen-ph]].

[4] E. P. Wigner, in Group theoretical concepts and methods in elementary particle Physics: Lectures of

the Istanbul Summer School of theoretical physics, 1962, edited by F. Gursey, pp. 564–607, Gordon and

Breach, 1964.

[5] A. Alves, F. de Campos, M. Dias and J. M. Hoff da Silva, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 30, no.01, 1550006

(2015) doi:10.1142/S0217751X15500062 [arXiv:1401.1127 [hep-ph]].

[6] For a review and references see, R. Essig et al., arXiv:1311.0029 [hep-ph].

10

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0412080
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.04754
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.13114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.1127
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.0029


[7] G. P. de Brito, J. M. Hoff Da Silva and V. Nikoofard, Eur. Phys. J. ST 229, no.11, 2023-2034 (2020)

doi:10.1140/epjst/e2020-900272-4 [arXiv:1912.02912 [hep-th]].

[8] G. B. de Gracia, A. A. Nogueira, and R. da Rocha, Nucl. Phys. B 992, 116227 (2023)

doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116227 [arXiv:2302.06948 [hep-ph]].

[9] R. Mertig and M. Bahm and A. Denne, Comp. Phys. Comm. 64, 345 (1991); V. Shtabovenko, R. Mer-

tig and F. Orellana, Comput. Phys. Commun. 207, 432-444 (2016) doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2016.06.008

[arXiv:1601.01167 [hep-ph]]; V. Shtabovenko, R. Mertig and F. Orellana, Comput. Phys. Commun.

256, 107478 (2020) doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107478 [arXiv:2001.04407 [hep-ph]].

[10] T. Hahn, Comput. Phys. Commun. 140, 418-431 (2001) doi:10.1016/S0010-4655(01)00290-9 [arXiv:hep-

ph/0012260 [hep-ph]].

[11] N. D. Christensen and C. Duhr, Comput. Phys. Commun. 180, 1614-1641 (2009)

doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2009.02.018 [arXiv:0806.4194 [hep-ph]]; A. Alloul, N. D. Christensen, C. Degrande,

C. Duhr and B. Fuks, Comput. Phys. Commun. 185, 2250-2300 (2014) doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2014.04.012

[arXiv:1310.1921 [hep-ph]].

[12] V. Shtabovenko, Comput. Phys. Commun. 218, 48-65 (2017) doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2017.04.014

[arXiv:1611.06793 [physics.comp-ph]].

[13] L. I. Bevilaqua, M. Dias, A. C. Lehum, C. R. Senise, Jr., A. J. da Silva and H. Souza, Phys. Rev. D

104, no.12, 12 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.125001 [arXiv:2105.12577 [hep-th]].

[14] O. V. Tarasov, Nucl. Phys. B 502, 455-482 (1997) doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00376-3 [arXiv:hep-

ph/9703319 [hep-ph]].

[15] R. Mertig and R. Scharf, Comput. Phys. Commun. 111, 265-273 (1998) doi:10.1016/S0010-

4655(98)00042-3 [arXiv:hep-ph/9801383 [hep-ph]].

[16] S. P. Martin, Phys. Rev. D 68, 075002 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ph/0307101 [hep-ph]]; S. P. Martin and

D. G. Robertson, Comput. Phys. Commun. 174, 133-151 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0501132 [hep-ph]].

11

http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02912
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.06948
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.01167
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.04407
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012260
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012260
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.4194
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.1921
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.06793
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.12577
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703319
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703319
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9801383
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0307101
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0501132


Figure 1: The one-loop ELKO self-energy. Continuous, dashed and wavy lines represent ELKO, auxiliary

and photon propagators, respectively.

Figure 2: The one-loop photon self-energy.

Figure 3: The one-loop corrections to the vertex function.
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Figure 4: The two-loop corrections to the gauge field propagation.

Figure 5: One-loop corrections to the propagation of the gauge field with the insertion of a single counterterm.
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