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John Morales!?,

order by calculating the decay widthsh — W+*W~ and h — nrn~.

calculations, that unitarity isfulfilled for the processh — nttn—.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model (SM) of the electroweak interactions,
based on the SU (2). ® U(1)y gauge symmetry [1], is a suc-
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The Equivalence Theorem is commonly used to calculate perturbatively amplitudes involving gauge bosons
at energy scales higher than gauge boson masses. However, when the scalar sector is strongly interacting the
theory is non-perturbative. We show that the Equivalence Theorem holds in the large N limit at next-to-leading
We also show, in the same scheme of
tudinally polarized gauge bosons reads [11]
M) AMmn) \ 2
A(h—ZZ WW) =~ i(m 1428 62.1 .
(h—2z,WW) (“)<+ 602 1672
(€

cessful theory and agrees with most experimental results
[2]. However, the scalar sector responsible for the symme-
try breaking of the SM is not well known and it has not been
tested yet. This sector gives masses to the particles of the
model, fermions and gauge fields, when the scalar field has
a non vanishing Vacuum Expectation Value (VEV) after the
symmetry breaking. In the scalar sector a Higgs particle ap-
pearswith amass given by m2 = 2\v2, where A isthe coupling
constant of the self-interactingtermandv isthe VEV (v =~ 246
GeV). my is an unknown parameter so far.

Nevertheless, the precision tests of the SM impose strong
bounds to the Higgs mass when the scalar sector is weakly-
coupled. The results from LEP Electroweak Working Group
analysisyield mp = 11482 GeV (68% CL) [3], and an upper
limit of m, < 260 GeV with one-sided 95% CL [3]. Thedirect
search of the Higgs boson done at LEP gives a lower limit of
myp, > 114.4 GeV [3]. On the other hand, it is possible to have
different models beyond the SM with a heavy Higgs with a
mass lying in the TeV scale for a strongly interacting scalar
sector. However, for this scenario to be held, the new physics
contributions must cancel those onesintroduced by the heavy
Higgs particle at low energies [4].

If the SM is an effective theory derived from a more funda-
mental one, then thereis an associated A scale for the appear-
ance of new physics. The use of theoretical arguments, like
unitarity [5], triviality [6] and vacuum stability [7], may allow
to get constraints for these two parameters (A, my,) [8].

The upper limit for the Higgs mass can be obtained by triv-
iality considerations in the Higgs sector [9]. When the quar-
tic coupling constant A in the scalar sector of the Higgs po-
tential is renormalized introducing a cut-off A, the coupling
goes to zero when A goes to infinity, implying that my, goes
to zero. Thisis not the case for the SM, because it needs a
massive scalar particle at low energies to explain experimen-
tal results, and then the SM can be considered as an effective
theory below a given energy scale. If we knew this scale we
could predict the Higgs mass. Further, if the SM had a Higgs
with a mass around 1 TeV, then the scalar sector would be
strongly interacting and the underlying theory would become
non-perturbative[10].

The amplitude for a heavy Higgs decaying into two longi-

By considering that in the perturbation expansion the A2 term
must be smaller than the A term, it isfound that A(mp) ~ 7 im-
plyingthat mj, =~ 1 TeV. On the other hand, using the scattering
processWW — ZZ mediated by aHiggs particle, which might
be important in future collider experimentslike LHC and lin-
ear colliders, the cross section for energies /s >> my, at two
loops level isgiven by [12]

1 A(s A(s) |2
o(s) = 8nsx(s)2 1—42.65%732—#2477.9 <—1én)2> } .
@

This cross section is negative for some values of A which
means that the perturbative expansion breaks down. Consid-
ering that the A term must be smaller than the A term, a nec-
essary condition to have a convergent seriesis A ~ 4, in this
case mp &~ 700 GeV [13]. The above scenarios correspond to
thelimit between weakly-coupled and strongly-coupled scalar
sectors.

Inthe Marciano and Willenbrock paper [14] they calculated
the decays of a heavy Higgs boson up to O (gm2/mg, ) in per-
turbation theory using the Equivalence Theorem (ET) [15],
from which the amplitude with gauge bosons longitudinally
polarized at energies O (g2 >> mg,) is equivalent to the same
amplitude but changing the corresponding longitudinal com-
ponents by the would-be Goldstone bosons. For Higgs masses
of the order of mp ~ 1 TeV and m,, ~ 1.3 TeV the radiative
corrections for the decay h — W "W~ are 7.3% and 12%, re-
spectively. At this scale the scalar sector is strongly-coupled
and the theory is non-perturbative. It is obvious that the am-
plitude at next-to-leading order breaksthe perturbative expan-
sion because al Feynman rules are proportional to the Higgs
mass. For strongly interacting models is necessary to use a
non-perturbativemethod to cal cul ate radiative corrections and
get bounded amplitudes. While it has been shown that the ET
holds order by order in perturbation theory, it has not been
confirmed that it does in non-perturbative cal cul ations.

Due to the importance of studying the Higgs dynamicsin
non-perturbative regimes, aformalism was introduced in Ref.
[16] which uses Chiral Perturbation Theory(yPT) [17]. Am-
plitudes are obtained as a power expansion in the energy, this
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implies that the conventional ET does not hold anymore [18].
Thus, anew formalism is necessary to have an effective theory
[19].

The large N limit is an alternative approach that predicts
bounded positive defined amplitudes, consistent with pion dis-
persion [20], and useful to study the symmetry breaking of the
strongly interacting sector [21]. The scalar sector of the SM
can bemodelled by aLinear SigmaModel O(4) and then gen-
eralized toamode! with O(N + 1) symmetry. This method has
been applied to study the Higgs boson at TeV energy scales
[10, 22]. We show that the large N limit can predict ampli-
tudes that fulfill the ET and the unitarity condition at next-to-
leading order for the SM, with a strongly interacting scalar
sector, by usingtheh — W W~ and h — ™~ processes.

In section 2 we introduce the Gauged Linear Sigma Model
O(N +1). In section 3 we calculate the Higgs decay widths,
h—WTW~ andh — n™r~, inthelarge N limit and we show
that the ET holds at next-to-leading order. In section 4 we
show that the amplitude h — n*n~ satisfies unitarity in the
large N limit. In section 5 we give our conclusions.

Il. THE O(N+1) MODEL

It is well known that the Linear Sigma Model represents
the symmetry breaking O(N + 1) — O(N) with N would-
be Goldstone bosons which belong to the fundamental irre-
ducible representation of the remaining symmetry O(N). For
the purposes of this work the woul d-be Goldstone bosons will
be named like pions n. For a gauge invariant model under
SU (2)L ®U (1)y local symmetry the large N limit for the SM
isdefined as

Lg = Lym + (Dy®) " (DH®) -V (@?)

with®' = (n1, 15, - -, 7y, 0) and ®2 = ®Td. Asusual Lyy is
the Yang-Mills Lagrangian of the SM and the covariant deriv-
ativeis defined as

where T+ = —(i/2)M" arethe generators of the SU (2) . gauge
group and TR = —(i/2)M" is the generator of the U(1)y
4gauge group. The M matrices are given by [23]
M = —i(578% — 8789

which belong to an irreducible representation of the O(N + 1)
Lieagebrawithi,j=123anda,b=212,... N+ 1 The
matrices which belong to the adjoint representation of the
SU(2), Lieagebraare given by

000 — 00+ --0
00 — 0 000 - —
0+ 0 0 - 000
ME = [ ME=|.. .. ......
RESENEIRY RERENERN
0+0:-0
- 000
000 - +
My = [
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and, the corresponding matrix for theU (1)y Lieagebrareads

0+0--0
- 00 0
000 -
MY =|..........
00+ -0

where dots represent zeros. In this form we have a global
O(N + 1) symmetry with alocal SU (2). ® U (1)y symmetry.

The Higgs potential, invariant under O(N + 1), can be writ-
ten as

V(@) = 202 1 (0?2 @

Aligningthe vacuum state as ()0 = (0, ..., V), with®? = v? =
2u? /A, the global symmetry O(N + 1) is broken to O(N) and
the local symmetry is broken as SU (2)L @ U (1)y — U(1)q.
By defining the Higgsfield ash = 6 — v, wefind the following
expression

1 1
Ly = LYM-|—E(Dpna)T(D“na)+§(Duh)T(D”h) (4)
_ %mﬁhz—X(n2+h2)2—4kvh(n2+h2).

The gauge boson masses are obtained from the kinetic term,

1 /gvy\2 1/g'v\? gg'v2
5(7) W§W§+§<7 BuBY — = WiBY  (5)

where the mass eigenstates are given by

W,h = (Wi - iw?)/v2

Wu7 = (Wul + IWMZ)/\/E (6)
Z, = cosbwW,’—sin6y By
Ay = sinbwW,? + cosbw By,

and 6y is the Weinberg angle with tanéw = g'/g. The Wui
fields, with my = gv/2 =~ 80.6 GeV masses, are the charged
gauge bosons, and the Z,, field, with mz = v(g2+g¢'%)/2/2 ~
91.2 GeV mass, isthe weak neutral gauge boson. TheA , field
is the massless photon.

The Lagrangian has terms of the form g 2va“nanj" /4, mix-
ing gauge bosonswith would-be Goldstone bosons, which can
be cancelled by gauge fixing. We choose the Landau gauge
(€ = 0) becausein this gauge alot of Feynman diagrams can-
cel or suppress, the i, fields do not coupleto the ghost fields,
and their propagators are massless. The final Lagrangian can
be written as



Brazilian Journal of Physics, vol. 35, no. 3A, September, 2005

1

599

—5Malina — %h(D +m2)h — A2 +h?)2

— 4wvh(n24h?) — %aunl(wjng - WuZTCg)

— %a“nz(wplft3 — WSTI:l) — gauﬂ:3(Wuthl prlTCz)

+ goPh(Wy - 7) — %(nlaunz — mp0ym1)BH — go,hnaB

l - - l
+ Em&ku WH - EméBuB“ — my mgW, B

2
g = -

L (W) (W) +

8
12
+ %HZBUB“ -

9 am v
+ §h2wu-w“+

99’
4
g?v
2
99’

g?

\'
7 NByB"

9g'v, .3
5w BH

R
hW“-W“Jr?B“B“n-n

h2w, 2B —

/
+ Bwgert - Bongp, Wi+ Winz)

09’

+ o'mwBu(W'mo —Wim) + 7Bu(wl”nz —Wim)h

+ Lym.

Thus we have a gauge theory spontaneously broken with the
7 = (11, 72, 3) fields asthe woul d-be Gol dstone bosons of the
broken symmetry SU (2),. @ U (1)y /U (1)q and 5 fields as the
would-be Goldstone bosons of the broken global symmetry
O(N +1)/O(N).

The theory for the large N limit makes sense when N — o
and gives rise to finite amplitudes for different processes. To
get finite amplitudesis necessary to choose appropriate para-
metersin thelarge N limit. We will take the following defini-
tion

A~ 1/N 6)

in order to use perturbative expansion of the strongly interact-
ing sector as a function of the A parameter. With this defini-
tion, physical masses must be finite and independent of N in
thelargeN limit. From the masses

202 ~ const

mh ==
2,2
2 gv
mg = >— ~const
W 4
2 12\\,2
m: = chonst 9)
|
213
m
rh—wHw-) = 2 - {1—
64rmy,
2m3
rh—ntn) = gy

>
64rtmy;,

™)

we obtain for the other parameters of the model in the large N
limit the following values

vae VN, gr1/VN, ¢ = 1/VN. (10)

Finally, we obtain the Feynman rules necessary to calculate
the decay widthsfor h — W W~ andh — ntn~ in the large
N limit, see Fig. 1.

I11. THE HIGGSBOSON DECAY AND THE
EQUIVALENCE THEOREM

The SM in the large N limit is associated with the O(N +
1)/O(N) and SU(2)L ® U (1)y /U (1)q global and local sym-
metry breaking schemes respectively. We can calculate the
amplitudesfor h — W W~ andh — 't~ decaysin order to
show that the ET holdsin the proposed scenario.

Feynman diagrams at tree level in this approximation are of
the order of O(g) or O(g’) and of the order of O(1/+/N) inthe
largeN limit . The decay widths at tree level forh — W W~
andh — "~ processes are given by

I

4md, } Y2 [ L 4mg  omf

2 2 Z
My, mp my,

11)



600

w
h_ig gmy
S L WW
Wi
‘IT,+
___h_ _iﬂ
2my /N
-
Ta Tc
_gPm@
= — 0ap0,
>< |4"’6\/N abOcd
Ty Td

_p

,Ma

nt

John Morales et. al.

Ta
> h . oy,
S L T
2my+v/N
T
Ta ot
= — gznﬁ dab
4n‘6\,N
Ty -

2

Figure 1. Feynman rules in the Landau gauge for the SM in the large N limit

To obtain the amplitudes at next-to-leading order is neces-
sary to introduce the radiative corrections. First we calculate
the self-energy of the scalar particle h, whose Feynman dia-
grams at next-to-leading order are shown in Fig. 2. In this
case, the self-energy at one loop level with &, fields into the
loopsis of the order of 1/N times N where N is the number of
degrees of freedom running into theloop. Therefore, radiative
corrections are of the order of one in the large N limit. The

same analysis can be done for the self-energy diagram with |
loops. It hastwo verticeswith hrtr and | — 1 verticeswith four
o and is of the order of (1/v/N)2(1/N)'~* timesN' the num-
ber of pion fields running into the | loops. Consequently, the
self-energy diagram with | loops is of the order of onein the
large N limit. However, the one irreducible particle function
(1IP) for self-energy diagram with Wui, Z, into the loop is of
the order of 1/N, which isnegligiblein the large N limit.

Figure 2. Next-to-leading order Feynman diagrams that contribute to the self-energy of the Higgs boson in the large N limit

After doing all calculations by using dimensional regular-
ization, with d = 4 — ¢ integrals from the loops, we find (see
appendix)

iy
8mg, 4
Lff%ﬁlq

—illh(0?) = (12)

with I given by
_ _1og® i
Iq716n2 <A+2 Ioguz m)
whereA = 2/e+log4n — v, and plisthe renormalization scale.

The choice of the renormalization scale p is arbitrary. There-
fore, we shall adopt p~ 1 TeV as a reasonable choice. We

(13
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have taken into account that only the one irreducible particle  tional to 1/N and in the large N limit we obtain that

functions are important in perturbation theory for the renor-

malization of parameters such as the mass and the wave func-

tion [24)]. Zns =y =2z, = 1. (15)
From the self-energy calculation the wave function renor-

malization of the Higgs boson can be obtained as . .
To calculate the Higgs decays at this order, vertex correc-

) tions have to beincluded as well, as shown in Fig. 3.

20y : 5 (14)
<1+ mggw’éf (A+2— log, — in)) -

The contributionsto n, W+ and Z,, self-energies are propor-

Zy =1+

Figure 3. Feynman diagrams in the large N limit which contribute to vertex interactions. (a) h—WW~, (b) h— ntn~

Theradiative corrections of hW W~ vertex displayed in Fig. 3(a) are suppressed since they are of the order of 1/N 2 becoming
negligiblein our approximation. The hW *W~ vertex can be written at thislevel as

n
Wi

h___@i _ igw%. (16)

For the hn*rt~ vertex corrections shown in Fig. 3(b), the pions into the loops give the most important contributions and can be
written as

h"'@ T2 _i?/N 1 ; P _j
My E+128W%2(A+2 Iog@—m)

-
where the W+ contributions into the loops are suppressed by a 1/N factor with respect to the 4 contributions. Similarly, the
contribution with a higgs running into the loop is also suppressed by a1/N factor.
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The wave function renormalization of the Higgs particle Eq.(14) and the vertex radiative correction Eg. (3) diverge. To obtain
finite amplitudes the Higgs mass has to be renormalized [10]

1 1 P?(A+2)
128n2n%,

. ™

17

Therea part of the Z, function Eq.(14) is given by

o, e gnf )\

1/2

=1
Zh + 162”‘6vn2 gzng nﬁ 4
‘1— 82, <Iog +m>
In the same way, the real part of the vertex correction Eq.(3) can be expressed as
o, m o'nf) e\ o
n+ —Igmﬁ 128m§$:2 lon_ZR n Sznf}leRZn“ log u_ZR T
@_@< | e (1oaTe .\
‘17 és—nefnz (Iog e +|n)
-

Hence, the vertex corrections Eq.(19) multiplied by the factors of the renormalized wave functions Z ﬁ/ ZZ,D give rise to the
h — ntn~ amplitude at next-to-leading order and can be written at O (g2m¢/mg,) as

g’ m
Ah—min) = T |1y w7 %37
2myvN 1= 9% (100 o i 2
8 n\ZNnZ 0g-z +in
o'
162mG,m2
7l - (20)

g2 m.
‘1— m% (IoguTR +|n>
The same procedure is done for the h — W W~ amplitude where the vertex corrections are multiplied by the factors of the
renormalized wave functions Z*/2Zy, and can be written at O (g?m2/ng,) as

g %
Ah—WW )= e |4 16y . 1)
2myv/N g?m2 mo
1- ngﬁﬂ log H—ZR +in

In order to show that the ET holds for non-perturbative next-to-leading order, we calculate Higgs decays into gauge bosons
and pionsin the large N limit. We then compare the decay widths as obtained from the decay amplitudesfor h — x *n~ and
h— W*™W~ in Egs. (20) and (21) respectively. Such decay widths are given by

e | e
honn) — o°ng. - s, 100
64nmg,N g2} mg 4
'1 128“2;%, (Iog +I1t>
g’ne
128n2mg, | 22)

‘L 13;:5%‘, <Iog My +|n)
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and
r(h—WWwW-) = MZHHE,N 1— 4:2’ (14%+12%>
o'y
128r2ng, . 23)

‘1—% (Iog—f—kin)

1

"

InFig. 4 wedisplay theratio'(h — =) /T'(h— W*W~) asafunction of the Higgs mass including next-to-leading order
corrections. From this figureit can be seen that such quotient tends to one for large Higgs masses (mn, 2, 4.5 TeV), showing the

validity of the ET at high energies.

)

—~ 2

ﬂ;
w

+ |+ 1.8

I'(h—m
T(h—W

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

Mpg (GBV)

Figure 4. The quotient I'(h — 7=~ ) /T'(h — WTW~) versus the
renormalized Higgs mass, in the large N limit at next-to-leading order. This
Fig. shows that both decay widths tend to be equal for my, 2 4.5 TeV;
showing the validity of the ET at high energies.

IV. UNITARITY INTHELARGENLIMIT

As aconsequenceof unitarity of the Smatrix, i. e. STS=1,
the Optical Theorem is obtained . By defining S=1+iT,

da;
2Am(Tif) = /
e (.Hl 2m)32E;

|
wherethe T is called the transition matrix, we have
—i(T-TH =TT (24)

and since four momentum is conserved in the transition from
initial state |i) to final state | f), we can always write

(FITi) = (21)*8* (pt — i) i (25)
and

(FITTfi) = ([T )" (2m)*8% (pr — i) T (26)

Inserting a complete set of intermediate states |g) we find

( / d?'ZEI) (FIT o) (@l TI) (27)

and from the identity (24) we can obtain the Cutkosky's
rule[25]

(FT™Ti) =

) T Tig (20)8% (1 — pN)) (28)

where the sum runs over all possible sets of intermediate states q;.

Applying thisidentity to the decay T'(h — n*n~) wefind

d3gp

(o)

p

X

B / d3ga
] (2r)32E, (2r)32E,

(o) ed)

(21)*8*(p— Ga— )

Oa Y p~

In the left-hand side of the previous equation we have the imaginary part of the product of Eq. (3) times the wave function
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Zﬁ/ ZZn, resulting

g’
2AMA(h— 1)) = 8y 16mvN . (30)

‘1— 85;2%&2 (Iog % + in)

For the right-hand side, we have to multiply the amplitudes calculated in the large N limit

Ub

Ub Ub
1/2
h___@< N (h___o< n h___OQ< n )
Ja Oa

Oa
ie,
gm; 1
A(h— mam R_5
( a b) 2 \/N ab 1_ anﬁR (lo (qa+Qb)2 +|7‘c)
8, 16m2 9
o't
162mg, 2
n (31)
1- g?ng lo m'z‘R +im i
8mg, 1612 972
by
Oa pt Ja pt Ja pt
b p 8] p~ G p-
ie,
g°nt, 1
A(many, —nin) = RS 32
( allb ) 4"‘6\/N ab 1 gzn.ﬁR (lo (Gat0b)2 i ) ( )
gma\l]ﬁnZ g UZ T
Then the right-hand side of Eq. (29) becomes
1, Sy
4
[A(h— mtamp)]" [A(Tamy — i )] = 1 5 X ey VN 5
(2m) e (Gata)? | :
1—8W6V16Tt2 (Iog 2 +|n)
1
= 2 (0a ) (33)
where 1/4 isthe symmetry factor for identical bosonsin the final state.
From Eqg. (29) we define
1 d3Qa d3Qb 4 * _
~m2) o, 2_5.95 (P—Ga—0b) X [A(h— Ttamp)]” [A(mamy — 7 1)) (34
and the integral over g, can be written as
d3 oo
fqb = / d*ab3(da - Ga) © (Cloo)- (35
b —co
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Integrating the four-dimensional delta function in Eq.(36) we obtain
|9al*d|Ga|dQ 2
M = gomz | e 8l(p 6w O(Po  Cho) (P~ G
E |gadEadQ . 2
= 16752/O 5 0[P"—2p-Ga+ 03] f(da, P— ). (36)
In the center-of-mass frame
= (Ea ﬁ)7 Ja= (Ea, Qa) = (E/>q)a Ob = (Ebaqb) = (E/7q) (37)
theintegral in Eq. (36) can be rewritten as
_ 1 E |Ga|dE'dQ I2
M = oz [ B OIER - 2EE — 24 2B-0f (s, P )
_ Snﬁ |Glal dQ (39)
8y, 16m2VN || 2 o \|? 2~ 2E
8%16# (IogF +m)
|
and by using p* =y, Mhg > 4.5 TeV.
On the other hand, we have aso shown that calculations
g’ in the same scheme for the Higgs decaying into pions respect
8m, 16nv/N unitarity. Thisresults open the possibility to study strongly in-

. (39)

¢ .
‘1_an§nz (Iog%wn)

Comparing equations (30) and (39) we see that the Higgs de-
cay T'(h — ntn~) caculated in the large N limit at next-to-
leading order fulfills the unitarity condition.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that non-perturbative calculations at next-
to-leading order in thelarge N limit for the case of aHiggs de-
caying into W* and n* fulfill the ET. In particular, we found
that the decay widths '(h — W*W~) and I'(h — n™n~) get
values that are basically identical for heavy Higgs bosonsi.e.

teracting systems as could be the case of the SM with aheavy
Higgs boson.
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VI. APPENDIX

In this appendix we show the explicit calculation of a Feyn-
man diagram with | loopsin the large N limit that contributes
to the Higgs boson self-energy.

000 O~ 5[ (k) o] < (%))

x (—Nlg)'~2

1 . —g?
= g Cim (5

where 1/2 is the symmetry factor of the diagram. The first
factor corresponds to the initial and final loops times the ver-
tices with three particles, the second factor represents the

"‘) (40

product of the | — 1 interna vertices with four interacting
fields and the last factor correspond to | — 2 loops. Each loop
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contributeswith an N factor, asthey have N circulating pions.

John Morales €t. al.

[1] S Weinberg, Phys. Lett. 19, 1264 (1967); S.L. Glashow, Nucl.
Phys. B 20, 579 (1961).

[2] Particle Data Group, Phys. Rev. D 66, 1 (2002).

[3] LEP Electroweak Working Group
http://lepewwg.web.cern.ch/LEPEWWG/.

[4] R. S. Chivukula and N. Evans, Phys. Lett. B 464, 244 (1999);
R. S. Chivukula, N. Evans, and C. Hoelbling. Phys. Rev. Lett.
85, 511 (2000); J. Bagger, A. Fak, and M. Schwartz, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 84, 1385 (2000); Michael E. Peskin, Phys. Rev. D
64, 093003 (2001).

[5] B. Lee, C. Quigg, and H. Thacker, Phys. Rev. D 16, 1519
(1977); W. Marciano, G. Valencia, and S. Willenbrock, Phys.
Rev. D 40, 1725 (1989).

[6] N. Cahibbo, L. Maiani, G. Parisi, and R. Petronzio, Nucl. Phys.
B 158, 295 (1979).

[7] M. Sher, Phys. Rep. 179, 273 (1989); M. Quiros, Perspectives
onHiggsPhysicsll, Ed. G.L. Kane, World Scientific, Singapore
[arXiv: hep-ph/9703412].

[8] Christopher Kolda, Hitoshi Murayama, JHEP 0007, 035 (2000).

[9] D.JE Callaway, Phys. Rep. 167, 241 (1988); T. Hambye and K.
Riesselmann, Phys. Rev. D 55, 7255 (1997); J.S. Lee and JK.
Kim, Phys. Rev. D 53, 6689 (1996).

[10] A. Dobado, J. Moraes, JR. Pelaez, and M.T. Urdiales, Phys.
Lett. B 387, 563 (1996); A. Ghinculov, T. Binoth, and J.J. van
der Bij, Phys. Rev. D 57, 1487 (1998).

[11] A. Ghinculov, Nucl. Phys. B 455, 21 (1995); A. Frink et. al.,
Phys. Rev. D 54, 4548 (1996).

[12] P. Maher, L. Durand, and K. Riesselmann, Phys. Rev. D 48,
1061 (1993); 52, 553 (1995); K. Riesselmann, Phys. Rev. D 53,
6626 (1996).

[13] U. Nierste and K. Riesselmann, Phys. Rev. D 53, 6638 (1996).

[14] W.J. Marciano and S.S.D. Willenbrock Phys. Rev. D 37, 2509
(1988).

(2004),

[15] B.W. Lee, C. Quigg, and H. Thacker Phys. Rev. D 16, 1519
(1977). IM. Cornwall, D.N. Levin, and G. Tiktopoulus, Phys.
Rev. D 10, 1145 (1974). M.S. Chanowitz and M.K. Galaird
Nucl. Phys. B 261, 379 (1985). G.K. Gounaris, R. Kogerler,
and H. Neufeld, Phys. Rev. D 34, 3257 (1986). H.J. He and W.
Kilgore, Phys. Rev. D 55, 1515 (1997).

[16] A. Dobado and M. Herrero, Phys. Lett. B 228, 495 (1989). J.
Donoghue and C. Ramirez, Phys. Lett. B 234, 361 (1990).

[17] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, Ann. of Phys. 158, 142 (1984). S.
Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 1264 (1967); M.S. Chanowitz,
M. Golden, and H. Georgi, Phys. Rev. D 36, 1490 (1987); A.
Longhitano, Phys. Rev. D 22, 1166 (1980); Nucl. Phys. B 188,
118 (1981).

[18] H. Veltman, Phys. Rev. D 41, 264 (1990).

[19] A. Dobado, J.R. Pelaez, and M. T. Urdiaes, Phys. Rev. D 56,
7133 (1997).

[20] A. Dobado, A. Lopez, and J. Morales, 1| Nuovo Cimento A 108,
335 (1995); A. Dobado and J. Morales, Phys. Rev. D 52, (1995)
2878.

[21] S. Coleman, R. Jackiw, and H. D. Politzer, Phys. Rev. D 10
2491 (1974); Dolan and Jackiw, Phys. Rev. D 9, 3320 (1974);
M. Kobayashi and T. Kugo, Prog. Theor. Phys. 54, 1537 (1975);
W. Bardeen and M. Moshe, Phys. Rev. D 28, 1372 (1983).

[22] R.Casalbuoni, D. Dominici, and R. Gatto, Phys. Lett. B 147,
419 (1984); M.B. Einhorn, Nucl. Phys. B 246, 75 (1984); A.
Dobado and JR. Pelaez, Phys. Lett. B 286, 136 (1992).

[23] H. Georgi, Lie Algebras in Particle Physics, Addison Wesley,
Frontiersin Physics. New York 1982.

[24] M. E. Peskin, D. V. Schroeder, An introduction to quantum field
theory, Westview Press (1995), Chap. 7.

[25] R. E. Cutkosky, J. Math. Phys. 1, 429 (1960).



