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Abstract
To continue from our previous work Phys.Rev.D109(2024),073007, we derive the full Standard
Model prediction of the most general free neutron differential decay rate with all massive particles
(neutron, proton and electron) polarized, including the O(1/my) recoil corrections and O(a/m)
radiative corrections. For the latter we adopt the newly-developed pseudo-neutrino formalism which
is compatible to realistic experimental setups, in which neutrinos and photons are not detected.

We also provide readily-executable Mathematica notebooks to evaluate these corrections.
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I. Introduction

This paper is a direct sequel to our previous work, Ref.[l|. In that paper, we studied
for the first time consequences to the free neutron decay assuming that the polarization of
the outcoming proton could be measured. This gives rise to a very rich decay correlation
structure which can be used as a powerful tool not only to probe new physics beyond the
Standard Model (BSM), but also to test the consistency of the effective field theory (EFT)
description of BSM physics (which assumes new degrees of freedoms (DOFs) are heavy) and
to search for signals of light new DOFs. This effort was partially motivated by the recent
discrepancy in the determination of the axial-to-vector ratio A from the electron-neutrino
correlation a |2, 3| and the beta asymmetry parameter A [1], which is difficult to be explained

within the EFT framework.

To make full use of this new formalism, one requires a precise Standard Model (SM)
prediction of the new correlation coefficients in order to isolate the small BSM effects from
experimental measurements. In Ref.[l] we studied only the tree-level SM contributions,
accompanied by the Fermi function [5] and the virtual radiative corrections. In this paper
we complete the task by including all the SM higher-order corrections up to 10~#, which cover
the full O(1/my) recoil corrections and the O(a/7) radiative corrections. While the former
is straightforward, the latter is more complicated as its depends on the actual experimental
setup. In particular, it was recently pointed out [6] that the “conventional” treatment of
the so-called outer radiative corrections [7-9] is incompatible to actual experiments as it
depends on the neutrino momentum p, (the “neutrino” formalism) which is never actually
measured, and cannot be deduced directly from the electron and proton momenta when an
extra (undetected) photon is emitted. To circumvent this problem, the differential decay rate
must be expressed in terms of fully-measurable quantities; possible choices are {p, E,} (the
“recoil” formalism) |6, 10-16] and {p;, €2} (the “pseudo-neutrino” formalism) |1 7], where €2,
is the solid angle of the “pseudo-neutrino” momentum p}, = —p, — p,. The applicability of
the first method is more restrictive because half of the angular observables are integrated
out, which make it difficult to describe many spin-dependent correlations (e.g. the neutrino
asymmetry parameter B). The pseudo-neutrino formalism, on the other hand, is capable to

describe all correlations of interest and thus will be adopted in this work.

The content of this work is arranged as follows. In Sec.Il, III we lay out the theory



framework for the O(1/my) recoil corrections and O(«/7) radiative corrections, respec-
tively; the full SM expression including such corrections are presented in Sec.IV. In Sec.V
we compare our results to all existing results of recoil and radiative corrections (to the best
of our knowledge) that do not involve the proton polarization. A brief summary is provided
in Sec.VI. Some technical details in this work, as well as some basic instructions to utilize

the supplemented Mathematica notebooks, are given in the Appendices.

II. Framework for recoil corrections

In this section we describe the theory foundation for the 3-body final state contribution
(n(pn) — p(py) + e(pe) + 7(p,)) to the neutron differential decay rate, that allows us to
incorporate the O(1/my) recoil corrections. Our derivation follows closely to that in Ref.[18].
We start from the 3-body decay rate formula:

1 / dp,  dp.  d’p,
2m, J (2m)32E, (27)32FE, (27)32E,

Iy — (27)%5D (D — Py — Pe — p) M2 = / ATy M2 |

(1)
where M3 is the 3-body decay amplitude. Using the spatial delta function to integrate out
Py, we can simplify the 3-body phase space as:
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where E,, = (m} —m2 +mZ2)/(2m,) is the exact electron end-point energy, pe = |p|, and
¢ = pe - Py is the cosine of the angle between the electron and neutrino momenta. Notice
that the energy delta function does not impose any constraint to the solid angles €., €,
since F, remains positive for all values of c.

The recoil corrections come from both the squared amplitude and the phase space, and

let us start with the former. The SM 3-body amplitude reads:

Gy
My=——L,H" . 3
3 \/Q 12 ( )
Let us explain the notations. First, Gy = GpV,qgy, where Gp = 1.1663788(6) x 107° GeV 2
is the Fermi coupling constant measured from muon decay [19], V.4 is the upper left com-

ponent of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix |20, 21|, and gy is the neutron vector
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coupling constant (more explanations later); L, = @.v,(1 —v5)v, and H, = u,[",u, are the
matrix elements of the leptonic and hadronic charged weak current respectively, with the

nucleon vertex function defined as:

2mN>\

1
Fu(ppupn> = 7“(1 + )‘75) - 2—(/~LV - 1)0'/“/(pn - pp)u - (pn - pp)u75 ) (4>

e iz
where A = g4/gy < 0 is the axial-to-vector coupling ratio (more explanations later), py =
Ky +1 = p,—p, = 4.7059 is the weak magnetic moment, my = (m,+m,)/2 is the averaged
nucleon mass, and m, is the pion mass. The pseudoscalar coupling is related to the axial
coupling through the partially-conserved axial current (PCAC) relation. Notice that we
have dropped the momentum-dependence of the nucleon form factors in the expression
above, because its effect scales as F?/A? < 107%, where A is the relevant hadronic mass

scale in the form factors. Another important point is that, we have defined the vector and

axial couplings above to include the “inner” radiative corrections:

g = gr(1+AR) . ga= a1+ Ag) (5)
where gy 4 are the pure Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)-induced vector and axial cou-
plings; in particular, gy = 1 barring a possibly-relevant strong isospin symmetry breaking
correction that can be studied using lattice QCD [22]|. Tremendous progress is observed in
recent years to the inner corrections: see, e.g. Refs.[23-28] for A} and Refs.[27, 29-31] for
A4,

An efficient way to keep track of the recoil corrections from the squared amplitude is to

factor out 4m,m, from | Mj| and define a “quantum mechanical” squared amplitude:

1 G?
M= =YL, H™ 6
4mnmp| 3l 5 L (6)

|M3|(2QM =
where!

Luw = 3 LuLi = Te [Selp, + me)u(1 = 258,51 = 75)]

1 *
H, = H,H =

= v
4mypm,

Am,m, Tr [EID (pp +my) L8, (?n + mn)ix] ) (7)

with T, = 7T+, In this work we assume n, p and e are all polarized, which introduce

three spin projection operators:

2(1):%(1—’_75#(1)) ) ¢:n7p7€7 (8)

! The H,, here differs from that in Ref.[17] by a factor 1/(4m,m,).




with the spin vector sg satisfying s4 - py = 0, si = 0. In the neutron’s rest frame they take

the following expressions:

sho= (0,3,)
Sg N ( _;;T;’ljp’ §p - m]ipEpgip;;’p))
~ (ﬁ‘;;jpﬁp
t = (o e ) 0

with §,,, §, and & the unit polarization vector of n, p and e in their respective rest frame.

One may now expand the squared amplitude as

. 1 .
Ms|e = E.E, {F(O) (7o, ) + m—NF(l)(pe, E, Q)+ } . (10)

F©) is the result in the non-recoil limit, while (! contains the leading recoil correction to
the squared amplitude. The expansion is most easily doable by first expressing the proton

momentum as:

pp:pn_pe_pV:(mn_Ee_EVa_ﬁe_ﬁu) 5 (11)

and writing m,, = my + dm/2, m, = my — om/2, with dm = m,, — m,. After that, we

rescale the hadron masses as?:
my — my/e, my — my/€ (12)

and expand |[M;|3y; to O(e) to get Eq.(10). It is useful to note that F© depend only on f,
), and not on E,. This is because in the non-recoil limit the neutrino momentum appears
linearly (and only linearly) through the lepton tensor as P, Since pl = E,(1,p,), so after
scaling out F, the rest must be E, -independent.

We plug Eq.(10) back into Eq.(2) and perform the following expansion [18]:

3B, — B, — 3pe
~ (Em—Ee)z{l—i- P C}
mn_Ee+peC my

2
mpEu

(13)

which encodes the leading recoil corrections from the phase space. That gives the following

master formula

1 Em 2
I's = 128%5/dQedQV /me dE.peEe(E, — Ee)” X

(BEe - Em - 3peC)F(0) (ﬁea Qu) ‘l' F(l)(ﬁea Em - Ee> Qu)
my

{F(O) (e, Q) + + ...}(14)

2 Although m, < my, we have checked that the contribution from the pseudoscalar form factor scales as

E?/m?2 < 10~*, which can be dropped given our precision goal.
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that accounts for the first-order recoil effects in the 3-body decay from both the phase space
and the squared amplitude. Notice that we have replaced E, — E,, — E. in F')) since this
term is already suppressed by 1/my.

We include, as a supplementary material, a Mathematica notebook recoil.nb to demon-

strate explicitly all the steps above.

III. Framework for radiative corrections

Next we study the O(a/m) radiative corrections, which include both one-loop and
bremsstrahlung corrections; the two have to be added to ensure the infrared-finiteness
of the final result. The former has already been studied in Ref.[1| and here we only need
to compute the bremsstrahlung contribution which concerns the 4-body decay n(p,) —

p(pp) + €(pe) + v(pv) + (k).
We start from 4-body decay rate formula:

I — 1 / d*p, d*p. d3p, A3k
Y7 om, | (2n)32E, (27)32E. (2r)32E, (27)32E,

(27T)45(4) (pn - pp — Pe — Pv — k>|M4‘2

/ AT M [ (15)

As advertised in the Introduction, we adopt the pseudo-neutrino formalism [17] by defining

an experimentally-measurable pseudo-neutrino momentum:

Py =pn—pp— e = (E,1,) . (16)
In 3-body decay, p!, and p, are equivalent so nothing in Sec.II has to be changed. On the
other hand, the 4-body phase space takes the following form in the non-recoil limit:

1 Em EL 9 d3k d3p
Mo~ — [ dQ.dS E.pe 'l v
/ M ™ o, / ddedi2, / dEep /0 PP, / (27)32E, (27)32E,

me

x(2m)* 0 (pl, —p, — k) (17)

where p/, = |p),|, and notice that p/, # E! in general. Rigorously speaking, the upper limit
of E, should be taken as the “zeroth-order” electron end-point energy E°, = m,, —m, in the
non-recoil limit, but since the 4-body contribution itself is already O(«a/7)-suppressed, one
may replace E° — E,, to be consistent with the 3-body formula, which results only in a
O(a/m x E./my) correction that can be neglected. With the same reason, one simply takes

E! ~ E,, — E. everywhere in the O(«/7) contribution.
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The 4-body amplitude, after neglecting recoil corrections, takes the following form:
Gye (p-e*  pg-e* Gye [ kte™ — kve™ — z'e””aﬁkae}g
My ~ — - H,L" H,L,
! \/i (p k De - k g * \/i 2]9@ k g
My + M, (18)

where we may drop the weak magnetism and pseudoscalar form factors in H, as they
are recoil-suppressed. Also, we take p,,p, — p in the 4-body amplitude with p* = m3,.

Following Ref.[17], we split the squared amplitude as:

1
‘M4|<2;2M = W‘M‘dz = ‘M‘H‘?QM + 2Re MMy fou + |M4H‘(2QM ) (19)
N
where
Gye? [ p pe \? y
|M4I|(2QM = = ; (p ke - De - k) HMVLM = |M4I|(2QM7(1 + |M4I|2QM,I)
. D De kpgoca _ kagpa + jePore
G?e?
2 _ Vv vo v o - uryo
|M4H‘QM = _W {]{;“g — k gﬂ — e ]{;,Y} X
{kPg°, — k79", + i€ ks } HyupLyo - (20)

Notice that, in the first equation we have substituted p, = p,, — k in L,,, and the “a” and
“b” term correspond to taking the p/, and —k piece, respectively.

Among various terms in the bremsstrahlung contribution, only |M4I|(2QM,a is infrared-
divergent upon integrating over p,, k and p, but such integrals can be analytically per-
formed. It combines with the virtual radiative corrections to yield an infrared-finite result

(see Ref.[17] for details). For the remaining, “regular” piece:
| Malept reg = [Marlprp + 298 {MuaMinton + [ Mg (21)

the p,- and k-integral can be done analytically (see Appendix A, B for details), and the
remaining one-fold integration over p/ is most conveniently carried out numerically. The
full steps to obtain the contribution from |M4\(2QM,reg are provided in a second supplemented

Mathematica notebook, bremreg.nb.

IV. Full expression

Now we are ready to write down the full SM prediction of the differential rate of polarized

neutron decaying to polarized p and e, including O(a/7) and O(1/my) corrections. It is
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C Co 8501 Oin2
A=Y 2025 ganh ! 4 4(1 1 4) (4 tanh™ 5 - 1) 0

1 % 2(16 ) tanh™! 8 0

B| 2O 401~ 1n4) (§ tanh™ g - 1) 0

G 1 M tanh~! 0

H %g—: —2f tanh™ 15-1-4(1—1114)( tanh™ 15_1) 0

K| XL 2(%—6)tanhlﬁ+4(l—ln4)( tanh15—1> 0

I 0 0 _%
N| 2O me —2Btanh~! 3 0

of 2 (B ) i :

R 0 0 %
T % (155)tanh 15+4(1—1n4)( tanh™ 15—1) 0

A| B A5 tank”! 5 -

B| 2000 41— In4) (§ tanh™ g — 1) 0
e 2t :

o = 2 (B - ) anh~! 5 :

Rl 0 0 (s 07
7 2;:(3;;;) (155 ) tanh ™~ B+4(1 —1n4) ( tanh™!' 3 — 1) 0

Table I. Coefficients for the analytic part of the outer radiative corrections.

given in terms of the pseudo-neutrino formalism as follows:

dl’ . peEe(Em - Ee)2 «Q / 2 2
<7dEedQedQ;,) — = F(E.) (1 5o dun(Ber ) GE(1 + 3%
1 1 re
X {1 +9sm+ ——= 1+ N2 |i Grecoil T o gbrim:| } . (22)

Let us explain all the entries at the right hand side of Eq.(22):

1. F(E,) is the well-known Fermi function [5].

2. Oan(E., ) is the “universal” part of the outer radiative corrections (loop + bremsstrahlung)
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¢ G 6;:“’1 6gn,2
X iEe 0 0

a 114:7/\)\22 (lﬁﬁ)tanh 1ﬁ—|—4(1—ln4)( tanh™ 15—1) 0

G 1/\j3_>\12 20-5%) tanh~ 1s 0

H %7«52 —2Btanh™! B+ 4(1 — In4) ( tanh™! 8 — 1) 0

K| i 2(%—ﬁ)tanhlﬁ+4(1—1n4)< tanh™ 15_1) 0
Al-2ODm —9gtanh ! 5+ 4(1 — nd) (§ranh ! 5 1) 0

! —21\4(2&21) yon —2Btanh™! B + 4(1 — In4) (% tanh ™' 5 — 1) 0

N zfgiz}) 2(1+f2) tanh™' 3 + 4(1 — In4) (% tanh™! 8 — 1) 0

! 21\4(2),;21) 2<1+f2) tanh™! 8+ 4(1 — In4) (% tanh™* 3 — 1) 0

o ° 0 T
o 0 e
Z _% 2(%—ﬁ>tamh 1B+4(1—ln4)< tanh™ 15—1) 0

Z _Qf\fg;;) 2 <% - ﬁ) tanh™' 8 + 4(1 — In4) < tanh~! g — 1) 0

Table II. (Cont.) Coefficients for the analytic part of the outer radiative corrections.

in the pseudo-neutrino formalism, first defined in Ref.[17]:

San(Ee, ) = —2 <4— In

1— 3¢ 1. [ 28 1. 20
o () - g (57) - e (3) -
+%Li2 (B(l%_ﬁl)) - %(tanh_1 B)? +2(1 + B) tanh ™"

with ¢ = cosbe = pe - P, = Pe - D,/ (PeP),):

unlike traditional Sirlin’s function, this function is angle-dependent.

AE,—E)?\ (1 . _ 3
T) <Btanh 15—1) —1—5 n

g: pe/Ee andﬁ -

m3 11

o
2 /
21 <B(c + 1))
B L+p
B, (23)
|5]. Notice that,

3. gsm resembles the SM-contribution to the tree-level correlations gyrw +ger + gs, + Js s,
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a b c d
U
Ec (922 — d)\uy + 3) AE Ny — 37)
1 —me(A2 = 2Apy + 1) 3E. (A2 —1)
F2EnA(py — A) F2EnA(A — pv)
Eo(=5)* + X(3uv = 7) + pv)
2 0 Ee(A+1)(5A — pv) 0
B\ + 1)(A — py)
E (TN = XBpy +5) + pv) Ee(1 = A)(TA = py)
3 me(l = A)(A = py) 0
+2EnA(py — A) +Em(1 = A) (v —A)
Ee(—9)2 4+ 4\ puy — 3) e {2BA(3X — )
4 +2E, A\ — pv) 0 +En Ay )| -2
+me(4X? — Apy + 1)}
5 2me (202 — Ay — 1) 2B\ (y — N) —3me(\2 - 1) 0
6 me(A+1)(5A = py) —En(A+ 1A= pv)| me(A+1)(uy —5A) 0
Ee(5M + X7 = 3pv) — pv)
7 —EnA+ 1D\ = py) 0 Ee(A+1)(py — 5) 0
—2me(puy — 1)
o | BT = ABuy +5) + av) . SO {B(TA — ) ;
+2E, A\ — py) +Ep(py — A) + 6me)}
E. (57 = X(Buy +7) + py)
9 0 Eo(1 —A)(5X — py) 0
—En(A=1)(A = pv)
Eo(=TA\* + X(3uv — 5) + pv) Ee(A+1)(TA — pv)
10 me(A+ 1)(A — py) 0
+2E,A(A — pv) +Em(A+1)(py — A)
11 me(L — A)(BA — pv) EpnA =1 = pv) | me(A=1)(5A — py) 0
—Eo(5) = ABpy +7) + pv)
12 +E,(A=1)(A — py) 0 Ec(A—1)(5\ — uy) 0
+2meA(py + 1)
| BTG = 3y) - ) . — SO {E(TA — ) ;
+2E My — A) +Epn(py — A) + 6me)}
14 3E.(1— M%) me(A\2 — 1) 0 3E. (A2 —1)
15 3E.(\2 1) 0 2Berme (1 \?) O

Table III. The recoil coefficients 7.
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n
16 2me (A2 — 1) 0 3me(1 — \?)
17 me(1 = A)BA = pv)  [Em(A = 1)(A = pv)| 6meA(A = 1)
18 me(1+ A)(py —5X) EpnA+1)(A —py)| 6meA(A+1)
19 me(1 —AN) (A + py) 0 0
20 —me(14+ A\ + py) 0 0
Ec(A+1)(3A = py)
21 0 —6E AN+ 1)
Em(A+1) (v — A)
Ee(A=1)(3X — pv)
22 0 —6EAN—1)
Em (A= 1)(uy — A)
2Ec(A+ 1)(uy — 3X)
23 0 6E N\ +1)
+(Em — me)(A+1)(A — pv)
2Ee(/\ - 1)(#V - 3>\)
24 0 6E NN —1)
+(Em — me)(A = 1)(A = py)
25 me(A — 1) (A — py) Ep(1=A)(A—pv) 0
26 me(A + 1) (py —A) En(1+ M)A = pv) 0
27 —2A(Ee — Em)(A — py) 0 0
28 INE. — Ep)\ — py) 0 0
29 2B A\ + py) 0 0
30 2E A\ + py) 0 0

Table IV. (Cont.) The recoil coefficients 7.
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that appear in Ref.[1]:

—

gsm = afc + &, - [AE+ Bp;} +G- {Gﬁ+ Hp, + Kﬁﬁc’ + LB x ﬁ;}

N [

n n~ﬁ+R§nx5} + TG - B3, - P,

45, [AE+B]5;] 4G [N%—l—@%%-g—l—ﬁié’pxﬁ] + TG 3,7,

+8y 8 [X B+ 8y 8a0 - |GB+ Hp, + K—L2 B + LB x ),
Ee +me
FAG - 5p8n - D4 aF - 88y - Pl + N8y - 8, - B+ 108y - PL5, - 5
+08, - .3 - (5 X sn> 468, PLF- (5 « §p)
N A A _’O-'ﬁe PN A A _’O-'ﬁe
+75, P8, - B——"—+1%28, P8, fo— 24
PpVN5Ee+me npupﬁEe‘l_me’ ()

but with a few modifications. First, p, is replaced by p/, = p!,/p!, in accordance to the
pseudo-neutrino formalism. Second, the correlation coefficients C = a, ..., Z in g\ are
renormalized by the (non-universal) analytic part of the outer radiative corrections

(loop + bremsstrahlung):

a o

C(E.) = Co (1+ 5=05,1(E.)) + 505 2(EL) - (25)

Here, Cy is the zeroth-order SM contribution, while 05, ; and 65, , are obtained by

regrouping the separate pieces that appeared in Refs.|1, 17]3:

1 c

5gn 1( ) - 5 ( ) o 51%1(Ee) + Au’51a2(Ee) 5an 2( ) mévn

(Ee), (26

where A,, = 1(0) if the correlation structure involves (does not involve) p!,. The

analytic expressions of Co, 05, and 85, , are provided in Table I-II.

4. Grecon Tepresents the O(1/my) recoil corrections, from both the squared amplitude and

3 A special case: If Cy = 0, then we may set (5an 1 = 0 for simplicity.
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the phase space:

o ~ - ~ N - N - A ~ 5 0 Pe
Grecoil = 71+ 1728, - B+ 138, D, + 140 - B+ 150 - D, + 160 - 8 + 175, - f————
E. +m,

LGP

€ — oA A/
+T130- 'BS;D 'py
e_l'me

A A A A=A A A=Al N N - A A N
+714Sn + Sp + T155, + S$p0 - b+ 168, - Sp0 =Py, + 1170 - SpSp = P, + 1180 - SpSp * P,

— A ~) ~ o ~ ~) — ~ ~
+1r30 - B8, - D, + 198, - B+ 1108, - Dy, + 1110 - 5y + 1125, - B

5 R — - SN — " A — " A —
+7190  SpSp - B+ 1200 - 5,5, - B+ 1215 - DS - B+ 1225, - D5y - B

- = - =

7 0D 7 0D
A A A e A AR e ~ NN ~ A = Al
471938, P Sp + B—"— 4 1248, - P, Sp - B——— 4+ 1955, - P, T - P, + 1268, - DT - P
p n n p n p
Y E.+m. v E. +m. v v v v
~ A A A~/ A~ Al A A = ~ = g N = — 53'176
+T273p *PuSn t Dy + 7128510 *PuSn PO /B + T293p : ﬁsn : B + T305p : ﬁsn : 57 )
E, 4+ m,
(27)

where the analytic expressions of the functions

e
Pa(Ees ) = 1) + rp(E)

+ (BB + 1rpa(E)B2C?, n=1,..,30 (28)
are derived in our supplemented Mathematica notebook recoil.nb and are summarized
in Tab.III-IV. It is worthwhile to mention that, in the zeroth-order expression, an extra

factor of ¢’ defines a new correlation structure (e.g. G and K in Eq.(24)), but we do

not do the so to grecon Otherwise Eq.(27) would be too long. Therefore, we classify

reg

different structures in grecon Only by their spin correlations. The same is for g, o

below.

. Finally, ¢g;% encodes the contribution from the “regular” part of the bremsstrahlung.

It takes the following form:

B B . -7
reg reg reg ~ reg A N reg — reg — A/ reg 2 & reg ~ e
Gbrem = 01+ 038, B+ 03°8, P, +0,°0-B+05°0 P, + 0608, + 07 5y 57+m

(& (&

— — E'ﬁ —
reg — A ~) reg ~ reg ~ re reg ~ € reg — A ~)
+0g B + B - Pr, + 0o 8, - ﬁ—l—éogsp P, + 087 - 8, + 0158, - f—— + 8155 - B5, - P,
E. +m,
reg A ~ reg A ot reg PN reg —» A A At reg —» A A N
+615°80 - 5p + 015 80 - 8,0+ B+ 016 Sn - $p0 - P, + 6170 - 8pSn - Dy, + 0150 - 5,8y - P,

~

_I_(Sreg—» §p§n : 6 + 52?]g5: Snsp 5 + 521 Sp pusn 6 + 522 Sn ﬁ;gp . g

N oA = p N A A A p
+053°5, pi,smﬁie—i-égigsn P8, ﬁ76+5;§gsn PGP, 4 Op Sy - DL - D,

Ee + me Ee + me
reg ~ NN ~ reg ~ NN Nt reg ~ oA ol reg A oA _)53'13»6
+057°8p * DS - Py, + Oag 8y - Dyén - 0 - B+ 0gg 8p - B8 - B+ 03078 - B8 - B
E, 4+ m,
FORBS, - LSy - G5 - Pl + 058 - LS, - BT - P, + OnBsy - Plbn - PG - P, + OG- Plén - B
+0555 - P8y - B+ Otdn - B3y - B - P, (29)
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where the functions 0, = 0;®(E,, ') (n = 1,...,36) result from the integration of
Eq.(21) over p,, k and p/,. They are too complicated to be displayed analytically, but

are evaluated numerically in the supplemented Mathematica notebook bremreg.nb.

V. Comparing to existing literature

Since we claim to have derived the SM prediction to the most general neutron differential
decay rate, an important step is to compare our result to all special cases available in existing

literature. We do this for both the recoil and radiative corrections.

A. Recoil corrections

Since the O(1/my) recoil corrections involve only the 3-body decay process, there is no
difference between p, and p!, and we can directly compare our result with existing literature

for the differential decay rare, either with integrated or unintegrated €2,.

1. Polarized n and unpolarized p, e

Cases with polarized neutron and unpolarized proton and electron are most frequently
studied. We compare our r1—r3 with the expression of dI'/(dE.d2.df2,) in, e.g. Refs.[30, 32,

33] (notice: Athere = —Anere), Which we find perfect agreement? .

2. Polarized e and unpolarized n, p

We compare our 7y, 75 with the expression of dI'/(dE.d2.dS,) in Ref.[34], which we find

perfect agreement.

3. Polarized n, e and unpolarized p

Recoil corrections to correlations that involve the simultaneous polarization of neutron

and electron are studied in Refs.[35, 36]. These references focused on the differential decay

4 A typo is present in the expression of ch) in the supplementary material of Ref.[30], while Ref.[33] has

the correct expression.
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rate with integrated neutrino solid angle, dI'/(dE.dS).). To compare with our result, we

need to perform the 2/, integration:

dl’ , dr B dr
dE.dQ, / d YdE.dQ.dY, / dQ”dEedQedQV ’ (30)

where the following identities are useful in dealing with the azimuthal angle in €2/

/
/dggg.pg :/dgg%g-ﬁ
3/2_1 . . 1— /2
/dfz;sq-p;sz-p;:/dﬂg{c 55 f+—= sq-gz}

/ 005 55 ol = / a2, ¢

Using this we obtain, for the s, - & structure, the following identity:

I 1—c? me [ (16 4 10 2
— dc = (=N zhy——=—)A=Z 1) | E.
2/_1 c<r6+ 5 7“25) E. {(3 <3nv 3) 3(/€v+ ))
4 4 2 2
N A=z 1)) En| . 2
(3= (Grv+3)r—30w+n) B - 2
Meanwhile, for the s, - 55 . ﬁ structure we obtain the following identity:
I E.+m, [ 3% -1 22 , (10 4 2
5/_1610/ (T7—|—Te |:BT8+27527‘25:|) = (g)\ — <?Iiv—§) )\—g(liv—i‘l)) Ee

4 4 2 2

+ (20 = 2(ky + 1)A) me . (33)

The right hand side of these two equations has a slight difference in the O(\) terms from
the corresponding expressions in the aforementioned references (e.g. Eq.(7) in Ref.[35])
which, we believe, indicate typos in the latter. Our full derivation of the recoil corrections

is provided in recoil.nb so interested readers can easily check its correctness.

B. Radiative corrections

The main obstacle in comparing our result of the radiative corrections to existing litera-
ture based on the neutrino formalism is that €2/, # Q,, so

ar ar

dE,.dQ.dS, 7 dEd0.d,

(34)
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Fortunately, the two formalisms have to reconcile once the respective neutrino or pseudo-
neutrino solid angle is integrated out, as indicated in Eq.(30); that allows us to at least
compare our results with literature for the 2 -integrated expression, again making use of
Eq.(31) for the azimuthal angles. We adopt the notations by Ivanov et al. (cited below) for

the various functions for the outer corrections in the neutrino formalism.

1. Spin-independent structure

For this structure, we checked numerically that our result satisfies the following identity:

| 1y 5 ()
E _ / N Ele an Ee’ / a 1767
gn( e) 4/_1dC |i5a( >C) 3)\260( ( C)_‘_(Sanl( ))_I_ 1_|_3)\2

, (39)

where g,,(E.) is one-half of the well-known Sirlin’s function g(E.) |7].

2. The s, E structure

For this structure, we checked numerically that our result satisfies the following identity:

—7?(?;;? (9n(Ee) + fnl(Ee)) = i/_ldc’ [—% (Oan(Ee, &) + 024 1 (EL))

22X(A=1) ¢ , B 05 8 (Ee, )

T oo » n E@? an, 1 oNo
e g Om(Bed) + 0 (B) + =5

d 055(Fe, )

B 1+3X2 | (36)

where f,(E.) can be found, e.g. in Eq.(A9) of Ref.[35]. These two identities had in fact

already been verified in our previous paper, Ref.[17].

3. Thed - 5 structure

For this structure, we checked numerically that our result satisfies the following identity:

—(Q(E)+f(E))=1/1dC/[—(5 (Ee, ) + 65,1 (E ))+/\2_1%C—/(5 (Ee,d) + 05, 1 (EL))
n\Le n{Le 1 B an\Le, an.1 1132 Eeﬁ an\Le, an,1
N—-1 FE, 0B (B, d) 0 (Ee, )
3N E +m, 14302 3 1430
(37)

60/ (5an(Ee>C) + 6an 1( )) +
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4. The &y, - & structure

For this structure, we checked numerically that our result satisfies the following identity:

2X\(A+1)m I 2XA+1)m
L (gu(B) + A(E)) = —/ dd | =222 (G (E., &) + 6N L (E.
1+ 3)2 E. (g( >+ n( )) 4 _1 ¢ 1+ 3)\2 Ee( ( ’C)_'_ an,l( ))
OEE(Eeyd) | 1— 0B, )
1+ 3)2 2 1+3)2 |

(38)

where the correct analytic expression of h'’ (E.) (and % (E.) below) is given in the Erratum

of Ref.[35].

5. The &y - E& . 5 structure

For this structure, we checked numerically that our result satisfies the following identity:

2AX(A+1) E. @ B 1/1 J[2A(A+1)  E, N0
L% B 4, OB TRIED) = g ] A | e (s ) + 0 (E)
220N —=1)¢ ) T
“ T g OenlFe )+ 00, (Ee))

Be  57%(B.c) | ¢ 5%(EL.C)
Ee+m, 1+3)X2 ' B 1+3)\2
32 —1652(E.,d)  63f(Ee,d)

262 143X B 1+3X\2 }

Thus, we have checked that our results of outer radiative corrections are consistent to all

known results in literature.

VI. Summary

This work provides a solid theory foundation for the proposal in Ref.[l| to measure
experimentally the proton polarization in the free neutron decay. We computed the SM-
induced, O(1/my) recoil corrections and O(«/m) radiative corrections to the most general
neutron differential decay rate, with n, p and e all polarized; the former is fully analytic, while
the latter is analytic apart from a regular p/-integration which is performed numerically.
Our choice of independent variables (E., €2, €2,) are all measurable quantities in experiments

with no ambiguity caused by emissions of extra photons. We compare our results to special
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cases in existing literature and identify possible typos in the latter. Together with the EFT
analysis in Ref.[1], it opens a new window for the precision test of the SM and the search

for new physics.
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A. Scalar integrals in the bremsstrahlung contribution

An important step to evaluate the “regular” bremsstrahlung contribution to the differ-
ential decay rate is to compute analytically the phase space integration of |M4\(2;2M,reg (see
Eq.(21) with respect to the momenta p, and k. For terms in the squared amplitude indepen-

dent of various spin vectors, this corresponds to evaluating scalar integrals of the following

form (p1 = p, p2 = pe):

a3k dp,

I ( ) = / 1
ij(P1,P2) = (27)32Ey (27)32E,

(Pl : k)i(lb : k)j 7

(2m)*0 (9}, — p, — k) (A1)

where i, 7 are integers. In the next Appendix we show that integrations of terms with
spin vectors can also be reduced to such scalar integrals. Ref.[37] gave the first analytic
expressions of these integrals for values of {7, j} relevant to the study of semileptonic kaon
decays (beware of the the difference in normalization with this paper), which are also quoted
in Ref.[17]. For beta decays involving two or more polarizations, we need one more integral,

namely /_3, which we present here for the first time. Here we summarize the integrals that
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we need (the other half can be obtained by I; ;(p1, p2) = 1;,i(p2, p1)):

Io,o(pl,Pz) =

I 1o(p1,p2) =
Lio(pr,p2) =
[2,0(]917172) =
[1,1(]917172) =

L a(p1,p2) =

I 1(p1,p2) =

]—2,1(p1>292) =

]—2,2(p1>292) =

]—3,2(p1>292) =

where we have defined:

1
— A2
8T (A2)
aq
— A
167 (A3)
1 ap + B
In A4
873 ap — fr ( )
1
2mrm3p/? (AD)
1 P1 D2+ Y2
In A6
47W12PL2 P1 P2 — 712 ( )
L ((pip2:1,) | Pr(papl, ip1), o+ 51)
_ v + v v ln A7
8 < 5% 25% o — 51 ( )
L (2(pap;, :p1)  (pip2:D),), o1+ ﬁl)
— d + Y In A8
B ( mi e > (A8)
1 {(Pf)2(p1ply 1 p2)° 1 22 + o i P (p2pi 2 p,,)(P1p),  p2) i as(papi : p,)°
8m 433 g — By B3 234
8367 — (papr :p’)z) < mip? g +Bz)]
+ d Qg — Y In A9
( 153 S TR (49)
1 [Pf(plpfj L p2)’? " P (papy, 2 pa) (paps - p),) 2" Ba n (pap1 = 1)°
sl maf B3 az — B iz
ﬁ%ﬁ% - (p2p1 ZPI)Q) ( Qg . Qo +52)}
— Y 2———Z1In A10
( 25 [y (A10)
1
5 (8 (200800 + 20000835785 — 30%) + 0350 — 357830)
2
+ 5o 2
+52536 — 26%] In a2 + 20387 — 6020330
B1 55 B3 } =B R 2 [ 155 1025,
+60r1 (a5 (3656° — B155) + B3 65 — 2036°)
+02326(305 (353 83 — 50%) — 953 85 + 13536%)] } (A11)
Q; =Py 'PL
G = ai — mipy;
Y12 = \/(Pl “p2)? — m%m%
(ab: c) = (a-c)(b-c)—c*(a-b) (A12)

and 0 = (p1ps : pl,) in I_55 for simplicity.
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B. Tensor integrals in the regular bremsstrahlung contribution

If there are polarized massive particles, then we also need to deal with integrals that
contain extra factors of k* (up to 3 for neutron beta decay) in the numerator, which will be
later contracted to the spin vectors. In this Appendix we outline the systematic approach

to evaluate these tensor integrals.

1. With k*

If one out of the three massive particles is polarized, then we may encounter vector

integrals of the following form:

&k dp ”
I = L (2m)*' W (p, —p, — k . »
I / (27)32E) (27?)32E,,( Ty o by —p )(p - k)i(pe - k)

They were first studied in Ref.[17] , which we will briefly recap here to introduce further

(B1)

discussions. One starts by the following general decomposition of the vector integral:
It = ar(i, )P + az(i, j)pe + as(i, j)p) - (B2)

The functions a4, as, az can be solved by contracting both sides by p,, pe, and (p)),

respectively, which gives rise to the following matrix equation:

al(l}j) Ii—l,j

a2(i>j) =M I; i ) (B3)
.. /2

a3(l>]) %”]i,j

where
myx p-pe p-p,
M=\ p-p. m p-p, (B4)
Py, pe-p, D
is a 3 X 3 matrix of which inverse can be easily computed. Here we have used the identity

P,k =pr/2.
2. With kHk”

When there are two polarized particles, we need also the following tensor integral

) Br dp, Fk
Iy = / ( P om) 6@ (pl, — p, — k)

2m)32Ey, (27)32E, (p-k)i(pe - k)7~ (B5)
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Again, we adopt the most general decomposition:
L5 = b1(i,5)g"" 4 ba(i, 3)p"p” + b3 (4, J)pkpe + ba(i, j)pi'py, + bs(i, §) (p'pe + p"pk)
+bs(i, 4) (PP +0"p)) + b7 (i, 3) (plwy, + pipy') - (B6)
In principle, one may solve the functions b;-b; using exactly the same method, but that
will involve the inversion of a 7 x 7 matrix which is analytically very challenging, and the
numerical inversion of a badly conditioned matrix may also lead to significant errors.

Here we introduce a trick to obtain the analytic expressions of all these coefficients without

inverting a large matrix. We consider the following singly-contracted integral:

fZ“] =5, 1" (B7)

2,7 7
where s,, is an arbitrary vector. The most general decomposition of this integral reads:
jz"ij = (_)1 (Zv j)p‘u + (_)2@7 j)pg + 1_73(7'7.])1)31 + bl (Zv j)sﬂ : (Bg)
In particular, the coefficient of the s* term is the same b, (7, j) that appears in Eq.(B6), which
is obvious by contracting p, to both sides of that equation; so we may start by evaluating

b1 (i, j). For that purpose, it is useful to define a set of unit vectors from the available vectors

in the integral, namely p#, p¥ and pl. First, the temporal unit vector reads:
A~ —, 1
tH=(1,0) = —p". B9
(1.0) = —p (B9)

Next, we arrange the coordinates such that p,. aligns with the z-axis. With that we define:

1 N 1 E.
= 0.0)= o - B = o (- ) (B10)

e Pe my
Finally, we align p/, to contain only z- and y-components. With that we define:

E/ e — /Ee/ /)
<p§f‘— vPe — B Cp”—p”cpé‘),(Bll)

1 .
7= (0,9) = —— () — Bt —p, ") =
Pemyn Pe

= / ! ol
p,s p,s

where s’ =sinf,, .

It is easy to see that
]zzj = bl(ivj)gg3 = _bl(iv.j> (B12>
because none of the vectors p, p., p, has a z-component. At the same time, the on-shell

momentum of the bremsstrahlung photon satisfies:
—(k*)* = —(k)* + (k") + (k*)*
= (k-0 + (k- 2)" + (k- 9)°
= bio +bup -k +biepe - k+ bra(p - k)* + bie(pe - k)* +biy(p- k)(pe - k) , (B13)
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where the coefficients {b1,, ..., b1} are deducible from Eqs.(B9)-(B11). Plugging this back
into Eq.(B12) gives:

b1(%,7) = biadi; + binli—1j + biclij1 + bigli—o; + biedi j_o + bipli—1 -1 . (B14)

With b; determined, we can now deduce the the three remaining coefficients in Eq.(BS).
Moving the bys* term to the left and contracting both sides by p,,, pe, and (p),),, we obtain

the following matrix equation:

bi(i,7) pully = bi(i, j)s - p Sulity; —bi(i,j)s - p
62(%]) :M_l peu]_ﬁj_bl(iaj)s'pe :M_l Su[zuj l_bl(iaj)s'pe
bs(i, j) P,)ully = bu(i,5)s - 1), i v dl; — (i, §)s - p,

(B15)
Notice that there is no new matrix inversion required in this step apart from the known M !
from the previous subsection. We then plug the solution back into Eq.(B8) and remove s,

from both sides because it is an arbitrary vector. That gives:

= bl(Z ] g+ {Mu i— 1] bl(i,j)pu) +M1_21(Izyj—1 - bl(iaj)pg)

+ My (P2 /217 — 012, 5)(P,)") } 0 + { Mgy (I} bl(i,j)p”)

+Mp! (17 bl(i,j)pZHMz‘g (P /2)I7; = ba(d )")} P

+{ My (17 = ba(i, 5)pY) + My (1754 — by (z‘J)pZ)

FM (0] /2) 17 = 016, 5) ()" } ()" - (B16)

Comparing this to Eq.(B6) yields all the quantities b, (¢, j), which can be decomposed similar
to Eq.(B14) as

by(i,7) = byalij +bplic1j+bpelsjo1 +byali—oj+bpels j—o+bypli1 ;o1 , n=1,...,7. (B17)

The analytic expressions of the coefficients {b,q,,....b,s} (n = 1,...,7) can be found in the

supplemented Mathematica notebook bremreg.nb.

3. With k*EVE“

When n, p and e are all polarized, we may encounter tensor integrals of the form:
e — / d3k d®p, kP EY K
i (27)32E, (27)32E, (p-F)i(pe - k)77

(2m)*6 (p), — p, — k) (B18)
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which adopts the following general decomposition:

L5 = (i, 5)(g"p" + g"*p” + g"*p") + c2(i, ) (9" P + 9"“pe + " PL)
+es(i, §) (9" (p,)" + g" ()" + " (L)") + cald, J)P"P"P™ + (i, §)ptpepe
+e(i, 3) (0,)!" ()" (p,)" + e (i, 3)(P"p" e + P ppe + P P pL)
+es (i, 7) (P ()" + P (0,)” + " (0,)") + coli, ) (PEPP™ + plpp” + pepep")
+ pepe (p,)")
P+ (p))" (p,)P")
+ ()" (P,)"pt)
PP (py)” + 7Pl ()" + PP ()" + ol ()") -
(B19)

e ()" + pipe (p,)”
p)" () P + ()" (1))
)( V)pe + ()" (0),)p

L)Y+

Using the procedure outlined in the previous subsection, we can in principle deduce all the
functions ¢;—c13 without inverting a 13 x 13 matrix. However, as far as this work is concerned,
we only need a fully-contracted integral s.,s,,sp.1};". Therefore, we may take a shortcut

and start with the following doubly-contracted integral:

— pro
J = Swspali

= él(Z,j)p‘u + 62(Zvj)pg + 63(Zuj)(p;)“ + 54(7'7.])55 + 55(%])35 ’
(B20)

where ¢4 = €28, petc38,-p., and &5 = a5y PetC35, P, as following Eq.(B19). Now we play the
same game: First, c; and c3 can be obtained from [73* = —c, (i, j)p* —ca(i, j)pe —cs(i, 7)(p),)%
where I7%% can be re-expressed in terms of I* using Eq.(B13). Next, the three remaining

functions ¢;_3 can be deduced from the matrix equation:

61(’&,]) Snuspally_al,j
62(’&,]) = M_l Snuspa[;/?_l - 64(1 ])Sn *Pe — 65(iaj)5p * Pe . (B21)
53(Zuj) ( /2>Sm/8pa[7,] C4(Z j)Sn pl/ é5(i,j>8p p:/
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Plugging the solution back into Eq.(B20) and contracting by p., gives the desired fully-

contracted integral:

SepSmvSpally = Ki(i,7)sn - Spse - 0+ Kali, J)sn - DesSp - PeSe - P+ Kasn - pl,sp - DlySe - D

‘I'ICG Z>j)sn *PeSp - PeSe - pix + K?(i>j)sn : p:/Sp : p:/Se : pix
FKs (i, ) (Sn - PeSp - Py + S - DySp  Pe)Se * D,
)(sp *PeSn * Se + Sp * pesp . se)

+’C10(i>j)(sp ' pixsn * Se + Sp * p:/sp . se) . (B22)
The functions K, can be decomposed as:

ICo(i,5) = Kpadij + Kopliz1; + Kyelij—1 + Kpali—aj + Kyl j—o + Kyplioy j—1
+ngli—sj + Koplijos + Kyidi—ojo1 + Kyjlizij—2 , n=1,..,10 , (B23)

where the analytic expressions of the coefficients {/IC,,, ..., KC;;} (n = 1,...,10) can be found

in bremreg.nb.

C. Instructions for the supplemented Mathematica notebooks

We provide two Mathematica notebooks as supplementary materials: “recoil.nb” that
evaluates analytically the recoil coefficients {7, ..., 7,4} in Eq.(28), and “bremreg.nb” that
evaluates numerically the functions 6,°*(E,, c') in Eq.(29). In this appendix we provide a
brief explanation of their contents.
We used TRACER |[38] to perform traces in the squared amplitude and impose on-shell
conditions. The package can be downloaded from https://library.wolfram.com/infocenter/MathSourc

and is called in the first line of both notebooks.

1. recoil.nb

The notebook recoil.nb consists of three sections:

e The “setup” section defines the 3-body squared amplitude, imposes on-shell conditions

and performs the e-expansion in Eq.(12).
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e The “O(e")” section evaluates the zeroth-order correlation coefficients, i.e. Cy in Ta-

ble I-II.

e The “O(e')” section evaluates the recoil coefficients {74, ...,7a} (7 = 1,..,30) in Ta-

ble ITI-IV.

Simply run the entire notebook to obtain the full result. For sceptical readers, important

parts to check are the implementation of the on-shell conditions, the definition of L, , H,,

and the e-expansion in the “setup” section, and the respective completeness check at the end

of the O(e?), O(e') sections.

2. bremreg.nb

The notebook bremreg.nb evaluates numerically the functions §;#(E,, ¢’) (denoted as
dregn|Ee,cp| in the notebook) in Eq.(29) (n = 1,...,36). To use them, simply evaluate the
entire notebook from the beginning to the “regular bremsstrahlung” section, which may take

up to a few minutes. Below we briefly explain the purpose of each section:

e The “squared amplitude” section constructs the “regular” bremsstrahlung squared am-

plitude |My[Z o in Eq.(21).

e The “(s- k)" replacement” section applies the results in Appendix B to transform the
tensor integrals into scalar integrals. The key is to replace powers of s- k in |./\/l4|(2;21\/[7reg

by powers of p-k and p,. - k which give the same result after integrating over p, and k.

e The “isolating different correlations” section identifies the 36 structures in g% —and
check their completeness. It also performs the p,, k-integral analytically by replacing

(p- k)" (pe - k)7 with the corresponding scalar integrals in Appendix A.

e The “functions and parameter” section defines various inputs needed to evaluate the

bremsstrahlung integral:

— The 3 x 3 matrix M in Eq.(B4) and its inverse, the coefficients {byq, ..., byr} (n =
1,...,7) in Eq.(B17), the coefficients {KC,, ..., KC;;;} (n =1, ...,10) in Eq.(B23);

— The scalar functions /; ; in Appendix A;
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— The final integrand before performing the p/, integral (which takes most of the

evaluation time).

e The “regular bremsstrahlung” section defines various numerical inputs (fermion masses,
A, and the electron end-point energy), and obtain the functions 6, (E, ¢’) by perform-

ing the p/ -integral numerically.

e Finally, the “examples” section demonstrates how one utilizes the functions 52‘35(Ee, ).
In particular, the “consistency test” subsection checks the identities in Sec.V B numer-

ically.

A technical detail: The basis vectors ## and ¢ in Eqs.(B10), (B11) are, strictly speaking,

undefined at E, = m, or ¢ = %1, which means the functions 5;‘35(Ee, ') cannot be evaluated

at these points, although their limits at £, — m, or ¢ — +1 are totally regular.
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