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Abstract
We investigate the spectral function of the Higgs mode in a two dimensional Bose gas, by using
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I. INTRODUCTION

In condensed matter physics, the Higgs mode was first explored in superconductivity [1],
and has recently been observed in ultra-cold Bosons in both three and two dimensional
optical lattices [2, 3]. Higgs modes in various other systems have also been studied [1].
The Higgs mode in Boson systems in an optical lattice has been theoretically studied by
using O(2) model [5—10]. However, it was found experimentally that the dependence of
the response function on the frequency exhibits a broad continuum rather than a sharp
peak [3, 10]. This feature cannot be explained in terms of the O(2) model [6-8]. Moreover,
as the system deviates from the critical point and enters the superfluid phase, the response
function broadens and vanishes [3]. This phenomenon also exists in Fermi superfluid [11].

In this paper, we study the spectral function of the Higgs mode in 2 + 1 dimensions by
using the effective field theory (EFT) in the zero temperature limit [12-14]. We study the
spectral functions of both the longitudinal and the scalar susceptibilities, which are found to
be the same when q = 0. We also find that the feature of the peak of the spectral function
is consistent with the experiment. The peak of the longitudinal susceptibility is soft, as
observed in the experiment. Furthermore, our theory reproduces the disappearance of the
Higgs mode in the ordered phase, as observed in the experiment.

The rest of the paper is organized as the following. In Sec. II, we briefly introduce
the EFT in a two dimensional Bose gas. The correlation functions of the Higgs mode are

calculated in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we present the numerical study. Sec. V is a summary.

II. EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

In imaginary time representation, the action of EFT can be written as [11]

S, ] = /dT/dD{ -V =] v ety

(1)
[ (WP + S () + }

where r = g is the chemical potential, g, h, and g3 are coupling constants that can be
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determined from fitting the results with the experimental data, represents the higher
order terms. We consider only the leading order, that is, the case that g is the only nonzero

coupling constant.



One can compare the EFT with the O(2) model, which is a relativistic model and can

describe the Bose gas at the vicinity of the critical point, with the action

2
S[®] = /dD“x {% (0,)* — %@2 + %qﬂqﬂ} : (2)

where ® is a two component vector. In EFT, if we write ¢ as a two component vector,
the only difference with the O(2) model is the derivative with respect to t. Similar to the

parametrization of O(2) model, ¢ can be parameterized as

w=v+%(¢1+i¢2)- (3)

Then the action of effective field theory can be written as

[ w17w2 = +Sfroe[ ¢17¢2]+Smt[ 7¢17w2]7

/dT/dd lrv%— gv},
Stree|V, V1, 2] = /dT/ddI [5 %@52 - ¢1¢2> + 1@Dl(—vz + X))y + 1@52(—V2 +Y)¢2] ;

Sim[v,wl,w]:/dr/ddx {— (0= v+ Lo+ 03) + g<w1+wz>],

X =—r+3g0% Y = —r + gv*.

A. Feynman rules

The lowest-energy classical configuration of the potential is a constant field ¢ = v, with

v = " (5)

By choosing such a minimum, the global U(1) gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken.
There are ultra violet (UV) divergences in 1-loop calculation in 1 4 2 dimensions. One
can deal with the UV divergences by renormalization, i.e. rescaling the field as v — Z %w

and introducing the counter terms defined as [15]
0, =2Z-1, 6, =roZ —r, d;=90Z — g. (6)

where ry and gy are bare chemical potential and bare coupling constant, respectively, to

replace 7 and g in the original Lagrangian. We find that J, is sufficient to cancel the UV
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divergence showing up in 1-loop calculation. Thus we use Z = 1, §, = 6, = 0. With only
one counter term, we need only one renormalization condition. Similar to the O(2) model,

we use the renormalization condition [0, 8, 15]

(1) = 0. (7)
The action at classical minimum with counter terms can be written as

[ ¢17¢2 = _'_ Sfreo[ wlawﬂ + Slnt[ 7¢17¢2] + Sc[vv¢law2]
/ dr / dda { —g)v 4} ,
Stree|V, Y1, 2] = /dT/dd [ 1t — ¢1¢2) - %?ﬂl(vz — 290" )t — %%(vz)%] ;
Sulovin vl = [ ar [ dts [ W3+ 9) + o0} +w§>2} ,

Sufoovnvnl = [ ar [ dte | Satut 4 30,004 VISP + S0 ) + 2R+ 0
©

The propagator can be written as [11]

1 p? w

D(w,p) = ————
(W p) w2 + 62(]9) W p2 + 291)2 (9)

€(p) = v Pi(p* + 29v?),

where we have used a Nambu spinor to denote ¥, and 15. The Feynman rules for the vertices

are shown in Fig. 1.

B. Susceptibility

The observable we are interested in is the spectral function of Higgs mode. The spectral

function can be defined via dynamic susceptibility as [6, 10]

Yip(a,w) = Im(yap(q,iv — w +i07)), (10)

so that x’i5(q,w) are the imaginary parts of retarded correlation functions, which can be
obtained from thermal correlation functions xap(q,iw) by analytical continuation iw —
w 4 407, The thermal correlation function y4p(q,iw) can be calculated in imaginary time

representation.
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FIG. 1: Feynman rules of EFT. The solid line is the propagator of 11, the dotted line is
the propagator of 5.

The scalar susceptibility is introduced in Ref. [6]. It was argued that to observe the
Higgs mode in experiments, one should try to measure the spectral function of the scalar

susceptibility. The scalar susceptibility can be associated with the parameterization [14]
Y(a,t) = V/n(w, )0 n(z,t) = 0* + p(x,t). (11)
Using Eq. (3), we find
ol 1) = V3ot + 25 + 203 (12)
Similar to the approach in Ref. [0], it is found that

1
Xor = 20%X0nus + V20 (Xoust + X0z ) + 2 (e +Xoug +200) - (13)

In this paper, we study the spectral functions of both longitudinal susceptibility X;,fwl

and scalar susceptibility x7,.
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FIG. 2: The diagrams of 1PI contribution (¢) at 1-loop level.
ITII. CALCULATION OF CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

Throughout this paper, we consider zero temperature limit and 2+ 1 dimensions. We use
dimensional regulation (DR) [17] to regulate the UV divergence. For simplicity, in D = 2—¢

dimensions, we define Nyy as

2 M?
Nyy = = — vg + log(167) + log —, (14)
€ 2gv2

where v is the Euler constant, M is renormalization scale.

A. 1-loop level
1. Counter terms at 1-loop order

The renormalization condition in Eq. (7) requires the 1-particle-irreducible (1PI) tadpole
diagrams of ¢y vanish. All the 1PI diagrams at 1-loop level are shown in Fig. 2. The
diagrams shown in Fig. 2. (a), (b) and (c) are denoted as I’, I} and I’ respectively, and can

be written as

6 2
lo=—gv sl B=—gusfi, Li=—V200" (15)

where we use the superscript of 55(71) to denote d, at 1-loop level, f! and f} are obtained in

Eq. (A17). Using the renormalization condition

() =TI+ I, + I, =0, (16)

we find that in D = 2 — ¢ dimensions, the counter term at 1-loop level can be written as
w_ 9
50 = 9 (Nyy -2 17
g 87 ( uv ) ) ( )

where Nyy is defined in Eq. (14).
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FIG. 3: The diagrams of 1PI contribution to II;; at 1-loop level.
2. 1PI contribution to self-energy at 1-loop order

The 1PI contribution to self-energy of v is denoted as Il;;. The diagrams contributing
to II;; at 1-loop level are shown in Fig. 3. The diagrams shown in Fig. 3. (a), (b), (c¢), (d),
(e), (f) and (g) are denoted as IV, I/*, I¥1, I)", I¥1, I}m and I}, respectively, and can be
written as

I = =3gfe L' =—gfi, 1 (wq,q") = 186" fi(wy, 4°),

[7 (we, ¢°) = 2¢°0* fE(we, 7)., 19 (wg, @) = I} (wg, ¢°) = 69°0* [P (wg, ¢°), 1) = —36,,

(18)
where f1 fE fP(q?), fF(¢*) and fP(q*) are given in Eqs. (A17), (A34), (A35) and (A28). 4,
are given in Eq. (17). We find

2

w2—20g2v4 sec™ ! 2gw_v
g2,U2 (_( q ) ( q ) —47Tg'U2 _|_2wq>

\/4g2 vt —w?

4mw,
n=a,...,q
PPt (19)
- (, [4g2v* — w2 (1047 g*0® — 100g%w,v" — 267 gwv? + 21w%)
47'('(,03 (4g2’U4 . W2)3/2 q q q q
q q

4.8 2 2 4 4 —1 2gv° 4
—4 (100g"v® — 37¢°wzv" + 2wy ) sec + O(q").

Wq
The 1PI contribution to self-energy of 15 is denoted as Ily, The diagrams contributing
to Ilae at 1-loop level are shown in Fig. 4. The diagrams shown in Fig. 4. (a), (b), (¢), (d)

and (e) are denoted as I¥2, I/?, I¥2, I¥? and I’ respectively, and can be written as

I2 = —gft, I,”==3gf, 1w, q") = 200" 1wy, 0°),

(20)
[le}z (W q2) = 292U2f£(wq> q2)> [g}z = _592}2’



FIG. 5: The diagrams of 1PI contribution to II;5 at 1-loop level.
where fP(q?) = =2f2(q%), fL, fi, fP(¢%) and f}(q?) are given in Eqs. (A17), (A28) and (A36),
while 9, is given in Eq. (17). We find

2 2 —1 ( 2gv°
g wyv* sec <—wq

2y E Y2
H22 (w‘Z? q ) - I’n2 - 47T 492@4 — w2
n=a,...,e q

— 2gv?
g?’q2v4 (49204\/msec 1 (Z—q) — 4g2qu4 + wé’)

Amwg (w2 — 4g2v4)2

(21)

_|_

+O(qh).

The 1PI contribution to self-energy that one 1, is annihilated while a 1), is created is
denoted as IIy5. The diagrams contributing to Il;5 at 1-loop level are shown in Fig. 5. The
diagrams shown in Fig. 5. (a) (b) and (c) are denoted as I¥1¥2, I}"¥* and I¥1¥2 respectively,

and can be written as

I =0, 1w q%) = 68°0° fF(wg, %), 12wy, @) = —20°0° [ (wy, ¢7),  (22)
where f7(¢?) and f?(q*) are given in Eqs. (A37) and (A38). We find

3yt gec—? (29
g v sec (wq g%

o (w,, %) = I (wy, ¢%) + 192 (w,, ¢%) = -

my/4gPvt — w2 8
g*q*v? 2,4 2 3,6 2 4 9 9 3 (23)
 Srw? (4920 2)3/2 ( dgPvt — w2 (32mg° — 28¢%wyv? — 8mgwiv? + 5w;)
7qu g-v —wq

4,8 2 2 4 4 1 ([ 29V 4
—4(28¢"0° — 13g°wiv" + wy) sec + O(q").

Wq




FIG. 6: The diagrams of 1PI contribution to cross-susceptibilities at 1-loop level.

3. 1PI contribution to cross susceptibilities

(1) (1) (1) (1)
W2apy? Xy Xggp2r Xy2

where we use the superscript to denote the susceptibilities at 1-loop level. The 1PI

The cross susceptibilities at 1-loop level are denoted as x

M
Xy

diagrams contributing to cross susceptibilities at 1-loop level are shown in Fig. 6. The

diagrams shown in Fig. 6. (a), (b), (¢), (d), (e), (f), (g), (h) and (i) are denoted as IS°, I{*,
ICCS’ Igs’ ICS

2 and

I, Ie°, Ir® and If° respectively, and can be written as

e fr gy
I (w q2)=—26ﬂfp(w q2)q72 Iy (w q2>:_22ﬂfp(w )y
a W V2 lae w2+ €eX(q)’ P V2 wy +€(q)’
2gv ¢ 29v ¢
Ictw’2:_2_Pw’27’lctw’2:_2—pw’27a
@) =B g O G oy T ) = = e 5y o
2
Wy q

2gv 6gv
INw,, %) = 22= P (w,, ¢*) ——L—, I9(w,, ¢%) = —2—=fP(w,, ¢°)—————,
e( QQ) \/ifg( q q)wg_l_eg(q) f( q q) \/§f6( q Q)wg_l_eg(q)

[gt(wquqz) :4f5(wq7q2>7 Ifclt(quq2) = 4fl§)(w47q2)7 [iCt(wqu) = 4f£(wmq2>’



We find at 1-loop level that
1 1 c
X, @a @)+ X0, (@) = D T (wed?)

g?v®sec™? (%) g2
+
Twey /8970t — 2w2  27w3, /8g%vt — 2w? (29¢%v% + ¢* + wg) (wg — 4g%vt)

2
X {4 (w? = 3g%0") (W (¢* — 29v°) — 12¢9°¢*v*) sec™ <2gv ) + \/m [—40mgP g%

Wq

+4g* 0w, (9q2 — 27qu) + 2g1)2w3 (57Tq2 + wq) + wg’ (27rwq — 7q2)}} + O(q"),
1 1 1 c c c
X (w0 @)+ X002 (0 @) + 2X0 2 (g, @) = I (w0, ) + I (w0 ) + 20 (g, )
2,4 onn—1 [ 2gv°
B 2g-v° sec ( oy 9q20? 2902)

= — 8q%v! (w2 — 3921)4) sec™! <
Twg/4g%v" — W} Wy (4921)4 — w?)gﬂ < ! Wy

+ (87rg?’216 — 6g°wvt — 27rgw§v2 + wg’) \/4gPvt — w§> + O(q").

At 1-loop level, the self energy can be written as

2(1) (qu q2> = DO(wqu q) + DO(wqa q) 1T DO(qu q) (26>
where D(w,, ¢?) is defined in Eq. (9), while II(w,, ¢*) is defined as

I (wg, ¢%) —Ihs(wg, g2
H(wq,qQ) 11 q q°) 12( q q°) ’ (27)

H12(wq7 q2) H22(an qz)

The thermal correlation function XT(Z)ll)dJl at 1-loop level is the matrix element

(B® (wy, c]2))11 at 1-loop level. One can find that there is an infrared singularity in x4,
when w, — 0 and q = 0. However, for scalar susceptibility, such an infrared singularity is
cancelled, as in the O(2) model [6]. Using Eq. (13), we find that

¢* (gv* + 8mv?)
drw?

1)
Xpp

(wg,q) = +O(q") (28)

B. Higher order contributions

We can sum up all the 1PI contributions to infinite orders, as shown in Fig. 7. The

self-energy is denoted as >, and the 1PI contributions can be written as a matrix, as in

Eq. (27).
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FIG. 7: The 1PI summation.

The equation in Fig. 7 can be written as

S(wy %) = Y D(wg, ) - (M(wy, ¢%) - D(wg, @))" = D(wy.q) - (I = T1(g%) - D(wg,q))

— (D(wq, q) ' — (w,, qz))_1 ,

(29)

where I is the identity matrix, D(w,, ¢*) is defined in Eq. (9). Eq. (29) is the well-known

Dyson equation. For simplicity, we only give the result at q = 0, which can be written as

Z(wq,qz) _ le(wq7q2) Z21(Wq>q2) ’
le(wq>q2) Z22(Wq>q2)

with

2 2
Y11 (wg, ¢ = 0) = 1670w, sec™ (%) / [7‘(2 (970 + 8uwy) %y /4g%vt — w2

q

2gv? 2gv?
—4g3vtsec™! ( JY ) (gw [4g*vt — W2 sec™! ( v ) +2(g9+ 127r)wq)} ,
w Wy

q

167 gv?
Y92 (wg, ¢° = 0) = UL { [2, [4g%v* — w2 (2mg*v® — gw, + dmw,)
Wy
2 2 4 1 (2907 2(,2 2 2 2,4 2
+g(u)q—2091})sec - /[w (g%v* + 8uw,) *1/4g%v — w2
q

2 2

2 2
—4g3vtsec™! ( JY ) (gw [4g*vt — w? sec™! ( v ) +2(g + 127‘(‘)(,%)] } ,
Wq Wq

Yia(wy, ¢° = 0) = =91 (wy, ¢* = 0) = —87 [7? (970" + 8wg) y/4g?v* — w2
2gv*

QB =1 2 (2 2 2 Jgo204 2
8g°v" sec ( o )] / |:7T (970% + 8uwy) *1/4g%v w?

1

—4g%vt sec™

11

(30)

(32)

(33)



FIG. 8 The 1PI summation.

The spectrum w(q) can be given as the poles of the self-energy [14],

det (D(w,q)”" — H(w,q)) = 0. (34)

We find

lim [det (D(wg, q = 0)"" — I(w,, ¢* = 0))] = 0. (35)

w—0

which implies that w(¢* = 0) = 0 is a solution of Eq. (34). Therefore there is no gap in the
spectrum of 1, respecting the Hugenholz-Pines theorem [18].

The correlation function x4, can be obtained as

Xap141 (W(N q) = 211<Wq7 q2 = O) (36>

The 1PI summation of cross-susceptibilities are shown in Figs. 8 and 9. The diagrams

in Fig. 8 represent

6gv 2gv
Xz, (We, @) + Xz (We, @) = _QEfs(wm ¢*) %1 (wg, ¢%) — 2ﬁf?(wq7 0*) %21 (wg, ¢°)

2gv 2gv 2gv

- 2%ff(wq7 ¢*) X1 (wg, ¢°) — QEJ‘}?(% )31 (wg, ¢°) + 2%]?5(%7 )21 (wg, ¢%)  (37)
6gv

- QLff(wtp q2)211(wq> q2)

V2

12
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FIG. 9: The 1PI summation.

The diagrams in Fig. 9 represent

2
Xop2y2 (qu ) 418wy, qz) + 89 (3f5(wqa q2) + fcp(wfb qz)) 211(‘*’[17 q2>
i (

(
— 89%0” (f7(wg, ¢°))” Baa(wy, ¢*) — 16g°0* (312 (wq, ¢°) + f2(wg, 4°)) f7(wg, %) E12(wg, ¢7),
Xuzuz (W, 0%) = 4F7(@q, 6) + 86°0% (f7(wq, 4*) + 32 (wq, )" Dua (g, 1)
— 80207 (f2(wg, ¢°))” oo (wgs 4) + 169%0% (f7(was %) + 312 (wgr 42)) [7(wgy ¢°) S,
X2z (We, °) = 4fP(wq, ¢°) + 89°0° (f2(wq, ¢%) + 32 (wg, ¢%)) X [En1(wg, ) f3 (wg, ¢°)
+3511 (wg, °) fP(wq, ¢) + B2 fP(we, %)) + 8970 1wy, ¢) X [Da1(wy, ¢) 17 (we ¢°)

+3%01 (wqu qz)ff(w(b q2> + 222((*)(]7 q2>f5<wq7 q2)] .

Using Eqgs. (13), (36), (37) and (38), we find

2 2
Xpp(wg, g =0) = {647rg2v4wq sec™! ( JY )} [64W2w2, [4g*vt — w2
Wq

—8¢%v%w, (g(g + 12m)v?sec™! ( ) 72\ [4g2vt — w2) (39)
2

+g'vt [4g2 v4—w2< 4sec_1< gv )2)]
Wy

In experiments, the spectral function is normalized after being measured [3]. We find

13
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that after normalization, the spectral functions xy, ,, (ws, g = 0) and X

(wg, 4 = 0) are the

same as each other. In the rest of the paper, we only concentrate on nglw (wg,a=0).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To obtain the numerical results, we need to match the coupling constant g. One can match
the coupling constant g at tree level and the leading order of ¢?, the result is g = 8ma, [14],
where a, is the s-wave scattering length. However, in experiments, the system is tunable
via j = J/U, where J is the hopping constant, U is the interaction strength. To obtain the
dependence of the parameters on the the hopping constant .J, we introduce an action derived

from the Bose-Hubbard model by using Hubbard-Stratanovich transformation [19-21],

p 0 0 u
* _ D « 9 g 2 2 2, U4 6
sl = [ ar [ a2 { K o Kl 0+ KaITOR 4ol + 1ol + 00}

(40)
where

1 1 ng + 1 Un

r=—{=- + :
Zad \ J noU —p p—(ng— 1)U
(0, p/U<0;
1, 0<u/U <1,

ng = ) /J“/ (41)

2, 1<p/U<2;

where Z is the coordinate number, a is the lattice spacing, p is the chemical potential.
Comparing Eq. (40) with Eq. (1), one can find that when Ky = 0, Eq. (40) reduces to
Eq. (1), which is the EFT.

Based on the comparison of Eqgs. (40) and (41) with Eq. (1), we assume

T:a<j_;_1),fzgz(j—;—1). (42)

where « is an arbitrary constant parameter with dimension of m? Then we can use the

dimensionless variable

w

%. (43)
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FIG. 10: The normalized spectral function xj,, ,, (wsq = 0) at 7 = 2. The dotted line is for
g = 0.1, the solid line is for ¢ = 0.3 and the dashed line is for ¢ = 0.5. One can see that the
peaks of the spectral functions are broadened continuums rather than sharp peaks.

However, similar to O(2) model, when g decreases, the peak becomes sharper.

After variable substitution and normalization, nglw . depends only on the massless param-
eters 7, w, and g. The perturbation works only when g < 1, so we choose g < 1. The
normalized spectral function X%wl (wy, g = 0) is shown in Fig. 10 with the parameter values
r=2and g =0.1, g =0.3 and g = 0.5.

We find that the peaks of the spectral functions form broadened continuums rather than
sharp peaks, in consistency with the experiment [3]. We also find that similar to O(2) model,
when g decreases, the peak becomes sharper. This cannot explain the disappearance of the
Higgs mode observed in the experiment [3].

When 7 > w,, the spectral function can be simplified as
o (@0 = 0) ~ 1 dmg (77 (g°wy + 24mglo, + 647°0,) — 8w, (7%g7))

11 N 7 ((gZJJq + 247 g, + 647r2wq)2 + (87r29f)2)

where N is the normalization factor. So we can find the maximum is at

8grm? :
g ~J (i - 1) (45)

YeT 2 oagn +64n2 8\,

15
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FIG. 11: The spectral function of longitudinal susceptibility Xill » at g =0.3. The dashed

line is the approximate position of the maximum of the spectral function shown in Eq. (45).

when 7 > w, and g < 1.

In the experiment, with the increase of the lattice potential depth, g increases approxi-
mately linearly and J decreases exponentially [22]. The spectral function as a function of
J/Jje, while g is kept constant, is shown in Fig. 11. One canclearly see the peak and the
energy gap, as well as the disappearance of the Higgs mode. We find that the spectral

function shown in Fig. 11 fits well the observation in the experiment [3].

V. CONCLUSION

The Higgs mode discovered in the 2D optical lattice ended the debate whether the Higgs
mode can be observed in the 2D neutral superfluid. However, the feature that the peek is
a soft continuum above the gap energy rather than a sharp peak, and the disappearance of
the response in the ordered phase, cannot be explained using the O(2) model.

In this paper, we have investigated the spectral function of the Higgs mode by using an
EFT model. We calculate the spectral functions of both longitudinal susceptibility XZ)N/}l

and scalar susceptibility Xgp- The spectral functions are obtained as shown in Eqs. (36) and

16



(39), and are drawn in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11.

We find that the visibility of the Higgs mode is the same in longitudinal and scalar

susceptibilities. Our EFT calculation reproduces various experimental features, including

the softness of the peak of the spectral function and the disappearance of the response with

the increase of j/7j..

This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No.

12075059).

Appendix A: The results of Feynman diagrams
1. Results of some integrals

Similar to Ref. [11], we also use the definition

de: k2m - MeAD+2m—2n I‘(;ﬂ + m)r(n - m — %)

) = M [ G = rG)

Another integral we need can be defined as

dPk 1
(2m)D (k2)a(k2 + A2)b(4k2(k2 + A2) + B2)e’

Jupe(A? B?) = ME/

It can be calculated in Mellin-Barnes representation [23], as

MY ™ T(et2)T(—2) [ dPk (&)
Ja,bﬁ - 22027.‘.7; /;200 dZ F(C) /(27T)D (kQ)a(kQ+A2)b<k2(l{;2+A2))C+z'

With the help of I,,,, calculated in Eq. (Al), it can be written as

D_a—b—2c
Me A2 2 ico 2\ %
Jope(A®, B?) = ( : ) 1 / dz (B )

et ID(OT(2)(4m) 2 7 2mi i \AY
y L+ 2)T(—2)T(E —a—c—2)T(E +c— 2+ 2)I(“2H 4 c— L 4 2)
L'b+c+2) '

For convenience, we define

¢,

: 1™ T(a+2)D(b+ 2)L(c+ 2)[(d — 2)[(—=2)
](a,b,c,d,e):%/_mdz Tt )

which is calculated by closing the contour of the integral and using

(-1

n!

Res(I'(a+tn),z=F(n+a)) ==+
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It is obtained that
ll@a+n)(b+n)(c+n)t"
Fe+n)'(1—d+n) n!
lla+d+n)l(b+d+n)(c+d+n)t"
Fle+d+n)'(1+d+n) nl)’

jla,b,c,d,e) = Z (F(d)F(l —d)

n=0

+tT(—=d)T'(1 4 d)

where we have used the relation

when n is an integer.

Then using the definition of Hypergeometric function

A1, 02, ...y Gy a p:l(ai)n "
F, g = =it (A9)
"\ bba, b, ; [T (b))n n!

p

we find

(a)D(0)T(c)0(d) a,b, c

j(aa b> ¢, da 6) = F(e) 1 d
e, 1 —

(A10)

Jla+d)lb+d)I(c+d)I'(—d) a+d,b+d,c+d
‘l‘t 3F2 t
(e +d) e+d1+d

With the help of j(a,b,c,d,e) calculated in Eq. (A10), J, . can be written as

B Me (Ag)g—a—b—Zc

a,b,c —

Fla+b+2c— L)L —a—c) o,y B athtl 4 oD p2

3172 v
[ +c) b+c,1+a+c—§ At

e e i
I'(c) §+b—a,1—a—c+§ Al
(A11)

When using DR to regulate the UV divergences we need to calculate the e-expansion of

the Hypergeometric function which can be written as
AT (21 + €)' (aze) Y1, Y2 + Pre€, Pae

E: t]. Al2
T(zs + ase) x (23 + age) > 7 Y, Ya + Bae (A12)

h=
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FIG. 12: All tadpole diagrams at 1-loop level.

Using the definition Eq. (A7), we find
oo Lyi+n) I'(y2+Bietn) I'(Boetn)
AT (1 + ane)(aze) AT (1 + ane)(aze) S ') Tiho TG 1"

[(zo + ase) X (z3 +oue)  T(z2 + age) x (w3 + aue) & F(Fy(g)") F%/(zxyiieﬁi)ﬂ) n!’

h:

(A13)

Then we can expand the Gamma function around ¢ — 0 in each term and gather the

summation, and obtain

pol ['(x) N [(21) (log(A) + anp (@) — agpV (@) — ypaz)  aul(a1)

€ agxsl'(xg) a3l (z2) o3l (22)
B F JJ oo F(y1+1+n) [(y2+1+4n) m
o' (1) F(yl) C(y2)
n= Y3 Y4
Al4
1 P<:c1> . P<x1> (log<A> T O e) — ag@ (@) — yp0s)  al(m) Y
€ agwsl'(xg) a3l (z2) a3l (22)
r I'(ys) I (yg) T Hr 1 LLyn+1y2+1
Ly Pol'(21) Dlys)U(ya)l'(yr + 1) (y2 + 1) 2 h Y2 t] + 0.
w30l (w2) T'(y) T (y2) ' (ys + DI (ya + 1) 2.y3+1,ys+ 1

where vz is the Eular constant, 1)(®)(x) is the digamma function.

2. Tadpole diagrams

All the tadpole diagrams at 1-loop level are drawn in Fig. 12. The diagrams in Fig. 12. (a),

(b) and (c) are denoted as f!, f{ and f!, and can be written as
1 dPk k?
t __ €
=[5 | apetam
1 de k% + 2gv?
t_ Z € Al5
Ty 2 / / Dw? 4 (k) (AL5)
/ / de w
Dw?+ e (k)
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FIG. 13: Other diagrams at 1-loop level.

We first integrate over w, then express the result in terms of /,,,, defined in Eq. (A1),

1 1
fa= 111,1(2902)7 fy = Z[—l,—l(ngz), fe=0. (A16)

In D =2 — € dimensions, using Eq. (A1), we find

29’1}2 NUV 1 2g1}2 NUV 1
L () A A S Al
fo=4 ( st T 8n) P 87 | 8n (AL7)

3. Polarization diagrams

Other 1-loop diagrams we need are listed in Fig. 13, and the diagrams in Fig. 13. (a),
(b), (c), (d), (), (f) and (c) are denoted as f2(¢*), f; (¢*), f2(a*), f3(a®), f2(q®), f{(q®) and

f(¢), and can be written as

20



1 de k24290 (k+q)% + 2g9v°

14 2y _ =
Ji(war @) 2 Dw? + (k) (w+wy)? +e2(k+q)

. 1 dPk k2 (k+q)
falwn @) = §M / / D24 (k) (w+wy)?+e(k+q)

Pl 2 __1 € de w(w—i—wq)
Jelwa, @) = M/ / D (w? + (k) ((w +wg)? + e2(k +q))’
B (ktq?+20?

fenat) =0 [ 52 /jﬂ%uﬂ+@kﬂw+%y+@%+@Y A
R e e e ey B )
e / /de w2+; )(w+wq()wi;q()k+q)’

NS T e

We also calculate those integrals at long wave length limit as in Ref. [14], that is, after
integrating over w, we expand the result at ¢ — 0 before integrating over k.

Take fP(g*) as an example, after Feynman parameter, fP(¢*) can be written as

P(w _ 1 dPk w? + (1 = 2z)ww, — 2(1 — 2)w]
fe(wq, q7) = / / / (w2+x€2(k:+q)+(1—:c)€2(/g)+x(1_x)wgy)'

(A19)

The terms with odd powers of w do not contribute. Hence the integral can be written as

fP(we, ) = f2 + f2,
:“/ [ 5 /dﬂ)kD(W2+x62(k+q)+(1iux)€2(k)+x(1_x)w‘?)2>’
v o [ e )

(A20)

After integrating over w, f2 can be written as

v L[y de; 1
B /d/ P (ze(k +q) + (1 — ) (k) + 2(1 — 2)w2)? (AZ1)

By using integration-by-part (IBP) recursive relation [21],

D/de:f(k) +/de (k: (‘fk (k:)) =0, (A22)
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we obtain

. P 1
“ 8D / / Pxe2(k +q) + (1 — 2)e2(k) + (1 — 2)w2)?

(A23)
x (1 —z) x (K" + B (k* 4+ 290%)) + 2 x (k- (k+q) (2(k + ¢)* +2gv%))) .
Then by integrating over x, we write the result as
. / Ak ( k4 k(K2 + 2g0?)
¢ 4D k) + ek +q))? +w?
) ((e(k) + €(k +q))* + w3) (A24)

k- (k+q) 20k + q)? + 2gv?) )
e(k+q) ((e(/f) +e(k+q))?+ wg)

Then we use the long wavelength approximation, and expand f2 around ¢*> — 0, and obtain

1 2
h="1D {2 R A R 171

—wom* (4 — D)w? — 4(4D = 3)m*) J_1.

ot

,3

(NI

)3

l\DIcn

+4 ((3 = 16D)wzm® + 12(2 — D)ym'?)

353
2127

+16 (=7(1 + D)w2m® + (32 — 17TD)m (A25)

55
—5:33

,3

l\)\m

27
J_
%) J
+16 (—(11 + 16D)wim® + (66 — 41D)m°) J_z
+16 (—2(2 + D)w + (76 — 51D)m*6) J_

q

+64(13 — 8D)m*J 1 s 5+ 128(D —2)J 1 5. ]} + O,

In above, we have used the relation

/de(k~q)2 = /de;% (A26)

and defined m? = 2¢v? for convenience.

9534
2727

Using the same procedure as for f2, we find

2

wy q 4,6
=L {2 s 32| — 55 (D= Dwm®s

~wym* ((4 = D)w, —8(2=3D)m") J_1 2,

o+ J

Lol—
[T
wol—
ot
Iy

—16m° (—(7D + 1)w; +5(D — 3)m*) J_3 s

2
19

—8 (—(32 + 27D)wm" + 2(90 — 31D)m®) J s 5 (A27)

30204

4

—16 (—2(11 + 6D)wzm? + (223 — 79D)m®) J_

7
3:9:4

l\DIcn

16 (—4(2 + D)2 + (300 — 101D)m*) J_s 5 ,
+128(8D — 27)m2J T 4] } +O(gY.

4+ 256(D — 4)
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In D = 2 — € dimensions, using Egs. (A11) and (A11), we find

2

1| Ngy  wgcos™ (2%) P>m 49 Eans
f(wey ) = — { - =+ 5 [Bm wyy/m* — w2 cos (—)
4 87 8my/m' — w2 167w3 (m* — w?) ¢ e m?
—2m®y /m* — w2 cos™! (%) + (m* — w?) (—2miw, — TMPw. 4+ W] + Wmﬁ)} + O(q")

(A28)

The other integrals are simpler, so we do not need to use IBP relation. After integrating
over w, we can expand the result around ¢* — 0 and write it in terms of functions J, .

The results are

2

q
20311+ 55 [((30 — Dwim?) J_

(5D — 4)wym? — (28 — 16D)wzm®) J_:

_35
27

_3
2

] =

ff(wq> q2) =

) (A29)

\_/ m\c

_I_

+ (2Dw,; — (140 — 32D)wim* + (16D — 32)m
+((16D — 160)wym® + (16D — 192)m°) J_z 5.
o+ (64— 32D) Ty 5]} + 0 (q").

5
DR IPRPE

—80Dm2J_%

1
ff(wq,qz) =1 {QJ%’_%J + € [((3 — D)wﬁm‘l) J%
(4+ D)wygm® — (16D — 36)wym®) J1 1 4

+

+(2Dw, — (32D — 52)wym® + (160 — 48D)m®) J_1 1 5 (A30)
+ (=(32 + 16D)w;m’ + (576 — 176 D)m°) J_

+

(=
(—48w? + (736 — 240D)m*) J 5 1 4

+((384 — 144D)m?)J_5 1 5 + (64 — 32D).J_

1 2
fH(wg, ¢°) = 5 {2J_1,_%71 + L [((3 — D)wym?) J133

((4+ D)wgm? — (16D — 36)wym®) J_1 3
(2Dw, — (32D — 52)wgm" + (160 — 48D)m®) J_s 3 5

q

(A31)

I
I
+ (—(32 + 16D)wzm® + (576 — 176 D)m°) J_s_
I

(-
(—48w? + (736 — 240D)m*) J 1 5 4

+((384 — 144D)m?) J s 4 5 + (64— 32D)J us %73]}+(’)(q4).
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2

[ (wq, ) = —% {J_ a1t % [Dw§m2jé,%,3 + (Dw; — (7 — 6D)wzm®) J_

[SI[oY
w

=
=

+((10D — 28)wym® + (8D — 12)m®) J_s 3 5 + ((4D — 20)wg + (16D — 60)m") J_5 3 5
+(8D — 64)m2J_%’g’3 - 16J_g7%73] } +0 (q4) .

(A32)

Wq q

ot ) = =52 {0y g+ G [+ (1= 2DpEmt)
+ ((2D — 12)w?m* + (20 — 8D)m°) J 11+ ((4D —20)w? + (36 — 16D)m*) T 315
—8Dm2J_%7%73 — 16J_%7%73} } +0 (q4) .

(A33)

In D = 2 — € dimensions, we find

1[N 1 m—w Cosl(ﬁ)
P 2y _ A ) 2
) 4{ Yov | 1 ( o m>

(.U2
2

2
+ am - [—9@2, /m* — w? + 10m*w, /m* — w? + 57rm2w§, fm* — w2 (A34)
167w3 (m4 — w2) 2
q q
+ (—15m4w3 + 4cu;l + 10m®) cos™ (%) — 5mmb, /m4 — w(ﬂ } + O (¢")

oo oy _ L Nov 1 [(@mt—wl)eosT () L) g*m? 5
fP(wy, ¢°) = 1) 5x + +m o 5 [Qm Wy

W (' — )

—miw (5,/m4—w2cos 1<m2>—|—27rm>
(A35)

1|~ wycos™! (%) m? w
p 2y _ 4 UV Wy m? q [_ 42 [ 4 —1( q)
fi(wq %) 5 { o St — 0 m—y + 1672 (m4 - w3)2 M Wy /M* — wy cos 3

+2m® /m* — w2 cos™! (%) — (m* = w?) (—2m*w, — mm’w? + 3w} + Wmﬁ)} } +0(q").

(A36)
2m cos 1(:‘1) ,
w /m4 —w2 q
P _ 49 a _ 4 _ 42
ff (qu 2 167w, 167w3 (m4 — w2)% [6m Ha\[T T
q
(A37)

+3mmiw w/ g — bw? w/m4 — w2 11m4w§ + 4w;1 + 6m8) cos ™! (W—q2>
m
—3mmS/mA — w? }—I—O q4).
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