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Abstract

In this paper we study the charged electro-weak interactions in the

de Sitter geometry. We develop the reduction formalism for the Proca

field with the help of the solutions for the interacting fields. Per-

turbation theory is used for obtaining the definition of the transition

amplitudes in the first order. We apply our formalism to the study

of spontaneous vacuum emission of fermions, anti-fermions and W
±

bosons in the expanding de Sitter universe. Our results are generaliza-

tions of the Weinberg-Salam electro-weak theory to curved space-time,

in the case of W± boson interaction with leptons. The probability

and transition amplitude are found to be a quantities which depend

on the Hubble parameter. Our analytical and graphical results prove

that such perturbative processes are possible only for the large expan-

sion conditions of the early Universe. The total probability and rate

of transition are obtained for the case of large expansion and we use

dimensional regularization and Pauli-Villars regularization for the mo-

menta integrals. In the end we recover the Minkowski limit, where our

probabilities vanish, thus confirming the well known fact that spon-

taneous vacuum emission of W± bosons and fermions is forbidden in

flat space-time due to energy-momentum conservation.
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1 Introduction

The theory of weak interactions allows us to understand fundamental quan-
tum processes between quarks, leptons and massive bosons. One example
of this is the process where a ”down” quark transforms in an ”up” quark
by emitting a W− boson (or absorbing a W+ boson). The massive boson
is unstable and decays into an electron and an antineutrino, which enables
neutrons to turn into protons [16]. This process is known as β− decay and
increases the atomic number of an atomic nucleus by one, while emitting
an electron and an antineutrino. The inverse transformation turns an ”up”
quark into a ”down” quark. There is also large number of observed β-decays
in nuclei and all these imply the transformations of neutrons into protons
and vice versa [16]. All these processes are possible due to the existence and
properties of the charged W± bosons. For these reasons it is a fundamental
problem to understand the mechanisms which generate these bosons in our
universe.

The charged massive bosonsW± could exist as stable particles only in the
early universe, as long as the background energy was greater than or equal to
their rest energy. Subsequently these bosons decay into more light and stable
particles, such as electrons and neutrinos. It is also well established that, in
the very early stages of universe, the temperatures and densities were high
enough to allow these bosons to exist in large numbers at thermal equilibrium
[4, 5]. Space-time expansion could also be a mechanism of massive boson
production. This effect can be revealed by using the perturbative methods
of quantum field theory from flat space-time. The perturbative approach
allows one to obtain the dependence of the transition rates on the Hubble
parameter and explore the Minkowski limit, where processes which involve
the spontaneous emission of particles from vacuum are forbidden. In this
paper we explore the vacuum generation of massive W± bosons due to space-
time expansion in the de Sitter geometry.

The electro-weak theory in Minkowski space-time was developed in order
to understand the interactions between massive bosons and fermions. As far
as free fields are concerned, the massive vector fields are described by the
Proca equation, which was first proposed in [2]. There are a few results that
consider the study of the Proca field in curved space-times [3, 25], where the
problem of fundamental solutions and propagators was approached. It is a
well established fact that the massive charged W± bosons were generated in
the early universe [4], but the mechanisms that were involved deserve further
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studies. This is because the conditions of the early universe, where a large
space-time expansion is present, are suitable for a perturbative treatment of
the problems which involve particle production. The perturbative approach
could help one study particle generation from field interactions [43, 44, 45,
46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 54, 51, 52, 53, 55, 56, 57]. The problem related to quantum
fields in the presence of the large expansion conditions of the early universe
was also studied in [17, 36, 37, 41, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 54, 51,
52, 55, 56, 57], where perturbative methods were used. The theory of the
free Dirac and Proca fields in the de Sitter geometry was studied in [3, 43],
and a model which investigates neutral current interactions in the de Sitter
geometry was proposed in [43, 53]. The Weinberg-Salam theory [2, 4, 16, 6,
7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15] of electro-weak interactions in Minkowski space-
time can be extended to the de Sitter geometry by using perturbations for
defining the transition amplitudes, with the specification that the Feynman
rules will be written down in the coordinate representation. This allows us
to extend the definitions of the transition amplitudes from the Minkowski
theory to curved space-time. In our study we will also consider, for the
first time, the problem of spontaneous vacuum emission of the triplet W−

boson, positron and neutrino, vac → W− + e+ + ν, as well as the process
involving the positively charged boson vac → W+ + e− + ν̃. The theory
of electro-weak interactions between the charged W± bosons and fermions
can be constructed by considering the lagrangian densities for the free Dirac
and Proca fields, as well as the interaction lagrangian density, constructed
as the electrodynamic coupling −JµAµ, where the current represents the
charged currents. The non-perturbative approach to the problem of massive
boson generation is less studied in literature, and we mention here the results
obtained in [59]. Our approach is based on the fundamental results obtained
in [54, 55, 56, 57], where the ideas that space-time expansion could generate
particles were first proposed. In our study we use a perturbative approach for
defining the first order transition amplitudes corresponding to the de Sitter
electro-weak theory with charged currents. This perturbative approach could
be one of the mechanisms that explain the generation of massive W± bosons
in the early universe. The perturbative approach to the problem of particle
production in expanding geometries was also examined in [18, 19], without
taking into account the problem of massive boson generation.

The paper is organized as follows: in the second section we present the
equations of interaction intermediated by charged currents in de Sitter space-
time. In the third section we present the reduction formalism for the Proca
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field. The amplitudes of electro-weak theory with charged W± bosons in
de Sitter geometry are defined in the fourth section. The fifth and sixth
sections are dedicated to the amplitudes and probabilities corresponding to
the process of spontaneous generation from vacuum of W± bosons, fermions
and anti-fermions. In the seventh section we present the amplitude and
probability for the case of longitudinal polarization. In the eighth section we
compute the total probability by using dimensional regularization and Pauli-
Villars regularization for the integrals over the final momenta. The rate of
transition is obtained in the ninth section, where we also discuss the limit of
a large expansion factor, relative to the particle masses. Our conclusions are
summarized in section ten.

2 Equations for interacting fields

Let us begin with the de Sitter line element written in conformal form [1]:

ds2 = dt2 − e2ωtd~x2 =
1

(ωtc)2
(dt2c − d~x2) (1)

The conformal time is related to the proper time by tc =
−e−ωt

ω
, where ω

is the Hubble parameter (ω > 0).
In our present study we propose for the first time a perturbative approach

to the problem of massive charged W± boson production in early universe.
Our computations are done in the de Sitter geometry, defined by a conformal
chart with conformal time tc ∈ (−∞, 0), which covers the expanding portion
of de Sitter space-time [1]. For the line element (1) in the Cartesian gauge
we have the non-vanishing tetrad components:

e0
0̂
= −ωtc; ei

ĵ
= −δi

ĵ
ωtc. (2)

The perturbative QED in de Sitter space-time was developed in [43],
where it was shown that the generators of the covariant representation are
the differential operators produced by the Killing vectors, which are asso-
ciated with isometries, according to the generalized Carter and McLenagan
formula [38]. These generators come from an algebra of conserved observ-
ables that commute with the operators of the field equations. With this
method the quantum states can be defined on the entire manifold and be
independent of local coordinates, so the vacuum state is unique and sta-
ble [43]. This approach allows one to consider that the quantum states are
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prepared and measured by the same global apparatus which consists of the
largest freely generated algebra which includes the conserved operators [43].
For developing the theory of electro-weak interactions between charged W±

bosons and fermions we assume that the electro-weak transitions are mea-
sured by the same global apparatus which prepares all the quantum states,
and this includes the in and out asymptotic free fields which are minimally
coupled to gravity. This apparatus complies with an asymptotic prescription
of frequency separation which assures the uniqueness and stability of the
vacuum state of the free fields [3, 35]. This goes back to the fact that our
apparatus can record particle creation only in the presence of electromag-
netic interactions, and the difference between our apparatus and the local
detectors [39, 40] is that the latter can record particle production without
electromagnetic interaction.

In this section we present the main steps for developing the interaction
theory between massive charged bosons and fermions. We start with the
action integral, which contains the lagrangian densities for the free Dirac
field, the free charged Proca field and the interaction term from the electro-
weak theory corresponding to charged currents. We also assume that the
Dirac and Proca fields are minimally coupled to gravity.

S =

∫
d4x
√

−g(x) (LProca + LDirac + Lint)

The explicit form of the action can be found bellow, where the action is
expressed in terms of the tetrad-gauge invariant Lagrangian density, which
determines the coupling between W± bosons and leptons, written in turn
with regard to the point independent Dirac matrices γµ̂ and tetrad fields eµα̂
:

S =

∫
d4x
√

−g(x)
{
i

2

[
ψ̄eγ

α̂(Dα̂ψe)− (Dα̂ψ̄e)γ
α̂ψe

]
−mψ̄eψe

+
i

2

[
ψ̄νγ

α̂(Dα̂ψν)− (Dα̂ψ̄ν)γ
α̂ψν

]
− 1

2
F+
µνF

µν +M2
WA

+
µA

µ

− g

2
√
2
ψ̄eγ

α̂eµα̂
(
1− γ5

)
ψνAµ −

g

2
√
2
ψ̄νγ

α̂eµα̂
(
1− γ5

)
ψeA

+
µ

}
, (3)

where ψe describe the electron-positron field, ψν is the neutrino-antineutrino
field and Aµ,A

+
µ describe the massive boson fields W− and W+, with field
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strength defined as Fµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ. The coupling constant g is expressed

in terms of Fermi constant as GF√
2
= g2

8M2
W

.

Term Dα̂ = ∂α̂+Γα̂ denotes the covariant derivatives in local frames. The
covariant derivative depends on the spin connections Γα̂ = Γα̂µ̂ν̂S

µ̂ν̂ , which
are given in terms of the basis generators Sµ̂ν̂ = i/4{γµ̂, γ ν̂} of the spinorial
representation of the SL(2,C) group.

By using Euler-Lagrange equations we obtain a set of four interaction
equations for the fields ψe, ψeν , Aµ, A

+
µ :





(iγα̂Dα̂ −m)ψe(x) =
g

2
√
2

√
−g(x)

[
γα̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψν(x)Aµ(x)

]
,

iγα̂Dα̂ψν(x) =
g

2
√
2

√
−g(x)

[
γα̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψe(x)Aµ(x)

]
,

∂ρ
(
gραgµβ

√
−g(x)Fαβ(x)

)
+
√−gM2

WA
µ(x) = g

2
√
2

√
−g(x)

[
ψ̄ν(x)γ

α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψe(x)
]
,

∂ρ
(
gραgµβ

√
−g(x)F+

αβ(x)
)
+
√−gM2

WA
µ+(x) = g

2
√
2

√
−g(x)

[
ψ̄e(x)γ

α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψν(x)
]

(4)

We mention that the Dirac operator in de Sitter metric has the expression
[35]:

iγα̂Dα̂ −m = ED = −iωtc(γ0∂tc + γi∂i) +
3iω

2
γ0 −m (5)

The Proca equation in de Sitter geometry reads:

1√
−g(x)

[
δβµ

(
∂ρ∂

ρ +
µ2

t2c

)
− ∂µ∂

β

]
Aβ = 0, (6)

where we introduce the Proca operator:

(EP )
β
µ =

1√
−g(x)

[
δβµ

(
∂ρ∂

ρ +
µ2

t2c

)
− ∂µ∂

β

]
(7)

In the case of the free Proca field, the equations for the temporal and
spatial components of the vector potential in the de Sitter metric and chart
{tc, ~x} can be found by using the Lorentz condition [3]:

∂µ(
√
−gAµ) = 0 (8)

The equations for the components of the vector potential are [3] :

{
−∆A0 +

µ2

t2c
A0 + ∂tc(∂iAi) = 0,(

∂2tc −∆+ µ2

t2c

)
Ai − ∂tc (∂iA0)− ∂i (∂kAk) = 0,

(9)
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where µ = MW

ω
.

With the help of (7), the last two equations from (4) can be rewritten in
the form:

(EP )
β
µA

µ =
g

2
√
2

[
ψ̄ν(x)γ

α̂eβα̂(1− γ5)ψe(x)
]
,

(EP )
β
µA

µ+ =
g

2
√
2

[
ψ̄e(x)γ

α̂eβα̂(1− γ5)ψν(x)
]
. (10)

The Green functions of the Proca equation obey relation [3, 25]:

ηαβ∂α[∂βGµν(x, y)− ∂µGβν(x, y)] +
µ2

t2c
Gµν(x, y) = (11)

ηµνδ
4(x− y) (12)

This can be written in terms of the Proca operator as:

[
δβµ

(
∂ρ∂

ρ +
µ2

t2c

)
− ∂β∂µ

]
Gβν(x− y) = ηµνδ

4(x− y) (13)

The Green functions for the Dirac field will satisfy the following equations
[35]:

EDS(x− y) = − 1√−g δ
4(x− y). (14)

In order to develop the reduction formalism for the Proca field we will
use the method of Green functions [16, 20, 21] to write the solutions for the
interacting field equations (10):

Aβ(x) = Âβ(x) +

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)Gβν(x, y)J

ν

= Âβ(x) +
g

2
√
2

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)Gβν(x, y)ψ̄ν(y)γ

α̂eβα̂(1− γ5)ψe(y) (15)

The validity of the above solution can be verified if one applies the Proca
operator (EP )

β
µ to it. Finally the solution for the interacting fields (16) can

be expressed as:

Aβ(x) = Âβ(x) +

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)Gβν(x, y)E

ν
α(y)A

α(y) (16)
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We proceed further by defining the IN and OUT fields with the help of the
retarded and advanced Green’s functions, while specifying that these fields
are defined up to a normalization constant denoted by

√
z3:

√
z3A

IN/OUT
β (x) = Âβ(x)−

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)GA/R

βν (x, y)Eν
α(y)A

α(y) (17)

The above fields are asymptotically equal to free fields for t → ±∞,
where the advanced and retarded Green functions vanish. The IN/OUT
fields defined above represent the basis for the reduction formalism.

3 Reduction formalism for the Proca field

We apply the same method of reduction as in the flat space-time field theory
[20]. The reduction of the Proca field from the OUT state can be constructed
by starting with the amplitude that corresponds to a transition of a Proca
particle between IN/OUT states. We also denote the other particles by α, β
in the matrix element:

〈 out β 1(~p′, λ′) | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉 = 〈 out β | aout(~p′, λ′) | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉 (18)

By using the properties of the creation and annihilation operators a† and
a: [

a(~p, λ), a†(~p′, λ′)
]
= δλλ′δ3(~p− ~p′), (19)

we can rewrite the amplitude in the following way:

〈 out β | (aout(~p′, λ′) | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉 =
〈 out β | [aout(~p′, λ′)− ain(~p′, λ

′)] | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉
+〈 out β | ain(~p′, λ′)a†in(~p, λ) | in α 〉. (20)

The field operator for the Proca field can be expanded in terms of the
fundamental solutions for the Proca equation in the momentum-helicity basis
[3]:

Aβ(x) =
∑

λ

∫
d3p [a(~p, λ)f~pλβ

(x) + b†(~p, λ)f ∗
~pλβ

(x)], (21)

where a(~p, λ) are the operators for the particle while b†(~p, λ) are the operators
for the antiparticle.
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The definitions for the creation and annihilation operators for the particle
can be obtained as:

a†
IN/OUT

= i

∫
fµ
~pλ(x)

↔
∂tc A

IN/OUT †
µ (x)d3x (22)

aIN/OUT = −i
∫
f ∗µ

~pλ(x)
↔
∂tc A

IN/OUT
µ (x)d3x. (23)

Then one can evaluate the difference from equation (20)

aout(~p′, λ
′)− ain(~p′, λ

′) = i

∫
d3xf ∗µ

~p′λ′
(x)

↔
∂tc
[
AOUT

µ (x)−AIN
µ (x)

]

=
i√
z3

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)

∫
d3xf ∗β

~p′λ′
(x)

↔
∂tc
[
GA

βν(x, y)−GR
βν(x, y)

]
(EP )

ν
α(y)A

α(y),

(24)

where the total commutator function is defined as:

Gβν(x, y) = GA
βν(x, y)−GR

βν(x, y)

=
∑

λ

∫
d3p
[
f~pλβ(x)f

∗
~pλν

(y)− f ∗
~pλβ

(x)f~pλν(y)
]
. (25)

Then we solve the x integral

i

∫
d3xf ∗β

~p′λ′
(x)

↔
∂tc Gβν(x, y) = if ∗β

~p′λ′
(y), (26)

and one obtains the final result for the operator difference:

aout(~p′, λ
′)− ain(~p′, λ

′) = i

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)f ∗β

~p′λ′
(y)(EP )

ν
α(y)A

α(y). (27)

The final reduction formula for the Proca field in the OUT state is:

〈 out β 1(~p′, λ′) | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉 = δλλ′δ3(~p− ~p′)〈 out β | in α 〉

+
i√
z3

∫
d4y
√
−g(y))f ∗

~p′λ′

ν
(y)(EP )

ν
α(y)〈 out β |Aα(y) | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉,

(28)

where the first term represents the process when the Proca particle do not
interact with other particles at the IN/OUT transition and will be neglected
when we compute the amplitude.
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In the case of reduction from the IN state the amplitude reads

〈 out β 1(~p′, λ′) | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉 = 〈 out β 1(~p ′, λ′) | a†in(~p, λ) | in α 〉. (29)

Following the same steps as in the case of reduction for the OUT particle
we obtain the operator difference:

a†in(~p, λ)− a†out(~p, λ) = i

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)f~pλν(y)(EP )

ν
α(y)A

α(y), (30)

and the final reduction formula for the Proca field in the IN state:

〈 out β 1(~p′, λ′) | in α 1(~p, λ) 〉 = δλλ′δ3(~p− ~p′)〈 out β | in α 〉

+
i√
z3

∫
d4y
√
−g(y)f~pλν(y)(EP )

ν
α(y)〈 out β 1(~p′, λ′) |Aα(y) | in α 〉. (31)

When all particles from the IN and OUT state are reduced we obtain
the vacuum average of a chronological product of field operators. This al-
lows us to use perturbative methods for defining the amplitudes by making
T-contractions between the cinematical part obtained from the reduction
formalism and the dynamical part given by the different orders in the S
operator.

4 The transition amplitude

The process we want to study is the spontaneous vacuum emission of a W−

boson, a positron and a neutrino, under the conditions of an expanding
background:

vacuum −→W− + e+ + ν. (32)

The lagrangian of interaction between leptons and charged bosons W±

from the flat space-time theory [16], will be adapted to our de Sitter geometry
and will be written in terms of the point independent Dirac matrices γα̂ and
the tetrad fields eµα̂ :

Lint = − g

2
√
2

[
ψ̄νγ

α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψeA
+
µ + ψ̄eγ

α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψ(ν)Aµ

]
, (33)

where g is the coupling constant.
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The first step in finding out the amplitude is to compute the S-matrix
elements using the reduction method. The IN state is empty, whereas in
the OUT state there are one negatively charged boson, a positron and a
neutrino. We denote the momenta and polarizations of W−, e+ and ν by
(P, λ), (p’, σ’) and (p, σ), respectively. We also specify that the reduction
formalism for fermions in de Sitter space-time can be found in [43, 42].

The reduction formula for the OUT particles is:

〈out1(P, λ), 1(p, σ), 1̃(p′, σ′)|in0〉 =
(

i√
z3

)(
i√
z2

)2 ∫
d4y1

√
−g(y1)f ∗ν

~Pλ
(y1)

×(EP )
β
ν (y1)

∫
d4y2

√
−g(y2)ū~pσ(y2)ED(y2)

∫
d4y3

√
−g(y3)v~p′σ′(y3)ED(y3)

×〈0|T (Aβ(y1)ψ(y2)ψ̄(y3))|0〉.
(34)

To compute the time-ordered product of interacting fields we make use
of the scattering operator [16, 20, 43]:

S = T (exp(−i
∫
d4x

√
−gLint)). (35)

The first order term in the series expansion of the S operator is:

S(1) = − ig

2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x)
[
ψ̄νγ

α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψeA
+
µ + ψ̄eγ

α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψ(ν)Aµ

]
.

(36)
The Green functions for the interacting fields can be expressed in terms

of free fields:

〈0|T (Aβ(y1)Ψ(y2)Ψ̄(y3))|0〉 =
〈0|T (Aβ(y1)ψ(y2)ψ̄(y3)S)|0〉

〈0|S|0〉 . (37)

In our case we use only the term corresponding to the W− boson from
(36). All possible T-contractions give :

〈0|T (Aβ(y1)ψ(y2)ψ̄(y3)[ψ̄(e+)γ
α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)ψ(ν)Aµ](x))|0〉 = (38)

1

i
Dβµ(y1 − x)

1

i
S(y2 − x)γα̂eµα̂(1− γ5)

(−1

i

)
S(y3 − x),

where Dβµ(y − x) and S(y − x) are the Feynman propagators.
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After substituting the results of the contractions into the reduction for-
mula, we make use of the relations with propagators (11), (14) and compute
the following delta integrals:

∫
d4y1f

∗
~Pλ,µ(y1)δ

4(y1 − x) = f ∗
~Pλ,µ(x); (39)

∫
d4y2ū~pσ(y2)δ

4(y2 − x) = ū~pσ(x); (40)
∫
d4y3v~p′σ′(y3)δ

4(y3 − x) = v~p′σ′(x). (41)

The amplitude for the process of spontaneous vacuum emission of a W−

boson, a positron and a neutrino then is:

Ai→f =
ig

2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x) ū~pσ(x)γα̂eµα̂(1− γ5)v~p′σ′(x)f
∗
~Pλ,µ(x), (42)

where f ∗
~Pλ,µ(x), ū~pσ(x) and v~p′σ′(x) are the field equation solutions in the

de Sitter geometry, written in the momentum-helicity basis. The amplitude
corresponding to the vacuum emission of a W+ boson, an electron and an
anti-neutrino is then:

A′
i→f =

ig

2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x) ū ~p ′σ′(x)γ
α̂eµα̂(1− γ5)v~pσ(x)f~Pλ,µ(x), (43)

where in this case ū ~p ′σ′(x) describes the electron while v~pσ(x) describes the
anti-neutrino. We mention that the probabilities corresponding to the above
mentioned processes are equal.

5 The amplitude for λ = ±1

We can split the amplitude in terms of the polarization λ of W−, which can
take the values 0 and ±1. Firstly we are going to compute for λ = ±1:

Ai→f =
ig

2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x) ū~pσ(x)γ îejî (1− γ5)v~p′σ′(x)f
∗
~Pλ,j(x). (44)

The solutions of the Proca equation in de Sitter space-time for λ = ±1
contain only the spatial part, while the temporal component of the Proca
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solution is 0, [3]:

f ∗
~Pλ=±1,0

(x) = 0 (45)

f ∗
~Pλ=±1,j

(x) =

√
πe−πK/2

2(2π)3/2
√
−tcH(1)

−iK(−Ptc)e−i ~P~xǫ∗j (
~P , λ = ±1),

where H(2)
−iK(−Ptc) are Hankel functions of first kind, K =

√(
MW

ω

)2 − 1
4
and

~ǫ (~P , λ) are the polarization vectors. For λ = ±1 these vectors are orthogonal

with the momentum ~P · ~ǫ (P, λ = ±1) = 0.
The solutions with well determined momentum and helicity for the Dirac

equation in de Sitter geometry were obtained in [35]. In the case of zero mass
fermions, the solution for the neutrino was obtained in [35]:

u†~pσ(x) =

(−ωtc
2π

)3/2((
1

2
− σ

)
ξ†σ(x), 0

)
e−i~p~x+iptc , (46)

considering that ū = u†γ0.
For the positron we have the solution with respect to the helicity basis

[35]:

v~p′σ′(x) = i

√
πp′

ω

(
1

2π

)3/2

 −σ′e−πk/2H(2)

ν−

(
p′

ω
e−ωt

)
ησ′(~p′)

1
2
eπk/2H(2)

ν+

(
p′

ω
e−ωt

)
ησ′(~p′)


 e−i~p′~x−2ωt,(47)

where H(1)
ν (z),H(2)

ν (z) are Hankel functions of the first and second kind and
k = me

ω
, ν± = 1

2
± ik.

The helicity spinors satisfy the relation:

~σ~p ξσ(~p ) = 2pσξσ(~p ) (48)

with σ = ±1/2, where ~σ are the Pauli matrices, and p =| ~p | is the modulus
of the momentum vector, while ησ(~p ) = iσ2[ξσ(~p )]

∗.
By substituting the solutions into the amplitude we get:

Ai→f =
−g
2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x)
(−ωtc

2π

)3/2(
−2σi

(
1

2
− σ

)
ξ†σ(~p), 0

)
e−i~p~x+iptc

×
√
πp′

ω

(
1

2π

)3/2


 −σ′e−πk/2H(2)
ν−

(
p′

ω
e−ωt

)
ησ′(~p′)

1
2
eπk/2H(2)

ν+

(
p′

ω
e−ωt

)
ησ′(~p′)



 e−i~p′~x−2ωt

×ej
î

√
πe−πK/2

2(2π)3/2
√
−tcH(2)

−iK(−Ptc)e−i ~P~xǫ∗j (
~P , λ = ±1), (49)

13



where we have used the chiral basis for representing the Dirac matrices and
have replaced term γ0γ îej

î
(1− γ5).

The conformal map we are working in is defined by tc = − 1
ω
e−ωt. The

metric in this map is
√−g = e3ωt and the tetrad coefficients are ej

î
=

−e−ωtδij .
We can group some of the time-dependent terms:

√−g(−ωtc)3/2ejî
1√
ω
e−2ωt

√
tc = − 1

ω
e−2ωtδij . (50)

We can also directly compute the spatial integral:

∫
d3xe−i(~p+~p′+~P )~x = (2π)3δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P ), (51)

which takes care of momentum conservation in this process.
By substituting all of the above results and multiplying the matrices and

vectors the transition amplitude becomes:

Ai→f = − g

2
√
2

π
√
p′e−πK/2e−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

×
∫ +∞

−∞
dt
e−2ωt

ω
eip

′tc

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ · H(2)

ν−

(
p′

ω
e−ωt

)
H(2)

−iK(−Ptc)

×ξ†σ(~p )σiησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1). (52)

In order to solve the integral, we have to change the integration variable
from t to z = −tc = 1

ω
e−ωt. The amplitude in terms of the new variable z is:

Ai→f = − g

2
√
2

π
√
p′e−πK/2e−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ ·

∫ +∞

0

dz · ze−ipzH(2)
ν− (p

′z)H(2)
−iK(Pz)ξ

†
σ(~p)σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1). (53)

The next step is to solve the integral with respect to z. To use relation
(189) from the Appendix, we need to transform the Hankel functions and
the exponential from (53) into Bessel functions. The following relations and

14



properties allow us to do so [22, 23]:

e−z =

√
2z

π
K 1

2
(z); (54)

Kν(iz) = H(2)
ν (z)

π

2i
e
−iνπ

2 ; (55)

H(2)
ν (z) =

2i

π
e
iνπ

2 Kν(iz); (56)

H(2)
ν (z) =

eiπνJν(z)−J−ν(z)

i sin(πν)
. (57)

From the exponential factor in the amplitude integral (53) we want to
obtain a Hankel function by firstly using (54) and then (55), meaning we get:

e−ipz =

√
2ipz

π

π

2i
e−iπ

4H(2)
1
2

(pz). (58)

We further transform the Hankel function in the above relation into Bessel
functions using (57) [22, 23]:

√
2ipz

π

π

2i
e−iπ

4H(2)
1
2

(pz) =

√
2ipz

π

π

2i
e−iπ

4

[
J 1

2
(pz)− 1

i
J− 1

2
(pz)

]
, (59)

The Hankel function from the v~p′,σ′(x) solution also becomes, by virtue
of (57) [22, 23]:

H(2)
1
2
−ik

(p′z) =
ieπkJ 1

2
−ik(p

′z)−J− 1
2
+ik(p

′z)

i cosh(πk)
. (60)

The Hankel function which depends on the momentum of the W− boson
becomes a modified Bessel K function [22, 23]:

H(2)
−iK(Pz) =

2i

π
e

Kπ
2 K−iK(iP z). (61)

Now we may substitute (59),(60) and (61) into the temporal integral and
we obtain:

∫∞
0
dz ze−ipzH(2)

ν− (p
′z)H(2)

−iK (Pz) =
√

2ip′

π
e−iπ

4 eK
π
2

×
∫∞
0
dz z

√
z
[
J 1

2
(pz)− 1

i
J− 1

2
(pz)

] [ ieπkJ 1
2−ik

(p′z)−J
−

1
2+ik

(p′z)

i cosh(πk)

]
K−iK(iP z).

(62)
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The final form of the temporal integral is:

∫ ∞

0

dz · ze−ipzH(2)
ν−
(p′z)H(2)

−iK (Pz) =

√
2ip′

π
e−iπ

4 eK
π
2

i cosh(πk)
[T1−T2−T3+T4], (63)

where the terms T1, T2, T3 and T4 denote the following integrals:

T1 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z
√
z J 1

2
(pz)ieπkJ 1

2
−ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z); (64)

T2 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z
√
z J 1

2
(pz)J− 1

2
+ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z); (65)

T3 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z
√
z eπkJ− 1

2
(pz)J 1

2
−ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z); (66)

T4 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z
√
z
1

i
J− 1

2
(pz)J− 1

2
+ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z). (67)

We can then rewrite the amplitude:

Ai→f = −g
2

√
π
√
pp′

√
ie−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ e−iπ

4

i cosh(πk)

×[T1 − T2 − T3 + T4]ξ
†
σ(~p)σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1). (68)

Terms T1, T2, T3 and T4 may now each be integrated using formula (189)
from Appendix, taking note of the fact that in this case Q = 5

2
.
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After integration the results are:

T1 =
ieπk

√
2p

1
2p′

1
2
−ik(iP )−

7
2
+ik

Γ
(
3
2

)
Γ
(
3
2
− ik

) Γ

( 7
2
− i(k −K)

2

)
Γ

( 7
2
− i(k +K)

2

)

×F4

( 7
2
− i(k −K)

2
,
7
2
− i(k +K)

2
,
3

2
,
3

2
− ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
; (69)

T2 =

√
2p

1
2p′−

1
2
+ik(iP )−

5
2
−ik

Γ
(
3
2

)
Γ
(
1
2
+ ik

) Γ

( 5
2
+ i(k +K)

2

)
Γ

( 5
2
+ i(k −K)

2

)

×F4

( 5
2
+ i(k +K)

2
,
5
2
+ i(k −K)

2
,
3

2
,
1

2
+ ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
; (70)

T3 =
eπk

√
2p−

1
2p′

1
2
−ik(iP )−

5
2
+ik

Γ
(
1
2

)
Γ
(
3
2
− ik

) Γ

( 5
2
− i(k −K)

2

)
Γ

( 5
2
− i(k +K)

2

)

×F4

( 5
2
− i(k −K)

2
,
5
2
− i(k +K)

2
,
1

2
,
3

2
− ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
; (71)

T4 =
1
i

√
2p−

1
2p′−

1
2
+ik(iP )−

3
2
−ik

Γ
(
1
2

)
Γ
(
1
2
+ ik

) Γ

( 3
2
+ i(k +K)

2

)
Γ

( 3
2
+ i(k −K)

2

)

×F4

( 3
2
+ i(k +K)

2
,
3
2
+ i(k −K)

2
,
1

2
,
1

2
+ ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
, (72)

Each of the four terms is expressed in terms of gamma Euler functions Γ
and the F4 Appell’s function, which is defined by the double series [22, 23]:

F4(α, β, γ, γ
′; x, y) =

∞∑

m=0

∞∑

n=0

Γ(α +m+ n)Γ(β +m+ n)Γ(γ)Γ(γ′)

Γ(α)Γ(β)Γ(γ +m)Γ(γ′ + n)
· x

myn

m!n!
.

(73)
There is little research on Appell’s functions F4 and there are just a few

known cases where they can be converted into other kinds of hypergeometric
functions, with the mention that this does not apply to our case. For this
reason we will use in our further analysis the double series definition without
any approximation.

The behaviour of the amplitude will be determined by the behaviour of
the four terms which depend on Appell’s function. The parameters of interest

are K =

√(
MW

ω

)2 − 1
4
and k = me

ω
, where MW is the mass of the W boson,

me is the mass of the positron and ω is the expansion parameter.
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We want to see the behaviour of the amplitude as it relates to the ratios of
the particle masses and the expansion parameter, and so we want to graphi-
cally represent each of the four terms T1, T2, T3 and T4 in some way. We must
also choose values for momenta p′, p, P , which are present explicitly in the
amplitude, as well as present in Appell’s functions as arguments x = p2/P 2

and y = p′2/P 2.
In order to add up all relevant factors we denote:

A =

√
i
√
pp′e−

πi
4 e−π k

2

i cosh(πk)
T1; B =

√
i
√
pp′e−

πi
4 e−π k

2

i cosh(πk)
T2;

C =

√
i
√
pp′e−

πi
4 e−π k

2

i cosh(πk)
T3; D =

√
i
√
pp′e−

πi
4 e−π k

2

i cosh(πk)
T4. (74)

The amplitude in terms of the new notation is:

Ai→f = −g
2

√
π

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′

×[A− B − C +D]ξ†σ′(~p′)σ
iησ(~p )ǫ

∗
i (
~P , λ = ±1). (75)

We will plot the real and imaginary parts of the functions that define
the amplitude for a clear picture of their behaviour, in terms of parameters
me

ω
, MW

ω
, for fixed values of momenta.

Figures (1) to (4) show terms A,B,C,D of the amplitude with respect
to MW

ω
, while figures (5) to (8) show terms A,B,C,D with respect to me

ω
.
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Figure 1: The real and imaginary parts of A with respect to MW

ω
for k = 0.1

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

Figure 2: The real and imaginary parts of B with respect to MW

ω
for k = 0.1

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.
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Figure 3: The real and imaginary parts of C with respect to MW

ω
for k = 0.1

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

Figure 4: The real and imaginary parts of D with respect to MW

ω
for k = 0.1

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.
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Figure 5: The real and imaginary parts of A with respect to me

ω
for MW

ω
= 0.6

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

Figure 6: The real and imaginary parts of B with respect to me

ω
for MW

ω
= 0.6

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.
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Figure 7: The real and imaginary parts of C with respect to me

ω
for MW

ω
= 0.6

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

Figure 8: The real and imaginary parts of D with respect to me

ω
for MW

ω
= 0.6

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line and
p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

The amplitude of the particle production process is significantly higher
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when MW

ω
→ 0, and wanes as the rest energy of the boson becomes much

larger than the energy of the expanding background. This shows that this
kind of process could have only taken place in the most early period of
the universe, when space-time expansion was exceptionally high. The same
observations are valid for the amplitude as it relates to me

ω
. The graphical

analysis also proves that as MW

ω
→ ∞ and me

ω
→ ∞, the transition amplitude

vanishes and we recover the Minkowski limit, where this process is forbidden
by energy and momentum conservation laws.

6 The probability for λ = ±1

We can obtain the probability of this process by taking the absolute square
value of the amplitude and by summing over all possible helicities, with the
observation that in the case of neutrino the helicity is fixed:

Pi→f =
1

4

∑

σ′λ

|Ai→fA
∗
i→f |. (76)

This results in:

Pi→f =
1

4

∑

σ′λ

g2

4

π

(2π)3
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)2

σ′2

× |F1F
∗
1 |
∣∣∣ξ†σ(~p )σiησ′(~p′ )ǫ∗i (

~P , λ = ±1)
∣∣∣
2

, (77)

where we have denoted F1 = (A−B − C +D).
We can assess the behaviour of the probability by looking at the absolute

value of the product F1F
∗
1 , which again contains all relevant terms to the

evolution of the probability.
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Figure 9: The absolute value of F1 for
me

ω
= 0.1 on the left and MW

ω
= 0.6 on

the right, and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line
and p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

From the graphical analysis of the probability it is clear that the phe-
nomenon of spontaneous generation from vacuum of the massive W bosons
and fermions has nonvanishing probability only when the expansion factor
exceeds the particle masses, which in our notations refers to small values
of parameters me

ω
, MW

ω
. In the limit of small values of ratios me

ω
, MW

ω
it is,

in principle, possible to compute the total probability and total transition
rate, which are the important physical quantities that are proportional with
the density number of produced particles. For large values of me

ω
, MW

ω
, the

probabilities vanish as expected in the Minkowski limit.
The computation of total probability is related to the dependence of the

Appell hypergeometric functions on the momenta, which does not allow us
to extract an analytical result when integrating over the final momenta. A
solution may be to work with the functions A,B,C,D where we neglect
the Appell hypergeometric functions. The numerical and graphical analysis
reveals that we can neglect Appell’s functions since graphs of the probability
in terms of parameters me

ω
, MW

ω
are approximatively the same without them.

We intend to approach this subject in a future study. In this way one may
obtain the total probability dependence on the parameters me

ω
, MW

ω
.
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6.1 The Minkowski limit

Let us analyse the Minkowski limit of our results. First our graphical analysis
proves that the amplitudes and probability is vanishing for me

ω
, MW

ω
→ ∞,

which represents the Minkowski limit in our computations.
We start by considering one of the terms:

A =

√
ie−

πi
4 eπ

k
2

cosh(πk)

√
2pp′1−ik(iP )−

7
2
+ik

Γ
(
3
2

)
Γ
(
3
2
− ik

) Γ

(
7
2
− i(k − MW

ω
)

2

)
Γ

(
7
2
− i(k + MW

ω
)

2

)

×F4

(
7
2
− i(k − MW

ω
)

2
,
7
2
− i(k + MW

ω
)

2
,
3

2
,
3

2
− ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
.

(78)

Its behaviour is determined mainly by cosh−1(πk) and the Gamma func-
tions. Although the F4 functions diverge to infinity as the expansion param-
eter approaches zero, the Gamma functions and cosh−1(πk) factors decrease
much more rapidly to zero, and make it so that term A (and by extension
B, C and D) converges to zero as ω → 0, as seen below and also in figures
(1) to (8).

Figure 10: The real and imaginary parts of A with respect to MW

ω
for k = 0.1

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4.
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Figure 11: The real and imaginary parts of A with respect to me

ω
for MW

ω
= 0.6

and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4.

The A,B,C,D functions that define the amplitude will be analysed for
large values of parameters me

ω
, MW

ω
. The parameter K can be approximated

as K =

√
M2

W

ω2 − 1
4
≃ MW

ω
for MW ≫ ω.

The Gamma functions can be further approximated by using the Stirling
formula for z → ∞ [22, 23]:

Γ(z) ≃ e−zzz
(
2π

z

)1/2

. (79)

We will transform the following functions for large arguments:

Γ

(
3

2
− ik

)
= e−

3
2
+ik

(
3

2
− ik

)1−ik √
2π, (80)

and use
i−

7
2
+ik = e−

7iπ
4 e−

πk
2 . (81)
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This will allow us to write down the gamma Euler functions as:

Γ

(
7

4
− i(k + MW

ω
)

2

)
Γ

(
7

4
− i(k − MW

ω
)

2

)
=

8πe−
7
2
+ik

√
49− 4k2 − 28ik + 4

M2
W

ω2

×
(
7

4
− i(k + MW

ω
)

2

) 7
4
− i(k+

MW
ω )

2
(
7

4
− i(k − MW

ω
)

2

) 7
4
− i(k−

MW
ω )

2

. (82)

Then for MW/ω ≫ 1 and me/ω ≫ 1 we have:

A ≃ 8
√
iπe−2−2πip(p′)1−ik(P )−

7
2
+ik

eπkΓ
(
3
2

) (
3
2
− ik

)1−ik

(
7
4
− i(k+

MW
ω

)

2

) 7
4
− i(k+

MW
ω )

2
(

7
4
− i(k−MW

ω
)

2

) 7
4
− i(k−

MW
ω )

2

√
49− 4k2 − 28ik + 4

M2
W

ω2

×F4

(
7
2
− i(k − MW

ω
)

2
,
7
2
− i(k + MW

ω
)

2
,
3

2
,
3

2
− ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
.

(83)

The rest of the functions B,C,D have similar expressions:

B ≃ 8
√
iπe−2−3πi/2p(p′)ik(P )−

5
2
−ik

ieπkΓ
(
3
2

) (
1
2
+ ik

)ik

(
5
4
+

i(k+
MW
ω

)

2

) 5
4
+

i(k+
MW
ω )

2
(

5
4
+

i(k−MW
ω

)

2

) 5
4
+

i(k−
MW
ω )

2

√
25− 4k2 + 20ik + 4

M2
W

ω2

×F4

(
5
2
+ i(k + MW

ω
)

2
,
5
2
+ i(k − MW

ω
)

2
,
3

2
,
1

2
+ ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
;

(84)

C ≃ 8
√
iπe−1−3πi/2(p′)1−ik(P )−

5
2
+ik

ieπkΓ
(
1
2

) (
3
2
− ik

)1−ik

(
5
4
− i(k−MW

ω
)

2

) 5
4
− i(k−

MW
ω )

2
(

5
4
− i(k+

MW
ω

)

2

) 5
4
− i(k+

MW
ω )

2

√
25− 4k2 − 20ik + 4

M2
W

ω2

×F4

(
5
2
− i(k − MW

ω
)

2
,
5
2
− i(k + MW

ω
)

2
,
1

2
,
3

2
− ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
;

(85)
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D ≃ −8
√
iπe−1−iπ(p′)ik(P )−

3
2
−ik

eπkΓ
(
1
2

) (
1
2
+ ik

)ik

(
3
4
+

i(k+
MW
ω

)

2

) 3
4
+

i(k+
MW
ω )

2
(

3
4
+

i(k−MW
ω

)

2

) 3
4
+

i(k−
MW
ω )

2

√
9− 4k2 + 12ik + 4

M2
W

ω2

×F4

(
3
2
+ i(k + MW

ω
)

2
,
3
2
+ i(k − MW

ω
)

2
,
1

2
,
1

2
+ ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
.

(86)

We obtain that in the limit MW

ω
≫ 1, me

ω
≫ 1, terms A,B,C,D decrease

to zero like the functions e−πme/ω and 1
MW /ω

multiplied by factors at imag-
inary powers. It is also important to mention that the behaviour of these
functions in terms ofme/ω,MW/ω is mainly determined by the factors which
multiply the Appell hypergeometric functions. These factors cancel any di-
vergent behaviour of Appell’s functions in the considered limit. The transi-
tion probabilitiy behaves like e−2πme/ω and 1

(MW /ω)2
, assuring the Minkowski

limit when the ratios between particle masses and expansion factor become
infinite. In the Minkowski theory, the amplitude and probability vanish due
to the simultaneous conservation of momentum and energy [16, 20, 21].

7 Transition amplitude and probability for

λ = 0

The amplitude defined in equation (42) contains both spatial and temporal
contributions in the case of longitudinal polarization, because the solution of
the Proca equation has a nonvanishing temporal component in this case [3]:

f~pλ0(~x) =

√
πe−Kπ/2ωP

2(2π)3/2MW
(−tc)3/2H(1)

iK (−Ptc)ei ~P~x. (87)

Moreover, for λ = 0 the spatial component of the solution also has two
terms [3]:

f~pλi(~x) =
i
√
πe−kπ/2ωP

2(2π)3/2MW

[(
1

2
+ iK

) √−tc
P

H(1)
iK (−Ptc)− t3/2c H(1)

1+iK(−Ptc)
]
ǫi( ~K, λ)e

i ~P~x.

(88)
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In this case the amplitude reads:

Ai→f =
ig

2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x)ū~pσ(x)γα̂eµα̂(1− γ5)v~p′σ′(x)f
∗
~Pλµ

(x)

=
ig

2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x)ū~pσ(x)γ 0̂e00̂(1− γ5)v~p′σ′(x)f
∗
~Pλ0

(x)

+
ig

2
√
2

∫
d4x
√

−g(x)ū~pσ(x)γ îejî (1− γ5)v~p′σ′(x)f
∗
~Pλj

(x). (89)

Because of the nature of the Proca solutions [3], we are going to split the
amplitude into three terms, for convenience:

Ai→f(λ = 0) = A
(1)
i→f(λ = 0) + A

(2)
i→f(λ = 0) + A

(3)
i→f(λ = 0). (90)

The first term will contain the temporal component and we obtain some-
thing very similar to the case of λ = ±1:

A
(1)
i→f(λ = 0) = − g

2
√
2

ωP

MW

π
√
p′e−πK/2e−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′

×
∫ +∞

0

dz · z2e−ipzH(2)
ν− (p

′z)H(2)
−iK(Pz)ξ

†
σ(~p )ησ′(~p′). (91)

This term can also be rewritten after transforming the Hankel functions
into Bessel functions [22]:

A
(1)
i→f(λ = 0) = −g

2

√
πP

√
pp′

√
ie−πk/2

(2π)3/2
ω

MW
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ e−iπ

4

i cosh(πk)

×[T5 − T6 − T7 + T8]ξ
†
σ(~p )ησ′(~p′), (92)

where the terms T5, T6, T7 and T8 denote the following integrals:

T5 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z J 1

2
(pz)ieπkJ 1

2
−ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z); (93)

T6 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z J 1

2
(pz)J− 1

2
+ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z); (94)

T7 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z eπkJ− 1

2
(pz)J 1

2
−ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z); (95)

T8 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z
1

i
J− 1

2
(pz)J− 1

2
+ik(p

′z)K−iK(iP z). (96)
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After integration using formula (189) from Appendix the results are:

T5 =
ieπk23/2p

1
2p′

1
2
−ik(iP )−

9
2
+ik

Γ
(
3
2

)
Γ
(
3
2
− ik

) Γ

( 9
2
− i(k −K)

2

)
Γ

( 9
2
− i(k +K)

2

)

×F4

( 9
2
− i(k −K)

2
,
9
2
− i(k +K)

2
,
3

2
,
3

2
− ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
; (97)

T6 =
23/2p

1
2p′−

1
2
+ik(iP )−

7
2
−ik

Γ
(
3
2

)
Γ
(
1
2
+ ik

) Γ

( 7
2
+ i(k +K)

2

)
Γ

( 7
2
+ i(k −K)

2

)

×F4

( 7
2
+ i(k −K)

2
,
7
2
+ i(k −K)

2
,
3

2
,
1

2
+ ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
; (98)

T7 =
eπk23/2p−

1
2p′

1
2
−ik(iP )−

7
2
+ik

Γ
(
1
2

)
Γ
(
3
2
− ik

) Γ

( 7
2
− i(k −K)

2

)
Γ

( 7
2
− i(k +K)

2

)

×F4

( 7
2
− i(k −K)

2
,
7
2
− i(k +K)

2
,
1

2
,
3

2
− ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
; (99)

T8 =
1
i
23/2p−

1
2p′−

1
2
+ik(iP )−

5
2
−ik

Γ
(
1
2

)
Γ
(
1
2
+ ik

) Γ

( 5
2
+ i(k +K)

2

)
Γ

( 5
2
+ i(k −K)

2

)

×F4

( 5
2
+ i(k +K)

2
,
5
2
+ i(k −K)

2
,
1

2
,
1

2
+ ik,

p2

P 2
,
p′2

P 2

)
.(100)

The second term and third terms of the amplitude sum over the spatial
components of the Proca solution:

A
(2)
i→f(λ = 0) = − g

2
√
2

ωP

MW

iπ
√
p′e−πK/2e−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′
(
1
2
− iK

)

P
·

×
∫ +∞

0

dz z e−ipzH(2)
ν−
(p′z)H(2)

−iK(Pz)ξ
†
σ(~p )σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = 0).

(101)

This second term is actually the amplitude for λ = ±1 up to a an imagi-
nary factor and the ratio of the expansion parameter to the boson mass:

A
(2)
i→f = −i

(
1

2
− iK

)
g

2

ω

MW

√
π
√
pp′

√
ie−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ e−iπ

4

i cosh(πk)

×[T1 − T2 − T3 + T4]ξ
†
σ(~p )σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±0), (102)

30



where T1, T2, T3, T4 are defined in equation (69).
The third term is very close to the first term of Ai→f(λ = 0), with the

exception of the Hankel function dependent on P :

A
(3)
i→f(λ = 0) =

g

2
√
2

ωP

MW

iπ
√
p′e−πK/2e−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′

×
∫ +∞

0

dz · z2e−ipzH(2)
ν− (p

′z)H(2)
1−iK(Pz)ξ

†
σ(~p )σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = 0).

Written with respect to Bessel functions [22], A
(3)
i→f(λ = 0) becomes:

A
(3)
i→f(λ = 0) =

g

2

√
πP

√
pp′i

√
ie−πk/2

(2π)3/2
ω

MW

δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ ei

π
4

i cosh(πk)

×[T9 − T10 − T11 + T12]ξ
†
σ(~p )σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = 0), (103)

where the terms T9, T10, T11 and T12 denote the following integrals:

T9 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z J 1

2
(pz)ieπkJ 1

2
−ik(p

′z)K1−iK(iP z); (104)

T10 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z J 1

2
(pz)J− 1

2
+ik(p

′z)K1−iK(iP z); (105)

T11 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z eπkJ− 1

2
(pz)J 1

2
−ik(p

′z)K1−iK(iP z); (106)

T12 =

∫ ∞

0

dz z2
√
z
1

i
J− 1

2
(pz)J− 1

2
+ik(p

′z)K1−iK(iP z). (107)

The explicit form of these terms can be found bellow and was obtained
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by using formula (189):

T9 =
ieπk23/2p
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.(111)

We can see that for λ = 0 there is a much stronger dependence on the
expansion factor as a consequence of all terms being multiplied by the ratio
between ω and MW .

The probability for this process, when computed with the longitudinal
modes for the W− boson, is defined as the square modulus of the amplitude
summed over σ′, since λ, σ are fixed:

P (λ = 0) =
1

2

∑

σ′

|Ai→f(λ = 0)|2

=
1

2

∑

σ′

|(A(1)
i→f + A

(2)
i→f + A

(3)
i→f)(A

(1)
i→f + A

(2)
i→f + A

(3)
i→f)

∗|. (112)

To assess this probability we again have to take into account all terms
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which depend on the expansion parameter. In this case they are:

F2 = − ω

MW

P
√
pp′

√
ie−πk/2e−iπ/4

i cosh(πk)
[T5 − T6 − T7 + T8]

−i
(
1

2
− iK

)
ω

MW

√
pp′

√
ie−πk/2e−iπ/4

i cosh(πk)
[T1 − T2 − T3 + T4]

+
ω

MW

P
√
pp′i

√
ie−πk/2eiπ/4

i cosh(πk)
[T9 − T10 − T11 + T12].

(113)

As before, the relevant term for the probability is the absolute value of
the product F2F

∗
2 .

Figure 12: The absolute value of F2 for k = 0.1 on the left and MW

ω
= 0.6 on

the right, and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight line
and p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

For the graph in figure (12) with respect to theW boson mass, the starting
value is MW/ω = 0.52 in order to avoid the divergence which emerges at
MW/ω = 0 due to a factor of ω/MW which multiplies all terms in F2. Figures
(12) prove that the probability of boson production for modes with λ = 0
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was high in the early universe, when the expansion factor was much bigger
than the mass of the W bosons. In the Minkowski limit, where ω → 0, the
probability vanishes as expected.

8 Total probability for λ = ±1 in the case of

large expansion

In the limiting case of large expansion, the ratios between particle masses
and expansion factor become very small and it is possible to write me/ω =
MZ/ω = 0. In this limit, the amplitude given in equation (42) reduces to a
more simple form:

Ai→f = − g√
2

π
√
p ′

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′

×
∫ +∞

0

dzze−ipzH(2)
1
2

(p′z)H(2)
1
2

(Pz) ξ†σ(~p )σ
iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (

~P , λ = ±1).(114)

Taking into account that the neutrino polarization can take only the value
σ = −1

2
, the final result for the amplitude reads as:

Ai→f =
ig

2
√
2P

1

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(p+ p′ + P )
sgn(σ′) ξ†− 1

2

(~p )σiησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1).

(115)

The probability per unit volume takes the form:

P (λ = ±1) =
1

4

∑

λσ′

g2

8(2π)3
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

P (p+ p′ + P )2
|ξ†− 1

2

(~p )σiησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1)|2.

(116)

We set up both the neutrino and the positron to be emitted in the direc-
tion of the third axis, such that the angle between the momenta vectors is
0, i.e ~p = p~e3 , ~p

′ = p′ ~e3. In this case the bispinor summation is reduced to
a number since the helicity bispinors are reduced to a column matrix with
elements 0, ±1. The momentum of the W− boson is considered to also be
on the third axis such that ~P = −P ~e3. Since the momenta are on fixed di-
rections, the helicity bispinors are very simple and no longer depend on the
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momenta. This will facilitate our computations of the momenta integrals:

ξ− 1
2
(~p ) =

(
0
1

)
; η 1

2
(~p ) =

(
0
−1

)
; η− 1

2
(~p ) =

(
1
0

)
. (117)

In this particular case the bispinor and polarization vector summation
gives:

∑

λσ′

|ξ†− 1
2

(~p )σiησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1)|2

=
∑

λσ′

ξ†− 1
2

(~p )σiǫ∗i (~P , λ = ±1)ǫ∗j (~P , λ = ±1)ησ′(~p′)η†σ′(~p′)σ
jξ− 1

2
(~p ),

(118)

which reduces to unity if we use the above equations for spinors and the
following relations:

∑

λ

ǫ∗i (~nP , λ)ǫj(~nP , λ) = δij,

∑

σ′

ησ′(~p′)η†σ′(~p′) = I2×2. (119)

The total probability for the process is obtained by computing the integral
with respect to the momenta of the final particles:

Ptot =

∫
d3p

∫
d3P

∫
d3p′ P (λ = ±1). (120)

We denote the momenta integrals by I and solve the integral with regards
to P by using the properties of the delta Dirac function:

I =

∫
d3p

∫
d3P

∫
d3p′

δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(2π)3P (p′ + p+ P )2

=

∫
d3p

4(2π)3

∫
d3p′

1

(p′ + p)3
, (121)

keeping in mind that |~p ′+~p| = p′+p, because the particles move in the same
direction and the momenta are aligned with ~e3.

Because our remaining integrals are divergent, we make use of dimensional
regularization, a method used for studying the properties of propagators in
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the de Sitter geometry [24, 26]. We mention that the problem of Dirac and
Proca propagators in the momentum and coordinate representations in the
de Sitter geometry was analysed in [25, 26, 27, 28].

The p′ integral will be solved using dimensional regularization [29, 30, 31,
32] such that the integral in D dimensions becomes:

∫
d3p′

(2π)3(p′ + p)3
→ I(D) =

∫
dDp′

(2π)D(p′ + p)3
, (122)

Considering the case when the variable is changed as p′ = py, the above
integral changes into:

I(D) =
2πD/2pD−3

(2π)DΓ(D/2)

∫ ∞

0

dy yD−1

(1 + y)3
. (123)

This is just the integral of the Beta Euler function, defined bellow [22]
as:

B(α, γ) =
Γ(α)Γ(γ)

Γ(α + γ)
=

∫ ∞

0

dy
yα−1

(1 + y)α+γ
. (124)

which for α = D, β = 3−D becomes:

I(D) =
2πD/2pD−3

(2π)D
Γ(D)Γ(3−D)

Γ(3)Γ
(
D
2

) . (125)

The above result contains ultraviolet divergences for D ≥ 3 and infrared
divergences for D ≤ 0. These divergences are contained in the poles of the
gamma Euler functions. The poles of the gamma functions can be extracted
by introducing an arbitrary mass parameter denoted by µ, and an arbitrary
coupling dimensionless constant denoted by γ = λµD−3 = λµ−ε.

We can then write the result of integral (123) as a function of γ and ε for
D = 3− ε:

I(D)r = λ

∫
dDp′

(2π)D
1

(p′ + p)3
=

γ

(4π)3/2

(
µ2

p2
4π

)ǫ/2
Γ(3− ǫ)Γ(ǫ− 1)

Γ
(
3−ǫ
2

) . (126)

The series expansion in terms of ǫ of the last two factors gives:

(
µ2

P 2
4π

)ǫ/2

= 1 +
ǫ

2
ln

(
µ2

p2
4π

)
+O(ǫ2), (127)

36



Γ(3− ǫ)Γ(ǫ)

Γ
(
3−ǫ
2

) =
4√
π ǫ

+
2(ψ(3/2)− 3)√

π

+
ǫ (5π2 + 48− 36ψ(3/2) + 6ψ2(3/2))

12
√
π

+O(ǫ2), (128)

where ψ(a) are the digamma Euler functions defined in Appendix.
Collecting the above expansions we obtain the final result for the regu-

larized integral in the case of small momenta p ∼MW :

Ir(D) =
γ

(4π)3/2

{
4√
π ǫ

+
2
(
ψ(3/2) + ln

(
4πµ2

M2
W

)
− 3
)

√
π

+ǫ

[
5π2 + 48− 36ψ(3/2) + 6ψ2(3/2)

12
√
π

+
(ψ(3/2)− 3)√

π
ln

(
4πµ2

M2
W

)]
+O(ǫ2)

}
.

(129)

The result is finite for arbitrary small values of ǫ, but becomes infinite for
ǫ = 0. In order to replace the term corresponding to the 1/ǫ divergence, we
will solve the integral with respect to p′ by using the Pauli-Villars regular-
ization method [33]. At the end of the computations we will find the exact
substitute for the term proportional with 1/ǫ from the previous expression.

Let us write the integral with p ∼MW
∫

d3p′

(2π)3(p′ +MW )3
= 4π

∫ ∞

0

dp′ p′2

(2π)3(p′ +MW )3
, (130)

and expand the integrand

1

(p′ +MW )3
→ 1

(p′ +MW )3
+

a

(p′ + Λ)3
(131)

Λ is a bosonic mass parameter and a will be determined as function of Λ.
The integrand can be rewritten in terms of a common denominator:

p′3 + Λ3 + 3p′Λ2 + 3p′2Λ + a(p′3 +M3
W + 3MWp

′2 + 3M2
Wp

′)

(p′ +MW )3(p′ + Λ)3
. (132)

The ultra-violet divergences can be removed from the integral by demand-
ing that terms proportional with p′3 vanish. This gives rise to the following
condition:

1 + a = 0, (133)
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And we obtain a = −1, which cancel the terms in p′3.
The final form of the integral is:

∫ ∞

0

dp′
p′2(Λ3 −M3

W + 3p′Λ2 + 3p′2Λ− 3p′M2
W − 3p′2MW )

(p′ +MW )3(p′ + Λ)3
= ln

(
Λ

MW

)
.

(134)

Then the final result of our integral obtained with the Pauli-Villars method
[33] reads ∫

d3p′

(2π)3(p′ +MW )2
=

1

2π2
ln

(
Λ

MW

)
. (135)

By comparing equations (129) and (135) one can see that the first terms
from both expressions are similar and we can write:

1

ǫ
=

1

2
ln

(
Λ

MW

)
. (136)

The above result proves that the divergences manifest as logarithmic func-
tions of Λ. The last integral that needs to be solved is the one with respect
to the momentum of the neutrino.

We must specify that this first order process with three particles in the
final state is not encountered in the Minkowski field theory and for that
reason the regularization of the third momenta integral is hard to accomplish
by using the known regularization methods. For this reason we will make
a cutoff of the integral up to the mass of the W boson such that the upper
limit of the p integral is fixed to MW . This is equivalent to the computation
of total probability for a fixed value of the neutrino moment.

Our analysis is important since the regularization of the probability helps
us understand the nature of the divergences that appear in our exact per-
turbative calculations and could help one develop a complete renormalized
theory by introducing the necessary counter-terms in the lagrangian density.
In order to do that, however, further study of particle production processes
which are forbidden in Minkowski space-time is required. It may also be pos-
sible that new regularization methods will be needed for the regularization of
these types of integrals, since in the Minkowski theory we do not encounter
such processes.

Collecting our prior results, we can write down the total probability in
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the case of large expansion:

Ptot =
g2γM3

W

96π2

{
1

2
ln

(
Λ

MW

)
+ 2

(
ψ(3/2) + ln

(
4πµ2

M2
W

)
− 3

)

+ǫ

[
5π2 + 48− 36ψ(3/2) + 6ψ2(3/2)

12
+ (ψ(3/2)− 3) ln

(
4πµ2

M2
W

)]
+O(ǫ2)

}
.

(137)

The above total probability is finite for small values of ǫ, as well as in the
case of ǫ = 0.

Ptot =
g2γM3

W

48π2

{
1

4
ln

(
Λ

MW

)
+ ψ(3/2) + ln

(
4πµ2

M2
W

)
− 3

}
. (138)

In this section we have shown that some of the infrared and ultraviolet
divergences can be removed from the momenta integrals by applying a combi-
nation of methods used in the flat space-time theory. Still, in order to achieve
a complete renormalizable theory, one needs to write down the renormalized
amplitudes by adding the necessary counter-terms to the lagrangian density.

9 The transition rate for λ = ±1

The probability of the particle production process suggests that this type
of boson emission was highly likely for ω ≫ MW , however one must find
measurable quantities to validate such a process. This leads to the problem
of computing the transition rate, i.e. the probability per unit time.

In flat space-time, energy-momentum conservation allows us to find a
transition rate which depends on the volume V and interaction time T . But
energy and momentum are not simultaneously conserved in de Sitter space-
time, and the amplitude is also time-dependant.

We can see this better when writing the amplitude as such:

Ai→f = − ig

2
√
2

√
p′e−πk/2

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ ·

×
∫ +∞

0

dzze−ipzH(2)
ν− (p

′z)K−iK(iP z)ξ
†
σ(~p)σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (~P , λ = ±1).(139)

The previous expression for amplitude can be rewritten as

Ai→f =Mi→fIi→fδ
3( ~pf − ~pi), (140)
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where Ii→f represents the time-dependent integral:

Ii→f = e−πk/2

∫ ∞

0

Ki→fdz, (141)

The integrand in (141) is given by :

Ki→f = z e−ipzH(2)
ν−
(p′z)K−iK(Pz), (142)

while

Mi→f = − ig

2
√
2

π
√
p′

(2π)3/2

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′ξ†σ(~p)σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1).

(143)

The transition rate with respect to the conformal time is defined by [58]:

Ri→f = lim
tc→0

1

2V

d

dtc
|Aif |2 = lim

t→∞

eωt

2V

d

dt
|Aif |2. (144)

This expression can be brought to the form:

Ri→f =
1

(2π)3
δ3( ~pf − ~pi)|Mi→f |2|Ii→f | lim

t→∞
|eωtKi→f |. (145)

In our case we must take into account the summations after σ′, λ since
σ = −1/2. We also specify that the limit in equation (145) will be taken up
to a sufficiently large time after the interaction, denoted by t∞.

With these things in mind, the formula of the transition rate in our case
is:

Ri→f =
1

4

∑

σ′λ

1

(2π)3
δ3( ~pf − ~pi)|Mi→f |2|Ii→f | lim

t→t∞
|eωtKi→f |. (146)

Because we are working in the limit t → t∞, the Hankel functions may
be approximated using the formula for small arguments [22]:

H(2)
ν (z) ≈ i

(
2

z

)ν
Γ(ν)

π
, (147)

which works for z → 0.
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Thus the first Hankel function becomes:

H(2)
1
2
−ik

(
p′

ω
e−ωt

)
≃ i

(
2

p′

ω
e−ωt

) 1
2
−ik

Γ(1
2
− ik)

π
. (148)

The transition rate is relevant when ω ≫ MW and ω ≫ me, meaning that
we can further approximate the index of the modified Bessel function K−iK :

− iK = −i

√(
MW

ω

)2

− 1

4
=

1

2

√

1− 4

(
MW

ω

)2

≈ 1

2
. (149)

Consequently, the behaviour of the modified Bessel function for small
arguments is:

K−iK

(
P

ω
e−ωt

)
≃ Γ(1/2)√

2iP
ω
e−ωt

. (150)

This leads to the limit:

lim
t→t∞

|eωtKi→f | = lim
t→t∞

∣∣∣∣i
e−ωt

ω
e−ip e−ωt

ω

(
2

p′

ω
e−ωt

) 1
2
−ik

Γ(1
2
− ik)

π

Γ(1/2)√
2iP

ω
e−ωt

∣∣∣∣

=
1√

Pp′ cosh(πk)
, (151)

where we have used [22]:

Γ

(
1

2
− ik

)
Γ

(
1

2
+ ik

)
=

π

cosh(πk)
. (152)

By substituting the limit of the temporal integral in the transition rate
formula (145) we get:

Ri→f =
∑

σ′λ

g2π2pp′

32(2π)3
δ3(~p+~p′+~P )|ξ†−1/2(~p)σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1)|2 |Ii→f |√

Pp′ cosh(πk)
,

(153)
where |Ii→f | =

√
Ii→fI

∗
i→f .

The explicit form of Ii→f is:

Ii→f =
e−iπ/4e−πk/2

i
√
p cosh(πk)

(T1 − T2 − T3 + T4), (154)
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where T1, T2, T3, T4 are defined in equations (69).
The final result for the transition rate in the general case is:

Ri→f =
g2π2

√
pp′

32(2π)3
δ3(~p+~p′+~P )

e−πk/2

cosh(πk)

√
(T1 − T2 − T3 + T4)(T1 − T2 − T3 + T4)∗

P cosh(πk)
.

(155)
For the sake of examining the behaviour of the transition rate it is useful

to perform a graphical analysis of the terms that depend on m
ω
and MW

ω
:

R1 =

√
pp′e−πk/2

cosh(πk)

√
(T1 − T2 − T3 + T4)(T1 − T2 − T3 + T4)∗

P cosh(πk)
. (156)

Figure 13: The absolute value of R1 for me

ω
= 0.1 on the left and MW

ω
= 0.6

on the right, and momenta values p′ = 0.2, p = 0.1, P = 0.4 for the straight
line and p′ = 0.25, p = 0.1, P = 0.6 for the dotted line.

The transition rate variation with respect to me

ω
, MW

ω
, presented in the

above figures, shows that the spontaneous vacuum generation of the W
bosons and fermions is a process possible only when the expansion parameter
is far larger than the particle masses, which corresponds to the early universe
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period. In the Minkowski limit, which corresponds to infinite values of pa-
rameters k,K, the rate vanishes. It is also worth mentioning that massive
bosons can exist as stable particles only as long as the background energy
is larger than their rest energy. When this condition is no longer valid, the
massive bosons decay into more stable particles with smaller mass.

9.1 Total rate in the limit of large expansion

In this section we will discuss the problem of the total transition rate in the
limit of large expansion, where the functions that define the amplitude and
transition rate from the previous section become simpler and depend only on
the momenta of the emitted particles.

The first task is to establish the expression of the transition rate in the
limit me

ω
= MW

ω
= 0. In order to do this we first need to write the amplitude

in this limit:

Ai→f = − ig

2
√
2

√
p′

(2π)3/2
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(
1

2
− σ

)
σ′

×
∫ +∞

0

dzze−ipzH(2)
1/2(p

′z)K1/2(iP z)ξ
†
σ(~p )σ

iησ′(~p′)ǫ∗i (
~P , λ = ±1)

=Mi→fIi→fδ
3( ~pf − ~pi), (157)

where Mi→f is defined in equation (143).
The temporal integral is solvable for the Bessel and Hankel functions of

index 1/2:

Ii→f = lim
ε→0

i√
ip′P

∫ +∞

0

dz e−i(p+p′+P )z−εz =
1√

ip′P (p+ p′ + P )
. (158)

The integrand is of the form Ki→f = e−i(p+p′+P )z, while the limit that
needs to be done for computing the rate reads:

lim
t→t∞

|eωtKi→f | = lim
t→t∞

∣∣∣∣
1√
ip′P

e−i(p+p′+P ) e
−ωt

ω

∣∣∣∣ =
1√
p′P

, (159)

which is precisely the limit obtained directly from equation (151) for k = 0.
Then the rate in the limit me

ω
= MW

ω
= 0 can be written in final form as:

R =
g2

8(2π)3
δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

1

P (p+ p′ + P )
, (160)
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where the results of the σ′, λ summations were included.
The total rate of transition can be obtained by integrating over all possible

values of the momenta:

Rvac→W−νe+ =

∫
d3p d3p′ d3P Ri→f . (161)

We assume that the particles are emitted in the same direction as in the
case of the total probability, with the momenta of the neutrino and positron
being oriented in the direction of the positive third axis, while the boson
momentum is oriented in the direction of the negative third axis.

We solve the P integral and obtain:

I =

∫
d3p

∫
d3P

∫
d3p′

δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(2π)3P (p+ p′ + P )
=

∫
d3p

∫
d3p′

1

2(2π)3(p′ + p)2
.

(162)

The p′ integral is divergent, therefore we have to make use of dimen-
sional regularization [29, 30, 31, 32] in order to solve it. The integral in D
dimensions becomes:

∫
d3p′

(2π)3(p′ + p)2
→ I(D) =

∫
dDp′

(2π)D(p′ + p)2
, (163)

By performing the change of variables p′ = py, one obtains:

I(D) =
2πD/2pD−2

(2π)DΓ(D/2)

∫ ∞

0

dy yD−1

(1 + y)2
. (164)

This is just the integral of the Beta Euler function defined for α = D, β =
2−D:

I(D) =
2πD/2pD−2

(2π)D
Γ(D)Γ(2−D)

Γ(2)Γ
(
D
2

) . (165)

The above result contains ultraviolet divergences for D ≥ 2 and infrared
divergences for D ≤ 0. These divergences are contained in the poles of the
gamma Euler functions. The poles of the gamma functions can be removed
by introducing an arbitrary mass parameter denoted by µ and an arbitrary
coupling dimensionless constant denoted by γ = λµD−3 = λµ−ε.
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The final result of the integral (164) as a function of γ and ε for D = 3−ε
is:

I(D)r =
−2γp

(4π)3/2

(
µ2

p2
4π

)ǫ/2
Γ(3− ǫ)Γ(ǫ− 1)

Γ
(
3−ǫ
2

) . (166)

The series expansion of the Gamma Euler functions in terms of ǫ is:

Γ(3− ǫ)Γ(ǫ− 1)

Γ
(
3−ǫ
2

) = − 4√
π ǫ

+
2(ψ(3/2)− 1)√

π

+
ǫ (−5π2 − 24 + 12ψ(3/2)− 6ψ2(3/2))

12
√
π

+O(ǫ2), (167)

where ψ(a) are the Digamma Euler functions defined in Appendix.
Finally we obtain for the regularized integral:

I(D)r =
2γp

(4π)3/2

{
4

ǫ
√
π
+

2ψ(3/2)√
π

− 2√
π

[
ln

(
4π
µ2

p2

)
+ 1

]

+ǫ

[−5π2 − 24 + 12ψ(3/2)− 6ψ2(3/2)

24
√
π

+
(ψ(3/2)− 1)√

π
ln

(
4π
µ2

p2

)]
+O(ǫ2)

}
.

(168)

In the limit where ǫ = 0, the first term of the regularized integral diverges.
We will replace this term by the result obtained when we apply the Pauli-
Villars regularization for the p′ integral:
∫

d3p′

(2π)3(p′ + p)2
→
∫

d3p′

(2π)3

[
1

(p′ + p)2
+

a1
(p′ + Λ1)2

+
a2

(p′ + Λ2)2

]
. (169)

where Λ1,Λ2 are fermionic masses.
The integrand can be written as:

(p′ + Λ1)
2(p′ + Λ2)

2 + a1(p
′ + p)2(p′ + Λ2)

2 + a2(p
′ + p)2(p′ + Λ1)

2

(p′ + p)2(p′ + Λ1)2(p′ + Λ2)2

(170)

In order to avoid the ultra-violet divergences in the integral, we impose
the condition that all terms proportional with p′4 and p′3 should vanish. The
cancellation of the coefficients of p′4, p′3 leads to the following equations:

1 + a1 + a2 = 0;

Λ1 + Λ2 + a1Λ2 + a2Λ1 + a1p+ a2p = 0;

(171)
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The parameters a1, a2 are determined to be:

a1 =
Λ2 − p

Λ1 − Λ2

, a2 =
p− Λ1

Λ1 − Λ2

. (172)

If we replace a1, a2 in the numerator all terms proportional with momen-
tum p′4, p′3 vanish and we obtain for the rest of the terms from the nominator:

D = Λ2
1Λ

2
2 + p3(Λ1 + Λ2)− p2(Λ2

1 + Λ2
2 + Λ1Λ2) + 3p′2(Λ1Λ2 + p2 − p(Λ1 + Λ2))

+2p′[Λ2
1Λ2 + Λ1Λ

2
2 + p3 − p(Λ2

1 + Λ2
2 + Λ1Λ2)]

= Λ4 + 2p3Λ− 3p2Λ2 + 2p′(2Λ3 + p3 − 3pΛ2) + 3p′2(p2 + Λ2 − 2pΛ), (173)

where the last equality is obtained by making Λ1 = Λ2 = Λ.
The momentum integral becomes:
∫ ∞

0

dp′

2π2

p′2[Λ4 + 2p3Λ− 3p2Λ2 + 2p′(2Λ3 + p3 − 3pΛ2) + 3p′2(p2 + Λ2 − 2pΛ)]

(p′ + p)2(p′ + Λ)4

=
p

π2

[
Λ

p
− ln

(
Λ

p

)
− 1

]
. (174)

Now we can identify the term containing 1/ǫ from the dimensional regular-
ization as the logarithmic and linear term obtained by using the Pauli-Villars
method:

1

ε
= − ln

(
Λ

p

)
+

Λ

p
, (175)

which is exactly the first term from equation (168).
The final formula for the total transition rate can be established by per-

forming the integral over the momenta of the W boson. We also specify
that we take the limit ǫ = 0 in the result of the regularized integral given in
equation (168). The upper limit of the third momentum integral is set up to
be p ≃MW and we obtain:

Rvac→W−νe+ =

∫
d3p

g2γp

64π2

{
Λ

p
− ln

(
Λ

p

)
+ 2

[
ψ(3/2)− ln

(
4π
µ2

p2

)
− 1

]}
.

(176)

The final result after performing the momentum integrals with the above
cutoff is:

Rvac→W−νe+ =
g2γM4

W

16π

[
ψ(3/2)

2
+

1

3

Λ

MW
− 1

4
ln

(
Λ

MW

)
− 2− 1

2
ln

(
µ2

M2
W

)]

(177)
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In the present paper we have managed to obtain the form of the di-
vergences which appear in the probabilities and rates corresponding to the
spontaneous emission from vacuum of bosons and fermions on de Sitter space-
time. However, for a complete picture, one needs to take into account the
possible processes of emission of massive bosons by fermions, in which case
we expect to encounter also divergences. Then it may be possible that the
divergences obtained in our computations to be cancelled by adding counter
terms in the lagrangian density.

Let us recall the results from the Minkowski electro-weak theory. In
the Minkowski field theory, in order to compute the transition rate for the
W− boson decay into an electron and antineutrino, one considers that the
massive boson is at rest. Then energy-momentum conservation takes care of
the momenta integrals in a simpler manner by setting up the momentum of
the electron to be p = MW

2
. In the de Sitter case the energy is not conserved.

In addition, the modes have a well defined momentum, but the energy is
not specified since the energy and momentum operators do not commute.
The vacuum transitions are forbidden in the Minkowski theory and we do
not have at our disposal methods for obtaining finite general results from
the momenta integrals encountered in our study. Moreover if one want to
study the decay of a massive boson in de Sitter geometry one has to take into
account that the rest frame solutions for Dirac and Proca equations [61, 62],
define a new vacuum and their expressions are different from the solutions
used in our computations. Thus it seems that the problem could be related to
the limits of a perturbative treatment of the production process, or one can
think that new regularization methods need to be used in the field theory on
curved space-times. Then is seems that the finite results for total transition
rates can be obtained for the moment in particular cases.

The logarithmic divergences from rate equation (177) can be removed by
considering a particular case. Let us recall the situation when the particles
are on the same direction i.e. the third axis, ~p = p~e3, ~p

′ = p′~e3 and ~P =
−P~e3. We perform the integral over P :

I =

∫
d3p

∫
d3P

∫
d3p′

δ3(~p+ ~p′ + ~P )

(2π)3P (p+ p′ + P )

=

∫
d3p

∫
d3p′

1

(2π)3|~p+ ~p ′|(p+ p′ + |~p+ ~p′|) =

∫
d3p

∫
d3p′

1

2(2π)3(p+ p′)2
.

(178)
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We choose the situation when the momentum modulus of the positron and
neutrino are close in value, such that we can approximate the (p + p′)2 ≃
2(p2 + p′2). With this supposition the momenta integrals can be solved by
using the dimensional regularization:

∫
d3p

∫
d3p′

1

4(2π)3(p2 + p′2)
(179)

The p′ integral in D dimensions reads:

∫
d3p′

1

(2π)3(p2 + p′2)
→
∫
dDp′

1

(2π)D(p2 + p′2)
=

2πD/2

(2π)DΓ(D/2)

∫ ∞

0

dp′
p′D−1

(p2 + p′2)
.

(180)

The substitution p′ = p
√
y allows one to bring the integral in the form of a

Beta Euler function

I(D) =
2πD/2(p2)D/2−1

2(2π)DΓ(D/2)

∫ ∞

0

dy
yD/2−1

1 + y
=

(p2)D/2−1Γ(1−D/2)

(4π)D/2
. (181)

Following the steps from previous sections we write down the result for the
regularized integral, by introducing the dimensionless constant γ and taking
D = 3− ǫ:

I(D)r =
−γp

(4π)3/2

(
4πµ2

p2

)ǫ/2

Γ

(
ǫ

2
− 1

2

)
(182)

Further we expand the power function and gamma Euler function:

(
4πµ2

p2

)ǫ/2

= 1 +
ǫ

2
ln

(
4πµ2

p2

)
+ o(ǫ2), (183)

Γ

(
ǫ

2
− 1

2

)
= −2

√
π − ǫ

√
πψ(−1/2) + o(ǫ2). (184)

At the end of our computations we take the limit ǫ→ 0 and obtain:

lim
ǫ→0

I(D)r =
γp

4π
, (185)

This a finite result, which proves that the p′ integral can be regularized in
some cases, all divergences being removed by the dimensional regularization
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procedure. The p integral can be solved by using the fact that the momen-
tum is conserved in this process ~p+ ~p′ + ~P = 0. Taking the boson momenta
P ≃MW , we can choose for fermion momenta p′ ≃ p ≃MW/2. Our approx-
imation for the momenta module represents the case of small momenta. In
this particular case the upper limit of the p integral can be taken as MW/2,
and the final result for the momenta integrals reads:

I =
γM4

W

128
. (186)

The final finite result for the transition rate is:

Rvac→W−νe+ =
g2γM4

W

8 · 128 =
γGFM

6
W

128
√
2
, (187)

where the last equality is obtained when we introduce the Fermi constant
GF . With this approach we obtain the rate equation when the neutrino
momentum p is specified.

The density number of W bosons must be proportional with the ratio
between the rate of production from vacuum and the decay rate of the W
boson:

nW ∼ Rvac→W−νe+

Rdes
. (188)

For a complete picture of boson densities due to perturbative production
it will be necessary to analyse all first order processes which give contribu-
tion to the density number of W bosons, including those processes in which
massive bosons are emitted by fermions.

We must also mention results obtained by other ways [59], where the
authors consider nonperturbative methods for studying the production of
massive bosons in gravitational fields. In our opinion, both perturbative and
nonperturbative methods should be taken into account when the problem of
particle production in the early universe is approached. An analysis of the
both perturbative and nonperturbative methods for particle production in
gravitational fields can be found in [18, 19].

Our analysis presents a microscopic process which is produced by a large
scale event, namely space-time expansion, which could play a similar role
to the thermal bath. The two effects must be taken into account when we
analyse the mechanisms that generate matter and anti-matter in the early
universe.
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10 Concluding remarks

The present study focuses on the study of the interaction between charged
W± bosons and fermions in the de Sitter geometry by using perturbative
methods. The equations of interaction between massive charged vector fields
and fermions are established and their solutions are written with the help
of the usual method of the Green functions. With this approach one can
introduce the IN/OUT fields and develop the formalism of reduction for
the Proca field in the de Sitter geometry. The definition of the transition
amplitudes in the first order of perturbation theory is also established. This
is a powerful tool for the study of the phenomenon of particle production in
the early stages of the universe.

As an application of our formalism, we have studied the problem of gener-
ating the tripletW− boson, positron and neutrino from the de Sitter vacuum.
We established the transition amplitudes for both the transversal and longi-
tudinal modes and defined the transition probabilities per unit volume. From
our analytical and graphical results we prove that that the phenomenon of
massive boson production is present during the inflation period. From our
general results one recovers the Minkowski limit, where the amplitude and
probability of this process vanish. We also study the interesting limiting
case where me/ω = MW/ω = 0, which corresponds to large values of the
expansion parameter ω. Under these limiting conditions we obtain the to-
tal probability and rate of transition by using dimensional regularization
and Pauli-Villars regularization for computing the momenta integrals. We
conclude that the process of spontaneous particle emission from vacuum is
possible only for a large expansion factor, which corresponds to the early
universe period.

For further analysis, the study of all possible processes which generate
charged W± bosons would be of interest, since all possible transitions in
the first order of perturbation theory have nonvanishing amplitudes for the
large expansion conditions of the early universe. Our results aim to open the
way for the study of electro-weak interactions in curved backgrounds and for
applying perturbative methods to the understanding of mechanisms which
generate massive bosons in the early universe.
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11 Appendix

We make use of the formula for solving the temporal integrals in our ampli-
tudes [22, 23]:

∫ ∞

0

xQ−1Jλ(ax)Jµ(bx)Kν(cx)dx =
2Q−2aλbµc−Q−λ−µ

Γ(λ+ 1)Γ(µ+ 1)

×Γ

(
Q+ λ+ µ− ν

2

)
Γ

(
Q+ λ+ µ+ ν

2

)

×F4

(
Q + λ+ µ− ν

2
,
Q + λ+ µ+ ν

2
, λ+ 1, µ+ 1,−a

2

c2
,−b

2

c2

)
,(189)

where J is the Bessel function of the first kind, K is the modified Bessel
function and F4 is Appell′s function. The gamma Euler function can be
expanded as [34]

Γ(ǫ−n) = (−1)n

n!

{
1

ǫ
+ ψ(n+ 1) +

ǫ

2

[
π2

3
+ ψ2(n+ 1)− ψ′(n+ 1)

]
+O(ǫ2)

}

(190)
where ψ are the digamma Euler functions defined below [22]

ψ(n) = −γ +

n−1∑

l=1

1

2
; (191)

ψ′(n) =
π2

6
−

n−1∑

l=1

1

l2
, (192)

while the Euler constant is

γ = −0, 5772. (193)
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[44] Ion I. Cotăescu, C. Crucean, Progress of Theor. Phys. 124, 1051 (2010).
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