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Using a general (non-linear) effective field theory description of the Standard Model electroweak
symmetry breaking, we analyse the impact on the electroweak oblique parameters of hypothetical
heavy resonance states strongly coupled to the SM particles. We present a next-to-leading order
calculation of S and T that updates and generalizes our previous results, including P—odd operators
in the Lagrangian, fermionic cuts and the current experimental bounds. We demonstrate that in any
strongly-coupled underlying theory where the two Weinberg Sum Rules are satisfied, as happens in
asymptotically free gauge theories, the masses of the heavy vector and axial-vector states must be
heavier than 10 TeV. Lighter resonances with masses around 2-3 TeV are only possible in theoretical
scenarios where the 2nd Weinberg Sum Rule is not fulfilled.

PACS numbers: 12.39.Fe, 12.60.Fr, 12.60.Nz, 12.60.Rc

I. INTRODUCTION

The first two runs of the LHC have confirmed the Stan-
dard Model (SM) as the right theory of the electroweak
interactions at the energy scales explored so far. The dis-
covery of a Higgs—liktﬂ particle [I], with couplings fully
compatible with the SM expectations, has completed the
SM spectrum of fundamental fields and no new states
have yet been observed. Therefore, the available data
suggest the existence of a mass gap between the SM and
any hypothetical New-Physics (NP) degrees of freedom.
This gap justifies the use of effective field theories to
search for fingerprints of heavy scales at low energies in
a systematic way.

The main ingredients for the construction of any effec-
tive field theory are the particle content, the symmetries
and the power counting. In the electroweak case, the
power counting to be used depends on the way of intro-
ducing the Higgs field |2, B]. One can consider the more
common linear realization of the electroweak symmetry
breaking (EWSB) [4], assuming the Higgs to be part of a
doublet together with the three electroweak (EW) Gold-
stones, as in the SM, or the more general non-linear re-
alization [3], without assuming any specific relation be-
tween the Higgs h and the three Goldstone fields . We
follow here the second option [Bl [6], where an expansion
in generalized momenta is adopted. Note that the lin-
ear realization is a particular case of the more general
non-linear one.

In addition to the (non-linear) electroweak effective
theory, containing only the SM particle content, we con-

1 Although it might not be the SM Higgs boson, we will refer to
this particle as “Higgs”.

sider an underlying strongly-coupled scenario incorporat-
ing bosonic heavy resonances with J© = 0% and JF = 1+
which interact with the SM particles. In previous works,
we have investigated the contributions of these heavy
states to the low-energy couplings (LECs) of the effec-
tive electroweak Lagrangian [5HE|. Here, we are going to
analyse the constraints on the heavy resonance masses
emerging from the electroweak oblique parameters [9].

In Ref. [10], we already presented a one-loop calcu-
lation of the S and T parameters within this strongly-
coupled scenario, incorporating the recently discovered
Higgs boson into our previous Higgsless calculation [IT].
Our analysis provided generic (model-independent) and
quite strong constraints on the Higgs couplings and the
heavy scales. Making only some mild assumptions on
the high-energy behaviour of the underlying fundamen-
tal theory, we were able to show that the precision elec-
troweak data require the Higgs-like scalar to have a
hWW coupling very close to the SM one, while the mass
of the vector and axial-vector resonances should be quite
degenerate and above 4 TeV. Our findings were much
more restrictive that the LHC data available at that time.

The much larger statistics collected in recent years
[12] 13] has made possible to obtain a more precise ex-
perimental measurement of the hWWW coupling (in SM
units): kK = 1.023 £ 0.026 [14]. We can profit this
additional information to update our analysis and inves-
tigate the numerical impact of the different approxima-
tions that were made in Ref. [I0]. Thus, we will no-longer
consider Ky as a free parameter and will take instead its
experimental value as an input. We can then extend the
analysis to a broader set of possible interactions. While
Ref. [10] only studied the bosonic P-even sector, we will
now take into account P-even and P-odd operators.

The oblique parameters S and T can be conveniently
computed through two convergent dispersive representa-



tions in terms of corresponding spectral functions, which
at leading order (LO) are generated by the exchange of
massive vector and axial-vector states (T" = 0 at LO).
The next-to-leading-order (NLO) contributions are dom-
inated by the lightest two-particle cuts. Corrections from
multi-particle cuts involving heavy resonances are kine-
matically suppressed and have been estimated to be very
small [11]. For this reason, one can safely disregard any
contributions from intermediate fermionic resonances.
Ref. [10] computed the leading NLO contributions from
two-Goldstone (py) and Higgs-Goldstone (hy) interme-
diate states. In addition, we will also consider the cor-
rections induced by the (light) fermion-antifermion (7))
cut.

Our resonance Lagrangian is presented in Section [}
whereas the S and T parameters and their calculation
in terms of dispersive representations are discussed in
Section [[TTl The LO calculation of the oblique parame-
ters and its phenomenological consequences are shown in
Section [Vl Section [Vl contains the NLO calculation of
these observables and an extensive discussion of the as-
sumed short-distance constraints, which play a very im-
portant role in the theoretical analysis. The phenomeno-
logical implications of these estimations are studied in
Section [VI Figures [2] and [3] constitute the main result
of this work. Finally, we discuss the main conclusions in
Section [VII} Some technical details of the calculation are
explained in Appendices A and B.

II. THE LAGRANGIAN

Although the expansion in powers of generalized mo-
menta [3, Bl 6, I5] is not directly applicable to the reso-
nance theory, one can construct the effective Lagrangian
in a consistent phenomenological way, & la Weinberg [15],
which interpolates between the low-energy and the high-
energy regimes: the appropriate low-energy predictions
are generated and a given short-distance behavior is im-
posed [16] 17]. Then,

Lrr = Z Ly, (1)

d>2

where the operators are not ordered according to their
canonical dimensions and one must use instead the chi-
ral dimension d, which reflects their infrared behavior at
low momenta [I5]. Taking into account that here we are
interested in the NLO resonance contributions to the S
and T parameters from only SM cuts, we only need to
consider O(p?) operators with up to one spin-1 bosonic
resonance field [5, [6].

Following the notation of Refs. [B] 6], the dimension of
the resonance representation is indicated with upper and

lower indices in the scheme Rggg;, where R stands for

any of the four possible J©¢ bosonic states with quantum
numbers 07F (S), 0=+ (P), 17~ (V) and 1t (A). The
normalization used for the SU(2) triplet resonances is

3
1
ani g; ni7 2
3 \/i; 3, ()

with (o;0;)2 = 20;; and (---)s indicating an SU(2)
trace. In addition, the resonances are classified in Ref. [6]
according to their SU(3)¢ color quantum numbers, e.g.,

for color octets one has RS, = Y°_ T®R%% with
(T%T%)3 = §%°/2 and (---)3 indicating an SU(3) trace.
However, colored resonances are irrelevant for the present
work: only color-singlet resonances R}, contribute to our
determination of the oblique parameters. To simplify the
notation, we will denote the SU(2) triplet R} resonance
masses as Mp. The SU(2) singlet resonances R} will be
essentially irrelevant for this work and their masses will

be denoted as Mp, when they are later discussed.

The scalar and pseudoscalar resonances do not con-
tribute either to the oblique parameters at the level of
accuracy we are considering. They do not generate any
tree-level (LO) contribution to S and T', while their first
NLO contributions originate from cuts involving their
heavy masses, which are kinematically suppressed in
comparison to the contributions from light-particle cuts
that we are going to include in our calculation.

The spin-1 resonances V' and A can be described with
either a four-vector Proca field R* or with an antisym-
metric tensor R*¥. Both descriptions are equivalent, as
they generate the same physical predictions, once proper
short-distance constraints are implemented [I7]. How-
ever, they involve different sets of Goldstone operators
without resonance fields that compensate their different
scaling with momenta. For simplicity, we keep here both
formalisms because, as it was demonstrated in Ref. [5],
the sum of tree-level resonance-exchange contributions
from the O(p?) resonance Lagrangian with Proca and
antisymmetric spin-1 resonances gives the complete (non-
redundant and correct) set of predictions for the O(p*)
LECs of the electroweak effective theory, without any ad-
ditional contributions from local operators without reso-
nance fields.

The relevant terms of the electroweak resonance La-
grangian contributing to our NLO calculation of the
oblique parameters are 5], [6]:
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The first line shows the non-resonant interactions; the
second and third lines contain the vector and axial-vector
contributions with an antisymmetric formalism; and the
last line displays additional vector and axial-vector oper-
ators with the Proca formalism. Couplings with (with-
out) a tilde indicate P-odd (P-even) operators.

The Goldstone fields are parametrized through the
SU(2) matrix U = u? = exp(idF/v), where v =
(V2Gp)~Y? = 246 GeV is the EWSB scale, u, =
—iuTDuU u’ with D,, the appropriate covariant deriva-
tive, and fI” contain the gauge-boson field strengths.
The known fermions v; = (u;, d;)T, (v;,e;)T are incorpo-
rated through the fields & = uw 1 +ur and the fermion
bilinears J{; = 57"5, Jh = EyPys€ and JEY = EoHvE.
The couplings ¢r and ¢ in the last line account for
the explicit breaking of custodial symmetry, induced by
quantum loops with internal U(1)y gauge-boson lines,
through the SU(2) spurion 7. All technical details can
be found in Refs. 5l [6].

III. OBLIQUE PARAMETERS

From now on we follow the notation of Refs. [10, [I1].
The computation is performed in the Landau gauge, so
that the gauge boson propagators are transverse and
their self-energies,

1 v 1 v
Lyp =— §W3 H§3 (S)WS - iBu Hgo (s)B,
= Wi (s) By = Wi Iy ()W, (4)
can be decomposed as
v v, q”
) = (<o L) w6

The precise definitions of the S and T" oblique parameters
involve the quantities

-  T3(0) —

II 0
e3 = 51130(0), €1 = WW( )

P} ’
MW

(6)

(

where the tree-level Goldstone contribution has been re-
moved from II3o(s) in the form [9]:

g*tany

I30(s) = sIso(s) + v (7)

The S and T precision observables parametrize the devi-
ations of e3 and e; with respect to the SM contributions

egM and e$M, respectively:
167 47

S = — —eM), T =——— (e —eM).
g2 (3 3 ) g'2cos? Oy (1 1 )

)

As experimental values for S and T we consider the

values given by the Particle Data Group [14], S =

—0.05 £+ 0.07 and T = 0.00 4 0.06 (with a correlation of

0.93). Note that we are taking the set of values assuming

that the oblique parameter U = 0, which is expected to
be suppressed compared to S and T

A. Dispersive representation for S and T

A useful dispersive representation for the S parameter
was introduced by Peskin and Takeuchi [9]:

5= o | T8 se) — pse™M, ()

¢*tanby J o s

with the spectral function
1. ~
ps(s) = = ImIT50(s) . (10)

The SM one-loop spectral function reads (at lowest order
in g and ¢’)

2tand
ps(s)*™M = g ua [9

3
19272 > 0 (s=mi)

4m? [ 6m?2 2m?2
Y
+D0(s—am) | [1-—* (f+8T§%w <1+3)> :
"

(11)




where there is a sum over all the SM fermion 1 cuts
and zy, = £(B — L)y, is the corresponding U(1)x charge
of the fermion ¢ (1/6 for quarks and —1/2 for leptons).
In the SM, and neglecting corrections of O(m3/s) and
O(m7 /s), the hp and ¢y contributions to the spectral
function pg(s) cancel each other, and a similar cancella-
tion occurs when the pg cuts with up and down compo-
nents are summed up, for a given fermion doublet (e.g.,
t with b for quarks, and v, with e~ for leptons).

For the computation of T, we will use the Ward-
Takahashi identity worked out in Ref. [1§]. In the Landau
gauge, instead of studying the more cumbersome corre-
lators II33 and Il y, one simply needs to compute the
self-energies of the electroweak Goldstones [18]:

7(+)
e = ——— — 1

O ' (©0) — 2H)(0). (12)

The constants Z(*) and Z(©) are the wave-function renor-
malizations for the charged and neutral Goldstones, re-
spectively. More precisely, they are provided by the
derivative of the Goldstone self-energies at zero momen-
tum: Z(0) = 1 — ¥'()(0), with ¥'(s) = dX(s)/ds. This
leads to the second identity in , which holds as far as
the calculation remains at the NLO.

In Ref. [I0] we showed that, once proper short-distance
conditions have been imposed, the spectral function of
the Goldstone self-energy difference,

1
pr(s) = —Im[EO(s) = SH ()], (13)
7r
vanishes at high energies. Hence, one is allowed to re-
cover the low-energy value of the self-energy difference
and the T parameter by means of a convergent disper-
sion relation:

4 *ds
T—-_ " [ = - SMy (14
g [ er() = ™), (1)

where the SM one-loop spectral function reads (at lowest
order in g and ¢')
4

o = 325 [ (-]

Ncs (m? —m2)?
202 [(mtz +mi) Bip—mi Bt —mi Bop — %ﬁtb ,
(15)

with N¢ the number of colors of the fermion doublet,
Bij = sTIAV2(s, mg, m?) 6 (s — [mi+m;]?) and the
Killén function \(z,vy,2) = 22 +y%+22—2wy—2yz—2zx.
The SM he and @ contributions to the spectral func-
tion pp(s) cancel each other at high energies. A simi-
lar high-energy cancellation occurs between the top and
bottom components of the SU(2) doublet because this
fermion-loop contribution should vanish in the limit m; =
myp where custodial symmetry is recovered. Therefore,
pr(s)°M behaves like ~ 1/s at high energies, both for

boson and fermion contributions, separately. However,
the SM fermion cuts generate identical contributions in
the BSM extension, except for additional terms involving
the custodial-breaking couplings ¢y and ¢r. Thus, the
fermionic contributions to 7" are suppressed by additional
powers of ¢’, which we will neglect in this work, so T will
be solely determined by the bosonic loops.

IV. LO CALCULATION

T vanishes at LO (TLo = 0), whereas there is a LO
contribution to S (SLo # 0) given byﬂ

2 2 2 72 2 _ 7172
g tanbyw [(v* Fy—-Fy Fi—F3%
H = "> _ —
30(5)Lo i (s Mi—s Mi-s )’
(16)
Therefore,
2 _ ﬁ’Q 2 _ ﬁz
Spo = 4 V_"V _ "4 "4\ 17
Lo = o7 < M2 M3 (17)

A. Weinberg Sum Rules

The W3 B correlator IT30(s) can be written in terms of
the vector (R 4+ L) and axial-vector (R — L) two-point
functions as [9],

2
tan 6
Hgo(s) = g#s [va(S) — HAA(S)} . (18)
The assumed chiral symmetry of the underlying elec-
troweak theory implies that this correlator is an order
parameter of the EWSB. In asymptotically-free gauge
theories it vanishes at short distances as 1/s% [19], im-

plying two superconvergent sum rules, the so-called first
and second Weinberg Sum Rules (WSRs) [20]:

1. 1%* WSR (vanishing of the 1/s term of Iy (s) —

ITaa(s)). At LO, and from and (I8), one
gets [8]:
(Fa _ﬁa) - (Ff, - ﬁg) = 2. (19)

2. 2"d WSR (vanishing of the 1/s% term of Ilyy(s) —

ITaa(s)). At LO, and from and (I8), one
gets [8]:
(Fa - ﬁa) M2 — (Fg - ﬁg) M2 =o0. (20)

2 The tree-level contributions from the Proca operators in can
be considered subleading and will be taken into account in the
NLO analysis of the next section.



While the 15 WSR is expected to be also fulfilled in gauge
theories with nontrivial ultraviolet (UV) fixed points, the
validity of the 2°¢ WSR depends on the particular type
of UV theory considered [21].

When both WSRs are satisfied, they imply [g]:

2 2
v2M?3

2 2 )
M2 — M2

2772
v M,

22 _
FA-F3 = s

Fy—Fp = (21)

Therefore, the differences FZ—F2, F3—F3 and M3 M2
must have the same sign. In the absence of P-odd cou-
plings, these relations fix Fy and F4 in terms of the
vector and axial-vector masses and, moreover, require
tllat My > MV.~ This mass hierarchy remains valid if
FZ < FZ and F% < F3, which is a reasonable work-
ing assumption that we will adopt. We will also assume
that the inequality M4 > My is fulfilled in all dynamical
scenarios, even when the 2* WSR does not apply.

B. Phenomenology at LO

We want to analyze now the implications of the short-
distance constraints of and in the LO prediction
of S, given in .

If one considers both WSRs, the combinations of res-
onance couplings FZ — F2 and F3 — F3 are determined

by 7 So one gets

1 1 4mv? M3
Sio = dm0? [— — | = 1+25V) (22
Lo = &7y (M‘Q/+Mj> M2 (+Mi) (22)

Therefore, and assuming M4 > My, the prediction for
SLo is bounded by

(23)

If one considers only the 1%t WSR, and assuming M4 >
My and F3 < F3, Eq. allows us to get a lower bound
for Sto:

02 ~ 1 1 42
Spio = 4md 2 (F%F?) S |
Lo 7T{Mg tFa—ra M2 M2 M2

These results are identical to the ones we got in
Ref. [I0]. The inclusion of P-odd operators has not
changed the LO predictions because the couplings Fy, 4
get reabsorbed through the relations - . In Fig-
ure (1) we show these predictions, together with the ex-
perimentally allowed region at 68% and 95% CL [14].
The gray area assumes both WSRs and M4 > My.
The colored curves indicate explicitly the predicted re-
sults for M4 = My (orange), M4 = 1.1 My (blue),
My = 1.2 My (red) and My — oo (dark gray). When
only the 15¢ WSR is considered (and assuming My > My
and F, 7.4 < F{ 4), the allowed range gets enlarged to the

0.8
06
0.4
o
-
0 o2
——
0.0
-0.2F
0 1 2 3 4 5
My(TeV)
FIG. 1. LO predictions for S. The green area covers the

experimentally allowed region, at 68% and 95% CL. The gray
region assumes the two WSRs and we indicate explicitly the
corresponding lines for M4 = My (orange), Ma = 1.1 My
(blue), M4 = 1.2 My (red) and Ma — oo (dark gray). If
only the 1°* WSR is considered, the allowed region is given
by both, the gray and the brown areas (assuming Ma > My ).

brown region. Note that the experimental data imply
My >2.8TeV (95% CL)E|

V. NLO CALCULATION

Taking into account the previous results, it is straight-
forward to write II30(s)|npo as:

2 2 r2_ 1r2
g tanby [v°  FyS-FY;
Mso(s)lpo ==—7— % <s M5
Fi2-Fi2
——————=—+1I 2
A ) ). (9)

where the one-loop contribution from the two-particle
cuts is contained in II(s). One gets now

2 r2 _ pr2 r2 _ r2
~ g-tanOw (Fy-—Fy° Fy*—-F)° —
II = - II
30(s)|nLo 1 <M{,2—s M5 +1I(s) |,
(26)
and then finally
F’I"Ziﬁ’r‘Q FT27FT2 o
SnLo = 4r | L—F - A = A ) +8, (27)
MV2 MA2

being S = 47 [T1(0) — TI(0)SY].

3 This procedure is equivalent to the comparison of the theoretical
prediction of the electroweak effective theory LEC F; with its
experimentally allowed region done in Ref. [§] (top-left plot in
Figure 1 of [8]); consequently, this limit updates the bound for
My, that was found there.



In order to be able to estimate the renormalized cou-
plings of , one can consider the high-energy expansion
of the contribution from the two-particle cuts,

TI(s) = ﬁ [5(1) +60) 1og <—s)]
s NLO NLO M‘Q/

V2 M [ ~(9 —5 1
< o e ()| o ()
(28)

so that the 15 and 2" WSRs get modified from their LO
expressions in and to, respectively,

(Fo2-Fp2) - (Fa2-Fa?) = o* (14000,) . (29)

(F"}Q— ~‘q;2> M2 <F£2— ~£2) M12 = o2 M2 5Ig2L)O ’
(30)
plus the additional conditions 6&)0 =0 (1°* WSR) and
52 =0 (224 WSR). Note that in we have assumed
that II(s) vanishes at high energies, since, as we will see,
well-behaved form factors are considered.
If we assume the validity of both WSRs, it is then
possible to determine the combination of NLO resonance

couplings appearing in , since from and one

can get:
2 r2 r2
ro w2 VT M 1 My~ o
FV 7FV - M22—M{}2 <1+5IEIL)OM£2 51(\IL)O)’
2 r2
ro mr2_ VT My 1 2
FA _FA - MI‘Z—M{;Z (1+51ETL)O_5I(\IL)O)7 (31)

and therefore

1 1 Mr2 5(2) o
SNLO :47TU2|:W + M22:| <1+5§20—M> +S
(32)
Note the similarity between the NLO results of and
with the LO results of and .
If we only consider the 15* WSR, it is possible to get
at least a lower bound for S:

v2 ~ 1 1
= 4 7(1 6(1) ) (FT27FT2) -
SNLO W{M‘r}Z + NLO +{fa A M{}Q M:l?

— 4drv?
+ S > M‘T/Q ( NLO

Note that we have assumed that M%? > M{? and that

ﬁ;z < F%2. Again, notice the similarity between the
NLO result of and the LO result of (24).

A. Custodial-breaking corrections to S

The LO results shown in receive small tree-level
corrections from the custodial-breaking operators with

1+ ) 435, (33)

coefficients ¢ and ¢7, appearing in the Lagrangian .
The corresponding contributions to I3o(s)|; o and Sto
are given by

2 tan 6 202
Allso(s)|Lo = — g#s {8 (ov +0a4)
1)20'V 1)20',4
4
+M‘2/—s Mf‘—s] » (34)
oy gA
ASLO = — 47‘(’1}2 (w + m) ) (35)

where we have introduced the dimensionless combina-
tions of parameters oy = g2 tan® Oy c2/(v2 M) and
o4 = g*tan? Oy 2 /(v2M3). Assuming that ey ~ ¢ ~
v2 and Mr ~ 1TeV, one gets oy ~ o4 ~ 1072 <« 1.
Moreover, note that the new contributions of (34) and
are subleading in g’ compared to and (17), re-
spectivelyEI That is why these custodial-breaking con-
tributions have not been taken into account in our LO
analysis. We will include the small corrections and
(35) together with the NLO contributions. Terms of
O(c%), O(c%), O(c% c%) and higher are tiny and will
be neglected in the NLO analysis.

The custodial-breaking contributions of can be re-
absorbed into v2, Fj;2 — ;2 and F32 — F72, in (25), via
the redefinitions:

v = =202 (oy +04),

2 or2

r2 or2
FA _FA

- K- F? oy,

— Fy2—F32 400, (36)

Therefore, the custodial-breaking corrections are already
included in the NLO expressions and .

B. Bosonic cuts

1. @ cut

The two-Goldstone (¢p) contribution to the spectral
function pg(s) can be written in terms of the correspond-
ing vector (VFF) and axial-vector (AFF) form factors,

2
g“tan6
ps(8)lpe = 0(5) o (IFL) = 1FL ()P
(37)
which are defined through
_,68
(oI55 10) = (r —pp- ) FLo(d®),
7
_ 08
(0 015510 = o+ —pp-)" Flp(®), (38)
I3

4 The couplings ¢y and ¢ account for custodial-breaking effects
of O(g’). Therefore, oy, 4 are of O(g'?2).



with ¢ = py+ + p,-, where Sgrr is the action of the
electroweak resonance theory. The sources v, = vj;0*/2
and a, = af,0?/2 incorporate the U(1)y and SU( )L

gauge bosons B, and Wi v, +a, = —g 'B 03/2 and
Vy — Gy = —gW“ a/2. The VFF and AFF were given in

Ref. [5] ﬂ

FVGV S ﬁAéA S
FYo(s)=1+ :
eol9) v ME—s v? M3 —s
FyGy s FaGa s
Fi(s) = — - . (39
el5) v ME—s v M3 —s (39)
2. he cut

The Higgs-Goldstone (h) contribution to the spectral
function can be also written in terms of the corresponding
vector and axial form factors,

2 2\ 3
g° tan Oy, m
PS(S)\hw =0(s — mi) W <1 - h)

< (IFN ()P = | Fi,

which are defined through

(0 |5SRT

0) = iPR"(q) (pgo — pr)v Fop(d?)

5SRT

(° hl= \0> = iP}"(q) (ppo —

pu)v Finy(q%) , (41)

with Pr"(q) = ¢" — qq”/q*. They are given by:

Fyu iAo Fy X?V s )

kwv M3%—s

Fapls) = —
no(s) HW( kwv ME—s

Fa\ A s

kwv M3—s

Rw U M‘Z/—S
(42)

B
]'—;?@(S)ZNW <1+ V2l i >

8.  High-energy constraints and contributions to S

As it can be observed in (39)) and . all the four forrn
factors we have just 1ntr0duced are non-zero at s = ¢ —
00, implying an unacceptable bad UV behaviour of the
spectral function pg(s). Following the same procedure
used in Ref. [T0], we require these form factors to vanish

5 Notice the typo in Ref. [5], where the @@ AFF carries an addi-
tional (—1) global factor.

at very high energies, which enforces the following short-
distance conditions [§]:

VFy Gy—FaGa=0, FyGy+F1Ga=0,
FAMAYF Y =0, kwo—FaMNA - Fy XY =0.
(43)
These relations determine the couplings Gy, G A, /\’f'A

and A"V in terms of the remaining parameters [22):
Gy Ga Ay AV B v?

- FyFa—FyFy
(44)

Fq Fy,  swky kv Fa

Once these determinations are used, the form factors of

and can be written asﬂ

M2
FLo) = g +2.009),
;@@)ZA?ZQM@7
Fiols) = mw == Qo(s),

Fy

M2
A _ A
Fho(s) = HW{M%—S —er)(s)}, (45)
where
FyFyo—FyFy
and
s s (M%—M2)s
= — = . (4
9(5) MZ—s M3i-s  (MZ-s)(M3-s) (47)
Therefore,
g2 tan Oy

ps(8)|pptne = 6(s) 19272

2 2
N\, (o
M —s w M3 —s

M M3
+2Q¢(s)[M2 +h WMQA }

2 .2 _ifx _ 2 _i\%
v “8)[(1 F) W<1 F) } )

where we have neglected corrections of O (m}/s).

6 In the absence of P-odd operators, the UV conditions of im-
ply .7-'V (s) = MZ/(MZ — s) and .Flﬁp(s):/iWMi/(MA—s),
while F, W(s) f}Yw(s) = 0. Therefore, in Ref. [I0] it was possi-
ble to determine pg(s)|,p4hy in terms of only three parameters
(kw, My and My4).



Since the resulting form factors of fall as 1/s at
very high energies, ps(s)|pp+hp ~ 1/5* when s — oo, see
, and, consequently,

(1
o oing =0 (49)

Although we consider the experimental measurement
for Ky, the remaining six free parameters in (My,
Iy, ﬁv, My, Fa, ﬁA) make mandatory the use of ap-
proximations before analysing the phenomenology of our
results. Consequently, we consider two different ap-
proaches.

Approach A [P-even]. In this first approach we

n~eglect~the odd-parity couplings, that is, Fy, = Fa =
Ga = A}V =0, which translates into 2 = 0 in , SO
that
g% tan Oy

19272

{ (M]ga—s)z ~w (M]?isf } (50)

where again we have neglected corrections of O (m3/s).

ps(s)|$<p+hnp = (8)

The corresponding contribution to S is given by:

a1 MZ 1T\ M2 17
S’«O@Jrhw_m{(logm%_G)_KW log 2 =5 )y
(51)
and the different terms contributing to the high-energy
expansion of II(s) in are:
A M3 M?
50, v (1) ()
v

NLO lpp+hep = 48772'02

2) 1A _ M‘Z/ 2 Mj Mi
51£IL)O |go<p+h<p - 487.(-2,02 (1_HW]\4'€4/ 1+10g Mi‘g/ ) (53)
2

4
S2) |A _ My o o My
6NLO wpt+hp 487292 ( 1_|_K:VV Mé/ . (54)

In — we have neglected corrections of O (771,2Z /M‘z,)
and O (m3/M3).

In case of considering both WSRs, these results and
(32) allow us to obtain the contributions from the bosonic
cuts in Approach A:

1 1
SNLO _47rv2<W+W) + SNLO o, hp T INLO 5 »
v A
(55)
A 1 9 ME 11
SNLO|W,h<p:E [(1 - “W) log mifl oy
M2 M?
2 A A

Note that in the contributions coming from (52
and are included and the only additional ingredi-
ent would be the vanishing of enforced by the 274
WSR.

If only the 15* WSR is imposed, inserting the results of
and in allows us to obtain a lower bound

for S in case of assuming only bosonic cuts:

47rv?

Snro > 0l + ASNLOlpp np + ASNLOlyg »  (B7)
1 MZ 11
ASxvola, np = o= [(1_5%[/)<10gv—>
22U DY m,zl 6
M? M?
2 A A

Note again that in the contribution coming from
is included. All the results of Approach A presented
here correspond to the ones reported in Ref. [I0], where
only P-even operators and bosonic contributions were an-
alyzed.

Be aware of the different definitions

— 1 1
SNLO ey = [S+4m}2 <M{;2 + M}i?) 51(\11]20

25(2)

4mv=oNT.o
e (59)

in for two WSRs, and

26(1)

—  Ad7mv
ASNLO ey = ls + Mrl\zmol : (60)
v cut

in for the 1st WSR case.
Approach B [P-odd/even]. In this second approach
we consider the odd-parity couplings to be subleading.

Therefore, in we perform an expansion in Fy 4/ Fy 4,
so that

Q= iﬁj’: +0 @éﬁ : (61)
and one finds:

550 B = 56Ny + ) L
e 7 {(Mi‘Ma’S T
2PV 0 (080008 — ] - 03} }
+0O @ij) : (62)

where again we have neglected corrections of O (m% / s)



The corresponding contribution to S is given by:

=B = 1 ﬁv ﬁA ﬁv 2 ﬁA
Slopans= S|<Pw+h<p+127r{2<FvFA> (FV”WFA

M2 M2 | B F M2\ F
+ L4 zlg—’;‘ v 2A—(1+’;‘>V
MZ-MZ P ME | Fy \“Fa M2 ) Fy
Fa [ M2 Fy M2\ Fy, FA
_ 2 -4 27.47_ 1 A O 5
"W, < R\ ) Ea) | TO\E, )
(63)

expansion of II(s

and the diﬂerent terms contrlbuting to the high-energy

in are:

2 I o) 2
50 | — 5 A My JEvooFa(y  MA)Ev] e Fal Mty M3
pethe  INLOlpethe  ARr202 | Fy | Fa Mt ) Fy Fa |"MZ Fy M2 FA
QMA ﬁ\/ ﬁ'A ﬁv ﬁA Mi F\%’A
= -=||Z = | log —A L +0| =1 64
TME-ME (Fv FA> (FV+“WFA> e fTO\RL) o
5D B s (A My [Fv (yFa By MAFv) o Fal|Fa Mi(Fa ,Fy
N lppthe — INwolppthe T A8n202 | Fy \TFa Fy M Fy WFay |Fa M} \Fa “Fy
My (R (R Fa MAE\ o Faf v Fa M3 (Fa o Fv\\|| Ml o (Fva
ME-MDME |Fy \"Fy "Fa MZFy) WE\Fv "Fa MZ\Fi “Fy MZ By

52 } = 52 ’
NLO lpp+hep NLO lpp+hep

In case of considering both WSRs, these results and
allow us to obtain the contributions from the bosonic
cuts in Approach B [22],

5 A 1 /M2 M3
SNLO‘«J%W:SNLO‘@%W—FK Mi‘%_l log -5 M2

1\/2 lefA 21A 4
— +2 + O 67
<F2 K WF2 F‘4 >( )

W R, Fy
where we follow the notation of ( and ., so that

in (67) the contributions coming from and (65) are
included and the only additional mgredlent would be the

vanishing of imposed by the 2° WSR. As it can be
observed, there are many cancellations between and

©9-©3)-

In case of considering only the 15t WSR, the results of

and . 64) together with ( allow us to obtain the
lower bound ( . ) for S (con51der1ng only bosonic cuts)

Lo [
48722 Mz

with [22]

1 M3
ASNLO|W hp = ASNLO|W, ho + o 1- M2 X

ﬁ‘% 2 FA ﬁv ﬁA
v gtV _ 4
72T E PR TR

M2 [ F2 FyFa Fb
1 2V _ —2 ’
TR <F3 mors ) (TO\FE,)
(68)

where we follow the notation of and (58)), so that in
64)

this result the contribution coming from (64]) is included.

2
2 B
W 172
Fi

4.  Contributions to T

The self-energy of the charged Goldstone receives a
non-zero contribution from loops with a B gauge boson
and a Goldstone, while the contributions to the neutral
self-energy originate in a h B cut. The calculation of these
diagrams involves the same vertices that have been used
before for the S parameter. Therefore, the one-loop self-
energies can be also expressed in terms of the previous
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form factors: hB absorptive cuts is of the form FV 4 F4, as the inter-
mediate B boson interacts through a V' + A current.
E(+)(q2)‘¢B:g/2qqu/ ‘]_-V (k2) +]_~A (kz)’
— kMEY k2
I 7 >
k (¢ —F)
D Thus, the same ¢ and hy form factors entering the
(0)(,2 12 d”k 2 2

(g )‘ =9 ququ/ 2m)D }fhw (k%) + Fi, (k )| calculation of S determine the one-loop contributions to
hB i T. Therefore, once the conditions have been imple-
— KMk k2 mented, the four form factors are very well behaved at

(69) high energies, implying also a good UV convergence of

the Goldstone self-energies. This allows us to perform
which allow us to get T by using Eqgs. —. Notice an unambiguous determination of pr(s) in terms of the
that the relevant form-factor combination for the ¢ B and resonance masses and Kyy:

J

k2 [( —k)? —mj]’

’2 2 2 2\ 2
A g°s 2s 2Ky s M 2s M3 2s
pT(S)‘wwz647T2{0(8){3(K%V_1)+Mx2/_ MVE}_Q(S_M‘%( B ) (1+M3>+€(8_M3)H%V( e 1+M,24 ’
12

A 9
P e =P () i G4 MAM (M3 — M) s {_283 (A

B, Fa
Fe TR

Fy
Fy

Ea

+2M3 (M2 —s)? 0(s— M) (MA(S+2MV)—2SMV Mé) FomtMA (s M‘%)}

+2M2 (Mj—s)Qe(s—Mg) Fy

FoME (5= M3) + gn% (sM2 - M4 + 203 (M3 — 5) )1
2o (v (25 2) o)
—MZ (M2 +2s) g) JP;Z(MV(MVH)(JZZ +2§;‘> M3 <25§2+M‘2/ <3FV+4§::>>>
_Z;Z <2MV % +M;§§X + M3 (23?; - My (32 +2§:>> )
ol (4 ) o ) o () ()
(70)

where terms of O(m?/s) have been neglected and we give the result in both approaches, A and B. Note that

Fy Fa

Fy Fa + M3 (M7 - )QQ(S*M\Q/)

4258 (M = M) (14 i) 0(s)

+ MZ (M3 — ) 0(s—M3)

pT(S)Lo%hga =0 in the SM up to O(m?/s) corrections. Following the procedure of Subsection [III A} T reads
A 3 ) M2 M2
T’wﬂw "~ 167 cos? Oy [(1_KW> ( ~log h) +riy log M2 (71)
and [22]
B A 3 o Fa _Fy M2 M (. Fv ., M3Fa
T —T 2 Jo2 A oV 1 2=V _ok2, AZA
oo =Tlop o™ o cos? aw{ "WE, TR MI-MZ M2 Caz \“m VR F,

M2 M2 , F? FZ M2 FyF, o My
oz M2 log Sz K“WF?_W 1+M2 T2 F, "Wz

ﬁ2 F ﬁVFA ﬁ\?}A
+ 2 —kZ, A4 (1- +0 — . 72
<F2 7t )FVFA>} <F3,A (7




As before, terms of O(m,%/M‘z,,A) have been neglected.
As expected, Approach A recovers the result in Ref. [10].

The terms in the first line of Eq. 7 after T|:¢ hep?

provide the first-order correction (O(Fr/Fg)) to the P-
even limit while the second and third lines provide the
second-order correction (O(F2/F3)). In order to extract
the results in and from the spectral functions
in a clarification is needed: we have provided the
pr(s) functions in the limit m7 /M3 — 0, neglecting cor-
rections proportional to m,% However, as the h B thresh-
old goes then down to s = 0, the Tdispersive integral
from has now an infrared logarithmic divergence. Its
regularization and connection with the physical T' (up to
O(mZ/M‘Q,’A) corrections) is discussed in Appendix
From a practical point of view, this procedure amounts
to integrate from s = m? up to s — oo the hB con-
tribution to the dispersive expression in , neglecting
O(mZ/M‘Q,’A) contributions.

C. Y7 cut

For the sake of clarity, some of the technicalities of
the calculation of the fermion-antifermion (v1)) con-
tribution to the spectral function have been relegated
to Appendix B. Neglecting the masses of SM-particles
(my = 0) and discarding also subleading contributions
in ¢/, the result can be given in terms of two form fac-
tors:

ps(s)lys = Y 0(s)

P

g° tan Oy
19272

f Vs 2 o ’ Az ’2
> <‘f2,ww‘ Faus| )] (73)
where all the non-SM pieces are contained in the cor-

responding vector and axial-vector fermion-antifermion
form factors, which are reported in Appendix B,

1 ~ ~ 7l
FyCYs  FuCls
Vs _ 3 Vo AYo
Frs = 4‘/§T¢<M3—S+Mi—s>’

~ 1 ~ Al
BCYs FaCis
As 4T3 [ V20 A0 ) 74
Foui f’b(Ma—erMi—s (74)

{STj Ty +

Note that the SM contribution to Eq. is consistent
with (11, once m, — 0 and the resonance couplings are
set to zero.

The fermionic-cut contributions in exhibit a differ-
ent high-energy behavior than the bosonic contributions
in and . Leaving aside the SM term in ,
which cancels at short distances when adding the con-
tributions of the fermions of every family, the 1) cut
generates an O(1/s) contribution to pg(s) while the py
and hep spectral amplitudes were nominally of O(so)m

7 This is not a surprise and is consistent with the power counting

11

In order to recover a proper UV behaviour, the pp and
hy form factors have been enforced before to vanish at
large momenta, which leads to pg(s)|pp.ne ~ O(1/s%).
Once this is implemented, the contribution from the two-
fermion cut would dominate at high energies, generating
an O(1/s) behaviour that is not compatible with the first
WSR.

Indeed, and contrary to what happens with the ¢ and
he cuts, the fermionic cuts generate a logarithmic contri-
bution of O(s~!) to the renormalized one-loop correlator,

TI(s) ~ glglL)o % log (1\712 ), with
\4
~ 1
[
5NLo|ww - 127202 X
1 o~ o~ 2 ~ 1 ~ A1\ 2
(el +FaC) - (Feai 4 rait) |

(75)

Thus, fermion cuts yield the only contribution to glglL)o.
The requirement that the 1st WSR must be fulfilled
demands that the combination of resonance couplings
in vanishes. Before making any P-odd expansion,
this implies

~ Fy + R
oM = VIV b (76)
Fa+ Fa

We will further assume a theory close to the P-
symmetric case, where Fy /Fy and F4/F4 are of a simi-
lar symmetry-breaking order that we denote as O(ep). A
thorough an?lysis shlows that, in addition to the trivial
solution C’X 3= 5’64 3 = 0, the fulfilment of the iden-

. . v ~AL .
tity requires that both Cj® and Cj® have a sim-
ilar suppression of O(ep). Expanding around the P-
symmetric limit, one finds:

1\ 2 ~ A1\ 2
(Fed®) = (FaGP) + 06y, ()
which implies,

2
Vg _ As _
’]:2,1/;1/3‘ ‘}—2,ww

= (ma) (G
- (M%1—8)2:| + 0(63};) 5 (78)

where the lowest non-trivial contribution is of O(e%).

adopted in Refs. [B, [6]. Owing to their weak coupling to the
strong sector, the fermion bilinears are assumed to be O(p?),
while a nalve dimensional analysis would assign them an O(p)
scaling.



Neglecting terms of O(e%,), one finally finds the follow-
ing contributions to the S—parameter:

V32
Fy (Co° ) M3

NLO|1/11[1 - 127292 gMQ ’
_ (03/31)2 1 M3 2MA1 M3
NLo|¢¢ T 192722 - Mi‘z/_ M2 M2 )
F2(Cy')? (M3
NLO’¢¢ = T 622 Mi‘z/ -1),
_ R (CYi ) M2
S| = v ) (oY 79
’7/”1’ 37TM2 ( MA> (79)

Combining these results, the total fermionic contribu-
tions to the S-parameter take the forms (up to O(e3)
corrections):

P2 CV; 2 M2 M2
SNLO|¢1L = M <1 _ ) log —4 (80)

37TM‘2/ M2 M2 ’
1
F2(Cy?)? M M3
ASwwolyy = = ~gap— (1= tloegp |-

(81)

to be inserted in and , respectively, for the two
WSRs and 1st WSR cases.

Furthermore, the two WSRs of provide at O(e%)
the relation Fg = v?M3 /(M3 — M3 ), which allows us
to rewrite the fermionic contribution in the simpler
form

’1)2 (C(‘)/s.l )2

Snrolyg = 3rMZ

M 5
log Wz +O0(ep).  (82)

An estimate of (81)), which only considers the 1st WSR,
can be obtained by assuming that F‘% ~ v2. Therefore,
up to a logarithmic dependence on the ratio M% /M2, the

absolute size of the fermion-cut contributions is roughl
1

bounded by the ratio v2(Cy? )2/(3wM2), both in 1i

and (82)).

An upper limit on the vector coupling (Cé/ 31)2 can be
extracted from LHC diboson-production studies (WW,
WZ, ZZ, Wh and Zh; see [23] and references therein).
Adapting to our more general theoretical framework the
phenomenological analysis performed within the so-called
Heavy-Vector-Triplet model B [24], Ref. [6] obtained the

(95% CL) experimental constraint (03/31)2 < 5x 1073,
for My < 4.15 TeV. Assuming that for heavier vector
masses this coupling does not grow faster than M‘Q,7 one
finds that the fermionic contributions to the S parame-
ter happen to be extremely small. The experimentally
suppressed ratio,

02 (C’Xsl )2

< 3-107° 83
37rM‘2/ ~ ’ ( )
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is actually not very much enhanced by the logarithmic
factors, since log (M3 /M%) < 10 even for such a huge V-
A splitting as M4 ~ 102My,. The size of the fermion-cut
contribution is essentially invisible in our plots for the
oblique parameters, within the much larger uncertainties
of the order of §5 ~ 0.1. Hence, this contribution will be
finally neglected and dropped in our analysis.

VI. PHENOMENOLOGY
A. Approach A

We remind again that in this Approach we are neglect-
ing odd-parity couplings and then, taking into account
that the fermionic contributions can be neglected, we re-
cover the results of Ref. [I0]. The only difference is that,
as it has been explained in Section [[] we no-longer con-
sider ky as a free parameter and we take instead its ex-
perimental value given in Ref. [I4], ky = 1.023 + 0.026.
Within this Approach, S and T are given in terms of
only two free parameters, My and M,. Depending on
the assumptions related to the Weinberg Sum Rules, we
consider two possibilities:

1. 1t WSR and 2" WSR. If both WSRS are as-

sumed, S and T are determined in ‘ ne-

glectmg the fermion-cut contribution) and , Te-

spectively. Furthermore, the vanishing of 5N2L)O can
be used to determine M 4 in terms of My, see (54)):

62 M=o Mz M 84
NLO‘ - - A_Ea ( )

where M 4 is required to be higher than My, as ex-
plained in Section [[V'A] so that ky is constrained
to be Ky <1. The left panel in Figure [2| shows the
results which follow from these assumptions.

2. 15 WSR. If one assumes only the 15* WSR and
M 4> My, a lower bound of S and a determination
of T are given in — (neglecting again the
fermion-cut contribution) and (71), respectively.
The comparison between our estimations and the
experimental values is shown in the top panels of

Figure

B. Approach B

In this Approach odd-parity couplings are supposed
to be subleading and, consequently, an expansion in
Fyv a/Fv, 4 is followed. The expressions of S and T are
then given in terms of four free parameters: My, Ma,
Fy/Fy and F4/Fg4, but the last two ones are expected
to be small in our expansion and we will assume a nor-
mal distribution with Fy 4/Fy. 4 = 0.00 £ 0.33. Anew
depending on the assumed Weinberg Sum Rules we have
two possibilities:
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Approach B [P-odd/even]
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0.00 "
My =5 TeV
XY
-0.02f
N My =7 TeV
A\
R4
— 3
i\
-0.04} *
£4
i)
z ‘El
% %
-0.06F 3 *
t My =10 TeV
-0.08} My =20 TeV

-0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
S

FIG. 2. NLO determinations of S and 7', following Approach A (P—even; left) or B (P—odd/even; right), and assuming both
WSRs. The ellipses give the experimentally allowed regions of S and T at 68%, 95% and 99% CL [14]. The different colors
of the points correspond to different values of My: My = 5 (green), 7 (purple), 10 (yellow) and 20 (cyan) TeV. For each

case, we plot our predictions at 68%, 95% and 99% CL. M4 is determined by §(?

= 0, taking into account that Ma > My .

NLO

These constraints imply in general values of M4 very close to My, so that similar results are obtained in both approaches, A
and B, respectively including only-P-even operators and both P-even and P-odd terms. The values of xkw (Approaches A and
B) and Fv,a/Fv,a (Approach B) have been generated considering normal distributions given by kw = 1.023 £ 0.026 [14] and

Fv,a/Fv,4 = 0.00 £ 0.33.

1. 1 WSR and 2" WSR. If one assumes both
WSRs, S and T are determined in , and
(67) (neglecting the fermion-cut contribution), and
(71) and , respectively. In Section it is
demonstrated that, by considering both WSRs and
within this Approach, M4 is required to be higher
than My. In addition, we demand the 2nd WSR
constraint (51@0 = 0 for the imaginary part of the
loop contribution in Egs. and . We analyt-
ically extract M4 as a function of My, ky, ﬁv /Fy
and Fy /F4 and employ this value in the Approach-
B predictions of Figure 2] Expanding this solution
up to O(e%) in the parity violation expansion, one
can observe how Eq. becomes now corrected:

M (1 e IR T

2 2 2
Fy sy by

e 5 (85)

2, —1) W F P
G 72 A
kw  FyFa F§ 4
We obtain very close values to My, My > My.

In the right panel of Figure [2] we show the results
following from these assumptions.

2. 15 WSR.. Assuming only the 1°* WSR and M4 >
My, we have reported a lower bound of S and a de-

termination of 7" in , and (neglecting

once more the fermion-cut contribution), and
and , respectively. The comparison between
our results and the experimental values is shown in
the bottom panels of Figure

VII. DISCUSSION

Using a general (non-linear) effective field theory de-
scription of the SM EWSB, we have analysed the impact
on the electroweak oblique parameters of hypothetical
heavy resonance states strongly coupled to the SM par-
ticles. We have presented a next-to-leading order cal-
culation of S and T that updates and generalizes our
previous results in Ref. [10], including a more general
Lagrangian [5], [6], fermionic cuts and the current exper-
imental bounds [14]. In particular, we have studied the
numerical sensitivity to subleading contributions from P-
odd operators that were neglected in Ref. [I0].

The use of dispersion relations has avoided any depen-
dences on unphysical cut-offs. Another important ingre-
dient of our analysis are the high-energy constraints en-
forced in the effective field theory description. These are
very generic conditions, which originate from requiring a
proper UV behaviour of the underlying strongly-coupled
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FIG. 3. NLO determinations of S and T', following Approach A (P—even; top) or B (P—odd/even; bottom), and assuming only
the 1°* WSR, so only lower bounds on S are shown. The ellipses give the experimentally allowed regions of S and T at 68%,
95% and 99% CL [14]. The different colors of the points correspond to different values of My: My = 2 (red), 3 (orange) and
10 (yellow) TeV. M4 is assumed to be higher than My and we have considered different values in terms of My: Ma = My

(left),

M4 = 1.2 My (centered) and M4 = 1.5 My (right). For each case, we plot our predictions at 68%, 95% and 99% CL.

The values of kw (Approaches A and B) and ﬁv, a/Fv,a (Approach B) have been generated considering normal distributions

given by kw = 1.023 + 0.026 [14] and ﬁv,A/FV,A =0.00 £ 0.33.

theory. Assuming well-behaved form factors [8] and the
WSRs [20] allows us to determine S and T in terms of
only a few resonance parameters. The two WSRs are
rigorously fulfilled in any asymptotically-free gauge the-
ory [19]. Gauge theories with non-trivial UV fixed points
are also expected to satisfy the 1st WSR, while the va-
lidity of the 2nd WSR depends on the particular type
of UV theory considered [2I]. Therefore, we have per-
formed the analyses in the two possible situations, with
and without imposing the 2nd WSR, so that our results
can be applied in full generality.

At LO the oblique parameter T' vanishes, while S only
receives contributions from tree-level exchanges of vec-
tor and axial-vector resonances. The NLO corrections
are dominated by the lightest two-particle cuts (v, he
and v1)); contributions from multi-particle cuts involving
heavy resonances have been estimated to be very small,

owing to their kinematic suppression in the dispersion
relation [IT].

Assuming that the odd-parity couplings generate sub-
leading corrections, we have performed an expansion in
powers of Fy, 4/Fy a ~ O(ep), and compared the lowest-
order results of O(¢%) (Approach A) with those obtained
at O(e%) (Approach B). While the first Approach up-
dates our previous work with the more recent data, the
second one allows us to assess the possible role of P-odd
operators.

An important finding of this analysis is that the first
WSR enforces a severe suppression of the fermion-cut
contribution to the S parameter (contributions to T are
suppressed by additional powers of ¢’). The leading con-
tribution is of O(€%) and its size can be bounded by LHC
data as being smaller than 10~* and therefore completely



negligible compared to the current experimental error of
the parameter S.

Figure 2] summarizes the results of our analysis for the
underlying theories that satisfy the two WSRs. This is
a very constraining condition that implies M4 > My .
Moreover, at O(e%) (left panel) ky = MZ/M35 < 1;
the current experimental value ky = 1.023 £ 0.026 [14]
forces then the vector and axial-vector masses to be quite
degenerate. Those two masses remain quite close even
when O(€%) corrections are included (right panel), so
that very similar results are obtained in the two Ap-
proaches, A and B. This is clearly exhibited in the figure,
where one cannot see any sizeable difference between the
two panels. The ellipses display the experimentally al-
lowed regions of S and T at 68%, 95% and 99% CL, while
the colored points correspond to the predicted values for
My =5 (green), 7 (purple), 10 (yellow) and 20 (cyan)
TeV. The predictions for lighter vector masses lie outside
the range displayed and are obviously excluded. Within
each color, the plotted variation corresponds to the range
of M4 values allowed by the WSRs, and (in Approach
B) the variation of the P-odd couplings in the range

Fy.a/Fy.a = 0.0040.33, assuming a normal distribution.
These results can be summarized in a quite strong state-
ment: in any strongly-coupled underlying theory where
the two WSRs are satisfied,

My > My >10TeV  (95% CL). (86)

There is much more flexibility when the underlying
theory does not satisfy the 2nd WSR because the vector
and axial-vector masses are no-longer so tightly related.
Assuming that the inequality M4 > My is still fulfilled,
we then obtain the results displayed in Figure The
colored regions show the predicted lower bounds on S
and the corresponding value of T, for My = 2 (red), 3
(orange) and 10 (yellow) TeV. The results are displayed
for three different values of the mass ratio M4 /My: 1
(left), 1.2 (center) and 1.5 (right). The top panels corre-
spond to Approach A and the bottom ones to Approach
B. As in the previous scenario, the distribution of points
within each color has been generated considering normal
distributions for ky = 1.023+0.026 and (in Approach B)
ﬁV,A/FV,A = 0.00£0.33. Obviously, one now gets a much
broader distribution of points in Approach B, although
a similar trend is observed in the two Approaches. The
lower bound on S decreases when My increases, while
larger values of M4 imply smaller lower bounds on S
and slightly larger values of T. From these results, we
can conclude that, for underlying theories where the 2nd
WSR does not apply, the current electroweak precision
data allow for massive resonances at the natural elec-
troweak scale, i.e.,

My > My >2TeV (95% CL). (87)

In summary, we conclude that the P-odd operators and
the contributions from the fermionic cuts discussed in
this article introduce mild corrections to the oblique pa-
rameters and, hence, to our previous My, 4 mass bounds
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for theories including only P-even operators. These
findings corroborate the conclusions drawn in prior re-
search [I0], providing additional evidence in support of
them.
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Appendix A: T and S dispersion relations in the
mp = 0 limit

The parameter T is given by the expression:

T 47 /°° Apr(s)ds
g'?cos? by J 52

4 </°° Apr(s)|,pds /°° Apr(8)|nB ds)
2 + 2 ’
s s

= 02 cos?
g'2cos? 0w \ Jo m?

(A1)

with Apr(s) = pr(s)—pr(s)sm. This integral is infrared
(IR) divergent in the limit m; = 0 and needs to be reg-
ulated with an IR cut-off €, which defines:

47 * Apr(s)ds

O = 4 A2
‘ gl2 cos? Ow e—0 s? mp=0 ( )
The difference of these two expressions yields:
-1
! " Apr(s)]
T s -
= ——— pT ZB’ 1=0 4s+O (m,%)
g?cos?Ow J. 0 S
3 2 € 2
= — —1log— + O , A3
167 cos? Oy (K — 1) log m3 + O (mh) (A3)

where we have used the structure of the spectral function
at my = 0, provided by the low-energy EW effective
theory at LO, O(p?), and neglecting O(p*) and higher-
order corrections:
3g'2%s
Apr(s) = 25kl —1)0(s) + O(s),

2
hB, mj,=0 647

(A4)



Notice that only the hB-cut contributes to this ex-
pression at lowest order in the chiral expansion, i.e.,
Apz(3)lmyzo = Apr(s) 5, my—0 + O(5?).

By means of Egs. and it is then possible
to directly use the mj; = 0 spectral functions in (70)) to
extract the parameter T in Eqgs. and , up to
O(m3 /M%) corrections.

Following a similar argumentation for the Peskin-
Takeuchi dispersive relation in Eq. @D, with the my =0
spectral function , leads to an analogous result for
the parameter S:

S-S50
167 ™, Aps(s)

|h</7 mp=0 2
= — 2 d O
g2 tanfy J._ s 5+0 (i)

(A5)

1 €
— —— (k¥ —1)log—5 + O (m3) .
127 m3 ( )

Appendix B: Fermion form factors and spectral
functions

Let us consider the form factors for a generic spin—1
current J# (which might be vector or axial-vector, custo-
dial triplet or singlet) coupled to a fermion-antifermion
pair in the final state [25]. The corresponding matrix
element has the general Lorentz decomposition:

P4 = (1 M)P(p2, A2)| T#(0)

= TN [ ) + 50 T )

2m
(7= 2 20 (a1 ) (B

with ¢ = p1 + po.

We will make use of the optical theorem to relate
these form factors to the spectral function of the J.J'—
correlator,

v v, 4"
Ime}J’(q) = (g'u + q2 )Imﬂjj/(q2)7

where unitarity provides the two-fermion absorptive cuts:

2\ _ 2 2\ P T ppg
Iy 7 (q%) ==Y > 0(¢*—4m}) 1 Fod Fog
P A1,A2
(B2)
with the phase-space factor 8y (¢%) = /1 — 4m12/J/q2. Af-
ter some algebra, one can extract the relation with the

three possible form factors:

ImIl7 7 (¢°) =

2 2m2
2 2\ 4By Y T T’
% 0(*—4m) Ton { (1 + ) FrwaFiws T

q2
2 8m?2
q P T T *
) (1 + 2 > Fowi” 2wi

16

4m?
_ ¥ VAR VA
+ <1 P > Faai 50

3 : /
+ {ﬂ FT ey FI FT H

2 U 1we” 2w T 2w Ty
0(q2)q2 ’ q2 ’ ’
— J J x4 I I * VA VAR
_%: 120 P twa” 1ws T g Fowilows T s wel a0

¥ (B3)

where the dots stand for O(my,) corrections, which vanish
when the SM particle masses are neglected.

For the study of the parameter S we will need the W3 B
correlator, where the corresponding currents are related
to the singlet and triplet vector and axial-vector currents
through,

Thys = =5 = A5)

g .
gh = L +a2a), (BY)

stemming from the relations between the covariant
sources and the physical gauge fields [5l, [6]:

A 7 o e 1, 12\ o®

UN = ’UM7:72 7: _§gBN_§gWM 7-"
A e 1, 12\ o

XM = _g/BH" (BB)

Taking this into account the W3 B correlator is given by

/

99
I3y = |:HV3V3 _HAsAS +2HV3X(0) _QH‘A?’X(O)

: (B6)

Our resonance Lagrangian produces the following
form factors for a current J* with a final ¥ state:

e Form factors for a triplet vector current (J# = V{'):

Vs
7. 1,99

RyCy* | Falis
Vs = _ —4 2T3 VYo AL
Fais fw@@sz%@’

_ 3
= T3,

Fre o = 0.

300 (B7)

e Form factors for a triplet axial-vector current

(TH = A3):
A _ L gt 1 gech
e = Mg, - P VEMG, -
O RO
As 3 Vo AYo
Fowd = 2T} <M€,—q2 Mi—q2> ’
1 ¢crcn 1 ¢erch
As 3 gcr gcr
Fieo =T+ .(B8)

VMg @ VI,



As _ Az
Note that ]:LWZ and the non-SM part of ]-'3711”1)

are subleading in ¢’. Corrections of order ¢’ % and
higher are not shown here. Mg and Mp, denote the
masses of the triplet R and singlet R; resonances,
respectively.

e Form factors for a singlet vector current (J* =

X(’é)):
Xy _ Xy _ X0 _
IR Fows = Faps = 05 (B9)

where, as it has been explained previously, =, =
1(B—L)y is the corresponding U(1)x charge of
the fermion ¢ (1/6 for quarks and —1/2 for lep-
tons).
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In the SM limit all resonance couplings vanish and one
has

FVs _|SM_ pAs |SM:T$7 o |SM

10 3,00 1L (B10)

:{L‘w’

with all the remaining form-factors vanishing.

For our calculation, we neglect the SM masses in the
main text, that is, O(my) corrections are neglected in
and, consequently, only the last expression of
is considered. Moreover, we also neglect contributions

that are subleading in ¢’, so that ]:1431117 and the non-SM

As .
part of ‘F?:,wﬁ are discarded too.
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