AXTAL ANOMALY

Introduction

Consider a QED-like theory with an exactly massless electron,

L = —FuF"™ + U@ —ie )V + LEGS + Ly + Liome™ (1)

The action of this theory is invariant under the global axial symmetry

U(z) = exp(+i07°)¥(z), Ui(z) — Ui(z)exp(—ify°), T(x) — U(z)exp(+i6r°),
(2)
which leads to the classical conservation of the axial current J*° = Wk~ 8NJ“5 = 0.

However, the measure of the functional integral over the electron fields

[P [[prve) ewlisi. v a,) 3)

— or rather, the UV-requlated measure of the functional integral over the electron fields in
the EM field background — is not invariant under the axial symmetry (2). Consequently,
the axial current J*° is not conserved in the quantum theory. Instead, we have the awial
anomaly — also known as the triangle anomaly or the Adler—Bell-Jackiw anomaly —

e? e?

(007°(@)) = =105 (P Fap(a) Fu(2) ) = 35 (B-B(a)) (4)

Formally, the anomalous non-conservation of the axial current obtains as

<8MJ”5> = <8M($7“75\If)> = Tr ((8/17#75) Xl%) (5)

where Tr is the functional trace in the space of Dirac spinor fields and 1/ ) is the electron



propagator in the EM background. Diagrammatically, eq. (5) amounts to

<6MJM5(‘1)> =

where ¢ is the incoming momentum along the dotted line, the green vertex is

<«<—o—< = —igux ", (6)

and the purple arrowed line is the electron’s propagator in the EM background. In terms of

the free electron propagator (denoted by a black arrowed line),

hence

(8,0 (q)) = @ + é + Ei +6+--- (8)

Actually, the photon-less diagram (8.a) vanishes by momentum conservation (which requires

g = 0 and hence zero green vertex); also the Dirac trace in the numerator vanishes even before



one integrates over the loop momentum. Likewise, the one-photon diagram (8.b) vanishes
by Lorentz and charge-conjugation symmetries. (The photon is a C-negative vector while
8HJ“5 is a C-positive pseudoscalar.) So the non-trivial contributions to the axial anomaly

begin with the two-photon diagram (8.c).

Adler—Bardeen Theorem

In fact, the axial anomaly comes entirely from the two-photon one-loop diagrams (8.c)
(there are two such diagrams related by the photon permutation). By the Adler-Bardeen
theorem, all the diagrams involving more than two photons cancel each other, and all the
multi-loop diagrams also cancel each other. Such cancellation works similarly to the Ward—

Takahashi identities for the vector current J* = U~ U, OuJ" = 0, cf. my notes for thd

iagrammatic proof of the WT identitied. However, for the one-loop two-photon diagrams

1 2 2 1

the proof of WT-like identities for the axial current fails due to un-regulatable UV divergence,

and that’s what leads to the axial anomaly.

To see how this works, consider the green —i ¢y° vertex for the OMJ“5 between two

massless electron propagators:

_ ¢ PN
_}7)/—1-@/)(( qu)/)x

. (10)
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Since the massless propagators anticommute with the 4° — indeed,

5 5 5 5
VX = = 4'Xx S5 = =5 X9 = —= X7,
Y p? p? Y

(11)


http://web2.ph.utexas.edu/~vadim/Classes/2026f/WTI2.pdf
http://web2.ph.utexas.edu/~vadim/Classes/2026f/WTI2.pdf

— we may rewrite the propagator-vertex-propagator combo (10) as

S = iz x i = ()= 1) (751 -2 5) - (%—ﬁ) P (12)

Now let’s put this combo between two photon vertices (iey”) and (iey*):

(iey”) x S x (iey") = (ier") x (i) (;—ﬁ) 2 x (ien®)
- —<iew”>;v5<z'efw> + (ievy)ﬁﬂiev”) (13)

_ +<z'ew5>;<iew> - <iev”>ﬁ<iew>.

Diagrammatically, this formula amounts to

(14)

where the red vertex combines the photon and the axial current divergence into an axial-

photon-like vertex

= deyHyP, (15)

Now let’s apply the diagrammatic equation (14) to the triangle diagrams (9). For the



first triangle diagram we get
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and likewise for the second diagram
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(©) (D) (17)

When we add the two triangle diagrams on the LHS, on the RHS we get a formal cancellation:
Diagram (D) cancels diagram (A), and diagram (C) cancels diagram (B).

However, all these diagrams suffer from quadratic UV divergences, so when canceling

diagrams one must be careful identifying the corresponding momenta. Let the two photons



have momenta k; and ks (treated as incoming, hence k1 + k2 + ¢ = 0), then for the first

triangle diagram we have

—_
[\

p—ki p+ ko ) p+ ko p—kq
(A) (B) (18)

and likewise for the second diagram

(19)
To properly cancel the diagrams for similar momenta in similar propagators, we need

P’ = p + kz to cancel (A) and (D), (20)
p = p — ki to cancel (B) with (C), (21)

and the two identifications are inconsistent since k; + ko = —q # 0! Thus, the cancellation
between all 4 diagrams works only if we can UV-regulate each diagram in a manner which

allows us to shift the loop momenta.

Or rather, we get a cancellation of the axial current divergence d,,.J K5 at the two-photon

level only if we can find a UV regulator with the following properties:



1. It does regulate the UV divergences of all the relevant diagrams.
2. It allows constant shifts of loop momenta, [ d*p — i d*(p + const).

3. It does not screw up the gauge invariance of QED (beyond the usual gauge fixing) and

the electric current conservation.

4. Tt preserves the chiral symmetry of massless electrons and hence the relation

1

— i d~P f: : _E 5
g < )< (]HQ/ ﬁ)” (22)

Alas, such UV regulators do not exist!

Indeed, let’s look at a few common (and not-so-common) UV regulators and see that

none of them has all four of the required features:

e Wilson’s hard-edge cutoff. Although it does regulate all the UV divergences, it clearly

fails the requirements 2, 3, and 4.

e The dimensional regularization fulfils the requirements 1, 2, and 3, but fails the re-
quirement 4 in a rather subtle way. Specifically, DR screws up the e*?* tensor and
hence the relation of the v° matrix defining the chirality to the eaﬂw%ﬁﬁwﬂy. Con-
sequently, we end up with different analytic continuations of the 4% matrix to D < 4
dimensions, the 7(51) which anticommutes with all the v*, and a different 7(52) in the

axial symmetry current 67“7(52)\11. It is this difference which breaks the requirement 4.

e The Pauli—Villars cutoff also fulfils the requirements 1, 2, and 3 but breaks the chiral

symmetry. Indeed, the regulated axial current becomes
5 T} 5 = 5
Jlog = WA U + ytyon (23)

where 7 is the PV compensator field — a very heavy charged Dirac field with a wrong
sign of the Hilbert-space norm (and hence wrong sign of 1 loops). Since the 7 field

is massive — its mass Mpy acts as a UV cutoff scale A, — its axial current is not



conserved, hence

Oty = +2iMpy x "y # 0. (24)

Also, while the massless electron propagator obeys the relation (22), there is no similar

relation for the massive compensator field 7,

7
p+d— Mpy

AP : ¢ 5
x( ZQlfy)x@’—MPv # (]HQ’—MPV Q/_MPV)/V. (25)

Covariant higher-derivative regulator. Unlike the other UV regulators we have consid-
ered thus far, CHD do preserve both the gauge symmetry and the axial symmetry of
the massless QED. (Assuming that the covariant higher derivatives for the electron field
anticommute with the v°, for example £ D (—i/2A%)W P3W.) In particular, despite the
modified electron propagators and the modified axial divergence vertex, the modified
propagators and vertices do obey the appropriate generalization of eq. (22). The CHD
regulator also allows for shifting the loop momentum variable, [ d*p — i d*p’, as long

as the constant p’ — p < A.

Unfortunately, while the CHD regulates the overall UV divergences of all the multi-
loop graphs, it fails to regulate the divergences of some of the one-loop graphs. In
particular, it fails to regulate the triangle graphs (9) or the (A), (B), (C), (D) graphs.
Indeed, if the highest covariant derivative of the electron field in the Lagrangian is D™,
then at very large loop momentum p,

each propagator oc —, each one-photon vertex o p" 1, (26)

p

and hence the superficial degree of divergence for a graphs like (A), (B), (C), (D) is

D=4+2xMn-1) —2xn = 42, (27)

so these graphs remain quadratically divergent despite the CHD regulator.



On the other hand, by adding enough covariant derivatives of the EM field — or

equivalently, ordinary derivatives of the F},,, for example
1 v
L D _ZF’“W (—82/A2)”F“ , (28)

— one may regulate all the multi-loop graphs such as

(29)

Thanks to the very existence of such a regulator, one can diagrammatically prove the
Ward-Takahashi-like identities of the axial symmetry for all the multi-loop graphs.
In particular, one can show that all the multi-loop contributions to the axial current
divergence 8HJ“5 cancel each other. And that’s why the axial anomaly is a purely-one-

loop effect — which is what the Adler-Bardeen theorem says.

Let me complete this section by considering the multi-photon one-loop diagrams for the

axial anomaly such as

(30)

for ny, = 4 photons. Similarly to what we had for n, = 2, we may re-express any such



diagram as a difference

(31)
and then after we sum over n,! permutations of the n, photons, we end up with a formal can-
cellation of the net amplitude. But the real cancellation happens if and only if the diagrams
are UV finite, or at worst logarithmically divergent, since a log A divergence allows constant
shifts of loop momenta. But for UV divergences worse than logarithmic, we would need a
UV regulators that both allows momentum shifts and does not screw up the relations (31)

— and alas, there are no such regulators.

So what is the superficial degree of divergence of an n,-photon one-loop diagram? The
diagrams on the RHS of eq. (31) have n, vertices and n, fermionic propagators; in the
absence of CHD regulators, the vertices are (iey) or (iey*y°) without any powers of the
loop momentum, while the propagators scale like 1/p, hence the net superficial degree of

divergence

D=4 —n,. (32)

Thus, for n, > 4, all the diagrams are UV finite, so we may shift their respective loop
momenta as we please, hence the formal cancellation becomes real cancellation. Likewise,
for n, = 4, the diagrams are logarithmically divergent, but we may still shift their respective
loop momenta as we please, so again the formal cancellation becomes real cancellation. Thus,

the only possible contributions to the axial anomaly are the diagrams with n., < 3 photons.

Moreover, for n, = 1 or n, = 3 the net amplitude vanishes by the charge-conjugation
symmetry of QED: the axial current divergence 9, J*° is C-even while the photons are C-
odd, so the number of photons contributing to the anomaly must be even. Also, for ny, =0

the diagram vanishes even before we integrate over the loop momentum because ¢" = 0 in

10



the green vertex, and also because the Dirac trace in the numerator vanishes due to too few
v matrices. And this leaves us with the only non-trivial contribution for n, = 2. Thus, the

axial anomaly of QED comes entirely from the two triangle diagrams

1 2 2 1

(0, JH (q)) = + + nothing else.

Calculating the Triangle Anomaly

In this section I am going to evaluate the UV-regulated triangle diagrams (9) for the
axial anomaly. People have evaluated these diagrams using a wide variety of UV regulators,
— and you can find many of them in different textbooks, — but in these notes I am going

to use Pauli—Villars. Thus, the regulated axial current is
JIS = Uy W + ytan (33)

reg

where 7 is the PV compensating field: it’s a Dirac spinor, of the same electric charge —e as
the electron but of a very large mass M, and its loops carry a wrong sign. Classically, in the

EM background
py =0, D" =0, but Pn = —iMn, D" = +iM7, (34)

hence
0 (Uy9°T) = (DI") x ¥ — Ty° x (P¥) = 0 + 0 = 0 (35)

but

O (M °n) = (Du™) x7°n — ° x Bn) = +iMixy"n — 77° x (—iMn) = +2iM7y"y
(36)

11



instead of zero, and therefore
(OuJlS) = +2iM (y°n) # 0. (37)

Diagrammatically, we can get the same result (37) from the following argument: The

PV-regulated triangle graph amounts to

2 1 2 1 2
REG \‘“/ v
: : : (

where the double line is the heavy n propagator. For a massless electron propagator we saw

that

38)

?

2

+1 )
:—xy5+75x— (39)

o5 1
X(—HZ/V)XQ 4

and hence

1 2 1 2 1 2
SNCE)

But for the massive n propagator, the algebra is more complicated:

1 b+ M M—y 1

12



hence

l l

mx(—W”Y5)X%_M =
_ 1 Q/ 1 % 5
TS VAR T
= _im(@+Q—M)—@+M)+2M)ﬁxy5 (41)
- _¢+M.X75 T M 7+ prd— My <7
= 75X125—M + ]5+Q/—Mx75 — ]57+Q’—MX(+2iM75)X¢7—M’

and therefore

1 1 2 1 2

VAVAVAVI )

(42)

where the blue vertex’s factor is +2iM~°. Substituting egs. (14) and (42) into the PV-
regulated triangle diagram (38), we get

1 2

‘
)
Il
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while

% 2
(A) (B)
1 2
(C) (44)
and therefore
1 2 1 2 1 2
- B reg
Q (A) (B)
1 2
7 only

(C) (45)



where the diagrams (A) and (B) are PV-regulated — i.e., obtain from differences between the
massless and the superheavy loops, — while the diagram (C) involves only the superheavy

field n.

Now let’s add a similar PV-regulated triangle diagram with the two photons exchanged,
1 <> 2. As we saw earlier, the diagram (A) for one photon order formally cancels the diagram
(B) for the other photon order, and vice verse. For the regulated — and hence UV-finite
— diagrams (A) and (B), a formal cancellation means actual cancellation, so all we are left

with are the diagrams (C) for the two photon orders. Thus,

1 2 2 1
_|_
reg reg
1 2 2 1
n only 1 only
(46)
which is the diagrammatic way of expressing
(0uJI8) = 2iM (my°n) # 0. (37)

15



After all these preliminaries, let’s actually evaluate the diagrams (46). Note that the
loop of the PV compensating field carries the overall sign opposite to the sign of the electrons
loop, so since the electron is a fermion, the overall sign of the PV compensator is 4. Thus,

for the first compensator-only diagram on the RHS of eq. (46), we have

?

. 5 S 7
2 14 d4p (QZMV )ﬁ—F%Q—M—i—ZO(IleV )X
M = +/—4 tr
(2) i . i
x —————(iey") :
p— M +i0 p— K1 — M + 10
- _9M 2/ d4p NI
- “Jeni D
:q
(47)
where
D = ((p—k)* = M*+i0) x ((p+ k2)? — M? +10) x (p* — M? +i0) (48)
and

N = tr(y°(+ fo + M)y (6 + M)y (p— Ja + M)). (49)

To evaluate this Dirac trace, remember that the +° must be accompanied by an even
number > 4 of the v* matrices. In our case, we have v and v*, so two more should come
from the three propagators’ numerators, while the third propagator’s numerator contributes

the factor of M, thus

N = e (P fo )y M) + e (VB K2y My (= 1)) + te(V? My (- k).
(50)

Next, all 4 traces here have form
tr(1*71%9%779°) = 4ie*™?, (51)
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hence

N

42’M€0‘”ﬁ’“‘(p +k2)aps + 42'M60‘V“ﬂ(p +k2)alp —k1)g + 42’M6”0‘“ﬁpa(p — k1)

= 4iMevPr (+(p + k2)apg — (p+k2)a(p — k1) + palp — k1)g)

4i M VP <(p+ k2)oakis + pa(p — F1)g = paps + kzakw)

( by antisymmetry of the € tensor in « <> (3))

= 4iMePrkonkg .
(52)
Note that this numerator is independent of the loop momentum p, hence
M = —2¢2M x N* ></ dp 1 (53)
(2m)* D

At very large momenta, the integrand here behaves like (1/D) ~ 1/p%, so the remaining

momentum integral is UV finite. To evaluate it, we introduce the Feynman parameters

r+y+2z=1, thus

where

2

1
1 _ 3
5 = [Pty — ) e
0

= Az,y,2) = 2(p" = M?) + 2((p+k2)® = M?) + y((p—hk1)* = M*)  (55)

and hence

while

(= p + xko — yky (56)

Az, y,z) = M? — xz2k3 — yzk? — xyq® (57)

17



Consequently;,

1
d'p 1 3 e 1
/(2@4 D /d @3, 2) Bloty+z=-1) /(2@4 Z— AP (58)
0
where
/d4g 1 _/d% i 270 I T
@m)A2—A+i0P ) @2n)r[L+ AP 1672 £2+A © o 16m2 T 2A
0
Moreover,
A(.T,y,Z) = M2 - O(k201"q2)- (60)

where M is the mass of the PV compensator, which acts as the UV cutoff. We presume

M >> any component of the external momenta /', which gives us

1 1 2 2 1
_t 1, Okog) L )
A(z,y,2) M2 M4 M2
and therefore
1 1 1 O(k,2 2)
@’ 2 D T U 5
/ (7,y,2)26(x +y+ 2 )A(x,y,z) T e (62)
0
Consequently, in eq. (53)
d* 1 —1 L2 2
/ p 1 __-i(, Okog) @)
(2m)iD  3272M2 2
and hence
M = 2M x (N = GiMe M hogkys) x =i (;, OkZorg)
R 32mw2 M2 M2
62 v O(/{?2 Ol"q2)

2
€
= cwpu
M—o00 472 ¢ k2ak1ﬁ )
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Or rather,

2
M(1% diagram) = —% Pk . (65)

T
The second diagram (46) is related to the first diagram by exchanging the two photons,
thus k1 <> k2 and p <> v. It is easy to see that the first diagram’s amplitude (65) is actually

symmetric between the two photons:

2
M2 diagram) = —46—7T260‘“ﬁ”/{:1ak25
2 2
) e y e o 66
((renaming o <> ) = —meﬁua kigkoa = —meo‘ ﬂ“k@akw (66)

= M(1% diagram).

But before we add up the two diagrams’ contributions, not that both compensator-only
diagrams appear with — signs on the RHS of eq. (46). Thus, the net amplitude of the two

original regulated triangle diagrams is

MM = — MM (1% diagram) — MM (2" diagram)
2
—e
= 2 ek 7

2

e
= +2—ﬂ_2 GOWB‘“kza/{ZMg.

Finally, let us re-interpret the amplitude (67) in terms of the photon fields, or rather
Fourier-transformed photon fields A#(k). Since the final state has two identical photons, we

should multiply the axial anomaly amplitude by %A“(k‘l)A’/(kg), thus

<(8MJ“5)(C])> = Mﬁgt X %Au(kq)Ay(k?Q)
2
€ av
= 55 € haakig X 3Au (k1) Ay (ko)

2 . (68)
= —|—me # (k2o Au(k2)) (kipAu(k))

62

= —13 WPl X (00 Ay) (k2) x (05A,,) (k1)
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which after Fourier transforming to the coordinate space becomes

2
(8,0 (x)) = ff—ﬂ €I % 0 Ay (x) X DA, (). (69)

Since the € tensor is separately antisymmetric in a <> v and § <> pu, we may rewrite this

formula as

e2

<0MJM5> = 13 VB %(804Ay — Oy Aqa) X %(aﬂAM — uAp) 70
o 62 al/g’ﬁ,uF F ( )
= —1671'2 € avl By -

And this completes my calculation of the axial anomaly.

Let me complete this section with a few words about the e 'F' combination on the RHS

of eq. (70). In the non-relativistic terms,
P E,, Fs, = SE-B. (71)

Similar to F% F,,, = 2B? —2E?, the combination (71) is invariant under continuous Lorentz
symmetries, but it is a pseudoscalar rather than a scalar — it changes sign under the space
reflection x — —x. It is also C-even and therefore CP-odd and T-odd. Likewise, the axial
anomaly 8HJ“5 is a pseudoscalar — since JH° is an axial Lorentz vector while Oy is a true

Lorentz vector, — and it’s also C-even (cf. homework set#§) and hence CP-odd and T-odd.

Also, the e F'F' combination changes sign under electric-magnetic duality

Foo — Fau déf %eowﬂuFﬂua (72)
or in the non-relativistic notations
E—-E=-B, B — B = +E. (73)

In terms of the dual EM fields, we may rewrite eF' I as
VM, Fg, = 2F,, F, (74)

20
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so the axial anomaly is often written as

0, = *8? F., F. (75)

Anomaly of the Fermionic Integral’s Measure.

In the functional integral formulation of QED, the axial anomaly stems from the measure
D[U]|D[¥] of the fermionic functional integral not being invariant under the axial symmetry.
To see how this works, let’s go to the Euclidean spacetime, pick a fixed but a non-trivial EM
field background A*(z), and take a close look at the functional integral over the fermionic

fields in that background,
Z[A1 = /Dm /D[\If] exp <—5E@, T /@qu d%;E) (76)
Now, let’s change the integration variables here from ¥(z) and ¥(z) to
U(z) = (zﬁ(x)y5)\ll(x) and W/(x) = W(x)exp (i@(w)75) (77)

for some x-dependent phase f(x). On one hand, this is just a variable change, so the
functional integral (76) in terms of the new variables should yield exactly the same partition

function as the integral over the old variables,
Z'[AM] = / DT / DV exp(—sE@’, v, A“]) = original Z[AY]. (78)

On the other hand, the transform (77) changes both the Euclidean action — since a local

axial U(1) is not a symmetry of the theory — and the measure of the functional integral,

21



thus

SE[U, U, A = Sp[T, T, A" + ASk (79)
and the measure of the functional integral,
DV D[V = D[V|D[¥V] x J (80)
where J is the functional Jacobian of the axial transform (77). Consequently,
Z'[AH] = /D@]/D[\IJ] % T % exp(—sE@,\p,Aﬂ] - ASE), (81)

so to keep this integral exactly the same as the original integral (76), the effects of the

Jacobian and of the AS must cancel each other,
J xexp(—ASg) = 1. (82)

Or equivalently,

logJ = ASg. (83).

Now let’s take a closer look at the Jacobian J and the action change ASg. The derivative
D, = 0, —ieA, is covariant WRT to the vector phase symmetry of the electron field
accompanied by the gauge transform of the A, potential, but it is not covariant WRT to a

local axial transform (77). Instead, we have

DV (z) = Du(?@7W(z)) = (0, )U(2) + 9@ (D,W(x))

. 5 84
= O (i(0,0(2)y" () + D). =y
hence
Ly = E/WMDM\II/ = @6i9F57u6i975((aM9)75\11 + DN\I/)
- %H(i(aﬁ)y% + DH\II> — i(0,0) x Uy#yP T + Ty"D, ¥ (85)

= () x T+ LN,
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and therefore
ASp = / e i(9,6) x T = —i / dhr. 0(x) x 9,775 (). (86)
As to the Jacobian, formally
= Det (exp(z’éf)) (87)
where Det is the functional determinant of the operator
exp(i07°) : a(w) = exp(if(2)y°)apis(@) (88)

acting in the Hilbert space of spinor-valued functions ¢ (1, 2, z3, x4). Likewise,

Zg((j))]] — Det(exp(i677)), (89)
so altogether
J = Det?(exp(i©7°)) = Det(exp(2i07°)) = exp(Tr(2i6+°)). (90)
Therefore, eq. (83) amounts to
—i /d4x60(x) x 0, J"(x) = Tr(2i0+°) = 2iTr(647). (91)

Now let’s evaluate the functional trace in this formula in the coordinate basis. Formally
Tr(@'y5) = /d4xe tl"Dirac(<fE| @75 |x>) = /d4xe 0(x) x trDiraC(<x| A0 |x)), (92)

but the diagonal matrix element here is UV-divergent as 6(¥)(z — z) so it needs to be UV-

regulated. I shall discuss a suitable regulator momentarily, for the moment let’s simply
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rewrite this formula as
T(©1) = [d5.0(z) X trpiac (2117 o)) (93)
In the context of eq. (91), it gives us
—i /d4x60(x) x 0, J" () = 42 /d4x69(x) X tDirac (2] 77 [4) 05 ) - (94)

Moreover, the consistency of the fermionic functional integral requires this cancellation to

work for any z-dependent axial phase 6(x), and this calls for a local equation:

Vo 0" (z) = —2trpigac((z]7° \x}rcg). (95)
Next, consider the UV regulation of the matrix element here. In general,
(@7 |2)10y = {2[7°C ) (96)

for some operator (¢ such that its coordinate-space matrix elements (z| G |y) are finite for
& = y but approximate the 6 (z — 1) for distances>> 1/Ayy. In the momentum space, this

means

Glpe) = 1 for p?< A? but G(pe) = 0 for p>> A% (97)

However, back in the coordinate space, the regulating operator G should respect the gauge
symmetry of the QED, so it should involve the covariant derivatives D, rather than the
ordinary derivatives 0,,. Moreover, since the functional trace in eq. (91) is in the Hilbert
space of spinor-valued wave functions with finite Euclidean actions Sp = [ d*ze ) P, the
regulating operator G should be a function of the De = %’éD% combination rather that
of the four D#. (This point is explained in detail in §22.2-3 of the Weinberg’s textbook.

Please read these sections as a part of your future homework#24.) Also, the UV regulating

operator G should commute with the +° matrix so it would not screw up the Dirac trace in
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eq. (95). Together, all these conditions require G to be a function of the positive-definite

operator —Q%; specifically
G = G(=Pp/A) (98)

for some analytic function G(t) which behaves like

G(1)
Gtkl) = 1,
1 (99)
Gt>1) = 0,
2
7 > ¢ — 7@
In Euclidean spacetime
D* = D* + PV, (100)

and this is what gives the (@ operator it’s Dirac indices. Assuming F* < A2, we may

expand G in powers of the tension fields, thus

2
. e e
G = G(_D2/A2) _ W G/<—D2/A2)><F’uy(7’uy + m G//(_D2/A2>XF/1)\FW/U/{)\U;W 4+,
(101)
where G/(t) = dG/dt, G"(t) = d®G/dt?, etc. In the Dirac trace tr(G~®), we have
tr(y?) = 0, tr(y%"™) = 0, but tr(;°c" o) = 4 (102)
hence to the leading order in F* /A2,
5 A e? 1" 2 /24 RAUY TR v
trpirac(V°G) = WG (=D?/A") x W FRAFRY, ~
Altogether, we have
Oud*(@) = =2trpirac ({7197 |2), = (277G 1)) = =2 (2] trDiac(1°C) o)
e? e ™2 A2 A A (103)
~ =g (@l G (=D7/A%) |z) x P (@) R (),

so let us calculate the remaining matrix element (x| G”(—D?/A?) |z). Fourier transforming
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to the momentum space, we have

4 . A~ .
<SL’| GH<—D2/A2) ‘I) — /(Z p)€4 efszG//<_D2/A2)e+2px
™

d4p (104)

where on the last line the derivatives DP act on the F* F* fields to the right of the
matrix element on the bottom line of eq. (103). (And also on the A™ fields in the other
derivatives D™ in the expansion of the G”.) However, all such derivatives produce effects

O(external momenta) < A, so to the leading order in 1/A

dpe 1" . 2 A2\ dpe 7 2
/(%) G"((p” —iD")3/A?) N/(Q I G" (ph/A?), (105)
specifically
2
L i o) = & S i o) oom

where the first term on the RHS is an O(1) constant. Indeed,

d'PE i 2 0o _i]opepe 1002 A2
/5 >G(E/A)—AO G2 /27

. . dt t
({ changing variable from p? to t = p2/A%)) = 6.2 G"(t) (107)
0
. . . 1 , t=00
((integrating by parts twice)) = [ tG(t) —G@)|
1672 t=0
= L x 1,
1672

because for ¢ — oo we have G(t) — 0 and hence also tG'(t) — 0, while for ¢ = 0 we have
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tG'(t) = 0 while G(t) = 1. Thus, regardless of the details of the G(t) function, we have

1 d4pE G// P 'Dp 2 A2 _ 1 O kgxt 108
F (27’(’)4 ((p -1 )E/ ) - 1672 + A2 . ( )
Consequently, in the A — oo limit, we end up with
2
e
O " (z) = 163 R [N () PR (). (109)

This completes my explanation of the axial anomaly stemming from the non-invariant

measure of the fermionic functional integral.

Axial Anomaly in QCD.

Axial anomalies exist in all kinds of gauge theories — abelian or non abelian — with
massless fermions. As a non-abelian example, consider QCD with Ny flavors of exactly
massless quark flavors. Or more generally, an SU(N.) gauge theory with Ny x N, massless
Dirac fermions U/ (z) in N copies of the fundamental N multiplet of the SU(N). Let’s
start with an axial symmetry which acts in the same manner on quarks of all colors and

flavors,

U (2) — ei9W5\I;iyf(a:), U p(x) — \Ifi7f(:c)ei975, same 0 ViVf. (110)

The classical QCD action is invariant under this symmetry, so naively one expects a conserved

axial current

JH = Zﬁi7f7“75\11i’f, O, J" = classically = 0, (111)
if
but the measure of the fermionic functional integral is not invariant, and this leads to the

anomalous non-conservation of the axial current.

We may derive the anomaly of the fermionic integral exactly as we did in the previous

section for the QED, and we end up with a similar formula
0, " (x) = =2 (x| tr(v°G) |z) (112)

where G = G(—0?/A?) is the UV-regulating operator, but this time the trace in eq. (112) is

over all the indices of the quark fields — Dirac, color, and flavor. Also, for the non-abelian

27



covariant derivatives D, = 9, +igt®Ajj(x) — where % = A are the SU(N.) generators in

the fundamental multiplet, — we have
9 v
pi = D% — 5 Pt (113)
where F}, are the non-abelian tension fields
Fl, = 0,A% — 0,A% — gf*cAb AL (114)
Consequently;,
2 .
54y 9 1 2 /A2y KA b Lab subleading
WOPG) = o a7 (DR AN B FL) - ( SEERTEL)
(115)
and therefore
9 A b b
8#‘]”5('7”) = _W Gt /g/\(x)pr(x) X trColors&ﬂavors (tat ) (116)

Since the t* and t® matrices act only on the colors, the trace over the flavors is trivially equal

to Ny, while the trace over the colors is

fundamental 1
trcomrs(tatb) - R( multiplet ) X0 = 2 x 5. (117)

Thus, the net anomaly of the axial U(1) current in QCD is

2
5 9 N KAUV 17Q a
aﬂ’]uo<fl;) - _ﬁ € A nA(ZI;)F;LI/<‘,I;)7 (118)

which is often written down as
2

2
¢’N . g°N ~ y
au‘]w - 16%5 tr(emu FHAFW) - 87T2f tr(FWFM )> (119)

where the trace is over the color indices of the non-abelian tension fields represented by

matrices in the fundamental multiplet of the SU(N,).
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The main difference between axial anomalies in QED and in QCD is that QCD has

non-abelian tension fields. In terms of the Feynman diagram and the amplitudes
M(8,J"° — gluons), (120)

this means that QCD has not only the two-gluon amplitudes similar to the two-photon
amplitudes of QED but also the three-gluon and the four-gluon amplitudes. Actually, the

four-gluon amplitude from the anomaly (118) happens to vanish — proving this is a part

of your lomework set#23, namely problem 1(a). But the two-gluon and the three-gluon

amplitudes do not vanish; instead, they obtain from the 1-loop triangle and quadrangle

2
4 E
reg

diagrams

(121)

and

+ gluon permutations.

(122)

Similar to QED, the axial anomaly formally cancels between the diagrams related by the

gluon permutations, but this cancellation does not quite work unless the diagrams in question
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are either UV finite (or only logarithmically divergent), or else the UV divergence can be
regulated without destroying the cancellation. All the multi-loop diagrams can be UV-
regulated by the covariant higher derivative method, so they do not contribute to the axial
anomaly. Instead, the anomaly comes solely from the one-loop diagrams with n < 3 gluon

vertices (121) or (122), since the diagrams with n > 4 vertices are finite or log-divergent.

In QED, the three-photon amplitudes similar to (122) must vanish due to the charge-
conjugation symmetry of QED. But in the non-abelian gauge theories like QCD, the charge

conjugation works in a more complicated manner, namely

C: 0 72\11:7)0 and also  Ajt" — —Aj(t")", (123)

which means the gluon field Aj; can be C-odd or C-even, depending on whether the corre-
sponding t* matrix is real or imaginary. Consequently, unlike QED in which the 3-photon
states are always C-odd, in QCD the three-gluon states can be either C-odd or C-even, de-
pending on the gluon’s colors; in particular, the fabcAiAZAﬁ combination of the 3 gluons
is C-even. And that’s why QCD — unlike QED — does have 3-gluon contributions to the

axial anomaly stemming from the diagrams (122).

[ leave the actual evaluation of the quadrangle diagrams (122) for your homework set#23,

problem 1(c—d). I suggest you do it similarly to how I handled the triangle diagrams in an
earlier section of these notes: First, you use the Pauli-Villars UV regulator for the quarks

and show that
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(124)
Second, you sum over the gluon permutations and show that all the regulated diagrams on
the RHS of eq. (124) cancel each other. Third, you evaluate the compensator-only loop
diagram. Hint: Bring the 3-gluon amplitude to the form

Feynman d*e N
Apy _fact d Y / 125
M (pre-factor) x / (parameters (2m)% [(2 — M2 — O(K2,) +i0]*’ (125)
expand the numerator N here into powers of the external momenta,
N v NO)\,UV(E’ M) + Z K XNIOMW(& M) + -, (126)

i=1,2,3

and argue that the integrals of terms carrying the higher-than-first powers of ki3 are
proportional to the negative powers of M = Ayy so they can be neglected in the M — oo
limit. Likewise, argue that O(k2,,) term in the denominator can be neglected in the M — oo

limit.
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Finally, once you complete evaluating a particular compensator-loop diagram, do not

forget to sum once again over the gluon permutations.

* * *

QCD with Ny flavors of massless quarks has 2Np N, Weyl fermions — Ny N, left-handed
wél and Ny N, right-handed w{;, —

Lonys = —5 tr(FwF™) + iy vl oDl + i vk o' D), (127)
[y fii

but the fermions of the same chirality and flavor but different colors are inter-related by the
gauge-covariant derivatives D,. Consequently, the global fermionic symmetries of QCD may
act on the quark’s flavors but not on their colors. For the infinitesimal global symmetries,

this means
sl = zez . = Zez f,zp (128)

for some matrices 77, and T acting only on the flavor indices of the LH and RH quarks.
Specifically, Ty, and T are two independent Hermitian Ny X Ny matrices, so the continuous
symmetry group of the QCD’s fermions is U(Ny)y, x U(Ny)g. In terms of the Dirac quarks,

the infinitesimal symmetries (128) become

suli = Z Vf,+TAf/ L 2 (129)

for arbitrary Hermitian Ny x Ny matrices Ty = 4(Tg + T1) and Ty = 3(Tg — T},), hence
classically conserved vector and axial currents
JHTY] = ) Efﬁ“T(;f/‘I’f
off
T[Ty = ) Wfﬂ“ij{f/‘I’f,i,
it f
Oy JH*[Ty] = classically = 0 V Ty,

OuJ"(Ty] = classically = 0 ¥V Tqa.

(130)

In the quantum theory, all the vector currents J#[Ty/| remain exactly conserved thanks to

the non-anomalous Ward-Takahashi identities. Indeed, all the diagrams which could lead to
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these currents’ non-conservation formally cancel each other, and there is a UV regulator —
the dimensional regularization — which respects both QCD Feynman rules and the vector
flavor currents and hence makes sure the formal cancellation leads to the actual cancellation

of the UV-regulated diagrams.

But the axial flavor currents are subject to the anomalous mis-cancellation of the triangle

and quadrangle diagrams. Formally,
O I Ta) () = —2 (2| tr(Tay°G) |z) (131)

where G is the UV regulating operator and the trace is over Dirac, color, and flavor indices.

Proceeding similarly to the flavor-blind axial symmetry, we end up with

2
g
aﬂ‘]l& [TA] (.T) = _W trcolors&Aavors (TA X EK)\'LWFH)\FWJ)

g2

= 1672

(132)
trﬂauvors(TA) X treolors (EKAIWF/{)\FWJ)-

Thus, an axial flavor symmetry is anomalous if and only if its generator T4 has a non-zero
trace; in U(Ny) = SU(Ny) x U(1) terms this means that all the SU(Ny) axial symmetries
are anomaly-free but the U(1) axial symmetry is anomalous. Or in terms of the net chiral

symmetry of QCD with massless quarks,
U(Np)p x UNNf)g = SU(Ny)L x SUNp) g x U(l)y x U(1) 4, (133)

where the U(1) 4 factor is anomalous while the other factors SU(Ny)r x SU(Ny¢)g x U(1)y

are anom ‘dl}'— free.

In QCD, the chiral symmetry (133) is spontaneously broken down to the vector U(Ny)y
symmetry by the expectation value of the quark-antiquark condensate <§\If> = 0. I shall

address this condensate and its consequences in a separate set of hotes on non-linear sigmdg

[nodeld, but for the moment let us simply stick to the Goldstone-Nambu theorem. Without
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the axial anomaly, we would have spontaneous symmetry breaking
UNp)p x UNp)r o UNp)v, (134)

thus N)% broken generators in the adjoint multiplet of the unbroken U(Ny), hence an adjoint
multiplet of NJ% massless Goldstone bosons. And since the broken symmetry currents are ax-
ial rather than polar vectors, the Goldstone bosons have negative parity, i.e. are pseudoscalar

rather than true scalar particles.

From the SSB point of view, the axial anomaly (132) is an explicit breaking of the
U(1) 4 axial symmetry, so despite the further spontaneous breaking of this symmetry by the
quark-antiquark condensate, the corresponding would-be Goldstone pseudoscalar turns out
to be massive rather than massive. On the other hands, the remaining N? — 1 Goldstone

pseudoscalars due to SSB of the anomaly-free chiral symmetries
SU(Nf)LX SU(Nf)R ﬁ) SU(Nf)V (135)

remain massless.

In real-life QCD, two quark flavors v and d are particularly light. If we approximate

them as massless, we get chiral flavor symmetry

anomaly free
) (136)

) anomalous

U2 x U2k = (SUE)L x SUER)R x Uy + (U()4
When this symmetry is spontaneously broken down to the U(2)y = SU (2)i‘§OSpin x U(1)y,
we get 4 would-be Goldstone pseudoscalars made from the u and d quarks and antiquarks,

namely the isotriplet 7+, 7%

,m— of pions and the isosinglet eta-meson 7. Without the quark
masses and the axial anomaly, all 4 of these mesons would be massless Goldstone bosons.
The small but not quite zero masses of the real-life v and d quarks provide a small explicit
breaking of the chiral symmetry, so the pions get a small non-zero mass m, ~ 140 MeV, and
without the anomaly the eta meson would have the same small mass. However, in real life

the eta meson is much heavier, m, ~ 550 MeV, thus m% / m72T ~ 16; historically, this large

mass difference was called the pi/eta puzzle. The solution to this puzzle is the axial anomaly
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of the U(1)4 axial current but not of the SU(2)4 axial currents: This anomaly provides a
must stronger explicit breaking of the U(1)4 symmetry than the quark masses’ breaking of
the whole U(2)4 = U(1)4 x SU(2)4. Altogether, the net U(A),4 breaking turns out to be
about 16 times stronger that the SU(2)4 breaking, and that’s why m% ~ 16m2. Or rather,

that’s the reason for the m% > m2 in the 2-light-flavor approximation.

In real life, there is a third relatively light quark flavor s, albeit heavier than u or d,
and the 7 meson is only about 55% the isosinglet \/g (Juw) — |dd)) state while the remaining
45% it’s |s5). Consequently, its mass® gets contributions from both the axial anomaly of
QCD and from the s quark’s mass mg (as well as smaller contributions from the m,, and
mgq). Also, there is another pseudoscalar meson 7’ that’s also a mixture of the isosinglet
\/g(|u’a) — |dd)) state and the |s5) state, and its larger mass (m, ~ 950 MeV)? also gets

contributions from both ms and from the axial anomaly of QCD. I explain how this works

at the end of [ny notes on non-linear sigma models in QCD contexi].

Besides the QCD anomaly, some axial symmetries of the quarks — and hence of the
hadrons — are subject to the electromagnetic anomalies. To see how this works, let’s forget
about the QCD for a moment and consider the EM field A*(z) coupled to a bunch of massless
Dirac fermions W!(z),..., UV (x) of different electric charges qi,...,qy. Or rather some
charges may be similar while other charges are different. The fermions with similar charges

may be mixed with each other by the global vector or axial symmetries; infinitesimally,

0V (x) = ieY (Ty; +Thy") ¥ (x), (137)
j

where the hermitian matrices Ty, and T4 must commute with the electric charge matrix () =

diag(qi, - .., qn). Classically, there are conserved currents corresponding to these symmetries
THTy) = > UTHA i, J(Ty) = > UThy" v, (138)

where the vector currents remain conserved in the fully quantum theory while the axial
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currents are subject to the anomalies stemming from the triangular graphs

~i7Q ~i7"Q

+ photon permutation.

sl 4T

(139)

In these diagrams we include all fermion species, hence the charge matrices () in the photon

vertices and the T4 matrix in the axial current vertex. Apart from these matrices, the

diagrams work exactly as in QED with a single massless electron, hence
1 9 .
M = = trspeciesof w (Q°T'4) x M(single electron]

and therefore

1

aﬂjﬂ5 [TA] = _m €aﬂuVFaﬁij X trspecies of ¥ (QzTA)-

In particular, for the axial symmetries of the quarks’ flavors,

trspecies of ¥ (QzTA) = 3colors X tTflavors (QzTA)a

hence
1

8MJM5[TA] T T 16n2 (eaﬂuuFaﬂFW)EM X 3 Ufavors (QQTA)'

(140)

(141)

(142)

(143)

Phenomenologically, this EM axial anomaly is particularly important for the neutral

pion’s decay to two photons, 7° — +v. To see how this works, note that the neutral pion

is the pseudo-Goldstone boson of the axial isospin current, specifically of the 7% component

of the isospin which commutes with the electric charge. The T2 generator is diagonal in the
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flavor basis: it has eigenvalue +% for the u quark, —% for the d quark, and zero for all other

flavors, hence

4-1 e?
trﬂavors(QQTA) = +%Q2(u) - %QQ(d) = +%(+26/3)2 - %(_6/3)2 = 18 62 - +E .
(144)
Consequently, the corresponding axial current has EM anomaly
5173 e? af v
QI (T°] = —Tg3 X3X 5 % (capu FOPFM ) o - (145)
But from the neutral pion’s point of view
JOIT3] = —f:0"7° + multi-pion terms, (146)
so the EM anomaly translates to
o2
fr0?mg + multi-pion terms = 392 (eFF)pM - (147)
T

Besides the anomaly, there is further non-conservation of the axial current due to the quark

masses, but we may account for this by adding the pion’s mass? term to eq. (147),

2

fr(0* + m2)my 4+ multi-pion terms = 35? (eFF)pm - (148)

This anomalous equation of motion for the neutral pion field can be accounted by an effective
Lagrangian

e

2 2
2w 0)2
5 (M) + 32m2f, "

0% (eFF)gy 4+ multi-pion terms.  (149)

The neutral pion decays mostly into two photons (branching ratio B ~ 99%), and
the amplitude for this decay follows directly from the red interaction term in the effective
Lagrangian (149):

2

g _°
3272 fr

M(® = 7)) = % Eaﬂw(kaez)l(kfuei)l (150)

I'll leave explaining the —8 factor and the following calculation of the net decay rate as an

exercise for the students; it’s going to be problem 4 of your next homework#23. For the
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moment, let me simply note that the 7° decay amplitude (150) is inversely proportional to
the pion decay constant fr. This is quite different from the weak decay amplitude of the
charged pion that is directly proportional to the f;.

Anomalies in Chiral Gauge Theories.

Thus far, we have focused on axial symmetries of Dirac fermions in gauge theories. But
some gauge theories are chiral — that is, the left-handed Weyl fermions and the right-handed
Weyl fermions have different abelian charges or belong to different multiplet types of a non-
abelian gauge symmetry. For example, in the Standard Model, the left-handed quarks and
leptons belong to different multiplets of the electroweak SU(2) x U(1) than the right-handed

quarks and leptons.

In this section, we shall learn about anomalies of various fermionic symmetries of such
chiral theories. For simplicity, let’s start with an abelian U(1) gauge field A* coupled to
Ny, left-handed Weyl fermions 1/12 of respective charges qr; and to Ng right-handed Weyl

fermion wﬁ% of respected charges qg;,

NL NR
L= —LF P + 0 b 60y +iquid )y + iy ko' (0 + iqriAu)vly, (151)
=1 1=1

or in matrix notations
L= —LF,F" + i} 6"(0, +iQrA)v, + ko (O +iQrAu)Up (152)
An infinitesimal global symmetry of the Weyl fermions here has general form
opp(e) = €elpyr(z),  0Yr(x) = ieTpyr(x), (153)

for some independent hermitian matrices 77, and Tr commuting with the respective electric

charge matrices 1, and QQr, and the classically conserved currents of such symmetries are
JE = I T M, and  Jh = L TroMp . (154)
When the Weyl fermions here happen to be the LH and the RH components of some Dirac
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fermions, the LH and the RH current can be written as
JUT) = YIUT) — LA, JAT) = LIMT) + LT (155)

but more generally, the J ’g and the J Il-fi are independent currents of unrelated Weyl fermions,

and these currents are not related to each other by parity.

To work out the possible anomalies of such classically conserved chiral currents we need
the Feynman rules for the charged Weyl fermions. The simplest way to derive these Feynman
rule is to promote each LH Weyl fermion to the left half of a Dirac fermion whose right half
is neutral and does not couple to anything. Likewise, each RH Weyl fermion is promoted to
the right half of a Dirac fermion whose left half is neutral and does not couple to anything.
Consequently, we get massless Dirac propagators

_ _ 156
p+i0  p2+i0 (156)

Y

for all the Weyl fermions, but the vertices have the %(1 F +°) projection factors onto the

appropriate chirality:

1
< > < = Q! _275 (157)
for the LH Weyl fermions, and
1
< > < = —ZQR“V’“‘H;V5 (158)

for the RH Weyl fermions. Likewise, the green vertices for measuring the current divergences
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Oy or 8,“]}’“% become

A
Lo)
A
I
.
5
N

(159)

Now let’s focus on a single Weyl fermion — either left-handed or right-handed — of
electric charge @ = +e and global charge T = 1, and consider its contribution to the

anomaly 8MJZ or - The triangle graph

H v
P
(160)
p— k1 p+ ko
evaluates to
d*p ( 1T , 1Ty 4, 1T~ i )

— [ ——tr | — —ie)y” — (—ie)yH . 161
[ o (T g o e S (161)

To simplify the Dirac trace here, we use the fact that 4° anticommutes with all the massless

propagators here as well as with all the v# factors in the vertices, hence

W1FY _1FY
2 2

(—ie)y X ; (—ie)y* (162)

=
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and therefore

5\% i i
tr(--) = tr (—z’ / (1 4;7 ) i (—ie)w% (—ie)y" e k1>
(using (1F~°)* =4(1F7°)))

B C1FqS N i

= tr <—z > ik (—ie)y ]Z(—ze)y“ = Kl) (163)
1 o LT J

= 5 tr (—'l %_'_ % (_26)7 % (_Ze)’yu ﬂ_ %1)

Lo (s RN
F gt (w’/% %( )7]5( Ze)’vﬁ_%l)-

In Dirac fermion terms, the trace on the penultimate line here is the divergence of the vector

current while the trace on the bottom line is the divergence of the axial current. And when
we UV-regulate the diagrams and sum over permutations of the two photons, the vector
current divergence cancels out while the axial current divergence yields the axial anomaly
we have seen earlier in these notes. Thus altogether, for a single Weyl fermion — left-handed

or right-handed —

" 1 —62
| 7T2 (164)
B 4o % (eFF
Oulp = +5 X 1z (eF'F).

For multiple Weyl fermions, the triangle graphs work in a similar way, except each photon
vertex comes with the matrix @) factor (instead of €), the current vertex has a matrix factor
T, and we should trace the product of these factors over the species of the Weyl fermions.

Thus, we end up with net anomalies

1
8HJ£[T] = _'_3271'2 <€FF) X trLHWF(Q%TL)a (165)

1
auJIF?i[T] - 3972 (eFF) X trRHWF(Q%TR)’

and if a global chiral symmetry involves both LH and RH Weyl fermions, then

0,J"[T] =

392 (eFF) x (trLHWF(TLQ%) — trRHWF(TRQ%))- (166)

Now consider a non-abelian chiral gauge theory, with gauge group G, the LH Weyl
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fermions WL in some multiplet (m); of G, and the RH Weyl fermions @Z)}_—i in some other
multiplet (m)r of G. In general, the multiplets (m)r and (m)g are reducible and may
contain multiple copies of the same irreducible multiplet, so we need some kind of “flavor”
indices to distinguish between them, and there are going to be all kinds of chiral flavor

symmetries acting on such indices. Specifically, for
(m)r = ni(m1) + na(ma) + -, (M)r = ni(my) + ny(my) + -+,
the chiral flavor symmetry is

[U(n1) x Ulng) x -], x [U(ny) x U(ny) x -] . (167)

L

But let’s skip the messy indexology of a general case and use the index-less matrix notations

in which

1
L= —55 w(FwF™) + iW]a" Duby + iho Dyt (168)

for the non-abelian covariant derivatives D,, acting on the appropriate multiplets (m), and

(m)g, and a general global chiral symmetry acts as

oYr(xr) = ielp(x),  0Yr(z) = ieTpyr(x) (169)

where the hermitian matrices 77, and T commute with all the generators t* of the gauge

symmetry G. The current of the symmetry (169) is

JMT) = I Tat, + LTro™op (170)

it’s classically conserved by the equations of motion but may suffer from the anomalies due

to triangle and quadrangle Feynman diagrams.

The triangle diagrams (160) for the Weyl fermion loops in a non-abelian gauge theory
works exactly as in the abelian case, except that instead of the () matrices in the gauge-boson

vertices we now have gt® and gt’, so the trace over the species becomes g2 tr(Tt%). But
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since the global symmetry generator T commutes with the gauge generators t and t°, this

trace-over-the-species is not affected by the permutation of the two gauge bosons,
tr(Tt%) = tr(t°Tt") = tr(Tt"?), (171)

so it does not affect the cancellations between the two triangle diagrams. As to the trace

over the Dirac indices, similar to the abelian case we have

Dirac Dlrac
trWeyl = 2trvector + 2 Toxial o (172)

so after we UV-regulate the diagrams and sum over the gauge boson permutations, the vector

terms cancel each other while the axial parts do not quite cancel but add up to the axial

anomaly,
L 92 b afuv b \ 2gluon part
0" [Ttriangle = 39.2 (tl"LHWF(TLt t*) — trruwr (TRt )) x P (FasFy,)
(173)
The non-abelian part of the eF'F' combination comes from the quadrangle diagrams
2
1 3

-+ permutations of gauge bosons. (174)

Similar to the triangle diagrams, the Dirac trace here amounts to

Dirac Dlrac
trweyl = Qtrvector + 2 (175)

Taxial >

while the species trace has one more generator of the gauge symmetry, tr(7t*t%t¢). But since

the global symmetry generator T' commute with all the gauge generators, this species trace
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depends only on the cyclical order of the t*, ¢, t¢ relative to each other,

tr(Tt%t¢) = tr(Tttt) = tr(Ttt%°), (176)
176
tr(Tte%t%) = tr(Tt't%°) = tr(Tt 0.

Consequently, when we UV-regulate the quadrangle diagrams and sum over the cyclical
permutations of the gauge bosons, the vector parts of the diagrams cancel each other, while

the axial parts do not quite cancel but add up to the quadrangle parts of the axial anomaly,

cf. homework set#23 for the details. Finally, when we sum over the two cyclic orders of the

gauge bosons we end up with
M o tr(Tt%) — tr(Tt’t) = if® x ¢ (177)
for exactly the same coefficient C' as in
tr(Tt4%) = 6% x C. (178)

Consequently, the quadrangle diagrams yield the three-gauge-boson part of the anomaly

with the same overall coefficient as the two-gauge-boson anomaly (173),

2

J 3gl t
on JH [T]quadrangle = 3072 (trLHWF (TLtatb) — tTREWF (TRtatb)> % Buv (FSBFSV) gluon part
(179)
And altogether,
2
g b b b let
T = L (e T) — (Tt ) o (L P4,

(180)

For example, consider QCD with massless quarks. It’s a non-chiral gauge theory where
Y, and g form similar multiplets — namely Ny copies of the same fundamental multiplet
N¢ — but it has a chiral flavor symmetry U(Ny)r, x U(Ny)g. In this theory, trace over

species means trace over the colors and the flavors, thus for a flavor generator T" and two
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color generators t* = %)x“ and t® = %)\b we have
tI'species (Ttatb) = tI'ﬁavors(T) X trcolors(tatb) = trﬂavors(T) X %5ab’ (181)

hence the net anomaly of the chiral symmetry generated by T' = (Tp, TR) is
2

6472

auJM[T]net = (Eocﬁuu gﬂpﬁy)QcD X (trﬂavors<TL> - trﬂavorS<TR))' (182)

Thus, out of the 2NJ% generators of the chiral flavor symmetry U(Ny)r x U(Ny)g, there is

only one anomalous generator, namely the U(1) 4.

For a more interesting example, consider the electroweak SU(2)y x U(1)y gauge sym-
metry, or rather its SU(2)y subgroup. Unlike QCD, the SU(2)y is chiral: All the LH
quarks and leptons form a bunch of SU(2)y doublets, while all the RH quarks and leptons
are SU(2)yy singlets. Consequently, for any two SU(2)w generators t® and t? and any chiral
global symmetry of the quarks and leptons,

trrpwr (Tt%°) = 0, (183)
while

trpgwr (Tt1°) = tr2 (198°) X trrn doublets(71) (184)

where the first trace is over the gauge indices of a single SU(2)y doublet and the second
trace is over the remaining species indices distinguishing different doublets of LH quarks and

leptons from each other. Moreover,

Pauli 7% 70
tra (t7%)) = t — ) = Llgeb 185
r2(#) g (matrices 2 2 ) 20 (185)
thus
(trLHWF(TLtatb) - trRHWF(TRtatb)) = 169 X trom dounlets(7L) (186)

and therefore the SU(2)y anomaly

2
8HJH[T] = % (Eaﬁ;w géﬁFliLV)SU@)w X trLHdoublets(TL)- (187)

Note that this anomaly depends only on the global symmetry’s action on the LH quarks
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and leptons, but it does not care how it acts on the RH fermions. This global symmetry
may act in a chiral, axial, or even vector fashion, but we may still have a chiral anomaly
because the SU(2)y gauge symmetry itself is acting chirally. For example, consider the
lepton number symmetry: a vector U(1) symmetry under which all leptons — charged or
neutral, LH or RH, — have charge L. = +1 while all the quarks have L = 0. Counting the
LH Weyl fermion doublets, this gives us 3 doublets (ve,e™), (vu,pn™), (vr,77) of L = +1
and 3 X 3¢olors quark doublets of L = 0, thus

trLH doublets(L) = 3x 1+ 9x0 = 3 (188)

and hence non-zero SU(2)y anomaly

392
OuJML] = 64—7?2(6(%5”” o EV)SU(Q)W 7 0. (189)

Thus, in the Standard Model the lepton number is not exactly conserved!

Likewise, the baryon number is not exactly conserved. Indeed, the U(1)p is a vector-like
symmetry under which all the quarks have charge B = +% while all the leptons have charge
B = 0, so if we count the LH doublets we get 3 lepton doublets of B = 0 and 9 quark
doublets — (u,d’), (¢,s"), (t,b'), each coming in 3 colors — of B = %, thus

L doublets(B) = 3X 0 + 3x3x 3 = 3 (190)

and hence non-zero SU(2)y anomaly

3g2 (0% v a a
O, J"[B] = ﬁ(e o FagF ) suiy 7 0 (191)

Curiously, the B— L combination of the baryon and lepton numbers happens to be conserved,
since egs. (189) and (191) give exactly similar formulae for the 9, J#[L] and the 0, J#[B]. But
the baryon or lepton numbers themselves are not conserved, although the non-conservation

is non-perturbative and rather weak.
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To see how this works, consider the net baryon or lepton number non-conservation

2
AB = AL = /d4x6NJ’“‘[BorL] _ 3% [p, tra(eFF) (192)

3272 2w

The integral here happens to be topological — it depends only the topology of the asymptotic
gauge fields at x. — oo — and its values are quantized: The instanton mumber

def 93

I
3272

d'z tra(eFF) g, (193)

(2)

must have an integer value for any gauge field configuration with a finite Euclidean action..

Thus,

AB = AL = 3 x I[SU(2)w gauge field configuration], (194)

which gives rise to 2 kinds on non-perturbative effects: the instantons and the sphalerons.

I shall explain the instantons in detail in a later class. (But here are for
the impatient students.) In Euclidean spacetime, the instantons are compact configurations
of the gauge fields that are self-dual, %e%ﬂ W gy = +F%F , and have the topological index

I = +1. From the Hamiltonian point of view, they are tunneling events between topologically

different vacuum states of the non-abelian gauge fields, cf. [t Hooft’s Tecture noted (chapter 4)

for details. Consequently, because of the SU(2)y anomaly of the baryon and lepton numbers,
and instanton tunneling between the vacuum states of the SU(2) gauge fields is accompanied
by creation of quarks and leptons and/or annihilation of antiquarks and antileptons, with
the net effect of AB = AL = +3. Likewise, there are inverse tunneling processes — the anti-
instantons — which have anti-self-dual gauge fields in Euclidean spacetime, %e%ﬁ a VFEV =

—F gﬁ , and have topological index I = —1; these events are accompanied by the creation of

antiquarks and antileptons and/or annihilation of quarks and leptons, with the net effect of

AB =AL = -3.

The instantons and the anti-instantons of the SU(2)y, have finite but large Euclidean

actions

82 2
Sp = — = = ~ 186 (195)
g5 a2

Consequently, the amplitude of any (anti)instanton mediated process like baryon-number-
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violating decay
deuteron — antiproton + 3 positrons, AB = AL = —3, (196)
is suppressed by a very small factor
exp(—Sg) ~ 1078 (197)

This factor — and especially its square in the decay rate — is so small that we shall probably
never observe this process experimentally. (Although we might see a baryon decay induced

by some other mechanism.)

The sphalerons exist in real (Minkowski) rather than Euclidean time. Or rather, a
sphaleron is a static but unstable semi-classical configurations of the SU(2)y gauge fields

and Higgs fields of large but finite energy

E ~ 2—7TM1/1/ ~ 15 TeV. (198)
Qa2

The sphaleron configuration is unstable and decays to waves of W and Higgs fields on top of
the vacuum — which in the quantum theory become large numbers ~ 100 of W and Higgs
particles. Importantly, there are two topologically distinct ways for a sphaleron to decay,
one with [ = —1—% and the other with [ = —%. Consequently, when waves of Higgs and W
fields converge and assemble a sphaleron in a reverse process to one of the decay channels,
and then the sphaleron decays via the other channel, the net gauge field configuration in
Minkowski spacetime has I = +1, and the anomaly leads to the net change of the baryon
and lepton numbers by AB = AL = +3.

The sphalerons are too heavy to be made at the LHS, end even when the future acceler-
ators will reach higher energies, it would be very hard to create a non-trivial bound state of
so many quanta in a 2-particle collision. However, in the Early Universe the space was filled
with a hot plasma, so the sphalerons would have been regularly made and unmade in the
multi-particle collisions, and their abundance would have been governed by the Boltzmann

factor exp(—F/T'). In particular, soon after the electroweak transition — especially if it was
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second-order or weakly first order — we would have a smaller Higgs VEV than today, which
would lead to My, < T', hence exp(—FEgphaleron/T’) being not too small, and therefore plenty

of sphalerons.

In thermal equilibrium, assembly and decays of sphaleron configurations via either of the
I = i% channels would be in detailed balance, so there would be no net change of baryon or
lepton numbers. However, if the hot plasma is out of chemical equilibrium and has non-zero
net baryon and/or lepton number densities, the sphaleron processes would be out of detailed
balance, and their net effect would bring B*®* and L' into equilibrium with each other
while keeping the difference (B — L)"* unchanged. Working through the chemical potentials
of various lepton and quark species, one finds that the plasma ends up with the equilibrium
having

B = BB-L) = BB-L)™, [ =-33(B-L) = -3(B-L)™. (199)

-

Thus, the sphalerons at the electroweak transition time allow for the route to
the baryon-antibaryon asymmetry of the present-day Universe. The leptogenesis works in

several stages:

e First, in the very early Universe some out-of-equilibrium CP-violating process creates
more anti-leptons than leptons. For example, suppose there exist right-handed neu-
trinos with very large Majorana masses. In the see-saw mechanism for the ordinary
LH neutrino’s masses, these RH neutrinos have Yukawa couplings to LH leptons and
the Higgs doublet, so they can decay into a lepton and a Higgs or an anti-lepton and
an anti-Higgs; for complex Yukawa couplings violating the CP symmetry, these decay
channels may have different branching ratios. Hence, if these RH neutrinos happen to
decay out of thermal equilibrium (because the Universe is cooling down due to Hubble
expansion faster than they decay), their decay products would contain more antilep-
tons than leptons (or the other way around). And once they all decay, the resulting

lepton number excess would remain frozen till the next stage of the leptogenesis.

e Second, the less-early Universe cools down to the electroweak transition, and for a while

the sphaleron energy is not much higher than the temperature. During this time, the
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sphalerons are rapidly made and unmade, and in the process they bring the baryon
and the lepton chemical potentials to equilibrium with each other. Thus, part of the
initial antilepton-over-lepton excess becomes converted to the baryon-over-antibaryon

excess.

When the temperature fall significantly below the electroweak transition, the sphaleron
energy becomes much larger than the temperature, the sphalerons become very rare,
and the sphaleron-mediated B and L violating processes stop. After this point, the
baryon asymmetry — a larger number of quarks than antiquarks — remains fixed to

this day. However, the relative value of this asymmetry is initially rather small,

Nquarks — Mantiquarks N 1079. (200)
Nquarks

At much later later times when the temperature drops to about 170 MeV, the quarks
and the antiquarks become confined to mesons, baryons, and antibaryons, and then
the baryons and the anti-baryons annihilate each other. The annihilation products —
mostly mesons — decay to muons, electrons, and neutrinos, with ™ p~ and eTe™ pairs
annihilating to photons. By the time the universe cools down to 100 keV, about half of
its net entropy is converted to photons (which today comprise the Cosmic Background
radiation) and the other half to the neutrinos. As to the baryons and the antibaryons,

they all annihilate each other except for the small baryon excess, so today

n
baryons ' -~ 10_9 (201)
entropy density

while

0720

TNantibaryons <1 X Mbaryons - (202)

50



Gauge Anomalies

Thus far, we have focused on the anomalies of various global symmetries of the gauge
theories. But in a chiral gauge theory, the gauge symmetry itself could be anomalous,
which would then destroy the quantum consistency of the theory. For example, consider the
abelian EM gauge field A, coupled to massless chiral fermions Q/JZL and 1/13% with different
electric charges qj: #* q%. As we have learned back in February, quantum consistency of
QED — and likewise of any chiral U(1) gauge theory — requires Ward—Takahashi identities

stemming from the electric current conservation,
oJl =0 for J| = Zqi@b};i&“@/}i + quwkjauw%{, (203)
i J

or in matrix notations
Jétl = wEQLWLwL + Q/JIQQRUH?/JR- (204)

This electric current has the same form as a global symmetry current with a chiral generator

T = (@, so its anomaly has the same form:

A

Ol = 3272

X (EFF)EM (205)

where

A = treawr (QL < (Tr = Q1)) — trrawr (@ % (Tr = Qr)) = troawr(Q1) — treawr(Q%),
(206)

or in terms of the individual Weyl fermions and their electric charges
A-Ye - Ye e
Pr YR

Thus, unless a chiral gauge theory happens to have A = 0, its electric current is not conserved

and the theory is inconsistent!
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Diagrammatically, the inconsistency manifests itself as a failure of the Ward-Takahashi

identity for the one-loop three-photon amplitude:
H v v H

MM — 4 (208)

A A
In a chiral theory with A # 0, instead of kj MM = 0 we get
A
kMM = i? €10 konkss £ 0. (209)

In the functional integral formulation, a non-zero A breaks the gauge invariance of the
fermionic integral’s measure and hence the effective action for the gauge field due to the

fermionic integral:

21,0 = [foo) fforwe) ew (- fatawpe)

— Det(p), (210)
SF[Au(@)] = SFAL(2)] — log Z[Au(2)] = SF= —Tr(log®)). (211)

While the classical Euclidean action of the theory is invariant under gauge transforms

Yr(r) — exp(iQrA(z))Yr(x),
Yr(r) — exp(iQrA(7))YR(T), (212)
Au(z) — Apz) — 0uM(2),

the measure of the fermionic integral (210) has a non-trivial Jacobian
J = Detl, (iQrA) x Det?, (iQrA) # 1. (213)

The UV regulation and consequent evaluation of this formal Jacobian (or rather its log)

works similarly to what we had for the axial symmetry of the massless electron, except for
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the factor :F% for the LH/RH Weyl fermions. Thus, for a single charged Weyl fermion we
get
3

Agange S = # d'ze A(z) X M Fop(x)F (@), (214)

so for the whole set of both LH and RH Weyl fermions we get

-A
Agauge‘s%ff = 32? d4x6 A(.T) X 6a5ﬂuFaﬂ<x)FHV<x> (215)
for ./4 = trLHWF(Q%) - tTRHWF(Q%)- (216)

Now consider a non-abelian gauge theory with chiral fermions: WL in some multiplet
(m)r of the gauge group G and 1/1{% in some other multiplet (m)g. Classically, the gauge

symmetry currents
i = whttetvp + vhthe'vn (217)

— where t{ and %, are matrices representing the gauge group generators in the (m)z and

(m)r multiplets — are covariantly conserved,
_ b b _
DhJ, = 0, — fUARTL = 0. (218)
But in the quantum theory, the measure of the fermionic functional integral
Z[AY) = /p[ﬁ] /D[\If] exp (— / d%j@xp) = Det(P) (219)

— and hence the effective action

SHAL] = Sgesieal[4,] — log Det(D) (220)
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for the gauge fields — are not invariant under the non-abelian gauge theories

0y (x) = N (@)t (),

dp(z) = N (z)tpp(2), (221)
—1
§AY(z) = ?DMA“(:U).
Formally,
AgangeSH = —2Tr(A45) = —2 /d%;e A%(x) x tr((@] 99 |2)), (222)

but the matrix element (z|---|z) needs to be UV regulated. And the UV regulation here is
more complicated than for a global chiral symmetry because the gauge symmetry generators

t* do not commute with the ).

Diagrammatically, the chiral anomaly of the non-abelian gauge currents stem from the

one-loop 3-gauge-boson and 4-gauge-boson diagrams,

1y b veo ¢ 1, b

Sy = + (223)

and

o4



Mizc,jip = + gauge boson permutations.  (224)

A a p,d

The 3-gauge-boson diagrams (122) work similarly to the three-photon diagrams: Apart from
the gauge group factors, both diagrams yield the same amplitude

-3
k{‘/\/l)\w/ = i% eaﬂﬁykg‘krg x group factor. (225)

with the overall sign being + for the LH fermions and — for the RH fermions. But the group

factors are different for the two 3-gauge-boson diagrams:

tr (tctbta) for the left diagram (223),
tr(tbtcta) for the right diagram (223), (226)

hence tr({tb, t°}*)  for the two diagrams combined.

Summing over all fermions of both chiralities which may run in the loops of diagrams (223),

we end up with the net group factor where the net group factor A€ amounts to
A% = trppwe (10, 1)) — trrawr (090, 1°}). (227)

Note that by the cyclic symmetry of the trace, the A% is totally symmetric in its 3 indices.

Finally, plugging this net group factor into eq. (225), we get the net violation of the
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Ward-Takahashi identity for the 3-gauge-boson diagrams,

P,

MG, = % X Eapuay koS x Atbe (228)

In terms of the anomalous current non-conservation, this formula amounts to

2
D, Jh* = — 1gﬂ2 A“bceauﬁy(aaAz)(aﬂA,C/) + terms cubic in A¢ . (229)

The 4-gauge-boson diagrams (224) are more complicated. For the Weyl fermions of

abcd
Auvp

of the quadrangle diagram you should have calculated in homework#29 (problem 1), except
for a different group factor tr(tt*t°t%) instead of tr(¢?t*t?). Thus,

specific LH or RH chirality, the anomalous amplitude k‘i\/\/l is IF% of the axial amplitude

. 4
i
M — i# (kg + k1) eapup X tr(t0¢t%)
+ non-cyclic permutations of the 4 gauge bosons
(kg + ka)® x tr(tbtet? — 1919¢°1%)

z'g4

= oz o X |+ (ks +k2)" X tr (¢t — 19017
™

(230)
+ (g + kg)® x tr (bt — et
kg x tr (£t — 1ot e — b4

- 4
7
# Capp X | HE§ x tr (et dd — 12 Pedte 4 rpdebee — pegetbyd)

=+
kG < tr (et — 1t hetb 4t — 1meh)
In this formula
tr(tatbtctd _pagdyesb | gagepdyh tatbtdtc) = tr(tafee, 1) + 1]t td]tb)
= af e (4 + 191¢00) (231)
= af x ({0, t03°),
and likewise
tr (944 N0 — 100 4 190 — 1P h) = A e ({8, 1939,

(232)
tr (1014 — 1m0 4900 — 1o h) = g fbee x o ({0, 193°).
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Thus, for the Weyl fermions of one particular chirality
kS < fetr ({1, ¢°1°)
kMGl = ;89% Capp X | + kG x [Pt ({17,131 |, (233)
kG x foeetr({e®, 17}ec)
and when we sum up the contributions of both chiralities — and mind the opposite F signs

for the two chiralities, — each remaining trace in this formula becomes
tl‘({ta, tb}te) — - tI‘LHWF({ta, tb}te) + tI‘RHWF({ta, tb}te) = — Aabe (234)

for exactly the same anomaly coefficients A% as for the 3-gauge-boson anomalies! Alto-

gether,

k,(Qx « Aabefecd
g4

k{\MC)l\ZCydp — _W €apvp X + k? « Aacefedb . (235)
+ kié % Aadefebc
In terms of the gauge currents Jj; and their covariant divergences D*J7, the amplitudes (235)

become

3
D, J"* = two-A terms from eq. (229) — 62? Aabe pecdeoaruw g (A‘;AZA‘i). (236)

Altogether, the net anomaly from both 3-gluon and 4-gluon diagrams amounts to

2
g be o\ b 9 recd d
Dyt = S Aeemg, (A (9,45 — 2ptagAl))

5 (237)
) be_a b 9 recd d
= S e, (4 (£, + Uretacat)).
Note the g/4 coefficient in the top formula here is different from both ¢g/2 in
L, — @ (9,45 — SpetagAL) (238)
and from ¢/3 in the Chern—Simons form proportional to the
e (af (a,45 - Sreetagal)). (239)

But regardless of such details, the most important aspect of eq. (237) is that all gauge

currents are covariantly conserved if and only if all the anomaly coefficients A€ happen to
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vanish, or in other words, if all the symmetrized traces tr({t%,t*}¢¢) happen to cancel out

between the LH and the RH Weyl fermions.

The same condition governs the gauge invariance of the effective action for the gauge

fields

SHIAL] = SEial[4,] — log Det(P). (240)

Indeed, egs. (237) means that under an infinitesimal gauge transform parametrized by A%(z),

the effective action varies by

2
Agange ST [A,] = _1g7r2 Aabe /d4:ce AT x My (Ag (@Af/ . % feCdAZAff)). (241)

Thus, the effective action is gauge invariant if and only if A% = 0.

Anomaly Cancellation

This far, we have learned that the chiral gauge theories are consistent as quantum theories
only if all the anomaly coefficients .A%¢ happen to cancel out between the LH and the RH
Weyl fermions. In this section, we shall see a few non-trivial examples of such cancellation

and learn some general rules for calculating the A% coefficients.

Let us start with the simple non-abelian gauge groups. A very useful concept for calcu-
lating anomalies in such theories is the cubic Casimir operator: it’s a cubic polynomial in

the gauge group generators,
Cy = dypt0 (242)
with some totally symmetric coefficients
dabe = dbca = deab = deba = dach = dbac (243)
chosen such that C3 commutes with all the generators,
[Cs,1% = 0 Vil (244)

Note: unlike the quadratic Casimir operator Cy = Gapt®t? which exists for any simple Lie

algebra, the cubic Casimir operator exists in some simple Lie algebras but does not exist
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for others. Specifically, it exists for all the SU(N) algebras with N > 3 (and also for the
Spin(6) = SU(4)) but not for any other simple Lie algebras.

Theorem 1: If a simple Lie algebra GG does not have a cubic Casimir operator, then for any
: ra b fc : a b c
complete multiplet (m) of G, for any 3 generators t®, t°, t¢ of G, the matrices t(m), t(m), t(m)

representing these generators in the multiplet (m) obey
a b c b a c .
Or in more compact notations,
tr(n) ({t 1) = 0. (246)

From the anomaly point of view, this means that if a simple gauge group G' does not have
a cubic Casimir operator, then all the gauge anomaly coefficients A%° automatically vanish
and the theory is anomaly-free regardless of the chiral fermion’s quantum numbers. Indeed,
as long as LH Weyl fermions belong to a complete multiplet (m); of G and the RH Weyl
fermions belong to another complete multiplet (m)g, then regardless of what these multiplets

happen to be
Aabc _ tr(m)L (ta{tb,tc}) _ tr(m)R(ta{tb,tC}) =0 -0 =0. (247)

Thus, if a simple gauge group G is SU(2), or any SO(N) with N # 6, or any USp(N), or
any exceptional group (Ga, Fy, Eg, E7, or Eg), we do not have to worry about the gauge

anomaly regardless of the chiral fermion’s quantum numbers.

For the remaining types of simple gauge groups — namely SU(N) with N > 3 — we
do need to worry about the gauge anomaly. But fortunately, the anomaly counting for such
theories is drastically simplified by the Theorem 2: If a simple Lie algebra does have a
cubic Casimir dg.£%t"t°, then for any complete multiplet (m) of G and any 3 generators
e v e

60y ({£% £31€) = Ry(m) x d° (248)

where Rs3(m) is the cubic index depending only on the multiplet (m) but not on the particular
generators ¢%, 1, ¢, while d¢ depend on a, b, ¢ but not on the multiplet. In fact, d*’¢ are

the same totally-symmetric coefficients as the dg;. in the construction of the cubic Casimir.
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Note: eq. (248) applies to any complete multiplet (m), reducible or irreducible. And just
like the quadratic index Rs, the cubic index Rj3 of a reducible multiplet is a sum of cubic

indices of its irreducible components:
for (m) = (m1) + (m2) + -+, Rs(m) = Rs(mi) + Rs(mga) + ---. (249)

Thanks to this Theorem, for any kinds of a chiral gauge theory with an SU(N) gauge group,

trpwr ({t%,6°3¢€) = RE(LHWF) x 4,

(250)
trrwr ({14 1°}°) = RY(RHWF) x d°,

and hence

A% = (REYLHWF) — RIYRHWEF)) x d®%. (251)

Consequently, we do not need to check the anomaly cancellation for all possible combinations

of the 3 adjoint indices a, b, c. Instead, all we need is to check the net cubic indices of the

LH and RH Weyl fermions and to check that
R (LHWF) — R3*(RHWF)) = 0. (252)

If this condition is satisfied, the SU(N) gauge theory is anomaly free; otherwise, it’s anoma-
lous and would not work at the quantum level unless we change its spectrum of the chiral

fermions.

To simplify counting the cubic indices of various multiplets of SU(N) gauge groups, it’s

convenient to rescale them to the so-called anomaly indices

def R3(m)

A
(m) R3(fundamental)

(253)

in practice A(m) is often easier to calculate then Rz(m), and the anomaly cancellation

condition (252) can just as well be stated in terms of the A(m):
At = AY(LHWF) — A™YRHWF)) = 0. (254)
Let me give you the values of A of some commonly used SU(N) multiplets:
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e A(fundamental) = +1, A(antifundamental) = —1, A(adjoint) = 0.

e The antisymmetric tensor multiplet ¢/ = —1J* has A = N — 4, the symmetric tensor

multiplet 1% = 447" has A = N + 4.

* More generally, any real or pseudo-real multiplet (m) — meaning, its complex conju-

gate multiplet (m*) is equivalent to (m), — has A(m) = 0.

* Any complex multiplet (m) and its complex conjugate (m*) have anomaly indices of

equal magnitudes and opposite signs, A(m*) = —A(m).

Note that a bunch of LH Weyl fermions ¢ in some multiplet (m) of the gauge symmetry
— plus their Hermitian conjugate fields ¥ Li which comprise the complex conjugate multiplet
(m*) — are physically equivalent to the RH Weyl fermions 95, in the (m*) multiplet, plus
their conjugate fields (lp}})i in (m). Fortunately, both ways of representing these fermions

give exactly the same contribution to the net gauge anomaly:

Y1, € (m) contribute AA™" = +A(m),

255
Yp € (m*) contribute AA™ = —A(m*) = +A(m). (255)

With all of these rules in mind, let’s consider a specific example: the Grand Unified
Theory with the SU(5) gauge group. All the fermions of this theory are usually described in
terms of the LH Weyl fields ¢;, and their Hermitian conjugates 1/12, without any RH Weyl
fields ¢r or their conjugates ’(/}E Physically, the v, account for the LH quarks and leptons
as well as LH antiquarks and antileptons, while the 1/12 account for the RH antiquarks and

antileptons as well as RH quarks and leptons.

From the SU(5) point of view, all the fermions of the Standard Model belong to a

reducible multiplet

(Mm)net = 3% (10+5), (256)

where 5 is the antifundamental multiplet of SU(5) while 10 is the antisymmetric tensor

multiplet. By the above rules of anomaly counting,
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hence

A = 3 x (A(10) + A(B)) = 3x (+1—1) = 0. (258)

Thus, the SU(5) Grand Unified theory is anomaly free and is a perfectly good quantum field

theory. Too bad its phenomenology has been ruled out experimentally.

Now let’s turn our attention from the simple gauge groups to the product groups. In

particular, consider the Standard Model with G = SU(3)c x SU(2)w x U(1)y.

For a product group, we can no longer reduce all the gauge anomaly to a single number
Aret: instead, we need to consider separate A%C coefficients with different numbers of the 3
adjoint indices a, b, ¢ belonging to specific factors of the gauge group. For a 3-factor group
like the Standard Model, there are 10 different ways to allocate the 3 indices to different
group factors, and we must make sure that the A%¢ anomaly coefficients cancel for all these

10 allocations.

Fortunately, some allocations of the a,b, ¢ indices to different factors lead to automat-
ically vanishing .A%¢. For example, suppose one of the indices — say a — belongs to the
SU(3)¢ while the other two indices b and ¢ belong to the electroweak factors SU(2)y xU(1)y .
In this case, for any multiplet (m) of the combined gauge group G, the t* generator acts on
the color index of the multiplet members (assuming they do have non-trivial colors) while

the ¥ and ¢ generators act on the other indices, whatever they might be. Thus,

) (12, 1) = Hreatonsof () (1) X trg%ké%)indices( {£.4)) = 0 x 2grotherindiees(ghey _ g

(259)
because in all multiplets of the SU(3) group all the generators £% are represented by traceless
matrices, thus treoes(t®) = 0. Consequently, the trace (259) vanish for each and every

complete multiplet of the Standard Model’s gauge group, and therefore
A% — 0 when aeSU@3)c but bedSUB)c. (260)

Likewise, in all multiplets of the SU(2) group, all the generators are represented by the
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traceless matrices, so a similar argument tells us that

A% — 0 when aeSUQ2)w but bedSUQ2)w. (261)

Beyond the standard model, the same argument applies to all product gauge groups
G:G1XG2X~-~ (262)

where at least some of the G; groups are non-abelian. For any multiplet of a simple non-
abelian group Gj, all matrices representing the G; generators in that multiplet are traceless,

hence for a € G; while b, ¢ € G;, for any complete multiplet of the whole product group G,
taltindices (F*{t", £°}) = 116, indices (%) X 2 tTotherindices (1) = 0 x whatever = 0 (263)

because tr(t*) = 0. Therefore,
A% — (0 whenever a € (some non-abelian G;) but b, ¢ ¢& (same G;). (264)

Corollary: When all of the gauge group factors G; are non-abelian, A%¢ = 0 unless all 3
indices a, b, ¢ belong to the same simple non-abelian factor. Moreover, if that factor is not

an SU(N) with N > 3 we would also get an automatic A% = 0; otherwise
A% — qoe[SU(N)] x A" [WRT to that SU(N)factor]. (265)

Thus, to make sure all the anomalies cancel out, all we need to check are the net anomaly
indices WRT to all the SU(N > 3) factors of G: If all such indices happen to vanish, then

the whole theory is anomaly free.

Now let’s go back to the Standard Model with G = SU(3)¢ x SU(2)y x U(1)y. Since
one of the gauge group factors is abelian, checking for anomaly cancellation A%° = 0 is a bit
more complicated: Besides checking the anomalies for a, b, ¢ indices belonging to the same
factor — nonabelian or abelian — we should also check them for two indices belonging to
the same nonabelian factor while the third index belongs to the U(1). Altogether, we need
to check the A€ for 5 types of a, b, ¢ indices:
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(1) All 3 indices a, b, c € SU(3).

(2) All 3 indices a, b, c € SU(2).

(3) Two indices a,b € SU(3) but ¢ € U(1).
(4) Two indices a,b € SU(2) but ¢ € U(1).
(5) All 3 indices a =b=c € U(1).

For all other types of index combinations, the anomaly trivially vanishes and we do not need

to check it.

Actually, type (2) is also trivial because the SU(2) gauge group by itself is automatically

anomaly free — it has no cubic Casimir, and therefore in any multiplet of SU(2)
Va,b,c € SU2): tr(t*{t",1°}) = 0. (266)

Consequently,

A% — 0 when a,b,ce SU(2). (267)

Type (1) is not so trivial, but simple enough. Although the SU(3)¢ factor is not inherently
anomaly free, it happens to be vector-like when we focus on this factor by itself and disregard
the electroweak SU(2) x U(1). That is, all the fermions of the Standard Model are either
leptons — which are neutral WRT to the SU(3)¢ or — Dirac quarks for which both LH and
RH Weyl component belong to the similar SU(3)¢ triplets. Consequently, QCD by itself is

free from the gauge anomaly, thus
A% — 0 when a,b,ce SU(3). (268)

Moreover, in any extension of the Standard Model in which all colored particles get masses
— or could get masses without breaking the SU(3)¢ symmetry — the QCD viewed by itself

would be vector-like and therefore free from the gauge anomaly.

Next, type (3) of t%,t® being SU(3)¢ generators while ¢ is the U(1) generator Y. Clearly,

the leptons do not contribute to the traces involving the SU(3)¢ generators, while the quarks
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contribute

trquarks({taatb}y) = 2trcolors(tatb) X trfavors = 2 X %5(11) X tI'ﬂauvors()/) (269)

(where the second equality follows from quarks being color-triplets, hence trg(t%t?) = %5“1’),

and therefore

A =5t | N v - > v (270)

LH quark RH quark
flavors flavors

In the Standard Model, each family has 2 LH quark flavors (in a doublet of SU(2)y) with
hypercharge Y = —1—% and 2 RH quark flavors with hypercharges ¥ = +% and Y = —%.

Thus,

+1
Z Y = 3farnilies X2X — = +17

LH quark 6

flavors
ZY—3~><+—2+_—1 = +1 o

— Ofamilies 3 3 - )
RH quark
flavors
and this cancels all the case (3) anomalies,
for a,be SU3) and t°=Y, A% = 0. (272)

More generally, the same results obtains in all extensions of the Standard Model where
the electroweak symmetry SU(2)y x U(1)y is Higgsed down to the electromagnetic U(1)
where the unbroken electric charge (in units of ) is Q = t3[SU(2)]+Y . Since the t generator
of the SU(2) is traceless, this means

vy =) @ vy =Y @ (273)

LH quark LH quark RH quark RH quark
flavors flavors flavors flavors

and in any model where all quark flavors are massive — or could get mass without breaking
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the electromagnetic U(1) symmetry — the electric charge ) must be vector-like, hence

Yrv-Yo-Yao- ¥ ()

LH quark LH quark RH quark RH quark
flavors flavors flavors flavors

and therefore vanishing case (3) anomalies,

for a,be SU3) and t°=Y, A% = 0 (275)

Unlike the anomaly types (1), (2), and (3) — which cancel automatically for vector-like
SU(3)c x U(1)gm, — the remaining anomaly types (4) and (5) cancel only when the electric

charges of all quarks and leptons add up to zero,

Z Qel = 3colors X Z Qel + Z Qel = 0. (276)

quarks, quark lepton
leptons flavors species

Fortunately, this is indeed the case in real life:

2 1
3x<3x%+3x?>+<3x—1+3x0>:0. (277)

Indeed, let’s check type (4): a,b € SU(2)y while t =Y. Since all the RH quark and

leptons are SU(2) singlets, we immediately have
trppwr ({t% ¢°}Y) = 0. (278)
As to the LH quarks and leptons, they all belong to the SU(2) doublets, hence
A = trpgwr ({t%1°1Y) = 2tr2(t"t") X trim doublets(Y) = 0% Xt 1 doublets (Y- (279)

So the type (4) anomaly cancels if and only if the hypercharges of all the LH quark and
lepton doublets add up to zero. And in real life, they do: all the LH quarks have ¥ = —1—%
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while the LH leptons have Y = —%, and there are 3 X 3.g10rs = 9 quark doublets and 3 lepton
doublets, thus

tTLHdoublets(Y) = 9X — + 3x — = 0. (280)

In terms of the electric charges,

trLH doublets(Y) = 3 trawr(Y)
= Ltroawr(Qa) — 3 trawr(£[SU2)w])

(281)
= stroawr(Qa) — 0 {{ because t3[SU(2)] is traceless )

= %trDirac fermions (@el) {( because Qg is vector-like )).

Thus, the type (4) anomalies cancel out if and only if the electric charges of the quarks and

leptons are related to each other such that

> Qa =0 (282)

quarks,
leptons

which is exactly the condition (276).

Finally, consider the type (5) anomaly
AYYY = 2trLHWF<Y3) — QtI‘RHWF<Y3). (283)

Let’s re-express this anomaly in terms of particles’ electric charges. All the LH quarks and
leptons belong to SU(2)y doublets, so for any such doublet of hypercharge Y = y, the two

LH particles have electric charges
Qu =Y + £[SUQ2)] = Y £ 1. (284)

But the electric charge is non-chiral, so for any charged LH fermion there is a RH fermion
with the same electric charge; and since the RH quarks and leptons are SU(2)y singlets,

their hypercharges must be equal to their electric charges Y = y & % Altogether, we have
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2 LH Weyl fermions of hypercharge y and 2 RH Weyl fermions of hypercharges y + %, and
between these 4 Weyl fermions
ren(Y?) — tra(Y?) = 2" — (y+3)° - (v—3)° = —3u. (285)

The net AYYY anomaly obtains as a sum of such contributions (285) from all such sets of 2

LH and 2 RH Weyl fermions.” Thus,

A =3 Yy = =3 Qa. (286)

LH doublets quarks,

leptons

AYYY

Similar to the type (4) anomalies, the cancels out only when the electric charges of

all the quarks and all the leptons add up to zero.

Conclusions

Let me conclude these notes with a few general statements about anomalies of both

gauge and global symmetries. In 4D, all such anomalies are proportional to the
A% = trpwe (10, 1)) — trrmwre (090, 1)) - (287)

For the anomalies of global symmetry ¢® is its generator while ¢, ¢¢ are generators of the
gauge group, while for the anomalies of gauge symmetry all 3 t%, % t¢ are gauge group

generators. A point of terminology:

e Anomalies of global symmetries are called abelian anomalies because only an abelian
factor of the net global symmetry can suffer from such anomaly. For example, in
QCD with Ny massless flavors, only the abelian U(1)4 factor of the global U(Ny)r, x
U(Ny)r chiral symmetry is anomalous, while the remaining SU(Ny)r x SU(Ny)gr X
U(1)y factors are anomaly-free. For another example, consider the Standard-Model-

like theory without the Yukawa couplings (and hence having exactly massless quarks

* For simplicity, I assume the RH neutrinos exist, so I count the leptons of each family as 2 LHWF and
2 RHWF. But since the RH neutrinos have Y = 0, it does not matter if they exist or not as their
contribution to eq. (285) and hence the net AYYY anomaly would be nil.
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and leptons). Classically, this theory has a [U(3)]° global family symmetry which
mixes Weyl fermions of similar gauge quantum numbers with each other. Some of
the abelian U(1) factors of this symmetry — for example the lepton number and the
baryon number — suffer from the SU(2)y anomaly, but all of the SU(3) factors are

anomaly free.

To see why this should be true in a general case, suppose the net global symmetry of
some gauge theory has a simple non-abelian factor H, and let t* be a generator of this
H. Then for any complete multiplet (m) of H, tr(,,(t") = 0. Consequently, for any
complete multiplet of the combined gauge x global symmetry and any two generators
tb, t¢ of the gauge group,

(0, 1¢)) = B0 (19) x 2 rENE (1%4¢) = 0 x whatever = 0. (288)

indices indices

Applying this formula to the complete sets of the LH and RH Weyl fermions of the
theory, we immediately obtain A%¢ = 0. Thus, all the non-abelian simple factors of

the global symmetry group are always anomaly free.

e On the other hand, anomalies of the gauge symmetries themselves are called nonabelian

anomalies, even when the gauge theory happens to be abelian.

Finally, a couple of very useful rules for calculating anomaly coefficients A%¢ and check-
ing for the anomaly cancellation. Let G be the relevant symmetry group — the gauge group
for a nonabelian anomaly or the gauge x global group for the abelian anomaly. Lemma:

for any complete multiplet (m) of G and any 3 G generators t* t° t¢,

() (E{0, 1) = — trg ({0, ). (289)
In particular, if the multiplet (m) happens to be real or pseudo-real,

V(m) = (m*): trgy (t“{tb,tc}) = 0. (290)

Physically, this Lemma immediately tells us that for the purpose of calculating a G anomaly

A o multiplet (m) of LH Weyl fermions @Z)ZL 15 equivalent to a complex-conjugate multiplet

69



(m*) of RH Weyl fermions ¢, = (¢%)1. Indeed, either multiplet contributes
AA™E = ot (B9t 1) = — tr (e (9420, 1°). (291)

Moreover, the Lemma (289) leads to the following Theorem: the massive fermions — or
the fermions which can be given mass terms without breaking the relevant symmetry G —
cancel out from the anomalies. Instead, the A% come solely from the fermions which cannot

be given any G-invariant masses.

To prove this theorem, let’s treat all the fermions of the theory as a reducible multiplet

of LH Weyl fermions. In matrix notations, the fermionic Lagrangian has general form
Ly = o' Dy, — SploaMy, — Iloahy; (292)

for some complex symmetric mass matrix M. By assumption, the mass terms are invariant
under all the relevant symmetries of the theory, which restricts the non-zero matrix elements

M;; # 0 to the following Dirac and Majorana masses:

e A Dirac mass term M;; # 0 connects LH Weyl fermions Q/JZL in some complex multiplet
(m) to zp% in a complex-conjugate multiplet (m*) and vice verse. By the lemma (289),

the net contribution of the two multiplets (m) + (m*) to the anomaly cancels out,
AA®e =0,

e A Majorana mass term M;; # 0 connects two LH Weyl fermions ¢} and 1/1% in the

same real multiplet (m) = (m*). By the lemma (290), such real multiplets do not

contribute to the anomaly, A A% = (.

Altogether, the massive fermions — or any fermions which can be given Dirac or Majorana
masses without breaking the relevant symmetries — cancel out from all the anomalies,
Apassive A%%¢ = 0. Instead, the entire anomaly comes from the massless fermions which can

be given G-invariant masses,

A = A (293)

massless *

Thanks to this Theorem, the gauge anomaly cancellation in the Standard Model would
not be affected by any additional superheavy fermions we have not yet discovered experimen-

tally. Indeed, suppose there are some superheavy fermions with non-trivial SU(3) x SU(2) x

70



U(1) quantum numbers. In light of the LHC unsuccessful searches for such particles, their
masses should be larger than about 2 TeV for colored particles and 200 GeV for particles

without colors. Now consider 3 possible origins for such large masses:

1. Yukawa couplings to the Standard Model’s Higgs VEV. In this case, the Yukawa cou-
plings should be rather large, and they would affect the precision electroweak measure-
ments at LEP, Fermilab, and LHC. Since no such effects were observed experimentally,

we may rule out this scenario.

2. Bare mass terms in the Standard Model’s Lagrangian. In this case, the mass terms
must be invariant under SM gauge symmetry, so by the Theorem, the contribution of

all such massive fermions to the Standard Model’s anomalies A% cancel out.

3. At very high energies there is a bigger gauge symmetry then the SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1),
but at some energy scale My > 100 GeV it’s Higgsed down to the SU(3) x SU(2) x
U(1). The Higgs VEV involved in this process may have Yukawa couplings to some
fermions, and that would give them O(Mp) masses. In this scenario, the masses of the
heavy fermions would be invariant under the un-broken SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) gauge
symmetry group, so by the Theorem, the contributions of these heavy fermions to the

SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) anomalies would cancel out,
Apeavy A = 0 for a,b,c € SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1). (294)

Note: for t%,t% ¢ belonging to the Higgsed down symmetry generators outside the
Standard Model, the anomaly contribution from the heavy fermions might not cancel
out. But that would be a problem for our attempt at the BSM model building, not
for the Standard Model itself.

A similar argument applies to the abelian anomalies of the Standard Model’s global
symmetries such as lepton or baryon numbers. For any superheavy BSM fermions whose
masses do not break either the SM gauge symmetries or the global symmetries in question,
their contributions to the abelian anomalies in question would cancel out. For example, as

long as the superheavy fermions’ masses do not break baryon or lepton numbers, they would
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not affects the anomalous violation of these numbers by
AB = AL = 3 x Index|Fgy))- (295)

Note: this rule does not apply to the sterile neutrinos Ni 2 3 involved in the see-saw mecha-

nism because their large Majorana masses break the lepton number symmetry.

This concludes my notes on the anomalies. If I have any time left in this class to discuss
other anomaly-related issues, I shall use another set of notes and/or rather the document

camera.
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