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Abstract

We discuss quantum scale invariance in (scale invariant) gauge theories with both
ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) divergences. Firstly, their BRST invariance is checked
in two apparently unrelated approaches using a scale invariant regularisation (SIR). These
approaches are then shown to be equivalent. Secondly, for the Abelian case we discuss
both UV and IR quantum corrections present in such theories. We present the Feynman
rules in a form suitable for offshell Green functions calculations, together with their one-
loop renormalisation. This information is then used for the muon production cross section
at one-loop in a quantum scale invariant theory. Such a theory contains not only new
UV poles but also IR poles. While the UV poles bring new quantum corrections (in the
form of counterterms), finite or divergent, that we compute, it is shown that the IR poles
do not bring new physics. The IR quantum corrections, both finite and divergent, cancel
out similarly to the way the IR poles themselves cancel in the traditional approach to IR
divergences (in the cross section, after summing over virtual and real corrections). Hence,
the evanescent interactions induced by the scale-invariant analytical continuation of the
SIR scheme do not affect IR physics, as illustrated at one-loop for the muon production
(e+e− → µ+µ−) cross section.
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1 Introduction

In this work we study quantum scale invariance and its implications for scale invariant gauge
theories. An example is the Standard Model with a vanishing Higgs mass [1]. Consider such
a theory in four dimensions; its quantum corrections are usually divergent in the ultraviolet
(UV) and possibly in the infrared (IR) as well. To make the theory well defined, a regulari-
sation is needed and this introduces a dimensionful parameter i.e. a mass scale, regardless of
the regularisation (dimensional regularisation (DR), cutoff scheme, etc). Then the original
theory in d = 4 that was classically scale invariant has this symmetry broken explicitly by
the regularisation, e.g. by the analytical continuation to d dimensions in the DR scheme,
because the DR subtraction scale µ breaks the classical scale symmetry.

This explicit (anomalous) breaking of scale invariance can be avoided by a manifestly scale
invariant regularisation (SIR), see [2–13], leading to a quantum scale invariant theory. One
motivation to study such a symmetry is that it can naturally preserve a classical hierarchy of
scales generated by field vev’s [3] (for an example see [6]). More generally, in gauge theories of
scale invariance that include Einstein gravity [14] quantum scale symmetry becomes necessary.

In the SIR scheme an additional scalar field σ is introduced by the analytical continuation1

to enforce the classical scale symmetry in d=4− 2ǫ dimensions. Here σ is the Goldstone of
(global) scale symmetry and will generate the subtraction scale: the “usual” DR subtraction
scale is replaced by a dilaton dependent function µ ∼ z σ (z is a dimensionless parameter)
that enforces manifest scale invariance in d dimensions at classical and quantum level. When
σ acquires a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value (vev) 〈σ〉, the usual subtraction scale
µ0 ∼ 〈σ〉 is generated via spontaneous breaking of scale symmetry. Due to this there is no
anomalous scale symmetry breaking anymore [2, 4, 6, 7].2 While the analytical continuation
to d dimensions preserves scale invariance, note that the spectrum may then differ from that
of the initial d = 4 theory by the additional (dynamical) field σ.

The above procedure has strong implications at the quantum level. After quantum cor-
rections are computed in d dimensions, scale invariant counterterms are identified and renor-
malisation is performed. After doing so, the limit d→ 4 is taken. Some quantum corrections
depend on the dilaton and these are solely due to quantum scale invariance. Eventually,
the theory can now be expanded about the (large) vev of the dilaton 〈σ〉 which represents
the scale of “new physics” (above which scale invariance is restored). For a large dilaton
vev, these corrections are actually expected to vanish. In this way one has a quantum scale
invariant theory that also recovers the “usual” quantum corrected theory (regularised by
“standard” DR) in the decoupling limit of the dilaton i.e. at large 〈σ〉. The two theories
have, however, different UV spectrum, UV symmetry and UV behaviour.

Since the Lagrangian in d = 4 − 2ǫ dimensions now depends on µǫ(σ), where µ(σ) is a
mass dimension-one function of σ, by expanding in powers of ǫ one obtains new “evanescent”
polynomial interactions proportional to powers of ǫ. Then there are new, scale invariant
quantum corrections that emerge from evanescent interactions ∝ ǫn hitting a pole 1/ǫm arising
from loop integrals, in the cases when n≤m. If n = m, new finite quantum corrections (which
hence have the form of finite counterterms) are generated, whereas if n < m, new poles are
generated leading to new scale invariant counterterms and quantum corrections, suppressed
by powers of σ. Such calculations were already performed at one-loop [3–8], two-loop [9,10],
and even three-loop level [11, 12] (for a review see [13]).

1unless σ is already present in the classical theory in d = 4 as a flat direction in the scalar sector.
2Nevertheless, the couplings still run with momentum [15], information captured by dimensionless z.
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Quantum scale invariance was studied in the past especially in the scalar sector, whereas
gauge theories were less studied except in [4,6,8] and this motivated this work. In particular,
one aspect that was overlooked is the BRST invariance of these theories following their
analytical continuation to d=4 − 2ǫ in a manifestly scale invariant way. Secondly, the scale
invariant analytical continuation for gauge theories can be performed in two different ways,
apparently unrelated, which are not known to be equivalent. We show that both approaches
lead to the same d dimensional, BRST invariant Lagrangian and are thus equivalent.

The third and strongest motivation of this study is related to the fact that (scale invariant)
gauge theories have not only UV but also IR divergences which were not yet discussed in
the context of quantum scale invariance. The SIR scheme based on the DR scheme can
actually handle the IR divergences as well. A question is whether quantum scale invariance
leads to new physical effects related to IR divergences. We show that, while the UV poles
bring new quantum corrections due to quantum scale invariance, the IR poles do not bring
any new physics. The new infrared quantum corrections, be they finite or divergent, cancel
out, similar to the way the IR poles themselves cancel in the traditional approach to IR
divergences (at the level of cross sections after summing over virtual and real corrections).
Thus, “evanescent” interactions from the SIR do not impact IR physics. This cancellation is
a strong consistency check for quantum scale invariant gauge theories. We illustrate this in
detail with a one-loop calculation of the cross section of muon production, e− e+ → µ− µ+;
this is evaluated and analysed in the framework of quantum electrodynamics extended by
the dilaton which enforces quantum scale invariance.

The plan of the paper is as follows: Section 2 discusses the BRST invariance in SIR
schemes for general gauge theories. Since gauge theories also have IR poles, we study these
in an Abelian gauge theory, derive Feynman rules (Appendix A) and its renormalisation
(Appendix B). This information is then used in Section 3 that presents the muon production
cross section and the effect of UV and IR corrections, with technical details in Appendix C
and D. Our conclusions are presented in the last section.

2 Quantum scale invariance in gauge theories

We check the BRST invariance in general gauge theories in two apparently unrelated ap-
proaches in SIR schemes and show the equivalence of their results. Further, gauge theories
have not only UV poles, but also IR ones, the study of which is restricted to the Abelian case,
in the SIR scheme. We thus consider an Abelian case (quantum electrodynamics extended
by the dilaton), for which we give the Feynman diagrams and one loop renormalisation in a
manifestly scale invariant form suitable for computer implementation.

2.1 Non-Abelian theories and BRST

Consider the Lagrangian of a scale invariant SU(N) gauge theory in d = 4 given by

L = Lcl + LGF + LGhost (1)

Lcl =− 1

4
F aµν F

a,µν + i ψi
(
δij /∂ − i g /G

a
T aij

)
ψj (2)

LGF = −Ba ∂µGaµ +
ξ

2
BaBa (3)
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LGhost = ∂µcaDac
µ c

c (4)

where Ba, ca and ca are Nakanishi-Lautrup fields, ghosts and anti-ghosts, respectively.
Apparently, there are two different ways to implement a scale invariant regularisation:

(a) Analytical continuation to d = 4− 2ǫ by rescaling the gauge fields

First, rescale the gauge fields in d = 4 by a factor of the gauge coupling,

Gaµ −→ Ĝaµ = g Gaµ. (5)

Since the gauge parameter βa also needs to be rescaled, the ghost ca is analogously rescaled,
as βa(x) = θ ca(x), for some Grassmann number θ. Further, it is convenient to rescale the
anti-ghost ca as well in order to obtain a ghost term similar to (4). Thus,

ca −→ ĉa = g ca, ca −→ ĉ
a
=

1

g
ca. (6)

This leads to

L =− 1

4 g2
F̂ aµν F̂

a,µν + i ψ /̂D ψ − 1

g
Ba ∂µĜaµ +

ξ

2
BaBa + ∂µĉ

a
D̂ac
µ ĉ

c, (7)

where the rescaled field strength tensor and covariant derivative do not explicitly depend on
the gauge coupling,

F̂ aµν = ∂µĜ
a
ν − ∂νĜ

a
µ + fabc Ĝbµ Ĝ

c
ν (8)

D̂µ ψi =
(
δij∂µ − i Ĝaµ T

a
ij

)
ψj (9)

D̂ac
µ ĉ

c =
(
δac ∂µ + fabc Ĝbµ

)
ĉc. (10)

Lagrangian (7) can now be analytically continued to d = 4− 2ǫ in a scale invariant way.
This is achieved by the addition of a dynamical scalar field σ to the spectrum of the initial
classical theory in d = 4, playing the role of a dilaton. When σ acquires a vev, the subtraction
scale is generated dynamically. Hence, the analytical continuation to d dimensions modifies
the spectrum of the initial classical theory in d = 4 by an extra degree of freedom, but scale
invariance is maintained in d dimensions (and at the quantum level). This is the “cost” of
implementing quantum scale invariance. The Lagrangian becomes

L(d) =− 1

4 g2
µ−2ǫ(σ) F̂ aµν F̂

a,µν + i ψ /̂D ψ +
1

2
(∂µσ) (∂

µσ)

− 1

g
µ−ǫ(σ)Ba ∂µĜaµ +

ξ

2
BaBa + ∂µĉ

a
D̂ac
µ ĉ

c.

(11)

The mass dimensions of the fields and couplings are

[Ĝaµ] = 1, [ψ] =
3

2
− ǫ, [σ] = 1− ǫ, [g] = 0,

[ĉa] = 0, [ĉ
a
] = 2− 2ǫ, [Ba] = 2− ǫ, [ξ] = 0

(12)
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and [β̂a] = 0, [θ] = 0. Further, integrating out Ba in (11), then

L(d) =− 1

4 g2
µ−2ǫ(σ) F̂ aµν F̂

a,µν + i ψ /̂D ψ +
1

2
(∂µσ) (∂

µσ)

− 1

2 ξ g2
µ−2ǫ(σ)

(
∂µĜaµ

)2
+ ∂µĉ

a
D̂ac
µ ĉ

c.

(13)

In general, the BRST transformations are given by

ψi 7−→ ψi + δψi, Gaµ 7−→ Gaµ + δGaµ, ca 7−→ ca + δca,

ψi 7−→ ψi + δψi, Ba 7−→ Ba + δBa, ca 7−→ ca + δca, σ 7−→ σ,
(14)

where σ transforms trivially under BRST symmetry. One finds the following d dimensional
BRST transformations:

δψi = θQψi = i θ ĉa T aij ψj,

δψi = θQψi = −i θ ĉa ψj T aji

δĜaµ = θQĜaµ = θD̂ac
µ ĉ

c = θ ∂µĉ
a + θ fabc Ĝbµ ĉ

c

δĉa = θQĉa = −1

2
θ fabc ĉb ĉc

δĉ
a
= θQĉa = −θ

g
µ−ǫ(σ)Ba = − θ

ξ g2
µ−2ǫ(σ) ∂µĜaµ

δBa = θQBa = 0,

(15)

where the first three transformations are given by the infinitesimal gauge transformations, as
usual, using β̂a(x) = θ ĉa(x).

It is straightforward to show that the BRST operator Q that generates the BRST trans-
formations in (15) is nilpotent as it should be, i.e. Q2 = 0. Furthermore, the d dimensional
Lagrangian (11) is indeed BRST invariant, i.e. invariant under transformations (15), which
can be shown by direct calculation.

Although a detailed all-orders investigation is beyond the scope of the present work, let
us briefly comment on the role of the BRST invariance in the case of renormalization of the
considered gauge theories, which are non-renormalizable due to quantum scale invariance.
We expect BRST invariance to be crucial for the consistency of the quantized theory, just as
in ordinary gauge theories, which are strictly renormalizable and thus involve only a finite
number of operators in the Lagrangian.

At higher orders, we expect that BRST invariance will control the structure of possible
UV divergences, and required counterterms are expected to be BRST invariant as well, even
if there will be infinitely-many of these. To understand this, note that the situation is similar
to the general analysis in the review [26], although our particular case with a quantum scale
symmetry is not covered in this reference. However, note that in our theory the dilaton
transforms trivially under BRST transformations, i.e. behaves like a BRST singlet; quantum
scale invariance imposes additional constrains on the theory and on the structure of its UV-
counterterms. In the broken phase of quantum scale symmetry and the decoupling limit of
the dilaton i.e. 〈σ〉 → ∞, the higher dimensional operators vanish (since they are suppressed
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by the vev of the dilaton) and one recovers a renormalizable theory where traditional results
and BRST constraints of gauge theories apply. These constraints extend however to the sym-
metric phase of the theory since the quantum scale symmetry is broken only spontaneously.
Ultimately, we expect an all-orders Slavnov-Taylor identity to hold, establishing physical
properties such as unitarity and gauge-parameter independence of the physical S-matrix, cf.
[27,28]. The unitarity of the physical S-matrix was also verified [29] in more general theories
where scale symmetry is gauged (e.g. [14]) and quantum scale invariance is thus automatic.

(b) A different approach to d = 4− 2ǫ

There is a second approach to a scale invariant regularisation of gauge theories that is some-
what “geometrical”. First, by analytical continuation to d dimensions, the covariant deriva-
tive changes

Dµ −→ D̃µ = ∂µ − i g µǫ(σ)Gaµ T
a. (16)

The field strength, regarded as the curvature tensor of the internal coordinates, is then

F̃µν = F̃ aµν T
a =

i

g µǫ(σ)

[
D̃µ, D̃ν

]
. (17)

Evaluating the commutator leads to

F̃ aµν = ∂µG
a
ν − ∂νG

a
µ + g µǫ(σ) fabcGbµG

c
ν + ǫ µ−1(σ)

∂µ

∂σ

(
∂µσG

a
ν − ∂νσG

a
µ

)
, (18)

so F̃ has received an evanescent correction (∝ ǫ). The Lagrangian L(d)
cl in d = 4− 2ǫ is then

L(d)
cl =− 1

4
F̃ aµν F̃

a,µν + i ψi
(
δij /∂ − i g µǫ(σ) /G

a
T aij

)
ψj +

1

2
(∂µσ) (∂

µσ) . (19)

Similarly, the combination µǫ(σ)Gaµ is the one which determines the gauge fixing and ghost
Lagrangian as well as the BRST transformations.3 The gauge fixing and ghost Lagrangian
is

L(d)
GF + L(d)

Ghost = Q
[
−ca

(
ξ

2
Ba − ∂µGaµ − ǫ µ−1(σ)

∂µ

∂σ
∂µσGaµ

)]

=
ξ

2
BaBa −Ba ∂µGaµ + ∂µca D̃ac

µ c
c

− ǫ µ−1(σ)
∂µ

∂σ
∂µσ

[
BaGaµ + ca D̃ac

µ c
c − ∂µc

a ca
]

− ǫ2 µ−2(σ)

(
∂µ

∂σ

)2

∂µσ ∂µσ c
aca,

(20)

where

D̃ac
µ = δac ∂µ + g µǫ(σ) fabcGbµ. (21)

3The BRST transformations also involve the combination µǫ(σ) ca in an essential way, see later, eq. (23).
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It can be seen that the gauge fixing and the ghost Lagrangian also acquire purely evanescent
corrections (∝ ǫ), analogously to the kinetic term of the gauge field, eq.(18). Consequently,
the d dimensional Lagrangian of the considered SU(N) gauge theory is given by

L(d) = L(d)
cl + L(d)

GF + L(d)
Ghost. (22)

The d dimensional BRST transformations in this approach are found to be:

δψi = θQψi = i θ g µǫ(σ) ca T aij ψj

δψi = θQψi = −i θ g µǫ(σ) ca ψj T aji

δGaµ = θQGaµ = θ D̃ac
µ c

c + ǫ θ µ−1(σ)
∂µ

∂σ
∂µσ c

a

= θ ∂µc
a + θ g µǫ(σ) fabcGbµ c

c + ǫ θ µ−1(σ)
∂µ

∂σ
∂µσ c

a

δca = θQca = −1

2
θ g µǫ(σ) fabc cb cc

δca = θQca = −θ Ba

δBa = θQBa = 0,

(23)

where the first three BRST transformations in (23) are again given by the gauge transforma-
tion, as usual, using βa(x) = θ ca(x). The new, evanescent correction to the gauge field BRST
transformation δGaµ has its origin in the dilaton dependent function µ(σ). In particular, this
correction originates from ∂µU , with U = exp(igµǫ(σ)βaT a), in the derivation of δGaµ. Again,
the BRST operator Q, generating the BRST transformations in (23), is nilpotent, Q2 = 0.
Moreover, while the gauge fixing and ghost Lagrangian may be written as a Q-exact term,

as in (20), the BRST invariance of L(d)
cl in (19) can again be shown by explicit calculation.

Thus, L(d) in (22) is BRST invariant under (23).
The mass dimensions of the fields and parameters in (22) are

[Gaµ] = 1− ǫ, [ψ] =
3

2
− ǫ, [σ] = 1− ǫ, [g] = 0,

[ca] = −ǫ, [ca] = 2− ǫ, [Ba] = 2− ǫ, [ξ] = 0
(24)

and [βa] = −ǫ, [θ] = 0. Compared to the previous approach, eq.(12), notice the different
dimensions of ghost/anti-ghost, gauge field and β̂a.

2.2 Equivalence of the two approaches

The two approaches of (a) and (b) and their corresponding Lagrangians, eqs.(11) and (22),
must be equivalent. To see this, start with (11), then the gauge coupling g and the subtraction
function µǫ(σ) can be factored out from the fields Ĝaµ, ĉ

a and ĉ
a
leading to Lagrangian (22).

Conversely, starting from eq. (22), g and µǫ(σ) can be absorbed into Gaµ, c
a and ca. Then,

additional terms coming from commuting derivatives and the subtraction function must be
taken into account by subtracting them, leading to eq. (11). Moreover, the same equivalence
holds true for the BRST transformations in (15) and (23).

For practical calculations, Lagrangian (11) takes a more convenient form than (22) as it
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avoids the evanescent corrections to the gauge kinetic term and to the gauge fixing and ghost
Lagrangians, eqs. (18) and (20), respectively.

Further, in approach (a), after the theory was analytically continued to d = 4−2ǫ a second
field redefinition can be applied where the dimensionless gauge coupling g is “extracted” from
the gauge field by replacing4

Ĝaµ = g µǫ(σ)Gaµ = g G
a
µ. (25)

The mass dimension of the gauge field remains [G
a
µ] = 1. However, the d dimensional La-

grangian in case (a) then looks more similar to (1) w.r.t. the gauge couplings, which is useful
in the presence of mixing between the gauge fields as in the SM.

2.3 Abelian theories: QED + dilaton

In (scale invariant) gauge theories, one encounters not only UV but also IR poles which
remains true in our SIR scheme. We consider here the simpler case of Abelian gauge theories5

to illustrate how both UV and IR poles are handled in this scheme in applications (Section 3).
Consider then quantum electrodynamics in d = 4 − 2ǫ dimensions, analytically continued
in a scale invariant way. This means the action is “upgraded” to include the additional
dilaton field, as already discussed. In this Abelian case, the Faddeev-Popov ghosts completely
decouple and are not shown. Using approach (a) discussed earlier, the Lagrangian becomes6

L(d) =− 1

4
µ−2ǫ(σ)Fµν F

µν + i ψf
(
/∂ − i eQf /A

)
ψf +

1

2
(∂µσ) (∂

µσ)

− yf µ
ǫ(σ)σ ψf ψf −

1

2 ξ
µ−2ǫ(σ) (∂µAµ)

2 ,
(26)

The Lagrangian is scale invariant in d dimensions. Since scale invariance is broken sponta-
neously, this does not affect the ultraviolet behaviour of the theory. In principle, one can
work either in the symmetric phase or in the spontaneously broken phase obtained by an
expansion about the vev of the dilaton but keeping all terms in such an expansion. Then the
counterterms and thus the quantum corrections are not affected.

For practical purposes and for Feynman diagrams derivation, L(d) is expanded first in
powers of ǫ with every order in ǫ (and loop order) being manifestly scale invariant. Sub-
sequently, one can express the dilaton in terms of its fluctuations about its non-zero vev
〈σ〉 ≡ w, σ = w +D and expand in powers of η = D/w [11]; scale invariance is maintained

by including all terms of this second expansion. Accordingly, for the function µ(σ) = z σ
1

1−ǫ

in L(d) one has

µkǫ(σ) = µkǫ0

[
1 + ǫk

(
η − 1

2
η2 +

1

3
η3 − 1

4
η4 +O

(
η5
))

+ ǫ2k
(
η − 1− k

2
η2 +

2− 3k

6
η3 − 6− 11k

24
η4 +O

(
η5
))

+O
(
ǫ3
)]
,

(27)

4In the next section we use approach (a) in terms of G
a

µ but the “overbar” is not displayed, for simplicity.
5The case of IR divergences in non-Abelian case is significantly more difficult.
6Note that we include an additional tree-level dilaton Yukawa interaction term. This term is gauge and

scale invariant, but it was not considered in the discussion above in Section 2.1. Furthermore, one can in
principle also have a λσ4-coupling, which is, however, not considered here.
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for integer k. With this, the Lagrangian becomes7

L(d) =− 1

4
µ−2ǫ
0 Fµν F

µν + i ψf
(
/∂ − i eQf /A

)
ψf +

1

2
(∂µD) (∂µD)

− µǫ0 yf wψf ψf − µǫ0

[
1 + ǫ+ ǫ2 +O

(
ǫ3
) ]
yf Dψf ψf

− 1

2 ξ
µ−2ǫ
0 (∂µAµ)

2 − µǫ0

[
ǫ (1 + 2ǫ) +O

(
ǫ3
) ] yf

2w
D

2 ψf ψf

+ µǫ0

[
ǫ (1 + ǫ) +O

(
ǫ3
) ] yf

6w2
D

3 ψf ψf

+ µ−2ǫ
0

[
ǫ (1 + ǫ) +O

(
ǫ3
) ] D

w

[
1

2
Fµν F

µν +
1

ξ
(∂µAµ)

2

]
+ · · ·

(28)

While every loop order (encoded in powers of ǫ) keeps manifest scale invariance, any trun-
cation of the subsequent expansion in powers of η breaks this symmetry. Nevertheless, the
Lagrangian as shown in (28) is useful for deriving the Feynman rules that formally keep all
terms in the expansion about w. These are presented in Appendix A and used in Section 3.

For completeness, the renormalisation of (26) at one-loop using (28) is shown in Ap-
pendix B. Notice that, unlike in previous literature, σ undergoes a wavefunction renormali-
sation already at one-loop, due to Yukawa interactions.

3 Application: muon production at one-loop

In this section we use the formalism of the previous section for the Abelian case and discuss the
effect of both UV and IR poles in the SIR scheme. We illustrate this for the muon production
at one-loop level based on Lagrangian (26), for 3 fermion flavours, i.e. f ∈ {e−, µ−, τ−},
Nf = 3 and Qf = −1.8

3.1 General considerations

The scattering process e− e+ → µ− µ+ is computed in the MS-scheme and Feynman gauge
ξ = 1. We work in the approximation m2

f ≪ s, where s is the center-of-mass energy, i.e.

the fermions are essentially massless.9 This approximation displays a more interesting IR-
divergence structure than the massive case as it contains not only a simple pole but also a
second order pole in ǫIR. Hence, this leads to both new finite and also new divergent quantum
corrections induced by evanescent interactions; the latter emerge when a term ∼ ǫ “meets”
a second order pole in ǫIR.

For simplicity, only the one-loop muon vertex corrections contributing to the above scat-
tering process are considered, and thus only final state real emission needs to be taken into
account in order to cancel the IR-divergences at the level of cross sections. Despite this
simplification, the result admits nonetheless the same general structure as the full one-loop
result, meaning that it contains a simple and a second order pole in ǫIR as well as new fi-
nite and divergent quantum corrections, see below. Consequently, for the present conceptual

7Note that the counterterm Lagrangian (see Appendix B) must be expanded accordingly.
8In principle, the corrections that we find can be used to set bounds on the scale of “new physics” represented

by 〈σ〉, provided one considered a full scale invariant SM (see [6,10] for the Lagrangian and Veff).
9Practically, this scenario is realised by setting mf = 0 in the free Lagrangian, i.e. in (A-1), but keeping

yf and w non-zero in the interaction Lagrangian, i.e. in (A-2) and (A-3), despite mf = µǫ
0 yf w.
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study, it is sufficient to restrict oneself to one-loop muon vertex corrections. All necessary
Feynman diagrams, contributing to virtual and real muon corrections up to the one-loop
level, are found in Appendix C.

3.2 The cross section at one-loop

The scattering amplitude and the cross section were calculated in the above set up by using
standard methods and Mathematica [16]. In particular, all Feynman diagrams have been
generated using FeynArts [17], with FeynArts model files generated by FeynRules [18, 19].
The generated Feynman diagrams and their amplitudes have been computed using FeynCalc

[20–22] and Package-X [23], connected to FeynCalc using FeynHelpers [24].
The results for the considered one-loop contributions to the cross section as well as for

the 2 → 3 cross sections have the general structure

σk = σ
1/ǫ2

IR

k + σ
1/ǫIR
k +∆IR σ

1/ǫIR
k + σfink +∆UV σ

fin
k +∆IR σ

fin
k +O (ǫ) , (29)

where ∆UV and ∆IR denote new quantum corrections arising from evanescent interactions
cancelling UV- and IR-divergences10, respectively.

The tree-level cross section (in four dimensions) is

σtree (ee→ µµ) =
e4

12π s
+
y2e y

2
µ

16π s
. (30)

The one-loop contribution to the cross section, containing only muon vertex corrections, is
given in (D-2) to (D-7) in the MS-scheme and having used decomposition (29).

The tree-level cross sections of muon production with real photon and real dilaton emis-
sion, i.e. for e− e+ → µ− µ+ γ and e− e+ → µ− µ+D, respectively, arranged as in (29), are
provided in Appendix D as well.

The total cross section, considering virtual and real corrections only to the muon vertex,
has a form given in (D-20). The corresponding one-loop contribution to this total cross
section, in the MS-scheme may be written as

σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) = σoldtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) + ∆UV σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) (31)

with the “standard”11 one-loop contribution

σoldtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) =
1

512π3 s

(
8 e6 − 4 e4 y2µ + 34 e2 y2e y

2
µ − 17 y2e y

4
µ

)

− 1

256π3 s

[
6 e2 y2e y

2
µ − 3 y2e y

4
µ

]
log

(
s

µ20

) (32)

and the new, finite quantum correction that emerged from UV-divergences

∆UV σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) = − 1

128π3 s
y2e y

2
µ

(
y2e + 4 y2µ + y2τ

)
. (33)

with s being the center-of-mass energy. Thus, the considered one-loop contribution to cross

10The IR-divergences are regularised dimensionally, not with a small mass as IR regulator.
11This is the usual result found without imposing scale invariance at quantum level (QED with dilaton

Yukawa couplings but employing DR instead of SIR).
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section (31), that contains virtual and real corrections, is UV- and IR-finite, as expected.
Therefore, the IR poles do cancel in the SIR scheme. We can summarise the main results of
this section as follows:

(i) The one-loop contribution (31) contains the regular contribution (32) that would also
be obtained in the usual massless QED with an additional scalar field coupling to the
fermions, and an additional contribution (33) which is a new quantum correction (from
the UV sector) due to evanescent interactions.

(ii) The one-loop contribution (31) to the cross section of e− e+ → µ− µ+ scattering is
IR-finite after summing over the contributing final state real emissions. Thus, all IR-
divergences, even the new ones, cf. (D-4), emerging as a result of evanescent interactions
(due to quantum scale invariance), cancel after summing over the virtual and real
corrections to the cross section. This is an important consistency check of theories with
quantum scale invariance.

(iii) All new, finite quantum corrections to the cross section, arising from evanescent in-
teractions (∝ ǫn) that cancel IR poles, see (D-7), cancel as well. Therefore, quantum
corrections due to the UV poles given in eq.(D-6), are the only new finite contributions
to the cross section that remain, as shown in (33). The essential reason for this can-
cellation is that the standard IR poles cancel between real and virtual diagrams of the
same orders in all coupling constants. The new IR quantum corrections then arise from
the same evanescent interactions ∝ ǫn in both real and virtual contributions hitting
1/ǫm IR poles; hence they cancel simultaneously with the IR poles.

Results (ii) and (iii) are the main results of this section.

(iv) The remaining new, finite quantum correction to the cross section ∆UV σtotal,1Lµ, given
in (33), is an effect from the Yukawa sector. Hence, the gauge sector does not give rise
to new quantum corrections at one-loop, but these are expected at the two-loop level.

(v) Note that the new quantum correction (33) is suppressed by Yukawa couplings to power
6, i.e. it is suppressed by w6, where w is the dilaton vev (using yf = mf/w).

(vi) Since µ0 = µ(〈σ〉) ≡ µ(w) = z w
1

1−ǫ and supposing that the vev of the Dilaton 〈σ〉 ≡ w
scales in the same way as

√
s, it can be seen that the tree-level cross section (30) and

the 1-loop contribution (31) scale as ∼ 1/s, as expected on dimensional arguments for
the cross section.

4 Conclusions

We studied scale invariance at the quantum level in (scale invariant) gauge theories that have
both UV and IR divergences. The interest in quantum (global) scale invariant theories is that
they can naturally preserve an initial, classical hierarchy of scales generated by fields vev’s;
this hierarchy could be arranged e.g. by one initial classical fine tuning of dimensionless
coupling constants. More generally, quantum scale symmetry becomes necessary in gauge
theories of scale invariance that include Einstein gravity. Quantum scale invariance is achieved
by implementing a scale invariant regularisation and renormalisation, in which the traditional
subtraction scale is generated (dynamically) by the vev of the dilaton, the Goldstone of the

10



(global) scale symmetry. The vev of this field can be regarded, in a sense, as the scale of “new
physics”. In the limit of a large dilaton vev, when this field decouples, the quantum scale
invariant theory recovers the traditional quantum theory obtained without respecting scale
invariance at the quantum level (anomalous breaking). Above this scale, however, the two
quantum theories can differ in their UV completion, UV spectrum and quantum symmetry.

We first checked the BRST invariance of quantum scale invariant theories. This can
be done in two apparently different formulations of scale invariant regularisations (SIR); we
showed that the two approaches are equivalent and that the BRST symmetry is maintained.

Further, gauge theories have not only UV poles but also IR ones and one should check
their fate in quantum scale invariant theories using the SIR scheme. We illustrated their
analysis in an Abelian gauge theory (quantum electrodynamics extended by a dilaton field).
While the UV poles do bring new quantum corrections (counterterms), finite or divergent,
beyond those of the “traditional” approach, and which we computed, it was shown that the
IR poles do not bring any new physics. The infrared quantum corrections, both finite and

divergent, cancel out similar to the way the IR poles themselves cancel in the traditional
approach. The cancellation is at the cross section level, after summing over the virtual and
real corrections. Therefore, the “evanescent” interactions due to analytical continuation to d
dimensions (SIR approach) do not affect the IR physics. This was illustrated for the muon
production cross section e− e+ → µ− µ+ for the aforementioned Abelian theory. This result
is a strong consistency check of quantum scale invariance in gauge theories.

11



Appendix

A Feynman Rules

The Feynman rules for Lagrangian (28) are shown below, for the propagators:

vertices:

and evanescent vertices:
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B Renormalisation of the Abelian case

The quantum scale invariant Abelian case (QED + dilaton) of (26) is renormalised as follows

L −→ L(d)
0 = L(d)

ren + L(d)
ct

A −→ A0 =
√
ZAA

ψf −→ ψf,0 =
√
Zψf

ψf

σ −→ σ0 =
√
Zσ σ

e −→ e0 = µǫ
(√

Zσ σ
)
Ze e

yf −→ yf,0 = µǫ
(√

Zσ σ
)
Zyf yf

λ −→ λ0 = µ2ǫ
(√

Zσ σ
)
Zλ λ

ξ −→ ξ0 = Zξ ξ

(B-1)

where Zξ = ZA due to the Ward identity. Despite setting λ ≡ 0 at tree-level, as done in Eq.
(26), the associated counterterm δλ must be taken into account for the complete one-loop
renormalisation of the considered model.12

The one-loop counterterms13 of (26) in the MS-scheme are generated by the poles below

δZψf
= − 1

16π2

[
e2 +

yf
2

] 1
ǫ
, δZyf =

1

16π2

[
3

2
y2f +

∑

l

y2l − 3 e2

]
1

ǫ
,

δZA = − 1

16π2
4Nf e

2

3

1

ǫ
, δZe = −1

2
δZA =

1

16π2
2Nf e

2

3

1

ǫ
,

δZσ = − 1

16π2
2
∑

l

y2l
1

ǫ
, δλ = − 1

16π2
24

∑

l

y4l
1

ǫ
,

(B-2)

where f, l ∈ {e−, µ−, τ−}.
Note the non-vanishing wave function renormalisation δZσ. In contrast to the two-scalar

model, discussed in [5, 7, 9, 10, 13, 25], where the scalar field wave function renormalisation
vanishes at the one-loop level, here the renormalisation of σ in µ(σ) needs to be taken into
account as it can give rise to new finite quantum corrections of the form ǫ δZσ .

14 Indeed, such
a correction contributes to the new finite quantum correction of the one-loop cross section
given in (33). In particular,

∆UV σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) = − 3

128π3 s
y2e y

4
µ + σYuktree (ee→ µµ) ǫ δZσ

= − 3

128π3 s
y2e y

4
µ +

y2e y
2
µ

16πs
ǫ δZσ

= − 1

128π3 s
y2e y

2
µ

(
y2e + 4 y2µ + y2τ

)
,

(B-3)

with σYuktree (ee → µµ) = y2e y
2
µ/(16πs) being the tree-level contribution of the Yukawa sector.

12Note that δλ does not contribute to the one-loop muon production considered in Section 3.
13These counterterms are scale invariant.
14This is seen after expanding the Lagrangian w.r.t. ǫ, w and ~ for a given loop order.
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C Feynman diagrams for muon production

In the theory considered in (28), there are two Feynman diagrams contributing to the scat-
tering process e− e+ −→ µ− µ+ at tree-level:

At the one-loop level, there are ten Feynman diagrams containing a one-loop muon vertex
correction, four of them with a photon mediator as illustrated in (C-2)

and the other six with a dilaton mediator as shown below in (C-3)

14



For the scattering process e− e+ −→ µ− µ+ γ there are six tree-level Feynman diagrams of
which three are photon mediated as in (C-4)

and the remaining three are dilaton mediated, as illustrated in (C-5)

Additionally, for the scattering process e− e+ −→ µ− µ+D there are six tree-level Feynman
diagrams. Three of them are photon mediated as shown in (C-6)

whereas the remaining three of them are dilaton mediated, shown below in (C-7)
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D Muon production: cross sections

In the following, explicit results for the cross section of muon production are provided at the
one-loop level including virtual and real corrections to the muon vertex only.

(i) Tree-level:

The tree-level cross section, in 4 dimensions, is provided by

σtree (ee→ µµ) =
e4

12π s
+
y2e y

2
µ

16π s
(D-1)

(ii) 1-loop:

Using (29), the 1-loop cross section for e− e+ −→ µ− µ+, containing only 1-loop muon vertex
corrections, in the MS-scheme, is the sum of the following contributions

σ
1/ǫ2

IR

1L,µ (ee→ µµ) = − µ2ǫ0
192π3 s

(
4 e6 + 3 e2 y2e y

2
µ

) 1

ǫ2IR
(D-2)

σ
1/ǫIR
1L,µ (ee→ µµ) =− µ2ǫ0

2304π3 s

[
104 e6 − 12 e4 y2µ + 126 e2 y2e y

2
µ − 9 y2e y

4
µ

− 24
(
4 e6 + 3 e2 y2e y

2
µ

)
log

(
s

µ20

)]
1

ǫIR

(D-3)

∆IR σ
1/ǫIR
1L,µ (ee→ µµ) =− µ2ǫ0

16π3 s
e2 y2e y

2
µ

1

ǫIR
(D-4)
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σfin1L,µ (ee→ µµ) =
µ2ǫ0

3456π3 s

[(
60π2 − 464

)
e6 + 30 e4 y2µ

+ 9
(
5π2 − 48

)
e2 y2e y

2
µ − 27 y2e y

4
µ

]

+
µ2ǫ0

2304π3 s

[
208 e6 − 24 e4 y2µ + 198 e2 y2e y

2
µ + 9 y2e y

4
µ

]
log

(
s

µ20

)

− µ2ǫ0
96π3 s

[
4 e6 + 3 e2 y2e y

2
µ

]
log2

(
s

µ20

)

(D-5)

∆UV σ
fin
1L,µ (ee→ µµ) =− µ2ǫ0

128π3 s
y2e y

2
µ

(
y2e + 4 y2µ + y2τ

)
(D-6)

∆IR σ
fin
1L,µ (ee→ µµ) =

µ2ǫ0
384π3 s

[
4 e4 y2µ − 84 e2 y2e y

2
µ + 9 y2e y

4
µ

]

+
µ2ǫ0
8π3 s

e2 y2e y
2
µ log

(
s

µ20

)
− 5µ2ǫ0

32π3 s
e2 y2e y

2
µ

(D-7)

(iii) Real photon emission:

The contributions to the tree-level cross section for e− e+ −→ µ− µ+ γ, arranged as in (29),
are

σ
1/ǫ2

IR

tree (ee→ µµγ) =
µ2ǫ0

192π3 s

(
4 e6 + 3 e2 y2e y

2
µ

) 1

ǫ2IR
(D-8)

σ
1/ǫIR
tree (ee→ µµγ) =

µ2ǫ0
1152π3 s

[
52 e6 + 63 e2 y2e y

2
µ

− 12
(
4 e6 + 3 e2 y2e y

2
µ

)
log

(
s

µ20

)]
1

ǫIR

(D-9)

∆IR σ
1/ǫIR
tree (ee→ µµγ) =

µ2ǫ0
16π3 s

e2 y2e y
2
µ

1

ǫIR
(D-10)

σfintree (ee→ µµγ) =− µ2ǫ0
6912π3 s

[
4
(
30π2 − 259

)
e6 + 9

(
10π2 − 147

)
e2 y2e y

2
µ

]

− µ2ǫ0
576π3 s

[
52 e6 + 63 e2 y2e y

2
µ

]
log

(
s

µ20

)

+
µ2ǫ0

96π3 s

[
4 e6 + 3 e2 y2e y

2
µ

]
log2

(
s

µ20

)
(D-11)

∆UV σ
fin
tree (ee→ µµγ) = 0 (D-12)

∆IR σ
fin
tree (ee→ µµγ) =

7µ2ǫ0
32π3 s

e2 y2e y
2
µ −

µ2ǫ0
8π3 s

e2 y2e y
2
µ log

(
s

µ20

)

+
5µ2ǫ0
32π3 s

e2 y2e y
2
µ

(D-13)
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(iv) Real dilaton emission:

Similarly, the tree-level cross section for e− e+ −→ µ− µ+D is the sum of the following terms

σ
1/ǫ2

IR

tree (ee→ µµD) = 0 (D-14)

σ
1/ǫIR
tree (ee→ µµD) = − µ2ǫ0

768π3 s

(
4 e4 y2µ + 3 y2e y

4
µ

) 1

ǫIR
(D-15)

∆IR σ
1/ǫIR
tree (ee→ µµD) = 0 (D-16)

σfintree (ee→ µµD) =− µ2ǫ0
4608π3 s

(
76 e4 y2µ + 117 y2e y

4
µ

)

+
µ2ǫ0

384π3 s

[
4 e4 y2µ + 3 y2e y

4
µ

]
log

(
s

µ20

) (D-17)

∆UV σ
fin
tree (ee→ µµD) = 0 (D-18)

∆IR σ
fin
tree (ee→ µµD) = − µ2ǫ0

384π3 s

(
4 e4 y2µ + 9 y2e y

4
µ

)
(D-19)

(v) Total cross section:

Finally, the total cross section, considering only virtual and real corrections to the muon
vertex, is given by

σtotal,µ (ee→ µµ) = σtree (ee→ µµ) + σ1L,µ (ee→ µµ)

+ σtree (ee→ µµγ) + σtree (ee→ µµD) +O
(
α4
i

)

= σtree (ee→ µµ) + σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) +O
(
α4
i

)
(D-20)

where αi are the fine structure constants for e and yi. The full tree-level cross section is to
be found in (D-1), whereas the considered one-loop contribution in the MS-scheme and in 4
dimensions is given by

σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) = σoldtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) + ∆UV σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) (D-21)

with the “standard” one-loop contribution

σoldtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) =
1

512π3 s

(
8 e6 − 4 e4 y2µ + 34 e2 y2e y

2
µ − 17 y2e y

4
µ

)

− 1

256π3 s

[
6 e2 y2e y

2
µ − 3 y2e y

4
µ

]
log

(
s

µ20

) (D-22)

and the new finite quantum correction that emerged from UV-divergences, quoted in eq.(33)

∆UV σtotal,1Lµ (ee→ µµ) = − 1

128π3 s
y2e y

2
µ

(
y2e + 4 y2µ + y2τ

)
. (D-23)
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