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Abstract

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon (AMM), aµ = (gµ − 2)/2, presently stands
among the most important probes for physics beyond the Standard Model. This thesis
investigates contributions to aµ arising from extended scalar and fermion sectors introduced
by the Two-Higgs-doublet model and couplings between the distinct lepton generations. We
present a compact review of the Standard Model prediction, highlighting the role of QED in the
computation of loop contributions to the AMM and then derive general one-loop correction
formulae, involving scalars and fermions, relevant for the model studied. Using analytic
expressions and numerical scans of the parameter space, we compare model predictions to
the measurement of aµ and to experimentally found constraints in the parameter space. The
results identify regions where scalar-mediated contributions can reduce the tension between
theory and experiment. Overall, the work clarifies how simple scalar and fermion extensions
can (partially) address the muon g − 2 discrepancy and maps the most promising targets for
experimental scrutiny in the near future.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is declared to be one of the most remarkable
achievements of modern science. Developed throughout the second half of the 20th century, it
successfully unified the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions in a consistent quantum
field theory and provides an appropriate description of the observed quarks, leptons and gauge
bosons. The prediction and successful experimental discovery of the charm quark, the W
and Z bosons, the gluon and the Higgs boson prove the comprehensive correctness of the SM.
Despite these successes, the SM seems to be incomplete: it does not include gravity, it does
not offer a suitable candidate for dark matter and it does not explain the baryon asymmetry
of the universe. These conceptual and empirical shortcomings imply that the SM is likely
an effective theory valid up to some scale but motivate the search for physics beyond the
Standard Model (BSM) [1].
A particularly sensitive probe of physics BSM is the anomalous magnetic moment of the
muon (AMM), aµ = (gµ − 2)/2, which describes the discrepancy between the experimentally
measured value of the magnetic moment of the muon and the relativistically predicted value
gµ = 2. The latter results from the relativistic version of the Schrödinger equation, namely
the Dirac equation and was found by Paul Dirac in the first half of the 20th century. The
SM provides a powerful mathematical framework, called quantum electrodynamics, in which
quantum loop effects induce small corrections to the so called Landé-factor gµ = 2. The
first-order QED correction was computed 1949 by Julian Schwinger [2],

a(1),QED
µ = α

2π ,

and subsequent higher-order QED, electroweak and hadronic contributions have been computed
to obtain the total SM predicted value [3]

aSM
µ = 116591810(43) · 10−11.

The Muon g − 2 Collaboration has published the latest international world average for the
experimental value of g − 2 in June, 2025 [4]:

aexp
µ = 1165920715(145) · 1012

Therefore, the total discrepancy between theory and experiment reaches an all-time high of

∆aµ = aexp
µ − aSM

µ = (2.61 ± 0.15) · 10−9

The exceptional precision of both theoretical calculations and experimental measurements
makes aµ the most important hint for physics BSM.

The aim of this thesis is to investigate whether scalar extensions of the SM can account for
the observed anomaly in aµ. Concretely, we derive and evaluate one-loop contributions to the
muon electromagnetic vertex arising from internal charged scalars and fermions and apply
these results to the Two-Higgs-Doublet Model (2HDM). We study representative Yukawa
textures and scan the dependence of the scalar-induced contribution on masses and couplings,
identifying parameter regions capable of producing corrections to aµ of the required magnitude
while respecting experimental constraints on these parameter spaces.
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The outline of the thesis is given as follows. Chapter 2 derives g = 2 from the Dirac equation
and reproduces Schwinger’s leading QED correction a = α/2π via an explicit one-loop
calculation. This chapter also fixes the form-factor conventions used throughout and does
thus provide the mathematical description of the AMM within the SM. Chapter 3 derives
general one-loop integrals for diagrams with an internal charged scalar and fermion coupled
to the electromagnetic field. The results are presented as Feynman-parameterized integrals
and compact analytic expressions suitable for numerical evaluation. Chapter 4 applies the
formulae from Chapter 3 to the 2HDM. After a brief model introduction we compute scalar
contributions to aµ for several Yukawa coupling textures and discuss how scalar masses and
coupling choices affect the sign and magnitude of the contribution. Finally, we summarize the
results and discuss implications for future experimental and theoretical work.

2



2 Description of the Magnetic Moment within
the Standard Model

The magnetic moment of a charged particle encapsulates its response to an external magnetic
field and serves as a window into both its internal structure and the underlying dynamics
dictated by quantum field theory. In non-relativistic electrodynamics, one can derive the
familiar relation between angular momentum and magnetic dipole moment by modeling a
point particle of charge q and mass m moving on a circular orbit of radius r. Identifying
the current I = q/T with the orbital period T = 2πr/v and the orbital angular momentum
L = m r × v, one finds

µorb = I A n̂ = q

2m L, (2.0.1)

where A = πr2 and n̂ is the unit vector normal to the orbital plane. This result is only valid for
a purely orbital angular momentum though. However, quantum mechanics introduces another
“intrinsic” angular momentum for particles, called spin. Paul Dirac firstly derived a relativistic
Lorentz invariant version of the Schrödinger equation that simultaneously described spin-
affected particles. This so-called Dirac equation shows that the contribution to the magnetic
moment of a particle by its spin is double the contribution by its orbital angular momentum.
In the following, it is first shown that the Pauli Equation is the non-relativistic limit of the
Dirac equation and second the so-called Landé-factor g = 2 is derived via the Dirac equation.

2.1 Non-relativistic limit of the Dirac Equation
The Schrödinger equation was one of the most powerful equations set up in the early 20th
century, giving quantum mechanics a tool to derive quantitative explanations for many
observations measured on quantum scales. Till date, the Schrödinger equation is taught
throughout the fundamental lectures on quantum theory. Analogously to the Hamilton
function in classical dynamics, the Hamilton operator Ĥ describes the evolution of a quantum
state Ψ in the following way:

ĤΨ = i
∂

∂t
Ψ =

( p̂2

2m + V̂ (x, t)
)

Ψ (2.1.1)

Unfortunately, the Schrödinger equation is not Lorentz invariant and thus not valid for rela-
tivistic velocities and energies, which occur in experiments exploring properties of elementary
particles. From this point forward, natural units are used, meaning ~ = c = 1. The following
considerations are based on [5] (p. 74ff., 100ff.)
It seems natural to begin with the relativistic Energy-momentum relation

E2 = m2 + p2 (2.1.2)

to derive a Lorentz invariant version of the Schrödinger equation. If we insert the operator
substitutions

E → i
∂

∂t
and p = −i∇ (2.1.3)

we obtain the Klein-Gordon-equation (KGE)(
�2 +m2

)
Ψ = 0, (2.1.4)
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2.1 Non-relativistic limit of the Dirac Equation

where the contravariant generalization of (2.1.3)

pµ = i∂µ with ∂µ =
(
∂

∂t
,−∇

)
(2.1.5)

was used to define the D’Alembert operator

�2 ≡ ∂µ∂
µ =

(
∂2

∂t2
− ∇2

)
. (2.1.6)

Although equation (2.1.4) satisfies Lorentz invariance, it still comes with two disadvantages
that can not be neglected. First, unlike the Schrödinger equation, the KGE contains second
order time derivatives, which implies the necessity of two initial conditions instead of one.
Second, the KGE only holds for spinless particles and thus cannot describe fermions with
spin-1

2 .

To solve the first problem, Paul Dirac achieved to develop a linearized version of the KGE via
the ansatz

Ĥ |ψ〉 = (α · p + βm) |ψ〉 , (2.1.7)

where α and β are unknown structures that are to satisfy the conditions

{αi, αj} = 2δij , {αi, β} = 0, β2 = 1 (2.1.8)

in order to fulfill relativistic Energy-momentum relation (2.1.2):

Ĥ2 |ψ〉 = (αipi + βm) (αjpj + βm) |ψ〉

=
(
α2

i︸︷︷︸
!=1

p2
i + (αiαj + αjαi︸ ︷︷ ︸

{αi,αj} !=0

) pipj + (αiβ + βαi︸ ︷︷ ︸
{αi,β} !=0

) pim+ β2︸︷︷︸
!=1

m2
)

|ψ〉 (2.1.9)

It turns out that the structures needed to fulfill the properties (2.1.8) are the Dirac-matrices

γ = (β, βα), (2.1.10)

for which will use the so-called Dirac representation

α =
(

0 σ
σ 0

)
and β =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, (2.1.11)

where σ represents the Pauli matrices

σ1 =
(

0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (2.1.12)

Since α and β are 4 × 4 matrices, |ψ〉 must be a four component vector, namely a Dirac
spinor, which can be expressed as a linear combination

|ψ〉 =
(
ψA

0

)
+
(

0
ψB

)
, where ψA =

(
ψ1
ψ2

)
and ψB =

(
ψ3
ψ4

)
. (2.1.13)

Multiplying the ansatz (2.1.7) with β from the left leads to

iβ
∂

∂t
|ψ〉 = (−iβα ∇ +m) |ψ〉 , (2.1.14)
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2.1 Non-relativistic limit of the Dirac Equation

from which we obtain the covariant Dirac equation in coordinate representation1

(iγµ∂µ −m) |ψ〉 ≡ (i/∂ −m) |ψ〉 = 0 (2.1.15)

or equivalently in momentum representation

(/p−m) |ψ〉 = 0. (2.1.16)

Now, that the structure and form of the Dirac equation for a free particle has been revealed, the
next step will be to consider the effect of the contravariant electromagnetic field Aµ = (Φ,A),
with the electric scalar potential Φ and the magnetic vector potential A. In the presence of
an EM field, the Hamiltonian becomes

ĤEM = α (p + eA) + βm− eΦ. (2.1.17)

which transforms the Dirac equation within the Dirac representation into

ĤEM |ψ〉 =
(

m− eΦ σ (p + eA)
σ (p + eA) −(m+ eΦ)

)(
ψA

ψB

)
= E |ψ〉 . (2.1.18)

Eq. (2.1.18) can be split up into a set consisting of two coupled two-component equations:∣∣∣∣∣(E −m+ eΦ)ψA = σ (p + eA)ψB

(E +m+ eΦ)ψB = σ (p + eA)ψA

∣∣∣∣∣ (I)
(II) (2.1.19)

Multiplying (II) with (E +m+ eΦ)−1σ (p + eA) and inserting it into (I) yields(
σ (p + eA)

)2
E +m+ eΦ ψA = (E −m+ eΦ)ψA (2.1.20)

In the non-relativistic limit we can approximate E ≈ m and m � eΦ, which we can use to
simplify (2.1.20) to

(E −m+ eΦ)ψA ≈ 1
2m

(
σ (p + eA︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡ p′

)
)2
ψA (2.1.21)

To obtain the non-relativistic Schrödinger equation, we need to simplify the right hand side of
(2.1.21). This is done by recalling that the Pauli matrices anticommute{

σi, σj
}

= 2δij (2.1.22)

and that the product of two Pauli matrices satisfies

σiσj = δij + iεijkσk. (2.1.23)

Hence, we can rewrite (2.1.21) as

1
2m(σip′

i)2 ψA
(2.1.22)=
(2.1.23)

1
2m

(
p′2

i +σ1σ2(p′
1p

′
2−p′

2p
′
1)+σ2σ3(p′

2p
′
3−p′

3p
′
2)+σ3σ1(p′

3p
′
1−p′

1p
′
3)
)
ψA.

(2.1.24)
Plugging in p′ and using (2.1.23) leads to

1
2m(σip′

i)2 ψA
(2.1.23)= 1

2m
{
p′2

i + i
[
σ3
(
(i∂1 + eA1)(i∂2 + eA2) − (i∂2 + eA2)(i∂1 + eA1)

)
+σ1

(
(i∂2 + eA2)(i∂3 + eA3) − (i∂3 + eA3)(i∂2 + eA2)

)
1 The Dirac adjoint of this equation is given as

〈
ψ̄
∣∣(/p+m) = 0.
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2.1 Non-relativistic limit of the Dirac Equation

+σ2
(
(i∂3 + eA3)(i∂1 + eA1) − (i∂1 + eA1)(i∂3 + eA3)

)]}
ψA

= 1
2m

{
p′2

i − e
[
σ3
(
∂1A2 +A1∂2 − ∂2A1 −A2∂1

)
+σ1

(
∂2A3 +A2∂3 − ∂3A2 −A3∂2

)
+σ2

(
∂3A1 +A3∂1 − ∂1A3 −A1∂3

)]}
ψA, (2.1.25)

where Schwarz’ theorem was used in the second step. Next, the product rule leads to

1
2m(σip′

i)2 = 1
2m

{
p′2

i − e
[
σ3
(
(∂1A2)ψA +�����

A2(∂1ψA) +�����
A1(∂2ψA) − (∂2A1)ψA

−�����
A1(∂2ψA) −�����

A2(∂1ψA)
)

+ σ1
(
(∂2A3)ψA

+�����
A3(∂2ψA) +�����

A2(∂3ψA) − (∂3A2)ψA −�����
A2(∂3ψA)

−�����
A3(∂2ψA)

)
+ σ2

(
(∂3A1)ψA +�����

A1(∂3ψA) +����A3∂1ψA

− (∂1A3)ψA −�����
A3(∂1ψA) −�����

A1(∂3ψA)
)]}

= 1
2m

(
p′2 − e σk εijk∂iAj

)
ψA

=
( 1

2m(p + eA)2 + e

2m σ · B
)
ψA (2.1.26)

Comparing with eq. (2.1.21) and using the spin operator S to be S = σ/2 gives the well-known
Schrödinger equation for a spin-1

2 particle in an electromagnetic field

ĤEM
S ψA =

( 1
2m(p + eA)2 + 2 e

2m SB − eΦ
)
ψA. (2.1.27)

This also demonstrates that the Dirac equation predicts the Landé factor g to be exactly
double the value of the orbital angular momentum, as shown in eq. (2.0.1). Besides the
Lorentz invariance, this prediction is the most remarkable achievement of the Dirac equation.

However, the experimentally determined value for the magnetic moment of the muon
deviates from the Dirac-predicted value gµ = 2. It has turned out that there are underlying
processes occurring in quantum field theory that have to be confronted to explain this anomaly
in gµ. To quantify the deviation from the experiments, the so-called anomalous magnetic
moment aµ is introduced as

aµ = gµ − 2
2 . (2.1.28)

In QED, aµ is dealt with by considering loop-corrections which we will confront in section 2.3.
To prepare this, the next section explains what the general structure of the interaction of the
muon and an electromagnetic field looks like and how it can be described mathematically.
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2.2 Extraction of QED form factors

2.2 Extraction of QED form factors
The scattering process from which we will derive any deviations from gµ within the QED is
shown in Fig. 2.1.

q′

p1 p2

γ

µ− µ−

Figure 2.1: Scattering process contributing to aµ

The excitement of the electromagnetic field is represented by a photon which scatters an
incoming muon. In between those particles, the blob represents all possible corrections that
may lead to aµ.
The Lorentz-invariant amplitude M = εσMσ, where εσ denotes the polarization vector of
the incoming photon, is the matrix element that, once squared and summed over spins, gives
the physical cross section or decay rate. Thus, Mσ is an important quantity to determine.
It transforms like a Lorentz vector and can therefore be written as a linear combination of
all possible Lorentz vectors that can appear in the interaction, namely pσ

1 , p
σ
2 and the Dirac-

matrices γσ ([6], pp. 202-203). It is our choice to choose two orthogonal linear combinations,
P σ = pσ

1 + pσ
2 and q′σ = pσ

1 − pσ
2 , of the incoming momenta.2 Mσ can then be written as3

Mσ = ū(p2)
{
α1γ

σ + α2
2mP σ + α3

2mq′σ + α4γ
σγ5 + α5

2mq′σγ5 + i
α6
2mP σγ5}u(p1) (2.2.1)

For our calculation, only the first three terms are required, as QED is parity invariant.
Because of four-momentum conservation, q′ = p2 − p1 holds. The αi can only depend on
Lorentz-invariant scalars, i.e. dot products between the incoming and outgoing four-momenta
p1, p2, q′ and γ.
The following observations help to simplify any expressions that appear in interactions like
the one given in Fig. 2.1:

1. The incoming and outgoing muon is on its mass-shell, i.e.

p2
1 = p2

2 = E2 − p2
1/2 = m2

µ (2.2.2)

2. Dot products of the γ−matrices with the momenta pi and q′, denoted as /p1, /p2 and /q′,
can be rewritten using eq. (2.1.16) and its Dirac adjoint.

3. To perform step 2, it is often required to swap the appearing Lorentz vectors with γ5.
A.1 provides the necessary identities to do so.

With that being said, it becomes evident that the Lorentz-invariant scalars αi only depend
on particle-related parameters such like masses of any particles involved in the interaction
blob. The Ward identity q′

σMσ = 0 is used in the following to eliminate some of the terms in
(2.2.1).

2 Pσq′
σ = p2

1 − p2
2

(2.2.2)= 0.
3 The appearing γ5−matrix is introduced in A.1.
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2.2 Extraction of QED form factors

0 != q′
σMσ = q′

σ ū(p2)
{
α1γ

σ + α2
2mP σ + α3

2mq′σ + α4γ
σγ5 + α5

2mq′σγ5 + i
α6
2mP σγ5}u(p1)

= ū(p2)
{
�
��α1/q

′ +
��

���α2
2mP σq′

σ + α3
2mq′2 + α4/q

′γ5 + α5
2mq′2γ5 +

������
i
α6
2mP σq′

σγ
5}u(p1)

= ū(p2)
{
α3
2mq′2 +

(
2mα4 + α5

2mq′2
)
γ5
}
u(p1) (2.2.3)

In the second step, we used the Dirac equation (2.1.16) and the chosen orthogonality of P
and q′ to eliminate the first, second and last term. The equation is only true if the coefficients
fulfill

α3 = 0 and α5 = −4m2

q′2 α4. (2.2.4)

Plugging this into (2.2.1) gives

Mσ = ū(p2)
{
α1γ

σ + α2
2mP σ + α4

(
γσ − 2m

q′2 q
′σ
)
γ5 + i

α6
2mP σγ5

}
u(p1) (2.2.5)

We can now apply the Gordon decomposition (A.2.1) and its analogue for involved γ5−matrices
(A.2.7) to obtain our final result for the general structure of the amplitude Mσ

Mσ = ū(p2)
{

(α1 + α2) γσ − i
α2
2mσσνp−ν + α4

(
γσ − 2m

q′2 q
′σ
)
γ5 + i

α6
2m σσνq′

νγ
5
}
u(p1)

≡ −ie ū(p2)
{
γσFE(q′2) + i

2mFM (q′2)σσνp−ν + FA(q′2)
(
γσ − 2m

q′2 q
′σ
)
γ5+

+ i

2mFD(q′2)σσνp−ν

}
u(p1),

(2.2.6)

where we introduced the electric charge form factor FE(q′2), the magnetic form factor FM (q′2),
the anapole moment FA(q′2) and the electric dipole moment FD(q′2) as

FE(q′2) = i
e

(
α1(q′2) + α2(q′2)

)
FM (q′2) = − i

e α2(q′2)
FA(q′2) = i

e α4(q′2)
FD(q′2) = i

e α6(q′2)

(2.2.7)

At tree level the muon-photon vertex “blob” collapses to the bare QED vertex,

Mσ = − ie ū(p2) γσ u(p1) , (2.2.8)

which, when inserted into the low-energy magnetic interaction, produces the familiar Dirac
value gµ = 2. In the language of form factors this is equivalent to say that all form factors
vanish except the electric (or Dirac) form factor, which is fixed to FE(q′2 = 0) = 1. No
magnetic form factor appears at tree level, so FM (q′2 = 0) = 0.
As we will see in the following section, loop corrections in QED modify the vertex by generating
a term proportional to the Lorentz tensor σσνpν . When one takes the non-relativistic, static
limit q′2 → 0, this tensor structure reduces to the Pauli interaction e

2m σ ·B, which is exactly
the coupling of a magnetic dipole to an external magnetic field. The relativistic amplitude for
the interaction,

Mσ = −ieū
[
FE(q′2)γσ + FM (q′2) i

2mσ
σνp−ν

]
u, (2.2.9)
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2.3 One-Loop Contribution within Quantum Electrodynamics

must match the non-relativistic expression for a magnetic moment, µ = gµ, (e/2mµ),S, in the
low-energy limit. This implies that the total strength of the moment is governed by the form
factors at zero momentum transfer, yielding the definition:

gµ
e

2mµ
≡ [FE(0) + FM (0)] e

mµ
⇒ gµ = 2[FE(0) + FM (0)]. (2.2.10)

Since FE(0) = 1, any deviation of gµ from 2 is carried entirely by FM (0). With the definition
of the AMM (2.1.28) one immediately can identify

aµ = FM (0). (2.2.11)

In other words, the Pauli form factor at zero momentum transfer includes all loop-induced
corrections to the muon’s magnetic moment coupling and its value in the static limit is
precisely the anomalous magnetic moment.

2.3 One-Loop Contribution within Quantum Electrodynamics
The QED already achieves to predict the value of aµ with an outstanding precision. The
corrections of g = 2 are determined via the internal, virtual particle interactions, i.e. photon
loops which also appear in the calculation of the magnitude Mσ and thus in the several
form factors, as shown in Section 2.2. We will derive the first order loop correction of
aµ by extracting the magnetic form factor evaluated at q′ = 0 from the magnitude Mσ,
corresponding to the Feynman diagram 2.2.

q′

p1

k1 k2

p2

q

γ

µ− µ−

Figure 2.2: One-loop correction diagram in the QED

The scattering amplitude can be derived with the help of the Feynman rules, listed in appendix
A.3. For simplicity, the indices s indicating the spin of the particles and the corresponding
momenta p1 and p2 will be left out in the following.

Mσ =
∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū
s1(p2)

{
(i e γν)

(
i

/k2 +m

k2
2 −m2 + iε

)
(i e γσ)

(
i

/k1 +m

k2
1 −m2 + iε

)
(i e γµ)×

×
(

− i
gµν

q2 + iε

)}
us2(p1)

= e3
∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū

{
γν

(
/k2 +m

k2
2 −m2 + iε

)
γσ
(

/k1 +m

k2
1 −m2 + iε

)
γµ

(
gµν

(k1 − p1)2 + iε

)}
u

(A.1.2)= e3
∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū

{ −2/k1 γ
σ /k2 − 2m2 γσ + 4m

(
k1 + k2

)σ
(k2

1 −m2 + iε)(k2
2 −m2 + iε)((k1 − p1)2 + iε)

}
u

≡ e3
∫ d4q

(2π)4
Nσ

ABC
, (2.3.1)
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2.3 One-Loop Contribution within Quantum Electrodynamics

where we defined the denominator to be a product of

A = k2
1 −m2 + iε,

B = k2
2 −m2 + iε,

C = (k1 − p1)2 + iε. (2.3.2)

This integral can be evaluated using the Feynman method, shown in appendix A.4. We first
express the denominator with an integral over the Feynman parameters x, y and z:

1
ABC

= 2
∫

[0;1]3
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) 1

D3(x, y, z) , (2.3.3)

where we compute D to be of the form

D = xA+ yB + zC

=
(
(k1 − p1)2 + iε

)
z +

(
k2

2 −m2 + iε
)
y +

(
k2

1 −m2 + iε
)
x

(2.2.2)= (q2 + iε)z + (��p
2
2 + 2p2q + q2 −��m

2 + iε)y + (��p
2
1 + 2p1q + q2 −��m

2 + iε)x
= q2 (z + y + x)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=1

+iε (z + y + x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=1

+2(pσ
2y + pσ

1x)qσ

= (qσ + pσ
2y + pσ

1x)2 − (p2y + p1x)2 + iε. (2.3.4)

In step three, we used the fact, that the incoming and outgoing muon is on its mass shell
and step four simplifies the sum over the Feynman parameters to one which results from the
δ−distribution in (2.3.3). We introduce the shifted momentum `σ and ∆

`σ = qσ + pσ
2y + pσ

1x (2.3.5)
∆ = (pσ

2y + pσ
1x)2 (2.3.6)

to rewrite D as
D ≡ `2 − ∆ + iε. (2.3.7)

Using energy and momentum conservation we obtain that (p2 − p1) → 0 which shows that
p1p2 = m2 and that (2.3.6) can be rewritten in terms of

∆ = m2(x+ y)2. (2.3.8)

We can now deal with the numerator as follows:

Nσ = ū

{
−2(/p1 + /q) γσ (/p2 + /q)︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

− 2m2 γσ︸ ︷︷ ︸
(2)

+ 4m
(
pσ

1 + pσ
2 + 2qσ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

(3)

}
u (2.3.9)

The first term can be simplified by expanding the γ−matrices by the help of the relation
(A.1.2):

(1) = ū
{

− 2(p1 + q)µγ
µγσγν(p2 + q)ν

}
u

= ū
{

− 2(p1 + q)µ
[
2
(
gσνγµ − gµνγσ + gµσγν)− γνγσγµ](p2 + q)ν

}
u

= ū
{

− 4(/p1 + /q)(pσ
2 + qσ) + 4(p1 + q)ν(p2 + q)νγ

σ − 4(pσ
1 + qσ)(/p2 + /q)+

+ 2(/p2 + /q)γσ(/p1 + /q)
}
u (2.3.10)
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2.3 One-Loop Contribution within Quantum Electrodynamics

Applying the Dirac equation (2.1.16) and its Dirac adjoint yields

(1) = ū
{

−4m(pσ
1 + pσ

2 + 2qσ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(i)

+4(p1p2 + p1q + p2q + q2) γσ − 4/q(pσ
1 + pσ

2 + 2qσ)+

+ 2
(
m2γσ︸ ︷︷ ︸

(ii)

+m (γσ
/q + /q γ

σ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(A.1.1)

= 2gσνqν=2qσ

+/q γσ
/q
)}
u. (2.3.11)

Expanding and using (A.1.2) once more gives

/qγ
σ
/q = 2qσ

/q − q2γσ (2.3.12)

and thus

(1) = ū
{

(i) + 2(ii) + 4(p1p2 + p1q + p2q) γσ + 2q2γσ − 4/q(pσ
1 + pσ

2 ) − 4/qqσ
}
u. (2.3.13)

Inserting (2.3.13) into (2.3.9) gives the simplified numerator

Nσ = ū
{

2γσ(q2 + 2(p1p2 + p1q + p2q)
)

− 4/q(pσ
1 + pσ

2 + qσ) + 4mqσ
}
u, (2.3.14)

as (i) and 2(ii) cancel out with the second and third term in (2.3.9).
The next step is to insert the momentum shift (2.3.5), i.e.

q = `− (p2y + p1x) (2.3.15)

into the numerator, which gives

Nσ = ū

{
2γσ

[
`2 − 2`µ(p2µy + p1µx) + (pµ

2y + pµ
1x)2 + 2

(
p1p2 + (p1 + p2)µ(`µ − pµ

2y − pµ
1x)

)]
−

− 4
(
/̀− /p2y − /p1x

)(
pσ

1 + pσ
2 + `σ − pσ

2y − pσ
1x
)

+ 4m
(
`σ − pσ

2y − pσ
1x
)}
u.

The denominator in the integration (2.3.1) only depends on `2. Because of symmetry, every
term in the numerator being linear in ` does not contribute to the integral. Furthermore, it
can be shown that ([7], p. 191)∫ d4`

(2π)4 `
µ`ν =

∫ d4`

(2π)4
1
4g

µν`2. (2.3.16)

Thus, we can only regard the contributing part of Nσ and simplify it as follows:

Nσ
cont = ū

{
2γσ

[
`2 + (pµ

2y + pµ
1x)2 + 2 (p1p2 − (p1µ + p2µ)(pµ

2y + pµ
1x))

]
+

+ 4(/p2y + /p1x)(pσ
1 + pσ

2 − pσ
2y − pσ

1x) − 41
4gµ

σγµ`2︸ ︷︷ ︸
`2γσ

−4m(pσ
2y + pσ

1x)
}
u

(2.1.16)= ū
{[
`2 + 2 p2

2 y (y − 2) + 2 p2
1 x (x− 2) + 4 p1 p2 (xy + 2 (1 − y − x))

]
γσ+

+ 4m
[
(y + x) (p1 (1 − x) + p2 (1 − y))σ − (pσ

2y + pσ
1x)

]}
u

= ū
{ [
`2 + 2m2(y(y − 2) + x(x− 2)) + 4p1p2(xy + 2z)

]
γσ︸ ︷︷ ︸

γ̄σ

+

+ 4m
[
(x+ y)(pσ

1 + pσ
2 ) − (pσ

1x+ pσ
2y)(1 + x+ y)

]}
u.

(2.3.17)
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2.3 One-Loop Contribution within Quantum Electrodynamics

We can now express the momenta p1 and p2 in the following way

pσ
1 = 1

2 [(pσ
1 + pσ

2 ) + (pσ
1 − pσ

2 )] ≡ 1
2
(
pσ

+ + pσ
−
)

pσ
2 = 1

2 [(pσ
1 + pσ

2 ) − (pσ
1 − pσ

2 )] ≡ 1
2
(
pσ

+ − pσ
−
)
,

(2.3.18)

which we can use to rearrange Nσ
cont:

Nσ
cont = ū

[
γ̄σ + 4m (x+ y) pσ

+ − 4m (1 + x+ y)
[

x
2 (pσ

+ + pσ
−) + y

2 (pσ
+ − pσ

−)
]]
u

= ū
[
γ̄σ + 4m (x+ y)

[
1 − 1

2 (1 + x+ y)
]
pσ

+ − 2m (1 + x+ y) (x− y) pσ
−

]
u

= ū
[
γ̄σ + 2m (x+ y) (1 − x− y) pσ

+ − 2m (1 + x+ y) (x− y) pσ
−

]
u. (2.3.19)

Finally, we can apply the Gordon decomposition (A.2.1) and substitute

pσ
+ = 2mγσ − iσσνp−ν . (2.3.20)

As discussed in Section 2.2, only the term proportional to σσνp−ν contributes to the AMM.
Thus, every other term can be neglected and we are left with the AMM-contributing part of
the numerator Nσ

Nσ
AMM = ū

{
− 2m (x+ y) (x+ y − 1) iσσνp−ν

}
u. (2.3.21)

By inserting (2.3.21) into (2.3.1) and comparing the result with the general form of the
scattering amplitude (2.2.6), we obtain

e3
∫
Nσ

AMM
ABC

d4`

(2π)4
!= −ieū

{
i

1
2mσσνp−νFM (q′2)

}
u. (2.3.22)

By the help of the Feynman trick for the denominator (2.3.3), the form factor FM (q′) can be
read of as

FM (q′) = i4me2
∫ d4`

(2π)4

∫
[0;1]3

dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) −2m(x+ y)(x+ y − 1)
D3 , (2.3.23)

with D being given in (2.3.7). We can solve the integral over the momenta using the following
general formula ([7], p. 193):∫ d4`

(2π)4
1

(`2 − ∆)n
= (−1)n i

(4π)2
1

(n− 1)(n− 2)
1

∆n−2 . (2.3.24)

Our study makes use of the case n = 3, for which we obtain∫ ∞

0

d4`

(2π)4
1

(`2 − ∆ + iε)3
ε→0= − i

32π2
1
∆ (2.3.25)

Plugging this into (2.3.23) gives

FM (q′) = 8im2e2
∫ d4`

(2π)4

∫
[0;1]3

dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) (1 − z)z
D3

= 8e2m2

32π2

∫∫∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) z(z − 1)

∆
(2.3.8)= e2

4π2

∫∫∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) z

1 − z
, (2.3.26)
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2.3 One-Loop Contribution within Quantum Electrodynamics

where we considered q′ to be zero in the last step. To evaluate the δ−function over x to one,
x = 1 − y − z must be within [0; 1]. Therefore, we obtain

0 ≤ y + z ≤ 1
−z ≤ y ≤ 1 − z,

and since the initial integration range 0 ≤ y ≤ 1 must still be satisfied, the integration over y
is now restricted to [0; 1 − z]. Hence, we obtain

FM (0) = α

π

∫ 1−z

0
dy
∫ 1

0

z

1 − z
dz = α

π

∫ 1

0
zdz = α

2π , (2.3.27)

after substituting the fine structure constant α = e2/(4π).
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3 One-Loop Contributions from
Scalar-Fermion Interactions

The persistent discrepancy between the measured value of the muon’s AMM, aµ = (gµ − 2)/2,
and its SM prediction has become one of the clearest hints of physics BSM. In this chapter
we shall focus on a minimal class of BSM scenarios in which new scalar fields couple to muons
and additional fermions. Our goal is to show how these extra interactions enter the muon’s
electromagnetic vertex at one-loop order and to extract the magnetic form factor FM (q′2),
whose value at q′2 = 0 directly contributes to aµ, from the internal scalar and fermion lines.

Any new particle which couples to both the muon and the photon can generate an extra
contribution to the muon’s magnetic moment via loop interactions of the type shown in
Section 2.3. In particular, if we introduce a new neutral or charged scalar H together with a
fermion F , then the Yukawa-Lagrangian is given by [8]:

LYuk =
∑
F,H

µ−(cs + cpγ
5)FH +H∗F (c∗

s − c∗
pγ

5)µ−, (3.0.1)

where µ, F and H denote the corresponding vector- or scalar-like gauge fields and cs and cp

are the scalar and pseudoscalar coupling constants, respectively.
The Lagrangian can be used to extract the needed Feynman rules for the newly appearing
vertices for the charged scalar bosons:

With those rules set up, we are ready to turn to explicit one-loop integrals, evaluate them using
standard Feynman parameter techniques and derive analytical expressions for the new-physics
contribution to aµ.

14



3.1 Interaction of a charged fermion with the EM field

3.1 Interaction of a charged fermion with the EM field
The first topology considers the interaction of an internal charged fermion F with a photon of
the electromagnetic field, as shown in Fig. 3.1:

p1

k1

F

q′

k2

F

q

H

p2µ−

γ

µ−

Figure 3.1: Absorption of a photon via the internal Fermion Line

In the following, the contribution to the AMM aµ from interaction 3.1 is derived from the
corresponding invariant amplitude M = εσMσ. Using the Feynman rules, we derive

Mσ =
∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū(p2) i(cs + cpγ
5) i(/k2 +mF )
k2

2 −m2
F + iε

iqFγ
σ i(/k1 +mF )
k2

1 −mF + iε
i(c∗

s − c∗
pγ

5) ×

× i

q2 −m2
H + iε

u(p2)

= −qF

∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū
(cs + cpγ

5) (/k2 +mF ) γσ (/k1 +mF ) (c∗
s − c∗

pγ
5)

(k2
2 −m2

F + iε) (k2
1 −mF + iε) (q2 −m2

H + iε) u

≡ −qF

∫
Nσ

ABC

d4q

(2π)4 . (3.1.1)

The denominator can again be rewritten using the Feynman trick as follows:

1
ABC

= 2
∫∫∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) 1

(Ax+By + Cz)3

≡ 2
∫∫∫ 1

0
dxdy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) 1

D3

where D = (q2 −m2
H + iε)x+ (k2

2 −m2
F + iε) y + (k2

1 −mF + iε) z. (3.1.2)

Inserting four momentum conservation ki = q + pi and (A.4.2) yields

D = q2 + iε−m2
Hx+ p2

2y + p2
1z −m2

F (1 − x) + 2qµ(p2y + p1z)µ

(2.2.2)=
(
qµ + pµ

2y + pµ
1z
)2 − (pµ

2y + pµ
1z)2 −m2

Hx+m2
µ(1 − x) −m2

F (1 − x) + iε

D ≡ `2 − ∆ + iε, (3.1.3)

with the shifted momentum ` and ∆ to be defined as

` = q + p2y + p1z (3.1.4)
∆ = m2

µ(y2 + z2) + 2p1p2yz +m2
Hx− (1 − x)(m2

µ −m2
F ) + iε. (3.1.5)
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3.1 Interaction of a charged fermion with the EM field

We again use four-momentum conservation to express ki = q + pi and insert the shifted
momentum q via (3.1.4):

Nσ = ū
{

(cs + cpγ
5)(/k2 +mF )γσ(/k1 +mF )(c∗

s − c∗
pγ

5)
}
u

= ū
{

(cs + cpγ
5)(/p2 + /̀− /p2y − /p1z +mF )γσ(/p1 + /̀− /p2y − /p1z +mF )(c∗

s − c∗
Pγ

5)
}
u.

The terms linear in ` can again be left out, as they will disappear in the integral due to
symmetry. This leaves us with

Nσ
cont = ū

{
(cs + cpγ

5)
[
/̀γσ/̀+

(
/p2(1 − y) − /p1z +mF

)
γσ
(
/p1(1 − z) − /p2y +mF

)]
×

× (c∗
s − c∗

pγ
5)
}
u

= ū
{

(cs + cpγ
5)
[
/̀γσ/̀+

(
/p2(1 − y) − /p1z

)
γσ(

/p1(1 − z) − /p2y
)

+m2
Fγ

σ︸ ︷︷ ︸
Γσ

odd

+

+mFγ
σ
(
/p1(1 − z) − /p2y

)
+mF

(
/p2(1 − y) − /p1z

)
γσ︸ ︷︷ ︸

Γσ
even

]
(c∗

s − c∗
pγ

5)
}
u.

(3.1.6)

Γσ
odd and Γσ

even denote those terms, that include a respective odd and even number of
γ−matrices. We will continue treating them separately.

ū (cs + cpγ
5)Γσ

odd(c∗
s − c∗

pγ
5)u = ū

[
|cs|2Γσ

odd − |cp|2γ5Γσ
oddγ

5 − csc
∗
pΓσ

oddγ
5 + cpc

∗
sγ

5Γσ
odd

]
u

(3.1.7)

ū (cs + cpγ
5)Γσ

even(c∗
s − c∗

pγ
5)u = ū

[
|cs|2Γσ

even − |cp|2γ5Γσ
evenγ

5 − csc
∗
pΓσ

evenγ
5 + cpc

∗
sγ

5Γσ
even

]
u

(3.1.8)

Recalling the (anti-)commutation relation of the γ5−matrix (A.1.4) and inserting Γσ
odd into

eq. (3.1.7) enables us to factor Γσ
odd out. With the Dirac equation (2.1.16) and the properties

of the γ−matrix we can simplify the resulting expression as follows:

ū
{(

|cs|2 + |cp|2
)[

−1
2`

2γσ +
(
mµ(1 − y) − /p1z

)
γσ
(
mµ(1 − z) − /p2y

)
+m2

Fγ
σ
]
+

+ γ5Γσ
odd (csc

∗
p + c∗

scp)︸ ︷︷ ︸
≡∆σ

odd

}
u

= ū
{(

|cs|2 + |cp|2
)[(

−1
2`

2 +m2
F +m2

µ(1 − y)(1 − z)
)
γσ −mµ(1 − y) y (2pσ

2 −mµγ
σ)−

−mµ(1 − z)z (2pσ
1 −mµγ

σ) + yz
(
2mµ(pσ

1 + pσ
2 ) − 2p1p2γ

σ −m2
µγ

σ
)]

+ ∆σ
odd

}
u

= ū
{(

|cs|2 + |cp|2
)[(

−1
2`

2 +m2
F +m2

µ(1 − y2 − z2) − 2p1p2 yz
)
γσ−

− 2mµ
(
xzpσ

1 + xypσ
2
)]

+ ∆σ
odd

}
u

(3.1.9)

The term containing the mixed coupling constants and named ∆σ
odd is dealt with later as

it requires further identities involving the γ5−matrix. First, let us consider eq. (3.1.8) and
handle it analogously:

ū
{(

|cs|2 − |cp|2
)[
mFγ

σ
(
/p1(1 − z) − /p2y

)
+mF

(
/p2(1 − y) − /p1z

)
γσ
]

− γ5Γσ
even(csc

∗
p − c∗

scp)︸ ︷︷ ︸
≡∆σ

even

}
u
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3.1 Interaction of a charged fermion with the EM field

= ū
{(

|cs|2 − |cp|2
)
mF

[
mµ(1 + x) γσ − y(2pσ

2 −mµγ
σ) − z(2pσ

1 −mµγ
σ)
]

− ∆σ
even

}
= ū

{(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)
mF

[
2mµ γ

σ − 2 (ypσ
2 + zpσ

1 )
]

− ∆σ
even

}
(3.1.10)

Again, the term involving products of both coupling constants was labeled as ∆σ
even. Both

∆σ
odd and ∆σ

even are proportional to γ5 and will thus not contribute to the AMM in further
calculations. We continue simplifying both terms just for completeness.
∆σ

odd between the spinors can be expanded as follows:

ū∆σ
odd u = ū

{
2 Re(csc

∗
p) γ5 Γσ

odd
}
u

= ū
{

2 Re(csc
∗
p)γ5

[
/̀γσ/̀+

(
/p2(1 − y) − /p1z

)
γσ
(
/p1(1 − z) − /p2y

)
+m2

Fγ
σ
]}
u

= ū
{

2 Re(csc
∗
p)γ5

[(
/̀γσ/̀+ (x+ yz)/p2γ

σ
/p1 − (1 − y)y /p2γ

σ
/p2−

− z(1 − z) /p1γ
σ
/p1 + yz /p1γ

σ
/p2
)

+m2
Fγ

σ
]}
u

(3.1.11)

The separate terms involving γ−matrices can be rewritten as follows:

ū (γ5/̀γσ/̀)u (A.1.2)= ū
[
γ5(2/̀lσ − `2γσ)

]
u

(2.3.16)=
(A.1.4)

ū
(1

2 `
2γσγ5)u, (3.1.12)

ū (γ5
/p2γ

σ
/p1)u (2.1.16)=

(A.1.4)
ū (m2

µγ
σγ5)u, (3.1.13)

ū (γ5
/p2γ

σ
/p2)u (A.1.4)=

(2.1.16)
ū
(

−mµγ
5γσ

/p2
)
u

(A.1.1)=
(2.1.16),
(A.1.4)

ū
(

− 2mµp
σ
2γ

5 +m2
µγ

σγ5)u, (3.1.14)

ū (γ5
/p1γ

σ
/p1)u (2.1.16)=

(A.1.1)
ū
(
mµγ

5(2pσ
1 − γσ

/p1)
)
u

(A.1.4)=
(2.1.16)

ū
(
m2

µγ
σγ5 + 2mµp

σ
1γ

5)u, (3.1.15)

ū (γ5
/p1γ

σ
/p2)u (A.1.2)= ū

[
γ5
(
2 (pσ

1/p2 + pσ
2/p1 − p1p2γ

σ) − /p2γ
σ
/p1

)]
u

(A.1.4)=
(2.1.16)

ū
[((

2p1p2 −m2
µ) γσ + 2mµ(p2 − p1)σ

)
γ5
]
u. (3.1.16)

By the help of the relations above, (3.1.11) can be rearranged as follows:

ū
{

2 Re(csc
∗
p)
[(

1
2`

2 + (x+ yz)m2
µ − (1 − y) ym2

µ − (1 − z) zm2
µ + yz (2p1p2 −m2

µ)−

−mF

)
γσ + 2mµ(1 − y) ypσ

2 − 2mµ(1 − z) zpσ
1 + 2mµyz (p2 − p1)σ

]
γ5
}
u

= ū
{

2 Re(csc
∗
p)
[(

1
2`

2 +m2
µ(2x+ y2 + z2 − 1) + 2p1p2yz −m2

F

)
γσ+

+ 2mµ
(
pσ

2y (x+ 2z) − pσ
1z (x+ 2y)

)]
γ5
}
u.

(3.1.17)

∆σ
even between the spinors yields

ū∆σ
even u = ū

{
γ5Γσ

even Im(csc
∗
p)
}
u

= ū
{

2i Im(csc
∗
p)γ5[mFγ

σ(/p1(1 − z) − /p2y) +mF (/p2(1 − y) − /p1z) γ
σ]}u

= ū
{

2i Im(csc
∗
p)mF

[
(1 − z) γ5γσ

/p1 − y γ5γσ
/p2 + (1 − y) γ5

/p2γ
σ − z γ5

/p1γ
σ]}u
(3.1.18)

Analogously to the even appearances of γ−matrices above, we derive
ū
(
γ5γσ

/p1
)
u = −mµū

(
γσγ5)u,

ū
(
γ5γσ

/p2
)
u = ū

[
γ5(2pσ

2 − /p2γ
σ)
]
u = ū

[
(2pσ

2 −mµγ
σ) γ5]u,

ū
(
γ5
/p2γ

σ)u = mµū
(
γσγ5)u,

ū
(
γ5
/p1γ

σ)u = ū
[
γ5(2pσ

1 − γσ
/p1)
]
u = ū

[
(2pσ

1 +mµγ
σ) γ5]u

(3.1.19)
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3.1 Interaction of a charged fermion with the EM field

for the odd number of appearences to simplify (3.1.18):

ū
{

2i Im(csc
∗
p)mF

[
−mµ(1 − z)γσ − y (2pσ

2 −mµγ
σ) + (1 − y)mµγ

σ−

− z (2pσ
1 +mµγ

σ)
]
γ5
}
u

= ū
{

4i Im(csc
∗
p)mF (pσ

2y + pσ
1z) γ5

}
u. (3.1.20)

The results (3.1.9), (3.1.10), (3.1.17) and (3.1.20) can now be combined to form the (con-
tributing) numerator Nσ

cont:

Nσ
cont = ū

{[(
− 1

2`
2 +m2

F +m2
µ(1 − y2 − z2) − 2p1p2yz

)
γσ − 2mµ (xzpσ

1 + xypσ
2 )
]
×

×
(
|cs|2 + |cp|2

)
+
[
2mFmµγ

σ − 2mF (ypσ
2 + zpσ

1 )
](

|cs|2 − |cp|2
)
+

+
[

Re(csc
∗
p)
[(
`2 + 2m2

µ (2x+ y2 + z2 − 1) + 4p1p2yz − 2m2
F

)
γσ+

+ 4mµ
(
pσ

2y (x+ 2z) − pσ
1z (x+ 2y)

)]
+ 4i Im(csc

∗
p)mF (pσ

2y + pσ
1z)
]
γ5
}
u

= ū

{[(
− 1

2`
2 +m2

F +m2
µ(1 − y2 − z2) − 2p1p2yz

)(
|cs|2 + |cp|2

)
+

+ 2mFmµ
(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)]
γσ−

− 2
[(

|cs|2 + |cp|2
)
mµx+

(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)
mF

]
pσ

1z−

− 2
[(

|cs|2 + |cp|2
)
mµx+

(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)
mF

]
pσ

2y+

+
[
2
(
2i Im(csc

∗
p)mF − 2mµ Re(csc

∗
p)(x+ 2y)

)
pσ

1z+

+ 2
(
2i Im(csc

∗
p)mF + 2mµ Re(csc

∗
p)(x+ 2z)

)
pσ

2y+

+ Re(csc
∗
p)
(
`2 + 2mµ(2x+ y2 + z2 − 1) + 4p1p2yz − 2m2

F

)
γσ
]
γ5
}
u

≡ ū
{
Aγσ − 2B(pσ

1z + pσ
2y) +

(
αγσ + 2β(p1)pσ

1z + 2β(p2)pσ
2y
)
γ5
}
u (3.1.21)

where the following abbreviations were introduced:

A ≡
(

− 1
2`

2 +m2
F +m2

µ(1 − y2 − z2) − 2p1p2yz
)(

|cs|2 + |cp|2
)

+ 2mFmµ
(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)
B ≡

(
|cs|2 + |cp|2

)
mµx+

(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)
mF

α ≡ Re(csc
∗
p)
(
`2 + 2mµ(2x+ y2 + z2 − 1) + 4p1p2yz − 2m2

F

)
β(p1) ≡ 2i Im(csc

∗
p)mF − 2mµ Re(csc

∗
p)(x+ 2y)

β(p2) ≡ 2i Im(csc
∗
p)mF + 2mµ Re(csc

∗
p)(x+ 2z).

pσ
1 and pσ

2 can now again be expressed via pσ
+ and pσ

−. This yields

ū
{
Aγσ −B

[
(y + z)pσ

+ + (z − y)pσ
−

]
+
[
αγσ+

+ (β(p1)z + β(p2)y)pσ
+ + (β(p1)z − β(p2)y)pσ

−

]
γ5
}
u

(3.1.22)

Next, the Gordon decomposition can be applied and every term that does not contribute to
the AMM (i.e. is not proportional to iσσν) can be neglected. We thus optain the final result
for the numerator Nσ

AMM that contributes to the AMM in the scattering amplitude (3.1.1).

Nσ
AMM = −

[
(|cs|2 + |cp|2)mµx+ (|cs|2 − |cp|2)mF

]
(x− 1)ū

{
i σσνp−ν

}
u (3.1.23)
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3.2 Interaction of a charged scalar with the EM field

By comparing the contribution of Nσ
AMM with the general form of the AMM contribution

given in (2.2.6) gives us

− qF

∫
Nσ

AMM
ABC

d4`

(2π)4
!= −ie ū

{
i 1

2m σσνp−νFM (q′2)
}
u, (3.1.24)

and with the help of the Feynman trick for the denominator an expression for the form factor
FM (q′2):

FM (q′2) = 4mµ
qF

e
i

∫ d4`

(2π)4

∫∫∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) ×

× x(x− 1)mµ (|cs|2 + |cp|2) + (x− 1)(|cs|2 − |cp|2)mF(
`2 − ∆ + iε

)3
(2.3.25)= 4mµ

qF

e

1
32π2

∫∫∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1)

x(x− 1)mµ
(
|cs|2 + |cp|2

)
+ (x− 1)

(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)
mF

∆

(3.1.25)

Inserting (3.1.5) with q′2 = 0 and introducing the abbreviations

ΩF = mF

mµ
and ΩH = mH

mµ
(3.1.26)

yields

FM (0) = 4m2
µ

qF

e

1
32π2

∫∫∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1)

x(x− 1)
(
|cs|2 + |cp|2

)
+ (x− 1)

(
|cs|2 − |cp|2

)
ΩF

m2
µ(y2 + z2) + 2m2

µyz +m2
Hx− (1 − x)(m2

µ −m2
F )

= − qF

8π2e

∫∫∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1)×

× |cs|2(1 − x)(x+ ΩF ) + |cp|2(1 − x)(x− ΩF )
(1 − x)2 + Ω2

Hx− (1 − x)(1 − Ω2
F )

= − qF

8π2e

∫ 1

0
dx
∫ 1−x

0
dy |cs|2(1 − x)(x+ ΩF ) + |cp|2(1 − x)(x− ΩF )

(1 − x)2 + Ω2
Hx− (1 − x)(1 − Ω2

F )
(3.1.27)

Executing the integration over y and substituting u for 1 − x yields the final result for the
Fermion-Scalar contribution to the AMM:

[aµ]F = − qF

8π2e

∫ 1

0
du |cs|2(1 − u+ ΩF ) + |cp|2(1 − u− ΩF )

u2 + Ω2
H(1 − u) + u (Ω2

F − 1) u2 (3.1.28)

3.2 Interaction of a charged scalar with the EM field
In the second topology, the interaction of an internal charged scalar boson H with a photon of
the electromagnetic field, as shown in Fig. 3.2, is considered. The application of the Feynman
rules for this diagram yields

Mσ =
∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū(p2) i(cs + cpγ
5)

i(−/q +mF )
q2 −m2

F + iε
i(c∗

s − c∗
pγ

5) i

k2
2 −m2

H + iε
×

× i

k2
1 −m2

H + iε
u(p1)

(3.2.1)
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3.2 Interaction of a charged scalar with the EM field

= qH

∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū(p2)
(cs + cpγ

5)(−/q +mF )(c∗
s − c∗

pγ
5)(k1 + k2)σ

(q2 −m2
F + iε)(k2

2 −m2
H + iε)(k2

1 −m2
H + iε) u(p1) (3.2.2)

≡ qH

∫
Nσ

ABC

d4q

(2π)4 (3.2.3)

p1

k1

H

q′

k2

H

q

F

p2µ−

γ

µ−

Figure 3.2: Absorption of a photon via the internal Scalar Line

Appendix A.5 shows, that the contribution to the AMM can be determined by evaluating the
integral

[aµ]S = − qH

8π2e

∫ 1

0
du |cs|2(u+ ΩF ) + |up|2(u− ΩF )

u2 + Ω2
F (1 − u) + u (Ω2

H − 1) (u2 − u) (3.2.4)
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4 Contributions within the Two-Higgs-Doublet
model

The Two-Higgs-Doublet Model (2HDM) extends the SM by introducing a second complex
scalar SU(2) doublet and thus enhances the Higgs sector with additional neutral and charged
scalars. This simple augmentation not only provides new sources of CP-violation and potential
dark-matter candidates, but also alters the pattern of Yukawa interactions and gauge couplings
in ways that can address the puzzle of the muon’s anomalous magnetic moment [9]. The
following introduction to the model is based on [10].

4.1 Introduction to the Two-Higgs-Doublet Model
The SM is extended through the addition of a second SU(2) complex scalar doublet Φ2 with
hypercharge Y = 1/2, complementing the original SM Higgs doublet Φ1. Both doublets
develop non-zero vacuum expectation values (VEVs) 〈Φi〉 = vi, where v is assigned to√
v2

1 + v2
2 = 246 GeV. The most general scalar potential in the rotated Higgs basis, which is

introduced in the following, is given by [11]:

V = m2
11(H†

1H1) +m2
22(H†

2H2) −m2
12(H†

1H2 + h.c.)+

+ λ1
2 (H†

1H1)2 + λ2
2 (H†

2H2)2 + λ3(H†
1H1)(H†

2H2)+

+ λ4(H†
1H2)(H†

2H1) +
[
λ5
2 (H†

1H2)2 + h.c.
]

+

+
[(
λ6(H†

1H1) + (λ7(H†
2H2)

)
H†

1H2 + h.c.
]
.

(4.1.1)

As we work in the CP-conserving limit, we take all the parameters mij and λi to be real.
The Higgs basis is now rotated using the angle β = tan−1(v2/v1).(

H1
H2

)
=
(

cosβ sin β
− sin β cosβ

)(
Φ1
Φ2

)
. (4.1.2)

In this basis, only H1 contains the SM-like Higgs boson with the aforementioned non-zero
VEV, while H2 has vanishing VEV. The corresponding fields of the new basis can thus be
parameterized via

H1 = 1√
2

( √
2G+

v +H0
1 + iG0

)
, H2 = 1√

2

( √
2H+

H0
2 + iA0

)
. (4.1.3)

The so-called Goldstone-Bosons G+ and G0 are “eaten up” by the W± and Z0 bosons in the
Higgs mechanism within the process of spontaneous electroweak symmetry breaking. The
remaining charged scalar H+ denotes a new physical scalar boson that may be involved in
several decay processes which are absent in the SM [12]. H0

1,2 and A0 are the CP-even and
CP-odd neutral scalars, whose mass eigenstates are given by [13]:(

h
H

)
=
(

cos(α− β) sin(α− β)
− sin(α− β) cos(α− β)

)(
H0

1
H0

2

)
(4.1.4)
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4.1 Introduction to the Two-Higgs-Doublet Model

with the angle α being determined via

sin 2(α− β) = 2λ6v
2

m2
H −m2

h

. (4.1.5)

In the alignment limit (α ≈ β), the light scalar h ≈ H0
1 behaves identically to the SM Higgs

boson, while H ≈ H0
2 represents a new heavy scalar. The corresponding eigenvalues yield the

masses of the physical scalars and are determined by diagonalizing the mass matrix

M2
ij = ∂2V

∂φi∂φj
, with φi ∈

{
G±,H±, G0,H0

i , A
0
}
. (4.1.6)

We demonstrate the derivation of the mass matrix exemplarily for the charged bosons in
Appendix A.6. The result is given by

M2
charged =

(
m2

22 + 1
2v

2λ3 0
0 0

)
. (4.1.7)

The mass matrix for the neutral scalars H0
1 ,H

0
2 , A

0 and G0 is given by [13]:

M2
neutral =


λ1v

2 Re(λ6)v2 − Im(λ6)v2 0
Re(λ6)v2 m2

22 + 1
2v

2(λ3 + λ4 + Re(λ5)) −1
2 Im(λ5)v2 0

− Im(λ6)v2 −1
2 Im(λ5)v2 m2

22 + 1
2v

2(λ3 + λ4 − Re(λ5)) 0
0 0 0 0

.
The corresponding eigenvalues denote the respective masses from the particles:

m2
h = λ1v

2,

m2
H = m2

22 + v2

2 (λ3 + λ4 + λ5),

m2
A = m2

H − λ5v
2,

m2
H± = m2

H − v2

2 (λ4 + λ5).

(4.1.8)

At the LEP collider, new charged scalar bosons H± could have been produced in pairs via
the process e+e− → Z/γ → H+H−. Since LEP reached center of mass energies of up to
about

√
s ∼ 200 GeV, such searches were sensitive to charged scalars with masses up to the

kinematic threshold of roughly mH± ∼
√
s/2. Dedicated analyses of final states with leptons

and neutrinos did not reveal any deviations from the Standard Model predictions. As a result,
LEP experiments established a lower mass bound of approximately H± ≥ 100 GeV, which
continues to serve as a robust constraint on charged Higgs bosons in extended scalar sectors.

After introducing the Higgs sector of the model, we can now face the Yukawa sector. The
Yukawa coupling matrices Y and Ỹ contain the respective coupling constants that mediate
interactions between fermions and scalars. The corresponding Lagrangian is given by [14]:

−LYuk = Ỹij
¯̀
L,iH1`R,j + Yij

¯̀
L,iH2 `R,j + h.c., (4.1.9)

with the left-handed doublet and right-handed singlet

`α,i =
{

(νi, λi)L for α = L,

λR,i forα = R,
with i ∈

{
e−, µ−, τ−}. (4.1.10)

The first term only includes the interaction of leptons with non-physical Goldstone modes
and with the SM Higgs boson h. This term is responsible for the leptons to gain mass in
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4.2 Analysis of the Impact on muon g-2 by different Yukawa Coupling textures

the SM but is no further relevant in this study. All the new scalars introduced by the model
are contained in the second Higgs doublet H2. Recalling the corresponding parameterization
(4.1.3), one obtains the lepton Yukawa couplings for the physical scalars from the Lagrangian

−LYuk ⊃ 1√
2
Yij(H0

2 + iA0)λ̄L,i λR,j + YijH
+ ν̄L,iλR,j + h.c.

= 1√
2
Yij(H0

2 + iA0)λ†
iPLγ

0PRλj + YijH
+ ν†

iPLγ
0PRλj + h.c.

= 1√
2
Yij(H0

2 + iA0)λ̄iPRλj + YijH
+ ν̄iPRλj + h.c. (4.1.11)

with the Yukawa coupling matrix

Y =

Yee Yeµ Yeτ

Yµe Yµµ Yµτ

Yτe Yτµ Yττ

 (4.1.12)

and the hermitian conjugate1

h.c. =
( 1√

2
Yij(H0

2 + iA0)λ̄L,i λR,j + YijH
+ ν̄L,iλR,j

)†

= 1√
2
Yij(H0

2 − iA0)(λ̄L,iλR,j)† + YijH
−(ν̄L,iλR,j)†

= 1√
2
Yij(H0

2 − iA0)λ†
R,jγ

0λL,i + Yij H
−λ†

R,jγ
0νL,i

= 1√
2
Yij(H0

2 − iA0)λ̄jPLλi + YijH
−λ̄jPLνi. (4.1.13)

The term involving the negatively charged scalar arises from the same Feynman diagram
as the positively charged scalar, but with reversed momentum. Thus, it does not lead to
additional contributions and can be neglected. The final Lagrangian then reads

−LYuk ⊃ 1√
2
Yij(H0

2 + iA0)λ̄iPRλj + YijH
+ ν̄iPRλj + 1√

2
Yij(H0

2 − iA0)λ̄jPLλi. (4.1.14)

4.2 Analysis of the Impact on muon g-2 by different Yukawa
Coupling textures

We will use the results from the previous section to determine the scalar and pseudoscalar
coupling constants, cs and cp, for the distinct coupling textures in dependency of the respective
Yukawa coupling Yij . These constants will then be substituted into the general formulae
(3.1.28) and (3.2.4) to calculate the contributions for the given textures and particles. The
Yukawa coupling matrices corresponding to the textures considered are given as

tex. 1 : Y =

0 0 0
0 Yµµ 0
0 0 0

, tex. 2 : Y =

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 Yτµ 0

,
tex. 3 : Y =

0 Yeµ 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

, tex. 4 : Y =

0 0 0
0 0 Yµτ

0 Yτµ 0

.
(4.2.1)

1 The expansion is done with the help of the projection operators, introduced in Appendix A.7.
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4.2.1 Texture 1: Muon-Muon Coupling

4.2.1 Texture 1: Muon-Muon Coupling
For the first texture, the Lagrangian (4.1.14) reads

−LYuk ⊃ 1√
2
Yµµ(H0

2 + iA0)µ̄
(

1 + γ5

2

)
µ+ YµµH

+ν̄µ

(
1 + γ5

2

)
µ

+ 1√
2
Yµµ(H0

2 − iA0)µ̄
(

1 − γ5

2

)
µ

= 1√
2
YµµH

0µ̄µ+ i√
2
YµµA

0µ̄γ5µ+ 1
2YµµH

+ν̄µ(1 + γ5)µ (4.2.2)

We can now compare this Lagrangian with the general structure (3.0.1) and thus determine
the (pseudo-)scalar coupling constants for the respective particles to

cH0
s = − 1√

2Yµµ, cH0
p = 0,

cH+
s = 1

2Yµµ, cH+
p = 1

2Yµµ,
cA0

s = 0, cA0
p = − i√

2Yµµ.

These results can be inserted into the formulas (3.1.28) and (3.2.4) from which we obtain

∆aH0
µ =

Y 2
µµ

16π2

∫ 1

0
du u2(2 − u)

u2 + Ω2
H0(1 − u) , (4.2.3)

∆aA0
µ =

Y 2
µµ

16π2

∫ 1

0
du −u3

u2 + Ω2
A0(1 − u) , (4.2.4)

∆aH+
µ =

Y 2
µµ

16π2

∫ 1

0
du u(u− 1)
u+ (Ω2

H+ − 1) (4.2.5)

as concrete expressions for the respective contributions. The total contribution by the second
Higgs doublet is then given as the sum over the contributions from all additional scalars:

∆aµ =
∑
S

∆aS
µ . (4.2.6)

Due to charge conservation, the interaction involving the charged scalar always requires the
internal fermion to be neutral. Neutrinos are the only particles in the SM that carry this
property and thus the virtual fermion involved in the interaction is a muon neutrino whose
mass can be neglected compared to the mass of the muon (Ων → 0). As charge has always to
be conserved and the neutrino masses from the other lepton generations can also be neglected,
the charged scalar’s contribution remains the same in all textures. In the interactions involving
the neutral scalars, the charge is carried by the internal muon and thus the denominator in
(3.1.28) simplifies to the results given above.
The expressions can be computed using the scipy.integrate package in Python. The results
can be seen in Fig. 4.1a). First, we take a closer look at the irregular behavior of the H+

contribution in the mass range of the muon mass (∼ 0.1 GeV). The integral diverges here as
the integrand has a pole within the integration interval at ΩH+ = 1. Therefore, we split the
integration into two segments that avoid this pole and observe a sign flip of the contribution
beyond the pole. We will now make certain approximations of the expressions (4.2.3) - (4.2.5)
to give some justifications for the influences from the neutral scalars on g − 2. For lower
masses (ΩS � 1), the integrands reduce to fundamental polynomials which can be evaluated
to 3/2, −1/2 and 1/2, respectively. The contribution is therefore constant with respect to
the scalar masses. The limit for higher masses is less obvious and needs a mathematically
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4.2.1 Texture 1: Muon-Muon Coupling

demonstrated reasoning. For ΩH+ � 1, the denominator of (4.2.5) can be approximated via
Ω2

H+ which can be factored out of the integral and leaves us with the integration

∆aH+
µ =

Y 2
µµ

16π2
1

Ω2
H+

∫ 1

0
duu(u− 1) = −1

6
Y 2

µµ

16π2
1

Ω2
H+

(4.2.7)

This result does not only explain the global form of the curve2 but also explains the sign flip of
the contribution. The approximation of the neutral scalars is done by similar considerations.
However, we only present the approximation for the CP-odd scalar A0 in particular, because
the other case is achieved equivalently. For ΩA0 � 1, the squared term in the denominator
can be neglected over the whole integration interval, except for z → 1. We are thus left with

∆aA0
µ ≈ −

Y 2
µµ

16π2

∫ 1

0
du u3

1 + Ω2
A0(1 − u) . (4.2.8)

Introducing the substitution x := 1 + Ω2
φ0(1 − u) gives

∆aA0
µ ≈

Y 2
µµ

16π2
1

Ω8
A0

∫ 1

1+Ω2
A0

dx
(1 + Ω2

A0 − x)3

x
≈

Y 2
µµ

16π2
1

Ω2
A0

ln x
∣∣∣1
1+Ω2

A0
≈ −

Y 2
µµ

8π2
1

Ω2
A0

ln ΩA0 .

(4.2.9)

On a double-logarithmic scale, this gives exactly the behavior we can see in the contributions
from both the A0 particle. Furthermore, we can see that in higher mass regions, only H0

contributes positively to the g−2 whereas the CP-odd and charged scalar contribute negatively.
If we compare the predicted contributions with the experimentally demanded value (shaded
in gray), we can claim that the CP-even scalar dominates the contribution and thus forces the
mass hierarchy of the particles to be mH0 = mA0,H+ − ∆m. This is what we already stated
earlier in section 4.1.

(a) Contributions with equal-assumed masses
mS and varying Yukawa couplings Yµµ.

(b) Contributions with fixed Yukawa coupling
(Yµµ = 0.1) and different mass splittings.

Figure 4.1: Comparison of the contributions from the respective scalars to ∆aµ in coupling
texture 1. In (a), equal masses were assumed to determine the magnitude of the respective
contributions. In (b), we fixed the Yukawa coupling and show how different mass splittings
influence the distinct contributions of the particles. The gray area denotes the experimentally
found 2σ-region of ∆aµ.

Fig. 4.1b) shows that this mass hierarchy significantly suppresses the negative influences of the
new particles and thus achieves our requirements. Moreover, it can be seen that in higher mass

2 You can plot −1/x2 with logarithmic scales to see that the curve fits the graph shown in 4.1.
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4.2.1 Texture 1: Muon-Muon Coupling

regions, the influences of the scalars converge into the same order of magnitude. Hence, for a
fixed Yukawa coupling of around Yµµ = 0.1 our model achieved to predict an upper bound
for the CP-even scalar (∼ O(10) − O(100) GeV). However, different Yukawa couplings are
possible. Therefore, we have to run a parameter space scan to determine which combinations
of Yukawa couplings and CP-even scalar masses are allowed to fit into the 1σ and 2σ region
of the experimentally found value for ∆aµ. A total number of 40,000 different pairs was
tested. The resulting parameter space that is consistent with experiment is indicated in Fig.
4.2. As you can see, the decreasing contribution by higher scalar masses is compensated by
increasing Yukawa couplings. We also shaded regions of the parameter space that are either
already ruled out by experiments or lie within a range that upcoming experiments can probe
and potentially confirm or exclude. Via its loop-induced two-photon coupling, H0 can be
produced in electron beam dumps and in supernova cores and be long-lived below the muon
threshold. E137 has not yet observed such decays and therefore restricts the parameter space
in the low mass region (green shaded). The pink shaded bounds from SN1987A arise because
the long-living scalars H0 could have carried away lots of the supernova’s energy, leading
to an excessive cooling of the core, which was not seen. BaBar’s vain search for the decay
e+e− → µ+µ−Z ′, Z ′ → µ+µ− excludes the blue region and the dashed Belle-II line shows
the much stronger reach expected with a hundred times more data. Finally, Z → µ+µ−H0

would produce a Z → 4µ signature which CMS has not yet observed and hence constraints
the parameter space within the purple bounds.

Figure 4.2: Allowed Parameter Space for Yµµ and mH0 to match the 1σ and 2σ ranges of
∆aµ. The contribution was computed with the sum of (4.2.3) - (4.2.5), considering the mass
hierarchy mH0 = mH+,A0 − ∆m. The plot also includes those (shaded) regions that are
already experimentally investigated and excluded by Supernovae 1987A ([15], [16]), E137 [17],
BaBar [18] and CMS [19]. The dashed lines indicate constraints that may be achieved by
future experiments at Belle-II [20]. The processed and illustrated data from SN1987A, E138
and CMS is given in [21], whereas BaBar can be found in [10].
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4.2.2 Texture 2 & 3: Tauon-Muon and Electron-Muon Coupling

4.2.2 Texture 2 & 3: Tauon-Muon and Electron-Muon Coupling
Contrary to the previous section, the muon now couples with a lepton from another generation
in the SM. Consequently, we now turn to the off-diagonal Yukawa couplings Yeµ and Yτµ,
which couple the muon to the electron and tauon fields, respectively, along with the associated
scalar fields. The two textures can be dealt with simultaneously as they only distinguish
in their respective internal fermion masses and neutrinos. We therefore introduce ` = τ, e
for abbreviation. Recalling the Lagrangian of the lepton-specific 2HDM (4.1.14), we can
determine the Lagrangian for this scenario to

−LYuk ⊃ 1√
2
Y`µ(H0 + iA0)¯̀PRµ+ Y`µH

+ ν̄`PRµ+ 1√
2
Y`µ(H0

2 − iA0)µ̄PL` (4.2.10)

Comparing this result with the general structure of the Lagrangian (3.0.1) furnishes the
(pseudo-)scalar coefficients cp and cs, corresponding to the scalar bosons:

cH+
s = cH+

p = 1
2Y`µ

cH0
s = −cH0

p = i

2
√

2
Y`µ

cA0
s = −cA0

p = − 1
2
√

2
Y`µ

Combined we the derived formula (3.1.28) we obtain the respective contributions:

∆aφ0
µ =

Y 2
`µ

32π2

∫ 1

0
du u2(1 − u)

u2 + Ω2
φ0(1 − u) + u(Ω2

` − 1) , with φ0 ∈
{
H0, A0

}
. (4.2.11)

As mentioned earlier, the charged scalars contribution is identical for all four coupling textures,
apart from replacing the coupling constant (in this case with Y`µ). Therefore, we refer to
(4.2.5) here.
Similarly to texture 1, the contributions from the charge(-less) scalars in the τ − µ− and the
e− µ− texture are plotted in Fig. 4.3a) and 4.3b). The graphs show exactly the behavior
that we expect from the formulae (4.2.5) and (4.2.11): First, it is evident that a three order of
magnitude suppression in the Yukawa couplings results in a six order of magnitude reduction
of the charged Higgs contribution. This results from the dependency of the squared coupling
constant in (4.2.5). The behavior of the contribution by the neutral scalars on the other hand
needs some reasoned approximations in upper and lower mass limits for both the leptons and
the scalars. Starting point is eq. (4.2.11) for the τ − µ−coupling (Ωτ � 1). Assuming the
lower mass limit for the boson (Ωφ0 � 1), the contribution is a positive constant with respect
to mφ0 :

∆aφ0
µ ≈

Y 2
τµ

32π2

∫ 1

0
du u

2(1 − u)
Ω2

τu
=

Y 2
τµ

32π2
1

6Ωτ
, for Ωτ � Ωφ0 , 1. (4.2.12)

As soon as the bosonic mass fraction overcomes the tauon mass fraction (O(Ωφ0) ≥ O(Ωτ )),
the denominator can be estimated with Ωφ0 and the contribution reads

∆aφ0
µ ≈

Y 2
τµ

32π2
1

Ω2
φ0

∫ 1

0
u2du =

Y 2
τµ

32π2
1

3Ω2
φ0
. (4.2.13)

Hence, the behavior matches that of the charged scalar contribution in the high-mass region
(cf. (4.2.7)).
We can now consider the e− µ−coupling (Ωe � 1). For the lower mass limit of the scalars
(Ωφ0 � 1), the integrand simplifies to −u, which yields −1/2 in the regarded integration
interval. The high-mass limit was already discussed in (4.2.13) as this corresponds to Ωφ0 �
1,Ωe.
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4.2.2 Texture 2 & 3: Tauon-Muon and Electron-Muon Coupling

(a) Contribution by the τ − µ−coupling (b) Contribution by the e− µ−coupling

Figure 4.3: Comparison of the contributions from the respective scalars to ∆aµ in coupling
texture 2 (a) and texture 3 (b).

We proceed with the parameter space scan corresponding to the several textures. As before, a
mass hierarchy of mH0 = mH+/A0 − 110 GeV is chosen, in acceptance with the considerations
in Section 4.1. Fig. 4.4a) shows both the theoretically allowed pairs of Yukawa couplings
Yτµ and Yeµ and the CP-even scalar masses mH0 as well as the experimentally demanded
constraints from ARGUS [22], LEP [23], CMS ([24], [25]). Furthermore, we plotted the
curve in the parameter space that denotes the possible pairs of Yukawa couplings Yeµ and
scalar masses mS which make the additional interactions and contributions from the scalars
consistent with the SM predicted and experimentally found value of the electronic magnetic
moment ∆ae. The function used to compute this contour reads

Yeµ(mS) =
√

∆aexp
e

fH0(mS) + fA0(mS) + fH+(mS) , (4.2.14)

where

fφ0(mS) = 1
32π2

∫ 1

0
du u2(1 − u)

u2 + Λφ0(1 − u) + u(Λµ − 1)

fH+(mS) = 1
32π2

∫ 1

0
du u2 − u

u+ ΛH+ − 1 .
(4.2.15)

result from the general one-loop contribution formulae (3.1.28) and (3.2.4), which can be
derived in exact the same way for the electron scattering process. Analogously to muonic
AMM, we introduced the mass ratios as

ΛS = mS

me
and Λµ = mµ

me
. (4.2.16)

The constraint of the parameter space can be compared to the results from [26], whereas the
experimental data for ∆ae was taken from [27].
Regarding the global behavior of both textures it stands out that the parameter space of the
e− µ−coupling is restricted to scalar masses mH0 ≥ mµ. This can be understood by recalling
the approximations above (Ωφ0 ,Ωe � 1). The contribution could be computed to be negative
in this case, which would even increase the anomaly in g − 2. Therefore, only scalar masses
mH0 ≥ mµ qualify for this texture.
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4.2.3 Texture 4: Muon - Tauon / Tauon - Muon Coupling

(a) Yτµ− coupling.
The ARGUS experiment did not observe a
τ → µH decay and therefore excludes the
mass region mH0 < mτ −mµ [22].

(b) Yeµ− coupling.
LEP [23], CMS ([24], [25]) restrict the pa-
rameter space due to observations of the
e+e− → µ+µ− and the Z → 4` decay.

Figure 4.4: Allowed Parameter Space for (a) Yτµ, (b) Yeµ and mH0 to match the 1σ and
2σ ranges of ∆aµ. The contribution was computed with the sum of (4.2.5) and (4.2.11) for
` = τ, e, considering the mass hierarchy mH0 = mH+,A0 − ∆m. The processed data for (b) is
given in [28].

4.2.3 Texture 4: Muon - Tauon / Tauon - Muon Coupling
The final Yukawa texture we consider for its effect on g − 2 is the one in which the tau-muon
interaction is governed by two nonzero Yukawa entries, Yτµ and Yµτ . With (4.1.14), the
overall Lagrangian for this scenario reads

−LYuk ⊃ 1√
2
Yτµ(H0 + iA0)τ̄PRµ+ YτµH

+ν̄τPRµ+ 1√
2
Yτµ(H0 − iA0)µ̄PLτ

+ 1√
2
Yµτ (H0 + iA0)µ̄PRτ + YµτH

+ν̄µPRτ + 1√
2
Yµτ (H0 − iA0)τ̄PLµ

(4.2.17)

Comparing this Lagrangian with the general form (3.0.1), we once again obtain the (pseudo-)
scalar coefficients cp and cs:

cH0
s = 1

2
√

2(Yτµ + Yµτ ) cH0
p = 1

2
√

2(Yµτ − Yτµ)
cH+

s = 1
2Yτµ cH+

p = 1
2Yτµ

cA0
s = i

2
√

2(Yµτ − Yτµ) cA0
p = i

2
√

2(Yτµ + Yµτ )

The formulae for the computation of the respective contributions are again obtained by
inserting the coefficients into the general formulae (3.1.28) and (3.2.4). We thus receive

∆aφ0
µ ≈ Ωτ

8π2

∫ 1

0
du u2(|cs|2 − |cp|2)

u2 + Ω2
φ0(1 − u) + (Ω2

τ − 1)u

= ± Ωτ

16π2YτµYµτ

∫ 1

0
du u2

u2 + Ω2
φ0(1 − u) + u(Ω2

τ − 1)

(4.2.18)

for the neutral scalars H0 and A0 and (again equivalently to (4.2.5))

∆aH+
µ =

Y 2
τµ

16π2

∫ 1

0

u2 − u

u+ Ω2
H+ − 1 (4.2.19)
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4.2.3 Texture 4: Muon - Tauon / Tauon - Muon Coupling

for the charged scalar H+. In (4.2.18), we used that the muon mass is significantly smaller
than the tauon mass, which results in Ωτ � 1 and therefore in an approximation of the
numerator reading

u2(|cs|2(1 − u+ Ωτ ) + |cp|2(1 − u− Ωτ )) ≈ Ωτu
2(|cs| − |cp|). (4.2.20)

We can predict the global behavior of the curve by recalling the reasoning from section
4.2.1. For lower masses (Ωφ0 � 1) the integrand simplifies to u/Ω2

τ which leads to a constant
behavior of ∆aµ with respect to mS . For higher masses (Ωφ0 � 1,Ωτ ), the same procedure
that was used in 4.2.1 can be applied to simplify the integral in (4.2.18) and thus we obtain
an analogue result:

lim
mφ0 →∞

∆aφ0
µ = ± Ωτ

8π2YµτYτµ
ln Ωφ0

Ω2
φ0

. (4.2.21)

Overall, we can conclude that the respective contributions should look the same as in the
µ − µ−texture which we discussed in 4.2.1. This expectation is verified by the computed
results, shown in Fig. 4.5.

Figure 4.5: Comparison of the contributions from the respective scalars to ∆aµ in coupling
texture 4.

It is important to mention that a mass hierarchy mH0 < mA0 is crucial at this point as the
contributions would otherwise cancel each other out. This is also done because the contribution
from the charged scalar has to be suppressed as well and the only possible option besides the
choice of an increased mass mH+ > mH0 would be to lower the value of the Yukawa coupling
Yτµ. This, on the other hand, would force the coupling constant Yµτ to be increased in order
to keep

√
YµτYτµ constant. This leads to a problem as soon as Yµτ � 1 because then we

cannot neglect the higher-order contributions in the loop anymore and our formulae (3.2.4)
and (3.1.28) would not yield proper results anymore.
The parameter space belonging to the final texture is given in Fig. 4.6. Equally to texture 2,
we indicated the region that was excluded by ARGUS experiment which did not observe the
τ → µH decay.
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4.2.4 Comparison of Parameter spaces from the distinct textures

Figure 4.6: Allowed Parameter Space for
√
YτµYµτ and mH0 to match the 1σ and 2σ ranges

of ∆aµ. The contribution was again computed using the sum of (4.2.18) and (4.2.19).

4.2.4 Comparison of Parameter spaces from the distinct textures
To finalize our analysis of the impact on g − 2 by different coupling scenarios of new Higgs
scalars and different lepton generations, we compare all the four parameter spaces in Fig. 4.7.

Figure 4.7: Comparison of the allowed parameter spaces, corresponding to the respective
coupling textures. Yeff indicates Y`µ, with ` ∈ {e, µ, τ} for texture 1 - 3 and

√
YτµYµτ for

texture 4.

The plot shows how the effective Yukawa coupling Yeff required to reproduce ∆aµ evolves with
the scalar mass mH0 for the four texture choices. In the lower mass regions (mH0 . 10−1 GeV)
the textures separate into a clear hierarchy: the flavor-diagonal µ − µ− texture requires
the smallest couplings (down to O

(
10−4)), the mixed µ − τ / τ − µ texture occupies an

intermediate band, and the purely off-diagonal τ − µ− texture sits systematically higher (few
10−2 and above). The e− µ− texture starts comparably small at the very light end but rises
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4.2.4 Comparison of Parameter spaces from the distinct textures

earlier with mH0 and crosses the µ − µ− and µτ/τµ− bands around mH0 ∼ 0.1 − 1 GeV,
so for intermediate masses its required coupling becomes larger. The µ − µ−band on the
other hand overcomes the µτ/τµ−texture at mH0 ∼ O(1). For mH0 & 1 GeV all curves trend
upward: heavier scalars demand substantially larger Yukawa couplings to produce the same
∆aµ. By the higher GeV-TeV scale the required Yeff approaches O(1). The vertical positions
and crossing points quantify where one texture becomes more or less favorable than another.
In particular, the plateau behavior of some textures at very low mass indicates a region
where the contribution is relatively mass-insensitive, whereas the steep rise at larger mH0

reflects the power-suppressed decoupling of heavy scalars. These features suffice to identify
the mass ranges where each texture is most economical in coupling strength and to read off
the approximate coupling magnitudes needed.
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5 Conclusion

In this thesis we investigated the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon as a precision
probe of physics beyond the Standard Model. Starting from the relativistic Dirac equation we
reproduced the tree-level prediction g − 2 and demonstrated how loop corrections in QED
generate the leading-order deviation α/(2π). This provided the theoretical basis and formalism
for extracting the anomalous magnetic moment from loop-induced contributions during the
scattering process of a muon with an electromagnetic field.

We then derived general one-loop contributions to aµ arising from interactions of the muon
with internal charged scalars and fermions coupled to the electromagnetic field. Employing
Feynman parameterization, compact expressions for the magnetic form factor FM (q′) were
obtained, allowing us to emphazise the dependence of the correction on the internal particle
masses and couplings constants.

Finally, these results were applied to scalar extensions of the SM, focusing on the Two-Higgs-
Doublet Model (2HDM). We studied several Yukawa coupling textures and analyzed the
parameter dependence of the scalar contributions to the muon AMM. Our results demonstrate
that additional scalar states can provide extensive corrections, and that specific parameter
regions in masscoupling space are capable of producing contributions of the same order of
magnitude as the observed discrepancy between experiment and the SM prediction.

The analysis presented here illustrates how relatively minimal extensions of the SM scalar
sector can address one of the most persistent anomalies in particle physics. At the same
time, it emphasizes the sensitivity of aµ to details of the Yukawa sector, underscoring the
importance of continued precision studies.

Looking forward, further progress on both experimental and theoretical fronts will be decisive.
The ongoing Muon g − 2 Collaboration will sharpen the experimental determination of aµ

while forthcoming lattice QCD calculations aim to reduce the dominant hadronic uncertainties
in the SM prediction. In parallel, extending the analysis of this work to other classes of BSM
models could provide additional feasible explanations or further constrain the space of possible
new interactions.
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Appendix

A.1 Gamma matrices: Formulas and identities
The γ− (or Dirac-) matrices result from the ansatz to linearize the Klein-Gordon-Equation
and are introduced in Section 2.1. This section provides an overview about the most relevant
identities and formulas that are used throughout various calculations in this thesis.

• (Anti-)Commutation Relations:

{γµ, γν} = 2gµν and [γµ, γν ] = −2iσµν (A.1.1)

• Miscellaneous γ−product identities1

γµγµ = 4
γµγνγµ = −2γν

γµγνγσγµ = 4gνσ

γµγνγργσγµ = −2γσγργν

γµγσγν = 2(gσνγµ − gµνγσ + gµσγν) − γνγσγµ

(A.1.2)

• The γ5−matrix is defined as
γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3. (A.1.3)

and it fulfills
γ5γ5 = 1 and

{
γ5, γσ

}
= 0. (A.1.4)

A.2 Gordon decomposition
The Gordon decomposition is used repeatedly in this thesis: after computing the invariant
scattering amplitude Mσ it rewrites the Dirac bilinears into the vector and Pauli (tensor)
structures so that the electromagnetic form factors can be identified directly from the result.
The Gordon identity is given as

ū(p2)γσu(p1) = 1
2m ū(p2)

[
(p1 + p2)σ + i σσν(p1 − p2)ν

]
u(p1). (A.2.1)

First, we recall the (anti-)commutator relations of the γ−matrices:

{γσ, γν} = 2gσν and [γσ, γν ] = −2i σσν . (A.2.2)

Thus, we can write iσσν in terms of two equivalent expressions:

iσσν = −1
2
(
γσγν − γνγσ)

= −1
2
(
γσγν − (2gσν − γσγν)

)
= gσν − γσγν (A.2.3)

iσσν = −1
2
(
γσγν − γνγσ)

= −1
2
(
2gσν − 2γνγσ)

= γνγσ − gσν (A.2.4)
with which we obtain

1 Those relations follow directly from (A.1.1).
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A.3 Feynman rules

i σσν(p1 − p2)ν =
(
γνγσ − gσν)p1,ν −

(
gσν − γσγν)p2,ν

= γνγσp1,ν − pσ
1 − pσ

2 + γσγνp2,ν

= γσ
/p1 − pσ

1 − pσ
2 + /p2γ

σ (A.2.5)

Now, we rearrange (A.2.1) and make use of the Dirac equation (2.1.16):

ū(p2)
[
i σσν(p1 − p2)ν

]
u(p1) = ū(p2)

[
2mγσ − (p1 + p2)σ

]
u(p1)

= ū(p2)
[
/p2 γ

σ − (p1 + p2)σ + γσ
/p1

]
u(p1) (A.2.6)

which is similar to the expression in (A.2.5). A similar identity can be proven for γ5− matrices
involved:

ū(p2)
{

(pσ
1 + pσ

2 ) γ5}u(p1) = ū(p2)
{
iσσν(p1ν − p2ν)γ5}u(p1) (A.2.7)

A.3 Feynman rules
Feynman diagrams offer a visual shorthand for the intricate math of quantum field theory. In
this section we present the Feynman rules that translate specific diagram elements into the
expressions used in this thesis. They are taken from [7], pp. 115ff.
Incoming and outgoing particles are pictured by external lines. They correspond to four
component Dirac spinors for fermions or polarization vectors for photons:

Incoming fermion:
p

= u(p); Incoming photon:
p

= εσ(p)

Outgoing fermion:
p

= ū(p); Outgoing photon:
p

= ε∗σ(p)

The internal lines that correspond to virtual particles within the interaction blob (shown in
Fig. 2.1 are called propagators and represent the following:

Spin 0 boson:
p

= i

p2 −m2

Spin 1
2 fermion:

p

=
i(/p+m)
p2 −m2

Spin 1 photon:
p

= −igσν

p2

The vertex factors are finally given as

Photon / Spin 1
2 Fermion: = −ieγσ

Photon / Spin 0 Boson:

p

p′

= −iqH(p+ p′)σ
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A.4 Feynman-Parameterization

A.4 Feynman-Parameterization
The Feynman parameterization was developed and first used by Richard Feynman [29] to
evaluate loop integrals arising from Feynman diagrams with one or more loops. The most
general formula used in this technique is given as(

n∏
i=1

Ai

)−1

=
∫

[0;1]n

n∏
i=1

dxi δ

(
n∑

i=1
xi − 1

)
(n− 1)!

(∑n
i=1Aixi)n . (A.4.1)

Proof. The one-loop integrals to be evaluated in this thesis correspond to the Feynman
parameterization for n = 3. The following calculation verifies eq. (A.4.1) for this case:

1
ABC

!=
∫∫∫ 1

0
dxdydz δ(x+ y + z − 1) 2

(Ax+By + Cz)3

=
∫ 1

0
dz
∫ 1−z

0
dy 2

(A+ (B −A)y + (C −A)z)3 .

We can now substitute t := A+ (B −A)y + (C −A)z and obtain∫ 1

0
dz
∫ 1−z

0
dy 2

(A+ (B −A)y + (C −A)z)3

= 2
B −A

∫ 1

0
dz
∫ B+(C−B)z

A+(C−A)z

1
t3

dt

= 1
B −A

∫ 1

0

( 1
(A+ (C −A)z)2 − 1

(B + (C −B)z)2

)
dz.

Substituting z1 = (A+ (C −A)z)2 and z2 = (B + (C −B)z)2 yields

1
B −A

∫ 1

0

( 1
(A+ (C −A)z)2 − 1

(B + (C −B)z)2

)
dz

= 1
B −A

(
1

C −A

∫ C

A

1
z2

1
dz1 − 1

C −B

∫ C

B

1
z2

2
dz2

)

= 1
B −A

( 1
C −A

( 1
A

− 1
C

)
− 1
C −B

( 1
B

− 1
C

))
= 1
C(B −A)

( 1
A

− 1
B

)
= 1
ABC

.

The δ−distribution enforces that the Feynman parameters sum to one:∑
i

xi = 1. (A.4.2)

A.5 Contribution to the AMM by the Internal Scalar-Photon
interaction

The expression for the amplitude Mσ is given as

Mσ = qH

∫ d4q

(2π)4 ū(p2)
(cs + cpγ

5)(−/q +mF )(c∗
s − c∗

pγ
5)(k1 + k2)σ

(q2 −m2
F + iε)(k2

2 −m2
H + iε)(k2

1 −m2
H + iε) u(p1)
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A.5 Contribution to the AMM by the Internal Scalar-Photon interaction

≡ qH

∫
Nσ

ABC

d4q

(2π)4 . (A.5.1)

We can derive the form factor F2(0) that contributes to the AMM analogously to Section 3.1.
First, the Feynman trick is applied to rewrite the denominator in terms of D, i.e.

1
ABC

= 2
∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) 1

D3 , (A.5.2)

where D can be obtained from the Feynman parameterization

D = (q2 −m2
F + iε)x+ (k2

2 −m2
H + iε) y + (k2

1 +m2
H + iε) z

= q2 + iε−m2
F x+ p2

2 y + p2
1 z −m2

H(1 − x) + 2qσ(pσ
2 y + pσ

1 z)
= (qσ + pσ

2 y + pσ
1 z)2 − (pσ

2 y + pσ
1 z)2 −m2

Fx+ (m2
µ −m2

H)(1 − x) + iε

≡ `2 − ∆ + iε. (A.5.3)

The momentum shift ` and ∆ are introduced as

`σ = qσ + pσ
2 y + pσ

1 z (A.5.4)
∆ = m2

µ(y2 + z2) + 2p1p2yz +m2
Fx− (1 − x)(m2

µ −m2
H). (A.5.5)

Next, we confront the numerator as follows:

Nσ = ū
{

(cs + cpγ
5)(−/q +mF )(c∗

s − c∗
pγ

5)(k1 + k2)σ
}
u

= (cs + cpγ
5) (−/q +mF )(2qσ + pσ

1 + pσ
2 )︸ ︷︷ ︸

ξσ

(c∗
s − c∗

pγ
5) (A.5.6)

The inner most part, labeled as ξσ can be rearranged by inserting the Feynman parameteriza-
tion (A.5.4) and (A.5.5):

ξσ = (−/̀+ /p2y + /p1z +mF ) · 2
[
`σ − pσ

2 (y − 1
2) − pσ

1 (z − 1
2)
]

= −1
2`

2γσ − 2
(
/p2y + /p1z +mF

)(
pσ

2 (y − 1
2) + pσ

1 (z − 1
2)
)
, (A.5.7)

where the symmetry of the integrand and eq. (2.3.16) was used in the second step. The whole
contributing numerator now reads

Nσ
cont = ū

{
|cs|2ξσ − |cp|2γ5ξσγ5 − csc

∗
pξ

σγ5 + csc
∗
pγ

5ξσ
}
u

Next, we have to recall (A.1.4) to simplify the separate terms involving both even and odd
number of γ−matrices. This leaves us with

Nσ
cont = ū

{
|cs|2

[
− 1

2`
2γσ − 2 (mµ(1 − x) +mF )︸ ︷︷ ︸

χ+

(
pσ

2 (y − 1
2) + pσ

1 (z − 1
2)
)]

−

− |cp|2
[

1
2`

2γσ + 2 (mµ(1 − x) −mF )︸ ︷︷ ︸
χ−

(
pσ

2 (y − 1
2) + pσ

1 (z − 1
2)
) ]

−

− csc
∗
p

[
− 1

2`
2γσ − 2 (mµ(y − z) +mF )︸ ︷︷ ︸

Φ+

(
pσ

2 (y − 1
2) + pσ

1 (z − 1
2)
) ]

γ5+

+ c∗
scp

[
1
2`

2γσ + 2 (mµ(y − z) −mF )︸ ︷︷ ︸
Φ−

(
pσ

2 (y − 1
2) + pσ

1 (z − 1
2)
) ]

γ5
}
u

(A.5.8)
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A.6 Mass Matrix Scalar Bosons

To extract the magnetic form factor, we need to apply the Gordon decomposition. This is
done by expressing pσ

1 and pσ
2 via pσ

+ and pσ
− which gives us

Nσ = ū
{

− 1
2`

2γσ
(
|cs|2 + |cp|2 − 2 Re(csc

∗
p) γ5

)
−
[
|cs|2χ+ + |cp|2χ−+

+ (csc
∗
pΦ+ + cpc

∗
sΦ−) γ5

] (
z−y

2 pσ
− − x

2p
σ
+

)}
u.

(A.5.9)

Applying the Gordon identity and neglecting all terms that do not contribute to the AMM,
i.e. that are not proportional to iσσνp−ν yields

Nσ
AMM = ū

{
−
(
|cs|2χ+ + |cp|2χ−

) (
x
2 iσ

σνp−ν
) }

u

= ū
{

−mµx
[
|cs|2(1 − x+ ΩF ) + |cp|2(1 − x− ΩF )

]
iσσνp−ν

}
u. (A.5.10)

By comparing this with the general structure of the amplitude Mσ (2.2.6), we obtain

qH

∫
Nσ

AMM
ABC

d4`

(2π)4
!= (−ie) ū

{
iσσν p−ν

2mFM (q′2)
}
u. (A.5.11)

We can now apply the Feynman trick (A.5.7) and rearrange the equation. The form factor
FM (q′) can then be read off in terms of the mass ratios (3.1.26):

FM (q′) = −i4m2
µ

qH

e

∫ d4`

(2π)4

∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) ×

× x |cs|2(1 − x+ ΩF ) + x |cp|2(1 − x− ΩF )
(`2 − ∆ + iε)3

(2.3.25)= −4m2
µ

qH

e

1
32π2

∫ 1

0
dx dy dz δ(x+ y + z − 1) ×

× x|cs|2(1 − x+ ΩF ) + x|cp|2(1 − x− ΩF )
m2

µ (y2 + z2) + 2p1p2yz +m2
Fx− (1 − x)(m2

µ −m2
H) .

(A.5.12)

Evaluating the δ−function and taking q′ = 0 simplifies the expression above to

FM (0) (2.2.2)= − qH

8π2e

∫ 1

0
dx
∫ 1−x

0
dy x|cs|2(1 − x+ ΩF ) + x|cp|2(1 − x− ΩF )

(1 − x)2 + ΩFx− (1 − x)(1 − Ω2
H) , (A.5.13)

which can now easily be integrated over y. Substituting (1 − x) with u finally yields

FM (0) = [aµ]S = − qH

8π2e

∫ 1

0
du |cs|2(u3 − u2 + ΩF (u2 − u)) + |cp|2(u3 − u2 − ΩF (u2 − u))

u2 + Ω2
F (1 − u) + u (Ω2

H − 1)

= − qH

8π2e

∫ 1

0
du |cs|2(u+ ΩF ) + |cp|2(u− ΩF )

u2 + Ω2
F (1 − u) + u (Ω2

H − 1) (u2 − u). (A.5.14)

A.6 Mass Matrix Scalar Bosons
The most general potential for the 2HDM in the rotated Higgs basis is given by

V = m2
11(H†

1H1) +m2
22(H†

2H2) −m2
12(H†

1H2 + h.c.)+

+ λ1
2 (H†

1H1)2 + λ2
2 (H†

2H2)2 + λ3(H†
1H1)(H†

2H2)+

+ λ4(H†
1H2)(H†

2H1) +
[
λ5
2 (H†

1H2)2 + h.c.
]

+

+
[(
λ6(H†

1H1) + (λ7(H†
2H2)

)
H†

1H2 + h.c.
]
.
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A.6 Mass Matrix Scalar Bosons

To compute the mass matrix for the charged scalars,

M2
ij = ∂2V

∂φi∂φj
, φi ∈

{
G±,H±},

we first expand the potential by inserting the two Higgs doublets

H1 = 1√
2

( √
2G+

v +H0
1 + iG0

)
, H2 = 1√

2

( √
2H+

H0
2 + iA0

)
.

The result is the potential V as a function of the respective particle fields:

V = m2
11

{
G−G+ + 1

2

[
(v +H0

1 )2 + (G0)2
]}

+m2
22

{
H−H+ + 1

2

[
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
]}

+

−m2
12

{{
G−H+ + 1

2(v +H0
1 − iG0)(H0

2 + iA0
}

−

+
{
H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
}}

+

+ λ1
2
{
G−G+ + 1

2

[
(v +H0

1 )2 + (G0)2
]}2

+ λ2
2
{
H−H+ + 1

2

[
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
]}2

+

+ λ3
{
G−G+ + 1

2

[
(v +H0

1 )2 + (G0)2
]}{

H−H+ + 1
2

[
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
]}

+

+ λ4
{
G−H+ + 1

2(v +H0
1 − iG0)(H0

2 + iA0
}{
H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
}

+

+ λ5
2
{
G−H+ + 1

2(v +H0
1 − iG0)(H0

2 + iA0
}2

+

+ λ∗
5

2
{
H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
}2

+

+ λ6
{
G−G+ + 1

2

[
(v +H0

1 )2 + (G0)2
]}{

G−H+ + 1
2(v +H0

1 − iG0)(H0
2 + iA0

}
+

+ λ∗
6

{
H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
}{
G−G+ + 1

2

[
(v +H0

1 )2 + (G0)2
]}

+

+ λ7
{
H−H+ + 1

2

[
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
]}{

G−H+ + 1
2(v +H0

1 − iG0)(H0
2 + iA0

}
+

+ λ∗
7

{
H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
}{
H−H+ + 1

2

[
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
]}
.

(A.6.1)

The derivatives with respect to the charged particle fields are now quite easily computed:

∂2V

∂H−∂H+ = m2
22 + λ2

[
2H−H+ + 1

2

(
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
)]

+ λ3
[
G−G+ + 1

2

(
(v +H0

1 )2 + (G0)2
)]

+

+ λ4G
−G+ + λ7

(
2H+G− + 1

2(v +H0
1 − iG0)(H0

2 + iA0)
)
+

+ λ∗
7

(
2H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
)

= m2
22 + λ3

v2

2
∂2V

∂G+∂G− = m2
11 + λ1

[
2G−G+ + 1

2

(
(v +H0

1 )2 + (G0)2
)]

+ λ3
[
H−H+ + 1

2

(
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
)
]+

+ λ4H
+H− + λ6

[
2G−H+ + 1

2(v +H0
1 − iG0)(H0

2 + iA0)
]
+

+ λ∗
6

(
2H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
)

= m2
11 + λ1

v2

2
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A.7 Projection operators

∂2V

∂G−∂H+ = −m2
12 + λ3H

−G+ + λ4
(
H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
)
+

+ λ5
(
2G−H+ + 1

2(v +H0
1 − iG0)(H0

2 + iA0)
)
+

+ λ6
[
2G−G+ + 1

2

(
(v +H0

2 )2 + (G0)2
)]

+

+ λ7
[
2H−H+ + 1

2

(
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
)]

= −m2
12 + λ6

v2

2
∂2V

∂G+∂H− = −m2
12 + λ3G

−H+ + λ4
(
G−H+ + 1

2(v +H0
1 − iG0)(H0

2 + iA0)
)
+

+ λ∗
5

(
2H−G+ + 1

2(H0
2 − iA0)(v +H0

1 + iG0)
)
+

+ λ∗
6

[
2G−G+ + 1

2

(
(v +H0

2 )2 + (G0)2
)]

+

+ λ∗
7

[
2H−H+ + 1

2

(
(H0

2 )2 + (A0)2
)]

= −m2
12 + λ6

v2

2

The derivatives were respectively simplified by neglecting all the coupling terms in the potential
that do not include mass contributions. The minimization conditions for the potential can
be derived by performing the first order derivatives with respect to the distinct Higgs fields,
which leads to (

∂V

∂H1

)
= 0

⇒ m2
11 = −λ1

v2

2 (A.6.2)

(
∂V

∂H2

)
= 0

⇒ m2
12 = λ6

v2

2 (A.6.3)

They can now finally get inserted into the matrix elements which can be combined to form
the mass matrix given in Section 4.1:

M2
charged =

(
m2

22 + 1
2v

2λ3 0
0 0

)
. (A.6.4)

A.7 Projection operators

Section 2.1 introduces the four component Dirac spinor ψ =
(
ψA ψB

)T
. It turns out that

ψA ≡ ψL and ψB ≡ ψR are the left- and right-handed Weyl spinors which refer to the (1
2 , 0)

and (0, 1
2) representation of the Lorentz group. These spinors are eigenstates of the so-called

chirality operator in Weyl representation

γ5 =
(

−1 0
0 1

)
(A.7.1)

with eigenvalues ∓1 and thus represent massless particles (like neutrinos) with left- and
right-handed chirality. We can now define the left- and right-handed projection operators

PL = 1− γ5

2 =
(

1 0
0 0

)
and PR = 1+ γ5

2 =
(

0 0
0 1

)
(A.7.2)

which when acting on the Dirac spinor ψ pick out the left- and right-handed Weyl spinor,
respectively.
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