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1I N T R O D U C T I O N

Understanding how Nature works on a fundamental level is one of the key goals of
physics. Consequently, physicists try to identify what the smallest building blocks
of our universe are and how they interact. The ideas about these fundamental
building blocks have undergone many revolutions, each radically changing the way
we describe Nature.

The ancients reasoned that all objects were composed of the elements fire, earth,
water, and air. As technology progressed, scientists discovered cells, molecules, and
atoms. Atoms only have a radius of about 30 trillionths of a meter. For a while it
was believed that the atom was the smallest component (the Greek name means
indivisible). This idea lasted until the early 20th century with the discoveries of the
electron and proton. Six decades later, it turned out that even protons and neutrons
were not fundamental, but consisted of quarks [15, 16].

From the invention of quantum mechanics in the early 1920s, it became clear that
these small particles behave differently from everyday experience: particles could
be in two places at once, act like waves, or spontaneously emerge from the vacuum,
and quickly disappear again [17]. The fact that the fundamental building blocks
had both particle-like and wave-like features was later unified by the framework
of Quantum Field Theory (QFT) [18]. The new quantum field theoretic description
of the electromagnetic interaction, Quantum Electrodynamics (QED), was hugely
successful and is still used to this day.

Below we provide a brief introduction to the world of QFT. We describe the
Standard Model in section 1.1, the aim for precise predictions in section 1.2, computer
methods in section 1.3, and Feynman diagrams in section 1.4. Then we formulate
our Problem Statement (PS) in section 1.5, and the Research Questions (RQs) in
section 1.6. In section 1.7 we list our contributions and in section 1.8 we outline the
structure of the thesis.

1.1 the standard model

In the early 1960s, the first version of the Standard Model was constructed [19].
The goal was to capture all fundamental particles and interactions in this model.
The first version contained several particles, such as quarks and electrons, and the
electromagnetic and weak forces. The electromagnetic force governs the interactions
of photons (light) with charged particles. The weak forces govern nuclear decay and
are mediated by the W and Z bosons. The Higgs boson, which is responsible for
giving elementary particles mass, was added to the model shortly after, in 1964 [20–
22]. Finally, the strong force, mediated by gluons, was added in 1973 [23, 24]. The
theory for the strong interaction, Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), explained why
quarks of opposite charge can stay in a stable configuration in the nucleus of an

3


