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1.Introduction

TheM HV rulesofCachazo,Svr�cek and W itten [1]areequivalentto a new setofFeynm an

rules for Q CD tree-level scattering am plitudes that are particularly e�cient. Initially

conjectured on the basisofan analogy with stringsm oving on twistorspace [2]they were

proven by recursion relations [3]. They em erge from gauge �xing a twistor space action

for Yang-M ills [4]-[10]and can also be derived using a canonicaltransform ation applied

to the light-cone gauge Yang-M ills Lagrangian [11,12]. To generalise these rulesto loop

levelrequires the introduction of a regulator, for exam ple som e variant of dim ensional

regularisation.Although m uch ofthe m athem aticalstructureunderlying thisapproach to

Yang-M illstheory,such asconform alinvarianceand twistorspace,isbroken by thepassage

to arbitrary dim ension thereissom ecauseforoptim ism thatprogresstowardsform ulating
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M HV rulesforloop processescan stillbe m ade [13]. O ne ofthe featuresthatem ergesat

loop order is that the new �elds do not generate the sam e S-m atrix as the originalones

because ofthe non-locality ofthe canonicaltransform ation. This e�ect accounts for the

one-loop am plitudes for gluons ofpurely positive helicity which would otherwise appear

to be absent from the theory. However,it is potentially dam aging for the e�ciency of

the M HV rulesbecause itwould seem to require an extra ingredientin the calculation of

am plitudesto describe the translation between the two setsof�elds. Itisthe purpose of

thispaperto show thatalthough extra structure isrequired to translate between the two

sets of�elds,these ‘translation kernels’are required only for allplus am plitudes at one-

loop,so thatforthe calculation ofgeneralam plitudeswe are free to use G reen functions

for either set of�elds,thus partially regaining the sim plicity ofthe CSW rules for the

regulated theory. In theorieswith exactsupersym m etry these problem sare absentand it

isknown thatfourdim ensionalM HV verticesand M HV rulesm ay be used to recoverall

am plitudesatoneloop [26].

W e begin by describing the canonicaltransform ation as it is constructed in four di-

m ensions.Using light-cone co-ordinatesin M inkowskispace

x̂ = 1p
2
(t� x

3); �x = 1p
2
(t+ x

3); z = 1p
2
(x1 + ix

2); �z = 1p
2
(x1 � ix

2): (1.1)

and the gauge condition Â = 0 allows the Yang-M ills action to be written in term s of

positive and negative helicity �eldsA � A z and �A � A �z (afterelim ination ofunphysical

degreesoffreedom )asthe light-cone action

S =
4

g2

Z

dx̂

Z

�

d
3
x (L� + + L

� + + + L
� � + + L

0� � + + ); (1.2)

where

L
� + = tr �A

�
�@@̂ � @�@

�

A ; (1.3)

L
� + + = � tr(�@@̂� 1A )[A ;@̂ �A ]; (1.4)

L
� � + = � tr[�A ;@̂A ](@@̂� 1 �A ); (1.5)

L
0� � + + = � tr[�A ;@̂A ]@̂� 2 [A ;@̂ �A ]; (1.6)

and � isa constant-̂x quantisation surfaceand d 3x = d�xdzd�z.

The com bination L� + + L� + + by itself describes self-dualgauge theory [14]. At

tree-levelthisisa free theory because the only connected scattering am plitudesthatcan

be constructed involve one negative helicity particle and an arbitrary num berofpositive

helicity particles. The Feynm an diagram scontributing to thisare the sam e asin the full

Yang-M illstheory,forwhich such am plitudesareknown to vanish.(Bizarrely,theone-loop

am plitudesforprocessesinvolving only positive helicity particles are non-zero,and these

aretheonly non-vanishingam plitudesin thetheory.) Thisencouragesusto�nd anew �eld

B thatisa non-localfunctionalofA on the surface ofconstant x̂ such thatL� + + L� + +

can bewritten asa freetheory,i.e.

L
� + [A ; �A ]+ L

� + + [A ; �A ]= L
� + [B;�B]; (1.7)
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where �B isdeterm ined by therequirem entthatthetransform ation becanonical:

@̂ �A a(̂x;x)=

Z

�

d
3
y
�Bb(̂x;y)

�Aa(̂x;x)
@̂ �Bb(̂x;y), @̂ �Ba(̂x;x)=

Z

�

d
3
y
�Ab(̂x;y)

�Ba(̂x;x)
@̂ �A b(̂x;y): (1.8)

This transform ation is readily expressed in term s ofthe �elds after taking the Fourier

transform with respectto position within the quantisation surface

B (̂x;p)= A (̂x;p)+
1X

n= 2

Z
d3k1

(2�)3
:::

d3kn

(2�)3

p̂n� 1(2�)3�3(p �
P

ki)

(p;k1)(p;k1 + k2):::(p;k1 + � � � + kn� 1)
A (̂x;k1):::A (̂x;kn)(1.9)

where

(k1;k2)� k̂1k2 � k̂2k1: (1.10)

The transform ation istherefore localin x̂ and the coe�cientsofthe productsA :::A are

independentofboth x̂ and �k.(1.8)showsthat �A isa linearfunctionalof �B,which wewrite

as

�A (̂x;p)= �B (̂x;p)+
1X

m = 3

mX

s= 2

Z
d3k1

(2�)3
:::

d3kn

(2�)3

k̂s

p̂
�s� 1(p;� k1;:::;� km )�

(2�)3�3(p �
X

ki)B (̂x;k1):::�B(̂x;ks):::B (̂x;km ) (1.11)

so thatwhen therem aining term sin theaction arewritten in thenew variablesweobtain

an in�nite series,each term ofwhich containstwo powersof �B. Labelling these term sby

theirhelicitiesgives

L[A ; �A ]= L
� + [B;�B]+ L

� � + [B;�B]+ L
� � + + [B;�B]+ L

� � + + + [B;�B]+ � � � : (1.12)

The coe�cientsofthe �eldsin the interaction term scan be shown [16],by explicitcalcu-

lation,to consistofthe Parke-Tayloram plitudes[17](continued o�-shell).

TheLSZ proceduregivesscatteringam plitudesin term softhem om entum spaceG reen

functions(suitably norm alised)forA and �A �eldsby cancelling each externalleg using a

factorp2 and then taking each m om entum on-shell,p2 ! 0.The equivalence theorem for

S-m atrix elem entsseem sto allow usto useG reen functionsforthe B and �B �eldsinstead

oftheA and �A ,provided weincludea m ultiplicative wave-function renorm alisation.This

is because,to leading order in the �elds,A is the sam e as B. In any Feynm an diagram

contributing to a G reen function these �eldsare attached to the restofthe diagram by a

propagator � 1=p2 which cancels the LSZ factor ofp2 and so survives the on-shelllim it.

In the higherorderterm sin (1.9)the m om entum p isshared between the A �elds,so the

propagatorsthatattach theseto diagram scannotdirectly cancelp2.Thecancellation can

occurifthediagram forcesjustthesem om enta to ow togetherthrough som einternalline,

because by m om entum conservation this line willcontribute � 1=p2. The e�ect ofsuch

diagram sisto renorm alise the �eld,and thiswillcancelin the com putation ofscattering
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am plitudes. Anothersource of1=p2 could be the kernelsin (1.9). These kernelsare non-

localwithin thequantisation surface,and a requirem entoftheequivalencetheorem isthat

the transform ation be local. However ourtransform ation isstilllocalin light-cone ‘tim e’

x̂ which m eansthatthe kernelsare independentof�p (and also,forotherreasons,�p)so it

is hard (butnot im possible,as we willsee) to im agine how the kernels can generate the

1=p2 needed to stop usgeneralising thetheorem to the case in hand.

So itwould seem safeto invoke theS-m atrix equivalencetheorem and usetheB �elds

to calculate scattering am plitudes,expecting to getphysicalgluon am plitudes. Itisclear

thatthenew Lagrangian would then generatetheCSW (orM HV)rulesof[1],and,oncewe

haveaLagrangian wearem uch closertobeingabletogeneralisetherulesbeyond tree-level.

However,thiscannotbe correctasthe rulescannotgenerate the one-loop am plitudesfor

processesin which the gluonsallhave positive helicity. These am plitudeshave long been

considered to berelated to an anom aly [18].In thecontextofthechangeofvariablesfrom

A to B this anom aly could be related to the Jacobian which oughtto be unity since the

transform ation iscanonical. However,in [15]itwasshown instead thatthese am plitudes

result from an evasion ofthe equivalence theorem when the theory is form ulated using

dim ensionalregularisation. This im plies a aw in the argum ent we have just presented.

Speci�cally,itwasshown thatin the case ofthe four-pointall-plusam plitude the change

ofvariablescan beim plem ented with unitJacobian by directly com paring both sidesof:

lim
p2
i
! 0

Z

D (A ; �A )eiSlc p21
�A a1(p1):::p

2
4
�A a4(p4)=

lim
p2
i
! 0

Z

D (B;�B)eiSM H V p
2
1f

�Ba1(p1)+ :::g:::p
2
4f

�Ba4(p4)+ :::g (1.13)

where the dots in �B(p1)+ ::: represent the extra term s involving the � in (1.11). Ifwe

ignored theseextra term s,astheS-m atrix equivalencetheorem im pliesweshould,then the

right-hand sidewould vanish because thereare no interactionsin SM H V thatwould allow

usto contractallthe �B together.Sinceitisknown thatthisam plitudeisin factnon-zero

the extra term s m ust contribute and the equivalence theorem is not directly applicable.

These extra term s appear to spoilthe e�ciency ofour approach. Ifwe have to include

the detailsofthe transform ation in com puting scattering am plitudesthen we are unlikely

to be able to pro�tfrom any gainsresulting from the sim plicity ofthe M HV Lagrangian.

Itisthe purpose ofthispaperto investigate justhow dam aging thisis. W e willsee that

actually the problem is quite contained and the equivalence theorem is only spoilt for a

classofknown am plitudes.

To sim plify our discussion we willregulate using Four-Dim ensional-Helicity regular-

isation [19]in which the externalhelicity are in four dim ensions and only the internal

m om enta are in D dim ensions. It is not essentialto use this schem e,and in our earlier

paper[15]weused standard dim ensionalregularisation,butitwillsim plify ourexpressions

considerably.In section 2,wewilldescribethis.Then in section 3,weexam inethecanon-

icaltransform ation using it. W e will�nd thatthe e�ectofregularisation isto m ake only

m inorchanges to the recursion relations forthe expansion coe�cients. In orderto avoid
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spuriouspolesin the recursion expansion of�s,we also establish a new recursion relation

of�s which involvesonly truesingularitiesin each term oftheexpansion.Asa byproduct

we also �nd a relation between the tree-levellight-cone diagram s and the canonicalex-

pansion coe�cients,which willfacilitate the singularity analysisin the translation kernel

contribution later.W ealso review thetree-levelevasion oftheequivalencetheorem forthe

(� + + )am plitudein section 4.

After thispreparation,in section 5,we willdiscusssystem atically the di�erentways

that the S-m atrix equivalence theorem can be evaded. W e �rst argue that at tree-level

evasion willnotoccurin higherpointam plitudes.Then wediscussthethreewaysthatthe

theorem can potentially be evaded atone-loop:by dressing propagators,in tadpoles,and

by infrared divergences. W e willconclude that only tadpoles can evade the equivalence

theorem atone-loop.During thisdiscussion,we�nd thatthereisa puzzlein the(+ + � )

am plitude with an externalleg dressed by a tadpole.By exam ining the calculation ofthe

(+ + + � )am plitude in section 6,we �nd that the one-m inus-helicity am plitudes should

com e justfrom tadpolesm ade outofM HV vertices,butwhen we cutthe diagram sthere

appear to be additionalcontributions from equivalence theorem evading tadpoles which

can dress externallegs. In section 7,we resolve this double-counting puzzle by choosing

a suitable lim iting order in the LSZ procedure and show that these extra term s do not

contribute to theon-shellam plitude.Section 8 isthe conclusion.

2.D im ensionalR egularisation

W e willregulate the ultra-violet divergences ofpure Yang-M ills by working in arbitrary

space-tim e dim ension,D ,and using co-ordinates which replace the pair z;�z ofcom plex

space-like co-ordinates by D =2� 1 such pairs,z(i);�z(i). In [15]we used standard dim en-

sionalregularisation in which thegauge-�eld A � hasD space-tim e com ponents.W e could

instead use four-dim ensional-helicity regularization (FDH) [19]and keep � four dim en-

sional.Consequently polarisation vectorswould rem ain fourdim ensional,so weretain just

two helicities,and the gauge invariance ofthe action is four dim ensional. Justas in the

usualdim ensionalregularisation them om enta of‘physical’gluonswhich appearin asym p-

totic states ofscattering processes also rem ain in four dim ensions,but the m om enta of

virtualgluons thatappearas internallines in Feynm an diagram s willbe D dim ensional.

The advantage ofFDH is that the light-cone gauge action is very sim ilar to the four di-

m ensionalversion,the only change being in thefree partwhich becom es

L
� + = tr �A

0

@ �@@̂ �

D =2� 1X

i= 1

@(i)
�@(i)

1

A A :

Tree-levelam plitudesareunchanged when theexternallegsallhave fourdim ensionalm o-

m enta,howeverwhen the externallegsare allowed to have D dim ensionalm om enta then

they are m odi�ed.In particularthe am plitudesin which allbutone ofthe scattered glu-

ons have the sam e helicity no longer vanish. Thisisresponsible forthe non-vanishing of

the one-loop am plitude in which allthe scattered gluons have the sam e helicity because
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the opticaltheorem relates the im aginary partofthislatter am plitude to the productof

tree-levelam plitudesofthe form er. The one-loop four-gluon allpositive helicity reduced

am plitude is[20]

�
ig4

48�2

fp1;p2gfp3;p4g

(p1;p2)(p3;p4)
(2.1)

where p1;:::;p4 are the m om enta ofthe gluonsand fp1;p2g � p̂1�p2 � p̂2�p1. The all-plus

one-loop am plitudes are m issing from a na��ve application ofthe M HV rules at one-loop

because ifwe are lim ited to vertices ofParke-Taylor type then we cannotconstructsuch

am plitudes.(In [15]itwasshown thatsuch am plitudesoriginatein afailureoftheS-m atrix

equivalence oftheA and B �elds,we shallenlarge on thislater.)

The failure of the one m inus rest plus helicity tree-level am plitudes to vanish has

signi�cantconsequencesfortheattem pttoconstructan M HV Lagrangian in D dim ensions.

Firstly itm eansthatthetheory described by thetruncated Lagrangian L� + + L� + + that

generates these am plitudesis notfree. Secondly it m eans thatthe Parke-Taylor vertices

are likely to be m uch m ore com plicated in D dim ensionsbecause theirsim plicity in four

dim ensionscan beexplained within the BCFW recursion m ethod [3]asderiving from the

vanishing ofthe one m inus rest plus tree-levelam plitude. W e willnow investigate how

dam aging thesefactsare.

3.C anonicaltransform ation in D dim ensions

3.1 R ecursion relations for the expansion coe� cients

Perhapssurprisingly wecan stillconstructa canonicaltransform ation in D dim ensionsso

that(1.7)holds.Using FDH regularization,and given (1.8)wehave to solve

! A (x)+ A (x)

�
�@

@̂
A (x)

�

�

�
�@

@̂
A (x)

�

A (x)=

Z

x̂= const:
!
0
B(x0)

�A (x)

�B(x0)
d
D � 1

x
0 (3.1)

where

! =

D =2� 1X

i= 1

@(i)
�@(i)=@̂ :

Re-arranging:

! A (x)�

Z

x̂= const:
! B(x0)

�A (x)

�B(x0)
d
D � 1

x
0= � A (x)

�
�@

@̂
A (x)

�

+

�
�@

@̂
A (x)

�

A (x): (3.2)

W e m ake the basic assum ption,appropriate to perturbation theory,that we can expand

the Fouriertransform ofA in powersofthe transform ofB,with kernels�.(Note we use

the sam e sym bolforthe �eldsand theirFouriertransform s)

A p =

1X

n= 1

Z

�(p;p 1;:::;pn)�(p+

nX

i= 1

pi)B�1:::B�n d
D
p1:::d

D
pn ; (3.3)

whereweadoptthenotation thatthesubscriptsofthe�eldslabelthem om enta:A p � A (p)

and B�{� B(� pi).Then the�rstterm on theleft-hand-sideof(3.2)m ultiplieseach term in
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theexpansion by theFouriertransform of!,i
0 � i
(p),whereasthesecond replaceseach

B�{by i
iB�{,and theright-hand-sidegluestwoexpansionstogetherusingwhatisessentially

the three-pointvertex corresponding to helicities+ + � (and which we are attem pting to

elim inate from the theory by perform ing the canonicaltransform ation to new variables).

Thisism osteasily represented graphically.Letusdenote theexpansion (3.3)by

A = 1 B +
2

B

B

+ B3

B

B

+ ::::

(3.4)

and the Fouriertransform oftheright-hand-side of(3.2)by

i

j

k

= �V 2(pj;pk;pi)=p̂i;

where �V 2(p1;p2;p3)= i(�1=̂1� �2=̂2)̂3 isthe factor from the three-point(+ + � )vertex of

the lagrangian (1.12). The sm allblack dotsin the diagram denote the m inus-helicity end

ofthe propagators.Then the term sin (3.2)with n B �eldsgive

�P n
0

i

�

n

B
.
.
.
.
B

= �
P

r+ s= n

r

B
.
.
.
.
B

s

B

.

.

.

.B

Ifwewereto useusualdim ensionalregularisation ratherthan FDH,wewould havearrived

atthesam egraphicalequation,butwith indicesattached to thelinesand �V 2(pj;pk;pi)=

i(fpi;pjgK �IJ=p̂k + fpk;pigJ�K I=p̂j),in the notation of[15]. W e can divide through by
P


 when itisnon-zero and obtain therecursion relation for� in m om entum space

�(�1� � � �n)=
1

1̂(
1 + � � � + 
n)

n� 1X

j= 2

�V 2(P2j;Pj+ 1;n;1)�(� ;�2;:::;�j)�(� ;j+ 1;:::;�n);(3.5)

whereweusethenotation Pi;j = pi+ pi+ 1+ � � � + pj,forj> i,Pi;j = pi+ pi+ 1+ � � � + pn +

p1 + � � � + pj forj < i,�n = � pn and the � in the bracketof� denotesthe m inusofthe

sum ofalltheotherm om enta in �.Thiscan berepresented graphically

n

B
.
.
.
.
B

=
1

P

n
0

 i

P

r+ s= n

r

B
.
.
.
.
B

s

B

.

.

.

.B

W e willencounter situations when
P


 vanishes, and then we need a prescription for

dealing with thissingularity.W e willaddressthisin the appendices.
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Ifwedenote� 1=(
P n

0

i)by a closed broken curvecutting each linewhosem om entum

appearsin the sum ,each orderofthe expansion ofA can berepresented as

n

B1
...

Bn

= �
P

r+ s= n

r

B1
...

B

s

Bn

...

B

(3.6)

where

�p n

B1
...

Bn

=
R

1� � � n�(�p
�1� � � �n)B1� � � Bn :

Thiscan beeasily iterated,starting with the leading term A = B:

A = B �

B

B

+

B

B

B

+

B

B

B

+ :::

Sim ilarly wecan expand �A in term sofB,and �B in which itislinear.Itism oreconvenient

to expand @̂ �A in term sofB,and @̂ �B,and we denote thisgraphically by

@̂ �A = @̂ �B +

@̂ �B

B

+

B

@̂ �B

+ @̂ �B

B

B

+ B

@̂ �B

B

+ B

B

@̂ �B

+ ::::

and in m om entum space weuse� to denote the expansion coe�cients

�p {̂�Bin

B1...
...
Bn

=
R

1� � � n{̂�
i(�p�1� � � �n)B1� � ��Bi� � � Bn :

Using thisand (3.4)allowsusto depictthe second of(1.8)as
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@̂ �B =
P

B

B

.

.

.

.
@̂ �B

B

B

.

.

.

.

Sincethereareno B-�eldson theleft-hand-sidewecan equateto zero thesum ofterm son

the rightthatcontain precisely n B-�elds,when n > 0:

0=
P

B

B

.

.

.

.
@̂ �B

B

B

.

.

.

.

Theterm in which thereareno B-�eldsin theleft-hand factoristhekernelwearelooking

for,so

@̂ �B

B

B

.

.

.

.
= �

P
0

B

B

.

.

.

.
@̂ �B

B

B

.

.

.

.

(3.7)

where the prim e on the sum indicates that we sum over term s in which there is at least

one B-�eld in the left-hand factor,and the ordering of�eldsm atcheson both sidesofthe

equation.Thisisiterated to yield

@̂ �A = @̂ �B +

B

@̂ �B

+

@̂ �B

B

�

@̂ �B

B

B

�

B

B

@̂ �B

+

B

B

@̂ �B

+ :::

(3.8)

However,thebroken curvesin theabovediagram sdonotdenotetherealsingularitiesin the

expansion of �A .Som esingularitiesarecancelled out.Forexam ple,by explicitcalculation,

one �ndsthatthe singularity represented by the innerbroken curves around the left big

black dot in the �fth and sixth term s are cancelled out. In fact,by induction,one can
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prove anotherrecursion relation of�s:

�i� 1�1;:::;�n
= �

1


1 + � � � + 
n

� i� 1X

l= 2

1

P̂l+ 1;n

�V 2(p1;P2;l;Pl+ 1;n)�(� ;�2;:::;
�l)�i� l(� ;l+ 1;:::;�n)

+

n� 1X

l= i

1

P̂2;l

�V 2(Pl+ 1;n;p1;P2;l)�
i� 1(� ;�2;:::;�l)�(� ;l+ 1;:::;�n)

�

: (3.9)

Using thiswe can representeach orderofthe expansion of@̂ �A by diagram s:

@̂ �Bn

B...
...
B

=
P

r+ s= n

 r

B
...

B

...̂
@ �B...

s

B

B

+

...̂
@ �B...

r

B

B

...s

B

B

!

(3.10)

Theproofofthenew recursion relation startswith the old one (3.7)and usesrelation

l

l+ r+ s+ 1

1

...

...

r

l+1
...

l+ r

is

l+ r+ s

...

...

l+ r+ 1
�

...

...

r
...

s

...

...

= �

...

...

r
...

s

...

...

(3.11)

repeatedly (seeappendix B fora sketch oftheproof).Therelation aboveissim ply a result

ofthe equation

1


l+ r+ s+ 1;l+
P l+ r+ s

i= l+ 1 
i

�
1

P n
i= 1
i

=

l+ 1;l+ r+ s+

P l
i= l+ r+ s+ 1
i

(
l+ r+ s+ 1;l+
P l+ 1

i= 1
l+ r+ s)
P n

i= 1
i

(3.12)

where 
i;j = Pi;j
�Pi;j=P̂i;j. The num eratoron the right-hand-side of(3.12)willcancelthe

denom inatorofthe left� blob in the diagram s. W e denote thiscancellation by �lling in

the left-hand blob. In fact,there is an easy way to prove this recursion relation in four

dim ensionswhere we do notcare aboutregularization: Ifwe use the relation obtained in
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[16]

�i� 1(1� � � n)= �
{̂

1̂
�(1� � � n); (3.13)

thisrecursion relation recoversthatof(3.6)for�.

3.2 R econstructing the expansion coe� cients from tree-level light-cone dia-

gram s

From (3.5) we observe that the expansion term s ofA can be constructed as follows: for

each term ofthe expansion,draw allthe tree-levelFeynm an diagram s with an A as one

end ofan externalpropagatorand allBsin theterm asam putated externallinesusingonly

(+ + � )vertices;then calculate thisdiagram using �V 2 asverticesand 1=(̂p(
p+
P


))as

corresponding propagators.Notice thatthelight-cone Feynm an ruleforvertex (+ + � )is

�V (1;2;3)= i
4

g2
�V 2(�1;�2;�3)= � i

4

g2
�V 2(1;2;3) (3.14)

and the light-cone propagatoris

hA pA �pi= � i
g2

2p2
: (3.15)

So

hA 3A �3i
�V (1;2;3)= �

2

p2
3

�V 2(1;2;3) (3.16)

is consistent with the coe�cient ofeach term in the recursion relation ifwe m ake the

replacem ent� 2=p23 ! 1=(̂p3(
3 + 
1 + 
2)).Asa result,we can reconstructthe term sof

A from light-cone tree-levelcalculationsby replacing the light-cone propagatorsusing

1

P 2
ij

! �
1

2P̂j+ 1;i� 1(
j+ 1;i� 1 + 
i+ 
i+ 1 + � � � + 
j)
: (3.17)

Here Pj+ 1;i� 1 should beunderstood asthesum ofallm om enta exceptthoselabelled from

ito j.Them om entum in each term in thebracketofthedenom inatorscorrespondsto the

outgoing m om entum oftheexternallineofthesub-treediagram notinvolving A when the

propagatoriscut.Forexam ple,forterm swith B2B3B4:

A �1 � �(�1�2�3�4)B2B3B4

=
1

1̂(
1 + � � � + 
4)

�
�V 2(2;34;1)�V 2(3;4;12)

P̂12(
12 + 
3 + 
4)
+

�V 2(23;4;1)�V 2(2;3;41)

P̂41(
41 + 
2 + 
3)

�

� B2B3B4: (3.18)

Thecorresponding diagram sare:

A1̄

B2

B3

B4

A1̄

B2

B3

B4
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From the light-cone calculation ofthese Feynm an diagram s,we have:

22
1

p2
1

�
�V 2(2;34;1)�V 2(3;4;12)

P 2
12

+
�V 2(23;4;1)�V 2(2;3;41)

P 2
41

�

(3.19)

in which the two term s correspond to the two tree-levelFeynm an diagram s. W e can see

that(3.18)and (3.19)only di�erby the change

1=p21 ! � 1=(2̂1(
1 + � � � + 
4)); (3.20)

1=P 2
12 ! � 1=(2P̂12(
12 + 
3 + 
4)); (3.21)

1=P 2
41 ! � 1=(2P̂41(
41 + 
2 + 
3)): (3.22)

Ifweputp2;p3;p4 on shell,the! in theaboveequationscan bereplaced by = ,thus(3.18)

is equalto (3.19) which gives the translation kernelcontribution to the am plitude as it

should.

For �A ,the sam e rule also holds allowing us to reconstruct the expansion of �A from

light-cone calculations: one needs to �rstdraw the tree-leveldiagram s with one �A as an

externalpropagator,alltheB, �B in theterm asam putated legsusing(+ + � )vertices,and

then calculatethediagram usingthelight-coneFeynm an ruleswith thereplacem ent(3.17).

Thiscan bejusti�ed from therecursion relation (3.9)with a sim ilardiscussion to thatfor

�: First,in (3.9) allthe �’salready obey this rule. The � 1= P̂l+ 1;n = 1=P̂1;l in the �rst

term in thebracketwillcom bine with the1=
P


 factorin theexpansion ofthenext� in

thisterm to be1=(P1;l(
1;l+
P n

i= l+ 1
i))which isjustwhatweneed to beconsistentwith

the rule.Itisthe sam e forthe second term in the bracket. W e only need to considerthe

factorofthe� in the�rstiteration and thelastiteration.W eshould dividetheexpansion

of@̂ �A by thecorresponding îp in them om entum space,to obtain theexpansion of �A .This

factor1=p̂1 willcom binewith thefactorofthe�rst� to be1=(̂p 1(
P n

i= 1
i))in (3.9).The

lastiteration correspondsto the right-m ostgrey blob adjacentto @̂B in each term ofthe

fulliteratively expanded diagram sin (3.10).Theextrafactor1=̂{in the�ofthelaststep of

theiteration willcancelthe {̂in the {̂Bifrom @̂B.So justasin thecaseof�,theexpansion

of �A requirescalculating tree-leveldiagram susing �V 2 asverticesand 1=(̂p(
p +
P


))as

the propagators,and so obeysthesam e rule.

4.‘M issing’am plitudes from equivalence theorem evasion review ed

In [15]weexplained how thetree-level(� + + )and theone-loop (+ + � � � + + )am plitudes

areobtained from theB, �B theory,despitetherebeing no verticesin thistheory thatcould

contribute. The am plitudesare non-zero because the equivalence theorem isnotdirectly

applicableto ournon-localtransform ation.ThusA and �A donotcreatethesam eparticles

asB, �B.Thiswould appearto drastically com plicate thecalculation ofam plitudeswithin

theB, �B theory.Itisthem ain purposeofthispaperto show thatonly certain am plitudes

area�ected by this,and thatin thegeneralcasewecan useeithersetof�eldsto generate

am plitudes.In thissection we briey review the ‘m issing’tree-levelam plitude.

In light-conegaugeYang-M illstheory thetree-levelcontribution to theG reen function

hA (p1) �A (p2) �A (p3)icom esfrom thevertex in L� + + ,so to thisorder,and taking account
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ofthe i�-prescription in propagators (and suppressing Lie algebra indices on the under-

standing thatwedealwith colour-ordered am plitudes)

(p21 + i�)(p22 + i�)(p23 + i�)hA (p1) �A (p2) �A (p3)i =

 !

p̂1,

p2

p3

p1

and asallthree m om enta go on-shellthisbecom esthe three-pointam plitude (which van-

ishesin fourdim ensionalM inkowskispace,butisnon-zero in othersignaturesand dim en-

sions.) Clearly hB(p1) �B(p2) �B(p3)i= 0 attree-leveldue to the helicity assignm entofthe

Parke-Taylorvertices.To com putetheG reen function in theB, �B theory wem ustusethe

translation kernels:

hA (p1) �A (p2) �A (p3)i = � h

 

B(p1) + p1

B

B

+ :::

!

�

1

p̂2

 

@̂ �B(p2) � p2

B

@̂ �B

� p2

@̂ �B

B

+ :::

!

�

1

p̂3

 

@̂ �B(p3) � p3

B

@̂ �B

� p3

@̂ �B

B

+ :::

!

i

sinceno verticescontributeto leading orderthiscan becom puted by contracting theB, �B

�eldsusing the freepropagator,which we denote by

hA (p1) �A (p2) �A (p3)i =

+

p2

p3

p1

 !

p̂1
p̂2

+

p2

p3

p1

 !

p̂1
p̂3

p2

p3

p1

=

 !
p̂1

(p2
1
+ i�)(p2

2
+ i�)(p2

3
+ i�)

�
p21+ i�
p̂1

+
p22+ i�
p̂2

+
p23+ i�
p̂3

�

,

p2

p3

p1

Thebroken linecutting the three linesdenotesdivision by

�
X

j


(p j)= �
X

j

D =2� 1X

i= 1

pj(i)�pj(i)=p̂j;

which doesnotdepend on the �pj.However,ifweadd
P

j �pj,which vanishesby m om entum

conservation,thisbecom es
P

jp
2
j=p̂j. Ifwe also include i� term sto m atch the lastfactor

then wereproducethelight-cone Yang-M illsam plitude.Thistellsushow to treat1=
P
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when thedenom inatorissingular,soin generalthebroken linesin ourdiagram swilldenote

1

P

j
p2
j
+ i�

p̂j

:

Itis ofcourse notsurprising thatwe reproduce the usualG reen function,as allwe have

doneistransform to new variablesto do thecalculation.Itwillbeuseful,forwhatcom es

later,to exam ine how the equivalence theorem hasbeen evaded. Note thatthe com bined

lim itp21 + i�;p22 + i�;p23 + i� ! 0 isnotvalid foreach term separately,becausethevalueof

lim
p1+ i�2;p22+ i�;p

2
3
+ i�! 0

p21 + i�

p2
1
+ i�

1̂
+

p2
2
+ i�

2̂
+

p2
3
+ i�

3̂

dependson the orderin which the lim itsare taken,butitisvalid to take the lim itofthe

sum ofthe three term s because the factor (p21 + i�)=̂1 + (p22 + i�)=̂2 + (p23 + i�)=̂3 in the

denom inatoriscancelled out.Consequently wecan takethelim itofthesum in any order.

Supposewetakethelegson-shelloneafteranother,beginning with p2 and p3.W einclude

� in the m ass-shellcondition because itentersthe propagatorsforexternallegsthathave

to be cancelled by the LSZ factors. Since p22 + i� and p23 + i� cancelthe propagators in

the�rstdiagram ,butnotin theothertwo,itisclearthatforgeneralp1 thecontributions

from the lasttwo diagram sarewiped outin the lim itleaving

lim p2
2
+ i�! 0 lim p2

3
+ i�! 0(p

2
2
+ i�)(p2

3
+ i�)hA (p1) �A (p2) �A (p3)i =

lim p2
2
+ i�! 0 lim p2

3
+ i�! 0(p

2
2 + i�)(p23 + i�)

p2

p3

p1

 !

=

lim p2
2
+ i�! 0 lim p2

3
+ i�! 0

1

p2
1
+ i�

p̂1
+

p2
2
+ i�

p̂2
+

p2
3
+ i�

p̂3

p2

p3

p1

 !

=

p̂1
p2
1
+ i�

p2

p3

p1

 !

:

Sothe1=(p21+ i�)needed tocancelthep
2
1+ i� com ingfrom theLSZ prescription isgenerated

aspartofthe translation kernels,even though these appeared to be independentofthe �p

com ponentsofm om enta.W eshould pointoutthat‘m issing am plitudes’can begenerated

in di�erentways ifthe theory isform ulated di�erently such asin the gauge �xing ofthe

twistoraction [22]orin thelight-cone friendly regularisation of[23].

5.Equivalence theorem evasion in general.

W hen the equivalence theorem holdswe can ignore allexceptthe leading translation ker-

nels. However the theorem willbe evaded whenever the translation kernels that express
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A (p)or �A (p)in term sofB and �B producea1=(p2+ i�)thatcan canceltheLSZ factors.W e

willnow listallthetypesofprocessin which thiscan occur.Thesingularterm soriginate

in the 1=
P


 represented by the broken lines in our diagram s. These m ustcut the line

with m om entum p ifwe are to end up with 1=(p2 + i�). Suppose thatthe otherlinescut

carry m om enta p1;:::;pn,then

1
P



=

1

p2+ i�
p̂ +

P n
j= 1

p2
j
+ i�

p̂j

;

so wehaveto exam inetheconditionsunderwhich
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j = 0.Noticethathere

we actually take
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j ! 0 lim it�rstand then p2 ! 0 in the LSZ procedure.

W e willsee thatthisisvalid in a sim ilarway to the threepointcase.

5.1 Tree-level

In the absence ofloops there are two ways that
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j = 0. The �rstis that

each ofthe legscutby the broken lineare externaland so theirm om enta m ustbeputon

shell. For exam ple,in the four-particle process with one � helicity and three + helicity

gluons we need the G reen function hA (p1) �A (p2) �A (p3) �A (p4)i. Contributing to this are

translation kernelsforA (p1), �A (p2), �A (p3),and �A (p4)which give rise to diagram slike

p1

p4

p3

p2

in which fourexternallegsare cutby the broken line. Since allthe externallineswillbe

cut by the broken curve we cannot include any Parke-Taylor vertices. Consequently,in

the generalcase we can only ever have a contribution to a tree-levelam plitude with one

� helicity externalgluon and n + helicity externalgluons. For each light-cone tree-level

diagram ofsuch an am plitude,thereareterm sfrom thetranslation kernelsthatcontribute.

Forexam ple,forthe four-pointdiagram :

p1

p4

p3

p2

using the m ethod in section (3.2),we can constructthe translation kernelcontribution to

this diagram from the canonicalexpansion ofA 1, �A 2, �A 3, �A 4 which can be represented

graphically:
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p1

p4

p3

p2

p1

p4

p3

p2

p1

p4

p3

p2

p1

p4

p3

p2

Thedi�erencebetween thesetranslation kernelsand thelight-cone contribution isonly in

the denom inators.Exam ining these:

lim
p2
1
;p2
2
;p2
3
;p2
4
! 0

p
2
1p

2
2p

2
3p

2
4

8
<

:

1

1̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂
+

p2
4

4̂

�

(̂1+ 4̂)

�
p2
41

1̂+ 4̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

p2
2
p2
3
p2
4

+
1

2̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂
+

p2
4

4̂

�

(̂2+ 3̂)

�
p2
23

2̂+ 3̂
+

p2
1

1̂
+

p2
4

4̂

�

p2
1
p2
3
p2
4

+
1

3̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂
+

p2
4

4̂

�

(̂2+ 3̂)

�
p2
23

2̂+ 3̂
+

p2
1

1̂
+

p2
4

4̂

�

p2
1
p2
2
p2
4

+
1

4̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂
+

p2
4

4̂

�

(̂1+ 4̂)

�
p2
41

1̂+ 4̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

p2
1
p2
2
p2
3

9
=

;

= lim
p2
1
;p2
2
;p2
3
;p2
4
! 0

�
p241
1̂+ 4̂

+
p21
1̂
+

p24
4̂
�

p22
2̂
�

p23
3̂

(̂1+ 4̂)

�
p2
41

1̂+ 4̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

��

�
p2
41

1̂+ 4̂
+

p2
1

1̂
+

p2
4

4̂

�

=
1

p2
41

; (5.1)

(W e om itthe + i� accom panying each p2 here since itisnotim portantin ourdiscussion.)

weseethatthefactorp21=̂1+ p
2
2=̂2+ p

2
3=̂3+ p

2
4=̂4 in thedenom inatoriscancelled outand the

lim it procedure is valid at last. The denom inator provides the propagator needed in the

light-conecom putation.Sincethecom bined lim itisvalid,likein the(+ + � )case,wecould

takethelim itin any order,forexam pletakethep2
1
;p2

2
;p2

3
! 0�rstand then p2

4
! 0atlast.

Then one �ndsthe �rstthree diagram svanish and the contribution com esonly from last

diagram and thefactor4̂(p21=̂1+ p22=̂2+ p23=̂3+ p24=̂4)becom esp
2
4 to becancelled with p

2
4 in

thenum eratorfrom theLSZ procedure.Thisreproducesthelight-conecom putation ofthe

am plitude.O necan im agine thatthesam e thing happensforgeneralm ultileg one-m inus-

helicity am plitudes.Fortunately these am plitudesvanish attree-levelin fourdim ensional

M inkowskispace,(and forn > 2 in arbitrary signature)which m eansthatthe translation

kernelcontributionsadd up to zero.

The other way that
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j = 0 without allofthe pj being externallegs
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is ifsom e ofthe term s in the sum cancelagainst each other,or ifthe translation kernel

is connected to a vertex by a m om entum that is on-shell. At tree-level this can only

occurforspecialchoices ofthe m om enta ofthe externalparticles,and cannotcontribute

to an am plitudewith generic valuesofexternalm om enta.So attree-levelthe equivalence

theorem can be used for non-trivial generic am plitudes, which is why the M HV rules

correctly reproducetree-levelam plitudeswithouthaving to takeaccountofthetranslation

between A , �A and B, �B �elds.

5.2 O ne loop

Thereareseveralprocessesthatcan occuratone-loop orderthatgiveriseto evasionsofS-

m atrix equivalence.The�rstisthatloopscan dressthepropagatorsthatoccurin tree-level

diagram s.Secondly,wecan havetadpolediagram sin which two legsofa translation kernel

arecontracted with each other.Thesediagram sareresponsiblefortheallpositivehelicity

am plitudes‘m issing’from a straightforward application oftheM HV rules.Thirdly wecan

havem oregeneralprocessesin which theloop integration hasan infra-red divergencethat

m ightcancelthe LSZ factor.

5.2.1 D ressing propagators

Loopscan dresspropagators,so,atone-loop,asfortree-level
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j can vanish

when each ofthepj isthem om entum ofan on-shellgluon.Forexam ple,the�rstinterac-

tion in (1.12),L� � + which we denote by

B

�B

�B

can becontracted with the �fth term in theexpansion of @̂ �A equation (3.8)

B

B

@̂ �B

to give

B

�B

Thiswillcontribute to the G reen function hA (p1) �A (p2) �A (p3)i,forexam ple by contract-

ing B with the leading term in the expansion of �A (p2) and �B with that ofA (p1). The

propagators canceltwo ofthe LSZ factors for the + + � am plitude. Taking p2
2
+ i� = 0

and p2
1
+ i� = 0 causes the 1=

P

 factor denoted by the inner broken curve to reduce

{ 17 {



to 1=(p23 + i�),which willcancelthe rem aining LSZ factor,thus evading the equivalence

theorem and producing a contribution to the three-point am plitude that is the sam e as

the tree-leveldiagram with a self-energy insertion on the p1 leg. In M inkowskispace the

three-point am plitude vanishes on-shellanyway,so this evasion appears inconsequential.

Forcom plex on-shellm om enta,ofthe kind used in the BCFW rules,thisam plitude does

notvanish,so itisworthwhileconsidering thisfurther.W enoted earlierthattherelations

(3.9)enable usto re-write the seriesfor �A in a way thatm ovesthe position ofthe dotted

linesso thatthesingularity 1=
P

i
i corresponding to thedotted linesaround theleftbig

black dotiscancelled outafterwesum the�fth and sixth term in (3.8).Thesecom bineto

give

�A

B

�B

Since the contribution ofthe internalline to the denom inator
P

p2i=p̂i represented by the

inner broken curve can not be zero,it is obvious that there is no 1=p2 generated in this

diagram . So thisdiagram can notcontribute to the am plitude. The sam e istrue forthe

case ofa dressed propagatoron a B leg:

�A

�B

B

The three-point interaction can dress a propagator either in the way just described,

or,potentially by two such verticesbeing glued together

�B �B

An insertion ofthiskind into a diagram e�ectively changesa B-�eld into a �B-�eld,however

explicitcalculation showsthatthisvanishes.Atone-loop the only otherverticesthatcan

contribute to dressing propagatorsare contained in L� � + + :
�B

B

B

�B

and these produceinsertionsthatconnectB with �B
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B �B

Dressingpropagatorscan producediagram sthatevadetheequivalencetheorem ,butonly if

thecorrespondingtree-leveldiagram sdosoalready,in which casetheresultisproportional

to thetree-levelam plitude.Aswehave seen thisonly happensforam plitudesthatvanish

in the physicaldim ension,so this source ofequivalence theorem evasion has no physical

consequence. However there is a subtlety involved in the one-loop (+ + � ) am plitude

in (+ + � � ) signature. In section 6,we will�nd that the tadpoles form ed from M HV

vertices already include the diagram swith externalleg corrections. Including translation

kernelcontributions in the am plitude would appearto count the diagram s with external

leg correctionstwice.W e willsolve thispuzzle in section 7.

5.2.2 Tadpoles

Attree-levelwe dism issed the second way that
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j could vanish because it

could only apply to specialcon�gurationsofexternalm om enta. W hen we integrate over

loop m om enta such specialcon�gurationscan easily arise,and so we m ustanalyse them .

Thesim plestway thattwo oftheterm sin
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j could cancelwithouteach

being on-shelloccursin the translation kernelfor �A when a B and �B �eld are contracted,

because then their lines carry equaland opposite m om enta. These are ‘tadpoles’when

drawn in term softhetranslation kernels,e.g.
B B

but are rather m ore com plicated when drawn in term s of the graphicalsolution. For

exam ple,one ofthe term s contributing to this tadpole originates in the following term

which appearsin the expansion of �A :

@̂ �B

BB

B

Contracting �B with a B and the rem aining �eldswith externalgluonsgives

{ 19 {



p3

p2

p1

W hen thep2 and p3 areputon-shell,p
2
2+ i� = 0 and p23+ i� = 0,so thedotted linecutting

the three externalm om enta and the gluon propagator reduces to
P n

j= 1(p
2
j + i�)=p̂j =

(p2
1
+ i�)=p̂1 resulting in an evasion ofS-m atrix equivalence.Because thecontraction used

to m ake a tadpole rem ovesa B and a �B �eld from the translation kernelsfor �A they can

contribute to one-loop am plitudes involving only positive helicity gluons. In [15]it was

found that it is this m echanism that is responsible for generating the one-loop allplus

four-pointam plitude(2.1)thata na��ve application ofthe M HV rulescannotaccountfor.

5.2.3 Infra-red divergent loop integration

Evasion ofS-m atrix equivalence m ightarise in a m ore generalsituation when a vertex is

attached to a translation kernel.Forillustration wefocuson oneterm in theexpansion of

�A and contracttwo ofthelegswith thoseofsom earbitrary subgraph denoted by theopen

circle:

p
q

� j� q

p1

�B

B

:
:
:
:
:
:
:

Ifwetakep21+ i� = 0,(havingcancelled thecorrespondingLSZ factorwith thepropagator,)

the loop integration is
Z

d
D
q

1

p2+ i�
p̂ +

q2+ i�
q̂ �

(q+ j)2+ i�
q̂+ ĵ

1

j2+ i�
|̂ +

q2+ i�
q̂ �

(q+ j)2+ i�
q̂+ ĵ

1

q2 + i�

1

(j+ q)2 + i�
f(j;q)

(5.2)

with j= p+ p1.

W e need to investigate whetherthisintegralcan generate a factorof1=(p2 + i�).To

do so it would have to be divergent as p goes on-shell. The integrand has a num ber of

singularitiesasa function ofthe com ponentsofloop m om entum q� butby deform ing the

integration contoursinto the com plex q�-planesthe surfaceswherethe integrand diverges

can typically be avoided so that the integralis well-de�ned. W e are aided in identifying

thedirectionsin which to deform thecontoursby thei� prescription.(W ecan ignorewhat

happensasq ! 1 asthe ultra-violetbehaviourisregulated). However,aswe vary p the

positions ofthese singularities m ove,and it is possible that our integration surface m ay

lie between severalsingularity surfacesthatapproach each otherforsom e valuesofp and

pinch thecontoursso thatthey can no longerbedeform ed to avoid thesingularity.Asthis

happensthevalue oftheintegralitselfdivergesasa function ofp.Priorto taking theon-

shelllim itwe can deform the integration surfaceso thatitconsistsofa piece surrounding
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thesingularitiesand a piecethatwecan m ovewellaway from eithersingularity.In theon-

shelllim itwecan ignorethislastpiecebecauseoftheLSZ factor,p2+ i�.W enow focuson

the contribution from the piece surrounding the singularity,which m eansthatin the loop

integralwe take f(j;q)as constant. W e begin by integrating outthe �q com ponent. The

�rsttwo factorsofthe integrand com e from the translation kernelsand so do notdepend

on �q. As we close the �q contour in the com plex plane we pick up singularities from the

propagators.Using conservation ofm om entum the residue can be putinto a form sim ilar

to thatofthe kernel,butwithout(p2 + i�)=p̂:

�(̂q)�(� q̂� ĵ)� �(� q̂)�(̂q+ ĵ)

q̂(̂q+ ĵ)

2�i

q2+ i�
q̂ �

(q+ j)2+ i�
q̂+ ĵ

(5.3)

which,ofcourse,does not depend on �q. This allows us to extract 1=(p2 + i�) explicitly

from the integral(5.2)which becom es

�
2�ip̂

p2 + i�

Z
0

@

D =2� 1Y

i= 1

dq(i)d�q(i)

1

A dq̂
�(̂q)�(� q̂� ĵ)� �(� q̂)�(̂q+ ĵ)

q̂(̂q+ ĵ)
(5.4)

�

2

4
1

p2+ i�
p̂ +

q2+ i�
q̂ �

(q+ j)2+ i�
q̂+ ĵ

�
1

q2+ i�
q̂ �

(q+ j)2+ i�
q̂+ ĵ

3

5 f1(j;q): (5.5)

Since the second factorin the integrand of(5.2)is�nite when the �rstfactorissingular,

itisirrelevantto ourdiscussion and we absorb itinto f1.

The LSZ factor is cancelled by the 1=(p2 + i�). If we now take the on-shelllim it

p2+ i� ! 0 then thetwo term sin squarebracketscanceland theintegralactually vanishes,

provided that no singularity is encountered as we integrate over q̂. However,for certain

valuesofj and q(i) both term sin the square bracketsare divergentclose to the realaxis,

so we have to investigate the location ofthese singularities.The�rstdivergesfor

q̂=
� b�

q

b2 � 4a(c+ i�̂j)

2a
(5.6)

with

a = � � 2�j; � =
p2 + i�

p̂
; b= ĵ� � j

2 + 2
X

i

�
q(i)

�j(i)+ �q(i)j(i)
�
; c= � 2̂j

X

i

q(i)�q(i);

(5.7)

whilstthe location ofthe polein thesecond term isgiven by theabove expression with �

setto zero.Forthem om enttreat� asbeing real.Then forb2 > 4acthepolesarecloseto

the realaxis,with an im aginary piece

�
�̂j

p
b2 � 4ac

: (5.8)

Sincetheseareon thesam esideoftherealaxisforboth term sin squarebracketsitisclear

thatthecontribution to theintegralofthesetwo term scancelseven when thesingularities

are close to the realaxis. Consequently there is no S-m atrix equivalence evasion in this

case,provided thatwe keep � realaswe take the on-shelllim itforexternallegs.
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6.O ne-loop (� + ++)am plitude

In [15]we described how the one-loop (+ + + + ) am plitude arises in this approach as

a tadpole-like diagram constructed from translation kernel. By contrast the one-m inus

helicity am plitudeisconstructed from thetadpole diagram ofa M HV vertex.

Letusnow look ata box diagram ,A(1� 2+ 3+ 4+ )with 1� attached to M HV (� � + )

vertex.Theintegrand ofthelight-cone am plitudeis

A
(1)(1� 2+ 3+ 4+ )= 24

V 2(�a234;1;a)�V 2(4;1a;�a23)�V 2(3;41a;�a2)�V 2(2;341a;�a)

p2�ap
2
1ap

2
�a23p

2
�a2

: (6.1)

It m ust com e from the tadpole diagram in the CSW m ethod by connecting two lines of

six-pointM HV vertices.W ecan identify thetadpolecontributionsto thisam plitudein the

following way. First,we can cutany one ofthe fourinternallinesand getfourtree-level

M HV diagram s.

1
�

2
+

3
+

4
+

pa �!

1
�

2
+

3
+

4
+

1
�

2
+

3
+

4
+

1
�

2
+

3
+

4
+

1
�

2
+

3
+

4
+

M HV verticesare generated by expanding the A and �A in the lagrangian L� � + .W e �rst

identify thethreepointM HV (� � + )vertex in thetree-leveldiagram sand thethreeparts

in thediagram scorresponding to theexpansion ofA and �A in L� � + .By com paring with

the three partsofthe diagram ,we can �nd outthe corresponding three partsin the light

coneam plitude(6.1).Then by replacing thepropagatorsin thelight-coneam plitudeusing

(3.17) we can reconstruct the contribution to the one-loop box diagram ofthe tadpole.

Thefourtree-leveldiagram contributionsare(welabeltheinternallinebetween leg 1 and

2 asa):

A
(1;1) = 24

V 2(�a234;1;a)�V 2(4;1a;�a23)�V 2(3;41a;�a2)�V 2(2;341a;�a)

p2�aP̂�a23P̂�a2P̂1a(
P 2
1a

P̂1a
+

P 2
�a

P̂�a
)(

P 2
41a

P̂41a
+

P 2
�a

P̂�a
)(

P 2
341a

P̂341a
+

P 2
�a

P̂�a
)

; (6.2)

A
(1;2) = 24

V 2(�a234;1;a)�V 2(4;1a;�a23)�V 2(3;41a;�a2)�V 2(2;341a;�a)

P 2
1aP̂�a23P̂�a2P̂�a(

P 2
1a

P̂1a
+

P 2
�a

P̂�a
)(

P 2
�a2

P̂�a2
+

P 2
1a

P̂1a
)(

P 2
�a23

P̂�a23
+

P 2
1a

P̂1a
)

; (6.3)

A
(1;3) = 24

V 2(�a234;1;a)�V 2(4;1a;�a23)�V 2(3;41a;�a2)�V 2(2;341a;�a)

P 2
�a23P̂�aP̂�a2P̂1a(

P 2
41a

P̂41a
+

P 2
�a

P̂�a
)(

P 2
41a

P̂41a
+

P 2
�a2

P̂�a2
)(

P 2
1a

P̂1a
+

P 2
�a23

P̂�a23
)

; (6.4)

A
(1;4) = 24

V 2(�a234;1;a)�V 2(4;1a;�a23)�V 2(3;41a;�a2)�V 2(2;341a;�a)

P 2
341aP̂41aP̂�aP̂1a(

P 2
1a

P̂1a
+

P 2
�a2

P̂�a2
)(

P 2
41a

P̂41a
+

P 2
�a2

P̂�a2
)(

P 2
341a

P̂341a
+

P 2
�a

P̂�a
)

: (6.5)

W ehavealready setthep2i in thedenom inatoroftheexternalparticlesto zero,sincethere

isno singularity when we putthe externalparticleson-shell. Itm akesno di�erence ifwe

take the on-shelllim it before or after the LSZ procedure. It is easy to check that these

fourterm sadd up to the integrand ofthe light-cone am plitudeforthebox diagram (6.1).

Theotherbox diagram s,triangle,bubblediagram soflight-coneam plitudecan bechecked

in the sam e way. There are som e subtle problem swith diagram sincluding correctionsto
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externalpropagatorswhich wewilladdressin nextsection.So,in general,onecan believe

thattheone loop one-m inushelicity am plitudesshould allcom e justfrom the tadpolesof

M HV vertices.

7.O ne-loop (+ + �)am plitude w ith externaltadpole dressing propagators

At �rst sight, for three point (+ + � ) am plitude, there could also be contributions to

the cutdiagram sconsidered in the previoussection from translation kernelswith dressed

externalpropagators,since they yield contributionsproportionalto tree-levelam plitudes

which arenotzeroin (+ + � � )signature.Thisseem stocountdiagram swith correctionsto

externalpropagatorstwice.Thisproblem arisesfrom theorderoflim itsin LSZ procedure.

In the exam ple ofthe previoussection itdoesnotm atterwhen we take the on shelllim it

becausenosingularitiesareencountered in thislim it.Butwem ustbem orecarefulwith the

diagram swith dressed propagatorson externallegsbecausetherewillthen besingularities

from 1=
P


. W e should �rst calculate the o�-shellG reen function and then apply the

LSZ procedure. Also from the discussion in section (5.2.1) the G reen function receives

contributions should not just from tadpoles of M HV �ve point vertices, but also from

translation kernels with dressed propagators. Let us look at the exam ple ofa light-cone

diagram forh�A �1
�A �2A �3i:

�A �1

l

l+ p3

�A �2

A �3

Theintegrand ofthelight-cone com putation ofthediagram forthe G reen function is

A(1+ 2+ 3� )= ig
6
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

p2
1
p2
2
(p2

3
)2l2(l+ p3)

2
: (7.1)

W ehaveom itted thei� in thepropagators.Accordingtothem ethod ofthelastsection,the

contribution from thetadpoleofM HV �ve-pointverticestothisdiagram can beconstructed

by replacing thecorresponding 1=p2 ! � 1=(2p̂
P


):

�A �1

�A �2

A �3

A (1)

�A �1

�A �2

A �3

A (2)

A
(1) = ig

6
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

p2
1
p2
2
p2
3
3̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

(̂l+ 3̂)

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
+

p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂

�

l2
; (7.2)

A
(2) = ig

6
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

p2
1
p2
2
p2
3
3̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

(� l̂)

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
+

p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂

�

(l+ p3)
2

: (7.3)
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The contribution from translation kernelswith dressed propagatorscan berepresented as

fourdiagram s:

�A �1

�A �2

A �3

A (3)

�A �1

�A �2

A �3

A (4)

�A �1

�A �2

A �3

A (5)

�A �1

�A �2

A �3

A (6)

A
(3) = ig

6
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

p2
2
(p2

3
)21̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

(̂l+ 3̂)

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
�

p2
3

3̂

�

l2
; (7.4)

A
(4) = ig

6
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

p2
2
(p2

3
)21̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

(� l̂)

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
�

p2
3

3̂

�

(l+ p3)
2

; (7.5)

A
(5) = ig

6
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

p2
1
(p2

3
)22̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

(̂l+ 3̂)

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
�

p2
3

3̂

�

l2
; (7.6)

A
(6) = ig

6
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

p2
1
(p2

3
)22̂

�
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�

(� l̂)

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
�

p2
3

3̂

�

(l+ p3)
2

: (7.7)

Aftersum m ing overA (1) to A (6) one�ndsthatthefactorp21=̂1+ p22=̂2+ p22=̂3 in thedenom -

inatoriscancelled and we can apply the LSZ procedure:

lim
p2
1
;p2
2
;p2
3
! 0

(p21p
2
2p

2
3)

Z

d4l

6X

i= 1

A
(i)

= lim
p2
1
;p2
2
;p2
3
! 0

ig
6 1

p2
3

Z

d4l
�V 2(1;2;3)�V 2(�3;l+ p3;

�l)V 2(� l� p3;3;l)

l2(l+ p3)
2

�

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
+

p21
1̂
+

p22
2̂
�

p23
3̂

��
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂

�

�
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
�

p2
3

3̂

��
(l+ p3)2

l̂+ 3̂
� l2

l̂
+

p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂

�

= lim
p2
1
;p2
2
;p2
3
! 0

ig
6f(p

2
1;p

2
2;p

2
3)

p2
3

= lim
p2
1
;p2
2
;p2
3
! 0

ig
6@f(p

2
1;p

2
2;p

2
3)

@p2
3

: (7.8)

Since the integration is uniform ly convergent after regularization,we can take the lim it

before integration and di�erentiation which willgive the sam e on-shellintegral as the
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light-cone calculation. So we have reproduced the light-cone com putation. For the other

diagram swith dressed propagatorsa sim ilarsituation happensand itcan bechecked that

they give thesam e am plitudesaslight-cone calculations.

From this exam ple,we see that we should �rst collect the diagram s with the sam e

internalhelicity con�gurations and with tadpoles on the sam e legs and then im pose the

lim itp21;p
2
2;p

2
3 ! 0 in theLSZ procedure.Justlikeatthetree-level,wecan also changethe

orderoflim its.Becauseweshould takethep23 atthelaststep afterintegration,wechoose

the lim itp2
1
;p2

2
! 0 �rst.Then we�nd thatafterwe m ultiply p2

1
p2
2
p2
3
and take p2

1
;p2

2
! 0,

the translation kernelcontributionsfrom (7.4){(7.7)vanish and thewhole contribution to

theam plitudecom esfrom thetadpoleofM HV vertices(7.2){(7.3).Thep21=̂1+ p22=̂2+ p23=̂3

sim ply contributes to the propagatori=p23 needed in the am plitude. So the resultisthat

we do notneed to considerthetranslation kernelcontribution in thiscase.

In section 5.2.1,we have argued that since the sum ofone-loop diagram s in which

the externallegsare dressed are proportionalto tree-levelam plitudes,theircontributions

to higher point one-m inus-helicity am plitudes vanish. But it is also instructive to apply

the above argum entsto these higherpointam plitudes.In fact,a sim ilarsituation occurs.

For these am plitudes there are also 1=(
P

ip
2
i=̂{) factors both from the tadpoles ofM HV

vertices and the translation kernels,where ienum erates allthe externalm om enta. Ifwe

collect the diagram s with the sam e internalhelicity con�guration and with tadpoles on

thesam elegs�rst,(including tadpolesofM HV verticesand translation kernels,)then the
P

ip
2
i=̂{in thedenom inatoriscancelled and wecan taketheon-shelllim itsin any order.If

we �rstsetalltheexternallegson-shellexceptthatwith thetadpole then thetranslation

kernelcontributionsvanish leaving justthe tadpolesofM HV vertices. So we com e to the

conclusion thatwedo notneed to considerexternalpropagatorsdressed by tadpolesfrom

translation kernel.

8.C onclusion and higher loops

W e have seen thatthe S-m atrix equivalence theorem isnotim m ediately applicable to the

changeofvariablesfrom A and �A to B and �B becauseofthenon-locality ofthetranslation

kernels,and thisaccountsforthe one-loop allplushelicity am plitudesapparently m issing

from theCSW rules.However,by analysing them echanism sthatgenerate singularitiesin

the externalm om enta thatareable to cancelthe LSZ factorswehave seen thatthetypes

ofam plitude in which S-m atrix equivalence is violated are very restricted. At tree-level

the am plitudesthatm ighthave displayed thisviolation actually vanish. Atone-loop the

equivalence violating am plitudesthatdo notvanish are onesin which allthe gluonshave

positive helicity, and these have a known form ,e.g. (2.1). Because the only non-zero

one-loop am plitudes that show S-m atrix equivalence violation are given by the tadpole

diagram sin which thesingle �B �eld ofan �A translation kerneliscontracted with a B �eld

itfollowsthathigherloopscan only contribute to violating processesby dressing the legs

ofthese one-loop diagram s. So,apartfrom thisclassofknown am plitudeswe are free to

calculate S-m atrix elem entsusing the B and �B �eldsdirectly.
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Since one-m inus-helicity diagram s can notbe constructed from m ore than one M HV

vertex orfrom com pletion vertices,they can only arise as tadpolesofM HV vertices. By

analysing an exam ple we saw how the light-cone am plitudes really can be reconstructed

from tadpolesofM HV vertices.

W efound anew recursion relation fortheexpansion coe�cients� s of �A ,which encoded

a cancellation of certain singularities that would otherwise have contributed to further

evasion ofthe S-m atrix equivalence theorem . Using thisrecursion relation for� together

with theonefor� wewereled to a betterunderstanding ofthecanonicaltransform ation:

they can be reconstructed from the light-cone tree leveldiagram s built with only (+ +

� ) vertices by replacing the propagator using (3.17). This was usefulin discussing the

relationship between light-cone and M HV m ethods.

A few rem arks aboutthe rationalparts ofone-loop diagram s is in order. The CSW

or M HV rules,although initially conjectured and proven at tree-levelhave been studied

atone-loop level. Ithasbeen shown thatthey give supersym m etric am plitudescorrectly

[13,24,25,26],but when applied to non-supersym m etric am plitudes,the rationalparts

can not be correctly reproduced [27],not only in all-plus diagram s. O ur discussion in

the present paper has focussed on the (lim ited) breakdown ofthe equivalence theorem

that is responsible,in our approach,for the rationalone-loop allplus am plitude in non-

supersym m etric Yang-M ills. O urconclusion isthatonly these am plitudesrequire the use

ofthe translation kernels,and so allotherone-loop am plitudescan be calculated directly

from the G reen functions ofthe B �elds. O ne m ay then ask where the m issing rational

parts ofthe other diagram s m ight com e from . Here,we should point out that we have

form ulated thetransform ation from light-coneYang-M illstothenew M HV Lagrangian in D

dim ensions.Consequentlyourcanonicaltransform ation coe�cients�and �areform ulated

in D dim ensions(D = 4� 2�)and theM HV verticesderived from thesecoe�cientsarealso

in D dim ensions,whetheroneusesstandard dim ensionalregularisation asin [15]orFDH.

Thisisdi�erentfrom theusualanalysesofM HV one-loop calculationsin [13,24,25,26,27]

which usefourdim ensionalM HV vertices.In theFDH procedurethe� dependenceenters

thetransform ation coe�cientsonly through
P


=
P

p2=p̂ wherep2 istheD-dim ensional

m om entum ,ratherthan the fourdim ensionalm om entum ,in recursion relations(3.5)and

(3.9),butthisisenough to m aketheverticesofourLagrangian di�erentfrom theordinary

fourdim ensionalParke-Taylorvertices.In ordinary dim ensionalregularisation thevertices

would,in addition,acquire indices relating to the extra dim ensions. In either form alism

theverticesdi�erfrom thefourdim ensionalones.O newould expectthat,in general,these

m odi�cations would produce term s proportionalto � which would cancelthe divergence

1=� from the loop integration resulting in rationalpieces m issing in the ordinary M HV

calculation.

O urargum entscan easily beextended to superYang-M illstheory using thesupersym -

m etry transform ation in [28].W e expectthesupersym m ety transform ation isnota�ected

in D dim ensions,and the resultsin [28]can be directly used here aftersetting the chiral

�eldsto zero. The A transform ation is notchanged. From equation (B.7) and (C.14)in
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[28], �A hasan additionalterm which involvesgluino �:

�A B �
q = �

1
p
2q̂

1X

n= 2

Z

1� � � n

nX

s= 1

�

�sq;�1� � � �n

nX

l= 1;l6= s

(� 1)�lsB1� � � �l� � ��� s� � � Bn

�

�q�1� � � �n; (8.1)

�s isjustthecoe�cientappearing in thepurebosonicexpansion.Theferm ion propagator

and bosonic propagatorsare

h� ��i=
ig2p̂
p
2p2

; hA �A i=
ig2

2p2
: (8.2)

Considering the
p
2p̂ factor,when connected to a gluino propagator the coe�cient isthe

sam eastheonein thepurebosonicexpansion up to a sign.So alltheforegoing discussion

can be applied to diagram s with inner gluinos. Therefore one would expect that only

the tadpole would evade the equivalence theorem . O ne can easily check thatthe all-plus

translation kernelcontribution to the am plitude iscancelled using above expansion (8.1).

W ealsoexpectthatourM HV calculation should reproducethelight-conesuperYang-M ills

calculation,so theone-m inus-helicity am plitudein supersym m etricYang-M illsshould also

bezero.Asiswellknown [21],in supersym m etrictheoriestherationalpartsofam plitudes

aredeterm ined uniquely by their(fourdim ensional)cut-constructibleparts.Itfollowsthat

alltherem aining rationalpartsdiscussed in thepreviousparagraph should becancelled in

the supersym m etrictheory.
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A .Som e rem aining thoughts on translation kernels

The carefulreader m ay have noticed that the translation kernelcan becom e ill-de�ned

due to the sym m etry ofgraphs. For instance in the tadpole graph below arising from

self-contraction ofthe�2 �BBB term thegluonsowing in and outofthekernelm ustcarry

equaland opposite m om enta as required by conservation ofm om entum . As a resultthe

factors (p2j + i�)=p̂j which appear in the denom inator ofthe kernelcancelin pairs. The

sam e cancellation can also occurforspecialvalues ofm om entum . Note thatin thiscase

the standard i� prescription failsto prevent
P
(p2j + i�)=p̂j from vanishing.

Thisproblem can be�xed by adding a sm allcorrection to thede�nition oftranslation

kernels. To break sym m etry we distinguish the i� associated with A �elds and B �elds.

�(123)isnow m odi�ed as

�(123)=
i

�
�p2
p̂2
�

�p3
p̂3

�

p2
1
+ i�A
p̂1

+
p2
2
+ i�B
p̂2

+
p2
3
+ i�B
p̂3

(A.1)
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q q

p p

Figure 1:Translation kernelsdivergein sym m etricalgraphs

Higher order term s in the A �eld expansion can allbe rede�ned following the sam e

spiritand the coe�cients forthe �A expansion are in turn determ ined from the canonical

transform ation condition (3.8).Howevera sm allpriceisto bepaid forgetting around the

divergences. By substituting the m odi�ed kernelsback into (1.7) which used to de�ne �

we�nd two sidesoftheequation slightly m ism atch.Thedi�erencesgenerate new vertices

carrying in�nitesim alcorrections.

p2 + i�A

p̂
A(p)+ i

Z

d
D � 1

q

�
�q

q̂
A(q);A(p� q)

�

(A.2)

=

Z

d
D � 1

q
q2 + i�A

q̂
B (q)

�A(p)

�B (q)

+

1X

n= 2

Z  
nY

i= 2

d
D � 1

q(i)

! 0

@

nX

j= 2

i(�A � �B )

q̂j

1

A � 12:::nB (q2):::B (qn) (A.3)

=

Z

d
D � 1

q
q2 + i�A

q̂
B (q)

�A(p)

�B (q)
+
i(�A � �B )

q̂
B (q)

�A(p)

�B (q)
�
i(�A � �B )

p̂
B (p) (A.4)

Equivalently thiscan bewritten as

L
� + [A ; �A ]+ L

� + + [A ; �A ]= L
� + [B;�B]+ L�[B;�B] (A.5)

whereL� representsthenew vertex term s.

L�[B;�B] = � �A i(�A � �B )B + �B (�A � �B )B

=

 
1X

m = 2

mX

s= 2

Z

2:::m

ŝ

p̂
�s� 1B :::�B :::B

!

i(�A � �B )B (A.6)

Introducing doublecirclesto denotethefactor ŝ
p̂i(�A � �B ),theseterm sareexpressed

graphically as

In m ostcasesthesecorrectionsdo notreally enterinto ourcalculationsbecauseofthe

in�nitesim alnatureofthe vertices,exceptforextrem ely divergentgraphssuch as(Fig.1).

Because ofthe asym m etry treatm ent the factor
P
(p2j + i�)=p̂j in the denom inatorofthe

kerneldo notcancelcom pletely. A factor ofi(�A � �B )=p̂ in the translation kernelisleft

to cancelthein�nitesim alfactorbroughtby thenew vertex,resulting a �nitecontribution

to the loop integral. It is straightforward to show the following four graphs(Fig.3(a) to
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B

B

�B
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B

B
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::
:

B

Figure 2:In�nitesim alvertex term s

Fig.3(d))constructed from the new vertex restore the h�A �A iself-energy bubbleintegralin

the LCYM theory (Fig.4(a)).

p

p

q

(a)

p

p

q

(b)

p

p

p� q

(c)

p

p

p� q

(d)

Figure 3:Contributionsto the


�A �A

�
sym m etricloop graph

+

�

�

+
�� ++�A �A

Figure 4:h�A �A iself-energy graph in the LCYM theory
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Another issue regarding i� prescription arises ifwe wish to apply (3.12) to sim plify

�A expansions.In the exam ple illustrated below (Fig.5)the �rsttwo graphsare com bined

according to the identity (A.7).

1

p2
3
+ i�B
p̂3

+
p2
4
+ i�A
p̂4

+
(p1+ p2)2+ i�B

p̂1+ p̂2

�
1

p2
1
+ i�B
p̂1

+
p2
2
+ i�B
p̂2

+
p2
3
+ i�B
p̂3

+
p2
4
+ i�A
p̂4

=
1

p2
3
+ i�B
p̂3

+
p2
4
+ i�A
p̂4

+
(p1+ p2)2+ i�B

p̂1+ p̂2

p2
1
+ i�B
p̂1

+
p2
2
+ i�B
p̂2

+
(p3+ p4)2+ i�B

p̂3+ p̂4
p2
1
+ i�B
p̂1

+
p2
2
+ i�B
p̂2

+
p2
3
+ i�B
p̂3

+
p2
4
+ i�A
p̂4

(A.7)

1

2 3

4 �

1

2 3

4

=
�A ;1

B;2 B;3

�B;4

Figure 5:Sim pli�cation ofthe �A expansion
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Howeverweseein (A.7)thenum eratorgenerated from subtraction hasadi�erenti� as-

sociated with line(p3+ p4)and doesnotexactlycancelthefactor1=

�
p21+ i�B

p̂1
+

p22+ i�B
p̂2

+
(p3+ p4)2+ i�A

p̂3+ p̂4

�

represented by thesm alldash linecircleon theleft.Thedi�erencecan beaccounted forif

we introduce even m orecorrection graphscarrying in�nitesim alvertices.

�A ;1

B;2 B;3

�B;4

Figure 6:Correction term to the �A expansion

i(�A � �B )

p̂3 + p̂4

1

p2
3
+ i�B
p̂3

+
p2
4
+ i�A
p̂4

+
(p1+ p2)2+ i�B

p̂1+ p̂2

�
1

p2
1
+ i�B
p̂1

+
p2
2
+ i�B
p̂2

+
(p3+ p4)2+ i�A

p̂3+ p̂4

1

p2
1
+ i�B
p̂1

+
p2
2
+ i�B
p̂2

+
p2
3
+ i�B
p̂3

+
p2
4
+ i�A
p̂4

(A.8)

Again these corrections can generally be neglected except for sym m etricaltadpoles

such asthe graph constructed by contracting leg p3 and p4.

Anotherway to dealwith thisproblem withoutbothering with thei� isto changethe

ordersoftheLSZ procedureand the overalldelta function.Letuslook atdiagram s:

p1

p4

p3

p2

p1

p4

p3

p2

W ecan im pose�(̂p1+ p̂2)and them om entum conservation on therightvertex,then apply

LSZ procedureand im posethe�(�p1+ �p2)�(~p1+ ~p2)atlast.In theLSZ procedureweim pose
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p22 ! 0 �rst.The�rstdiagram isproportionalto

lim
p2
1
! 0

lim
p2
2
! 0

p
2
1p

2
2

Z

3

3̂

1̂(
1 + 
2)

�
(��3 � ��1)(��23 � ��2)

� 
2
23
+ 
2 + 
3

�
1

p2
3

1

p2
2

(A.9)

= lim
p2
1
! 0

lim
p2
2
! 0

4p21p
2
2

Z

3

3̂

1̂(
p2
1

1̂
+

p2
2

2̂
)

�
(��3 � ��1)(��23 � ��2)

�
P 2
23

P̂23
+

p2
2

2̂
+

p2
3

3̂

�
1

p2
3
p2
2

(A.10)

=4

Z

3

3̂

p2
3

�
(��3 � ��1)(��23 � ��2)

�
P 2
23

P̂23
+

p2
3

3̂

�

(A.11)

=2

0

@

Z

3

3̂

p2
3

�
(��3 � ��1)(��23 � ��2)

�
P 2
23

P̂23
+

p2
3

3̂

�

�

Z

3

P̂23

P 2
23

�
(��3 � ��2)(��23 � ��1)

�
P 2
23

P̂23
+

p2
3

3̂

�
1

A (A.12)

= � 2

Z

3

3̂(̂2+ 3̂)

p2
3
P 2
23

(��3 � ��1)(��23 � ��2) (A.13)

+
P̂23

P 2
23

�

�
P 2
23

P̂23
+

p2
3

3̂

�

�

(��3 � ��1)(��23 � ��2)� (��3 � ��2)(��23 � ��1)

�

(A.14)

= � 2

Z

3

�V 2(4;1;23)�V 2(41;2;3)

p2
3
P 2
23

; (A.15)

where ��ij = �Pij=P̂ij.Thisrecoversthelight-coneintegral.From (A.9)to (A.10)weim pose

�(̂p1 + p̂2) and the m om entum conservation on the right vertex. From (A.10) to (A.11)

we apply the LSZ procedure.The would-be singularity of1=(p2
1
=̂1+ p2

2
=̂2)iscancelled by

the p21 factorfrom LSZ.From (A.11)to (A.12)we splitthe integrand into two partsand

change the integration variable to one part. (A.12) to (A.14) issim ply algebra and from

(A.14)to(A.15)weim posethelastdeltafunctions.Thesecond diagram can beworked out

sim ilarly.In fact,thisintegraliszero afterintegration asrequired by helicity conservation.

So these kind ofdiagram sdo notcontribute to the am plitude.

B .Proofofrecursion relation (3.9)

W e startwith the old recursion relation in m om entum space:

�1 �{n � 1

�2

�n

.

.

.

.
= �

P

1� l� n� 2

�1

.

.

.

.
�{l

.

.

.

.
.

(B.1)

Itiseasy to see thatforn = 3

�1

�2

�3

2 = � �2�1

�3

2 = ;
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�1

�2

�3

2 = � �3�1

�2

2 = :

Forn = 4,�1(�1�2�3�4):

�1 �33

�2

�4

= �

�

2 2 + 3

�

(B.2)

= �

"

2 2 �

�

2 +
2

�#

(B.3)

= �

"

� 2 2 �
2

�

(B.4)

= 2 +
2

:

(B.5)

Equation (B.2)isjusttheold recursion relation.From (B.2)to(B.3)weexpand thesecond

term .From (B.3)to (B.4)wecom binethe�rsttwo term susing (3.11).Then therecursion

relation for �1(�1�2�3�4) is proven. Sim ilarly, one can also prove that �2(�1�2�3�4), �3(�1�2�3�4)

satisfy the recursion relation.

For�s with generaln argum ents,we supposethatfor�s with lessthan n argum ents

the recursion relation is already proven. Then atthe �rststep we com bine the following

term sfrom theold recursion relation

�

"

�1

...

...
n� 2 �{

i�1

2 + �1

...

...
n� 2 �{

i+1

2 + �1

...

...
n� 1

#

:

(B.6)

By expandingthethird term usingrecursion for� and com bining term s,usingtherelation
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(3.11),we obtain

�1

...

...
n� 2 �{

i�1

2 + �1

...

...
n� 2 �{

i+1

2
+

P

m � 2
�1

...

...
�{

...m

+
P

m � 2
�1

...

...

�{

...m

(B.7)

The�rsttwo term scom efrom the�rsttwo term sin (B.6)com bined with two term sfrom

theexpansion ofthelastterm sin (B.6).Thetwo sum sarewhatisleftfrom theexpansion

ofthe lastterm in (B.6).

Forstep l� 1,3 � l� n � 3,we com bine term s

�

"
P

�1

...

...
n� l �{

...

...
l �

P
�1

...

...
�{

...

...
l� 1 �

P

m � 2 �1

...

...

...l� m

� � �

m

�
P

m � 2

�1

...

...

...l� m

� � �

m

#

(B.8)

where the �rst term is from the old recursion relation,the second term and the m = 2

term s in the last two sum s com e from step l� 2 and the other term s in the sum s com e

from step l� m .Afterexpanding thegrey blob in the�rstterm and theblack blob in the

second term s,collecting term s using the relation (3.11) and counting in the other term s

leftfrom step l� m ,we obtain

P
�1

...

...
�{

...

...
l +

P

m � 1

P

r� m + 1

"

�1

...

...

...l� m

� � �

r

+

�1

...

...

...l� m

� � �

r

#

:

(B.9)

Iterate thisprocedure from (B.8),and atthe laststep l= n � 2,one can �nd the result

(B.9)isjusttherighthand sideofthe recursion relation to beproved.
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