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1. Introduction

TheM HV rules ofCachazo, Svreek and W itten [';:] are equivalent to a new set of Feynm an
rules for QCD treedevel scattering am plitudes that are particularly e cient. Initially

con ectured on the basis of an analogy w ith strings m oving on tw istor space E_Z] they were
proven by recursion relations B]. They em erge from gauge xing a tw istor space action
for YangM ills YHIJ] and can also be derived using a canonical transfom ation applied
to the light-cone gauge YangM ills Lagrangian [[1, 12]. To generalise these rules to loop
level requires the Introduction of a regulator, for exam ple som e variant of dim ensional
regularisation . A though m uch of the m athem atical structure underlying this approach to
YangM ills theory, such as confom alinvariance and tw istor space, is broken by the passage
to arbitrary din ension there is som e cause for optin ism that progress tow ards form ulating
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M HV rnules for Ioop processes can still be m ade E.-:a’]. O ne of the features that em erges at
loop order is that the new elds do not generate the sam e S-m atrix as the original ones
because of the non-locality of the canonical transform ation. This e ect acoounts for the
one-loop am plitudes for gluons of purely positive helicity which would otherw ise appear
to be absent from the theory. However, it is potentially dam aging for the e ciency of
the M HV rules because it would seem to require an extra ingredient in the calculation of
am plitudes to describe the translation between the two sets of elds. It is the purpose of
this paper to show that although extra structure is required to translate between the two
sets of elds, these transhtion kemels’ are required only for all plus am plitudes at one—
loop, so that for the calculation of general am plitudes we are free to use G reen functions
for either set of elds, thus partially regaining the sim pliciy of the CSW rules for the
requlated theory. In theories w ith exact supersym m etry these problm s are absent and it
is known that four din ensionalM HV vertices and M HV rulesm ay be used to recover all
am plitudes at one loop [61.

W e begin by describing the canonical transform ation as it is constructed in four di-
m ensions. U sing light-cone co-ordinates in M Inkow ski space

2=pl—§(t x3); x=pl—§(t+ x3); z=pl—§(xl+ sz); zZ= (xl :ix2): 1.a)

[\)'.\11’_I

and the gauge condition A = 0 allws the YangM ills action to be written in temm s of
positive and negative helicty eldsA A, and A A, (after elin nation of unphysical
degrees of freedom ) as the light-cone action

Z 7
Sziz az d3X(L++L+++L ++LO ++); 12)
g
w here

L *= waA @€ ee A; 1.3)

L "= tweé 'a)p;éal; (1.4)

L "= trp;a1@E 'a); (1.5)

L = tp;6al6 2piéay; (1.6)

and isa constant® quantisation surface and d3x = dxdzdz.

The combiation L * + L ** by itself descrbes selfdual gauge theory {14]. At
treelevel this is a free theory because the only connected scattering am plitudes that can
be constructed Involre one negative helicity particlke and an arbitrary num ber of positive
helicity particles. T he Feynm an diagram s contrbuting to this are the sam e as In the ull
YangM ills theory, for which such am plitudes are known to vanish. (B izarrely, the one-loop
am plitudes for processes nvolring only positive helicity particles are non-zero, and these
are the only non-vanishing am plitudes in the theory.) Thisencouragesusto ndanew eld
B that is a non-local finctionalof A on the surface of constant ® such that . © + L **
can be w ritten as a free theory, ie.

L "R;aA1+L ""R;AI=L *B;BI; @.7)
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where B is determ ined by the requirem ent that the transfom ation be canonical:

B°®R;y

) o, 5y 5 APR;y)
Aa(x;x)@B ®iy), €B*®ix) &y ——€

a . — 3 b, .
@A ® @;x) d’y ) A @iy): A8)

T his transform ation is readily expressed in tem s of the elds after taking the Fourder
transform w ith respect to position w ithin the quantisation surface

B ®;p)=A KR;p) +

Xl Z d3k d3k pn 1 (2 )3 3 P .
1 n @ kl)
tee A R;kq) 1A R;ky(19)
L, @R ) k) ikt ko) ik fpika + + k) '
where
kiikz) Kiky Kpkg: (1.10)

T he transform ation is therefore local in R and the coe cients of the products A :::A are
independent ofboth 2 and k. (L 8) showsthatA isa linear functionalofB, which we w rite
as

A R;p)=B&;p)+
2 o\ 2 3 3
&ky Pk ks o g

)y erp
X
@) e Ki)B R;k1) 1::B ®;kg) 1::B ®R;kp ) a1

m=3s=2

so that when the ram aining term s In the action are w ritten In the new variables we obtain
an in nite series, each tetm of which contains two powers of B. Labelling these term s by
their helicities gives

LR;A]=L "B;BI+L TB;BI+L TtB;BlI+L *tTTB;B1+ : 1.12)

The coe cients of the elds In the interaction tem s can be shown [L6], by explicit calcu-
lation, to consist of the Parke-Taylor am plitudes {[1] (continued o —shell).

T he LSZ procedure gives scattering am plitudes in term softhem om entum space G reen
functions (suitably nom alised) for A and A elds by cancelling each extemal kg using a
factor p* and then taking each m om entum on-shell, p? ! 0. The equivalence theorem for
S-m atrix elem ents seem s to allow us to use G reen functions forthe B and B elds instead
ofthe A and A, provided we Include a m ultiplicative wave-function renom alisation. This
is because, to krading order in the elds, A is the same as B. In any Feynm an diagram
contribbuting to a G reen function these elds are attached to the rest of the diagram by a
propagator  1=p? which cancels the LSZ factor of p?> and so survives the on-chell lin it.
In the higher order tem s .n {I.9) the m om entum p is shared between the A elds, so the
propagators that attach these to diagram s cannot directly cancelp?. T he cancellation can
occur ifthe diagram forces just thesem om enta to ow together through som e intermal line,
because by m om entum conservation this line will contrbute  1=p?. The e ect of such
diagram s is to renom alise the eld, and this will cancel in the com putation of scattering
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am plitudes. A nother source of 1=p? could be the kemels in (L.9). T hese kemels are non-
localw ithin the quantisation surface, and a requirem ent of the equivalence theoram isthat
the transform ation be local. H owever our transform ation is still local In light-cone tim e’
R which m eans that the kemels are Independent ofp (@and also, for other reasons, p) so it
is hard (ut not In possble, as we will see) to In agine how the kemels can generate the
1=p? needed to stop us generalising the theorem to the case in hand.

So it would seem safe to invoke the S-m atrix equivalence theorem and use the B elds
to calculate scattering am plitudes, expecting to get physical gluon am plitudes. It is clear
that the new Lagrangian would then generatetheCSW (orM HV ) rulesof ﬂ:], and, oncewe
have a Lagrangian we arem uch closer to being able to generalise the rulesbeyond treelevel.
H owever, this cannot be correct as the rules cannot generate the one-loop am plitudes for
processes In which the glions all have positive helicity. T hese am plitudes have long been
considered to be related to an anom aly D.-g] In the context of the change of variables from
A to B this anom aly could be related to the Jacobian which ought to be uniy sihce the
transform ation is canonical. H owever, in E_l-S] i was shown Instead that these am plitudes
result from an evasion of the equivalence theorem when the theory is form ulated using
din ensional reqularisation. This mpliessa aw In the argum ent we have Jjust presented.
Speci cally, i was shown that in the case of the fourpoint allplus am plitude the change
of variables can be im plem ented w ith unit Jacobian by directly com paring both sides of:

Z
Im D @;A)eS p{A™ py) ripi A% (py) =

p?! 0

]th'no D CB;B)eiSMHfofBal 1) + :::g:::pzzlfBa4 Ps) + :::g (1.13)
pi!

where the dots in B (p1) + ::: represent the extra temm s nvolving the In (j;._i_l-p . Ifwe
ignored these extra tem s, as the S-m atrix equivalence theorem im pliesswe should, then the
right-hand side would vanish because there are no Interactions iIn Sy g v that would allow

us to contract all the B together. Since it is known that this am plitude is In fact non—zero
the extra termm s m ust contribute and the equivalence theoram is not directly applicable.
These extra term s appear to spoil the e ciency of our approach. If we have to include

the details of the transform ation in com puting scattering am plitudes then we are unlkely
to be ablk to pro t from any gains resulting from the sim plicty ofthe M HV Lagrangian.
It is the purpose of this paper to Investigate just how dam aging this is. W e w ill see that
actually the problem is quite contained and the equivalence theorem is only spoilt for a
class of known am plitudes.

To sim plify our discussion we w ill regulate using FourD im ensionalH elicity reqular-
isation [IY] ;n which the extemal helicity are .n four din ensions and only the intemal
momenta are n D din ensions. It is not essential to use this schem e, and In our earlier
paper Ll-_S] we used standard din ensional reqularisation, but it w ill sim plify our expressions
considerably. In section :g.’, we w illdescribe this. Then In section :_3', we exam Ine the canon—
ical transform ation using it. W e will nd that the e ect of reqularisation is to m ake only
m inor changes to the recursion relations for the expansion coe cients. In order to avoid

{41



sourious poles in the recursion expansion of °, we also establish a new recursion relation
of ® which Involves only true singularities in each temm of the expansion. A s a byproduct
we also nd a relation between the treedevel light-cone diagram s and the canonical ex-—
pansion coe cients, which w ill facilitate the sngularity analysis in the translation kemel
contribbution later. W e also review the treelevel evasion of the equivalence theorem for the
( + +) ampliude in section 4.

A fter this preparation, In section :7_3, we w ill discuss system atically the di erent ways
that the S-m atrix equivalence theoram can be evaded. W e rst argue that at treedevel
evasion w illnot occur in higher point am plitudes. T hen we discuss the three ways that the
theoram can potentially be evaded at one-loop: by dressing propagators, in tadpols, and
by infrared divergences. W e w ill conclide that only tadpoles can evade the equivalence
theoram at onedoop. D uring this discussion, we nd that there isa puzzlke in the + + )
am plitude w ith an external leg dressed by a tadpole. By exam Ining the calculation of the
+ + + ) amplitude in section EG, we nd that the onem inushelicity am plitudes should
com e Just from tadpolesm ade out of M HV vertices, but when we cut the diagram s there
appear to be additional contributions from equivalence theoram evading tadpoles which
can dress extemal legs. In section ﬂ, we resolve this double-counting puzzle by choosing
a suiable lm iting order in the LSZ procedure and show that these extra temm s do not
contribbute to the on-shell am plitude. Section § is the conclusion.

2.D im ensional R egularisation

W e will regulate the ultraviokt divergences of pure YangM ills by working in aroitrary
space-tin e dim ension, D , and using co-ordinates which replace the pair z; z of com plx
spacelke coordnatesby D =2 1 such pairs, z; Zg - In [;L-S] we used standard din en—
sional regularisation in which the gauge- eld A hasD spacetin e com ponents. W e could
Instead use fourdim ensionathelicity reqularization EDH) {_1-9] and keep four dim en—
sional. C onsequently polarisation vectors would rem ain four din ensional, so we retain just
tw o helicities, and the gauge Invariance of the action is four dim ensional. Just as in the
usualdim ensional regularisation them om enta of bhysical’ gluons w hich appear In asym p—
totic states of scattering processes also ram ain in four dim ensions, but the m om enta of
virtual gluons that appear as Intemal lines in Feynm an diagram s willbe D dim ensional.
The advantage of FDH is that the light-cone gauge action is very sin ilar to the four di-
m ensional version, the only change being in the free part which becom es

0 1
DXZ 1

L * = trA @ @@ @(i)@(j_)A A

=1

T reelevel am plitudes are unchanged when the extemal legs allhave four din ensionalm o—
m enta, however when the extermal kegs are allowed to have D din ensionalm om enta then
they arem odi ed. In particular the am plitudes in which all but one of the scattered ghi—
ons have the sam e helicity no longer vanish. This is regponsble for the non-vanishing of
the oneloop am plitude In which all the scattered gluons have the sam e helicity because
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the optical theorem relates the in agihary part of this latter am plitude to the product of
treeJlevel am plitudes of the form er. T he one-loop urglion all positive helicity reduced
am plitude is 4]
ig* fp17P29fPsipag
48 2 (p1;p2) (P37P4)

where pi;:::;p4 are the m om enta of the gluons and fp1;p29 i ©P2r1- The alkplus

@1)

one-loop am plitudes are m issing from a na ve application of the M HV rules at one-loop
because if we are lim ited to vertices of ParkeTaylor type then we cannot construct such
am plitudes. (In EL-S] it was show n that such am plitudes origihate In a ailure ofthe S-m atrix
equivalence of the A and B elds, we shallenlarge on this later.)

The failure of the one m lnus rest plus helicty treelevel am plitudes to vanish has
signi cant consequences forthe attem pt to constructan M HV Lagrangian in D din ensions.
F irstly it m eans that the theory described by the truncated Lagrangian L * + L % that
generates these am plitudes is not free. Secondly it m eans that the ParkeTaylor vertices
are likely to be much m ore com plicated in D dim ensions because their sim plicity in four
din ensions can be explained within the BCFW recursion m ethod [}] as deriving from the
vanishing of the one m nus rest plus treelevel am plitude. W e will now investigate how
dam aging these facts are.

3. Canonical transform ation in D dim ensions

3.1 Recursion relations for the expansion coe cients

Perhaps surprisingly we can still construct a canonical transform ation in D din ensions so
that {_l-_ﬁ,) holds. Using FDH regularization, and given @.-_.é) we have to solve

Z
@ @ 0 o AKX p 19
'A ®X)+ A ) —=A X) —-A ) AX)= "B x7) d X 3.1)
é\ é R= const: B (XO)
where
DXZ 1
b= @yly=6:
=1
R earranging:
Z
A (x) @ @
| | 0 D 1.0_ < = .
' A x) 2=oonst:-B(X)7B (xo)d X A (x) @A x) + @A ®) AX): (B2)

W e m ake the basic assum ption, appropriate to perturbation theory, that we can expand
the Fourier transform of A In powers of the transform ofB, w ith kemels . Note we use
the sam e sym bol for the elds and their Fourier transform s)

% 2 X0 ) )

Ap= ip1i::tipn) T+ pi)By By d priiid P i 33)

n=1 i=1
w herew e adopt the notation that the subscriptsofthe eldslabelthemomenta: A, A (o)
and By B ( pi). Then the rsttem on the lkefi-hand-side of @-_.2-:) multiplies each term in
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the expansion by the Fourier transform of!,i ¢ 1 (), whereasthe second replaces each

B;by i iB{, and the right-hand-side glues tw 0 expansions together using w hat is essentially
the threepoint vertex corresponding to helicities + + (@nd which we are attem pting to
elin Inate from the theory by performm ing the canonical transform ation to new variables).
T his ism ost easily represented graphically. Let us denote the expansion (_3-_.5) by

B
B
A = |<> gt |<:I + g+ oum
B
B (

3.4)

and the Fourder transform of the right-hand-side of C_3-_-2) by
]
i = V% (04iPxiP:)=P1 i
k
where V2 (o1;p25p03) = 1(1=1 2=2)3 is the factor from the threepoint (+ + ) vertex of

the lagrangian C_i_-.l_-g) . The an allblack dots In the diagram denote the m inus-helicity end
of the propagators. Then thetem s in 32) withn B elds give

B
P . . P
o 1 o r+s=n
B
B

Ifwewere to use usualdin ensional regularisation ratherthan FD H , we would have arrived

at the sam e graphical equation, but w ith indices attached to the lines and V 2 Eyipxipi) =

$PsiPs% 157Pk + fPeiPigs k 17P5), I the notation of 5]. W e can divide through by
when it is non—zero and cbtain the recursion relation for in m om entum space

B

"-wwnoo

1
1 X
(1 n)= V2 ®23iPs1nsl) ( 727::1;3) ( j3+ Ljr:n)35)
T+ ) 4y
wherewe use the notation Py, = pi+ pur 1+ Hrj> i, Pis=pit pu1+t Fip
P+ $Prj< i,n= p, and the in thebracket of denotesthe m inus of the
sum ofallthe cthermomenta n . T his can be represented graphically
B
B :
: 1 P B
HQl>< : = T r+s=n B
B .
B

P
W e will encounter situations when vanishes, and then we need a prescription for
dealing w ith this singularity. W e w ill address this in the appendices.



P
Ifwe denote 1=( g i) by a closed broken curve cutting each line whose m om entum
appears in the sum , each order of the expansion of A can be represented as

(3.6)

w here

R
P = n(pl R)B , B
Bn

This can be easily iterated, starting w ith the leading tem A = B:

Sim ilarly we can expand A in term s 0fB, and B in which it is Iinear. It ism ore convenient
to expand €A I tem s ofB, and @B, and we denote this graphically by

B B
¢t +

and in m om entum space we use to denote the expansaon coe cients

-B1 R
5 :<;1B1= L el n)B By B
s

U sing this and (3.4) allow s us to depict the second of {I.8) as
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Since there are no B- elds on the kft-hand-side we can equate to zero the sum ofterm son
the right that contain precisely n B— elds, when n > 0:

The term in which there are no B— elds in the keft-hand factor is the kemelwe are looking

for, so

3.7)

where the prim e on the sum indicates that we sum over tem s in which there is at least
one B— eld in the kft-hand factor, and the ordering of eldsm atches on both sides of the
equation. This is iterated to yield

Il
I
(o]

+

éa

H ow ever, the broken curves in the above diagram s do not denote the real singularities in the
expansion of A . Som e sihgularities are cancelled out. For exam ple, by explicit calculation,
one nds that the singularity represented by the Inner broken curves around the lkft big
black dot iIn the fth and sixth tem s are cancelled out. In fact, by induction, one can
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prove another recursion relation of °:

iy 1
: 1 X
L= V2 E1iP2iPu1pn) (7 27::5;D) PN 1+ 1iin)
en + + Puq,
1 o F1mn
X1
+  ——VZCu1miP1iP2a) T ( i2;:i5D) (14 1;::nn) (3.9)
Fif2n

U sing this we can represent each order of the expansion of éa by diagram s:

3 P
@8 =

. r+ s=n
B

(3.10)

T he proof of the new recursion relation starts w ith the ol one {3.7) and uses relation

Hr+st+l

(311)

repeatedly (see appendix _-B-: for a sketch ofthe proof). T he relation above is sin ply a result
of the equation

P 1
1ﬁ o 1 _ l+l,'l+r+sﬁ+ i= W r+ s+l i
Forres oo . Fwl c
l+r+s+l;l+ =11 1 =1 1 (l+r+s+l;l+ i=1 l+r+s) =1 1

(3.12)

A

where 4= P;4Pi5=P 5. The num erator on the right-hand-side of 3.12) will cancel the
denom inator of the ket blob in the diagram s. W e denote this cancellation by 1ling in

the keft-hand blob. In fact, there is an easy way to prove this recursion relation in four
din ensions where we do not care about regularization: If we use the relation ocbtained in
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tla n)= @ n); (3.13)

this recursion relation recovers that of (3.6) for

3.2 Reconstructing the expansion coe cients from tree-level light-cone dia-

gram s

From 6'_3-_5.) we cbserve that the expansion term s of A can be constructed as follow s: for
each tem of the expansion, draw all the treeJlevel Feynm an diagram s with an A as one
end of an externalpropagator and allB s In the term as am putated extemal lines ustng only
*+ + ) vertioces; then calculate this diagram using V ? as vertioces and 1= ( ot )) as
corresponding propagators. N otice that the light-cone Feynm an rul forvertex + + ) is

4 4
V (1;2;3) = i—2V2(l;2;3) = i—2V2(1;2;3) (314)
g g

and the Iight-cone propagator is

g
M A 1l= 1—: 315
php 202 ( )
So
. 2 5
M 3A 31V (1;2;3) = —2V 1;2;3) 3.16)
B3

is consistent with the coe cient of each term in the recursion relation if we m ake the
replacam ent 2=p§ ' 1=@3( 3+ 1+t 2)).Asaresult, we can reconstruct the term s of
A from light-cone tree-level calculations by replacing the light-cone propagators using

1 1
2 : 317)

2 A
P53 2Pjr1;i 1( 3010 1+ it w1t %)

Here P y4+1;; 1 should be understood as the sum ofallm om enta exospt those labelled from
ito j. Them om entum in each tem in the bracket of the denom nators corresponds to the
outgoing m om entum of the extemal line of the sub-tree diagram not involving A when the
propagator is cut. For exam ple, for term s w ith B,B3Bg:

A, (1234)B,B5B4
B 1 V2 (2;34;1)V 2 (3;4;12) s V2 (23;4;1)V 2 (2;3;41)
T+ 4) B 12+ 3+ 4 B o+ 2+ 3)
B;B3Byg (3.18)
T he corresponding diagram s are:

BQ BQ
Aj Bz .Aj B'ﬂ

B4 84
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From the light-cone calculation of these Feynm an diagram s, we have:

, 1 VZ(2;34;1)V 2 (3;4;12)  VZ(23;4;1)V 2 (2;3;41)
2 = ¥ + = 319)
1 12 41

In which the two tem s corresoond to the two treelevel Feynm an diagram s. W e can see
that (318) and 19) only di erby the change

=7 ! 1=ef( .+ 4)) ; (320)
1=PZ ! 1=@Pu( 12+ 3+ 4a)); (321)
=P ! 1=@Pu( a+ 2+ 3): (322)

Ifweputp;;ps;ips on shell, the ! in the above equations can be replaced by =, thus {318)
is equal to C_B-;-l_-ﬂ) which gives the translation kemel contribution to the am plitude as it
should.

For A, the sam e rule also holds allow Ing us to reconstruct the expansion of A from
light-cone calculations: one needs to rst draw the treelevel diagram s w ith one A as an
extemal propagator, allthe B, B iIn the term as am putated legsusing (+ + ) vertices, and
then calculate the diagram using the light-cone Feynm an rulesw ith the replacem ent (_3_.-1_:{) .
This can be justi ed from the recursion relation (}_3-;9|) w ith a sin ilar discussion to that for

: First, n (3.9) allthe ’'s already cbey thig mle. The 1= By 1n = 1=P1, in the rst
term in the bracket w ill com bine w ith the 1= factor In the expansion ofthe next 1n
thisterm tobe1=P1,( 12+ 33, 1)) whicth is Jaist what we need to be consistent w ith
the rule. It is the sam e for the second tem in the bracket. W e only need to consider the
factor ofthe 1In the st iteration and the last fteration. W e should divide the expansion
of €A by the corresponding i in them om entum space, to obtain t%e expansion ofA . This
factor 1=p; will combine w ith the factor ofthe rst tobe 1= ( I-ll=l i)) In G_3-_§) The
last iteration corresponds to the right-m ost grey blob adpoent to €B i each term of the
full ireratively expanded diagram s in (3.1Q). The extra factor 1=f in the ofthe last step of
the iteration w ill cancel the § in the B ; from @B . So just as In the case of , the epransjon
of A requires calculating treeJevel diagram s using V 2 as vertices and 1= ( ot )) as
the propagators, and so cbeys the sam e rule.

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

In [_1-5] we explained how the treelevel ( + + ) and the oneloop + + + + ) am plitudes
are obtained from the B, B theory, despite there being no vertices in this theory that could
contribbute. The am plitudes are non-zero because the equivalence theoram is not directly
applicable to our non-local transform ation. ThusA and A do not create the sam e particles
asB,B. Thiswould appear to drastically com plicate the calculation of am plitudes w ithin
the B, B theory. It isthem ain purpose of this paper to show that only certain am plitudes
are a ected by this, and that In the general case we can use either set of elds to generate
am plitudes. In this section we brie y review the h issing’ tree-level am plitude.

In light-cone gauge Yang-M ills theory the treedevel contribution to the G reen fiinction
hA @©1)A (2)A (p3)icomes from thevertex n L **, so to this order, and taking account
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of the 1 prescription in propagators (@nd suppressing Lie algebra indices on the under—
standing that we dealw ith colour-ordered am plitudes)

P2 !

PP+1i)EG+1i)EG+1i)hA @A EIA ()L = D1 b1,

P3
and as all three m om enta go on-shell this becom es the threepoint am plitude W hich van—
ishes In four dim ensionalM inkow ski space, but is non—zero In other signatures and din en—
sions.) Clearly hB (1)B (2)B (3) i= 0 at treedevel due to the helicity assignm ent of the
P arkeTaylor vertices. To com pute the G reen function in the B, B theory wem ust use the
transhtion kemels:

hA @E1)A E2)A E3)i = h B) * po
€B (p2) s

1
©2

¢€B (p3) P3

B

since no vertices contribute to leading order this can be com puted by contracting the B, B
elds using the free propagator, w hich we denote by A~~~ o~~~

hA ©E1)A E2)A P3)i =

P2 P2 ! !
=8 =i
* 02 * ©3
B3 P3
b2 !
1 p§+i + p§+i n p§+i
= PI+i)Bri)Eri) B B2 s
P3
T he broken line cutting the three lines denotes division by
X x Px? 1
;) = Py PPy 7

. i =1

P
w hich doesnot depend on tl'El)e p;. However, ifwe add 3P3r w hich vanishesby m om entum
conservation, this becom es jp§=pj . Ifwe also include i tem s to m atch the last ﬁi)ctor
then we reproduce the Iight-cone Yang-M ills am plitude. This tellsus how to treat 1=
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w hen the denom inator is sihqular, so in generalthe broken lines in our diagram sw illdenote

1
P p?-%—i :
I By

It is of course not surprising that we reproduce the usual G reen function, as all we have
done is transform to new variables to do the calculation. It w illbe usefi1], for what com es
later, to exam Ine how the equivalence theoram has been evaded. N ote that the com bined
nitpi+i;B+1i;8+1 ! 0isnotvalid Hreach tem separately, because the valie of

2 .
. pi+ i
2 . 2 . 2 .
pi+i2pi+i it oPLEL  Pptl o, pstd
1 2 3

depends on the order In which the 1m is are taken, but it is valid to take the lm it of the
sum of the three temm s because the factor (7 + 1 )L+ @5+ i )2+ 5+ 1 )= in the
denom inator is cancelled out. C onsequently we can take the lm it ofthe sum in any order.
Suppose w e take the legs on-shell one after another, beginning w ith p, and p3. W e nclude

In the m assshell condition because it enters the propagators for extemal legs that have
to be cancelled by the LSZ factors. Sincep; + i and g + i cancel the propagators in
the rstdiagram , but not in the other two, it is clear that for generalp; the contrdbutions
from the last two diagram s are w ped out in the lm it laving

Mo, gy oMz 0@+ 1) @G+ 1)hA @A E)A )i =

P2 !

hnp2+iloﬁnp§+ilo(p§+i)@+i) P

2

P3
L P2 !
e, s oMz v 0 o 2T s _
1t Pt L P3 P1 =
P1 Bo P3
P3
P2 !
jl
p§+i b1
P3

Sothel=(pf+ i ) needed to canceltheg+ i com ing from the LSZ prescription is generated
as part of the translation kemels, even though these appeared to be independent of the p
com ponents of m om enta. W e should point out that h issing am plitudes’ can be generated
In di erent ways if the theory is form ulated di erently such as in the gauge xing of the
tw istor action P2]or in the light-cone friendly regularisation of P3].

5. Equivalence theorem evasion in general.

W hen the equivalence theoram holds we can ignore all except the kading transhtion ker-
nels. However the theorem w ill be evaded whenever the translation kemels that express
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A () orA (o) in temm sofB and B produce a 1=+ i ) that can cancelthe LSZ factors. W e
w il now ]EJ)st all the types of process in which this can occur. T he singular tem s originate
In the 1= represented by the broken lines in our diagram s. These must cut the lne

with m om entum p ifwe are to end up wih 1=@° + i ). Suppose that the other lines cut

"o
|

P p§+i
B F1 95

n

so we have to exam ne the conditionsunderwhich  5_, (p§+ 1 )= = 0. Notice that here
we actually take %, (p§+ i)=p ! 0lini rstandthenp?! 0 in the LSZ procedure.
W e w ill see that this isvalid in a sim ibr way to the three point case.

5.1 Tree-level

In the absence of loops there are two ways thatP rj;l (p§+ i)=H = 0. The rstisthat
each of the kgs cut by the broken line are extermal and so theirm om enta m ust be put on
shell. For exam ple, In the urparticle process with one  helicity and three + helicity
gluons we need the G reen function hA (1)A (@E2)A (E3)A () i. Contrbuting to this are

translation kemels forA (1), A (©2), A ©E3), and A (ps) which give rise to diagram s like

In which four extemal legs are cut by the broken line. Since all the extermal lines w illbe
cut by the broken curve we cannot include any ParkeTaylor vertices. Consequently, In
the general case we can only ever have a contribution to a treedevel am plitude w ith one

helicity external gluon and n + helicity extemal gluons. For each light-cone tree-level
diagram ofsuch an am plitude, there are termm s from the translation kemels that contribute.
For exam pl, for the fourpoint diagram :

P2

1 P3

P4
using the m ethod in section ('_3-_.2), we can construct the translation kemel contribution to
this diagram from the canonical expansion of A1, A,, A3, A4 which can be represented
graphically:
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i1 b3 P1

Pa Pa

T he di erence between these translation kemels and the light-cone contrbution is only in
the denom inators. E xam ining these:

8
<
Tm pZPZPZPZ 1
525 o 1234: pz p pz pz pz p pz 5 2. 2
S SR I 3+3+5+5% A+ 75+ %+ % poip
1
+§P§ PP, Pi . PL 5.4 Eay PP 2
R T T SR v S L S 255127
1
* pi , P, pP3, Ph P2 P |, P
8 F+Z+3+ 5 @+8 B+ E+F plp2p49
) -
+gp§+P§+p§+P§ $+2) P, B2, P 20209
Tttty GrA Rt Yty pmn
2 2 2 2 2
Py P1 L, Pe B2 B3
_ 4 1 3 5 3
2 2 2 2 2 2
P2 it 0 Pay 173 b3 Py b Py
T % D3 P; (i+ﬁ)1++2+3 Lt T
1
-, 6.1)
P

W e om it the + 1 acoom panying each g here since it is not in portant in our discussion .)
we see that the factorp?=1+ ps=2+ p?=3+ pi=4 in the denom inator is cancelled out and the
Iin i procedure is valid at last. T he denom inator provides the propagator needed in the
Jight-cone com putation. Since the com bined lin i isvalid, lke in the + + ) case,wecould
take the lin it in any order, for exam ple take thep%;p%;p% ! 0 rstand then pﬁ ! 0atlast.
Then one ndsthe rstthree diagram s vanish and the contribution com es only from last
diagram and the factor 4 ?=1+ p3=2+ p3=3+ pi=4) becom esp? to be cancelled w ith p? i
the num erator from the LSZ procedure. T his reproduces the light-cone com putation of the
am plitude. O ne can in agine that the sam e thing happens for generalm ultileg onem inus—
helicity am plitudes. Fortunately these am plitudes vanish at treeJdevel In four dim ensional
M inkow ski space, (@nd forn > 2 In arbitrary signature) which m eans that the translation
kemel contributions add up to zero.

T he other way that I;:l (p? + 1 )=p = 0 wihout all of the py being external legs
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is if som e of the term s In the sum cancel against each other, or if the translation kemel
is connected to a vertex by a m om entum that is on-shell. At treedevel this can only
occur for special choices of the m om enta of the external particles, and cannot contribute
to an am plitude w ith generic values of extermalm om enta. So at treeJevel the equivalence
theorem can be used for non-trivial generic am plitudes, which is why the M HV rules
correctly reproduce tree-level am plitudes w ithout having to take acoount of the translation
between A, A and B,B elds.

5.2 One loop

T here are several processes that can occur at one-loop order that give rise to evasions of S—
m atrix equivalence. The rst isthat loops can dressthe propagators that occur in tree-level
diagram s. Secondly, we can have tadpol diagram s in which two legs ofa translation kemel
are contracted w ith each other. T hese diagram s are responsib e for the all positive helicity
am plitudes h issing’ from a straightforward application oftheM HV rules. Thirdly we can
have m ore general processes In w hich the loop integration has an infra-red divergence that
m ight cancel the LSZ factor.

5.2.1 D ressing propagators

P
Loops can dress propagators, so, at one-loop, as for tree-level ;.1= 1 (p? + 1 )=P can vanish

when each ofthe p; is them om entum of an on-shell gluon. For exam ple, the rst interac-
tion n ({12),L * which we denote by

B

can be contracted w ith the fth term in the expansion of @A equation 6'_3-_.é.)

to give

T his w i1l contrdbute to the G reen function hA (1) A @©2) A (e3) i, for exam ple by contract-
ing B wih the lading term in the expansion of A (py) and B with that of A (p;). The
propagators cancel two of the I_E.)SZ factors for the + + am plitude. Taking p% +1 =0
and pf + 1 = 0 causes the 1= factor denoted by the inner broken curve to reduce
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to 1= (p% + i), which will cancel the rem aining LSZ factor, thus evading the equivalence
theoram and producing a contrbution to the threepoint am plitude that is the sam e as
the treeJlevel diagram w ih a selfenergy Insertion on the p; lkg. In M inkow ski space the
threepoint am plitude vanishes on-shell anyway, so this evasion appears inconsequential.
For com plex on-shellm om enta, of the kind used In the BCFW rules, this am plitude does
not vanish, so it is worthw hile considering this further. W e noted earlier that the relations
{3.9) enable us to re-w rite the Ser:ies rA in away that m oves the position of the dotted
Iines so that the singularity 1= | ; corresponding to the dotted lines around the keft big
black dot is cancelled out afferwe sum the fth and sixth term in (:3-_.@) . These combine to

give

P
Since the contrbution of the Intemal line to the denom inator p§=pi represented by the
inner broken curve can not be zero, it is obvious that there is no 1=p? generated in this
diagram . So this diagram can not contribute to the am plitude. T he sam e is true for the
case of a dressed propagator on a B lg:

T he threepoint interaction can dress a propagator either in the way just describbed,
or, potentially by two such vertices being glied together

An insertion ofthiskind into a diagram e ectively changesa B- eld into a B— eld, however
explicit calculation show s that this vanishes. At one-doop the only other vertices that can

++ .

contribbute to dressing propagators are contained In L
B B

B B
and these produce Insertions that connect B wih B
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B B

D ressing propagators can produce diagram s that evade the equivalence theorem , but only if
the corresponding treeJdevel diagram s do so already, in w hich case the result isproportional
to the treelevel am plitude. A s we have seen this only happens for am plitudes that vanish
In the physical dim ension, so this source of equivalence theorem evasion has no physical
consequence. However there is a subtlety involved in the onedoop + + ) ampliude
n + + ) signature. In section ::6, we will nd that the tadpols formed from M HV

vertices already include the diagram s w ith extemal leg corrections. Including translation
kemel contributions In the am plitude would appear to count the diagram s w th external
Jleg corrections tw ice. W e w ill solve this puzzle in section [2

5.2.2 Tadpoles

P
At treelevel we digm issed the second way that rjl= 1 (p% + 1 )=H could vanish because it
could only apply to special con gurations of externalm om enta. W hen we Integrate over

loop m om enta such special con gurations can easily arise, and so we m ust analyse them .

P
T he sin plest way that two ofthe term s in rjl= 1 (p% + 1 )=p could cancelw ithout each
being on-shell occurs In the translation kemel for A when a B and B eld are contracted,
because then their lines carry equal and opposite m om enta. These are tadpoles’ when

drawn In tem s of the translation kemels, eg.
B B

but are rather m ore com plicated when drawn in tem s of the graphical solution. For
exam ple, one of the temm s contrbuting to this tadpole originates in the follow ing tem
which appears in the expansion ofA :

Contracting B with a B and the ram aining eldsw ith extemal gluons gives
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W hen thep, and p; areputon—shel, p5+ i = Oandg+ i = 0, sot%edotted line cutting
the three extermal m om enta and the glion propagator reduces to rjl= 1 (p? +1)=p =

(p% + i )=8 resulting in an evasion of S-m atrix equivalence. B ecause the contraction used
to m ake a tadpok ramoves a B and a B eld from the translation kemels for A they can
contribbute to onedoop am plitudes involving only positive helicity gluons. In Q-_S] i was
found that it is this m echanian that is responsible for generating the one-loop all plus
fourpoint am plitude i_2-_i:) that a na ve application ofthe M HV rules cannot acoount for.

523 Infra-red divergent loop integration

Evasion of S-m atrix equivalence m ight arise In a m ore general situation when a vertex is
attached to a transhtion kemel. For illistration we focus on one term In the expansion of
A and contract two ofthe legsw ith those of som e arbirary subgraph denoted by the open
circle:

Ifwe take p% + 1 = 0, having cancelled the corresponding LSZ factorw ith the propagator,)
the loop integration is

Z
1 1 1 1

244 + P+ i (q+j)24+i 32+ 1 + P+i (q+j)24+i F+i (G+g2+1i
P q 4+ 3 q 4+ 3

&L q . f (Jia)

52)
wih j=p+ p1.

W e need to Mvestigate whether this Integral can generate a factor of 1=(*> + i ). To
do so i would have to be divergent as p goes on-shell. The integrand has a number of
singularities as a function of the com ponents of loop m om entum g but by deform ing the
Integration contours into the com plex g planes the surfaces w here the integrand diverges
can typically be avoided so that the integral is wellkde ned. W e are aided In identifying
the directions in which to deform the contoursby the i prescription. W e can ignore what
happensasqg! 1 asthe ultraviolt behaviour is requlated). H owever, as we vary p the
positions of these singularities m ove, and it is possbl that our integration surface m ay
lie between several singularity surfaces that approach each other for som e values of p and
pihch the contours so that they can no longer be deform ed to avoid the singularity. A sthis
happens the value of the Integral itself diverges as a function ofp. P rior to taking the on—
shell Iim it we can deform the integration surface so that it consists of a piece surrounding

{20 {



the singularities and a piece that we can m ove wellaway from either singularity. In the on—
shell lim it we can ignore this Jast piece because ofthe LSZ factor, p°+ 1 . W enow focuson
the contrbution from the piece surrounding the sihgularity, which m eans that in the loop
Integral we take f (j;9) as constant. W e begin by Integrating out the g com ponent. The

rst two factors of the integrand com e from the translation kemels and so do not depend
on g. Aswe close the g contour in the com plex plane we pick up singularities from the
propagators. U sing conservation ofm om entum the residue can be put into a form sim ilar
to that of the kemel, but w ithout @* + 1 )=p:

@ (4 3 (9 @+ 2 i

A : N2y 1
+ FP+i @+ §)2+1i
a@+ 3 o

which, of course, does not depend on g. This allows us to extract 1=(? + i ) explicitly
from the Integral (_5-_.2-}) which becom es

5.3)

0 1
Z D2 1
2 i Y A L2

T oe et dg_ @ (4D (9 @+d )

2 (1) ~™d) 5

e 1 q@+ ¥

2 3
l l '. .
pPti + P+i (gt 3)%+1 P+ i o+ )2+ 1 f (]lq) . 55)
P q g+ 3 q a+j

Since the second factor in the integrand of {52) is nite when the rst factor is singular,
it is irrelevant to our discussion and we absorb it into f;.

The LSZ factor is cancelled by the 1= + 1 ). If we now take the on-chell lim it
p?+ 1 ! 0 then thetwo tem s i square brackets canceland the integralactually vanishes,
provided that no shgularity is encountered as we Integrate over §. However, for certain
values of j and g, both tem s in the square brackets are divergent close to the real axis,

so we have to investigate the location of these singularities. The rst diverges for
q
b B 4ac+ if)

g= 2a 5.6)

w ith
. p2 + 1 2 X . . AX
a= 23; = i b=7] ¥+ 2 d9Je T 9wJe 7 c©= 23 A9 7

6.7
w hilst the Iocation of the pole In the second temm is given by the above expression w ith
set to zero. For them om ent treat asbeing real. Then ori¥ > 4ac the poks are close to
the real axis, w ith an in agihary piece
I
P 5.8)
¥ dac

Since these are on the sam e side of the realaxis forboth tem s in square brackets it is clear
that the contribution to the integral of these two temm s cancels even w hen the singularities
are close to the real axis. Consequently there is no S-m atrix equivalence evasion In this
case, provided that we keep  realas we take the on-chell Iim i for extemal legs.
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6.0ne-loop ( + ++) am plitude

In ﬁ_l-s'] we descrbbed how the oneldoop (+ + ++) amplitude arises in this approach as
a tadpolelke diagram oonstructed from transhtion kemel. By contrast the onem inus
helicity am plitude is constructed from the tadpole diagram ofa M HV vertex.

Let usnow look at a box diagram , A (I 273" 4" ) wih 1 attached to M HV ( +)
vertex. T he Integrand of the light-cone am plitude is

_ 4V ® (a234;1;a)V * 4;1a;a23)V % (3;41a;a2)V * 2;341a;a)

A @ 2v3" 4%
2.2 2 -2
paplapa23pa2

(©6.1)

Tt must come from the tadpol diagram in the CSW m ethod by connecting two lines of
six-pointM HV vertices. W e can identify the tadpol contrbutions to this am plitude In the
follow ing way. First, we can cut any one of the four intermal lnes and get four treelevel
M HV diagram s.

ot 3* ot /3+ ot 3* ot \ 3* ot 3*
Pai ! ! !
1 4" 1 4" 1 4 1 4 1 4"
M HV vertices are generated by expanding the A and A in the lagrangian . *.We st
dentify the threepoint M HV ( + ) vertex in the treeJdevel diagram s and the three parts

in the diagram s corresponding to the expansion of A andA in L. ¥ . By com paring w ith
the three parts of the diagram , we can nd out the corresponding three parts in the light
cone am plitude (_6-_.1:) . Then by replacing the propagators in the light-cone am plitude using
{_?;_ij) we can reconstruct the contribution to the oneloop box diagram of the tadpole.
T he four treelevel diagram contrbutions are we label the intemal line between leg 1 and
2asa):

24v2 (@234;1;a)V ? (4;1a;a23)V 2 (3;41a;a2)V 2 (2;341a;2)

;1) _
AT = ; 62)
2 $ » » Plza ﬁ P421a ﬁ P3241a ﬁ
paP a23P aZP la (PAla + PAa ) (PA4la + PAa ) (PA34la + PAa )
N 24v2 (2234;1;a)V ? (4;1a;a23)V * (3;41a;a2)V * (2;341a;a) 63)
2 B B Bl BEy By PhyBda g Pl ’
PlaP a23Pa2Fa (PAla * Fa ) (PAaz * Fla ) (PAazs * Bl )
N 24v2 (6234;1;a)V * (4;1a;a23)V * (3;41a;a2)V * (2;341a;a) 64)
2 g P421a ﬁ P421a i i Pazzs ! )
Pa23PaPa2P 1a (PA41a * B ) (PA41a * Bz ) (PAl + Bl.os )
A L) _ 24V2 @234;1;a)V ? (4;1a;a23)V 2 (3;41a;a2)V ? (2;341a;a) . 6.5)
2 ) S B P126 i i i _P-illa ﬁ
P34laP a1aPaP1a (PAla * Ba ) (PA41a * Ba ) (PA341a * 128 )

W e have already set the pf in the denom nator of the extemal particles to zero, since there
is no singularity when we put the extemal particles on-shell. Tt m akes no di erence ifwe
take the on-chell lim i before or after the LSZ procedure. It is easy to check that these
four tem s add up to the Integrand of the light-cone am plitude for the box diagram C_é_j:) .
T he other box diagram s, triangle, bubble diagram s of light-cone am plitude can be checked
In the sam e way. T here are som e subtle problm s w ith diagram s Including corrections to
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external propagators w hich we w ill address in next section. So, in general, one can believe
that the one loop one-m nus helicity am plitudes should all com e just from the tadpoles of
M HV vertices.

7.0ne-loop ++ ) am plitude w ith externaltadpole dressing propagators

At rst sight, for three point (+ + ) amplitude, there could also be contrbutions to
the cut diagram s considered in the previous section from translation kemels w ith dressed
external propagators, since they yield contributions proportional to treelevel am plitudes
which arenot zeroin + + ) signature. T his seam sto count diagram sw ith correctionsto
external propagators tw ice. Thisproblem arises from the order of Iim its In LSZ procedure.
In the exam plk of the previous section i does not m atter when we take the on shell Iim it
because no singularities are encountered in this lim it. But wem ustbem ore carefulw ith the
diagram %w ith dressed propagators on extemal legs because there w ill then be singularities
from 1= . We should st calculate the o —shell G reen function and then apply the

LSZ procedure. Also from the discussion in section (52.1) the G reen fiunction receives

contrbutions should not just from tadpoles of M HV ve point vertices, but also from
transhtion kemels w ith dressed propagators. Let us look at the exam ple of a light-cone
diagram for A ;A ,A ;i
Ao
1+ p3
Ay

1
T he Integrand of the light-cone com putation of the diagram for the G reen function is
oY § (1;2;3)v22 <§;1+ P3OV 1 psi3il)
Pip5 ©3)° 2 (L+ p3)?
W ehave om itted the i in thepropagators. A cocording to them ethod ofthe last section, the
contribution from thetadpolofM HV vepoint Eyert:ioesto thisdiagram can be constructed
by replacing the corresponding 1=p® ! 1=@p ):

A@"2*3 )= (71)

A,

VZ(1;2;3)V2 @1+ p3; VA (1 ps3;3i))

AD = b . 4 _ ; (72)
5 2 2 P P; p3 (1 p3)? z ﬁ é 2
p1p2p33 7 + 3 + 3 (i+ g) %3 1 * 1 * 2 t
A D i V2 (1;2;3)V2 61+ p3; VA (1 ps;35)) . 73)
= > > > ~ 1 > > 2 2 :
il A B s Ll S 1
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T he contrbution from translation kemels w ith dressed propagators can be represented as

four diagram s:
A

A® 2 ©
AO = i V2 (@1;2;3)V2Ei1+ ps; V(1 ps;3;l) 0
2(22¢ BL, B2, Pi 4 @p)? P B o ¥
A® = iof V2 (1;2;3)VZ @31+ p3; VA (1 ps;3i)) . (7.5)
2¢2\24 Pi L Py, P3 4 ps)? 2Py 2’
el B g (D g 5 % ey
G V2(1;2;3)V2 G014 pss V(1 ps;3;i)) . 06
2,2v26 Pf L P5 P5 A p3)2 2 p: oo :
A© _ i V2 (1;2;3)VZGi1+ ps; DVZ (1 ps;3;0) _ o
-9 20220 By B BS () Ge? E OB gy g2 :
PLBs)%e T 3T %5 f 3 P3

After simm ing overA ® to A © one ndsthat the factorp?=1+ pi=2+ p?=3 i the denom -
Inator is cancelled and we can apply the LSZ procedure:
2.2:2) ; 4 X
In  @fpps) 4l AY

pipimi! O

i=1
VA
T 2 gAY 2 @i2i3V 2 Gilt p3i V(1 psi3i)
pipipil 0 D5 P 1+ p3)?
@rp)? 2 PL P Py @rpy)f 2
3 1 1 2 3 3 1
@rps)? P Py (ps)? 2Pl P
3 1 3 3 1 1 2
_ o 6L ELiPsiE3)
pimpipi! O P3
_ . c@f (plrp21p3 (7.8)
p?ip?p2! 0 eps

Since the integration is uniform ly convergent after regularization, we can take the limn it
before Integration and di erentiation which will give the sam e on-shell integral as the
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lJight-cone calculation. So we have reproduced the light-cone com putation. For the other
diagram s w ith dressed propagators a sin ilar situation happens and it can be checked that
they give the sam e am plitudes as light-cone calculations.

From this example, we see that we should st collect the diagram s w ith the sam e
Intemal helicity con gurations and w ith tadpoles on the sam e legs and then in pose the
Tim itp%;p% ;p% ! 0 in the LSZ procedure. Just like at the treelevel, we can also change the
order of 1im is. Because we should take the p% at the last step after ntegration, we choose
the lim jtp%;p% !' 0 rst. Then we nd that afferwemultiply p%p%p% and take p%;p% ' o,
the translation kemel contributions from {7-_.5.){ {_7-_.’7.') vanish and the whole contribution to
the am plitude com es from the tadpole ofM HV vertices (7 2){ {73). Thep?=1+ p3=2+ p3=3
sin ply contributes to the propagator i=p§ needed in the am plitude. So the resul is that
we do not need to consider the translation kemel contribution in this case.

In section 521, we have argued that since the sum of oneloop diagram s in which
the extemal kgs are dressed are proportional to treelevel am plitudes, their contrdbutions
to higher point one-m nushelicity am plitudes vanish. But it is also Instructive to apply
the above argum ents to these higher pojEIgt am plitudes. In fact, a sim ilar situation occurs.
For these am plitudes there are also 1=( ipf=’{) factors both from the tadpoles of M HV
vertices and the translation kemels, where i enum erates all the extermalm om enta. Ifwe
collect the diagram s w ith the sam e Intemal helicity con guration and w ith tadpoles on
Ehe sam e legs rst, (ncluding tadpoles of M HV vertices and translation kemels,) then the

ipf=’{ In the denom Inator is cancelled and we can take the on-shell lin its in any order. If
we st set all the extemal legs on-shell except that w ith the tadpole then the translation
kemel contributions vanish leaving just the tadpoles ofM HV vertices. So we com e to the
conclusion that we do not need to consider extemal propagators dressed by tadpoles from
translhtion kemel.

8. Conclusion and higher loops

W e have seen that the S-m atrix equivalence theorem is not Inm ediately applicable to the
change ofvariables from A and A to B and B because of the non-locality of the translation
kemels, and this acoounts for the onedoop all plus helicity am plitudes apparently m issing
from the CSW rules. However, by analysing the m echanian s that generate singularities in
the extermalm om enta that are able to cancel the LSZ factors we have seen that the types
of am plitude In which S-m atrix equivalence is violated are very restricted. At treelevel
the am plitudes that m ight have displayed this violation actually vanish. At one-loop the
equivalence violating am plitudes that do not vanish are ones In which all the glions have
positive helicity, and these have a known fom, eg. {£.1). Because the only non-—zero
oneloop am plitudes that show S-m atrix equivalence violation are given by the tadpol
diagram s in which the sihgle B eld ofan A translation kemel is contracted wih a B eld
it llow s that higher Joops can only contribute to violating processes by dressing the legs
of these one-loop diagram s. So, apart from this class of known am plitudes we are free to
calculate S-m atrix elem ents using the B and B elds directly.
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Since onem inushelicity diagram s can not be constructed from m ore than one M HV
vertex or from ocom pltion vertices, they can only arise as tadpoles of M HV vertices. By
analysing an exam pl we saw how the light-cone am plitudes really can be reconstructed
from tadpoles ofM HV vertices.

W e found a new recursion relation forthe expansion coe cients ° ofA , which encoded
a cancellation of certain singularities that would otherw ise have contrbuted to further
evasion of the S-m atrix equivalence theorem . U sing this recursion relation for together
w ith the one for we were kd to a better understanding of the canonical transform ation :
they can be reconstructed from the light-cone tree level diagram s built with only + +
) vertices by replacing the propagator using C_§_.-1_:f,) . This was useful in discussing the
relationship between light-cone and M HV m ethods.

A few rem arks about the rational parts of one-loop diagram s is In order. The C SW
or M HV ruls, although initially conpctured and proven at tree-level have been studied
at onedoop kvel. It has been shown that they give supersym m etric am plitudes correctly
Ll-gz, :_2@:, .'_2-'_3, -'_2-§], but when applied to non-supersym m etric am plitudes, the rational parts
can not be correctly reproduced 7], not only in alkplus diagram s. O ur discussion in
the present paper has focussed on the (lm ited) breakdown of the equivalence theorem
that is regponsble, n our approach, for the rational oneloop all plus am plitude in non—
supersym m etric Yang-M ills. O ur conclusion is that only these am plitudes require the use
of the translation kemels, and so all other one-loop am plitudes can be calculated directly
from the G reen functions ofthe B elds. One m ay then ask where the m issing rational
parts of the other diagram s m ight com e from . Here, we should point out that we have
form ulated the transform ation from light-cone Yang-M illsto thenew M HV Lagrangian in D
din ensions. C onsequently our canonicaltransform ation coe cients and are form ulated
inD dinensions @ = 4 2 ) and theM HV vertices derived from these coe cients are also
in D din ensions, whether one uses standard din ensional regularisation as .n {[5]or FDH .
This isdi erent from the usualanalyses ofM HV oneJoop caloulations in [[3, 24, 25, 26, 27]
which use four dim ensionalM HV vertices. Ir%)the FDPH procedure the dependence enters
the transform ation coe cients only through = P?=p where p? is the D -din ensional
m om entum , rather than the our dim ensionalm om entum , In recursion relations i_?;_f;) and
{.3-_-5.) , but this isenough to m ake the vertices of our Lagrangian di erent from the ordinary
four din ensionalP arke-T aylor vertices. In ordinary din ensional reqularisation the vertices
would, in addiion, acquire indices relating to the extra dim ensions. In either form alism
the vertices di er from the four din ensionalones. O ne would expect that, In general, these
m odi cations would produce tem s proportional to which would cancel the divergence
1= from the loop Integration resulting in rational pieces m issing in the ordinary M HV
calculation.

O urargum ents can easily be extended to super YangM ills theory using the supersym —

m etry transform ation in [_23]. W e expect the supersym m ety transform ation isnot a ected
in D din ensions, and the results in Pg] can be directly used here after setting the chiral
elds to zero. The A transfom ation is not changed. From equation B.7) and (€ 14) in
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i_2 ], A has an additionalterm which involves gluino

. 1 R 2o xo
Aq = P— csg;l n (1) 15Bl 1 s n Bql ’n (8'1)
2,_, 1 gp; =1;16s

S is Just the coe cient appearing in the pure bosonic expansion. T he ferm ion propagator
and bosonic propagators are
i i
490 . anie 19 ©2)

h i= :
2p? 2p?

C onsidering the P Ep factor, when connected to a gluino propagator the coe cient is the
sam e as the one In the pure bosonic expansion up to a sign. So all the foregoing discussion
can be applied to diagram s w ith inner gliinos. T herefore one would expect that only
the tadpole would evade the equivalence theorem . O ne can easily check that the allplus
transhtion kemel contribution to the am plitude is cancelled using above expansion C_é_j;) .
W e also expect that ourM HV calculation should reproduce the light-cone super Y ang-M ills
calculation, so the one-m nus-helicity am plitude In supersym m etric Yang-M ills should also
be zero. A s iswellknown Q-}'], In supersym m etric theories the rational parts of am plitudes
are determ ined unigquely by their (fourdin ensional) cut-constructible parts. It follow s that
all the ram aining rational parts discussed in the previous paragraph should be cancelled in
the supersym m etric theory.
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A . Som e rem aining thoughts on translation kernels

The carefiil reader m ay have noticed that the transhtion kemel can becom e ilkde ned
due to the symm etry of graphs. For instance In the tadpol graph below arising from
selfcontraction ofthe ?BBB tem the glions ow ing in and out of the kemelm ust carry
equal and opposite m om enta as required by conservation of m om entum . As a resuk the
factors (p? + i )% which appear in the denom nator of the kemel cancel in pairs. The
sam e cancellation can also occur for special values of m om entum . N ote that in this case
the standard 1 prescription fails to prevent (p? + 1 )=y from vanishing.

Thisproblem can be xed by adding a an all correction to the de nition of translation
kemels. To break symm etry we distinguish the i associated wih A eldsand B elds.

(123) isnow modi ed as

iz o2
2 3
123) = —— 5 5 @ 1)
pitina + potip + p3tisp
=it B2 B3
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a™\ J/ a
S 2.

Figure 1: Transltion kemels diverge In sym m etrical graphs

H igher order term s in the A eld expansion can all be rede ned follow ing the sam e
spirit and the coe cients for the A expansion are In tum determ ined from the canonical
transform ation condition C_S-;a) . However a sn all price is to be paid for getting around the
divergences. By substituting the m odi ed kemels back into ([.7) which used to de ne
we nd two sides of the equation slightly m ism atch. The di erences generate new vertices
carrying in nitesim al corrections.

z
2+-
%A P +i & Ig gA @A @ 2)
z
i A
_ P qu2+ lAB(q) B((p)
o ) )
ps Ve X
( )
+ L gy & A PR L B@:BG) @3
n=2 i=2 j=2 qj
z o + i Afp) il ) Afp) il )
- P! Tip L a Bleg 222 Blp) @4
T ¥ R0 g Y B B ©
Equivalently this can be w ritten as
L "R;Al+L ""R;Al=L "B;Bl+L B;B] @ 5)
where I represents the new vertex tem s.
L B;Bl = Ai(a 5)B+ B (a 5)B |
® Z 8 )
= Z s 1B:iB B i(a 5)B @A 6)
m=2g=2 2uMm p

Introducing doubl circles to denote the factor fii (a B ), these term s are expressed
graphically as

In m ost cases these corrections do not really enter into our calculations because of the
In niesin alnature of the vertices, except for extpten ely divergent graphs such as CE‘jg.:l.') .
Because of the asym m etry treatm ent the factor (p? + 1 )= in the denom inator of the
kemel do not cancel com pltely. A factor of i( » B )=P In the translation kemel is left
to cancelthe In niesim al factor brought by the new vertex, resulting a nite contrdbution
to the Ioop Integral. It is straightforward to show the follow ing four graphs CE‘jg:}-_(:a_l;: to
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Figure 2: In nitesim al vertex tem s

Fjg;';ﬁ_( S:) constructed from the new vertex restore the A A i selfenergy bubble integral in

the LCYM theory Figd@)).

(© @)

Figure 3: Contrbutionsto the AA symm etric loop graph

Figure 4: WA A i selfenergy graph in the LCYM theory

{29 {



Another issue regarding i prescription arises if we wish to apply k_f%_-.]_.-Z) to sin plify
A expansions. In the exam pl ilustrated below (Fjg:_S) the rsttwo graphs are com bined
according to the identity @& 7).

1 1
pi+ig + pi+in 4+ Pr+p2)?tis pi+isg + pitisg + pitisp + pi+in
©3 Ba Pt P2 p1 B2 B3 P
pitis " pi+is n P3+psa)i+is
- 1 B b2 B+ By a7
pitis + pit+ia 4 Prtp)’ris pitisp + pitisg + pitis + pitia
B3 Ba Pt P2 p1 B2 B3 P

Figure 5: Simpli cation ofthe A expansion
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Howeverwe see n @ .1) the num erator generated from subtraction hasadi erenti as—
pitis n pitis n P3+pa)®+ia

sociated w ith Ine @3+ ps) and doesnot exactly cancelthe factor 1= ) 5, 5o+ Ps
represented by the am alldash line circke on the kft. The di erence can be acocounted for if
we Introduce even m ore correction graphs carrying In niesin al vertices.

Figure 6: Correction tem to the A expansion

i(a B) 1
B3+ Py Pitis | Pitia | itp)tip
©3 Pa P1+ P2
1 1
2. - 2. 24 2. 2. s 2. s 2. @ .8)
pl+lB + p2+lB + s+ pa)+ia p1+lB + p2+lB + p3+lB + p4+lA
p1 p2 B3+ Pa p1 02 ©3 Pa

A gain these corrections can generally be neglected except for sym m etrical tadpoles
such as the graph constructed by contracting leg p3 and p; .

Anotherway to dealw ith this problem without bothering w ith the i is to change the
orders of the LSZ procedure and the overall delta function. Let us ook at diagram s:

P2

W ecan inpose @@ + ¥,;) and them om entum conservation on the right vertex, then apply
LSZ procedureand Imposethe @+ p2) @+ p2) at last. In the LSZ procedurewe In pose
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p% ! 0 rst. The rstdiagram isproportionalto
Z

. . 3 (3 1) (23 2) 11
Iim Im p%p% 5 ) @A .9)
p?! 0p2! 0 3301+ 2) 53+ 2+ 3 PipPS
Z
. . 3 (3 1) (23 2) 1
= p:’lllnop]z_'['no[lp%pg 5 i p% pg P223 pg p% p2p2 @ 10)
1° 2" (T‘}' ?) PA23+?+? 32
28 ) ( )
—q = 3 plz 23 i 2 a 11)
303 33 4 %3
0 P23
Z 4 Z A
_oe > (3 12)(232 2) P_223, (3 22)(232 1) a & 12)
3p3 P23+p_3 3P23 h+p_3
2P 3 Bo3 3
3¢+ 3)
= 2 ——(3 1)(23 2) @ 13)
3 P3Pg3
By
+ 5 > (3 1) (23 2) (3 2) (23 1) @ 14)
P2 P23 + b3
;3 PA23 3
V2 (4;1;23)V 2 (41;2;3)
= 2 -—> ; @ 15)
3 P3P 33

where 5= Pij=PAij . T his recovers the Iight-cone integral. From {_P:_jg) to @_10) we in pose

@ + pP2) and the m om entum conservation on the right vertex. From (& 10) to @ 11)
we apply the LSZ procedure. T he would-be shgularity of 1= =1 + p5=2) is cancelled by
the p7 factor from LSZ.From A 11) to @ 13) we split the integrand into two parts and
change the integration variablk to one part. (& 14) to {A 14) is sinply algebra and from
{a"14) to (A 15) we in pose the last delra fiinctions. T he second diagram can be worked out
sin ilarly. In fact, this Integral is zero after integration as required by helicity conservation.
So these kind of diagram s do not contribute to the am plitude.

B . P roof of recursion relation (3.9)

W e start w ith the old recursion relation In m om entum gpace:

n

®.1)

It iseasy to see that forn = 3

2
14<@< - 1%2 -
3 3
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Forn= 4, (1234):

2
1 3=
4 B 2)
#

B 3)
® 4)
®B 5)
E quation 0_5_-.’4*) is Just the o recursion relation. From q_s;_-.g) to CE_-_) we expand the second
term . From 0_5_-.3) to 0_5_-.4) we com bine the rsttwo tem susing (:_3-;1_1') T hen the recursion
relation or !@1234) is proven. Sin ilarly, one can also prove that 2 (1234), 3 (1234)

satisfy the recursion relation.

For ° with generaln argum ents, we suppose that for ° with less than n argum ents
the recursion relation is already proven. T hen at the rst step we combine the follow ing
termm s from the ol recursion relation

RN : *
#1

By expanding the third term using recursion or and combining tem s, using the relation

® 6)
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—

'), we obtain

)

®.7)

The rsttwo tem scome from the rsttwo tem sin d_B-_fé) combined w ith two tem s from

the expansion of the last tem s in {B_6). The two sum s are w hat is Jeft from the expansion
ofthe last term in (B 6).

Forstepl 1,3 1 n 3,wecombinetem s

® 8)

where the st temrm is from the old recursion relation, the second temm and them = 2
term s In the last two sums come from stgp 1 2 and the other termm s In the sum s com e
from step 1 m . A fter expanding the grey blob in the rsttem and the black blob in the
second tem s, collecting tem s using the relation ¢_§_j._i') and counting in the other tem s
eft from step 1 m, we ocbtain

®B.9)

Trerate this procedure from (8.8), and at the last step 1= n 2, one can nd the resul
B 9) is just the right hand side of the recursion relation to be proved.
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