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The formalism relating the relativistic three-particle infinite-volume scattering amplitude to the
finite-volume spectrum has been developed thus far only for identical or degenerate particles. We
provide the generalization to the case of three nondegenerate scalar particles with arbitrary masses.
A key quantity in this formalism is the quantization condition, which relates the spectrum to an
intermediate K matrix. We derive three versions of this quantization condition, each a natural
generalization of the corresponding results for identical particles. In each case we also determine
the integral equations relating the intermediate K matrix to the three-particle scattering amplitude,
M3. The version that is likely to be most practical involves a single Lorentz-invariant intermediate

K matrix, K̃df,3. The other versions involve a matrix of K matrices, with elements distinguished
by the choice of which initial and final particles are the spectators. Our approach should allow
a straightforward generalization of the relativistic approach to all other three-particle systems of
interest.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theoretical formalism needed to study three-particle interactions using lattice QCD (LQCD) has advanced
considerably in recent years [1–14]. In addition, the formalism has been shown to be a practical tool in simple
systems [8, 15–17], and applied to LQCD results for the 3π+ [18–22] and 3K− systems [23], as well as to the φ4

theory [24, 25]. For recent reviews, see Refs. [26, 27].1

The relativistic formalism has so far only been developed for degenerate scalars.2 Within the generic relativistic
effective field theory (RFT) approach, which we adopt here, the initial development was for identical scalars with
a G-parity-like Z2 symmetry [2, 3], with the extension to theories without the Z2 symmetry presented in Ref. [4],
and that to nonidentical but degenerate scalars (e.g. three pions with all allowed total isospins) given in Ref. [12].
An additional generalization to allow the inclusion of poles in the two-particle K matrices was given in Refs. [9, 11].
Alternative approaches have been developed using either nonrelativistic effective field theory (NREFT) [5, 6], or
the application to finite volume of a unitary representation of the three-particle scattering amplitude [7, 8]. Both
approaches have so far only considered identical scalars, and also only s-wave two-particle interactions. Recently, the
RFT and finite-volume unitarity approaches have been shown to be equivalent [14].

In this work we generalize the RFT approach to nondegenerate scalar particles. We derive three forms of the
three-particle quantization condition, Eqs. (36), (59), and (112), each with associated integral equations relating the
intermediate K matrices to the three-particle scattering amplitude, M3.

The first form is derived using the simplified method, based on time-ordered perturbation theory (TOPT), that we
introduced recently in Ref. [13], a reference henceforth referred to as BS1. The quantization condition involves the
nondegenerate generalization of the asymmetric three-particle K matrix used in BS1, and for this reason we refer to it

as “asymmetric.” This generalization is a three-dimensional flavor matrix of K matrices, denoted K̂df,3. A significant
disadvantage of this approach is that the K matrices are not Lorentz invariant (although the formalism is valid for
relativistic kinematics).

The second form of the quantization condition resolves this shortcoming, as it involves a flavor matrix of Lorentz-
invariant K matrices. Its derivation follows the original RFT works [2, 3] in using Feynman diagrams, but, compared
to those works, rearranges the order in which the diagrams are analyzed, and the manner in which finite- and infinite-
volume quantities are related. The guiding principle is to mirror, at every step, the form of the TOPT analysis, so that
the algebraic simplifications in the latter approach carry over. For this reason the resulting quantization condition
is also asymmetric. This leads to the major disadvantage of the resulting formalism (shared with the TOPT form),
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ar
X

iv
:2

01
1.

05
52

0v
2 

 [
he

p-
la

t]
  1

0 
M

ar
 2

02
1

mailto:blanton1@uw.edu
mailto:srsharpe@uw.edu


2

namely that it depends on nine intermediate three-particle K matrices, collected in the matrix denoted K̂′df,3, which
are distinguished by the choice of spectator flavors for incoming and outgoing particles.

This disadvantage is resolved by the final form of the quantization condition. By algebraic manipulations that gen-
eralize the (anti)symmetrization procedure introduced in BS1, we are able to take the second form of the quantization

condition and reexpress it in terms of a single, symmetrized Lorentz-invariant three-particle K matrix, K̃df,3. The
resulting “symmetric” quantization condition, given in Eq. (112), provides the natural generalization of that derived
in Ref. [2] for identical particles, and indeed the two have very similar forms. We expect that this final form will be
the most useful in practice. Given a technical assumption, it is also possible to obtain this final form by applying
the same symmetrization procedure to the TOPT form of the quantization condition. In this way one can avoid the
intermediate step involving Feynman diagrams.

We stress that no truncation of the two-particle angular momenta is needed in any of the derivations. The only
approximation made is to drop terms that are exponentially suppressed in the box size L.

Our main focus in this work is the presentation of a theoretical framework that will be straightforward to generalize
to all three-particle systems of interest, e.g. those involving multiple three-particle channels, and “2 + 1” systems
involving two identical particles plus a third that is different (e.g. Nππ). The applications of the specific results we
present here to QCD are relatively limited. They require each particle to carry a different combination of flavors
in such a way that there is only one allowed three-particle state, e.g. the D+

s D
0π− and D+

s D
0D+ systems. We do

not discuss here the practical implementation of the new formalism, which we expect to involve a straightforward
generalization of previous implementations of the RFT approach [11, 16–18, 22].

The derivation we present here is lengthy, and the logic and necessity of the various steps may be difficult to follow.
Thus we provide, in a brief first section, a road map to the derivation, which also serves to present the organization
of the paper. We only note here that conclusions and directions for future work are presented in Sec. IX.

II. SUMMARY OF THE STEPS OF THE DERIVATION

Here we provide a summary of the approach that we follow in this work, which also serves to provide a “recipe” for
future generalizations.

1. Choose the desired three-particle state of interest, e.g. 3π+, D+
s D

0π−, K+π+π0, . . . . Consider a finite-volume
correlator C3,L(E,P) with operators coupling to this state, restricting the overall 4-momentum Pµ = (E,P) so
that only said state is kinematically allowed to go on shell. This is discussed in Sec. III.

2. Working in a generic relativistic effective field theory describing the interactions of the particles under con-
sideration, express C3,L as an infinite sum of diagrams in TOPT. Organize them by number of “relevant”
cuts—sections consisting of the three-particle state of interest—while taking the infinite-volume limit of all
sections involving “irrelevant” cuts. The result is a simple geometric series for the correlator involving off-shell
generalized infinite-volume kernels. Project the kernels on shell to rewrite C3,L in terms of on-shell two and

three-particle K-matrices, here K2 and K̂df,3, and known finite-volume kinematic quantities associated with the
relevant cuts.

These steps are presented here in Sec. IV, with some details relegated to Appendix A, and are mostly a straight-
forward generalization of the analysis of BS1 for identical particles.

3. At this point one obtains a quantization condition relating the finite-volume energy spectrum to the K matrices,
here given in Eq. (36). It will, however, involve a K matrix that is asymmetric under particle interchange and
is not Lorentz invariant.

4. A shortcut is now available, based on an assumption explained in Sec. VIII F. This uses symmetrization identities,
introduced in Sec. VIII, to rewrite the quantization condition in terms of a symmetric, three-particle K matrix

(denoted here K̃df,3). Here this form of the quantization condition is given in Eq. (112). The K matrix obtained
in this way is also Lorentz invariant.

Two appendices fill in steps in the derivation of Sec. VIII. Appendix C derives the symmetrization identities,
while Appendix D gives further details of the steps needed to derive the quantization condition.

5. The K matrices can be related to the physical scattering amplitudesM2 andM3 via nested integral equations.

How this is done is explained in detail for the asymmetric, non-Lorentz-invariant K matrix K̂df,3 in Sec. V. For
the final form of the quantization condition the integral equations are sketched briefly in Sec. VIII E.
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Although the assumption mentioned in step 4 is plausible, it has not been demonstrated. An alternative approach to
obtain the final quantization condition without assumptions replaces TOPT with a method using Feynman diagrams.
While more complicated than the TOPT approach, it is simpler and more explicit than the original method of Ref. [2].
This new method is presented in Sec. VI and mirrors steps 2-5 of the TOPT recipe, with details of the derivation

given in the associated Appendix B. It involves an asymmetric but Lorentz-invariant K matrix, here K̂′df,3, and leads

to an intermediate, asymmetric form of the quantization condition, here Eq. (59). This is then converted into the
symmetric form using the same symmetrization identities as for the TOPT result, as explained in Sec. VIII. Both

K̂′df,3 and its symmetrized version can be related to the physical amplitude M3 via integral equations, as shown in
Secs. VII and VIII E, respectively.

III. SETUP AND OVERVIEW

For the derivations presented below we work in the following theoretical setup. Our theory has three real scalar
fields, φi, i = 1, 2, 3, with the Lagrangian having the most general Lorentz-invariant form that is symmetric under
φi → −φi for each field separately. We describe the fields as having different “flavors,” although the associated
symmetry is Z2 rather than the usual U(1). We label the physical masses of the particles mi, and assume, without
loss of generality, the ordering m1 ≤ m2 ≤ m3. We determine the quantization condition from the poles in the
correlator

C3,L(E,P) ≡
∫

L

d4x ei(Ex
0−P·x)〈0|Tσ123(x)σ†123(0)|0〉 , (1)

where σ†123 ∼ φ1φ2φ3 is an operator that creates states having an odd number of each of the flavors. We do not need
to specify the spatial form of the operator, except to note that we allow the three fields to be spatially separated
in such a way that no rotational quantum numbers are excluded. The theory lives in a cubic spatial box of length
L, as indicated by the subscript on the integral sign, and periodic boundary conditions are assumed. The total
four-momentum flowing through the correlator is (E,P), with P lying in the finite-volume set, P ∈ (2π/L)Z3. In the

overall center of mass frame (CMF), the energy is E∗ =
√
E2 −P2.

To ensure that the only intermediate states that can go completely on shell are those consisting of exactly three
particles (one of each flavor), we impose the following restriction:

0 < E∗ < 3m1 +m2 +m3 . (2)

Here we are using the mass ordering assumed above, such that the lowest-energy on-shell five-particle state involves
the addition of two particles of flavor 1. Because of the Z3

2 symmetry, there are no possible single-particle intermediate
states, so the lower bound on E∗ is lower than in the identical-particle case (where m < E∗ < 5m).

In the first derivation below, we follow the same strategy as in BS1. We begin by considering all Feynman diagrams
contributing to C3,L and then, after an initial analysis dealing with self-energy diagrams (discussed in Appendix A of
BS1 and carrying over essentially unchanged to the present analysis), convert to time-ordered diagrams. The rules
for such diagrams are summarized in Sec. IIA of BS1. We only note here that the factor associated with a propagator
of flavor i and momentum pi is 1/(2ωpi), where ωpi =

√
p2
i +m2

i , with mi the physical (not bare) mass.
Given the kinematic restriction (2), the only singular behavior in TOPT diagrams arises from energy denominators

for intermediate states (“cuts”) containing three particles, and thus having the form 1/(E − ωp1 − ωp2 − ωp3). We
refer to these intermediate states as “relevant cuts.” All other (“irrelevant”) cuts lead to sums over internal momenta
(which lie in the finite-volume set) with nonsingular summands, which can therefore be replaced by integrals, up to
exponentially suppressed corrections, which are typically of the form ∼ exp(−miL). We assume throughout this work
that such corrections can be neglected.

In the second derivation below, we work entirely with Feynman diagrams. As in Ref. [2], we do begin by using
TOPT to justify that power-law volume effects come only from three-particle intermediate states, but the actual
analysis does not use TOPT.

We close this overview by discussing the generality of the results that we derive. The consideration of a theory
with a Z3

2 symmetry is convenient—reducing the number of diagrams that contribute to the skeleton expansion of
the correlator C3,L—but not necessary. Once the dust of the derivations has settled, it becomes clear that the only
necessary criterion is for there to be a range of E∗ in which the only allowed on-shell intermediate state consists of
one of each flavor of particle. Thus, for example, the derivation applies also to the DsD0π− system, since the quark
compositions, (cs̄)(cū)(dū), constrain the flavor such that there are no other intermediate states until one reaches the
D0D0K0 threshold. Our formalism is valid in this case for 0 < E∗ < 2M(D0) +M(K0) = 4224 MeV. In practice, of
course, aside from the possibility of bound states, the lower limit of interest is E∗ ≈ M(Ds) + M(D0) + M(π−) =
3973 MeV, so there is a small kinematic range of applicability. Other similar examples are discussed in the conclusions.
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σ†
123

σ123⏟ ⏟⏟⏟ ⏟
C

(4)
3,L 3

<latexit sha1_base64="lSpslRctw0P7X6wkS4UzuLdVyIw=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vVJduRotQQUqiBXVloRsXLtpiH9DGMJlO26GTSZiZKCXmU9y4UMStH+HanX/j9LHQ1gMXDufcy733eCGjUlnWt5FaWl5ZXUuvZzY2t7Z3zOxuQwaRwKSOAxaIlockYZSTuqKKkVYoCPI9RpresDz2m/dESBrwWzUKieOjPqc9ipHSkmtmy3dxvnicuPHZyU0CO5y6Zs4qWBPARWLPSK50Vf08YKhWcc2vTjfAkU+4wgxJ2batUDkxEopiRpJMJ5IkRHiI+qStKUc+kU48OT2BR1rpwl4gdHEFJ+rviRj5Uo58T3f6SA3kvDcW//PakepdODHlYaQIx9NFvYhBFcBxDrBLBcGKjTRBWFB9K8QDJBBWOq2MDsGef3mRNE4LdrFwWdVp1MAUabAPDkEe2OAclMA1qIA6wOABPIEX8Go8Gs/Gm/E+bU0Zs5k98AfGxw8/d5W4</latexit>

2 B3
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1
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FIG. 1: Example of a contribution to the correlator C3,L in TOPT, illustrating the segments that appear. The solid (red)
vertical lines indicate relevant (three-particle) cuts, which are associated with factors of D. Time runs from right to left. Cuts
that cannot go on shell are indicated by the (magenta) integral signs. The three flavors are denoted, respectively, by (black)
solid lines, (green) dotted lines, and (orange) dashed lines. We note that all vertices, which arise from the generic EFT, contain
an even number of each flavor of particle. We also stress that vertices are allowed to lie outside of the time interval bracketed
by σ123(t) and σ†123(0), an example being the six-point vertex at the left of the diagram.

IV. DERIVATION OF QUANTIZATION CONDITION USING TOPT

In this section we derive the three-particle quantization condition for nondegenerate scalars using the TOPT-based
approach of BS1.

An example of the TOPT diagrams contributing to C3,L is shown in Fig. 1. As in BS1, we can divide the diagrams
into segments separated by relevant cuts. A simplification compared to BS1 is that we do not need to keep track of
symmetry or relabeling factors. The four types of segment that appear (all illustrated in the figure) are:3

left endcap: A′({p}) ,
right endcap: A({k}) ,

3PIs kernel: iB3({p}; {k}) ,
2PIs kernels: iB(i)

2,L({p}; {k}) = 2ωpiL
3δpiki

iB(i)
2 (pj ,pk;kj ,kk) .

(3)

Here we are using the notation

{p} ≡ {p1,p2,p3} , {k} ≡ {k1,k2,k3} , etc. (4)

for sets of three spatial momenta. The subscript on each momentum indicates the flavor of the particle, as do the

superscripts on B(i)

2,L and B(i)
2 . Where we use the triplet of flavor labels, i, j, and k, they are assumed to be in cyclic

order. The quantities A′, A, B3, and B2 can all be evaluated in infinite volume, i.e. with momentum sums replaced by
integrals. Since, by construction, B3 has no three-particle cuts, it is three-particle irreducible in the s channel (3PIs).

Similarly, the two-to-two kernels B(i)
2 are 2PIs. Finally, we note that all kernels depend implicitly on the input energy

E.
There are several changes in these kernels compared to those needed for identical particles in BS1. First, there

are three types of two-particle kernels, B(i)

2,L, corresponding to the three choices of flavor i of the spectator particle.
Second, the kernel B3 is defined here without any overall factor, whereas the quantity of the same name in BS1 (but
which applies to identical particles) is defined to include a factor of 1/9. Third, the endcaps A′ and A here have

no overall factor, while in BS1 the corresponding quantities (denoted Â′ and Â) include a factor of 1/3. Finally,
we use a redundant labeling for the allowed discrete choices of momenta, listing all three, as in Eq. (4), although
they are constrained to sum to P. This is a notational convenience, and avoids picking out arbitrarily one of the
momenta. Although the kernels are infinite-volume quantities, defined for all external momenta, within the correlator
the momenta are in the finite-volume set. Thus we treat the sets {p}, {k}, etc. as matrix indices, with A′ a row

3 We make one notational change compared to BS1, namely removing the hats on A′ and A. This allows us to reintroduce hats below as
a notation for the matrix forms of the various kernels.
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vector, B(i)

2,L and B3 matrices, and A a column vector. In the following, these indices are implicitly summed, subject
to the above-mentioned constraint.

The correlator can be written as a sum over terms containing different numbers of relevant cuts. Between each cut

one can have either the kernel B3 or one of the B(i)

2,L. This leads immediately to the geometric series

C3,L = C
(0)
3,L +A′iD

∞∑

n=0

[
(iB(1)

2,L + iB(2)

2,L + iB(3)

2,L + iB3)iD
]n
A (5)

= C
(0)
3,∞ +A′iD

1

1− (iB(1)

2,L + iB(2)

2,L + iB(3)

2,L + iB3)iD
A . (6)

Here C
(0)
3,L is the contribution with no relevant cuts, which can be converted into an infinite-volume quantity up to

exponentially-suppressed corrections. The matrix D is associated with relevant cuts and is given by

D({p}; {k}) = 1p,k
1

L6

1

8ωp1ωp2ωp3

1

E − ωp1 − ωp2 − ωp3
, (7)

where

1p,k ≡ δp1k1δp2k2δp3k3 . (8)

The third Kronecker delta is redundant and could be dropped—we include it to emphasize the symmetry of the
expression. The simplicity of the result in Eq. (5) shows the advantage of the TOPT approach.

At this stage, the TOPT kernels are, in general, off shell, i.e. E 6= ωp1 + ωp2 + ωp3 for each intermediate cut.
The next step is to include an on-shell projection. The procedure for doing so in the degenerate case is described in
detail in BS1, following the analysis of Ref. [2]. The only changes needed here are kinematical, and are explained
below. The nature of the on-shell projection depends on the form of the kernels adjacent to factors of D. In particular,

between two-particle kernels with the same spectator flavor, i.e. B(i)

2,LDB
(i)

2,L, are relevant cuts with a common spectator

particle4 (“F cuts”), while if the flavors differ, as in B(1)

2,LDB
(2)

2,L, the relevant cuts all have the spectator particle switch
between the kernels (“G cuts”). Between two- and three-particle kernels, or between a pair of three-particle kernels,
one can use either type of cut, or a linear combination thereof, and we use this freedom to give a compact expression
for subsequent results. In particular, we find it convenient to add an additional layer of matrix indices, corresponding
to the flavor of the spectator particle. This allows us to rewrite Eq. (6) as

C3,L − C(0)
3,∞ = Â′iD̂

1

1− iB̂iD̂
Â , (9)

where

Â′ ≡ A′

3
〈1| , (10)

Â ≡ A

3
|1〉 , (11)

B̂ ≡ B̂2,L + |1〉B3

9
〈1| , (12)

D̂ ≡ |1〉D〈1| , (13)

with

B̂2,L ≡ diag(B(1)

2,L, B
(2)

2,L, B
(3)

2,L) , (14)

and the (unnormalized) vector 〈1| given by

〈1| ≡
(
1, 1, 1

)
, |1〉 ≡ 〈1|T . (15)

4 Note that there are no diagrams in B(i)
2,LDB(i)

2,L where the spectator particle switches between the kernels, as this would require two of
the three particles in the relevant cut to have the same flavor i.
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We stress that all quantities still have implicit momentum indices as well as the explicit flavor indices.
The extra flavor matrix structure allows us to implement different cuts depending on the nature of the adjacent

kernels. Specifically, on-shell projection is effected by rewriting D̂ as

D̂ = F̂G + δ̂FG , (16)

F̂G =




F̃ (1) G̃(12)PL PLG̃
(13)

PLG̃
(21) F̃ (2) G̃(23)PL

G̃(31)PL PLG̃
(32) F̃ (3)


 , (17)

δ̂FG =




Ĩ
(1)
F δG̃(12) δG̃(13)

δG̃(21) Ĩ
(2)
F δG̃(23)

δG̃(31) δG̃(32) Ĩ
(3)
F


 , (18)

where the objects in F̂G project adjacent kernels on shell, while those in δ̂FG are integral operators that sew together
adjacent kernels into new infinite-volume quantities. The notation for these objects is the same as in BS1, except
that here there are superscripts indicating the flavors of the spectator particles. In particular,

[
F̃ (i)

]
pi`′m′;ki`m

= δpiki

H(i)(pi)

2ωpiL
3


 1

L3

UV∑

pj

−PV

∫ UV d3pj
(2π)3


 Y`′m′(p

∗(pi)
j )

q∗`′2,pi

1

4ωpjωpk(E − ωp1 − ωp2 − ωp3)

Y`m(p
∗(pi)
j )

q∗`2,pi

(19)
is a generalized Lüscher zeta function, and

[
G̃(ij)

]
pi`′m′;kj`m

=
1

2ωpiL
3

Y`′m′(k
∗(pi)
j )

q∗`′2,pi

H(i)(pi)H
(j)(kj)

b2ij −m2
k

Y`m(p
∗(kj)
i )

q∗`2,kj

1

2ωkjL
3

(20)

is a generalized switch factor,5 with the four-vector bij given by

bij = (E − ωpi − ωkj ,P− pi − kj) . (21)

The parity operators are a new feature here and are given by

[PL]pi`′m′;ki`m
= δpi`′m′;ki`m(−1)` . (22)

The integral operators Ĩ
(i)
F and δG̃(ij) are then defined by the difference D̂ − F̂G, and explicit forms are not needed.

The discussion of their general properties in BS1 remains valid here, and we do not repeat it.

We now explain the notation in Eqs. (19) and (20). We begin with the matrix indices on both F̃ (i) and G̃(ij),

which are of similar form to those used in all previous RFT quantization conditions. A key property of F̃ (i) and

G̃(ij) is that they project adjacent kernels—here the elements of B̂, Â′, and Â—on shell. This projection changes
the matrix indices from {k} to {ki`m}, with the latter denoting an on-shell, three-particle state. The new feature
for nondegenerate particles is that there are three choices of indices, labeled by i = 1− 3. Here i is the flavor of the
particle chosen as the “spectator,” and ki is shorthand for its momentum, ki, which is drawn from the finite-volume
set. The remaining two (“nonspectator”) particles, whose flavors are denoted j and k, are then boosted to their
center-of-mass frame (CMF), in which the kernel is decomposed into spherical harmonics. Denoting a generic on-shell
kernel by X({k})—this could, for example, be B3({p}; {k}), with the {p} index left implicit, and with {k} restricted
so that the three particles are on shell for the given E and P—this decomposition is

X({k}) =
∑

`m

X({k})ki`m
√

4πY`m(k̂
∗(ki)
j ) . (23)

Here k̂
∗(ki)
j is the unit vector in the direction of k

∗(ki)
j , which itself is the spatial part of the four-vector obtained

by boosting (ωkj ,kj) into the CMF of the nonspectator pair. Details of the boost are discussed in Appendix A;

5 Here we are using the relativistic form of the energy denominator, which is an allowed choice, as explained in BS1, and is needed
when we construct the fully Lorentz-invariant form of three-particle K matrix below. For F̃ (i) we keep the nonrelativistic form of the
denominator for notational brevity; the change to the relativistic form only changes F̃ (i) by exponentially suppressed contributions.
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we stress that, for an on-shell quantity, the two boosts discussed there are equivalent. In Eq. (23), we must specify

which flavor from the pair is used to define the harmonic decomposition. This is because k
∗(ki)
j = −k∗(ki)k , implying

that Y`m(k̂
∗(ki)
j ) = (−1)`Y`m(k̂

∗(ki)
k ). Since both even and odd waves are present for nondegenerate particles, the

decompositions with respect to flavors j and k differ. Our convention for the decomposition of kernels is that it is
done relative to the direction of the particle whose flavor follows cyclically after that of the spectator.

Returning to the definition of F̃ (i), Eq. (19), we note that the spectator flavor is chosen to be i for both incoming
(right-hand) and outgoing (left-hand) indices. We follow the convention just described in choosing the flavor used for
spherical harmonic decompositions, namely that j follows cyclically after i. Note that, even though pj is a dummy
variable, this choice has content because it specifies which mass to use when calculating ωpj . The third momentum,

needed to determine ωpk , is then given by pk = P − pi − pj . The boosted momentum p
∗(pi)
j is defined in the same

way as k
∗(ki)
j . Here the three particles are in general off shell, so that the two boosts discussed in Appendix A differ.

However, as discussed in BS1, the difference leads only to exponentially suppressed shifts in F̃ (i). The harmonic
polynomials are defined by

Y`m(a) =
√

4πY`m(â)|a|` , (24)

with the spherical harmonics chosen to be in the real basis. The quantity q∗2,pi is given by

4q∗22,pi =
λ(σi,m

2
j ,m

2
k)

σi
, (25)

σi = (E − ωpi)2 − (P− pi)
2 , (26)

where λ(a, b, c) = a2 + b2 + c2 − 2ab − 2ac − 2bc is the standard triangle function. q∗2,pi is the magnitude of the
spatial momenta of each of the interacting pair for fully on-shell kinematics, i.e. if E =

∑
i ωpi . This requires that the

momenta of the pair not lie in the finite-volume set. The superscript UV on the sum and integral in F̃ (i) indicate an

ultraviolet regularization, the nature of which affects F̃ (i) only at the level of exponentially suppressed terms. The
sum over pj runs over the finite-volume set, while the integral is defined by the generalized principal-value (PV) pole
prescription introduced in Ref. [11].

Turning now to G̃(ij), Eq. (20), here the incoming and outgoing spectator indices differ, the former being j and
the latter i. In this case the harmonic decompositions are done using a different convention from that used above, so
as to conform, in the degenerate limit, with the definitions used in previous RFT works. On the outgoing side, with
spectator flavor i, the decomposition is done relative to the direction of the particle of flavor j in the pair CMF, as

indicated by the argument of Y`′m′ in Eq. (20) being k
∗(pi)
j . Similarly, with the incoming flavor j, the decomposition

is done relative to the direction of the particle of flavor i. In one of these two cases, the ordering is not cyclic, and

thus there is a mismatch between the convention used for G̃(ij) and the adjacent kernels. The factors of PL correct

this mismatch, as described in more detail shortly. To define the arguments of the harmonic polynomials in G̃(ij), we
must, at this stage, use the Wu boost, which is one of the two boosts discussed in Appendix A.

Both F̃ (i) and G̃(ij) contain the cutoff functions H(i)(pi). These are smooth functions whose role is to cut off the
sums over spectator momenta in the region where the three particles lie far below threshold. They are generalizations
to nondegenerate kinematics of the cutoff function introduced for identical particles in Ref. [2], and their technical
properties are discussed in Appendix A. We stress two features of these functions. First, their introduction (discussed
in detail in BS1) is an intrinsic part of the derivation, and not an ad hoc feature. Second, they introduce a scheme
dependence into intermediate quantities that appear in the quantization condition that is derived below, specifically

into K2 and K̂df,3. This scheme dependence cancels, however, in the spectrum that is predicted by the quantization
condition, and in the relation of these intermediate quantities to the three-particle scattering amplitude, M3.

There are two particularly notable features of these definitions in which they differ from the forms used in BS1 and

previous RFT works. The first is that F̃ (i) does not contain the symmetry factor 1/2! that is present in the quantity

F̃ defined in BS1. This change arises simply because we are considering nonidentical particles.
The second feature is the presence of the parity matrices PL. As indicated by Eq. (22), these matrices are diagonal

in the {ki`m} indices—with the flavor i determined by the position in the flavor matrix—and simply give a minus
sign for odd values of angular momentum. As announced above, the factors PL are needed to account for mismatches
in the momenta used to decompose into spherical harmonics as part of the on-shell projection. We show how this
works by considering two examples. First, consider the following subsequence contained in C3,L,

B(3)

2,LDB
(1)

2,LDB
(1)

2,LDB
(3)

2,L . (27)



8

Among the terms that arise after inserting the decomposition of Eq. (16) is

B(3)

2,LG̃
(31)PLB

(1)

2,LF̃
(1)B(1)

2,LPLG̃
(13)B(3)

2,L . (28)

The leftmost PL is needed because the leftmost B(1)

2,L is projected on shell on its left-hand side using p3 to determine

the harmonic decomposition (since this decomposition arises from G̃(31)), while the right-hand projection is done
using p2 for the harmonic decomposition (since flavor 2 follows cyclically after flavor 1). The PL converts the left-
hand decomposition into that for flavor 2, so that both decompositions match. A mirrored explanation holds for the
right-hand factor of PL.

For the second example we begin with the subsequence
[
B̂D̂B̂ = B̂(F̂G + δ̂FG)B̂

]
ij
, (29)

and pick out the B3 parts of both B̂s and the F̂G part of D̂. Since B3 is distributed equally among all elements of

B̂, there are, for a given choice i and j, nine contributions to this quantity, one from each of the elements of F̂G. We

focus on the contribution containing G̃(12). This is given by

1
9 [B3];p1`′m′ G̃

(12)
p1`′m′;k2`m

(−1)` 1
9 [B3]k2`m; , (30)

where for the sake of clarity, we have shown only the “internal” indices of the B3s. What we need to explain is why the

factor of (−1)`, which arises from the PL on the right of G̃(12) in D̂, is needed. To see this we note that, according to

the definition of G̃(12) given above, the decomposition into spherical harmonics with indices `m is done relative to the
momentum of the flavor 1 particle (with the flavor 2 being the spectator). By contrast, the harmonic decomposition
of the right-hand B3, which also has spectator flavor 2, is done relative to the momentum of the particle of flavor 3
(using the cyclic convention). This mismatch is corrected by the (−1)`. There is no such mismatch for the left-hand
B3, since with a flavor 1 spectator, the harmonics `′m′ are defined relative to the flavor 2 momentum both in the

B3 and in G̃(12). All other factors of PL in F̂G can be understood in a similar fashion. This example also affords an
example of the difference between the TOPT approach of BS1 and the original derivation of Ref. [2]. In the latter,

the three-particle cut between two B3 kernels is expressed entirely in terms of F̃ , whereas in the TOPT approach

there are both F̃ and G̃ contributions. Both are legitimate expressions, but only the latter leads to simple all-orders
expressions for C3,L.

As a side note, we observe that the matrix F̂G is symmetric under the interchange of all indices (i.e. flavor and

{k`m}). This is because [G̃(ij)]Tr = [G̃(ji)], i.e.
[
G̃(ij)

]
pi`′m′;kj`m

=
[
G̃(ji)

]
kj`m;pi`′m′

, (31)

and because F̃ (i) is symmetric in its indices. Since D̂ is manifestly symmetric, this implies that δ̂FG is symmetric.

By construction, B̂ is also symmetric.
We now insert the decomposition of Eq. (16) into our result for the correlator, Eq. (9). After some rearrangement,

this leads to

C3,L − C(0)
3,∞ = Â′F iF̂G

1

1− iK̂df,23,LiF̂G
ÂF , (32)

where the new endcaps are

ÂF =
1

1− iB̂ iδ̂FG
Â , (33)

Â′F = Â′
1

1− iδ̂FG iB̂
, (34)

while6

iK̂df,23,L = iB̂ 1

1− iδ̂FG iB̂
. (35)

6 When evaluating the terms in the geometric series in Eq. (34) one must do the integrals associated with the integral operators contained

in δ̂FG. Those in Ĩ
(i)
F involve a PV prescription, and must be done first, leaving the integrals implicit in the δG̃(ij) for second. The

latter do not require a pole prescription.
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Although these three definitions work both off and on shell, in Eq. (32) these quantities always appear adjacent to

factors of F̂G, and are thus always projected on shell. In the following we consider only the on-shell forms.
From the result for the correlator, Eq. (32), we can read off the quantization condition

det
[
1 + K̂df,23,LF̂G

]
= 0 . (36)

This has a similar form to that for identical particles obtained in BS1, a similarity that is made clearer if one replaces

F̂G with the equivalent F̂ + Ĝ. Here, however, the determinant runs over both the on-shell indices and the additional
3 flavor dimensions. It is important to keep in mind that, in this expression, different decompositions of the on-shell

momenta are being used for the different indices of the matrices K̂df,23,L and F̂G. If the index is i, then the momentum
of the corresponding flavor is the spectator.7 We also note that, at this stage, we can change the boost used in defining

G̃(ij) to that used in Ref. [2] (referred to below as the HS boost), since this change can be absorbed by a shift in the

integral operators δG̃(ij).

In order to make the content of the quantization condition clearer, it is useful to unpack K̂df,23,L. As the name
suggests,8 this contains both two- and three-particle K matrices—real functions of the kinematic variables that are
devoid of unitary cuts. The subscript “df” stands for “divergence-free,” and indicates the absence of singularities
related to exchanging a particle between two pairs. This name is inherited from the Feynman-diagram approach of

Refs. [2, 3]; within the TOPT framework the absence of such divergences follows from their factorization into F̂G. To
pull out the part containing only two-particle K matrices, we set B3 and the δG(ij) to zero, leaving

K̂df,23,L

∣∣∣∣
B3=δG(ij)=0

= diag
(
K(1)

2,L, K
(2)

2,L, K
(3)

2,L

)
≡ K̂2,L , (37)

where

iK(i)

2,L = iB(i)

2,L

1

1− iĨ(i)
F iB(i)

2,L

. (38)

As shown in Appendix B of BS1, K(i)

2,L can be written

[
K(i)

2,L

]
pi`′m′;ki`m

= 2ωkiL
3δpiki

δ`′`δm′mK(i)
2,`(q

∗
2,ki) , (39)

where K(i)
2,` is the `th partial wave of the infinite-volume two-particle K matrix involving scattering of flavors j and

k. These K matrices depend on the details of the PV pole prescription, as described explicitly in BS1. In general, all
partial waves are nonzero, unlike for identical particles, where only even waves are present.

The remainder of K̂df,23,L involves all three particles, either through alternating factors of K(i)

2,L and δG(ij), or

through factors of B3. We call it K̂df,3, and stress that all entries of this flavor matrix are nonzero. An explicit
expression can be given, but is not illuminating. Thus we simply define it by

K̂df,23,L = K̂2,L + K̂df,3 . (40)

An important property of K̂df,3 is that, for all of its elements, one can take the L → ∞ limit, up to exponentially
suppressed corrections. As explained in BS1, this holds only if one chooses the PV scheme such that there are no

poles in any of the K(i)
2,` in the kinematic region of interest. This is possible with the generalized PV prescription of

Ref. [11].9 We also note that K̂df,3 is a symmetric matrix.

The elements of the matrix K̂df,3 have a similar status to the asymmetric quantity K̃(u,u)
df,3 entering the alternate

form of the RFT quantization condition derived in BS1. It is for this reason that we refer to K̂df,3 as an asymmetric

7 This implies that, in general, the number of values of ki that lie below the cutoff depends on i.
8 In BS1, we added tildes to quantities that were composed of TOPT (rather than Feynman-diagram-based) kernels, but here we drop

the tildes to lighten the notation (given the presence of hats). Kernels defined in terms of Feynman diagrams, to be discussed below,
are denoted by primes.

9 We note that the freedom to treat each value of ` differently in this prescription extends also to allowing different prescriptions for each
spectator flavor.
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(or, perhaps better, “unsymmetrized”) K matrix, and the quantization condition itself as asymmetric. The nine

flavor elements of K̂df,3 are distinguished by the nature of the external two-particle interaction for both initial and
final states—the ij’th element has incoming spectator flavor j and outgoing spectator flavor i.10 By contrast, the
full three-particle scattering amplitude M3, discussed in the next section, is obtained by summing over all choices of
initial and final spectators. This raises the question of whether the quantization condition can be written in terms of
a similarly summed K matrix. This would be the analog of rewriting the alternate form of the quantization condition

in terms of a symmetrized K̃df,3, which is achieved in BS1, and leads to the original form obtained in Ref. [2]. This
is achieved below in Sec. VIII.

V. RELATION OF K̂df,3 TO M3

All three-particle formalisms require a second step, in which the three-particle K matrix that enters the quantization
condition is related by integral equations to the physical three-particle scattering amplitude M3. This is necessary
because the intermediate K matrix, despite being an infinite-volume quantity, is not physical, since it depends on the
cutoff function and PV prescription. In this section we derive the form of the integral equations, using the method

of Ref. [3]. This begins by considering the finite-volume scattering amplitude, M3,L, expressing it in terms of K̂df,3,
and taking an appropriate L→∞ limit in order to obtain an expression for M3.

As for K̂df,23,L, simpler expressions are obtained by using a combination of two- and three-particle amplitudes,
specifically

M23,L =M(1)

2,L +M(2)

2,L +M(3)

2,L +M3,L , (41)

where M(i)

2,L corresponds to the scattering of flavors j and k with i spectating. It is given by

iM(i)

2,L = iK(i)

2,L

1

1− iF̃ (i)iK(i)

2,L

, (42)

which is the nondegenerate generalization of Eq. (B3) from BS1.
The diagrams contributing to the off-shell M23,L in TOPT are shown in Fig. 2 and lead to

iMoff
23,L = i(B(1)

2,L + B(2)

2,L + B(3)

2,L + B3)

∞∑

n=0

[
iDi(B(1)

2,L + B(2)

2,L + B(3)

2,L + B3)
]n

. (43)

This can be written compactly in matrix notation

Moff
23,L = 〈1|M̂off

23,L|1〉 , (44)

with

iM̂off
23,L = iB̂ 1

1− iD̂iB̂
. (45)

The nine flavor elements of M̂off
23,L are the analogs of the asymmetric amplitude M2,L + M̃(u,u)

3,L appearing in the

degenerate case analyzed in BS1. As for K̂df,3, they correspond to the different choices of the initial and final
spectator flavors. Summing over the different choices, as in Eq. (44), gives Moff

23,L.

The next step is to consider the on-shell amplitude, and insert the decomposition Eq. (16). After some rearrangement
this leads to the simple result (using the notation that the amplitude is on shell unless there is an explicit superscript
“off”)

iM̂23,L = iK̂df,23,L
1

1− iF̂GiK̂df,23,L

, (46)

10 Note that, because of the factor of B3/9 in the matrix B̂ [see Eq. (12)], the external TOPT kernel can also be B3, which is symmetric.
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+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

B3

<latexit sha1_base64="scIbnI/wC1qj5GblyPmkvkREbFU=">AAAB+3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vWJeCjBbBVUlUUHdFNy5cVLAPaEKYTCft0MkkzEzEEPIrblwo4tafcOnOX/ArnLRdaOuBgcM593LPHD9mVCrL+jJKC4tLyyvl1cra+sbmlrldbcsoEZi0cMQi0fWRJIxy0lJUMdKNBUGhz0jHH10VfueeCEkjfqfSmLghGnAaUIyUljyzWsmcEKkhRgxe5l52kkPPrFl1aww4T+wpqTX2nb108PHd9MxPpx/hJCRcYYak7NlWrNwMCUUxI3nFSSSJER6hAelpylFIpJuNs+fwUCt9GERCP67gWP29kaFQyjT09WSRU856hfif10tUcO5mlMeJIhxPDgUJgyqCRRGwTwXBiqWaICyozgrxEAmEla6rokuwZ788T9rHdfu0fnGr27gBE5TBLjgAR8AGZ6ABrkETtAAGD+ARPIMXIzeejFfjbTJaMqY7O+APjPcfctWXJA==</latexit>

B3

<latexit sha1_base64="scIbnI/wC1qj5GblyPmkvkREbFU=">AAAB+3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vWJeCjBbBVUlUUHdFNy5cVLAPaEKYTCft0MkkzEzEEPIrblwo4tafcOnOX/ArnLRdaOuBgcM593LPHD9mVCrL+jJKC4tLyyvl1cra+sbmlrldbcsoEZi0cMQi0fWRJIxy0lJUMdKNBUGhz0jHH10VfueeCEkjfqfSmLghGnAaUIyUljyzWsmcEKkhRgxe5l52kkPPrFl1aww4T+wpqTX2nb108PHd9MxPpx/hJCRcYYak7NlWrNwMCUUxI3nFSSSJER6hAelpylFIpJuNs+fwUCt9GERCP67gWP29kaFQyjT09WSRU856hfif10tUcO5mlMeJIhxPDgUJgyqCRRGwTwXBiqWaICyozgrxEAmEla6rokuwZ788T9rHdfu0fnGr27gBE5TBLjgAR8AGZ6ABrkETtAAGD+ARPIMXIzeejFfjbTJaMqY7O+APjPcfctWXJA==</latexit>

B3

<latexit sha1_base64="scIbnI/wC1qj5GblyPmkvkREbFU=">AAAB+3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vWJeCjBbBVUlUUHdFNy5cVLAPaEKYTCft0MkkzEzEEPIrblwo4tafcOnOX/ArnLRdaOuBgcM593LPHD9mVCrL+jJKC4tLyyvl1cra+sbmlrldbcsoEZi0cMQi0fWRJIxy0lJUMdKNBUGhz0jHH10VfueeCEkjfqfSmLghGnAaUIyUljyzWsmcEKkhRgxe5l52kkPPrFl1aww4T+wpqTX2nb108PHd9MxPpx/hJCRcYYak7NlWrNwMCUUxI3nFSSSJER6hAelpylFIpJuNs+fwUCt9GERCP67gWP29kaFQyjT09WSRU856hfif10tUcO5mlMeJIhxPDgUJgyqCRRGwTwXBiqWaICyozgrxEAmEla6rokuwZ788T9rHdfu0fnGr27gBE5TBLjgAR8AGZ6ABrkETtAAGD+ARPIMXIzeejFfjbTJaMqY7O+APjPcfctWXJA==</latexit>

B3

<latexit sha1_base64="scIbnI/wC1qj5GblyPmkvkREbFU=">AAAB+3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vWJeCjBbBVUlUUHdFNy5cVLAPaEKYTCft0MkkzEzEEPIrblwo4tafcOnOX/ArnLRdaOuBgcM593LPHD9mVCrL+jJKC4tLyyvl1cra+sbmlrldbcsoEZi0cMQi0fWRJIxy0lJUMdKNBUGhz0jHH10VfueeCEkjfqfSmLghGnAaUIyUljyzWsmcEKkhRgxe5l52kkPPrFl1aww4T+wpqTX2nb108PHd9MxPpx/hJCRcYYak7NlWrNwMCUUxI3nFSSSJER6hAelpylFIpJuNs+fwUCt9GERCP67gWP29kaFQyjT09WSRU856hfif10tUcO5mlMeJIhxPDgUJgyqCRRGwTwXBiqWaICyozgrxEAmEla6rokuwZ788T9rHdfu0fnGr27gBE5TBLjgAR8AGZ6ABrkETtAAGD+ARPIMXIzeejFfjbTJaMqY7O+APjPcfctWXJA==</latexit>

B3

<latexit sha1_base64="scIbnI/wC1qj5GblyPmkvkREbFU=">AAAB+3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vWJeCjBbBVUlUUHdFNy5cVLAPaEKYTCft0MkkzEzEEPIrblwo4tafcOnOX/ArnLRdaOuBgcM593LPHD9mVCrL+jJKC4tLyyvl1cra+sbmlrldbcsoEZi0cMQi0fWRJIxy0lJUMdKNBUGhz0jHH10VfueeCEkjfqfSmLghGnAaUIyUljyzWsmcEKkhRgxe5l52kkPPrFl1aww4T+wpqTX2nb108PHd9MxPpx/hJCRcYYak7NlWrNwMCUUxI3nFSSSJER6hAelpylFIpJuNs+fwUCt9GERCP67gWP29kaFQyjT09WSRU856hfif10tUcO5mlMeJIhxPDgUJgyqCRRGwTwXBiqWaICyozgrxEAmEla6rokuwZ788T9rHdfu0fnGr27gBE5TBLjgAR8AGZ6ABrkETtAAGD+ARPIMXIzeejFfjbTJaMqY7O+APjPcfctWXJA==</latexit>

B3

<latexit sha1_base64="scIbnI/wC1qj5GblyPmkvkREbFU=">AAAB+3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vWJeCjBbBVUlUUHdFNy5cVLAPaEKYTCft0MkkzEzEEPIrblwo4tafcOnOX/ArnLRdaOuBgcM593LPHD9mVCrL+jJKC4tLyyvl1cra+sbmlrldbcsoEZi0cMQi0fWRJIxy0lJUMdKNBUGhz0jHH10VfueeCEkjfqfSmLghGnAaUIyUljyzWsmcEKkhRgxe5l52kkPPrFl1aww4T+wpqTX2nb108PHd9MxPpx/hJCRcYYak7NlWrNwMCUUxI3nFSSSJER6hAelpylFIpJuNs+fwUCt9GERCP67gWP29kaFQyjT09WSRU856hfif10tUcO5mlMeJIhxPDgUJgyqCRRGwTwXBiqWaICyozgrxEAmEla6rokuwZ788T9rHdfu0fnGr27gBE5TBLjgAR8AGZ6ABrkETtAAGD+ARPIMXIzeejFfjbTJaMqY7O+APjPcfctWXJA==</latexit>

B3

<latexit sha1_base64="scIbnI/wC1qj5GblyPmkvkREbFU=">AAAB+3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vWJeCjBbBVUlUUHdFNy5cVLAPaEKYTCft0MkkzEzEEPIrblwo4tafcOnOX/ArnLRdaOuBgcM593LPHD9mVCrL+jJKC4tLyyvl1cra+sbmlrldbcsoEZi0cMQi0fWRJIxy0lJUMdKNBUGhz0jHH10VfueeCEkjfqfSmLghGnAaUIyUljyzWsmcEKkhRgxe5l52kkPPrFl1aww4T+wpqTX2nb108PHd9MxPpx/hJCRcYYak7NlWrNwMCUUxI3nFSSSJER6hAelpylFIpJuNs+fwUCt9GERCP67gWP29kaFQyjT09WSRU856hfif10tUcO5mlMeJIhxPDgUJgyqCRRGwTwXBiqWaICyozgrxEAmEla6rokuwZ788T9rHdfu0fnGr27gBE5TBLjgAR8AGZ6ABrkETtAAGD+ARPIMXIzeejFfjbTJaMqY7O+APjPcfctWXJA==</latexit>

3

1
2 +

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

ś ś
+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

+

<latexit sha1_base64="nPF5bTufkjs0WtKzibFS6tGbtV4=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNUWN8RXP0MhgEQQi7Iqi3gBcPHhIwD9gsYXbSm4yZfTAzK4QQf8CLB0W8+jdevfk1OnkcNLGgoajqprvLTwRX2ra/rMxKdnVtPbeR39za3tkt7O03VJxKhnUWi1i2fKpQ8AjrmmuBrUQiDX2BTX9wNfGb9ygVj6NbPUzQC2kv4gFnVBupdtIplOyyPQVZJs6clCrFD/c723yodgqf7W7M0hAjzQRVynXsRHsjKjVnAsf5dqowoWxAe+gaGtEQlTeaHjomR0bpkiCWpiJNpurviRENlRqGvukMqe6rRW8i/ue5qQ4uvBGPklRjxGaLglQQHZPJ16TLJTIthoZQJrm5lbA+lZRpk03ehOAsvrxMGqdl56x8WTNp3MAMOTiAQzgGB86hAtdQhTowQHiEZ3ix7qwn69V6m7VmrPlMEf7Aev8B6oWQEA==</latexit>

B(1)
2

<latexit sha1_base64="CHt075AvNjYDS9jVW2kqbTbRyGY=">AAACAHicbVDJSgNBEO2OWxy3cQEPXhqDED2EmSC4nIJechEimAWScejpdJImPQvdPUIY5uIn+Au5eFDEq5/hzb+xJ8lBow8KHu9VUVXPiziTyrK+YG5hcWl5Jb9qrK1vbG6Z2zsNGcaC0DoJeShaHpaUs4DWFVOctiJBse9x2vSG15nffKBCsjC4U6OIOj7uB6zHCFZacs19I+n4WA0I5ugqdZNyep8U7ePUNQtWyZoA/SX2jBQqJ3s38PJpXHPNz043JLFPA0U4lrJtW5FyEiwUI5ymRieWNMJkiPu0rWmAfSqdZPJAio600kW9UOgKFJqoPycS7Es58j3dmR0r571M/M9rx6p37iQsiGJFAzJd1Is5UiHK0kBdJihRfKQJJoLpWxEZYIGJ0pkZOgR7/uW/pFEu2aeli1udRhVMkQcH4BAUgQ3OQAVUQQ3UAQEpGIMX8Aof4TN8g+/T1hyczeyCX4Af30uml9U=</latexit>

B(1)
2

<latexit sha1_base64="CHt075AvNjYDS9jVW2kqbTbRyGY=">AAACAHicbVDJSgNBEO2OWxy3cQEPXhqDED2EmSC4nIJechEimAWScejpdJImPQvdPUIY5uIn+Au5eFDEq5/hzb+xJ8lBow8KHu9VUVXPiziTyrK+YG5hcWl5Jb9qrK1vbG6Z2zsNGcaC0DoJeShaHpaUs4DWFVOctiJBse9x2vSG15nffKBCsjC4U6OIOj7uB6zHCFZacs19I+n4WA0I5ugqdZNyep8U7ePUNQtWyZoA/SX2jBQqJ3s38PJpXHPNz043JLFPA0U4lrJtW5FyEiwUI5ymRieWNMJkiPu0rWmAfSqdZPJAio600kW9UOgKFJqoPycS7Es58j3dmR0r571M/M9rx6p37iQsiGJFAzJd1Is5UiHK0kBdJihRfKQJJoLpWxEZYIGJ0pkZOgR7/uW/pFEu2aeli1udRhVMkQcH4BAUgQ3OQAVUQQ3UAQEpGIMX8Aof4TN8g+/T1hyczeyCX4Af30uml9U=</latexit>

B(1)
2
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FIG. 2: Contributions to the combined two- and three-particle finite-volume scattering amplitude M23,L in TOPT. Notation

as in Fig. 1. The absence of diagrams involving the two-particle kernel B(2)
2 is for representational simplicity—such diagrams

are contained in the ellipsis.

with K̂df,23,L given in Eq. (35). The key point here is that the same two- and three-particle K matrices enter as in the
quantization condition. We stress again that different on-shell projections are used for different flavor indices. This
means that the elements of the matrix cannot be combined as in Eq. (44), to give an on-shell M23,L. Indeed, even

if we multiply by spherical harmonics to convert the `m indices back into momenta, the elements of M̂23,L cannot
be combined for finite L, since the on-shell projection moves some momenta out of the finite-volume set. Such a
combination is possible only in the infinite-volume limit, which, however, is all that we require below.

We next unpack the result (46) in order to extract a result for the three-particle amplitude itself. First, we package
the finite-volume two-particle amplitudes into matrix form

M̂2,L ≡ diag(M(1)

2,L,M
(2)

2,L,M
(3)

2,L) . (47)

Next, we separate F̂G, given in Eq. (17), into its F̃ and G̃ parts:

F̂G = F̂ + Ĝ , (48)

with the diagonal terms contained in

F̂ = diag(F̃ (1), F̃ (2), F̃ (3)) , (49)

and the off-diagonal terms contained in Ĝ. Then Eq. (42) becomes

iM̂2,L = iK̂2,L
1

1− iF̂ iK̂2,L

. (50)

The matrix version of M3,L is given by

M̂3,L ≡ M̂23,L − M̂2,L , (51)
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and is related schematically to the full scattering amplitude by M3,L = 〈1|M̂3,L|1〉. As noted above, this equation
only makes sense in the infinite-volume limit, after multiplying by appropriate spherical harmonics and summing over
angular-momentum indices.

With this setup, the algebraic steps needed to obtain an expression for M̂3,L are identical to those in BS1 (and
given explicitly in Appendix C of that work). We find

iM̂3,L = iD̂L + iM̂df,3,L , (52)

iD̂L = iM̂2,LiĜiM̂2,L
1

1− iĜiM̂2,L

, (53)

iM̂df,3,L =
[
1 + iD̂23,LiF̂G

]
iK̂df,3

1

1− [1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L]iF̂GiK̂df,3

[
1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L

]
, (54)

iD̂23,L = iM̂2,L + iD̂L = iM̂2,L
1

1− iĜiM̂2,L

. (55)

In the appropriate L→∞ limit [3] these results become integral equations for M̂3. We do not give these explicitly,
since their form is almost identical to those arising in the Feynman diagram derivation, and we present the latter in
full detail in Sec. VII below.

It is worth understanding the source of the various terms contributing to M̂3,L in Eqs. (52)-(55). D̂L is the
contribution to three-particle scattering arising from repeated two-particle interactions, connected by the switch

factors in Ĝ, arising from the diagrams on the second line of Fig. 2. The off-diagonal nature of Ĝ enforces the
switching of spectators, and the matrix structure ensures that all possible switches occur. Up to kinematical factors,

M(i)

2,L goes over in the infinite-volume limit to the Lorentz-invariant two-particle scattering amplitude involving flavors

j and k, M(i)
2 (see Appendix E of BS1). It follows that, if the relativistic form of G̃ is used, the elements of D̃(u,u)

L
are Lorentz invariant.11

The remaining part of M̂3,L is denoted M̂df,3,L, where the subscript df indicates the “divergence-free” nature of

this object, since the poles corresponding to on-shell one-particle exchange are contained in D̂(u,u). M̂df,3,L contains

the contributions to three-particle scattering that involve the three-particle K matrix, K̂df,3. In words, the external
factors in square braces correspond to repeated two-particle interactions with switches, prior to a genuine quasilocal

three-particle interaction due to an element of K̂df,3, after which the middle section of Eq. (54) corresponds to repeated
two-particle interactions prior to another three-particle interaction, etc. This is all a natural and simple generalization
of the interpretation of the corresponding expression for identical particles.

We see from the result (54) that the elements of K̂df,3 are not Lorentz invariant. This is because, when L→∞, the

set of integral equations that this matrix equation goes over to connects it to M̂df,3, whose elements are not Lorentz

invariant because they are defined in TOPT. As noted in the introduction, the lack of Lorentz invariance of K̂df,3 is
expected in the TOPT approach. This leads to complications when implementing the formalism in practice, and in
the next section we explain how this problem can be resolved.

We close this section by emphasizing that we can use the expression (46) for M̂23,L as an alternative vehicle for
deriving the quantization condition. This possibility was first noted in Ref. [3] in the context of identical particles. The
point is that M23,L is a type of finite-volume correlator, so its poles determine the spectrum. Indeed, from the form
of the denominator in Eq. (46) we immediately obtain the quantization condition obtained in the previous section,

Eq. (36). One might be concerned that, sinceM23,L contains M̂2,L, there will also be poles at the positions where the
latter quantity diverges. This occurs at energies of a free spectator combined with a two-particle finite-volume state,
and these energies are not in the three-particle spectrum. It turns out, however, that these spurious poles cancel in
M23,L, as can be seen by writing it as

M̂23,L = D̂23,L + M̂df,3,L , (56)

and noting, from Eq. (55), that D̂23,L remains finite when M̂2,L diverges. We stress that the quantization condition

11 Strictly speaking, since all quantities in the quantization conditions carry indices {k, `,m}, one must first multiply by the appropriate
spherical harmonics in order to obtain a quantity whose Lorentz transformation properties can be studied. See Refs. [2] and BS1 for
more details.
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arising from the poles in M̂df,3,L is indeed Eq. (36). This can be most easily seen by rewriting Eq. (54) using

1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L =
(
1 + F̂GK̂2,L

)−1
, (57)

from which it follows that

iM̂df,3,L =
[
1 + iD̂23,LiF̂G

]
iK̂df,3

1

1 + F̂GK̂df,23,L

. (58)

VI. QUANTIZATION CONDITION WITH LORENTZ-INVARIANT Kdf,3

In this section we derive the following alternate form for the quantization condition for nondegenerate scalars,

det
[
1 + K̂′df,23,LF̂G

]
= 0 , (59)

where

K̂′df,23,L = K̂2,L + K̂′df,3 . (60)

Here K̂2,L the same as above [see Eq. (37)], but now K̂′df,3 is a (matrix of) Lorentz-invariant three-particle K matrices

that differs from K̂df,3. In this way, we obtain a fully Lorentz-invariant formalism: one that not only is valid

for relativistic kinematics, but in which the elements of K̂′df,3 are Lorentz scalars. This is important for practical

implementations, which typically use multiple values of P, and thus require the relationship between K̂′df,3 in different
Lorentz frames.

A striking feature of this result is that the quantization condition (59) has exactly the same form as that derived
above using TOPT, Eq. (36), differing only in the K matrix that enters. This redundancy is of the same nature as that
found in the identical-particle case in BS1, where two identical forms of the quantization condition were established,
both involving asymmetric K matrices, one of which is Lorentz invariant while the other is not. This was understood
as being due to the intrinsic ambiguity in the definition of an asymmetric object, since the only constraint is that by
combining terms one ends up with the correct symmetrized quantity. An analogous understanding applies here: it is

only by summing over the different choices of flavors of the external spectators for, say, the elements of M̂3,L that
one obtains the physical amplitude, and thus there is some freedom in the definition of the individual elements. The
same holds for the K matrices. Examples of this ambiguity will be seen in the subsequent discussion.

In BS1, we obtained the form of the quantization condition containing the Lorentz-invariant asymmetric K matrix
by starting from the result derived using Feynman diagrams in Ref. [2]. Here there is no such result, so we must
begin de novo. Our strategy is to reorganize the original Feynman-diagram-based approach of Ref. [2] into a form
that mirrors the TOPT result at every step, so that, after setting up the calculation, we can simply carry over the
algebra of the TOPT approach described above. In addition, we derive the quantization condition using the Feynman

diagram version of the finite-volume amplitude M̂23,L, rather than the correlator C3,L. As shown in the previous
section, this leads to the same quantization condition, but avoids the need to deal with endcaps.

The starting point is the finite-volume three-particle amplitude with external spectators having flavors i and j. We
refer to such amplitudes as “asymmetric,” as it is only after summing the nine combinations of {i, j} that we obtain the

full amplitude. In the previous section we considered the asymmetric amplitude [M̂3,L]ij , with its asymmetry defined
using TOPT diagrams. Here we define the asymmetry using Feynman diagrams, leading to a different asymmetric

amplitude [M̂′ off
3,L ]ij({p}; {k}), where {p} ≡ {p1, p2, p3}, etc. are sets of three four-momenta, and we are using the

notation that a prime denotes quantities defined using Feynman diagrams. The external three-momenta are drawn
from the finite-volume set, but at this stage the external energies are arbitrary, so that the four-momenta are in
general off shell. Momentum conservation implies that the four-momenta satisfy

∑
i pi = P =

∑
j kj .

As explained in Ref. [2], when using Feynman diagrams, the amplitudes are given by a skeleton expansion in terms
of the Bethe-Salpeter kernels12

B
(i)
2 (pj , pk; kj , kk) and B3({p}; {k}) . (61)

12 At the risk of confusion, we use the same letter for these kernels as for the corresponding TOPT objects, but without the calligraphic
font.
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FIG. 4: Example of how a Feynman diagram, which is assigned to one term in the corresponding skeleton expansion, breaks
up into several (in this case two) TOPT diagrams, which are in turn assigned to several (here two) terms in the TOPT skeleton

expansion. As discussed in the text, this implies that the asymmetric TOPT amplitudes [M̂3,L]ij are not Lorentz invariant.
Notation is as in Figs. 1, 2 and 3, except that all propagators are shown by solid lines.

These are, respectively, the 2PIs and 3PIs two- and three-particle kernels, with the former having flavor i as the
spectator, and with flavor labels {i, j, k} ordered cyclically. In the skeleton expansion the kernels can be evaluated

in infinite volume. In contrast to the TOPT kernels given in Eq. (3), B
(i)
2 and B3 depend on four-momenta that

are, in general, off shell. They are connected by fully dressed, relativistic propagators, normalized to unity at the
single-particle pole, whose spatial momenta must be summed over the finite-volume set, while the energy is integrated
as usual. External propagators are amputated. For a given quantity, the set of skeleton diagrams that contributes is
exactly the same as in the expansion in TOPT kernels (see, e.g., Fig. 2), except that there is no time ordering. As

a concrete example, we show diagrams that contribute to [M̂′ off
3,L ]13 in Fig. 3. This amplitude is defined so that, if

there is a two-particle Bethe-Salpeter kernel on the left (right) end, it must be a B
(1)
2 (B

(3)
2 ). In addition, for each

end with a B3 kernel the contribution is multiplied by 1/3. The latter factors ensure that, when the flavor indices are
summed, the contribution to the total amplitude has the correct weight.

To make clear that the elements of M̂′3,L differ from those of the TOPT version, M̂3,L, we consider in Fig. 4 the
simplest contribution to the first diagram in Fig. 3. In TOPT, it breaks into two diagrams, one of which contributes
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to [M̂3,L]13, and the other of which is split equally between all elements of M̂3,L (since it contributes to B3). Thus

only 1/9th of the diagram is included in [M̂3,L]13. This also shows that the latter quantity is not Lorentz invariant,
since it is only by adding the two TOPT diagrams with equal weight that one regains an invariant quantity. On the

other hand, each of the elements of M̂′ off
3,L is Lorentz invariant, simply because it is composed of Feynman diagrams.

We now begin the analysis of the elements of M̂′ off
3,L . Our approach quickly diverges from that in Refs. [2, 3], so that

we cannot make a step-by-step comparison, but will rather emphasize global similarities and differences. We present
an overview of the derivation in the main text, and describe the details in Appendix B.

In both approaches, the first step when analyzing a given diagram is to do the energy integrals for all independent
momenta, i.e. those not constrained by four-momentum conservation. The difference from Refs. [2, 3] is that here we
do such integrals for all diagrams before proceeding to the second step, rather than analyzing subsets of diagrams
completely and then combining. As explained in Appendix B, the results of the energy integrals are diagrams in which
two of the three particles in all cuts are on shell, i.e. with momenta pon

i = (ωpi ,pi), while the momentum of the third
particle remains, in general, off shell. The momentum configuration is then specified in the same way as in the TOPT
analysis, namely with the (redundant) set of three finite-volume momenta {k}. In order to present the result in a
compact form, we need to introduce operators that specify which pair of momenta in the kernels are placed on shell.

We call these
←−
O (i) and

−→
O (i), where the flavor label i indicates that the particles of the other two flavors are set on

shell, and the arrow indicates whether the operator acts on the kernels immediately to the left or right, respectively.
With this notation, we find

M̂′ off
3,L = M̂′ off

23,L − M̂′ off
2,L , (62)

iM̂′ off
23,L =

−̂→
OiB̂

1

1− iD̂′iB̂
←̂−
O , (63)

−̂→
O = diag

(−→
O (3),

−→
O (1),

−→
O (2)

)
, (64)

←̂−
O = diag

(←−
O (3),

←−
O (1),

←−
O (2)

)
, (65)

[B̂]i′i = 1
9B3 + δB

(i′i)
3 + δi′i

[
B

(i)

2,L + δB
(i)

2,L

]
, (66)

D̂′ = 1p,k



D′(3) D′(3) D′(2)

D′(3) D′(1) D′(1)

D′(2) D′(1) D′(2)


 , (67)

D′(i) =
←−
O (i) 1

4ωpjωpkL
6

Zi(p
2
i )

p2
i −m2

i

−→
O (i) . (68)

We observe that, with this result, we have succeeded in obtaining an expression for the finite-volume amplitude that
is similar to the initial matrix form obtained with TOPT, Eq. (45).

There are many features of this rather elaborate result that require explanation. We first discuss the effect of the

on-shell projectors that are contained in the D′(i) and also appear as external factors in M̂′ off
23,L. When we expand out

the geometric series in Eqs. (63), the kernels in B̂ are always projected on both sides, and thus we need only define
the projected kernels. For B3 and δB3 all combinations of projectors can occur, and their action is exemplified by

[−→
O (1)B3

←−
O (3)

]
({p}; {k}) = B3(p1, p

on
2 , pon

3 ; kon
1 , kon

2 , k3) . (69)

For the two-particle kernels, the possible projections are restricted.13 To explain this, we focus on B
(1)

2,L. Due to

the forms of
−̂→
O ,
←̂−
O , and D̂′, the projection operators acting on B

(1)

2,L are either
−→
O (3) or

−→
O (2) on the left, and either

←−
O (3) or

←−
O (2) on the right. Thus the spectator, with flavor 1, is always on shell, whereas the second on-shell flavor is

13 In order that all appearances of B
(i)
2 have projectors on both sides, we have, in Eq. (63), placed projectors on both ends of the expression.

Strictly speaking this means that M̂′ off
3,L has external momenta that are only partly off shell, differing from the original definition given

above where all momenta can be off shell. Since we only consider the former quantity in the following, we have kept the same notation.
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either 2 or 3. The definitions that we need are thus
[−→
O (3)B

(1)

2,L

←−
O (3)

]
({p}; {k}) = δp1k1

2ωp1L
3B2(pon

2 , p3; kon
2 , k3) , (70)

[−→
O (3)B

(1)

2,L

←−
O (2)

]
({p}; {k}) = δp1k1

2ωp1L
3B2(pon

2 , p3; k2, k
on
3 ) , (71)

[−→
O (2)B

(1)

2,L

←−
O (3)

]
({p}; {k}) = δp1k1

2ωp1L
3B2(p2, p

on
3 ; kon

2 , k3) , (72)
[−→
O (2)B

(1)

2,L

←−
O (2)

]
({p}; {k}) = δp1k1

2ωp1L
3B2(p2, p

on
3 ; k2, k

on
3 ) . (73)

The generalization to other elements of B
(i)

2,L and δB
(i)

2,L is straightforward. We stress that it is only because of the
presence of the projection operators that we obtain a quantity that depends on three-momenta alone.

Next we give the definition of M̂′ off
2,L . This is a diagonal matrix obtained by keeping the disconnected terms in

M̂′ off
23,L, i.e. those obtained by keeping only the B

(i)

2,L+δB
(i)

2,L parts of B̂ and the diagonal part of D̂′. Thus one particle
spectates for the entire diagram. The projection rules embedded in the definitions imply that this particle is on shell,
and that, if it has flavor i, then the second on-shell particle (which is one of the interacting pair) has the flavor that

follows i cyclically. The sum of all the diagrams contributing to [M̂′ off
2,L ]ii is simply a rearrangement of the complete

set of Feynman diagrams that describe the interactions of particles with flavors j and k. Additionally, the factors

of 2ωpiL
3 cancel in pairs, leaving a single overall such factor. Thus we find that M̂′ off

2,L has the same form as M̂2,L,

Eq. (47), except that one each of the incoming and outgoing scattered particles are off shell. The reason that M̂′ off
2,L

is added to M̂′3,L is the same as in the TOPT analysis: it leads to a quantity, M̂′ off
23,L, that has a simple expression,

here Eq. (63).
One difference between the structure of the results here and those obtained in TOPT is the presence of the shifts

δB3 and δB2 in the kernels. As shown in Appendix B, these arise from off-shell contributions to the energy integrals.

They are associated with particular elements of B̂, and are not distributed equally like B3 [see Eq. (66)]. This

structure is needed to ensure that M̂′ off
3,L is unchanged, and thus, in particular, remains Lorentz invariant. We do not

have explicit, all-orders expressions for δB3 and δB2, but this does not hinder the derivation.

Finally we discuss the form of D̂′, Eq. (67). This is the analog in the present derivation of the matrix D̂ defined
in Eq. (13). The difference here is that the elements of the matrix differ, due to the presence of on-shell projectors

and the Feynman propagator for the off-shell particle. The flavor structure of D̂′ reflects that which appears in the

second stage of the TOPT derivation, namely the decomposition of D̂ given in Eqs. (16)–(18). It turns out that this
decomposition must be introduced at the first stage in the Feynman approach. The final difference is the presence
here of the wavefunction renormalization factor Zi multiplying the pole. As noted above, this equals unity on shell,
Zi(m

2
i ) = 1. In the TOPT analysis, the corresponding factor is absorbed into the kernels in a preparatory stage, as

explained in Appendix A of BS1.14

We now turn to the second step in the analysis of the Feynman skeleton expansion. In this step, we project the
three-particle state fully on shell using the {ki`m} variables described above. Since we have set up the intermediate
states with two on-shell particles, the on-shell projection involves adjusting momenta so that the third is placed on
shell. This is very similar to the procedure in the TOPT analysis, where we have to adjust momenta so that the three
already-on-shell particles have total energy E. Indeed, as explained in BS1, the on-shell projection in the TOPT case
can be done by a small variation of the method of Ref. [2] used in the Feynman-diagram analysis. In particular, near
the pole in D′(i) [Eq. (68)], we have

p2
i −m2

i

p0i→ωpi−−−−−→ 2ωpi(E − ωp1 − ωp2 − ωp3) +O
[
(E − ωp1 − ωp2 − ωp3)2

]
, (74)

so that the kinematic factor in D′(i) has the same residue at the pole as that in D [Eq. (7)]. This allows us to mirror

the decomposition of D̂, Eqs. (16)–(18), and write

D̂′ = F̂G + δ̂F ′G , (75)

with F̂G exactly as in Eq. (17) above (with a technical restriction described below). The residue matrix δ̂F ′G differs
from that in the TOPT analysis due to both the presence of the Zi in Eq. (68) and the fact that the off-shellness of

14 The same approach could be used here, but is not necessary, as we can account for the presence of Zi in the next step in the analysis.
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the kernels is different. The former factor can be dealt with by writing it as 1 + [Zi(p
2
i ) − 1], with the second term

canceling the pole (since Zi is an analytic function near p2
i −m2

i ) and thus only contributing to a shift in the residue

matrix δ̂F ′G. The difference in this matrix is not important, however, as it does not impact the subsequent algebraic
manipulations.

The technical restriction on F̂G is that, in order for the final quantization condition to contain a Lorentz-invariant

three-particle K matrix, we must, in the expression for G̃(ij), boost to the pair CMF using the original boost of Ref. [2]
rather than that introduced in BS1. This point is explained in detail in Appendix A.

To fully justify Eq. (75), we need to explain how the on-shell projection operators contained in D′(i), Eq. (68), lead

to the factors of PL in F̂G, Eq. (17). First we note that, when the kernels B
(i)
2 and B3 are set fully on shell, we must

choose a convention for the variables {ki`m} that are used. We follow the convention of the TOPT analysis: if the
flavor index is i, then the spectator has flavor i and the spherical harmonics are defined relative to the direction of the
momentum of the particle of flavor j (in the pair CMF), where j follows cyclically after i. We note that projectors

in D̂′ are set up so that the spectator is always on shell. For example, the first row of D̂′ has projectors
←−
O (3) and←−

O (2), both of which set flavor 1 on shell, while the third row contains
←−
O (2) and

←−
O (1), both of which set flavor 3

on shell. What does not always match, however, is the flavor of the particle that determines the spherical harmonic

decomposition. We discuss this by considering the first row of D̂′ and focusing on the left-hand harmonic indices.

Considering the first row again, the first element, D′(3), will be replaced after projection with F̃ (1), in which the

harmonics are determined relative to flavor 2, which matches the convention of the element [B̂]x1 on the left (with

x an arbitrary flavor). The same is true for the second element, also D′(3), which will be replaced with G̃(12), for
which the harmonics of the left index are also determined relative to flavor 2. However, the third element, D′(2), is

replaced by G̃(13), for which the harmonics are determined by the particle of flavor 3, which does not match that used

for [B̂]x1. Indeed, the associated projector,
←−
O (2), sets flavor 3 on shell first so as to match the projection enforced by

G̃(13). The end result is that the projection applied to [B̂]x1 conflicts with the convention defined above. In order to

bring them into agreement, a factor of (−1)` is needed, and this is provided by the PL multiplying G̃(13) on the left

in the [F̂G]13. A similar analysis explains all other appearances of PL in F̂G.
Given the decomposition of Eq. (75), the remaining steps are algebraically identical to those of the previous section.

In particular, if we set the elements of M̂′23,L fully on shell using the same convention as just described for the kernels,
then we obtain

iM̂′23,L = iK̂′df,23,L

1

1− iF̂GiK̂′df,23,L

, (76)

with

iK̂′df,23,L = iB̂
1

1− iδ̂F ′G iB̂
, (77)

where we are implicitly setting the external coordinates of B̂ on shell. These are identical in form to Eqs. (46) and
(35), respectively. From Eq. (76) we immediately obtain the claimed form of the quantization condition, Eq. (59). In
this way we have achieved our goal of recasting the analysis of the Feynman-diagram-based skeleton expansion in a
form that mirrors that of the TOPT approach.

VII. RELATION OF K̂′df,3 TO M3

In this section we derive the relationship of K̂′df,3 to the physical infinite-volume amplitude, M3. Unlike for the
TOPT case discussed above, we do so here in complete detail. The utility of this result is twofold: first, it will be
needed in any application of the formalism derived in this paper that aims to predict M3 from the finite-volume

spectrum; second, it allows us to demonstrate that, expressed in the appropriate basis, the elements of K̂′df,3 are
Lorentz invariant.

The method we use follows that first introduced in Ref. [3], and extended to the TOPT-based analysis in Appendix
E of BS1. Since we have reformulated the Feynman-diagram-based approach to mirror that using TOPT, many of
the results from BS1 can be taken over almost unchanged. The main change is the need to take care of the additional
flavor indices.

As in the TOPT analysis, we first pull out the divergence-free finite-volume amplitude using

M̂′23,L = D̂23,L + M̂′df,3,L . (78)
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This has the same form as Eq. (46), and includes the same quantity D̂23,L—the difference is the presence of primes

on the other two objects. No primes are needed on D̂23,L because, as can be seen from its definition in Eq. (55), it
depends only on the on-shell two-particle scattering amplitude, and this is the same whether calculated using TOPT
or Feynman diagrams.

Starting from the result for M̂′23,L given in Eq. (76), we then use the same algebraic steps used above to obtain

Eq. (54). These are given explicitly in BS1, and lead to

iM̂′df,3,L =
[
1 + iD̂23,LiF̂G

]
iK̂′df,3

1

1− [1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L]iF̂GiK̂′df,3

[
1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L

]
. (79)

We now take the L→∞ limit of M̂′df,3,L, using the iε prescription of Ref. [3]. This means that sums over spectator

momenta with the singular summands contained in F̂G go over to integrals with the poles shifted by the usual iε
prescription. Specifically, since all sums come with associated factors of (2ωL3)−1, the integrals that result come with
Lorentz-invariant measure

∑

k

1

2ωkL3

L→∞−−−−→
∫

d3k

2ωk(2π)3
≡
∫

k

. (80)

The sums over flavor and angular momentum indices remain.

Taking the limit in this way, the elements of M̂′df,3,L go over to functions of momenta,

[[
M̂′df,3,L

]
ij

]

pi`′m′;kj`m

L→∞−−−−→
[
M̂′df,3

]
ij

(pi,kj)`′m′;`m . (81)

Here we have made all matrix indices explicit, including the spectator-flavor indices i and j, and used a nested
structure because the choice of spectator momenta depends on the flavor indices. An analogous limit holds for the

elements of D̂23,L, which go over to elements of D̂23. For the elements of the K matrix K̂′df,3, which are already
infinite-volume quantities, one simply replaces discrete momenta with their continuous counterparts, leading to a
form like the right-hand side of Eq. (81). We also need the limit

[[
M̂2,L

]
ij

]

pi`′m′;kj`m

L→∞−−−−→
[
M̂2

]
ij

(pi,kj)`′m′;`m ≡ δijδ(pi − ki)δ`′`δm′mM(i)
2,`(q

∗
2,ki) , (82)

where M(i)
2,` is the `th partial wave two-particle scattering amplitude for flavors j and k, and

δ(p− k) ≡ 2ωk(2π)3δ3(p− k) . (83)

To obtain smooth limits of the elements of F̂G, we need to introduce the diagonal matrix 2̂ω with elements

[[
2̂ω
]
ij

]

pi`′m′;kj`m

= δijδpikj
δ`′`δm′m2ωkj , (84)

in terms of which

2̂ωL3F̂G2̂ωL3 L→∞−−−−→ F̂∞G ≡ F̂∞ + Ĝ∞ . (85)

The nonvanishing elements of the diagonal matrix F̂∞ are

[
F̂∞

]
ii

(pi,ki)`′m′;`m = δ(pi − ki)δ`′`δm′mρ̃
(i)
PV,`(q

∗
2,ki) (86)

with ρ̃
(i)
PV,` a modified phase-space factor, defined by the nondegenerate generalization of Eq. (B6) of BS1. The

nonvanishing elements of the off-diagonal matrix Ĝ∞ are

[
Ĝ∞

]
ij

(pi,kj)`′m′;`m =
Y`′m′(k

∗(pi)
j )

q∗`′2,pi

H(i)(pi)H
(j)(kj)

b2ij −m2
k + iε

Y`m(p
∗(kj)
i )

q∗`2,kj

. (87)
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with i 6= j and bij = P − pon
i − kon

j .
With this notation in hand, we can now take the L → ∞ limit of Eq. (79). We write the results in a compact

notation in which all indices, namely {jkj`m}, are implicit, and in which internal indices are implicitly either summed

(for {j`m}) or integrated (for {kj}), the latter with measure (80). First we note that the limit of D̂23,L satisfies

D̂23 = M̂2 − M̂2Ĝ
∞D̂23 , (88)

which is a set of coupled integral equations. The core geometric series in the center of the expression (79) becomes

an integral equation for a new matrix quantity that we denote T̂ ′, and which has the same implicit dependencies as

M̂′df,3 and K̂′df,3,

T̂ ′ = K̂′df,3 − K̂′df,3

[
1− F̂∞G D̂23

]
iF̂∞G T̂ ′ . (89)

Combining these ingredients we have

M̂′df,3 =
(
1− D̂23F̂

∞
G

)
T̂ ′
(
1− F̂∞G D̂23

)
, (90)

in which integral operators are applied to both sides of T̂ ′. Here 1 is the identity operator in the full matrix space.
To reconstruct the full asymmetric scattering amplitude, we must add back in the part that contains the divergences,

M̂′3 = lim
L→∞

M̂′3,L = M̂′df,3 + D̂ , (91)

D̂ = lim
L→∞

D̂L = D̂23 − M̂2 , (92)

where D̂L is defined in Eq. (53). To combine the elements of M̂′3 into the full scattering amplitude M3, we need
first to convert all elements of this matrix to the same kinematic variables, namely those of Eq. (4). This is done by
multiplying by the appropriate spherical harmonics and summing over angular momentum indices:

[
M̂′3

]
i′i

({p}; {k}) =
∑

`′,m′,`,m

√
4πY`′m′(p̂

∗(pi′ )
j′ )

{[
M̂′3

]
i′i

(pi′ ,ki)`′m′;`m

}√
4πY`m(k̂

∗(ki)
j ) . (93)

Here j (j′) is the flavor that follows i (i′) in cyclic order. We have changed variables on the left-hand side to those in
the original frame, and abused notation by using the same name for the resulting matrix as that on the right-hand
side. The two quantities are distinguished by their argument. We obtain the full scattering amplitude by summing
the elements of the resulting matrix

M3({p}; {k}) = 〈1|M̂′3({p}; {k})|1〉 . (94)

We note that no prime is needed for M3 since one obtains the same result whether decomposing into TOPT or
Feynman diagrams. We recall that this result holds for the fully on-shell amplitude.

We now return to the issue of the Lorentz invariance of K̂′df,3. The arguments we give are an elaboration of those

first described in Ref. [4]. By construction, all elements of the flavor matrix M̂′3 are Lorentz invariant, since they are
defined as sums of Feynman diagrams. This holds only when the amplitude is combined with spherical harmonics, as
in Eq. (93). What we need, however, are the transformation properties of amplitudes expressed in the {ki`m} basis,
since this is what enters relations such as Eq. (90). The amplitudes in this basis are not invariant under rotations,
since they depend on an arbitrary choice of quantization axis (conventionally the z axis). Instead, they transform
under rotations by multiplication by appropriate Wigner D matrices, due to the standard result

Y`m(Rn̂) =
∑

m′

D(`)
mm′(R)Y`m′(n̂) . (95)

This rather trivial dependence also leads to a dependence on boosts, as follows. Consider a momentum configuration
{k} and choose k1 to be the spectator momentum. To define the coordinates {k1`m} we must boost to the 23 pair
CMF and then decompose into harmonics. Now imagine that we first do an overall boost of the initial configuration,
leading to momenta {k′}. This time the spectator momentum is k′1. When we boost to the CMF of the 23 pair, we
end up in the same frame as before, except for an overall rotation. This is simply because a product of two boosts

can be written as a single boost combined with a rotation. This implies that the elements of M̂′3 in the {ki`m} basis
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will transform with Wigner matrices that depend on the choice of flavor index and on the spectator momentum. In
the following, we refer to these transformation properties in as “standard.” Any flavor matrix in the {k`m} basis
that has standard transformation properties will yield a Lorentz-invariant amplitude when combined with harmonics
as in Eq. (90).

We now argue that the standard transformation properties of M̂′3 are reproduced by Eqs. (90) and (91) if the

elements of K̂′df,3 themselves transform in the standard way. First we note that the elements of M̂2 have standard

transformation properties since the underlying amplitude M2 and the quantity δ(p− k) are both Lorentz invariant.

Next we argue that the elements of D̂23, given by Eq. (88), transform in the standard way. Iteratively expanding

this equation yields an alternating series of factors of M̂2 and Ĝ∞. From Eq. (87), we see that all quantities in Ĝ∞

are Lorentz invariant (q∗2,pi , b
2
ij , |k

∗(pi)
j |, etc. and the cutoff functions) except for the directions of k

∗(pi)
j and p

∗(kj)
i .

These vectors will, in general, be rotated if an overall boost is first applied, due to the above-discussed properties of
successive boosts. This rotation of the vectors leads to a multiplication of the corresponding `m indices by appropriate
Wigner D matrices. However, these D matrices cancel those arising from the standard transformation of the adjacent

elements of M̂2. The key point here is that the same rotation appears for contracted indices, since the same boost to
the pair CMF is used. Due to this cancellation, only the external Wigner D matrices survive—those associated with

the external indices of the factors of M̂2 on the ends of the chain. Thus D̂23 indeed has standard transformation
properties.

The remainder of the argument follows in a similar way. The only additional result that we need is the transformation

property of the F̂∞ part of F̂∞G . From Eq. (86), we see that the elements of F̂∞ are, in fact, invariant under rotations

and boosts. This implies that Wigner D matrices arising from amplitudes on the two sides of each element of F̂∞

cancel. Together with the result for Ĝ∞ discussed above, this implies that any sequence of amplitudes with standard

transformation properties alternating with factors of F̂∞G will itself have standard transformation properties. Thus,

using Eq. (89), if K̂′df,3 has standard transformations, it follows that T̂ ′ does as well, and, using Eq. (90), the same

holds for M̂′df,3. Finally, using Eqs. (91) and (92), and the standard transformation properties of D̂23 and M̂2, we

find that M̂′3 transforms in the standard way, which is the desired result.

To complete the discussion we need to show that, if K̂′df,3 does not transform in the standard way, then neither

does M̂′3. This seems highly plausible, since the above-described cancellation of Wigner D matrices would no longer

occur. Another way of making this argument is to invert the relationship between M̂′3 and K̂′df,3, i.e. to determine the

latter from the former. This can be done, for example, by first inverting Eq. (79) in finite volume, and then taking
the L→∞ limit. This leads to an expression involving inverses of integral operators. By expanding out the inverses

in geometric series, the relationship one obtains always involves sums of products of the amplitudes M̂′df,3 and D̂23

alternating with factors of F̂∞G , and these preserve standard transformation properties. Thus we claim that K̂′df,3 does

transform in the standard way, and therefore that, when it is combined with harmonics as in Eq. (93), its elements
will be Lorentz invariant.

VIII. SYMMETRIC FORM OF THE QUANTIZATION CONDITION

In this section we describe the derivation of our third and final form of the quantization condition, Eq. (112). This

is written in terms of a single Lorentz-invariant three-particle K matrix, K̃df,3, which has no flavor indices, and which
we thus call symmetric. To obtain the new form we follow steps analogous to those used in BS1 to connect the
asymmetric and symmetric forms of the quantization condition for identical particles, with suitable generalizations

for nondegenerate particles. In addition, we provide the integral equations relating M3 to K̃df,3, Eq. (122).

A. Symmetrization operators

K̃df,3 is obtained by symmetrizing a modified version of K̂′df,3. We have already encountered symmetrization when

constructing M3 in Eq. (94), but here we give more details, and introduce some helpful notation. In particular, we

define the symmetrization operators
−→S and

←−S , which play a central role in the final step of the derivation.

The symmetrization operators act on vectors in flavor space, e.g. the row vector Xj = [K̂′df,3]ij with i fixed. In our
notation, the index j plays two roles. First, it labels the element of the vector, and in general the three elements are
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different. Second, it determines the coordinates that are used to describe the on-shell amplitude, with the jth element
using coordinates {kj`m}. Symmetrization acts on the underlying elements, but not on the coordinates, and so these
two roles of the index must be decoupled. Here we use Xj({k}) to describe the underlying element, which depends
on the on-shell momenta {k}, and make coordinates explicit,

X = (X1({k})k1`m, X2({k})k2`m, X3({k})k3`m) . (96)

We recall that the relation between an underlying infinite-volume on-shell quantity X({k}) and its expression in terms
of coordinates {kj`m} is given by Eq. (23). An example of this notation is the expression for the underlying quantity
X2({k}) in terms of the coordinates {k1`m},

X2({k}) =
∑

`m

X2({k})k1`m
√

4πY`m(k̂
∗(k1)
2 ) . (97)

The left-acting symmetrization operator is defined by

X
←−S ≡ (XΣ({k})k1`m, XΣ({k})k2`m, XΣ({k})k3`m) , (98)

XΣ({k}) = X1({k}) +X2({k}) +X3({k}) . (99)

The key point is that the same underlying element appears in all positions, but is expressed in terms of different

coordinates. The right-acting operator
−→S is defined analogously for column vectors. We stress that this definition

relies on the fact that the underlying elements are infinite-volume functions, defined for all {k}, rather than finite-
volume objects defined only for momenta in the finite-volume set.

B. Symmetrization identities

In BS1, three “asymmetrization” identities [Eqs. (102)-(104) of that work] were derived and used to convert the
symmetric, identical-particle quantization condition of Ref. [2] into an asymmetric form. Here we use a generalization
of these identities to move in the other direction, from the asymmetric to the symmetric form. Thus we refer to them
in this work as symmetrization identities.

These identities apply when factors of F̂G lie between two matrix amplitudes, e.g. D̂23,L and K̂′df,3. To simplify the

presentation, and without loss of generality, we consider the case where F̂G lies between a row vector X and a column
vector Z. The identities are then

XF̂GZ = XF̂
−→S Z + X

−̂→I GZ , (100)

= X
←−S F̂Z + X

←̂−I GZ , (101)

= 1
3X
←−S F̂−→S Z + XÎFGZ . (102)

As usual, these hold up to exponentially suppressed corrections. The key aspect of these results is that the Ĝ

contribution to F̂G = F̂ + Ĝ on the left-hand side can be replaced by one or more symmetrization operators on

the right-hand sides, aside from integral operators
−̂→I G,

←̂−I G, and ÎFG, which sew together the two vectors into an
extended infinite-volume quantity.

The derivation of these identities is sketched in Appendix C. We also provide there the definitions of the integral
operators.

C. Applying the symmetrization identities

We wish to apply the identities to the result obtained above for M̂′df,3,L, Eq. (79). The nontrivial aspect of the

resulting manipulations is dealing with the integral operators on the right-hand sides of the identities, namely
−̂→I G,

←̂−I G, and ÎFG. The steps that we follow mirror the approach taken in BS1 [see Eqs. (105)-(107) and (112)-(113) of
that work], although in that work we were using the identities to asymmetrize a symmetric form, while here we are
working in the opposite direction.
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We begin by introducing an intermediate “decorated” K matrix given by

iK̂′′df,3 = iẐ
1

1 +

[
−iÎFG + i

←̂−I GiK̂2,Li
−̂→I G

]
iẐ

, (103)

where

iẐ ≡ 1

1− iK̂2,Li
−̂→I G

iK̂′df,3

1

1− i←̂−I GiK̂2,L

. (104)

We stress that, although these equations are written in terms of finite-volume matrices, they are equivalent to infinite-
volume integral equations, up to exponentially suppressed corrections. This is because the decorations themselves
involve integral operators, and because we have chosen a generalized PV prescription such that the two-particle K
matrix K2 has no poles.

We now rewrite M̂′df,3 in terms of K̂′′df,3. Using the steps sketched in Appendix D, we find

iM̂′df,3,L =

[
1 + iD̂23,Li(F̂G −

−̂→I G)

]
iT̂L

[
1 + i(F̂G −

←̂−I G)iD̂23,L

]
, (105)

where

iT̂L = iK̂′′df,3

1

1−
[
i(F̂G − ÎFG) + i(F̂G −

←̂−I G)iD̂23,Li(F̂G −
−̂→I G)

]
iK̂′′df,3

. (106)

Using the symmetrization identities (100)-(102), these can be rewritten as

iM̂′df,3,L =
[
1 + iD̂23,LiF̂

−→S
]
iT̂L

[
1 +
←−S iF̂ iD̂23,L

]
, (107)

where

iT̂L = iK̂′′df,3

1

1−
[

1
3

←−S iF̂−→S +
←̂−S iF̂ iD̂23,LiF̂

−̂→S
]
iK̂′′df,3

. (108)

Expanding out the geometric series we see that, except at the ends, K̂′′df,3 is sandwiched between two symmetrization
operators, and thus fully symmetrized.

D. Quantization condition

We recall from above that the quantization condition can be obtained from the poles in M̂′df,3,L. Looking at

Eq. (107), we see that poles can only arise from the factors of F̂ , D̂23,L, or T̂L. The former only has poles at free
energies, which cannot be present in the interacting spectrum, and must cancel in the full expression. Poles arising

from D̂23,L do not depend on K̃df,3, and thus also must either be absent or cancel, since all finite-volume energies

must have some dependence on the three-particle interaction. Thus the only source that remains is T̂L. To determine
its poles, we rewrite Eq. (108) as

iT̂L = iK̂′′df,3 + iK̂′′df,3

←−S 1

1− iF̂3i
̂̃Kdf,3

iF̂3
−→S iK̂′′df,3 . (109)

where

F̂3 = 1
3 F̂ − F̂ D̂23,LF̂ , (110)

and

̂̃Kdf,3 =
−→S K̂′′df,3

←−S . (111)
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Since poles can only arise from the second term in Eq. (109), we obtain our third and final form for the quantization
condition,

det
(
1 + F̂3

̂̃Kdf,3

)
= 0 . (112)

We refer to this as the symmetric form of the quantization condition.
Comparing to the quantization condition for identical particles derived in Ref. [2], we see that the nondegenerate

result has the same form, but with an additional layer of matrix indices. This is what one might have naively expected,

but, as we have shown, it is nontrivial to obtain this generalization. A key property of the matrix
̂̃Kdf,3 is that it

contains the same underlying K matrix in each element, due to the presence of symmetrization operators on both

sides of K̂′′df,3 in Eq. (111). The underlying K matrix is

K̃df,3({p}; {k}) =
∑

i,j

[K̂′′df,3]ij({p}; {k}) , (113)

where, on the right-hand side, each element of K̂′′df,3 has been converted from the {k`m} basis to the momentum

basis, using the appropriate generalization of Eq. (23), and then summed. The difference between the elements of the

matrix
̂̃Kdf,3 arises only because K̃df,3 is expressed in different coordinates,

[
̂̃Kdf,3

]

ij

= K̃df,3({p}; {k})pi`′m′;kj`m , (114)

We stress that the complicated nature of the relation between K̃df,3 (which appears in our final quantization

condition) and the elements of K̂′df,3 [which appear in the previous form, Eq. (59)] is not a practical concern, because
we are simply replacing one set of unknown quantities with another. In fact, as already stressed above, the final form
of the condition, Eq. (112) has the great advantage of requiring the parametrization of only a single K matrix, rather
than nine.

The form of F̂3, Eq. (110), is also the same as that in Ref. [2], although here the matrix structure has more content.

In particular, the entries of the diagonal flavor matrix F̂ are different, as they correspond to a different choice of

spectator flavor. Similarly, the factors of Ĝ contained in D̂23,L have a nontrivial matrix structure. Since this matrix

version of F̂3 is a quantity not previously considered, we note that it can be written as

F̂3 = 1
3 F̂ − F̂

1

K̂−1
2,L + F̂G

F̂ (115)

= F̂

[
−2

3
+

1

1 + (1 + K̂2,LĜ)−1K̂2,LF̂

]
, (116)

which are generalizations of forms that have been used for identical particles.

E. Relating K̃df,3 to M3

The final ingredient in the symmetrized form of the formalism for nondegenerate particles is to relate K̃df,3 toM3.
The approach we take has already described in detail in Sec. VII, so here we provide only a summary.

We begin by noting that M̂′df,3,L cannot be written in terms of K̃df,3 alone, because the “1” terms in square brackets

in Eq. (107) do not involve symmetrization operators. However, since M3 is itself symmetrized [as in Eq. (94)], it

can be written in terms of a symmetrized version of M̂′df,3,L which itself can be written solely in terms of K̃df,3. To
explain this it is useful to introduce a matrix version of M3, whose elements are

[
M̂3

]
ij
≡M3(pi;kj)`′m′;`m . (117)

In other words, all elements are given by the same underlying quantity, but expressed in different coordinates.
Equations (91)-(94) can then be rewritten as

M̂3 = lim
L→∞

(−→S M̂′df,3,L

←−S
)

+
−→S D̂←−S , (118)
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where D is defined in Eq. (92), and the infinite-volume limit is taken using the iε pole prescription. Here we are using
the fact that the symmetrization operators work equally well on infinite-volume quantities. Using the properties

−→S −→S = 3
−→S , ←−S←−S = 3

←−S , (119)

we obtain

−→S M̂′df,3,L

←−S =
−→S
[

1
3 + iD̂23,LiF̂

] ̂̃Kdf,3
1

1− iF̂3i
̂̃Kdf,3

[
1
3 + iF̂ iD̂23,L

]←−S , (120)

which indeed depends only on the symmetrized K̃df,3.

These results can be written as integral equations using results from Sec. VII. The equation for D̂23 = limL→∞ D̂23,L

is unchanged, Eq. (88); from this and the result for M̂2, Eq. (82), we obtain D̂ = D̂23 − M̂2. The central geometric
series in Eq. (120) is solved by the integral equation

̂̃T =
̂̃Kdf,3 − ̂̃Kdf,3

[
1
3 − F̂∞D̂23

]
F̂∞ ̂̃T , (121)

which is the symmetric version of the equation for T̂ ′, Eq. (89) Despite its matrix form, this is an integral equation

for a single function T̃ ({p}; {k}) which is packaged into the matrix
̂̃T in the same manner as in Eq. (117). We next

apply integral operators to
̂̃T , combine with D̂, and symmetrize to obtain the final result

M̂3 =
−→S
{[

1
3 − D̂23F̂

∞
] ̂̃T

[
1
3 − F̂∞D̂23

]
+ D̂

}←−S . (122)

Again, the matrix form is somewhat deceptive, as one needs only to calculate a single element of M̂3, since all elements
contain the same function expressed in different coordinates.

F. Symmetrizing the TOPT quantization condition

The steps we have taken to obtain the symmetrized quantization condition starting from the result for M̂′df,3,L,

Eq. (79), can also be applied to the TOPT result for M̂df,3,L, Eq. (54). Since these two equations have the same

form, differing only by the version of K̂df,3 that enters, the final results of the symmetrization process will also have
the same form. In particular, we obtain a TOPT-based quantization condition having the form of Eq. (112), and an

equation for M̂3 having the same form as Eq. (122), except in both cases we are starting from K̂df,3 rather than K̂′df,3.

We now argue, however, that these new forms of the final results are actually exactly the same.15 In other words,

although we start with different versions of K̂df,3 in the two cases, one Lorentz invariant and the other not, we

claim that, after the manipulations involved in symmetrization, the final resulting symmetrized quantity
̂̃Kdf,3 is the

same. Our argument for this is the same as that we used for identical particles in BS1. The key point is that, after

symmetrization, one ends with an equation for the same quantity, M̂3, in both cases. This is because symmetrization
corresponds to summing all diagrams that contribute, and this results in the full scattering amplitude irrespective

of whether one uses TOPT or Feynman diagrams. If we assume that the relation between M3 and K̃df,3 given by
Eqs. (121) and (122) is invertible, then it must be that the symmetrized K matrix is the same for both TOPT and
Feynman approaches. In more physical terms, the assumption is that any changes to the K matrix (which is simply
a short-distance three-particle interaction) will lead to a change in the full scattering amplitude.

If we accept this argument, then we can obtain the symmetrized form of the quantization condition and the relation

between K̃df,3 and M3 without using the Feynman-diagram approach as an intermediate step.

15 This only holds if the HS boost is used in the TOPT approach.



25

IX. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we have generalized the relativistic three-particle quantization condition, and the relation of the
intermediate three-particle K matrix to M3, to the case of non-degenerate particles. We have derived three versions
of the quantization condition: two asymmetric forms—Eqs. (36) and (59)—each involving a flavor matrix composed
of nine three-particle K matrices, and a symmetric form—Eq. (112)—involving only a single K matrix. The latter
two versions of the quantization condition involve Lorentz-invariant K matrices. These three quantization conditions
are the generalizations of those for identical particles obtained in BS1 (the first two) and Ref. [2] (the final form).

The main new feature that arises for nondegenerate particles is the need to introduce an additional flavor index on
the matrices, at least at intermediate steps. This corresponds to the different choices for the flavor of the external

spectator particles. Even though the symmetric form of the quantization condition involves a K matrix, K̃df,3, that
has been symmetrized with respect to these indices, the quantization condition must still be written in terms of flavor
matrices because of the different kinematical factors arising from the different choices of spectator flavor. Aside from
this extra layer of indices, the form of the quantization conditions is essentially unchanged from those for identical
particles.

The path that we have taken to derive the final, symmetric, form of the quantization condition has been rather
lengthy and indirect. We first use TOPT, where the derivation is relatively straightforward, but involves an asymmetric
and Lorentz-noninvariant K matrix. Then we revert to a Feynman-diagram expansion of the amplitudes, and develop
a new all-orders approach that yields expressions that mirror those from TOPT, and leads to a quantization condition
that involves a K matrix that is Lorentz invariant, although still asymmetric. Finally, we use symmetrization identities
to obtain a quantization condition involving a K matrix that is both Lorentz invariant and symmetric. A natural
question is whether there is a shorter path to the final result, especially since, as already noted, it has a very similar
form to that derived in Ref. [2] for identical particles. For example, could one not simply generalize every step in the
derivation of Ref. [2]? We think that this is almost certainly possible, but have not followed that path as the derivation
of Ref. [2] is itself very lengthy and does not lead to explicit expressions for the K matrices and other quantities. The
approach followed here is explicit at every stage, so that, for example, we have given a chain of expressions relating

K̃df,3 back to the Feynman or TOPT Bethe-Salpeter amplitudes. Now that we have done the groundwork, we expect
that the present approach can be simply generalized to other cases of interest.

Furthermore, as discussed in Sec. VIII F, if the relation between M3 and K̃df,3 is invertible, then we can derive
the final form of the quantization condition without the need for the intermediate step involving Feynman diagrams.
Instead, we need only symmetrize the expressions that result from the TOPT approach. Although we have not
demonstrated the necessary invertibility, we think that this is a physically reasonable assumption. Thus, although
here we have provided the longer path to the final result, in which no assumptions are needed, we think that the
shorter, two-step path can be used for future generalizations.

The theory that we consider in our derivations, which has a Z2 symmetry for each of the real scalar fields, is
somewhat artificial, and has no direct application in QCD. It is clear from the derivations, however, that all that
matters for the validity of the final results is that the kinematic constraints are such that the only on-shell intermediate
state consists of one particle of each flavor. One example, already discussed in Sec. III, is the D+

s D
0π− system, which

is chosen such that each of the three particles has a different total flavor. Here the U(1) flavor symmetries are playing
a similar role to the Z2 symmetries in our standard theory. Another example is the D+

s D
0D+ system, and similar

examples can be constructed containing B mesons.
Since there are few direct applications, and also because this paper is quite lengthy, we have reserved discussion

of issues related to practical implementation, as well as various cross checks, for a follow-up article. For example, a

threshold expansion of K̃df,3 needs to be developed, along the lines of Ref. [17]. Also of interest is the degenerate
limit of our formalism, which can be related to the recently developed generalization of the symmetric quantization
condition of Ref. [2] to three pions of arbitrary isospin in isosymmetric QCD [12]. The I = 0 case can be described by
both formalisms, because this only has contributions from π+π0π− intermediate states, with no mixing with the 3π0

state. Another issue we aim to address is the relation between the degenerate limit of our formalism and the results
for identical particles obtained in Ref. [2] and BS1.

We also intend, in this follow-up work, to present the generalization of the formalism that will allow application
to systems of greater phenomenological interest. A simple extension is to “2+1” systems like K+π+π+, with two
identical particles and a third that is different. Cases with multiple three-particle channels are also of interest, for
example π+π−π0 ↔ 3π0 with mu 6= md, and the D+

s D
0π− ↔ D0D0K0 system mentioned above. Another “2+1”

system of great interest is Nππ, given its relevance to the Roper resonance, but in this case one needs also to include
the Nπ channel, requiring a combination of the methods introduced here and those of Refs. [4, 11]. We also note
that the quantization condition for the DDK system has recently been determined in the s-wave approximation using
NREFT [34].
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As already observed, we expect that the symmetric form of the quantization condition, Eq. (112), will be most
useful for practical applications, since it requires parametrizing only a single three-particle K matrix. Nevertheless,
the asymmetric, Lorentz-invariant form, Eq. (59), may be useful in order to determine the relation to the finite-
volume unitarity (FVU) approach to deriving the quantization condition [7, 8]. In the case of identical particles,
we have recently shown that the asymmetric RFT quantization condition, when written in terms of the R matrix
introduced in Refs. [35, 36] (an alternate version of the three-particle K matrix), is equivalent to the FVU quantization
condition [14]. We expect that this equivalence can be extended to the nondegenerate case, where the R matrix is
extended to a flavor matrix.
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Appendix A: Technical details

In this appendix we collect some technical details relevant for the discussion of the main text.

First we discuss the smooth cutoff functions H(i)(pi) that enter into G̃(ij). Aside from one feature, these are
straightforward generalizations of the cutoff introduced in Ref. [2] and used in all subsequent RFT works. These
functions smoothly cut off the sums or integrals over the spectator momentum pi once the flavor j + k pair lies far
below its threshold. To implement this, we use the quantity σi = (P − pi)2, which equals (mj + mk)2 at the pair
threshold, and decreases as one drops below this threshold. For identical particles, σi is the same as the quantity E∗22,k

used in the definition of the cutoff function in Ref. [2]. If we use the same boost as in that work, which is discussed
below, then we are restricted to the range σi > 0, since the boost becomes singular when σi = 0. Another constraint,
described in BS1, is that the cutoff function should equal unity for some range below the pair threshold. This ensures
that all terms which are dropped in the derivation are exponentially suppressed. Finally, we also need the function
to be Lorentz invariant. One choice that satisfies these requirements is

H(i)(pi) = J(zi) , zi = (1 + εH)
σi

(mj +mk)2
, (A1)

J(z) =





0, z ≤ 0

exp
(
− 1
z exp

[
− 1

1−z

])
, 0 < z < 1

1, 1 ≤ z .
(A2)

Here choosing εH > 0 ensures that the cutoff function reaches unity below threshold, at the point where σi =
(mj + mk)2/(1 + εH). We expect that, in practice, a value εH ∼ 0.1 should be sufficiently large. We stress that the
choice of cutoff functions is not unique, and the choice above is simply an example, albeit one that is close to those
that have been used in previous numerical implementations [11, 16, 17, 37].

We next give some details concerning the two boosts that have been mentioned in the main text. These enter

into both the on-shell projections of kernels and amplitudes, and in the definitions of F̃ (i) and G̃(ij). To explain the

boosts, we use the example of the quantity p
∗(pi)
j that enters in F̃ (i), Eq. (19). The setup is that the four-momenta

pi = (ωpi ,pi) and pj = (ωpj ,pj) are on shell. The former is the spectator momentum, and the latter is the pair
momentum relative to which the decomposition into spherical harmonics is defined (after boosting to the pair CMF).
We note that, in situations where we use the boosts, these two particles are always on shell, either because (in the
TOPT approach) all intermediate particles are on shell, or (in the Feynman-diagram approach) we have set them
on shell in preparation for full on-shell projection, as discussed in Appendix B. For the boost of Ref. [2], referred to

subsequently as the “HS boost”, we obtain p
∗(pi)
j by boosting pj using boost velocity

βHS = − P− pi
E − ωpi

. (A3)

The transformation is

pj −→ p∗j = Λ(βHS)pj ≡
(
ω∗(pi)pj ,p

∗(pi)
j

)
, (A4)
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where Λ is the corresponding Lorentz transformation matrix. By construction, this transforms the pair four-
momentum P − pi to its CMF,

Λ(βHS)(P − pi) = (
√
σi,0) , σi = (P − pi)2 . (A5)

For the Wu boost, the setup is the same, but the boost velocity is changed to

βWu = − P− pi
ωpj + ωpk

, (A6)

where pk = P− pi − pj is the momentum of the third particle. Thus the result for p
∗(pi)
j is in general different. The

exception is if all three particles are on shell and total four-momentum is conserved, for then E − ωpi = ωpj + ωpk ,
and the boost velocities are the same. Because of this, it does not matter which boost we use when defining on-shell

projected quantities such as the elements of K̂df,3, M̂3, etc.
When using TOPT, as in Secs IV and V, one should initially use the Wu boost, as explained in BS1. This is because

the boost is designed to apply for three on-shell particles. However, once one has obtained results in terms of on-shell

projected quantities, e.g. C3,L in Eq. (32), one can change to the HS boost in the definitions of the elements of F̂G.

For F̃ (i) the change is exponentially suppressed, while for G̃(ij) the change is nonsingular (since the boosts agree at

the pole) and can be absorbed into a shift in δG̃(ij). In this way, one finds that the same form for C3,L holds, but

with redefined quantities K̂df,3, ÂF , and Â′F . The only caveat is that the cutoff functions H(i) must be chosen such
that the HS boost is well defined, which requires σi > 0, as discussed above. By contrast, for the Wu boost there
is no such constraint on σi. The conclusion, already noted in BS1 for identical particles, is that the TOPT forms of

the quantization condition and the relation of M3 to K̂df,3 are valid with both boosts, although K̂df,3 will, of course,
depend on the choice.

The situation is reversed in the Feynman-diagram approach. In the initial derivation, the third particle is off shell,

and so the natural choice is the HS boost. Once we obtain the result for, say, M̂′3,L, however, we could switch to

using the Wu boost. We could also raise the cutoff in the functions H(i) to allow σi < 0, since that only changes the

elements of F̂G away from the pole. However, there is a clear reason not to use the Wu boost, which is that only

with the HS boost can one obtain a Lorentz-invariant K̂′df,3, i.e. one that is Lorentz invariant when combined with

spherical harmonics as in Eq. (93). We close this section by explaining this result.

The context for the discussion is the infinite-volume relation betweenM3 and K̂′df,3 derived in Sec. VII. As described
in that section, the only nontrivial part of the demonstration of Lorentz invariance concerns the transformation

properties of [Ĝ∞]ij , Eq. (87). If we Lorentz transform the momentum arguments pi = (ωpi ,pi) and kj = (ωkj ,kj),

then the arguments of the spherical harmonics, k
∗(pi)
j and p

∗(kj)
i , should only be rotated.

To show that this is the case with the HS boost, we focus on k
∗(pi)
j . This is defined by

k∗j = Λ(βHS)kj ≡
(
ω
∗(pi)
kj

, k
∗(pi)
j

)
. (A7)

Now we apply an arbitrary global transformation Λ0 to all momenta, so that

pj → p′i = Λ0pi , kj → k′j = Λ0kj , P → P ′ = Λ0P , etc. , (A8)

and then boost to the pair CMF, which now requires the boost velocity

β′HS = − P′ − p′i
E′ − ωp′i

. (A9)

Thus we find a new value of k
∗(pi)
j , given by the spatial part of

k′∗j = Λ(β′HS)k′j = Λ(β′HS)Λ0kj . (A10)

To proceed, we note that, by definition, the boosts satisfy the following relations:

Λ(βHS)(P − pi) = (
√
σ1,0) = Λ(β′HS)(P ′ − p′i) = Λ(β′HS)Λ0(P − pi) , (A11)

from which follows the standard result that

Λ(β′HS)Λ0 = Λ(rot)Λ(βHS) , (A12)
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where Λ(rot) implements a rotation. The precise form of the rotation can, of course, be determined, but is not needed
here. Inserting this into Eq. (A10) we find

k′∗j = Λ(rot)Λ(βHS)kj = Λ(rot)k′j , (A13)

which yields the claimed result that k
∗(pi)
j and k

′∗(pi)
j are related by a rotation. A completely analogous argument

holds for p
∗(kj)
i .

Now we show why this argument fails for the Wu boost. The definitions of k∗j and k′∗j take the same form as above,
except that βHS in Eq. (A7) and β′HS in Eq. (A10), are replaced, respectively, by

βWu = − P− pi
ωb + ωkj

, β′Wu = − P′ − p′i
ωb′ + ωk′j

, (A14)

where b = P− pi − kj and b′ = P′ − p′i − k′j . These boosts are defined by the properties

Λ(βWu)(kj + b) =
(√

(ωb + ωkj )2 − |P− pi|2,0
)
, (A15)

Λ(β′Wu)(k′j + b′) =
(√

(ωb′ + ωk′j )2 − |P′ − p′i|2,0
)
, (A16)

where b = (ωb,b) and b′ = (ωb′ ,b
′). This brings up the obstruction to continuing the argument as for the HS boost,

namely that

b′ 6= Λ0b . (A17)

The quantities that do transform in this manner are boff = P − pi−kj and b′off = P ′− p′i−k′j , but, in general, b 6= boff

and b′ 6= b′off . A related obstruction to the argument is that the right-hand sides of Eqs. (A15) and (A16) are not, in

general, equal. Because of these issues, the analog of Eq. (A12) for Wu boosts is not valid, and k
∗(pi)
j and k

′∗(pi)
j are

not, in general, related by a rotation. Thus the arguments of Sec. VII concerning Lorentz invariance do not hold.

Appendix B: Details of derivation using Feynman diagrams

In this appendix we explain how Eqs. (63)-(68) are obtained from the initial skeleton expansion by doing the energy
integrals over independent momenta.

As discussed in Ref. [2], when doing an integral over the energy component of a four-momentum associated with
a propagator, we can close the contour in the complex plane so as to pick up the contribution from the particle
pole, and exclude the antiparticle pole contribution. The integral will also contain contributions from other poles
(e.g. corresponding to a three-particle cut across the dressed propagator, or the antiparticle pole contributions from
another propagator), but these can never lead to an on-shell cut of the entire diagram. Thus we can separate the
contributions from each such integral into that from the particle pole, which we refer to as the “on-shell” contribution,
and the remainder, denoted “off-shell.” If any of the contributions from the three propagators in a given cut (of which
only two are integrated, due to overall momentum conservation) are off shell, then we know that the cut is nonsingular,
and momentum sums can be replaced by integrals. The contributions from off-shell propagators can then be absorbed
into shifts in the Bethe-Salpeter kernels, leading to a reshuffled skeleton expansion in which all independent momenta
are now on shell. Important features of this reshuffling are that it maintains Lorentz invariance of the kernels, and

that it does not mix up the elements of M̂′ off
3,L .

To explain this in more detail, as well as to highlight some technical features, we work through three examples. We
begin with one involving only B2 kernels, shown in Fig. 5. A detailed explanation of the steps is given in the caption,
and we comment here on how the procedure is generalized to all such diagrams. The first step is to integrate over the
energies of all internal spectator momenta. In the example shown, there is one such momentum (the upper, orange
line). In general there are multiple spectator momenta, in different loops. We find that the order of integration of
their energies does not matter, since all lead to the same final decomposition in terms of shifted kernels. The result
of these first integrals are on- and off-shell terms, one of each in the example. For the off-shell terms, all spatial
momenta associated with the spectator can now be integrated, including any involving the interacting pair. Thus, in

the example, the lower (black) propagator between the middle B
(3)
2 s can also be fully integrated when the off-shell

part of the upper (orange, spectator) propagator is taken. This results in an infinite-volume quantity that can be
absorbed by a shift in the (11) element of B3, as shown by the first term of the second and third lines of the figure.
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FIG. 5: An example of the first step in the analysis for a contribution to [M̂′ off
3,L ]11 containing only B2 kernels. Colors and

labels indicate flavors as in earlier figures. Solid lines indicate fully dressed propagators, prior to integration over energy, except
for the external lines, where a solid propagator indicates only that it is has an off-shell momentum. Dashed lines indicate
on-shell propagators, which come with a factor of 1/(2ω) when internal (due to the energy integration picking up the particle
pole), or are amputated when external. Double solid line propagators indicate that only the off-shell contributions from the
energy integral are kept, as described in the text. These cannot lead to a three-particle on-shell cut. In the first step, the energy
of the flavor 3 (upper, orange) spectator propagator is integrated, leading to the off- and on-shell terms as shown. The former
can be absorbed into a shift in the appropriate element of the three-particle Bethe-Salpeter kernel, as shown by the first term
on the second line, and is not manipulated further. In the second step, the flavor 1 (lower, black) propagator is integrated over

its energy, again leading to on- and off-shell contributions for both diagrams. In the final step, the two B
(3)
2 kernels connected

by an off-shell (double-line) propagator (which can now be integrated) are absorbed into a shift in that kernel. This leads
to the three diagrams shown on the bottom line, in which all independent internal propagators are on shell. The remaining
propagators (which in this case are the middle, green, flavor 2 lines) have four-momenta that are determined by the momenta
flowing through the other lines and in general are off shell.

In the second step, the energies of all remaining independent momenta are integrated. These lie in what we call

F-type cuts, i.e. those which, in the TOPT analysis described in the previous section, would lead to factors of F̃ .
Here we must choose which of the interacting pair to integrate, and, as in the TOPT analysis, we pick that whose
flavor follows cyclically from the flavor of the spectator. In our example the spectator has flavor 3, so we integrate the
energy of the flavor 1 propagator in the lower pair. The integrations over all F-type cuts in such diagrams can be done
independently, with each leading to on- and an off-shell contributions, as shown in the second line in the figure. We
then absorb any sequences of interacting pairs connected by off-shell propagators into shifts in the corresponding B2

kernels, since the loops within them can be fully integrated. The final result is a set of diagrams containing (possibly
shifted) kernels in which all propagators with independent momenta are on shell, and with only one propagator per
cut whose momentum can be off shell.

At this stage we can already understand most of the factors present in Eqs. (63)-(68), in particular those involving

B
(i)
2 and δB

(i)
2 . Each cut is associated with two on-shell and one off-shell propagator, and with two loop sums, leading

to the kinematical factors in D′(i), Eq. (68). The on-shell projectors that enter the diagonal elements of D̂′ correspond
to F-type cuts and are determined by the cyclical flavor rule. For example, if the spectator has flavor 3, as in Fig. 5,

then the on-shell flavors are 3 and 1, requiring on-shell projectors
←−
O (2) and

−→
O (2). Thus the 33 element of D̂′ is D′(2).

The off-diagonal elements of D̂′ correspond to G-type cuts in which the spectator is switched, in which case the two

on-shell flavors are simply those of the spectators on either side. Thus, for example, the 12 element of D̂′ is D′(3),
which places flavors 1 and 2 on shell. The geometric series in Eq. (63) then produces all possible orderings of F-type
and G-type cuts.

Another feature to be explained is the presence of factors of 2ωL3 in the projected B
(i)

2,L, Eqs. (70)-(73). These are
needed because, in general, a spectator propagator spans multiple F-type cuts, but should only appear once in the
final expression. Each F-type cut comes with a factor of 1/(2ωL3)—contained in the corresponding D′(i)—and all

but one are canceled by the factors of 2ωL3 in the numerators of the B
(i)

2,Ls. This structure, which follows exactly the

pattern of the TOPT result, yields the correct propagator factors, and factors of L3, for each diagram.
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FIG. 6: Example of the first step in the analysis for a diagram that contributes to [M̂′ off
3,L ]31 and contains two B3 kernels.

Notation as in Fig. 5. Only the final result is shown. See text for further discussion.
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FIG. 7: Example of the first step in the analysis for a diagram that contributes to [M̂′ off
3,L ]21 and contains both B3 and B2

kernels. Notation as in Fig. 5. Only the final result is shown. See text for further discussion.

We next consider diagrams involving only B3 kernels, the simplest nontrivial example of which is analyzed in Fig. 6.

Since we are considering a contribution to one of the nine elements of the matrix, [M̂′ off
3,L ]31, there is an overall factor of

1/9, which we partition equally between the two external B3 kernels in the initial expression. We now have to choose
for which two of the propagators we do the energy integrals. The choice needed to match the form of Eqs. (63)-(68)
is to pick equal weights for all three pairs, which leads to the last three terms in the equation in the figure. This
matches the result obtained by expanding out Eqs. (63)-(68) and evaluating the term corresponding to that in the
figure,

(
|1〉B3

9
〈1|
)
D̂′
(
|1〉B3

9
〈1|
)

= |1〉B3

9
1p,k(3D′(1) + 3D′(2) + 3D′(3))

B3

9
〈1| , (B1)

where 1p is defined in Eq. (8). All contributions containing an off-shell propagator, which are not shown explicitly in
the figure, are included in the shift to the three-particle kernel. The extension of this analysis to multiple adjacent
B3 kernels is straightforward.

Our final example, shown in Fig. 7, is of a case with both B3 and B2 kernels. The factors of 1/3 contained in
the B3 kernels in the original expression appear for the same reason as in the previous example. The ordering of
energy integrals is as in the first example: spectators first (here the top, flavor 3, orange line), and then those lying
between B3 and B2 kernels. For the latter we again have a choice, and we pick two-thirds of the contribution to have
the lower, flavor 1, black line to be integrated, with the remaining one-third having the middle, flavor 2, green line
integrated. Subsuming cuts with off-shell propagators into shifts in the kernels leads to the result shown in the figure.
The resulting factors match those that arise from the desired equations; for example,

(
|1〉B3

9
〈1|
)
D̂′B̂

∣∣
B

(3)
2 part

D̂′
(
|1〉B3

9
〈1|
)

= |1〉B3

9
1p,k(D′(1) + 2D′(2))B

(3)

2,L1p,k(D′(1) + 2D′(2))
B3

9
〈1| (B2)

agrees with the factors in the final two lines in the figure.
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Diagrams with multiple B2 kernels, including switches, between B3s are analyzed by a combination of the above-
described methods. First all spectator energies are integrated, then those in the F-type cuts (choosing which flavor
to integrate as in the first example), and finally those between B3s and adjacent B2s (with flavor choices as in our
third example). This results in a unique decomposition into diagrams in which all independent internal propagators
on shell. To obtain a simple final expression, we add in the disconnected contributions with a single spectator line (of,

say, flavor i) and one or more B
(i)
2 s, which build up the quantity M̂′ off

2,L discussed in the main text. The combination

is then given by Eq. (63).

A final technical issue is whether the same total shifts to the kernels, i.e. δB
(ij)
3 and δB

(i)

2 , appear in all resulting
diagrams. To demonstrate this we note that every diagram that results from the energy integrations is of the same
form as one of the unintegrated diagrams, except with some propagators on shell and some kernels replaced by their
shifts. No new topologies arise. Now we consider one topology, and insert every possible choice for the shift in each
of the kernels. Each of the diagrams that results can be uniquely traced back to an allowed original unintegrated
diagram. Thus every energy-integrated diagram that should appear does appear.

Appendix C: Derivation of symmetrization identities

In this appendix we derive the identities (100)-(102). We lean heavily on the derivation of the analogous identities
for identical particles given in Appendix D of BS1, although we have made some improvements to the argument.

The first identity replaces the Ĝ elements of F̂G with factors of F̂
−→S plus integral operators. We demonstrate this

result by considering a representative example,

X1({p})p1`′m′G̃
(12)
p1`′m′;k2`m

(−1)`Z2({k})k2`m −X1({p})p1`′m′ F̃
(1)
p1`′m′;k1`m

Z2({k})k1`m

= X1({p})p1`′m′

[−̂→I G,12

]
p1`′m′;k2`m

Z2({k})k2`m , (C1)

where there is an implicit sum over repeated indices (including over ` which appears thrice in one term). Here we
are using the notation of Sec. VIII A, and stress in particular the difference between Z2({k})k2`m and Z2({k})k1`m.
Both involve the same underlying infinite-volume on-shell quantity Z2, but the former is expressed in the coordinates
in which the spectator has flavor 2 (with momentum k2), and the spherical harmonics are defined relative to the
flavor 3 particle, while the latter quantity is expressed in coordinates in which the flavor 1 particle is the spectator
(with momentum k1), and the harmonics are defined relative to the particle of flavor 2. The precise definition of the
decompositions into spherical harmonics is given in Eq. (23).

Using the definitions of G̃(ij) and F̃ (i), Eqs. (20) and (19), the left-hand side of Eq. (C1) can be written as

∑

p1`′m′

∑

k2

X1({p})p1`′m′
H(1)(p1)

2ωp1L
3

Y`′m′(k
∗(p1)
2 )

q∗`′2,p1

H(2)(k2)

b212 −m2
3

1

2ωk2L
3

×
{∑

`m

[
Y`m(p

∗(k2)
1 )

q∗`2,k2

(−1)`Z2({k})k2`m −
Y`m(k

∗(p1)
2 )

q∗`2,p1

Z2({k})p1`m
]}

+ integral term from F̃ (1) . (C2)

Here we have made several emendations to F̃ (1): used H(2)(k2) as the UV regulator, converted to the relativistic form
of the denominator, labeled the dummy variable in the sum as k2, and used the Kronecker delta to set k1 = p1. We
have also made the sums explicit. The key observation is that, if p1 and k2 are chosen such that b12 = P − pon

1 − kon
2

is on shell, i.e. b212 = m2
3, then the term in curly braces vanishes. This is because both contributions to this term

become equal to Z2({p1,k2,k3}), where k3 = P− p1 − k2. This in turn is because, at the on-shell point, we have

|p∗(k2)
1 | = q∗2,k2 and |k∗(p1)

2 | = q∗2,p1 , (C3)

so that the ratios involving harmonic polynomials reduce to spherical harmonics, e.g.

Y`m(k
∗(p1)
2 )

q∗`2,p1

−→
√

4πY`m(k̂
∗(p1)
2 ) . (C4)

The sums over ` and m can then be done. The only remaining subtlety is in the first term in curly braces, where
the (−1)` is needed to convert the spherical harmonics from being defined with respect to flavor 1 to being defined
relative to flavor 3, so as to match the convention used in Z2({k})k2`m.
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Since the term in curly braces vanishes on shell, it cancels the pole at b213 = m2, so that the sum over k2 can be
replaced by an integral, up to exponentially suppressed contributions. If we introduce a PV pole prescription, then
this integral can be split into two terms, one for each of the terms in curly braces. The second of these simply cancels

the integral term from F̃ (1), leaving an integral over the first term in curly braces, i.e. the term that originated from

G̃(12). For this remaining term the sum over p1 can also be converted into an integral, due to the PV pole prescription
used for the integral over k2. Thus the left-hand side of Eq. (C1) becomes

∫

p1

∑

`′m′

PV

∫

k2

∑

`m

X1({p})p1`′m′
Y`′m′(k

∗(p1)
2 )

q∗`′2,p1

H(1)(k1)H(2)(k2)

b212 −m2
3

Y`m(p
∗(k2)
1 )

q∗`2,k2

(−1)`Z2({k})k2`m , (C5)

which defines the integral operator on the right-hand side of Eq. (C1). Here we are using the Lorentz-invariant
measure for the momentum integrals, defined in Eq. (80).

We now introduce a compact notation for the result Eq. (C1),

[X1]1[Ĝ]12[Z2]2 − [X1]1[F̂ ]11[Z2]1 = [X1]1[
−̂→I G]12[Z2]2 . (C6)

By essentially the same argument, we can extend this result to all nonvanishing elements of Ĝ, obtaining

[Xi]i[Ĝ]ij [Zj ]j − [Xi]i[F̂ ]ii[Zj ]i = [Xi]i[
−̂→I G]ij [Zj ]j , i 6= j (no sum) . (C7)

This fills out the off-diagonal matrix of integral operators
−̂→I G, and completes the derivation of the first symmetrization

identity.
Using the same arguments, but with the roles of X and Z interchanged, we obtain

[Xi]i[Ĝ]ij [Zj ]j − [Xi]j [F̂ ]jj [Zj ]j = [Xi]i[
←̂−I G]ij [Zj ]j , i 6= j (no sum) , (C8)

where in the new integral operator the order of integrals is interchanged compared to that in Eq. (C5). This result
leads immediately to the second symmetrization identity, Eq. (101).

We now turn to the third identity, Eq. (102). In our new notation this is equivalent to

∆ ≡ 3
∑

i,j

[Xi]i[F̂G]ij [Zj ]j −
∑

i

[X1 +X2 +X3]i[F̂ ]ii[Z1 + Z2 + Z3]i = 3
∑

i,j

[Xi]i[ÎFG]ij [Zj ]j . (C9)

To demonstrate this (and define the integral operator ÎFG) we break the left-hand side into four parts

∆ = ∆1 + ∆2 + ∆3 + ∆4 , (C10)

∆1 =
∑

i6=j

(
[Xi]i[F̂G]ij [Zj ]j − [Xi]i[F̂ ]ii[Zj ]i

)
, (C11)

∆2 =
∑

i 6=j

(
[Xi]i[F̂G]ij [Zj ]j − [Xi]j [F̂ ]jj [Zj ]j

)
, (C12)

∆3 =
∑

i 6=j

(
[Xj ]j [F̂ ]jj [Zj ]j − [Xj ]i[F̂ ]ii[Zj ]i

)
, (C13)

∆4 =
∑

i 6=j

(
[Xi]i[F̂G]ij [Zj ]j − [Xi]k[F̂ ]kk[Zj ]k

)
, (C14)

where in the final equation k is the third flavor index, i.e. k 6= i and k 6= j. The first two parts can be evaluated using
Eqs. (C7) and (C8), respectively. For the remaining two, we need additional work.

∆3 involves the difference between choosing two different spectator flavors for an F cut. To evaluate this difference
we focus on the case where i = 1 and j = 2, and also replace Xj and Zj with X and Z, respectively, since the flavor
of these quantities plays no role in the argument. Thus we consider

∆
(21)
3 = [X]2[F̂ ]22[Z]2 − [X]1[F̂ ]11[Z]1 . (C15)
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Considering first the sum parts of the F̃ (i)s, we have

∆
(21)
3Σ =

1

L6

∑

k2`′m′

H(2)(k2)
∑

k3`m

Xk2`′m′
Y`′m′(k

∗(k2)
3 )

q∗`′2,k2

H(1)(k1)D123
Y`m(k

∗(k2)
3 )

q∗`2,k2

Zk2`m

− 1

L6

∑

k1`′m′

H(1)(k1)
∑

k2`m

Xk1`′m′
Y`′m′(k

∗(k1)
2 )

q∗`′2,k1

H(2)(k2)D123
Y`m(k

∗(k1)
2 )

q∗`2,k1

Zk1`m , (C16)

where we have chosen the nonrelativistic form for the denominator (which is the same for both terms), i.e.

D123 ≡
1

8ωk1ωk2ωk3(E − ωk1 − ωk2 − ωk3)
, (C17)

and regulated the UV in the k3 sum in the first term with H(1)(k1), where k1 = P − k2 − k3, and in the k2 sum
in the second term with H(2)(k2). If we now change the summation variable in the second term from k1 to k3, we
obtain

∆
(21)
3Σ =

1

L6

∑

k2k3

H(1)(k1)H(2)(k2)D123

{ ∑

`′m′`m

[
Xk2`′m′

Y`′m′(k
∗(k2)
3 )

q∗`′2,k2

Y`m(k
∗(k2)
3 )

q∗`2,k2

Zk2`m

−Xk1`′m′
Y`′m′(k

∗(k1)
2 )

q∗`′2,k1

Y`m(k
∗(k1)
2 )

q∗`2,k1

Zk1`m

]}
, (C18)

where the order of summations is immaterial. Again the term in curly braces vanishes on shell, although here this
requires summing over both sets of spherical harmonic indices. Thus we can replace the double momentum sum by

a double integral. Combining this with the integral parts from the F̃ (i)s in ∆
(12)
3 the result can be brought into the

form

∆
(21)
3 =

[∫

k2

PV

∫

k3

−
∫

k3

PV

∫

k2

] ∑

`′m′`m

Xk2`′m′
Y`′m′(k

∗(k2)
3 )

q∗`′2,k2

H(1)(k1)H(2)(k2)

2ωk1(E − ωk1 − ωk2 − ωk3)

Y`m(k
∗(k2)
3 )

q∗`2,k2

Zk2`m . (C19)

By a similar argument, one can show that ∆
(23)
3 is given by the same expression. This shows that the integral operator

can be written such that it only depends on the flavor 2. Thus we use the following notation for the final result

∆
(21)
3 = ∆

(23)
3 ≡ [X]2[ÎF ]22[Z]2 , (C20)

where ÎF is a diagonal matrix of integral operators.

Finally we consider ∆4, where we only sketch the argument. The sum part of F̃ (k) cancels with the summand of

[F̂G]ij at the on-shell point, so that, for this combination, the sums can be replaced by integrals. The pole prescription

can be chosen so that the integral over the F̃ (k) summand cancels the integral part of this quantity, leaving an integral

over the G̃ term. The end result is that

∆4 =
∑

i 6=j
[Xi]i[ÎG]ij [Zj ]j , (C21)

where the integral operator is given, for example, by

[X1]1[ÎG]12[Z2]2 =

∫

k1

PV

∫

k2

∑

`′m′`m

Xk1`′m′
Y`′m′(k

∗(k1)
2 )

q∗`′2,k1

H(1)(k1)H(2)(k2)

2ωk3(E − ωk1 − ωk2 − ωk3)

Y`m(k
∗(k2)
1 )

q∗`2,k2

(−1)`Zk2`m . (C22)

We define the diagonal elements of ÎG to vanish.
Combining these results we obtain

∆ = X

(−̂→I G +
←̂−I G + 2ÎF + ÎG

)
Z ≡ X3ÎFGZ , (C23)

which completes the demonstration of Eq. (C9).
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Appendix D: Derivation of Eqs. (105) and (106)

In this appendix we show that the two forms of M̂′df,3,L, Eqs. (79) and (105), are equivalent. We find it easiest to
start from the latter relation and work back to the former.

We will need the following results for D̂23,L,

iD̂23,L =
1

1− iK̂2,LiF̂G
iK̂2,L , (D1)

= (1 + iD̂23,LiF̂G)iK̂2,L , (D2)

= iK̂2,L + iK̂2,L(1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L)iF̂GiK̂2,L , (D3)

which follow from Eqs. (55) and (50).
We first note that, using Eq. (D2),

[
1 + iD̂23,Li(F̂G −

−̂→I G)

]
=
[
1 + iD̂23,LiF̂G

]
L̂G , (D4)

L̂G ≡
[
1− iK̂2,Li

−̂→I G
]
, (D5)

and, similarly,
[
1 + i(F̂G −

←̂−I G)iD̂23,L)

]
= R̂G

[
1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L

]
, (D6)

R̂G ≡
[
1− i←̂−I GiK̂2,L

]
. (D7)

Given these results, Eq. (105) can be rewritten

M̂′df,3,L =
[
1 + iD̂23,LiF̂G

]
L̂GT̂LR̂G

[
1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L

]
. (D8)

Comparing to Eq. (79), this implies that what we need to show is that

L̂GiT̂LR̂G = iK̂′df,3

1

1− [1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L]iF̂GiK̂′df,3

. (D9)

To proceed, we rewrite the definition of T̂L, Eq. (106), as

[iT̂L]−1 = [iK̂′′df,3]−1 − i(F̂G − ÎFG)− i(F̂G −
←̂−I G)iD̂23,Li(F̂G −

−̂→I G) (D10)

= [iK̂′′df,3]−1 + iÎFG − i
←̂−I GiK̂2,Li

−̂→I G − R̂G(1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L)iF̂GL̂G , (D11)

= [iẐ]−1 − R̂G(1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L)iF̂GL̂G , (D12)

where to obtain the second line we have used Eqs. (D2) and (D3), and to obtain the third line we have used Eq. (103).
Thus

L̂GiT̂LR̂G = L̂GiẐ
1

1− R̂G(1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L)iF̂GL̂GiẐ
R̂G (D13)

= L̂GiẐR̂G
1

1− (1 + iF̂GiD̂23,L)iF̂GL̂GiẐR̂G
, (D14)

which gives the desired result (D9) since we can rewrite Eq. (104) as L̂GẐR̂G = K̂′df,3.
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[8] M. Mai and M. Döring, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 062503 (2019), 1807.04746.
[9] R. A. Briceño, M. T. Hansen, and S. R. Sharpe, Phys. Rev. D99, 014516 (2019), 1810.01429.

[10] J.-Y. Pang, J.-J. Wu, H. W. Hammer, U.-G. Meißner, and A. Rusetsky, Phys. Rev. D99, 074513 (2019), 1902.01111.
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