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Abstract

We provide a new proof of Cachazo-Svrček-Witten rules for tree-level gluonic amplitudes. As
a key step, we explicitly show the cancellation of spurious poles originating from the maximally
helicity violating vertices in these rules. To achieve this, we introduce specially-defined two-off-
shell-line sub-amplitudes and study their residues at spurious poles.

1 Introduction

Great achievement [1, 2, 3] on scattering amplitudes in gauge theories in recent around two decades

was largely inspired by the seminal paper of Witten on relationship between amplitudes and twistor

string theory [4]. Tree level MHV (maximally helicity violating) amplitudes were obtained there

from integration over moduli space of genus-zero degree-one curves1 in super twistor space P3|4. The

tree non-MHV amplitudes are corresponding to genus-zero curves with degree larger than one. More

precisely, NkMHV amplitudes (amplitudes with k + 2 negative-helicity gluons) are related to curves

∗Corresponding author.
†The unusual ordering of authors instead of the standard alphabetical one in hep-th community is for students to

get proper recognition of contribution under the current out-dated practice in China.
1These curves are D-instatons in B model with target space P3|4.
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with degree d = k+1. Later it was found that for non-MHV tree amplitudes, one can either integrate

over moduli space of connected curve with degree d or over moduli space of d degree-one curves

(completely disconnected instantons). The former choice led to compact Roiban-Spradlin-Volovich

(RSV) formula [5, 6, 7] for tree amplitudes, while the later led to the Cachazo-Svrček-Witten (CSW)

rules for tree amplitudes [8]. The equivalence of these two choices was proved in [9]. Intermediate

prescription which is to integrate over moduli space of m (1 < m < d) curves with total degree d was

also proposed in [9]. A twistor space recursion relation for these intermediate prescription was given

in [10].

CSW introduced off-shell continuation of MHV amplitudes to make them MHV vertices. To-

gether with scalar propagators, these MHV vertices build up MHV diagrams. The calculation of

tree amplitudes using MHV diagrams is more efficient than using Feynman diagrams. For reviews

including CSW rules, see [11, 12, 13]. The analysis of various physical and spurious singularities in

[8], combined with the dimension analysis (or on-shell recursion relation) in [14], gave the first proof

of the CSW rules. This proof includes three key ingredients. The first is to show that the amplitude

from CSW rules, ACSW , has correct collinear and multi-gluon singularities. The second one is to

show that all spurious poles related to off-shell continuation are canceled among themselves. This

is equivalent to show that ACSW is Lorentz covariant [8]. The last step is the fact that the n-gluon

tree amplitude has mass dimension 4 − n. This step can be replaced by showing that both ACSW

and the amplitudes from Feynman rules, AFeynman, satisfy the Britto-Cachazo-Feng-Witten (BCFW)

recursion relation [14].

The second step of the proof was displayed in detail for tree next-to-MHV (NMHV) amplitudes

involving MHV diagrams with a single propagator [8]. This discussion can be apply to the general

case but the proof seems to be quite complicated for NkMHV amplitudes with large k. In fact,

NMHV amplitudes are special, not only because each contributing MHV diagram for them always

has exactly one propagator, but also because the spurious poles in such amplitudes are always

degenerate according to the classification we will give later in this paper. In this paper, we would

like to provide another treatment for this step, based on generalization of the treatment in [15, 16]

for googly (MHV) amplitudes. At first sight, the treatment there strongly depends on the special

properties of MHV diagrams contribution to googly amplitudes: there is exactly one MHV vertex

with four lines and all other vertices are with three lines. As we will show in the main part of this

paper, the treatment here can still be non-trivially generalized to the most general cases to show

that the spurious poles are canceled among themselves.

Risager provided another proof [19] of CSW rules based on multi-gluon BCFW-like shifts and

obtained on-shell recursion relation2. Our approach here is complementary to others. We hope that

2Proof of CSW rules for all tree amplitudes in N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory using all-line shift was done in [20].
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our proof would lead to new insight to CSW-like rules for amplitudes in various other theories.

In the next section, we will give a brief introduction to the CSW rules. Section 3 is the main part of

this paper and provides our proof of the CSW rules. First we introduce specially-defined two-off-shell-

line sub-amplitudes and show that their residues at related spurious pole are proportional to certain

one-off-shell-line sub-amplitudes. Based on this result, in subsection 3.2, we show that all spurious

poles cancel among themselves by dividing them into groups. In subsection 3.3 we finish our proof

based on some known facts. The section 4 is devoted to conclusion and some discussions on possible

further applications of our approach. Some technical details are putting in several appendices.

2 A brief introduction to CSW rules based on MHV dia-

grams

Our conventions follow closely the one in [4], especially the signature is chosen to be (+ − −−).

By using the crossing symmetry, we make all momenta of external line gluons to be outgoing. For

external gluon line with on-shell momentum pµ, the following decomposition into bispinors will be

chosen,

pαα̇ ≡ pµσ
µ
αα̇ = λαλ̃α̇ , (1)

where σµ = (12×2, σ
i), with 12×2 two-dimensional identity matrix and σi being three Pauli matrices.

The following Lorentz invariant anti-symmetric inner products

〈λ, µ〉 = εαβλ
αµβ , (2)

[λ̃, µ̃] = εα̇β̇λ̃
α̇µ̃β̇ , (3)

are quite useful. We will also denote 〈λr, λs〉 ([λ̃r, λ̃s]) by 〈r, s〉 ([r, s]). The spinor index α (α̇) will

be raised (or lowered) by anti-symmetric tensor εαβ (εα̇β̇) and εαβ (εα̇β̇),

λα = εαβλβ, λα = εαβλ
β, (4)

with εαβεβγ = δαγ .3 We omit similar expressions involving λ̃α̇ and λ̃α̇.

We will always focus on the partial amplitudes A(1, 2, · · · , n) with color factor stripped. These

partial amplitudes are defined by the color decomposition of the full amplitudes M(1, 2, · · · , n) as

M(1, 2, · · · , n) =
∑

σ∈Sn/Zn

Tr(T aσ(1)T aσ(2) · · ·T aσ(n))A(σ(1), σ(2), · · · , σ(n)), (5)

Derivation of CSW rules from Lagrangian was studied in [21, 22, 23, 24, 25] and a twistor-action formulation was
provided in [26].

3We can explicitly choose ε12 = −ε21 = −ε12 = ε21 = 1 for εαβ , ε
αβ , εα̇β̇ , ε

α̇β̇ .
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where the summation is over the permutation group Sn acting on the n external gluons modulo

the cyclic group Zn acting as cyclic permutations. Here, without loss of generality, we choose the

gauge group to be U(N). T ai ’s are representation matrices (in the fundamental representation) of

the generators of the gauge group, with normalization Tr
(
T aT b

)
= δab. ai’s are color indices of ith

gluon.

From the above color decomposition, we know that we only need to compute the partial am-

plitude4 A(σ(1), σ(2), · · · , σ(n)). But this is still a very complicated object since even for small n

like n = 5, it contains a large number of possible Lorentz invariant combinations of momenta and

polarization vectors (see, for example, Fig. 7 of [27]). Since we have introduced bi-spinor for external

on-shell momenta pi = λiλ̃i, a partial amplitude is specified by λ, λ̃ and helicity h of each gluon. We

then denote the partial amplitudes simply by An
(
1h1 , . . . , nhn

)
. To achieve this, polarization vectors

are constructed as [28, 29]

ε
(−)
αα̇ =

λαµ̃α̇

[λ̃, µ̃]
, ε

(+)
αα̇ =

µαλ̃α̇
〈µ, λ〉 , (6)

where µ and µ̃ are fixed reference spinors. The superscripts of polarization vectors (+), (−) denotes

the positive helicity and negative helicity respectively. µ (µ̃) can be different for different external

gluons. Due to gauge invariance, the final results for amplitudes will not depends on the choices of

µ’s and µ̃’s. This spinor helicity trick greatly simplify the computation of amplitudes.

By tree-level MHV amplitudes, we always mean tree amplitudes with exactly two negative-helicity

gluons. The results for the n-gluon MHV amplitude is [30, 31]

AMHV
n (1+, · · · , r−, · · · , s−, · · · , n+) =

〈r, s〉4∏n
i=1〈i, i+ 1〉 . (7)

CSW [8] proposed a new way to compute tree level amplitudes in Yang-Mills theory by using tree

MHV diagrams where the whole MHV amplitudes, with suitable off-shell continuation, was treated

as vertices (called MHV vertices). Since the vertices will be inserted in MHV diagrams, some legs

will be internal. The question about how to define λ for such momentum arises. CSW consider the

following off-shell continuation for internal gluon with momentum p

λα = pαα̇η̃
α̇, (8)

where η̃α̇ is an arbitrary spinor which is fixed for all of the internal lines in all diagrams contributing

to a given partial amplitude. For the external gluons, the associated λ is still obtained from the

decomposition in (1).

4From now on, we will often use ‘amplitudes’ to mean ‘partial amplitudes’.
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In order to construct MHV diagram, we connect MHV vertices by propagators. We need to assign

a factor 1/p2 for each propagator with internal momentum p. It is worth noting that the two ends of

each propagator have opposite helicities. The contribution of each MHV diagrams comes from the

product of MHV vertices and scalar propagators. Tree level MHV diagrams must be planar ones with

the cyclic order of external line particles be consistent with that of external line particles in partial

amplitudes to-be-computed. As using Feynman diagrams, the partial amplitudes are obtained from

summation over contributions from all tree MHV diagrams with the correct cyclic order of external

gluons.

One of the key feature of the CSW rules is that the final result is independent of η̃. The key step

of our proof here is to show this by generalizing some steps in the computations of googly amplitudes

[15, 16]. Our treatment is different from the one in [8].

3 Proof of the CSW rules

3.1 The two-off-shell-line sub-amplitudes and their spurious poles

Spurious poles in MHV diagrams are due to the off-shell continuation of MHV amplitudes. The

study of spurious poles in ACSW plays an important role in our proof. These poles appear due to

the off-shell continuation in the CSW rules. From this subsection we begin our study of the residues

of these poles.

For our convenience we introduce the following notation5

pa,b ≡
b∑
i=a

pi , (9)

and as reviewed in the previous section,

piαα̇ = piµσ
µ
αα̇ = λiα λ̃iα̇, (10)

for on-shell external momentum pi. For generic external momenta pi’s, pa,b is off-shell for a 6= b and

b 6= a− 2. For this pa,b, CSW [8] introduced a (holomorphic) λ:

λpa,b =
b∑
i=a

λiφi, φi ≡ λ̃iα̇η̃
α̇, (11)

where η̃ is a generic auxiliary (anti-holomorphic) spinor. According to the CSW rules [8], this λpa,b
will be used in the internal MHV vertex with an internal line of momentum pa,b.

5When a > b,
∑b
i=a always means

∑n
i=a +

∑b
i=1.
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For generic external momenta pi’s, we assume that no two pa,b’s corresponding λ’s are proportional

to each other for generic η̃:

λpa,b 6∝ λpc,d , (12)

except the special case: pc,d = pb+1,a−1 = −pa,b. Of course, λpa,b is not proportional to any λi’s.

Possible spurious poles appear when 〈λpn1,n2−1 , λpn2,n3−1〉 (with ni+1 − ni > 1, i = 1, 2)6 or

〈λpn1,n2−1 , λn2〉 vanishes and appears in the denominator of the expression for an MHV vertex.

We refer to the cases with two λ’s from off-shell momenta, like 〈λpn1,n2−1 , λpn2,n3−1〉 with n2−n1 >

1, n3 − n2 > 1, n1 − n3 > 1 as non-degenerate and all other cases as degenerate.

For definite n1, n2 and n3, let us define the momenta P1, P2, P3,

P1 ≡ pn1,n2−1, (13)

P2 ≡ pn2,n3−1, (14)

P3 ≡ pn3,n1−1, (15)

and the spinors v1, v2, v3 to be

v1 ≡ λP1 = λpn1,n2−1 =

n2−1∑
i=n1

λiφi , (16)

v2 ≡ λP2 = λpn2,n3−1 =

n3−1∑
i=n2

λiφi , (17)

v3 ≡ λP3 = λpn3,n1−1 =

n1−1∑
i=n3

λiφi . (18)

It is easy to see that momentum conservation leads to

3∑
i=1

vi = 0 , (19)

which leads to

〈v1, v2〉 = 〈v2, v3〉 = 〈v3, v1〉 . (20)

When 〈v1, v2〉 = 0, there exist α1, α2 ∈ C and spinor v0 such that

vi = αiv0, i = 1, 2 . (21)

Then v3 = −(α1 + α2)v0. We now define α3 to be α3 ≡ −(α1 + α2).

For arbitrary function of v1, v2 like F (v1, v2) = f(v1,v2)
〈v1,v2〉 , we roughly refer f(v1, v2)|v1=α1v0,v2=α2v0 as

‘residue’ of F (v1, v2) at the pole where 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 and simply denote it as Res〈v1,v2〉=0F (v1, v2).
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P1

pn2

pn1−1

Figure 1: One-off-shell-line sub-amplitude A1(P
hP1
1 , n2, · · · , n1 − 1).

P2

P1

pn3

pn1−1

Figure 2: Two-off-shell-line sub-amplitude A2(P
hP1
1 , P

hP2
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1).

As in [15], we introduce two kinds of ‘off-shell amplitudes’ constructed by CSW rules. We define

A1(P
hP1
1 , n2, · · · , n1 − 1) to be the amplitude with one off-shell leg P1, see Fig. 1. The all-but-one-

negative-helicity one-off-shell-line amplitudes were computed in [15]. The other off-shell amplitude

(see Fig. 2), called A2(P
hP1
1 , P

hP2
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1), is defined as the amplitude constructed from all

MHV diagrams with two adjacent off-shell legs P1, P2 directly attached to the same MHV vertex and

the rest by the standard rules (withe external momenta P1,2 and pn3 , · · · , pn1−1).

A special note is in order. Because of the constraint that off-shell legs P1, P2 must directly

attached to the same MHV vertex, A2(P
hP1
1 , P

hP2
2 , n3, · · · , n1−1) is not a sub-amplitude in the usual

sense. They can be used in the computation of the amplitude. We will use them in the analysis of

the spurious poles of the amplitude. However sometimes we loosely call it a sub-amplitude. Also

notice that we will not give explicitly the helicities of the external gluons since these helicities are

fixed.

For generic external momenta, The ‘residue’ of A2(P
hP1
1 , P

hP2
2 , n3, · · · , n1−1) at the spurious pole

6The label ni should be understood as modulo n, as in footnote 5.
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P1

P2

n3

n3 + l1(3) − 1

n3 + l1(3)

n3 + l1(3) + l2(3) − 1

n3 − lm3(3)

n1 − 1

Figure 3: Diagram decomposition for A2(P+
1 , P

+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1).

at 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 is the following,

Res〈v1,v2〉=0A
2(P+

1 , P
+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) =

α2
3

α1α2

A1((P1 + P2)
+, n3, · · · , n1 − 1) , (22)

Res〈v1,v2〉=0A
2(P+

1 , P
−
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) =

α3
2

α1α2
3

A1((P1 + P2)
−, n3, · · · , n1 − 1) , (23)

Res〈v1,v2〉=0A
2(P−1 , P

+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) =

α3
1

α2α2
3

A1((P1 + P2)
−, n3, · · · , n1 − 1) , (24)

Res〈v1,v2〉=0A
2(P−1 , P

−
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) = 0 . (25)

The proof of eq. (22) is actually not very difficult. To get a feel of what is involved in the proof,

we refer the readers to Appendix A for an example, A2(p+1,2, p
+
3,4, 5, 6, 7). A2(P+

1 , P
+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

is given by a summation over various diagrams. But in any (connected) diagram there is an MHV

vertex with two adjacent lines with λP1 = v1 and λP2 = v2. Because we assume the helicities of P1

and P2 both to be plus, the dependence on v1,2 will only be:

1

〈λL, v1〉〈v1, v2〉〈v2, λR〉
, (26)

where λL is the spinor of the corresponding momentum to the nearest left of P1, and λR is the spinor

of the corresponding momentum to the nearest right of P2, (of the MHV vertex). For 〈v1, v2〉 = 0

this gives a residue:
α2
3

α1α2

1

〈λL, v3〉〈v3, λR〉
. (27)

A more complete proof follows.
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From the diagram decomposition (see Fig. 3), we have.

A2(P+
1 , P

+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) =

∑
m3≥2

∑′

l1(3),··· ,lm3(3)

∑
h1(3),··· ,hm3(3)

Vm3+2(P
+
1 , P

+
2 , q

hq1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hqm3(3)

m3(3)
)

× A(n3, · · · , n3 + l1(3) − 1,−q−h1(3)1(3) )
1

q21(3)
A(n3 + l1(3), · · · , n3 + l1(3) + l2(3) − 1,−q−h2(3)2(3) )

× 1

q22(3)
× · · · × A(n1 − lm3(3), · · · , n1 − 1,−q−hm3(3)

m3(3)
)

1

q2m3(3)

, (28)

where the symbol
∑′ in the second summation means sum over l1(3), · · · , lm3(3) under the constraints

li(3) > 0, i = 1, · · · ,m3,

m3∑
i=1

li(3) = n1 − n3 , (29)

and

qi(3) = pn3+
∑i−1
j=1 lj(3),n3+

∑i
j=1 lj(3)−1

(30)

Here and below the vertex like Vm3+2 is understood to be vanishing if it does not satisfy the MHV

conditions.

The involved MHV vertex Vm3+2(P
+
1 , P

+
2 , q

hq1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hqm3(3)

m3(3)
) is,

Vm3+2(P
+
1 , P

+
2 , q

hq1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hqm3(3)

m3(3)
)

=
〈ṽj(3), ṽk(3)〉4

〈v1, v2〉〈v2, ṽ1(3)〉 (
∏m3−1

i=1 〈ṽi(3), ṽ(i+1)(3)〉) 〈ṽm3(3), v1〉
, (31)

with m3 ≥ 2. Here ṽi(3) is the spinor corresponding to the momentum qi(3) based on the CSW rules

reviewed in the previous section and we have assumed

hqj(3) = hqk(3) = −1, hqi(3) = +1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m3, i 6= j, k. (32)

Notice that ṽ1(3) and ṽm3(3) in (31) are just λL and λR in (26). The ‘residue’ of this vertex at the

pole 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 is

Res〈v1,v2〉=0Vm3+2(P
+
1 , P

+
2 , q

hq1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hqm3(3)

m3(3)
)

=
α2
3

α1α2

〈ṽj(3), ṽk(3)〉4
〈−v3, ṽ1(3)〉 (

∏m3−1
i=1 〈ṽi(3), ṽ(i+1)(3)〉) 〈ṽm3(3),−v3〉

=
α2
3

α1α2

Vm3+1(−P+
3 , q

hq1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hqm3(3)

m3(3)
) . (33)

We see that the ‘residue’ of MHV vertex at 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 is proportional to another MHV vertex

with the number of legs reduced by one. This simple fact inherited from the collinear limit of MHV

9



amplitudes plays an important role in the proof here. So the residue of A2(P+
1 , P

+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

at the same pole is

Res〈v1,v2〉=0A
2(P+

1 , P
+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) =

α2
3

α1α2

∑
m3≥2

∑′

l1(3),··· ,lm3(3)

∑
h1(3),··· ,hm3(3)

Vm3+1(−P+
3 , q

hq1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hqm3(3)

m3(3)
)A(n3, · · · , n3 + l1(3) − 1,−q−h1(3)1(3) )

1

q21(3)

× A(n3 + l1(3), · · · , n3 + l1(3) + l2(3) − 1,−q−h2(3)2(3) )
1

q22(3)
· · ·

× A(n1 − lm3(3), · · · , n1 − 1,−q−hm3(3)

m3(3)
)

1

q2m3(3)

. (34)

Notice that we have the following result∑
m3≥2

∑′

l1(3),··· ,lm3(3)

∑
h1(3),··· ,hm3(3)

Vm3+1(−P+
3 , q

hq1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hqm3(3)

m3(3)
)

× A(n3, · · · , n3 + l1(3) − 1,−q−h1(3)1(3) )
1

q21(3)

× A(n3 + l1(3), · · · , n3 + l1(3) + l2(3) − 1,−q−h2(3)2(3) )

× 1

q22(3)
× · · · × A(n1 − lm3(3), · · · , n1 − 1,−q−hm3(3)

m3(3)
)

1

q2m3(3)

= A1(n3, · · · , n1 − 1,−P+
3 ) , (35)

from the diagram decomposition for amplitudes A1(n3, · · · , n1 − 1,−p+n3,n1−1) which is the same as

Fig. 3 but with the two off-shell momentum lines P1 and P2 combined into one momentum line

−P3 = P1 + P2.
7 This finishes the proof of eq. (22).

The proofs of the next two identities, eq. (23) and eq. (24), are quite similar. The only point to

note is that there is an extra factor 〈v1,2, λ∗〉4 from the MHV amplitude because one of the off-shell

lines has negative helicity. (λ∗ is the spinor of the other negative helicity line.) This only modifies

the pre-factor of the residue. The proof of the last identities, eq. (25), is trivial because there is an

extra factor 〈v1, v2〉4 in the numerator and there is no pole.

3.2 The independence of the amplitudes on η̃

In this section we will show that ACSW is independent of η̃. In another word, the obtained amplitude

is Lorentz covariant.
7 Similar decomposition was used in [16] to prove that the amplitudes from CSW rules satisfying the charge

conjugation identity (also known as the color-ordered reversed relation) and the dual Ward identity (also known as
the U(1) decoupling relation).
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P1

P2

pn3−1

pn2

pn2−1

pn1

pn3

pn1−1

−

+

−

+

Figure 4: The diagram contributing to R3.

It is not hard to see that ACSW is invariant under the transformation η̃α̇ → tη̃α̇. This can be

obtained from the facts that the MHV amplitude (as general amplitudes) will scale by a factor t−2hii

when we scale λi to tiλi for fixed i and that the two ends of each propagator in the MHV diagrams

have opposite helicities.

Then if we define t̃ = η̃1/η̃2, the amplitude from CSW rules can be considered as a function of

λi, λ̃i and t̃. We will show that the amplitude is a holomorphic function of t̃ ∈ C∗(= C ∪ {∞}) for

generic external momenta. To do this, we just need to prove that the residue for arbitrary t̃ vanishes.

Let us consider the non-degenerate spurious poles mentioned in the previous subsection and show

that all such poles of t̃ cancel among themselves. The proof of the cancelation of spurious pole for

degenerate case is very similar to the non-degenerate case, and we will discuss these cases briefly in

Appendix B.

Consider the poles from 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 with hP1 = hP2 = +1, we will show these poles will be

canceled by poles from 〈v2, v3〉 = 0 with hP2 = +1, hP3 = −1, and the poles from 〈v3, v1〉 = 0 with

hP3 = −1, hP1 = +1.

The pole from 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 (recall that we have assumed hP1 = hP2 = +1) is from the following

contributions (see Fig. 4),

R3 = A1(−P−1 , n1, · · · , n2 − 1)
1

P 2
1

A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)
1

P 2
2

A2(P+
1 , P

+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) . (36)

By using eq. (22), the ‘residue’ of these contributions at 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 is

R̃3 =
α2
3

α1α2

A1(−P−1 , n1, · · · , n2 − 1)
1

P 2
1

A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)

× 1

P 2
2

A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1). (37)
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We now consider the pole at 〈v2, v3〉 = 0 8 with hP2 = +1, hP3 = −1. Such pole is from

R1 = A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)
1

P 2
2

A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

A2(P+
2 , P

−
3 , n1, · · · , n2 − 1) . (38)

Using eq. (23), the residue of the above contributions at 〈v2, v3〉(= 〈v1, v2〉) = 0 is

R̃1 =
α3
3

α2
1α2

A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)
1

P 2
2

× A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

A1(−P−1 , n1, · · · , n2 − 1) , (39)

Now we turn to consider the pole at 〈v3, v1〉 = 0 with hP3 = −1, hP1 = +1 from

R2 = A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

A1(−P−1 , n1, · · · , n2 − 1)
1

P 2
1

A2(P−3 , P
+
1 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1) . (40)

From eq. (24), we know that the residue of the above contributions at 〈v3, v1〉(= 〈v1, v2〉) = 0 is

R̃2 =
α3

α1α2
2

A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

A1(−P−1 , n1, · · · , n2 − 1)
1

P 2
1

× A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1) . (41)

The sum of R̃1, R̃2, R̃3 is

3∑
i=1

R̃i =

(
P 2
1

α1

+
P 2
2

α2

+
P 2
3

α3

)
α3
3

α1α2

A1(−P−1 , n1, · · · , n2 − 1)
1

P 2
1

× A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)
1

P 2
2

A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

. (42)

We will prove in Appendix C that

P 2
1

α1

+
P 2
2

α2

+
P 2
3

α3

= 0 , (43)

and this leads to
3∑
i=1

R̃i = 0 . (44)

Notice that there are other poles from 〈v1, v2〉 = 0, but these other poles can be divided into the

following two groups:

• the poles from 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 with hP1 = +1, hP2 = −1, poles from 〈v2, v3〉 = 0 with hP2 =

−1, hP3 = +1, and the poles from 〈v3, v1〉 = 0 with hP3 = hP1 = +1;

8Recall that 〈v1, v2〉 = 〈v2, v3〉 = 〈v3, v1〉 even away from the poles.
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• the poles from 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 with hP1 = −1, hP2 = +1, poles from 〈v2, v3〉 = 0 with hP2 = hP3 =

+1, and the poles from 〈v3, v1〉 = 0 with hP3 = +1, hP1 = −1;

Exactly as what we have done above, one can show that the poles in each group cancel each

other.

The above classification of non-degenerate poles at 〈v1, v2〉(= 〈v2, v3〉 = 〈v3, v1〉) = 0 can be

summarized into the following table,
poles 〈v1, v2〉 = 0 〈v2, v3〉 = 0 〈v3, v1〉 = 0

hP1 = hP2 = +1 hP2 = +1, hP3 = −1 hP3 = −1, hP1 = +1
hP1 = +1, hP2 = −1 hP2 = −1, hP3 = +1 hP3 = hP1 = +1
hP1 = −1, hP2 = +1 hP2 = hP3 = +1 hP3 = +1, hP1 = −1

The residues from the helicity configuration in each line cancel among themselves as stated above.

3.3 The Completion of the proof

This part of the proof is not new. The ingredients have appeared in [8] and [14]. After proving that

the partial amplitudes from the CSW rules, ACSW, is independent of η̃, we only need to consider the

pole of ACSW as function of λ, λ̃. In [8], it was shown that the CSW rules correctly reproduce all the

collinear singularities and multi-gluon singularities. So ACSW−AFeynman can only be a polynomial of

λi, λ̃i as pointed in [14], where AFeynman is the tree-level amplitudes from the Feynman rules. In [14],

as a step to their proof of CSW rules, it was noticed that the mass dimension of tree amplitudes with

n gluon is 4− n. We will explicitly show that both ACSW and AFeynamn has mass dimension 4− n in

Appendix D. This leads to ACSW = AFeynman when n > 4. Also as mentioned in [14], the case with

n = 4 can be confirmed directly. This completes the proof.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we provided a new proof of the CSW rules based on MHV diagrams for gluonic tree

amplitudes. Our new contribution is an explicit proof of the cancelation of spurious poles originating

from the off-shell continuation of MHV amplitudes. This leads to the conclusion that ACSW is Lorentz

invariant. This step is based on the study of spurious poles of specially-defined two-off-shell-line sub-

amplitude, and we find that the‘residue’ is proportional to certain one-off-shell-line sub-ampltiude.

It is interesting to study the generalization of our approach to other theories or loop level. Our

new approach can be applied to amplitudes from CSW rules involving fermions [17] by similarly

generalizing the treatment in [18]. It is interesting to study the generalization of our approach to

CSW rules for QED [38] and theories involving massive particles like Higgs particle [39, 40, 41, 42, 43].

The story for gravity amplitudes is much more complicated. Risager’s idea [19] was used in [32] to

13



propose a CSW-like rules for tree-level graviton amplitudes9. However it was found that this proposal

only works when the number of graviton n is less then 12 [34, 35], see also further studies in [36, 37].

It is interesting to use our approach to show that the spurious poles cancel among themselves when

n < 12. This cancelation fails when n ≥ 12. We hope that these studies will provide hints on how

to obtained a CSW-like rules which are valid for all cases.

CSW rules was successfully generalized to one-loop level by reproducing some amplitudes in

N = 4 SYM theories [44, 45, 46, 47, 48]. It is interesting by using our approach to check whether

the integrand of the planar one-loop amplitudes from CSW rules [44, 45, 46] has no spurious poles

or these poles only disappear after loop integration.
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A Cancelation of non-degenerate spurious poles: an exam-

ple

For the convenience of the readers, we use the googly amplitude A(1+, 2−, 3+, 4−, 5−, 6−, 7−) to display

the procedure of the cancelation of non-degenerate spurious poles. We consider the situation with

n1 = 1, n2 = 3, n3 = 5.

The diagrams with a pole at 〈λp1,2 , λp3,4〉 = 0 and satisfying hp1,2 = hp3,4 = +1 give contributions

proportional to the two-off-line sub-amplitude A2(p+1,2, p
+
3,4, 5, 6, 7):

R3 = A1(1, 2,−p−1,2)
1

p21,2
A1(3, 4,−p−3,4)

1

p23,4
A2(p+1,2, p

+
3,4, 5, 6, 7) . (45)

9Earlier attempts can be found in [33, 16].
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+
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+
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Figure 5: The diagrammatic decomposition for A2(p+1,2, p
+
3,4, 5, 6, 7).

where

A1(1, 2,−p−1,2) =
〈λ2, λp1,2〉3
〈1, 2〉〈λp1,2 , λ1〉

, (46)

A1(3, 4,−p−3,4) =
〈λ4, λp3,4〉3
〈3, 4〉〈λp3,4 , λ3〉

, (47)

A2(p+1,2, p
+
3,4, 5, 6, 7) =

〈λ5, λp6,7〉3
〈λp6,7 , λp1,2〉〈λp1,2 , λp3,4〉〈λp3,4 , λ5〉

1

p26,7
A1(−p+6,7, p−6 , p−7 )

+
〈λp5,6 , λ7〉3

〈λ7, λp1,2〉〈λp1,2 , λp3,4〉〈λp3,4 , λp5,6〉
1

p25,6
A1(−p+5,6, p−5 , p−6 ) , (48)

A1(−p+6,7, 6, 7) =
〈6, 7〉3

〈λ7, λp6,7〉〈λp6,7 , λ6〉
, (49)

A1(−p+5,6, 5, 6) =
〈5, 6〉3

〈λ6, λp5,6〉〈λp5,6 , λ5〉
. (50)

Here we have used the diagram decomposition for A2(p+1,2, p
+
3,4, 5, 6, 7) as shown in Fig. 5.

The ‘residue’ of A2(p+1,2, p
+
3,4, 5, 6, 7) at 〈λp1,2 , λp3,4〉 = 0 is

α2
3

α1α2

( 〈λ5, λp6,7〉3
〈λp6,7 , λ−p5,7〉〈λ−p5,7 , λ5〉

1

p26,7
A1(−p+6,7, 6, 7)

+
〈λp5,6 , λ7〉3

〈λ7, λ−p5,7〉〈λ−p5,7 , λp5,6〉
1

p25,6
A1(−p+5,6, 5, 6)

)
=

α2
3

α1α2

A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7) . (51)

This gives the complete residues from R3:

R̃3 =
α2
3

α1α2

A1(−p−1,2, 1, 2)
1

p21,2
A1(−p−3,4, 3, 4)

1

p23,4
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7) . (52)

The diagram involving a factor 1/〈λp3,4 , λp5,7〉 with hp3,4 = +1, hp5,7 = −1 is shown in Fig. 6. There

is only one diagram contributing to two-off-shell-line sub-amplitude A2(p+3,4, p
−
5,7, 1, 2), as shown in
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Figure 6: The diagram gives contribution R1 which has a pole at 〈λp3,4 , λp5,7〉 = 0.

1+

2−

P3

P2

−

+

Figure 7: The diagram contributing to the two-off-shell-line sub-amplitude A2(p+3,4, p
−
5,7, 1, 2).

Fig. 7. This gives a contribution:

R1 = A2(p+3,4, p
−
5,7, 1, 2)

1

p23,4
A1(−p−3,4, 3, 4)

1

p25,7
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7)

=
〈λp5,7 , λ2〉4

〈1, 2〉〈λ2, λp3,4〉〈λp3,4 , λp5,7〉〈λp5,7 , λ1〉
1

p23,4
A1(−p−3,4, 3, 4)

1

p25,7
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7) . (53)

The ‘residue’ of R2 at 〈λp3,4 , λp5,7〉(= 〈λp1,2 , λp3,4〉) = 0 is

R̃1 =
α3
3

α2
1α2

〈λ−p1,2 , λ2〉3
〈1, 2〉〈λ−p1,2 , λ1〉

1

p23,4
A1(−p−3,4, 3, 4)

1

p25,7
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7)

=
α3
3

α2
1α2

A1(−p−1,2, 1, 2)
1

p23,4
A1(−p−3,4, 3, 4)

1

p25,7
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7) . (54)

The diagram involving pole at 〈λp5,7 , λp1,2〉 = 0 with hp5,7 = −1, hp1,2 = +1 is shown in Fig. 8.

The related two-off-shell-line sub-amplitude appearing here is A2(p−5,7, p
+
1,2, 3, 4), as shown in Fig. 9.

This gives a contribution:

R2 = A1(−p−1,2, 1, 2)
1

p21,2
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7)

1

p25,7
A2(p−5,7, p

+
1,2, 3, 4)

= A1(−p−1,2, 1, 2)
1

p21,2
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7)

1

p25,7

〈λ4, λp5,7〉3
〈λp5,7 , λp1,2〉〈λp1,2,λ3〉〈3, 4〉

(55)
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Figure 8: The diagram gives contribution R2 which has a pole at 〈λp5,7 , λp1,2〉 = 0.

3+

4−

P1

P3

+

−

Figure 9: The diagram contributing to the two-off-shell-line sub-amplitude A2(p−5,7, p
+
1,2, 3, 4).

The ‘residue’ of R2 at 〈λp5,7 , λp1,2〉(= 〈λp1,2 , λp3,4〉) = 0 is

R̃2 =
α3
3

α1α2
2

A1(−p−1,2, 1, 2)
1

p21,2
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7)

1

p25,7

〈λ4, λ−p3,4〉3
〈λ−p3,4,λ3〉〈3, 4〉

=
α3
3

α1α2
2

A1(−p−1,2, 1, 2)
1

p21,2
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7)

1

p25,7
A1(−p−3,4, 3, 4). (56)

The sum of the above three ‘residues’ are

3∑
i=1

R̃i =

(
p21,2
α1

+
p23,4
α2

+
p25,7
α3

)
α3
3

α1α2

A1(−p−1,2, 1, 2)
1

p21,2
A1(−p−3,4, 3, 4)

1

p23,4
A1(−p+5,7, 5, 6, 7)

1

p25,7
, (57)

which vanishes due to eq. (43) proved in Appendix C.

B The degenerate case

In this appendix, we briefly display the cancelation of spurious poles for the degenerate case. We

start with the pole at 〈λn1 , λpn1+1,n3−1〉 = 0 and assume that hn1 = +1. (The case with hn1 = −1

can be treated similarly for generic external momenta.) This means that n2 = n1 + 1. Momentum

conservation

pn1 + P2 + P3 = 0 , (58)
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leads to

λn1φn1 + λP2 + λP3 = 0 . (59)

From this we get

〈λn1 , λP2〉 = 〈λP3 , λn1〉 =
1

φn1

〈λP2 , λP3〉 . (60)

When 〈λn1 , λP2〉 = 0, we have that there should exist v0 such that

λn1 = α1v0, λP2 = α2v0, λP3 = α3v0 , (61)

with the following constraint

φn1α1 + α2 + α3 = 0 , (62)

satisfied.

Let us consider the above pole with hP2 = +1. As in the non-degenerate case, we get

Res〈λn1 ,λP2 〉=0Vm3+2(n1, P
+
2 , q

h1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hm3(3)

m3(3)
) =

α2
3

α1α2

Vm3+1(−P+
3 , q

h1(3)
1(3) , · · · , q

hm3(3)

m3(3)
) , (63)

which gives

Res〈λn1 ,λP2 〉=0A
1(P+

2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1, n1) =
α2
3

α1α2

A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) . (64)

So the ‘residue’ of

R3 = A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)
1

P 2
2

A1(P+
2 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1, n1) , (65)

at the pole 〈λn1 , λP2〉 = 0 is

R̃3 =
α2
3

α1α2

A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)
1

P 2
2

A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1) . (66)

Similarly, the ‘residue‘ of

R2 = A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

A1(P−3 , n1, · · · , n3 − 1) , (67)

at the pole 〈λP3 , λn1〉 = 0 is

R̃2 =
α3
3

α1α2
2

A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

. (68)

So we have

R̃2 + R̃3 =
α3
3

α1α2

(
P 2
2

α2

+
P 2
3

α3

)
× A1(−P−2 , n2, · · · , n3 − 1)

1

P 2
2

A1(−P+
3 , n3, · · · , n1 − 1)

1

P 2
3

. (69)
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From the proof of the identity eq. (43) in Appendix C, we get

P 2
2

α2

+
P 2
3

α3

=
1

∆

(
η̃2

∑
1≤i≤n,i 6=n1

λ̃i1〈λi, v0〉 − η̃1
∑

1≤i≤n,i 6=n1

λ̃i2〈λi, v0〉
)

= − 1

∆

(
η̃2λ̃n1 1〈λn1 , v0〉 − η̃1λ̃n1 2〈λn1 , v0〉

)
= 0, (70)

where we have used that λn1 is proportional to v0 at the pole. So finally we get R̃2 + R̃3 = 0. Other

cases can be treated in the same way.

C The proof of eq. (43)

From [15], we get

P 2
1 = p2n1,n2−1 =

n2−1∑
i=n1

[i, k]

φiφk
〈λpi , λpn1,n2−1〉 , (71)

with k can be any integer satisfying 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Recall that

φi = λ̃iα̇η̃
α̇ = λ̃i1η̃

1 + λ̃i2η̃
2 , (72)

let us further define

ψi ≡ λ̃i1η̃
2 − λ̃i2η̃1 , 1 ≤ i ≤ n. (73)

From the above two equations, we can express λ̃iα̇ in terms of φi, ψi, η̃
α̇ as

λ̃i1 =
η̃1φi + η̃2ψi
(η̃1)2 + (η̃2)2

, (74)

λ̃i2 =
η̃2φi − η̃1ψi
(η̃1)2 + (η̃2)2

. (75)

Then we get

[i, k] = λ̃i1λ̃k2 − λ̃i2λ̃k1 =
ψiφk − ψkφi
(η̃1)2 + (η̃2)2

, (76)

and so
[i, k]

φiφk
=

1

(η̃1)2 + (η̃2)2

(
ψi
φi
− ψk
φk

)
. (77)

Now we define

∆ ≡ (η̃1)2 + (η̃2)2, ϕi =
ψi
φi
, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, (78)

we have
[i, k]

φiφk
=
ϕi − ϕk

∆
. (79)
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From this result and (71), we obtain

P 2
1 =

1

∆

n2−1∑
i=n1

(ϕi − ϕk)〈λpi , λpn1,n2−1〉 . (80)

Obviously

n2−1∑
i=n1

ϕk〈λpi , λpn1,n2−1〉 = ϕk〈
n2−1∑
i=n1

λpi , λpn1,n2−1〉 = 0 . (81)

So

P 2
1 =

1

∆

n2−1∑
i=n1

ϕi〈λpi , v1〉 (82)

Then

P 2
1

α1

=
1

∆

n2−1∑
i=n1

ϕi〈λpi , v0〉

=
1

∆

n2−1∑
n1

ϕiφi〈λi, v0〉

=
1

∆

n2−1∑
n1

ψi〈λi, v0〉 , (83)

where we have used v1 = α1v0 and ϕi = ψi
φi

.

Similarly, we have

P 2
2

α2

=
1

∆

n3−1∑
i=n2

ψi〈λi, v0〉, (84)

P 2
3

α2

=
1

∆

n1−1∑
i=n3

ψi〈λi, v0〉, (85)

From these results, we get

P 2
1

α1

+
P 2
2

α2

+
P 2
3

α3

=
1

∆

n∑
i=1

ψi〈λi, v0〉

=
1

∆

n∑
i=1

(
λ̃i1η̃

2 − λ̃i2η̃1
)
〈λi, v0〉

=
1

∆

(
η̃2

n∑
i=1

λ̃i1〈λi, v0〉 − η̃1
n∑
i=1

λ̃i2〈λi, v0〉
)

= 0 , (86)

where momentum conservation
∑n

i=1 λiλ̃i = 0 has been used. This finishes the proof.
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D The mass dimensions of ACSW and AFeynman

We would like to show explicitly that both ACSW and AFeynman has mass dimension 4− n. We first

show that the mass dimension of ACSW is 4 − n. For an n-gluon tree amplitude, assume n± being

the number of external gluons with helicity ±1, np being the number of propagators and ni being

the number of MHV vertices with exactly i lines. From [8, 15], we get

n− =
∑
i

ni + 1, (87)

n+ =
∑
i

ni(i− 3) + 1. (88)

And it is easy to see that

np =
∑
i

ni − 1 = n− − 2. (89)

Notice that spinors λ, λ̃ of external gluon have dimension [M ]1/2. Then the m−gluon MHV am-

plitudes has mass dimension 4 − m. Since ACSW is invariant under η̃α̇ → tη̃α̇, we can assign η̃α̇

arbitrary dimension. It is convenient to assign its dimension to be [M ]−1/2, such that λ for internal

line has the same dimension as the λ for the external gluon. Then the MHV vertex with i lines

has mass dimension 4− i, the same as the one of i−gluon MHV amplitudes. Also notice that every

propagator has mass dimension −2. So the mass dimension of the contribution of a MHV diagram

to the amplitude is (∑
i

(4− i)ni
)
− 2np (90)

which can be shown to be 4− n+ − n− = 4− n by using (87)-(89).

The fact that AFeynman has mass dimension 4− n can be proved similarly. Denote the number of

vertices with i lines by ñi, i = 3, 4 and the number of propagators by ñp. We know that

ñp = ñ3 + ñ4 − 1, (91)

n = 3ñ3 + 4ñ4 − 2ñp. (92)

From these two equations, we get

ñ3 = n− 2ñ4 − 2, (93)

ñp = n− ñ4 − 3. (94)

Then the mass dimension of a Feynman diagram is10

ñ3 − 2ñp = 4− n . (95)
10Notice that the polarization vectors in eq. (6) are dimensionless.
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