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Abstract

The O(N) model with scalar quartic interactions at its ultraviolet fixed point, and the
O(N) model with scalar cubic interactions at its infra-red fixed point are conjectured to
be equivalent. This has been checked by comparing various features of the two models
at their respective fixed points. Recently, the scaling dimensions of a family of operators
of fixed charge Q have been shown to match at the FPs up to O

(
1

N2

)
at leading order

(LO) and next-to-leading order (NLO) in Q using a semiclassical computation which is
valid to all orders in the coupling. Here we perform a complementary but overlapping
comparison using a perturbative calculation in six dimensions, up to three-loop order in
the coupling, to compare these critical scaling dimensions beyond NLO in Q, in fact to
all relevant orders in Q. We also obtain the corresponding results at O

(
1

N3

)
for the cubic

theory.
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1 Introduction

There has been remarkable progress in recent years in the study of scalar field theories char-
acterised by renormalisable self-interactions. As well as increasing precision of perturbative
calculations (up to the seven-loop level [1–7]) the use of semi-classical approximations has
proved very fruitful, both in direct comparison with perturbation theory and, importantly, in
exploring areas of parameter space inaccessible to perturbation theory for the relevant theo-
ries. In Ref. [8] it was conjectured that the O(N) model with scalar quartic interactions (the
“quartic theory”) at its ultraviolet fixed point (FP) is equivalent to the O(N) model with
scalar cubic interactions (the “cubic theory”) at its infra-red FP (we shall call the theory at
its FP the “critical theory”). It was shown that the 1

N expansions of various operator scaling
dimensions in the critical cubic theory match the known results for the critical quartic theory
continued to d = 6 − ε dimensions. This comparison was further refined by a three-loop
calculation in Ref. [9]. Subsequently four-loop [10] and five-loop [11, 12] calculations were
performed for the cubic theory, and once again the critical scaling dimensions were found
to agree at these orders with the known results in the 1

N expansion for the critical quartic
theory.

Meanwhile, following early work in Ref. [13], there has been considerable recent interest
[14]- [23] in the use of semiclassical methods to investigate the scaling dimensions of composite
operators. This allows results to all orders in the coupling but at leading order (LO) and
next-to-leading order (NLO) in the charge Q of the operator. Of particular relevance for our
purposes, in Ref. [24] the authors computed the scaling dimensions of traceless symmetric
operators of charge Q (which we shall denote by TQ) in both the cubic and quartic critical
theories for d = 6 − ε at leading order in both Q and ε, and found agreement at this level.
Recently systematic semi-classical calculations of these scaling dimensions at both leading
and non-leading order in Q have been performed for the quartic [25] and cubic [26] theories,
and agreement has been found in the critical theories for d = 6 − ε to high orders in Qε

N .

Specifically the two O
[
Q
(
Qε
N

)j]
results were shown to agree for j = 0 . . . 8 and the two

O
[
N
(
Qε
N

)j+1
]

results were shown to agree for j = 0 . . . 6; we may expect that the results

for higher values of j will continue to agree1. These two sets of terms represent leading order
contributions in 1

N . For low values of j (j = 0, 1, 2) results were also obtained in the critical
cubic theory for some of the terms subleading in N compared to these; though those deriving
from the NLO computation had to be computed numerically. These results for j = 0, 1, 2
for the critical cubic theory were compared with previous results obtained at O

(
1
N

)
[27] and

O
(

1
N2

)
[28] in the 1

N expansion for the critical scaling dimensions of charged operators in the
quartic theory. When these latter results were expanded in ε around d = 6 − ε, agreement
was obtained up to the limits of numerical precision wherever a comparison was possible.
In the present article we perform an overlapping but complementary calculation to that of
Ref. [26]. We compute the scaling dimension of TQ perturbatively for the cubic theory in
d = 6 − ε up to three loop order in the coupling. At the critical point, this corresponds to
terms up to O(ε3). Organising the critical anomalous dimensions of TQ as a power series in
1
N , we may compare with the O

(
1
N

)
results of Ref. [27] and the O

(
1
N2

)
results of Ref. [28],

after expanding these latter in ε around d = 6 and keeping terms up to ε3; we find precise

1The scaling dimensions were also shown in Ref. [26] to match in a large Q/N expansion.
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agreement for all relevant powers of Q. We also obtain the corresponding results at O
(

1
N3

)
for the critical cubic theory, potentially providing useful comparison with future extensions
of the 1

N expansion in the quartic theory.
The paper is organised as follows: in Sect. 2 we describe the cubic and quartic O(N)

models and review the known results in the 1
N expansion for the scaling dimensions of the

field φ and the fixed-charge operator TQ in the critical quartic theory. In Sect. 3 we describe
our own calculation for the scaling dimension of TQ up to three loops in the cubic theory.
We then specialise to the critical theory and compare with the corresponding results for the
critical quartic theory. We relegate some details of the calculation to the Appendix. Here
we list both the Feynman diagram results we have computed ourselves and for convenience
those we have adopted from Ref. [9]. We also give results for the scaling dimensions in terms
of individual diagrams, as an aid to following or checking our calculations.

2 The quartic and cubic O(N) models

In this section we introduce both the quartic and cubic scalar O(N) models whose properties
we shall be comparing at their critical points. The quartic scalar action is given by

S =

∫
ddx(

1

2
∂µφ

i∂µφi +
1

2
σφiφi − 3

2λ
σ2), (2.1)

where the sum over i runs from 1 to N . This theory is renormalisable in d = 4−ε dimensions.
We shall only list here the particular properties at the critical point in which we are interested;
for a more complete exposition see, for instance, Ref. [29]. At the critical point the final term
may be neglected; and the anomalous dimension of the field φ is expressed in terms of the
critical index η as

γφ =
1

2
η. (2.2)

η may be computed in the large-N expansion as

η =
∑
i

ηi
N i

. (2.3)

Here η1 is given by

η1 = −4
Γ(2µ− 2)

Γ(2− µ)Γ(µ− 1)Γ(µ− 2)Γ(µ+ 1)
, (2.4)

where d = 2µ, and η2 is given by [30] [31]

η2 = η21(T1 + T2 + T3), (2.5)

where

T1 =R1 +
µ2 + µ− 1

2µ(µ− 1)
,

T2 =
µ

2− µ
R1 +

µ(3− µ)

2(2− µ)2
,

T3 =
µ(2µ− 3)

2− µ
R1 +

2µ(µ− 1)

2− µ
. (2.6)
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Here
R1 = ψ(2− µ) + ψ(2µ− 2)− ψ(2)− ψ(µ− 2), (2.7)

where ψ is the digamma function.
An operator of charge Q is given by

TQ = Ti1i2...iQφi1φi2 . . . φiQ , (2.8)

where Ti1i2...iQ is symmetric, and traceless on any pair of indices. The scaling dimension of
TQ in the quartic theory at the FP is given by

∆Q =

(
d

2
− 1

)
Q+ γQ +Qγφ, (2.9)

where the first term is the classical scaling dimension, γφ is given by Eq. (2.2), and the
anomalous dimension γQ of TQ has been computed in the 1/N expansion as [27,28]

γQ =− 1

N

µ

2(µ− 2)
η1Q(Q− 1)

− 1

N2
η21

Q(Q− 1)µ

4(µ− 1)(µ− 2)2

{
2(Q− 2)µ(µ− 1)2[ψ′(1)− ψ′(µ)]

+ µ(2µ− 3)− 2(µ− 1)(2µ2 − 3µ+ 2)R2

}
+ . . . . (2.10)

Here η1 is again given by Eq. (2.4), and

R2 = ψ(2− µ) + ψ(2µ− 2)− ψ(1)− ψ(µ− 1). (2.11)

The ellipsis indicates higher-order terms in the 1/N expansion.
The cubic action is given by

S =

∫
ddx(

1

2
∂µφ

i∂µφi +
1

2
∂µσ∂

µσ +
1

2
gσφiφi +

1

6
hσ3), (2.12)

where the sum over i again runs from 1 to N . This theory is renormalisable in d = 6 − ε
dimensions. However, the two theories given by Eqs. (2.1), (2.12) are believed to be equivalent
at their conformal FPs. In the next section we shall compute perturbatively the scaling
dimension ∆Q of the operator TQ in Eq. (2.8) at the FP of the cubic theory, in order to
compare with the corresponding result for the quartic theory, given later in Eq. (2.15). For
this we shall need the expressions for the values of the couplings at the FP in the cubic theory,
as obtained via the ε expansion. These are given by [8, 9]

g∗ =

√
6ε

N

[
1 +

22

N
+

726

N2
− 326180

N3
+

(
−155

6N
− 1705

N2
+

912545

N3

)
ε

+
1777

144N
ε2 +

1

N2

(
29093

36
− 1170ζ3

)
ε2 + . . .

]
,

h∗ =6

√
6ε

N

[
1 +

162

N
+

68766

N2
+

41224420

N3
+

(
−215

2N
− 86335

N2
− 75722265

N3

)
ε

+
2781

48N
ε2 +

1

6N2
(270911− 157140ζ3)ε

2 + . . .
]
. (2.13)
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We shall also need expressions for the quantities from the quartic theory, expanded around
d = 6 − ε. Using Eqs. (2.4) and (2.5), the terms η1, η2 in the 1/N expansion of η have the
expansions

η1 =2ε− 11

6
ε2 − 13

72
ε3 + . . . ,

η2 =88ε− 835

3
ε2 +

6865

36
ε3 + . . . (2.14)

Using Eqs. (2.2), (2.10), ∆Q in Eq. (2.9) may be expanded in ε as

∆Q =
(

2− ε

2

)
Q

+
1

N

[
(−3Q2 + 4Q)ε+

(
7

4
Q2 − 8

3
Q

)
ε2 +

(
11

16
Q2 − 7

9
Q

)
ε3
]

+
1

N2

{
44(−3Q2 + 4Q)ε+

(
−45Q3 +

857

2
Q2 − 1568

3
Q

)
ε2

+

[(
36ζ3 +

93

4

)
Q3 −

(
108ζ3 +

3743

24

)
Q2 +

(
72ζ3 +

4105

18

)
Q

]
ε3
}

+ . . . (2.15)

which we shall compare with our perturbative results for the critical cubic theory in the next
section.

3 Loop calculations

In this section we perform the perturbative computation of the scaling dimension of an op-
erator of the form (2.8) within the cubic theory given by Eq. (2.12), up to three loops, and
then compare the result at the FP Eq. (2.13) with the corresponding result for the quartic
theory in Eq. (2.15). The scaling dimension of TQ is given by an equation of the same form
as Eq. (2.9) as

∆Q =

(
d

2
− 1

)
Q+ γQ +Qγφ, (3.1)

where γQ is again the anomalous dimension of TQ and γφ the anomalous dimension of the single
field φ; but now all quantities are computed in the cubic theory. The L-loop one-particle-
irreducible (1PI) diagrams contributing to γQ are constructed from a single TQ vertex and
a number of three-point vertices derived from the action in Eq. (2.12). The latter vertices
thus have either two φ lines and one σ line, or three σ lines, emerging from them; which
may form either internal or external lines in the diagram. These L-loop diagrams have up
to L + 1 internal lines emanating from the TQ vertex, together with two or three internal
lines emanating from the other vertices; the total number of external lines is always the
same as the number of internal lines emerging from the TQ vertex. These correspond to
logarithmically divergent Feynman integrals. The Feynman diagrams with no more than three
internal lines emerging from any vertex (including the TQ vertex) have the same topology as
those contributing to the β-function computation, and their pole terms have already been
derived up to three loops and given in Refs. [9]. As an example, in Fig. 1 we show the one-
loop diagram. Straight and wavy lines denote φ and σ propagators respectively; and moreover
we use a small circle to denote the cubic vertices derived from Eq. (2.12), and a lozenge to
denote the TQ vertex. Fig. 1 has the same topology and therefore the same pole structure
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Figure 1: One-loop diagram for γTQ

as diagram (a) in Fig. 8 of Appendix B in Ref. [9]. It therefore produces a contribution to
γ1PIQ given by

γ
(1)
Q =

1

2
Q(Q− 1)cag

2, (3.2)

where ca is the simple pole coefficient from the diagram (a) in Fig. 8 of Ref. [9]. For
Eq. (3.1) we also need the perturbative computation of the anomalous dimension of φ, γφ.
The computation of the anomalous dimensions for the scalar fields φ and σ in the cubic theory
was given explicitly in Ref. [9], similarly in a helpful diagram-by-diagram form. With a view
to a uniform presentation, we have reconstructed the expression for γφ in terms of simple pole
contributions (we have no need for γσ), so at one loop we have

γ
(1)
φ = −1

2
cAg

2 (3.3)

where in our notation cA is the simple pole coefficient from the diagram (a) in Fig. 7 of
Ref. [9]. We give the result for γφ in a corresponding form up to three loops in the Appendix.
Combining Eqs. (3.2), (3.3), we find from Eq. (3.1)

∆Q =
1

2
Q(Q− 1)cag

2 − 1

2
QcAg

2, (3.4)

The values for the simple pole coefficients can be obtained from Ref. [9]; but for completeness
we have also listed them in the Appendix, in Eqs. (A.1), (A.4). We emphasise that by ca we
mean precisely the simple pole coefficient from the Feynman integral, whereas the pole terms
given in Figs. 7-9 of Ref. [9] also include a symmetry factor. After inserting the values of the
simple pole coefficients, we obtain at one loop

∆
(1)
Q = −1

2
Q(Q− 1)g2 +

1

6
Qg2. (3.5)

In order to save space we have refrained from depicting most of the diagrams contributing to
∆Q at two and three loops. Specifically, we do not show those which can straightforwardly
be reconstructed from the diagrams shown in Figs. 8 and 9 of Ref. [9], by considering the
various ways in which a single TQ vertex (with two or three internal legs), and cubic vertices
derived from Eq. (2.12), may be assigned to each diagram. However, at three loops there are
also diagrams with four internal legs emerging from the TQ vertex, which are not considered
in Ref. [9], since of course such diagrams do not feature in a β-function computation for a
theory with only cubic interactions. These diagrams, which furnish the leading contribution
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in Q at three loops, are depicted in Fig. 2 in the Appendix. We have therefore been obliged to
compute these Feynman diagrams ourselves; the results are likewise given in the Appendix.
The results for ∆Q in terms of the simple pole coefficients at two and three loops are given
in Eqs. (A.6), (A.8), with Eqs. (A.9), (A.10); in the absence of the full set of diagrams, these
detailed results should facilitate following our calculations. Upon inserting the values of these
coefficients from Eqs. (A.1), (A.4), (A.7), we obtain

∆
(2)
Q =−Q(Q− 1)(Q− 2)(

1

4
g4 +

1

6
g3h)

+Q(Q− 1)
[ 7

144
Ng4 − 49

144
g4 − 1

4
g3h+

7

144
g2h2

]
+Q

[
− 11

432
Ng4 + +

13

216
g4 +

1

9
g3h+

11

432
g2h2

]
, (3.6)

and

∆
(3)
Q =−Q(Q− 1)(Q− 2)(Q− 3)

(
1

4
g6 +

1

4
g5h+

1

8
g4h2

)
+Q(Q− 1)Q− 2)

[
Ng6

(
1

6
ζ3 −

35

288

)
+

11

288
Ng5h

−
(
ζ3 +

7

18

)
g6 − 49

36
g5h−

(
ζ3 −

89

288

)
g4h2 +

1

6

(
ζ3 −

35

48

)
g3h3

]
+Q(Q− 1)

[ 449

2592
Ng6 +

73

432
Ng5h− 119

5184
Ng4h2 +

11

3456
N2g6

− 749

324
g6 −

(
ζ3 −

37

432

)
g5h+

1

2

(
ζ3 −

8131

2592

)
g4h2 +

185

864
g3h3 +

143

10368

]
+Q

[ 13

31104
N2g6 − 29

3888
Ng6 − 49

576
g5h+

193

15552
g4h2

− 1

6

(
ζ3 −

1133

648

)
g6 − 17

162
g5h− 1

6

(
ζ3 −

5881

2592

)
g4h2 − 157

5184
g3h3 − 109

10368
g2h4

]
.

(3.7)

Finally, upon inserting the FP values for g and h given by Eq. (2.13), we obtain

∆Q =
(

2− ε

2

)
Q

+
1

N

[
(−3Q2 + 4Q)ε+

(
7

4
Q2 − 8

3
Q

)
ε2 +

(
11

16
Q2 − 7

9
Q

)
ε3 + . . .

]
+

1

N2

{
44(−3Q2 + 4Q)ε+

(
−45Q3 +

857

2
Q2 − 1568

3
Q

)
ε2

+

[(
36ζ3 +

93

4

)
Q3 −

(
108ζ3 +

3743

24

)
Q2 +

(
72ζ3 +

4105

18

)
Q

]
ε3 + . . .

}
+

1

N3

{
1936(−3Q2 + 4Q)ε+

(
−9000Q3 + 59520Q2 − 66872Q

)
ε2

+
[
−1350Q4 + (4536ζ3 + 20574)Q3 − (3996ζ3 + 88683)Q2

−
(

4212ζ3 −
193285

2

)
Q
]
ε3 + . . .

}
+ . . . (3.8)
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This agrees with Eq. (2.15) as far as terms of order 1
N2 ; the results at O

(
1
N3

)
are not yet

available for the quartic theory for general values ofQ. However the agreement at least persists
for Q = 1, since for this value the computation reduces to that of the scaling dimension for a
single field φ; and as explained in more detail in the Appendix, the anomalous dimension of φ
was shown in Ref. [9] to agree up to O

(
1
N3

)
in the cubic and quartic theories. Moreover the

leading Q4ε3

N3 term was already obtained from the semiclassical calculations in Refs. [25, 26].
The ellipses in Eq. (3.8) indicate terms originating from higher-loop contributions. Since

these are eighth-order and higher in the couplings, we see from Eq. (2.13) that they are O(ε4)
and higher; but they may appear at any order in 1/N , bearing in mind that factors of N
may be produced by tensor contractions within diagrams, as may be seen in Eq. (A.6), for
instance.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we have made a detailed comparison in d = 6− ε dimensions between perturba-
tion theory for φ3 theory and large-N results for φ4 theory, at the fixed points of the respective
theories. We showed that, for the scaling dimension of a set of operators of fixed charge Q, this
comparison may be carried out to all relevant orders in Q at O

(
1
N

)
and O

(
1
N2

)
. The results

support the conjecture that essentially the renormalisable theories in d = 4− ε and d = 6− ε
correspond to the same conformal theory at their respective fixed points, and provide data on
the d = 6− ε side for further checks at O

(
1
N3

)
when corresponding results become available

for d = 4 − ε. It would be interesting to explore further the relationship between these two
theories at these FPs and the other simple renormalisable scalar theory, to wit φ6 in d = 3−ε.
This paper and the general canon of research to which they contribute have obvious relevance
to the theory of critical phenomena. A different question is whether these techniques could
be applied to other renormalisable, classically scale invariant theories such as, in particular,
QCD. This will involve formidable technical obstacles evaded in the elementary scalar case,
but clearly any progress in the understanding of QCD remains a primary goal for particle
physicists.
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A Details of calculations

As mentioned in the main text, the expressions for the divergent contributions for diagrams
with up to three internal lines emerging from the TQ vertex can be obtained from Ref. [9].
We denote by ca the simple pole coefficient from the diagram (a) in Fig. 8 of Ref. [9], and
so on. Once again we emphasise that by ca we mean precisely the simple pole coefficient
from the Feynman integral, whereas the pole terms given in Figs. 7-9 of Ref. [9] also include
a symmetry factor. We list here the values of ca–cu as derived from Ref. [9], suppressing a
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factor of (16π2)−L at L loops.

ca =− 1,

cb =
1

8
, cc =− 7

72
, cd =

1

2
,

ce = −1

8
, cf =

1

24
, cg =

5

48
, ch = ci −

47

1296
, cj =

23

432
,

ck =
5

81
, cl =

11

324
, cm =− 19

486
, cn = co =

11

1296
,

cp =
11

216
, cq = − 1

24
, cr =

1

3

(
ζ3 −

23

24

)
, cs =

1

3

(
ζ3 −

29

24

)
, ct = −1

3
,

cu =− 1

3

(
ζ3 −

1

3

)
. (A.1)

As we said earlier, we have found it convenient to reconstruct from Ref. [9] the expression
for the anomalous dimension γφ in terms of the simple-pole coefficients of two-point diagrams.
We easily find

γφ =− 1

2
cAg

2 − 1

2
NcCg

4 − (cC + cB)g4 − cBg3h−
1

2
cCg

2h2

− 3

2
(cDaD + . . .+ cLaL) + . . . (A.2)

where (as defined earlier) cA is the simple pole coefficient from the diagram (a) in Fig. 7 of
Ref. [9], and so on, and furthermore the corresponding combinations of g and h are given by

aD =(N + 2)g6 + 3g5h+ g4h2 + g3h3,

aE =g6 + 2g5h+ g4h2,

aF =g6 +
1

2
Ng5h+

1

2
g3h3,

aG =(N + 2)(g6 + g5h) + g4h2 + g3h3,

aH =

(
1

2
N + 1

)
g6 + (N + 1)g5h+

1

2
g2h4,

aI =g6 + g4h2,

aJ =
1

2
Ng6 +

1

2
g4h2,

aK =

(
3

2
N + 1

)
g6 +

1

2
(N + 1)g4h2 +

1

2
g2h4,

aL =

(
1

4
N2 + 1

)
g6 +

1

2
Ng4h2 +

1

4
g2h4. (A.3)

The values of the coefficients cA etc are given by (once again suppressing factors of 16π2)

cA =− 1

3
,

cB = −1

9
, cC =

11

216
,

cD = − 7

1296
, cE = − 71

1296
, cF =

103

3888
, cG =

1

81
, cH =

121

3888
,

8



cI =
1

9

(
ζ3 −

7

36

)
, cJ = − 23

11664
, cK =− 103

5832
, cL =

13

11664
. (A.4)

Inserting the values from Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4) into Eq. (A.2), and also specialising to the
fixed-point couplings in Eq. (2.13), we easily find the results given in Ref. [9]

γφ =
1

N

[
ε− 11

12
ε2 − 13

144
ε3
]

+
1

N2

[
44ε− 835

6
ε2 +

6865

72
ε3
]

+
1

N3

[
1936ε− 16352ε2 +

1

2
(54367− 7344ζ3)ε

3

]
+ . . . (A.5)

Using Eq. (2.2), the 1/N and 1/N2 terms in the expansion may be seen [9] to agree with
those for η1 and η2 in Eq. (2.14). Furthermore, as mentioned earlier, in Ref. [9] the 1/N3

terms were shown to agree with the result for η3 in Ref. [32].
The one-loop result for the scaling dimension of TQ was given in terms of simple pole coef-

ficients in Eq. (3.2). The corresponding two-loop result in terms of the simple pole coefficients
is

∆
(2)
Q =− 1

3
Q(Q− 1)(Q− 2)(6cbg

4 + cdg
3h)

−Q(Q− 1)
[1

2
Nccg

4 + (3cb + 2cc + cd)g
4 + 2cbg

3h+
1

2
ccg

2h2
]

−Q
[

1

2
NcCg

4 + (cC + cB)g4 + cBg
3h+

1

2
cCg

2h2
]
. (A.6)

At three loops, the divergences for diagrams with two or three internal lines emerging from
the TQ vertex can be extracted from Ref. [9], as described earlier. However, at three loops
there are diagrams with four internal lines which give the contribution leading in Q. These
are depicted in Fig. 2. We emphasise that vertices are always denoted by a small circle; a
crossing of two propagators without such a circle, as seen in Figs. (2)(d)–(g), is not a vertex.
Three-loop diagrams with four internal lines of course did not form part of the β-function
computation and therefore no diagrams of this structure were evaluated in Ref. [9]. We have
therefore been obliged to compute their divergences ab initio. The procedure was largely
straightforward. Since they are all only logarithmically divergent, we may use “infra-red
rearrangement” which entails judiciously setting external momenta to zero, leaving only one
incoming and one outgoing momentum. This should if possible be done in such a way as to
avoid introducing spurious infra-red divergences. Ultraviolet subdivergences are subtracted
using the R̄ procedure. In the case of Fig. 2(b) it was not possible to avoid spurious infra-red
divergences, and we augmented the process with the R̄∗ procedure of using a modified infra-
red convergent propagator. All these methods are comprehensively described in Ref. [29] and
also summarised in (for instance) Ref. [33]. We have denoted the simple pole coefficients
corresponding to the diagrams in Fig. 2(a)-(g) by da−g in order to avoid confusion with the
coefficients extracted from Ref. [9]. These new coefficients are given by

da = −1

8
, db =

1

16
, dc =

5

48
, dd = de = − 1

24
, df = −1

8
, dg = −1

3
. (A.7)

The final result for the three-loop contribution to the anomalous dimension of TQ in terms of
simple pole coefficients is

∆
(3)
Q =3Q(Q− 1)(Q− 2)(Q− 3)

[(
da +

1

2
db +

1

2
dc + dd

)
g6

9



(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g)

Figure 2: Three-loop diagrams at leading Q for γTQ
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+
1

2
(de + df )g5h+

1

8
dgg

4h2
]

+ 3Q(Q− 1)(Q− 2)(cea
(3)
e + . . .+ cua

(3)
u )

+
3

2
Q(Q− 1)(cea

(2)
e + . . .+ cua

(2)
u )

− 3

2
Q(cDaD + . . .+ cLaL), (A.8)

where the combinations of g and h for diagrams with two internal lines emerging from the

TQ vertex are denoted as a
(2)
e etc and given by

a(2)e =3g6 + 4g5h+ 2g4h2,

a
(2)
f =2(N + 3)g6 + 8g5h+ 2g4h2 + 2g3h3,

a(2)g =3g6 + 4g5h+ g4h2,

a
(2)
h =

(
1

2
N + 2

)
g6 + 2g5h+

1

2
g4h2,

a
(2)
i =(N + 4)g6 + (N + 2)g5h+ g4h2 + g3h3,

a
(2)
j =

(
1

2
N + 2

)
g6 + (N + 2)g5h+

1

2
g2h4,

a
(2)
k =(N + 4)g6 + (N + 2)g5h+ g4h2 + g3h3,

a
(2)
l =

1

2
(N + 4)g6 +Ng5h+

1

2
g4h2 + g3h3,

a(2)m =2(N + 1)g6 +
1

2
(N + 2)g4h2 +

1

2
g2h4,

a(2)n =

(
1

4
N2 + 2

)
g6 +

1

2
Ng4h2 +

1

4
g2h4,

a(2)o =(N + 1)g6 + g4h2,

a(2)p =(N + 4)g6 + g4h2,

a(2)q =3g6 + 2g5h,

a(2)r =2g6 + 2g5h,

a(2)s =3g6 + 2g4h2,

a
(2)
t =2g6 + g4h2,

a(2)u =5g6 + 4g5h+ g4h2. (A.9)

and for those with three internal lines emerging from the TQ vertex are denoted as a
(3)
e etc

and given by

a(3)e =2g6 + g5h,

a
(3)
f =4g6 + g5h,

a(3)g =2g6 + 2g5h,

a
(3)
h =

1

2
Ng6 +

1

2
g4h2,

11



a
(3)
i =2g6,

a
(3)
j =0,

a
(3)
k =

(
1

2
N + 1

)
g6 +

1

2
g4h2,

a
(3)
l =g6,

a(3)m =0,

a(3)n =0,

a(3)o =0,

a(3)p =

(
1

4
N +

1

2

)
g5h+

1

4
g3h3,

a(3)q =g6 +
1

2
g5h+

1

2
g4h2,

a(3)r =
1

6
Ng6 +

1

2
g5h+

1

6
g3h3,

a(3)s =g6 +
1

2
g5h,

a
(3)
t =

1

6
g6 + g5h,

a(3)u =2g6 + g5h+ g4h2. (A.10)

As explained in the main text, upon inserting the values of the simple pole coefficients from
Eqs. (A.1), (A.4), (A.7), the expressions Eqs. (A.6) and (A.8) lead to Eqs. (3.6) and (3.7)
respectively.
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