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We find the correct spinor amplitude for a simple photon-mediated process and show that, in
contrast, the result for the same process using the standard constructive techniques do not agree
with Feynman diagrams when the fermions are massive. Along the way, we analyze the x factor
used in photon vertices, we work out the spinor shifts for massive particles when the momenta are
analytically continued and we consider the large z limit of the amplitudes in this paper and show
that the photon-mediated process does not vanish in this limit for any choice of two of its momenta.
For comparison with the photon-mediated process, we also describe two processes with external
photons that are mediated by massive particles. In both cases, we show that the current techniques
are sufficient and that the final results agree with Feynman diagrams. We also demonstrate that by
using a massive photon in our calculations and taking the massless limit at the end, we can achieve
agreement with Feynman diagrams in all the processes discussed here, including the photon-mediated
amplitudes.

For nearly a century, Feynman diagrams resulting from
field theory have, in principle, given a complete solution
to the calculation of perturbative scattering amplitudes.
However, with experiments reaching ever higher collision
energies and ever greater precision in their measurements
of the resulting final state particles, the calculation of the
relevant and required high-multiplicity and higher-loop
Feynman diagrams has become challenging and some-
times impossible, even for computers. Partly as a result
of this, some have begun looking into alternative ways
of doing these amplitude calculations and have discov-
ered some remarkable, and at times astounding, simpli-
fications to both the final formulas as well as the inter-
mediate recipes that give them. Among them, one of
the most profound was the discovery that the maximally
helicity-violating amplitude for gluons could be written
as a single term on the back of an envelope no matter how
many thousands or millions of Feynman diagrams would
be required to achieve the same result [1]. Another is
the discovery of a complete set of recursion relations for
building up any gluon amplitude with any helicity com-
bination using a simple set of 3-point vertices and an
on-shell combination technique that completely bypasses
both field theory and Feynman diagrams, removes the
gauge symmetry and the need for gauge invariance which
is trivially satisfied, produces a final result which is many
orders of magnitude simpler than the Feynman-diagram
result, yet equals it exactly for all energies [2]. With
these results and others, “constructive” techniques, that
bypass field theory, have become increasingly important
for calculations of massless scattering amplitudes [3–10].
In order to extend this methodology to massive the-

ories such as the standard model (SM), the authors of
[11] generalized the concept of a helicity spinor to a spin
spinor, an object that transformed under a product of
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the spin little group, rather than the helicity little group,
as well as the Lorentz group. This allowed them to write
generalized 3-point vertices for particles of any mass and
any spin and describe the constructive process of com-
bining these vertices with propagators to obtain 4-point
amplitudes and beyond. In principle, with this break-
through, it appeared that it was now possible to apply
the full constructive apparatus to massive theories such
as the SM and a flurry of calculations were performed
with their generalization. A selection follows. In [12],
helicity amplitudes for QCD with massive quarks were
performed. The on-shell constructability of Born am-
plitudes was investigated using these methods in [32].
In [14, 31], on-shell amplitudes in standard model effec-
tive theory are considered. Some comments on massive
spinors were made in [16]. The Higgs mechanism was
studied in this formalism in [17, 18]. Higher-dimensional
operators were considered in [19]. A discussion in the
context of gravity can be found in [20]. Renormaliza-
tion of higher-dimensional operators is discussed in [21].
Four-point contact terms are considered in [22]. In [23],
the neutrino sector was studied. Aspects of gauge invari-
ance were studied in [24]. Dark matter was considered in
[25]. Simple decay amplitudes of the SM are considered
in [26].

In addition to these papers, in [27] we catalogued the
complete set of 3-point vertices in the SM with the inten-
tion to begin calculating its 4- (and higher-) point am-
plitudes. Unfortunately, as we began calculations in the
electroweak sector, we kept running into difficulties with
diagrams that contained internal photon lines. In partic-
ular, we were unable to achieve agreement with Feynman
diagrams when internal massless photons were involved,
using these constructive techniques. As we attempted to
resolve the discrepancy, we studied the photon vertices
and the x factor involved in these vertices, we generalized
the analytic continuation of the momenta and its accom-
panying shift in the spin spinors, we looked at the asymp-
totic limit of the amplitudes when the complex parameter
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z → ∞ and performed many calculations and compar-
isons. In order to further clarify the challenge, we sim-
plified to the simplest theory with this challenge, quan-
tum electrodynamics (QED), and the simplest 4-point
amplitudes that contained the photon, and although we
learned much and further developed the spinor shift, none
of these extensions were able to bring the constructive
amplitude for our simple internal-photon-mediated pro-
cesses into agreement with Feynman diagrams. On the
other hand, we did find agreement with Feynman dia-
grams when the photon was an external line with the
standard techniques and we separately found that if we
first gave the photon a mass and calculated the am-
plitudes in a purely massive theory and then took the
massless-photon limit at the end, we could find agree-
ment with Feynman diagrams for all our processes. This
note describes the progress we made in understanding a
simple photon-mediated process as well as the tools in-
volved. To summarize, we find that the present construc-
tive tools are sufficient for purely massless theories and
appear to be sufficient for purely massive theories, but
are not sufficient to calculate all amplitudes that contain
both massive and massless particles. In particular, we
find that the tools are sufficient when the massless par-
ticles are on the external lines but not necessarily when
they are on internal lines. In order to clearly and ex-
plicitly show where the challenges are, we consider the
simplest theory with both massive and massless parti-
cles, namely QED, and we discuss the simplest 4-point
amplitudes in this theory. We report the correct spinor
amplitudes, describe ways of finding them, show where
the current published results and methods are in agree-
ment and also where the current published results and
methods are not in agreement.

In particular, we analyze three simple processes. The
first is a process with an internal photon, namely eēµµ̄,
where all particles are taken to be incoming throughout
this article. We choose this over eēeē because it only
involves one diagram and therefore cannot involve a can-
cellation between diagrams. Nevertheless, we do note
how to obtain the result for the process eēeē from the
result for eēµµ̄. We will find that the present tools are
unable to correctly obtain this amplitude and we will dis-
cuss how we obtained it using an intermediately massive
photon. Our next process will be one with only one ex-
ternal photon. Since QED does not actually have such
a process at four points, we include an external Higgs
as a minor extension of QED that allows us to calculate
the process eγēh. We find that the current methods are
able to correctly obtain this amplitude, but discuss other
ways as well. Finally, we calculate the process eēγγ, and
once again show that the current tools are sufficient and
discuss other ways again.

In order to do this, we first develop our tools. In
Sec. I A, we describe the calculation of QED amplitudes
with a massive photon and take the massless limit at
the end of the calculation. We show that this method
works for all the amplitudes of this note, including the

process eēµµ̄ with an internal photon, where the purely
massless methods do not work. In Sec. IB, we briefly
review the x factor and its identities that are used in
the massless-photon calculations. In Sec. I C, we calcu-
late our amplitudes using x and the standard techniques
and show that we do not obtain the correct result for
eēµµ̄, but we do obtain the correct result for eγēh and
eēγγ. In Sec. ID, we analytically continue two of the
momenta. In the purely massless theory, this is an es-
sential ingredient to this constructive method. However,
the spinor shifts that accompany the complex momen-
tum were only known for the helicity spinors. In this
section, we generalize this spinor shift to the spin spinors
of massive theories. In Sec. I E, we consider the large z
limit of the amplitudes, where z is the complex number
in the analytic continuation of the momenta. We find
that the process eēµµ̄ does not vanish for any choice of
momentum complexification and that perhaps this is the
reason the standard tools do not succeed in finding the
correct result. On the other hand, the processes eγēh
and eēγγ do vanish for a variety of complex momenta,
which is likely why the standard method works for them.
In Sec. I F, we recalculate the amplitudes using x and
the standard tools of constructive theory, but with the
addition of the spinor shifts just described. We find that
these spinor shifts remove the ambiguity in the process
eēµµ̄, but that it still is not in agreement with the cor-
rect result. On the other hand, we find that the processes
eγēh and eēγγ still give correct amplitudes when using
the spinor shifts. In Sec. IG, we further discuss the am-
plitudes. We summarize and conclude in Sec. II.

In the main section of this paper, we have tried to keep
the details to a minimum to aid readability and to see
the big picture. However, we have also written a series
of appendices that give a great deal more of the details
for the interested reader. These appendices follow the
structure of Sec. I. In App. A, we calculate the amplitudes
using a massive photon and take the massless limit. We
do this for eēµµ̄ in App. A 1, for eγēh in App. A 2 and
for eēγγ in App. A 3.

In App. B, we review x and derive the identities used
in the calculations in this paper. In App. C, we use x
and the standard methods and describe the derivations
of the amplitudes in detail, including eēµµ̄, where these
methods do not give the correct amplitude. In App. D,
we review the analytic continuation of the external mo-
menta and the spinor shifts in the massless case. We
then extend this to the massive case. We first consider
the shift [i, j〉, where both external particles are mass-
less but the internal particle is massive in App. D 1. We
then turn to the shift [i, j〉, where particle i is massive,
particle j is massless and the internal line is massive in
App. D 1b, followed by the shift [i, j〉 where particle i
is massless, particle j is massive and the internal line is
massive. Finally, in App. D 1d, we derive the shift [i, j〉,
where both external particles are massive but the inter-
nal line is massless. We discuss why we don’t describe
the shift when both external particles are massive as well
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as the internal line App. D 1 e. The formulas are too
complicated to be useful and the already described shifts
are sufficient to cover all the cases. We follow this with
a derivation of the large z behavior for the amplitudes
with all the possible momentum shifts in App. D 2. In
particular, we show that there are no shifts that cause
the amplitude for eēµµ̄ to vanish at large z, while we do
find a variety of shifts with large-z vanishing amplitudes
for eγ±ēh, eēγ±γ± and eēγ±γ∓. In the final App. E, we
use the spinor shifts and calculate the constructive am-
plitudes in detail. For eēµµ̄ in App. E 1, we show how it
fails, while in Apps. E 2, E 3 and E 4, we show that the
amplitudes for eγ+ēh, eēγ+γ+ and eēγ+γ− continue to
work when including the spinor shifts.

I. TOOLS, CALCULATIONS AND 4-POINT

AMPLITUDES OF QED

A. The Massless Limit of a Massive Theory

Although we were able to find the amplitudes for eγēh
and eēγγ using the x-factor vertices of [11], as we will
see, we were unable to find the amplitude for eēµµ̄ us-
ing this method (see App. E 1.) However, we were able to
find all the amplitudes if we replaced the massless photon
with a massive photon and took the massless limit at the
end. In fact, we have never been unsuccessful calculating
an amplitude if all the particles, both internal and ex-
ternal, are massive. Moreover, when all the particles are
massive, we have not needed to analytically continue the
momenta or shift the spinors to get the correct results
in any of our calculations so far (including [26] as well
as the amplitudes in this section). On the other hand,
when using a massive photon, we must calculate and add
all the possible diagrams and there aren’t any shortcuts
that bypass diagrams as there are using a massless pho-
ton from the beginning. Since this is the only method
that always gives correct results, we detail it first and
discuss the x-factor method using a massless photon in
the next section.
In this section, we will describe these massive calcula-

tions and demonstrate how to calculate the amplitudes
of this paper using the massless limit. Most of the ap-
paratus to do this is already present as we will see, but
first we must modify the photon vertices to their massive
form. The electron- (muon-) photon vertex is just like
the Z-boson vertex, but non chiral, and given by

MeeA =
e

MA

(〈31〉[23] + [31]〈23〉) . (1)

There are two unphysical aspects introduced by this form
of the vertex. The first is that the photon is now taken as
a spin-1 object and therefore has one extra (unphysical)
degree of freedom, somewhat akin to the 2 extra (unphys-
ical) degrees of freedom in field theory. Furthermore, this
unphysical degree of freedom must vanish by the end of
the calculation for physical amplitudes, just like it does

for field theory (and is proven by the Ward identities in
field theory). Though we don’t have a proof that this
always occurs in this spinor formulation, we have found
that they do cancel in the calculations we have thus far
performed. That is, the final physical amplitudes agree
with the results from Feynman diagrams.
Unfortunately, by adding an unphysical degree of free-

dom, it seems that we have ruined some of the motivation
for this constructive formulation of particle physics. In-
deed, although this is true, we believe there might still be
some reasons to pursue this approach anyway. First of
all, we see that we have only introduced one unphysical
degree of freedom rather than two, so this formulation
is still an improvement in principle, although it is still
not fully satisfactory. But, moreover, we might still find
that the final resulting amplitudes are superior in their
economy and insight compared to the results of Feynman
diagrams. This last point will only be known after many
more amplitudes, including loop amplitudes, are worked
out and compared to their field-theory equivalents. At
this point, we can only say that it looks promising, but
is not conclusive.
The second point is that this vertex introduces division

by the mass of the photon, which will be taken to zero,
potentially introducing a singularity. Once again, as in
the case of the extra unphysical degree of freedom, we
believe that this singularity is removable and that it will
always exactly cancel by the end of the calculation. As
with the unphysical degree of freedom, we do not have a
proof of this for all calculations, but we have found it to
be true for the physical calculations of this paper, as we
will see.
In order to calculate the amplitude, we begin by calcu-

lating the massive amplitude using the usual rules. We
then Taylor expand the photon spinors using the formu-
las given in [11] and [26]. For convenience, we copy the
required expansions here to quadratic order in the photon
mass over its energy,

〈ij〉〈ik〉 =











(

1−m2
i /(4E

2
i )
)

〈ij〉〈ik〉
mi

(

〈ij〉〈ζ−i k〉+ 〈ζ−i j〉〈ik〉
)

/(2
√
2Ei)

m2
i

(

〈ζ−i j〉〈ζ−i k〉
)

/(2Ei)











,

(2)

〈ij〉[ik] =

















−mi〈ij〉[ζ̃+i k]/(
√
2Ei)

(

1−m2
i /(4E

2
i )
)

〈ij〉[ik]
−m2

i 〈ζ−i j〉[ζ̃+i k]/(2Ei)

−mi〈ζ−i j〉[ik]/(
√
2Ei)

















, (3)

and

[ij][ik] =









m2
i

(

[ζ̃+i j][ζ̃+i k]
)

/(2Ei)

mi

(

[ij][ζ̃+i k] + [ζ̃+i j][ik]
)

/(2
√
2Ei)

(

1−m2
i /(4E

2
i )
)

[ij][ik]









, (4)
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where particle i is the photon, the top rows are for the
negative helicity case, the middle are for 0 helicity and
the bottom are for positive helicity. As we can see from
this expression, if we can simply unbold a spinor and
have the right helicity, there is no need for a ζ or ζ̃. If
unbolding produces the wrong helicity, on the other hand,
we need to replace one or both brackets with a ζ or ζ̃,
since they act like the opposite helicity. Furthermore,
each ζ or ζ̃ also comes with a power of M/

√
2E and

increases the order of the leading term in the expansion.
Once we have Taylor expanded the amplitude, we al-

gebraically simplify the expressions at each order in the
mass of the photon, MA. At this point, all division
by MA drops out of the expression. We then take the
MA → 0 limit giving our final amplitude. We will now
describe the outline of these steps for the major ampli-
tudes of this paper and give greater detail in App. A.
The process eēµµ̄ is begun by multiplying the two pho-

ton vertices, symmetrizing the photon spin index, con-
tracting the photon spin index and dividing by the prop-
agator denominator. We have

M =
e2

2M2
A (s−M2

A)

(

〈1P34
I〉[2P34

J ]+[1P34
I ]〈2P34

J〉
)

×
(

〈3P12I〉[4P12J ] + [3P12I ]〈4P12J 〉

+ 〈3P12J〉[4P12I ] + [3P12J ]〈4P12I〉
)

, (5)

where Pij = pi+pj and we have symmetrized the photon
index since it is spin 1. We next expand this expression,
reverse the momentum P34 = −P12 and use the contrac-
tion rules from [26] to replace the spinors containing P12

with the momentum and masses. We follow this with
a series of Schouten identities, mass identities and mo-
mentum conservation. At the end, the amplitude reduces
to

M = e2
〈13〉[24] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉+ 〈14〉[23]

(s−M2
A)

.

(6)
Finally, we take the massless limit MA → 0 to obtain the
final amplitude for this process

M =
e2

s
(〈13〉[24] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉+ 〈14〉[23]) .

(7)
Further details can be found in App. A 1. We will discuss
this amplitude further in Sec. IG 1.
We would next like to discuss a process with one ex-

ternal photon. In order to do this, we must introduce
another neutral particle. Although this isn’t strictly a
QED amplitude, we will add the Higgs boson and calcu-
late eγēh. In order to do this, we will introduce the Higgs
vertex from [27] which is Meeh = −me

v
(〈12〉+ [12]),

where v = 2MW sW /e, MW is the mass of the W boson
and sW is the sin of the Weinberg angle. This amplitude
has two diagrams, with the s- and t-channel propagators.
Combining these with the propagator denominators, con-
tracting the spin indices and using the spin-contraction

identities gives us

M(s) =
eme

v(s−m2
e)

(

me

MA

([12]〈23〉+ 〈12〉[23])

+
([12]〈2|p1|3] + 〈12〉[2|p1|3〉)

MA

+ ([12][23] + 〈12〉〈23〉)
)

(8)

M(u) =
eme

vMA(u −m2
e)

(

2me (〈23〉[12] + 〈12〉[23])

+ [1|p4|2〉[23] + 〈1|p4|2]〈23〉
)

. (9)

At this point, we must choose a helicity for the photon.
We will describe the positive helicity, but the negative
helicity is analogous. We Taylor expand the spinors using
Eqs. (2) through (4) and combine the two diagrams. We
follow this by a series of identities and simplification to
obtain

M+
eAeh =

eme

v (s−m2
e) (u−m2

e)

(

m2
h[12][23]

−me[12][2|p4|3〉+me[23][2|p4|1〉

− 〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]
)

. (10)

Further details for this amplitude can be found in
App. A 2. We will discuss this amplitude further in
Sec. IG 2.
The process eēγγ has two diagrams, a t- and a u-

channel diagram. Connecting the photon vertex to an
electron line in the two ways, and contracting the spin
indices gives the contributions

M(t) = −e2MA (〈13〉[24]〈34〉+ [13]〈24〉[34])
M2

A (t−m2
e)

− e2me (〈13〉〈24〉[34] + [13][24]〈34〉)
M2

A (t−m2
e)

− e2 (〈13〉[24][3|p1|4〉+ [13]〈24〉[4|p1|3〉)
M2

A (t−m2
e)

M(u) =
e2MA (〈14〉[23]〈34〉+ [14]〈23〉[34])

M2
A (u−m2

e)

+
e2me (〈14〉〈23〉[34] + [14][23]〈34〉)

M2
A (u−m2

e)

− e2 (〈14〉[23][4|p1|3〉+ [14]〈23〉[3|p1|4〉)
M2

A (u−m2
e)

. (11)

Taylor expanding, combining, applying identities, simpli-
fying and taking the massless limit brings the amplitude
to the final form. For the ++ helicity amplitude, the
amplitude reduces to only one term. It is

M++
eeAA =

e2me[34]
2〈12〉

(t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
. (12)
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In the case of the +− helicity, the final amplitude is
nearly as simple. It is given by

M+−
eeAA =

e2 (〈24〉[13] + 〈14〉[23]) [3|p1|4〉
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (13)

We give greater details of all these calculations in
App. A 3. We further discuss these amplitudes in
Secs. IG 3 and IG4.
Although we were able to successfully calculate all the

physical amplitudes using the massless limit of a massive-
photon theory, there are several reasons we would like
achieve a fully successful massless theory that bypasses
the massive intermediate. As we already mentioned at
the opening of this section, using a massive photon re-
quires adding an unphysical degree of freedom, which
must cancel or vanish in the massless limit. It would
be much preferable to only involve physical features
throughout the calculation and that is the hope of the
constructive amplitude approach. Additionally, we see
that when we calculate the amplitude with a massive
photon, we are required to include every diagram that
we would include in a Feynman-diagram calculation and
there is no improvement in the economy of the calcula-
tion. When using a massless photon from the beginning,
on the other hand, as we will see in the coming sections, it
only requires one of the diagrams. In fact, each diagram
gives the same final result and the multiple diagrams are
redundant. This is similar to the same feature in purely
massless theories, such as gluodynamics, where only one
diagram is required to obtain the final amplitude. In
fact, examples like these suggest that, in some cases, the
requirement of multiple diagrams with the same internal
state is a shortcoming of Feynman diagrams, even for
partly massive theories, and of constructive theories with
intermediate massive particles, such as the massive pho-
ton discussed in this section. It appears that adding un-
physical degrees of freedom has a consequence of adding
unnecessary complications and unphysical aspects that
must be cancelled. Therefore, an approach that never
introduces these unphysical aspects would be preferable.

B. The x Factor

The x factor was a required introduction for 3-point
vertices that contained one massless particle and two
massive particles of the same mass as described in [11].
We review its definition and properties in App. B. In or-
der to compare with experiments or Feynman diagrams,
we must replace x with expressions involving spinors,
masses and other momentum invariants.
In the context of QED, the photon electron vertex is

given by

Meēγ+ = x12〈12〉 Meēγ− = x̃12[12] . (14)

The x and the x̃ transform as helicity-+1 and -−1 ob-
jects respectively. They are defined in terms of the sym-

metrized identities

x12|3〉 =
1

2m
(p2 − p1) |3] (15)

x̃12|3] =
1

2m
(p2 − p1) |3〉 . (16)

By multiplying on the left by (p2 − p1)/2m, we can show
that x̃ = 1/x. Further, a reference spinor 〈ξ| or [ξ| can
be multiplied on the left to obtain the symmetrized

x12 =
〈ξ|(p2 − p1)|3]

2m〈ξ3〉 (17)

x̃12 =
[ξ|(p2 − p1)|3〉

2m[ξ3]
. (18)

However, if the reference spinor is not physical, it must
cancel before the end of the calculation. Sometimes this
is straight forward, but not always. In other cases, a
physicsal helicity spinor can be used as the references
spinor. This turns out to be useful when the photon is
an external particle. In any case, we would like to find
identities that remove x and x̃ that bypass the reference
spinor and replace them directly with physical spinors,
masses and momentum invariants.
When the photon is on an internal line, we obtain ex-

pressions of the form xij x̃kl〈ij〉[kl]+ x̃ijxkl[ij]〈kl〉, where
i and j are the particles on one side of the propagator
and k and l are on the other side. The first term is
for the negative helicity photon and includes the vertices
from both sides of the propagator while the second term
is similarly for the positive helicity photon. This can be
simplified by using the identities

xij x̃kl ([kl]− 〈kl〉) = 1

mjml

〈k|pjpi|l〉+
mj

ml

〈kl〉 (19)

xij x̃kl (〈ij〉 − [ij]) =
1

mjml

[i|plpk|j] +
ml

mj

[ij] (20)

to turn angle brackets into square brackets or vice versa.
We give greater detail in Apps. B 1 and B2. Using these
identities, the spinor products multiplying xx̃ in each
term can be transformed into a common form and fac-
tored out of the expression. Once this is done, we need
to deal with (xij x̃kl + x̃ijxkl). For this, we use the fully
symmetrized identity

x12x̃34 + x̃12x34 = − (p2 − p1) · (p4 − p3)

2m2m4
. (21)

We review the derivation of this identity in App. B 3 that
uses the reference spinor. We show alternate derivations
of the same identity which do not use a reference spinor
in App. B5. In this appendix, we further show the im-
portance of using the fully symmetrized version of these
identities as inconsistent results can be obtained if the
fully symmetrized versions are not used. Unfortunately,
although we have these identities for internal photons, we
do not have an amplitude using them that agrees with
Feynman diagrams, as we show in App. E 1. It appears
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that further ingredients are required for internal massless
particles.
When external particles are massless, the amplitude

expression contains an x for every positive-helicity pho-
ton and x̃ for every negative-helicity photon. Although
we could use a reference spinor, we have found that x
and x̃ on external lines can be immediately replaced with
physical expressions in the following way. We multiply x
or x̃ by the propagator denominator of the other diagram
divided by itself. In the numerator, we write the propa-
gator denominator in terms of a spinor product and use
Eqs. (15) and (16) on it. For example, let’s consider the
case of one of the diagrams in this article, the s-channel
diagram for eγ+ēh. The expression for this amplitude
contains x1,34, where the notation signifies that the parti-
cle entering the vertex has momentum p1 and the antipar-
ticle has momentum p3+p4. The other diagram is in the u
channel, therefore, we multiply by [2|p3|2〉/(u−m2). This
is unity because [2|p3|2〉 = 2p2 · p3 = u −m2. However,
we can now use x1,34|2〉 = 1

2m (p3 + p4 − p1) |2]. Putting
this together and simplifying, we obtain

x1,34 = x1,34
[2|p3|2〉
(u −m2)

=
[2|p3p4|2]
m(u−m2)

. (22)

However, we can also obtain the same result by using the
reference spinor [ξ| = [2|p3 in Eq. (17). Greater detail
and more examples can be found in App. B4. We suc-
cessfully use these identities to obtain the amplitudes for
eγēh in App. E 2 and for eēγγ in Apps. E 3 and E 4. Our
expressions agree with Feynman diagrams.

C. Constructive Calculations

Now that we have the ingredients for the constructive
amplitude calculations, we will calculate the QED am-
plitudes containing photons. We begin with the process
eēµµ̄ which has an internal photon in the s channel. The
vertices are ex12〈12〉 on the left and ex̃34[34] on the right
for a negative helicity photon and ex̃12[12] and ex34〈34〉
for a positive helicity photon. Multiplying these and di-
viding by the propagator denominator gives us

M =
e2

s
(x34x̃12[12]〈34〉+ x12x̃34〈12〉[34]) . (23)

We next use the identities in Eqs. (19) and (20) to convert
the spinors in each term into a common spinor term that
multiplies the x factors and can be factored out. After
applying the identity in Eq. (21), we are left with either

M =
e2

2memµs

[

(u− t+ 2m2
e + 2m2

µ)[12][34]

+ 2 ([12][3|p2p1|4] + [1|p4p3|2][34])
]

, (24)

or its conjugate. This amplitude does not agree with
Feynman diagrams, so we think further constructive in-
gredients are necessary. We will consider momentum and

spinor shifts in Secs. I D, I E and I F. Unfortunately, we
will see that spinor shifts do not help.
The main issue we see with this calculation is that the

x factor vertices do not expose the helicity of the pho-
ton in the propagator and, therefore, do not connect the
helicity of the photon at opposite ends of the propaga-
tor. This results in spinor products that contain fermions
from the same side of the propagator (e.g. [12][34])
rather than from the opposite ends of the propagator,
as seen in the correct amplitude (e.g. 〈13〉[24]). Sec-
ondly, we see that the x factor in these vertices results in
the amplitude involving division by the fermion masses,
causing a bad high-energy growth, violating perturbative
unitarity. Speculatively, an improvement to this vertex
would involve exposure of the photon helicity, allowing it
to be connected on opposite ends of the propagator and
no division by the fermion mass. Further details for this
calculation can be found in App. C 1.
We next turn to the process eγ+ēh, with one external

photon. For this process, there are potentially two dia-
grams that could be used. It turns out that, when using
a massless photon and the x factor, we only need one of
the diagrams and not both. They both give the identical
result. For the u-channel diagram, we have the Higgs-
electron vertex me

v
(〈1P23I〉+ [1P23I]) and the photon-

electron vertex ex14,3〈PI
143〉. Multiplying and dividing

by the propagator denominator, we have

M+
u =

eme

v

x14,3(〈1P23I〉+ [1P23I])〈PI
143〉

u−m2
e

. (25)

After using the spin-contraction, mass and momentum
conservation identities, we find

M+
u =

eme

v

x14,3(2me〈13〉+ [1|p4|3〉)
u−m2

e

. (26)

Our next task is to remove the x14,3. Following the rules
discussed in App. B 4, we find

x14,3 =
[2|p1p3|2]

me(s−m2
e)

, (27)

where we have used the form that contains the propa-
gator denominator from the other diagram that we are
not analyzing. This makes obtaining the correct result
easier. Plugging this in, we find

M+
u =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉+ [1|p4|3〉)
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (28)

At this point, we perform a series of Schouten, mass
and momentum conservation identities to simplify this
expression to

M+
u = − eme

v (s−m2
e) (u−m2

e)

(

m2
h[12][23]−me[12][2|p4|3〉

+me[23]〈1|p4|2]− 〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]
)

, (29)

which agrees with Feynman diagrams. Further details
for this process can be found in App. C 2.
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Turning to processes with two external photons, we be-
gin with the process eēγ+γ+. Once again, there are two
diagrams, this time in the t and u channels. Once again,
we can use either diagram and do not need both since
they both give identical final results. We will demon-
strate the u channel, but have also done the t channel
with full agreement. The vertices are ex1,23〈1P23I〉 and
ex14,2〈PI

142〉, giving us the amplitude

M++
u = −e2mex1,23x14,2〈12〉

u−m2
e

, (30)

where we have already simplified the contracted spinor
index. As in the previous process, we must now replace
the x factors. There are multiple ways we could do this,
including the use of Eqs. (E38) and (E39), similar to our
calculation of the previous process. However, since we
have two photons in this process, we can also use forms
for x1,23 and x14,2 that involve the helicity spinor of the
other photon as the reference spinor. In particular, we
can take

x1,23 = −〈3|p1|4]
me〈34〉

and x14,2 =
〈4|p2|3]
me〈43〉

, (31)

where, we can show that these forms are equivalent to
Eqs. (E38) and (E39) on shell by use of the usual iden-
tities. However, in some cases, a more efficient route to
the final amplitude is possible by use of these simpler ex-
pressions. In order to get the amplitude into the standard
form where there are no spinors in the denominator, we
multiply the numerator and denominator of these iden-
ties with [34] to obtain

x1,23 =
〈3|p1|4][34]

mes
and x14,2 =

〈4|p2|3][34]
mes

. (32)

We don’t simplify the numerator of these because we
know we want the [34]2 in the final form of the amplitude.
Plugging these identities into the amplitude, we have

M++
u =

e2〈4|p2|3]〈3|p1|4][34]2〈12〉
mes2 (u−m2

e)
. (33)

In the denominator, we can use momentum conservation
and the on-shell condition to modify s = −t−u+2m2

e =
−(t − m2

e). However, we only do this with one of
them because we use the standard identities to simplify
〈4|p2|3]〈3|p1|4] = m2

es and one s cancels. Our final result
is

M++
u = − e2me〈12〉[34]2

(t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
, (34)

which agrees with Feynman diagrams. Further details
for this process can be found in App. C3.
For our final process, we consider eēγ+γ−. Of the

two diagrams, in the t and u channels, this time we will
demonstrate the t-channel diagram. As before, we have
done the calculation with both diagrams and find exactly

the same final amplitude with either one. The vertices
are ex1,24〈1P24I〉 and ex̃13,2[P

I
132], giving the initial am-

plitude

M+−
t =

e2x1,24x̃13,2 (me[12] + 〈1|p3|2])
t−m2

e

, (35)

where we have used the spin-index contraction and mass
identities. Similar to the ++-helicity case, we must re-
place the x. This time, since we have two photons and we
have one x and one x̃, we get a particularly simple form if
use x1,24 = −〈4|p1|3]/me〈43〉 and x̃13,2 = [3|p2|4〉/me[34]
with the product

x1,24x̃13,2 =
[3|p1|4〉2
m2

es
, (36)

after using momentum conservation. Since, on shell, we
have s = −(u−m2

e), we can plug this into the amplitude
to obtain

M+−
t = −e2[3|p1|4〉2 (me[12] + 〈1|p3|2])

m2
e (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (37)

We then perform a series of simplifications that use both
the usual identities and the on-shell condition to end with

M+−
t =

e2[3|p1|4〉 (〈24〉[13] + 〈14〉[23])
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

, (38)

in agreement with Feynman diagrams. Further details
can be found in App. C 4.

D. Spinor Shifts

In order to extend the constructive methods from
purely massless theories to theories with mass, we should
generalize the spinor shifts. They might be required to
obtain the correct amplitudes in some cases. We include
much greater detail in App. D.
In purely massless theories, we choose two of the exter-

nal momenta that lie on opposite sides of the propagator
and analytically continue them as in

p̂i = pi + zq (39)

p̂j = pj − zq, (40)

where z is a complex number and q is a complex momen-
tum. It can be shown [2] that if the amplitude vanishes
in the large z limit, it can be built up recursively by
stitching together smaller on-shell amplitudes and divid-
ing by propagator denominators. The on-shell condition
for the internal line is accomplished by choosing a value
for z where the internal line goes on shell and relaxing
this property at the end of the calculation.
When the momenta are analytically continued in this

way, the spinors are also impacted as they are functions
of the momenta. Therefore, we must also find the ac-
companying shifts of the spinors in order to work out the
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expressions for the amplitudes. In purely massless theo-
ries, this has already been done. Given two momenta pi
and pj , there are two ways we can shift the spinors. We
can either do an [i, j〉 shift, where

[̂i| = [i|+ z[j| (41)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉 − z|i〉 , (42)

and |j] and |i〉 are not shifted, or the reverse. It can be
shown that this shift preserves momentum conservation
as well as the on-shell property for both particles i and
j. Additionally, if the special value of z = −[ik]/[jk],
where k represents all the other momenta on the same
side of the propagator as i is chosen, then the internal
line also goes on shell as well. For convenience of our
calculations, we can insert this value of z directly into
our spinor shifts, to obtain

[̂i| = [i| − sik
〈i|pk|j]

[j| (43)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉+ |i〉 sik
〈i|pk|j]

, (44)

where sik = (pi + pk)
2, and we have used z =

−[ik]〈ki〉/[jk]〈ki〉 = sik/〈i|pk|j] for convenient compari-
son with the massive expressions.
The simplest way to generalize this spinor shift is when

the internal line becomes massive but the shifted spinors
remain massless helicity spinors. In this case, only the
internal-line on-shell condition changes. This results in
the special value of z =

(

M2 − sik
)

/〈i|pk|j], where M
is the mass of the internal particle, and the final shifts
become

[̂i| = [i| −
(

sik −M2
)

〈i|pk|j]
[j| (45)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉+ |i〉
(

sik −M2
)

〈i|pk|j]
. (46)

We can see that this trivially reduces to the all-massless
case in the massless limit. Further details can be found
in App. D 1 a
We must next consider spinor shifts where one of the

shifted spinors is a massive spin spinor. Let’s begin with
a [i, j〉 shift where particle i is massive but particle j
remains massless. In this case, the shifted spinor has an
additional spin index [iI| and, in order to shift it using the
helicity spinor [j|, this requires the complex number to
generalize to a complex number with its own spin index
zI. In other words, the shift becomes

[̂iI| = [iI|+ zI[j| (47)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉 − zI|iI〉 . (48)

It is straight forward to see that momentum is still con-
served and that particle j remains massless, but the on-
shell condition for particle j requires the new constraint

zI[i
Ij] = 0 . (49)

Additionally, requiring the internal line to be on shell,
gives the constraint

zI〈iI|pk|j] = M2 − sik , (50)

where, once again, M is the mass of the internal particle.
Solving these constraints simultaneously gives

zI =
[jiI ]

[j|pipk|j]
(

M2 − sik
)

, (51)

and this reduces to the all-massless result in the massless
limit. This can be plugged back into the spinor shifts to
give our final shifts

[̂i| = [i|+ [ij][j|
[j|pipk|j]

(

sik −M2
)

(52)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉 − pi|j]
[j|pipk|j]

(

sik −M2
)

. (53)

Further details can be found in App. D 1b.
The opposite case, the shift [i, j〉, where particle i is

massless and particle j is massive, is analogous. The
final shifts are given by

[̂i| = [i| − 〈i|pj
〈i|pjpk|i〉

(

sik −M2
)

(54)

|̂j〉 = |j〉+ |i〉〈ij〉
〈i|pjpk|i〉

(

sik −M2
)

. (55)

Further details can be found in App. D 1 c.
Our next case is the shift [i, j〉, where both particles

i and j are massive. The most general case where all
external particles and the internal line are massive turns
out to be quite complicated. On the other hand, if ev-
ery particle in an amplitude, including the internal par-
ticles, were massive, we appear not to need the shift of
the spinors, nor of the momenta. So, the all-massive case
does not appear to be of interest and a lack of simple
formulas for spinors in this case does not seem impor-
tant. On the other hand, there are still cases where both
shifted spinors are massive, even if other particles in the
amplitude are not. If the internal line is massive, but one
or more of the unshifted external particles are massless,
we might in principle need the formulas for the shifted
spinors. This could be important, for example, for the
processes eγēh and eēγγ. However, it turns out that
these shifts are also extremely complicated. Moreover,
because we can still calculate these processes using one
of the previous shifts where at least one of the shifted
spinors is massless, the lack of simple shifts in this case
also does not appear important. Therefore, we also skip
it, but further details can be found in App. D 1 e.
We have one further case that we must consider, the

shift [i, j〉, where both spinors are massive, but the inter-
nal line is massless. This case is important, for example,
for the process eēµµ̄, where we cannot use one of the
previous spinor shifts, since all the external particles are
massive. In this case, both spinors have a spin index
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and this requires the complex number to have two spin
indices. We begin with the spinor shift

[̂iI| = [iI|+ z J
I [jJ| (56)

|̂jJ〉 = |jJ〉 − z J
I |iI〉 . (57)

Momentum conservation is still straight forward, but now
the on-shell condition for both external particles are non-
trivial and are given by

z J
I

(

2[iIjJ]− zIJmj

)

= 0 (58)

z J
I

(

2〈iIjJ〉 − zIJmi

)

= 0 . (59)

Finally, we must combine this with the on-shell condition
for the internal line, which is

z J
I 〈iI|pk|jJ] = −sik . (60)

The simplest solution to these three constraints is

z J
I = −

(

mi[iIj
J] + 〈iI|pk|jJ]

)

sik

(mi[iKjL] + 〈iK|pk|jL]) 〈iK|pk|jL]
, (61)

which, it turns out, can be simplified to

z J
I =

mi[iIj
J] + 〈iI|pk|jJ]
mimj

. (62)

If we plug this back into our spinor shifts, we get a par-
ticularly simple form for the spinor shifts, namely

[̂i| = − 1

mi

〈i|pk (63)

|̂j〉 = 1

mj

pl|j] . (64)

The momentum shifts turn out to be even simpler. They
are

p̂i = −pk (65)

p̂j = −pl , (66)

where pk represents all the other momenta on the same
side of the propagator as pi and pl represents all the other
momenta on the same side as pj. In a 4-point amplitude,
they are just the other two momenta. In a higher-point
amplitude, they are the sum of the other momenta. Fur-
ther details can be found in App. D 1d. Although we
were successful finding spinor shifts for this case, the only
process in this paper to which they apply, in principle,
is to the process eēµµ̄. Unfortunately, we do not obtain
the correct amplitude in this case. However, we do not
believe this failure is due to the spinor shifts being in-
correct. Rather, we think it is due to the amplitude not
satisfying the large-z condition for this method to work.
We will discuss the large-z behavior next.

E. Large z Limit

The theorem proving that the amplitude can be writ-
ten as a product of smaller amplitudes divided by the
propagator denominator depends on the amplitude van-
ishing in the large z limit after the momentum shift
p̂i = pi + zq and p̂j = pj − zq [2]. This was proven
for a purely massless theory, but it should be true for a
partly massive theory as well. On the other hand, the
theorem only states that it is possible in this limit. It
does not state that the amplitude does not split up this
way in the absence of an asymptotically vanishing ampli-
tude. Therefore, we might wonder whether we can still
write a massive amplitude in some cases as a product of
smaller amplitudes divided by a propagator denominator
even when the amplitude does not vanish in the large z
limit. We find that the answer is yes, sometimes, but not
always, we can. We present examples of each case in this
article.
We begin by analyzing the large z behavior of the am-

plitude for eēµµ̄. We obtained its amplitude in Eq. (7)

M =
e2 (〈13〉[24] + 〈14〉[23] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉)

(p1 + p2)2
.

(67)
and it has been explicitly checked with Feynman dia-
grams (this large z analysis could also be performed on
squared Feynman diagrams with the same result.) As we
described in the last subsection, the two momenta that
are shifted must come from opposite sides of the prop-
agator. Therefore, there are eight different spinor shifts
that are allowed. Each of them shifts either p1 or p2, but
not both. Therefore, the denominator grows as z2 for ev-
ery choice. On the other hand, no matter what choice of
particle i and j in the shift [i, j〉 we make, it will always
shift two spinors in at least one term in the numerator.
Therefore, the numerator also grows as z2. Altogether,
this amplitude asymptotically approaches a constant in
the large z limit.

lim
z→∞

M = O(z0) . (68)

Since this amplitude does not vanish in the limit for any
choice of momentum shift, the theorem does not apply.
In fact, as we show in App. E 1, we are unable to obtain
this amplitude using a massless photon with the present
set of tools. However, on the other hand, we are able
to find this amplitude beginning with a massive photon
and taking the massless limit. In fact, if we look at the
amplitude before taking the massless limit,

M = e2
〈13〉[24] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉+ 〈14〉[23]

(s−M2
A)

,

(69)
we can see that it still does not vanish in the large z
limit of a momentum shift. Nevertheless, we are able to
find this amplitude as a product of smaller amplitudes
divided by a propagator denominator. Further details
for this amplitude can be found in App. D 2 a.
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For the process eγ+ēh, the amplitude is given by
Eq. (10). In this case, we have two propagator denom-
inators. Because of this, some shifts will straddle both
propagators and lead to z4 growth in the denominator
and others will only straddle one of the propagators and
lead to z2 growth in the denominator. Additionally, there
is great variety in the structure of the spinors in the nu-
merator including a complete lack of spinors for the Higgs
boson and only square spinors for the photon. This sug-
gests that shifts including the photon or the Higgs might
have lower z growth in the numerator. All of this results
in a variety of large-z behavior for this process depending
on the choice of spinor shift. Of all the shifts, we find that
[4, 2〉, [1,3〉, [3,1〉, [2,4〉, [3, 2〉 and [1, 2〉 lead to a vanish-
ing amplitude in the large z limit. Our calculation of this
amplitude was successful using either a massive photon
or using a massless photon as we show in App. E 2. We
include further details for the large-z behavior for this
process in App. D 2b.
Turning to eēγ+γ+, the amplitude is very simple

M++ =
e2me[34]

2〈12〉
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (70)

Once again, we have a choice of shifts that straddle both
propagators leading to z4 denominator growth and oth-
ers that only straddle one of the propagators leading to
z2 growth in the denominator. The numerator is equally
easy to analyze. Any spinor shift that only has angle
brackets for the photons and ony square brackets for the
electron and positron does not lead to any numerator
z growth at all. Therefore, we can choose many spinor
shifts leading to a vanishing asymptotic limit. They are
the shifts [1,2〉, [2,1〉, [3, 4〉, [4, 3〉, [1, 3〉, [1, 4〉, [2, 3〉 and
[2, 4〉. We were able to find an amplitude that agreed
with Feynman diagram for this process using both a
massless photon and a massive photon. The amplitude
for the process eēγ+γ− is nearly as simple and is

M+− =
e2 ([13]〈24〉+ 〈14〉[23]) [3|p1|4〉

(t−M2
e )(u−M2

e )
. (71)

In the same way, we can see that this ampli-
tude vanishes in the asymptotic limit for the shifts
[4, 3〉, [2, 3〉, [4,2〉, [1,2〉 and [2,1〉. Greater detail for
these processes can be found in App. D 2 c.

F. Constructive Calculations with a Momentum

and Spinor Shift

We have already done the initial steps of the calcula-
tion for eēµµ̄ and begin with the amplitude in the form

M =
e2

2memµs

[

(u− t+ 2m2
e + 2m2

µ)[12][34]

+ 2 ([12][3|p2p1|4] + [1|p4p3|2][34])
]

, (72)

from Eq. (24).

None of the momentum shifts cause the correct ampli-
tude to vanish in the limit of large z (see App. D 2 a).
Therefore, we should not expect that a momentum shift
must work. Nevertheless, we attempt it anyway. There
are eight possible momentum shifts that straddle the s-
channel propagator. For example, a [1,3〉 shift has the
consequence that û = u and the following spinor relations

〈12〉〈3̂4〉 = 〈12〉[34] (73)

[1̂2]〈3̂4〉 = 〈12〉[34] (74)

〈12〉[34] = 〈12〉[34] (75)

[1̂2][34] = 〈12〉[34] . (76)

Interestingly, all the choices of spinor brackets are trans-
formed into the same 〈12〉[34] by this momentum shift.
The other terms are similarly transformed and the final
result is

M[1,3〉,[2,4〉,[1,4〉,[2,3〉 =
e2(u− t)

2memµs
〈12〉[34] . (77)

We get the same result if we do the shifts [2,4〉, [1,4〉 or
[2,3〉. On the other hand, if we try the other momentum
shifts, we obtain the conjugate

M[3,1〉,[4,2〉,[4,1〉,[3,2〉 =
e2(u− t)

2memµs
[12]〈34〉 . (78)

After squaring, there is only one unique form, since
|〈12〉[34]|2 = |[12]〈34〉|2. Unfortunately, this result is
wrong. In fact, this is easily seen in the high-energy be-
havior where these amplitudes grow for all energies, due
to the u− t in the numerator, and would violate pertur-
bative unitarity. Further details for this process can be
found in App. E 1.
We next turn to the process eγ+ēh, with one exter-

nal photon. For this process, there are potentially two
diagrams that could be used, we only need one of them.
Since we demonstrated the u-channel diagram in Sec. I C,
we will perform the s-channel diagram here. We have
the Higgs-electron vertex me

v
(〈PI

123〉 + [PI
123]) and the

photon-electron vertex e(x1,34〈1P34I〉). Multiplying and
dividing by the propagator denominator, we have

M+
s =

eme

v

x1,34(2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p4|3])
s−m2

e

, (79)

after using the spin-contraction, mass and momentum
conservation identities.
Our next task is to remove the x1,34. Following the

rules discussed in App. B 4, we find

x1,34 =
[2|p1p3|2]

me (u−m2
e)

, (80)

where we have used the form that contains the propaga-
tor denominator from the other diagram that we are not
analyzing. Plugging this in, we find

M+
s =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p4|3])
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (81)
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We can see that this has directly exposed the pos-
itive helicity spinors for the photon, as expected.
We show in App. D 2b that the amplitude for this
process vanishes in the large-z limit for the shifts
[4, 2〉, [1,3〉, [3,1〉, [2,4〉, [3, 2〉 or [1, 2〉. Some of these
momentum shifts straddle both propagator denomina-
tors, not just the denominator of the u-channel diagram
that we are working on. For this reason, we might won-
der whether we should hold (u−m2

e) fixed, and not shift
it, even though it is not the original propagator denom-
inator. The answer, we find, is that we must hold it
fixed, no matter which momentum shift we choose, since
it is already correct. Therefore, this suggests that hold-
ing the denominator coming from an external x factor
fixed during momentum shifts might be a further rule to
be followed in constructive calculations, although further
examples should be considered to be sure. Of the shifts,
we only have simple formulas for the shifts where at least
one of the shifted momenta are for massless particles. We
have tried the remaining four momentum shifts and have
found the same unique result that agrees with Feynman
diagrams with all of them except [2,4〉, which we were
unable to simplify to the correct form. We have also
found the same success with the u-channel diagram. For
example, if we do the [4, 2〉 shift, which has momenta
on both sides of both the s- and u-channel diagrams, we
obtain

M̂+
s =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p̂4|3])
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

, (82)

where only the momentum p4 is shifted in the numerator.
We then plug in the shift

〈1|p̂4|3] = 〈1|p4|3] + 〈1|p4|2][23]
(s−m2

e)

[2|p4p3|2]
. (83)

After simplifying by applying the usual identities multi-
ple times, we finally obtain

M+ =
eme

v (s−m2
e) (u−m2

e)

(

m2
h[12][23]

−me[12][2|p4|3〉+me[23]〈1|p4|2]
−〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]

)

. (84)

Further details for this process can be found in App. E 2.
Turning to processes with two external photons, we be-

gin with the process eēγ+γ+. Once again, there are two
diagrams, this time in the t and u channels. Once again,
we can use either diagram and do not need both since
they both give identical final results. We will demon-
strate the t channel, but have also done the u channel
with full agreement. The vertices are ex1,24〈1P24I〉 and
ex13,2〈PI

132〉, giving us the amplitude

M++
t =

e2mex1,24x13,2〈12〉
t−m2

e

, (85)

where we have already simplified the contracted spinor
index. As in the previous process, we must now replace

the x factors. Now that we have two x factors, we must
decide which propagator denominators to use in each of
them. It is convenient to use the other propagator de-
nominator for at least one of them, but each choice is
related by momentum conservation on shell. We will
demonstrate the shift [1, 4〉, and replace x with

x1,24 =
[3|p1p2|3]
m(u−m2)

(86)

x13,2 =
[4|p1p2|4]
m(u−m2)

, (87)

giving us

M̂++
t =

e2〈12〉[3|p̂1p2|3][4|p̂1p2|4]
me (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

2 . (88)

As before, since the denominator is already what we
want, we only shifted the numerator. Furthermore, we
can see again that the positive helicity spinors for the two
positive-helicity photons are immediately resolved. Our
next step is to plug in the momentum shifts, which after
use of the standard identities, is

[3|p̂1p2|3][4|p̂1p2|4] = −m2
e

(

u−m2
e

)

[34]2. (89)

We see that the extra propagator denominator (u−m2
e)

cancels and we are left with

M++
t = − e2me〈12〉[34]2

(t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
, (90)

which agrees with Feynman diagrams. (Presumably, if
we had been doing a QCD calculation with quarks and
gluons, since all 3 diagrams contribute, we would need
to include both the other propagator denominators and
they would not cancel.) Further details for this process
can be found in App. E 3.

For our final process, we consider eēγ+γ−. Of the
two diagrams, in the t and u channels, this time we will
demonstrate the u-channel diagram. As before, we have
done the calculation with both diagrams and find exactly
the same final amplitude with either one. The vertices
are ex̃1,23[1P23I] and ex14,2〈PI

142〉, giving the initial am-
plitude

M+−
u =

e2x̃1,23x14,2 (me〈12〉+ [1|p4|2〉)
u−m2

e

, (91)

where we have used the spin-index contraction and mass
identities. Similar to the ++-helicity case, we must re-
place one x with a form containing (t−m2

e), but momen-
tum conservation and the on-shell condition relates the
choices. We see in App. D 2 c that there are five momen-
tum shifts that cause the amplitude to vanish at large
z. Of these, we have simple formulas for [4, 3〉, [2, 3〉 and
[4,2〉. This time we will do the shift [4, 3〉, which will
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make the second shift including the propagator denomi-
nator s convenient. Therefore, we use

x̃1,23 =
〈4|p1p3|4〉

me s
(92)

x14,2 =
[3|p1p2|3]
me(t−m2

e)
. (93)

Making these replacements and shifting the momenta
gives

M̂+−
u =

e2[3|p1p2|3]〈4|p1p̂3|4〉 (me〈12〉+ [1|p̂4|2〉)
m2

e s (t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
.

(94)
Our momentum shift is

p̂3 = p3 + |3]〈4|u−m2
e

〈4|p1|3]
, (95)

which gives a 〈44〉, causing 〈4|p1p̂3|4〉 = 〈4|p1p3|4〉, due
to the masslessness of particle 4. We also need

[1|p̂4|2〉 = [1|p4|2〉 − [13]〈42〉2p1 · p4/〈4|p1|3] . (96)

After a series of identities and simplifications, s can be
factored out and cancel the s in the denominator. The
final form can be brought to

M+−
u =

e2[3|p1|4〉 (〈24〉[13] + 〈14〉[23])
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (97)

This form agrees with Feynman diagrams. We have also
done this calculation with the other momentum shifts
and for both diagrams and get the same result. Further
details can be found in App. E 4.

G. The Amplitudes

In this section, we add further comments about the
spinor amplitudes for each process.

1. e, ē, µ̄, µ and e, ē, ē, e

We begin with the process eē → µµ̄. As we saw in
Sec. IA and in greater detail in App. A 1, we can calcu-
late this amplitude using a intermediate massive photon
and take the massless limit. Unfortunately, as we saw in
Sec. I F and in greater detail in App. E 1, we do not yet
have the ingredients necessary to calculate the correct
spinor amplitude using the constructive technique with
massless photons.
Before giving the result, let us note that the general

structure of the amplitude allows us to enumerate the
possible spinor terms that could appear. In particu-
lar, since all four external particles are massive spin-
1/2 particles, each term must be composed of one spin

spinor for each particle. Each of these can be either an-
gle or square spinors. There are ten possible combina-
tions with no momenta sandwiched between the spinors,
namely 〈12〉[34], 〈13〉[24], 〈14〉[23], [12]〈34〉, [13]〈24〉,
[14]〈23〉, 〈13〉〈24〉, 〈14〉〈23〉, [13][24] and [14][23]. (We
do not include 〈12〉〈34〉 and [12][34] because they can be
obtained from the others by a Schouten transformation.)
We further note that, due to the vectorial nature of the
photon, we expect a symmetry between angle and square
brackets. Therefore, we expect the amplitude to con-
tain some combination of 〈12〉[34]+ [12]〈34〉, 〈13〉[24]+
[13]〈24〉, 〈14〉[23] + [14]〈23〉, 〈13〉〈24〉 + [13][24] and
〈14〉〈23〉+ [14][23]. We could also consider spinor prod-
ucts with a momentum, however, it turns out not to be
necessary in this case and we prefer to present the sim-
plest possible form of the amplitude. In the absence of
the massless-limit approach, we could try different com-
binations of these terms until we find one that agrees
with Feynman diagrams. In fact, this is how we initially
found this amplitude. As we saw in Sec. I A, the correct
amplitude only contains two of these, both with the same
coefficient. The amplitude is

M =
e2

s
(〈13〉[24]+〈14〉[23]+[13]〈24〉+[14]〈23〉) .

(98)
We have checked explicitly and our result agrees analyt-
ically and exactly with Feynman diagrams at all ener-
gies and all angles. In particular, following the proce-
dures outlined in [26], we have squared our amplitude
and checked this expression against the Feynman dia-
gram result output by CalcHEP[28].

As we can see, this amplitude does not contain any
momenta in the numerator. Further, every term is com-
posed of an electron or positron paired with a muon or
anti-muon in all possible combinations where one spinor
product is an angle product and the other is a square
product.

We also note that the published version of this ampli-
tude [11] is given by

MAHH =
e2

s

〈12〉〈34〉
m

(p1 − p2)·p3 . (99)

One may initially suspect that these amplitudes are
equivalent after some sort of transformation, such
as some combination of momentum conservation and
Schouten identities. However, this is not the case and,
as we show in App. E 1, momentum shifts do not correct
this amplitude. In fact, we can see that this expression
grows for all energies, violating perturbative unitarity,
unlike the correct amplitude given above.

Now that we have the amplitude for eēµµ̄, we can con-
struct the amplitude for eēeē. There are now two dia-
grams. The s-channel diagram from the previous muon
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case and a t-channel diagram. The amplitude is

M =
e2

s
(〈13〉[24]+〈14〉[23]+[13]〈24〉+[14]〈23〉)

− e2

t
(〈12〉[34]−〈14〉[23]+[12]〈34〉−[14]〈23〉) ,

(100)

where we have interchanged 2 ↔ 3. We then used the
antisymmetry property 〈32〉 = −〈23〉 and [32] = −[23].
The relative negative sign between diagrams comes from
the exchanged identical fermions. Indeed, we have com-
puted the squared amplitude and compared with Feyn-
man diagrams and found exact agreement.

We note that, even with two diagrams, this amplitude
was still reducible to a form with no momenta in the
numerator. Also, as far as we can tell, we do not gain
anything by combining the two terms into an expression
with a common denominator.

2. e, γ±, ē,h

We next turn to a process with only a single external
photon. We add the Higgs boson and construct eγ±ēh.
The structure of this amplitude tells us we must have two
helicity spinors for the photon, both square if the photon
has positive helicity or both angle if the photon has nega-
tive helicity, and one spin spinor each for the electron and
positron that can be either angle or square. For example,
let’s first consider the process eγ+ēh. In this case, there
is only one possible term with no momenta. It is [12][23].
This turns out not to be enough and we need to consider
terms with a momenta. With one momentum, we could
construct 〈1|p4|2][23] or [12][2|p4|3〉. The only other pos-
sibility would be to use p3 or p1 instead of p4, but that
would be equivalent to these by momentum conserva-
tion and the mass identities. Finally, it turns out that
we also need terms with two momenta. There are only
two unique terms possible. They are 〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] and
[13][2|p3p4|2]. Other forms, such as 〈1|p4|2][2|p4|3〉, can
be converted to these by use of Schouten and other iden-
tities. Once again, we could try different combinations of
these terms until we find agreement with Feynman dia-
grams and this is how we initially found this amplitude.
Of these five possible terms, the correct amplitude uses
four of them and each has a mass coefficient to bring
them to the same mass dimension. It is

M+ =
eme

v (s−m2
e) (u−m2

e)

×
(

m2
h[12][23]−me[12][2|p4|3〉

+me[23]〈1|p4|2]− 〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]
)

. (101)

For the negative-helicity photon case, eγ−ēh, we find

M− =
eme

v (s−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
×

(

m2
h〈12〉〈23〉 −me〈12〉〈2|p4|3]

+me〈23〉[1|p4|2〉 − [13]〈2|p3p4|2〉
)

, (102)

with all angle brackets replaced with square brackets and
vice versa. In addition to trying multiple different forms
and testing, we found this form both as the massless limit
of a massive photon theory in Sec. I A and App. A 2 and
by a purely massless-photon theory using the x factor
in Sec. I C and C2 and also using momentum shifts in
Sec. I F and App. E 2.
In order to compare this with Feynman diagrams, we

calculated the same process using Feynman diagrams
and multiplied by the positive-helicity (negative-helicity)
polarization vector before squaring for the positive-
(negative-)helicity case. We found exact analytic agree-
ment with our result. We also summed the squared am-
plitude over helicities and compared with the output of
CalcHEP and found exact analytic agreement.
An interesting feature of the propagator denominators

in the cases where there are external photons is that they
can be written more compactly and suggestively in spinor
form. For example, (s − m2

e) = 2p1 · p2 = [2|p1|2〉 and
(u − m2

e) = 2p2 · p3 = [2|p3|2〉, where both have the
square and angle helicity spinors for the photon and have
the electron and positron momenta in the middle. With
this, we could write the positive-helicity amplitude as

M+ =
eme

v[2|p1|2〉[2|p3|2〉
×
(

m2
h[12][23]−me[12][2|p4|3〉

+me[23]〈1|p4|2]− 〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]
)

, (103)

and similarly for the negative-helicity photon. This de-
nominator likely generalizes in an interesting way to am-
plitudes with more photons and more electron lines.

3. e, ē, γ±, γ±

Turning to the process with two same-helicity photons,
we consider e, ē, γ±, γ±. In order to obtain the correct
transformation properties, each term of the amplitude
must contain the right spinors. For example, for the
e, ē, γ+, γ+ case, each term must have two square helic-
ity spinors for particle 3, two square helicity spinors for
particle 4, and one spin spinor of either type for particle
1 and also for particle 2. If we do not need a term with
a momentum, there are only a few possibilities. Parti-
cles 3 and 4 can be together in terms like [34]2〈12〉 and
[34]2[12]. We could also have particles 1 and 2 together
with particles 3 and 4 in terms such as [34][13][24] and
[34][14][23], but one of these last two are equivalent to
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the other three by Schouten identities. We could, and
originally did, try different combinations of these terms
until we found the amplitude that agrees with Feynman
diagrams. It is

M++ =
e2me[34]

2〈12〉
(t−m2

e)(u−m2
e)
. (104)

For the double-negative-helicity case, we have

M−− =
e2me〈34〉2[12]

(t−m2
e)(u−m2

e)
. (105)

We have also found these amplitudes as the massless limit
of a massive-photon theory in Sec. I A and App. A 3 and
using a purely massless theory in Sec. I C and App. C 3
without the momentum shift and Sec. I F and App. E 3
with the momentum shift. We have checked our results
with Feynman diagrams and found exact analytic agree-
ment. We did this by calculating the Feynman diagrams
and multiplying by polarization vectors for the photons
before squaring. We also summed over all the helicity
combinations after squaring and comparing with the out-
put of CalcHEP.
As for the single-photon amplitude, we could write the

denominator in spinor form to obtain

M++ =
e2me[34]

2〈12〉
[3|p1|3〉[4|p1|4〉

(106)

M−− =
e2me〈34〉2[12]
[3|p1|3〉[4|p1|4〉

. (107)

The denominator of both of these could also be written
as [3|p1|3〉[3|p2|3〉 = [4|p2|4〉[4|p1|4〉, each related by mo-
mentum conservation. There may be some further insight
from these forms.

4. e, ē, γ±, γ∓

Our final process has two photons of opposite helicity.
If we think about the process eēγ+γ−, each term must
have two square helicity spinors for particle 3, two angle
helicity spinors for particle 4, and one spin spinor of ei-
ther type for particle 1 and particle 2. It turns out that
there is no way to write a term with no momenta. We
can’t have a spinor product between the square bracket
of particle 3 and the angle bracket of particle 4 without
any momenta in between and there aren’t enough spinors
from particles 1 and 2 to contract with all the helicity
spinors from particles 3 and 4. So, this amplitude only
has terms with one or more momenta. If we consider
the case where each term has one momentum, we must
put the momentum in between the helicity spinors for
particle 3 and 4. Therefore, we have [13]〈24〉[3|p1|4〉 and
[23]〈14〉[3|p1|4〉. Other possibilities are equivalent by ap-
plication of the identities. A simple combination of these
two terms gives the correct amplitude as

M+− = e2
([13]〈24〉+ 〈14〉[23]) [3|p1|4〉

(t−m2
e)(u−m2

e)
. (108)

Similarly,

M−+ = e2
(〈13〉[24] + [14]〈23〉) [4|p1|3〉

(t−m2
e)(u −m2

e)
. (109)

We also find these amplitudes as the massless limit of
the massive theory in Sec. I A and App. A 3 and with
the massless photon theory without a momentum shift
in Sec. I C and App. C4 and with a momentum shift
in Sec. I F and App. E 4. As in past cases, we have
compared this with Feynman diagrams and obtain exact
analytic agreement for the squared amplitude, both for
the individual helicity-amplitudes squared and for their
sum over helicities. As before, the denominator can be
written in multiple ways, such as (t − m2

e)(u − m2
e) =

[3|p1|3〉[4|p1|4〉 = [3|p1|3〉[3|p2|3〉 = [4|p2|4〉[4|p1|4〉. It
would be interesting to find the amplitude with more
than two photons with a variety of helicities.
The authors of [11] also calculated this process. From

their Eq. (5.21), we copy

M−+ =
e2〈3|p1 − p2|4]

2(t−m2
e)(u−m2

e)
(〈23〉[14] + 〈13〉[24]) ,

(110)
where we have interchanged particles 2 and 4 to bring
them into the same order as our calculation. We can
simplify this by using momentum conservation in the first
spinor product. If we make the replacement p2 = −p1 −
p3−p4, the p3 and p4 terms vanish due to the masslessness
of the photons and we are left with Eq. (109), above.

II. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we considered the constructive approach
to calculating the 4-point scattering amplitudes of QED,
namely the processes eēµµ̄, eēeē, eγ±ēh, eēγ±γ± and
eēγ±γ∓. We found that, if we begin with a massless
photon, the current tools are insufficient for correctly
calculating the processes eēµµ̄ and eēeē, with an internal
photon, but that they are sufficient for the processes with
an external photon, eγ±ēh, eēγ±γ± and eēγ±γ∓. This,
moreover, continues to be true after analytically contin-
uing the momenta and generalizing the spinor shifts to
massive spin spinors. Further refinement of the construc-
tive approach is still necessary. On the other hand, all of
these processes can be obtained if we begin with a mas-
sive photon and take the massless limit at the end of the
calculation. These processes are also simple and suffi-
ciently constrained that the amplitudes can be obtained
by trial and error.
In greater detail, in Sec. I A and App. A, we gave

the photon a mass MA, updated its vertex in Eqs. (1)
and described Taylor expansions of its massive spinors
in Eqs. (2) through (4). We then calculated each of the
scattering amplitudes of this paper using this massive
theory and showed that the correct physical amplitudes
were obtained in the masslessMA → 0 limit. For the pro-
cess eēµµ̄, the amplitude was given in Eq. (7), for eγ+ēh
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in Eq. (10), for eēγ+γ+ in Eq. (12) and for eēγ+γ− in
Eq. (13).

Although using a massive photon was successful in all
the amplitudes calculated here, it would be preferable to
have a fully consistent massless photon theory. Giving
the photon a mass requires that its two physical helici-
ties be combined into a a spin-1 object that also contains
an unphysical helicity-0 object. The helicity-0 state must
fall out of all physical amplitudes in the massless limit,
and does in our calculations, but having an unphysical
state in intermediate calculations is a shortcoming that
we would like to overcome in constructive calculations.
Furthermore, when using a massive photon, every dia-
gram that would be included in a Feynman-diagram cal-
culation must also be included in the massive spinor cal-
culation. There is no improvement in the efficiency of
the calculation. Whereas, in a massless-photon theory,
where successful, when the photon is external, only one
of the diagrams is required to give the full result. This
leads to an improved efficiency of the calculation and
suggests that the multiple diagrams are redundant and a
shortcoming of Feymman diagrams and of the massive-
photon spinor calculation. For these reasons, although
success was achieved with the massive photon, we fur-
ther explore the massless-photon theory.

In Sec. I B and App. B, we review the x factor. We
derive new useful formulas for x and x̃ when the massless
particle is external. The details can be found App. B 4.
In App. B 5, we discuss the importance of using the fully
symmetrized identities involving x.

In Sec. IC and App. C, we calculate the amplitudes
using massless photons and the x factor. We begin with
eēµµ̄ and show that the result [in Eq. (24)] is not in
agreement with Feynman diagrams. On the other hand,
we also calculate the amplitude for eγ+ēh and eēγ+γ+

and eēγ+γ− using the standard constructive technique
and find agreement with Feynman diagrams as well as
with the results already obtained using the massless limit
of a massive photon.

In Sec. ID and App. D, we describe the analytical con-
tinuation of two external momenta on opposite sides of
the propagator and the associated shift in the spinors.
We begin with a review of the massless case and then
generalize this shift to the massive case. We begin by
finding the shift [i, j〉 when the two spinors are massless
but the internal line is massive in Eqs. (45) and (46).
We then find the shift [i, j〉 when particle i is massive,
particle j is massless and the internal line is massive in
Eqs. (52) and (53). We find the opposite case [i, j〉 when
particle i is massless, particle j is massive and the in-
ternal line is massive in Eqs. (54) and (55). Finally, we
turn to the case [i, j〉 where both external particles are
massive. We note that the formulas are excessively com-
plicated and not necessary when the internal line is also
massive, but work out the expressions when the internal
line is massless and give it in Eqs. (63) and (64).

We consider the large z limit of the analytically contin-
ued amplitudes in Sec. I E and App. D 2. This is impor-

tant because the proof that amplitudes can be split up
into smaller amplitudes in this way relies on the ampli-
tude vanishing for asymptotically large z [2]. We find
that the amplitude for eēµµ̄ does not vanish for any
choice of momentum shift and suggest that this may be
part of the reason that the constructive techniques with
a massless photon fail to obtain the correct result. How-
ever, we note that not vanishing for large z does not imply
that the amplitude cannot be built up in this way. In fact,
we point out that the amplitude for eēµµ̄ using a massive
photon also does not asymptotically vanish. Neverthe-
less, as we showed in Sec. I A, the constructive method
does succeed in finding this amplitude. On the other
hand, we find that for the processes eγ±ēh, eēγ±γ± and
eēγ±γ∓, the amplitude does vanish for multiple choices
of momentum shifts. We take this as confirmation that
the techniques should work for these processes and they
do.

In Sec. I F and App. E, we recalculate the amplitudes
where we explicitly shift the momenta and the spinors.
Although the large z limit of the process eēµµ̄ does not
vanish, we considered it instructive to see what occurs
when the shift is applied to the constructive amplitude.
Unfortuantely, perhaps unsurprisingly, the resulting am-
plitude in Eqs. (77) and (78) still do not agree with Feyn-
man diagrams. Using the shifts on the processes eγ±ēh,
eēγ±γ± and eēγ±γ∓ on the other hand, produces the
correct final amplitudes, suggesting that the shifts are
correct and not the source of the problem with the pro-
cess eēµµ̄.

In Sec. IG, we further discuss the correct amplitudes
for all the processes discussed in this paper. For each
of them, we note that most of the structure can be de-
termined by considering the transformation properties of
the amplitude and that the remaining ambiugiuty can be
determined by trial and error. We also note that all the
amplitudes have been compared analytically with Feyn-
man diagrams and found to be in agreement for all en-
ergies and all angles. We extend the result for the pro-
cess eēµµ̄ to the process eēeē by exchanging spinor states
2 ↔ 3 and making appropriate sign changes. Again,
we checked this process against Feynman diagrams. Al-
though this process with an internal photon has two di-
agrams, we do not see any simplification occurring by
combining with a common denominator, unlike the pro-
cesses with an external photon and two diagrams where
the amplitude is much simpler with a common denom-
inator. For the processes with an external photon, we
also note that the propagator denominator can be writ-
ten in an alternate way, more reminiscent of purely mass-
less amplitudes. For example, for the process eēγ±γ±,
(t − m2

e) = [3|p1|3〉 and (u − m2
e) = [4|p1|4〉, giving us

the amplitude in the form of Eqs. (106) and (107). This
amplitude is suggestive for a generalization for the ampli-
tude with an arbitrary number of same-helicity photons.

In the future, the open question is how to calcu-
late scattering amplitudes constructively with an inter-
nal massless photon (or gluon). New ingredients appear
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to be needed. Beyond that, we would like to calculate
all the 4-point amplitudes of the Standard Model, fol-
lowed by higher-point and higher-loop amplitudes and
compare with Feynman diagrams to determine whether
these spinor amplitudes would potentially improve the
efficiency of matrix element generators used to compare
theory with experiment at the colliders. We also hope
that these structures will lead to improved understand-
ing of the SM.
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Appendix A: Spinor Amplitudes Using a Massive

Photon

1. e, ē, µ, µ̄

Following the usual rules for massive propagators, as
outlined in [26], the amplitude is given by

M =
−e2

2M2
A (s−M2

A)

(

〈1P12
I〉[2P12

J ]+[1P12
I ]〈2P12

J〉
)

×
(

〈3P12I〉[4P12J ] + [3P12I ]〈4P12J 〉

+ 〈3P12J〉[4P12I ] + [3P12J ]〈4P12I〉
)

, (A1)

where the minus sign is because the incoming momentum
of the first vertex is P34 = −P12 and the indices I and
J are symmetrized since the massive photon is spin 1.
Our next step is to expand this expression and use the
contraction rules from [26] to obtain

M =
e2

2M2
A (s−M2

A)

(

M2
A〈13〉[24]+[1|P12|3〉〈2|P12|4]

+ 〈1|P12|3][2|P12|4〉+M2
A[13]〈24〉

+ 〈1|P12|4][2|P12|3〉+M2
A[14]〈23〉

+M2
A〈14〉[23] + [1|P12|4〉〈2|P12|3]

)

. (A2)

At this point, we use Schouten identities on the terms
that do not have a factor of MA. The second
term becomes [1|P12|3〉〈2|P12|4] = [4|P12|3〉〈2|P12|1] −
[4|P 2

12|1]〈23〉 = −[4|(p3 + p4)|3〉〈2|(p1 + p2)|1] +
M2

A[14]〈23〉 = memµ(−[34]〈12〉+ [34][12] + 〈34〉〈12〉 −
〈34〉[12]) + M2

A[14]〈23〉, and similarly for the third
term, 〈1|P12|3][2|P12|4〉 = memµ(−〈34〉[12]+〈34〉〈12〉+
[34][12] − [34]〈12〉) + M2

A〈14〉[23], the fifth term,
〈1|P12|4][2|P12|3〉 = memµ(〈34〉[12] − 〈34〉〈12〉 −
[34][12] + [34]〈12〉) + M2

A〈13〉[24], and eigth term,
[1|P12|4〉〈2|P12|3] = memµ([34]〈12〉 − [34][12] −
〈34〉〈12〉 + 〈34〉[12]) +M2

A[13]〈24〉. Between these, we

see that the memµ terms cancel and we are left with,

M = e2
〈13〉[24] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉+ 〈14〉[23]

(s−M2
A)

.

(A3)
As we can see, division by MA has been canceled and we
are now in a position to take the limit as MA → 0, giving

M =
e2

s
(〈13〉[24] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉+ 〈14〉[23]) ,

(A4)
in agreement with Eq. (98).

2. e, γ, ē,h

For this amplitude, we will need the Higgs vertex,
which is [27],

Meeh = −me

v
(〈12〉+ [12]) , (A5)

where v = 2MW sW /e, MW is the mass of the W boson
and sW is the sin of the Weinberg angle.
There are two diagrams. The first is an s-channel dia-

gram given by

M(s)
eAeh = − eme

vMA (s−m2
e)

([12]〈2P12I〉 − 〈12〉[2P12I ])

×
(

〈PI
123〉+ [PI

123]
)

. (A6)

From [26], 〈2P12I〉〈PI
123〉 = −me〈23〉 and

〈2P12I〉[PI
123] = −〈2|(p1 + p2)|3] = −〈2|p1|3]−MA[23],

and similarly for the other two products giving us

M(s)
eAeh =

eme

v(s−m2
e)

(

me

MA

([12]〈23〉+ 〈12〉[23])

+
([12]〈2|p1|3] + 〈12〉[2|p1|3〉)

MA

+ ([12][23] + 〈12〉〈23〉)
)

. (A7)

The u-channel diagram gives

M(u)
eAeh = − eme

vMA (u−m2
e)
×

(〈1P14I〉 − [1P14I ])×
(

〈23〉[PI
142] + 〈PI

142〉[23]
)

, (A8)

giving us,

M(u)
eAeh =

eme

vMA(u−m2
e)

(

2me (〈23〉[12] + 〈12〉[23])

+ [1|p4|2〉[23] + 〈1|p4|2]〈23〉
)

. (A9)
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Each of these amplitudes potentially has three helic-
ities for the massive photon. We will just focus on the
physical process where the photon is helicity ±1 in the
massless limit. Before we consider specific helicity cases,
let’s note that, since the denominator has MA to the first
power, we need only expand the numerator to linear order
as well. We expect the zeroth-order terms in the numera-
tor will cancel and that we will be left with a numerator
term that is first order in MA (for ± helicity). Since
the third term of the s channel is already first order, we
only need to expand the photon spinors to leading order,
while for the first and second terms, we need to expand
them to linear order. As we Taylor expand the massive
spinors, we will also multiply and divide by the propaga-
tor denominator of the other diagram. In other words, we
will multiply the s-channel diagram by [2|p3|2〉/

(

u−m2
e

)

and the u-channel diagram by [2|p1|2〉/(s−m2
e), where [2|

and |2〉 are understood to be in their final massless forms.
This will allow us to combine the two diagrams and can-
cel the singularity between them. It also gives us greater
freedom to combine |2〉 with |ζ2〉 and use the identity,
〈2ζ2〉 =

√
2E2 in order to write the final expressions in

terms of invariants.

a. + Helicity

Upon Taylor expansion and combination, we obtain

M+
eAeh =

eme

v(s−m2
e)(u −m2

e)
×

[

[2|p3|2〉[23][12]−
me√
2E2

(

+ [2|p3|2〉
(

[23]〈1ζ2〉+ [12]〈ζ23〉
)

+ 2[2|p1|2〉
(

[23]〈1ζ2〉+ [12]〈ζ23〉
)

)

− [2|p1|2〉 (〈ζ23〉[2|p4|1〉+ [23][1|p4|ζ2〉)√
2E2

− [2|p3|2〉 (〈1ζ2〉[2|p1|3〉+ [12][3|p1|ζ2〉)√
2E2

]

,

(A10)

where we can see that MA has already dropped out and
we will take MA = 0 for the rest of the calculation. Our
next step is to use a series of identities including Schouten
identities, anticommutation rules, mass relations and mo-
mentum conservation to simplify this expression until the
ζ2 and the E2 drop out. Notice that in the terms with
|ζ2〉, we don’t want to use |2〉[2| = p2 right away because
we want to use [2|p1|2〉 and [2|p3|2〉 in the Schouten iden-
tities with the |ζ2〉. The sequence of steps could vary, of
course, and there are enough steps to be tedious and not
be enlightening. Although this can be done by hand, we
find this calculation to require enough steps to not make
the full details enlightening. We complete a series of iden-
tities including Schouten identities, mass identities and

momentum conservation. We also bring the spinor prod-
ucts into a standard form with the spinors in ascending
order. After this series of steps, we arrive at,

M+
eAeh =

eme

v (s−m2
e) (u−m2

e)

(

m2
h[12][23]

−me[12][2|p4|3〉+me[23][2|p4|1〉
−〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]

)

, (A11)

where the denominator could be replaced with
(

s−m2
e

) (

u−m2
e

)

= [2|p1|2〉[2|p3|2〉.
The steps for the negative helicity case M−

eAeh are
much the same and we will not describe it here, although
we have performed the calculation.

3. e, ē, γ, γ

For our final process, with two photon legs, we have a
t- and a u-channel diagram with the mathematical forms

M(t)
eeAA =

e2

M2
A (t−m2

e)

(

〈24〉[4P13
I ] + [24]〈4P13

I〉
)

(〈31〉[P13I3]− [31]〈P13I3〉)

= −e2MA (〈13〉[24]〈34〉+ [13]〈24〉[34])
M2

A (t−m2
e)

−e2me (〈13〉〈24〉[34] + [13][24]〈34〉)
M2

A (t−m2
e)

−e2 (〈13〉[24][3|p1|4〉+ [13]〈24〉[4|p1|3〉)
M2

A (t−m2
e)

(A12)

and

M(u)
eeAA =

e2

M2
A (u−m2

e)

(

〈23〉[3P14
I ] + [23]〈3P14

I〉
)

(〈41〉[P14I4]− [41]〈P14I4〉)

=
e2MA (〈14〉[23]〈34〉+ [14]〈23〉[34])

M2
A (u−m2

e)

+
e2me (〈14〉〈23〉[34] + [14][23]〈34〉)

M2
A (u−m2

e)

−e2 (〈14〉[23][4|p1|3〉+ [14]〈23〉[3|p1|4〉)
M2

A (u−m2
e)

.

(A13)

As we can see, we must expand the photon spinors to
second order in the mass in this case in order to cancel
the M2

A in the denominator. As before, we also combine
the two diagrams with a common denominator. There
are two nonzero helicity combinations and their parity
partner. We begin with both helicities the same and
then do the opposite-helicity case.
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a. ++ Helicity

After Taylor expansion and combination, we have,

M++
eeAA = − e2[4|p1|4〉√

2E3

√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(

me[34]〈1ζ3〉〈2ζ4〉+me[13][24]〈ζ3ζ4〉
+ 〈1ζ3〉[24][3|p1|ζ4〉+ 〈2ζ4〉[13][4|p1|ζ3〉

−
√

2E3[34]〈2ζ4〉[13]
)

− e2[3|p1|3〉√
2E3

√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(

−me[34]〈1ζ4〉〈2ζ3〉 −me[14][23]〈ζ3ζ4〉
+ 〈2ζ3〉[14][3|p1|ζ4〉+ 〈1ζ4〉[23][4|p1|ζ3〉

+
√

2E4[34]〈2ζ3〉[14]
)

. (A14)

After applying the usual identities multiple times, we
bring it into the form

M++
eeAA =

e2me[34]
2〈12〉

(t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)

− e2[13][4|p1|ζ4〉√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(me[23] + [3|(p1 + p4)|2〉)

− e2[14][3|p1|ζ3〉√
2E3 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(me[24] + [4|(p1 + p3)|2〉)

+
e2[3|p1|ζ3〉[4|p1|ζ4〉√

2E3

√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(

[1|(p3 + p4)|2〉

+ [2|(p3 + p4)|1〉
)

, (A15)

where, at the end, we also used |3〉[3| = p3 and |4〉[4| = p4
and grouped the momenta inside the spinor products.
(We found that the benefit of using these contractions
outweighed the benefit of keeping the spinors separate
at this point.) We again use momentum conservation,
[3|(p1 + p4)|2〉 = −me[23], [4|(p1 + p3)|2〉 = −me[24]
and [1|(p3 + p4)|2〉+ [2|(p3 + p4)|1〉 = 2me ([12]− 〈12〉).
Finally, we collect what is left and apply a few more
standard identities to obtain

M++
eeAA =

e2me[34]
2〈12〉

(t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
. (A16)

Both negative helicity follows the same series of steps.

b. +- Helicity

Taylor expansion and combination gives us

M+−
eeAA = − e2[4|p1|4〉√

2E3

√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(

me[3ζ̃4]〈1ζ3〉〈24〉+me[13][2ζ̃4]〈ζ34〉
+ 〈1ζ3〉[2ζ̃4][3|p1|4〉+ 〈24〉[13][ζ̃4|p1|ζ3〉

−
√

2E3[3ζ̃4]〈24〉[13]
)

− e2[3|p1|3〉√
2E3

√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(

−me[3ζ̃4]〈14〉〈2ζ3〉 −me[1ζ̃4][23]〈ζ34〉
+ 〈2ζ3〉[1ζ̃4][3|p1|4〉+ 〈14〉[23][ζ̃4|p1|ζ3〉

+
√

2E4〈14〉[23]〈ζ34〉
)

. (A17)

Although the exact sequence of identities used differs
from one helicity combination to the next, the broad
outline is the same. We begin by performing a series
of identities, but leave out |3〉[3| = p3 and |4〉[4| = p4
until the end, to obtain,

M+−
eeAA =

e2 (〈24〉[13] + 〈14〉[23]) [3|p1|4〉
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

− e2[13][ζ̃4|p1|4〉√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(me[23] + [3|(p1 + p4)|2〉)

− e2〈14〉[3|p1|ζ3〉√
2E3 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(me〈24〉+ [2|(p1 + p3)|4〉)

+
e2[3|p1|ζ3〉[ζ̃4|p1|4〉√

2E3

√
2E4 (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(

[1|(p3 + p4)|2〉

+ [2|(p3 + p4)|1〉
)

. (A18)

Next, we use a similar set of momentum conservation
identities followed by a few more identities to finally ob-
tain,

M+−
eeAA =

e2 (〈24〉[13] + 〈14〉[23]) [3|p1|4〉
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

.(A19)

The negative-positive-helicity case is obtained by basi-
cally the same set of steps.

Appendix B: The x Factor

In this appendix, we review the x factor. As we will
see, these methods, with or without a momentum shift
described in App. D, are sufficient to obtain agreement
with Feynman diagrams for the processes with an exter-
nal photon but not the ones with an internal photon. In-
deed, the only method to agree with Feynman diagrams
for the process eēµµ̄ was to begin with a massive photon
and take the massless limit at the end of the calculation
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as described in App. A. Nevertheless, we fully describe
our x-factor techniques to be used where they are success-
ful and to hopefully inspire a generalization that works
for all diagrams containing massless particles.
The x factor only appears in 3-point vertices with

one massless particle and two massive particles of the
same mass and is important in the photon processes dis-
cussed here. It’s definition and properties are described
in [11, 27] and we review them here. Suppose particle 3 is
massless. Then, the two helicity spinors |3〉 and 1

m
p2|3]

are parallel in helicity-spinor space as can be seen by
considering their inner product.

〈3|p2|3] = 2p2 · p3 = (p2 + p3)
2 −m2

= p21 −m2 = 0 . (B1)

Therefore, we can write one as the other times some co-
efficient, a constant of proportionality, that we call x, as
in

x12|3〉α =
p2αβ̇
m

|3]β̇ = −
p1αβ̇
m

|3]β̇ , (B2)

where the subscript 12 represents the identical-mass par-
ticles in the vertex with the massless particle 3, where the
first index is the particle and the second is the antipar-
ticle. We also used p2 = −p1 − p3 and p3|3〉 = p3|3] = 0.
As we can see, there is an ambiguity about whether to
include p2 or −p1. They are related by momentum con-
servation here, but in the final identities below, that will
not always be the case. In fact, choosing one or the other
sometimes gives different, inequivalent, results. There-
fore, following [11], we will symmetrize the formula by
taking the average of the two results. We will use

x12|3〉α =
1

2m

(

p2αβ̇ − p1αβ̇

)

|3]β̇ . (B3)

Similarly, we define x̃ in

x̃12|3]α̇ =
pα̇β2
m

|3〉β = −pα̇β1
m

|3〉β , (B4)

and after symmetrizing,

x̃12|3]α̇ =
1

2m

(

pα̇β2 − pα̇β1

)

|3〉β . (B5)

Moreover, we note that x̃ is the reciprocal of x. To see
this, multiply both sides of this expression by (p2−p1)/m
to obtain,

x̃12
(p2βα̇ − p1βα̇)

2m
|3]α̇ =

2m2 − 2p1 · p2
4m2

|3〉β ,

(B6)

where we have used p21 = p22 = m2 and p1p2 + p2p1 =
2p1 ·p2. However, 2p1 ·p2 = (p1+p2)

2−2m2 = p23−2m2 =
−2m2, giving us

(p2βα̇ − p1βα̇)

2m
|3]α̇ =

1

x̃12
|3〉β ,

(B7)

where we have moved x̃12 to the other side. Therefore,

x̃ =
1

x
. (B8)

These identities will be useful in our calculations. We
can multiply these expressions by a linearly independent
reference helicity-spinor to obtain expressions for x and
x̃

x12 =
〈ξ|(p2 − p1)|3]

2m〈ξ3〉 , (B9)

and

x̃12 =
[ξ|(p2 − p1)|3〉

2m[ξ3]
. (B10)

In principle, we have the freedom to choose any linearly
independent spinor for |ξ〉 and |ξ] and, if it is not physical,
it should cancel at the end of the calculation. It is not a
gauge, there is no gauge in constructive amplitude theory,
but it is similar in the sense that it must cancel out and
not impact the calculation. However, we usually find
it more straight forward in our calculations to bypass
this reference spinner and directly replace x and x̃ with
formulas involving only momenta and external spinors.

1. xij〈ij〉 = xij [ij] + · · ·

Although we can always refer back to Eqs. (B3) and
(B5), there are certain products involving x factors that
come up frequently and it is useful to create specialized
identities for them. For example, we can write

xij〈i|(pi + pj)|j] = mxij ([ij]− 〈ij〉) , (B11)

where we have used 〈i|pi = m[i|, pj |j] = −m|j〉 and pi+pj
is on shell and massless, and the xij on both sides is in
preparation for the next step. The left side can be written
as xij〈ipij〉[pijj] and we can use Eq. (B3), where |3〉 has
become |pij〉, to write this as

1

2m
〈i| (pj − pi) |pij ][pijj] = mxij ([ij]− 〈ij〉) . (B12)

Similarly, we will sometimes use

x̃ij [i|(pi + pj)|j〉 = mx̃ij (〈ij〉 − [ij]) , (B13)

which, through a similar set of steps, gives us

1

2m
[i|(pj − pi)|pij〉〈pijj〉 = mx̃ij (〈ij〉 − [ij]) . (B14)

We can then use Eqs. (B12) and (B14) to switch from
angle brackets to square brackets and vice versa when
they are multiplied by appropriate factors of x or x̃.
It seems appropriate here to comment on an issue with

all the identities involving the x factor on an internal
line. Note that between Eq. (B11) and (B12), we assume
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that the internal particle with momentum pi + pj is on
shell and massless. This is necessary so that we can use
the identity pi + pj = |pij〉[pij |, where these are helicity
spinors, which is required by the identity in Eq. (B3). In
order to place the internal line on shell, we must complex-
ify the momenta and spinors as we describe in App. D.
However, we show in App. D 2 a that these amplitudes
with internal photons do not vanish in the large z limit,
throwing this procedure, and these identities, into doubt
for these processes. These same comments apply to the
identities in Apps. B 2, B 3 and B5, and may partly ex-
plain why the constructive approach does not agree for
these processes. On the other hand, when the photon is
an external particle, it is on shell, and there are no issues
applying the identities in Eqs. (B3) and (B5). Conse-
quently, the identities in App. B 4 do not appear to suffer
from this problem.

2. xij x̃kl〈ij〉 = xij x̃kl[ij] + · · ·

When we have a massless particle along an internal
line, we will get a product of the form xij x̃kl times an
angle or a square bracket that matches the indices of xij

or x̃kl. We will often need to switch angle for square
brackets or vice versa. As an example, consider an s-
channel massless particle. In this case we typically obtain
x̃12x34[12] and need to switch to angle brackets to match
the other term with a x12x̃34〈12〉 (or vice versa). In order
to achieve this, we can multiply Eq. (B14), where i = 1
and j = 2, by x34 to obtain

x̃12x34 (〈12〉 − [12]) =
1

2m2
2

x34[1|(p2 − p1)|p12〉〈p122〉 .
(B15)

However, since p34 = −p12, we have |p12〉〈p12| =
|p34〉〈p34| (any sign change to the spinors cancel in the
pair). Now we can write this as

x̃12x34 (〈12〉 − [12]) =
1

2m2
2

x34[1|(p2 − p1)|p34〉〈p342〉 .
(B16)

We can then use Eq. (B3) to obtain

x̃12x34 (〈12〉 − [12]) =

1

4m2
2m4

[1|(p2 − p1)(p4 − p3)|p34]〈p342〉 .

(B17)

However, now we can use p2 − p1 = −2p1 − p3 − p4 and
|p34]〈p34| = (p3 + p4) leading us to

x̃12x34 (〈12〉 − [12]) = − 1

2m2
2m4

[1|p1(p4 − p3)(p3 + p4)|2〉

− 1

4m2
2m4

[1|(p3 + p4)(p4 − p3)(p3 + p4)|2〉 .

(B18)

In the second term, we use [1|(p3 + p4)(p4 − p3)(p3 +
p4)|2〉 = 2(p4 − p3) · (p3 + p4)[1|(p3 + p4)|2〉 − (p3 +
p4)

2[1|(p4 − p3)|2〉 = 0, since (p4 − p3) · (p3 + p4) =
m2

4 − m2
3 = 0 and (p3 + p4)

2 = 0 is the on-shell condi-
tion. We next use [1|p1 = m1〈1| and (p4−p3)(p3+p4) =
m2

4 − m2
3 + p4p3 − p3p4 = −2p3 · p4 + 2p4p3 in the first

term to obtain

x̃12x34 (〈12〉 − [12]) = − 1

m2m4
〈1|p4p3|2〉+

2p3 · p4
2m2m4

〈12〉.
(B19)

Finally, 2p3 · p4 = (p3 + p4)
2 − 2m2

4 = −2m2
4 for

x̃12x34 ([12]− 〈12〉) = 1

m2m4
〈1|p4p3|2〉+

m4

m2
〈12〉 ,

(B20)
where we also flipped the sign. Similarly, we find

x̃12x34 (〈34〉 − [34]) =
1

m2m4
[3|p2p1|4] +

m2

m4
[34] ,

(B21)
as well as

x12x̃34 ([34]− 〈34〉) =
1

m2m4
〈3|p2p1|4〉+

m2

m4
〈34〉 ,

(B22)

x12x̃34 (〈12〉 − [12]) =
1

m2m4
[1|p4p3|2] +

m4

m2
[12] .

(B23)

We see that these last two differ from the previous identi-
ties by the change x ↔ x̃ and 〈· · · 〉 ↔ [· · · ]. Or, in other
words,

xij x̃kl ([kl]− 〈kl〉) =
1

mjml

〈k|pjpi|l〉+
mj

ml

〈kl〉 ,

(B24)

xij x̃kl (〈ij〉 − [ij]) =
1

mjml

[i|plpk|j] +
ml

mj

[ij] ,

(B25)

where pi + pj + pk + pl = 0.
If we look at the transition between Eqs. (5.42) and

(5.44) in [11], it appears that the authors use a truncated
version of this identity, namely xij x̃kl〈ij〉 = xij x̃kl[ij]
and xij x̃kl〈kl〉 = xij x̃kl[kl]. But, this can not be cor-
rect since 〈ij〉 6= [ij] and the final amplitude will be dif-
ferent whether we change all the spinor products into
angle spinor products or square spinor products. Unfor-
tunately, even the full identities in Eqs. (B24) and (B25)
will not bring the amplitude into agreement with Feyn-
man diagrams, as we will see in App. C 1.

3. Replacing x12x̃34 + x̃12x34

As mentioned in the previous subsection, we frequently
have a massless particle on an internal line. After us-
ing the identities in that subsection, we always end with
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the x12 and x34 from the vertex factoring into the form
x12x̃34 + x̃12x34, assuming the massless particle is in the
s-channel. In this section, we work out an identity to
replace this factor with mass and momentum products,
thereby eliminating the x factors from the expression.
If we plug in the explicit expressions for x and x̃ from

Eqs. (B9) and (B10), we have

4m2m4x12x̃34 = −〈ξ12|(p2 − p1)|p12][ξ34|(p4 − p3)|p12〉
〈ξ12p12〉[ξ34p12]

4m2m4x̃12x34 = − [ξ12|(p2 − p1)|p12〉〈ξ34|(p4 − p3)|p12]
[ξ12p12]〈ξ34p12〉

,

(B26)

where we have used p34 = −p12, which gives |p34〉 =
−|p12〉 and |p34] = |p12], so that |p34〉[p34| = −|p12〉[p12|.
(Whether the angle or the square bracket flips sign is a
convention.)
Our next step is to apply the Schouten identity [see

App. B from [26], especially Eqs. (B19) and (B20)] to
the numerators. We obtain

4m2m4x12x̃34 = − [ξ34|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|p12]
[ξ34p12]

4m2m4x̃12x34 = −〈ξ34|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|p12〉
〈ξ34p12〉

,

(B27)

where we have dropped vanishing terms of the form
〈p12|pi|p12]. We can see this by first noting that
〈p12|pi|p12] = 2pi · p12 = 2 (p1 · pi + p2 · pi). We can con-
sider each case separately. If pi = p1, we find 2p1·p1+2p1·
p2 = 2m2

1+(p1+p2)
2−m2

1−m2
2. However, (p1+p2)

2 = 0 is
the on-shell condition for the massless particle connecting
the vertices. Moreover, a massless particle only connects
particles of the same mass, therefore, m2 = m1 and we
have 〈p12|p1|p12] = 0. Similarly, 〈p12|p2|p12] = 0. But,
considering momenta from the other side of the propaga-
tor is no different since |p12]〈p12| = −|p34]〈p34|. There-
fore, 〈p12|p3|p12] = −〈p34|p3|p34] = 0 by the same reason-
ing. Finally, in the same way, we find 〈p12|p4|p12] = 0.
Next, obtaining a common denominator gives us

4m2m4x12x̃34 =
[ξ34|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|p12]〈p12ξ34〉

[ξ34p12]〈ξ34p12〉

4m2m4x̃12x34 =
〈ξ34|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|p12〉[p12ξ34]

[ξ34p12]〈ξ34p12〉
.

(B28)

Now, we use a Schouten identity on the second equation
giving

4m2m4x12x̃34 =
[ξ34|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|p12]〈p12ξ34〉

[ξ34p12]〈ξ34p12〉

4m2m4x̃12x34 = − [ξ34|(p2 − p1)|p12〉[p12|(p4 − p3)|ξ34〉
[ξ34p12]〈ξ34p12〉

,

(B29)

where we have again dropped terms of the form
〈p12|pi|p12]. We perform one more Schouten identity on
the right to obtain

4m2m4x12x̃34 =
[ξ34|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|p12]〈p12ξ34〉

[ξ34p12]〈ξ34p12〉

4m2m4x̃12x34 =
[p12|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|ξ34]〈ξ34p12〉

[ξ34p12]〈ξ34p12〉
,

(B30)

which, after cancelling 〈p12ξ34〉 and reversing the spinor
product in the second term, is equal to

4m2m4x12x̃34 = − [ξ34|(p4 − p3)(p2 − p1)|p12]
[ξ34p12]

4m2m4x̃12x34 = − [ξ34|(p2 − p1)(p4 − p3)|p12]
[ξ34p12]

.

(B31)

Finally, adding these two terms together and using (p4−
p3)(p2 − p1) + (p2 − p1)(p4 − p3) = 2(p2 − p1) · (p4 − p3),
we obtain

x12x̃34 + x̃12x34 = − (p2 − p1) · (p4 − p3)

2m2m4
. (B32)

Our results match the final result of Eq. (5.40) from [11],
up to a sign, although we have included the symmetriza-
tion in p3 and p4 as well as in p1 and p2 and we allow the
masses on the two ends to be different. We will see this
identity used in App. C 1.

4. x on an External Line

In this subsection, we find identities involving the x
factor on external lines. Although we could use Eqs. (B9)
and (B10) and cancel the reference spinor in the final
result, these identities prove to be very useful. In fact,
using them, we immediately expose the helicity spinors
of the external photons and quickly find very simple final
results. In fact, combined with the momentum shifts
described in App. D, we find simple expressions for the
amplitudes that agree with Feynman diagrams.
For concreteness, we consider a four-point amplitude

where particle 3 is massless and the propagator is in the
s channel. In this case, we obtain an amplitude with
an x12,4, where the subscript represents that the mas-
sive particle entering this vertex has momentum p12 and
the same-mass antiparticle has momentum p4. Our next
step is to multiply the x factor by a special form of 1. In
particular, we multiply by the other propagator denom-
inator divided by itself. Assuming the other diagram is
in the u channel, so that m2 = m4 = m, we obtain

x12,4 = x12,4
(p2 + p3)

2 −m2

(u−m2)

= x12,4
[3|p2|3〉
(u−m2)

, (B33)
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where we have used p22 = m2, p23 = 0 and 2p2 · p3 =
[3|p2|3〉. We can now use Eq. (B3) to obtain

x12,4 =
[3|p2(p4 − p1 − p2)|3]

2m (u−m2)
. (B34)

However, we can use (p1+p2)|3] = −(p3+p4)|3] = −p4|3]
to write it more simply as

x12,4 =
[3|p2p4|3]
m (u−m2)

. (B35)

As we can see, this immediately exposes the helicity
spinor of the external massless particle as desired. We
can also obtain the same result, more directly, by using
the definition of x from Eq. (B3)

x12,4|3〉 =
1

2m
(p4 − p2 − p1) |3] , (B36)

and multiplying on the left by [3|p2, giving

x12,4 =
[3|p2 (p4 − p2 − p1) |3]

2m[3|p2|3〉
, (B37)

where we have moved the coefficient of x12,4 to the right
side. This is the same expression that we found in
Eq. (B34) and the final result is the same. Another
(equivalent) way to see this identity is to use Eq. (B9)
and set the reference spinor to [3|p2. In fact, we see that
we could choose either of the propagator denominators
depending on the momentum we choose in [ξ| = [3|p.
We can follow a similar procedure for the other dia-

gram. In the u channel, we would have x2,14 to obtain

x2,14 =
[3|p4(−p2 + p1 + p4)|3]

2m[3|p4|3]
. (B38)

Once again, we can use (p1 + p4)|3] = −(p2 + p3)|3] =
−p2|3], to write this as

x2,14 =
[3|p2p4|3]
m(s−m2)

, (B39)

where we used the antisymmetry of the spinor product.
Interestingly, this suggests x12,4 and x2,14 differ only by
their final propagator denominator. At this point, we can
include these in the amplitude and, now that they have
a common denominator, simplify the result considerably.
This method also works for x̃ where the final result has
an angle-bracket spinor product rather than a square-
bracket spinor product.

x̃12,4 =
〈3|p2p4|3〉
m (u−m2)

(B40)

x̃2,14 =
〈3|p2p4|3〉
m(s−m2)

. (B41)

We could also use the t channel and so on. There are
several useful combinations, depending on the process.

The important thing to remember when using these iden-
tities is that the numerator should always include the
massless particle’s momentum. That is, whether to use
(pi + pj)

2 −m2 or (pk + pl)
2 −m2 in the numerator, we

always choose the form with the massless momentum.
As another example, if the massless particle were instead
particle 2, we would have

x1,34 =
[2|p1p3|2]
m (u−m2)

(B42)

x14,3 =
[2|p1p3|2]
m(s−m2)

(B43)

x̃1,34 =
〈2|p1p3|2〉
m (u−m2)

(B44)

x̃14,3 =
〈2|p1p3|2〉
m(s−m2)

. (B45)

We will use these identities in Apps. C 2, C 3 and C4.

5. x12x̃34 + x̃12x34 Revisited

Now that we have useful identities when the x fac-
tors appear on internal and external lines, let’s revisit
x12x̃34+ x̃12x34, and see whether we can achieve an iden-
tity by multiplying by a special form of 1 as we did in
the previous subsection. Unlike in the previous cases, we
do not want to use the propagator denominator of an-
other diagram. The reason is that we need the s-channel
momentum in the numerator in order to apply the iden-
tities in Eqs. (B3) and (B5). The form we will choose is
a product of p1 + p2 with a reference momentum in the
following way

x12x̃34 = x12x̃34
[p12|pξ|p12〉
2p12 · pξ

. (B46)

We use |p12] = |p34] to obtain

x12x̃34 = x12x̃34
[p34|pξ|p12〉
2p12 · pξ

. (B47)

We can now apply Eqs. (B3) and (B5) and find

x12x̃34 = −〈p34|(p4 − p3)pξ(p2 − p1)|p12]
8m2m4p12 · pξ

. (B48)

Using |p34〉 = −|p12〉 gives

x12x̃34 =
Tr[(p4 − p3)pξ(p2 − p1)(p1 + p2)]

8m2m4p12 · pξ

=
−(p4 − p3) · (p2 − p1)p12 · pξ

4m2m4p12 · pξ
, (B49)

since (p4 − p3) · (p1 + p2) = (p2 − p1) · (p1 + p2) = 0. We
are now in a position to cancel the p12 · pξ to obtain

x12x̃34 = − (p2 − p1) · (p4 − p3)

4m2m4
. (B50)
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This is interesting since, unlike in App. B3, we didn’t
even need x̃12x34 this time to obtain this result. Because
of the symmetry, we can see that we get the same result
from x̃12x34, giving us the same final result

x12x̃34 + x̃12x34 = − (p2 − p1) · (p4 − p3)

2m2m4
. (B51)

It appears that this time we did not need a reference
spinor, however, if pξ is any linear combination of the
external momenta, p12 · pξ = 0 [as we showed in the text
below Eq. (B27)]. Therefore, pξ has taken the place of a
reference spinor in this calculation, but is removed before
ever appearing in the amplitude.
There are also ways of deriving this identity without

the use of either a reference spinor or a reference mo-
mentum. Whenever we encounter an xij x̃kl on an inter-
nal line, it is always accompanied by 〈ij〉[kl]. So, let’s
consider

xij x̃kl〈ij〉 =
1

s
xij x̃kl〈i|(pi + pj)

2|j〉

=
1

s
xij x̃kl〈ipij〉[pij |(pi + pj)|j〉

=
1

2mjs
x̃kl〈i|(pj − pi)|pij ][pij |(pi + pj)|j〉

=
−〈i|(pj − pi)(pl − pk)|pij〉[pij |(pi + pj)|j〉

4mjmls

=
−1

4mjml

〈i|(pj − pi)(pl − pk)|j〉 , (B52)

where the s/s = 0/0 has cancelled (the numerators of
the diagrams are considered on shell during intermediate
steps of the calculation). Similarly, we find

x̃ijxkl〈ij〉 =
1

s
x̃ijxkl〈i|(pi + pj)

2|j〉

=
1

s
x̃ijxkl〈ipij〉[pij |(pi + pj)|j〉

=
−1

2mjs
x̃ij〈i|(pl − pk)|pij ][pij |(pi + pj)|j〉

=
−〈i|(pl − pk)(pj − pi)|pij〉[pij |(pi + pj)|j〉

4mjmls

=
−1

4mjml

〈i|(pl − pk)(pj − pi)|j〉 . (B53)

Putting these together, we have,

(xij x̃kl + x̃ijxkl) 〈ij〉 = − (pl − pk) · (pj − pi)

2mjml

〈ij〉 ,
(B54)

where we have used (pj−pi)(pl−pk)+(pl−pk)(pj−pi) =
2(pj − pi) · (pl − pk). We could also have used the square
bracket. Presumably, there are other ways to achieve this
result.
Before leaving this section, we note the importance

of using the already symmetrized version of Eqs. (B3)
and (B5) and not the unsymmetrized versions found in

Eqs. (B2) and (B4). If we use the unsymmetrized iden-
tity, not only do we get a different result, but we get in-
consistent results. To see this, let’s focus on the middle
form of Eqs. (B2) and (B4). For simplicity, let’s assume
we are in the s channel and consider

x1,2x̃3,4 = x1,2x̃3,4
[p12|p2|p12〉

s
, (B55)

where we used [p12|p2|p12〉 = Tr[p2(p1 + p2)] = 2p1 · p2 +
2m2 = s in the denominator. Switching [p12| = [p34|,
as usual, applying the identity and switching back, we
obtain

x1,2x̃3,4 =
〈p12|p4p2p2|p12]

m2m4s
. (B56)

However, since p2p2 = p22 = m2
2 and 〈p12|p4|p12] = 2p12 ·

p4 = s, we end with

x1,2x̃3,4 =
m2

m4
. (B57)

This incredibly simply formula gives very compact results
for four-point amplitudes which disagree with Feynman
diagrams. Not only that, but if we had instead sand-
wiched p4 in the middle, we would have obtained

x1,2x̃3,4 = x1,2x̃3,4
[p12|p4|p12〉

s

=
〈p12|p4p4p2|p12]

m2m4s

=
m4

m2
. (B58)

Unfortunately, we see we cannot trust this result. In fact,
we have only found consistency when we have used the
fully symmetrized Eqs. (B3) and (B5).

Appendix C: Constructive Diagram Calculations

In this appendix, we will describe the constructive cal-
culation of these amplitudes using a massless photon from
the beginning. With the details of x described in App. B,
we achieve agreement with Feynman diagrams for the di-
agrams with external photons but not with the diagram
with an internal photon. This last case requires ingre-
dients beyond what are currently published, as we will
see.

1. e, ē, µ, µ̄

There is only one diagram for this process, involving a
photon in the s channel. The vertex is given on the left
by ex12〈12〉 and on the right by ex̃34[34] for a negative
helicity photon and ex̃12[12] and ex34〈34〉 for a positive
helicity photon. Combining these for each photon helicity
and dividing by the propagator denominator gives us

M =
e2

s
(x34x̃12[12]〈34〉+ x12x̃34〈12〉[34]) . (C1)
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We now need to use identities that eventually remove
the x and x̃. As we can see in Eqs. (B20) through (B23),
we can convert square brackets to angle brackets or vice
versa, but in doing so, we get extra terms. There are two
different final forms depending on whether we end with
[12] or 〈12〉 and [34] or 〈34〉. We begin by putting all
the spinors multiplying xx̃ in the form of square brackets.
We use Eq. (B21) on the left term and Eq. (B23) on the
right term to obtain

M =
e2

s

[

(

x34x̃12 ++x12x̃34 +
me

mµ

+
mµ

me

)

[12][34]

+
1

memµ

([12][3|p2p1|4] + [1|p4p3|2][34])
]

.

(C2)

To remove (x34x̃12 ++x12x̃34), we use the identity in
Eq. (B32) to find

M =
e2

2memµs

[

(u − t+ 2m2
e + 2m2

µ)[12][34]

+ 2 ([12][3|p2p1|4] + [1|p4p3|2][34])
]

, (C3)

where we have used (p2 − p1) · (p4 − p3) = t − u. We
could reduce the terms with two momenta in the spinor
products, but we find that this would result in a more
complex expression, therefore, we will stop here. We find
the same expression if we first apply Eq. (B23) on the
right of Eq. (C1) followed by application of Eq. (B22) on
the resulting term. We also find this same expression if
we apply Eq. (B21) to the left term of Eq. (C1) followed
by Eq. (B20) on the resulting term. In order to show
their equality, application of the identities, including the
on-shell property of the internal line are necessary.
On the other hand, if we apply Eq. (B20) to the left

and Eq. (B22) to the right side of Eq. (C1), we obtain

M =
e2

2memµs

[

(u − t+ 2m2
e + 2m2

µ)〈12〉〈34〉

+ 2 (〈12〉〈3|p2p1|4〉+ 〈1|p4p3|2〉〈34〉)
]

. (C4)

We can see that this is the complex conjugate of Eq. (C3).
We obtain this same expression if we apply Eq. (B22) on
the right of Eq. (C1) followed by application of Eq. (B23)
on the resulting term or if we apply Eq. (B20) to the left
term of Eq. (C1) followed by Eq. (B21) on the resulting
term. These last two are the opposite order of apply-
ing these identities compared to the order that obtains
Eq. (C3).
All together, we have two different forms for this am-

plitude, which are complex conjugates of one another,
coming from the different ways we apply the identities in
Eqs. (B20) through (B23). Unfortunately, none of these
agree with the correct form given in Eq. (98), not even
with the use of identities. In fact, we can see that Eq. (98)
is self conjugate, while these are not. Since the two forms

here are conjugates of each other, their squares are iden-
tical. However, the square does not agree with Feynman
diagrams. In fact, in the high-energy limit, this form
of the amplitude grows quadratically with energy and,
therefore, cannot be correct. We will consider a momen-
tum and accompanying spinor shift for this process in
App. E 1, but will find that this will not improve success
in obtaining the correct amplitude either.

We note that the authors of [11] found a simpler form
as can be seen in their Eq. (5.44), namely M = e2/s ∗
(u − t)/(2memµ) ∗ 〈12〉〈34〉. It appears as if they got
this form by dropping the right side of Eqs. (B24) and
(B25). This form also grows quadratically at high energy,
violating perturbative unitarity, and is not in agreement
with Feynman diagrams. Although this form is incorrect,
it interestingly simplifies to the same form as our result
after a momentum shift. We will show this in App. E 1.

The issue with the x factor is that it does not con-
nect the helicities at the opposite ends of the photon
propagator. For example, the vertices ex12〈12〉 and
ex̃34[34], for this process, do not expose the helicities
of the photon and the product x12x̃34 does not con-
nect the helicities of the two vertices at all. This leads
to all the spinor products containing fermions from the
same side of the propagator (for example, terms like
〈12〉〈34〉). Contrast this with the massive photon cal-
culation. As seen in Eq. (1), the vertex has the form
e/MA (〈31〉[23] + [31]〈23〉), where the photon is particle
3 in this vertex and its spin is clearly exposed. Then,
when the diagram is formed, the spin of the photon from
one vertex is transferred to the other vertex, as described
in App. A 1. In this case, this results in all spinor prod-
ucts containing fermions from opposite ends of the prop-
agator (for example, terms like 〈13〉[24]), the opposite
of the constructive result with the x factor. In fact, the
correct result cannot be put into a form with fermions
from the same side of the propagator appearing in spinor
products by use of any identities. We might also note
that Feynman diagrams similarly connect the helicities
of the photon at the two vertices by inserting γµ and
γν in the two fermion lines and contracting them with
−gµν (in Feynman gauge). This leads us to suspect that
an improvement to the x factor vertex would expose and
connect the helicities of the photon along its propagator.
An obvious naive candidate would be e〈13〉〈23〉/me for
the negative helicity vertex and e[13][23]/me for the pos-
itive helicity vertex. However, we found that this did not
agree with Feynman diagrams either. Although it con-
nected the helicities of the photon, it leads to a bad high-
energy growth, once again violating perturbative unitar-
ity. Therefore, it appears to us that a second require-
ment for an improved vertex is that it does not involve
a division by the fermion mass. We leave the correct
specification as an open problem.
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2. e, γ+, ē,h

In this subsection, we consider electron-photon dia-
grams with only one photon. Since this will require an-
other boson, we must add the Higgs boson to this calcu-
lation. The photon and Higgs can couple on either end of
the electron propagator giving us s and u channels. This
means there will be a spin index contracted on the propa-
gator line between the two ends. In order to describe this
calculation, we must make an important note about how
we choose which vertex has an upper index and which
has a lower index. The overall choice does not matter
since the amplitude is squared, but a relative choice be-
tween diagrams does matter as it can flip the relative
sign between diagrams. Therefore, it is important that
we make a consistent recipe that treats all diagrams the
same. Since the internal line is a particle going into one
vertex and an antiparticle into the opposite vertex, we
can use this property. We will choose the particle end of
the propagator to have an upper index and the antipar-
ticle end to have a lower index and note that this choice
works in App. A 2 as well. As a result, in the present
calculation, for the s channel, the higgs-electron vertex
is given by me

v
(〈PI

123〉+ [PI
123]) and the photon-electron

vertex is given by e(x1,34〈1P34I〉). On the other hand,
for the u-channel, the higgs-electron vertex is given by
me

v
(〈1P23I〉+ [1P23I]) and the photon-electron vertex by

e(x14,3〈PI
143〉).

Taking the product of these vertices and dividing by
the propagator denominators, we obtain

M+
s =

eme

v

x1,34(〈PI
123〉+ [PI

123])〈1P34I〉
s−m2

e

(C5)

M+
u =

eme

v

x14,3(〈1P23I〉+ [1P23I])〈PI
143〉

u−m2
e

. (C6)

In order to simplify these expressions, we need to reverse
the momentum of the spinors. That is, for the s-channel
diagram, we need to either (a) set (〈PI

123〉 + [PI
123]) →

(−〈PI
343〉+[PI

343]) or (b) set 〈1P34I〉 → −〈1P12I〉. When
we reverse the momentum, the sign appears on angle
spinors but not square spinors, by convention. At first
look, this appears to create two very different results,

M(a)+
s =

eme

v

x1,34(−〈PI
343〉+ [PI

343])〈1P34I〉
s−m2

e

M(b)+
s = −eme

v

x1,34(〈PI
123〉+ [PI

123])〈1P12I〉
s−m2

e

.

Not only is the overall sign different, but choice (a) cre-
ates a relative sign between −〈PI

343〉 and [PI
343]. How-

ever, after simplifying the contraction, we have

M(a)+
s =

eme

v

x1,34(me〈13〉 − 〈1|P34|3])
s−m2

e

M(b)+
s = −eme

v

x1,34(−me〈13〉 − 〈1|P12|3])
s−m2

e

.

After switching P34 = −P12 in the top formula, and fac-
toring out the minus sign in the bottom formula, we get

that M(a)+
s = M(b)+

s . So, we need not worry which di-
rection we switch the momenta whether P12 → −P34 or
P34 → −P12. The rules are consistent. Our next step
is to expand P34 = p3 + p4 and use the mass identity
p3|3] = −me|3〉 to obtain

M+
s =

eme

v

x1,34(2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p4|3])
s−m2

e

(C7)

M+
u =

eme

v

x14,3(2me〈13〉+ [1|p4|3〉)
u−m2

e

, (C8)

where we have followed similar steps for the u-channel
diagram.
Next, we remove the x factors by use of Eqs. (B42) and

(B43) described in App. B 4. We include them here for
convenience.

x1,34 =
[2|p1p3|2]

me (u−m2
e)

(C9)

x14,3 =
[2|p1p3|2]

me(s−m2
e)

. (C10)

As we can see, these forms of the x factor immediately
expose the positive helicity spinors of the photon. Plug-
ging these in, we obtain,

M+
s =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p4|3])
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(C11)

M+
u =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉+ [1|p4|3〉)
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (C12)

At this point, we must simplify these expressions. We
will show this for the u-channel diagram but have found
the same final result using the s-channel diagram as well.
Focusing on the numerator after removing the electric
charge, we have

num

e
= 2me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] + [1|p4|3〉[2|p3p4|2] , (C13)

where we have used momentum conservation to re-
place p1 with p4. We see that we have twice the first
term compared to the result we obtained in Eq. (101),
so we Schouten transform half of it, 〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] =
−[2|p4|3〉[2|p3|1〉 + [2|p4|1〉[2|p3|3〉 = −me[2|p4|3〉[21] +
[2|p4|3〉[2|p4|1〉 − me[2|p4|1〉[23], and we also Schouten
transform the second term, [1|p4|3〉[2|p3p4|2] =
[2|p4|3〉[2|p3p4|1]− [21][2|p3p4p4|3〉 = [2|p4|3〉[2|p3p4|1]+
mem

2
h[21][23], where we have also used momentum con-

servation and the mass identities in these manipulations.
Plugging these back in, we have

num

e
= me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] +m2

e[12][2|p4|3〉

−m2
e[23][2|p4|1〉 −mem

2
h[12][23]

+me[2|p4|3〉[2|p4|1〉+ [2|p4|3〉[2|p3p4|1] . (C14)
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We can see that the first four terms are what we expect.
We just need to show that the last two terms cancel. In
the second-to-last term, we push the me back into the
spinor product, −me[2|p4|1〉 = [2|p4p1|1], followed by a
reversal of the momenta, −me[2|p4|1〉 = −2p1 · p4[12]−
[2|p1p4|1] and momentum conservation, −me[2|p4|1〉 =
−2p1 · p4[12] + [2|p3p4|1]−m2

h[12], giving us

num

e
= me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] +m2

e[12][2|p4|3〉

−m2
e[23][2|p4|1〉 −mem

2
h[12][23]

+
(

2p1 · p4 +m2
h

)

[12][2|p4|3〉 . (C15)

However, 2p1 · p4 +m2
h = u−m2

e, which vanishes due to
this diagram being on shell. Therefore, we are left with

num

e
= me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] +m2

e[12][2|p4|3〉

−m2
e[23][2|p4|1〉 −mem

2
h[12][23] . (C16)

in agreement with Feynman diagrams as we discussed
with Eq. (101).

3. e, ē, γ±, γ±

We next turn to the amplitude with two photons. In
this subsection, we consider the case where they both
have the same helicity and demonstrate the calculation
when both have positive helicity. We will take the elec-
tron and positron to be particles 1 and 2, respectively.
There are two diagrams possible in the t and u chan-
nels. As in the previous subsection, either one can be
used and they result in the same final amplitude and
agree with Feynman diagrams. In the case of the t-
channel diagram, we have the vertices ex1,24〈1P24I〉 and
ex13,2〈PI

132〉, while in the case of the u-channel diagram,
we have ex1,23〈1P23I〉 and ex14,2〈PI

142〉. Multiplying and
dividing by the propagator denominator, gives us

M++
t =

e2mex1,24x13,2〈12〉
t−m2

e

(C17)

M++
u = −e2mex1,23x14,2〈12〉

u−m2
e

, (C18)

where we have used the mass relation 〈1PI〉〈PI2〉 =
−me〈12〉. We now need to replace the x factors using the
techniques described in App. B4. In this case, we have
two x factors to replace but only one other diagram. One
of the x factors should include the propagator denomi-
nator from the other diagram, but we must determine
what to do with the other. As explained in App. B 4,
each x factor has two possible forms with the two choices

of propagator denominator. We find

x1,24 =
[3|p1p2|3]
m(u−m2)

=
[3|p1p4|3]

ms
(C19)

x13,2 =
[4|p1p2|4]
m(u−m2)

=
[4|p1p3|4]

ms
(C20)

x1,23 =
[4|p1p2|4]
m(t−m2)

=
[4|p1p3|4]

ms
(C21)

x14,2 =
[3|p1p2|3]
m(t−m2)

=
[3|p1p4|3]

ms
. (C22)

However, the numerators are related by momentum con-
servation and the denominators are also if we take the
propagator of the diagram to be on shell. That is,
the top two expressions are for the t-channel diagram
where the on-shell condition is t = m2, resulting in
s = −t− u+ 2m2 = −u+m2. The last two are similar,
since they are used in the u-channel diagram. Therefore,
we can use either the middle or the right expressions for
x, since we can use the on-shell condition with momen-
tum conservation during the simplification. Furthermore,
since there are two photons, we could also use forms of
x that use the other photon’s helicity spinor as the ref-
erence spinor. For example,

x1,23 = −〈3|p1|4]
me〈34〉

and x14,2 =
〈4|p2|3]
me〈43〉

. (C23)

However, since we prefer to get the angle brackets out of
the denominator, we need to multiply the numerator and
denominator by [34]. Using the helicity-spinor relation
|3]〈3| = p3, and similarly for p4, we have

x1,23 = − [4|p3p1|4]
mes

and x14,2 =
[3|p4p2|3]

mes
, (C24)

which, after a reversal of the spinor products and a use
of momentum conservation are the same as the identies
in Eqs. (E38) and (E39). Therefore, we can use any of
these identities for the x and they all work. However,
as in other amplitude calculations, some calculations are
simpler one way than another.
Since we will demonstrate the calculation with the t-

channel diagram in App. E 3 using Eqs. (E36) and (E37),
we will show how the u-channel diagram works here and
use the form of x in Eq. (C23). Multiplying by [34] in
the numerator and denominator, but not simplifying the
numerator yet, we have

M++
u =

e2〈4|p2|3]〈3|p1|4][34]2〈12〉
mes2 (u−m2

e)
. (C25)

Since the [34]2 is already what we want in the fi-
nal answer, we directly simplify −〈4|p2|3]〈3|p1|4] =
−Tr (p4p2p3p1) = −2p1 ·p3p2 ·p4+2p1 ·p2p3 ·p4−2p1 ·p4p2 ·
p3 = − 1

2

(

t−m2
e

)2
+ 1

2s
(

s− 2m2
e

)

− 1
2

(

u−m2
e

)2
. Since

the diagram is considered on shell, u = m2
e and s = −(t−

m2
e), giving us −〈4|p2|3]〈3|p1|4] = 1

2s
(

s+ t− 3m2
e

)

. Due
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to the on-shell condition, we have s + t = m2
e, giving us

finally, −〈4|p2|3]〈3|p1|4] = −m2
es. In the denominator,

we cancel one s and use s = −(t−m2
e) on the other. We

end with

M++
u = − e2me〈12〉[34]2

(t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
, (C26)

in agreement with Eq. (104).

4. e, ē, γ±, γ∓

For our last process, we consider the photons having
opposite helicity. We will demonstrate the +− case. For
the t-channel diagram, the vertices are ex1,24〈1P24I〉 and
ex̃13,2[P

I
132] while the vertices for the u-channel diagram

are ex̃1,23[1P23I] and ex14,2〈PI
142〉, giving the prelimi-

nary amplitudes

M+−
t =

e2x1,24x̃13,2 (me[12] + 〈1|p3|2])
t−m2

e

(C27)

M+−
u =

e2x̃1,23x14,2 (me〈12〉+ [1|p4|2〉)
u−m2

e

, (C28)

where we have used the momentum relation |PI
ij〉[PijI| =

pi + pj as well as the mass relations 〈1|p1 = me[1| and
[1|p1 = me〈1|.
As in the ++-helicity case described in the previous

subsection, when we replace x and x̃, we have a choice
of whether to replace both of them with the u −m2

e for
the t-channel and t − m2

e for the u-channel diagram, or
whether to replace one with this propagator denominator
and the other with s. As before, they are equivalent, on
shell. Moreover, as in the previous section, we can use
a form for x and x̃ that uses the other photon’s helicity
spinor as the reference spinor. In this case, because we
have one x and one x̃, it turns out to be especially simple
this way. We take x1,24 = −〈4|p1|3]/me〈43〉 and x̃13,2 =
[3|p2|4〉/me[34]. Their product is then

x1,24x̃13,2 = −〈4|p1|3][3|p2|4〉
m2

e〈43〉[34]
, (C29)

or, using momentum conservation,

x1,24x̃13,2 =
[3|p1|4〉2
m2

es
. (C30)

Of course, on shell, we can replace s = −(u − m2
e) and

find

M+−
t = −e2[3|p1|4〉2 (me[12] + 〈1|p3|2])

m2
e (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (C31)

We can see from Eq. (108) that we need one factor of
[3|p1|4〉, so we will just work on the rest of the nu-
merator. We perform a Schouten identity on the first
term, [3|p1|4〉[12] = [2|p1|4〉[13]−me[23]〈14〉, and on the

second term, [3|p1|4〉〈1|p3|2] = −[23]〈1|p3p1|4〉, where
we used a mass identity in both. We next interchange
the order of the momenta in the second term to ob-
tain [3|p1|4〉〈1|p3|2] = −2p1 ·p3[23]〈14〉+me[23][1|p3|4〉,
again using a mass identity. The on-shell condition
gives us 2p1 · p3 = (t − m2

e) = 0, so [3|p1|4〉〈1|p3|2] =
me[23][1|p3|4〉. We perform another Schouten iden-
tity, [3|p1|4〉〈1|p3|2] = me〈4|p3|2][13] and use momen-
tum conservation, [3|p1|4〉〈1|p3|2] = −me〈4|p1|2][13] +
m2

e〈42〉[13], again while using mass identities. Plugging
these in, we have

M+−
t =

e2[3|p1|4〉 (〈24〉[13] + 〈14〉[23])
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

, (C32)

agreeing with Eq. (108). We have also done this calcula-
tion with the u-channel diagram and obtained the same
result. We have also done it with the larger expressions
for x and x̃ in Eqs. (E36) and (E37) and obtained the
same result.

Appendix D: Analytic Continuation and the Spinor

Shift

Following the discovery of greatly simplified formulas
for scattering amplitudes in gluodynamics [1, 3, 4], the
BCFW recursion relations were developed [2] allowing
any tree-level helicity amplitude of gluons to be calcu-
lated using a simple on-shell recursion relation based on
the asymptotic behavior of the complexified gluon mo-
menta. Very briefly, as it relates to the present work, the
authors of [2] analytically continued two of the momenta
pi and pj such that momentum conservation and the on-
shell properties of the external particles were maintained.

p̂i = pi + zq (D1)

p̂j = pj − zq , (D2)

where z is a complex number and q must further satisfy
momentum conservation (p̂i + p̂j = pi + pj) and the on-
shell property for massless particles i and j, namely

pi · q = pj · q = q2 = 0 . (D3)

This can be achieved, for example, in the center of mo-
mentum frame for particles 1 and 2, where

p1 = (E, 0, 0, p) , p2 = (E, 0, 0,−p) (D4)

and

q = (0, 1, i, 0) . (D5)

They further showed that, for gluon amplitudes, for
some choice of i and j, the amplitude vanished in the
limit z → ∞. The reason this is important is that mero-
morphic functions that vanish at infinity are completely
determined by their poles. In particular, if we take a con-
tour integral of the amplitude divided by (z′− z) around
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the circle at complex infinity, we get zero. But this in-
tegral encloses all its poles, therefore, it can be written
as a sum of the residues divided by the poles. The poles
were understood to be Feynman propagator denomina-
tors and the residues, which occurred when the propa-
gator denominator went on shell, split into a product of
amplitudes on the two sides of the propagator. This al-
lowed the amplitude to be recursively split into products
of smaller amplitudes until the 3-point amplitude was
reached.
In the massive case, there is no such proof and we do

not know whether it is possible to build up all amplitudes
recursively in the same way. However, several examples
have been done, and been verified with Feynman dia-
grams, in the all-massive case [26] as well in App. A of
this article. It appears to us that if all the particles are
massive, and no x factors are involved, the amplitudes
can be built up in the same way Feynman diagrams are
built up, except with spinor vertices. However, it does
not appear to us, in this case, that any fewer diagrams are
required compared to Feynman diagrams, even though
the final expressions have been simpler than their Feyn-
man counterparts. On the other hand, in a partly mas-
sive theory, such as QED, we show in the present note
that some amplitudes can be worked out with the cur-
rent tools, including the amplitudes with external pho-
tons that we present here, and some that still cannot,
including the amplitude with an internal photon that
we also present here. Further tools are still required to
achieve success for the last.
In order to implement the BCFW recursion relations,

in addition to analytically continuing the momenta pi
and pj , we also need to shift the helicity spinors associ-
ated with them in a consistent way. We expect a similar
requirement for massive theories. Therefore, in App. D 1,
we describe the associated shift of the spinors for all the
relevant combinations of massless and massive particles,
beginning with the all-massless case. These shifts are
then used in App. E where we calculate the spinor am-
plitudes obtained using the recursion-like rules for QED.
In App. D 2, we analyze the asymptotic z behavior of the
correct amplitudes for each process and gain insight into
when and why the present tools work for some amplitudes
and not for others.

1. Momentum Complexification and the

Spin-Spinor Shift

In the all-massless case, the constructive technique re-
lies on the internal lines being on shell [2]. In this sub-
section, we consider the likely situation that the same is
true in the partly-massless case with the hope of resolv-
ing the discrepancy between the x-factor amplitudes and
those from Feynman diagrams. In order to put the inter-
nal line on shell while preserving momentum conservation
and the on shell property for the external momenta, we
must complexify the momenta of at least two external

particles. In this subsection, we attempt to generalize
the momentum complexification of the all-massless case.
We note that the shift of the massive spinors has also
been considered in [29–34].

a. [i, j〉 Shift with Two Massless Particles

In the all-massless case, this is done through the shift
[i, j〉 where

[̂i| = [i|+ z[j| (D6)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉 − z|i〉 , (D7)

with all other spinors unchanged. It is easy to see that
this preserves momentum conservation since

p̂i + p̂j = |i〉[̂i|+ |ĵ〉[j|
= |i〉[i|+ z|i〉[j|+ |j〉[j| − z|i〉[j|
= pi + pj . (D8)

We can also see that both particles remain on shell as in

2p̂2i = 〈ii〉[̂îi] = 0 (D9)

2p̂2j = 〈ĵĵ〉[jj] = 0 , (D10)

since 〈ii〉 = [jj] = 0 for any massless particle. These two
properties are satisfied for any value of z, as can be seen in
the previous discussion. However, for a particular value
of z, which we will call zp, we can also set an internal line
on shell. For example, suppose there are two particles on
the left side of the internal line, i and k, and all the rest,
including j, are on the other side. Now, we consider the
momentum squared of the internal line

(p̂i + pk)
2 = 2p̂i · pk

= 〈ik〉[kî]
= 〈ik〉[ki] + zp〈ik〉[kj]
= 0 , (D11)

where the last line comes because we are demanding that
the internal line is massless and on shell. This is satisfied
when

zp = − 〈ik〉[ki]
〈ik〉[kj] = − [ik]

[jk]
, (D12)

or, similarly considering the momenta from the other side
of the internal ine,

(p̂j + pl)
2 = 2p̂j · pl

= 〈ĵl〉[lj]
= 〈jl〉[lj]− zp〈il〉[lj]
= 0 (D13)

is satisfied when

zp =
〈jl〉[lj]
〈il〉[lj] =

〈jl〉
〈il〉 . (D14)



29

We then use this zp in Eqs. (D6) and (D7) in the ampli-
tude to obtain the final form.

Before moving on to more general cases, it is conve-
nient to rewrite z in a notation that is closer to later
expressions by combining |k〉[k| = pk. In that case,
Eqs. (D12) and (D14) become

zp = − 〈i|pk|i]
〈i|pk|j]

=
−sik

〈i|pk|j]
(D15)

zp = 〈j|pl|j]
〈i|pl|j]

=
sjl

〈i|pl|j]
, (D16)

where we are introducing the shorthand sij = (pi + pj)
2

for compactness and clarity. Moreover, we find conve-
nient during our calculations to have formulas for the
shifts that bypass the z by plugging it directly into
Eqs. (D6) and (D7). Doing this gives us,

[̂i| = [i| − sik
〈i|pk|j]

[j| (D17)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉+ |i〉 sik
〈i|pk|j]

. (D18)

In addition to a purely massless theory, we might want
to use this shift in a theory such as QED, where some
particles are massless and others massive. We will do
several cases in the following subsections. Before mov-
ing to those cases, we begin with the case where both
external particles shifted are massless but the internal
line is massive. This is applicable to the process eēγγ
calculated in App. E 3 and E4. In this case, Eqs. (D7)
through (D10) are all unchanged. However, Eqs. (D11)
through (D18) become

(p̂i + pk)
2 = sik + zp〈i|pk|j] = M2

(p̂j + pl)
2 = sjl − zp〈i|pl|j] = M2 , (D19)

where M is the mass of the particle on the internal line,
giving us

zp =
M2 − sik
〈i|pk|j]

(D20)

zp =
sjl −M2

〈i|pl|j]
, (D21)

and we also allow for the possibility that mk and ml are
not zero. Plugging these into Eqs. (D6) and (D7), we
have

[̂i| = [i| −
(

sik −M2
)

〈i|pk|j]
[j| (D22)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉+ |i〉
(

sik −M2
)

〈i|pk|j]
. (D23)

These are the expressions we will use in App. E 3 and
E4.

b. [i, j〉 Shift with One Massive and One Massless Particle

We must now attempt to find a generalization of this
prescription to the case where one of the external par-
ticles shifted is massive. In this subsection, we will do
the [i, j〉 shift. We take particle i to be represented by a
massive spin spinor and particle j by a massless helicity
spinor. For an [i, j〉 shift, we will try

[̂iI| = [iI|+ zI[j| (D24)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉 − zI|iI〉 , (D25)

where the I is a spin index and appears on the complex
z as well as on the spin spinor [i|. We first see that this
preserves momentum conservation.

p̂i + p̂j = |iI〉[̂iI|+ |ĵ〉[j|
= |iI〉[iI|+ zI|iI〉[j|+ |j〉[j| − zI|iI〉[j|
= |iI〉[iI|+ |j〉[j|
= pi + pj . (D26)

We next need to satisfy the on-shell condition for parti-
cles i and j. We begin with particle i giving us

2p̂2i = 〈iIiJ〉[̂iJ îI]
= 〈iIiJ〉[iJiI] + 2zI〈iIiJ〉[iJj] + zIzJ〈iIiJ〉[jj]
= 〈iIiJ〉[iJiI] = 2p2i = 2m2

i , (D27)

where we have used zJ〈iIiJ〉[jiI] = zI〈iJiI〉[jiJ] =
zI〈iIiJ〉[iJj] in the second line and the third line is what
we must obtain for the on-shell condition to be preserved.
We remember that [jj] = 0 and we use the mass iden-
ties 〈iIiJ〉 = −miǫ

IJ and [iLiK] = −miǫLK given in [27].
Plugging these in, we must have

zI[i
Ij] = 0 . (D28)

We must now perform the same calculation for particle j

2p̂2j = 〈ĵĵ〉[jj] = 0 , (D29)

which is trivially satisfied because particle j is massless
and [jj] = 0.
We have one further on-shell constraint, that of the

internal line. For this, we assume, once again, that the
internal line has momentum (pi+pk) = −(pj+pl), where
particle i and j are on opposite ends of the propagator.
pk and pl stand for the rest of the momenta on each side.

(p̂i + pk)
2 = m2

i +m2
k + 2p̂i · pk

= m2
i +m2

k + 〈iI|pk |̂iI]
= m2

i +m2
k + 〈iI|pk|iI] + zI〈iI|pk|j]

= M2 , (D30)

whereM2 stands for the mass of the internal-line particle.
We must now solve for zI. We begin by placing the z on
one side of the equation

zI〈iI|pk|j] = M2 − sik . (D31)
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We also consider the same line from the other direction.
We have

(p̂j + pl)
2 = m2

l + 2p̂j · pl
= m2

l + 〈ĵ|pl|j]
= m2

l + 〈j|pl|j]− zI〈iI|pl|j]
= M2 , (D32)

giving us

zI〈iI|pl|j] = −M2 + sjl . (D33)

We must now solve the system of two equations,
Eqs. (D28) and either (D31) or (D33). Eqs. (D31) and
(D33) should be solvable by considering AITI = B and
noting that the solution is AI = BCI/(CKTK) for some
CI . Let’s begin by solving Eq. (D31). It is not hard to
see that

zI =
[jiI ]

[j|pipk|j]
(

M2 − sik
)

, (D34)

which is analogous to Eq. (D12). We next check
Eq. (D28), and find that it works since

[jiI ][i
Ij] = mi[jj] = 0 . (D35)

We note that this has the right limit when the masses go
to zero. Setting all the masses to zero in Eq. (D34) gives

zI →
[ji]

[ji]〈ik〉[kj] (−〈ik〉[ki]) = − [ki]

[kj]
, (D36)

which agrees with Eq. (D12). For completeness, let’s also
solve Eq. (D33), obtaining

zI =
[jiI]

[j|pipl|j]
(

−M2 + sjl
)

. (D37)

This formulas is equivalent to Eq. (D34) because sjl = sik
and using momentum conservation pl = −pi−pj−pk and
the masslessness of particle j turns one into the other. We
also note that Eq. (D28) is satisfied for the same reason
as before ([jiI ][i

Ij] = mi[jj] = 0). In the massless limit,
this reduces to

zI →
[ji]

[ji]〈il〉[lj] (〈jl〉[lj]) =
〈jl〉
〈il〉 , (D38)

which exactly agrees with Eq. (D14).
It will be convenient to plug our zI into Eqs. (D24) and

(D25) to obtain implicit-spin-index shifts that bypass the
intermediate zI . We obtain

[̂i| = [i|+ [ij][j|
[j|pipk|j]

(

sik −M2
)

(D39)

|ĵ〉 = |j〉 − pi|j]
[j|pipk|j]

(

sik −M2
)

. (D40)

c. [i, j〉 Shift with One Massless and One Massive Particle

In the last subsection, we shifted massive [iI| and mass-
less |j〉. In this subsection, we shift massless [i| and mas-
sive |jJ〉. Since it is directly analogous to the last sub-
section, we will be much more terse in this subsection.
In the next subsection, we will consider the case where
both particles shifted are massive. For an [i, j〉 shift, we
will try

[̂i| = [i|+ zJ[jJ | (D41)

|̂jJ〉 = |jJ〉 − zJ|i〉 . (D42)

This preserves momentum conservation.

p̂i + p̂j = |i〉[̂i|+ |̂jJ 〉[jJ |
= |i〉[i|+ zJ|i〉[jJ |+ |jJ〉[jJ | − zJ|i〉[jJ |
= |i〉[i|+ |jJ 〉[jJ |
= pi + pj . (D43)

The on-shell condition for particle j is

2p̂2j = 〈̂jI ĵJ〉[jJjI]
= 〈jIjJ〉[jJjI]− 2zJ〈jIi〉[jJjI] + zIzJ〈ii〉[jJ jI ]
= 〈jIjJ〉[jJjI] = 2p2j = 2m2

j . (D44)

We use 〈ii〉 = 0 and the mass identies to get the condition

zJ〈jJi〉 = 0 . (D45)

The on-shell condition for particle i, on the other hand,

2p̂2i = 〈ii〉[̂îi] = 0 , (D46)

is trivially satisfied since particle i is massless.
The on-shell condition for the internal line with mo-

mentum (pi + pk) = −(pj + pl), where particle i and j
are on opposite ends of the propagator and pk and pl
stand for the rest of the momenta on each side, is

(p̂i + pk)
2 = m2

i +m2
k + 2p̂i · pk

= m2
i +m2

k + 〈i|pk |̂i]
= m2

i +m2
k + 〈i|pk|i] + zJ〈i|pk|jJ]

= M2 , (D47)

whereM2 stands for the mass of the internal-line particle.
This gives us

zJ〈i|pk|jJ] = M2 − sik . (D48)

From the other direction,

(p̂j + pl)
2 = m2

l + 2p̂j · pl
= m2

l + 〈̂jJ|pl|jJ]
= m2

l + 〈jJ|pl|jJ]− zJ〈i|pl|jJ]
= M2 , (D49)
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giving us

zJ〈i|pl|jJ] = −M2 + sjl . (D50)

Solving Eq. (D48) gives,

zJ =
〈jJi〉

〈i|pkpj |i〉
(

M2 − sik
)

.

(D51)

Checking Eq. (D45),

〈jJi〉〈jJi〉 = −mj〈ii〉 = 0 . (D52)

Eq. (D51) has the right massless limit,

zJ → −〈ji〉〈ik〉[ki]
〈ik〉[kj]〈ji〉 = − [ki]

[kj]
, (D53)

in agreement with Eq. (D12). Solving Eq. (D50), gives

zJ =
〈jJi〉

〈i|plpj|i〉
(

−M2 + sjl
)

. (D54)

Once again, this is equivalent to Eq. (D51) using momen-
tum conservation by replacing pl = −pi − pj − pk due to
the masslessness of particle i. This satisfies Eq. (D45) in
the same way as before (〈jJi〉〈jJi〉 = −mj〈ii〉 = 0). In
the massless limit,

zJ → 〈ji〉〈jl〉[lj]
〈il〉[lj]〈ji〉 =

〈jl〉
〈il〉 , (D55)

agreeing with Eq. (D14).
We also create formulas that bypass zJ and have im-

plicit spin indices, as we did in the previous subsection,
by plugging our zJ into Eqs. (D41) and (D42), giving us,

[̂i| = [i| − 〈i|pj
〈i|pjpk|i〉

(

sik −M2
)

(D56)

|̂j〉 = |j〉+ |i〉〈ij〉
〈i|pjpk|i〉

(

sik −M2
)

. (D57)

d. [i, j〉 Shift with Two Massive Spinors and a Massless

Internal Line

In this case, we take both particle i and j to be mas-
sive and of different masses (although they can be set
equal at the end if appropriate) and with a massless in-
ternal line. We have not seen any evidence that we need
a momentum shift in the all-massive case (where all ex-
ternal and all internal lines are massive). On the other
hand, we do have diagrams where both shifted particles
are massive but either the internal line is massless or
one of the other external particles (that is unshifted) are
massless. We will begin with the case where the internal
line is massless, which is potentially appropriate for an
internal photon (or other massless particle) that connects

fermions on its ends. We will consider the case where the
internal line is massive and one of the external particles
is massless in the next subsection. For an [i, j〉 shift, we
will try

[̂iI| = [iI|+ z J
I [jJ| (D58)

|̂jJ〉 = |jJ〉 − z J
I |iI〉 . (D59)

We first see that this preserves momentum conservation.

p̂i + p̂j = |iI〉[̂iI|+ |̂jI〉[jI|
= |iI〉[iI|+ z J

I |iI〉[jJ|+ |jI〉[jI| − z I
J |iJ〉[jI|

= |iI〉[iI|+ |jI〉[jI|
= pi + pj . (D60)

We next need to satisfy the on-shell condition for parti-
cles i and j. We begin with particle i giving us

2p̂2i = 〈iIiJ〉[̂iJ îI]
= 〈iIiJ〉[iJiI] + 2z K

I 〈iIiJ〉[iJjK] + z K
I z L

J 〈iIiJ〉[jLjK]
= 〈iIiJ〉[iJiI] = 2p2i = 2m2

i . (D61)

However, we can now use the mass identities 〈iIiJ〉 =
−miǫ

IJ and [iLiK] = −miǫLK. Plugging these in, we
must have

2z K
I mi[i

IjK] + z K
I z L

J mimjǫ
IJǫLK = 0 , (D62)

or

z J
I

(

2[iIjJ]− zIJmj

)

= 0 . (D63)

We must now perform the same calculation for particle
j which gives

2p̂2j = 〈̂jIĵJ〉[jJjI]
= 〈jIjJ〉[jJjI]− 2z J

K 〈jIiK〉[jJjI] + z I
Kz

J
L 〈iKiL〉[jJjI]

= 〈jIjJ〉[jJjI] = 2p2j = 2m2
j , (D64)

giving us the relation

2z K
I mj〈iIjK〉+ z K

I z L
J mimjǫ

IJǫLK = 0 , (D65)

or

z J
I

(

2〈iIjJ〉 − zIJmi

)

= 0 . (D66)

Subtracting them, we find

z J
I

(

mi[i
IjJ]−mj〈iIjJ〉

)

= 0 , (D67)

which is linear in z. We must satisfy this as well as either
Eq. (D62) or (D65).
We have one further on-shell constraint, that of the in-

ternal line. Although we have considered the case where
the internal line is massive, we will only be required to
complexify two massive particle momenta when we have
a massless internal line. Moreover, the solution with a
massless internal line is significantly simpler. Therefore,
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we assume a massless internal line in this case. We as-
sume, once again, that the internal line has momentum
(pi + pk) = −(pj + pl), where particle i and j are on
opposite ends of the propagator. pk and pl stand for the
rest of the momenta on each side.

(p̂i + pk)
2 = m2

i +m2
k + 2p̂i · pk

= m2
i +m2

k + 〈iI|pk |̂iI]
= m2

i +m2
k + 〈iI|pk|iI] + z J

I 〈iI|pk|jJ]
= 0 , (D68)

where mk is the invariant mass for pk, if it represents
more than one particle. We must now solve for z J

I . We
begin by placing the z on one side of the equation

z J
I 〈iI|pk|jJ] = −sik , (D69)

We also consider the same line from the other direction.
We have

(p̂j + pl)
2 = m2

j +m2
l + 2p̂j · pl

= m2
j +m2

l + 〈̂jJ|pl|jJ]
= m2

j +m2
l + 〈jJ|pl|jJ]− z J

I 〈iI|pl|jJ]
= 0 , (D70)

giving us

z J
I 〈iI|pl|jJ] = sjl . (D71)

We must now solve the system of three equations,
Eqs. (D65), (D67) and (D69) or (D71). Eqs. (D69) and
(D71) should be solvable by considering AIJTIJ = B and
noting that the solution is AIJ = BCIJ/(CKLTKL) for
some CIJ . Then, we are just left with Eqs. (D65) and
(D67). Let’s begin by solving Eq. (D69), obtaining

z J
I = − C J

I sik
C L

K 〈iK|pk|jL]
, (D72)

for any C J
I . We next apply Eqs. (D67) and (D65) giving

us

miC
J

I [iIjJ]−mjC
J

I 〈iIjJ〉 = 0 (D73)

and

2C J
I 〈iIjJ〉C L

K 〈iK|pk|jL] + C K
I CI

Kmisik = 0 . (D74)

The indices on C J
I must come from the spinors for par-

ticle i and j, therefore it must be a linear combination of
〈iIjJ〉, [iIjJ], 〈iI|pk|jJ] and [iI|pk|jJ〉. It turns out that the
only solution that requires only two of these is

C J
I = [iIj

J] +
1

mi

〈iI|pk|jJ] . (D75)

If we keep all four possible terms, the solution is quite
complicated. We begin by showing Eq. (D73) is satisfied.
The left-hand side is

−2mj

(

m2
i + pi · pj

)

− 2mj (pi · pk + pj · pk) ,

but, pi · pj = −p2i − pi · pk − pi · pl and pj · pk = pi · pl,
by momentum conservation, where we are also assuming
mi = mk and mj = ml. This is true for the four-point
amplitudes we are considering here, but will need to be
revisited for more complex higher-point amplitudes. The
left-hand side now equals

2mj (pi · pk + pi · pj)− 2mj (pi · pk + pi · pl) = 0 .

For Eq. (D74), let’s look at each piece.

C J
I 〈iIjJ〉 = 2pi · pj + 2pj · pk

2C L
K 〈iK|pk|jL] = −4m2

imj − 4mjpi · pk
C K

I CI
Kmi = −4m2

imj − 4mjpi · pk
sik = 2m2

i + 2pi · pk .

However, focusing on the top line, once again we use
pi ·pj = −p2i −pi ·pk−pi ·pl and pj ·pk = pi ·pl to obtain

C J
I 〈iIjJ〉 = −2m2

i − 2pi · pk , (D76)

and we see that all the terms in Eq. (D74) cancel and the
constraint is satisfied. Therefore,

z J
I = −

(

mi[iIj
J] + 〈iI|pk|jJ]

)

sik

(mi[iKjL] + 〈iK|pk|jL]) 〈iK|pk|jL]
, (D77)

which can be simplified to

z J
I =

mi[iIj
J] + 〈iI|pk|jJ]
mimj

. (D78)

In the massless limit, we begin with Eq. (D77) to obtain

z J
I → −〈i|pk|j]〈i|pk|i]

〈i|pk|j]〈i|pk|j]

= − 〈ik〉[ki]
〈ik〉[kj]

= − [ki]

[kj]
, (D79)

in agreement with Eq. (D12).
We can follow a similar line of logic using Eq. (D71)

to obtain

z J
I =

(

mj〈iIjJ〉 − 〈iI|pl|jJ]
)

sjl

(mj〈iKjL〉 − 〈iK|pl|jL]) 〈iK|pl|jL]
(D80)

=
mj〈iIjJ〉 − 〈iI|pl|jJ]

mimj

. (D81)

Taking the massless limit gives

z J
I → 〈i|pl|j]〈j|pl|j]

〈i|pl|j]〈i|pl|j]

=
〈jl〉
〈il〉 , (D82)

in agreement with Eq. (D14).
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Before leaving, let us note that the spinor shift can be
simplified in the massive case using the mass and momen-
tum identities. If we plug our solution for zJI in Eq. (D78)
back into Eqs. (D93) and (D94), we obtain

[̂iI| = [iI|+
mi[iIj

J][jJ|+ 〈iI|pk|jJ][jJ|
mimj

= [iI|+
−mimj[iI| −mj〈iI|pk

mimj

= − 1

mi

〈iI|pk , (D83)

or, with implicit spin indices, we have

[̂i| = − 1

mi

〈i|pk . (D84)

Following the analogous steps for |̂jJ〉, we have

|̂jJ〉 = |jJ〉 − mi|iI〉[iIjJ] + |iI〉〈iI|pk|jJ]
mimj

= |jJ〉 − 1

mj

(pi + pk) |jJ]

= |jJ〉+ 1

mj

(pj + pl) |jJ]

=
1

mj

pl|jJ] , (D85)

and, with implicit spin indices,

|̂j〉 = 1

mj

pl|j] . (D86)

Both of these results are exactly the same if we instead
use z J

I from Eq. (D81). This allows us to bypass the z J
I

altogether in the massive-massive case. In fact, with this
choice for the pole zJI , the modification of the momentum
is not complex.

p̂i = |iI〉[̂iI|

= − 1

mi

|iI〉〈iI|pk
= −pk , (D87)

and similarly,

p̂j = |̂jJ〉[jJ|

=
1

mj

pl|jJ][jJ|

= −pl . (D88)

All the on-shell conditions are still met, as they must be.
For particle i, we have

p̂2i = p2j = m2
i (D89)

p̂2k = p2l = m2
k , (D90)

since mj = mi and ml = mk. We can also check the
internal lines,

(p̂i + pk)
2 = (−pk + pk)

2 = 0 (D91)

(p̂j + pl)
2 = (−pl + pl)

2 = 0 . (D92)

This does not, necessarily, mean that the complexifica-
tion step is unnecessary. It might be that it is important
in the proof of this method in analogy with the proof for
the massless case [2]. Since, as we show in other sections
of this paper, this is still not sufficient to get agreement
with Feynman diagrams, it might be that there are other
ingredients necessary that will clarify this point. For now,
we simply note this property and see where it takes us.

e. [i, j〉 Shift with Two Massive Spinors and a Massive

Internal Line

This case applies to an internal fermion line with a
massless particle on an external line, such as a photon
and a Higgs connected to an electron line or similar. In
this case, we take both particle i and j to be massive
and of the same mass and the same mass as the internal
line. (If we try to do this case in complete generality, the
solution becomes very complex and unilluminating.) As
in the previous subsection, for an [i, j〉 shift, we will try

[̂iI| = [iI|+ z J
I [jJ| (D93)

|̂jJ〉 = |jJ〉 − z J
I |iI〉 . (D94)

We saw in Eq. (D43) that this preserves momentum con-
servation. We next need to satisfy the on-shell condition
for particles i and j which gives us

z J
I

(

2[iIjJ]− zIJm
)

= 0 (D95)

z J
I

(

2〈iIjJ〉 − zIJm
)

= 0 . (D96)

Subtracting them, we find

z J
I

(

[iIjJ]− 〈iIjJ〉
)

= 0 , (D97)

which is linear in z. We must satisfy this as well as either
Eq. (D95) or (D96).
We must also satisfy the on-shell condition for the in-

ternal line, as before,

z J
I 〈iI|pk|jJ] = m2 − sik (D98)

z J
I 〈iI|pl|jJ] = sjl −m2 . (D99)

Solving the first of these gives

z J
I =

C J
I

(

m2 − sik
)

C L
K 〈iK|pk|jL]

, (D100)

for any C J
I . We next apply Eqs. (D97) and (D96) giving

us

C J
I [iIjJ]− C J

I 〈iIjJ〉 = 0

(D101)

2C J
I 〈iIjJ〉C L

K 〈iK|pk|jL] + C K
I CI

Km
(

sik −m2
)

= 0 .

(D102)
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As before, the C J
I must be a linear combination of

〈iIjJ〉, [iIjJ], 〈iI|pk|jJ] and [iI|pk|jJ〉. In this case, there
are no solutions with only two of these spinor products.
There are solutions with only three of them. However,
they are very complicated unless we set either mk = 0
or ml = 0. In our case, we have a massless photon as
an external state and, in fact, the only time we see that
this shift would be needed is when there is a massless ex-
ternal particle. So, we will only show the solution when
mk = 0. It turns out that there are two equally simple
solutions. One contains 〈iIjJ〉, 〈iI|pk|jJ] and [iI|pk|jJ〉 and
the other contains [iIj

J], 〈iI|pk|jJ] and [iI|pk|jJ〉. We will
do the latter.

C J
I = m

(

sij −m2
l

) (

sil −m2
)

[iIj
J]

+
(

sijsil −m2m2
l

)

〈iI|pk|jJ]
+m2

(

sij −m2
l

)

[iI|pk|jJ〉 . (D103)

However, when we plug this into the denominator of z
from Eq. (D100), it vanishes, so this is not a satisfactory
solution. The other solution with 〈iIjJ〉 also vanishes. In
fact, this is not difficult to see if we consider a general
form for C J

I and multiply by 〈iI|pk|jJ], we get

(

A〈iIjJ〉+B[iIj
J] + C〈iI|pk|jJ] +D[iI|pk|jJ〉

)

〈iI|pk|jJ]
= Am

(

m2 − sil
)

+Bm
(

m2 − sik
)

+D
(

m2 − sik
) (

m2 − sil
)

.

(D104)

As we can see, 〈iI| does not contribute to the denomi-
nator of z because that term is proportional to p2k = 0.
Furthermore, if we look for a solution with A = 0, we get
a solution of the form B = D(sil −m2)/m, which causes
the denominator to vanish. A similar thing happens if
we set B = 0 instead. The denominator of z vanishes be-
cause the solution is of the form A = D(sik −m2)/m. It
is possible to find a non-trivial solution if we keep all of
A,B,C and D non-zero, however, the solution is quite
complicated, not illuminating and not necessary. We
already have success obtaining the amplitude for eγēh
using other shifts where one external particle is massive
and the other is massless. So, we will not pursue this case
further. We might also consider this shift for the process
eēγγ, where we set both mk = ml = 0. However, we
run into exactly the same problem. All simple solutions
make the denominator of z vanish. All valid solutions
are too complicated to be valuable here, especially when
we have shifts with at least one shifted particle massless.

2. Large z Behavior

In this subsection, for each correct amplitude, we will
consider every possible momentum shift and analyze the
large z behavior to determine whether it vanishes in the
limit z → ∞. We have not achieved success for any shifts
when the amplitude does not vanish in this limit and the

photon is massless from the beginning. On the other
hand, in every case where the amplitude does vanish in
the large z limit and where we have a simple momentum
shift to apply, we have had successfully obtained agree-
ment with Feynman diagrams. One possible exception is
the [2,4〉 shift for eγēh process (see App. E 2), where we
were unable to simplify to the correct form. However, we
were successful for this process with other shifts.

a. eēµµ̄ and eēeē

The correct amplitude for this process was given in
Eq. (98), and is

M =
e2 (〈13〉[24] + 〈14〉[23] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉)

(p1 + p2)2
.

(D105)
We can already see what will happen here by inspec-
tion. The choice of the two momenta must always be
split across the propagator, therefore we can analyti-
cally continue p1 and p3, p1 and p4, p2 and p3 or p2
and p4. Every one of these choices will either extend p1
or p2 but not both. Therefore, since the denominator
is squared, the denominator will go as z2 in the large z
limit for every choice. For the numerator, the only pos-
sible shifts (associated with the momentum shifts) are
[1,3〉, [3,1〉, [1,4〉, [4,1〉, [2,3〉, [3,2〉, [2,4〉 or [4,2〉. In
every case, the square index for one particle, |i], is shifted
and the angle index for one other particle |j〉, is shifted.
But, no matter what our choice of i and j, there is al-
ways a term with one of each. Therefore, the numerator
also grows as z2 in the large z limit. Together with the
denominator, then, the amplitude approaches a constant
in the large z limit and does not vanish.
Let’s do an example to see how this works. Consider

the shift [1,3〉. In this case, we see from Eqs. (D93) and
(D94) that

[1̂I| = [1I|+ z J
I [3J| (D106)

|3̂J〉 = |3J〉 − z J
I |1I〉 . (D107)

As a result,

p̂1 = |1I〉[1̂I|
= p1 + z J

I |1I〉[3J|
= p1 + z J

I qIJ (D108)

p̂3 = p3 − z J
I qIJ . (D109)

The shifted amplitude is

M̂ =
e2
(

〈13̂〉[24] + 〈14〉[23] + [1̂3]〈24〉+ [1̂4]〈23̂〉
)

(p̂1 + p2)2

(D110)

In the numerator, we have terms with no shifted spinors
and terms with one shifted spinor and one term with two
shifted spinors. We will always find this pattern for this
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amplitude. For compactness, in the following, we will
only expose the spin indices on particles 1 and 3 and
we will lower the spin index for particle 1. Plugging the
shifted spinors in, we have

M̂J
I =

e2

(p1 + z N
M qMN + p2)2

(

〈1I3
J〉[24]− z J

K 〈1I1
K〉[24]

+〈14〉[23] + [13]〈24〉+ z L
I [3L3

J]〈24〉+ [1I4]〈23J〉
−z J

K [1I4]〈21K〉+ z L
I [3L4]〈23J〉 − z J

K z L
I [3L4]〈21K〉

)

.

(D111)

Now, when we take the large z limit, we find

M̂eeµµ

[1,3〉 −−−→z→∞
∼ e2[34]〈21〉

q2
, (D112)

where the ∼ is to represent that we have dropped the
indices to give the generic structure in the limit. The
details will depend on how we take z to ∞, but the final
result is that it does not generically vanish in this limit.
We can see that every choice for a shift has the same
property.

M̂eeµµ

[i,j〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

z0
)

, (D113)

where by O
(

z0
)

, we mean a non-zero constant term.
We might wonder what happens for the process eēeē.

Perhaps, due to a cancellation between the two diagrams,
it vanishes for some choice of analytic continuation. The
amplitude is given in Eq. (100) and is

M =
e2 (〈13〉[24] + 〈14〉[23] + [13]〈24〉+ [14]〈23〉)

(p1 + p2)2

− e2 (〈12〉[34]− 〈14〉[23] + [12]〈34〉 − [14]〈23〉)
(p1 + p3)2

.

(D114)

If we choose any shift that involves momenta on opposite
sides of one diagram but on the same side of the other
diagram, then the amplitude will grow as z2 since the
denominator of the other diagram will not contain z at
all. For example, consider the shift [1,3〉. The shifts
of the spinors and momenta are given in Eqs. (D106)
through (D109). We see that p̂1 + p̂3 = p1 + p3 so that
the denominator of the second term in Eq. (D114) will
not depend on z. On the other hand, the last term of
the numerator contains [14]〈23〉, which will grow as z2.
Therefore, in this case,

M̂eeee
[1,3〉 −−−→

z→∞
O
(

z2
)

. (D115)

The same will be true for the shifts [3,1〉, [1,2〉 and [2,1〉.
On the other hand, a shift that has momenta on oppo-
site sides of both diagrams, such as [1,4〉 will have the
property that both diagrams approach constant values,
so we should look at the details. For example,

M̂eeee
[1,4〉 −−−→

z→∞

e2[13]〈24〉
q2

− e2[12]〈34〉
q2

. (D116)

However, the terms are different and, once again, do not
cancel. So, we have

M̂eeee
[1,4〉 −−−→

z→∞
O
(

z0
)

, (D117)

and the same is true for the shifts [4,1〉, [2,3〉 and [3,2〉.

b. eγēh

The correct amplitude for the process eγ+ēh is given
in Eq. (101) and is

Meγ+eh = − eme

v (s−m2
e) (u−m2

e)

(

m2
h[12][23]

−me[12][2|p4|3〉+me[23]〈1|p4|2]
−〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]

)

. (D118)

We can see multiple differences in this process that will
support a vanishing amplitude in the z → ∞ limit. The
first is that this amplitude contains the product of two
Feynman propagator denominators. Therefore, for some
choice of spinor shifts, the denominator will grow as z4.
The second is that, since the Higgs boson is spinless,
there are no spinors for particle 4. Therefore, any shift
that contains |4] or |4〉 will not have contributions di-
rectly from their shifts. However, on the other hand,
the momentum p4 does appear in the numerator and it
will grow as z. We could use momentum conservation to
change it to the other momenta, but we would still get
the same large z behavior from the other momentum in
the shift after use of momentum conservation. So, that
won’t help us. Finally, we have that the external photon
is massless and only comes in one helicity or the other.
This means that the amplitude has either angle helicity
spinors |2〉 if the photon has negative helicity or square
helicity spinors |2] if the photon has positive helicity. In
this case, our amplitude has only |2] and no |2〉. There-
fore, choosing a shift of the form [i, 2〉 will maximize the
fall off at large z. As we can see, we have several fea-
tures that lead to a potential shift choice that leads to
a vanishing amplitude in the limit. In order to obtain
the maximum growth potential of the denominator with
a shift in |2〉, we should use the shift [4, 2〉. If we do this,
the denominator will grow as z4 and the numerator will
grow as z for a total amplitude falloff as 1/z3, more than
sufficient to vanish in the large z limit. Let’s do this case
in a little detail. From Eqs. (D24) and (D25), we have

[4̂I| = [4I|+ zI[2| (D119)

|2̂〉 = |2〉 − zI|4I〉 . (D120)

As we can see, neither of these spinors appear explicitly in
the amplitude, therefore, the effect comes solely through
the momenta,

p̂2 = p2 − zJqJ (D121)

p̂4 = p4 + zJqJ . (D122)
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Plugging this in, we find

M̂eγ+eh

[4,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

∼ eme

vz3q4

(

me[12][2|q|3〉 −me[23]〈1|q|2]

+〈13〉[2|p3q|2]
)

,

(D123)

or, in other words,

M̂eγ+eh

[4,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z3

)

. (D124)

This case was engineered to have the steepest falloff at
large z and falls off faster than necessary, so we might
expect that there are other shifts that could work and,
of course, some that don’t. Here are a few cases,

M̂eγ+eh

[1,3〉,[3,1〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z2

)

(D125)

M̂eγ+eh

[2,4〉,[3,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z

)

(D126)

M̂eγ+eh

[1,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z

)

(D127)

M̂eγ+eh

[3,4〉,[4,3〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

z0
)

(D128)

M̂eγ+eh

[1,4〉,[4,1〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

z0
)

(D129)

M̂eγ+eh

[2,1〉 −−−→
z→∞

O (z) (D130)

M̂eγ+eh

[2,3〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

z2
)

. (D131)

In App. E 2, we use these shifts to find the correct am-
plitude. Interestingly, as we show and discuss there, we
only need one of the diagrams for each shift to obtain the
full result.

c. eēγγ

The correct amplitude for the process eēγ+γ+ is given
by Eq. (104) and is

Meeγ+γ+

=
e2Me[34]

2〈12〉
(t−M2

e )(u−M2
e )

. (D132)

Similarly to the last subsection, we can see there are
are many choices for momenta shift that will create a
asymptotically vanishing amplitude. This amplitude is
simple enough that they can easily be read off. Among
the choices are

M̂eeγ+γ+

[1,2〉,[2,1〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z3

)

(D133)

M̂eeγ+γ+

[3,4〉,[4,3〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z2

)

(D134)

M̂eeγ+γ+

[1,3〉,[1,4〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z2

)

(D135)

M̂eeγ+γ+

[2,3〉,[2,4〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z2

)

(D136)

M̂eeγ+γ+

[3,1〉,[3,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

O (z) (D137)

M̂eeγ+γ+

[4,1〉,[4,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

O (z) , (D138)

giving us potentially eight shifts that should enable us to
obtain the correct amplitudes (see App. E 3.)
For the process eēγ+γ−, the correct amplitude is given

by Eq. (108), and is

M+− =
e2 ([13]〈24〉+ 〈14〉[23]) [3|p1|4〉

(t−M2
e )(u −M2

e )
. (D139)

Asymptotically vanishing shifts can be found, but are
slightly different combinations this time, namely

M̂eeγ+γ−

[4,3〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z4

)

(D140)

M̂eeγ+γ−

[2,3〉,[4,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z

)

(D141)

M̂eeγ+γ−

[1,2〉,[2,1〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

1
z

)

(D142)

M̂eeγ+γ−

[3,4〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

z0
)

(D143)

M̂eeγ+γ−

[1,3〉,[4,1〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

z0
)

(D144)

M̂eeγ+γ−

[2,4〉,[3,2〉 −−−→
z→∞

O (z) (D145)

M̂eeγ+γ−

[1,4〉,[3,1〉 −−−→
z→∞

O
(

z2
)

, (D146)

giving us five choices (see App. E 4.)

Appendix E: Constructive Diagram Calculations

With a Momentum and Spinor Shift

In App. C, we calculated the amplitudes constructively,
but did not directly use a momentum or spinor shift.
Without the complexification of the momenta, we were
unable to obtain the correct result for the process eēµµ̄.
However, we did find the correct amplitude for the pro-
cesses with an external photon, namely eγēh and eēγγ.
In App. D, we developed the analytic continuation of the
momenta and the resulting shifts of the spinors. In this
appendix, we would like to reanalyze the constructive
amplitudes and see what effect the shifts have on these
amplitudes. Unfortunately, we will still not find agree-
ment with Feynman diagrams for eēµµ̄, with the internal
photon, but we will still find agreement when the photon
is external in eγēh and eēγγ. Although we already have
the correct amplitude from massless-photon constructive
calculations for the last two, we perform the shift any-
way to gain confidence in the shifts and to gain a greater
appreciation of how they work.

1. e, ē, µ, µ̄

Since we already began this calculation in App. C 1,
we begin with Eqs. (C3) and (C4). As we might expect,
it does not matter which of these forms we use when we
apply the momentum shift. That is, given a momentum
shift, we get the same final amplitude for either of the
final forms of App. C1. It does matter, on the other
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hand, which momentum shift we use. However, the fi-
nal amplitudes fall into two classes, which are conjugates
of each other, so that the squares are the same for all
the shifts. As we pointed out in App. D 2 a, none of the
momentum shifts lead to a vanishing amplitude in the
large z limit, therefore, we should not expect that any
of these shifts will lead to the correct form of the am-
plitude. Indeed, we have tried all of them on all of the
forms from App. C 1 and none of them lead to agreement
with Feynman diagram and they all grow quadratically
at high energy. Nevertheless, we will give the details of
two examples that lead to the two classes.
For the momentum complexification step, we must

choose two momenta to complexify, say pi and pj , and
then we must choose whether to do the shift [i, j〉 or [j, i〉.
In the all-massless case, there are rules that determine
which complexifications to use, beyond the fact that they
have to be separated by the propagator. However, in our
massive case, we do not have clear guidance, therefore,
we will consider all possible momentum complexifications
and analyze the results. Our only restriction is that the
momenta must be separated by the propagator. Let us
illustrate with a [1,3〉 shift and perform it on Eq. (C3),
which, in shifted form, is

M =
e2

2memµs

[

(û − t+ 2m2
e + 2m2

µ)[1̂2][34]

+ 2
(

[1̂2][3|p2p̂1|4] + [1̂|p4p̂3|2][34]
)

]

. (E1)

According to Eqs. (D84) and (D86),

[1̂| = − 1

me

〈1|p2 (E2)

|3̂〉 =
1

mµ

p4|3] . (E3)

All other spinors are unchanged. Moreover, as we find in
Eqs. (D87) and (D88),

p̂1 = −p2 (E4)

p̂3 = −p4 . (E5)

This is the end result of following the complexification
procedure and plugging in the final value for z.
We now need to apply this complexification to both

the momenta in u and in the spinor products. Beginning
with u,

û = m2
e +m2

µ + 2p̂1 · p4
= m2

e +m2
µ − 2p2 · p4

= 2m2
e + 2m2

µ − t

= s+ u , (E6)

where we used s + t + u = 2m2
e + 2m2

µ in the last line.
If we further use the on-shell condition, s = 0, we have
û = u. We next work on [1̂2],

[1̂2] = − 1

me

〈1|p2|2]

= 〈12〉 . (E7)

Following this, we note

[1̂|p4p̂3|2] =
1

me

〈1|p2p24|2]

= −m2
µ〈12〉 . (E8)

Finally,

[3|p2p̂1|4] = −[3|p22|4]
= −m2

e[34] . (E9)

Plugging these all in, we have

M[1,3〉 =
e2

2memµs

[

(

u− t+ 2m2
e + 2m2

µ

)

〈12〉[34]

− 2
(

m2
µ〈12〉[34] +m2

e〈12〉[34]
)

]

. (E10)

However, we can now see that all the spinor products are
the same and we are left with

M[1,3〉,[2,4〉,[1,4〉,[2,3〉 =
e2(u − t)

2memµs
〈12〉[34] . (E11)

We get the same final form for the shifts [2,4〉, [1,4〉 and
[2,3〉.
On the other hand, if we do a [3,1〉 shift, we begin

with

M =
e2

2memµs

[

(û − t+ 2m2
e + 2m2

µ)[12][3̂4]

+ 2
(

[12][3̂|p2p̂1|4] + [1|p4p̂3|2][3̂4]
)

]

. (E12)

For this shift, we have

[3̂| = − 1

mµ

〈3|p4 (E13)

|1̂〉 = 1

me

p2|1] (E14)

p̂3 = −p4 (E15)

p̂1 = −p2 . (E16)

As we can see this is very similar to the [1,3〉 shift, but
switching square brackets and angle brackets. Plugging
these in, we have û = u (assuming s = 0 again). We also
have

[3̂4] = − 1

mµ

〈3|p4|4]

= 〈34〉 (E17)

and

[1|p4p̂3|2] = −[1|p24|2]
= −m2

µ[12] (E18)

[3̂|p2p̂1|4] =
1

mµ

〈3|p4p22|4]

= −m2
e〈34〉 . (E19)
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Plugging this all in, we see we once again only have one
form of the spinor products, leaving us with our final
result

M[3,1〉,[4,2〉,[4,1〉,[3,2〉 =
e2(u− t)

2memµs
[12]〈34〉 . (E20)

This is the conjugate of Eq. (E11). Both amplitudes
clearly grow quadratically with energy and violate per-
turbative unitarity and do not agree with Feynman di-
agrams. As we describe in App. D 2 a, the large-z limit
of this diagram does not vanish for any of the shifts.
Therefore, in some sense, it is not surprising that this
procedure is unsuccessful. New ingredients are appar-
ently necessary to achieve this amplitude with a massless
photon.

It is interesting to note that, although the result given
for the amplitude in Eq. (5.44) of [11] is different than
our result before shifting the momenta, it turns out that
they are the same after shifting. To see this, we recall
that their result isM = e2/s∗(u−t)/(2memµ)∗〈12〉〈34〉
and consider the shift [1,3〉. Their amplitude becomes

M̂ = e2/s ∗ (û − t)/(2memµ) ∗ 〈12〉〈3̂4〉. However, we

have already shown that û = u (on shell) and 〈3̂4〉 = [34],
leaving us with Eq. (E11). In fact, whichever shift we per-
form on their result, we end with Eqs. (E11) and (E20),
the same as if we begin with our amplitudes. Moreover,
the same would be true whether they ended with an-
gle brackets 〈12〉〈34〉, square brackets [12][34], or mixed
brackets 〈12〉[34] or [12]〈34〉. No matter which of these
forms we begin with in their amplitude, we would end
with Eqs. (E11) and (E20) after a momentum shift.

2. e, γ+, ē,h

We began this calculation in App. C 2. We found the
initial amplitude was given by

M+
s =

eme

v

x1,34(2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p4|3])
s−m2

e

(E21)

M+
u =

eme

v

x14,3(2me〈13〉+ [1|p4|3〉)
u−m2

e

. (E22)

This time we will replace x1,34 and x14,3 with Eqs. (B42)
and (B43) described in App. B 4. We include them here
for convenience.

x1,34 =
[2|p1p3|2]

me (u−m2
e)

(E23)

x14,3 =
[2|p1p3|2]

me(s−m2
e)

. (E24)

As we can see, these forms of the x factor immediately
expose the positive helicity spinors of the photon. Plug-

ging these in, we obtain,

M+
s =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p4|3])
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

(E25)

M+
u =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉+ [1|p4|3〉)
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (E26)

At this point, we discuss complexification of the mo-
menta and the associated spinor shifts. If we analytically
continue two of the momenta as described in App. D 1,
then asymptotic behavior of this amplitude is given in
App. D 2 b by Eqs. (D124) through (D131). As described
at the beginning of App. D, if the amplitude vanishes in
the large z limit, then we should get the correct ampli-
tude after performing the momentum and spinor shifts.
We can see that the amplitude vanishes if we choose any
of the shifts given by [4, 2〉, [1,3〉, [3,1〉, [2,4〉, [3, 2〉 or
[1, 2〉, written in order of how quickly they fall off with
increasing z.
In these calculations, we run into some apriori am-

biguity and unknowns in the way we apply momentum
complexification. First of all, when we complexify mo-
menta, the only momenta that are usually not complexi-
fied are the momenta in the original propagator denomi-
nator. So, in the first diagram, we would not complexify
(s−m2

e) in the denominator and in the second diagram,
we would not complexify (u − m2

e). However, normally,
this does not apply to any other part of the diagram, so in
the present context, we might wonder whether we should
complexify the momenta in the propagator denomaintor
coming from the other diagram, (u−m2

e) in the first dia-
gram and (s−m2

e) in the second diagram. Moreover, we
know that (s −m2

e)(u −m2
e) in the final denominator is

correct and therefore, we cannot ruin either propagator
denominator. We might imagine that we need to choose
different complexifications for each diagram that don’t
ruin the other propagator denominator. But, it turns
out to be simpler than this. We find that we obtain
the correct amplitude if we simply hold both propagator
denominators unchanged by the complexification and we
only shift the numerator, including the part of the numer-
ator that came with the other propagator denominator.
We further find that we only need one of the diagrams
and not the other to obtain the correct amplitude. We
can not prove this is a general feature. However, we do
expect it to generalize beyond these amplitudes.
Of the spinor shifts that lead to a vanishing ampli-

tude, we only have simple formulas for the shifts in the
case of [4, 2〉, [2,4〉, [3, 2〉 and [1, 2〉 (see App. D 1 e for a
discussion of [1,3〉 and [3,1〉.) Of these, we have had
success with all but [2,4〉 (we were not able to simplify
the expression to the correct form.) That leaves us with
[4, 2〉, [3, 2〉 and [1, 2〉. We will describe the calculation
with [4, 2〉 and do the s-channel diagram in detail. The
steps for the u-channel are nearly identical and the other
shifts are similar and end with the same final result.

M̂+
s =

e

v

[2|p1p3|2](2me〈13〉 − 〈1|p̂4|3])
(s−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

. (E27)
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As we can see, only p̂4 is shifted, and we have left the
entire denominator unchanged, making this a relatively
simple case to describe. Focusing for the moment on the
term with p̂4, using Eq. (D39), we find

〈1|p̂4|3] = 〈14I〉[4̂I3]

= 〈1|p4|3] + 〈1|p4|2][23]
(s−m2

e)

[2|p4p3|2]
. (E28)

If we plug this in to the numerator, and use momentum
conservation to give [2|p1p3|2] = −[2|p4p3|2] = [2|p3p4|2],
we get

num

e
= 2me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]− 〈1|p4|3][2|p3p4|2]

+ 2p3 · p4〈1|p4|2][23] +m2
h〈1|p4|2][23] . (E29)

We next perform a Schouten identity on the second term,

〈1|p4|3][2|p3p4|2] = −[23][2|p3p4p4|1〉+ [2|p4|1〉[2|p3p4|3]
= −m2

h[23][2|p3|1〉+ 2p3 · p4[2|p4|1〉[23]
+me[2|p4|1〉[2|p4|3〉 . (E30)

Plugging this into the numerator, we have

num

e
= 2me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]−me[2|p4|1〉[2|p4|3〉

+m2
h[23][2|p3|1〉+m2

h[23][2|p4|1〉 . (E31)

The last two terms can be combined and p3+p4 = −p1−
p2 can be used along with the mass identities to bring it
to

num

e
= 2me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2]−me[2|p4|1〉[2|p4|3〉

−mem
2
h[12][23] . (E32)

Finally, we Schouten transform half of the first
term using −me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] = me[2|p4|3〉[2|p3|1〉 −
me[2|p4|1〉[2|p3|3〉. We next use momentum conservation
on the first of these terms p3 = −p1 − p2 − p4 followed
by the mass identities to obtain −me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] =
m2

e[2|p4|3〉[21] − me[2|p4|3〉[2|p4|1〉 + m2
e[2|p4|1〉[23].

Plugging this in, we have

num

e
= me〈13〉[2|p3p4|2] +m2

e[12][2|p4|3〉

−m2
e[23][2|p4|1〉 −mem

2
h[12][23] . (E33)

This agrees exactly with Eq. (101).

3. e, ē, γ±, γ±

We began this calculation in App. C 3 and found the
initial amplitude to be given by

M++
t =

e2mex1,24x13,2〈12〉
t−m2

e

(E34)

M++
u = −e2mex1,23x14,2〈12〉

u−m2
e

. (E35)

This time, for demonstration purposes, we choose to re-
place x from among

x1,24 =
[3|p1p2|3]
m(u−m2)

=
[3|p1p4|3]

ms
(E36)

x13,2 =
[4|p1p2|4]
m(u−m2)

=
[4|p1p3|4]

ms
(E37)

x1,23 =
[4|p1p2|4]
m(t−m2)

=
[4|p1p3|4]

ms
(E38)

x14,2 =
[3|p1p2|3]
m(t−m2)

=
[3|p1p4|3]

ms
. (E39)

We can see that the numerators are related by momen-
tum conservation and the denominators are also if we
take the propagator of the diagram to be on shell. That
is, the top two expressions are for the t-channel dia-
gram where the on-shell condition is t = m2, resulting
in s = −t − u + 2m2 = −u + m2. The last two are
similar, since they are used in the u-channel diagram.
Therefore, we can use either the middle or the right ex-
pressions for x, since we can use the on-shell condition
with momentum conservation during the simplification.
As described in App. D 2 c, the shifts

that result in vanishing large z behavior are
[1,2〉, [2,1〉, [1, 3〉, [2, 3〉, [1, 4〉, [2, 4〉, [3, 4〉 and [4, 3〉.
Of these, we only have a simple momentum shift for
the last six. We have succeeded in obtaining agree-
ment with Feynman diagrams with all six of these
momentum shifts, however, each is simplest with its own
replacement for x. The shifts [1, 3〉 and [2, 4〉 only work
for the u-channel diagram while the shifts [1, 4〉 and
[2, 3〉 only work for the t-channel diagram, because the
two momenta shifted must be on opposite sides of the
diagrams propagator. The shifts [3, 4〉 and [4, 3〉, on the
other hand, work for either diagram and we have gotten
the same agreeing result using either.
Although we could use any of these shifts, some are

certainly simpler to carry out than others. Namely, the
fewer things that are shifted, the less algebraic simplifi-
cation required to obtain the final result. We will only
demonstrate one of these, namely the [1, 4〉 shift on the
t-channel diagram. After replacing x and shifting, we
have

M̂++
t =

e2〈12〉[3|p̂1p2|3][4|p̂1p2|4]
me (t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

2 , (E40)

where, once again, we only shift the numerator after re-
placing x (whether we do this shift or another.) Next, we
use the momentum shift for particle 1 from Eq. (D39),

p̂1 = |1̂I]〈1I| = p1 −
(

t−m2
e

)

[4|p1p3|4]
|4][4|p1 . (E41)

When we plug this into [4|p̂1p2|4], the second term van-
ishes due to [44] = 0, so we are only left with the change
to [3|p̂1p2|3]. When we plug this in, we will also use the
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identity
(

t−m2
e

)

= 2p1 · p3, giving

[3|p̂1p2|3][4|p̂1p2|4] =[3|p1p2|3][4|p1p2|4]

− 2p1 · p3
[4|p1p3|4]

[34][4|p1p2|3][4|p1p2|4].
(E42)

Using momentum conservation and the masslessness of
the photon, [4|p1p2|4] = −[4|p1p3|4], allowing the can-
cellation of the denominator in the right term. We can
also use momentum conservation to obtain [4|p1p2|3] =
−m2

e[43]− 2p1 · p4[43] = u[34], leaving us with

[3|p̂1p2|3][4|p̂1p2|4] =[3|p1p2|3][4|p1p2|4]
+ 2p1 · p3u[34]2. (E43)

We can use a Schouten identities on the first
term, [3|p1p2|3][4|p1p2|4] = [43][4|p1p2p2p1|3] −
[4|p2p1|3][4|p1p2|3] = m4

e[34]
2 + 2p1 · p2u[34]2 + u2[34]2.

Combining, and using 2p1·p2+2p1·p3 = −2m2
e−2p1·p4 =

−u−m2
e, we have

[3|p̂1p2|3][4|p̂1p2|4] = [34]2
[

m4
e −

(

u+m2
e

)

u+ u2
]

= −m2
e

(

u−m2
e

)

[34]2. (E44)

Plugging this in, the extra (u −m2
e) cancels and we end

with

M++
t = − e2me〈12〉[34]2

(t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
, (E45)

in agreement with Eq. (104).

4. e, ē, γ±, γ∓

We began this amplitude in App. C4, where we found

M+−
t =

e2x1,24x̃13,2 (me[12] + 〈1|p3|2])
t−m2

e

(E46)

M+−
u =

e2x̃1,23x14,2 (me〈12〉+ [1|p4|2〉)
u−m2

e

. (E47)

As in the ++-helicity case described in the previous sub-
section, when we replace x and x̃, we have a choice of
whether to replace both of them with the u − m2

e for
the t-channel and t − m2

e for the u-channel diagram, or
whether to replace one with this propagator denomina-
tor and the other with s. If we look at App. D 2 c, we
see that this amplitude vanishes for large z if we do any
of the shifts [4, 3〉, [2, 3〉, [4,2〉, [1,2〉 and [2,1〉. Of these,
we have simple shift formulas for the first three. We
have succeeded in obtaining agreement with Feynman
diagrams (and with each other) using any of these shifts.
For our demonstration, we will consider the [4, 3〉 shift of

the u-channel diagram, therefore, we will replace x and
x̃ to obtain

M̂+−
u =

e2[3|p1p2|3]〈4|p1p̂3|4〉 (me〈12〉+ [1|p̂4|2〉)
m2

e s (t−m2
e) (u−m2

e)
,

(E48)
where the replacements of x̃ are exactly the same as for
x except that square brackets are replaced with angle
brackets (the derivations follow exactly the same steps)
and, therefore, Eqs. (E38) and (E39) can be used.
Since we are doing a shift with both external par-

ticles massless but a massive internal line, we use
Eqs. (D22) and (D23) for p̂. The shift of p̂3 in this
amplitude is particularly simple since 〈4|p1p̂3|4〉 =
〈4|p1p3|4〉 + 〈4|p1|3]〈44〉

(

u−m2
e

)

/〈4|p1|3] = 〈4|p1p3|4〉
since 〈44〉 = 0. On the other hand, [1|p̂4|2〉 = [1|p4|2〉 −
[13]〈42〉2p1 ·p4/〈4|p1|3]. In order to cancel the 〈4|p1|3] in
the denominator, we first use momentum conservation,
[3|p1p2|3]〈4|p1p3|4〉 = −[3|p1p2|3]〈4|p1p2|4〉, followed
by Schouten transformation, [3|p1p2|3]〈4|p1p2|4〉 =
〈4|p1|3]〈4|p1p2p1|3] + 〈4|p1|3]〈4|p1p2p2|3], where we
replaced p2 = −p1 − p3 − p4 and used masslessness in
the first term. We further use p1p2 = 2p1 · p2 − p2p1
in the first term to obtain [3|p1p2|3]〈4|p1p3|4〉 =
−〈4|p1|3]

(

2p1 · p2〈4|p1|3]−m2
e〈4|p2|3] +m2

e〈4|p1|3]
)

.
Using momentum conservation in the mid-
dle term gives finally, [3|p1p2|3]〈4|p1p3|4〉 =
−〈4|p1|3]2

(

2p1 · p2 + 2m2
e

)

= −〈4|p1|3]2s, which also
gives us the s to cancel this factor in the denominator.
Plugging this in, we have

num (M+−
u )

e2[3|p1|4〉
= −me〈12〉[3|p1|4〉 − [1|p4|2〉[3|p1|4〉

+ 2p1 · p4[13]〈42〉 . (E49)

We Schouten transform the second term,
[1|p4|2〉[3|p1|4〉 = −〈42〉[3|p1p4|1], followed by re-
odering the momenta giving [1|p4|2〉[3|p1|4〉 =
−2p1 · p4〈42〉[31] − me〈42〉[3|p4|1〉. Using mo-
mentum conservation on this second term,
−me〈42〉[3|p4|1〉 = −m2

e〈42〉[31] + me〈42〉[3|p2|1〉.
Applying a Schouten identity to this last term gives
me〈42〉[3|p2|1〉 = me〈12〉[3|p2|4〉 + m2

e〈14〉[32]. Finally,
using momentum conservation on the first of these and
plugging everything in, we get

num (M+−
u )

e2[3|p1|4〉
= m2

e〈42〉[31]−m2
e〈14〉[32] . (E50)

The full amplitude is now given by

M+−
u =

e2[3|p1|4〉 (〈24〉[13] + 〈14〉[23])
(t−m2

e) (u−m2
e)

, (E51)

agreeing with Eq. (108).
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