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Abstract

We consider the general framework of perturbative quantum field theory for the pure
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1 Introduction

The most natural way to arrive at the Bogoliubov axioms of perturbative quantum field the-
ory (pQFT) is by analogy with non-relativistic quantum mechanics [8], [10], [4], [5]: in this
way one arrives naturally at Bogoliubov axioms [2], [7], [14], [15]. We prefer the formulation
from [5] and as presented in [9]; for every set of monomials A1(x1), . . . , An(xn) in some jet
variables (associated to some classical field theory) one associates the operator-valued distri-
butions TA1,...,An(x1, . . . , xn) called chronological products; it will be convenient to use another
notation: T (A1(x1), . . . , An(xn)).

The Bogoliubov axioms express essentially some properties of the scattering matrix under-
stood as a formal perturbation series with the “coefficients” the chronological products:

• (skew)symmetry properties in the entries A1(x1), . . . , An(xn);

• Poincaré invariance;

• causality;

• unitarity;

• the “initial condition” which says that T (A(x)) is a Wick monomial.

So we need some basic notions on free fields and Wick monomials. One can supplement
these axioms by requiring

• power counting;

• Wick expansion property.

It is a highly non-trivial problem to find solutions for the Bogoliubov axioms, even in the
simplest case of a real scalar field. The simplest way is, in our opinion the procedure of Epstein
and Glaser; it is a recursive construction for the basic objects T (A1(x1), . . . , An(xn)) and reduces
the induction procedure to a distribution splitting of some distributions with causal support.
In an equivalent way, one can reduce the induction procedure to the process of extension of
distributions [12].

In the next Section we give some introductory facts concerning Wick products, Wick sub-
monomials, Wick theorem and pure Yang-Mills fields. The original results are given in Section
3 where we investigate chronological products of the form T (A

(2)
1 (x1), A

(2)
2 (x2), A

(1)
3 (x3)). The

tree contribution in the third order of the perturbation theory is a sum of such expressions .
So third order gauge invariance in the tree sector must be

sTtree(A1(x1), A2(x2), A3(x3)) = sT (A
(2)
1 (x1), A

(2)
2 (x2), A

(1)
3 (x3))

+sT (A
(1)
1 (x1), A

(2)
2 (x2), A

(2)
3 (x3)) + sT (A

(2)
1 (x1), A

(1)
2 (x2), A

(1)
3 (x3)) (1.1)

(with apropiate Grassmann signs). We will prove that a stronger result is true, namely the
every one of the third terms above is null.
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2 Perturbative Quantum Field Theory

There are two main ingrediants in the contruction of a perturbative quantum field theory
(pQFT): the construction of the Wick monomials and the Bogoliubov axioms. For a pQFT of
Yang-Mills theories one needs one more ingrediant, namely the introduction of ghost fields and
gauge charge.

2.1 Wick Products

We consider a classical field theory on the Minkowski space M ≃ R4 (with variables xµ, µ =
0, . . . , 3 and the metric η with diag(η) = (1,−1,−1,−1)) described by the Grassmann man-
ifold Ξ0 with variables ξa, a ∈ A (here A is some index set) and the associated jet extension
Jr(M,Ξ0), r ≥ 1 with variables xµ, ξa;µ1,...,µn

, n = 0, . . . , r; we denote generically by ξp, p ∈ P

the variables corresponding to classical fields and their formal derivatives and by Ξr the linear
space generated by them. The variables from Ξr generate the algebra Alg(Ξr) of polynomials.

To illustrate this, let us consider a real scalar field in Minkowski space M. The first jet-
bundle extension is

J1(M,R) ≃ M× R× R
4

with coordinates (xµ, φ, φµ), µ = 0, . . . , 3.
If ϕ : M → R is a smooth function we can associate a new smooth function j1ϕ : M →

J1(M,R) according to j1ϕ(x) = (xµ, ϕ(x), ∂µϕ(x)).
For higher order jet-bundle extensions we have to add new real variables φ{µ1,...,µr} con-

sidered completely symmetric in the indexes. For more complicated fields, one needs to add
supplementary indexes to the field i.e. φ → φa and similarly for the derivatives. The index
a carries some finite dimensional representation of SL(2,C) (Poincaré invariance) and, maybe
a representation of other symmetry groups. In classical field theory the jet-bundle extensions
jrϕ(x) do verify Euler-Lagrange equations. To write them we need the formal derivatives
defined by

dνφ{µ1,...,µr} ≡ φ{ν,µ1,...,µr}. (2.1)

We suppose that in the algebra Alg(Ξr) generated by the variables ξp there is a natural
conjugation A → A†. If A is some monomial in these variables, there is a canonical way to
associate to A a Wick monomial: we associate to every classical field ξa, a ∈ A a quantum free
field denoted by ξquanta (x), a ∈ A and determined by the 2-point function

< Ω, ξquanta (x), ξquantb (y)Ω >= −i D
(+)
ab (x− y)× 1. (2.2)

Here
Dab(x) = D

(+)
ab (x) +D

(−)
ab (x) (2.3)

is the causal Pauli-Jordan distribution associated to the two fields; it is (up to some numerical
factors) a polynomial in the derivatives applied to the Pauli-Jordan distribution. We understand

by D
(±)
ab (x) the positive and negative parts of Dab(x). From (2.2) we have

[ξa(x), ξb(y)] = −i Dab(x− y)× 1 (2.4)
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where by [·, ·] we mean the graded commutator.
The n-point functions for n ≥ 3 are obtained assuming that the truncated Wightman

functions are null: see [3], relations (8.74) and (8.75) and proposition 8.8 from there. The
definition of these truncated Wightman functions involves the Fermi parities |ξp| of the fields
ξp, p ∈ P.

Afterwards we define

ξquanta;µ1,...,µn
(x) ≡ ∂µ1

. . . ∂µn
ξquanta (x), a ∈ A

which amounts to

[ξa;µ1...µm
(x), ξb;ν1...νn(y)] = (−1)n i ∂µ1

. . . ∂µm
∂ν1 . . . ∂νnDab(x− y)× 1. (2.5)

More sophisticated ways to define the free fields involve the GNS construction.
The free quantum fields are generating a Fock space F in the sense of the Borchers algebra:

formally it is generated by states of the form ξquanta1
(x1) . . . ξ

quant
an

(xn)Ω where Ω the vacuum
state. The scalar product in this Fock space is constructed using the n-point distributions and
we denote by F0 ⊂ F the algebraic Fock space.

One can prove that the quantum fields are free, i.e. they verify some free field equation; in
particular every field must verify Klein Gordon equation for some mass m

(�+m2) ξquanta (x) = 0 (2.6)

and it follows that in momentum space they must have the support on the hyperboloid of
mass m. This means that they can be split in two parts ξ

quant(±)
a with support on the upper

(resp. lower) hyperboloid of mass m. We convene that ξ
quant(+)
a resp. ξ

quant(−)
a correspond

to the creation (resp. annihilation) part of the quantum field. The expressions ξ
quant(+)
p resp.

ξ
quant(−)
p for a generic ξp, p ∈ P are obtained in a natural way, applying partial derivatives. For
a general discussion of this method of constructing free fields, see ref. [3] - especially prop. 8.8.
We will follow essentially the presentation from [9]. The Wick monomials are leaving invariant
the algebraic Fock space.
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2.2 Yang-Mills Fields

First, we can generalize the preceding formalism to the case when some of the scalar fields
are odd Grassmann variables. One simply insert everywhere the Fermi sign. The next gen-
eralization is to arbitrary vector and spinorial fields. If we consider for instance the Yang-
Mills interaction Lagrangian corresponding to pure QCD then the jet variables ξa, a ∈ Ξ are
(vµa , ua, ũa), a = 1, . . . , r where vµa are Grassmann even and ua, ũa are Grassmann odd variables.

The interaction Lagrangian is determined by gauge invariance. Namely we define the gauge
charge operator by

dQv
µ
a = i dµua, dQua = 0, dQũa = −i dµv

µ
a , a = 1, . . . , r (2.7)

where dµ is the formal derivative. The gauge charge operator squares to zero:

d2Q ≃ 0 (2.8)

where by ≃ we mean, modulo the equation of motion. Now we can define the interaction
Lagrangian by the relative cohomology relation:

dQT (x) ≃ total divergence. (2.9)

If we eliminate the corresponding coboundaries, then a tri-linear Lorentz covariant expression
is uniquely given by

T = fabc

(

1

2
vaµ vbν F νµ

c + ua v
µ
b dµũc

)

(2.10)

where
F µν
a ≡ dµvνa − dνvµa , ∀a = 1, . . . , r (2.11)

and fabc are real and completely anti-symmetric. (This is the tri-linear part of the usual QCD
interaction Lagrangian from classical field theory.)

Then we define the associated Fock space by the non-zero 2-point distributions are

< Ω, vµa (x1)v
ν
b (x2)Ω >= i ηµν δab D

(+)
0 (x1 − x2),

< Ω, ua(x1)ũb(x2)Ω >= −i δab D
(+)
0 (x1 − x2),

< Ω, ũa(x1)ub(x2)Ω >= i δab D
(+)
0 (x1 − x2). (2.12)

and construct the associated Wick monomials. Then the expression (2.10) gives a Wick poly-
nomial T quant formally the same, but: (a) the jet variables must be replaced by the associated
quantum fields; (b) the formal derivative dµ goes in the true derivative in the coordinate space;
(c) Wick ordering should be done to obtain well-defined operators. We also have an associated
gauge charge operator in the Fock space given by

[Q, vµa ] = i ∂µua, {Q, ua} = 0, {Q, ũa} = −i ∂µv
µ
a

QΩ = 0. (2.13)
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Then it can be proved that Q2 = 0 and

[Q, T quant(x)] = total divergence (2.14)

where the equations of motion are automatically used because the quantum fields are on-shell.
From now on we abandon the super-script quant because it will be obvious from the context if
we refer to the classical expression (2.10) or to its quantum counterpart.

In (2.12) we are using the Pauli-Jordan distribution

Dm(x) = D(+)
m (x) +D(−)

m (x) (2.15)

where

D(±)
m (x) = ±

i

(2π)3

∫

dpe−ip·xθ(±p0)δ(p
2 −m2) (2.16)

and
D(−)(x) = −D(+)(−x). (2.17)

We conclude our presentation with a generalization of (2.14). In fact, it can be proved that
(2.14) implies the existence of Wick polynomials T µ and T µν such that we have:

[Q, T I ] = i∂µT
Iµ (2.18)

for any multi-index I with the convention T ∅ ≡ T. Explicitly:

T µ = fabc

(

ua vbν F νµ
c −

1

2
ua ub d

µũc

)

(2.19)

and

T µν =
1

2
fabc ua ub F

µν
c . (2.20)

Finally we give the relation expressing gauge invariance in order n of the perturbation
theory. We define the operator δ on chronological products by:

δT (T I1(x1), . . . , T
In(xn)) ≡

n
∑

m=1

(−1)sm∂m
µ T (T I1(x1), . . . , T

Imµ(xm), . . . , T
In(xn)) (2.21)

with

sm ≡
m−1
∑

p=1

|Ip|, (2.22)

then we define the operator
s ≡ dQ − iδ. (2.23)

Gauge invariance in an arbitrary order is then expressed by

sT (T I1(x1), . . . , T
In(xn)) = 0. (2.24)
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2.3 A More Precise Version of Wick Theorem

For simplicity, we assume in this Section that the variables ξa (see Subsection 2.1) are commu-
tative. We also use the summation convention over the dummy indices. In [9] we have proved
the following result.

Theorem 2.1 Let us consider that

A1 =
1

3!
fpqrξpξqξr, fpqr = completely symmetric (2.25)

and A2, . . . , An are arbitrary. We define

T (A
(1)
1 (x1), . . . , An(xn)) ≡ T1(A1(x1), . . . , An(xn)) =

1

2
fpqr : ξp(x1) T0(ξq(x1)ξr(x1), A2(x2), . . . , An(xn)) : (2.26)

T (A
(2)
1 (x1), . . . , An(xn)) ≡ T2(A1(x1), . . . , An(xn)) =

1

2
fpqr : ξp(x1)ξq(x1) T (ξr(x1), A2(x2), . . . , An(xn)) : (2.27)

T (A
(3)
1 (x1), . . . , An(xn)) ≡ T3(A1(x1), . . . , An(xn)) =

1

3!
fpqr : ξp(x1)ξq(x1)ξr(x1) T (A2(x2), . . . , An(xn)) : (2.28)

and
T0 ≡ T − T1 − T2 − T3. (2.29)

Then T0 is of Wick type only in A2, . . . , An.

We can iterate the arguments above in the entries A2, . . . , An and obtain the following
version of Wick theorem:

T (A1(x1), . . . , An(xn)) =
∑

T (A
(k1)
1 (x1), . . . , A

(kn)
n (xn)) (2.30)

where the sum runs over k1, . . . , kn = 0, . . . , 3 for A1, . . . , An tri-linear. This formula can be
written in a more transparent way if we use Hopf algebra notions - see [9].
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2.4 Wick submonomials in the pure Yang-Mills case

We notice that in (2.13) and in (2.18) we have a pattern of the type:

dQA = total divergence. (2.31)

This pattern remains true for Wick submonomials. We consider the expressions (2.10), (2.19)
and (2.20) from the pure Yang-Mills case and define:

Baµ ≡ ũa,µ · T = −fabcub vcµ

Caµ ≡ vaµ · T = fabc(v
ν
b Fcνµ − ub ũc,µ)

Da ≡ ua · T = fabcv
µ
b ũc,µ

Eaµν ≡ vaµ,ν · T = fabcvbµ vcν

Caνµ ≡ vaν · Tµ = −fabcub Fcνµ. (2.32)

We also have

ua · T = −Caµ

vaρ,σ · Tµ = ηµσ Baρ − ηµρ Baσ

ua · Tµν = −Caµν (2.33)

If we define

Ba ≡
1

2
fabc ub uc (2.34)

we also have

ũa,ν · Tµ = ηµν Ba

vaρ,σ · Tµν = (ηµσ ηνρ − ηνσ ηµρ) Ba. (2.35)

Then we try to extend the structure (2.31) to the Wick submonomials defined above. We
have:

dQB
µ
a = idµBa

dQC
µ
a = idνC

µν
a

dQDa = −idµC
µ
a

dQE
µν
a = i(dνBµ

a − dµBν
a + Cµν

a )

dQBa = 0

dQC
µν
a = 0. (2.36)

So we see that the patern (2.31) is broken only for Eµν
a . We fix this in the following way. We

have the formal derivative
δA ≡ dµA

µ (2.37)

used in the definition of gauge invariance (2.21) + (2.23); we also define the derivative δ′ by

δ′Eµν
a = Cµν

a (2.38)
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and 0 for the other Wick submonomials (2.32) and (2.34). Finally

s ≡ dQ − iδ, s′ ≡ s− iδ′ = dQ − i(δ + δ′). (2.39)

Then we have the structure
s′A = 0 (2.40)

for all expressions A = T I , Baµ, Caµ, etc. and also for the basic jet variables vaµ, ua, ũa.
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2.5 Second Order Gauge Invariance. Tree Contributions

We first have:

D(vµa (x1), v
ν
b (x2)) ≡ [vµa (x1), v

ν
b (x2)] = i ηµν δab D0(x1 − x2),

D(ua(x1), ũb(x2)) ≡ [ua(x1), ũb(x2)] = −i δab D0(x1 − x2),

D(ũa(x1), ub(x2)) ≡ [ũa(x1), ub(x2)] = i δab D0(x1 − x2). (2.41)

where in the left hand side we have the graded commutator. The causal splitting D = Dadv −
Dret is unique because the degree of singularity of D0 is ω = −2 and we obtain

T (vµa (x1)
(0), vνb (x2)

(0)) = i ηµν δab D
F
0 (x1 − x2),

T (ua(x1)
(0), ũb(x2)

(0)) = −i δab D
F
0 (x1 − x2),

T (ũa(x1)
(0), ub(x2)

(0)) = i δab D
F
0 (x1 − x2). (2.42)

From the previous relations we also have uniquely:

T (ξ(0)a,µ(x1), ξ
(0)
b (x2)) = ∂1

µD
F (ξa(x1), ξb(x2))

T (ξ(0)a (x1), ξ
(0)
b,ν (x2)) = ∂2

νD
F (ξa(x1), ξb(x2)). (2.43)

However the causal splitting of T (ξa,µ(x1)
(0), ξb,ν(x2)

(0)) is not unique because the distribution
has the degree of singularity ω = 0. This was noticed for the first time in [1] and [6]. A possible
choice is the canonical splitting, following from (2.5):

T (ξ(0)a,µ(x1), ξ
(0)
b,ν (x2)) = i∂1

µ∂
2
νT (ξa(x1)

(0), ξb(x2)
(0)) (2.44)

From these formulas we can determine now if gauge invariance is true; in fact, we have
anomalies, as it is well known, but they can be eliminated according to:

Theorem 2.2 We have

sT (T I1(x1), T
I2(x2)) = s′T (T I1(x1)

(2), T I2(x2)
(2)) (2.45)

and the anomalies given in the previous theorem can be eliminated if and only if the constants
fabc verify the Jacobi identity

feab fecd + febc fead + feca febd = 0 (2.46)

using the finite renormalizations:

T (A1(x1), A2(x2)) → T ren(A1(x1), A2(x2)) = T (A1(x1), A2(x2)) + δ(x1 − x2) N(A1, A2)(x2)
(2.47)
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where

N(T, T ) ≡
i

2
Eµν

a Eaµν

N(T µ, T ) = N(T, T µ) ≡ −i Baν Eµν
a

N(T µ, T ν) ≡ i Bµ
a Bν

a

N(T µν , T ) = N(T, T µν) ≡ −i Ba Eµν
a

N(T µν , T ρ) = N(T ρ, T µν) = 0

N(T µν , T ρσ) = 0 (2.48)

The previous finite renormalizations can be obtained performing the finite renormalization

N(vaµ,ν , vbρ,σ) =
i

2
ηµρ ηνσ δab. (2.49)
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3 Tree Contributions in the Third Order

If we apply (2.30) in the third order of the perturbation theory we obtain the following tree
contributions

T (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) =

T (v(0)a1µ1
(x1), v

(0)
a2µ2

(x2), C
µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) C
µ1

a1
(x1) C

µ2

a2
(x2) va3µ3

(x3)

+
1

2
T (v(0)a1µ1

(x1), v
(0)
a2µ2

(x2), E
ρσ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
µ1

a1
(x1) C

µ2

a2
(x2) Fa3σρ(x3)

+
1

4
T (F (0)

a1σ1ρ1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σ2ρ2

(x2), C
µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) E
ρ1σ1

a1
(x1) E

ρ2σ2

a2
(x2) va3µ3

(x3)

+
1

8
T (F (0)

a1σ1ρ1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σ2ρ2

(x2), E
ρ3σ3(0)
a3

(x3)) E
ρ1σ1

a1
(x1) E

ρ2σ2

a2
(x2) Fa3σ3ρ3(x3)

+
1

2
T (v(0)a1ν

(x1), F
(0)
a2σρ

(x2), C
µ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ν
a1
(x1) E

ρσ
a2
(x2) va3µ(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

+
1

4
T (v

(0)
a1λ

(x1), F
(0)
a2σρ

(x2), E
µν(0)
a3

(x3)) C
λ
a1
(x1) E

ρσ
a2
(x2) Fa3νµ(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

+T (v(0)a1ρ
(x1), u

(0)
a2
(x2), D

(0)
a3
(x3)) C

ρ
a1
(x1) Da2(x2) ua3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

+∂2
νT (v

(0)
a1ρ

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), B

µ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ρ
a1
(x1) B

ν
a2
(x2) ∂µũa3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

+
1

2
T (F (0)

a1σρ
(x1), u

(0)
a2
(x2), D

(0)
a3
(x3)) E

ρσ
a1
(x1) Da2(x2) ua3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

+
1

2
∂2
νT (F

(0)
a1σρ

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), B

µ(0)
a3

(x3)) E
ρσ
a1
(x1) B

ν
a2
(x2) ∂µũa3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

−∂2
νT (u

(0)
a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), C

µ(0)
a3

(x3)) Da1(x1) B
ν
a2
(x2) va3µ(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2) (3.1)

T (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µ(1)(x3)) =

T (v(0)a1µ1
(x1), v

(0)
a2µ2

(x2), C
µ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
µ1

a1
(x1) C

µ2

a2
(x2) ua3(x3)

+
1

4
T (F (0)

a1σ1ρ1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σ2ρ2

(x2), C
µ(0)
a3

(x3)) E
ρ1σ1

a1
(x1) E

ρ2σ2

a2
(x2) ua3(x3)

+∂1
µ1
∂2
µ2
T (ũ(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), B

(0)
a3
(x3)) B

µ1

a1
(x1) B

µ2

a2
(x2) ∂

µũa3(x3)

+
1

2
T (v(0)a1ν

(x1), F
(0)
a2σρ

(x2), C
µ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ν
a1
(x1) E

ρσ
a2
(x2) ua3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

−∂2
λT (v

(0)
a1ρ

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), C

νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ρ
a1
(x1) B

λ
a2
(x2) va3ν(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

−∂2
σT (v

(0)
a1ρ

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), B

(0)
a3ν

(x3)) C
ρ
a1
(x1) B

σ
a2
(x2) F

µν
a3

(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

−
1

2
∂2
λT (F

(0)
a1σρ

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), C

νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) E
ρσ
a1
(x1) B

λ
a2
(x2) va3ν(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

−
1

2
∂2
λT (F

(0)
a1σρ

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), B

(0)
a3ν

(x3)) E
ρσ
a1
(x1) B

λ
a2
(x2) F

µν
a3

(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

−∂2
νT (u

(0)
a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), C

µ(0)
a3

(x3)) Da1(x1) B
ν
a2
(x2) ua3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2) (3.2)

11



T (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µ(2)(x3)) =

T (Cρ(0)
a1

(x1), v
(0)
a2σ

(x2), v
(0)
a3ν

(x3)) va1ρ(x1) C
σ
a2
(x2) C

νµ
a3
(x3)

−T (Cρ(0)
a1

(x1), v
(0)
a2σ

(x2), F
νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) va1ρ(x1) C
σ
a2
(x2) Ba3ν(x3)

+
1

2
T (Cλ(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σρ

(x2), v
(0)
a3ν

(x3)) va1λ(x1) E
ρσ
a2
(x2) C

νµ
a3
(x3)

−
1

2
T (Cλ(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σρ

(x2), F
νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) va1λ(x1) E
ρσ
a2
(x2) Ba3ν(x3)

+∂
µ
3 T (C

ρ(0)
a1

(x1), u
(0)
a2
(x2), ũ

(0)
a3
(x3)) va1ρ(x1) Da2(x2) Ba3(x3)

−∂2
σT (C

ρ(0)
a1

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), u

(0)
a3
(x3)) va1ρ(x1) B

σ
a2
(x2) C

µ
a3
(x3)

+
1

2
T (Eρσ(0)

a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2λ

(x2), v
(0)
a3ν

(x3)) Fa1σρ(x1) C
λ
a2
(x2) C

νµ
a3
(x3)

−
1

2
T (Eρσ(0)

a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2λ

(x2), F
νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) Fa1σρ(x1) C
λ
a2
(x2) Ba3ν(x3)

+
1

4
T (Eρ1σ1(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σ2ρ2

(x2), v
(0)
a3ν

(x3)) Fa1σ1ρ1(x1) E
ρ2σ2

a2
(x2) C

νµ
a3
(x3)

−
1

4
T (Eρ1σ1(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σ2ρ2

(x2), F
νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) Fa1σ1ρ1(x1) E
ρ2σ2

a2
(x2) Ba3ν(x3)

+T (D(0)
a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2ρ

(x2), u
(0)
a3
(x3)) ua1(x1) C

ρ
a2
(x2) C

µ
a3
(x3)

+
1

2
T (D(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σρ

(x2), u
(0)
a3
(x3)) ua1ρ(x1) E

ρσ
a2
(x2) C

µ
a3
(x3)

+T (D(0)
a1
(x1), u

(0)
a2
(x2), v

(0)
a3ν

(x3)) ua1(x1) Da2(x2) C
νµ
a3
(x3)

−T (D(0)
a1
(x1), u

(0)
a2
(x2), F

νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) ua1(x1) Da2(x2) Ba3ν(x3)

−∂
µ
3 T (B

ρ(0)
a1

(x1), v
(0)
a2σ

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) ∂ρũa1(x1) C

σ
a2
(x2) Ba3(x3)

−
1

2
∂
µ
3T (B

λ(0)
a1

(x1), F
(0)
a2σρ

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) ∂λũa1(x1) E

ρσ
a2
(x2) Ba3(x3)

+∂σ
2 T (B

ρ(0)
a1

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), v

(0)
a3ν

(x3)) ∂λũa1(x1) B
σ
a2
(x2) C

νµ
a3
(x3)

−∂σ
2 T (B

ρ(0)
a1

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), F

νµ(0)
a3

(x3)) ∂λũa1(x1) B
σ
a2
(x2) Ba3ν(x3) (3.3)

12



T (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) =

T (v(0)a1ν1
(x1), v

(0)
a2ν2

(x2), C
ρ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ν1µ1

a1
(x1) C

ν2µ2

a2
(x2) va3ρ(x3)

+
1

2
T (v(0)a1ν1

(x1), v
(0)
a2ν2

(x2), E
ρσ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ν1µ1

a1
(x1) C

ν2µ2

a2
(x2) Fa3σρ(x3)

+T (F ν1µ1(0)
a1

(x1), F
ν2µ2(0)
a2

(x2), C
ρ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1ν1(x1) Ba2ν2(x2) va3ρ(x3)

+
1

2
T (F ν1µ1(0)

a1
(x1), F

ν2µ2(0)
a2

(x2), E
ρσ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1ν1(x1) Ba2ν2(x2) Fa3σρ(x3)

+T (u(0)
a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2ν

(x2), D
(0)
a3
(x3)) C

µ1

a1
(x1) C

νµ2

a2
(x2) ua3(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−T (u(0)
a1
(x1), F

νµ2(0)
a2

(x2), D
(0)
a3
(x3)) C

µ1

a1
(x1) Ba2ν(x2) ua3(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−∂
µ2

2 T (u(0)
a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), C

ρ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
µ1

a1
(x1) Ba2(x2) va3ρ(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−T (v(0)a1ν
(x1), F

λµ2(0)
a2

(x2), C
ρ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
νµ1

a1
(x1) Ba2λ(x2) va3ρ(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−
1

2
T (v(0)a1ν

(x1), F
λµ2(0)
a2

(x2), E
ρσ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
νµ1

a1
(x1) Ba2λ(x2) Fa3σρ(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

+∂
µ2

2 T (v(0)a1ν
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), B

ρ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
νµ1

a1
(x1) Ba2(x2) ∂ρũa3(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−∂
µ2

2 T (F νµ1(0)
a1

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), B

ρ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1ν(x1) Ba2(x2) ∂ρũa3(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)(3.4)

T (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(1)(x2), T

(2)(x3)) =

−∂3
ρ T (u(0)

a1
(x1), C

µ2(0)
a2

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) C

µ1

a1
(x1) ua2(x2) B

ρ
a3
(x3)

+T (v(0)a1ν
(x1), C

µ2(0)
a2

(x2), v
(0)
a3ρ

(x3)) C
νµ1

a1
(x1) ua2(x2) C

ρ
a3
(x3)

+
1

2
T (v(0)a1ν

(x1), C
µ2(0)
a2

(x2), F
(0)
a3σρ

(x3)) C
νµ1

a1
(x1) ua2(x2) E

ρσ
a3
(x3)

+∂3
ρ T (v

(0)
a1λ

(x1), C
νµ2(0)
a2

(x2), ũa3(x3)) C
λµ1

a1
(x1) va2ν(x2) B

ρ
a3
(x3)

+∂3
σ T (v(0)a1ν

(x1), B
(0)
a2ρ

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) C

νµ1

a1
(x1) F

µ2ρ
a2

(x2) B
σ
a3
(x3)

−T (F νµ1(0)
a1

(x1), C
µ2(0)
a2

(x2), v
(0)
a3ρ

(x3)) Ba1ν(x1) ua2(x2) C
ρ
a3
(x3)

−
1

2
T (F νµ1(0)

a1
(x1), C

µ2(0)
a2

(x2), F
(0)
a3σρ

(x3)) Ba1ν(x1) ua2(x2) E
ρσ
a3
(x3)

−∂3
σ T (F νµ1(0)

a1
(x1), C

ρµ2(0)
a2

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1ν(x1) va2ρ(x2) B

σ
a3
(x3)

−∂3
σ T (F νµ1(0)

a1
(x1), B

(0)
a2ρ

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1ν(x1) F

µ2ρ
a2

(x2) B
σ
a3
(x3)

+∂
µ1

1 T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), C

µ2(0)
a2

(x2), u
(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1(x1) ua2(x2) Da3(x3)

−∂
µ1

1 T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), C

ρµ2(0)
a2

(x2), v
(0)
a3σ

(x3)) Ba1(x1) va2ρ(x2) C
σ
a3
(x3)

−
1

2
∂
µ1

1 T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), C

νµ2(0)
a2

(x2), F
(0)
a3σρ

(x3)) Ba1(x1) va2ν(x2) E
ρσ
a3
(x3)

−∂
µ1

1 T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), B

(0)
a2ν

(x2), v
(0)
a3σ

(x3)) Ba1(x1) F
µ2ν
a2

(x2) C
σ
a3
(x3)

−
1

2
∂
µ1

1 T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), B

(0)
a2ν

(x2), F
(0)
a3σρ

(x3)) Ba1(x1) F
µ2ν
a2

(x2) E
ρσ
a3
(x3)

−∂
µ1

1 ∂3
ν T (ũ(0)

a1
(x1), B

(0)
a2
(x2), ũ

(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1(x1) ∂

µ2 ũa2(x2) B
ν
a3
(x3) (3.5)

13



T (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µν(1)(x3)) =

−∂1
ρ1
∂2
ρ2

T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), B

(0)
a3
(x3)) B

ρ1
a1
(x1) B

ρ2
a2
(x2) F

µν
a3
(x3)

−∂2
σ T (v(0)a1σ

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), C

µν(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ρ
a1
(x1) B

σ
a2
(x2) ua3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2)

−
1

2
∂2
λ T (F (0)

a1σρ
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), C

µν(0)
a3

(x3)) E
ρσ
a1
(x1) B

λ
a2
(x2) ua3(x3) + (x1 ↔ x2) (3.6)

T (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µν(2)(x3)) =

T (Cρ(0)
a1

(x1), v
(0)
a2σ

(x2), F
µν(0)
a3

(x3)) va1ρ(x1) C
σ
a2
(x2) Ba3(x3)

+
1

2
T (Cλ(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σρ

(x2), F
µν(0)
a3

(x3)) va1λ(x1) E
ρσ
a2
(x2) Ba3(x3)

+∂2
σ T (Cρ(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), u

(0)
a3
(x3)) va1ρ(x1) B

σ
a2
(x2) C

µν
a3
(x3)

+
1

2
T (Eρσ(0)

a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2λ

(x2), F
µν(0)
a3

(x3)) Fa1σρ(x1) C
λ
a2
(x2) Ba3(x3)

+
1

4
T (Eρ1σ1(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σ2ρ2

(x2), F
µν(0)
a3

(x3)) Fa1σ1ρ1(x1) E
ρ2σ2

a2
(x2) Ba3(x3)

−T (D(0)
a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2ρ

(x2), u
(0)
a3
(x3)) ua1(x1) C

ρ
a2
(x2) C

µν
a3
(x3)

−
1

2
T (D(0)

a1
(x1), F

(0)
a2σρ

(x2), u
(0)
a3
(x3)) ua1(x1) E

ρσ
a2
(x2) C

µν
a3
(x3)

+T (D(0)
a1
(x1), u

(0)
a2
(x2), F

µν(0)
a3

(x3)) ua1(x1) Da2(x2) Ba3(x3)

+∂2
σ T (Bρ(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), F

µν(0)
a3

(x3)) ∂ρũa1(x1) B
σ
a2
(x2) Ba3(x3) (3.7)
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T (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(2)(x2), T

µ3(1)(x3)) =

T (v(0)a1ν1
(x1), v

(0)
a2ν2

(x2), C
µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ν1µ1

a1
(x1) C

ν2µ2

a2
(x2) ua3(x3)

+T (F ν1µ1(0)
a1

(x1), F
ν2µ2(0)
a2

(x2), C
µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1ν1(x1) Ba2ν2(x2) ua3(x3)

−∂
µ1

1 ∂
µ2

2 T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), B

(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1(x1) Ba2(x2) ∂

µ3 ũa3(x3)

−∂
µ2

2 T (u(0)
a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), C

µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) C
µ1

a1
(x1) Ba2(x2) ua3(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−T (v(0)a1ν1
(x1), F

ν2µ2(0)
a2

(x2), C
µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ν1µ1

a1
(x1) Ba2ν2(x2) ua3(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−∂
µ2

2 T (v(0)a1ν1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), C

ν3µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) C
ν1µ1

a1
(x1) Ba2(x2) va3ν3(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

−∂
µ2

2 T (v(0)a1ν1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), B

(0)
a3ν3

(x3)) C
ν1µ1

a1
(x1) Ba2(x2) F

µ3ν3
a3

(x3)− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

+∂
µ2

2 T (F ν1µ1(0)
a1

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), C

ν3µ3(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1ν1(x1) Ba2(x2) va3ν3(x3)

−(x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)

+∂
µ2

2 T (F ν1µ1(0)
a1

(x1), ũ
(0)
a2
(x2), B

(0)
a3ν3

(x3)) Ba1ν1(x1) Ba2(x2) F
µ3ν3
a3

(x3)

−(x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)(3.8)

T (T µν(2)(x1), T
ρ(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) =

−T (F µν(0)
a1

(x1), u
(0)
a2
(x2), D

(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1(x1) C

ρ
a2
(x2) ua3(x3)

+T (F µν(0)
a1

(x1), v
(0)
a2σ

(x2), C
λ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1(x1) C
σρ
a2
(x2) va3λ(x3)

+
1

2
T (F µν(0)

a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2σ

(x2), E
αβ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1(x1) C
σρ
a2
(x2) Fa3βα(x3)

−T (F µν(0)
a1

(x1), F
σρ(0)
a2

(x2), C
λ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1(x1) Ba2σ(x2) va3λ(x3)

−
1

2
T (F µν(0)

a1
(x1), F

σρ(0)
a2

(x2), E
αβ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1(x1) Ba2σ(x2) Fa3βα(x3)

+∂
ρ
2 T (F µν(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), B

σ(0)
a3

(x3)) Ba1(x1) Ba2(x2) ∂σũa3(x3)

+T (u(0)
a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2σ

(x2), D
(0)
a3
(x3)) C

µν
a1
(x1) C

σρ
a2
(x2) ua3(x3)

−T (u(0)
a1
(x1), F

σρ(0)
a2

(x2), D
(0)
a3
(x3)) C

µν
a1
(x1) Ba2σ(x2) ua3(x3)

−∂
ρ
2 T (u(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), C

σ(0)
a3

(x3)) C
µν
a1
(x1) Ba2(x2) va3σ(x3) (3.9)

T (T µν(2)(x1), T
ρ(1)(x2), T

(2)(x3)) =

T (F µν(0)
a1

(x1), C
ρ(0)
a2

(x2), v
(0)
a3σ

(x3)) Ba1(x1) ua2(x2) C
σ
a3
(x3)

+
1

2
T (F µν(0)

a1
(x1), C

ρ(0)
a2

(x2), F
(0)
a3βα

(x3)) Ba1(x1) ua2(x2) E
αβ
a3
(x3)

+∂λ
3 T (F µν(0)

a1
(x1), C

σρ(0)
a2

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1(x1) va2σ(x2) Ba3λ(x3)

+∂λ
3 T (F µν(0)

a1
(x1), B

(0)
a2σ

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) Ba1(x1) F

ρσ
a2
(x2) Ba3λ(x3)

−∂σ
3 T (u(0)

a1
(x1), C

ρ(0)
a2

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) C

µν
a1
(x1) ua2(x2) Ba3σ(x3) (3.10)
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T (T µν(1)(x1), T
ρ(2)(x2), T

(2)(x3)) =

∂λ
3 T (Cµν(0)

a1
(x1), v

(0)
a2σ

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) ua1(x1) C

σρ
a2
(x2) B

λ
a3
(x3)

+∂λ
3 T (Cµν(0)

a1
(x1), F

σρ(0)
a2

(x2), ũ
(0)
a3
(x3)) ua1(x1) Ba2σ(x2) B

λ
a3
(x3)

+∂
ρ
2 T (Cµν(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), v

(0)
a3σ

(x3)) ua1(x1) Ba2(x2) C
σ
a3
(x3)

+
1

2
∂
ρ
2 T (Cµν(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), F

(0)
a3βα

(x3)) ua1(x1) Ba2(x2) E
αβ
a3
(x3)

−∂
ρ
2∂

σ
3 T (B(0)

a1
(x1), ũ

(0)
a2
(x2), ũ

(0)
a3
(x3)) F

µν
a1
(x1) Ba2(x2) Ba3σ(x3) (3.11)

All the coefficients from the 11 equations from above are in fact chronological products of
the type T (ξ

(0)
1 (x1), ξ

(0)
2 (x2), (η1η2)

(0)(x3)). In the simplest case when all variables are even we
have

T (ξ
(0)
1 (x1), ξ

(0)
2 (x2), (η1η2)

(0)(x3))

= DF (ξ1(x1), η1(x3)) D
F (ξ2(x2), η2(x3)) +DF (ξ1(x1), η2(x3)) D

F (ξ2(x2), η1(x3)) (3.12)

and in the general case one has to introduce apropiate signs taking care of the Grassmann
parities.

One can see from this formula that there will be two contributions: a canonical splitting
contributions given by (2.44) i.e. we can pull out the derivatives from the chronological product,
and a finite renormalization contribution due to (2.49) and from this relation

N(F µν
a , F

ρσ
b ) = i (ηµρ ηνσ − ηνρ ηµσ) δab. (3.13)

From these formulas we get

T (F µν(0)
a1

(x1), v
ρ(0)
a2

(x2), C
σ(0)
a3

(x3))
ren = ∂

µ
1 T (v

ν(0)
a1

(x1), v
ρ(0)
a2

(x2), C
σ(0)
a3

(x3))− (µ ↔ ν)

+fa1a2a3 ηµρ ηνσ δ(x1 − x3)D
F
0 (x2 − x3)− (µ ↔ ν) (3.14)

T (F µν(0)
a1

(x1), F
ρσ(0)
a2

(x2), C
λ(0)
a3

(x3))
ren

= [∂µ
1 ∂

ρ
2T (v

ν(0)
a1

(x1), v
σ(0)
a2

(x2), C
λ(0)
a3

(x3))− (µ ↔ ν)]− (ρ ↔ σ)

−fa1a2a3 [(ηνρ ησλ∂µDF
0 (x1 − x3) δ(x2 − x3)

−ηµσ ηνλδ(x1 − x3) ∂
ρDF

0 (x2 − x3)− (µ ↔ ν)]− (ρ ↔ σ) (3.15)

and

T (ũ(0)
a1
(x1), F

µν(0)
a2

(x2), C
ρσ(0)
a3

(x3))
ren

= ∂
µ
2 T (ũ

(0)
a1
(x1), v

ν(0)
a2

(x2), C
ρσ(0)
a3

(x3))− (µ ↔ ν)

+fa1a2a3 ηµρ ηνσDF
0 (x1 − x3) δ(x2 − x3)− (µ ↔ ν) (3.16)

where one can see the two contributions. Using these three relations we can obtain the finite
renormalization contributions to the relations (3.1) - (3.11).
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Theorem 3.1 Following the finite renormalization

D(vaµ,ν(x), vbρ,σ(y))
f =

i

2
ηµρ ηνσ δab δ(x− y) ⇒

D(F µν
a (x), F ρσ

b (y))f = i (ηµρ ηνσ − ηνρ ηµσ) δab δ(x− y) (3.17)

we have the following finite renormalizations of the expressions (3.1) - (3.11):

T (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 [δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) (E

ρσ
a1
va3ρ)(x1) Ca2σ(x2)

−δ(x1 − x3) ∂µD
F
0 (x2 − x3) (Ea1νρvaρ3)(x1) E

νµ
a2
(x2)] + (x1 ↔ x2) (3.18)

T (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µ(1)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 {−δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) (E

νµ
a1
ua3)(x1) Ca2ν(x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x3) [(E

ρµ
a2
va3ρ)(x1) B

ν
a1
(x2) + (Eµ

a1ρ
ua3)(x1) E

ρν
a2
(x2)]}

+(x1 ↔ x2) (3.19)

T (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µ(2)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 {δ(x3 − x1) D
F
0 (x2 − x1) [(v

µ
a1
Ba3ν)(x3) C

ν
a2
(x2)− (vνa1Ba3ν)(x3) C

µ
a2
(x2)]

−δ(x2 − x1) D
F
0 (x3 − x1) (v

λ
a1
Ea2νλ)(x2) C

νµ
a2
(x3)

−δ(x3 − x1) ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x1) [(v

ρ
a1
Ba3ρ)(x3) E

µν
a2
(x2)− (vµa1Ba3ρ)(x3) E

ρν
a2
(x2)]

−δ(x2 − x1) ∂νD
F
0 (x3 − x1) (va1ρE

ρµ
a2
)(x2) B

ν
a3
(x3)

+δ(x2 − x1) ∂
µDF

0 (x3 − x1) (va1ρE
ρν
a2
)(x2) Ba3ν(x3)} (3.20)

T (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3))
f =

−fa1a2a3 {δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) [(B

ρ
a2
va3ρ)(x1) C

µ1µ2

a1
(x2)− (Ba1νv

µ1

a3
)(x1) C

νµ2

a1
(x2)]

−δ(x1 − x3) ∂
µ2DF

0 (x2 − x3) [(Ba1ρv
µ1

a3
)(x1) B

ρ
a2
(x2)− (Bρ

a1
va3ρ)(x1) B

µ1

a2
(x2)]

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂λD
F
0 (x2 − x3) (η

µ1µ2 Bρ
a1
va3ρ −Bµ2

a1
vµ1

a3
)(x1) B

λ
a2
(x2)}

−(x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2) (3.21)

T (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(1)(x2), T

(2)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 {δ(x3 − x2) D
F
0 (x1 − x2) C

νµ1

a1
(x1) (ua2E

µ2

a3 ν
)(x3)

−δ(x1 − x2) D
F
0 (x3 − x2) [(B

µ2

a1
ua2)(x1) C

µ1

a3
(x3)− ηµ1µ2 (Ba1νua2)(x1) C

ν
a3
(x3)]

−δ(x3 − x2) ∂νD
F
0 (x1 − x2) B

ν
a1
(x1) (ua2E

µ1µ2

a3
)(x3)

+δ(x3 − x2) ∂
µ1DF

0 (x1 − x2) [Ba1ν(x1) (ua2E
µ2ν
a3

)(x3) +Ba1(x1) (va2νE
µ2ν
a3

)(x3)]

−δ(x1 − x2) ∂νD
F
0 (x3 − x2) [(B

µ2

a1
ua2)(x1) E

µ1ν
a3

(x3)− ηµ1µ2 (Ba1ρua2)(x1) E
ρν
a3
(x3)

−(ηµ1µ2 Ba1ρv
ρ
a2
− Bµ2

a1
vµ1

a2
)(x1) B

ν
a3
(x3)]} (3.22)
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T (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µν(1)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 [δ(x1 − x3) ∂ρD
F
0 (x2 − x3) (E

µν
a1
ua3)(x1) B

ρ
a2
(x2) + (x1 ↔ x2) (3.23)

T (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µν(2)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 [−δ(x3 − x1) D
F
0 (x2 − x1) (v

ν
a1
Ba3)(x3) C

µ
a2
(x2)

−δ(x3 − x1) ∂ρD
F
0 (x2 − x1) (v

ν
a1
Ba3)(x3) E

µρ
a2
(x2)

−δ(x2 − x1) ∂
νDF

0 (x3 − x1) (va1ρE
ρµ
a2
)(x2) Ba3(x3)]− (µ ↔ ν) (3.24)

T (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(2)(x2), T

µ3(1)(x3))
f =

−fa1a2a3 {δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) [η

µ1µ3 (Ba2νua3)(x1) C
νµ2

a1
(x2)

−(Bµ3

a2
ua3)(x1) C

µ1µ2

a1
(x2)]

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂
µ2DF

0 (x2 − x3) (η
µ1µ3 Ba1ρv

ρ
a3
−Bµ3

a1
vµ1

a3
)(x1) Ba2(x2)

+ηµ1µ3 δ(x1 − x3) ∂νD
F
0 (x1 − x2) (B

µ2

a1
ua3)(x1) B

ν
a2
(x2)

−ηµ1µ3 δ(x1 − x3) ∂
µ2DF

0 (x1 − x2) (Ba1νua3)(x1) B
ν
a2
(x2)

−ηµ1µ2 δ(x1 − x3) ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x3) (B

µ3

a1
ua3)(x1) B

ν
a2
(x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂
µ2DF

0 (x2 − x3) (B
µ3

a1
ua3)(x1) B

µ1

a2
(x2)}

−(x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2) (3.25)

T (T µν(2)(x1), T
ρ(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 [δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) (Ba1νv

ν
a3
)(x1) C

µρ
a2
(x2)

−ηµρ δ(x1 − x3) ∂σD
F
0 (x2 − x3) (Ba1v

ν
a3
)(x1) B

σ
a2
(x2)

−δ(x1 − x3) ∂
ρDF

0 (x2 − x3) (Ba1v
µ
a3
)(x1) B

ν
a2
(x2)

+δ(x2 − x3) ∂
µDF

0 (x1 − x3) Ba1(x1) (B
ν
a2
vρa3)(x2)

+ηµρ δ(x2 − x3) ∂
νDF

0 (x1 − x3) Ba1(x1) (B
λ
a2
va3λ)(x2)]

−(µ ↔ ν) (3.26)

T (T µν(2)(x1), T
ρ(1)(x2), T

(2)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 {−δ(x1 − x2) D
F
0 (x3 − x2) η

νρ(Ba1ua2)(x1) C
µ
a3
(x3)

+δ(x1 − x2) ∂λD
F
0 (x3 − x2) η

µρ[(Ba1ua2)(x1) E
νλ
a3
(x3) + (Ba1v

ν
a2
)(x1) B

λ
a3
(x3)]

−δ(x3 − x2) ∂
νDF

0 (x1 − x2) Ba1(x1) (ua2E
ρµ
a3
(x3)}

−(µ ↔ ν) (3.27)

T (T µν(1)(x1), T
ρ(2)(x2), T

(2)(x3))
f =

fa1a2a3 {[ηνρ δ(x2 − x1) ∂λD
F
0 (x3 − x1) (ua1B

µ
a2
)(x2) B

λ
a3
(x3)− (µ ↔ ν)]

+δ(x3 − x1) ∂
ρDF

0 (x2 − x1) Ba2(x2) (ua1E
µν
a3
)(x3)} (3.28)
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Now we can verify gauge invariance for the tree contributions in the third order. We first have

sT (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3))
f =

[δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) Af(x1, x2) + δ(x1 − x3) ∂µD

F
0 (x2 − x3) B

µ
f (x1, x2)

+∂µδ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) C

µ
f (x1, x2) + ∂µδ(x1 − x3) ∂νD

F
0 (x2 − x3) D

µν
f (x1, x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂µ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x3) E

{µν}
f (x1, x2)] + (x1 ↔ x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) δ(x2 − x3) Ff(x3) (3.29)

where the expressions A, . . . , F can be explicitly computed if we use the first three formulas
from the preceding theorem. We only give explicitly

Ff = −2 i fa1a2a3 va1µE
µν
a2
Ba3ν . (3.30)

Starting from (3.1) - (3.11) we can obtain a similar formula for the canonical contribution
sT (T (2)(x1), T

(2)(x2), T
(1)(x3))

can; we only notice that

F can = −F f . (3.31)

In the end we have:

sT (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) =

[δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) A(x1, x2) + δ(x1 − x3) ∂µD

F
0 (x2 − x3) B

µ(x1, x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂µ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x3) E

{µν}(x1, x2)] + (x1 ↔ x2) (3.32)

where

A(x1, x2) = i P µ
a (x1) Caµ(x2)

Bµ(x1, x2) = i Paν(x1) E
νµ
a (x2) + i Qµ

a(x1) Da(x2)

+i Qµν
a (x1) Caν(x2) + i Qa(x1) B

µ
a (x2)

E
{µν}
f (x1, x2) = i Sµν [Qµ

aρ(x1) E
νρ
a (x2)] (3.33)

and we have defined:

P µ
a ≡ fabc (C

µν
b vcν − C

µ
b uc +Bb ∂

µũc −Bbν F µν
c )

Qµ
a ≡ fabc (Bb v

µ
c +B

µ
b uc)

Qµν
a ≡ fabc (E

νµ
b uc +B

µ
b vνc −Bν

b vµc )

Qa ≡ fabc

(

−C
ρ
b vcρ −

1

2
Ebρσ F ρσ

c +Db uc +B
µ
b ∂µũc

)

. (3.34)

However, due to Jacobi identity one can prove that all previous expressions are null. So, in fact
we have:

sT (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) = 0. (3.35)
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From here we have

sTtree(T (x1), T (x2), T (x3)) =

sT (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) + (x1 ↔ x3) + (x2 ↔ x3) = 0 (3.36)

i.e. there are no anomalies in the tree sector. We remark that (3.35) is stronger that (3.36).
Also, we cannot prove (3.36) only from cohomology considerations because we cannot eliminate
an anomaly of the form

A(x1, x2, x3) = δ(x1 − x3) δ(x2 − x3) Ff(x3); (3.37)

indeed, if we use Jacobi identity we can prove that such an anomaly is a cocycle i.e. we have

dQFf = 0 (3.38)

but it is not a coboundary i.e. it cannot be written in the form A = dQB − i∂µB
µ so it cannot

be eliminated by a redefinition of the chronological products. One must perform an explicit
computation and arrive at (3.31).

It is natural that (3.32) can be generalized in all other sectors: we have for instance

sT (T (2)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µ(1)(x3)) =

[δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) A

µ(x1, x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x3) B

µν(x1, x2)] + (x1 ↔ x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) δ(x2 − x3) F
µ(x3) (3.39)

where

Aµ(x1, x2) = i Rµν
a (x1) Caν(x2)

Bµν(x1, x2) = −i P µ
a (x1) B

ν
a(x2) + i [Qν

a(x1) C
µ
a (x2)− ηµν Qρ

a(x1) Caρ(x2)]

+i Rµ
aρ(x1) E

ρν
a (x2) + i ηµνSa(x1) Da(x2)

F µ = Qaν Eνµ
a . (3.40)

Here we have used the previous notations plus

Rµν
a ≡ −fabc (C

µν
b uc +Bb F

µν
c )

Sa ≡ fabc Bb uc. (3.41)

These two expressions are also null due to Jacobi identity. We similarly have

sT (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µ(2)(x3)) =

δ(x2 − x1) D
F
0 (x3 − x1) A

µ(x2, x3) + δ(x3 − x1) D
F
0 (x2 − x1) A

′µ(x2, x3)

+δ(x2 − x1) ∂νD
F
0 (x3 − x1) B

µν(x2, x3) + δ(x3 − x1) ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x1) B

′µν(x2, x3)

+δ(x2 − x1) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x3 − x1) E

µ{ρσ}(x2, x3)

+δ(x3 − x1) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x2 − x1) E

′µ{ρσ}(x2, x3)

+δ(x2 − x1) δ(x3 − x1) F
µ(x1) (3.42)
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where

Aµ(x2, x3) = i Paν(x2) C
νµ
a (x3)

A′µ(x2, x3) = i Rµν
a (x2) Caν(x3)

Bµν(x2, x3) = i [−P µ
a (x2) B

ν
a(x3) + ηµν P ρ

a (x2) Baρ(x3)

−Qν
aρ(x2) C

ρµ
a (x3) + ηµν Qa(x2) Ba(x3) +Qν

a(x2) C
µ
a (x3)]

B′µν(x2, x3) = i [Rµρ
a (x3) E

ν
a ρ(x2) +Qν

a(x3) C
µ
a (x2)

−ηµν Qaρ(x3) C
ρ
a(x2)− P µ

a (x3) B
ν
a(x2)− ηµν Sa(x3) Da(x2)]

Eµ{ρσ}(x2, x3) = i Sρσ[Q
µρ
a (x2) B

σ
a (x3) + ηµρ Qσλ

a (x2) Baλ(x3)]

E ′µ{ρσ}(x2, x3) = i Sρσ[Q
ρ
a(x3) E

µσ
a (x2)− ηµρ Qaλ(x3) E

λσ
a (x2)]

F µ = i fa1a2a3 [(−vµa1B
ρ
a2
+ vρa1B

µ
a2
) Ba3ρ + va1ρE

ρµ
a2
Ba3 ]. (3.43)

This expression is null. Only the proof of F µ = 0 requires some computations; all other
expressions have already appeared previously. So we have

sTtree(T (x1), T (x2), T
µ(x3)) = sT (T (2)(x1), T

(2)(x2), T
µ(1)(x3))

+sT (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µ(2)(x3)) + (x1 ↔ x2) = 0. (3.44)

In the same way we have

sT (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) =

[δ(x1 − x3) D
F
0 (x2 − x3) A

µ1µ2(x1, x2) + δ(x1 − x3) ∂νD
F
0 (x2 − x3) B

µ1µ2;ν(x1, x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x2 − x1) E

µ1µ2{ρσ}(x1, x2)

−(x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2)]

+δ(x1 − x3) δ(x2 − x3) F
µ1µ2(x3) (3.45)

which is null because

Aµ1µ2(x1, x2) = i Rµ1ν
a (x1) C

µ2

a ν(x2)

Bµ1µ2;ν(x1, x2) = i [−ηµ1ν Rµ1ρ
a (x1) Baρ(x2) + Rµ1µ2

a (x1) B
ν
a(x2)

−ηµ1ν Qaρ(x1) C
ρµ2

a (x2) + Qν
a(x1) C

µ1µ2

a (x2)

+ηµ2ν P µ1

a (x1) Ba(x2) + ηµ1ν Sa(x1) C
µ2

a (x2)]

Eµ{ρσ}(x1, x2) = i Sρσ[η
µ1ρ Qµ2

a (x1) B
σ
a (x2)− ηµ1ρ ηµ2σ Qaλ(x1) B

λ
a (x2)

+ηµ2ρ Qσ
a(x1) B

µ1

a (x2)− ηµ1µ2 Qρ
a(x1) B

σ
a (x2)]

F µ1µ2 = i T µ1

a vµ2

a − (µ1 ↔ µ2). (3.46)

are null. We have introduced
T µ
a ≡ fabc BbB

µ
c . (3.47)

Only T µ
a = 0 must be checked.
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We also have:

sT (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(1)(x2), T

(2)(x3)) =

[δ(x3 − x2) D
F
0 (x1 − x2) A

µ1µ2(x1, x3) + δ(x3 − x2) ∂νD
F
0 (x1 − x2) B

µ1µ2;ν(x1, x3)

+δ(x1 − x2) ∂νD
F
0 (x3 − x2) B

′µ1µ2;ν(x1, x3)

+δ(x3 − x2) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x1 − x2) E

µ1µ2{ρσ}(x1, x3)

+δ(x1 − x2) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x3 − x2) E

′µ1µ2{ρσ}(x1, x3)

+δ(x3 − x2) δ(x1 − x2) F
µ1µ2(x2) (3.48)

which is null because

Aµ1µ2(x1, x3) = i Cµ1

a ν(x1) R
µ2ν
a (x2)

Bµ1µ2;ν(x1, x3) = i [−ηµ1ν Ba(x1) P
µ2

a (x3)−Bν
a(x1) R

µ1µ2

a (x3)

−ηµ1ν Baρ(x1) R
µ2ρ
a (x3) + Cµ1µ2

a (x1) Q
ν
a(x3)

−ηµ2ν Cµ2ρ
a (x1) Qaρ(x3) + ηµ2ν Cµ1

a (x1) Sa(x3)]

B′µ1µ2;ν(x1, x3) = i [−Rµ1µ2

a (x1) B
ν
a (x3) + Sν

a (x1) (−ηµ1νCµ2

a + ηµ2ν Cµ1

a )(x3)]

Eµ{ρσ}(x1, x2) = i Sρσ[B
ρ
a(x1) (−ηµ2σQµ1

a + ηµ1µ2 Qρ
a)(x3)

+ηµ1ρ ηµ2σ Bλ
a (x1) Qaλ(x3)− ηµ1ρ Bµ2

a (x1) Q
σ
a(x3)]

E ′µ{ρσ}(x1, x2) = i Sρσ[Sa(x1) (−ηµ1ρEµ2σ
a + ηµ2ρ Eµ1σ

a )(x3)]

F µ1µ2 = i (SaE
µ2µ1

a − Bµ2

a Qµ1

a + ηµ1µ2 ‘BaρQ
ρ
a) (3.49)

are null. As a consequence we have

sTtree(T
µ1(x1), T

µ2(x2), T (x3)) = sT (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(2)(x2), T

(1)(x3)) +

sT (T µ1(2)(x1), T
µ2(1)(x2), T

(2)(x3))− (x1 ↔ x2, µ1 ↔ µ2) = 0. (3.50)

Finally we have

sT (T (1)(x1), T
(1)(x2), T

µν(2)(x3)) =

[δ(x1 − x3) ∂ρD
F
0 (x2 − x3) B

µν;ρ(x1, x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x2 − x3) E

µν{ρσ}(x1, x2)] + (x1 ↔ x2)

+δ(x1 − x3) δ(x2 − x3) F
µν(x3) (3.51)

which is null because

Bµν;ρ(x1, x2) = i {[ηµρ Sa(x1) C
ν
a (x2)− (µ ↔ ν)] +Rµν

a (x1) B
ρ
a(x2)}

Eµν{ρσ}(x1, x2) = i Sρσ[(η
µρEνσ

a (x2))− (µ ↔ ν)]

F µν = i SaE
µν
a . (3.52)
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We also have

sT (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µν(2)(x3)) =

δ(x3 − x1) ∂ρD
F
0 (x2 − x1) B

µν;ρ(x3, x2) + δ(x2 − x1) ∂ρD
F
0 (x3 − x1) B

′µν;ρ(x3, x2)

+δ(x3 − x1) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x2 − x1) E

µν{ρσ}(x3, x2)

+δ(x2 − x1) ∂ρ∂σD
F
0 (x3 − x1) E

′µν{ρσ}(x3, x2)

+δ(x3 − x1) δ(x2 − x1) F
µν(x1) (3.53)

which is null because

Bµν;ρ(x3, x2) = i {[ηνρ Sa(x3) C
µ
a (x2)− (µ ↔ ν)] +Rµν

a (x3) B
ρ
a(x2)}

B′µν;ρ(x3, x2) = i {[ηµρ P ν
a (x2) Ba(x3)− (µ ↔ ν)]−Qρ

a(x2) C
µν
a (x3)}

Eµν{ρσ}(x1, x2) = i Sρσ[η
µρSa(x3) E

νσ
a (x2)− (µ ↔ ν)]

E ′µν{ρσ}(x1, x2) = i Sρσ[η
µρQνσ

a (x2)Ba(x3)− (µ ↔ ν)]

F µν = i T µ
a v

ν
a − (µ ↔ ν). (3.54)

It follows that

sTtree(T (x1), T (x2), T
µν(x3)) = sT (T (2)(x1), T

(2)(x2), T
µν(1)(x3))

+sT (T (1)(x1), T
(2)(x2), T

µν(1)(x3)) + (x1 ↔ x2) = 0. (3.55)

4 Conclusions

We notice in all formulas of the type (3.32) + (3.34) a certain factorization property in two
factors emerges; moreover one of the factors is null because of gauge invariance in the second
order. Such a property is lost for the more general case of the standard model where one do get
anomalies in the third order of the tree sector; the cancelation of this anomaly fixes the Higgs
coupling [15]. This computation will be addressed in further papers.

It would be interesting to generalize these ideas in higher orders of perturbation theory.
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