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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 A;(x1),...,A,(z,) in some jet
variables (associated to some classical field theory) one associates the operator-valued distri-
butions T41-4n (g, ..., x,) called chronological products; it will be convenient to use another
notation: T(Ay(z1),. .., An(z,)).

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

e (skew)symmetry properties in the entries Ai(x1),..., A, (z,);

e Poincaré invariance;

e causality;

e unitarity;

e the “initial condition” which says that T'(A(z)) is a Wick monomial.

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

e power counting;
e 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'(A;(x1), . . ., An(z,)) 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(Agm(xl), A§2)(x2), Aél)(xg)). 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

$Tiree (A1 (11), Ag(72), As(3)) = sT(AP (21), AP (), A (23))
+sT (AP (1), A (22), AP (w3)) + sT(AP (1), AS (22), AS” (23)) (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.



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 ~ R* (with variables a#, y =
0,...,3 and the metric n with diag(n) = (1,—1, -1, —1)) described by the Grassmann man-
ifold Z, with variables &,,a € A (here A is some index set) and the associated jet extension
J"(M,Ep), r > 1 with variables 2, .y, 7 =0,...,7r; we denote generically by &,,p € P
the variables corresponding to classical fields and their formal derivatives and by =, the linear
space generated by them. The variables from =, generate the algebra Alg(Z,) of polynomials.

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

JHM,R) ~ M x R x R*

with coordinates (z*, ¢, ¢,), p=0,...,3.

If o : M — R is a smooth function we can associate a new smooth function jlp : M —
JH (M, R) according to jlp(z) = (2*, ¢(x), Oup(x)).

For higher order jet-bundle extensions we have to add new real variables ¢y, . .1 con-
sidered completely symmetric in the indexes. For more complicated fields, one needs to add
supplementary indexes to the field i.e. ¢ — ¢, 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
Jj"p(x) do verify Euler-Lagrange equations. To write them we need the formal derivatives

defined by
d’/gb{ulv"'vﬁbf} = ¢{V7N17---7NT}' (21)

We suppose that in the algebra Alg(Z,) generated by the variables &, there is a natural
conjugation A — AT. 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 &,,a € A a quantum free
field denoted by £3""(z), a € A and determined by the 2-point function

< Q€M (1) (1)) >= —i D) (@ —y) x 1. (2.2)

Here
Day(z) = D) (2) + D) (2) (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((j)(x) the positive and negative parts of D (x). From (2.2]) we have
[€a(), & ()] = =i Dap(z —y) x 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 || of the fields

&,p € P.
Afterwards we define

SHANNC)

am . ungquant( )a acA

which amounts to

[€a§M1---M77L(x)7€b§V1---V7l(y)] = (_1)n i am e 'aumam - '8VnDab(I - y) x 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 £ (z;) ... (z,)Q2 where Q the vacuum
state. The scalar product in this Fock space is constructed using the n-point distributions and
we denote by Fy C 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

(O + m?) gamant(z) = 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 8™ &) with support on the upper

(resp. lower) hyperboloid of mass m. We convene that cauamnt(t) pogp. €29) Correspond
ant(+)
&

to the creatlon (resp. annihilation) part of the quantum field. The expressions resp.
auant(=) £ o generic &y, 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.



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 &,,a € = are
(V¥ Uq, Ug), a =1,...,7 where v¥ are Grassmann even and u,, @, are Grassmann odd variables.

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

dovt! =i d"u,, doug =0, doi, = =1 dvl, a=1,...)r (2.7)
where d* is the formal derivative. The gauge charge operator squares to zero:
d% ~0 (2.8)

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

doT(x) ~ total divergence. (2.9)

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

1
T = fabc (5 Ual/' Vb FCVN ‘l— Ugq 'U;f duﬁc) (210)
where
FY = dtvl —d"vl, NYa=1,...,r (2.11)

and fu. 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

< Q0H (z1) vy (22) Q2 >=1 " dgp D(()+)(:B1 — ),
< Q, uq(21)p(22)Q >= —i 6 DS (21 — 22),
< Q, g (1) up(22) Q2 >= i 0gy DS (1 — 2). (2.12)

and construct the associated Wick monomials. Then the expression ([ZI0) gives a Wick poly-
nomial 79" formally the same, but: (a) the jet variables must be replaced by the associated
quantum fields; (b) the formal derivative d* goes in the true derivative in the coordinate space;
(¢) Wick ordering should be done to obtain well-defined operators. We also have an associated
gauge charge operator in the Fock space given by

Qv =1 0"y, {Qua} =0,  {Q U} =—i gy
Q0 =0. (2.13)



Then it can be proved that Q% = 0 and
[Q, T4 ()] = 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

D,(z) = DS (2) + D) () (2.15)

where .
D®)(z) = 1(227)3 / dpe™ PG (£po)d(p* — m?) (2.16)
. D) (x) = =DM (—x). (2.17)

We conclude our presentation with a generalization of (Z.14]). In fact, it can be proved that
(2.14) implies the existence of Wick polynomials 7" and 7" such that we have:

Q. T] = io, T (2.18)

for any multi-index I with the convention 7% = T. Explicitly:

1
T = fabc (ua Upy FCVM - §ua Uy du'ac) (219)
and
1
T = 5 fabc Uq Up chj (220)

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

ST(TH(21),..., T (x,)) = Y (=1 0P T (T (21), ..., T (@), ..., T () (2.21)

m=1
with .
sm= Y _ L, (2.22)
p=1
then we define the operator
s =dg — 0. (2.23)

Gauge invariance in an arbitrary order is then expressed by

sT(T" (21),...,T™(x,)) = 0. (2.24)



2.3 A More Precise Version of Wick Theorem

For simplicity, we assume in this Section that the variables &, (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
1
A = 30 Fpar&péelr, Jpqr = completely symmetric (2.25)
and As, ..., A, are arbitrary. We define

T(AV (1), ..., An(zn)) = Ty (AL (21), ..., An(n)) =
S o 66(00) To(Ee)6e (1), An(ea), ., Aue)) (2.26)

T(AD (21),..., An(mn)) = To(Ar(21), ..., Ap(zy)) =
% Joar + Ep(x1)Eg(1) T(Er (1), An(2), - . ., An(2)) - (2.27)

TAP (21), ..., Ap(zn)) = T3(Ar (1), . . ., Ap(an)) =
% Joar  Ep(@1)Eg(01)6 (21) T(Az(22), ..., An(n)) - (2.28)

and
TO =T — Tl — T2 — Tg. (229)

Then Ty is of Wick type only in As, ..., A,.

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

T(Ai(21), ... Anlan) = D T(AM (21), ..., Al (2,) (2.30)

where the sum runs over ky,...,k, = 0,...,3 for Ay,..., A, tri-linear. This formula can be

written in a more transparent way if we use Hopf algebra notions - see [9].



2.4 Wick submonomials in the pure Yang-Mills case
We notice that in (2.I3) and in (2.18) we have a pattern of the type:
dgA = total divergence. (2.31)

This pattern remains true for Wick submonomials. We consider the expressions (2.10), (219
and (2.20) from the pure Yang-Mills case and define:

Bau = ﬂa,,u T = _fabcub Vep,
_ v -
Cau = Vap - T= fabc(vb Fcuu — Up uc,u)
_ _ "o~
Dy =ug-T = fapety, Uey

Ea,uzx = Vgup * T = fabcvbu Vev

Cauu = Vqu * TM = —fabcub Fcuu- (232)
We also have
Ug - T' = —Cyy
Vap,o * Tu = Nuo Bap — Nup Baa
Ug - Tuy = _Capy (233)
If we define 1
B, = 5 fabe Up Ue (2.34)

we also have

ﬂa,l/ : Tu = Nuw Ba
Vap,o * T,uz/ = (nuo Nvp — Nvoe n,up> Ba- (235>

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

doB! =id"B,
doC* =id,C”
doD, = —id, C"
doE!Y = i(d"BY — d"BY + C*)
doB, =0
doC™ = 0. (2.36)
So we see that the patern (2.31]) is broken only for E*”. We fix this in the following way. We

have the formal derivative
0A =d, A" (2.37)

used in the definition of gauge invariance ([2.21I)) + (2.23)); we also define the derivative §’ by
§EM = CH (2.38)
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and 0 for the other Wick submonomials (2.32]) and (2.34)). Finally
s =dg — id, s=s—id =dg—i(0+¢). (2.39)

Then we have the structure
sSA=0 (2.40)

for all expressions A = T7, B,,, Cy,, etc. and also for the basic jet variables v, g, g



2.5 Second Order Gauge Invariance. Tree Contributions

We first have:

IS
<
SRS
—~
8
—
N~—
<

b (12)) = [v5(21), 05 (22)] = @ 0" bap Dol(x1 — x2),
(T 2 o(71), Up(22)] = =1 0ap Do(x1 — T2),
Dt (1), tup(2)) = [0 (1), ()] = i 0 Dola1 — 2). (2.41)

where in the left hand side we have the graded commutator. The causal splitting D = D3V —
D is unique because the degree of singularity of Dy is w = —2 and we obtain

T(Ufj(xl)(o),vb”(zg)(o)) =i " bup D§ (71 — 2),
T(“a(x1>(0 Uy 2) ) = —i dap D (21 — 22),
T (g (1), up(22) D) = i 0 DE (21 — 22). (2.42)

From the previous relations we also have uniquely:

T(EQ) (1), 6" () = 91D (€u(1), E(2))
T(EQ (a1), &40 (22)) = O2DT (€, (1), & (2)). (2.43)

However the causal splitting of T(¢, ,.(21)®, &, (72)©) is not unique because the distribution
has the degree of singularity w = 0. This was noticed for the first time in [1] and [6]. A possible
choice is the canonical splitting, following from (2.35)):

T(ﬁ(z?&(%)a &5,03 (z2)) = z&;&fT(ga(xl)@ ) &;(332)(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" (1), T (x2)) = §T(T" (1), T7(22)®) (2.45)

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

feab fecd + febc fead + feca febd =0 (246)
using the finite renormalizations:

T(Al(.l’l), AQ(IQ)) — Tmn(Al(IL’l), AQ(IQ)) = T(Al(.l’l), AQ(LUQ)) —+ (5(25'1 — LUQ) N(Al, AQ)E;’QZE’?)



where

N(T,T) = % E" B

N(T",T) = N(T,T") = —i B, E"
N(T*,T") =i B* B

N(T™.T) = N(T,T") = —i B, E™
N(T",T¢) = N(T?, T") = 0
N(T™ , TP7) = 0

(2.48)

The previous finite renormalizations can be obtained performing the finite renormalization

l

N('Uau,l/a pr,a) - 277up Nvo 5ab-

10

(2.49)



3 Tree Contributions in the Third Order

If we apply (230) in the third order of the perturbation theory we obtain the following tree

contributions

T(T(2) (1), T® (a2), TV (3)) =
T (v, (1), Vi), (22), O (w3)) Ol (1) Ch2 (w2) Vagps (23)

aypn » Yag pz

+5 T, (21), 05, (22), BT (w3)) Clit (1) O (w2) Fagop(s)

ay ) Ta2pu2

T(FO) (1), FO (25), CEO) (23)) EL7 (21) B2 (22) Vagps (3)

a20202

T(E, 0 (11), B, (02), BT O (a3)) ELT (21) ER (%2) Fuyospn (43)

a20202

T, (1), F) (22), CH O (x3)) C¥ (1) EL (2) Vagu(ws) + (21 < x2)

av a20p

2 T (@), B (w2), Bir O (ws)) € (1) g (02) Fugun(ws

az0p

+T (03 (1), ufy) (@2), DY) (w3)) CF, (21) Doy (2

a1p

(z3) + ( )
a3 (73) + ( )
+OT (0 (1), WD (w2), B (5)) CF (x1) Bl (x2) Opuilay (23) + (21 4> 2)
(z3) + ( )

~—
2
CA?

1
+5 T(FY) (1), ul)) (22), DY) (w5)) EL7 (1) Day(22) tay (3

aiop » Yag

2
+ QT (Ey) (1), 4y ( 2), B (23)) Ef7 (1) By, (22) Ouliag (w3) + (21 4> 22)

ayop ? ag

=T (ul (1), 0D (2), CH O (w3)) Da, (1) Bl (2) Vagu(ws) + (21 4> 22)

T(T(Q)(xl), T2 (z2), Tr) (z3))
T (21), 00 (), C'“ )(z3)) Co (1) Oy (2) tay (23
(
(

aipl ) Tagp2
1
+= T(FY) (1), B, (), CO (w3)) ED7 (1) B2 (2) gy

4 ai101p1 a202p2 ai az

+0,, 02, T () (1), @) (), BY (w3)) Bit (1) Bl (x3) 0"l

( all/(x1> agap( ) C“(O ( 3)) Cgl(xl) Egg(@) Uaz \ T3
AT (v alp(x1)7 ) (w2), Cot O (w3)) Cf, (1) Ba, (2) Vagw
—82 ( p(xl) aly) (x2), BY) ( 3)) C4, (1) By, (x2) Fif

? 7ag asv

~5 5& (P (@), ﬂ(o)(xz),B(O) (23)) B (1) By, (w2) Fi (23) + (21 ¢ 2)

aiop asv

—0pT(ul) (1), @) (2), C1O (23)) Dy, (x1) B, (22) tay(23) + (1 4> 22)
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T(TY (1), T® (2), T (25)) =
T(CPO (1), v (22), v, (%3)) Vayp(w1) CF, (x2) CL*

T(CPON (1), 080, (w2), F O (25)) vayp(w1) C,(22) Buagy(23)
T(CXN 1), FO) (2), 00, (w3)) Vapa(m1) B (22) Co¥(s)

L0 @), FO, (« >FW<0><:c ) ven (1) B2 (22) Bago (s

az0p

(3)
+OET(CLO (1), uly) (22), 43 (23)) Varp(21) Doy (w2) Bay(23)
—ORT(C (1), ) (w2), ul5) (23)) varp(a1) By, (w2) O (w3)

(z3)

’» Yag as
1 o 0 v
g T (1), v (22), 00, (1)) Farpl1) Co(w2) Cot (2
1 o 0 v
5 T(EZ O (21), v\ (w2), 2O (23)) Fugp(21) o, (22) Bugo ()

a202p2 )’ Yasv

1
5 TR (1), Figp (£2), 000 (@5)) Farorpr (1) B (02) Ol (s)

1
1 T(Egllgl(o)( ) FY ( 2)>F:3M(0)(I3)) a101p1(x1) Egzaz(a@) Bagu (23

a202p2
+T(DY) (1), 05, (w2), ul) (x3)) ta, (21) CF, (x) CL (23
1 g
+3 T(D) (1), FQ) (), uld) (23)) tayp (1) LY (x2) Cl (x5

(3)
(3)

) ) (3)

+HT(D (1), ug) (w2), v (23)) Uay (1) D (3)
~T(D{) (1), uly) (w2), Fy#"O(23)) ta, (21) Day(22) Bugw(w3)
—O5T (B (1), vl (w2), 4 (03)) Dpliay (11) CF, (w2) Bay(23)
(3)

3 (3)

(3)

? agcr

1 _ i
=5 BT(BI (w1), Figy,(22), gy (v5)) Ont, (1) Y7 (2)

B
B
+I5T(BLO (1), 00 (22), 0%, (23)) Onila, (1) B, (x2) CL
—T(BEO (1), 00 (25), FMO(x5)) Orilay (1) B, (22) B
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v 0)
+T(F O (@

1

1
+=T(v

T(U(O) ('Tl)v

aivy

2 alul(

—T(ul (21), F2 O (25), DY (x3)
—04* T(ul) (z1), 3\ (x )Cp(o (3)

~T(v), (1), Fot 2 (), O8O (3)) O (1) Buga(w

alu

1
-5 T ("

aiv

(1), Fop2® (22), B
+05* T(v a(f?/(l’l)aﬂ(o)( 2), B

—0 T(F O (1), a) (o )B”(O( 3))

_33

+T(v

2
+83
+02 T

—T(F O (2y), Cl2 O (9), 05 (23)) Bayw (1) ta,
_- T(F"‘“(O( )Cuz(o( 2),
1),

1
2

(v}

T (g,

L PO (1), 02O 1),

alu azp

1),0

1),
_|_§ T(qul(o)( ) F2u2(0)( 2)7
T (2), o0 (r), D

E O (23)) C# (1) Baga(22) Fusop
) (23)) Cu#(21) Bay(22) Opilay (w3

T(Tul( )(331) Tuz(2)($2) 7 (Ig)

)
2)

€3

alV(x1> a2(x2> P Uqz\ T3

T(T“1(2)( 1), TH2(1) (22), T2 (z3)
T(uf) (21), Ch2 O (), @) (x3)) Cht (1)
(1), CL2 O (s), 050 (w5)) Cot (1)
a30p( )) CVMI (xl) Uay

( 1), Cot O (w2), Ty (w3)) Col" (21) Vayy
V@), By (w2), a4l () Cot (1) Flg?

a30p( )) fllV('Tl) Uagy

a2 (372

S 8

a2

o —~ - —~
= S
(%) no

&
o

)= (

(w3) — (

(w3) — (
Uaap(z?’) (ZB
(w3) — (

(z3) — (

(z3) — (2

—02 T(F" O (21), C22O) (35), 4 (23)) Bayo(21) Vagp(2
—0% T(FY" O (x1), B (22), 02 (23)) Bayw (1) FL2* (22
+O T(a (1), C22 O (25), ul® (23)) Bay (1) tay (2
—o T(a(21), C22 O (25), v (25)) Bay(21) Vayp(a2
1 ~ v

~3 O T(al (1), Co2 O (25), FY) (23)) Bay (1) Vagw(2)
—f T(@ (1), BY), (), v (23)) Bay (1) F2¥ (9

1 5 v
> 3’“ T (@) (x1), BO),(22), FY) (3)) Ba, (1) FL2¥ (2
8“183 T(a® (21), B (x2), 0 (23)) Bay (1) 0", (22

) as
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T

T

1) CZZM (T2) Vagp(3

1 T, b1 <7 2

)
)
)
)
)
&> g, iy > o)
)
)
)
)
)

)=
v, (), CLO (3)) C# (x (
v, (@2), B0 (z5)) Cott (1) O (12) Fuygp(ws
FVZM(O ( 2)) 053(0 (Ii’»)) Ball/l (‘751) Bazl/z (I2) Uagp(x?:
Ez[z)o(O)(xii)) Balvl (1’1) BaQVQ(x2> a3crp(l753
O (x3)) Cl1 (1) C® (23) Uy (w3) — (2
) Cul (371) an(x2) Uqz \ T3 1
)C“l(:ﬁl) az(x2 Vazp\ T3 1

& T, {1 7 2

< T, U1 < U9 (34)

(3.5)



T(T® (1), T® (22), TV (25)) =
—0), 02, T () (1) U(O)(@)aBg)(%)) B (x1) B2 (x2) Fi(x3)

P17 P2 ’ a2

=02 T (1), 0 (2), C1V(23)) C% (21) BY,(2) tay(23) + (w1 > 22)
-5 @ T(FY (1), @) (x2), C O (23)) EL7 (1) Bj,(22) tay(23) + (21 > 22) (3.6)

aiop

T(T(l)(:rl) T(2)(I2) TMV(2)(:E3)
T(CEO (1), 00 (w2), FLO (23)) vayp(21) CF (x

ag0o
1 v o
+3 T(CoO (1), F) (x2), Flo O (3)) vaya (1) ELg (w2

a0p

2) )

(2) )

+02 T(CEO (a1), 0l (w2), ul) (23)) Vayp(w1) B, (x2) CL (23)
) )

) as

1
g T (1), v (22), Fi O (23)) Faypl1) Co (2

1
5 TER™ O (1), P (22), Fi O (@5)) Fasorpr (1) B
2)

) B, (23)
~T(D (21), 0, (22), ul?) (¥3)) ta, (1) CL, () C1¥ (5)
L (DO @), O, (02), 60 (25)) tay (1) B2 (22) O ()
) Buy (3)

) Buy(3)

2 a20p ) as
+T(DE) (1), uly) (wa), Fp ) (w3)) tay (1) Day
(1) B

+02 T(BO (1), 0 (x2), F' O (23)) 0,la, (3.7)

14



(Tul (Il) TH2(2) (z2), Tr3(1) (3)
T(0), (1), 050, (x2), C3 O (w5)) CLt# (1) Cuzt (2) Uay (w3

)=
(
FT(F O ), Fy22O (23), OO (23)) Bayin (1) Bagun (22) tag (23
—0" 0y T(ag) (1), ) (x2), BE (23)) Bay (1) Bag (w2) 0"y (5

) as

—04* T(ug) (1), @) (22), Ch2® (23)) Ol (1) Bay(22) tay(23) — (21 > @, 1 4> pio
~T(vi), (1), F22 0 (2), OO (3)) Cot (1) B (22) tay (23) — (21 @2, 1 4> pio
—0y* T(v al)yl(fﬁl)auaz( 2), G2t (3)) Gy (21) Bay (22) Vagws (23) — (

—04? T(vl), (21),a) (), BE), (23)) Oy (1) Bay(wa) F(23) — (21 > 2, 1 4> oo

aszvs

_'_852 (F:llm( )( 1>7 CLQ( ) CVSHS ( 3)) Balvl (xl) BGQ(x2) UGSVS(IZS
—(z1 ¢ 22, 1 > o

+0y* T(E;O (), ag) (22), B, (w3)) Bayin (1) Bay (w2) Fli (w3

azvy

)
)
)
)
)
Ty 4 Tg, [y & o)
)
)
)
)
)

— (21 > @9, 11 > p12)(3.8)

T(TW(2)(x ), T'”(2)(x2) T )( 3)
—T(F O (1), ul) (w3), DY (23)) Ba, (1) C8,(22) tig, (w3

) a2

+T(ER O (), o) (1'2%023(0 (933)) Ba, (21) C3)(22) Vaga(@s

? Yag0

1
+35 T(FR O (@), vy (w2), B) O (x3)) Bay (1) CFf (22) Faysales

)
(
(
(
—T(ER O (1), 70O (), Col (w3)) Bay (11) Bayo(w2) vaga (3
(
(
(
(
(

3 TR (), FO (), B0 (25)) By (1) Buso(22) Fusals
05 T(FO) (1), 0 (22), BR\" (€3)) Bay (1) Bay(%2) Oollay (w3
+T(ul) (1), 080, (22), DY (w3)) CL (1) CF () tgy (w3
~T(ul) (1), FZPO (22), DO (w3)) CL¥(21) Bago(2) tay (w3
=05 T(ul (1), @) (22), CIV(w3)) C1 (1) Bay(2) Vago (w3 (3.9)
T(THV(Q)(:CI)’Tp(l)(xz)’T(Q)(x3)) —
T(FE O (), CoO (23), 080 (25)) Ba, (1) thay(22) CF, (w3)
by TR (0), O (23), FL) () B o) s (2) ()
+05 T(FR O (1), C2O (23), 1) (25)) Bay (€1) Vayo(22) Baga(ws)
+05 T (FW(O( 1), BO) (22), 00 (23)) Ba, (21) F2(22) Baya(ws)
—05 T(ul? (1), CEO (a), {0 (w3)) CL¥ (1) Uay(72) Baso(s) (3.10)
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T(T" D (1), T7) (2), T® ()

0y T(C/O(ar), v (w2), ag( 73)) Ua, (21) Cof'(22) By (
+05 T(C O (1), FPO (), 445 (13)) tay (11) Buyol(w2) By, (a3

(

(

(

)
)
00 T(CH O (2), 50 (), 0, (19)) 1t (1) B (3) €. (2
¢W<wwmww<M&Jm%mn@mwwm

)

— 0505 T(B (1), 045 (w2), (5 (w3)) FY (21) Bay(22) Buo

All the coefficients from the 11 equations from above are in fact chronological products of
the type T(éo) (x1), 550) (z2), (mn2) @ (23)). In the simplest case when all variables are even we
have

(3.11)

0 0
T (1), 6" (x2), (mme)* (3))
= D"(&(x1),m(23)) D" (&a(w2), ma(w3)) + DT (&1 (1), m2(3)) DT (€a(w2),m(w3))  (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 (Z44]) 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(E, FT) =i (7 0" =0 1) b (3.13)
From these formulas we get

T(FE O (1), 05 (5), OO (w3))* ™ = T (0 (1), 0" (2), C7O (w3)) = (1 4 v)
+fa1a2a3 U“p 77 5( L1 — I3)D§(SL’2 - x3) - (/J' A V) (314>

T(FO) (21), F27O (a5), CoO (ws))™"
= [T (v} (1), v\ (2), Co O (5)) — (4> )] = (p 4> 0)
— faragas (077 1720 D§ (21 — x3) 6(x2 — 3)

—"7 P 20(z1 — x3) DY (22 — x3) — (10 4> V)] — (p > 0) (3.15)

and

T(af) (21), Fiy O (x2), Co7 O (3) )
= BT (1), v (22), Ot (3)) — (1 4 v)
+farazas 1 1" Dy (w1 — 23) 8(w2 — 23) — (4 > V) (3.16)

where one can see the two contributions. Using these three relations we can obtain the finite
renormalization contributions to the relations ([B.1) - (3.11).
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Theorem 3.1 Following the finite renormalization

l
D (Vapu (), Vip0 () = 3 Mo v S 0(z —y) =
D(EL (), 7 (1)), =i (up Mo = Tup 7o) da 0( — ) (3.17)
we have the following finite renormalizations of the expressions (31)) - (Z11):

T(T® (1), T? (5), TV (3)) =
Jarazas [5(1’1 - IS) D(l]w(a@ - IS) (Epavaw)(zl) Caza(x2)
—0(a1 — w3) 9uDg (w2 — x3) (Baypvag) (1) Bt (x2)] + (21 ¢ 22) (3.18)

T(T(z)(xl),T(z)(@) Tu(l)(x?)))f —

farazas {—0(71 — x3) D(J)?(I2 — 13) (Ewuag)(zl) Cayv(T2)

+0(w1 — x3) 0, D5 (w2 — 3) (Bl Vagp) (1) By, (w2) + (EY, uay)(w1) gy (w2)]}
+(z1 <> 19) (3.19)

T(TD (1), T® (w2), TP (23)) =
farasas {0(zs — x1) Dy (w2 — 1) (v}, Bagy)(23) Co, (22) — (V% Bagy)(w3) Cl, (2)]
—0(xy — 1) D§ (23 — 1) (), Bayon)(22) Ci(w3)
—0(x3 — 21) 9,05 (22 — x1) [(0f, Basp)(3) ELY (9) — (0}, Bagp)(w3) E’w( 2)]
—0(xy — 1) 8, D5 (w3 — 1) (VaypEY) (2) By, (3)

+6(zy — 1) 0" D (23 — 21) (Vay o EEY ) (22) a3,,(x3)} (3.20)

T(T‘“(z)( )T“2(2)(x2) T(l)( )) —
~farazas 10(21 — 23) Dy (22 — 3) [(Bl,vasp)(21) Ch*2(w) — (Baythy ) (1) C112 ()]
—6(w1 — w3) 0" Dy (w2 — w3) [(Baypthy)(21) B, (22) = (BS, vay,) (21) B‘“( 2)]

+0(a1 — x3) O\Dy (w5 — x3) (02 BY, vay, — Bi2vit)(w1) By, (2)}

(1’1 < Lo, 1 ,ug) (321)

T(T*3) (2y), T (2,), TP (23))) =
Jarazas {0(x3 — 22) Df (21 — 23) O (21) (ua, BL? ) (3)
—0(x1 — m9) Dy (23 — 2) [(Bh2ua,)(x1) Ol (x3) — 0" (Bayytia,) (1) Ciry(3)]
—0(x3 — x3) 0, DF(xl — ) By (1) (ua2E“1“2)(x3)
+0(w5 — x2) 9" Dy (11 — 2) [Bay(21) (ay BL2")(3) + Bay (21) (Varn BL2") (3)]
—6(x1 — m3) 0,Df (w3 — 12) [(Bl2ug,) (1) B (x3) — n**2 (Baypliay ) (21) ELY (3)
—(""* By, pvg, — Bhivl )(x1) B, (z3)]} (3.22)

a1 “az
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T(T(2)(ZE1) T(2) (1.2)’Tuu(l)(x3))f _

farazas [0(x1 — x3) 0,Df (22 — w3) (ELuay)(21) BY, (22) + (21 ¢ 22) (3.23)
(TN (1), TP (ws), T (3))! =
farasas [=0(z3 — 1) Df (22 — 1) (v}, Bay)(w3) Ch,(2)
—6(x3 — x1) 0,Df (x5 — 1) (v}, Bay)(w3) EL(22)
—6(zy — 1) Dy (x5 — 11) (vay o B8 ) (2) Bag (z3)] = (1 < V) (3.24)

T(T" @ (21), TP (25), T (23)) =

~Farazas {6(01 — 23) DY (23— 23) [ (Bugottiay) (1) C2 (12)
—(Bl3uay) (1) Co"(22)]

+6(x1 — w3) 0" D (x2 — m3) (™ Baypvg, — Balvey ) (1) B )
(s — x5) 0,DF (11 — 2) (Bltua) (1) Bl ()

—nfHs 5z — x3) 8”2D5(5171 — 13) (Bayylay)(21) B )

—n!1#2 §(x1 — x3) 0,Df (13 — x3) (Buq,)(21) BZz(x2>

}
)

+6(z1 — 23) 0"2DE (29 — x3) (Bl tay)(21) Bl (22

—(x1 4> T, 11 > fo (3.25)
T(TH®) (1), TP (), TV (3)) =
farazas [6(21 — 23) Dg(a@ — x3) (Baleag)( 1) 5p(a72)
—n! (w1 — w3) 0, Dy (w3 — 3) (Bayvly,) (1) By, (22)
—0(x1 — x3) 9°Dy (23 — x3) (Bayvhy)(a1) By, ()
+6(zy — w3) O"DE (21 — 3) Bay (71) (Bgzvg3)(:v )

0" §(w2 — x3) 8" DY (21 — x3) By, (71) (BayVasr)(22)]
—(p <> v) (3.26)

T(TH® (21), TPD (25), TP (25)) =
fa1a2a3 {_5(I1 - x2) Dg(x3 - IQ) 77” (Ba1ua2)(xl) 053(1’3)
+0(w1 — m3) OAD{ (w3 — w2) 1"°[(Baytiay) (1) Eyy (23) + (Bayvl,) (1) By, (23)]

—0(x5 — w2) 0" Dy (1 — 3) Bay (1) (ua, ELY (3)}
o) (327)

T(TH M) (21), TP (25), TP (25)) =
farasas {17 0(xy — x1) ONDG (w3 — 21) (uay BY,)(22) By (w3) — (1 4 V)]
+d(x3 — 1) 8'”Dg(x2 — 1) Ba,(22) (ta, BLY)(23)} (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® (1), T® (), T (3)) =

[5(.3(71 — .]73) D(I;(ZL’Q — Ig) Af(l’l,xg) + (5(25'1 - LU3) auD(I;(LUQ - 1’3) B}L(I'l,xg)

+8u5(1'1 — 1’3) D(I;(ZEQ — 1’3) C}L(Zﬁl,l’g) + 0M5(a71 — 1’3) 0,,D§(:B2 — ZL’3) D;w(l’l,l’g)
‘l‘(S(ZL'l — ZL’3) 0M8VD5(:1:2 — 1’3) E}wj}(l’l, ZL'Q)] + (1’1 <~ 1’2)

)

+5($1 - 1’3) 5(1’2 — 1’3) Ff(l’g (329)
where the expressions A, ..., F can be explicitly computed if we use the first three formulas
from the preceding theorem. We only give explicitly

Fr= =21 faasas Varpohy Basy- (3.30)

Starting from (B]) - (BII) we can obtain a similar formula for the canonical contribution
sT(T® (x1), T® (), TV (23))°*; we only notice that

Fean — _F7, (3.31)
In the end we have:

ST(T(2)(ZL'1), T(2) (1’2), T(l) (1’3)) =
[(5(1’1 — ZL’3) D(I;(ZL'Q — 1'3) A(l’l, ZL’Q) + 5(1’1 — 1'3) 8MD(I;(ZL'2 — 1'3) Bu(l’l, ZL’Q)
+5(.§L’1 - LU3) 8H8VDg(x2 - 1’3) E{‘“’}(xl, ZL’Q)] + (.f(fl < ZL’Q) (332)

where

A1, 22) = 1 Bj(21) Cop(x2)

B*(x1,x9) =1 Py (x1) EX*(x9) + 1 Q1 (1) Do(z2)
+1 Q4" (1) Caw(2) + i Qulz1) By (2)
E}W}(IlaxZ) =1 Suw Q4 (1) E,°(x2)]

ap

(3.33)
and we have defined:

P(f = fabc (Cliw Vey — Cl/: uc_l'Bb aMﬂc - Bbl/ chj)

Qg = fabc (Bb Ug + B{; uc)
QW = fune (E" ue+ BY vf — By of)

1
Q0 = fune (-qf Vep = 5 Bipo FE7 + Dy e+ By 8,/&0). (3.34)

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

ST(TP (z1), TP (z5), TW(z5)) = 0. (3.35)
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From here we have

Sirtree(T(xl% T(x2)a T($3)) =
sST(T® (1), T® (25), TV (23)) + (21 > 23) + (29 <> 23) =0 (3.36)
i.e. there are no anomalies in the tree sector. We remark that (3.35) is stronger that (B.30]).

Also, we cannot prove (3.36) only from cohomology considerations because we cannot eliminate
an anomaly of the form

A(l’l,l’g,l’g) = 5($1 — 1'3) 5(1’2 — 1’3) Ff(l’g); (337)
indeed, if we use Jacobi identity we can prove that such an anomaly is a cocycle i.e. we have
doFy =0 (3.38)

but it is not a coboundary i.e. it cannot be written in the form A = dgB — 0, B" 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® (1), T® (22), T" (23)) =

[6(21 — 23) Dy (w2 — x3) A" (21, 22)

+0(z1 — w3) 0,Dg (w2 — x3) B (1, 73)] + (21 ¢ 3)
+0(w1 — x3) O(xs — w3) F(x3) (3.39)

where

A’u(l’l,l'g) =1 R’Law(l'l) Ca,,(l'g)
B (@1, 2) = —i Pi(z1) By(x2) + i [Qg (1) Cl(22) — ™ Qf(z1) Cop(2)]
+1 Rgp(l'l) Egu(l’g) +1 77/“/5@(1'1) Da(l'g)

Ft = Q. E*. (3.40)
Here we have used the previous notations plus
= _fabc (Céw Ue + Bb chj)
Sa = fabc Bb Ue. (341)

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

ST(TW (a1), T? (), T (23)) =

§(zy — m1) DY (25 — 1) A*(29,33) + 6(23 — 11) D (20 — 1) A" (209, 73)

+6(29 — 21) O,DY (w3 — 21) B (29, 13) + 0(w3 — 21) 0, D¢ (39 — 1) B™ (29, 703)
+0(xy — 1) 0,0, D (03 — x,) EMP° }(xg x3)

+0(z3 — 1) 0,0, DF (w9 — 11) E™P7} (19, 13)

)

—|—(5(2U2 - Il) (5(253 - 1’1) (1’1 (342)
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where

At (xo,x3) =10 Py (x9) CVH(x3)
A9, 23) =i R*™ (x9) Cyy(23)

B (22, x3) = i [P} (v2) By(x3) + 0" Py(x2) Bap(ws)

ap(x2) Co¥(x3) + 0™ Qa(w2) Ba(ws) + Qq(z2) Cf(23)]

B (w2, 23) = i [REF(x3) By (362) +QZ(I3) Ch(z2)

=" Qap(xs) Cf(x2) — Pl(x3) B, (932) Sa(r3) Da(2)]
B (29, 23) = i Spo| Q4P (2) 30(933) +77”p QJA(»"fz) ax(23)]
B (g, 5) = i S,0[Q0(ws) BL (w2) — 1" Qar(ws) B, (x2)]
[ J-

F* =14 farasas [(— —vh BY, —l— vl BY ) Basp + Vo, p BN B, (3.43)

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

§Tvee(T(21), T(2), TH(23)) = sT(TP (21), T® (25), TV (3))
+5T(TW (1), TP (x5), TH? (25)) + (21 <> x5) = 0. (3.44)

In the same way we have

ST(TM(?) (1), TH2(2) (22), 7 (z3)) =

[6(x1 — 23) DE (w0 — 23) AMF2 (21, 29) + 6(21 — 23) 0, D (19 — 13) B1#2¥ (21, 1)
+6(x1 — x3) 8p80D5(x2 — 1) Eraraiec} (21, x2)

—(@1 <> T, 11 > fi12)]

)

—|—(S(LU1 - LU3) (S(IQ - 1’3) Franz (1’3 (345)
which is null because
Amm(m x2> _Z'Rulv( )Cuz (x2)
BNIMZ?V(I1’x2) :'l [ nMIV Rﬂlp(xl) (1'2) RMIMZ( ) (1.2)
=" Qap(x1) CPF* (22) + Qp (1) CM* (2)
+nt?" Pyt (z1) Ba(za) + 0" Sa(w1) CF(29)]
EM7 (@, 20) = i Spo [ Q12 (21) BE (22) — 1P 07 Qua(21) By(2)
+0/2? Qg (v1) B (z2) — 0" Q1) By (22)]
FHibz — g Té“?)gw — (,u1 < ,UQ) (346)
are null. We have introduced
TV = fape ByBY. (3.47)

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

T(T‘“@)( 1), Tuz(l)(xQ) T(2)(173)) —

[6(23 — 22) DE (01 — w2) AMF2 (21, 23) + 6(23 — 23) 0, D (1 — 19) BF1#2% (1, 13)
+6(21 — x2) 0,D (3 — m3) B (11, 2:5)

+0(x3 — 9) 0,0, DE () — wy) EF#21P7Y (1) 23)

+0(x1 — 9) 8,0, D (5 — wy) EM12407} (1) 14)

+6(x3 — ma) §(x1 — @) FHH2(29)

which is null because

AR (2, 3) =0 CFF (1) Ry (22)

B (g, x3) =i [=n"" Ba(x1) P”z(l”s) B (z1) Ry (x3)

""" Bap(1) Ry (x3) + CF1 (21) Q@ (ws)

—n"* CP (1) Qap(xs) + 0" CL (1) Salws)]

B (g, w3) = i [ R (21) By (23) + Sy (1) (=0 Ch> + 0" CL) (23)]
)
]
]
)

_l_nmp nuza B(;\(:El) QQA(IL"?,) _ nmp Buz (Il) Q" T3
E/M{PU}(xl’x2) — SPU[Sa(xl) ( n#l/’E#QU + ph2r Eulcf)

(
(

EM7H (14, w9) = i Spo[BE (1) (=27 QM + 12 Q5) (s
(

(23)

Frkz — g (S,EfM — BR2QM 4 pii2< B, QF

are null. As a consequence we have

§Three (T (1), T (23), T(23)) = sT(T"P (21), T2 (5), TW (3)) +
ST(T™ @ (1), T W (x5), T® (23)) — (21 4> To, g1 > i) = 0.

Finally we have

ST(TW (1), TW (), TH® (x3)) =

[0(z1 — x3) 8,,Dg(x2 — x3) B*P (21, 19)

+0(x1 — x3) 0,0, DE (19 — x3) BT (1, 29)] + (1 > 1)
+6(x1 — x3) §(x9 — x3) F*(23)

which is null because

Bz, 03) =i {[n" Sa(x1) Cp (12) — (> v)] + Ry (1) Bf(12)}
Er (g xa) = i Spo[ (1 EY (12)) — (1t < v)]
P — i S BN,
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We also have

ST(TW (1), TP (z5), TH® (x3)) =

§(x3 — x1) 0,Df (w9 — 1) B"P(x3,29) + (22 — 11) 0,0 (23 — 1) B (23, 72)
+6(x3 — 1) 8p80D§(:c2 — 1) Erieat (w3, x2)

+6(xy — 1) 0,0,D¢ (x5 — 1) BT} (g4 15)

)

+6(23 — 1) 820 — 1) F*™(71)  (3.53)
which is null because

B*P(x3,m9) = 1 {[n? Sa(x3) CH(xe) — (1 <> v)] + RE (x3) B2 (x2)}

B (24, 29) = i {["" PY(x3) Ba(zs) — (1 ¢ )] — QP (x3) C(x3)}

Bt 2y, 3) = § Syl Salws) B2 (23) — (1 © )]

EMA07 (21, 20) = i S [ Q47 (w2) Balws) — (1 ¢ V)]
F* =4 TFY — (1 4> v). (3.54)

It follows that
$Toe( T (11), T(2), T (23)) = sT(T (1), T® (2), T (a3))

+3T(T(1)($1),T(2)(SE2), T’“’(l)(:ﬁg)) + (:pl ~ [L’g) = 0. (3-55)

4 Conclusions

We notice in all formulas of the type (332) + (B: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 [I5]. 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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