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We investigated relations among green functions defined in the context of an alternative
strategy for coping with the divergences, also called Implicit Regularization. Our targets
are fermionic amplitudes in even space-time dimensions, where anomalous tensors connect
to finite amplitudes. Those tensors depend on surface terms, whose non-zero values arise
from finite amplitudes as requirements of consistency with the linearity of integration and
uniqueness. Maintaining these terms implies breaking momentum-space homogeneity and
in a later step the Ward identities. Meanwhile, eliminating them allows more than one
mathematical expression for the same amplitude. That is a consequence of choices related
to the involved Dirac traces. Independently of divergences, it is impossible to satisfy all
symmetry implications that require the vanishing of surface terms and linearity simultane-
ously. Nonetheless, the symmetry violations are globally independent of divergences and can
be allocated appropriately. From this perspective, we cast all the choices involved and the
different meanings, whose implications go beyond the scenario described.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Since their inception, anomalies have been part of the culture of practitioners of quantum field
theory (QFT). The issue surges in multiple avatars and is intricately linked to the conservation
or not of the classical currents in the operator framework of quantum theory. Met in the end
forties and, at the outset of the fifties by the authors [1], [2], [3] and [4]. Rediscovered in two
dimensions (2D) [5] and in four dimensions (4D) by [6] [7] [8], the ABBJ anomaly of the triangle’s
graph. Later, many studies considered perturbative and non-perturbative approaches to investi-
gate these phenomena, mainly the Fujikawa interpretation [9], [10] of the path-integral’s measure,
and heat kernel expansions, see [11] for a review, as well as cohomological methods [9]. One of the
reasons for its importance comes from the fact that anomalies prevent the quantum expectation
value of Noether currents from satisfying their classical symmetries. Hence, the anomaly mani-
festation breaks Ward-Takahashi identities (WI) or Slavnov-Taylor identities to non-abelian gauge
symmetry, which are needed for the perturbative renormalizability of the gauge models, even when
spontaneous symmetry breaking is present as in the case of the physical theory Standard Model.
Another one the role in the phenomenological description of particle decays, the neutral pion the
most emblematic one.

Their general and most notable manifestation is in the perturbative scenario where correlators
of the axial and vector currents that are odd, linear divergent tensors corresponding to the AV n

amplitudes, in d = 2n dimensions, can not have all their WIs satisfied. All of them have three
structural properties.

First, in the last instance, they are (n+ 1)-rank tensor of odd parity, functions of n momenta
variables, that for such features posses, through contractions with their momenta variables, a set
of low energy theorems, such theorems come as a consequence of their WIs. One of these identities,
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axial-WI, relates the same tensor, in some way, to the amplitude PV n, whose perturbative expres-
sion is a finite integral, and this expression behaves in the point where the low energy theorem is
stated in such a way that either the PV n have a value that contradicts its explicit form or some
Ward identity is unavoidably violated. The anomaly.

Second, a property that is shared by those tensors, they have minimal dimensionality such
that they rise from Dirac traces that cast two more gamma matrices than the dimension they are
defined. This trace of 2n + 2 gamma matrices that are combinations of metric and Levi-Civita
tensors are known to exhibit a multitude of identical expressions, where they display explicitly,
different sets of indexes, signs, and number of monomials. All of them differ by sums of totally
antisymmetric tensors in 2n + 1 indexes, therefore they are zero at 2n dimensions. The choice of
one or another form is arbitrary nonetheless.

Finally, their power counting leaves the possible presence of non-identically vanishing surface
terms opened, making these structures depending on how the external momenta percolate the
graphs. That means, the final results generally show up many possibilities, since perturbative
solutions may unavoidably depend on arbitrary choices for routings and Dirac traces.

This last proposition is inseparable from the fact that in perturbation theory, divergences are
the rule, in order to get some model predictions of QFT, which means to acquire some information
of the kinematical dependence, symmetries, and so on, regularization techniques are adopted in
an attempt to circumvent these problems, as some examples, cut-off, Pauli-Villars, analytic reg-
ularization, dimensional regularization (DR) [12] [13], high covariant regularization, differential
renormalization, and new methods have, until recently, been proposed to deal with multi-loop cal-
culation and aiming to an algorithmic implementation for high precision numerical predictions [14]
[15]. Modifying, invariably, the amplitudes by making divergent amplitudes finite, manipulations
forbidden, or not guaranteed to the original expressions become valid, such as shifts in the integra-
tion variable. And determining how and which properties and parts of the algebras present must
be dealt with [16][17][18][19][20][21], things that are not inherent to the Feynman rules defining the
objects under investigation. As in the case of DR, this process is guided by symmetry preservation
and implies the elimination of surface terms. Then in a later step, combining regularization and
renormalization, predictions can be established and compared to the experimental data resulting
in the success known, for example, in the Quantum Electrodynamics/Standard Model.

On the other hand, Feynman integrals of power counting linear or higher and logarithmic,
but tensors ones, own surface terms. For the linear ones, a shift in the integration variable is
acknowledged to require compensation through non-zero surface terms [22] [23] [9], hence they can
not be free-shifted, arbitrary routings are the rule. It is a manifestation of the internal momenta
arbitrariness, notwithstanding they satisfy the energy-momentum conservation, as the differences
in the routings are functions of the physical momenta, by themselves and the sums of these routings
are arbitrary, and they may even assume non-covariant expressions [24]. Given the fact that non-
zero surface terms imply the breaking of translational symmetry in the momentum space, and
this operation is thoroughly needed to prove WIs, then it is reasonable that other violations of
symmetries occur in such calculations, and in fact, they do.

The question that is proposed and answered in this contribution is: What is the extension of the
consequences resulting from the three properties of the tensors mentioned, over symmetries of the
amplitudes and the mathematical content of the diagrams, that means, the integration linearity,
translational symmetry, and uniqueness1? That is independent of a particular set of rules, even if
some rule should be elected in some very final level of analysis.

For such purpose, we use a general model where these aspects can be generated: Spin-1/2

1 To uniqueness, which needs a particular definition to work its consequences, we provide it along the paper.
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fermions coupled with boson fields of spin-zero and one, of even and odd parity. The n-vertices
polygon graphs of spin 1/2 internal propagators are the center of the analysis, specifically the
2D-AV and V A bubbles, 4D-AV V , V AV , and V V A triangles, and 6D-AV V V box. The results
are obtained within the context of an alternative procedure to handle divergent and finite integrals
also, that are independent of a particular regularization, introduced in the Ph.D. thesis of O.A.
Battistel [25]. This strategy has been applied in a large number of investigations, for example
in two dimensions [26] [27] [28], in four dimensions [29] [30], in six dimensions [31], in odd five-
dimensions (5D) [32], and in even and odd, from two to six, dimensions [33]. An incarnation of
this strategy has been known in the literature as Implicit Regularization (IREG), and it has been
applied in similar investigations [34] [35] [36].

The idea is very simple, the divergences are isolated by means of an identity of universal ap-
plicability that does not interfere with the Feynman rules used. Insofar as diverging integrals are
not evaluated explicitly and the amplitudes are not modified at early steps of the calculations.
Arbitrary routings are adopted for the momenta of internal lines to preserve their intrinsic arbi-
trariness which is a feature of such perturbative calculations. Furthermore, in the strategy, we
devise a notational scheme to systematize the finite integrals and their divergent parts that appear
in this work, based on previous works about the subject, ref. [37] for single-mass integrals, and
ref.[38][39] for multiples masses case. There are three ingredients for such: irreducible divergent
objects, tensor surface terms, and finite functions. It is precisely this organization that allows a
clear view of the relevant points of our discussion.

The unique assumption made is that the linearity applies to Feynman integrals, typical quanti-
ties of the perturbative calculations. At the amplitude’s level, the linearity of integration arises in
the relations among green functions (RAGFs) derived for the well-defined integrands, that when
integrated, the critical step of computations, embodies the referred property. This aspect is one of
the main points of the investigation since if it was present automatically, it would be possible to
prove all of Ward’s identities by methods blessed by translational symmetry as the DR.

Our stance on the undetermined character of perturbation theory quantities enables a clear
view of the active elements that produce the variety of results, notably of how and where the
presence of surface terms in amplitudes is connected with ambiguities and symmetry violations.
As a result, in the first place, if one asks: Is there a unique tensor of the external momenta? The
answer will be, to even amplitudes, yes, any interpretation of the divergences that make zero the
surface terms render the results unique and, as a by-product, symmetric. But if one asks soon
after: Does such action make all the amplitudes, including the odd ones, unique functions of the
external momenta? The answer is no, in other words, there is more than one answer to be obtained,
even if the divergences are not touched at all and are taken consistently with the even amplitudes,
such attitude wreck the integration linearity and arbitrary combinations of equal integrands give
rise to arbitrary distinct polynomials in the integrals, that means, once you lose uniqueness an
uncountable (literally) number of tensors can be reached from the same expression.

The other side is deep as well, once the value, the unique one, that saves linearity and uniqueness
is adopted, no matter what manipulation is used in the traces, even if bilinears are not reduced
in the splitting of divergent parts, it provides one and only one tensor, here is the catch, of the
routing variables, implying that physical interpretation asks for arbitrary parameters to account
for the realization of the symmetries. In the odd amplitudes, such freedom will, as in any other
arbitrariness situation, enable one to fix the known and desired content of the results. And the
striking consequence is that if universality is asked to play a role, even amplitudes will always
violate their WI.

The lack of momentum ambiguities leads to a lack of uniqueness in a sub-class of pseudo-tensor
amplitudes, where belongs precisely the anomalous ones in even space-time dimensions, among
them the AV n amplitudes. Moreover, in dimensions equal to four or higher, more amplitudes show
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the behavior described here, AV r, for n ≤ r < 2n. As an example, the 4D-AV V V box, will show a
dependence on surface terms, but not on internal momenta, and a triangle topology with a tensor
vertex, TAV , suffers from the same properties we present in this work.

To appreciate these statements we organized the work as follows. In section (2), we have the
general model, definitions, and a preliminary discussion. Section (3) deals with the alternative
to regularizations strategy in handling the divergences, where we give the general defintion of
the irreducible objects and tensor surface terms that appear everywhere in the work. A detailed
compilation of the effects of traces and surface terms in two dimensions appears in section (4),
there, for the first time, and in a simplified situation the linearity of integration and uniqueness
are fully analyzed through complete and independent computation of all quantities involved in the
relation among green functions, the consequences of adopting results saving linearity and of saving
translational symmetry are presented, and interpreted in light of low-energy theorems. The most
lengthy section (5), handles with all odd triangles, their RAGFs, and the nature of uniqueness that
is more convoluted in that case, sub-sections (5.2) and (5.3) deal with the general properties of low-
energy theorems and offer a theorem connecting linearity, low-energy behavior of finite amplitudes
in general, and surface terms. The last section (6), extends seamlessly the propositions put in the
realm of six dimensions, [31] has already worked with one of the possibilities, and among all the
other possibilities we chose one more to illustrate the behavior we have presented in two and four
dimensions.

Finally in section (7), Final Remarks and Perspectives, we present comments on some fine
points of the work and a timeline of the arguments leading to our main results and the character of
some of our conceptual tools. Just as importantly, and integral part is the appendices, in (A) we
show how the attitude present in the main body of the work, in four dimensions, is enough to give
account for any non-trivial proposition. Appendices (B, C, and D) contain the divergent and finite
parts, obtained through the strategy delineated in section (3) for any structure used in the paper,
in addition to all the reductions and identities needed. The last appendix (E) is a compilation of
results required in section (5) not present in the text due to size reasons.

2. NOTATION, DEFINITIONS, MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

The Feynman rules, vertexes, and propagators, employed in this investigation come
from a model where fermionic currents coupled to bosonic fields of even and odd parity
{Φ (x) , Vµ (x) ,Π (x) , Aµ (x)} through the general interacting action

SI =

∫
d2nx [eSS (x) Φ (x) + eΠP (x) Π (x) + eV J

µ (x)Vµ (x) + eAJ
µ
∗ (x)Aµ (x)] . (2.1)

The currents {S, P, Jµ, J∗µ} are bilinears in the fermionic fields, Ji = ψ̄ (x) Γiψ (x) , and they deliver
the vertexes proportional to

Γi ∈ (S, P, V,A) = (1, γ∗, γµ, γ∗γµ) , (2.2)

the proportionality comes from the coupling constants {eS , eΠ, e, eA} that are taken as the unit for
our purposes, as they can be easily recovered if needed. The elements γµ are the generators of the
Clifford algebra of Dirac matrices satisfying {γµ1 , γµ2} = 2gµ1µ2 . The highest-weight element of
the algebra, in d = 2n, is the chiral matrix of that dimension that satisfies {γ∗, γµk} = 0, explicitly

γ∗ = in−1γ0γ1 · · · γ2n−1 = in−1
2n−1∏

s=0

γs =
in−1

(2n)!
εν1···ν2nγ

ν1···ν2n . (2.3)
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We often will adopt a notation of merging to the product of matrices γν1···ν2n = γν1γν2 · · · γν2n
and will adapt to the Lorentz indexes, µ1µ2 · · ·µs = µ12···s when convenient and clear by
context. The behavior under the permutation of the indexes is determined by the objects:
gµ1µ2 = gµ12 = gµ21 or εµ1µ2···µ2n = εµ12···2n = −εµ21···µ2n . For the 2n-dimensional, follow the
normalization ε0123···2n−1 = 1.

The elements of the algebra are the antisymmetrized products of gamma matrices

γ[µ1···µr] =
1

r!

∑

π∈Sr
sign (π) γµπ(1)···µπ(r) , (2.4)

that satisfies the general identities, see by example the appendix of the ref.[40].

γ∗γ[µ1···µr] =
in−1+r(r+1)

(2n− s)! ε
νr+1···ν2n

µ1···µr γ[νr+1···ν2n]. (2.5)

These identities are needed when taking traces with the chiral matrix.
The spinorial Feynman propagators come naturally from the standard kinetic term of Dirac

fermions

SF (Ki) =
1(

/Ki −m+ i0+
) =

(
/Ki +m

)

Di
(2.6)

where Di = K2
i −m2 and the momentum flowing through it

Ki = k + ki, (2.7)

where the k is the unrestricted loop momentum, and ki are the routings that keep tracking of the
flux of external momenta through the graph, see ref.[24]2. They can not be written as a function of
the kinematical data in the divergent integrals. In our approach, they codify the conditions of the
satisfaction of symmetries or lack thereof. Nonetheless, their differences are related to the external
momenta through the definition

pij = ki − kj , (2.8)

using the momenta conservation in the vertexes of the diagram in the fig. (1)
From the diagram and Feynman rules follow the integrand of the amplitude

tΓ1Γ2···Γn1 (k1, · · · , kn1) = tr [Γ1SF (K1) Γ2SF (K2) · · ·Γn1SF (Kn1)]

that is a well-defined function of the external momenta as the undetermined (by momentum con-
servation) sums

Pij = ki + kj . (2.9)

Often we are going to adopt the simplification S (i) ≡ SF (Ki), where numerical index i represents
all the parameters of the corresponding line. The total amplitude comes from integration in the
loop momenta

TΓ1Γ2···Γs (1, · · · , s) =

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n t
Γ1Γ2···Γs (1, · · · , s) . (2.10)

2 Specifically in the section (4.1) for a rare comment on the level of arbitrariness of these routings.
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TΓ1Γ2···Γn1 =

Γ2

Γ3
Γn

Γ1

K1

K2
Kn

· · ·

q2 = p21

q3 = p32
qn = pn,n−1

q1 = pn1

FIG. 1: General diagram for the one-loop amplitudes of this work.

The vertexes Γi, when replaced by specific ones (2.2), the notation accompanies the Lorentz indexes.
It is possible to establish identities among the Green functions exhibiting Lorentz indexes from

the vector and axial currents. They are commonly called relations among green functions (RAGF),
see some references about [29][26][33]. The application of the relations has been used in a wide
range of perturbative investigations in the scenario of IREG. Without claiming as such, they are
often used in WI investigations. However, they can be considered as conditions on the linearity
of integration before any symmetry problems arise. They function as constraints or guides even
before symmetry-specific WIs are asked to play a consistent judgment role in Feynman perturbation
diagrams.

As a working example let us take the amplitude AV r−1,

tAV ···Vµ1µ2···µr = tr[γ∗γµ1S (1) γµ2S (2) · · · γµrS (r)] (2.11)

when contracted with pµ221 in the vectorial vertex γµ2 it can have one of its propagators removed
using (2.7) and (2.6) in the standard manipulation /p21

= /K2− /K1 = S−1 (2)−S−1 (1). The result
is direct the VRAGF

pµ221 t
AV ···V
µ1µ2···µr = tr[γ∗γµ1S (1) γµ3S (3) · · · γµrS (r)]− tr[γ∗γµ1S (2) · · · γµrS (r)].

The result is again an amplitude built out of the same rules. In this case, a difference between two
such amplitudes

pµ221 t
AV ···V
µ1µ2···µr = tAV ···Vµ1µ̂2···µr(1, 2̂, · · · , r)− tAV ···Vµ1µ̂2···µr(1̂, 2, · · · , r). (2.12)

The hats mean the omission of the propagator corresponding to that routing and vertexes corre-
sponding to the Lorentz index as well. In other words, the RHS contains lower point functions
that in general (but not always) are singular under integration.

For the axial vertex

pµ1r1 t
AV ···V
µ12···µr = tr[S (r) γ∗S−1 (r)S (1) γµ2S (2) · · · γµr−1S (r − 1) γµr ]

−tr[γ∗γµ2S (2) · · · γµrS (r)].

We must use S (r) γ∗S−1 (r) = (−γ∗ − 2mS (r) γ∗) , and the commutation product of the chiral and
Dirac matrices. Thus follow the ARAGF

pµ1r1 t
AV ···V
µ12···µr = tAV V ···Vµrµ̂1µ2···µr−1

(1, 2, · · · , r̂)− tAV V ···Vµ̂1µ2···µr(1̂, 2, · · · , r)− 2mtPV ···Vµ2···µr . (2.13)



7

After integration they become

pµ1r1T
AV ···V
µ12···µr = TAV V ···Vµrµ̂1···µr−1

(1, 2, · · · , r̂)− TAV V ···Vµ̂1···µr (1̂, 2, · · · , r)− 2mTPV ···Vµ2···µr , and

pµ221T
AV ···V
µ12···µr = TAV ···Vµ1µ̂2···µr(1, 2̂, · · · , r)− TAV ···Vµ1µ̂2···µr(1̂, 2, · · · , r).

From these equations, it is clear that they embody the assumptions of linearity of integration
in perturbative computations. This characteristic is not guaranteed for divergent amplitudes.
We will expose this scenario through the full calculations of the amplitudes and their relations.
Although these equations can be an important structural property, they are not a priori linked to the
particularities of the model and its symmetries. However, after summing up all the contributions
from the cross diagram (if applicable), the contraction with momenta, assuming some properties
for the lower-point green functions, must correspond to the WIs.

The WIs are equations satisfied by the Green functions as a consequence of the continuous
symmetries of the action. They are valid in the perturbative approximations built on Feynman’s
rules unless they are inevitably anomalous. They arise from the joint application of the algebra of
the quantized currents and the motion’s equations to the currents: ∂µJ

µ = 0 and ∂µJ
µ
∗ = −2miP ,

remember the currents are bilinears in the fermion. Their expression in the position space of the
AWI

∂

∂xµ11

〈Jµ1∗ (x1) Jµ2 (x2) · · · Jµn (xn)〉 = −2mi 〈P (x1) Jµ2 (x2) · · · Jµn (xn)〉 , (2.14)

where 〈· · · 〉 = 〈0 |T [· · · ]| 0〉 , and of the VWI to the same correlator

∂

∂xµ12

〈J∗µ1 (x1) Jµ2 (x2) · · · Jµn (xn)〉 = 0. (2.15)

In our notation for the perturbative amplitudes, we must have an analogous equation

qµ11 TA→V ···Vµ12···µr = −2mTPV ···Vµ2···µr ; qµ22 TA→V ···Vµ12···µr = 0; · · · qµrr T
A→V ···V
µ12···µr = 0.

The connection between the RAGF and the WIs is direct. The violation of the RAGF implies
violations in the WIs. In this way, the satisfaction of the total set of WI will be conditional on
satisfying all RAGFs plus translational invariant amplitudes in momentum space, a requirement
that we will show to be impossible in general.

The last point in this section is related to the calculations themselves. To compute the ampli-
tudes, we have got to take the Dirac traces using commutation relations of the algebra, after that,
any amplitude is always expressed as linear combinations of bare Feynman integrals to which we
adopt a definition

J̄
µ1µ2···µn1
n2 (1, 2, · · · , n2) =

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

Kµ1
i · · ·K

µn1
i

D1D2 · · ·Dn2

, (2.16)

simplifying the dependence of the functions on their arguments f (k1, k2, · · · ) = f (1, 2, · · · ) and
when convenient omitting them at all. The combination Ki = k + ki in the definition is only a
convenience. To change from a reference routing kj to ki it is just a matter of recognizing the
definition of pij in (2.8) and writing Ki = Kj + pij . These integrals have power-counting given by

ω = 2n+ n1 − 2n2, (2.17)

being n1 the tensor rank and n2 the number of denominators present. Just a set of five types of
integral will arise in each amplitude that we will investigate in this work, they are the theme of
the section (3.2).

The amplitudes whose properties will be detailed are:
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• The 2D bubbles: TAVµ1µ2 ; T V Aµ1µ2

• The 4D triangles: TAV Vµ1µ2µ3 ; T V AVµ1µ2µ3 ; T V V Aµ1µ2µ3 ; TAAAµ1µ2µ3

• The 6D box: TAV V Vµ1µ2µ3µ4

All of them are divergent odd tensors of rank at least two, in two dimensions a logarithmic
power counting and in four and six dimensions a linear power counting after taking the Dirac
traces. Because of their power counting, to determine the validity of linearity and the symmetries
required for such tensor we will devise the procedure to handle the divergent integrals in the next
section.

3. PROCEDURE TO HANDLE THE DIVERGENCES AND THE FINITE INTEGRALS

Before presenting the strategy used to solve the divergent amplitudes, let us make a digression
about the divergent-integrals issue present in QFT.

It is known that the products of propagators, that are not regular distribution, are in general
ill-defined, as a good example is the equation

I =

∫
d4k

(2π)4 tr [SF (k − p)SF (k)] =

∫
d4xtr

[
S2
F (x)

]
e−ip·x, (3.1)

where in the LHS lays a divergent convolution integral of two Fourier transformed Feynman prop-
agators in momentum space, as the RHS is the Fourier transform of the square of the propagator
in position space. Both sides are not defined as distributions for the fact when the point-wise
product of distributions does not exist the convolution product of their Fourier transform doesn’t
as well and vice versa. These are the short-distance UV singularities that are manifested in the
divergences of the loop momentum integrals.

Their origins can be rigorously traced back to multiplications of singular distributions by dis-
continuous step function in the chronological ordering of operators in the interaction picture that
leads, through the Wick theorem, to the Feynman rules, e.g., G.Scharf [41, 42], originally in Ep-
stein and Glaser [43]. Although, the undefined Feynman diagrams can be averted by carefully
studying the splitting of distributions with causal support in the setting of causal perturbation
theory [44][45], where no divergent integral appears at all, we are going to keep working with the
Feynman rules in the context of regularizations.

However, the systematic procedure to handle the divergences we will employ is slightly different
from the usual regularizations. It is the framework known as Implicit Regularization (IREG) a
method that was introduced and developed at the end of 1990’s in the Ph.D. thesis of O.A. Battistel
[25], whose the first references about the subject are [46, 47].

It has the objective to keep the connection at all moments with the expression of the bare Feyn-
man rules removing all the parameters such as routings and masses from divergent integrals and
putting them in, strictly, finite integrals that are integrated without restriction, while the divergent
ones do not suffer any modification besides an organization in surface terms and irreducible scalar
integrals.

This objective is realized by noticing that all Feynman integrals possess propagators-like func-
tions, remember that Di = (k + ki)

2 −m2 in eq. (2.6), that can be rewritten as

1

Di
=

1

Dλ +Ai
=

1

Dλ

1

[1− (−Ai/Dλ)]
, (3.2)
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where Dλ = k2−λ2 and Ai = 2k ·ki+
(
k2
i + λ2 −m2

)
. It is worth noting that in this decomposition,

the dependence of the parameters that are not integrated is contained only at Ai.
To motivate the first element used in this strategy, which means a general identity capable of

realizing the aforementioned objectives, we shall digress shortly about the sum of the geometric
progression of order N and ratio x and its relation with the behavior of the propagator, namely the
sum s = 1 + x+ · · ·+ xN , that is easily expressed in closed form, and then we can write succinctly

(1− x)−1 =

N∑

r=0

xr + xN+1 (1− x)−1 , (3.3)

where immediately it is possible to determine the asymptotic behavior of the terms in this pro-
gression when is identified x in our organization of the propagator

x = − Ai
Dλ

=
2k · ki +

(
k2
i + λ2 −m2

)

(k2 − λ2)
, (3.4)

we see that the asymptotic behavior at infinity is ‖k‖−1. Thus follow that the sequence
∑N

r=0 x
r

depends on the routings only in the numerator, and as a polynomial, decays stronger as bigger it
is N .

Being valid for arbitrary N and an identity, to any power counting, in a product of propagators,
is always possible to obtain the external momenta, through the definition (2.8), in finite integrals
because with the help of eq.’s (3.3) and (3.2), we get

1

Di
=

N∑

r=0

(−1)r
Ari
Dr+1
λ

+ (−1)N+1 AN+1
i

DN+1
λ Di

. (3.5)

Making N equals the power counting ω, the last integral is finite and regularization independent.
After this first step, we must mention that for any N the identity is independent of λ2, as can
be verified by taking the derivative in relation to this parameter, in the end, this generates a
connection among the divergent and finite parts of the integrals and/or amplitudes. It implies
specific behavior to the basic divergent scalar integrals and it the straightforwardly satisfied, thus
we will adopt the mass of the propagator λ2 = m2 as such a scale in this work.

Here again, to modularize the analysis and make clear the effects of divergent and finite parts
over the definition of the amplitudes, we adopted this systematic: the finite integrals will be solved
without restrictions, and the divergences will be kept without any further modification. They will
not be resolved just standardized and basic properties for them will be established, as we will see
next.

3.1. Divergent Terms

After applying conveniently the identity (3.5), the content of the Feynman integrals is going to
be specified through, surface terms, irreducible divergent objects, and finite functions. To clarify,
the divergent terms will appear as a set of pure integration-momentum integrals

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

1

Da
λ

,

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

kµ1kµ2
Da+1
λ

,

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

kµ1kµ2 · · · kµ2b−1
kµ2b

Da+b
λ

, (3.6)

in which n ≥ a. A convenient systematization emerges naturally. Since they have the same power
counting, it is always possible to combine the integrals above as surface terms noticing that

− ∂

∂kµ1
kµ2 · · · kµ2n

Da
λ

= 2a
kµ1kµ2 · · · kµ2n

Da+1
λ

− gµ1µ2
kµ3 · · · kµ2n

Da
λ

− permutations. (3.7)
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As can be seen, all the terms of the RHS have equal power counting and the iterative use of this
observation allow to recombine all of the integrals above as surface terms.

In short, the highest-rank surface term generates a tower through linear combinations of lower-
rank surface terms up to scalar integrals that encode exactly the divergent content of the original
expression. They will keep the possibility or not of shifting the integration variable, which means
we are trading the freedom of the operation of translation in the momentum-space for the arbitrary
choice of the routings in these perturbative corrections.

For linear and higher divergent or logarithmic-divergent tensor integrals, these surface terms
are always present, nonetheless, to the former, they have some of its coefficients the ambiguous
momenta defined in eq. (2.9) as for logarithmic power counting, the coefficients are the external
momenta defined (2.8).

For our purposes, in this work we need to define the following combinations

∆2n
(n+1);µ1µ2

(λ2) =

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

(
2nkµ1kµ2
Dn+1
λ

− gµ1µ2
1

Dn
λ

)
= −

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

∂

∂kµ1
kµ2
Dn
λ

, (3.8)

in two, four, and six dimensions, n = 1, n = 2, and n = 3 respectively indicated by the superscript.
The irreducible scalar is defined also by dimension and will be

I
(2n)
log

(
λ2
)

=

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

1

Dn
λ

. (3.9)

As we have seen, the separation highlights diverging structures that organize them without
performing any analytic operation. Moreover, it makes clear that the divergent content is a local
polynomial in the ambiguous and physical momenta which is obtained without expansions or limits.
The finite parts are regularization free and obtained by integrating just finite integrals that will be
explained in the section (3.2).

3.2. Finite Functions

After separating the finite part using the identity (3.5), we solve the integrals using the usual
techniques of perturbative calculations. It is possible to project the results into a family of func-
tions. For the two-point basic functions they are given by

Z(−1)
n1

=

∫ 1

0
dx
xn1

Q
; Z(0)

n1
=

∫ 1

0
dxxn1 log

Q

−m2
(3.10)

where Q is a polynomial given by

Q = p2x (1− x)−m2 (3.11)

For the three-point basic we have3

Q = p2x1 (1− x1) + q2x2 (1− x2)− 2 (p · q)x1x2 −m2 (3.12)

and the basic functions

Z(−1)
n1n2

=

∫ 1

0
dx1

∫ 1−x1

0
dx2

xn1
1 xn2

2

Q
(3.13)

Z(0)
n1n2

=

∫ 1

0
dx1

∫ 1−x1

0
dx2x

n1
1 xn2

2 log
Q

−m2
(3.14)

3 Thes polynomials can be written as a quadric form with the Symanzik polynomials constructed using the spanning
trees and two-forests of the graph.
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And finally, for the four-point is

Q = p2x1 (1− x1) + q2x2 (1− x2) + r2x3 (1− x3)

−2 (p · q)x1x2 − 2 (p · r)x1x3 − 2 (q · r)x2x3 −m2 (3.15)

and the basic functions

Z(−1)
n1n2n3

=

∫ 1

0
dx1

∫ 1−x1

0
dx2

∫ 1−x1−x2

0
dx3

xn1
1 xn2

2 xn3
3

Q
(3.16)

Z(0)
n1n2n3

=

∫ 1

0
dx1

∫ 1−x1

0
dx2

∫ 1−x1−x2

0
dx3x

n1
1 xn2

2 xn3
3 log

Q

−m2
(3.17)

It is possible to write the parameters in terms of derivatives of the polynomials and, then, use
partial integration to obtain relations among these functions. More precisely, they are reductions
of the parameter powers n1 + n2, for the equation (3.13) and n1 + n2 + n3, for the equation (3.16)
(see appendices C, and D), they were approched in the papers [37], [38], and [39]. This resource is
necessary to perform the operations displayed in this paper.

3.3. Basis of Feynman Integrals

From the general definition presented in eq. (2.16) for the integrals that appear soon after
taking Dirac traces, we will describe in a nutshell the ones that arise in the AV n amplitudes in
d = 2n, more generally, any amplitude of n+ 1 points of odd parity. They are

(
J̄n; J̄µ1n

)
=

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

(1; Kµ1
1 )

D12···n
(3.18)

and

(
J̄n+1; J̄µ1n+1; J̄µ12n+1

)
=

∫
d2nk

(2π)2n

(1; Kµ1
1 ; Kµ12

1 )

D12···n+1
, (3.19)

the power counting of n-point integrals are ω(Jµ1n ) = 1, ω (Jn) = 0 and of the (n + 1)-point
integrals are ω(Jµ12n+1) = 0, ω(Jµ1n+1) = −1, and ω (Jn+1) = −2. Observe our notational conventions
Kν12···νi

12···i = Kν1
1 Kν2

2 · · ·Kνi
i and D12···i = D1D2 · · ·Di.

Therefore, as anticipated by the power counting, some of these integrals contain finite and
divergent parts, as is the case with J̄µ12n+1, J̄

µ1
n , and J̄n. The integrals Jµ1n+1 and Jn+1 are finite

and then will not get an overbar. All the time, we are working with the strictly finite part of the
divergent integrals, they will come free of the overbar.

As a quite important example, we chose to compute the highest power-counting integral in
d = 4 to illustrate some of the features of our treatment, the vector two-point integral

J̄µ12 =

∫
d4k

(2π)4

Kµ1
1

D12
(3.20)

using the identity (3.5) with N = 1

1

Di
=

1

Dλ
− Ai
D2
λ

+
A2
i

D2
λDi

(3.21)
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corresponding to its linear divergence, we get

Kµ1
1

D12
=

Kµ1
1

D2
λ

− (A1 +A2)

D3
λ

Kµ1
1 +

A1A2

D4
λ

Kµ1
1

+

[
A2

1

D3
λD1

+
A2

2

D3
λD2

− A1A
2
2

D4
λD2

− A2A
2
1

D4
λD1

+
A2

1A
2
2

D4
λD12

]
Kµ1

1 , (3.22)

collecting the purely divergent integrals and integrating the remaining finite integrals comes

J̄µ12 = Jµ12 (p21)− 1

2

[
P ν121 ∆

(4)µ1
3ν1

+ pµ121I
(4)
log

]
(3.23)

where

Jµ12 (p21) =
i

(4π)2 p
µ1
21Z

(0)
1 (p21) (3.24)

showing all the elements we have presented before, the local divergent terms organized, and the
finite part integrated without restrictions.

The same type of steps leads, in d = 6 dimensions, to

J̄µ13 =

∫
d6k

(2π)6

Kµ1
1

D123
(3.25)

J̄µ13 = −1

3
(kν11 + kν12 + kν13 ) ∆

(6)µ1
4ν1

− 1

3
(pµ121 + pµ131 ) I

(6)
log + Jµ13 , (3.26)

where the finite part is simply

Jµ13 (p21, p31) =
i

(4π)3

[
pµ121Z

(0)
10 (p21, p31) + pµ131Z

(0)
01 (p21, p31)

]
, (3.27)

as in two dimensions, we have

J̄1µ1 =

∫
d2k

(2π)2

K1µ1

D1
= −kν11 ∆

(2)
2ν1µ1

, (3.28)

that is a pure surface term, and this is the reason to illustrate for d = 4 dimensions first.
For all explicit results used see the appendices (C) and (D).

4. TWO DIMENSIONAL AV AND V A TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS

To establish the connection among linearity, uniqueness, and WIs we study the two Lorentz
indexes amplitudes AV , and V A. Amid this process, the relation among all two-point functions
will emerge. As the power counting is zero, it is not expected they depend on the routings through
their sums besides they are a function of only two routings, hence we will adopt the simplification
q = p21 = k2 − k1, when seen as suit.

Therefore, to start with, we have the RAGFs coming from the vector vertex

qµ2tAVµ12 = tAµ1 (1)− tAµ1 (2) (4.1)

qµ1tV Aµ12 = tAµ2 (1)− tAµ2 (2) , (4.2)
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and from the axial vertex

qµ1tAVµ12 = tAµ2 (1)− tAµ2 (2)− 2mtPVµ2 (4.3)

qµ2tV Aµ12 = tAµ1 (1)− tAµ1 (2) + 2mtV Pµ1 , (4.4)

obtained using the procedure delineated in the section (2). Taking their integrals, we should have

qµ2TAVµ12 = TAµ1 (1)− TAµ1 (2) (4.5)

qµ1TAVµ12 = TAµ2 (1)− TAµ2 (2)− 2mTPVµ2 , (4.6)

only by the linearity of integration. Similarly to V A amplitudes.
On the other hand, the WIs will require

qµ2TAVµ12 = 0; qµ1TAVµ12 = −2mTPVµ2 , (4.7)

that in turn, through the general tensor structure of these amplitudes, imply kinematic properties
to the scalar invariants of these tensors with the same status as the symmetry properties.

As an example, to the AV amplitude, we can write

TAVµ12 = εµ1µ2F1 + εµ1νq
νqµ2F2 + εµ2νq

νqµ1F3, (4.8)

being the Fi the scalar invariants, then by contracting with the external momenta in the respective
indexes, we get

qµ2TAVµ12 = εµ1νq
ν
(
q2F2 + F1

)
and (4.9)

qµ1TAVµ12 = εµ2νq
ν
(
q2F3 − F1

)
, (4.10)

by vector conservation, in the first equation, we trade F1 = −q2F2 in the second equation to obtain

qµ1TAVµ12 = εµ2νq
νq2 (F3 + F2) , (4.11)

and finally, under the hypothesis of regularity, we have the low energy theorem for the contrac-
tion with the index of the axial current qµ1TAVµ12

∣∣
q2=0

= 0. However, if the WI that relates this

contraction to the PV function is satisfied, comes the consequence

qµ1TAVµ12
∣∣
0

= −2mTPVµ2
∣∣
0

= εµ2νq
νΩPV

(
q2 = 0

)
= 0. (4.12)

Therefore, if the symmetries were respected and the hypothesis of regular form factors is met, such
behavior must be attained and in this sense, we have said that it has the status of symmetry.

All these constraints must be seen in the light of explicit computations that will be unfolded
and analyzed in the sequel. Following the definitions of the previous section, after integration the
amplitude becomes

TΓ1Γ2 (1, 2) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2 t
Γ1Γ2 (1, 2) ,

expanding the terms of mass and momentum,

tΓ1Γ2 = +Kν12
12 tr [Γ1γν1Γ2γν2 ]

1

D12
(4.13)

+mKν1
1 tr [Γ1γν1Γ2]

1

D12

+mKν1
2 tr [Γ1Γ2γν1 ]

1

D12

+m2tr [Γ1Γ2]
1

D12
,
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from the formula above, choosing appropriately the vertexes and keeping the non-zero traces, we
have

tAVµ12 = Kν12
12 tr(γ∗γµ1ν1µ2ν2)

1

D12
+m2tr(γ∗γµ1µ2)

1

D12
,

tV Aµ12 = Kν12
12 tr(γ∗γµ1ν1µ2ν2)

1

D12
−m2tr(γ∗γµ1µ2)

1

D12
.

The main point is that the trace of four gamma matrices, which is a linear combination of the
metric and epsilon tensor, can be expressed in a variety of forms, obtained using the substitutions
in the identity (2.5), that means

γ∗ = εν12γ
ν12/2; γ∗γµ1 = −εµ1ν1γν1 ; γ∗γ[µ1µ2] = −εµ1µ2 .

They lead to expressions that are not automatically equal after integration. Effectively they turn
the RAGFs into equations among functions. To unfold the rationale, let us apply the definition of
the chiral matrix in the form

tr (γ∗γabcd) = εα12tr (γα12γabcd) /2

= 2 [−gabεcd + gacεbd − gadεbc − gbcεad + gbdεac − gcdεab] ,

where the Latin indexes make it simple to perform substitutions to obtain the trace when the
definition of the chiral matrix is deployed adjacent to the first or the second vertex, by example
(a, b, c, d) = (µ1, ν1, µ2, ν2) and (a, b, c, d) = (µ2, ν2, µ1, ν1). These traces will differ by the signs of
the terms only and have all the indexes of the trace explicitly present although distinctly displayed,
these seemingly innocuous observations have far-reaching implications. With these aspects in mind,
let us call these two expressions version one and two of the traces and carry over to the amplitudes
the same nomenclature, as we will demonstrate they are enough to reach any other expression.

First Version:

Kν12
12 tr (γ∗γµ1γν1γµ2γν2) = −2εµ1ν1 (K1µ2K

ν1
2 +K2µ2K

ν1
1 )− 2εµ2ν1 (K1µ1K

ν1
2 −K2µ1K

ν1
1 )

+2εµ1µ2 (K1 ·K2) + 2gµ1µ2εν1ν2K
ν12
12

Second Version:

Kν12
12 tr(γ∗γµ2γν2γµ1γν1) = +2εµ1ν1 (K1µ2K

ν1
2 −K2µ2K

ν1
1 )− 2εµ2ν1 (K1µ1K

ν1
2 +K2µ1K

ν1
1 )

−2εµ1µ2 (K1 ·K2)− 2gµ1µ2εν1ν2K
ν12
12 .

Here, we have already contracted with Kν12
12 . Now we note that in the first row of each version, it

is possible to identify, as will be done in four and six dimensions, a common tensor

t(s)ν1µ2 = (K1µ2K
ν1
2 + sK2µ2K

ν1
1 )

1

D12
, (4.14)

where s = ±1. And in the other rows appear the amplitude SP obtained when substituting the
respective vertexes in (4.13), tSP = 2εν12K

ν12
12 /D12 = −tPS .

Completing the two amplitudes summing the mass terms using tr(γ∗γµ12) = −2εµ12 , we get the
first and the second versions of the AV

(
tAVµ12

)
1

= −2εµ1ν1t
(+)ν1
µ2 − εµ1µ2tPP − 2εµ2ν1t

(−)ν1
µ1 + gµ1µ2t

SP

(
tAVµ12

)
2

= −2εµ2ν1t
(+)ν1
µ1 − εµ1µ2tSS + 2εµ1ν1t

(−)ν1
µ2 − gµ1µ2tSP ,
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similar expressions can be obtained to the V A amplitude.
In the above relations, we have identified the scalar two-point amplitudes

tPP = q2 1

D12
− 1

D1
− 1

D2
(4.15)

tSS = (4m2 − q2)
1

D12
+

1

D1
+

1

D2
, (4.16)

to obtain these amplitudes we have used

Sij = Ki ·Kj −m2 =
1

2
(Di +Dj − p2

ij), (4.17)

to reduce the bilinears that appear in their definitions in the eq.(4.13). So it is straightforward to
identify in the middle of our expressions,

tV Vµ1µ2 = 2t(+)
µ1µ2 + gµ1µ2t

PP ; and tAAµ1µ2 = 2t(+)
µ1µ2 − gµ1µ2tSS ,

they follow immediately after the traces are taken in the respective definitions and clearly will
relate the odd amplitudes to the even ones.

When integrated, it is always possible to see that some terms are finite and vanishing. Namely

εµiνT
(−)ν
µj = 0 and TSP = 0, due of the properties of the finite vector integral that is proportional

to momentum q = p21 and the scalar integral J2 see in (B1). Therefore, the integrals will provide
the basic relations

(
TAVµ12

)
1

= −ε ν1
µ1 T V Vν1µ2 ;

(
TAVµ12

)
2

= −ε ν1
µ2 TAAµ1ν1(

T V Aµ12

)
1

= −ε ν1
µ1 TAAν1µ2 ;

(
T V Aµ12

)
2

= −ε ν1
µ2 T V Vµ1ν1 .

However, if one applies the second relation γ∗γµ1 = −εµ1ν1γν1 around the same vertexes, we get
directly

(
tAVµ12

)
1

=̃− ε ν1
µ1 tV Vν1µ2 ;

(
tAVµ12

)
2

=̃− ε ν1
µ2 tAAµ1ν1 .

The sign =̃ means they are equal up to terms that are finite and vanish under integration. The
other independent version is obtained using the third relation γ∗γ[µ1µ2] = −εµ1µ2 , in the form
γ∗γµ1γν1 = −εµ1ν1 + gµ1ν1γ∗, given in the trace the expression −2 (εµ1ν1gµ2ν2 + εµ2ν2gµ1ν1), that in
the amplitudes enable us to arrange the result

(
tAVµ12

)
3

= −1

2

[
ε ν1
µ1

(
tV Vν1µ2

)
+ ε ν1

µ2

(
tAAµ1ν1

)]
− εµ2ν1t(−)ν1

µ1 + εµ1ν1t
(−)ν1
µ2 ,

(
tV Aµ12

)
3

= −1

2

[
ε ν1
µ1

(
tAAν1µ2

)
+ ε ν1

µ2

(
tV Vµ1ν1

)]
− εµ2ν1t(−)ν1

µ1 + εµ1ν1t
(−)ν1
µ2 ,

thereby their integrals provide us with the following

(
TAVµ12

)
3

=
1

2

[(
TAVµ12

)
1

+
(
TAVµ12

)
2

]
;
(
T V Aµ12

)
3

=
1

2

[(
T V Aµ12

)
1

+
(
T V Aµ12

)
2

]
. (4.18)

This form is present in the equation (85) of the paper [48], for example. This last form, obtained a
linear combination of the other two is a particular aspect that is made clear in the section (5), here
is present because it comes from the identites we introduced and we wish to make a pedestrian
approach in two dimensions.

To put the consequences of versions for amplitudes into perspective, we need integrated expres-
sions. It will be possible to see that the sampling of the indices that appear between the finite
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and divergent parts makes the expressions not automatically equal when integrated. However, the
versions are related through linearity violations reflected in the RAGFs. Using the explicit results
found in the appendix (B), we will have, from the expressions (4.15) and (4.16),

TPP = q2J2 − 2Ilog (4.19)

TSS =
(
4m2 − p2

)
J2 + 2Ilog, (4.20)

and for the sign tensor (4.14)

T (+)
µ1µ2 = 2

(
J̄2µ1µ2 + qµ1J2µ2

)
= 2θµ1µ2 (q)

(
i/4π +m2J2

)
(4.21)

−1

2
gµ1µ2q2J2 + (∆2µ1µ2 + gµ1µ2Ilog) , (4.22)

to the two-rank, two-point, even amplitudes

T V Vµ1µ2 = 2∆2µ1µ2 + 4θµ1µ2
(
m2J2 + i/4π

)
, (4.23)

TAAµ1µ2 = 2∆2µ1µ2 + 4θµ1µ2
(
m2J2 + i/4π

)
− gµ1µ2

(
4m2J2

)
, (4.24)

where θαλ (q) =
(
gαλq

2 − qαqλ
)
/q2 is the transversal projector. And in this way, the odd amplitude

AV will turn up with the explicitly expressions

(
TAVµ12

)
1

= −2ε ν
µ1 ∆2µ2ν − 4εµ1νθ

ν
µ2

(
m2J2 + i/4π

)
(4.25)

(
TAVµ12

)
2

= −2ε ν
µ2 ∆2µ1ν − 4εµ2νθ

ν
µ1

(
m2J2 + i/4π

)
− εµ1µ2

(
4m2J2

)
. (4.26)

The expression for (4.18) is obtained as a combination of the expressions above.
The two-point functions, that are finite, and appear in the RAGFs

TPVµ = −T V Pµ = εµνq
ν [−2mJ2 (q)] . (4.27)

TPAµ = −TAPµ = qµ [+2mJ2 (q)] .

And the one-point ones arising in that relations as well

T Vµ (i) = −2kνi ∆2µν

TAµ (i) = −2εµν1k
ν2
i ∆ν1

2ν2
.

Now it is possible to state that same if all integrands are the same, the same is not true for
the integrals. In the case of even amplitudes V V and AA, the expressions depend in a unique
way on their divergences once a method is chosen. In the case of odd amplitudes, the expressions
depend on the version of the trace used. We will show that this dependence manifests itself in a
predictable way in all dimensions in the corresponding amplitudes.

Where is the reason for such discrepancies? Even if it has been applied to just identities,
deploying the definition of the chiral matrix around the first or the second vertexes has sampled
that the indexes among the finite and divergent parts are not automatically equal after integration.
This statement becomes clear when we subtract one expression from the other

(
TAVµ12

)
1
−
(
TAVµ12

)
2

= −2
[
εµ1ν∆ν

2µ2 − εµ2ν∆ν
2µ1

]
− 4

[
εµ1ν1θ

ν
µ2 − εµ2ν1θνµ1

] (
m2J2 + i/4π

)

+4εµ1µ2m
2J2.
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For the rearranging of the indexes in the finite part and in the object ∆2µν we use the Schouten
identity4 in two dimensions ε[µ1ν∆ν

2µ2] = 0 and ε[µ1νθ
ν
µ2] = 0, the difference between the versions is

reduced to

(
TAVµ12

)
1
−
(
TAVµ12

)
2

= −εµ1µ2 (2∆α
2α + i/π) . (4.30)

The linearity can be translated as, if over the true equation
(
tAVµ12

)
1
−
(
tAVµ12

)
2

= 0 we apply an
operation to replace the integral, that is defined to be a linear operation, then one should have the
equation above identically vanishing, meantime, for this to be satisfied we would have a condition
about the value of the object ∆α

2α, determined by the unique relation (4.30). Before delving into
this issue, let us analyze how this condition is manifested in the RAGFs.

4.1. Verification and Consequences of the RAGFs

The RAGFs are given by the procedure illustrated in the section (2). The even ones readily
comply with their relations determined to their integrands, which means

qµ1T V Vµ12 = T Vµ2 (1)− T Vµ2 (2) = 2qν1∆2µ2ν1

qµ1TAAµ12 + 2mTPAµ2 = T Vµ2 (1)− T Vµ2 (2) = 2qν1∆2µ2ν1 ,

where we have used the following result T Vµ (i) = −2kνi ∆2µν and the presence of the projector to
eliminate some finite parts by qµ2θνµ2 = 0. Exactly the same results with the RAGF to the index
µ2.

On the other hand, the odd amplitudes have a substantially more subtle behavior. Contracting
the first version of AV , eq.(4.25), in the vector vertex we get

qµ2
(
TAVµ12

)
1

= −2εµ1ν1q
ν2∆ν1

2ν2
=
[
TAµ1 (1)− TAµ1 (2)

]
,

where TAµ (i) = −2εµν1k
ν2
i ∆ν1

2ν2
. Note this happen without any restriction.

Quite a different situation occurs when contracting with the axial vertex, there we have

qµ1
(
TAVµ12

)
1

= −2qµ1εµ1ν∆ν
2µ2 − 4qµ1εµ1νθ

ν
µ2

(
m2J2 + i/4π

)
.

Using the Schouten identity as (4.28) and (4.29), and projector properties, θνν = 1 and transver-
sality, it is then obtained

qµ1
(
TAVµ12

)
1

=
[
TAµ2 (1)− TAµ2 (2)

]
− 2mTPVµ2 + εµ2ν1q

ν1
[
2∆ν2

2ν2
+ (i/π)

]
, (4.31)

where the PV amplitude is given by (4.27). Note the last term in (4.31) spoils the automatic
satisfaction of this RAGF.

4 The notation to antisymmetrization of indexes adopted by us is

A[α1···αrBαr+1···αs] =
1

s!

∑
π∈Ss

sign(π)Aαπ(1)···απ(r)
Bαπ(r+1)···απ(s)

the normalizing factor is irrelevant to all the identities used. Through the antisymmetry of the Levi-Civita tensor,
follows

εµ1ν∆ν
2µ2

+ εµ2µ1∆ν
2ν + ενµ2∆ν

2µ1
= 0 (4.28)

εµ1νθ
ν
µ2

+ εµ2µ1θ
ν
ν + ενµ2θ

ν
µ1

= 0. (4.29)
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Following the same reasoning for the expression (4.26), we see the opposite behavior,

qµ2
(
TAVµ12

)
2

=
[
TAµ1 (1)− TAµ1 (2)

]
+ εµ1νq

ν [2∆α
2α + (i/π)] (4.32)

qµ1
(
TAVµ12

)
2

=
[
TAµ2 (1)− TAµ2 (2)

]
− 2mTPVµ2 , (4.33)

namely, the ARAGF coming from the contraction in the axial vertex is satisfied without restrictions,
however, the VRAGF arises conditioned by the value of the object ∆2µν .

From the relations ARAGF in (4.31) and VRAGF in (4.32), it is straightforward to see that for
the expression (4.18), of the third version, both vertexes have potential violating terms, because it
is given by a combination of the other two. For that version, none of the RAGFs is automatically
satisfied.

The same happens to V A amplitude. The vertex having the offending term corresponds to the
version in question. For the first version, the relation (4.2) is satisfied, while for the second version,
the relation (4.4) is satisfied, and the possibly violating terms occur in

qµ1
(
T V Aµ12

)
1

= εµ2ν1q
ν1 [2∆α

2α + (i/π)] + TAµ2 (1)− TAµ2 (2)

qµ2
(
T V Aµ12

)
2

= εµ1ν1q
ν1 [2∆α

2α + (i/π)] + TAµ1 (1)− TAµ1 (2) + 2mT V Pµ1 .

From the RAGFs verified above, we can conclude that even amplitudes have their relations
satisfied for any values of the surface term and therefore do not violate linearity. On the other
hand, odd amplitudes require the condition

∆α
2α = − i

2π
. (4.34)

The location of this term is in the vertex where the version is defined. Choosing a finite value for the
surface term also requires that the expression (4.30) is null, ensuring that the two versions have the
same content. However, this requirement implies that

[
T Vµ (1)− T Vµ (2)

]
= − (i/2π) qµ and for the

axial function is the same because the amplitudes are related through TAµ (ki) = −ε ν
µ

[
T Vν (ki)

]
.

The implications are obvious but we need to analyze the consequences for the IWs.

4.2. Ward Identities

When a WI is unavoidably violated, we have an anomaly. With this simple assertion in mind,
we will establish from now on all possible scenarios for the calculations outlined above and how the
satisfaction or not of the RAGF affects the WIs. The VWI, in turn, asks for the identical vanishing
of the one-point functions, for example, for the vector current conservation

qµ1T V Vµ12 =
[
T Vµ2 (1)− T Vµ2 (2)

]
= 2qν1∆2µ2ν1 = 0.

As for the axial current, we have the partial conservation of the axial current

qµ1TAVµ12 =
[
TAµ2 (1)− TAµ2 (2)

]
− 2mTPVµ2 = −2mTPVµ2 .

If this result was straightforward, it would be enough to enforce the vanishing of ∆2µν = 0. For
the logarithmic divergences, it is possible to see which coefficients are not ambiguous (as will see
for linear divergences as happens in 4D-AV V ) and depends only on the external momentum (2.8).
Nonetheless in this case linearity is violated in one or the other version and the violating term ends
up offending the WIs. The condition is reflected in the WIs of the double vector function, as well,
see table (I) for global results.
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TABLE I: Violations for vanishing surface term in each version.

qµ1
(
TAVµ12

)
1

= −2mTPVµ2
+ (i/π) εµ2ν1q

ν1 qµ2
(
TAVµ12

)
1

= 0

qµ1
(
TAVµ12

)
2

= −2mTPVµ2
qµ2
(
TAVµ12

)
2

= (i/π) εµ1ν1q
ν1

qµ1
(
TAVµ12

)
3

= −2mTPVµ2
+ (i/2π) εµ2ν1q

ν1 qµ2
(
TAVµ12

)
3

= (i/2π) εµ1ν1q
ν1

qµ1TV Vµ12
= 0 qµ2TV Vµ12

= 0

qµ1TAAµ12
= −2mTPAµ2

qµ2TAAµ12
= 2mTAPµ2

TABLE II: Violations for unique amplitudes

qµ1TAVµ12
= −2mTPVµ2

+ (i/2π) εµ2νq
ν qµ2TAVµ12

= (i/2π) εµ1νq
ν

qµ1TV Vµ12
= − (i/2π) qµ2 qµ2TV Vµ12

= − (i/2π) qµ2

qµ1TAAµ12
= −2mTPAµ2

− (i/2π) qµ2
qµ2TAAµ12

= 2mTAPµ2
− (i/2π) qµ2

But if linearity is preserved and we assume the result (4.34) as valid, the amplitudes are unique
but violate all WIs, see the table (II), notice we do not need to index the version. Nonetheless,
in this scenario where all possible manipulations led to only one answer, one consequence over the
V V , as we saw through

[
T Vµ (1)− T Vµ (2)

]
= − (i/2π) qµ, is that its WIs are violated.

The scenario is typical of anomalies where it is inevitable some sort of violation in the WIs.
The singularities of perturbation theory are the main reason presented for such a state of affairs.
However, we will also establish a finite reason for such observations, through a low-energy property
of a finite function. At the beginning of this section we establish that if the two WIs to AV are
satisfied by hypothesis, therefore we should have

qµ1TAVµ12
∣∣
q2=0

= εµ2νq
νΩPV (0) = 0,

but if we look at the PV amplitude, eq. (4.27), it is immediate to note that it is finite with the form

factor given by ΩPV = (i/π)m2Z
(−1)
0 (q)5, and in the point q2 = 0, happens that Q

(
q2 = 0

)
=

−m2, thereby we have

ΩPV (q2 = 0) = −i/π, (4.35)

that it is the opposite of the result deduced in the equation above, to the satisfaction of both WIs,
hence there is no possibility of satisfaction of both, even if all the elements involved were finite, as
long as they are connected to the finite PV amplitude. The fact that remains is that if the VWI
is observed, the violation of the AWI is the amount corresponding to the negative of the ΩPV (0),
only due to reasons of tensor structure.

An analogous conclusion follows if in the contractions of the general tensor representing the AV
structure, eq.(4.8), we adopt the axial WI as the hypothesis, that means, in the eq.(4.10) we make
F1 = q2F3 − ΩPV , and by substitution in the eq. (4.9), for the contraction in the vector vertex,
one would get

qµ2TAVµ12 = εµ1νq
ν
[
q2 (F2 + F3)− ΩPV

]
, (4.36)

and by the regularity of the form factors, we reach the conclusion

qµ2TAVµ12
∣∣
q2=0

= −εµ1νqνΩPV (0) =

(
i

π

)
εµ1νp

ν , (4.37)

5

m2Z
(−1)
0

(
q2
)

= m2

∫ 1

0

dx
1

[q2x (1 − x) −m2]

∣∣∣∣
q2=0

= −1
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hence it is clear that the kinematical behavior of the PV finite amplitude is responsible for the
series of violations observed in the odd correlators. In four dimensions, we will show that, even if
it is obtained violations in all WIs, a specific combination is always dictated by the kinematical
properties of finite functions, and such result applies here, as well.

The conclusions drawn are immune to the divergent character of the AV or V A amplitude, and
its eventual role in answering the question of inevitable symmetry breaking is, in the limit we are
treating, obfuscated by the finite structure mentioned, notwithstanding it is possible to show, in
general, that if linearity is preserved as condition, we have a connection ΩPV (0) = 2∆α

2α, see the
analogous result fully demonstrated in 4D eq. (5.76).

From now on, we will enter into a more elaborated scenario, and we will show that in the physical
dimension the same conclusions can be drawn for the case of odd triangles. The presence of the
anomaly can be anticipated through conclusions similar to those drawn for the two-dimensional
case.

5. FOUR DIMENSIONS THREE POINT FUNCTIONS

In this dimension, the amplitudes that exhibit the claimed behavior are the rank three triangles,
AV V its permutations V AV , V V A, and AAA. The way they displace the violating terms, their
uniqueness properties, and violation of RAGF equations are only consequences of the ambiguity
of the integrated expression provoked by the traces of six gamma matrices and an odd number of
chiral matrices.

Their computations then, boil down to twenty-four triangles of rank one, twelve parity-even
triangles, V PP , ASP , and all their permutations, and twelve parity-odd tensors ASS, APP ,
V PS, and all its permutations, in addition to three tensors as in two dimensions that can’t be
written down as other amplitudes and depend only on the leading odd trace of six gamma matrices.

Given the multitude and ambiguities in the path to express all the results, we will get excessively
pedantic and detailed in some steps.

A general three-point function is obtained through the appropriate choice of vertexes factors Γi
in

tΓ1Γ2Γ3 = tr [Γ1S (1) Γ2S (2) Γ3S (3)] , (5.1)

and as usual in this text, the integrated form gets a capital letter

TΓ1Γ2Γ3 =

∫
d4k

(2π)4 t
Γ1Γ2Γ3 ,

in the expansion of the terms of mass and momenta, it is possible to see that in the rank zero and
rank two triangles the non-zero terms are the odd powers of the mass, and to the rank one and
rank three the even power of mass have non-zero traces.

The backbone of amplitudes we are interested in are the odd tensors

tAV Vµ123 = tr [γ∗γµ1S (1) γµ2S (2) γµ3S (3)]

tV AVµ123 = tr [γµ1S (1) γ∗γµ2S (2) γµ3S (3)]

tV V Aµ123 = tr [γµ1S (1) γµ2S (2) γ∗γµ3S (3)]

tAAAµ123 = tr [γ∗γµ1S (1) γ∗γµ2S (2) γ∗γµ3S (3)] .
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Keeping the non-vanishing traces they assume the form

tAV Vµ123 = Kν123
123 tr(γ∗µ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3)

1

D123
+m2εµ1µ2µ3ν1 (Kν1

1 −Kν1
2 +Kν1

3 )
1

D123
(5.2)

tV AVµ123 = Kν123
123 tr(γ∗µ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3)

1

D123
+m2εµ1µ2µ3ν1 (Kν1

1 +Kν1
2 −Kν1

3 )
1

D123
(5.3)

tV V Aµ123 = Kν123
123 tr(γ∗µ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3)

1

D123
−m2εµ1µ2µ3ν1 (Kν1

1 −Kν1
2 −Kν1

3 )
1

D123
(5.4)

tAAAµ123 = Kν123
123 tr(γ∗µ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3)

1

D123
−m2εµ1µ2µ3ν1 (Kν1

1 +Kν1
2 +Kν1

3 )
1

D123
. (5.5)

Apart from the other traces, the leading trace in all these pre-diagrams containing six matrices
can be computed in lots of ways. We will show after how the protocol we are presenting is enough
to achieve any possible result of any identity in the appendix (A).

Starting with the definition

γ∗ =
i

4!
εν1234γ

ν1234 (5.6)

the formula below gives all results to the trace of six matrices using the definition anywhere in the
string

(4i)−1 tr (γ∗γabcdef ) = +gabεcdef + gadεbcef + gafεbcde (5.7)

+gbcεadef + gcdεabef + gcfεabde

+gbeεacdf + gdeεabcf + gefεabcd

−gbdεacef − gdfεabce − gbfεacde
−gacεbdef − gceεabdf − gaeεbcdf .

Although valid the identities

tr(γ∗γµ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3) = tr(γ∗γµ2ν2µ3ν3µ1ν1) = tr(γ∗γµ3ν3µ1ν1µ2ν2) (5.8)

by using the eq. (5.7) above and adopting (a, b, c, d, e, f) = (µ1, ν1, µ2, ν2, µ3, ν3), (a, b, c, d, e, f) =
(µ2, ν2, µ3, ν3, µ1, ν1) and (a, b, c, d, e, f) = (µ3, ν3, µ1, ν1, µ2, ν2) the resulting expressions differ only
in a couple of signs leading, when integrated, to three not automatically equivalent expressions to
the odd rank-three amplitudes.

To these results for the traces and after contracting with factor Kν123
123 we display in the equations

below, because the place we deploy the definition of the chiral matrix is related to the position of
the vertex we adopt a label of the version to these expressions, namely

First Version

Kν123
123 tr (γ∗γµ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3) = −εµ2µ3ν1ν2 [K1µ1K

ν12
23 −K2µ1K

ν12
13 +K3µ1K

ν12
12 ] (5.9)

−εµ1µ3ν1ν2 [K1µ2K
ν12
23 +K2µ2K

ν12
13 −K3µ2K

ν12
12 ]

+εµ1µ2ν1ν2 [K1µ3K
ν12
23 −K2µ3K

ν12
13 −K3µ3K

ν12
12 ]

+εµ1µ2µ3ν1 [−Kν1
1 (K2 ·K3) +Kν1

2 (K1 ·K3)−Kν1
3 (K1 ·K2)]

+ [−gµ1µ2εµ3ν1ν2ν3 − gµ2µ3εµ1ν1ν2ν3 + gµ1µ3εµ2ν1ν2ν3 ]Kν123
123

Second Version

Kν123
123 tr (γ∗γµ2ν2µ3ν3µ1ν1) = +εµ1µ3ν1ν2 [K1µ2K

ν12
23 −K2µ2K

ν12
13 +K3µ2K

ν12
12 ] (5.10)

−εµ1µ2ν1ν2 [K1µ3K
ν23
23 +K2µ3K

ν13
13 +K3µ3K

ν12
12 ]

−εµ2µ3ν1ν2 [K1µ1K
ν23
23 +K2µ1K

ν13
13 −K3µ1K

ν12
12 ]

+εµ1µ2µ3ν1 [−Kν1
1 (K2 ·K3)−Kν1

2 (K1 ·K3) +Kν1
3 (K1 ·K2)]

+ [gµ1µ2εµ3ν1ν2ν3 − gµ1µ3εµ2ν1ν2ν3 − gµ2µ3εµ1ν1ν2ν3 ]Kν123
123
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The Third Version

Kν123
123 tr (γ∗γµ3ν3µ1ν1µ2ν2) = −εµ1µ2ν1ν2 [K1µ3K

ν12
23 −K2µ3K

ν12
13 +K3µ3K

ν12
12 ] (5.11)

−εµ2µ3ν1ν2 [K1µ1K
ν12
23 −K2µ1K

ν12
13 −K3µ1K

ν12
12 ]

−εµ1µ3ν1ν2 [K1µ2K
ν12
23 +K2µ2K

ν12
13 +K3µ2K

ν12
12 ]

+εµ1µ2µ3ν1 [Kν1
1 (K2 ·K3)−Kν1

2 (K1 ·K3)−Kν1
3 (K1 ·K2)]

+ [−gµ1µ2εµ3ν1ν2ν3 − gµ1µ3εµ2ν1ν2ν3 + gµ2µ3εµ1ν1ν2ν3 ]Kν123
123

Preceding the discussion of any particular third rank amplitude, we shall introduce here some
definitions and general results which will be useful in what follows. If one looks at the three first
rows of (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11), they all can be written in terms of tensors, which we call sign
tensors (equivalently to 2D..)

εµabν12t
ν12(s1s2)
µc = εµabν12 (K1µcK

ν12
23 + s1K2µcK

ν12
13 + s2K3µcK

ν12
12 )

1

D123
(5.12)

where si = ±1, thus using Ki = Kj+pij and εµabν12K
ν12
ij = εµabν12p

ν2
jiK

ν1
i and writing p32 = p31−p21

when necessary, we have

εµabν12t
ν12(s1s2)
µc = εµabν12 [(1 + s1) pν231 − (1− s2) pν221]

Kν1
1 K1µc

D123

+εµabν12 [pν121p
ν2
32K1µc + (s1p21µcp

ν2
31 + s2p31µcp

ν2
21)Kν1

1 ]
1

D123
(5.13)

and will be clear that the integral of one of these tensors is finite, namely

εµabν12t
ν12(−,+)
µc = εµabν12 [pν121p

ν2
32K1µc + (−p21µcp

ν2
31 + p31µcp

ν2
21)Kν1

1 ]
1

D123
, (5.14)

because the presence of only one factor of the vector Ki or in other words only vector three-point
integrals of power counting ω = −1 appear here. After integration, and with the help of the result

Jµ3 = −pµ21Z
(−1)
10 − pµ31Z

(−1)
01 , (5.15)

and the anti-symmetry of ε-tensor, we get the first relevant result

εµabν12T
ν12(−+)
µc = εµabν12 [pν121p

ν2
32J3µc + (−p21µcp

ν2
31 + p31µcp

ν2
21) Jν13 ] = 0. (5.16)

The other three non-zero ones, containing the log-diverging integral J̄ν13µc
responsible for the

divergent content, we present below

εµabν12T
ν12(+−)
µc = 2εµabν12

[
pν231

(
Jν13µc

+ p21µcJ
ν1
3

)
− pν221

(
Jν13µc

+ p31µcJ
ν1
3

)]
(5.17)

+
1

2

(
εµabν12p

ν2
32∆ν1

3µc
+ εµabcν1p

ν1
32Ilog

)

εµabν12T
ν12(−−)
µc = −2εµabν12p

ν2
21

(
Jν13µc

+ p31µcJ
ν1
3

)
− 1

2

(
εµabν12p

ν2
21∆ν1

3µc
+ εµabcν1p

ν1
21Ilog

)
(5.18)

εµabν12T
ν12(++)
µc = +2εµabν12p

ν2
31

(
Jν13µc

+ p21µcJ
ν1
3

)
+

1

2

(
εµabν12p

ν2
31∆ν1

3µc
+ εµabcν1p

ν1
31Ilog

)
(5.19)
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Hence the three versions will turn up each with a tensor that is shared with all rank-three
pseudo triangles using that version of the trace we define them as

c1µ123 = −εµ23ν12tν12(−+)
µ1 − εµ13ν12tν12(+−)

µ2 + εµ12ν12t
ν12(−−)
µ3 (5.20)

c2µ123 = +εµ13ν12t
ν12(−+)
µ2 − εµ12ν12tν12(++)

µ3 − εµ23ν12tν12(+−)
µ1 (5.21)

c3µ123 = −εµ12ν12tν12(−+)
µ3 − εµ23ν12tν12(−−)

µ1 − εµ13ν12tν12(++)
µ2 (5.22)

whose integrals in terms of the previous results eq.(5.16) (5.17) (5.18) (5.19) are

C1µ123 = −εµ13ν12T ν12(+−)
µ2 + εµ12ν12T

ν12(−−)
µ3 (5.23)

C2µ123 = −εµ12ν12T ν12(++)
µ3 − εµ23ν12T ν12(+−)

µ1 (5.24)

C3µ123 = −εµ23ν12T ν12(−−)
µ1 − εµ13ν12T ν12(++)

µ2 (5.25)

Here another important point to notice is that the sampling of indexes mentioned reflects in the
absence of the index µi of the vertex Γi in the T ′s of the Ci because it is present through the tensor

εµabν12T
ν12(−+)
µc in the eq.(5.16) that is finite and identically zero. This will enable us to anticipate

violations of either WIs or RAGFs.
The next step is the vanishing of rank-one odd triangles, noticed that in the last rows of eq.’s

(5.9), (5.10) and (5.11) they appear as components. It happens they all differ only by a sign and
turn out to be finite and null, as an example

tASSµi = 4iεµiν123K
ν123
123

1

D123
= 4iεµiν123p

ν2
21p

ν3
31

Kν1
1

D123
(5.26)

due to the triple contraction, therefore using (5.15)

TASSµi = 4iεµiν123p
ν2
21p

ν3
31J

ν1
3 = 0 (5.27)

and the same for

TASSµi = TSASµi = TSSAµi = TAPPµi = TPAPµi = TPPAµi = 0 (5.28)

T V SPµi = TPV Sµi = TSPVµi = T V PSµi = TSV Pµi = TPSVµi = 0 (5.29)

disappearing then from the integrated expressions.
The last feature on this web of relations is the distinguishing rank-one even triangles. Here we

need a definite example, as the V PP which is defined by

(
tV PP

)ν1
= tr [γν1S (1) γ∗S (2) γ∗S (3)] = 4 (−Kν1

1 S23 +Kν1
2 S13 −Kν1

3 S12)
1

D123
, (5.30)

as always, before the integration during the trace operation, remember the combination Sij =
Ki ·Kj −m2 was defined on eq. (4.17). Now is a direct task to see that combining the mass terms
of the eq. (5.2) to the AV V integrand with the eq. (5.9) to the first version of the trace to get as
a component sub-amplitude

sub
(
tAV Vµ123

)
1

= 4iεµ1µ2µ3ν1 (−Kν1
1 S23 +Kν1

2 S13 −Kν1
3 S12)

1

D123
= iεµ1µ2µ3ν1

(
tV PP

)ν1
(5.31)

where the pre-amplitude got the trace-version label. In the same vein then, it is easy to verify the
table (III) accounts for all other possible combinations appearing in the explicit computation.
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TABLE III: Even sub-amplitudes corresponding to the vertex configuration of the rank-three odd ones and
the version of the trace applied.

Version/Type AV V V AV V V A AAA

1 +V PP +ASP −APS −V SS
2 −SAP +PV P +PAS −SV S
3 +SPA −PSA +PPV −SSV

In other words, alongside the Ci tensor of each of the versions to each type of third-rank
amplitude, there is one even and rank-one sub-amplitude. Back to the V PP example, its integrated
form becomes

(
T V PP

)ν1
= −4 (p21 · p32) Jν13 (5.32)

+2
[(
pν131p

2
21 − pν121p

2
31

)
J3 + pν121J2 (p21)− pν132J2 (p32)

]

+2
[
P ν231 ∆ν1

ν2 + (pν121 − pν132) Ilog

]

all the others are contemplated in the useful appendix (E), which is essential to verify all the
expressions presented in the paper.

For completeness, in the first version of AV V , we note that the divergent part of the tensor

C1µ1µ2µ3 , defined in eq. (5.23), can be read off from eq.’s (5.17) and (5.18), for εµ13ν12T
ν12(+−)
µ2 and

εµ12ν12T
ν12(−−)
µ3 , as

4iC1µ1µ2µ3 = −2i
(
εµ13ν12p

ν2
32∆ν1

3µ2
+ εµ12ν12p

ν2
21∆ν1

3µ3
+ εµ123ν1 (pν121 − pν132) Ilog

)
,

in such a way when combined with the divergent part of the sub-amplitude V PP in the eq. (5.32)
above, it exactly cancels the object Ilog. Then the total divergent content will be expressed exactly
and solely in terms of surface terms

S1µ1µ2µ3 = −2i
(
εµ13ν12p

ν2
32∆ν1

3µ2
+ εµ12ν12p

ν2
21∆ν1

3µ3

)
+ 2iεµ123ν1P

ν2
31 ∆ν1

3ν2
(5.33)

hence, together with finite parts of the same eq.’s (5.17) and (5.18), the complete result assumes
the form

(
TAV Vµ123

)
1

= S1µ1µ2µ3 (5.34)

−8iεµ13ν12

[
pν231

(
Jν13µ2

+ p21µ2J
ν1
3

)
− pν221

(
Jν13µ2

+ p31µ2J
ν1
3

)]

−8iεµ12ν12p
ν2
21

(
Jν13µ3

+ p31µ3J
ν1
3

)

−4iεµ123ν1 (p21 · p32) Jν13 + 2iεµ123ν1
[(
pν131p

2
21 − pν121p

2
31

)
J3

]
(5.35)

+2iεµ123ν1 [pν121J2 (p21)− pν132J2 (p32)] .

Some statements are in order here, the exact cancellation among the divergent objects Ilog of
the common tensors and sub-amplitudes, separated from the finite integrals using the identity
(3.5), happens for all versions and all amplitudes (AV V , V AV , V V A, AAA). And the surface
terms content, S1µ1µ2µ3 , of the combined result is the same for all amplitudes, and only depends
on the version in question, this being one of the reasons we did not attach a super index to these
structures.

For later use, we must define the other two sets of surface terms appearing in versions two and
three of any amplitude

S2µ123 = −2i
(
εµ12ν12p

ν2
31∆ν1

3µ3
+ εµ23ν12p

ν2
32∆ν1

3µ1

)
+ 2iεµ123ν1P

ν2
21 ∆ν1

3ν2
(5.36)

S3µ123 = −2i
(
εµ13ν12p

ν2
31∆ν1

3µ2
− εµ23ν12pν221∆ν1

3µ1

)
+ 2iεµ123ν1P

ν2
32 ∆ν1

3ν2
(5.37)
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In summary, following strictly the same steps we have presented above, the versions of AV V
are expressed as

(
TAV Vµ123

)
1

= 4iC1µ123 + iεµ123ν1
(
T V PP

)ν1
(5.38)

(
TAV Vµ123

)
2

= 4iC2µ123 − iεµ123ν1
(
TSAP

)ν1
(5.39)

(
TAV Vµ123

)
3

= 4iC3µ123 + iεµ123ν1
(
TSPA

)ν1
(5.40)

as for V AV , V V A and AAA they have the same structure
(
TΓ1Γ2Γ3
µ123

)
i

= 4iCiµ123 ± iεµ123ν1 (Corresponding sub-amplitude)ν1

where the sub-amplitude is given by the table (III) above.
The set of surface terms Siµ1µ2µ3 defined in eq.’s (5.33), (5.36) and (5.37), pointing out again, are

functions only of the version and not of the vertex content of the diagram. Their full verification is
easily accomplished using the appendix (E) for the sub-amplitudes, where both divergent and finite
parts are expressed explicitly. This is important because the mechanism of violation of RAGFs is
thoroughly dependent on the topology and the traces of six matrices in the diagram.

The last element, that appear when investigating RAGFs, are the three-point and rank-two
amplitudes, they are finite after integrated and given by

−2mTPV Vµ23 = εµ23ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
31

(
8im2J3

)
(5.41)

2mT V PVµ13 = εµ13ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
31

(
8im2J3

)
(5.42)

2mT V V Pµ12 = εµ12ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
32

(
−8im2J3

)
, (5.43)

the signs and the mass factor are only a matter of convenience for they appear in this form in the
contractions with external momenta in the single axial triangles. To the triple axial triangle, in its
contractions with the momenta, will appear the finite triangles below

−2mTPAAµ23 = εµ23ν12p
ν2
31

[
8im2 (2Jν13 + pν121J3)

]
(5.44)

2mTAPAµ13 = εµ13ν12p
ν2
21

[
−8im2 (2Jν13 + pν131J3)

]
(5.45)

2mTAAPµ12 = εµ12ν12p
ν2
32

[
8im2 (2Jν13 + pν121J3)

]
, (5.46)

the form factors of all these tensors can be obtaining retrieving the definitions of the scalar and
vector 3pt-integrals

J3 =
i

(4π)2Z
(−1)
00 ; Jν3 = − i

(4π)2

[
pν21Z

(−1)
10 + pν31Z

(−1)
01

]

and are being explicited for future use, resorting to their value in the point qi · qj = 0

Z(−1)
rs

∣∣∣
0

= − r!s!

m2 [(r + s+ 2)!]
,

where these momenta represent all the possible difference of routings, we can display a precise low
energy behavior to these tensors

−2mTPV Vµ23

∣∣
0

=
εµ23ν12p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

(2π)2 ; 2mT V PVµ13

∣∣
0

=
εµ13ν12p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

(2π)2 ; 2mT V V Pµ12

∣∣
0

=
εµ12ν12p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

(2π)2

(5.47)
and

−2mTPAAµ23

∣∣
0

=
εµ23ν12p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

3 (2π)2 ; 2mTAPAµ13

∣∣
0

=
εµ13ν12p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

3 (2π)2 ; 2mTAAPµ12

∣∣
0

=
εµ12ν12p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

3 (2π)2 (5.48)

the consequences of these values will be determined and examined in section (5.2).
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5.1. Relations Among Green Functions and Uniqueness

Recalling the chapter two the standard procedure to obtain the RAGFs, that allows to state to
tAV Vµ123

pµ131 t
AV V
µ123 = tAVµ32 (1, 2)− tAVµ23 (2, 3)− 2mtPV Vµ23

pµ221 t
AV V
µ123 = tAVµ13 (1, 3)− tAVµ13 (2, 3)

pµ332 t
AV V
µ123 = tAVµ12 (1, 2)− tAVµ12 (1, 3)

to tV AVµ123

pµ131 t
V AV
µ123 = tAVµ23 (2, 1)− tAVµ23 (2, 3)

pµ221 t
V AV
µ123 = tAVµ31 (3, 1)− tAVµ13 (2, 3) + 2mtV PVµ13

pµ332 t
V AV
µ123 = tAVµ21 (2, 1)− tAVµ21 (3, 1)

to tV V Aµ123

pµ131 t
V V A
µ123 = tAVµ32 (1, 2)− tAVµ32 (3, 2)

pµ221 t
V V A
µ123 = tAVµ31 (3, 1)− tAVµ31 (3, 2)

pµ332 t
V V A
µ123 = tAVµ12 (1, 2)− tAVµ21 (3, 1) + 2mtV V Pµ12

to tAAAµ123

pµ131 t
AAA
µ123 = tAVµ23 (2, 1)− tAVµ32 (3, 2)− 2mtPAAµ23

pµ221 t
AAA
µ123 = tAVµ13 (1, 3)− tAVµ31 (3, 2) + 2mtAPAµ13

pµ332 t
AAA
µ123 = tAVµ21 (2, 1)− tAVµ12 (1, 3) + 2mtAAPµ12 .

The RHS of these identities show two and three-point functions, the two-point ones

tAVµij (a, b) = tr[γ∗γµiS (a) γµjS (b)] = −4iεµiµjν1ν2p
ν2
ba

Kν1
a

Dab
(5.49)

are odd tensor functions of two variables, the external and ambiguous momenta (pij , Pij). After
integration the result is proportional to the vector two-point function that has a naturally linear
dependence on the ambiguous momenta, looking at the computed expression as an example in the
section (3.3), eq. (3.23) it is straightforward to see that any of these amplitudes is a pure surface

TAVµij (a, b) = −4iεµiµjν1ν2p
ν2
baJ̄

ν1
2 (a, b) = 2iεµiµjν1ν2p

ν2
baP

ν3
ab ∆ν1

3ν3
(5.50)

with the help of the relations among the (pij , Pij) to AV V relations we obtain

TAVµ32 (1, 2)− TAVµ23 (2, 3) = −2iεµ23ν12 (pν221P
ν3
12 + pν232P

ν3
32 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
(5.51)

TAVµ13 (1, 3)− TAVµ13 (2, 3) = −2iεµ13ν12 (pν232P
ν3
32 − pν231P

ν3
31 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
(5.52)

TAVµ12 (1, 2)− TAVµ12 (1, 3) = −2iεµ12ν12 (pν231P
ν3
31 − pν221P

ν3
21 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
(5.53)

Such results could be different for the relations to the V AV , V V A, and AAA diagrams, but
turn out they are not, and in truth depend only on the vertex contraction that the reader can be
verify using the symmetry properties in the eq. (5.50), and thus will not be exhibited here.
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Before going to the calculations we must remind the reader that if the RAGF were automatically
valid, as one would be led to think because they are linear relations coming from integration, then
the choice of to get rid of the surface terms could easily determine valid all the WI, the why of
such a thing do not happen is all the specialty of these amplitudes.

As the contractions with the external momenta in the explicitly computed three rank amplitudes
are concerned, it is necessary to state that the three non-vanishing sign tensors have a set of
contraction properties, first to the momenta of each vertex one of them is null under contraction.

The finite part of the basic sign tensors on the eq.’s (5.17) (5.18) and (5.19) have a set of
contractions with the external momenta that can are obtained using the appendix (C). The finite
part of the tensors Ci can be shown to obey

pµ221C1µ123 = +εµ13ν1ν2p
ν2
32p

2
21 (Jν13 + pν121J3)− 1

2
εµ13ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
31J2 (p31)

pµ332C1µ123 = −εµ12ν1ν2pν221p
2
32J

ν1
3 +

1

2
εµ12ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
31J2 (p31)

pµ131C2µ123 = εµ23ν1ν2p
ν2
32p

2
31 (Jν13 + pν121J3)− 1

2
εµ23ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
31J2 (p21)

pµ332C2µ123 = εµ12ν1ν2p
ν2
31p

2
32J

ν1
3 +

1

2
εµ12ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
31J2 (p21)

pµ131C3µ123 = +εµ23ν1ν2p
ν2
21p

2
31J

ν1
3 −

1

2
εµ23ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
31J2 (p32)

pµ221C3µ123 = −εµ13ν1ν2pν231p
2
21J

ν1
3 −

1

2
εµ13ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
31J2 (p32)

and the contraction when the momenta being contracted matches the version

pµ131C1µ123 = εµ2µ3ν1ν2
[(
pν231p

2
21 − pν221p

2
31

)
Jν13 + pν121p

ν2
32J2 (p32)

]

+εµ2µ3ν1ν2p
ν1
21p

ν2
31

[
2m2J3 + i (4π)−2

]

pµ221C2µ123 = εµ1µ3ν1ν2
[(
pν231p

2
21 − pν221p

2
31

)
Jν13 + pν121p

ν2
32J2 (p32)

]

+εµ1µ3ν1ν2p
ν1
21p

ν2
31

[
2m2J3 + i (4π)−2

]

pµ332C3µ123 = −εµ1µ2ν1ν2
[(
pν231p

2
21 − pν221p

2
31

)
Jν13 + pν121p

ν2
32J2 (p32)

]

−εµ1µ2ν1ν2pν121p
ν2
31

[
2m2J3 + i (4π)−2

]

The equations were grouped in this way to emphasize that in each Ciµ1µ2µ3 the contraction
with the momentum corresponding to µi needs the trace of J3µν see eq. (C2), or equivalently the

reduction of Z
(0)
00 in terms of Z

(−1)
rs and Z

(0)
r , eq. (C1), where appear a momentum-independent

constant. It is essential to realize that all the previous results refer to definite relations among
finite tensors and functions obtained free from any regularization procedure.

It was basically used

ε[µ1µ3ν1ν2pijν3]J
ν1
3 = 0; ε[µaν1ν2ν3J

ν1
3µc]

= 0, (5.54)
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in order to search contractions of the J integrals with the momenta when they are not directly
available, which enable us to reduce the functions by the formulas in the appendix. As a by-
product, we get the trace of the tensor integrals, and when there are three contractions involving
the momenta and the vector integrals with the ε, such terms vanish6.

For the contractions with the set of surface terms Siµ123 , see eq.’s (5.33), (5.36) and (5.37),
must be noted that the index µi does not appear in the tensor ∆3µν , only in the ε-tensor, and thus
the contraction with the other indexes can be done directly, giving the term corresponding to the
correct difference of two point AV functions, by example

pµ221S1µ1µ2µ3 = −2ipµ221

(
εµ13ν12p

ν2
32∆ν1

3µ2
+ εµ12ν12p

ν2
21∆ν1

3µ3

)
+ 2iεµ123ν1p

µ2
21P

ν2
31 ∆ν1

3ν2

= 2iεµ13ν12 (−pν321p
ν2
32 + pν221P

ν3
31 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
, (5.55)

organizing the momenta (pij , Pij) by pij = Pir − Pjr, see the defining eq.’s (2.8) and (2.9), follows

pµ221S1µ123 = −2iεµ13ν12 (pν232P
ν3
32 − pν231P

ν3
31 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
. (5.56)

The important feature here is that the contraction with pµ131 only hits the index µ1 in the ε-tensor
letting the free indexes inside the tensors ∆3µν , however the AV functions have the indexes of its
surface terms both contracted with the momenta, thereby to switch the indexes is just a matter of
contract with that momentum and of using

εµ1µ3ν1ν2∆ν1
3µ2
− εµ1µ2ν1ν2∆ν1

3µ3
− εµ2µ3ν1ν2∆ν1

3µ1
− εµ1µ2µ3ν1∆ν1

3ν2
= −εµ1µ2µ3ν2∆ν1

3ν1
, (5.57)

plus a simple reorganization of the momenta, to reach at

pµ131S1µ123 = −2iεµ23ν12 (pν221P
ν3
12 + pν232P

ν3
32 ) ∆ν1

ν3 + 2iεµ2µ3ν2ν3p
ν2
21p

ν3
31∆ν1

3ν1
, (5.58)

the remaining contraction with pµ332 follows the example of the contraction with pµ221 , and is given
by

pµ332S1µ123 = −2iεµ12ν12 (pν231P
ν3
31 − pν221P

ν3
21 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
. (5.59)

The same phenomenon happens to the other two sets for which we quote the results

pµ131S2µ123 = −2iεµ23ν12 (pν221P
ν3
12 + pν232P

ν3
32 ) ∆ν1

3ν3

pµ221S2µ123 = −2iεµ13ν12 (pν232P
ν3
32 − pν231P

ν3
31 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
+ 2iεµ1µ3ν2ν3p

ν2
21p

ν3
31∆ν1

3ν1
(5.60)

pµ332S2µ123 = −2iεµ12ν12 (pν231P
ν3
31 − pν221P

ν3
21 ) ∆ν1

3ν3

and for S3µ1µ2µ3

pµ131S3µ123 = −2iεµ23ν12 (pν221P
ν3
12 + pν232P

ν3
32 ) ∆ν1

3ν3

pµ221S3µ123 = −2iεµ13ν12 (pν232P
ν3
32 − pν231P

ν3
31 ) ∆ν1

3ν3

pµ332S3µ123 = −2iεµ12ν12 (pν231P
ν3
31 − pν221P

ν3
21 ) ∆ν1

3ν3
− 2iεµ1µ2ν2ν3p

ν2
21p

ν3
31∆ν1

3ν1

6 A common situation is when appearing a term like, εµ1µ3ν1ν2

[
(p21 · p31) pν221 − pν231p

2
21

]
Jν13 , to find contraction with

the momentum one just use ε[µ1µ3ν1ν2p21ν3] = 0 , then multiplying by pν231p
ν3
21J

ν1
3 , and get[

εµ1µ3ν1ν2p
2
21p

ν2
31J

ν1
3 + εν3µ1µ3ν1 (p21 · p31) pν321J

ν1
3

]
= −εν2ν3µ1µ3p

ν2
31p

ν3
21 (p21ν1J

ν1
3 )

the RHS is the desired contraction, in this derivation terms like εν1ν2ν3µ1p
ν2
31p

ν3
21J

ν1
3 vanish because the number of

contraction and that the vector integral is proportional to the external momenta. Adjusting signs and indexes,
the equation is exactly the one sought.



29

Now that we have laid down the tools to analyze the integrated expression, it is an issue of
applying the devices presented until this moment to establish the contraction with the first version
of the calculated three-point diagrams, starting with the AV V

pµ131

(
TAV Vµ123

)
1

= TAVµ32 (1, 2)− TAVµ23 (2, 3)− 2mTPV Vµ23 + 2iεµ2µ3ν1ν2p
ν1
21p

ν2
31

[
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
]

pµ221

(
TAV Vµ123

)
1

= TAVµ13 (1, 3)− TAVµ13 (2, 3)

pµ332

(
TAV Vµ123

)
1

= TAVµ12 (1, 2)− TAVµ12 (1, 3)

and noticing the same additional term will appear for the corresponding version of V AV in the
contraction with the momentum pµ131

pµ131

(
T V AVµ123

)
1

= TAVµ23 (2, 1)− TAVµ23 (2, 3) + 2iεµ2µ3ν1ν2p
ν1
21p

ν2
31

(
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
)
,

as the other RAGFs will be satisfied without conditions and exactly the same thing for V V A and
AAA.

It can be of no surprise that the second and third versions of all configurations of vertexes will

show up the possibly violating factor 2iεµiµjν1ν2p
ν1
21p

ν2
31

[
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
]

in the contraction with

the momenta pµ221 and pµ332 entering in the second and third vertexes respectively.
The explicitly computed equations below subsume all the results to for the verification of the

RAGFs

qµ11

[
TΓ123
µ123

]viol

1
= +2iεµ2µ3ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

[
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
]

(5.61)

qµ22

[
TΓ123
µ123

]viol

2
= +2iεµ1µ3ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

[
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
]

(5.62)

qµ33

[
TΓ123
µ123

]viol

3
= −2iεµ1µ2ν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
32

[
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
]
, (5.63)

where we adopt the notation to the routing differences q1 = p31, q2 = p21, and q3 = p32 to mark
a convention for first, second, and third vertexes respectively, this has already appeared in the
Fig.(1) for the general diagram. Whereas the symbol Γ123 ≡ Γ1Γ2Γ3 encode all the possibilities of
combination vertexes Γi ∈ {A, V } for which the number of axial vertexes is odd. To visualize this
violation pattern, we offer the schematic graph

Γ2

Γ1
2

1

3
Γ3

qµi

i
= 2iδijεµiµjν1ν2p

ν1
21p

ν2
31

[
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
]

j

viol

FIG. 2: The violation factor of the RAGF established for the contraction with momenta qµ1

i .

Uniqueness: The other subtle point is uniqueness. Any precise and unambiguous discussion
about this point needs a concrete definition of uniqueness. Anyway, with the help of the explicit
expressions we have determined, it is established the equations

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
1
−
[
TΓ123
µ123

]
2

= +2iεµ1µ2µ3ν1p
ν1
32

(
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
)

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
1
−
[
TΓ123
µ123

]
3

= −2iεµ1µ2µ3ν1p
ν1
21

(
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
)

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
2
−
[
TΓ123
µ123

]
3

= −2iεµ1µ2µ3ν1p
ν1
31

(
∆α

3α + 2i (4π)−2
)
,
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obtained by the same means as for the momenta contractions. Uniqueness then, here, means to
us, that any possible way to compute the same expression returns the same result, in other words,
the RHS is conditioned by this definition to be zero.

Anyway, the integrands we have been treating so far are well-defined tensors and they obey
(
tΓ123
µ123

)
1

=
(
tΓ123
µ123

)
2

=
(
tΓ123
µ123

)
3
,

well, after separating two sectors, one in which physical parameters are factored out of the integrals
and another sector where it is not possible, but every integral is finite. It could seem that the above
equation should be true and independent of interpretation given to the divergent aspects, insofar as
the same values are given to the undetermined parts. Nonetheless, the sorting of indexes makes the
results to the finite parts unequal at the same time making the surface terms carry configuration
of indexes that condition the satisfaction of distinct sets of RAGF. What these features end up
showing is that if the computations furnish unique answers as we have defined, then all RAGFs
are satisfied and vice-versa.

Other identities of the Clifford algebra can lead to traces different from the one we have started
this argumentation, but it is provable they end up in linear combinations of the ones we presented.
Furthermore, in the section (5.3), it is going to become clear why the ones we chose are enough to
disentangle any feature of the anomalous odd tensor in even space-time dimensions. In particular
as the traces we employed can be linearly combined it is possible to reach the following expression
as a result to the amplitude

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{12} =

1

2

[(
TΓ123
µ123

)
1

+
(
TΓ123
µ123

)
2

]
,

and the combination 13 and 23, which violates the RAGF to the vertexes 12, 13, and 23 respec-
tively if the surface term is any other than the one producing unique amplitudes. These three
combinations in reality are enough to reproduce the computations using any substitution coded
in the identities among the antisymmetrized products, see eq.(2.5), by example, using a common
substitution like

γ∗γµiνiµi+1 = iεµiνiµi+1νγ
ν + γ∗

(
gνiµi+1γµi − gµiµi+1γνi + gµiνiγµi+1

)
,

the difference between the integrated expression and the combination
[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{i,i+1} are finite and

identically vanishing integrals, in other words, the application of the identity above or the linear
combination have equal results when integrated, without touching their surface terms. This hap-
pens to any manipulations anywhere in the string of six gamma matrices and γ∗. This proposition
is outlined in the appendix (A).

Another example, that illustrates the use of the definition of the chiral matrix as nothing special,
is the use of

γ∗γµi =
1

3!
εµiν123γ

ν123 ,

in the level of the trace, of six matrices, it produces ten terms, and the five terms different from the

use of the version i are finite integrals that happens to vanish, precisely the T
(−+)
µi in eq. (5.16),

and TASSµ amplitude, eq. (5.27). The importance of defining the version of some amplitude in
the way we did, stems from the fact they satisfy automatically the maximum possible number of
RAGFs, and we can build arbitrary linear combinations of the basic building-block versions, that
reproduce all the ones deduced in the appendix (A), exploiting the substitutions encompassed in
the formulas (2.5), and any application of Schouten identities, precisely

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} =

1

r1 + r2 + r3

3∑

i=1

ri
(
TΓ123
µ123

)
i
, (5.64)
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with their r1 + r2 + r3 6= 0, its significance is they correspond to identical integrands, but if the
surface term is forced to be zero, then all of them become distinct and violate the RAGFs by
arbitrary amounts, and as a function of the external momenta same for the WIs. It helps to
explain certain violation amounts found in the literature as in [49].

5.2. A Low Energy Theorem to the TΓ1Γ2Γ3-Triangles and its relation with the Ward
Identities

Hitherto, we have shown how the dynamic of the traces and the surface terms interfere with the
linearity of the contraction of the amplitudes with the external momenta and the uniqueness of the
perturbative expressions of the nontrivial odd tensors in this dimension. Nonetheless, a question
remains to be answered. Could one anticipate such verified properties? And are they unavoidable?
And they are, then why? To spot the two main reasons why this happens, we present a two-part
analysis of the most general tensor that can represent these amplitudes.

The cause of these phenomena start with a relation that a general tensor of rank three, that
is function of two variables, and odd parity is required to have. Adopting the momenta such as
q1 = q2 + q3, where the q2 and q3 are incoming in the vertexes Γ2 and Γ3 a q1 outgoing the vertex
Γ1, the general tensor will be expressed as

Fµ1µ2µ3 = εµ1µ2µ3ν (qν2F1 + qν3F2) + εµ1µ2ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 (q2µ3G1 + q3µ3G2) (5.65)

+εµ1µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 (q2µ2G3 + q3µ2G4) + εµ2µ3ν1ν2q

ν1
2 q

ν2
3 (q2µ1G5 + q3µ1G6) ,

that in the three contractions

qµ11 Fµ1µ2µ3 = εµ2µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 V1

qµ22 Fµ1µ2µ3 = εµ1µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 V2

qµ33 Fµ1µ2µ3 = εµ1µ2ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 V3,

can be identified three functions written exclusively as functions of the ingredients if the general
tensor, they are

V1 = −F1 + F2 + (q1 · q2)G5 + (q1 · q3)G6

V2 = −F2 + q2
2G3 + (q2 · q3)G4

V3 = −F1 + (q2 · q3)G1 + q2
3G2,

and thus, at the point qi · qj = 0, if the form factors are regular at most discontinuous, we obtain

V1 (0) = F2 − F1; V2 (0) = −F2; V3 (0) = −F1,

where the zero in our notation will always mean the point where all the bilinears are zero qi ·qj = 0,
therefore from the equations above follows

V1 (0) = V3 (0)− V2 (0) . (5.66)

These relations among the form factors have the information about the symmetry or violation
thereof, at one kinematical point, even if no particular symmetry was need to such relation. Its
satisfaction does not guarantee symmetries, that this tensor may have, in all the points, but its
violation in this point, imply the violation of symmetry anyway. The crucial feature is that if the
divergence of the axial current is connected to the pseudo-scalar density in a correlator with two
other vector currents, as by example in AV V , we have

εµ2µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 V1 (0) = −2mTPV Vµ2µ3 (0) = εµ2µ3ν1ν2q

ν1
2 q

ν2
3 ΩPV V

1 (0)
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simply reworded as V1 (0) = 1/ (2π)2 the result presented in eq. (5.47), thereby at least one of
the vector currents will be violated as the eq.(5.66) above does not allow for V2 = 0 and V3 = 0
simultaneously in this case. Nonetheless, if the vector currents are divergenceless V2 = V3 = 0,
then the parameters defining the tensor under consideration, that means, rank, parity, number of
variables, and regularity, will imply the existence of an additional term in V1 = 1/ (2π)2 +A, the
anomaly, present simply by the reason that the eq.(5.66) relating the V ’s requires it. In which case
A = −ΩPV V

1 (0), furnishing a connection between an unavoidable property of a finite amplitude
and the symmetry content of another tensor, emerges.

This is the starting point of the violation dynamics of anomalous amplitudes. If the AWI is
preserved, that means, V1 (0) = ΩPV V

1 (0) = (2π)−2, and if at the same time VWIs are preserved
V2 (0) = V3 (0) = 0, this implies an obvious violation the linear-algebra type solution (5.66), and
the immediate conclusion is that no tensor, whatever its origin, can be at the same time connected
to the finite PV V (take this as a boundary condition) and have vanishing contraction with the
momenta qµ22 and qµ33 .

On the other hand, constructing AV V such that V1 = ΩPV V
1 + Anomaly, for the function V1 to

has the necessary zero to be compatible with the VWIs. This shows that whenever the function of
the axial-vertex contraction of AV V is connected, anomalously or not, to the PV V there will be
an anomaly in at least one of the currents.

The particular ingredients of its perturbative expression fully corroborate with these assertions,
the computations cast in this contribution is one more expression of these facts. However, we will
show more, the RAGFs embodying linearity of integration furnish an exact connection among the
ultraviolet and infrared features of the amplitudes, namely

ΩPV V
1 (0) = 2i∆α

3α (5.67)

it is the condition required by linearity and equivalently by a unique expression as functions of the
internal momenta, a condition that will be detailed in the next section.

As will be demonstrated later in section (5.3) assuming the form Vi = Ωi +Ai, where the V ’s
are the result of the contraction with the momenta corresponding to the i-th vertex and the Ω’s are
the odd rank-two finite amplitudes form factors. Even to classically non-conserved vector currents
and for an amplitude with three arbitrary masses running in the loop, the A’s obey

A3 −A2 −A1 = (2π)−2 (5.68)

due to

Ω3 (0)− Ω2 (0)− Ω1 (0) = − (2π)−2 , (5.69)

always and independent of the number of axial vertexes (odd ones for sure), permutations thereof,
and the masses and if the vector currents are conserved or not. Independent of the masses is not
the claim the anomaly is independent of masses because that is known, for us, it means that even
when the finite amplitudes exhibit intricate dependency on the masses the relation they have in the
point zero is all the time incompatible with the ones required to a tensor with the characteristics
that the rank-three triangles must have, eq. (5.66), even if no divergence arises in perturbation
theory.

The last claim, implicit in the equation (5.68), only explicit the common result that when the
vector currents are preserved the value of the anomaly is unique, but even more, whatever explicit
tensor obtained via regularization, or not, violating by any quantity all the currents, it will always
obey the equation to the A’s above, that in the very end are determined by the combinations at
zero of finite functions representing the rank-two odd amplitudes.
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Another striking feature of the way we pose the matter of divergences is the fact that some
restriction over the undetermined surface terms can be anticipated only based on the characteristics
of the general form this tensor can have and its connection to the AV two-point functions via
linearity of integration. They are the theme of the next section where, in the end, the reasoning
leading the the equation (5.67) is unfolded. After that we end up showing the simple, but non-
obvious path leading to the general equation (5.69)

5.3. The RAGFs and the Kinematical Behavior of Arbitrary Amplitudes

In the section where the explicit result to the versions of the amplitudes was shown to not
automatically satisfy all their RAGFs, that means, a condition connecting the surface terms and
the finite part must be stated at least in one of the contractions with the external momenta. This
result can be established without resorting to any explicit computation, only assuming the most
general form that the undetermined part of the amplitude can assume, and studying the constraints
given by the contractions relating it to the differences of two-point AV functions.

To demonstrate such a proposition, let us lay down the most general tensor of mass dimension
one, built out of the kinematical data, the arbitrary momenta, and surface terms. First of all
the qi vectors—the kinematical data—are written as differences of the routings ki, but not the
opposite. Thus we replace the former by the latter and use, in equivalent form, the combinations
we have defined and used in this paper, Pij = ki+kj in place of ki, due to the size of the expressions.
Hence, the most general set of surface terms for the odd amplitudes is

F∆
µ123 = +εµ2µ3ν1ν2 (A11P

ν2
21 +A12P

ν2
31 +A13P

ν2
32 ) ∆ν1

3µ1

+εµ1µ3ν1ν2 (A21P
ν2
21 +A22P

ν2
31 +A23P

ν2
32 ) ∆ν1

3µ2

+εµ1µ2ν1ν2 (A31P
ν2
21 +A32P

ν2
31 +A33P

ν2
32 ) ∆ν1

3µ3

+εµ1µ2µ3ν1 (B1P
ν2
21 +B2P

ν2
31 +B3P

ν2
32 ) ∆ν1

3ν2

+εµ1µ2µ3ν1 (C1P
ν1
21 + C2P

ν1
31 + C3P

ν1
32 ) ∆ν2

3ν2
.

After contraction, we expect this tensor to be related to the two-point AV tensors, by example,
qµ22 TAV Vµ123 = TAVµ13 (1, 3)− TAVµ13 (2, 3). Those amplitudes have their indexes in the surface term both
in contracted mode and without a term like the last one, a trace of the surface term. Thus one
more property of this general tensor will be used, it has an identity that reduce the number of
linearly independent constants

εµ1µ2µ3ν1∆ν2
3ν2

= εµ1µ2µ3ν2∆ν2
3ν1
− εµ1µ2ν1ν2∆ν2

3µ3
− εµ1µ3ν1ν2∆ν2

3µ2
− εµ2µ3ν1ν2∆ν2

3µ1

using it, the most general tensor of these variables under the conditions stated become

F∆
µ123 = +εµ2µ3ν1ν2 (a11P21 + a12P31 + a13P32)ν2 ∆ν1

3µ1

+εµ1µ3ν1ν2 (a21P21 + a22P31 + a23P32)ν2 ∆ν1
3µ2

+εµ1µ2ν1ν2 (a31P21 + a32P31 + a33P32)ν2 ∆ν1
3µ3

+εµ1µ2µ3ν1 (b1P21 + b2P31 + b3P32)ν2 ∆ν1
3ν2

where the new constants are now given by aij = Aij − Cj and bi = Bi + Ci and the range of
i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

The aij and bj are twelve arbitrary constants that embody all the freedom present by such
tensor: Function of three variables, essentially the routings of the diagram, the rank, and parity of
the tensor, the power counting and mass dimension equal one. The j captures the P momenta in
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the order (P21, P31, P32), and the index i is clearly linked to the index µi that is turn is associated
with the vertex that will appear in the amplitudes TΓ123

µ123 .
Now expressing for convenience the three independent differences of two-point AV functions

(5.51),(5.52) and (5.53) as

TAV1(−)µ23
= −2iεµ23ν12 [−P ν221P

ν3
32 + P ν231 (P ν332 − P ν321 ) + P ν232P

ν3
21 ] ∆ν1

3ν3
(5.70)

TAV2(−)µ13
= −2iεµ13ν12 [+P ν221 (P ν331 − P ν332 ) + P ν231P

ν3
32 − P ν232P

ν3
31 ] ∆ν1

3ν3
(5.71)

TAV3(−)µ12
= −2iεµ12ν12 [−P ν221P

ν3
31 + P ν231P

ν3
21 + P ν232 (P ν331 − P ν321 )] ∆ν1

3ν3
, (5.72)

where the notation TAVi(−) means they came from the µi-th contraction with the corresponding
momenta.

Let us lay down the impossibility of satisfying all these relations without further conditions,
beginning with the most general tensor of surface terms F∆

µ1µ2µ3 . Contracting F∆
µ1µ2µ3 with qµ11 =

pµ131 = Pµ132 − Pµ121

pµ131F
∆
µ123 = +εµ3ν1ν2ν3 [− (a21 + a23)P ν221P

ν3
32 + a22P

ν2
31 (P ν321 − P ν332 )] ∆ν1

3µ2

+εµ2ν1ν2ν3 [− (a31 + a33)P ν221P
ν3
32 + a32P

ν2
31 (P ν321 − P ν332 )] ∆ν1

3µ3

+εµ2µ3ν1ν2 [− (a11 − b1)P ν221P
ν3
21 + (a13 − b3)P ν232P

ν3
32 ] ∆ν1

3ν3

+εµ2µ3ν1ν2 [+ (a11 + b3)P ν221P
ν3
32 − a12P

ν2
31 (P ν321 − P ν332 )] ∆ν1

3ν3

+εµ2µ3ν1ν2 [− (a13 + b1)P ν232P
ν3
21 + b2 (P ν221 − P ν232 )P ν331 ] ∆ν1

3ν3

and from the first two rows we obtain a2 = (−a23, 0, a23) and a3 = (−a33, 0, a33), the remaining
must be compared with

TAV1(−)µ32
= 2iεµ23ν12 (P ν221P

ν3
32 + P ν231 (P ν321 − P ν332 )− P ν232P

ν3
21 ) ∆ν1

3ν3

giving

a11 + b3 = 2i, a12 = −2i, a13 + b1 = 2i, b2 = 0 b3 = 2i− b1
which rephrased in vector notation the full solution is




b

a1

a2

a3


 =




b1 0 2i− b1
b1 −2i 2i− b1
−a23 0 a23

−a33 0 a33


 . (5.73)

First thing to note is the reduction from twelve parameters to just three, here the constants
{a23, a33, b1}, by requiring just one of the relations to be satisfied.

If it is asked for any other relation to be satisfied, the solution will be unique and it will have
consequences over the last one. Repeating the analysis to the contraction of F∆

µ1µ2µ3 with qµ22 =

pµ221 = Pµ232 −Pµ231 , forming the system of linear equation by comparing qµ22 F∆
µ123 with TAV2(−)µ13

follows
the complete solution for the automatic satisfaction of the RAGF born out of the contraction with
qµ22




b

a1

a2

a3


 =




0 b2 2i− b2
0 −a13 a13

2i −b2 b2 − 2i

0 −a33 a33


 . (5.74)
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The contraction with qµ33 = pµ332 = Pµ331 − Pµ321 , allows us to determine the conditions for
qµ33 F∆

µ123 = TAV3(−)µ12
, and then emerges the solution to the automatic satisfaction of the RAGF,

product of the contraction with the index and momenta of the third vertex




b

a1

a2

a3


 =




b1 2i− b1 0

a11 −a11 0

a21 −a21 0

b1 2i− b1 −2i


 . (5.75)

The intersection of the solution (5.73) and (5.74), that means, the ones that satisfies automat-
ically their RAGFs coming from the contraction with qµ11 and qµ22 , leads to a unique solution with
b1 = 0, b2 = 0, b3 = 2i and all the other coefficients determined. Putting all that values in the
tensor, we get

(
F∆
µ123

)
12

= −2i
[
εµ2µ3ν1ν2 (P ν232 − P ν231 ) ∆ν1

3µ1
+ εµ1µ3ν1ν2 (P ν221 − P ν232 ) ∆ν1

3µ2
+ εµ1µ2µ3ν1P

ν2
32 ∆ν1

3ν2

]
,

where sub-index ij in
(
F∆
µ123

)
ij

stands for the vertexes where the RAGFs are satisfied without

further assumptions.
Each of the solutions presented depends on three parameters and are compatible with one

another. However, once the coefficients are determined to the unique and unrestricted satisfaction
of two RAGFs, the third solution will always exhibit an additional term, in other words

(
F∆
µ123

)
23
6≡
(
F∆
µ123

)
13
6≡
(
F∆
µ123

)
12
.

It is an easy task to verify that the solution obtained requiring at most two RAGF satisfied
corresponds to versions of the traces computed explicitly, see (5.37),

(
F∆
µ123

)
23

= S1µ123 ;
(
F∆
µ123

)
13

= S2µ123 ;
(
F∆
µ123

)
12

= S3µ123

Owing to this behavior, whose hypotheses can be verified in the explicit computation, if desired,
it can be drawn a parallel conclusion to the one stated in the section (5.2) where the value at zero of
PV V has consequences over the symmetries, by example. Here this finite amplitude will establish
a connection between the linearity embodied in the RAGFs and the low energy behavior of the
same finite PV V , amplitude taken as example.

For such end, we have got to read this result in the light of the general form factors in the eq.
(5.65). At this point, we will take the form factors as representing only the strictly finite part of
any tensor under consideration.

Choosing the solution satisfying the RAGFs in the vertexes two and three

TΓ123
µ123 = Fµ123 + S1µ123

to any combination that the vertexes might assume, once again due to the fact the two-point
functions depend only on the vertex where we effect the contraction. Contracting with the momenta
of the respective vertexes, we obtain

qµ11 TΓ123
µ123 = TAV1(−)µ23

+ εµ2µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 (V1 + 2i∆α

3α)

qµ22 TΓ123
µ123 = TAV2(−)µ13

+ εµ1µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 V2

qµ33 TΓ123
µ123 = TAV3(−)µ12

+ εµ1µ2ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 V3,
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remember here the Vi contains only dependence on the finite parts. The trace of the surface term
must be put together with the finite part of the first contraction due to the equation obtained in
(5.58)

qµ11 S1µ123 = TAV1(−)µ23
+ εµ2µ3ν2ν3q

ν2
2 q

ν3
3

(
2i∆ν1

3ν1

)
.

Take an arbitrary sorting of vertexes that yields an odd tensor and let the Ωi represent the
scalar invariant that corresponds to the rank-two tensor obtained in the RAGF, which are finite
functions, and write the equations that signify the hypothesis of satisfaction of the RAGF

qµ11 TΓ123
µ123 = TAV1(−)µ23

+ εµ2µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 Ω1

qµ22 TΓ123
µ123 = TAV2(−)µ13

+ εµ1µ3ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 Ω2

qµ33 TΓ123
µ123 = TAV3(−)µ12

+ εµ1µ2ν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 Ω3,

then look at the deduced behavior above where it is admitted that relation two and three are
unrestricted satisfied, from there we get the final condition to our relations, namely

V1 + 2i∆α
3α = Ω1; V2 = Ω2; V3 = Ω3,

remain to observe the formulas

V1 = −F1 + F2 + q2
2G5 + q2

3G6 + (q2 · q3) (G5 +G6)

V2 = −F2 + q2
2G3 + (q2 · q3)G4

V3 = −F1 + (q2 · q3)G1 + q2
3G2,

and eliminate the Fi form factor to reach at

−q2
2 (G3 +G5) + q2

3 (G2 −G6) + (q2 · q3) (G1 −G4 −G5 −G6)

= 2i∆α
3α + Ω3 − Ω2 − Ω1

now under the condition, that the Gi functions are regular at zero7, follows the master equation

− 2i∆α
3α = Ω3 (0)− Ω2 (0)− Ω1 (0) , (5.76)

and this trivially will happen irrespective of what set of RAGF is chosen to be satisfied without
restriction, suppose one starts with a version with S2µ123 that satisfies the RAGFs in the first and
third vertex, to this tensor the term ∆α

3α will appear in

qµ22 S2µ123 = TAV2(−)µ13
+ εµ1µ3ν1ν2q

ν1
2 q

ν2
3 (2i∆α

3α) ,

a relation established in eq. (5.60), then from V1 = Ω1 and V3 = Ω3 because the RAGFs are
unrestricted by hypothesis, we exchange the F1 and F2 by Gi multiplied by bilinears plus finite
functions and then again in the point qi · qj = 0 we retrieve the previous result.

Here is important to be aware of the fact that only hypotheses were employed, a tensor that
has two RAGFs satisfied without restriction, that means connected to known differences of AV
functions and PV V /PAA-like amplitudes without further ado, and from that point on the third

7 The functions Z
(0)
nm, Z

(−1)
nm , Z

(0)
n that comprise the finite part of any of these amplitudes do not have kinematical

singularities at the point qi · qj = 0.
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is necessarily bounded by the zero value of the finite rank-two amplitude. In any case, this re-
quirements are always possible to attain in the explicit computations we have presented and shown
how.

When assessing the values of Ωi (0), see the results (5.47), ΩPV V = ΩV PV = −ΩV V P = (2π)−2,
we find out

Ω3 (0)− Ω2 (0)− Ω1 (0) = − (2π)−2 ,

notice that for the AV V , V AV , and V V A where only one axial current appears, two of the Ωi

are zero to each amplitude or more precisely the result above represents in reality three situations.
The same happens to the AAA triangle, on the other hand in the case the three contractions of
the same amplitude are related to TPAAµ23 , TAPAµ13 , TAAPµ12 , thereby it only a matter of combining

the constants cast in eq. (5.48), ΩPAA (0) = ΩAPA (0) = −ΩAAP (0) = 1
3(2π)2

, in other words

ΩAAP (0)− ΩAPA (0)− ΩPAA (0) = − (2π)−2 ,

it shows that because the differences of AV structures depend only on the contraction with the
momenta, eq.’s(5.51, 5.52 and 5.53), they are common to all cases analyzed, but as the correlators
with the P density are finite but distinct, it could be (very unlikely) that distinct diagrams would
require different numerical values to the surface term, notwithstanding what we get is

RAGF⇔ ∆α
3α = − i

2 (2π)2 ,

always, and to amplitudes where three distinct masses run in the internal lines, in that case, the
vector currents are not classically conserved, the constrain remains the same.

To see this, let us consider, as an example, that three arbitrary masses run in the inner lines
of the amplitude AV V , where the indexes of the propagators now account for the masses too,
S (a) =

(
/Ka −ma

)−1
, and then the standard identity /pij = S−1 (i) − S−1 (j) + (mi −mj) is

applied to derive the relations

pµ131 t
AV V
µ123 = tAVµ32 (1, 2)− tAVµ23 (2, 3)− (m1 +m3) tPV Vµ23

pµ221 t
AV V
µ123 = tAVµ13 (1, 3)− tAVµ13 (2, 3) + (m2 −m1) tASVµ13

pµ332 t
AV V
µ123 = tAVµ12 (1, 2)− tAVµ12 (1, 3) + (m3 −m2) tAV Sµ12 ,

now the vector currents aren’t conserved, however the ASV , AV S, and PV V of arbitrary masses
will not comply with the eq. (5.66), repeated here for clarity of the arguments, V3 (0) − V2 (0) −
V1 (0) = 0.

Taking the integrals of the three-point rank-two finite amplitudes, we get

TPV Vµ23 = εµ23ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
32

[
(m1 −m2)Z

(−1)
10 + (m1 −m3)Z

(−1)
01 −m1Z

(−1)
00

]

TASVµ13 = εµ13ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
32

[
(m1 +m2)Z

(−1)
10 + (m1 +m3)Z

(−1)
01 −m1Z

(−1)
00

]

TAV Sµ12 = εµ12ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
32

[
(m2 −m1)Z

(−1)
10 − (m3 +m1)Z

(−1)
01 +m1Z

(−1)
00

]
,

identifying the form factor through

εµ23ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
32ΩPV V

1 = − (m1 +m3)TPV Vµ23

εµ13ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
32ΩASV

2 = + (m2 −m1)TASVµ13

εµ12ν12p
ν1
21p

ν2
32ΩAV S

3 = + (m3 −m2)TAV Sµ12 ,
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and combining them as dictated by eq. (5.66), we have

−
(
ΩAV S

3 − ΩASV
2 − ΩPV V

1

)
=

1

2π2

[(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
Z

(−1)
10 +

(
m2

1 −m2
3

)
Z

(−1)
01 −m2

1Z
(−1)
00

]
(5.77)

in the kinematical limit qi · qj = 0, follows

(
ΩAV S

3 − ΩASV
2 − ΩPV V

1

)
(0) = − (2π)−2 , (5.78)

since in the definition for distinct masses we have8 Q (0) =
(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
x1 +

(
m2

1 −m2
3

)
x2 −m2

1,
hence

[(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
Z

(−1)
10 +

(
m2

1 −m2
3

)
Z

(−1)
01 −m2

1Z
(−1)
00

]
qi·qj=0

= 1/2,

the integrals with distinct masses are more laborious, but this result can be obtained by integrating
until the end all these functions in the limit under consideration.

What this says is that the kinematical limits of all rank-two odd and finite amplitudes are not
compatible with the satisfaction of all Ward identities as already noted in the 2D-AV amplitude.
This is independent of divergences or the particular aspects of perturbative solutions9, even if a
solution coming from a divergent-free formalism were provided, but their contractions would have
to be related to the finite tensors we have described, there should be an anomaly.

5.4. Parameter Landscape of the Violations10 and Commentary

From the consequences derived in the last section, we see that if the value attributed to our
tensors is done in a form that obeys the linearity of integration, then the surface term present
in their perturbative expressions must be non-zero. Since its coefficients are not combinations of
only physical momenta, therefore choices must be made. As the choice dictates the symmetry and
vice-versa, we could be guided by them.

Talking about choices, by example, the eventual role of a regularization argument in our strategy
could be summarized schematically as: Consider a regularization obeying limΛ→∞G

(
Λi, k

2
)

= 1,
thus it yields tensors that are immune to the Dirac traces,

lim
Λ→∞

∫
d4k

(2π)4G
(
Λi, k

2
) (
tΓ123
µ123

)
r

= lim
Λ→∞

∫
d4k

(2π)4G
(
Λi, k

2
) (
tΓ123
µ123

)
s
,

if and only if ∆3µν = −igµν/2 (4π)2.

But, if in the process we get ∆3µν = 0, then the linearity is violated by qµii
[
TΓ123
µ123

]viol

i
=

± (2π)−2 εµkµlν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 , see these results in the eq.’s (5.61), the sign is negative for i = 1, 2 and

positive for i = 3, plus we arrange the terms with k < l. What comes next is independent of this
type of arguments, one example of rules to achieve this is saw in [50].

8 To arbitrary masses, the Feynman polynomial for the function involved in this derivation, reads

Q = q21x1 (1 − x1) + q22x2 (1 − x2) − 2q1 · q2x1x2 +
(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
x1 +

(
m2

1 −m2
3

)
x2 −m2

1

and

Z(−1)
rs =

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ 1−x1

0

dx2
xr1x

s
2

Q (q2i ,m
2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3)

9 With the exception these finite functions are perturbative solutions
10 Throughout this section we factored out the three-point rank-two finite amplitudes from the discussion.
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Therefore, combining arbitrarily, and before integration, the versions that saves the maximum
number of RAGFs, observe that is clear in this point this claim can be stated independent of Dirac
traces computation, we have

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} =

1

R

{
r1

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
1

+ r2

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
2

+ r3

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
3

}
(5.79)

R = r1 + r2 + r3 6= 0,

and as, the derivations about uniqueness in the end of section (5.1) showed, they are identically
equal before integration, but when ∆3µν = 0, they become an infinity set of different tensors,
obtained by the same rules from the same integrand. For zero surface term, their symmetry
violations are

qµ11

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} ∼ −

r1

R

1

(2π)2 ; qµ22

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} ∼ −

r2

R

1

(2π)2 ; qµ33

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} ∼

r3

R

1

(2π)2

and satisfies the equation determined to its anomalies, A3 − A2 − A1 = (2π)−2, since the basic
versions satisfies it.

If the surface term is considered an arbitrary parameter, any result and why they are such
ones derives systematically from our strategy. Take the surface term determined by an arbitrary
constant c1, see below, that is equal one for the satisfaction of RAGFs, or zero for the momentum-
space translational invariance. Parametrize the internal lines chosing any of the sums Pij = ki+kj ,
since any other is determined by the differences equal to the external momenta,

P31 = c2q2 + c3q3 → P21 = c2q2 + (c3 − 1) q3; P32 = (c2 + 1) q2 + c3q3,

and ∆3µ1µ2 = c1

[
−i/2 (4π)2

]
gµ1µ2 . (5.80)

the AV structures, see the derivations of section (5.1) and eq’.s (5.51, 5.52, and 5.53), assume the
value

TAV1(−)µ23
=
c1 (c3 − c2 − 2)

4 (2π)2 ; TAV2(−)µ13
= −c1 (c3 + 1)

4 (2π)2 ; TAV3(−)µ12
= −c1 (c2 − 1)

4 (2π)2 , (5.81)

and the basic violations of the RAGFs, eq’.s (5.61), turn into

qµ11

[
TΓ123
µ123

]ragf

1
=

(c1 − 1)

(2π)2 ; qµ22

[
TΓ123
µ123

]ragf

2
=

(c1 − 1)

(2π)2 ; qµ33

[
TΓ123
µ123

]ragf

3
= −(c1 − 1)

(2π)2 , (5.82)

all the terms are multiplied by the adequate tensor, εµiµjν1ν2q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 with i < j.

Therefore, this is enough to get the total set of possible values to the contractions of the
expression of the basic versions, with the caveat that only the contraction where both the AV ’s
and the term that break of linearity appear are the i-th version with qµii , to the i-th version a
contraction with qj , j 6= i, only the AV ’s contributes. The arbitrary linear combination of the
versions will assume the form

qµ11

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} =

1

(2π)2

{
r1 (c1 − 1)

R
+

1

4
c1 (c3 − c2 − 2)

}
(5.83)

qµ22

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} =

1

(2π)2

{
r2 (c1 − 1)

R
− 1

4
c1 (c3 + 1)

}

qµ33

[
TΓ123
µ123

]
{r1r2r3} =

1

(2π)2

{
−r3 (c1 − 1)

R
− 1

4
c1 (c2 − 1)

}
,
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where in the first terms we have the contributions associated to the unique perspective, as we
posed, as the second ones representing routing choice. Showing that the number of independent
parameter is two

A = −1

4
c1 (c3 + 1) +

r2

R
(c1 − 1) (5.84)

B = −1

4
c1 (c2 − 1)− r3

R
(c1 − 1) (5.85)

because the first line is simply

B −A− 4 =
1

4
c1 (c3 − c2 − 2) +

r1

R
(c1 − 1) , (5.86)

since, as we deduced in the former sections, when two violations are given, no matter the path
leading to them, a third is determined without ambiguity of any nature.

If c1 = 1, there is no dependence in ri, we have the unique solution that satisfies linearity but
is momenta ambiguous. However, if c1 = 0 will be no dependence in c2 and c3, that account for
the internal momenta ambiguities. This is the full range of possibilities and they comply with
the constraint determined only by utilizing finite integrals, eq. (5.68) for the eventual arbitray
anomalies. The crossed diagrams work in the same form, and just add more parameters to the
discussion, the break of linearity, ambiguities, and unavoidable violation of symmetries in the way
we have described is independent of this feature.

The divergent character of the perturbative amplitudes is not the determining factor of the
anomaly phenomena, but yes, it plays a role. The crucial factor is the kinematical behavior
of finite, and as such independent of interpretation, functions that code the amplitudes for the
pseudo-scalar density. Not demonstrated here is that this aspect gets mutated, in the massless
limit, in the values to the residue of poles of the form factors, form factors that are regular in the
massive case.

Breaking linearity has a function in the divergent amplitudes that corroborates, and should be,
with the finite PV n amplitude in dimension d = 2n. As implicitly said, it rises from the situation
where integrating zero we obtain a non-zero result. To begin with, the unique surface-term value
will guarantee the following identity

(εµ5123K
µ5
1 K1µ4 + εµ4512K

µ5
1 K1µ3 + εµ3451K

µ5
1 K1µ2 + εµ2345K

µ5
1 K1µ1)

1

D123
+

+ εµ1234
1

D23
+ εµ1234

m2

D123
= 0, (5.87)

in four dimensions. That formula comes from the fact that ε[µ1234K1µ5] = 0, that was multiplied
by Kµ5

1 /D123, and used K2
1 = D1 +m2, it is a Schouten identity to the integrand of bare Feynman

integral J̄3µν . The critical step arises when we separate, without commitment with a particular
interpretation to the divergences, the finite and divergent parts,

J̄2 (2, 3) = J2 (p32) + Ilog

J3 (1, 2, 3) = J3 (p21, p31)

J̄3µν (1, 2, 3) = J3µν (p21, p31) + (∆3µν + gµνIlog) /4

and recombine them by means of ε[µ1235∆µ5
3µ5] = 0 and ε[µ1235J

µ5
3µ5] = 0. Thus, although the identity

for the surface term is consistent to any value, constrained only by ∆3µν =
[
gαβ∆3αβ

]
/4, the
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same is not true to the bare integral J̄3µν , after followed the steps indicated, the linearity-breaking
phenomena arrive,

Eq. for J̄3µν above→ −1

4
εµ1234

[
∆µ5

3µ5
+ 2i/ (4π)2

]
= 0, (5.88)

in other words, as a part of the Feynman integrals the mere satisfaction of the Schouten identity,
which implies ∆3µν =

[
gαβ∆3αβ

]
/4, is not enough to make it valid when the full integrals are

brought into light. We have used, see eq. (C2) in the appendix easily obtained with the formulas
present there, the result

gαβJ3αβ = m2J3 + J2 (p32) +
i

2 (4π)2 , (5.89)

hence, the identity is respected only and only if

∆µ5
3µ5

= −2i/ (4π)2 , (5.90)

derived without ever manipulating a divergent integral.
We want to mention here the mere violation by an evanescent term as occur in dimensional

methods11, does not spoils the paradigm of linearity breaking, the finite value we are demonstrating
to be necessary is not a function of dimension and in truth it correponds to the low-energy limit
of the integral J3, it can not be nullifyed in any limit and if not adopted violates the linearity and
uniqueness of the perturbative amplitudes.

There is no more space to show the clear effect of what we claimed here, but as a title of
comment, when one tries to establish the RAGF in the explicit traces, take by example the first
version, before integration, for the contractions p21 and p32 no question arises, it is as if no trace
need to be explicited at all, the startling thing is that in the contraction with p31 it is possible
to organize the integrand in such a way the RAGF follows from the identity that we started this
final discussion. Thereby, the condition to the validity of RAGFs is the validity, in general, of the
vanishing of a total antisymmetric tensor of rank five or bigger, independent of its nature.

6. SIX DIMENSIONAL BOX AMPLITUDE AV V V

To complete our line of reasoning, let us make an exercise of our notation in two versions of the
AV V V box. The sub-amplitudes for this tensor in six dimensions require vertexes not present in
the model, the tensor and pseudo-tensor vertexes

T = γ[α12] =
1

2
[γα1 , γα2 ] ; and T̃ = γ∗γ[α12].

Making the choices Γ1 = γ∗γµ1 and Γi = γµi for i = 2, 3, 4, and keeping the non-zero terms we
have

tAV V Vµ1234 = Kν1234
1234 tr(γ∗µ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3µ4ν4)

1

D1234

+m2tr(γ∗µ1µ2µ3µ4ν1ν2) (−Kν12
12 +Kν12

13 −Kν12
14 −Kν12

23 +Kν12
24 −Kν12

34 )
1

D1234
.

11 See [51][52] for this type of view in traditional approaches.
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This tensor satisfies a class of relations, its RAGF, through the standard procedure outline in
section (2)

pµ221 t
AV V V
µ1234 = tAV Vµ134 (1, 3, 4)− tAV Vµ134 (2, 3, 4)

pµ332 t
AV V V
µ1234 = tAV Vµ124 (1, 2, 4)− tAV Vµ124 (1, 3, 4)

pµ443 t
AV V V
µ1234 = tAV Vµ123 (1, 2, 3)− tAV Vµ123 (1, 2, 4)

pµ141 t
AV V V
µ1234 = tAV Vµ423 (1, 2, 3)− tAV Vµ234 (2, 3, 4)− 2mtPV V Vµ234 .

The integrated three point functions assume the setting

TAV Vµ1µ2µ3 (i, j, l) =
4

3
εµ123ν123p

ν2
ji p

ν3
li (Pij + Pil + Pjl)

ν4 ∆ν1
ν4 (6.1)

and the finite box arising from the contraction with axial-vertex momentum is

TPV V Vµ234 = −8mεµ234ν123p
ν1
21p

ν2
32p

ν3
42J4, (6.2)

where J4 has the property

J4

(
p2
ij = 0

)
= − i

3! (4π)3m2
.

To start with, one can use the general formula in the dimension d = 2n, to the string of 2n+ 2
gamma matrices plus γ∗ using the definition, as follows

tr(γ∗γa1a2···a2n+1a2n+2) = tr (12n×2n) i3n−1
2n+1∑

k=1

2n+2∑

j=k+1

(−1)j+k+1 gakajεa1···âk···âj ···(2n+2),

where the hat means omission of that indexes, the formula was indexed in such a way to facilitate
its use by means of substitutions, effectively encompassing all the results present in this paper.
The first version, that comes from the substitution adjacent to the matrix γµ1 , is obtained through
the choices of n = 3 and the sequence a1a2 · · · a8 as µ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3µ4ν4.

First Version: The sign tensors came from the first four rows of the trace of eight matrices
below

1

8
Kν1234

1234 tr(γ∗γµ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3µ4ν4)

= −εµ2µ3µ4ν123 [Kν123
234 K1µ1 −Kν123

134 K2µ1 +Kν123
124 K3µ1 −Kν123

123 K4µ1 ]

−εµ1µ3µ4ν123 [Kν123
234 K1µ2 +Kν123

134 K2µ2 −Kν123
124 K3µ2 +Kν123

123 K4µ2 ]

+εµ1µ2µ4ν123 [Kν123
234 K1µ3 −Kν123

134 K2µ3 −Kν123
124 K3µ3 +Kν123

123 K4µ3 ]

−εµ1µ2µ3ν123 [Kν123
234 K1µ4 −Kν123

134 K2µ4 +Kν123
124 K3µ4 +Kν123

123 K4µ4 ]

+εµ1µ2µ3µ4ν1ν2 [Kν12
34 (K1 ·K2)−Kν12

24 (K1 ·K3) +Kν12
23 (K1 ·K4)]

+εµ1µ2µ3µ4ν1ν2 [Kν12
14 (K2 ·K3)−Kν12

13 (K2 ·K4) +Kν12
12 (K3 ·K4)]

+ [gµ1µ2εµ3µ4ν1ν2ν3ν4 − gµ1µ3εµ2µ4ν1ν2ν3ν4 + gµ1µ4εµ2µ3ν1ν2ν3ν4 ]Kν1234
1234

+ [gµ2µ3εµ1µ4ν1ν2ν3ν4 − gµ2µ4εµ1µ3ν1ν2ν3ν4 + gµ3µ4εµ1µ2ν1ν2ν3ν4 ]Kν1234
1234 ,

the general form of that tensors is given by

εµabcν123t
(s1s2s3)ν123
µd

= εµabcν123 [K1µdK
ν123
234 + s1K2µdK

ν123
134 + s2K3µdK

ν123
124 + s3K4µdK

ν123
123 ]

1

D1234
,
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and their integrals, following our procedure, are

εµabcν123T
(s1s2s3)ν123
µd

= (1 + s1) εµabcν123p
ν2
31p

ν3
41

(
Jν14µd

+ p21µdJ
ν1
4

)

− (1− s2) εµabcν123p
ν2
21p

ν3
41

(
Jν14µd

+ p31µdJ
ν1
4

)

+ (1 + s3) εµabcν123p
ν2
21p

ν3
31

(
Jν14µd

+ p41µdJ
ν1
4

)

+
1

6
εµabcν123 [(1 + s1) pν231p

ν3
41 − (1− s2) pν221p

ν3
41 + (1 + s3) pν221p

ν3
31] ∆ν1

4µd

+
1

6
εµabcdν12 [(1 + s1) pν131p

ν2
41 − (1− s2) pν121p

ν2
41 + (1 + s3) pν121p

ν2
31] Ilog,

a general property to note is that one of the tensors is finite and zero

εµabcν123T
(−+−)ν123
µd

= 0,

and as always some odd and rank-two sub-amplitudes are finite and vanishing, all equal to ±TAV PPµν ,

as in 4D is the case of the TASSµ like terms.
To the first version, we obtain the result

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
1

= −8εµ134ν123T
(+−+)ν123
µ2 +8εµ124ν123T

(−−+)ν123
µ3 −8εµ123ν123T

(−++)ν123
µ4 − 1

2
ε ν12
µ1234 T T̃ PPPν12 ,

where the sub-amplitude, resulting of sum of the bilinear terms above with the mass terms, coming
from the trace tr(γ∗γµ1234ν12) = 8εµ1234ν12 , has the integrand

1

2
ε ν12
µ1234 tT̃ PPPν12 = +8εµ1234ν12 [−Kν12

12 S34 +Kν12
13 S24 −Kν12

14 S23]
1

D1234

+8εµ1234ν12 [−Kν12
23 S14 +Kν12

24 S13 −Kν12
34 S12]

1

D1234
,

its finite part is given by

−1

2
ε ν12
µ1234 T T̃ PPPν12 = 8εµ1234ν12 [(p31 · p43) pν221 − (p21 · p42) pν231 + (p21 · p32) pν241] Jν14

+4εµ1234ν12
(
pν121p

ν2
41p

2
31 − pν131p

ν2
41p

2
21 − pν121p

ν2
31p

2
41

)
J4

+4εµ1234ν12 [2pν243J
ν1
3 (p31, p41) + pν131p

ν2
41J3 (p31, p41)]

+4εµ1234ν12 [2pν221J
ν1
3 (p21, p41)− pν121p

ν2
41J3 (p21, p41)]

+4εµ1234ν12 [pν132p
ν2
43J3 (p32, p42) + pν121p

ν2
31J3 (p21, p31)] ,

note the fact that this vertex is a pseudo-tensor one, as we anticipated. Gathering all the divergent
objects that appear in the sub-structure and the combination of sign tensors, we get the set of
surface terms

S1µ1234 = −8

3

[
εµ134ν123p

ν2
32p

ν3
42∆ν1

4µ2
+ εµ124ν123p

ν2
21p

ν3
43∆ν1

4µ3
+ εµ123ν123p

ν2
21p

ν3
31∆ν1

4µ4

]

−8

6
εµ1234ν12 [pν243 (P13 + P34 + P14)ν4 + pν221 (P12 + P24 + P14)ν4 ] ∆ν1

4ν4

meanwhile the irreducible object cancels exactly. With the tools, we have been using up to now,
these results are a quite direct, but a long, task.

Second Version: Without any new protocol, only computing the trace with the definition of
γ∗ in the right or left of γµ2 , and following exactly the same steps for two, four, and that first case
in six dimensions, we have the formula

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
2

= −8εµ234ν123T
(+−+)ν123
µ1 −8εµ124ν123T

(++−)ν123
µ3 +8εµ123ν123T

(+−−)ν123
µ4 − 1

2
ε ν12
µ1234 TSTPPν1ν2 ,



44

here the sub-amplitude is STPP , where we see another vertex a two-rank tensor one, its finite
part is

−1

2
ε ν12
µ1234 TSTPPν1ν2

= 8εµ1234ν12 [− (p41 · p43) pν221 + (p41 · p42) pν231 − (p31 · p32) pν241] Jν14

+4εµ1234ν12
[
pν131p

ν2
43p

2
21 − pν121p

ν2
42p

2
31 + pν121p

ν2
32p

2
41 − 4m2pν132p

ν2
42

]
J4

+8εµ1234ν12 [pν241J
ν1
3 (p21, p41)− pν232J

ν1
3 (p21, p31)]− 4εµ1234ν12p

ν1
32p

ν2
43J3 (p42, p43)

+4εµ1234ν12 [−pν131p
ν2
43J3 (p31, p41) + pν121p

ν2
42J3 (p21, p41)− pν121p

ν2
32J3 (p21, p31)] .

The divergent terms are summed between the two sectors, and provide us with

S2µ1234 = +
8

3

[
−εµ234ν123pν232p

ν3
43∆ν1

4µ1
− εµ124ν123pν231p

ν3
41∆ν1

4µ3
+ εµ123ν123p

ν2
32p

ν3
41∆ν1

4µ4

]

+
8

3
εµ1234ν12 [(kν31 + kν32 + kν33 ) pν232 − (kν31 + kν32 + kν34 ) pν241] ∆ν1

4ν3
,

owing this elements the computations follow in the same vein as the first version and all the other
scenarios we presented.

6.1. RAGF, Linearity and Uniqueness

RAGF: First Version. For the contraction associated to the first vector vertex, the divergent
terms obey

pµ221

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
1

= TAV Vµ1µ3µ4 (1, 3, 4)− TAV Vµ1µ3µ4 (2, 3, 4) ,

and to the finite part, it is necessary to use identities12 to exchange the position of indexes as done

in 4D and the results in the appendix (D), to determine that it obeys pµ221

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)finite

1
= 0, and

it is quite direct to verify that the part of the surface terms comply exactly with

pµ332

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
1

= TAV Vµ1µ2µ4 (1, 2, 4)− TAV Vµ1µ2µ4 (1, 3, 4)

pµ443

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
1

= TAV Vµ1µ2µ3 (1, 2, 3)− TAV Vµ1µ2µ3 (1, 2, 4) .

For the contraction with the momentum corresponding to the axial vertex, we must find among
other things the expression

TAV Vµ4µ2µ3 (1, 2, 3)− TAV Vµ2µ3µ4 (2, 3, 4) =
8

6
εµ234ν123p

ν2
32 [2pν321p

ν4
41 − pν341 (P23 + P24 + P43)ν4 ] ∆ν1

4ν4
, (6.3)

but in the contraction of the computed four-point function, as expected, we must use

pν221p
ν3
31p

ν4
41

[
−εµ34ν1234∆ν1

4µ2
+ εµ24ν1234∆ν1

4µ3
− εµ23ν1234∆ν1

4µ4

]

= −εµ234ν234pν441p
ν2
32p

ν3
42∆ρ

4ρ + εµ234ν123 [−pν341p
ν2
32p

ν4
42 + pν341p

ν2
42p

ν4
32 + pν232p

ν3
42p

ν4
41] ∆ν1

4ν4
,

12 One exemple is

εµ134ν123

[
pν231p

ν3
41p

2
21 − (p21 · p41) pν321p

ν2
31 + (p21 · p31) pν321p

ν2
41

]
Jν14 = εµ134ν234p

ν2
31p

ν3
41p

ν4
21 (p21ν1J

ν1
4 )
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that after added to the other terms of the expression, with some trivial algebraic manipulations to
find the configuration of Pij in the expression of the AV V parts, we find out

pµ141

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
1

= TAV Vµ4µ2µ3 (1, 2, 3)− TAV Vµ2µ3µ4 (2, 3, 4) +
8

3
εµ234ν234p

ν4
41p

ν2
32p

ν3
42∆ρ

4ρ,

where we see an additional term depending on the external momenta and the surface’s term trace.
On the other hand, to the finite part we use using the identity13 ε[µ34ν1234J

ν1
4µ2] = 0 to exchange

indexes in search of contractions with the momenta, in addition to14 ε[µ234ν123p41ν4]J
ν1
4 , and the

reductions of the six dimensional basic finite functions, we reach at the finite part of the contraction.
Summing up both parts the total amplitude obeys

pµ141

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
1

= −2mTPV V Vµ234 + TAV Vµ4µ2µ3 (1, 2, 3)− TAV Vµ2µ3µ4 (2, 3, 4)

+
8

3
εµ234ν123p

ν1
21p

ν2
31p

ν3
41

[
∆ρ

4ρ + i (4π)−3
]
.

RAGF: Second Version
The pattern is the same, the conditioning term for the satisfaction of the relations appears in

the second vertex, and the three other are found without restriction, for this reason we only list
the conditioned one

pµ221

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
2

= TAV Vµ134 (1, 3, 4)− TAV Vµ134 (2, 3, 4) +
8

3
εµ134ν123p

ν1
21p

ν2
31p

ν3
41

[
∆ρ

4ρ + i (4π)−3
]
.

For the uniqueness, we subtract the expressions and using the same manipulations for the
RAGFs and get

(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
1
−
(
TAV V Vµ1234

)
2

= −8

3
εµ1234ν12p

ν1
32p

ν2
43

[
∆ρ

4ρ +
i

(4π)3

]
.

Showing once more that connection among linearity and uniqueness in the sense we have posed it,
different formulae to the traces do not deliver identical tensor and their equivalence depends on
the value of surface term. These results are interrelated to a low energy theorem, or the behavior
of the TPV V Vµ234 amplitude for all bilinears set to zero.

2mTPV V Vµ234 =
8i

3 (4π)3 εµ234ν123p
ν1
21p

ν2
32p

ν3
42 6= 0

Adopting q1 = q2 + q3 + q4, where q2, q3, q4 the incoming momenta and q1 is outgoing, as in
4D. The tensor casting the properties of the AV V V box will be given by

Fµ1234 = εµ1234ν12q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 F1 + εµ1234ν12q

ν1
2 q

ν2
4 F2 + εµ1234ν12q

ν1
3 q

ν2
4 F3

+εµ234ν123q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 q

ν3
4 [q2µ1G1 + q3µ1G2 + q4µ1G3]

+εµ134ν123q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 q

ν3
4 [q2µ2G4 + q3µ2G5 + q4µ2G6]

+εµ124ν123q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 q

ν3
4 [q2µ3G7 + q3µ3G8 + q4µ3G9]

+εµ123ν123q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 q

ν3
4 [q2µ4G10 + q3µ4G11 + q4µ4G12] ,

13 The specific substitution necessary is

εµ34ν1234J
ν1
4µ2

− εµ24ν1234J
ν1
4µ3

+ εµ23ν1234J
ν1
4µ4

= −εµ234ν123J
ν1
4ν4

+ εµ234ν124J
ν1
4ν3

− εµ234ν134J
ν1
4ν2

+ εµ234ν234J
ν1
4ν1

14 When multiplied by pν221p
ν3
31p

ν4
41J

ν1
4 the desired result takes the form of

εµ234ν123

[
pν221p

ν3
31p

2
41 − (p41 · p31) pν221p

ν3
41 + (p41 · p21) pν231p

ν3
41

]
Jν14 = εµ234ν234p

ν2
21p

ν3
31p

ν4
41 [p41ν1J

ν1
4 ] .
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and then the four contractions qµii Fµ1234 = εµ1···ı̂···4ν123q
ν1
2 q

ν2
3 q

ν3
4 Vi, the hat means to suppress that

index, they allow to trace the following fact, in the point qi · qj = 0, it is straightforward to obtain
V1 (0) + V2 (0) − V3 (0) + V4 (0) = 0. Then, what we have independent of the consistency of the
method or manipulations is that if the WI built out of divergence of the axial current is satisfied
or not, we have

V1 (0) = ΩPV V V (0) 6= 0,

hence there are vector vertexes where the WIs are not satisfied, and vice-versa, if the vector currents
are conserved the axial must not be due to

V1 (0) + ΩPV V V (0) +A = 0,

and the series of propositions derived for 4D, in sections (5.2 and 5.3), follow here by analogous
constructions, that we see as unnecessary, it would connect the consequences of kinematical prop-
erties of finite functions to the obstructions, inconsistencies, linearity violation, lack of uniqueness,
and all that. The value of the investigation proposed here is that this results are the same in all
dimensions.

7. FINAL REMARKS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this study, a detailed probe of a significant number of pseudo-tensor diagrams that correspond
to anomalous amplitudes in two, four, and six dimensions is performed, following a strategy to cope
with the divergences introduced in the thesis of O.A. Battistel [25]. Using the idea that is possible
to separate in two sets the integrand of an arbitrary perturbative amplitude using systematically
an identity that localizes the divergent parts in a set where the physical parameters, masses, and
momenta, can be factored out of the integrals and other where only finite integrals reside and are
freely integrated.

This procedure is applied to the bubbles, triangles, and box, enabling us to write down any
expression as a sum of standard tensors, that is comprised of what we have called sign tensors, and
another amplitude, of parity even, formed by vertexes of the same nature the main amplitude is
composed. In four dimensions, for example, we get schematically

(
TΓ1Γ2Γ3
µ123

)
i

= 4iCiµ123 ± iεµ123ν1 (Corresponding sub-amplitude)ν1 .

Thus, after splitting off and organizing the divergent parts, without further action, the finite ones

are integrated. In this point, summing up these two parts, the scalar objects I
(2n)
log exactly cancel

in all cases, letting the final result as a sum of finite tensors and surface terms, ∆2n
n+1;µ12

, as defined
along this work. Such recipe crucially relies on the principle that it is possible to write the integral
of a sum as the sum of their integrals the linearity of integration.

The role of this aspect as a fundamental element in this discussion then emerges, writing in 4D
three equations qµii T

Γ123
µ123 = TAV(−)i + εµabν12q

ν1
2 q

ν2
3 Ωi for the RAGFs, it follows that, if the vanishing

of the AV or their difference, in that equations were a possibility, then that would allow the
vector and partial axial symmetry to be true. Such hope could be based on the fact that if these
structures were only functions of routing differences, then using the charge conjugation matrix,
CγµC

−1 = −γTµ , the properties of the spinor-propagators, and traces, it would be possible to

prove that TAVµν (p) = −TAVµν (p), or that they are vanishing. To have this property means to have
translational invariance or translational invariance in momentum-space, but computations reveal
that such structures, in principle, depend on the unphysical and arbitrary sum of routings and are
proportional to a surface term, TAV ∼ εαµν1ν2p

ν1
ij P

ν3
ji ∆ν2

ν3 , that violates the mentioned symmetry
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in momentum space. Well a partial solution is to make the surface term zero, and we are back in
the symmetric scenario, routing invariance.

Nevertheless, as demonstrated in section (5.2), regarding low-energy theorems, a tensor with
the characteristics of AV V , for example, a function of the differences among the routings related
by contraction to the well-defined tensor PV V , must satisfy, in this case, pµ131T

AV V
µ123

∣∣
0

= 0 6=
−2mTPV Vµ23

∣∣
0
, what is impossible. At this point, anyone should notice that the satisfaction of the

RAGF, or linearity, can not be satisfied for any value of the surface term, in particular, not for
vanishing value.

Therefore, the next step is to consider that the undetermined content of all the tensors we
investigated are always combinations of routings, surface terms, and the ε-tensor. With these
assumptions in mind, in the form of hypotheses, plus the known RHS of the relations, the AV -
part, we lay down, in definitive: it is impossible without additional conditions to satisfy all the
RAGF, in other words, they are not valid for any value of the surface term, a result developed
in the section (5.3). Beyond this, the obligation to satisfy all of them, the RAGFs, makes the
kinematical property, at zero, of the PV V , the value and the reason why the surface term can
not be vanishing, see eq. (5.76).For this reason, translational invariance in momentum space, and
linearity are incompatible properties for these perturbative amplitudes. Moreover, if one could
rule out any role for the internal momenta by adopting ∆3µν = 0 and have linearity, one would be
wrestling with the fact that three-point amplitudes related by contraction do not vanish in zero,

2∆α
3α = i [Ω3 (0)− Ω2 (0)− Ω1 (0)] = −i/ (2π)2 ,

and, by necessity, when choosing the linear scenario, we can transform by use of linear combinations
the internal momenta in terms of external ones. Because there are two independent external
variables, we have two parameters available, that is not enough to keep all WIs. As expected, due
non-ambiguous kinematical reasons.

The explicitly finite values of Ωi always satisfies the last equality above, for arbitrary masses
as well. Nevertheless, such a result is irreconcilable with that coming from a tensor with the
properties of TΓ123

µ123 , in which case the result should be equal to zero, but then, there must be some
way to understand why this does not happen in any, minimally consistent, manipulation. After
writing the internal momenta in terms of the external ones, assuming all arbitrary violations of the
RAGF taking the surface term as an arbitrary quantity, we reach a tensor under the hypotheses
stated in section (5.2). Follows that, all violations are encompassed by Vi = Ωi + Ai and obey
A3 − A2 − A1 = (2π)−2, demonstrated through the eq.’s (5.83). In it reside the straightforward
fact that when two WI are satisfied, the third is violated by a unique amount independent of
any consistent computational philosophy because there is no ambiguity in the values of finite
amplitudes.

In what concerns the consequence of the Dirac traces, surface terms, and Schouten identities,
in all these amplitudes arises the trace of 2n + 2 Dirac matrices and an odd number of the chiral
matrices, schematically

tr(γ∗γµ1 · · · γµ2n+2) ∼
∑
±gµiµjεµ1···µ̂i···µ̂j ···µ2n .

Applying the definition of γ∗ = εν1234γ
ν1234/24 or using the identity γ∗γµi = εµiν123γ

ν123/6 in the
adjacent position of the matrix γµi , we have shown the tensors calculated to correspond to the
versions defined as the main ingredients of the investigation, that a priori are not equivalent for
i 6= j. If the surface term is adopted zero, the obtained set of tensors have the property they
violate the RAGF around that vertex, that means, to the vertex corresponding to γµi , at the level
of the diagram, the WI gets violated in the same vertex. These specific types of substitutions
deliver different expressions in the number of monomials, but their difference, after integration,
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is a combination of finite and null integrals. Their linear combination, of the versions, forms
the building block of any other identity, and all the common substitutions are a subset of these
possibilities. Arbitrary combinations of these building blocks can be used to explain any result
obtained in scenarios without internal momentum ambiguities.

Adopting ∆3µν = 0 makes the amplitudes to depend on the traces used, the Schouten identity
inside the integral that connects the integrands ceases to make it in the final integrated results.
At the end of the day this is what breaks the linearity of integration and violates the RAGFs.
Different formulae for the traces do not deliver identical tensors, and the equivalence depends on
the value of the surface term.

For the term uniqueness that we have employed, some definition is necessary for it to work as a
concrete criterion. A criterion that makes the amplitudes unique in a universal sense is impossible
since they are divergent quantities. After renormalized, they become dependent on an arbitrary
mass scale, and this is beginning of renormalization group equations.

However once an expression is attributed by a regularization, there is no other way to get another
result of the same procedure in even tensors. On the other hand, to our amplitudes, adopting the
same interpretation to the surface terms led to various different tensors. In this narrow sense
we have defined uniqueness: if the stance on the divergent quantities is the same, uniqueness
implies only one answer. Through this definition, all mathematical manipulations leads to one
result. Apart the manipulations used in this work, when bilinears present in the expressions are
not reduced or taking traces after the integrals manipulated, the result is the same. Here comes the
point of having a narrow definition the unique answer is a function of the routings k1, k2, · · · ki · · ·
taken as independent variables. The consequence is that choices that break momentum-space
homogeneity must be adopted and establishes that one does not have a unique function of the
external momenta. The mathematically unique answer, that does not depend on any sequence of
algebraic operations, is not unique in another form, in a way that preserves homogeneity, that is,
freedom of the origin of integration.

As of rule, there is the attractive option of making the surface term zero as done in even
amplitudes and by a convenient choice of trace to obtain the symmetry content with the condition
that not all symmetries can be present and not all distribution of anomalies is possible. In this
scenario, there is a myriad of tensors to represent some amplitude, but it is a choice that can be
made. Notwithstanding, there is one keeping linearity of integration, turning amplitudes unique
functions of their routings, violating momentum-space homogeneity, and then to make physical
interpretation is necessary to write the routings as combinations of the physical momenta. The
conclusions about the symmetries are the same, but now in a different context: The integral of the
sum is the sum of the integrals.

Appendix A: Traces of a String of Six Gamma and the Chiral Matrix

The a way to insert a Levi-Civita tensor in the traces with the chiral matrix come from the use
of

γ∗γ[µ1···µr] =
in−1+r(r+1)

(2n− r)! εµ1···µrνr+1···ν2nγ
[νr+1···ν2n]

in 2n = 4 dimensions they are the identities with 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 antisymmetrized products, giving rise
in traces of a string of six gamma matrices to (15, 10, 7, 6, 7) monomials respectively.

Trace Using γ∗ = iεν1ν2ν3ν4γ
ν1ν2ν3ν4/4! (Definition)

The three main positions to deploy the definition of the chiral matrix is around the gamma
matrices present in the vertexes Γ1,Γ2, and Γ3, in the left or the right they return the same
integrated results.
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Distinct positions of the chiral matrix in the trace. First one

t1 = tr (γ∗γµ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3) = iεα1α2α3α4tr (γα1α2α3α4γµ1ν1µ2ν2µ3ν3) /4!

= +gµ1ν1εµ2ν2µ3ν3 − gµ1µ2εν1ν2µ3ν3 + gµ1ν2εν1µ2µ3ν3 − gµ1µ3εν1µ2ν2ν3 + gµ1ν3εν1µ2ν2µ3

+gν1µ2εµ1ν2µ3ν3 − gν1ν2εµ1µ2µ3ν3 + gν1µ3εµ1µ2ν2ν3 − gν1ν3εµ1µ2ν2µ3 + gµ2ν2εµ1ν1µ3ν3

−gµ2µ3εµ1ν1ν2ν3 + gµ2ν3εµ1ν1ν2µ3 + gν2µ3εµ1ν1µ2ν3 − gν2ν3εµ1ν1µ2µ3 + gµ3ν3εµ1ν1µ2ν2 .

Second one

t2 = tr (γµ1ν1γ∗γµ2ν2µ3ν3) = iεα1α2α3α4tr (γµ1ν1γα1α2α3α4γµ2ν2µ3ν3) /4!

= +gµ1ν1εµ2ν2µ3ν3 + gµ1µ2εν1ν2µ3ν3 − gµ1ν2εµ2ν2µ3ν3 + gµ1µ3εν1µ2ν2ν3 − gµ1ν3εν1µ2ν2µ3
−gν1µ2εµ1ν2µ3ν3 + gν1ν2εµ1µ2µ3ν3 − gν1µ3εµ1µ2ν2ν3 + gν1ν3εµ1µ2ν2µ3 + gµ2ν2εµ1ν1µ3ν3

−gµ2µ3εµ1ν1ν2ν3 + gµ2ν3εµ1ν1ν2µ3 + gν2µ3εµ1ν1µ2ν3 − gν2ν3εµ1ν1µ2µ3 + gµ3ν3εµ1ν1µ2ν2 .

Third one

t3 = tr (γµ1ν1µ2ν2γ∗γµ3ν3) = iεα1α2α3α4tr (γµ1ν1µ2ν2γα1α2α3α4γµ3ν3) /4!

= +gµ1ν1εµ2ν2µ3ν3 − gµ1µ2εν1ν2µ3ν3 + gµ1ν2εµ2ν2µ3ν3 + gµ1µ3εν1µ2ν2ν3 − gµ1ν3εν1µ2ν2µ3
+gν1µ2εµ1ν2µ3ν3 − gν1ν2εµ1µ2µ3ν3 − gν1µ3εµ1µ2ν2ν3 + gν1ν3εµ1µ2ν2µ3 + gµ2ν2εµ1ν1µ3ν3

+gµ2µ3εµ1ν1ν2ν3 − gµ2ν3εµ1ν1ν2µ3 − gν2µ3εµ1ν1µ2ν3 + gν2ν3εµ1ν1µ2µ3 + gµ3ν3εµ1ν1µ2ν2 ,

we omit the imaginary unit. Now, these three expressions cast all the indexes of the tensor and
they have fifteen terms each, in a narrow sense they could be called symmetric and considered to
be as respecting all the symmetry among the indexes, see, by example, the appendix of the ref.
[53] or the refs. [49][34], we do not focus on such adjectives, but on the fact they are enough to
obtain any other result by a careful analysis, and encompassing any possible manipulations with
these structures.

First things first, the sign differences are the unique distinguishing factor in that traces, they
effectively sample the indexes among finite and surface terms in the real calculations. The aim is
to demonstrate that any expression to the triangles investigated are just linear combinations of the
ones we have detailed in the main body of this work.

Making the combinations, only using sums and not Schouten identities

tij =
1

2
(ti + tj) ,

we will have

t12 = −gµ1ν1εµ2µ3ν2ν3 − gµ2ν2εµ1µ3ν1ν3 + gµ2ν3εµ1µ3ν1ν2

−gν2µ3εµ1µ2ν1ν3 − gµ3ν3εµ1µ2ν1ν2 − gµ2µ3εµ1ν1ν2ν3 − gν2ν3εµ1µ2µ3ν1 ,

t13 = −gµ3ν3εµ1µ2ν1ν2 − gµ1ν1εµ2µ3ν2ν3 + gµ1ν2εµ2µ3ν1ν3

−gν1µ2εµ1µ3ν2ν3 − gµ2ν2εµ1µ3ν1ν3 − gµ1µ2εµ3ν1ν2ν3 − gν1ν2εµ1µ2µ3ν3 ,

t23 = −gµ2ν2εµ1µ3ν1ν3 − gµ1ν1εµ2µ3ν2ν3 + gµ1ν3εµ2µ3ν1ν2

−gν1µ3εµ1µ2ν2ν3 − gµ3ν3εµ1µ2ν1ν2 − gµ1µ3εµ2ν1ν2ν3 − gν1ν3εµ1µ2µ3ν2 ,
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and we can employ the identities involving the antisymmetrized products to compute the same
trace as well obtaining other formulas.

Trace Using γ∗γµ1 = −iεµ1ν1ν2ν3γν1ν2ν3/3!
The straightforward application

η1 (a) = tr (γ∗γabcdef ) = gbcεadef − gbdεacef + gbeεacdf − gbfεacde
+gcdεabef − gceεabdf + gcfεabde + gdeεabcf + gefεabcd − gdfεabce

the notation means that it uses a product with one Dirac matrix with index a in the substitution
of γ∗γa

η1 (a) = −iε ν1ν2ν3
a tr (γν1ν2ν3γbcdef ) /6.

The Trace Using γ∗γ[ab] = −iεabν1ν2γν1ν2/2!
The application of this one requires to express the ordinary product in terms of the antisym-

metrized one

γ∗γab = − i
2
εabν1ν2γ

ν1ν1 + gabγ∗,

thereby follows

η2 (ab) = tr (γ∗γabcdef ) = gabεcdef + gcdεabef − gceεabdf + gcfεabde

+gdeεabcf − gdfεabce + gefεabcd

The Trace Using γ∗γ[abc] = iεabcνγ
ν

Expressing the antisymmetric product as common products we get

γ∗γabc = iεabcνγ
ν + γ∗ (gbcγa − gacγb + gabγc)

with arbitrary indexes we get

η3 (abc) = tr (γ∗γabcdef ) = gabεcdef − gacεbdef + gbcεadef + gdeεabcf − gdfεabce + gefεabcd

where the notation means that we absorb the indexes a, b and c, with the identity and compute
the resulting trace, it can be used to apply the substitution in any place desired. The use of this
identity is a common choice on computation of this type of diagrams. In them, and all other possible
results, after integration, we get some of the results obtained through the linear combinations t12,
t13, and t23.

The Trace Using γ∗γ[abcd] = iεabcd
With the help of

γ∗γabcd = iεabcd1 + gabγ∗γ[cd] − gacγ∗γ[bd] + gadγ∗γ[bc]

+gbcγ∗γ[ad] − gbdγ∗γ[ac] + gcdγ∗γ[ab] + (gabgcd − gacgbd + gadgbc) γ∗

under the trace and with arbitrary indexes, we get

η4 (abcd) = tr (γ∗γabcdef ) = +gabεcdef − gacεbdef + gadεbcef

+gbcεadef − gbdεacef + gcdεabef + gefεabcd.

The Interconnection Among the Formulas: The difference on the integrated amplitudes
either will identically vanishing as the integrand are exactly equal as in

[t12 − η2 (µ1ν1)] = 0; [t13 − η4 (µ1ν1µ2ν2)] = 0,



51

that is why is needless to say anything more, or will vanish because the difference inside a explicit
computation always corresponds, when integrated, to finite null integrals, see

[t1 − η1 (µ1)]
Kν123

123

D123
= εµ2µ3ν1ν2t

(−+)ν12
µ1 + gµ1µ2t

ASS
µ3 − gµ1µ3tASSµ2

[t12 + η2 (ν1µ2)]
Kν123

123

D123
= −εµ2µ3ν1ν2t(−+)ν12

µ1 + εµ1µ3ν1ν2t
(−+)ν12
µ2 − gµ2µ3tASSµ1 + gµ1µ3t

ASS
µ2

[t12 − η3 (µ1ν1µ2)]
Kν123

123

D123
= +εµ1µ3ν1ν2t

(−+)ν12
µ2 + gµ1µ2t

ASS
µ3 − gµ2µ3tASSµ1

[t13 + η4 (ν1µ2ν2µ3)]
Kν123

123

D123
= −εµ1µ2ν1ν2t(−+)ν12

µ3 − εµ2µ3ν1ν2t(−+)ν12
µ1 + gµ2µ3t

ASS
µ1 − gµ1µ2tASSµ3

and as was showed in the text the well defined integrals corresponding to εαβν1ν2t
(−+)ν12
ρ eq. (5.16)

and tASSµ in eq. (5.27),are null

εαβν1ν2T
(−+)ν12
ρ = TASSµ = 0

delivering the conclusion that any form of substitution or manipulation is accounted by the linear
combination of the version one, two or three replacing the definition of γ∗ left or right of the
matrices γµ1 , γµ2 , and γµ3 . Whose consequence is that it is enough to unfold any feature of such
calculations with the basic versions we described. What we showed here is the forms that identically
correspond, not that all differences are finite and vanishing. The form obtained from t12 is not
identical without conditions to any ti, for example.

Appendix B: The Integrals in Two Dimensions

J̄1 (ki) = I
(2)
log ; J̄µ1 (ki) = −kνi ∆

(2)µ
2ν

J2 = i (4π)−1
[
Z

(−1)
0

(
p2,m2

)]
(B1)

Jµ12 = i (4π)−1
[
−pµ1Z(−1)

1

]
(B2)

Jµ1µ22 = i (4π)−1

[
−1

2
gµ1µ2Z

(0)
0 + pµ1pµ2Z

(−1)
2

]

J̄µ1µ22 = Jµ1µ22 +
1

2
(∆

(2)µ1µ2
2 + gµ1µ2I

(2)
log )

Reductions

(n+ 1) p2Z
(−1)
n+2 = (n+ 1) p2Z

(−1)
n+1 − (n+ 1)m2Z(−1)

n − 1

(n+ 2) p2Z
(0)
n+1 = (n+ 1) p2Z(0)

n −m2nZ
(0)
n−1 −

n

(n+ 1) (n+ 2)
p2; n = 0, 1, 3, · · ·

Z
(0)
0 = 2p2Z

(−1)
2 − p2Z

(−1)
1

They imply

Jµ12 = −1

2
pµ1J2; pµ1J

µ1
2 = −1

2
p2J2

pµ1J
µ1µ2
2 = −1

2
p2Jµ22 ; gµ1µ2J

µ1µ2
2 = m2J2 +

i

4π
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Appendix C: The Integrals in Four Dimensions

Two Point:

J2 (pij) = − i

(4π)2Z
(0)
0

(
p2
ij ,m

2
)

; and J2µ (pij) =
i

(4π)2 pijµZ
(0)
1

(
p2
ij ,m

2
)

J̄2 = I
(4)
log + J2

J̄2µ =

∫
d4k

(2π)4

Kiµ

Dij
= −1

2
(P νij∆

(4)
3µν + pjiµI

(4)
log ) + J2µ

Three Point:

J3 = i (4π)−2
[
Z

(−1)
00 (p, q)

]

J3µ = i (4π)−2
[
−pµZ(−1)

10 − qµZ(−1)
01

]

J3µ1µ2 = i (4π)−2

[
pµ1pµ2Z

(−1)
20 + qµ1qµ2Z

(−1)
02 + (pµ1qµ2 + pµ2qµ1)Z

(−1)
11 − 1

2
gµ1µ2Z

(0)
00

]

J̄3µ1µ2 = J3µ1µ2 +
1

4

(
∆

(4)
3µ1µ2

+ gµ1µ2I
(4)
log

)
,

it is worth mention that the arguments p and q are only general variables that tag the entries of
the functions, they must be carefully substitute for the ones that appear in a particular part of
the investigation. Reductions of the basic functions. The two point basic function that appear

satisfy a simple relation 2Z
(0)
1 = Z

(0)
0 , as the three point obey

2
[
p2Z

(−1)
10 + (p · q)Z(−1)

01

]
= p2Z

(−1)
00 +

[
Z

(0)
0 (q)− Z(0)

0 (q − p)
]

2
[
q2Z

(−1)
01 + (p · q)Z(−1)

10

]
= q2Z

(−1)
00 +

[
Z

(0)
0 (p)− Z(0)

0 (q − p)
]

2
[
p2Z

(−1)
20 + (p · q)Z(−1)

11

]
= p2Z

(−1)
10 + Z

(0)
00 − Z

(0)
1 (q − p)

2
[
q2Z

(−1)
02 + (p · q)Z(−1)

11

]
= q2Z

(−1)
01 + Z

(0)
00 − Z

(0)
1 (q − p)

2
[
p2Z

(−1)
11 + (p · q)Z(−1)

02

]
= p2Z

(−1)
01 +

[
Z

(0)
1 (q)− Z(0)

1 (q − p)
]

2
[
q2Z

(−1)
11 + (p · q)Z(−1)

20

]
= q2Z

(−1)
10 +

[
Z

(0)
1 (p)− Z(0)

1 (q − p)
]

2Z
(0)
00 =

[
p2Z

(−1)
10 + q2Z

(−1)
01

]
− 2m2Z

(−1)
00 − 1 + 2Z

(0)
1 (q − p) (C1)

therefore it is possible to show that the tensors J satisfy

pµ1J3µ1 = −1

2
p2J3 +

1

2
[J2 (q)− J2 (q − p)]

qµ1J3µ1 = −1

2
q2J3 +

1

2
[J2 (p)− J2 (q − p)]

pµ1J3µ1µ2 = −1

2
p2J3µ2 +

1

2
[J2µ2 (q) + J2µ2 (q − p) + qµ2J2 (q − p)]

qµ1J3µ1µ2 = −1

2
q2J3µ2 +

1

2
[J2µ2 (p) + J2µ2 (q − p) + qµ2J2 (q − p)]

gµ1µ2J3µ1µ2 = m2J3 +
i

2 (4π)2 + J2 (q − p) (C2)
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Appendix D: The Integrals in Six Dimensions

Three Point Functions

J3 (p, q) = i (4π)−3
[
−Z(0)

00 (p, q)
]

; J̄3 = I
(6)
log + J3

J3µ1 (k1, k2, k3) = i (4π)−3
[
p21µ1Z

(0)
10 + p31µ1Z

(0)
01

]

J̄µ13 (k1, k2, k3) = −1

3
(kν11 + kν12 + kν13 ) ∆

(6)µ1
4ν1

− 1

3
(pµ121 + pµ131 ) I

(6)
log + Jµ13 ,

Four Point Functions

J4 = i (4π)−3
[
Z

(−1)
000 (p, q, r)

]

J4µ1 = i (4π)−3
[
−pµ1Z

(−1)
100 − qµ1Z

(−1)
010 − rµ1Z

(−1)
001

]

J4µ1µ2 = i (4π)−3

[
−1

2
gµ1µ2Z

(0)
000 + pµ1pµ2Z

(−1)
200 + qµ1qµ2Z

(−1)
020 + rµ1rµ2Z

(−1)
002

]

+i (4π)−3
[
(pµ1qµ2 + pµ2qµ1)Z

(−1)
110 + (pµ1rµ2 + pµ2rµ1)Z

(−1)
101 + (qµ1rµ2 + rµ1qµ2)Z

(−1)
011

]

J̄4µ1µ2 = J4µ1µ2 +
1

6
(∆

(6)
4µ1µ2

+ gµ1µ2I
(6)
log )

Reductions

2
[
p2Z

(−1)
100 + (p · q)Z(−1)

010 + (p · r)Z(−1)
001

]
= p2Z

(−1)
000 + Z

(0)
00 (q, r)− Z(0)

00 (p42, p43)

2
[
q2Z

(−1)
010 + (p · q)Z(−1)

100 + (q · r)Z(−1)
001

]
= q2Z

(−1)
000 + Z

(0)
00 (p, r)− Z(0)

00 (p42, p43)

2
[
r2Z

(−1)
001 + (p · r)Z(−1)

100 + (q · r)Z(−1)
010

]
= r2Z

(−1)
000 + Z

(0)
00 (p, q)− Z(0)

00 (p42, p43)

2
[
p2Z

(−1)
200 + (p · q)Z(−1)

110 + (p · r)Z(−1)
101

]
= p2Z

(−1)
100 + Z

(0)
000 − Z

(0)
10 (p42, p43)

2
[
p2Z

(−1)
110 + (p · q)Z(−1)

020 + (p · r)Z(−1)
011

]
= p2Z

(−1)
010 + Z

(0)
10 (p31, p41)− Z(0)

01 (p42, p43)

2
[
p2Z

(−1)
101 + (p · q)Z(−1)

011 + (p · r)Z(−1)
002

]
= p2Z

(−1)
001 + Z

(0)
01 (q, r)

−
[
Z

(0)
00 − Z

(0)
10 − Z

(0)
01

]
(p42, p43)

2
[
q2Z

(−1)
020 + (p · q)Z(−1)

110 + (q · r)Z(−1)
011

]
= q2Z

(−1)
010 + Z

(0)
000 − Z

(0)
01 (p42, p43)

2
[
q2Z

(−1)
110 + (p · q)Z(−1)

200 + (q · r)Z(−1)
101

]
= q2Z

(−1)
100 + Z

(0)
10 (p, r)− Z(0)

10 (p42, p43)

2
[
q2Z

(−1)
011 + (p · q)Z(−1)

101 + (q · r)Z(−1)
002

]
= q2Z

(−1)
001 + Z

(0)
01 (p, r)

−
[
Z

(0)
00 − Z

(0)
10 − Z

(0)
01

]
(p42, p43)
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2
[
r2Z

(−1)
002 + (q · r)Z(−1)

011 + (p · r)Z(−1)
101

]
= r2Z

(−1)
001 + Z

(0)
000

−
[
Z

(0)
00 − Z

(0)
10 − Z

(0)
01

]
(p42, p43)

2
[
r2Z

(−1)
011 + (p · r)Z(−1)

110 + (q · r)Z(−1)
020

]
= r2Z

(−1)
010 + Z

(0)
01 (p, q)− Z(0)

01 (p42, p43)

2
[
r2Z

(−1)
101 + (p · r)Z(−1)

200 + (q · r)Z(−1)
110

]
= r2Z

(−1)
100 + Z

(0)
10 (p, q)− Z(0)

10 (p42, p43)

−3Z
(0)
000 = +

1

3
+ 2m2Z

(−1)
000 −

[
p2Z

(−1)
100 + q2Z

(−1)
010 + r2Z

(−1)
001

]
− Z(0)

00 (p42, p43)

they imply the relations

2pµ1J4µ1 = −p2J4 + J3 (q, r)− J3 (r − p, r − q)
2qµ1J4µ1 = −q2J4 + J3 (p, r)− J3 (r − p, r − q)
2rµ1J4µ1 = −r2J4 + J3 (p, q)− J3 (r − p, r − q)

2pµ1J4µ1µ2 = −p2J4µ2 + J3µ2 (p42, p43) + J3µ2 (p31, p41) + p41µ2J3 (p42, p43)

2qµ1J4µ1µ2 = −q2J4µ2 + J3µ2 (p42, p43) + J3µ2 (p21, p41) + p41µ2J3 (p42, p43)

2rµ1J4µ1µ2 = −r2J4µ2 + J3µ2 (p42, p43) + J3µ2 (p21, p31) + p41µ2J3 (p42, p43)

2gµ12J4µ1µ2 =
i

3 (4π)3 + 2m2J4 + 2J3 (p42, p43)

p = p21; q = p31; r = p41, in the computations

Appendix E: Subamplitudes

The SAP subamplitude
Integrand

Sij =
(
Ki ·Kj −m2

)

(
tSAP

)ν1
= 4

[
Kν1

1 S23 +Kν1
2

(
S13 + 2m2

)
−Kν1

3

(
S12 + 2m2

)] 1

D123

(
TSAP

)ν1
= −4 (p32 · p31) Jν13 + 2

[(
pν131p

2
21 − pν121p

2
31 − 4m2pν132

)
J3 − pν132J2 (p32)− pν131J2 (p31)

]

−2
[
P ν221 ∆ν1

3ν2
+ (pν132 + pν131) Ilog

]

The SPA subamplitude

(
TSPA

)ν1
= +4 (p21 · p31) Jν13 + 2

[(
pν131p

2
21 + pν121p

2
31 − 4m2pν121

)
J3 − pν121J2 (p21)− pν131J2 (p31)

]

+2
[
P ν232 ∆ν1

ν2 − (pν121 + pν131) Ilog

]

The ASP subamplitude

(
TASP

)ν1
= −4 (p21 · p32) Jν13 + 2

[(
pν131p

2
21 − pν121p

2
31 − 4m2pν132

)
J3 + pν121J2 (p21)− pν132J2 (p32)

]

+2
[
P ν231 ∆ν1

ν2 + (pν121 − pν132) Ilog

]
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The PV P subamplitude

(
TPV P

)ν1
= +4 (p32 · p31) Jν13 + 2

[(
pν121p

2
31 − pν131p

2
21

)
J3 + pν132J2 (p32) + pν131J2 (p31)

]

+2
[
P ν221 ∆ν1

3ν2
+ (pν132 + pν131) Ilog

]

The PSA subamplitude

(
TPSA

)ν1
= −4 (p21 · p31) Jν13 − 2

[(
pν121p

2
31 + pν131p

2
21 − 4m2pν131

)
J3 − pν121J2 (p21)− pν131J2 (p31)

]

+2
[
−P ν232 ∆ν1

3ν2
+ (pν121 + pν131) Ilog

]

The APS subamplitude

(
TAPS

)ν1
= +4 (p21 · p32) Jν13 + 2

[(
pν121p

2
31 − pν131p

2
21 − 4m2pν121

)
J3 + pν132J2 (p32)− pν121J2 (p21)

]

−2
[
P ν231 ∆ν1

3ν2
− (pν132 − pν121) Ilog

]

The PAS subamplitude

(
TPAS

)ν1
= +4 (p32 · p31) Jν13 + 2

[(
pν121p

2
31 − pν131p

2
21 + 4m2pν131

)
J3 + pν132J2 (p32) + pν131J2 (p31)

]

+2
[
P ν221 ∆ν1

3ν2
+ (pν132 + pν131) Ilog

]

The PPV subamplitude

(
TPPV

)ν1
= +4 (p21 · p31) Jν13 + 2

[(
pν131p

2
21 + pν121p

2
31

)
J3 − [pν121J2 (p21) + pν131J2 (p31)]

]

+2
[
P ν232 ∆ν1

ν2 − (pν121 + pν131) Ilog

]

The V SS subamplitude

(
T V SS

)ν1
= 4

[
(p21 · p32) + 4m2

]
Jν13 + 2

(
pν121p

2
31 − pν131p

2
21 + 4m2pν131

)
J3

+2 [pν132J2 (p32)− pν121J2 (p21)]− 2
[
P ν231 ∆ν1

ν2 − (pν132 − pν121) Ilog

]

The SV S subamplitude

(
TSV S

)ν1
= 4

[
− (p32 · p31) + 4m2

]
Jν13 + 2

(
pν131p

2
21 − pν121p

2
31 + 4m2pν121

)
J3

−2 [pν132J2 (p32) + pν131J2 (p31)]− 2
[
P ν221 ∆ν1

ν2 + (pν132 + pν131) Ilog

]

The SSV subamplitude

(
TSSV

)ν1
= +4

[
− (p21 · p31) + 4m2

]
Jν13 + 2

[(
−pν131p

2
21 − pν121p

2
31 + 4m2 (pν121 + pν131)

)
J3

]

+2 [pν121J2 (p21) + pν131J2 (p31)]− 2
[
P ν232 ∆ν1

ν2 − (pν121 + pν131) Ilog

]
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