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A bstract

Som e practicalapplications ofalgebraic renorm alization are discussed. In particular

weconsiderthetwo-loop Q CD correctionsto thethree-gauge-boson verticesinvolving

photons,Z and W bosons.Forthispurposealsothecorrespondingtwo-pointfunctions

have to bediscussed.A recently developed procedureisused to analyze the breaking

term softhe functionalidentitiesand explicitform ulae forthe universalcounterterm s
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1 Introduction

Theim pressiveexperim entalprecision m ainly reached attheelectron{positron collidersLEP
and SLC and attheproton anti{proton colliderTevatron hasm adeitm andatory to evalu-
atehigherorderquantum corrections.The dom inantcontributionsarise from perturbative
calculations in the Standard M odel(SM ) ofelem entary particle physics and som e ofits
extensions. Asthe m om entum integralsoccurring within the usualevaluation ofquantum
correctionsaredivergent,a regularization accom panied by a renorm alization prescription is
adopted.Dueto chiralcouplingsinvolving 5,no invariantregularization schem e isknown
fortheStandard M odel| leaving asidethelatticeregularization with theGinsparg-W ilson
version ofchiralsym m etry [1].Thepracticality ofthelatterschem eforhigher-loop calcula-
tionshasto beexplored.

It is well known that in the fram ework of dim ensional regularization only the non-
invariant’tHooft-Veltm an schem e for5 isshown to beconsistentto allorders[2,3].The
naivedim ensionalschem e(NDR)leadsto inconsistenciesin connection to 5 and thehigher
ordercalculationswithin the SM have already reached a pointwhere these inconsistencies
cannotbeavoided.In [4]itwasem phasized thattheNDR schem ecan stillbeused in m any
speci�c calculations and also a practicalm odi�cation ofthe NDR schem e was proposed.
In thispaperwe wantto advertise an e�cientconsistentcalculation using a non-invariant
regularization schem e.Thishastheconsequencethatin generalthefunctionalidentitieslike
the W ard-Takahashi(W TI) and the Slavnov-Taylor identities (STI) are violated by local
breaking term s.However,theconceptofalgebraicrenorm alization providesa powerfultool
to �x theidentitiesand rem ovethebreaking term s(see,e.g.,[5]).

In arecentpaper,algebraicrenorm alization hasbeen considered with regard topractical
applications[6].A procedure hasbeen suggested and worked out,which allowsan e�cient
determ ination of the breaking term s. Actually the com putation can be reduced to the
evaluation ofuniversal,i.e.regularization-schem e-independent,counterterm s.

In thisletterwe wantto apply the m ethod to the three-gauge-boson verticesinvolving
two W bosons and a photon (AW W ) or Z boson (ZW W ),respectively. They constitute
a building block to the im portantW pairproduction process in e+ e� annihilation,which
playsa crucialrole atLEP2.Furtherm ore we considerthe vertex functionsinvolving three
neutralgaugebosons,which wewilldenoteby ZAA,AZZ and ZZZ.NotethatAAA vanishes
becauseofFury’stheorem .Also in thecontextofanom alouscouplingstheprecise study of
thethree-gauge-boson verticesisofim portance.

In [7]theone-loop diagram scontributing to e+ e� ! W + W � havebeen com puted in the
fram ework ofdim ensionalregularization.However,proceeding tohigherorders,a consistent
treatm entof5 becom esm andatory and the popular,naive dim ensionalregularization has
to be given up. The m ethod ofalgebraic renorm alization providesthe possibility to adopt
any convenientregularization | itonly hasto beconsistent.

Our aim is to focus on two-loop QCD corrections,which has the consequence that at
theone-loop orderonly theferm ioniccontributionshave to beconsidered.Furtherm orewe
decided to work in the fram ework ofthe background �eld gauge,which hasthe advantage
thatonly W TIswith externalbackground �elds(and no STIs)haveto beconsidered atthe
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highestorder.They havethesam estructureto any orderin perturbation theory.
Let us in the following briey review the m ain steps elaborated in [6]to rem ove the

breaking term s. The use ofa non-invariant regularization schem e induces breaking term s
into theSTIs

[S (�)](n) = �hn� (n)

S + O (�hn+ 1); (1)

which im plem enttheBecchi{Rouet{Stora{Tyutin (BRST)sym m etry [8],and intotheW TIs

W (�)

�

�(n)
�

= �hn� (n)

W (�)+ O (�hn+ 1); (2)

which im plem entthebackground gaugeinvarianceoftheSM .Thelocalbreaking term sare
denoted by � (n)

S and � (n)

W (�).Notethatthelocality isaconsequenceoftheQuantum Action
Principle (QAP) [9]. Here and in the following �(n) denotes the n-loop order,regularized
and (m inim ally)subtracted,one-particle-irreducible(1PI)function.NotethattheSTIsand
the W TIsare notable to �x the Green functionscom pletely. Indeed itispossible to add
invariantlocalterm sto the action,changing the norm alization conditionsofthe functions.
A com plete analysisofthe norm alization conditionsfortheSM can befound,forinstance,
in [10,11,12,13,14].

Theapplication ofaTaylorsubtraction oftheform (1� T�)onEqs.(1)and (2)transform s
them into

h

S
�

�̂
�i(n)

= �hn	 (n)

S + O (�hn+ 1) and W (�)

�

�̂(n)
�

= �hn	 (n)

W (�)+ O (�hn+ 1); (3)

where �̂(n) = (1� T�0)�(n). A precise de�nition ofT � and T�0 can be found in to [6]. W e

only want to m ention that� has to be chosen in such a way that(1� T�)� (n)

S=W
= 0 and

�0correspondsto thepowercounting degreeoftheGreen functions�(n).Thenew breaking
term s	 (n)

S and 	 (n)

W (�)areduetoover-subtractionsand can beexpressed in term sofalinear
com bination ofultra-violet (UV) �nite Green functions and,thus,are independent ofthe
regularization schem e [6]. Here we assum ed that up to the (n � 1)-loop order the Green

functionsarealready renorm alized correctly.Them ain di�erencebetween 	 (n)

S and 	 (n)

W (�)
isduetothelinearity ofthecorrespondingoperatorsS and W (�),respectively.In theform er
case one hasto considernon-linearterm sarising from lower-loop orders. On the contrary
in the latter the linearity ofthe W TIsim pli�es the evaluation ofthe breaking term s and
counterterm senorm ously.Finally weintroduce

I�(n) = �̂(n)+ �(n) = (1� T
�0)�(n)+ �(n)

; (4)

wherethecounterterm �(n) ischosen in such a way thatthefollowing identitiesareful�lled:

[S (I�)](n) = 0; W (�)

�

I�(n)
�

= 0: (5)

In generalitisquite sim ple to com pute the totalcounterterm (�T�0�(n)+ �(n)),asitcan
beexpressed in term sofGreen functionsexpanded around zero externalm om enta.
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As already m entioned above,there is stillthe freedom to add invariant counterterm s,
�(n)

N ,to I�(n) in Eq.(4). In other words,we have the freedom to im pose norm alization
conditions,which lead,in addition to Eqs.(5),to theequations

N i

�

I�(n)
�

= 0; (6)

where the index irunsoverallindependentparam etersofthe SM .Asthe Green function
�(n) also hasto ful�llthiscondition,wehaveforthecounterterm

N i

�

�T
��(n)+ �(n)+ �(n)

N

�

= 0; (7)

which isa localequation.Thism eansthat,wheneverthee�ortto im posethenorm alization
conditionsism ade,thechangesdueto thesubtraction areonly localchanges,which can be
easily com pensated.Explicitexam pleswillbediscussed attheend ofSection 2.Noticethat
the im position ofnorm alization conditionsisa very im portantingredientofthe com puta-
tion in order to com pare with other schem es and in order to sim plify the breaking term s
them selves.

The procedure described so farisbased on the TayloroperatorT�. In the presence of
m assless particles,this m ay introduce IR divergences. In the exam ples discussed in this
paper,eventualIR problem sare encountered in interm ediate steps afterneglecting one of
thequarkm asses,awell-justi�ed approxim ation in thecaseofthetop{bottom doublet.Note
thatthiskind ofIR divergencesshould notbeconfused with thosearisingin connection with
on-shellconditions ofinternalparticle propagators. The appropriate m ethods for dealing
with IR divergencesareintroduced in Section 6.

Although we are m ainly interested in the three-point functions, also som e two-point
functionswith external(background)gauge bosonshave to be treated properly in orderto
beableto renorm alizetheam plitudescorrectly.They willbediscussed in Section 4.

In Section2theone-loopsub-diagram soccurringinthetwo-loopcalculationareanalyzed.
In Section 3 the vertices involving only neutralgauge bosons are considered and, after
introducing thetwo-pointfunctions,weareready to discussthecasesAW W and ZW W in
Section 5.

2 O ne-loop G reen functions

Thissection isdevoted totheone-loop sub-diagram sinduced by QCD,which areneeded for
therenorm alization.

In thecaseofneutralgaugebosonsonehastotakeintoaccountthetwo-and three-point
Green functions1 �(1)�qq (p) and �(1)

Â � �qq
(p;q) and the corresponding vertices where the photon

is replaced by the Z boson. For q we have q 2 fu;dg,where u and d refer to a generic
quark doublet.AftertheanalysisoftheW TIs,also theverticeswith theneutralGoldstone

1 Allm om enta areconsidered asincom ing.In the G reen functions��1:::�n
they areassigned to the cor-

responding �eldsstarting from theright.Them om entum ofthem ostleft�eld isdeterm ined via m om entum

conservation.
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boson,Ĝ 0,�(1)
Ĝ 0�uu

(p;q)and �(1)
Ĝ 0 �dd

(p;q),turn outto be relevant. Forthe am plitudes AW W

and ZW W the vertices�(1)
Ŵ

+

� �ud
(p;q)and �(1)

Ĝ + �ud
(p;q)are needed in addition. Aswe work in

thefram ework oftheBFM ,no Green functionswith externalscalarorgauge�eldshave to
beconsidered,and weareleftwith only threeW TIs:

i(p+ q)��(1)
Â � �qq

(p;q)+ ieQ q

h

�(1)�qq (q)� �(1)�qq (�p)
i

= � (1)

W ;�A �qq
(p;q);

i(p+ q)��(1)
Ẑ� �qq

(p;q)� M Z�
(1)

Ĝ 0�qq
(p;q)

�ie
h

(vq � aq5)�
(1)

�qq (q)� �(1)�qq (�p)(vq + aq5)
i

= � (1)

W ;�Z �qq
(p;q);

i(p+ q)
�
�(1)
Ŵ

+

� �ud
(p;q)+ iM W �

(1)

Ĝ + �ud
(p;q)

+
ie

sW
p
2

h

�(1)
�uu0(�p)Vu0dPL � Vud0PR �

(1)

�d0d
(q)

i

= � (1)

W ;�+ �ud
(p;q): (8)

Hereand in thefollowing wede�ne theW einberg anglethrough cW = M W =M Z aswewant
tom aintain theform oftheW TIstobethesam etoallorders.Thecouplingsoftheferm ions
to the Z boson are given by vq = (I3q � 2s2W Q q)=(2cW sW )and aq = I3q=(2cW sW ),where I

3
q

and Q q arethethird generatorofSUW (2)and theelectricchargeoftheqquark,respectively.
The equation for� W ;�� �du hasbeen om itted asitcan easily be obtained from the lastone
in (8).Vqq0 aretheCKM m atrix elem entswhere thesum m ation overtheprim ed quantities
isunderstood and PL=R = (1� 5)=2 arethechiralprojectors.

In orderto rem ovethebreaking term sweapply theTayloroperator(1� T1
p;q)asthe�’s

havem assdim ension one.Thisleadsto

i(p+ q)��̂(1)
Â � �qq

(p;q)+ ieQ q

h

�̂(1)�qq (q)� �̂(1)�qq (�p)
i

= 0;

i(p+ q)��̂(1)
Ẑ� �qq

(p;q)� M Z �̂
(1)

Ĝ 0�qq
(p;q)

�ie
h

(vq � aq5)̂�
(1)

�qq (q)� �̂(1)�qq (�p)(vq + aq5)
i

= 	 (1)

W ;�Z �qq
(p;q);

i(p+ q)
�
�̂(1)
Ŵ

+

� �ud
(p;q)+ iM W �̂

(1)

Ĝ + �ud
(p;q)

+
ie

sW
p
2

h

�̂(1)
�uu0(�p)Vu0dPL � Vud0PR �̂

(1)

�d0d
(q)

i

= 	 (1)

W ;�+ �ud
(p;q): (9)

The	’s,which occurby over-subtraction,are�niteand read:

	 (1)

W ;�Z �qq
(p;q) = �M Z (p

�
@p� + q

�
@q�)�

(1)

Ĝ 0�qq
(p;q)

�
�
�
�
�
p= q= 0

= i
�s

4�
CF

e

sW cW
I
3

q

�
1

2
� � 2

�

(6p+ 6q)5;

	 (1)

W ;�+ �ud
(p;q) = iM W (p�@p� + q

�
@q�)�

(1)

Ĝ + �ud
(p;q)

�
�
�
�
�
p= q= 0

= i
�s

4�
CF

eVud

2
p
2sW

��

1+
1

2
�

�

(6p+ 6q)PL
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+

�

1� 1

2
�
�

ln m 2

u

m 2

d

m 2
u � m 2

d

��

m
2

u 6p + m
2

d6q
�

PL � 2m um d(6p+ 6q)PR
�

3

7
5 ; (10)

where the gauge param eter � is de�ned through the gluon propagator D g(q) = i(�g�� +
�q�q�=q2)=(q2 + i�) and CF = 4=3 is the colour factor. Owing to the linear m om entum

dependence of	 (1)

W ;�Z �qq
(p;q) and 	 (1)

W ;�+ �ud
(p;q),their contribution can be absorbed by the

counterterm s

�(1);W

Ẑ� �qq
(p;q) = �

(1)

V �qq
� + �

(1)

A �qq
�
5;

�(1);W

Ŵ
+

� �ud
(p;q) = �

(1)

L;Ŵ + �ud

�
PL + �

(1)

R ;Ŵ + �ud

�
PR : (11)

forthreepointfunctionsand

�(1);N

�qq (p) = �
(1)

2;q (6p� m q)+ �
(1)

q m q; (12)

for quark self-energies. The coe�cients � (1)

2;q and �(1)q have to be tuned for the two-point
function

I�(1)�qq (p) = �(1)�qq (p)�
h

T
1

p�
(1)

�qq (p)
i

+ �(1);N

�qq (p); (13)

to restore the W TI (9) and to satisfy the speci�c norm alization conditions. In the case

ofthe on-shellschem e,the condition I�(1)�qq (p�)= 0,forinstance,where the realpartofp�

correspondsto thephysicalquark m ass,would �x �(1)q .

From theexplicitresultsin Eq.(10)onecan seethatthevectorcoe�cientof� (1);W

Ẑ� �qq
has

to bezero.Concerning theaxial-vectorpart,therearein principletwo structures.However,
sinceonly thecom bination (6p+ 6q)appearsin Eq.(10)for	 (1)

W ;�Z �qq
(p;q),�(1)A �qq issu�cientto

rem ovethebreaking term and wethushave

�
(1)

V �qq = 0; �
(1)

A �qq =
�s

4�
CF

e

sW cW
I
3

q

�
1

2
� � 2

�

: (14)

Sim ilarly wegetin thecaseof�(1);W

Ŵ
+

� �ud
(p;q)

�
(1)

2;u = �
(1)

2;d �
�s

8�
CF

�

1�
1

2
�

�

ln

 

m 2
u

m 2
d

!

;

�
(1)

L;Ŵ + �ud
=

eVud

2
p
2sW

�

�
(1)

2;u � �
(1)

2;d

�

+
�s

4�
CF

eVud

2
p
2sW

2

6
4

�

1+
1

2
�

�

+

�

1� 1

2
�
�

m 2
u ln

m 2

u

m 2

d

m 2
u � m 2

d

3

7
5 ;

�
(1)

R ;Ŵ + �ud
= �

�s

4�
CF

eVud
p
2sW

m um d

�

1� 1

2
�
�

ln m 2

u

m 2

d

m 2
u � m 2

d

: (15)

Thefreeparam eter�(1)
2;d can be�xed by a norm alization condition on thetwo-pointfunction

residue.
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Finally we can write down the sym m etric one-loop Green functionsforthe neutraland
charged currentvertices:

I�(1)
Â � �qq

(p;q) = �(1)
Â � �qq

(p;q)�
�

T
0

p;q�
(1)

Â � �qq
(p;q)

�

� eQ q�
(1)

2;q
�
;

I�(1)
Ẑ� �qq

(p;q) = �(1)
Ẑ� �qq

(p;q)�
�

T
0

p;q�
(1)

Ẑ� �qq
(p;q)� �

(1)

A �qq
�
5

�

+ e�
(1)

2;q
�
�

vq � aq5

�

;

I�(1)
Ĝ 0�qq

(p;q) = �(1)
Ĝ 0�qq

(p;q)�
h

T
0

p;q�
(1)

Ĝ 0�qq
(p;q)

i

�
eI3qm q

isW M W

�

�
(1)

q � �
(1)

2;q

�


5
;

I�(1)
Ŵ

+

� �ud
(p;q) = �(1)

Ŵ
+

� �ud
(p;q)�

�

T
0

p;q�
(1)

Ŵ
+

� �ud
(p;q)� �

(1)

L;Ŵ + �ud

�
PL � �

(1)

R ;Ŵ + �ud

�
PR

�

+
eVud

2
p
2sW

�

�
(1)

2;u + �
(1)

2;d

�


�
PL ;

I�(1)
Ĝ + �ud

(p;q) = �(1)
Ĝ + �ud

(p;q)�
h

T
0

p;q�
(1)

Ĝ + �ud
(p;q)

i

�
eVudm u

p
2sW M W

�

�
(1)

u � �
(1)

2;u

�

PL +
eVudm d

p
2sW M W

�

�
(1)

d � �
(1)

2;d

�

PR : (16)

Inthisspeci�csectoronlythecounterterm s�(1)u ;�
(1)

d and�(1)
2;d canbetunedtoim posed suitable

norm alization conditons,theothersareindeed necessary to restoretheW TI(9).
Using thenotation oftheintroduction,Eqs.(16)can beexpressed in thefollowing com -

pactform

I�(n) = �̂(n)+ �(n)

= �(n)�
h

T
��(n)+ �(n)

W

i

+ �(n)

N

= �(n)
bare

� �(n)
U V

�
h

T
��(n)

bare
� T

��(n)
U V

+ �(n)

W

i

+ �(n)

N ; (17)

In thethird linewehaveintroduced thebareGreen function �(n)
bare

.Thisquantity isde�ned

by �(n) = �(n)
bare

� �(n)U V ,where �
(n)

U V denotesthenecessary UV counterterm scom puted in the

speci�ed regularization. Clearly,the com plete one-loop counterterm s,nam ely I�(n)� �(n)
bare

,
haveto betaken into accountatthetwo-loop level.

3 N eutral-gauge-boson vertices

3.1 T he A ZZ case

Thevertex involving aphoton and twoZ bosonsisused todem onstratethem ain featuresof
ourtechnique.Thisexam pleclari�esalsotheissueofanom aly cancellation in ourform alism .
In principle there isalso the vertex ZAA.However,itisvery sim ilarto AZZ.Thuswe will
notpresentexplicitresultsforZAA asthecorresponding equationsaresim ply obtained by
replacing oneoftheZ bosonsby a photon.
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Aswearedealing with externalbackground �elds,W TIscan beused to �x thecounter-
term s for these am plitudes. In order to derive the com plete set ofidentities,one ofthe
gauge �elds has to be replaced by the in�nitesim alparam eter ofthe background gauge
transform ationsand then the derivatives ofthe functionalW TIhave to be perform ed (cf.
Ref.[6]).Thisleadstosixidentities,which naturallysplitintotwosetsdependingonwhether
theindex ofthephoton ortheZ boson iscontracted with theexternalm om entum .W eget
thefollowing closed (underrenorm alization)setofequations

i(p+ q)��(n)
Â � Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p;q) = � (n)

W ;�A Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q);

� ip
��(n)

Â � Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q)� M Z�

(n)

Â � Ĝ
0Ẑ�

(p;q) = � (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q);

i(p+ q)��(n)
Â � Ĝ

0Ẑ�
(p;q) = � (n)

W ;�A Ĝ
0Ẑ�

(p;q);

� ip
��(n)

Â � Ẑ� Ĝ
0
(p;q)� M Z�

(n)

Â � Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q) = � (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ĝ
0
(p;q);

i(p+ q)��(n)
Â � Ĝ

0Ĝ 0
(p;q) = � (n)

W ;�A Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q): (18)

There are in principle three m ore equations where the contraction is perform ed with q�.
However,they contain no new inform ation.

The breaking term sin Eqs.(18)have m assdim ension two. Thuswe have to apply the
operator(1� T2

p;q)in orderto rem ovethem .Thisleadsto

i(p+ q)��̂(n)
Â � Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p;q) = 	 (n)

W ;�A Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q) = 0; (19)

� ip
��̂(n)

Â � Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q)� M Z �̂

(n)

Â � Ĝ
0Ẑ�

(p;q) = 	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q); (20)

i(p+ q)��̂(n)
Â � Ĝ

0Ẑ�
(p;q) = 	 (n)

W ;�A Ĝ
0Ẑ�

(p;q) = 0; (21)

� ip
��̂(n)

Â � Ẑ� Ĝ
0
(p;q)� M Z �̂

(n)

Â � Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q) = 	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ĝ
0
(p;q) = 0; (22)

i(p+ q)��̂(n)
Â � Ĝ

0Ĝ 0
(p;q) = 	 (n)

W ;�A Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q) = 0; (23)

whereonly 	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q)isnon-vanishing:

	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q) = �

M Z

2

�

p
�
p
�
@p� @p� + 2p�q�@p� @q� + q

�
q
�
@q� @q�

�

�̂(n)
Â � Ĝ

0Ẑ�
(p;q)

�
�
�
�
�
p= q= 0

:

(24)

The otherbreaking term sare zero because ofQED-like W TIsforthe externalbackground
photon (Eqs.(19),(21)and (23))and Lorentzinvariance(Eq.(22)),respectively.

In orderto rem ove	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q),a counterterm ,�(n)

Â � Ẑ� Ẑ�
,hasto beintroduced forthe

Green functions �̂(n)
Â � Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p;q). Notice,however,that this Green function also appears in

Eq.(19). In ordernotto spoilEq.(19),�(n)

Â � Ẑ� Ẑ�
hasto be longitudinalw.r.t. the photon
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index �.On theotherhand,ifwecontractEq.(20)by (p+ q)� and useEqs.(19)and (21),
weobtain

(p+ q)�	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q) = 0: (25)

Thisim pliesthatthebreaking term 	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q)should betransversalw.r.t.thephoton

index �. Thus,com bining the two argum ents,we deduce thatthe breaking term itselfhas
to bezero.

W ehavechecked thisprediction by explicitcalculationsattheone-and two-loop levels.
Atone-loop order,thecontribution from oneferm ion speciesgives

	 (1)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q) = i

�

4�

4e

sW cW
I
q

3Q qvq�
����

p�q� ; (26)

with �0123 = 1. The only rem inder on the ferm ion type is the third com ponent ofthe
isospin,thecharge and thecoupling to the Z boson.Thus,aftersum m ing overa com plete
fam ily ofquarks and leptons one gets zero. This is the sam e m echanism which leads to
the cancellation ofthe Adler{Bardeen anom aly in the SM [15]. At two loops already the
sum overallcontributing diagram sofonequark avouriszero aswechecked by an explicit
calculation.

This exam ple provides a nice dem onstration ofthe power ofour technique. Regard-
lessoftheregularization adopted to com putetheGreen functions�(n),thezero-m om entum
subtraction �xesautom atically the non-invariantcounterterm s needed to restore the sym -
m etries. In particular,we found thatbesidesone-loop counterterm s(which were discussed
in Section 2)no othercounterterm isnecessary to de�ne the properly renorm alized am pli-

tudes.Finally,thedirectcom putation ofbreakingterm 	 (n)

W ;Â ��Z Ẑ�
(p;q)atone-and two-loop

level(n = 1;2)showshow theanom aly coe�cientcan becom puted and theAdler{Bardeen
non-renorm alization theorem can beveri�ed in thepresentfram ework.

3.2 T he ZZZ case

Alsoin theZZZ casethereisnotree-levelcontribution,which m akesitsim ilartotheprevious
case.Heretheclosed system ofW TIslooksasfollows

i(p+ q)��(n)
Ẑ� Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p;q)� M Z�
(n)

Ĝ 0Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q) = � (n)

W ;�Z Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q);

i(p+ q)��(n)
Ẑ� Ĝ

0Ẑ�
(p;q)� M Z�

(n)

Ĝ 0Ĝ 0Ẑ�
(p;q) = � (n)

W ;�Z Ĝ
0Ẑ�

(p;q);

i(p+ q)��(n)
Ẑ� Ĝ

0Ĝ
(p;q)� M Z�

(n)

Ĝ 0Ĝ 0Ĝ 0
(p;q) = � (n)

W ;�Z Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q): (27)

Taylorsubtraction,byapplication oftheoperator(1� T2
p;q),partiallyelim inatesthebreaking

term sand leadsto

	 (n)

W ;�Z Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q) = �

M Z

2

��

p
�
p
�
@p� @p� + 2p�q�@p� @q� + q

�
q
�
@q� @q�

�

�̂(n)
Ĝ 0Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p;q)
�

p= q= 0

;
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	 (n)

W ;�Z Ĝ
0Ẑ�

(p;q) = 0;

	 (n)

W ;�Z Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q) = �
M Z

2

h�

p
�
p
�
@p� @p� + 2p�q�@p� @q� + q

�
q
�
@q� @q�

�

�̂(n)
Ĝ 0Ĝ 0Ĝ 0

(p;q)
i

p= q= 0
:

(28)

Owing to CP invariance and the factthatwe consideronly QCD corrections,itturnsout
thatboth 	 (n)

W ;�Z Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q)and 	 (n)

W ;�Z Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q)are zero atthe one-and two-loop order,i.e.

for n = 1;2. This has been checked by explicit one-and two-loop calculations. Actually
	 (n)

W ;�Z Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q)showsthesam ebehaviourasthecorrespondingcontribution in theAZZ case:

forn = 1 the breaking term vanishes aftersum m ing over a whole fam ily and attwo-loop
orderthecontribution from each ferm ion speciesgivesseparately zero.

Athigherorders,CP violation induced by the CKM quark m ixing m atrix m ightrender
	 (n)

W ;�Z Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q)and 	 (n)

W ;�Z Ĝ
0Ĝ 0

(p;q)di�erentfrom zero.Thecorresponding counterterm for

�(n)
Ẑ� Ẑ� Ẑ�

,which hasto beintroduced in orderto rem ove	 (n)

W ;�Z Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q),would read

�(n);W

Ẑ� Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p;q) = �

(n)

Ẑ Ẑ Ẑ
(p�g�� + q

�
g
��
� (p+ q)�g��); (29)

wherethecoe�cient� (n)

Ẑ Ẑ Ẑ
isdeterm ined in term softhebreaking term s(28).Noticethat,in

thepresentcase,thereisnocondition likeEq.(25)and thus,unliketheAZZ case,in general
therearecounterterm softheform (29).

4 Ferm ionic contribution to the tw o-point functions

A proper renorm alization ofthe two-point functions is needed in order to be able to cor-
rectly renorm alizethethree-pointGreen functionsAW W and ZW W .M oreover,m ostofthe
norm alization conditionsare expressed in term softwo-pointfunctions. In thissection we
m ainly concentrateon theresultsneeded in theforthcom ingpartsofthepaper,whiledetails
can befound in Ref.[6].

Applying ourprescriptions to the two-pointGreen functionswith externalbackground
�eldsshowsthatonly theself-energiesofthe(background)W and Z bosonsarea�ected by
breaking term s.Thecorresponding sym m etricalGreen functionsread

I�(n)
Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p) = �(n)
Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p)�
�

T
2

p�
(n)

Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p)+ �
(n)

Ŵ ;1
p
2
g�� + �

(n)

Ŵ ;2
p�p�

�

+ �
(n)

M W
g�� ;

I�(n)
Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p) = �(n)
Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p)�
�

T
2

p�
(n)

Ẑ� Ẑ�
(p)+ �

(n)

Ẑ ;1
p
2
g�� + �

(n)

Ẑ ;2
p�p�

�

+ �
(n)

M Z
g�� ; (30)

wherethefunctions�(n)
V̂ ;i

(V = W ;Z;i= 1;2)areobtained from thefollowing expressions

�
(n)

Ŵ ;1
+ �

(n)

Ŵ ;2
=
M W

2
@
2

p@p��
(n)

Ĝ + Ŵ
�

�

(p)
�
�
�
�
p= 0

; �
(n)

Ẑ ;1
+ �

(n)

Ẑ ;2
= i

M Z

2
@
2

p@p��
(n)

Ĝ 0Ẑ�
(p)

�
�
�
�
p= 0

: (31)
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Equation (31) only �xes the sum ofthe coe�cients � (n)

V̂ ;1
and �

(n)

V̂ ;2
. Note,however,that

one stillhasthe freedom ofim plem enting suitable renorm alization conditionsforthe two-
pointfunctions. Forexam ple,one can decide to renorm alize the W -orthe Z-background
two-pointfunctionson-shell. This�xesthe di�erence of�(i)

V̂ ;1
and �

(i)

V̂ ;2
. However,asiswell

known [16,17,13],thewave function renorm alization ofthebackground �eldsisrelated to
the coupling constant renorm alization and,therefore,the W TIs for three-point functions,
discussed in thenextsection,providea properrenorm alization ofthedi�erence.

The coe�cients� (n)

M V
(V = W =Z)are�xed via thenorm alization conditions.In thecase

oftheon-shellschem e[10,18],wherethepolem ass2 entersasa param eter,they would look
asfollows(i= 1;2)

I�(n);T
Ŵ + Ŵ �

(p�)= 0 with Re(p�)2 = M
2

W

det

0

B
@

I�(n);T
Ẑ Ẑ

(p�) I�(n);T
Ẑ Â

(p�)

I�(n);T
Â Ẑ

(p�) I�(n);T
Â Â

(p�)

1

C
A = 0 with Re(p�)2 = M

2

Z ; (32)

where the superscript T m arks the transversalparts. In thisfram ework M 2
W and M 2

Z are
thephysicalm asses,which also serveasinputparam eters.

Besidesm assrenorm alizations,we have to take into accountthe renorm alization ofthe
photon self-energy and its m ixing with the Z bosons. The structure ofcounterterm s for
the m ixed two-point functionsand forthe photon two-pointfunction can be found in the
literature[12,14,13].W ecan im posethefollowing norm alization conditions

I�(n);T
Â Â

(0)= 0; I�(n);T
Â Ẑ

(0)= 0: (33)

Atthe end ofthis section we want to note thatatone-and two-loop orderthe Green
functions�(n)

Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p)and �(n)
Ẑ� Ẑ�

(p)in Eq.(30)could bechosen tobealreadysym m etric,since,

in thecaseofthetwo-pointfunctions,thereexistsan e�ectively invariantregularization.It
can be shown thatin thiscase the naive prescription of5 accom panied with dim ensional
regularization leads to the correct answer (see,e.g.,[19]). The sym m etry is destroyed by
Taylorsubtraction and again restored by thecounterterm swhich m eansthatthequantities
in (30)can bewritten as

I�
V̂1V̂2

(p) = (1� T
2

p)I�V̂1V̂2(p)+ �
V̂1V̂2

: (34)

Thus,in this case the m ethod ofalgebraic renorm alization is not needed. However,the
calculation ofthecounterterm s�

V̂1V̂2
in Eq.(34)isnecessary asthe renorm alization ofthe

three-pointfunctionswith the help ofTaylorsubtraction | which we present in the next
section | dependson thesecounterterm s.

5 C harged gauge boson vertices

2Aswasproven in [13]thisisequivalentto the polerenorm alization forthe quantum gaugebosons.
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5.1 T he case AW W

Theanalysisofthevertex AW W turnsoutto bethem ostim portantforphenom enological
studies,and itentailsseveralinteresting features.In particular,in contrastto theprevious
exam ples,AZZ and ZZZ,the W TIs for the AW W am plitudes appear m ore cum bersom e
becauseofthepresenceoftwo-pointfunctions.In theconventionalalgebraicrenorm alization
m ethodsthisisvery cum bersom e,asallGreen functionsappearing in theW TIshaveto be
com puted | often foro�-shellm om enta.W ewillseethatin ourapproach only a few Green
functionsrem ain which haveto beevaluated with zero externalm om entum .

In orderto obtain a closed setofidentitieswehaveto di�erentiatew.r.t.�A Ŵ
+
� Ŵ

�

� and

Â ��+ Ŵ
�

� .The�rstoption leadsto

i(p+ + p� )
� �(n)

Â � Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )

� ie

�

I�(n)
Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p� )� I�(n)
Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�

(�p+ )
�

= � 0;(n)

W ;�A Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� );

i(p+ + p� )
� �(n)

Â � Ĝ
+ Ĝ �

(p+ ;p� )

� ie
�

I�(n)
Ĝ + Ĝ �

(p� )� I�(n)
Ĝ + Ĝ �

(�p+ )
�

= � 0;(n)

W ;�A Ĝ
+ Ĝ �

(p+ ;p� );

i(p+ + p� )
� �(n)

Â � Ŵ
+

� Ĝ �
(p+ ;p� )

� ie

�

I�(n)
Ŵ

+

� Ĝ �
(p� )� I�(n)

Ŵ
+

� Ĝ �
(�p+ )

�

= � 0;(n)

W ;�A Ŵ
+

� Ĝ �
(p+ ;p� ):(35)

In analogy weobtain,from thefunctionaldi�erentiation w.r.t. Â ��+ Ŵ
�

� :

� ip
�
+ �

(n)

Â � Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )+ iM W �
(n)

Â � Ĝ
+ Ŵ

�

�

(p+ ;p� )

+ ie

�

I�(n)
Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p� )� I�(n)
Â � Â �

(�p+ � p� )+
cW

sW
I�(n)
Â � Ẑ�

(�p+ � p� )
�

= � 0;(n)

W ;A ��+ Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� );

�ip
�
+ �

(n)

Â � Ŵ
+

� Ĝ �
(p+ ;p� )+ iM W �

(n)

Â � Ĝ
+ Ĝ �

(p+ ;p� )

+ e

�

iI�(n)
Ŵ

+

� Ĝ �
(p� )+

1

2sW
I�(n)
Â � Ĝ

0
(�p+ � p� )

�
i

2sW
I�(n)
Â � Ĥ

(�p+ � p� )
�

= � 0;(n)

W ;A ��+ Ĝ
�
(p+ ;p� ):

(36)

Again allequationsthatcan beobtained by interchanging W + and W � areom itted.In the
aboveequationsitisassum ed thatthetwo-pointfunctionsarealreadycorrectlyrenorm alized
according to (30).Thereforea prim eisadded to thecorresponding � on ther.h.s..

Byperform ingaTaylorsubtraction (1� T2

p+ ;p�
),theaboveequationslead tothefollowing

universalbreaking term s,written in term softheTaylor-subtracted Green functions�̂(n):

	 0;(n)

�A Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� ) = �ie

�

T
2

p� I�
(n)

Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p� )� T
2

p+ I�
(n)

Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(�p+ )
�
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= ie
h�

�
(n)

Ŵ ;1
p
2

�
g�� + �

(n)

Ŵ ;2
p� ;�p� ;�

�

�
�

�
(n)

Ŵ ;1
p
2

+
g�� + �

(n)

Ŵ ;2
p+ ;�p+ ;�

�i

;

	 0;(n)

�A Ĝ
+ Ĝ �

(p+ ;p� ) = 	 0;(n)

�A Ŵ
+

� Ĝ �
(p+ ;p� ) = 0;

	 0;(n)

Â � �+ Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� ) = iM W

�

T
2

p+ ;p� � T
1

p+ ;p�

�

�(n)
Â � Ĝ

+ Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )+ ieT
2

p� I�
(n)

Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p� )

=
iM W

2

�

p
�
+ p

�
+
@p�

+

@p�
+
+ 2p�+ p

�
�
@p�

+

@p�
�
+ p

�
� p

�
�
@p�

�

@p�
�

�

�(n)
Â � Ĝ

+ Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )
�
�
�
�
p� = 0

� ie
�

�
(n)

Ŵ ;1
p
2

�
g�� + �

(n)

Ŵ ;2
p� ;�p� ;�

�

;

	 0;(n)

Â ��+ Ĝ
�
(p+ ;p� ) = 0: (37)

The r.h.s. ofthe lastterm in Eq.(37)vanishesbecause ofcovariance and zero-m om entum
subtraction.Noticethe appearanceofthebreaking term sforthe W boson two-pointfunc-
tions. In principle also the corresponding ones from the charged Goldstone boson could
appear.However,thiscan beavoided aszero m om entum subtraction oftheGoldstoneself-
energies autom atically preserves the respective W TIs (cf. Ref.[6]). Note thatdue to the

factthatthephoton ism asslessthereisno contribution from I�(n)
Â � Ĥ

.In ourapproxim ation

itfurtherm oredoesn’tcontributedueto CP violation.
In orderto restoretheW TIsonehasthefreedom ofadding a non-invariantcounterterm

to theGreen function �
Â � Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�
.However,to rem ove 	 (n)

A ��+ Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )itisnecessary that

thelatterisindependentofp2
�
g�� and p� ;�p� ;�.Thiscan beachieved by �xingthedi�erence

between theparam eters�(n)
Ŵ ;1

� �
(n)

Ŵ ;2
.RequiringthatW TIsbepreserved in thetree-levelform

am ountsto im posing a chargerenorm alization.
In a nextstep wewantto translatetheinform ation aboutthebreaking term sinto coun-

terterm sthatwillrestorethesym m etry oftheGreen functions.In generaltheQAP allows
forallpossible breaking term swith suitable dim ensions. However,notallofthem are in-
dependent.The consistency conditionscan beused to �gureouttheindependentonesand
thusreducethecounterterm sto a m inim alset.

IntheAW W casethem ostgeneralcounterterm thatcanbeusedtore-absorbthebreaking
term isoftheform

�(n)

Â � Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� ) = e
h

g��

�

�
(n)

1 p
+

� + �
(n)

2 p
�

�

�

+ g��

�

�
(n)

3 p
+

� + �
(n)

4 p
�

�

�

+ g��

�

�
(n)

5 p
+

� + �
(n)

6 p
�

�

�i

; (38)

where the coe�cients� (n)

i can be expressed through the breaking term saswe willshow in
thefollowing.Owing to the�rstequationsof(35)and (37)oneobtains

�
(n)

1 + �
(n)

6 = 0; �
(n)

2 + �
(n)

5 = 0; ��
(n)

4 = �
(n)

3 = �
(n)

Ŵ ;1
;

�(�(n)2 + �
(n)

6 )= �
(n)

1 + �
(n)

5 = �
(n)

Ŵ ;2
: (39)

Note,that the sum of�(n)
Ŵ ;1

+ �
(n)

Ŵ ;2
is given in Eq.(31). The contraction of(38) with p

�
+

and the com parison with 	 (n)

Â ��+ Ŵ
�

�

in (37)leadsto anothersetofequations. At�rstsight
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there are m ore equations than unknowns. However,one should have in m ind thatnotall
equationsareindependentdueto W TIslike

@
p
�

�
@
p
�

�
�(n)
A � G

+ W
�

�

(p+ ;p� )
�
�
�
�
p� = 0

+ 2 @
p
�

�
@
p
�

�

�(n)
A � G

+ W
�

�

(p+ ;p� )
�
�
�
�
p� = 0

�e@p� @p� @p��
(n)

G + W
�

�

(p)
�
�
�
�
p= 0

= 0; (40)

which isa specialcaseof
 

@p� @p��
(n)

V̂ a
 �̂ iV̂

b
�

�
�
�
�
p= q= 0

+ @p�@p�
(n)

V̂ a
� �̂ iV̂

b
�

�
�
�
�
p= q= 0

+ @p@p� �
(n)

V̂ a
�
�̂ iV̂

b
�

�
�
�
�
p= q= 0

!

+
X

j

M a;j @p� @p�@p�
(n)

�̂ j�̂ iV̂
b
�

(p;q)
�
�
�
�
p= q= 0

+ f
abx

@p� @p�@p�
(n)

�̂ iV̂
x
�

(�p)
�
�
�
�
p= 0

= 0: (41)

The sum runsoverallwould-be-Goldstone �eldsG 0 and G � with m assesM � ;G � = �iM W ,
M Z;G 0 = �M Z and zero forallthe othercom binations. V a

� denote the gauge �elds,where
� runsoverthe index ofthe adjointrepresentation forSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1). Here,fabx

represent the structure constants ofthe gauge group in the adjointrepresentation. Other
usefulidentitiescan beeasilyobtained bydi�erentiatingwith respecttop�;p�;q orp�;q�;q
orq�;q�;q.NoticethatallGreen functionsappearing in Eq.(41)aresuper�cially �nite.

Having thisin m ind wecan writedown theresultsfor�(n)i ;(i= 1;:::6)

ie�
(n)

1 = �ie�
(n)

6 =
1

18
(�6M 1 � M 2 + 5M 3);

ie�
(n)

3 = �ie�
(n)

4 =
1

18
(5M 2 � M 3);

ie�
(n)

5 = �ie�
(n)

2 =
1

18
(6M 1 � M 2 � M 3); (42)

wherewehavede�ned

M 1 =
iM W

16
@
p
+

�
@
p
+

�
�(n)
A � G

+ W
�

�

(p+ ;p� )
�
�
�
�
p� = 0

;

M 2 =
iM W

16
@
p
�

�
@
p
�

�
�(n)
A �G

+ W
�

�

(p+ ;p� )
�
�
�
�
p� = 0

;

M 3 =
iM W

8
@
p
�

�
@
p
�

�

�(n)
A � G

+ W
�

�

(p+ ;p� )
�
�
�
�
p� = 0

: (43)

Note thatitisalso possible to �nd otherrepresentationsofthe results. However,they are
equivalentafterexploiting Eq.(41).

Finally,thesym m etricalGreen function reads

I�(n)
Â � Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )=

�(n)
Â � Ŵ

+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )�
h

T
2

p+ ;p� �
(n)

Â � Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )+ �(n)

Â � Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )
i

: (44)
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Letussum m arizethestepswhich thatto beperform ed in orderto com putetheO (��s)
correctionsto theAW W vertex.Thebasicequation isEq.(4).In a �rststep thetwo-loop

am plitude,denoted by �(2)A W W ,has to be calculated using a speci�c regularization schem e
and a speci�csubtraction schem e.Therearetwo contributions:genuinetwo-loop diagram s
and �nite one-loop counterterm diagram s. Clearly,the sam e regularization schem e hasto
be used in the two contributions. The divergent parts in both contributions are assum ed
to be subtracted already.The �nite one-loop counterterm contributionsaretwo-fold:�rst,
the one-loop counterterm due to the Taylor-subtraction and second,the universalone-loop
counterterm s(seeEqs.(12){(16)).

5.2 T he case ZW W

Having the physicalprocesse+ e� ! W W in m ind,we also have to discussthe QCD cor-
rectionsto the ZW W vertex within the channele+ e� ! Z ! W W . The case ZW W has
som e sim ilarity to AW W .However,due to the connection ofthe Z boson and the neutral
Goldstoneboson with the�niteZ boson m ass,both theidentitiesand theanalysis,getm ore
involved.

Theequationscorresponding to (35)and (36)read:

i(p+ + p� )
� �(n)

Ẑ� Ŵ
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�

�

(p+ ;p� )� M Z�
(n)

Ĝ 0Ŵ
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Ŵ
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� Ŵ
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Ĝ 0Ĝ + Ĝ �
(p+ ;p� )

+ie
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�

= � 0;(n)
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+ Ĝ �

(p+ ;p� );

i(p+ + p� )
� �(n)
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(n)

Ĝ 0Ŵ
+

� Ĝ �
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and
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�
+ �
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Ẑ� Ĝ
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Ŵ
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Ẑ� Ĝ 0
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�
i
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Ẑ� Ĥ
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�
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(46)
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Again allequationsthatcan beobtained by interchanging W + and W � areom itted.
In order to keep the discussion sim pler we restrict ourselves to the one-and two-loop

level.Thism eansin the following equationsthe index n iseither1 or2.The second-order
Taylorsubtraction leadsto

	 0;(n);W

�Z Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
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� Ĝ �
(p+ ;p� ) = 0;

	 0;(n)
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	 0;(n)

Z��+ Ĝ
�
(p+ ;p� ) = 0: (47)

In generalthe breaking term 	 (n);W

�Z Ŵ
+

� Ĝ �
does not vanish. However, as we only consider

two-loop QCD corrections it is zero. In this approxim ation also the Green function
�(n)
Ĝ 0Ĝ + Ĝ �

(p+ ;p� ) (and thus 	 0;(n);W

�Z Ĝ
+ Ĝ �

(p+ ;p� )) vanishes as we checked by an explicit cal-
culation.Thisisessentially due to the invariance underCP transform ationsofthebosonic
sector.Notethatstarting form threeloops,theCP violation induced by theCKM m ixings
willgeneratesom eCP violating bosoniccounterterm s.

The m ostgeneralcounterterm thatcan be used to re-absorb the breaking term ofthe
W TIsreads
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: (48)

Inserting �(n)

Ẑ� Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )in the above identities and com paring the coe�cients with

thebreaking term sleadsto equationsfrom which the coe�cients� (n)

i (i= 7;:::;12)can be
determ ined.Onepossiblesetofequationsreads
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where we introduced the short-hand notation M �� = 	 (n);W

�Z Ŵ
+

� Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� ) and N �� =

	 (n)

Ẑ� �+ Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� ). It is understood,that after the di�erentiation the m om enta are set to

zero.Notethattheequations(49)areonly uniqueup theconsistency conditions(sim ilarto
theonein Eq.(41))am ong theW TIs.

As in the previous case,the wave-function renorm alization ofthe background �eld Ẑ

is �xed by the W TIs. In particular,in our analysis the �W -angle is �xed by the on-shell
condition M W =M Z = cW ,where M W and M Z are the physicalm asses. Actually,using the

aboveequationsoneobtainstwo equationswhich �x �(n)
Ẑ ;i
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Ŵ ;1

+
sW M W

36ecW

�

�
1

4
@
p
�

�
@
p
�

�
+
5

8
@
p
�

�
@
p
�

�
g
��

�

�
Ẑ� Ĝ

+ Ŵ
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; (50)

where�(n)
Ŵ ;i

isgiven in Eq.(39).Again,using theconsistency conditions,onecan check that
otherpossibleequationsarenotindependent.

Finally wewanttorem ark thatathigherordersalsoothercounterterm sm ay beinvolved
in the analysis. However,this depends on the speci�c type ofradiative corrections which
are taken into account. In particular,�(3)

Ĝ 0Ĝ + Ĝ �
is only needed ifthree-loop electro-weak

correctionsareconsidered.

6 IR re-shu� ing

In practicalapplicationsquark m assescan often beneglected.However,through theTaylor
subtraction thiscan in generalinduce IR divergencesin the corresponding two-and three-
pointfunctions.On theotherhand itisim portantthatthebreaking term sareIR-�nite.In
thissection we discussthe m odi�cationsofourprocedure needed to dealwith these cases.
In a �rststep we wantto approach the problem from a m ore theoreticalpointofview and
only then apply itto thecaseofAW W .

A carefulanalysis ofthe o�-shellIR problem s in the SM [14,13]shows that suitable
norm alization conditionsare su�cientto guarantee the IR �nitenessofGreen functionsin
casenon-exceptionalm om entaarechosen.However,Taylorsubtraction around zeroexternal
m om enta m ay cause problem s.Letusassum e thatonly thehighestorderofthe derivative
leadsto IR divergences.Thism eansthatfora given Green function �,with UV divergence
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degree !,T!� is IR-divergent but T !� 1� is not. It is then tem pting not to perform the
com plete Taylorexpansion and leave outthe term with highestpower ofderivative. This
m odi�esthesubtraction schem e presented in [20,6]asdiscussed in thefollowing.

Acting on a broken W TIsuch asEq.(2)with theTayloroperator(1� T�),weobtain

(1� T
�)W (�)

�

�(n)
�

= 0: (51)

Aftercom m uting theTayloroperator(1� T�)with W (�) thistransform sto

W (�)

h

(1� T
�0)�(n)

i

=
h

T
�
W (�)� W (�)T

�0
i

� �hn	 (n)

W (�); (52)

where�0isthenaivepowercounting degreeof�(n).In general,onehas� � �0,Thereforethe
com m utation oftheTayloroperatorwith W (�) leadsto over-subtractionsof�(n) and,thus,

to the new breaking term s	 (n)

W (�)occurring on ther.h.s.ofEq.(52)(form ore detailssee
[6]).

In Eq. (52) both term s,T�0�(n) and 	 (n)

W (�),could be IR divergent. This suggests a
re-shu�ing ofthe term s from the r.h.s. to the l.h.s.,which de�nes a new breaking term
through

W (�)

h

(1� T
�IR )�(n)

i

=
h

T
�
W (�)� W (�)T

�0
i

+ W (�)

h

(T�0
� T

�IR )�(n)
i

� �hn	 0(n)

W (�):
(53)

Notethat�IR = �0� 1 isused fortheIR-divergentGreen functions.In thisway allterm sof
Eq.(53)areIR-safe.Thepriceofthere-shu�ing isthattheexpression for	 0(n)

W (�)becom es

in generalm orecom plicated than theoriginalbreaking term ,	 (n)

W (�).However,itscom pu-

tation isstillsim plerthan � (n)

W (�)ofEq.(2). The only requirem entisan interm ediate IR

regulator,needed fortheevaluation oftheindividualGreen functionsappearing in 	 0(n)

W (�).

W e also have to m ention that the new breaking term s 	 0(n)

W (�) and the corresponding

counterterm s�(n)

W depend on the UV subtraction. In fact,since �IR = �0� 1,som e Green
functions are only super�cially �nite because ofthe UV subtraction. This im plies that
	 0(n)

W (�) as wellas the �nalcounterterm �T �IR �(n) + �0(n) (see Eq.(6)) depends on the
com putation details.In addition,thedependenceon theUV regulatorofthebreaking term s
and thecorrespondingnon-invariantcounterterm sbreakstheuniversalityofthecom putation
(see[6]).

Asan explicitexam ple letusconsiderthe case AW W .In particular,we specify to the
top-bottom doublet and neglect the m ass ofthe bottom quark. In this case the one-loop
sub-divergences (cf. Section.2)becom e IR-divergent. Using the IR re-shu�ing discussed
aboveEq.(9)transform sto
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�bb
(p;q) = i(p+ q)� T0

p;q�
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�bb
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;
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T
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ie

sW
p
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PR Vtb(T

1
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� T

0

pb
)�(1)�bb

(pb): (54)

Ofcourse,no IR divergences appear forthe A�ttvertex and thus we stillhave 	 (1)

�A �tt
= 0.

Noticethattheadvantagesdueto thezero-m om entum subtractionshaveonly slightly been
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reduced. The com putation ofthe breaking term s stillrelies on Green functions expanded
around zero externalm om enta. W e also stressthatthe proposed rearrangem entsolvesthe
spuriousIR problem dueto Taylorsubtractionsin general.

Theproblem ofIR divergencesappearsalsoattwo loops.In thatcase,onehastohandle
theinterm ediateregularization procedurewith som ecare.Forcom pletenessconcerning the
AW W description,wepresentan exam pleofIR re-shu�ing attwo loops.

It iseasy to see thatthe zero-m om entum subtraction ofthe �rstofEqs.(36)and the

breaking term 	 (2)

A ��+ Ŵ
�

�

(p+ ;p� )areIR-divergentin theapproxim ation thatm b = 0.So,we

have to recom bine the Green functionsin such a way thatthe com putation isIR-safe.For
thatpurpose,wecan noticethatalso thezero-m om entum subtraction ofI�(2)

Â � Ẑ�
and I�(2)

Â � Â �

producesIR divergence.Therefore,them ostnaturalIR-saferecom bination is
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� ie
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; (55)

whereq= p+ + p� .	
0;(2)

A ��+ Ŵ
�

�

isIR-safeand,thus,can beused tocom putethecounterterm s.

7 C onclusion

The techniques developed in [6]have been applied to the three-gauge-boson vertices. In
the fram ework ofthe BFM allfunctionalidentities are derived atthe n-loop order. Since
in theSM thereexistsno invariantregularization schem e (besidesthelatticeregularization
with theGinsparg-W ilson version ofchiralsym m etry)thefunctionalidentitiesarebroken by
localterm s.M ostofthem aresim ply rem oved by theapplication oftheTayloroperator[6].
The analysisofthe rem aining onesispresented up to the two-loop level,where additional
QCD corrections to the one-loop ferm ionic diagram s are considered. Finally subtleties in
connection to IR divergencesresulting fortheexpansion around zero externalm om enta are
discussed in detail.
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