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1. M otivation

Although m ost people at this conference m ay be convinced that supersym m etry and
superstring theory are realized in Nature,let us suppose forthe sake ofargum ent that they
arenot.Can thesebeautifultheoriesthen haveany practicalim plications? Theanswerisyes;
they can stillhelp to organizecom plicated perturbativegaugetheory calculations,particularly
in QCD.W ewillarguethatsupersym m etry worksbestin conjunction with a num berofother
tools: the color and helicity decom positions ofam plitudes,and the constraints im posed by
perturbativeunitarity and collinearsingularities.Atpresent,atleastforone-loop calculations,
string theory seem s m ore usefulas a heuristic guide to how to organize calculations,rather
than asa detailed calculation tool.

Next-to-leading-order (NLO)perturbative QCD corrections are im portant forprecision
com parison oftheoreticalpredictions with collider experim ents,for m any m ulti-jet and jet-
associated processes. Currently,NLO results are only available for processes involving four
\partons"(oneorm oreofthepartonsm aybereplacedbya,Z orW ),forexam plep�p! 2jets1

and e+ e� ! 3 jets.2 There aretwo partsto an NLO correction to an n-parton process:a real
(ortree)part,obtained by integrating thetree-levelcross-section fora (n + 1)-parton process
over an \unobserved" portion ofphase space;and a virtual(or one-loop) part,obtained by
interfering the one-loop n-parton am plitude with the corresponding tree am plitude. Because
thecalculation oftreeam plitudesisnow fairly e�cient,3 itisthecalculation ofone-loop m ulti-
parton am plitudesthatform sthe \analyticalbottleneck" to producing NLO resultsform ore
com plicated processes.(Itisnottheonly obstacle,however;m uch num ericalwork isrequired
to com binetherealand virtualcorrections.) Thedi�culty in going to m orethan fourexternal
partonsisindicated by thetim elagbetween thecalculation ofone-loop four-parton am plitudes
in 19802 and 19864 and thatof�ve-parton am plitudesin thepasttwo years.5;6;7

In principleitisstraightforward tocom puteone-loop am plitudesby drawingallFeynm an
diagram sand evaluating them using standard reduction techniques forthe loop integrals. In
practicethism ethod becom esextrem ely ine�cientand cum bersom easthenum berofexternal
legsgrows,becausethereare:
1.too m any diagram s | m any diagram sarerelated by gaugeinvariance,and
2.too m any term s in each diagram | nonabelian gaugeboson self-interactionsarecom -
plicated.
Consequently,interm ediate expressionstend to be vastly m ore com plicated than the �nalre-
sults,when thelatterarerepresented in an appropriateway.

A usefulorganizationalfram ework,thathelpstam ethesize ofinterm ediate expressions,
isTotalQuantum -num berM anagem ent(TQM ),which suggeststo:
� Keep track ofallquantum num bersofexternalparticles| nam ely,helicity and colorinfor-
m ation.
� Usethehelicity/colorinform ation to decom posetheam plitudeinto sim pler,gauge-invariant
pieces,called prim itive am plitudes.
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� Usesupersym m etry to organizethesum overinternalparticlespinsin theloop.
� Squaream plitudestogetprobabilities,andsum overhelicitiesandcolorstoobtainunpolarized
cross-sections,only atthevery end ofthecalculation.
Carrying out the last step explicitly would generate a large analytic expression;however,at
thisstageonewould typically m akethetransition tonum ericalevaluation,in ordertocom bine
the virtualand realcorrections. The use ofTQM is hardly new,particularly in tree-level
applications3 | butitisespecially usefulatloop level.

2. W hat about string theory?

W hatrolecan superstring theory play in thisapproach? String theory hastheadvantage
thatall�eld theory diagram sata given orderofperturbation theory arelum ped into a single
string diagram . Circulating in the loop(s)ofthe diagram are notjustthe quarksand gluons
ofQCD,butthe entire m assive tower ofstring excitations,with m asses oforder the Planck
m ass. In the experim entally relevant low-energy lim it,the m assive states decouple,and the
string diagram degeneratesinto a num berof�eld-theory-like diagram s,determ ined by sim ple
(Bern-Kosower8)rulesthatarenicely com patiblewith thecolorand helicity decom positions.

However,there are also a few disadvantages to a direct string-based approach. Sim ple
rules can stillgenerate a large m ess in interm ediate steps. (This was found to be the case
in the calculation ofone-loop �ve-gluon am plitudes.) The Bern-Kosower rules were derived
forone-loop am plitudeswith externalgluonsonly,and new ruleswould have to be rederived
for externalquarks and/or m ulti-loop am plitudes. Som e progress has been m ade in these
directions,9 butnotyetto thepointofpushing the�eld theory state-of-the-art.On theother
hand,string-based rules can be m im icked in �eld theory10 by a com bination ofbackground-
�eld11 and Gervais-Neveu12 gauges. Such gauge choices can be used with externalferm ions
too.Finally,othertools| in particularsupersym m etry,unitarity and collinearlim its| can
be even m ore e�cientroutesto one-loop scattering am plitudes. String theory rem ainsuseful
asa heuristicguide;wewillgivea coupleofexam plesbelow.

3. C olor and helicity decom position

As an exam ple ofthe color and helicity decom position ofa one-loop QCD am plitude,
considertheam plitudeforn externalgluons,alltaken tobeoutgoing.W egeneralizetheSU(3)
colorgroup to SU(N c),and labelthe gluonsi= 1;2;:::;n by theiradjointcolorindicesai =
1;2;:::;N 2

c � 1,and helicities�i= �.W ithoutgiving thedetailsofthehelicity decom position
form alism ,it is convenient to use gluon circular polarization vectors expressed in term s of
m asslessW eylspinors.13 Thecolordecom position14 isperform ed in term softracesofSU(N c)
generatorsTa in thefundam entalrepresentation,with Tr(TaTb)= �ab,

A 1� loop
n (fki;�i;aig)= g

n

"
X

�2Sn =Zn

N c Tr(T
a�(1) � � � T

a�(n)) A n;1(�(1
�1);:::;�(n�n))

+
bn=2c+ 1
X

c= 2

X

�2Sn =Sn;c

Tr(Ta�(1) � � � T
a�(c� 1)) Tr(Ta�(c) � � � T

a�(n)) A n;c(�(1
�1);:::;�(n�n))

#

;(1)
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Figure1: Thetwo typesoforiented one-loop open string world-sheetdiagram s:Either(a)all
verticesattach to thesam eedgeoftheannulus,or(b)som everticesattach to each edge.

where A n;c are the partialam plitudes,g isthe gauge coupling,and bxc isthe integerpartof
x.Sn isthe setofallperm utationsofn objects,while Zn and Sn;c are the subsetsofSn that
leavethecorresponding singleand doubletracestructuresinvariant.

The color decom position (1) can be derived fairly sim ply from Feynm an diagram s in
thedouble-lineform alism ;15 however,itiseven m oretransparentto deriveitfrom open string
theory.Theend ofan open stringcarriesthecolorinform ation | an index iin thefundam ental
N c representation. A vertex operator for an externalgluon with adjoint index a carries the
Chan-Paton factor16 (Ta) �|

i and rotatesthefundam entalindex.Attree-level,thestring world-
sheet isa topologically a disk,and the Chan-Paton factorshook togetherinto a single trace
oftheform Tr(Ta1 � � � Tan)(orsom e perm utation thereof).Atone-loop,the(oriented)world-
sheetisan annulus,and therearetwo possibilities,shown in �g.1:either(a)allverticesattach
to thesam eedgeoftheannulus,or(b)som everticesattach to each ofthetwo edges.In case
(a)oneobtainsthesingle-tracestructureofthe�rstterm in eq.(1),which m ultipliesA n;1;the
factorofN c = Tr(1)com esfrom the edge with no verticesattached to it. In the second case
oneobtainstherem aining double-traceterm sin (1),which m ultiply A n;c> 1.

Closer inspection ofthe two di�erent types ofstring world-sheet diagram s in the low-
energy lim itsuggestsapossiblerelation between thecorrespondingA n;c> 1 and A n;1 am plitudes.
Apartfrom thefactthatsom evertex operatorsappearon the\wrong side" oftheannulus|
which one m ight hope is irrelevant in the low-energy lim it | the A n;c world-sheet diagram s
appear to be just the sum over a particular set CO Pf�gf�g of perm utations of the A n;1

diagram s,those that preserve the cyclic ordering ofthe sets f�g and f�g ofvertices on the
respectiveinnerand outerboundariesoftheannulus.Thusthefollowing form ula issuggested,

A n;c(1;2;:::;c� 1;c;c+ 1;:::;n) = (�1)c� 1
X

�2C O P f�gf�g

A n;1(�); (2)

wheref�g� fc� 1;c� 2;:::;2;1g,f�g� fc;c+ 1;:::;n� 1;ng.Thisform ulaisofpracticaluse
becausenow only theA n;1 haveto becalculated.Itcan beproven using Feynm an diagram s,17

butitsm otivation from the structure ofopen string theory isa good exam ple ofhow strings
can serveasa heuristicguideto gaugetheory organization.
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Equation (2)shows thatthe A n;1 are the m ore basic objects,so we callthem prim itive

am plitudes.They are\color-ordered" am plitudes,in thatthey only receivecontributionsfrom
diagram swith aparticularcyclicorderingofthegluonsaround theloop.Thisgreatlysim pli�es
theiranalyticstructure,becausecutsand polescan only appearin channelsform ed by thesum
ofcyclically adjacentm om enta,(ki+ ki+ 1 + � � � + ki+ r� 1)2.

Even the A n;1 are not allindependent, due to parity and cyclic invariance. For ex-
am ple,for n = 5 only four are independent,A 5;1(1+ ;2+ ;3+ ;4+ ;5+ ),A 5;1(1� ;2+ ;3+ ;4+ ;5+ ),
A 5;1(1� ;2� ;3+ ;4+ ;5+ ),and A 5;1(1� ;2+ ;3� ;4+ ;5+ ). The �rst two are not required at NLO
because the corresponding tree helicity am plitudes vanish,and are very sim ple forthe sam e
reason.Analyticexpressionsforthelattertwo arem orecom plex5 butstill\�ton a page" (see
below).In contrast,thecolor-and helicity-sum m ed virtualcorrection tothecross-section,built
from perm utation sum softhelattertwo prim itive am plitudes,would �llhundredsofpages.

4. W hat about supersym m etry?

Supersym m etry playsa role even in a non-supersym m etric theory such asQCD.Thisis
becausetree-levelQCD is\e�ectively" supersym m etric.18 Considerthen-gluon treeam plitude.
Ithasnoloopsin it,thereforeithasnoferm ion loopsin it.Thereforetheferm ionsin thetheory
m ightaswellbegluinos,i.e.attree-levelthetheory m ightaswellbesuperYang-M illstheory.
The\non-supersym m etry" ofQCD only leaksin attheloop level.

Supersym m etric results are often sim pler than non-supersym m etric ones. Forexam ple,
theanom alousm agneticm om entsoftheelectron in QED and in super-QED are19;20

ge � 2

2

�
�
�
�
�
Q ED

=
�

2�
+

"

197

144
+
�2

12
+
3�3
4

�
�2ln2

2

# �
�

�

�2

+ 1:1761(4)
�
�

�

�3

� 1:43(14)
�
�

�

� 4

+ � � �

ge � 2

2

�
�
�
�
�
SQ ED

= 0; (3)

thelatterisan exam pleofa supersym m etry W ard identity (SW I).20 Herethesupersym m etric
resultis\toosim ple":itdoesnotform asigni�cantpartofthenon-supersym m etricresult.For
one-loop m ulti-parton QCD calculations,thesituation issom ewhatm orefavorable.

Supersym m etry W ardidentities21 can bederived forgeneralS-m atrixelem entsh�1� � � �ni

usingthefactthatthesuperchargeQ annihilatesthevacuum ;when the�elds� icreatehelicity
eigenstates,m any ofthe [Q;�i]term s can be arranged to vanish. Taking allparticles to be
outgoing,the sim plest identities are foram plitudes with atm osttwo negative helicities,and
therestpositive21;18;3:

A
SU SY
n (1� ;2+ ;3+ ;:::;n+ ) = 0; (4)

A
SU SY
n (1� ;2�P ;3

+
P ;4

+
;:::;n

+ ) =

 

h12i

h13i

! 2jhP j

A
SU SY
n (1� ;2�� ;3

+
� ;4

+
;:::;n

+ ): (5)

Here� standsfora scalarparticle(forwhich the\helicity" � m eansparticlevs.antiparticle),
while P standsfora scalar,ferm ion orgluon,with respective helicity hP = 0;1

2
;1. W e have
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introduced spinor product notation,13;3 hjli = hj� jl+ i = �u� (kj)u+ (kl) and [jl]= hj+ jl� i =
�u+ (kj)u� (kl),whereu� (k)isa m asslessW eylspinorwith m om entum k and chirality �.

TheSW Ihold order-by-orderin perturbation theory.They apply directly to alltree-level
QCD am plitudesbecause ofthe \e�ective" supersym m etry described above. They guide the
sim ple structure of\m axim ally helicity violating" (M HV)QCD tree am plitudes,which forn
externalgluonsare22;23

A
tree
n (1� ;2+ ;3+ ;:::;n+ ) = 0; (6)

A
tree
n (1+ ;:::;j� ;:::;k� ;:::;n+ ) = i

hjki
4

h12i� � � hn1i
: (7)

Even in the second,nonvanishing case,the am plitude rem ainssim ple because the SW Iforbid
theappearanceofm ulti-particlepoles(polesin (ki+ � � � + ki+ r� 1)2 with r> 2).Theinterm ediate
gluon in the factorization ofeq.(7)on a m ulti-particle pole hasnegative helicity as seen by
one ofthe two lower-point am plitudes,but positive helicity as seen by the other. Thus the
two lower-pointam plitudesshare a totalofthree negative helicities,and so oneofthem m ust
vanish by eq.(4).

At loop level,QCD \knows" that it is not supersym m etric. However,one can use su-
persym m etry to trade gluons in the loop diagram s for scalars. Scalars lead to algebraically
sim pler diagram s,because they cannot propagate spin inform ation around the loop. For an
am plitude with allexternalgluons,we rewrite the internalgluon loop g (and ferm ion loop f)
asa supersym m etric contribution plusa com plex scalarloop s,

g = (g+ 4f + 3s) � 4(f + s) + s = A
N = 4 � 4A N = 1 + A

scalar
;

f = (f + s) � s = A
N = 1 � A

scalar
; (8)

whereA N = 4 representsthecontribution oftheN = 4 superYang-M illsm ultiplet,and A N = 1 an
N = 1 chiralm attersuperm ultiplet.In thecontextofTQM ,thisuseofsupersym m etry could
beterm ed \internalspin m anagem ent".

As an exam ple,let’s look at the �ve-gluon prim itive am plitude A 5;1(1� ;2� ;3+ ;4+ ;5+ ),
whosecom ponentsaccording to (8)are5

A
N = 4 = c� A

tree
5X

j= 1

"

�
1

�2

 

�2

�sj;j+ 1

! �

+ ln

 

�sj;j+ 1

�sj+ 1;j+ 2

!

ln

 

�sj+ 2;j� 2

�sj� 2;j� 1

!

+
�2
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A
N = 1 = c� A

tree

"

5

2�
+
1

2

"

ln

 

�2

�s23

!

+ ln

 

�2

�s51

! #

+ 2

#

+
ic�

2

h12i2(h23i[34]h41i+ h24i[45]h51i)

h23ih34ih45ih51i

ln
�
� s23
� s51

�

s51 � s23

A
scalar =

1

3
A
N = 1 +

2

9
c� A

tree

+
ic�

3

"

�
[34]h41ih24i[45](h23i[34]h41i+ h24i[45]h51i)

h34ih45i

ln
�
� s23
� s51

�

� 1

2

�
s23
s51

� s51
s23

�

(s51 � s23)3

�
h35i[35]3

[12][23]h34ih45i[51]
+

h12i[35]2

[23]h34ih45i[51]
+
1

2

h12i[34]h41ih24i[45]

s23h34ih45is51

#

; (9)
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whereA tree = A tree
5 (1� ;2� ;3+ ;4+ ;5+ )isgiven in eq.(7),and

c� =
�(1+ �)�2(1� �)

(4�)2� ��(1� 2�)
: (10)

W e see thatthe three com ponentshave quite di�erentanalytic structure,indicating thatthe
rearrangem ent (8)is a naturalone. The N = 4 supersym m etric com ponent is the sim plest,
followed by the N = 1 chiralcom ponent. The non-supersym m etric scalar com ponent is the
m ost com plicated,and the hardest to calculate. Yet it is stillsim pler than the direct gluon
calculation,becauseitdoesnotm ix allthreecom ponentstogether.

5. O ne-loop am plitudes via unitarity

The absorptive parts(cuts)ofloop am plitudescan be determ ined from phase-space in-
tegralsofproductsoflower-order am plitudes,exploiting the perturbative unitarity ofthe S-
m atrix. Forone-loop m ulti-parton am plitudes,there are severalreasonswhy thiscalculation
ofthecutsism uch easierthan a directloop calculation:
� Onecan sim plify thetreeam plitudesbeforefeeding them into thecutcalculation.
� Thetreeam plitudesareusuallyquitesim ple,becausetheypossess\e�ective"supersym m etry,
even ifthefullloop am plitudesdo not.
� Onecan furtheruseon-shellconditionsfortheinterm ediate legsin evaluating thecuts.

Thecatch isthatitisnotalwayspossibleto reconstructthefullloop am plitudefrom its
cuts. In generalthere can be an additive \polynom ialam biguity" | in addition to the usual
logarithm sand dilogarithm sofloop am plitudes,there m ay be polynom ials(actually rational
functions)in thekinem aticvariables,which cannotbedetected by thecuts.Thisam biguity is
absentin one-loop m asslesssupersym m etricam plitudes,17;24 becauseoftheirbetterultraviolet
behavior. Notice that in the �ve-gluon exam ple (9) allthe polynom ialterm s are intim ately
linked to thelogarithm sin both A N = 4 and A N = 1,whilethey arenotlinked in A scalar.

To see the supersym m etric cancellations for n-gluon am plitudes,it su�ces to use the
second-orderform alism fortheferm ion loop,and background-�eld gauge11 forthegluon loop,
in thee�ectiveaction �(A).Thescalar,ferm ion and gluon contributionsare

�scalar(A) � + lndet
�

D
2
�

;

�ferm ion(A) � � lndet
�

D
2 � 1

2
���F��

�

;

�gluon(A) � + lndet
�

D
2 � ���

F��

�

; (11)

whereD isthecovariantderivative,F istheexternal�eld strength,and 1

2
��� (���)isthespin-

1

2

(spin-1)Lorentzgenerator.Theleadingbehaviorforlargeloop-m om entum ‘com esfrom theD 2

term in each case (F�� containsderivativesonly with respectto the externalm om enta).This
term cancelsbetween the scalarand ferm ion,and between the ferm ion and gluon in eq.(11),
hence itcancels in any supersym m etric linearcom bination. The cancellation foran m -point
graph isfrom ‘m down to ‘m � 2 (sinceTr��� = Tr��� = 0).Itcan beshown thatan am plitude
having thisproperty in allgraphscan beuniquely reconstructed from itscuts.24
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Figure 2: The possible interm ediate helicities when both negative helicity gluonslie on the
sam esideofthecut.

The Neveu-Schwarz-Ram ond representation ofsuperstring theory,although not m ani-
festly supersym m etric,correspondsto both asecond-orderferm ion and background-�eld gauge
form alism in �eld theory.Thisisa second exam pleofstring theory asa heuristicguide.

Non-supersym m etric am plitudes generally cannot be directly reconstructed from their
unitarity cuts. W e did not discuss the collinear behavior ofloop am plitudes here,25;17;26 but
they area usefuland powerfulpracticaltoolfor�xing thepolynom ialam biguities,recursively
in n,by requiring consistentcollinearfactorization in allchannels. The only drawback isthe
current lack ofa theorem that would guarantee the uniqueness ofa polynom ialexpression
obeying allcollinearconsistency checks.Butno counterexam plesareknown either,forn > 5.
ItisalsopossibletoextractO (�0)polynom ialterm sfrom cutsevaluated toO (�)in dim ensional
regularization,butthisissigni�cantly harderthan evaluation ofthecutsto O (�0).

As an exam ple ofhow sim ple one-loop m ulti-parton cuts can be,we outline here the
evaluation ofthe cutsforan in�nite sequence ofn-gluon am plitudes,the M HV am plitudesin
N = 4 super-Yang-M illstheory.17 W econsiderthecasewherethetwo negativehelicity gluons
lieon thesam esideofthecut,asshown in �g.2.(Thecasewherethey lieon theoppositeside
ofthecutcan bequickly reduced to thiscase17 using theSW I(5).) Contributionsto thiscut
from interm ediate ferm ionsorscalarsvanish using the \e�ective" supersym m etry ofthe tree
am plitudes,eq.(4),and the conservation offerm ion helicity and scalarparticle num ber. The
only contribution isfrom interm ediategluonswith thehelicity assignm entshown in �g.2.The
treeam plitudeson eithersideofthecutarepure-glueM HV treeam plitudes,given in eq.(7).

Let j and k denote the negative helicity externalgluons. The cut for this M HV loop
am plitude,A 1� loop M H V

jk (1;2;:::;n),in the channel(km 1
+ km 1+ 1 + � � � + km 2� 1 + km 2

)2,where
m 1 � k < j� m 2,isthen given by

Z

dLIPS(�‘1;‘2)A
tree M H V
jk (�‘1;m 1;:::;m 2;‘2)A

tree M H V
(� ‘2)‘1 (�‘2;m 2 + 1;:::;m 1 � 1;‘1)

= iA
tree M H V
jk (1;2;:::;n)

Z

dLIPS(�‘1;‘2)
h(m 1 � 1)m 1ih‘1‘2i

h(m 1 � 1)‘1ih‘1m 1i

hm 2(m 2 + 1)ih‘2‘1i

hm 2‘2ih‘2(m 2 + 1)i
;(12)
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wherethespinorproductsarelabelledbyeitherloopm om enta(‘1,‘2)orexternalparticlelabels.
The(4� 2�)-dim ensionalLorentz-invariantphasespacem easureisdenoted by dLIPS(�‘1;‘2).
Thecut(12)rem ainssim pleforarbitrarily m any externalgluons,thanksto thesim pleform of
theM HV treeam plitudes(7)| ‘1 and ‘2 appearin only a few ofthefactors.

Theintegral(12)can beviewed asacuthexagon loopintegral.Toseethis,usetheon-shell
condition ‘21 = ‘22 = 0 to rewritethefourspinorproductdenom inatorsin (12)asscalarpropa-
gators,m ultiplied by a num eratorfactor.Forexam ple,1=h‘1m 1i= [m 1‘1]=(h‘1m 1i[m 1‘1])=
[m 1‘1]=(2‘1� km 1

)= � [m 1‘1]=(‘1� km 1
)2.In addition tothesefourpropagators,therearetwo

cutpropagatorsim plicitin the phase-space integral
R
dLIPS(�‘1;‘2). The Schouten identity,

habihcdi= hadihcbi+ hacihbdi,letsusrewritetheintegrand of(12)as

I =
�
h(m 1 � 1)‘2i

h(m 1 � 1)‘1i
�
hm 1‘2i

hm 1‘1i

��
hm 2‘1i

hm 2‘2i
�
h(m 2 + 1)‘1i

h(m 2 + 1)‘2i

�

= �
hm 1‘2ihm 2‘1i

hm 1‘1ihm 2‘2i
�
h

m 1 $ (m 1 � 1);m 2 $ (m 2 + 1)
i

; (13)

antisym m etrizing in each exchange.In term sofpropagators,

I =
[‘1m 1]hm 1‘2i[‘2m 2]hm 2‘1i

(‘1 � km 1
)2(‘2 + km 2

)2
�

h

m 1 $ (m 1 � 1);m 2 $ (m 2 + 1)
i

=
tr+ (6‘1 6km 1

6‘2 6km 2
)

(‘1 � km 1
)2(‘2 + km 2

)2
�

h

m 1 $ (m 1 � 1);m 2 $ (m 2 + 1)
i

; (14)

where the tr+ indicates the insertion ofa (1+ 5)=2 projector into the trace. Thus we have
reduced thecuthexagon integral(12)to a sum offourcutbox integrals.

A straightforward Passarino-Veltm an reduction27 expresses the box integrals from (14)
in term sofscalarboxes,trianglesand bubbles. The coe�cientsofthe trianglesand bubbles
vanish. The only scalar boxes with non-vanishing coe�cients are those with two diagonally
oppositem asslesslegs.Thefullam plitude,which m atchesthecutsin allchannels,is

A
N = 4
n;1 (1+ ;:::;j� ;:::;k� ;:::;n+ ) = ic� �

2� hjki
4

h12ih23i� � � hn1i
Vn ; (15)

whereVn isa universal,cyclically sym m etricfunction,

V2m + 1 =
m � 1X

r= 1

nX

i= 1

fi;r ; V2m =
m � 2X

r= 1

nX

i= 1

fi;r +
n=2
X

i= 1

fi;m � 1 : (16)

Thescalarbox integralfunctionsin 4� 2� dim ensionsaregiven through O (�0)by

fi;r = �
1

�2

h

(�t[r+ 1]i� 1 )� �+ (�t[r+ 1]i )� �� (�t[r]i )
� �� (�t[n� r� 2]i+ r+ 1 )� �

i

� Li2

0

@1�
t
[r]
i t

[n� r� 2]
i+ r+ 1

t
[r+ 1]
i� 1 t

[r+ 1]
i

1

A

+ Li2

0

@1�
t
[r]
i

t
[r+ 1]
i� 1

1

A + Li2

0

@1�
t
[r]
i

t
[r+ 1]
i

1

A + Li2

0

@1�
t
[n� r� 2]
i+ r+ 1

t
[r+ 1]
i� 1

1

A + Li2

0

@1�
t
[n� r� 2]
i+ r+ 1

t
[r+ 1]
i

1

A +
1

2
ln2

0

@
t
[r+ 1]
i� 1

t
[r+ 1]
i

1

A (17)
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wheret[r]i = (ki+ ki+ 1 + � � � + ki+ r� 1)2.Sincet
[1]

i = k2i = 0,weset(�t[1]i )
� � = 0 in (17).

6. C onclusions

W ehaveargued thattheuseofsupersym m etry and string theory (thelatterm oreheuris-
tically),in com bination with m oreconventionaltoolssuch ashelicity and colordecom positions,
unitarity and collinearlim its,can lead to m any sim pli�cations in the calculation ofone-loop
m ulti-parton am plitudes. At the practicallevel,som e ofthese tools have been instrum ental
in calculating the one-loop �ve-parton am plitudes (ggggg,�qq�qqg and �qqggg)which form the
analyticalbottleneck to NLO cross-sections forthree-jetevents athadron colliders.5;6;7 They
havealsobeen used toobtain in�nitesequencesofspecialone-loop helicity am plitudesin closed
form .25;28;17;24 Thepolynom ialam biguitiesin thenon-supersym m etric com ponentsofone-loop
QCD am plitudesarethem ain obstacleto theire�cientevaluation.Ifonecan show thatthese
am biguities m ay be �xed uniquely (and e�ciently!) using factorization lim its,then this ob-
staclewould belifted,and onewould havea generaltechnique forconstructing one-loop QCD
am plitudeswithouteverevaluating genuineloop diagram s.
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