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ABSTRACT

W e review techniques sin plifying the analytic calculation of one-dloop QCD am —
plitudes with m any extemal lgs, for use In next-toJeading-order corrections to
m ulti-et processes. W e explain how a supersym m etry-ingoired organization works
well In conjinction w ith other tools, nam ely the color and helicity decom positions
of am plitudes, and the constraints In posed by perturbative unitarity and collinear
sihgularities. String theory seem sm ost usefiilas a heuristic guide. U sing these tech—
nigues, the com plete sst of onedloop veparton Q CD am plitudes, aswell as certain
sequences of specialhelicity am plitudesw ith an arbitrary num ber ofextemalgluons,
have been cbtained.

P resented at SUSY 95, Paris, France, M ay 15-19, 1995

R esearch supported by the D epartm ent of E nergy under grant D E-A C 03-76SF 00515.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507214v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507214

1. M otivation

A though m ost peopl at this conference m ay be convinced that supersymm etry and
superstring theory are realized In N ature, kt us suppose for the sake of argum ent that they
are not. Can these beautifiil theories then have any practical in plications? The answer is yes;
they can still help to organize com plicated perturbative gauge theory calculations, particularly
In QCD .W e willargue that supersym m etry works best in conjinction w ith a num ber of other
tools: the ocolor and helicity decom positions of am plitudes, and the constraints inm posed by
perturbative unitarity and collinear singularities. At present, at least for one-loop calculations,
string theory seem s m ore usefiil as a heurstic guide to how to organize calculations, rather
than as a detailed calculation tool

N ext-toJeading-order NLO ) perturbative Q CD ocorrections are im portant for precision
com parison of theoretical predictions w ith collider experin ents, for m any muli-gt and &t
associated processes. Currently, NLO resuls are only availabl for processes involving four
\partons" (one orm oreofthepartonsm ay bereplacedbya ,Z orW ), orexamplkpp! 2 ¥
ande'e ! 3 jetsﬂ There are two parts to an NLO ocorrection to an n-parton process: a real
(or tree) part, obtained by Integrating the treeJdevel crosssection fora ( + 1)-parton process
over an \uncbserved" portion of phase space; and a virtual (or onedoop) part, cbtained by
Interfering the oneJoop n-parton am plitude w ith the corresponding tree am plitude. Because
the calculation of tree am plitudes isnow fairly e cient, B it is the calculation of one-loop m uli-
parton am plitudes that form s the \analytical bottlenedk" to producihg NLO results form ore
com plicated processes. (It is not the only obstacle, however; m uch num erical work is required
to com bine the realand virtual corrections.) The di culty In going to m ore than four extemal
partons is indicated by the tim e Jag betw een the calculation of one-loop fourparton am plitudes
n 1980q and 1986H and that of veparton am plitudes in the past two years

In principle i is straightforward to com pute one-Joop am plitudes by draw ing allFeynm an
diagram s and evaluating them using standard reduction techniques for the loop integrals. In
practice thism ethod becom es extram ely ne cient and cum bersom e as the num ber of extemal
legs grow s, because there are:

1. too m any diagram s | m any diagram s are related by gauge Invaranoe, and

2.too m any tem s in each diagram | nonabelian gauge boson self-nteractions are com —
plicated.

C onsequently, interm ediate expressions tend to be vastly m ore com plicated than the nalre—
suls, when the lJatter are represented In an appropriate way.

A us=ful organizational fram ew ork, that helps tam e the size of intermm ediate expressions,
is TotalQ uantum -num ber M anagem ent (TQM ), which suggests to:

Kesp track of all quantum num bers of extemal particles | nam ely, helicity and color nfor-
m ation.

U se the helicity/color lnform ation to decom pose the am plitude into sin pler, gauge-nvariant
pieces, called prim itive am pliudes.



U == supersym m etry to organize the sum over intemalparticle soins in the loop.

Square am plitudes to get probabilities, and sum over helicities and colors to obtain unpolarized
cross—sections, only at the very end of the calculation.
Carrying out the last step explicitly would generate a large analytic expression; however, at
this stage one would typically m ake the transition to num erical evaluation, in order to com bine
the virtual and real corrections. The use of TQM is hardly new, particularly in treedevel
app]jcatjon£ | but it is especially usefiil at loop level.

2. W hat about string theory?

W hat role can superstring theory play in this approach? String theory has the advantage
that all eld theory diagram s at a given order of perturbation theory are lum ped into a single
string diagram . Circulating in the loop (s) of the diagram are not just the quarks and glions
of QCD, but the entire m assive tower of string excitations, w ith m asses of order the P lanck
m ass. In the experim entally relevant low-energy lim it, the m assive states decouple, and the
string diagram degenerates nto a num ber of eld-theory-lke diagram s, determm ined by sin ple
Bem-K osowerﬂ) rules that are nicely com patible w ith the color and helicity decom positions.

However, there are also a few disadvantages to a direct stringbased approach. Sinplk
rules can still generate a large m ess In Interm ediate steps. (This was found to be the case
In the calculation of onedoop veglion am plitudes.) The Bem-K osower rules were derived
for oneJoop am plitudes w ith external ghions only, and new rules would have to be rederived
for extemal quarks and/or multidoop am plitudes. Som e progress has been made I these
djrectjonsE but not yet to the point of pushing the eld theory stateoftheart. On the other
hand, stringdbased rules can bem in icked n eld theoryE by a com bination of background—

e]da and G ervaisN eveuE gauges. Such gauge choices can be used wih extemal ferm ions
too. F inally, other tools | In particular supersym m etry, unitarity and collinear Iim its | can
be even m ore e cient routes to one-oop scattering am plitudes. String theory rem ains useful
as a heurstic guide; we w ill give a couple of exam ples below .

3. Color and helicity decom position

A s an exam plk of the color and helicity decom position of a onedoop QCD am plitude,
consider the am plitude forn extemalgluons, alltaken to be outgoing. W e generalize the SU (3)
color group to SU N .), and label the gluons i= 1;2;:::;n by their ad pint color indices a; =
1;2;:::;Nc2 1,and helicities ;= . W ithout giving the details of the helicity decom position
form alisn , i is convenient to use glion cjrcu]alfgpo]ar:izatjon vectors expressed In temm s of
m assless W eylspjnorsE T he color decom positiont is perform ed in tem s of traces 0f SU N )
generators T2 in the fiindam ental representation, with Tr(T 2T?) = 2P,
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Figure 1: The two types of orented one-locp open string world-sheet diagram s: E ither @) all
vertices attach to the sam e edge of the annulus, or (o) som e vertices attach to each edge.

where A .. are the partial am plitudes, g is the gauge coupling, and bxc is the Integer part of
X. S, is the set of all pem utations ofn cb cts, whilke 72, and S, . are the subsets of S,, that
Jeave the corresponding single and doublk trace structures invarant.

The color decomposition (l]) can be derived fairly sinply from Feynman diagram s in
the double-lne fom align 4 however, it is even m ore transparent to derive it from open string
theory. T he end ofan open string carries the color Infom ation | an index i in the fundam ental
N . representation. A vertex operator for an extemal gluon with adpint Index a carries the
Chan-Paton i%;lctor_E (T?) i‘ and rotates the fundam ental index. At tree—leve], the string world-
sheet is a topologically a disk, and the Chan-Paton factors hook together into a sihnglke trace
ofthe form Tr (T* T (or som e pem utation thereof). At one-Jdoop, the (orented) world-
sheet is an annulus, and there are two possibilities, shown in g.: either (@) allvertices attach
to the sam e edge of the annulus, or (o) som e vertices attach to each of the two edges. In case
(@) one cbtains the singletrace structure ofthe rsttem i eq. (@), which multipliesA ,;;; the
factor of N, = Tr(l) comes from the edge w ith no vertices attached to it. In the ssoond case
one obtains the rem aining doubletrace term s in (), which multply A, e ;-

C Joser inspection of the two di erent types of string world-sheet diagram s in the low -
energy lin it suggests a possible relation between the corresponding A, ;. ; and A ,;; am plitudes.
Apart from the fact that som e vertex operators appear on the \w rong side" of the annulus |
which one m ight hope is irrelevant in the low-energy lim it | the A, world-sheet diagram s
appear to be just the sum over a particular sst COP £ gf g of pemutations of the A, ;
diagram s, those that preserve the cyclic ordering of the sets £ g and £ g of vertices on the
respective inner and outer boundaries of the annulis. Thus the follow ing form ula is suggested,

X
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wheref g fc 1;c 2;:::;2;1g,f g fcet1;:::5;n 1;ng. This formula isofpracticaluse
because now only the A, ;; have to be calculated. It can be proven using Feynm an diagram s,
but ism otivation from the structure of open string theory is a good exam pl of how strings
can serve as a heuristic guide to gauge theory organization.



Equation {f]) shows that the A, are the m ore basic obcts, 0 we call them prim itive
am plitudes. They are \colorordered" am plitudes, In that they only receive contributions from
diagram sw ith a particular cyclic ordering of the gluons around the loop. T his greatly sim pli es
their analytic structure, because cuts and poles can only appear in channels form ed by the sum
of cyclically adjpcentm om enta, (ki + ki1 + k)%,

Even the A,,; are not all independent, due to parity and cyclic nvariance. For ex—
ampl, orn = 5 only Pur are ndependent, A, 17 ;27 ;3" ;4" ;57), A5, 1 ;27 ;3" ;4% ;5%),
As (1 ;2 ;37;4";5%),and As; (L ;27;3 ;4";5"). The rst two are not required at NLO
because the corresponding tree helicity am plitudes vanish, and are very sinpl for the same
reason . A nalytic expressions for the Jatter two are m ore com p]e>£ but still \ ton a page" (see
below ) . In contrast, the color-and helicity-sum m ed virtual correction to the cross-section, built
from pem utation sum s of the latter two prin itive am plitudes, would I11hundreds ofpages.

4. W hat about supersym m etry?

Supersym m etry plays a rok even in a non-supersymm etric theory such asQCD . This is
because treedevel Q CD is \e ectively" supersymm etrch C onsider the n-gluon tree am plitude.
Tt hasno loops In i, therefore it hasno ferm ion loops In it. T herefore the ferm ions In the theory
m ight aswellbe gliinos, ie. at treedevel the theory m ight aswellbe super Yang-M ills theory.
The \non-supersymm etry" of Q CD only laks in at the Joop kvel

Supersym m etric results are often sin pler than non-supersym m etric ones. For exam ple,
the anom alous m agnetic m om ents of the electron n QED and in superQED a
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the latter is an exam ple of a supersymm etry W ard identity (SW I) E H ere the supersym m etric
resul is \too sin ple": it doesnot form a signi cant part ofthe non-supersym m etric result. For
one-loop m uliparton Q CD calculations, the situation is som ew hat m ore favorable.

Supersymm etry W ard :den‘uﬂe@ can be derived forgeneralS-m atrix elem entsh ; ni
using the fact that the supercharge Q annihilates the vacuum ; when the elds ; create helicity
elgenstates, m any of the D ; ;] tem s can be arranged to vanish. Taking all particlks to be
outgoing, the sin plest dentities are for am plitudes w ith at m ost two negative helicities, and
the rest positiv 4 :

ASYSY @ ;2%;3%;:in") = 0; @)
.!ZZth
hl2i
AiUSY @ ;2 ;3; ;4+;:::;n+) = W31 AISIUSY @ ;2 ,'3+ ;4+;"';I'l+) o)

Here stands fora scalar particke (forwhich the \helicity” m eans partick vs. antipartick),
whik P stands for a scalar, ferm ion or ghion, w ith respective helicity hy = 0;%;1. W e have



introduced spinor product notation 8 hjli= hj Fi= u &)u, k) and U= hj* 4 i=
u; ky)u (1), whereu (k) isamasskessW eyl spinor with m om entum k and chirality

The SW IThold orderby-order in perturbation theory. They apply directly to all tree—level
QCD am plitudes because of the \e ective" supersymm etry described above. They guide the
sin ple structure of \m axin ally helicity violating" M HV) QCD tree am plitudes, which forn
extemal glions a

A (@ ;27;3";::n") = 0; 6)
. hiki'
1/ . (7)

hl2i hnili

Even in the seocond, nonvanishing case, the am plitude ram ains sin ple because the SW I forbid
the appearance ofm ultipartick pols fpolesn (k;+ #kq1)?withr> 2). The intem ediate
gluon in the factorization of eq. {]) on a muliparticke pol has negative helicity as seen by
one of the two lowerpont am plitudes, but positive helicity as seen by the other. Thus the
two lowerpoint am plitudes share a total of three negative helicities, and so one of them must
vanish by eq. {4).

At loop level, QCD \knows" that it is not supersymm etric. However, one can use Su—
persymm etry to trade gluons in the loop diagram s for scalars. Scalars lead to algebraically
sim pler diagram s, because they cannot propagate soin informm ation around the loop. For an
am plitude w ith all extemal glions, we rew rite the Intemal gluon loop g (and ferm ion loop £)
as a supersym m etric contribution plus a com plex scalar loop s,

g = @+ 4f+ 3s) Af+s) + s = av=4 4AN-1 4 pomET

where AN =4 represents the contrbution ofthe N = 4 super YangM illsmultiplet, and A¥ =1 an
N = 1 chiralm atter supem uliplet. In the context of TQM , this use of supersym m etry could
be tem ed \intemal spin m anagem ent".

As an example, kt's ook at the veglion prin itive amplinde A5y 1 ;2 ;3% ;47 ;57),
whose com ponents according to (§) a
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where A" = A== (1 ;2 ;3";4";5") isgiven I eg. (1), and

_oa+ a0
c = a T 2" (10)

W e see that the three com ponents have quite di erent analytic structure, indicating that the
rearrangem ent (§) is a naturalone. The N = 4 supersymm etric com ponent is the sim plest,
followed by the N = 1 chiral com ponent. The non-supersymm etric scalar com ponent is the
m ost com plicated, and the hardest to calculate. Yet it is still sim pler than the direct glion
calculation, because it does not m ix all three com ponents together.

5. One-loop am plitudes via unitarity

T he absorptive parts (cuts) of loop am plitudes can be detem Ined from phase-space in—
tegrals of products of lower-order am plitudes, exploiting the perturbative unitarity of the S—
m atrix. For one-loop m ultiparton am plitudes, there are several reasons why this calculation
of the cuts ism uch easier than a direct loop calculation:

O ne can sin plify the tree am plitudes before feeding them into the cut calculation.

T he tree am plitudes are usually quite sin ple, because they possess \e ective" supersym m etry,
even if the i1l Joop am plitudes do not.

O ne can further use on-shell conditions for the intermm ediate legs In evaluating the cuts.

The catch is that it is not always possible to reconstruct the fi1ll loop am plitude from its
cuts. In general there can be an additive \polynom ial am biguiy" | iIn addition to the usual
Jogarithm s and dilogarithm s of loop am plitudes, there m ay be polynom ials (@ctually rational
functions) in the kinem atic variables, which cannot be detected by the cuts. T his am biguity is
absent in one—-loop m assless supersym m etric am pJ:ll:udesEQ because of their better ultraviolkt
behavior. Notice that in the veghlion exampl @) all the polynom ial term s are intim ately
linked to the logarithm s in both AN =% and AY=!, while they are not linked in A SE*,

To see the supersym m etric cancellations for n-gluon am plitudes, it su ces to use the
seoond-order form alism for the ferm ion loop, and background- eld gaugeE for the gluon loop,
In the e ective action @A ). The scalar, ferm ion and gluon contrbutions are

scalar ) + Indet D? ;
oo hdet D  F
glion a1y + Indet D2 F o ; 11)
whereD isthe covarant derivative, F' isthe extermal eld strength, and% ( ) isthe spjn-é

(spin-1) Lorentz generator. T he Jeading behavior for large Joop-m om entum  com es from theD 2

tem In each case & ocontains derivatives only w ith respect to the externalm om enta). This
term cancels between the scalar and ferm ion, and between the ferm ion and gluon in eq. (L),
hence it cancels In any supersymm etric linear combination. The cancellation for an m -point
graph isfrom ™ downto ™ ? (shoeTr = Tr = 0). It can be shown that an am plitude
having this property in allgraphs can be uniquely reconstructed from its cutsB
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Figure 2: The possbl intem ediate helicities when both negative helicity gluons lie on the
sam e side of the cut.

The Neveu-Schwarz-Ram ond representation of superstring theory, although not m ani-
festly supersym m etric, corresponds to both a sscond-order ferm ion and badkground— eld gauge
form alisn In eld theory. This is a second exam ple of string theory as a heuristic guide.

N on-supersym m etric am plitudes generally cannot be directly reconstructed from their
uniarity cuts. W e did not discuss the collinear behavior of loop am plitudes hereEEE but
they are a useful and powerful practical tool for xing the polynom ial am biguities, recursively
In n, by requiring consistent collinear factorization in all channels. The only drawback is the
current lack of a theoram that would guarantee the uniqueness of a polynom ial expression
obeying all collinear consistency chedks. But no counterexam ples are known either, forn > 5.
Tt isalso possible to extract O ( 0) polynom ialtem s from cutsevaluated to O ( ) in din ensional
reqularization, but this is signi cantly harder than evaliation ofthe cutsto O ( ).

As an exampl of how sinple one-Joop multiparton cuts can be, we outline here the
evaluation of the cuts for an In nite sequence of n—gluon am plitudes, the M HV am plitudes in
N = 4 superYangM ills theoryﬁ W e consider the case where the two negative helicity gluons
lie on the sam e side ofthe cut, asshown In g.[. (T he case where they lie on the opposite side
of the cut can be quickly reduced to this ca using the SW I §). Contrbutions to this cut
from intermm ediate ferm ions or scalars vanish using the \e ective" supersymm etry of the tree
am plitudes, eq. @), and the conservation of ferm ion helicity and scalar particle number. The
only contribution is from interm ediate gluonsw ith the helicity assionm ent shown in g.[]. The
tree am plitudes on either side of the cut are pureglue M HV tree am pliides, given i eq. (7).

Let j and k denote the negative helicity extemal gluons. The cut for thisM HV loop
am plitude, A%k ©oP MV (1;2;::1;n), in the channel Ky, + kg, +1 + #,k1 + ky,)?, where

m; k< j m,,isthen given by
Z
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w here the spinorproducts are labelled by either loopm om enta (Y, %) orextemalparticle labels.
The @ 2 )-din ensional Lorentz-invariant phase space m easure isdenoted by dLIPS( 1; %).
The cut {IJ) rem ains sin ple for arbitrarily m any extemal gluons, thanks to the sin ple form of
theM HV tree am plitudes (1) | Y. and Y% appear n only a fEw of the factors.

T he integral {[J) can beviewed asa cut hexagon loop integral. To see this, use the on-shell
condition ¥ = ¥ = 0 to rew rite the four spinor product denom inators in {[J) as scalar propa-
gators, m ultiplied by a num erator factor. Forexam ple, 1I=hYym 1i= [ Y1=hYmiim{ Y]) =
i W1=@% k)= M1 Y]1=(1 kq,)*.In addjtjog to these ur propagators, there are two
cut propagators in plicit n the phase-space ntegral dLIPS( Y%; %). The Schouten identity,
habihcdi= hadihchi+ hacihbdi, kts us rew rite the integrand of ) as

hm, 1) %i Mm;%i Mm,%i hm,+ 1) %1
hm, 1)%i Mm;%i M, %i hm,y+ 1) %i
hnl‘zihnz‘li h i
= T, Sitm, i m;$ m; 1);m,S mo+1) ; 13)

antisym m etrizing in each exchange. In tem s of propagators,

[Ymailmy Yi[bmolm, Wi B i
1 = $ 1) ; $ +1
O Kt keyp T M dimas el
6 &y, 6 &y, h i
- tr, (6, 2 ) miS e D im.S @mat1) 0

(‘l km1)2 (‘2+ km2)2

where the tr, indicates the insertion ofa (1 + 5)=2 proictor into the trace. Thus we have
reduced the cut hexagon integral {[J) to a sum of four cut box integrals.

A straightforward Passarino-Velm an reductiont! expresses the box integrals from (L4)
In tem s of scalar boxes, trangles and bubbles. The coe cients of the triangles and bubbles
vanish. The only scalar boxes wih non-vanishing coe cients are those wih two diagonally
opposite m asskess kegs. The full am plitude, which m atches the cuts in all channels, is

_ _ , njki*
A§;14(1+;:::;j ;iink ;iignt) = ic 2 Tl 2it2 31 mei; 15)
where V,, is a universal, cyclically sym m etric finction,
e lxn W 2xn %2
Vom+1 = fir s Vom = i + fim 1 16)

r=11i=1 r=11i=1 =1

The scalar box integral finctions n 4 2 din ensions are given through O (°) by

lh i 0 tl 1:ln r 21
fc+ 1] fc+ 1] [r] i 2] .
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0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 !
t_,[_r] t_,[_r] 11:’1 r 2] 1:ln r 2] 1 tj[-r-%— 1]
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where t = (; + ki1 + k1) Sheet!= k2= 0,weset ( ) = 0m @J).

6. Conclusions

W e have argued that the use of supersym m etry and string theory (the Jatterm ore heuris-
tically), in com bination w ith m ore conventional tools such as helicity and color decom positions,
unitarity and collinear lim its, can lad to m any sin pli cations in the calculation of one-loop
multiparton am plitudes. At the practical level, som e of these tools have been instrum ental
In caloulating the onedoop veparton am plitudes (ggggg, gaoag and goggg) which form the
analytical bottlenedk to NLO cross—sections for three—gt events at hadron ocolliders il They
have also been used to cbtain In nite sequences of special one-loop helicity am plitudes in closed
form EEEE T he polynom ial am biguities in the non-supersym m etric com ponents of one-loop
QCD am plitudes are them ain obstack to their e cient evaluation. Ifone can show that these
ambiguities m ay be xed uniguely (@nd e ciently!) using factorization lim its, then this ob-
stacle would be lifted, and one would have a general technigue for constructing one-loop Q CD
am plitudes w ithout ever evaluating genuine loop diagram s.
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