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1 M otivation

Feynm an rules for covariant perturbation theory have been around for alm ost
fty years, and their adaptation to nonabelian gauge theorieshasbeen fully de—
veloped for aln ost twenty— ve years. Surely by now every signi cant standard
m odel scattering process ought to have been calculated to the experim entally—
required accuracy. In fact, this is far from the case, especially orQ CD , which
is the focus ofthis schooland ofthese lectures. M any Q CD cross—sectionshave
been calculated only to kading order (LO ) in the strong coupling constant o,
corresponding to the square of the treeJevelam plitude. Such calculationshave
very large uncertainties | often a factor oftwo | which can only be reduced
to reasonable kevels, say 10% or so, by mcluding higher-order corrections in
s

Currently, no quantities have been com puted beyond next-to-next-to—Jead—
ngorder WNNLO) In g, and the only quantities known at NNLO are totally
inclisive quantities such as the total crosssection oref e annhilation into
hadrons, and various sum rules in deep inelastic scattering. M any m ore pro—
cesses have been calculated at next-to-leading-order WLO ), but at present
resuls are still lim ited to where the basic process has four extemal legs, such
as a virtualphoton or Z decaying to three Fts, or production of a pair of gts
(or a weak boson plis a gt) in hadronic collisionsvia gg ! gg @@ ! W g),
etc.

T his isnot to say that processes w th m ore extemal kegs are not Interest—
ing; they are of m uch interest, both for testing QCD in di erent settings and
as backgrounds to new physics processes. For exam ple, s could be m easured
at the Jargest possible m om entum transfers using the ratio of three—gt events
to tw o—gt events at hadron colliders, if only the three—gt process were known
at NLO . A s another exam pl, QCD is a m a pr background to top quark pro—
duction In pp collisions. Ifboth t’s decay hadronically (¢! W b! og’b), the
background is from six gt production. D espite the fact that the QCD process
starts o at g, it com pletely swam ps the top signal. If one of the two top
quarks decays leptonically ¢! W b ! * \.b), then QCD production ofa W
plus three or four gts form s the prin ary background. T his background pre—
vented discovery of the top quark at the Tevatron in this channel, until the
advent of b taggjngz A though the NLO oorrections to three—t production
are w ithin sight, we are still far from being able to com pute the top quark
backrounds at NLO accuracy; on the other hand, it’s good to have long range
goals.

T hese kectures are about am plitudes rather than cross-sections. T he goal
of the lctures is to introduce you to e cient techniques for com puting tree
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and one-loop am plitudes in Q CD , which serve as the Input to LO and NLO
cross—section calculations. (T he sam e techniques can be applied to m any non-—
QCD multileg processes as well) Zolan Kungzt w ill then describe in detail
how to com bine am plitudes into cross-sections?

E cient technigues for com puting tree am plitudes have been availble for
several years, and an excellent review exists? O ne-loop calculations are con—
siderably m ore involved | they form an \analyticalbottleneck" to cbtaining
new NLO resuks | and bene t from additional techniques. In principle it
is straightforward to com pute both tree and loop am plitudes by draw ing all
Feynm an diagram s and evaluating them , using standard reduction techniques
for the loop integrals that are encountered. In practice this m ethod becom es
extram ely ine cient and cumbersom e as the number of extemal legs grow s,
because there are:

1.too m any diagram s | m any diagram s are related by gauge invariance.

2. too m any termm s in each diagram | nonabelian gauge boson self-
Interactions are com plicated.

3.toom any kinem atic variables | allow ing the construction ofarbitrarily
com plicated expressions.

C onsequently, intermm ediate expressions tend to be vastly m ore com plicated
than the nalresults, when the latter are represented In an appropriate way.

In these lectures we w ill stress the advantages of (1) using color and he-
licity inform ation to decom pose am plitudes into an aller (and sim pler) gauge—
nvariant pieces, and () exploiting the analytic properties of these pieces,
nam ely their cuts and poles. In thisway one can tam e the size of interm ediate
expressions as much as possbl on the way to the nal answer. There are
m any usefiil technical steps and tricks along the way, but I believe the overall
ormganizational philosophy is just as inportant. A number of the techniques
can be m otivated by how calculations are organized in string theory®® I will
not attem pt to describe string theory here, but I will m ention som e places
w here it provides a usefiil heuristic guide.

T he approach advocated here is quite useful for m ultiparton scattering
am plitudes. Form ore inclusive processes | forexamplethee' e ! hadrons
total crosssection | where the number ofkinem atic variables is sm aller, and
the real and virtual contrbutions are on a m ore equal footing, the com pu—
tational issues are com pletely di erent, and the philosophy of splitting the
problem up into m any pieces m ay actually be counterproductive.



2 Totalquantum num ber m anagem ent (TQM )

T he organizational fram ew ork m entioned above uses all the quantum -num bers
of the extemal states (colors and helicity) to decom pose am plitudes into sin —
plr pieces; thus we m ight dub it \Total Q uantum -num ber M anagem ent".
TQM suggests that we:

Keep track of all possble nform ation about extemal particles | nam ely,
helicity and color inform ation.

K eep track of quantum phases by com puting the transition am plitude rather
than the cross—section.

U se the helicity /color inform ation to decom pose the am plitude into sin pler,
gauge-invariant pieces, called sub-am plitudes or partial am plitudes.

In many cases we m ay also introduce still sin pler auxiliary ob fcts, called
prin itive am plitudes, out ofwhich the partial am plitudes are buil.

Exploit the \e ective" supersymmetry of QCD tree am plitudes, and use
supersym m etry at loop—level to help m anage the spins of particles propagating
around 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.
C arrying out the last step explicitly would generate a lJarge 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 corrgctions. The use of
TQM ishardly new, particularly in t:cee—]evelapp]jcau'oné | but it becom es
egoecially usefilat loop level

2.1 Colrmanagement
1!

F irst we describe the colpr decom position of am plitudesf and review som e
diagram m atic techniqued® ore cintly carrying out the necessary group the-

ory. The gauge group ©orQCD is SU (3), but there isno ham in generalizing
i to SU NN .); indeed thism akes som e of the group theory structure m ore ap—
parent. G luons carry an ad pint color index a= 1;2;:::;N 2 1,whie quarks

SU N .) in the findam ental representation are traceless hem iian N, N
m atrices, (I‘a‘)i| - W e nog alize them according to TrT3T®) = ak}’)j_n order to
avoi a proliferation of 2’s in partialam plitudes. (Instead the 2’s appear
In interm ediate steps such as the colorordered Feynm an rules in F ig. E.)

T he color factor for a generic Feynm an diagram in QCD contains a factor
of (T? )i| for each gluon-quark-quark vertex, a group theory structure constant
£2% | de nedby [[2;TP] = i 2f*°T°| freach pureglion threevertex,
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and contracted pairs of structure constants £3*°£°¢ fr each pure glion Hur-
vertex. T he gluon and quark propagators contract m any ofthe indices together
wih .y, i| factors. W e want to rst identify all the di erent types of color
factors (or \ocolor structures") that can appear In a given am plitude, and then
nd rules for constructing the kinem atic coe cients of each color structure,

w hich are called sub-am plitudes or partial am plitudes.

T he general color structure of the am plitudes can be exposed ifwe 1rst
elin inate the structure constants £2°¢ in favor of the T 2’s, using

i
f£3%¢ = p— TrT3TPT® TrTeT°T® ; @)

N

which follow s from the de nition of the structure constants. At this stage we
have a Jarge num ber oftraces, m any sharing T ®’sw ith contracted indices, ofthe
form Tr :::T®::: Tr :::T%::: :::Tr ::3). If extemal quarks are present,
then In addition to the traces there w ill be som e strings of T #’s term nated
by fundam ental indices, ofthe form (T2 :::T?3n ).th . To reduce the num ber of
traces and strings we \F ierz rearrange" the contracted T ®’s, using

L R P
) ) )

(Ta)illl (Ta)i2|2 = i1|2 i2|1 N_c RS R
w here the sum over a is in plicit.

Equatjon:_ﬁ is Just the statem ent that the SU N .) generators T® form the
com plete set of tracelessherm tian N, N matrices. The 1N, tem impl-
m ents the tracelessness condition. (To see this, contract both sides oqu.-'_Z
with |*.) I isoffen convenient to consideralo U N.) = SU N.) U (1)
gauge theory. The additional U (1) generator is proportional to the identity
m atrix,

el pie @)

N

w hen this is added back the U (N .) generators cbey Eq. :2: w ithout the 1N,
term . The auxiliary U (1) gauge eld is often called the photon, because it is
cobrless (it commuteswith SU M), £2v @™ = 0, orallb;c) and therefore it
does not couple directly to glions; how ever, quarks carry charge under i. (&ts
coupling strength has to be readjisted from QCD to QED strength for it to
represent a realphoton.) .

The oolor algebra can easily be carried out diagramm atjcaJJyE Starting
w ith any given Feynm an diagram , one Interprets it as jist the color factor for
the full diagram , and then m akes the two substitutions, Eqs.-'g;I and :2:, which
are represented diagramm atically in F ig. -r}' In Fjg.:_j we use these steps to
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Figurel: D iagram m atic equations for sim plifying SU (N ) coloralgebra. C urly lines (\glion
propagators") represent ad jpint indices, oriented solid lines (\quark propagators") represent
findam ental indices, and \quark-gluon vertices" represent the generator m atrices (T @ )i -

sin plify a sam ple diagram for ve-glion scattering at tree kevel. The nalline
is the diagram m atic representation of a single trace, Tr T3 T# T3 T3T% ,
plus all possble pem utations. Notice that the 1N, tem s in Eq.:g do not
contrbute here, because the photon does not couple to glhions.

Tt is easy to see that any tree diagram for n-ghion scattering can be re—
duced to a sum of \single trace" tem s. This gbservation leads to the color
decom position of the the n-glion tree am plitude!®

X
AT (fki; s7a9) = o Tr@*® TP ATE( @A) )
2Sn=Zn

4)
Here g is the gauge coupling (2—2 = ), ki; i are the gluon m om enta and
helicities, and Antree @ *;:::;n 7)) are the partial am plitudes, which contain all
the kinem atic Inform ation. S, isthe set ofallperm utations ofn ob fcts, whilke
Z, is the subset of cyclic perm utations, which preserves the trace; one sum s
over the set S,=Z, In order to sweep out all distinct cyclic orderings In the
trace. The realwork is still to com e, In calculating the independent partial
am plitudes A™°. However, the partial am plitudes are sin pler than the full
am plitude because they are cobr-ordered: they only receive contributions from
diagram s w ith a particular cyclic ordering of the glions. Because of this, the
sihgularities of the partial am plitudes, poles and (in the loop case) cuts, can
only occur in a Iim ited set ofm om entum channels, those m ade out of sum s of
cyclically adpoent m om enta. For exam ple, the vepoint partial am plitudes
A?ee @1;22;32;44;5°) can only have poles In s12, Sz3, S34, Sas, and Ssi,
and not In s13, Sy4, S35, S41, OF S5, Where Sij (ky + kj)z.
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+ permutations

Figure 2: A sam ple diagram for tree-level ve-glion scattering, reduced to a single trace.

Sin ilarly, tree am plitudes gaqgg g with two extemal quarks can be re—
duced to single strings of T m atrices,
X
tree _ 2 i At 5 2. (33 )sen.s n YY),
A =g re @ T A2 B )i @)
28, 2
©)

w here num bers w thout subscripts refer to gluons.
E xercise: W rite dow n the color decom position for the tree am plitude goQ Q g.
C olor decom positions at loop level are equally straightforward. In F jg.-'_i%
we sin plify a sam ple diagram for Purglion scattering at one loop. Again the
1N, temtm s In Eq.:_i are not present, but now both single and doube trace
structures are generated, leading to the one-oop color decom positiony

AL OP (fki; 4ia9)
X
=g NeTr@® @ 7)) Ang (@ 1)j: (7))
28n,=2Zy,
bn22c+1 X
+ Tr(@T? @ @ V) Tr(T? @ a )
=2 285=Sn.

where A, ;c are the partialam plitudes, Z,, and Sy ;. are the subsets of S, that
Jeave the corresponding single and double trace structures invariant, and bxc
is the greatest integer less than or equalto x.
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Figure 3: A diagram forone-loop four-ghion scattering, reduced to single and double traces.

The A,;; are the more basic obfcts In Eq. -'_6, and are called prim itive

am plitudes, because:

a. Like the tree partial am plitudes A 5™ in Eq. :ﬁf, they are colopprdered.

b. It tums out that the rem aining A, 1 can be generated!® as sum s of
pem utations of the A,,;; . For amplitudes w ith extemal quarks as well as
glions, the prim itive am plitudes are not a subset of the partial am plitudes;
new color-ordered ob cts have to be de ned %)

O nem ight worry that the color and helicity decom positions w ill lead to a
huge proliferation in the num ber of prin itive/partial am plitudes that have to
be com puted. A ctually it isnot too bad, thanksto sym m etries such asparity |
w hich allow sone to sin ultaneously reverse allhelicities in an am plitude | and
charge conjigation | which allow s one to exchange a quark and antiquark,
or equivalently I the helicity on a quark lne. For exam ple, using parity
and cyclic (Zs) symm etry, the veglion am plitude has only four independent
tree-level partial am plitudes:

AT ;2753747557 ); AT ;2733747557 );
AT ;2 ;37;47;50); AL ;27;3 ;47;57): ()

In fact, we'll see that the st two tree partialam plitudes vanish, and there is
a group theory relation between the last two, so there is only one independent
nonvanishing ob ct to calculate. At one-loop there are ur independent ob—
fots | Eq.ilwih AY replaced by As,y | but only the last two contribute
to the NLO cross-section, due to the treelevel vanishings.

T he group theory relation jist m entioned derives from the fact that the
tree color decom position, Eq.-'_4, is equally valid for gauge group U N .) as
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SU NN .), but any am plitude containing the extra U (1) photon m ust vanish.
Hence if we substitute the U (1) generator | the identity matrix | into the
right-hand-side ofEq. :ff, and collect the term s w ith the sam e rem aining color
structure, that linear com bination of partial am plitudes m ust vanish. W e get

0 = AP®®(1;2;3;:::n)+ Aﬁree (2;1;3;:::;n) + Aﬁree (2;3;1;:::;n)
+ -Er%(2;3;:::;1;n); (8)
1 I‘
often called a \photon decoupling equau'on'b or\dualW ard dentity™® (because

Eq.:_d can be derived from string theory, ak .a. dualtheory). In the vepoinnt
case, we can use Eq.:g to get

AL®S( ;27;3 ;47;5%) = AT™Q ;3 ;27;47;50)
A ;3 ;4%;27;5%)
AT ;3 ;4757 ;27): )

T he partial am plitude where the two negative helicities are not adpcent has
been expressed In tem s of the partial am plitude where they are ad-pcent, as
desired.

Since color is con ned and unobservable, the Q CD —m proved parton m odel
cross—sections of interest to us are averaged over initial colors and summ ed
over nal colors. These color sum s can be perform ed very easily using the
diagram m atic techniques. For exampl, Fig. :EJ: Mustrates the evaluation of
the color sum s needed for the tree-level ourglion crosssection. In this case
we can use themuch sinpler U NN o) color algebra, om itting the 1=N. tem
in Eq.EZ, because the U (1) contrdbution vanishes. (T his shortcut is not valid
for general loop am plitudes, or if extemal quarks are present.) U sing also the
re ection dentity discussed below, Eq.:fl-§:, the total color sum becom es

X
BRE™ ATl = 2¢°AT™° (1;2;3;4) AT (134N I+ ND)

colors
+ AT (2;1;3;4)+ AP (2;3;1;4) N2+ N2
+ 2 m ore pem utations
4802 o2 X
= g'niwZ o1 Faal QN PN PR G FEAK E 0!
283
w here we have used the decoupling identity, Eq.:_g, In the last step.
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Figure 4: D iagram m atic evaluation of color sum s for the tree-level four-ghion cross-section.

B ecause we have stripped allthe color factors out ofthe partialam pliudes,
the cobr-ordered Feynm an ruls for constructing these ob fgcts are purely kine—
m atic Mo T2’sor f***’sare left). The mulesaregiven n F jg.:_E;, for quantization
In LorentzFeynm an gauge. (Later we w ill discuss altemate gauges.) To com —
pute a tree partial am plitude, or a cobr-ordered loop partial am plitude such
asAp ilr
1. Draw all cwobrordered graphs, ie. all planar graphs where the cyclic or-
dering of the extemal legs m atches the ordering of the T® m atrices in the
corresponding color structure,

2. Evaliate each graph using the color-ordered vertices of F . 5

Starting w ith the standard Feynm an rules in tem s of £3%°, etc., you can check
that this prescription works because:

1) of all possible graphs, only the color-ordered graphs can contrbute to the
desired color structure, and

2) the colorordered vertices are obtained by inserting E q.:;' Into the standard
Feynm an rules and extracting a single ordering of the T ?’s; hence they keep
only the portion of a colorordered graph which does contribute to the correct
color structure.

M any partial am plitudes are not color-ordered | for exam ple the A, for
c>1in Eq.:_é | and so the above rules do not apply. H owever, as m entioned
above one can usually express such quantities as sum s over pem utations of
colbrordered \prim ttive am plitudes" | forexampletheA,, | towhich the
rules do apply.
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Figure 5: Colorordered Feynm an rules, in Lorentz-Feynm an gauge, om itting ghosts.
Straight lines represent femm ions, wavy lines gluons. A 1lm om enta are taken outgoing.

22 Helicity N ity G ritty

The spinor helictty fom alisn for m assless vector boson 32313 is largely re—
soonsible for the existence of extrem ely com pact representations of tree and
Joop partialam plitudes in Q CD . It introduces a new set of kinem atic ob fcts,
soinor products, which neatly capture the collinear behavior of these am pli-
tudes. A (sm all) price to pay is that autom ated sim pli cation of lJarge expres—
sions containing these ob Ects is not alw ays straightforw ard, because they obey
nonlinear identities. In this section we w ill review the soinorhelicity form align

and som e of the key identities.

W e begih w ith m assless ferm ions. Positive and negative energy solutions
of the m assless D irac equation are identical up to nom alization conventions.
One way to see this is to note that the positive and negative energy pro-
fction operators, .+ (k) uk) uk) and k) vk) vk), are both
proportionalto & in the m assless lim i. T hus the solutions of de nite heliciy,
u k)=1@0 suk)andv k)= 1@ s5)vk), can be chosen to be equal
to each other. (For negative energy solutions, the helicity is the negative of
the chirality or s eigenvalie.) A sim ilar relation holdsbetween the conjigate
spinorsu k) = uk); (1  s)andv k)= vk); (1 s). Shcewewillbe
Interested In am plitudes w ith a large num ber of m om enta, we label them by
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i k; 1 u ki) = v Kki); hi j g J u ki) = v ki):

W e de ne the basic spinor products by

hiji  hi §7i= u &us ky); i1  hi' ) i= us ku (ky):
12)
T he helicity proction in plies that products like hi* §j" i vanish.
Fornum ericalevaluation ofthe spinor products, it isusefilto have explicit
form ulae forthem , or som e representation oftheD irac m atrices. In theD irac
representation,

0o _ 1 0 i 0 b _ 0 1
= 0 1 ’ - i 0 ’ 5 = 1 0 ’ (13)
the m assless spinors can be chosen as follow s,
Zp - 3 2 pge i, 3
16 k e&'x7 16 k7
uwk)=v K=p=4 P— 5; u K=wv k) =p=4 P— ., 5;
2 p_k' 2 5.e
k e« k*
(14)
w here
i kb ik? kb ik? o 3
e~k P = P ; k =k k™ @15)
(}(1)2+ (k2)2 k+k

E xercise: Show that these solutions satisfy the m assless D irac equation w ith
the proper chirality.

P lngging Egs. :_Z[fl nto the de nitions of the spinor products, Eq. :_l-g:, we
get explicit form ulae for the case when both energies are positive,

q ir q 7 q - .
hiji = k; k;.r et ki kI kj et k5 = ::Sj_jj?l i,
? te ¥ : * i T (i3t )
oy = kikje "+ kikje U= By U
kY > 0; k§> 0; (16)
where s;; = i+ k;)* = 2k;  k and
kik  kik] K2k! k%k!
s i = F=——2—; s 35 = G2——2— : 7)
By ki k] Bisk; ki
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The spinor products are, up to a phase, square roots of Lorentz products.
W e’ll see that the collinear lin is ofm assless gauge am plitudes have this kind
of squareroot singularity, which explains why spinor products lead to very
com pact analytic representations of gauge am plitudes, as well as in proved
num erical stability.

W ewould like the spinorproducts to hgye sin ple properties under crossing
sym m etry, ie. asenergiesbecom e negatjyeﬁ W ede nethe spinorproducthi ji
by analytic continuation from the positive energy case, using the sam e om ul,
Eq.i16, but with k; replaced by k; ifk? < 0, and sim flarly for k;; and w ith
an extra m ultiplicative factor of i for each negative energy particle. W e de ne

[i7j] through the identity

hijiffil= hi F ihj" 4 i= 2@ ) BBy = 2ki k= sy 18)

W e also have the usefiil dentities:
G ordon identity and pro fction operator:

hojofi= 2k idhi j= 1@ & 19)
antisym m etry:
hjii= hiji; Oil=  L3l; hiii= [i]= 0 @0)
F ierz rearrangem ent:
hi"j P ik"3 4= 2 EkInlii 1)
charge conjugation of current:
hi"j F'i=1n j #1 @2)
Schouten identity:
hijihk1i = hikihjli+ hilihk ji: (23)

P
In an n-point am plitude, m om entum conservation, ri‘: ; k; = 0, provides one
m ore identity,
xn
[Filhiki = O: (24)
i;:jik
T he next step is to Introduce a spinor representation for the polarization
vector for a m assless gauge boson of de nite helicity 1,
hgj ki
" okia = =7 @5)
2hg ki
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w here k is the vector boson m om entum and g is an auxiliary m assless vector,
called the reference m om entum , re ecting the freedom of on-shell gauge tran-—
form ations. W e w illnot m otivate E q.?ﬁ, but just show that it has the desired
properties. Shoe &k i= 0, " (;q) istransverse to k, for any g,

" k;q k = 0: (@6)
Com plex conjigation reverses the helicity,
"y =" @7

T he denom inator gives " the standard nom alization (using E q.:_2-1:),

Wy = omm o lhg j %k iy j :k+i: 1:
2 ki k] !
vy = owow o 2HI X ﬂqzj X1 8)
2 haki
States wih helicity 1 are produced by " . The easiest way to see this is

to consider a rotation around the k axis, and notice that the k" i ;n the
denom inator of Eg. :_2-§ picks up the opposite phase from the state k¥ i in
the num erator; ie. it doubles the phase from that appropriate for a soinor
(helicity + %) to that appropriate for a vector (helicity + 1). F inally, changing
the reference m om entum g does am ount to an on-shell gauge transform ation,
sihce " shiftsby an am ount proportionalto k :

by 3 ki hgd ki g ) Eifithy 3R Fd
T 2reki Y ki ¥ o mgkihgki

pﬁhq i
1
- R P 29)

hgkihgki

E xercise: Show that the com pleteness relation for these polarization vectors
is that of an light-lke axialgauge,

nwt

@ "@ =

X kqg+k
"k (" ki) = TR B 30)
k g

A separate reference m om entum ¢ can be chosen for each glion m om en—
tum k; in an am plitude. B ecause it is a gauge choice, one should be carefulnot
to change the g w ithin the calculation of a gauge-invariant quantity (such as
a partial am plitude) . O n the other hand, di erent choices can be m ade when
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calculating di erent gauge-nvariant quantities. A judicious choice of the g;
can sin plify a calculation substantially, by m aking m any termm s and diagram s

vanish, due prin arily to the follow ing identities, where ", @ " ki;q= 9:
@ a = 0 (31)

e '@ = @ '@ =0 (32)

k) '@ = "M@ k) = 0; (33)

8 k)f'i = 8 ky)P i= 0; (34)

hi" 38, &5) = hj 38 ky) = O: (35)

In particular, it isusefiilto choose the reference m om enta of like-helicity gluons
to be identical, and to equal the extemalm om entum of one of the opposite—
helicity set of gluons.

W e can now express any am plitude w ith m assless extemal ferm ions and
vectorbosons In term s of spinor products. Since these products are de ned for
both positive- and negative-energy fourm om enta, we can use crossing sym —
m etry to extract a num ber of scattering am plitudes from the sam e expression,
by exchanging which m om enta are outgoing and which incom ing. However,
because the helicity of a positive-energy (negative-energy) m assless soinor has
the sam e (opposite) sign as is chirality, the helicities assigned to the parti-
cles | bosonsaswellas form ions | depend on whether they are incom ing or
outgoing. O ur convention is to label particles w ith their helicity when they
are considered outgoing (positive-energy); if they are incom ing the helicity is
reversed.

The spinorproduct representation of an am plitude can be related to a
m ore conventional one in term s of Lorentz-invariant ob fcts, the m om entum
nvariants k; k and contractions of the Levi€ ivita tensor " w ith exter-
nalmom enta. The spinor products carry around a num ber of phases. Som e
of the phases are unphysical because they are associated w ith extemalstate
conventions, such as the de nitions of the spinors ji i. Physical quantities
such as cross—sections (or am plitudes from which an overall phase has been
rem oved), when constructed out of the spinor products, w ill be independent
of such choices. T hus for each extermalm om entum label i, if the product hi ji
appears then its phase should be com pensated by som e [ik] (or equivalently
1=hiki= [fk]=sik ). Ifa spoinor string appears in a physical quantity, then it
m ust term inate, ie. it has the fom

hiy dpi [ip i3hiz 441 om [1 17 (36)

forsomem . M ukplying Eq:_3-_d by 1= [ i 1hiy i4i=s;, 4, , etc, we can break
up any spior string into strings of length two and fPur; the form er are jist
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si3's Eq. :_f@‘), w hile the latter can then be evaluated by perform ing the D irac
trace:

hiiflhmim i = tr 2@ 5) & &y & &,
l . . .
= 3 Si3Sm  Si1S4m t Sim S1 41" 5 Lm) ; B7)
where" (;;3;m ) = " k; kyk, ky . Thusthe LeviC wita contractionsareal

waysaccom panied by an iand account for the physicalphases. In practice, the
spinor products o er the m ost com pact representation of helicity am plitudes,
but it isusefuilto know the connection to a m ore conventional representation.
E xercise: Verify the Schouten identity, Eq. 2-2_;, by multiplying both sides by
[3k] [li] and using Eq. 37 to sin plify.

3 Tree-level techniques

Now we are ready to attack som e tree am plitudes, beginning w ith direct calcu—
lation of som e sim ple exam ples, follow ed by a discussion of recursive techniques
for generating m ore com plicated am plitudes, and ofthe role of supersym m etry
and factorization properties in treelevelQCD .

31 Sinpk examplks

Let's rstoom pute the urglion treehelicity am pliude A §™°° (1* ;2% ;3% ;4% )?1:
Since all the gluons have the sam e helicity, if we choose all the reference m o—
m enta to be the sam e nullvector g we can make allthe "} " tem s vanish
according to Eq. ?2: W e can’t choose g to equalone of the extemalm om enta,
because that polarization vector would have a sihgular denom inator. But we
could choose for exam ple the nullkvectorq = 2sp3k; + (512 s23) @k, + k3).
Actually we won't need the explicit expression for g here, because when we
start to evaluate the various diagram s, we nd that they always contain at
last one "; ¥, and therefore every diagram in this helicity am plitude van—
ishes identically!

This result generalizes easily to m ore external glions. Each nonabelian
vertex can contribute at m ost one m om entum vector k; to the num erator al-
gebra of the graph, and there are at most n 2 vertices. T hus there are at

2A though we w ill refer to the gluons as allhaving the sam e positive helicity, rem em ber

that the helicity ofthe tw o incom ing gluons (whichever tw o they m ay be) isactually negative.

Hence this scattering process changes the helicity of the gluons by the m axin um possible,
21 +2.
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mostn 2 momentum vectors available to contract w ith the n polarization
vectors "; (the am plitude is linear n each ";). This m eans there m ust be at
lastone "; ! contraction, and so the tree am plitude m ust vanish whenever
we can arrange that allthe "; ! vanish. O bviously this can be arranged for

B = T ki, a = k,. Thuswe have already com puted a lJarge num ber
of (zero) am plitudes,

Artlree @ ;2";3";::5n") = 0: (38)

E xercise: Use an analogous argum ent to show that the follow ing gggg :::g
helicity am plitudes also vanish:

A= (e ;2; ;3V;47;::n%) = 0 (39)

W e'll see later that an \e ective" supersymm eUy%I of treedevel QCD is re—
soonsible for all these vanishings.

Next we tum to the (onzero) helicity amplitnde A= (1 ;2 ;3% ;4%),
choosing the referencemomenta g = o = kg, @3 = o = k3, so that only the
contraction ", ¥ isnonzero. It iseasy to see from the color-ordered rules in
Fig. "9' that only one of the three potential graphs contributes, the one w ith a

gluon exchange in the s;, channel. W e get
AT ;2 ;37;47)

i i
= ?__ [—
2 S12
"Mk k) + (M) M Ck+k)+ (M) ", ( 2k k)
"M ks k) 4 ()", Rk+ka)+ (") M ( 2k ka)
2i
— R 1] Al n nt
S12 2 3 1 k‘ 4 K
B 2i 2 @3hl2i B2]m21d . hl 3i 34]
s, 2 B2]h3i T 2mB1] ot
_ i 1’]121[3.4]2 . (40)
[L2]hl 41 [1 4]

W e can pretty up t:he answer a bi, using antisym m etry CEq.:_Z-é),mom entum
conservation Eq.24), and s3; = sz,

Chl2i (231 B4]) (B41h341)

1

AT ;2 ;3547 = ———
[L2]h2 3ih34ihl 41 [1 4]

17



h12i( H21i[4]) ([L2]H 21)
[L 212 3ih34ih4 11 [L 4]
hl 2i°

T @1)
h23in34iMd1i
or .
hl2i
AT ;2 ;354 = i : 42)
hl2ih2 3ih34ik4 11

The ram aining ourglion helicity am plitude can be obtained from the
decoupling identity, Eq. :_8:

_4+ ;2+
i )

AT ;27 ;3 ;4

A ;3 ;27;47) ATQ ;3
h 317 . hl 317
n32i24ih4 11 h34ih42im2 11

_hl3i3 (Ml 2ih34i+ hl 4ih2 3i) @3)
= 1 7
hl2ih23ih34ihk4 1ih2 41

or using the Schouten identity, Eq. :_2-3,

1 3i

AT ;273 47) = i———————— ¢
hl2ih23ih34ik4 1i

(44)

T here are no other urglion am plitudes to com pute, because pariy allow s
one to reverse all helicities sin ultaneously, by exchanging hi $ [] and muli-
plying by 1 ifthere are an odd num ber of glions.
Note also that the antisym m etry of the colorordered rules in plies that
the partial am plitudes (even w ith extermal quarks) obey a re ection identity,
Agree(l;Z;:::;n) = (1" Agree(n;:::;2;l): (45)
To obtain the unpolarized, color-sum m ed cross-section for fourglion scat—
tering, we Insert the nonvanishing helicity am plitudes, Egs. :le_i and :_44, into
Eqg. ;L(j, and sum over the negative helicity gluons i; j:
X XX (515)"
BZree AZree]: g4N§(NC2 1) J

colors >3=1 2853
helicities

S 1 @S @ @S 3451 @)
(46)

O f course polarized cross—sections can be constructed just as easily from the
helicity am plitudes.
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(M )

Figure 6: The two nonvanishing graphs in the qgggg helicity am plitude calculation.

Next we calculate a sam ple veparton tree am plitude, for two quarksand
three gluons, A £ (1472573 ;4" ;5" ), where them om enta w ithout subscripts
label the gluons. W e choose the gluon reference momenta as g = ky, oy =
o = ki, so we can use the vanishing relations, Egs. ;%Z_i and :_3%,

" j8, = 6,41 = 841 = 0: @7)
T his kills the graphs w here glions 3 and 5 attach directly to the ferm ion line,
and the graph w ith a fourglion vertex, leaving only the two graphs shown in
Fig.i6.
G raph 1 evaluates to

it HE & k)it i
— 83 4 S jl ("3 ;VHZ k "3 Zv"; k)

512545

25]1hl 3ihl 51 B 4] N 24]1hl1 3ihl 41 @4 5]

CR3I31i
= 1
S12S45 |_23]hl5l hil 4i |_23]hl4l hl 5i
p3m 3 @s) B ot
h5i[b2] hld4if42]

= +1
S12S45 R 3]nhl 4ihl 51

R31hl 31 @ 5]
= i——————
S12S45 hl 4ihl 5i

(48)

G raph 2 requires a few m ore uses of the spinor product identities (exercise)

. h
l . .
pﬁh?](ﬁﬁ By Bs)lTig" P & k) "y YTk
12934
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i
' iE; BRI, T &+ ki)

R51hl 3i° B4] .
= = +F———
S12S34 hl 4ihl 5i

The sum is

.hl3i3( 31341 [R5]h541)
i .

At _;2";3 ;4" ;5" )= ; 50
5 (qiZg ) S1p hl 4ihl 5ih34ihd 51 0)
or R
hl 31" h2 31
A (1,528 33 747;57) = i—— R (51)
174 hl2ih2 3ih34iM 5ih5 11

Once again the expression collapses to a single tennﬁ Spurious sihgulari-
ties associated w ith the reference m om entum choice | such as 1=hl 4i in the
above exam ple | are present in individualgraphsbut cancelout in the gauge—
Invariant sum .

32 Recursive Techniques

By now you can see that colorordering, plus the soinor helicity form alism , can
vastly reduce the num ber of diagram s, and tem s per diagram , that have to be
evaluated. H ow ever, w ith m ore extemal legs the results still get m ore com plex
and di cukt to carry out by hand. Fortunately, a technigue js.available for
generating tree am plitudes recursively in the number of ]egsES: Even if one
cannot sin plify analytically the expressions obtained in thisway, the recursive
approach lends iself to e cient num erical evalnation.

In order to get a treelevel recursion relation, we need to construct an
auxiliary quantity with one leg o —shell. For the construction of pureglue
am plitudes, we de ne the o —shell current J (1;2;:::;n) to be the sum of

gluons, and kg \ " is o -shell, as shown in Fig. :Z: T he uncontracted vector
Index on the o —shellleg isalso denoted by ;theo -shellpropagatorisde ned
to be incuded In J . Since J is an o -shell quantity, it is gauge-dependent.
For example, J depends on the reference m om enta for the on-shell glions,
which must therefore be kept xed until after one has extracted an on-shell
result. O ne can also construct am pliydes w ith extemal quarks recursively, by
Introducing an o -shell quark current? as well as the gluon current J , but

we w illnot do so here.

P e have m ultiplied both graphs here by ( 1); this extemnal state convention m akes
the ggggg partial am plitudes equal to the gluino partial am plitudes ggggg, so that the
supersym m etry W ard identities below can be applied w ithout extra m inus signs.
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Figure 7: The o -shellglion current J (1;2;:::;n). Leg \ " isthe only o —shell leg.

Tt is easy to write down a recursion relation for J , by follow ing the o —
shell line back into the diagram . One rst encounters either a three-glion
vertex or a fourgluon vertex. Each of the o —shell lines branching out from
this vertex attadhes to a am aller num ber of on-shell gluons, thus we have the
recursion relatior? depicted in Fig. d,

Lo 1
1
J (@;::5n) = P2 Vs P1;i/Pir1;n) I Qi) I G+ 1;:::n)
lin =1
x1x2 i
+ V, J Qi) J @G+ L;::59)d 9+ L;:00n)
J=it 1 =1
(52)
w here the V; are just the colorordered glion self-interactions,
i
V3 CP;Q)=P—§( e Q) +2 Q 2 P );
v = i(2 ) (53)
4 > 7
and
Pi;j ki+ ki+1 + ‘j’:k (54)
The J satisfy the photon decoupling relation,
J 1;2;3;::5n)+ J (2;1;3;:::5n) + + @;3;::5;n;1) = 0; (55)
the re ection identity
J (1;2;3;::5m) = (DT @y:3;2;1); (56)



Figure 8: The recursion relation for the o -shellglion current J (1;2;:::;n).

and current conservation,

Pl;n J (@;2;:::5;n) = O0: (57)

Tn som e cases, the recursion relations can be solved i closed form 1324 T he

sim plest case is (as expected) when all on-shell glions have the sam e heliciy,
for which we choose the comm on reference m om entum g, and then

II] ] Bl;nj:fri .
2hglihl 2i m 1;nimqgi

J @5 ;2%;::5n") = p (58)

Let's verify that this expression solvesE q:_5-gi .Note rstthattheV, temtm does
not contribute at all, nor the rst term in V3, because after Fierzing we get a
factorofhggi = 0. Thusthe right-hand side ofE q:_S-é becom es (usinhghggi= 0
to com m ute and rearrange tem s)

_ 1 X' opi; i+ 14
T 2p2 mlinl2i m  1;nimgj higihg i+ 1i

hg § Biipn® i jBivi;n Biad i
hg § Bii¥ iy JB1iBuin® 4

hy j BinH i
holihl 21 I 1;nimgi
#

= e 3
%Pl;n
X5 oni;i+o1d

[ A — B v Bq. o1 59
i:lhiqim;i"' lim J it 1;n l,n:H ( )

22



U sing the identity

X' oh;i+ 14 , hl 9B 1,
— M JBuim = ———
i higihg; i+ 1i hlagi

; (60)
w e get the desired resul, Eq:_5-§'
E xercise: P rove the identity, E q.L6§, by rst proving the identity

X' npi+ 1d ~ hki €1
L, Daiby i+ 14 hjgihgki *

T he \eikonal" identity, E q.:_6-1;, also plays a role in understanding the structure
ofthe soft sihgularitiesofQ ED am plitudes, w hen these are obtained from Q CD
partial am plitudes by the replacement T® ! 1 (see Sections 34 and 3.5).

The current where the rst on-shell gluion has negative helicity can be
obtained sin ilarly,

h § By, dtiX Hl B, B i
3 a2 unt) - peooond )
2hl 21 hn 13, Pin 1Pim
w here the reference m om entum choice isq = ky, @ = k.

E xercise: Show this.

by am putating the o -shellpropagator m ultiplying by iP f;n ), contracting the

index with the appropriate on-shell polarization vector " ,,, and taking
P{, = ki,; ! 0. In the case of J (1" ;2" ;:::;n"), there is no P{, polk
In the current, so the am plitude m ust vanish for both helicities of gluion ( +
1), In accord w ith Eq.:_3-§. I the cassof J (1 ;2" ;:::;n"), the pok tem
requirem ent picksout theterm m = n in Eq:_6-g: U sing reference m om entum
Gh+1=ky Or", ,,, weobtain (replacing B, ! B+1,6tc),

AFES @ ;2% ;int ;4 1) )
m’'j jn+ 1)"ihl j Bi;pjtihl JE, Bindti

= i b=

&= F—= B B 2
2h;n+ 1] 2hl 21 mili Py, 1
HW;n+ 1i M+ 1;1iklnih;n+ 1]m + 1; 1i )
= i .
hl 2i m1i Snm+ 1 !
or .
o omi2f
Agree L ;2 ;3%;4%;::5n%) = lm:li (64)
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Applying the decoupling identiy, Eq. :_8, and the spinor identity, Eqg. :_é]_:, i
is easy, to obtain the ram aining m axim ally helicity violating M HV ) or P arke—
Taylo®? helicity am plitudes,

hjki’

Atree MEV AT AT ;i 5iik jiiynt) = i————
ik a; i ’ ’ ’ Hl 21 mii

(65)

T hese rem arkably sin ple am plitudes were rst con ectured by P arke and
Tay]orﬂ on the basis oftheir collinear lim its (see below ) and photon depoupling
relations, and were rigorously proven correct by Berends and G ertd using
the above recursive approach. T he other nonvanishing helicity con gurations
(beginning at n = 6) are typically m ore com plicated. The MHV am plitudes

can be usad as the basis of approxin ation schem es, how evert?

3.3 Supersymm etry

W hat does supersym m etry have to do w ith a non-supersym m etric theory sugh
asQCD ? The answer is that treedevelQ CD is \e ectively" supersymm eu:lc,‘l‘!
and the \non-supersymm etry" only leaks in at the loop lkvel. To see the
supersym m etry of an n-glion tree am plitude is sin ple: It has no loops in i,
so it hasno ferm ion loops in it. T herefore the ferm ions in the theory m ight as
wellbe gluinos, ie. at treelevel the theory m ight aswellbe super Yang-M ills
theory. T ree am plitudes w ith quarks are also supersym m etric, but at the level
of partial am plitudes: after the color nform ation has been stripped o , there
isnothing to distinguish a quark from a gluino. Supersym m etry leads to extra
relations between am plitudes, supersym m etric W gid identities (SW I),H which
can be quite usefiil in saving com putational Jabpx'%ﬁ

To derive supersymm etric W ard identitiestd® we use the fact that the
supercharge Q annihilates the vacuum We are considering exactly supersym —
m etric theories, not spontaneously or softly broken ones!),

X0
0= MR, 1 2 nlPi = h0j 1 Qi n Pl (66)
i=1
W hen the elds ; create helicity eigenstates, m any of the Q; ;] tem s can
be arranged to vanish. To proceed, we need the precise com m utation relations
ofthe superchargew ith the eldsg (), k), which create gluon and gluino
statesofm om entum k (k? = 0) and helicity .W emultiply Q by a G rassn ann
spinor param eter , de ning Q ( ) Q ,sothatQ ( ) commutes w ith the
Fem i eldsaswellasthe Bose elds. The comm utators have the form

Q()ig k) = ki) &)
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() k) = k; )g k); (67)

where (k; ) islinearin ,and hasis fom oconstrained by the Jacobiidentity
for the supersym m etry algebra,

0= [ WI+ R() &KI;Q()I+ [ &);Q()1;Q ()] ; 68)
where () iseitherg (k) or k).Since R ( );Q0()]= 2i B ,weneed
ki) ki )+ ki) T ki) = 21 B : (69)

A solution to Eq .69 thch also has the correct behavior under rotations
around the k axis, is (cf. Eq. -19)

ki) = u k); ki )= uk = u k) : (70)

Finally, we choose to be a G rasan ann param eter , muliplied by the spinor
for an arbitrary m assless vector g, and choose g so as to sin plify the identities
(m uch like the choice of referencemomentum In " (g)). Then k; )become

"kig = Mk i= @kl ki@ = hy kx'i= gki: (71)
T he sin plest case is the lke-helicity one. W e start w ith

0= 03 ( @); Ig§g§ M3
':";gn)+ T ke i DA (17 55T itiiian)
+ :F(knlq An( 192;1:1;% 17 ;) (72)

I
=
=
Q
.'Jﬁ
g,
[bQ

Since m assless gluinos, like quarks, have only helicity-conserving interactions
In (super) QCD, all of the am plitudes but the rst n Eqg. '72. must vanish.
T herefore so m ust the like-helicity am plitude A, (g1 ,g2 ;:";gn ). Sin ilarly,
w ith one negative helicity we get

0= 0OR(@; 199 .1
= ki;DAn (g7 9, 195 7155500 ) koiDBn (15 559 it:ti00 )i
(73)

where we have om itted the vanishing fem ion-helicity-violating am plitudes.
Now we use the freedom to choose g, setting g = k; to show the second
am plitude vanishes and setting g = k; to show the rst vanishes. Thuswe
have recovered Egs. :_3-2§ and :_3-€_;
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W ith two negative helicities, we begin to relate nonzero am plitudes:

0 = 0R(@igg 39 .1
= ki;DAn (1595 55500 )+ koiDAn Q7 o7 37:::i90)
kz;a) A n(g]_ 79 rg3;:::;g;): (74)

hl 21

An(Q 79, i95 79y 715G ) = o Bn@ 7 57 539 i::t590 ) (75)
N o perturbative approxim ations were m ade in deriving any of the above
SW I; thus they hold orderby-order in the loop expansion. T hey apply directly
to QCD tree am plitudes, because of their \e ective" supersymm etry. But
they can also be used to save som e work at the loop level (see below ). Since
supersymm etry comm utes with color, the SW I apply to each color-ordered
partial am plitude separately. Summ arizing the above \M HV " results (and

sim ilar ones including a pair of extemal scalar elds), we have

ASUSY (1 ;2" ;3" ;:imt) = 0; (76)
. 2hp ]
hl 2
AiUSY a ;2, 3 ;4T s nt) = hl:: AﬁUSY @ ;2 ;37 ;4" ;::5n")
i
(77)

Here no subscript J:efers to a glion, while refers to a scalar particle (for
which the \helici m eans particke vs. antjpartjc]e), and P refers to a
scalar, femm ion or g]uon, w ith respective helicity hp = O, 5 ;1.

W e can use Eq. '77 at the ﬁ)ur—pomt level to obtain the gqggg am plitudes
from the ourglion ones, Egs. .512_1 and fll_l :

3 .

h3in23
AT, 2033 4T) = e 2
h2ik231h34imM4 11

3 .

h4i w4

AtER( ;2053754 ) = i o (78)

a4 h2ik231h34im4 11

E xercise: Check the SW Iatthe vepoint lkevel, com paring the ggggg am pli-
tude, Eq. 51- and the ggggg am plitude from Eq. .65
34 Factorization P roperties

A nalytic properties of am plitudes are very usefiil as consistency checks of the
correctness of a calculation, but they can also som etin esbe used to help con—
struct am plitudes. At treelevel, the principal analytic property is the pok
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behavior as kinem atic invariants vanish, due to an aln ost on-shell interm e—
diate particle. A s m entioned above, colorordered am plitudes can only have
poles in channels corresponding to the sum ofa sum of cyclically adacentm o—
menta, ie. asPiz;j ! O,whereP ., (it ki1 + $) k. This is because
singularities arise from propagators going on-shell, and propagators for color-
ordered graphs always carry m om enta of the form P,y.-We refer to channels
form ed by three orm ore adpoent m om enta asm ultiparticle channels, and the
tw o-particle channels as collinear channels.
In a m ultiparticle channel, a true pol can develop as Pf,m !0,

X i
AT®(1;::5;n) At (1;::5m ;P )P Anuefwrl(m + 1;::5n0;P  );

m+ 1

(79)
where Py, is the intem ediate mom entum and  denotes the helicity of the
Interm ediate state P . O ur outgoing-particle helicity convention m eans that
the intermm ediate helicity is reversed In going from one product am plitude to
the other.

M ost m ultiparton am plitudes have m ultiparticle poles, but the M HV
tree am plitudes do not, due to the vanishing ofArt]ree @ ;2%;::5n%). W hen
we attem pt to factorize an M HV am plitude on a multiparticle pole, as n
Fig. -'_53 @), we have only three negative helicities (one from the Intem ediate
gluon) to distrbute am ong the two product am plitudes. T herefore one of the
tw o m ust vanish, so the pole cannot be present. T hus the vanishing SW I also
guarantees the sin ple structure of the nonvanishing M HV tree am plitudes:
only collinear (two-particlk) sihgularities of ad -poent particles are pem itted.

An angular m om entum obstruction suppresses collinear singularities in
QCD am plitudes. For exam ple, a helicity + 1 gluon cannot split into two pre—
cisely collinear helicity 1 gluons and still conserve angularm om entum along
the direction ofm otion. Norcan it split into a + 1 ferm ion and l antiferm ion.
The 1=s;;i4 1 from the propagator is canoelled by num erator ﬁctors, down to
the squareroot ofa pole, s—=— T hus the spinorproducts,

i+ 1 hi; 1+ 1i [i; 1+ 11°
square roots of Lorentz Jnvanants, are ideal for capturing the collinear behav—
jorin QCD .The general form of the collinear singularities for tree am plitudes
is shown in Fig.d b),

akb X
At (i;a a;b Py ) SpLE™® (z;a * ;b )AL (:::;P ;i) (80)

n

w here Sp]jtttee denotes a splitting am plitude, the intem ediate state P has
momentum kp = ki + ky and helicity , and z describes the longitudinalm o-
mentum sharing, kg zkp , kyp @ z)kp . Universality of the m ultiparticle
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Figure 9: (a) Factorization ofan M HV tree am plitude on a m ulti-particle pole \ one ofthe
two product am plitudes alw ays vanishes. (o) G eneral behavior of a tree-level am plitude in
the collinear lim it where k, is parallelto ky; S stands for the splitting am plitude Split™=e.

and collinear factorization lin ifs can be derived n eld theory?o: or perhaps
m ore elegantly I string theoryy which lim ps allthe eld theory diagram s on
each side of the pole into one string diagram .

An easy way to extract the splitting am plitudes Splt™° : Eg. EB-(_)' is
from the collinear lim its of vepoint am plitudes. For exam ple, the lim it of
AT™®* (1 ;2 ;3";4";5") as ks and ks becom e paralkl detem ines the gluon
splitting am plitude Split™ @* ;6" ):

. Hl 23’

THl 2412 3113 4104 5115 11

4%5 1 , h 2i

pmm&_ “hl2it2 3iM3P itP 11

Splt™°@* ;5") At ;2 ;3" ;p"):
(81)

Agree(l ;2 ;3+ ;4+ ;5+) —

Using also the 2 k 3 and 5 k-1-lin ¥s, plus parity, we can infer the full set of
g! gg splitting am plimdedt i 42
splt™ @ ;b ) = 0;
1
I
z(1 z)habi

Sp]ittree (a+ ;b+ )
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Spliti™* @" ;b )

Split™c @ ;b )

z(l  z)RDb]

Theg! ggand g! gg splitting am plitudes are also easy to obtain, from the
Iim its oqu.:_5-1:, etc.

Since the collinear lim its of Q CD am plitudes are responsble for parton
evolution, it is not surprising that the residue of the collinear pol in the
square of a splitting am plitude gives the (colorstripped) polarized A ltarelli-
P arisi splitting probability?4
E xercise: Show that the unpolarized g ! gg splitting probability, from sum -
m ing over the term s in Eq.:_ézj, has the fam iliar form

b @) / 1+ 2z + z)4‘ 3)
99 % z(Ll z) !

neglcting the plus prescription and (1 z) tem .
QCD am plitudes also have universalbehavior in the soft lin i, where all
com ponents ofa gluon m om entum vectorkg go to zero. At tree levelone nds

AR (:::;a58:05 000 a1 0 goptree @;s;ib)AT™S (::1;a5bp 109 (84)
T he soft or \ekonal" factor,

habi

Soft™ @;s;b) = ——— ;
hasihshbi

85)

depends on both color-ordered neighbors of the soft glion s, because the sets
of graphs where s is radiated from legs a and b are both singular in the soft
lim i. O n the other hand, the soft behavior is ndependent ofboth the identity
(luon vs. quark) and the helicity of partons a and b, re ecting the classical
origin of soft radiation. (See G eorge Stemm an’s lectures in this volime for a
deeper and m ore general discussion?3) )

E xercise: Verify the soft behavior, Eq. :_89', for any of the above m ultiparton
tree am plitudes. .

As Zokan Kunszt will explain In m ore detajJE the universal soft and
collinear behavior of tree am plitudes, and therefore of tree-level cross-sections,
m akes possible general procedures for isolating the infrared divergences in the
real, brem sstrahling contribution to an arbirary NLO cross-section, and can—
celling these divergences against corresoonding ones in one-loop am plitudes.
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But the factorization lim its also strongly constrain the form of tree and loop
am plitudes. It is quite possble that they uniquely determ ine a rational func—
tion of the n-point variables orn 6, given the lowerpoint am plitudes, but
this has not yet been proven.
E xercise: Show that
"(1;2;3;4)
hl 2ih2 3ih34iM 5ih5 11

(86)

provides a counterexam ple to the unigueness assertion at the vepoint level,
because i is nonzero, yet has nonsingular collinear lin its in all channels.

3.5 Beyond QCD (orie y)

This school is titled \QCD and Beyond", so ket m e indicate brie y how the
techniques discussed here can be applied beyond pure Q CD . C onsider am pli-
tudes containing a single extemal electroweak vector boson, W , Z or . In
term sof U ) = SU N.) U (1) group theory, the electroweak boson gener—
ator corresoonds to the U (1) generator, proportional to the identity m atrix.
T hus the color decom position is identicalto that obtained by ignoring the weak
boson. For exam ple, the tree am plitudes qgg g can be written as

. p_ X
A}':xree’l (lq;Zq;3;:::;l'1 1;n )= 2Qqegn 3 Te ® am 1>)i1(2

AT (147247 B)iiin; @ 1n);  87)
where Q 4 isthe quark charge. Furthem ore, the partialam plitudesA =% can

be obtained for free from the partialam pliudes A 5=° for ggqg g.Onesimply
nserts T? = 1 in the color decom position oratee, Eq."g', and m atches the
color structures w ith Eq. §7. The resuk is?

AT (14724737::5n Lin ) = AT (1g724in;3;45::5n 1)
+A® (1472473054550 1))
+ %r?f (14724:3;4;::5;n 1;n)): (88)

C om pare this \photon coupling equation" w ith the photon decoupling equa-—
tion for pure glion am pliudes, Eq.:g. W hen m ore quark lines are present,
one has to pay attention to the 1=N. tem sm entioned In Section 2.1, since
these distinguish SU NN ) from U (1); hoyeyer,sin ilar form ulas can be derived,
ncliding also multiple photon em ission 92424

T he em ission of a m assive vectorparticle | aW , Z or virtualphoton |
would seam to require an extension of the helicity form alisn of Section 2 2.
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However, in m ost cases one is actually interested In processes w here the vector
boson \decays" to a pair ofm assless fermm ions. (O ne orm ore of these ferm ions
may be In the initial state.) Then the form alism for m asslkess ferm ions and
vectors can stillbe applied, abei w ith the Introduction ofone additional (out
physical) Hurvector. T hus electrow eak processes such ase” e annihilation to
four ferm ionsm ay be calculated very e ciently using the helicity form alian .

M assive ferm ions do require a serious extension ofthe form,alisn . It ispos—
sible to represent am assive spinor In temm softwom assless oned ; altemativegly
one can represent m assive spinor outer products in tem s of \gpin vectors"2’
In either case the price is at least one additional four-vector, this tin e an un-
physical one. Not only is the form alisn m ore cum bersom e than for m assless
ferm jons, but so are the resuls. Am plitudes w ith a helicity Ip on the quark
line no longer vanish; nor do those that were protected by a supersym m etry
W ard dentity in the m asskess case, such asA §™° (14;24;3" ;47).

4 Loop-level techniques

In order to increase the precision of Q CD predictions, we need to go to next—
to—-leading-order, and in particular, to have e cient techniques for com puting
the one-loop am plitudes which now enter. H ere the algebra gets considerably
m ore com plicated, even with the use of colorordering and the helicity for-
m alisn , because there are m ore o —shell lines, and m ore nonabelian vertices.
Furthem ore, one has to evaluate loop Integralsw ith loop m om enta inserted in
the num erator; reducing these integrals often requires the inversion ofm atrices
which can generate a big m ess. A lthough the helicity and color tools are still
very usefil, we will need additional tools for organizing loop am plitudes In
order to m inin ize the grow th of expressions in Interm ediate steps.

4.1 Supersymm etry and background- el gauge

At Joop kvel, QCD \knows" i is not supersymm etric. However, one can
still rearrange the sum over intemal spins propagating around the loop, in
order to take advantage of supersymm etry. For exam ple, for an am plitude
with all extemal glions, and a glion circulating around the loop, we can
use supersymm etry to trade the intemal gluon loop for a scalar loop. W e
rew rite the Intermal glion loop g (and ferm ion loop f) as a supersym m etric
contribution plis a com plex scalar loop s,

g = (g+ 4f+ 3s) 4(F+s) + s = aV=4 4pN =1 4 pseabr,
£ E+s) s= aV-1t  pscalr, 89)
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Here AY =% represents the contrbution of the N = 4 super YangM ills m ul-
tiplet, which contains a gluon g, four gluinos £, and three com plex (six real)
scalars s; while AN =1 gives the contrbution ofan N = 1 chiralm atter su—
pem uliplet, one ferm ion plus one com plex scalar. The advantages of this
decom position are twofold:

(1) T he supersym m etric term s are m uch sin pler than the nonsupersym m etric
ones; not only do they obey SW Is, but we w ill see that they have diagram -by—
diagram cancellations built into them .

(2) The scalar loop, while m ore com plicated than the supersym m etric com —
ponents, is algebraically sin pler than the glion loop, because a scalar cannot
propagate soin inform ation around the loop.

In the context of TQM , this use of supersym m etry could be tem ed \intemal
soin m anagem ent”.

As an exam ple of how this rearrangem ent looks, consider the ve-glion
prin itive am plitnde As,; (1 ;2 ;3% ;4" ;5" ), whose com ponents according to

Eq.89 are?d

nw #
5
AN=4 _ o Atreex iz : + S35+ 1 n Siteis 2 _2
) S4;+ 1 Si+ 1;5+ 2 Sy 2;9 1 6
=
#
- 1 1 2 2
AV=l = ca®™e® 24 2 m +n +2
2 S23 Ss51
. .2 . . . A In S23
N ic 21 (231B41M1i+ W24i@d5]h511) Ss1
2 2 3ih34ih4 5ih51i Ss1 So3
Ascalar — EAN:1+ EC Atree
nw 3 9
+ic B4M1in24i A5 M23iB41M1i+ 241 @45]h511)
3 h34ih4 51
n —S23 1l sz ss1
Ss51 2 ss1 S23
(S51  23)3 4
h35i[35]3 h12i[35]2 1hl2iB4]nd 1ih241i @ 5]
+ + — (90)

L2]231h34iM 51 B 1] R31h34iM5ip1] 2 Sy3 3414 5issq

where A™° = Af™ (1 ;2 ;3";4";5") isgiven In Eq.:_6-é_j, is the renom al-
ization scale, and

_oa+ e
ey a2 oy
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T hese am plitudes contain both infrared and ultraviolet divergences, w hich have
been regulated dim ensionally with D = 4 2 ,dropping O ( ) corrections. W e
see that the three com ponents have quite di erent analytic structure, indi-
cating that the rearrangem ent is a natural one. As promised, the N = 4
supersym m etric com ponent is the sin plest, ollowed by the N = 1 com ponent.
T he non-supersym m etric scalar com ponent is the m ost com plicated, yet it is
still sin pler than the direct gluon calculation, because it doesnotm ix allthree
com ponents together.

W e can understand w hy the supersym m etric decom pgsition w orksby quan—
tizng QCD In a special gauge, background- eld gauge‘.z.gf T he colorordered
rules n Fi. id were obtained using the Lorentz gauge condiion @ A = 0,
where A A®T? with T?® in the fundam ental representation. A fter perform —
Ing the Faddeev-P opov trick to integrate over the gauge- xing condition, one
obtains the additional term in the Lagrangian

1
o Tr@ A )%; 92)

where we chose the integration weight = 1 (LorentzFeynm an gauge) in
Fjg.-'_ﬁ . To quantize in background- eld gauge one splits the gauge eld into a
classicalbackground eld and a uctuating quantum eld, A = AB + AQ,
and in poses the gauge condition DEA? = 0, whereDB® = @ pi—EgAB is
the background— eld covariant derivative, with A® evaluated in the adpint
representation. Now the Faddeev-Popov integration (for = 1) leads to the
additional tem , replacing Eq.192,

%TrCDBAQ)Z = %Tr(@ A sgh®;A% )% 93)

For one-loop calculationswe require only the term s In the Lagrangian that
are quadratic in the quantum eld A9 ; A9 describes the gluon propagating
around the loop, while A® corresponds to the extemalghions. E xpanding out
the classicalLagrangian % TrF? ) pluskE q.:_9-§, one ndsthat the three-glion
Q QOB ) and urglion Q QBB ) colorordered verticesarem odi ed from those
shown In Fjg.:_ﬂ to

. h i
ve9eB  _

y@eeBB +2 2 ; (94)

N R NTFH
?
T
N
Q
+
N
Q

the ram aining rules rem ain the sam e. In background- eld gauge the interac-
tions of a scalar and of a ghost w ith the background eld are identical, and
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are given by

VssBB ; (95)

VR = p—k p)
2
i
2

of course a ghost loop has an additional overallm inus sign.

Now lt'suse Egs. :_9{1: and :_95 to com pare the gluon and scalar contribu—
tions to an n-gluon one-loop am plitude, focusing on the termm s w ith the m ost
factors of the loop m om entum in the num erator of the Feynm an diagram s,
because these give rise to the greatest algebraic com plications in explicit com —
putations (see the next subsection). The loop m om entum only appears in the
tri-linear vertices, and only in the rsttem in V9292, because q is an extermal

momentum . This term m atches VS up to the factor. Thus the lead-
Ing loop-m om entum temm s or a glion loop (ncluding the ghost contribution)
are identical to those for a com plex scalar loop: = 2D = 4. In

din ensional reqularization this result is still true jflqne uses a schem e such as
din ensional reductiond or Hurdin ensionalhelicity which leaves the num ber
ofphysicalglion helicities xed at two. In fact, as we'll see shortly, the di er-
ence between a gluon loop and a com plex scalar loop has two fewer pow ers of
the loop m om entum jnthenumerator| atmostm 2 powers In a diagram
wih m propagators in the loop, versusm for the gluon or scalar loop alone.
In summ ary, @ gluon loop is a scalar loop \plus a little bit m ore".

To treat ferm ion Joops in the sam e way, it is convenient to use a \seqand—
order form alism " w here the propagator ooks m ore like that ofa boson®4%3 &
is not necessary to generate the ill Feynm an rules; i su ces to inspect the
e ectiveaction (@A ),which generatesthe oneparticle irreducble (1P I) graphs.
Scattering am plitudes are cbtained by attaching tree diagram s to the extemal
Jkgs of 1P Igraphs, but this process does not involve the loop m om entum and is
identical for all intemal particle contributions. T he scalar, fem ion and gluon
contrbutions to the e ective action (the latter in background—- eld gauge and
Including the ghost loop) are

ABT@) = Indety; D ;
. 1 -
ferm ion _ 1=2 2 g 1 .
(A ) = E In det[l:Z] D P—Ez F H

glion a ) Jndet[l]l:Z D? s F  + Indety D° ; (%)

whereD isthe covariantderivative, F isthe extemal eld strength, % ( )
isthe spjn% (spin-1) Lorentz generator, and det;; is the one-loop determ inant
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for a particle of spin J in the loop. The fermm ionic contrbution has been
rew ritten In second-order form using

1=2 1 1=2 2
hdet; ", 6)= ~hdet ", B 97)
and
p?=-1fp;pg+ LP;p1-D? L F ©8)

W e want to com pare the kading behavior of each contrbution in E q:_9-_d
for Jarge Ioop m om entum ‘. T he leading behavior possble foran m point 1P T
graph is ™ , aswe saw above in the gluon and scalarcases. T he kading tem al-
wayscom es from theD 2 term 1 E q.:_9_é, becauseF ocontainsonly the external
m om enta, not the loop m om entum . Using Trp; (1) = 1; Trp—p; 1) = Try; = 4,
we see that the D ? temn cancels between the scalar and ferm ion loop, and
between the ferm ion and glion loop; hence it cancels in any supersym m etric
linear com bination. Sublading tem s in supersym m etric com binations com e
from usihg one or m ore factors of F in generating a graph; each F costs one
powerof ‘. Tem swih a IoneF cancel, thanksto Tr =Tr = 0, so the
cancellation for an m -point 1P I graph is from ™ down to ™ 2. In a gauge
other than background- eld gauge, the cancellations involving the gluon loop
would no longer happen diagram by diagram .

E xercise: By com paring the traces of products oftw o and three s ( 's),
show that orAN =* the cancellation is allthe way down to ™ *.

The loop-m om entum cancellations are resoonsible for the much sinpler
structure of the supersym m etric contrbutions to As,; (L ;2 ;3" ;4" ;5"7) I
Eq.:_9-C_i, and sin larly for generic n-glion loop am plitudes. A swe sketch In the
next subsection, loop ntegralsw ith fewerpow ers ofthe loop m om entum in the
num erator can be reduced m ore sin ply to \scalar" integrals | Integrals w ith
no loop m om enta In the num erator. In the (supersymm etric) case where the
m -point 1P I graphs have at most ™ 2 behavior, the set of integrals obtained
is so restricted that such an am plitude can be reconstructed directly from its
absorptive partslii (see Section 4 .3).

Sim ilar rearrgngen ents can be carried out for one-doop am plitudes w ith
extemnal fem ion<$3tY For exam ple, the am plitude w ith two extemal quarks
and the rest glions hasm any diagram s where a form ion goes part of the way
around the loop, and a glion the rest of the way around. It is easy to see
that these graphs have an ™ ! behavior. If one now subtracts from each
graph the sam e graph where a scalar replaces the gluon in the loop, then
the background- eld gauge rulks, Egs. E_B-g: and :§§', show that the di erence
cbeys the \supersymm etric" ™ 2 criterion (even though i this case it is not
supersym m etric) . Subtracting and adding back this scalar contrbution is a
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rearrangem ent analogous to the n-gluon supersym m etric rearrangem ent, and
does aid practical caloulations2d

Finally, these rearrangem ents can be m otivated by the Neveu-Schw arz-
R am ond representation of superstring theory'ﬁ"f‘ BB This representation is not
m anifestly space-tin e supersym m etric, but at one loop i correspondsto eld
theory in backgrpund- eld gauge (for 1P Igraphs) and to a second-order form al-
ism for form iong? At treedevel | and at Ioop-level for the trees that have to
be sewn onto 1P I graphs to construct g, plitudes | string theory corresponds
to the nonlinear G ervaisN eveu gauge242l @ A pi—EgA A = 0. Thisgauge
choice also sim pli es the respective calculations, though we om it the details
here. String theory m ay have m ore to teach us about special gauges at the
multidoop level.

42 Loop IntegralReduction

E ven ifone takes advantage ofthe various techniques already outlined, loop cal-
culations w ith m any extemal legs can stillbe very com plex. M ost of the com —
plication arises at the stage of doing the loop integrals. T he general one-loop
m -point ntegralin 4 2 dinensions (for vanishing intemal particle m asses)
is

Z gt 2 P ()
L P() =

@) 2 2 k)P ki k)? ("1 kke n k)?
(99)
where ki, 1 = 1;:::;m, are the momenta owing out of the loop at]egl,
and P (Y ) is a polynom ial In the loop m om entum . A s we'll outline, Eq. -99
can be reduced recursively to a linear com bination of scalar integrals I, [1],
wherem = 2;3;4. The problem is that for largem the reduction coe cients
can depend on m any kinem atic variables, and are often unw ieldy and contain
spurious singularities.
H ere w e illustrate one reduction procedure that workswell for lJargem '35 It
m 5, then forgeneric kinem aticswe have at least our independent m om enta,
saypr = ki, ;o= ki + ke, ps=ki+ ko + ks, ps = ki + ko + ks + kg. Wecan
de ne a set ofdualmomenta v, ,

vy = "(32;3i4); vy, = "Wy i3i4); vs = "2 4 vy = "33 );
vi p= "@;2;3;4) i (100)
and expand the loop m om entum in term s of them ,
1 x

= - v,
n;2;34) o+ P
i=1
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- 1 Xt 2 \ 2 2
= m | v, " pi) P (101)
i=1

The st step can be veri ed by contracting both sidesw ih pj In the second
step we rewrite ¥ In tem s of the propagator denom inators in Eq. :99 plusa
term independent ofthe loop m om entum . Ifwe insert Eqg. '101 Into the degreep
polynom ialP (* ) nEq. _9§ the form ertem s canoelpropagatordenom inators,
tuming an m -point loop integralinto m  1)-point integralsw ith polynom ials
of degree p 1, whik the htter term rem ains an m -point integral, also of
degree p 1. Tterating this procedure, m -point integrals can be reduced to
box ntegrals m = 4) plus scalarm -point integrals. E quation g(_)l_‘I isonly valid
for the ourdin ensional com ponents of the loop m om entum , so one has to be
carefuil when applying it to dim ensionally-requlated am plitudes. In practice,
w hen using the helicity form alisn the loop m om enta usually end up contracted
w ith Purdin ensional extemal m om enta and polarization vectors, in which
case ' is already procted into fourdin ensions.

T he strategy of rew riting the loop m om entum polnom alP (Y ) Wwhich
m ay be contracted w ith extemalm om enta) in term s ofthe propagatordenom —
inators ¥, (* k;)?, etc. isa very generalone. In specialcases | such asthe
N = 4 supersymm etric exam ple in Section 4 4 | the form of the contracted
P (Y ) often allow s a rapid reduction w tthout having to invoke the general for-
m alism , and w ithout undue algebra. H owever, in other cases one m ay not be
so fortunate.

The scalar integrals form, - 6 can be reduced to lowerpoint scalar inte—
gralsby a sin ilar techniqueS9%% Form  6wehavea fth ndependent vector,
ps = ki + k2 + k3 + kg4 + ks . Contracting EquE)ZE wih ps, we get

1 X

= ——— w p° 102
P Swame WP F (102)

\

which can be rew ritten as an equality relating a sum of six propagator denom —
nators to a tem independent of the loop m om entum . Inserting this equality
Into the scalar integral I, [1], we get an expression for I, [l]asa linear combi-
nation of six \daughter" integrals I'” | [1], where the index (i) indicates which
ofthem propagatorshasbeen cancelled. A sim ilar form ula reduces the scalar
pentagon to a sum of veboxes24838788 T o reduce box integralsw ith Joop m o—
m enta in phe num erator, onem ay em ploy either a standard P asgagno-Velm an
reduction®? or one using dualvectors like that discussed above??2d These ap-
proaches share the property of Eq. g(_)l_l, that In each step the degree of the
Joop-m om entum polynom ialdropsby one. T hus supersym m etric cancellations
ofm -point 1P Igraphsdown to ™ 2 arem aintaied under integral reduction .
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The nalresults for an am plitude m ay therefore be described as a linear
com bination of various bubble, triangle and box scalar integrals. T he biggest
problem is that the reduction coe cients from the above procedures contain
sourious kinem atic singularities, which should cancelat the end ofthe day, but
which can lead to very large interm ediate expressions if one is not careful. For
exam ple, a]i:hough; :che Levi€ wvita contraction "(1;2;3;4) appears in the de-
nom inator ofE q.:_lg)]_.:, it has an unphysical singularity when the fourm om enta
ki becom e coplanar, so i should not appear in the nalresult. D espite this
fact, the above approach actually does a good Pb of keeping the num ber of
term s an all, and the requisite cancellations of " (1;2;3;4) denom nator factors
are not so hard to obtain.

43 Unitarity constraints

In Section 34 we discussed the analytic behavior of tree am plitudes, nam ely
their pole structure. At the loop kevel, am plitudes have cuts as well as poles.
Iwon't elaborate on the factorization (pole) structure of one-loop am plitudes,
but they do exhibit the sam e kind of universality as tree am plitudes, w hich
Jeads to strong constraints and consistency checks on caloulations?i®#3

Unitarity ofthe S-m atrix, SYS = 1, i plies that the scattering T m atrix,
de nedby S = 1+ iT ,cbeys (I TY)=i= T¥T . O ne can expand this equation
perturbatively in g, and recognize the m atrix sum on the right-hand side as
including an integration overm om enta of interm ediate states. T hus the Im ag—
nary or absorptive parts of loop am plitudes | which contain the branch—cut
Inform ation | can be,detemm ined from phase-space integrals of products of
low er-order am plituded? {For one-loop m ultiparton am plitudes, there are sev—
eral reasons w hy this calculation of the cuts ism uch easier than a direct loop
calculation:

O ne can sim plify the tree am plitudes before feeding them into the cut calcu-—
lation.

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

O ne can furtheruse on-shellconditions for the interm ediate legs In evaluating
the cuts.

T he catch isthat i isnot alwayspossible to reconstruct the fiill loop am pli-
tude from its cuts. In generalthere can be an additive \polynom ialam biguity"
| besides the usual logarithm s and dilogarithm s of loop am plitudes, one m ay
add polynom ialtem s (actually rational functions) In the kinem atic variables,
which cannot be detected by the cuts. This am biguity tums out to be absent
In one-loop m assless supersym m etric am plitudes, due to the loop-m om entum
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Figure 10: The possible interm ediate helicities for a cut ofa M HV am plitude, when both
negative helicity glions lie on the sam e side of the cut.

cancellations discussed. in Section 41983 Forexam pk, in the ve-glion am pli-
tude, Eq.190, all the polynom faltem s in both AN =4 and A¥ = ! are intin ately
linked to the logarithm s, while in A 5°*%% they are not linked.

T he polynom ialterm s in non-supersym m etric one-loop am plitudes cannot
generally be reconstructed from unitariy cuts evaliated in fourdim ensions. Tt
is possible to use din ensional analysis to extract the O ( °) polynom.ialtem s
if one has evaluated the cuts to O ( ) in dim ensional regu]ar:lzaijon'fl,‘; but this
task is signi cantly harder than evaluation to O ( °). In practice, polynom ial
am biguities can often be xed, recursively in the num ber of extemal lgs, by
requiring consistent collinear factorization ofan am plitude in all channels®4*4

44 Exampk

A san exam pleofhow sin pl one-loop m ultiparton cutscan be, we outline here
the evaluation of the cuts for an In nie sequence of n-glion am plitudes, the
MHV ampliudes n N = 4 superYangM ills theory? W e consider the single-
trace, leading-color contrlbution A, ;, and the case where the two negatjye
helicity ghlions lie on the sam e side of the cut, as shown in Fig. l() (The
case whe;;e they lie on the oppos:d:e side ofthe cut can be quickly reduced to
this case’ usihg the SW I, Egs. .76 and .77 .) Contrbutions to this cut from

interm ediate ferm ions or scalars vanish using the \e ective" supersymm etry
of tree am plitudes, Eq. .'_7§‘, plus conservation of ferm ion helicity and scalar
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particle num ber, on the right-hand side of the cut. The only contribution is
from interm ediate gluons w ith the helicity assignm ent shown in Fig.|1d. The
tree am plitudes on either side of the cut are pureglue M HV tree am plitudes,
0 using Eq.165 the cut takes the sin ple om

Z
ALTPS (N ARV gmoggiinmag; )
ATONTY C yma+ Lisrymy 1Y)
— iA;ieeMHv (1;2;::5;0)
Qps( vy Limiihy vl mgima+ Liky NE o

. . . L7
1’1’1’11 l; ‘11h‘1m 11 hn2 ‘21h‘2;m2 + 1i

w here the spinor products are labelled by either loop m om enta (%; %) or ex—
temal particle labels, and the Lorentz-invariant phase space m easure for the
tw o-particle interm ediate state is denoted by dAdLIPS( “; %).

The integralin E q@(:)Ez can be viewed as a cut hexagon loop Integral. (The
four-and vepoint cases are degenerate, since there are not enough extermal
m om enta to m ake a genuine hexagon.) To see this, use the on-shell condition
2 = 2 - 0 to rewrie the ur spinor product denom inators in Eq.'103 as
propagatorsm ultiplied by som e num erator factor, for exam ple

1 LU O I <SS R PO S I 104)

hym;i hymiim; %] 2% k., (v kp,)?
n 1gddji:jon to these our propagators, there are two cut propagators In plicit
n dLIPS( %;%).

R atherthan evaluate the cut hexagon integraldirectly, w e use the Schouten
dentity, E q.:_ii_'i, to reduce the num ber of spinor product factors in the denom —
nator of each tem , which will break up the Integral into a sum of cut box
Integrals. W e have

1’IT11 l;m 1ih‘1 ‘Zi_ hnl 1; ‘zi hnl ‘zi

: : : - (105)
h'ﬂ]_ 1; ‘11h‘1m11 h'ﬂ.]_ 1; Yi h'ﬂ.]_ Yi

and sim ilarly for the second factor in Eq:jli)i_i Four tem s are generated, one
ofwhich is
my Rilbmelimy Yilhimg]

lmy Yifhmplimy %i{%m2]

j_AgieeMHv (1;2;:::;n)  dALIPS( Y5 %)

e Z Tr%(l+ 5) 61 By, 6 By,
= in e (1;2;::55n)  ALIPS( Y; %)
e VAT ke )2 (2t Ky, )

(106)
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m /m 2

This is the cut box integral I, , where the set ofm om enta ow ing out of
its fourvertices is fky , ;Pm,+1m, 17Km,7Pm,+1m, 19. Theotherthreetem s
sin flarly give Tj © 12, 10 P2 and 1p 0 Y™, allw ith two Joop m om enta
nserted in the num erator.

The s-odd part ofthe trace In E q:_f(_)-§ does not contribute, because the
box does not have enough independent m om enta to satisfy the Levi€ vita
tensor..The s-even part can be reduced by standard P assarino-Velm an tech—
nique$? to scalar box, triangk and bubblk integrals. The coe cint of the
scalarbox integralI, '™ ? [1]is

% Prﬁl;rnz 1PI§1+1;H12 PH?1H‘“2PT§1+17THZ 1ot o7
A fter sum m ing overthe fourbox integrals, the trianglesand bubbles cancelout.
(T hiscould have been anticipated from the exercise In Section 4.1, show ing that
AN =% exhiits Joop-m om entum cancellations down to ™ 4, plus the general
Joop integral reduction procedures discussed in Section 42.) Therefore the
N = 4 MHV amplitude which m atches all the cuts is a sum of scalar box
ntegrals, w ith coe cientsgiven by Eq.107}which evaliatesexplicitly (through
0 (%) to

A2§4(1+;:::;j ;iink jiint)= (%) ¢ AgieeMHV(l;Z;:::;n)Vn; (108)

w here the universal, cyclically sym m etric fiinction V,, is given by

K olxn
Vom+1 = fi;r 7
r=1 i=1
K 2o &2
Von = fi;r+ fi;rn 17 (109)
r=1 i=1 i=1
w ith
f; 12 + 2 P2 p?
1r 2 i 1;i+r 1 i;i+ r it r 1 i 1;i+r
P2, P
+ ng 1 i;yit+r 1 + ng 1 i;yit+r 1
p? P2
i l;i+r 1 i;it r
2. =
+ ng 1 21 1;i+ r + ng 1 121,1+r
Pi l;i+r 1 i;i+ r
Plir 1P7 1jr 1 PZ e 1
Lp 1 S 4 T R (110)
p? p? 2 p2

i 1;i+r 1° i;i+r i;i+ r
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Figure 11: Currently known one-loop n-glion am plitudes, degom posed into N = 4 super—
symm etric, N = 1 chiral, and scalar contributions, as in Eq. §9‘ T he num ber of extemal
gluons w ith helicity 1 in the am plitude is denoted by n . Parity re ects the gure about
the vertical axis. A rrow s show how am plitudes ow into each other under collinear lim its.

R
T he dilogarithm isde ned by Li X) = Ox dt h (1 t)=t, and by convention

(P, =0 =o0.

1

Tt is rem arkable that a com pact expression foran In nite sequence ofgauge
theory loop am plitudes is so easy to obtain. Several other in nite sequences
of n-gluon one-loop am plitudes have ngw hegn. com puted, using unitariy as
wellas collinear and recursive technique? %3284 T he currently know n n-gluon
am plitudes | or rather their com ponents under the supersym m etric decom —
position discussed in Section 41 | are plotted in FJg:_li_L: versus the num ber
of helicity 1 extemal statesn . As the gure shows, the supersymm et—
ric com ponents are better known than the non-supersym m etric scalar tem s.
Polynom ial am biguities in the non-supersym m etric com ponents of one-loop
QCD am plitudes are the m ain obstack to their e cient evaliation. In the
various collinear lim its, helicity am plitudes (ncliding their polynom ialtemm s)

ow along the arrow s in the gure, indicating how the lim s m ay be used to
help x the ambiguities.
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5 Conclusions

In these lectures we described techniques for e cient analytical calculation of

scattering am plitudes in gauge theories, particularly Q CD . Tools such as he—
licity and color decom positions, special gauges, unitarity, factorization lin is
and supersym m etric rearrangem entscan lad tom any sin pli cations. Som e of
these ideas can be m otivated from string theory, but none requires its detailed
know ledge. There is no one \m agic bullet" but rather a combined arsenal
of techniques that work well together. At the practical level, som e of these
tools have been instrum ental in calculating the oneloop veparton am pli-
tudes (ggggg, gagag and ggggg) which form the analyticalbottleneck to NLO

cross-sections for three—t events at hadron colliders2444%% They have also
been used to optain, jn nite sequences of special one-loop helicity am plitudes
in closed m 45%92%83 0n the other hand, m any processes of experin ental
Interest rem ain uncalculated at NLO and at higher orders, so there is plenty
of room for im provem ent In the eld!
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