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Abstract

The relativistic two-body potentials ofconstraint theory for system s com posed oftwo

spin-0 or two spin-1
2
particles are calculated,in perturbation theory,by m eans ofthe

Lippm ann�Schwingertype equation thatrelatesthem to thescattering am plitude.The

cases ofscalarand vector interactions with m assless photonsare considered. The two-

photon exchange contributions,calculated with covariantpropagators,are globally free

ofspuriousinfra-red singularitiesand produceatleading orderO (�4)e�ectsthatcan be

represented in three-dim ensionalx-space by localpotentialsproportionalto (�=r)2. An

approxim ation schem e,thatadaptstheeikonalapproxim ation totheboundstateproblem ,

isdeviced andapplied totheevaluationofleadingterm sofhigherorderdiagram s.Leading

contributionsofn-photon exchangediagram sproduceterm sproportionalto (�=r)n.The

seriesofleading contributionsaresum m ed.Theresulting potentialsarefunctions,in the

c.m . fram e,ofr and ofthe totalenergy. Their form s are com patible with Todorov’s

m inim alsubstitution rulesproposed in thequasipotentialapproach.

PACS num bers:03.65.Pm ,11.10.St,12.20.Ds,11.80.Fv.
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1 Introduction

Thethree-dim ensionalreduction oftheBethe�Salpeterequation [1,2,3]wasachieved in

thepastwith thetechniquesofthequasipotentialapproach [4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12].The

m ethod consisted in iterating the Bethe�Salpeter equation around a three-dim ensional

hypersurfacein relativem om entum space;theresultisathree-dim ensionalwaveequation

for the relative m otion,where the potentialis related to the scattering am plitude by

m eans ofa Lippm ann-Schwinger type equation. This wave equation is not unique in

form and depends am ong others on the three-dim ensionalhypersurface chosen for the

projection operation,re
ecting the way ofelim inating the relative energy and relative

tim e variables from the initialfour-dim ensionalequation. A variant ofthis approach

consisted in iterating theBethe�Salpeterkernelaround a sim plerthree-dim ensionalone

[13,14].

Quantitativeapplicationsofthesethree-dim ensionalm ethodsconcerned m ainly QED

and thepositronium system .ItturnsoutthattheCoulom b gaugeisthem ostconvenient

gauge to achieve the perturbative calculations [11,13,14,15,16]. Covariant gauges

[17],or covariant propagators for scalar exchanges [18],have the tendancy to produce

spurious infra-red singularities that are only cancelled by contributions ofhigher order

diagram s. Thisfeature considerably reducesthe dom ain ofpracticalapplicability ofthe

Bethe�Salpeter equation in covariantperturbative calculations. Actually,this
aw can

betraced backtothenoncovariantnatureofthethree-dim ensionalequation around which

iterationisaccom plished.Also,theinstantaneousapproxim ation[19],appliedtocovariant

propagators,doesnotproducethecorrectO (�4)term sin perturbation theory,neitherthe

correctin�nite m asslim it,unlessan in�nite num berofhigherorderdiagram sare taken

into account[20].

In thisrespect,thevariantofthequasipotentialapproach,developed by Todorov [10],

where,to som e extent,potentialsm ay appearin localform in x-space with appropriate

c.m . totalenergy dependences,provides a m anifestly covariant fram ework that is free

ofthe abovem entioned diseases. In particular,it has been shown [21],for one spin-1
2

and onespin-0 particlesystem s,thatin thetwo-photon exchangediagram s,calculated in

theFeynm an gauge,thespuriousinfra-red singularitiescanceloutand correctresultsare

obtained fortheO (�4)and O (�5ln��1 )e�ects.Thisapproach could not,however,reach

su�cientgenerality,because ofthe lack in itofcovariantwave equationsfortwo-spin- 1
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particlesystem s.

It is the m anifestly covariant form alism ofconstraint theory [22], applied to two-

particlesystem s[23,24,25],thatprovided thegeneralfram ework forsetting up covariant

wave equationswith the correctnum berofdegreesoffreedom . Two-spin-1
2
ferm ion sys-

tem s are described there by two com patible Dirac type equations [26,27,28]. In local

approxim ationsofthe potentials,these equations,withoutlossoftheircovariance prop-

erty,can bereduced to a singlePauli-Schr�odingertypeequation [29]which displaystheir

practicalapplicability to spectroscopicproblem s.Theconnection oftheseequationswith

theBethe�Salpeterequation isobtained with standard iteration techniques[30,31].(For

a com parison ofvariousthree-dim ensionalequationsseeRef.[32].)

Thepurposeofthepresentpaperisto investigate theperturbation theory properties

ofthe potentialsofconstrainttheory wave equations. W e shallnotconsiderhere radia-

tive corrections,which actually arecalculable independently from any three-dim ensional

form alism ,butrathershallanalyzethestructureofm ultiphoton-exchangediagram s.

Ouranalysis isaccom plished in three steps. Firstly,we study the structure oftwo-

photon exchange diagram sand show thatthe corresponding potentialisfreeofspurious

infra-red logarithm ic singularities and yields the correct O (�4) e�ects;it can be repre-

sented,in three-dim ensionalx-space,by m eansofa localfuction,proportionalto (�=r)2.

Secondly,we device an approxim ation m ethod forthe evaluation ofthe above diagram s

thatglobally reproducesthesam eresultfortheirleading e�ect.Thism ethod isa variant

oftheeikonalapproxim ation [33,34,35],adapted to thebound stateproblem .

Thirdly,weapply theapproxim ation m ethod to thehigherorderdiagram s.W eshow

thatthen-photon exchangediagram syield forthecorrespondingpotential,asadom inant

contribution,an O (�2n)e�ect,represented by a term proportionalto (�=r)n. W e then

sum the seriesofdom inantcontributionsto obtain the potentialin com pactform ,asa

function of(�=r)and ofthec.m .totalenergy.

The expression we �nd forthe tim elike com ponent ofthe electrom agnetic potential

can naturallybecom pleted toincludethespacelikecom ponentsaswell.Itthen represents

the ferm ionic generalization ofthe potentialproposed by Todorov in hisquasipotential

approach fortwo-spin-0 particlesystem s,on thebasisofm inim alsubstitution rules[10].

The sam e calculations,applied to scalarphotons,yield a potentialthatisequivalent,in

the static approxim ation ofitshigherorderterm s,to the form proposed by Craterand
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Van Alstine[27],who extended Todorov’ssubstitution rulesto scalarinteractions.

The above calculations result in sizable e�ects m ainly in strong coupling problem s.

One such problem isprovided by theevaluation ofthe short-distance potentialin QCD,

which isvery sim ilarto the QED potential,with valuesofthe coupling constantofthe

orderof0.5;furtherm ore,partofthe radiative corrections could be taken into account

by thereplacem entofthecoupling constantby thee�ective coupling constant,obtained

from renorm alization group analysis.

Anotherdom ain ofapplication ofthese potentialsisprovided by QED in itsstrong

couplingregim e,wherelatticecalculationssignalachiralphasetransitionforvaluesof� of

theorderof0.3-0.4 [36,37].Otherqualitativeresultsobtained from theBethe�Salpeter

equation with one-photon or one-gluon exchanges (such as spontaneous breakdown of

chiralsym m etry)m ightbetested with thesepotentialsand theirstability in thepresence

ofm ultiphoton orm ultigluon exchanges checked. Also,these potentialscould naturally

begeneralized forthetreatm entofotherinteractions,such asthosecorresponding to the

exchanges ofm assive particles orto con�ning interactions,by the replacem ent there of

theCoulom b potentialby anotherappropriatepotential.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 the wave equations ofconstraint the-

ory are introduced. In Sec. 3,their connection with the Bethe�Salpeter equation and

the relationship ofthe potentialwith the scattering am plitude are established. In Sec.

4,the perturbative calculationalm ethod ofthe potentialis developed. In Sec. 5,the

potentialcorresponding to the exchanges oftwo scalar photons for two-spin-0 particle

system siscalculated to order�4.In Sec. 6,sim ilarcalculationsaredone forscalarand

vectorphotonsfora ferm ion-antiferm ion system . In Sec. 7,the approxim ation m ethod

leading to the results ofSecs. 5 and 6 isdeviced and som e ofitsgeneralconsequences

about cancellation ofdiagram s are shown. In Secs. 8 and 9,the dom inant contribu-

tionscom ing from m ultiphoton exchangesarecalculated and sum m ed fortwo-boson and

ferm ion-antiferm ion system s,respectively.In Sec.10,theBethe�Salpeterwavefunction

isreconstituted in term softhe constrainttheory wave function in the fram ework ofthe

present approxim ations. Conclusion follows in Sec. 11. Details ofthe calculations of

two-photon exchangediagram sarepresented in AppendicesA and B.A sum m ary ofthe

calculation ofthevectorpotentialwaspresented by thepresentauthorsin Ref.[38].
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2 T w o-body w ave equations ofconstraint theory

A system oftwo-spin-0 particles,with m asses m 1 and m 2,respectively,is described by

m eans of two wave equations that are generalizations of the Klein�Gordon equation

[23,24,25,27,28]:

(p2
1
� m

2

1
� V )	(x 1;x2)= 0 ; (2.1a)

(p22 � m
2

2 � V )	(x 1;x2)= 0 ; (2.1b)

where V isa Poincar�einvariantfunction oroperatorofthevariablesofthesystem .Itis

possibletochoosedi�erentpotentialsin thetwo equations,butby m eansofcanonical(or

wave function)transform ationsone can bring the corresponding equationsto the above

con�guration [39].

W eusethefollowing de�nitionsforthetotaland relativevariables:

P = p1 + p2 ; p =
1

2
(p1 � p2); M = m 1 + m 2 ;

X =
1

2
(x1 + x2); x = x1 � x2 : (2.2)

Forstatesthatareeigenstatesofthetotalm om entum P we de�netransverse and longi-

tudinalcom ponentsoffour-vectorswith respectto P:

q
T
� = q� �

q:P

P 2
P� ; q

L
� = (q:̂P)P̂� ; P̂� =

P�
p
P 2

; qL = q:̂P ;

PL =
p
P 2 ; qL

�
�
�
�
c:m :

= q0 ; q
T2

�
�
�
�
c:m :

= �q
2
; r =

q

�xT2 : (2.3)

Thisdecom position ism anifestly covariant.In thec.m .fram ethetransversecom ponents

reduce to the three space com ponents,while the longitudinalcom ponentreducesto the

tim ecom ponentofthecorresponding four-vector.

The com patibility condition ofthe two wave equations(2.1a)-(2.1b)im posesthe fol-

lowing constraintson thewavefunction and thepotential:

[(p21 � p
2

2)� (m 2

1 � m
2

2)]	 = 0 ; (2.4)
�

p
2

1
� p

2

2
;V

�

	 = 0 : (2.5)

Thesolution ofEq.(2.4)is(foreigenfunctionsofthetotalm om entum P):

	 = e
�iP:X

e
�i(m 2

1
� m

2

2
)xL=(2PL) (xT); (2.6)
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while Eq. (2.5)tellsusthatV doesnotdepend on the relative longitudinalcoordinate

xL:

V = V (xT;PL;p
T): (2.7)

Thus, Eqs. (2.4)-(2.5) allow us to elim inate the longitudinalrelative coordinate and

m om entum . Equation (2.4)can be rewritten in a slightly di�erentform by de�ning the

constraintC(p):

C(p) � 2PLpL � (m 2

1 � m
2

2) � 0 : (2.8)

Ityieldsfortheindividuallogitudinalm om enta theexpressions:

p1L =
PL

2
+
(m 2

1 � m 2
2)

2PL
; p2L =

PL

2
�
(m 2

1 � m 2
2)

2PL
: (2.9)

Theeigenvalueequation satis�ed by theinternalwave function  is:
�
P 2

4
�
1

2
(m 2

1
+ m

2

2
)+

(m 2
1
� m 2

2
)2

4P 2
+ p

T2

�

 (xT) = 0 ; (2.10)

which isathree-dim ensionalKlein�Gordon�Schr�odingertypeequation.Alsonoticethat

when constraintC (2.8)isutilized,the two individualKlein�Gordon operatorsbecom e

equal:

H 0 � (p21 � m
2

1)

�
�
�
�
C

= (p22 � m
2

2)

�
�
�
�
C

=
P 2

4
�
1

2
(m 2

1 + m
2

2)+
(m 2

1
� m 2

2
)2

4P 2
+ p

T2
: (2.11)

In generalthepotentialV [Eq.(2.7)]isa Poincar�e invariantintegraloperatorin xT,

butin sim pli�ed casesitcan berepresented asafunction ofxT with ageneraldependence

on PL,and an eventualquadraticdependence on p
T.

ThescalarproductforthewavefunctionssatisfyingEqs.(2.1a)-(2.1b)can beobtained

either from the construction oftensorcurrents satisfying two independent conservation

laws[28]with respectto x1 and x2,respectively,ordirectly from theGreen’sfunction of

Eqs.(2.1a)-(2.1b)or(2.10)[8,11].Theresultforthenorm is(in thec.m .fram e):

Z

d
3
x  

�4P 2

�
@

@P 2
(H 0 � V )

�

 = 2P0 ; (2.12)

whereH 0 istheKlein�Gordon operator(2.11).

Fora system oftwo-spin-1
2
particles,com posed ofoneferm ion with m assm 1 and one

antiferm ion with m ass m 2,the constraint theory wave equations can be written in the

form [28]:

(
1:p1 � m 1)
e	= (�
 2:p2 + m 2)

eV e	 ; (2.13a)

(�
2:p2 � m 2)
e	= (
 1:p1 + m 1)

eV e	 ; (2.13b)
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where eV isa Poincar�e invariantpotential. Here, e	 isa sixteen-com ponent spinorwave

function ofrank two and isrepresented asa 4� 4 m atrix:

e	 = e	 �1�2(x1;x2) (�1;�2 = 1;� � � ;4); (2.14)

where�1 (�2)isthespinorindex ofparticle1 (2).
1 istheDiracm atrix 
 acting in the

subspaceofthespinorofparticle1 (index �1);itactson
e	 from theleft.
 2 istheDirac

m atrix acting in thesubspaceofthespinorofparticle2 (index �2);itactson
e	 from the

right;thisisalso the case ofproductsof
2 m atrices,which acton e	 from the rightin

thereverse order:


1�
e	 � (
 �)�1�1

e	 �1�2 ; 
2�
e	 � e	 �1�2(
�)�2�2 ;


2�
2�
e	 � e	 �1�2(
�
�)�2�2 ; �a�� �

1

2i

�


a�;
a�

�

(a = 1;2): (2.15)

The com patibility condition ofEqs.(2.13a)-(2.13b)yieldsthe sam e constraintsasin

Eqs. (2.4)and (2.5)(with 	 and V replaced by e	 and eV ,respectively). In particular,

onehas:

eV = eV (xT;PL;p
T
;
1;
2): (2.16)

Using the operatorH 0 [Eq. (2.11)],Eqs. (2.13a)-(2.13b)can also be rewritten asa

singleequation,provided theconstraint(2.8)isused:

2

6
4
1

i2
(
1:p1� m 1)(�
2:p2� m 2)H

�1
0

3

7
5

C (p)

e	 �

2

6
4S1(p1)S2(�p2)H 0

3

7
5

�1

C (p)

e	 = � eV e	;(2.17)

whereS1 and S2 arethepropagatorsofferm ions1 and 2,respectively.

Thenorm fortheinternalwave function e takestheform (in thec.m .fram e):

Z

d
3
x Tr

8
><

>:

e 
y

�

1� eV
yeV + 4
10
20P

2

0

@eV

@P 2

�

e 

9
>=

>;
= 2P0 ; (2.18)

with eV satisfying theherm iticity condition

eV
y = 
10
20

eV 
10
20 : (2.19)

Equation (2.18)showsthat,forenergy independentpotentials(in thec.m .fram e)the

norm of e isnotpositive de�nite. In orderto ensure positivity,itissu�cient thatthe

potential eV satisfy theinequality

1

4
Tr(eV yeV ) < 1 : (2.20)
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In thiscaseoneisallowed to m akethewavefunction transform ation

e	 =

�

1� eV
yeV

��1=2

	 (2.21)

and to reach a representation where the norm forc.m . energy independentpotentialsis

thefreenorm .

In thisrespect,theparam etrization suggested by Craterand Van Alstine[40],forlocal

potentialsthatcom m utewith 
1L
2L (hence eV y = eV ),

eV = tanhV ; (2.22)

satis�escondition (2.20)and allowsoneto bring theequationssatis�ed by 	 [Eq.(2.21)]

into form s analogous to the Dirac equation,where each particle appears as placed in

theexternalpotentialcreated by theotherparticle,thelatterpotentialhaving thesam e

tensornatureaspotentialV ofEq.(2.22).

W e shallhenceforth adoptparam etrization (2.22)forpotential eV and,according to

Eq.(2.21),shallintroducethewave function transform ation

e	 = (coshV )	 : (2.23)

[Forpotentialsthatdo notcom m ute with 
1L
2L,thegeneralizationsofEqs.(2.22)and

(2.23)and ofthecorrespondingnorm arepresented in Ref.[41].]Thenorm oftheinternal

partofthenew wave function 	 then becom es(in thec.m .fram e):

Z

d
3
x Tr

8
><

>:
 
y

�

1+ 4
10
20P
2

0

@V

@P 2

�

 

9
>=

>;
= 2P0 : (2.24)

[Therelationship between 	 and  isthesam easin Eq.(2.6).]

In orderto obtain the�naleigenvalueequation of ,onehasto decom posethelatter

along 2� 2 com ponents.W echoose,forthisdecom position,thebasisofthe m atrices1,


L,
5 and 
L
5:

 =  1 + 
L 2 + 
5 3 + 
L
5 4 : (2.25)

W hen potentialV isa function ofxT (i.e.,notan integraloperator)itispossible,for

som egeneralclassesofpotential,toelim inatethrough thewaveequations(2.13a)-(2.13b)

three ofthese com ponents in term s ofa fourth one. W e choose  3 for the rem aining

com ponent,which isalsoasurvivingcom ponentin thenonrelativisticlim it.Forageneral

9



com bination ofscalar,pseudoscalar and vectorpotentials,the �naleigenvalue equation

isofthePauli�Schr�odingertype,theradialm om entum operatorappearing in itthrough

the Laplace operator. Forthisclassofpotential,V isdecom posed along the 
 m atrices

as:

V = V1 + 
15
25V3 + 

�

1

�
2(g

LL
�� V2 + g

TT
�� U4 +

xT�x
T
�

xT2
T4); (2.26)

where V1 isthe scalar,V3 the pseudoscalarand V2 the tim elike vectorpotential;U4 and

T4 are the spacelike vectorpotentials. [The num bering ofthe indicesand the notations

arerelated to theparticularprojectorsto which thesepotentialsareattached [29].]

Afterm aking a changeoffunction ofthetype

 3 = A�3 ; (2.27)

the expression ofA being given in Ref. [29],one �ndsthe following Pauli�Schr�odinger

typeequation (in thec.m .fram e):

8
><

>:
e
4(U4 + T4)

�
P 2

4
e
4V2 �

M 2

4
e
4V1 �

(m 2
1 � m 2

2)
2

4M 2
e
�4V1 +

(m 2
1 � m 2

2)
2

4P 2
e
�4V2

�

� p
2 � L

2
1

x2
(e4T4 � 1) + � � �

9
>=

>;
�3 = 0 ; (2.28)

where thedotsstand forthevariousspin dependentor�h
2
-dependentterm sand L isthe

orbitalangularm om entum operator. [The com plete form ofthe equation can be found

in Ref. [29].] W e recognize that the scalar potentialV1 acts as a m odi�cation ofthe

totalm assM ofthe ferm ionsthrough the change M ! M e2V1 while (m 2
1 � m 2

2)iskept

�xed. The tim elike vector potentialV2 acts as a m odi�cation ofthe c.m . totalenergy

PL through the change PL ! PLe
2V2,while (p21L � p22L) = (m 2

1 � m 2
2) is kept �xed.

The nonm odi�cation of(m 2
1
� m 2

2
)issim ply due to the constraint(2.8). The spacelike

potentialU4 changestheorbitalangularm om entum operatorfrom L to Le�2U4 and the

com bination U4 + T4 ofthe spacelike potentialschangesthe radialm om entum operator

from pr to pre
�2(U4 + T4) (in the classicallim it). The pseudoscalar potentialappears

only in spin dependentand �h2-dependentterm s. Allthese e�ectsare whatone expects

from an external�eld interpretation ofthe potentials in the Dirac and Klein�Gordon

equations and therefore provide additionaljusti�cation for the param etrization (2.22)

and thedecom position ofV along theform (2.26).
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W ave equations can also be written down fora system m ade ofone spin-1
2
and one

spin-0 particles[28].W eshallnot,however,considersuch a system in thepresentwork.
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3 C onnection w ith the B ethe� Salpeter equation

and the scattering am plitude

Inorderto�ndtheconnectionofthewaveequations(2.1a)-(2.1b)and(2.13a)-(2.13b)with

theBethe�Salpeterequation,itisnaturalto project,with an appropriateweightfactor,

four-dim ensionalquantities such as Green’s functions,scattering am plitudes and wave

functionson the constrainthypersurface (2.8)and to iterate the corresponding integral

equationsaround thathypersurface.Thereisan arbitrarinessin thechoiceoftheweight

factor,butitislim ited by severaladditionalconditions,such ascorrectone-body lim it,

absence ofspurious singularities,correct O (�4) e�ects,interchange sym m etry between

particles 1 and 2,herm iticity ofthe potential,etc.. W e shall�rst present the general

m ethod ofapproach and then shalldiscussthequestion ofthechoiceoftheweightfactor.

LetG(P;p;p0)be the four-pointGreen’sfunction (forbosonsorferm ions)with total

m om entum P and relative m om enta p0 and p for the ingoing and outgoing particles,

respectively [Eqs. (2.2)],and from which the totalfour-m om entum conservation factor

(2�)4�4(P � P 0)hasbeen am putated.Itsatis�estheintegralequation:

G = G 0 + G 0K G ; (3.1)

whereG 0 isthefreetwo-particlepropagator,

G 0 = G 1G 2 (3.2)

[G 1 and G 2 are the propagatorsofparticles1 and 2,respectively],and K isthe Bethe-

Salpeterkernel[1,2,3].Theo�-m assshellscattering am plitudeT (from which thetotal

four-m om entum conservation factorhasbeen am putated)isrelated to K by therelation:

T = K + K G 0T : (3.3)

In thevicinity ofa bound statepole,G behavesas

lim
s! sB

G(P;p;p0) = i�
�(P;p)�(P;p0)

s� sB + i�
; s = P

2
; � =

8
><

>:

+1 forbosons;

�1 forferm ions;
(3.4)

where � isthe internalpartofthe Bethe�Salpeterwave function and � isde�ned from

herm itian conjugation and antichronologicalproduct.
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W enextde�netheleft-projected Green’sfunction on thehypersurface (2.8):

eG(p;p0) = �2i��(C(p))G�1
0C G(p:p

0); (3.5)

where G
�1
0C is the weight factor to be determ ined below. [W hen not necessary, total

four-m om entum willnotbe explicitly written in the argum ents.] Notice that eG is still

four-dim ensionalwith respectto itsrightargum ent.

Itisnow possible to iterate G around eG and obtain the integralequation for eG.W e

shallusethefollowing de�nitionsand abbreviated notations:

�C = �(C(p)); g = G0 + 2i��C G
�1
0C G 0 ;

eg = +2i��C G
�1
0C G 0 ; eg0 = G

�1
0C G 0

�
�
�
�
C (p)

: (3.6)

Using in the right-hand side ofEq.(3.5)theintegralequation forG,oneobtainsfor

thedi�erence G � eG:

G � eG = g(1+ K G); (3.7)

which yields:

G = (1� gK )�1 (eG + g): (3.8)

One then successively uses Eqs. (3.1) and (3.8) in the right-hand side ofEq. (3.5) to

obtain:

eG = � eg

�

(1� K g)�1 + K (1� gK )�1 eG

�

: (3.9)

Thesecond term in theright-hand sideofthisequation can also beexpressed in term sof

thescattering am plitudewith theuseofEq.(3.3):

eG = � eg

�

(1� K g)�1 + T(1� egT)�1 eG

�

: (3.10)

W e de�ne the constrainttheory wave function  with the sam e projection asin Eq.

(3.5):

 = �2i��C G
�1
0C � ; (3.11)

which leadsto thefollowing behaviorof eG in theneighberhood ofa bound statepole:

lim
s! sB

eG(p;p0) = i�
 (p)�(p0)

s� sB + i�
(3.12)

[� isde�ned in Eq.(3.4)],which,in turn,yieldsthewave equation satis�ed by  :

 = � egT(1� egT)�1  : (3.13)
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W eshallalso de�nethereduced wave function e and am plitude eT as:

 = 2�2PL�C
e ; (3.14a)

eT(p;p0)=
i

2PL
T(p;p0)

�
�
�
�
C (p);C (p0)

: (3.14b)

Thewave equation satis�d by e takestheform :

eg
�1
0

e = � eT(1� eg0
eT)�1 e ; (3.15)

where now the integrationsbetween eT,eg0 and
e are three-dim ensionaland concern the

transverse variables[Eqs.(2.3)],aftertheconstraint(2.8)hasbeen used forthelongitu-

dinalm om enta.

It is also possible to reconstitute the Green’s function G and the Bethe�Salpeter

wave function � from the knowledge ofthe constraint theory Green’s function eG and

wave function  .To thisend,we considerEq. (3.7),in the right-hand side ofwhich we

replaceG by itsexpression (3.8),and useEq.(3.9)for eG;we�nd:

G = G 0 + G 0T(1� egT)�1 (eG + g); (3.16)

� = G 0T(1� egT)�1  : (3.17)

Noticethatin theleftargum entofthe�rstT in theaboveequationstheconstraint(2.8)

isnotused.W ealso disposeforG ofEq.(3.8),which yieldsfor� therelation

� = (1� gK )�1  ; (3.18)

buttheseequationsarem oresingularthan Eqs.(3.16)and (3.17)above,and should only

beused insideintegrals.

Itisnaturalatthisstageto de�nethepotential eV (also denoted by V forthebosonic

case)by theLippm ann�Schwingertyperelation:

eV = eT(1� eg0
eT)�1 : (3.19)

Equation (3.15)then becom es:

eg
�1
0

e = � eV e : (3.20)

Thisequation hasthesam estructureastheconstrainttheory waveequations(2.1a)-

(2.1b)and (2.17). Com parison ofeg�10 with the corresponding kinem atic operatorsthen

�xestheexpression ofG �1
0C [Eqs.(3.5)and (3.6)]:

G
�1
0C

�
�
�
�
C (p)

= H 0 : (3.21)
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[H 0 isde�ned in Eq.(2.11).]

Letusnow exam ine the herm iticity property ofpotential eV ,which should partly be

guaranteed by the on-m ass shellelastic unitarity property ofthe scattering am plitude,

through relation (3.19). After a little algebra [10],one �nds for the bosonic case the

following condition on eg0:

eg0 � eg
�
0
= 2i��(b2

0
(s)+ p

T2)�(s� (m 1 + m 2)
2); (3.22)

wherewehavede�ned

b
2

0
(s)=

1

4
(s� (m 1 + m 2)

2)(s� (m 1 � m 2)
2)

=
s

4
�
1

2
(m 2

1
+ m

2

2
)+

(m 2
1
� m 2

2
)2

4s
: (3.23)

Theargum entofthe�-functionaboveisnothingbuttheoperatorH0 de�ned inEq.(2.11),

which m eansthatsolution (3.21)forG �1
0C autom atically satis�estheherm iticity-unitarity

condition (3.22)in thephysicalregion oftheam plitude.[G 0C should bede�ned with the

prescription (H 0 + i�)�1 .]

Fortheferm ioniccase,theherm iticity-unitarity condition reads:

eg0 � 
1L
2L eg
y

0
1L
2L = 2i��(b20(s)+ p
T2)�(s� (m 1 + m 2)

2)

�(
1:p1 + m 1)(�
2:p2 + m 2); (3.24)

which isalso satis�ed by solution (3.21).

Othersolutionsto Eqs. (3.22)or(3.24),di�erentfrom thatgiven in Eq. (3.21),can

beconstructed aswell.In principle,di�erentchoicesof eg0 should nota�ectthephysical

predictions ofthe theory,but rather would am ount to organizing in di�erent ways the

resolution ofthe bound state problem and the sum m ation ofthe perturbation series,

putting em phasison speci�capproxim ations.In theperesentwork,westick to thechoice

(3.21),which hasthe two m ain advantagesofsim plicity and ofthe factthatitreduces

in x-space to a second-order di�erentialoperator. It is only in this case that can we

devicelocalapproxim ation schem esforpotentialeV and rem ain in afram ework analogous

to thatofnonrelativistic quantum m echanics. Choice (3.21)hasalso the advantagesof

herm iticity,interchangesym m etry between particles1 and 2 and correctone-body lim it.

W eshall,however,slightly generalizesolution (3.21)by allowing in itthepresence of

a �nitem ultiplicativerenorm alization constant.Such a generalization isnecessary in the
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o�-m assshellform alism we are using to avoid the presence ofspuriousO (�3)-term s. It

am ountstorequiringthatthe1=r-term softhepotentialresultsolelyfrom thecontribution

oftheone-photon exchangediagram .Forthispurposewede�ne

eg
0
0 = 
eg0 ; (3.25)

where eg0 correspondsto solution (3.21)and 
 isa constant,expressible asa seriesofthe

coupling constant.Equation (3.20)then becom es,afterreplacem entofeg0 by eg00:

eg
�1
0

e = �
eV e ; (3.26)

with

eV = eT(1� 
eg0
eT)�1 : (3.27)

The presence ofthe factor
 in Eqs. (3.26)and (3.27)leavesenough fredom foraccom -

plishing thedesired cancellation.Forthesim plicity ofnotation,weshallno longerwrite

explicitly thefactor
,butwhen necessary shallm ention itspresence.

Theintegralequation satis�ed by theGreen’sfunction eG also allowsoneto construct

with standard techniques[8,11]thescalarproductofstates.
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4 Perturbation theory calculation ofthe potential

Our m ain task in the rem aining part ofthis work is the calculation, in perturbation

theory and within a de�nite approxim ation schem e,ofpotential eV from form ula (3.19).

Theperturbation seriesof eV contains,in addition to theusualFeynm an diagram s,other

types ofdiagram , arising from the presence ofthe constraint factor eg0; we shallcall

thesediagram s\constraintdiagram s";they areobtained from theusualbox-laddertype

diagram sby thereplacem entof(atleast)onepairofferm ion and antiferm ion (orboson)

propagatorsby theconstraintpropagatoreg [Eq.(3.6)].Theroleofthesediagram swillbe

to cancelthespurioussingularities(referred to thepotential)arising from thecalculation

oftheam plitudeand toyield apotentialthathasm ostoftherequired physicalproperties.

It was already shown in the case offerm ions [29]that,when one ofthe particles

becom esin�nitely m assive,the contributionsofthe constraintdiagram scancelthose of

the ladderand crossed ladderdiagram s,leaving only thecontribution ofthe one-photon

exchangediagram .Thusthewaveequation oftherem aining particlereducesin thislim it

to the Dirac equation in the presence ofthe static potentialcreated by the in�nitely

m assive particle.

Inthepresentworkwelim itourselvestotheevaluationoftheladderandcrossed ladder

diagram sin theirleading order,neglecting radiative corrections. In thisapproxim ation

thescattering am plitude eT [Eq.(3.14b)]can bedecom posed as:

eT =

1X

n= 1

eT
(n)

; (4.1)

where eT(n) isthepartialam plitudecorresponding to n exchanged photons.

Iteration ofEq.(3.19)yieldsforthepotentialtheexpansion:

eV �

1X

n= 1

eV
(n) = eT

1X

p= 0

(eg0
eT)p ; (4.2)

where eV (n) isthatpartofthepotentialwhich com esfrom n exchanged photons.The�rst

two term sof eV are:

eV
(1) = eT

(1)
; (4.3)

eV
(2) = eT

(2)+ eT
(1)
eg0

eT
(1)

: (4.4)

The corresponding diagram sare represented,forthe case offerm ions,in Figs. 1 and 2,
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respectively. [The ingoing particleshave now m om enta p1 and p2 and the outgoing ones

p0
1
and p0

2
.Theconstraintdiagram isrepresented by a box with a crossin it.]

Our evaluation ofthe im portance ofvarious term s hinges on the infra-red counting

rulesofthebound stateproblem in QED.Thus,if� isthedim ensionlesscouplingconstant

squared, r [Eq. (2.3)]counts as O (��1 ), the transverse m om entum pT as O (�),the

transferred m om entum squared tas O (�2),etc.. Furtherm ore,we shallevaluate term s

with respecttox-space;therefore,expressionscom puted in m om entum spacewillundergo

three-dim ensionalFouriertransform ationsandwillreceiveadditionalO (�3)contributions;

thus�=twillbecounted asO (�2),�2=
q

(�t)asO (�4),etc..

Theone-photon exchange contribution, eV (1),isoforder�2 and,in three-dim ensional

x-space,is proportionalto �=r. As we shallshow in Secs. 5 and 6,the two-photon

exchange contributions,corresponding to eV (2) [Eq. (4.4)],yield asa dom inante�ectan

O (�4)term ,proportional,in x-spaceto�2=r2.Itisthereforeexpected,generalizing these

results,thatthe n-photon exchange contributionsyield asa dom inante�ectan O (�2n)

term ,proportionalto(�=r)n.W eshallshow,in Secs.7,8and 9,within an approxim ation

schem e,thatthisisindeed thecase.Therefore,thesum ofleading term sofeach eV (n) in

Eq.(4.2)willresultin a localfunction of�=r.

W ith the above counting rules,there arestillnonleading term s,in eV (n) (n > 1),say,

thatm ightcom petewith leading term sof eV (n0) with n0> n.Such term shave,however,a

di�erentstructurethan asim plepowerof�=r;they areessentially m om entum dependent

and cannotbegrouped within a function of�=r;therefore,they willnotbeconsidered in

thesum m ation process,although,in a quantitativeperturbation theory calculation their

e�ects,which begin atO (�6),should be taken into account,like those ofthe radiative

corrections.

To have a consistency check ofoursum m ation procedure,we m ake,in the following

sections,parallelcalculationsofthescalarpotential(with scalarm asslessphotons)in the

bosonicand ferm ioniccases,wheretheFeynm an diagram shaveratherdi�erentstructures.

One however expects that the spin independent classicalpart ofthe potentialin the

ferm ionic case,when broughtin an appropriaterepresentation,should coincide with the

bosonic potential. This coincidence doesoccurand provides additionaljusti�cation for

oursum m ation rules.
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5 T w o scalar photon exchange contribution in

bosonic system

W e consider in this section a system oftwo spin-0 particles,with m asses m 1 and m 2,

respectively,interacting with scalar (m assless) photons. The corresponding lagrangian

density is:

L =
1

2
@�A@

�
A + @��

y

1@
�
�1 � �

y

1(m
2

1
+ 2m 1gA + g

2
A
2)�1 + (1! 2): (5.1)

W e have keptanalogy with QED and introduced the interactionswith the photon with

thesubstitutionsm 1 ! m 1 + gA and m 2 ! m 2 + gA.W ede�ne:

� =
g2

4�
: (5.2)

Furtherm ore,weignoreothertypesofinteraction like�4 orA 4 which arisefrom renorm al-

ization. W e assum e thatthe corresponding renorm alized coupling constants have been

putequalto zero;m ore generally,these coupling constantsareoforderg4 � �2 and the

corresponding Feynm an diagram syield contactpotentialsthatareoforder�5 and hence

can beneglected in com parison to O (�4)e�ects.

Ourde�nitionsofthepropagatorsare:

G 1(p1) =
i

p21 � m 2
1 + i�

; G 2(p2) =
i

p22 � m 2
2 + i�

; D (k) =
i

k2 + i�
: (5.3)

In theprocess(1)+ (2)! (10)+ (20)wedesignatethecorresponding m om enta by p1,

p2,p
0
1
and p0

2
,respectively,and introducetheusualm om entum variables:

s= (p1 + p2)
2 = (p01 + p

0
2)
2 = P

2 = P
2

L ;

q= p1 � p
0
1
= p

0
2
� p2 ; t = q

2
; u = (p1 � p

0
2
)2 : (5.4)

W hen constraint(2.8)isim posed on theexternalparticles,oneobtains:

p1L = p
0
1L ; p2L = p

0
2L ; qL = 0 ; q

2 = q
T2

; (5.5)

with p1L and p2L given by Eqs.(2.9).

The Feynm an diagram s willbe calculated with the externalparticles considered o�

the m ass shell,with longitudinalm om enta �xed by the bound state m ass PL,through

relations(2.9),whilethetransversem om enta squared pT2 and p0T2 have,according toour
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counting rules,ordersofm agnitude of�2. The o�-m assshelldeviationsare represented

by thequantities

�
2 = m

2

1 � p
2

1 = m
2

2 � p
2

2 ; �
02 = m

2

1 � p
02
1 = m

2

2 � p
02
2 ; (5.6)

which are positive and are oforder�2. The m ean values ofpT2 and p0T2 in the bound

stateareequaland hencewehavea sim ilarequality for�2 and �02:

< p
T2
> = < p

0T2
> ; < �

2
> = < �

02
> : (5.7)

To theaccuracy ofthepresentcalculations,where we areevaluating only leading e�ects

ofa setofFeynm an diagram swith a �xed num berofphotons,we shallnotdistinguish

between pT2 and p0T2,and between �2 and �02,and shallusetheequalities(5.7)without

them ean values.

W ealso introducetheo�-m assshellanalogueofthequantity b20(s)[Eq.(3.23)]:

b
2(s) =

s

4
�
1

2
(p2

1
+ p

2

2
)+

(p2
1
� p2

2
)2

4s
= �pT2 ; (5.8)

thesecond equalityarisingfrom theuseofEqs.(2.4),(2.8),and(2.9)andofthede�nitions

p2
1
= p2

1L + pT2,p2
2
= p2

2L + pT2.Onealso easily showstherelations:

b
2

0 = p
2

1L � m
2

1 = p
2

2L � m
2

2 = ��2 + b
2
: (5.9)

Noticethatb2 > 0,whileb2
0
< 0.Keeping only theleading orderterm sin �,onealso has

them ean valueequality:

< �
2
> = 2< b

2
> ; (5.10)

which in turn im pliestheleading orderequality:

(pT + p
0T)2 = �2(�2 +

t

2
): (5.11)

W e �rst calculate the one-photon exchange contribution (Fig. 1). Because ofthe

constraint conditions [Eqs. (5.5)],the m om entum carried by the photon is transverse,

q = (qL = 0;qT) [qT2 = �q2 in the c.m . fram e];the passage to x-space is done with

thethree-dim ensionalFouriertransform ation with respecttoqT.Taking into accountthe

de�nition of eT [Eq.(3.14b)],one�ndsforthepotentialV (1) [Eq.(4.3)](thepotentialin

thebosoniccaseisnottilded):

V
(1) =

2m 1m 2

PL

g2

t
; (5.12)

20



or,in x-space:

V
(1) = �

2m 1m 2

PL

�

r
: (5.13)

W enextcalculatethetwo-photon exchangecontributions.In addition tothediagram s

ofFig. 2,one also hasthe two diagram sofFig. 3. W e �rstintroduce the notationsfor

the various integrals we shallm eet during the calculations. They are sim ilar to those

introduced by Brown and Feynm an [42]and Redhead [43](butourvolum e elem entd4k

doesnotcontain a (2�)�2 factor.) W eusetheabbreviated notations:

(0)= k
2 + i� ; (3) = (q� k)2 + i� ;

(1)= (p1 � k)2 � m
2

1
+ i� ; (2) = (p2 + k)2 � m

2

2
+ i� ;

(�10)= (�p01 � k)2 � m
2

1 + i� ; (�20) = (�p02 + k)2 � m
2

2 + i� ;

(5.14)

J ;�;�� =

Z

d
4
k
(1;k�;k�k�)

(0)(3)(1)(2)
;

F ;� =

Z

d
4
k
(1;k�)

(3)(1)(2)
; H ;� =

Z

d
4
k
(1;k�)

(0)(1)(2)
;

G
(1)

;� =

Z

d
4
k
(1;k�)

(0)(3)(1)
; G

(2)

;� =

Z

d
4
k
(1;k�)

(0)(3)(2)
:

(5.15)

For the crossed diagram s,where (2) is replaced by (�20),we use the abbreviated

notations:

J ;�;��(1;�2
0) =

Z

d
4
k
(1;k�;k�k�)

(0)(3)(1)(�20)
; etc:: (5.16)

Forthe integralsresulting from constraintdiagram sand according to the de�nitions

(3.6),(3.21),(3.14b)and (3.19),wehavetosuppressoneoftheboson propagatordenom -

inator,(1)or(2),and replace itby 2i��(C)=(2PL),the operation being sym m etric with

respectto theinterchange (1)$ (2):

J
C
;�;�� =

2i�

2PL

Z

d
4
k�(kL)

(1;kT�;k
T
� k

T
� )

(0)(3)(1)
;

F
C
;� =

2i�

2PL

Z

d
4
k�(kL)

(1;kT�)

(3)(1)
; H

C
;� =

2i�

2PL

Z

d
4
k�(kL)

(1;kT�)

(0)(1)
;

G
C
;� =

2i�

2PL

Z

d
4
k�(kL)

(1;kT�)

(0)(3)
: (5.17)

21



Detailsofthe calculationsofthe above integralsare presented in AppendicesA and

B (seealso Ref.[21]).Fortheintegralsofthediagram sofFig.2 we�nd:

J =
i�3

s

Z
1

0

d



[
�2 � (1� 
)t]

 
�2


s
�
b2

s

! �
1

2

+
2i�2

st

2

6
4 �

P 2
L

2p1Lp2L
ln(�

(�2)2

st
)+

PL

p1L
ln(

p1L

PL
)+

PL

p2L
ln(

p2L

PL
)+

P 2
L

p1Lp2L

3

7
5

+O (�3ln��1 );

(5.18)

J(1;�20)= �
2i�2

st

2

6
4 �

P 2
L

2p1Lp2L
ln(�

(�2)2

st
)+

P 2
L

p1Lp2L

�
P 2
L

p1L(p1L � p2L)
ln(

p1L

PL
)+

P 2
L

p2L(p1L � p2L)
ln(

p2L

PL
)

3

7
5 + O (�3ln��1 );

(5.19)

J
C = �

i�3

s

Z
1

0

d



[
�2 � (1� 
)t]

 
�2


s
�
b2

s

! �
1

2

: (5.20)

By taking the sum ofJ,J(1;�20)and JC ,one �nds thatJC cancels the dom inant

singularity in J,whilethenext-to-leading singularity ofJ cancelstheleading singularity

ofJ(1;�20).Oneobtains:

J + J(1;�20)+ J
C =

2i�2

t

1

(p2
1L � p2

2L)
ln(

p21L

p2
2L

)+ O (�3ln��1 ): (5.21)

Taking into accountthe coupling constantsand the otherm ultiplicative factors,the

potentialV (2) resulting from theabovecontribution becom es:

V
(2)J = �

m 2
1
m 2

2

PLt

g4

�2

1

(m 2
1 � m 2

2)
ln(

m 2
1

m 2
2

)+ O (�5ln��1 ): (5.22)

Thisisa spuriousO (�3)-term ,since the potentialisknown,from othersem irelativistic

calculations,nottopossesssuch aterm .Itisatwo-body e�ectand cannotberem oved by

one-particlerenorm alizations.Theorigin ofthisterm liesin theo�-m assshellextrapola-

tion oftheLippm ann�Schwingerform ula (3.19)with theuseofEq.(3.21).W eactually

alsocalculated thecontribution ofthethreediagram sofFig.2on them assshell,givingto

thephoton asm allm ass.W efound thatthesum ofthethreeterm sofEq.(5.21)vanishes

(up to O (�3ln��1 ))and hencetheterm (5.22)isabsentfrom thepotential.Ifweadm it
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thatatleading orderson-m assshelland o�-m assshellcalculationsshould coincideasfar

asthepotentialisconcerned,we�nd anotherjusti�cation forrem ovingtheaboveterm by

an appropriate renorm alization ofthe Lippm ann�Schwinger form ula. Thisprescription

am ountsto requiring thatthe1=r-term sin thepotentialarisesolely from theone-photon

exchange diagram . W e described the corresponding procedure through Eqs. (3.25) to

(3.27).Choosing to thisorder


 = 1+ 
1 ; 
1 =
g2

2�2

m 1m 2

(m 2
1 � m 2

2)
ln(

m 2
1

m 2
2

); (5.23)

onecan cancel,with theaid ofV (1) [Eq.(5.12)],theterm V (2)J [Eq.(5.22)]:

V
(2)J + 
1V

(1) = 0 : (5.24)

Therefore,thenete�ectofthethreediagram sofFig.2 can beconsidered aszero to

order�4 in thepotentialV (2).

W e next evaluate the contributions ofthe diagram s ofFig. 3. The corresponding

integralsare:

G
(a) = �

i�4

2paL
p
�t

+ O (�3ln��1 ) (a = 1;2); (5.25)

and theircontribution to the potentialV (2) is[we recallthatthere isa sym m etry factor

2 atthefour-linevertex]:

V
(2)G =

1

8PL
(
m 2

1

p1L
+
m 2

2

p2L
)
g4
p
�t

+ O (�5ln��1 ): (5.26)

In x-space,thepotentialV (2) takestheform :

V
(2) =

1

PL
(
m 2

1

p1L
+
m 2

2

p2L
)
�2

r2
; (5.27)

and,togetherwith V (1) [Eq.(5.13)],thepotentialbecom esto order�4:

V = V
(1)+ V

(2) = �
2m 1m 2

PL

�

r
+

1

PL
(
m 2

1

p1L
+
m 2

2

p2L
)
�2

r2
: (5.28)

In sum m ary,theconstraintdiagram hascancelled thedom inantspuriouslogarithm ic

singularity ofthedirectdiagram ,whiletherem aining subdom inantlogarithm icsingular-

itieshave been cancelled am ong the directand crossed diagram s. Am ong the two types

ofdiagram we m etin Figs. 2 and 3,itisonly the diagram softhe type ofFig. 3 (the

\seagull" diagram s)thathavecontributed to theO (�4)e�ects.
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Sim ilar calculations can also be repeated with scalar QED (vector photons). W e

did such calculationsin an arbitrary covariantlineargauge (characterized by a param e-

ter�). The vector nature ofthe interaction renders the calculationsm ore com plicated.

Furtherm ore,the constraint diagram hasan ultra-violet divergence and necessitates an

appropriatesubtraction.The�nalqualitativeresultsrem ain,however,thesam easabove:

thespurioussingularitiesdisappearand theleading term isoforder�4,with thecorrect

coe�cientasexpected from scalarQED spectroscopy [10,16]and theBreitham iltonian

forbosons.W eshallnotpresentthedetailsofthesecalculationsin thisarticleand shall

becontentwith therelatively sim ple caseofscalarinteractionsforthebosoniccase.
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6 Scalar and vector interactions w ith ferm ions

W e turn in thissection to the calculation ofthe potentialsresulting from one-and two-

sacalarorvectorphoton exchangesbetween a ferm ion with m assm 1 and an antiferm ion

with m assm 2.Theinteraction lagrangian densitiesare

LSI = g 1A 1 + (1! 2); LV I = e 1
�A
�
 1 + (1! 2); (6.1)

respectively,with thecom m on notation forthecoupling constantsquared,Eq.(5.2)and

� =
e2

4�
: (6.2)

Theferm ion propagatorsare:

S1(p1) =
i


1:p1 � m 2
1 + i�

; S2(�p2) =
i

�
2:p2 � m 2
2 + i�

; (6.3)

respectively;thescalarphoton propagatorisgiven in Eqs.(5.3),whilethevectorphoton

propagatoris,in thelineargaugecharacterized by a param eter�:

D ��(k) = �(g�� � �
k�k�

k2
)

i

k2 + i�
: (6.4)

Theconstraintfactor eg0 [Eqs.(3.6),(3.2),(3.21)and (2.11)]is:

eg0 = S1(p1)S2(�p2)H 0

�
�
�
�
C (p)

: (6.5)

Thepotential eV (1) thatresultsfrom onescalarphoton exchange is:

eV
(1)

S =
g2

2PLt
(6.6)

[t= qT2,when constraintC isused on theexternalparticles,Eqs.(5.5)],which becom es

in x-space:

eV
(1)

S = �
�

2PLr
: (6.7)

Forthevectorinteraction oneobtainsfor eV (1):

eV
(1)

V = �
e2

2PL


�

1

�
2
(g�� � �

qT� q
T
�

t
)
1

t
; (6.8)

which becom esin x-space:

eV
(1)

V =
�

2PLr


�

1

�
2
(g�� � g

TT
��

�

2
+
xT�x

T
�

xT2

�

2
): (6.9)
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Upon com paring this expression with Eq. (2.26)[notice thatthe di�erence between eV

and V [Eq. (2.22)]shows up only at third form alorder in �]one identi�es the vector

potentialsV2,U4 and T4 in lowestorder:

V2 =
�

2PLr
; U4 = (1�

�

2
)

�

2PLr
; T4 =

�

2

�

2PLr
: (6.10)

In theFeynm an gauge(� = 0)oneobservesthesim plerelations:

V2 = U4 ; T4 = 0 : (6.11)

The di�erence between the tim elike vectorpotentialV2 and the spacelike vectorpo-

tentials U4 and T4 is that,at each given form alorder in �,the latter,because ofthe

m ultiplicative
T-m atrices,contributeto term sthatareO (�2)tim eslessim portantthan

thecontribution oftheform er.Thisfeaturem akesthecom putation ofthepotentialsU4

and T4 rathertricky,sincethey contributeonly to nonleading term s,whileV2 contributes

totheleadingones.In thepresentwork weshallonly calculateV2.However,ifonem akes

the assum ption thatrelations(6.11)obtained in lowestorderin the Feynm an gauge re-

m ain valid in higherorders,theknowledgeofV2 willallow thereconstitution ofthewhole

vectorpotentialin thisgauge.

Forthecalculation ofeV (2) weneed tocalculatethecontributionsofthethreediagram s

ofFig.2.To thisend,wetransform theferm ion propagatorsby bringing the
-m atrices

in thenum eratorsand giving the denom inatorsa bosonic form .Noticethatthe passage

from the directto the crossed diagram isobtained by the replacem entp2 + k ! p02 � k,

which,in the bosonic denom inatorsisequivalent to (�p0
2
+ k). W e then obtain forthe

scalarpotential eV
(2)

S thefollowing decom position in term softheintegrals(5.15)-(5.17):

eV
(2)

S

 
i

2PL

g4

(2�)4

! �1

= (
1:p1 + m 1)(�
2:p2 + m 2)(J + J(1;�20)+ J
C )

�(
1:p1 + m 1)

�

2(J� � J�(1;�2
0)+ J

C
� )

�(�
2:p2 + m 2)

�

1(J� + J�(1;�2
0)+ J

C
� )

+

�

1

�
2(J�� � J��(1;�2

0)+ J
C
��)

�

�

(
1:p1 + m 1)J(1;�2
0)� 
1:J(1;�2

0)

�


2:q : (6.12)

Thetransverse m atrices
T arecounted asbeing oforder�,sincethey connectnondom -

inant com ponents ofthe wave function to the dom inant one. W e sum m arize here the
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leading contributionsin x-spaceoftheintegralsofEq.(6.12)(seeAppendicesA and B):

J + J(1;�20)+ J
C = O (�3ln��1 );

JL =
1

2PL
(G (1)� G

(2)); JL(1;�2
0) = �

1

2PL
(G (1)+ G

(2));



T
2
:(JT � J

T(1;�20)+ J
C ) = O (�3ln��1 );



T
1 :(J

T + J
T(1;�20)+ J

C ) = O (�3ln��1 );



�

1

�
2
(J�� � J��(1;�2

0)+ J
C
��) = O (�3ln��1 );

�

(
1:p1 + m 1)J(1;�2
0)� 
1:J(1;�2

0)

�


2:q = O (�3ln��1 ):

(6.13)

The�rstrelation aboveisunderstood in thesenseofEq.(5.24).TheexpressionsofG (1)

and G (2) aregiven in Eqs.(5.25).

After replacing the m atrices 
1L and 
2L by their eigenvalues +1 and �1,respec-

tively,with respect to the dom inant com ponent ofthe wave function and m aking the

approxim ationsm 1 � p1L,m 2 � p2L,one�nally obtains:

eV
(2)

S =
g4

16P 2
L

1
p
�t

; (6.14)

which,in x-space,isequivalentto:

eV
(2)

S =
�2

2P 2
Lr

2
: (6.15)

Thescalarpotentialisthen,up to two-photon exchanges:

eVS = eV
(1)

S + eV
(2)

S = �
�

2PLr
+

�2

2P 2
Lr

2
: (6.16)

Forthevectorpotentialonehasto add the
-m atricesatthevertices.Forthedirect

and constraint diagram s one obtains expressions having the following structure: 
1:
2

[ ]
1:
2,where the quantity [ ]isthe corresponding expression obtained in the scalar

interaction case. For the crossed diagram the structure is: 
1�

�

2 [ ]
1�

�
2,with [ ]

representing the corresponding expression ofthe scalar case. The interchange ofthe

m atrices

�

2 and 

�
2
bringsin new term s,which,however,turn outtobeoforder�3ln��1

com pared to the right-hand side ofEq. (6.12). Therefore,to order�4 in the potential,

the contribution ofthe three diagram scan be obtained from the right-hand side ofEq.
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(6.12)with theglobalsubstitution 
1:
2 [ ]
1:
2 and thecancellationsm etin thescalar

caseoperateagain.Atleading order,one�ndsforthetim elike vectorpotential:

eV
(2)

V = �
1L
2L
e4

16P 2
L

1
p
�t

; (6.17)

or,in x-space:

eV
(2)

V = �
1L
2L
�2

2P 2
Lr

2
: (6.18)

Thetim elike vectorpotentialisthen,up to two-photon exchanges:

eVV = eV
(1)

V + eV
(2)

V = 
1L
2L(
�

2PLr
�

�2

2P 2
Lr

2
): (6.19)

Itcan beshown [29]thatwhen thetwo-photon exchangecontribution (6.18)isadded

to the com plete one-photon exchange contribution (6.10)-(6.11)and the nonrelativistic

lim itofthewaveequations(2.13a)-(2.13b)istaken toorder1=c2,and afterawavefunction

transform ation thatisequivalenttothepassagefrom theFeynm an gaugetotheCoulom b

gauge,oneobtainstheBreitham iltonian [44]which isknown to yield thecorrectbound

state spectrum to order�4.Thisisalso an indication thatno otherO (�4)-term sshould

arise from higher order diagram s. (Veri�cation ofcorrect O (�4)-term s with Todorov’s

electrom agneticpotentialwaspresented in Ref.[45].)

Result(6.15)wasalso shown [29]to contain thecorrectretardation e�ects,calculated

in Refs.[46,47]by di�erntm ethods.

In sum m ary,the sam e type ofcancellationsasforthe bosonic case hasoccurred for

theferm ions,despitethefactthatthetensorstructureoftheFeynm an diagram sism ore

com plicated. The term sthatcontribute to the leading [O (�4)]e�ectsare those com ing

from thelongitudinalcom ponentsofthevectorintegralsJ�.In theseintegrals,thelinear

contribution ofthe longitudinalcom ponentofthe photon m om entum ofthe num erator

cancels the dom inant contribution ofone ofthe bosonic denom inators ofthe ferm ion

propagatorsand transform sthewholeintegralinto a G-typeintegral(5.15).Allhappens

asiftheferm ionshad e�ectiveinteractionsofthetypeofFig.3.
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7 C ancellations w ith constraint diagram s

The factthatthetwo-photon exchange diagram sglobally produce in leading order(�4),

both forthebosonicand ferm ioniccases,localpotentialswith thecorrectcoe�cients,as

com pared to thebound statespectrum analysisto order1=c2,suggeststhatsuch a result

m ightalso hold with n-photon exchange(n > 2)diagram s;in thiscase,weshould expect

tohavealocalpotentialproportionalto(�=r)n.Itis,however,notpossibletoshow such a

resultinarigorousway,becauseofthecom plexityofthen-photonexchangediagram s.For

thisreason,itisnecessary todevicean approxim ation schem ethattakesintoaccountthe

propertiesofthebound stateweareconsidering,aswellasthecancellation m echanism s

presentin thetwo-photon exchangecases.

Thekinem atic dom ain ofthebound stateischaracterized by thefactthatthetrans-

verse m om enta ofthe externalparticlesare dam ped,by an O (�)-factor,with respectto

the longitudinalm om enta and the m asses. Also,the factor1=r2 ofthe two-photon ex-

change potentialsrepresents in m om entum space the three-dim ensionalconvolution (up

to m ultiplicative coe�cients) ofthe two photon propagators,in which the longitudinal

m om entum squared,k2L,has been neglected;this m eans that the entire q2-dependence

ofthe potential(atleading order) com es from the photons and notfrom the ferm ions.

Finally,the expressions ofthe potentials we obtained are independent ofthe o�-m ass

shellcondition im posed on the bosonsand the ferm ions(i.e.,do notdepend on p21 � m 2
1

orp2
2
� m 2

2
).

Itisthen naturaltoassum ethat,in quantitiesthatareexpected tobeglobally freeof

infra-red singularities,the above propertiesalso re
ectthem selvesin the internalboson

orferm ion propagators. W e shalltherefore considerthe approxim ation thatconsists in

linearizing with respect to the internalphoton m om enta the inverse boson propagators

and in neglecting in them the m om entum transfer,aswellaso�-m assshellterm s. One

then obtainsfortheboson propagatorstheexpressions:

G 1(p1 � k)’
i

�2p1:k+ i�
; G 2(p2 + k) ’

i

2p2:k+ i�
;

G 1(�p
0
1
� k)’

i

2p1:k+ i�
; G 2(�p

0
2
+ k) ’

i

�2p2:k+ i�
: (7.1)

Thisapproxim ation can be considered asa variantofthe eikonalapproxim ation [33,

26,35]adapted to the bound state problem . Here,one expectsforthe com ponentsofk
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theordersofm agnitude

jkTj;jkLj = O (�): (7.2)

[Actually,jkLjwillcom eoutoftheorderofO (�
2).]Ifthepropagators(7.1)werem ultiplied

by regular term s,we could im m ediately neglect in them pT:kT,but in m any cases the

m ultiplicative term saresingularand such an approxim ation would bem isleading before

the isolation ofthe singularities. Finally,because ofthe on-m assshelltreatm entofthe

boson orferm ion propagatorsin approxim ations(7.1),thephoton should begiven asm all

m assto preventinfra-red divergencesfrom occurring atinterm ediary stages.

It can be checked by direct calculation that approxim ations (7.1) yield the correct

results(5.27),(6.15)and (6.18).Thiscan also bechecked from theresultsthatwe shall

obtain forthegeneralcaseofn-photon exchanges.

W e shallshow in thissection thatalltypesofdiagram thathave constraintdiagram

counterpartsare globally cancelled by the latterin leading orderofourapproxim ations.

The m ain form ula we use is a generalization ofan identity already used in the eikonal

approxim ation (cf.Ref.[26],Appendix,and Ref.[20],pp.116-117).Let(c1;c2;� � � ;cn+ 1)

beasetof(n+ 1)num bers;itcanbedevided into(n+ 1)independentsubsetsofn num bers,

wherein each subsetoneoftheci’s(i= 1;� � � ;n + 1)ism issing.W ehavetheidentity:

n+ 1X

i= 1

X

perm

h

(c0
1
)�1 (c0

1
+ c

0
2
)�1 � � � (c0

1
+ c

0
2
+ � � � + c

0
n)

�1
i

ci
=

 
n+ 1X

i= 1

ci

! �
0

@

n+ 1Y

j= 1

cj

1

A ; (7.3)

where (c0
1
;c0

2
;� � � ;c0

n) is a perm utation of the subset ofn num bers (c1;c2,� � �,ci�1 ,ci+ 1,

� � �,cn+ 1).

Letusconsiderin thebosoniccasean (n+ 1)-photon exchangediagram ofthetypeof

Fig.4,which generalizesthoseofFig.2.W edenoteby k1;� � � ;kn+ 1 them om enta carried

bythephotons;forde�nitenesswenum berthem accordingtotheirdeparturepointon the

lineofboson 1,from theleftto theright.To takeinto accountm om entum conservation,

the factor (2�)4�4(
P n+ 1

i= 1 ki� q) m ust be included in the corresponding integral. Since

qL = 0,we have
P

n+ 1
i= 1 kiL = 0;but according to the approxim ations (7.1)we m ay also

neglectqT in theboson propagators;hence,wehavetheretheapproxim ation

n+ 1X

i= 1

ki = 0 : (7.4)

The totalnum berofthe diagram sconsidered above is(n + 1)!. In a given diagram we

have n propagatorsofboson 1 and n propagatorsofboson 2;only n photon m om enta
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appearon each ofthe boson lines(butnotthe sam e in general). The (n + 1)!diagram s

can be divided into (n + 1)sets,where in each setwe have n!perm utationsofboson 2

propagatorscontaining the sam e setofn photon m om enta. W ith approxim ations(7.1),

thesum ofallthesepropagatorshasthestructureoftheleft-hand sideofEq.(7.3),with

ci= (2p2:ki+ i�);hence,weobtain thefactor

I2;n+ 1 =

n+ 1X

i= 1

(2p2:ki+ i�)

n+ 1Y

j= 1

(2p2:kj + i�)

: (7.5)

Using Eq.(7.4),wecan rewriteI2;n+ 1 in theform :

I2;n+ 1 =

nX

i= 1

(2p2:ki+ i�)

nY

j= 1

(2p2:kj + i�)

 
1

2p2:kn+ 1 + i�
+

1
P

n
i= 12p2:ki+ i�

!

= I2;n

 
1

�
P n

i= 12p2:ki+ i�
+

1
P n

i= 12p2:ki+ i�

!

= �2i��(

nX

i= 1

2p2:ki)I2;n :

(7.6)

Repetition oftheaboveoperation on I2;n,I2;n�1 ,etc.,yieldsthe�nalresult:

I2;n+ 1 = (�2i�)n�(2p2:k1)�(2p2:(k1 + k2))� � � �(2p2:

nX

i= 1

ki): (7.7)

The �-functions can then be used, upon integrations on the kiL’s, in the boson 1

propagators. Denoting by J(n+ 1) the totalcontribution ofthe above diagram s(without

thecoupling constantsand otherm ultiplicative coe�cients),weobtain:

J
(n+ 1) =

�
�i

2PL

�n Z �n+ 1Y

i= 1

d3kTi

(2�)3

1

(kT2i � �2 + i�)

�

(2�)3�3(

n+ 1X

i= 1

k
T
i � q

T)

�
1

(�2pT:kT1 + i�)

1

(�2pT:(kT1 + kT2 )+ i�)
� � �

1

(�2pT:
P n

j= 1k
T
j + i�)

;

(7.8)

where � is a sm allm ass given to the photon,to avoid infra-red divergence. Also,the

�-functions(7.7)yield forthek2iL-term sordersofm agnitudeofO (�
4),which accountsfor

theirom ission in frontofO (�2)-term sin approxim ations(7.1)and in photon propagators.

On the otherhand,we should also take into accountthe contributionsofconstraint

diagram s that are associated with the diagram s considered above. From the general
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form ula (4.2)we obtain forthe potentialcorresponding to n + 1 photon exchanges the

expansion:

eV
(n+ 1) = eT

(n+ 1)+

nX

p= 1

X

r1+ ���+ rp+ 1= n+ 1

eT
(r1)eg0

eT
(r2)eg0� � �eT(rp)eg0

eT
(rp+ 1) ; n � 1 ;ri� 1 ;

(7.9)

where,in thegenericterm ofthesum ,theconstraintfactoreg0 appearsp tim es.A typical

diagram ,wherep = 2,isshown in Fig.5.Theconstraintdiagram scorresponding to the

diagram softhetypeofFig.4arethoseforwhich theam plitudes eT(ri)in Eq.(7.9)arealso

ofthe sam e type,with ri exchanged photons.Now the longitudinalm om entum transfer

between theexternalparticlesand aconstraintfactororbetween twosuccessiveconstraint

factorsiszero;furtherm ore,according to approxim ations(7.1),wecan also neglecttrans-

verse m om entum transfers in the bosonic propagators between externalparticles and

constraintfactorsand between two successive constraintfactors. Hence,forthe partial

am plitudes eT(ri)(ri� 2)inEq.(7.9)weobtain integralsJ(ri)thathavethesam estructure

asin Eq.(7.8),with n replaced by ri� 1,exceptforthefactor(2�)3�3 which isrelative

to thewholediagram .Next,theconstraintfactor eg0 providesthecoe�cient(2i�)=(2P L)

m ultiplied by the boson propagatorcontribution 1=(�2pT:
P r1+ r2+ ���+ ri

j= 1 kTj + i�),and so

forth. Therefore,the constraint diagram s yield globally the sam e expressions as J(n+ 1)

[Eq. (7.8)],exceptfora sign factorequalto (�1)p ifeg0 occursp tim esin the expansion

(7.9). M oreover,the p factors eg0 m ay appearin
�
n
p

�

di�erentcon�gurations. The total

contribution ofdiagram softhetypeofFig.4 and oftheirassociated constraintdiagram s

isthen proportionalto

J
(n+ 1)

�

1+

nX

p= 1

(�1)p
�
n
p

� �

= (1� 1)n+ 1 = 0 ; n � 1 : (7.10)

Thisresultgeneralizestheoneobtained in thetwo-photon exchangecase.

W ith diagram sinvolvingm orethan two-photon exchanges,wecan m eetcon�gurations

thatare m ixturesofdiagram softhe typesofFig.4 and ofgeneralizationsofFig.3.In

this case the perm utationalprocedure on a given line should be applied to those parts

ofthe diagram sforwhich the m om entum con�guration on the otherline isunchanged.

Furtherm ore,to show thecancellation m echanism by constraintdiagram s,notallpropa-

gatorsneed be perm uted;itissu�cientto focusattention on those propagatorsthatdo

notcorrespond to the basisofa seagulldiagram (ofthe type ofFig. 3),since itisonly

these thatm ay have constraintdiagram counterparts. A sim ple exam ple illustratesthis
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situation. Letusconsiderthe six diagram sofFig. 6. W e apply on line 2 the perm uta-

tionalm ethod forthe �rsttwo diagram s[(a)and (b)]. The resultisa �-function which

yields the constraint diagram (a) ofFig. 7 with an opposite sign and hence a m utual

cancellation occurs.Sim ilarly,graphs(c)and (d)ofFig.6arecancelled by theconstraint

graph (b)ofFig.7.

The application of the perm utations on line 2 in diagram s (e) and (f) ofFig. 6

yieldsalso a �-function,butthe resulting expression doesnothave a constraintdiagram

counterpart.Itisproportionalto:

�(p2:k2)
1

�p1:k1 + i�

1

�p1:(k1 + k2)+ i�
: (7.11)

Afteran integration with respectto k2L thisexpression becom esproportionalto:

1

pT:kT2

 
1

�p1Lk1L � pT:kT1 + i�
�

1

�p1Lk1L � pT:kT1 � PLp
T:kT2 =p2L + i�

!

: (7.12)

Finally,by m aking in thesecond term thechangesofvariable

k1L ! k
0
1L = k1L + PL

pT:kT
2

p1Lp2L
; k3L ! k

0
3L = k3L � PL

pT:kT
2

p1Lp2L
; (7.13)

thewholeintegralbecom esproportionalto:

1

pT:kT2

1

(�p1Lk1L � pT:kT1 + i�)

�

D (k21L + k
T2
1 )D (k23L + k

T2
3 )� D (k021L + k

T2
1 )D (k023L + k

T2
3 )

�

:

(7.14)

W ith the use ofassum ptions (7.2),the di�erence ofthe two term s inside the brackets

yields a non-leading term thatcan be neglected. Therefore,the six diagram sofFig. 6

arecancelled,atleading order,by thetwo constraintdiagram sofFig.7.

Thisresultcan begeneralized tom orecom plicated diagram s.Useoftheperm utational

procedure on a given line producesa certain num ber of�-functions,butonly a sm aller

num berofthem survivesatleading order;these are precisely those which appearin the

constraintdiagram sand arecancelled by them .

W e thusend up with the conclusion thatthe only diagram sthatsurvive (atleading

order)forthecalculation ofthepotentialin thebosoniccasearethosewhich do nothave

constraint diagram counterparts. These are generalizations ofthe diagram s ofFig. 3,

som eexam plesofwhich arepresented in Figs.8 and 9.
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Theabovestudycan alsobeapplied totheferm ioniccase.Fortheferm ion propagators

weusetheapproxim ations:

S1(p1 � k1)’
i

�2p1:k1 + i�
[(
1Lp1L + m 1)� 
1Lk1L];

S2(�(p2 + k2))’
i

2p2:k2 + i�
[(�
2Lp2L + m 2)� 
2Lk2L]: (7.15)

In the num eratorswe have neglected thetransverse m om enta pT and kTi (butnotin the

denom inators);in productsoftwo ferm ion propagatorswe neglectin the num eratorthe

quadraticterm sk2L (ofthesam ekL).Itcan bechecked thatapproxim ations(7.15)yield

thecorrectresults(6.15)and (6.18)ofthetwo-photon exchangecase.

W ith ferm ions,we have only diagram softhe type ofFig. 4,butthe presence ofthe

kiL’sin the num eratorsoftheirpropagatorsgivesrise to a situation thatisvery sim ilar

to thatofthebosons.Theproductsof(n� 1)pairsofferm ion propagators(forn-photon

diagram s)can bedecom posed into threetypesofterm s.The �rsttypeofterm doesnot

contain any kiL in the num erator. It behaves as in the bosonic case with diagram s of

thetypeofFig.4 and leadsto an expression thatisproportionalto J(n) [Eq.(7.8)]and

iscancelled by the corresponding constraintdiagram contributions. In the second type

ofterm ssom e ofthe kiL’s(butnotall)appearin the num erator. The analysisofthese

term sissim ilarto thatofthem ixturesofdiagram softhetypesofFig.3 and Fig.4 we

considered in the bosonic case (butwith the additionalpossibility ofhaving m ore than

twophotonsatthee�ectiveseagullvertices)and theircontributionsareagain cancelled by

corresponding contributionsofconstraintdiagram s.In the third type ofterm sproducts

of(n � 1) independent com binations ofthe kiL’s appear in the num erator. These do

nothave constraintdiagram counterparts,since there kiL = 0 (i= 1;� � � ;n). Therefore,

these term saretheonly surviving partsoftheabovediagram sforthecalculation ofthe

potential.
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8 T he potentialin the bosonic case

W ecalculatein thissection thescalarpotentialfortwo-boson system s.According to the

analysis ofSec. 7 the diagram s thatcontribute in higher orders are those ofthe types

ofFigs. 8 and 9. The diagram s ofFig. 8 correspond to an odd num ber ofexchanged

photons,whilethoseofFig.9 to an even num berofexchanged photons.

W e begin by considering diagram s ofthe type ofFig. 8. Let (2n + 1),with n �

1,be the num ber ofexchanged photons. The totalnum ber ofsuch diagram s is (n +

1)!(n + 1)!. W e denote by k1;k2;� � �,k2n+ 1 the m om enta carried by the photons,and

for de�niteness we num ber them starting from the photon that leaves the boson line

1,and then follow continuously the other photons. A globalm om entum conservation

factor,(2�)4�4(
P

2n+ 1
i= 1 ki� q),m ust also be put in the integrals corresponding to these

diagram s. The di�erent diagram s involve perm utations ofthe boson m om enta,which

concern,however,independent sets on line 1 and line 2,respectively. Thus,according

to our num bering ofphoton lines,the set ofinternalm om enta appearing on line 1 is

(k1;k2 + k3;� � �,k2n + k2n+ 1),while the set ofinternalm om enta appearing on line 2 is

(k1 + k2;k3 + k4;� � �,k2n�1 + k2n;k2n+ 1).Furtherm ore,each setsatis�estheequation:

2n+ 1X

i= 1

kiL = 0 : (8.1)

Since the integrals we are now calculating are ofthe regular type, we can, from the

start,neglectthetransverse m om enta kTi in the boson propagators(however,thisisnot

com pulsory forthefollowing calculations).Application oftheperm utation form ulas(7.3)

and (7.5)-(7.7)for the longitudinalm om enta independently on lines 1 and 2 yields for

the boson propagatorstheresult(notice thatform ulas(7.5)-(7.7)applied on line 1 with

propagatorsofthetype(�2p1:k
0
i+ i�)stillproduce(�2i�)-factors):

I
(1;2)

2n+ 1 = (�2i�)2n
1

(2p1L)
n

1

(2p2L)
n

2nY

i= 1

�(kiL); (8.2)

and thecorresponding potentialbecom es:

V
(2n+ 1) =

i

2PL
(�2im 1g)(�2im 2g)(�2ig

2)2ni2ni2n+ 1(�i)2n
1

(2p1L)
n

1

(2p2L)
n

�

Z  
2n+ 1Y

i= 1

d3kTi

(2�)3

1

(kT2i + i�)

!

(2�)3�3(

2n+ 1X

j= 1

k
T
j � q

T); (8.3)
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yielding in x-space:

V
(2n+ 1) = �

4m 1m 2

2PL

1

(p1Lp2L)
n

�
�

r

�2n+ 1

: (8.4)

Noticethatthisform ulaisalsoapplicabletothecaseofone-photon exchange[Eq.(5.13)],

forwhich itprovidestheexactresult.

W e nextconsiderthe diagram sofFig. 9,with (2n + 2)exchanged photons(n � 0).

Here,wehaveto distinguish between thetwo typesofdiagram ,according to whetherthe

photon lines begin and end on line 1 (Fig. 9a)oron line 2 (Fig.9b). W e designate by

V (1)(2n+ 2)andV (2)(2n+ 2)thecorrespondingpotentials,respectively.Letus,forde�niteness,

consider the diagram s of the �rst type (Fig. 9a). The num ber of such diagram s is

1

2
(n+ 2)!(n+ 1)!,wherethefactor1/2 com esfrom theexisting sym m etry with respectto

�xed positionsofstarting and ending photon lines.Therem aining partofthecalculation

parallels that of(2n + 1) exchanged photons. W e have on line 1 the set of(n + 2)

independent internalm om enta (k1;k2 + k3;� � �,k2n + k2n+ 1;k2n+ 2) and on line 2 the set

of(n + 1)independent m om enta (k1 + k2;k3 + k4;� � �,k2n+ 1 + k2n+ 2),each satisfying Eq.

(8.1)(with 2n + 1 replaced by 2n + 2). Since the perm utationalprocedure necessitates

(n + 2)!perm utationson line 1 and (n + 1)!perm utationson line 2,we have to putthe

com binatorialfactor1/2 in frontofthe�nalresult.W e�nd:

V
(1)(2n+ 2) =

i

2PL
(�2im 1g)

2(�2ig2)2n+ 1i2n+ 1i2n+ 2(�i)2n+ 1
1

2

1

(2p1L)
n+ 1

1

(2p2L)
n

�

Z  
2n+ 2Y

i= 1

d3kTi

(2�)3

1

(kT2i + i�)

!

(2�)3�3(

2n+ 2X

j= 1

k
T
j � q

T);

(8.5)

yielding in x-space:

V
(1)(2n+ 2) =

4m 2
1p2L

4PL

 
�

p
p1Lp2Lr

! 2n+ 2

:

(8.6)

V (2)(2n+ 2) isobtained from Eq.(8.6)with theexchanges1$ 2.

Collecting allthecontributionscalculated above,weobtain forthetotalpotential:

V = �
2m 1m 2

PL

�

r

1X

n= 0

 
�

p
p1Lp2Lr

! 2n

+
(m 2

1
p2L + m 2

2
p1L)

PL

 
�

p
p1Lp2Lr

! 2 1X

n= 0

 
�

p
p1Lp2Lr

! 2n

; (8.7)
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which on sum m ation becom es:

V = �
2m 1m 2

PL

�

r
+

 
m 2

1
p2L + m 2

2
p1L

PL
�
2m 1m 2

PL

�

r

!  
�

p
p1Lp2Lr

! 2 �  

1� (
�

p
p1Lp2Lr

)2
!

:

(8.8)

Thisexpression can befurthersim pli�ed.W eused fortheevaluation ofhigherorder

diagram sapproxim ationswhere we neglected (in the regularexpressions)the transverse

m om enta ofthe externalparticles (as they contribute to nonleading term s). This is

equivalenttousingthestaticlim itin thesediagram s.Thereforeweareentitled tousethe

equationsofm otion inthestaticlim itin thecorrespondingexpressionstoelim inateenergy

factorsin term softhem assesand energy independentpotentials.Using theequationsof

m otion (2.1a)-(2.1b)in thestaticlim it(pT2 = 0)with V given by Eq.(8.8),wecan,after

a few algebraic m anipulations,reexpress the second piece ofV (which involves higher

orderterm sonly)in term sofsim plerquantities.The�nalresultforV is:

V = �
2m 1m 2

PL

�

r
+
�2

r2
: (8.9)

PotentialV above hasthesam e structure asthescalarpotentialproposed by Crater

and Van Alstine[27]on thebasisofan extension ofthem inim alsubstitution rulesintro-

duced by Todorov [10],who identi�ed the two-particle m otion in thec.m .fram eto that

ofa �ctitiousparticlewith reduced m assand energy de�ned,respectively,as:

m W =
m 1m 2

PL
; E = (m 2

W + b
2

0)
1=2 =

1

2PL
(P 2

� m
2

1 � m
2

2); (8.10)

whereb20 [Eq.(3.23)]isthem ass-shellinvariantrelativem om entum squared,correspond-

ingtothec.m .totalenergy
p
s= PL.Itcanbechecked,afterrewritingtheKlein�Gordon

operatorH 0 [Eq.(2.11)]in theform

H 0 = E
2 � m

2

W + p
T2

; (8.11)

thatpotential(8.9)isgenerated in thewaveequations(2.1a)-(2.1b)by thesubstitution:

m
2

W ! (m W + S)2 ; (8.12)

with S = ��=r.
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9 T he potentialin the ferm ionic case

W e turn in this section to the calculation ofthe scalar and tim elike vector potentials

relative to ferm ion-antiferm ion system s. The ferm ion propagatorsare considered in ap-

proxim ations(7.15).Accordingtotheanalysis,attheend ofSec.7,ofn-photon exchange

diagram s,theonly surviving term s,atleading order,arethose containing in thenum er-

atorproductsof(n � 1)independentcom binationsofthe longitudinalphoton m om enta

kiL. These arise from pairs offerm ion and antiferm ion propagatorscontaining in their

num erator one kiL. The perm utationalprocedure already used in other instances pro-

duces �-functions which allow each kiL to cancelthe denom inator ofthe corresponding

ferm ion propagatorthatdid notparticipatein theperm utationaloperation.Hence,there

rem ainsattheend theconvolution ofn photon propagators.Thecom binatorialanalysis

ism uch sim pli�ed ifwe use these cancellations(with the appropriate coe�cients) prior

to theperm utationalprocedure.

In adiagram with n exchanged photons(Fig.4)wehaveseveralpossibilitiestochoose

the(n� 1)independentcom binationsofkiL’s.Considering forde�nitenessline1,wecan

keep the(n� 1)kiL factorsin thenum eratorsofthepropagators;then wehavetorem ove

the (n � 1) kiL factors from the num erators ofthe propagators ofline 2. W e can also

keep (n� 2)kiL factorson line1 and keep onekiL on line2,thechoiceofthelatterbeing

com pletely �xed by thecom plem entarity condition tothe(n� 2)kiL’sofline1:thesetof

the(n� 1)kiL’sglobally keptm ustalwaysform an independentsetofvectors.In general,

we have the possibility ofkeeping p kiL’son line 1 and the com plem entary (n � 1� p)

kiL’son line2.

Letthen p bethenum berofkiL’skepton line1.Thischoicecan bem adein
�
n � 1
p

�

di�erentways;however,nofreedom isleftforthechoiceofthesetof(n� 1� p)com plem en-

tarykiL’son line2.Duringtheperm utationalprocedure,weneed (p+ 1)!perm utationsto

obtain p �-functionson line 2 from the propagatorsnothaving kiL’sin theirnum erator;

sim ilarly,we need (n � p)!perm utations to produce (n � p� 1) �-functions on line 1.

Taking into accountthetotalnum berofdiagram swith n exchanged photons,which isn!,

weobtain thecom binatorialfactorrelativeto theaboveperm utationalprocedure:

Cn =

n�1X

p= 0

�
n � 1
p

� n!

(p+ 1)!(n � p)!
= F(�(n � 1);�n;2;1) =

(2n)!

(n + 1)!n!
; (9.1)

where F(a;b;c;z)isthe hypergeom etric function [48],the value ofwhich,forz = 1,is
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known in term sof�-functions.

Afterm akingtheapproxim ations(
1Lp1L+ m 1)’ 2p1L and(�
2Lp2L+ m 2)’ 2p2L,the

integrationson thekiL’sproducetheglobalfactor((�2i�)=(2PL))
n�1 .Thecorresponding

potentialbecom es,in thescalarinteraction case:

eV
(n)

S =
i

2PL
(�ig)2ni2(n�1)in

�
�i

2PL

�n�1 (2n)!

(n + 1)!n!

�

Z � nY

i= 1

d3kTi

(2�)3

1

(kT2i + i�)

�

(2�)3�3(

nX

j= 1

k
T
j � q); (9.2)

yielding in x-space:

eV
(n)

S =
(2n)!

(n + 1)!n!

�

�
�

2PLr

�n

: (9.3)

This expression is also valid forthe one-photon exchange case [Eq. (6.7)],forwhich it

providestheexactresult.Thetwo-photon exchangeresult[Eq.(6.15)isalso reproduced.

Thetotalscalarpotentialbecom es:

eVS =

1X

n= 1

(�1)n
(2n)!

(n + 1)!n!

�
�

2PLr

�n

=
1�

q

1+ 2�

PL r

1+
q

1+ 2�

PL r

: (9.4)

Itsatis�estheinequality (2.20),and henceparam etrizations(2.22)and (2.26)can be

used.Oneobtains:

eVS = tanhV1 ;

V1 = �
1

4
ln

�

1+
2�

PLr

�

: (9.5)

Thetim elikevectorpotentialisobtained from thescalarone,by m ultiplying,foran n-

photon exchangediagram ,eV
(n)

S by (�1)n(
1L
2L)
n,thefactor�1 com ing from thevector

photon propagator and the factor 
1L
2L from the vertices. Replacing (n � 1) factors


1L
2L by theireigenvalue�1 atleading order,weend up with theglobalfactor�
1L
2L

with respectto eV
(n)

S .W ethus�nd:

eV
(n)

V = �
(2n)!

(n + 1)!n!

�

�
�

2PLr

� n


1L
2L ; (9.6)

leading forthetotalpotentialto theexpression:

eVV = �
1L
2L

0

@
1�

q

1+ 2�

PL r

1+
q

1+ 2�

PL r

1

A : (9.7)
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In term sofparam etrizations(2.22)and (2.26)wehave:

eVV = tanh(
1L
2LV2);

V2 =
1

4
ln

�

1+
2�

PLr

�

: (9.8)

Ifwe adopt for the electrom agnetic potentialthe hypothesis that in the Feynm an

gaugerelations(6.11),obtained in lowestorder,rem ain alsovalid in higherorders,wecan

reconstitutetheentirepotential:

V2 = U4 =
1

4
ln

�

1+
2�

PLr

�

; T4 = 0 ;

eVV = tanh(
1:
2V2): (9.9)

Thispotentialistheferm ionic generalization ofTodorov’spotential[10],obtained in

two spin-0 particlesystem sfrom Eqs.(8.10)and (8.11)with thesubstitution rule

E
2
! (E + V0)

2
; (9.10)

where V0 = �=r. Indeed,ifwe go back to Eq. (2.28),which essentially represents the

squared two-body Diracequation,and replacetherethepotentialsV2,U4 and T4 by their

expressions (9.9),we �nd thatin the classicalpartofthisequation the electrom agnetic

interaction isintroduced with thesubstitution rule(9.10).

Asto thescalarpotential,itdoesnotcorrespond in itsform (9.4)-(9.5)to thesubsti-

tution rule (8.12),butcan be m ade com patible with itifin the higherorderterm sthe

classicalstatic equationsofm otion are used,asin the bosonic case [Eq. (8.9)]. To this

end,let us replace V1 by its expression (9.5)in Eq. (2.28)and retain in the latterthe

classicalstatic(and spin independent)part(pT = 0):

P 2

4
+
(m 2

1
� m 2

2
)2

4P 2
�
M 2

4
e
4V1 �

(m 2
1
� m 2

2
)2

4M 2
e
�4V1 � 0 ; (9.11)

from which wededucetherelation

PL � M e
2V1 ; (9.12)

to beused in higherorderterm s.Equation (9.11)can also berewritten in theform :

P 2

4
+
(m 2

1 � m 2
2)
2

4P 2
�
1

2
(m 2

1
+ m

2

2
)� m 1m 2(1� e

�4V1)

�
M 2

4
e
4V1(1� e

�4V1)2 � 0 : (9.13)
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Using in thelastterm ,which concernshigherorderterm sthan the�rst,Eq.(9.2)forthe

factorM 2e4V1 we�nd:

P 2

4
+
(m 2

1
� m 2

2
)2

4P 2
�
1

2
(m 2

1
+ m

2

2
)�

2m 1m 2

PL
S + S

2 � 0 ; (9.14)

whereS isde�ned as:

S = �
�

r
: (9.15)

The interaction dependentpartin Eq. (9.14)hasthe sam e form asin the bosonic case

[Eq.(8.9)],aftera sim ilarprocedurewasused there,and correspondsto thesubstitution

rule(8.12).

Thisagreem entcanbeconsidered asaconsistencycheckforourapproxim ationschem e,

applied to bosons and ferm ions with di�erent diagram m atic structures. As one would

naturallyexpect,theclassicalpartsofthecorrespondinge�ectiveinteractionsdocoincide.

Adopting Eq.(9.14)asthe�nalform oftheclassicalpartofthee�ectiveinteraction,

one can reconstruct the new expression ofV1 through the identi�cation ofthe classical

staticpartofEq.(2.28)with Eq.(9.14).One�nds:

V1 =
1

2
ln

 
1

M

� �

m
2

1
+
2m 1m 2

PL
S + S

2

� 1

2

+

�

m
2

2
+
2m 1m 2

PL
S + S

2

� 1

2

�!

; (9.16)

with S de�ned in Eq.(9.15).

The results obtained thus far can be generalized to include the case ofa m ixture

ofscalar and vector interactions. The calculations can be repeated as above,with the

di�erence that every scalar photon propagator (ofthe scalar interaction case) is now

replaced by an e�ective propagatorthatisthesum ofthescalarand vectorpropagators

(including thecouplingsatthevertices):

g
2
D S ! g

2
D S + e

2

1L
2LD V : (9.17)

It is this sum which is factorized in the Feynm an diagram integrals,while the ferm ion

propagatorpartrem ainsuna�ected. Concerning the determ ination ofthe tensornature

oftheinterferenceterm s,theapproxim ationsutilized in theferm ioniccase(in particular,

the replacem ents in severalplaces ofthe m atrix products 
1L
2L by �1) do not leave

enough predictivity aboutthisquestion. Itturnsout,however,thatthe analysisofthe

sam eproblem in thebosoniccaseism orepredictiveand suggestiveoftherepresentation
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ofthe interference term s by e�ective scalar interactions. W e shalladopt this property

also fortheferm ioniccase.

W hen the sum m ation is done with the e�ective propagator (9.17),the pure vector

potential,which has the form (9.7)-(9.8),can be isolated from the totalpotentialand


1L
2L replaced in therestby �1.Theresultis:

eV = tanh(V1 + 
1L
2LV2);

V2 =
1

4
ln(1+

2

PL
V0); V0 =

�

r
;

V1 = �
1

4
ln

0

@ 1�

2

PL
S

1+ 2

PL
V0

1

A ; S = �
�0

r
; �

0 =
g2

4�
: (9.18)

Includingthen thespacelikepotentialsU4 and T4 with thehypothesis(9.9),weobtain:

eV = tanh(V1 + 
1L
2LV2 + 

T
1 :


T
2 U4);

U4 = V2 =
1

4
ln

�

1+
2

PL
V0

�

: (9.19)

W eagain can transform the scalarpotentialwith theaid ofthe classicalstaticequa-

tions ofm otion,as in Eqs. (9.11)-(9.16). W e end up with the following expression of

V1:

V1 =
1

2
ln

0

B
@

1

M
q

1+ 2

PL
V0

� �

m
2

1
(1+

2

PL
V0)+

2m 1m 2

PL
S + S

2

� 1

2

+

�

m
2

2
(1+

2

PL
V0)+

2m 1m 2

PL
S + S

2

� 1

2

�
1

C
A ; V0 =

�

r
; S = �

�0

r
;

(9.20)

with V2 and U4 given by Eqs. (9.19). The classicalpartsofthe above potentialssatisfy

Todorov’sm inim alsubstitution rules[10],de�ned in Eqs.(8.10)-(8.11),(8.12)and (9.10).
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10 R econstitution ofthe B ethe� Salpeter w ave

function

In thissection weshallreconstitute,in theferm ioniccase,theBethe-Salpeterwavefunc-

tion in thefram ework ofthelocalapproxim ation thatweused throughoutthiswork.The

exactreconstitution form ulaisgiven by Eq.(3.17),wherein theleftargum entofthe�rst

T theconstraint(2.8)isnotused.A �rstapproxim ation consistsin replacing thefactor

T(1� egT)�1 by potential eV [Eq.(3.19)]in which,however,pL isno longersubm itted to

theconstraint(2.8).Thisiseasily doneby leaving,in theexpression eV (t;PL),calculated

in thelocalapproxim ation,thepartq2L oft(= q2L + qT2)asa freevariable,not�xed atits

zero value. M ore precisely,qL = pL � p0L= pL � (m 2
1
� m 2

2
)=(2PL),where p

0
L actson the

righton e and henceissubm itted to theconstraint(2.8).W ethereforeobtain:

�(p)= S1(p1)S2(�p2)
2PL

i

Z
d3p0T

(2�)3
eV

�

(pL �
(m 2

1
� m 2

2
)

2PL
)2 + (pT � p

0T)2;PL

�

e (p0T):

(10.1)

A furtherapproxim ation can beim posed by neglecting altogethertheq2L dependence

of eV in Eq.(10.1).In thiscasethewaveequation (3.20),togetherwith Eq.(6.5),can be

used and oneobtains:

� = �S1S2
2PL

i

�

S1S2H 0

��1

C (p)

e : (10.2)

Therelativelongitudinalm om entum isnow contained only in thetwopropagatorsS1 and

S2. Form ulas (10.1)or(10.2)can be used in the calculations oftransition am plitudes,

form factorsand decay coupling constants.

Ofparticular interest is the expression ofthe Bethe�Salpeter wave function at the

zero value ofthe relative longitudinalcoordinate [it enters in the calculation ofdecay

coupling constants]:

�(xL = 0) =

Z
dpL

2�
�(pL): (10.3)

Adopting approxim ation (10.2),integration on pL concernsonly the propagatorsS1 and

S2.One�nds:

Z
dpL

2�
S1(p1)S(�p2)=

i

4PLH 0

�

(
1:p1 + m 1)(�
2:p2 + m 2)

�
p1L

E 1

+
p2L

E 2

�

�

�
1

E 1

�
1

E 2

�

H 0

�


2L(
1:p1 + m 1)+ 
1L(�
2:p2 + m 2)

�
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+
1L
2LH 0

�
p1L

E 1

+
p2L

E 2

� �

C (p)

; (10.4)

whereE 1 and E 2 arede�ned as

E 1 =

q

m 2
1 � pT2 ; E 2 =

q

m 2
2 � pT2 ; (10.5)

and constraint(2.8)isapplied in theright-hand side[p1L and p2L aregiven by Eqs.(2.9)].

In the fram ework oflocalpotentialapproxim ation,we can replace the nonlocalop-

eratorsE 1 and E 2 by the eigenvalues p1L and p2L,respectively [Eqs. (2.9)]. Equations

(10.2)-(10.4)then yield:

�(xL = 0;xT)=

�

1�
1

2

�
1

p1L
�

1

p2L

� �


2L(�
2:p2 � m 2)+ 
1L(
1:p1 � m 1)

�

+
1L
2L
1

H 0

(
1:p1 � m 1)(�
2:p2 � m 2)

�

e (xT): (10.6)

Aftertheuseofthewaveequations(2.13a)-(2.13b),Eq.(10.6)becom es:

�(xL = 0;xT)=

�

1+ 
1L
2L
eV �

1

2

�
1

p1L
�

1

p2L

� �


2L(
1:p1 + m 1)

+
1L(�
2:p2 + m 2)

�

eV

�

e (xT): (10.7)

Finally,using param etrization (2.22)and thewavefunction transform ation (2.23)one

obtains:

�(xL = 0;xT)=

�

e

1L
2LV �

1

2

�
1

p1L
�

1

p2L

� �


2L(
1:p1 + m 1)

+
1L(�
2:p2 + m 2)

�

sinhV

�

 (xT); (10.8)

where isnorm alized accordingtoEq.(2.24)and V isofthetype(2.26)and isafunction

ofxT and PL.
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11 C onclusion

Constrainttheory,applied to two-particle system s,providesa naturalbasisfora m ani-

festly covariant three-dim ensionalreduction ofthe Bethe�Salpeter equation. The two-

bodypotentialisrelated,asin thequasipotentialapproach,totheo�-m assshellscattering

am plitude by m eansofa Lippm ann�Schwingertypeequation and iscalculable in term s

ofFeynm an diagram s.Perturbation theoryisreorganized with thepresenceof\constraint

diagram s" thatappearin thecourseofthethree-dim ensionalreduction process.

Thetwo-photon exchangediagram s(forscalarinteractionsorvectorinteractionscon-

sidered in theFeynm an gauge)aregloballyfreeofspuriousinfrared singularitiesand yield

atleading orderlocalpotentialsproportionalto (�=r)2,wherer isthethree-dim ensional

relative distance in the c.m . fram e;these,togetherwith the one-photon exchange con-

tribution,produce the correctbound state spectra to order�4. The n-photon exchange

diagram contributionswereevaluated in an approxim ation schem ethatisavariantofthe

eikonalapproxim ation adapted to thebound stateproblem ;thelatterproduceatleading

orderlocalpotentialsproportionalto (�=r)n.Theseriesofleading orderpotentialswere

sum m ed,producing totalpotentialsthatarefunctionsofr and ofthec.m .totalenergy.

Thepotentialscalculated forvectorand scalarinteractionsareequivalent,fortheirclassi-

calparts,to thoseobtained by Todorov [10]and Craterand Van Alstine[27]on thebasis

ofm im im alsubstitution rules.

In sum m ingtheseriesofleadingorderpotentials,am biguitiesm ightarisefrom possible

incorporation or om ission ofnonleading term s. A crucialrestriction im posed on such

am biguitiescom esfrom an inequality [(2.20)]thatshould satisfy the ferm ionic potential

in ordertoensurethepositivity ofthenorm ofthewavefunction.Thepotentialsobtained

in thiswork do satisfy theaboveinequality and hence do notlead to spuriousviolations

ofthepositivity ofthenorm .

Anotherquestion thatarisesconcernstheutilityofthepotentialform alism itselfforthe

evaluation ofthebound statespectrum :would notthescatteringam plitude,calculated in

theeikonalapproxim ation,providethebound statespectrum through thedeterm ination

ofthepositionsofitspoles? Theaccuracy oftheevaluation ofthepotentialin thepresent

workgoesbeyond thatoftheconventionaleikonalapproxim ation.Forthebosoniccasefor

instance,thelattersum sdiagram softhetypeofFig.4.From thepotentialtheory view-

point,thenete�ectofthecontribution ofsuch diagram sisequivalentto theone-photon
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exchange contribution (Fig.1).Itisthe sum m ation ofthechainsofseagulldiagram sof

thetypesofFigs.3,8and 9,nottaken intoaccountin conventionaleikonalapproxim ation,

thatprovidesthegenuinem ultiphoton-exchangecontributionstothepotential.Sim ilarly,

in the ferm ionic case,the contributions isolated in the present work for the evaluation

ofthe potentialare not considered in conventionaleikonalapproxim ation;futherm ore,

the latterwould producea spin independentbound statespectrum .On theotherhand,

thepotentialevaluated aboveisreinjected into relativisticwave equationsthattakeinto

accountm oreaccurately spin dependente�ects.W econcludethatpotentialform alism is

necessary fora detailed probeoftherelativisticbound statespectrum .

Thegenerality ofthesum m ation m ethod,in which thephoton propagators,exceptfor

thecountingrules,donotplay any activerole,leavesopen thepossibility ofextendingthe

abovecalculationstoothertypesofinteraction,likethosecorrespondingtotheexchanges

ofm assive particles or those corresponding to e�ective con�ning interactions. Another

dom ain ofapplication m ightconcern the study ofthe gauge dependence problem ofthe

electrom agnetictwo-body potential.

The factthatthe constrainttheory wave equationscan bereduced to a single Pauli-

Schr�odingertypeequation [29],providesthecom plem entary basisfortheirsim ple appli-

cability to relativisticbound stateproblem s.
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A C alculation ofthe scalar integrals

In thisappendix wecalculatethescalarintegralsde�ned in Eqs.(5.15)-(5.17).They have

already been evaluated in the literature [42,43],butgenerally on the m assshell,with a

sm allm assgiven tothephoton.Sinceweareusingan o�-m assshellform alism ,wepresent

here som e details ofthe calculations. De�nitions ofvariables and approxim ations were

introduced atthebeginning ofSec.5,whilethecounting rulesoftheordersofm agnitude

were explained in Sec. 4;we recallthat these are referred to x-space. W e use for the

calculation oftheintegralstheFeynm an param etrization m ethod.

W e �rst consider the integralJ. Afteran integration on one ofthe param eters,we

�nd:

J = i�
2

Z
1

0

Z
1

0

d
d�

[
�2 � (1� 
)t]

�

�2 + 
[�p21 + (1� �)p22 � �(1� �)s]

� : (A.1)

W e next integrate with respect to �;the result is an arctan function,from which we

isolate the dom inatpartby expressing itwith respectto the inverse ofitsargum ent.In

thenondom inantpartwem akethechangeofvariablex =
q

�2


s
� b2

s
.W e�nd:

J = j+ eJ ; (A.2)

with

j =
i�3

s

Z
1

0

d



[
(�2 + t)� t]
q

�2


s
� b2

s

= �
i�3

p
s

1
q

t(�b20t+ (�2)2
ln

0

B
B
@

1�

r

1�
(�2)2

b2
0
t

1+

r

1�
(�2)2

b2
0
t

1

C
C
A

(A.3)

and

eJ =
2i�2

st

Z 1

p
�b 2

0
=s

dx

[x2 � ((�2)2 � b20t)=(st)]

�

arctan(
x

�1
)+ arctan(

x

�2
)

�

;

(A.4)

where

�1 =
p1L

PL
; �2 =

p2L

PL
: (A.5)

Theintegration dom ain ofx in Eq.(A.4)isseparated into two partsby a pointlying

in theregion ofthex’softheorderof�1=2.Appropriateapproxim ationsoftheintegrand

47



in each ofthedom ainslead to thefollowing expression of eJ:

eJ =
2i�2

st

�

�
1

2

�
1

�1
+

1

�2

�

ln

�

�
(�2)2

st

�

+

�
1

�1
ln�1 +

1

�2
ln�2

�

+

�
1

�1
+

1

�2

� �

+ O (�3ln��1 ): (A.6)

J(1;�20)isobtained from Eq.(A.1)by thereplacem entofs by u [weareworking in

theapproxim ationsp02
2
= p2

2
and �02 = �2].One�rstintegrateswith respectto 
:

J(1;�20) = �
i�2

t

Z
1

0

d�
�

�p21 + (1� �)p22 � �(1� �)u + �2(�2 + t)=t

�

� ln

 

�
[�p2

1
+ (1� �)p2

2
� �(1� �)u+ �2]t

(�2)2

!

: (A.7)

In thebound statedom ain weareconsidering,wehavethefollowing approxim ateexpres-

sionsfors and u:

s=

�q

p21 + b2 +

q

p22 + b2
�2

’

�q

p21 +

q

p22

�2�

1+
b2

q

p21p
2
2

�

;

u ’

�q

p21 �

q

p22

�2

� t� b
2
(
q

p21 +
q

p22)
2

q

p21p
2
2

; (A.8)

which allow usto write:

�p
2

1 + (1� �)p22 � �(1� �)u ’

�q

p22 + �(

q

p21 �

q

p22)

�2

+�(1� �)

�

t+ b
2
(
q

p21 +
q

p22)
2

q

p21p
2
2

�

; (A.9)

the second term in the right-hand side isnegligible in frontofthe �rstand thisleadsto

thefollowing expression ofJ(1;�20):

J(1;�20)= �
2i�2

st

�

�
1

2

�
1

�1
+

1

�2

�

ln

�

�
(�2)2

st

�

�
1

�1(�1 � �2)
ln�1 +

1

�2(�1 � �2)
ln�2 +

�
1

�1
+

1

�2

� �

+ O (�3ln��1 ):

(A.10)

The constraint integralJC ,which is three-dim ensional,is also calculated with the

Feynm an param etrization m ethod.Afteroneintegration one�nds:

J
C = �

i�3

s

Z
1

0

d



[
�2 � (1� 
)t]
q

�2


s
� b2

s

= �j : (A.11)
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The structure ofthe F-integralsisvery sim ilar to thatofthe J-integrals(A.1)and

thesam etypesofapproxim ationsareapplied.W eobtain:

F = f + eF ; (A.12)

f = �
i�3

s

Z
1

0

d




q

�2


s
� b2

s

= �
2i�3

s

r
s

b2
arctan

s

b2

b20
; (A.13)

eF = �
2i�2

s

Z
1

p
�b 2

0
=s

dx

(x2 + b2=s)
[arctan(

x

�1
)+ arctan(

x

�2
)];

=
2i�2

s

�

�
1

2

�
1

�1
+

1

�2

�

ln(
�2

s
)+

�
1

�1
ln�1 +

1

�2
ln�2

�

+

�
1

�1
+

1

�2

� �

+ O (�5ln��1 );

(A.14)

F(1;�20)= �i�2
Z

1

0

d�

[�p21 + (1� �)p22 � �(1� �)u]
ln

 
�p2

1
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2
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�2

!
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�
1
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�1
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1
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�2
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)�
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�
1
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1

�2
ln�2
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+O (�5ln��1 ); (A.15)

F
C =

i�3

s

Z
1

0

d




q

�2


s
� b2

s

= �f : (A.16)

Notice thatwith the approxim ations p21 = p021 ,p
2
2 = p022 ,�

2 = �02 we have used,the

F-integralsareindependentoftand hence

H = F ; H (1;�20) = F(1;�20); H
C = F

C
: (A.17)

TheG-integralscan beexpressed in term sofEuler’sdilogarithm ortheSpencefunc-

tion.One�nds(withouttheapproxim ationsp2
1
= p02

1
and p2

2
= p02

2
):

G
(1) = �

i�4
q

�2t(p21 + p021 )+ t2 + (p21 � p021 )
2

+ O (�3ln��1 ); (A.18)

thedom inantpartofitbeing:

G
(1) ’ �

i�4

2p1L
p
�t

: (A.19)

G (2) isobtained from theaboveequationsby thereplacem ents1$ 2.

G (1) doesnothave a crossed-diagram counterpart,since itdependsonly on the par-

ticle 1 m om enta. On the other hand,the constraint integralG C [Eq. (5.17)]does not

49



correspond to an explicitdiagram in theexpansion (4.4),butratherm ay appearthrough

integralsinvolving ferm ionsorvectorinteractionsofbosons.One�nds:

G
C =

2i�3

2PL

Z
1

0

d

q

�
(1� 
)t
=

i�4

PL
p
�t

: (A.20)

W eem phasize thatthe instantaneousapproxim ation in thephoton propagators(set-

ting there kL = 0) would not produce the results found above. For instance,for the

G-integralone would �nd twice the correctresult(A.19). A detailed analysisofthe in-

tegralshowsthatthephoton propagatorpolesin kL contribute with a factor�1=2 with

respectto thecontribution oftheboson propagatorpoles.However,thelinearization ap-

proxim ation ofthe inverse bosonic propagators,asused starting from Sec.7,m akesthe

instantaneousapproxim ation com patiblewith theleading orderresultsforthepotential.
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B C alculation ofthe vector and tensor integrals

M ost ofthe vector and tensor integrals can be calculated by algebraic decom positions

with the aid ofthe vectors p1,p2,q,etc.,in term s ofthe scalar integrals calculated in

Appendix A,exceptforthosedecom positionsthatm ightinvolveinfra-red divergences,in

which case a directcalculation isnecessary. W e presenthere the �nalresults[notations

arethoseofAppendix A]:

F� = q�f �
i�2

s
(�2p1� � �1p2� � q�)

�

�

�
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fH ; (B.1)

H � = F�(q= 0) = p
T
�
fH ; (B.2)
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(B.3)
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(B.4)
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H
C
� =

i�3

s
p
T
�

r
s

b2

�
�2

b2
arctan

s

�
b2

b20
�

s

�
b20

b2

�

+ O (�4ln��1 )

= p
T
�
fH

C
; (B.6)
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G
C
� =

1

2
q�G

C
: (B.8)
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G (2)
� isobtained from G (1)

� by thereplacem entsp1 ! �p2,p
0
1 ! �p02 and q! q:

G
(2)

� ’
1

2
q�G

(2)
: (B.9)

FortheJ�-integralsone�nds:
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(B.10)
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In showing Eqs.(6.13)forthetransverse com ponentsoftheJ�-integrals,oneusesin

som eplacestheleading orderequality (5.11).

Forthe J��-integralsit is preferable to �rst m ake a decom position along the vector

integralsalready calculated and gTT�� . Forthe sim plicity ofpresentation,we use certain

relationspreviously obtained (such asF = H ,etc.) and theleading orderequality (5.11),

and neglectsom enonleading term s.W e�nd:
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(B.13)
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[f and fH arede�ned in Eq.(B.1),]
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[fH C isde�ned in Eq.(B.5).]
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Figures

Fig.1.One-photon exchangediagram .

Fig.2.Two-photon exchangediagram s;the\constraintdiagram " isdenoted by a cross.

Fig.3.Two-photon exchangediagram scontributing to thebosoniccase.

Fig.4.A m ultiphoton exchangediagram .

Fig.5.A typical\constraintdiagram " wheretheconstraintfactoreg0 [Eq.(4.2)]appears

twice(p= 2).

Fig.6.Exam plesofm ixturesofelem entary diagram sin thebosoniccase.

Fig.7.\Constraintdiagram s" associated with diagram sofFig.6.

Fig. 8. Typicaldiagram with an odd num berofexchanged scalarphotonscontributing

to thepotentialin thebosoniccase.

Fig.9.Typicaldiagram swith an even num berofexchanged scalarphotonscontributing

to thepotentialin thebosoniccase.
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