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Abstract

The relativistic twobody potentials of constraint theory for system s com posed of two
soin-0 or two spjn—; particles are calculated, In perturbation theory, by m eans of the
Lippm ann Scdchw inger type equation that relates them to the scattering am plitude. The
cases of scalar and vector Interactions w ith m asskss photons are considered. The two-—
photon exchange contrdbutions, calculated w ith covarant propagators, are globally free
of spurious nfra—red singularities and produce at leading order O ( *) e ects that can be
represented in three-din ensional x-space by local potentials proportionalto ( =r)?. An
approxin ation schem e, that adaptsthe eikonalapproxin ation to thebound state problem ,
isdeviced and applied to the evaluation of leading tem sofhigher orderdiagram s. Leading
contrioutions of n-photon exchange diagram s produce tem s proportionalto ( =r)". The
series of leading contributions are summ ed. T he resulting potentials are functions, in the
cm . frame, of r and of the total energy. Their form s are com patible wih Todorov’s
m Inin al substitution rules proposed in the quasipotential approach.
PACS numbers: 03.65Pm,11.10S5t,1220D s, 1180 Fv.



1 Introduction

T he three-dim ensional reduction ofthe Bethe Salpeter equation [, 2, 3] was achieved in
the past w ith the technigues of the quasipotentialapproach #,8,%,7,8,9,10,11,12]. The

[N

m ethod consisted In iterating the Bethe Salpeter equation around a three-din ensional
hypersurface n relative m om entum space; the result is a three-din ensional w ave equation
for the relative m otion, where the potential is related to the scattering am plitude by
m eans of a Lippm ann-Schw inger type equation. This wave equation is not unique in
form and depends am ong others on the three-din ensional hypersurface chosen for the
proection operation, re ecting the way of elin nating the relative energy and reltive
tin e variables from the initial fourdim ensional equation. A variant of this approach
consisted in iterating the Bethe Salpeter kemel around a sin pler three-dinm ensional one
A3, 24
Q uantitative applications of these three-dim ensionalm ethods concemed m ainly QED

and the positronium system . Tt tums out that the C oulom b gauge is the m ost convenient

gauge to achieve the perturbative calculations [1, 13, 14, 15, 14]. Covariant gauges

=

fL7], or covariant propagators for scalar exchanges [1§], have the tendancy to produce
sourdous infra-red singularities that are only cancelled by contributions of higher order
diagram s. This feature considerably reduces the dom ain of practical applicability of the
Bethe Salpeter equation in covariant perturbative calculations. A ctually, this aw can
be traced badk to the noncovariant nature ofthe three-dim ensional equation around which
ireration isacoom plished. A lso, the nstantaneous approxin ation [19], applied to covariant
propagators, does not produce the correct O ( ) tem s in perturbation theory, netther the
correct In nie m ass lim i, unlss an In nite num ber of higher order diagram s are taken
into acoount R0].

In this respect, the variant of the quasipotential approach, developed by Todorov [10],
where, to som e extent, potentials m ay appear in local orm n x-space w ith appropriate
cm . total energy dependences, provides a m anifestly covariant fram ework that is free
of the abovem entioned diseases. In particular, it has been shown R1], fr one spin—=
and one soin-0 partick system s, that in the two-photon exchange diagram s, calculated in
the Feynm an gauge, the spurious infra-red sihgularities cancel out and correct resuls are
obtained ©rtheO ( *) andO ( °In ') e ects. This approach could not, however, reach

su cient generality, because of the lJack In it of covariant wave equations for ’Gﬂo—spjn—%
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particle system s.

It is the manifestly covariant form alisn of constraint theory RZ], applied to two-
particke system s P3,24,25], that provided the general fram ew ork for setting up covariant
wave equations w ith the correct num ber of degrees of freedom . T wo—spjn—% ferm ion sys-
tem s are described there by two com patibole D irac type equations R, 27, 28]. In local
approxin ations of the potentials, these equations, w ithout loss of their covarance prop—
erty, can be reduced to a singke P auliSchrodinger type equation R9]which displays their
practical applicability to spectroscopic problem s. T he connection of these equations w ith
theBethe Salpeter equation is obtained w ith standard iteration techniques 30,:31]. For
a com parison of various three-dim ensional equations see Ref. [3:2].)

T he purpose of the present paper is to Investigate the perturbation theory properties
of the potentials of constraint theory wave equations. W e shall not consider here radia—
tive corrections, which actually are calculable Independently from any three-din ensional
form alism , but rather shall analyze the structure of m ultijphoton-exchange diagram s.

O ur analysis is acoom plished in three steps. Firstly, we study the structure of two—
photon exchange diagram s and show that the corresoonding potential is free of spurious
infrared logarithm ic singularities and yields the correct O ( ) e ects; it can be repre—
sented, in three-din ensional x-space, by m eans of a Iocal fiiction, proportionalto ( =r)2.
Secondly, we device an approxin ation m ethod for the evaluation of the above diagram s
that globally reproduces the sam e result for their lrading e ect. Thism ethod is a varant
of the ekonal approxin ation 33,34, 35], adapted to the bound state problm .

Thirdly, we apply the approxim ation m ethod to the higher order diagram s. W e show
that the n-photon exchange diagram s yield for the corresponding potential, asa dom nant
contrioution, an O ( ?") e ect, represented by a term proportionalto ( =r)". W e then
sum the serdes of dom inant contributions to cbtain the potential in com pact fom , as a
function of ( =r) and ofthe cm . totalenergy.

The expression we nd for the tin elkke com ponent of the electrom agnetic potential
can naturally be com pleted to lnclude the spacelike com ponents aswell. Tt then represents
the ferm ionic generalization of the potential proposed by Todorov in his quasipotential
approach for two-spin-0 particle system s, on the basis ofm inin al substitution rules f10].
The sam e calculations, applied to scalar photons, yield a potential that is equivalent, in
the static approxin ation of its higher order tem s, to the form proposed by C rater and



Van A lstine P7], who extended Todorov’s substitution rules to scalar interactions.

The above calculations result In sizablk e ects manly in strong coupling problem s.
O ne such problem is provided by the evaluation of the short-distance potentialin QCD,
which is very sin ilar to the QED potential, w ith values of the coupling constant of the
order of 0.5; furthem ore, part of the radiative corrections could be taken Into account
by the replacem ent of the coupling constant by the e ective coupling constant, cbtained
from renom alization group analysis.

Another dom ain of application of these potentials is provided by QED in its strong
coupling regin €, w here lattice calculations signala chiralphase transition forvaluesof of
the order of 0.3-0.4 36, 37]. O ther qualitative resuls obtained from the Bethe Salpeter
equation with onephoton or oneglion exchanges (such as spontaneous breakdown of
chiral sym m etry) m ight be tested w ith these potentials and their stability in the pressnce
of m ultiphoton or m ultiglion exchanges checked. A lso, these potentials could naturally
be generalized for the treatm ent of other Interactions, such as those corresponding to the
exchanges of m assive particles or to con ning interactions, by the replacem ent there of
the Coulomb potential by another appropriate potential.

T he paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 the wave equations of constraint the-
ory are introduced. In Sec. 3, their connection w ith the Bethe Salpeter equation and
the relationship of the potential w ith the scattering am plitude are established. In Sec.
4, the perturbative calculational m ethod of the potential is developed. In Sec. 5, the
potential corresponding to the exchanges of two scalar photons for two-g0in-0 particlke
system s is calculated to order “. In Sec. 6, sin ilar calculations are done for scalar and
vector photons for a femm ion-antiferm ion system . In Sec. 7, the approxim ation m ethod
kading to the results of Secs. 5 and 6 is deviced and som e of its general consequences
about cancelltion of diagram s are shown. In Secs. 8 and 9, the dom inant contribu-—
tions com ing from m ultiphoton exchanges are calculated and summ ed for two-boson and
ferm jon-antiferm jon system s, respectively. In Sec. 10, the Bethe Salpeter wave function
is reconstituted In tem s of the constraint theory wave function In the fram ework of the
present approxin ations. Conclusion follows In Sec. 11. D etails of the calculations of
tw o-photon exchange diagram s are presented in Appendices A and B .A summ ary ofthe
calculation of the vector potential was presented by the present authors in Ref. B8].



2 Twobody wave equations of constraint theory

A system of two-spin-0 particles, wih massesm; and m ,, respectively, is describbed by
m eans of two wave equations that are generalizations of the K lein G ordon equation
B3, 24, 25, 21, 281:

© mZ V) &i;x)=0; @ la)

© m; V) &i;x)=0; 2 1b)

where V is a Poincare Invariant fiinction or operator of the varables of the systam . It is
possible to choose di erent potentials in the two equations, but by m eans of canonical (or
wave function) transfom ations one can bring the corresponding equations to the above
con guration B3].

W e use the ollow Ing de nitions for the total and relhtive varables:

P=pi+p; p= 1 P2)i M = m;+m,;

2
1
X=§(xl+x2); X = X; Xp @ 22)

For states that are eigenstates of the totalm om entum P we de ne transverse and longi-
tudinal com ponents of four+ectors w ith respect to P :

qd=q FP;qL=(qP)P;P=p§;qL=qP;
- S
PL= P?; ¢ =9; 9° = g ; r=  x?: 2.3)
cm : cm :

T his decom position ism anifestly covariant. In the cm . fram e the transverse com ponents
reduce to the three space com ponents, whik the longiudinal com ponent reduces to the
tin e com ponent of the corresponding fourector.

T he com patibility condition of the two wave equations @.13)-@.1b) in poses the ol
Jow ing constraints on the wave function and the potential:

[© pi) @2 m23)] = 0; 2 4)
2

o PV = 0: 2 5)

The solution of Eq. €.4) is (for eigenfiunctions of the totalm om entum P ):

_ o PX_ imi mi)x,=(CPy)

®") ; 2 .6)



while Eq. @.5) tells us that V does not depend on the relative longiudinal coordinate
Xyt

V = V& ;PLip): @.7)
Thus, Egs. €.4)-@.5) allow us to elin nate the Iongitudinal relative coordinate and
m om entum . Equation @.4) can be rew ritten in a slightly di erent om by de ning the
constraint C (p):

C ) 2P1p, @2 m2) 0: 2 8)

I yields for the Individual logitudinalm om enta the expressions:

P, i m?) P, M7 m?)
= —+ —=; = = ——=: 2.9
P1w > 2P, i Pow > 2P, 2.9)
T he eigenvaluie equation satis ed by the Intemalwave function  is:
PZ (mZ m2)2
T opmirmat Tt ) = 0y 210)

which isa threedin ensionalK kein G ordon Schrodinger type equation. A Iso notice that
when constraint C @.8) is utilized, the two individualK kein G ordon operators becom e

equal

P2

1 2 m22
He @ m?) = @ ml) = “mirmys T2
C C

Y +p ¢ (211)
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In generalthe potentialV Eq. @.7)] is a Poicare nvariant integral operator in x",
but in sin pli ed cases it can be represented asa fiinction ofx* with a generaldependence
on P, and an eventual quadratic dependence on p' .

T he scalar product forthe wave fiinctions satisfying Egs. €.1a)-£.Ib) can be obtained
either from the construction of tensor currents satisfying two Independent conservation
laws P81 with respect to x; and x;, respectively, or directly from the G reen’s function of
Egs. £.1a)-21b) or £.10) B, 11]. The resuk for thenom is (in thecm . frame):

@
@p?
where H, isthe K lein G ordon operator 2.11).

Ex  4p?

Ho V) = 2Py ; 212)

For a system of‘o/vo—spjn-; particles, com posed of one ferm ion with massm ; and one
antiferm jon wih m assm ,, the constraint theory wave equations can be wrtten in the
form 8]:

(11 mq1)®= ( P+ my)¥C; 213a)

( 2P my)¢= ( 1pp+m,)PE; (213b)



where ¥ is a Poincare invariant potential. Here, € is a sixteen-com ponent spinor wave

function of rank two and is represented asa 4 4 m atrix:
€= ° |, &ix) (15 2=1; ;4) ; @ 14)

where ; ( ;) isthe spinor index ofparticke 1 2). ; istheD iracmatrix acting In the
subspace of the spinor of particke 1 (index 1); itactson € from the left. , istheD irac
m atrix acting In the subgpace of the spinor of particle 2 (index ,); it actson € from the
right; this is also the case of products of , m atrices, which act on © from the right In

the reverse order:

), . 7

a7 a @= 1;2) : 2.15)

e .
2 2 12( )221 a

e12(
1
21

Egs. £4) and £5) Wwih andV replaced by ©and ¥, respectively). Th particular,
one has:
¥ = ¢ &GPLip 12 (2.16)

single equation, provided the constraint @.8) isused:

2 3 2 L

3
6 1 7 6 7
4?(1?1 my)( 21 mz)Hol 5 € 481 ©E1)S2( P2)H o5 €

C ®) C )

= ¥ €; 217

where S; and S, are the propagators of fem ions 1 and 2, respectively.
The nom for the intemalwave function € takes the form (in thecm . frame):

8 9
Z 2 2
Q¥
3 ey % 2 e — .
a’x 'I'r? 1 V V + 4 10 20P0 @P > v 2P0 H (2.18)

w ith ¥ satisfying the herm iticity condition

VY = 10 20% 10 20 : 2.19)

Equation @.18) show s that, for energy independent potentials (in the cm . fram e) the

nom of € is not positive de nite. Tnh order to ensure positivity, it is su cient that the
potential ¥ satisfy the inequality

STERY) < 1 220)



In this case one is allowed to m ake the wave fiinction transfomm ation

1=2

€= 1 V¥¥¢ (221)

and to reach a representation where the nom for cm . energy independent potentials is
the free nom .

In this respect, the param etrization suggested by C raterand Van A Istine fQ], for ocal
potentials that commute with 1 5, (hence ¥Y= ¥),

¥ = tanhV ; @22)

satis es condition @20) and allow s one to bring the equations satis ed by [Eg. (d21)]
Into form s analogous to the D irac equation, where each particle appears as placed in
the extemal potential created by the other partick, the latter potential having the sam e
tensor nature as potentialV ofEq. 223).

W e shall henceforth adopt param etrization €23) for potential ¢ and, according to

g. @21), shall introduce the wave fiinction transform ation
€ = (wshV) : 2 23)

For potentials that do not commute with 15, 21, the generalizations ofEgs. €29) an
©.23) and ofthe corresponding norm arepresented in Ref. §1].] Thenom ofthe internal

part of the new wave function then becomes (n thecm . frame):

8 9
; < v =
3 y 2 — .
dXTr} 1+ 4 10 ZOPO @P2 2Po . (2.24)

~v

The relationship between and isthesameasin Eq. (2-_:6) .
In order to cbtain the naleigenvalue equation of , one has to decom pose the latter
along 2 2 components. W e choose, for this decom position, the basis of the m atrices 1,
Lr sand g s:

= 1t 1 2+t 53t 15 4: 2 25)

three of these com ponents In tem s of a fourth one. W e choose 3 for the ram aining

com ponent, which isalso a surviving com ponent in the nonrelativistic Iin it. Fora general



com bination of scalar, pseudoscalar and vector potentials, the nal eigenvalie equation
isofthePauli Schrodinger type, the radialm om entum operator appearing in it through
the Laplace operator. For this class of potential, V is decom posed along the m atrices
as:

Vo= Vit oas asVat g @ Vet UGt ) (2 26)

where V; is the scalar, V3 the pssudoscalar and V, the tin elike vector potential; U, and
T, are the spacelike vector potentials. [ he numbering of the indices and the notations
are related to the particular profectors to which these potentials are attached R9].]

A fterm aking a change of finction of the type

3 = A 35 227)

the expression of A being given in Ref. 3], one nds the ollow ing Pauli Schrodinger

type equation (n thecm . fram e):

8
2 2 242
4V1+ ml m2)e 4V2

404+ Tyq) P_2 4v, _MZ 4v, 7(1“51“
e e e
4 4 2 4p ?

z 4

vV ©

1
p? 12— e 1)+ , = 0; 2 28)
X

Y

where the dots stand for the various soin dependent or h*-dependent tem s and L is the
orbial angular m om entum operator. [[he com plete form of the equation can be found
in Ref. P9].] W e recognize that the scalar potential V; acts as a m odi cation of the
totalmassM of the form ions through the changeM ! M €2V1 whik (m 2 m3?) iskept

xed. The tin elke vector potential V, acts as a m odi cation of the cm . total energy
P, through the change P;, ! P.e?'2, whik @, ©p) = @m? m?) is kept xed.
The nonm odi cation of m? m3) is sinply due to the constraint @.8). The spacelke
potential U, changes the orbital angularm om entum operator from L to Le 204 and the
com bination U, + T4 of the spacelike potentials changes the radialm om entum operator
from p, to p.e 204+ Ta) (In the classical lim it). T he psesudoscalar potential appears
only i spin dependent and h*-dependent term s. A Ilthese e ects are what one expects
from an extermal eld interpretation of the potentials in the D irac and K kein G ordon
equations and therefore provide additional justi cation for the param etrization @ 22)
and the decom position of V along the orm @.26).
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W ave equations can also be written down for a system m ade of one spjn-; and one
soIn-0 particles P8]. W e shallnot, however, consider such a system in the present work.
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3 Connection w ith the Bethe Salpeter equation

and the scattering am plitude

the Bethe Salpeter equation, it is naturalto proct, w th an appropriate weight factor,
fourdin ensional quantities such as G reen’s functions, scattering am plitudes and wave
functions on the constraint hypersurface @.8) and to iterate the corresponding integral
equations around that hypersurface. T here is an arbitrariness in the choice of the weight
factor, but it is Iim ited by several additional conditions, such as correct onebody lim i,
absence of spurious singularities, correct O ( ?) e ects, interchange symm etry between
particles 1 and 2, hem iticity of the potential, etc.. W e shall rst present the general
m ethod of approach and then shall discuss the question of the choice of the weight factor.

Let G @ ;p;p°) be the urpoint G reen’s filnction (for bosons or ferm ions) w ith total
momentum P and relative momenta p° and p r the ingoing and outgoing particles,
respectively Egs. ©4)], and from which the total fourm om entum conservation factor
2 )Y *®P PY hasbeen amputated. It satis es the integral equation:

G = Gog+ GgKG ; (CND)
where G is the free two-particle propagator,
Go = G163 32)

G. and G, are the propagators of particles 1 and 2, repectively], and K is the Bethe-
Salpeter kemel [I,, 2, 3]. The o -m ass shell scattering am plinde T (from which the total
fourm om entum conservation factor hasbeen am putated) is related to K by the relation:

T = K +KGoT : (B3)

In the vicinity of a bound state pole, G behaves as

N 00

; - i’ +1 forbosons;
€ip) ®ip) . o _ pz, 34)

. 4
S st ? 1 forfomions;

Im G @;pip) =
S. Sp

where is the intemal part of the Bethe Salpeter wave function and ~ isde ned from
hem itian conjigation and antichronological product.
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W e next de ne the Jeft-profcted G reen’s finction on the hypersurface ¢.8):
S Eip) = 21 € ©)GcGC ) ; (35)

where G . is the weight factor to be detem ined below . W hen not necessary, total
fourm om entum w ill not be explicitly written in the argum ents.] Notice that & is still
fourdin ensional w ith respect to its right argum ent.

It is now possble to iterate G around & and cbtain the integral equation for §. W e
shall use the follow ng de nitions and abbreviated notations:

C ©) ; g = Go+2i ¢cGyGoi

C

+2i ¢GoeGo; §=GnGo : 3.6)
C ()

9

U sing in the right-hand side of Eq. (3.5) the integral equation for G, one cbtains for
thedi erence G G:
G &

gl+KG); (3.7)
which yields:
G = (@1 gg)'GE+aqg: (338)

One then successively uses Egs. (3.1) and (3.8) in the right-hand side of Eq. (3.5) to
cbtain:

= g0 Kg'+K@ ogk)'G : 3.9)
T he second tem In the right-hand side of this equation can also be expressed in tem s of
the scattering am plitude w ith the use ofEq. @.3):

= g@ Kg'+T@ad ¢I)'C : (3.10)

W e de ne the constraint theory wave finction w ih the sam e profction as h Eq.

B5):

21 <Gy (341)
which Jeads to the follow ing behavior of & In the neighberhood of a bound state pole:
©) ©")

Im € pjp) = 1 ——— (3.12)
s! sp S Sg t+ 1

[ isde ned in Eq. 34)], which, In tum, yields the wave equation satis ed by
= eI or)" 3.13)
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W e shallalso de ne the reduced wave function € and am plitude T as:

2 2PL c®; (3.14a)

® (;p) = T (E;p") : (3.14b)
2PL C )< ©9)

The wave equation satis d by € takes the fom :
&' = PTL @PF)'e; (3.15)

where now the Integrations between T, g, and € are three-din ensional and concem the
transverse variablks Egs. £.3)], after the constraint {2.8) hasbeen used for the Iongitu-
dinalm om enta.

Tt is also possblk to reconstitute the G reen’s function G and the Bethe Salpeter
wave function from the know ledge of the constraint theory G reen’s function & and
wave function . To thisend, we consider Eq. (.7), in the right-hand side of which we

replace G by its expression 38), and useEq. @.9) Hr&;we nd:

G=Go+GoT1 oT)"  E+q); (3.16)

=GoT(@L ¢gT)' : 3.17)

N otice that in the keft argum ent ofthe rst T in the above equations the constraint ©.8)
isnot used. W e also dispose orG ofEqg. (3.8), which yields for the relation

= (1 oK) ; (348)

but these equations arem ore singular than Egs. .16) and 817 above, and should only
be usad inside Integrals.

Tt is natural at this stage to de ne the potential ¥ (also denoted by V' for the bosonic
case) by the Lippm ann Schw inger type relation:

¢ = Tl gB)!': (3.19)

Equation B.15) then becom es:
g = ¢ (3.20)
T his equation has the sam e structure as the constraint theory wave equations £.1a)-
©1B) and @I} . Comparison of g," with the corresponding kinem atic operators then

es the expression ofG . Egs. (3.3) and (3.6)1:

G oc = Hy : (3.21)



Ho isde ned in Eq. @.II).]
Let us now exam Ine the hem iticity property of potential ¥ , which should partly be
guaranteed by the on-m ass shell elastic unitarity property of the scattering am plitude,

through relation 3.19). After a little algebra {1(], one nds for the bosonic case the
follow ing condition on gy :

% g = 21 GE+PH) 6 @mitmy)?); (322)
where we have de ned

K (s) =
323)

The argum ent ofthe —function above isnothing but the operatorH, de ned nEq. @ 11),

which m eans that solution @21) orG . autom atically satis es the hem iticity-unitariy

condition 323) in the physical region of the am plitude. [Goc should be de ned w ith the
prescription Ho+ 1)t ]
For the fermm ionic case, the hem iticity-unitarity condition reads:

o 1 216 11 21 = 21 Gé(s)"‘ p'?) & i+ my)?)

(1P +m1)( 2P+ my); (324)

which is also satis ed by solution @21).

O ther solutions to Egs. 827) or 324), di erent from that given n Eq. @21), can
be constructed as well. In principle, di erent choices of gy should not a ect the physical
predictions of the theory, but rather would am ount to organizing in di erent ways the
resolution of the bound state problem and the summ ation of the perturbation series,
putting em phasis on speci ¢ approxin ations. In the peresent work, we stick to the choice
(321), which has the two m ain advantages of sin plicity and of the fact that it reduces
In x-space to a ssoond-order di erential operator. It is only In this case that can we
device Jocal approxin ation schem es orpotential ¥ and rem ain In a fram ew ork analogous
to that of nonrelativistic quantum m echanics. Choice 321) has also the advantages of
hem iticity, Interchange symm etry between particles 1 and 2 and correct onebody lim it.

W e shall, however, slightly generalize solution (3 21) by allow ing in it the presence of
a nite muliplicative renom alization constant. Such a generalization is necessary in the

15



o -m ass shell om alisn we are using to avoid the presence of spurious O ( °)<tem s.
am ounts to requiring that the 1=r-tem softhe potential result sokly from the contribution

of the onephoton exchange diagram . For this purpose we de ne

&% = &; (3.25)

21) and is a constant, expressble as a series of the

where g, corresponds to solution 3
coupling constant. Equation (3.20) th

en becom es, after replacam ent of gy by go
gol e _ @ e ; (3'26)

w ith
¢ =Tl ef)’': B 27)

The presence of the factor in Egs. 826) and (327) leaves enough fredom for acoom —
plishing the desired cancellation. For the sin plicity of notation, we shallno longer w rite
explicitly the factor , but when necessary shallm ention its presence.

T he integral equation satis ed by the G reen’s function & also allow s one to construct
w ith standard techniques [, 11] the scalar product of states.
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4 Perturbation theory calculation of the potential

Our main task in the ram aining part of this work is the calculation, In perturbation
theory and within a de nite approxin ation schem e, of potential ¥ from formula GI19).
T he perturbation series of ¥ contains, in addition to the usual Feynm an diagram s, other
types of diagram , arising from the pressnce of the constraint factor gp; we shall call
these diagram s \constraint diagram s"; they are obtained from the usualbox-ladder type
diagram s by the replacam ent of (at least) one pair of ferm ion and antiferm ion (orboson)
propagators by the constraint propagatorg Eq. B.6)]. The rok of these diagram sw illbe
to cancel the spurious sihgularities (referred to the potential) arisng from the calculation
ofthe am plitude and to yield a potential that hasm ost ofthe required physical properties.

It was already shown in the case of ferm ions R9] that, when one of the particks
becom es In nitely m assive, the contributions of the constraint diagram s cancel those of
the ladder and crossed ladder diagram s, leaving only the contrlbution of the onephoton
exchange diagram . T hus the wave equation of the rem aining particle reduces In this lin it
to the D irac equation in the presence of the static potential created by the in niely
m assive particle.

In thepresent work we lin it ourselres to the evaluation ofthe Jadderand crossed Jadder
diagram s in their leading order, neglecting radiative corrections. In this approxin ation

P = 'O ; @)
n=1
where T®) is the partial am plitude corresponding to n exchanged photons.

Tteration of Eq. (3.19) yields for the potential the expansion:

2 2
\z ¢ = F  (gP)P; 42)

n=1 p=0

where ¥ @) is that part of the potentialwhich com es from n exchanged photons. The rst
two tem s of ¥ are:

@(1)= -?(l) ; (43)

¢@ =@ 4 phgED 44)
T he corresponding diagram s are represented, for the case of ferm ions, in Figs. 1 and 2,
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respectively. [ he ngoing particles have now m om enta p; and p, and the outgoing ones
P’ and p). The constraint diagram is represented by a box w ith a cross in it.]

O ur evaluation of the in portance of various termm s hinges on the infra-red counting
rules ofthebound stateproblem in QED .Thus, if isthe din ensionless coupling constant
squared, r Eq. (2:.3)] ocounts as O ('), the transverse m om entum P’ as O (), the
transferred m om entum squared t as O ( 2), etc.. Furthem ore, we shall evaluate tem s
w ith respect to x-space; therefore, expressions com puted in m om entum space w illundergo
three-din ensionalFourier transfom ationsand w ill receive additionalO ( ) contributions;
thus =twillbe counted asO ( ?), °= m asO (%), etc..

T he onephoton exchange contrioution, ¥ ), is of order 2 and, in three-din ensional
X-gpace, is proportionalto =r. Aswe shall show In Secs. 5 and 6, the two-photon
exchange contrbutions, corresponding to ¥ @ Eq. @4)], yield as a dom nant e ect an
O ( %) tem , proportional, in x-spaceto 2=r?. It is therefore expected, generalizing these
resuls, that the n-photon exchange contrbutions yield as a dom fnant e ect an O ( #*)
tem , proportionalto ( =r)".W e shall show, In Secs. 7,8 and 9, w ithin an approxin ation
schem e, that this is indeed the case. T herefore, the sum of leading tem s ofeach ¥ @) in
Eq. @ J) willresult in a Jocal function of =r.

W ith the above counting rules, there are stillnonleading tem s, n ¢ @ @ > 1), say,
that m ight com pete w th kading temm s of # @ with n®> n. Such tem shave, however, a
di erent structure than a sin ple power of =r; they are essentially m om entum dependent
and cannot be grouped w ithin a fiinction of =r; therefore, they w illnot be considered in
the sum m ation process, although, in a quantitative perturbation theory calculation their
e ects, which begin at O ( °), should be taken into account, like those of the radiative
corrections.

To have a consistency check of our summ ation procedure, we m ake, in the follow ing
sections, parallel calculations of the scalar potential W ith scalarm assless photons) In the
bosonic and fem ionic cases, where the Feynm an diagram shave ratherdi erent structures.
O ne however expects that the spin independent classical part of the potential In the
ferm jonic case, when brought In an appropriate representation, should coincide w ith the
bosonic potential. This coincidence does occur and provides additional Jjusti cation for

our summ ation rules.
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5 Two scalar photon exchange contribution in
bosonic system

W e consider in this section a system of two spin-0 particles, wih massesm; and m,,
respectively, Interacting w ith scalar (m asslkess) photons. The corresponding lagrangian
density is:

1
L = 5@A@A+@ & 1 Ymi+2m.gA+ gA%) 1+ (1! 2): Ga1)

W e have kept analogy wih QED and Introduced the interactions w ith the photon w ith

the substitutionsm; ! m;+ gA andm, ! m,+ gA.W ede ne:

= i: 5 2)

Furthem ore, we ignore other types of interaction ke * orA* which arise from renom al-
ization. W e assum e that the corresponding renom alized coupling constants have been
put equal to zero; m ore generally, these coupling constants are of order g* 2 and the
corresponding Feynm an diagram s yield contact potentials that are of order ° and hence
can be neglected in com parison to O ( ) e ects.

O ur de nitions of the propagators are:

i i

G = —————; G = ————; Dk) = 53
In theprocess (1) + (2) ! @+ @% we designate the corresponding m om enta by p1,
P2, P and pj, regpectively, and introduce the usualm om entum variables:
s= @E+p) = @+p)’ = P’ = Pl
d=p1 P =P i t=d; u= @ p)i: (5.4)
W hen constraint €.3) is in posed on the extemal particles, one cbtains:
P = P Pro= Pni & = 0; f = d°; (5.5)

with pi;, and py, given by Eags. £.9).

The Feynm an diagram s w ill be calculated w ith the extemal particles considered o
the m ass shell, wih longiudinalm om enta xed by the bound state m ass P, through
relations £.9), while the transverse m om enta squared p' 2 and p* ? have, according to our
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counting rules, orders of m agnitude of 2. The o -m ass shell deviations are represented
by the quantities

2 2
1

_ 2
= m 1

p

= m; p5; =m: p’=m: p; (5.6)

2

which are positive and are of order 2. The mean values of p'? and p*? in the bound

state are equaland hence we have a sin ilar equality or 2 and ©:
&> G.7)

To the accuracy of the present calculations, where we are evaluating only leading e ects
of a set of Feynm an diagram s wih a xed number of photons, we shall not distinguish
between p'? and p*?, and between ? and %, and shalluse the equalities §.7) without
the m ean values.

W e also introduce the o -m ass shell analogue of the quantity % (s) Eq. $23)1:

s 1 (pZ p2)2
B = - =+ o)+ 1 2 - T2 . 58
(s) a2 Pt is I SH 58)
the second equality arising from theuse ofEgs. £.4), €.8),and £.9) and ofthede nitions

Pf = pr + pTz,pé = p%L + p'?. One also easily show s the relations:
B =7p, mi=py m;= C‘+U: (5.9)

Notice that ¥ > 0, whikkf < 0. Keeping only the kading ordertemn s in , one also has
the m ean value equality:

2

< %2> = 2<P>; (5.10)

which In tum in plies the leading order equality:
© +p ) = 2(2+12:): 611)
W e st caloulate the onephoton exchange contribution Eig. 1). Because of the
constraint conditions Egs. (6.5)], the m om entum carried by the photon is transverse,
g= @@ = 0;F) %= g? ;n the cm . frame]; the passage to x-space is done w ith
the three-dim ensional Fourier transform ation w ith respect to ' . Taking into account the
de nition of B Eq. B14b)], one nds for the potentialV @ Eq. @.3)] (the potentialin

the bosonic case is not tilded) :

vl o= —==; (5.12)



or, In x-space:

2m 1m -

vd = 5.13)

P;, «r
W e next caloulate the tw o-photon exchange contributions. In addition to the diagram s
of Fig. 2, one also has the two diagram s of Fig. 3. W e rst introduce the notations for
the various integrals we shall m eet during the calculations. They are sin ilar to those
introduced by Brown and Feynm an 2] and Redhead K3] (but our volum e elem ent d*k
does not contain a (2 ) ? factor. W e use the abbreviated notations:

O=k*+i; @) = @ kFr+i ;

W= k) m?+i; @ = @+k? mi+1i ;
(19=(p k¥ mi+i; (&)= (p+k? mi+1i ;
G14)
Z . .
J,, = d4kw;
©0) @) @) @)
F. o= ’ g TR g ’ gk )
; BWLeE’ ’ oOwe '’
Z Z
G(l) — d4k (l;k ) . G(Z) _ d4k (l;k ) .
' 0@ a ' ’ ) 3) @)
(5.15)

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

notations:
o 0, ik ik k)
J,, @; 29 = d’k ; etc:: (5.16)
0)B3)@( 29

For the Integrals resulting from oconstraint diagram s and according to the de nitions

(3.6), B21), B.14b) and (3.19), we have to suppress one of the boson propagator denom —
nator, (1) or ), and replace it by 21 (C )=(2P. ), the operation being sym m etric w ith
regoect to the interchange 1) $ (2):

Z

. 2i . (L;k" kT k)
Je,., = dk k)———— ;
2P, 0) 3) @)
po 2% )LD e 2 ey i) KD
’o2py @ ; 2P, 0@
ge = 2 Z d'k (kL)(l;kT) (5.17)
P 2P, ©@)
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D etails of the calculations of the above integrals are presented in Appendices A and
B (see also Ref. 1)) . For the integrals of the diagram s of Fig. 2 we nd:

i3%1 d 2y 2
J= —_— _— —_—
S o0 [ 2 (@ )t] s s
2 3
2' 2 P2 2 P P2
T | Loy A Prg puy Poog Pay Piog
st 2p11PoL st PiL Py PoL Py PiLPoL
+0(°m ') ;
518
5 ( )
Ja; 2% = g R S
st 2p1L Por st P11 Por
3
p? p?
L nEEy+ L nEZY o0 (n 1)
Pir i Pon) Py P @1 Pou) Py
5.19)
[
i3 21 d N
J¢ = — — = (5 20)
s o [ ¢ (@ )t] s s

By taking the sum of J, J(1; 2% and J°, one nds that J¢ cancels the dom inant
sihgularity In J, while the next-toJeading singularity of J cancels the leading singularity
of J (1; 29.0ne obtains:

2i 2 1
J+J@Q; 29+ J° = Jn(plL

)+ 0 (° Ty . (521)
t (p%L ng) pZL

Taking into acoount the coupling constants and the other m ultiplicative factors, the
potentialV @ resulting from the above contribution becom es:
2IT1 2 4 1 2

m g m
v @ = 22 h—)+0(°mn Y): 522
bt @ mn Rt O ) (522)

This is a spurious O ( 3)~tem , since the potential is known, from other sem irelativistic
calculations, not to possess such a tem . Ik isa twobody e ect and cannot be rem oved by
one-particlke renom alizations. T he origin ofthistem lies In the o -m ass shell extrapola—
tion ofthe Lippm ann Schw inger omula (.19) with the use ofEq. @21). W e actually
also calculated the contribution ofthe three diagram sofF ig. 2 on them ass shell, giving to
the photon a sm allm ass. W e found that the sum ofthe three term sofEq. (©21) vanishes

ptoO ( *I ')) and hence the term (27) is absent from the potential. Iffwe adm it
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that at kading orders on-m ass shelland o -m ass shell calculations should coincide as far
asthe potential is concemed, we nd another jasti cation for rem oving the above tem by
an appropriate renom alization of the Lippm ann Schw nger form ula. T his prescription
am ounts to requiring that the 1=r-tem s in the potential arise sokly from the onephoton
exchange diagram . W e described the corresponding procedure through Egs. {325) to
321 . Choosing to this order

g mim, m ¢
1 1 2 7 @2 m%)]n(mg) ( )

one can cancel, with the aid of V® Eq. §.13)], thetem vV @7 Eq. §22)1:
v@Te v = 0 (5.24)

T herefore, the net e ect of the three diagram s of F ig. 2 can be considered as zero to
order * in the potentialVv @ .
W e next evaluate the contributions of the diagram s of Fig. 3. The corresponding

htegrals are:
4
G@ - —p—+O( ) @=1;2) ; ©25)
2paL t

and their contribution to the potentialV @ is fve recall that there is a symm etry factor
2 at the fourdne vertex]:

1 m? m3 g

vVee = L+ —Hp=+0(°h '): (5.26)
8PL PiL PoL t

In x-space, the potentialV @ takes the om :

1 m m
v @ = _l 2y . 527
PL (plL PoL )1‘2 ’ ( :

and, togetherwith Vv ® Eq. (5.13)], the potentialbecom es to order “:

2m jm , 1 m? m3 *?
S R P 5.28)
P, r Py Pu DPa I

v =vP4+v® =

In summ ary, the constraint diagram has cancelled the dom Inant spurious logarithm ic
singularity of the direct diagram , w hile the rem aining subdom inant logarithm ic singular-
ities have been cancelled am ong the direct and crossed diagram s. Am ong the two types
of diagram wemet in Figs. 2 and 3, it is only the diagram s of the type of Fig. 3 (the
\seagull" diagram s) that have contriuted to the O ( *) e ects.
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Sin ilar calculations can also be repeated wih scalar QED (vector photons). W e
did such caloulations In an arbitrary covariant linear gauge (characterized by a param e-
ter ). The vector nature of the interaction renders the calculations m ore com plicated.
Furthem ore, the constraint diagram has an ultra-violt divergence and necessitates an
approprate subtraction. The nalqualitative results ram ain, however, the sam e as above:
the spurious singularities disappear and the Jeading tem is of order *, with the correct
coe cient as expected from scalar QED spectroscopy [£0; 16] and the B reit ham iltonian
forbosons. W e shall not present the details of these calculations in this article and shall

be content w ith the relatively sin ple case of scalar interactions for the bosonic case.
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6 Scalar and vector interactions w ith ferm ions

W e tum in this section to the calculation of the potentials resulting from one-and two—
sacalar or vector photon exchanges between a ferm ion w ith m assm ; and an antiferm ion

with massm ,. The Interaction lJagrangian densities are
Lst = g ;A 1+ Q! 2); Lyr=-e; A 1+ 0! 2); (61)

respectively, w ith the com m on notation for the coupling constant squared, Eq. $J) and

2

— € . 62)
i
T he ferm ion propagators are:
Si(1) = L S2( p2) = L 63)
1 & S m%+i 7 2\ P2 D m§+i 7

respectively; the scalar photon propagator is given in Egs. $.3), while the vector photon
propagator is, in the linear gauge characterized by a param eter

D k)= ¢ kX ! (6.4)
- k2 kK24 i '
The constraint factorg, Egs. 3.6), 82), 821) and €.11)] is:
g = S1(@E)S2( p2)Ho : (6.5)
)
The potential # @ that results from one scalar photon exchange is:
@Sm - i 6.6)
2Pt

= g'?, when constraint C isused on the extemal particks, Eqgs. (55)], which becom es

In x-space:
¢t = : 6.7
S 2P, r €
For the vector interaction one obtains or¢ ¢ :
e® _ e aq 1 .
v = op. 1 , (g —t )E’ (6.8)
L
which becom es In x-space:
xT xT
¢ = 512 gTT§+ ) (6.9)
L
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Upon com paring this expression wih Eq. ¢€28) hotice that the di erence between ¥
and V. Eq. @©22)] shows up only at third formalorder n ] one identi es the vector
potentialsV,, U, and T, In lowest order:

v, = . U, = 1 — . T, = — : 6.10
2 p.r’ ‘ ¢ 3 p.r’ ‘ 22P. (©10)

In the Feynm an gauge ( = 0) one observes the sin ple relations:
Vy, = Uy ; T, = 0: (611)

The di erence between the tin elike vector potential V, and the spacelike vector po—
tentials U, and T, is that, at each given om al order n , the latter, because of the
multiplicative T -m atrices, contribute to term s that are O ( 2) tin es less In portant than
the contribution of the fom er. T his feature m akes the com putation of the potentials U,
and T, rather tricky, since they contribute only to nonlkading tem s, while V, contributes
to the lading ones. In the present work we shallonly calculate V, . H owever, ifonem akes
the assum ption that relations (6.11) cbtained in lowest order in the Feynm an gauge re—
m ain valid In higher orders, the know ledge 0ofV, w illallow the reconstitution ofthe whole
vector potential In this gauge.

Forthe calculation of ¢ ® we need to calculate the contributions of the three diagram s
ofFig. 2. To thisend, we transform the fem ion propagators by bringing the -m atrices
In the num erators and giving the denom inators a bosonic formm . N otice that the passage
from the direct to the crossed diagram is cbtained by the replacamentp, + k ! pJ  k,
which, In the bosonic denom mnators is equivalent to ( pS + k). W e then cbtain for the

? the fllow ing decom position in tem s of the integrals E15)-GE17):

scalar potential ¥ 1%
|

. 1

o 1 J

S f(z )4 = (1ptm1)( 2p+tm)J+ JE; 2% 4 J°)
L

(1pr+my) ,@ T @ 2%+ 3%
( 2p+my) @ +3J @; 29+ 3%
+ ., J @; 2%+ J°%)

(1p+m)J@; 29 390 29 ,g: 6.12)

T he transverse m atrices T are counted as being of order , since they connect nondom —

nant com ponents of the wave function to the dom Inant one. W e summ arize here the

26



leading contributions in x-space of the integrals of Eq. (6.12) (see AppendicesA and B):

J+J1; 29+3° = o(3mn Y);

1 1
J. — G(l) G(Z) . J- 1: 20 = G(l)+G(2) .
L 2PL( )I L(I ) 2PL( )I
Tt JTWw 29+ 3% =0(’mn Ny,
T+ 3T 2%+ 3% =0(’n M) ;
L L0 T @ 29+3%)=0(*n N);

(1pr+m)J@; 2% 139@; 29 ,g=0(*m Y):
(©.13)

The rst relation above is understood in the sense of Eq. (624). The expressions of G )
and G ® are given in Egs. ($25).

A fter replacing the m atrices ;, and ,; by their elgenvalies +1 and 1, respec—
tively, with respect to the dom inant com ponent of the wave function and m aking the

approxin ationsm; Ppi.,M, o, One nally obtains:

4
1
v = g o= 6.14)

which, In x-space, is equivalent to:

¢.? = : 615
s 2P 212 ©.15)

T he scalar potential is then, up to two-photon exchanges:

2
(6.16)

_ @) Q) _ .
¥ = ¥ + V¥ = 2PLr+ g "
L

For the vector potential one has to add the -m atrices at the vertices. For the direct
and oconstraint diagram s one obtains expressions having the follow ing structure: 1:
[ 1 1:,, where the quantity [ ] is the corresponding expression cbtained In the scalar
Interaction case. For the crossed diagram the stucture is: 1 , [ ] 1 ,,wih [ ]
representing the corresponding expression of the scalar case. The Interchange of the
m atrices , and , brings in new tem s, which, however, tum out tobe oforder *h !
com pared to the right-hand side ofEq. (6.IJ). Therefore, to order * in the potential,
the contribution of the three diagram s can be ocbtained from the right-hand side of Eqg.
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{6.12) with the globalsubstitution 1:, [ ] 1: . and the cancellationsm et In the scalar
case operate again. At leading order, one nds for the tin elke vector potential:

2) et 1
v, = 1L 2L Fpr:t ; (6.17)
or, In x-space: ,
@V(Z) = 1L 2L@ : (6.18)
T he tin elike vector potential is then, up to two-photon exchanges:
1 2) z
%= BT = n i) (6.19)

Tt can be shown R9] that when the two-photon exchange contrbution 6.18) is added
to the com plete onephoton exchange contrbution 6.10)-%.11) and the nonrelativistic
transform ation that is equivalent to the passage from the Feynm an gauge to the Coulomb
gauge, one dbtains the B reit ham iltonian 4] which is known to yield the correct bound
state spectrum to order “. This is also an indication that no other O ( *)-tem s should
arise from higher order diagram s. (Veri cation of correct O ( *)-tem s w ith Todorov’s
electrom agnetic potential was presented in Ref. [3].)

Resul (6.15) wasalso shown [9]to contain the correct retardation e ects, calculated
in Refs. [44,47]1by di emt m ethods.

In summ ary, the sam e type of cancellations as for the bosonic case has occurred for
the ferm ions, despite the fact that the tensor structure of the Feynm an diagram s ism ore
com plicated. The tem s that contrbute to the lading P ( 4)] e ects are those com ng
from the longitudinal com ponents of the vector ntegrals J . In these integrals, the linear
contribution of the longiudinal com ponent of the photon m om entum of the num erator
cancels the dom nant contrbution of one of the bosonic denom inators of the ferm ion
propagators and transfom s the whole integral into a G type integral $.15). A llhappens
as if the femm ions had e ective interactions of the type of F ig. 3.
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7 Cancellations w ith constraint diagram s

T he fact that the two-photon exchange diagram s globally produce in leading order ( *),
both for the bosonic and fermm ionic cases, Jocalpotentials w ith the correct coe cients, as
com pared to the bound state spectrum analysis to order 1=¢?, suggests that such a result
m ight also hold w ith n-photon exchange ( > 2) diagram s; In this case, we should expect
to have a Jocalpotentialproportionalto ( =r)". It is, however, not possible to show such a
result In a rigorousw ay, because ofthe com plexity ofthe n-photon exchange diagram s. For
this reason, it is necessary to device an approxin ation schem e that takes into acoount the
properties of the bound state we are considering, as well as the cancellation m echanisn s
present in the two-photon exchange cases.

T he kinem atic dom ain of the bound state is characterized by the fact that the trans-
verse m om enta of the extemal particles are dam ped, by an O ( )-factor, w ith respect to
the ongiudinalm om enta and the m asses. A Iso, the factor 1=r? of the tw o-photon ex—
change potentials represents In m om entum space the three-dim ensional convolution (up
to multiplicative coe cients) of the two photon propagators, n which the longiudinal
m om entum squared, k?, has been neglected; this m eans that the entire o -dependence
of the potential (@t leading order) com es from the photons and not from the fem ions.
Finall, the expressions of the potentials we cbtained are independent of the o -m ass
shell condition in posed on the bosons and the ferm ions (ie., do not depend on P m?
orp; m3).

Tt isthen naturalto assum e that, in quantities that are expected to be globally free of
Infra-red singularties, the above properties also re ect them selves in the intermal boson
or farm jon propagators. W e shall therefore consider the approxin ation that consists in
linearizing w ith respect to the intemal photon m om enta the inverse boson propagators
and In neglecting iIn them the m om entum transfer, aswell as o -m ass shell tem s. O ne

then obtains for the boson propagators the expressions:

i i
G kK)! —————; Gaf+k) ' ———;
1 @1 ) 2ok + 1 ; 2 ©2 ) 2ok + 1 ;
Gi( ¢l m'——i——- G,( py+ k)’ - (71)
! 2ork+ i’ 2 2k + i

T his approxin ation can be considered as a variant of the eikonal approxin ation 33,

26, 35] adapted to the bound state probkm . Here, one expects for the com ponents of k
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the orders of m agnitude
X3 ki= 00(): (72)

B ctually, %, jw illcom e out ofthe orderofO ( ?).] Ifthe propagators (7.1) werem ultiplied
by regular tem s, we could inm ediately neglect in them p' k', but in m any cases the
m ultiplicative tem s are singular and such an approxin ation would be m iskading before
the isolation of the singularities. F inally, because of the on-m ass shell treatm ent of the
boson or ferm ion propagators in approxin ations {7.3), the photon should be given a sm all
m ass to prevent infra-red divergences from occurring at intermm ediary stages.

Tt can be checked by direct calculation that approxin ations (7.1) yield the correct

results 627, (6.15) and (6.18). This can also be checked from the results that we shall
obtain for the general case of n-photon exchanges.

W e shall show in this section that all types of diagram that have constraint diagram
counterparts are globally cancelled by the latter In leading order of our approxin ations.
Themahn mula we use is a generalization of an dentiy already used In the eikonal
approxin ation (cf. Ref. P§], Appendix, and Ref. PQ], pp. 116-117). Let (@ ;o; e

bea st of (n+ 1) num bers; it can be devided into (n+ 1) independent subsets ofn num bers,

where In each subsest one ofthe ¢’s (i= 1; ;n+ 1) ism issing. W e have the dentity:
| 0 1
xlx h i g1l 1
A E+ Nt D 4o + he = o & P (03
i= 1 pem “ =1 =1
where (&;3; Oyds a pemmutation of the subset of n numbers (©;%, 1141,
I'l+lp)'

Let us consider In the bosonic case an (0 + 1)-photon exchange diagram ofthe type of
Fig. 4, which generalizes those ofF ig. 2. W e denote by ki ; as kthem om enta carried
by the photons; forde nitenesswe num ber them according to their departure point on the
line ofboson 1, from the kft to the right. To take Into acocount m om entum conservation,
the factor @ )* * (P 2"'k; Q@ must be included in the corresponding integral. Since
g = 0, we have g 2" 'ky = 0; but according to the approxin ations (7.1) we m ay also
neglct ¢ in the boson propagators; hence, we have there the approxin ation

&t 1
ki = 0: (7.4)
=1
T he total num ber of the diagram s considered above is (h + 1)!. In a given diagram we

have n propagators of boson 1 and n propagators of boson 2; only n photon m om enta
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appear on each of the boson lines (out not the sam e in general). The n + 1) ! diagram s
can be divided into (n + 1) sets, where In each set we have n! pem utations of boson 2
propagators containing the sam e set of n photon mom enta. W ith approxim ations (7.1),
the sum of all these propagators has the structure of the keft-hand side ofEq. (7.3), with
= @pyki+ 1 );hence, we cbtain the factor

13@—1
@Crokit+ 1)

I; : (7.5)
@Cpyks+ 1)

=1

I2;n+ 1 =

Using Eq. {/4), we can rew rite I, ; In the fom :

xn
@Cpoki+ 1) !
I =1 ! + P !
T 2o ket 1 L 2Dkt d
(2p2 kj + 1 ) P2 Kn+1 1 i=1 P2 Ky 1
=1 '
I ! + ! 21 z(n 2p, ki) I
= I, P , P - = i ki) Ly
“ 120Kkt 1 12 kit i =1 " ’
(7.6)
R epetition of the above operation on I, Ly 1, €tc., yields the nalresult:
. n >(n
Lnavr = (21) Cpk) @p:k+ k) 2€p ky) : (7.7)

=1

The —functions can then be used, upon integrations on the ki ’s, In the boson 1
propagators. D enoting by J®*) the total contribution of the above diagram s (w ithout
the coupling constants and other m ultiplicative coe cients), we cbtain:

. Z 1 31T 1
in v Pk 1 Xt
gy = S, @)V 70 ko a)
2p, oy @) +1i) 1
1 1 1
(207 kT +1) ( 2p7:(f +k5)+1) (2p°: L,k +i)’

(7.8)

where is a snallmass given to the photon, to avoid Infra-red divergence. A Iso, the
—functions {7.7) yield for the k. ~tem s orders ofm agnitude of O ( *), which accounts for
their om ission in front ofO ( ?)-tem s in approxin ations (7.1) and in photon propagators.
On the other hand, we should also take into account the contributions of constraint

diagram s that are associated w ith the diagram s considered above. From the general
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formula @J) we obtain for the potential corresponding to n + 1 photon exchanges the
expansion :

X X
@(n+l) _ 'P(n+l)+ -P(rl)gorfe(rz)go -P(rp)go?(rpu) ; n 1; 1;

p=1 n+ +g 1=n+1

(7.9)
where, In the generic term ofthe sum , the constraint factor g, appearsp tin es. A typical
diagram , where p= 2, isshown in Fig. 5. The constraint diagram s corresponding to the
diagram s ofthe type ofF . 4 are those orwhich theam plitudes®® nEq. {(.9) arcalo
of the sam e type, w ith r; exchanged photons. Now the longiudinalm om entum transfer
betw een the extemalparticles and a constraint factor orbetween tw o sucoessive constraint
factors is zero; furthem ore, according to approxin ations (7.1), we can also neglect trans-
verse mom entum transfers In the bosonic propagators between extemal particlkes and
constraint factors and between two successive constraint factors. Hence, for the partial
amplitudes ™) (r; 2) mEq. {7.9) we obtain integrals J *) that have the sam e structure
asihn Eq. (78),with n replaced by r; 1, exoept for the factor 2 )° ? which is relative
to the whole diagram . N ext, the constraint factor g, provides the coe cient 21 )=@P 1)
multiplied by the boson propagator contrbution 1=( 2p° . ET KT+ i), and s
forth. Therefore, the constraint diagram s yield globally the sam e expressions as J ©* 1

Eqg. (71.8)], except for a sign factor equalto ( 1)P if g, occurs p tin es in the expansion
7.9) . M oreover, the p factors g, m ay appear in S di erent con gurations. The total
contribution of diagram s of the type ofF ig. 4 and of their associated constraint diagram s
is then proportional to

Xn

J(n+ 1) 1+ ( 1)p g - (1 1)n+l — 0; n 1: (7.10)
p=1

T his result generalizes the one obtained in the twophoton exchange case.

W ith diagram s involving m ore than tw o-photon exchanges, we can m est con gurations
that are m xtures of diagram s of the types of F ig. 4 and of generalizations ofFig. 3. In
this case the pem utational procedure on a given line should be applied to those parts
of the diagram s for which the m om entum con guration on the other line is unchanged.
Furthem ore, to show the cancellation m echanisn by constraint diagram s, not all propa—
gators need be pem uted; it is su cient to focus attention on those propagators that do
not corresoond to the basis of a seagull diagram (of the type of Fig. 3), since it is only
these that m ay have constraint diagram counterparts. A sin ple exam ple illustrates this
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situation. Let us consider the six diagram s of Fig. 6. W e apply on lne 2 the pem uta—
tionalm ethod for the st two diagram s [@) and ()]. The resul isa -function which
yields the constraint diagram (@) of Fig. 7 with an opposite sign and hence a mutual
cancellation occurs. Sim ilarly, graphs (c) and (d) ofF ig. 6 are cancelled by the constraint
graph () ofFig. 7.

The application of the pem utations on lne 2 In diagrams ) and (f) of Fig. 6
yields also a -function, but the resulting expression does not have a constraint diagram
counterpart. It is proportionalto:

1 1
@ k) , — : (7.11)
? bk t+1 Pk + kp)+ 1

A fter an iIntegration w ith respect to k,;, this expression becom es proportional to:
!

1 1 1

12
PPk  puky Pk +i Pirkin P k[ Prpt ki=py + 1 (742)
F nally, by m aking in the second tem the changes of variable
T T T T
p k p k
kip ! ki = ki + Py 27 ka! ki =ky Py 2 ; (713)
PirPon PirPon

the whole integral becom es proportional to:

1 1

— D (i, + KD K3, + k3°) D k% + kD k§ + k5P
PP ¥y ( pnkie P ki+1i) 1L L 3L 3 1L 1 3L, 3

(7.14)

W ith the use of assum ptions (74), the di erence of the two tem s inside the brackets
yields a non—-leading tem that can be neglected. T herefore, the six diagram s of Fig. 6
are cancelled, at leading order, by the two constraint diagram s of F ig. 7.

T hisresult can be generalized to m ore com plicated diagram s. U se ofthe pemm utational
procedure on a given lne produces a certain number of —functions, but only a am aller
num ber of them survives at leading order; these are precisely those which appear in the
constraint diagram s and are cancelled by them .

W e thus end up with the conclusion that the only diagram s that survive (at leading
order) for the calculation ofthe potential n the bosonic case are those which do not have
constraint diagram counterparts. These are generalizations of the diagram s of Fig. 3,

som e exam ples of which are presented in Figs. 8 and 9.
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T he above study can also be applied to the ferm ionic case. Forthe ferm ion propagators

we use the approxin ations:

i
S k)" — + m k ;
1@ 1) 2ok + i [( 1wPin 1) wkin];
i
So( 2t kp))" ———— [( 2P + M) ko] e (7.15)
2p2:k2+ 1

In the num erators we have neglected the transverse m om enta p© and kiT (out not in the
denom nators); in products of two farm ion propagators we neglect In the num erator the

quadratic term s k? (ofthe same k;, ). It can be checked that approxin ations (7.15) yield
the correct results (6.15) and (6.18) of the two-photon exchange case.

W ith ferm ions, we have only diagram s of the type of F ig. 4, but the presence of the
ki, ’s In the num erators of their propagators gives rise to a situation that is very sim ilar
to that ofthe bosons. The productsof (n 1) pairs of ferm ion propagators (for n-photon
diagram s) can be decom posed Into three types of term s. The 1st type of term does not
contaln any ki, In the num erator. It behaves as in the bosonic case w ith diagram s of
the type of F ig. 4 and Jeads to an expression that is proportionalto J® Eq. {8)]and
is cancelled by the corresponding constraint diagram contributions. In the second type
of term s som e of the ki, ’s (out not all) appear in the num erator. T he analysis of these
termm s is sin ilar to that of the m ixtures of diagram s of the types ofFig. 3 and Fig. 4 we
considered in the bosonic case (put with the additional possibility of having m ore than
tw o photons at the e ective seagullvertices) and their contributions are again cancelled by
corresoonding contributions of constraint diagram s. In the third type of tem s products
of m 1) Independent combinations of the ki s appear in the num erator. These do
not have constraint diagram counterparts, since there kg, = 0 1= 1; ;n). Therefore,
these tem s are the only surviving parts of the above diagram s for the calculation of the
potential.

34



8 The potential in the bosonic case

W e calculate in this section the scalar potential for twodoson system s. A coording to the
analysis of Sec. 7 the diagram s that contribute in higher orders are those of the types
of Figs. 8 and 9. The diagram s of Fig. 8 correspond to an odd num ber of exchanged
photons, whik those ofFig. 9 to an even num ber of exchanged photons.
W e begin by considering diagram s of the type of Fig. 8. Let @n + 1), wih n

1, be the number of exchanged photons. The total number of such diagram s is @ +
'+ 1)!. We denote by ki;ks; nde the momenta carried by the photons, and
for de niteness we number them starting from the photon that leaves the boson line
1, and then follow continuously the other photons. A globalm om entum conservation
factor, @ )* ¢ (P 1k @), must also be put in the integrals corresponding to these
diagram s. The di erent diagram s involve pem utations of the boson m om enta, which
concem, however, independent sets on line 1 and line 2, respectively. Thus, according
to our numbering of photon lines, the set of intemal m om enta appearing on line 1 is
Kki;ks + ks; o Koni 1), whilk the set of intemal m om enta appearing on lne 2 is

Kk, + koks + ky; ondE + Kop Kony 1) . Furthem ore, each set satis es the equation:

2p+1
kjL = 0: (8 -l)

=1
Since the integrals we are now calculating are of the regqular type, we can, from the
start, neglect the transverse m om enta ki in the boson propagators (however, this is not
com pulsory for the ollow ing calculations) . A pplication of the pem utation om ulas (.3)
and {7.5)-7.}) fr the ongiudinal m om enta independently on lines 1 and 2 yields for
the boson propagators the result (notice that formulas 7.5)—(7.}) applied on line 1 with

propagators of the type ( 2p; kio+ i) stillproduce ( 2i )-factors):
@) 1 1 ¥

Loy = (21)™ ) i 82)
ot @p1L)" @pa )" o, i

and the corresponding potential becom es:

i 1 1
V4 2n+ 1) — ( 2]IT1 g) ( 2JIT1 g) ( 2jg2)2ni2ni2n+ 1 ( i)2n
2Py, ' ? ' @p1L)" @ )”
- @Y e X )i 83)

@ )P &i*+1i)

=1
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yielding in x-space:
v @n+1) _ 4m 1m 2 1 _ it . (8 4)
2Py, uwpa)" r ’ )

N otice that this form ula is also applicable to the case of onephoton exchange Eq. (6.13)],

for which it provides the exact resul.

W e next consider the diagram s of Fig. 9, with @n + 2) exchanged photons (n = 0).
Here, we have to distinguish between the two types of diagram , according to whether the
photon lines begin and end on line 1 Fig. 9a) or on line 2 Fig.9b). W e designate by
v B en+2) gnd v @ en+2) the corresponding potentials, respectively. Letus, Hrde niteness,
consider the diagram s of the st type EFig. 9a). The number of such diagram s is
% n+ 2)!h+ 1)!, where the factor 1/2 com es from the existing sym m etry w ith respect to

xed positions of starting and ending photon lines. T he ram aining part of the calculation
paralels that of @n + 1) exchanged photons. W e have on lne 1 the st of h + 2)
Independent intemal m om enta (k;;k, + Kk3; ond Kony1/Kont2) and on line 2 the sst
of h + 1) ndependent mom enta (k; + kyks + Kyg; o + kony o), each satisfying Eq.
8.0) wih 2n + 1 replaced by 2n + 2). Since the pem utational procedure necessitates
(n + 2)!pemutations on Ilne 1 and ( + 1)!pem utations on lne 2, we have to put the
com binatorial factor 1/2 in front ofthe nalresult. W e nd:

i 1 1 1
v 1) @n+2) _ ( 2im 1g)2 ( 2ig2)2n+ 1i2r1+ 1i2n+ 2 ( i)2r1+ 1=
2P, \ 2 @pi )" Qpu )"
Z 29+ 2 d3k:ir 1 . 2p+2

33 T .
RACEES CyYC kX q);

=1

8.5)

yielding in x-space:

|
2 * 2n+ 2
v @ en+2) _ 4m 7P,

t) P
4Py, BinPor ¥

(8.6)

v @ent2 s obtained from Eq. §.6) with the exchanges 1 $ 2.
C ollecting all the contributions calculated above, we obtain for the totalpotential:

2m 1m - ® n
v = — —
Py r oo PinPor
!2 !2n
+ (IanZL+m§p1L) b . 8.7)
P Y pnpar n=0 PinPor T ’
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which on sum m ation becom es:

— 1 p—)°
P, r P P, r PiLPor ¥ PiLPor ¥

8.8)

2 2
v = 2m1m2_+ m P + M 5P 2m1m2_

T his expression can be further sinpli ed. W e used for the evaluation of higher order
diagram s approxin ations where we neglected (In the regular expressions) the transverse
m om enta of the extemal partickes (@s they contrbute to nonlading tem s). This is
equivalent to using the static lin it in these diagram s. T herefore we are entitled to use the
equations ofm otion :n the static lim it In the corresponding expressions to elin nate energy
factors in termm s of the m asses and energy independent potentials. U sing the equations of
m otion £.13)-{2.1b) in the static lim it ' = 0) with V given by Eq. 8.8), we can, after
a v algebraic m anijpulations, reexpress the second piece of V. which involves higher
order termm s only) in tem s of sin pler quantities. The nalresult forVv is:

V _ Mlmz + 2 (89)
P, r r*° )

PotentialV above has the sam e structure as the scalar potential proposed by C rater
and Van A Istine 7] on the basis of an extension of the m inin al substitution rules intro—
duced by Todorov [[(Q], who identi ed the two-particle m otion in the cm . fram e to that
ofa ctitious particle w ith reduced m ass and energy de ned, regpectively, as:

mm _ 1
Mg = S, B = @2+ = —@° ml omd); ©10)
PL 2PL

wherelf Eq. 323)]is the m assshell invariant relative m om entum squared, correspond-
hgtothecm . totalenergyp§= P; . tcan be checked, afterrew riting the K ein G ordon
operatorH , Eq. €11)]in the om

Ho = E* mi +p'?; 8.11)

that potential 6.9) is generated in the wave equations €.1a)-@.1b) by the substitution:

mi ! @y +S); 812)

wih S = =r.
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9 The potential in the ferm ionic case

W e tum In this section to the calculation of the scalar and tim elike vector potentials
relative to ferm ion-antiferm ion system s. T he ferm ion propagators are considered In ap—
proxin ations {7.15). A coording to the analysis, at the end of Sec. 7, ofn-photon exchange
diagram s, the only surviving tem s, at lkeading order, are those containing in the num er-
atorproducts of m 1) indgpendent com binations of the longitudinal photon m om enta
Kir, . These arise from pairs of ferm ion and antiferm ion propagators containing in their
num erator one ki, . The pem utational procedure already used in other instances pro-—
duces -functions which allow each k; to cancel the denom inator of the corresponding
ferm jon propagator that did not participate in the pem utational operation. H ence, there
rem ains at the end the convolution ofn photon propagators. T he com binatorial analysis
ismuch simpli ed if we use these cancellations W ith the approprate coe cients) prior
to the pem utational procedure.

In a diagram w ith n exchanged photons  ig. 4) we have several possibilities to choose
the b 1) ndependent com binations ofky, ’s. Considering for de nieness line 1, we can
keep the n 1) ky factors in the num erators of the propagators; then we have to ram ove
the m 1) ki, factors from the num erators of the propagators of lne 2. W e can also
keesp b 2) ky, factorson line 1 and keep one ki, on line 2, the choice of the latter being
com pktely xed by the com plem entarity condition to the v 2) ki, ‘'sofline 1: the set of
the n 1) ki, 'sglobally kept must always form an independent set of vectors. In general,
we have the possibility of keeping p ki, s on line 1 and the complementary m 1  p)
kir, 'son lne 2.

Let then p be the num ber of ki, 's kept on line 1. This choice can bem ade in n P 1
di erent ways; however, no freedom is keft forthe choice ofthesstof (n 1 p) com plem en—
tary ki, 'son line 2. D uring the pem utational procedure, we need (o+ 1) !pem utationsto
obtain p —functions on line 2 from the propagators not having ki, ’s in their num erator;
sin ilarly, we need (n  p)! pem utations to produce n p 1) -—functions on lne 1.
Taking into account the totalnum ber of diagram sw ith n exchanged photons, which isn,
we obtain the com binatorial factor relative to the above pem utational procedure:

X' no1 n! @n)!
Cn = P = F( 0 1); n21) = ————; ©d)
=0 e+ 1! p)! O+ 1)n!

where F (a;b;c;z) is the hypergeom etric fiinction f8], the value of which, orz = 1, is
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known In temm s of —functions.
A fterm aking the approxin ations ( ;P +m 1)’ 2pp and ( oot M) 7 2001, the
integrations on the ky;, 's produce the global factor (( 2i )=@P;))" ! . T he corresponding

potential becom es, in the scalar interaction case:

gl = L (agmpenyp 170G
T 2% 2P, Q+ 1)n!
. ey K g ©2)
: ;A
e @ )P &P+ 1) o j
yielding in x-space:
n 2n)! n
Vs() _ @n) 03

n+ 1)h! 2P, r

This expression is also valid for the onephoton exchange case Eq. (6.7)], or which it

provides the exact result. T he two-photon exchange result Eq. (6.15) is also reproduced.
T he total scalar potential becom es:

e 1 ql 2
2on)! n +
¥ = ( ° en) = g © 4)
s M+ 1)h! 2P, r 1+ 14 2
Prr

It satis es the inequality @20), and hence param etrizations @ 22) and @26) can be

used. O ne obtains:

@s = tanth H
1 2

Vi= ~h 1+ ©5)
4 P.,r

T he tim elike vector potential is obtained from the scalar one, by m ultiplying, foran n—
photon exchange diagram , @S(n) by ( 1)" ( 11 21)",the factor 1 com ng from the vector
photon propagator and the factor 11 2, from the vertices. Replacing (n 1) factors

11, o1, by theireigenvalue 1 at kading order, we end up w ith the global factor 11, o1,
w ith respect to %" . W e thus nd:

en)! n
¢ = ; 9.6
v n+ 1)mh! 2P.r 7 ©6)

kading for the total potential to the expression:

1 2
Y = 1L ZL@—qil lip;rA : 9.7)
+ +
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In tem s of param etrizations @23) and @ 26) we have:

WV = tanh (11 21 V2) 5
1 2
4 P.r

If we adopt for the electrom agnetic potential the hypothesis that in the Feynm an
gauge relations §.11), cbtained in Jowest order, rem ain also valid in higher orders, we can
reconstitute the entire potential:

1 2
V2:U4: Z]n 1+ H T4: O;

@V = tanh ( 1+ 2V2) . (9.9)

T his potential is the ferm ionic generalization of Todorov’s potential [10], obtained :n

two spin-0 particle system s from Egs. (8.10) and @.11) with the substitution rule
E° 1 €+ Vo) (9.10)

where Vo = =r. Indeed, ifwe go back to Eq. ©28), which essentially represents the
squared twobody D irac equation, and replace there the potentialsV,, U, and T4 by their
expressions (9.9), we nd that in the classical part of this equation the electrom agnetic
interaction is introduced w ith the substitution rule @.I0).

A s to the scalar potential, it does not correspond in its form  ©.4)-0©.5) to the substi-
tution rule @.14), but can be m ade com patble with it if n the higher order tem s the
classical static equations of m otion are used, as in the bosonic case Eq. 6.9)]. To this
end, kt us replace V; by its expression (9.3) in Eq. €28) and retain in the Jatter the
classical static (and spin independent) part @' = 0):

2 2 242 2 2 242
P + 7 m3) M~ gy, @7 mz)e4V1

e 0; 911
4 4p 2 4 4M 2 ( )

from which we deduce the relation

P, MVt 9.12)

to be used in higher order tem s. Equation ©11) can also be rew ritten in the fom :

P2 mZ m2)2 l 4V
M? 4 4
e Vig e V12 g 913)
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U sing In the last tem , which concems higher order tem s than the rst, Eq. @J4) Porthe
factorM 2eV1 we nd:

P m? m3)? 1 ., ,. 2mm,
—t — - +m
4 4p 2 2(ml 2) =

S + s? 0; (944)

where S isde ned as:

r

The Interaction dependent part in Eq. (9.14) has the same form as in the bosonic case
Eqg. @:9) ], after a sin ilar procedure was used there, and corresponds to the substiution
ke €132).

T hisagreem ent can be considered asa consistency chedk forourapproxin ation schem e,
applied to bosons and fem ions w ith di erent diagramm atic structures. A s one would
naturally expect, the classical parts ofthe corresponding e ective interactions do coincide.

Adopting Eq. (9.14) asthe nalfom ofthe classical part of the e ective interaction,
one can reconstruct the new expression of V; through the identi cation of the classical
static part ofEq. 228) with Eq. {9.14). One nds:

1 2m {m 3 2m {m 3
V, = - — m2+ 125492 "y g2y tl2g, g2 7 ; (9.16)
M ! P 2
L

NI

wih S de ned in Eq. ©.15).

The results ocbtained thus far can be generalized to include the case of a m xture
of scalar and vector Interactions. The calculations can be repeated as above, w ith the
di erence that every scalar photon propagator (of the scalar Interaction case) is now
replaced by an e ective propagator that is the sum of the scalar and vector propagators
(ihcluding the couplings at the vertices):

gDs ! oD+ € 1 2Dy = 9.17)

It is this sum which is factorized in the Feynm an diagram integrals, while the fermm ion
propagator part rem ains una ected. Conceming the detemm ination of the tensor nature
of the interference tem s, the approxin ations utilized In the ferm ionic case (n particular,
the replacam ents in several places of the m atrix products 1 ,;, by 1) do not leave
enough predictivity about this question. Ik tums out, however, that the analysis of the
sam e problem in the bosonic case ism ore predictive and suggestive of the representation
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of the interference temm s by e ective scalar Interactions. W e shall adopt this property
also for the ferm ionic case.
W hen the summ ation is done w ith the e ective propagator @I17), the pure vector
potential, which has the form (9.71)-(9.8), can be isolated from the total potential and
11 or rolaced n the rest by 1. The resuk is:

¥ =tanh (Vi + 11 21V2) ;
1 2
VZ:Z]n(l+_VO); Vo = —
ot 1 t
1 55 0
V= -mnéi A ,; 5= —; °=i: (9.18)
4 l+—V0 r 4

Pr

Including then the spacelike potentials U, and T, w ith the hypothesis ©.9), we obtain:

¢ =tanh (Vi + 11 Vot ;:,U4);
U,=V, = l]n 1+ 2V : (9.19)
1T Ty p, °

W e again can transform the scalar potentialw ith the aid of the classical static equa—

tions of motion, as in Egs. (9.11)-(9.16). W e end up with the ollow ing expression of
Vl:

(@]

1 1 2m m 3
Vl_ _h%—q: l(l+ _VO) = 28"'82
2 M 1+ PLVO L Py
L
1
2m 1m 3 0
+ mil+ —Vo)+ ——25+8%2 K; Vo=—; s= —;
1, P r r
(920)

with V, and U, given by Egs. (9.19). The classical parts of the above potentials satisfy

Todorov’sm inin al substitution rules [10], de ned in Egs. ©.10)-@.11), 8.12) and ®.10).
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10 Reconstitution of the Bethe Salpeter wave
function

In this section we shall reconstitute, in the ferm onic case, the Bethe-Salpeter wave func—
tion in the fram ew ork ofthe local approxin ation that we used throughout thiswork. The
exact reconstitution form ul isgiven by Eq. @.1I7%), where in the kft argum ent of the rst
T the constraint £.8) isnot used. A  rst approxin ation consists in replacing the factor
T(@1 gT)"' bypotential® Eqg. 3.19)]in which, however, p, is no longer subm itted to
the constraint @.§). This is easily done by kaving, in the expression ¥ (t;P; ), calculated
in the Jocal approxin ation, the part f oft= ¢ + g'?) asa free variabk, not xed at its
zero value. Moreprecisely, ¢ = pr pPP=pr  @? m3)=(@P.),wherep] actson the
right on € and hence is subm itted to the constraint £.8). W e therefore cbtain:

2p, °

d30I' 2 2
©) = S:01S: ( P2~ P ¢ oy m3)

2 T T2, e @y .
B N PR S S

(10.1Q)

A further approxin ation can be in posed by neglecting altogether the o dependence
of ¢ n Eq. (10.1). In this case the wave equation (320), togetherw ith Eq. (6.3), can be

used and one cbtains:
1

2P
= S]_Sz IL S]_SzHO € . (10.2)
1 o)

T he relative Iongitudinalm om entum isnow contained only in the two propagators S; and

S,. Fomuls @0d) or 02) can be used In the caloulations of transition am plitudes,
form factors and decay coupling constants.

O fparticular interest is the expression of the Bethe Salpeter wave function at the
zero value of the relative longiudinal coordinate [t enters in the calculation of decay

coupling constants]: ;
dpr,
2

A dopting approxin ation {104), integration on p;, concems only the propagators S; and

&, = 0) = o) : 10.3)

S,.0ne nds:

Z .

dpr, 1 Pin | Pa
—S S = + m + m — + —
5 1©1)S ( p2) . H, (191 D 29 2) E, E,

1 1
E; E

Hy oo (1Ppr+my)+ 10 ( 2P+ my)
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b gH, 24 P ; (10 4)

E; E, co

where E; and E, are de ned as
p'?; (10.5)

and constraint @.8) is applied in the right-hand side fp;;, and p,;, are given by Eqgs. 2.9)]

In the fram ework of local potential approxin ation, we can replace the nonlocal op—
erators E, and E, by the eigenvalues pi;, and p,r,, respectively Eqgs. €.9)]. Equations
(102)-f10°4) then yield:

1 1 1
x, = 0;x7) 1 = — — o (2P my)+ i (11 my)
2 piu PoL
1 e T
+ 1 2LH—( 101 mi)( 2P myp) x") : (10.6)
0
A fter the use of the wave equations £.13a)-2.13b), Eq. (10.6) becom es:
T 1 1
&, =0;x)= 1+ 11 V¥V - — — oo (1P +moq)
2 puL Por
+ o (2Pt my) ¥ OCKY) : 10.7)

F inally, using param etrization (£22) and the wave function transform ation € 23) one

obtains:
1 1 1
&, = 0;x7)= e 1L aV - = = o (191 + my)
2 piL Por,
+ 1 ( 2P+t my) snhV &) ; (10.8)

where isnom alized accordingtoEq. @24) andV isofthetype £.26) and isa function

ofx? and Py .
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11 Conclusion

Constraint theory, applied to two-particle system s, provides a natural basis for a m ani-
festly covardiant three-din ensional reduction of the Bethe Salpeter equation. The two—
body potentialis related, as In the quasipotential approadh, to the o -m ass shell scattering
am plitude by m eans of a Lippm ann Schw Inger type equation and is calculabl In temm s
ofFeynm an diagram s. P erturbation theory is reorganized w ith the presence of \constraint
diagram s" that appear in the course of the three-din ensional reduction process.

T he twophoton exchange diagram s (for scalar iInteractions or vector Interactions con—
sidered In the Feynm an gauge) are globally free of sourious Infrared singularities and yield
at leading order local potentials proportionalto ( =r)?, where r is the three-din ensional
relative distance In the cm . fram e; these, together w ith the onephoton exchange con-—
trdbution, produce the correct bound state spectra to order *. The n-photon exchange
diagram contributions were evaluated in an approxin ation schem e that is a varant ofthe
eikonal approxin ation adapted to the bound state problam ; the Jatter produce at lrading
order local potentials proportionalto ( =r)". T he series of leading order potentials were
sum m ed, producing total potentials that are fnctions of r and of the cm . total energy.
T he potentials calculated for vector and scalar Interactions are equivalent, for their classi-
calparts, to those obtained by Todorov flQ] and C rater and Van A Istine P7] on the basis
ofm in In al substitution rules.

In sum m Ing the series of lkading order potentials, am biguitiesm ight arise from possble
Incorporation or om ission of nonlkading tem s. A crucial restriction inmposed on such
am biguities com es from an inequality [ 20)] that should satisfy the ferm jonic potential
In order to ensure the positivity ofthe nom ofthewave function. T he potentials cbtained
In this work do satisfy the above Inequality and hence do not lead to spurdous violations
of the positivity of the nom .

A notherquestion that arises concems the utility ofthe potential form alism itself forthe
evaluation ofthe bound state soectrum : would not the scattering am plitude, calculated in
the eikonal approxin ation, provide the bound state spectrum through the determm nation
ofthe positions of itspoles? T he accuracy ofthe evaluation ofthe potential in the present
work goesbeyond that ofthe conventional ekonalapproxin ation . Forthebosonic case for
Instance, the Jatter sum s diagram s of the type ofFig. 4. From the potential theory view —
point, the net e ect of the contribution of such diagram s is equivalent to the onephoton
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exchange contribution ¢'ig. 1). It is the summ ation of the chains of seagull diagram s of
the types ofF igs. 3,8 and 9, not taken Into account in conventionaleikonal approxin ation,
that provides the genuine m ultiphoton-exchange contributions to the potential. Sin ilarly,
In the ferm ionic case, the contrdbutions isolated In the present work for the evaluation
of the potential are not considered In conventional eikonal approxin ation; fiithem ore,
the latter would produce a soin independent bound state spectrum . O n the other hand,
the potential evaluated above is rein pcted into relativistic wave equations that take into
acoount m ore accurately soin dependent e ects. W e conclude that potential formm alian is
necessary for a detailed probe of the relativistic bound state spectrum .

T he generality ofthe sum m ation m ethod, n which the photon propagators, except for
the counting rules, do not play any active role, leaves open the possibility ofextending the
above calculations to other types of interaction, lke those corresoonding to the exchanges
of m assive particles or those corresoonding to e ective con ning interactions. A nother
dom ain of application m ight concem the study of the gauge dependence problem of the
electrom agnetic twobody potential.

T he fact that the constraint theory wave equations can be reduced to a single Pauli-
Schrodinger type equation 23], provides the com plkm entary basis for their sin ple appli-
cability to relativistic bound state problam s.

46



A Calculation of the scalar integrals

In this appendix we calculate the scalar ntegralsde ned .n Egs. 6.I5)-@I7) . They have
already been evaluated in the literature {42, 43], but generally on the m ass shell, with a
an allm ass given to the photon. Slhcewe are using an o -m ass shell form alism , we present
here som e details of the calculations. D e nitions of variables and approxin ations were
Introduced at the begihning of Sec. 5, whilke the counting rules of the orders ofm agnitude
were explained in Sec. 4; we recall that these are referred to x-space. W e use for the
calculation of the Integrals the Feynm an param etrization m ethod.

W e rst consider the Integral J. A fler an Integration on one of the param eters, we

nd:

P dd
J = i : @Al

P02 oa 2+ (g )P @ )s]

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

isolate the dom inat part by expressing it w ith respect to the inverse of its argum ent. In
q

the nondom inant part we m ake the change of variable x = —25 bz; .We nd:

J = j+ &; @ 2)
w ith
0 r 1
Z l 1 (2)2
13%1 d i3 1 B bgtg
j= = < — =  P=q g —= A
S o [ (P49 8 4 % Sotemer (7 1+ 1 L
0
@A 3)
and
21 2%1 dx
F = rctan (—) + arctan (—)
st Pim B (22 Ro=(E0)] ; ]
@A 4)
w here
PiL Por
= _ = _: 5
1 PL ’ 2 PL (A )

T he integration dom ain ofx in Eq. @ 4) is sparated into two parts by a point lying
in the region ofthe x’s of the order of 2. A ppropriate approxin ations of the integrand
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in each ofthe dom ains kad to the ollow ing expression of F:

2i 2 1 1 1 ( 2)? 1 1
F = - —+ — I + —nh + —h ,
st 2 1 2 st 1 2
1 1 3 L
+ —+ — 4+0(°h ) : @ 6)
1 2

J(@1; 2°% isobtained from Eq. @ 1) by the replacement of sby u e are working in
the approxin ationspy = p; and %= ?]. One rst integrates w ith respect to

v 272 d

Ja; 29 =
' o g2ya P @ Ju+ 2(2+ b=t
[+ O p a  u+

(2y2 @ .

In the bound state dom ain we are considering, we have the follow ing approxin ate expres—

sions for s and u:

a a 2 a— 9— 2 12
s= P+P+ pi+ B pE+ 1+t e— ;
2.2
B
12, Y0
11— d— 2 (Pt )
u’ P P t P—a—o0" ; @ 8)
PP

which allow us to write:

2 2 q_2 q_2 q_2 2

pt+ 1 o3 1 u’ pzt  ( pi )

q_— q_—
( P+ )
—qi

+ 1 )t+ P ; @ 9)

2.2

PP

the second term In the right-hand side is negligble in front of the rst and this leads to
the llow ing expression of J (1; 29:

+

1
— n
1 st

1 (?)
2
1 1 3 1
h 1+ ———— T ,+ —+— +0(°h %):

l(l 2) 2(1 2) 1 2

@ 10)

The constraint integral J°, which is threedin ensional, is also calculated with the
Feynm an param etrization m ethod. A fter one integration one nds:

. i3%1 d ,
J- = — = = J @A 11)

s o [ 2 O - Z

S
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T he structure of the F -integrals is very sin ilar to that of the J-integrals @ 1) and

the sam e types of approxin ations are applied. W e cbtain:

F=£f+F; @ 12)
7 .3r_ S
. i3°1 d 2i s o2 & 13)
s o 2 2 s P g’
S S
. 21 2%1
= arctan (—) + arctan (—
S P Wi <) Sk
202 11 1 2 1 . L
= S -+ = h(—)+ —h ;+—h , + —+— +0(°’h *);
S 2 1 2 S 1 2 1 2
@ 14)
Z !
1 d + (1 1 u
F@a; 2= 1i? Pt )ng ( )
0 [p§+(l )p% @ Jul
21 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1
= S =+ — h() —h, —h,
S 2 1 2 S (1 2) 1 2
+0(°In 1); @ 15)
13Z1 d
FC="— —a=——— = f: @ 16)
S o0 =
S S
N otice that w ith the approxin ations p5 = p¥, p5 = py, °= © we have used, the

F -integrals are Independent of t and hence
H=F; H@ 2%=F@ 2%; H® =F°_: @ 17)
T he G -integrals can be expressed in tem s of Euler’s dilogarithm or the Spence func-
tion. One nds (v ithout the approxin ations p? = P and p5 = pPy):

: 4
1
L = g +0(°*mn *1); @ 18)
2@l + pf) + 4+ ©f  pf)?

the dom mnant part of it being:
4

cg® r — P A 19)
2p1L t

G @ is obtained from the above equations by the replacements 1 $ 2.
G 1 does not have a crossed-diagram counterpart, since it depends only on the par-
ticle 1 momenta. On the other hand, the constraint ntegral G¢ Eq. (6.17)] does not
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correspond to an explicit diagram In the expansion {@.4), but ratherm ay appear through
Integrals involring ferm ions or vector nteractions ofbosons. O ne nds:

. 21371 d i®
G¢ = G—— = —p— : @ 20)
2PL 0 (l )t PL t

W e em phasize that the instantaneous approxim ation In the photon propagators (sst—
ting there k; = 0) would not produce the results found above. For instance, for the
G -ntegralone would nd tw ice the correct result @ 19). A detailed analysis of the in-
tegral show s that the photon propagator pols in k;, contrlbute with a factor 1=2 wih
respect to the contribution of the boson propagator pols. H ow ever, the linearization ap—
proxin ation of the inverse bosonic propagators, as used starting from Sec. 7, m akes the
Instantaneous approxin ation com patible with the kading order resuls for the potential.
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B Calculation of the vector and tensor integrals

M ost of the vector and tensor Integrals can be calculated by algebraic decom positions
w ith the aid of the vectors v, P2, 9, etc., In tem s of the scalar integrals calculated In
Appendix A , exospt Or those decom positions that m ight involve infra—red divergences, in
which case a direct calculation is necessary. W e present here the nal results hotations

are those of Appendix A ]:

i? 1 1
F =qf ?(2131 1Pz d) —+ —
. s s 1 2
. & 5 iy, 1
+ = bzarctan b% = +0( "I )
qf+p"f ; ® 1)
H =F @=0) = p# ; B 2)
i? 1 1
F 1; 9= — p +® ) )+
12 (1 2) 2 12
1 +
+ 1’z +o(*‘m Yy;
212 1 2
B 3)
o 17 0 1 1 1
H @, 2= — P1 + P, P2) > h(—)+
S 1 2 (1 2) 2 212
1 +
+ —=  +0(*m 1),
212 1 2
®B 4)
S
3 r— o2 S
S o3
FC=qFC+—pQr ggarctan % §+O(4]ﬂ l)
qF° +p"E° ; ® 5)
i3 s 2 = £
HC=—pTg§arctan % E+O(4Jn )
s
=p A°; ® 6)
G® = 721C,1G<1>Jr (?+20) 2@ pP)
© + p}) 27+ pP) 2t + pl)
+p§(p§ p(12)2 qGY+ 0 (Y
2t + p)?
1
14 5qG(l); ®B.7)
1
GC=5qGC ® 8)
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G @ isobtained from G ) by the replacementsp; ! p, P! pyandg! q:

G@ }qGQ): ® 9)
2
Forthe J -integrals one nds:
1 1 1
J =P —GC"Y G+qg-p+ - H
2P2( ) q2[ t(F )]
1 1 t 1
+ e +pT) —— — G Y+ puG?@ + )J+ -F +H) ;
© P ) o + p¥)? P, P11 Por ) ( 2) 203_' )

® .10)

1 t
J @ 2%= p — GY+c9)+ 2(2+§)J(1; 29 Fa; 2%+H @ 29

2P

) T ©,6Y peG®)
©' + pT)? Py
t

+ 1L pZL)(2+ 5aa; 20) 1L pZL)F 1 20)

P, 2 P,

} . 0 } . 0 . 0 .
+q2J(l, 2)+tF(l, 27 H d; 29 ; ®B .11)

1
c _ T T C 2
J¢ = (p+p)7(pT+p0r)2G + (24

1 1
+q5[JC+§G?C HCE)]: ® 12)

1
)J© 5@C+HC>

In showing Egs. (6.13) for the transverse com ponents of the J —ntegrals, one uses in
som e places the kading order equality &.11).

Forthe J -integrals it is preferable to rst m ake a decom position along the vector
integrals already calculated and g* T . For the sin plicity of presentation, we use certain
relations previously cbtained (such asF = H , etc.) and the lkeading orderequality E.11),
and neglect som e nonleading term s. W e nd:

T =R a+P a6 G+ eGPt puG P+ 2]
4p ? 2 Py,

1 1
e +pT)a+ e +p")q

1
.G @4 PG (2)) + EF
L

©" + pT)? 2P
+leJ + @ +p")P + @ +p")P Klz(e‘l’ G @)
O BT e GVt G ) @ 24 D)
2" +pT)? Py 2
cP+ B tqa— ( P40+ f B — G P4 pac?) ;
2t 2 Py

® 13)

52



[f and § arede ned m Eq. B 1),]

2

11
. 20 — cW @ ( 90 . 20
J @ 2)= sz 2(G +G (2))+(2+t)J 1; 29

1. Pon) g ar 0 1 0
e J A 2%+ =qJ @; 2
2PL(pp)(,)2q(,)
2
+g't 1 L?“Fa; 29+ 0 (%) ;
2P/
® .14)
2" + pT)? 2
1 1
+FC + 1+ T, T + of + T — oF + T )27C
I+ ©+p)a+ p)qchurpm)z[z(p P)

1 t 1
GC+FC]+qq§:[( 2+§)Jc GC 4+ FC ﬁc]+gTT§(GC+ 23% .

® .15)

B¢ isde ned n Eq. B8 5).]
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F igures

Fig. 1. O nephoton exchange diagram .

Fig. 2. Twophoton exchange diagram s; the \constraint diagram " is denoted by a cross.
Fig. 3. Two-photon exchange diagram s contributing to the bosonic case.

Fig. 4. A multiphoton exchange diagram .

Fig. 5. A typical \constraint diagram " w here the constraint factorgy Eq. {4 4)] appears
twice = 2).

Fig. 6. Exam ples of m ixtures of elem entary diagram s in the bosonic case.
Fig. 7. \Constraint diagram s" associated w ith diagram s of F' ig. 6.

Fig. 8. Typicaldiagram w ih an odd num ber of exchanged scalar photons contributing
to the potential in the bosonic case.

Fig. 9. Typicaldiagram s w ith an even num ber of exchanged scalar photons contrbuting
to the potential in the bosonic case.
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