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R enorm alization in light{cone gauge: how to do it in a consistent

way.
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Abstract

W e sum m arize severalbasic featuresconcerning canonicalequaltim e quan-

tization and renorm alization ofYang{M illstheoriesin light{cone gauge. W e

describe a \two com ponent" form ulation which is rem iniscent ofthe light{

cone ham iltonian perturbation rules.Finally we review the derivation ofthe

one{loop Altarelli{Parisidensities,using the correct causalprescription on

the\spurious" pole.

Invited reportattheW orkshop \QCD and QED in HigherOrder",Rheinsberg,April1996.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Axial type gauges, characterized by the hom ogeneous n�A � = 0 or inhom ogeneous

n�A � = � conditions,n� being a �xed constant vector and � a free �eld,have been con-

sidered long tim e ago,in particularsince the beginning ofperturbative QCD calculations

[1].

Theyareoftencalled\physical"or\unitary"gauges,althoughthisisnotcom pletelytrue,

asitwillappearin thesequel.Certainly,they tradem anifestLorentzcovariancein favourof

theabsenceofunphysicaldegreesoffreedom ,atleastin thehom ogeneouscase[2].Forthis

reason they areparticularly suitablein perturbativecalculations:planardiagram sdom inate

in deep{inelastic scattering and areendowed with a transparentpartonicinterpretation.

In supersym m etrictheories,thelight{conegauge(n2 = 0)enjoystheproperty ofhaving

equalnum berof\transverse" independent�eldsand of\physical" excitations.Finitenessof

SUSY N = 4 can thereby m ostnaturally beproven [3].

A furthersim pli�cation occursowing to thedecoupling ofthe Faddeev{Popov determ i-

nant,atleastfortrivialtopologicalcon�gurations.

Stillonehastobearin m ind thattheyare\singular"gauges:delicateprescriptionsarein

orderwhen handling Feynm an propagatorsin perturbativecalculations.Even m oredelicate

isthe issue concerning the possibility ofregularizing and eventually renorm alizing Green’s

functions.

Thisisthe m ain topic discussed in the sequel: we shalluse dim ensionalregularization

throughout. The goalofbringing algebraic non covariant gauges to a levelofaccuracy

com parableto theoneobtained in them orefam iliarFeynm an gaugehasbeen achieved [2]

and isnow a m atterfortextbooks.

Lorentz covariance is recovered in these gauges by the com bined use ofthe Dirac for-

m ulation ofconstrained system stogetherwith a weak condition,when necessary,to single

the \physical" Hilbertspace outofan inde�nite m etric Fock space. Lorentz covariance is

achieved once allobservable quantitiespossesscorrecttransform ation propertiesunderthe
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Poincar�e algebra,possibly restricted to the \physical" subspace. Thisisexactly whatthe

equivalence principlerequiresand hasbeen carefully discussed in ref.[2].

Two gauge choicesshowed up to be viable so far,although on a quite di�erentstatus:

the spacelike planargauge n�A � = �;n2 < 0 and the light{cone gauge n�A � = 0;n2 = 0.

They sharethefollowing form ofthefreeFeynm an propagator

D ��(k)=
i

k2 + i2
[�g�� +

n�k� + n�k�

nk
]: (1)

Thequantity (nk)� 1 needsaprescription in ordertorepresentawellde�ned distribution.

W eshall�rstbrie
y com m entthespacelike caseand then focusourattention on thelight{

conegauge.

II.T H E SPA C ELIK E O P T IO N

W hen n2 < 0,one can choose n� = (0;0;0;1) without loss ofgenerality. Then the

singularity (nk)� 1 doesnotinterferewith thecausalFeynm an polesatk2 = 0;in particular

theintegration contourcan beW ick rotated withoutextra term s.

Canonicalquantization suggeststhe Cauchy principalvalue (P)for(nk)� 1 in thiscase

[4].

The�eld � hasthewrong sign in itsquantum algebra,nam ely itbehaveslikea \ghost".

Nevertheless,being a free�eld,itcan beconsistently excluded from the\physical" Hilbert

spaceby m eansoftheweak condition �(� )j�phys >= 0.

However am biguitiesarise in higherorders: the only m athem atically sound way to in-

terpret(nk)� 2 isin thedistribution sense

(nk)� 2 � �
d

d(nk)
P(

1

nk
); (2)

which spoilspositivity;asa consequence consistency with unitarity isnotgranted.The

algebraicsplitting form ula

P(
1

nk
)P(

1

n(p� k)
)=

1

np
[P(

1

nk
)+
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+ P(
1

n(p� k)
)] (3)

doesnothold .Asa m atteroffactoffactthePoincar�e-Bertrand term

� �
2
�(nk)�(np) (4)

should be added,which hasalwaysbeen disregarded in practicalcalculations. In order

to justify thisprocedure,loop integralsrequiretheuseofpeculiarfunctionalspaces(Besov

spaces) as wellas delicate considerations concerning the adiabatic switching ofthe inter-

action. Thishasbeen discussed atlength in [5],where exponentiation ofthe W ilson loop

up to the order g4 has been proven as a test ofgauge invariance. However,beyond this

perturbativeorder,thereisno guaranteeofconsistency;therenorm alization proposed in [6]

hasthereby to beregarded only in a form alsense.

Finally the lim it n2 ! 0 turns out to be singular and generally out ofcontrolwhen

setting up renorm alization.

III.T H E LIG H T {C O N E C H O IC E

Forallthepreviousreasonsitisworthconsideringthelight{conegaugenuA � = 0;n2 = 0,

tobeim posed in astrongsense,i.e.bym eansofaLagrangem ultiplier�.Itisnotrestrictive

to choose n� =
1p
2
(1;0;0;1). One easily recovers the expression (1)forthe free Feynm an

propagator,but now the singularity at nk = 0 can interfere with the Feynm an poles at

k2 = 0.

IfP{prescription (ora sharp infrared cuto�)is adopted in analogy with the spacelike

case,causality(and therebyanalyticity)isviolated.Asam atteroffacttheCauchyprincipal

value distribution isalwaysthe sum ofa causalpole and ofan anti{causalone.The latter

producesan extra unwanted term underW ick rotation through a pinch ofthe integration

contour.

Powercountingcontrolofsuper�cially divergentFeynm an diagram sislosttogetherwith

allstandard theorem s(W einberg { BPHZ)which stand atthevery basisofrenorm alization
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[7].

A m ism atch occursbetween ultravioletand collinearsingularities;renorm alization con-

stantsturn outto be m om entum dependent. In these conditions,although correctresults

forhigherordercontributions in particularinstances cannotbe excluded a prioriifclever

recipesarefollowed,they arenotsupported by any sound generalprocedure.

Equaltim ecanonicalquantization inducesa causalbehaviouron thesingularity nk = 0

[8]:

1

k0 � k3
�

1

k0 � k3 + i2 sign(k0 + k3)
=

=
k0 + k3

k20 � k23 + i2
(5)

which,in turn,allowsa W ick rotation withoutextra term s.

The�rstform ofeq.(5)washeuristically proposed by M andelstam [9],thesecond oneby

Leibbrandt[10](M L prescription).

Thefreepropagatornow possessestwo absorptiveparts[11]

discD ��(k)= 2��(k0)�(k
2)�

� [� g�� +
n�k� + n�k�

k2?

2n̂k

nn̂
]� 2��(k0)�

� �(k2 + k
2
? )
2n̂k

nn̂

n�k� + n�k�

k2?
; (6)

where n̂� =
1p
2
(1;0;0;�1).

The second contribution hasthe wrong sign,nam ely itisofa \ghost" type. W e stress

that it is not an optionalchoice,it is an unavoidable consequence ofequaltim e canoni-

calquantization. Its presence naturally protects the collinear behaviour (k? = 0) ofthe

propagator.

Negativenorm statesoccurin theperturbativeFockspace;howeverthey areconsistently

expunged from the\physical" Hilbertspace by im posing Gauss’law in a \weak" sense [8].

In thisHilbertspaceunitarity isautom atically restored.

The possibility ofa W ick rotation withoutextra term sleadsto powercounting control

ofsuper�cially divergentgraphs. Standard theorem sare recovered,provided two separate
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countingsare perform ed with respectto a dilatation ofallm om entum com ponentsand of

only \transverse" ones.Convergence requiresboth indicesto benegative.

Ultravioletand infrared singularitiesbecom e fully disentangled:Green functionsin eu-

clidean regionsofm om enta exhibit only ultraviolet singularities which appearaspoles at

D = 4,D being thenum berofdim ensions.

One particle irreducible vertices turn outto have poles atD = 4 with residues which

som etim es involve non polynom ialities with respect to \external" m om enta of the type

(np)� 1.Non localcounterterm sarethereby required,although ofa very specialkind [12].

Aftera carefulstudy ofallpossibletensorialstructures,afterim posing W ard identities,

which aresim plein light{conegauge,and furthertechnicalconditionsneeded tom atch with

thespacelikecase,in ref.[12]ithasbeen shown thatthereisonly onenon localacceptable

structure


 = (nD )� 1
n�F�� n̂

�

nn̂
; (7)

F�� being the usual�eld tensor and D the covariant derivative acting on the adjoint

representation;(nD )� 1 isto be understood in a perturbative sense,with causalboundary

conditions.


 isa covariantquantity with m assdim ension equalto unity.Itgivesriseto thecoun-

terterm in thee�ective action

�= 
n �[D �
F�� � g� �
� ]; (8)

where one recognizes the classicalequation ofm otion,asexpected on generalgrounds

[13].

Thecanonicaltransform ation

A
(0)
� = Z

1=2

3 [A � � (1� ~Z � 1
3 )n�
];

 
(0) = Z

1=2

2 (
n̂=n=

2nn̂
+ ~Z2

n=n̂=

2nn̂
) ;

g0 = Z
� 1=2

3 g;

�
(0) = Z

� 1=2

3 � (9)
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relatesbareand renorm alized �eldsthrough theappearanceoffourrenorm alization con-

stants. Only two ofthem (Z2;Z3)are howeverindependent,asitwillbe explained in the

sequel.

AllGreen functionshave been explicitly com puted atoneloop,in particularthe renor-

m alization constantsatO (g2)[2]. Resultsattwo loop levelhave also been obtained. The

correctexponentiation ofaW ilson loopwith light{likesideshasbeen checked O (g4)together

with a calculation oftherelated anom alousdim ensionsatthesam eorder[14].

Oneshouldalsom entionaninterestingresultconcerningcom positeoperators:ithasbeen

shown atany orderin the loop expansion [15]thatgauge invariantcom posite operatorsin

light{conegaugem ix underrenorm alization only am ong them selves,atvariancewith their

behaviourin covariantgauges[16].

IV .T H E T W O {C O M P O N EN T FO R M U LAT IO N

W ewould liketo discussa \two com ponent" form ulation which m ay beusefulin partic-

ularinstances.Let’sstartfrom theGreen function generating functional

W [J;�]=

Z

d[A �;�;
� ; ]ei

R
d4x[L+ L s]; (10)

where

L = �
1

4
F��F

�� + �nA + � (iD=� m ) ;

Ls = J�A
� + �� + � �: (11)

J and � areexternalsources,� aLagrangem ultiplierenforcingthecondition nA = A� =

0;colourindicesareunderstood.Letusalso introducetheprojection operators

P+ =
n̂=n=

2nn̂
;P� =

n=n̂=

2nn̂
; P+ + P� = 1: (12)

In light{conegaugeW isgaussian with respectto thevariablesA + and �:

� = P�  ;’ = P+  ; = ’ + � : (13)
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Sim ilarly wede�ne

� = P+ �;� = P� �: (14)

Then,integrating overA + and �,weget

W = exp[
i

2

Z

(J+ @� 2� J
+ + ��

i
+ @+

@+ @�
�)d4x]�

�

Z

d[A �;’;�’]e
i
R
(L eff+ L m ix+ L̂ s)d4x; (15)

where

Leff = �
1

4
F��F�� + @+ A �@� A � +

+ i�’
+ @+ ’ �
1

2
K

2 +
1

2
�’(i
�D � �

� m )
i
+ @+

@+ @�
(i
�D � � m )’;

Lm ix = �K @
� 1
� J

+ +
1

2
��
i
+ @+

@+ @�
(i
�D � �

� m )’ +
1

2
�’(i
�D � � m )

i
+ @+

@+ @�
�;

L̂s = J
�
A � + ��’ + �’�: (16)

In eqs.(16)� = 1;2 and

K = @
� 1
� [D �@� A � + g�’
+ T’]: (17)

M oreover@� 1� and (@+ @� )
� 1 havealwaysto beunderstood with causalboundary condi-

tions.

Only \transverse" �elds,A � and ’,appearin eq.(15);the dependent �elds A + and �

can beexpressed in term sofA � and ’,although in a non localway.TheirGreen functions

can also beexpressed by m eansof\bridgeidentities" (BI)[11]in term softheindependent

\transverse" ones: in particularthe renorm alization constants ~Z2 and ~Z3 can be obtained

asdependentquantitiesatany orderin theloop expansion.

The(BI)read
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@
2
�

�

i�J+
= J

+ + D �[
�

i�J�
]@�

�

i�J�
+

+g
�

i��


+
T

�

i���
;

2@�
�

i���
= i


+
� + i


+ �

�[i
�D �[
�

i�J�
]� m ]

�

i���
;

2@�
�

i��
= i��
+ +

�

i��
�

�[i
�D �[
�

i�J�
]� m ]i
+ ;

(18)

where the operatorsare supposed to acton W ofeq.(15). These identitieshold to any

orderin perturbation theory and usually m ix term s with di�erent powers ofthe coupling

constantg.

Ifonly transverse Green functions are sought,one can set J+ and � equalto zero in

eq.(15).

In the\two com ponent" form ulation new verticesappearwith non polynom ialcharacter

and com plicate topology, already at the tree level. They bear no sim ple relation with

the vertices ofthe \four com ponent" form ulation. They are rem iniscent ofthe vertices

occurring in light{cone ham iltonian theory [18]. However the M L prescription prevents

from integrating�rstoverthe(+){m om entum com ponents;atransition totheold{fashioned

perturbation theory isthereby im possible,unlesspeculiarsubtractionsareperform ed \step{

by{step" [17].

Renorm alization cannotbedirectly proven in the\twocom ponent"form ulation,because

thebasictheorem sdonotapply.However,from thetransform ation (9),onecan easilyobtain

W [J�;�]=

Z

d[A �;’;�’]e
i
R
(L R + L s)d

4x
; (19)

where

LR= �
Z3

4
F��F�� + Z3@+ A �@� A � +
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+ iZ2�’

+
@+ ’ �

Z3

2
(@� 1� [D �@� A � +

+ g
Z2

Z3

�’
+ T’])
2
+
Z2

2
[�’(i
�D � � m )�

�
i
+ @+

@+ @�
(i
�D � � m )’]: (20)

\Unphysical" renorm alization constants ~Z2 and ~Z3 no longer occur,nor the non local

quantity 
.They areburied in thenon localstructureswhich areproduced when developing

perturbation theory starting from thefunctional(19).

V .T H E A LTA R ELLI{PA R ISI D EN SIT IES

One loop Altarelli{Parisi(AP)splitting functionshave been correctly recovered in this

causallight{coneform ulation[19];thebasicnew featureistheappearanceofthewell{de�ned

(1� x)� 1+ distribution already in the\real" contributions.

Letusbrie
y review thisderivation.

Kinem aticscan beusefully param etrized as

p� = (P +
p2

4P
;0;P �

p2

4P
);

k� = (�P +
k2 + k2?

4�P
;k? ;�P �

k2 + k2?

4�P
); (21)

and

n� = (
np

2P
;0;�

np

2P
); n̂� = (

P

np
;0;

P

np
): (22)

Here � representsthe fraction ofthe (large)longitudinalcom ponentP ofthe incom ing

quark m om entum p (sm allp2 < 0),carried by k.

TheAP density isthecoe�cientoftheterm log j
Q 2

p2
j,in thepropagation kernel,when

p2 ! 0 ,�Q 2 being the (large)virtuality ofthe externalcurrentup to which the vectork

hasto beintegrated.To the\real" partofthekernelK (a) weassociatethequantity [20]

K
(a)
q (x;j

Q 2

p2
j)= g

2
cF

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�

10



� �(1�
nk

xnp
)

1

(k2)2
� Tr[

n=

4nk
k=


�
p=


�
k=]�

� disc[D��(p� k)]; (23)

the discontinuity being the one ofeq.(6). The spin trace is self{explanatory but the

factor
n=
4nk

,which is introduced to project the \leading-log" contribution;cF is the usual

colourfactor. W e can safely work in fourdim ensions,asno ultraviolet(UV)singularities

occursince we are evaluating an absorptive partand no infrared (IR)singularitieseither,

aslong asp2 < 0,thanksto theM L prescription.A straightforward calculation gives

K
(a)
q =

g2cF

8�2

Z � Q 2

� p2

d jk2 j

jk2 j

Z

d(k2? )�

� �(1� x �
k2?

jk2 j
)[
1� x

jk2 j
+
2x

k2?
]�

�
g2cF

8�2

Z � Q 2

� p2

d jk2 j

jk2 j

Z

d(k2? )
2

k2?
(1�

k2?

jk2 j
)�

� �(jk2 j�k2? )�

 

(1� x)(1�
k2?

jk2 j
)

!

; (24)

the second addendum arising from the presence ofthe ghost. Both contributions are

singularatx = 1,butthey nicely com bine;wehaveindeed

K
(a)
q =

g2cF

8�2
log j

Q 2

p2
j

�

(1� x+
2x

1� x
)�

�2�(1� x)

Z
1

0

dy

1� y

#

; (25)

nam ely thewellde�ned distribution

K
(a)
q =

g2cF

8�2
log j

Q 2

p2
j[�1� x +

2

(1� x)+
]: (26)

W e notice thatthe IR singularity atx = 1 isfully regularized by the ghost,already in

thediagram describing the\real" contribution.

The one{loop self{energy, regularized in D = 2w dim ensions, has been discussed at

length in ref.[2].Ithastheexpression (� isheretherenorm alization scale)

�(p)= �
ig2cF

16�2
(
�p2

4��2
)w � 2

"

�
p=

sin(�w)
�

11



�
��(w)

�(2w � 2)
+ 2

n=n̂p

nn̂
[(1+

�(w)�(w � 1)

�(2w � 2)
)�

� �(1� w)+
�2

6
+  

0(2)]

#

: (27)

Itexhibitsthe nice feature ofhaving no IR singularitiesaslong asp2 < 0,atvariance

with expressionsobtained in previoustreatm ents,in which P-prescription wasadopted.

From eq.(27)oneeasily realizesthattheoneloop radiativecorrection atthepolep2 = 0

oftheferm ion propagatorrenorm alized in them inim alsubtraction schem e is

�S R = �
3g2cF

16�2
log(

�p2

4��2
)+ f:t: (28)

wheref:t:refersto term swhich are�nitein thelim itp2 ! 0.

Thisresult,togetherwith eq.(26),�nally gives

K q(x;p
2)=

g2cF

8�2
log j

p2

�2
j[1+ x �

�
2

(1� x)+
�
3

2
�(1� x)]+ f:t: (29)

and onerecognizesthe
avournon singletAP density

P
q
q(x)=

�scF

2�
[�1� x +

2

(1� x)+
+

+
3

2
�(1� x)]�

�scF

2�
(
1+ x2

1� x
)
+
; (30)

with �s = g2=4�.

W enoticethat,wereweinterested in com puting branching probabilities,both theghost

and the virtualradiative corrections at the ferm ion pole should be om itted,and the IR

singularity atx = 1 would befully exposed

P̂
q
q =

�scF

2�

1+ x2

1� x
: (31)

Should weinstead beinterested in Sudakov form factor,thegluon radiation (butnotthe

ghostone!) should beinhibited in theabsorptive partand theusualresultwould beeasily

recovered.
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One-loop unitarity sum rules relate realr(x)and virtualv(x)contributions,asiswell

known [21]. In our approach both quantities are separately wellde�ned, as anytim e a

gluon issum m ed over,theghostisstanding by it[11],to protectitsIR behaviourwith the

appropriate��m easure.

Asa m atteroffact,in the
avournon-singletcase,wehave

v
q
q(x)= �

1

2
�(1� x)

Z 1

0

dy[rqq(y)+ r
g
q(y)]=

= �
�scF

4�
�(1� x)

Z 1

0

dy([�1� y+

+
2

(1� y)+
]+ [�2+ y+

2

y+
]

!

=

=
3�scF

4�
�(1� x); (32)

and thereby

P
q
q(x)= r

q
q(x)+ v

q
q(x); (33)

asexpected.W estressthatvqq(x)ispositive,atvariancewith previoustreatm ents,owing

totheghostcontribution.In turn therealcontribution isnegativeduetoits\overshielding".

In spiteofthoseparadoxicalbehaviours,they nicely com bineto givethecorrectanswerfor

any quantity ofphysicalinterest.

Now werepeatthecalculation forthegluon{gluon case.

W eintroducethevectors

e
(�)
� (k)= �g�� +

n�k�

[nk]
; � = 1;2: (34)

Thesevectorsenjoy theproperty ofbeingorthogonaltoboth n� and k�.W ehaveindeed

n
�
e
(�)
� = k

�
e
(�)
� = 0: (35)

W hen k2 = 0,nk =
k2
?

2n̂+ k�
and e(�)� becom ethetwo (physical)polarization vectors.

Ifwe are interested in structure function,the vector q = p � k is on{shellas we are

com puting just an absorptive part,the vector p is slightly o�-shelland the vector k is
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spacelike.As� cannotvanish in thekinem aticalregion ofinterest,theprescription in eq.(5)

isirrelevantboth forthevectorse(�)� (p)and e(�)� (k).Onecan also show that

2X

�= 1

e
(�)
� (k)e(�)� (k)= �d��(k)d

�
�(k)=

= d��(k)�
n�n�k

2

[nk]2
: (36)

Then wede�nethetensor

T
��0 =

1

2

X

�;�

h

e
(�)
� (p)e(�)� (k)V ���

i

�
h

e
(�)

�0 (p)e
(�)

�0 (k)V
�0�0�0

i

; (37)

V ��� being thetriplegluon vertex (wehavehereaveraged overinitialpolarizations).

Theusualde�nition ofthegluon{gluon kernelentailsthequantity

K
(a)
g = ig

2
cA

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�(1�

nk

xnp
)�

�
T��

(k2)2
disc[D ��(p� k)]; (38)

cA being therelevantcolourfactor.

A lengthy butstraightforward calculation givesforx > 0

K
(a)
g =

g2cA

4�2
log j

Q 2

p2
j
h

x(1� x)+

+
1� x

x
+

x

1� x
� �(1� x)

Z 1

0

dy

1� y

i

�

�
g2cA

4�2
log j

Q 2

p2
j�
h

x(1� x)+

+
1� x

x
� 1+

1

(1� x)+

i

: (39)

Theghostisresponsiblefortheterm with the�{function.Again both contributionsare

singularatx = 1,buttheIR singularity atx = 1 isexactly regularized already in thisreal

kernel.

The one loop expression ofthe self{energy tensor has been com pletely evaluated [22].

It willnot be reported here. W e give instead the one loop radiative corrections to the
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transverse com ponents ofthe vector propagatorforpure Yang{M ills theory,renorm alized

in them inim alsubtraction schem e

�D R
�� = �

ig��

p2

g2cA

16�2

11

3
log(

4��2

�p2
)+ f:t: (40)

wheref.t.referagain to term swhich are�nitein thelim itp2 ! 0.

Collectingtheone{loop virtualradiativecorrectionsatthegluonpolewith theexpression

(39)wegetforx > 0

K g =
g2cA

4�2
log(

4��2

�p2
)[x(1� x)+

1� x

x
�

� 1+
1

(1� x)+
+
11

12
�(1� x)]+ f:t:; (41)

leading to thecorresponding wellknown AP density

P
g
g =

�s

2�
2cA

�
1� x

x
+ (

x

1� x
)
+
+

+ x(1� x)�
1

12
�(1� x)

�

: (42)

To (42)one should add the quark contribution we have disregarded in (40),giving the

extra term � �s
6�
nF �(1� x)(nF being the
avournum ber);itdoesnotentailany di�erence

with respect to previous treatm ents. Again,when com puting the probability density for

realgluon em ission,ghostcontribution and virtualcorrectionsshould be om itted,thereby

recovering fullsym m etry undertheexchange x $ 1� x :

Finally,in thegluon casewecan check again theunitarity sum rule

v
g
g(x)= �

1

2
�(1� x)

Z 1

0

dy[rgg(y)+ 2rqg(y)]=

= �
�s

2�
�(1� x)

Z 1

0

dy(cA[y(1� y)� 2+

+
1

(1� y)+
+

1

y+
]+

nF

2
[y2 + (1� y)2]

!

=

=
�s

2�
�(1� x)[

11

6
cA �

1

3
nF ]: (43)

Asa concluding rem ark,we hope thatthe successfulcalculation we have justreported

m ay encouragepeopleto apply theprocedurewehavedescribed above,in a system aticway

to higherordercalculations.
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