hep-ph/9812202v1 1 Dec 1998

arXiv

RAL-TR-1998-078
N ovem ber 1998

The P inch Technigque Beyond One Loop:
The G auge—-Independent Tw o-Loop Q uark
SelfE nergy

N J.W atsonf]

D ivision de P hysique T heorique,
Institut de P hysique N uckaire,
U niversite de P aris-Sud,
F-91406 O rsay Cedex, France.

A bstract

Tt is shown how the pinch technigue algorithm m ay be consistently extended beyond
the one-loop kvelto obtain the gauge-independent tw o-oop frm ion selfenergy i~ @ (o)
In QCD iIn the pinch technique approach. The starting point for the construction is
the general diagram m atic representation of the two-loop quark selfenergy in tem s of
renom alized one-loop two—and threepoint function and tree level B ethe-Salpetertype
quark-glion scattering kemel insertions in the one-loop quark selfenergy. U sing factors
of longitudinalglion fourm om entum only from lowest order gauge eld propagators and
triple gauge vertices to trigger the relevant W ard identities, the function i~ @ (o) is
explicitly constructed from the consideration of the two-loop QCD corrections to the
C om pton scattering ofa photon o a quark. It is shown that the resulting pinch technique
selfenergy it e (p) is gauge-independent at allm om enta, does not shift the position of
the propagator pol and is m ultiplicatively renomm alizable by local counterterm s. The
dem onstration of the gauge independence is based on an e clent diagram m atic m ethod
to dealw ith the several dozen two-loop diagram s nvolved. It is explicitly shown by this
exam ple that the general correspondence between the pinch technique n-point functions
and those obtained in thebackground eldm ethod in theFeynm an quantum gauge g = 1
does not persist beyond one loop.
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1 Introduction

Thepinch technique P T) [|{[]]isa welkde ned algorithm for the rearrangem ent of contribu-
tions to conventional one-loop n-point flinctions in gauge theories to obtain onedoop \e ec-
tive" n-point functions w hich, m ost notably, are entirely independent of the particular gauge

xIng procedure used (covariant, non-covariant, background eld etc). T his rearrangem ent of
one—loop perturbation theory isbased on the system atic use of the tree level W ard identities
ofthe theory to cancel am ong Feynm an integrands all factors of longitudinal fourm om entum
associated w ith gauge elds propagating In loops. In addition to being gauge-independent,
the PT n-point functions display a wide range of further desirable theoretical properties.
In particular, they satisfy sin ple treedeveldike W ard identities corresponding to the gauge
invariance of the classical lJagrangian. A s a result of these properties, the PT has been ad-
vocated as the appropriate theoretical fram ew ork for a broad range of applications in which
one is foroed to go beyond the strictly orderby-order com putation of S-m atrix elem ents, or
to consider am plitudes for explicitly o —shell processes [@{E].

A fundam ental critician of the PT approach, however, is that, to date, i has rem ained
restricted to the one-loop level: it has yet to be shown how the PT algorithm m ay be consis-
tently extended beyond the one-doop level to obtain onepartick—irreducible (1P I) m ulidoop
n-point functionsw ith the sam e desirabl properties as at one loop. From a theoretical point
of view , this extension is clearly essential if it is to be shown that the PT ism ore than just
an artefact of the one-loop approxin ation. In particular, one would like to know whether the
corregpondence E] between the PT gauge-independent n-point finctions and those cbtained
in thebackground eldm ethod BFM ) E,@] In theFeynm an quantum gauge o = 1 persists
beyond one loop From a phenom enological point of view , m any of the applications of the
PT increasingly dem and accuracy beyond the one-loop level

In attem pting to extend the PT beyond the one-loop approxin ation, two basic problem s
arise:

(1) How to deal consistently with triple gauge vertices all three legs of which are associated
with gauge elds propagating in loops? In the PT at the onedoop level, the factors of longi-
tudinal fourm om entum associated w ith gauge elds propagating in loops originate from tree
kevelgauge eld propagators and triple gauge vertices. In particular, the triple gauge vertices
which occur n oneJdoop diagram s always have one extemal kg A? (@) and two intemal legs
AT (kq1),A° (k). Ik is then possible to decom pose such vertices so as to isolate unam biguously
the Iongitudinal factors k; , k; associated w ith the Intemal gauge elds. Beyond one loop,
how ever, there occur triple gauge vertices for which all three kgs are Intemal. It is thus un—
clear how to decom pose such vertices in order to identify the associated longitudinal factors
which then trigger the PT rearrangem ent.

(2) How to deal consistently w ith the \induced" factors of ongiudinal intermalgauge eld
four-m om entuim which originate from intemal loop corrections? Beyond the oneJdoop lvel,
in addition to the factors of longitudinal ntemal gauge eld fourm om entum from tree level

2 For explanations of why the PT one-loop n-point functions are distinguished on physical grounds from
those obtained in the BFM for arbitrary values of the quantum gauge xing param eter o , see Refs. E,ﬂ].



gauge eld propagators and triple gauge vertices, there occur further such factors origihating
from the invariant tensor structure of internal loop corrections. A sinple exam plk are the
longiudinal factors occurring in the transverse structure of the glion selfenergy in QCD . It
is thus unclear whether or not such \induced" factors should also be used to trigger the PT
rearrangem ent; and, if so, how thism ay be done consistently.

In addition to these two problem s of principle, one is also faced at the diagram m atic
levelw ith the algebraic com plexity of attem pting to In plem ent the PT rearrangem ent am ong
m ultidoop n-point functions starting from arbirary gauges.

T he purpose of this paper is to take the st step towards solving the rst of the above
problem s. At the twoJdoop level to be considered here, the two problem s are uncoupled and
SO can be nvestigated separately and sucoessively: one has rst ofallto solve (1) In orderto
dentify the one-Joop intemal corrections needed before one can address (2). By Investigating
here only the rstproblam , we e ectively assum e that the correct approach w ill tum out to
be not to use the \induced" longiudinal factors to trigger furtherthe PT rearrangem ent. In
particular, throughout this paper, \the PT" w ill be understood to m ean the PT algorithm
in plem ented using only the longitudinal factors from lowest ordergauge eld propagators and
triple gauge vertices. T he possibility that one should in fact then go on to use the \induced"
longiudinal factors to trigger further the PT rearrangem ent w ill be brie y discussed in the
conclusions.

W e consider the construction In the PT approach of the twoJdoop fermm ion selfenergy
in QCD . On the one hand, this exam plk is non-trivial in that i inhvolves diagram s w ith
triple gauge vertices all three kegs of which are intemal. O n the other hand, the quark self-
energy is sin pler than, eg., the two-loop glion selfenergy in the PT approach, since (i) the
construction ofthe corregponding P T one-loop function isalm ost trivial, and (i) thePT two—
loop quark selfenergy m ay be cbtained from two-loop processes nvolving no diagram s w ith
tree level urpoint functions (quadruple gauge vertices or, possibly, gauge-ghost vertices).
T he starting point for the construction is the general diagram m atic representation of the
two-Jdoop quark selfenergy In tem s of renom alized one-loop two— and threepoint fnction
and tree level BetheSalpetertype quark-glion scattering kemel insertions in the one-loop
quark selfenergy. In temn s of this diagram m atic representation, the st problem above
m ay be recast as: how to reorganize consistently the contributions to the two—Joop Feynm an
Integrands involved so as to isolate, rst, the PT oneloop n-point functions occurring as
intemal corrections, and thence the corresponding PT tree level BetheSalpetertype kemel
insertion? It will be shown here how, for the case of the twoJoop ferm ion selfenergy, this

rst problem m ay be consistently so]yed| and that the solution tums out to be rem arkably
simple.

T he paper is ormganized as Pllows. In section 2, the construction of the PT gauge-
independent oneloop quark selfenergy i @) (o) is reviewed. In section 3, the general
diagram m atic representation which provides the basis for the construction of the PT two-
loop quark selfenergy i @ (o) is descrbed. In section 4, it is shown how the problem of
purely intemal triple gauge vertices In the PT is solved for the case In hand, enabling the
consistent construction of i” @ (o) starting from the ordinary Feynm an gauge. In section 5,



the construction is generalized to the class of arbitrary linear covariant gauges in order to
dem onstrate explicitly the gauge Independence of it @ () . In section 6, it is shown that the
resulting two—Joop finction is renom alizable via the explicit calculation of the required two—
loop counterterm s. It is also shown that the PT two-loop quark selfenergy laves unchanged
the position of the polk in the D yson-summ ed ferm ion propagator (to two-loop order), and
does not coincide w ith the selfenergy cbtained in the BFM at o = 1. A discussion and
conclusions are given in section 7.

2 The pinch technigque one-loop quark selfenergy

W e begin by review ing the construction ofthe PT quark selfenergy at the one-loop kvel E].
T his is worthw hik since the technique used here for the rather trivial oneJdoop case w ill be
extended to the non-trivial tw oJoop case in the subsequent sections.

W e work in the class of ordinary linear covariant gauges with Q CD gauge param eter
( = 0 isthe Landau gauge). T he free gluon and quark propagators are thus given by

D @) = —— g +0a >%;

P+ i
S@ = — 22)
g m+ 1

resgoectively, wherem is the renom alized m ass of the given quamﬁ
It will be convenient to Introduce transverse and longitudinal progction operators as

follow s:

t @=g ?q; 1 (q)=?q: 23)

A 1so, we use as abbreviation for the volum e elem ent appearing in the Feynm an integrals

dkl= * ok 2.4)
- @)d :

Wework awaysin d= 4 2 dinensionswith tHooft m ass scale ).
In the conventional perturbation theory approach, the renom alized one-loop ferm ion self-
energy (two-point fiinction) n QCD is speci ed by the diagram s shown In Fig. 1:
Z

Fig:la= 1 Pg;) = Cr? BKD &; ) S k) o
+ @, D" m) @2@n 1) 2 5)
= i Py e m) Vet s 2.6)

where Cy is the quadratic Casin ir coe cient for the fiindam ental representation € p =
N2 1)=2N for SU N )) and g is the renom alized QCD gauge coupling ( = gz=4 ).
In Eq. @), 2, and 7, are the quark wavefiinction and m ass renom alization constants,

’T hroughout, our approach is purely perturbative; all issues of con nem ent are ignored.
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Fig.1l. The Feynm an diagram s specifying the conventional renom alized one-loop ferm ion selfenergy
i ®; ) in QCD .The straight (curly) line represents the form jon (gluon) propagator. T he black
blob represents the sum of the ferm ion wavefiinction and ferm ion m ass countertem s.

respectively ( o = Z;ZZ andm gy = Zym, where the subscript 0 denotes bare quantities);
the subscript indictes the class of linear covariant gauges, w hile the superscript (1) denotes
the O ( 5) term in the perturbative expansion. Carrying out the integration, the one-loop

functions 1(1) and 2(1) are given by (cf.eg.Ref. @])

2 2 2
m m
D) = —2Cpm 3Cyy 3h ——F 414 34 ® Loy, 1% ;
4 2 p2
2.7)
2 2 2
1 m P m 1
2 e’y = =2y Cov+h —— 1 —L @, DYy @ 8)
4 p
whereCyy = *+h@ ) g,wih g Eulrsconstant,andL = 1+ m?=p?) h[l (@°=m?)].

In general, and asexem pli ed by Egs. @) and ), the conventional selfenergy (o; )
depends on the particular choice of gauge for all values of the ferm ion fourm om entum p
exceptat p= M where M isthe pokm ass, de ned from the solution of the transcendental
equation

P m ;) =0: 2 .9)
=M

T he gauge-independent E] (@nd infrared— nite @]) polemassM isrelated iIn perturbation
theory to the gauge-independent renom alized m assm by

M=ml+—sc+—c+:::; 210
4 il 2 ) ( )

w here the coe cients c ; are renom alization schem e- and scale-dependent. For exam ple, in
the m odi ed m inim al subtraction M S) scheme, from Eq. @.]), c1 = Cr B+ 3In( 2= 2)),
while ¢ m ay be found i Refs. [[§,[L4).

In the PT approach, the conventional selfenergy @) is considered as just one particular
correction to a given tree kevelprocess1+ 2 ! 3+ 4 Involving the ferm jon as virtual interm e-
diate state. The construction ofthe PT fermm ion selfenergy is then based on the recognition
that the integrands for the conventional vertex and box corrections to this process have well-
de ned com ponents w ith exactly the sam e structure as that of the conventional selfenergy.
T hese com ponents occur as a result of the presence in the Integrands of factors of longitudinal
fourm om entum k associated w ith the gluons AT (k) propagating in loops. W hen contracted
w ith the adpcent tree level vertices, these Iongitudinal factors trigger the associated elem en—
tary W ard identities. T he triggering of these W ard identities results In the rearrangem ent of
the propagator and vertex structure of the Integrand. A fter system atically contracting all
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Fig.2. The kinem atics ofthe QCD Com pton scattering processg ! g . Thewavy lines represent
the photons.

such longitudinal factors, the contrlbutions to the PT femm ion selfenergy (\e ective" two-—
point function) are identi ed from the resulting integrands by their naive selfenergy-lke
propagator structure.

In order to construct the PT onedoop quark selfenergy, we consider the O ( 5) QCD
corrections to the lowest order Com pton scattering g ! g ofa photon o a quark wih
electrom agnetic charge Q . The kinem atics of this process are shown in Fig. 2. G iven that
the glions only couple directly w ith the quark, this is the very sin plest process from which
to construct the PT quark selfenergy. Indeed, the fact that the non-abelian character of the
glionsplays essentially no role at the oneJoop level in thisprocessw illm ake the construction
aln ost trivial (one could use m ore com plicated oneJdoop process nvolring also purely non-—
abelian Interactions, eg.the C om pton-lke scattering qg ! gg ofa gluon o aquark asin [f).
For convenience, the quarks are taken to be on-shell, although this need not be so ].

T he set of six diagram s specifying the one-loop Q CD corrections to the tree level scatter—
ing process are shown in Figs. 3a{f (the corresponding set of diagram s w ith crossed extemal
photon legs are not shown, nor are the counterterm insertion diagram s). The QCD contri-
bution to the PT renomn alized onedoop quark selfenergy (\e ective" two-point function)

it (o) isde ned from the coe cient o) (e;k) ofthe com ponent of the Integrands for the
diagram s In Figs. 3a{f which, after the system atic contraction of all factors of longitudinal

Intemal gluon fourm om entum , has the follow Ing selfenergy-like structure:
Z

Bkl  iS ) i (k) iS ) iQ @a11)

w here
pP=pP1tpP2=p3t P4 212)
and 10,10 are the tree kevel g vertices. T hen

Z
PP = i BT k) + @2 Dyrif m) @@ Dpim o @13

In the above expression, Z, and Z, are the quark wavefunction and m ass renom alization
constants In the PT fram ework, detem ined at O ( g) from the divergence structure of the
Integral n Eq. ) asd ! 4. Tt is em phasized that the de nition of the PT \e ective"
tw opoint function is in temm s of the Feynm an integrands corresponding to the diagram s for
the interactions: all rearrangem ents in the PT are carried out under the integral sign (s).
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Fig. 3. a{f: The Feynm an diagram s specifying the one-loop Q CD corrections to the C om pton scat-
tering processg ! g .

W e rst consider the four diagram s shown in Figs. 3a{d. In order to deale ciently w ith
these oneloop diagram s (and, In later sections, w ith various two-loop diagram s too) it is
convenient to de ne the connected fourpoint function G* (G ;% ;Bw;%) Specifying the tree
Jevel coupling ofa gluon A* (g;) and a photon A () to a quark w ith electrom agnetic charge
Q . The two rlkvant diagram s are shown in Fig. 4:

09G* @i%mi%win) 214)
g Sa+aw) TF T'S(@ @) 2 15)

Figs:4a+ 4b
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Fig.4. The Feynm an diagram s specifying the tree level fourpoint function G* (G ;% ;B ;%) -

withg+t+ag+ gg=qg. h EJg. ),thehemjtjan m atrices T* are the generators for the
ferm ion representation, satisfying [T 3;TP]= if*®°T°. U sing the elm entary W ard identity

g=st@td s @; (2.16)
this fourpoint function is easily shown to cbey the W ard identity

1

4G" @ieimia)= S@+®TS'@® S'@TIS@ @) @17)

A s Indicated In Fig. 3, the sum of the four diagram s 3a{d m ay be expressed as the sum
of all possbl contractions of the diagram s 3g and 3h w ith the diagram s 3i and 3j where
the straight (curly) line between these diagram s represents the propagator for the fem ion
(luion) propagating In the loops. The sum s of the diagram s 3g+ 3h and 3i# 3jare each just
the connected fourpoint function de ned n Eq. ) . Thus, the sum of the four one-loop

diagram s 3a{d fPor arbitrary m ay be written as
Z

Figs:3a d= Q%" kD (; )G™ (k; psip kipa)S® K)G% ( kipiipaip k) (2.18)

(spinors for the on-shell extemal ferm ions have been om itted). In order to identify the PT
\e ective" two-point com ponent of these diagram s, it is then necessary to contract system ati-
cally the factors of longitudinalglion fourm om entum occurring in the integrand in Eq. ),
triggering the tree level W ard identities. U sing the W ard identity ), together w ith the
factthat S ! @) = S ! (4) = 0 or the on-shell extemal ferm ions, we easily obtain
Z
: 2 1 r b
Figs:3a d = Q°¢" Bkl G™ & PP KipS KIG " ( kipijp2ip k)
1
Cr )F S (o) : 219)
It rem ains to consider the tw o extermal leg corrections In F igs. 3e and 3f. T hese diagram s
are given by
7
. 1 2 0 r r
Figs:3e+ 3f = EQ g ©kID  k; ) S SE) TS, k) o

+ T'Ss k) TS(s) SE) : (2. 20)
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Fig.5. The elam entary cancellation occurring am ong the diagram s iand jin Fig. 3 when contracted
w ith the glion longiudinal Hurm om entum k , and expressed In the W ard identity Eq. ) .

U sing the elem entary W ard identity ) for the longitudinal factors k , k ’ occurring in
Eq. €20), togetherwih S * (o) = S * (og) = 0 for the on-chell extemal ferm ons, we obtain
7

. 1, 1
Figs:3e+ 3f = ECFQ g @{]F SP) Sf2) Sk k) o
1
+ SPs k) SP4) SP) + 201 )P S () o 221)

C ombining the expressions 2.19) and @ 21), the last tem s cancel, giving
z
. 2 1 r Ha
Figs:3a £ = Q% Akl 67 ki psip Kip)S @ KIG T ( Kipiipzip k)

1
+ECF SP) S2) S k) ot Sfs k) Sa) S : @22)

Having thus contracted all longitudinal factors appearing In the integrands in Egs. )
and {220), the expressions for the two fourpoint finctionsm ay now be substituted into the
resulting Eq. £273). The PT \e ective" two-point com ponent of the integrand m ay then be
isolated according to the de nition @.I1):
z
. . 2 1
Figs:3a fppe = CrQ’9 Bkl S S X S@ ¢ (2.23)

Then, from the de nitions @11) and €13),

Z
A~ 1
"M )= Ccr? Bkl5—— S k) + @y Liyie m)  @2@n 1)pin

kZ+ i
where the + 1 prescription has been restored in the glion propagator.

Several rem arks are in order:

(1) In the contrbbution to the PT selfenergy Eg. ) from the diagram s 3a{d, an
elem entary cancellation has occurred between (i) the com ponent of the diagram 3iin which
the intemal fermm ion propagator S () has been cancelled (pinched) by the action of the -
dependent longiudinal factor k from the gluon propagator, and (ii) the entire contribution



of the diagram 37j in which the Intemal ferm ion propagator S (o4 k) has been cancelled
(eInched) by the action of the sam e factor. This cancellation is illustrated in Fig. 5, and is
encoded in theW ard identity ) forthe fourpoint function G* M Eqg. 2.1§). An dentical
cancellation takes place for the diagram s 3g and 3h when contracted w ith the factor k °. By
dealing w ith the set of diagram s 3a{d, as opposed to Individualdiagram s, we have been able
to m ake these cancellations am ong the conventional selfenergy, vertex and box functions
sin ply and in m ediately. T hese cancellations leave jist the tadpolelike term proportional to
@ )k * mEq. 1Y), which isthen cancelled algebraically by a sin flartem inEq. @21) for
the extermal leg oorrect:ionsﬁ W hilke elem entary in the one-loop case, this approach, nvolving
the sim ultaneous consideration of subsets of diagram s, when extended to the two—-Jloop case
w ill greatly facilitate the construction ofthe PT twodoop quark selfenergy In the follow ing
Ssections, in particular the dem onstration of its gauge Independence.

(2) Here we have chosen to work In the class of ordinary linear covariant gauges. H ow ever,
we could have started In any gauge, ie.w ith gluon propagator

i

D (giaib) = F+1 g ta @at+tga @+b@ag : @ 25)
Forexam ple, In the class of non-covariant gauges de ned by adding to the classical Jagrangian
the gauge- xing term L yf = @ RE)’=2 forsome Purvectorn and constant , one has
a@=n=n gandb@ = @+ g’)=0 . In allcases, an exactly sin ilar algebraic

cancellation takesplace am ong contributionsto theP T \e ective" tw opoint com ponent ofthe
interaction. In particular, allintegrands involvingterm s @ k) , @ k) cancelalgebraically,
and so present no di culties. Thus, the PT selfenergy Eq. ( is fully gauge-independent.

(3) The PT gauge-independent oneloop quark selfenergy coincides w ith that obtained
in the conventional Feynm an gauge = 1, which in tum coincides w ith that ocbtained in the
BEFM in the Feynm an quantum gauge o = 1 E]:

PP = 1 Y == i, o= 1) 226)

This is In fact cbvious: in the Integrands for the one-loop corrections to the process g !
g , the only sources of factors of longitudinal intemal gluon ourm om entum are the gluon
propagators. Starting from the gauge = 1, these factors are not present. Thus, for this
particular process in this particular gauge, no W ard identities are triggered (there is \no
pinching"), and one obtainsthe PT one-loop quark selfenergy directly from the conventional
selfenergy.

(4) The above construction of ~ @ (o) involved the processq ! q . However, we could
have used any one-doop process Involving the quark as Intem ediate virtual state, ie. the
selfenergy Eq. ) isuniversal.

“N ote that we do not set these integrals to zero in din ensional reqularization .
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Fig. 6. The Feynm an diagram s specifying the renom alized tw oJoop vacuum polarization in QED .
The grey blobsm arked \1" represent the renom alized one-Joop intemal corrections. T he grey box
m arked \O" represents the lowest order contribution to the electron-positron scattering kemel. T he
black blobs represent the counterterm insertions.

3 The pinch technique tw o-loop quark selfenergy

W e now tum to the 1P I twoJloop quark selfenergy In the PT approach. In this section, the
general diagram m atic representation of the two-Jdoop quark selfenergy in tem s of one-loop
two—and threepoint function and tree level B ethe-Salpetertype kemel insertions In the one—
loop quark selfenergy is described. It is this diagram m atic representation which w ill provide
the basis for the explicit construction ofthe PT two-loop quark selfenergy it@ () in the
subsequent sections.

In order to gain insight, it is instructive to consider rst the renom alized tw o-loop photon
selfenergy (vacuum polarization) i @ () n QED . The diagram s which contribbute to this
function are shown in Fig. 6. In Figs. 6b{g, the twoJdoop vacuum polarization has been
w ritten In termm s of renom alized one-doop two—and threepoint functions, represented by the
grey blobs, inserted in allpossbl ways In the diagram for the one-Jloop vacuum polarization
i @ (), m inus a contribution involving the lowest order term in the perturbative expansion
of the ekctron—positron scattering kemel K , represented by the grey box, Inserted in the
diagram for i @ (). The kemelK is characterized by the fact that it has no contrbutions
Involving annihilation into a oneparticle (hoton) interm ediate state and is 2P Iw ith respect
to the electron-positron pair of lines (cf. eg. chapter 19 of Ref. E]) . The contrbution In
F ig. 6g is the tw o-Joop counterterm required nally to renom alize the two-loop function. T he
representation In F igs. 6b {g Involving the electron-positron scattering kemel follow s from the
D yson-Schw Inger equations for QED (cf. n particular Fig. 1945 ofRef. E]; for a review of
the applications ofD yson-Schw inger equations, see R ef. @]) . The diagram swhich contrbute
to the one-doop Intemal corrections and at lowest order to the scattering kemel are in tum
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Fig.7. The Feynm an diagram s specifying the renom alized one-loop ferm ion selfenergy (7a) and
photon-ferm ion vertex (7d), and the low est order contribution to the electron-positron scattering
kemel (7g) n QED .

shown in Fig. 7. Substituting the diagram s of Fig. 7 into the representation in Figs. 6b{g,
we recover the usual two-loop perturbation theory diagram s for the vacuum polarization as
shown In F igs. 6h{o. In particular, in the lJanguage of ndividualtw o-loop Feynm an diagram s,
the e ect of the kemel insertion contribbution ofF ig. 6f is to com pensate for the overcounting
w hich would otherw ise occur due to the tw o vertex insertion contributions ofF igs. 6d and 6e.
For the case of the conventional renom alized two-Joop ferm ion selfenergy i @ (o; )
in QCD, the diagram s which contribute to this function are shown in Fig. 8. In Figs. 8b{g,
the twoloop ferm ion selfenergy has been written In termm s of renom alized onedoop two—
and threepoint functions, represented by the grey blobs, nserted in allpossbl ways in the
diagram for the oneloop ferm ion selfenergy i ® ; ), m inus the controution shown in
Fig. 8f nvolving the grey box mserted in the diagram for i ® (p; ). The representation
of the twoJloop QCD ferm ion selfenergy in Figs. 8b{g is the exact analogue of the represen—
tation of the twoJdoop Q ED photon selfenergy In Figs. 6b{g. In particular, the com ponent
represented by the grey box in Fig. 8f consists of all possible ways of coupling an incom ing
and an outgoing quark-gluon pair W ith extemal legs truncated) at tree level, except for the
contrbution involving annihilation into a oneparticle (quark) intemm ediate state. T he box
in Fig. 8f is thus the lowest order contribution to a Bethe-Salpetertype kemel V , the ana-
logue for the quark-gluon pair of the Iowest order QED electron-positron kemel appearing in
Fig. 6f. The contrbution in Fig. 8g represents the two-loop counterterm s required nally to
renom alize the two-loop function. The diagram s which contribute to the one-loop intemal
corrections in F igs. 8b{e and the tree kevel Bethe-Salpetertype quark-gluon kemel in Fig. 8f

11
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Fig. 8. The Feynm an diagram s specifying the conventional renom alized two-Jdoop ferm ion selfenergy
In QCD . The grey blobsm arked \1" represent the renom alized conventional oneJoop intemal correc—
tions. T he grey box m arked \0" represents the conventional low est order contribution to the B ethe—
Salpetertype quark-glion kemel. The black blobs represent the conventional counterterm insertions.

are in tum shown in Fig. 9ﬂ Substituting the diagram s of F ig. 9 Into the representation in
F igs. 8b{g, we recover the usualtwoJoop perturbation theory diagram s for the conventional
quark selfenergy as shown In Figs. 8h{r. Just as In the case ofthe two-loop vacuum polariza—
tion, when the representation In F igs. 8b{g isw ritten in term s of hdividualtw o-Joop Feynm an
diagram s, the e ect of the kemel insertion contribution in Fig. 8f is to com pensate for the
overcounting which would otherw ise occur due to the two vertex insertion contributions in
Figs. 8d and 8e.

From the point of view of the PT, the signi cance of the diagram m atic representations
shown in Figs. 6b{g and 8b{g lies In the fact that they provide an entirely general repre-
sentation of the resgpective two—loop two-point fiinctions which is: (i) explicitly in temm s of
renomm alized one—Joop corrections to the tree level propagators and vertices occurring in the
corresponding one-loop two-point function, these corrections being jist those cbtained In
perturbation theory at the oneloop lkevel; and (i) symm etric, In the sense that the intemal
corrections appear nserted In allpossibl ways In the corresponding one-loop tw o-point fiinc—
tion, so that no orientation of the overall set of diagram s is pre@n’edﬂ In the case of the
twoloop ferm ion selfenergy in the PT fram ework, i is this symm etricproperty of the

SFor the one-loop glion selfenergy in Fig. 9d, the diagram involving the quadruple gauge vertex has been
om itted since it vanishes in dim ensional regularization.

®Tt should be pointed out that the symm etric organisations shown in Figs. 6b{g and 8b{g of the con—
tribbutions to the two-loop photon and quark selfenergies di er from the asym m etric organisations obtained
directly from the D yson-Schw inger equation for the respective selfenergies, expanded out to two-loop order in
term s of renom alized one-loop intemal corrections (cf. eg.Ref. @]) . It is precisely the introduction of the
kemel insertion contributions which enables the selfenergies to be represented in the sym m etric way shown
In Figs. éb{g and 8b{g.

12
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Fig. 9. The Feynm an diagram s soecifying the conventional renom alized one-loop quark selfenergy
(9a), guon selfenergy (9d) and quark-gluon vertex (9i), and the low est order contributions to the
conventional B ethe-Salpetertype quark-glion kemel Om ) in QCD . T he dashed lines represent ghosts.

representation which w ill enable the consistent solution of the rst problem described in the
introduction.

In the above exam ples, the renom alized one-loop corrections and the tree level kemels,
the one-loop diagram s into which they are nserted and the two-Jdoop countertermm s are each
the gauge-dependent functions obtained in conventional perturbation theory. If the extension
ofthe P T beyond one Ioop to construct the PT 1P Itwo-doop ferm ion selfenergy i~ @ (o) in
QCD istobe monsistent, then clearly the one-loop corrections to the tree level propagators and
vertices appearing in the contrbutionsto i~ @ (p) analogous to Figs. 8b{e m ust consist of
the PT renom alized gauge-independent one-loop corrections inserted in the diagram for the
PT gauge-independent one-locp ferm ion selfenergy it ) ﬂ It then ram ains to determm ine
theP T tree kevelquark-gluon kemelV © which appears in the contrbution analogous to that
in Fig. 8e; and also the required PT two-Jdoop counterterm contributions, analogous to those

7

In the case of the vacuum polarization in Q ED , the corresponding requirem ent is trivial to satisfy: the
PT oneloop n-point fuinctions in Q ED coincide w ith those obtained in the ordinary Feynm an gauge, so that
one hassin ply to set = 1 In Figs. 6b{f (recall that the vacuum polarization In Q ED is gauge-independent to
all orders) .

13
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Fig.10. T he diagram m atic representation of the PT renom alized two-loop ferm ion selfenergy in

QCD . The grey, hatted blobsm arked \1" represent the PT renom alized one-loop intemal corrections.
T he grey, hatted box m arked \0" represents the asyet-undeterm ned PT tree kevel quark-glion kemel
T he black, hatted blob represents the asyet-undeterm ined PT two-loop counterterm contributions.

T he gluon propagators are all as in the Feynm an gauge.

in Fig. 8f. The contrbutions to it@ () are thus as illustrated in Fig. 10, n which the
hats denote the PT n-point functions, the asyet-undeterm ned PT quark-glion kemel and
the asyet-undeterm ined PT two-loop countertem s.

It is at this point that we encounter the rst problem describbed in the introduction,
conceming purely intermal triple gauge vertices in the PT approach. In the PT at the one-
Joop level, the factors of longitudinal fourm om entum k; ,k, originating from the tree level
Interaction of an extemal gluon A? (@) and two Intemal gluons A* k1), A® (k) are isolated
using the now —fam iliar decom position of the triple gauge vertex:

@kiiko) = ¥ @kisk)+ T @kiika) ; 31)

w here
¥ o@kitky) = & ko) g 299 +299 ; 32)
@kiske) = kig +kxg ; 33)

wih g+ k; + ky = 0. The component F by de nition contributes no factors of longitudinal
intemal ourm om entum ki , k, ,and cbeysaW ard dentity g ¥ (q5ky;ks) = (k% kf)g
involving the di erence of two inverse gluon propagators in the Feynm an gauge. T he tem s
in ¥ have sin ple interpretations: the temn (; kz) g isa convection tem , independent
of the soin ofthe elds to which the gluon A? (@) couples, whik theterm 299 + 29 g
is a spin-1 m agnetic nteraction. The vertex ¥ ooincides w ith that specifying the tree level
Interaction ofa background gluon A? (@) and two quantum glionsQ * (k1),Q° kp) in the BFM
in the Feynm an quantum gauge o = 1. It is this component ¥ which appears as the tripke
gauge vertex in the PT one-loop n-point ﬁmctjonsﬂ The com ponent F by de nition lvolves
only the factors of longitudinal intemal fourm om entum k; , ky . It is this component F
which generates the \pinch parts" of the corregponding diagram s.

T he decom position @){ @) is represented diagramm atically n Fig. 11. Using the
representation of Fig. 11, the diagram s contributing to the PT oneldoop quark selfenergy,
glion selfenergy and quark-glion vertex are shown In Fig. 12 @Il gluon propagators in
Fig.12 are as in the Feynm an gauge).

® For a discussion of the role played by the vertex Eq. ) in the decom position ofQ CD am plitudes into
supersym m etric and non-supersym m etric parts, see Ref. 1.
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@) b) ©
/\ RN

'u‘mr@mnr\ = ﬂ@m + T T + 'zrn‘@mrm + Wc‘c‘éﬁﬁs‘m
@) ©) (® @) )

>
I

B

@ 0 k) @

Fig.12. The Feynm an diagram s soecifying the PT renom alized one-loop quark selfenergy (12a), gluon
selfenergy (12d) and quark-glion vertex (12i). T he gluon propagators are allas in the Feynm an gauge.
T hese Feynm an diagram s coincide w ith those ofthe BFM In the Feynm an quantum gauge o = 1.
In the case ofthe PT twoJdoop quark selfenergy 1~ @ (o), the rst problem of section 1

therefore becom es that ofhow to decom pose the triple gauge vertices nvolved so as to obtain,

rst of all, and starting from an arbirary gauge, the intemal oneJdoop pinch parts required
to construct the PT gauge-independent one-loop selfenergy and vertex functions of Fig. 12
as the ntemal corrections shown in Figs. 10b{e. T he key to the required rearrangem ent w i1l
tum out to be a second, new decom position of the triple gauge vertex:

(k1ikzik3) 27 kaikiike)
+ F Gaskeiks) v F o keiksiki) T ksikiike) @0 (34)
U sing the de nitions J) and B3), i is easily veri ed that the above identity indeed holds.
T his identity is to be com pared w ith the trivial identity relating the diagram in Fig.8m to
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Fig.13. The Feynm an diagram s specifying the contrbutions to the PT tree level Bethe-Salpeter—
type quark-gluon kemel. T he gluon propagator in (o) is as in the Feynm an gauge.

the triple gauge vertex contributions to the oneloop vertex corrections in Figs. 8d and 8e
and the kemel in F ig. 8f for the case of the conventional tw oJoop quark selfenergy:

kq;kaik3) ki;koiks) + ka2 i;kzikq) ks3;kisko) : (3.5)

In the context ofthe processg ! g , the construction ofthe PT renom alized tw o—Joop

quark selfenergy 1~ @ () m ay thus be broken down into three steps:

1. The rearrangem ent of the integrands for the conventional two—-Jdoop Q CD corrections
tog ! g to obtaih as selfenergy-lke (\e ective" two-point) com ponents the inte-

grands Br the contrbutions to  i” @ (o) volving the PT one-loop n-point finctions
as intermal corrections shown in Figs. 10b{e.

2. The isolation ofthe ram aining selfenergy-like com ponent of the tw o-Jdoop corrections to
g ! g in orderto determ ine the PT tree kvel quark-gluon kemel V @ appearing in

A

the contrbution to 1" © (o) shown in Fig. 10f.

3. The calculation of the ultraviokt-divergent part of the contrbutions in Figs. 10b{f In

order to determ ine the PT O ( 2) renomn alization constants (Z o l)P(ZT) and (Zp l)P(ZT)

S
A

required nally to renom alize i~ @ (o), and shown in Fig. 10g.

W e see that, assum ing the rst step can be successfully m ade, the construction of the PT
two-Joop quark selfenergy reduces to cbtaining the PT tree level quark-glion kemel and the
required PT two-loop countertemm s.
At thispoint, it is In portant to ram ark that it isby no m eans clear that, having m ade the
rst of the above steps, the second and third steps can be consistently carried out too. T hus,
in the second step, it is not clear that the resulting PT kemelV @ appearing in the diagram
10fw ill, for exam ple, ndeed have no contribbutions nvolving annihilation into a oneparticle
(quark) intermm ediate state. And in the third step, i is not clear that the rearrangem ent of
the twoJoop contrbutions required In the rst two steps will result in no divergences of the
om , Prexample, ' Ih( p?= ?) which then cannot be renom alized by local countertem s.
In the ram ainder of this paper, i is shown how the construction outlined above can
indeed be consistently carried out to obtain the twodoop quark selfenergy it@ () In the
PT approach. In particular, it is dem onstrated that the contributions to the PT tree level
quark-gluon kemelV © areasshown n F ig.13, ie.exactly those ofthe conventional Feynm an
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gauge quark-gluon kemelexcept that the triple gauge vertex involves jist the com ponent .
Thus, when inserted in som e diagram , eg.as in Fig. 101, the PT kemelprovides no factors of
Iongitudinal gluon four-m om entum to trigger the W ard identities for the adpcent vertices. It
is explicitly shown that the PT selfenergy it@ (o) thus ocbtained is gauge-independent at
allm om enta, ismultiplicatively renom alizable by local counterterm s and does not shift the
propagator pole position (to O ( ﬁ)) . Furthem ore, it is shown that the PT two-Joop quark

selfenergy di ers from that cbtained in the BFM at o = 1.

4 Construction of i@ ©)

In this section, we consider the rst two steps In the construction of i@ (o) just outlined.
To this end, we consider the O ( g) correctionsto g ! g oonsisting of \genuine" tw o-oop
diagram s, ie. nvolving two d-dim ensional loop m om entum integrals. In order to m ake the
required rearrangem ents, it w ill be convenient to divide these two-loop diagram s Into three
distinct classes. Furthem ore, for sin plicity, we choose here to start from the Feynm an gauge

= 1; the generalization of the construction to arbitrary willbe presented In section 5.
W e note Inm ediately that in the Feynm an gauge the conventional selfenergy diagram s 8b
and 8h provide directly the required contribution to it @ () of the diagram 10b, nvolring
the renom alized PT oneJdoop quark selfenergy as an intemal correction to, n tum, the PT

one-loop quark selfenergy.

4.1 Two—loop corrections involving one-loop gluon selfenergy insertions

W e rst consider the twoJloop QCD oorrections to the process g ! g which consist of
oneloop glion selfenergy insertions in the onedoop QCD corrections. The conventional
renom alized one-loop covariant gauge gluon selfenergy is speci ed by the diagram s show n
n Figs. 9d{h:
Z

Figiod=i Y@ o=1 Bkl gk ) @ LVt @ : @1)
o) (@;k; ) is the gaugedependent Integrand, given directly by
the usual covariant gauge Feynm an rules for the diagram s 9e{g, whik the last tem is the

In the above expression,

O ( g) contrbution of the covariant gauge counterterm diagram Sh, where Z 3 is the gluon

wavefunction renom alization constant A§ = Z3l=2Aa). The integrand In Eqg. @) m ay

be w ritten as the di erence between the Integrand o)

0@1)

(k) for the PT gauge-independent
one-loop gluon selfenergy and the integrand (@;k; ) for the gauge-dependent \pinch

part" of the conventional selfenergy:

Wigki )= """ @k ki) 42)
The pinch part o)
the gauge-dependent selfenergy—-like pinch part + o (@;k; ) ofthe integrands for one-loop
vertex and box diagram s in the PT at the oneloop kvel. T his cancellation laves ~om a;k)

(@;k; ) of the conventional selfenergy is that which is cancelled by
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as the Integrand for the unrenom alized PT gauge-independent onedoop glion \e ective"
twopoint function. The PT integrand ~ o (@;k) coincides E] w ith that cbtained using the
Feynm an rules of the BFM @]wjth o = 1.

In the particular case of the Feynm an gauge = 1, the pinch part of the selfenergy

Integrand @) is given byﬁ

i Mgk = %cAgzwiq)z ki k@ F (@ kik+ @
2@k+ 9 @k+ g + @k; k 9 (@ kik+ 9
+k k+qg + k+ g k 4.23)
= ift @ Y@kl 4.4
w here 1
W (ki) = 2£Agzm: 45)

In the above expressions, Ca isthe quadratic C asin ir coe cient for the ad pint representation
Ca = N orSU (N )). W e note that the integrand o) (@;k;1) is explicitly transverse.

T he set of two-loop diagram s for the O ( g) QCD oorrectionstoq ! g which involve
the unrenom alized one-Jdoop gluon selfenergy as intermal corrections are shown in F igs. 14a{f
(the corresponding set of diagram s w ith crossed photon lgs are not shown). Just as In the
case of the oneloop QCD oorrections to g ! g discussed in section 2, and as indicated
in Fig. 14, the sum of the four diagram s 14a{d m ay be expressed as the sum of all possble
contractions of the diagram s 14g and 14h w ith the diagram s 14iand 147 where the curly line
w ith the grey blob between these diagram s represents the unrenom alized one-loop-corrected
covariant gauge gluon propagator. T he sum s of the diagram s 14g+ 14h and 14+ 14jare again
each jast the connected fourpoint function de ned iIn Eqg. ) . Thus, the sum of the four
two-loop diagram s 14a{d for arbitrary m ay be w ritten

Z

1 0
Figs:lda d = Q3¢ Bk ]k, 15 Dk ko )
1
G* ki; p3ip kiipa)S® ki)GTo ( kijpiipzip ki) @ (4.6)

Eqg. (4.4) is precisely the two-Jdoop analogue ofEq. ); the two expressions di er only by
the fact that, Instead of the tree level glion propagator in ), there appears the one-loop—
corrected gluon propagator n @.9).
Substituting in @) the decom position @) of the gluon selfenergy integrand, and then
using the expression ) for the case of the Feynm an gauge gives
Z

. . 1 A 0 0
Figs:lda dj-; = Q°¢ Bk ]k, 1 W Tkiiky) kKAt Gg) " kyikoil)
1

G™ (ki; pP3ip ki;pa)S e ki)G%o ( kijpiipeip ki) : @.7)

°Tn Eqg. E), the oonvgnjonalcovarjant gauge ghost term hasbeen symm etrized. In Eq. @), the din en—
sional regularization rule [dklk 2 = 0 hasbeen used to drop tem s which vanish upon integration.
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Fig.1l4. a{f: The two-doop QCD correctionsto the processq ! g oonsisting of unrenom alized one—
Joop gluon selfenergy nsertions, represented by the grey blobs, iIn the one-loop Q CD corrections.

W e now contract the longitudinal factors k, , kl0 w hich appear explicitly In the transverse
tensort O(kl) n ), triggering the W ard identity ) cbeyed by the fourpoint functions
GT ,G% . Usihg this W ard identity, together w ith the fact that S * (o) = S ! @ou) = 0 oor
the on—shell extermal ferm ions, one cbtains

Z
Figs:l4a dj-; = 0°d Kikl]Eﬂkz]k—lél M0 k) kPg O (kyskeil)
1
G" (ki; p3;p kijpa)S @ k1)Go ( kijpiipzip ki)

+Cr Wiky;kei1) S ) : (4 .8)

19



T here rem ain the two extemal leg corrections shown In Figs. 14e and 14f. The sum of
these two diagram s for arbitrary is given by
Z

Figs:lde+ 14f = %ngz bklmkz]k—lél W ko )
1
S®P) S) TSy ki) I+ T'Ses ki) TS SP) : 4.9)

W e again substitute the decom position @) for the gluon selfenergy integrand, and then the
expression @) for the particular case of the Feynm an gauge. In an exactly sin ilar way to
the analogous one-loop corrections in Figs. 2e and 2f; the longitudinal factors k,, ]<:lO which
appear in the transverse tensor t 0(J<;1) for the pinch part of the gluon selfenergy in @)
trigger the elem entary W ard identity ), giving
Z
Figs:lde+ 14fj.; = 0°¢ Eﬂkllkﬂkz]k N0 k) kg T O kskeil)
1

1
ECF SP) S@P2) S ki) o+ Sz ki) S4) S )

Cr ™ ikikl) S ) : (4.10)

Combining the expressions ) and ),the last tem s cancel, giving
Z
. . A 0 0
Figs:l4a fi-1 = Q°d bklmkzlk4 W Tkiike)  kig ") k1 7k2;51)
G" ki; p3ip kiipa)S®  k1)G%o ( kijpiip2ip k1)
1
+§CF SP) SP2) Sz ki) o+ Sfg ki) Syg) SE) : (411

H aving cancelled am ong the integrands in Egs. @) and @) the factors of longitudinal four-
m om entum k; , k occurring in the pinch part k2t k1) 9 (k;;k,;1) ofthe integrand or
the oneJdoop glion selfenergy insertions, the PT two-doop \e ective" two-point com ponent
of the diagram s 14a{fm ay now be identi ed from the ferm ion propagator structure of the
Integrands in the resuling expression ) :

Z

Fng:l4a fj=l;2 pt = FQ g2 Ej-k]_]b.kz]k ~0Q)

o kiska) kig o O (kg;kp;1)
1

SE) Sk ki) S@) 4.12)

The rsttem nEqg. ) isthe tw o-Joop Integrand required forthe contridbution to it e ©)
of the diagram 10c, Involving the PT one-loop glion selfenergy insertion in the PT one-loop
ferm ion selfenergy, here embedded in theprocessqg ! g . The second tetm in Eq. §.12) is

0(10) ofthe conventional = 1 selfenergy,thek; k; o

theg o com ponent ofthepinch part
com ponent having exactly cancelled am ong the diagram s 14a{fas jist described. In the next
subsection, it w illbe shown how this second termm is exactly cancelled by pinch contributions

from the two-Jdoop diagram s involving a single triple gauge vertex.
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42 Two-loop corrections involving one triple gauge vertex

W e next consider the O ( g) QCD oorrections to g ! g consisting of twoJoop diagram s
nvolving a single triple gauge vertex. E ight of the set of ten such corrections are shown In
Figs. 15a{h (the ram aining two are extermal leg corrections which, in the Feynm an gauge,
m ake no contribution to the \e ective" two-point com ponent of the interaction; as before,
there is also a corresponding set of diagram sw ith crossed extemalphoton legs). A s indicated
in Fig. 15, the sum s of the diagram s 15a{d, 15e+ 15f and 15g+ 15h m ay be w ritten in tem s
of the tree level fourpoint function de ned n Eq. () . It is for these twoJoop diagram s
that we shall use the decom position of the triple gauge vertex given in Eq. ) .

W e consider rst the four diagram s 15a{d. In the Feynm an gauge, the sum ofthese four
diagram sm ay be w ritten

L . _ 2 4 1 rst e
Figs:15a dj-1 = Qg Ikilbk]l—5—55¢£ ki;kzik3)
kikoks

G® ( k2; p3;p+ kojpa)S o+ k2) TS ki1)GT ( kijpiipeip ki) 5 (413)

w here (k1;ks;ks) is the triple gauge vertex appearing in Fig. 15k, with k; + ky + k3 = 0.
T he decom position ) substituted directly into the expression @.13) for Figs. 15a{d is
represented diagramm atically in Fig. 16. In particular, the four tem s on the right hand
side of Eq. @) are shown in Figs. 16c{f, resgpectively. W e now oconsider the contraction
of the diagram s 16a+ 16b and 16g+ 16h with each of the four diagram s 16c{f In tum (the
contractions w illbe represented by the symbol ).

The mttem 2 7/  (s3;kijk) = 2k, 9 2k,g from the decomposition §4) is
shown in Fig. 16c. Substituting this temrm into the expression ), then using the W ard
dentity @17), togetherwith S ! ;) = S ! (pz) = 0 for the on-shell extemal ferm fons, and
also £rStTSTHT T = %iCACF , one obtains

Figs: (16a+ 16b) 16c (16g+ 16h)j_;
Z
1

= iCaCrQ?g’ —
aCrQ°g bkl]bkz:lkfk% "t k)2

SP) S ki)+ Sp+k) Sp)
+ S®P) S ki) Spz ki) + Spst+t k) SpE+k) Sp) o (414)

The four tem s on the rhs. of Eq. ) are represented In Figs. 163, 163 16n and 16z,
respectively. Each of these four tem s Involves an intemal one-lop glion selfenergy-like
pinch part: the rsttwo tem s, shown in Figs. 16iand 1673 are ntemalpinch contrbutions to
the conventionaloneZloop glhion selfenergy insertion in the quark selfenergy correction shown
n Fig.1l4a, ie. they are contrbutions to the PT two-loop \e ective" tw opoint com ponent of
the Interaction; and the third and fourth temm s, shown In F igs. 16n and 16r, are ntemalpinch
contributions to the conventional one-loop ghion selfenergy insertion In the vertex corrections
shown in Figs. 14b and 1l4c, respectively. Isolating just the st two temm s from Eq. ),
m aking the change of variables k; $ ky, In the second and then using Eq. @) gives the
\e ective" twopoint com ponent of the integrand:
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Fig.15. af{h: The two-loop QCD corrections to the processq ! g oonsisting of diagram sw ith one
triple gauge vertex (the two such diagram s representing extermal leg corrections are not shown).
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Fig.16. af{h: The tree leveldiagram s shown In Figs. 15i{m , the contraction of which gives the two-
Joop diagram s shown in Figs. 15a{d, here w ith the decom position ) of the triple gauge vertex
represented explicitly (16c{f). i{x: T he contraction of these com ponents. The diagram s In the st
line (16i{m ) are contrbutions to the PT selfenergy correction; those in the second and third lines
(lén{u) are contributions to the PT vertex corrections; and those in the fourth line (16v{x) are

contributions to the PT box correction.
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Figs:(16a+ 16b) 160 (16g+ 160)3-1p pe

1
=  CpQ?%d bk ]k, 1 " ki;kp;1) S S ki) S) : (415)

1
W e Inm ediately see that the contrbution Eq. ) exactly cancels the g o com ponent of

the pinch part 0(10) of the conventional Feynm an gauge oneloop glion selfenergy in

Eqg. ). T his cancellation leaves n Eq. ) precisely the required integrand Ao(lo) ki;ks)
for the unrenom alized PT gauge-independent oneJoop glion selfenergy insertion. Adding
the diagram 8i, with the PT one-loop renomm alization constant (Z 3 l)E(,lT) as the glion self-
energy countertermm Insertion, we have therefore succeeded in cbtaining the contrlbution to
the PT twoloop quark selfenergy it@ () of the diagram 10c, nvolring the renom alized
PT oneldoop glion selfenergy correction inserted into the PT onedoop quark selfenergy,
embedded In the processg ! g .

The second and third temns ¥ (ki;kosks) and ¥ (kp;ksski) from the decom position
@) are shown in Figs.16d and 16e. The correctionsto g ! g from these two com ponents
of the triple gauge vertex n Eq. ) are represented diagram m atically in F igs. 16k, 160,
16t and 16v and Figs. 16], 16p, 16s and 16w, respectively. T he contributions represented in
Figs. 16k and 16lare selfenergy-lke (\e ective" two-point) corrections to the process. W e see
Inm ediately that they give precisely the contrdbution of the diagram 1l4c to the PT oneloop
quark-glion vertex insertions appearing in the diagram s 10d and 10e, respectively, ortheP T
two-Jloop quark selfenergy it @ (), embedded in the processq ! g . The contrbutions
represented In F igs. 160, 16p, 16s and 16t are vertex-lke correctionstoq ! g , whilk those
In Figs. 16v and 16w are box-like corrections.

T he Jast tem F (kz;k1;ky) from the decom position @) is shown in Fig. 16f. The
corrections to g ! g from this com ponent of the triple gauge vertex n Eq. #.13) are
represented In Figs. 1ém , 169, 16u and 16x, ncluding explicitly in each case the associated
m Inus sign. T he contrbution in Fig.lém isa selfenergy-like correction; those in Fig. 16gq and
1l6u are vertex-lke corrections; and that in F ig. 16x is a box-lke correction . H aving cbtained,
as just descrbed, the required contributions from the diagram s of Fig. 15, thence Fig. 16,
to the diagram s 10b{e for the PT two-loop ferm ion selfenergy it@ (), the selfenergy-like
contribution of Fig. 1ém is a contrbution to the diagram 10f involving the PT quark-glion
kemelV @, allembedded in the processq ! q . The contrbution of Fig. 16m thus gives
the com ponent of the PT kemel shown in Fig. 13b, nvolving jist the com ponent ¥ ofthe
triple gauge vertex.

There rem ain from Fig. 15 the diagram s 15e{h. In the Feynm an gauge, the sum ofthese
diagram sm ay be w ritten

1 rst
bkildko ]l —5—— £ ki;koik3)

Figs:15¢ hij-1 = 2

G® ( k2; p3;p+ k2jpa)S o+ ko) S+ k) TS, ki) TF

+ T°Sf(a+ k) TS(a ki) S ki1)G" ( kijpiip2ip ki) 4.16)
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wih ki + ky + k3 = 0. For these diagram s, we again use the decom position ) for the
triple gauge vertex n Eq. ¢.14). It is found that, in the Feynm an gauge, the diagram s
15e{h m ake no contrbution to the PT selfenergy-lke (\e ective" two-point) com ponent of
theprocessq ! q . Instead, the rsttem 2 F/  (k3;ki;kp) from Eq. B4) results in a
pair of two-loop vertex corrections sin ilar and identical in m agnitude to the diagram s 16n
and 16r involving intemal one-Jloop gluon selfenergy-like pinch parts, together w ith a pair of
tw o-Joop extemal leg corrections, also involring intemal one-loop gluon selfenergy-like pinch
parts. T he ram aining three termm s from the decom position Eq. @) of the triple gauge vertex
n Eqg. ) produce twelve diagram s, corresponding to the three di erent ¥ com ponents
from Eqg. ) substituted for the triple gauge vertices in the diagram s 15e{h (the orientations
and signs should be clar).

4.3 Two—loop gluonic corrections involving no triple gluon vertices

Finally, we considerthe O ( ﬁ) gluonic correctionsto g ! g oonsisting both of oneparticle-
irreducble and oneparticlereducble two-loop diagram s w ith no triple gauge vertices. The
set of such Q ED -lke diagram s are shown In Fig. 17 (the diagram s from this set which are
purely extemal leg corrections are not show n; nor, as alw ays, are the corresponding diagram s
Involving crossed extemalphoton lgs). In the Feynm an gauge = 1, there appear no factors
of longitudinal gluion fourm om entum in the corresponding two-loop integrands for these
diagram s. Thus, in this gauge, no W ard identities are triggered (there is \no pinching"),
and the diagram s in Fig. 17 contribute directly to the PT two-loop selfenergy, vertex and
box correctionsto g ! g as shown. In particular, the only two contributions to the PT
1P T twoJdoop quark selfenergy (\e ective" two-point) correction are from the diagram s 17a
and 17b (the diagram 17a° gives the oneparticlereducble chain oftwo PT onedoop quark
selfenergies) .

From the diagram 17a, adding the corresponding diagram s nvolving the PT one-loop

ferm ion selfenergy countertermm s (Z, l)P(lT) and (Zn l)P(lT) , we Inm ediately obtain the

required contrbution to the PT twoJloop ferm ion selfenergy it@ () ofFig. 10b, involving
the renom alized PT one-doop quark selfenergy as an intemal correction to, n tum, thePT
one—-loop quark selfenergy, allembedded In the processg ! g . This is as ram arked at the
beginning of this section.

From the diagram 17b, however, we rst have to add and subtract another identical such
contrbution. In thisway, we obtain from tw ice the diagram 17b the required contribution of
the diagram 127jto the PT oneZdoop quark-glion vertex insertions appearing in the diagram s
10d and 10e, respectively, or it@ (), allembedded In theprocessg ! g . kthen rem ains
to subtract again the contribution of the diagram 17b to avoid overcounting. Having now
obtained all of the required contributions to the diagram s 10b{e, this subtracted contribution
to 1@ () is a contrdbution to the the diagram 10f involving the PT quark-glion kemel
V ©, again allembedded in the processq ! g . The contrbution ofm fnus Fig. 17b thus
gives the com ponent ofthe PT kemel shown in Fig. 13c.
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44 Remarks

T he analysis presented in this section m ay be sum m arized and com m ented upon as follow s:

(1) In section 4.1, the Iongitudinalk; k; o com ponent of the pinch part 0(10) k1;ko;1)
of the Feynm an gauge one-loop glion selfenergy insertion exactly cancelled am ong the inte—
grands in Egs. @) and @) for the diagram s 14a{f. T his algebraic cancellation is identical
to the cancellation of the longiudinalk k o com ponent of the lowest order gluon propagator
am ong the Integrands in Eqgs. @.19) and {22() for the diagram s 3a{f, described in section 2
for the construction ofthe PT onedoop quark selfenergy.

(2) T section 42, the elem entary decom position Eq. (3.4) of the triple gauge vertex, sub—
stituted nto Eq. ) for the diagram s 15a{d, provided precisely the required contrdbutions
to 1" @ (o) of the diagram s 10c{e involving the PT one-loop gluon selfenergy and quark-—
glion vertex Intemal corrections, and also a contrbution to the diagram 10f nvolving the

PT quark-glion kemel nsertion:

The rsttem 2% (k3;ki;k2) provided the Iongitudinal factors w hich gave the two—
oop s=lfenergy-dike (\e ective" two-point) contrbutions shown in Figs. 16iand 163
Involring intermal one-doop glion selfenergy-lke pinch parts. T hese contributions ex—
actly cancelled the g o com ponent of the pinch part 0(10) (k1;ko;1) ofthe Feynm an
gauge oneloop gluon selfenergy appearing in Fig. 14a. This cancellation, together

w ith that descrbed in section 4.1, keft just the required contrbution to 1~ @ ) ofthe
diagram 10c, involving the PT one-loop glion selfenergy nsertion.

The second and third tems ¥ (i;ko5ks), ¥ (koiksjki) gave the twodoop self-
energy-lke contributions shown in Figs. 16k and 161. These contributions provided

jast the required triple gauge vertex com ponent of the contrbution to 1~ © ) of the
diagram s 10d and 10e, involving the PT one-loop quark-gluon vertex insertions.

The last tem P (k3;ki;k2) gave the twoJoop selfenergy-like contribution shown
In Fig.1l6m . Having cbtained the required tem s involving triple gauge vertices in the
contrbutions to 1~ @ (o) of the diagram s 10c{e, this term provided a contrbution
to the diagram 10f, nvolving the PT tree level quark-glion kemel insertion. This

contribution to the PT quark-glion kemel is shown in Fig. 13b.

Tt is rem arkabl that the elem entary decom position Eq. ) of the triple gauge vertex not
only results n the required com ponents of the diagram s 10c{e, but also that the rem aining
two—-loop fermm ion selfenergy-like contribution, allocated to the PT kemel insertion diagram
10f, Involves Just the com ponent F ofthe triple gauge vertex, and appears autom atically w ith
the appropriatem nus sign. Thus,asin thePT at one loop, all tree level triple gauge vertices
which occur in the PT twoJdoop quark selfenergy it@ () involve only the com ponent ¥
of the triple gauge vertex, given in Eq. @) .

(3) In section 4.3, the diagram s 17a and 17b provided just the required Q ED -like com po—

nents of the contrbutions to i~ @ (o) of the diagram s 10b, 10d and 10e involving the PT
oneloop ferm ion selfenergy and quark-gluon vertex intemal corrections, and also a second
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contribution to the diagram 10f involving the PT quark-gluon kemel nsertion. T his contri-
bution to the PT quark-glion kemel is shown in Fig. 13c. G iven that in the Feynm an gauge
there occur no longiudinal factors in the integrands for the diagram s of F'ig. 17, this was
trivial.

(4) The resulting PT tree level BetheSalpetertype quark-glion kemel thus corresponds,

as stated In section 3, to the diagram s shown in Fig.13:
n

Fig:13a = iV O p;ki;ks) = ig? if™5T™ F (k3 kojkijko)D  (q + kojl)
o
TETS S ki + k) ¢ @17

A

It is em phasized that, having obtained the required contrbutions to i~ @ () shown i
Figs. 10b{e, the PT kemel insertion contribution shown in Fig. 10f em erged in m ediately
as the ram aining selfenergy-lke com ponent of the two-Jdoop diagram s, w ithout any further
rearrangem ent. Tt isseen from Fig.13 thattheP T kemelindeed hasno contributions involving
anniilation into a oneparticke (quark) intem ediate state. Furthem ore, and as already
stated in section 3, the fact that the diagram 13b involves only the component ¥ ofthe
triple gauge vertex, with the intermal glion propagator as in the Feynm an gauge, m eans
that the PT txree kvel quark-glion kernelV? 97 (e;ki1;ko) provides no factors of bngitudinal
gluon four-m om entum k; , k; associated with the externalglion legsA* k1), A° k). W hen
Inserted In som ediagram ,eg.asin Fig.10f, theP T kemeltherefore doesnot trigger any W ard
dentities, and so does not cause any further PT rearrangem ent (it triggers no \pinching").

W ih hindsight, this is seen to be crucial for the consistency of the PT algorithm at
the twoJoop kevel. For if, having cbtained the required contrbutionsto 1~ @ () shown in
F igs. 10b{e, thus accounting for the rst three temm s on the rh s. of the decom position )
of the triple gauge vertex appearing in Fig. 15k, the rem aining term in ) had involved
further longiudinal factors k; , k, , then these factors would have produced further intemal
one-loop pinch parts. T he allocation ofthe contributions to F igs. 10c{e would then have been
am biguous.

(5) T he conventional tree level quark-gluon kemel shown in Figs. 9m {o can be w ritten in

term s ofthe PT kemelas

Fig:dm = iV 9 ks ki ) 418)
A 1
= VP pikiike) + FET —————  k + ke
ky + kz)?
@ ) kit ki) Kt k) ——— &+ k) : (4.19)
1 2 (kl + k2)2 1 2

For the case in which the gluon lgs A*' k;), A® (k;) are on-shell, contracting the above
expression with polarization vectors (ki), ( ky) for the ncom Ing and outgoing glion

kgs, and using k; ® =k, ( ky)=k?=%k3=0,weocbtain
VO ikiike; ) k1) (k) =V O pikiike) K1) (ko) 4 20)

T hus, for the case of tree kevel quark-gluon scattering in which both the incom ing and out—
going glions are on-shell, the am plitudes given by the PT and conventional kemels for the
contributions not nvolving a oneparticle (quark) interm ediate state exactly coincide.
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(6) A Ihough not explicitly considered here, it requires only a little m ore e ort to obtain
the twoJdoop Q CD contrbutionsto the PT quark-photon vertex (\e ective" threepoint finc-
tion), quark-photon box (\e ective" urpoint fiinction) and quark extemal leg corrections
tog ! g .In contrast to the case of the selfenergy com ponent, som e or all of the extermal
legs of these functions are on-shell. In the particular case of the QCD contrdbution to PT
two-doop quark-photon vertex A (2), this function is given by attaching an extemal photon
leg In all possible ways to the intemal ferm ion lines occurring in the diagram s for the PT
twoJdoop quark selfenergy i @ . It is then straightforward to verify the sin ple Q ED -lke
W ard dentity for these two—-Jdoop functions:

g " gpiie)= "?e) "9 ) (421)

where g+ p1 = py. Furthem ore, the two-loop extemal quark leg corrections are given by
precisely the sam e selfenergy finction i" @ asthat Just cbtained from the \e ective" two-
point com ponent of the process. T hese two facts are also essential for the consistency of the
PT approach.

5 G auge independence of i~ @ ©)

In this section, we again consider the rsttwo steps In the construction of i@ () outlined
at theend of section 3, butnow starting from an arbirary linear covariant gauge, ie.arbirary

. It is explicitly shown that the PT twoJdoop quark selfenergy constructed in the previous
section starting from the Feynm an gauge = 1 is in fact -independent. The strategy is
to show that the additional contributions to the PT selfenergy-like (\e ective" two-point)
com ponent of the interaction g ! g which occur when one m oves away from the Feynm an
gauge exactly cancel am ong them selves. This cancellation takes place at the lkvel of the
tw o-Joop Integrands. In order to dem onstrate this cancellation, it w illagain be convenient to
deal separately w ith the three classes oftwo-loop Q CD correctionsto g ! g considered in
Sections 4.1, 42 and 4 3, respectively.

5.1 Two-loop corrections involving one-loop gluion selfenergy insertions

T he set ofdiagram s forthe tw oJoop correctionstoq ! g hvolvingunrenom alized one-loop
glion selfenergy insertions are as shown already in Figs. 14a{f. U sing the usual covariant
gauge Feynm an ruls for the diagram shown in Fig. 9¢, the Integrand in Eq. @) for the
conventional one-Jloop covariant gauge glion selfenergy m ay be w ritten

1

i -
k? k+ q)?

W qk; ) = 1 "Digk;l) + Cad? @k; k @ ool g kik+ Q)

il )1 O(k) o 1 s 0 0 .
g 5(1 1l kKl &k+aq ; ©1)

where k and k+ gare the fourm om enta ofthe glions propagating in the loop In Fig. 9e. The
contraction of the longitudinalterm s 1 O(]<:), 1 O(k+ ) InhEqg. ) ism ost easily carried out
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using the elem entary W ard identities for the triple gauge vertex:

% @imi®w) = Gt @) Pt @) ; (52)
1 0
KD @iei®w) = @ @ Fto @) : (5.3)

The pinch part of the onedloop covariant gauge glion selfenergy integrand Eqg. @),

de ned in Eqg. ) and given In Egs. @) and @) for = 1,may be written for arbirary
as

gk )= W @k + o

=1

@ki ) : ©4)

0(1) 0(1)

In Eq. 4), the contrbutions to @;k; ), hence (@k; ), which occur or 6 1
have been written as three distinct com ponents. In the construction of the PT one-loop
gauge-independent ghion selfenergy starting from a four-ferm ion process, these tem s are
distinguished as follow s: the com ponent 2(;1) (@;k; ) is that which is cancelled by the

& 1 selfenergy-like pinch parts of the conventional one-loop vertex diagram s nvolving the
triple gauge vertex; the com ponent g(;u (@;k; ) isthat which iscancelled by the € 1 self-
energy-like pinch parts from the conventional one-loop box diagram s plus the conventional
one-loop vertex diagram s not Involving the triple gauge vertex (ie.the Q ED -lke diagram s);
and the rem aining com ponent g(,.l) @;k; ), purely Iongitudinal ie. proportionalto g gq ,
vanishes when the extemal ferm ions are on-shell, as is the case In the S-matrix PT . These
three com ponents are given byB

o) n 5 o n 0 OO

1 @ki) = 22 ft @ G+t k+qg +B ogt @+t @y ;i 65
n O

o ki) = A k+a® £ g B 5.6)

0d) n 2 0 ° 0

5 @ki) = A k+ @'l 2l @t k+@ll @+ B ol @l @: 6.7)

In the above expressions, for breviy we have ntroduced

A = i CAgzk4(k+q) g ; (5.8)
o Rk+q Rk+ o 4
B o = i@ 2ca g’ e 5.9)

Substituting Eq. @) into Eq. @), the sum of the four diagram s 14a{d for arbitrary
can be w ritten as

Z 3
. 2 1X o) °
Figs:l4a d = Figs:l4a dj_; + Q% Eﬂkl]bkz]k4 i kiikoi )
1 =1
G* (ki; p3ip kiipa)S G ki)G% ( kijpiipzip ki) @ (510)

0
For the purely Iongitudinal pinch part tem 2(1) ki;ko; ) N Eq. ), proportional

0
to k,k; ,thee ect ofthe Iongiudinal factors isprecisely analogous to the e ect ofthe Iongitu-
dinalfactors from the tree levelglion propagator appearing in Eq. - forF igs. 3a{d, orthe

10

InEqg. @) the din ensional regularization ru]e dk 1k 2 = 0 hasbeen usd to drop tem s which vanish
upon integration.
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longiudinal factors from the pinch part kft O(kl) o) (k1;ky;1) of the onedoop-corrected
glion propagator n Eq. @) for Figs. 14a{d in the Feynm an gauge. T hus, using the W ard
dentiy Eq. ), thei= 3tem n Eq. ) resuls In a p-independent contribution which
is cancelled algebraically by two corresponding contributions from the expression Eq. @)
forFigs. 14e and 14f. T he tem 2(1) O(kl;kz; ) therefore m akes no net contribution to the
processg ! g .

The rem aning i= 1; 2 pihch part term s n Eq. -) are neither pure]y JonthudJnalnor
purely proportionaltog .Atthispoint, we could progct out thek,;k; andg oom ponents
of M
net contrbution, as n the case of 3 ki;k2; ). Thiswould leave Just theg ° com ponents
in Eq. ). In Fig. 14a, these latter are then a contrdbution to the PT selfenergy-like
com ponent of the process, in Figs. 14b and 1l4c they are contrdbutions to the PT vertex—

0
ki7ko; ), 1= 1;2. The purely Iongitudinal com ponents would then each give no
0

like com ponent of the process and In Fig. 14d they are a contrdbution to the PT box-lke
com ponent of the process. T he task would then be to show that these g * com ponents are
cancelled by corregponding term s from the ram aining two-loop diagram s in Figs. 15 and 17.
However, we shall show in the next two subsections that the fiill finctions g(l) 0(k1;k2; ) s
i= 1;2, In fact em erge naturally from the rem aining two—-Joop diagram s in exactly the form
ofEqg. ) but w ith the opposite sign. T he cancellation of the one-doop glion selfenergy
pinch parts S(l) O(kl;k:z; ), 1= 1;2, therefore occurs in m ediately, and there is thus no

need to do m ake this proction.

52 Two-loop diagram s w ith one triple gauge vertex

The subset of two-doop QCD oorrections to g ! g Involving one tripl gauge vertex are
as shown already In Fig. 15 (ourely extemal leg corrections are not shown). A s indicated In
Fig. 15, the sum of these eight two-loop diagram sm ay be w ritten in tem s of the fourpoint
function @19):
Z
. 2 4 0 0 0 rst
Figs:15a h = Q“g" [kildk2]D (k17 )D  (kz; )D  (ks; )f 000k ;koiks)

G® ( ky; p3ip+ koipa)S o+ k2) TS k1)G' ( ki;piip2ip K1)
G° ( ko; p3ip+ koipa)S o+ ko) S+ ka) TSt ki) TF

T°S s+ ko) T'Sta ki) S k)G ( kipiipzip ki) 5 G11)

wih ki + ky + k3 = 0. In the above expression, the rstterm on the rh s. corresponds to the
sum of the diagram s 15a{d, the second termm to the diagram s 15e + 15f, and the third tem
to the diagram s 15g + 15h. Eq. (611) is just the generalization to 6 1 ofEqgs. 13) and
414).
U sing the expression @) together w ith the W ard identities @) and @), the contrac—
tion of the three gluon propagators w ith the triple gauge vertex in Eq. (5.11)) m ay be w ritten
in the form
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0 0 0
D (ki; )D (kg; DD  (kz; ) oooksjkaiks)

0 0 0 l
= D  (ky;1)D (ke;1)D k3il) oookyjkeiks) + 1 )55
klk2k3
Kok k) kRt +ep: + (1 kil k) k2t
2 5 3) kit kp) cp: ( ) K2 k1 k2) k3to (ks)
1 172
2 kit ke k) ke ks) Kito k)
— = 0
4k§k§ 1 2 3 2 3 1 1
k1 0.2
s ke ks ki) ks ki) kito k) (6.12)
4k2K2

where \cp." indicates cyclic pemm utations of fk;; g, fk,; g, fks; g.

Substituting the above expression into Eq. ) and using the W ard identities ) and
), togetherwih S ! (o) = S ! (o4) = O for the on-shell extermnal ferm ons, it is a m atter
of straightforw ard algebra to cbtain

Z
1
Figs:15a h = Figs:15a hj_; il )CaQ%g® [kilkke]l———
K2k3K3
oz ) k2 k) ¢ b k2t k) K2t )
2k§ 3 3 1 1 2k§ 2 2 1 1
kf 0
+ 1 ) ky k3) k2 ki3)t ki)

8k3k3
G (ki; p3/p kiipa)S ki1)G® ( kijpiip2ip ki)

1 5, 0 5, 0
+ — kit (3) kit (kp) +

Kt k) Kt k)
2k?

2

2
0

+ @ ) t ka)ks k3) ki ks)

_2
8kZk3
G® ( kz; p3ip+ koipsa)S o+ k2)G %0 Koip1ip2ip+ k2)
h i h i
+ S + S (513)

In the above expression, the ellipses In the last line post-and prem ulplying S () stand
for com plicated expressions which are contributions to the extemal leg corrections.
M aking the change of variables k; $ ky in the tetn in Eq. (5.13) nvolving S @ + ky)
and using the de nition Eqg. @) then gives
Z
. . . 2 1 oa) °©
Figs:15a h = Fis:15a hj_; Q% bkl]ka]F 1 kiikoi )
1

G* (ki; 1'121)3;p' klﬁp4)s'(p k1)G% ( ki;piip2ip ki)
1 1

+ S + S : (514)

Com paring Eq. ) wih Eqg. ), we Inm ediately see that the 1= 1 pinch part com po-—
0
nent g(l) (k1;ky; ) of the conventional one-loop glion selfenergy insertion is cancelled

individually for each of the diagram s 14a{d.
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Fig.18. The Feynm an diagram s specifying the \abelian-lke" vepoint function G*° (;%; B wi®B) -

53 Two-loop diagram s involving no triple gauge vertices

F nally, we consider the two-loop gluonic correctionsto g ! g oonsisting of diagram s w ith
no triple gauge vertices. T he sets of oneparticle-irreducible and oneparticlereducible such
diagram s are as shown already in Figs. 17a{z and 17a%{ P, respectively.

In order to deal e ciently w ith the diagram s 17a{z, i is very convenient to de ne the
connected \abelian-lke" vepomnt function G ™ (q;%;%B;Ww;%), Pecifyihg the tree level
ocoupling of a pair ofgluonsA* (), A° (@) and a photon A* (gz) to a quark w ith electrom ag—
netic charge Q via quark-gauge boson vertices only, ie. excliding triple gauge vertices. T he
six relevant diagram s are as shown In Fig. 18:

Fig:18 QFGC™ (@i%iBI%i%B) (5.15)
n
0 i TS @)G° @iwiwis @)

+1 T°S (@ @R)G' @iwiWwi®s D)

(@]
i S o) TS@+ta) T+ T'S@m+ep) T° : (5.16)

In Eq. (1), advantage has been taken of the furpoint finction @I1J) to sinplify the
expression. This vepoint function satis es the follow ing \W ard" identities:

GG™ @imiwmiuis) = £5G6GY @+ wiwmiwis)
G° @imiwt @;%k)S @+ a)T™S ~ (@)
+is ' @)T"S @ @)G° @imiwigs @) (617)

1

1
Eert(qz @) G @+ RiBiwi%s)

1- r S
EJfT iT’g S+ o+ @IS

1- r s 1
EJfT iT°gS " @ISz a @)

GBGC™ (MiRiBiTi®B)

Y @)

+iT'TSS 1 (@)S @ @) S+ %)S * (@)

+iT5T*s ' (@)S s @) S+ @)S ' (@) : (518)

Tt is easy to see that the eighteen diagram s 17a{rm ay be ocbtained sin ply by contracting
together via a fem ion and two gluon propagators a pair of the above vepoint functions,
w ith an overall factor of one half in order to account for the sym m etry under interchange of
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the two gluons. Furthem ore, the two sets of our diagram s 17s{v and 17w {z m ay be w ritten

in tem s of the fourpoint function ) . Explicitly, we have
Z

Figs:l7a z = i0°%¢" [kildke]D ki )D (ke )

1
EGrS kiskz; psip ki keipa)S @ ki ko)GTGo ( ki keipiip2ip ki ko)

+G* (ki; p3;jp kiipa)S ki) S ki) TS ki kp)
T%S p k1) T+ T Sy ky) dO°

+ T S; ki) d°+ TSy ky) oF
Ss ki kz) T3S (s ki) S® ki)G™ ( kijpiipzip ki) (519)

In the above expression, the term nvolving S o ki1  ky) accounts for the diagram s 17a{zr,
the tetm nvolving G* (k1; p3;p Ki;ps) accounts for the diagram s 17s{v and the tem
nvolving G* ( ki;pi;p2;p ki) accounts for the diagram s 17w {z.

U sing the W ard dentities @.14), @.17) 6.17) and §.19) Hr the factors of Iongitudial
fourm om entum originating from the glion propagatorsin Eqg. ), togetherwih S * (o,) =
S ! (o4) = 0, after som e algebra the resulting expression m ay be w ritten

Z
Figs:l7a z = Figs:17a zj_; i@ )Q3d* kﬂkl]kikz]?lkg

G (ki+ kz; p3jp ki keipa)S® ki k2)G% ( ki keipiip2ip ki k)

0

k. k
g 0 a )(kl 2)8k(12<1 2)
1

+ Cp Cal)GT™ (i; P3P kiipa)S ki1)GY ( kijpiipeip ki)
h i h i
+ S + S : (520)

In the above expression, the ellpses post- and premultiplying S () again stand for
com plicated expressions which are contributions to the extemal leg corrections.

T here rem ain the oneparticlereducble diagram s 17a{ L. T hese diagram sm ay be w ritten
in tem s of the connected fourpoint function de ned n Eqg. ():

Z
0 0
Figs:17a° P = 10%g" ki IkID  &)D  (kz)
G® ( ko; p3ipt koipsa)S o+ kp) T°S ) TS ki1)G* ( kijpiipzip ki)

G* ki; p3ip kiipa)S®  k1)Go ( kijpiipeip ki)S@2) TS (o, kp) TP

+

T°S s k2) T°S(a)G" Kki; P3P kiipa)S @ ki1)G% ( kijpripzip ki)

+
NIk NI

(521)

In the above expression, the st temm on the rh.s. acoounts for the diagram s 17a%(d% the
second tem  or the diagram s 17€°{h and the third tem for the diagram s 17°{ L. T he second
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and third tem s are each Just the expression ) for the one-loop corrections shown in
Figs. 3a{d, post—and pre-m ultiplied, respectively, by the expression for the oneloop extemal
leg corrections.
U sing the W ard identities .14) and ) for the factors of Iongitudinal fourm om entum
from the gluon propagators n Eq. §21), togetherwith S ! (o) = S (o) = 0, we cbotain
Z

. ) . 0 0 . 2 4 1
Figs:17a” I = Figs:1l7a° 1j-1 + iQ )0 “g Ejkl]kjkz]w
1%2
CrG”™ (klhi P3P hklipz;)s © ki1)G% ( kijpiipzip ki)
1 1
+ S + S (522)
M aking the changes of variables k, ! k, llowed by k1 ! k; + ky In the term in

Eq. [520) proportionalto S @ k; kz), then combining Egs. 524) and §27) and using
the de nition Eq. @), we nally cbtain for the sum ofallofthe diagram s in Fig. 17
Z

. 0 . O 2 1 0
Figs:17a I = Fis:17a 1j_-, Q 92 Eﬂkl]bkz]—k4 5 Kijkai )
1

G* (ki; p3ip . ki;pa)S e k1)Go ( kijpiip2ip ki)
h i h i
+ S + S : (523)

Com paring Eq. ) wih Eqg. ), we see that, just lke the 1= 1 pinch part com ponent,
the 1= 2 pinch part com ponent 2(1) ’
energy insertion is cancelled individually for each of the diagram s 14a{d.

W e have thus succeeded in show Ing (i) that in the integrands foreach ofthe two—-Joop Q CD
correctionsto g ! g shown in Figs. 14a{d, the additional pinch parts of the conventional
oneloop gluon selfenergy nsertion which occur or € 1 are each exactly cancelled by
corresponding pinch tem s from the rem aining twoJoop corrections shown in Figs. 15a{h
and 17a{]9, and (i) that this cancellation exhausts the additional tem s from the corrections
shown In Figs. 15 and 17 which occur for € 1 (for sim plicitly, this Jatter was only shown
explicitly up to termm s which are two-Joop extermal leg corrections).

In the particular case of the PT selfenergy-lke com ponent of the processg ! g ,we
have thus explicitly dem onstrated the gauge independence ofthe contributions of the tw oJoop
diagram s in Figs. 14, 15 and 17 to the PT two-boop quark selfenergy i~ @ (o).

(k1;ko; ) of the conventional one-loop glion self-

54 Rem arks

W e nish this section w ith two rem arks:

(1) At the onedoop kvel, the sin ple technique used iIn section 2 to mplment the PT
sim ultaneously am ong subsets of diagram s, rather than indiridual diagram s, lad to little
saving of e ort. At the two-loop lkvel, by contrast, w ith several dozen diagram s and m ore
factors of ongitudinal gluon fourm om entum to dealw ith, this technigque enom ously facili-
tated the In plem entation ofthe P T . Furthem ore, by grouping the diagram s for the tw o-loop
QCD correctionstoqg ! g asin the above three subsections, the gauge cancellation m echa—
nism which results in the gauge independence ofthe PT two-Jdoop quark selfenergy i @ (o)
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is seen to be essentially the sam e as that which results in the gauge independence ofthe P T
one-loop glion selfenergy it (E); only here, the PT one-loop glion selfenergy occurs as
Intemal corrections in a two-Joop process. T his fact is consistent w ith the analysis ofR ef. @],
where it was shown that the PT onedoop ghion selfenergy m ay be cbtained from one-loop
processes In which the \extemal' elds are explicitly o -chell, ie. the process does not con—
stitute a onedoop S-m atrix elem ent, as In the S-matrix PT E]. Indeed, the diagram m atic
technique used here is the extension to two loops of that used in Ref. E].

(2) In the above analysis, we did not consider the O ( ﬁ) QCD oorrectionstog ! g
consisting of one-dloop diagram s w ith oneJdoop counterterm insertions. These counterterm
Insertions are, of course, those obtained in the PT at one loop. For the diagram s involving
the one-loop quark-gluon vertex, quark wavefiinction or quark m ass renom alization constants
@, 1YY, @, 1Y) and @, 1)), respectively. the i plem entation ofthe PT algorithm ,
in particular the gauge cancellation m echanisn , isprecisely as forthe O ( s) QCD corrections
togq ! g descrbed In section 2. However, the counterterm corresponding to the one-loop
glion wavefunction renom alization has the form

iZs DK k) (5.24)
ie. it istransverse. T his follow s from the fact that the PT one-loop gluon selfenergy is trans-
verse. W hen the counterterm ) is contracted w ith a pair of tree level gluon propagators,
the gaugedependent longitudinal parts of the propagators thus vaanhH There rem ain,
how ever, the longitudinal factors from the counterterm itself. If, as here, the \Induced" lon—
giudinal factors from the PT one-loop glion selfenergy insertions are not to be used to
trigger the PT rearrangem ent, then clearly the corresponding longitudinal factors from the
ocounterterm ) m ust not be used either; for to do so would spoil the renom alizability of
the PT twoJoop quark selfenergy (cf. section 6).

6 Renomm alization of i~ @ ©)

Finally, we consider the third and last step outlined In section 3, viz. the calculation of the

O ( ﬁ) renom alization constants (Z, 1);,2T) and (Zq 1);,2T) required to renom alize the PT

two-doop quark selfenergy. For this task, we shallm akeuse 0of 2., 25, Z3 and Z, to O ( g)

In both the class of linear covariant gauges and the PT, and also Z, and Z, to O ( ﬁ) n

the class of linear covariant gauges. In the m Inin al subtraction M S) scheam e, w ith n¢ active
avours of ferm ion, the O ( g) tem s are given by E,@]

' This statem ent does not hold or the case .n which one starts from a non-covariant gauge. In this case,
the entire analysis of this section would be m uch m ore com plicated, although the resuls are expected to be
the sam e.
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1 1 1 1
z, DY = =2 cp =; @, 1y = =2 cp =;
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13 3 4 1 11 4 1
@ s M s
75 1 = 2 = _~ (¢, —Tgn ; @5 1 = 2 ZZCp -Tgn ;
@3 ) 2 p A F g @3 ot 2 3 Ca F g
1 1 1 1
Zn 1Y = — X - Zn Ly = — X =

(6.1)
where Tr isthe nom alization ofthe generators for the ferm ion representation (Tr = % forthe
fundam ental representation). T he required O ( i) covariant gauge tem s are given by @,@]

2) J 2+ 3 2 1 2+8 +25 3 1
Z, 1) = 4— Cr 2 CA+ECF — * ?CA'l'Tan'}' ZCF -
62)
¢, 1¥= = ch Z2Ca  2Teng+ ch 1 zCA-FETan §cF E
4 2 2 2 12 3 4
(6.3)

Note that Z,, & m g=m ) is gauge-independent.
In order to ocbtain (Z, l)P(ZT) and (Zp 1);,2T) ;we rstwritethePT renom alized two—-Joop

selfenergy in tem s of the conventional selfenergy as follow s:

"= Y+ D) 6.4)

T he explicit expression for the conventional covariant gauge selfenergy  ©) (p; ) Porarbitrary
has recently been given in Ref. [L§]. T he fiinction @) ; ) isthe sum of the selfenergy-
like pinch parts of the tw o-Joop vertex and box corrections to the given process involring the
quark as virtual intem ediate state. However, having explicitly constructed " e () In the
previous sections directly from subsets of diagram s, rather than via the consideration of the
pinch parts of ndividualvertex and box diagram s, we w illhere cbtan @) ) sin ply as the
di erence between the PT and conventional selfenergies. G iven the above renom alization
constants, together w ith the fact that the renom alized finction @ (o; ) is nite, it is then
su cient to determm ine the counterterm contributions required to m ake nite the function

@ (o; ) nEq. §4) h orderto dbtain @, 1),2 and @n 1)Ye.

T he finction @) o; ) is conveniently decom posed into four contrbutions, correspond-
ing to the di erence between the diagram s 10b and 8b, 10c and 8c, 10d{fand 8d{f, and 10g
and 8g, respectively:

4
@ (o; )=X T ) 6.5)
=1
G iven that the PT selfenergy is gauge-independent, we are at lberty to choose the value of
for which the fiinction @ (o; ) is sinplest, ie. = 1.W e have:
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kl
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1
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1
@) _ . , .
4 ©;1) = Fi:1l0g Fig:8gj-1
n (o]
= @, 1Y @ 1Z i m)
n ) (2)O
@2@n  1yy @2@n 1N, im : (6.9)

In Eqg. ), we have used Egs. @){ @) for the di erence between the PT and Feynm an
gauge one-loop gluon selfenergy insertions. In Eq. ), we have used the fact that the PT
and Feynm an gauge renom alized one-Joop quark selfenergies coincide. And in Eq. ), we
have used Egs. @) and @) for the di erence between the two sets of triple gauge vertices
nvolved.

Substituting the expressions @) and @) for M and * , respectively, n Egs. @)
and ), and then using the elem entary W ard identity ) in the latter case, theg ’ part
ofthe ™ temm in Eq. (64) is cancelled by an intemalpinch tem in Eq. (6.]). This is
Just the cancellation described in section 42. Carrying out the k, integration in Eq. @),
and substituting the expresions @) forthe O ( ) renom alization constants, the sum ofthe
expressions ){ @) m ay be w ritten

Z
. @) 4 2_ 2 1
1 il) = CaCrg ki 1G k1= “; )Fkls ©  kik
A N !
+ —_ F ;ki;ko)S ! + st F 1kik
Eﬂkl]bkz]kfkg ot k)2 Pikiike) ©) ©E)F @Eikiikz)
n 2) 2) O- n 2) ) O-
+ @2 lpg Z2 1), i m) Zwn  Dpo Zn 1), Im (6.10)

In the above expression, for brevity we have de ned

F (jkijky) = SpP+k) Sk ki); (611)
- 1 a+ ) @ ) k2
= “; = 1 2
G k7 ) 57 o 2) 2 612)
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C arrying out the ram aining integrations isEq. ), we cbtain

2
1 1
i P = 0 GaCr S+ + @ Dy G DY) iE m)
n @) (2)o
CZn 1lpr @n 17 im
+ tem swhich are niteas ! 0: (613)

R equiring that the filnction @ ;1) be niteas ! 0 then determ inesthe required O ( 2)
PT renomm alization constants: In theM S scham e,

2) 11 21 3.1
(Zz 1)PT = 4— CF ECF ) + ZCA + TF ne + ZCF - H (6.14)

CGn D2 = Gn D% (6.15)

Using Egs. {64) and ), the PT renom alized gauge-independent two-loop quark self-

energy 1”@ () in theM S schem em ay be w ritten in tem s ofthe corresponding conventional
Feynm an gauge selfenergy as

") = 1P =1
z 1
+CaCrg® Bl ki= ?; )7 S o)se ki)StE  S’ )
7 . 1
+ bklmkz]m F ikiik)S 1 ) + S 1 ©F (ojkyskz)
+ ! 11 st (6.16)
(4 )4 2

T he integral expression Eq. ) isour nalresul.

W e nish this section w ith three rem arks:

(1) In this section, we have shown by explicit calculation that the twoJloop quark self-
energy obtained In the PT is multiplicatively renom alizable by local counterterm s. It is
em phasized that this result was not obvious a priori. In particular, the worry was that the
rearrangem ents w hich gave the contributions to it@ () shown In Figs. 10b{fwould result
in divergent tem s ofthe om ,eg., ! I( p?= ?) which then could not be cancelled by ocal
countertemm s, shown in Fig. 10g.

(2) From Eq. ), given that S ! (o) vanishesatp = m , i is in m ediately clear that the
PT two-loop quark selfenergy does not shift the position of the propagator pole (to O ( 2)):

") = P =1 +0 (2 617)
=M =M
T hisisan essential requirem ent forthe consistency ofthe P T approach, and is In fact expected
on rather general grounds @].
(3) The quark selfenergy obtained In the BFM w ith quantum gauge param eter o coin-—

cides w ith that cbtained in the class of linear covariant gauges w ith gauge parameter = 4
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to a]lordersﬁ In perturbation theory: i én;M ;i 0)= 1 ©) o; = o). At the twoJoop

level, we therefore cbtain inm ediately from Eq. (6.14)

A V]

TP s i, i =1 (6.18)
W e thus conclude that the correspondence between the PT gauge-independent n-point func—
tions and those cbtained in the BFM In the Feynm an quantum gauge o = 1 doesnot persist
beyond one loop.

7 Summ ary and C onclusions

T he extension of the pinch technique P T ) beyond the oneJdoop approxin ation requires the
solution of the two problem s described in the introduction: (1) how to deal consistently w ith
triple gauge vertices all three legs of which are associated w ith gauge elds propagating in
Joops; and (2) whether or not to use the \Induced" longiudinal factors from intemal loop
corrections to trigger furtherthe P T rearrangem ent, and, ifso, how . In thispaper, i hasbeen
shown how the st ofthese problam s is consistently solved for the sin plest non-trivial case,
viz. the construction in the PT approach of the 1P I two-Jloop ferm ion selfenergy it@ ©)
nQCD.

W ebegan (section 2) by review ing the construction ofthe PT gauge-independent one—loop
quark selfenergy 1" ® () f1. This finction was dotained from the \e ective" two-point
com ponent of the integrands for the one-doop Q CD corrections to the Com pton scattering
g ! g ofaphoton o a quark. The fact that gluons do not coupl directly to the photons
m eant that, fr the construction of i~ ® (), this process was considerably sin pler than,
eg., the C om pton—-like scattering gqg ! gg ofa gluon o a quark. A though the oneloop case
was aln ost trivial, this review was useful In order to introduce the sin ple technigue used
subsequently at two loops to In plem ent the PT sin ultaneously am ong subsets of diagram s,
rather than ndividual diagram s.

W e then tumed to the construction of the 1P I two-doop quark selfenergy i~ @ (o) in the
PT approach. By investigating here only the rst of the above problam s, it was e ectively
assum ed that the correct approach to the second problem w ill tum out to be not to use the
\induced" longitudinal factors to trigger furtherthe PT rearrangem ent. T hus, \the PT " here
referred to the PT algorithm in plem ented using longiudinal factors only from lowest order
gauge eld propagators and triple gauge vertices.

T he starting point for the construction (section 3) was the generaldiagram m atic represen—
tation of the renom alized tw o-loop quark selfenergy In tem s of renom alized one-Jloop two—
and threepoint fiinction and tree level B ethe-Salpetertype quark-gluon scattering kemel In—
sertions in the one-loop quark selfenergy, shown In F igs. 8b{g for the case of the conventional
selfenergy. This representation is precisely analogous to the fam iliar representation @] of
the renom alized two-loop Q ED photon selfenergy (vacuum polarization) in temm s of renor—
m alized oneJoop two— and threepoint function and tree level electron-positron scattering

12T his statem ent is not entirely obvious due to the question of the renom alization of the quantum elds in
the BFM Dbeyond one loop. For a lucid discussion of this issue, see R ef. Ell].
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kemel insertions in the onedoop photon selfenergy, shown in Figs. 6b{g. The signi cance of
these representations is two-fold: rst, they are explicitly In tem s of renomm alized one-loop
n-point finctions ocbtained in perturbation theory at the oneloop level; and second, they
are sym m etric, in the sense that no orientation of the overall sets of diagram s is preferred.
T his Jatter property, m ade possbk by the Introduction of the kemel insertion contributions,
would appear to be essential for the consistent solution of the rst problem for the case of
the two-loop quark selfenergy in the PT approach.

In order forthe PT approach to be consistent, it was st of all required that the contri-
butionsto i @ (p) analogous to those shown in F igs. 8b {e for the conventional case consist
ofthe PT renomm alized gauge-independent one-loop n-point fuinctions appearing as intemal
corrections in the PT gauge-independent oneloop quark selfenergy it ). It then re-
m ained to determ ine the PT analogue of the contrbution In Fig. 8f nvolving the tree level
quark-glion kemel; and nally theP T analogue ofthe two-loop counterterm insertions shown
in Fig. 8g. T he contrlbutions to it@ (o) are thus as shown in Figs. 10b{g.

In order to carry out the explicit construction of it@ () (section 4), we considered the
twoldoop QCD correctionsto g ! g , starting from the Feynm an gauge. The key to the
construction was the elem entary decom position Eq. @) of the triple gauge vertex which
occurs in the two-doop diagram s shown In Figs. 15a{h. It was shown that this decom posi-
tion not only resuls in precisely the intemal one-doop glion selfenergy-like pinch parts and
tripke gauge vertex com ponents F required to obtain the contrbutionsto i~ @ (o) shown
in Figs. 10c{e, nvolving the PT onedoop intemal corrections; but also the contrbution to
the PT quark-glion kemel, cbtained from the ram aining twoloop selfenergy-like com ponent
of Figs.l5a{h, nvolves jist the com ponent ¥ of the triple gauge vertex which occurs in the
PT oneloop functions. The resulting PT tree level kemel, shown In Fig. 13, thus provides
no factors of Iongitudinal ourm om entum associated w ith the extemal glion lgs. A s ex—
plained at the end of the section (fourth rem ark), this is crucial to the consistency ofthe P T
construction.

In order to dem onstrate the gauge independence of i~ @ (o) (section 5), we again con-
sidered the two-Jdoop QCD correctionsto g ! g , but now starting from arbitrary .W ih

€ 1, there then occurred m any further factors of longitudinal glion fourm om entum in the
corresponding Feynm an Integrands. In the case of the forty-six twoJdoop diagram s shown in
Figs. 15 and 17, these factors were e ciently dealt with by writing the diagram s In term s
of tree kevel four-and vepoint functions contracted together via quark and gluon propaga-—
tors. Using the W ard identities for these tree level n-point fiinctions, we were then abl to
In plem ent the PT directly am ong entire subsets of these diagram s, rather than diagram -by-
diagram . In thisway, we were able to dem onstrate the algebraic cancellation ofthe additional
contributions which occur for € 1 not only to the 1P I two-loop selfenergy-like com ponent
of the process, but also the vertex-like and box-lke com ponents. T he gauge independence of
i" @ (o) was thus explicitly dem onstrated in the class of linear covariant gauges.
In order to obtain the two-loop renom alization constants required nally to renomm alize
it @ () (section 6), rather than evaliating the divergent part ofthe diagram s in F igs. 10b{f
directly, we com puted only the di erence between the divergent part of these diagram s and
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that of the corresponding conventional selfenergy diagram s in Figs. 8b{f in the Feynm an
gauge. K now ing the twoJoop Feynm an gauge counterterm s, we were then able to obtain the
required two—-loop PT counterterm s. In thisway, it was explicitly shown that the P T two-loop
quark selfenergy it@ (o) is renom alizable.

Before nishing, we brie y tum to the second problem outlined in the introduction. It
is clear from the analysis in sections 2 and 4 that if the ntegrand V) °“k;;k,; ) for the
conventional one-loop glion selfenergy insertions shown in Figs. 14a{fand given in Egs. @)
and ) is exp]jcojt]y w ritten In temm s of the transverse tensor kfg ’ klklo, then the entire
Iongitudinal k; k; com ponent exactly cancels am ong the integrands for the six diagram s.
T his cancellation is identical to that of the longiudinal com ponent of the tree level glion
propagators describbed In section 2, and the longiudinal com ponent of the pinch part of the
Feynm an gauge one-loop glion selfenergy described in section 4.1.

Regarding the rok of the longiudinal com ponent of the gauge eld propagator, i was
shown som e years ago in an elegant paper by Llewellyn Sm ith E] that the covariant gauge

xIng param eter In QCD may lkgitin ately be replaced in the lagrangian by an operator

(@?). This operatorm ay then in principle be chosen so that the radiatively-corrected gauge

eld propagator i (@; ) is proportional to g to all orders in perturbation theory. In
thisway, i was shown that the longitudinal com ponent of the radiatively-corrected covariant
gauge eld propagator n QCD m akes no contribution to S-m atrix elem ents to all orders
(@ result which is relatively obvious in QED ). The cancellation described above am ong the
diagram s of F ig. 14 is just an explicit twoJoop exam ple of this.

From the point ofview ofthe P T, it therefore seem s plausbl that the \induced" factors
of ongitudinalgauge eld fourm om entum from ntemal corrections should indeed be used to
trigger further the PT rearrangem ent. H owever, in order that the resulting n-point fiinctions
continue to satisfy sinple Q ED -lke W ard dentities, it is necessary to use such factors not
only from the gauge eld selfenergies, but also the gauge eld vertices. For these latter, it is
thus necessary to use the associated invariant tensor decom positions (cf.eg.Refs. @,@D to
isolate the Iongitudinal factors. The way In which this works for the case ofthe O ( gnf) ie.
m ixed ferm ionichbosonic contribution to the two-Jloop glion selfenergy hasbeen describbed in
Ref. P4I.

T here are two reasons, how ever, to believe that the correct approach w ill tum out to be
not to use the \induced" longitudinal factors to trigger further the PT rearrangem ent| as
was the e ective assum ption in this paper. First, i tums out that the longiudinal factors
from Intemalvertex corrections, ifused to triggerthe PT rearrangem ent, m ake non-vanishing
contributions to the n-point finctionswhich, In contrast to the case at one loop, do not have a
sin ple interpretation in term s of ghosts §§J4]. T he roke of the \induced" longimudinal factors
is therefore qualitatively di erent from that of the lowest order longitudinal factors which
appear In the PT at the onedoop level. Second, it is hard to see how such an approach could
ever be cbtained from a form ulation at the level of the path J'ntegral| essential ifthe PT is
tobeputon a m eld-theoretic footing. In particular, the required tensor decom positions
of the Intemal corrections are com plicated for all but the selfenergy finction; and such an
approach clearly preclides a set of Feynm an rules.
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To conclide, the analysis presented in this paper represents the rst, non-trivial step
tow ards extending the pinch technique beyond the oneloop level. It is em phasized that,
although the analysis hasbeen com plicated, the resu]t| expressed essentially in the diagram s
shown in Figs. 10 to 13| is ram arkably sin ple. It rem ains to be seen if this extension can be
generalized beyond the case considered here.
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