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ABSTRACT

T he generalization ofthe pinch technigque beyond one loop ispresented. It is shown that the crucialphysicalprinciples
of gauge-invariance, uniariy, and gauge— xing-param eter independence are Instrum ental for accom plishing this task,
and is explained how the aforem entioned requirem ents single out at two loops exactly the sam e algorithm which has
been used to de ne the pinch technique at one loop, w ithout any addiionalassum ptions. T he tw o-Joop construction of
the pinch technigque glion selfenergy, and quark-glion vertex are carried out In detail for the case ofm assJless Yang—
M ills theordes, such as perturbative QCD . W e present two di erent but com plem entary derivations. First we carry
out the construction by directly rearranging two-loop diagram s. T he analysis reveals that, quite Interestingly, the
wellknow n one-loop correspondence between the pinch technique and the background eld m ethod in the Feynm an
gauge persists also at two-loops. Sihce we use din ensional reqularization the entire construction does not depend
on the value of the spacetin e dim ension d. The renom alization when d = 4) is discussed In detail, and is shown
to respect the aforem entioned corregpondence. Second, we present an absorptive derivation, exploiting the uniarity
of the S-m atrix and the underlying BRS symm etry; at this stage we dealonly w ith tree-level and one-loop physical
am plitudes. T he gauge-invariant sub-am plitudes de ned by m eansofthis absorptive construction correspond precisely
to the I agihary parts of the n-point functions de ned in the full two-loop derivation, thus fumishing a highly non—
trivial self-consistency check for the entire m ethod. Various fiture applications are brie y discussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The pinch technique P T) was introduced by Comwall i'}'], as the rst step in the developm ent of a selfconsistent
truncation schem e for the Schw ingerD yson equations ofQ CD E_Z]. Tt was fiirther developed in E], and w as generalized
to theories w ith spontaneous sym m etry breaking Ef], and subsequently to the fi1ll Standard M odel E,E] Various phe-
nom enological applications w ere presented f'/], and the one-loop correspondence between the PT and the background

eld m ethod BFM ) E{:lo ]w as established fl]:] T he in portant rdk of unitarity and analyticity was appreciated and
exploited in a serdes of papers [12{:15': which allowed the generalization of the Breit#W igner form alisn for unstable
particles to the non-abelian sector of the Standard M odel. Paralkel developm ents took place In the eld of nite
tem perature Q CD I_l-é], the conoept of the QCD e ective charge 'E:] was exam ined in detail [11-7_:], and subsequently
applied to the eld ofrenomm alon calculus l:_L-g:], and the generalized P T waspresented I_l-cj] In addition, a form alisn for
studying resonant CP violation Pd]hasbeen developed 1], and various issues related to the high-energy behaviour
ofthe W —fusion process f_Z-Zj] have been resolved [_ig]

ThePT reorganises system atically a given physicalam plitude into sub-am plitudes, which have the sam e kinem atic
properties as conventional n-point fiinctions, (propagators, vertices, boxes) [_ié], and are n addition endowed w ih
In portant physical properties. T he essential ingredient one uses in this rearrangem ent is the fi1ll exploitation of the
elem entary W ard identities W I) of the theory, In order to enforce crucial cancellations. T he various types of physical
problm s for which the PT can serve as a usefl tool have been discussed frequently in the literature, m ost recently
in p3land Bel.

So far the PT program has b_een carried out only at one-loop order, and its generalization to higher orders has
been a long-standing question [27 The generalm ethodo]ogy ofhow the extension ofthe PT proceeds at two—-Joops
has been presented in a recent brief com m unication l26 T here it was explained how the one-loop form alism , when
properly interpreted and suiably adopted to the two-loop context, leads naturally to the PT extension. In this paper
we w ill address the technical aspects of this procedure In detail, and w ill discuss extensively the plthora of physical
issues involved.

W e will present two independent constructions, which are however inextricably connected. The st one deals
directly w ith the two-loop S-m atrix elem ent for the scattering process gqq ! gg, exactly as was the case in the early
oneloop PT applications. The st crucial ngredient is that of gauge- xing param eter (GFP) independence. S-—
m atrix elem ents are guaranteed to be GFP independent; In fact, as happens In the one-loop case, the cancellation
ofall GFP dependent temm s proceeds by exploiting tree-level W I only, w ithout having to carry out sub-integrations.
T his property is in portant, because it preserves the diagram m atic representation of the S-m atrix, as well as the
kinem atic identity of the sub-am plitudes appearing in it (propagators,verticespoxes). O ne can therefore, without
Joss of generality, choose a convenient gauge, such as the renom alizable Feynm an gauge RFG ), provided that one
considers the entire set of tw oJoop Feynm an graphs contributing to the given S-m atrix elem ent

In the oneloop case the next step would be to split the bare threeglion vertex appearing inside the one-loop
quark-ghion vertex into a pinching and non-pinching contribution. T his golitting is very specialbecause i guarantees
that the resulting e ective G reen’s fiinctions satisfy (at one-loop) naive, QED -lkeW I f@:], instead ofthe usualSlavnov—
Taylor identities @-é] A s a consequence the e ective one-loop gluon selfenergy captures the running of the QCD
coupling, exactly as happens w ith the photon vacuum polarization In QED . In the two—-Joop case the construction is
lengthier but the crucial operation is precisely the sam e. O ne carries out the aforem entioned splitting to all vertices
whose one of the Incom Ing m om enta is the physicalm om entum transfer (or center-ofm ass energy) of the process. A s
we will see in detail this splitting is su clent to give rise to twoloop PT e ective G reen’s fiinctions which have the
exact sam e properties as their one-loop counterparts.

The reason why all other threeglion vertices inside the loops should rem ain unchanged (o splitting) can be
understood by resorting to the special unitariy properties that the PT sub-am plitude m ust satisfy, a point which
brings us to the second derivation. For this derivation we em ploy the uniarity and analyticity properties of the
S-m atrix, very much in the spirit presented in the m ore recent oneloop PT Iliterature ﬁ_l-i_’;,:_l-l_i'] T here, the precise
diagram m atic correspondence between the onedoop (rward) process gg ! gg and the treelevel process gg ! gg
provided very usefii], stringent constraints on the entire construction, rendering the m ethod all the m ore powerful.
T hese constraints are autom atically encoded in the two-Joop PT construction presented here; in fact they are even
m ore constraining than in the previous order, for reasons that we w ill describe qualitatively now , and in great detail
In them ain body of the paper. T he in agihary parts of the two-loop PT G reen’s functions are related by the optical
theorem to precisely identi able and very specialpartsoftw o di erent on-shellprocesses, the one-loop processagg ! gg
and the treedevel process qgq ! ggg. In particular, the two-particle Cutkosky cuts of the two-Jloop PT selfenergy



are related to the PT rearranged s-channelpart of the oneloop gg ! gg, whil, at the sam e tin g, the threeparticle
Cutkosky cuts of the sam e quantity are related to the PT rearranged s-channelpart of the treedevelgqgq ! ggg; the
latter is the exact analogue of the PT rearranged s—channel part of the treedevel qg ! gg, already studied in the
Iiterature cited above.

T he paper is organized as follow s: In section IT we present a brief overview of the onedoop PT algorithm , and
discuss the m ost characteristic properties of the one-loop PT e ective G reen’s functions. Here we ollow the original
PT fom ulation E_Z,:_j], and postpone the overview of the one-loop absorptive PT construction I_l-;u',:_l-é_i] until section
V . In section ITT we present the full two—-doop construction. This section contains three sub-sections, where we deal
separately w ith the one-particle reducible graphs, the tw o-loop quark-glion vertex, and the tw o-loop glion selfenergy.
In the second sub-section we use at interm ediate steps various resuls for the one-loop threeglion vertex which are
derived in section VI, and arem ore naturally integrated in the analysis presented there. Section ITT contains them ain
results ofthis paper; a m a prhighlight is the proofthat the correspondence between the PT and the Background F ield
M ethod Feynm an gauge BFM FG ) persists at two-Jdoops. In section IV we carry out the renom alization program in
detail. W e show that the twoJoop PT G reen’s function can be renom alized by judiciously rearranging the existing
counterterm s, and that this procedure respects the correspondence between PT and BFM FG established in the
previous section. In section V we present the general form alisn and m ethodology of the absorptive PT construction;
this second derivation is com pletely independent of the rst, but at the sam e tin e is degply connected to . In this
section we rst derive various form ulas which will be used in the next section, and present a thorough overview of
the one-loop case. In section VIwe present the two—-Joop absorptive derivation. T here are two sub-sections: the st
one contains a detailed discussion of the one-loop process gqg ! gg, and is rdk in enforcing the unitariy of the
Individualtwo-loop PT G reen’s fiinctions; the second sub-section contains the study ofthe PT rearranged tree-level
process qq ! ggg, which dem onstrates the crucial fuinction of this process in realizing the aforem entioned unitarity
properties. Finally, in section V IT we present our conclusions, and discuss possible connections w ith other work as
well as future applications.

II.OVERVIEW OF THE ONE-LOOP CASE

In this section we brie y review the oneJoop PT construction and establish som e usefulnotation.

T he fundam ental tree-Jevel threeghion vertex © @;p17p2) is given by the ollow ng m anifestly B ose-sym m etric
expression (@llm om enta are incom ing, ie. g+ p1 + pz = 0)

@ @piip)= @ P)g +t 1 P g Ff Dg @)

(@P17p2) may be split into two parts £3]

O @)= 2 @pup)t S @pe) @2)
w ith
O @piip)= 0 ) g +t299 299 ;
s @pi1ip) = P2 9 PLg 23)
T he vertex F(O) @p1;p2) is Bosesymm etric only with respect to the and lgs. The st term in F(O) isa

convective vertex describing the coupling ofa gluon to a scalar eld, w hereas the other two tem s originate from glion
Spin orm agneticm om ent. éo) (@;p17p2) colncides w ith the BEM FG bare vertex involving one background (g) and

two quantum (o1 ,02) gluons '_ﬂ}'] Evidently the above decom position assigns a special rdk to the gleg, and allow s
@ o satisfy the W ard identity

F

a 2 @pip)= ©& g 2 .4)

where the right hand-side RHS) is the di erence of tw o-inverse propagators in the FG, and vanishes \on shell",
ie. when p? = p3 = 0. Ashasbeen explained in detail in {13,14), and as we w ill discuss extensively later on, the
splitting of @ @piip) to [V @piip) and [ @piipe) given in Eq. €2) has a natural interpretation
in the context of the tree-level process g )qP %) ! g@1) + g,) @nnihikation channel), lrading to an interesting
connection w ith the optical theorem .



C onsidernext the S -m atrix elem ent Hrthe quark (@)-antiquark (q) elastic scatteringprocessq® )g®P % ! gQ)gQ?
mQCD;wesetg=P% P =0°% Q,and s= ¢ is the square of the m om entum transfer. O ne could equally well
study the annihilation channel, In which case s would be the centre-ofm ass energy. W e willwork in the RFG ; this
constitutes no loss of generality, as long as one studies the entire gauge-independent process. It is a straightforward
but tedious exercise to convince one-self that through pinching, ie. by sin ply exploiing the fundam entalW I ofEq.
@;l:d), one can arrive at the set ofdiagram s ofthe RFG starting from the set ofdiagram s at any other value of (see
forexam ple [;3(_]']), or even from the diagram s corresponding to non-covariant gauge— xing schem es {_?:]_;]

Letusde ne

t @=d9 q9q; @.5)
i

d@ = —; (2.6)
T2

So ) = o, 2.7)

0({3 - @ m 2 .

P) = So ) : (2.8)

t (@ is the dim ensionfiil transverse tensor, and Sy () is the treelevel quark propagator. In what follow s we will

use the short-hand notation dk]= 2 (gd])‘d with d= 4 2 the dinension of spacetine and the "t Hooft m ass.

Furthem ore we de ne the scalar quantities

Ji@k) = gCa kK k+ 9’1" ;
Jp @k) = g°Ca kP k+ 1" ;

T3 (@ k) = Elgch K2k+ Vhk+ ' @l; 2.9)

where C, is the Casin ir eigenvalue of the ad pint representation (Ca = N for SU NN )). The quantities J, (g;k) and
J3 (@7 Y k) willbe used in later sections. .
W e then in plem ent the vertex decom position ofE q.d_Z;Z) Inside the non-A belian one-loop quark-gluon vertex graph

ofFigla, to be denoted by (l);nab(Q ;09, where now pr = k,px = &k g .The E(,O) @;p1ip2) tem triggers
the elem entary W ard identity

E= &+Q@ m) @ m); 2.10)
thus, a selfenergy lke piece is generated  ig.dc), which is to be alloted to the conventional selfenergy. In particular,

. , 1
(1);nab ©;0 O) _ b@mab ©;0 O) + 2V (1)

> Ve @

+x70;0%90° mi+ © mix U ;0%; 211)
w here
Z
bWimab 00 = @kl @k) & @ kik @ Q9
Z
v,V @=2 Bk @k)g
Z
x M ;0%= Bk @k) SoQ9;
Z
xM;09= Bk @kS QY 212)

The term s In the second line on the RHS oqu.{2:1:]:) vanish for on-shell extemal ferm ions. The (dim ension-less)
selfenergy-like contribution %Vp(l) @), together w ith another such contrbution arising from the m irror vertex (not

shown), after trivialm anipulations gives rise to the dim ensionfi1l quantity

p @@=V, @t @: 213)



(1)
P

gluon selfenergy b ® @:

1)

(@) willbe added to the conventional one-loop two-point finction (@), to give rise to the the PT one-loop

b= Y+ P o@: 2.14)

In particular, suppressing color indices throughout, we have that @

nam ely

@) is given by the graphs ofFig 2a and F ig 2b,

Z

1
‘”(q)=5 AkW: @KL (@k) ; 2 15)

w here

(0)

L (k) @O @k k Q@ @k; k @ 2k k+q ; ©.16)

and thus the PT one-loop gluon selfenergy b® @ Fig2) assum es the closed form f;i]
Z

1
b‘”(q)=5 Bk @kR  @k); 217)
w ih
P ogw 2 @ki x @ @ki k @ 20@k+q @k+q : 2.18)

@ @) (@) on the RHS of Eq.2.14) depend explicitly on the GFP in such a

P -

N otice that in general both (@ and
way as to give an G FP -independent sum .
In addition, gauge-invariance is encoded In the W I

a @=qgP%@=0: 2.19)

The follow Ing in portant points have been discussed in detail in the literature (i) b @) is jndependent_ of the
gauge- xIng param eter In any gauge- xing scheme. (i) A s happens n QED for the photon selfenergy [EZ_:], the
gluon selfenergy b ® (@) captures the leading logarithm s of the theory at that order E: ,:_2] ; therefore the coe cient
In front of the single logarithm com Ing from b ® (@), coincides w ith the st coe cient ofthe QCD  function [3:_3-]_:.
(i) P W (@) can be D yson resum ed, follow iIng the diagram m atic algorithm presented in [_ié] (17) The com bination

e @) g2 ()P ), where P=) =1 b =)1 "' is a renom alization-group-invariant quantity, and
constitutes the non-abelian analogue of the QED concept of an e ective charge E}:,.'_Z,:_Lz:] A dditional properties for
the glion two-point function have been presented in the literature for the case of non-abelian gauge theories w ith
Higgsm echanisn ¥,6,2{15], and the (non-renom alizable) K unin asa-6 oto-5lavnov-C omwall B4]m assive Y ang ills
m odel [35].

The PT quark-glion vertex b® ©Q;Q9% is the sum of the non-abelian and abelian oneloop graphs, shown in
Fig3a and Fig3b, which we will denote by P"™* ;0% and 2?0 ;09, respectively. In addition to being
G FP ~independent, by virtue of Eq. £4) " ;09 satis es the Hllow ing QED -lke W T

gP®;0%=bB o) b O, 2 20)

where b® isthePT one-loop quark selfenergy, which coincides w ith the conventional one com puted in the RFG .
Ba1.

Finally, the PT oneJoop n-point functions coincide w ith those com puted in the BFM FG (\tilded" quantities) [_1-1:]
, le.

b @® (q)= e(l)(q; 0 = 1) 221)
b 0;09=eM ;0% ,=1) @ 22)
bW oy=eWpg;=1= Ygo; =1 @ 23)

In addition, exactly analogous properties have been established for the one-loop glion threepoint finction [_3] and
fourpoint function ( {_3@] and second paper in {_l]_:]) .



III. THE FULL TW O-LOOP CONSTRUCTION

Here we present the full two-loop construction. The basic ocbservation is the follow ing: if one carries out the
decom position for the bare threegluon vertex described n Eq. @:2) to all external vertices (to be de ned in sub-
section ITIB) appearing in the Feynm an diagram s contributing to the two-loop S-m atrix elem ent for the process
ag ! ag, then two-loop sub-am plitudes w ill em erge, w ith precisely the sam e properties as the oneloop PT e ective
G reen’s functions.

T hroughout this section we have used the follow Ing form ulas, valid in din ensional regularization:

gk 1]
P
z k k 1 2 dk]
ST T et Y
Z
Bkl@k + @) J1 @k) = 0;
Z N 5
In
b.k]ikik ) =0 N = 0;1;2;::: 30)

T he last relation guarantees the absence of tadpole and seagull contributions order by order in perturbation theory.
In the two-doop calculation presented in this paper only the case N = 1 is relevant. N otice how ever that now here
have we used the slightly subtler dim ensional reqularization result

%lzo; 32)

which is often em ployed in the literature. W e also use the group theoretical identities

[a, b]z j_fabc c.

faexfbex — CA ab ,

14

1
faxm fbrn n fcnx — E CA fabc ; (3 3)
where 2 are the gauge group generators in the fiindam ental representation; n the caseofQCD & = 2=2,where *°
are the G elltM ann m atrices.
T he identity
0 () _ o ) ) ©) ©) ©) 0) 0)
- F F T o F T oF P top P
_ o 0) ) ©) © © ) )
- F F T + P P P G4)

m ay also be ound useful at interm ediate steps.
T he tw oJoop Integration sym bol

Z 7
(2 )2 ﬂi (35)
@)d @)

w ill be suppressed throughout. W e de ne the follow ing quantities

ih = g'cZ M @KPk+ Vk+ Y @it

iL=g'ci (" Dk &k+ D’ ;

i = g'ci® (0 kP &+ V1T

iy = g*C Y 9k k+ VI

iTs = g*cZ Mk* k+ 9?1t ; 3.6)

which willbe used extensively in what follow s.



A . The one-particle reducible graphs

A s has been explained in detail n [_I;_i] the resumm ability of the oneloop PT selfenergy requires the conversion
of onepartick reducbl (IPR) strings of conventional selfenergies & into strings containing PT selfenergies P @
T he process of converting conventionalstrings nto P T strings gives rise to left-overs, which are e ectively oneparticle
irreducible (1P I), and must be alloted to the genuine 1P I two-loop structures. Vardous selfconsistency argum ents
supporting the validiy ofthism ethod have been presented in the literature [37], aswe w ill see at the end ofthe third
sub-section, the extension ofthe PT to two loops provides the ultin ate test for the selfconsistency of this procedure.
Tt is straightforw ard to establish that the set 0of 1P I graphs F ig.4a —F ig.4d) m ay be converted into the equivalent set
of IPIPT graphs (ig.4e —Fig.4h), up to som e m issing pieces:

(2)

(da)= @de) R, @ 3.7)
@o) + do)+ (4d) = @f)+ @g)+ @h) F.2 ©;09 3.8)

w ith
R @@= Yov,"” <q>+§ vyt @ 3.9)
"0 = ) @a@P™ 0%+ v,* 0:09; (3.10)

w ih
v, 009 x7@i0% P)+x,"0@i0% Pe9: (11)

T he above tem s originate from carrying out the vertex decom position ofEq. C_Z-:Z) at all conventional 1P I diagram s.
For exam pl, the term YP(Z) ©;09% Fig 5b) origihates after in posing Eq. @;2) on the diagram ofF ig.5a ; in addition,
one cbtainsthe PT counterpart ofF ig.5a, nam ely F ig.5aF , and the graph ofF ig 5c, which ispart of F ig 4f. The tem s
R (g hasbeen derived in detail in [4]. Notice that

P
n #
2)

Ry” @=L L (Ek)+3t (@ : (3.12)

B . The two-loop vertex

In this sub-section we w ill dem onstrate the construction of the two—-Joop PT quark-glion vertex b @ ©;09, which
tums out to have the exact sam e properties as its one-loop oounterpa]:tb w ©;09%.Atthe sam etin ewew illdetermm ine
the tw o-loop propagator-like contributions VP(Z) , which w illbe subsequently converted into E(,Z) , 1le. the two—doop
él) Oqu.é;l:f:) . In addition, out ofthis procedure the tem s YP(Z) ©;09 oqu.@Zl:]:) w ill em erge.

T he construction proceeds as follow s: T he Feynm an graphs contributing to @ ©;0% can be classi ed into two
sets. (@) those containing an \extemal" threeglion vertex ie. a threegluon vertex where the m om entum g is
ncom ing, as shown Fig.6 and Fig.7, (o) those which do not have an \extemal" threegluon vertex. This latter set
contains either graphs w ith no three glion vertices (abelian-like), or graphs w ith threeghion vertices whose all three
kgs are irrigated by virtualm om enta, ie. g never enters alone into any of the lkgs; such would be for exam ple the
abelian graph of Fig3b, if one was to Insert a onedoop selfenergy correction to the intemal ghion line f_3-§:]) . 0f
course, all three-glion vertices appearing in the com putation of the one-loop S-m atrix are extermal, and so are those
appearing in the IPR part of the two-loop S-m atrix (see previous section). Then one carries out the decom position
of Eq. C_Z;Z) to the extemal threegluon vertex of all graphs belonging to set @), laving all their other vertices
unchanged, and identi es the propagator-like pieces generated at the end of this procedure.

T he calculation is straightforw ard, but lengthy; it ism ore econom icalto identify the sub-structure of the one-loop
threegluon vertex W @p1;p2) Eig K) nested inside the two-loop graph, Fig®Nal), and use the results presented
In section VI, Eq. {6:33) To that end wemust set p; ! ‘andp, ! Y g,and J3 (@ pisk) ' Jsz (@ k), and

rew rite the E(,l) oqu.{6:3:5) as follow s

version of



i
l:(‘1) (q; \;\ q): J3 [ 0) (\ q;k; k A q)+ k g ]\ E\]P(l) (q) \
" #
© ; \ . i .
+ J310 ( %k+ % kK+kg 1t g EVP @ ¢ a9
" #
1
09 ¢ gk; k ‘+g+kg 1+ > d@a v,V @ ¥
" #
1
LD k+ N K+kg 1 Sd@a v, @ ¢ 9?
313)
Thuswe have wWe om it the extemal spinors, and ueQ®=0Q + a)
1 o
(6a1) = (67 ) + - Y o@d@ Y7009
A\l #
1 0)
+§ 219 Il (k; Yk+ “HY+kg 1" 9
+D1+ Do+ D3+ Dy (3.14)
1
(6b1)=(6bf)+7113q D1+ Ds+Dg 315)
0 F 0 l
(6b1)=(6bl)+ZI3g D2+D7+D8 (3.16)
1
(6c) = (64 )+ SLL (k) G17)
1 - 1
(r) = () + - P o@d@ Y%+ EYP‘Z) ©;09
O3+D4s+Ds+Degt+ D7+ Dg) (318)
where
Di= L[ @ (ki ¥ k)+kg I SQ+ ‘+k) g;
Do=IL[ P ( ¥ kik)+kg ¥ sQ° Y k) g;
1
Dj3= EI5qf S(Q+‘) g;
1 0
D4=515qf S(Q+‘) g;
Ds= Isf S@ k) s@ k Y g;
Dg=Isf SQ k) S@Q+ Y g;
D= Isf s@ k Y s@ k) g;
Dg=Isf S@+ Y SQ@ k) g; (3.19)

Before we proceed the ollow ing com m ents are w arranted:

(1) In the above form ulas appropriate shiftings and relabellings of the Integration m om enta have been carried out,
in order for the answer to be expressed in term s of the ve basic denom inators I; de ned in Eq.t_gzé) .

(i) The topologiesofD;,D,,D3,D4,D5,and D¢ are shown in Fig.6a,, Fig.bas, Fig.6as, Fig.6a;, Fig.tlb,, and
Fig.6bs, respectively. (6b;)° corresponds to the gure obtained from Fig.6b; by draw ing the intemal three-glion
vertex on the other kg of the extermal three-glion vertex, ie. the leg which hooks onto the external spinor carrying
momentum Q° (ot shown);D 7 (shown in Fig.7h) and D g (not shown) are the analogues ofD 5 and D ¢ for the (6o, )°
topology. Furthem ore, the second and third term on the RHS oqu.ézl:él) are depicted In Fig.ba, and Fig.6as
respectively, the second term on the RH S oqu.(r§-:1-_5) is shown in Fig.6lb,, the second term on the RHS oqu.é_B-;l-j)
is shown in Fig.6c;, and the second tem on the RHS ofEq.B18§) in Fig.7c, .

(iil) The graph in Fig.7r, is accom panied by the graph w ith the abelian vertex correction on the other side (not
shown). T he graph containing the bare fourgluon vertex is not shown either.



(I7) N otice that the propagator-like part in F ig.7a is connected to the rest of the graph by a factorg ; since this
term w ill becom e part of the 1IPR graph of Fig. 4c it m ust be supplem ented a longiudinal com ponent g g . This
contrbution is proportionalto the temm s shown in Fig.7a¢ and Fig.7a; (rem em ber that the latter are proportionalto
d ), but notice that the color factors are di erent; the term s shown In Fig.6ae and F ig.6a; are proportional to CA2 ,
w hereas the term m issing in F ig.(Sa) w illhave both sz and Cp C¢,where C¢ isthe Casin ir for the representation
ofthe (extemal) quarks. It is easy to show that these termm s vanish when the extemal ferm ions are on shell, which is
our case. In order to prove that one does not have to assum e that g hits a conserved current on the other side ofthe
graph; instead one notices that the tem s in question are proportionalto [ ) (@ ;m ) @ (@ %m )], which vanishes
when @ =@°%=m .

(v) N otice the appearance of propagator-like term s F ig.6as, Fig.bl,, and Fig.6c,)

A JngEq."- Eqg. , by parts, and using Eq. )yWe n
ddi 14) { 18),b d ;l_' d

1 1
@ ©;09= EFP(Z) Q09+ Evp‘” + D@ 0;0% (3.20)
w ih
" #
V.Y @=LL K+ L+ L)g L kg + @ (ki vk+ ) 9 321)

T he Interpretation of the three tem s appearing on the RH S oqu.@-;Z-g) is as Pollow s:

() _T_he term %FP(Z) © ;09 is half of the vertex-like part necessary to cancel the corresponding tem appearing in
Eqg. @;8:) , during the conversion of conventionallPR graphs into theirPT counterparts. T he other halfw ill com e from
the m irror vertex (not shown).

(i) %VP(Z) is the total propagator-like term originating from the two-Joop quark-gluon vertex; together w ith the
equal contribution from the m irror set of tw o-loop vertex graphs (not shown) w ill give rise to the selfenergy tem
2@ v ot (322)
which willbe part of the e ective two-Joop PT glion selfenergy, to be constructed in the next sub-section

@) © @ ©;0% isthe PT two-loop quark-glion vertex; it coincides w ith the corresponding two-loop quark-glion
vertex com puted in the BEM FG, ie.

b@0;09=e@0;0%,=1) 3 23)

as happens in the one-loop case, Eq.@ZZZZ) . E ither by virtue of the above equality and the form alproperties of the
BFM , or by m eans of an explicit diagram m atic calculation where one acts with g on individual diagram s, one can

establish that ©® ;09 satis es the ©low ing QED ke W I

gP®;0%=b@ @) b@I; 324)

which is the exact two-Joop analogue of Eq.220). ©® () isthe twoJoop PT ferm ion selfenergy which satis es
b@oy=e®o;o=1= “@; =1 (325)

A galn, this is the precise generalization of the one-loop result oqu.CZZZ:I]’) . At this point this result com es as no
surprise, since all three gluon vertices appearing in the Feynm an graphs contrbuting to @ @Q; ) are mtemal;
therefore, at = 1 there w illbe no pinching B91.

W e em phasize that the above result is non-trivial; indeed, even if one acoepts that the appearance of the rst and
third tetrm In Eq.{SEZEj), for exam ple, could be foreed, there is no a-priory reason why the rem ainder should tum out
to be purely selfenergy-like. N otice also that in deriving the above results no integrations (or sub-integrations) over

virtualm om enta have been carried out.

C .The two-loop selfenergy

T he construction of P ® (@) proceeds as follow s: To the conventionaltw o-loop glion selfenergy @

) @) weadd two
additional tem s; (1) the propagator-like term f) (@) derived in the previous sub-section, Eq.{ : :2), and (i) the



propagator-like part REEZ) @ given in Eq.@}?), stem m Ing from the conversion of the conventionalstring into aPT
string; this term m ust be rem oved from the 1PR reducble set and be alloted to b @ (@), as described In t_l-Z_;] T hus,
b @ (@) reads

b @ (g = @+ o @ RY @: (326)

Up to m inor notationalm odi cations, this last equation is in fact ddentical to Eq.(3.5) in the second paper of I:L-Z_‘l],
except that now we know the exact closed expression for the term E(,Z) @).

Tt is a lengthy but relatively straightforward exercise to establish that in fact
b@@q=e@q,=1 327

To see that in detail, we sinply start out wih the diagram s contrbuting to @ (@ and convert them into the

corresponding diagram s contributing to € @ @ o = 1); In doing so we only need to carry out algebraicm anijpulations
In the num erators of individual Feynm an diagram s, and the judicious use of the identity of E q.C_SLA{) . The individual
diagram s yield:

Ba)= (9a)F+ Om)+ ©On)+ Qo)+ Op)+ O + (Or) + (9s)

#
\ \ (0) \ \ \ 2\ \ 3\
+1 k @k + g k Y+ ¢ g Nk+ Q (5 a
thkg + O kj ik )0 9t @@L+ Bt @
VD ot ()+i 21 Y+ O %)
2 gt @+ padq 5B q g g
+LL @kt 2k &+ ;# LL (5k)+2k k+ Y]
21
L 3" Za'taq
" #
9
@)+ @)= G+ O+ L @ + (g g
21
(8d) = (9d) + Elzt @
@)+ @)= G Of) Lk O @kt @ k)
1 1
IZZk(k+q)+§qq +I32k(k+‘)+zq‘
8g)+ (Bh)= (9g)+ (Gh)+ LL (Gk) ILiL (kt @
@hH= @) 1 Nkt @ O @ =1 NESE
1 q q > q 16 2d d 8 39
@y + Bk)= @)+ k)+ LR 3*g +qgq]
8H)= 9 328)
A dding the above equations by partswe nd
" #
P@=e?@o=1+L L @k+3t @ LL (St @

nw #
+h kg + 9 (ki Yk+ )V @O 9t @ CL+It @

(329)

U sing Eq@:Z
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2) 2) (2)

@=°"@o=1  @+RrR @: G30)

From Eq.@;@) and Eq.@-._Z-_é) we arrive in m ediately to Eq.(r§-;2-j) . Again, no Integrations over virtualm om enta need
be carried out, except for identifying vanishing contributions by m eans of the form ulas listed in E q.{_?:;l,') .

Since we have used din ensional reqularization throughout and no integrations have been perform ed the results
of this section do not depend on the value d of the spacetin e; in particular they are valid for d = 3, which is of
additional eld-theoretical interest MG]. Clearly, when d ! 4 the renom alization program needs be carried out; this
w ill be the sub Ect of the next section.

IV.RENORMALIZATION

In this section we will carry out the renom alization for the two-doop PT G reen’s functions constructed in the
previous section. There is of course no doubt that if one supplies the correct counterterm s w ithin the conventional
form ulation, the totalS -m atrix w ill continue being renom alized, even afterthe PT rearrangem ent ofthe (unrenom al-
ized) two—-Jdoop Feynm an graphs. T he point of this section is to show a stronger version of renom alizability, ie. that
the new G reen’s function constructed through the PT rearrangem ent are individually renom alizable. T he general
m ethodology is as follow s: W e start out w ith the counterterm s which are necessary to renom alize ndividually the
conventionalG reen’s fuinctions contributing to the two-Joop S-m atrix. Then we w ill show that by sim ply rearranging
them , ollow ing the PT rules, we w ill arrive at renom alized two-loop PT G reen’s functions.

W ew illuse the follow Ing notation: Z; isthe vertex renom alization constant forthe conventionalquark-glion vertex

; Z o is the wave-function renom alization for the (extemal) quarks, Z, the glion wave-function renom alization
corresponding to the conventionalglion selfenergy , iDA the gluon wave-function renom alization corresponding to
the PT gluon selfenergy b, 7 5 isthe vertex renom alization constant for the conventionalone-loop three-gluon vertex

W ,and Zsr the vertex renomm alization constant for the F(l) ; Z 5 isthe ghost wave-function renom alization, and

Z1 the ghostglion vertex renom alization constant. Equivalently, one can carry out the renomm alization program
using appropriately de ned countertem s. T he corresponding counterterm s, which, when added to the above n—loop
quantities render them UV nite, are, respectively K 1(n), K Z(H), KAm), IbA(n), K 3(n), K 3(?) K 2(1’1), and K l(n) . In addition,
m ass counterterm s m m ustbe supplied ifthe quarksare considered to bem assive. In am om ent we w illalso introduce
the counterterm K P(n) , which renders VP(n) ulra—=iolet nite. Notice that because ofthe QED -lke W I it satis es b

becom es ultraviolet nite when the counterterm K , isadded to it. The Z s and the K s are related as follow s :

X .
z;=1+ K7 i=1;2;3
=1
X (3)
ZA =1+ KA
=1
X (3)
@A =1+ IbA
=1
X (3)
Zi= 1+ K, i=1;2
=1
X 3)
Zg= 1+ ng
=1
X .
m = m @ 4.1)

W e rstbegin wih the 1PR part ofthe S-m atrix. It ism ore convenient to work w ith din ension-less quantities; to
that end we de ne the din ension-less gluon selfenergy @) simply through ' = @t . In order to renom alize
the extra pieces which m ust be alloted to the conventional 1lPR graphs in order to convert them into their PT fom,
ie.theiRp + Fp termsinh Eq. ¢_3-;-9.) {Eqg. @;1:],'), wemust have we use the supescript \R" to denote renom alizaed
quantities)

@R R, MR | 3. (MR

- (1)
P + Fp = Vo + ZVP

. (2)R

1)R
R 1)

LR (R 1y (1)R
VP + VP + YP

3 W
= Z(:KP

1),2 (1) 1) (1)

+ v, + ( K\) WV, @

+Ky)
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1) 1) 1 (1) (1) (1) 1
+ WV, + K, )PP+ R, )+ @+ x, ) m @

=R+ P+ 0P+ uf @2)
w ith
" # A\l #
Ul(z) _ VP(l) K2(1) KA(l) + K};]-) 1) + 1) + VP(l) + (Xl(l) + X2(1)) m 1)
" #
3
v =g ZKP‘“ +x,7 R 43)

Thus, the tem s Ul(Z) and UZ(Z) need be supplied. N otice that the term s contained in UZ(Z) arem om entum independent
(quadratic in the counterterm s), w hereasthose contained in U 1(2) orm om entum -dependent (linear in the countertem s).
T he latter w ill cancel against parts of the one-loop countertem s appearing inside the tw o-Jloop expressions for the
conventional selfenergy Fig.l0) and vertex Fig.l2), cancelling their sub-divergences. A s for the fomm er, they will
becom e part ofthe nal renom alization counterterm ofthe two-Jloop PT selfenergy, ie. the counterterm necessary
for cancelling the ram aining divergence, after the sub-divergences have been taken care of. Another way of saying
this is that, since the extra tetn s Rp and Fp willbe alloted to the PT gluon-selfenergy and vertex, so should the
counter-tem s necessary to renom alize them .

W e next show how the termm s in UZ(Z) are to be accounted for, and, at the sam e tim e, derive som e usefiil relations
am ong the various counterterm s. The QED lke W TofequationsEq. {220) and Eq. @24) relating " and @), and

b® and D@, regpectively, in poses the Hllow ing Q ED —like relation between the renom alization constants 2, and
®,, up to order g* :

231 = ?2 : 4 4)
Th addition, from the W IofEq. (6.36), we have to order g° (at Jeast)

Z3F = ZA N (4.5)

1)

F is proportionalto ©

N otice also that Eq. {6:.3:6) dictates that the ultraviolt-divergent part of F

F(O) 7 had it been the other way around there would be no longitudinal ultraviolet-divergent pieces on the RHS

ofEq. {_6_.3_6) . Aswe will see, this \m ign atch" w ill generate the pieces which in the BFM language give rise to the
gauge— xing renom alization of the vertices ¢ ig.10a and F ig.10b)

Furthem ore, the renom alization constants before and affer the PT rearrangem ents are related to the gauge
coupling renom alization as follow s:

rather than

1

2
Zg

272,°7,
- bp,2 B,
=%, (4.6)
where Eq. Cfl-gﬁ) has been used. A fter substituting the expressions given in Eq. @j:) into Eq. {_ZI_.-Q) and equating
pow ers of the coupling constant g we arrive at the follow ing relations for the corresponding countertem s

1) 1) (1)

M=k Y 2 kM; @)
P =r? 2g® )+ xS kS 2k M+ r ek M+ 4.8)
Substituting the relations
K, = %KQ” +K, 3= 12 @9)
Into the above equations we obtain

M =x " xk"; (4.10)

IbA(Z) _ A(2) K;Z) + U2(2) ; @11)

P, = 2k M 412)

12



N otice that ifZ; = Z,, or equivalently, K .’ = 0, then Z, = % , which is sinply the QED case.
Tt is now clar what the ¥l of the UZ(Z) tem s is; they must be added to the conventional two-loop selfenergy
@ and the part of the vertex counterterm corresoonding to VP(Z) ; these two countertem s are already

counterterm K ,
present, whereas the tem U2(2) must be borrowed from som e other part of the S-m atrix, iIn order for the niial
equation Eq. 4.4) to be enforced.

W e next tum to the Ul(Z) tem s. W e will show that they w ill cancel precisely against term s originating from the
rearrangem ent of the graphs shown in Figl0 and Figl2, in order to convert them into the graphs shown in Figdl
and Fig.13. The form er set contains the countertem s necessary for cancelling the one-loop sub-divergences inside the
conventional tw o-loop glion selfenergy and quark-glion vertex, the latter the countertermm s needed for the tw o—-Jloop
PT glion selfenergy and quark-glion vertex.

We begin wih twoJloop glion selfenergy shown in Figl0. From the Slavnov-Taylor identity f_2-§'] we have that
l1,42]

7 71

23 - 2L, (4.13)

Zp 2
from which we obtain {43]

1
K3(1) KAu):Klu) Kz(l): EKP(D: @.14)
T his relation is In portant for what ollow s.
T hen we have for the graphs ofFig.10:
Z

(10a) + (10b) = K3(1) Ak @k) @ )

(10c) = (10c1%+ (10c)

10d) + (10e) = K, Bk, @Kk k+ g

7
10f) + (109)= K.’ Bkl @kk &+ q (4.15)
w ih
Z
@)= K, kib@k) @
7
_ @) . o O
10c) = K,V gk, @k)k k ; 4.16)

J2 hasbeen de ned In Eq. (2:51) Thus, using Eq. @;1:4) and Eq. @;123.) we obtain

[(10a) + (10b)+ (10c;)]+ [(10d)+ (10f)]+ [(10e)+ (10g)1= K, “ (@@ @a7)
Next, wewrite (10c) as follow s
Z
10c) = (la)+ (Alb)+ (Ale) 2t @ k1. @kk k (4.18)
w here
Z
(la)+ (A1) =K, Bk @k) o
Z
(1o = K, @KL @kk k 5 @19

W e next convert the renom alization constants for the conventional tw o-Joop quark-gluon vertex @

those necessary orthe PT 2-loop quark-glion vertex b® e Figd3). W e have:

Figl2) into

13



o o o, 1w

1
(12a) = K 1 = K+ oKy © = @3a)+ oK o
120+ 12d) = K v, + @130+ 13d)
1 1
12¢9) = KV, + Zx P+ xM)m®+ @13e)
2 7 2
@b = K, @k Ctk Q+k
Z
= Ky B @k () o+ 0 Otk @+ k)
Z
= @3 K, &P @kt &)
1 Z
= (13b) EKA‘”VP‘”+ Ka't @ Bkl @kk k
4 20)
N otice that the last temtm on the RH S ofEq. [::d),togetherwjth an equaltermm from them irror vertex graphs (not
shown) will cancel against the last term in Eq.zl--a). U sing that K W ilg D1 K W4 g (1)) we nally arrive at
L8 1 2K > Kp 2
&)
K Fignoyt 2K gigu2) = K gigan) ¥ 2K gigaz + U, 421)

w here the factors of 2 multiplying K  i9:12) and K 1513y account for the m irror vertex contributions. Evidently, the

PT rearrangem ent gives rise to a tem Ulm, as announced.

T he countertem s resulting from the above rearrangem ent are exactly those required to cancel all sub-divergences
nside P? (©;09); the latter coincide of course w ith the sub-divergences nside €® © ;0% o = 1). To dem onstrate
that the countertermm s shown in Fig.13 are in fact identical to those obtained when carrying out the BFM renom al-
ization program as explained in Ei], ie. renom alizing only the background gluons, the extemal quarks, the coupling
constant g, and the GFP (o ), onem ay proceed as ollow s: (i) start with graph (13b), and separate the t (k) Into
the part proportionalto g and the part proportional to k k ; the second part is sin ply the gauge- xing renor—

m alization to the selfenergy, as explained in i_E%]. (i) Half of the piece proportionalto g must be added to (13a);

the latter is proportionalto © . Using that K 3(;) = K A(l) (from Eq. {48)), the total contribution is proportional

to K A(l) (@ éo)) =K A(l) E(,O), which is the contribution from the gauge- xing renomm alization of the elem entary
BFM threeglion vertex. (ifi) The rem aning half proportionalto g from step (i) must be solit equally between
(13c) + % (13e) and (13d) + % (13e). Each of these two com binations will then give a contribution proportional to
kYIS Ik = 1P+ Ik = k4 Ik, whereEq. §.9), Eq. @10), and Eq. $4.12) have been
used in the last steps. T he wave-function renom alization for the extemal ferm ions w ill then canoel%K 2(1) ,and K c_;l)
w il be reabsorbed into the gauge-coupling renom alization.

N otice that the correspondence between the PT and the BFM FG G reen’s functions established in the previous
section persists after renom alization; the resulting expressions are the BFM FG renom alized quantities, as derived
n E_Q]. An inm ediate consequence of this E_Q] is that the coe cient multiplying the logarithm of the PT two-loop
selfenergy is equalthe the two-loop coe cient ofthe QCD  fiunction K142} ie. (34=3)C 2. It isalso interesting to
see how the PT rearrangem ent leads into the interpretation of counterterm s generated from the Q CD Lagrangian in
the renom alized Feynm an-gauge t_4-2:], as GFP renom alizations ofthe BFM Lagrangian [_9] .

V.THE ABSORPTIVE CONSTRUCTION :GENERAL FORM ALISM

In the next two sectionswe w ill show in detailhow onem ay construct the two-loop PT e ective G reen’s functions
usinhg uniarity and analyticity argum ents. T his derivation generalizes the m ethod rst presented In l};il] and Lll_ll]
for the one-loop case, and constitutes a non-trivial selfconsistency check for the entire approach. In this section we
w il set up the form alism , and discuss In detail the one-loop case, which w ill serve as the general paradigm for the
tw o-Joop generalization, to be presented in the follow ing section. Apart from som e m inorm odi cations, in the next
tw o sections we w ill adopt the notation used in [3].

T he optical theorem for the case of forw ard scattering assum es the form

14



1X
=mkafRi= - @ )* @ oa  pi)hif pi hifl pi; Ga)

i

P
w here the sum ; should be understood to be over the ePU're phase space of all allow ed on-shell interm ediate states
i. A frer expanding the T m atrix in powersofg, ie. T = T B, we have that

n=2

1X X
=mhay "pi= - @) Y. p) hF RiR T M R 52)
i k
In particular, if n the initial states we have a gq pair, ie. pi= gl we have for the rst non-trivialorders, n = 4

andn= 6
|

T Z
[E3 S 11 Rl [ 23—
=mboadl T3eE= o (@P S)2gh2gT * gt 2gd = 30 ; 63)
and
Ly
Blays = L 1 Rl Rl
=mbgad = o 5 (@ S)3gh3g T “ gt h3gT * Jai
g ] !
11 B Rt
*3 3 (@P S)2g2<e 2g¥ " 'Foi g “'3;od 54)

respectively [_54] (dP S )2y and (dP S)34 stand for the two—-and threebody phase space for m ass-less gluons, respec—
tively. N ext we introduce the short-hand notation

AP =m gy P lioi;
X tmgd Ml m;k= 2;3;: 5.5)

Then, EqQ. C_S-;E,’) and Eq. C_S-;z}) becom e respectively
|

©Z
1 1
4l _ Rl . R1,
afl=2 5 @9 65)
1 1! z 1 1! z !
6 Bl .. Bl 4l . 2]
abl= > T @ S)3gTy™ Ty + = — @ S)yg2<e T, T,
_ A3[6]+ A2[6]: (5.7)
T he quantities de ned above have the explicit form
1 1 0 0
A= 2 2 I nIPR Teor eaml IR 58)
!
er_ 1 1 BI Blabc, ° 0 0 B Blabe
Ay = E gl E3s + T3¢ > p (1)P ©2)P ([33)[:['38 + Ty 5% 07 (5.9)
' !
l 0 0
2= o <e I DIPR er el TR 510)

w here we have suppressed the phase space Integrations. P is the polarization tensor for m ass—ess glions,

n + n
P fin; )= g + P P = pz; (11)
np p)

with n isan arbirary ourwector, and a gauge param eter.
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W ewillnow study the processgk;)gks,) ! gloi)g ) at treelevel, using the equations derived above. T his study
w il further elucidate the 0k of the Eq. C_Z-g) In enforcing perturbative unitarity at the level of individual G reen’s
functions, and w ill set up the stage for the tw o-loop generalization.

The BRS symm etry [_45] of the original Lagrangian leads to the follow ing identities {_ZIQ‘]:

pszab _ (Szflzg)abp2 ;

b _ f21 b. .

P, T, = 5,7 7)*p ;
p,p T, = 0: (5.12)

If we split the amplitude into an s—channel and tchannel contrbution (s = ¢ = (; + k2)? = 1 + p2)?, and
t= &k p1)’= ke p2)?), the rstofthe dentities in Eq. (6.12) becom es
ab ab

fl2 f12
P, Tos+ Toe = S,s 0+ S, ° oot (513)

T he ram aining tw o identities are exactly analogous and w illbe suppressed throughout.
ThePT rearrangem ent of the am plitude am ounts to a special choice for T,5 and Ty, which w illbe denoted by TZFs

and TZFt , respectively. A fter de ning these \Feynm an" am plitudes, Eq. @;1_3) reads

ab ab
F fl2 F fl2
P Tos+ Tpp = Spo o+ Sy, 0 p2i (5.14)
and to orderk,
ab ab
kIF kIF kIF £f12 kIF £f12
P Tpg + Ty = S,, 4S8y Y po: (5.15)

W e willnext study the casek = 2 (treelevel, Fig.14).
For \on-shell" gluons, ie. p* = 0, P (o;n; ) of Eq. @;1},') satis es the transversality condition p P = 0.

Thus one may Inm ediately elin inate the E(,O) @;p1ip2) part of © @;p1:P2), which vanishes when contracted
)

with the tetm P o ()P o (), and e ectively replace © @p1ip2) by » (@p1;p2), @as in Figld4a. One then
proceeds by recognizing that the longitudinalparts ofthe P o (p;) and P o (o) trigger a fundam ental cancellation
t_l;u',:_Lé_L'] Involving the s—and t-channel graphs ' ig.l4a and Fig.14d), which is a consequence of the underlying BR S

symm etry. In particular, the action ofp, orp, on F(O) gives

< F(O) @pPi1ip2)= P2 P P2 + B P +t @

P, F(O) @piip2) = 2 P1) P1 + ©F P9 t @ (5.16)
The st tem on the RHS of eitther equation cancels against an analogous contribution from the t-channel graph,
w hereas the second tem s vanish for on-shell gluons. Finally, the tem s proportionalto p, and p;  Fig.l4db) are
such that all dependence on the unphysical urvectorn and the param eter vanishes, as i should. In addition,
a residual (s-dependent) contribution em erges from these latter termm s, which m ust be added to the parts stem m ing
from the g og o part ofthe calculation. In particular EL:’.], we have that

TL)™ = gf "gf"**d@ ) (@piip2);
Tzf]F = Tz[tZ];
SZ[Zt]F fl2g _ Sz[i]leg _ O ;
D, (T2[52]F )ab _ (SZ[ZS]F flzq)abp2 + ( 2[2]F )ab;
Nl N 517)

w ith
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RIF

( 5 )ab: gf egfeabd(q)t (q)

ab

2F £12
S; T = gf *gf*Pd@ @ p1) ; (5.18)
and £ ®g= igvky) * uk;).
From the above results follow s
ab ab
RIF 2] RIF £12
P Toew +T,e = S;g 0 P2 (5.19)
and thus
" #
1 1
4] _ RIF 2] RIF 2] RF £f12g RF £f12g
A - E El TZS + T2t T2s + T2t 2 SZs SZs
=agl+alea; (520)
w ith
A\l #
@1 _ 11 RF . RF RIF f12g RIF f12g
Ag = E 2_| Tos Tos 2 S, Sys 7
A\l #
m_ 1 1 RF . B Rl RF
Ay = 2 21 Ty Tor + Tor Ty 7
1 1
4] _ Rl 2] .
Ag' = P Toe Ty ¢ 521)

In the last step we have de ned selfenergy (S), vertex (V) and box B) -lke am plitudes, according to their dependence

on the M andelstam variables s and t as in the case ofa scalar led theory, orQED ;A 5[4] depends only on s,A\[,“ on s

and t, and AS] only on t.
T he next step is to identify these sub-am plitudes as the in agihary parts ofthe e ective one-loop selfenergy, vertex,

and box, under construction. For exam ple, for the e ective selfenergy b (@) wewillproceed as follow s: rst w rite

A M in the om

‘4] _ 4]

A =f gd@A; @d@f g; (522)
then identify
=n PP @=2" @: (523)
From the last equation follow s
" #
__ b _1 ©) . ©) . )
=m @ = EQZCA Y @piip2) . @piip2) 202 pi) 2 p1) (524)

This last equation leads to a wellde ned de nition of P @), without having to resort to an interm ediate one-loop
diagram m atic Interpretation: after the two-body phase space integrations hasbeen carried out using standard resuls
f_l-::'], the realpartsm ay be reconstructed by m eans of a once-subtracted dispersion relation. T hus, in the absence ofa
1]l (dispersive) one-doop construction, the P so generated does not necessarily have to correspond to the in aginary
parts ofa precisely ddenti able set of one-loop Feynm an diagram s. O foourse, given that the full one-loop construction
hasbeen carried out, we know that this is actually the case. T hus, when the one-loop (or n-loop) construction for b

exists, Eq.@;Z_Z) reduces into a non-trivial self-consistency check. In particular, one m ust verify that
( ) ( )
A @=c Y@ = eYgo=1 ; (5.25)
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where C, f::g is the operator which carries out the n-particle Cutkosky cuts (orn = 2 we have twogluon and
tw o-ghost cuts) to the quantity appearing inside the curly bracket Fig.d5). This is lndeed the case t_l-Z_'i], as can be
directly veri ed from E q.@;l?.) . In fact, the residual contributions originating from the term s proportionalto p; and
P, m entioned above correspond precisely to the Cutkosky cuts of the oneJoop ghost diagram s  ig.15b).

To fully appreciate the subtlety of the above construction the follow ing com m ents are now in order:

(i) O foourse, the BR S-driven cancellation for the processgg ! gg takes place regardless of the PT rearrangem ent
of the am plitude In general, and the PT decom position of © 5 particular. Indeed, if we had not elin nated

.F(’(i) (@;p1:p2) but had kept instead the full vertex © @;p1;p2) (@s is usually done), the W I analogous to Eq.

616) would be sin ply

p, Q @pip)=t @ t ();
0)

P, @piip2)=t 1) t @: (526)

T he parts which participate in the BRS cancellation, nam ely the parts proportionalto t () and t (@) are thus
una ected. W hat changes after the PT rearrangem ent is the resulting absorptive part of the e ective n-point finc—
tions under construction. So, if one was to de ne the absorptive part of an e ective selfenergy keeping the fi1ll

© @p17p2), but stillexploiting the BR S cancellation in order to ellim inate the longiudial tem s, one would arrive
at the in agihary part of the conventional selfenergy In the RFG, =m (@); the latter, for one thing, does not
capture the munning ofthe QCD coupling.

(i) O ne could de ne the absorptive part of an e ective selfenergy before carrying out the BRS cancellation. In
that case one would be led to the absorptive parts of the gluon selfenergy in the light-cone gauges; in particular,
the nal answer would depend explicitly on the unphysical quantities n and . A dispersion relation would give
rise to a pathological quantity, since the gluion selfenergy com puted w ithin the axial gauges is not m ultiplicatively
renom alizable, due to its dependence on n [_éij] Furthem ore, spurious Infrared divergences appear in the Feynm an
param eter integrations, which are artifacts and cancelout only when fiill physical quantities are com puted El@l]

Thus, one hasto rst carry out the PT rearrangem ent at the level of the S-m atrix elem ent, then enforce the BR S
cancellation at the level of the cross—section, and, only after these two steps, one should de ne selfenergy/vertex/box
absorptive parts, as one would for a scalar eld theory.

Having set up the form alisn and discussed the generalm ethodology, we next prooceed w ith the tw o-loop absorptive
construction.

VI.THE TW O-LOOP ABSORPTIVE CONSTRUCTION

In this section we will show how to extend the m ethodology established in the previous section to the two-loop
case. This construction involves two parts: the rst part is the study of the one-loop am plitude for the process
agki)gksz) ! gl1)g:); the second is the study of the treelevel process gk )aksz) ! g1)g2)gs). Aswe will
see In detailthe PT rearrangem ent (at the level of the S-m atrix), w ill give rise (at the level of the cross—section) to
the correct C utkosky cuts.

(0)

©)
. and

A . The one-loop version of P
In this sub-section we will rst study the conventional onedoop threeglion vertex, and will see how one can

arrive at the one-loop generalization of the treeJlevel vertices F(O) and E(,O) , de ned in Eq.@- ;3.‘), to be denoted

by F(l) and él) , respectively. Then we will see In detail why casting the one-loop S-m atrix for the process
agki)aksz) ! gpi)gf:) nto tsPT form is crucial for enforcing the optical theorem at the level of individual two—
loop PT G reen’s functions.

W e start w ith the one-loop S-m atrix elem ent Prgk; )gksz) ! gE1)glp:).

Then Eq. (5.15) yieds k = 4)

ab ab
4F 4 _ 4F fl2g AF £12g .
P Tpg + Ty = Sy + S, P2 s ©27)
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w here TZ[:JF and T, = arethe \Feynm an" versions ofT2s and T, ; their exact form w illbe speci ed shortly. The last

two equations in @;1_7 becom e

[4F

4 4F £12 4
P My )= 65 PR (50
4 4F £12 4
Py (Mo m )™ = (55" PN, ()T (6.28)
U sing Eq.@:l:q),we have that
" #
er_ 1 “IF 4F RF 2] UF fl2g U £12g RIF £21g
Ay = o <e Tyt + Ty Tos™ + Tyt 2 Sy + Syt S2s
6] 6] 6]
SRyt Ay T A (629)
w ith
n #
1
61 _ 4F . RF [4]F fl2g RIF £21g i
Ay = E, <e Ty Ty 25, S2s ’
’ n #
1
6] _ 4F . 2] RF .. BIFF [2]F fl2g U £21g .
Bov = 5 <@ Tas Too *Tps Toe 28, Sae i
’ n #
1
1 _ U4F R
AL = > <e T,. T, : (6.30)
From these last quantities one could de ne, for exam ple, the quantity A 2[65] (@) exactly asin Eq. {- :2), ie
6] 6]
Ay g=1f gd@r,; @d@f g (631)
Thea, [6] (@) must then be such that
( ) ( )
6 2 2
Ay @=-¢ PP@ - ePgo=-1 (6.32)
4] RIF fl2g RIF £12g

T he question is what is the correct orm of T, and T, , and the corresponding S, and S, ; the latter
quantities are autom atically determm ined once the form er have been speci ed. In particular, if such a rearrangem ent
exist, does it correspond to a structure already known from the one-dloop PT analysis ? T he natural candidate for
this is clearly the PT rearranged one-loop m atrix elem ent or gk;)gksz) ! gi)g:), shown in Fig.lé (individual
Feynm an graphsare shown in Fig.17,F ig.18, and F ig.19); ifthat w ere the case, one would begin to discem an iterative
pattem. Aswe will see in detail, this is indeed what happens.

T hroughout this section we w ill suppress the one-loop Integration sym bol dk], and willuse (see E(g. Cg-;§l) )

T3 T3l puik) = Elgch K& pu)? &+ p2)?lt e (6.33)

W e ocus on the part of the process nvolving the conventional one-loop three-ghion vertex @ @p1ip2), which is
diagramm atically shown n Fig.l7 . Let usnow carry out the decom position ofEqg. {2 .2) to the elem entary threeglion
vertex (@k+ p2; k+ p1) appearing in the diagram sofF ig.l7a and F ig.17d; the parts stemm Ing from the éo)
w il propagate tow ards the rem aining elem entary threeand four glion vertices, and w ill trigger further W I of the
type shown in Eq. (:5:2:6) . Reorganizing the tem s thusly generated, one can show that the W @p1ip2) OfFigl7
can be w ritten in the fom

1)

1
@piip) = S o @ d@ O @pie) + S @pp) t S @pp); (6.34)

w ith

19



E(,l) @prip2)= t @I Y @iki k P+ kg ]

t )30 9 @ik pi; K+kg ]

i 1
1y &)

(1) (0)
2 P

1
> (@p1ip2) + Ed(q)(pi pa v, @:

(6.35)

The 1rst tem is precisely half of the pinch contrbution needed for converting o (@ into b ™ @), as shown in
Fig.l6a; the otherhalfw illcom e from the one-loop quark-ghion vertex shown in Fig.19d, follow ing the usual one-loop
PT procedure presented In section II. T his part of the construction has been st carried out in ﬁg}g], where the

process-independence of the b® (@) was explicitly dem onstrated.
T he second tem , E(,l) (@p1i;p2), isBosesymm etric with regpect top; $ p2. A s one can easily verify from Eg.
635, ) (@piip2) is zero on shell, ie. when contracting w ith the polarization tensors and using p? = p? = 0.

E(,l) @;p17p2) can be dropped when studying the one-loop process gg ! gg, exactly as E(,O) @p1ip2) was

(1)

Thus

dropped in the treelevel case. Aswe we have seen In section ITIB, in the o -shell case, ie. when @p1:p2) is
Inserted into a two-Jdoop quark-gluon vertex, the parts proportionalto p; and p, pinch the internal quark propagator
and give propagator-like contributions, w hereas the parts proportional to pf and p% cancel exactly against analogous
contrbutions from the rest of the graphs contributing to the two-loop quark-ghion vertex. F inally, F(l) @p1ip2),

is exactly the one-loop version of éo) @;p1:p2): It is the onedoop threepoint function involring one background

(@) and two quantum (p; ) glions as ncom ng elds, com puted using the BFM FG Feynm an rules. Fig.18). Notice
that the special ghost structure characteristic ofthe BFM (F igl8e { Fig.1l8h) em erges autom atically, after ollow ing
the procedure outlined above.
It is straightforward to show that . (g;p1;pz) satis es the Hllow ing W T
a o @ee)= Yen Y (6.36)
which is the exact one-loop analogue of the treelevel W ard identity ofEqg C_Z-A); Indeed the RH S is the di erence of
tw o conventional one-loop selfenergies com puted in the RFG .

In addition, we have or the action ofp; on F(l) (@p1;p2) when p? = p5 = 0, is given by

b =PY@ i Yed+ Yt @+ s ©37)

where P% (q) isgiven n Eq @:1:4), and

" # v #
D=3 k p) 9 ki k p) k+p)k i2B@+B @) g (6.38)

" #

sV =03 pk O @ktp k+p) P k PCk+p pi)
" #
+ % B @)+ B (P2) g (6.39)
w ith
Z

B () bk 101 k) : (6.40)

Eqg. (-_6: :7:) is the one-loop analogue of Eg. {t‘_i:l:d) . It is in portant to em phasize that él) (@;p1;P2) is not equal

to the oneloop PT threeglion vertex b® (@;p17p2) constructed In i_;]. N otice also that, unlike the treelevel case,
now there will be a t-channel ghost (we w ill not report its closed expression here) and that the t-channel has been
m odi ed also n order to achieve the PT one-loop rearrangem ent.

Thus we have,

T,2F = (16a)+ (16b)+ (16d)+ (16e) 6.41)
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with (we suppressa comm on factor gf €gfe**d(q) )

aeo)= ) (@piip);

(0)

16a)= PP @d@ , (@piip2);

a6d)= 2 @pip)de) Y e2);
[(0]
F

16e)= ) @piip2)de) Y o) (6.42)

and so, together w ith the rst equation In {5:1:7:)
|

4
T2 s

T,2F = aen)+ @6d)+ 16e) TF + 16a) TF
! ( )

(20a) + (20b) + (20d) + (20f)+ (0j)+ (20g)+ (20h) + Cogmons (e) (6.43)

ie. we recover the two-gluon Cutkosky cuts of © @ @ o = 1) Fig20), together w ith the corresponding two-gluon
cuts of the 1PR graph In Figde, aswe should. To account for the rem aining tw oghost C utkosky cuts In Fig20 and
Fig.4de we need, in addition to Eq. (631), the Hllow ing results

pp 16a)= BP @+ PP @d@e 1) e o;
pp (6=t @ P ©)+i Ye;
P1 (16e)= 0: (6.44)

T hen we have

o (16a)+ (1eb)+ @a6d)+ @6e) =t @ P+ Do)

+ sP+PYVd@e p) P (6.45)

ab
[AF f12g

From the above results onem ay inm ediately deduce the closed form of ( 2[4]F )®® and Sy appearing in Eq.

629):
ab
= gf °gf*d@ sP+ PV @d@ e )

[AF f12g
SZs

( 2[4]F )ab: 1gf egfeab (1) + 1) (PZ) (6.46)

T hen we have

F £1295 BF £21g _
2s -

255, 25V, p1) +2°PP @@ p1) @2 P1)

! ( )
= (201D + (0e)+ @O0m )+ (20n)+ (20g) + 0r) + Cognhosts (4e) (647)

which concludes the proofofEqg {6_ :2) .

B. Treelevelqki)gk:) ! g®1)g(:2)g@®s:), and the ' (@piip2ips)

N ext we consider the treeJevel am plitude for the process gk )gks) ! g1)g2)gs), shown in Fig2l1 . This

am plitude m ust be appropriately rearranged, and it w ill eventually fumish the In agihary parts corresponding to the
three-particle Cutcosky cuts of P @ ().
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W e start by presenting som e general properties of this am plitude. It is straightforw ard to verify that T **° satis es
the follow ng dentities:

f12 f13
P, T3abc — (SB g )abc o, + (53 g9 )abcp3 ;
D, T3abc = s 3f2 1lg )abcp + (S £23g )abcp3 ;
py T3 = (S3f3lg)abcp + @6 f32g)abcpz : (6.48)

Bose symm etry in poses the llow ng relations am ong the S§ijg am plitudes @5]:

©IH9)maa ouppg) = (6579)%% oipiips)
I puppg) = (6579)%% % ypaps) ; (6.49)
and
pj_ (Sfj‘g)abc — pj (Sfi‘g)abc ; ‘6 i6 j: (6.50)

T hese sets of identities guarantee that all dependence on the unphysical urvectorn and the gauge param eter
appearing in the polarization tensors w ill disappear from the nalexpression for A 3[6]
T he am plitude rearrangem ent is as ollows Fig21):

(I3S]F )*>* = £ ¥ gd(@ ;O)eabc @p1iP2iP3)

(T3E]F )abc _ (T?E])abc (6.51)

w here

(0)eabc 0)

. @P1ip2ips) = £5 £ d o + po) O (@GPt P2)

+febxfacxd(kl + k3) ]:EO)

PLir2; P1 P2)

@pz2ipi+ p3) @ iipsi 1 P3)

0
+ £ £°% d ky + k3) F() @piip2+ p3) Y 2ipsi P2 P3)

+ (0)eabc (6 52)

It is easy to verify now that F(O)eabc (@;p1;P2;P3) is the analogue of F(O)abc

@:1_7:) for the case of three on—shellglions. In particular, we have that

(@ p1;p2) appearding in the rst equation of

q ]:EO)eabc (q;pl D205 ) = fFecx fabxpg d (pl + P2 ) 0) (pl D2 PL o5 )

£ d ke + k3) @ ripsi p1 ps)
£ pld ke + ks) @ 2ipsi P2 P3); (6.53)

w here we have used the wellknown W I relating the bare three-and fourglion vertices t_3-§] { :3) is the analogue
ofEq. {24). Clearly,when pf = p5 = pj = 0,

a ¢ = @piipips) = 0; (6.54)
exactly as happens in Eq. {_2-;2!) .
In addition,
o (T3E]F abc _ (S3Bs]F f-lzg)alocp2 + (SBBS]F f13g)abcp3 + ( E]F )abc;
o (T3§])abc _ (S3Bt]f12g)abcp + S B]f13g)abcp3 ( E]F )abc (6 55)
where
" #
(S BIF leg)abc = F ™ gd (q) @ 1)m abc + (Zz)m abc + (Z3)m abc (6 56)
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w ih
@)= FE T+ p)p, ¢ @R3Pt P2)
@)% = FEMP LA do + p3) P2+ @) 1+ P3) g

@3)" = P A + p3) Cp1 + D) P2

and
A\l #

@RIy = Puk,) © Sketps) © + ° Skt ps)  © uk)EPdl + p)p,

A m ed w ith the above relations, it is then straightforward to show that

1 1
6] _ BIF BI BF B] BF fl2g Blfl2g BF f21g Blf2lg
AT=5 035 Tysw + T3 Ty + Ty 6 S, + S3 S35 + S3
_ a 6] 6] 1,
=Ag +tA; +tA
w ith
" #
61 _ 11 BF . BF B fl2g BIF f21g .
Ag = 2 ?, Tys Tag 6 Sig S3s ’
"
Bl _ 11 BF . Bl BIF fl2g Blf2lg Bl BIF Blfl2g BIF f21g
Ay = 2 3 Tys Tac 6 Sig Sic + o Tap T 6 Ss S3s
n #
1 1
6] Bl Bl BIF £12 BIE21
Ag'= DY T3¢ Tse 6 S Posy ° ;
W e are now In position to prove that, indeed,
( ) ( )
6 @ @
AY @=c PP@ = ePgo=1 ;
whereAS[6] (@ is de ned from AE] exactly as n Eq. 522:2) and Eq. [6::').
To begin w ih,
L g PFIBF _ goa), 4 @2a)., + @2D)+ @20)+ @29)+ @29 :
5 Tss T = (2a)c, + @2a)c, + @Zb) + (220 + (2g)+ (22%):
. . BF £21g . . BF fl2g
For the cuts involving ghosts we need the closed form of S5 ,which can be obtained from Sj

by virtue of the relations given in Eq. {_6_.4_9) . In particular,
@O = CETE AP+ )Py 5 @P2iPLt )
@)"* = I E dt ps) @pit @) @2t P3) g

(Zg)nabc: ngnbrfacrd(pl + p3) (2p2 + q) P

Then it is straightforward to show that
1 0
Ezlzl = (22h);

1
Ezlzz?= @2e)e, + (22k) ;
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(6.58)

(6.59)

(6.60)

(6.61)

(6.62)

(6.63)



1

52185 = @2e)c, ;

2

1

Ezzzf= @2f)e, + (229);

1

Ezzzg= @2i)e, + @2s)+ @2n)+ (220);
1

52222: @2q) + (22m )

1

52321 = @2f)c; ;

1

Ez3z§= @2r)+ (@2p);

1

Ez3z§= @21, : (6.64)

T hus, we have accounted for all threeparticle Cutkosky cuts appearing In Fig22 .

VII.DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented the generalization of the PT to two-loops for the case of m assZdess YangM ills
theories. Two di erent, but com plem entary derivations have been presented. In the rst derivation we have followed
the diagram m atic approach em ployed in the one-loop case {]. {-3 and have shown how thePT propertJes are replicated
In the next order. In the second we have pursued the digpersive PT construction established in fl3,';L4 and have shown
that the resulting structures are consistent w ith those derived w ith the rstm ethod. W e em phasize that throughout
this entire analysis we have m aintained a diagram m atic interpretation of the various contributions. In particular, no
sub-integrations had to be carried out. This additional feature renders the m ethod all the m ore pow erfi1], because
unitarity ism anifest, and can be easily veri ed by m eans of the C utkosky cuts. T he com bination of the two m ethods
constrains signi cantly the PT construction presented here, and restricts severely any possble deviations from it.
T he reader should be abl to recognize, for exam ple, that any rearrangem ent of the (intemal) vertices of tw o—-Joop
box-diagram s (for exam ple, of the socalled \H -diagram " discussed in the second paper of fl2s cannot be reconciled
w ith the argum ents of the sim ultaneous two—and threeparticle Cutkosky cuts presented in section V I. W hereas no
strict proof has been given here that the PT oconstruction developed in this paper is m athem atically unique, we
consider that as a very plausble possibility. Notice also that the appearance of characteristic one-loop structures
Inside the two-Joop PT G reen’s functions suggests the onset of an iterative pattem, which m ay provide clues leading
to the generalization ofthe PT algorithm to all orders in perturbation theory.

T he generalization of the two—-Joop PT construction to the case of Yang-M ills theordes w ith spontaneous sym m etry
breaking #H iggsm echanisn ) in general, and the electrow eak sector ofthe Standard M odelin particular, should proceed
precisely according to the m ethodology presented in this paper. E xoept for the additionalbook-kesping com plications
stemm Ing from the presence of gaugeboson m asses m odi cations of W I, appearance of seagull and tadpole tem s,
diagram s w ith would-be G oldstone bosons), no additional conceptual obstacles are expected.

The results of this paper clearly prove that the corresoondence between PT and BFM FG t_l-]_:] persists at two—
Joops. N otice that this proof is based on an a-posteriori com parison w ith a result established through the system atic
diagram m atic rearrangem ent of the physical S-m atrix com puted in the renom alizable gauges, rather than on an a—
priori form alderivation at the levelofthe BFM generating functional. Tt would be clearly m portant to reach a deeper
understanding of what s:ng]es out the value o = 1. One possbility would be to Iook for special properties of the
BFM actionat g =1 [50 In such a case one could choose to avoid the com plications arising from renom alization,
since the correspondence is valid also for the super+renom alizable 3-d QCD .

Just ashappened in the one-loop case, the two—-doop P T selfenergy de ned here lends itselfasan essential ngredient
for the extension of the notion of the QCD e ective charge @_},:_5-1:,:_@‘] to two-doops (for a thorough discussion of the
one—loop case see li]‘]), since it has precisely the sam e properties as the corresponding Q ED quantity, ie. the vacuum
polarization ofthe photon. F irst ofall, the two—-loop PT selfenergy captures the leading logarithm s of the theory, ie
the prefactor of the logarithm is the second coe cient ofthe QCD function. Second, by virtue ofthe the QED ]Jke
W Igiven in Eq. (44) the combhation ecc @ ) g°()Pla=), where Pa=)=1 PP@) PP@E)n' s
a renom alization group nvariant quantiy. Third, i has by construction the correct unitariy structure ll4] W hike
the <fr de ned above appears as the obvious candidate, a detailed study needs be carried out In order to determ ine
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w hether or not there are any eld-theoretical obstructions E_S-@' which would prevent the realization of the two—-Jdoop
construction corresponding to the QCD e ective charge.

In this context notice also that the construction presented here determ nes uniquely the constant term of the two-
loop e ective charge w ithin a given renom alization schem e) ﬂ_S-.}'] To determ ine its actualvalue one should go beyond
the two-loop calculation presented in @], and com pute the Feynm an diagram s of F ig.9 keeping also constant tem s
t_S-Z_L']. K now ledge of this constant tem is in portant when the QCD e ective charge isused in the eld of renom alon
calculus; In particular, i would be free of the am biguities nfesting the estim ates of the renom alon contributions to
physical observables {L7,551.

In addition, i is welkknown [_5-§] that if one was to com pute the two—Joop glion selfenergy in the context of the
BFM keeping o arbitrary,the resulting o -dependent term would be a constant, ie. would nota ect the coe cient
ofthe logarithm . W hile in such a case the residualgauge-dependence could be thought ofas a renom alization-schem e
am biguity, ie. i could be reabsorbed in the wave-function renom alization of the (packground) gluon, this is not
possble when the gauge elds arem assive. In that case unitarity is even m ore constraining; as is known from the
studies on the one-loop electro-weak e ective charges I:_LQ:{:_LEE], the gauge-dependence a ects non-trivially the analytic
structure of the answ er, giving rise to unphysical thresholds.

T he calculations presented In section V I constitute the rst dispersive derivation ofthe two-loop QCD  function.
In this analysis we have m ade use of the one-to-one correspondence betw een the physical S-m atrix elem ents and the
Cutkosky cuts of the two-Joop PT selfenergy. This construction involres a very particular com bination of one-loop
(section V 1A ) and tree—develgraphs (section V IB ); In addition to fuimishing the correct fiinction coe cient, a subtle
cancellation of nfrared divergences also takes place: while both sets of graphs are nfrared divergent, they com bine
to give a infrared nite answer. This can be directly inferred from the sim ple observation that the Cutkosky cutting
procedure we have em ployed am ounts nally to the determm ination ofthe In aghhary part ofa single logarithm , nam ely
that of the two-loop selfenergy; the latter is infrared nite 57,',58] W hile the Cutkosky fom alisn fiimishes an
htuiive diagram m atic understanding and a valiable calculational short—cut, i would be interesting to reproduce
the results of section IV w ithout resorting to it. In particular one could study the precise cancellation m echanisn
of the infrared divergences using a proper nfrared reqularization schem e, and explicit expressions for the two—and
three-gluion phase-space, which we have not needed here. In addition, i would be Interesting to attem pt a sin ilar
tw oJoop derivation using the form alisn developed in Q_S-S_l'], and study possible connections.

Tt hasbeen often advocated that the non-perturbative Q CD e ects can be reliably captured at an inclusive levelby
m eans of an Infrared nite quantity, which would constitute the extension ofthe perturbative Q CD running coupling
to Iow energy scales [_éQ'] Early resultsby Comwallbased on the study of gauge invariant Schw ingerD yson equations
E_Z] nvolving this quantity suggest that such a description can in fact be derived from rst principles. A cocording to
this analysis, the self-nteraction of glions give rise to a dynam icalglion m ass, w hile preserving at the sam e tim e the
localgauge sym m etry of the theory. T he presence of the gluon m ass saturates the running ofthe QCD oouphng, 50
nstead of ncreasing inde niely in the nfrared as perturbation theory predicts, it \freezes" at a nite value [3.,51-
It would be Interesting to revisit this issue in the light of the results derived in the present paper. For exam ple,
one could study the structure of the gauge-invariant Schw ingerD yson equation for the PT glion selfenergy, and in
particular the way the PT threeglion vertex P enters in the PT glion selfenergy, using the two loop results as
a guidance. In doing so one could hope to system atically im prove on the analysis of i_zl], w here the gauge-technique

ansatz for the vertex was used. In this context one may nd i advantageous to rew rite the vertex F(l) appearing

nside the two-loop PT gluon selfenergy in tem s of M ; one should then Interpret the em erging residual tem s as
parts of the tw o-loop selfenergy, even though they appear to be pinch-lke [_6-§i], ie. once the PT selfenergy hasbeen
xed i m ay be recast into a di erent form , but no pieces should be reassigned to vertices or boxes.
Finally i would be interesting to pursue a connection w ith other eld—or string-theoreticalm ethods ﬂ§-3_:{’§-7_:], either
In order to acquire a m ore form al understanding ofthe P T, or in order to com bine various attem pts into a coherent
fram ework.
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F igure C aptions
Fig.l: Carrying out the fundam ental vertex decom position inside the non-abelian Feynm an graph contributing to

@ (@), gives rise to a genuine vertex () and a selfenery-like contribution (c).

F ig.2: The diagram m atic representation ofP T one-loop selfenergy b ® , asthe sum ofthe conventional selffenergy
W , graphs @) and (), and the pinch contributions com Ing from the vertices (c).

Fig.3: ThePT one-loop vertex 0®

F ig.4: T he oneparticle reducible graphsbefore [@), ©), (), d)]and after [€), (£), @), h)]theP T rearrangem ent.
G® and ®® denote respectively the conventionaland PT one-loop vertices w ith one-oop selfenergy corrections to
the extemal ferm jons included.

Fig.5: The PT rearrangem ent of typical oneparticle reduchble graph @), giving rise to £tsPT counterpart @),
and to contributions to the rst temm ofFP(Z) (©) and to YP(Z) ©).

Fig.6: The result of enforcing the PT decom position on the extemal vertices of som e of the two—Joop Feynm an
diagram s contributing the conventional tw o-loop quark-glion vertex @

Fig.7: The result of enforcing the PT decom position on the extemal vertices of som e of the rem aining tw o—Jdoop
vertex graphs.

F ig.8: The Feynm an diagram s contrbuting to the conventional tw o-Jloop ghion selfenergy @ , In theR gauges.

Fig.9: The Feynm an diagram s contrbuting to the BFM two-Jloop glion selfenergy © @

Fig.10: T he onedoop counterterm s contributing to the conventional tw o-Jloop glion selfenergy @

Fig.l1l: The one-doop counterterm s necessary for the two-loop glion selfenergy b (2); they are identical to those

needed for the BFM two-doop gluon selfenergy © @

F ig.12: T he oneJoop counterterm snecessary to cancellthe sub-divergences inside the conventionaltw o—loop quark—
gluon vertex @) In the case ofm assive fom ions the w ave-finction countertem K 2(1)

appropriate m ass counterterm (not shown).

should be accom panied by the

Fig.13: The oneJdoop countertermm s necessary to cancell the sub-divergences inside the PT two-loop quark-ghion
vertex 0@ ; they are identical to those neede for the BFM tw o-doop quark-gluon vertex € @

Fig.l4: The fundam ental BR S-enforced cancellation of schannel (@) and tchannel [(d;) and (d;)] contrdbutions,
nstrum ental for the absorptive PT construction. G raph (o) gives rise to the correct ghost—structure.

Fig.l5: The Cutkosky cutsofthe PT (and BFM FG ) oneloop ghion selfenergy.

Fig.16: The one-loop am plitude for the process gk )akz) ! gl1)g:), affer the PT rearrangem ent.

Fig.17: The Feynm an diagrans contributing to the conventional one-loop three-glion vertex @

1)

F ig.18: T he diagram m atic representation of the one-loop three-glion vertex .
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Fig.19: Som e of the oneloop t-channel graphs contrbuting to qk; )gk:) ! gl1)gE2).

Fig.20: The two-particle Cutkosky cuts ofthe PT (and BFM FG) two-loop gluon selfenergy. W e have used the
sam e labelling of individualdiagram sas In Fig. 9. The two upper (lower) row s show graphsw here two gluon (ghost)
lines have been cut.

Fig.21l: The treedevel graphs contrbuting to the process gki)gks) ! g1)g2)gls), after the PT rearrange-
m ent.

Fig.22: The threeparticle Cutkosky cuts ofthe PT (and BFM FG) two—-Joop gluon selfenergy. W e have used the

sam e labelling of ndividual diagram s as In Fig. 9. The st ve graphs have threeglion cuts, the next two have
tw o-gluon-one-ghost cuts, w hik the rem aining ones have one-ghion-tw o-ghost cuts.
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