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In light-front dynam ics, the regularization of am plitudes by traditional cuto s inposed on the
transverse and longitudinal com ponents of particle m om enta corresponds to restricting the integra—
tion volum e by a non-rotationally invariant dom ain. The resul depends not only on the size of
thisdom ain (ie., on the cuto values), but also on its orientation detem ined by the position ofthe
light—front plane. E xplicitly covariant form ulation of light front dynam ics allow s us to param eterize
the latter dependence in a very transparent form . If we decom pose the regularized am plitude in
tem s of ndependent Invariant am plitudes, extra (hon-physical) tem s should appear, with spin
structures w hich explicitly depend on the ordientation of the light front plane. T he num ber of form
factors, ie., the coe cients of this decom position, therefore also ncreases. The spin-1/2 fem ion
selfenergy is detem ined by three scalar fiinctions, instead of the two standard ones, whik for the
elastic electrom agnetic vertex the num ber of form factors increases from two to wve. In the present
paperw e calculate perturbatively allthese form factors in the Yukawam odel. T hen we com pare the
results obtained in the two llow Ing ways: (i) by using the light front dynam ics graph technique
rules directly; (ii) by integrating the corresponding Feynm an am plitudes in tem s of the light front
variables. Foreach ofthese m ethods, we use two types of reqularization: the transverse and longitu-
dinalcuto s, and the Pauli-V illars regularization. In the latter case, the dependence of am plitudes
on the light front plane ordentation vanishes com pletely provided enough P auliV illars subtractions

arem ade.

PACS numbers: 11.10.%z,1125Db, 1340Gp

I. NTRODUCTION

Light-Front D ynam ics (LFD) is extensively and suc—
cessfully applied to hadron phenom enology, relativis—
tic few body system's, and eld theory. For reviews
of theoretical developm ents and applications see, eg.,
Refs. [1,12]. In the LFD fram ew ork, non-perturbative ap—
proaches to eld theory were developed in Refs. [3,14,15]
and In Refs. [6,17,18]. In spite of som e essential di er—
ences, these approaches proceed from the sam e starting
point, nam ely, they approxin ate the state vector of the
system by a truncated one. The problem is then solved
w ithout any decom position in powers of the coupling
constant. D oing that, one should carry out the renor-
m alization procedure non-perturbatively. T his is a non—
trivial problem which is at the heart of ongoing intense
resecarch. However, before renom alization, one should
regularize the am plitudes, both in the perturbative and
non-perturbative fram eworks. The explicit degpendence
of these am plitudes on the cuto s is not unique. It is
determ ined by the m ethod of reqularization.

Tt isofutm ost in portance to understand the origin and
the in plications of this dependence if one wants to ad—
dress the question of non-perturbative renomm alization.
Aswe shall show In the present article, this is the only
way to identify the structure of the counterterm s needed
to recover full rotationally invariant renom alized am pli-
tudes in LFD . T he question of the non-perturbative de—
term ination ofthe countertermm s in truncated Fock space

is discussed In Ref. [B].

T he nules or calculating am plitudes can be derived di-
rectly, either by transform ing the standard T -ordering
of the S-m atrix Into the ordering along the Light Front
(LF) tine (the LFD graph technique rules [l]), or from
quantized eld theory on the LF plne [2]. An alterna—
tive m ethod consists in expressing wellkde ned Feynm an
am plitudes through the LF variablesand integrating over
the m inus-com ponents of particle m om enta [9,/10]. Such
an approach was applied to the derivation and study
of the LF electrom agnetic am plitudes [L1, [12] and to
the analysis of di erent contributions to the electrom ag—
netic current, resulting from the LF reduction of the
BetheSalpeter form alisn [L3]. A study of electroweak
transitions of the soin-1 mesons, based on using the
LF plane of general ordentation [l], was carried out in
Refs. [14, [18]. The com parison of perturbative am pli-
tudes obtained from the LFD graph technique rulesw ih
those derived from the Feynm an approach is, in general,
not trivial, as shown in Ref. [14].

C onceming the reqularization ofam plitudesin LFD , at
Jeast two In portant features should be m entioned. F irst,
ifa given physical process is described by a set of LF di-
agram s, each partial LF am plitude usually divergesm ore
strongly than the Feynm an am plitude of the sam e pro—
cess. The statem ent holds true regardless of the origin
of the LF contributions: either from the rules of LFD,
or from the Feynm an am plitude. T his Increases the sen—
sitivity of the result to the choice of the reqularization
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procedure and m ay be a source of the so—called treacher-
ouspoints [L7]. Second, the LF variables (and, hence, the
Integration dom ain w ith the cuto sin posed on i) explic—
itly depend on the LF plane ordentation, w hich m eansthe
loss of rotationalinvariance. B ecause ofthis extra depen—
dence, standard decom positions of such regularized LF
am plitudes into invariant am plitudes are not valid. The
total num ber of nvariant am plitudes (@nd the num ber
of form factors which are the coe cients in this decom —
position) increases, as com pared to the case when the
rotational Invariance is preserved. For exam ple, the LF
electrom agnetic vertex EM V) of a spin-1/2 particke is
determ ined by ve form factors rather than by two. In
order to cancelthe extra contrbutions which depend on
the LF plane orientation) one needs to introduce In the
Interaction Ham iltonian new speci c countertem s.

This complication is especially dram atic in non-—
perturbative approaches, where the Fock space trunca-—
tion is another source of the rotational symm etry vio—
lation. A given Feynm an diagram m ay generate a few
tin eordered ones wih intem ediate states containing
di erent num ber of particles. W hen they are truncated,
the rotational invariance is lost even for invariant cut-
o s. The interlacing of the two sources of the violation
of rotational sym m etry m akes non-perturbative analysis
of the counterterm structure extrem ely nvoled. One
should therefore separate to a m axim al extent the prob—
Jem s com ing from the regularization procedure and from
the Fock space truncation. That can be e ectively done
In the explicitly covariant form ulation of LEFD w ithin the
perturbative fram ework In a given order in the coupling
constant.

In the present paper we study In detail this problem
for the spin-1/2 ferm ion perturbative selfenergy and the
elastic EM V in the Yukawa m odelw ithin the fram ew ork
of explicitly covardant LED [l]. T he lJatter deals w ith the

LF plane of generalorientation ! x=Jt ! x = 0,

where ! isa Purvectorwih !? = 0. In the particular
case ! = (1;0;0; 1) we recover the standard approach
on theplanet+ z= 0.Dueto ! ,which istransform ed as
a four+vector under rotations and Lorentz boosts, we can
keep m anifest rotational invariance throughout the calcu—
Jations. D ependence ofam plitudes on the LF plane orien—
tation tums now In their degpendence on the fourwector
! . The latter participates in the construction ofthe spin
structures in which the reqularized initial LF am plitude
can be decom posed, on equal footing w ith the particlke
fourm om enta. T his generates extra (! -dependent) soin
structures with corresponding scalar coe cients (eg.,

electrom agnetic form factors). T he num ber of the extra
spin structures and theirexplicit form sare determm ined by
general physical principles (m ore precisely, by the parti-
cle spinsand the sym m etries ofthe interaction), ie., they
are universal or any m odel and do not depend on par-
ticular features of dynam ics. W hereas, the dependence
of the extra coe cients on particle fourm om enta is de-

term ined by the m odel. This allow s to separate general
properties, related to LFD itself, from m odeldependent

e ects.

W e shall proceed in the follow ing two ways, both for
the selfenergy and the EM V . In the rstway, we calcu—
late these quantities by the LFD graph technique rules,
taking Into account all necessary diagram s. In the sec—
ond way, we start from the standard Feynm an am plitudes
and integrate them in temm softhe LF variables. Forboth
ways, we have to Introduce cuto s on the LF variables,
and this fact already im plies the contrbution of extra
(! dependent) structures and their corresponding form
factors. The regularized selfenergy and the EMV cal
culated by m eans of the LFD graph technique rules do
not coincide in generalw ith their counterparts obtained
from the Feynm an am plitudes. For the EMV case, the
vertex found from the Feynm an am plitude w ith the cut-
0 s Inposed on the LF variabls, also di ers from that
calculated in a standard way, by the W ick rotation w ith a
spherically sym m etric cuto orby thePauliV illars PV)
regularization. A 1l these di erences disappear when we
dealw ith integralswhich are nite from the very begin—
ning (eg. dueto thePV regularization). T hey disappear
also in the renom alized am plitudes, though renom al-
ization procedures (countertem s, etc.) are drastically
di erent for di erent regularization schem es.

W ithin covariant LEFD, the perturbative QED self-
energy and the EMV in the channel of the fermm ion-
antiferm jon pair creation have been studied earlier [LE].
The manh subf®ct was to extract the physical (! -
Independent) contrbutions from the corresponding am —
plitudes and to renom alize this physical part only. T he
present analysis is devoted to a m ore detailed treatm ent
ofthe selfenergy and the EM V .W e calculate both phys-
icaland non-physical contributions in the two waysm en—
tioned above and Investigate the in uence of the reqular-
ization procedure on the whole am plitudes and on their
subsequent renom alization. The Yukawa m odel which
we use re ects som e features of QED but it is sinpler
from the technicalpoint of view .

T he paper is organized as Hllow s. In Sec.[Dwebrie y
describe the LED graph technique rules and apply them
to calculate the ferm ion selfenergy. W e use two di erent
regularization procedures, the transverse and longitudi-
nalLF cuto sorPV subtractions, either for the bosonic,
or sin ultaneously for both bosonic and ferm ionic propa-
gators. Then we calculate the ferm ion selfenergy, start—
Ing from the m anifestly invariant Feynm an am plitude
expressed through the LF variables and regularized in
the sam e way as the LFD one. W e com pare the results
obtained iIn both approaches and analyze how they are
a ected by the choice of reqularization. In Sec. we
repeat analogous steps Por the ferm ion EM V. For this
purpose, we derive the LF interaction H am iltonian which
Includes ferm ion-boson and ferm ion-photon interactions.
W e then construct the com plete set of the LF diagram s
which contrbute to the EMV . W e use again the non—
Invariant LF cuto sand the nvariant PV regularization.
TheLFD form factorsare com pared to those obtained in
term s of the Feynm an am plitude w ith the sam e type of



regularization. G eneral discussion of our results is pre—
sented in Sec.[IV]. Sec.[V] contains concluding rem arks.
T he technicaldetails of som e derivations are given in the
A ppendices.

II. THE FERM ION SELF-ENERGY

T he ferm ion selfenergy is the sin plest exam ple ofhow
an extra spin structure is generated by rotationally non—
Invariant cuto s in LFD . To m ake the siuation m ore
transparent, we w ill calculate the selfenergy indepen-
dently in the two Pllow ng ways: (1) by applying the
covariant LFD graph technique rules; (2) by using the
fourdin ensional Feynm an approach. In each case we
consider two di erent types of reqularization of diver-
gent integrals: either the traditional rotationally non-—
Invariant cuto s or the invariant PV regularization. W e
then renom alize the am plitudes and com pare the resuls
obtained w ithin these two m ethods.

A . Calculation in light—front dynam ics
1. Light-front diagram s and their am plitudes

W e calculate in this section the ferm ion selfenergy in
the second order of perturbation theory, using the graph
technique rules of explicitly covariant LFD [1,17,119]. W e
do it in details In orderto explain the rules on a concrete
exam ple.
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FIG.1l: Two contrbutions to the LFD fem ion selfenergy

() : the twobody intermm ediate state (@) and the contact
tem (). The solid, dashed, and dotted lines represent, re—
spectively, the ferm ion, the boson, and the spurion. Here
P= P ! 1, where ! ; is the ourm om entum attached to
the Initial (or nal) spurion line. See text for the explanation.

The selfenergy (o) is detem ined by the sum of the
two diagram s shown in Fig.[,

)= 2P+ cP): @)

T hey correspond to the two-body contribution and the

ferm jon contact tem , respectively. Analytical expres—

sions for the corresponding am plitudes read

7
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w here g is the coupling constant ofthe ferm ion-boson in—
teraction,m and arethe ferm ion and boson m asses, re—
spectively. In the covariant LED graph technigque, allthe
fourm om enta are on the correspondingm ass shells. This
isdue to the fact that the propagatorsare proportionalto
delta-finctions: (! k) Ak 2) istheboson propagator,
(G+m) (! q %g m?) isthe form ion one. Egch theta-

finction (! 1) sekctsonly one valieofE I+ m 4
of the two possible ones allowed by the corresponding
delta-finction (! m?). There is no any conservation
law for the com ponents of particlke fourm om enta in the
direction of ! (or for the m Inus-com ponents, In the stan—
dard version of LED ). The conservation is restored by
the spurion urmomentum ! which enters the delta—
finction “ @+ ! k g . The factor 1=( i0) isthe
sourion propagator and the -integration is perform ed
In In nite lim its. To avoid m isunderstanding, we emn —
phasize that spurions are not true particles and do not
a ect particle counting. They serve as a convenient way
to describe the departure of Interm ediate particleso the
energy shell. The term "spurion" itself isused for shorter
wording only. For this reason, the interm ediate state in
the selfenergy [2a) contains one ferm ion and one scalar
boson only. T he selfenergy is supposed to be o -energy—
shell, ie., 1 6 0.

Integrating by m eans of the delta-fiinctions over dqg,
d ,and dky,weget

Z
o) = g ® E+6 +m) [ @ Wk
2 Q)3 2! k) 2m
. (3a)
F 6 1 &>k
c) = ; 3b)
e @)X 2! @ B (
pi
where ", k= k?+ 2and
2
k
= mi(p%: (4)
2 (© k)

Let us go over to the LF variables. First, we denote
x= (! k)=( p) (equivalent tbdp" in standard non-
covariant LED on the surface t+ z = 0). W e then solit
the threewvector k Into two parts: k = k, + ky, which
are, respectively, perpendicular and parallel to the three—
vector ! . Since (p) is an analytic finction of p?, we



may calculate it orp? > 0, whik its valies orp? 0
are cbtained by the analyticalcontinuation. Ifp? > 0,we
m ay perform our calculation in the reference fram e where

p = 0. U sihg the kinem aticalrelations from A ppendix[a],

one can rewrite Egs. Q) as

Z Z Z Z
g " oo ® &+ m)dx 6 e
26 @) = d’ks > d’k» ; (5a)
16 3 o kI +m2x pxl x)+ 20 x) 323( p) o x(1
Z Z
o) - F6 . odax (5b)
fe 32 3( p) P, oxa %)’
Both 2, () and ¢ () are expressed through integrals N ote that in the expression [1) an additional spin struc—

which diverge logarithm ically in x and quadratically in
¥, J Possbl regularization procedures are discussed
below .

Follow ing Ref. [1], we will use the m atrix representa-
tion
? A +EE)D 4 ccp2>“:—6p; (6a)

m

26 ©)

) = gchcn:—g; (60)
- P

where the coe cients A, B, and C are scalar functions

which depend on p? only. They are independent of ! .

The coe cient C ¢, isa constant. T he selfenergy is thus

obtained by summ ing up Egs. [@):

ture proportionalto 6 appears, as com pared to the stan—
dard fourdin ensionalFeynm an approach.

2. Regularization with rotationally non-invariant cuto s

In orderto reqularize the integralsoverd?k, ,we intro—
duceacuto ,,sothatk? < 2. Sincesome integrals
overdx diverge logarithm ically at x = 0 and/orx = 1,we
also ntroduce (Wwhere it isneeded) an In nitesin alposi-

tive cuto , assum ing that x m ay belong to the intervals
2 > 2, P 2 m @ <x<1 and 1+ < x < +1 . The correspond—
= A + B =+ + Crel—
® =g ®) ® )m €& fc]! P ing analyticalexpressions for the fiinctionsA %), B (©?),
(7) C?),and C¢. were ound in Ref [1]:
|
Z 2 Z 1
Aph) = — "2 ax ! ©a)
16 2 Ty TkZP+4m2x pxQ o x)+ 20 x)
Z 2 Z 1
B ©°) = n D a2 dx 1 = (8b)
16 2 | Ty T k2+m2x pBx@Q o x)+ 21 x)
z zZ
. 1 2o 0 kK2+m?2 gQa xf
CE) = dks; - 8c)
32 ’m 0 @ xK+m?2x px@ x)+ 20 xT
Z Z 4 Z i
1 N dx dx
Ctc = —z—— dks + (8d)
32 2m : x@1 x) 1+ x0T x)

We impl in the Pllowing that 2 maxfp’im?; *g

and 1. The dependence of physical results on the
cuto siselin nated by takingthelimits , ! 1, ! O.

Retaining in Egs. [8) all term s which do not vanish in
these 1m its, we get
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®) 629, T1g2 , &
, 2 1 2 2
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®) 32 “m 9 16 “m <’:Im
2
Cec = 322m g —

W e have not integrated over dx in Egs. [9d) and [90)
because the results of the integrations are rather long. It
is Interesting to note that C (©?) does not depend on p?.
D ue to this, we w illdenote 1n the Hllowing C ¢°) C =
oonst and, for shortness, C C + Cec.

Each of the two quantities, C and C¢. diverges like

2 og(l= ). The strongest divergencies cancel in the
sum C = C + Cg¢., but the Jatter di ers from zero and,
m oreover, hasno nite Imitwhen -, ! 1 :

2 2

m
C= —— g

- 22]01
16 °m m d

32 °m
(10)
Since the two diagram s shown in Fig.[dl exhaust the fi1ll
set of the second-order diagram sw hich contribute to the
ferm ion selfenergy, we m ight expect the disappearance
of every ! —dependent contrbution from the am plitude.
A s far as this does not take place, the only source of the
! -dependence is the use of the rotationally non-invariant
cuto s PrthelF variablksk? and x. Indeed, ifwe w rite
these variables In the explicitly covariant form
;0 XK P, ! kT !
S
i becom es evident that both of them depend on !.
Introducing the cuto s 2 and , we restrict an !-
dependent integration dom ain, which nneviably brings
! dependence into the regularized quantities. W e will
dem onstrate this feature in m ore detail in Sec.[IW]by us-
Ing a very sin ple and transparent exam ple. Note that
w ithout adding new, ! -dependent, countertermm s in the
Interaction Ham ilttonian, this dependence is not killed
by the standard renom alization. The renom alization
recipe m ust be therefore m odi ed [7].

3. Invariant P auli-V illars regularization

A swe kamed above, the source of the appearance of
the extra (! -dependent) term in the regularized ferm ion

2% Pxa 2x)+ ‘1 x) ; (a)
m
2 1 2a
) g "X Bx ( m2x>+ @ x) , )
1 2 2 2 m
2 - ’
32 “m g Ge)
(9d)

selfenergy is the ! -dependence of the integration do—
main. A standard way free from thisdem erit isthe use of
the PV regularization, since in that case the cuto shave
no m ore relation to ! . In the language of LFD , the PV

regularization consists In changing the propagators as

=
~
—
I\]
’?'e
[}
~
B
=N
~
—

for scalar bosons, and

@G+m) (! q % m?)!

(¢ 9@E+m) & n®) @G+m) ¢ md)

for ferm Jons. T his procedure is equivalent to introducing
additional particles (one PV ferm ion with the massm 1
and one PV boson with themass 1), whose wave func-
tions have negative nom s. If needed, m ore subtractions
can be done till all integrals becom e convergent. A fter
the calculation of the integrals and the renom alization,
thelimis ;! 1 andm; ! 1 shouldbetaken. In the
case of the ferm ion selfenergy, we m ay regularize either
the boson propagator only, or the ferm ion one, or both
sin ultaneously. H ereafter we w ill supply PV —reqularized
quantities w ith the superscript "PV; b" Wwhen only the
bosonic propagator ismodi ed) or "PV;b+ f" Wwhen
both bosonic and ferm ionic propagators are m odi ed).

Let us now calculate the PV -reqularized coe cients
A ©°), B %), and C'. W e can start from the expres-
sions [@), n spite oftheir dependence on the "old" cuto s

» and . Indeed, the integrals in Egs. [B) becom e reg-
ular, provided enough PV subtractions have been m ade.
If so, they havede nite lmitsat , ! 1 and ! O.

The integrals HrA (©?) and B (%) becom e convergent
after the reqularization by a PV boson only:



Z 4 2 2
. 1 x)+ 1 x)
Apv,b 2\ _ A 2; ; A i ; _ m ﬁx( ; 11
®) ®m i) ©im; 1) 16 2 dx lbog —; pxl x)+ 71 x) (t1a)
- 5 m 21 2 Bxl x)+ 21 x)
REVS = B ;m ; B @;m; = 1 11
©") ©"im; ) ©im; 1) 16 2 dx ( x) log Zx Bxl 0+ 20 %) (11b)

T he situation di ers drastically for the coe cient C'.
A fter the bosonic PV regularization we get

1 2
cPVib = 2% 1+ 2bg—
32 2m ( 1) 9 m
2 m 2 m
+22bg—  2%bg— : 2)
1
Since the resul is still divergent for , ! 1 , this reg-

ularization is not enough. The additional ferm ionic PV
regularization requires som e care because C is a coe -
cient at the spin structurem é=(! p) which itselfdepends
on m . Hence, one should reqularize the quantity m C:

PV;bt+ £

mC =mCm; ) mCm; 1)

mCmi; )+m:Cmy; ()= 0: (@13)

W e see that after the double PV regularization the extra
structure in Eq. [I), proportionalto 6 , disappears, as i
should. Note that Eq. [13) holds for arbitrary (ie., not
necessary in nite) PV massesm; and ;.

4. Renom alization procedure

T he renom alized selfenergy is obtained by using the
standard procedure:

Puibtfpy= EViPrE() g g@® m); (14)
w here
PV;bt f
o - 4B ©)u ) , 15a)
2m p?=m 2
PV;bt+ £
G = — u(p)i(p)u(p) : (15b)
e pem
Finally,
PV ) = & Aven ©0°) + Bren @Z)I% ;e
w ih
R @) =2 %) A@H)+2m?R°m%)+B°m%)];
17a)
Bren ©°) =B ©*) Bm?) 2m’R°m?) + B°m?)I:
(17b)

In order to calculate A ron (%) and Byen (©°) we can use
the initial fiinctions A (?) and B (p?) regularized either
by the non-invariant cuto s, Egs. {9d) and [9W), or by
m eans of the PV regularization, Egs. . Any choice
Jeads to the sam e resul:

m Zl
Aren ) = > x[1&® 2] (18a)
16 2
Zl
m
Bren °) = > &0 ¥ L&)+ 2&)];
16 2
(18b)
where
m?x pgxl x)+ Q1 x)
1) = bg m2x2+ 21 x) !
) = 2m’x @ 3x+ ¥)
2T mexzt 2@ x)

T he rem aining integrations over dx in Egs. [18) are sim -
pl but lengthy.

B. Calculation in the four-dim ensional
Feynm an approach

1. Regularization with rotationally non-invariant cuto s

W e showed above that the regularized fem ion self-
energy calculated within LED w ith the traditionaltrans—
verse ( . ) and longitudinal ( ) cuto s contains an extra
soin structure depending on ! . In order to understand
the reasons of this behavior, we calculate here the self-
energy in another way, follow ing Ref. [9]. W e start from
the standard fourdin ensional Feynm an expression

U/
i 6

@) k? 2+ i0](

&+ m

k¥

r @)=

m? + i0]"
19)
but perform the integrationsin tem softhe LF variables,
w ith the corresponding cuto s. For this purpose, we in—
troduce the m nus~ plus and transverse com ponents of
the fourm om entum k:
k = ko ki ki = kot kzi ko = (kx;ky);
and analogously for p. As in Sec.[IA 1], we take, for
convenience, the reference frame where p = 0. In this



framep = p’=p; .Denoting k, = xp; , we get

Z Z
_j92p+ 2 .
r @)= 3 d’k, ) dx
Z
+1dk 1
1 k psx k-z, 2+ 10]
® &+m)
20
© ko a = £ mrio O
w ih

+k + = P+ 2 K:

T he ntegraloverdk iscalculated by using the principal
valie prescription:
Z +1 Z L

)= Iim dk (::9): (21)

1 L1 L
This integraliswellde ned unlssx = Qorx = 1. Ifx =
0 or x = 1, the integral [21l) diverges on the upper and
Iower lm is. So, the in nitesim al integration dom ains
near the points x = 0 and x = 1 (the socalled zero
m odes) require special consideration. W e introduce a

cuto in the variable x and represent (o) asa sum
FP)= pra®+ P 22)
where ;. (@) Incorporates the contributions from the

regions of integration overdx ( 1 < x< 1 ), excluding
the shgularpointsx = 0 and x = 1, whilke the zero-m ode
part ., () involves the integrations in the -vicinities
of these two points.

The calculation is carried out :n Appendix Bl. A fter
closing the integration contour by an arc of a circle (see
Appendix B]), the integral or 4 4 () is represented as
a sum ofthe pol and arc contributions and has the form

Z
g >
p+a(p)= 16 3 dk?
Zl
® &+ m)dx
k2 +m?x pxl x)+ 21 x)
Z Z
6 *1 dx
,_98 ks )
32 3¢ p) 1+ x(@ X)

Comparing Eq. [23) with Egs. [@), we see that

pra®) = 20+ £c®); (24)

w here both tem s on the right-hand side are reqularized
atx = 0 and x = 1. The pol plus arc contributions to
Eq. [20) reproduce the resul given by the sum ofthetwo
LFD diagram s shown in Fig.[d. Hence,

é
pra®) =9 A@2>+Bcp2>9+cp+a“:— i @5)
m ' p

whereA () and B (p?) arede ned by Egs. (9d) and [9O),
whilke Cp. , coincideswith ¢, Eq. [I0).

A s m entioned above, the zero m ode contribution re—
sults from the divergence @t L ! 1 ) of the integral
overk ,which occurswhen x = 0;1. This divergence is
determm ined by the kading k -termn in the num erator of
Eq. 20), thatisby £ + k . In explicitly covariant LED,
them atrix ; tums into é . T he zero-m ode contribution
is therefore

é
m ©  FCun @6)
- p

where C ,, is calculated in A ppendix[Bl and has the form

m2 2

C = —  lbg— 27
zm 16 ’m g m @7)
1 2 2 2 m
+— m 2 “log—
32 2m d
W e thus nd
Cp+a+ sz = O; (28)

since Cpy 5 C is given by the right-hand side of
Eqg. [I0). Substituting Egs. 23) and [28) into Eq. 22),
and taking into account Eq. 28), we nally get

F )= Acpz>+13cpz>mg 29)

W e see that after the incorporation of the pole, arc,
and zero-m ode contributions, the ! -dependent term In
the selfenergy disappears, even before the renom aliza—
tion. Note that although we used the sam e cuto s, the
omula 29) doesnot coincide w ith the expression [1) cb—
tained by using the LED graph technique rules, since the
sum C @%)+ C¢c isnot zero [it is given by Eq. [I0)]. O ne
m ight think that the dependence ofthe selfenergy [d) on
! is an artefact ofthe LFD rules, whereas the indepen-—
dence ofthe Feynm an approach on ! isnatural, shcewe
started w ith the Feynm an expression [19) which "know s
nothing” about ! . It is not so, since the mnitially di-
vergent integral for (o) acquires som e sense only after
regularization, and the latter has been done in term s of
the cuto s Inposed on the LF variables. T he indepen—
dence of r () on ! looks thereby as a coincidence. W e
chall see in Sec.[IIIB] that, n the EM V case, in contrast
to the selfenergy one, the LF cuto s applied to the ini-
tial Feynm an integral do result in som e dependence of
the EM V on the LF plane orientation.

A fter the renom alization, Eq. 29) reproduces the ex—
pression [16) obtained earlier for the selfenergy found
w ithin LFD and regularized by the invariant PV m ethod.

2. Invariant regularization

W e brie y recall In this section fam iliar results known
from the standard four-din ensional Feynm an form alisn



w hich is com pletely independent from LFD .kt m ay serve
as an additional test of the results obtained above.

T he foarm ion selfenergy is given by Eq. [L9). It is con—
venient to use the follow Ing decom position :

e

r®)=g Ar ©°)+ Br cp2>5 ; (30)

where Ap (©°) and Bp (©?) are scalar fiinctions. Note
that they do not coincide wih A (©?) and B ©*) from
Eq. 29), since we use here another reqularization pro-
cedure. Applying the Feynm an param etrization, we can
rew rite Eq. [19) as

e 7
r )= 16 1 a’x®
z 1dx @ x)p &+m )
0 k® m?x+ p?x(l  x) 2@ x)+ 0}’
1)
2 m 2 m z 1
Be @) = o5 PIm Drogm
2 m 2 m z 1
Br (©?) = 322]og—2 1+1620
The renom alized selfenergy F;ren (P) Is found
from Eq. [I4), changing ®V®" f () by & (o). The

corresponding renomm alized functions A ;ren ©*) and
BF;ren (Pz) colncide wih A ren (PZ) and Bren (Pz) given
by Egs. [[8). W e thus reproduce again Eq. [1[d) for
F ;ren (p) .
Tt is easy to verify that using the PV subtraction for
the boson propagator (instead of the cuto 2y,
PV;b

r = rPm;) Foim; o1);

lads, n the limit ;! 1 ,to the sam e expression [18)
for the renom alized selfenergy. W e have therefore
PV;b

PVbt+t
F;ren (P) =  F;ren ) = ren, ®©):

To conclude, any of the considered w ays of regulariza—
tion (either with the non-invariant cuto s -, and or
w ith the single bosonic PV subtraction) can be used in
order to get the correct expression for the renom alized
selfenergy in the Feynm an approach, while the double
(bosonic + ferm donic) PV subtraction is required in the
case of LFD .

(34)

ITI. FERM ION ELECTROM AGNETIC VERTEX

W e can now proceed to the calculation of the spin-1/2
ferm ion elastic EM V, , which is connected w ith the

dx log

dx (1

where we Introduced k® = k  xp. Going over to Eu—
clidean space by means of the W ick rotation kJ = ik}

with realk) and regularizing the divergent integrals by

an nvariant aito k%9 = k% + k% < 2 (assm ing

that 2 fm?; ?;9%°y), we can perform the four-
din ensional integration and get

Z
= 1
r )= 16 2 0dX[(l x)p+ m ]
2
1 2
g m?x px@1 =x)+ 20 x) 82)

The tem s of order 1= ? and higher are om itted. Com —
paring the right-hand sides of Egs. [30) and [32)), we nd

m?x pgxl x)+ 20 x)
m 2

2% Pxa

; (33a)

)+ 21  x)

m
x) log 2

(33b)

m atrix elem ent of the electrom agnetic current J by the
relation

J =eu) up); (35)
where e is the physical electrom agnetic coupling con—
stant, p and p° are the nitial and nal on-m assshell
form fon Purmomenta E* = p? = m2). Assuming P o
C — and T -parity conservation, isde ned by two form
factors depending on the momentum transfer squared

0= ¢ pr:

jF 2
W ou=w® F 2 + 220D oy,
2m

(36)
W e om it for sin plicity the bispinor argum ents and de—
noted g=p° p, = i( )=2.

W e consider here, as In Sec. [T, the Yukawa m odel
which takes into account interaction of ferm ions w ith
scalarbosons, whilke the EM V "dressing" due to ferm ion—
photon interactions is neglected. T he ferm ion-boson in—
teraction is treated perturbatively, up to tem s of order
9.

At that order, the EM V must be renom alized. The
standard renom alization recipe consists in the subtrac—
tion *e° = 71  with the constant Z; und from
the requirement u ) **"u ) = u@E) u ). This leads



to the follow Ing wellknow n expressions for the renom al-
ized form factors:
Fr Q%) =1+F1Q%) FRO); FITQEH=F07%:
37
W e shall ollow the sam e ideology that we exposed
above for the selfenergy: independent calculations of
the EM V are perform ed, w ithin covardant LED and the
Feynm an approach, both for non-invariant and invariant
regularization. However, in contrast to the selfenergy
case, the use of rotationally non-invariant cuto s resuls
In the appearance of new structures (and form factors)
In the EM V, even if one starts from the standard four-
din ensional Feynm an expression. By this reason, the
renom alization ofthe two physical form factorsonly, as
prescribed by Egs. [37), is not enough to get the full
renom alized EM V.

A . Calculation in light—front dynam ics

1. Lightfront interaction Ham iltonian involving
electrom agnetic interaction

Before going over to the consideration ofthe EM V in
covariant LFD , one should derive the interaction H am il-
tonian which nvolres both fermm ion-boson and ferm ion—
photon interactions. A though all the diagram s calcu—
lated below are generated by the graph technique rules
form ulated in Ref. [1], this isanotherway to explain their
origin.

W e will not give here a detailed derivation. The cor-
responding procedure is exposed in Ref. [1]. W e derived
there the LF H am iltonian describing a system ofinteract-
ing ferm ion and m asslessvectorboson elds. T hisexpres—
sion holds also for a ferm ion-photon system . W hen the
photon eld is taken in the Feynm an gauge, the Ham il
tonian in Schrodinger representation has the form

o 8

ek +& E——"T K ;
2i(! R)

where and A are the free form ion and photon elds,
respectively, and the operator 1=@{1! R) in coordinate
space acts on the coordinate along the fourwvector ! (for
convenience we denote t oramomentasx ,shce ! In
standard LFD has only the m inus-com ponent) :

" )= (38)

h e i
f = —
noprE)TeER g A
1 n h i o
— 1! Af 39
il @exp il @ ) 69)
and 1=@1! @) isthe free reversal derivative operator:
7
1 _ i .
r@(x )= 2 dy & vyItE ); (40)

where (x) is the sign function. The operators 1=(@1i! @)
Inside the exponents act on the functions! A only, whilke

that standing betw een the exponents actson allthe func—
tions to the right of . In m om entum representation, the
action ofthe operator1=(1! @) on a function f x) reduces
to the m ultiplication of s Fourier transform f (k) by the
factor 1=(! k).

It is easy to modify the Ham iltonian [38) in or
der to incorporate interactions between fem ions and
scalar bosons. The equation of m otion for the Heisen—
berg ferm ion eld operator , In the absence of scalar
bosons, looks lke (i€ m) = e~ , where A is
the Heisenberg photon eld operator. If we introduce
a scalarboson eld , the equation ofm otion becom es
i m) = ( e g ) .Sihcethe latter equation of
m otion is obtained from the previous one by the substi-
tution 2! 2+ (@=e) , i is enough to m ake the sam e
substitution in the Ham iltonian [38)), everyw here except

In the operator 1=({1! R) [i]. The Ham itonian thus
becom es
H Pt ) = b’ + el

FN

+ b +ek]ﬂ@ +ePF] :(41)

W e see that the LFD interaction Ham itonian [I) in-
volves also, besides the usual tem g’ + ex] de-
scribing ordinary ferm ion-boson and ferm ion-photon in—
teractions, the so—called contact temm s which are nonlin-—
ear in the coupling constants. Note that if we expand
the Ham iltonian [41]) in powers of e, this expansion con—
tains an in nite number of tem s. Such a peculiarity is
connected w ith the photon spin and w ith the gauge we
have chosen.

In this paper, we are not Interested in studying elec—
trom agnetic e ects, but focus on the interaction betw een
ferm ions and scalar bosons. W e therefore restrict the
Ham iltonian to the rstorderin the electrom agnetic cou—
plhg constant e, neglecting the tem s of order € and
higher. T he resukt is

H™ =Hen+Hepo+ Hen1 + Hen2 + Hem3s  (42)
w here
Hfm = g '; (43a)
&)
He = o o 43b
£12 g 210 @ (43b)
Hemi1 = ed ; (43c)
H = ’ 6 A+ A é 4 ; (43d)
=27 S o0 e 210 @ '
1 a 1
Hems = —eg? ’ LA
SRR I ETR
1 &)
il @ il @

The contact tetm s are H ¢1p, Hem 2, and H ey 3. The op—
erators 1=(1! @) inside the squared bracketsacton ! A
only.



2. Lightfront diagram s and their am plitudes

FIG . 2: Triangl LF diagram

Since the am plitude of the process w hich we are inter—
ested in is proportionalto eg?, we should collect together
the m atrix elem ents from the Ham iltonian [42) in the

rst, second and third orders of perturbation theory. It
can be w ritten schem atically as

2
< Hfb1H8m1> + < HfpptHep2>+ < Hepnsz> ¢

Note that although the matrix elem ent of the sec—

FIG . 3: Pair creation by a photon.
stands for an antiferm ion

The doubl solid line

ond order of perturbation theory, < HeppHen1 >, Is
also of order egz, it does not result in irreducble di-
agram s. The Ham ittonian [42) produces therefore the
ve contributions to the EM V, shown in Figs.[2{5. The
triangle and pair creation diagram s are generated by
< HZ,Hen1 >, the keft and right contact tem s com e
from < HeppHenz >, while < Hensz > is qu)onsib]e
for the double contact tem . Applying the rules of the
LFD graph technique [1]to these diagram s*, wecan nd
analytical expressions for the corresponding am plitudes.
H ow ever, before w riting them down, one should note the
follow ing. W hen calculating the form factors in covariant
LFD, the condition ! g= 0 on the momentum transfer
isusually mposed (equivalenttoq. = gp+ g, = 0 in the

1 The rules incorrectly prescribe to use the theta-function (! k)
for the contact tem . T his theta-function should be rem oved.
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¥
2w.(p—k)

FIG .4: Left (@) and right (o) contact tem s

non-covariant version of LED ). It com es from the analy—
sisofthe pure scalar"EM V" (ie., when allthe particls,
Including the photon, are spinless), where it forbids the
pair creation diagram . Indeed, since the plis-com ponent
ofthepairm om entum isalwayspositive, the pair can not
be created by a virtualphoton with g4 = 0. Asa resul,
when g ! 0, the corresponding phase space volum e
tends to zero, and the am plitude of the pair creation dia—
gram disappears. For system s involving ferm ions and/or
vector photons, the am plitude of the pair creation dia-—
gram becom es inde nite if ! g exactly equals zero, since
i is given by an integral with an in niely large inte-
grand and zero phase space volum e. For this reason, one
hastotake! g#% 0.Wesst! g (! p), where
constant which we take positive, forde nieness. W ew ill
see below that for the rotationally non-invariant cuto s
discussed In Sec.[Id, a non—zero contrbution to the EM V
from the pair creation diagram survives, and m oreover,
it tendsto in nity when ! 0.

4
2w.(p—k)

FIG .5: D oublk contact tem

W e can now proceed to the calculation of the LF di-
agram am plitudes. T he contribution of the triangle dia—




gram on Fig.[2 reads

(erd) _ (292)32 ¢ k) & ?dk

® &+6°%+m) [ % k]I
@B k+!9 m?) OO
® &+6 +m) [ (@ k)
o k+!? mE 44)

z Z .

= (292)3 &k g
® &+6°m) B &+E +m)

21 b kK)°2! © k)

W e have introduced here new integration LF variables
k. and x in a standard fashion (see Sec.[IIA 1)). The
sihhgularities of the integrand at x = 0 and x = 1 are
excluded by Introducing an in nitesim al positive cuto

. Thevaluiesof ’sare found from the conservation law s
In posed by the delta-fiinctions. N am ely,

=m @ X

k2 +m? kZ+ ? 5
= 1 x) : + — m ;  (45a)
1 X X

2! © k)

2! b x%=m? ¢ k¥
k% +m? k% + 2

2
+
1 @ %0

m 7

=@ ¥

(45b)

wherex’= | k=!%px=1+ ),ky =k, ¥ ,and
is the part of the threevector g, transversalto ! . Note
that
=0%a+ ) m?’: 46)

The m ulas [49) { [4d) Hllow from the kinem atical rela—
tions listed in A ppendix A].

T he contribution of the pair creation diagram , F ig.[3,
is given by

Z
; g
(pair) _ 1 k 2 2 4k
oy ¢ Rk A
® &+6°%m) [ % k)
dO
@ k+ !9 m’l—
® &+6° 6.+m) [ &k p)l

e k+ 19 1)2

The line carrying the fourmomentum k; corresponds
to an antiferm ion and is described by the propagator
m &) (! & & m?).Iisconvenient to introduce
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anew varable = ° 1, nstead of ;:
g ? dk
(pair) _ 0 0
2 ) o ® B+ 8 "+ m)
dO
% K16 k+ !9 mil—
® &+84 +m) [! &k p)l
e k+!?) m2]( Od @7)
zZ Zl+
= g &k, %
e )» - 2x
® &+6°m) B E+E +m)

20 b o2 @ K )

The "shifted" enters the delta-finction and is de-
term .ned by the same fomula [454) as in other

's. W e can therefore use the sam e kinem atics. The
Integration over d by means of the delta-function

e k+ ! 3 m?lbringsthefactorj (o k)jin the
denom nator. W e used that ' (@ k)j= '
side the integration intervall+ < x< 1+

T he contribution of the left contact temm to the EM V
is shown in Fig.[4@). T he corresponding am plitude has
the form

7
g
act) _ | 2 2y 4
oy ¢ Rk dk
® &+6°%m) [ % k)]
dO
B k+! 9% n’l—
¢ 48)
2! @ k)
= g &k
@ )3
Z
Yoax 9 &+6°%m) @
2x 2! B kK)°2! (@ K)
For the right contact tem , Fig.[d @), we get
zZ
(rct) — gz | k 2 2 4k
2y ¢ RE A
é ® &+6 +m)
2! P k)
3 yp212
I e Kl k+71 )m“]— @9)
Z
= g &k,
@ )3
Zl
dx 8 (6 E+6 +m)
2x 2! B k) 2! (@ k)
F inally, the double contact tem , F ig.[5, yields
z
@2ct) _ g &Fx,
@ )
Z+1
dx 6

0)

8
2x2! f k) 2! (@ K)

k) In—



The full EMV is the sum of all the ve contrbu-—
tions [@4), @) {[EJ). Note that the lim its of integra-
tions over dx are di erent in these contrlbutions. In or—
der to m ake the calculations easier, we solit the whole
region of possble values of x Into the three sub-regions:
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A fter som e rearrangem ent of the contributions, we can
represent the MIIEM V as

@) < x <1 ; @) 1+ < x < 1+ ;5 3)
1+ + < x< +1 .W e then represent each ofthe ver- @&y By ©) (51)
tices ™ and “* asasum of integrals overthese inte—
gration sub-regions, rem oving the singularities by m eans
of the sam e cuto
(et) _  (Qidct) 4 (2;lct); w ith
where
Z
Lilet) _ g 1 2
= — d'k,
64 3 (! B ; . .
7 @) _— (tri) + (1;1ct) + (rct) + (1;2ct) ©) .
1 0 0 !
+ +
o &vC +nm) 2, (52a)
x (%+ x) (1 x) ®) _— (pair) + (2;1ct) (1); (52b)
@ilct) _ g 1 2 .
= RS d“k, c) _ @2ct) y (O 4 @), (52¢)
Z The two new integrals,
Y ax 6 &+ 6%+m) 6 teg
" x  (L+ x)1 x) 0
and, analogously,
z z
et) _  dizet) 4 @i2cw), o _ R éd @ Pk, d_x; (53a)
64 31+ ) (! B) X
Z
w here ] O 92 6 . 1+ dx
oo _ F 8 8 o 64° (I B o x0+ x)
64 3 (! P ’ (53b)
Z
dx .
x(1+ x)1 xS
Z
(2;2ct) — 92 é 8 dzk—)
64 3 (! P ’ have been introduced in order to m ake the integrands
2 1+ dx of ® ana ©®’ non-singular n x, although each tem
. X0+ 0l x on the right-hand sides of Egs. [52d) and [520) contains
Ty logarithm ic divergencies ettherat x = O orat x = 1, or
+ g 6 é k- atx=1+
64 3 (I B )
Z q dx
: Taking the sum s [52d) and [520)), we easily nd
14 4 X+ x)1 %)
Z Z 1 0
&) _ & P % ® E+m) @ &+ m) d @ . (54a)
16 3 P, X (2 20 k)& 2p k) 40+ ) P’
Z Z
®) g 2 v dx ® &+6°m) ® &+6°m) 6
64 3(! P) 1 x(1+ X) & 1)°(° )

Since the regularization in x is no m ore required, we set
0.

The ram aining part of the EM V, C), is given by a



sum of reqularized integrals:

Z Z
¢y & 6 6 ) b
= &Pk, —— -
64 3 (! B) 1+ X
Z
17 dx
+ J—
n x1 x)
Z +1 dx
+
1oy X0+ X)Ll x)

(55)

3. E lctrom agnetic form factors

W e represent the EM V via the follow ing decom posi-
tion:
0 0 + i
2m
a

+B1 |

P+p) 2
p
(56)

which is sin ilar, although not identical, to the one used
in Ref. RC0]. W e shall come back to this di erence in
Sec.[IV]. The decom position is determm ined by the ve?
form factors Fi;,, B1 3. We shall callFq;, the phys-
ical form factors, In contrast to the non-physical ones,
B1 3, which must be absent in the physically observed
EM V . The appearance of the three extra form factors is
a property of LED . Note that they appear in standard
non-covariant LED aswell, but in this approach they can
not be separated out from the physical form factors, and
an illusion m ay occur that the EM V structure is deter-
m ined, according to Eq. [36), by the two form factors,
as In the Feynm an case. T his is how ever not so, because
the electrom agnetic current operator in LEFD has wve in—
dependent m atrix elem ents, not two. One may argue
that even if each particular LF diagram produces a con—
trbution of the orm [56) to the EM V, the extra three
structures disappear (ie., one hasB; 3 = 0) affer sum -
m ing up all the contrbutions, at least in a given order
of perturbation theory. It would be so if the am plitudes
of the LF diagram s were given by convergent integrals,
which happens for the pure scalar case (scalar bosons
plus scalar "photon" and no ferm ions). For system s in—
volving ferm ions, however, the am plitudes strongly di-
verge. T heir reqularization, asw illbe shown below , m ay
give rise to the appearance of extra (! -dependent) spin
structures in the perturbative and non-perturbative reg—
ularized EM V'’s. In this sense the situation is analogous
to the case of the ferm ion selfenergy discussed in the
previous section.

2 T he coincidence of the num ber of form factors w ith the num ber
of LF diagram s is, of course, by chance.
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T he procedure to calculate the form factors is quite
sim ilarto that exposed in Ref. 20]. W e de ne them atrix

0
o - ®+m) H+m) 57)
4m 2

and the follow Ing contractions:

c = Trfo g;
o = ﬂT:|:fO g;
2m
+ 0
o = P 166 ag; (58)
L'p
m !
g = —TrfOo g;
' p
21
G = TrfO ég:

¢ B

Now, using Eq. [56), we can get the Pllow ing relations
between the form factors and the quantitiesc s5:

a=C 4) 6B+2@ + )B;
+ 2+ )BL+20+ )Bs;
o = 6 F1+2 @2 B 2 @ B
2
+ (2+ )B2+ 7B3;
C = 2(2+ )F]_ 2 (2+ )Fz
+4R 1L+ )+ B+ @+ )?%B,
+2Q+ )1+ )Bs;
= R+ )F, E+ Bi1l;
2
s = 201+ )F; )B1;  (59)

—F,+2 @1+
P (

where = Q%=(@4m ?). Solving the system of Inear equa—
tions [59) w ith respect toF1,, and B, 3, we expressthem
through ¢ 5. These expressions are lengthy and we do
not give them here. T hen, substituting the form ulas [54),
G pr *’, ®,and ©) nto Eq. [57), calculating
the traces [58), and expressing the scalar products of the
Hurvectorsp, p°, k, and ! through the two-din ensional
vectors k, , , and the scalars x, , we cast each fom
factor in the form of a threedim ensional integral over
d?k, dx. T he expressions for the scalar products through
the Integration variables and them om entum transfer are
given in Appendix ]

4. Regularization with rotationally non-invariant cuto s

W e give here the nalexpressions for the form factors
found by using the rotationally non-invariant cuto s -
and inposed on the variables ¥, jand x. Aswe said

above, the vertex finctions ® ¢

to ntroduce a cuto in x. As far as ) is concemed,
it is represented by a sum of integrals, each requiring
regularization and thus depending on . However, as can

®) do not require
c

)and



be established by direct integration in Eq. [E5), the sum

itselfhasa nite Iimitwhen ! O:
2 g+ é!
©)_ g 2 g ( ) . (60)
322 1+ ) (¢ B

W e therefore rem ain w ith the cuto » only. Note that
the m utual cancellation of the tem s singular in x, which
happens for the fullEM V, is connected w ith ratherweak
(logarithm ic) divergence of the corresponding integrals,
so that the cuto 2 Is enough to make them nite.
T he sam e took place in the ferm ion selfenergy case (see
Sec.[IIA 2). Aswe chall see below [Eq. [CII) ih Ap-
pendix [Cl], the quadratically divergent term 6! ! 2

results also from ®) (but not from @ )) and cancels in

the sum with ©’.

The details of calculations of all the contributions
(@ ;B ;C) are given in Appendix [C]l. Adding all them
together, we arrive at the llow ng nal result for the
form factors:

Fi = 162bg_+ﬁ Ibg— =
232(22;2 g - g +0Q%; (©la)
F, = 136922 3‘2322:2 +0Q*%); (61b)
B; = %, (61c)
By = 3222, (61d)
2 2
B3 = ngz ’m?2 )log m?
32922m2 Q_2+ 2 2109'14— 1 : (6le)
N ote that the tem s g~ cancelin the form factors

B1 and B,. These form factors are nite and do not
depend on any cuto , in contrast to B 3 which does not
havea nite lmitwhen -, ! 1 . Aswehave already
m entioned, neither of the form factors depend on the
cuto . At the sam e tin ¢, the am plitude of each of the
LF diagram sshown in F igs.2{H, diverges ke 2 g . It
m eans that the senior divergent tem s 2 g and

% cancel after the incorporation ofallthe LF diagram s.
However, the form factors B; 3 which must be absent
In the physicalEM V rem ain non—zero values. The sam e
happened orthe 6 tem in the fillselfenergy, Eq.[).

W e also see that B3 hasa pok at = 0. One cannot
set here Q2 = 0, since i is In possble to keep xed =
(' g=( p)whenqg! 0.Moreprecisely, snog 0,
from Eq. [4d) we have Q2 12+m * . However, nothing

0 at xed Q 2. A sthe inspection

(pair)

in B3 resuls from ,

preventsus to take !

show s, the singular tem 1=
Eq. D).
The standard renom alization procedure [37) a ects
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the form factor F; only, so that

g°0?

TR +0@Q%: (62

LI

8
The cuto -dependent tem log( > =m ) cancels, as i
should. The renom alized form factor F;°" coincides
with F,, Eq. [610). I is in portant to note that in or—
der to elim inate the three extra form factorsB; 3, one
should introduce new ! -dependent counterterm s into the
Interaction Ham iltonian. Since B 3 non-trivially depends
ongthroughQ?= dand =! !
tion In powers of g contains an in nite num ber of tem s.
T herefore, to elin nate B 3 we need an In nite num ber of
local countertem s, for this particular type of requlariza—
tion.

5. Invariant P auli-V illars regularization

W e can now calculate the form factors wihin LFD,
but using the invariant PV regularization instead of the
LF cuto s -, and

Regularization by a PV boson.W e start w ith the reg—
ularization by one PV boson only. Since each of the LF
diagram s contains one bosonic propagator, this reqular-
ization reduces to a sin ple subtraction

FPVP=F @%m; ) F Q@%m; 1):

A s before, F denotes any of the form factorsF; orBj.
In the lim it of arge 1 we have

q2 ? 92 1 1
F 2:m ; = log — og— - ;
1@ 1) 6290 162 n 1
F,Q%m; 1) = 0;

or arbitrary nite Q2. Subtracting these expressions
from those given by Egs. [61d) and [61D)), respectively,
we get

prve - & o1, &m0 15

. 16 2" m 42 16
g0 m 9 4
———— g— - +0 ; (63
22 2q2z 9 5 Q"); (63a)

; 3¢ d0°
PV;b _ 4,
F27 T 62 ez 00 (635)

Th spite ofthe fact that Eq. [63d) di ers from Eq. (61d),
both equations lead to the sam e renom alized form factor
Fr*",Eq. [62). The renom alized physical form factors
obtained for the invariant and non-invariant types of reg—
ularization do therefore coincide.

Conceming the non-physical form factors, the situa—
tion is quite di erent. Since B; 3 were calculated for
arbitrary ,we nd from Egs. (61d){ [61d):

va;b: Bgv;b: 0; (64a)

p, its decom posi-



2 2
Bgv;b — 92 ( 1 ) ]og ?
16 m2@1+ ) m
92 2 2 2 2 1
732 2m > 1 2 ]Og' 2 1 bg;
(64b)
ThePmulas [63) arevalidor ! Oand ;! 1 ,whike
Egs. [64) hold for arbitrary and ;. The non-physical
PV;b

form factors B, tumed into zero, while B € 0 and
still diverges logarithm ically.

R egularization by one PV boson plus one PV ferm ion.

Since the PV regularization by one boson only does
not cancel the form factor B3, we have to introduce in
addition a PV fermm ion. In that case, no contact temm s
appear at all, and the only diagram s which contribute
to the EM V are the triangle Fig.[2) and pair creation
Fig.[3) diagram s. Each of them contains two ferm ion
propagators, both being sub fct to the PV regulariza-
tion. For this reason we need to know the vertex with
di erent intermal ferm ions. W e denote the m asses of
these ferm jons by m ; and m j, w ith the indices 1 and i°
being etther 0 orl.Letm m andm; be the physical
and PV ferm jon m asses, respectively. Analogously, we
denote the physical and PV boson masses by ¢
and 1.
The PV regularized EM V is de ned by
Xl
PV;bt+ f —

Lo.0,
( D' mmao; )5

1;%3=0

where the notation fm i;m p; 5) stands for the cor-
responding nitial EM V calculated for the intemal par-
ticles with the massesm;, m o, and 5. The quantity

fmi;mp; 5) itself is given by a sum of Egs. [B4),
changing everyw here
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and ! 5. The vertex (c),Eq. [E9), tums into zero
already by theboson PV regularization and doesnot con—
tribbute to the PV regularized form factors.

Tt can be shown that we do not need to introduce the
PV fem ion to regularize the form factorsFi;; and B, .
In otherwords, nthelmim, ! 1 wewould obtain the
sam e fom ulas [63) { [64d) as w thout the PV ferm ion at
all. So, the only thing to do isto calculateB - ' /** © . This
calculation is In principle quite sin ilar to that perform ed
al%cz/v% kf)ut the algebra is m ore lengthy. W e represent

Bj as follow s:
1
PV;bt f i+ 10 X N )P V;b
B3 = ( 1)1 B3 fm i;m 0);
i;i%=0 N =A ;B
(65)
w here
Xl
PV;b i (N
By "' myme) = (1B @mime; 5)  (66)

=0

and B3(N ) fm i;m p; 5) is found through the vertex
o) fm i;m p; 5). Though the order of summ ations in
Egs. [69) and [6d) does not m atter, it is convenient to

% E+tm ! p Etm; calculate rstB;N )Pv;b(mi;m 1), separately for the two
° E+m ! F &+ myp; vertices, then add the results, and nally sum over the
mi e K3 PV fem ion indices. Om itting rather tiresom e m anip—
! 21 © k); ulations, we give here the expressions for the functions
. m2 @ kP B3(N PV n ;m ), in order to see the details of the can—
! = cellations:
2! o k)
BV Ly = g e+ ?
3 e 16 2m2 @1+ )2 m
g 2 1 2 m 2 2 . .
+W 2 110gg+ 2 “log— 3(7 ) + R i;mp); (67a)
2 2 2 2
®)PV;b g (2 ) 2 g (2 )
B ! iMmp) = ———lbg— + —————— R fmi;m p); 67b
3 mume) = a2 9 16 2m? fsim o) ©70)
w here
g 9 2 m ? » . Mim m? m%)? Q@ )
R@mymp)= —2>t 7 . ) bg—  20° Db + 59 Io > >
fm sim ) 64 2m2Q?2 i mp) Iz QI S o9 m? mH)2 Q%+ s0)?

1



and sg =pmf 2m?m% Q%)+ Mm%+ Q?)%. Both
contrbutions [67) are rather com plicated functions de—
pending on the physical and PV m asses, as well as on
02. Tn their sum, however, the dependence on the
Empjon massm; and on Q? drops out com pletely, and
Br s B3(N PV m ) we arrive at the sam e ex—
pression [64D) found previously w ithout any ferm ion PV

regularization. The nalsumm ation overthe ferm ion PV

indices, as prescribed by Eq. [63), tums B 3 into zero:

PV;bt £
By’ = 0:

(68)

W e can thus form ulate them ain results of this section:
the full cancellation of the three non-physical form fac-
tors is achieved by the doublk (ie., bosonic + ferm ionic)
PV regularization, whereas the single boson PV regular-
ization cancels only two of the three non-physical form
factors. T he renom alized physical form factors obtained
by using the PV regularization (poth single and doubl)
coincide w ith those calculated through the rotationally
non-invariant cuto s.

B. Calculation in the four-dim ensional
Feynm an approach

T he am plitude ofthe Feynm an triangle diagram which
detem ines the EM V in the given order of perturbation
theory is

a1
@ ) k2 2+ 10]
® &+m) B &+m) C 6
e kP m2+ i0][©° kP m2+ 0]

wherep? = p% = m 2. Aswe shall see, the spin structure
of the Feynm an EM V depends on how it is reqularized,
in contrast to the selfenergy, Eq. [I9). I order to avoid
overloading the form ulasby additional indices indicating
the type of the cuto s, we use in this section the sam e
notations for the Feynm an EM V and the form factors as
for the LFD ones.

1. Regularization with rotationally non-invariant cuto s

As we did for the selfenergy, Sec.[IB 1, we 1rst
nd the form factors by integrating the Feynm an am —
plitude [69) in tem s of the LF variables restricted by
the transverse and longiudinalcuto s. W e shallsee that
such a procedure generatesextra (non-physical) form fac—
torsB; 3 [seeEq. [58)], n a very sin ilar way as the use
ofthe LFD rules.
Rew riting the integrand in Eq. [69) through the plus
m ihus~ and transverse com ponents of the fourvectork,
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we get
Z
-
=351 d“k, dk, dk
® &+ m)
! k)E® k) & k)P m?+ i0]
©® &+m)
e+ k)P k) @ k)? m?+ i0]
1
: 7
kik B 2+ 0] 7o
W e take the reference frame where p = 0. W e then

choose p, = p?. The latter condition is equivalent, in
the language of covariant LEFD ,to = (! g=( p)=
Tn our LFD calculation ofthe form factors in Sec.[IIIAl,
we initially kept to be non—zero and went over to the
Imi ! 0 after summ ing up allthe LF contrbutions.
A snooth Imi ! Owasimportant In the LFD fram e-
work, since the am plitudes of di erent diagram s shown
in Figs.[2{8 depend on . The Feynm an am plitude {&9)
is welkde ned for any values of its argum ents p and p°%,
in particular, orp, = p? . W e can thereore safely set
p+ g = 0 from the very beginning.

Sin ilarly to Eq. 22) fr the selfenergy, we represent
the MIIEM V asa sum ofthe two tem s:

(Pt a) + (zm )

; (71)
corresponding to the "nom al" contribution and the zero
m odes, respectively.

Like the selfenergy case, the "nom al" part ®ra) g
determm ined by the sum ofthe pole and arc contributions.
It is calculated 1n A ppendix[D], Sec.D_2. T he result reads

zZ z .
Era) = 923 or, = (72)
16 0 X
® &+m) H &+m) 6 @
(# 20 K€ 2p k) 4( B
pt+ a)

Com paring the right-hand sides of Eq. [72) for
and Eq. 54d) or the part ®’ ofthe EMV calulated
w ithin LFD , we see that they exactly coincide w ith each
otherat = 0:

p+a) _ @)

: (73)
=0
W e have already encountered a sim ilar situation above,
in Sec.[IB 1], where it was shown that the pol plis
arc contrbution to the Feynm an expression for the self-
energy exactly coincided wih the ull LEFD selfenergy
see Eq. 24)]. Evidently, the vertex ®*2) an be also
represented via form factors, in the form of the decom -

position [56), but with its "own" fm factors F,5 ),
B.P.* . Fom factorsr *’ were ound in A ppendix[C].

D ue to the identity [Z3), n order to derive the orm fac—

torsFl(?; @) and B 1(p+3a),wecanm akeuse ofEq. [C2) with

0.



the coe cients from Egs. (C){[Cd), takenat = 0.We
thus nd
pt+a) _ 92 92 7
Fl = 16 > ]Og—+ F log— -
g?Q? m 4
24 2m 2 — - +0Q7); (7T4a)
3¢° 0?2
(pt+ a) 4
F = — 4+ 0 ; 74b
2 16 2 32 2m? o (740)
B1(p+a) _ g og g + g " 0%);
16 2 m 64 2 16 2
(74c)
(p+ a) 92 ? 92 92 2
B = = D = ©?); (74d
2 g 2 g - 22 32 ©Q“); (74d)
+a) _ g 2 2 2 ?
B, = 32 72 6m 4“4+ Q° log o
92 2 m
_— 2log—+ 1
32 2m? 9
@m® 272+ 0%" Q% ; (74e)

where the finction / Q) is given by Eq. [CI0). Note
that ’ (0) = 0. A s before, the form factors qu;o; 2 are

calculated ©r ! 0 and decom posed In powers of Q 2,

a)

w hereas B 1(p+3 are exact in this sense.

®m) is caloulated in Ap-

(zm )

T he zero-m ode contribution

pendix D], Sec.D 3. T he expression for is given by
Eq. D2Il). W e represent it ;n the om of decom posi-
tion [B6). Then the form factors in this decom position
have the form

F, = 0; (75a)
2= 05 (75b)
(zm ) 92 ? 92 ,

B, = iz be_—+ 5 Q% (75¢)
(zm ) _ 92 g2 ’ 24 .

B2 = W g_+w Q°); (75d)
(zm ) 92 2 2 2 ? 92

B 32 Z;m? om 4“4+ Q lo—+322

92 2 m
— 2log— + 1
32 ?m? 9
@m® 2%+ Q%) Q%) (75e)

The nalexpressions for the form factors are given by
the sum of the corresponding quantities from Egs. [74)
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and [79):

F, = b + 2 b
! 629, T3z 9

g°0?

8

we™ 2 +o@"Y; 06a)

24 2m 2 8
F, = 136922 % +0Q%); (76b)
B, = 6222; (76c)
By = 3222; (76d)
Bs = 3222: (76e)

T he expressions for B; 3 are exact, ie., these form ulas
are valid orany Q2 and . That is, the Q 2-dependence

com ing from B 1(p+3a) ,Egs. [74d){ [74d), aswellasthe - -
dependent tem s are exactly canceled by the correspond-—

ing zero m ode contributions B fzm3) . The form factors
Fi1, and Bi;; are the sam e as those obtained from the
LFD diagramm atic approach, in Egs. [61l), whilke B3’s in
Egs. [61d) and [I6d), are di erent. M oreover B, 3 are
not zeroes, though we started from the Feynm an expres—
sion forthe EM V, which initially had no any relation to
the light front (ie., to the fourvector ! ). W ew illdiscuss

this sttuation in m ore detailbelow , in Sec.[IV].

2. Invariant regularization

To com plete our analysis, we give here the form fac—
tors obtained from Eq. [69) by using an invariant regu-—
larization of the divergent integral over d*k. The stan—
dard recipe consists In using the Feynm an param etriza—
tion, then m aking the W ick rotation and im posing a cut-
o 2 on the m odulus of the Euclidean urm om entum
squared, sin ilarly to how it hasbeen done 1n Sec.[IIB 2.
A fter that, identifying the structure of the EMV [&9)
with the decom position [36), we reproduce the welk
known resulk?

g 2 g m 15

F, = og— + — log— —
' 22 92" 3z 9 16
g?Q? m 9 4
—=  g— = +0 ;77
22 gz 9 5 Q") (7a)
39 g°0? s
F, = —= _+0 : 77b
2= o3 5,z toeh (77b)

Eq. [70) exactly coincides wih Eq. [Z60) obtained
for the rotationally non-invariant cuto s. The for-

3 F, Q%= 0) isan anom alous m agnetic m om ent. Introducing the
coupling constant = gZ:(4 ), we get in the Yukawa m odel:
F2(0) = 3 =@ ) that di ers by a factor of 3=2 from the QED
valuie =2 ).



mulas [77d) and [Z6d) di er by a constant (ie. Q %-
independent) part. T he corresponding form factorsF "
however also coincide after the renom alization [37).

In principle, one m ight identify the structure of the
Feynman EMV (regularized by means of an invariant
cuto ! with the LF decom position (56) containing ve
form factors. In this case the Pmulas [71) would be
found orF;;, while one would arrive at the evident re—
sukt B; 3 = 0 for the other form factors.

T he regularization of the EM V [69) by m eans of one
PV boson results in the sam e ©om ulas [77), changing 2
to 2.

Iv. DISCUSSION

W e have shown above that the perturbative spin-1/2
ferm ion selfenergy and the EM V calculated in LED de—
pend on the orientation ofthe LF plane, when the tradi-
tional reqularization In temm s of the transverse and lon—
gitudinal cuto s is applied to the corresponding am pli-
tudes. This dependence reveals itself in the appearance
ofextra spin structures in the decom positions ofthe self-
energy and the EM V in invariant am plitudes. In covari-
ant LFD on theplane ! x = Owih 2= 0, i is con—
veniently param eterized through the foursector ! . The
corresponding decom positions for the selfenergy and the
EMV are given by Egs. [@) and [56), respectively. The
structure of the LF selfenergy is characterized by the
three scalar finctions A, B, and C = C(©?) + C¢c, -
stead of the two usual ones, whilke the on-energy-shell
EMV contains ve form factors, the two standard F i,
and the three extra, B, 3, ones.

P erform ing calculations of the selfenergy by integrat—
Ing the Feynm an am plitude w ritten in temm s of the LF
variables w ith the same cuto s as In LFD, we did not
encounter any ! -dependence in the nalresul, Eq. (29).
T he Jatter therefore does not coincide w ith the LFD self-
energy [@). For the EMV, both methods lad to !-
dependent structures wih ve form factors. However,
the EM V calculation by m eans of the LED rules results
in the set of Hm factors [61l), whereas the calculation
of the Feynm an am plitude in tem s of the LF variables
gives a di erent set of form factors {7d). Though this
di erence concems the form factor B 5 only, the corre—
soonding EM V ’s do not coincide nevertheless w ith each
other.

T he extra form factors do not, of course, appear when
the Feynm an am plitude is calculated w ith a spherically
symm etric cuto in fourdim ensional space. T his can be
achieved, eg. by Inposing a direct cuto on the W ick
rotated Integration variable in Euclidean space %°7 =
k?+ kZ < 2 orby using the PV regularization. In the
case of LFD , we dealw ith three-din ensional integration
variables. Therefore, constructing rotationally invari-
ant (ie., ! -Independent) cuto s which restrict a three—
din ensional Integration dom ain encounters serious di —
culties since the integration dom ains in LED am plitudes
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di er from each other, and it is not easy to restrict them
sim utaneously In a selfconsistent way. This is a rea—
son why the PV regularization looks much m ore prefer-
able. It is naturally generalized to LFD and allows us
to ram ove ultra-violkt divergencies n an ! -independent
way. W e showed that in order to cancelcom pletely all ! —
dependent term s In the LF selfenergy and the EM V it is
necessary to use the PV subtractions for both the boson
and ferm ion propagators. N ote that this cancellation oc—
curs for arbitrary ( nie) PV m asses. Sin ultaneously, all
ultra-violet divergencies disappear. A fler that, the reg—
ularized LFD results coincide exactly w ith the Feynm an
ones calculated w ith the sam e PV subtractions.

T he physical quantities like the functions A and B in
the selfenergy or the form factorsFi;; in the EMV, can
be easily extracted from the corresponding am plitudes.
Oncewe know the selfenergy (o) explicitly, taking the
traces

492 ©°%);
49% (! pg 2
E— ©°)

Trf P)g =

Trf @E)édg =

allows to get A (%) and B (p?), because the tem 6 i
the selfenergy [@) doesnot contrbute to these traces. To
separate the physical electrom agnetic form factors Fq;,
from the non-physical ones, B; 3, it is enough to con—
sider the plus-com ponent of the current (or, in tem s of
covariant LFD , the contraction of the current with ! )

written in the om [56). Indeed, in the lmit ! p= 1% p
iF
u ,u Lo )u=191F16+—2 ''g u:
2m

Aswe see, B; 3 dropped out from here. This is how -
ever not always the case since the decom position [54) is
not unique. Take, for instance, the decom position of the
sam e EM V given in Ref. R0]:

iF~
uw u=u" ™ —2 q
2m
+B ¢ ©+ ")
o pm@+ ) b
m ! m26 !
+B + Bs——— u; (78)
27, o 3(! 5

where = Q%=4m?. Tt iseasy to seethat the orm factors
B, 3 In Egs. [B6) and [78) are dentical, whik

o= F 2 Bi_ = F 2B1 |
1 oy 2 2 77 ¢

If we now identify F7,, wih the physical form factors,
they willdi er from Fi;, unlessB; = 0. Ifwe used for
the regularization the LF cuto s , and ,wewouldget



B1= J=64 ° [seeEgs. [61d) and [76d)] and
g 2 & m 7
o= bg—+ =— bg— -
1T 16299, T2 9
g°0*? m 21 .
— — = +0 ;
>4 2y 2 Q")
7 5g%Q 2
Fp = 922 922 ;+0Q%
32 128 2m

F1;» do not coincide neither w ith the Feynm an form fac-
tors, given by Eqgs. [77) (ifwe identify ., wih ), nor
w ith the LFD onesde ned by Egs. [76d) and [Z6d). The
regularization by the PV boson killsB; and this am bigu—
ity disappears. H ow ever, if the non-physical form factors
are not canceled com pletely, the result is sensitive to the
form ofthe EM V representation.

A Though one can use the pluscom ponent of the cur-
rent [58) to extract the physical orm factors in hadron
phenom enology, it is not enough in m any other cases,
when the know ledge of the full m atrix structure of the
vertex is needed. For exam ple, this occurs in LFD non-—
perturbative approaches, when the EM V entersasan o —
energy-shell subgraph into a m ore com plicated diagram s.
In such a case, one can not sin ply ignore the extra soin
structures, because they m ay contribute to observable
quantities. T he latter statem ent concems the selfenergy
aswell

A s our resuls show , the dependence on the LF plane
ordentation appearsnotonly in LED am plitudes, but also
In Feynm an ones, if we put the cuto s In the LF vari-
ables k2 and x, ie. constrain the integration dom ain
by a soherically non-sym m etric region, the ordentation of
which follow s the ordentation of the LF plane. At rst
glance, this seem s contradictory: (i) the extra form fac-
torsB; 3, Egs. [Z6d){[76d)] origihate from the spheri-
cally non-sym m etric cuto s, but (i) they do not depend
on the cuto values. This is In fact a nom al situation
which can be illustrated by the follow ing toy exam ple.
C onsider the three-din ensional integral

Z
kik; d’k

Ly = &2+ m?2+ Q2)5=2

13 ij e (79)

& is logarithm ically divergent at in nity: F;
d¥k F¥%k3j Let us Introduce the spherically sym m etric
cuto kJj< L.A sinpl calculation gives

1.2 4 1
m+?(bg8 4H+0 =

Fi1= 2 o

1 3 g

Let us now regularize this Integralby a cuto inposed
on the two-dim ensional variabl k, in the plane or-
thogonal to an arbitrary direction n. That is, we set
k2 = k* ( A) 2. In other words, we integrate
over the volum e of a cylinder of the radius , and ofin-
nite length, w ith the axis directed along n. The initial
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Integral tums into

Z
1589 _ kikj
iy T (k2+ m2+ Q2)5=2

nns): ®0)

[Z2 ¥+ k fidk
F1 33+ B1(y3

The integralalong n (or over dk,, ifn is parallel to z)
converges, sin ilarly to the convergence of the integral
over dx iIn the Feynm an am plitude w ritten through the
LF variables. W e see that the spherically non-sym m etric
cuto » generates one extra form factor B, lke this
happens for the Feynm an am plitude. W e obtain

2 1
F1 = —lbg—2>—+0 ;
' 3 gm2+Q2 2
2 1
B1= —+O
3 ?

The leading temm s / logL in F; and F3; coincide, pro—
vided we dentify , wih L. However, there is a dif-
ference in the nite parts: ¥; Fp = 47(]og8 4), like
the di erence between the term 2 in Eq. [77d) and
in Eq. [76d). The transverse cuto ., generatesa nite
extra form factor B, which itself does not depend on

2 ,snilarly to B; 3 In the EM V . T his exam ple clearly
m in icsthe properties ofthe above calculation ofthe elec—
trom agnetic form factors from the Feynm an am plitude
regularized by the LF cuto s.

Tt is therefore m iskeading to think that one can de-
rive som e "true" LF am plitude starting w ith the covari-
ant Feynm an appliude ang calculating i in the LF
variabls: I = :::d’k = :::d?k, dxdk . This in—
tegral diverges (except for som e particular cases) and
it has no sense without regqularization. It depends on
the size, shape and orientation ofthe integration dom ain
constrained by the regularization procedure. In other
words, there is no "covariant Feynm an am plitude" in i—
self. There exists only an inseparable couple: the co—
variant Feynm an am plitude together w ith the rules to
regularize it.

W hen we calculate am plitudes by m eans of the LFD
graph technigque rules, the non-invariant integration do—
m ain is not the only source of the ! -dependence. An-
other source is hidden in the rules them selves. Indeed,
these rules are not obliged to reproduce exactly the am —
plitude which ollow s from the Feynm an approach, even
for the sam e integration dom ain D . T he divergent (and,
after reqularization, cuto -dependent) tem s are treated
non-identically in the two approaches and m ay be di er—
ent. This fact is illustrated by the above calculation of
the form factor B3 (cf. Eq. [61d) obtained within LED
w ith Eq. [76d) com ing from the Feynm an approach). T he
renom alization procedures m ay be di erent too. How—
ever, the renom alized, cbserved am plitudes m ust be the
sam e.

W hen the ! -dependent contributions to the selfenergy
and EM V survive, one has to cancel them w ih appro—
priate extra counterterm s in the interaction H am iltonian.



T hese countertem sare inherent to the LFD H am iltonian
and should not be confiised w ith the traditional charge
and m ass counterterm s in the original Lagrangian. The
need for such a counterterm for the renom alization of
the selfenergy was already advocated in Ref. [1], where
the non-perturbative ferm ion m ass renom alization was
studied in the twobody approxin ation w ithin covariant
LFD .Thisnew counterterm cancelsthe contribution é
in the selfenergy [0).

H ow ever, the introduction of additional speci ¢ coun—
terterm s may help only if their number is nie and
tractable. For the case of the ferm ion selfenergy we
would need only one ! -dependent counterterm , since the
coe cient C is a constant. In the case of LFD calcu-
lations of the EM V, the form factor B; depends non-—
trivially on the momenta (through Q2 and ), which
would generate an in nite num ber of local counterterm s
to kill i, even In perturbation theory. Forthis reason, the
use of countertermm s can not serve as an universaltool for
the calculation of renom alized quantities n LFD with
the tradiional transverse and longiudinalcuto s.

If the renomn alization is done correctly, the depen-—
dence of any renom alized am plitude on the cuto s dis—
appears and the nalresul isthe sam e, regardlessto the
type of the reqularization used. H ow ever, from the prac—
tical point of view , the di culy of calculations rapidly
Increases w ith introducing extra counterterm s. T here—
fore, rotationally invariant reqularization (lke the PV
one) seem sby farm orepreferable n the LED fram ew ork.
The approach developed in Ref. 21], regularizing eld
theory by de ning elds as distributions, could provide
another m ethod of rotationally invariant reqularization.

V. CONCLUSION

W e have calculated perturbatively the fermm ion self-
energy and the EM V in the Yukawa m odel, In two di er—
ent ways: (1) by the LFD graph technique rules, taking
Into account all necessary diagram s; (ii) by integrating
the Feynm an am plitudes in temm s of the LF variables
(ie., the transverse and longitudinal parts of m om enta)
and summ ing up the pole, arc, and zero-m ode contribu-—
tions. For the sam e set of the cuto s Imposed on the
LF variables, both m ethods give di erent resuls for the
regularized am plitudes. T his di erence disappears if the
nvariant PV regularization is used instead of the rota-
tionally non-invariant one.

Such properties follow from the fact that the cuto s
constrain a spherically non-sym m etrical integration do—
m aln, the symm etry being destroyed by the choice of a
distinguished direction de ned by the ordentation of the
LF surface. The dependence of reqularized am plitudes
on the LF plane orientation is conveniently taken into
account In the explicitly covariant version of LED by con-—
structing extra spin structures. To exclude these struc—
tures from the physically observed quantities one m ay
Introduce new countertemm s in the interaction Ham ilto—
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nian, which also depend on the LF plane ordentation.
Taking them into acocount, one can calculate the renor-
m alized am plitudes.

T he use of spherically sym m etric (In fourdin ensional
space) reqularization, ke, for instance, the PV one, con—
siderably sin pli es calculations. In perturbation theory
i allow s to avoid the presence of these extra countert—
em s at all.
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APPENDIX A: KINEMATICAL RELATIONS

W e give below som e kinem atical relations used in the
selfenergy and EM V calculationsw ithin covariant LED .
Am plitudes of the LF diagram s are expressed through
the three-din ensional integrals over d°k=", . Take the
fourvectorsk = ("x;k) and p= (og;p), and construct a
new fourwvectorR = k xpwihx= (! k)=( p).Sihce
! R = 0and?= 0, in the reference fram ¢, wherep = 0,
we haé\{e e X * j= 0. Taking Into acocount that

- p _
"«= ki +kZ+ 2andchangingp, to p?,we arrive
at the relations
2 2
k? + "o

fejm =i "=
X p

k2 + 2+ x?p?

2% ? '
In the variables k, and x, the Invariant phase space ele—
m ent becom es

Pk=", = d’k, dx=x: @1)

W e can now expressthe scalarproductk p entering the
quantity ,Eq.[), through kZ and x. For this purpose,
we represent the Invariant quantity R? i two di erent
ways:

2

R% = k xp)2= 2x (k p)+213>2

and
R®= ("« =xp) ¥ k= k:
E quating the right-hand sides of these expressions yields

k2 + 2+ x%p?

2
. Az)

k p

In the calculation ofthe EM V we have one m ore four-
vectorp’. W ede netwonew PurvectorsR = k xp and



R°= k % wherex’= (! k)=(%p x=(1+ ).From
the equalities ! R = ! °R 0, in the reference frame,
wherep = 0, BllowsR®*= RZ2 = K ,R®= R% =
k ¥ )*,where = pj = g;. Anabgously to
Eq. B2), we get from here
k2 + 2+ x°m?
= (A 3a)
2x

k- 2L

k

02 2

¥+ 2+ x%m

2x0

k b=

From these frmulas Dllow the expressions [454)
and [450). For completeness, we give here the other
scalar products which are needed for the EMV calcu-
lations:

(A 3b)

k= ox(U p)i
b= a+ )¢ p);
032
pr= 7+m21
12 = 0; p2=p02=m2, k2= 2

A fter ntegrating overthe azim uthalangle ofthe vector
k- , the form factorsdepend on 2 , and one should relate
it with the invariant square of the m om entum transfer
0%2= ¢ ©pf.Ifonehad! p= !° fequivalnt to

= 0), t would be sinply 02 = ?. In our case the

relation ism ore com plicated. Indeed, shnce ! p= ¢m,
we have, on theonehandq! (b= 1+ )!'om,and, on
theotherhand, ! &= !o( *+p%+m?2 T\ J).We
thus nd
0. oom? @R+ )
P ] 2m 1+ )
and
g —— 24 2p2
02=( 2+p%+m?2 mf ? =
1+
@A 4)

From here Eq. [46) Hllows.

APPENDIX B:DERIVING THE LIGHT-FRONT
SELF-ENERGY FROM THE FEYNM AN
APPROACH

P roceeding from the Feynm an am plitude [I9) for the
selfenergy, Sec.[IIB], we calculate here the pol, arc, and
zero-m ode contributions.

1. Pole and arc contributions

W e rst consider the integraloverdk i Eq. [20) for
the x-integration In the Imits 1 < x < , < x<
1 ;and 1+ < x< +1 ,determ ining o+ 4 (). It can
be calculated directly (oy prim itive). H owever, in order
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to get the results in a form closerto LED , wew illuse the
residues. T he integrand has two poles in the points

2 2 :
(1) k? + i0

k =k
XP+
and
K =k(2) o k%+m2 iO.
T =xp
If 1 < x< orl+ < x < +1 , both pols Ly,

regpectively, above orbelow the realaxis. If < x< 1
the poles are situated on the opposite sides from the real
axis. W e close the integration contour by an arc of a
circle ofthe radius L, etther in the upper halfplane or in
the Iower one, so that the pok k) isal ays outside the
contour. T he situation is illustrated in Fig.[d, where the
Integration contour is shown forthecase < x< 1

N ote that the order of Integrations we have chosen in
Eq. 20) requires som e care in treating the cuto s. Since
the integration over dk is performed rst, we should
keep L arbitrary large, whilke the othercuto s and -
are considered as being nite. In other words, we in ply
that L Z=m ). Such a convention ensures mutual
position of the poles and the contour, as exposed above.
Then ., () is represented as

k_

k2

x +L
kM

FIG . 6: Contour of the integration overdk . Positions ofthe

pols are shown for < x< 1

, zZ
ig”ps

&k,
32 4
Z Z 41

pt+a ) = arc; low ) dx

( pole

®1)

arc; low ax arc;updx I

1 1+

where .1 isthe residue at the pole x , multiplied by

2 i,while arc;1ow @Nd  arc;up com e from the integra-
tions along the arcs In the lower and upper halfplanes,
respectively. The result for .. reads

2 i &+ m)
pr ki +m?x  pxl  x)+

The fourwvector k here is an on-m assshell ourwector
& = 2) with the com ponents expressed through k-

pole =

20 x0T



k2+ ?

and x as ollow s: k k ;ki ko) = ( o P XPr ko).
To calculate arc;1ow @A arc;ups We should m ove along
the arc in the clockw ise and counterclockw ise directions,
respectively. In the points of the arc k = Le' and
dk = iLe'd ,where isan azimuthalanglk. In the
Imit L ! 1 ,weretain in the ntegrand the dom nating
k -tem . W e thus obtain

i +

202 x 1 x) ®3)

arc;low — arc;up —

Substituting Egs. B2) and B3) into Eq. Bl and going
over to the explicitly covariant notationsby m eans ofthe
dentities = €, pr = ! p,weobtain that 1, @) is
given by Eq. [23).

2. Zero m odes

Consider now the zero-m ode temrm  ,, (). W e denote

A R OF
where the two iem s on the right-hand side correspond
to the contrbutions to Eq. [20) from the in nitesin al

Integration regions < x < and 1 < x< 14
(

, respectively. Take rst o () (osonic zero m odes).
If x = 0, the temn k py x In the denom inator of the
Integrand disappears and the Integralover dk  diverges
Iinearly. This in nite contrbution should therefore be
proportionalto (x). We take x ! 0 and keep In the
num erator and In the denom nator of the integrand in
Eq. 20) the lradingk -tem s Wherek isnotm ultiplied
by x) only. That is

, Z Z
@ = o', &k, dx
: 32 4
Z
" : 2k ®4)
L k pox K 2+i01( kps)’

T he doublk integraloverdxdk is ofthe type ofEq. [E1)
withb= (2 + ?)=p, and h = 0 (see Appendix [E].
Using Eq. [EZ), we obtain, in the covarant notations:

Z

6

2
32 3¢ e
¢ p

©) (o) =

! pL 1
¢ p o

1
- — 5
gk§+2 2 &)

1)

Changing the vardiable x ! 1 X, or ;n (@) (fem ionic

zero m odes) we sin ilarly get

Z
= — d“k-»
am ©) 32 3( p) )
(! pL 1 i
— " bg- — 6
kZ + m? g 2 ®6)
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Taking the sum of [BH) and [BF), we nd that i hasthe

form Ofeq- m): zm (P) &CZITI T_Eg‘]]th
Z
co = g ? dk?2 ]ogkg +m?
zm 32 2 o ? k% + 2

Calculating this integral, we nd Eq. (27) ©rC .y .

APPENDIX C: LIGHT-FRONT
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE FORM FACTORS

In this Appendix, starting w ith the LF vertices (A),

®) and ©’ pund in Sec.[IA 2, Egs. 523) { B2d), we
calculate their contrbutions to form factors¥i;,,B1 3.

1. Prelim inary transform ations

Each contrbution to a form factorF Fy orB;)

. (A B C N
from the vertices (), (),or ()canbewnttenas

an integralofthe fom
Z Z 2

Xm ax
F = dx

Xm in 0 0

d £&3ix; Q% );

c1
where is the angl between the two-dim ensional vec—
tors k, and , f is a given function (f’s are di erent
for di erent form factors), and the m odulus of  is ex—
pressed through Q2 by Eq. [4d). The lim its x, ;n and
X ax depend on which vertex is considered.

T he analysis of the dependence of the form factors on
thecuto » (hen i tendsto in niy) allow s to repre—
sent each of them as

F=a 2+a log?? + aregs c2)
where the coe cients a 1, a;, and arey are reqular func-
tions depending on the particle m asses, Q 2,and ,but
Independent of , . If & 0, no other divergencies
(ie. cuto -dependent tem s) excepting those listed in
Eq. [C2) appear. Since the coe cients a ; and a, deter—
m Ine the dependence of the form factors on the cuto ,
we will calculate them at arbirary , in order to see

In detailhow the cuto disappears (if so!) after taking

. . A B C
into account allthe contrbutions ), ¢ ),and ©) o

the ullEM V and is subsequent renom alization. A s far

as the coe cients a yoy are concemed, we will nd them

Inthelmi ! 0, retalning non-vanishing tem s only.

This sin pli es calculations a lot, but leads to the sam e
nalresult as if wasnon-zero.

A Ythough direct integrations overd and dk2 can al-
ways be done analytically for arbitrary Q2 and , the
results tum out to be very cum bersom g, so that the nal
Integration over dx (if it can be done analytically) takes
too much time. To m ake the com putations m ore e ec—
tive, we w ill proceed in the follow ing way. W e take the



Initial expression for a given form factor in the form of
Eqg. [CI) and study the behavior of the integrand as a

function ofk? In the asym ptotic region k-, j! 1 . For
this purpose we decom pose it In a Laurent serdes:
fk3x; ;0% )= £,&;0%; )
£ ®;Q% Joos | H & Q%
+ 1 &;0Q .) + 2 & 2Q )+:::: C3)
j<?] k?

W e use this decom position In order to de ne the func-
tions fy and f; (the temn wih f; drops out after the
Integration overd ). W e then represent £ asa sum

feg k7 ;x5 ;0% )
2 ®;0%; )

f&Z;x; ;0% )

+ fo ;0% )+ ———""; (C4
0 %;0 ) k§+m2 ®) c4)
w here
Z
2 1 2

2 ®;Q% )= CH f2 &7 ;Q%; )d €53

0
and (x) is a positive function which can be chosen in

any convenient way in order to avoid the singularity at
kZ ! 0. Eq. [C4) should be considered as a de nition
ofthe function freq k2 ;x; ;Q?; ). The latter, after the
integration over d , decreases faster than 1=k? in the
asym ptotic region, and is integration over dk% does not
require any reqularization. The fiinctions fo ;Q2; )
and , x;Q?; ) are rather sinple, so that the two last
addenda on the right-hand side ofEq. [C4)) can be easily
Integrated over all the variables.

A fter separating out the term s which slow Iy decrease
when %k, j! 1 ,we ramah wih a set of regular func-
tions frq . At arbitrary , these functions are even m ore
com plicated than the initial integrands £. However, we
calculate the regular contributions to the form factors in
thelimit ! 0. So, it is enough to consider the lim i—
ing functions fieq (kg ;x; ;0%; ! 0) which are much
sinpler than f k3 ;x; ;Q%; ). If freq is sihgular at

23

T he trick exposed above allow s to nd the coe cients
nEq. [C2). Ideed, substituting Eq. [C4) into Eq. [CT),
we get

Z Xm ax
a; = 2 fo &%;Q7%; )dx; (C 6a)
me in
a; = 4 > ®;07%; )dx; (C 6b)
. amxin Z 1
arey dx dk?
Xm in 0
Z 2
d freq k3;x; ;0% ! 0)
0
2 ,&®;0% ! 0)bg k) :(C60)

T he Integrations over d and dkf can be done analyti-
cally for allthe ve form factors. ForF i;, the results of
the rem aining integrations over dx at arbitrary Q2 and

are not expressed through elem entary functions. In
order to sin plify the form ulas, we decom pose both Fq;,
in powers of Q2 up to tem s of order Q2 and take the
Imi ! 0. Conceming the form factorsB; 3, allthe
Integrations are perform ed analytically w thout any ap—
proxim ation.

Below, in Secs.[C A{C 4, we list the coe cientsa 1, ay,
and arey entering Eq. [C2), pointing out :n superscripts
which form factor the given coe cient belongs to. The
coe cients are calculated by m eans of Egs. ([C6), sepa—

rately orthe vertices *’, ©’ ©) e Egs. BI)

and [59)].

, and

2. Contribution to the form factors from @)

I isconvenienttoset nEq. [C4) &)= x*+— (1 x).
The lim its of the x-integration are X, in = 0, Xp ax = 1.
T hen

_ - - _ B3 _ Q.
! 0, we decom pose it in powers of and retain all a'=a‘=a’'=a°"=3a"’'=0 €7
non-vanishing tem s.
20+ )Q*+ @  *m?
a,t = i a;’ = 0;
16 21+ )2z
£ ge+ ) @+ )%+ ‘m? c8)
2 16 21+ )2z ’
5, g? 42Q+2 + %%+ B+ 2+ )B+2 + ?)p? s
a = ’
2 16 21+ ) a+ e+ )z
3+ 3 + )ym? 2L+ 2 ’m 2
£ - g et )2 S ) Q21 )Q L
16 2m2 @1+ )2 1+ z
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wherez = 2+ 2 + 2)0%+ 2 °m?,and
2
Fi  _ g m 7 g°Q m 9 4
&l = - bg— - ——— og— - +0 ;
reg 4 2 d 8 24 2mq 2 I 8 e
2
an — 392 ng +O(Q4).
ey 16 2 32 2m?2 !
aEelg = 6?122 1+ 47 @) ; Cc9)
g
Béa = 3,z LA RY
F m
arey = 2 2m? ? 2bg—+ 1 @m*  2%+0%7 Q% ;
w ith 3. Contribution to the form factors from ®)
S I
4m 2 24+ 4m 2+ 2
’ (Q2)= 1 1+ . Jog Q . Q
Q m Weset &)= 1, Xnm = 1, Xnax = 1L+ . We thus
€10) gt
|
a{l = a§2=a}f1—a§’2—0,
B g g+ ).
! 32 2m2 @+ )
2 2 2\ 2
S & 2L+ )02%+ 2 )m P,
a = 1 ; ar=0; C1l1
z 16 2 1+ )2z 2 C11)
5, ge+ ) a+ )%+ ‘m?
a = 2 2 ’
16 #(1+ )%z
B, R 42Q+2 + %)m?%?+ B+ R+ )B+2 + H)p? .
a = ’
2 16 21+ ) i+ )ye+ )z
e %, e+ m? ofla+ )0® ‘m?
2 16 2m2 1+ )2 1+ z
W hile integrating over dx i Eq. [C6d), we introduce 4. Contribution to the form factors from ©’
anew variable = X 1)= . Then
Z 1, Z
dx (::3) = d (::9): Them atrix structure of the vertex © ' isthe sam e as
! 0 the one in front of the form factor B3 in the decom po—
A fter that the integrands fey should be decomposed In sition [56). For this reason  ©’ contributes to B 5 only.

powers of up to tem s of order 1= . Perfom ing this From Eq. [60) we easily nd

transform ation, we obtain the ollow Ing result:

ab;ég = aiégz O;
1 g

ardg = Eagezgz e =7 Q%); Cc12) B =
g Q7

rey = 2 mz T @m? 22+ 0%’ Q%

g g+ )
32 2m? @+ )

i C13)

wih ’ ©?) given by Eq. [CI0). all the other coe cients behhg zero.



APPENDIX D:DERIVING THE LIGHT-FRONT
ELECTROMAGNETIC VERTEX FROM THE
FEYNMAN APPROACH

P roceeding firom the Feynm an am plitude [69) for the
EMV, Sec. Il [Bl, we calculate here the pole, arc, and
zero-m ode contributions.

1. Prelim inary transform ations

U nder the condition pE p = 0, the LF com ponents
of the Hurvectors p and p° are

2

m
p: =0; p o
4
1)
0 _ O_q§+m2
pY =q:;p’ = —;
P+

where g, isthe transversalpart ofthe three-dim ensional
mom entum transfer:
q?=p3 p; Q%= © p)2=q§:

Introducing a new variable x by means of the relation
ky = xp; and using the notations

kZ + 2 kZ + m? o (ke % )2+ m?
a= —; =——5 b= i
P+ P+ P+

©2)
we cast Eq. [Z0) in the om
. Z Z 41
=i2 dzk? dx
128 4p+ 1
Z 41 0
dk k ++M°] k ++M]
5 i ©3)
1 V1V2Vy
w here
v, = xk a+ i0;
v, = & 1)k b & 1)p+ i0;
vi= & Dk B & 1P+ i0; D 4)
M = & p S 2k, 2m ; © 5)
M%= & 1p g+ 2k <), 2m:

ThematricesM and M ° do not depend on k
The ntegral in Eq. D3) diverges at %, j! 1 . If

= Qorx= 1, tdivergesalso at k ! 1l .Wecon—
strain the integration over dk? in d’k, = 2dkid by
thecuto %, and introduce also the cuto sL n k , as

in Eq. [2I), and i x, splitting the region ofthe integra—
tion over dx Into three "nom al" regions 1 < x <
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< x<1 , 1+ < X< +1 and two In nitesimnal
ones <x< ,1 < x< 1+ . The integrals over
the "nom al" regions are calculated by sum m ing up the
residue and arc contrbutions, as in Sec.[IIB 1. T he con—
trbutions (if any) from the two in nitesim al regions of
the Integration over dx, which do not vanish In the lim it

! 0, corresoond to the zero m odes. Because of rather
weak (logarithm ic) divergence of the Iniial integral [€9)
we expect that the result of the full integration over dk
and dx hasa nitelimitatL ! 1 and ! 0, whilke
the rem aining integration over ?k, produces logarith—
m ic dependence ofthe EM V on the cuto 2.

2. Pole and arc contributions

W e start w ith the calculation of © ). The procedure

is quite sin ilar to that exposed in Appendix B 1l and in
the papers [9,110,113,/16,/17]. T he integrand in Eq. D3)
has three poles:

a 10
k@ = ;
X
L@ _ bt & D1p 10
X 1 !
P+ & 1 i0
C ¢ B : 06)
X 1
If 1 < x< orl+ < x< +1 ,allofthem are,

respectively, etther in the upper halfplane ofk or n
<x<1 ,thepo]e}(cl)jsjnthe

lower halfplane, whik the poles k® and k® are ;n the
upper one. W e can thus w rite, analogousl to Eq. [BI):

the lower one. If

Z Z
Zk? pole

(pt+a) _ 192

arc; low

! dx
128 4p?
Z Z +1

arc; low dx arc;updx .
14

©7)

1 1+

where P°® equals the residue of the integrand in the
pokk =k%,multipliedby 2 i
pole _ 8 i @® &+m) ® &+m) D8)
x [ kP m?le k¥ m?]
wih k? = 2, and the arc contrbutions are
arcjlow _ arcjup _ i

er + 2 ©9)

Substituting Egs. [D8) and 0D 9) into Eq. D7), we nd



ora) _ T ax  ®°

E+m) (P
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&+ m) + +

16 3 x [©°

R
W e substitute here Iog (1= ) by 1d:><=xandtakethe]jmji:
! 0. The htter is achived sinply by setting = 0 In

k¥ m?lle k¥

1
Iog- 10
7] e g 0 10)

In orderto calculate these Integrals, we need theirasym p-—
toticallimit when L ! 1 and ! 0. Asexplained in

the integration lim its, because the Integrand is no m ore Sec.[IIB 1], one should takethe Im it L ! 1 rst, while
sihgular neitherat x = O noratx = 1. W e also retum keeping nie, and then allow ! 0.
to the covariant notations, replacing ; by 6 and py by = 0)
! p.hthisway we ndthat ® ® isqgiven by Eq. [12). W e represent G as
3. Zero m odes Z Z 2
(x=0) k
G = dx dk +
. . L ViV,
Let us now oconsider the zero m ode contribution to
Eq. D3). & can be written as +M° .+, M K iM% L
. 7 n i V1V2V2 V1V2V2
o Ty, gm0y g ©11)
128 “p? ‘ !
For further calculations, we w illm ake use ofthe form ulas
w here
2 ZLdk[k +M 9% Kk +M ]
G*= 9 = dx - - ; k" D E,x) F
. vlvzvg - n(X)+ n()+ néX); - 0;1;2; D13)
(D 12&) \URA %% Vo v,
Z Z
S R N I
5 :
1 L 12V, where vi, v», and vJ are de ned by Egs. [D4), and the
O 12b) functionsD , X),E, ), and F, X) are
|
Dot = 2o Bo @)= — Fot)= =0
0 7 0 X)= ; 0 = 7
utd at gt
ax b+ x 1)p P+ & 1)p
D; )= —; E ) = ; Filx)= ————; 14)
1 ) e 1 X e 1 (%) T ©
2 0
a b+ x 1p F P+ & 1P F
D)= —%i E2&)= —""—"7"—";i F2(&)= H
[=he x 1t ®x 1y
[
w ith follow ing three types:
Z Z
boak
dx f x) —
b= & 1)&p a) + bx; L V1
0 _ Ded  a)+ Bx ’ “1 ok
g = & ) (x a) X ; dx f x) p— © 15)
b =b B+ @ P& 1): )
z Z .
dk
dx f x) — 7
L V2

T he values of a, b, and &’ are de ned by Egs. {D2).

A fter the transfom ation [D13), the problem of nd-

ng G* % reduces to the calculation of integrals of the

w ith various fiinctions f k), being etther D , &), E, &),
and F, (x), ortheirproductswith M andM °. It is easy
to see that the latter two integrals in Eqgs. [D19) always



give zero n the Im it ! 0, whilke the st one is ofthe
type of the integral [E4) from Appendix [El. Using the
omula [E4) and taking into account thatD , Q) = 1, we
get

Z Z
G(XZO) = + + dxD ; (x) —
L Vi
2 . L 1
= N N +2 i log— log—
a
0 16)

1)

The calculation of G*™ ") is sin ilar, but the alyebra is

m ore lengthy. Changing the variable x ! x 1, wehave
Z Z
1) L k2
G = dx dk + + 5
1 u1u2u2
MY L+ . M)
u1u2u2
0 1
+M ; M, ;
uiuzu,
where
u = &+ 1k a+ i0;
u, = xk b xp + i0;
w = xk B xg + i0; © 17)
M, = xp; P 4+ 2k, 2m ; O 18)
M?=xp+ [9+ 2 (ko %) 5 2m :

W e have now, Instead ofEq. D 13):

k" B Dn(x+l)+En(x+ 1)+Fn(x+l)-
1.111,121.12 u; uz 1.12 ’
n = 0;1;2: ©19)

Again, we encounter integrals of the types [0 19), v's be—
ing changed by u’s. The term s with u; and uJ in the
denom nators contribute only, while those wih u; dis—
appear n the Im it ! 0, affer the integration over dx.
U sing the omulas [E4) and [EJ) from Appendix[E], we
obtain affer som e transfom ations:

_ L 1
G* V= | | 2421 bg- Ilog-
a
+2 iH; k- )g
+2 i MY ++ 4+ M olHpk:); ©20)
where
M 0 = P o+ 2k 2m ;
Mgo = B . 2 ke %) , 2m ;
P a
HiKk,) = ——— + Iog—
1 ke) 5 B gb
@ B B+’ B b
+ log —;
&D 6)2 bO
1 b
Hz(k?) =

— = bg=:
P b B P
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In orderto nd the orm factorsF “™") from the vertex
n ), it is convenient to cast the latter n an explicitly
covariant form . For this purpose we introduce the our-
vectors

(

r irn;rz)= P ;0; k);
° @)= 050 k):

Then, taking the sum ofEgs. [D16) and [D20), substitut-
ing it into Eq. [D11l), and changing everywhere , ! 6,

p+ ! ! p,wearrive at the desired resut:
(zm ) _ 92 2 8!
= — d& ——H 2
3 3 2 T B 1 k)
a8 é
6"+ m) T T @) Habe) o 02D)

(zm )

To nd the form factors, one should substitute
into Eq. [B7), instead of , then nd c; 5 by means
ofEgs. [B8), and nally revert the system of linear equa—
tions [B9) taken for = 0. W e give here the resul:

(zm ) (zm )

F, '=F, '=0;
o F
By = 555 Tkebike)
w here
bikz)=Hoke); bpk:)= 2Hyk:);
b3<k?>=m—12H10<?) 2k g+ m?)H, ko)

Tt is convenient to use the follow ing representations:
Z

zp + 1 zd+a B
H 2 =
vlee) , ozt L z)
a b
+t
az+ b Z)
Z
1 dz
Hyk,) = — N —

P+ o bz+ X0 2z)

which can be checked by direct integration. C alculating
rst the Integrals over d? k. and then overdz,we nd the
zero m ode contrbution to the form factors, Egs. [79).

APPENDIX E: CALCULATION OF THE
ZERO-M ODE INTEGRALS

F inding the zero m ode contribution to the selfenergy
and EM V requires calculation of the asym ptotic value of
the integral

I]_: dx

&1)

. xk b xh+ i0



atL ! 1 and ! 0 (o and h are considered as nite
quantities independent both ofk and x). Aswe shall
seebelow , the realpart of I; is nite in this lim i, so that

Z Z +1
dk
Rel; = Re dx -
. xk b xh+ i0
Z Z 1
= Im I dx dk
0 1
Z 1
dyei(xk b xh+ i0)y
Z +1
= 2 In In dye *® 0%
10
Z
dxe P¥Y (xy)
Z +1 .
sin
0 y
_ 2
= son () :
The in agihary part ofI; isdivergent In L and ,and we
have to retain nite values of the cuto s:
z Z .
In I; = dx dk xk b xh):

L

Using the dentity (z) = ( 2z), we can easily see that
Im I; does not change under the transform ation b ! b.
Tt is thus lkegitin ate to substitute b by dj. Calculating
the integralby m eans ofthe -function, we get
Z Z !
I+h dx dx
—+

:ﬁTIIl= . )
¥ ozpox

L2

= bg?‘F 2:|Og

C ollecting the resuls together and neglecting the tem s
of order (1=L)? and higher, we nally obtain

5 , L 1
I = son (o) Zlbggj log— E2)

Let usnow consider the integralneeded for the calcu—
lation of the zero-m ode contribution to the EM V :

Z Z .

dx dk
Iz = —

X L xk b

xh + ld ©3)

where the principal value prescription for the pol at

28

x = 0 is lnplied.
rect Integration:

The real part of I, is found by di-

z Z .
dx dk
Rel, = — PV. _
X 1L Xk b xh
Z
dx xL b xh
x?2 , XL+ Db+ xh
3
4h h
= — +0 _
L L

W e have expanded the result in a series In powers of
1=( L), retalning the leading tem only. Note that ac-
cording to ourprescription we should rsttend L toin n-—

iy, while kegping nite, and then tend to zero.Under
such a convention, we cbtain ReI, = 0. The in aghary

part of I, reads

Z Z
dx
Im I, = — dk  xk b xh)
28 L
Z dXZxL b xh
= - dy ()
X xL Db xh
P 2h-
5 -
F nally,
I - 2 jh-
2 5 -

From the resultsobtained above it iseasy to derive the
follow ing expressions for the generalized integrals

z Z .

dk
n o= dx f 4
' e . xk b xh+ i0 €4
5 , L 1
= sgnp)+ 2 i log— log- £0);
P
z Z .
£ (x) dk
L = dx . ED5)
b4 L xk b xh+ i0
- 2 8¢
b
2 . L 1 0
sgn)+ 2 i Jog;. bg- £7(0);
J

where f (x) is an arbitrary function supposed to be
an ooth and nite atx = 0.
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