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A bstract

T he correspondence principle is Im portant in quantum theory on both
the fundam entaland practical levels: it isneeded to connect theory to ex—
perin ent, and for calculations in the technologically in portant dom ain ly—
Ingbetween the atom ic and classical regin es. M oreover, a correspondence—
principle part of the S-m atrix is nomm ally sgparated out in quantum elec—
trodynam ics in order to obtain a rem ainder that can be treated pertur-
batively. But this sgparation, as usually perform ed, causes an appar—
ent breakdown of the correspondence principle and the associated pole-
factorization property. This breakdown is spurious. It is shown in this
article, and a com panion, In the context of a special case, how to ex—
tract a distinguished part ofthe S-m atrix that m eets the correspondence—
principle and pole-factorization requirem ents. In a second com panion
paper the term s of the rem ainder are shown to vanish in the appropriate
m acroscopic lim its. T hus this work validates the correspondence princi-
Pk and pole factorization n quantum electrodynam ics, In the specialcase
treated here, and creates a needed com putational technique.
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1. Introduction

T he correspondence principle asserts that the predictions ofquantum theory
becom e the sam e as the predictions of classicalm echanics In certain m acroscopic
lin its. This principle is needed to explain why classical m echanics works In the
m acroscopic dom ain. It also provides the logical basis for using the language
and concepts of classical physics to describe the experin ental arrangem ents used
to study quantum -m echanical e ects.

It is prim arily within quantum electrodynam ics that the correspondence
principle must be veri ed. For it is quantum electrodynam ics that controls the
properties of the m easuring devices used in these experin ental studies.

In quantum electrodynam ics the correspondence-principle has two aspects.
The st pertains to the electrom agnetic elds generated by the m acroscopic
m otions of particles: these elds should correspond to the elds generated under
sin ilar conditionsw ithin the fram ew ork ofclassical electrodynam ics. T he second
aspect pertains to m otion of the charged particles: on the m acroscopic scake
these m otions should be sim ilar to the m otions of charged particles n classical
electrom agnetic theory.

T he pole-factorization property is the analog in quantum theory ofthe clas-
sical conospt of the stable physical particle. This property hasbeen con m ed
in a variety of rigorous contexts'?? for theories in which the vacuum is the
only state of zero m ass. But calculations'®?® have indicated that the property
fails In quantum electrodynam ics, due to com plications associated w ith infrared
divergences. Speci cally, the shgularity associated w ith the propagation of a
physical electron has been com puted to be not a pol. Yet if the m ass of the
physical electron werem and the dom inant singularity of a scattering function
at p* = m 2 were not a pole then physical electrons would, according to theory,
not propagate over laboratory distances like stable particles, contrary to the
am pirical evidence.

Thisapparent di culty w ith quantum electrodynam icshasbeen extensively
studied’®?, but not filly clari ed. It is shown here, at least in the context
of a special case that is treated in detail, that the apparent failure n quan-—
tum electrodynam ics of the classicaltype spacetin e behaviour of electrons and
positrons in the m acroscopic regim e is due to approxin ations introduced to



cope w ith infrared divergences. T hose divergences are treated by factoring out
a ocorrespondenceprinciple part, before treating the ram aining part perturoa-—
tively. Tt willbe shown here, at least w ithin the context of the case exam ined In
detail, that if an accurate correspondence-principle part of the photonic eld is
factored out then the required correspondence-principle and pole-factorization
properties do hold. The apparent ailure of these latter two properties in the
cited references are artifacts of approxin ations that are not justi ed in the con-
text ofthe calculation ofm acroscopic spacetin e properties: som e factors exp ikx
are replaced by substitutes that Introduce Jarge errors for am allk but very large
X.

T he pole-factorization theorem , restricted to the sin plest m assive-particle
case, asserts the ollow ng: Suppose the m om entum -space scattering function

fora process 1+ 2 3+ x) has a nonzero connected com ponent

Sc1iP2iP3iPx) ‘1t P2 B3 Pe)i

and that the scattering function for a process x + 4 5+ 6) has a nonzero

connected com ponent

Sc(PxiPaiPsiPs) x+ Ps Ps  Pe):

T hen, according to the theoram , the threeto-three scattering fiinction

Sc E17P2iP47P37P47Ps5) ‘f1+ P2t P P35 D5 Pe)
m ust have the form
N (O17P2iP4iP37PaiPs)
P+ p3)? m2+ 07
where m is the m ass of particlke x, and the residue of the pok is a (known)
constant tim es

ScE17P27P37Px)Sc x5 P47 P57 Ps) @+pP2tpPs Pz Ps Peli

wherep, = p1+ P, Ps=ps+t Ps  Pa-

T he physical signi cance of this result arises as ollow s. Suppose we form
wave packets ;i) L= 1;::56) for the six (extemal) particles of the threeto-
three process. Let these m om entum -space wave padkets be nonzero at a st of
valuesp; such that

PitP, P3=P:=DPs+tPs Py
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where ,)? = m?. Suppose the corresponding free-particle coordinate-space
wave packets 7 (x;;t) for these six particles are all lJarge at the origin of space—
tine. Now translate the wave packets of particles 1,2, and 3 by the spacetin e
distance P, and ket tend to in nity. Then 32 tinesthis 3 ! 3 transition
am plitude must, according to the theoram , tend to a lim it that is a (known)

constant tin es the product of the two scattering am plitudes,

Z Z Z
Ap = dp Ipp Ips 1 ©1) 5, ©2) 3©3)ScP1ip2iPsiBy)

and 7
Ap = d’pd’psd’ps 4 1) 5©s) 6®©6)ScOyiPaiPsiPs):

T his result has the follow ing physical interpretation: the transition am pli-
tude Ap is the am plitude for producing a particlke x of m om entum B, , and the
am plitude A is the am plitude for detecting this particle. The fallo factor

2 pecomes ? when one passes from am plitudes to probabilities, and this
factor ° is what would be expected on purely geom etric grounds in classi-
cal physics, if the interm ediate particlke x produced by the production process,
and detected by the detection process travelled, in the asym ptotic regin e, on a
straight line n spacetin e w ith Purvelocity vy = py=m ' Vyx = P,=m .

This 3 fallo property is also what is observed em pirically forboth neu—
tral and charged particles travelling over large distances in free space. On the
other hand, com putations’”*® in QED have shown that if quasiclassical parts
are factored o in the usualm om entum -gpace m anner then In the rem ainder the
singularies associated w ith the propagation of charged particles have, instead of
thepol ©om @ m?+ i0) !, atheraom @ m?+ i0) ! ,where is
nonzero and of order 1=137. Such a form would entail that electrons and
positrons would not behave lke stable particles: they would evoke weaker and
weaker detection signals (or seem sto disappear) for < 0, orevoke stronger and
stronger detection signals for > 0, astheir distance from the source increases.

Such e ects are not observed em pirically. Hence must be zero (or at
least close to zero), In apparent contradiction to the resuls of the cited QED
calculations.

For the idealized case In which all particles have nonzero m ass the pole-
factorization theorem has been proved In m any ways. The sin plest \proof" is



sin ply to add up all of the Feynm an-graph contributions that have the rele-
vant pole propagator @ m?+ i0) !, and observe that the residue has the
required fom . P roofs not relying on perturoation theory have been given in the
fram eworks of quantum  eld theory!, constructive eld theory?, and S-m atrix
theory”.

In quantum electrodynam ics if the particke x is charged then at least one
other charged particle m ust either enter or leave each of the two subprocess, in
order for charge to be conserved. If there isa de ection ofthis charged particlke
In either ofthese tw o subprocesses then brem sstrahling radiation w illbe em itted
by thatprocess. As ! 1 thenumberofphotons radiated w illtend to in niy.
Thus in place ofthetwo sinplke 2 ! 2 sub-processes considered in the exam ple
discussed above onem ust include In QED the bram sstrahling photons radiated

at each of the two subprocesses.

B ram sstruhung photons were In fact taken into acoount in the earlier cited
works'”?? . However, in those works it was assum ed, In e ect, that all of these
photons were em itted from a neighborhood of the orign in spacetine. This
In precision In the positioning of the sources of the brem sstrahling radiation

arose from the use of a basically m om entum -space approach.

It is clar that coordinate-space should provide a more suitabl fram e-
work for accurately positioning the sources of the radiated photons. Indeed,
it tums out that it is su cient to place the sources of the (real and virtual)
bram sstrahlung photons at the physically correct positions in coordinate space
In order to establish the validity of a pol-factorization property In QED, at
Jeast In the special case that we study in detail in this paper.

Exam ination of the work of K bbbk’ shows that there is, .n the case he
treated, also ancther problm . In that case som e of the charged-particle lines
extend to plusorm inus in niy. At one point in the calculation, a factor @ =p
k) €  &**2) mitially associated with such a lne, where x; and x, represent
the two ends of the charged particke line, is replaced by a single one ofthe two
tem s: the other tem , corresponding to the point x; = 1 , is sim ply dropped.
Y et dropping thistem altersthe character ofthebehavioratk = 0: the original
product of this form wih k tends to zero as k vanishes, but to plus orm inus
unity ifa tem is dropped.



It tums out that this treatm ent ofthe contributions corresponding to points
at in nity Jeads to serdous am biguities.” To avoid such problem s, and kesp ev—
erything nite and wellde ned in the neighborhood ofk = 0, we shall consider
the case of a \oon ned charge"; ie. a case In which a charge travels around a
closed loop In spacetin e, In the Feynm an sense: a badkward m oving electron
is Interpreted as a orward m oving positron. In particular, we shall consider
an Initial graph in which the charge travels around a closed trangular loop
L (x1;%,;x3) that has vertices at spacetin e points x;, x,; and x3. These three
vertioes represent points where \hard" photons interact. @A ctually, each x; will
corresoond to a pair of hard-photon vertices, but we shall, in this Introduction,
ignore this slight com plication, and im agine the two hard photons to be at-
tached to the sam e vertex of the triangk.) W e must then consider the e ects
of inserting arbitrary numbers of \soft photon" vertices into this hard-photon
triangle In allpossble ways. The three hard-photon vertices x; are held xed
during m ost of the calculation. At the end one must, of course, m ultiply this
three-point coordinate-space scattering function by the coordinate-goace wave-
finctions of the extemal particles connected at these three spacetin e points,
and then integrate over allpossble values of x;;%,, and x3.

A s In the two-vertex exam ple given above, we are interested in the behavior
In the Iim it In which &;;%x,;%X3) is replaced by ( X;; X5; X3) and tends to
in nity. The physically expected falko mateisnow ( 372)°,w ith one geom etric
fallto factor 2 foreach of the three interm ediate charged-particle Ines.

This °2 fallo isexactly the coordinate-space alto that arises from a
Feynm an fiinction corresponding to graph consisting of extemal lines connected
to the three vertices of a trianglk of ntemal Iines. T he singularity In m om entum
soace corresponding to such a sin pl triangle graph is log ’ , where

=" @ixix)=0

is the so—called Landau-N akanishi (or, for short, Landau) trangle-diagram sin-—
gularity surface. Here the g are the m om enta entering the three vertices, and
they are sub gct to the m om entum -energy conservation law ¢ + ¢ + g = O.

In close analogy to the singlepole case discussed earlier, the discontinuity of
the full scattering function across this log ’ surfaceat ’ = 0 is, In theordesw ith
no m asskess particles, a (known) constant tim es a product of three scattering



functions, one corresponding to each of the three vertices of the trangle:
djS:Sj=0: const. 818283:

It will be shown in these papers that this formula for the discontinuity
around the trangle-diagram shgularity surface ’ = 0 holds also in quantum
electrodynam ics to every order of the perturbative expansion In the nonclassical
part ofthe photon eld. T he situation ism ore com plicated than in them assive-
particle case because now an in nite number of sihgularties of di erent types
allcoincidewih * = 0. &k willbe shown that m any of these do not contribute
to the discontinuiy at /¥ = 0, because the associated discontinuities contain at
Jeast one ullpower of ’ , and that all of the rem aining contrbutions are parts
of the discontinuity function given above.

A nother com plication is that an in nie number of photons are radiated
from each of the three vertices of the triangl. In our treatm ent these photons
are contained In the Wellde ned) classical part ofthe photon eld. The contri-
butions from these photons depend on the locations of the vertices x;, and are
ncorporated after the transfom ation to coordinate space.

This focus on the trianglkegraph process m eans that we are dealing here
soeci cally w ith the charge—zero sector. B ut the scattering functions for charged
sectors can be recovered by exploiting the proved pole-factorization property.
It is worth em phasizing, in this connection, that a straight-forward applica—
tion of perturbation theory in the trianglegraph case does not yield the pole-
factorization property, even though the trianglke graph represents a process in
the chargezero sector. Just as In the dcharged sectors, it is still necessary to
separate out the part corresponding to the classical photons. If one does not,
then the rst-order perturbative tem gives a singularity of the om 1° (log” )?,
Instead ofthe physically required form log’ . It isworth em phasizing that we do
not neglect \an all" term s in denom inators, but keep everything exact. Indeed,
it is In portant that we do so, because these an all temm s are essential to the
validity of law of conservation of charge, which we use extensively.

In the foregoing discussion we have focussed on the pole-factorization-—
theorem aspects of our work. But the paper contains much more. Ik pro—
vides the m athem atical m achinery needed to apply quantum electrodynam ics

In the m esoscopic and m acroscopic regim es where charged particles m ove be-



tween Interaction regions that are ssparated by distances large enough for the
long-distance particle-type behaviours of these particks to begin to m anifest
them selves. That is, this paper establishes a form alisn that allow s quantum

electrodynam ics to be accurately applied to the transitional dom ain lying be—
tween the quantum and classical regin es.T he m achinery displays In a particu—
larly sin ply and com putationally usefiil form the nfrared-dom inant \classical”
part of the electrom agnetic eld, while m aintaining good m athem atical control
over the rem aining \quantum " part.

Thiswork isbased on the ssparation de ned in reference 11 of the electro—
m agnetic nteraction operator into is \classical' and \quantum " parts. This
separation ism ade in the follow ing way. Suppose we rst m ake a conventional
energy-m om entum -goace ssparation ofthe (realand virtualphotons) into \hard"
and \soft" photons, w ith hard and soft photons connected at \hard" and \soft"
vertices, respectively. T he soft photons can have an allenergies and m om enta on
the scale ofthe electron m ass, but we shallnot drop any \an all" term s. Suppose
a charged-particke line runs from a hard vertex x to a hard vertex x* . Let soft
photon Jj be coupled into this line at point x5, and let the coordinate variable x5
be converted by Fourier transfom ation to the associated m om entum variable
kj. Then the Interaction cperator ie , is sgparated into its \classical' and
\quantum " parts by m eans of the form ula

ie.=C,+Qj; 1:1)

where
C . = de— &y @2)

and z= x" x

T his separation of the interaction allow s a corresponding ssparation of soft
photons Into \classical" and \quantum " photons: a \quantum " photon has a
quantum coupling on at last one end; all other photons are called \classical”
photons. The full contrdbution from all classical photons is represented In an
extram ely neat and usefil way. Specialized to our case of a single charged—
particle Joop L (X1 ;x,;x3) the key form ula reads

Fop L (%17%25%3)) = :U (L (%17%25%3))F 5, [ (%17%25%3)) & 13)



HereF (L (X1;X27X3)) isthe Feynm an operator corresponding to the sum ofcon-—
tributions from allphotons coupled into the charged-particle loop L (X1;X2;X3),
and FOOp (L x1;x,;x3)) isthe analogous operator ifall contributions from classical
photons are excluded. T he operatorsF o, and F (?p are both nom alordered cper-
ators: ie., they are operators In the asym ptoticphoton H ibert soace, and the
destruction operators of the incom Ing photons stand to the right of the creation
operators of outgoing photons. O n the right-hand side of (1:3) all of the contri-
butions corresponding to classical photons are included in the uniary-operator
factor U (L) de ned as follow s:

; .
U (L)= e<a J(L)>e 5<J @) J(L)>e <J L) a>el (L): (1:4)

Here, orany a and b, the symbol< a b> isan abbreviation for the ntegral

2 gtk

@)

<a b>

2 k) Ka k(g )b k) (1:5)

and J (L;k) is fom ed by integrating exp ikx around the locp L :
z
J (L;k) dx e**: (1:6)
L

This classical current J (L) is conserved:
kJ L;k)= 0: 1:7)

Thea anda in (1#4) arephoton creation and destruction operators, regoectively,
and (L) isthe classical action associated w ith them otion ofa charged classical
particle along the loop L:

( ie)?” ’

w©) = dx’g & (& xD%) 18)
8 L L

The operatorU (L) ispseudo unitary if it isw ritten In explicitly covariant formm ,
but i can be reduced to a strictly unitary operator using by (1:7) to elin Inate
allbut the two transverse com ponents ofa (k);a k);J k),and J k).

The colons In (1 3) indicate that the creation-operator parts of the nom al-
ordered ope::atoch?p are to be placed on the keft ofU (L).

T he uniary operator U (L) has the follow Ing property:

U @L)jac>= ¥ @©L)> : 1:9)



Here jrac > is the photon vacuum, and ¥ (L) > represents the nomm alized
ocherent state corresponding to the classical electrom agnetic eld radiated by
a charged classical point particle m oving along the closed spacetin e loop L, in
the Feynm an sense.

The sim plicity of (1.3) is worth em phasizing: it says that the com plete ef-
fect of all classical photons is contained in a sin ple m ultiplicative factor that is
Independent of the quantum -photon contributions: this factor is a wellde ned
unitary operator that depends only on the (three) hard vertices x;;x,, and
X3 . It is independent of the ram aining details och?p (L (21;%2;C3)), even though
the classical couplings are orighhally nterspersed In all possbly ways am ong
the quantum oouplings that appear in Ffp (L (%1;%X27x3)). The operator U (L)
supplies the classical brem sstrah ing—radiation photons associated w ith the de—

ections of the charged particles that occur at the three vertices, x;;%,; and
X3.

Block and Nordsieck!? have already em phasized that the infrared diver-
gences arise from the classical aspects of the elecrom agnetic eld. This classical
com ponent is exactly supplied by the factor U (L). One m ay therefore expect
the rem ainder Fc?p (L (%1;x2;%3)) to be free of nfrared problam s: if we trans-
orm FJ [ (x17X27%3)) into m om entum  space, then it should satisfy the usual
pole-factorization property. A prin ary goal of this work is to show that this
pole—factorization property indeed holds. To recover the physics one transfom s
F Oop to coordinate space, and then incorporates the real and virtual classical
photons by using 13 and 14.

The plan of the paper is as Pllows. In the follow ing section 2 rules are
established for wrting down the fiinctions of interest directly in m om entum
goace. These rules are expressed In temm s of operators that act on m om entum {
soace Feynm an functions and yield m om entum {space functions, w ith classical
or quantum interactions inserted into the charged-particlke lines in any speci ed
desired order.

It is advantageous always to sum together the contributions corresponding
to allways in which a photon can coupl with C {type coupling into each ndi-
vidual side of the trangl graph G . This sum can be expressed asa sum of jist
two temn s. Tn one term the photon is coupled at one endpoint, x* , of this side



0f G, and in the other temm the photon is coupled into the other end point, x ,
ofthis side of G . Thus allC {type couplings becom e converted into couplings at
the hard {photon vertices of the original graph G .

T his conversion Introducesan in portant property. T he charge{conservation
(or gauge) condition k J = 0 nom ally does not hold In quantum electrody—
nam ics for individual graphs: one must sum over allways In which the photon
can be inserted into the graph. But in the form we use, wih each quantum
vertex Q ooupled into the interior of a line of G, but each classical vertex C
placed at a hard {photon vertex of G , the charge{conservation equation (gauge
Invariance) holds for each vertex ssparately: k J = 0 for each vertex.

In section 3 them odi cation of the charged{particlke propagator caused by
Inserting a single quantum vertex Q Into a charged-particle line is studied In
detail. The resulting (doublk) propagator is re{expressed as a sum of three
tem s. The rst two are \m erom orphic" tem s having poles at p? = m? and
P =m? 2pk k?, respectively, in the variable p? . Because of the special form
of the quantum coupling Q each residue isof rst order in k, relative to what
would have been obtained w ih the usual coupling . This extra power of k
w i1l Jead to the infrared convergence of the residues of the pol singularities.

The third tem is a nonm erom orphic contrbution. It is a di erence of
two logarithm s. This di erence has a power of k that renders the contrbution
hfrared nite.

In section 4 the results jist described are used to study the function cor-
resoonding to a graph g that is form ed by inserting into the trangle graph G
a single quantum photon that has Q {type interactions at each end. In order to
treat in a rigorousw ay the contribution from the neighborhood ofthepointk = 0

~

we introduce polar coordinatesk = r ; 2+~ ~= 1.Forthem erom or-
phic contrbutions it is found that the integrand of the integralthat de nes the
residue behaves like rdr near the end point r= 0, and that the com pact dom ain
of integration in the variable can bedistorted away from all singularities. T his
show s that there is no Infrared divergence. T he two m erom orphic contributions
from each end of the photon line kad to four contrbutions to F O %. One of
them givesthe nom allog’ sihgularity on the Landau triangle{diagram surface

" = 0, and the other three give weaker sihgularities. The contributions from

10



the nonm erom orphic contributions also give weaker singularities.

The ain of the ram aining sections is basically to prove that the analogous
results hold for all graphs g constructed from the origihal triangle graph G by
the addition of any num ber of quantum {photon lines. In the process of proving
this, we construct the foundation of an e cient generalm achnery for com put-
Ing, In quantum electrodynam ics, the physicalregion singularity structure, or,
equivalently, an accurate representation of the lJarge-distance spacetin e behav-
Jor.

In section 5 we exam ine the generalized propagator that corresoonds to
charged-particlke propagation between two hard{photon vertices x and y wih
an arbitrary number of Q {type Insertions. T he m erom orphic part is exhibited
explicitly: there is one pole tem for each of the original energy denom inators.
T he residues factorize, and each of the two factors (unlss it is uniy) has one
factor of k; beyond what would occur if the couplings were the origihal  cou—
plings. This single extra factor ofk; in each residue factor w ill lead to infrared
oconvergence of the m erom orphic parts.

This infrared convergence resul, for any graph g obtained by inserting a
st of internal quantum photons into the triangle graph G, is proved in sections
6 and 7, sub ect to the assum ption that, in analogy to what occurred in the
sin ple case treated In section 4, the oontours can be distorted so as to avoid
all singularities of the residue factors. This distortion assum ption reduces the
problem to that of counting powers of r. However, it isnot su cient m erely to
ocount overallpowers of r. Onemust show that, for every possible way in which
the variables k; can tend to zero, there is convergence of every sub-integral. O ur
proofthat this convergence property holds can be regarded as a system atization
and con m ation of the argum ent for infrared convergence given by G ramm er
and Yennie. The problem is non-trivial because for every n > 0 there are
term sw ith n factors ofthe form d*k;=D ;, whhere the denom inatorD ; is of ourth
order in the k;, or an all k;, but there are at m ost six extra num erator factors
ki: the problem is to show that these few factors k; are enough to block all of
the 4n potential logarithm ic divergences. T he problem isbasically a topological
one.

Section 8 gives a desciption of a resul that asserts that the contours in

11



;~Space can be distorted away from all sihgularities of the residue factors and
photon propagators . T he proof of this result is given in a com panion paper™.
In section 9 the results of the earlier sections are gathered together and ex—
tended to give the result that singularities on the triangle-diagram surface com —
Ing from the m erom orphic parts of the contrbutions arising from the quantum
photons are no stronger than log’ . R eferences arem ade to a sseocond com panion
paper'”®, which proves pertinent properties of som e integrals that occur in this
work. In sections 10 and 11 the sin ilar resuls for the nonm erom oxphic parts are
obtained. Section 12 gives a com parison of the present work to recent related

works.

To get papers of m anageable size we have separated the work into three
articlkes, of which this is the rst. The second!® contains the proof that in
the pole{decom position functions that we have ssparated out the contours in
the angular variables ; can be distorted away from all singularties, w ith the
exoeption of three Feynm an denom inators, one from each side s of the original
trianglke graph G, and the end points of the radial integrations. This m eans
that each of the distinguished contributions corresoonding to a separabk graph
g is essentially the sam e as the usual trianglegraph function, multiplied by
a bounded function of the varables r; and ; and integrated over a com pact
dom ain in these variables. The factor U (L) supplies the quantum analog ofthe
approprate classical electrom agnetic eld.

The nalbut crucialpoint isthen to show that the rem aining parts, which
are speci ed by com pactly expressed Integrals, give contrlbutions that tend to
zero In the m acroscopic regin e, relative to distinguished part discussed above,
which m eets the correspondence{principle and polk{factorization requirem ents.
T he required properties of these integrals are established in the third paper'®.
O ur origial report'® contains all three parts in one place.
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2.Basic M om entum {Space Formm ulas

T he ssparation ofthe soft {photon interaction into itsquantum and classical
partsisde ned nEqg. (1.1). Thisssparation isde ned in am ixed representation
In which hard photons are represented in coordinate space and soft photons
are represented In m om entum space. In this representation one can consider a
\generalized propagator". It propagates a charged particle from a hard{photon
vertex y to a hard{photon vertex x w ith, however, the insertion of soft{photon
Interactions.

Suppose, for exam ple, one inserts the interactions w ith two soft photons
of momenta k; and k, and vector ndices ; and ,. Then the generalized

propagator is
P ., &yikiiks)
Z 4
_ AP ks it kit ka)y
@)t
i i i

24
® m+i0 ‘'6+ & m+ i0 ‘6+ &+ & m + i0 @)

T he generalization ofthis form ula to the case ofan arbitrary num ber of inserted
soft photons is straightforward. The soft{photon Interaction , is sgparated
into kspartsQ , and C |, by means of (1.1), with the x and y de ned as In
€3).

T his separation ofthe soft{photon Interaction nto tsquantum and classical
parts can be expressed also directly In m om entum space. Using (1 2) and (1.3),
and the fam iliar dentities

1 1 1 1
& = ; @2)
e m 6+ & m  m p+ & m

and !
@ 1 1 1

@ & m -  m 6 m
one obtains for the (generalized) propagation from y to x, w ith a single classical
Interaction inserted, the expression W ih the symbolm standing henceforth for
m  i0)

; 2:3)
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d'p i i z

P (x;y;C;k) = & ozt Ay
C7yiC k) )Y 6 m 6+ & m zk+ io
! !
_ % dp i i 1 B sy
@) & m 6+ & m zk+ io @p
| |
Z . . . .
_ d'p o+ ky L i @ 1 e i
@ )* zk + io @p 6 m 6+ & m
Z 4 Z
_ dpeipz+j.ky]jm( 9 ldei @k+1i )
(2 )4 10 0
! !
L@ i i
i
@p f m 6+ & m
Z 4 Z
d 1 . -
_ P Tm (1) d e i ®ztiky
(2 )4 10 0
! !
C i & i 2 4a)
i Aa
Qp e m 6+ & m
Z 4 Z
d 1 . -
_ P Tm (1) d e i ®ztiky
(A )4 10 0
|
@ i i
@Qp & m p+ & m
Z 4 Z
dp ! i 4 i z
- (2)410(]_)Od(e(pk) e Wk We
|
eikYi t
@Qp 6 m
|
Z 4 Z :
d 1 . @
_ P4 (1) d e i Kzg oy = 1
2 ) ro 0 @qp & m
| |
Z 4 Z :
d o 1
_ R = 2 4b)
@ ) 0 @p p+ & m
|
zZ z . :
_ d4p ipz+ iky q i i
@ )4 0 p+ & m H+ & m
(24c)

C om parison ofthe result (2.4b) to 2.1) show sthat the resul in m om entum
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space of serting a single quantum vertex j Into a propagator i m) ! is

produced by the action of the operator
Z @

® | k) = Odjocp! p+  k5) i@pj @ 5)

upon the propagator i(@ m) ! that was present before the insertion of the
vertex j. Onemust, of course, also Increase by ky the m om entum entering the
vertex at y. The operatorO (o ! p+ sky) replacespby p+  skj.
Suppose that there were already a soft{photon insertion on the charged
{particle line L so that the propagator before the Insertion of vertex j were
i i
Plfp;kl)=© n et & . 2:6)
And suppose the vertex j is to be nserted In all possible ways nto this lne
(ie., on both sides of the already {present vertex 1). Then the sam e argum ent
asbefore, with (22) replaced by its generalization®

1 & 1 1
 m 6+ & m 6+ &+ & m
1 1 1
+ 1 6:j
 m o+t & m o+ &5+ & m
B 1 1
p m ot &K m
1 1

; @:)

6+ & m 6+ &+ K m

show s that the e ect in m om entum space is again given by the operator & 5 k3)
de ned n 2.5).

T his result generalizes to an arbitrary num ber of inserted classical photons,
and also to an arbitrary generalized propagator: the m om entum {space resul of
nserting In all orders into any generalized propagatorP |, | (o;ki; n)la sst
ofN classically interacting photonswih j= n+ 1; ;n+ N is

15



ny N 24, 2, ¥ @

@jG{j)P NI =1 < nlkE ter d oprgciid ey i- —

Jj=n+1 0 0 =1 @pn J
P Pt aiky n )k 28)
wherea = ,;1kpe1 + #+x Kn+n - The operations are com m utative, and

one can keep each 5= 0 until the integration on ;5 is perform ed.

To obtain the analogous resul for the quantum interactions we introduce
the operator B | (ky) whose action is de ned as follow s:

i i i

B, &y = . ;
J (k])ﬁ m & m ‘ot & m
i i
B . .
] (k])p m 6+ & m
i i i

@ m j@+ &j m 1©+ &j+ &1 m

+ .
 m o+ &K m 6+ Byt & m

(29)

That is, B ; (ky) acts on any generalized propagator by inserting in allpossible
ways an interaction with a photon ofm om entum k; and vector ndex 5. Then
onem ay de ne

® k)=5  ky) & ky: (2:10)

Then the result n mom entum space of Inserting in all possible ways (ie. in
allpossible orders) into any generalized propagator P of the kind illustrated in
(1) a s=t of J quantum interactions and a set of J° classical interactions is
Y
@ o (ky)
J

¢, kyP: (41)
30 g9 i J

Consideration of (2:3) and (2:9) show s that the operators é)i and @i appearing
In 2:41) all comm ute, provided we reserve until the end all integrations over
the variables ;, in order for the action of the operators B ; to be wellde ned.
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One may not wish to combie the results of m aking insertions in all or-
ders. To obtain the resul of nserting the classical interaction at jist one

place, denti ed by the subscript j f1; ;ng, nto a (generalized) propaga—
torP | L (orkas n Jkabbreviated now by P ;rone beginsasin 24) wih
kjj P , In place of the quantity appearing in the bracket. However, one does

not introduce 2 2), which Jd to the restriction of the Integration to the range
1 5 0. Then, provided k% 6 0, equation (24a) gives for the result in
mom entum goace the result produced by the action of

¢, ky)
Z 4 Q

@Qp s

d jO (pl' it jkj) 212)

upon k;’P .
For k? & (0 this Integral converges at the upper endpoint. The inde nite
integralcan then be de ned so that it vanishesat =1 .Wede ne € | ;) at
k? = 0 by then using unifom Iy only the contrdbution from the lower endpoint
= 0, aswas entailed from the start by the initially nie valieof in @4).
(Strictly speaking, one should use a PauliV illars regulator to de ne the integral
In p space| then no special treatm ent is needed fork? = 0)
To obtaln a form analogousto (2.12) for the quantum Interaction onem ay
use the dentiy

2 @
k' Ay oy Pt k)
Z . !
= dy — P+ sk
0 3
=P  f): @13)

T hen them om entum {space result produced by the Insertion ofa quantum cou-
plinginP |, | E/ki; )k P , atthe vertex identi ed by 5 is generated by
the action of

G k) (ke IkE Ky (2:14)

upon P |
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An analogous operator can be applied for each quantum interaction. Thus
the generalized m om entum {gpace propagator represented by a lne L of G Into
which n quantum interactions are Inserted in a xed order is

P . . (©Q;iki;Qks; Q)k

b

. it i3
w1 0 ERTE L B L R

i i i
6+ 6 m '6+6+ & m ‘6+ at+ &+ & m

1

; 215
"ot 6+ & + n &Em ( )

w here
a= lkl + 2k2 + nkn . (2 :].6)

If som e of the Inserted interactions are classical Interactions then the cor-
responding factors ( [kj’ 1ky’) are replaced by ( 1kj’).

T hese basic m om entum {space form ulas provide the starting point for our
exam nation of the analyticity properties in m om entum space, and the closely
related question of nfrared convergence.

O ne point isworth m entioning here. It concems the conservation of charge
condition k J (k) = 0. In standard Feynm an quantum electrodynam ic this
condition is not satis ed by the individual photon{interaction vertex, but is
obtained only by summ ing over all the di erent positions where the photon
Interaction can be coupled into a graph. T his feature is the root ofm any of the
di culties that arise In quantum electrodynam ics.

Equation (2.14) show s that the conservation { law property holds for the
Indiridual quantum vertex: there is no need to sum over di erent positions.
T he classical interaction, on the other hand, has a form that allow s one easily
to sum over all possble locations along a generalized propagator, even before
muliplication by k . This summ ation converts the classical interaction to a
sum of two interactions, one located at each end of the line associated with
the generalized propagator. (See, for exampl, Eq. (7.1) below). W e always
perform this summ ation.T hen the classical parts of the Interaction are shifted
to the hard {photon Interaction points, at which k J k) = 0 holds.

18



3. The Quantum Vertex

Suppose a single quantum interaction is Inserted into a lne of G. Then
the associated generalized propagator is given by (2.11), 210), 2.9), 2.5) and
23):

P ©;®ik)
i i
6 m H+rE m
21 i i
d : (31)
0 p+ & m e+ & m
The rsttem :n (1) is
i i
e m p+ & m
_ ®t+tm) e+ &+ m)
P m? (+k)? m?
= (®+m) (E+ &+ m)
1 1 1 1 '
P m? 2pk+ k? 2pk+ k* @+ k)2 m?
_ © m?) + @+m)Cp + &)
@pk + k?) @ m?)
(e+k)? m?) + @p +2k & )P+ & m)
@pk + k?) ©* m?2)
_ 2p 2p + 2k
® m)@pk+ k*) (Bt & m)Rpk+ k?)
1 & & 1
+ ; 32)
® m) @pk+k*) (@pk+k*) @+ & m)

where £ ;69, = 2p hasbeen used, and pk represents pk + i0.

The second tetm In (3.1) can be com puted from standard integral tables.
Then it can be cast into a orm sim iar to (32) by st considering it to be a
finction ofthevariablet= p? m?,wih pk and k? regarded asparam eters, next
separating it into its m erom orphic and nonm erom orphic parts in this variabl
t, and nally evaluating itsm erom orphic part as a sum of poles tin es residues.
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T his gives for the m erom orphic part

21 1 1
0 . p+ & m 6+ E M mewo
="(§»+m) ®+ m) P+ &+ m) (@+ﬁ+m)#
2pk @ m?2) 2+ k)k (+ k)? m?)
2p 2p + 2k

= 33)

20k ® m) 20+ Kk G & m)’

where a term not depending on (@ m?) hasbeen dropped from the last line.

T he shgularities of this function at pk = 0 and (+ k)k = 0 are artifacts of
the ssparation Into m erom orphic and non m erom orphic parts: their sum does
not have singularities at generic points on these surfaces. Thuswe m ay replace
Pk by pk+ i0 in both them erom orphic and non m erom orphicpartsand ntroduce
the dentities !

1 1 k?
= 1+ (34a)
2pk  2pk + k2 2pk
and !
1 1 k?
- 1 - (3:4b)
2pk + 2k?  2pk + k2 2pk + 2k2

T hen the combination of (32) and (3.3) gives

P (p;Q ;k)M ero

"

1 1 2pk?

= 5 ( &)
2pk+ k4  m 2pk
|
2p + 2k )k? ' 1
Lo + 2k K . 35)
2pk + 2k? 6+ & m

T his fiinction is of zeroth order in k j w hereas the individual contributions (3 2)
and (3.3) are each of order kj L
The result (3.3) can be obtained also directly by ngoection of the integral
appearing on the keft{hand side, w ritten in the fom
1 6+ &+m) (H+ E&+m)
0 © m?+ 2pk + k? 2)?

T he singularities of this ntegral ying along the surface p® = m ? arise from the
endpoint = 0ofthedom ain ofintegration. T husthe analytic character ofthese
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singularities is controlled by the character ofthe Integrand in an aroitrarily an all
neighborhood of this endpoint. Positive powers of 1In the num erator din Inish
the contributions from this endpoint, and lead to sihgularities on p* = m ? that
are, In form , not as strong as the shgularity com ing from the temn s that are
of zeroth order in . Thus to nd the strongest singularity we m ay set the 's
appearing in the num erator to zero. For sin ilar reasonswe can set the 2 tem s
in the denom Inator equalto zero, provided the coe cient 2pk ofthe rstpower

of isnonzero. Thus the strongest sihgularity of the integral arising from the

lower endpoint is

®+m) ©+m)

0 © m?2+ 2pk )2
_ P+m) @+m) )
= ok m?) : (3:6)

T his is just the result cbtained from the fullcalculation. T he other term in
(3.3) com es from the otherendpoint, = 1. Because the strongest or dom nant
singularities com ng from the two endpoints are pols any other singularities
com Ing from these endpoints belong to the nonm erom orphic part.

T he full nonm erom orphic part ofP ;0 ;k) is, by direct calculation,

p (piQ ;k)N onM ero

2k?
= +m) H+m)
d
!
2rk
+ (& @E+m)+ E+m) &) 3
|
20> m?)
+ 6: 6: M
d
0 p— 1
ﬁl g @ 2pk+ 2kZ p
2pk+ 2k?
0 pfdl
1 1 = 2 2
p_]og@ b,zﬁA + 3:7)
d 1+2_kd 2pk + 2k?  2pk
P.

where d= @pk)? 4k?@* m?)= QRE+ kk)? 4k?(p+ k)> m?). The
two non{log tem s in the nal square bracket cancel the pol singularity in
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Figurel: The sihgularities of P (p;Q ;k) are con ned to the surfacesp? m? =

0, e+ k) m? = 0, and the branch of d = 0 Jing between pk = 0 and
pk= k2.

t=p’ m?atd= 0 that would othemw ise arise from the small d behavior of
the log tem s.

T he singularity surfaces of P (0;Q ;k) are shown in Figure .

T he singularities of P ;Q ;k) are con ned to the surfacesp® m? = 0; (o+
k)> m?= 0, and to the portion of the surface d = 0 that liesbetween pk = 0
and pk = k2. Exoept at points of contact between two of these three surfaces
the fiinction P (0;Q ;k) is analytic on the three surfaces 2pk = 0;2pk + k? = 0,
and 2pk + 2k? = 0, and hasthe om d 2 on the singularbranch ofthe surface
d= 0. & hasboth pol and logarithm ic sihqularities on the surfacesp? m?2 = 0
and @+ k)> m?= 0. The i0 rule associated with d = 0 m atches the i0 rules
atp?=m? and @+ k)? = m? at their points of contact.
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T hem erom orphic and nonm erom orphic parts ofP  (0;0Q ;k) each ssparately
have singularities on the surfaces 2pk = 0, 2pk + k? = 0 and 2pk + 2k? = 0.

The resuls of this section m ay be summ arized as follow s: the insertion
of a single quantum interaction Into a propagator i@® m) ! associated wih
G converts it into a sum of three term s. The rst is a propagator i(® m) !
m uliplied by a factorthat is zeroth order in r = % 7. The seocond is a propagator
i+ & m) ! muliplied by a factor that is zeroth order in r. The third is a
vertex {type tem , which has logarithm ic sihgularities on the two surfaces p
m?= 0and @+ k)> m?= 0. This Jatter term has a typical vertex { correction
type ofanalytic structure even though it is represented diagram m atically as (the
nonm ercm orphic part of) a sin ple vertex insertion.
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4. Triangle{D iagram P rocess

In the Introduction we described a hard{photon process associated w ith a
triangle graph G . In this section we describbe the corrections to it arising from
a single soft photon that interacts with G in the way shown in Figure 2.

Eadch extermalvertex v; ofF ig. 1 represents the tw o vertices upon which the
two extemalhard photons are incident, together w ith the charged{particke line
that runs between them . The m om enta of the various extemal photons can be
chosen so that the m om entum {energy of this connecting charged{particle lne
is far from the m ass shell, In the regin e of interest. In this case the associated
propagator is an analytic function. W e shall, accordingly, represent the entire
contrbution associated w ith each extemal vertex v; by the single symbolV;, and
assum e only that the corresponding function is analytic in the regin e of interest.
T he analysis w ill then cover also cases outside of quantum {electrodynam ics.

In Fig. 2 the two solid lines w ith Q {vertex Insertions represent generalized
propagators. W e consider rst the contrbutions that arise from the m erom or-
phic or pole contributions to these two generalized propagators.

E ach generalized propagatorhas, according to (3.5), two pole contributions,
one proportional to the propagatori(® m ) !, the other proportional to
i@+ & m) '. This gives four tem s, one corresponding to each of the four
graphs n Fig. 3. Each line of Fig. 3 represents a propagator i(®; m) * or
i@+ & m) ',wihi= 1or2 labellingthetwo relkvant lines. T he singularities
on the Landau triangle{diagram surface’ = 0 arse from a conjunction ofthree
such shgularities, one from each side of the triangle in F igure 3.

The graph (@) represents, by virtue of (3.5), the function
F., s 2 ﬁi(k2+ i0) *
@) x @)
. i@+ m) l(@l"'m) 2p1 k* @pik) * &
PP m? pf m? 2pk + k2
2p; kK* Cpok) T OB ! ®,+m)
2pok + k2 p5 m?

Vs 41)

2

wherep; = p+ q; ;2 = P &5 pik = pik + 10, and g is them om entum {energy
carried out of vertex v; by the external hard photons Incident upon it. The
vectorp ps isthem om entum {energy ow ing along the intemal line that runs
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Figure 2: Graph rpresenting a soft{photon ocorrection to a hard{photon
triangle{diagram process. Hard and soft photons are represented by dashed
and w iggly lines, respectively.
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Figure 3: G raphs representing the four contributions that arise from inserting
Into each of the two generalized propagators represented in Fig. 2 the sum of
the tw o m erom orphic termm s given by (3.5).

(a) (b)

(c) (d)
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from v; to vs.

To givem eaning to the function (k?+ i0) ! at thepointk = 0 we introduce
polar coordinates, k = r , and w rite

Z d4k Z Z . ( %-I- ~2 1)
—f k) = 2rdr d , f@) “42)
%3 k2 + i0 0 2+ 10
Then F, becom es
Z d4p Z X er d4 i( %+ ~2 1)
= T
? @) o @ )t 24 40
!
Tr ie+m) E+m) 2p ‘@p ) ! 6
P> m? lp% m 2 2p0 +r 2
|
2 2 2 16 +m
v, 02 @p2 ) (@;2 )V3 : 43)
2p, +r ? p; m?

where p; rpresentsp; + i0.

The integrand of this function behaves near r = 0 lke rdr. Hence the
Integral is infrared nie.

W e are nterested In the form of the singularity at interior points of the
positive{ branch of the Landau trangk{diagram surface ’ = 0. Let g =
G;pixk) be such a pont on ' (@ = 0. The sihgularity at g is generated
by the pinching of the contour of integration in p{space by the three surfaces
p; m?= 0. Thispinching occurs at a point in the dom ain of integration w here
the three vectors (o1;p;;p3) lie at a point @ @) ;P2 @ ips @) that is detem ined
unigquely by the valuegon / = 0. At thispoint none of these vectors is paraliel
to any other one. Consequently, In view of the i0 rules described in connection
wih Fig. 1. it is possble, in a su ciently an all p{space neighborhood of
1 @i @ips @), or su ciently small , to shift the contour of integration
In space sinultaneocusly into the regions Im p; > 0 and In p, > 0, and
to m ake thereby the denom inator factorsp; andp; + r 2,ori2 fl;2g, all
sim ultaneously nonzero, for allpoints on the oontour. In thisway the factors
In (4.3) that contain these denom inator functions can allbe m ade analytic in
all variables in a fi1ll neighborhood of the pinching point. Consequently, these
factors can, for the purpose of exam Ining the character of the singularity along
" = 0 be lncorporated into the analytic factorV,.
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The com putation of the form of the singularity on ’ = 0 then reduces
to the usual one: the singularity has the form log’ , and the discontinuity is
given by the Cutkosky rule, which Instructs one to replace each of the three
propagator{pols i} m?)by2 @& m?).

This givesm ost of what we need in this special case: it rem ains only to be

shown that the ram aining shgularitieson / = 0 are weaker in form than log’ .

If one were to try to deal in the sam e way w ith the function represented
by Fig. 2, but wih the orighhal vertices rather than Q , then (32) would
be used instead of (3.5) and the integration over r In the expression replacing
(4 3) would becom e Infrared divergent. The de nition ofk? + i0 embodied in
(42) is nsu cient in this case. A proper treatm ent % show s that the dom inant
singularity on the surface ’ = 0 would 1 this case be (log’ )?.

The graph () ofFig. 3 represents the finction

Z Z Z

d'p & i+~ 1
———  2rdr
)y o @ ) 2+ 40

(
i<@+m)v Cp; +2r ) %2@Qp +2r )t 6

Tr
¥ m? ' 2p1 +r 2

(& + r6+m)V
L+ r)? m2°

20, *@p; ) 6 (E2+m)
2p, + T 2 ps m

V3 4:4)

where p; rpresntsp; + i0. This ntegralalso is free of infrared divergences.
It is shown i ref. 15 that its singularity on * = 0 hasthe om ’?lg’ . The
sam e result is obtained for graphs (c) and d) ofFig. 3.

T he rem aining contributions to the process represented in F ig. 2 nvolve the
nonm ercm orphic parts of at least one of the tw o generalized propagators. T hese
nonm erom eorphic parts are given by (3.7). This expression gives logarithm ic
sihgularitieson p? m?= 0and (E;+ r )? m?=0,fori= 1and 2. Ik gives
singularities alsoonp; = Oandp; + r 2= 0,andad,’  shqulariy on the
portion of the surface d; = 0 that liesbetween p; = Oandp; + r 2= 0.

Forp in a an all neighborhood of the xed pinching point one can again,
forsu ciently anall , distort the contour simultaneously into the upper{half
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planes ofboth p; and p, , and thereby avoid sim ultaneously the zeros ofp; ,
pi = r ?,and also those of
d@r) 2= @ )? @ m?) %

Thus for every point on the contour the nonm erom orphic part of the propa—
gator associated w ith lne i takes, near the pinching point, the form

1 5 + r 2 m 2

Ai_ g e 2 : 2
r pi m

where A ; is analytic in all variables.

; 42)

Ifwe combine the two factors (4.5), one from each end of the photon line,

then the two displayed powers of r *

pin wih rdr to give dr=r. C onsequently,
if each of the two logarithm ic factors n (4 .5) were treated separately then an
Infrared divergence would ensue. However, the entire (4.5), taken as a uni, is
of zeroth order In r, and it gives no such divergence. It is therefore necessary in
the treatm ent of the nonm erom orphic part to kesp together those contributions
com Ing from varous logarithm ic singularities, such as the two logarithm ic sin—
gularities of (4.5), that are naturally tied together by a cut. By contrast, in the
m erom orphic part it was possible to treat ssparately the contributions from the
two di erent pol sihgularities associated w ith each of the two sidesi= 1 and
i= 2 ofthe tranglk: for the m erom orphic part each ofthe four temm s indicated
In Fig. 3 is ssparately infrared convergent.
T he product of the two factors (4.5) gives an integrand factor of the formm

dr +r)? m? +r)? m?
I= — (g & ) (g b ) @6)
r pp m p;p m

The dom inant singularity on = 0 generated by this combination is shown in
ref. 15 to be of the form ’ 2 (og’ )?. If one com bines the nonm erom orphic part
from one end ofthe soft{photon lne w ith the m erom oxphic part from the other
end then the resulting dom inant shgularity on * = 0 has the form ’ log’ .
Replacem ent of one of the two Q {type Interactions in Fig. 2 by a C {type
Interaction does not m aterially change things. T he results are describbed in ref.
15.

W e now tum to the generalization of these results to processes involving
arbitrary num bers of soft photons, each having a Q {type Interaction on at least

one end.
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5. Residues ofPoles in G eneralized P ropagators

Consider a generalized propagator that has only quantum {interaction n-
sertions. Its general form is, acocording to (2.15),
1] |
k.’ k.’ d ;
=1 > R @p >

i i i
(@%é m ‘6t 6+t&K m ‘6+ 6t &K+ & mnm
i
n@’*‘ a-+ &1 ‘h&m

1)

where
a= 1k + #kn 62)
T he singularties of (5.1) that arise from themultipl end{pomnt ;= ,=
» = 0 Iie on the surfaces
pf=m?; (53)

where now (iIn contrast to earlier sections)
pi=p+ k1+ k2+ 1|‘:k (5:4)

At apoint Iying on only one ofthese surfaces the strongest of these singularities
isapolk. Asthe rststep In generalizing the resuls of the preceding section to
the general case we com pute the residues of these poles.

The Feynm an function appearing n (5.1) can be decom posed Into a sum of
poles tin es residues. At the point a = 0 this gives

i+ m) i+ &+ m) i+ + &m)
© m?2)(@+ ki)? m?)(p+ Hk m?)

X Ny i@+ m)Ny

2 2 ’
woD1i Pf m<“ Doy

5:5)

w here for each ithe num erator occurring on the right{hand side ofthis equation
is identical to the num erator occurring on the left{hand side. T he denom Inator

factors are v

D= @piki; + kiy)® + 10); (5:6a)

J<i
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Y
Da=  Qpky+ ky)®+ i0); (5:6b)
J> 1
where
kiy= glk + Pk ke + Hlk (CH)
The sign 45 = In (5.7) is speci ed In the follow ng way: in order to

m ake the poleresidue formula well de ned each quantity pgk; is replaced by
pski+t 13 with ;>> 1,1 > 0, for the ordering (61). Thus each ; is taken
to be mudch larger than the next one, so it that i dom inates over any sum of
an allerones. T hism akeseach di erence ofdenom inatorsthat occurs In the pole-
residue decom position wellde ned, w ith a welkde ned nonvanishing In aginary
part. Then the sign 5 In (5.7), is xed so0 as to m ake the in aghary part of
the (i;j) factorin (5.6) positive. Then the lin t where all ; ! 0 is concordant
wih (5.6).

Since the shgularities In question arise from the multiple endpoint ; =

» = 0 i is su cient for the detemm ination of the analytic character of the
singularity to consider an arbitrarily an all neighborhood of this endpoint. W e
shall consider, for reasons that willbe explained later, only points in a closed
dom ain in the variabls k; upon which the param eters pik; and 2piki; + (kyj)?
are all nonzero. Then the factors D ;' and D ,;' are analytic finctions of the
variables 5 In a su ciently sm allneighborhood ofthepoint ; = == 0.
Hence a power series expansion in these variables can be introduced.

T he dom inant shgularity com Ing from the multiple end point | =

»n = 0 iscobtained by setting to zero allthe 5 com ing from either the num erators

N 1; and N ,; or the power series expansion of the factors D ;' and D ,;'. Then
the only rem aining 4's are those in the pok factor ((o; + a)*> m?) ! itself.

Consider, then, the tetm In (1) com ng from the ith tetm in (6.5). And
consider the action ofthe rst operator, j= 1, in (5.1). This Integral is essen—
tially the one that occurred In section 3. Com parison w ith 2.3), (3.6),and (3.3)
show s that the dom nant singularity on p? m? = 0 is the function obtained by
sin ply m aking the replacem ent

|
Z | !
@

d ;4

0 Qp s

OP! p+t sk3))! pi;iks) ' (5:8)
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Each value of j can be treated In this way. Thus the dom lnant shgularity of
the generalized propagator (51) onp? m?= 0 is
v h . ‘ li
jj.kjJ ikj] pi 5 (iky)
=1
N 1331(G; + m )N 23
Dy m2)Dyy

5:9)

The num erator In (5.9) has, In general, a factor

i &+m) i@+ m) i@+ &+ m)

i &+ m) i(E:+m)i@p;,,+ L., &i1)

+j-(@i 6:i-'-m) i i+l (pi m2)

i@Cp;, & )i+ m)i@p: ., + ., &i1)

+ipl mY) L @pit L Eed)

+i@; &+m) |, ., 0 m?) (5:10)
The last two tem s in the last line of this equation have factors p? m?2.
C onsequently, they do not contribute to the residue ofthepok atp? m? = 0.
The term s in (5.10) with a factor 2p; ,, ,, taken in conjunction w ith the factor
in (0.9) coming from j= i+ 1, give a dependence 2p; ,2p; , . This dependence
upon the indices 5 and 5 is symm etric under interchange of these two indices.
But the other factor in (5.9) isantisym m etric. T hus this contribution drops out.
T he contribution proportionalto p; , drops out for sin ilar reasons.

Om itting these tem s that do not contrilbute to the residue of the pok at

p; m? one obtains in place of (5.10) the factor

(i i@+ m)GE ., &q) (©11)

which is rst{order n both &; and & ; .

T he above argum ent dealt w ith the case In which i$ 0 and i6 n: ie., the
propagator i is neither rst nor last. Ifi= 0 then there isno factork; = kg In
(611): in fact no such k; isde ned. Ifi= n then there isno factorki; 1 = kni 1
in (611): in fact no such k5 isde ned in the present context. T hus one or the
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other of the two k  dependent factors drops out if propagator i is the rst or
last one in the sequence.

This result (511) is the generalization to the case n > 1 of the resul for
n= 1lgiven n (35). To obtain the latter onemust combine (.11) wih (5.9).
The e ect of (511) isto provide, in conjinction w ith these polk singularities, a
\convergence factor" for the factors Iying on either side of each pole factor in
the pole{residue decom position (5.5). T hat these \convergence factors" actually
lead to nfrared convergence is shown In the follow Ing sections.
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6. Infrared F initeness of Scattering A m plitudes.

Let G be a hard{photon graph. Let g be a graph obtained from it by the
Insertion of soft photons. In this section we suppose at that each soft photon is
connected on both ends Into G by a Q {type interaction.

Each charged{particle line segm ent L. of G is converted into a lne L% of g
by the nsertion of n 0 soft{photon vertices. The line L° of g represents a
generalized propagator. Let the symbols L;, wih i 2 £0;:::ng, represent the
various line segm ents of L.°.

In this section we shall be concemed only with the contributions com ing
from the polk parts of the propagator described in section 5. In this case each
generalized propagator is expressed by (5.9) as a sum ofpol tem s, each wih
a factorized residue en pying property (511).

O ne class of graphs is of special interest. Suppose for each charged line L°
of g there isa segm ent L; such that the cutting ofeach ofthese segm ents L, to—
gether perhaps w ith the cutting of som e hard {photon lines, ssparates the graph
g Into a set of dispint subgraphs each of which contains precisely one vertex of
the original graph G . In this case the soft{photon part of the com putation de-
com poses Into several Independent parts: all dependence on the m om entum kj
ofthe soft photon j is con ned to the functional representation of the subgraph
In which the line representing this photon is contained.

The purpose of this section is rst to prove mfrared convergence for the
soecial case of separabk graphs de ned by two conditions. The rst condition
is that the graph g separate into subgraphs In the way just described. W e then
consider for each line L° of g a singlke tem in the corresponding generalized
propagator (5.9). The second condition isthat in thistem of (5.9) the factor i(6
pi+m) @ m?) ! correspond to the Iine ssgm ent of L ; that is cut to produce the
separation nto subgraphs. Then each subgraph w ill contain, for each charged{
particle line that either enters it or laves i, a half{ lne h that contains either
the set of vertices j i, or, altematively, the set of vertices j < i, of that
charged {particke lne.

It is also assum ed that the graph G is sin ple: at m ost one line segm ent
(ie., edge) connects any pair of vertices of G .

T he contributions associated w ith graphs of this kind are expected to give
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the dom inant singularities of the full function on the Landau surface associated
wih D . If the functions associated wih all the various subgraphs are well
de ned when the m om enta associated w ith all lines of D are placed on{m ass{
shell then the discontinuiy of the full function across this Landau surface will
be a product of these well de ned functions. By virtue of the spacetin e 21l{o
properties established In paper I these latter functions can then be identi ed
w ith contrbutions to the scattering fiinctions for processes involring charged
extemalparticlkes. T he purpose of this section is to prove the infrared niteness
of these contributions to the scattering functions.

Each subgraph can be considered ssparately. Thus it is convenient to in—
troduce a new labelling of the set of, say, n soft photons that couple into the
subgraph under consideration. To do this the dom ain of integration 0 Xk;J

sizes of the Euclidean m agnitudes k5J. Then in each of these sgparate dom ains
the vectors k; are labelled so that ;7 *2J ::: k,J 0. A generalized
polar coordinate system is then introduced:

ki =n

k, = nn, »

ky, = nn, n & (6:1)
Here Inj yand 1 1lPorj= 2; n,and  ( )%+ (75 = 1.

The factorsin D s (@ = 0), asde ned in (5.6), are 2p;ky; + (y3)° . However,
the k;5 are no Ionger given by (5.7). W ith our new labelling the formula (5.7)
becom es <
kiy = kyo; (62)
392 3 (i79)
where the signs  are the sam e as the signs in (5.7): only the labelling of the
vectors is changed.

Let j(E;J) be the anallest number in the st of numbers J (i;j). Then
singling out this term in k;5 onem ay w rite

2pikiy + ki)’ = 0o ;w%H @P1 549 t R) (6:3)
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where R isbounded.

T he zeros of the factors @p; 45 + R) play an important role in the In—
tegration over space. However, our ob gctive In this section is to prove the
convergence of the Integrations over the radial variables r;, under the condition
that the oontours can be distorted so as to keep all of these {dependent
factors nite, and hence analytic. The validity of this distortion condition is
discussed in Section 8, and proved in ref. 14.

To prove Infrared convergence under this condition it is su cient to show,
foreach value of j, that ifthe di erentialdr; is considered to be ofdegree one in
ry then the full integrand, ncluding the di erentialdr;, is of degree at least two
In ry. Thiswill ensure that the integration over r; is convergent near ry = 0.

The power counting In the variables ry is conveniently perform ed in the
ollow ing way : the factor k;jd kyjarising from d4kj=k§ + 10 gives, acocording to
(6.1), a factor that has, in each variable ry, the degree of (r; j)zr T his factor
m ay be separated nto two factors (y 3),one for each end ofthe photon line.
Then each individual generalized propagator can be considered separately: for
each coupling ofa photon j carryingm omentum ky = ny 5 ¥ Into a half{lne
h we assign to h one of the two factors (1 ;) mentioned above. Thus each
half{ Iine h w ill have one such num erator factor for each of the photon lines that
is lncident upon i, and this num erator factor can be associated w ith the vertex
upon which the photon lne is incident. On the other hand, (6.3) entails that
there is a dom hator factor ry 54 associated with the jth interval of h.
F inally, if the photon incident upon the endpoint of h that stands next to the
Interval that was cut is labelled by e then there is an extra num erator factor
n <! It com es from the factor &;,; (Or &;) n (GJ11).

W e shallnow show that these various num erator and denom inator factors
com bine to produce foreach j, and foreach half{ line upon which the soft photon
Jj, is incident, a net degree in ry of at least one, and for every other half{line a
net degree of at least zero.

Considerany xed j.Tocountpowersofr;we rstclassify each soft photon
i° as \nondom inant” or \dom inant" according to whether i° jor i< j.Any
Ine segm ent ofh along which owsthem om entum k4 ofa dom inant photon 5
w ill, according to (6.3), not contribute a denom inator factor r;.
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Thus the denom inator factors that do contrbute a power of ry can be
displayed graphically by st considering the line h that starts at the mniial
vertex j= e, which stands, say, just to the right ofthe cut line{segm ent L ;, and
that runs to the right. Soft photons are em itted from the succession of vertices
on h, and som e of these photons can be reabsorbed further to the right on h.
In such cases the part ofh that lies to the right of the vertex where a dom inant
photon is em itted but to the lkft of the point where it is reabsorbed m ay be
contracted to a point: according to (6.3) none of these contracted line segm ents
ofh carry a denom nator factor of ry. If a dom inant soft photon is em itted but
is never reabsorbed on h then the entire part of the Ine h lIying to the right of
its point of em ission can be contracted to this point.

If the line cbtained by m aking these two changes in h is called h° then, by
virtue of (6.3), there is exactly one denom nator factor ry for each Iine segm ent
ofh’.

Self{energy and vertex corrections are to be treated In the usualway by
adding countertem s. Thus self{energy {graph insertions and vertex { correction
graphs should be om itted: the residual correctionsdo not a ect the pow er count-
ing. Thism eans that every vertex on h’, excliding the last one on the right end,
w il be etther:

1. An orighalvertex from which a single nondom inant photon is either em it—
ted or absorbed; or

2. A vertex form ed by a contraction. Any vertex of the latter type must
have at last two nondom inant soft photons connected to i, due to the
exclusion of self{fenergy and vertex corrections.

The rst kind of vertex w ill contribute one power of r; to the num erator,
w hereas the second kind of vertex w ill contribute at least two powers of r;.

Every line segm ent ofh® has a vertex standing inm ediately to is left. Thus
each denom Inator pow er of ry w illbe cancelled by a num erator pow er associated
w ith this vertex. T his cancellation ensures that each half{line w ill be of degree
at least zero in ry.

If the soft{photon e incident upon the left{hand end of h° is nondom mnant
then one extra power of ry w illbe supplied by the factor &, com ing from (5.11).
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If the soft photon e is dom nant then there are two cases: either the left{m ost
vertex of h° is the only vertex on h°% in which case there are no denom inator
factors of ry, but at least one num erator factor for each ky vertex incident on
h; or the Jeft m ost vertex ofh® di ers from the rightm ost one, and is form ed by
contraction, In which case at least two nondom inant lines must be connected
to it. These two Iines deliver two powers of ry to the num erator and hence the
extra power needed to produce degree one in rj.

T his result forthe individualhalf Inesm eans that for the full subgraph the
degree in ry is at Jeast one forevery j. Hence the function is infrared convergent.

T he argum ent given above covers soeci cally only the special class of sep—
arable graphs g. However, the argum ent applies essentially unchanged to the
general case. The restriction to ssparable graphs xed the directions that the
photon loops owed along the halfline h under consideration : each photon loop
iincident upon h owed away from the pole lne-segm ent s that lies on one end
ofh. This entails that for any line segm ent j Iying In h the associated denom —
nator function fj contains a tem 2pgk; if and only if the follow Ing condition
is satis ed: exactly one end of the photon loop i that carries m om entum k; is
incident upon the halfdine h In the interval Iying between the (open) segm ent Jj
and the (open) segm ent s that lies on the end ofh.

T hiskey property off; follow s in general, how ever, directly from the form ula

£5= (5 2

= js(2ps( 3 s) t 2 i),’ ©:4)

where ;=ps+ Ksand = ps+ K. ThedierenceK 5 K, consists, apart
from signs, of the sum of the k; associated w ith the photon loops i that are
Incident upon h precisely once In the interval between the segm ents j and s.
T his entails the key property that was obtained In the ssparable case from the
separability condition, which is consequently not needed: the argum ents In this
section pertaining to the powers of the r; cover also the non-separable case.
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7. Inclusion of the C lassical Interactions

T he power{oounting argum ents of the preceeding section deal with pro—
cesses containing only Q {type interactions. In that analysis the order in which
these Q {type Interactions were Inserted on the Ine L. of G washeld xed: each
such ordering was considered ssparately.

In this section the e ectsofadding C {type interaction are considered. Each
C {type interactions Introduces a coupling k =& . Consequently, the W ard
dentities, illustrated n (2.7), can be used to sin plify the calculation, but only
ifthe contributions from all orders of is Insertion are treated together. Thiswe
shalldo. Thus for C {type Interactions i is the operatoré@ de ned n (2.5) that
is to be usad rather than the operator € de ned in (2.12).

Consider, then, the generalized propagator cbtained by inserting on som e
line L ofG a set ofn interactions ofQ {type, placed In som e de nite order, and
a st ofN C {type interactions, inserted in all orders. T he m erom orphic part of
the finction obtained after the action of the n operators §5 is given by (5.9).
T he action upon this of the N operators (]?j of 2.5) is obtained by argum ents
sin ilar to those that gave (5.9), but di ering by the fact that (2.5) acts upon
the propagator present before the action ofd@j , and the fact that now both lin is
of integration contrbute, thus giving for each @j two tem s on the right{hand
side rather than one. Thus the action of N such ®;’s gives 2 tem s:

nw nY.N #
@ &P, 0iQikiiQ ki Qrk
J=n+1 M ero
|
% X N gp
= Sgn () -
=1 =04-n+1 Pikj
8 | 49
<y s o b, 7
k.’ k.7 I
. i 3™ 373 p ky i

Ny i +m) Ny

7:1
Dy; (s )? szzi, v

where

= ( n+1s AN )i

3 = +1lor0;
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Sgn() = (1) "+ (1) "2 ( TN
P, =pPit n+aikasi t fin Knenw s

p; =pt ki + # k (72)

and the superscript on theN ‘sand D ’sm eans that the argum ent p ; appearing
In 6.5) and (5.6) isreplaced by p; . Note that even though the action ofé’j and
¢y Involve Integrations over and di erentiations, the m erom orphic parts of
the resulting generalized propagators are expressed by (7.1) In relatively sin ple
closed form . These m erom orphic parts tum out to give the dom nant contribu-—

tions in the m esoscopic regin e, as we shall see.

T he essential sim pli cation obtained by summ ing over all orders of the C {
type insertions is that after this summ ation each C {type interaction gives just
two tem s. The rsttem is just the function before the action of@j m ultiplied
by ip; | (k) '; the second ism inus the sam e thing w ith p; replaced by p; + k.
Thus, apart from this sin ple factor, and, for one tem , the overall shift n p;,
the function is jist the sam e as i was before the action of é)j . Consequently,
the pow er{counting argum ent of section 6 goes through essentially unchanged:
there is for each classical photon j one extra denom inator factor (p;k;) com ing
from the factor ipy,; (ik;) ! 4ast described, but the powers of the various r; in
this denom inator factor are exactly cancelled by the num erator factor (r; 5) T
that we have associated w ith the vertex ®;. Because of this exact cancellation
the C -type couplings do not contribute to the power counting. Hence when C—
type couplings are allowed the argum ents of section 6 lead to the resul that the
m erom orphic part of the fiinction F associated w ith the quantum photons is of
degree at least one In each of the variables r;. Hence it is infrared convergent.
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8. D istortion ofthe C ontours

T he proof of nfrared niteness given in sections 6 and 7 depends upon
the assum ption that the oontours can be shifted away from all denom inator
zeros In the residue factors of any term in the poletesidue decom position of
the Feynm an function corresponding to the sim pl trianglk graph, m odi ed by
the nsertion of an arbitrary number of soft-photon lnes, each of which has a
quantum ocoupling on at last one end and a quantum or classical coupling on
the other. T he proof that such a distortion of the contour is possbl requires
two generalizations of the available results about the locations of sihgularities
occurring In the tem s of the perturbative expansion in eld theory.

In the rstplace, wemust dealnot only with the Feynm an fiinctions them —
selves, but also w ith the functions obtained by decom posing, according to the
pole—residue theoram , the generalized propagators associated w ith the three sides
of the triangle. For the usual Feynm an functions them sslves there is available
the usefiil geom etric form ulation, in tem s of Landau diagram s, of necessary
conditions for a shgularity. In ref. 14 we have developed a generalization ofthe
Landau-diagram condition that covers the m ore general kinds of finctions that
arise in our work.

T he second needed generalization pertains to the m asslessness of photons.
If the standard Landau-diagram m om entum -space conditions are generalized to
Include m assless particles then the e ect of contrbutions from points where
k; = 0, forsom e i, is to produce a ssvere weakening of the necessary conditions.
But in ref. 14 the needed strong results are obtained in the variables (ry; ;)
Introduced In section 6 to prove infrared niteness.
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9. Contributions ofthe M erom orphic Term s to the Singularity on the

Triangle-D iagram Surface ’ = 0.

In this section we describe the contrdbutions to the singularity on the
triangle-diagram shgularty surface ’ = 0 arising from the m erom orphic parts
of the three generalized propagators.

T he argum ents of sections 6, 7, and 8 show that in the typical poleresidue
tetm  (5.9) we can distort the contours in the 4 variables so as to keep the
residue factors analytic, even in the lin it when som e or all of the ry’s becom e
zero. In that argum ent we considered ssparately an individualhalfdine, but the
argum ent is Yocal’: it carries over to the filll set of six halflines, w ith allthe k;j
ordered. Thus for each xed value of the set of variables (r;; 51 17535 o)
the Integration over the rem aining variabl of integration p gives essentially a
trianglegraph function: it gives a function w ith the sam e log ' “type singular-
ity that arses from the sinpl Feynm an tranglegraph function itself, with,
however, the location of this shgularity in the space of the extemal variables
@r;p;k) shifted by an amount K 1;K 5;K 3), where the three vectors K § are
related to the photon m om enta ow Ing along the three star lines of the origihal
graph. Speci cally, if we redraw the photon loops so that they pass through
no star line of the orighal graph (or equivalently through no star line of the
Landau diagram ), but pass, instead, out of the graph at a vertex v; ;v, or vs, if

necessary, and then de ne the net mom entum ow ing out of vertex v to be
&= gk +Kg; (9:1)

whereK ¢ isthenetm om entum ow ing out ofvertex vy along the new ly directed
photon loops, then, for xed k, the function in (o ;% ;%) Pacew illhave a nom al
log ' triangle-diagram singularity along the surface ’ (g k);x k)i k)) = 0.
For exam ple, the original sihgular point at the point § n (@ ;% ;R) Face will
be shifted to the point (@;%i®k) = Gidi%k)+ K1;K2;K3). This shift In the
extemal variables d's shifts them om entum  ow ing along the three star lines to
the values they would have if the photon m om ents k; were all zero: it shifts the

kinem atics back to the one where no photons are present.

Ikt is intuitively clear that the an earing of the location of this log / sih—
gularity caused by the integration of the variables k; w ill generally produce a
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weakening ofthe log shqgularity at ’ (@) = 0. For, n general, only the endpoint
r; = 0 of the ry iIntegration w ill contribute to the sihgularity at ’ (@) = 0, and
there isno divergence at r; = 0, by power counting, and hence no contrbution
from this set ofm easure zero in the dom ain of Integration. T he only exosption
arises from the set of separable graphs. For In these graphs the K ; are all zero,
and hence the Integrations produce no am earing, and thus no weakening, of the
Iog 7 shgularity.

To convert this intuitive argum ent to quantitative form we begin by ssp—
arating the set of photon lnes into two subsets that enter di erently into the
calculations. Let a bridge line in a graph g that corresoonds to a term In the
pole—residue decom position (7:1) be a photon line Jjthat bridges’ overa star line:
any closed loop in g that contains the photon line segm ent j, and is com pleted
by charged-particle segm ents that lie on the trianglk G , passes along at least one
star line. Let ibethe an allest j such that photon line j isabridge line. Herewe
are using the ordering ofthe full set (1;2; :::;n) ofphoton labels that was spec-
ied in (6:1), not the ordering used in (7:1)). Thuseach ky = 4 5= rjury j
that appears In a stardine denom inator, and hence in (9:), contains a factor

;= 1y uT. Let the set of variables (kq; ks 1) be denoted by k., and ket the
set of variables (k;; ik, ) be denoted by k. And ket ry and n,, and , and
be de ned analogously. Then the function represented by g can be written In
the form @ 2 z

F@= L r7dr; G (@ i) 92)
. i =9

where

G @ vib)= d'p d 5 r,’ dr;

Y3 1

P @ wm)? mi= 410 R(@ vithi aifa):  (93)

Here R is the product of the three residue factors.

The Integrations In (92) weaken the logarithm ic singularities: it is shown
In ref. 15 that the sihgularity on the surface ’ (@) = 0 is contained In a nite
sum oftem softhe form A, ’ (log’ )" ,wherem isa positive integer that isno
greater than the num ber of photons in the graph, and A, is analytic.
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10. O perator Form alism .

W e have dealt so armainly wih the m erom orphic contributions. Tn or-
der to treat the nonm erom orphic rem ainder it is convenient to decom pose the
operator ®; into its \m erom orphic and \nonm erom orphic" parts, & and ®Y .

The operator(l?i isde ned In 2.5):

Z 1 Q
i®F )= d;—F ) 104)
0 @p ¢
w here
p=p+ ik (102)
Suppose
F (p) = A P)B ©); (10R)

where A (o) isanalyticand B (o) is @ m?) '.An integration by parts gives
Z
i®AB = d; @,AB+AER,B)
0
z, 4
d; @A) @A=Q ;) ¢

0

+A( (1 (1) @, B; (10:4)

w here the di erence ofdelta functions, ( (; 1) ( ;)) Indicates that one is
to take the di erence of the integrand at the two end points.

The inde nie Integral, com puted by the m ethods used to com pute (3:3),
(36),and 3:7), is

Z Z
! e
@ B d —B
Qp
2p 4 K2 ki pk-)"Z : 1
— iB i™t1 13 1 B + : (10:5)
2pk; d Pki

Because the factor In front of the square bracket In (10:5) is independent

of ; one can use a seoond integration by parts (in reverse) to obtain
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4 0 k2 k, ok
. kf 1lpl)A
d
#
40 k2 ki pk)k2©® m?)A
Pl S Pks) K5 © L (106)
d (ok;)?

where the naltem ocom es from the 1=pk; term in the square bracket in (10:5)
and hasno singularity at ©® m?) B = 0 orpk;6 O.

Since allofthe ;dependence n A isihp= p+ ik;wemay wrie
@A=Q ;= @ ,A)k ‘: (10:7)

Hence the rsttwo tem s on the right side of (10.6) cancel, and one is keft w ith

E =" + & + &8, 10:8)
where 7
M ! 2p ;
EYAB = d;—( (; 1) ())AB (10:8a)
0 Zpkl
4 k2 k pky)?t
@vap = 0. — PRy A (10 8b)
0

4 X2k pky)

i®XAB = d A
d 0 Q@ ;
A( ( 1) (1) !
1 1 pkl
4o kK2 k; pk)Zl K2@P m?
B < PRy i%AB: (10:80)
0 i

N otice that the contrbution ®} cancels the pok at d = 0 of the contribution
&y
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To e ciently m anipulate these operators their com m utation relations are
needed. Recall from section 2 that the operators ®; com m ute am ong them selves,
asdo theB ;:

®;®1=0 (10:9a)

B i;B4]1= 0: (10:9b)

T he operators @i and B j, properly Interpreted, also comm ute:
®;6 1= 0: (10:9¢)

To verify (10.9c) note st that B 5 acts on generalized propagators (See
(2.9)), and, by lineariy, on linear superpositions of such propagators. H ow ever,
Eg. (2.3) shows that the action on such an operand of the operator ( @=@p )
in C]?i isthe same asa B; with k; = 0. M oreover, the replacament p ! p+
ik; commutes with B 3. Thus (10.9¢) is con m ed, provided we stipulate that
the Integrations over the varables ; shall be reserved until the end, after the
actions of all operators B ; and di erentiations. In fact, we see from (10:8)
that the various partial operators @} , ®¥ , and ®} allcommute: ifwe reserve
the Integrations until the end then each of the operations is in plem ented
by muliplying the ntegrand by a corresponding factor, and those operations

com m ute.
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11. N onm erom orphic C ontributions

The D -ooupling part of a Q ~type coupling is m erom orphic. Thus each of
the ®-and ®-type couplings can be expressed asby m eans of (10:8) as sum of
of itsm erom orphic, nonm erom orphic, and residualparts. T hen the full function
can be expanded as a sum of tem s in which each coupling is either ®-type or
®-type, and is either m erom orphic, nonm erom orphic, or residual. If any factor
is residualthen the temm hasno singularity at @ m?) = 0, and isnot pertinent
to the question of the singularity structureon / = 0. T hus these residual term s
can be ignored.

W e have considered previously the tem s n which every coupling is m ero—
m orpohic. Here we exam lne the rem ainder. Thus tem s not having least one
nonm erom orphic coupling ®Y or &Y are not pertinent: they can also be ig-
nored.

A 1l couplings of the form @1\1’1 can be shiffed to the right of all others,
and this product of factors @Df can then be reexpressed In tem s of the cou-
plings % . That is, the tem s corresponding to the di erent orderings of the
insertions of the m erom orphic couplings QY into the charged-particle Ines can
be recovered by usinhg (2:9), 2:15), and (58). The various couplings éﬂf are
then represented, apart from the factor standing outside the integralin (10:8b),
sin ply by an integration from zero to one on the associated variable ;.

In thispaper we are interested In contributions such that every photon has
a Q ype ocoupling on at last one end. In sections 6 and 7 the variabls ;'s
corresponding to photons ihaving a &Y -type coupling on (at least) one end were
expressed in temm s of the variables ry, and it was shown that the contributions
from all of the §Y “ype couplings kad to an r; dependence that is of order at
least one In each ry. The (]?:lff “type couplings do not upset this resuk. Thus
the general form of the expression that represents any tem In the poleresidue
expansion of the product ofm erom orphic couplings % and ®Y is

d ; r$'dr; AB ; 11)

;€5=1 .0

w here the e; are nonnegative integers, and A and B have the form s speci ed In
section 10, provided the oontours are distorted in the way described In section

8 and ref. 14. (For convenience, the scale has been de ned so that the upper
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Iim it ofthe integration over 3 is unity.)

Forthese m erom orphic couplings the integrations over the variables ; have
been elin nated by the factors (; 1) and ( ;). But for any coupling &Y
there w illbe, In addition to the Integration from zero to one on the variable rj,
also an Integration from zero to one on the variablke ;. It comes from (10:8b).

T hese Integrals are com puted In ref. 15, and i is shown that the nonm ero—
m orphic contributions lead to the singularities on the trangle diagram sihgular-
iy surface ’ = 0 that are no stronger than ’ (og’ )**!, where n is the number
of photons in the graph. Even if the log factors from the graphs of di erent
order in € should combine to give a factor like / 37, this factor, when com —
bined with the form ’ (og’ )**?!, would not produce a shgularity as strong as
the Iog’ singularity that arises from the ssparable graphs.
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12. Com parison to O ther R ecent W orks

B lock and N ordsieck!? recognized already in 1937 that a large part of the
very soft photon contribution to a scattering cross-section was correctly pre—
dicted by classical electrom agnetic theory. T hey noted that the process therefore
Involves arbitrarily large numbers of photons, and that this renders perturba-—
tion theory napplicable. T hey ocbtained nite resuls forthe cross section forthe
scattering of a charged particle by a potential V by taking the absolutevalue
squared of the m atrix element of V between initial and nal states In which
each charged particle is \clothed" w ith a cloud ofbrem sstrahlung soft photons.
The two key ideas of Block and Nordsieck are, rst, to focus on a physical
quantity, such as the observed cross section, w ith a sum m ation over uncbserved
very soft photons, and, second, to ssparate out from the perturbative treatm ent
the correspondence{principl part of the scattering function, which is also the
dom inant contribution at very low energies.

T hese ideas have been developed and re ned In an enom ous num ber of ar-
ticles that have appeared during the m ore than halfoentury follow ing the paper
of Block and Nordsieck. Particularly notable are the works of J. Schw inger*’,
Yennie, Frautschi, and Suura'®, and K I .M ahanthappa!®. Schw inger’s work
wasthe rstmodem treatm ent of the infrared divergence problam , and he con—
“ectured exponentiation. Yennie, Frautschi, and Suura, form ulated the problem
In tem s of Feynm an’s diagram atic m ethod, and analyzed particular contriou-
tions in detail. They gave a long argum ent suggesting that theirm ethod should
work In all orders, but their argum ent was adm ittedly nonrigorous, and did not
lend itself to easy rigorization. The m ain di culties had to do w ith the failure
of their argum ents at points where the basic scattering function was shgular.
T hese points are precisely the focus of the present work, and our way of ssp—
arating out the dom inant parts leads to rem ainder temm s that are com pactly
representable, and hence am enabl to rigorous treatm ent. M ahanthappa con-—
sidered, as do we, closed tim e loops, and solit the photons into hard and soft
photons, and constructed an electron G reen’s function in closed form for the
soft-photon part to do perturbation theory in temm s of the hard part.

G eneral ideas from these earlier works are incorporated into the present
work. But our Jogicalpoint of departure is the article ofC hung?® and ofK bblk’.
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Chung was the rst to treat the scattering am plitudes directly, instead of tran—
sition probabilities, and to introduce, for this purpose, the coherent states of
the electrom agnetic eld. K bble st exhibited the apparent break-down ofthe
pole-factorization property In QED . The present work show s that thise ect is
Sourious: the non-pol form does not arise, at least in the case that we have
exam ined in detail, if one separates o for nonperturbative treatm ent not the
approxin ate representation ofthe correspondenceprinciple part used by Chung
and K bble, but rather an accurate expression that is valid also in case the
scattering process ism acroscopic, and that therefore involres no replacam ent of
factors exp ikx by anything else.

T he works m entioned above are not directly com parable to present one be-
cause they do not address the question at issue here, which is the Jarge-distance
behaviour ofquantum electrodynam ics, and in particular the dom nance at large
distances of a part that confom s to the correspondence principle and en pys the
pole-factorization property. The validity of these principles in quantum elecro-—
dynam ics isessential to the logical structure of quantum theory: the relationship
betw een theory and experin ent would becom e ilkde ned ifthese principleswere
to fail. These principles are in portant also at the practical level. The dom ain of
physics Iying between the atom ic and classical regin es is becom Ing increasingly
In portant In technology. W e therefore need to form ulate the com putationalpro-
cedures of quantum electrodynam ics In a way that allow s reliable predictions to
bem ade in thisdom ain. M oreover, the related \problem ofm easurem ent" isat-
tracting Increasing attention am ong theorists and experin entalists. T he sub £ct
of this work is precisely the subtle m athem atical properties of this quantum -
classical interface In the physical theory that actually controls it. F inally, the
problem ofthee ectsofm asskss particles In gauge theories isan issue ofm ount-
Ing theoretical In portance. T heorists need to have an adequate treatm ent of
this m athem atically delicate problem in our prem ier physical theory, quantum
electrodynam ics, which serves as a m odel for all others.

Kulish and Faddeev?! have obtained a nite ©m of quantum electrody—
nam ics by m odi ng the dynam ics of the asym ptotic states. For our purposes it
isnotsu cientm erely tom ake the theory nie. W e are interested in the nature
of singularities, and the related question ofthe ratesoffallo for large spacetim e
separations. To obtaln a su ciently welloontrolled com putational procedure,
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iIn which no tem sw ith spurious ratesof fallo are introduced by an unphysical
separation of the problem into parts, it was in portant, In our de nition of the
classicalpart, to place the sources of the classical radiation eld, and ofthe clas—
sical \velocity" elds, at their correct Jocations. T he needed nform ation about
the locations of the scattering sites is not naturally contained in the asym ptotic
states: the scattering events can nvolve both \in" and \out" particles together,
and perhaps also intermal partickes aswell. W e bring in the correct locations of
the scattering sites by rearranging the tem s of the coordnated-space pertur-
bative expansion of the fiill scattering operator itself, rather than by rede ning
the mitialand nalstates of the S-m atrix.

d’Em ilio and M intchev?? have hnitiated an approach that is connected to
the one pursued here. They have considered charged— eld operators that are
nonlocal in that each one has an extra phase factor that is generated by an
In nite line ntegral along a ray that starts at the eld point x. Their omula
applied to the case of a product of three current operators located at the three
vertices (x;;X,;x3) ofour closed triangular loop could bem ade to yield precisely
the phase that appears in Eq. (1.7) of ref. 11. However, that would involre
m aking the direction ofthe ray associated w ith each eld operator (x) depend
upon the argum ent of the other eld operator in the coordinate-space G reen’s
finction T &) &%ip n which it appears.

d’Em ilio and M intchev do not follow that tack. Instead, they kesp the
direction of the ray associated wih each eld operator ) xed, then go to
momentum space, and then nd, for som e sinple cases (charged-particlke prop—
agation and vertex correction), that reasonabl results are obtained only if the
directions of the rays associated w ith the charged-particle operators that create
or destroy the electrons are set equal to the m om enta of the particles that are
created or destroyed.

O foourse, charged-particle propagators generally occurunder integral signs,
w hereas the directions of the rays are treated as constants. If these \constant"
directions are allowed to depend upon them om entum p then the inverse Fourier
transform would, of course, not yield the orighal coordiate-space Feynm an
function.

An \Intuitive" reason was given why the one particular choice of the direc—
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tions of the rays gives reasonable answers. It relies on the idea of \the classical
currents responsibl for the am ission of soft photons". But classicalcurrent
argum ents ought to be form ulated in coordinate space.

Such a form ulation (ie., a coordinate-space form ulation) would suggest ket—
ting the direction ofthe ray that occurs in the d’Em ilio-M intchev form ula be the
direction ofthe line between the two argum ents x and x° ofthe coordinate-space
charged-particle propagator. T hen, due to a partialcancellation, thetwo In nie
line integrals would collapse to a single nite line integral running between the
two points x and x°. Then, in the case of our triangular closed loop, the phase
factors associated w ith the lines on the three sides ofthe tranglk would com bine
to give jist the phase factors appearing In (1.7) of reference 11.

T his coordinate-space procedure, which would ssem to be the physically
reasonabl way to prooeed, would bring the d’Em ilio-M intchev fom ulation to
the st stage of the work pursued here and in reference 11.

Theproblem of form ulating quantum electrodynam ics in an axiom atic eld-
theoretic fram ew ork hasbeen exam ined by Frohlich, M orchio, and Strocch# and
by D . Buchholz’, with special attention to the non-local aspects arising from
G auss’ law . Theirm ain conclusion, as it relates to the present work, is that the
energy-m om entum spectrum of the full system can be separated into two parts,
the rstbeingthephotonicasym ptotic free— eld part, the second being a rem ain—
derthat: (1), istied to charged particks; (2), isnonlocalrelative to the photonic
part; and (3), can have a discrete part corresponding to the electron/positron
m ass. This ssparation is concordant w ith the structure of the QED Ham itto-
nian, which has a photonic free- eld part and an electron/positron part that
ncorporates the nteraction term eA J , but no added tem corresponding to
the non-free part of the electrom agnetic eld. It isalso n line w ith the sspara—
tion ofthe classical electrom agnetic eld, as derived from the Lienard-W iechert
potentials, into a \velocity" part that is attached (@long the light cone) to the
m oving source particle, and an \acceleration" part that is radiated away. It is
the \velocity" part, which is tied to the source partick, and which allso only
as r !, that is the origin of the \nonlcal" infraparticle structure that intro—
duces peculiar features into quantum electrodynam ics, as com pared to sinple
Jocal eld theories.
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In the present approach, the quantum analog of this entire classical struc-
ture is lnocorporated into the form ula for the scattering operator by the uniary
factorU (). Ewas shown in ref. 11, Appendix C, that the non—free \velocity"
part of the electrom agnetic eld generated by U (L) contrlbutes in the correct
way to the m ass of the electrons and positrons. Tk gives also the \Coulomb" or
\velocity" part ofthe interaction between di erent charged particles, which isthe
part ofthe electrom agnetic eld that givesthem ain part ofG auss’ Jaw asym ptot—
ically. T hus our form ulas supply In a com putationally clean way these \velocity

eld" contrbutions that seem so0 strange when viewed from otherpoints ofview .
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