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This paper is a detailed account of a study in perturbation theory of the high-energy behavior of non-Abelian
gauge theories. We calculate the fermion-fermion scattering amplitude up to sixth order in the coupling
constant in the high-energy limit s — o with fixed ¢, in the approximation of keeping only the leading
logarithmic terms. Our results indicate that the high-energy behavior of non-Abelian gauge theories are
complicated, and quite different from the known behaviors of other field theories studied so far.

I. INTRODUCTION

The high-energy behavior of hadron-hadron scat-
tering amplitudes has been under intensive study,
both theoretically and experimentally, for almost
two decades. On the theoretical side, one approach
is to study the high-energy behavior of the scatter-
ing amplitude in various renormalizable field the-
ories. The study is made through perturbation
calculation in terms of Feynman diagrams, making
high-energy approximations at each order of per-
turbation. The basic assumption of this approach
is that the highly complicated physical hadrons can
actually be described by the highly idealized field
theories. Another assumption that is usually made
and is technical in nature isthe validity of the high-
energy approximation of keeping leading terms at
each order of perturbation. Notwithstanding these
uncertainties, studies of this kind are useful in that
they may shed light on the general features of high-
energy hadron scattering, or they may serve as a
basis for selecting field-theoretic models for had-
rons. However, one should not lose sight of the
uncertainties in interpreting the results of these
studies.

Among the prominent field theories that have
been extensively studied are the ¢* theory and
quantum electrodynamics (QED). The ¢3 theory is
the simplest field theory and many interesting re-
sults have been obtained in this theory.' In the
past few years, QED has been intensively studied
by Cheng and Wu.? Their results are extremely
interesting. First, a rising total cross section,
actually saturating the Froissart bound,® is pre-
dicted in general agreement with the result of the
Pisa-Stony Brook experiment at CERN.* Second,
QED is a gauge theory, and there is increasing
evidence that gauge theories may be of fundamental
physical importance.

An immediate important question is whether the
salient features of QED are also possessed by the
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potentially more realistic (for hadrons) non-Abe-
lian gauge theories.® Additional impetus for study-
ing the high-energy behavior of non-Abelian gauge
theories comes from recent activities in construct-
ing renormalizable models for weak and electro-
magnetic interactions,® as well as the observation
that non-Abelian gauge theories are asymptotically
free” and therefore might provide a basis for un-
derstanding Bjorken scaling in deep-inelastic elec-
tron scattering. These are the motivations for our
present study.

Some of the results here were published in a
letter,® modified by an addendum.® The present
article is a detailed account of the sixth-order cal-
culation. We will report part of the eighth-order
calculation in a subsequent article.

The sixth-order results indicate that the high-
energy behavior of non-Abelian gauge theories is
quite different from all the other theories studied
so far. In fact, the non-Abelian theories have a
much richer structure.

We recall that in ¢3 theory or QED, in each or-
der, the dominant diagrams at high energy are of
multiperipheral type."»? In other words, in the ¢-
channel effectively only two-particle cuts are in-
cluded. In non-Abelian gauge theories multiple-
particle-exchange effects enter. Besides, renor-
malization effects are important.

In view of the complexity involved, we have cho-
sen to study SU(2) as the internal-symmetry group.
This way we do not have to consider scalar-fermi-
on-fermion and gauge scalar-vector-vector cou-
plings. The technique used, however, is general
enough to encompass all such modifications if nec-
essary.

Specifically, we study in the sixth order the high-
energy limit of the near forward scattering of two
fermions. If we denote by s the square of the total
energy in the center-of-mass system, by —¢ the
square of momentum transfer, and by 7™ and 7*/
the isospin-nonflip and isospin-flip amplitudes, re-
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spectively, we find that the important regions from
which the dominant terms arise are as follows:
(1) vertex and self-energy renormalization,

T" = (-607i Ins) AK,,

(1.1)
Tf=-20(In’s - ir Ins) AK,;
(2) ladder with scalar production,
T™= (374 Ins) A p2(K, )?,
(1.2)

T =2(ln%s - imIns) A p3(K,)?;

(3) radiative diagrams and ladder with vector-
meson production,

T™=[48 -18(u?-%¢) K,| miInsAK,,
T#=[16 - 6(n2-%¢t) K,] (In® - in Ins) AK,;

(1.3)

(4) 3-vector-meson exchange in the ¢ channel,
T = (1271 Ins) AK,,
Tf =0;
where
A=(161%)"2(g/2)°g*sm™2,
K,= fdaldozzﬁ(l- @ - ay)

(1.4)

1
—ta, a,+ U2’

K,= fdaldazdagé(l —a,-a,-a,)
X[~ta, a; a5+ pe (@) a2+ @, a3+ @z a,)] 7

To the leading order in Ins, the isospin-nonflip
amplitude T is purely imaginary, and the isospin-
flip amplitude T/ is purely real. The imaginary
part of T/ is given in the above equations, and
there is no other contribution to the first order of
Ins.

The plan of this paper is as follows: In Sec. II,
we shall define the model. Notations will be devel-
oped. Fourth-order results are reported in Sec.
III.

In Sec. IV, we shall do some preliminary work to
cancel out unwanted terms, which would otherwise
mask the true high-energy behavior of the theory
in this order.

In Sec. V, we delve into the problem of extracting
the dominant behavior of the terms prepared in
Sec. IV.

Discussions follow in Sec. VI.

Three appendices are attached, where some ra-
ther detailed analysis is either presented or indi-
cated.

II. LAGRANGIAN AND KINEMATICS

For simplicity, we take isospin as the internal-symmetry group. We have both an isodoublet of fermions

and an isodoublet of bosons. The Lagrangian is

£= —%(apzv_auxu +gKuXKu)2_ l (au _ig%-;' Kp)‘PP—T’-zl‘Plz‘%hI(PP

1 g+ =
- IPYTRR - CA R
Dy, <i =57 A) b =-mPyp. (2.1)
After making a change of variable and invoking vacuum instability (owing to n2<0), we write
> ey it *)( °> (2.2)
Q= A+X+ETeL . .
VZ 1
where A/V2 is the vacuum expectation value of ¢. Then the interaction density is
o -5 0,K,=0,K,) B xR - R xK,)- RoxR)+ £ gy 7y B -E B @o,x -x0,)
SR @xo,E) £ (2B R, B oL xR, B R @y @) (2.3)
2 # 2 # 2 » 8 2 ’ :

where 1 =g\/2 is the mass of the physical mode of
A, xhas a mass of V& A. We specialize to the
Feynman-’t Hooft gauge, then { has a “mass” L.
The Faddeev-Popov loops are generated by the ad-
ditive effective Lagrangian

1 7. Y 1 ¥
—i Trln <1+ zugx+t _(;gi #2u+ #zgé))’ 2.4)
where
(t)ie= €5 (2.5)

-
are the structure constants.
We write the S-matrix elements as

(FI6S =) [iy=iM27)* 6(p; -p;) T. (2.6)

N is the usual wave -function normalization.
We shall use the following kinematic notation
(see Fig. 1):

P =D '%k’ P3=P+%k,
pa=p'+3k, p,=p’ -3k,



1084 H. T. NIEH AND YORK-PENG YAO 13

P3. 33 P34 Ps Pa

P2, Py 2, P P2

FIG. 2. Graphs which contribute in fourth order to

FIG. 1. Schematic drawing of fermion-fermion scatter-
dominant behavior.

ing.
B (B2, L2 2)1/2 > isospin -flip and isospin-nonflip amplitudes, i.e.,
p ((p +4k +m) ,030’ lpl);
"o (B2 3R+ m?) 2, 0,0, - |B)), T=04 0 ™ +7, o -"7"“2“‘1 T, (2.8)

k= (0’ k,, ky’ 0)’
|k |= (&,2 + B,2)M2,

III. FOURTH-ORDER CALCULATION

There are two fourth-order diagrams (Fig. 2)

g"=(-1,1,1,1), which contribute to the dominant high-energy be -
s=—(p,+p.)? t=—(p, —bs), havior. The extracn'on of thfnr contributions is
exactly the same as in massive QED. We delete
and the details;
S+t+u=4m?, ath(y- 1 (g \(=s
Tas) =152 'z") (W) In(-s)K,

The Dirac equation is

(m+y p)u(p)=0 xu(Ps)Tal azu(pl)u(p.,)‘r,,l azu(Pz):

or 2.7) 3.1)
_ i s
#(p) m+v *p)=0. Tih(s)= 162 <2 > <W>lnsKl
We shall consider the limit s -« while <0 is
finite, X% (ps) Tay,Ta, U (p)#(p,) TayTa U (p2)-
Furthermore, we decompose the 7 matrix into (3.2)

IV. SIXTH-ORDER CALCULATION —-ALGEBRAIC REARRANGEMENT

The extraction of leading high-energy behavior in non-Abelian gauge theories is complicated by cancella-
tion among graphs. As is well known, to extract the first few leading terms for a graph is laborious; and
to see them cancel away is, to say theleast, discouraging. A better approach, and in fact one more likely
to lead to correct answers, is to arrange terms among graphs so that the cancellation occurs algebraically
in the integrands, preferably before the momentum integrations are performed. This we will do in the
following. It may not be obvious at first sight why we choose to arrange terms in the manner we have done.
However, we will explain as we go on.

A. Ladder amplitudes

We assign momenta to internal lines as indicated in graphs (1), (2), and (3) of Fig. 3. The corresponding
amplitudes are

d‘k, d*k 1 1
1y _ 2 - 1 —_ "
iT z< )ng(zﬂ)4 (Zw)4u(p3)7 smry (k) YT, u(p)a(py)y Toymvy Pk Y7, u(p,)
1 1 1 1 1
x €alazas €a5u4a3Nulu2u.3u4 k12+ #2 (k+k1)2+ p_a (k1 _k2)2+ﬁf k22+ “2 (k+k2)2+ “2 . (4-1)
. ., 4 a‘k, d'k, 1 _ 1
=i <%) g f (21r)“ (21r)4 Enr 2 (p)YeT, Sm+y (D, —Fk, yulT“lu(pl)u(p“)y"47“4myuz Ta, #(P2)
1 1 1 1 1 @.2)

XE«zlaza5 €u5¢4a3Nulu-2u3u4 k12+ uz (k+k1)2+ “2 (kl _ k_2)2+ /J-z k22+ ”2 (k+k2)2+ “2 ’
where
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ByHakghy N"1“2“3"4+N?‘1"2"3“4+N"1“2“3“4’ (4.3)
N upuguy = Cka k1), Ry =k +R), g4, + (R = k), (2R, -+ B)u, Sujug (4.4a)

Nzluzu:,u‘,: (~ky = Fy - 2k)u2 (2R, — kl)ul Sugu,t (~ky =k, - Zk)u1 (2

1- kz)uz Bugu,* 2k, - kl)ul (2R, — Ry + k)u4 Suyug

+(2ky = ko), (2 = Ry + B) Gy (—p = By) g Ry = Feo 4 B, @+ (—Fy = Ry, Ry =Ry +R), €4

(4.4b)
NG gy = (s = ) + (= By = 2K) €4 By (4.4c)
and
9 =i(5 ) [ o e WP P ooy P T (D) (P) PR Ty s T, ()
X [€0,0,0, €apagas (& u, Bugn, = &uyuy * €ay0,0, €agap0; (Sugu, Bun, = Fuguy Luu,)
* €0, €o0,0, (Gun Sun ~8uu, &u )]
xklziuz (k+k11)2+ u? k2241- uZ (+ky)? + u® (4.5)

Let us look at 7%®’. This amplitude cannot give any Ins factor, since the left half of the graph has com-

pletely independent internal integration from the right. In fact, the factors €

a,a4a5 aa3a guu gu3u43nd

€ag0405 €ayayag Sugu, Su u, SVE Tise to s? terms while the other terms together glve at most s

Thus, we write it as

TS =TS 4TS, (4.6)
where
'k, d‘*k 1 —
iT® = z< )gz J (217)4 @n* oo #(pg) Y1 asm y‘*zTalu(Pl)u(Pq)')‘,,zTuz
1
ey gk TP
1 1 1 1
x Eal ay a5 Eus a4 a3 k12+ u2 (k+k1)2+ IJ'Z k22+ “2 (k+k2)2+ uz ’ (4'7)
and
4 4
Gy (& dk d’ks _ 1 _ 1
Tz l(Z) (27r @) oIy +r (b —kl)7u27&1”(p1)”(p4)7u17a4m +y (Pz+k2)7“1702“(1’2)
X € ¢ 1 1 1
a)aqas 05"4a3k12+ u2 (k+k1)2+ uz k22+ ”2 (k+kz)2+ﬂz . (48)

We have interchanged u, ~— p, in one of the bilin-
ears of iT{>}. This does not affect the coefficients
of the s® terms. Also a change of labels and dum-
my integration variables has been made in iT$.
We turn to work on iT®’ and iT®’ so that terms
contributing to s* behavior cancel out the corre-
sponding ones in ;T ®’,
The first thing to notice is that N , ... [Eq.
(4.4a)] contributes up to power of lns 0(13
iT®» @ [Eqgs. (4.1) and (4.2)]. This we neglect.
For N? q- (4.4b)] we do the following

Hy Mg Mg I-l-4[

—

manipulation: Clearly, in order to obtain Ins fac-
tors for the amplitudes, both p, (or p,) and p, (or
p4) must appear somewhere in the seven denomi-
nator factors before we carry out the internal in-
tegration. Because of this, we realize that we are
allowed to drop terms with (kx)u, and (k,) hp? while
replacing (kl)u3 by -2 uy and (kz)u, by -2 nye This
is a consequence of applying the Dirac equation
and what we said just a moment ago. For example,
if we have (kl)ul’ then after contracting with y*1,
the relevant combination in ;7@ ®) ig
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This we do not need to consider any further, since
p, has been completely eliminated from the denom-
inators. As another example, suppose we have
(k,),,, then the relevant combination is

1

b e

1

== @(py)lm 4y (b =k) +y- k]

=_a(p3)[1+7'km]

FIG. 3. Ladder graphs in sixth order.

-1 1
v kyu(py) =_7 o
m+-y-(p1_k1) 1 (pl u(pa)‘)’ km+7‘(ﬁl—k1)‘ (4.10)
_ 1
= - mty (px — kl)(m TY P -7 kl)u(lh) In short (kl)u3"— ku;,-
After we make all these substitutions and sim-
=—u(p,). (4.9) plifications, we have

J

4 4 4
(0= (£) g [ Gk (= 4T slm = v (b, = k) ]y -y =y - alom =y (= ) W5}y, 7 ()

X @(p Ny *kylm =y (py =) vyg=vugm =y (pa=R) ]y - Ry} 7o, 7, (D))
—4a(p 3 m =y (b= k)] y - koTy 7o u(D))

XA Py -l = - (y= ) 1Y =Yyl = v+ (D= )]y - R}, 7o u( 1)
—4a(py sm -y - (py=k) ]y -k =y -klm =y« (D, = k) ]¥¥3} 7o, 7, u( D))

XAy < Ry[m -y« (py— kz)])’usTaz Tag#(D2)

+ 477(?3)7 ¢ k[m -Y* (pl - kl)]yus‘raa Taz u(px)iz(p:;)')'ua[m -Y* (ptt - kz)]y ¢ kTag Tay u( Pz))
1 1 1

xs"xﬂz a5€agaga3 m? +(P1— k].)z k22+lJ»z m2+(p4- kz)z
1 1 1 1
QIR CRTN vl AR el RN @.11)
1 1 1

and a similar expression for iT(?. iT{"* @) here are of course iT(")+(2) respectively, when Nyiususug 1S
due to N} ., . [Eas. (4.1)-(4.4)]. We will show in Appendix A that iT{"+ @) do not contribute to O(s Ins).
Note the special combinations in the first three terms of iT{",

Nf"),“z“s“-; [Eq. (4.4c)] is now taken up. It will lead to s? terms for 7Y+ @), Thus, instead of treating

it alone, we find it advantageous to combine T+ @) with zTﬁa)2 to effect cancellation of this unwanted be-
havior. We then consider

iT D =TV +i7®

. A%, dk, _ 1 _ 1
“i(5) 2 J G G O e T T Y I DT e g P

1 1 1 1 1
X Carats Casoats BTE R RHR VP (B, —BP + 17 B+ PR+ Y+ T

X [2k%+2R,2+2F - (B, +E,) + U2], (4.12)
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where we have multiplied and divided iT'¥ by (k, —k,)? + u® to arrive at this form. Now we write,

2,2+ 20,2+ 2k + (B, + k) + 2= {(R, %+ 1) + [(+ B2 + 2]+ {(R,2 + 12) + [(B+ Ey)? + 2]} — 32 — 22 (4.13)
and define
iTOD =T WD (k) + i TG (k) +iT 0 (2, 1), (4.14)

where, e.g., iT‘“?(k,) is the piece due to [(k,%+ u?) + (& +k,)? + p?] in Eq. (4.13), i.e

- (1,3) _‘gq dkdkz— w
iT (kl)—l<2> g* (27,.)4 (271.)4 #(psr” Ta,Ta, m+y - (p, kl)y 2u(p,)

XDV 4yTayTa,s m Yo, u(p2)

1 1 1 1 1
1“2“56“5“4"3[kx"’ PN PR uz)] (By —kp)*+ 12 B2+ p® (B+ky)?+ p?” (4.15)
Similarly,
1
(1,3)
iT (k,) “l( ) f(zﬂ)4 _(2,")3 u Pa)')’ a3 Ta, miy - (‘bl__—kl)yuzu(pl)
_ 1
Xu(Pq)')’uzTazTMm'}’ulu(Pg)
1 1 1 1 1
X €
€21a205€a5a4a, PRENTE RN TN Py uz[kzz +?+ k+ly+ Hz] ’ (4.16)
and
(1,3) 2 d4k1 quz 1 “
iTM (P, t)——31< > g2(1* +3k) G @t U(pa)y*17,,T “mry(p k) 2u(p,)
1
— 1 1 1
X u(P4)7’u2"42“'a4mYulu(Pz)ialazasfasa4as PRITE T

1 1 1
x .
(By —Ro)?+ 2 RZ+ 2 (R+ky)%+ u?

If we are to evaluate the high-energy behavior of i7*’(k,) [Eq. (4.15)] and iT*®’(&,) [Eq. (4.16)] we would
find that it is O(s1n®s). We do not want to do that, however. We prefer to cancel these amplitudes out with
parts of the radiative graphs.

Before we turn to this task, we may remark that it is obvious we should do the same thing to iT{*’ and
iT), i.e., we define

(4.17)

iT®P= T3 T =T (k) +iT > (k,) + iT* > (u?), (4.18)
where, e.g.,
ey (&) e Ak, ARy _ u
iT (kl)‘2<2> g°? (271’) (2")4 u(ps)r” 1oy “lm+7/ (p"_“)')’ 2u(p,)
— 1
Xu(Pq)VulTaqTazm)’uzu(Pz)

1 ! ] 1 1 ! 4.19)

€“1“2“3€“5“4“3[:k12+ oz + (k+k,)%+ 12 (ky =R+ K2R+ 12 (B+ gl 2

B. Radiative graphs

We will consider only those radiative graphs due to three-vector coupling in this subsection. The rest
will be included later.

There are altogether twelve of them in this category (see Figs. 4 and 5). However, we need to consider
only two, since graphs (6) and (7) are related to graphs (4) and (5), respectively, by s=u crossing, plus
proper change of isospin matrices. Graphs (8) and (9) are the time-reversed diagrams of graphs (4) and
(6), respectively. Finally, graphs (4’)-(9’) are the left-right reflected graphs of the corresponding un-
primed ones.

With the momenta as assigned in graph (4), the amplitude is
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P4

Pskz

N

P2

(4) (5

A Pk~

\
A

(6") (79

P4

Pskz

D

P2
(8) (9) (8") (9')

FIG. 4. Three-vector radiative graphs. FIG. 5. Left-right mirrors of graphs in Fig. 4.

T k, d%k, _. 1 1
1) ( ) f(zT}Wu(Ps a, “3 “4 m+y.(p1_kz)'y"3m+_y.(pl_kl)‘y“‘lu(pl.)

X 17(1’4)7“27“1)/“2 myu‘u(pz)
x €“2"3“4[ "gusuz(kx - 2k2)u4 —gu2u4(k1 + kz)u3 +gu4u3(2k1 - kz)uZ]
%1 1 1 1
B2+ 1 (o =Rl + 17 B+ 1P (R4 1®
There are basically two kinds of terms in the three-vector vertex: the ones with %, and ones with ;. We

can show that the former ones give O(s In3s) to ; T'*’, while the latter after renormalization give O(s In%s).
We then define

iT =T +iT{", (4.21)
where zT“" are obtained by retaining only the &, ,-dependent terms, respectively, of the three-vector
vertex, i.e.,

] 5 d*k, d*k,
iT{= —<%) g (217)4 @n? "(ps)‘raxTasT%

(4.20)

x{=y“s[m =y + (b, =k )V*2[m =7 + (b, =)y by =v*1[m =« (p, =k)y *ki[m =¥+ (p, —k,)]y*2
+ 2yMky? [m -y (p, - kz)]'))[m -y (p, =k)In }u(px)
X €400 (DT, “1y“zm7“xu(pz)

1 1 1 1 1 1
X
m® + (PL ‘k2)2 m?+ (Pl —kl)z k12+ u? (k1 —k2)2+ u® k22+ T (k+kz)2+ [Tl

(4.22)
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110~ (3) ¢ [ G tp e

1 1 1 .
X | 291 79y . o . )
[Y oy (b =k mrr (k) Y iy R ok e Py L
1 1
—yH1pk2 2 ]
Y 2 m+'y~(p1_k2)‘y m+7"(1>,—k1)‘y" M(A)
Xu(p4)TazTa17“2mq_:k_25yu1 u(p2)€a2‘13“4 k12+ #2 (k1 _kz)f+ #2 k22+ #2 (k+k2)2+ “2 .

(4.23)

We introduce the following expression:

S rd'k, d'% 1 . _ 1
T~ (8) 8 f G Gt T, e, e Gy Y O TN TV i Vo WP e,

1 1 1 1

X .
B+ u® (B, —kp)2+ 12 B2+ p2(R+hy)?+ U2 ° (4.24)

It will turn out that this is a useful quantity to consider in order to cancel out the O(s In®s) behavior in the
ladder. Thus, we calculate the difference between iT{* and ;T*’, Egs. (4.23) and (4.24). We reexpress
one of the fermion propagators in ;T as

_ u 1 - 1 _ -
u(Pg)'y lmyuzu(pl)_u(l’s)37“17}1’9‘)"(?1 A )[m+7 (P; ]m+7/ (p kl)}’“zgu([),)
. " 1 . 1 .
-u(PS)B_y lm'*"}“(px "kz)y kzm"'y'(f’l_kx), ’
L .___1__.__ . —_— Wk ‘
Y 1m+7"(p1 _kz)(m+'y p‘)m+7'(1>, &) fjulp).  (4.25)

Then
. = d*k, d'k, _
ng“‘lTM):‘(%) 27TT (2")3 u(Ps)'ral a3Ta,€az050,

Y m =y (p, —k)m+y +p)m —v +(p, —k)]r*2

=21 m —y + (p, =)y “kolm -y * (p, —k))]y*?

X

+2v*1[m —y (P, k)" m -y + (p,=k)]y *ky

—Y“‘kgz [m =Y '(Pl —kz)]‘)’)‘[m -7 (pl _kl)]y).
1
TR
1 1 1 1 1 1
k24 1P (o, — ko) + 12 Ryt 4 12 (R4 kol + 1* mP+ (b, —kof m®+ (p,—k,)

xu(p,) E(P4)Tﬂ2 0, %u,

. (4.26)

The noticeable features of the terms in the curly brackets are (a) the first term has a projection operator
(m+7v*p,), which can be shown to suppress its high-energy behavior, (b) the last three factors of the third
term are in the reversed order of those of the second term. This combination also creates high-energy
suppression. And, finally, (c) the fourth term involves a contraction, which is not a good way to realize
large high-energy behavior. In fact, by paralleling the analysis to be pursued in Sec. V, we can show that
iT{Y —iT“~O(s Ins). This will be further discussed in Appendix B. Then

iT(4) - 1:T§4)+ iT(4) +’l:(Té4) _iT(‘l))
=T 4T+ O(s Ins). (4.27)

We now manipulate the expression for graph (5), the amplitude of which is
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.r(5) _ g s 4k d'k, _ ._.._1._._...__ L 1
7= (3) & f Tt Tt T e Ry T ey TR T
Z(p)yher — L
XA@(p,)y 21’“2 mry (P, k) Yu lTalu(Pz)

X € 050, [_gugug(kl -k2)u, -gu2“4(2k2+k1)u3+gu4u3(2k1+k2)u2]

1 1 1 1 (4.28)
X+t I it ik + 12 (R4 gt (2 :

We introduce the following two expressions:

= 1
iT® = - ( ) j(2”)4 W“(Ps)‘)’ m'y 2Ty, Ta, a4u(l)1)€a2a344u(P4)’)’u2m‘)’ulT¢21’alu(P2)

o 1 1 1 1
B2+ uZ (k) =k, + u” B2+ 2 (R+k,)* + 12
5 4kl 4k _ 1
<g) g 2_1r5_ (2,”)3 u(p:;)')’ulm_'_,y.(p1 R <k )')’ 27, 37a,7a u(p1)€a2a3 a,

XA(p,)y ——————1—7 u(p,) 1 1 1 1
Paimry (s k) 1 o2 P R G R P+ I B+ 1 R kot 2

(k{ =k, —k,), (4.29)

and

. 4k d4k
ZT;S)= ( ) gf( 4 _Fz” u(Pg)'Y + o (ps —k )7 Taa a a4u(pl)€¢243a4
1 1 1 1

1
X 7 —_— T
u(p4)7“2m+')’ *(ps—k,) Y Tep a‘u(PZ) R+ 1 (By+Bo)* + U® B2+ 2 (B+ky)*+ p®° (4.30)
iT) are used to juxtapose according to
iT(5)= (iT(S) —iT;S) —iT;S))-Q- iT(GS)+1:T;5) , (4.31)

where, if we multiply and divide the first bilinear form of iT'> and iT{>’, respectively, by m +y* (p; - ,)
and m+y*(p, -k, - k), we obtain

iT® - TS = iTP

dk, d* k _
( )gf( . (5) 3 aaaaa‘u(lh)'}’uz[m—V'(Pa;"kz)]')’ul'raz alu(i’z

(217)‘1
% 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
m2+(p3‘k1) m +(P1—k "k m +(P4"k2 k12+#2 (k1+kz)2+“2 kzz"'uz (k+k2)z+ﬂ2’
(4.32)

with

N2 =a( pH2y 2lm = v (ps= k) Iy ilm =y (py = by = k) Yy by = 2y By[m = y* (py = k) y*1lm = v (py = By = By) Iy*2
=[m+y (ps=k)m =y (ps= k) Iy*slm = v+ (py =y = k) Iy*2
=v'2[m =y (ps= k)1 [m = v (p, - by = k) lm + v+ (p, - )]
+ky 2y [m = v+ (b= k)i [m = v (py = by = k) vy = v*2[m = v+ (py = k) y*slm = v+ (py = by = R Iy By
=y klm =y (ps= k) Iy*s[m = v (p, = by = B Iy 2 + 2k 2y m — v+ (py = k) y“s[m = v+ (D, = By = By s}

X Tas"'al"a,,“(i’x) . (4.33)

We will show in Appendix C that

z‘T"’”—iT;“‘—iT;s’EO(s Ins) . (4.34)
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Now we see the purpose of interlacing i7" ®) with the overbarred quantities. For example,

5 4 4
@y, TG = (8 d’ky, d°ky _ 1
oire=-(§) [ Gk e Sy (k) T T T w20
(b)Y T oupy) 1 1 1 1
€ apaqa, W D4)Y “2m+')“(p4—_k )7’“1 apTa D1 B2t 12 (b — kgl + 12 k2 + 12 (4 Ry +

(4.35)
which cancels out the term with 1/(k,2+ p?) in the square brackets of i7"*®(k,) [Eq. (4.15)], upon using the
commutation relation

[Tag, Tay 1=2ie

and relabelling some isospin indices.
Similarly, for graphs (7) and (8) we introduce

(4.36)

a3 95 “5

(8 d*k, d*k, _ u 1 o
iT, < ) @0 @r )4“(?3)7 IWZ"")/'(Pl— By — k) 27‘4137'4121':1 u(py)
X € a(ps)y ——1—_ o u(py) 21 P ! . 2 21 2 12 z
o a3ay “2m+y'(p4—k2) %Y B2+ u® (R+ky +R)2+ 2 B2+ P (B+Ek,)P+

)gfd4k1 4k217 (p )7“1———1—7“27 7.7, u(p,)e€ u(py)y ——l—v 7.7, u(ps)
(2 )4 (2 4 3 m+'y'(p1—k{) ag’ ay ay 1 a aa, 4 uz’m'*"}"(l)‘,—kz) uy ay’ a; 2

1 1 1 1
NI AT R AT T AR

(b, +ky=E)) , (4.37)

;(T) = g ° ddkl a k2 57 [T — 1 P
iTy “—<2> gf @n (2 )4“(1’3)7’ 2m+7'(p1—k1)y xTaaTazTa‘lu(pl)

1 1 1 1

_ 1
X €ala3a4u(1)4)’)’u2m+y, (p4_ kz)‘)/ul 7"127"11 u(Pz) k12+ IJ-2 (k+k1+k2)+ “2 k22+ “2 (k+k2)2+ uz ’

(4.38)
and
5 4 4
IR 4 fdk d’ky d°ke 1 .
iT <2> g) G )4u(p3) m+7'(p1—k1)7 2T, To,Ta 4( D))
€ ooy, DY o ot Vi T Ty 1 P2) T : : .
X €ayaga, P4 Y“2m+7'(p4‘k2) f% & (k+k1)2+ e (kl‘kz)z’*'ﬂ-z k22+ i (k+k2)2+
(4.39)
We can show that
iT = iT — T = 0(s Ins) (4.40)
and
iT® —iT® = 0(sns) (4.41)
where iT{® is that part of i7‘® in which the three-vector vertex has only %, dependence. Besides,
4
I8 & =& d kl d’ky __1._._.._... u
iT +iT < ) 2n)4u(p3)y TV . L 2Ta3[Ta4,7'u2]u(P1)
T DY o, e ()
a1a3a4u p‘l Y“2m+y-(p4_k2)y“1T“27a1 u Pz
1 1 1 1 (4.42)

X
(B+ky )2+ U2 (Ry = ko) + 12 ky” + 1P (k)% + u®

which cancels out the other part of iT%3'(¢,) (Eq. (4.15) with 1/[(k +&,)*+ u®] in the square brackets).

It is clear by now that we can introduce iT‘® and {7’ in the same manner. Together with {7’ and
iT{", they will cancel out i7®® (k). iT“>, iT®), iT®", iT{), iT®), and iT®") similarly defined will
cancel out i7" (k,) and iT*3(k,).
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All in all, we find that

iT(1)+iT(2)+iT(3)+iT(4)+ cen +iT(9)+iT(4’)+ eee +iT(9')

T2, ) +i TP (U2, ) +i T +iTE +iTE +iTO +iTE +iTE O +iTE +iT® '+ O(s Ins) . (4.43)

We may remind our reader that the subscript 1 in 7{¥"**®"

k-) dependent part of the three-vector vertex.

means that we retain only the k,- (and possibly

V. SIXTH-ORDER CALCULATION; EXTRACTION OF LEADING HIGH-ENERGY BEHAVIOR

A. Scalar x production

The graphs we first consider are shown in Fig. 6. We have

4 4 14
1003 (§) @ [ Gk e ot olom =+ (= BT 0G0, o =7+ (= Byl

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
X .
m?+(py=kyf B2 +p% (R+ky)+p® (B =k, P +m 2 k2 + % (R +E, ) + % m® + (D, = k)

(5.1)

We may approximate, at high energy, and
u(p)y 2lm=y -« (b, = k) y* u(p,) = 2p* 1p*2/m A, = (0 + ag)(as +ag) .
and (5.2) Simple integrations yield
wBayy [m =y (0= Re)ly, u(p;) =20}, p), /m. ,m»% lfs

.

We introduce « parameters for this amplitude
in the same way as we would for graph (1) (see X fdasda‘idas dagh(l = 03 = 0y = a5 = o)
Appendix A). We have

L\ane g SCERLNICET- Y (5.5)
iTWO ( > (E gzp'z_l(xo) At o)
1672/ \2 m?
We then scale the variables according to
XE(pa)‘ra.zTalu(Pl)ﬁ(p‘;)TalTazu(Pz) ) (5'3) (s 2 =p,a§, Ay = p,a", N
and

where
- ’ -— ’
Q5 =P 05, Qg =Pr0,

10 2ffId 5(1 27) ) e (5.4)

= a - o) 3 .
i=1 ! i=1 y D(m)3

with

Doy = @, @30S + 4y

duo = kz[asaq(as + tg) +asag(ag + 014)]
(10) D)

+u? (a3 +O, a5+ A, , FIG. 6. Ladder graphs with physical scalar production.



13 HIGH-ENERGY BEHAVIOR OF NON-ABELIAN GAUGE THEORIES 1093

1
1=z “Ss jdpldpzé(l—pl—pz)fda:’,dagé(l—ag—af,)

1
X daldalal_al_al -
f 401 = 05 = 08) [ty ot + 0, 000) + 17(s + )T
1 In®s
;~2— S Klz, (56)
with
1
K,Efdaldazﬁ(l—al—az)m. (5.7)
Consequently,
i1 > L) 4g2p2 2\ Lin?sk U )T, T uP)u(P )T o T u(D,) (5.8)
- 161[2 2 mz 2 1 3/%ay" a) 1 4’7 a)" ay 2/ d
The contribution of graph (11) is obtained by s~ —s and a proper change of T-matrix ordering,
iT LAY 22 (=5 210 (=8)K 2u(pa)T o T (P it (b,)T o T4 u(D,) (5.9)
- 16172 2 g m 2 3 a2 a; 1 4/l ag’ ay 2/ .

B. Evaluation of iT1:3) (u,2¢) and iT*>-® (1)

The extraction of the leading behavior of iT**®(u2, {) is almost identical to that in the previous subsection,
with proper changes of coefficients and isospin structure. We find

1\2 4 s —
T2, 1) =i (16 > 3<§> gz(“2+§k2)(;2> 210 SK PU(P3)T 05T o P U (B4)T 0,70, (D7) €4 00 €agayag » (5.10)

and

, /1 \? 4 -S _ _
T2, )= (161;2) 3 (g) 2 (u? +212) <W> 1 1n?(~s) KU (D)7 o7 o (D) (BT 0,7 0t (P2) €0 1050 € 050,04 -

(5.11)

C. Renormalization due to fermion -fermion-vector coupling

The graphs which fall into this category are the ones shown in Figs. 7 and 8. Those in Figs. 8 are left-
right reflections of the ones in Fig. 7. These graphs, except for trivial isospin factors, were considered
before in massive quantum electrodynamics.

Take graph (12) to start. Strictly speaking, it has nothing to do with renormalization. We include it here
only for cataloging convenience. We write

1 d — 1 1 1
(12) _ g (12 p
iT ( > 27" (lTleft) 1 ZM(P4)7ulTalm T - (0 +k2_)yuzT“zu(p2)k22 T (k+k2)2+p.2 ’ (5.12)
where
erigrn=(5) [ S atpge, 1
left (2 ) a3m+)"(p3_k1)
xyhr G yher - YuTod0) 5
“im +y (P, =k, —ky) em+y-(p,—k,) "F3 ¥3 B2+
o 4 Y
(*i) 3! fdx dx,dx,dx,0 ( i: xi> %—k*iv—é—:— , (5.13)
2 i1 @mn)*d (12)
with

Aoy = x,[m? + (b, - kl)z] +2%,[m? + (g - kx)z] +x3[m2 +(py =k, - kz)z] +x,(k)? + u?)
:Elz +b(12)2 ’

briz” = () + X + X3)*m® + %, (X, +%3)R% +%5(22, + X )RRy = 2X5 XD "Ry + X3(1 = x3)R;% + x4u?
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(13")

(14) (15) (141) (15‘)
(i2) (3) (12 (13')
(1) (i5) (14") (i5')

FIG. 7. Vector-fermion-fermion radiative graphs. FIG. 8. Left-right mirrors of graphs in Fig. 7.

and
E =k, = [(x, +x)D, + X%pDg = Xghy ] .

After rationalizing the fermion propagators, the leading behavior for N(“;z’)'z is obtained by retaining only
the y + , term for those two lines adjacent to the external fermions, i.e.,

p1pH
2ptipha 77@3)74

m

bz o 5.2
N2 = T, T o, Tagt (PR %,

where an average has been performed. Then after the El integration

0 (12) i [g\*2phipha f 1 _
(ZThﬁ )Ull-lz = 1.6-1f2 <2> _—m 2 dxldxzdx:,dx,,é 1 —?;:l X X4 b(lz)z u(ps)TaaTalTazTaau(pl) . (5- 14)

Inserting this into Eq. (5.12), we obtain
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6 B1pH
iT“z’E(é—T> (161;) 2pp 2u(173)'r Ta,TaTa ()

m

& dk, —
X2 fdxldxzdxsdxqﬁ (1 - x,> % (2_17)1“ UPgyy Talm =y (b, +k2)]7u27(,2u(1>2)
i=1

4
><3!fdalda2dagda,,5 (1-2; a,) (5.15)
i=1

D(nz)‘1
when

D1y = 01y + a[m® +(p, + k)P + [ (B +k,)% + w2+ a,(ky? + u?)

2 Ry? = 00X X, S + Qg0 R +uE (B 2 By + agk),

in which we have made use of the observation that the important region of integration is o,~ a,~x,~0 to
simplify.
A straightforward integration leads to

6 2, _
i = 4(8) &%Q(;Qéwquﬁmwyh@%mmmMnﬂﬂmx (5.16)

We turn our attention to graph (13). This requires a mass renormalization. It is clear that the point of
subtraction has no effect on the most leading term. We choose to subtract at the physical mass of the
fermion. Then

T(ls) g d‘!k u(p) 1—[_2 (p _k)].___l__.yuz'r u(p)
@mt Y T — k) T vy (= ky) R
X u(p,) 1 To u(p,) 1 1 (5.17)
(s Ta17u1m+,y.(p2 +k,) Yug'es P R+ u? (k +ky)* +u?’ |
in which
ky) = (b =k)? (B 2
Zren (pl_ 2)_[M+7 (pl_ 2)] 2 STTZ(Tu)
2m?x,(1 + x,)z2
1 L om(l+xy) + [y (p, = ky)-m](1 - x)[l _L—x ( 2 ]
xf dxldxzé(l—xl—xz)xlxzf dz ” +u?x
o o mex,? +[(p, - k,) +m2],\¢1x.‘,z+uxl
(5.18)
is the renormalized mass operator. We introduce a parameters and write
T = ( > PP / dzfdxldxzé(l—xl-xz)x,xz
Ly N T (D) T =y (B, k)] Y, 7o)
(2")4 (13) b, Yu, Ta, Y 2 +R2) 1 Y, Ta, Py
%31 [ doydadaydad (1- > a> . (5.19)
; Dy’

where
Dy =, {mx,2 +[(p, = ky)? +1%) x,x,2 + 2, }
+ a[(k +Ry)? + 12| + ag(ky? + 12) + ay[(b, +k,)? + )
R - a,0,%,%,25 + a,ak® +u?, B, Tk, + ayk

and

N“lﬂz - zpmpllz
(13) m

1'7 (Pa) Tal Ta3 Ta3 Taz u(Pl) .

After carrying out the %, integration, we arrive at
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1 [g\és?
709 sty s () S I1a, ooy MDD T, (2
1
X jdz Idx,dxzé(l - %) = X,)%,%%, Idazdagé(l—az—as) J‘da,da‘,(_a axxzs s Pa il
1471772 2¥3
(1 V(g 2
21(16n2> <§> - 3 In*(-s)K u(ps)-r Ta.Ta,Ta u(p,)u(p4)741 a4 u(p,) . (5.20)

Graphs (14) and (15) can be treated similarly. (We subtract the vertex correction at zero momentum
transfer when the fermions are on shell.) Let us not overload the reader with details. Suffice it to write
down the results

AT @D 4 TV 4 T A 4 7O g7 020 L 3N ) 47 (057

zi(g)ﬁ(l,;,) I (= S)K (P, s Ta Tayy To Ju(pVE(R)T, To u(B) . (5.212)

and

T 4T 4 T T =y T @) 4 T30 470 7 (5N

6 2
Ez‘@ (1;7,2) S E ISR, s Ta [T,y Ta, JuB)E DT, o () (5.21b)

3

D. Evaluation of iT(“) iT(gl)

Let us return to Eq. (4.43). We already picked out the dominant terms of :7®*3(u?) and i7?¥(1?), as they
are given by Egs. (5.10) and (5.11). We need now to work on iT ¥, etc.

We draw attention to Eq. (4.22). There are two ways in which 7 can give O(s In%s) terms. One way is
due to vertex renormalization; this can be seen, because if we retain the k,° term in the curly brackets, we
will have a divergent integral. The second way is when we shift 2, to carry out its integration; the shifted
part turns out to give a non-negligible contribution.

We write

5 4
iT®W=- (g>g Ak, Ak, ——21 de dx,dx,5(1 = x, — x, — x3)(N“1§“2/d(4) )eaa

(2m)* (2m)*
Xa(p4)TazT“17“2my“lu(pz) m?+ (Pll - ky)? k221+ u? (k+ kzl)z +p?’
(5.22)
where
diy= x,[m* = k)2 + x,[(Ry = By)? + k2] + x5(R, % + 1?)
=R+ b(4)
Ry =Ry + X, P, + X,k
iy = =22, 2,y Ry + %,°m® + 2x5(1 = x,)R,% + (20, + X )%,
and
N =u(p)7y 7o To {=v*alm =y (b, = k) ye[m =y - (b, = k))]v - &,
=yHm —y e (b= k) ]y ky[m =y (p, = k)]
+2ytkiz[m —y - (py = k) Iy Mm =y - (b, = k) Iy Ju(p)) .
It is natural to split
Nyiz= Nidie(k, = k) + Nk = x,p, + %,k5) (5.23)

where N ?‘;)“Z(kl = kl) is obtained by equating &, to El and N ?41)“2(/"21 = x,p, + X,k,) is obtained by equating %, to
x, b, + x,k,. Note that because of the %, integration, there is no cross term between %, and x,p, + x,%,
It is easy to show
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=\ _2phipHe — _
Nipa(ky =) =23k qu ), 7, 7, 0(p) (5.24)

which indicates that a subtraction is necessary to render a finite result. We choose, consistently as be-
fore, to subtract at the point when %,=0 and when the fermions are on shell; i.e., instead of Eq. (5.22),
what we should be calculating is the subtracted quantity,

, S [ dih d'%
T == (g) gf (21,)‘4 (2n)i 2! f dox, d,dxy6(1 =, = X, = %3)

X {NEsH2(ky = by - By)/di?
= WPy 7y To o [m =7 (b1 = k) )(= 6x,°m® + 3% %)y 2u(p,) / dy*}
— 1
X €qa00, 8 (P4) Tay Tay Vi e Ty Y, u(P2)

1 1 1
sz +(py = By)? B2+ 12 (B+Ry)? + 12

(5.25)
with

t_i; =k?2 +l_)(4)2
and

5@)2 =02 ay=0 = %,2M% + (x5 + x5 )1

For identification purposes, we will call the part due to N“l“z(k =%,) and the subtraction the renormali-
zation part, i.e.,

(T en=- (g>5g (2:;4 g:).; 2! f dx,dx A% 0(1 =%, ~x, =)

X{Nsa(e, = k) /d®
= u(ps " 1Tq, Tu Ta [m‘ v(by = ky))(=6x,*m? + 3E12) Y“zu(pl.)/;(.;)s}eazasaq
— 1 1 1 1
X Teg Teatiy e (5= ) P T G SR B 4 B P A P
(5.26)

The steps taken to extract the dominant term of Eq. (5.26) are slight variations of those for i7%, we
quote only the result,

(T = (o) 3(8) .20 4108001, 7, 7o DD oy To 100 s, (5.2)

We tackle N;‘(‘l)“z(k1 =X, P, +X,k,) due to the shift in k,, which appears in

GT(®)yshitt - (£ ’ -—i—quk fdx dx,dx 6(1 =x, = x, = %) [N*1P2(k, = x,p, + X,,)/b 42}
1 =~\s g167r2 (2m)* 1@Xp 0% 1= X2 = XN ) 1 = X1y +X2R2)/0(4)

— 1 1 1 1
X 6,2,3,,4:4(1)4)7,,2%1)/“2 m+y(py—k;) yulu(pz) m2+ (D, =R, B2+ 12 (B4R + 12"

(5.28)
of which the k, integration has been performed.

Combining denominators through the introduction of @ parameters, we have
. i 5 g
(1T§4))Sh "= <§> glﬁn’z fdx1dx2dx36(1 =X =Xy = X3)
5
X4!fd°‘1d°§d°‘3da4d055<1 -Zq,)
i=1

4k 1
X (2”)24 NU (k1 =x1p]_ +xzk2)‘€¢203a4 (pq)‘r Ta Yy [m_ Y (Dg -k )]Yplu(pz)a:;r:,

(5.29)
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where

Dygy =, [m? + (b, = k2] + [ (R + By + 2] + ag[m? + (b — R, ) ]+ @ (B2 + %) + a5 ()®

=[a, +a, +a, +a, +ax,(1 —xz)];z2 +a, +a, +og+a,+ax,(1 —%,)] UB,?,

B2 =(s-2m? - BB)(a, +%,%,05)a,

+m?(a, +2,%,0, )% + @2 +ax 2o, +a, + o, o+ X, (1 - %,)]

R, + o+ ag(x,+ X)) (@, + @y + g+ o, + agx, (1 —x,) ]+ B ay(a, + agX, )

and
B+ byl + %%, ;) + 05 —ka,
2la ra, tag+a,+agx,(1-x,)

The high-energy behavior is controlled by the
conditions a,; =0 and/or a, +x,x,a, =0. After a de-
tailed analysis similar to that in Appendix B, we
come to the conclusion that

N:‘:)uz(kl =X Dy +X,k,)
~ - 8pt1phap, - px,a, a(p,)

Ay +Q,+0, +0, +0X,(1 - x,)

Tal TGS Ta4u (pl) .
(5.30)

This in fact is due to the x,k, part of the shift,
whence, after k, integration,

- m(4)yshift ~ _ g*’ i )2 i
GTE™ = (2) g(mz o

Xu(p3)Ta, Ta, Taglt (b)) €ayaqa,

XE(Pn:)TazTal“(pz)I(n , (5.31)
with
Iy =f dx, d,dig(1 = X, = X, = Xy)
X0y
xfdaldxxzdasda4da55 Z) a) B
(5.32)
A simple change of variables
a, =alx,X,, al+0e.=p (5.33)
1 17172 1 5
and elementary integrations give
111
1(4)=§§;2- 1n28K1 (534)
which leads to
(ZT'(GI))shIf! ~ 2(&) (161‘112) -z lﬂ s K
Xﬁ(p:;)T T Ta u(p1)€a2a344
XUA(Py) Tay Ta,u(Py) - (5.35)

. > 1 \2-
(1’1‘(19))1'511E = 3(§> (16"2> mz 2 lﬂ ( S)K u(P ) u3 a4 azu(pl)salaaqu(p«;)‘ral azu(Pz)a

The total contribution to i7{* is, of course, the
sum of Egs. (5.27) and (5.35), i.e.,
iT®) = ((T) ,, + (T (5.36)

en

The contributions of graphs (6), (8), and (9) can
be obtained from Eq. (5.36) by simple changes, as
remarked in the introduction to Sec. II B. What is
necessary to complete the analysis of the radiative
graphs of Fig. 4 is graph (5) [and graph (7), which
is obtainable from graph (5) by s «—u and rearrang-
ing isospin matrices].

We concluded in Egs. (4. 34) and (4. 43) that if
we are only interested in O(sln’s), then we do not
need to be concerned with graphs (5) and (7) at all.
However, as it turns out, the leading terms of the
isospin nonflip amplitude are purely imaginary and
of order slns. For graphs (4), (6), (8) and (9),
owing to their being planar, we automatically
obtain this order of accuracy as a bonus (we em-
phasize, for the imaginary part of the isospin
nonflip and the real part of the flip amplitudes
only). We are therefore induced to obtain also the
sIns terms for graphs (5) and (7).

Needless to say, it is less laborious if we can
devise a trick to accomplish this feat. The perti-
nent observation is this: We can correctly obtain
the dominant terms for graphs (4)-(9) by splitting
them into halves. The s -, { finite limit can be
reached by first evaluating the left halves with
k,? held finite but p, « k, tending large. After that
the halves are joined and evaluated in the desired
s -, ¢t finite limit,

Now, if there were no isospin we could repeat
the gauge-invariance argument as used in massive
QED to show that the most leading terms of the
left halves cancel out when we add up, e. g.,
graphs (4), (5), and (9). Since the dominant terms
of the left halves lead to the dominant terms of the
whole amplitudes, we conclude that if we replace
all the 7 matrices by 1, the leading high-energy
terms of graphs (4), (5), and (9), should add up
to zero. Thus, we have

(5.37)
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(G709 yshift = 2(§>5g<161”2> r—nz In?(= S)K, 4 (P3) T4, o, To ) (P1)€ 4y 000, #(P 1) To o (D) (5.38)

and thereupon,

(iT(15))ren = (iT(S) -iT,;S) -iﬁS))un

~3<g)5 (1;112)2[;22‘“2 s+ o Bl S)]K"(i’a) To TayTa g (P1)€ ayaya, B (Do) Ty 7o (D) (5.39)

and

(iT(ls))shift = (iT(S) —in‘) _iT'gS))shift

= '2<§)5g (I—GIF)Z{:F s+ o5 5 ln(- S)JK U(D3) TagTayTa 8 (P1)€ 0,00, B (P )Ty Tt (D2) -

(5.40)
Altogether, then

. . . . o . . S . ’ . ’ . ’ . ’ . ’
GTE® +iTE +iTE +iTV +iTE +iT ) ren= (T + iTE 4T +i T +iT 8 40TV ) ey

8 1
%’3(%) g(ﬁ?) K u(p3){ "3’7“1] 0s€ap 030,
T, [a21 a4]€al a3a4}u(P )

X u(p4)[r;zs %lnz(—s)'r T, +m22 In’s 7, ,1] u(p,) (5.41)

and

. . . . o . i . ’ . . ’ . ’ . ’ . ’ s
GTE +iTS +iT® +iT M +iT® + ITENM N = ((TE 4T+ iTE +i T 44T + (TP

g_2<§)5 (16"2> K (p){[7, Ta117a4€aza3a4

+ Tas[Taz 1Ta4 ]66103114} u(pl)

xa(p,) | S 1n(= )77, :lzélnzs‘raz‘rdl] u(p,). (5.42)

Note that Eqs. (5.38) and (5.39) are consistent with Eq. (4.34).
E. Three-vector exchange

Our arduous analysis will come to an end upon examining effects due to three-vector-meson exchange
in the £ channel. The graphs are shown in Fig. 9. It is easy to see that graphs (16’), (17’), and (18’) can
be obtained from (16), (17), and (18), respectively, by twisting the left fermion line. This corresponds to
proper s~ u plus some rearrangment of 7 matrices. Besides, graph (17) is the time reversed diagram
of graph (18). Thus, we actually need to consider only two graphs.

These amplitudes were in fact analyzed in massive QED.!! We shall therefore delete the details. The

following results are obtained:

iTUS =24 (g>6 (1(:112 ) ’ — ln( S OE(p,)7, Tay Tay lgu(P1)u(P4) 0y Taz aau(Pz) (5.43)

2
iT“""QZi(g) ° (1—6172‘) —lnsl‘“’u(l’g) ag "2 alu(pl)“(pq) ay uz a3u(p ) (5'44)
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L (g\e/ 1 \% s
10226 (£)" (13 ) S 1D ), 7 7T BT, TogTo (09 (5.45)
2 (18) (g\® 1 )2 17)
im0 -2i(£)"( ) 10t 0 7 T (00,7, 7 u (5. (5.46)
17%) gV (1 V 17)%
lT( o 21 (E) —— n( S)I( u(ﬁa) “2 "3 alu(Pl)u(p4) ay a2 a3u(p2) » (5-47)
and
irsN o £ 1\ an*z
iTU8) 24 (E 1672 —ln(— SUOTTU(D3) Ty To, Ta, (D)) 8(D,) Ty Toy Tay (D), (5.48)
where
ase) _ 51 = v — v — (o + @) (0, + @) 1
I fdaldazdala (1-a-a-a)n a,? 00,0, P+ (e + ) + 0y g | 12 (5.49)
and
1
17) - (4] - o -
I fda,dazdaa =0 -a-a) [ oz,,(ozl +ap) ] @, 0,0, +[oy(a, + @) + 0y, | 12 (5.50)

]
ZW"’“M
e~

(16)

X

I

(17)

X

bl

X

(16")

(17")

(18)

FIG. 9. Three-vector-meson exchange graphs.

(18')

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

If we combine Eqgs. (5.21a), (5.21b), and (5.41),
we obtain the first result (1.1). Equations (5.8)
and (5.9) are combined to give the result (1.2),
while the result (1.3) is the sum of Egs. (5.10),
(5.11), and (5.42). Equations (5.43)—(5.48) lead to
(1.4).

The amplitudes in the sixth order are obtained
by combining (1.1)-(1.4):

Tm =[ —12=15(;2 - $0)K, Ini InsAK,
+127i Ins AK, , 6.1)

Tt(.sun =[-4-4(p2-1t)K,](In?s —i7Ins)AK,
6.2)

These are the final results of our sixth-order cal-
culation.

In the process of preparing this manuscript, we
learned of an independent calculation by McCoy and
Wu,!2 which was performed by using an approxima-
tion scheme somewhat different from ours. In this
paper, we have adopted the more traditional ap-
proach of extracting the high-energy behavior in
the Feynman « space. In the approach of McCoy
and Wu, which may be called the “infinite-momen-
tum approximation”, the internal-momentum vari-
ables are first discarded in comparison with the
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infinite momenta of the fermions, and then integra-
tions are carried out by imposing a transverse-
momentum cutoff. In contrast, we have considered
the contributions of these internal-momentum vari-
ables, and kept the leading terms. Roughly speak-
ing, the calculation of McCoy and Wu corresponds
to taking the infinite-momentum limit before per-
forming internal-momentum integrations and re-
normalization whereas our calculation corresponds
to performing the integrations and renormaliza-
tions first and then taking the high-energy limit.

The result of McCoy and Wu is somewhat dif-
ferent from ours. Theirs corresponds to drop-
ping the terms linear in K, in (6.1) and (6.2). Al-
though we realize that the two different calcula-
tional schemes do not necessarily lead to identical
results, since they correspond to two different
limits, we are nonetheless somewhat puzzled by
the apparent difference in the two results. It is
known that the two different calculational schemes
indeed lead to identical results in the case of QED.
Since we had the benefit of knowing the result of
McCoy and Wu during the final drafting of the pre-
sent manuscript, we have made efforts to check
our calculation. Difference, however, still per-
sists.

The infinite-momentum technique has its advan-
tage in its simplicity (relative to the conventional
technique using the o parameters), and is there-
fore better suited for carrying out higher-order
calculations. However, it is less understood and
is perhaps subjected to question concerning its
rigor. If the conventional method yields identical
results as the infinite-momentum method in low-
order calculations, then justification is provided
for the infinite-momentum method, which can then
be used, with more confidence, in higher-order
calculations. Unfortunately, our calculation (using
the conventional method) does not agree with that

of McCoy and Wu. It is of importance that another
independent calculation using the conventional
method should be carried out to settle this ques-
tion.

Another reason for our detailed discussion above
has to do with Reggeization. If the results obtained
by McCoy and Wu are accepted, then the isospin-
flip amplitude Reggeizes and the vector mesons
lie on the corresponding trajectory. This was
demonstrated by Grisaru, Schnitzer, and Tsao'?
at the one-loop level in our language. In fact, a
recent report by Lipatov!* for the vector-meson—
vector-meson scattering also gives such a behav-
ior. This last calculation is done dispersively,
and corresponds to the sixth order conventionally.
Unfortunately, we are not sufficiently fluent in this
approach to be able to make a meaningful comment
on the exact correspondence between the disper-
sive calculation and ours.
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APPENDIX A

We want to show that iT{!*®) do not contribute to O(s In*s). To be specific, we discuss Eq. (4.11).
We introduce a parameters to diagonalize and complete squares for the internal momenta. Then Eq.

(4.11) takes on the form

g 4 7
z'T},”=i<—2—> gzelf” da,c<1-2 a,)
1=

ji=1
where

dF, 4B, Ny,
(2,")4 (2,")4 D(1)7 ay agasasaqaz’

(A1)

D, = al[ m?+ (p, - kl)z] + az[m2+ (P4 - kz)z] + aa[ (k+k1)2+ w2+ a4(k12+ u?)
+agl (+ )%+ u2]+ aglky® + 12) +a, (B, — ky)2+ 1?]

1

=0 B2+ B2 —— {00, +[ (@) + ag+ a g+ ar)a+ (@, +ag+ ag+ ay)a,’ - 2a,a,0,] m?

M2,

+lazay(a, +as+ag)+ asagla; +az+a,) + azlas+ag)la, +ag) - a,a,] %

+(ag+a,+ag+ag+a)\ e . (A2)
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B’s are related to 2’s by

b, =cosOF, + sinf &, + kMt |

1
pohitt = ﬁz{(a2+a5+ Qg+ a)a, b+, p, — [ag(a,+ a, + ag+a)+ aga,] k),
1

k,=— sinf k, + cosOk, + kM1t (A3)

and
1
gttt = ﬁz{(al + Oyt + Q) 0y + @y @Dy —[ag(a) + e+ ay+ )+ agan) k) (a4)
1

0 here is the angle of rotation to diagonalize the internal integrations. All we need to know about it are the
properties

1
(..1_ cos20+ — sin26>= EAMZ
A 2,

1 M, ’

1 S a,+a,+a,+a 5

— cos 9+—sm29>=_l,_3_$__7_, (A5)
("z A M

1 1 ) a

— - — )sinfcosf=~ —L,
(% - o
M= (a +ag+ay)(a,+as+ag)+az(a,+a, +a,+a,+a,+ag) . (A6)

N, in Eq. (A1) is the numerator in the curly brackets of Eq. (4.11).

The denominator of Eq. (A2) tells us that the dominant high-energy behavior of IT{!’ is controlled by
a, ~a,~a,~0, perhaps not simultaneously. In any event, it is necessary for us to pick up s* from the
numerator N, in order to attain a behavior sIn®s for the amplitude, since we will inevitably pick up a
1/s factor from the denominator after all the integrations. Let us then take a close look at the numerator.
Consider the first term of N,, with all isospin matrices suppressed

NGt trmz _ 4 g(p )y Sy (py - k)Yt Ry =¥ 2B v+ (D, = B1) Y3 ul( )
X 17(1—"4) [7 'kl Y* (P4 - kz) 'Vy,s - 7;;,3 Y (P4 - kz) v k]_ ]u(Pz) . (A7)

First of all, we cannot have all #’s replaced by linear combinations of Z’s as given in Eqs. (A3) and (A4),
because we simply do not have s? for the numerator this way.

Therefore, at most a pair of k’s is replaced by 2’s. However, they should not be adjacent to each other,
such as w(ps) (¥ 3y By v Ry —v By v =y ¥ u(p,) or u(py)(¥*3y By By —v +EyvoF, ¥**)u(p,). They vanish
either identically or after average.

Hence, at most one of the %’s in each of the bilinear forms of Eq. (A7) can be replaced by Z’s. Then
there are the following possibilities:

(R) N o ~ = (BDa(pa) v™0y = (by - RZMH )™t = o 4y (py = BEM)7™ ulpy)
XAy [Vu, 7 * (04— B ) Vi, =70 ¥ * (B = RS )y (py) (A8)

where (%2) denotes some correct combinations of &,2 or %,2 with 6. To obtain s? for Eq. (A8), we must
have k§Mft~p and k5!t ~p, of Eqs. (A3) and (A4). Pushing ¥ -p, and ¥ *p, through to act on the appropriate
spinors, we see that we can at most achieve sk?. This is negligible.

(ii) N38 term ~ (B2 w(py) [v"oy dy - Rghitt — y « kghitt 49 "3 ] yy(p,)
XA(pa) [V, 7+ Dy = RF ) vy =7, 7+ (g = B )y, Ju(py,). (A9)

In this case, since y“3 and y"** stand next to each other in the first factor, we have no way of obtaining s2.
Likewise,

Nl(ft) term ~(Ez)ﬁ(p3) [.yl‘a.), . (Px - ki‘““)‘yu‘l _ 7"4.}, . (P1 _ k:hlft).yua ]u(i’l)
XA Ly = B™ vy Yy = Vug¥u, ¥ kP u(p,) (A10)
can be neglected.
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(iii) Nig3 o~ — (B2)ia(pg) [ "%y 4y <Rghitt —y < Rghrty 4" Tu(p,)
XU(p v Yy Yug = YugVu, ¥ R Ju(py) - (A11)

This time, two sets of v, and 7, stand next to
each other to tame the high-energy behavior.

Therefore, all the 2’s in Eq. (A7) must be due
to shifts. In that case, 5™t in u(pg)* * * u(p,)
must be proportional p, or k, and kM1t in
#(py)u(p,) must be proportional p, or k, other -
wise they act on spinors and give a small numer-
ator. We notice in fact, that p, and p, so obtained
are accompanied by a, and a,, respectively, as
seen in Egs. (A3) and (A4). What amounts to is a
behavior ~a,a,(p, *p.)?k%, which is negligible.

An analysis of this kind can be carried out for
the second term of N,,,

Nggterm =~ 417(?3)7%7 *(py = Ry ku(p,)
X@(p)ly *ky* (ps=Ry)Vs,
= Yug¥ * (by = k3" )y < R]u(p,)
~(E)ED, Dy , (A12)
which is negligible. Nor can we replace one of
the £’s in the first factor and the %, in the second
factor by %’s. For then we would have, for ex-
ample,
N7 term ~_ (B2)u(pg)y"2y + (py - k3™ )y u(p))
X 17(1)4)( Y k7u47u3 - 7u37u47 * k)u(Pz) *
(A13)

which again can be dropped since Yug and 7, are
next to each other.

What is left is when all the &’s in Eq. (A11) are
replaced by shifts. In particular, k, in the first
factor is ~p,. Some simple algebra gives us

NEndterm ~q (b 2 D)K. (A14)

A direct analysis of the relevant integral shows
that if we let o, ~a,~0, we do not have a singular
configuration. Thus N2 ter® ~ (s 1ns), which we
drop.

Similarly, N3 tem jg pegligible.

Lastly, we look at the fourth term of N,,,

Nt term = 45(p )y <Ry * (p, - k)Y 2u(p,)

XU (Dg)Vu,Y * (D = ko) ~Ru(py) . (Al5)

If we replace &, and k, by 2’s, we cannot have s®
for it. If we substitute 2, and %, by their shifts,
we can at best obtain (£%)%s. Consequently,
NP tem can be discarded.

We conclude then iT{" does not contribute to
O(s In®s), nor does iT’.

APPENDIX B

We want to show that iT¢* — ;T does not contribute to order s In*s. We look at Eq. (4.26).

Combining denominators, we rewrite it as

J— 5
iTW —§TW = _ (%) g2l f dx,dx,dx,6(1 - x, — x, — x;)

1 1 1 1 1

d*k, [ d'k,
X f @m)? f 2m)* New Ay’ M2+ (py—ky)? P+ 12 (R+ky)*+ W2 mP+ (py— ko)

where with all isospin structure understood,

(B1)

2p0, Py —
Ny = ﬂ:f—‘ig' u(ps) [7’”17 (pr-k)Y prve(p, - kx)'y“z -2y"y < (p, - k)Y *ky v (p, - ky)y"?
+ 27“17 ° (P1 - kz)'y“z.y * (Pl - kl)'y .kz - .y“lk:Zy * (Px - 2)717 * (P1 - kl)'y by ]u(Pl) (BZ)

dy, and k,, etc. were introduced after Eq. (5.22).

Since &, appears only once for each factor in Eq. (B2), we can substitute x, p, + x,k, for it. This is be-
cause a shift of the integration variable, &, =k, + x,k,, is needed to bring the denominator (with Feynman
parameters) into diagonalized form [see Eq. (5.22)]. After using y*p, to act on u(p,) and ¥ *p, to act on
#(p,) and dropping m whenever it appears, we have

’ ’
Ny= ——L—lmp 2 A D) 2y Rgy < pry <Rpy"+ 4(L - )01 ()
+4(1 = x,) P, koY My o By + 22, ) 2,2 - 4x, Y Ry 2 Py 2Ry Ju(Dy) - (B3)
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We carry out the %, integration and combine denominators to prepare for k, integration. This lead to

(4) _ pt4) g\’ i >
sz —-iT E—<§> g —]-.6_’”_2. fdxldxzdxsé(l—xl—xz—xs)ﬂfn da'-é(l— E a,)
= j=1

where for easier access, we copy
N=Q, + 0+ Qg+ oy + 0 x,(1 —x,)
D= N2+ N 1B 2, (B5)
ky=ky+ X py(a, + %, 2,05) + p05 - ka,] ,  (B6)
By = (s —2m? = *)(a, + %, 0,0 )
+m[(@, +x,%,0,) + @ + ag %, %))
+ 1 ap+ oy ag (2 + x5) N
+ R, + agxpx,) . (B7)

Dismiss Ny, for the moment. After %, integra-
tion in Eq. (B4), we must end up with an integral
of the form

I= f dox, A%, d%g5(1 = %, — %, = %;3)

xfg da; 5(1—2}1 a,)

1
X 3
[ s(a, +x2%0)a,+a?]®

(B8)

in which a? is what is left in Eq. (B7) after we take
out s(a, + x,x,0,)a,. The way to extract the domi-
nant behavior of I is to scale

d*k, N,
(2m)?* D¢,y® ’
(B4)
a,=ayxx, and aj+a,=p, (B9)
then
I= fdazda46(1 -0, —0y)
X%y P
X 172
dx,dx,doydp rmap+@F (B10)

Now, let us incorporate N, and consider the
case when &,’s in Eq. (B3) are due to the shifted
piece of Eq. (B6). A moment of reflection con-
vinces us that we should have at least one %,
~X"la,p,. Then, to obtain sIns for iT{Y —iT @,
we can allow N, ~m ~2s%a, (x,, x,, a5, or p). We
run down every term in Eq. (B3) and find none so
constituted.

What about replacing two of the k,’s with &, ?
After averaging, Eq. (B4) becomes

N, = 2(py *py)*
)= W_

X 2 2+ 2%, — 62, + 32, "N (@, + %,%,01,)] .
(B11)

This can be shown not to yield s In*s behavior,
when plugged into Eq. (B4).

APPENDIX C

We want to show that ;T — T — ;T3 ~O(s Ins). We analyze Eqgs. (4.32) and (4.33).
As usual, all denominators with 2, are combined. Then

- —- 2
iT® — T T =~ (_2g_> g3! f dx,d%,d%,d%,6(1 — %) — %, — %5 — %,)

with

disy= 2, [ M2+ (pg = B 2] + 2, [ M2+ (D) = by = Bp)?] + 25 [ (By + Bp)2 + 2] + x, (B2 + ?) =R 2+ b2

-5 shift
ky=Fk,+k} ,

SNt = p (o, + x5) + By — Ry (2 + 23)

besy? =12 (x, + 2,)% + ko2 (x, + %) (%, + x3) + B2x, 2, + 2P, 2Ry, %5 = %,%,)

d'F, d'Ry  uyu _
O Bt VO o agag WPVl 1 =7+ (py = )17 T, Tyl p2)
1 1 1 1
x
disy! M2+ (py—ky)? B2+ U2 (B+ k)24 2’ (1)
(C2)
(C3)

+ 2k Byx, (o0, + 25) + (x5 + x,) 12 .

N2 in Eq. (C1) has terms with or without %,? dependence. Either way, after the %, integration, we shall

introduce a parameters to form a common denominator
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Disy= 1Dy + @y [ (k4 kp)?+ k2] + g [ (py = By)* + mP] + @y (k) + 1?) = Moy Bo' + N5y 'Bsy”
in which
sy =01 (%, + x,) (% + x5) + @+ Az + Ay,
Bgy? = 50,04( = 2,25+ %25 + mP[ (@) (2, % — 2,2,) + @) + @, (2, + 2, 05y ] + 12 @, (2 + %) + @y + @] 05
+R @0, + 0,0, 2,0+ 0,0, %50, ~ 0,0%,%,] (C4)
ky=F, + kEHIE
and
Rt = x H pia (= 2200+ 2x,%,) — R @y, (2, + x5) + @, ) +p,a, ) (c5)

Equation (C4) implies that the high-energy behavior of Eq. (C1) is controlled by a, ~a,~0 and/or a pair
of x, , 3, 4 Which makes x,x; — x,x,~0.

Consider first the case when all the %,’s in Eq. (4.33) are replaced by k5"t of Eq. (C2). Then, after the
k, integration,

s )
GT® =T - iT) (b, = kM) = - (g) g I’slﬂ_'_z f dx,dx,dx,dx,5 (1 - 2} x,-)

X 41 f da,da,da do.,b (1 D)y a,.)

i=1
d*k,
% f W C"IN(‘;I)M2 (k, = kihm)eaz a3 94
— 1
X u(ﬁ&)‘yuz[ m-—-7-* (P4 - kz)] 'yuquzTalu(pz) 3_5 .
(5)
(Co)
Note the appearance of the factor a, in the numerator.

We consider separately two possibilities:

(i) k, =k3™!t: In order to reach a s In®s behavior for Eq. (C6) it is necessary for N '2(k,= kMt k,= k3bitt)
~a,sp"p“?/m. After another round of tedious but straightforward scrutiny, we find that the best we can
do is

NG 2(ky = RSNt by = pSMIY ~ o (- 2,25+ ,%,)5D " p"2/m. (€7

(ii) Two of the k,’s are equated with %,: It is quite clear that this will not do. Even if we do not pick up

other damping factors, the optimal behavior is

N(‘;“z .,Ezzpﬂxp“z/m . (C8)
This, when inserted into Eq. (C6), will not lead to the required magnitude.
Finally, we look into the case when k,=%,. Once again, some algebra gives
N3 2k, =Ry) ~ %@ ps)y2y™ 'y *kau(p)),  ete. (C9)

which can be dropped.
This completes the demonstration that

iT® — TS — TP < O(s In’s) .
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