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We have calculated the fermion-fermion scattering amplitude for a non-Abelian gauge theory with SU(N)
gauge symmetry in the limit of high energy with fixed momentum transfer through sixth order in the coupling
constant. We have kept only the leading logarithmic terms in each order of perturbation theory. In order to
avoid the infrared problem, the Higgs mechanism is invoked to give masses to the vector bosons of the theory.
We find that the scattering amplitude exponentiates to a Regge form. This result is qualitatively different from

an earlier published calculation.

I. INTRODUCTION

A considerable amount of work has been done
on the theory of elastic two-body scattering in the
limit of infinite s and finite f{, where s is the
center-of-mass energy squared and ¢ is the four-
momentum transfer squared in a collision. Qual-
itative forms of the scattering amplitude have
been proposed based on the Regge model' and on
the eikonal or diffraction model.> These models
are built on extrapolations from nonrelativistic
potential theory instead of relativistic first
principles.

The only theoretical structure thus far developed
which incorporates all the basic principles such
as superposition, analyticity, and so on is quantum
field theory. Because of this fact, explicit cal-
culations based on relativistic field theories are
of great interest. In such limits as s becoming
infinite with ¢ fixed, where the effects of reso-
nances and other local properties should be
smoothed out, one can hope to see general features
suggested by field theories. Much work has al-
ready been done along this line. In most studies
one keeps only the leading asymptotic term in each
order of perturbation theory (the “leading In”
approximation). The hope is that the nonleading
terms will not affect the qualitative conclusions.

The classic example of this approach is the
analysis of “ladder” diagrams in ¢° theory.}

The Regge behavior has been shown to appear
when the ladder diagrams in the { channel are
summed. Many calculations of this nature have
also been done for massive QED.* However, ¢°
theory or massive QED is not expected to be a
realistic model for hadrons, because it does not
take internal symmetries into account. Thus, it
is important to look at the more realistic non-
Abelian gauge theories.

In this paper we consider the scattering of two
fermions for large s and fixed ¢ for a class of
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non-Abelian gauge theories with SU(N) symmetry
in which the vector mesons receive a mass p
through the mechanism of spontaneous symmetry
breakdown. We find that to sixth order in the
coupling constant the scattering amplitude expo-
nentiates to a Regge form. Some time ago,

Nieh and Yao® published the results of a similar
calculation. Our results are qualitatively different
from theirs. In extracting the behavior of individ-
ual diagrams as s—- «, we have used either the
standard techniques in parameter space® or the in-
finite-momentum technique of Chang and Ma’ or
occasionally both. The main results of this paper
have been reported in a short communication.?

An outline of our paper is as follows: In Sec. II
we discuss the model we use, present the relevant
notation and kinematics, and give the results for
orders g% and g%, where g is the coupling con-
stant. In Sec. III we demonstrate some remark-
able cancellations which occur in order g€. In
Sec. IV we calculate the leading behavior of the
transition amplitude in order g®. In Sec. V we
consider the generalization of our results from
SU(2) to SU(N) symmetry. And in Sec. VI we
present our conclusions and summary. Six ap-
pendixes are included, where detailed analysis
is performed or indicated.

II. NOTATION, KINEMATICS, THE MODEL, AND
LOW-ORDER RESULTS

The componetgs of a four-vector V, will be
written as (V,,V,, V.), which are related to the
usual components by V, =V V3and V,=(V!,V?).
The invariant product takes the form

VW=tV W_+3V W, -V, -W,.

The Dirac matrices in this representation have
the following properties:
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fro,v-t=4,
{Y&’;_‘L}zo’
y.2=0.

We consider the scattering of two on-mass-shell
fermions p, +p, ~ p,+p, in the limit s > |t |, m?, u?,
where s=(p, +p,)?, t=(p, - p5)?<0, m? is the
fermion mass, and p? is the vector-boson mass.

For convenience we choose (see Fig. 1)

p=P-3k, p,=P'+3k,

ps=P+3k, p,=P' -3k,
where k=(0,k,,0), and, as s—«,
P=(Vs,0, (m? - $3)/Vs)+0((1/Vs, 0, [1/V5 %)
and (2.1)
P'=((m® - ) /Vs ,0,Vs)+o(([1/V5 13,0, 1/Vs)).

Note that ¢=F = -K 2, while s=(P+P’)?, and that
P?+3k2%=m? and P?+ 3k 2=m?.

For concreteness we will restrict our consid-
erations to the case of SU(2) gauge symmetry
for the present. The generalization to SU(N) sym-
metry will be given in Sec. V. We start out with
the usual Yang-Mills Langrangian and, in order
to avoid the infrared problem, introduce a com-
plex scalar doublet and invoke the Higgs mech-
anism to give masses to the vector mesons.
This is a renormalizable model originally due to
’t Hooft.® After the spontaneous symmetry break-
down, the vector mesons receive equal masses .
In addition, a physical scalar particle with arbi-
trary mass M and two ghost particles appear.
Fermions are then added to the theory and cou-
pled to the massive vector mesons by the usual
minimal-coupling assumption. The Feynman
rules for this model are those of the usual Yang-
Mills theory with the addition of a number of
vertices and propagators associated with the
scalar and ghost particles. However, as it
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FIG. 1. Kinematics of the reaction Py + Py—P3+P,.

turns out, for the purposes of our leading-In
calculation the only Feynman rules we will need
in addition to the usual ones are the two illustrated
in Fig. 2. The ghost particles do not enter to the
leading In. We work exclusively in the ’t Hooft—
Feynman gauge.

Let us define the invariant transition amplitude
T by

(D3> D4l (S=1)| pyy p) = =iN(2T)*8(py+ P, = ps = PIT ,

where N is a normalization constant. T may then
be decomposed into an isospin-flip part (Tf) and
an isospin-nonflip part (T™),

T=T @)y, Py iy +T™04 4,04

ig.ig Byaig?
where 7, is the isospin index for the particle with
momentum p; and where 7 is a Pauli matrix.
Lower case Latin indices will be used for isospin
indices, while lower case Greek letters will be
used for four-vector indices.

In lower order (g?) we have the Born term,
which is trivial,

T(z) =Ty,

1 S -
= (gz/B)I—“—z- o Dy iy 1,00, 000, 0

(2.2)

where A; is the helicity of the particle with mo-
mentum p;. Note that T g, is proportional to
VY 6*2-)‘4‘ This is a simple consequence of the
facts that, as s—- o,

x (2.3)

3

_ Vs
ux3(P+§k)‘y+u)\l(P - 3k) = “m—(’x

1
and

Vs
m
Because of Egs. (2.3) and (2.4), one also finds
in higher orders that the transition amplitude is

T (P = 3y 2, (P4 30)= 226, 5 0 (2.4)

b\
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FIG. 2. Additional Feynman rules needed.
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proportional to 6, .8, r, a8 s— <. Therefore,
we shall henceforth omit the factor 6, ,,,0),,,
with the understanding that we are always refer-
ring to the helicity-nonflip amplitude.

In order g* the leading diagrams are those
numbered 1 and 2 in Fig. 3 (hereafter denoted
3.1 and 3.2). The amplitudes for these diagrams
are identical to the amplitudes for the correspond-
ing diagrams in QED,’” except for the presence of
Pauli matrices. Therefore, we simply state the
answer, which is

T;.1-a 2= T3f.1 +T:I.2 = _(g“/4)(217)'41r2 ;:Eln(s/mz)K(t)

(2.5)
and
T3 a2 T3+ T3, = =ding *@m) ™1 5 (DK (),
(2.6)
where
_ (tdada,b(a,+a,-1)
k()= ]; (~t)a,a, + u° - i€
- lf d%q,
7 [(@+3K) %+ p® —ie][@- %K), + p® —ie]’
2.7
i| g :}z{L 3 4 _‘Es;"

EUEZELX
oI X AT
XTUZEUX

FIG. 3. The leading diagrams in 0 (g% and 0 (g°%).

The presence of Pauli matrices in the amplitudes
T,.,and T, , simply gives rise to numerical
factors in TS ,_, , and TJf,_, ,, which are derived
in Appendix A. Note that T2f,_, , is smaller by

a factor In(s) than Tf ,_, ,. So T}, _; ,is neg-
ligible in the leading-In approximation. Thus in
order g* we have

T = —(g*/4)(2m)™*n® ZIn(s/mK (W) (), i, * (D, i,
+0(s) . (2.8)

Also, let us point out that, to the leading In,
In(s/m?) =1In(s/s,), where s, is an arbitrary con-
stant.

III. CANCELLATIONS IN ORDER g°

In order g° the leading diagrams are found to
be those numbered 3-35 in Fig. 3. For each di-
agram in Fig. 3 there is an “isospin factor” most
easily defined by an example. For diagram 3 the
isospin factor is given by

(Ta Tb)ll,(s(Tch)(z,i4€dbe€ace ’
where
[T T = 2i€ 450 7c -

The Pauli matrices are, of course, associated
with the boson-fermion vertices, while the €,
come from the three- and four-boson vertices.
These isospin factors are computed in Appendix A.

We will denote the sum of the diagrams labeled
m,m+1,...,m=1,nin Fig. 3 by T, ,_;., Of the
33 diagrams in O(g®) only eight need be computed.
The remaining diagrams may be obtained from
these eight by symmetry considerations. For
example, diagrams 3.6 and 3.7 give identical
amplitudes, while the amplitude for diagram
3.10 may be obtained from that of diagram 3.6
by the substitution s- u~~s along with a change
in the isospin factor of the amplitude. In general
the change in the isospin factor of a “crossed”
diagram relative to an “uncrossed” diagram,
e.g., diagram 3.7 vs diagram 3.6, results in an
over-all minus sign in the isospin-flip amplitude
of the crossed diagram relative to that of the un-
crossed diagram, as seen in Appendix A. That
is to say, one has

T {:rossed(s) ==T \incrossed(u) = —T\fmcmssed(_s) ’ (3 '1)
while
T Zossed(S) = T Gncrossea ) = T fncrossea (= ) - 3.2)

Hence we see in general that if T ,,ciossea(S)
o« sln"(s), then

T{mcrossed(s)'*'szswd(s) ocs]n"(s) ’ (3-3)
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while
TN o sed(8)+ T a(s) < sIn""X(s) . (3.4)

So for the sum of a given diagram and its s+ u
crossed counterpart the isospin-nonflip amplitude
is less leading by a factor of Ins than the isospin-
flip amplitude.

For convenience, the amplitude for diagram
number % in Fig. 3 will be written as T, ,(s)
=Gy o F; .(s), where G, , is the isospin factor
given in Appendix A. Then we have that

chsscd(s)=F du)=F a(=s). (3.5)

First let us consider the “ladder” diagrams
numbered 3, 4, and 5 in Fig. 3. In Fig. 4 we il-
lustrate the labeling of the internal momenta for
these diagrams. Individually the diagrams 3.3,
3.4, and 3.5 are known to go as s?, but the s* be-
havior cancels in the sum of the three amplitudes.
To obtain the leading behavior of the sum, it is
best to add the amplitudes for the diagrams to-
gether before evaluating the integrals and to
algebraically cancel out the terms which give
rise to the s® behavior of the individual diagrams.
Now to do this, we note that the s® behavior of the
individual diagrams may be obtained correctly
by making the approximations

Ty(P+ 3kYy, (P+7#+m)y,u,(P - 3k)
=il3(P + 3kYy (P +7)y, u, (P - k)50
= ?J—;.

=2 (5 +7,)8,6 (3.6)

[

and
174(P' - %k)')/p (Pl +4+m))’)\u2(P’ +%k)
=T (P' = 3k)y (P’ +d)y -uy (P’ + 3k)5 ;65

= 2m£(\f§+q_)5;o; 3.7)

in the numerators of the amplitudes T, ,, T, ,,
and T, ;. This is true because of the fact that in
momentum space the s* behavior of Ty 5, T, 4,

or T, ,is due to a linear divergence of the inte-
grals over the longitudinal momenta ¢_ and 7,
i.e., if one would use the infinite-momentum tech-
nique’ to calculate the asymptotic behavior of

Ty 4 T4 4 or T, 5, one would find that the am-

J
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» P4q P

FIG. 4. Labeling of internal momenta, Feynman
parameters, and Lorentz indices for diagrams 3 and 5
of Fig. 3.

plitude is proportional to
Vs Vs
f dq_(f§+q_)f dr,(s+r)xcs?,
0 [}

We shall refer to the approximation (3.6) plus
(3.7) as the ++ ~ — approximation. It corresponds
to having boson-fermion couplings proportional

to y, along the upper fermion line through which
a large P, flows, and having boson-fermion cou-
plings proportional to y_ along the lower fermion
line through which a large P_ flows. Then in the

++ — — approximation T, ,_; 5 is given by

T5. 3-5.5 = 2[F5. o(8) = F3, o(=)] (3.8)
and

T3lsms.5==B[F3 5(s) + F3 5(=9)], 3.9
where

F§,3(8)=—1‘gg°r%(21r)'3fd“rd4q(\f§+q_)(\/_§+r+){272+2q2-3q+q_-3r+'r_—3r_q*—kz—uz}

X [(P+7)2 - m? +i€] P +qf ~m?+ie] (g +7)? - p+ie] !

X [(g+2k)* = p? +ie] " [(q = 2R)* = 2 +i€] U [(r + k) = p? +ie] " (r - 2R)? - p? +ie] Y,

(3.10)
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and where the factors 2 and -6 in (3.8) and (3.9),
respectively, are isospin factors.

F}_,(s) in Eq. (3.10) has been obtained by in-
serting 1=[(r +q)% = u2+ie]/[(r +qF - p®+ie] in
the amplitude for graph 3.5 and then adding that
part of T, ; which has the same isospin structure
as that of graph 3.3 to T;_,. With the aid of Ap-
pendix A, and noting that F; ,(s)=F, ,(-s), one
then obtains the results (3.8), (3.9), and (3.10).

Notice that in the curly brackets in Eq. (3.10)
there is no term proportional tog_7»,. Sucha
term would give rise to s* behavior, but such
terms have been canceled out by summing the
diagrams 3.3-3.5.

To the leading In we can make the further ap-
proximations in (3.10)

Vs+q_=Vs

and (3.11)
Vs+r,=Vs.

The combination of the + + — — approximation plus

the approximations (3.11) will be referred to as
the “leading-particle approximation” for identifi-
cation purposes. It corresponds to writing, e.g.,

P+7+m=3Vsy.
and (3.12)
Pid+m=3Vsy,

in all of the numerators of the fermion propagators
in a given amplitude. The validity of the leading-
particle approximation for obtaining the leading
behavior of a given diagram can most easily be
seen in momentum space where the In’s are seen
to arise from integrals of the form ﬁ)’\_}; dq./q,
=Ins. Replacing a factor of v's in the numerator
by a factor of g, would give an integral of the form

s
f (q./Vs)dq,/q,~1,
1/ Vs

which is down by a factor of Ins. In parameter
space, the leading-particle approximation corre-
sponds to neglecting terms of the form ¢35 /V's
relative to 1, where ¢° is the constant “shift”
term arising from the change of variables g—¢q’
+q¢° made to diagonalize the denominator of the

s5/2

parametric integral. Usually ¢5=Vsa, where a

is a function of the Feynman parameters. Then
q5/V's will be <1 if a< 1 in the regions of inte-
gration in parameter space which contribute to
the leading behavior. This is found to be the case.
The important regions of integration always cor-
respond to end-point contributions.

The value of Fj_ ,(s) to the leading In as s~ =
may be obtained straightforwardly by standard
techniques. In Appendix B we caclulate the value
of F} ,(s), and from Appendix B and Egs. (3.8)
and (3.9) we obtain

1
TS g 5= —g°(21r)°”n“ﬁ ;r%lna(s/mz)K(t) +O(s In%s)

(3.13)

and

. . 1 s
TN, o =—3%ing®2m) Bn"E!— Zz—lnz(s/mz)K(t)

+O(slns). (3.14)

Note that the nonflip amplitude is less leading by
a factor of Ins than the flip amplitude and is
therefore negligible in the leading-ln approxima-
tion. However, we will find that the sln3s be-
havior of the flip amplitude in Eq. (3.13) is can-
celed out by the contributions from the radiative
correction graphs 3.6-3.17. Therefore, to show
that the nonflip amplitude is negligible in O(g®)
it will be necessary to show that the sln®s behavior
in Eq. (3.14) is canceled out by the contributions
from the radiative correction graphs 3.6-3.17 in
Fig. 3.

Let us consider first the diagrams 3.6-3.13.
The labeling of the internal momenta for diagram
3.6 is illustrated in Fig. 5(a). One finds, using
Appendix A and noticing that F, ¢(s)=F, ,(=s)
=F; 4(s) = F3, o(=$) = F3, 10(8) = F3_1,(=5) = F5 1,(s)
=F;. 15(-s), that

T3, 6-3. 10 = 4(=20)(=2)[F; o(s) = Fy o(=9)],
(3.15)
and that
T ooz 13=4(=20)(B)[Fy, 4(s) + Fy_¢(-5)], (3.16)

where, in the leading-particle approximation,

F; o(s)= %g“ o @2m)-® f d*qd*r(2r_+q )[(P-q)? -=m® +ie] [(P+7)? —m? +ie]™?

X [(P'+q)* = m? +ie] 7 (r - 3R)* - p® +i€] (g - kF - u® +i€] (g + 3R)* - ¥ +ie]

X [(g+7)? = u®+ie] ™*.

3.17)
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£k

P'+q
FIG. 5. Labeling of internal momenta, Feynman

parameters, and Lorentz indices for diagrams 6 and
14 of Fig. 3.

We would like to point out that in the leading-
particle approximation, which correctly gives

the sln®s behavior of F,_ 4(s), F,. 4(s) contains no
ultraviolet-divergent integration, and thus no
renormalization is required. We would like to
emphasize, however, that after the sln®s has been

J

i $5/2
Fya4(s)= ﬁgs

shown to cancel out in O(g®) it will be essential
to properly renormalize the radiative correction
graphs in order to obtain the correct leading be-
havior in O(g®). In Appendix B, F, 4(s)is eval-
uated. After plugging its value into (3.15) and
(3.16), we find

| —

T3, 6-3.13 =& *(2m) o7 * %lna(s//mz)K(t)

w

!
+0(s1n?s) (3.18)
and

- 1
T3 geg. 10 = Himg (2m) om0 %lnz(s/mz)K(t)

+0O(slns). (3.19)

Upon comparing Eqgs. (3.18) and (3.13) we see
that

T3f'3_3'13=0(sln2s), (3.20)

The In3s behavior has been canceled out in the
sum. Also, we see from (3.19) and (3.14) that

Tan.fs-a.13=0(31nzs)- (3.21)

Thus, if the isospin-nonflip amplitude is to be
negligible in O(g®) as it was in O(g*), there will
have to be an additional contribution to 7™ to
cancel out the In*s behavior of T,_, .. The
necessary additional contribution comes from
diagrams 3.14-3.17 in Fig. 3. These diagrams
contribute only to the isospin-nonflip amplitude
(see Appendix A), and one finds that

(3.22a)

T3f.14-3.17 =0
and
T:;.‘Ln-a.n = 2(61’)[F3.14(s) +Fy,4(=5)],

where, in the leading-particle approximation,

(3.22b)

W(Zﬂ)'sfd“q A r(2r_+q P +q+r —5kP =m?+i€| [P +7)? - u® +ie]™?

X[+ -m®+ie] [ - 3 kP - u? +i€] (@ +5 kP - p2+ie][(@ - S RP - u? +ie€]

x[(q+7)? - u2+ie]™t.

See Fig. 5(b) for the labeling of the internal momenta.

(3.23)

We need not evaluate F,,,(s) explicitly, but can use the following device to obtain its value. Making the
usual infinite-momentum technique approximations,® e.g.

[(P=q) —m?+i€] = (V5)-! [_q_+ %- %—+0(1/s)+ie]-l, (3.24)

we write
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Fyo(8)+Fy () + Fy 14 (S) + Fy () + Fyg(s) + Fy o(s)

;—zg —(2m)-8 fd"rd"q(Zr_Jrq_)[(q +rP—p+ie]™

qz %kz -1 ,rz %kz -1
(e L e
{< oo trie) (e
1

+|:q +7 +(q+r zk) Ekz+z€
e

(q+r -3k 3F

+ [q_+r_+—7———— 7—-+ze

(U [ Se—

-l qz %kz . -1 )
<q_+7-s—— s+ze> §+(s-—u)+0(slns).

(3.25)
In the curly brackets in Eq. (3.25) we have the sum J symbolically shown in Fig. 6,

Z=<—(I_+\£/I-sz--%-§—2-+ie>- (r +7- %ﬁ+z€>—l+ [q_+r_+£g+—%k—)2 7—-+ze]_l(r_+§-:=——%!‘:—2+ie>.l
+[q_+r_+£q——§-=—zl-e—)——%ﬁ+ze <q +7— 7—-+ze>l. (3.26)

Neglecting the O(1/¥s ) terms one finds

Z r_+i€) (g +ie) Tt +(—q_+i€) ] =(-2mi)o(g_)r _+i€)t. (3.27)

As is well known in QED studies’ the presence of
a 6(¢_) in an amplitude will in general reduce the
amplitude by a factor of Ins. In fact, one easily P;*k P-q P:' P+ik
sees by substituting Eq. (3.27) into Eq. (3.25) that

Fy6(8) + Fy(s) + Fy 14(8) + Fy 15(S) + Fy g(8) + Fy o(s) "Q"’"!kT q+rT —H.*kT
=0(slns). (3.18)

So from Egs. (3.28), (3.22), (3.19), and (3.16),
and the facts that F, ,(s)=F, (- s) = F;4(~s) —'l_
=F dF -s), btai
a.0(8) and Fy  (s) = Fy ,(~s), we obtain Pbk Ptk Per o ik

nf _ mnf
Tyi4807= Ta,s 3137t O(s 1ns)

3 . aal S 2
= 1 ing°(2m)°n* 57 — In(s/m®)K (¢) q”? -q+%k1 -r+%kT
+0(s Ins) . (3.29)

Upon comparing Egs. (3.29), (3.19), and (3.14),
we see that —J‘_

T} _5.,=0(sIns). (3.30) P-tk  Ptqtr-tk  P+q P+pk
The In?s behavior has been canceled out in the = = > -
sum. Thus we have demonstrated that the iso-
spin-nonflip amplitude is less leading by a factor q+ f1 -r +£k1 _q+J£kT
of Ins than the isospin-flip amplitude in O(g®) and
is therefore negligible in the leading-1ln approxi-
mation.
Hence, we have shown in this section that

. . FIG. 6. Symbolic illustration of a sum occurring in
T <ln®s(7)y, i+ (7)1, +O(s Ins) . Eq. (3.26).
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IV. CALCULATION OF LEADING BEHAVIOR IN ORDER g¢

In Sec. III we saw some remarkable cancella-
tions take place, which resulted in the conclusion
that the transition amplitude in order g® was pro-
portional to s In’s. Now we must calculate the co-
efficient of s 1n’s in this order. To do this, we
will first write the amplitudes for the graphs 3.3-
3.13 in the leading-particle approximation [see
Eq. (3.12)], add the amplitudes together before
evaluating the integrals, and cancel out algebrai-
cally the terms which give rise to the In®s behav-
ior. After evaluating 7, ., in the leading-par-
ticle approximation, we must consider the contri-
butions to the In?s behavior which come from
terms in 7Y, _,,, not given by the leading-particle
approximation. In particular, we must properly

J

f
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consider the renormalization of the vertex cor-
rection graphs 3.6-3.13. Finally, we will have to
take into account the contributions of the diagrams
numbered 18-35 in Fig. 3. These diagrams also
contribute 1n®s to the isospin-flip amplitude.

A. Contribution from diagrams 3.3-3.13 in the
leading-particle approximation

Consider the amplitude F;,(s) given in Eq.
(3.10). The denominator of this expression is in-
variant under the combined interchanges g, <7 _,
q_+~7r,, and 4, —T,, as follows from Eq. (2.1).
Thus, in the first terms in the curly brackets in
Eq. (3.10) we can replace ¢* by * and q,g_ by
v,7_. Then from Egs. (3.8), (3.10), (3.15), and
(3.17) we find that, in the leading-particle approxi-
mation,

<5/2 (
Tyya1s=—8° b7n7(211)‘8 fd“r diq { 7}3— 1@ =6ry_=3r g, -B -pA)[P-qP2 -m?]+Q@r_+q_)r +3k) - u?]

X[(P—q)é —-mP i€ (P +r R —mP+ie] (P +qP =mP+ie| [(g+r) -u2+ie]™?

x[(@+zhP -p2+ie][(g=3kP —p2+ie] [ (r+zkP —p2+ie]™[(r — 2k)? - p+ie]™.

4.1)

We shall refer to T;_s _s.13 evaluated in the leading-particle approximation as A(s). In the curly brackets in

Eq. (4.1), we have the sum

1
s

Ny 1@ =6r,y_~3r_q,-F -u)[(P-qP -m?]+(2r_+q_)(r +3&)F - u?]

=[-F =37,y —-37r_g, -i(-K2+ud)][-q_+0QANs)]+(2r_+q_ Yo,y _-T,>-TF, -k, -1k, 2-pu?)

=q_[3r,y_-TF, 'k, -2k 2+3u>+3r g, )+2 [r,r_-T.2-F, K, - K., 2+4u®)]+0(Q/N5s). (4.2)

The O(1/Y¥s ) terms can be shown not to contribute
to the leading behavior of A(s). Notice in Eq. (4.2)
that a term in ¢_T,2 has been canceled out in the
sum. Such a term would have given rise to In’s
behavior in A(s). After combining Eq. (4.2) with
Eq. (4.1), one can evaluate the leading behavior

of A(s) by standard techniques. This is done in
Appendix C, with the result that

1
A(s)=-g%2m)8n* % 2—!1n2(s/m2)

X[3K(t) = 3(=t+3 p2)K2(H)] . (4.3)

B. Remaining contributions from diagrams 3.3-3.13

Next we must consider the contributions to the
In®s behavior of T,,_,,, which are not given by
the leading-particle approximation. First, there
is a contribution from renormalization effects for
the vertex correction graphs 3.6-3.13. Second,
after one makes the shift of origin of the integra-

r
tion variables, e.g., ¢=¢’+q°, then it may turn
out that ¢5 /s is not small in the important re-
gions of integration in @ space, and so ¢5/Vs will
not be negligible compared to 1. So if we have a
term in the numerator coming from the fermion
propagators of the form (1 +q¢,/vs )1 +q_/Vs),
then we will make the approximation
(1+q,/Vs)1+q_Ns)=1+q,/Vs +q_/Vs. That is,
we retain linear terms such as ¢%/Vs, but ignore
quadratic terms such as ¢5¢°/s, relativetol. The

P-q 3 P+zk P+ik P+ik
1
Tq+%k To
1,0 ».a

FIG. 7. Illustration of the renormalization of the
vertex correction in Fig. 5.
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quadratic terms such as ¢%¢*® /s are always found to
be small compared to 1 in the important regions
of integration in parameter space.

Finally, we should also point out that if the
important region of integration in parameter
space corresponds to say p,, p,,p, small, and if
say ¢549°% < sp,p,p,, then a term in gq’ in the nu-
merator of the integrand will be as important as
a term in ¢5¢°. This has already been seen to be

1
Viya=ig® Iz-“-(zﬂ)-‘in2£ daldazda35<2 a; - 1)
i

the case for diagram 3.3 (see Appendix B), where
the numerator term in q}q’ +4% 4> originates from
the three-boson vertices.

Let us consider the radiative correction graphs
3.6-3.13. We renormalize the vertex correction
by subtracting off the vertex with ¢ +3%=0, as
illustrated in Fig. 7. We can then write the exact
renormalized vertex as

( 22 2
< {Gyﬂln[m a,’ +ui(a; +ay)

f,q)

where

_Hu(P,q) J(Pq—-ik)}
T fPq) T f(P,q=-1k) )’

fP,q)==P-qla,a, - @ +zkPaa, +m2a,(1 - a,) +p2(a, +a,) - i€ (4.5)

and

HM(P) q)=[(a2 —2)(?—4)+

L+a)(P+3H)][ay(P-

4)+a,(P+3K)+m]y,

+7u[az(P—d)+al(P+%¥)+m][(1+az)(?'d)+(al _2)(P+%y)]
-[2a,(P-d) +20,(P+zK) - 4m][(1 -2a))(P +3k), + (1 - 20,)(P - q),]. (4.6)

Then in the numerator of the amplitude T, we will have the expression (see Fig. 5)

(P+2k

o B=d +mYy,Tou,(P - 3k) g gP i, (P’ -
In this expression Eq. (4.7) we take the limit Vs =, noting that in V

SR \T( P +d +m)y, Tyu, (P’ +3 k). (4.7)

. the large variable is 2P -¢q

=vs q_ so that inH, in Eq. (4.6) we need only keep the terms proportmnal to 2P *q. Then we find that the
leading behavior in Eq (4.7) comes from the term which has u =p=+ and A=v=-. We then obtain for

T{¢ 515 the result that

. s?
Tsg-5.15~8Tes~ = ig®(2m) =1 me

t ( 2 2,2
x faa [ daldazdaaa(za‘—lxsln[m ag’ +u (ax+az’] _2p g
o i

(o0, +(1 = a,)3 - a,)] |

f®,q) f®,q) f
X (1 -%) (1+ %)[(P—q)z—m2+ie]'1[(P’+q)2-m2+i€]"
X[(g+zkf - u?+ie][(@ - 3kP - u*+ie]™, (4.8)

with f (P, q) given in (4.5).

The expression (4.8) contains the leading-particle approximation to T;_ 6-s.13» Which we have already con-
sidered. So we need to consider Tj,_,,, as given in Eq. (4.8) minus Ti;_,,, as given in the leading-parti-
cle approximation. We shall call this quantity B(s). B(s) can be shown to be given by the expression

2 1
B(s)=-1ig%(2n)"® 2——2 Jd“q I da,da,da,d (E ;- 1)
o i

| m[alpiered] (14 (1. %)

L 2P qloga +(1-a))(z - )( ) <1+7q__=) L 2Pealz- g)}

fe,q9) f®P,q)

X[(P-qP -m?+ie]" [P’ +q -m®+ie]™[(g+3k) -
x[(g -3k - u2+ie]™t. (4.9)

u?+ie]t
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B(s) given in Eq. (4.9) is evaluated in Appendix D with the result that

B(s)=g°(2m)*r* > Zl! In%(s /m?)[2K () - 1(2)],

where

1
I(t)= f da,da,da,bd (2 ;- l>[(— ta,a, +p%(a, + a,) +m?a,? - ie]!
] i

(4.10)

(4.11)

Next, let us consider the ladder diagrams 3.3, 3.4, and 3.5. We have already considered T;;3_55 in the
leading-particle approximation. Now we must improve on the leading-particle approximation in order to
obtain all the terms in T,;_;; which contribute to the In®s behavior. We can write the exact amplitude for

Ty;_s54 as (see Fig. 4)

Tys.0a=—(g%/8)(2M)"2 fd“r A*qM[(P +7)P —m® +ie] [(P' +q)? =m® +i€]"[(r +q)% — u® +ie]*

X[r+3kP —p?+ie][(r -3k -pu2+ie]t

x[(g+3zk)

where

—uP+ie] (g -z kP - p? +i€]

lo(s==-s), (4.12)

P+ R)y(P+7 +m)y,u, (P =3 k)T, (P' = 3 kYyy (P +4 +m)y,u, (P +5)
A v
X <r+q+ ) <Zr+q—§> "+ <Zr+q+k> (k+g —7)kig® - <Zr+q+§> (2q+r+§>g"”

u P k g )
+(§-2q—7’> (27’+4'§) é’X”(g-zq—r) (k+q—r)>‘gw—<§_2q—r> <2q+y+§>g“

P v
Ha=r =k <2“q'g)g“+(q—r—k)(q—r+k)g”°g‘“—('1-7“’” (2‘1“’* g) g“x} :

Note that T;,(s)=~Tj,(~s). Now in the leading-
particle approximation, and after canceling out
the s? behavior as in Sec. III, we had in Eq. (3.10)
the numerator factor

2
Num. = % {2r*+2¢* -3q,q_-3r,r_

-3r_q, -k -p2t. (4.14)

As was noted in Appendix B the terms in 7%, ¢2,
q.9_, and 7,7 _ in (4.14) contribute In®s behavior

in the amplitude for 7,,. Then the crucial observa-
tion is that terms in M given in Eq. (4.13) propor-
tional to either #%, ¢%, q,q_, or r,r_ times either
q,/Ns or v»,/Vs will give contributions proportion-
al to In?’s. Hence these are the terms in M that

we now need to ferret out. That these kinds of
terms will give In®s contributions can be seen by
considering the momentum-space argument follow-
ing Eq. (3.12). The basic approximation then is to
write in place of Eq. (3.12)

P+ +m=3Vs y_+37,y_+37_y, =T, 7,
and (4.15)
Prd+m=3Vs y, +3q,y_+3q4_y, -4,.*7,.

And, because of Eqgs. (2.3) and (2.4), we require

(4.13)

r

that

YU(P+7X + m)'yu Ty,
and (4.16)

Yo (P +d +m)y, <y _

for specified v, 1, p, and . Equations (4.16)
need to be satisfied so that the amplitude will be
proportional to s. Making the approximations
(4.15), and taking into account the requirements
of Eq. (4.16), we find that all the In®s contribu-
tions to T,,_;, may be obtained by considering
the seven terms in M obtained by putting in equa-
tion (4.13)

(1) L=v=+, p=A=-,

(2) p=v=1, p=r=-,

(3) K=+, V=J‘7 p=’\-=-

(4)[J.=J-,V=+, p=A=-, (4-17)
B) p=v=+, p=r=1,
(6)H=V=+, p== A=L,
(7)“=V:+, p=_l., A==

First, consider the term in 7\, _,, defined by
the equation (1) in (4.17). This corresponds to
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the ++ - — approximation to Tsf.3 _s.4 discussed in
Sec. III. In order to cancel out the s? behavior
we must properly consider Tf, . in the ++——
approximation, which leads to Eqs. (3.8) and
(3.10). Furthermore, we know that the ++— -
approximation includes the leading-particle ap-

J

proximation, which we have already considered.
Therefore, what we must now consider is T_{S
evaluated in the ++ — — approximation minus
T;_s _as €valuated in the leading-particle approxi-
mation. We shall designate this difference as
C(s). C(s) can be seen to be given by

=3.5

C(s)=-(g 5/8)(217)'3% f d*rd?q ,\'(1 +%) (1 +%> - 1] {2r2+242=34,9. -37_q,- K- 12}
X[(P+7)? = m® +ie] [(P' +q)° = m* +ie] (g +7)* = p* +i€]?
X[(g+2k)* - 1* +ie]*[(g - 2R)* - p?+ie]™ [(r+3k)* = p2+ie]™

X[(r ~3k)? = p2+ie] = (s—u). (4.18)

We can make the further approximation in (4.18)
valid to the leading ln,

(o) (o) () () o

In Appendix E C(s) is evaluated with the result that

C(s)=g°@m 1> 21—!1n2(s/m2)[§1<(t) +1)]

+0(slns). (4.20)

Next we must consider the terms in 7[,_; , de-
fined by the sets of equations numbered (2)-(7) in
(4.17) combined with Eqs. (4.12) and (4.13). These
terms also contribute sIn?’s. We point out that
T{ ; only contributes in the ++ — —approximation.
We shall designate these contributions (2)-(7) to
Tf ,_5.4as D(s). D(s) is evaluated in Appendix E
with the result that

D(s)=~§g*(2m) *r*—z 2 In*(s/m?K (1) . (4.21)

We have now taken into account all the contribu-
tions to the leading behavior of T, ,_, ,;. These
contributions are A(s) given in (4.3), B(s) given
in (4.10), C(s) given in (4.20), and D(s) given in
(4.21). Summing these contributions, we obtain
the result

Ty.3-3.13=A(S) + B(s)+ C(s) +D(s) + O(s Ins)

:g“(zn)'“n‘% El-rlnz(s/mz)

X[ 3K () + 5(-t+ %MZ)Kz(t)](?)il, iy (?)Iz.'u
+0O(slns). (4.22)
Note that in (4.22) the termin I(t) has canceled out.

C. Contributions from diagrams 3.18-3.35

Now we must compute the contributions of the
diagrams numbered 18-35 in Fig. 3. These dia-

r

grams are found to contribute O(sln?s) to the iso-
spin-flip amplitude, and as a consequence of Egs.
(3.1) and (3.2), the isospin-nonflip amplitude for
these diagrams is only O(slns) and hence negli-
gible.

Diagrams 3.18-3.33 are identical to the corre-
sponding diagrams in QED except for isospin
factors. Thus, since these diagrams have been
computed in the QED case, we can obtain T, ,4_, 5,
by consulting the literature,® and by using the re-
sults of Appendix A for the isospin factors. We
would like to emphasize that in order to correctly
obtain the contributions from the graphs 3.18-3.29
it is essential to properly renormalize the self-
energy and vertex corrections, as we did for the
vertex correction graphs 3.6-3.13. We find from
Appendix A and Ref. 10 that

- s 1
T3 18-3.25= -3g°%@2m) 8"4;1—2 2—!-1n2(s/m2)
XKD, i ,° (P, 14+ O(slns),
(4.23)
- s 1
T3 26-3.20= '%gs(zﬂ) 8‘"41_"7 é—i-lnz(s/mz)
XK@ ()i, ,45" Diy,1,+ Olslns),
(4.24)

and

i s 1
T3 30-3.33 =38 ge(zﬂ)_eﬂqw ﬂlnz(S/mz)

X K(t)(T)y, 1, (yy.1,+ O(sIns), (4.25)

Finally, we compute the contributions of dia-
grams 3.34 and 3.35. The labeling of the internal
momenta for these scalar ladders is the same as
for the vector ladders as illustrated in Fig. 4(a).
Then, with the Feynman rules for the scalar-
boson-vector-boson vertex and for the scalar-
boson propagator, as illustrated in Fig. 2, and
recalling Egs. (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain in the
leading-particle approximation [see (3.12)]
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T3 34-3.05= 2T} 34+ O(s1ns)

= (g°/4)(21r)'3mL22u2 f d*rd*q[(P+7rF —m?+ie]™[(P' +q)* - m® +ie]™

X[(r+ 5B = u® €] [ = SR = 2 +de] (g + R = i 4ie]

x[(q - 5B = u2+ie]™(g+7)° ~M2+ie]™.

(4.26)

In Appendix F T{ ., .. is evaluated and we find the result

. - s 1 - -
Ty 34-3.35= =18 %(2m) 1" W—é—!lnz(s/mz)usz(t)(T),l.‘3 “ (M5, +O(s Ins).

(4.27)

Combining Eqgs. (4.27), (4.25), (4.24), (4.23), (4.22), (3.30), and (3.22a) we finally obtain for the transi-

tion amplitude in order g° the result

TO =T, g 05= 352N 1 3 o Ind(s/m?) (=t + WK (1)), i, () 4, + Ols Ins).

m? 2|

This is the full leading sixth-order result.

V. GENERALIZATION TO SU(N)

Now we wish to indicate the generalization of the
results of the preceding three sections to the case
of SU(N) symmetry.

Let the A, (¢=1,...,N?~1) be the NXN matrices,
forming a representation of the group SU(N), which
satisfy

Tr(x, Ap) =26, ,

[}‘a’ )‘b] = Zifabc 7\,_. ’
and (5.1)
4
{)‘m Ab}= 2dabc A +N6ab 1,

where repeated indices are summed. We may
then, following the scheme of Grisaru, Schnitzer,
and Tsao,'! introduce N* complex scalar fields
which develop a nonvanishing vacuum expectation
value. Then, as seen in Ref. 11, the generaliza-
tion of the Feynman rules that we need from the
case of SU(2) symmetry to the case of SU(N) sym-
metry is accomplished by making the replacements
Ty= A, in the fermion-vector-boson vertex,
€4pc = fapc in the three-vector-boson and four-vec-
tor-boson vertices, and §,,~ d,,. +(2/N)5,, in the
scalar-boson-vector-boson vertex. With these
replacements, the only change in the amplitude of
a given diagram numbered m in Fig. 3 is that an

(4.28)

isospin factor G, ,,(2) is replaced by an SU(N)
gauge group factor G, ,(N). These factors G,_,(N)
are derived in Appendix A, and hence using Appen-
dix A we can generalize the results of the preced-
ing sections to the SU(N) case by simply multiply-
ing each amplitude T, , (m=1,2,...,35) as given
in Secs. II, III, and IV by a factor G;_,(N)/G,. .(2).
Then we easily find that the net result in order g*
of making the above replacements is that the amp-
litude is multiplied by N/2, i.e., Eq. (2.8) is re-
placed by

T = _(N/2)(g*/4)2m) 72 %m(s/mzm(t)

X (Ag)iy,i5(Aa)iy 14+ O(S) . (5.2)

In order g8, it can easily be seen that all of the
cancellations which occur in this order go through
for the SU(N) case just as for the SU(2) case with
the obvious modifications. The net result is simply
that the amplitude in order g® is multiplied by a
factor (N/2)?, i.e., Eq. (4.28) is replaced by

T'® =T3.3-3.35

=(N/2yzg°@m) % ;55 21—'1n2(s/m2)
X (=t+ uz)Kz(t)Ot,,),l',3 2,) +0(slns).

(5.3)

in.iy

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

From Egs. (2.2), (5.2), and (5.3) we have the result for the helicity-nonflip amplitude

T =T(2)+T(4) +T(6)

1 s
—t+ u® m?

=(g%/8) (11,15 Aoy i,

x[1 - (N/2)(g?/8n%)(~t+ u*)K () In(s/m?) + 3(N/2)*(g2/8m2) (=t + u2)*K 2(¢) In?(s/m?)] . (6.1)
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This expression (6.1) contains what appears to be
the first three terms of an exponential series in
(N/2)(g?/8n%) (-t + u?)K(f) In(s/m?). Hence, to the
indicated order, the amplitude (6.1) may be re-
written as

(g%/8)

s \1-F(t)
() Mt

-F(t)
STy <_S?) , (6.2)

m

where F(t)=(N/2)(g?/8n%)(-t+ u®)K(t). The ex-
pression (6.2) is clearly of the Regge form. Thus,
to order g°® the results of perturbation theory sug-
gest that the vector boson in renormalizable non-
Abelian gauge theories with SU(N) symmetry lies
on a Regge trajectory with a trajectory function

a(t)=1- F()=1- (N/2)(g?/8n*)(-t+ p*)K(t). (6.3)

Note that the contributions of the scalar ladder
diagrams numbered 34 and 35 in Fig. 3 are essen-
tial for Reggeization to occur. Thus, it appears
that the entire apparatus of spontaneous symmetry
breakdown is required to produce the delicate can-
cellations necessary for Reggeization to occur in
non-Abelian gauge theories.

Notice that a(f)=1 at {=pu? Thus the vector bo-
son lies on the trajectory. The real part of a(t)
is illustrated in Fig. 8 for (Ng?/167%)=3. As
[t]|=o, a(t)--=. At t=0, a(0)=1- (Ng2/1673).
When we approach ¢t=4u% from values of <42,
a(t) tends to +wo. The imaginary part of a(f) has
the simple form

Im(a(t)) = ZnQVgZ/lSnz)@—TZ—)T/—Z

X 0(t —4u?) .

We should also point out that, in the leading-In
approximation, Eq. (6.2) may be replaced by

s\ ~F()
T= TBom (S_O)

= (g%/8) = 3 (—s—)l'm) : (6.4)

t+ u? So
where s, is an arbitrary constant. This is due to
the fact that In(s/m?) =1n(s/s,) +1n(s,/m?) = In(s/s,)
to the leading In.

It is also interesting to examine the infrared be-
havior of T. Letting u?-0 in (6.2), and using the
fact that

K@) ~ Zin(-t/p2), (6.5)

p2 -0 =

we find that

1-Ala(-t/ u?) 1n(s/m2)

T~ (g%)(f,)

s\ 1A 1n(=t/AZ) / 2\ Aln(s/m?)
/() ()"

A
(6.6)
where A= (N/Z)(g2/41r"’), and A% is an arbitrary
constant A% > 2,

We see from (6. 6) that as u?—- 0 the amplitude
T-0as (u2)A!"¢/"™  One might wonder whether,
in analogy to QED, taking into consideration the
emission of soft quanta would supply a multiplica-
tive factor of (u2)~A!n(s/"® in Eq. (6.6). However,
if the vector bosons in non-Abelian gauge theories
are confined then there will be no such factor and
the fermion-fermion transition amplitude will van-
ish for u?=0, in the leading-ln approximation.

Additionally, we would like to mention the fact
that the factor of N which occurs in the trajectory
function as given in Eq. (6.3) is actually the Casi-
mir operator Cy of the group SU(N) defined by

fabcfabe = cN 602 .

The idea that the elementary particles of a La-
grangian field theory might lie on Regge trajector-
ies goes back to a series of papers by Gell-Mann
et al.'? Subsequently, Mandelstam' proposed cer-
tain criteria as sufficient conditions for Reggeiza-
tion. These conditions are met for the vector bo-
sons of a Yang-Mills-type field theory. A neces-
sary condition for Reggeization is that the residue of
the pole at a(t) =J, whereJ is the spin of the element-
ary particle, should factorize into a product of factors
depending only on initial- and final-state helicities,
respectively. Grisaru, Schnitzer, and Tsao!! have
checked this factorization condition in the Born
approximation for various two-body processes at
J =1 for the identical SU(N) model that we have
considered. They find that the factorization con-

Rea !

FIG. 8. Rela(t)) vs t for (Ng?/167%) =1.
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dition is met in the Born approximation, and thus
that the vector meson may lie on a Regge trajec-

tory. This is equivalent to demonstrating Reggei-
zation to the one-loop level in our leading-In-type
calculation.

While this manuscript was in preparation, we
received a copy of a report by McCoy and Wu'*
in which they calculate the transition amplitude
in order g® for the SU(2) case. Their calculation
is done by putting in a transverse-momentum cut-
off in the integrals, which at the end of the calcu-
lation is removed. This procedure is clearly
dangerous, since it does not properly consider the
renormalization of the vertex correction and self-
energy graphs. However, it turns out that these
authors obtain the same result in order g° for the
SU(2) case as we do [Eq. (4.28)].

We have also received a copy of a report by
Lipatov,!s who calculates the fermion-fermion
scattering amplitude to order g® using dispersion-
relation techniques. He finds for the SU(2) case
that the transition amplitude has the form as given
'in Eq. (6.1) with N=2.

Finally, we have also received a copy of a re-
port by Nieh and Yao,!® in which the transition
amplitude for fermion-fermion scattering is calcu-
lated by a technique similar to ours. They, how-
ever, do not find the result (4.27), but rather find
that in order g® the transition amplitude has terms
in it proportional to K (t) as well as terms propor-
tional to (-t + u2)K 2(t). We do not know the reason
for this discrepancy.

Cornwall and Tiktopoulos!” have found results
similar to ours for the case of high-energy, fixed-
angle scattering.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we derive the gauge group fac-
tors G, ,(N) for SU(2) symmetry for the diagrams
numbered m (m=1,2,...,35) in Fig. 3. For the
SU(2) symmetry case we called these factors iso-
spin factors, and by putting N=2 in the results
given below one can obtain the isospin factors used
in the text.

In addition to the definitions given in Sec. V of the
text, we will need the relations'®

TYBURSKI

fabcfabe = Nﬁcc:

N%-4
dabcdabe = N 6ec!

dapefave =05
duab = 0!

2
fube Sete =—ﬁ(6acbbﬂ - éadébc)

+(dy0eBpge = Apceaae) s

NZ-1

A, = 2—N——,

and
SapeXaXp=EiNA .

For diagram 1 of Fig. 3 we have
Gar= MaXp)iy,iPRaRo)iyi,

. 2
= (zfabc}‘c +dygpeXe +—i Gab]')

ijaig

. 2
X <2fabe)‘e +dgpeXg +ﬁ 6¢b1>

= = favefareP iy 15Pe)ini 4
+ dabcdabe(hc)i l,(3(xe)52.i 4

P

4
+ 7 (NP =100 s 80,5,

NZ-4
—<—N+ N

)()\c)il.ig()\c)fzv‘q

4
+F(N2 -1)6; 4,0

i2,i4°
From now on we will suppress the indices i;:

Ga.2= A A,)(A52,)

. 2
= (ycabcxc + dabchc +N 6abl)

. 2
X <Zfbaele + dbaexe +ﬁ 6lza1>

4
= (fabcfabe + dabcdabe) (Ac)(he) +F (N2 - 1)66
N%-4
= <N+ N
Gs.s= Ao )X g N caeSode
- %(}\bxa)([)‘e’lb]p‘a!xe])
- %(xbka)(xexb)‘axe A A A A = AR A A,

) a0 +%(N2 - 1)86,

FApA A A,).

Using
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AeAgXe ZA A A g+ 20f yoe A A,

NZ-1
(2 o),

and

. 2
N Ay A, =2, <zfmk‘ +dyoe Ny +dea>)\e

2
= iy <2N—1;1—2N>)\,

2—
+dba:<zg—ﬁ—1-2N>A(

i(N2 -1)5,,1

+N2

NZ-1
= (2 N —2N>Abka+46”1,
we see that
Ggaa== 1 (ApA)(2NA, A, +45,,1)

N N?-4
"E('N+ N

)aoa)
-%(Nz ~1)s6,

G3.4= (Aaxb)(xdkc)fcaefbde
== T 2NN, + 46,,1)

=-E<N+Nz‘4)(xc)(xc)

2 N
4 e
- (N - 1)o5.

Diagram number 5 in Fig. 3 only enters into our
calculation in the ++ — — approximation defined in
the text. In this approximation, it can be seen di-
rectly from the Feynman rules that

G3.5=G;.3+ G,y

Ga,e = ()\d Ac )‘a)()\b )\a) cdb
== IN(X Ag) (A Ag)
==iNG,,,

G35==G310==G312=G36,

Ga.v = ()\d Ac ’\a)(ha )\b)fcdb
=iNG,,,

G39==G311==G313=G3q,

1121

Ga.u = (Ac )‘a Ad)()\b Aa)fdcb

1
= ﬂ()‘c )‘a[)‘c’ )‘b])()\" Aa)

1 [( N2-1 )

2—
-(zN 1 -zzv) Aa)\,,—464,,1} (M 2,)

N
=240,5(1)(2 A,)

_41' 2
= N(N -1)55,

Gs1s == G316 7= G317 7634 -

In our calculation we do not need to know, for
example, G,,, and G,,, separately, but only the
difference G,,; —~ G;,,. This is because with T, ,
=G,,, F(s), we have that T,,,=G,,, F(-s)
= =Gy, F(s), 50 that Ty, +T;5,4% (Gy15 = Ga10) F(S).
Hence for diagrams 18-35 we give only the dif-
ferences G, , -G, ,,, that we require:

Gais = Gai0= (Ao A A A3)([ g, 2))

- (2 N;‘ 1_ 2N> (Aa 2) [y 25))

-2
= _ﬁ_(Ga.l -Gy,)

=4(A)(2,),
G320~ G321 =Gz =Gags
=G324 =Gaas
=G318 = Gaies
Gazs =Gsa1= (Mg A X 1)([Ag, 2 ))

NZ-1
N

=2 (G31 =Gy)

==4(NZ2=-1)(r)(A.),
Gi.28 = G320 G326 —Gazqs

G330 = G3a1 = (Ao Agny )\c)([)‘a: ’\b])

NZ-1
= <2 N - 2N> (Gs.1 ‘Ga.z)

=4(x)(X),
Gia2 =G333=G330—~Gsa1»

G4 —Gaas = (Mo Aa) (A Xe)

2
X [ﬁ (éac 5bd - 6ad 6bc)

+ (dace dbde - dbce dnde):,
= ()\b )\a)(Aa A4_-)fnbcfcde
==N2(A)(x,) .



1122 LAWRENCE TYBURSKI 13

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we evaluate F;,(s) and F,4(s)
as s —~« to the leading In.
For Fj,(s) we introduce Feynman parameters

2 1
Fj,(s)=+ %g“%(Zﬂ)‘sﬂ"’f da,+*+da,b (ZDa‘—l)
o i

a; with the internal propagators labeled as in Fig.
4(a). We combine the propagators with the Feyn-

man parameter trick, shift the origins of integra-
tion, and evaluate the momentum integrals in the

usual way. Then we obtain

1 1
X[<f+ _L_) (a1a2a7s +J Ld)~% +2(rirS +q5¢°)JL (@, 0,0, +JLd)'3]

+0(s In%s),

where
J=a,+a;+a,+a,,

L=a,+a,+ag+a, - (a2/J),

s_ Vs

2
= _aay
& J L 'S

a0
S =215,

- JL

s - 0y

= Vs,

g

- L ’
and

d=-[K,a,a, +K, 2a,a, +p% - i€) +c.

The constant ¢ in the last line is a complicated
function of ¢, m?, u?, and the o;. We need not
.give c¢ explicitly, however, since in the important
regions of integration c is found to be =0. In Eq.
(B1) the terms in the square brackets give Ins
behavior, and they come from terms in the nu-
merator of Eq. (3.10) proportional to »? and ¢*

and tor,7_ and ¢,9_. One immediately sees in
Eq. (B2) that the region a, *a,~ a,~0 will be im-
portant. But also one must take into account the
effect of the “singular configurations” which occur
whendJ or L=0. Specifically, if we make the scal-
ing transformations

(B1)

-

@, =Py, as=p0;,

g =P, 05, Q;=p,ay, (B2)

o +ag+agrar=1,
and

@, =p,ay, az=p,ay,

oy =py0y, a7=pyaq, (B3)

al+ay +a) +ay =1,

then the leading behavior of F;,(s) is obtained by
considering the regions of integration where p,,
a!, a;, and oy =0 and where p,, @), a;, and a.
~0. The result can then be straightforwardly
shown to be

_ 1 s s .
F:;.a(s) :-igG(Zn) 8t 3—1 Wlns (—W— ‘l€> K(¢)

+0(sIn?s). (B4)

To evaluate F,((s) we will, for illustrative pur-
poses, use a “mixed” method combining parame-
ter space and momentum-space techniques. We
first evaluate the loop integral associated with
the vertex correction in diagram 3.6. This we

do using the Feynman parameter trick with the
parameters a;, i =1,2,3, associated with the in-
ternal propagators as shown in Fig. 5(a). Then
performing the momentum integration in the usual
way, we obtain

2 . -
F,4(s)=(g°/32)(2n)®n? % [1 da,da,da,b(a, +a, +a; —1) fd‘*q [—2!;9—(—1——2—3-&):] [(P-qP -m?+ie]?

2P ‘qa,a,+d

X[(P'+q) -m®+ie][(g+2kF - p*+ie]™[(g - 2 ) - p® +i€]™, (B5)

where

2

k .
d=p?*(a, +a,) +m?a? + T a,(a;-a,) -k qa,a, - Fa,(a, +a,) - ic.

The value of F,¢(s) as s =« will be obtained by calculating the asymptotic value of the parametric integral
in (B5) as 2P -q= Vs ¢_—~<, and then evaluating the remaining ¢ integrals by the infinite-momentum tech-

nique.” The parametric integral gives



13 REGGEIZATION OF THE FERMION-FERMION SCATTERING... 1123

f‘ da da,da,d(a, +a, +a, —1)2P +q(1 - 2a,)

~ 1 2 :
A 2P - qa,a, + d =gy WP g -ie).

Then making the usual infinite-momentum technique approximations, e.g.,
2 2 ; 1 1 [ q2 1 : -
[P -qP -m?+ie]*=Ws) —q_+7;-+0<;>+ze} ,

we obtain
S q2 -1
Fyq(s)=(g°/32)(2m) " 22, qu,,dq _d%q, In*(Vsq_-ie) <-q_+ 7é=+ie>

x <q+ + %”6)_1[@ +3kP -pl+ie]| (g -3kP -pu2+ie]™t. (B6)

Now if we integrate over dg, we find that the contour integral vanishes unless 0>g_> —+s . With this re-
striction, we can then evaluate the integrals in the standard fashion,” obtaining

F,(s)=-1i(g%/32)(2m)"® “s— 51—’1 3 <—%— ie)K(t)+0(s In%s). (B7)

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we evaluate A(s) defined as T,,_,,, in the leading-particle approximation. Combining
Eqgs. (4.1) and (4.2), we have

5/2 o
A(s)=—%gs;nT(Zn)“’fd“rd“q{q_[%nr_—FL-k -312K.2+3u%)+37rq,]
+2r [r,r_-F.2-F, K, -3k 2+u2)]}

X[P=q) =m?+ie] [P+ =m?+i€e[(P' +q)? —m® +ie]™!

X[(g+7f = u®+i€] (g +2kf - u* +i€]™

X[(g=3kP —p2+ie][r+3kP —p?+ie][(r - 3kP —p?+ie]™? (C1)
It is convenient to separate A(s) into two parts. The first part, which we shall call A*)(s), consists of the
the piece of A(s) which comes from the term in the curly brackets in (C1) proportional to g _».,»_. The
second part consists of the rest of A(s) and is called A®)(s).

A®)(s) is most easily evaluated in momentum space. Making the usual infinite-momentum technique’ ap-
proximations [see Eq. (3.24)], we write

SZ - _ 2 . -1
AW(s)= —g*® n7(21r) "%f dr.dr.d®r,dq,dq-d*q Vs q. 3r, v }s)™® (—q_ +:;s'+ ze)

2 -1 2 -1
X <7_+Trs-+ie> <q++7q—s- +ie> [(g+7)?=p2+ie] [(g+3R)2 - p2+ie]™
X[(g =3k =p2+ie] [(r+3k)2 - p2+i€] ™ r — 3k)% = u2+ie]™?

z+g6i(2n)‘ﬂf dr,dr-d*r.dq, dq_d?qlr }(1+ i _)—1 1-2L\"
m? 8 +OT=R Ta0He G4-2 iy Vs7r s q-
X(q, + @®/N's +i€)"[(g+7)? —p2+ie] [(g+3k)? - n2+ie] (g - k)% - p2+ie]™
X[(r+3k)% = p2+ie] ™ (r - 3k)* —n2+ie]™. (c2)
Examining the contour integrals over dr, and dq,, we find that the integrals give vanishing contribution
unless —V's <g_<0 and 0<»_<-q_. Then evaluating the contour integrals we have
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3 s 0 -a_ -1 = 2\ -1 = 2 \-1
(1) (g)= o6 -8,3°2 S _ 2, g2 g __r. 1
At (s)=go(2m)"8x 2 me [\E dq_j; dr. fd t.d ')’J_<1 +7?> (1 V-S-‘r__> <1 +7£3.I)

X[E+ 2+ w2 @+ 3K) % — €] ™r [F+ .2+ p2] = o + g )[F+3K) .2+ p 2
X[ =3K) .2+ p2—ie]™r(F+Q) 2+ 2] =(r_+ q_)[(F - 1K) .2+ w2t (c2")

The presence of the factor (1 -F,%/Vs 7_)"'(1+§.%/V's ¢_)"! in (C2) may be seen to provide cutoffs to the
transverse integrals in (C2) when ¥,*>Vs7_ and §,2>Vsq¢_. So we may get the correct leading behavior of
AY(s) by considering the regions of integration where 0>g_>—¢eVs, 0<7_<-q_, 0<F 2<eVsr_, and 4,2
<eVsq., and by putting (1+¢_/Vs)™ (1 -F,2/Vsr_)"'(1+d,2/Vsq_)"'~1 in (C2). Here € is restricted by
1>e>»m/Vs.

With the approximations given in the preceding paragraph the integrals in (C2) are elementary and we
obtain the result

A(s)= =g (2m)7°r 25 4 In*(s/m?) (DK . (C3)

Next we evaluate A(®(s)=A(s) ~A(*)(s). Introducing Feynman parameters, combining the denominators,
and making the usual shifts of the integration variables we find that

5/2 1 )
o [ decaep(Bas)) [ avaa NG, @R Qs oI, (ca)

(2) ()= _o 6 -8
A’ (s)= —g®(2m)~7] -

where
Q=0az+ a5+ 0, +0,,
R=0,+a,+ 0, + 0+ 0y - (2/Q)
1 1 ’
c =_E%Pa1 —P’a2+§(a4 - 115,)+“¥'Qa [Paa+§(a7 - ae)]} _5[Pa3+§(a7 - as)j] +P2(a1+ (13)+P'202

K 2 2 ,
+3 (Qg+ Qg+ ag+ 0) =mP(a, + 0y + ) — 20, + Qg+ O + @ + ) + €,

r=v' -%[Pd:ﬁ-%(ch —as)-f-q%] Erl+rs—qgéa_ ’

1 k a k
q= q’+1-2-{Poz1 —P’o:2+-2-(oz4 - ay) +-éﬁ I:Paza+§(¢:¢7 - ae)]} =q'+q°,
and
N(r,q)=q[-F,k, —5(2k,%+3p) ]+ 2r_[r,r- -F.2 —ToK, -2+ 4p9)]. (C5)

In order to avoid having to handle large unwieldy expressions, it is best to consider at this point what
terms in N(r, q) will contribute to the leading behavior (sIn®s). To do this, consider the coefficient of s
in ¢. This coefficient is (a,/R)(a, + (a;a,/Q)). The leading behavior of A®)(s) as s - will come from the
regions of integration in a space where the coefficient of s is small. Now in N(r,q), we will, after per-
forming a Wick rotation, have terms in ()%, in (¢%)?, and constant terms, i.e.,

N(r,q)=a,(r)?+a,(q')?+az+0dd in 7’ + ¢’ . (C6)

Therefore, it can be seen that after evaluating the »* and ¢’ integrals we will have an expression of the
form

1
A®)(s)axs®/? f da, - da86<2 a; -‘1){2(a,R +3,Q)[ax(@,Q + @;05)s + QRA] ™% +3a,Q°R*[ (@, Q + @30, s + QRA] ™}
0 1

Let us make the transformations of variables as follows:

- ¢ —_ ’ —_ '] _ _ ’ r _
@, =p, @y, Q3=p, a5, 0=p,05, 0;=p,0;7, 0g=p,af, aj+aj+at+a;+ag=1,
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and
- — _ — — rd td ~ n n =
QI=Po07, 0=p,05, Qu=p,0f, a;=paf, a;=p,af, ay+aj+af+al+af=1,
and
2 . " o _ m v w o
ay=psa, af =psay’, ay+ag=1,
and

w  _ N 2y W
af=p,a, az=p,a3’, o’+og’=1,

and

ps=al. (cmn
Then the leading behavior of A‘?(s) can be seen to come from the regions of integration where some of the
py, ©=1,2,...,5 are small. The p;, correspond to the “minimal ¢ paths” when the effects of singular con-

figurations are taken into account. It can be seen, in fact, that the leading behavior of A(®(s) (s In2s)
comes from the regions of integration where some three of the p;, say p;,p;,p, %,j,k=1,2,...,5 (i#j#k)
are small. Then, it can be shown that only terms in a,R and a,Q proportional to v's p;P;0, and terms in
a;Q*R*« (V's )*p,%,%p,? will contribute to the leading In. Hence we need only keep terms in N(, g) which
will behave as described in the preceding sentence for some i,j,k=1,2,...,5 (i#j#k). Then by analyzing
the behavior of N(r, g) in all of the above-mentioned important regions of integration one finds that N (r, q)
can be written as

N=(r")*(-30,/Q)q% - 275 (g2)X(0y/ Q)%+ F5 » K1q2 — 5(2k3 + 3u?) g2 + negligible . (C8)
Substituting (C8) into (C4), evaluating the momentum integrals, and considering all of the aforementioned

important regions of integration in o space we find by straightforward but tedious analysis that

A®N(s)=-g®2m)*n* 7% 2 10%(s/m®) 2K(t) - 3(=t+ 32K (D)) . (C9)

One finds, in fact, that the terms in (#')?(-~305/Q)q? and in 7%(g%)*(e,/Q)? in N as given in (C8) give con-
tributions to the leading behavior from the region of integration in a space where p,, p,, and p, are small,
while the term in [F$+K, - 1(2K 2+ 3u2)]¢* gives a contribution from the region where p,, p,, and p, are
small.

Combining (C9) and (C3) we obtain the result Eq. (4.3).

APPENDIX D

In this appendix we evaluate B(s) which is given in Eq. (4.9).
We may separate B(s) into two parts B*)(s) and B®'(s) with

B(”(S)E-ige(Zw)'sf—yiz—zfd“qfl m,d%msa(;a,-1>
0]

m?as® + P, +0p) . (2004 — 30 ) q.
X{““[ ] - 2y B 3§(l‘¢?)

x (1+7‘1_-s-)[(p-q)2-m2+i<]"

X[(P'+q)* —=m® +ie]™[(g +3k)* - p® +ie]™ (g - 2R)° - pP+ i€]™. (D1)

And, of course, B®(s)=B(s)-B%Y(s).
f(P,q) is given by [see Eq. (4.5)]

F(P,q)=a,0,Vsq.~ (PP+g*)a,0,- (g +3k) a0, +mia(l -a,)+ pi(a, +a,) - ic.
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Then as Vs -« we have that

2
[ ol SR i
1] ’
and that
f daldazdasa(};a,- 1)Eq_@72‘(”1§—';73"‘—3—)=—%1n(ﬁq--ie) . (D3)
(] ’

Then we have
B%)(s) =+ig°(21r)'8172§2- fd"q <1 - %) (1 +%>[1n(w/?q_ -i€) (P - q)? - m?+ie]™

X [(P' +q)? —=m?+ie] (g +3k)* — u2 +ie][(q - 3R)* - u2+ie]™. (D4)

This expression (D4) may now be evaluated directly in momentum space in a way entirely analogous to the
way F; ¢(s) was evaluated in Appendix B. We find the result

B (s)=g®%2n)® ‘-;i—zz- In?(s/m?)K(t) . (D5)

We should point out that the terms in ¢,/Vs in (D4) may be neglected in evaluating B*)(s). Now we need to
evaluate B®'(s), where

B‘z’(s)=ig°(21r)'s1r2;—22f d‘q./: da1d°‘2da35<2; a;- 1) [EER%Q—Z)} [(1_%> - 1]

X[(P-q)? = m?+ie][(P' +q)* - m® +ie]™ (g + 3k)* - L2 +ie]™
x[(q = 3k)* - p2+ie]™. (D6)

This expression can be seen to be equivalent to T% _; ,, evaluated in the leading-particle approximation,
but with a factor of 1 in the integrand replaced by (1-¢,/Vs)(1-¢q./Vs)~1. Sowe can write

B‘z’(s)=_g"(21r)'“i:l:2 fd“qd"‘r(Z'r_'*'Q-) [( ‘%><1+%>_1]

X[(P+7)2 = m?+ie]*[(P-q)? - m?+ie]™

X[(P' +q)% = m?+ie] (g +7)? - u +ie]?

X[(r = 3k)* - p* +i€]™*[(q - 2k)* - p® +ie]™

X[(g+2R)* - p®+ie]™. (D7)
We find in fact that to obtain the leading behavior of B®)(s) it is sufficient to make the approximation in

(D7) that

(ar.+q)[ - 4) (1~+—‘j-?) ~1]=@r/vs. (D8)

Then introducing Feynman parameters with the labelings indicated in Fig. 5(a), and evaluating the mom-
entum integrals in the usual way, we obtain

3 1
B®)(s) z2g6(21r)'°1r4;i—5 '/; da,.. .da.,&(‘i/:, a; - 1>(a2/Y)2XY[az(a X+aa,)s+d]?, (D9)
where
X=aztagta,,
Y=a,+a,+a,+a,+a,- (@2/X),

and
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d=-Y <Pas—§ae>2 -X[(@,-ay)+ (asa.,/X)]zze; -X(P'a,) - X[P@, +(a,0,/X))]

k2
+XY[(011+a3)P2+az(P')2+(a4+as+aG)T -m¥a, +a,+a,) - pHa,ta + a6+a7)]+ie . (D10)
In obtaining B®)(s) we have made the changes of variable

1 k a
r-r’——i(Paa—EaG)-q—}—(l (D11)

and

1 E « k
q-q _-I./- [:—P(.Y1 ta,P’ +(a4—a5)§—-)-(—7(Pa,-§ (Ye>] . (D12)
If we make the transformations of variables
a,=pay, QA;=pa;, 0g=pag,
and

- 4 ? ’ ’ 1 = !~ ” ! = ”n " " —
a,=pa;, a;toztagtar;=1, aj=paf, af=pal, al+alf=1,

and

" = n ! = m " n —
ay=poal, a;=pay, a+af=1,

then we find that the leading behavior of B?)(s) as s -~ © comes from the region of integration where p,, p,,
and p, are small. We then find the result

BOs)=-g°@n)*n* - ZL!lnz(s/mz)I(t) , (D13)

with I(¢) given as in Eq. (4.11).

The approximation (D8) can be justified by noting that the leading behavior of B®)(s) must come from the
regions of integration where some of the p, (i =1, 2, 3) and possibly «, are small. Then by using Eq. (D11)
and (D12) we can investigate the behavior of the neglected terms in Eq. (D8) in the various regions of in-
tegration just mentioned. We then find that the neglected terms in Eq. (D8) are indeed negligible to the
leading ln.

Combining Eq. (D13) for B ®)(s) with Eq. (D5) for B“)(s) we obtain the result (4.10).

APPENDIX E
In this appendix we evaluate C(s) and D(s) as defined in Sec. IV of the text.
C(s) is given by Egs. (4.18) and (4.19). We label the internal propagators with Feynman parameters

as in Fig. 4(a), and make the shifts of origins in the loop integrals defined by

@
r=r'+rS-qg—=L
7

and
q=q9'+q°,
where
1 k
¥S=_ j[Pa1+ E(a,—aq)] R
and
S — 1 y . 1 gl k
¢=-7 a, P’ + 3k(ag — ag) - 7 Pa,+§(a3-a,) ,

and
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J=a,+az+a,+ay,

and

2

L=a2+a5+ae+a.,—%7—-. (E1)

Then we find that

C(s)= -(g*%/4)(2m)™%6! r%;j:da, e da,bd (g} a; - 1)

X fd‘r'd‘q’M(r,q)[(r’)2J+(q’)2L+ ]7, (E2)
where
C=(a,a,0,8/JL)+d
and
k2 1 k 2 1k 2
d= z(oz3 +a,+ g+ ag) - j[Pa1+ E(oz3 - og)] - I[f(% as)— (oz3 - a,)]
1 1
- m?(a, +a,) = pP(ay + a4+ as +ag +a,) +a, P+ a,P'* — JZLP @’ - jPzaf - -I:azzP"*H'e R (E3)
and where

M(r, ﬂ{é(ﬂ'—*‘q’-“ ‘/—1'_;(1’++1'i)] [2(q +q%)%+2 (r’+r’..q = 371>2

=3 +7r%),(r) - 3(q1)(q+q‘)_:|+neg1igible

= H@ P V) + M @ NE) - é(q’.#-r: <q+q_ ‘g 71>+negligible. (E4)
In order to avoid a plethora of terms, we have kept in Eq. (E4) only the terms which are found to contrib-
ute to the leading behavior as s— «©, These terms can be seen to be of the kind described in the paragraph
following Eq. (4.14) in the text.

Then evaluating the loop integrals in the usual way we find that

o ot S (g, e -
cls)=~(g*/Memrt Sz [ day + - - dayd (Teu-1)

1
><{(%)(alaza-,s+JLd)'2+23(%l %)(% L)alaza.,(alaza.,s+JLd)"}

(E5)

Now we make the changes of variables as in Egs..(B2) and (B3) in Appendix B. Then the leading behavior
of C(s) in Eq. (E5) comes from the regions of integration where p,, a?, and a/=~0 and where p,, a}, and
ay=0. The result for C(s) can then be seen to be Eq. (4.20).
Now we consider the evaluation of D(s). D(s) contains six terms corresponding to the six sets of equa-
tions numbered (2)-(7) in (4.17). These terms will be designated Di(s) (:=2,3,...,7). First we consider
D®)(s). With p=v=1, p=a=- in (4.13), M assumes the form

1 s3/2 2 372 2 iribl E6
M= - E-_"T.(zr +q), 7_-—27(r+) 7. +negligible . (E6)

Then introducing Feynman parameters and making the shifts of the origins of the loop momenta exactly
as was done in the evaluation of C(s) in this appendix, we find, after evaluating the loop integrals in the
usual way, that
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SZ 1
D(Z)(s)z-ég“(ZW)‘“w‘?f dal---da,b(za,—l>
o i

a -2 aa,a -3
X [-2ﬁ(a1a2a,s+JId) +2s—17£—7-(a1a2a.,s+JLd) . (ET)

The leading behavior of D'?’(s) may be obtained by considering the region of integration where p,, a;, and
ay =0, with the result that

D®)(s)= -k g*(2m)n ;Tmz(s/mzm(m O(slns) . (E8)
D®(s) is obtained by setting u =+, v=L, p=A=- in (4.13). Then

1s_. - . - K} . -
M*'z';;;“sh(ﬂ Y yau, [— (2g+7), (2Q+I'+ 5) +(27 +¢), (@ - r—k)l}

332
3 —m—z—(n )¥,% + negligible . (E9)

D™(s) is obtained by setting u=1, v=+, p= A=~ in (4.13), and so

3 s3/2 \
M~ = —(r,)F ? +negligible.. (E10)

2 m
We find from (E9) and (E10) and by evaluating the loop integrals that
2 1
DV (s)+D W (s) = g°(2m) n* = [ day -+ days ( Yoy~ 1) l:%(alaaa.,s +JLd)‘2}. (E11)
[¢] i

The dominant region of integration is where p,, a;, and a) =0, and we find that

D'¥(s)+ D' (s) = —%g“(Zn)"’ﬂ“;‘:; Elrlnz(s/mz)K(t) +0(sIns). (E12)
D'®)(s) is obtained by setting p=v=+, p=A=1in (4.13), and so

SS/Z
M*—ZF(q-)qu (E13)

This leads to the result

2 1
D' (s)x — %g"(Zﬂ)"‘ﬂ‘%j‘; do,+-+da,d ( ;ai - 1) [—2 %—:(alaza.,s+JLd) -2

2
+25 B (0,050, +J L) '3] . (E14)

The dominant region of integration is where p,, a7, and a7 =0, and we find that
D' (s) = ~% g8(2m) ~or* ;-ns—z 21—lln2(s/m2)K(t) +O(slns). (E15)

D'®)(s) is obtained by setting u=v=+, p=-, A=Lin (4.13) while D’(s) is obtained by setting u=v=+,
p=L, A== in (4.13). In both cases

3 3/2

M- 37 %n—g- (r )¥,? + negligible. (E16)

With (E16) we obtain the expression
2 1
D8 (s)+ DM (s) = %g%Zﬂ)’“ﬂ‘%gfo da,*++ do,bd < ? a; - 1) [%—E(alaza,s +JLd)'2] (E17)
The dominant region of integration is where p,, a, and oy ~0, and we find the result

D'®(s)+ D' (s) = —%g‘(Zn)‘ew*’-’—‘:g Ell—lnz(s/mz)K(t) +0(slns). (E18)
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Summing the results (E18), (E15), (E12), and (E8) we obtain the result
D(s)=- §g°(21r)'°11477$; 21—'1n2(s/m2)K(t) +0(slns),
which is Eq. (4.21).

APPENDIX F

In this appendix we evaluate the contribution T ,,_; o from the graphs 34 and 35 in Fig. 3 as s~ «,
The amplitude for Taf_ s4-3. 35 i the leading-particle approximation is given by Eq. (4.28). Introducing
Feynman parameters with the same labeling of the propagators as for the vector ladder in Fig. 4(a), and
evaluating the loop integrals in the usual way, we obtain

1
T:af. 34-3,35"~ 2T3r. 3¢~ ‘%ge(zﬂ)-8ﬂ47'%2§ p? f da,*--da,d (E ;- 1> JL(sa,a,0, +JLd)™2, (F1)
° T
where J, L, and d are as given in Egs. (E1) and (E3) in Appendix E. The dominant region of integration is
where «,, a,, and @,~0, and we find, using the fact that
da, - dab E a; - 1>(a, +a,)(ay +ay)
K (1 f . F2
)= {(=Da 0,0 + a,) + ozaaz.,(cr1 +a,) |+ i (a, + a,) (@ + ) — i€}’ (F2)

that

- 1
T{. sums. 3= =38°@M 1% 25 SoInd (s/m) WK (1),

which gives Eq. (4.27).

1See e.g., S. C. Frautschi, Regge Poles and S-Matrix 1oy, p. Yao, Phys.Rev.D 1, 2316 (1970).
Theory (Benjamin, New York, 1963). Uym, T, Grisaru, H.J. Schmtzer, and H. S. Tsao, Phys.
’R. J. Glauber, in Lectures in Theoretical Physics, Rev. D 8, 4498 (1973). See also K. Bardakei and M. B.
edited by W. E. Brittin and L. G. Dunham (Wiley- Halpern ibid. 6, 696 (1972).
Interscience, New York, 1959), Vol. 1; T. T. Wu, 121, Gell-Mann, M. L. Goldberger, F. E. Low, E. Marx,
Phys. Rev. 108, 466 (1957); R, Torgerson, ibid 143, and F. Zachariasen, Phys. Rev. 133, B145 (1964);
1194 (1966). M. Gell-Mann, M. L. Goldberger, F. E, Low, V. Singh,
3B. W. Lee and R. F. Sawyer, Phys. Rev. 127, 2266 and F. Zachariasen, ibid, 133, B161 (1964); H. Cheng
(1962). See also R. J. Edenet al., The Analytic S- and T. T. Wu, ibid. 140, B465 (1965).
Matrix (Cambridge Univ. Press, London, 1966). 135, Mandelstam, Phys Rev. 137, B949 (1965). See
H, Cheng and T. T. Wu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 24, 1456 also E. Abers and V. L. Teplitz, Phys. Rev. 158, 1365
(1970), and earlier papers quoted therein; S. J. Chang 1967).
and 8. K. Ma, Phys. Rev, 188, 2385 (1969). 14, M. McCoy and T. T. Wu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 35, 604
5H. T. Nieh and Y. P. Yao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 32, 1074 (1975); Phys. Rev. D 12, 3257 (1975).
(1974). 157, N. Lipatov, Len. Nuel. Phys. Inst. report, 1975
8See e.g. R. J. Eden et al., The Analytic S-Matrix (unpublished).
(Cambridge Univ, Press, London, 1966), and refer- ey, T, Nieh, and Y. P. Yao, this issue, Phys. Rev.
ences quoted therein, D 13, 1082 (1976).
’S. J. Chang and S. K. Ma, Phys. Rev. 180, 1506 (1969); 113 "M. Cornwall and G. Tiktopoulos, Phys. Rev. Lett.
188, 2385 (1969). 35, 338 (1975).
8. T Tyburskl, Phys. Lett. 59B, 49 (1975). 184 3, MacFarlane, A. Sudbery, and P. H. Weisz,

9G. ’t Hooft, Nucl. Phys. B35, 167 (1971). Commun. Math. Phys. 11, 77 (1968).



