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In the planar approximation, we consider the large-energy-s, fixed-transfer-# limit of the four-point vertex
function. In ¢° theory (6 space-time dimensions) and in ¢* theory (4 space-time dimensions), for any
essentially and crossed planar graph, we analytically calculate the coefficients of all powers of logarithms of
s for the leading power of s. After summing the series in logarithms obtained when the four-point function
is considered, we discuss the existence of Regge trajectories from a Riccati-type differential equation. In
g(¢*)s theory we find a discrete family of Regge-pole trajectories with g-dependent intercepts accumulating
at a = — 1. In g(¢*), theory the solution of the Riccati equation may be easily found if there exists a fixed
point g = g*; the result then is a fixed g-independent cut and an infinite number of pole trajectories (the
square-root branch point is above the intercepts at g = g*).

I. INTRODUCTION

In looking at the Regge behavior of field theo-
ries, one goal would be to elucidate the situation
in quantum chromodynamics and to find out wheth-
er hadrons can be considered as bound states of
quarks. A first step in this direction was presen-
ted in a preceding paper,! where the existence of
Regge trajectories is proved in the case of a
superrenormalizable field theory.

Such a perturbative approach raises many un-
solved questions; the most important of them is
the following: Does the perturbative series of
Feynman graphs define an acceptable field theory,
eventually with a nontrivial S matrix? Until this
question could be answered, we tend towards a 7
more physical theory by presenting here the sec-
ond step, the case of renormalizable, but non-
superrenormalizable field theories. This case
has already been studied in many papers. Before
we recall the current situation in the literature,
let us summarize the set of new results we ob-
tain:

For any planar (and crossed-planar) graph con-
tributing to the four-point function, we give the
complete asymptotic behavior at large s, fixed ¢,
with the coefficients of all powers of lns [Eq.
(3.17)]. o

The geometric organization of these coefficients
and the use of renormalization-group techniques
allow us to perform the summation over the whole
set of these contributions and to get a general
formula generating the possible Regge trajectories
[Egs. (5.1) and (5.2)].

The actual existence of Regge poles and cuts is
discussed from a nonlinear Riccati-type equation
|Eq. (5.3)], which for this asymptotic limit plays
the same role that the Callan-Symanzik equation
plays in the scaling limit.

The technique used in this work is based on a
desingularization operator, called the R operator,
and which has already been used in the literature
to take care of ultraviolet divergences,? to define
the analytic continuation in dimension of Feynman
amplitudes,® to describe scaling behavior of Feyn-
man amplitudes,* to determine the Bjorken limit
of Feynman amplitudes,® etc. Such an operator
acts directly on the integrand of the Feynman
amplitude or on the integrand of its Mellin trans-
form adapted to a given asymptotic limit, written
in the @ -parametric language. This operator,
which is an extension of the renormalization tech-
nique of Appelquist,® and is in o -space what
Zimmermann’s’ R operation is in momentum
space, achieves in compact form the recurrent
procedure of subtraction initiated by Bogoliubov
and Parasiuk,® reexamined later by Hepp.® It
turns out that the same operator which is able to
take care of ultraviolet divergences also allows
in its original form the investigation of many as-
ymptotic behaviors and presumably all of them in
a generalized form. One generalization to be
found should take care of nonplanar amplitudes
and lead to the study of Regge cuts.

Let us now try to summarize and classify the
very large literature which deals with Regge be-
havior in quantum field theory., We observe mainly
two different kinds of approaches to this problem.

First, the structure of the Bethe-Salpeter inte-
gral equation is used and applied in the early
papers to evaluate the asymptotic behavior of the
ladder graphs in g(¢®%), theory,® and later in
g(9%), theory.!® Although the existence of Regge
trajectories was proved in the case of (d)")4 theory,
the presence of square-root branch points was dis-
covered!! in (¢*), theory. Then many papers using
Fredholm-type techniques dealt with the descrip-
tion of the trajectory obtained from ladder graphs
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in (¢%), theory.!? More recently, people realized
that ultraviolet divergences have to play an impor-
tant role in strictly renormalizable field theories.
Lovelace!® and Cardy!* introduced an asymptotic
kernel in the Bethe-Salpeter equation, and after
partial-wave expansion found that in g((i)3)6 theory
the integral equation was of the Fredholm type
(existence of Regge trajectories), while it was not
the case in g(¢4)4 theory because of the presence
of a square-root branch point. Lovelace was more
explicit and proved that (-1) was an accumulation
point of g-independent intercepts in g(¢>3)6 theory,
and the square-root branch point was g-indepen-
dent in g(¢>4)4 theory. Although this approximation
is better than the “leading-logarithm approxima-
tion,” it is incorrect to believe that the asymptotic
behavior of the complete four-point function is the
solution of the Bethe-Salpeter equation with the
asymptotic kernel., For g(¢3)6 theory Lovelace
found'® g-independent intercepts (owing to an
asymptotic kernel which reduces to the Born term
of the perturbative expansion with an effective
coupling constant and a zero effective mass), while
our solution gives g-dependent intercepts.

In fact, the Callan-Symanzik equation!’ may be
used to find the large-s behavior of the four-point
vertex function at ¢ =p;®> =0, since s and m? are the
only dimensioned variables; of course, we are in
the case of exceptional momenta!® and the right-
hand side of the equation is not negligible. One
purpose of this paper is to evaluate this right-
hand side. It is found that in the Mellin transform
space (where products correspond to convolutions
in logs), the Callan-Symanzik equation has to be
replaced by a Riccati differential equation. The
solutions to this equation may have g-dependent
poles which define the intercepts of the trajector-
ies, or in the case of a nontrivial ultraviolet at-
tractive fixed point g =g*, g-independent square-
root branch points. Now at ¢ and p,;? different from
zero, trajectories are generated essentially from -
the nonleading powers of logarithms. In the pres-
ence of a fixed point g =g*, an anomalous behavior
persists and we obtain

sconst[Bo(t) log'3/28 +ﬁ1(t) log-SIZS 4o ] s

where the constant is g and ¢ independent. This
fixed cut is accompanied by Regge trajectories,
and although the branch point dominates over the
intercepts of the trajectories at g=g*, it is not
known, for f away from zero and g different from
g*, whether these relative locations persist.

The second technique which is largely seen in
the current literature is to look for the asymptotic
behavior of independent Feynman graphs. Some
authors tried to obtain precise rules to determine
the leading power of s. First, in ¢3 theory it was

found'® that this power has to do with the length of
the shortest path from one side to the opposite side
of the diagram (if planar), but very soon these
rules had to be modified because of divergent sub-
graphs. To our knowledge, it was Zavyalov!’ and
Zavyalov-stepanov” who first gave the exact rules
to obtain the leading power of s for any (conver-
gent or divergent) graph, and who generalized this
rule to give the largest power of logarithm of s.
They introduced the notion of what we call essen-
tial subgraphs «§ (such that the reduced graph [G/
] looses its s dependence) and of what we call
leading subgraphs (those essential subgraphs with
largest superficial degree 2 of divergence). The
leading power is then @, and the largest power of
logarithm of s is related to the largest number of
nonoverlapping leading subgraphs.

These rules known, the next problem is to sum
the logarithms. The first attempt has been to sum
the leading powers of logarithms for special
classes of graphs. Again, the ladder graphs are
privileged; for the ladders of (¢°), theory leading
logs and subleading logs are summed,!® and finally
all powers of logs are summed!® to obtain the
Regge trajectory. In (¢*), theory and in (¢3)g the-
ory leading logs of ladder graphs are summed?®® to
obtain a g-dependent square-root branch point
which is even confirmed if the same technique is
applied to the so-called truss-bridge graphs.?
More general results are also obtained in Ref. 22.
Another class of graphs are also privileged in this
analysis of leading logarithms which is the class
of graphs generated at low orders of perturbation,
In particular, in the study of non-Abelian gauge
fields, the perturbation has been explored up to
the 12th ordcr,23 and except for Ref. 24 the results
do not seem to indicate the presence of Regge tra-
jectories in quantum chromodynamics. )

Our result differs from the current results pre-
sented in the literature because we solve complete-
ly and analytically the problem of finding the coef-
ficients of all powers of logarithms. The structure
of these coefficients is quasigeometric; the coef-
ficients are built from the knowledge of the so-
called leading subgraphs organized into forests
(set of nonoverlapping subgraphs) and they factor-
ize into absolutely convergent Feynman-type inte-
grals attached to reduced subgraphs defined from
the forests. This structure explains why the sum-
mation of all the logarithms is possible. It is easy
to understand why the “leading-logarithm approxi-
mation” cannot describe Regge trajectories; the
leading power of logarithms is given by the for-
ests which have the largest number of elements.
Since the complete graph G is itself a leading sub-
graph (among others), the forests with the largest
number of elements necessarily contain the com-
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plete graph G. The corresponding coefficient
which is attached to the reduced graph G into itself
[G/G] is really attached to the trivial Born-term
graph and thus has no ¢ and piz dependence. The
leading -logarithm approximation can only provide
an asymptotic behavior of the type s ¢’ up to a
possible negative power of logs and has very little
to do with the exact behavior.

The end of this section is devoted to the intro-
duction of technical definitions such as “renormal-
ized Feynman amplitude” in parametric represen-
tation, or to the classification of graphs with re-
gard to their topology. We also state a general
theorem on asymptotic behavior of Feynman am-
plitudes and discuss its relevance to our problem.
In Sec. II we introduce the Mellin transform of a
Feynman amplitude with respect to the large vari-
able s and determine the leading power of s, the
essential and leading subgraphs, and the source
of logarithms. In Sec. III we introduce the desin-
gularization operator R and compute the coeffici-
ents of all power of logarithms for any essentially
and crossed-planar graph, In Sec. IV we sum all
the logarithms over all essentially and crossed-
planar graphs. We first obtain the equation which
determines the possible trajectories, and second,
the Riccati-type differential equation which gives
the possible intercepts (or the square-root branch
points in the case of the existence of a fixed point
g=g*). InSec. V we discuss the existence of tra-
jectories in (¢%); theory and in (¢*), theory; all
results are gathered in the Conclusion. We now
quickly remind the reader of a certain number of
important properties related to Regge behavior in
field theory, and which have been already exposed
in detail in Ref. 1.

(a) Classifications of the graphs with rvespect to
their topological properties. The connected four-
J

point function G§,(p;,m,g) is a function of the in-
variants p;* and of the Mandelstam variables

s::'(pi +p2)2 1)
t=(p, +P3)2 , . (1.1)
u=(P1 +P4)2 ’

where the external momenta are ingoing and such
that :

4 .
s+itu=2 pt. (1.2)
i=t

Any two-tree of a graph G splits the external
momenta into two parts and therefore is specific
for one of the seven invariants:

the graphs contributing to Gj, and which contain
only p;* and ¢-two-trees contribute to G, (t,p;",m
&),

the graphs contributing to G(°4) and which contain
at least one s-two-tree but no u-two-trees contrib-
ute to G(24)(s ’ t:pizam ;g)’

the graphs contributing to Gj, and which contain
at least one u~two-tree but no s-two-trees contrib-
ute to G (¢, u,p;°,m,8),

the graphs contributing to Gg, and which contain
at least one s and at least one u-two-trees contrib-
ute to Gy, (s, t,u,p*,m,g).

The graphs contributing to G’ and G’ are called
essentially planar graphs. The graphs contributing
to G(a4, are called crossed-planar graphs and they
are obtained from the graphs of G}, by exchanging
the external legs p, and p,. The graphs contribut-
ing to G<44) have a third double spectral function and
are susceptible to generating moving Regge cuts.!®

(b) The venormalized Feynman amplitude. We
find it convenient to define a Feynman amplitude by
its Schwinger-integral representation

w [(G) . 1(e2} . =ie
Iz:_(_g)n(ie-ierw(c)/zjo' I__‘I da,exp [_ <Z-efie; aamz)]R<exp{ze I%I,-)(fz)(dai;(a)kge)]}) (1.3)

where k(e) = (ke %, k).

The Euclidean-space amplitude is obtained at €
=7/2 (with the negative metric) and the Minkowski-
space amplitude is the limit e~ 0 of I and is known
to be a distribution. In this paper we purposely
failed to write the ¢ dependence of I; and we as-
sume, at least for essentially planar graphs, that
the limits s - « and ¢~ 0 commute. The superfi-
cial.degree of divergence of G is

w(G)=4L(G) -21(G), (1.4)

where L(G) and I(G) are, respectively, the number
of independent loops and lines of G. w(G) is found

|
to be zero for all four external-leg graphs of (¢*),
theory and minus two for the corresponding graphs
of (¢®), theory. The functions d;;(e) and Pg(a) are
characteristic of the topology of the graph; the
dimension of space-time is called D [6 in (¢%); the-
ory and 4 in (¢*), theory].

The operator R (Ref. 2) is a subtraction operator
which acts directly upon the variables o and en-
sures the ultraviolet convergence. We define

r=JJa-r2®), (1.5)

sCeG

where the operators 7 are generalized Taylor op-
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erators, I() is the number of lines of the sub-
graph <, and the product runs over the (2%’ —1)
subgraphs of G. Another expression for R.is (Ref.
2)

R=1+2_JI (=757, (1.6)
F 8€F

where § is any Zimmermann’s forest’ of proper
(connected, one-particle irreducible) divergent
subgraphs. The generalized Taylor operators 7
are defined as follows: Given a function f(x) such
that x™f(x) is infinitely differentiable for v com-
plex, then

() =T A ()] (1.7)

This definition is X independent provided that
- A= —E’(v) where E’(v) is the integer part of Rev
and E’(v)=> Rev, € =E’(v) —v. This definition is
generalizable to the case of several variables a:

Ts"f(a)z[Tp"'f(a)lqa_/,?aa’ VaES]p:i . (1'8)

(c) Description of the method used to find the
lavge-s behavior of G} (s,t,p;%,m,g). First, we
examine the large-s behavior for a given Feynman
amplitude. The following theorem has been
proved?®®:

Ig(s,t,p;%,m,g) has an asymptotic behavior at
large s of the type

- amax(p)
Iq(S,t,Piz,m,g)Z ; sf ZO (]-nqs)gpq(t3pi2,m’g):
4 q=

max

(1.9)

where p runs over the rational values of a de-
creasing arithmetic progression and ¢, for a given
p, over a finite number of non-negative integers.

This theorem, which is a generalization of
Weinberg’s theorem?®® on scaling, has now been ex-
tended to a very wide class of asymptotic behaviors
(all asymptotic behaviors of renormalized Feyn-
man amplitudes in Euclidean space and those as-
ymptotic behaviors in Minkowski space, where
Landau singularities are only spectators of the be-
haviors without contributing specifically). The
above theorem can be applied to all graphs con-
tributing to Gy, with i=1, 2, and 3 by crossing,
but fails for the graphs contributing to G’ because
Landau singularities are responsible for moving
Regge cuts. We define

I?(S,t,l’iz,m,g)

max (Pmax)

p2
=s"m 30 (In'skg,  [t,0:%,m,g). (1.10)

Q=

The first problem to solve is to determine pp.,,
Imax(Pmax), and the coefficients 8ppage f0T 3llg. The
technique is to introduce the Mellin transform

M ¢(x) of Iz(s) with respect to s. The function M 4(x)
is initially defined in a certain analyticity domain
in x¥ and the right-most singularity on the left
(leading singularity) is at x =p,,,. The expansion
(1.10) corresponds to a meromorphic function

M (x) and the multiplicity of the leading singularity
is related tO ¢pax(Pmax)- The residues of the poles
determine the coefficients g,,. We now explain how
we may obtain the residues for the leading singu-
larity (that is, the coefficients g, . for all q).

Two cases may appear. Either the integrand of
the Mellin transform expressed in the variables
o has a “simultaneous Taylor expansion” in every
Hepp’s sector defined as an ordering of the vari-
ables a; then the operator R (Ref. 2) defines an
analytic continuation of the Mellin transform be-
yond the leading singularity and extracts the resi-
due at the pole. Let us mention that the property
of Taylor expansion in every Hepp’s sector is
equivalent to the validity of the naive power count-
ing (asitis used for ultravioletdivergences? and for
scaling asymptotic behavior!). Or, the integrand
does not have a simultaneous Taylor expansion in
every Hepp’s sector [which is the case for Regge
behavior, zero-mass limit of gluons (photons) in
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) (QED) when fer-
mions are on their mass-shell, etc.]. We then use
a multiple Melling transform which is the sum of
analytic functions in tubes, the real part of which
are convex polyhedrons.?® The asymptotic behavior
is then obtained from an extremal point of the poly-
hedrons. A simple example of this method is ex-
posed in the appendices of Ref. 1.

Once we have obtained the coefficients g,__ .,
that is, I¥, we sum all the logarithms over all
graphs G contributing to G};7'® in order to obtain
the asymptotic behavior of Gj;, in the planar ap-
proximation. Let us point out that we assume in
this result that the infinite summation of logarithms
of subleading powers (p <pm.,) does not destroy the
leadership of the expression (2J5I%); this is an
assumption similar to neglecting the right-hand
side of the Callan-Symanzik equation in the case
of scaling at nonexceptional momenta.

II. ESTIMATION OF THE LEADING POWER IN s FOR A
GRAPH CONTRIBUTING TO G%“

To any graph contributing to GZ4) there corre-
sponds a graph contributing to G,, and the estima-
tion in s of the first amplitude is the same as the
estimation in # of the second one. We thus restrict
our discussion to a graph of G},.

The quadratic form [k;d; (a)k;] in (1.3) can be
written

4
SAs(a)+tAz(a)+_Z_lp.~2Ai(a)- (2.1)
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P P,
Ki
K,
Ko
P, P,

FIG. 1. A graph which contributes to G%y

The function A (a) is the ratio Ny(a)/Ps(a) of two
polynomials and is homogeneous in all a’s of de-
gree 1. We now give an expression for Ny(a).

We define an s-cut as a set of lines such that if
these lines are cut, the graph G becomes two-
connected with one connected part containing the
external legs py and p,, the other connected part
containing the external legs p; and p,, and such
that no subset of lines has the same property. An
s-cut defines two connected subgraphs G, and Gg
and we have

Ng(a)= Z

{s-cuts } {ac:s=cuts }

aaPGL(a)PGR(a) . (2.2)

If the graph G is drawn as in Fig. 1, where each
black dot represents a graph which contributes to
the complete propagator and where each kernel K;
represents a graph two-line irreducible in the ¢
channel, then

P
Nyt =T (@ T Pate) - (2.3)

Given a subgraph § with x5 connected parts and
an s-cut ¢, this s-cut splits «§ into two subgraphs

S, and S with, respectively, Xs, and x5, connec-

ted parts (some of them being eventually reduced
to single vertices). From topological considera-
tions it is easy to show that when all o variables
corresponding to lines of § vanish like p, the ex-
pression

Ade)= I aobe, (@)Pog(e)/Po(e) (2.4)
acc
vanishes like p¥c® where
Yu$)=xs, tXs, = Xs - (2.5)
1

Consequently, A,(a) vanishes like pY() where
YS$) = I(nlf‘yc(é’) . (2.6)
C

A subgraph ¢ is said to be essential if Y(S)= 1,
An essential subgraph is such that the reduced sub-
graph [G/S] obtained from G when & is shrunk.into
Xs points has an s-independent Feynman amplitude.
Let us note that all essential subgraphs in (¢%),
theory are convergent while there exist logarith-
mically divergent essential subgraphs in (¢*), the-
ory.

The Mellin transform of I;(s) with respect to s
is defined as

MG(x)=fmds s (s) (2.7
0
in (¢%); field theory and
MG(x)=£ ds s™I,(s) = 1,(0)] (2.8)

in (¢*), field theory. The reason for this subtrac-
tion is that the Mellin transform (2.7) does not
exist in (¢*), field theory because of ultraviolet
renormalization. The subtractions over logarith-
mically divergent essential subgraphs make the
integrand of I;(s) the sum of a function exponen-
tially decreasing at large s and of an s-independent
constant which is not allowed in (2.7) and which is
conveniently subtracted in (2.8).

In the primitive region of x where M(x) is de-
fined (see below) we may interchange the s integra-
tion with the o integrations. We may also inter-
change the s integration with the subtraction R op-
erator, The reason for this is that in (¢3)6 theory
and in (¢*), theory once the subtraction (2.8) is
performed, the Taylor operators 7 included in R
subtract only nonessential divergent subgraphs.
We are left with the integral

[ “ds s (e A _5) = T(=x)e i ()], (2.9)
0 .

where 5 =0 in (¢%), theory and 6 =+1 in (¢*), theo-
ry. The above integral exists for Rex<0 in (¢>3)6
theory and for 0< Rex <1 in (¢*), theory, provided
that we use the +ides rule defined in (1.3) for I;. In
(2.9), * is exp(énx/2). The combination [+4A (a)]
is chosen in such a way that the « integrals are
real in the Euclidean region and the factor e '™ is
reminiscent of the fact that the amplitude has a cut
in the complex s plane for s larger than the first
threshold. The Mellin transform M ;(x) is thus
found to be

Mc(x):-(_g)n(i)-ma)/zr(_x)e-mf”nda exp(—iZaM)R{“Ai(a)]’ expli(tA (o) +2f=1pi2Ai(a))]} (2.10)
0

PGD/‘l(a)
.
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in the region
Pmax<Rex <0 for (¢3), theory,

supl0,pmad <Rex <1 for (¢?), theory. (2.11)

In this band of definition the subtraction operator
in (2.10) subtracts only nonessential divergent sub-
graphs.

In the remaining part of this section we wish to
find pays TmaxPmay), and the leading subgraphs de-
fined as those essential subgraphs which are re-
sponsible for a pole at x =pn,,. As already men-
tioned in part (c) of the Introduction, the deriva-
tion of these results needs the introduction of mul-
tiple Mellin transform, Hepp’s sectors, equivalent
classes of nested subgraphs, convex polyhedrons,
etc., as can be read, for instance, in the appen-
dices of Ref. 1 for the Regge-pole behavior of
(¢%), theory. We prefer to-postpone the writing of
such a lengthy proof to some later time and simply
give the results which are used in Sec. IIl:

(a) DPmax=- 1 in (¢3)G theory,

Damax=0 in (6), theory. (2.12)

(b) In contrast to what happens in (¢%), theory,
all graphs in (¢%), theory and in (¢*), theory con-
tributing to G, generate a singularity at ¥ =p p,,.
In fact, the connected leading subgraphs are the
four-external-leg essential subgraphs shown in
Fig. 2 up to G itself.

(¢) In addition to the singularities at x =p,,
which are generated by leading subgraphs, the sub-
traction R operator is responsible for other pole
singularities at x =p,,, associated with proper di-
vergent nonessential subgraphs.

(d) If v is the number of subgraphs in the largest
forest (set of nonoverlapping subgraphs) of connec-
ted leading and of proper divergent nonessential
subgraphs such that the maximal elements of the
forest are leading, then ¢ (Pmax) is v =1+35,
where 6§ is zero in (¢%), theory and +1 in (¢*), the-
ory.

(e) Although the integrand of M;(x) does not
have a simultaneous Taylor series in every Hepp’s
sector, it may be shown from the structure of the
convex polyhedrons!'?® that the R operator defines
an analytic continuation of M;(x) for Rex <p ., and
extracts the residue of the pole at x =p y,,.

The results (a), (b), (¢), (d) were known from

FIG. 2. The leading subgraphs.

the work of Zavyalov and Stepandv,” but their
derivation relies on naive power counting. Let us
finally mention that the above results describe how
A (a) vanishes when a subset of variables « van-
ish. A (@) is strictly positive when the a’s are all
strictly positive (this should not be the case for a
graph contributing to th, where A (a) have to be
replaced by [A (@) —A ,(a)] which vanishes inside
the @ domain of integration).

III. ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF FEYNMAN AMPLITUDES
ASSOCIATED WITH ESSENTIALLY AND CROSSED-PLANAR
GRAPHS

In this section we calculate the coefficients
Zppudlt i’ ym, ) for any ¢ and for all the graphs
contributing to G, and G¥},. We apply the property
(e) of Sec. II to define a function M ;(x) which in the
band

a < Rex <ppax (3.1)

takes on the form (2.10). This function is different
from the analytic continuation of M;(x) in this band
because the subtraction operator R in M c(x) sub-
tracts not only the nonessential divergent subgraphs
as in M;(x) but also the leading subgraphs. What
property (e) of Sec. II means is that M 4(x) is ana-
lytic in x for

a<Rex<b, Pmax<b. (3.2)

We do not intend to be precise for g and b; it is
important to note that M (%) has no singularity at
X =P may and that the pole structure at x =p ., ap-
pears in the difference Ms(x) = M(x), which may
be computed, for instance, in the common band of
analyticity pma. < Rex < Inf[p, 6] with 6 =0 in (¢3),
theory and +1 in (¢4)4 theory. The R operator in
M(x) may be written as a sum over all forests

of connected leading and of proper divergent, non-
essential subgraphs. We must compute

[ Mi-ry o - Ty s 3,
5 Lscs S€F
(3.3)
where 8(S) is +2 for connected leading subgraphs
and zero otherwise,
The curly brackets { } in (3.3) is the same as in
(2.10). The calculation (3.3) is now familiar to us
and is a generalization of the technique we use to

prove Zimmermann’s identity.! We give the main
steps of this calculation in Appendix A. We obtain

Mo(x) =M g(x) = T(=x)e ™™
L ILPs F i us, e, 1,02 (3.4

In (3.4) we sum over all sets of disjoint connected
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leading subgraphs ;. The functions F i(x) attached to the subgraphs §; are defined as

Fsi(x) ( )n(S)(Z)‘w(St)/Z fndaexp( zZa ) {%} (3.5)

o

whereAsi(oz) is the function A (a) for the graph <;, and where the R operator subtracts only the
divergent nonessential subgraphs. The function F[G/Usi] attached to the reduced graph [G/UsS ;] is
defined as

- 2 =Lin(S:)(\ " -L; :
Fous;fx,t,0%) =(=g)" @ En G ) Te @ Liw @z

x/dea egp(—iZamz)R (Mm%(‘;%_lexp[ (tA'(a)Jer’ Ai (a)[c/usiJ),

Pigrus;t

(3.6)

where the bar above F means that the subtraction operator R subtracts not only the divergent nonessential
subgraphs but also the leading subgraphs which remain in [G/US;]. The factors i are written in such a way
that the amplitudes are real in the Euclidean region. In (3.5), because of the absence of external momen-
tum, we may omit all factors i by Wick rotation. There are no singularities in x in the band (3.2) for the
function F. On the other hand, the functions Fs (x) contain all the singularities at x= DPmax = zw(S;). It is
easy to show by homogeneity that

~

Fy () =——Fs () (3.7)

"pmax

where

Fs(x) (- g"‘s')f Hdaexp( Zam)(Za ) (—A—SD-(T(;—)]—) (3.8)

()

The function Fs (x) is now attached to the subgraph <§; with all possible “hard-mass” insertions and still
contains smgularltles at x =p .., because of leading subgraphs of §; andbecause of nonessential divergent
subgraphs of §;. To desingularize Fs (x) completely around x =p ., we first intend to find a recursive
formula between Fy, (x) and similar functions attached to its leading subgraphs. First, we use Zimmer-
mann’s identity, as given in Appendix A, to transform “hard-mass” insertions into “soft-mass” insertions:

Issi(x) =Fs (x) +2 BYDF 5y (%), (3.9
i T XelT)

where we sum over all proper, divergent, nonessential subgraphs T of ;. The function F i(x) is now
given as

~ had 2 . X'
Fs.(x)=(-g)" ’f Il exp(—Zawﬁ) R <MM). (3.10)
i Psi (01)
The coefficients E et are the coefficients obtained when we calculate the scaling (all momentum scaled
to infinity) asymptotic behavior,* and they are momentum, mass, and x independent. They are defined as

1 BIT(p m)
W(T)! 0py - 3p;

R (3.11)
PiJO

By =

where w(7T) is the superficial degree of divergence of 7 and x,(r is a sequence of w(T') external legs to T.
Iy is the Feynman amplitude attached to T with all possible soft-mass insertions. Finally |, /Tl is the
reduced graph obtained from ; by shrinking the subgraphs T into a point and by inserting w(T) derivative
couplings on the legs defined in the contracted point by x . In (3.9) we sum implicitly over all possible
sequences X, . By definition the function F s, ,r) contains a factor (—g) i n{T) _ =(= g)n<s-/T)-1

Second, we calculate Fs (x) - - Fs, (x) in exactly the same way as in the calculation of M(x) - —Mg(x), the
superscript plus meaning 31multaneously that the corresponding integral has a soft mass insertion and has
been subtracted to be regular at x =p,,,. We obtain the recursive formula

1 ~Xw
Fs (v) =———|Fz,(0) + 2 LI Fs (0F s, 108 10 +2 Br* TP s, 23, () |- (3.12)
X -p i ] i X(T)
i = P max 851 i J T wlT
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The sum {cS’ } is over all sets of disjoint connected, leading subgraphs inside§;. This recursive rela-
tion which associates the same type of functions (Fst,st,F[s 7 Th o ) can be solved step by step, interms

of functions B and F* regular at x = DPmaxe We obtain

X w(T) .
Fy (%) ZX ﬁﬁ)ls Fi515(x) Fis;ig(x)
s; = ¥ .
765X pmax $€F X — pmax X = pmax

(3.13)

In (3.13) we sum over all forests § of connected leading subgraphs and of proper divergent nonessential
subgraphs inside ;. Each of these subgraphs contributes for one power of (x —pn.,)"'. The numerical co-

efficient x5 is found to be

ms)lﬁs,ﬁs PR 7p$n]
Xo= H[v(T) +1]

(3.14a)

where the subgraphs T are the proper divergent nonessential elements of §, v(7) is the number of proper
divergent nonessential elements inside T, F(S) is the forest of connected leading subgraphs §,S,...,S,

induced by & and such that < is the unique maximal element [; in Eq. (3.13)], and ps, ps,,. .

«»Ds, are re-

spectively the numbers of proper, divergent nonessential subgraphs in [Sly sy, [Silag)s -+ > [Salxs). Here,
as in (3.13), the subgraphs [T]s, [S]y, or [$;]s are the reduced subgraphs obtained from T, &, or &; by

shrinking into points all the graphs of & which are, respectively, inside 7', §, or ;.
ator ® is given recurrently in a forest-wise expression

Psi Psn n
‘R:r(m[Ps;Psl, ceesbs,] =k20' e kz (Ps+zks i>!
5,° s = .

Xn(ps> H F(Smay)

1 smax

Ij’smax_ksmax;psj‘ —ksjl’ s "bsh _ks.r] s

Finally, the numer-

(3.14b)

7

where the set { ,,} is the set of subgraphs of F() maximal in &, and where for each &,,,, the subgraphs

S

jg2 >, are the subgraphs of F(S p,,) inside . We may now substitute (3.13) into (3.4) and we real-

ize that all the singularities of M(x) at x=p,, are now extracted. To obtain the quantity IZ%° defined in

(1.10) we use the inverse Mellin transform

Iy (s)- 610(0)—-——‘/47 +mdxs ™ (%),

[

(3.15)

with ~1+8<0 <6 and 5=0 for (¢%); theory and +1 for (¢?), theory. Now the presence of the function

T(-x)e™™ in M ;(x) makes M,(x) exponentially small at e >0 when Imx — =+,

This allows us to push the

contour of integration in (3.15) to the left beyond the point (—1 +5):

Lo font$

<=1+ c

(3.16)

where the contour ¢ goes around the point x=-=1+0. The integral for 0 <—1+ & gives a contribution in s

smaller than or equal to s° which is nonleading by a power of s.

gives

d

The Cauchy integral around x =—1+96

- ! q!!'+§-1 -ir X . —_
IB(s,t,p;t,m,g)=(-1)! 62—-—)(3—-—-—(d—x) {I‘(—x+6)e : xSxTIlB[T(]g)sIEI:rF[S]g(x)F[G/S](x:t1pi2)} ,
[

5 (g +6-1)!

where again =0 in (¢°), theory and +1 in (¢?),
theory. In (3.17) we sum over all nonempty forests
¥ of connected leading subgraphs and of proper di-
vergent nonessential subgraphs with the condition
that the maximal elements of the forest & are lead-
ing. The symbol [G/F] means [G]y if F does not
contain G itself and means a single vertex if § con-
tains G itself. F(;,;, equals 1 by convention. The

total number of elements in & is gy and the numer- -

x=~1*6
(3.17)
\
r
ical coefficient x5 is given by
j4
xé=nxg,. , (3.18)
1=

where & has p maximal leading subgraphs <§; and
J; is the forest induced by F in ;. Let us give
some properties of (3.17).

Differentiating s* with respect to x » times gen-
erates In"s, so, by performing the derivatives d/
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FIG. 3. Leading-logarithm contribution for the graphs
@), (), (c) of ($°)stheory and @), (e), () of (¢%), theory.

dx in (3.17) and by summing over all forests, we
obtain the coefficients of all powers of logarithms
for the given graph G. '

The largest power of logarithm is obtained from
the forests with the largest number g5 of elements
and when all derivatives d/dx are applied on s*.
Such forests necessarily contain the graph G itself
and the reduced subgraph |G/J] is a single vertex.
By convention F[G /o1 €equal 1 for such forests.
Consequently, the leading-logarithm approxima-
tion gives a f- and p;’-independent coefficient.

From the definition (3.6) it may be seen that
F[G/m(x,tzo,p,-z =0) is zero by subtraction for
any forest § which does not contain G. At t=p;=0
all the forests contributing to (3.17) contain the
graph G itself.

The function Fy g 4 factorizes into several func-
tions because the reduced graph [G/ ] is an n-
vertex reducible graph if » is the number of max-
imal leading elements of § (see Sec. IV).

By definition, the function F(s, (x) is zero if the
subgraph [$]; is one-vertex reducible.

For crossed-planar graphs the exchange of the
external momentum p, ~—p, results in the re-
placement of e :™ by 1 in (3.17).

S W alne

e X

FIG. 4. Subgraphs and reduced graphs for the example
of Fig. 3.

We now end this section by giving the coefficient
for the leading power of logarithm of the graphs of
Fig. 3:

(a) 3[Fi(- D]*F5(=1)s ! In%s + O(s ! 1ns),
(b) BFj(=1)s 'lns +O(s1),

(€) BeF5(=1)s ! 1ns +O(.§'1) ,

(d) $[FE0)*F;(0)s ™ In®s + O(s ™! In%s) ,
(e) 3B, ) F¢(0)s™ ! n®s +O(s ™' Ins) ,

(£) $B,BeF¢(0)s ' 1n®s + O(s ™! In’s) ,

where the indices 1 to 6 corresponds to the graphs
of Fig. 4 and where F;=1. In the literature, most
calculations are performed at the leading-logarithm
approximation which means that for a given order
of perturbation, only the contributions coming
from the largest power of logarithm are kept.
From (a), (b), (c), and this is true at all orders,
this approximation selects ladder graphs in (¢3)s
theory. From (d), (e), and (f) it is clear that this
is not at all the case in (¢*), theory. Let us anti-
cipate on Sec. V and already state here that the
asymptotic behavior of ladder graphs®® in (¢?%), the-
ory has nothing to do with the asymptotic behavior
of the complete vertex function.

1IV. SUMMATION OF THE INFINITE SERIES IN LOGARITHMS OF s

Once we have obtained the coefficient of all logarithms of s for all graphs contributing to G‘f), we intend
to sum the series in logarithms of s defined by the sum of (3.17) over all graphs of G?. The calculation is
more easily performed in Mellin space. The first sum we are interested in comes from (3.4). For a given
graph G we obtain contributions from one connected leading ; and two disjoint connected leading §; and
§;, etc. We wish to sum these successive contributions separately over all graphs G.

The first partial sum is obtained by combining all possible graphs §; of G‘f’ with all possible graphs
[G/s;] which are one-vertex reducible (each irred.cible part may happen to be a single vertex). We define

FV(x’t:plzypiizsm;g)

=(_g)n(K)i'w(V)/2wadO[ exp (— iZam?R(
0

%“‘WUA»(“)+P12Ax(a>+z>32A3(a)]}), (4.1)

where the integral is attached to the vertex graph V given in Fig. 5.
The functions A;(a), Ay(e), and As(a) are characteristic of the graph V. The subgraph K is one-line ir-
reducible in the # channel and the function Ny(a) is obtained from (2.2), where each s cut passes through
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R P3

FIG. 5. The graph V., FIG. 6. The graph T.

the reduced vertex. Similarly, Fy(x,t,p,t,b,%,m,g) is obtained as a function of the momenta p, and p,. B
convention F; =1, where the index 7 corresponds to the trivial Born graph of Fig. 4. Setting

Vup(x,t3piz!p32,m ,g) =Z: GVFV(x,t)p!Z’paz ym 7g) ’ (4-2)
where 6, is a numerical factor [and a similar definition for Vaey.(x,¢,p:%,04°,m,8)], and

S(x;m,g)= Z;Z,HGFc(x) , (4.3)
then the first partial sum we calculate is nothing but Vuﬁdms.
In a similar fashion, we may introduce the second partial sum where we have the contribution of two
disjoint connected leading subgraphs. Now, the graph [G/S,Ué‘?] is a two-vertex reducible graph. We de-

fine
Fr(x,t,m,g)=(-g)"* ""‘“’2[ | B exp( zZam) (———————,m[l;'l(NT)iﬁ)] eim‘("") , (4.4)
T
where the functions A ,(a), Ny(a), and Pr(a) have definitions similar to those functions present in (4.1) but
are now attached to the graph T given in Fig., 6. The subgraph L is a one-line irreducible subgraph in the
t channel, Setting

?(x;t,m,g)zzeTFT(xyt:m;g); (4-5)
T

the second partial sum is then given by VUPTV“WBSZ. More generally, the partlal sum corresponding to the
contribution of # disjoint connected leading subgraphs is given by Vu,,[T] Vdow,,S" Consequently, the sum
over all graphs of the relation (3.4) gives a geometncal series and we obtain

= cime Varl® 5 8, Pust s 7, 8)V sownl® s £ Paowns s ™ ,Z)S(x , m g)
= - - imx uv uv 2 2 lown' own ) ) )
G§<z)GGMG(x) c%ﬂeoMG(x) T(-x)e LT tom, S0 m.2) (4.8)

The functions with an overbar are regular around x =p,,, and only the function S is singular in perturba-
tion theory at x =p,,, [of course, the infinite sum (4.3) is going to transform this singularity]. Let us give
some properties of the form (4.6).

The form (4.6) is characteristic of Regge-pole behavior in field theory and was already obtained in (4)3),x
theory (see Ref. 1). In this reference the function S(x,m,g) was attached to the single rung and was essen-
tially equal to # 2*’I'(x + 1), Thus, the singularity obtained there in perturbation theory at x =— 1 was
shifted to x =xy(¢,m,g), where x; is the solution of the equation 1 —~TS=0. In strictly renormalizable field
theory, the function S(x,m,g) is more complicated since the leading subgraphs themselves contain sub-
leading subgraphs and divergent nonessential subgraphs. This function will be studied in the following:

If the theory contains Regge-Pole trajectories, they are given by x =x,(t,m,g), where x; is the solution
of the equation 1 -TS=0,

The “leading-logarithm approximation” is ¢ and p;* independent and gives V=1, T=0, and S=S (leading
log). This approximation cannot generate Regge trajectories but only ¢-independent singularities.

By construction, V(x,2=0,p,>=0,m,g)=1 and T(x,{=0,m,g)=0. Consequently, at =0, the intercepts
are given by the singularities of S(x,m,g).

In (¢*), theory the pole at x=0, present in M(x) and in T(-x) [see (4.6)], is not a fixed (¢-independent)
pole which might give trouble with unitarity. In Sec.V it is shown that S(0,m,g)=-g, so that the residue
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of the pole at x=0 simply cancels the subtraction G{)(s=0,¢, p:%,m,g) made at s =0 over the complete ver-
tex function in order to define its Mellin transform with respect to s (a complete explanation requires some
anticipation over the treatment of nonplanar graphs). '

The remammg part of this section is devoted to the function S(x,m,g). All functions with an overbar are
trivial at =p,>=0 by renormahzatmn [M4(x) is zero in that case]. [-T(-x)e LGy, m,g)] is. the Mellm
transform of G4,(s,t=p;*=0,m,g) and [~ I'(-=x)S(x,m,g)] is the Mellin transform of G(“(u ==s,t=p2=0,

m,g). Since we have only two-dimensioned variables (s and m?) in G§)(s,t=0, u=-s,p;*=0,m,g) we have
by homogeneity

. |
(’” it SEs pmax)%(s t=0,u==s,p"=0,m,g) = @0

Then m?0G¢,,/0m® may be replaced in the Callan-Symanzik equation'® by the expression obtained from (4.7),
which leads to

(o5 +pE) 5 -2 + Do) Gl ,8) == &) (s m.8) (4.8)

Unfortunately, even in the planar approximation, the right-hand side of (4.8) is not negligible at large s
and nothing may be concluded as long as we do not know the large-s behavior of Gy). The answer to this
question is obtained in the planar approximation from Eq. (3.12), which we write in the form

[x —pmx]Fs (x) —ZB w(T F[s{/T] (x) =F§‘(x) +(§:)I11st(x)FEs‘ /USjl(x) . (4.9)
i

Xw(T)

The sum of (4.9) over all graphs <§; contributing to G‘}’ is performed in Appendix B (in this appendix we
have anticipated on the complete treatment of nonplanar graphs and in the sum over T and ;, we have in-
cluded the contributions of nonplanar graphs <; and T such that [§; /7] is planar). The technique used in
this sum may also be found in Ref. 27.

The sum over the coefficients Br on the left-hand side generates the functions B(g) and y(g) defined as
follows:

ﬁlog(g) == Z é;‘o, Bquad@)= Z é;‘zl (4.10)
T€G4 T6G2 .

where G, and G, are, respectively the four-point and the two-point vertex functions:

Biog() +3(3 +5)gBauadlg) . _ 0 in (¢°%)s theory
ol LB L), o o0 ey (@112
7(g)= i—;‘?‘%@, / . (4.11b)
a(g)=[1+Bed@] '=1-7(g). (4.11c)

The right-hand side of (4.9) is summed in a way similar to the sum of the right-hand side of (3.4). We de-
fine . .

s+(x,m ’g) = E GGF&(x) ’ (4.123,)
: GeG
Veolx,m,8) =2 65 F(x) , (4.12b)
V .

and similarly V...

We note that F;=0.

T*(%,m,g) =ZT:9TF}(x) ) (4.12¢)

where V and T are, respectively, given in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6.
Then Eq. (4.9) can be summed over all graphs «; under the form
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(—chg)%—zwg) +pm,) S(x,m,g)

=—a(gfS(x,m,8) +[Vis%,m,8) + Viowslx,m,8)18(x,m ,8) + T*(x,m,g)SHx,m,8)}.  (4.13)

Equation (4.13) is the Mellin transform of Eq. (4.8) in the planar approximation (sd/ds=x), where the
right-hand side is expanded in terms of S(x,m,g) itself with coefficients regular in perturbation theory at
% =Pmay (notation +). The reason for the term S*(x,m,g) and for the absence of S%, etc. on the right-hand
side of (4.13) is due to the fact that in the right-hand side of (4.9) we may have two disjoint leading sub-

graphs J, and §;

iz

but we cannot have more than two of them since by construction F[s /us, ‘1(x) is zero if

[/ Us,] l.S one-vertex reducible. We note finally that Vi (x,m,g) and Vi,.{x,m,g) are equal

Equations (4.6) and (4.13) resume the situation for strictly renormalizable scalar field theory with re-
spect to Regge-pole behavior. We believe that similar types of equations will be valid in gauge field theo-
ries; the complication there is mainly due to kinematics, spin, gauge invariance, and internal symmetries.

V. EXISTENCE OF REGGE TRAJECTORIES

The existence of Regge-pole trajectories is now related to the solutions of the equation

1- T(x, tz,m l,g)S(x,m 1,2)=0.

(5.1)

We may obtain for each solution x =a(t/m?, g) a trajectory. For each solution we may use the inverse
Mellin transform of Eq. (4.6) (as well as for crossed planar graphs e™*™ -~ 1), and we obtain by Cauchy’s

theorem around x = a(t /m?, g) the asymptotic behavior

— t 2 t
-I(- a)V“P(” meP 'Pn% , m=1, g)Vdown (a’ 72";

alt/m?, g)
, m=1, g)S(a, m=1, )g1+e""°‘)(;z£2—>

gx_ [I-Tb(x, at-z—, m=1,g)S(a, m=1,g)]

x=o(t/m?,g)

(5.2)
By continuity in the transfer ¢ and because T'(x,0,m, g)=0, the intercepts x = (0, g) are such that
S(x, m, g) is infinite, The function S(x, m, g) satisfies the Riccati equation
aS ’ :
B (g)@ = - a(g)T+(x! m, g)sz+ [x _pm+ 2'}’(g) - Za(g)V’(x: m, g)] S - ot(g)S"(x, m, g) . (5-3)

Let us discuss the possible singularities of
S(x, m,g). We expand it around an algebraic .
singularity at x = ¢(g):

S(x, m,g)=[x-¢(£)]"S,(2)
+[x = ()], (g)+e0r , (5.4)

and insert this expansion in (5.3). Then the only
negative value for V' is v=-1, showing the possi-
bility of having simple poles in S. The residue
S,(g) of these poles is related to ¢(g) by

-B(£)9(2)
V(g) a(g)T+(¢’ ag) : (5.5)

Equation (5.5) indicates that the intercepts at
x=¢(g) are necessarily g dependent and that if -
the theory possesses a fixed point g* where
B(g*)=0, the residues of the poles S,(g*) vanish
a prwvi, Now if the expansion (5.4) contains a

[
noninteger positive power, then ¢(g) is necessar-
ily g independent. At the branch point,. S(¢,m, g)
is finite and, consequently, such branch points are
not the intercept of any trajectory defined in (5.1).
Such singularities, if any, are ¢ and g independent.
To study the Riccati equation, it is convenient to
transform Eq. (5.3) into a second-order linear
differential equation. We write

S=Z+olx,g), (5.6)
_ X —pmax+ 2v(g) —20(g)V* (x, m, g)
ok ) =) T &, m, ©) ’
(5.7)
2= [* AULHmE) g1 6.9
Z=U"gg s (5.9)

and we obtain for U(z) the “Schrédinger-type”
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FIG. 7. The lines of turning points at small g.

equation
axu
a?

where the “potential” V(x,z) is found to be

—V(x 2)U=0, (5.10)

(%, 2)) - S x,m, g(z))

Tx,m,g(z)) *
(5.11)

Vix,z)=0%x,g(z)) —%;l

We now look for the zeros or singularities of U.
We shall consider this the potential at small
coupling constant. From the definition of the
various functions (4.11) and (4.12),a(g)=1+0(g?),
v(g)=0(g?), V' =0(g?), T* =t,(x)+0(g? with
t,(x)> 0 and S'(x,m, g)=p(x)g2+U(g°) with p(x)

>0 we get
~ X —Pmax+0(g3)
Using (5.8), ‘we have
z(x)ﬁ% , (5.13)

where 6=0 in (¢*); theory and +1 in (¢*), theory,
and where c(x) is positive in (¢%), theory and
negative in (¢*), theory. The potential V(x,z) when
|z| is large may be approximated by

J
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Intercepts .in. ¢)’
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FIG. 8. The intercepts of the (¢°); Regge trajectories
at small g,

fo((?) (g(_x_)_) 2/C 2~ §) ,

where p,(x) has not been calculated.

The so-called turning points which separate the
monotonic regime from the possibly oscillatory
regime are given by V(x,z)=0 or

1/(2-8
X =Dy = % 2[p(x)to(x)]1/2<c?((§)7) (a=8).

=+ 2[ p()t ()] /2 g (5.15)

and are plotted in Fig. 7. The functions p(x),
p ), tolx), clx), and z(x) are smooth in x
around x=p_.. and a priori different from
zero; we may consider them as a constant
in x in first approximation. The condition that
S(x,m, g) vanishes like g2 when g— 0 makes
U(x,z ~(=1)%») of the form exp{-z[(x-5,, )/
2t (x)]} up to powers of z.

(5.14)

(1) Tkhe case of the (¢*), coupling. The potential V(x,z) is of the Coulomb type, and the solution for U
is given in terms of confluent hypergeometric functions ¢.?® In Appendix C we show that

Uy, 2) =exp{- [0 +1)/2¢ ()]} 2L (1+C(926)p1(x)_

£o(x)

px)c(x) (x+1)z

The number of zeros of U(x,z) depends on the integer part of

plelx) _cWlp, ) _ 4.
x+1 2

Taking ¢,(x), c(x), p(x), and p,(¥) constant in x in first approximation, we may apply Appendix C and find
the lines of zeros which describe the intercepts in (¢3%), theory. This is given in Fig. 8. We see that for
any value of the coupling constant g we obtain an accumulation of intercepts around x = —1 and there ex-
ists a dominant intercept. When g becomes large, the small-g approximations of the intercepts tend to
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constants larger than —1 [conversely to the intercepts of the ladder graphs in (¢?%), theory]. Of course, a
better knowledge of the potential V at large coupling constant g is needed to conclude this study, but this
is not the purpose of this paper. Let us remark finally that for ladder graphs in (¢°), theory, Eq. (5.3)
holds true with a(g)=1, B(g)=y(g)=0 and we naturally obtain a square-root branch point in S.2*

(2) The case of (¢p*), coupling. Al small coupling constant (z -~ —«) we obtain for U the solution

=(;Z<x>)1/2 K(th_?xﬁ ’

where K, is a modified Bessel function and

(1 pl)cAx)  xp,(x)c(x)) /2
"'(4" @) 26,0) ) .

(5.17)

(5.18)

We wish to argue that this solution is meaningless because g=0 is an infrared-stable fixed point. If, in
the same approximation, we wish to solve the Callan-Symanzik equation (in the Mellin version)

( x+cg? a Zyog)s(x,g)=—5g2 (c>0)

(5.19)

we obtain (up to terms with an identically zero Taylor expansion at g=0)

S(x,g)--— exp(-—x— + —J—) fo duexp(x

) , (5.20)

This function has a cut for Rex> 0 and describes asymptotic freedom in the infrared limit. We remind the
reader that the singularities of the Mellin transform for x - - (+ =) describe the asymptotic behavior of
the amplitude for large (small) momentum. The situation is similar in (5.17), z is negative and U has a
cut for Rex > 0 and has no zero for x< 0, This simply means that the small-g approximation of the poten-
tial V cannot describe the large-s behavior of the amplitude.  What happens here tells us that we were not
allowed to consider the infinite sum of logarithms of s, which is an infinite sum of inverse Mellin trans-
form, as the inverse Mellin transform of an infinite sum. This is only true when the contour of integra-
tion can be distorted in such a way that the infinite sum is convergent everywhere on the contour.

(3) The case of (¢*), around a fixed point g=g*.

It is known from the solutions of the Callan-Symanzik

equation that large-energy -momentum behavior is given (even at small g) by the first nontrivial positive
zero of the function g(g) (fixed point g=g*)-if any, or by g—«<. In the same way Regge limit should be
described by the behavior of the potential V at g~ g* or at g—~«~, Unfortunately, since V is known only in
formal power series in g, nothing can be said at g—= and very little at g=g*. In this latter case, the

Riccati equation becomes an algebraic equation (if 8S/ag |,

S(x,m, g*)=

_¢*< %) and we have

da*2 Tx* S**

X + 2y* = 2q*¥V**) 1
2a*T** -

which exhibits two square-root branch points at
Xy = 2@*VH —y* 2 aX(TH S¥)Y 2] (5.22)

and a cut in between.

It is easy to see that two formal power series in
g satisfy Eq. (5.3), one which is nonzero when
S*(x, m, g)~ 0 and another one which is zero in
this limit. The first one is such that S(x, m, g
=0) = a,t,/x, while the second one is of order g2
when g— 0. It is clear from the definition of
S(x, m, g) in terms of graphs in perturbation theo~
ry that we must consider only the second case.
This explains the reason for the way (5.21) is
written.

In order to discuss the position of the branch
points, it is again necessary to anticipate on the
treatment of nonplanar graphs and to consider
the complete functions S*, 7%, and V* (including

T+ 2y -

Zd*V*+)2> 1/2] ’ (6.21)

r
nonplanar contributions). Then we may note that
since

Blg)={a(g)T" &, 2)g%+ 2[v(g) —a(g)V*x, g)]lg

+a(g)S (&, )0 (5.23)
S(0, m, g)=-g is a solution of (5.3).
If there exists a fixed point g=g* > 0, then
(@*V* —y¥) +[(* —0*V**) -0
a*T**

*2GHF At ] 1/2

(5.24)

is positive, which implies either S** is negative,
or if it is positive, (@*V** —y*)> qx (S¥*T**+)1/2
[a(g) and T*(x=0,g) are positive by spectral
decomposition of the two-point function]. I weas-
sume that the functions S*, T*, and V* are
smooth enough in x around x =0, we see that

the cut (5.21) of S(x, m, g*) is either in the com-
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InX ImX functions which enter the Riccati equation have a
x4 I T Taylor expansion around g=g*. We have from
x| ReX Py (5.8)

&* —g=mnexp(p*z/a*T*") , (5.25)

FIG. 9. Singularities in x of S(x, g) in (¢4)4 theory for

¢ and around g*. (a) $**<0, (b) S<*>0 where 1 is a positive constant. Since p'*< 0,

when g—g*, z—~+=, The potential V(x,z) be-

comes
plex and self-conjugate or we have x,> 0 (see
Fig. 9). . Vix,z)=2V*+1(x) exp(B'*z/a*T*") , (5.26a)
We finally discuss what happens when g is close
to g* but different from it. We suppose that the where
|
. /2
ai/a [(X+20* —Za*V*‘“) < __AaxPTHTSx )1
=) ( 2a*xT** (x + 2y* = 2a*V *¥)2 (5.26Db)

and 7(x) is an unknown quadratic form in x, V* is positive for real x outside the cut. We may now solve
Eq. (5.10) and we obtain

—*T*[ = 1/2 /%
ar 7| n@x)] exp( B'*z
B'* 2Q*T*
where J is a Bessel function, The above function U(x,z) has plenty of simple zeros and especially for
z -+ we may use the convergent expansion?®

1
m!Tm+v+1)

U(x,z)=Jl[ >] s A=[=2axT*t(V*)2/8x] (5.27)

(0= Gx)* 22 (= 1)" () : | (5.28)
m=0
which gives for v close to a negative integer a zero at small x (approximatively v=—n+[(-1)""!/
(n=1)!]Gx)> for n=1,2,3,...).
We get, consequently, zeros of U for

- 2a*T** (V*)llz (=1)"-t (OL*T*"' 2n (n(x)>" e et
e N . n- .29
7 "D B ) y expmp’*z/a*T*"). (5.29)
) !
At z -+ these poles of S have a limit; we find for complete cut. Then comes an infinite number of
n=1,2,3,... g-dependent poles which generate by continuity in

the transfer { an infinite number of trajectories.
) Although these poles are a priori, not leading, it
— (n2p'* 2 da*eTH* S/ 2 (5.30) is not known (especially for » even) whether, at
g far enough from g* and at ¢ far enough from 0,
they could or not dominate over the g- and ¢ - in-
dependent branch point.

X, (g=g*)=2a*V*" = 2p%

These poles are at the left of the cut if S** > 0,

and Rex, < 2a*V** —2y* if 5** < 0 (see Fig. 9). As
we know from (5.5), their residues vanish at

g=g*. The behavior for g# g* is difficult to eval-
uate because of the unknown function 7(x). We may
write We wanted to know the large-s fixed-t asymp-
totic behavior of the four-point vertex function in

VI. CONCLUSION

- n
*n(g) =%, (85 +C, (6,) (g - 8%) (5.31) ¢° field theory (6 dimensions) and ¢* field theory

with C,, (x,) positive for # even. By (5.5) the res- (4 dimensions) in the planar approximation. In
idue of the pole at x =x, is of order O((g—g*)"). this paper we solved completely and analytically

We do not try to interpret the result for S** < 0, the problem of finding, for the renormalized
To resume the situation in the case S** > 0 |at Feynman amplitude of any essentially and crossed
small g, S*(g)>0], for g=~g*, the leading singu- ‘planar graph, the leading power of s and the
larity is a square-rootbranch point atx =x, withx, coefficients of all the powers of logarithms of s.
independent of the coupling constant. This leads The structure of these coefficients were found to
to a leading behavior in s** [In~3/2s+0 (log™%/2s)], be such that the infinite sum of logarithms, ob-
which is also the leading behavior of a function of tained when we sum the amplitudes over all

s obtained by taking a Cauchy contour around the graphs, can be performed.
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In (¢°), theory we did find an accumulation of
Regge trajectories at « =—1, with a well-defined
leading trajectory. The intércepts were described
at small coupling constant g and found to be gdepend-
ent (going to — 1 when g~ 0). Although we could not
discussthe solution atlarge g, the extrapolationof -
our results at small g may indicate that the intercepts
remainbounded when g—«, We explained why, in
(¢°%), theory, theleading-logarithm approximation
could not give a pole trajectory, infact, this approx-
imation leads to the same approximation for the
ladder graphs which generates a g-dependent
fixed cut.®® A better approximation was given by
Lovelace.”® He took the asymptotically free ap-
proximation of the Bethe-Salpeter kernel and con-
sequently generated ladder graphs with effective
coupling constant g(s) and effective mass m(s)
=0, and found an accumulation point of intercepts
above -1, but the consequence of having a zero
mass was to obtain g-independent intercepts.

n (¢*), theory, little can be said because the
small-g approximation of the solution is inconsist-
ent (like the small-g approximation of the solution
of the Callan-Symanzik equation), andthelarge-g
approximation is not available. In case of the ex-
istence of a fixed point g*, we found for g around
g* a fixed g-independent cut, and below, an in-
finite number of g-dependent intercepts (with zero
residue at g=g*) of Regge-pole trajectories. It
is not known for g# g* and { far from zero whether
the square-root branch point is leading over the

Regge poles, or not.

Let us conclude with three remarks:

‘Although moving Regge cuts may be numerically
as or more important than moving Regge poles,
qualitatively, we understand that in this asymp-
totic behavior there exist two kinds of objects
(poles and cuts?). A complete study of nonplanar
amplitudes should be performed in the future.

Let us mention that in the small-g approximation
of (¢%), theory, nonplanar amplitudes do not con-
tribute, being of higher order in g.

Regge trajectories are not a peculiarity of the
ladders of ¢ theory in four dimensions but really
seem to be an intrinsic feature of quantum field
theory, and the presence of fixed cuts might sim-
ply be an anomalous behavior due to the eventual
presence of fixed points [8(g*)=0],

Finally, non-Abelian gauge fields, which are
our next objective, should also, in this asymptotic
limit, obey a (matrix) Riccati differential equa-
tion; because of the property of asymptotic free-
dom, the solutions should also generate Regge
trajectories.
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APPENDIX A
(a) Example of calculations pevformed with the operator R. Suppose that we have to calculate the differ-

ence

Z[n (757248)) II (=7 281008 )]{},
seg

SETF

(A1)

where { }is a given expression of the variables a which has a simultaneous Taylbr expansion in regard to
any forest of subgraphs [at least up to the order needed in (A1)]; we sum over all forests F. The quanti-

ties 6(8) are non-negative integers.

We write the Taylor operators (which commute when the subgraphs form a forest) in a given order cho-
sen in such a way that if $'C§, 74, is written at the left of 7g. For this order we have

=2 I,

SEF 848§

(s _ o -21(8)+6(S)
( Ts ) ( T )
SEF SEF

~21(8" - -21(8§)+6( ll ~20(S " .
JRsY) -7 2(S) 4 752H(S)40(S) ] (_Ts“zus B8y

IO

(A2)

where 8'< (>)§ means 75, was at the left (right) of 75 in the chosen order. On the right-hand side of (A2),
we have on the left of the square brackets not only subgraphs {$;/} which are inside §, but eventually sub-

graphs {87} which are disjoint from §.
write again

H(—T -21(s! ))_H( T, -?uS')fa(s ) + Z H( T HSY) [ sy -21(s )+T -21(55)90(59)]

{85} {84} (s5s<sy

For the set of subgraphs {8;} which are disjoint from § we may

H (-7 -71(5")+5<s">)

sl:)sr

(A3)



20 REGGE-POLE BEHAVIOR FROM PERTURBATIVE SCALAR... 2063

where in (A3), 8§’ and 8$’’c{s;}. We have obtained for (A2) the expression

Z H( T B ) [ 728D 4 7 21504608 ] H (=g, SR8 D+8(57))

sev 5°Cs 55
or 8"'NS=¢
[1 -21(8° -21¢ -21(s )+6(S -21(s -2esencsy] ] -21(8" 460"
+ 2 (=75 PN [y THE O 4 75 THE WS J[ogg "HED 4 s, )+ (=750 " ].
31<sze:r{ §'<5; §8,
§N8y=0 lor S'CSZ} ) 81128, (A4)

Again, we may find in (A4) subgraphs 8’ which are disjoint from 8§, and §,. We may apply (A3) again and
again, up to the case where the sum of terms obtained will be such that on the left of the square brackets
[ ]51 ool ]s,, we will have only some subgraphs {8/}, each of them being inside one of the subgraphs
51,. .. ,S". : /

Then we have obtained the relation

[H — 7428 I'I( T -2z(s>+n(3))] Z {
lst,...,sn} i

SETF SeT

[II( 75 ) (L7, -21(5,)+T S ))]

=1

< II [_TSl'-zt(s")¢s<s">]}, (A5)

$*'QU;S;
where we sum over all sets of disjoint subgraphs {8,,. .. ,8,}
Now we may finally sum (A5) over all forests F to calculate (Al). For a given set of disjoint subgraphs
{84,. . . ,8,}, we sum over all forests inside each §, and over all forests of [G/U;$;]. We obtain
E [H (~75728) = H (—75'2”5’*5‘5’)]
k3 SEY Se¥
- { 8 [(1 +Y II \(_.rs,-zt(s'))>(_7‘s M) 4 7 -2z(si)*o<s‘))]
{Sgyeeer 81 List 5(5;) §%€5(S;) L :

x(1+ Z H (=7g. 28 s\ (A6)
T (GIUSS" [USHET(GUS;)

This proof remains valid if we consider only the sum over all forests of connected subgraphs.

(b) Application 1: proof of (3.4). We apply (A6) to the integrand { } written in (2.10). In this calculation,
6(8;) =+2 for connected leading subgraphs [we use (AB) with the sum over forests of connected subgraphs ]
and 0 otherwise. Then we calculate

I:I[_Tsi-zus,-) + Ts‘-zl(si)msi)]{ } . (A7)
It is important to know that when'all o variables of §; are dilated by p,z, we have
Potaoiia) =LLo So{TL By @) o) + 0] (48)
i i
where L(S,) is the number of independent loops of 8;. Also, if 8; is a connected leading subgraph, then
As(pita) = =ITos [II‘Lxs,(onAG,Us (@) +0(p 2] (A92)
Aya,pla) =[Aya) ]cG/U(S,-)1+ 0(p?, , (A9b)
Aja,pifa)=[A)a) g s+ O forj=1,...,4. (A9c)

If we apply the operators 7, over the curly bracket { }in (2.10), according to the definition (1.8), for P,
<Rex<pga + 71 (where 7 is small enough and positive), we obtain

A ) [1-vS§
H[_ zx(si)+7 -21(8¢)+6(84) 11 H{ [i D/Z((Oi)] }[11 ,‘Amgt//gu(a)] exp{ [tA, 0!)+ZP, ,(oz)] s }
i 6/US]

Q) Pewsy ! a)

(A10)

The factorization which occurs in (A10) is of great importance for the structure of the coefficients of the
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logarithms and explains the possible exponentiation of these logarithms.

Now each expression

[1+Z 11 (_Ts;zus'))]

T (8;) $ET(S;)

operates in the right-hand side of (A10) on the corresponding curly brackets { } related to §; and recon-
structs the subtracted integrand for ﬁsi(x). Then the expression

(—Ts,.'z”s"’*“‘s"’)]

1+
F(G/US;) LS ! /US;IEF(G/US;)

operates on the complete right-hand side of (A10). The product

[iAs (a)F
H{PS'.D / Z(a) }

i

is completely homogeneous for the operators 7g,,”/¢$"7*0(8"" of degree 2iyisic s [x — L(8;)D/2], and may be
taken from right to left of the operator 75.,. which becomes T[s,,/Usi]“z"s"/USI“MS"’. Consequently, we re-

construct the subtracted integrand for I_"[G,Usi](x,t,pi?‘).

This proves Eq. (3.4).

(c) Application 2: proof of (3.9) (Zimmermann's identity for graphs). The relation between Fs(x) defined
in (3.8) and Fs(x) defined in (3.10) comes from the calculation of )

(ronrcr-alSean)]

a= a=

For each forest & we have to calculate

[H (=7, DS H (—T?—z”ﬂ)] {ad 1

TEY TEY

where 6(7T) =+2 if T contains the line ¢ and 0 otherwise.

(A11)

The relation (A6) may be applied in this simpler

case; here the graphs 7 such that 6(7) = +2 are necessarily nested. When all a,’s for g belonging to a
nonessential subgraph 7T are dilated by p?, we have (A8) and (A9b)—(A9c), but (A9a) is replaced by

As(a,pza) = [As(a)][o/T] + O(PZ) .
It has been shown in Ref. 4 that

[ 2T 4 TT~21(T)](%%@&_> - (a;y_xrwtr)(a))<
S

X (T) (PP H(a) exp{-[k;d; (@) k;]7})
= Oky -e-8ky, 0,

ki=0

(A12)
Aol ) A13
PD/Z(oz) iS/Tlxw(T), ( )

(A14)

In (A14) the four-vectors k are the external momentum of T and X, ,, is a choice of w(T) (the superficial

degree of divergence of 7') external momentum {kil, Ce

Xw(T)*
The application of (A6) and (A13) explains (3.9).
the structure of the renormalization group.

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we wish to sum Eq. (4.9) over
all graphs contributing to the essentially planar
vertex function G{*). The expression on the right-
hand side is summed in exactly the same way as
(3.4), except that here, Fzsi/vsﬂ(") is equal to
zero if [§,/US,] is one-vertex reducible and, con-
sequently, the sum E(S,, runs only over single

elements 8; and over couples of elements {s,l, 812}.

The expression in (4.9) which is left to sum over

’kiw(T)}' In (A13) we sum over all possible choice

Let us note that the factorization (A13) is important for

1
8 is

; B DF s gy @)

~ where T is a nonessential, proper divergent sub-

graph.

First, we suppose that T is logarithmically di-
vergent. For a given graph [$/7], we may sum
over all T the coefficients By to obtain the function
[—Boe(@)] defined in (4.10). Now the amplitude for
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Non planar _jo

4 [

FIG. 10, Examples of nonplanar graphs § and T such
that [8/7T] is planar.

[8/T] has the coupling constant (—g) at each vertex
except at the reduced vertex obtained from 7. If
n(8/T) is the number of vertices of (§/T), we have
a factor (-g)"8/T)-1 Finally, the graph [$/7] may
be obtained from a larger graph by reducing T at
any of the vertices of [$/T]; when we sum over all
graphs [§/T], that is, all graphs of G{’, we have
a factor n(8/T )(-g)"®/ T~ and this explains that

22 BPF (s, 11, (x)=;3m(g)§—s(x,m,g), (B1)
S T log div 0 g

This expression is effectively obtained in (¢?),
theory because all possible divergent subgraphs
are effectively present in the set of essentially
planar graphs. This is not strictly the case in
(¢*), theory where nonplanar logarithmically
divergent subgraphs may be excluded. At this
step, we anticipate the treatment of nonplanar
graphs: The amplitudes for nonplanar graphs
have two kinds of singularities, first the singu-
larities inside the a-integration domain which are
supposed to generate moving Regge cuts, then the
singularities when a subset of variables @ -0. In
this last case, what is done in this paper for es-
sentially planar graphs may be extended, and, for
instance, a nonplanar logarithmically divergent
subgraph T inside a nonplanar graph § contributes
a power of logarithm of s with a residue generated

1

- 3+6 9
E Z 'B’%Fls/ﬂxz(x):Bquad(g)("z+ 2 g¥+m2

S T quad

“ T T T T

m?/ ' .

|

| | |
5 10 3 0 5

FIG. 11. Zeros of the hypergeometric confluent func-
tion y(—a, 2, x).

from B.F(s,ry. When [$/T] is planar, as shown
in Fig. 10, the coefficients 8, complete the func-
tion [-f ¢ (¢)] by nonplanar contributions.

Next we sum over the quadratic divergent sub-
graphs T. The same technique is applied, but here
at each reduced T vertex we insert a quadratic
coupling derivative k2, where k is the momentum
which flows through the self-energy. This k2 fac-
tor is written as (2 —m?)+m?. For a given
[S./T]x2 we sum over all T the coefficients B’;.Z to
obtain the function B ,4(g) defined in (4.10). Then
we group together all the graphs [8/T], which
differ only by the line upon which the insertion ¥,
is performed. We also use the topological rela-
tion for any graph contributing to G,

4+21=0B+0)n, (B2)

where [ and n are, respectively, the number of
lines and vertices of the graph and where =0 in
(¢°); theory and + 1 in (¢*), theory. We thus obtain
by summing over all [$/T ] in G{?

w7)St,mg). (83)

It is also useful to realize from (3.5) and (4.3) that by homogeneity

S(x, m, g)= (m?ymax*S(x, 1, 2).

(B4)

Then from (4.9), (B1), (B3), and (B4) we obtain Eq. (4.13) via the definitions (4.11). We want to point out
that a generalization of the technique used in this appendix has been used in Ref. 27 to define a representa-

tion of the renormalization group.

APPENDIX C

Most of what is said in this appendix may be found in Ref. 28.

The solution of the equation.

.

U—(A+—§)U=0 for A20, B<O.

(c1)

Taking into account the exponential form e Y% for U at large positive z, we find for solution

U-=eA22yAz(1+B/2VA, 2, 2VAz),

where ¥ is the confluent hypergeometric function

(C2)
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[¢]

¥a,c, x)=r—t;5 [ e pear. (c3)

For 1+B/2VA=-n ,
U,=e"4% 2VAz(-)n! LL(2VAz), (C4)

where L} is a generalized Laguerre polynomial.

If we wish to obtain the zeros of U (different from z=0), we must first realize that ¥(a, 2, x) has —E(a)
single positive zeros in x, for a< 0 and 0 otherwise [E(az) means integer part smaller or equal to a]. We
may first find the zeros of the Laguerre polynomials; especially for large n [and using 2VA=-B/(n+1)]
we have

~

oy
lim L}(2VAz)= (7—-)7,—20”1) ’25 (2(~Bz)'/?), (C5)

so that the zeros of L} tend to the zeros of the Bessel function J,. Now the way the zeros evolve, when
n is noninteger negative, may be obtained on the computer from subtracted integral representations of the
type (C3). The result is shown in Fig. 11. It is important to note that the lines of zeros go from z=0 to
z =%, since the zeros of J, are periodic in vz at large z. At large Vv z and large # all the lines of zeros
have the same slope.

The last point we wish to determine is the limit of the lines of zeros when x - 0. This may be done from -

¢(a,0,2)=F%1.Tizl—)¢(a,0,x)+r(;(—;)l)x"‘¢(a—c+ 1,2-¢,x) (C6)
with
dla,c,x)=1+(a/c)x+0(x?). (cmn
We obtain
1 Inx (1) (@a-1)r'Q) 1 T'(a-1) 1
Ve, 2,x)= T(@x T@-1)_ (1"({1-—-1)+ T'(a) +I‘(a-—1)_I‘z(a—-1)—I‘(a))+o(xmx)' (C8)

At small x the zeros are given by

I‘(a)r'(a—l)_zri(l)(a_1)+2—a=0. (C9)

1
;+(a— 1) Inx + T2 (a - 1)

It is clear that x -0 makesa-~~-nforn=0,1,2,....

we set at small x
a=n+@m+1)x,

where a=~-gq in Fig. 11.

Using I'(@a-1)/T*(@—-1) = (-1)"(n+1)! whena--n,

(C10)
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