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In the context of the standard model we extend the S-matrix pinch technique for nonconserved

currents to the case of three-boson vertices.

We outline in detail how effective gauge-invariant

three-boson vertices can be constructed, with all three incoming momenta off shell. Explicit closed
expressions for the vertices YW "W, ZW W™, and xW W are reported. The three-boson
vertices so constructed satisfy naive QED-like Ward identities which relate them to the gauge-
invariant gauge boson self-energies previously constructed by the same method. The derivation of
the aforementioned Ward identities relies on the sole requirement of complete gauge invariance of
the S-matrix element considered; in particular, no knowledge of the explicit closed form of the three-
boson vertices involved is necessary. The validity of one of these Ward identities is demonstrated
explicitly, through a detailed diagrammatic one-loop analysis, in the context of three different gauges.

PACS number(s): 11.15.Bt, 11.15.Ex, 12.15.Lk

I. INTRODUCTION

The pinch technique (PT) is an algorithm that allows
the construction of modified gauge-independent (GI) off-
shell n-point functions, through the order-by-order rear-
rangement of Feynman graphs contributing to a certain
physical and therefore ostensibly GI amplitude, such as
an S-matrix element or a Wilson loop [1]. The PT was
originally introduced in an attempt to gain insight from
perturbation theory on issues encountered in developing
a consistent truncation scheme for the Schwinger-Dyson
(SD) equations governing the nonperturbative QCD dy-
namics [2]. Specifically, one wishes to construct a SD
series which is manifestly GI already in its one-dressed
loop truncated version. This is a nontrivial task, since
the mechanism of gauge cancellations is very subtle and
involves in general a delicate conspiracy of terms coming
from all orders.

The systematic derivation of such a SD series for QCD
has been the focal point of extensive research [3,4]. Of
particular interest in this context is the study of the
three-gluon vertex I's [5] and the four-gluon vertex I'4
[6]. In particular, as explained first in [4] and later in
(6], one attempts to construct an effective potential Q [7]
for quarkless QCD, which, in ghost-free gauges, is a func-
tional of only three basic quantities: the gluon self-energy
(d), the three gluon vertex (I'3), and the four gluon ver-
tex (f‘4), e.g., (d,I's,I"4). One then requires that Q be
manifestly gauge independent for off-shell d, I's, and Ty,
e.g., when they do not necessarily satisfy their respec-
tive SD equations. This requirement can be enforced if
(i, f3, and I'y are individually gauge independent and,
at the same time, the renormalized self energy II,, is
transverse, e.g.,

(1.1)
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order by order in the dressed loop expansion [8]. The one-
loop dressed expression for fI,,,, is schematically shown in
Fig. 1; we see that already at this level the fully dressed
vertices I'3 and I'y make their appearance. It turns out
that Eq. (1.1) can be satisfied as long as J, I's, and I
satisfy the Ward identities (WI’s)

qi‘fuua(qla q2, q3) = Tua(qZ)‘i_l(qZ) - Tva(q3)J_1(q3),

(1.2)

qff‘,a;,?/c(;iﬁ = .fabpf,c,ilza(ql + 92,93, q4) + c.p., (13)
where

d'(q) =¢° - 1I(g) - (1.4)

Ty (9) = Guv — 9u9v/q? is the usual transverse projection
operator, f2%¢ the structure constants of the gauge group,
and the abbreviation c.p. in the right-hand side (RHS)
of Eq. (1.3) stands for “cyclic permutations” [9].
Although this program has been layed out conceptu-
ally, its practical implementation is as yet incomplete.
One thing is certain, however: If Green’s functions with
the properties described above can arise out of a self-

FIG. 1. One-loop-dressed Feynman graphs for the renor-
malized fI,,,, (in a ghost-free gauge) necessary to implement
the gauge invariance of the effective potential. All vertices
and propagators are fully dressed.
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consistent treatment of QCD, one should be able to con-
struct Green’s functions with the same properties at the
level of ordinary perturbation theory after appropriate
rearrangement of Feynman graphs. The PT accomplishes
this task by providing the systematic algorithm needed
to recover the desired Green’s functions order by order
in perturbation theory. So GI three- and four-gluon ver-
tices have already been constructed via the PT at one
loop, and they satisfy the Ward identities of Egs. (1.2)
and (1.3) [10].

A program similar to that outlined above for QCD has
also been proposed for the case of non-Abelian gauge
theories with either elementary Higgs particles or with
dynamical symmetry breaking [11]. In an attempt to
study the general structure of the GI Green’s functions
involved, the PT was extended to the case of theories
with tree-level symmetry breaking. The technical modi-
fications necessary to accomplish such a task have been
presented in [12] in the context of an SU(2) toy model.
The upshot of that analysis was that the PT, when prop-
erly applied, gives rise to GI two- and three-point func-
tions, which satisfy the same WI as in the symmetric
(unbroken) case, provided one includes appropriate lon-
gitudinal Goldstone boson Green’s functions. So, for ex-
ample, Eq. (1.1) becomes

q"11,,, + MII, =0, (1.5)
where I, is the GI one-loop mixed self-energy between
the (massive) gauge boson and the corresponding Gold-
stone boson. Clearly, Eq. (1.1) may be enforced if
we redefine the gauge boson self-energy to be f[ff,, =

1:[,,,, + —’%guﬂ,, with similar redefinitions for other n-point
functions. Subsequently, the PT was extended to the full
standard model (SM) [13], and several interesting appli-
cations were proposed [14-17].

Even though formal considerations similar to those of
the QCD case would provide sufficient grounds for a de-
tailed study of GI three- and four-gauge-boson vertices
in the context of the SM, such a study was precipitated
by phenomenological issues. In particular, the possibil-
ity of directly probing non-Abelian vertices in the up-
coming experiments at the CERN e*e™ collider LEP 2,
through the process ete™ — W+W —, has led to exten-
sive studies of anomalous gauge boson couplings, induced
either by extensions of the SM or by one-loop corrections
within the SM [18-20]. In computing the latter, issues
of gauge invariance become very important. So form fac-
tors of the W boson, such as the magnetic dipole and
electric quadrupole moments, turn out to be gauge de-
pendent when extracted from the conventional off-shell
YWW and ZWW vertices calculated in the context of
the R gauges [22]. In addition, these quantities are in-
frared divergent and violate perturbative unitarity. All
the above pathologies can be bypassed, as long as one in-
stead extracts them from GI off-shell YWW and ZWW
vertices constructed via the PT [23].

Given the relevance of GI three-boson vertices (TBV’s)
both from the theoretical and the phenomenological
point of view, we present in this paper the general
methodology for their construction for the electroweak
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sector of the SM. We focus on the vertices involving one
neutral and two charged incoming particles, with all three
incoming momenta off shell. In order to construct such
vertices, we consider a matrix element for six-fermion
elastic scattering of the form e"e~v — e~ e~ v, where the
external electrons e are considered to be massive. This
assumption is important, since, in addition to the GI ver-
tices with three incoming gauge bosons (yW*W~ and
ZW*tW ™), it enables the construction of GI three-boson
vertices where at least one of the incoming bosons is a
scalar particle (unphysical would-be Goldstone bosons
and physical Higgs boson). As we will see in what fol-
lows, the latter play a crucial role in the Ward identities,
enforcing the gauge invariance of the S matrix. In par-
ticular, in this paper we focus on the following issues.

(a) We discuss the technical difficulties involved in the
application of the PT when the necessary assumption is
made that m. # 0.

(b) We present the most general algorithm for con-
structing GI vertices involving one neutral and two
charged bosons.

(c) We explain how the requirement of the gauge invari-
ance of the S matrix gives rise to a set of WI's, relating
several of the GI vertices to each other. The derivation
is general and does not require knowledge of the explicit
closed form of the quantities involved. Most noticeably,
the WI

N —wt . 2 “wt
T ™ (0,p1,p2) +iMEXS " (¢,p1,p2)

pap

= ge [l (p1) — M5 (p2)] (1)

relates the GI vertices f‘fa%— W* and f‘gzv_w+ to the GI

W self-energy flc% To the best of our knowledge, the
WI we present here has not been derived before within
the PT or any other framework.

There is one additional reason why the study of the
GI vertices and WI’s via the PT is interesting. As was
recently realized, there is a close connection between the
PT and the background field method (BFM) [24]. In
particular, it was shown that in all cases considered so
far the PT Green’s functions may be obtained directly if
one computes the conventional Green’s functions in the
context of the BFM using the special value {g = 1 of
the gauge-fixing parameter used to gauge fix the quan-
tum field [25,26]. Since, however, no formal connection
between the two methods has yet been established, addi-
tional cases may have to be considered, at least for those
Green’s functions which are of particular physical rele-
vance. The method for constructing vertices referred to
above provides the framework for such a detailed inves-
tigation.

It is important to emphasize that the closed form of the
GI TBV’s obtained by the application of the S-matrix
PT does not depend on the particular process employed.
So instead of the process eev — eev, one could equally
well extract the GI TBV’s from a process of the form
bbt — bbt, where t and b are the top and bottom quarks,
respectively, or even a process involving gauge bosons
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as external on-shell particles, such as WW~y — WW+.
The fact that the PT gives rise to process-independent
results had been conjectured before [12] and has been
recently proved [28] via detailed calculations. Moreover,
the PT algorithm gives rise to ezactly the same answers,
regardless of the gauge-fixing procedure chosen. This has
been shown by explicit calculations for a wide variety of
gauge-fixing choices, such as the R; gauges, the light-cone
gauge [2], the unitary gauge [29], and the background
field gauges [25].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. I we briefly
review some of the features of the PT, which are relevant
to our purposes. In particular, we present a detailed anal-
ysis of the modifications necessary for the application of
the PT in the context of the SM with nonconserved ex-
ternal currents. In Sec. II the method for constructing
the GI vertices is described in detail. In Sec. III we ap-
ply the formalism developed in the previous section to a
concrete example, and we perform an explicit one-loop
calculation. In Sec. IV we outline the general method for
obtaining WI's within the PT framework, and we derive
a set of WI's for the newly constructed TBV’s. In Sec. V
we explicitly prove the first of the Ward identities derived
in the previous section, to one-loop order, in the context
of three different gauges. Finally, in Sec. VI we present
our conclusions.

II. PINCH TECHNIQUE
FOR NONCONSERVED CURRENTS

The simplest example that demonstrates how the PT
works is the gluon two-point function (propagator). Con-
sider the S-matrix element T for the 2 — 2 process of the
elastic scattering of two fermions of masses m; and mo:

q1(P1) + g2(p2) = @1(P1) + q2(P2)- (2.1)

To any order in perturbation theory, T is independent of
the gauge-fixing parameter one has to use to define the
free gluon propagator. For example, in the covariant R
gauges the gluon propagator is given by

bl = [am—a-0%E]. @2

q q
On the other hand, as an explicit calculation shows, the
conventionally defined proper self-energy depends on the
gauge-fixing parameter, in this case £&. At the one-loop
level the gauge dependence of the self-energy graphs is
canceled by contributions from other graphs, vertex, or
box, which, at first glance, do not seem to be propaga-
torlike. That this cancellation must occur and can be
employed to define a GI self-energy is evident from the
decomposition:

T(sat,ml, mZ) = Tl(ta {) + TZ(tymlymZ,E)

+T3(3,t,m1’m29 5)? (23)

where the function Ti(t) depends only on the Mandel-
stam variable ¢ = —(p; — p1)2 = —¢?, and not on
s = (p1 + p2)? or on the external masses. Typically,
self-energy, vertex, and box diagrams contribute to T},
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T, and T3, respectively. Moreover, such contributions
are { dependent. However, as the sum T'(s,t,m;,m2) is
GI, it is easy to show that Eq. (2.3) can be recast in the
form

T(S,t, my, m2) = Tl(t) + T2(t7 mlamZ)

+T3(8,t, m17m2)’ (24)
where the T} (¢ = 1,2,3) are separately ¢ independent.
The propagatorlike parts of the vertex and box diagrams
which enforce the gauge independence of T} (t) are called
“pinch parts.” The pinch parts emerge every time a
gluon propagator or an elementary three-gluon vertex
contribute a longitudinal k, to the original graph’s nu-
merator. The action of such a term is to trigger an ele-
mentary Ward identity of the form

Ky =K = (K+ #—mai) — ($—my)

=S p+k) - 57 (), (2:5)
once it gets contracted with a 4 matrix. The first term
on the right-hand side of (2.5) will remove the internal
fermion propagator, that is, a “pinch,” whereas S~1(p)
vanish on shell. Returning to the decomposition of Eq.
(2.4), the function 7 is GI and may be identified with the
contribution of the new propagator. We can construct
the new propagator, or equivalently T}, directly from the
Feynman rules. In doing so it is evident that any value for
the gauge parameter £ may be chosen, since T}, 7%, and
T3 are all independent of £&. The simplest of all covariant
gauges is certainly the Feynman gauge (¢ = 1), which
removes the longitudinal part of the gluon propagator.
Therefore the only possibility for pinching in four-fermion
amplitudes arises from the four-momentum of the three-
gluon vertices, and the only propagatorlike contributions
come from vertex graphs and not from boxes.

The generalization of the PT from vectorlike theories
(such as QCD) to the SM is technically and conceptually
straightforward, as long as one assumes that the external
fermionic currents are conserved. For example, applying
the PT to a SM amplitude, such as e”v, — e~ v,, with
me = m, = 0, a {-independent self-energy for the W
boson may be constructed [13].

The situation becomes more involved if one decides to
consider nonconserved external fermionic currents, e.g.,
fermions with nonvanishing masses. The main reasons
are the following.

(a) The charged W couples to fermions with different,
nonvanishing masses m;, m; # 0, and consequently the
elementary Ward identity of Eq. (2.5) gets modified to

k" Pp =§P = S;l(p + k)Pr, — PRSj_l(p)

+m; Py, — m; Pg, (26)
where
1+
Pr,L = T% (2.7)

are the chirality projection operators. The first two terms
of Eq. (2.6) will pinch and vanish on shell, respectively,
as they did before. But, in addition, a term proportional
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to m;Pr, — m;jPp is left over. In a general R¢ gauge
such terms give rise to extra propagator and vertexlike
contributions, not present in the massless case. For the
neutral Z that couples to fermions of the same mass, we
have to set m; = m; = m in Eq. (2.6).

(b) Additional graphs involving the “unphysical”
Goldstone bosons x and ¢ and physical Higgs boson H,
which do not couple to massless fermions, must now be
included. Such graphs give rise to new pinch contribu-
tions, even in the Feynman gauge, as a result of the
momenta carried by interaction vertices such as y¢* ¢,
Zoto—, Wto—x, HW ¢, etc., e.g., vertices with one
vector gauge bosor and two scalar bosons. So, for ex-
ample, all the graphs of Fig. 4 below, give rise to new
vertexlike pinch contributions to the YWW and ZWW
vertices, while in the massless case considered in [23] only
graphs (1) and R(1?) were present.

(c) After the pinch contributions have been identified,
particular care is needed in deciding how to allot them
among the (eventually £ independent) quantities one is
attempting to construct. When constructing GI TBV’s,
for example, in the massless case (m; = m; = 0), all ver-
texlike pinch contributions are allotted among the YW W
and ZWW , the only two vertices which contribute to the
amplitude. In the massive case we propose to study, ver-
tices such as x\W~-"W+, HW-W+, Z¢~W, etc., con-
tribute nonvanishingly to the amplitude, and they must
also be rendered GI through proper allocation of the
available vertexlike pinch parts. The details of how this
is accomplished will be presented in the next section.

Before we proceed with the construction of the vertices
and the subtleties involved, we record some useful formu-
las. In what follows we use the Feynman rules and the
conventions of [30]. The three-level vector-boson propa-
gator Afw(q) in the R¢ gauges is given by

v 1 v :

A (q,&) = PR vy [9" -(1-&) " Mz] , (2.8)
with i = W, Z,v and M, = 0. Its inverse A (g, &)"” is
given by

— v v 1 v
AT GOM = (@ = MP)g™ —g"d + a'e” . (29)
X
The propagators A,(g,&;) of the unphysical (would-be)
Goldstone bosons are given by

-1

Ay(g,&) = PRy (2.10)

with (s,7) = (¢, W) or (x, Z) and explicitly depend on
&;. On the other hand, the propagators of the fermions
(quarks and leptons) as well as the propagator of the
physical Higgs particle are £ independent at the tree
level.

The following identities, which hold for every value of
the gauge fixing parameters £;, will be used extensively
[21]:

L9 A, (q,6),

573 (2.11)

A (9,4) =Ul"(q) -
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where

v 249” 1
Ut (q) = [g" - Mz] P v (2.12)

is the W and Z propagator in the unitary gauge
(£W7£Z b d oo) and

U o™ = ¢*" (¢ — M}) - ¢*¢” (2.13)
its inverse. Furthermore,
92 = AL, (0,6)A7 (g, &)
= AL, (¢, &)U ()" — 0.9°Bu (0, &) (2.14)
and
¢" = -M?eA7*(0,6) — 0" Au(g, &) (2.15)

Finally, the divergences of the currents J;,J{)‘V,Jv't,“
of [13] are related at the tree level to the currents of the
would-be Goldstone bosons Jy, J, J; by the elementary
identities

(exe) = ;’;Z (eZe),,

(Fpe) = ;;’v’f (FW™e),, (2.16)

(e¢+1/) zpl (eW+ V)o,

where ¢, p;, and p, are the momenta carried by the
bosons as shown in Fig. 2.

FIG. 2. General structure of the part T'(g,p1,p2) of the
S matrix that depends only on the momentum transfers
q,p1,p2. The solid lines without orientation represent boson
propagators.
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ITII. GAUGE-INDEPENDENT
THREE-BOSON VERTICES w w

In this section we show how to use the PT in order to z
construct gauge-invariant three-boson vertices (TBV’s),
with all three of their incoming momenta off shell.

‘We consider the S-matrix element for the process

e(m)+v(l)+e (r) > e () +e () +v(F), (3.1) () (b)

where
g=n—#, pp=1-1, pp=r—+ (3-2)

are the momentum transfers at the corresponding z
fermion lines; they represent the incoming momenta of

each of the bosons, merging in the TBV’s. The TBV’s

which can be extracted from the S-matrix element of the

above process will be in general denoted as I'VLR with

N=~,2Z,x,H, L =W~,¢~,and R = WT,¢*, where

N, L, and R stand for the neutral, left (positive charge (c) (d)
created), and right (positive charge destroyed) legs of the
vertex.

We can extract GI improper vertices by identifying the
part T'(q,p1,p2) of the S matrix which is independent
of the external momenta n,r,l,#,7,] and only depends
on the momentum transfer ¢, p;,p2. The general form of
T(q P1,p2) is shown in Fig. 2. T'(q,p1,p2) is GI as long
as we append to the regular vertex graphs all parts of the

FIG. 3. Graphs contributing pinch parts to the construc-
tion of GI Z self-energies.

gauge dependence remaining stems from the tree-level
expressions of the propagators of the boson legs. As we

rest of the graphs, which only depend on the momentum
transfers ¢,p;,p2. Examples of graphs containing such
vertexlike pinch parts are shown in Figs. 3(c) and 4.
The inclusion of these extra pieces cancels all &;-
dependent parts of the regular vertex diagrams; the only

will see in Sec. V, the cancellation of this residual &; de-
pendence is enforced by a set of WI’s satisfied by the GI
['NLR'g The final form of the GI T(q P1,p2) is a sum
of individually GI subamplitudes TN LR(q,p1,p2) and is
given by

T(q9plap2) = Z (éNe)(éLVe)(i)eRe)TNLR(q1pl,pZ)
{NLR}

Z (eNe)(eLv.)(7eRe)An(q)AL(p1)Ar(p2) IV EE (g, p1,p2),
{NLR}

(3.3)

where all internal Lorentz indices have been suppressed. In order to extract the proper Iy LR(q,p1,p2) from the
respective TV LE(q, p1, p2), one must strip off the three GI A’s, by multiplying TV LR(q,p1,p2) with the respective
inverse propagators A~1. We remind the reader that the A may be individually constructed through the application
of the PT to appropriate four-fermion amplitudes (see, for example, [13] and [16]).

Another equivalent and more economical way to isolate the proper vertex, described in detail in [5] and [23], is
to note that the conventional self-energies of the external boson legs can be converted to the respective GI PT self-
energies, except for certain missing pinch pieces. These missing pieces may be supplemented to the self-energy by hand
and correspondingly subtracted from the TBV’s. All such terms are multiplied by an inverse tree-level propagator
(which is the characteristic structure of all pinch terms), and they remove the tree-level boson propagator connecting
them to the rest of the graph. Therefore they are effectively one-particle irreducible, and they may be freely added to
the rest of the one-particle irreducible terms contributing to the TBV’s [6].

Schematically, the GI TBV I'~rr will consist of the pieces

(&:i=1)

nir=TNir’ +Thir— _HNN’FN’LR (3.4)

0 0
HEL'FEV)L’R - _HQR'F;I)LR"

where I‘%‘L Rl ) are the conventional graphs contributing to the TBV in the Feynman gauge, I'Yy; , are all vertexlike
pinch parts of box diagrams (also computed with ¢ = 1 [31]), which are kinematically equivalent to the TBV in

question (this point will be further clarified later in this section), ngo}, g are tree-level expressions of respective TBV’s,
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and Hf; (¢, = N, L, R) is the pinch contribution to the 7j-boson self-energy (again at & = 1). Since the derivation
of the pinch parts of propagators has been extensively discussed in the literature, we will first focus on the technical
details pertaining to the construction of the term I'Y; » in Eq. (3.4).

The pinch parts of graphs are extracted using Eq. (2.6), whenever possible. The box diagrams of Fig. 4, for
example, represent the complete set of diagrams that can contribute vertexlike parts to the YW "W+, ZW~W ™, and
xW W vertices [32]. Depending on which of the internal fermion propagator has been removed, the vertexlike pinch
amplitudes assume one of the following forms:

2 2
(ELv)...(7Re)... AL (p1) AE (p2) [%(é’y“PLe)B,}Y,‘ + gz—me(éPLe)M.IY,] ,

(z'/Re)A..(ENe)A..A_}_Z,(pz)A,]Y(q)[(éW*'u)“Bf’,u + iMw (epTr)ME], (3.5)

(Ne)...(eLv)...AN (q) AL (p1)[(#W ~e)* BE , + iMw (04~ e) ME].

The ellipses in Eq. (3.5) represent appropriately contracted Lorentz indices, which we suppress. We note that the M
terms originate from the mass leftovers of Eq. (2.6). The factors B and M in the expressions above are in general
complicated functions of ¢, p;, and p; and boson masses; however, they do not depend on the individual momenta
and masses of the external “test” fermions. Note also that they are ultraviolet finite since they originated from box
diagrams. Clearly, the B’s or M’s may be zero for some graphs. Once all relevant pinch contributions have been
extracted, they must be judiciously allotted to the appropriate TBV’s. To that end, one has to perform the following
three steps.

(i) The couplings multiplying the B and M in the RHS of the first relation in Eq. (3.5) must be rewritten as a
linear combination of the couplings of the bosons which can be attached to the corresponding fermion current. So for
the couplings of the neutral bosons on the top fermion line we write

1.2 w w

1 (2 ®)

FIG. 4. Graphs providing pinch parts to
the yYWW, ZWW , and xWW vertices in the
Feynman gauge. The diagrams pinching the
left fermion line as well as all types of crossed
diagrams are not shown.

R'I RS RQ
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2
%7”PL = —gc(eZe)? — gs(eve)?,
) M (3.6)
%mePL = —gMw(eHe) + gc 22

(exe).

On the other hand, the appropriate couplings for the charged bosons have already appears on the RHS of the second
and third relations in Eq. (3.5).

(ii) We use the identities given in Eq. (2.16) to rewrite the couplings of the Goldstone bosons to the fermions as
divergences of the corresponding currents of the gauge bosons. At the end of these two steps, the pinch parts in the
square brackets of Eq. (3.5) assume the form

[—gc(EZe)P (B,JYP - %MN) - gs(é’ye)"B_’,\_’u - gMW(EHe)M_N_} , (3.7)
[BE, + p1,ME) (W )2, (38)
[BE, + p2pME] (W ~e)”. (3.9)

(iii) The final step in transforming these expressions into the desired form of TBV’s is to recognize that a tree-level
boson propagator must be attached at the point where the pinching took place. It is straightforward to make the
missing photon and Higgs propagator appear. We only need to insert unity written as a product of a propagator and
its inverse. The inverse propagator will be incorporated to the rest of the pinch expression. We emphasize that no
additional £ dependences are introduced into the pinch expressions through this process, since the part of the inverse
photon propagator proportional to £, vanishes from the amplitude due to conservation of the electromagnetic current
J#, whereas the Higgs propagator and its inverse are GI at the tree-level. In order to accomplish this last step for
the massive gauge bosons, we have to use the identities of Eq. (2.14), since now the relevant currents J4 and Jj;, are
not conserved. Finally, we obtain

pv

(éve)p%?[—gsT“"(q)Bﬂ] + (EHe)An(g)[—gMw AR (@) MY]

He2) A (@) [0 (@) (B + G MY)] + (exe) xta) [iMageq” (B, + FaN)], - @10
[BE, + pruMENUG (1) A% (p1, Ew ) (EW tv), — iMwp! Ay (p1, Ew) (4T V)], (3.11)
[BE, + p2uME][Uyt (p2). A (P2, Ew ) (EW ~v),, — iMw s Ay (p2, Ew) (€67 V)] (3.12)
[
It is now evident how the pinch parts must be allotted Uyt (pl),,“(B_I_ﬂu —p1uME) - f‘N,‘jvﬂR,
among the various (eventually GI) TBV’s. We demon- (3.14)

strate it schematically below.
From the graphs that pinch at the top (neutral)
fermion line [Eq. (3.10)], the pinch parts are distributed

iMwp} (BE, — pruME) —» TN R,

and from the graphs that pinch on the right [Eq. (3.12)],

as follows
- ANLW ™+
R UWI(pZ)V#(B.I.l.u *quMR) — Fu )
—gsT,*(q)BYN, - TJER, (3.15)
N 3 ~ +
—gcUz ()" (B.JY,‘ + %"M.’Y) — IZEE, iMwpy(BE, — pauME) — TNV,
(3.13) The final step in the construction of the GI TVB’s is
: q N fxLR the inclusion of all pinch terms that have been left over
Mzgeq* (B, + M) — 1> :
W29 out 2 S from converting gauge-dependent boson self-energies into
—gMw AL (q) MY , DHLR, their gauge-independent PT counterparts at other parts

of the amplitude considered; they constitute the third
From the graphs that pinch on the left [Eq. (3.11)], we term on the RHS of Eq. (3.4). To begin with, it is im-
have portant to recognize that in addition to the boson legs at-
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tached to the TBV’s, the boson legs of the “monodromic”
graphs [collectively depicted in Figs. 8(e), 8(f), 8(g), be-
low] must be rendered GI. We call them “monodromic”
(one-way), because their graph structure of vertices and
edges (propagators) is that of a “Eulerian-path” or self-
avoiding curve. That is, all the vertices can be visited by
a line that does not run through an edge twice. Note that
they contain an off-shell fermion propagator. In the rest
of this section, we outline how such pieces are included
in the vertices through a specific example.

Let us concentrate on the Z self-energy legs. In the
Feynman gauge (§; = 1), the only propagatorlike pinch
parts for the GI Z self-energy originate from the graph
shown in Fig. 3(a) and its mirror graph Fig. 3(b) and
their contribution is equal. For the Z self-energy leg at-
tached to the ZWW vertex, one of the above graphs
[Fig. 3(c)], is already present in the amplitude we con-
sider and supplies half of the necessary pinch contri-
bution. The other half, where the pinch would oc-
cur at the side where we now have the TBV, is miss-
ing. Therefore its pinch contribution must be supple-
mented by hand to the Z self-energy graphs and subse-
quently subtracted from the ZWW vertex graphs. We
observe that this contribution to the vertex will be of the
form —2g czlww(q)[U‘“'(q)] YA (q,€2)T2%" .  This
last expression is explicitly gauge dependent The effect
of the monodromic graphs is to precisely cancel this resid-
ual gauge dependence. To understand how this cancella-
tion mechanism works, we now concentrate on the ver-
texlike pieces originating from the monodromic graphs.
As a first step, their bosonic legs must be rendered GI; in
doing so, we note that, unlike the previous case, all the
necessary propagatorlike pinch parts are now available
[an example of a graph that contributes such a pinch term
is shown in Fig. 3(d)]. One then proceeds as usually and
first pinches the fermion propagator inside the loop and
then uses Egs. (2.14) and (2.15) to attach boson propaga-
tors at the point where the pinching took place. At this
point one observes that the momenta accompanying the
part with the scalar propagator A, in Egs. (2.14), (2.15)
can trigger additional pinching and remove the remaining
fermion propagator that was outside of the loop. Thus a
vertexlike piece finally emerges from this part and must
be included with the rest of the vertex graphs. Clearly,
all these pieces are also explicitly gauge dependent since
they carry a Ay(q,&z) and, by using Eq. (2.11) exactly,
cancel against the relevant A,(q,{z) part coming from
the leg attached to the TBV. In the remaining expres-
sion the tree-level propagators in the unitary gauge also
cancel and the part that needs to be appended to the
ZWW vertex is —2g2czlww(q)l‘f¢%w. A similar pro-
cedure must be followed case by case for all the TBV’s
and will conclude the construction of a GI three-boson
vertex.

IV. VERTICES vW-W+, ZW-W+, xW-W+

In the previous section we presented the general pro-
cedure for constructing GI TBV’s via the PT. In this
section we focus on three particular TBV’s, namely,
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[YW W PZWWT and TXW W' and we describe in
detail their derivation. This section is rather technical;
we present several intermediate results, which will also

be used in subsequent sections. The final expressions for
I\‘YW;)W*' FZW w+t ,adeW wt
Eqgs. (4.33)- (4 35)

We adopt the following convention. The scalar parts

of boson propagators of mass M4 and momentum ¢ will
be denoted by

are summarized in

1

Alg) = 55—

(4.1)

For example, with this notation the tree-level propagator
for the W in Eq. (2.8) assumes the form

Al (q) = [ - _5’)T_£W] W(g). (4.2)

We introduce the shorthand notation

/(ABC){. = /(dk)A(k +p1)B(k — p2)C(k){- -},

(4.3)

where the momentum integration .neasure is (dk) =

f;ﬂ% for convergent integrals and (dk) = p*~ "ﬁ;— for

dimensionally regularized integrals. Furthermore we de-
fine the scalar integrals

Jasc = JaBc(q,p1,p2) = /(ABC), (4.4)

Ian(@) = [(dR)AKR)B(k +g). (45)

The box diagrams containing vertexlike contributions,
in the Feynman gauge, are shown in Fig. 4. From the
first two diagrams of Fig. 4, which we treat as one, we
obtain

Nuaﬁ =gcUy (q) g Bpaﬂ (4.6)

and
N;B = —iMz9cq®9* Bpap, (4.7)

where g2>B,qs is the same expression as in the case for
conserved currents [see [23], Egs. (3.5) and (3.6)]; namely,

PBpe = 3 b [VWV){gosll — 301 - pa)l
V—"Y)
0o (354 20)p — 9903k —20)c . (48)
with g4 = gsand gz = gc. N, 1 op 1s allotted to the vertex

f‘fo%_w whereas N5 to I‘xW we,
Similarly, the graphs contaxmng a Higgs boson (2 and
3 in Fig. 4) yield
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Niap + Niap = —M%g°cqugapM (4.9)

and
25+ N35 = —iMzq*g3cgapM, (4.10)

with
M = 3 (Juzw + Jzuw)- (4.11)

We note that box diagrams which contain any two inter-
nal neutral bosons, except the Higgs boson, give a zero to-
tal pinch contribution. This is so because the pinch parts
of the direct diagrams cancel against the corresponding
pinch parts of the crossed diagram. Similarly, the pinch
contributions of diagrams with one ¢ and one W in the
loop cancel against the corresponding contribution from
the mirror graphs, e.g., W < ¢.

The pinch contributions of the diagrams 1-6 of the
second row of Fig. 4, where the pinching occurs at the
leg of the W™, are extracted following exactly similar
steps. We denote these pinch contributions by R”aﬁ
where 7 = 1,...,6. In what follows the suffix “cr” is
used to denote the inclusion of the crossed graphs which
are not shown in Fig. 4. The relevant expressions of the
pinch contributions of these graphs are

RL{;Z’R') = gcUy, 1(pz)ﬂg B s+ R‘mﬂ + R‘mﬂ, (4.12)
where

R;ll.aﬁ = gacszM‘?Vp2ﬁquaJWW1a
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nguag(‘IaPth) = Z gV /(WWV)GMaﬁ(q)phpZ),

V=+,2
(4.14)
with
GLap(9,P1,P2) = gap(3k + 3p1 — 2p2),
+9u3(3k +p1 — 2q)a
—gau(k + 2p1 — 2q)s. (4.15)

Note that the result of the conserved current case can be
recovered from Eq. (4.14) if we neglect the terms propor-
tional to p1o and pag [Eq. (3.11) of [23]].

The rest of the diagrams give

4
S
Rzaﬁ = ga;Mé"vpzangwwq, (4.16)
82(1 — 2s2
Rfma + Rﬁﬁ.’g = QS(T—)M‘?szﬂyua, Jwwz ,
(4.17)
3 2
g°cM,
Rlop = ) W pasGualwwH, (4.18)
R; g° My J (4.19)
pnaf = %2 DP289uadZHW - .

(4.13) We next turn to the rest of the graphs of Fig. 4, third
1— 282 and fourth rows, and isolate the pinch contrlbutlons,
R;zmﬂ =g’c ( ) M‘?szpg,m.] wwz which will be appended to the vertex I"XW W' We de-
note them by R} o8 where 7 = 1,...,9. Their explicit

and expressions are

J
g3

Rap + Rop + REG = _—M 2CMWUW (P2)as Y bviwwv, (4.20)

=v,Z
R = o Miypa [(WW)(k — 20), (421)

g3 M 3 1— 3 2

Rip+ R+ Rig = M, szﬁ /(WWZ)k ~ M, 2% wazﬁqa-fwwz+ i8cM, =W wpstwwz.  (4.22)

The last term on the RHS of Eq. (4.22) cancels against the corresponding contribution from the left, coming from the

graphs L35 + L35 + [,

3 a2
g
= o e [(WWEDE, (4.23)
R =— 9° My J (4.24)
aB = iMy 2c QaP2BJZHW .
3 MZ
Rep+ REZ = g WU (P2)apImzW, (4.25)

B iMz 2c
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RSﬁ + Rgcr _ (1 - 23 )

2
5= 2 U2 M / (HZW)(2k + p1)a. (4.26)

The corresponding diagrams where the pinching occurs at the left fermion line we will denote as L? wpp and Lt b3
respectively. (These diagrams are not shown.) They are given by

Liop(2,P1,P2) = —Rgo(2:P2,P1), Lhop(q,p1,P2) = —Rialq,p2,p1)- (4.27)

The total pinch contribution is the sum of all relevant terms. We define

6
Z R‘mﬂ = g3cME papguaM™, Z Ls= g2cMEp1agusM™, (4.28)
=1
gc ., .
Enaﬂ = zM Zﬁaﬂ = L =L}, (4.29)
where crossed graphs are included in the sums and
_ 82 1— 282 1 1
M7(@,p1,02) = FIwws + 55— Jwwz + s Jwwa + 55 Jzrw, (4.30)
M+(‘11P1’P2) = "M_(qap27p1)- (431)

The last step is to add the pinch contributions to the regular vertex graphs. Thus, if we define

w-wt
PavTye " gm = Z paplei=1, 9°cTxg le=1 = Z aplei=1 (4.32)

to be the sum of the usual graphs of the respective vertices in the Feynman gauge (depicted, respectively, in Fig. 5,
with V =~,Z, n, = 28, nz = 34 and Fig. 6), we arrive at the following expressions for the GI TBV’s:

FAN FAN ¢ .

AN VAR '

SO TR S

11,12 13,14 15,16 17,18 19,26 20,27 FIG. 5. Usual graphs contributing to the
YWW and ZWW vertices in the Feynman
gauge. Their corresponding expressions are
denoted as V ~p in the text. In the unitary
gauge only the graphs (1)—(8), (23), (29), and
(30) are present; they are denoted as meﬁ
In the context of the BFM, additional graphs
must be included.
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RS g U S At g
2,3 4,5

1 syw-wt _ W wt

gs g meB paf
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FIG. 6. Usual graphs contributing to the
xWW vertex in the Feynman gauge. In the
text they are denoted as S;imB' None of these
graphs exist in the unitary gauge. In the
BFM additional graphs must be included,
whereas graphs containing ghosts are absent.

|€i=1 + qu(q)ﬁBPGB + UV-Vl(pl)gB;—pﬁ + LIV_V1 (pz)gB;ap

—2TpaplIww (@) + 8 Tw(P1) + PIwz(p1) + s°Iw(p2) + Iwz(p2))]

+p2ﬁguaM_ +plaguﬂM+a (4.33)
1 - —w+ — _ _ _ _
gathas  =Tiag " le=1 + Uz (05Bsap + U’ (p1)aB s + U (P2) 5By
—2TaplIww (@) + 8% Iw (1) + Iwz(p1) + 8 Iw~ (p2) + ¢ Iw z(p2)]
+9ugapMEM + p2pgua Miy M™ + pragusMiy M*, (4.34)
1 sow-wt _ aw-w+ . . 2 i i
—g-‘é;raﬁ = Faﬂ i€i=1 - ZMquBpaﬁ - ‘Lqu M — FZRQB - M—ZLQB. (4.35)

V. WARD IDENTITIES

In the previous two sections we outlined the construc-
tion of a generic GI TBV and we computed the exact
one-loop closed forms for the GI fﬁ; W+, f‘fc%_er,
f‘zw wr In this section we proceed to derive a set of
Ward identities that the GI TBV’s satisfy. These Ward
identities are a direct consequence of the gauge indepen-
dence of the S matrix order by order in perturbation
theory. It should be emphasized that the derivation of
the WI's does not require knowledge of the explicit closed
form of the TBV’s involved.

After the construction of GI TBV’s has been com-
pleted, the amplitude we consider has been reorganized
into individually £-independent structures connected by
¢-dependent tree-level propagators. In other words, the
PT algorithm only cancels all £ dependences originat-
ing from the tree-level propagators appearing inside the
loops, but a residual £ dependence, stemming from boson
propagators outside of loops, survives at the end of the

[

pinching process. The cancellation of this last £ depen-
dence becomes possible due to a set of WI's satisfied by
the GI TBV. One can actually derive these WI’s without
any detailed knowledge of the algorithm which gives rise
to the GI TBV. All one needs to assume is that such an
algorithm exists (in our case the PT algorithm) and that
all residual £ dependences should cancel from the S ma-
trix. So once the GI TBV’s have been constructed, one
should examine whether or not they actually satisfy the
required WT’s, as a self-consistency check. In this section
we use the above arguments to derive the WI’s and we
will explicitly check their validity at one loop in the next
section.

It is instructive to illustrate the derivation of WI’s for a
simpler case, namely, the GI W propagator. We consider
the one-loop S-matrix element of the process

e (b) + ve(t) = ve(b) + e~ (£), (5.1)

with ¢ =t —£% = b—b, and apply the PT rules. As shown
in Fig. 7, the part of the S matrix which only depends
on g2 assumes the form
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FIG. 7. GI self-energies flm,
I}, 117, and 11* [(a), (b), (c),
¢ and (d), respectively].

(a) (®) (c)

(d)

Ty = (W) APV AV (5W ™€) + (EW 1) , ARRTLE Ay (7€)

+(Eptv) Al AV (PW ™€), + (e6™ V) AGII? Ay (Dde).

(5.2)

Using Eq. (2.16) in order to pull out the factor (eW*v),(vW ~e),, as well as Eq. (2.14), we can cast the above

expression in the form

& 5 q°q* 1 vo
T, = (eW+u)p[<U{,’[}‘ - WV;Ad,) 1044 ( W -

(—ig”)

+ (Up” — __qpq" A¢) fI+A¢——iqa + —
W Mg T My Mw

In this last expression the £ dependence is carried solely
by the tree-level Goldstone boson propagators Ag(q,{w).
The requirement that 7} be ¢ independent gives rise to
two independent equations; the first enforces the can-
cellation of the terms with only one A4 factor, whereas
the second enforces the cancellation of the terms with a
AgAy factor. It is then a matter of simple algebra to
show that the following WI's should hold [33]:

g1, (q) F iMwIIE(q) = 0, (5.4)
¢"11Z (q) + iMwII?(q) = 0, (5.5)
g*g* 11} () — M 11%(q) = 0. (5.6)

Similarly, the requirement of gauge independence for
the S-matrix element of a neutral current process gives
rise to the following set of WT’s, relating the two-point
Green’s functions of Z and its Goldstone boson x:

g“T1Z, (q) — iMzI1Z%(q) = 0, (5.7)
g*T1Zx(q) + iMz11%(g) = 0, (5.8)
q¢*q"TIZ,(q) — M3T1X(q) = 0. (5.9)

We now turn to our main objective, namely, the deriva-
tion of the WTI’s for the GI TBV’s. We consider again
the S matrix element of the process in Eq. (3.1). Af-

9" q° (=)  ron  9°
A (7197) A
M3, "’) + a3, AR g

3 vo quqa — Y7 —

[

ter the pinching is performed, we focus on the diagrams
of Fig. 8, where now the “blobs” represent GI expres-
sions. As before, the residual £ dependence of these
graphs enters only through the tree-level bosonic propa-
gators (solid, not-oriented lines). We call these graphs,
respectively, (i) three-boson vertex graphs [Fig. 8(a)], (ii)
self-energy graphs [Figs. 8(b), 8(c), 8(d)], and (iii) mon-
odromic graphs [Figs. 8(e), 8(f), 8(g)] [34]

At first sight, the monodromic graphs do not appear
to be akin to the graphs of types (i) and (ii) (which
only depend on the momentum transfers g, p1,p2), since
they seem to explicitly depend on the external fermion
momenta n,l,r or ﬁ,f,f through the internal off-shell
fermion propagators. Equivalently, one might think that
the characteristic factor (€Ne)(ELv.)(7eRe), containing
the external fermionic currents, cannot be pulled out
from the monodromic graphs. One should note, however,
that in the monodromic graphs additional pinching can
take place, triggered by the longitudinal part of the bare
vector boson propagators, thus eliminating the depen-
dence on the internal fermion propagator. These pinch
parts are vertexlike and will therefore combine with the
graphs of (i) and (ii) in order to cancel the remaining
gauge dependence from the amplitude.

To demonstrate this final cancellation, we use again
Eq. (2.11) in order to isolate the residual gauge de-
pendence of the S matrix into bare Goldstone boson
propagators only. All gauge-dependent terms will dis-
play a characteristic structure, depending on the number
and kind of Goldstone boson propagators they contain
and the momenta they carry. Clearly, all such terms
form linearly independent combinations. A term with
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a gauge dependence of the form A, (q,£z)A¢(p1,éw),
for example, cannot cancel against a term of the
form Ag(p2,éw)Ag(P1,éw), nor a term of the form
Ay (g,€2)A4(p2,€w). Therefore, for the final cancella-
tion to occur, the cofactors in front of all such linearly
independent terms must individually vanish. This last
condition gives rise to the aforementioned WI’s.

Let us first look at terms carrying only a gauge-
dependent factor of A, (g,€z). Such terms can arise only
from the diagrams shown in Fig. 9. In what follows we
use the WI’s of the boson self-energies Egs. (5.4)—(5.9)
as well as the WI’s of the tree-level three-vector-boson
vertex

vpo
C;

C¥Pe = —USP (1)UL (2)¢” gell1(1) — 11¥5(2)] — geH"*°,

(C'i)upa — chupo’

with

(a)

(b) (c)

(e) (&)

= U (VU (2)¢”[¢*T},
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ot B _
Ty Y W (a,p1,p2) = 9v Uiy (P2)as — Uy (P1)as)
(5.10)
and pull out the

(8Ze), (vWTe),(eEW V),
dependent part is given by

common factor
Then the A, (q,€z) gauge-

1 vpo
MZAX(‘LEZ){CU + Cse + Cf;} p )

(5.11)
where C,,, C,¢, and C’,’,’l are the contributions of the ver-
tex, self-energy, and the pinched monodromic graphs, re-
spectively:

+iMwTg), (5.12)

nap
(5.13)

(5.14)

FIG. 8. Vertex, self-energy, and mon-
odromic graphs of the S matrix for the
six-fermion process after the PT rearrange-
ment. Solid lines without orientation repre-
sent bosons. All loop expressions are now
GI, and the gauge dependence enters only
through the tree propagators of the gauge
bosons and their respective scalars. The mir-
ror image and crossed graphs of the mon-
odromic graphs are not shown.

(d)

(8)
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FIG. 9. Graphs contributing a
z gauge-dependent part of the form A(g,£z)
W w to the ZWW part of the amplitude.
W
z zZ
zZ zZ
zZ zZ

w w w w w w

H"?? = ¢ [UpP (WG (1)U (1) — Up? (2)11% (2) Uty (2)] + ¢ 1125(q)US" (9)[USF (1) — U2 (2)], (5.15)

where 1,2 in the arguments means p; and p,, respectively.
Since the gauge independence of the amplitude requires that the sum C, + C,. + CE in Eq. (5.11) must vanish, we
arrive at the following WT’s, relating the ZWW and xWW vertices
~ —wr+ i ~ —wt+ ~ ~
g TEN Y +iMzDX Y = e[l (1) — T (2)). (5.16)

Repeating similar steps and requiring the cancellation of the A4(1) and A,(2) gauge dependences, we obtain the
following Ward identities, respectively:

. —wt . A Zo— Wt . . 8.

PSTZ0 YT +iMw T2 W = ge |1 (2) — 11Z5(q) — ;HfE(Q) ) (5.17)
~ Jp—. . ~ - ~ S A IS

PEEZNTY T+ iMw PZY " = ge|fiZ, () + STi22(q) ~ TN, (1)) (5.18)

The WT’s for the """~ W7 vertex can be derived in a similar manner. We have

A -wt . A -wt ~ ~ CAn~Z

PRI ™ MY = gs [ (2) — M2 (q) — S22 (q)], (5.19)
Wt . . -+ A c- .

PETINS Y +iMw T2 T = gs [HZQ(Q) + ;Hlf(q) - H,‘f;(l)], (5.20)

which are the counterparts of Egs. (5.17) and (5.18). It is elementary to derive additional WI's, through straightforward
algebraic manipulations of the WI’s listed above. For example, the WI

. ot -wt . Tt -wt T Ty afy
iMzpSTXE W — iMw g T2V = gelpgTI (1) + p5TI% (2) + ¢°11Z4(q)] (5.21)
or, equivalently,

~ -t ~ -w+ ~ ~ ~
peTXE W —eq? T2 = gelell} (1) + eI, (2) + T12%(q)] (5.22)
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can be immediately obtained from Egs. (5.16) and
(5.17) after contracting them with the appropriate four-
momenta and using the WI’s of the self-energies and the
fact that [12](g) is transverse.

Finally, WI’s where the GI TBV’s are contracted with
two- or three-momenta can be easily derived by demand-
ing the cancellation of gauge dependences stemming from
terms with more than one Goldstone boson propagator.

It is interesting to note that an equation analogous to
Eq. (5.16) for the "W~ W7 vertex cannot be derived via
this procedure. The reason is simply that all residual
dependence on £, automatically disappears from the fi-
nal expressions as a result of current conservation, e.g.,
g*J] = 0. In order to derive the remaining WI, one
must choose a gauge-fixing procedure such as the axial
or light-cone gauge, where the dependence of the gauge-
boson legs on the gauge parameter does not vanish as a
result of current conservation. In fact, this was the way
the PT was originally implemented by Cornwall when
constructing the one-loop GI gluon self-energy [2]. In
the axial (light-cone) gauge, for example, the tree-level
propagator for the photon reads

1 n +n
Al (g,n) = o [g,w — Dude T Mwp "q“] , (5.23)

where n,, is the gauge-fixing parameter (in the light-cone
gauge n,n* = 0). So after using current conservation,
the n with the appropriate Lorentz index will vanish,
but the other n will survive and will only vanish if the
desired WT’s are satisfied. Finally, we obtain

112 (q) =0,

¢*I} 7 (q) = 0, (5.24)
g*TX(q) = 0 = II}X(q) =0,
and
~ -w+ ~ ~
DIV = gs[lI(1) — I5(2)], (5.25)

which was first proved in [23] by an explicit one-loop
calculation. Clearly, similar WI’s can be derived for the
gluon self-energy and three-gluon vertex in QCD.

All previous WI’s are the one-loop generalizations of
the respective tree-level WI's. As shown in this section,
their validity is crucial for the gauge independence of
the S matrix. It is important to emphasize that these
WTI’s make no reference to ghost terms, unlike the corre-
sponding Slavnov-Taylor identities satisfied by the con-
ventional, gauge-dependent vertices.

The WTI’s derived in this section are also true in the
context of the BFM. In fact, in the BFM framework they
are true to all orders in perturbation theory; their valid-
ity is enforced by the requirement that the Lagrangian
be invariant under gauge transformations of the back-
ground fields. 1t should be emphasized, however, that the
Green’s functions of the background fields, which satisfy
the aforementioned WI’s, display in general a residual
dependence on the parameter g used to gauge fix the
quantum gauge fields. As shown in [27], this remaining
gauge dependence can be eliminated by the straightfor-
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ward application of the PT in the context of the BFM.
The analysis presented in this section indicates that these
“naive” WI’s are not an exclusive property of the BFM,
but can be recovered for any type of gauge-fixing proce-
dure via the PT algorithm. Strictly speaking, the WI’'s
we have presented are valid to one-loop order. This is so
because our derivation relies on the ability to construct
the £-independent Green’s functions (shown as blobs in
Fig. 8) with the PT algorithm, which has only been tested
at one loop. If one assumes that this procedure of iso-
lating £-independent blobs can be generalized to higher
orders in perturbation theory, the generalization of the
WT'’s to higher orders will be relatively straightforward.
Even though such an assumption is rather plausible, no
such proof exists.

VI. PROOF OF THE WARD IDENTITIES

A. Feynman gauge

In this section we prove by an explicit calculation the
first of the Ward identities derived in the previous sec-
tion, namely, q“ffr[’;w+ +isz§;V wr gc[flm(l) -
ﬁg’ﬁ(Z)] We work in the Feynman gauge, where §; =1
for i = v, W, Z. To that end, it is more economical to act
with ¢* directly on the individual graphs of f‘faﬁ and
try to generate the RHS of Eq. (5.16). The Feynman
diagrams contributing to the GI W self-energies of the
RHS are shown in Fig. 10. The closed expression for the
GI W self-energy has been obtained in [16], and it is

11%,(q) = 1% (q)le=1 + 4U 3 (a)[s* Tw~ (@) + *Tw z(q)].
(6.1)

We also emphasize that all necessary cancellations be-
tween graphs or parts of graphs are evident before any of
the loop momentum integrations are carried out.

To begin with, we note that all pinch parts originating
from the top (neutral current) fermion line automatically
cancel on the LHS of Eq. (5.16) by virtue of the second
and third equations of Egs. (3.13).

We start by considering the fermion graphs Fig. 5, dia-
gram (1), and Fig. 6, diagram (1). This subset of graphs
is automatically GI and receives therefore no pinch con-
tributions. After a straightforward calculation we obtain
(in what follows we have pulled out a common factor of
gc from the RHS of all equations)

Q“V,}aﬁ + iMZScl(ﬂ = Htlxﬁ(l) -} 5(2), (6.2)
where II 5 corresponds to the self-energy diagram (1) of
Fig. 10.

The remaining diagrams can be divided into three
classes depending on the type of internal boson propa-
gators they contain. Following the notation of Eq. (4.3),
these classes are denoted as (i) WWYV diagrams, where
V =+, Z [Fig. 5, diagrams (2)—(22), Fig. 6, diagrams (2)-
(13)], (ii) WW H diagrams [Fig. 5, diagrams (23)—(28),
Fig. 6, diagrams (14), (15)], and (iii) ZHW diagrams
[Fig. 5, diagrams (29)—(34), Fig. 6, diagrams (16)—(21)].

WWYV graphs: Vector boson graphs
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8 3
N Vi = [Mip(1) —Mip(2)] - Y gy AMGy /(WWV)quPGﬁ(Q7P1 —k,p2 + k)
=2 =2 V=~+Z
+ g%’,/W(k + 1)V (k)kags + (1 & 2)
V=~2Z

- / (WWV)q - (k= pa)ka(k —p2)s + (1 6 2)
V=~+Z

~20° (U (o — U 2)as] [ Wlk+22)W (k= p2)

Uit Wap 3 6% / (WWV)(aPka + @ Trps(k — P2, —k,p2)] + (1 & 2), (6.3)
V=~Z

where the tree-level WI's of Eq. (5.10), as well as the identities given in Egs. (4.11) and (4.12) of [23], have been used.
The notation (1 <> 2) means to interchange in the preceeding term p; ¢ —p2 and a + 8. From the terms appearing
on the RHS of Eq. (6.3), only the first is part of the RHS of the WI’s we attempt to prove. All other terms will cancel
against other contributions from the remaining graphs. In particular, the leftover term of the second line will cancel
against similar terms coming from the graphs which contain unphysical Goldstone bosons. Similarly, the terms in
the next two lines of Eq. (6.3) will cancel against corresponding leftovers from the ghost graphs. Finally, the last two
lines of Eq. (6.3), which display the characteristic pinch structure, will cancel against some of the pinch contributions
to the ZWW vertex. All these cancellations will become evident in what follows.
We next consider the ghost graphs [Fig. 5, diagrams (9)—(12), and Fig. 6, diagrams (2)—(5)]. We have

12 7
D0 Viap = M) =T @)] = 3 ab [ Wk +20V (B)kags + (16 2)

=9 i=4 : V=+Z
+ 3 ob [WWV)g- (k= po)kalk — pa)a+ (14> 2 (6.4
V=~+Z
fuéfd w Z, __,". - _;" o
c N CZ,Cy c .. CZ,Cy
n (2,3) (4,5) 6.7)
” ,’g* . ,'é\ FIG. 10. Feynman diagrams contributing
/ Z, / ! h \
¢ \. 7 : \ ’,' X H'\ w H\ ’,' ¢ to the W self-energy. Graph (13) is particular
% é to the BFM.
(8,9) (10) (11) (12)

w Y Z x," w

W+
Pinch (13)
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and

zMzZ

i=2 V—-yZ

aP23 + kﬂpla) (65)

We see that the leftover terms of Eq. (6.4) cancel against parts of Eq. (6.3) as expected. The contribution of Eq. (6.5)
will cancel against pinch contributions to the xW W vertex. Similarly, the graphs containing unphysical Goldstone
bosons [Fig. 5, diagrams (13)-(22), and Fig. 6, diagrams (6)—(13)] yield

Z @Viap +iMz Z‘sfxﬁ = g*s" My, by /(WWV)qupaﬁ(Qapl k,ps + k)
i=13 i—6 V_—-,,
2MW 202 [UW (Vap = Uy (2) ap] Z bvJwwyv, (6.6)
V=+,Z
18 13 '
N ¢ Vies +iMz Z 8 = Z[H 5(1) — II,5(2)], (6.7)
=17
1 g
Z qﬂvtaﬁ =11 p(1) — Hi%(Z) -y /W(k)[Z(k +p1) — Z(k — p2)](2k + p1)a(2k — p2)s, (6.8)
i=19
¢"Vies = 0. (6.9)

The first term on the RHS of Eq. (6.6) cancels the appropriate term in Eq. (6.3) after employing the elementary
identity —gcgZ AME,, = —byg3cs?MZ,, where b, = +1 and bz = —1. The second term on the RHS of Eq. (6.6)
will cancel against pinch contributions to the xWW vertex. Finally, we note that the leftover term on the RHS of
Eq. (6.8) contains only two internal propagators.

The pinch parts give

(B Uit (01)2 + By U (p2)5] = 20U (1) + Ui (p2)as] S 03w (p1) = Iwv (po)] (6.10)
V=+,2
U oaor 3 g [WWV)ahe+ 0 Taopl—k = pr.2 B + (1 6 2)
V=v,Z
—20%4"Tyuapl- -] = 202U (1) — Ui (p2)asll - s (6.11)

where the ellipses in the square brackets in Eq. (6.11) represent the terms of the second line of Eq. (4.34) multiplying
F y.aB:

4

1— 2s2
Z q#(Ry,aﬁ + Lpaﬁ) g MW[PZBQa plaQﬁ] [ JWW“{ + TJWWZ} [} (6'12)
i=1
2 ) . 82
iMz Y (Rip+ Lip) = 92M3V‘2“g§[ 5(p) — U (p2)] Y bvdwwy, (6.13)
=1 V=~Z
iMz(R3g + L35) = ¢* My - 20 /(WWv)[(k —29)ap2p + Pralk + 29)g]s (6.14)
. 2 i MW
iMz Z(R s+ Lhg) = +4° (WW Z)[kap2p + P1aks] — g MWT[Z’ZEQ& Pragpldwwz. (6.15)

i=4
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At this point we note that the contributions of the pinch parts cancel all the remaining leftovers of all other graphs
we have considered thus far, except for the leftover term of Eq. (6.8). If we now collect all W self-energy terms on
the RHS, we note that all pinch and regular graphs have already appeared, except for the two graphs containing an
internal Higgs boson, shown in Fig. 10, diagrams (11) and (12).

Next, we consider the WW H graphs

2a12
i g°M,
S Viag My 3 Siy = TE(1) — TE5(2) - 1% [WW B kapas + kopal

1=23 1=14
21;4%’ [P1aP1s — P2aP28]IWwwW H (6.16)
Z‘l o = Io (1) — T5(2) — %/W(k)[H(k +p1) — H(k — p2)](2k + p1)a(2k — p2)s- (6.17)

1=26
The relevant pinch diagrams of this class contributing to the ZWW vertex give
2M
¢*(Rpoap + Lyop) = =2 [P1aP1s — P2aP28)JwwH, (6.18)

whereas the ones contributing to the xWW vertex give

M
iMz(REg + L85) = =W

/ (WW H)[kapap + kspral- (6.19)

It is now evident that all the W self-energy terms which constitute the RHS of the WI’s have already appeared. The
only two redundant terms are (i) the leftover term of Eq. (6.8) and (ii) the leftover term of Eq. (6.18), which survives
after Eqs. (6.16)~(6.19) have been added by parts. Like the term in (i) it also contains two internal propagators. Both
terms will cancel exactly against the entire contribution of the graphs belonging to the ZHW class, which we now
proceed to evaluate.

We will only evaluate the diagrams where the Higgs boson appears on the left. The mirror graphs, with the Higgs
boson on the right, can be treated in an exactly analogous way:

9> M3,
Vuaﬁ = T /(HZW)qMPuaB(_k — P1,P1, k)7 (6.20)
. 2MZ o M2,
iMzSL; = g czw /(HZW)q“r”aﬂ(—k - p1,p1,k) — g* 902 W Ui (p2)ap e zw
M M
95y /(HZW)k ks +9* 5 5 9apIrz(q)- (6.21)

The last term on the RHS of the last equation will cancel against an equal and opposite contribution coming from
the mirror diagram S3}:

2M2 32
v = S, / (HZW)(2k + p1)a (6.22)
. 2012 62 . M2s2
MzSih = L2 gy [(HZW) @+ p1)a— g MES [(HZW) 2k + pr)alk ~pa)s, (6.23)

Ve = L (M3 - M) / HZW)(2k + p1)a(2k — p2)s

+§c—2 / W (k)[H(k + p1) — Z(k — p2)](2k + p1)a(2k — p2)g, (6.24)

iM% = 2 2 g, / (HZW)(2k + p1)a(2k — p3)g. (6.25)
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The pinch parts are

q”Lﬁaﬂ + iMzLLE =—g

‘LMZ (Rsﬁ + RScr)

zMZ(Raﬁ + RQ ) 8¢2

When all the above equations, together with the corre-
sponding contributions from the mirror graphs, are added
by parts, all terms on the RHS cancel among each other
as expected, except for the terms with two internal prop-
agators, from Eq. (6.24) and the mirror graph result,
which exactly cancel the leftover terms mentioned previ-
ously, (i) and (ii). This concludes the proof of the WI of
Eq. (5.16), which is a central result of this paper. It is
obvious from the previous proof that the pinch parts are
instrumental for the validity of Eq. (5.16).

B. Unitary gauge

The fact that the WI’s of Green’s functions constructed
via the PT hold regardless of the gauge in which one
chooses to work can be most effectively demonstrated by
proving their validity in different gauges. Although the
usual graphs of a Green’s function as well as its pinch
parts assume different forms in different gauges, when
summed they nevertheless combine into a unique expres-
sion independent of any specific gauge. In this section we
will work in the unitary gauge, where additional pinch
parts can originate from the longitudinal parts of the
gauge-boson propagators.

We note that, even though the unitary gauge has been
traditionally considered pathological, in the sense that it
gives rise to nonrenormalizable Green’s functions, in the
context of the PT it can be treated on an equal footing as
the renormalizable R; gauges. In particular, as shown in
[29] the application of the PT in the context of the uni-
tary gauge gives rise to renormalizable Green’s functions
which are in fact identical to the £-independent Green’s
functions obtained in the framework of the R, gauges.

Applying the PT to the case of the three-boson vertices
in the unitary gauge, we have verified that the WI’s of
Egs. (5.16) and (5.25) again hold true. We point out that
although the usual vertex graphs are fewer in this gauge
the graphs which can contribute pinch parts are quite
numerous, a fact that makes calculations lengthier. We
therefore do not present the entire proof of the WI's, but
only outline the steps in its derivation.

The usual YW W vertex diagrams in this gauge are
shown in Fig. 5, diagrams (1)—(8) and (23), while for
the ZW~ W vertex we have the additional graphs (29)
and (30) of the same figure. The relevant W self energy

2M§(1 — 2s%)
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2 20"2" Pla / (HZW )kg, (6.26)
WU (p2)apJuzw , (6.27)
P28 / (HZW)(2k + p1)a- (6.28)

diagrams in the unitary gauge are those shown in Fig. 10,
diagrams (1)-(3) and (11). The vertex graphs will be
denoted as V «p and the self-energy graphs as u: 5> Where
the index i counts the corresponding graphs of Figs. 5 and
10.

The interesting feature of the unitary gauge is that the
WI of the YW ~W ™ vertex is satisfied separately by the
usual and pinch parts, as one can verify immediately.

For the fermion graphs, Eq. (6 2) holds as usual since
they are gauge invariant, e.g., uaﬁ = Vlaﬁ and Haﬁ =
U} The boson graphs give

VIS + Vs + ¢* Vi = gelUas (1) — UaS (2)]
(6.29)
and
¢"Vi.5 = 0. (6.30)
From the Higgs diagram we get
V2 = geUl(1) — UL (2)]. (6.31)

For the YWW vertex the above equations when
summed give

"V o5 = gelUlp(1) — Uzp(2)]-

Evidently, the Ward identity holds already for the
usual vertex graphs before any pinch contributions are
included. One can then verify that the vertexlike pinch
contributions in the unitary gauge (V aﬂ)P (some of the
additional ones, specific to the umtary gauge, are shown
in Fig. 11), when contracted with g#, yield

9" Viap)¥ = 9c[Pap(1) = Pap(2)],

where ’Po% are the relevant propagatorlike parts to be
appended to the W self-energy in the unitary gauge. As
shown in [29], the W self-energy obtained via the PT in
the unitary gauge is identical to the one obtained via the
PT in the context of the R; gauges: namely,

(6.32)

(6.33)

% (q) = U + PL. (6.34)
Adding Egs. (6.4) and (6.5) by parts, we arrive again
at the WI of Eq. (5.25).
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For the ZWW vertex the proof proceeds in an anal-
ogous way. For the class of graphs that are common to
both vertices YWW and ZWW, the proof is identical.
The WI is again satisfied separately by the regular vertex
and pinch graphs. There are, however, two additional
classes of contributions that need be considered. First,
there are the extra regular vertex graphs (29) and (30) of
Fig. 5 along with similar box graphs that will contribute
a pinch part to the vertex; all the above graphs contain
a Higgs particle. Second, unlike the photon case, the
vertexlike pinch parts originating from boxed where the
pinching takes place at the leg of the Z (fermion line on
the top) do not vanish when contracted with ¢#. Since
all propagator graphs of the W have already appeared
on the left-hand side of the WI’s, the sole role of these
graphs is to provide a leftover expressmn which is rec-
ognized as being equal to I‘XW wr . of course, in the
context of the unitary gauge thls expression cannot be
identified with a xWW vertex, because there are no x
fields to begin with.

C. Feynman background fleld gauge

In this section we prove the validity of the WI’s of
Egs. (5.16) and (5.25) in the Feynman gauge of the BFM.

In the BFM every bosonic field is decomposed into two
parts, the quantum field ® and the background field 3,
eg,® —» &+ ®. In the path integral one integrates
the quantum fields only, whereas the background fields
are treated as additional sources; consequently, only the
quantum fields appear inside loops.

The ordinary gauge transformation of the gauge fields,
for example, W2, a = 1,2,3, and B, in the case of an
SU(2)xU(1) group, is also split into two transformations.
One of them corresponds to an ordinary gauge trans-
formation, but only for the background fields Wy, B,,,
and is therefore called a background gauge transforma-
tion. By judiciously adding an unconventional gauge-
fixing term for the quantum fields, we can promote this
transformation to a symmetry of the Lagrangian. There-
fore the Green’s functions of the background fields are
guaranteed to be background gauge invariant, namely,
I‘(W“B,, ) = (W, eB’! ). As a result of this invari-
ance, the naive WI’s of Sec V are satisfied. Note, how-
ever, that these Green’s functions depend in general on
the gauge parameters éw,€p used to gauge fix the quan-
tum fields W} and B, which appear inside their loops.
In this formulatlon, S matrix elements are calculated by
forming trees of background Green’s functions connected
to each other by tree-level background field propagators;
at this point, the background fields also require gauge
fixing.

This gauge fixing is completely independent from the
gauge fixing of the quantum fields, and the parameters
éw,f B may be in general different from the parameters
£Wa £B .

We choose to work in the Feynman gauge of the BFM
where éw = € = {g = 1. As was shown in [25,27], at
the one-loop level this particular gauge choice gives rise
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to background Green’s functions which are identical to
the GI Green’s functions constructed via the PT. No for-
mal understanding of this correspondence has yet been
established; the aforementioned agreement has been ver-
ified by comparing all Green’s functions constructed so
far at one loop via the PT with the corresponding BFM
Green’s functions. The operational reason for this iden-
tity of results is that pinching turns out to be zero in
this particular gauge. To this end we remind the reader
that pinch parts can originate in three ways: (i) from the
longitudinal part of gauge-boson propagators, (ii) from
three gauge-boson vertices, and (iii) from vertices with
two Goldstone bosons and one gauge boson.

All these can provide the appropriate momenta which
when contracted with a 4 matrix will cancel a fermion
propagator. By simple inspection of the Feynman rules
of this gauge, one immediately recognizes that all the nec-
essary pieces that could generate pinch terms are missing.
First of all, since this is a Feynmian type of gauge, there
are no longitudinal parts for the gauge-boson propaga-
tors. Second, one observes that in this gauge the three-
gauge-boson vertex between a background and two quan-
tum gauge fields (which is gauge dependent even at tree
level) assumes the form

FaB‘Y(q7 k,—q— k) = I‘gﬂ'y + (1 - 5) Faﬂ‘y, (635)

where
Faﬁ-y (2k + 9)agsy — 298%va + 2¢+9ap (6.36)
and
Tépy = —kpgva — (K + @)vgap- (6.37)
We see imniediately that by setting £ = 1 the I'F, =3+ Part,

which is the only one that can pinch, disappears. Finally,
the elementary vertices of the form (f)d)G, where d;, ¢ are
scalars (Higgs or unphysical bosons would be Goldstone
bosons) and G, a quantum gauge field (W2, B,,), depend
only on the momentum carried by the background field
(Z): namely,
I‘ﬁ"’c (g,k,—q — k) x g. (6.38)
Therefore they also cannot trigger pinching. Conse-
quently, since pinching has been rendered trivial (zero) in
this gauge, one readily concludes that the Green’s func-
tions constructed via the PT in any gauge will be identi-
cal to the conventional Green’s functions of the Feynman
gauge of the BFM, i.e.,
=¥, P2 W 2" W ete.  (6.39)
We now proceed to the proof of the WI’s of Egs. (5.16)
and (5.25). We need to consider only the usual vertex and
self-energy graphs in this gauge. The vertex graphs are
those of Figs. 5 and 6 plus the additional ones of Figs. 11
and 12. Note that for the xW~W™ vertex there are
no ghost graphs in this gauge; so for this paragraph the
graphs of Fig. 6, diagrams (2)—(5), are replaced by those
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w w
7,2
FIG. 11. Box graphs that in the unitary
gauge can provide vertexlike pinch parts. In
these graphs pinching is triggered through
the longitudinal part of the vector bosons’
propagators.
|
H! Z
|
w

of Fig. 13, diagrams (2)—(5). The modifications needed For the gauge boson graphs,
for the W self-energy graphs are that an additional graph

[Fig. 10, diagram (13)] must be included and the pinch A aﬁ +q"Ve aﬂ + gV ,,,3 = ge[lIZ (1) - f;g(2)],
graph must be removed. In all these figures the external

legs are now considered to be background fields. (6.41)
We will use the same symbols for the various diagrams GVE L — 0. 6.42
as in Sec. VIA, even though now, since we work in a uaf (6.42)

different gauge, they correspond in general to different
expressions. So VI «p Will correspond to a ZW~ W ver-
tex diagram, S?, to a xW W vertex, and HL/@ toa W #V:alﬁo #V:j;"' #Vigﬁ:’s
self-energy graph.
By acting with ¢* on the three-gauge-boson vertex
graphs, we readily obtain the following results. = gc[II ; (1) - i’ﬁs(Z)], (6.43)
For the fermion graphs,

For the ghost graphs,

q"Vip +iMz S5 = gcllltg(1) — 35(2)].  (6.40) *Vies =0, (6.44)

FIG. 12. Additional yYWW and ZWW
vertex graphs of the Feynman gauge of the
background field method. Together with
those of Fig. 5, they are denoted by V:
in Sec. VIC.

45 46 47 48 49
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FIG. 13. Additional x\WW vertex graphs

GH -~ M H of the Feynman gauge of the background field
! ! method. Together with those of Fig. 5, they
p v are denoted by S}.5 in Sec. IVC. Graphs
(2)-(5) replace the ghost graphs (2)—(5) of
2.3 4.5 22 23 24 25 Fig. 6, which do not exist in this gauge.
1,12 41,40 43,42 46
qu.aB uVualﬂ uVuaﬂ #V af + ZMZS aBf = 0 (652)
47 . 23 _
= ge[lL5(1) — I35 (2)], (6.45) g“ViTs +iMzSZ = 0. (6.53)
For the WW H propagators,
0" Viap = (6.46) "V, = ge[lIEL (1) — IL5(2)], (6.54)
In fact, Eq. (6.43) is identical to Eq. (6.45) part
by part, and correspondingly Eq. (6.44) is identical to q“V,fiﬁ + iMzSclfﬂ =0, (6.55)
Eq. (6.46). This is so because ghost graphs in this gauge
result in identical expressions regardless of the orienta- 25
tion of the ghost line. ¢"Vicp +iMzSop = 0. (6.56)
For the'Goldstone and gauge boson graphs we obtain For the HZW and ZHW propagators,
the following.
For the WWV propagators, ‘”Vzgl6 + zMZSaﬂ =0, (6.57)
“V:jﬁl‘l +iM SZBG =0, (6.47)  and the mirror image graph
‘LVS af + ’LMZS aB = O (6.58)
15,16 9,8
“V,on +1iMzS, o =0, (6.48)
*Vs +iMz S5y =0, (6.59)
”VJZES + iMZSi};’m + iMZSi;;’lz and the mirror image graph
*V22s+iMz SN =0, (6.60)
9,8 9,8
= gc[ll5(1) — Ig5(2)], (6.49)
gtV o t zMzSag +iMzS3 g T iMz St o3 =0, (6.61)
V225 =0, (6.50)
q*Ves +iMz S +iMz Sk + iMzS55 = 0. (6.62)
gtV waB = gc[lI23 5(1) — i%(2)], (6.51)  The rest of the Goldstone boson graphs give
]
Viap + " Viag + a"Ving = yC[H 5(1) — TI55(2)] (6.63)
& [ Z0IW 0+ p2) 2 4 pr)a(2k + 21 - )
3
g
+ 3 /Z(k)W(k = p2)(2k — p2)s(2k — p2 + @)a , (6.64)
26 4 '
9" Vias + ¢"Viis + ¢*VIE5 = gellII5 (1) — I113(2))] L (6.65)
3
g
~ % /H(k)W(k +p1)(2k + p1)a(2k +p1 — q)p
3
g
+ 8 [ HEW = p2) 2k~ pa)(2k — ps + ) (6.66)
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3
Vil +iMzSZ = & [ HEW(k +p0)(2h + pr)a(2k + 51— 0

—g_z / Z (k)W (k — p2)(2k — p2)p(2k — P2 + )a

(6.67)

3
Vs +iMzS3 = & [ ZIW(k + p1)(2h + pr)a(2k + 1 - 9

_%Z‘ /H(k)W(k —p2)(2k — p2)(2k — p2 + Q) a-

We observe that the leftover integrals of the above four
equations, Egs. (6.64)—(6.68) cancel.

Adding Eqgs. (6.40)—(6.68) by parts, we arrive at the
desired result.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have extended the S-matrix PT with
nonconserved currents to the case of three boson vertices,
with all three incoming momenta off shell. We have out-
lined in detail how the effective gauge-invariant three-
boson vertices can be constructed, and we have given
explicit closed expressions for the vertices YW~-W,
ZW-W*, and xW~-WT in Egs. (4.33), (4.34), and
(4.35), respectively. The GI three-boson vertices were
shown to satisfy naive tree-level Ward identities, which
relate them to the GI gauge-boson self-energies previ-
ously constructed by the same method in [16]. The
derivation of the aforementioned Ward identities relies
on the sole requirement of complete gauge invariance of
the S matrix element considered. In particular, no knowl-
edge of the explicit closed form of the three-boson vertices
involved is necessary, as long as they have been rendered
individually £ independent. The validity of one of these
Ward identities has been proved explicitly, through a de-
tailed diagrammatic one-loop analysis, in the context of
three different gauges. The above proofs convincingly
illustrate the gauge-invariant nature of the entire proce-
dure. Most noticeably, the proof of the Ward identity
in the unitary gauge supplies additional evidence that
the PT endows the Green’s functions computed in the
unitary gauge with several desired theoretical properties,
as already shown in [29] for the simpler case of the W
self-energy.

(6.68)

I

Of particular interest is the further exploration of the
recently advocated connection between the PT and BFM.
Specifically, all cases studied thus far show that the PT
Green’s functions coincide with the BFM Green’s func-
tions, computed at {g = 1. Unfortunately, no general
proof of this point exists yet. In Sec. VIC we presented
a heuristic argument based on the structure of the Feyn-

man rules in this particular gauge, which supports the

general validity of this hypothesis, at least at the one-
loop level. Because of the lack of a rigorous proof, how-
ever, additional individual cases may have to be exam-
ined. To that end one will have to construct physically
relevant Green’s functions via the PT and then compare
them with the analogous Green’s functions of the BFM at
€g = 1. The general methodology presented in Sec. III
and the closed explicit expressions reported in Sec. IV
provide the starting point for such a detailed comparison.
Furthermore, the general character of the Ward identi-
ties derived in this paper may provide additional clues
towards a formal understanding of the PT algorithm. Re-
sults in this direction will be reported elsewhere.

Finally, we would like to point out that the Ward iden-
tities derived in Sec. V have already found application in
the study of resonant amplitudes, most noticeably for the
processes ye~ — pu~ U,V and Ze~ — p~ vuv., and they
are crucial for the gauge-fixing parameter independence
and U(1) electromagnetic gauge invariance of the final
answer [35].
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