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Abstract: Boundary operators are gauge invariant operators whose form factors correspond to boundary

contributions of BCFW shifts. In gauge theory, the boundary operators contain infinite series, which are

constrained by gauge symmetry. We compute the boundary operators of all possible BCFW shifts in

Yang-Mills theory and QCD, and show that the infinite series can be elegantly organized into Wilson lines,

which are natural building blocks for non-local gauge invariant operators. We comment on their connection

to jet functions and gauge invariant off-shell amplitudes. We also verify our results by studying various

BCFW shifts of four and five-point amplitudes.
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1 Introduction

The Wilson line is an important geometric concept in gauge field theory that allows one to compare fields

in different space-time points, despite the arbitrary convention of local phases. Because of its intimate

relation with gauge invariance, it is widely applied in field theories to construct gauge invariant non-local

operators, and set up an ideal framework for analyzing infrared (IR) divergence structures. For example

in soft-collinear effective theory (SCET) [1–4], one can assign Wilson lines to both collinear and soft gauge

fields, while the collinear Wilson line is helpful to construct gauge invariant operators with collinear fermions

or gluons, and the soft Wilson line encodes the structure of soft interaction [5]. In perturbation theory,
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the various Wilson lines defined in SCET are then applied to compute the hard, jet and soft functions (see

e.g., [5, 6] and references therein), describing the factorization properties of a colliding process.

Wilson line also plays a crucial role in many topics of scattering amplitudes. It was used to construct

the gauge invariant tree-level multi-gluon amplitudes with some off-shell gluons [7–10], which are defined

as matrix elements of Wilson lines. Later, following the idea of Britto-Cachazo-Feng-Witten (BCFW)

recursion relation [11, 12], the recursive structure of off-shell amplitudes is interpreted as a BCFW-like

recursion relation by performing a complex shift of the Wilson line slope instead of the original momentum

shift [13]. Furthermore, the Maximal-Helicity-Violating (MHV) vertices or MHV Lagrangian [14–16] in

Cachazo-Svrcek-Witten (CSW) method [17] are shown to be connected to the straight infinite Wilson line

on complex plane [18–21], in which the Wilson line appears as the field transformation between Yang-Mills

theory and MHV Lagrangian. Besides, Wilson line operators also provide an useful bridge connecting the

classical double copy and BCJ double copy by replacing color factor in Wilson line with kinematic factor

[22].

In this paper we show that the Wilson line can be used to construct another type of gauge invariant

operator, namely boundary operator appearing in the story of BCFW recursion relation. The BCFW

recursion builds tree amplitudes recursively from lower-point sub-amplitudes, provided the complex valued

amplitude vanishes at large z. Otherwise a non-zero boundary contribution would appear and should be

computed by other means in order to produce correct amplitude results. After years of development, various

methods are proposed to deal with the problem of boundary contributions, either by eliminating them or

computing them directly. For instance, by introducing auxiliary fields into the Lagrangian, the boundary

contribution in λφ4 scalar theory could be eliminated [23, 24]. In certain gauge theories and Yukawa theory,

by analyzing properties of Feynman diagrams the boundary contributions could also be isolated [25–27].

Alternatively, the boundary contribution can be directly computed by multiple-step BCFW-like recursion

relations [28–31], or expressed as roots of amplitudes [32–34].

Another very powerful tool to analyze the boundary contributions is the background field method,

which can be applied to generic quantum field theories. In [35], background field method was firstly applied

to analyzing boundary behavior in gauge and gravity theories. Then it is extended to two derivative gauge

and (super)gravity theories [36], as well as multiple-line shift situations [37, 38]. Within the theoretical

framework of background method, the boundary operator is defined from the operator product expansion

of shifted fields, and one can interpret boundary contribution as form factors (or matrix elements) of

boundary operators [31]. This idea can be reversed, and one uses the knowledge of boundary contribution

to compute form factor by suitable construction of Lagrangian that generating the corresponding operator

[39].

The Wilson line and boundary contribution of amplitude under BCFW shift are apparently two dif-

ferent physics quantities, however we found that the boundary operator sews them together. In light-cone

gauge, the boundary operator of Yang-Mills theory only has a single term [31]. But in generic gauge, the

boundary operator contains infinite series which seems hard to organize. In this paper, a careful examina-
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tion of these infinite series shows that they can be neatly packed into a Wilson line. Hence the complicated

boundary contribution admits a universal Wilson line interpretation. We shall prove that such scenario

can also be generalized to QCD, where various combinations of BCFW shifts between gluons and quarks

can be defined. The boundary contributions at leading large z order can be organized to a single Wilson

line. The lower z order boundary operators may contain more than one infinite sums, which can still be

organized into Wilson-line-like structures. Thus these results provide a geometric picture for boundary

contributions of amplitudes in the BCFW story.

This paper is organized as follows. In §2, we briefly review the BCFW recursion relations and boundary

operators, and prove that in generic gauge, the infinite series of boundary operators in Yang-Mills theory

can be described by a single Wilson line. In §3, we generalize the Wilson line formalism to QCD, and work

out the QCD boundary operators under various BCFW shifts. Difference between boundary contributions

of leading and sub-leading large z is clarified. In §4, some examples are presented to demonstrate the

Wilson line formalism. Discussions and conclusions are presented in §5. Discussions on convention of

shifted polarizations and the color structures of different gauge representations are given in Appendix.

2 The boundary operator and the Wilson line

The gluon tree amplitudes in Yang-Mills theory behave as O(z3) under the 〈g−|g+] BCFW shift, and

the corresponding boundary operator contains infinite series in a generic gauge [31]. In this section we

evaluate this boundary operator, and show that it can be expressed in terms of a semi-infinite or infinite

Wilson line. In §2.1, we briefly review the boundary contributions and boundary operators. In §2.2, we

construct the boundary operator of 〈g−|g+]-shift, and by evaluating the corresponding Feynman rules, we

show that the boundary operator is proportional to q · A multiplied by a Wilson line. Lastly in §2.3, we

compute two-gluon form factor of the boundary operator, and verify that it produces the correct boundary

contribution of four-gluon tree amplitude under BCFW shifts.

2.1 BCFW recursion relations and boundary operators

The BCFW recursion relation [11, 12] provides an efficient way to calculate the tree-level scattering am-

plitude, and it was extremely powerful in the computation of high multiplicity tree amplitudes in gauge

and gravity theories, which can be difficult to compute via Feynman diagrams. The basic idea of BCFW

recursion is to shift two external momenta by a complex momenta zq,

kL → kL − zq , kR → kR + zq ⇒ A→ A(z) , (2.1)

and construct the amplitude A from the poles of the shifted amplitude A(z),

A =
1

2πi

∫
|z|=∞

A(z)

z
dz −

∑
i

Resz→zi
A(z)

z
. (2.2)

The first term on the r.h.s. of (2.2) represents the residue at z = ∞, and it vanishes if A(z) → 0 as

z →∞. Then A can be expressed by the residues at finite zi, which are subsequently factorized into two
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tree amplitudes with less number of external legs. However, if A(z) ∼ O(zk) with k ≥ 0, the residue at

z =∞ (the so called boundary contribution) does not vanish, which breaks the recursion relation,

A(z) =
k∑
i=0

ziB(i) +O(
1

z
) ⇒ A = B(0) −

∑
i

Resz→zi
A(z)

z
. (2.3)

B(i) will be called the O(zi) boundary contribution.

The large z behavior of BCFW shifts can be studied systematically with the help of background field

method [31, 35]. Each field Φ is split into a soft background field which is still labelled by Φ, and a hard

field ΦΛ which is regarded as quantum perturbation,

Φ→ Φ + ΦΛ . (2.4)

Since the shifted momenta k ± zq are much larger than the unshifted momenta, the shifted particles

correspond to hard fields, while the unshifted particles correspond to soft fields.

The correlation function of two hard fields and m soft fields can be expressed by [31],

〈
ΦΛ
LΦΛ

RΦ1 · · ·Φm

〉
=

∫
DΦ exp

(
iS[Φ]

)
G(z,Φ)Φ1 · · ·Φm , (2.5)

where the z-dependence is completely captured by G(z,Φ), which is the Green’s function of two hard fields

in the background of soft fields. Let SΛ
2 [ΦΛ,Φ] be the terms quadratic in ΦΛ from the action S[Φ + ΦΛ],

SΛ
2 [ΦΛ,Φ] =

1

2

∫
dDx ΦΛD(z,Φ)ΦΛ . (2.6)

Then we derive

G(z,Φ) = −i
∫
DΦΛ exp

(
iSΛ

2 [ΦΛ,Φ]
)

ΦΛ
LΦΛ

R ∼ D−1(z,Φ) . (2.7)

After the LSZ reduction of both hard particles,

G(z,Φ)
LSZ−→ B(z,Φ) =

k∑
i=0

ziB(i)(Φ) +O(
1

z
) , (2.8)

in which B(i)(Φ) is the O(zi) order boundary operator1, and the corresponding form factor equals to

the O(zi) order boundary contribution,

B(i) =

∫
dDx

〈
0
∣∣∣B(i)

(
Φ(x)

)∣∣∣k1, . . . , km

〉
. (2.9)

1We use B to denote boundary contribution, and B to denote boundary operator. Sometimes they are dressed with a

superscript (i) showing the O(zi) order, and a subscript showing the BCFW shifts.
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2.2 The boundary operator in Yang-Mills theory and Wilson line

The boundary operators in models with spin ≤ 1
2 , such as scalar and Yukawa theories, usually consist of

finite number of terms (some examples can be found in [31]). However, we will show that in Yang-Mills

and other gauge theories, the boundary operators typically contain infinite series. Fortunately, since the

boundary operators are gauge invariant, the infinite series must be strongly constrained by gauge symmetry.

This instructs us to connect the boundary operators to Wilson lines, which are perfect building blocks of

gauge invariant quantities, and can also be written into infinite sums.

The boundary operators of Yang-Mills theory was briefly discussed in [31]. With the background gauge

imposed on hard fields, the inverse propagator D reads

Dµa;νb = ηµνδab∂2 − gsV µa;νb , (2.10)

in which

V µa;νb = −fabc
(

2Fµνc + ηµν
{
∂α, A

αc
})
− gsfacef bdeAcαAαdηµν . (2.11)

We will focus on the 〈g−L |g
+
R ]-shift, which is the only shift with non-zero boundary contribution. After the

LSZ reduction,

B(z) = εµL−ε
ν
R+∂

2
(
D−1
µa;νb − ηµνδab

(
∂2
)−1
)
∂2

= εµL−ε
ν
R+

(
gsVµa;νb − g2

sVµa;αc(∂
2)−1V αc

;νb + g3
sVµa;αc(∂

2)−1V αc
;βd(∂

2)−1V βd
;νb + · · ·

)
. (2.12)

In (2.10), (2.11) and (2.12), the z-dependence of these quantities is implicit in ∂µ and εL,R as,

∂µ → ∂µ + izqµ , ∂2 → ∂2 + 2izq · ∂ , V µa;νb → V µa;νb − 2izfabcηµνq ·Ac , (2.13)

εµL− → εµL− − z
√

2kµR
[LR]

, ενR+ → ενR+ − z
√

2kνL
〈LR〉

. (2.14)

More details on the shift of polarization vectors can be found in Appendix §A.

Since V ∼ O(z), (∂2)−1 ∼ O(z−1), all terms in the parenthesis of (2.12) are of order O(z). Therefore

the leading O(z3) order B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

contains infinite series2,

B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

= 2
(
igsf

aLaRcq ·Ac + igsf
aLe1c1q ·Ac1 1

iq · ∂
igsf

e1aRc2q ·Ac2 + · · ·
)
, (2.15)

where we have used

ηµνε
µ
L−(z)ενR+(z) = −z2 +O(z) . (2.16)

For compactness, we will define the following matrix-valued gauge field in adjoint representation3,

Aadj
µ := AaµT

a
A , (T aA)bc = −ifabc . (2.17)

2As discussed in [35], all terms in (2.15) seem to vanish in the light-cone gauge q ·Ac = 0. But light-cone gauge cannot be

imposed on the first term because its momentum satisfies q · k = 0.
3Similarly, in fundamental representation we define Aµ = AaµT

a. Furthermore, Aµ = AaµT
a will be used to represent the

matrix-valued gauge field without specifying the representation.
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Then (2.15) can be written into the following matrix-valued form,

B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

= −2gsq ·Aadj

∞∑
j=0

(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j
:= −2gsq ·AadjLq . (2.18)

One important property of B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

is that it is in a sense a gauge invariant operator, i.e., its form

factor satisfies the following gauge invariance condition,∫
dDx

〈
0
∣∣∣ B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

(x)
∣∣∣ k1, . . . , km

〉∣∣∣
εi→pi

= 0 , for i = 1, · · · ,m , (2.19)

because it is the boundary contribution B(3) of a (m + 2)-point tree amplitude. This means the infinite

sum Lq in (2.18) must be a very special physical quantity. It can be checked that it satisfies the following

equation,

(q ·D)Lq = (q · ∂ − igsq ·Aadj)Lq = 0 . (2.20)

We also observe that the Wilson line

Wn(x) = P exp

(
igs

∫ 0

−∞
ds n ·Aa(x+ sn)Ta

)
, (2.21)

where P is the path-ordering operator, satisfies a similar equation,

(n ·D)Wn = 0 . (2.22)

This implies that Lq is a Wilson line with n = q. In order to verify this conjecture, below we will show that

the Feynman rules of Lq are the same as that of W adj
q , which is the Wilson line in the adjoint representation.

In other words, Lq and W adj
q are equivalent in momentum space.

The Feynman rules for the emission of m gluons from the Wilson line (see e.g. [5]) reads,

V Wilson
m = gms n

µ1 · · ·nµm
(

Ta1 · · ·Tam

(n · km)(n · km−1,m) · · · (n · k1···m)
+ permutations {1, · · · ,m}

)
, (2.23)

where we have used the notation ki···j := ki + ki+1 · · ·+ kj .

Next let us examine the Feynman rules of the boundary operator. For simplicity we will remove the

overall factor −2 in (2.18). The first term gsq · Aadj gives the Feynman rule for the emission of a single

gluon from −1
2B

(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

as,

µaR
aL

a
= gsT

a
Aq

µ

The second term gsq ·Aadj igs
q·∂ q ·A

adj gives the Feynman rule for the emission of two gluons from −1
2B

(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

as,
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a1, µ

a2, ν

aR
aL

k1

k2

= g2
s(
qµ1qµ2
q·k2 T a1A T a2A + qµ1qµ2

q·k1 T a2A T a1A )

In general, the Feynman rule for the emission of m gluons from −1
2B

(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

is

V operator
m = gms q

µ1 · · · qµm
(

T a1A · · ·T
am
A

(q · km)(q · km−1,m) · · · (q · k2···m)
+ permutations of {1, · · · ,m}

)
. (2.24)

Terms like q · k1···i appears in (2.24) because each igs
q·∂ acts on all fields on its right.

Comparing (2.23) with (2.24), we find

V operator
m = (q · k1···m)V Wilson

m

∣∣∣
n→q

. (2.25)

Therefore the boundary operator and the Wilson line are related by

B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

= 2iq · ∂W adj
q = −2gsq ·AadjW adj

q , (2.26)

where we have used (q ·D)W adj
q = 0 in the last step.

In fact, translating a quantity from position x to x−∞q by the action of Wilson line Wq is a standard

way to construct non-local operators (see e.g. [5] ). Suppose Φ(x) is a quantity whose gauge transformation

is

Φ(x) → Φ(x)V†(x) , (2.27)

then Φ(x)Wq transforms as

Φ(x)Wq → Φ(x)WqV
†(−∞q) . (2.28)

V†(−∞q) = 1 if we consider gauge functions which vanish at infinity, therefore Φ(x)Wq is a gauge invariant

non-local operator.

The gauge transformation of B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

is a bit trickier. Let us consider (q ·A)Wq in a generic represen-

tation, and it is not invariant under the gauge transformation,

(q ·A)Wq →
(

Vq ·AV† − 1

igs
V
(
q · ∂V†

))
VWqV

†(−∞q) . (2.29)

In fact, as will be shown in §2.3, the B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]
→ 2g form factor is not gauge invariant unless the gluon

external momenta ki satisfy q · (k1 + k2) = 0.

In order to make the gauge invariance of the operator explicit, let us write it into an infinite Wilson

line form as,

W[−∞,+∞]
q (x) = P exp

(
igs

∫ +∞

−∞
ds q ·Aa(x+ sq)Ta

)
. (2.30)
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Gauge transformation of this Wilson line follows,

W[−∞,+∞]
q → V(+∞q)W[−∞,+∞]

q V†(−∞q) = W[−∞,+∞]
q , (2.31)

where we assume V(+∞q) = 1 and V†(−∞q) = 1. Below let us show that this Wilson line formalism is

indeed equivalent to the previously defined semi-infinite Wilson line formalism.

In momentum space, the [−∞,+∞] Wilson line becomes,

W[−∞,+∞]
q (x) = 1 + igs

∫ +∞

−∞
ds

∫
d4k

(2π)4
e−ik·(x+sq)q · Ã(k)

−g
2
s

2

(∫ +∞

−∞
ds

∫ s

−∞
dt

∫
d4k1

(2π)4

∫
d4k2

(2π)4
e−ik1·(x+tq)e−ik2·(x+sq)q · Ã(k1)q · Ã(k2) +

(
s↔ t

k1 ↔ k2

))
+higher order terms . (2.32)

Changing of integration region from semi-infinite to infinite produces different Feynman rules. Let us firstly

consider the integration of O(gs) order. Focusing on the
∫

ds integration, we get

W [−∞,+∞]
q (x, gs) = igs

∫
d4k

(2π)4
e−ik·xq · Ã(k)

∫ +∞

−∞
ds e−i(k·q)s

= igs

∫
d4k

(2π)4
e−ik·xq · Ã(k)

(
2πδ(k · q)

)
, (2.33)

where the representation of delta function
∫ +∞
−∞ dx e−ikx = 2πδ(k) has been used. The resulting delta

function constrains q · k = 0, which is exactly the condition we imposed to ensure gauge invariance in the

previous semi-infinite case. A similar computation of the O(g2
s) order term shows,

W [−∞,+∞]
q (x, g2

s) =
g2
s

2

∫
d4k1

(2π)4

∫
d4k2

(2π)4
e−ik1·xe−ik2·xq·Ã(k1)q·Ã(k2)

2πi

q · k1
δ(q·k12)+

(
s↔ t

k1 ↔ k2

)
, (2.34)

where we firstly perform the semi-infinite integration over
∫

dt then infinite integration over
∫

ds. Again

we see the delta function constrains q · (k1 + k2) = 0. The O(gms ) order term can be similarly computed,

from which we can deduce the Feynman rule for Wilson line emitting m gluons as4,

V∞Wilson
m = gms

(
qµ1 · · · qµmTa1 · · ·Tam

(q · km)(q · km−1,m) · · · (q · k2···m)
+ permutations {1, . . . ,m}

)
(2π)δ

(
q · k1···m

)
. (2.35)

Comparing with (2.24), we find

V∞Wilson
m = 2πδ

(
q · k1···m

)
V operator
m . (2.36)

Here the boundary operator is directly described by Wilson line from [−∞,+∞], which is equivalent to

(q ·A)Wq, but the gauge invariance is manifest.

4A similar Feynman rule was obtained in [7] but in a more complicated manner.
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aR
aL

µ, e1

ν, e2

ρ, c

σ, c k′ k1

k2

aR
aL

µ, e1

ν, e2

k1

k2

(1) (2)

Figure 1. Two Feynman diagrams contributing to the boundary contribution of four-gluon amplitude under 〈g−3 |g
+
4 ]-

shift. k′ = −k1 − k2. The crossed circle with a double-line represents the boundary operator.

2.3 A four-gluon amplitude example

In this subsection, we compute the B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]
→ 2g tree-level form factor, and verify that it produces the

correct O(z3) boundary contribution of four-gluon tree amplitude. The Feynman diagrams contributing to

the B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]
→ 2g tree form factor are shown in Fig.1. We use Feynman gauge for the three-gluon vertex,

and the two diagrams produce the following two terms,

BaLaR =2g2
sf

aLcaRf ca1a2
1

s12

(
(ε1 · ε2)q · (k1 − k2) + 2(ε2 · q)(ε1 · k2)− 2(ε1 · q)(ε2 · k1)

)
− g2

s

(
faLca1f caRa2

(q · ε1)(q · ε2)

q · k2
+ faLca2f caRa1

(q · ε1)(q · ε2)

q · k1

)
,

(2.37)

where we have simplified the expression using εi · ki = 0.

With above result it can be directly verified that the gauge invariance condition BaLaR
∣∣∣
εi→ki

= 0 is

not satisfied unless the relation q · (k1 + k2) = 0 is applied. This means although B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

is not a gauge

invariant operator by itself, the form factor of B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

is gauge invariant with special choice of q.

Using q · (k1 + k2) = 0 and Bianchi identity for color factors, (2.37) can be reduced to

BaLaR = −4g2
sf

aLaRcf ca1a2
(

(ε1 · ε2)(q · k1) + (ε2 · q)(ε1 · k2)− (ε1 · q)(ε2 · k1)

s12
+

(q · ε1)(q · ε2)

2q · k1

)
. (2.38)

In order to compare with the boundary contribution of A(1−, 2+, 3−4+) in spinor-helicity formalism, we

replace the polarization vectors by

ε−1µ → − 〈1|γµ|r1]√
2[r1 1]

, ε+2µ → − [2|γµ|r2〉√
2〈r2 2〉

, (2.39)

and derive5

BaLaR = −g2
sf

aLaRcf ce1e2
〈1|q|2]2

(q · k1)s12
= −2g2

sf
a3a4cf ca1a2

〈14〉4

〈12〉〈24〉〈34〉〈41〉
, (2.40)

where in the last step we have set |q〉 = |kR〉 = |4〉, |q] = |kL] = |3] and aL = a3, aR = a4.

5One may set |r1] = |2] and |r2〉 = |1〉 to remove most terms.
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Alternatively, the four-gluon tree amplitude can be expressed by6

A(1−, 2+, 3−, 4+) = 4g2
s

〈13〉4

〈σ1σ2〉〈σ2σ3〉〈σ34〉〈4σ1〉
Tr(T aσ1T aσ2T aσ3T a4) + permutations {σ1, σ2, σ3} , (2.41)

where {σ1, σ2, σ3} = {1, 2, 3}. The O(z3) boundary contribution under 〈g−3 |g
+
4 ]-shift is given by

B(3) = 4g2
s

〈14〉4

〈12〉〈24〉〈34〉〈41〉

(
Tr(T a1T a2T a3T a4) + Tr(T a1T a4T a3T a2)

)
+4g2

s

〈14〉4

〈12〉〈24〉〈43〉〈41〉

(
Tr(T a1T a2T a4T a3) + Tr(T a1T a3T a4T a2)

)
= 4g2

sTr
(
[T a1 , T a2 ][T a3 , T a4 ]

) 〈14〉4

〈12〉〈24〉〈34〉〈41〉
= −2g2

sf
a1a2cfa3a4c

〈14〉4

〈12〉〈24〉〈34〉〈41〉
. (2.42)

This is in agreement with (2.40). We have also verified that (2.38) is consistent with the O(z3) boundary

contribution of four-gluon amplitude in D-dimensional form.

3 Generalizing Wilson line formalism to QCD

Similar as the pure Yang-Mills theory, the boundary operators in generic gauge theories also contain

infinite series. We have shown that in Yang-Mills theory all these infinite series can be packed into a term

proportional to Wilson line. In this section, we would demonstrate that similar structure also exists in

QCD. In §3.1, we compute the Green’s function of hard fields in QCD which is required for the computation

of boundary operators. In §3.2, we compute the boundary operator of the fermion-pair shift, and show

that it is the same as gluon-gluon shift boundary operator except for an overall color factors. In §3.3, we

compute the boundary operators of the gluon-quark shifts, and show that they can be written as a Wilson

line with quark and gluon field insertions. In §3.4 we summarize the boundary operators we obtained.

3.1 Boundary operators from QCD Lagrangian

In order to generalize Wilson line formalism to QCD theory, let us consider the related boundary operators.

The QCD theory contains both gluon and quark fields. Following the standard procedure, we split them

into hard and soft components as,

Aaµ → AaΛµ +Aaµ , ψ → ψΛ + ψ , ψ̄ → ψ̄Λ + ψ̄ . (3.1)

Consequently, in QCD Lagrangian we keep only the terms which are quadratic in the hard fields, leading

to the following expression,

LΛ =
1

2
AaΛµ

(
[D2]abηµν − 2gfabcFµνc

)
AbΛν + gsψ̄γ

µAΛµψΛ + iψ̄Λγ
µDµψΛ + gsψ̄Λγ

µAΛµψ . (3.2)

6The overall factor 4 can be removed by redefining T a →
√

2T a, as in Gervais-Neveu gauge.
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The quadratic dependence of hard fields can be more explicit when the Lagrangian LΛ is written in the

following form

LΛ =
1

2

(
AaΛµ ψ̄Λ ψ>ΛC

)
D

 AbΛν
ψΛ

C−1ψ̄>Λ

 , (3.3)

in which D is a 3× 3 matrix independent of hard fields, with explicit definition as,

D =

[D2]abηµν − 2gfabcFµνc gsψ̄γ
µT a −gsψ>CγµT

a

gsT
bγνψ i /D 0

−gsT
b
γνC−1ψ̄> 0 −i /D

 . (3.4)

Then coefficient of quadratic product of different hard fields can be read out directly from the corresponding

entry of matrix. To derive (3.4), we have used identities like

ψ̄γµT aψ = −ψ>(γµ)>(T a)>ψ̄> = −ψ>CγµC−1T
a
ψ̄> , (3.5)

where C is the charge conjugation matrix, and T
a

= −(T a)>, /D are the SU(N) generator and covariant

derivative in the conjugate representation, respectively.

Inspecting the structure of expressions, we can decompose D into the free part D0 and the interaction

part V as,

D0 =

∂
2δabηµν 0 0

0 i/∂ 0

0 0 −i/∂

 , V = gs

 V µa;νb ψ̄γµT a −ψ>CγµT a

T bγνψ /A 0

−T bγνC−1ψ̄> 0 − /A

 . (3.6)

The boundary operators B of various BCFW shifts are given by corresponding entries of the following

matrix,

B =

∞∑
j=0

V
(
D−1

0 V
)j

, (3.7)

multiplied by external states of hard fields. Each entry is formally an infinite series with increasing orders

of gs, and its computation requires the expression of D−1
0 V. From (3.6) we obtain

D−1
0 V = gs(∂

2)−1

 V µa;νb ψ̄γµT a −ψ>CγµT a

−iT b/∂γνψ −i/∂ /A 0

−iT b/∂γνC−1ψ̄> 0 −i/∂ /A

 . (3.8)

In the large z limit, ∂µ → ∂µ + izqµ, and we find

D−1
0 V =

gs
2iq · ∂

 2q ·Aadj 0 0

T b/qγνψ /q /A 0

T
b
/qγνC−1ψ̄> 0 /q /A

+O(
1

z
) . (3.9)
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Note that the leading large z behavior of (D−1
0 V) is O(z0), thus the multiplication of (D−1

0 V) will not

increase the z-power. The leading large z behavior of boundary operator is determined by V and external

states in the large z limit. We are mostly interested in the boundary operator of leading large z, which

is related to the leading terms of matrix B. In the large z limit, the V11 entry is O(z) order, while the

others are O(z0). As a consequence, for the former case we find the B11 entry is O(z) order. In fact, the

B11 entry corresponds to the shift of two-gluon hard fields, and the infinite series can be compactly packed

into a single Wilson line, which is the same as pure Yang-Mills case,

B11 = zq · ∂W adj
q +O(z0) . (3.10)

For the latter case, we define

Bij = B0
ij +O(

1

z
) , ∀(i, j) 6= (1, 1) , (3.11)

emphasizing the O(z0) order contribution. Since V11 ∼ O(z), in order to compute B0
12 and B0

13, we have

to expand the (1, 2) and (1, 3) entries of (3.9) to O(1
z ), which would make computation complicated. On

the other hand, (3.9) is sufficient to compute all B0
2i and B0

3i entries at O(z0) level, and since B is formally

a Hermitian matrix, the B0
12 and B0

13 entries can be obtained from the conjugate of B0
21 and B0

31. Thus by

computing B0
22,B0

33,B0
21,B0

31, all boundary operators of various BCFW shifts can be expressed as infinite

series of V(D−1
0 V)k. Similar to B11 case, in the following we would show that for any kind of BCFW shifts,

the infinite series can be packed into Wilson line, i.e., boundary contributions of various BCFW shifts in

QCD theory possess a Wilson line formalism interpretation.

3.2 Wilson line for the fermion-pair shift

The 〈ψ|ψ] and 〈ψ̄|ψ̄]-shifts

Let us start with B0
32, which corresponds to the 〈ψL|ψR]-shift. From (3.6), V32 = 0, and it is easy to verify

that the O(z0) order of
[
V(D−1

0 V)k
]

32
also vanishes. Therefore, B0

32 = 0, and consequently B32 = O(1
z ).

Since the external state |R] → |R] + z|L]7, the 〈ψL|ψR]-shift is at most O(z0). More careful examination

will find the shift to be a good BCFW shift without boundary contribution, but we will not go into the

details. Similarly, the 〈ψ̄|ψ̄]-shift, which corresponds to B23, is also a good BCFW shift8.

The 〈ψ̄|ψ] and 〈ψ|ψ̄]-shifts

These two shifts correspond to B0
22 and B0

33, and their expressions are

B0
22 =

∞∑
j=0

gs /A

(
igs

2q · ∂ /
q /A

)j
, B0

33 = −
∞∑
j=0

gs /A

(
igs

2q · ∂ /
q /A

)j
. (3.12)

The B0
22 is related to 〈ψ̄L|ψR]-shift, and its corresponding external states of hard fields is shifted as

〈L| • |R]→ −z2〈R| • |L] +O(z) . (3.13)

7The spinor with momentum ki is usually denoted as |ki〉 or |ki], but we also use the notation |i〉, |i] for simplicity.
8The 〈ψ|ψ] and 〈ψ̄|ψ̄] may not be good BCFW shifts in generic theories, for example in models with Yukawa couplings.
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When including the external states, the leading large z behavior is O(z2), and the leading boundary

operator is

B(2)

〈ψ̄L|ψR]
= −〈R|B0

22|L] = −gsq ·AWq , (3.14)

where in the derivation we have taken the advantage of /q = |L]〈R|+ |R〉[L| and /X/q = 2q ·X−/q /X to obtain

〈R| /X/q · · · /X/q = 〈q| /X/q · · · /X/q = 〈R|(2q ·X) · · · (2q ·X) . (3.15)

Similarly the B0
33 is related to 〈ψL|ψ̄R]-shift, and the corresponding external states of hard fields [L| • |R〉

remains z-independent. So the leading large z behavior of this shift is O(z0), and the boundary operator

is

B(0)

〈ψL|ψ̄R]
= [L|B0

33|R〉 = −gsq ·A W q . (3.16)

Comparing the Wilson line formalism of 〈g−L |g
+
R ], 〈ψ̄L|ψR] and 〈ψL|ψ̄R]-shifts,

B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

= gsq ·AadjW adj
q , B(2)

〈ψ̄L|ψR]
= −gsq ·AWq , B(0)

〈ψL|ψ̄R]
= −gsq ·A W q , (3.17)

we observe that the leading large z contributions of them are proportional to each other except for their

SU(N) representations,

B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

, B(2)

〈ψ̄L|ψR]
, B(0)

〈ψL|ψ̄R]
∝ gsq ·AWq , (3.18)

where A and Wq stands for gauge field and Wilson line in a generic representation. As will be discussed

in appendix §B, these operators can be simplified using the condition q · (k1 + · · ·+ kn) = 0, leading to

gsq ·A Wq = gsq ·Aa
[
W adj
q

]ab
Tb . (3.19)

Diagrammatically, it means that as far as the states that emitting from Wilson line operators are all gluons,

the Feynman rules or Feynman diagrams of different BCFW shifts are equivalent to each other and care

nothing about the original hard fields.

The O(gs) order of these three operators are all proportional to gsq ·A, as depicted in Fig.2. Boundary

contributions corresponding to these boundary operators must be the same except for some color factors.

This can be clearly demonstrated in the case of color-ordered amplitudes, which must be proportional to

each other,

B
(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

∝ B
(2)

〈ψ̄L|ψR]
∝ B

(0)

〈ψL|ψ̄R]
. (3.20)

It is easy to check that (3.20) holds for MHV amplitudes. Here we will use the NMHV amplitude as a slightly

non-trivial example. The analytic expressions of various NMHV amplitudes can be obtained following

[40]. Under the 〈g−6 |g
+
5 ]-shift, the O(z3) order boundary contribution of six-gluon NMHV amplitude

A(1+, 2−, 3+, 4−, 5+, 6−) is,

B
(3)

〈g−6 |g
+
5 ]

(1+, 2−, 3+, 4−) =
〈5|2 + 4|3]4

[23][34]〈15〉〈56〉〈1|2 + 3|4]〈5|3 + 4|2]s234
. (3.21)
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〈g−L |g
+
R ]

gsq
µ

(Aadj)µ

〈ψ̄L|ψR]

−gsqµ

Aµ

〈ψL|ψ̄R]

gsq
µ

A
µ

Figure 2. At the leading gs order of boundary operators under 〈g−L |g
+
R ], 〈ψ̄L|ψR] and 〈ψL|ψ̄R], the vertices are all

represented by a operator emitting a gluon. Despite of color factors, three Feynman rules are the same, showing

irrelevance to the actual shifted particles, represented by solid line for gluon and dashed line for fermion.

Using the amplitude of four gluons and a quark pair, we also verify that,

B
(2)

〈ψ̄6|ψ5]
(1+, 2−, 3+, 4−) = B

(0)

〈ψ6|ψ̄5]
(1+, 2−, 3+, 4−) = −B(3)

〈g−6 |g
+
5 ]

(1+, 2−, 3+, 4−) , (3.22)

which is consistent with (3.17) and (3.20).

3.3 Wilson line for the gluon-fermion shift

The 〈ψ̄|g+]-shift

In order to obtain B0
21, we need to carefully examine the top-left 2 × 2 block of V(D−1

0 V)k. A direct

computation shows that,

B0
21 = gs

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

(
/A
igs

2q · ∂ /
q

)j
T aRγνψ

(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′
, (3.23)

in which q · Aadj = q · AaT aA is in the adjoint representation and /A is in the fundamental representation.

The q ·Aadj terms should be regarded as matrix-valued which act on the index aR in T aR , i.e.,

T aR
(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)k
:= T c

[( igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)k]c aR
. (3.24)

In the large z limit, the external state of hard field ψ̄(kL) is shifted as 〈L| ∼ z〈R|, and that of g+(kR)

is shifted as εµR(z) ∼
√

2z
〈LR〉k

µ
L. Then including the contribution of hard fields, we find the leading large z

behavior is O(z2), and the boundary operator is

B(2)

〈ψ̄L|g+R ]
=

√
2

〈LR〉
gs

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

〈R|
(
/A
igs

2q · ∂ /
q

)j
T aR /Lψ

(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′

= −
√

2gs

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

(
q ·A igs

q · ∂

)j
T aR [L|ψ]

(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′
, (3.25)

where in the second line, we have applied the identity (3.15).
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From a first impression of (3.25), one might think B(2)

〈ψ̄|g+]
is proportional to a product of two Wilson

lines, since it depends on two infinite series of operators. However, similar as B(0)

〈ψ|ψ̄]
, the B(2)

〈ψ̄|g+]
can also

be simplified using the condition q · (k1 + · · ·+ kn) = 0, leading to

B(2)

〈ψ̄L|g+R ]
= −
√

2gsT
aR

∞∑
j=0

(
q ·A igs

q · ∂

)j
[L|ψ] = −

√
2gsT

aRW †q [L|ψ] , (3.26)

and we will leave the computation detail to appendix §B. This means that the boundary contribution of

〈ψ̄L|g+
R ]-shift in Wilson line formalism also follows the same structure as previous cases. Furthermore,

unlike B0
〈ψ|ψ̄]

, the B(2)

〈ψ̄|g+]
is explicitly gauge invariant even without the condition q · (k1 + · · · + kn) = 0.

Therefore there is no need to rewrite it into a [−∞,∞] Wilson line as in (2.30).

The 〈ψ|g+]-shift

The derivation of B0
31 is the same as that of B0

21, and we have

B0
31 = gs

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

(
/A
igs

2q · ∂ /
q

)j
T
b
γνC−1ψ̄>

(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′
. (3.27)

In the large z limit, the external state of hard fields ψL is not shifted, and that of g+
R is shifted as

εµR(z) = εµR − z
√

2kµL
〈LR〉

. (3.28)

So at first sight, the large z behavior of boundary contribution is O(z). However, it turns out the O(z)

boundary operator vanishes,

B(1)

〈ψL|g+R ]
= gs

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j=0

[L|
(
/A
igs

2q · ∂ /
q

)j
T
b

( √
2

〈LR〉
/L

)
C−1ψ̄>

(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′

=

√
2gs
〈LR〉

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

(
q ·A igs

q · ∂

)j
T
b
[L|/L|C−1ψ̄> = 0 . (3.29)

The next non-zero contribution is B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]
. To evaluate it, we need firstly to consider the contribution of

O(z0) term in (3.28), which is given by

B(0),I

〈ψL|g+R ]
= gs

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

[L|
(
/A
igs

2q · ∂ /
q

)j
T
b
/εRC

−1ψ̄>
(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′

= gs

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

(
q ·A igs

q · ∂

)j
T
b
[L|/εR|C

−1ψ̄>
(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′

= −
√

2gs
[LR]

〈LR〉

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
j′=0

(
q ·A igs

q · ∂

)j
T
b〈L|C−1ψ̄>

(
igs
q · ∂

q ·Aadj

)j′
, (3.30)
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in which we have used

[L|/εR =
[R|γµ|L〉[L|γµ√

2〈RL〉
= −
√

2
[RL]〈L|
〈RL〉

. (3.31)

Similarly, this operator can also be simplified using the condition q · (k1 + · · · + kn) = 0, leading to a

boundary contribution that is proportional to a single Wilson line,

B(0),I

〈ψL|g+R ]
= −
√

2gs
[LR]

〈LR〉
T
b
W
†
q〈L|C−1ψ̄> = −

√
2gs

[LR]

〈LR〉
〈ψ̄|L〉WqT

b , (3.32)

where we transposed the whole expression in the last step.

In order to obtain the complete B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]
, we also need to expand D−1

0 V in (3.9) to the next z order.

After some tedious computations and simplifications, the final result is9

B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]
= −
√

2gs
[LR]

〈LR〉
〈ψ̄|L〉WqT

aL +
igs√

2〈LR〉
ψ̄ /L

∞∑
j=0

( igs
q · ∂

q ·A
)j igs
q · ∂

Fαβγ
αγβ|L]WqT

aL . (3.33)

The complete boundary operator is given by

B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]
= B(0),I

〈ψL|g+R ]
+ B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]
. (3.34)

Similar as (2.29), the gauge invariance of this boundary operator requires condition q · (k1 + · · ·+ kn) = 0.

We have computed the form factors〈
0
∣∣∣B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g(k1)ψ̄(k2)
〉

,
〈

0
∣∣∣B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g(k1)g(k2)ψ̄(k3)
〉

and
〈

0
∣∣∣B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g(k1)g(k2)g(k3)ψ̄(k4)
〉
,

and verified that they are in agreement with the boundary contributions of n-gluon two-quark amplitudes

with n = 2, 3, 4 under the 〈ψ|g+] shift. Some computation details can be found in §4.2.

The expression of B(0)

〈g−L |ψ̄R]
is more complicated compared with other boundary operators, since it is

essentially a sub-leading large z boundary operator. In general, sub-leading large z boundary operators

usually contain multiple Wilson-line-like infinite sums, and are more complicated than the leading order

boundary operators.

In practice, the complete boundary operator can be determined by the first a few terms in gs expansion

by gauge invariance, because the higher order terms are present only to make the operator gauge invariant.

Therefore, the higher terms can always be organized into Wilson lines, which are natural building blocks

of non-local gauge invariant quantities.

3.4 Summary of boundary operators in Wilson line formalism

In the previous subsections, we have inspected boundary contributions under various BCFW shifts, and

found that all of them contain Wilson lines, which pack infinite series of non-local boundary operator into

a simple exponential. The corresponding boundary contributions are therefore related to the form factors

of Wilson lines with some field insertions.
9The infinite sum in (3.33) cannot be written into a Wilson line, since q · ∂ acts on all fields on its right.
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Summarizing above discussions, we list the Wilson line formalism of boundary contributions in QCD

theory as follows for reference. We denote boundary operator as B(large z order)
BCFW shifts , and ignore the good shifts

that produce zero boundary contributions. The boundary operators under 〈g−|g+], 〈ψ̄|ψ] and 〈ψ|ψ̄]-shifts

follow the same expression, except that for two-gluon shift the gauge field and Wilson line are in adjoint

representation while the others are in fundamental representation. They are given by,

B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

= gsq ·Aadj W adj
q , B(2)

〈ψ̄L|ψR]
= −gsq ·A Wq , B(0)

〈ψL|ψ̄R]
= −gsq ·A W q . (3.35)

Consequently, the above three boundary operators encode the same Feynman rules except for color factors.

In Feynman diagrams of computing boundary contribution, the Wilson line vertices are directly connected

to internal or external non-shifted gluons. In case that the configuration of external non-shifted states are

the same, the above three boundary operators would also produce the same boundary contribution.

The boundary operators under gluon-fermion shifts are listed as follows,

B(2)

〈g−L |ψR]
= −
√

2gs〈ψ̄|R〉WqT
aL , B(2)

〈ψ̄L|g+R ]
= −
√

2gsT
aRW †q [L|ψ] , (3.36)

B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]
= −
√

2gs
[LR]

〈LR〉
〈ψ̄|L〉WqT

aL +
igs√

2〈LR〉
ψ̄ /L

∞∑
j=0

( igs
q · ∂

q ·A
)j igs
q · ∂

Fαβγ
αγβ|L]WqT

aL , (3.37)

B(0)

〈g−L |ψ̄R]
= −
√

2gs
〈LR〉
[LR]

T aLW †q [R|ψ] +
igs√
2[LR]

T aRW †q [R|Fαβγαγβ
igs
q · ∂

∞∑
j=0

( igs
q · ∂

q ·A
)j
/Rψ . (3.38)

The above boundary operators produce BAnψ or BAnψ̄-type Feynman rules with n ≥ 0. One may also

notice that B(2)

〈g−L |ψR]
is proportional to the first term of B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]
if we replace |R〉 → |L〉. However, as will

be seen in §4.2, their form factors are not related by kL ↔ kR, because such a replacement also change the

definition of q at the same time.

4 Examples of boundary contribution in QCD theory

In this section we will present some examples of QCD amplitudes to demonstrate the computation of

boundary contributions in Wilson line formalism.

4.1 The BCFW shifts of four-point QCD amplitudes

In §2.3 we studied the boundary contribution of four-gluon amplitude under 〈g−|g+]-shift, and in this part

we shall study the boundary contributions involving quarks.

Quark-pair 〈ψL|ψ̄R]-shift

As discussed in §3.2, the leading large z boundary operator of 〈ψL|ψ̄R]-shift is the same as that of 〈g−L |g
+
R ]-

shift except for the color structures. Then the two-gluon form factor is given by〈
0
∣∣∣ B(0)

〈ψ|ψ̄]

∣∣∣g−(k1)g+(k2)
〉

= ig2
s

〈1|q|2]2

s12〈1|q|1]
fa1a2eT e . (4.1)
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aL
= − • |R〉gsT aL

√
2

aL

e1, µ

k1

k2

= − • |R〉g2
sT

e1T aL qµ

q·k1

√
2

Figure 3. Feynman rules of the first and second term of Wilson line operators under gluon-fermion 〈g−L |ψR]-shift.

The bullet • denotes a contraction with the fermion line emitting from Wilson line operators. aL is the color index

of shifted gluon.

aL

µ, e1

k′ k1

k2
aL

µ, e1

k1

k2

(1) (2)

Figure 4. Two contributing Feynman diagrams for computing boundary contribution of four-point QCD amplitude

under 〈g−L |ψR]-shift.

The two-gluon two-quark amplitude reads

A(1−, 2+, 3q̄, 4q) = g2
s

〈13〉3〈14〉
〈12〉〈23〉〈34〉〈41〉

T a1T a2 + g2
s

〈13〉3〈14〉
〈21〉〈13〉〈34〉〈42〉

T a1T a2 , (4.2)

and the boundary contribution under the 〈ψ4|ψ̄3]-shift is

B(0) = g2
s

〈13〉3

〈12〉〈34〉〈23〉
[T a1 , T a2 ] = ig2

s

〈13〉3

〈12〉〈34〉〈23〉
fa1a2eT e , (4.3)

which is in agreement with (4.1) after setting |q] = |4], |q〉 = |3〉.

Gluon-quark 〈g−L |ψR]-shift

Let us consider the one-gluon one-quark form factor of the boundary operator B(2)

〈g−L |ψR]
. The Feynman

rules involving this boundary operator are shown in Fig.3, and the contributing Feynman diagrams are

shown in Fig.4. Then we derive〈
0
∣∣∣ B(2)

〈g−L |ψR]

∣∣∣g+(k1)ψ̄(k2)
〉

= g2
sT

e1T aL
√

2
〈2|/ε1

/k12|R〉
s12

− g2
sT

e1T aL
√

2〈2 R〉 ε1 · q
q · k1

= −2g2
sT

e1T aL
〈2R〉2

〈12〉〈1R〉
. (4.4)
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Figure 5. Feynam diagrams contributing to the boundary contributions of five-point QCD amplitude under gluon-

quark shift.

The corresponding amplitude reads

A(1+, 2q̄, 3
−, 4q) = g2

s

〈32〉3〈34〉
〈21〉〈13〉〈34〉〈42〉

T a1T a3 + g2
s

〈32〉3〈34〉
〈23〉〈31〉〈14〉〈42〉

T a3T a1 . (4.5)

Under the 〈g−3 |ψ4]-shift, the O(z2) boundary contribution is

B(2) = −g2
s

〈24〉2

〈12〉〈14〉
T a1T a3 , (4.6)

which is consistent with (4.4) result except for a factor of 2 which stems from the different definition of T a.

4.2 The gluon-quark shifts of five-point amplitudes

In this part we will take a glance at some more complicated examples involving boundary operator form

factors with three external states, and using them to illustrate the boundary operators of gluon-quark

shifts given by (3.36)-(3.38).

Gluon-quark 〈g−L |ψR]-shift

Let us start with the two-gluon one-quark form factor of the boundary operator B(2)

〈g−L |ψR]
. The Feynman

diagrams are shown in Fig.5, and the Feynman rules can be obtained from the Hermitian conjugate of

(C.3), which is

BAnψ → • |R〉gn+1
s qµ1 · · · qµn T an · · ·T a1T b

(q · k1···n) · · · (q · k1)
+ permutations {1, 2, . . . , n} . (4.7)
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Although the intermediate expressions can be rather lengthy, the final result has a very compact form as,〈
0
∣∣∣ B(2)

〈g−L |ψR]

∣∣∣g−(k1)g+(k2)ψ̄(k3)
〉

= − [25]3T a2T a1T a5

[12][35][45][15]
+

[23][25]2T a1T a2T a5

[12][13][35][45]
. (4.8)

It can be checked that (4.8) produces the correct O(z2) boundary contribution of the following ampli-

tude under 〈g−5 |ψ4]-shift,

A(1−, 2+, 3q̄, 4q, 5
−) =

[23][24]3T a2T a1T a5

[12][23][34][45][51]
+

[23][24]3T a1T a2T a5

[21][13][34][45][52]
+ · · · (4.9)

in which we have ignored the partial amplitudes which behaves as O(z) under the shift.

Quark-gluon 〈ψL|g+
R ]-shift

Next let us consider the form factor of boundary operator B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]
, with the same external states. This

operator has two terms, and the contribution of the first term can be computed similarly as (4.8). Using

the same Feynman diagrams in Fig.5, and similar Feynman rules given as

BAnψ → • |L〉gn+1
s

[LR]

〈LR〉
qµ1 · · · qµn T an · · ·T a1T b

(q · k1···n) · · · (q · k1)
+ permutations {1, 2, . . . , n} . (4.10)

we obtain a much more complicated expression compared with (4.8),〈
0
∣∣∣B(0),I

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g−(k1)g+(k2)ψ̄(k3)
〉

= −〈13〉〈25〉[25][34]− 〈14〉〈15〉[14][45]− 〈15〉〈34〉[34][45]

〈12〉〈25〉〈45〉[13][14]
T a1T a2T a5

+
[24]
(
〈13〉〈35〉[25][34] + 〈15〉〈34〉[24][45]

)
[T a1 , T a2 ]T a5

〈12〉〈35〉〈45〉[12][14][34]
+
〈13〉2[45]T a2T a1T a5

〈12〉〈23〉〈45〉[14]
.

(4.11)

The other contribution of B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]
is relatively easy to compute, which allows us to give more details.

The relevant Feynman rules are

BAψ → •|/Lγµ1/k1|L]
g2
sT

a1T aR

2q · k1〈LR〉
, (4.12)

BA2ψ →
(
•|/Lγµ2γµ1 |L]q · k1 + •|/Lγµ2/k2|L]qµ1 + •|/Lγµ1/k1|L]qµ2

) g3
sT

a2T a1T aR

2q · k1q · k12〈LR〉
+ (1↔ 2) .(4.13)

Only the last three diagrams in Fig.5 contribute, and the result is

g3
s [T

a1 , T a2 ]T aR

2q · k12s12〈LR〉

(
ε1 · k2〈3|/L/ε2

/k12|L]− ε2 · k1〈3|/L/ε1
/k12|L] + ε1 · ε2〈3|/L/k1/k2|L]

)
+

g3
sT

a2T a1T aR

2q · k1q · k12〈LR〉

(
〈3|/L/ε2/ε1|L]q · k1 + 〈3|/L/ε2

/k2|L]q · ε1 + 〈3|/L/ε1
/k1|L]q · ε2

)
− g3

sT
a2T a1T aR

2q · k1s23〈LR〉
〈3|/ε2

/k23/L/ε1
/k1|L] + (1↔ 2) .

(4.14)
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The computation can be simplified by setting the reference momenta of gluons to |r1] = |L] = |4], |r2〉 = |1〉,
then

/ε1|L] = q · ε1 = k1 · ε2 = ε1 · ε2 = 0 , (4.15)

and we find that only two terms in (4.14) survive,〈
0
∣∣∣B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g−(k1)g+(k2)ψ̄(k3)
〉

=
g3
s [T

a1 , T a2 ]T aR

q · k12s12〈LR〉
ε1 · k2〈3|/L/ε2

/k12|L]− g3
sT

a1T a2T aR

2q · k2s13〈LR〉
〈3|/ε1

/k13/L/ε2
/k2|L]

= −〈34〉[24]3[T a1 , T a2 ]T a5

〈35〉〈45〉[12][14][34]
+

[24](s14 + s34)T a1T a2T a5

〈25〉〈45〉[13][14]
. (4.16)

The sum of (4.11) and (4.16) produces a simple expression,〈
0
∣∣∣ B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g−(k1)g+(k2)ψ̄(k3)
〉

= − 〈13〉3T a2T a1T a5
〈12〉〈23〉〈35〉〈45〉

+
〈13〉2〈15〉T a1T a2T a5
〈12〉〈25〉〈35〉〈45〉

, (4.17)

and it is in agreement with the boundary contribution of the following amplitude under the 〈ψ4|g+
5 ]-shift,

A(1−, 2+, 3q̄, 4q, 5
+) =

〈13〉3〈14〉T a2T a1T a5
〈12〉〈23〉〈34〉〈45〉〈51〉

+
〈13〉3〈14〉T a1T a2T a5
〈21〉〈13〉〈34〉〈45〉〈52〉

+ · · · (4.18)

The quark-gluon 〈ψL|g+
R ]-shift of MHV amplitudes

We also computed some form factors of B(0)

〈ψL|g+R ]
corresponding to MHV amplitudes, and it turn out that

the contribution of B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]
vanishes,〈

0
∣∣∣B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g−(k1)ψ̄(k2)
〉

=
〈

0
∣∣∣B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g−(k1)g−(k2)ψ̄(k3)
〉

=
〈

0
∣∣∣B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]

∣∣∣g−(k1)g−(k2)g−(k3)ψ̄(k4)
〉

= 0 .

For example, it can be easily checked that all terms in (4.14) vanish if we set |r1] = |r2] = |L]. The reason

is B(0),II

〈ψL|g+R ]
contains the factor Fαβγ

αβ|L], in which only the self-dual part of Fαβ survives the projection

of |L]. Consequently, the form factor vanishes unless there is at least one g+ in the external states.

5 Discussions

In this work, we computed the boundary operators of various BCFW shifts in Yang-Mills theory and QCD,

and found that all these boundary operators contain infinite sums which can be conveniently written

into infinite or semi-infinite Wilson lines. This Wilson line formalism provides a geometric picture for

understanding the infinite series of boundary contributions, and it is applicable to other gauge theories

such as N = 4 super-Yang-Mills.

From our result we found that, there is a clear resemblance between the boundary operator B(2)

〈ψ̄L|g+R ]

in (3.36) and the gauge invariant effective-theory field Xhc [41],

Xhc(x) =
/n/̄n

4
W †(x)ψ(x) ,
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whose correlation function produces the quark jet function. It is worth to investigate whether the boundary

contributions can be used to facilitate the study of quark jet functions, or the other way around.

In [42], the tree amplitude with one off-shell and n on-shell gluons was decomposed into a gauge

invariant part and a gauge restoring part. The gauge invariant part was given by the form factor of

the [−∞,∞] Wilson line, which is the same as our boundary operator B(3)

〈g−L |g
+
R ]

. Therefore, it is actually

equivalent to the boundary contribution of (n+ 2)-gluon amplitudes under 〈g−L |g
+
R ]-shift. Similar relations

should also hold for amplitudes with on-shell and off-shell quarks, and in general we think boundary

contributions can be regarded as gauge invariant building blocks of off-shell tree amplitudes in QCD and

other gauge theories.
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A Representations of shifted polarization vectors

Here we discuss the polarization vectors of shifted momenta. In D = 4-dimension, the polarization vectors

with momenta kL and kR can be expressed in the spinor-helicity form as

εµL|− = −〈L|γ
µ|rL]√

2[rL L]
, εµL|+ = − 〈rL|γ

µ|L]√
2〈rL L〉

, εµR|− = −〈R|γ
µ|rR]√

2[rR R]
, εµR|+ = − 〈rR|γ

µ|R]√
2〈rR R〉

. (A.1)

Taking the following BCFW shift,

|L〉 → |L〉 − z|R〉 , |L]→ |L] , (A.2)

|R〉 → |R〉 , |R]→ |R] + z|L] , (A.3)

the polarization vectors become functions of complex variable z as,

εµL|−(z) = −〈L|γ
µ|rL]√

2[rL L]
+ z
〈R|γµ|rL]√

2[rL L]
, εµL|+(z) = − 〈rL|γµ|L]√

2(〈rL L〉 − z〈rL R〉)
,

εµR|−(z) = − 〈R|γµ|rR]√
2([rR R] + z[rR L])

, εµR|+(z) = − 〈rR|γ
µ|R]√

2〈rR R〉
− z 〈rR|γ

µ|L]√
2〈rR R〉

.

(A.4)

If we set the reference momenta as rL = kR and rR = kL, then (A.4) becomes

εµL|−(z) = εµL|− − z
√

2kµR
[L R]

, εµL|+(z) = εµL|+ ,

εµR|−(z) = εµR|− , εµR|+(z) = εµR|+ − z
√

2kµL
〈L R〉

.

(A.5)
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From above result it is simple to get

εµL|−(z) · εµR|+(z) = −z2 +O(z) . (A.6)

The above discussions can be generalized to D-dimensional space-time, where the shift of polarization

vectors follows,

εL → εL + z
q · εL
kL · kR

kR , εR → εR − z
q · εR
kL · kR

kL , (A.7)

where momentum q = |R〉[L|+ |L]〈R|.

B Reduced Feynman rule of q ·AWq

In §3.2 we encounter q · AWq type boundary operators in different representations. We will show that,

by applying non-trivial relations of momenta and of color generators, the color structures of Wilson line

operators can be simplified, leading to simpler Feynman rules for Wilson line vertices. Furthermore,

we show that a Wilson line in an arbitrary representation can be converted to a Wilson line in adjoint

representation, which allows us to deal with boundary contributions that involving Wilson lines in different

representations.

The Wilson line under two-fermion 〈ψ|ψ̄]-shift can be expanded to vertices of Wilson line operators

coupled to increasing number of gluons. For vertex of an operator coupled to n gluons, denoted as BAn-

vertex, momentum identity q · (k1 + k2 · · ·+ kn) = 0 holds. This relation can be used to combine different

terms in Feynman rules of vertices.

For the case n = 1, the BA-vertex can be formally written as,

qµ1T a1 = qµ1δa1e1T e1 . (B.1)

For the case n = 2, using q · k2 = −q · k1 the BA2-vertex can be rewritten as,

qµ1qµ2

q · k2
T a1T a2 +

qµ1qµ2

q · k1
T a2T a1 = −q

µ1qµ2

q · k1
[T a1 , T a2 ] =

qµ1qµ2

q · k1
[T a1A ]a2e1T e1 , (B.2)

where we used [T aA]bc = −ifabc.
Similarly, for the case n = 3, using q · k3 = −q · k2 − q · k1 the BA3-vertex can be rewritten as,

qµ1qµ2qµ3

q · k23 q · k3
T a1T a2T a3 + Permutations (B.3)

=
qµ1qµ2qµ3

q · k23 q · k3
[T a1 , [T a2 , T a3 ]] +

qµ1qµ2qµ3

q · k12 q · k2
[T a2 , [T a1 , T a3 ]]

=
qµ1qµ2qµ3

q · k12 q · k1
[T a2A T a1A ]a3e1T e1 +

qµ1qµ2qµ3

q · k12 q · k2
[T a1A T a2A ]a3e1T e1 ,

where we have used the identity,

1

q · k12 q · k2
+

1

q · k23 q · k3
+

1

q · k31 q · k1
= 0 . (B.4)
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In general, the BAn-vertex can be reduce to,

qµ1 · · · qµn
(q · k2···n) · · · (q · kn)

T a1 · · ·T an + Permutations {1, 2, . . . , n}

=
qµ1 · · · qµn

(q · k1···n−1) · · · (q · kn−1)
[T a1A · · ·T

an−1

A ]ane1T e1 + Permutations {1, · · · , n− 1} . (B.5)

The reduced Feynman rule contains (n− 1)! terms, while the original Feynman rule contains n! terms. We

also notice that in the second line of (B.5), all SU(N) generators are in adjoint representation except for

a single overall T e1 . This means that a Wilson line in an arbitrary representation can be converted to a

Wilson line in the adjoint representation as,

q ·A Wq →
∞∑
k=0

q ·AaTb

[( −gs
iq · ∂

q ·Aadj

)k]ab
= q ·Aa

[
W adj
q

]ab
Tb . (B.6)

The [−∞,∞] Wilson line

Since the [−∞,∞] Wilson lines W
[−∞,∞]
q and q ·A Wq are only differed by a δ(q · k1···m) overall factor,

following the previous steps, the [−∞,∞] Wilson lines can be written as

W[−∞,∞]
q = Ra

qT
a . (B.7)

The quantity Ra
q was also discussed in [7], and it can be defined as,

Ra
q =

1

T (R)
Tr
(
TaW[−∞,∞]

q

)
, (B.8)

in which T (R) is the index of the representation defined by Tr(TaTb) = T (R)δab. We would like to

emphasize that using the reduced Feynman rule in (B.5), we have proved that Ra
q is independent of the

representation.

C Reduced Feynman rule of gluon-quark shift boundary operator

The boundary operator of gluon-quark shift seems to have more complicated structure. However it can

also be reduced by relations of momenta and of color generators, as we would show. For compactness,

let us here ignore the −
√

2[L| factor in (3.25), and focus on the color structures. The Wilson line under

gluon-quark shift can be expanded to vertices of operators coupled to one quark and increasing number of

gluons, which we denote as BAnψ. The Feynman rules can be deduced from these expressions of vertices.

For Bψ-vertex, we simply get the Feynman rule gsT
b. For BAψ-vertex, using q · (k1 + k2) = 0 we get

g2
s

qµ1

q · k2
T a1T b + g2

s

qµ1

q · k1
T c[T a1A ]cb = −g2

s

qµ1

q · k1
T bT a1 , (C.1)
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where we have used T c[T a1A ]cb = −ifa1cbT c = [T a1 , T b]. For BA2ψ-vertex, a more tedious computation

shows that,

g3
sq
µ1qµ2γν

(
T a1T a2T b

q · k23 q · k3
+
T a1T c[T a2A ]cb

q · k23 q · k2
+
T c[T a1A T a2A ]cb

q · k12 q · k2
+
(

1↔ 2
))

= g3
sq
µ1qµ2γν

(
T a1T a2T b

q · k23 q · k3
+
T a1 [T a2 , T b]

q · k23 q · k2
+

[T a1 , [T a2 , T b]]

q · k12 q · k2
+
(

1↔ 2
))

= g3
sq
µ1qµ2γν

(
T bT a1T a2

q · k12 q · k1
+

T bT a2T a1

q · k12 q · k2

)
, (C.2)

where we have used T c[T a1A T a2A ]cb = −T cfa1cefa2eb = −i[T a1 , T e]fa2eb = [T a1 , [T a2 , T b]]. In general, a

BAnψ-vertex can be rewritten as,

(−1)ngn+1
s qµ1 · · · qµn T bT a1 · · ·T an

(q · k1···n) · · · (q · k1)
+ permutations of {1, 2, . . . , n} . (C.3)

We remark that the permutation is only over gluon legs and this reduced Feynman rule only contain n!

terms. The original Feynman rule contains (n+ 1)! terms and has more complicated color structures.

Using above results, (3.25) and (3.30) can be reduced to the expressions that proportional to a single

Wilson line.
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