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Abstract

We develop quantum corrections to the Wilson line-based action which we recently derived
through a transformation that eliminates triple gluon vertices from the Yang-Mills action on the
light-cone. The action efficiently computes high multiplicity tree-level split-helicity amplitudes
with the number of diagrams following the Delannoy number series. However, the absence of
the triple gluon vertices results in missing loop contributions. To remedy this, we develop two
equivalent approaches using the one-loop effective action method to systematically incorporate
loop contributions to our action. In one approach there are solely Yang-Mills vertices in the loop
whereas the other uses the interaction vertices of our action along with the kernels of the solution of
our transformation in the loop. In addition to demonstrating the equivalence of both approaches,
we validated the quantum completeness of the former by computing all 4-point one-loop amplitudes
which could not be previously computed. Both of our approaches are easily extendable to develop
quantum corrections to other reformulations of the Yang-Mills theory obtained via non-linear
classical field transformations eliminating interaction vertices.

1 Introduction

The simplicity of the tree level pure gluonic amplitudes is obscured within the traditional Feynman
diagram approach. It, however, becomes evident upon half-Fourier transform1 to the twistor space
PT, where these localize on algebraic curves of different degrees [1]. In general, the tree level NkMHV
pure gluonic amplitudes with k + 2 negative helicities localize on algebraic curves of degree k + 1 and
genus zero in twistor space. This implies the maximally helicity violating (MHV) amplitudes live on
the simplest algebraic curves of degree one CP

1 ⊂ PT – a Riemann sphere (sometimes dubbed as
a complex line) – in the twistor space. Apart from unraveling the simple structures underlying the
gauge theory amplitudes, [1] also laid the foundation for developing new approaches to computing pure
gluonic amplitudes.

The incidence relations

µα̇ = xα̇αλα (1)

define the mapping between the points xα̇α in complexified Minkowski space MC and the points
ZA = (µα̇, λα)

2 in twistor space PT. An important outcome of the incidence relation is that de-
gree one curves CP

1 on twistor space correspond to points in Minkowski space. This correspondence

1The negative helicity spinor λ̃α̇
i corresponding to the four momenta of external gluons pα̇α

i = λ̃α̇
i λ

α
i is Fourier

transformed to µα̇
i to obtain the amplitude in terms of twistor coordinates Zi = (µα̇

i , λ
α
i ).

2(µα̇, λα) ∼ (cµα̇, cλα) where c ∈ C∗ = C/{0}.
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Degree− 3 curve connected via propagatorsdegree− 1 curves

3 intersecting 3 degree− 1 curves

Figure 1: The figure demonstrates the equivalence between the completely connected and the completely
disconnected approach to computing amplitudes [7]. On the left, we have a single degree-3 curve in the twistor
space. Integrating over the moduli space of this allows one to compute an NNMHV amplitude. This is the
completely connected approach. The same amplitude can be computed for a set of 3 degree-1 curves connected
via twistor space propagators as shown on the right. The equivalence states that there exists a locus on which
the degree-3 curve reduces to three intersecting degree-1 curves and on the same locus the propagators used
in the disconnected approach shrink resulting in the same as shown in the middle.

implies that MHV amplitudes – supposedly, non-local objects – could be treated as local interaction
vertices in Minkowski space. This realization gave birth to the Cachazo-Svrcek-Witten (CSW) rules
[2] for computing amplitudes. In this approach, the MHV amplitudes continued off-shell are used as
interaction vertices that are local in light-cone time x+ [3]. Gluing these using scalar propagators al-
lows one to compute tree amplitudes with any helicity configuration. In the twistor space, this means
that the tree level NkMHV amplitudes could be obtained by connecting k + 1 degree-one curves via
propagators given as (0, 2)-form on CP

3 × CP
3. However, in [4, 5, 6], the authors demonstrated that

the MHV (− − · · · − ++) as well as the NMHV (− − − + · · ·+) amplitudes could be obtained from
a single connected curve in twistor space. We, therefore, have two different approaches to compute
the same amplitude: the completely disconnected approach (or the CSW rules) where one use k + 1
degree-one curves to compute NkMHV amplitude, and the completely connected approach where one
uses a single connected curve of degree k+13. These two approaches were later shown to be equivalent
in [7]. Simply put, the authors demonstrated that there exists a locus where a degree d curve degener-
ates into d intersecting degree-one curves, and on the same locus the propagators (joining degree-one
curves in the CSW approach) shrink to zero size resulting in d intersecting degree-one curves (see
Figure 1). In the process, they conjectured the existence of intermediate approaches using curves of
different degrees di such that

∑
i di = k + 1 for NkMHV amplitude. This then led to the formulation

of non-MHV vertices in [8] for computing tree level amplitudes thus providing an explicit realization
of such an intermediate prescription.

All the above ideas are inspired by the twistor space representation of the gauge theory amplitudes.
But providing an action-based realization of these in Minkowski space starting with the Yang-Mills
action is yet another interesting research direction. In [3], an action (the so-called ’MHV action’) was
derived via canonically transforming the light-cone Yang-Mills action such that the Feynman rules for
computing the tree level amplitudes correspond to the CSW rules. However, no such action has been
known, to the best of our knowledge, that could correspond to one of the intermediate approaches
conjectured in [7]. In [9], we derived a new action takes goes beyond the CSW rules. It has the

3The integral over the moduli space of these curves gives the NkMHV amplitude.
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following schematic representation (we provide further details later):

S [Z•, Z⋆] =

ˆ

dx+

{
−
ˆ

d3xTr Ẑ•
�Ẑ⋆

+ L−−++ + L−−+++ + L−−++++ + . . .

+ L−−−++ + L−−−+++ + L−−−++++ + . . .

...

+ L−−−···−++ + L−−−···−+++ + L−−−···−++++ + . . .

}
, (2)

where Z• and Z⋆ are the fields that in the on-shell limit correspond to two transversely polarized
gluons. It consists of a scalar propagator connecting opposite helicity fields and an infinite set of
interaction vertices with the following generic form:

L− · · · −︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

+ · · · +︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−m

=

ˆ

d3y1 . . . d
3yn Ub1...bn

−···−+···+ (y1, · · ·yn)
m∏

i=1

Z⋆
bi
(x+;yi)

n−m∏

j=1

Z•
bj
(x+;yj) . (3)

The first row of interaction vertices in Eq. (2) consists of MHV vertices (−−+ · · ·++) which give
the corresponding MHV amplitudes in the on-shell limit. In the on-shell limit, these would therefore
localize on degree-one curves in the twistor space as was demonstrated in [1]. The first column, on the
other hand, consists of MHV vertices (−−· · ·−++), and these too give the corresponding amplitudes
in the on-shell limit. These would therefore localize on curves of degree k (k + 1 being the number
of negative helicities in (− − · · · − ++)) in the twistor space as was demonstrated in [5]. As for the
other vertices4, say NkMHV vertex, these correspond to a subset of all possible degenerations of a
degree k + 1 curve into k + 1 degree-one curves i.e. these consist of a subset of all the contributions
originating in the CSW rules necessary to compute the NkMHV amplitude. We shall discuss this point
briefly in Section 2 (see Section 3.4 of [10] for more details). Note that these observations hold only in
the on-shell limit. However, they imply that our action Eq. (2) should provide an off-shell Minkowski
space realization of an approach that would use algebraic curves of different degrees to compute gauge
theory tree level amplitudes in the twistor space as was conjectured in [7].

Our action Eq. (2), just like the MHV action [3], was derived by canonically transforming the light-
cone Yang-Mills action. The transformation eliminated both the triple point interaction vertices from
the latter. Although beneficial at the tree level – and also for providing Minkowski space realization to
the above twistor space ideas – the elimination of the triple point interaction vertices results in missing
contributions at the loop level. For instance, the all-plus (+ + · · ·+) one-loop gluonic amplitude is
zero in both the actions. But it is well known to be a rational function of spinor products [11, 12].
This amplitude is the sole quantum correction to the self-dual sector of the Yang-Mills and has also
been attributed to quantum anomalies [13, 14, 15] (for further details on the amplitudes in the self-
dual sector see [16, 17, 18, 19]). However, when deriving the MHV action, the self-dual sector gets
mapped to a free term via Mansfield’s transformation resulting in missing loop contributions necessary
to compute (+ + · · ·+) one-loop amplitude.

Numerous attempts have been made to restore the missing loop contributions in the MHV action.
For instance, in [20], the authors used the violation of the S-matrix equivalence theorem to restore the
contributions to the all-plus helicity one-loop amplitude. In [21] yet another approach, based on a four
dimensional regularization scheme, the so-called world-sheet regularization of Chakrabarti, Qiu, and

4We note that these vertices in our action do not correspond to the non-MHV vertices of [8]. What they call non-MHV
vertices are non-MHV amplitudes computed using the CSW rules and then the external legs are taken off-shell. Our
vertices with some given helicity configuration, on the other hand, consist of only a subset of the contributions necessary
to compute the amplitude with the same configuration.
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Thorn (CQT) [22, 23], was used to introduce all-plus helicity one-loop vertices to the MHV action.
These vertices originate from the canonical transformation of a (++) gluon self-energy counterterm
needed in this regularization scheme. Finally, in [24] the authors used the massive CSW rules (i.e.
the CSW rules for Yang-Mills gauge theory coupled to a massive colored scalar). Following this, the
n-point all plus helicity and single minus helicity amplitudes were developed in [25].

Recently, in [26], we used a yet different route to systematically develop quantum corrections to the
MHV action. The starting point was the one-loop effective Yang-Mills action where the classical action
is separated from the one-loop corrections. To this we applied Mansfield’s transformation to obtain the
classical MHV action plus one-loop contributions. We validated the one-loop effective MHV action by
computing the four point (+ + ++) and (+ + +−) one-loop amplitudes. Although our approach was
successful in developing one-loop corrections to the MHV action, a major drawback was that the MHV
vertices were not explicit in the loop. The aim of the current work is, therefore, two fold. Firstly,
extend the one-loop effection action approach employed in [26] to systematically develop quantum
corrections to the new action Eq. (2). Secondly, do so in such a way that the interaction vertices of
our action are explicit in the loop. In the process, we will also report our recent discovery about the
number series followed by the number of diagrams required to compute tree-level amplitudes using our
action Eq. (2).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the derivation of our action
Eq. (2). After that, to make the correspondence between the vertices of our action and curves of
different degrees in twistor space apparent, we show that the vertices in our action in the on-shell limit
can be decomposed into a collection of MHV vertices connected via scalar propagators. In Section 3,
we discuss the Delannoy numbers appearing in the computation of tree amplitudes using our action
Eq. (2). Section 4 contains the main results of our work where we employ the one-loop effective action
approach to develop quantum corrections to our action Eq. (2) such that the interaction vertices are
explicit in the loop. In the process, we also demonstrate that our previous approach [26] can also
be extended to equivalently develop quantum corrections. Details of some of the calculations and
derivations are in the Appendices.

2 The Wilson line-based action

In this section, we briefly recall the main result of [9] where we derived a new classical action, which
we shall dub the ”Z-field action” hereafter.

In [9], we demonstrated that the Z-field action Eq. (2) can be derived in two equivalent ways. First
is via canonically transforming the MHV action [3] such that it eliminates the (+ − −) triple point
MHV vertex. Second is via canonically transforming the light-cone Yang-Mills action [27] such that
it eliminates both (+ − −) and (+ + −) triple point interaction vertices at once. In [9], we used the
former to derive the action i.e. the explicit expressions for the interaction vertices. In this section, we
will use the latter approach to rederive the Z-field action.

The Z-field action reads Eq. (2)

S [Z•, Z⋆] =

ˆ

dx+

{
−
ˆ

d3xTr Ẑ•
�Ẑ⋆

+ L−−++ + L−−+++ + L−−++++ + . . .

+ L−−−++ + L−−−+++ + L−−−++++ + . . .

...

+ L−−−···−++ + L−−−···−+++ + L−−−···−++++ + . . .

}
, (4)

where x+ is the light-cone time and x ≡ (x−, x•, x⋆). We use the so-called ”double-null” coordinates,
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in which the contravariant components of a four vector read

v+ = v · η , v− = v · η̃ , v• = v · ε+⊥ , v⋆ = v · ε−⊥ , (5)

where ηµ, η̃µ are the two light-like and ε±µ
⊥ are the two space-like basis four vectors

ηµ =
1√
2
(1, 0, 0,−1) , η̃µ =

1√
2
(1, 0, 0, 1) , ε±µ

⊥ =
1√
2
(0, 1,±i, 0) . (6)

Lowering of the indices in Eq. (5) results in the flipping + ↔ − and ⋆ ↔ • where the latter is
accompanied by a change of sign. In these coordinates, the dot product of two four vectors is u · w =
u+w− + u−w+ − u•w⋆ − u⋆w•. Thus, � = ∂µ∂µ = 2(∂+∂− − ∂•∂⋆). For the fields, in Eq. (4), we use

Ẑ = Zat
a where ta are the generators of the color in the fundamental representation5.

The Z-field action Eq. (4) is most straightforwardly derived by canonically transforming the Yang-
Mills action on the light cone [27]. The latter reads

SYM [A•, A⋆] =

ˆ

dx+

ˆ

d3x

{
− Tr Â•

�Â⋆ − 2igTr ∂−1
− ∂•Â

•
[
∂−Â

⋆, Â•
]

− 2igTr ∂−1
− ∂⋆Â

⋆
[
∂−Â

•, Â⋆
]
− 2g2Tr

[
∂−Â

•, Â⋆
]
∂−2
−

[
∂−Â

⋆, Â•
]}

. (7)

To derive the light cone Yang-Mills action Eq. (7), one starts with the fully covariant form of the
Yang-Mills action and re-express it in terms of the double-null coordinates using

Â+ =
1√
2

(
Â0 + Â3

)
, Â− =

1√
2

(
Â0 − Â3

)
,

Â• = − 1√
2

(
Â1 + iÂ2

)
, Â⋆ = − 1√

2

(
Â1 − iÂ2

)
. (8)

Imposing the light-cone gauge Â · η = Â+ = 0 reduces the unphysical degrees of freedom by one. The
resulting action turns out to be quadratic in Â−, which can be integrated out of the partition function.
By doing this we get the action in Eq. (7) which depends only on two field components Â•, Â⋆. These
correspond to the two physical polarization states of a gluon in the on-shell limit. In our convention,
• represents a plus helicity and ⋆ represents a minus helicity gluon. As a result, we can schematically
express the action as

SYM [A•, A⋆] =

ˆ

dx+
(
L+− + L++− + L−−+ + L++−−

)
, (9)

where L+− is the kinetic term

L+− [A•, A⋆] =

ˆ

d3x
{
−Tr Â•

�Â⋆
}
, (10)

and L++−,L−−+ are the two triple gluon interaction vertices and L++−− is the four point vertex.
The Z-field action Eq. (4) is obtained by canonically transforming the Yang-Mills fields to a new

pair of fields {
Â•, Â⋆

}
→
{
Ẑ•
[
A•, A⋆

]
, Ẑ⋆

[
A•, A⋆

]}
, (11)

via the following generating functional for canonical transformations

G[A•, Z⋆](x+) = −
ˆ

d3x Tr Ŵ −1
(−)[Z](x) ∂−Ŵ(+)[A](x) , (12)

5The generators ta satisfy,
[
ta, tb

]
= i

√
2fabctc and Tr(tatb) = δab. In this normalization, our coupling constant is

re-scaled as g → g/
√
2 compared to the ’standard’ normalization.

5



K̂•

K̂•

K̂•

K̂•

η

ε+⊥

ε−⊥

η
ε+⊥

ε−⊥ Ŵ(−)[K]

K̂⋆
K̂⋆ K̂⋆ K̂⋆K̂⋆

Ŵ(+)[K]

Self - Dual
(ε+⊥- η)

Anti - Self - Dual
(ε−⊥- η)

K̂•

δα

Figure 2: On the left, we have the graphical representation of the straight-infinite Wilson lines contributing
to the functional Wa

(+)[K](x) of some K̂• fields. They are along the four vector ε+µ
α = ε

+µ

⊥
− αηµ where α

is the slope parameter. Varying the slope by δα as shown in the figure rotates the Wilson line from solid to
dashed. This parameter is integrated over in the definition of Wa

(+)[K](x). The Wilson line lives on the plane

spanned by ε
+µ

⊥
, ηµ which we call the Self-Dual plane. Similarly, on the right, we graphically represent the

Wilson line Wa
(+)[K](x) of K̂⋆ fields. It, however, lives on the plane spanned by ε

−µ

⊥
, ηµ which we call the

Anti-Self-Dual plane.

where Wa
(±)[K](x) represent functionals of some K̂ field (at fixed Minkowski point x) obtained from a

straight infinite Wilson line along the vector ε±α , with the following explicit definition

Wa
(±)[K](x) =

ˆ ∞

−∞

dαTr

{
1

2πg
ta∂− P exp

[
ig

ˆ ∞

−∞

ds ε±α · K̂
(
x+ sε±α

)]}
. (13)

The path-ordered exponential is along the four vector ε±µ
α defined as

ε±µ
α = ε±µ

⊥ − αηµ , (14)

where ε±µ
⊥ and ηµ were given in Eq. (6). The Wilson lines Wa

(±)[K](x) live on the planes spanned by

ε±µ
⊥ , ηµ, respectively, along a generic vector of ”slope” α which gets integrated over (see Figure 2).

In what follows, we shall simply call the functionals W(±) ”Wilson lines”, although, strictly speak-
ing, they rather resemble surface integrals.

The ε+µ
⊥ − ηµ plane will be often referred to as a Self-Dual plane whereas the ε−µ

⊥ − ηµ plane as
an Anti-Self-Dual (we collect the definitions of Self-Dual and Anti-Self-Dual planes in Appendix A).
W −1 is the inverse of the functional W defined as W [W−1[K]] = K.

Notice, the generating functional Eq. (12) is defined over the constant light-cone time x+ hyper-
surface due to which the pair of new fields Ẑ•(x+;y), Ẑ⋆(x+;y) and the old Â•(x+;x), Â⋆(x+;x) have
the same x+. Using Eq. (12), we can write the following explicit relations for the conjugate momenta

∂−A
⋆
a(x

+,y) =
δ G[A•, Z⋆](x+)

δA•
a (x

+,y)
, ∂−Z

•
a(x

+,y) = −δ G[A•, Z⋆](x+)

δZ⋆
a (x

+,y)
. (15)

It turns out that this transformation essentially maps the kinetic term (+−) and both the triple gluon
vertices (+ + −) and (− − +) in the Yang-Mills action Eq. (7) to the sole kinetic term (+−) in the
new action S [Z•, Z⋆] Eq. (4). The transformation is canonical to preserve the integral measure in the
partition function up to a field independent factor.

The solution of the transformation Eq. (15) has the following form

A•
a(x

+;x) =

∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3y1 . . . d
3yn

n∑

i=1

Ξab1...bn
i,n−i (x;y1, . . . ,yn)

i∏

k=1

Z•
bk
(x+;yk)

n∏

l=i+1

Z⋆
bl
(x+;yl) , (16)
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A⋆
a(x

+;x) =

∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3y1 . . . d
3yn

n∑

i=1

Λab1...bn
i,n−i (x;y1, . . . ,yn)

i∏

k=1

Z⋆
bk
(x+;yk)

n∏

l=i+1

Z•
bl
(x+;yl) , (17)

where the kernels, in momentum space, read (for derivation see Appendix B)

Ξ̃
a{b1...bi}{bi+1...bn}
i,n−i (P; {p1, . . . ,pi}, {pi+1 . . .pn}) = −(−g)n−1 δ3(p1+ · · ·+pn−P) Tr(tatb1 · · · tbn)

ṽ⋆(1···n)1

ṽ⋆1(1···n)

1

ṽ⋆21ṽ
⋆
32 · · · ṽ⋆(i−1)(i−2)ṽ

⋆
(i...n)(i−1)

(
p+i
p+i...n

)
1

ṽ(i+1)iṽ(i+2)(i+1) · · · ṽn(n−1)
, (18)

Λ̃
a{b1...bi}{bi+1...bn}
i,n−i (P; {p1, . . . ,pi}, {pi+1 . . .pn}) = (−g)n−1 δ3(p1 + · · ·+ pn −P) Tr(tatb1 · · · tbn)

i∑

k=1

(
p+1···k
p+1···n

)
1

ṽ⋆(k+1...i+1)(1···k)ṽ
⋆
(i+2)(k+1···i+1)ṽ

⋆
(i+3)(i+2) · · · ṽ⋆n(n−1)

ṽ(1···k)1
ṽ1(1···k)

1

ṽ21ṽ32 · · · ṽk(k−1)

(
p+i+1

p+k+1···i+1

)2
ṽ(k+1···i+1)(k+1)

ṽ(k+1)(k+1···i+1)

1

ṽ(k+2)(k+1) · · · ṽ(i+1)i
. (19)

Above, we use a shorthand notation for the sum of momenta p1+ · · ·+pn ≡ p1...n. The curly braces on
the color and momentum indices imply symmetry with respect to the interchange of these separately
for the minus and the plus helicity fields. The quantities ṽij , ṽ

⋆
ij , first introduced in [28] (also see [29]

for several useful properties of these symbols), are analogous to conventionally used spinor products
〈ij〉, [ij], with the following explicit definitions :

ṽij = p+i

(
p⋆j

p+j
− p⋆i

p+i

)
, ṽ∗ij = p+i

(
p•j

p+j
− p•i

p+i

)
. (20)

Notice, however, that these symbols can be used also for off-shell momenta, thus they provide a
particular off-shell continuation of the spinor products. They appear quite naturally in the Wilson line
approach, because

ṽ∗ij = −(ε+i · pj) , ṽij = −(ε−i · pj) , (21)

where ε±i is the polarization vector for a momentum pi ≡
(
p+i , p

•
i , p

⋆
i

)
obtained from Eq. (14). The

latter determines the direction of the Wilson line.
Substituting Eqs. (16)-(17) to the Yang-Mills action Eq. (7) derives the Z-field action Eq. (4) (for

the cancellation of both the triple gluon vertices see [9]). Therefore, using this substitution, one can
write the general expression for the vertices in the Z-field action Eq. (4). To do this, consider an
n-point vertex with m minus helicity fields shown below

L− · · · −︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

+ · · · +︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−m

=

ˆ

d3p1 . . . d
3pn Ub1...bn

−···−+···+ (p1, · · ·pn)

m∏

i=1

Z⋆
bi
(x+;pi)

n−m∏

j=1

Z•
bj
(x+;pj) . (22)

For the sake of simplicity, we color-decompose the vertex as follows

Ub1...bn
−···−+···+ (p1, . . . ,pn) =

∑

noncyclic
permutations

Tr
(
tb1 . . . tbn

)
U
(
1−, . . . ,m−, (m+ 1)+, . . . , n+

)
, (23)

where the numbers i in the color-ordered vertex represent the momentum pi and to these numbers we
assign the helicities of the associated legs. Following the substitution, the generic expression for the

7



− −
+

. . .

− −

+ +
=

. . .

U

1

nm + 1

m

+

−−

+

. . .

Λ

...

+

m
j + 1

l

− −

−

. . .Λ

j

i + 1

+ −
. .
.

Ξ
. . .

−+
1

i

n

l + 1

+ −

++

+

+ +

−
+

... ...

+

Ξ Λ

. . . − m

i + 1l

j + 1 j

+ −
. .
.

Ξ
. . .

−+
1

i

n

l + 1

− −
+

. . .

+

+

+
Ξ

− −

−

. . .Λ

j

i + 1

+ −
. .
.. . .

−+
1

i

n

k + 1

l + 1

k

Ξ

−−

+

. . .

Λ

...

+

m
j + 1

l

Figure 3: L.H.S.: Color ordered n-point interaction vertex in the Z-field action with m minus helicity
fields. R.H.S.: Contributions to the vertex originating from the substitution of the color ordered solutions
Â•[Z•, Z⋆], Â⋆[Z•, Z⋆] Eqs. (16)-(17) of the canonical transformation to the color ordered Yang-Mills interac-
tion vertices represented via • with three and four legs. Summing over all the contributions gives Eq. (24). Ξ
and Λ are the kernels of the solutions Â•[Z•, Z⋆], Â⋆[Z•, Z⋆] respectively.

color-ordered vertex reads (shown diagrammatically in Figure 3)

U
(
1−, . . . ,m−, (m+ 1)+, . . . , n+

)
=

m−2∑

i=0

m−1∑

j=i+1

n−1∑

l=m

V3

(
[i+1, . . . , j]−, [j+1, . . . , l]−, [l+1, . . . , i]+

)

Λ̃j−i,0

(
(i+1)−, . . . , j−

)
Λ̃m−j,l−m

(
(j+1)−, . . . ,m−, (m+1)+, . . . , l+

)
Ξ̃n−l,i

(
(l+1)+, . . . , n+, 1−, . . . , i−

)

+

m−1∑

i=0

n−2∑

j=m

n−1∑

l=j+1

V3

(
[i+1, . . . , j]−, [j+1, . . . , l]+, [l+1, . . . , i]+

)

Λ̃m−i,j−m

(
(i+1)−, . . . ,m−, (m+1)+, . . . , j+

)
Ξ̃l−j,0

(
(j+1)+, . . . , l+

)
Ξ̃n−l,i

(
(l+1)+, . . . , n+, 1−, . . . , i−

)

+

m−2∑

i=0

m−1∑

j=i+1

n−2∑

l=m

n−1∑

k=l+1

V4

(
[i+1, . . . , j]−, [j+1, . . . , l]−, [l+1, . . . , k]+, [k+1, . . . , i]+

)

Λ̃j−i,0

(
(i+1)−, . . . , j−

)
Λ̃m−j,l−m

(
(j+1)−, . . . ,m−, (m+1)+, . . . , l+

)
Ξ̃k−l,0

(
(l+1)+, . . . , k+

)

Ξ̃n−k,i

(
(k+1)+, . . . , n+, 1−, . . . , i−

)
. (24)

Above, V3(i
−, j−, k+), V3(i

−, j+, k+), and V4(i
−, j−, k+, l+) represent the color-ordered Yang-Mills

vertices (− − +), (− + +) and (− − ++) respectively. [i, . . . , j] ≡ pi + · · · + pj . We also used the
color-ordered versions of the kernels Eqs. (18)-(19).

The above expression can be simplified to the vertices derived in [9] via canonical transformation
of the MHV action (see Figure 4)

U
(
1−, 2−, . . . ,m−, (m+1)+, . . . , n+

)
=

m−2∑

p=0

m−1∑

q=p+1

m∑

r=q+1

VMHV

(
[p+1, . . . , q]−, [q+1, . . . , r]−, [r+1, . . . ,m+1]+, (m+2)+, . . . , (n−1)+, [n, 1, . . . , p]+

)

Ω
(
n+, 1−, . . . , p−

)
Ψ
(
(p+1)−, . . . , q−

)
Ψ
(
(q+1)−, . . . , r−

)
Ω
(
(r+1)−, . . . ,m−, (m+1)+

)
, (25)

where VMHV is the color-ordered MHV vertex. In our convention, it reads

VMHV

(
1−, 2−, 3+, . . . , n+

)
=

(−g)n−2

(n− 2)!

(
p+1
p+2

)2
ṽ⋆421

ṽ⋆1nṽ
⋆
n(n−1)ṽ

⋆
(n−1)(n−2) . . . ṽ

⋆
21

, (26)

and Ψ, Ω are the kernels Eqs. (85)-(86) of the solution of the transformation Eq. (75) that derives the
Z-field action from the MHV action (see Appendix B).
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Figure 4: On the left, we have the color ordered n-point interaction vertex in the Z-field action with m minus
helicity fields. On the right, we have the contributions to the vertex originating from the substitution of the
color ordered solutions B̂•[Z•, Z⋆], B̂⋆[Z⋆] Eqs. (84)-(83) of the canonical transformation Eq. (81) to the color
ordered interaction vertices of the MHV action Eq. (80). Summing over all the contributions gives Eq. (25).
Ω and Ψ are the kernels of the solutions B̂•[Z•, Z⋆], B̂⋆[Z⋆] respectively. This image was modified from our
paper [9].

In the on-shell limit, the formula Eq. (25) is more appropriate to reveal the underlying structure
of the interaction vertices in our action in the twistor space. To see this, consider the 6-point NMHV
(−−−+++) vertex. It reads

U
(
1−, 2−, 3−, 4+, 5+, 6+

)
= VMHV

(
[1, 2]−, 3−, 4+, 5+, 6+

)
Ψ2

(
1−, 2−

)

+ VMHV

(
1−, [2, 3]−, 4+, 5+, 6+

)
Ψ2

(
2−, 3−

)
+ VMHV

(
1−, 2−, [3, 4]+, 5+, 6+

)
Ω2

(
4+, 3−

)

+ VMHV

(
2−, 3−, 4+, 5+, [6, 1]+

)
Ω2

(
6+, 1−

)
. (27)

The first two terms in the expression above are a convolution of 5-point MHV with Ψ2 kernel. The
latter, in terms of the energy denominator, reads

Ψ̃2

(
i±, j±

)
= −g

p+ij

p+i

1

ṽji
= g

p+ij

p+i

ṽ⋆ij

p+ij(p̂i + p̂j − p̂ij)
=

VMHV ( i−, j−, [i, j]+)

p+ij(p̂i + p̂j − p̂ij)
. (28)

Above, the first expression follows from Eq. (85). In going from the first expression to the second we
used the identity p+ij(p̂i + p̂j − p̂ij) = −ṽjiṽ

⋆
ij where

q̂ = q•q⋆/q+ . (29)

And, in going from the second expression to the third we used the momentum space expression for the
(− − +) triple point MHV vertex in the Yang-Mills action Eq. (7). So far, the above expressions are
off-shell. Imposing the on-shellness of the external particles we have

p2i → 0 ⇒ p−i = p•i p
⋆
i /p

+
i ≡ p̂i . (30)

Using it in Eq. (28) we get

Ψ̃2

(
i±, j±

)∣∣∣
on−shell

=
VMHV ( i−, j−, [i, j]+)

p+ij(p
−
i + p−j − p̂ij)

= 2
VMHV ( i−, j−, [i, j]+)

p2ij
, (31)

where we used the momentum conserving delta for the minus component of the momentum δ(p−i +
p−j − p−ij) to go from the first expression to the second.
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Repeating the above procedure for the other terms in Eq. (27), using Eq. (86) for the last two
terms, we get

U
(
1−, 2−, 3−, 4+, 5+, 6+

)∣∣
on−shell

= 2VMHV

(
[1, 2]−, 3−, 4+, 5+, 6+

) VMHV ( 1−, 2−, [1, 2]+)

p212

+ 2VMHV

(
1−, [2, 3]−, 4+, 5+, 6+

) VMHV ( 2−, 3−, [2, 3]+)

p223

+ 2VMHV

(
1−, 2−, [3, 4]+, 5+, 6+

) VMHV ( 3−, [3, 4]−, 4+)

p234

+ 2VMHV

(
2−, 3−, 4+, 5+, [6, 1]+

) VMHV ( [1, 6]−, 1−, 6+)

p216
. (32)

The above expression demonstrates that in the on-shell limit, the 6-point NMHV interaction vertex in
our action can be factorized into all possible ways of connecting a 5-point MHV to a 3-point MHV via
a scalar propagator. This picture generalizes to the other interaction vertices in our action as follows.
In the on-shell limit the kernels Ψn (1

−, . . . , n−) and Ωn (1
+, 2−, . . . , n−) in Eq. (25) can be unfolded

into trees consisting of a bunch of 3-point MHV vertices connected via scalar propagators. Based on
these observations we can make the following conclusions

• In the on-shell limit, the interaction vertices in our action can be decomposed to only MHV
vertices connected via propagators. In the twistor space, it corresponds to a set of terms each of
which represents a bunch of CP

1’s (degree-one curves), one for each MHV vertex, connected via
propagators.

• In the on-shell limit, the interaction vertices in our action, except for the MHV and the MHV
vertices, cannot localize on a single higher degree curve and must localize on a subset of de-
generations of a higher degree curve into a bunch of CP

1’s. Consider for the sake of simplicity
the 6-point NMHV tree level amplitude. There are three contributions to this amplitude in our
action [9] (see Figure 5). According to the completely connected approach recalled in Section 1,
the amplitude localizes on a degree-two curve. The equivalence between the completely con-
nected and completely disconnected approach (the CSW rules) states that the amplitude can be
represented as a set of all possible degenerations of the degree-two curve into a pair of CP

1’s.
In terms of diagrams, it means that the amplitude can be computed using the CSW rules by
considering all possible contributions using MHV vertices. The first two diagrams in Figure 5
correspond to the contributions involving a pair of 4-point MHVs and these therefore account
for a subset of degenerations involving CP

1’s. The third contribution is from the 6-point NMHV
interaction vertex which, as we demonstrated above, corresponds to the remaining diagram in
the CSW approach involving a 3-point MHV connected to a 5-point MHV and therefore the
interaction vertex in our action accounts for the remaining subset of degenerations. This is true
for the other vertices as well. In general, the interaction vertices in our action only consist of
a subset of degenerations of a higher degree curve into a bunch of CP

1’s, or equivalently, these
consist of a subset of Feynman diagrams required to compute an amplitude in the CSW approach
and can therefore not localize on a single higher degree curve in twistor space. The MHV and
the MHV vertices are exceptions. The former is trivial to realize and for the latter, an exercise
similar to the one we did above for the 6-point NMHV interaction vertex will demonstrate that
these consist of the entire subset of degenerations or Feynman diagrams in the CSW approach.
As a result, these alone give the corresponding amplitudes in the on-shell limit and thus would
localize on a single higher degree curve in the twistor space.

Owing to the above observation, we believe that in the on-shell limit, the Z-field action should provide
in the Minkowski space an explicit realization of the possibility of computing tree-level amplitudes
using interaction vertices which in the twistor space corresponds to using curves of different degrees
as was conjectured in [7].
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Figure 5: Contributions obtained when computing the split-helicity 6-point NMHV (−−−+++) amplitude
using the Z-field action Eq. (4). This image was taken from our paper [9].
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Figure 6: Z⋆ field as a straight infinite Wilson line of the negative helicity field in the MHV action B⋆

Eq. (80) on the Anti-Self-Dual plane. The latter itself is a straight infinite Wilson line of both the Yang-Mills
fields A• and A⋆ on the Self-Dual plane.

Another interesting aspect of the Z-field action Eq. (4) is that the fields {Z•, Z⋆} in the action
represent geometric objects expressed in terms of straight infinite Wilson line-based functionals span-
ning the Self-Dual and the Anti-Self-Dual planes. This observation follows from the following set of
equations (see Appendix B)

Z⋆
a [B

⋆](x) = Wa
(−)[B](x) , Z•

a [B
•, B⋆](x) =

ˆ

d3y

[
∂2
−(y)

∂2
−(x)

δWa
(−)[B](x+;x)

δB⋆
c (x

+;y)

]
B•

c (x
+;y) , (33)

B•
a[A

•](x) = Wa
(+)[A](x) , B⋆

a [A
•, A⋆](x) =

ˆ

d3y

[
∂2
−(y)

∂2
−(x)

δWa
(+)[A](x

+;x)

δA•
c(x

+;y)

]
A⋆

c(x
+;y) . (34)

The first expression on the left in Eq. (33) expresses the Z⋆ field as a straight infinite Wilson line based
functional of B⋆ field on the Anti-Self-Dual plane and the expression on the right expresses Z• field
as a similar functional where one of the B⋆ fields has been replaced by a B• field (the fields {B•, B⋆}
appear in the MHV action Eq. (80)). In a similar fashion, Eq. (34) expresses the B• field as straight
infinite Wilson line based functional of A• field on the Self-Dual plane and the B⋆ field as a similar
functional where one of the A• fields has been replaced by an A⋆ field. Thus in terms of the gauge
fields {A•, A⋆}, the Z-fields have a geometric structure shown in Figures 6,7.

3 Delannoy numbers in tree amplitudes

In [9] we computed several tree level split helicity (+ + · · · + − − · · · −) amplitudes using the Z-field
action Eq. (4). In this section, we highlight the main results of those computations and present a
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Figure 7: Z• field as a straight infinite Wilson line of both the negative and positive helicity fields in the
MHV action B⋆ and B• Eq. (80) on the Anti-Self-Dual plane. The B• field is itself a straight infinite Wilson
line of the positive helicity fields in the Yang-Mills action A• on the Self-Dual plane and the B⋆ field is a
similar straight infinite Wilson line where one of the A• fields has been replaced by an A⋆ field.

newly discovered feature associated with the computation of split helicity tree amplitudes using our
action.

First, notice that amplitudes where all the gluons have have same helicity i.e. (++· · ·+), (−−· · ·−)
as well as the ones where one of the gluons has a different helicity i.e. (− + · · ·+), (+− · · · −) are all
zero (to all loop orders) in our action. This is in agreement with the on-shell tree level results. It is
well-known, however, that these amplitudes are non-zero at the loop level – we shall discuss the loop
amplitudes in detail in the next section.

Let us now focus on the non-vanishing tree amplitudes. The amplitudes where all the gluons except
two have plus helicities, i.e. MHV amplitudes (−−++ · · ·+) are obtained in our action via imposing
the on-shell condition for all the legs of the corresponding single vertex in the first row of our action
Eq. (4). The same is true for their conjugates (− − · · · − ++), the MHV amplitudes. That is, the
vertices in the first column of the Z-field action give the tree level MHV amplitudes in the on-shell
limit

U
(
1−, 2−, 3+, . . . , n+

)∣∣
on−shell

= (−g)n−2

(
p+1
p+2

)2
ṽ⋆421

ṽ⋆1nṽ
⋆
n(n−1)ṽ

⋆
(n−1)(n−2) . . . ṽ

⋆
21

, (35)

U
(
1−, 2−, . . . , (n− 2)−, (n− 1)+, n+

)∣∣
on−shell

= gn−2

(
p+n−1

p+n

)2
ṽ4
n(n−1)

ṽ1nṽn(n−1)ṽ(n−1)(n−2) . . . ṽ21
. (36)

Beyond these simple cases, in [9] we computed amplitudes up to 8 points with different helicity
configurations and found agreement with the standard results [30]. The total number of diagrams we
got in each case is tabulated in Table 1. The 3 diagrams required for the 6-point NMHV are shown
in Figure 5. The maximum number of diagrams we had was 13 for the 8-point Next-to-Next-to-MHV
(NNMHV). These are shown in Figure 8 (for details of computation see [9]).

It turns out that the number of diagrams required to compute tree-level split helicity pure gluonic
amplitudes using the Z-field action Eq. (4) follows the Delannoy numbers D(n,m). These numbers
represent the total number of paths that one can develop to go from the origin (0, 0) of a 2D lattice
with unit spacing to the point (n,m) using just three moves: east →, north ↑, and north-east ր . The
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Atree
n,m 2 3 4 5 . . .

2 1 1 1 1 MHV
3 1 3 5 7 NMHV
4 1 5 13 NNMHV
5 1 7 NNNMHV

Table 1: No of diagrams contributing to the tree
level split helicity amplitude with n plus helicity
and m minus helicity legs. Above NkMHV ≡

(Next - to)kMHV consists of k + 2 negative helic-
ities and the rest positive.

D(n,m) 0 1 2 3
0 1 1 1 1
1 1 3 5 7
2 1 5 13 25
3 1 7 25 63

Table 2: No of Delannoy paths to go from origin
of a 2D lattice to the point (n,m) using just three
moves: east →, north ↑, and north-east ր .

generic formula for D(n,m) reads

D(n,m) =

min(n,m)∑

i=0

(
m

i

)(
n+m− i

m

)
=

min(n,m)∑

i=0

2i
(
m

i

)(
n

i

)
. (37)

Using this we computed the D(n,m) for the first few values of n and m. These are tabulated in
Table 2. Consider for example D(1, 1) and D(2, 2). These represent the 3 and 13 paths to go from
(0, 0) to (1, 1) and (2, 2), respectively, using the above mentioned three moves. We represent these
paths diagrammatically in Figure 9 and 10 respectively.

Thus, we observe the following correspondence

# contribution Atree
+ · · · +︸ ︷︷ ︸

n+2

,− · · · −︸ ︷︷ ︸
m+2

= D(n,m) , (38)

between the entries of Table 1 and Table 2. This correspondence between the number of Delannoy paths
for a given pair of (n,m) and the number of diagrams required to compute the tree level amplitude
with n+2 plus and m+2 plus minus helicity legs is not a coincidence. In fact, both the requirements of
a 2D lattice as well the restricted set of 3 Delannoy moves necessary to generate the Delannoy numbers
can be mapped respectively to the type of interaction vertices and the Feynman rules followed by the
Z-field action when computing split helicity tree amplitudes. This is achieved as follows:

• The 2D lattice: The interaction vertices of the Z-field action form a 2D lattice with the 4-point
MHV as the origin and increasing the plus helicity by one along one direction, say the horizontal,
and the minus helicity along the perpendicular direction, say the vertical. Thus, all the MHV
vertices lie along the horizontal axis whereas the MHV lies along the vertical. The remaining
vertices form the bulk between the axes. Notice that the origin of this lattice is Atree

2,2 . Hence the
shift in the correspondence between D(n,m) and Atree

n+2,m+2.

• The Delannoy moves : It is the restricted set of three moves on a 2D lattice that gives rise to the
Delannoy number series6. The correspondence between the set of Delannoy paths and the set of
diagrams required to compute tree level split helicity amplitude then implies that the Feynman
rules for the latter must be equally restricted. Precisely, there must be exactly three moves whose
iteration should results in all the Feynman diagrams. Given the form of our action Eq. 4, this
is indeed the case. For any given tree amplitude, there is always one contribution that comes
from an interaction vertex with the same helicity configuration as the amplitude. This accounts
for one move. The remaining contributions involve combining interaction vertices with lower
number of legs. But given that the scalar propagator in our action contracts opposite helicity
fields, there are two ways to connect a pair of interaction vertices: plus helicity leg of the first

6Choosing a different set of moves/restrictions would give rise to a different number series, consider for instance the
Schröder numbers.
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Figure 8: Contributions obtained when computing the split-helicity 8-point NNMHV (− − − − + + ++)
amplitude using the Z-field action Eq. (4). This image was taken from our paper [9].

Figure 9: The set of 3 Delannoy paths to go from origin of a 2D lattice to the point (1, 1) using just three
moves: east →, north ↑, and north-east ր .

vertex connected with the negative helicity of the other and vice versa. These account for the
remaining two moves. These three moves are most easily realized in the case of 6-point NMHV
(See Figure 5). Iterating these moves we developed the 13 diagrams for the 8-point NNMHV
shown in Figure 8. The correspondence, therefore, implies that each Delannoy path for D(n,m)
must get uniquely mapped to a Feyanman diagram contributing to Atree

n+2,m+2 tree amplitude.

Most recently, this correspondence has been verified for the 9-point tree amplitudes in [31]. Pre-
cisely, the author computed all the non-vanishing 9-point split helicity tree amplitudes using the Z-field
action. The number of contributing diagrams for each case Atree

n+2,m+2 is shown in Table 3. These, for
a given pair of (n,m), exactly match with the number of Delannoy paths D(n,m) computed using
Eq. (37).

At this point, it is important to stress that this correspondence between the number of Feynman
diagrams required to compute tree level pure gluonic amplitudes using the Z-field action Eq. (4) and
the Delannoy numbers D(n,m) holds only for the split-helicity case.
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Figure 10: The set of 13 Delannoy paths to go from origin of a 2D lattice to the point (2, 2) using just three
moves: east →, north ↑, and north-east ր .

(n,m) # contribution Atree
n+2,m+2 D(n,m)

(5,0) 1 1 MHV
(4,1) 9 9 NMHV
(3,2) 25 25 NNMHV
(2,3) 25 25 N3MHV
(1,4) 9 9 N4MHV
(0,5) 1 1 MHV

Table 3: The table compares the number of Feynman diagrams required to compute all the split-helicity
9-point tree amplitudes using the Z-field action with the Delannoy numbers.

4 Z-field theory at one loop

The Z-field action Eq. (4), as illustrated above, significantly improves the efficiency of computing tree
amplitudes compared to the MHV action, which implements solely the MHV vertices [3]. However, just
like the MHV action, our classical Z-field action is unable to provide all the necessary contributions for
computing one-loop amplitudes. This issue has been extensively discussed in the literature concerning
the MHV action [32, 21, 20, 33, 26]. The underlying reason is that both actions are derived by
eliminating triple gluon vertices from the Yang-Mills action Eq. (7). While the MHV action eliminates
only the self-dual sector, in deriving the Z-field action, we eliminate both the self-dual and anti-self-dual
sectors of the Yang-Mills action. Although eliminating them seems beneficial for tree amplitudes, these
sectors are necessary for providing the rational contributions – cut-non-constructible parts – of the
one-loop amplitudes. Consequently, one-loop helicity amplitudes (++ · · ·+), (−+ · · ·+), (−− · · ·−),
and (−− · · · −+) all evaluate to zero in the Z-field action, while others have missing rational terms.

In [26] we proposed to deal with this problem in the MHV theory by first constructing the one-
loop effective action via integration of the quadratic field fluctuations at the Yang-Mills action level
and then performing Mansfield’s transformation [3] to obtain the classical MHV action plus the loop
contributions. That way all the one-loop contributions are taken into account. It is straightforward
to extend this approach to systematically develop quantum corrections to the Z-field theory. The only
change in the derivation would be to replace Manfield’s transformation with the canonical transforma-
tion Eq. (15) that derives the Z-field action. We preform this derivation in Appendix D. The resulting
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one-loop corrected Z-field action reads

Γ[Z] = S[Z] +
i

2
Tr ln

[
δ2SYM[A]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A]

δA⋆KδA•J

− δ2SYM[A]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A]

δA⋆KδA⋆L

(
δ2SYM[A]

δA•LδA⋆M

)−1
δ2SYM[A]

δA•MδA•J

]

A=A[Z]

. (39)

Above S[Z] is the Z-field action Eq. (4) and SYM[A] is the Yang-Mills action Eq. (7). Â[Z] =
{Â•[Z•, Z⋆], Â⋆[Z•, Z⋆]} represents the solution Eqs. (16)-(17) of the canonical transformation. We
introduced the collective indices I, J,K . . . which run over the color and position. Repeated indices are
summed over. The log term accounts for the loops (for details see [26]). As evident, the double differ-
entiated legs of the Yang-Mills action form the loop whereas the undifferentiated leg outside the loop
undergoes field substitution Â(x) −→ Â[Z](x). We represent this diagrammatically for the (+ + −)
triangular one-loop diagram in Figure 11. The substitution Â[Z](x) in the log term does not affect
the loop topologies due to which the loops involve only the Yang-Mills vertices as before. It however
accounts for all the tree level contributions outside the loop involving both (+ + −), (+ − −) triple
gluon vertices that were eliminated via the canonical transformation [34, 35, 9]. Although this is ad-
vantageous when computing higher multiplicity loop amplitudes, it does not make the Z-field vertices
explicit in the loop. Except for this, the result Eq. (39) is one-loop complete i.e. it has no missing loop
contribution. We demonstrate this by computing (−−−−) one-loop amplitude in Appendix D, which
could not be computed using the Z-filed action Eq. (4). Beyond this simple case, we also computed
all the other 4-point one-loop amplitudes: (+ +++), (+ ++−), (−−−+), and (−−++) and found
agreement with the known results (see Chapter 5 of [10]).

Our major focus, however, in this work is to develop quantum corrections such that the Z-field
interaction vertices are explicit in the loop. Before we discuss the details let us summarize both
approaches.

• Approach 1: There are only Yang-Mills vertices in the loop diagrams, while the vertices of the
Z-field theory provide the tree-level connections to build actual amplitudes. It can be shown that
parts of loop diagrams could be combined to build loop diagrams with Z-field theory vertices
inside the loop, but this is rather cumbersome.

• Approach 2: There are Z-field theory vertices directly in the loop, but in order to account for
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the rational contributions extra vertices are required in the loop. The Z-field theory vertices still
provide the tree level connections to build amplitudes.

Each of the above methods has its pros and cons. The first one is quite direct and operational,
but not fully satisfactory as the Z-field theory vertices are not apparent inside the loop. The second
method seems more coherent but produces quite a few tadpole diagrams.

The construction of the first method results in Eq. (39). As mentioned previously, it essentially
parallels the one for the MHV theory in [26] (see Appendix D for details of the derivation). Below, in
Subsection 4.1 we develop in detail the second method.

4.1 One-Loop Effective Action

For a comprehensive review of the one-loop effective action approach for the Self-Dual and full Yang-
Mills theory see Ref. [26], where we also construct the effective action for the MHV theory. Here we
restrict the discussion to the Z-field theory only.

Our starting point is the Yang-Mills generating functional

Z[J ] =

ˆ

[dA] ei(SYM[A]+
´

d4xTrĴj(x)Â
j(x)) , (40)

where J represents the external current and the index j = •, ⋆ runs over the transverse field compo-
nents. The action SYM is the Yang-Mills action on the light cone Eq. (7). We perform now the field
transformation

Z[J ] =

ˆ

[dA] ei(SYM[A]+
´

d4xTrĴj(x)Â
j(x)) −→

ˆ

[dZ] ei(S[Z]+
´

d4xTrĴj(x)Â
j[Z](x)) , (41)

where S[Z] is the Z-field action. Let us turn attention, that we transform also the linear (source) term.
It is essential in our approach. A naive (but standard) approach is to take the Z-field action and add
a new source term

´

d4xĴ ′
i(x)Ẑi(x). Doing that, however, would lead to missing all-plus and all-minus

helicity amplitudes, as well as the cut-non-constructible parts of other amplitudes. The reason for that
is virtually the same as in the MHV theory, see the discussion in [26].

Following the standard procedure, we compute the generating functional using the saddle point
approximation. Expanding up to the second order in fields around a ”minimum” we obtain

S[Z] +

ˆ

d4xTrĴi(x)Â
i[Z](x) = S[Zc] +

ˆ

d4xTrĴi(x)Â
i[Zc](x)

+

ˆ

d4xTr
(
Ẑi(x) − Ẑi

c(x)
)( δS[Zc]

δẐi(x)
+

ˆ

d4y Ĵk(y)
δÂk[Zc](y)

δẐi(x)

)

+
1

2

ˆ

d4xd4yTr
(
Ẑi(x)− Ẑi

c(x)
)( δ2S[Zc]

δẐi(x)δẐj(y)

+

ˆ

d4z Ĵk(z)
δ2Âk[Zc](z)

δẐi(x)δẐj(y)

)(
Ẑj(y)− Ẑj

c (y)
)
. (42)

The field configurations at the saddle point Zc is given by the classical EOMs

δS[Z•
c , Z

⋆
c ]

δẐ•(x)
+

ˆ

d4y

[
Ĵ•(y)

δÂ•[Z•
c , Z

⋆
c ](y)

δẐ•(x)
+ Ĵ⋆(y)

δÂ⋆[Z•
c , Z

⋆
c ](y)

δẐ•(x)

]∣∣∣∣∣
Ẑ=Ẑc

= 0 , (43)

δS[Z•
c , Z

⋆
c ]

δẐ⋆(x)
+

ˆ

d4y

[
Ĵ•(y)

δÂ•[Z•
c , Z

⋆
c ](y)

δẐ⋆(x)
+ Ĵ⋆(y)

δÂ⋆[Z•
c , Z

⋆
c ](y)

δẐ⋆(x)

]∣∣∣∣∣
Ẑ=Ẑc

= 0 . (44)
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The classical solution Zc has to be understood as a functional of external sources, Zc = Zc[J ]. Per-
forming the Gaussian integration we get

Z[J ] ≈
[
det M

]− 1
2

exp

{
i

(
S[Zc] +

ˆ

d4xTrĴi(x)Â
i[Zc](x)

)}
, (45)

where the matrix under the determinant is

M[J ] = MZ-field[J ] + Msrc[J ] , (46)

with

MZ-field
IK [J ] =




δ2S[Zc]
δZ•IδZ⋆K

δ2S[Zc]
δZ•IδZ•K

δ2S[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ⋆K

δ2S[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ•K


 , (47)

and

Msrc
IK [J ] =



J⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ⋆K + J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ⋆K J⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ•K + J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ•K

J⋆L
δ2A⋆L[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ⋆K + J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ⋆K J⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ•K + J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ•K


 . (48)

Above we use the collective indices introduced earlier. The first matrix MZ-field accommodates the
vertices of the Z-field theory alone. If using the naive approach for computing one loop effective action
(i.e. without transforming the source term) only this matrix would contribute to the determinant.
However, because we also transformed the current term, we also have the second, source-dependent
matrix Msrc. We shall explicitly obtain the terms appearing in both matrices further below, but for
now we do not need its explicit form. Rewriting the determinant as an exponential of the trace we
have

Z[J ] ≈ exp

{
iS [Zc [J ]] + i

ˆ

d4xTrĴi(x)Â
i[Zc[J ]](x) −

1

2
Tr lnM[J ]

}
. (49)

The loop diagrams are generated by the log term. If one is interested only in the loop topologies and
not the Green functions, it is convenient to consider the one-loop effective action that is obtained by
the Legendre transformation

Γ[Zc] = W [J ]−
ˆ

d4xTrĴi(x)Â
i
c[Zc](x) , where W [J ] = −i ln [Z[J ]] . (50)

The above expression for Γ[Zc] is a functional of classical fields only whereas, the generating function
Z[J ] is a functional of only sources; recall that in the latter, for the fields Zc one should replace
the classical current-dependent solutions to Eqs.(43)-(44), which is rather challenging. This would
be appropriate if computing the generating functional Z[J ]. Here, instead, we are interested in the
one-loop effective action Γ[Zc], that gives the loop contributions. Therefore, we have to eliminate the
explicit current dependence in favour of the classical fields. The most straightforward way to do that
is by rewriting the classical EOMs Eqs.(43)-(44) in terms of the Yang-Mills EOM as shown below

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L
= −J⋆L ,

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L
= −J•L . (51)

Above notation means that one takes the Yang-Mills action on the light cone (7), derives it functionally
over a field, and substitutes the field transformation solutions Â(x) −→ Â[Z](x) using Eqs. (16)-
(17). Unfortunately, this explicitly introduces the Yang-Mills vertices outside the loops, but they are
necessary to make the logarithm term quantum-complete. As discussed in the introduction to this
Section, alternatively, we could follow the procedure of [26] used for the quantum MHV action, i.e.
start with the Yang-Mills action, derive the one-loop effective action with Yang-Mills vertices, apply
the field transformation to obtain Eq.(39) (see Appendix D). That way, however, the Z-field theory
vertices would not be explicit in the loop.
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Now, substituting Z[J ] to the expression Eq. (50) we get

Γ[Zc] = S [Zc] + i
1

2
Tr lnM[J [Zc]] , (52)

where J [Zc] is the solution of equation Eq. (51).
We now proceed to discussing the content of the one loop partition function (or effective action).

The log term is fairly complicated. In order to study its content, let us note that it can be rewritten
as (dropping the functional dependence on the fields Zc for compactness)

Tr lnM = Tr lnM•⋆ +Tr ln
(
M⋆• −M⋆⋆M

−1
•⋆ M••

)
, (53)

where M•⋆ = M⋆• correspond to the diagonal blocks of the matrix Eq. (46), M⋆⋆ to the bottom-left
and M•• to top-right. For example, for the first term we have, more explicitly,

Tr ln (M⋆•)IK = Tr ln

{
δ2S[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
− δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
− δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K

}
. (54)

Using the collective index notation for the Z-field action S[Zc]

S[Zc] = −Z⋆L
c �LJZ

•J
c −

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}

− · · · −︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

+ · · · +︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−m

m∏

i=1

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+1

Z•Jk
c . (55)

we get (see Appendix C)

Tr ln (M•⋆)IK = Tr ln

[
−�

{
δIK+

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

m(n−m) U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}
− ··· −+ ···+

(
1

�

)

IP

δKJ1
δPJm+1

m∏

i=2

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+2

Z•Jk
c +

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

+
δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

}]
,

= Tr ln{−�IK}+Tr ln

{
δIK +

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

m(n−m) U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}
− ···−+ ···+

(
1

�

)

IP

δKJ1
δPJm+1

m∏

i=2

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+2

Z•Jk
c +

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

+
δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

}
. (56)

The first logarithm on the R.H.S. of Eq. (56) is field independent and can be discarded. Note, that
the remaining terms are equipped with a propagator which following the Feynman rules is necessary
to connect the vertices as well as form loops when traced over. Expanding the logarithm up to the
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second order in fields, the expansion reads (see details in Appendix C)

Tr

[{
−

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c −�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c + 4

U{KJ1}{PJ2}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Λ
L{K}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 2

Λ
L{KJ2}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ2J1

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+ 2

Ξ
L{PJ2}{K}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2

Ξ
L{P}{KJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}

− 1

2

{
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
•J1
c Z•J2

c +
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

+�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
⋆J1
c Z•J2

c +�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}]
,

(57)

where U{KJ1}{PJ2}
−−++ is the 4-point MHV interaction vertex in the Z-field action Eq. (55) and Ξ

L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i ,

Λ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i are the kernels of the solution Eqs. (16)-(17) expressed in terms of the collective

indices as shown below

A•L[Zc] =
∞∑

n=1

n∑

i=1

Ξ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i

i∏

k=1

Z•Jk
c

n∏

l=i+1

Z⋆Jl
c , (58)

A⋆L[Zc] =
∞∑

n=1

n∑

i=1

Λ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i

i∏

k=1

Z⋆Jk
c

n∏

l=i+1

Z•Jl
c . (59)

The second logarithm in Eq. (53) is even more complicated. Up to second order in fields it reads
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(see Appendix C)

Tr ln
(
M•⋆ −M••M

−1
⋆• M⋆⋆

)∣∣
2nd

= Tr

[{
−

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c −�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c

−
(
2
Λ
L{K}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 2

Λ
L{KJ2}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ2J1

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+ 2

Ξ
L{PJ2}{K}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2

Ξ
L{P}{KJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

+ 4
U{KJ1}{PJ2}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c − 4
Ξ
L1{PK1}
2,0

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{P1K}
2,0

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

}

− 1

2

{
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
•J1
c Z•J2

c +
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

+�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
⋆J1
c Z•J2

c +�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}]
.

(60)

Except for one term (the last term in the 6th line above), all the others are the same in Eq. (60) and
Eq. (57). Thus adding them and tracing over the differentiated legs we get

Tr lnM

∣∣∣∣∣
2nd

= −2
Λ
L{I}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c − 2�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{I}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c

−
(
4
Λ
L{I}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 + 2
Λ
L{I}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 + 2

Λ
L{I}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

+
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{I}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Ξ
L{P}{I}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 + 2

Ξ
L{P}{I}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 4

Ξ
L{P}{IJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

+�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{I}
1,1

�K1P1

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
−8

U{IJ1}{PJ2}
−−++

�IP

+4
Ξ
L1{PK1}
2,0

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{P1I}
2,0

�K1P1

�L2J2+2
Λ
L{I}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J2}{J1}
1,1 +4

Λ
L{IJ1}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ2

+2
Λ
L{I}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ1J2
+2

Ξ
L{P}{I}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +2

Ξ
L{P}{I}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+4

Ξ
L{PJ2}{I}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

+
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J2�L2J1

Ξ
L2{P1}{I}
1,1

�K1P1

+�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

Λ
L2{I}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c . (61)
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The above expression represents all the one-loop contributions up to two points originating from the log
term in Eq. (52). The first two terms are the tadpoles and the remaining are the terms contributing
to the three types of gluon self-enegies: (++), (−−), and (−+) respectively. We represent these
diagrammatically in Figure 12.

Notice, in Eq. (61) there are essentially two types of contributions. One involves only the interaction
vertex from the Z-field action. This is the first term in line 6 of Eq. (61). All the remaining terms
involve the kernels Λi,j and/or Ξi,j . All these terms would be missing had we developed loops using
the Z-field action alone or equivalently the so-called ”naive” approach discussed at the beginning of
this section because in that case the only matrix entering the log term would be the one involving the
second order derivatives of the Z-field action Eq. (47). In addition, there is one more class of terms
that would be missing. These appear when we go to higher multiplicity one-loop contributuions. These
terms mix the interaction vertices of the Z-field action with the kernels Λi,j and/or Ξi,j . We represent
these three sets of terms originating from the log term in Eq. (46) in Figure 13 for a generic higher
multiplicity one-loop case.

We see, that, in addition to Z-field theory vertices (that include the MHV, MHV, and NkMHV
vertices), we have the kernels Λi,j and Ξi,j that would give rise to the self-dual and anti-self dual
vertices in the loop. Let us note, that this is thanks to the source-dependent matrix. The proof of
that fact is provided in Appendix D. Below we provide a more intuitive discussion of the necessity to
transform the current dependent term to account for the missing loop contributions.

4.2 Equivalence of the two actions

Given the structure of the log terms, we see, that the presence of the self-dual and anti-self dual vertices
i.e. V−++, V−−+ in the loop is not as explicit in Eq. (52) as it is in Eq. (39). In the latter, these vertices
directly enter the loop formation whereas in the former, the Z-field interaction vertices and the kernels
Λi,j and Ξi,j form the loops. Note, however, as demonstrated in [34, 35, 9], the kernels Λi,j and Ξi,j

essentially resum all the tree level connections involving the self-dual and anti-self dual vertices V−++,
V−−+. Therefore, the presence of the second and the third type of the terms in Figure 13 involving
the kernels Λi,j and Ξi,j in the loop does provide a qualitative assurance that the interaction vertices
of the self-dual and the anti-self-dual sectors of the Yang-Mills are indeed present in the log term of
Eq. (52).

Indeed, in Appendix D, we show that the two one-loop effective actions given in Eq. (52) and
Eq. (39) are equivalent. We start with the one-loop action Eq. (52) derived in the previous section,
and then using the properties of the canonical transformation Eq. (15), we show that it can be re-
written as the action in Eq. (39) modulo a field-independent volume divergent factor which does
not contribute to amplitude computations. Given that the classical action S[Z] is the same in both
the actions, the equivalence implies that the log term in the two actions can be converted into one
another. This means the self-dual and the anti-self-dual interaction vertices should indeed originate
from the Λi,j and Ξi,j because the Z-field action does not have these. This, in turn, also reinforces the
importance of the source-matrix Eq. (48) in the log term of Eq. (15) which in our approach originates
from transforming the source term in the generating functional for the Yang-Mills Greens function
Eq. (40).

An important outcome of the above result is that the quantum corrections of the self-dual and the
anti-self-dual sectors of the Yang-Mills, i.e. one-loop amplitudes where all the gluons have the same
helicities, are both contained in the term shown in the middle in Figure 13. In general, this term
accounts for all the one-loop corrections involving only the self-dual and the anti-self-dual interaction
vertices in the loop. The third term in Figure 13 mixes these two sectors with the Z-field interaction
vertices.

We expect the the one-loop effective action Eq. (52) to be ”quantum complete”, i.e. there are no
missing loop contributions. This follows from the equivalence of the Eq. (52) and Eq. (39). It was
shown in [10] that the latter gives the correct 4-point amplitudes, including the rational ones.
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Figure 12: All the one-loop contributions up to two points originating from the log term in Eq. (52). The
first two terms are the tadpoles. Ξi,j and Λi,j are the kernels in Eqs. (18)-(19) and Z•, Z⋆ is the plus and
minus helicity fields, respectively, in the action Eq. (4). The double line represents that the incoming leg of
the kernel has been contracted with the inverse propagator: �Λi,j and �Ξi,j . The remaining are the one-loop
terms contributing to the three types of gluon self-enegies: (++), (−−), and (−+) respectively
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Figure 13: The three types of loop diagrams originating from the log term in Eq. (52). First involves only the
Z-field interaction vertices U in the loop. The second involves only the kernels Λi,j and/or Ξi,j Eqs. (19)-(18)
in the loop. The third mixes the Z-field interaction vertices with the kernels Λi,j and/or Ξi,j in the loop.

Let us see directly how the full field-transformed partition function Eq. (41) with the transformed
current term brings in the contributions from both self-dual and anti-self dual sectors.

Consider an n-point Green’s function generated by the functional Eq. (41)

Ĝj1...jn(x1, . . . , xn) = 〈0|T {Âj1 [Z](x1)Â
j2 [Z](x2) . . . Â

jn [Z](xn)e
i S[Z]}|0〉 , (62)

where ji = •, ⋆ are helicity projections of the fields. The ordinary gluon field A are expanded in Z
fields using Eqs. (16)-(17). To first order in Z fields we have

Ĝj1...jn
(I) (x1, . . . , xn) = 〈0|T {Ẑj1(x1)Ẑ

j2(x2) . . . Ẑ
jn(xn)e

i S[Z]}|0〉 . (63)

This contribution to the full Green’s function accounts only for contributions (tree and loop) that
are made of Z-field theory vertices. For example, the connected component of the following Green’s
function, that would generate all-same-helicity amplitude, is zero both at tree and loop level,

Ĝ⋆⋆···⋆
(I) (x1, . . . , xn) = 〈0|T {Ẑ⋆(x1)Ẑ

⋆(x2) . . . Ẑ
⋆(xn)e

i S[Z]}|0〉 .
= 0 , (64)

as there is no way of connecting the set of same-helicity Z fields by the vertices in the Z-field action.
But the full Green’s function contains also other terms contributing to the same helicity configuration.
For example, expanding the fields to second order we get a contribution

Ĝ⋆⋆···⋆
(IIa) (x1, . . . , xn) =
ˆ

d4y11d
4y12 . . . d

4yn1d
4yn2 Tr{ta1 . . . tan}Λa1b11b12

1,1 (x1; y11, y12) . . .Λ
anbn1bn2
1,1 (xn; yn1, yn2)

〈0|T {Zb11⋆(y11)Z
b12•(y12)Z

b21⋆(y21)Z
b22•(y22) . . . Z

bn1⋆(yn1)Z
bn2•(yn2)e

i S[Z]}|0〉 . (65)

Applying the Wick theorem to pairs of Z fields of the opposite helicity we get the loop contribution
to all-same-helicity amplitude. As a matter of fact these contributions can be mapped to the ordi-
nary Yang-Mills diagrams contribution to same-helicity amplitudes. Indeed, application of the inverse
propagator to external legs (LSZ reduction) will convert the Λ1,1 kernels to triple gluon vertices (see
for example discussion in [35]).

5 Discussion and Conclusions

In this work, our primary objective is to develop quantum corrections to the Z-field action described
in Eq. (4), which itself is not sufficient to compute loop amplitudes, as both the self-dual and anti-
self dual sectors of the Yang-Mills theory are present only on the classical level. We introduce two
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equivalent approaches to achieve this goal. The first approach extends our previous work [26], where
we apply the transformation given by Eq. (15) to the one-loop effective Yang-Mills action Eq. (138)
to obtain the one-loop corrected Z-field action Eq. (39), as detailed in Appendix D. Our result is
”one-loop complete”, with no missing loop contributions, as confirmed through the computation of all
four-point one-loop amplitudes: (+ + ++), (+ + +−), (+ + −−), (+ − −−), and (− − −−), in [10].
As an example, we provide the computation of (− −−−) in Appendix D.

The above approach offers a significant advantage in computing one-loop amplitudes compared to
ordinary Yang-Mills action. This is because the transformation Eq. (15) applied to the log term of the
latter automatically encompasses all tree-level connections involving both the Yang-Mills triple gluon
vertices outside the loops. Whereas in one-loop effective Yang-Mills action Eq. (138), these contribu-
tions must be individually developed by combining the triple gluon vertices in the classical Yang-Mills
action with the log term. Additionally, the transformation substitutes the classical Yang-Mills action in
Eq. (138) with the classical Z-field action, which features more efficient higher multiplicity interaction
vertices, thereby further reducing the number of contributions arising from the interplay between the
classical action and the log term. However, the transformation does not modify the loop structure. As
a result, only Yang-Mills vertices are involved in loop formation, while the Z-field interaction vertices
are exclusively utilized for tree-level connections outside the loop. Therefore, the major focus of this
work is on developing loop corrections such that the Z-field interaction vertices are explicit in the loop
instead of the Yang-Mills vertices.

To achieve this, we developed a new approach which involves transforming the Yang-Mills partition
function Eq. (40), including the source term, and then deriving the one-loop effective Z-field action
Eq. (52) by integrating out the quadratic field fluctuations. This way, the log term of the latter
explicitly includes the Z-field interaction vertices within the loops. A key aspect of this method is
transforming the source term in the partition function Eq. (40), leading to its non-linearity in Z-fields
and the generation of the source matrix Eq. (48) in the log term. This matrix is essential for capturing
the loop contributions that are missing in the Z-field action Eq. (4). We explicitly established this
by verifying the equality between the two one-loop effective actions Eqs. (39) and (52). Since we
confirm the completeness of the former through amplitude calculations, the equivalence implies the
quantum completeness of the latter. The missing contributions stem from the source matrix described
in Eq. (48).

Although Eq. (52) is fully functional, its effectiveness in terms of computing one-loop amplitudes
primarily relies on the representation of source matrix described Eq. (48) in the logarithmic term. In
order to express the source matrix Eq. (48) solely in terms of fields, we replaced the sources using
the Yang-Mills classical EOMs, with Yang-Mills classical fields replaced via the field transformation
(see Eq. (51)). Alternatively, one could attempt to solve the complicated classical EOMs detailed in
Eqs. (43)-(44) to express the sources in terms of Z-fields via the functional derivatives of the Z-field
action. Another option would be to derive a new set of classical EOMs involving the MHV action and
thereby expressing the sources in terms of the MHV action. In each scenario, the form of the source
matrix Eq. (48) would differ, impacting not only the structure of loops but also the number of terms
stemming from the log expansion and thus influencing the efficiency of computation by altering the
number of loop diagrams. Nevertheless, the one-loop actions would remain equivalent.

The representation we used for the source matrix Eq. (48) suffers from the proliferation of tadpoles.
To see this consider the diagonal blocks of the source matrix Eq. (48). These read:

(Msrc
IK [J ])•⋆ = J⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
+ J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
. (66)

After substituting for the sources using Eq. (51) and factoring out the inverse propagator we get
(
1

�

)

IP

(Msrc
PK [J ])•⋆ =

(
1

�

)

IP

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K
+

(
1

�

)

IP

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K
. (67)

Consider the terms involving only the second order expansion of the A-field in terms of the Z-fields using
Eqs. (16)-(17). Tracing over the differentiated legs of these second order terms, as stated previously,
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gives rise to the tadpoles

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

+
δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

. (68)

The two types of tadpoles are contracted with the functional derivatives of the Yang-Mills action.
Substituting for these using Eqs (101)-(102) we get

{
−�LJA

•J [Zc]− (V−++)LJQ A•J [Zc]A
•Q[Zc]

− 2 (V−−+)LQJ A⋆Q[Zc]A
•J [Zc]− 2 (V−−++)LQJR A⋆I [Zc]A

•J [Zc]A
•R[Zc]

}
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

+

{
−�LJA

⋆J [Zc]− 2 (V−++)JLQ A⋆J [Zc]A
•Q[Zc]

− (V−−+)QJL A⋆Q[Zc]A
⋆J [Zc]− 2 (V−−++)QJLR A⋆Q[Zc]A

⋆J [Zc]A
•R[Zc]

}
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

. (69)

Each of the A-fields in the aforementioned expression can be further decomposed into Z-fields using
Eqs (58)-(59). Consequently, we observe that any one-loop amplitude calculation will entail a substan-
tial number of contributions stemming from the expression above, predominantly comprising tadpoles
(see Figure 14), some of which we consider as unphysical and thus should be disregarded. Unfortu-
nately, we are not aware of any apriori constraint that would circumvent such terms. Identifying an
alternative representation for the source matrix that encompasses mostly physical contribution is one
of the potential directions of a future research.

Besides developing quantum corrections to the Z-field action, in this work, we report the newly
observed correspondence between the Delannoy numbers D(n,m) and the number of contributing
diagrams required for computing split-helicity tree-level amplitudes with n + 2 positive and m +
2 negative helicities using the Z-field action. We attribute this correlation solely to the nature of
interaction vertices present in the action.

An interesting future research direction would be to prove that our action provides, in the on-shell
limit, a novel twistor space prescription utilizing curves of different degrees for computing pure gluonic
amplitudes as was conjectured in [7]. In this work, we provide a preliminary exposition of this idea.
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A Definition of Self-Dual and Anti-Self-Dual planes

Self-Dual plane satisfies:

• Any vector Pµ tangent to the plane is light-like P 2 = 0, implying that the plane is a null plane.

• A skew-symmetric bivector defined using a pair of tangent vectors say, Pµ, Qν as follows

Gµν = PµQν − P νQµ , (70)

satisfies the Self-Duality condition

Gµν = ∗Gµν , where ∗Gµν = −iǫµναβG
αβ , (71)

where ∗Gµν is the Hodge dual.

On the other hand, if Gµν , satisfies Anti-Self-Duality condition, then the plane is the Anti-Self-Dual.
These planes are commonly referred to as α, β planes in the twistor space terminology [36].

B Kernels of Ã•[Z•, Z⋆], Ã⋆[Z•, Z⋆] in momentum space

In order to obtain the explicit expressions for the kernels in the expansion of Ã•[Z•, Z⋆] and Ã⋆[Z•, Z⋆]

Ã•
a(x

+;P) =
∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3p1 . . . d
3pn

n∑

i=1

Ξ̃ab1...bn
i,n−i (P;p1, . . . ,pn)

i∏

k=1

Z̃•
bk
(x+;pk)

n∏

l=i+1

Z̃⋆
bl
(x+;pl) , (72)

Ã⋆
a(x

+;P) =
∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3p1 . . . d
3pn

n∑

i=1

Λ̃ab1...bn
i,n−i (P;p1, . . . ,pn)

i∏

k=1

Z̃⋆
bk
(x+;pk)

n∏

l=i+1

Z̃•
bl
(x+;pl) , (73)

one needs to, in principle, solve Eq. (15). There is, however, a simple method to do this. In [9], we
showed that the canonical transformation Eq. (15) from A-fields to the Z-fields is equal to the following
pair of consecutive canonical transformations:

i ) Self-Dual part of the Yang-Mills action to a new kinetic term:

L−+[A
•, A⋆] + L−++[A

•, A⋆] −→ L−+[B
•, B⋆] . (74)

The L.H.S. represents the Self-Dual sector of the Yang-Mills action Eq. (7). The above transfor-
mation is the so-called Mansfield’s transformation [3] and the equations governing it read

B•
a [A

•](x) = Wa
(+)[A](x) , B⋆

a[A
•, A⋆](x) =

ˆ

d3y

[
∂2
−(y)

∂2
−(x)

δWa
(+)[A](x

+;x)

δA•
c(x

+;y)

]
A⋆

c(x
+;y) ,

(75)
where Wa

(+)[A](x) is the Wilson line based functional introduced in Eq. (13). The solutions of

Eq. (75) in momentum space read

Ã•
a(x

+;P) =
∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3p1 . . . d
3pn Ψ̃

a{b1...bn}
n (P; {p1, . . . ,pn})

n∏

i=1

B̃•
bi
(x+;pi) , (76)

Ã⋆
a(x

+;P) =

∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3p1 . . . d
3pn Ω̃

ab1{b2···bn}
n (P;p1, {p2, . . . ,pn})B̃⋆

b1
(x+;p1)

n∏

i=2

B̃•
bi
(x+;pi) ,

(77)
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where the kernels are

Ψ̃a{b1···bn}
n (P; {p1, . . . ,pn}) = −(−g)n−1

ṽ⋆(1···n)1

ṽ⋆1(1···n)

δ3(p1 + · · ·+ pn −P) Tr(tatb1 · · · tbn)
ṽ⋆21ṽ

⋆
32 · · · ṽ⋆n(n−1)

, (78)

Ω̃ab1{b2···bn}
n (P;p1, {p2, . . . ,pn}) = n

(
p+1
p+1···n

)2

Ψ̃ab1···bn
n (P;p1, . . . ,pn) . (79)

Substituting Eqs. (76)-(77) to the Yang-Mills action Eq. (7) derives the MHV action

SMHV [B•, B⋆] =

ˆ

dx+

(
−
ˆ

d3xTr B̂•
�B̂⋆ + L−−+ + · · ·+ L−−+···+ + . . .

)
. (80)

ii ) Anti-Self-Dual part of the MHV action to a new kinetic term:

L−+[B
•, B⋆] + L−−+[B

•, B⋆] −→ L−+[Z
•, Z⋆] . (81)

The above transformation is exactly conjugate • ↔ ⋆ to Eq. (74). Consequently, the transfor-
mation

Z⋆
a [B

⋆](x) = Wa
(−)[B](x) , Z•

a [B
•, B⋆](x) =

ˆ

d3y

[
∂2
−(y)

∂2
−(x)

δWa
(−)[B](x+;x)

δB⋆
c (x

+;y)

]
B•

c (x
+;y) ,

(82)
as well as the solutions

B̃⋆
a(x

+;P) =
∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3p1 . . . d
3pn Ψ̃

a{b1...bn}
n (P; {p1, . . . ,pn})

n∏

i=1

Z̃⋆
bi
(x+;pi) , (83)

B̃•
a(x

+;P) =

∞∑

n=1

ˆ

d3p1 . . . d
3pn Ω̃

ab1{b2···bn}
n (P;p1, {p2, . . . ,pn})Z̃•

b1
(x+;p1)

n∏

i=2

Z̃⋆
bi
(x+;pi) ,

(84)
with

Ψ̃ a{b1···bn}
n (P; {p1, . . . ,pn}) = −(−g)n−1 ṽ(1···n)1

ṽ1(1···n)

δ3(p1 + · · ·+ pn −P) Tr(tatb1 · · · tbn)
ṽ21ṽ32 · · · ṽn(n−1)

. (85)

Ω̃ ab1{b2···bn}
n (P;p1, {p2, . . . ,pn}) = n

(
p+1
p+1···n

)2

Ψ̃ ab1···bn
n (P;p1, . . . ,pn) . (86)

are also conjugate • ↔ ⋆ (with obvious interchange of the fields

{(B̂•, B̂⋆), (Â•, Â⋆)} → {(Ẑ•, Ẑ⋆), (B̂•, B̂⋆)}.

Substituting Eqn. (83)-(84) to the MHV action Eq. (80) we derived the Z-field action Eq. (4) in
[9].

Owing to the above, the simplest way to obtain the kernels in Eqs. (72)-(73) is to substitute
Eqs. (83)-(84) to Eqs. (76)-(77). To do this, we introduce the following notation for the color-ordered
form of any generic kernel

κ̃ a{b1...bm}
m (P; {p1, . . . ,pm}) =

∑

noncyclic
permutations

Tr
(
tatb1 . . . tbm

)
κ
(
1h1 , . . . ,mhm

)
, (87)

where the curly braces on the color and momentum indices on L.H.S. represent the symmetry of the
kernels with respect to the interchange of these indices. On R.H.S. we use numbers i to represent the
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momentum pi and to these numbers, we assign the helicities hi of the associated leg. And the sum is
over non-cyclic permutations of {1, 2, . . .m}.

Now, consider the kernel Ξ̃ in the expansion of Ã•
a to ith order in Z̃• fields and (n− i)th order in

Z̃⋆ fields with the following color-ordering

Ξ̃ab1...bn
i,n−i (P;p1, . . . ,pn) = Tr

(
tatb1 . . . tbn

)
Ξ
(
1+, . . . , i+, (i+ 1)−, . . . , n−

)
. (88)

When substituting Eqs. (84) to Eqs. (76), only one term contributes to the above color-ordered kernel.

It is the term where Ã•
a is expanded to ith order in B̃• fields. Then each of (i − 1) B̃• fields are

expanded to first order in Z̃• whereas the ith B̃• field is expanded to (n− i+ 1)th order consisting of

one Z̃• field and (n− i) Z̃⋆ fields. The kernel therefore reads

Ξ
(
1+, . . . , i+, (i + 1)−, . . . , n−

)
= Ψ

(
1+, . . . , (i− 1)+, [i, . . . , n]+

)
Ω
(
i+, (i+ 1)−, . . . , n−

)
. (89)

Or equivalently,

Ξ̃ab1...bn
i,n−i (P;p1, . . . ,pn) = Ψ̃

a{b1···bi−1bk}
i (P; {p1, . . . ,pi−1,pk})Ω̃ bkbi{bi+1···bn}

n−i+1 (pk;pi, {pi+1, . . . ,pn}) ,
(90)

where [i, . . . , n] ≡ pk ≡ pi+pi+1 · · ·+pn. From above, we see that the kernel Ξ̃ is symmetric under the
interchange of the color and momentum indices associated with either the plus helicity fields (among
themselves) or the minus helicity fields. Therefore, it is suitable to use

Ξ̃ab1...bn
i,n−i (P;p1, . . . ,pn) = Ξ̃

a{b1...bi}{bi+1...bn}
i,n−i (P; {p1, . . . ,pi}, {pi+1 . . .pn}) . (91)

Substituting Eqs. (78),(86) to Eq. (90) we get

Ξ̃
a{b1...bi}{bi+1...bn}
i,n−i (P; {p1, . . . ,pi}, {pi+1 . . .pn}) = −(−g)n−1 δ3(p1+ · · ·+pn−P) Tr(tatb1 · · · tbn)

ṽ⋆(1···n)1
ṽ⋆1(1···n)

1

ṽ⋆21ṽ
⋆
32 · · · ṽ⋆(i−1)(i−2)ṽ

⋆
(i...n)(i−1)

(
p+i
p+i...n

)
1

ṽ(i+1)iṽ(i+2)(i+1) · · · ṽn(n−1)
. (92)

The above expression represents the explicit form for the kernel in Eq. (72).

Now, for the kernel Λ̃ in the expansion of Ã⋆
a to ith order in Z̃⋆ fields and (n − i)th order in Z̃•

fields, when substituting Eqs. (83)-(84) to Eqs. (77), we get a sum of terms that can contribute. First,

Ã⋆
a is expanded to (n− i+1)th order consisting of one B̃⋆ field and (n− i) B̃• fields. Then the B̃⋆ field

can be expanded to kth order in Z̃⋆ fields and the adjacent B̃• field can be expanded to (i− k + 1)th

order consisting of one Z̃• field and (i− k) Z̃⋆ fields. The remaining B̃• fields are all expanded to first

order in Z̃•. The kernel therefore reads

Λ̃ab1...bn
i,n−i (P;p1, . . . ,pn) = Λ̃

a{b1...bi}{bi+1...bn}
i,n−i (P; {p1, . . . ,pi}, {pi+1 . . .pn}) ,

= Ω̃
ac1{c2bi+2···bn}
n−i+1 (P;q1, {q2pi+2, . . . ,pn})

i∑

k=1

[
Ψ̃

c1{b1···bk}
k (q1; {p1, . . . ,pk})

× Ω̃
c2bi+1{bk+1···bi}
i−k+1 (q2;pi+1, {pk+1, . . . ,pi})

]
. (93)

The first expression above represents the symmetry with respect to the interchange of indices asso-
ciated with the plus and minus helicity fields (among themselves) via the curly braces. Substituting
Eqs. (79), (85), (86), we get

Λ̃ab1...bn
i,n−i (P;p1, . . . ,pn) = (−g)n−1 δ3(p1 + · · ·+ pn −P) Tr(tatb1 · · · tbn)

i∑

k=1

(
p+1···k
p+1···n

)
1

ṽ⋆(k+1...i+1)(1···k)ṽ
⋆
(i+2)(k+1···i+1)ṽ

⋆
(i+3)(i+2) · · · ṽ⋆n(n−1)

ṽ(1···k)1

ṽ1(1···k)

1

ṽ21ṽ32 · · · ṽk(k−1)

(
p+i+1

p+k+1···i+1

)2
ṽ(k+1···i+1)(k+1)

ṽ(k+1)(k+1···i+1)

1

ṽ(k+2)(k+1) · · · ṽ(i+1)i
. (94)
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The above expression represents the explicit form for the kernel in Eq. (73).

C Expansion of the log term

In this appendix, we expand the following

Tr lnM = Tr lnM•⋆ +Tr ln
(
M•⋆ −M••M

−1
⋆• M⋆⋆

)
, (95)

up to second order in fields and in the process highlight the approach following which one can compute
higher point one-loop contributions. A priori, we expect this expansion to consist of tadpoles and
bubble topologies.

Let us begin with the first term on the R.H.S. It reads

Tr ln (M•⋆)IK = Tr ln

{
δ2S[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
+ J⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
+ J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K

}
. (96)

S[Zc] is the Z-field action which in the collective index notation reads

S[Zc] = −Z⋆L
c �LJZ

•J
c −

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}

− · · · −︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

+ · · · +︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−m

m∏

i=1

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+1

Z•Jk
c . (97)

Differentiating the above with respect to Z•I and Z⋆K we get

δ2S[Z]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
= −�IK −

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

m(n−m) U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}
− ··· −+ ···+ δKJ1

δIJm+1

m∏

i=2

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+2

Z•Jk
c . (98)

For the auxiliary sources, we have the following relations

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L
= −J⋆L ,

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L
= −J•L . (99)

Substituting the above along with Eq. (98) to Eq. (96) and factoring out the inverse propagator we
get

Tr ln

[
−�

{
δIK +

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

m(n−m) U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}
− ···−+ ···+

(
1

�

)

IP

δKJ1
δPJm+1

m∏

i=2

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+2

Z•Jk
c

+
δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

+
δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

}]
. (100)

For the first order derivative of the Yang-Mills action, we have the following expression

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L
= −�LJA

•J [Zc]− (V−++)LJK A•J [Zc]A
•K [Zc]− 2 (V−−+)LKJ A⋆K [Zc]A

•J [Zc]

− 2 (V−−++)LIJK A⋆I [Zc]A
•J [Zc]A

•K [Zc] , (101)

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L
= −�LJA

⋆J [Zc]− 2 (V−++)JLK A⋆J [Zc]A
•K [Zc]− (V−−+)KJL A⋆K [Zc]A

⋆J [Zc]

− 2 (V−−++)IJLK A⋆I [Zc]A
⋆J [Zc]A

•K [Zc] , (102)
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where

A⋆L[Zc] =

∞∑

n=1

n∑

i=1

Λ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i

i∏

k=1

Z⋆Jk
c

n∏

l=i+1

Z•Jl
c , (103)

and

A•L[Zc] =

∞∑

n=1

n∑

i=1

Ξ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i

i∏

k=1

Z•Jk
c

n∏

l=i+1

Z⋆Jl
c . (104)

Differentiating Eqs. (103)-(104) with respect to Z•I and Z⋆K we get

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
=

∞∑

n=2

n−1∑

i=1

i(n− i)Λ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i δKJ1

δIJi+1

i∏

k=2

Z⋆Jk
c

n∏

l=i+2

Z•Jl
c , (105)

and
δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
=

∞∑

n=2

n−1∑

i=1

i(n− i)Ξ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i δIJ1

δKJi+1

i∏

k=2

Z•Jk
c

n∏

l=i+2

Z⋆Jl
c . (106)

Now, let us consider the last two terms in Eq. (100) one by one. For the first term, combining
Eq. (101) and Eq. (105) reads

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

=

{
−�LJA

•J [Zc]− (V−++)LJQ A•J [Zc]A
•Q[Zc]

− 2 (V−−+)LQJ A⋆Q[Zc]A
•J [Zc]− 2 (V−−++)LQJR A⋆I [Zc]A

•J [Zc]A
•R[Zc]

}

{
∞∑

n=2

n−1∑

i=1

i(n− i)Λ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i δKJ1

δPJi+1

�IP

i∏

k=2

Z⋆Jk
c

n∏

l=i+2

Z•Jl
c

}
. (107)

Substituting Eqs. (103)-(104) on the R.H.S we get

{
−�LJZ

•J
c −�LJΞ

J{J1}{J2}
1,1 Z•J1

c Z⋆J2
c −�LJΞ

J{J1J2}
2,0 Z•J1

c Z•J2
c

− (V−++)LJQ Z•J
c Z•Q

c − 2 (V−−+)LQJ Z⋆Q
c Z•J

c − 2 (V−−++)LQJR Z⋆Q
c Z•J

c Z•R
c + . . .

}

{
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

+ 2
Λ
L{K}{PL3}
1,2

�IP

Z•L3
c + 2

Λ
L{KL2}{P}
2,1

�IP

Z⋆L2
c + . . .

}
(108)

where we used the identity Ξ
J{K}
1,0 = Λ

J{K}
1,0 = δJK . The dots represent higher order terms in fields.

Up to the second order in fields, the above expansion reads

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

∣∣∣∣
2nd

=

{
−

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c

−
[
2
Λ
L{K}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

]
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
[
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 2

Λ
L{KJ2}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ2J1

]
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}
. (109)
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Repeating the above steps for the other term, we get

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

=

{
−�LJA

⋆J [Zc]− 2 (V−++)JLQ A⋆J [Zc]A
•Q[Zc]

− (V−−+)QJL A⋆Q[Zc]A
⋆J [Zc]− 2 (V−−++)QJLR A⋆Q[Zc]A

⋆J [Zc]A
•R[Zc]

}

{
∞∑

n=2

n−1∑

i=1

i(n− i)Ξ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i

δPJ1

�IP

δKJi+1

i∏

k=2

Z•Jk
c

n∏

l=i+2

Z⋆Jl
c

}
. (110)

After that we substitute Eqs. (103)-(104) on the R.H.S

{
−�LJZ

⋆J
c −�LJΛ

J{J1}{J2}
1,1 Z⋆J1

c Z•J2
c −�LJΛ

J{J1J2}
2,0 Z⋆J1

c Z⋆J2
c − 2 (V−++)J1LJ2

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

− (V−−+)J1J2L
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c + . . .

}{
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

+ 2
Ξ
L{P}{KL1}
1,2

�IP

Z⋆L1
c + 2

Ξ
L{PL1}{K}
2,1

�IP

Z•L1
c + . . .

}
.

(111)

And finally, collecting terms up to second order in fields, we get

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

∣∣∣∣
2nd

=

{
−�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c

−
[
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+ 2

Ξ
L{PJ2}{K}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

]
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
[
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2

Ξ
L{P}{KJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

]
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}
. (112)

Substituting Eqs. (109)-(112) to Eq. (100), up to second order in fields we have

Tr ln

[
δIK +

{
−

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c −�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c + 4

U{KJ1}{PJ2}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Λ
L{K}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 2

Λ
L{KJ2}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ2J1

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+ 2

Ξ
L{PJ2}{K}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2

Ξ
L{P}{KJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c + . . .

}]
.

(113)

Above, we factored out Tr ln(−�) as an infinite constant and we ignored it. The dots represent higher
order terms in fields starting with 3-point. Notice, the last term in the first line above represents the
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term originating from second order differentiation of the Z-field action. The log can be expanded into
a series using

ln (1 + x) =

∞∑

k=1

(−1)k+1

k
xk . (114)

Up to second order in fields, the expansion reads

Tr

[{
−

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c −�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c + 4

U{KJ1}{PJ2}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Λ
L{K}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 2

Λ
L{KJ2}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ2J1

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+ 2

Ξ
L{PJ2}{K}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2

Ξ
L{P}{KJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}

− 1

2

{
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
•J1
c Z•J2

c +
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

+�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
⋆J1
c Z•J2

c +�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}
+. . .

]
.

(115)

We now consider the second term in Eq. (95)

Tr ln
(
M•⋆ −M••M

−1
⋆• M⋆⋆

)
. (116)

We already derived the expression for the expansion of the first matrix M•⋆ in the log above. Up to
the second order in fields, the expansion is given in the square brackets in Eq. (115). Let us therefore
focus on the remaining three matrices. Factoring our the inverse propagators from M•⋆ (cf. Eq. (100))
”equips” each matrix in the second term with a propagator

Tr ln

[
−�

{(−1

�

)
M•⋆ −

(−1

�

)
M••

(−1

�
M⋆•

)−1(−1

�

)
M⋆⋆

}]
. (117)

Let us begin with the first matrix in the second term above

(−1

�

)

IP

(M••)PK =

(−1

�

)

IP

{
δ2S[Zc]

δZ•P δZ•K
+ J⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ•K
+ J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ•K

}
. (118)

Differentiating S[Zc] with respect to Z•P and Z•K we get

−1

� IP

δ2S[Z]

δZ•P δZ•K
=

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

(n−m)(n−m−1) U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}

− · · · −︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

+ · · · +︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−m

δPJm+1

�IP

δKJm+2

m∏

i=1

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+3

Z•Jk
c .

(119)
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Considering terms up to second order in fields we have

−1

� IP

δ2S[Z]

δZ•P δZ•K

∣∣∣∣
2nd

= 2
U{J1J2}{PK}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c . (120)

For the second term in Eq. (118), we require

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ•K
=

∞∑

n=3

n−2∑

i=1

(n− i)(n− i− 1)Λ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i δIJi+1

δKJi+2

i∏

k=1

Z⋆Jk
c

n∏

l=i+3

Z•Jl
c . (121)

Combining the above with the source J⋆L using Eq.(99) and Eq. (101), up to second order in fields we
get

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ•K

(
1

�

)

IP

∣∣∣∣
2nd

=

{
− 2�LJ1

Λ
L{J2}{PK}
1,2

�IP

Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}
. (122)

For the last term in Eq. (118), we require

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ•K
=

∞∑

n=2

n∑

i=2

i(i− 1)Ξ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i δIJ1

δKJ2

i∏

k=3

Z•Jk
c

n∏

l=i+1

Z⋆Jl
c . (123)

Repeating the same steps, up to the second order in fields we get

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•P δZ•K

(
1

�

)

IP

∣∣∣∣
2nd

=

{
− 2

Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJZ
⋆J
c

−
(
2
Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 4

Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−++)J1LJ2
+ 6�LJ1

Ξ
L{PKJ2}
3,0

�IP

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 + 2

Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2�LJ1

Ξ
L{PK}{J2}
2,1

�IP

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}
. (124)

Now for the inverse of the matrix, we employ the following strategy. Already from Eq. (115), we
know that

(−1

�
M⋆•

)

IK

∣∣∣∣
2nd

= δIK +

{
−

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c −�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c + 4

U{KJ1}{PJ2}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Λ
L{K}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 2

Λ
L{KJ2}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ2J1

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+ 2

Ξ
L{PJ2}{K}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2

Ξ
L{P}{KJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}
. (125)

The above expression is of the type (1 + y). One can therefore compute the inverse using the following
series expansion (−1

�
M⋆•

)−1

= (1 + y)
−1

=

∞∑

k=0

(−1)kyk . (126)
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(−1

�

)

IP

(M••)PK

∣∣∣∣
2nd

= −2
Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJZ
⋆J
c

− 2�LJ1

Λ
L{J2}{PK}
1,2

�IP

Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c + 2
U{J1J2}{PK}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
2
Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 4

Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−++)J1LJ2
+ 6�LJ1

Ξ
L{PKJ2}
3,0

�IP

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 + 2

Ξ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2�LJ1

Ξ
L{PK}{J2}
2,1

�IP

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c (127)

For the final matrix in the second term of Eq. (117), we have
(−1

�

)

IP

(M⋆⋆)PK =

(−1

�

)

IP

{
δ2S[Zc]

δZ⋆P δZ⋆K
+ J⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ⋆P δZ⋆K
+ J•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ⋆P δZ⋆K

}
, (128)

where the differentiation of S[Zc] with respect to Z⋆P and Z⋆K reads

δ2S[Z]

δZ⋆IδZ⋆K
= −

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=2

m(m− 1) U{J1...Jm}{Jm+1...Jn}

− · · · −︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

+ · · · +︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−m

δIJ1
δKJ2

m∏

i=3

Z⋆Ji
c

n∏

k=m+1

Z•Jk
c . (129)

Up to the second order in fields, we have

−1

� IP

δ2S[Z]

δZ⋆IδZ⋆K

∣∣∣∣
2nd

= 2
U{PK}{J1J2}
−−++

�IP

Z•J1
c Z•J2

c . (130)

For the remaining two terms, using the following

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ⋆IδZ⋆K
=

∞∑

n=2

n∑

i=2

i(i− 1)Λ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i δIJ1

δKJ2

i∏

k=3

Z⋆Jk
c

n∏

l=i+1

Z•Jl
c , (131)

along with the expression for the source J⋆L following Eq.(99) and Eq. (101), up to second order in
fields we get

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ⋆P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

∣∣∣∣
2nd

=

{
− 2

Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c

−
(
2
Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2
+ 2

Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 + 2�LJ1

Λ
L{PK}{J2}
2,1

�IP

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 4

Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−−+)LJ2J1
+ 6�LJ1

Λ
L{PKJ2}
3,0

�IP

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}
, (132)

and using

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ⋆IδZ⋆K
=

∞∑

n=3

n−2∑

i=1

(n− i)(n− i− 1)Ξ
L{J1...Ji}{Ji+1...Jn}
i,n−i δIJi+1

δKJi+2

i∏

k=1

Z•Jk
c

n∏

l=i+3

Z⋆Jl
c , (133)

along with the expression for the source J•L following Eq.(99) and Eq. (102), up to second order in
fields we get

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ⋆P δZ⋆K

(
1

�

)

IP

∣∣∣∣
2nd

=

{
− 2�LJ1

Ξ
L{J2}{PK}
1,2

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

}
. (134)
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Substituting Eqs. (130), (132) and (134) in Eq. (128) we get

(−1

�

)

IP

(M⋆⋆)PK

∣∣∣∣
2nd

= −2
Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c

− 2�LJ1

Ξ
L{J2}{PK}
1,2

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c + 2
U{PK}{J1J2}
−−++

�IP

Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2
+ 2

Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
2,0 + 2�LJ1

Λ
L{PK}{J2}
2,1

�IP

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
2
Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 + 4

Λ
L{PK}
2,0

�IP

(V−−+)LJ2J1
+ 6�LJ1

Λ
L{PKJ2}
3,0

�IP

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c (135)

Putting everything together, we have

Tr ln
(
M•⋆ −M••M

−1
⋆• M⋆⋆

)∣∣
2nd

= Tr

[{
−

Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJZ
•J
c −�LJ

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

Z⋆J
c
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(
2
Λ
L{K}{PJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

�LJΞ
J{J1J2}
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Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

(V−++)LJ1J2

)
Z•J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Λ
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�IP
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J{J1}{J2}
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Λ
L{KJ2}{P}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1 +
Λ
L{K}{P}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−−+)LJ2J1

)
Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1}{J2}
1,1 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

2 (V−++)J1LJ2
+ 2

Ξ
L{PJ2}{K}
2,1

�IP

�LJ1

)
Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

−
(
Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

�LJΛ
J{J1J2}
2,0 +

Ξ
L{P}{K}
1,1

�IP

(V−−+)J1J2L
+ 2

Ξ
L{P}{KJ1}
1,2

�IP

�LJ2

)
Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

+ 4
U{KJ1}{PJ2}
−−++

�IP

Z⋆J1
c Z•J2

c − 4
Ξ
L1{PK1}
2,0

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{P1K}
2,0

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
⋆J1
c Z•J2

c

}

− 1

2

{
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
•J1
c Z•J2

c +
Λ
L1{K1}{P}
1,1

�IP

�L1J1�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z•J1
c Z⋆J2

c

+�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

Λ
L2{K}{P1}
1,1

�K1P1

�L2J2Z
⋆J1
c Z•J2

c +�L1J1

Ξ
L1{P}{K1}
1,1

�IP

�L2J2

Ξ
L2{P1}{K}
1,1

�K1P1

Z⋆J1
c Z⋆J2

c

}]
.

(136)

D Equivalence of one-loop effective actions

In [26], we developed loop corrections to the MHV action [3] via the one-loop effective action approach.
This approach was slightly different than the one we employed in the current work (cf. Section 4).

In this appendix, employing the approach of [26], we first develop loop corrections to the Z-field
action. Then, we prove that the one-loop effective action obtained in the previous step is equivalent to
Eq. (50) modulo a volume divergent field-independent factor which does not contribute to amplitudes
and can be absorbed into the overall normalization. This will demonstrate the fact that the two ways
of developing one-loop effective action, indeed, result in the same quantity.
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D.1 Rederiving the one-loop effective action

In [26], we employed a simplified approach to developing loop corrections to the MHV action. We
started with the Yang-Mills partition function, expanded it around the classical solution up to the
second order in fields, and integrated out the field fluctuations to obtain the one-loop effective Yang-
Mills partition function. This procedure is symbolically shown below (for further details see [26, 10])

ZYM[J ] =

ˆ

[dA] ei(SYM[A]+
´

d4xTrĴj(x)Â
j(x)) ,

y

ZYM[J ] ≈ exp

{
iSYM[Ac] + i

ˆ

d4xTrĴi(x)Â
i
c(x)

−1

2
Tr ln

[
δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆KδA•J
− δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆KδA⋆L

(
δ2SYM[Ac]

δA•LδA⋆M

)−1
δ2SYM[Ac]

δA•MδA•J

]}
. (137)

After that, we derived the one-loop effective Yang-Mills action ΓYM[Ac] via the Legendre transform of
the generating functional for the connected Green’s function

ΓYM[Ac] = SYM[Ac]

+
i

2
Tr ln

[
δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆KδA•J
− δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆KδA⋆L

(
δ2SYM[Ac]

δA•LδA⋆M

)−1
δ2SYM[Ac]

δA•MδA•J

]
, (138)

where

δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆IδA•J
= −�IJ − 2 (V−++)IJK A•K

c − 2 (V−−+)KIJ A⋆K
c − 4 (V−−++)LIJK A⋆L

c A•K
c , (139)

δ2SYM[Ac]

δA•IδA•J
= −2 (V−++)KIJ A⋆K

c − 2 (V−−++)KLIJ A⋆K
c A⋆L

c , (140)

δ2SYM[Ac]

δA⋆IδA⋆J
= −2 (V−−+)IJK A•K

c − 2 (V−−++)IJKL A•K
c A•L

c . (141)

Above, V−++, V−−+ and V−−++ represent the two triple gluon vertices and the four-point vertex in
the light-cone Yang-Mills action.

Finally, we applied Mansfield’s transformation to Eq. (138) to obtain the MHV action plus one-
loop corrections. This idea can be straightforwardly extended to develop loop corrections to the
Z-field field action. The only change would be that instead of Mansfield’s transformation, we apply
the transformation that derives the Z-field action from the Yang-Mills action to Eq. (138). By doing
this we get [10]

Γ[Zc] = S[Zc] +
i

2
Tr ln

[
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆KδA•J

−δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆KδA⋆L

(
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•LδA⋆M

)−1
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•MδA•J

]
. (142)

Substituting Eqs. (139)-(141) and factoring out the inverse propagator, the log term in Eq. (142)

40



Ψ2

Ψ2

Ψ2−

−

−

−

−

−−

−

−−

−−

−−

−−

− − −k0

k1

k2

k3

q
q

q

qqk0 k0 k0 k0

k3 k3
k3 k3

k2 k2 k2 k2

k1 k1 k1 k1

(−2g)3∼ 2
3

g
2 3(−2g)4∼ −1

2 (−2g)3∼ 2
3

g
2 3 (−2g)3∼ 2

3
g
2 3 (−2g)3∼ 2

3
g
2 3

Ψ2

−−

−−

−

Figure 15: The contributions to the one-loop (−−−−) amplitude originating from the log term in Eq. (138).
Ψ2 is the kernel Eq. (85). q is the loop region momenta whereas the ki represents the region momenta outside
the loop. These are related to the line momenta as p = kright−kleft. Finally, the factor under each contribution
is the symmetry factor associated with it. The origin of each of these is explained in the text.

reads

Tr ln

[{(
δIK+

(
2�−1V−++

)
IKP

A•P [Zc]+
(
2�−1V−−+

)
PIK

A⋆P [Zc]+
(
4�−1V−−++

)
PIKQ

A⋆P [Zc]A
•Q[Zc]

)

×
(
δKJ+

(
2�−1V−++

)
KJR

A•R[Zc]+
(
2�−1V−−+

)
RKJ

A⋆R[Zc]+
(
4�−1V−−++

)
RKJS

A⋆R[Zc]A
•S [Zc]

)}

−
{(

δIK+
(
2�−1V−++

)
IKP

A•P [Zc]+
(
2�−1V−−+

)
PIK

A⋆P [Zc]+
(
4�−1V−−++

)
PIKQ

A⋆P [Zc]A
•Q[Zc]

)

×
( (

2�−1V−−+

)
KLR

A•R[Zc] +
(
2�−1V−−++

)
KLRS

A•R[Zc]A
•S [Zc]

)

×
(
δML+

(
2�−1V−++

)
MLT

A•T [Zc]+
(
2�−1V−−+

)
TML

A⋆T [Zc]+
(
4�−1V−−++

)
TMLU

A⋆T [Zc]A
•U [Zc]

)−1

×
( (

2�−1V−++

)
VMJ

A⋆V [Zc] +
(
2�−1V−−++

)
WV MJ

A⋆W [Zc]A
⋆V [Zc]

)}]
. (143)

The above expression highlights the major drawback of this simplified approach. Notice, the vertices
participating in the loop formation in the log term above are the Yang-Mills vertices. That is, the
Z-field vertices are not explicit in the loop. To avoid this and to make the Z-field vertices explicit in
the loop we derived Eq. (50) following the approach discussed in Section 4.

Except for the above stated drawback, there are no other issues with the one-loop Z-field action
Eq. (142). It is fully operational and has no missing loop contributions. We demonstrate this via a
simple example in the following section.

D.2 One-loop (−−−−) amplitudes

In this section, we compute the (− − −−) one-loop color ordered leading trace amplitude using the
Chakrabarti, Qiu, and Thorn (CQT) regularization scheme [22, 23]. The contributions to this ampli-
tude originate solely from the log term in the one-loop Z-field action Eq. (142). These are shown in
Figure 15. We name the external legs as 1, 2, 3, 4 starting from bottom left in anticlockwise fashion.
Notice that there are no contributions involving the (−−) bubble. This is because the (−−) bubble
is non-zero in the CQT scheme and is explicitly canceled via a counterterm. Also, as visible from
Figure 15, CQT employs the usage of region momenta: q for the region enclosed in the loop, and ki
for the exterior regions. In terms of these, the line momenta is given as p = kright−kleft, where ”right”
and ”left” are defined with respect to the orientation of the line momenta.

Finally, notice each diagram in Figure 15 has an associated overall symmetry factor. The first
factor (−1/2 for the box topology and 2/3 for the triangle topology) originates from the expansion of
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log term. The factor of (−2g)n originates from the n V−−+ vertices in the 1PI one-loop sub-diagram of
the contribution. Lastly, the factor of g/2 for the triangle contributions is associated with the kernel,
and since the triangle ∆−−− is symmetric in the three external legs, we get an additional factor of 3.

In order to compute the diagrams in Figure 15, the essential ingredient is the 1PI triangle ∆−−−.
The latter is computed in the CQT scheme by first expressing the loop integral in terms of the region
momenta and then introducing an exponential cut-off e−δq2

, where q2 = 2q•q⋆, and δ > 0. It is put
to zero at the end. Assuming two external legs of the ∆−−− on-shell, the results reads (for details see
[22, 23]. We computed ∆+++ in a similar fashion in [26])

∆−−−
∣∣
p2
i=0,p2

j=0
= − g3

6π2

(
ṽ⋆ijp

+
j

)3

p+i p
+
j p

+
k p

2
k

. (144)

Above, pi and pj are on-shell and pk is off-shell. Substituting the kernel Λ̃
a{blbm}
2,0 (pk; {pl,pm}) to the

off-shell leg, we can obtain the expression for the triangle contributions in Figure 15. We denote these
as ∆−−−−

ij , where i and j are the external on-shell legs attached to the triangle ∆−−−
ijk . By doing the

substitution, the three triangle contributions in the middle in Figure 15 read (in the same order)

∆−−−−
41 =

−g4

12π2

(
ṽ⋆41p

+
1

)3
p+2

p+1 p
+
2 p

+
3 p

+
4 p

2
14ṽ23

, (145)

∆−−−−
23 =

−g4

12π2

(
ṽ⋆23p

+
3

)3
p+4

p+1 p
+
2 p

+
3 p

+
4 p

2
14ṽ41

. (146)

∆−−−−
12 =

−g4

12π2

(
ṽ⋆12p

+
2

)3
p+3

p+1 p
+
2 p

+
3 p

+
4 p

2
34ṽ34

, (147)

As for the last triangle contribution (i.e. ∆++++
34 ), it gets canceled by a similar contribution originating

from the box reduction [22]. Essentially, the box contribution �
−−−− can be reduced into −∆++++

34

plus additional terms. Therefore summing these two diagrams, the ∆++++
34 explicitly cancels out and

we get

�
−−−− + ∆−−−−

34 =
−g4

12π2

p+1
p+1 p

+
2 p

+
3 p

+
4 ṽ12p

2
14[

ṽ⋆41p
+
1 ṽ

⋆
23p

+
3

(
ṽ⋆41p

+
1 + ṽ⋆23p

+
3

)
+ ṽ⋆34p

+
4

(
ṽ⋆241p

+2
1 + ṽ⋆223p

+2
3

)]
. (148)

The (−−−−) one-loop amplitude is the sum of all the above contributions

A−−−−
one−loop = �

−−−− + ∆−−−−
34 + ∆−−−−

12 + ∆−−−−
41 + ∆−−−−

23 , (149)

which, after a bit of algebra, simplifies to

A−−−−
one−loop =

g4

24π2

ṽ⋆21ṽ
⋆
43

ṽ21ṽ43
. (150)

The above result agrees with the known result.
In fact, in [10], we further computed (−−−+), (−−++), (−+++) and (++++) one-loop color

ordered leading trace amplitude using the one-loop Z-field action Eq. (142) and found agreement with
the known results. This provided a concrete validation of the completeness of the one-loop Z-field
action Eq. (142).
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D.3 Equivalence of one-loop actions

Although there are no missing loop contributions in the one-loop Z-field action Eq. (142), it does not
have the Z-field vertices explicit in the loop. We therefore derived Eq. (50)

Γ[Zc] = S[Zc] + i
1

2
Tr ln

(
MZ

IK

)
, (151)

in Section 4 such that the Z-field interaction vertices are explicit in the loop.
In this section, we prove that the two one-loop Z-field actions given in Eq. (142) and Eq. (151) are

indeed equivalent.
Recall, the matrix MZ

IK in the log term in Eq. (151) has the following explicit form

MZ
IK =




δ2S[Zc]
δZ•IδZ⋆K

δ2S[Zc]
δZ•IδZ•K

δ2S[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ⋆K

δ2S[Zc]
δZ⋆IδZ•K




−




δSYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ⋆K + δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ⋆K

δSYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ•K + δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]
δZ•IδZ•K

δSYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Bc]
δZ⋆IδZ⋆K + δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Bc]
δZ⋆IδZ⋆K

δSYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Bc]
δZ⋆IδZ•K + δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Bc]
δZ⋆IδZ•K




(152)

We know that the Z-field action can be obtained from the light-cone Yang-Mills action via the substi-
tution of the solution (A•[Zc], A

⋆[Zc]) of field transformation to the latter

S[Zc] = SYM[A•[Zc], A
⋆[Zc]] . (153)

Differentiating the L.H.S with respect to Z•I , Z⋆K and using the chain rule on the R.H.S, we can write

δ2S[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
=

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•R

δ2A•R[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
+

δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆R

δ2A⋆R[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K

+
δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[B[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K
+

δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

+
δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA⋆R

δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K
+

δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA⋆R

δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K
. (154)

Using this, the component
(
MZ

IK

)
11

of the matrix MZ
IK can be simplified as follows

(
MZ

IK

)
11

=
δ2S[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
− δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆L

δ2A⋆L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
− δSYM[A[Zc]]

δA•L

δ2A•L[Zc]

δZ•IδZ⋆K
,

=
δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[B[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K
+

δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K
(155)

+
δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA⋆R

δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K
+

δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA⋆R

δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K
.

The first expression above represents the
(
MZ

IK

)
11

component from Eq. (152). The second expression
is obtained by substituting Eq. (154) to the first expression. Notice, the two terms originating from
the source matrix (the second matrix in Eq. (152)) explicitly cancel out.

Repeating the above steps for the remaining components i.e.
(
MZ

IK

)
12
,
(
MZ

IK

)
21
, and

(
MZ

IK

)
22
,

one can see that in each case the two terms originating from the source matrix cancels out. As a result,

43



we get

MIK =




δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[B[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

+ δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA⋆R

δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA⋆R
δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[B[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ•K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ•K

+ δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA⋆R

δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ•K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ•I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA⋆R
δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ•K

δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[B[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

+ δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA⋆R
δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA⋆R
δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ⋆K

δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[B[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ•K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA•R

δA•R[Zc]

δZ•K

+ δA⋆S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆SδA⋆R
δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ•K

+ δA•S [Zc]

δZ⋆I

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•SδA⋆R
δA⋆R[Zc]

δZ•K




. (156)

The complicated looking above matrix can be reduced to the product of the following three matrices

MZ
IK =




δA•S[Zc]
δZ•I

δA⋆S [Zc]
δZ•I

δA•S[Zc]
δZ⋆I

δA⋆S [Zc]
δZ⋆I







δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA•SδA⋆R

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA•SδA•R

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆SδA⋆R

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆SδA•R







δA⋆R[Zc]
δZ⋆K

δA⋆R[Zc]
δZ•K

δA•R[Zc]
δZ⋆K

δA•R[Zc]
δZ•K


 . (157)

Therefore, the determinant reads

detMZ
IK =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δA•S[Zc]
δZ•I

δA⋆S [Zc]
δZ•I

δA•S[Zc]
δZ⋆I

δA⋆S [Zc]
δZ⋆I

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA•SδA⋆R

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA•SδA•R

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆SδA⋆R

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆SδA•R

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δA⋆R[Zc]
δZ⋆K

δA⋆R[Zc]
δZ•K

δA•R[Zc]
δZ⋆K

δA•R[Zc]
δZ•K

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (158)

The determinant of the first and the third matrix is related to the Jacobian of the field transforma-
tion that derives the Z-field action from the Yang-Mills action via a volume divergent field-independent
factor as shown below (for the sake of simplicity we restore the position coordinates and hats over the
fields for color)

JA→Zc ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δÂ•[Zc](x
+;x)

δẐ•(x+;y)

δÂ⋆[Zc](x
+;x)

δẐ•(x+;y)

δÂ•[Zc](x
+;x)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

δÂ⋆[Zc](x
+;x)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= det δ(y+ − x+)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δÂ•[Zc](x)

δẐ•(y)

δÂ⋆[Zc](x)

δẐ•(y)

δÂ•[Zc](x)

δẐ⋆(y)

δÂ⋆[Zc](x)

δẐ⋆(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (159)

The determinant on L.H.S. is the Jacobian JA→Zc for the transformation defined over the constant
light-cone time x+ hypersurface. It is field independent. The factor det δ(y+−x+) is volume divergent
and field independent. Owing to the latter, it does not contribute to amplitude computation and can
therefore be ignored. Thus, we can rewrite Eq. (158) (in collective index notation) as

detMZ
IK =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA•IδA⋆K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA•IδA•K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆IδA⋆K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]
δA⋆IδA•K

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (160)

The determinant in the above expression reads [26]

detMZ
IK = det

[
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆KδA•J

−δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆KδA⋆L

(
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•LδA⋆M

)−1
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•MδA•J

]
. (161)
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Substituting the above to Eq. (151), we get

Γ[Zc] = S[Zc] +
i

2
Tr ln

[
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆KδA•J

−δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆IδA•K

δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA⋆KδA⋆L

(
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•LδA⋆M

)−1
δ2SYM[A[Zc]]

δA•MδA•J

]
. (162)

which is the same as the one-loop Z-field action we obtained via the simplified approach in Eq. (142).
In proving the equivalence, we used the fact that the Jacobian JA→Zc is field independent. This

can also be verified in a different way which utilizes the fact that the Z-field field can be derived from
the light-cone Yang-Mills action in two different ways [9]. First is the direct approach for which the
Jacobian is JA→Zc . The second is via two consecutive canonical transformations. The first transfor-
mation maps the self-dual part of the Yang-Mills action to a free term in the MHV action (Mansfield’s
transformation [3])

L−+[A
•, A⋆] + L−++[A

•, A⋆] −→ L−+[B
•, B⋆] , (163)

The Jacobian for this transformation is

JA→B =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δÂ•(x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;y)
0

δÂ⋆(x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;y)

δÂ⋆(x+;x)

δB̂⋆(x+;y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (164)

and is field independent. The second transformation maps the anti-self-dual part of the MHV action
to the kinetic term in the Z-field action

L−+[B
•, B⋆] + L−−+[B

•, B⋆] −→ L−+[Z
•, Z⋆] , (165)

The Jacobian for this transformation is

JB→Z =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δB̂⋆(x+;x)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)
0

δB̂•(x+;x)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

δB̂•(x+;x)

δẐ•(x+;y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (166)

and is also field independent.
Using chain rule, the Jacobian JA→Z can be rewritten as

JA→Z =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δÂ•[Z](x+;x)

δẐ•(x+;y)

δÂ⋆[Z](x+;x)

δẐ•(x+;y)

δÂ•[Z](x+;x)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

δÂ⋆[Z](x+;x)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δÂ•[B](x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;q)

δB̂•[Z](x+;q)

δẐ•(x+;y)

δÂ⋆[B](x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;q)

δB̂•[Z](x+;q)

δẐ•(x+;y)

δÂ•[B](x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;q)

δB̂•[Z](x+;q)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

δÂ⋆[B](x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;q)

δB̂•[Z](x+;q)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)
+ δÂ⋆[B](x+;x)

δB̂⋆(x+;q)

δB̂⋆[Z](x+;q)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δB̂•(x+;q)

δẐ•(x+;y)
0

δB̂•(x+;q)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

δB̂⋆(x+;q)

δẐ⋆(x+;y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

δÂ•(x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;q)

δÂ⋆(x+;x)

δB̂•(x+;q)

0
δÂ⋆(x+;x)

δB̂⋆(x+;q)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

= JB→Z JA→B . (167)

The R.H.S. is the product of the Jacobians Eqs. (164) and (166), each of which is field independent.

45


	Introduction
	The Wilson line-based action
	Delannoy numbers in tree amplitudes
	Z-field theory at one loop
	One-Loop Effective Action
	Equivalence of the two actions

	Discussion and Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Definition of Self-Dual and Anti-Self-Dual planes
	Kernels of Solu in momentum space
	Expansion of the log term
	Equivalence of one-loop effective actions
	Rederiving the one-loop effective action
	One-loop 4amp amplitudes
	Equivalence of one-loop actions


