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Abstract

Using Lorentz covariant spinor helicity formalism we reorganize the unitary scalar
superfield light-cone path integral for the N'=4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory. In
new variables in the chiral Fourier superspace the quadratic and cubic parts of the clas-
sical action have manifest Lorentz, kinematical and dynamical supersymmetry, with the
exception of terms which contribute only to the contact terms in the supergraphs with
propagators shrinking to a point. These terms have the same structure as supergraphs
with quartic light-cone vertices, which break dynamical supersymmetry. We present evi-
dence that all complicated terms breaking dynamical supersymmetry have to cancel and
therefore can be omitted. It is plausible that the new form of the path integral leads to a
set of relatively simple unitarity based rules with manifest A'=4 supersymmetry.
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1 Introduction

The unitary light-cone superfield path integral for A’=4 SYM is based on the light-cone su-
perfield action [1], [2], [3], [4]. The light-cone superfield action correspond to the choice of the
gauge A, = 0 for the vector field. It has a manifest kinematical supersymmetry, however, the
dynamical and Lorentz symmetries are not manifest. In the Lorentz-covariant gauges there
are 16 supersymmetries, g5 and gua, where a,& = 1,2 and A, B = 1,...,4. These 16 super-
symmetries are split in a Lorentz non-covariant way into 8+8. The first 8§, cjg‘ and ¢op, are
realized manifestly by introducing 8 Grassmann coordinates in the light-cone superspace, 64
and 04. These are called kinematical supersymmetries. They are manifest since the action is
given by an integral over 8 6, § of the Lagrangian which depends on the light-cone superfield
®(x,0,0) and its supercovarinat derivatives. The commutator of two kinematical supersym-
metries is equal to py, i. e. {qf,qw} = 645 p,. The light-cone superspace does not have
Grassmann coordinates associated with dynamical supersymmetry charges q’iA and q;5. They
are called dynamical since the commutator of two dynamical supersymmetries is the light-cone

Hamiltonian, {¢]', 15} = 6”5 % = 045 p_ for massless particles.

The Feynman rules for the light-cone superfields are complicated, not Lorentz covariant,
and they were used mostly to prove the finiteness of the theory [2], [3] rather than for practical
computations.

Here we will try to find a simpler approach to the light-cone path integral relating the action
to the generalization of the Nair-type [5] off shell superfield developing the proposal in [6],[7].
The derivation of the new form of the unitary N'=4 path integral in momentum superspace
requires few steps.

Starting from from the light-cone superfield path integral based on the light-cone superfield
actions [1], [2], [4] the proposal requires a) a change of the Grassmann variable 7 = 2 into
a dimensionless one n = 7(y/py)~" b) a Fourier transform from (z,6) into a chiral Fourier
superspace (p,n) ¢) a rescaling of the original superfield ®(z,0,0) by a factor py. In this way
Lorentz non-covariant factors p,, p,, p, of the cubic vertices are absorbed into the spinor
helicity brackets. The cubic vertices turn out to be given by the off shell generalization of
the familiar 3-point MHV and MHV amplitudes depending on Lorentz covariant angular and
square helicity bracket. In this way, the quadratic and cubic part of the action in new variables
becomes Lorentz covariant, up to a controllable part: §* +8° =S + 82, + SR + S3. The
quartic part of the action S* remains complicated.

We split the Feynman rules into a part (i) where only the simple cubic vertices from S, =

SI%AHV + S&W are used, which have manifest kinematical and dynamical supersymmetry and

Lorentz symmetry, and the rest, part (ii). This part (ii) is complicated, it involves cubic vertices
from S3, S% part of the action and the quartic ones, from S*. Each vertex in part (ii) can be

shown to break dynamical supersymmetry.

Since the computation using only the covariant cubic vertices from S2

© » are relatively simple,

LA particular off shell continuation of the vertices in the spinor helicity formalism was suggested for the
computation of the tree amplitudes in Yang-Mills theory in [g].
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the major problem is to find out the role of the part (ii) in the computations of the on shell
amplitudes. Are all terms in (ii), which individually break dynamical and Lorentz symmetry,
canceling or do they combine into a non-trivial part of the on shell amplitudes? If they would
cancel, it would mean that it is safe to perform the computations with rather simple Feynman
rules in part (i) which have manifest supersymmetry and Lorentz symmetry. However, if the
terms in (ii) combine into a covariant non-vanishing expressions, it would mean that the simple
part of the new path integral is incomplete and one has to compute also the supergraphs with
rather complicated vertices.

We will perform here a computation of the 4-point tree amplitude as a sample of the com-
putation using the new path integral Feynman rules. We will find out that part (i) easily gives
the correct answer in this particular computation. This 4-point computation gives an evidence
that the split of the Feynman rules into a simple covariant part and complicated non-covariant
one may be valid also for tree amplitudes with more legs and more loops. If the complicated
supersymmetry breaking part drops from the result as it does in our example of the 4-point
tree amplitude, it would mean that the new path integral may become an important tool for
the maximally supersymmetric QFT. Much more computations will be required to check if the
simple trend in the 4-point tree supergraph computations will remain valid in more complicated
cases.

It would be interesting also to compare the new path integral rules with the unitarity cut
method [9] which was used successfully in all most advanced computations of the higher loop
diagrams in N'=4 SYM and N'=8 supergravity [10].

2 New form of the N=4 supersymmetric path integral

In the Brink-Lindgren-Nilsson formalism [I] the light-cone action in the real superspace basis
has terms which are quadratic, cubic and quartic in chiral and anti-chiral superfields, ®(x, 0, §)
and ®(x,0,0), respectively.

S[®, ] = S%+ 5% + 51 (2.1)

where

2 3 _ 4 4 4n | Ha

2 1 —oaba 1 - =
Pr — =2 abc _(baq)b Pc _(I)aq)b d°
or (grorwa g wwor)|
(2.2)

1 ~ 1 1 -4 = 1,
Sy = ——g? fobe fade / dz d'0d*0 [ — (90, ) — (D90, P°) + ~D*P°PIP°] (2.3)
2 N o 2
One can see that Lorentz symmetry is broken in the corresponding Feynman rules. Due to the
CPT invariance of the N'=4 supermultiplet the anti-chiral superfield is related to the chiral one
as follows

_ _ 1 _
(x,0%,0,4) = —@a;%ABCDDADBDCDD@(x, 04,0,) (2.4)



Here & = ®9¢* with t* being the generators in the fundamental representation of the SU(V)
group.

We now define the following Fourier transforms of the light-cone superfields consistent with
the constraint (2.4]):

_ 4 —4
¥(o,6,8) =00 [ SR e 5 () o (25)

b+

4 —1

_ —_ 15 d . — .
P(z,0,0) = 6_20-98+/ (27T];4d477 e” 5 (0/p+ — in) <_

P+

) d(p,n) (2.6)

The Lie-algebra valued off-shell superfield ¢(p,n) = ¢*(p,n)t* depends only on physical degrees
of freedom of N'=4 SYM theory:

_ 1 1 1
6 = Ap) +nav(p) + gynansd™ (p) + 5" nansnetn(p) + P nansnon Alp) (2.7)

When p? = 2(pyp_ — pip1) = 0 this superfield is well known and is used to describe the
super-wavefunction of the physical state with the helicity +1. For the path integral where
®(p,n) is the integration variable p?¢(p, n) # 0.

When the Fourier transform of the light-cone action (2.1)) is performed, one finds that the
new form of &% + S3 depending on the Fourier superspace superfield ¢(p,n) is unexpectedly
simple, whereas the quartic S* terms remains complicated.

The new path integral for the generating functional of the on shell amplitudes is given by

piWion(2] = [ a0 i (Stote) +or [ @zon@o-a) . @9

where p?¢(p,n) # 0 and p?¢,(p, ) =0 and z = (p,n) is the 4+4 momentum superspace. The

integration is defined as d8z = d . The action in (Z.8) has terms which are quadratic,
cubic and quartic in superfields gb

S[®, @] = S[p(2)] = S* + S+ S* (2.9)
)

We derive the new form of the action S[¢(2)] in Appendices B and C where the details of the
Fourier transformation from S[®,®] to S[p(z)] are given. Below we present the answer for

Slo(2)]-

2.1 New S? and S°

The quadratic part of the new action is

1 d'p
5 = —5tr [ @20t o(=0) = —tr [ G A+ .. (2.10)
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Here the terms in ... are kinetic terms for the self-dual scalars ¢4? and spinors ¥4, 1) 4.

The cubic terms of the new action are also nice and simple:

S =1tr / ﬁ{d8Zi¢(Zi)} (Vizs + Via3) (2.11)

where
203, p)0 (3 Ami)
Vigg=C (12) (23) (31) (2.12)
and
7 RO p)8 (12 + 23] + [31)m) o1

[12] (23] [31]

Here C' = fcicocs and ¢; = sgn(pyy) for each of the outgoing momenta. Note that in the
off-shell cubic action in (ZII)-(2I3) the fields ¢(z;) are not on shell, each of the three p? is an
integration variable. For a general, not light-like vector we will use two types of spinors, A and
3 -

Pasc = (gocgdc + )\a)\d) (214)

In the context of the light-cone superfields we define them in the Appendix A. One can also
try to use the prescription for the off shell vertices proposed in [§] where A\, = p,an® and n®
is an arbitrary spinor, but here we will first start with the light-cone type prescription in the
Appendix A.

The 3-vertices in ([ZII)-([2.I3) have a dependence on the A(p), A(p) spinors as one can see
in egs. (212)), (213). However, there is also a dependence on &(p), £(p) spinors in of the form

0" (pi)aa = 0 (Z(ﬁa&x + >\a>\a)i> (2.15)

) %

It is therefore important to define the spinors A(p), A(p) which form the helicity brackets and
enter in the Grassmannian delta-functions in (2.12), (Z.13)) as well as the spinors &(p), £(p) which
are required for the momentum conservation d-function. We present the explicit definition of
these spinors in terms of the components of momentum vector appropriate to the light-cone
gaugeﬁ in the Appendix A. In particular, we find that for the off shell fields with p? # 0 there

is a non-vanishing component 11 component of the bilinears of the &-spinors

§i&i = (\};—;) (2.16)

This term is absent when the on-shell supersymmetric 3-point amplitudes are constructed at the
complex momenta as suggested in [I1], [I2], [I3]. The corresponding amplitudes have instead

2Note, however, that when the Feynman supergraphs are computed and the answer for the generating

functional of the on-shell amplitudes, exp iW|[¢;,(2)] in eq. ([23]), is obtained, it depends on A(p), A(p) spinors
for each of the external particles, which are on shell. In this expression there is no need to take any particular

choice of the A(p), A(p) spinors since the answer for the on shell amplitudes is Lorentz covariant.
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of (2.15)) only the A-dependent part, since each p? = 0,

(54 Z(I%)ad) =g (Z()‘axd)z) (2.17)

7

Upon 7-integration our cubic action (Z.IT))-(213) will produce all twelve 3-point couplings
for the vector, spinor and scalar fields corresponding to the light-cone gauge, see for example
eq. (3.13) in the first paper in [1J.

2.2 New S*

The quartic term in the light-cone superfield action S* in eq. (2.3) is not Lorentz invariant
and not supersymmetric under dynamical supersymmetry, it is supersymmetric only under the
kinematical supersymmetry. It is useful to introduce here the following notation:

Vij = Al — Ay (2.18)

and keep in mind that in the light-cone gauge \; = 2%/ 4\/]3 L+ The 4-point interaction in the
action consists of two parts

4
S'=8+S8]= tr/ <H dgzmi) (V! + V), (2.19)
=1

with
2 2T 45 - Di 54 A i1 — —
‘/41:_%( )70 pa)0* (2o Aeis) (Prv — Pav) D3y — Pas) (6 (12) + 5" (0)
D1+DP2+P3+Pa+ (P14 + p2r) (P34 + Pay)
+cycl. (2.20)
and

V2 g% (2m)to (32 p)dt (30, Aaimi)

4 4 4 4
39 DLe P PasDas (6%(121) + 6*(Y13) — 0% (Y1a) — 6 (tha3) + cycld.21)

A direct inspection shows that it breaks dynamical supersymmetry as well as Lorentz sym-
metry.

3 Kinematical, ¢, ¢;, and dynamical, ¢;, i, supersymme-
try

Spinor helicity formalism is often applied in case of all-outgoing particle conventions. This
means that the 4-momenta of some particles are negative since some particles are ingoing. To
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distinguish between particle and antiparticle spinors it has been suggested in [14] to consider an
analytic continuation rule that the change of the momentum sign is realized together with the
change of the holomorphic spinors sign, whereas the non-holomorphic spinors do not change
the sign. For our purpose here, starting from the light-cone superfield action, it is convenient
to take an opposite version of the analytic continuation rule, namely

p——p, Ap)—=A=p), Ap) = —ADp) (3.1)

Thus the non-holomorphic spinors change the sign, whereas the holomorphic spinors do not
change the sign. In case of the light-cone gauge we present the details of such an analytic
continuation in the Appendix A.

Consider the linear transformation of the fields in the action under 16 supersymmetries

. 0
5o(p,n) = (€*qua + €405)0(p,m) = (e*na + 6A%)cb(p, n) . (3.2)
Here P
JAa = AallA = j\aa— , A =)\, , Ea=ENg (3.3)
1A

In the light-cone formulation of [I], the kinematical supersymmetry is g4 and qg‘ and the
dynamical is g4; and qf and

(G4, aBa} = 65 Xada (3.4)
Consider now the supersymmetry variation of the product of n chiral superfields

n

«@ —d_A
0 H ¢(pismi) = (€' Qaa + €4Q4) H ¢ (pis mi) (3.5)
i=1 i
where . .
—A -~ 0
a = )\ia 1A & = >\id 5 3.6
Qa ; niA Q 2 Ny (3.6)

We will find below that S? is invariant under all 16 supersymmetries but the cubic action
82 is invariant only under 8 kinematical supersymmetries.

The cubic action consists of two parts S35y and S2 . We will find that S}, is invariant

under 8+4 supersymmetries, Q 1, and Q 45, however, the remaining 4 dynamical supersymme-

tries Q 4; are broken off shell. For SJ?"JHV the opposite is true, namely, it is invariant under
8+4 supersymmetries, ()44 and @ 42 but the 4 dynamical supersymmetries ()41 are broken off
shell. The terms which break the dynamical supersymmery @ ,; and Q41 have very distinctive
features which will be derived below and which allow to relate them to the contribution from

the 4-vertices from S?.

We will show that S* is invariant under the kinematical supersymmetry and breaks the
dynamical one. Here it is useful to remind that the on shell supersymmetric 4-point amplitude
has the following dependence on 7’s.

04(Q2)0"(Q1) = 0°(Qa) (3.7)
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Therefore under 4 +4 supersymmetries, @ and )2, it is manifestly supersymmetric. The action
of the remaining 4+4 supersymmetriers @, on 6%(Q,) produces P, which vanishes due to the
momentum conservation.

We have found, however, that the S* vertex depends on 7’s via various combinations of the
following functions

54(Q2)8" (i5) (3.8)
where B B
bij = Nynj — Xy (3.9)
We will show below that the variation under dynamical supersymmetries, Q; and Q;, does not
vanish even with an account of momentum conservation for the 4 on shell particles.

In the covariant formulation of the on shell amplitudes their supersymmetry properties were
studied in detail in [I5], [I4]. We are using analogous methods here, however, in addition, we
have to put particular attention to the off shell properties of the vertices we study.

3.1 Supersymmetry of S>

It will be convenient to rewrite S? as

2

1

5t = —gtr | TH@ 0} 206" (o1 + p25" o + ) (3.10)
i=1

Since p; equals —po, it means that A(p;) = A(p2) in our prescription (B]). This means that

Qaa = Xa(P1)M1a + Aa(P2)N24 = Aa(P1) (14 + M24). Since Qaad*(n1 +n2) ~ (14 + 124)0" (1 +
n2) = 0, the S? part of the action has a manifest ) supersymmetry.

Onaz
Since p; = —py in our prescription ([B.I]) we get A(p1) + A(p2) = 0, which proves the remaining
supersymmetry of S2. The quadratic part of the action has unbroken 16 supersymmetries
despite the superfields in (B.I0) are off shell.

Under @ transformations we find that (X(pl)ﬁiﬂ + A(p2) 72 ) A +m2) = AMp1) + AMp2).

3.2  Off shell broken dynamical supersymmetry of S3,

We start with S,y

Sy = C / tr iljl{d%m(z»}(zw)%“)<Zm% (3.11)

The action of Qaa = Aa(p1)ma + Aa(P2)n2a + Aa(ps)nza on &8(>2; Nimi) gives zero. However,
is more complicated.

the action of @ = 7 | A

S na;

3 3
@2(2 AailliB) = Z Aida 075 (3.12)
i=1 i=1
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If we would have a conservation of momenta in the form Zle Aaidai = 0 as in the case of the
on shell superfields with p? = 0, we would have an unbroken supersymmetry. However, for the
off-shell case we find that the Q; component of the dynamical supersymmetry variation does
not vanish since according to off shell momentum conservation 6 (3", p;)

3 3
5\0'4)\042' = - _d ai s 3 i — bi .
2 2 bk 2N 3.13)

Thus the action is not invariant under 4 dynamical supersymmetries ;. It is interesting

2
that only if Z?Zl ;’—i vanishes, the dynamical supersymmetry is unbroken. The deviation from
2

supersymmetry always include terms with 2

oo #(2;). When the vertex from 83, is inserted in
any Feynman graph, the terms which break supersymmetry involve

1
piT (6(pi,m)o(pj, ;) 6*(pi + pj) ~ P} i 1 (3.14)

[

In coordinate space this correspond to

0T (d(x)(y) ~ 0'(z —y) (3.15)

Thus the Lorentz covariant propagator shrinks to a point and the terms which break dynamical
supersymmetry have a structure of the contact terms. We will see that analogous structures
come from the 4-vertex insertion.

3.3 Off shell broken dynamical supersymmetry of S3___

MHV
Now we study S3 .
Sty = € [ tr T 00} 27)'50(3p)° (2 b2 Ei i BUm) (54

The action of ej@? on §* ([12] 3 + [23] 1 + [31] m2) produces an expression which vanishes due
to Schouten identity without the use of the momentum conservation:

[€1][23] + [€2][31] + [€3][12] = 0 (3.17)

However, the action of the () 4, supersymmetry is only partially symmetric. One can reorganize
it as follows

3 3 X X

5 Moo = 250 120+ 23]+ BLl ) + 30 Naalp) LRI )

The first term is clearly annihilated by ¢* ([12] 93 + 23] n1 + [31] 72), however, the second term
is proportional to Z?:l £a€a(pi). Thus the Q41 dynamical supersymmetry is broken since

3 = 3 2
Zi:l 5151(172') = Zi:l ¢§;i+~

11



When the vertex from SJ‘?/[HV is inserted in any Feynman graph, the terms which break
supersymmetry have the same structure as shown in eqs. (3.14]), (8.15): the Lorentz covariant
propagator shrinks to a point. Thus, the dynamical supersymmetry of the cubic part of the

action is broken as follows.

0 Shymy # 0, 51482 # 0 (3.19)

3 p?
i=1 p;q°

In both cases the variation is proportional to )

3.4 Broken dynamical supersymmetry of S*

The S* vertices depend on 7’s via various combinations of the following functions

Vi~ 64(Q2)0* (¥i5) f19 ()6 (Pia) (3.20)

The fermionic 7-dependent antisymmetric in the particle position function v;; has an interesting
simple property under dynamical supersymmetry transformation

or, in more detail o B o o
Qi(m’)\éj - 77j>‘2i) = )‘ii>‘2j - >‘ij)‘2i = [ij] (3.22)
This is in a sharp contrast with the 4-point fermionic 7-dependent function which is invariant

on dynamical supersymmetry for the configuration of 4 particles satisfying the conservation of
on shell momenta condition. The corresponding function is

AP~ 64(Q2)84(Q1)0* (Pia) = 6%(Qa)0* (Pia) (3.23)

It has the property , _
QuA™ =0, QA" =0 (324

Direct inspection shows that Vj is invariant under the action of kinematical supersymmetries
@:2Vy =0, QsVi=0 (3.25)
However, for dynamical supersymmetries we find
Q1Vi = Q1 (5%(Q2)6" (vi3) f1916" (Paa)) ~ (mm) mmnd™ (13) £ (p) # 0 (3.26)

and B B
QiVa ~ [ig] /) (p) #0 (3.27)
Thus the reason why Vj breaks both dynamical supersymmetries is because the n-dependence

in the covariant amplitude
AP~ 54(Qn) (3.28)

is replaced by a different n-dependence

Vi~ 8% (4) ) (p) (3.29)

12



4 New Feynman rules

Consider the 3-vertices (2.12) and (2.I3). As explained above, they break dynamical super-
— 2
symmetry since Y . NigNig ~ D, zil

2
supergraphs the 3-vertices would be split into the value taken at ), ;’—_i = 0 and the rest it

would be
Vies = (Vigs) 2+ Aqas(pi, mi) (4.1)
Zi ﬁzo
where

A(pi, mi) Z Py (4.2)

and X; is non-singular in p? so that at p? = 0, A3 (pi, n;) = 0. Same for Vigg

Vigs = (‘/123)2 2T A2z (pi, i) (4.3)
% pj_

where

A(pi, mi) Z e (4.4)

and X is non-singular in p? so that at p? = 0, Aja3(ps, 7:) = 0.

The total action now has been reorganized to the following form

Sior = S* 4+ Sy + S3 o

vt SA+ S+ S! (4.5)

Here S is given in eq. (310), S¥y, SNT{\/ are defined as follows

. =3 DS AN §83(5™. Ao,
Sf\)’/IHV = C/”H{dgzi¢(zi)}5 (ZZ A ) i (ZZ )\ml) (4-6)

(12) (23) (31)

_ 8 @ (3, AeA)6* ([12] 30 + [23] m1a + [31] 724)
Sy = C/ trH{d wf(a)} 2] 23] B1] (4.7)

The terms in the action S} +S% are cubic in superfields and have at least one p? in each vertex.

These are terms with &&; which we ignored in SPyy, S&W’ they are proportional to E. If
the relevant leg is an external one with the on shell particle, these terms vanish. However,
if the relevant field is an off shell field inside the graph, there is an effect explained in eqs.
B14), (BI5): the covariant propagator shrinks to a point. Analogous terms come from the
S?* vertex as both are the so-called contact terms with at least 4 lines in a single vertex, apart

from possible i singularities.

We will assume here that the contribution from all supersymmetric terms gives the correct
answer whereas the contribution from all supersymmetry and Lorentz breaking terms cancels.
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If the assumption is correct it would indicate that one should only use the quadratic and
supersymmetric parts of the cubic action in the computation. The complicated quartic action
is designed to remove from the answer the leftovers from the non-supersymmetric parts of cubic
vertices. So, if we neglect both, the rules are simple.

5 Computation of the 4-point tree supergraph ampli-
tude

To compute the 4-point connected on shell amplitude given by the terms quartic in ¢;, in the
generating function W (¢;,) we have to consider the tree supergraphs using either one MHV
and one MHV, or both MHV, or both MHV 3-vertices as well as a quartic vertex. Here we
should keep in mind that all superghraphs for the 4-point tree amplitude produce a complete
tree level amplitude A{®°(1,2,3,4). This amplitude can be decomposed as follows

Airee(1’2’3’4) — g4 Z t,r,[talta2ta3ta4]AZree(1’2’3’4) (51)
P(2,3,4)

The generators of the gauge group t* encode the color of each external leg 1,2,3,4 with color
group indices a;. The sum runs over all noncyclic permutations of legs, which is equivalent to
all permutations keeping one leg fixed (here leg 1). In case of interest we have 6 permutations,
namely

(1234), (1243), (1324), (1342), (1423), (1432) (5.2)

The first 2 cases can have only poles in s15 = s34 the next 2 cases can have only poles in s13 = so4
and the last 2 cases can have only poles in s14 = s33. In each of these six tree supergraphs we
would have a factor of % if we would use the total vertex, MHV+MHV. Equivalently, we may
skip % and consider graphs with the leg 1 only in the vertex MHV and the other vertex is MHV
vertex. In such case we have 4 supergraphs for the cases with poles in s15 = s34 and s14 = So3.
In each of these cases the nearest neighbors are 1 and 4 or 1 and 2 but not 1 and 3. These 4
graphs will give contribution to each of the 4 partial amplitudes. If we want to have just one
of them we have to compute only one graph, for example with MHV vertex with 1, 4 , P and
the MHV vertex with 2, 3, P shown in Fig. 1. The second has 2 and 3 in the opposite order.
The third one has 1, 2, P MHV and 3, 4, P MHV vertex. The fourth one has the same as the
previous one but with the opposite order for 3, 4.

5.1 One MHYV and one MHYV vertices

For the color ordered partial 4-point tree amplitude, as explained above, we have to compute
the supergraph shown in Fig. 1, where there is an MHV vertex with 1, 4, P and the MHV
vertex with 2, 3, P. In addition we have the corresponding part of the contact term, presented
in Fig. 2. Other supergraphs, as explained above, will contribute to other terms in eq. (G1).
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Figure 1: The expression for this graph is presented in eq. (5.3))

Figure 2: A contact term from the S* vertex

The computation done in sec. (3.1) in [L1] based on the supersymmetric recursion relation
is very close to the one we perform here. The difference is that our vertices are off shell and we
split the expression into two parts, with and without p? terms. And in the Feynman integral we
have to take into account more graphs, a priory. A special choice of the shifts in super-momenta
leads to significant reduction of the amount of supergraphs, only the superghraph in Fig. [I has
to be computed. It is also interesting that this single supergraph based on recursion relation
gives the correct cyclic symmetric answer. Therefore in practical terms when there are more
supergraphs in the path integral, for the case at hand, they give the same answer.

For the supergraph with an MHV vertex with 1, 4 , P and the MHV vertex with 2, 3, P in
Fig. 1 we have to integrate over P and np the following expression

0 (p1 + pa + P)OP (N + Ny + A np)0* (=P + py + p3)d* (np[23] + ma[3P] + n3[P2)])
P2(41) [23] (1P) (P4) [P2][3P]

(5.3)

Here the angular and square brackets are defined in eqs. (A6), (A.I0) and do not require the
on shell conditions since p_ does not enter the definition of the brackets and does not have to
be equal to % for each particle.

Note that for the on shell py, pa, p3, ps we may use the momentum conservation in the form
SN2+ (AN — (AT — (€€)T). The answer can be presented, as suggested in the previous
section, by splitting it into

(i) part, where we replace 0*(ps +ps — P) by 6*((AX)2 + (AXN)3 — (AX)p), corresponding to using

only 8% 4+ S¥y + Sirrs and
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(ii) part, which has a factor (££p),; = \/—12';; corresponding to using also Sa + Sx + S*.

5.1.1 Using only S}y and S3— vertices

Here we use only the part of the cubic vertices which is supersymmetric and is defined in egs.

(£4), (@), We now use the fact that in eq. (B.3))

Figure 3: The computation of this graphs leads to an answer in eq. (6.9).

12[P3] — n3[P2]
= A4
np [23] (5.4)
We insert this expression into 68(A'n; + A*ny + APnp) and find
4
- AT[P3] — A[23]) — ns(A"[P2] — A\*[32])
58 )% : 772( ]
<; i+ o (5.5)

where we also added and subtracted A\%n, + A3n3;. We rearrange the argument of the fermionic
d-function as follows

4 PYP _ 272 _ }3)3\}3 _ PYP _ y2%2 _ }3Y3\32
5 (Z Ny . BOVAT = NA2 = AN — y(APAY = WX — XON)A ) 56)
i=1

23]

If according to the prescription (i) and eqs. ([&6), 1) we use (A\)% + (AN)? — (AN)F =0, the
fermionic d-function (5.6) becomes
4
5 (z m) 6.1)
i=1

Using the same prescription (A\)? 4+ (A\)? — (AM)F = 0 we now simplify the remaining terms
in (5.3), namely perform the replacements

(1P) [P3] = (12) [23], (4P) [P2] = (43) [32] (5.8)
and integrate over P and 7np. Note also that

[23]4 B 1 -
(23) [23] (41) [23] (12) (34) [23][23] ~ (12) (23) (34) (41) (5.9)
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This reproduces the correct 4-point on shell amplitude, the quartic in free fields ¢;,, tree answer

(2m) 484 (3 pi) 88 (32, Aoy
(12) (23) (34) (41) (5.10)

W(6) = gt / [T{0n(=)560)

This answer for the amplitude is already cyclic symmetric. In [6] the answer analogous to eq.
(E3) was predicted for the light-cone computations (see eq. (2.19) in N'=8 supergravity case).
Here we have demonstrated the mechanism (in the computation in N'=4 SYM case) which
actually produces the answer expected from equivalence theorem, as suggested in Sec. 3 of
[6]. It is not surprising that in the tree approximation the equivalence theorem is confirmed,
no anomalies would violate it. Still it is satisfying to have a mechanism which converts the
light-cone supergraph path integral into the one which produces the covariant answers.

Generating functional versus amplitudes

To find all tree amplitudes, as shown in (51]), from the generating functional (€.9) we have
to look at the matrix element of W*(¢;,) between the vacuum and 4 outgoing states, with
q1, M1, 1% etc. We have to perform a contraction between 4 fields ¢;,(2;) and 4 external states.
If we agree to always contract ¢;,(z1) with gq, 71, t* the remaining 3 superfields ¢;,(22), ¢in(23),
¢in(2z4) may be contracted with the remaining 3 external states in a way which will result in
permutation of 2,3, 4 as explained in (B.I]). Only one of these terms will give us a color ordered
amplitude we are looking for, namely the first term in (5.2]). Therefore we conclude that

2 (2m)16° (30 4:)0° (32 A (9)mi)
(12) (23) (34) (41)

Alee(1,2,3,4) = g (5.11)

5.1.2 Adding S}, S2 and S* vertices, which cancel

Now we have to look at the terms which were neglected so far in our computation of the 4-
point on shell amplitude. A priory, one can expect two possibilities. The first one is that all
supersymmetry/Lorentz symmetry breaking terms from Sa, Sx and S* vertices add together
to something which is supersymmetry/Lorentz symmetry preserving. The second possibility is
that they cancel. In such case we should see the mechanism of cancelation.

There is an extra £¢-dependent term in the fermionic, n-dependent part of the amplitude,
and in the bosonic n-independent part of the amplitude. In all cases, there is at least one factor
of P? which cancels the covariant propagator 1/P?. The corresponding “shrinking tree” graph
is actually a contact term, since O, T (¢, n)p(2, 1) ~ 6*(x — 2’). We present a corresponding
graph symbolically in Fig. @ The first place to look at is the fermionic term in eq. (5.12)

where now we have to keep the terms with (££)F

4 4 Py Py
51 (Z Aém) 54 (Z g — nz(§P§PA3)1[2—3]173(§P5PA2)1) (5.12)
i=1 =1

For on shell case with p3 = p2 = 0 the new term proportional to P? is

A — 13N o A3 — n3hy [ P? Y P2
= 2 (7)) <5 () o
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Figure 4: A “shrinking tree” supergraph, which has a propagator 1/P? canceled by P? term in
the nominator.

Thus for the on shell case the “shrinking tree” contribution to the 4-point amplitude is propor-
tional to

comtact Z )‘22772 1/}32 (5 14)

Here we have recovered the same n-dependence as coming from the 4-vertex in S%, see eqs.

(2.3), (2.20), 22I). Note that P? # 0 in (5.13) since after P integration P? = (p, —l—p3) # 0.

The procedure of computations used here was to treat (5.3) as follows. The total expression is
X(P) W X (P2%=0) X (P)—X(P2=0) . :

2 e present it as —5r— + 2 . The first term corresponds to ignoring terms
proportlonal to P% in X (P). Therefore the ﬁrst terms has a pole in P? = (py +p3)?, the second

one does not have such a pole and corresponds to a contact term.

Thus we have found by computation that all dependence on Grassmann variables 1 both
in the quartic term in the action corresponding to the contact term in Fig. [l and the one
in the 4-point shrinking tree supergraph in Fig. [l are exactly the same, FZ]()\Q,AQ, n) =
(54(2Z L Aoin; )0 (m)\ — njAs;). In both cases this n-dependent function is multiplied by a
function of momenta: for the contact term let us call it Bcfmt( ) and for the the shrinking tree
let us call it Béﬁee( ). For the quartic terms in the action the complete answer is given in egs.
(2.20)-(2.21). For the shrinking tree supergraph in Fig. [ we have established the complete
n-dependence, which we found the same as in the contact term in Fig. dl As the result, the
sum of these two supergraphs in Figs. B and H will be given by a function of 1, F; (A2, As, 1),
which is a common factor for both supergraphs, times the sum of the functions of momenta

A (SA782784> = zy()‘27)‘27 ) [Bc?mt( ) Bg‘oe( )} = 54(Q2>54(¢U> [B(Z:?)nt( ) Bg‘oe( )}
(5.15)
The supersymmetry generators act only on 7- dependent factor namely, the action of 8 kine-
matical supersymmetries is given by Q40 = ZZ | A2imia and 2 = ZZ ) Ny 70— en . Both Q42 and
QA annihilate Fj;, namely Qa2Fi; = Q’;Fij = 0. However, both dynamical supersyrnmetries,
Q41 and Ql, do not annihilate Fj; as explained in Sec. 3.4. Moreover, it is known that the
unique 4-point amplitude has the Lorentz covariant dependence on 7, it is given by

Au(S*) =6 Y _(aimi) Zm] p) = 8*(Q2)8*(Q1) B(p) = 0°(Qu) B(p) (5.16)
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This means that A4(S3, 8%, S*) must vanish. Thus the role of S* is to cancel the supersymmetry
breaking “shrinking tree” contribution to the 4-point amplitude, shown in Fig. 6.

The second source of the bosonic terms with Sa, Sx vertices comes from the correction to
the eq. (0.6) which with the account of the omitted {£-dependent terms is given by:

(1P) [P3] = (12) [23] = A'(€€)pA°,  (4P) [P2] = (43) [32] — X' (£€)pN? (5.17)
In the 4-point amplitude

235 (S, p) 8 (Sl doin) _S(SL )P (S m)
(23) 23] (41) [23]((12) [23] — Ay35)((34) [23] — Ay2) (12) (23) (34) (41) — A '

the extra terms are Lorentz non-covariant terms A'® = A(£€)pA® and A*2 = M (£€)pA2.

The extra bosonic terms come with n-dependence and momentum dependence of the form
which is manifestly supersymmetric, namely, with §*(P)d%(Q.).

One finds that the terms originating from A'3 and A*? lead to the expression for A which
is proportional to

(12) (34) (23)

Ao, ) k 5 B _ _ 5.19
(piL, Pit) (ATA3) 0 * (ATA2)g5  (A2AZ + A3A3),45 ( )

Here we are using the spinors A and pu as they come from the light-cone gauge, given in Appendix.
A is linear in p;,, since the expression is linear in angular brackets and all A\, and \; depend
only on p,. A choice of the frame, A(p;i,p;+) = 0 removes the Lorentz non-covariant terms
from the amplitude.

In conclusion of this section: adding supergraphs with Sx, Sx and S* vertices did not affect
the answer for the 4-point on shell amplitude since all additions cancel.

5.2 2 MHYV or two MHYV vertices

Now we compute the supergraph in Fig. 5 with 2 MHV vertices. We find that for this compu-

Figure 5: Two MHV vertices
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tation it is simpler instead of the spinor product expression to use the vertex in the form of eq.
for both vertices which are connected by a propagator 6*(np+n_p)/P?. After integrating
out the Grassmann variables the answer is proportional to

(12) (34)
= 5.20
(34) [34] (5:20)
This expression has to be made cyclic symmetric for the description of the partial color ordered
amplitude, thus we add <(i?1>><[ﬁ}> . The result vanishes due to momentum conservation Z?:l AN =

0.
(12) [41] + (23) [34] = 0 (5.21)

In the case of two MHV vertices one finds the same situation, the contribution to the cyclicaly
symmetric partial color ordered amplitude vanishes.

Grassmann degree arqument

Following [I8] we may employ the Grassmann degree argument to prove that the 4-point
light-cone amplitude with 2 MHV or two MHV vertices must vanish. Indeed, the resulting
4-point amplitude MHV has Grassmann degree 8. However, in the case of 2 MHV vertices one
finds the Grassmann degree

2x8—4=12 (5.22)

Each MHV gave 8 and one propagator gave -4. 12 is not possible for the 4-point MHV amplitude,
so the supergraphs on Fig. 7 have to cancel, which we also checked directly. The 4-point
amplitude in the case of 2 MHV vertices has the Grassmann degree

2x4—-4=4 (5.23)
and again, this is not equal to 8. The amplitude should vanish, as we have seen above.

Only the case of one 3-MHV vertex and one 3-MHYV vertex has a correct Grassmann degree
8 +4 — 4 = 8 for the 4-point amplitude.

6 Background field method for the tree level light-cone
superfields

It is convenient to use the background field method [19] to present the compact total answer for
all light-cone tree amplitudes in terms of the background field ¢[¢;,] which solves the classical
field equations in presence of the external source J[¢i,]. To compute the path integral in eq.
(2.8) we expand it around a stationary point.
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6.1 ¢° example

We remind the procedure for the case of a simple action of a scalar field with cubic interaction.
The generating functional for the connected Green functions is

el = / do expi (S[] + Jid") . (6.1)
where S[¢] = 3¢S0 + 35:10'¢¢". In condensed DeWitt’s notation [19] a summation

over 7 includes the integration over d*z. The S-matrix is obtained via LSZ reduction which
corresponds to replacing the external source term J;¢' by = ¢! S ¢/, which leads to

exp iW [prn] = / do expi (S[¢] - ;’nﬁ,iquj) . (6.2)

Here ¢y, is a free field satisfying equation Sij¢ijn = 0. The stationary point ¢’ is given by the
equation

Si— Sﬂjgbijn = Sij( — ¢m)’ + S,iijOjSOk =0 (6.3)
The Green function is defined as an inverse to the differential operator of the quadratic terms in
the action S ;;G’* = —F. Here 6F includes also §*(z —2’) since the Green function is non-local.

The stationary point of the path integral defines the background field ¢[¢i,):
' =G+ G S e’ ¢! (6.4)

This equation has an iterative solution
Qpi[(bln = ¢! _'_ GU Z t]u z"¢ Zn (65)

which shows the decomposition of the background field into a tree-graph structure with any
number of legs. The value of the exponent of the integral (6.2) at the stationary point is

~(p — bin)'S.ij (0 — Pin) + =S np’ Pl P (6.6)

2 3
“h-e]:e we used th.e faCt that QSZI]HSZJQS]I.H — O

We may rewrite it in the form where it depends only on the background field ¢[¢;,], using

G.4)

1 iy 1 o
W[@[¢in]]tro@ = _§S,ikl¢k¢l GU S,jnp¢n¢p + gS,ijk¢Z¢j¢k (67>

When one inserts the iterative solution of (6.4]) for ¢ in terms of ¢;, as shown in (6.0]), one finds
all tree diagrams of the theory.

For example the 4-point amplitude comes from two sources: from the first term we get
1 g
- §S,ikl¢{€n fn GY Svj”PQSﬁl fn (68)
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From the second one one finds the same terms with the coefficient +1. The total contribution
to 4-point generating function is

tree

1 .
W4 = is,ikl(b?n fn GY S,jnp(bﬁl 1'1Dn (69)
We may present it in the form
Wéee = Wklnpgbikn(égn 17;1 fn (61())

It connects two 3-point vertices by a propagator. The S-matrix element can be computed when
this expression is inserted between physical states with particular momenta etc.

For the 5-point generating function one finds, by keeping one more power of ¢;, in the
expansion,

Wt5roe = _S,iklgbikn fn Gij S,jnquﬁl G S,qu¢?n ;n (611>

This is a graph which connects three 3-vertices by two propagators. Or, equivalently, it may be

understood as a 4-point amplitude in which one off-shell leg was replaced by the second term in

(64). The corresponding recursion relations remind the ones, derived for the tree-level gluons

in [20].

6.2 Application to N'=4 light-cone supergraphs

In the application to the N'=4 light-cone supergraphs we propose to use the Feynman rules
as explained above, in the computation of the 4-point amplitude (5.IT]). In the background
field method the quadratic part of the action will define S;; and its inverse G, whereas the
cubic part will define S,;j;. We will not involve the quartic vertex, however, we will have to
perform the computation as explained in Sec. 5 where the shrinking tree supergraphs are also
neglected. One can now check that the 4-point generating function, proposed in (69), (G.I0)
will correspond to the computation leading to 4-point amplitude (5.1T]).

For the computation of the 5-point generating function it is helpful to use the expression
given in the background field method in (GIT]). It means that we have to take a 4-point
amplitude and contract one of its legs to the 3-point amplitude. The 4-point amplitude is
MHYV, however, the 3-point amplitude may be either MHV or MHV. In case, it is MHV, we
get a b-point amplitude with the Grassmann degree 8+4-4=8 and we get the MHV 5-point
amplitude. This is the case closely related to the computation we did for the 4-point amplitude
in Sec. 5 where we contracted a 3-point MHV vertex with the 3-point MHV. For the 5-point
case the computation is almost the same as for the 4-point case, we will present it below.
For the NMHV 5-point amplitude one has to contract, according to (6.11]), the 4-point MHV
amplitude with the 3-point MHV, the Grassmann degree will be 8+8-4=12, which is required
for the NMHV amplitude. The details of the computation are below.
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7 Computation of the 5-point tree supergraphs

7.1 MHYV case

For the supergraph with an MHV 4-vertex with 1, 5, 4 , P and the MHV vertex with 2, 3, P in
Fig. 1 we have to integrate over P and np the following expression

04 (p1 4 ps + pa + P)OB (N + Aons + Ay + Nnp)d* (=P + pa + ps3)0* (np(23] + 12[3P] 4 n3[P2])
P2 (51) (45) [23] (1P) (P4) [P2][3P]

(7.1)

= 2P3mlP2 - \ye insert this expression into 08\ + Ars +

We now use the fact that np = 23]
Ay + APnp) and find

(Z v . O3] = 2%023)

We rearrange the argument of the fermionic d-function as follows

Z \i )\P)\P A2)\2 = )\35\3)5\3 _ n3()\P§\P —A2)\2 — )\3;\3)5\2
ni + 23]

— ns(AP[P2] — A3[32])
B )

(7.3)

According to the prescription (i) in sec. 5.1 we use (A\)? + (AN)? — (AN)F = 0, the fermionic

d-function (Z3)) becomes
5
58 (Z Aim-) (7.4)
i=1

Using the same steps as before we find

[23]4 B 1
(23) [23] (51) (45) [23] (12) (34) [23][23] ~ (12) (23) (34) (45) (51)

This reproduces the correct generating function for the 5-point on shell amplitude

8 (271.)454(2]%)58(2 )‘2772)
W(on) = g7t / H{d w020} o s 3 (a5) (51) (7.6)

7.2 NMHYV case

Here we have to contract a covariant part of the 3-vertex (1P5) with the 4-point amplitude
(234P) via a propagator 1/P?. The relevant expression was also studied in [I1] in the context
of recursion relations. It has a denominator and a nominator. We start with the denominator

s 1 B 1 [34]*
P (LP) (P5) (51) (P2) (23) (34) (4P)  T[._, [ii + 1] (15)" (2P)"

(7.7)
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The Grassmann part of the nominator is
/d47]p SNy 4+ Nons + Anp) 68( N2y + Nz + Ay — Anp) (7.8)
Here we can first rewrite it as
SE (N1 4 A2na 4+ APz + X'y + Ans) / d'np 0% (Nmo + AN2ns + X'y — Anp) (7.9)

Now we observe that

1 1
BNt N s+ N =2 np) = QP 6" [ np — — Y @Ry | 6% [ me+ 550 D (PE) i
<2P> k=3,4 <P2> k=34

(7.10)
We now perform the np integration and find that the nominator becomes

(2P)* 58 (; Aim-) 5 (m + (P—12>(<P3> ns + (P4) m)) (7.11)

To combine the nominator with the denominator we have also to take into account that the
properties of the 4-point amplitude like (3P)* / (2P)* = [24]* / [34]*. The result for the 5-point
tree supergraph NMHV amplitude is

(2m)16%(3 )6 (S22, Xim)5* (a[34] + maf42) + mi[23))
(15) I, [ + 1

Wo(6u) = tr [ T[{20(0000)

(7.12)
This agrees with the 5-point NMHV amplitude given in eq. (2.25) of [12]. However, it was
derived there from the known expression for the MHV amplitude via the transition to the anti-
chiral basis n — 7 variables and back. Here we have computed the 5-point NMHV amplitude
via the rules of the background field method version of new path integral.

8 Computation of the MHV n-point color ordered am-
plitude

This case is a simple generalization of the 4-point and 5-point MHV cases above: the (n — 1)-
point MHV amplitude is contracted with the 3-point MHV vertex. The (n — 1)-point MHV
amplitude comes with the §-function of the form 6*(p; + p, + ... + P)O3(Any + XN, + ... +
Anp). According to rules above this d-function, when multiplied on the 3-point MHV vertex
0-function, is resolved to produce the required 54(2521 p;)08 (Z?:l )\im) . The extra angular
brackets defining the (n — 1)-point MHV amplitude are exactly the ones which produce the
complete set of angular brackets for the n-point MHV amplitude, as it was shown in detail for
the 4- and 5-point cases.
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The corresponding recursion relations are very much in spirit of the ones, derived for the
tree-level gluons in [20] where, in particular, the MHV amplitudes were shown to solve the
recursion relation. The same for the light-cone superfield amplitudes, in MHV case they solve
the recursion relation associated with (€3]), (€4]). Moreover, since we deal with the light-cone
scalar superfields, we do not have to deal with the complicated kinematics, we effectively take
an (n — 1)-point MHV amplitude with one leg off shell and it is replaced by a second term in
(6.5), which upon integration over P,np produces the n-point MHV amplitude. The result is

=g~ 2 3 ( )454(279@)58(2 Wh)
Wiy (91n) = ”/ H{d w020 oy o3y a1y (45) (1) (8:1)

9 Computation of the 6-point NMHYV tree supergraphs

Here we will not go into details of the complete 6-point amplitude as given by the background
functional method, this will require more studies in the future. However, we will show here that
a contraction of the two 4-point MHV amplitudes, using the rules of the new path integral, does
produce a correct 6-point NMHV amplitude, which has a correct Grassmann degree 8+8-4=12.
It is interesting here that we are not using a the complexification of momenta and shifts which
are usually used for the recursion relations, as for example it was done in the computations
of the all tree-level amplitudes in [I8]. Reading [I8] one gets an impression that the factors
of the type m come from the momentum shifts, and therefore it is difficult to see how
they could arise from Feynman rules without shiftd. In our computation one can see that such
terms originate from the the Grassmann integration.

Thus we contract a 4-point amplitude (123P) with the 4-point amplitude (456P) via a
propagator 1/P?

/ d*Pd*np 6*(p1 + p2 + ps + P)6%(q1 + q2 + g3 + qp) 6*(ps + ps + ps — P)0%(qu + g5 + g6 — qp)

P? (12) (23) (3P) (P1) (P4) (45) (56) (6 P) 0.1)

9.1

where ¢; = \'n;. The integration over P leads to P = —(p; +p2+p3) = pa+ps+ps. Meanwhile,

for the 4-vertices the rule is to use the expressions where 6*(p, + po + ps + P) is replaced by

S ((AN)1 4+ (A2 + (AN)3 + (AN)p) This means that the 4-vertex is taken at all momenta on
shell, namely p? = p2 = p2 = P? = 0. And the same for the other 4-vertex.

_First we use the momentum conservation for the second 4-vertex §*((AXN)4+ (AX)s + (AX)g —
(AM\)p) and find that

1 B [56]*
(P4) (45) (56) (6P) [ P4][45][56][6P] (4P)*

(9.2)

3We are grateful to J. Kaplan for a discussion of this issue
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Now we reorganize the second Grassmann part

4k
05 (A\'na + Nns + Ao — Anp) = (4P)* 5 (Z é4—P>>77k ) (774 + Z ) (9.3)
k=5,6 k= 56
We now perform the P and 7np integration and find

(= s~y N (. L (P5)  (P6) [56]"
5 (Zm)é (ZW>5 (”“ T <P4>"6)> P[P4][45][56][6 P] (12) (23) (3P) (P

i=1 i=1

1)
(4)

We have to take into account that the properties of the on shell 4-point amplitude like W =

%. This leads to the following
4 ° 8 & % 4 1
(9.5)
Note that
(1P) [P4] = (1| P[4] = (1]p2 + ps|4] (9.6)
and
(3P) [P6] = (3| P[6] = (3[pa + p5[6] = (3[p1 + p2l6] (9.7)

Introducing the standard notation we can represent the NMHV 6-point amplitude as

8 (2m)*6* (32 pi)o® (3 ') :
WO (¢in) Ntr/Hd 2i0(2:)8(p?) 119) (23) (31) (45) (56) <61>(R146 + cyclic) (9.8)

Here (34) (45) (56) (61)
B 56] (110 + pold] Glpr £ pald

and (R146—|— CyCliC) means R146 + R251 + R362 + R413 + R524 + R635. This agrees with the 6—pOiIlt
NMHV amplitude given in [21].

Ry = 6" (na[56] + 115(64] + n[45]) (9.9)

Note that various contact terms proportional to P2 have beed neglected according to “rules”
established for 4-point amplitude where such terms are cancelled by the contribution from the
original 4-point vertex, which was also neglected. This computation is rather interesting since
it gives an evidence that starting from the unitary light-cone superfield path integral for N'=4
super-Yang-Mills theory, one can develop a manifestly supersymmetric unitarity cut method.

10 Conclusion and Discussion

We have reorganized the light-cone supergraph path integral for N'=4 Yang-Mills theory using
the Lorentz covariant spinor helicity formalism. The Feynman rules in a Fourier superspace
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produce the on shell amplitudes which are split into a part (i) which at every step of com-
putation preserves the unbroken 16 supersymmetries, 8 kinematical and 8 dynamical ones, as
well as a Lorentz symmetry. The part (ii) has a contribution from vertices which individu-
ally break dynamical supersymmetry and Lorentz symmetry, they preserve only a kinematical
supersymmetry.

Given this split of the answer into a covariant part (i) and the non-covariant part (ii) one
would like to find out if the sum of the supergraphs in part (ii) cancels or combines into an
additional covariant part of the answer.

"5 X

Figure 6: The total 4-point tree amplitude is given by the sum of two supergraphs: a tree
with the 3-vertices MHV and MHV, and a contact term. Each of these two supergraphs breaks
dynamical supersymmetry and Lorentz symmetry.

According to the path integral the total 4-point tree amplitude is given by the sum of the
supergraphs presented in Fig. 9. It consists of the tree supergraphs with the 3-vertices (2.12I)
and (213 and contact terms with 4-point vertices (2.20) and (2.2T]).

For the tree level 4-point amplitude we have computed the (i) part of the supergraphs and
analyzed the (i) part. The MHV - MHV supergraph on the rhs of the Fig. [0 consists of
two contributions described in details in Sec. 5. One part is supersymmetric and Lorentz
covariant and employs only S3,,;,, and S&T\/ vertices, see Sec. 5.1.1. This is the (i) part of
the computations. The other contribution is what we call a “shrinking tree” contribution, see
Sec. 5.1.2. Thus, together the 4-point amplitude has 3 contributions, see Fig 10: a manifestly
supersymmetric one, (i) part of the amplitude, the first term on the rhs of Fig. 10, and part
(ii): two terms breaking supersymmetry: a “shrinking tree” contribution, the second term in
Fig. 10, which is a leftover from the MHV - MHV supergraph after the covariant part (i) was
taken out of it, and a contact term, the third term in Fig. 10.

One of the interesting and unexpected results of the reformulation of the path integral
proposed in this paper is the cancellation of contact terms in the 4-point tree amplitude. There
are two sources of the contact terms in the 4-point amplitude. There is a contribution from the
SX,S3 vertices in a “shrinking tree” supergraph, and from the S* vertex.

In the case of the tree 4-point amplitude we can clearly see that these two sources of the
contact terms must cancel. The answer in eq. (6.9) coming from the simple and manifestly
supersymmetric vertices Sy and 83 is already a correct one. It has 16 supersymmetries

MHV
and is Lorentz covariant. It is unique, up to an overall factor.

Both contact terms, the second and the third one in Fig. [, break dynamical supersym-
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Figure 7: The MHV - MHV supergraph in the Fig. [ is split into a supersymmetric part, with
31?{4 HY - S&ﬁ vertices, the first term on the rhs and a “shrinking tree” supergrapgh, the second
term on the rhs. Together with the third contact term on the rhs; the second term forms an
(i) part of the answer, which vanishes for the on shell 4-point amplitude. Only the first term
in the rhs survives and gives the correct answer.

metry and Lorentz symmetry. They both depend on the Grassmann variable n’s via some
combination of the functions §*(¢);;), breaking dynamical supersymmetry. Therefore adding
two contributions with the same dependence on 7’s will not convert this dependence into the
one we need for unbroken dynamical supersymmetry, namely 6*(Q;). Thus, the contributions
from the “shrinking trees” and from the 4-point vertex can’t combine into an expression with
dynamical supersymmetry unbroken, they can only cancel. So, at least at the level of the 4-
point tree amplitude, which we studied so far in the framework of the new path integral, we
do not need to know the detailed form of all complicated terms which break the dynamical
supersymmetry, they cancel.

In this respect it it interesting to ask: why the path integral provides the last two terms in
the rhs of Fig. [, which cancel anyway. The surviving contribution, the first term in Fig. [1],
has an interesting feature associated with the recursion relations [16], [L1], [13] for the on shell
amplitudes. In our path integral the surviving first term on the rhs of Fig. [[lhas vertices 5‘1‘9\’4 HY
and S&ﬁ which are taken at the residue of the pole, at P? = 0. In the situation with the
recursion relations this means that the vertex vanishes, unless some of the outgoing momenta
in the vertex are complexified. Meanwhile, in the path integral the tree supergrapgh with MHV
- MHV vertices, the first term in the rhs of Fig. [6] is given by the expression where the vertices
are not taken at the residue of the pole. So the total MHV - MHV tree graph puts no restriction
on the external momenta, therefore it is not necessary to complexify the momenta. However,
it turns out that the total answer for the tree MHV - MHV supergraph can be split into two
terms, one which correspond to the vertices at the residue at the pole, 31?{4 HY - S&W and the
other one, the “shrinking tree” graph. Besides, there is also a contact term, the last in the rhs
of Fig. [l It cancels the “shrinking tree” graph and the answer is only the first 83, - S2

MHV
term in Fig. [1

If the mechanism of cancellation of the complicated non-supersymmetric contributions to
the on shell amplitudes would work also for more external legs and more loops, it would simplify
the computations significantly.

For N'=8 supergravity the analogous reorganization of the light-cone path integral would
be extremely desirable. It is likely that at the tree level all steps which were performed for
N=4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory will also work for N'=8 supergravity. The action is
known only up to a cubic order in superfields. If the mechanism of compensation of contact
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terms with broken dynamical supersymmetry, which we have found in N'=4 SYM, would work
in A/'=8 supergravity, it would mean that all complicated contact terms in the action are simply
designed to remove the supersymmetry breaking terms from the graphs with cubic vertices only.
In such case everything may be simplified, which would make this approach to general analysis
and actual computations quite efficient.
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A Notation

In this paper we adopt a shorthand notation for light-cone coordinates
Ty = (xo £ 23)/V2, (A1)
where the transverse components are given by
z) = (zy +ix9) V2, T = (z1 — ix2) /V2. (A.2)

In these coordinates the flat metric is off-diagonal. The scalar product of two 4-vectors x and
y reads

TY=Ty Y- +T Yy —TiYL —TLYL. (A.3)

Similarly, we define derivatives in light-cone coordinates

0 1 0 1 _ - 0
a:I: = @ - ﬁ(axo - a:c‘;)a aJ_ - ﬁ - ﬁ(a’m +Zaﬂc2)a aJ- - % (A4)

For negative p, its square root is defined as /p; = sgn(py) | p+|1/ 2 therefore for this prescrip-
tion A picks up a minus sign when p is reversed while A remains unchanged:

Aa(=D) = Aa(p), Aa(—p) = —Aa(p)- (A.5)

To make the light-cone notation compatible with the helicity formulation we chose holomorphic
and anti-holomorphic spinors as follows
91/4 —PL _%

) S\d - 21/4\/174- (Aﬁ)
VP D+ 1

Aa
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= , 5 = A.
N GBI A7)
Thus _ 2
bipL P
—pL =— 0
_ D _ 2
e =v2 | T b= v2 | T (A.8)
—pL P+ 0 O
and
B B b-  —DPpL
§ala T Aara = V2 = Pad (A.9)
—PpL P+

Now we may introduce the angular and square spinorial brackets

V2(pq) B R, — VP+ VT
m\/a[] A f{}p++ (A.10)

where the round and curly brackets stand for

<p Q> = Eaﬁ)\a)\ﬁ -

(pa) =p+qr — w1, {Pq} =prdi —qibo (A.11)

Note that in terms of spinor brackets the scalar product is given by 2p - ¢ = (pq) [pq], which
retains the correct negative sign assignment when one or both of the momenta flip the sign.

B From the light-cone superfield action to a covariant
one

The light-cone action [I] in the real superspace basis has terms which are quadratic, cubic and
quartic in superfields, see eqs. (2.I)-(23). The anti-chiral superfield is related to the chiral
one as shown in eq. (24). We have defined in eqs. (Z3) and (2:6) the Fourier transforms
of the light-cone superfields consistent with the constraint (Z4]). Here we will prove that our
definition of the transform in eqs. (2.5]) and (2.6) is consistent with the constraint (2.4)).

With the unconstrained superfield depending on new super-space ¢(p,n) defined by the
generalized Fourier transform (Z3]) of chiral superfield, it is straightforward to derive the cor-
responding transformation for anti-chiral superfield. We substitute the expression (2.5) for
®(x,0,0) and rearrange factors associated with different SUSY indices so that

b(r.0.0) = [ &y (;—{)f[TAT;lDATAm(p,n) (B.1)

(2m)* o
o %G_AGAer-l-ﬁApi@A . . .
where Ty = e vP¥" s the kernel in the transformation formula for superfield ®(x,0)

in chiral basis. Moving SUSY covariant derivative to the right produces a delta function

<T;1DATA>¢<p,n>=( ) 5(Ban/PE — ina)o(p.1) (B.2)

Rvn
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The presence of a delta function allows the Grassmann variable 74 in the kernel Ty to be
replaced by —if4,/p; and therefore yields an overall exponent ez %%+ which is expected for
an anti-chiral superfield.

_ _ 15 d* vz <A/B ,
®(z,0,0) ==’ 98+/ (27T2;4d4776p 0*(0y/py — in) <_

b+

) o(p.1) (B.3)

From the above formula it is apparent that the definition for integral transform (Z3) is equiv-
alent to identifying 04 with in4/,/p1 in the anti-chiral superfield in anti-chiral basis.

In the Mandelstam formalism all anti-chiral superfields are replaced via reality condition
4). The remaining chiral superfields ®(z,6,0) are then rewritten in chiral basis, which
allows the @ dependence to factor out and can be integrated over. However this approach
leads to a complicated cubic term Sj3 in the action, making the 3-point MHV vertex structure
less apparent. In this section we take another approach and use the integral transformation
formulas (2.5) and (2.6]) to derive the 3-point vertex directly from real basis. The cubic term
Ss reads:

Sy = 32 / d'zd'0d') — 500 DPoPe pate (B.4)

3 . )
Sy faewnen T (2) () ()
D1+ Do+ D3+

y (psL — Pu) eéé Op14+m —— m o aepHe ¢ 0.0psy
D1+
xe' 22050\ pay — i) 0 (0/Pas — i) (B.5)
Note that in the second line of the equation we make use the fact that structure constant
is antisymmetric in the last two indices, f%¢ = —%tr(T“Tch — T9T°T"?), and relabel to
combine the integral into a single trace. The Fourier kernels produce an ordinary momentum

conservation delta function. Combining the remaining exponents and integrating over 6 yields

54 (i0pry +m \’/)i) The integral is then of the form:

5=~ g [T o0 a9 en5* >0

X (P14P3L — P14P2L) C1C2€3 (\/Iﬁ\/@\/@f
X040 — iy /\/D11)0 (0 — in1 / /P21 )8 (0 — im /\/Psy),  (B.6)

with the phase factor ¢; representing sgn(p;;). The subsequent f integral then only contains
delta functions in the integrand and is straightforward to carry out.

/ 0960 — in ) /05 (0 — im0 (0 — i) /BT (B.7)

4
AT2A T2A73A N3ATA
+ = ijymianja,  (B.8)
H V/P1++/D2+ \/P2+\/P3+ \/p3+\/m V2)4(12)4 H%: J
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In the last line of the equation above we feed a round bracket (12) into super-sums

Zij niania/\/Pit+/Pj+ of each index A. From momentum conservation we are free to rewrite
(12) as any of the other two round brackets (12) = (23) = (31). The brackets are then translated
into holomorphic spinor products according to the definition (A.T0]).

We note that equation (B.6]) is manifestly cyclically symmetric, except for the factor (pi4ps1 —
P1apat) = (32) —psipsi +poypes contained in the integrand. Summing over permutations elim-
inates the last two terms, therefore we have:

1 3 - 3
S3 = —ggtr / 1 (dziep) a'o (27r)454(z ;)
=1 1=

XC1C2C3 (\/P1+\/p2+\/p3+ H Z (ij) mianja.  (B.9)

A=1 1ij

Applying the identity (12) = (23) = (31) and the definition (A-10) again reproduces the familiar
3-point MHV super-vertex formula

= —gtr/H (dzips) (2m)*6* Zp, )e1cocs (%3?22;1) (B.10)

where §°(>°, \imi) = Hizl >_ij (14) mian;a is the Grassmannian delta function required by SUSY
Ward identity.

Now we compute the S5 part of the SYM action in real basis. As in the S3 case we begin with
substituting superfields using their integral transformation formulas (2.5) and (2.6). Rewriting
structure constant as trace of SU(N¢) generators gives

_ p
Sy = —39.f™ d4xd49d46’a PP (B.11)
J’_

= —gtr/d4xd49d49 H 52 0) ( ) ( Z) (__Z) yiXpia (D3t —D21)
D1+ D2+ D3+ D1+

24

\/70 10 Op3++m \/mee > ig. 6p1+54(9\/m _ “71) (B.l?)

*992 +n2
X@ P2+

We then integrate over spacetime coordinates to produce the momentum conservation delta
function, which along with the Grassmannian delta function 6*(6,/p1y — i) put the last line
of equation (B.I12) into the form

P2+

Py
emlﬂfﬂmﬂ?ﬂmﬂT §*(0/pry — im). (B.13)

Integrating over § and @ yields

=L T (2)(2) (2)

X(27T)454(Zpi) (Pr4DsL — praDas) 0 (m LS + 72 Do + 13 s ).(B.14)
i=1 P1+ D2+ D3+
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Again we cyclically symmetrize the integrand, this leaves only the curly bracket in (p14 P31 — p14P2y) =
{32} —p34p31 +p2sD2i. To put the above expression into more familiar form, we rewrite
the delta function 6*(n; 2= 4 ny 22 + g 22L) as

VP1+ Vv P2+ VP3+
P14+DP24+P3+ ! 4 \V/P2++/P3+ \/P3++/P1+ \VP1++/P2+
0" (m + 12 + 3 ) (B.15)
P14/ P24-+/DP3+ D24+ P3+ P3+P1+ P1+P2+

*(m 23] + 2 [31] + 3 [12]), (B.16)

:< P1+DP2+DP3+ ) 1 5
VPLey/Pre/Ds ) (V2)H {12}

where we take the definition of anti-holomorphic spinor product as [pq] = V2 {p ¢} \/P+/T5/P+0+
and we use the bilinear property of curly bracket {12} = {23} = {31}. After cancellation with
one curly bracket coming from the factor (pi4ps; — p14D21 ) we rearrange the remaining ones in
the denominator as a sequential product {12} {23} {31}. Translating curly brackets into spinor
products then gives

Sy = 19157" / H (dzid;) 54(2 Pi)C1CaCs O (m 28] + 12 31] + g [12])- (B.17)

3 [12] [23] [31]

C A quartic light-cone superfield action in new variables

The 4-point interaction in the action is split into two parts according to whether the anti-chiral
superfields are adjacent: First we compute the adjacent part using integral transformations egs.

[Z3) and (Z0)
1 4
St = Zg2t7’/d49 d'o <H d8ziq5i> @2m)*s (> )
i=1 i

o) o) o) Go) B e

ip. P14 ig. P24
% 620 Op1++m —m9€29 Op2++mn2 mf)
xe™ 300 5 (G — img)e 300 6 (B — i) (C.1)

In order to simplify the super-vertex formula in the ¢ 7 integral we use momentum conser-
vation to replace 560 - Op1y + 50 - Opoy in the exponents by —26 - Op3, — 560 - Opsy. The last two
lines of the equation (C.I) give

A AG —i0-0pss —i0-Opay M =0 M2t
d*0d*0e e ™ Vit e vprE

<64 (By/Par — in)5* (9/prs — im) (C.2)

- / 9 9 ¢ "= 5N @ Spar — iny)8(By/ar — ina) (C.3)
= 54(; Thj;%) " (113y/Pat — Mav/Ps7) (C.4)
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We obtain the vertex by cyclically symmetrizing the above result

4
Sl :t d8 non 2 4(5 i (54 i pH_ Vl, C5
: /(H z¢><w> ot Enimv (C5)
with
‘/41 _ 92 1 (P1+ — p2t) (P3 — pay)

8 pr+poDs+Par (P14 + Pot) (P34 + Pay)

X (54(771\/p2+ - 772\/P1+) + 54(773\/p4+ - 774\/P3+))
+cycl. perm. (C.6)

Since the @ @ integral in S? is the same as provided one relabels 2 — 3 and 3 — 2 in the
expression, it is easy to see that

2

1

= g - (6 (men/Pas — nav/P2r) + 6 (Mi/P3t — N3+/P1+)
16 p14ypotp3+payt

—54(771\/p4+ - 7)4\/p1+) - 54(772\/P3+ - 773\/p2+) + cycl.perm.) (0-7)
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