arXiv:hep-ph/9710398v2 2 Feb 1998

METHODS OF MINIMIZATION OF CALCULATIONS IN HIGH ENERGY PHYSICS:

I. A Covariant Method of the Calculation of Amplitudes of Processes Involving Polarized Dirac Particles

Alexander L. Bondarev National Scientific and Educational Center of Particle and High Energy Physics attached to Belarusian State University M.Bogdanovich str.,153, Minsk 220040, Republic of Belarus e-mail: bondarev@hep.by

November 17, 2023

Abstract

The article deals with a number of the existing variants of direct calculation of amplitudes of processes with polarized Dirac particles. It is shown, that all of them are special cases of one and the same mathematical scheme. The advantages and disadvantages of this scheme are considered. A new variant of the method of calculation of amplitudes, keeping all the advantages of this scheme, but free from disadvantages, is proposed. In particular, this variant is suitable for the evaluation of amplitudes of processes with interfering diagrams and does not need any additional calculations, that are necessary in the general case. Expressions for the amplitudes of processes involving both massive and massless particles are presented. These expressions make it possible to create in an easy way the computer programs for automatic calculation of amplitudes. The existing computer programs for calculation of amplitudes, their limitations and disadvantages are briefly considered.

1 Introduction

In order to calculate the observables of the processes with the Dirac particles, especially for high-order diagrams and in the case of taking into account the polarization effects, it is necessary to calculate the traces of products of great number of the Dirac γ-matrices. Thus, we face the problem of obtaining the analytical expressions for the physical quantities we are interested in.

One way to eliminate this problem is to calculate the amplitudes of the processes directly. This method allows as to reduce essentially the number of the Dirac γ-matrices in the expressions considered so also the number of the expressions themselves (in the situation when we have the interfering diagrams). The results obtained in this way depend only on 4-vectors and are suitable for numerical analysis. To calculate the squared amplitude (by means of which observables are expressed), we need to calculate only the squares of the modules of the complex numbers obtained. The numerical values obtained in this way are equivalent in principle to the values obtained in the classical way, but can have smaller errors caused by loss of accuracy at the calculations.

The appeal of such an approach has stimulated a lot of articles, where a number of different ways of calculation of amplitudes have been proposed. However all of them have the limitations. Moreover, there are the incorrect methods (for example [47] – [49], see subsection 6 of Section 6). These reasons and the fact that the expressions which have been obtained by different ways for the same amplitudes have different analytical form lead to a certain mistrust to the idea of direct calculation of amplitudes.

Up to now the methods of calculation of amplitudes have been separated into two classes: the covariant methods, i.e. the methods reduced to the evaluation of the traces of the products of the Dirac γ-matrices (see [1] – [25]) and the methods reduced to the multiplication of γ-matrices and bispinors which are written in the matrix form (see [28] – [36], [38] – [42]). However all of them are in fact the special cases of one and the same mathematical scheme.

In Section 2 the covariant methods of calculation are briefly considered. The general mathematical scheme of calculation of amplitudes is presented. It describes all the known methods. It is shown also how the results of any special method can be transformed into the results of another one.

In Section 3 the advantages and disadvantages of the general scheme are considered. In particular we consider carefully the additional calculations which are necessary to be performed in the general case when one has the interfering diagrams.

In Section 4 a new covariant method of calculation of amplitudes is proposed. This method keeps all the advantages of the general scheme but is free from its disadvantages.

In Section 5 the general expressions for the amplitudes of processes involving both massive and massless Dirac particles are presented. (Examples of calculation of the concrete processes can be found in [1].) Using the presented formulae one can create the computer program for automatic calculation of amplitudes.

In Section 6 the methods of calculation of amplitudes based on the multiplication of γ-matrices and bispinors which are written in the matrix form and some similar methods are considered. It is shown that all of them are the special cases of the general scheme considered.

In Section 7 the existing computer programs for automatic calculation of amplitudes, their limitations and drawbacks are briefly considered.

2 The general scheme of the covariant calculation of amplitudes

There is an even number (2N) of fermions in initial and final state for any reaction with Dirac particles. Therefore every diagram contains N nonclosed fermion lines. The expression M_{if} = ū_f Qu_i (1) corresponds to every line in the amplitude of the process, u_i, u_f are the Dirac bispinors for free particles. (For definiteness, we assume that fermions are particles. However the results obtained can be generalized to the case when both of the fermions are antiparticles or one fermion is a particle and another one is an antiparticle. This generalization is considered at the end of Section 4.)

ū = u^+γ^0 ,

and Q is a matrix operator characterizing the interaction. The operator Q is expressed as a linear combination of the products of the Dirac γ-matrices (or their contractions with 4-vectors) and can have any number of free Lorentz indexes.

The formula (1) can be rewritten as M_{if} = T r(Qu_iū_f ) however the expression for the operator u_iū_f is not known. Because of this, in order to calculate M_{if} we use the following general scheme

M_{if} = ū_f Qu_i = (ū_f Qu_i) · ū_iZu_f ū_iZu_f = T r(Qu_iū_iZu_fū_f ) ū_iZu_f ≃ T r(Qu_iū_iZu_fū_f ) |ū_iZu_f | = T r(Qu_iū_iZu_fū_f ) √ T r(Z̄u_iū_iZu_fū_f ) = M_{if} (2)

where Z is an arbitrary 4 × 4-matrix,

Z̄ = γ^0Z^+γ^0

(symbol ≃ stands for ”an equality up to a phase factor sign”).

The projection operators are substituted for uū in (2). For a particle with mass m we have: u(p, n)ū(p, n) = 1 2 (p̂ + m)(1 + γ_5n̂) = P(p, n) (3) where^1: â = γ_μa^μ for any 4-vector a,

p^2 = m^2 , n^2 = −1 , pn = 0 , ūu = 2m , γ_5 = iγ^0γ^1γ^2γ^3

(p is the 4-momentum of the particle, n is the 4-vector specifying the axis of the spin projections of the particle).

For a massless particle the projection operator is the following

u_±(p)ū_±(p) = 1 2 (1 ± γ_5)p̂ = P_±(p) (4)

where p^2 = 0 , ū_±γ_μu_± = 2p_μ (signs ± correspond to the helicity of particle) .

Actually the general scheme (2) describes all the known methods of calculation of amplitudes.

1. In the articles [2] – [9] one chooses Z = 1 .

The results of the articles [10] reduce to the same choice for the calculation of amplitudes of type ū_±(p_f )u_∓(p_i) for the processes with massless particles.

2. In [8], [9] one proposes Z = γ_5 .

The results of the article [11] reduce to the same choice. 3. The results of [12], [13] reduce to Z = γ^0 .

The expressions obtained in the article [14] reduce to the same choice under the following restrictions:

(a) Dirac particles with equal mass in the center-of-mass frame are considered; (b) the polarization state of the particles is the helicity, i.e. 4-vectors, which determine the axes of spin projections, are (see e.g. [60]):

n^μ(p) = λ m ( |⃗p| , p_0 |⃗p| ⃗p ) , λ = ±1 ;

1 We use the same metric as in the book [37]:

a^μ = (a_0,⃗a), a_μ = (a_0, −⃗a), ab = a_μb^μ = a_0b_0 − ⃗a⃗b

(c) the particles have the opposite helicities. 4. The results of [14] also reduce to the choice Z = γ^0γ_5l̂ [where l^μ = 1 |⃗p| √ p_x^2 + p_y^2 [ 0, p_xp_z, p_yp_z, −(p_x^2 + p_y^2) ] , l^2 = −1, (lp_i) = (lp_f ) = 0 ] under the following restrictions:

(a) Dirac particles with equal mass in the center-of-mass frame are considered; (b) the polarization state of the particles is the helicity; (c) the particles have equal helicities.

5.1. In [15] it was proposed to choose for Z Z = l̂ where l is an arbitrary 4-vector such that l^2 = −1. The same choice was proposed in [5] for the calculation of amplitudes of processes with massless particles.

5.2. In [16] it was proposed to choose for Z Z = q̂ (where q is an arbitrary 4-vector such that q^2 = 0, it was proposed to choose q^μ = (1, 1, 0, 0) for numerical calculations) under the following restrictions: (a) the 4-vectors, which determine the axes of the spin projections, are n = λ [ 1 m p − m (pq) q ] , λ = ±1 (p is the 4-momentum of the corresponding particle), (b) λ_i = λ_f 5.3. In [9] it was also proposed that for the calculation of amplitudes of processes with massless particles Z = r̂ where r is an arbitrary 4-momentum such that r^2 = m^2.

6. The results of papers [17] – [19] reduce to

Z = 1 + γ^0 .

The results of the paper [20] reduce to the same choice under the restriction

n_f = [ (n_f )_0 , ⃗n_i −

(n_i)_0 (p_i)_0 + m_i ⃗p_i + (n_f )_0 (p_f )_0 + m_f ⃗p_f ] ,

(n_f )_0 = 1 m_f [ (⃗p_f ⃗n_i) − (n_i)_0 (p_i)_0 + m_i (⃗p_f ⃗p_i) ] . 7. The results of [20] also reduce to

Z = (1 + γ^0)γ_5l̂

where n_f = [ −(n_f )_0 , −⃗n_i +

(n_i)_0 (p_i)_0 + m_i ⃗p_i − (n_f )_0 (p_f )_0 + m_f ⃗p_f ] , (n_f )_0 = 1 m_f [ (⃗p_f ⃗n_i) − (n_i)_0 (p_i)_0 + m_i (⃗p_f ⃗p_i) ] . where l^μ = (0, −⃗o) , ⃗o^2 = 1 , (⃗o⃗n_i) =

(n_i)_0 (p_i)_0 + m_i (⃗o⃗p_i) . 8. The results of papers [21], [22] reduce to Z = m + r̂ (r is an arbitrary 4-momentum such that r^2 = m^2), as this takes place in this paper for the 4-vectors, which determine the axes of the spin projections, one uses

n_i = m^2_i p_f − (p_ip_f )p_i m_i √ (p_ip_f )^2 − m^2_i m^2_f , n_f = − m^2_f p_i − (p_ip_f )p_f m_f √ (p_ip_f )^2 − m^2_i m^2_f .

9. The results of [23] for the amplitudes of type ū_±(p_f )u_∓(p_i) with massless particles reduce to Z = q̂_1q̂_2 where q_1, q_2 are arbitrary 4-vectors such that q^2_1 = q^2 = 0.

10. The results of the papers [24], [25] for the amplitudes of type ū_±(p_f )u_∓(p_i) with massless particles reduce to Z = l̂q̂ where l, q are arbitrary 4-vectors such that

l^2 = −1 , q^2 = 0 , (ql) = 0 .

As this takes place one chooses l^μ = (0, 0, 1, 0), q^μ = (1, 1, 0, 0) for numerical calculations.

The results of the paper [16] reduce to the same choice for the calculation of amplitudes of processes with massive particles under the following restrictions:

(a) for the 4-vectors, which determine the axes of the spin projections, one uses n = λ [ 1 m p − m (pq) q ] , λ = ±1 (p is the 4-momentum of the corresponding particle), (b) λ_i = −λ_f The remaining methods of the calculation of amplitudes are considered in Section 6. We emphasize again that all this methods can be reduced to (2).

The results of the calculation of amplitudes for different Z differ only by the phase factor. Really,

M_{if} (Z_1) =

T r(QP_iZ_1P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f ) = T r(QP_iZ_1P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f ) · T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_2P_f ) T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_2P_f )

= T r(QP_iZ_1P_f ) · T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_2P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f ) · T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_2P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_2P_f ) = T r(QP_iZ_2P_f ) · T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_1P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_2P_f ) · T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_1P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_2P_f )

= T r(QP_iZ_2P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_2P_f ) · [ T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_1P_f ) T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_2P_f ) ]_{1/2} = M_{if} (Z_2) · e^{iϕ} ,

(5)

where e^{iϕ} = [ T r(Z̄_2P_iZ_1P_f ) T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_2P_f ) ]_{1/2} . (6)

In (5) we have used the identity: T r(AP_iBP_f ) · T r(CP_iDP_f ) = T r(Au_iū_iBu_fū_f ) · T r(Cu_iū_iDu_fū_f ) = (ū_f Au_i)(ū_iBu_f )(ū_f Cu_i)(ū_iDu_f ) ≡ (ū_f Au_i)(ū_iDu_f )(ū_f Cu_i)(ū_iBu_f ) = T r(Au_iū_iDu_fū_f ) · T r(Cu_iū_iBu_fū_f ) = T r(AP_iDP_f ) · T r(CP_iBP_f ) (7)

where A, B, C, D are arbitrary 4 × 4-matrices.

3 Advantages and disadvantages of the general scheme

Let us consider the advantages and disadvantages of the general scheme of calculation of amplitudes (2) illustrating them by the elementary example with Z = 1 .

The advantages are following:

1. The calculation of the amplitude of the process is analogous to the calculation of the squared amplitude of this process

|M_{if} |^2 = (ū_f Qu_i)(ū_f Qu_i)^∗ = (ū_f Qu_i)(ū_iQ̄u_f ) = T r(Qu_iū_iQ̄u_fū_f ) = T r(QP_iQ̄P_f ) (8) and reduces to the standard operation of the evaluation of the trace of a linear combination of the products of the Dirac γ-matrices.

As this takes place, for the calculation of amplitudes it is enough to make the replacement in (8) Q̄ −→ Z √ T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) (9) This observation allows us to supplement the computer algebra systems, using standard methods for calculation of cross sections (e.g. [62], [63]), by the programs for the calculation of the amplitudes.

For Z = 1 the replacement (9) takes the form Q̄ −→ 1 √ [m_im_f + (p_ip_f )] [1 − (n_in_f )] + (p_in_f )(p_f n_i)

2. The expression for the amplitude of the process contains lesser number of the Dirac γ-matrices than the expression for the square of the modulus of the amplitude of the same process. Because of this, after the evaluation of traces of the γ-matrices the expression for the amplitude contains lesser number of terms than the expression for the square of the modulus of the same amplitude. The estimate of a gain for Z = 1 is presented in Table 1. (Here we consider the processes involving massive particles. The maximum number of the γ-matrices in projection operators of the massive particles is contained in the terms p̂_iγ_5n̂_i and p̂_f γ_5n̂_f . Therefore the maximum contribution from the projection operators in expressions considered is equal to 4 γ-matrices.)

Number of γ-matrices in Q , N 1 3 5 Number of γ-matrices in the term of |M_{if} |^2 , which gives the maximum contribution, N_1 = 4 + 2N

6 10 14

Number of the terms after the trace evaluation, (N_1 − 1)!! 15 945 135135 Number of γ-matrices in the term of M_{if} , which gives the maximum contribution^2, N_2 = (4 + N) − 1

4 6 8

Number of the terms after the trace evaluation, (N_2 − 1)!! 3 15 105

The estimate of a gain,

(N_1 − 1)!! (N_2 − 1)!!

5 63 1287

Table 1: The estimate of a gain obtained at calculation of the amplitudes for Z = 1

It is follows from Table 1 that the more complicated the process considered (i.e. the greater number of the γ-matrices is contained in the operator Q which describes the interaction) the greater gain is given by the method of the calculation of the amplitude in comparison with the standard method of the calculation of the square of the modulus of the amplitude. This is also true for any operator Z in the general scheme (2).

Really, when the number of γ-matrices in operator Q increases by I, their number in the numerator of the expression (2) for the amplitude increases only by I, (denominator does not change), but in the expression (8) for the squared amplitude the number of γ-matrices increases by 2I (as the formula (8) contains both the operator Q and the operator Q̄).

However, the scheme considered has two essential disadvantages in the general case:

1. There is a denominator in (2), hence the ambiguity of the type 0 0 can appear during the calculations. For example if one chooses Z = 1 then the expressions for the amplitudes have the denominator √ T r[P(p_i, n_i)P(p_f , n_f )] = √ [m_im_f + (p_ip_f )] [1 − (n_in_f )] + (p_in_f )(p_f n_i) which is equal to zero for

n_f = −n_i +

(p_f n_i) m_im_f + (p_ip_f )

(p_i + m_i m_f p_f )

2In this case (4 + N) is an odd number, and consequently the term with (4 + N) γ-matrices vanishes

2. All the expressions for the amplitudes [as it follows from (2)] are known up to a phase factor: M_{if} = M_{if} · ū_iZu_f |ū_iZu_f | . (10)

Obviously this fact creates no problem, if we calculate the amplitude for alone diagram. Really

(M_{if} )^∗ = [T r(QP_iZP_f )]^∗ √ T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) = [T r(Qu_iū_iZu_fū_f )]^∗ √ T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) = [(ū_f Qu_i)(ū_iZu_f )]^∗ √ T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) = (ū_fZ̄u_i)(ū_iQ̄u_f ) √ T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) = T r(Z̄u_iū_iQ̄u_fū_f ) √ T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) = T r(Z̄P_iQ̄P_f ) √ T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) , (11)

M_{if} (M_{if} )^∗ = T r(QP_iZP_f ) · T r(Z̄P_iQ̄P_f ) T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) = T r(QP_iQ̄P_f ) · T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) T r(Z̄P_iZP_f ) = T r(QP_iQ̄P_f ) = |M_{if} |^2 .

(12)

[In (12) we used the identity (7).]

However, if we have the interfering diagrams, then the application of (2) leads to the fact that the expressions for the amplitudes corresponding to different channels are multiplied by different phase factors in the general case. In this situation the additional calculations are necessary. These calculations are considered below.

Let us consider the diagrams of the process of the general form, which proceeds in two different channels (see Fig. 1).

i^′ i

f^′ f

i^′ i

f f^′

Figure 1: The general form of the diagrams of the process proceeding in two interfering channels

The expression M = (ū_f Qu_i) · (ū_f ′ Ru_i′ ) = M_{if} · M_i′_f ′ , (13) corresponds to the first diagram. The expression

M^′ = (ū_f ′ Su_i) · (ū_f T u_i′ ) = M_{if} ′ · M_i′_f (14) corresponds to the second one, where Q, R, S, T are arbitrary matrix operators characterizing the interaction.

There are three possibilities to calculate the amplitude of this process correctly: (a) One can apply the Fierz transformation for the second diagram: f ↔ f^′. However this method requires a large number of additional calculations.

(b) One can multiply both of the amplitudes by the same phase factors, for example by ū_iZ_1u_f |ū_iZ_1u_f | · ū_i′ Z_2u_f ′ |ū_i′ Z_2u_f ′ | . In this case we have the expression for the first diagram T r(QP_iZ_1P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f ) · T r(RP_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) √ T r(Z̄_2P_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) and for the second diagram T r(SP_iZ_1P_f T P_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f ) · √ T r(Z̄_2P_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) . It is obvious that the calculation of the amplitude for the second diagram is complicated enough. Besides, it is not convenient to use the expressions which have different structure for the calculation of amplitudes for the different diagrams.

(c) The third possibility is to calculate the relative phase for the first and second diagrams and to use the expression obtained for the phase correction of one of two amplitudes.

We will use the third possibility. Interference term has the form

M · (M^′)^∗ = M_{if} · M_i′_f ′ · (M_{if} ′ )^∗ · (M_i′_f )^∗ = (ū_f Qu_i)(ū_f ′ Ru_i′ )(ū_iS̄u_f ′ )(ū_i′T̄ u_f ) . Let us multiply the interference term by

(ū_iZ_1u_f )(ū_i′ Z_2u_f ′ )(ū_f ′Z̄_3u_i)(ū_fZ̄_4u_i′ ) (ū_iZ_1u_f )(ū_i′ Z_2u_f ′ )(ū_f ′Z̄_3u_i)(ū_fZ̄_4u_i′ ) · (ū_fZ̄_1u_i)(ū_iZ_3u_f ′ )(ū_f ′Z̄_2u_i′ )(ū_i′ Z_4u_f ) (ū_fZ̄_1u_i)(ū_iZ_3u_f ′ )(ū_f ′Z̄_2u_i′ )(ū_i′ Z_4u_f ) ≡ 1 where Z_1, Z_2, Z_3, Z_4 are still arbitrary matrix operators.

As a result in this case we have

M · (M^′)^∗ ≡

T r(QP_iZ_1P_f ) T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f ) · T r(RP_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) T r(Z̄_2P_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) × T r(Z̄_3P_iS̄P_f ′ ) T r(Z̄_3P_iZ_3P_f ′ ) · T r(Z̄_4P_i′T̄ P_f ) T r(Z̄_4P_i′ Z_4P_f )

· T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_3P_f ′Z̄_2P_i′ Z_4P_f )

= T r(QP_iZ_1P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f ) · T r(RP_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) √ T r(Z̄_2P_i′ Z_2P_f ′ ) · T r(Z̄_3P_iS̄P_f ′ ) √ T r(Z̄_3P_iZ_3P_f ′ ) · T r(Z̄_4P_i′T̄ P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_4P_i′ Z_4P_f ) × T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_3P_f ′Z̄_2P_i′ Z_4P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f )T r(Z̄_3P_iZ_3P_f ′ )T r(Z̄_2P_i′ Z_2P_f ′ )T r(Z̄_4P_i′ Z_4P_f )

= M_{if} · M_i′_f ′ · (M_{if} ′ )^∗ · (M_i′_f )^∗ · K

(15)

where M_{if} , M_i′_f ′ , (M_{if} ′ )^∗, (M_i′_f )^∗ are given by expressions analogous to (2) and (11), and the coefficient K is given by K = T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_3P_f ′Z̄_2P_i′ Z_4P_f ) √ T r(Z̄_1P_iZ_1P_f )T r(Z̄_3P_iZ_3P_f ′ )T r(Z̄_2P_i′ Z_2P_f ′ )T r(Z̄_4P_i′ Z_4P_f )

. (16)

It is obvious that |K| = 1 . Thus we have to calculate the amplitude of process with interfering diagrams as follows M + M^′ = K · M_{if} · M_i′_f ′ + M_{if} ′ · M_i′_f . (17) In particularly, if Z_1 = Z_2 = Z_3 = Z_4 = 1 we have K = T r(P_iP_f ′ P_i′ P_f ) √ T r(P_iP_f )T r(P_iP_f ′ )T r(P_i′ P_f ′ )T r(P_i′ P_f ) In the massless limit we have

ū_±(p_f )Qu_∓(p_i) ≃

T r[Qp̂_ip̂_f (1 ∓ γ_5)] 2 √ 2(p_ip_f )

, (18)

K = T r[p̂_ip̂_f ′p̂_i′p̂_f (1 ∓ γ_5)] 8 √ (p_ip_f )(p_ip_f ′ )(p_i′ p_f )(p_i′ p_f ′ )

. (19)

The formulae (18), (19) generalize the method of the calculation of amplitudes proposed in [10].

4 A new method of the calculation of amplitudes

All the disadvantages of the general scheme of the calculation of the amplitudes listed in the previous section can be eliminated with the help of a successful choice of the operator Z. As a suitable choice we propose Z = P [see (3)] or Z = P_± [see (4)] .

Really, in this case the unknown phase factor for each line of the diagram splits into two parts [see (10)]: M_{if} = M_{if} · ū_iPu_f |ū_iPu_f | = M_{if} · ū_iuūu_f |ū_iuūu_f | = M_{if} · ū_iu |ū_iu| · ūu_f |ūu_f | . Let us consider again the diagrams of the process shown in Fig. 1.

Calculating the amplitudes (13), (14), we have M = M_{if} · M_i′_f ′ · ū_iu |ū_iu| · ūu_f |ūu_f | · ū_i′ u |ū_i′ u| · ūu_f ′ |ūu_f ′ | , M^′ = M_{if} ′ · M_i′_f · ū_iu |ū_iu| · ūu_f ′ |ūu_f ′ | · ū_i′ u |ū_i′ u| · ūu_f |ūu_f | , that is the amplitudes of the different diagrams are multiplied by the same phase factor, and therefore one can ignore it. This conclusion is right for any number of the interfering diagrams and for any number of the nonclosed fermion lines in the diagrams.

We also note that, as would be expected [see (16)] K ≡ 1 if Z_1 = Z_2 = Z_3 = Z_4 = P or Z_1 = Z_2 = Z_3 = Z_4 = P_± since projection operators have the following properties: P̄ = P , PAP = T r[PA] · P , (20) P̄_± = P_± , P_±AP_± = T r[P_±A] · P_± . (21)

Really P̄ = γ^0P^+γ^0 = γ^0(uū)^+γ^0 = γ^0(uu^+γ^0)^+γ^0

= γ^0[(γ^0)^+(u^+)^+u^+]γ^0 = γ^0[γ^0uu^+]γ^0 = uu^+γ^0 = uū = P ,

PAP = (u)_α(ū)_β(A)^{βρ}(u)_ρ(ū)_δ = [(ū)_β (A)^{βρ}(u)_ρ](u)_α(ū)_δ

= [(u)_ρ(ū)_β(A)^{βρ}](u)_α(ū)_δ = T r[PA] · P .

Therefore we can calculate the amplitude of the process with interfering diagrams as follows

M + M^′ = T r(QP_iPP_f ) √ T r(PP_i)T r(PP_f ) · T r(RP_i′ PP_f ′ ) √ T r(PP_i′ )T r(PP_f ′ ) + T r(SP_iPP_f ′ ) √ T r(PP_i)T r(PP_f ′ ) · T r(T P_i′ PP_f ) √ T r(PP_i′ )T r(PP_f ) = T r(QP_iPP_f ) · T r(RP_i′ PP_f ′ ) + T r(SP_iPP_f ′ ) · T r(T P_i′ PP_f ) √ T r(PP_i)T r(PP_i′ )T r(PP_f )T r(PP_f ′ ) .

(22)

[where for the denominators in (22) we used the identity T r(P̄P_iPP_f ) = T r(PP_i)T r(PP_f ) , which follows from (20) – (21)].

This expression enables us to calculate the amplitude numerically. The complex numbers obtained in this way may be used to calculate the squared amplitude.

Note that in (22) and in the analogous formulae used further we shall use the equality sign instead of the symbol ≃, since now there does not exist any trouble with the phase factors. (However one can not do this when the phase factor is not the same for all terms! – see, for example, subsection 5 of Section 6.)

Thus, if we use the projection operator for Z then in addition to the two advantages of the general scheme (2) considered in Section 3 we obtain one more advantage:

3. For the processes with interfering diagrams the number of the expressions which are necessary to be calculated is reduced since it is not necessary to calculate the interfering terms.

If in individual cases under numerical calculations the denominator in (22) vanishes, it is sufficient to change an arbitrary projection operator P entering (22) (i.e. to change arbitrary 4-vectors entering it). In this case the amplitudes for the different diagrams are multiplied by one and the same phase factor. Really, under the replacement of P by P^′ , we obtain [using (5) and (6)]: M_{if} = T r(QP_iPP_f ) √ T r(PP_i)T r(PP_f ) = T r(QP_iP^′P_f ) √ T r(P^′P_i)T r(P^′P_f ) · [ T r(P^′P_iPP_f ) T r(PP_iP^′P_f ) ]_{1/2} ,

M_i′_f ′ = T r(RP_i′ PP_f ′ ) √ T r(PP_i′ )T r(PP_f ′ ) = T r(RP_i′ P^′P_f ′ ) √ T r(P^′P_i′ )T r(P^′P_f ′ ) · [ T r(P^′P_i′ PP_f ′ ) T r(PP_i′ P^′P_f ′ ) ]_{1/2} ,

M_{if} ′ = T r(SP_iPP_f ′ ) √ T r(PP_i)T r(PP_f ′ ) = T r(SP_iP^′P_f ′ ) √ T r(P^′P_i)T r(P^′P_f ′ ) · [ T r(P^′P_iPP_f ′ ) T r(PP_iP^′P_f ′ ) ]_{1/2} ,

M_i′_f = T r(T P_i′ PP_f ) √ T r(PP_i′ )T r(PP_f ) = T r(T P_i′ P^′P_f ) √ T r(P^′P_i′ )T r(P^′P_f ) · [ T r(P^′P_i′ PP_f ) T r(PP_i′ P^′P_f ) ]_{1/2} . As this takes place we have [see (7)] [ T r(P^′P_iPP_f ) T r(PP_iP^′P_f ) · T r(P^′P_i′ PP_f ′ ) T r(PP_i′ P^′P_f ′ ) ]_{1/2} ≡ [ T r(P^′P_iPP_f ′ ) T r(PP_iP^′P_f ′ ) · T r(P^′P_i′ PP_f ) T r(PP_i′ P^′P_f ) ]_{1/2} . Note that if the operators, characterizing the interaction, contain the product of γmatrices the number of which is greater than the number of γ-matrices involved in the projection operator, then the calculation of the amplitude for a single diagram is easer than the calculation of the squared amplitude.

However, for the processes with interfering diagrams the method of the calculation of amplitudes is easier in any case, because we need not calculate the interference terms.

As it was already mentioned, the method considered can be generalized easily to the case of the reaction with participation of antiparticles. To do this it is sufficient to substitute the projection operators of antiparticles in place of the operators of particles in (2). For example, if we are interested in the value v̄_f Qu_i , where v_f is the bispinor of a free antiparticle, then v̄_f Qu_i = T r(Qu_iū_iZv_fv̄_f ) √ T r(Z̄u_iū_iZv_f v̄_f ) (23)

where v(p, n)v̄(p, n) = 1 2 (−m + p̂)(1 + γ_5n̂) (24)

p^2 = m^2 , n^2 = −1 , pn = 0 , v̄v = −2m for a massive antiparticle, or

v_±(p)v̄_±(p) = 1 2 (1 ∓ γ_5)p̂ (25)

p^2 = 0 , v̄_±γ_μv_± = 2p_μ for a massless antiparticle.

As always, we use (3) or (4) instead of Z.

5 The formulae for the calculation of the amplitudes of the processes involving the polarized Dirac particles

In this Section the expressions for the amplitudes of the processes with both the massive and massless Dirac particles are presented. Using the formulae (2) – (4) and (23) – (25), we obtain:

ū_±(p_f )Qu_±(p_i) = ū_±(p_f )Qv_∓(p_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qu_±(p_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qv_∓(p_i) = T r[Qp̂_iq̂p̂_f (1 ∓ γ_5)] 4 √ (qp_i)(qp_f ) . (26)

Here Z = 1 2 (1 ∓ γ_5)q̂ = P_∓ , q^2 = 0 .

The massless 4-vector q can be arbitrary, but it must be the same for all nonclosed fermion lines of the diagrams considered.

ū_±(p_f )Qu_∓(p_i) = ū_±(p_f )Qv_±(p_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qu_∓(p_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qv_±(p_i) = T r[Qp̂_i(m ∓ r̂l̂)p̂_f (1 ∓ γ_5)] 4 √ [(rp_i) ± m(lp_i)][(rp_f ) ∓ m(lp_f )] . (27)

Here Z = 1 2 (m + r̂)(1 + γ_5l̂) = P, r^2 = m^2, l^2 = −1, rl = 0 .

The same remark as for the vector q in (26) is takes place for the 4-vectors r and l.

In the latter case we can not use the easier operator P_± for Z, since in this case the numerator and the denominator are equal to zero. However to simplify the calculations we can require m = 0, r^2 = 0 in (27):

ū_±(p_f )Qu_∓(p_i) = ū_±(p_f )Qv_±(p_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qu_∓(p_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qv_±(p_i) = ∓ T r[Qp̂_ir̂l̂p̂_f (1 ∓ γ_5)] 4 √ (rp_i)(rp_f ) . (28)

This formula generalizes the method of the calculation of amplitudes proposed in [24] – [25]. Further

ū_±(p_f )Qu(p_i, n_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qu(p_i, n_i) =

T r [Q(m_i ± p̂_in̂_i + p̂_i ± m_in̂_i)q̂p̂_f (1 ∓ γ_5)] 4 √ 2 [(qp_i) ± m_i(qn_i)] (qp_f ) , (29) ū_±(p_f )Qv(p_i, n_i) = v̄_∓(p_f )Qv(p_i, n_i) =

T r [Q(−m_i ± p̂_in̂_i + p̂_i ∓ m_in̂_i)q̂p̂_f (1 ∓ γ_5)] 4 √ 2 [(qp_i) ∓ m_i(qn_i)] (qp_f ) , (30) ū(p_f , n_f )Qu_±(p_i) = ū(p_f , n_f )Qv_∓(p_i) =

T r [Q(1 ± γ_5)p̂_iq̂(m_f ∓ p̂_fn̂_f + p̂_f ± m_f n̂_f )] 4 √ 2(qp_i) [(qp_f ) ± m_f (qn_f )] , (31) v̄(p_f , n_f )Qu_±(p_i) = v̄(p_f , n_f )Qv_∓(p_i) =

T r [Q(1 ± γ_5)p̂_iq̂(−m_f ∓ p̂_fn̂_f + p̂_f ∓ m_f n̂_f )] 4 √ 2(qp_i) [(qp_f ) ∓ m_f (qn_f )] , (32) ū(p_f , n_f )Qu(p_i, n_i) = T r [Q(m_i ± p̂_in̂_i + p̂_i ± m_in̂_i)(1 ∓ γ_5)q̂(m_f ∓ p̂_fn̂_f + p̂_f ± m_fn̂_f )] 8 √ [(qp_i) ± m_i(qn_i)] [(qp_f ) ± m_f (qn_f )] , (33)

ū(p_f , n_f )Qv(p_i, n_i) = T r [Q(−m_i ± p̂_in̂_i + p̂_i ∓ m_in̂_i)(1 ∓ γ_5)q̂(m_f ∓ p̂_f n̂_f + p̂_f ± m_fn̂_f )] 8 √ [(qp_i) ∓ m_i(qn_i)] [(qp_f ) ± m_f (qn_f )] , (34)

v̄(p_f , n_f )Qu(p_i, n_i) = T r [Q(m_i ± p̂_in̂_i + p̂_i ± m_in̂_i)(1 ∓ γ_5)q̂(−m_f ∓ p̂_f n̂_f + p̂_f ∓ m_fn̂_f )] 8 √ [(qp_i) ± m_i(qn_i)] [(qp_f ) ∓ m_f (qn_f )] , (35)

v̄(p_f , n_f )Qv(p_i, n_i) = T r [Q(−m_i ± p̂_in̂_i + p̂_i ∓ m_in̂_i)(1 ∓ γ_5)q̂(−m_f ∓ p̂_f n̂_f + p̂_f ∓ m_f n̂_f )] 8 √ [(qp_i) ∓ m_i(qn_i)] [(qp_f ) ∓ m_f (qn_f )] . (36)

As noted above, Q is the matrix operator which characterizes the interaction. It is a linear combination of the products of the Dirac γ-matrices (or their contractions with 4-vectors).

If in the course of numerical calculations the denominators in (26) – (36) become zero for some values of vectors p_i, n_i and p_f , n_f , then it suffice to change the values of arbitrary 4-vectors q or r, l contained in these formulae (simultaneously for all the lines of the diagrams being considered).

To simplify the calculations one can substitute the vectors of the problem instead of arbitrary vectors q or r, l but this may cause an ambiguity of the type 0 0 which can not be resolved.

The listed formulae are simple enough and may be used for creating the computer programs for automatic calculation of the amplitudes. Besides the presence of the multipliers

(1±γ_5) in all the formulae allows us to use the formulae of the Fierz transformations (see, e.g. [61]), if it is necessary, to simplify the calculations:

[(1 ± γ_5)γ_μ]_{ij} [(1 ∓ γ_5)γ^μ]_{kl} = 2[1 ± γ_5]_{il}[1 ∓ γ_5]_{kj} (37)

[(1 ± γ_5)γ_μ]_{ij} [(1 ± γ_5)γ^μ]_{kl} = − [(1 ± γ_5)γ_μ]_{il} [(1 ± γ_5)γ^μ]_{kj} (38)

(i, j, k, l are indices that label the components of 4 × 4-matrices).

6 Methods of the calculation of the amplitudes based on multiplication of γ-matrices and bispinors which are written in the matrix form and methods based on transformation of bispinors

Throughout this Section we use the chiral representation of the γ-matrices:

γ^0 = ( O I I O ) , γ^k = ( O σ^k −σ^k O ) , γ_5 = iγ^0γ^1γ^2γ^3 = ( −I O O I ) ,

σ^1 = ( 0 1 1 0 ) , σ^2 = ( 0 −i i 0 ) , σ^3 = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) , I = ( 1 0 0 1 ) , O = ( 0 0 0 0 ) . In this representation the projection operator for a massive particle has the form: P(p, n) = 1 2 (p̂ + m)(1 + γ_5n̂) = 1 2 · m + [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} p_−n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥n_− p_− − mn_− −p^∗_⊥ + mn^∗_⊥ p_+n_⊥ − p_⊥n_+ m − [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} −p_⊥ + mn_⊥ p_+ − mn_+ p_+ + mn_+ p^∗_⊥ + mn^∗_⊥ m + [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} p_+n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥n_+ p_⊥ + mn_⊥ p_− + mn_− p_−n_⊥ − p_⊥n_− m − [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} (39) where for any 4-vectors a and b

a_± = a_0 ± a_z , a_⊥ = a_x + ia_y , [ab]_{0z} = a_0b_z − a_zb_0 , [ab]_{xy} = a_xb_y − a_yb_x ,

p_0 = E = √ m^2 + ⃗p^2

The projection operator for a massive antiparticle: P_a(p, n) = 1 2 (p̂ − m)(1 + γ_5n̂) = 1 2 · −m + [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} p_−n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥n_− p_− + mn_− −p^∗_⊥ − mn^∗_⊥ p_+n_⊥ − p_⊥n_+ −m − [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} −p_⊥ − mn_⊥ p_+ + mn_+ p_+ − mn_+ p^∗_⊥ − mn^∗_⊥ −m + [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} p_+n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥n_+ p_⊥ − mn_⊥ p_− − mn_− p_−n_⊥ − p_⊥n_− −m − [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} (40) As noted above, the calculations of the amplitudes by multiplication of γ-matrices and bispinors which are written in the matrix form are reduced to the general scheme (2). Let us illustrate this by several examples.

1.1. Let us consider

u(p, n) = P(p, n) √ T r [P(p, n)P(r, l)] 1 0 1 0

= 1 2 √ (p_0 + m)(1 + n_z) − p_zn_0 p_− + m(1 − n_−) + [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} (m + p_+)n_⊥ − p_⊥(1 + n_+) p_+ + m(1 + n_+) + [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} (m + p_−)n_⊥ + p_⊥(1 − n_−) , (41)

where r^μ = (1, 0, 0, 0) , l^μ = (0, 0, 0, 1) .

u^′(p, n) = P(p, n) √ T r [P(p, n)P(r, l^′)] 0 1 0 1

= 1 2 √ (p_0 + m)(1 − n_z) + p_zn_0

(m + p_−)n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥(1 + n_−) p_+ + m(1 − n_+) − [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} (m + p_+)n^∗_⊥ + p^∗_⊥(1 − n_+) p_− + m(1 + n_−) − [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} , (42)

where r^μ = (1, 0, 0, 0) , l^{′μ} = (0, 0, 0, −1) . Note that u^′(p, n) = e^{iφ(p,n)}u(p, n) , (43) where e^{iφ(p,n)} = (p_0 + m)n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥n_0 √ (p_0 + m)(1 − n_z) + p_zn_0 √ (p_0 + m)(1 + n_z) − p_zn_0

. (44)

Similarly:

v(p, n) = P_a(p, n) √ T r [P_a(p, n)P(r, l)] 1 0 1 0

= 1 2 √ (p_0 − m)(1 + n_z) − p_zn_0 p_− − m(1 − n_−) + [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} (−m + p_+)n_⊥ − p_⊥(1 + n_+) p_+ − m(1 + n_+) + [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} (−m + p_−)n_⊥ + p_⊥(1 − n_−) , (45)

v^′(p, n) = P_a(p, n) √ T r [P_a(p, n)P(r, l^′)] 0 1 0 1

= 1 2 √ (p_0 − m)(1 − n_z) + p_zn_0

(−m + p_−)n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥(1 + n_−) p_+ − m(1 − n_+) − [pn]_{0z} + i[pn]_{xy} (−m + p_+)n^∗_⊥ + p^∗_⊥(1 − n_+) p_− − m(1 + n_−) − [pn]_{0z} − i[pn]_{xy} . (46)

Note that v^′(p, n) = e^{iϕ(p,n)}v(p, n) , (47) where e^{iϕ(p,n)} = (p_0 − m)n^∗_⊥ − p^∗_⊥n_0 √ (p_0 − m)(1 − n_z) + p_zn_0 √ (p_0 − m)(1 + n_z) − p_zn_0

. (48)

Obviously the bispinors (41) – (42) for particles and the bispinors (45) – (46) for antiparticles satisfy as the Dirac equation so also the equation for the vector n determining the axis of the spin projections, since when constructing the bispinors there were used the corresponding projection operators (39), (40). Besides one can easily verify that these bispinors satisfy the normalization conditions ū(p, n)u(p, n) = ū^′(p, n)u^′(p, n) = 2m , v̄(p, n)v(p, n) = v̄^′(p, n)v^′(p, n) = −2m .

It follows from (41):

ū(p_f , n_f )Qu(p_i, n_i) = T r [Qu(p_i, n_i)ū(p_f , n_f )]

= T r Q P(p_i, n_i) √ T r [P(p_i, n_i)P(r, l)] 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

P(p_f , n_f ) √ T r [P(p_f , n_f )P(r, l)]

= T r [QP(p_i, n_i)P(r, l)P(p_f , n_f )] √ T r [P(p_i, n_i)P(r, l)] T r [P(p_f , n_f )P(r, l)]

(49)

i.e. the calculation of the amplitude in this case reduces to the general scheme (2) if Z = P(r, l) = 1 2 (1 + γ^0)(1 − γ_5γ^3) .

Similarly

ū^′(p_f , n_f )Qu^′(p_i, n_i)

= T r Q P(p_i, n_i) √ T r [P(p_i, n_i)P(r, l^′)] 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1

P(p_f , n_f ) √ T r [P(p_f , n_f )P(r, l^′)]

= T r [QP(p_i, n_i)P(r, l^′)P(p_f , n_f )] √ T r [P(p_i, n_i)P(r, l^′)] T r [P(p_f , n_f )P(r, l^′)] .

(50)

Here Z = P(r, l^′) = 1 2 (1 + γ^0)(1 + γ_5γ^3) .

And, as it follows from (43) – (44), the expressions obtained for the amplitudes differ by the phase factor. Similarly, for the amplitude

ū(p_f , n_f )Qu^′(p_i, n_i)

we have Z = P(r, l) · e^{iφ(pi,ni)} and so on.

Note that until the present time the bispinors of the general form (41) – (42), (45) – (46) have not been used for the calculation of the amplitudes of processes, however their special forms described below are widely used.

1.2. Let us consider the form of the bispinors (41) – (42), (45) – (46) in the situation when the polarization state of particles and antiparticles is the helicity, i.e.

n^μ(p) = λ m ( |⃗p| , p_0 |⃗p| ⃗p ) , λ = ±1 . In this case the bispinors take the form

u(p, +) = 1 2 √ (p_0 + m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) p_⊥ (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) p_⊥

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z)

√ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) √ p_0 − |⃗p| p_⊥ √ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) √ p_0 + |⃗p| p_⊥ . (51)

In (51) we used the identity: p_0 + m ± |⃗p| √ 2(p_0 + m) = √ p_0 ± |⃗p| . Further

u(p, −) = 1 2 √ (p_0 + m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) (−p_⊥) (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) (−p_⊥)

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z)

√ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) √ p_0 + |⃗p| (−p_⊥) √ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) √ p_0 − |⃗p| (−p_⊥) , (52) u^′(p, +) = 1 2 √ (p_0 + m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) p^∗_⊥ (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) p^∗_⊥ (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z)

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z)

√ p_0 − |⃗p| p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) √ p_0 + |⃗p| p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) , (53)

u^′(p, −) = 1 2 √ (p_0 + m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) (−p^∗_⊥) (p_0 + m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) (−p^∗_⊥) (p_0 + m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z)

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z)

√ p_0 + |⃗p| (−p^∗_⊥) √ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) √ p_0 − |⃗p| (−p^∗_⊥) √ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) . (54)

As this takes place we have u^′(p, ±) = ±u(p, ±) · p^∗_⊥ √ p^2_x + p^2_y = ±u(p, ±) · p^∗_⊥ |p_⊥| . Further

v(p, +) = 1 2 √ (p_0 − m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) (−p_⊥) (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) (−p_⊥)

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z)

√ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) √ p_0 + |⃗p| (−p_⊥) − √ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) − √ p_0 − |⃗p| (−p_⊥) . (55)

In (55) we used the identity: p_0 − m ± |⃗p| √ 2(p_0 − m) = ± √ p_0 ± |⃗p| .

v(p, −) = 1 2 √ (p_0 − m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) p_⊥ (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) p_⊥

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) − √ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) − √ p_0 − |⃗p| p_⊥ √ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) √ p_0 + |⃗p| p_⊥ , (56)

v^′(p, +) = 1 2 √ (p_0 − m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) (−p^∗_⊥) (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z) (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) (−p^∗_⊥) (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| + p_z)

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z)

√ p_0 + |⃗p| (−p^∗_⊥) √ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) − √ p_0 − |⃗p| (−p^∗_⊥) − √ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| + p_z) , (57)

v^′(p, −) = 1 2 √ (p_0 − m) |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) p^∗_⊥ (p_0 − m − |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z) (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) p^∗_⊥ (p_0 − m + |⃗p|) (|⃗p| − p_z)

= 1 √ 2 |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) − √ p_0 − |⃗p| p^∗_⊥ − √ p_0 − |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) √ p_0 + |⃗p| p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 + |⃗p| (|⃗p| − p_z) . (58)

As this takes place we obtain v^′(p, ±) = ∓v(p, ±) · p^∗_⊥ √ p^2_x + p^2_y = ∓v(p, ±) · p^∗_⊥ |p_⊥| .

(The signs ± in notation of the bispinors correspond to the helicity of particles or antiparticles.)

The bispinors (51) – (58) have been considered in a number of papers. In particular, in [26] the bispinors (51), (52) were considered.

In [27] the bispinors (51), (54) were considered.

In [28] it is proposed to use the bispinors (51), (54), (56), (57) [in this paper the bispinors (56), (57) have the opposite sign].

In [29] it is proposed to use the bispinors (51) – (58) [in this paper the bispinors (55), (57) have the opposite sign].

In [30] the bispinors (51), (54), (56), (57) are used [in this paper the bispinor (57) has the opposite sign].

In [31] there are presented the expressions for the amplitudes that can be obtained by means of the formulae (52), (53), (56), (57) written in the center-of-mass frame of the fermions considered.

The bispinors described in this subsection are also widely used in calculations others authors.

1.3. Let us consider a special form of the bispinors (51) – (58) at m = 0 (|⃗p| = p_0) :

u_+(p) = v_−(p) = 1 √ p_+ 0 0 p_+ p_⊥ , (59)

u_−(p) = v_+(p) = 1 √ p_− p_− −p_⊥ 0 0 , (60)

u^′_+(p) = v^′_−(p) = 1 √ p_− 0 0 p^∗_⊥ p_− , (61)

u^′_−(p) = v^′_+(p) = 1 √ p_+ −p^∗_⊥ p_+ 0 0 . (62)

In a number of papers it has been proposed to use the bispinors (59) – (62). In [32] it was proposed to use the bispinors (59), (62).

The method proposed in [33] is reduced to the application of the bispinors of the form (60), (61) [bispinor (60) was used with the additional factor i]. In [34] it was proposed to use the bispinors of the form (59), (62) [here the bispinor (62) was used with the opposite sign].

The method proposed in [35] reduces to the application of a special form of the bispinors (59) – (62) at p_y = 0 .

These methods are widely used in calculations.

1.4. For^3 n^μ = λ m (p_z, p_xp_z p_0 + m , p_yp_z p_0 + m , m + p^2_z p_0 + m

) , λ = ±1

the formulae (41), (42), (45), (46) imply

u(p, +) = 1 √ 2(p_0 + m) p_− + m −p_⊥ p_+ + m p_⊥ , (63)

u^′(p, −) = 1 √ 2(p_0 + m) −p^∗_⊥ p_+ + m p^∗_⊥ p_− + m , (64)

v(p, −) = 1 √ 2(p_0 + m) −p_− − m p_⊥ p_+ + m p_⊥ , (65)

v^′(p, +) = 1 √ 2(p_0 + m) −p^∗_⊥ p_+ + m −p^∗_⊥ −p_− + m . (66)

The bispinors (63) – (66) are considered in [36], [37], [38] (in [37] and [38] the bispinor (66) has the opposite sign).

In [39] the bispinors (63), (64) are used for a special case when the particles are moving on xy plane, i.e. p^μ = (p_0, p_x, p_y, 0) and n^μ = λ(0, 0, 0, 1) , λ = ±1 .

1.5. For^4 n^μ = λ m (p_0 − m^2 p_0 + p_z , p_x, p_y, p_z + m^2 p_0 + p_z

) , λ = ±1

the formulae (41), (42), (45), (46) imply

u(p, +) = 1 √ p_+ m 0 p_+ p_⊥ , (67)

3 In the rest frame of a particle (antiparticle) the vector n^μ takes the form λ(0, 0, 0, 1). 4 In the rest frame of a particle (antiparticle) the vector n^μ takes the form λ(0, 0, 0, 1).

u^′(p, −) = 1 √ p_+ −p^∗_⊥ p_+ 0 m , (68)

v(p, −) = 1 √ p_+ −m 0 p_+ p_⊥ , (69)

v^′(p, +) = 1 √ p_+ −p^∗_⊥ p_+ 0 −m . (70)

The bispinors (67) – (70) are used in [40], [52]. Note that in the massless limit these bispinors take the form (59), (62).

2. In the papers [41], [42], [43] it is proposed to use the following bispinors for massive Dirac particles (antiparticles), the polarization state of which is the helicity:

u^{′′}(p, +) = 1 √ 2 |⃗p| |p_⊥|

√ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p_⊥ √ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p_⊥ , (71)

u^{′′}(p, −) = 1 √ 2 |⃗p| |p_⊥| − √ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p_⊥ − √ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p_⊥ , (72)

v^{′′}(p, +) = 1 √ 2 |⃗p| |p_⊥|

√ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p^∗_⊥ − √ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p_⊥ − √ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p_⊥ , (73)

v^{′′}(p, −) = 1 √ 2 |⃗p| |p_⊥|

√ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p^∗_⊥ √ p_0 − |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p_⊥ − √ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| + p_z) p^∗_⊥ − √ p_0 + |⃗p| √ (|⃗p| − p_z) p_⊥ (74)

(In [41] the bispinors for antiparticles have the opposite sign, and in [43] the bispinors for antiparticles have an additional factor i). As this takes place we have [see (51) – (52), (55) – (56)]: u^{′′}(p, ±) = ±u(p, ±) · √ p^∗_⊥ |p_⊥| , v^{′′}(p, ±) = ±v(p, ±) · √ p^∗_⊥ |p_⊥| . Thus if we use the bispinors in form (71) – (74) then the calculation of the amplitudes of processes is reduced to the general scheme (2). For example for the amplitude ū^{′′}(p_f , +)Qu^{′′}(p_i, +) we have Z = P(r, l) · (p_i)^∗_⊥ |(p_i)_⊥| · (p_f )_⊥ |(p_f )_⊥| , where r^μ = (1, 0, 0, 0) , l^μ = (0, 0, 0, 1) .

3. In the paper [44] it is proposed to use the bispinor for a massive particle in the form:

u(p, n) = P(p, n) √ (pq) − m(nq) 1 √ q_+ 0 0 q_+ q_⊥ ,

where q^μ = (q_0 = 1 + |α|^2 , q_x = 2Re α, q_y = 2Im α, q_z = 1 − |α|^2) is a massless 4-vector, α is an arbitrary complex number and P(p, n) has the form (39). In this paper it was shown that

ū(p_f , n_f )Qu(p_i, n_i) =

T r [QP(p_i, n_i)P_+(q)P(p_f , n_f )] √ T r [P(p_i, n_i)P_+(q)] T r [P(p_f , n_f )P_+(q)] ,

where P_+(q) = 1 2 (1 + γ_5)q̂ .

So the methods of the calculation of amplitudes discussed above in this Section are described by the general scheme (2). Moreover, most of them are the special cases of the covariant method proposed in Section 4. However the defects of these methods are complicated calculations, bulky and noncovariant form of their results.

In conclusion let us consider two methods based on bispinor transformation. These methods are similar to the ones discussed above, but do not use the explicit form of the bispinors and projection operators.

4. In the paper [45] it is proposed to transform the bispinor for a massive particle as follows u(p, n) = P(p, n) √ (pq) + m(nq) u_−(q) = P(p, n) √ T r [P(p, n)P_−(q)] u_−(q) . (75)

In fact, the expression for the bispinor is given by (75) up to a phase factor. Really, the right-hand side of Eq. (75) can be written as P(p, n) √ T r [P(p, n)P_−(q)] u_−(q) = u(p, n)ū(p, n) |ū(p, n)u_−(q)| u_−(q) = ū(p, n)u_−(q) |ū(p, n)u_−(q)| u(p, n) . Further u(p, n) = (p̂ + m)(1 + γ_5n̂) 2 √ (pq) + m(nq) u_−(q) =

(p̂ + m)q̂(p̂ + m)(1 + γ_5n̂) 4(pq) √ (pq) + m(nq) u_−(q)

= (p̂ + m)

[_1

2 (1 − γ_5)q̂ + l̂^1_2 (1 − γ_5)q̂l̂ ] P(p, n) 4(pq) √ (pq) + m(nq) u_−(q)

= (p̂ + m) [ P_−(q) + l̂P_−(q)l̂ ] P(p, n) 4(pq) √ (pq) + m(nq) u_−(q)

= (p̂ + m) { T r [P_−(q)P(p, n)] + l̂T r [ P_−(q)l̂P(p, n) ]} 4(pq) √ (pq) + m(nq) u_−(q)

= (p̂ + m) { [(pq) + m(nq)] + [(pl)(nq) − (pq)(nl) − iε(p, n, q, l)] l̂ } 4(pq) √ (pq) + m(nq) u_−(q) ,

(76)

where q is an arbitrary massless 4-vector; l is an arbitrary 4-vector such that l^2 = −1 , ql = 0 [to obtain (76), we used a variation of the identity (21) P_±(q)Au_±(q) = T r[P_±(q)A] · u_±(q) where A is an arbitrary matrix operator].

As it follows from (75), the above presented transformation of the bispinor leads to the method of the calculation of the amplitudes given by a special case of formula (33).

5. In the paper [46] it is proposed to transform the bispinor for a massive particle as follows u(p, n) = ū_+(q^p)u_−(q^m) m u_+(q^p) + u_−(q^m) , (77) where

q^p = 1 2 (p + mn) , q^m = 1 2 (p − mn) , (q^p)^2 = (q^m)^2 = 0 , (q^pq^m) = m^2 2 . This transformation can be obtained by the method similar to the one discussed in previous subsection. Really, u(p, n) = P(p, n) √ T r [P(p, n)P_−(q^m)] u_−(q^m) = q̂^p + m m u_−(q^m) = 1 2 (1 + γ_5)q̂^p + m m u_−(q^m)

= [ u_+(q^p)ū_+(q^p) m + 1 ] u_−(q^m) = ū_+(q^p)u_−(q^m) m u_+(q^p) + u_−(q^m) .

Because of this, the transformation of the bispinor considered leads to the method of the calculation of the amplitudes given by a special case of formula (33). However, to calculate ū_+(q^p)u_−(q^m) the authors of [46] use the method which was proposed in the papers [24] – [25]. (This method was discussed in subsection 10 of Section 2.) In this case we have up to a phase factor [see (28)]

ū_+(q^p)u_−(q^m) ≃

T r[(1 − γ_5)q̂^ml̂q̂q̂^p] 4 √ (qq^p)(qq^m) = [(q^p)_y + i(q^p)_z]

(q^m)_0 − (q^m)_x (q^p)_0 − (q^p)_x

− [(q^m)_y + i(q^m)_z]

(q^p)_0 − (q^p)_x (q^m)_0 − (q^m)_x

[where l^μ = (0, 0, 1, 0) , q^μ = (1, 1, 0, 0) ].

As a result, the first term in (77) obtains the phase factor [see (10)]

ū_−(q^m)l̂q̂u_+(q^p) |ū_−(q^m)l̂q̂u_+(q^p)| and the bispinor under consideration does not satisfy the Dirac equation. Note that a special case of the transformation considered, namely the situation when a 4-vector, specifying the axis of the spin projections, has form n = λ [ 1 m p − m (pq^m) q^m ] , λ = ±1 was proposed in [25].

6. Incorrect methods of calculation of the amplitudes

In [47] for deriving of expressions for amplitudes incorrect identity (15), writting without any substantiation, is used ⃗c⃗c^′ = −(ss^′) + (ps^′)(p^′s) (pp^′) + mm^′ (15 )

where s_0 = ⃗p⃗c m , ⃗s = ⃗c + s_0 p_0 + m

⃗p ; s^′_0 = ⃗p^′⃗c^′ m^′ , ⃗s^′ = ⃗c^′ + s^′_0 p^′_0 + m^′ ⃗p^′ . Authors of [48] propose to use bispinors for massive Dirac particles in the form

u_+(p) = im √ 2(pq)q_− ( −q_− q_⊥ )

1 √ k_− ( k^∗_⊥ k_− ) ,

u_−(p) = i √ k_− ( k_− −k_⊥ )

m √ 2(pq)q_− ( q^∗_⊥ q_− )

where p = k + m^2 2(pq) q , p^2 = m^2 , q^2 = 0 , k = p − m^2 2(pq) q , k^2 = 0 .

It is stated, that q is an arbitrary massless vector. However from elementary requirement

ū_+(p)γ_5u_+(p) = ū_−(p)γ_5u_−(p) = 0

we have q_x

q_0 − q_z = p_x p_0 − p_z i.e. vector q is not arbitrary. Besides, 4-vector, which determines the axes of the spin projections, is not defined in this paper.

In paper [49] there are mistakes in phase factors of coefficients C_{λλ}′ , given by equations (10 ) therein. As a consequence method gives incorrect results. For example, using this method we have

[ū(p, +)γ_5u(p^′, +)][ū(p, +)γ_5u(p^′, +)]^∗ = |⃗p||⃗p^′| + (⃗p⃗p^′) |⃗p||⃗p^′|(pp^′ + mm^′)^2 √ p^2_x + p^2_y⃗p^2 · { (p_0p^′_0 − |⃗p||⃗p^′| + mm^′) √ p^2_x + p^2_y [ p_0(⃗p⃗p^′) − p^′_0⃗p^2

]_2

+(p_0p^′_0 + |⃗p||⃗p^′| + mm^′) √ p^2_x + p^2_y [|⃗p||⃗p^′| − (⃗p⃗p^′)]^2 m^2

−2(mp^′_0 + m^′p_0)p_x [ p_0(⃗p⃗p^′) − p^′_0⃗p^2 ] [|⃗p||⃗p^′| − (⃗p⃗p^′)] m }

However, calculation by the classical method gives another result:

|ū(p, +)γ_5u(p^′, +)|^2 = − [mm^′ − p_0p^′_0 + |⃗p||⃗p^′|][(⃗p⃗p^′) + |⃗p||⃗p^′|] |⃗p||⃗p^′| . 7 The computer programs for the calculation of the amplitudes

A number of computer programs for the calculation of the amplitudes of processes with polarized Dirac particles (antiparticles) has been developed in the last few years. However all of them have these or those disadvantages and limitations. In particular, they do not allow us to calculate the amplitudes of processes involving massive Dirac particles (antiparticles) with arbitrary polarization states. Let us consider these programs briefly.

1. The program CHANEL (see [50]) is a part of the computer system GRACE (see [51]).

This program allows us to calculate the amplitudes of processes with massive Dirac particles (antiparticles), the polarization state of which is the helicity, i.e. the 4- vectors specifying the axes of the spin projection are

n^μ(p) = λ m ( |⃗p| , p_0 |⃗p| ⃗p ) , λ = ±1 [where p^μ = (p_0, ⃗p) is the 4-momentum of the corresponding particle (antiparticle)]. The program uses the method of calculation, which is analogous to the one considered in subsection 5 of Section 6: (a) λ = +1

(q^p_{+1})^μ = p_0 + |⃗p| 2|⃗p| (|⃗p|, ⃗p) , (q^m_{+1})^μ = p_0 − |⃗p| 2|⃗p| (|⃗p|, −⃗p) , u(p, λ = +1) = P(p, λ = +1) √ T r [P(p, λ = +1)P_+(q^p_{+1})] u_+(q^p_{+1}) = q̂^m_{+1} + m m u_+(q^p_{+1})

= 1 2 (1 − γ_5)q̂^m_{+1} + m m u_+(q^p_{+1}) = [ u_−(q^m_{+1})ū_−(q^m_{+1}) m + 1 ] u_+(q^p_{+1})

= ū_−(q^m_{+1})u_+(q^p_{+1}) m u_−(q^m_{+1}) + u_+(q^p_{+1}) . (78) (b) λ = −1 (q^p_{−1})^μ = p_0 − |⃗p| 2|⃗p| (|⃗p|, −⃗p) , (q^m_{−1})^μ = p_0 + |⃗p| 2|⃗p| (|⃗p|, ⃗p) , u(p, λ = −1) = P(p, λ = −1) √ T r [P(p, λ = −1)P_−(q^m_{−1})] u_−(q^m_{−1}) = q̂^p_{−1} + m m u_−(q^m_{−1})

= 1 2 (1 + γ_5)q̂^p_{−1} + m m u_−(q^m_{−1}) = [ u_+(q^p_{−1})ū_+(q^p_{−1}) m + 1 ] u_−(q^m_{−1})

= ū_+(q^p_{−1})u_−(q^m_{−1}) m u_+(q^p_{−1}) + u_−(q^m_{−1}) . (79)

Introducing the notation

q_1 = q^p_{+1} = q^m_{−1} , q_2 = q^m_{+1} = q^p_{−1}

and combining (78) and (79) we obtain u(p, λ) = ū_{−λ}(q_2)u_λ(q_1) m u_{−λ}(q_2) + u_λ(q_1) . (80)

Further we have [up to phase factor – see also (28)]

ū_{−λ}(q_2)u_λ(q_1) ≃ λ T r [ q̂_1q̂l̂q̂_2(1 + λγ_5) ] 4 √ (qq_1)(qq_2) = λm T r [ q̂l̂r̂l̂_p(1 − λγ_5) ] 4 √ (qr)^2 − (ql_p)^2 = m λp_y − ip_z √ p_y^2 + p_z^2 . Here q_1 = p_0 + |⃗p| 2 (r + l_p) , q_2 = p_0 − |⃗p| 2 (r − l_p) , r^μ = (1, 0, 0, 0) , l_p^μ = (0, ⃗p |⃗p| ) , q, l are 4-vectors such that

q^2 = 0 , l^2 = −1 , (ql) = 0

[in this case one chooses q^μ = (1, 1, 0, 0) , l^μ = (0, 0, 1, 0)]. However in this case the first term in (80) obtains the phase factor λ ū_λ(q_1)q̂l̂u_{−λ}(q_2) |ū_λ(q_1)q̂l̂u_{−λ}(q_2)| . As a result, the bispinor (80) does not satisfy the Dirac equation.

2. The program COMPUTE (see [52]) use the method of the calculation of the amplitudes of processes with massive Dirac particles (antiparticles) proposed in [40] and considered in subsection 1.5 of Section 6.

Remind that in this case the polarization state of particles (antiparticles) is defined by the vectors

n^μ = λ m (p_0 − m^2 p_0 + p_z , p_x, p_y, p_z + m^2 p_0 + p_z

) , λ = ±1

[where p^μ = (p_0, p_x, p_y, p_z) is the 4-momentum of the corresponding particle (antiparticle)].

3. The program HELAS (see [53]) is a part of the computer system MadGraph (see [54]).

It calculates the amplitudes of processes with massive Dirac particles (antiparticles), the polarization state of which is the helicity by the method proposed in [26]. This method is considered in subsection 1.2 of Section 6.

4. There are two variants for the program HIP. The first variant (see [55]) calculates the amplitudes of processes with massless Dirac particles (antiparticles) by the method proposed in [25] and considered in subsection 10 of Section 2.

The second one (see [56]) calculates the amplitudes of processes with massive Dirac particles (antiparticles), the polarization state of which is the helicity, by the method proposed in [26] and considered in subsection 1.2 of Section 6.

5. The program SPINORP (see [57]) calculates the amplitudes of processes with massless Dirac particles (antiparticles) by the method proposed in [33] and considered in subsection 1.3 of Section 6.

6. The program WPHAST 1.0 (see [58]) calculates the amplitudes of processes involving massive Dirac particles (antiparticles) by the method proposed in [16] and considered in subsections 5.2 and 10 of Section 2.

Recall that in this case the polarization state of particles (antiparticles) is defined by the vectors n = λ [ 1 m p − m (pq) q ] , λ = ±1 [where p is the 4-momentum of the corresponding particle (antiparticle) and q is an arbitrary 4-vector such that q^2 = 0 and in numerical calculations one chooses q^μ = (1, 1, 0, 0) ].

7. In [59] there was proposed the program for the calculation of the amplitudes of processes with massive Dirac particles (antiparticles) by the method proposed in [36] and considered in subsection 1.4 of Section 6.

Recall that in this case the polarization state of particles (antiparticles) is defined by the vectors

n^μ = λ m (p_z, p_xp_z p_0 + m , p_yp_z p_0 + m , m + p^2_z p_0 + m

) , λ = ±1

[where p^μ = (p_0, p_x, p_y, p_z) is the 4-momentum of the corresponding particle (antiparticle)].

However, in addition to programs described above some authors use the computer algebra systems to calculate the amplitudes of processes for concrete problems. For example, the author of [28] uses the system MAPLE for the calculation of the amplitudes of processes involving massive Dirac particles (antiparticles), the polarization state of which is the helicity, by the method considered in subsection 1.2 of Section 6.

Thus, at present there are no computer programs for the calculation of the amplitudes of processes involving massive Dirac particles (antiparticles) which have arbitrary polarization states. The programs of this sort may be created with help of the formulae presented in Section 5.

References

[1] A.L.Bondarev, Teor.Mat.Fiz., v.96, p.96 (1993) (in Russian)

translated in: Theor.Math.Phys., v.96, p.837 (1993) [2] E.Bellomo, Il Nuovo Cimento.Ser.X., v.21, p.730 (1961) [3] H.W.Fearing, R.R.Silbar, Phys.Rev.D6, p.471 (1972) [4] M.Caffo, E.Remiddi, Helv.Phys.Acta, v.55, p.339 (1982) [5] G.Passarino, Phys.Rev.D28, p.2867 (1983)

[6] G.Passarino, Nucl.Phys.B237, p.249 (1984) [7] M.I.Krivoruchenko, Yad.Fiz., v.47, p.1823 (1988) (in Russian)

translated in: Sov.J.Nucl.Phys., v.47, p.1153 (1988) [8] M.I.Krivoruchenko, I.V.Kudrya, Il Nuovo Cimento, v.108B, p.115 (1993) [9] M.I.Krivoruchenko, I.V.Kudrya, Usp.Fiz.Nauk, v.164, p.643 (1994) (in Russian) translated in: Physics-Uspekhi, v.37, p.601 (1994) [10] P.De Causmaecker, R.Gastmans, W.Troost, T.T.Wu, Nucl.Phys.B206, p.53 (1982) F.A.Berends, R.Kleiss, P.De Causmaecker, R.Gastmans, W.Troost, T.T.Wu, Nucl.Phys.B206, p.61 (1982) F.A.Berends, P.De Causmaecker, R.Gastmans, R.Kleiss, W.Troost, T.T.Wu, Nucl.Phys.B239, p.382 (1984) F.A.Berends, P.De Causmaecker, R.Gastmans, R.Kleiss, W.Troost, T.T.Wu, Nucl.Phys.B239, p.395 (1984) F.A.Berends, P.De Causmaecker, R.Gastmans, R.Kleiss, W.Troost, T.T.Wu, Nucl.Phys.B264, p.243 (1986) F.A.Berends, P.De Causmaecker, R.Gastmans, R.Kleiss, W.Troost, T.T.Wu, Nucl.Phys.B264, p.265 (1986) R.Gastmans and T.T.Wu, The Ubiquitous Photon: Helicity Method for QED and QCD, Clarendon Press, Oxford (1990) [11] F.I.Fedorov, Izv. VUZ. Fiz., v.23, no.2, p.32 (1980) (in Russian)

translated in: Sov.Phys.J., v.23, no.2, p.100 (1980) [12] J.D.Bjorken, M.C.Chen, Phys.Rev., v.154, p.1335 (1967) [13] G.R.Henry, Phys.Rev., v154, p.1534 (1967) [14] H.E.Haber, Preprint SCIPP 93/49 (1994) (hep-ph/9405376) [15] K.J.F.Gaemers, G.J.Gounaris, Z.Phys.C1, p.259 (1979) [16] A.Ballestrero, E.Maina, Phys.Lett.B350, p.225 (1995) [17] M.Hofri, A.Peres, Nucl.Phys., v.59, p.618 (1964) [18] F.I.Fedorov, Teor.Mat.Fiz., v.18, p.329 (1974) (in Russian)

translated in: Theor.Math.Phys., v.18, p.233 (1974) [19] K.Nam, M.J.Moravcsik, J.Math.Phys., v.25, p.820 (1984) [20] J.O.Eeg, J.Math.Phys., v.21, p.170 (1980) [21] S.M.Sikach, Vestsi AN BSSR. Ser. fiz.-mat. navyk, no.2, p.84 (1984) (in Russian) M.V.Galynskii, L.F.Zhirkov, S.M.Sikach, F.I.Fedorov, Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz., v.95, p.1921 (1989) (in Russian) translated in: Sov.Phys.-JETP, v.68, p.1111 (1989) S.M.Sikach, IP ASB preprints no.658, 659 (1992) [22] R.N.Rogalev, Teor.Mat.Fiz., v.101, p.384 (1994) (in Russian)

translated in: Theor.Math.Phys., v.101, p.1430 (1994) [23] R.Kleiss, Nucl.Phys.B241, p.61 (1984) [24] F.A.Berends, P.H.Daverveldt, R.Kleiss, Nucl.Phys.B253, p.441 (1985)

[25] R.Kleiss, W.J.Stirling, Nucl.Phys.B262, p.235 (1985) [26] A.A.Sokolov, Introduction to Quantum Electrodynamics, TISE, Oak Ridge, Tenn.

(1960) [27] S.S.Schweber, An Introduction to Relativistic Quantum Field Theory, Row, Peterson, Evanston, Ill. (1961) [28] K.Hagiwara, D.Zeppenfeld, Nucl.Phys.B274, p.1 (1986)

K.Hagiwara, D.Zeppenfeld, Nucl.Phys.B313, p.560 (1989) [29] K.J.F.Gaemers, M.M.J.F.Janssen, Z.Phys.C48, p.491 (1990) [30] Y.S.Tsai, Phys.Rev.D48, p.96 (1993) [31] S.Jadach, Z.Wa̧s, Acta Physica Polonica B15, p.1151 (1984) [32] D.Danckaert, P.De Causmaecker, R.Gastmans, W.Troost, T.T.Wu, Phys.Lett.B114, p.203 (1982) [33] F.A.Berends, W.Giele, Nucl.Phys.B294, p.700 (1987)

F.A.Berends, W.Giele, H.Kuijf, Nucl.Phys.B321, p.39 (1989) [34] J.F.Gunion, Z.Kunszt, Phys.Lett.B159, p.167 (1985)

J.F.Gunion, Z.Kunszt, Phys.Lett.B161, p.333 (1985) [35] G.R.Farrar, F.Neri, Phys.Lett.B130, p.109 (1983) [36] J.J.Sakurai, Advanced Quantum Mechanics, Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., Reading, Mass., (1967) [37] J.D.Bjorken and S.D.Drell, Relativistic Quantum Mechanics, McGraw-Hill, New York (1964) [38] Yu.D.Usachev, Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz., v.41, p.400 (1961) (in Russian)

translated in: Sov.Phys.-JETP [39] R.P.Feynman, Quantum Electrodynamics, Benjamin, New York (1961) [40] G.P.Lepage, S.J.Brodsky, Phys.Rev.D22, p.2157 (1980) [41] A.I.Mukhtarov, Uchenye Zapiski AzGU, ser. fiz.-mat. nauk, no 3, p.83 (1964) (in Russian) [42] K.Kolodziej, M.Zralek, Phys.Rev.D43, p.3619 (1991) [43] V.B.Berestetskii, E.M.Lifshitz and L.P.Pitaevskii, Relativistic Quantum Theory, v.1, Pergamon Press, Oxford, New York (1971) [44] Yu.S.Perov, Izv. VUZ. Fiz., no.3, p.31 (1975) (in Russian)

translated in: Sov.Phys.J.

[45] R.Kleiss, Z.Phys.C33, p.433 (1987) [46] A.Góngora-T, R.G.Stuart, Z.Phys.C42, p.617 (1989) [47] A.V.Shchelkachev, Teor.Mat.Fiz., v.96, p.3 (1993) (in Russian)

translated in: Theor.Math.Phys., v.96, p.779 (1993) [48] H.T.Cho, K.L.Ng, Phys.Rev.D47, p.1692 (1993) [49] R.Vega, J.Wudka, Phys.Rev.D53, p.5286 (1996)

Erratum: Phys.Rev.D56, p.6037 (1997)

[50] H.Tanaka, Comp.Phys.Commun., v.58, p.153 (1990)

H.Tanaka, T.Kaneko, Y.Shimizu, Comp.Phys.Commun., v.64, p.149 (1991) [51] T.Ishikawa, T.Kaneko, K.Kato, S.Kawabata, Y.Shimizu, H.Tanaka, KEK Report 92-19 (1993) [52] A.C.Pang, C.-R.Ji, J.Comput.Phys., v.115, p.267 (1994) [53] H.Murayama, I.Watanabe, K.Hagiwara, KEK Report 91-11 (1992) [54] T.Stelzer, W.F.Long, Comp.Phys.Commun., v.81, p.357 (1994) [55] A.Hsieh, E.Yehudai, Comput.Phys, v.6, p.253 (1992) [56] E.Yehudai, FERMILAB-PUB-92/22-T (1992) [57] H.Perlt, J.Ranft, J.Heinrich, Comp.Phys.Commun., v.56, p.385 (1990) [58] E.Accomando, A.Ballestrero, Comp.Phys.Commun., v.99, p.270 (1997) [59] H.Yoshiki, Comp.Phys.Commun., v.16, p.43 (1978) [60] C.Itzykson and J.-B.Zuber, Quantum Field Theory, McGraw-Hill, New York (1980) [61] A.I.Akhiezer and V.B.Berestetskii, Quantum Electrodynamics, Interscience, New York (1965) [62] E.E.Boos, M.N.Dubinin, V.A.Ilyin, A.E.Pukhov, V.I.Savrin, SNUTP 94-116 (1994) [63] J.Beringer, BUTP-92/7 (1992)