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ABSTRACT: We investigate the Magnus expansion of the N-operator in relativistic
quantum field theory, which is related to the S-matrix via S = V. We develop
direct methods to compute matrix elements of the N-operator, which we refer to as
Magnus amplitudes, bypassing scattering amplitudes entirely. At tree level, Magnus
amplitudes are expressed in terms of retarded and advanced propagators, with each
diagram weighted by factors that we identify as Murua coefficients. At loop level this
structure is augmented by the Hadamard cut function, and we establish remarkable
relations between loop- and tree-level Magnus amplitudes. Among these, we find
that n-point one-loop Magnus amplitudes are entirely determined by phase-space
integrals of forward limits of (n+2)-point tree-level amplitudes, and hence related
to Murua coefficients, and we generalise this to a class of higher-loop contributions.
Furthermore, in the case of heavy particles interacting via massless mediators, we
conjecture that Magnus diagrams that contribute to the classical limit are always
given by forward limits of trees, and we show this explicitly in a one-loop example.
We derive these results studying theories of scalar fields with cubic interactions,
but our methods are applicable to general theories as well as to integral functions
appearing in gravitational-wave computations. Given that Magnus amplitudes are
free of hyper-classical terms, and the known relations between Magnus amplitudes
and the radial action, our results lay the groundwork for systematic and efficient
calculations of classical observables from quantum field theory.
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1 Introduction

The S-matrix is the cornerstone of quantum field theory calculations, encoding all
physical scattering amplitudes from which observable quantities can be computed.
Since the development of perturbation theory, physicists have predominantly relied
on the Dyson series 1] to compute S-matrix elements — a time-honoured approach
that expands the time evolution operator as an infinite sum of time-ordered products
of interaction Hamiltonians. However, an alternative formulation exists that has
remained relatively unexplored in the context of relativistic quantum field theory:
the Magnus expansion [2].

The Magnus expansion takes a different approach to the time evolution operator
by writing it in exponential form, U(t,ty) = ex¥®%) and then finding N(¢,t,) as
a perturbative series — the Magnus expansion. Applied to the S-matrix this yields
S=en , with NV determined order by order through the Magnus expansion. There are
two important advantages of this approach. First, by writing the evolution operator
or the S-matrix as exponentials, unitarity is manifest at every order, since N (¢, o)
and N are hermitian at any finite order by construction.! Second, the exponential
representation is particularly well suited when the interaction Hamiltonian is not
small, such as in collision processes relevant for chemical physics [3].

The S-matrix can be seen as the limit of a sequence of infinitesimal steps of
the form e #H10AL where H 7(t) is the interaction Hamiltonian. In this sense,
the evolution operator in its exponential form itself can be viewed as a “continu-
ous” generalisation of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula [3]. It is therefore not
surprising that the N-operator is constructed from nested commutators of the in-
teraction Hamiltonian, in stark contrast to the time-ordered products appearing
in the Dyson series. For example, at second order in perturbation theory, the
Dyson series for the S-matrix contains the time-ordered product of two Hamilto-
nians, T{H(t;)H(t2)}, while the Magnus expansion for the N-operator features
terms such as 0(t; —t2)[H/(t1), H;(t2)], which in turn give rise to causal propagators.

This reorganisation of the perturbative series has profound consequences for its
mathematical structure and physical implications. In particular, at the n'" order
the relevant term scales as [H;(t1), [H;(t2), ..., [H(tn—1), Hi(t,)] .. ]]] /A" ~O(1/hk)
if we assume that [H;(t;), H;(t;11)] ~ A, and hence such a contribution is classical.
Crucially, this structure ensures that no hyper-classical terms? appear at any order
in the expansion of the N-operator (and of its matrix elements), as discussed in [4-6],
and taking the classical limit becomes a simple task.

!The S-matrix computed using standard Feynman rules is only unitary when all orders of per-
turbation theory are included. In contrast, the Magnus expansion naturally incorporates resumma-
tions, ensuring that the S-matrix remains unitary at every finite order in perturbation theory.

2These are terms that diverge in the classical & — 0 limit which can appear in S-matrix elements,
but cancel out when one computes classical observables.



While Magnus’s original work focused on linear differential equations, its appli-
cation to quantum mechanics was recognised early on [3, 7|. The expansion was
quickly adopted in atomic and molecular physics, and became especially valuable
in nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy, where it provided the foundation for
Average Hamiltonian Theory in analysing time-dependent spin dynamics [8-10]. In
condensed matter physics, the Magnus expansion became an important tool for un-
derstanding driven quantum systems, particularly in the context of Floquet the-
ory and periodically driven Hamiltonians [11-14]. Mathematicians have also long
been fascinated by the Magnus expansion, initially motivated by its connection to
the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula and Lie group theory mentioned earlier, see
e.g. [15], with more recent applications extending to the computation of Feynman
integrals® [18].

Recent work [6, 19] has demonstrated that the Magnus expansion provides a
natural framework for computing the radial action in worldline quantum field theory
(WQFT) [20] — a quantity that encodes classical scattering data without quantum
corrections, and which is also free of hyper-classical contributions. This develop-
ment represents a significant advance in extracting classical physics from quantum
calculations. The key technical innovation in the approach of [6] is a representation
of the Magnus expansion in terms of “directed trees”, diagrams where retarded and
advanced propagators are shown as arrows. Each tree diagram 7 is weighted by a
combinatorial factor w(7) that can be computed algorithmically using an extension
of a formula by Murua [21], thus providing diagrammatic rules for matrix elements
at tree level in the WQFT. For this reason, we refer to w(7) as Murua coefficients in
the rest of this work.

The radial action I,(J) = [drp, is a central object in classical gravitational
scattering, as it encodes the complete information about classical trajectories, both
for bound and unbound orbits. In particular, the scattering angle can then be ob-
tained as x = —0I,/0J, and other observables such as the periastron advance for
bound orbits can also be derived from it [22]. The connection between scattering
amplitudes and the radial action was introduced in [23|, schematically written as
M(q) = [, (e") —1), where M is the four-point (elastic) amplitude and ¢ is the
transferred momentum. It is also believed that the radial action describing the clas-
sical dynamics of spinless black holes or neutron stars can be extracted from the
four-point matrix element of the N-operator [4]. In that paper, the scattering angle
of two spinless black holes was computed to the third Post-Minkowskian (PM) order
precisely from the four-point N-matrix element (see also [24] for a derivation from the
closely related HEFT expansion). The use of the N operator was further explored
in 5], where the momentum kick (and hence the scattering angle) was obtained at

3A comprehensive treatment of the Magnus expansion and its applications, with extensive ref-
erences, is given in [16], while a more pedagogical exposition is provided in [17].



fourth PM order. The relation between the radial action and other, well-known
exponential representations of classical scattering (e.g. the eikonal, see the review
[25] and references therein) was explored recently in [26, 27]. The N-operator is
also a key ingredient in the recently developed Dirac bracket formalism [6, 28-31],
where observables are derived by taking iterated brackets of N-matrix elements. In-
deed, at least in the conservative sector of two-to-two scattering, iterated quantum
commutators like those described above become Dirac brackets in the classical limit.

The calculations of [4, 5| were performed by relating N-matrix elements (which
we will refer to as Magnus amplitudes) to S-matrix elements, that is ordinary scat-
tering amplitudes, which are computed with the usual Feynman ie prescription. As
mentioned earlier, N-matrix elements are free of hyper-classical terms; furthermore
the N-matrix is hermitian and this implies that N-matrix elements of real scalars
are real. However, by computing them via scattering amplitudes, one is forced to
compute such hyper-classical terms, even though ultimately they cancel. The HEFT
approach of [24] partially improves on this by working directly with classical quan-
tities and thus avoiding the computation and the need to explicitly cancel hyper-
classical terms, at least up to two loops. Yet this approach leads to matrix elements
which contain an imaginary, divergent part and hence are not immediately (though
very closely) related to Magnus amplitudes and the radial action (up to two loops,
the radial action can be identified with the real part of the four-point HEFT matrix
element).

The preceding discussion motivates the main goal of this paper: the direct com-
putation of Magnus amplitudes completely bypassing scattering amplitudes, in a
relativistic quantum field theory setting. While ultimately, in a gravitational-wave
context, one may be interested in just computing classical terms, we will keep our
discussion general. Unlike [6], we work in a quantum field theory, specifically that of
a real scalar field with a ¢® coupling. This is a toy model that nevertheless captures
all the essential features of a general calculation, and the main lessons can then be
exported to other theories. Furthermore, many integral functions in a theory with
a single mass (or no mass) can be represented within ¢* theory. Therefore one can
imagine performing a calculation in a general quantum field theory, reducing it to
a set of integrals that correspond to diagrams in our ¢* theory, which can then be
evaluated with the prescriptions developed in this paper.

Generally speaking, these prescriptions correspond to replacing Feynman prop-
agators with advanced, retarded or cut propagators, and weighting each diagram
with specific factors. Our calculations will reveal that, both at tree level and one
loop (and partially at higher loops), these factors are precisely the Murua coefhi-
cients. Once this is established, one may compute them either directly or, much
more economically, by applying Murua’s formula. Importantly, as we shall see, all
the f-functions that appear in (and are a key feature of) the Magnus expansion (see



e.g. (2.9)) recombine to yield advanced and retarded propagators, as expected from
Lorentz invariance.

We will also find that N-matrix elements at different loop orders are tightly in-
terconnected (in a way illustrated in Figure 1). At one loop this relation takes on
an especially simple and beautiful form: the n-point one-loop Magnus amplitudes
are completely determined by the phase-space integral of forward limits of the cor-
responding (n + 2)-point tree-level Magnus amplitudes. Interestingly, this statement
can be generalised to higher loops, as we will study in the following sections.*

The relations described above were found using an improved set of Wick con-
tractions specialised to the Magnus expansion. We have implemented these Wick
contractions in code, obtaining explicit results for (unintegrated) Magnus ampli-
tudes in ¢ theory up to six vertices and four loops, and seven vertices and two
loops. These results are provided in the companion repository Magnus expansion in
QFT.

Up to this point the discussion has concerned the full quantum theory, but for
applications to gravity and the radial action it is important to focus on the classical
limit. Based on a simple example, we put forward a conjecture directly relating
particular cut diagrams in the field theory to diagrams in the WQFT.

The Magnus expansion offers then a powerful framework for studying perturba-
tive quantum field theory, making unitarity manifest and providing direct access to
classical observables. By developing explicit prescriptions and illustrating them in a
simple yet representative scalar model, we aim to clarify the underlying structure of
Magnus amplitudes at loop level and its connection to Murua’s work, at the same
time establishing practical tools for future applications, particularly to gravitational
physics.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In the next section we give a brief
review of the Dyson and Magnus expansions, contrasting the main characteristics of
the two: while the first involves time-ordered products of the Hamiltonian, the second
involves nested commutators of the same quantity. We will also present a new closed
formula for the n'" order term in the Magnus expansion, as an alternative to the
known Chen-Strichartz formula. Section 3 summarises the cast of characters that will
appear in what will follow: commutation functions, propagators and the Hadamard
function. We then begin to explore Magnus amplitudes perturbatively, first at tree
level in Section 4 and then at one loop in Section 5. We will compute Magnus
amplitudes explicitly, via Wick contractions, up to six (three) points at tree level (one
loop), from which we will learn two key lessons: that each diagram is weighted with
particular factors, which we will later associate to Murua coefficients; and that one-

4The idea of obtaining loops from integrated trees appears in several contexts. The Feynman tree
theorem provides an early example [32, 33], with modern applications related to the tree theorem
appearing in [34, 35], in the loop—tree duality approach of [36, 37], and in the Q-cuts of [38].
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loop coefficients are related to tree-level ones. After gaining this insight, in Section 6
we show how at tree level these coefficients can be obtained in a much simpler
way from the Murua formula. We also establish a tree/one-loop correspondence:
as mentioned earlier each one-loop diagram contains one cut propagator, and its
coefficient is half the Murua coefficient of the tree-level diagram obtained by deleting
the cut line (see (6.14)). This fact reflects a general correspondence between loops
and trees, which we explore in Section 7. We establish this relation using a set
of simplified Wick-contraction rules that we have developed, and summarise it in
Figure 1. The main lesson is that Magnus amplitudes with L + ¢ loops and C' + ¢
cuts can be obtained from ¢ forward limits of Magnus amplitudes with L loops and C'
cuts. In particular, this means all amplitudes with ¢ loops and ¢ cuts can be obtained
from ¢ forward limits of tree-level amplitudes; we believe these contain all classical
contributions and present evidence for this in Section 8, where we also show in a
simple example the cancellation of hyper-classical terms. We conclude in Section 9
by summarising our results and outlining possible directions for future work. A few
Appendices complete the paper. In particular Appendix A summarises all the main
diagrammatic properties of the Magnus expansion, while the remaining appendices
expand on some technical aspects of our work.

2 Dyson and Magnus: old and new

2.1 Review of the Dyson and Magnus expansions

We begin by recalling that the evolution of a state |t) in the interaction picture is
governed by the equation (setting 7 = 1 from now on)

0
i=[t) = Hi(lt). (2.1)

Here the Hamiltonian is H = Hy + V, where H;(t) is the interaction Hamiltonian
time-evolved with the free Hamiltonian Hy, that is Hj(t) := otV e~t#Hot | By writing
the states in terms of the time-evolution operator, |t) = U(t,to)|to), we can recast
(2.1) as an operator differential equation,

0

iUt to) = Hi()U ¢, to) (2.2)

This can be solved iteratively to yield the Dyson series [1],

t
U(t,to) — 1 + (—Z)/ dtl H] tl / / dtldtz H] tl)H[<t2)

(=)
2!

=1+ (—i)/ dt; Hy(ty) + / dtydty T{H(t1)H(t2)} + -
[to.] [to.4]



=1+ i (_T%/ dty---dt, T{H(t1)--- Hr(tn)} . (2.3)

n=1 [to,t]™
Evaluating this from ¢ty = —oo to ¢ = oo computes the S-matrix
S = U(+00,—00), (2.4)

which is then expanded as
n=1

with H;(t) = [d*x H;(z).
An alternative way to solve (2.2) is to instead write the time evolution operator
itself in exponential form [2],

Ult, ty) == e'Nt1o) (2.6)

and solve for the operator N(t,t). The derivation of this solution is more involved,
with a general form given by Magnus [2|. The first few terms of this Magnus series

are
lN(l) (t, to) = —2/ dtl H1 > (27&)
[t07t]
) (=i)*
iIN (t,to) = 5 dtldtg 912 [Hl, HQ] s (27b)
[to,tP

4 —i)3
@N(g)(t,to) = ( 6) / dtidtadts 012023 ([Hy, [Ha, Hs)| + [Hs, [He, Hi]])  (2.7¢)
[to,t}S

12
+ [H4’ [H37 [Hlﬁ HQ]H + [HQv [H3’ [H47 Hlm + [Hh [H4? [H3’ HQ]H) )

_ )4
z‘N(4)(t,t0):< ) / dtidtadtsdty 012003054 ([H, [Ho, [Hs, Hyl]| (2.7d)
[to,t}‘l

where we have written H; := H/(t;) and 6;; := 0(t; — t;) for compactness. We can
write similar formulae for the S-matrix. Defining

S =N = (oo mo0) (2.8)

we have, for the first few orders,

iNY = —j / d*ry Hy, (2.9a)
—3)2
ZN(Q) = ( Z) /d4$1d4l’2 912 [Hl,%Q] X (29b)

LN

— 3
iN(g) = ( 6Z) /d4$1d4$2d4$3 912923 ([Hl, [Hg,%g“ + [Hg, [Hz,%l]]) (2.9C)



iNW = (_1—;)4 /d4x1d4x2d4x3d4354 912923934([7{1, [Ha, [Hs, Hall] (2.9d)
+ [Ma, [Hs, [Ha, Hal]] + [Ha, [Hs, [Ha, Hall] + [Hy, [Ha, [Hs, Hal]]) -

At low perturbative orders, expressions involving a small number of nested commu-
tators are known and have been reproduced in the formulae above. However, there
is no general formula which provides compact expressions for any n, though they can
in principle be produced algorithmically [39]. If we drop the minimality requirement,
there do exist general closed form expressions for any n. One of these, which we will
make use of later, is known as the Chen-Strichartz (CS) formula [40], and reads

IN = Z Z /d4$1 cee d4ZL‘n 912023 cee en—ln (210)

n>1 O’ESn

|:HO'(1)’ [HU(2)7 U [Hd(nflb Ho’(n)] o j|:| .

Here the natural number d, = |D,| is the descent number of the permutation o, and
D, its descent set:

Dy={i|o(i)>o(i+1),1<i<n}. (2.11)

The descent set labels at which points in the permutation two consecutive numbers
are descending, and the descent number just counts the number of such occurrences.
For example, for the set {1,2,3,4},

Dyo3 = {1, 2}, D304 = {1}, Dyzor ={1,2,3}, Dogis = {2}, (2.12)

with
dao13 = 2, d3ioq = 1, dyz01 = 3, dosiz =1 . (2.13)

The CS formula contains n! terms. There are quick ways to reduce the number of
terms contributing to a certain order in the Magnus expansion, such as flipping the
innermost commutator on half of the terms, but this spoils the structure of (2.10)
as doing so mixes permutations of different descent number. In Section 2.2, we will
be able to present an alternative formula for the Magnus expansion where the sum
is not over permutations but over “descent sets”, which contains only 2"~! terms.

We also notice that, due to Jacobi relations, the nested commutators form an
overcomplete basis. In particular one can recast (2.10) as [41, 42]

d4$1 Tt d4$n 012023 - - 01 n, (214)

n>1o0€S,_1
[ngm o+ o, Hal 1]

where one Hamiltonian is inserted at a fixed point n, which is reminiscent of the
work of [43].



d‘DU o ©p

ol{} 1234 019023034
{1} 2134, 3124, 4123 010304
1] {2} 1324, 1423, 2314, 2413, 3412 05055054
{3} 1243, 1342, 2341 012030145
{1,2} 3214, 4213, 4312 02103204
2| {1,3} 2143, 3142, 3241, 4132, 4231 61603043
{2,3} 1432, 2431, 3421 012032045
3 {1,2,3} 4321 01035043

Table 1: Permutations o € Sy grouped by descent set D,. The final column shows
the corresponding value of ©p as given by (2.19).

2.2 A new formula for the Magnus expansion

In this section we present an alternative formula (2.20) for the Magnus expansion,
requiring the reorganisation of the sum over permutations present in the Chen-
Strichartz formula (2.10). Our formula contains 2"~! terms at order n in perturbation
theory, hence it presents a computational advantage compared to the n! scaling of
the CS formula.

Consider the term in the CS formula (2.10) at a fixed order n in perturbation
theory, iN™. We can group all the permutations in S, appearing in the sum by
their descent set, defined in (2.11). Suppose we label the set of all permutations with
descent set D by SP. Consider similarly dividing the sum in iN™ into chunks of
constant descent set,

_ —1PI
ZN(n) = Z T(LQ(% Z /d4$1 tee d4.CL’n (912923 te Hn_ln

D |D| ceSp

|:H0'(1)7 [HU(Q), Ce [Ho.(n_l), Ho'(n)] . ]:|

=> (D™ s (2.15)

For the case of n = 4, the grouping of permutations is shown in Table 1. For
concreteness, focus on the set of permutations with D = {1} and n = 4. Reading
from the table, these are 2134, 3124,4123. Suppressing the integrations,

CS3 = Oraosblsa ([, (Mo, [Ha, Hall] + [Ha, (Mo, (Mo Halll + [Ha, [P, [ Ha]])
(2.16)
Since the variables x1,..., 4 are integrated over, we are allowed to relabel them as
we please. In particular, we can relabel them in such a way that at the end the term

— 10 —



is proportional to the 1234 nested commutator,

CSY 5 (091015054 + 023051014 + O23034041) [Hy, [Ma, [Hs, Ha]]
- 921823034 [Hlu [H% [H37 H4H] ) (217)

where we have repeatedly used the 6-function identities
exaeab + embeba == emaea:b Habeba: + ebaea:p == ea:p‘gbx . (218>

This can be done for every descent set, and the results are tabulated in the final
column of Table 1 above. Interestingly, we see that the final #-functions correspond
to the original ordered 62023054, with some of the #-functions flipped 6;; — 6;;. The
location of these flips exactly coincides with the values of the descent set, in the sense
that for D = {1,2}, the first and second #-functions are flipped, and so on.

We see this pattern appearing for any n, with explicit checks up to and including
n = 8. In general, if we sum over the set of permutations of n objects with descent
set D = {i1,...,ix} (and consequently with ascent set A = {ji1,...,jn—1)—r}, such
that AUD = {1,...,n—1}), then we find that

Op=Y o (ba - 0n1n)= (H 011 ) <H 0, j+1> . (2.19)

cesp ieD JjEA

A proof of the identity above is given in Appendix B. The value of ©p is tabulated
in the last column of Table 1. This means that we can rewrite the CS formula in the
following new form:

iN®™ — /d4x1 codha, [7_[1’ (Mo, (1, ] - ]] Z (—=1)IP! o,

DC{L,...n—1} n? (75|1)

(2.20)

We now wish to comment on some features of this formula which, to the best of our
knowledge, has not been presented in the literature before.

1. First, note that in the new formula only one particular ordering of nested
commutators of Hamiltonians appears, namely {1,2,...,n}.

2. The sum to be performed is not over permutations, but over descent sets.
Each descent set has a unique product of f-functions associated to it, given in (2.19).

3. We also note that (2.20) is a sum over 2" ! terms, which presents a compu-
tational improvement over the n! terms in the original CS formula (or the (n—1)!
terms of the linearly independent version (2.14)).

While for small values of n, up to n = 4, the compact formulae in (2.9) are
shorter than (2.20), starting at n = 5 the expression found by [39] contains 22 terms,
compared to the 16 coming from our new formula.

— 11 -



4. Lastly, we can reduce the number of terms further by rewriting the sum in
(2.20) in a different way. If we replace each 6,41, = 1 — 6;,41 and collect like terms,
we can replace the sum in (2.20) by the following expression [44]

(—IT)L”‘1 Z L)‘A‘(Z)A, 0.4 ;:HQMH. (2.21)

Ac{l,m—1} 1T 4] jeA

We have shown that our result (2.20) agrees with (2.21) up to n = 15. For example,
for the n = 4 case, (2.21) reads

_411 (i - %(912 + Oa3 + O34) + %(912923 + 012034 + Oa3034) — 912923934) (2.22)
While the sum produces 2”71 terms, [45] argues that due to the symmetries of the
nested commutators in the integrand the number of non-zero terms when using (2.21)
is 32773 (in the case of n = 4 the vanishing terms are given by the term with no
f-functions and 6,5).

We wish to conclude this section with some intriguing observations on these
new formulae. Looking at the new formula (2.20), one particular term in the sum
corresponding to D = {1,...,n — 1} produces the combination of a chain of 6-
functions 0916035 - - - 0,,,,_1 where position x,, is future-most. This is reminiscent of
a causal response function, which also has nested commutators and a flow of time
towards one point. In particular [46],

R<Hna %n—h cee 77-[1): Z Qna(n—l) T 90(3)0(2)00(2)0(1)[‘ .- [Hna HO’(R—l)]? s 77-[0(1)] .
oESH—1

(2.23)
We can easily undo this sum over permutations by considering the integrated causal
response function

/d4xl coodry, R(Hp; Hory -, Ha)

(1) — 1)!/6143;1 e by Oy O A [Has s [Hor, ] ]
(2.24)

This causal response function is commonly computed by using the Schwinger-Keldysh
formalism, using a contour with a single time-fold

I 1 2 n—1 n
R(Hn;anla"-yr}-tl) = ‘ : ‘ ’ (225)
1I

- 12 —



where the dashed line indicates a difference between the Hamiltonian on fold I and
fold II. One might wonder whether the other terms in the expression for the N-
operator can be interpreted in this contour language. Extending the basic Schwinger-
Keldysh contour as done in [47], we can indeed express each term in (2.21) as a
particular generalised contour. For example

= (=" (n—2)! Oa3 - Op_9pn10n_1n[His -, [Hoo1, Hal .. .] (2.26)

omitting the integrations. Note that this is no longer an integrated response func-
tion, as the A5 term is missing; this is what necessitates an additional time-fold.
This shift in perspective demonstrates that each term of (2.21) is Lorentz invariant
despite containing #-functions, as each contour can be seen as an analytic continu-
ation [48, 49| of Euclidean correlators (Schwinger functions) [50]. As a whole, the
Magnus expansion is therefore also term by term Lorentz invariant, implying that
all the f-functions have to be combined into manifestly Lorentz-invariant objects. In
Sections 4 and 5 we will demonstrate this explicitly through multiple examples.

3 Field commutators and propagators

Compared to the Dyson series, the Magnus series forgoes the time ordering in favour
of imposing a fixed ordering among the t; variables. Specifically, it features nested
commutators of Hamiltonians instead of their time-ordered products. As a conse-
quence, when evaluating matrix elements of the N-operator we need to use a version
of Wick’s theorem for products of fields, rather than time-ordered products. The
main relation, taking as an example the case of a single real scalar field ¢, is

(i) () = (i) p(x5): + d(w3)P(5) (3.1)
where the Wick contraction, or pairing, of the two fields is®

1

S(@:)d(x;) = (Ol@(x:)d(x;)[0) = iAD (; — 2j) = iA) . (3.2)

5 An expression for the function iAH) (z) will be given in (3.8) below.
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Here we have introduced the abbreviated notation ASE) = A®)(z; — z;). In the case
of many operators this relation extends to [51]
¢(x1) -+ P(wn) =:@(21) -~ P(wn): + :0(x1)d(w2) -~ dlan): +---

1

— 1
+igp(ar) - dlan): + i o(x1)d(@)d(w3)P(s) -+ - D) + - .

As usual in Wick’s theorem for time-ordered products, when dealing with products of

(3.3)

normal-ordered operators, contractions between operators within the same normal-
ordered product are excluded.

In the following, we introduce a number of functions we will need which describe
commutators and anticommutators of two fields, as well as various Green’s functions.
For the sake of completeness we now review these quantities in some detail.

3.1 Wightman commutation functions

We start with the standard mode expansion of a real, massive scalar field:

o(x) = ¢ (z) + ¢7)(2) = / @7557];5@

where the positive/negative frequency parts ¢*)(x) by definition contain the lower-

{a(ﬁ)e*m +at ()] (3.4)

ing /raising operators, with

[a(p), a'()] = 2m)*2E(p)6") (7~ q) - (3:5)

The Wightman commutation function A™)(z) that has appeared in (3.2) and the
related one A7) (z) are defined as®

iAg) = iAD (@ = ay) = [0 (@), 07 (a7)], (3.6)
and satisfy
AF (—z) = —AF(2). (3.7)
Explicit expressions for A®)(z) are
iAH(z) = [ (x), ¢(0)]
-+ /L quiE(E)onEf
(2m)*(2E(k))
3
- / (2@3?22(/2))

e$ik-x

ko=E(k)

_ d'k o—ikT (9 2 _ 2
— ok [ g (2mBU = mt)0(ek)

6Qur conventions are almost identical to those of Appendix C of Bjorken and Drell (BaD) [52].
We depart from theirs in that A%_S) (x) = —Agg) (x).
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-

where E(k) =V k2 +m?2 is the relativistic energy, so that in momentum space the
Wightman functions are

IA®) (k) = £(2m)0(k* — m?)0(£ky) . (3.9)

3.2 Pauli-Jordan and Hadamard functions

Next we introduce the commutator of two fields (also known as Pauli-Jordan func-
tion) as well as the anticommutator (sometimes called Hadamard function):

iD= iA(x; — ;) = [$(wy), da;)] = iAL AL, (3.10)

and
ALY = AD(z; — 1)) = {g(x:), ¢lay)} = iAL) —ial) (3.11)

with
Aji = —Ayy, Ag) = AS) . (3.12)

Note that A(x) and A®(x) are even and odd solutions to the homogeneous Klein-
Gordon equation,

O+ m)A(z) = (O+m*)AV(z) =0. (3.13)

We also quote the representations:

' = dk e *T (21 2 —m?) sgn
i) = [ e QmIEE — ) seaky). (314)
AW (z) = / (ZW’; e T (2m)0(k* — m?), (3.15)

so that in momentum space the Pauli-Jordan and Hadamard functions are”

iA(k) = (27)0(k* — m?) sgn(ko) , (3.16)

AW(k) = (2m)8(k* —m?), (3.17)

where sgn (ko) = (ko) —60(—ko) is the sign of ko. Note that A (k) is proportional to
an on-shell delta function with no restriction on the sign of the energy. It is equal to

twice a cut-propagator 7 6(k? —m?). Finally, A(z) (unlike AM(z)) vanishes outside
the lightcone,

A(z)=0 for 2°<0. (3.18)

7As standard, we use the same symbol A for propagators in position and momentum space.
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3.3 Propagators

The relevant Green functions are

iAT () = i AP (2)0(xg) — iAT (2)0(—) |, Feynman
iA () = iA(2)0(z) Retarded
iA(x) = —iA(x)0(—1x0), Advanced
AT (2) = iAT (2)0(m0) — iADO(—xp) . Anti-Feynman

Here iAF (x) is the Green function obtained with anti time ordering, picking a contour

that is the parity-reflected of the Feynman contour. Since A(z) = 0 for 2 < 0,

i.e. outside the lightcone, we see that the retarded and advanced propagators have

support within the future and past lightcone, respectively. Note also the relations:

i () + ZAP:“ (z) = iAR(z) +iAA (x),
iAF (z) —iAT (2) = AD(2),
as well as
Af(—z) = A().
The connection between propagators and (anti-)time-ordered products is
ZAP;(@ = (0|7 (¢(2)¢(0))10) ,
iAF (z) = —(0|T (¢()¢(0))]0) ,
with
T(A(x)B(0)) = 0(z) A(x) B(O) + b(=a0) B0)A(x).
T(A(@)B(0)) = 0(w0) BOYA() + 0(a0) Alx) B0).

In momentum space, the propagators are

.

?

ZAF(k) = = = = 2 2 -
(ko — E(k) +ie) (ko + E(k) —ie) k> —m? e
i i _k,
iAE (k) = - = : = > ;
(k) (ko + i€)2 — E2(k)  k* —m? +iesgn(ko)
iN (k) = S = . = >
(%) (ko —i€)2 — E2(k)  k*—m? —ie sgn (ko)
iAT (k) = ! - !

(ko — E(K) —i€) (ko + E(k) + i) k> —m? —ie’

(3.23)
(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

Note that we have introduced two arrows in (3.31) and (3.32): the arrow on the

line carries the causality flow while the external arrow indicates the momentum flow.

The two need not be the same.
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4 Tree-level amplitudes in the H; = ﬁ—? theory

To describe the main ideas around the Magnus expansion, we focus on the theory of
a real scalar field ¢ of mass m with an interaction Hamiltonian

A3
H;z'ﬁ—!‘. (4.1)

We omit the coupling factor in the interaction above to simplify later expressions.
The examples we will present below will suffice to illustrate the key features of the
matrix elements of the N-operator introduced in (2.8), which we will refer to as Mag-
nus amplitudes. This includes the emergence of retarded and advanced propagators,
and the characteristic weights of the various diagrams. The latter will be related to
certain Murua coefficients, as we will discuss in Section 6.

4.1 The three-point amplitude

As a first simple example, we illustrate the three-point matrix element, which we
refer to as a Magnus amplitude:®

iNSY = (0[iND|d(p1)d(p2) o (p3)) (4.2)

where

A3
iNW = —j / d'z Hy(x) = —i / d'z % (4.3)

is the leading-order term in the Magnus expansion, and we defined |¢(p;)):=a'(7;)]0).
The effect of contracting with external states is simply to produce

1 —1 X
5101+ 8" 1 [6(p1)$(p2) $(p3)) = e P77, (4.4)
and, hence, the final matrix element is’
iNgY = —i / diy e PP — i 58 (p) 4 py + py) . (4.5)

In this case, due to the absence of propagators there is no difference to an ordinary
S-matrix element.

8For convenience in all matrix elements we include all the particles in the initial state, with all
incoming momenta.
We define 6™ (p) == (2m)"5) (p).
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4.2 The four-point amplitude

Our first non-trivial example is the four-point Magnus amplitude:

iN{ = (0[iN®|6(p1)d(p2) (D) D (pa)) (4.6)

where

AT (2 (_i)2 4 4

iV = 55 [ dnidtan ot — t2) (Holon) Mol (4.7
is the second-order term in the Magnus expansion. Performing Wick contractions

using (3.2), the relevant term in the commutator for computing the tree-level matrix
element in (4.6) is

1 9 ﬁ
[(Hi(w1), Hi(22)] = W[ 1083 3 L LD Pads ¢ —(21 > T2)
1 1
= A1) s 616h s —(@1 00 2) = G (AL AL 6163
1
(2') (ZAU) Qb%(bg Yy (48)

where we recall that Ay, = A12 + Am = AS) — AS{) is the commutation function.
Other possible Wick contractions will not contribute when we contract with external
states. We can also obtain this result using

[ :157 ¢§] = ¢%[¢17 ng] + ¢1 [(blu ¢g]¢1 + [¢17 ¢§]¢% ) (49&)
[P1, 5] = (01, Da] 3 + a1, alda + B3[b1, o] = 3il1263 (4.9b)
which together imply that

1
(31)? (2')

Upon applying normal ordering this matches (4.8). In this second approach, the

3 (01, 03] = -5 iBaa(9103 + G131 + D201) (4.10)

function iA5 appears almost immediately, and further multiplying it by 615 gives
rise to a retarded propagator iAL. Ultimately,

v = S8 [anataot) (g st ) . @

1
(22
is the relevant term in the Magnus series. The dots indicate the remaining Wick con-
tractions which do not enter the tree-level Magnus amplitude and that are therefore
omitted. Crucially, we have now absorbed all factors of ;; to obtain a result that is
manifestly Lorentz invariant.

— 18 —



We may then consider the effect of contractions on external states. These give
1

22 0] : @205 : |d(p1)d(p2)d(p3)P(pa)) = By, 12) + E(xa,21) , (4.12)

where

E(x1,19) = e~ {p1tp2)er—ilpstpa) a2 | o—i(p2tps)w1—i(patpr)x2 | o—~i(p1+ps)@1—i(patpz) w2

(4.13)

The full tree-level Magnus amplitude then becomes
in® = C0° [ g i, am) B E
1Ty 1d° @y (iA13) | E(21, 22) + E(22, 1)
(4.14)

2

where in the second line we have applied the interchange symmetry x; <+ x5. Fourier

_5)2
= ﬂ / d4$1d4l’2 (EA?Q + ZAII%)E(JH, l’g) .

transforming yields

@D (py 4 py +ps +pa) M, (4.15)
—i)?

M = (A +iA) (pr4p2) + ((AT+iAY) (patps) + (IAT+iAY) (p1+ps)] -

2

Graphically, we can represent (4.15) as

A< o<

D0

where the direction of the arrow indicates the direction of causality flow.

M:

Two observations are in order here:

1. First, anticipating a point we will make later, we notice that the factor of
1/2 in (4.16) corresponds precisely to the Murua coefficient which will be introduced
n (6.3b).

2. We also note that at tree level the four-point Magnus amplitude is obtained
by writing the same Feynman diagrams as for the standard amplitude, except for
the replacement

l(mR +iAM) (p) . (4.17)

iAF(p) — 5
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One may also note that

S (AT () + i (p)) = iAF (p) = AV (p), (1.18)
where
AW (p) =iAD (p) —iAD (p) = 2m)8(p* —m?), (4.19)

is the Hadamard function introduced in (3.15). The latter function has support
only on shell, and hence in general it will not contribute at tree level for generic
kinematics.

4.3 The five-point amplitude

Next we compute the five-point Magnus amplitude:

iNS = (0[iN®|p(p1) - 3(ps)) (4.20)

_5\3
ine — ¢ ”l/fﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁaﬂz%gQHbﬁbﬂﬁH+WﬁiﬂmHﬂD. (4.21)

As usual, H; stands for H(x;) and 0;; := 0(t; —t;). A short computation shows that'’

[Hi, [Ha, Hal] = %(ZA%) (4.22)

(12312) (626363 + 626263 + 93607 + 630300 + 670305 + 620367)
+(iA13) (930307 + D307 03 + d3d15 + G d305 + Padhsdids + ¢2¢%¢3¢2)] :

We will set N®) = Njos + N3s1, where the two terms denote the contributions arising
from the two orderings of the nested commutators in (4.21). We then find"!

. _ (_1)3 4 4 4 AR L SARYN L2 2. SARYN . 1242 .
ZN123 = 6 d SCld LCQd XT3 (2A23) (2‘)2 [(ZA12) .¢1¢2¢3. +912(2A13) .¢1¢2¢3. :|
oo (4.23)

again ignoring further field contractions that will not contribute to the tree-level
amplitude.

°0ne may arrive at different-looking but in fact identical expressions for commutators due to
the commutator of two fields being equal to a c-number. For instance, [¢3, 93] = 3iA12(p3¢3 +
G202 + P192¢1), and [¢3, 93] = 3iA12(P2h3 + d3d3 + hadid). Both expressions are correct since
P1P3P1 — P20 P2 = D1, P2]P2d1 — P21 [d1, Pa2] = 0, since [¢1, @] is a c-number.

11N0t€ that we can rewrite 912023 = 012923913.
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We note that in (4.23) there is an additional 615 which, at first glance, is not
associated with a retarded or advanced propagator. In order to achieve manifest
Lorentz invariance it is necessary for us to absorb it. This is not difficult though:
since ARAL - p2¢2¢5 1 is symmetric under the exchange z; <> 79, we can rewrite
(4.23) without the §-function as'?

—3)3
( 6%) / Ay d o s (@Ag)ﬁ[(m{g) NS +%(¢A{§) OIS

. (4.24)

1N193 =

The relative factor 1/2 between the two terms in the above result is our first ex-
ample of different weights associated to different routings of advanced and retarded
propagators.

We can also describe this simplification diagrammatically. If we represent the
points 123 as the vertices of a graph, we can interpret the retarded propagators
as directed edges between vertices. We then represent the leftover f-functions as
additional (red) directed edges. We use the arrows to represent the flow of time, so
that if an edge goes from j to ¢ then t; > ¢;, and we introduce the notation

J i J i

0——0 =iA], O—0 =10,;. (4.25)
Note that since we are only working with ¢ theory, we can omit the leftover normal-
ordered fields as they can be recovered by looking at the number of fields at each
vertex. Applying these diagrammatic rules to the second term in (4.23), we have

2

(AR) (1AR)6;, = KX@ | (4.26)

1

In this notation, each set of contractions, viewed as an arrowed graph, results in a
directed acyclic graph (DAG), with black edges representing retarded propagators
and red edges representing leftover §-functions.'® Moving forward, we will omit the
labels on the nodes, as the positions are integrated over. The effect of symmetrising
x1 <> T diagrammatically corresponds to

S, ) e

12Similar manipulations led Dyson to the introduction of time-ordered products [1].
13The directedeness of our graphs arises because we have advanced and retarded propagators.

Their acyclic nature is due to the fact that a loop (cycle) corresponds to a closed time-like loop,
which is vanishing.
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and so the factor ;5 has again been absorbed.'*

We can understand this as follows: the term in (4.26) has support in the inte-
gration subregion t; > t5 > t3, as shown by the arrow orientations. But the prod-
uct of retarded propagators (1AL) (iA%) alone allows for a bigger region, namely
t; > t3, to > t3. The latter contains one more subregion, t, > t; > t3, but this can
be obtained via symmetrising x; <> x5 in (4.27). Adding both subregions we recover
the full t; > t3, ty > t3 region, and therefore the result is given just in terms of
retarded propagators.

The same strategy can be applied to N3op, with the result,

; :(_i)S 444L'R'R.2 2.1-R. 2,2,
iN321 6 d"z1d wod (2!)2(ZA12) [(ZAQ?)) QP23 +2(2A13) Q10503

4. (4.28)

The O-function simplification proceeds as above, in this case via

D

Combining terms, we have found that'®

. . L nys L (o n A
IN®) = (—i)? / Ao zad 'z S (A5) A% + 5 ((A5)GAY) + (A%) (A5)) |
1

9 (m By +) | (430)

where we have also used Af} = Aﬁ» and relabelled x; in order to collect terms. This
corresponds to one diagram topology, with all possible routings of advanced and
retarded propagators weighted differently.

Finally, taking the matrix element (0|---|¢(p1)---¢(ps)), we generate several
diagrams. For instance, the diagram topology

D5
D2 ps3
: (4.31)

b1 P4

which has momenta (p;,p2) and (ps, ps) attached to two distinct vertices, with mo-

Our notation for the final graph in (4.27) and similar ones is inspired by [6, 53].
15This expression will reappear in a one-loop context, see (5.24).

— 922 —



mentum ps attached to two internal propagators, gives

(_2-)3 /d4x1d4x2d4x3 e~ ip1+p2)- w1 —ips-z2—i(ps+pa)-z3
L. : Ir,. : : : L. :
-{gwﬁauAg>+gku¥9uA%>+mAgxu$9}+§@Agxus@}

= (—i)° /d4m1d4xgd4$3 e (Prtp) i ips 2 —ilp ) s (4.32)

1 1

12 3 1 13 2 1

O—+—0—0 + 2 +5 2 +3 000 |,
3 3

with all other diagrams being obtained from relabelings in (4.32). Performing the

Wl =

integrals into momentum space, the full matrix element of N®) can be written as

. 3 1
iNg = 2 (=00 (b1 + pa - ps + pa + p3)

Ll
DLl

Note that the position of the external legs in the graphs is encoded in the exponential

n (4.32). Moreover, we have omitted the labels of external lines in (4.33) for nota-
tional simplicity, but they are to be summed over all possible permutations o € Sj
of (p1,p2, ps, pa, ps). Before concluding this section, two observations are in order.

1. The factors inside the square brackets correspond precisely to the Murua co-
efficients found in (6.3¢). The factor of 1/8 outside is to compensate for overcounting
in the sum over all permutations.

2. In the four-point example, we saw that the single #-function in the Magnus
expansion immediately combined with a A function to produce retarded and ad-
vanced propagators. In the five-point case, the Magnus expansion (4.21) contains
two f-functions, only one of which initially combines with a A function; neverthe-
less, we showed that the second #-function can also be eliminated, as in (3.25). This
behaviour is a general feature of the expansion, although it becomes increasingly chal-
lenging to identify the rearrangements needed to remove all remaining #-functions.
The forthcoming six-point example will be particularly instructive in this regard (and
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also to confirm the pattern of the appearance of Murua coefficients, discussed in more
detail in Section 6.1).

4.4 The six-point amplitude

As a final example at tree level, we now focus on the six-point Magnus amplitude
NG — ol N@® e 4.34
6 = (OINT[o(p1) - - o(ps)) (4.34)
where N was defined in (2.9d). For convenience we define

-\ 4
oy (=)
zNijkl =7

/d4$1d4$2d4$3d4$4 912923934[7'11', [Hj, [Hk, Hlm , (4-35)
so that
N = NGhy + Nisly + Nighy + Nk (4.36)

and treat the nested commutators separately. Starting from ]\71(;%47 we find that

) —1
ZNl(;li)’A = /d4$1d4$2d49€3d4$4 {AﬁAiA;{Z@ang

—i L PIP55 -
12

(2!)?
L GiG3hada -
(21)?
L Gl¢5t -
(21)3

+ (AT ARAE 015 + ALAT AT 015053)

L G203 -
(21)2

L Ol hag30]
+A%A%Ai$ NE

again ignoring further contractions from Wick’s theorem that will not contribute to

(4.37)

+ ARARALR 0,y + ARAR ARG,

the tree-level amplitude. Our task is now to eliminate the leftover #-functions.
We start with the first term in (4.37) and symmetrise:

1

31 (912923 + 023031 + 031012 + 013032 + 032021 + 921913)

< AT AGAG) : 613d5 :

1

el

AT ATAL 012005 - 15075 :—

AFLAZAL - ¢1o505 - . (4.38)

We can understand this as follows: Nl(;%4 contains an ordering t;>ty>t3>t4, but the
retarded propagators only imply ¢ 23 > t4. The latter region can be divided in six
sub-regions t,(1) > ty(2) > to(3) > l4, Where o are all permutations of three indices
and only the region o(i) = ¢ appears in (4.37). However, since t; o3 are integration
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variables, we can fully symmetrise them to recover all six regions. Diagrammati-
cally,!

o 5%4%&@)

the 1/3! manifesting naturally as a symmetry factor.

Then, we consider the next three terms in (4.37), namely

2ARAEAE O, + ARARALO15005) : 2030304 : F2ATAT AL Oy3 0 ¢2pod26s -
— QAﬁA%Ai(ng -+ 921913 + 031) : Qﬁgbggbggfu :
= 20T ARA, : 610300 (4.40)

where the arrow means that the equality holds upon integration. All three terms
have the same retarded propagators, up to relabelling of the integration variables ¢;
that we have performed above. More explicitly: we have relabelled {t,ts, 5,4} —
{ta,t1,t3,t4} and {t1,t9,t3,t4} — {ta,13,t1,t4}, in the second and third term respec-
tively, thus obtaining a common factor Af ARAL - Diagrammatically,

S U

the extra theta functions dropping out due to 02693 + 051613 + 09303, = 023, using
the f-function identities in (2.18).

From now on, we consider relabellings and symmetrisations only diagrammati-
cally. The next term in (4.37) is

1
AEARAL O, - G030} — SARABAL : 616367 - (1.42)

where we have applied the identity

b ) e,

With all #-functions in (4.37) now absorbed, we have

NG, = [ dadteadiead'as | LARAR AR OIO05
1234 - 12 2 3 4 6 1482224 (2')
+ 1AR AR AR ¢2¢2¢4 + AR AR AR ¢1¢2¢3¢4 :
(21)? (212

16This notation reintroduces a factor of i per propagator compared to (4.38).
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FARARAR %} e, (4.44)

The last term, which we can depict as 0~0=0~0, is proportional to ALAEAL and
does not require further simplifications.

Then we move onto the nested commutator V, 4(;32 and we have

L p5p307 ¢
2))?
L O1ad30] -
(21)? (4.45)

. ¢2¢2¢2 .
+ AﬁA%AiHM_(lQ!?S;

_ /d4$1d4l’2d4l‘3d4l’4 [AgA%A 923934

(4
ZN4(3125 12

+ (ALAT AN O3y + ALATE AL 05305,)

L P195P3¢7] -
(21)?

R AR AR Plh2030] :
+ASAGBAS —(2') }

+ AR AR AL 0,

The first term gives

1
CADLABAL : ¢3050% ¢, (4.46)

A?QA%A{ZQ%QM : ¢§¢§¢i = 6

using the identity

S ?%&%ﬁb@)

The next three terms give

2(AﬁAﬁA§3934 + AgA%Ai%:&@M} : ¢1¢2¢§¢Z : +2A{%2A{%3A3R4923 : ¢1¢3¢3¢Z :

= 2ATATAL 01020307 1,
(4.48)

using the identity

oo o SO

Lastly, the next term gives
1
ABLAEAG b5y : Gio507 = §A{EA%A§Z L G19530% < (4.50)

using the identity
%2 1 %2 E 1 z:
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Now all theta functions have disappeared, and we get

1 L 930307 ¢ L 919307 :
4,. 74 4 R AR AR : 9293 R AR AR 3Py
tD) d*r d*zod vadia, 6A12A13A # + - A 5 A5 A T

—{—AR AR AR ¢1?22'¢;3¢4 + AR AR AR ¢1Q(2522‘(§3¢4 ) (452)

Finally we consider the last two nested commutators Négz)u and Nl(i;,Z. In this case,

ZN4£3%2

as we are about to show, we need both of them to eliminate all theta functions 6;;.
We have
. —1 L P2O2P2
ZN2(3211 + Nl(jllgﬂ = E /d4$1d4$2d4$3d41‘4 _AﬁAiAi912923—¢(1;2)f3
L pidaT R AR AR PTP30% : R AR AR L pRP30T
TQ)p + A12A23A24‘934—(2|) — ABAAT 093034 — (21)?

L P195P5¢4 : L P195P3¢7 -
+ (A{gAﬁA?ﬁ@g+AﬁAﬁA§4912923934)—(22!)3 + ARATALL01503— (22!)2 i
L PR3] L Pl o -
IO+ ALALAL oty

+ ARARALR G,

HABRAERALR + ARARAL0,,05,)
(4.53)

Some propagator terms above have a permutation symmetry, such as ARAEAR
which is symmetric in {1,2,3} or ARAR AL which is symmetric in {1,2}. Simplify-
ing the f-functions in these terms is straightforward and follows the same reasoning
as before, using the identities (4.39), (4.43), (4.47), and (4.51). Besides them, there
are five leftover terms that simplify together as follows,

QA{EAﬁA;ﬁsz : ¢1¢§¢§¢4 : +2AﬁAﬁA§4912923934 : ¢1¢§¢§¢4 :
+ 20 AN 015034 1 a3ty : +2ATALAT 015054 1 a3 -
+ 20 L AT AL012051 1 $1050367 - (4.54)
— 20LALAL, (923 + 013032004 + 031042 + 031024 + 913942) RO T
= 2050008, © 01056504 1,
using the identity

: - X+&+N+&+w. (4.55)

Note that to identify each of the five subregions we had to first relabel terms to find
a common propagator structure, just like we did in (4.40). Also note that some of
the five terms above come from Néé}u and some from Nf;{ZQ, meaning that we need
to consider the sum to see the simplification of theta functions.

Putting everything together, we get

@@ T 1 & AR AR D10505 :
Nagay + N 1azy = 75 [ dmdizad zsd s _5A14A24A34W
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R AR AR ¢2¢2¢4 R AR AR ¢2¢3¢4 1 R AR AR ¢2¢3¢4
+ = A 5055 A3 T + = A LA A T — —A VAGIYA (2—|)
+AR AR AR ¢1¢2¢3¢4 + AR AR AR ¢2¢2¢3¢4 . (456)

@) e

Note that the terms ABAEALE and AEARAE appear with coefficient —1/6 here,
but they appear with coefficient +1/6 in Nl(;*;4 and N, g%z and hence they drop out.

Overall, the complete expression for the fourth-order N-operator is

, —1 2202

iNW = - d'wyd*zod vsd e, [(AFALAL + AﬁAgAg)—¢z;2)f3 (4.57)
L Pl dadadt

FBARARAR + ARARAR + ARARAR + ARARAR) L2000y

(21)?

Sandwiching this between the states as in (4.34), we arrive at the six-point Magnus
amplitude

iNg = (=)W (py + - + po) M, (4.58)

+
|
(]

| =

1 1 (4.59)

— | 4 12
1 1

+ﬁ + B .

As before, we have omitted the labels of external lines for notational simplicity, but
they are to be summed over all possible permutations o € Sg of (p1, p2, P, P4, D5, D6 )-
Also, the coefficients in front of each diagram (ignoring the coefficients outside
the sum, which are due to overcounting) correspond to the Murua coefficients in
(6.3d). In particular, notice the absence of two star diagrams with all arrows incom-
ing /outgoing, which indeed have vanishing Murua coefficient.

Finally, the subtle recombination of #-functions into manifestly Lorentz-invariant
retarded and advanced propagators that we have illustrated so far in several examples
is actually general, as argued in Section 2.2.
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5 One-loop amplitudes in the H; = ﬁ—? theory

Still working in our theory of a real scalar of mass m with a cubic interaction, we
now show a few examples of one-loop amplitudes. These will highlight intriguing
connections to the tree amplitudes computed in the previous section, which we will
further investigate and explain in Section 7.2.

5.1 The bubble
As a first one-loop example, we consider the two-point matrix element

NP = (0[N |¢(p1) e (pa)) (5.1)

where N is the second-order term in the Magnus expansion given in (4.7), that is

i =55 () [ateadiadin - )0l ¥ Gwa) diotmotrm).
(5.2)

We can work out directly the commutator [: ¢®(z1) :,: ¢*(3) :]. We do it first without
normal ordering which we reinstate at the end. In order to do, so we first recall (4.10),
and then note that in order to get the one-loop bubble we need to perform one more
Wick contraction. This leads to

(61, 93] — il (2 (20 i A + 21 dagy 1IA(Y
+20 oy DAY + 221 gy ZASP)
— 3iA1s -6 : i : (m&;) + mgﬁ)
= 18iARAY g1y - .

We can extend the tree-level diagrammatic notation in (4.25) to include now the
Hadamard function AS) introduced in (3.15):

J i W

which allows us to represent (5.3) as

. 2 1
iNE AL = <o (5.5)
For iN® we can now write
- A7(2) (—i)2 1) 4, 4 : (1)
tNV¥ = T 5 - 18 /d z1d Ty (9122A12) AIQ : ¢1¢2 S
: (5.6)

—7)2 .
(4) /d4x1d4x2 (AT) AR iy +...
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where the terms omitted do not contribute to the matrix element NQ(Q). Note that as
usual we have symmetrised in x; <> x5 to get rid of # functions. We then use that

(O] 01 )olaa)  o(p1)olpa)) = e 0rmtmm) g ovmtizn) - (57)

d4x1d4$2 (ZA{%Q) A%) (e—i(prau—f—pz-m) + e—i(pra:z-i-pz-m))

d*zdtay et Preitrzes (zAgAg + ’LA A211)> (5.8)

Il
AT AT
—— —

d*ridxy g~ HP1@1+p2-T2) Aglz) (z’AfQ + z'A‘fz) )

In this derivation we have used that iAf(z) = 0(z0)iA(z), and changed integration
variables z1 <+ Z» in the term containing e *P1#2+P2:#1)  Thus we conclude that

2
iNQ(Q) = =) 42) /d43171d4l‘26 praitpaa:) AL (v (ZAR + 1A% ) , (5.9)
that is,
N 1 d 1
iND = 5D (p + po) - (—i)?- = ‘1 A (g 5 (A% 4 iA%) (g — p1)

= o (p1 + p2)

O]

Three important comments are in order here.

1. First, a key feature of (5.10) and (5.6) is that they are cut integrals, since
AW (q) = (27) 6(¢> — m?). Consequently, we are effectively performing phase-space
integrals over a tree-level quantity. Note that this representation differs from the
Feynman-tree-theorem representation of the T-matrix [32, 33| (since there one has
to sum over multiple cuts as well) and the Q-cuts of [38].

2. Furthermore, and importantly, we will see that for a one-loop n-point Magnus
amplitude, what we are actually integrating is an (n + 2)-point tree-level Magnus
amplitude, where by this we mean the sum of all the tree-level Magnus diagrams at
n + 2 points. This correspondence is already manifest by comparing (5.6) to (4.11).
In fact, we can go from the first to the second by simply performing the replacement

: gb%gb% — ZA%) S O109 . (5.11)

We will see a similar relation between the five-point tree amplitude and the one-loop
triangle later in Section 5.2, and will discuss this further in Sections 7.1.2 and 7.2.
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3. Furthermore, it is instructive to perform a comparison with the Dyson series.
The difference between Magnus and Dyson matrix elements for the process at hand
is:

1

1 , B
Z.N2(2) _ Z-T2(2) =55 /d4x1d4;1:2 e~ i(p1-T1+p2-T2) [(iAngr))Q + (Z-Agz))Q] . (5.12)

This precisely corresponds to the expected relation [4]

iN® =4T7® 4 %TmT(” : (5.13)

between Magnus and T-matrix elements, since!”

1 - . o
OITOTD o) (p2)) = 5 / iz diay e Prertpee) | GA(D)2 4 <zA§2>>2} . (5.14)

4. Finally, let us evaluate directly (5.10), which can be done conveniently using
(3.23) and (3.24). We find the result

N =50+ L [ i i (0 - ) i (00670~ )]
(5.15)

which is nothing but the difference of the bubble integral evaluated with the Feynman
prescription and the same integral but with an anti-Feynman prescription. To be
more concrete let us assume that the internal particles are massless and the external
momenta p; o are off-shell. Using well-known results for the bubble integrals we find

iN2(2) = oW (p1 + pz)ﬁ [_i (—s—ig)™ = C‘C']
= 6@ (p, —f—pz)% [(—s —ig) ™+ (—s+ie)~] (5.16)
=6 (p, +p2)# (% + log(]s]) + 2) + O(e),

where s = p? and cr = ['(1 +€)T?(1 —¢€)/(T(1 — 2¢)(47)>7¢). This means that in this
one-loop Magnus matrix element the real part/discontinuity of the T-matrix element
has been removed. Notice that this removal is achieved due to the last term in (5.13).
5.2 The three-point triangle and bubble topologies

We now compute the Magnus matrix element

N = (0IND|6(p))d(p2) b)) . (5.17)

1"The factor of 1/2 in (5.14) arises due to the presence of identical particles.
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where N® is given in (4.21). Note that the operator N® contains two types of
terms contributing to the matrix element N§3), which give rise to two different graph
topologies, namely

NO| oc:d(p)d(p2)e(ps):, NP ocid(pi)*d(p)): (5.18)

where N©) ‘ i Will give rise to one-loop triangle graphs and N (3) ’bub will give rise to
one-loop three-point graphs with a bubble on an external leg. For simplicity, we will
focus on the former case and only quote the final result for the latter.

For convenience, similarly to Section 4.3, we set
: 3 3
N(S) |tri = 1(25)5 tri + N?EQ% tri? (519)

where the two terms correspond to the contributions in N®) | . arising from the two
distinct commutators, respectively. We then find, using the result (4.22), performing
one more Wick contraction and then normal-ordering the rest,

—i® (1)’
tri ( 6) (5) /d4$1d4$2d4$3 Q10203
3-36(A%) [GAL)AY + (1A%)01A1)] |

A7 (3
ZN1(2;,

(5.20)

where since A{%A%Aﬁ? 1 P1¢9¢3: is symmetric under the exchange x; <> xa, NS’%

tri

can be rewritten as

. _Z. 3
2N3E?1)23 tri % /d4$1d4x2d4$3 L P10203

(5.21)
: . 1.
(A% [(aR)AY + 5 0AR)AL)|

Diagrammatically, the cancellation of the #-functions happens in the same way as

A )G

where the additional cut line is symmetric and therefore it does not change the

before,

symmetrisation argument. Similarly we find

. —i)3
ZN:gNm = % /d4$1d4$2d4$3 Q10203

(5.23)
. . 1,
GA%) [GAE)AT + S (AR |
and hence
. —i)?
ZN(3)|m = % /d4ﬂf1d4$€2d4$3 Q10203
(5.24)

. . Ir,. . . .
{2088)(i08)A% + S [(af)Gaf)Al + (ab)iak)ag]}
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We now pause to observe the similarity of this expression with the corresponding
expression for the five-point tree-level amplitude in (4.30), up to relabelling of the
integration variables. The two are related by the simple replacements

Bl da0h: — 201 1 d1eads:, (5.252)
2025 — 2AY) oy, (5.25b)
L1202 — 2AY) 1oty (5.25¢)

This is similar to the relation we found between the one-loop bubble and the tree-
level four-point amplitude in Section 5.1, and we will discuss it in more detail in
Sections 7.1.2 and 7.2.

Then we can put back the external states and compute
(=)
12

{26aL)Ga5)AL +

iNg| = / Ay d zod s (0] 1 d1ads: [d(p1) . .. d(ps))
1
2

Performing Wick contractions, and renaming integration variables so that all terms

(5.26)
(GAR)GAR)AL + (aB)a)AR)}

are multiplied by the exponential e~“P1-#1+r2224p3:23) e finally arrives at

—_7)3 )
iN§3)‘tri = ( 6Z> /d4$1d4x2d4$3 e~ (Pr-z1tp2TatpyTs)

{Aéﬁﬁ (IAR)GAR) + (AL AR + ((af)ag) + <¢Af2><m§3>)'

(5.27)

PAY [ GAR)GAR) + (1A%)GA4) + 1 ((AR)GAL) + (A4)GALR) )|

N = N

FAR |GAR)GAE) + (A8 A%) + 5 (GAR)AY) + (a4 6A%)) } .
Two important comments are in order here.

1. First we note the similarly of (5.27) to our result for the bubble in (5.9): both
are cut integrals, with one of the internal lines of the integral function being replaced
by a AS) function.

2. Furthermore, we note the appearance of different coefficients for the combi-
nations (AF x A4 4+ A4 x Af) and (AR x AR 4+ A4 x A4). These are the same
coefficients we saw in the case of a five-point tree-level amplitude, providing a second
example of the connection between one-loop and tree-level Magnus amplitudes that
we observed in Section 5.1. This will be explained in detail in Sections 7.1.2 and 7.2.

The momentum-space diagrams that result from the integrals above are shown
below,

iN:s(S)‘ ;= Z(—i)35(4) (p1 +p2+p3)
Cs
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1 1 1 1
(5.28)

Here we also omit the labels of external lines for simplicity, but they are to be summed
over all possible cyclic permutations o € Cj of (p1, p2, ps3).

Now we can come back to the second type of term in (5.18), corresponding to
graphs with a bubble on an external leg. The computation is analogous to the case
of the triangle, so we just quote the final result for the matrix element. We have

3 3 3
N )’bub = N )|bub,12 + N + Ny where

| Y|
bub,23 bub,31’

_— ) 3 . .
iNfﬂ(3)‘bub 12 = ( 6Z) /d4x1d4$2d4$3 e i (Pr¥P2) w1 —ips @
) (5.29)
AR GaB)6aR) + (ad)iad) + 3 ((ABI6AL) + (ab)ia%) |
and the terms V. (3)‘ and N. (3)} are obtained from N. (3)‘ by permutin
3 pub23 3 pub,31 3 |buba2 PY P S

(p1,p2, p3). Again we note that the result is expressed a cut integral, and furthermore
the same peculiar factors in front of the (AFx AY4+AAx Af) and (AFx AR+ AAx AA)
combinations appear as in the triangle case (and in the five-point tree-level ampli-

tude). The momentum space expression is

P2 D2
) 3 135 1 pP3 1 P3
ZN?E )lbub,12 - (_2)35(4) (P1+p2+p3) 5 + 3
P1 jal
D2 D2
1 P3 1 P3
12 P : 5.30
v >_‘—Q* 5 >—<—Q* (5.30)
D1 D1

It should be noted that these graphs are pathological, as due to the bubble on the
external line, the internal propagator is on-shell and thus gives 1/0. We comment fur-
ther on the effect of these types of graphs on the Magnus expansion in Section 7.2.4.

6 Tree-level and one-loop results from Murua
At this point, we have computed many examples of Magnus amplitudes at both tree-

and one-loop level. We have also seen that computing these amplitudes is quite simi-
lar to computing S-matrix elements. The main additional subtlety is the presence of
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different types of propagators — retarded, advanced, Pauli-Jordan and Hadamard —
appearing in the results. A key question is therefore how one should “weight” contri-
butions to the same integrand appearing with different types of internal propagators.
At tree level, the answer to this problem is provided by Murua’s formula [21], and
its extension [6]. In this section we shall see how these tree-level coefficients carry
over into loop level.

6.1 Tree-level Murua coefficients

As we have seen in Section 4, a key aspect of the tree-level N operator is that it
involves only retarded and advanced propagators, not Hadamard or Pauli-Jordan
functions. Summarising the work of that section, up to N® (six external legs) we
may write the N-operator in the schematic form

iNO = — / d'zw (0) - ﬁ - (6.1a)

iN® = (—i)z/d4x1d4x2 <w (0——0) (1)—>—(2)> : ?;(é SN , (6.1b)
1 2 3

iNG) = (—i)3/d4x1d4x2d4x3 (w (0—+—0——0) O—+—0—+20 (6.1c)

() 2 ) )

iNW = (=) / iz d*rydtrsd ey
() 1ods o (%0) T e
SNIRE
(B 2 ()

’ 3 ’ 3
) e oL

(6.1d)

©)

1 2 3 4
(w(o O0——0) O——0——0—0

where for convenience we always pair up powers of the operator ¢! with a factor of
1/nl. As before, we omitted the terms that do not contribute to tree-level matrix
elements. For each tree 7, we have also separated out explicit symmetry factors
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o(7)7!, for example:

0 (0—=—0) =0 (0——0—0) =1, a(c(j):a<:>>):2!. (6.2)

At tree level, o(7) is defined as the number of permutations of the vertices (with
their attached edges) that leave 7 invariant, taking also into account the orientation
of edges. The remaining symmetry factors can be read off from (6.1).

The results in (6.1) correspond respectively to (4.3), (4.11), (4.30) and (4.57),

and there we have determined by explicit calculation that the w coefficients have the

following values:'®

&
©
!

€
I

&
I
== Wl N =
&
¢S
N———
I
&
Q
N———
I
[ N
=
w
&

S
©°
o
o
N2
|

(B () (5P - o0

(- (D))

Crucially, and as anticipated in Section 4, these numerical weighting factors w are

19 We have not proven in full generality that the

examples of Murua coefficients.
weighting factors arising from a quantum field theory calculation are Murua coeffi-
cients, but we have checked it up to n = 7 internal vertices, using the new formula
for the Magnus expansion given in (2.20). We will discuss this general structure of
Murua coefficients at tree level and beyond in Section 6.4.

Murua provided in [21] a direct recursive relationship for the w coefficients (6.3),
which we refer to as Murua’s formula, from which one may extract their numerical
values (we have provided their values here up to four vertices). Murua’s original
formula applies only to rooted trees, and this formula was extended to non-rooted
trees in [6], to which we also refer the interested reader for a review of the explicit
construction of Murua’s formula.?’

The practical usefulness of Murua’s formula is that, with these coefficients known,
one does not need to explicitly compute N-matrix elements as we did in Section 4;

8Note that although all the Murua coefficients below are positive, this does not continue for
higher numbers of vertices.

19The Murua coefficients stated here differ from those in |6, 21, 53] by a factor of (—1)"~! where
n is the number of vertices.

20The authors of [6] also provided a Mathematica code, which may be used to produce explicit
values of Murua coefficients beyond those given here.
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instead, one may simply assemble all possible Feynman diagrams as in (6.1), and
then “weight” with Murua coefficients to build up a final result |6, 21]. Building up
the N-operator in this way is simpler than manually collapsing the 6;; coefficients as
we did in Section 4. However, as Murua’s formula only applies directly at tree level,
this will not be the case for generic loop-level examples and so we fall back on the
Magnus series.

We also emphasise that Murua’s formula applies to N-matrix elements, in addi-
tion to the N-matrix itself. Summarising our results for the former, we find

iND = (—i)l (}) } (6.4a)
= S (oo D] o

(L)L) 640

where the sum is over the set of inequivalent permutations of the external momenta.
By this we mean that each graph labelled with external momenta should not appear
more than once. We see precisely the same Murua coefficients (6.3) appearing in
(4.5), (4.15), (4.33) and (4.58), corresponding with the three-, four-, five- and six-
point matrix elements of N, respectively. Murua coefficients depend only on the
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internal vertices and propagators of a graph, so for example:

p3
w = w(0——0—0). (6.5)
b1 bs

For clarity, from now now we will call 7 and g a tree before and after contractions
with external states (corresponding to diagrams appearing in the N-operator and
N-matrix elements, respectively). We can then say that

w(g) = w(7), (6.6)

where 7 describes the internal propagators of the graph g. Conversely, symmetry
factors for trees in the two spaces are different due to the presence of external lines.
This is familiar from the Dyson expansion where the symmetry factors for graphs
appearing in the operator 7" are distinct from those appearing in matrix elements

(0]<T| T, ¢(pi)). For example,

b3

P " #a(o(j)zl (6.7)

b1 D5

Note that, due to the labelled external legs, all symmetry factors o(g) are equal to
1 at tree level. Thus, we may assemble tree-level N-matrix elements exactly as one
would assemble tree-level scattering amplitudes, the only difference being that we
weight contributions carrying retarded and advanced propagators with the Murua
coefficients, and appropriate symmetry factors (which do appear beyond tree level).

6.2 Some properties of Murua coefficients

Let us note a few simple properties of the Murua coefficients. First: due to the
fact that N = NT, it is clear that coefficients must equal those with all internal
causality arrows reversed. Secondly, a very useful relationship discussed in [6] is the
edge contraction rule. This states that the sum of two graphs which differ only by a
single internal edge, where that edge contains both routings of propagators, equals
the “collapsed” graph where that edge is deleted:
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One can easily check that this applies to all the examples in (6.3). An important
consequence of the edge contraction rule, which is also discussed in [6], is the sum
rule

> wr) =1, (6.9)

TE€A(p)

where p is an undirected graph with n vertices and A(p) is the set of all 2! graphs
generated by applying all possible retarded and advanced arrows to the edges of p.
For example,

A (0—0—0) = {o—+—0—0, 0—+—0—0,0—~—0—0,0—~—0—0},

so that the sum rule gives

wooa ) eo(B) e

which is easily confirmed from the explicit factors in (6.3c). This rule implies that
(at tree level) when we ignore causality prescriptions the N-matrix elements agree

with fully connected T-matrix elements. Other sum rules for Murua coefficients can
be found in [6].

6.3 One-loop Murua coefficients

Let us now explore the N-operator at one loop, and the coefficients that weight the
diagrams presenting its expansion before and after contraction with external states.
We will soon discover that tree-level Murua coefficients will make an appearance at
one loop, weighting diagrams in a manner analogous, in fact closely related, to tree
level. The main difference is that we may now also include cut lines. At one-loop
order, we can represent the elements of the N operator in a similar manner to tree
level:

iING = (-i)?/ doyd sy w (@) é:;é et (6.12a)
/

d4x1d4x2d4x3 [ (% w <€> 1(@ : + %w ((@) 1(@2 (6.12b)

+w <{> 1€2 ) ¢¢1¢2¢3;+<w (o+oC0) L. 2

3

i (oaT) b A (o) i
(O—»—CO))l 2 3>:gb12q!253:

iN® = (—i)?

+w

_|_...,
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where the dots denote further Wick contraction that do not contribute at one loop.
For each possible routing of propagators, which now generically includes a single
cut propagator, we introduce a corresponding Murua coefficient w. Using our ex-
plicit Magnus-based calculations in Section 5, in particular the numerical coefficients
appearing in (5.10), (5.28) and (5.30), we have been able to determine that

w (@) _ }1 (6.13a)
(NP R R
o)l o) o)

As in the tree-level case, diagrams where all retarded/advanced propagators are
reversed are equal to their non-reversed counterparts: again, a consequence of N
being hermitian. Importantly, we also immediately observe a relationship with the
tree-level Murua coefficients listed in (6.3):

(6.14)

This relationship turns out to be true in general and we will explain its precise
origin in Section 7, and see how it generalises also to higher loop orders. In words:
the loop coefficient is one half of the corresponding tree-level coefficient, with the
cut line deleted.?’ As a natural consequence, the edge contraction rule (6.8) for
retarded /advanced propagators will also hold for the one-loop Murua coefficients.

As in the tree-level case, Murua coefficients can also be used to write down
matrix elements of NV,

W fO)O(O)O]
e E Y)YV AY)Y
Y)YV AV Y

= 3 =0 o (0O O (O ) O

perms

21The factor of 1/2 is due to the fact the Hadamard function (3.15) is twice a cut propagator.
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w0 (O ) =+ (O )= (6.15b)

where the sum is over the set of inequivalent permutations of the external momenta.
Again, as at tree level, the Murua coefficients only depend on the internal propagator
structure so that external lines can be neglected, for example:

b1 D2

: o))

ps3

after using (6.14) in the final equality. Finally, notice that the symmetry factors of
g differ from those of 7,

p1 P2

l=0 #0((}@)22. (6.17)

b3

This means that, as for tree level, at one loop we can produce N-matrix elements
just as for scattering amplitudes, taking care to weight graphs appropriately. So
far we have shown this explicitly at tree and one-loop level, and in the following
subsection we give an outline of the general diagrammatic structure of the N-operator
and Magnus amplitudes. A detailed description of the loop level structure will be
presented in Section 7.

6.4 General diagrammatic structure of the N operator and
its matrix elements

As we have done above for tree level and one loop, we can express higher-loop pieces
of the N operator and N-matrix elements by summing over graphs with Murua
coefficients and symmetry factors. Explicitly, at any loop order we can write:

iNt =Y ?I(T}, (6.18)

IT|=n.

where the sum is taken over all possible non-isomorphic connected graphs 7 with
|7|=n vertices and edges corresponding to A%, A4 or A, The specifics of what kind
of edges can appear at L-loops will be discussed in Section 7.1, and are summarised
in Appendix A. The above equation appears in [6, 21| for tree-level graphs, but here
we wish to generalise it to multi-loop graphs. We define the symmetry factor o(7) in
the same way as the Dyson expansion except that we must also preserve propagator
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prescriptions (see Appendix D for more details). Thus, we will consider (6.18) as the
definition of w(7) for multiloop graphs 7, which we will continue to refer to as Murua
coefficients. The expanded form of (6.18) can be seen in (6.1) at tree level and in
(6.12) at one loop. All the kinematic and theory-dependent information is carried
by Z(7), including any propagators and integrations over positions. For instance,

- A2 H2 .
z (o(Z) = (—i)’ / d'xyd ead ey IAT IAT— 2 ‘b(l;f)‘fS :

6.19)
L 36 (
— (=) [ draydread 1010208
= (—i) /d x1d Tod T3 30(22 @E
We can write an analogous general formula for the N-matrix elements?
. (v w(9)
(OFN|T] ¢(p:)) = 6@ (Z%) > wj(g) : (6.20)
i=1 i=1 g

Here the sum is over all non-isomorphic graphs g, but where g now has external legs
{p;}¥_,. The tree-level and one-loop versions of the above formula can be seen in
(6.4) and (6.15) respectively.

As discussed previously, the symmetry factors of a graph with and without ex-
ternal legs differ since we must always fix external particle legs. The final element of
(6.20), J (g) now represents the familiar momentum-space propagators (and possibly
loop integrals) associated to the graph g,

b3
J = (—i)%i A (p1 + p2) iA (—ps —ps) . (6.21)
b1 Ps

Note that at tree level and one loop the symmetry factor o(g) in (6.20) is always
equal to 1, as can be seen in (6.4) and (6.15). At tree level this is a familiar fact
of T-matrix elements which also applies to N-matrix elements. At one loop, for T-
matrix elements we can have non-trivial symmetry factors coming from, say, a bubble
diagram. However, for N-matrix elements one propagator is always cut, which breaks
the symmetry of the bubble graph. At two loops and beyond, N-matrix elements
can have non-trivial symmetry factors as we will see in Section 7.2.3.

In principle, the N-matrix elements and N operator are sums over all non-
isomorphic graphs with and without external legs respectively (and internal edges
corresponding to A, A4 and A(M). However, at tree level we have seen that no A

22This follows from performing external leg contractions on (6.18), see Appendix D for more
details.
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propagators appear, and at one loop exactly one A must appear. A major topic
of the next section will be proving how many A propagators can appear at each
loop order.

7 From trees to loops

In Section 6 we have discussed Murua’s formula and how it can be used to obtain tree-
level Magnus amplitudes without the need to perform Wick contractions. Although
Murua’s formula does not apply at loop level, we find that we can still use it to fix
diagram coefficients at one loop due to (6.14). In this section we will generalise this
to higher loops. We also make precise the structure of allowed graphs at loop level.

To do so, we present a new approach for Wick contractions of the N operator
in Section 7.1, and use it to derive a relation between its tree-level and loop-level
components. In Section 7.2 we use this relation to show that Magnus amplitudes with
L+ ?loops and C'+/ cuts are equal to ¢ forward limits of Magnus amplitudes with L
loops and C' cuts, as shown in (7.36). This implies that ¢-loop ¢-cut amplitudes can
be obtained from tree-level amplitudes, hence inheriting their Murua coefficients.

Note that we also present a summary of the diagrammatic rules for the Magnus
expansion in Appendix A.

7.1 Wick contraction rules

In the previous sections, we have seen many examples of matrix elements of the N
operator, both at tree and loop level. In particular, at one loop we have seen the
emergence of the AS-) function from an additional Wick contraction compared to
tree level. Unlike for the A;; functions, this was not immediate from the structure of
the nested commutators, as it required combining various terms. Motivated by this
imbalance, we will now define a new set of Wick contraction rules that treat both
A;j and AZ(-;) on the same footing.

To this end, we return to the new formula for the Magnus expansion in (2.20),
as this provides a general expression for N valid for any order n in perturbation
theory. Consider the right-nested commutator

Cron = [Ha, [Ha, o (Hur Hal -] (7.0

Suppose we would like to do a Wick contraction between two fields labeled by k&
and k’. Without loss of generality, we can pick &' > k. We now look at the nested
commutator C;._, and zoom in until we arrive at the commutator starting with H,,

Mo [Huo o Mo Hal -]+ | = [P Cortn] = HiCrtn = CrircnMa
(7.2)
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If we perform one Wick contraction on the first of the two terms above, we get

HiCrtron — Mk k'iA;(CZI)%;(Cl) [Higr, - [Hi(;)» o [Huet, Ha] o] ]

(7.3)
=N k’ZAkk’ H(l)C

k+1..n>°

where ny ;s is a combinatorial factor depending on the specifics of H;, and Hy and
the superscript in 7—[,&1) and C) are reminders that there is one field missing from
Hi and C. In principle, one superscript label is needed for each species of particle
appearing in Hy, since each will give rise to independent Wick contractions, but for
simplicity we present expressions limited to one single type of field, e.g. Hy = ¢} /nl.
The second term in (7.2) will result in a similar expression, except for the fact that
the order of H;, and H, is inverted and therefore so are the indices of A” ,

Ck—l—l nHk — Nk k’ZAk’kCISH nHl(fl) : (74)

Importantly, the numerical factor ny is the same. Using (3.10)-(3.12), we can
rewrite the A(H functions in terms of A;; and A” :

iAl) = (mkk/ +AR) .l =5 (<t AR (7.5)

1
2
Putting all this together, we find that
Mgk’ 1 1 1 1 1
-2 (zA e ,521_..”} +aRm el L) (7o)

This means that, overall for the big nested commutator C;_,,, after doing one Wick

contraction, we get
H,, {...{Hg), [ [7.[(1) [ Hpa, M) ] } }] ]

Hl[ [HS)[[HS’[Hn_lHn]]}] } ]

(7.7)

Nk .
Cl...n — 9 lAkk’

Nk

We can run this argument again for the case where we start from {Hy, Cx11._, } instead
of [Hg,Cry1..m) in (7.2). All the steps are identical, but in this case, A,il,f), leaves the
anticommutator structure unchanged, and Ay turns it back into a commutator. We
then arrive at two simple rules that extend the usual Wick contractions to nested
commutators:

1. When contracting k and &’ in a nested commutator (with k" appearing further

in than k), two terms are produced, one proportional to iAy and the other to
Al
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2. The term proportional to iAg swaps [Hg, -] <> {Hx, - - - }, whereas the term
proportional to A&), leaves the bracket structure unchanged.

Therefore, we can now explicitly see that the natural contraction basis for nested
commutators consists of A;; and Agjl»). Repeated application of these rules, to per-
form the required number of contractions, will at first produce a huge number of
terms, containing all possible combinations of commutators and anti-commutators.
However, there is a simple way to drastically reduce the number, as once all the
contractions are done, we have to normal order the remaining fields. But notice that
: [A, B] : = 0, thus there cannot be any commutators left at the end of this procedure.
This constrains the possible combinations of propagators that can appear.

7.1.1 Tree level

A tree-level diagram with n vertices has n — 1 propagators. This means that each
of the n — 1 Wick contractions must flip each of the n — 1 commutators into anti-
commutators (otherwise terms containing leftover commutators would vanish upon
normal ordering). This leaves no room for terms containing AS), which produces no
flips. Similarly, each Wick contraction must turn a commutator into an anticommu-
tator exactly once for the corresponding term not to vanish after normal ordering.
Therefore, the general surviving contraction at tree level will look like??

N . . 1 2 n—1
F(ZAIM) e (ZAn—lan,J : {Hgd )a {Héd )7 e {Hfmdfl )7 Hw(adn)} T }} :

= N(i8ha,) (B0, ) ¢ (M ) - (7.8)

Wick contractions are always between a field with label ¢ and another with label
a; € {i+1,...,n} (in particular we are forced to contract n—1 and n). The positive
integer d; refers to the number of fields at x; that have been contracted. The final
numerical factor N will depend on the specifics of the contractions and the diagram,
but can be easily deduced from these. A general method to determine this factor is
explained in Appendix C.

For example, we can consider doing two Wick contractions on [Hi, [Ha, Hsl],
with H;= : ¢? : /3!. For simplicity suppose we contract 13 and 23. Before normal
ordering, there will be four different terms, corresponding to assignments of A and
AWM to the contractions above:

(i013) (1 D0) {H, {HSD, HENY + (i81) A {HY Y, H))
+ A (D) MY {HS H Y + A AGHY 18, 7P, (7.9)

23 An additional consequence of (7.8) is that the allowed Wick contractions always produce con-
nected diagrams.
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with the combinatorial coefficient of this particular set of contractions, determined
via Appendix C, is given by
1
N=-. 7.10
; (7.10)
Notice that after normal ordering only the first term survives, since all other terms

contain a commutator. Thus we are left with

11

55 118)(i): {63, {63, 0u}} = (D) is) : = . (T11)

Repeating this for every possible pair of contractions from the list {12, 13,23}, we
find that at the end

(M, [Ho, Hal] — 1 (003)(ih) : G136 + 7 (1D2)(18) : Glng3 - (T12)

This is the final result for the tree-level contractions from the nested commutator?*

[Hy, [Ha, Hi)].

7.1.2 One loop

We now move to consider generic Wick contractions at one loop. One important con-
sequence of this discussion will be that at one loop there is always one A®) function
and hence the loop is cut. This fact will be used later in Section 7.2 to establish a
precise connection between tree-level and loop-level Magnus matrix elements.?’

A one-loop diagram with n vertices contains n propagators. As before, we need
to turn all commutators into anticommutators, and this produces n — 1 contractions
114, 189, - -+ 1A _14,_,. The remaining contraction can be between any two points
iand b; € {i+1,...,n}, but note that the A, part will convert one anti-commutator
back into a commutator giving a vanishing result after normal ordering. This means
that the final contraction is forced to be AE;) A generic contraction at one loop will
therefore look like

N
o (D10, (iDpran ) AY) {Hul [HS) (gl Hff”)}"'}} :
N
= S i) (B0, AL (W) (7.13)

Focusing as an example on the structure iA;3:1A93 arising from the one-loop con-
tractions from the nested commutator [Hy, [Ha, Hs]], we obtain

1. .
Z_l 1131093 A ¢1¢2 e ZA13 (JAUTIAN ¢1¢2 —2A13 iAoz A ¢1¢2¢3
(7.14)

24This result, when combined with §-functions, gives rise to (4.24).
25This connection is reminiscent of the work of [35] on causal observables, and specifically response
functions.
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Now we make an important observation. As mentioned, the additional Wick con-
traction gives rise to a factor of AZ(-;), which is symmetric in its two indices. But
since it is symmetric, the ordering of the Wick-contracted fields ¢; and ¢; does not
matter. This means that the tree-level answer (7.12), despite being normal-ordered,
contains enough information to recover the full one-loop answer.

We can make this more precise by defining Wick-contraction-like rules for normal-
ordered products. The rule is to consider all possible pairs of fields ¢; and ¢;, with
i # j, within a normal-ordered product and replace them with (1/ Q)AEJI») times the
leftover fields. The factor of 1/2 is expected for any additional Wick contraction, as
can be seen in (7.13), and it is explained in more detail in (C.5). For example, we
have

L 2020s - — 20 Grachs 1+ ALY 12+ A 2 - (7.15)
These rules explain the replacements we had discovered in Section 5 (see for ex-
ample (5.11) and (5.25)). It is easy to check that these rules, which we refer to
as normal-ordered contractions, applied on the iA{3iA93 term in the tree-level an-
swer (7.12), yield the piece (7.14) of the one-loop answer. Similarly, we can extract
the complete one-loop answer from the tree-level expression (7.12):

- 2A13 iAo Az? : ¢%¢2 - 2A13 iAoz A ¢1¢2 ZA13 1Agg A ¢1¢2¢3
- ZA12 1Agg A ¢1¢3 += ZA12 iAoz AYg 1 Pr1padps 1 +— ZA12 1Agg A ¢1¢3
(7.16)

We have thus established a precise connection between tree and one-loop Magnus
operator expressions which will be used later in Section 7.2 to relate tree and loop
Magnus amplitudes.

A second important comment is in order: in the previous sections we discussed
how to simplify the product of 6 functions multiplying the nested commutators, 615653
in this case, and write the integrand in terms of products of retarded propagators
Af} and cut functions Az(jl»). For example, we showed this in detail in the six-point
tree-level case in Section 4.4. Throughout those steps, the normal-ordered products
of fields are just spectators. This means that the above rules to relate the tree-level
and one-loop operators from the nested commutators are still valid even after the
simplification of # functions. As a corollary, since we know that the simplification
of @ functions will always work at tree level®® from the work of [6] and we know
that the extra one-loop cut function will always be the symmetric AZ] , we conclude
that the 6 simplification will always work at one loop, thus giving a final manifestly
Lorentz-invariant result written in terms of retarded and advanced propagators (in
addition to the single cut Ag) function).

26More specifically, we know the tree-level result can be expressed as a sum of graphs with retarded
and advanced propagators only, and in order to achieve this all § functions must be reabsorbed.
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7.1.3 Higher loops

At higher loops we have to do even more contractions beyond those at tree level.
Once again, we need 1A1,, 1Ag, - -+ 12,14, , to start with, and at L loops we will
need to do L additional contractions. Let us do the new contractions two at a time.
One option to preserve the anticommutators is to do two A contractions AS)A,SE),
or we could do two ¢A contractions iA;; 1A, so that an anticommutator is flipped
to a commutator and back. Note that, in the latter case, the first argument of each
iA should be the same, so they both affect the same (anti)commutator,

(oS B LY B L Ty (1)
For L. = 2m there can be 1,2,...,m such pairs of ¢{A contractions, resulting in
2m,2m —2,...,4,2,0 AW cuts. For an odd number of loops, L = 2m + 1, doing m
pairs of Wick contractions leaves one more to be done, which has to be a AM. This
means that there are 2m 4+ 1,2m — 1,...,5,3,1 cuts.

For example, at two loops there are two different possibilities,

N . , d

5 (i810,) - (801, ) A A (H§ o -H;dw) ., or (7.18)

N

3 (i800) + (1B-10, ) (D) (i) 5 (H™ - A 2, (7.19)
where O, € {i +1,...,n} like b;, but may take on a different value. For concreteness

we come back to the example of the [H1, [H, Hs]] nested commutator. The two-loop
contractions we get in this case are

1. ) 1. . 1. .

Z_l ZAlg ZA23 A%)Agé) le —+ Z ZAIQ ZA23 Ag?Ag? le -+ Z ZA13 ZAQg AgIQ)Ag? gbg
1. ) 1. ) 1. .

g 8208y (AY)" Gt g il ifay (M) 0 + L i idn ARAY 65 (7.20)
1. , . 9 1. . . 2

+ g ZA13 ZA23 (ZA12> ¢3 + g ZA12 ZA23 (’LAlg) ¢2 .

In this case, the first two lines contain two powers of the symmetric Ag;), meaning
both the additional contractions are symmetric. On the other hand, the last line
contains only the antisymmetric iA;;.

Now we can generalise the normal-ordered contractions to the two-loop case:
we can start from the tree-level normal-ordered products, identify two pairs in all
possible ways and replace each with (1/ 2)A§J1-). For example we have

1
910305 > S (A) 0s + AR ARG + ALAY G, (7.21)

We can then apply these rules to (7.12) to get the first two lines of (7.20). However,
we cannot get the last line in this way, since it contains antisymmetric contractions
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where the ordering of the two contracted fields matter, and therefore information
about them cannot be recovered from the normal-ordered tree-level case.

In Section 6 we have shown that we can use Murua’s formula as a shortcut
to compute coefficients of tree-level Magnus diagrams. Furthermore, we have seen
that one-loop coefficients can also be obtained from Murua’s formula, and this is
precisely because one-loop operators are related to tree-level ones through the above
normal-ordered contractions.

The steps outlined above rely only on the fact that Ag) is symmetric and there-
fore the order of the contracted fields does not matter. This is true not only in the
example described above, but at all orders in the Magnus expansion. We conclude
that the (AS.))L part of the L-loop Magnus operator can always be obtained from the
tree-level operator, for any number of vertices, using the normal-ordered contractions
defined above. However, terms containing fewer than L powers of AZ(»JI.) cannot be
obtained from tree level — for instance the last line of (7.20).

7.2 Magnus loops from forward limits

In this section we show how some loop-level Magnus amplitudes can be straight-
forwardly obtained from Magnus amplitudes of lower-loop order, but with the same
number of vertices. Namely, we will show that taking ¢ forward limits of the tree-level
answer with n vertices will produce the part of the n-vertex ¢-loop answer which is
proportional to (AM), For ¢ = 1 this gives the complete answer, since the entire
one-loop matrix element is proportional to AM, as discussed in Section 7.1.2. For
¢ > 1 in general there will be terms with C' < ¢ cuts which cannot be obtained from
trees, but nonetheless we will show that these can still be built using forward limits
of other starting objects.

7.2.1 Complete one-loop Magnus amplitudes from trees

A generic term 7 in the tree-level matrix element A® has the form

TO = (Ol F (21, .. @0) © aty H Ge; 2 |0(P1) - - - (D) D(Pry1)P(Prv2)) s (7.22)

where ¢; = ¢(z;) as usual, F(zy,...,z,) is a product of retarded propagators A%
and a,b,c; = 1,...,n. Note that, at tree level in ¢ theory, we have n + 2 external
legs for n vertices. We have also separated out two fields ¢,, ¢ in the normal-ordered
product for reasons that will become clear in a moment.

To make the connection to one loop, we consider the following forward limit,

0 .
T = Jlim 7O, (7.23)
Pn+2 ——P
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in other words, we prepare to close up the last two legs into a loop by assigning to
them opposite momenta p and —p.

Now, consider Wick contractions involving ¢(p) and ¢(—p). One such term
will be

T = 01 F (..., 2)6,0 (Rt () Hasc, o(p)),  (7.24)
where?”
dgpa pb —1iPa Ta—1PpTp T ﬁf
o) = [ SE it (70! (Pl ()
7 Ta—1 x 725
= [ Epadperr i, - 50 G+ ) (7:25)
_ eEam)
yielding
Taty = (O™ 7@ P(ay, o H%. o 6(p))- (7.26)

Next, we know we can turn the (n + 2)-point (piece of a) tree-level matrix element
(7.22) into an n-point (piece of a) one-loop matrix element 7Y by applying the
normal-ordered contractions discussed in Section 7.1.2 and removing ¢, 11 and ¢,
from the external state.

To perform the normal-ordered contractions we must pick all possible pairs of
fields (¢, ¢,) within the normal-ordered product : ¢,¢, [ [, ¢, : and replace them by
(1/2)A§j1»). For example, we can pick the pair (¢,, ¢) and get

T = <0\Aab)F (21,..., H be. L o(pn)), (7.27)
where
Az(zt) — A(l)(l’a _ xb) — /624])6 ip-(Ta—xp 5(]?2 _ 77,L2)7 (728)
such that (7.27) becomes
1 oA
7;(51) _ = /d4p5(p2 . m2)<0|€ ip-(za—w) 3717 T H (ch . ¢(pn)> .
2
(7.29)

Therefore, we conclude that

T(l) 5 /CZ4p(§(p2 —m )7}(3)%, (7.30)

2"We define dPp := dPp/(2m)P.
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in other words the one-loop term considered is equal to the on-shell phase-space
integral in p of the forward limit of the tree-level term considered.

Now, to extend this statement to the full 7(® and 7, we must repeat the
steps above for any choice of ¢, and ¢, in the normal-ordered product : ¢a¢p [[; ¢, -
However, in the 7 case, swapping a and b relates two inequivalent terms, depend-
ing on which field contracts with ¢(p) and which with ¢(—p); on the other hand, to
compute 71 we must consider each unordered pair (¢a, ¢p) only once, and further-
more replace it with a single (1/ 2)A$,) (with this last factor of 1/2 due to the fact
that the Hadamard function is twice a cut propagator). This leads to a two-to-one
mapping, so that

1 a oA
TW = 2 /d4p S(p? — m2)'TF(E) : (7.31)

Note that TF(E) will also produce tadpoles, i.e. terms where ¢(p) and ¢(—p) are
contracted at the same vertex ¢?. On the other hand, tadpoles never appear in Tm
because all operators at a point x; are normal ordered. Therefore, (7.31) is valid
once tadpoles are removed from the right-hand side. One example of this relation is

A

ps3 Pe 2! Ps

>_>J_<J_<_< % A A ; (732)

b3 t Pe

where p; — p and py — —p.

Finally, since (7.31) is valid for all terms 7(® and 7 in the tree-level and
one-loop matrix elements A and A®M, we have established the relation for Magnus
amplitudes

1 [ . =«
A = 2 [atps(p? - m?) AL (7.33)

still valid up to tadpoles, where A%OL) is the p,1—=p, prio— — p limit of the tree-level
matrix element A,

7.2.2 Beyond one loop

We can also repeat the same steps for ¢ loops. Consider the ¢-loop Magnus matrix
element A, and define
060) . gl

i.e. A9 is the part of the f-loop matrix element proportional to (A™M)®. In partic-
ular, we already know from the normal-ordered contractions that A®%% is the only
part we may hope to reproduce from the tree-level matrix element. We then con-
sider ¢ forward limits, such that each pair of fields (¢(px), ¢(—pk)), with k= 1,... ¢,
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produces a A term upon performing the phase-space integral [ d*pro(p? — m?).
Repeating all the steps above, we then get

ALY ~ o /H d4pk o(pt —m )) AP (7.35)

where the prefactor can be derived as follows: ¢ normal-ordered contractions each
produce (1/2) i ),
pair (¢(pr), ¢(—px)) being counted twice; and the ¢! compensates an overcounting due

an additional 2¢ factor compensates an overcounting due to each

to permuting all ¢ such pairs among themselves. Note that here Aé(i)FL is obtained by
taking the forward limit of A for each p;,. We also note that (7.35) is reminiscent
of the relations between trees and loops discussed in [35] in the context of the in-in
formalism.

Instead of starting from tree-level Magnus amplitudes, we could have started
from a C-cut piece of an L-loop amplitude A and taken a number of forward
limits as described above. In this case, we get a similar formula:

ALALC+ 22°C! d4 A . A(LC) 736
2(C+0) C—i‘g H pk: p m) {—FL | * ( )

This result links, for example, the zero-cut part of a two-loop amplitude, A% with
the one-cut part of a three-loop amplitude, A1), Both formulae have been tested
for ¢3-theory Magnus amplitudes with up to six vertices and four loops. This web
of relations is illustrated in Figure 1.

Summarising, as a consequence of these forward limit relations, all ¢*> Magnus
amplitudes at any loop order and multiplicity can be built out of the zero-cut piece
of 2n-loop Magnus amplitudes, A®™%_ In particular, the tree-level diagrams can be
obtained directly using the Murua coefficients reviewed in Section 6.1, whereas the
zero-cut 2n-loop (n>0) pieces still require computations to absorb the f-functions as
described in detail in Sections 4 and 5

7.2.3 Murua for higher-loop diagrams

The Murua coefficients at tree level can be derived from Murua’s formula. The
forward limit relation above then allows us to derive the Murua coefficients of L-loop
L-cut diagrams (the first column in Figure 1). We find that the exact relation is:

w(700)

CU(T(L’L)> = ST

(7.37)

where 715 is an L-loop L-cut diagram (with or without external legs) and 7(%9 is
the corresponding tree diagram with the L cuts removed. This reduces to (6.14) at
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0L:

1L:
2L: 0C
3L: | 3C | 1C

4L | 4C ZC.

Figure 1: Cut structure of Magnus amplitudes. At 2n-loops there are 0,2,...,2n
cuts and at (2n+1)-loops there are 1,3,...,2n+1 cuts. Blocks in the same column

are related by forward limits, meaning that everything can be obtained from the
zero-cut parts of 2n-loop Magnus amplitudes (highlighted in red).

one loop. The factor of 2© above comes from the fact that each cut appears as A1) /2
in the Wick contraction rules (7.7). Since the Wick contractions above always build
on tree level (which is fully connected) when we remove the cuts from a digram it
remains fully connected. As an example of the above

y { } :“](;—:g@:%:%, (7.38)

where, as stated previously, the Murua coefficient w depends only on the graph with
the external legs removed. The prefactor of a specific L-loop L-cut graph for an
N-matrix element is the product of a symmetry factor and the Murua coefficient,
see the general formula (6.20). At two loops and above, N-matrix graphs can have
non-trivial symmetry factors. Recall the symmetry factor is calculated in the same
was as the usual Dyson expansion (keeping external legs fixed), except that one must
also preserve the propagator prescriptions. For example,

o { 1 =2, o = (21)?. (7.39)

Note that a factor of 2 in each example appears from swapping the two cut prop-
agators. A more detailed discussion of symmetry factors is given Appendix D. In
summary, we can apply Murua’s formula to derive the coefficients of any L-loop
L-cut diagram.

Beyond the maximal cut pieces of Magnus amplitudes we can also consider re-
lations between terms with fewer cuts (the second column and beyond in Figure 1).
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Again these terms are related to each other using the forward limit (7.36). This, in
turn, leads to an observed relation between their Murua coefficients, which gener-
alises (7.37),

W<T(L—C,0))
w(rE9)) = | (7.40)
where 75 is an L-loop, C-cut diagram and 749 is an (L — C)-loop zero-cut

diagram (the terms in the red boxes in Figure 1). We have checked this relation at
up to six vertices and four loops in ¢3-theory, and we conjecture that it holds to all
loop orders.

Note that Murua’s formula only works for tree-level diagrams and thus to derive
the coefficients of L-loop zero-cut diagrams we must perform the Magnus expansion
directly. After this we can apply (7.40) to obtain the coefficients of any other diagram.

7.2.4 External leg bubbles and pathological graphs

Up to this point we have focused on the diagrammatics of the Magnus expansion
without worrying about whether the graphs we generate are forbidden in some way.
For example the bubble in (5.30) is on an external leg, and hence one of the retarded
propagators is strictly on-shell, giving a divergence. The problem of external bubbles
also appears in the Dyson expansion where they are removed by LSZ reduction. In
practice when computing usual T-matrix elements we can simply drop these terms
by hand. For Magnus amplitudes we can adopt the same approach and drop any
diagram with a bubble on an external leg.

However, we have seen previously in this section that we can obtain pieces of
higher-loop higher-cut amplitudes from lower-loop lower-cut pieces, through a for-
ward limit. This relation applies when we include all diagrams, including external leg
bubbles. Thus a natural question arises: what happens to bubbles on external legs
when we take a forward limit? These can generate graphs with no external bubbles
but which are always pathological. As an example consider the following one-loop
external bubble and its forward limit

2

D3 2 bs

FLis (7.41)
D1 >

D2
Ps3 Ds

Putting aside the forward limit, the two-loop triangle diagram above is naively gen-
erated from the Magnus expansion. Indeed the same diagram topology will appear
in the Dyson expansion except with Feynman propagators. However, the triangle
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suffers from the same divergence as the corresponding tree-level graph since the loop
integrand will contain

A 1

1
2 _ 2
o —m )62 —m? + iesgn((9)

= (0 — m2)6 . (7.42)

The triangle could also have been generated from the forward limit of a one-loop
diagram without an external bubble (just by opening the other cut).

In summary, there are two types of divergent contribution that we believe should
be dropped from Magnus amplitudes: the first are bubbles on external legs, familiar
from the Dyson expansion; and the second are divergent loop integrals which can
appear from the forward limit of loops on external legs.

We do not yet have a general argument as to why these pathological loop integrals
should always be dropped (& la LSZ for the Dyson expansion) other than the simple
fact that they are divergent and appear from the forward limit of external leg bubbles.
We leave this, and a more detailed analysis of LLSZ reduction of N-matrix elements,
to later work.

8 Classical limit

Here we present a conjecture for the classical limit of Magnus matrix elements.
Namely, we find evidence that the (A™M)% part of an L-loop matrix element, easily
obtained from the trees through (7.35), contains all the classical information.

To this end, we begin by considering a scalar quantum field theory appropriate
to discuss classical limits,

Sarr = [ d'a (50,0)0°0) — w6 + SO W+ 50), (B)

where a massive scalar ¢ interacts with a massless scalar hA. This theory is a useful
toy model to study massive scalars coupled to electromagnetism or gravity. This
is because all diagrams in this model also exist in the latter two theories, where
the massless scalar h is simply replaced by the photon A, or the graviton h,,, and
all three share the same Murua coefficients.”® The classical limit then focuses on a
regime where the external momenta are of O(1) while the transferred momentum ¢
is of O(h). The momenta of the massless mediators are also of O(h) so that their
wavenumbers are of O(1).

28Note that the converse is not true, for example there are diagrams in gravity that involve the
three-graviton vertex and hence have no analogue in (8.1). This could be fixed by adding an h3
vertex to the toy model, but this goes beyond the scope of this work.
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It is well-understood that the classical limit of amplitudes from (8.1) agrees with
tree-level amplitudes from the following worldline theory [54],

Here x#(1) = b* + v#T + z#(7), where b* and v are constant vectors acting as a
background, whereas z#(7) are the worldline excitations, i.e. the propagating degrees

of freedom.?’

Let us focus on the two-to-two scattering of massive scalars ¢. In this case,
classical observables such as the scattering angle can be computed from the radial
action [, which can be obtained from the four-point matrix elements of the N-
operator [4]. Namely, the radial action from (8.1) is given by

I, = lim ($(,) () Napr | 6(1)6(p2)), (53)

while the radial action from (8.2) is, mutatis mutandis |6, 58],
I, = }lili% wQrT (0| Nwarr|0) warr - (8.4)

Note that Nqpr and Nwqrr are the N operators of the two respective theories.

Now we can consider the classical contributions from both theories in more detail.
In (8.4), the classical part is simply given by tree-level diagrams in the propagating
fields h(x) and 2#(7) (see e.g. [58]). For example, we can list the classical diagrams
at one loop,

where the dotted lines represent the background worldlines, the solid lines are z*
propagators and the wavy lines are h propagators. The direction of the arrows
determines whether the propagators are retarded or advanced. Note that we omitted
all arrows on the h lines since in this case they cannot go on shell, and hence the
propagator prescription is irrelevant.?”

Now we can consider the one-loop Magnus diagrams contributing to (8.3). We

know from Section 7.1.2 that one-loop matrix elements always have one cut, so we

298ee [55-57] for further work exploring the connection between field theory amplitudes and the
worldline formalism for scalars coupled to electromagnetism and gravity.

30A delta function of the form §(v-£), arises from the dotted vertices, with £ being the momentum
of the exchanged h particle. Going to the rest frame of v one gets £y = 0 and hence ¢ can never go
on shell.

— 56 —



can first consider diagrams with a cut ¢ propagator,

Py noon nooonm . noom . i
b2 | Py P2 | pp P2 ] py P2 ) P
P P m pop . R . i
g 9 g ) Y
N Ny W W
P2 py P2 py P2 py P2 Ph
(8.6)

In this case the cut line represents a A and the arrow direction distinguishes
between retarded and advanced propagators. As before, we have omitted arrows on
h propagators since in this case too one can show they cannot go on shell. The
diagrams above look very similar to their worldline counterparts, and in fact we find
that they agree in the A — 0 limit. More specifically, each box and crossed-box
pair of diagrams in the columns of (8.6) reproduces the worldline diagram in the
corresponding column of (8.5).

Let us pause here and explain directly why hyper-classical contributions from
(8.6) vanish due to the Magnus expansion. We will combine the first two diagrams
in the first line of (8.6) with the first two diagrams in its second line. The momentum
transfer is ¢ = p), — p1 and due to the on-shell conditions we have p;-q¢ ~ ¢*. In the
classical limit we scale (¢,¢) — (hg, h{) so that the scalar propagators in the first
two diagrams of (8.6) become (keeping only the leading term and assuming p{ > 0)

1 1

= 8.7
(p1 + W0)2 —m? £ ie(p) + WO) ~ 2hpy - L i€’ (87)

while the scalar propagators in the corresponding crossed diagrams become

1 1
= . 8.8
(p1 + hg — hl)2 —m? +ie(p) + hq® — h0) ~ —2hpy - £+ ie (8.8)
Combining the integrands of the four diagrams and setting h = 1 we get
d(2ps - 0) 1 1 1 1

=0 8.9
20%2(q — 0)? p1-€+i6+—p1-€+ie+p1-€—ie+—pl-é—ie ’ (8.9)

showing the absence of hyper-classical terms. This should be contrasted with a
computation using the Feynman prescription where the sum in square brackets in
(8.9) would turn into

1 1 .
[pl -l + e T —p1 0+ i€ = _27”5(})1 . é)a (810)
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giving rise to a hyper-classical contribution.

A second class of diagrams are the ones with cut h propagators, such as

p1 b1 b1 P1

7T T e

D2 p/2 D2 p/2

where we have omitted diagrams with alternative arrow orientations, or with a cut
on the other h propagator, for simplicity. We find, expanding the propagators in the
classical limit, that all these diagrams are quantum contributions, and hence can be
ignored in computing the radial action I,.

We conclude by presenting a conjecture. We have just seen that, in the classical
limit, there is a correspondence between the Magnus diagrams (8.5) and (8.6) in the
worldline and quantum field theories, respectively. We believe that this correspon-
dence between Magnus diagrams from (8.1) and (8.2) is general. Namely, a worldline
diagram with a given arrowed-propagator structure is classically equivalent to the
sum of quantum-field-theory diagrams with the same arrowed-propagator structure,
¢ cuts in place of dotted lines and all possible crossings of the massless legs. Since
worldline classical contributions are always trees, we only ever need to compute dia-
grams from (8.1) with L cuts on ¢ propagators, at L loops. These can, in turn, be
obtained easily from tree-level diagrams through (7.35). We will study this in more
detail in follow-up work.

9 Conclusions and outlook

In this work we studied the Magnus expansion in quantum field theory. Since the
coefficients of diagrams in this expansion only depend on the causality prescription
of propagators and not on the specific interactions considered, our considerations
can be immediately extended to other theories, but here we focussed on the simple
example of scalar ¢* theory.

Our first step was to consider examples of Magnus amplitudes at tree level and
one loop, in Sections 4 and 5 respectively, computed through explicit Wick contrac-
tions. A key step in this was the simplification of #-functions, which was streamlined
through diagrams combining different integration regions into products of retarded
and advanced propagators. In Section 2.2 we also presented a general argument
showing why this simplification is always guaranteed to work.

In the tree-level case, the result reproduces the expected answer from Murua’s
formula, which gives the correct coefficients for Magnus diagrams without the need to
perform Wick contractions. This was studied in detail in [6] in the case of worldline
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theories, and we confirmed its validity in the context of quantum field theory in
Section 6.1. Moreover, we found that all one-loop diagrams have exactly one cut
internal edge, and hence one-loop Magnus amplitudes are easily obtained from tree-
level ones via a phase-space integral of the forward limit of two external legs. This
implies that the coefficients of one-loop diagrams are also given by Murua’s formula,
as discussed in Section 6.3.

We studied the case of two or more loops in Section 7.2. There we found that
there are always diagrams with L cut edges at L loops, and these are also obtained
via L forward limits of tree-level amplitudes. Therefore, for this class of diagrams,
Murua’s formula still applies, up to a factor of 2°. However, for L > 1 there are al-
ways diagrams with n < L cuts and these cannot be obtained from tree-level forward
limits. Hence the coefficients of such diagrams cannot be obtained using Murua’s
formula and must instead be computed through explicit Wick contractions. To fa-
cilitate this, in Section 2.2 we derived a new formula for the Magnus expansion that
significantly reduces the number of required contractions. We have also found addi-
tional relations between Murua coefficients of diagrams with fewer cuts, as explained
in Section 7.2.3.

An important motivation to study the Magnus expansion is its connection to the
radial action for gravitational binary systems. Namely, it is believed the four-point
Magnus amplitude for massive spinless particles coupled to gravity recovers the radial
action for an effective theory describing binary systems of black holes or neutron stars,
in the classical A—0 limit.?! In worldline theories, the classical limit is equivalent to
computing only tree-level graphs, and hence Murua’s formula is enough to achieve
this. In quantum field theory, it is known that loop contributions give higher-order
classical contributions and hence they cannot be ignored. However, we expect that all
classical contributions arise from the L-cut part of the L-loop amplitudes, and hence
they can easily be extracted from tree amplitudes via (7.35). More specifically we
believe that, in the classical limit, Magnus loop diagrams with cuts on massive lines
agree with worldline diagrams with the same retarded and advanced propagators
and the background worldline in place of the cuts. We presented this at one loop in
Section 8 and we will discuss it in more detail in follow-up work.

31For particles with spin, the correspondence is more subtle [26].
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A Summary of Magnus diagrammar

Here we summarise the rules for which diagrams appear in the Magnus expansion and
their relations. The rules here apply beyond the simple ¢ theory we have considered
in this work.

e The only propagators that can appear in diagrams are retarded, advanced and
cut/Hadamard:

Al
k? —m? + iesgn(k°)’ (A1)

T iAM) = i (A2)
- k2 —m? —desgn(k9)’ '

—_—

———— = AD(k) = 276(k* — m?). (A.3)

When the momentum arrow is omitted, we assume it flows in the same direction
as the causality arrow.

e All Magnus amplitudes are fully connected.

o At tree level only retarded and advanced propagators can appear and diagrams
therefore correspond to connected, directed trees.

e Diagrams with even/odd numbers of loops can only have even/odd numbers
of cuts, with the maximum number of cuts being the number of loops, see
Figure 1.

e When the cuts in a Magnus diagram are removed, the remaining diagram is
still fully connected. That is, cuts can never appear in such a way that they
divide a diagram in two. For example,

Allowed: —>»<>—, Forbidden: — >»<C_ >—. (A4)

e Any closed loop of retarded propagators is zero. These can only appear at
two loops and beyond since every diagram at one loop requires exactly one cut
propagator. As an example at two loops,

Nonzero: l ,  Zero: l : (A.5)
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e Lower-loop, lower-cut pieces of Magnus amplitudes are related to higher-loop,
higher-cut pieces through taking the forward limit (7.36), which we reproduce
here

AACH0) _ 22¢C! ALE) A6
2C+0(C + 0))! H *pi 6 m?)) A (A.6)

In the above A% is a A-loop B-cut piece of a Magnus amplitude. When there
are multiple particle species one should perform forward limits for each and
sum the results.

e Bubbles on external legs and divergent loop integrals appearing from their
forward limits should be dropped. See Section 7.2.4.

e The general diagrammatic expansion of the N-operator and N-matrix elements
in terms of Murua coefficients is given in (6.18) and (6.20) respectively, which
we reproduce here:

iN® =5 0 70y (A.8)

|IT|=n

i Lot =50 (Xn) S 2050, o

where g and 7 are diagrams with and without external legs respectively, w
are Murua coefficients and ¢ are symmetry factors. The diagrams which can
appear at each loop order are described in the bullet points above.

e The symmetry factor o of each diagram is calculated in the same way as the
Dyson expansion, while preserving propagator prescriptions. See Appendix D
for more details.

e The Murua coefficients w only depend on the diagram with external legs re-
moved.

e At tree level the Murua coefficients can be found by an extension [6] of Murua’s
formula [21].

e Beyond tree level the Murua coefficients must be calculated by performing
Wick contractions in the Magnus expansion explicitly.
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e The forward limit relations also relate the Murua coefficients of diagrams with
different numbers of cuts through (7.40) which we restate here:

L—C,O))

20

(
W(T(L’C)) — W(T

(A.10)
In the above, 7(45) is a diagram with A-loops and B-cuts. This implies that
only the Murua coefficients of zero-cut, even-loop diagrams are enough to derive
the Murua coefficients of any other diagram.

B Proof of the new Magnus formula

In the following we present a proof of (2.19). To begin, notice that we can formalise
the procedure above of relabelling z;’s as follows (again suppressing the integrations)

CSE = Z O - - en—l nca — Z 0_1(912 e 0”_1 n) Cl2"'”

oeSP oeSP

= Z9071(1)071(2)"'Hafl(n_l)ofl(n) Ci2..m

oesSp

(B.1)

where C, represents the nested commutators with the order of the subscripts indi-
cated by o. In this language, the proof is reduced to evaluating the value of the
sum.

Let us begin with a concrete example before moving on to the more general case.
Let n be arbitrary, and fix D = {1}, meaning that we are looking at permutations
with one descent between the first and second elements. Therefore, the defining
condition that all the relevant ¢ must obey is

o(l) > o(2), and 0(2)<o(3)<---<a(n). (B.2)

This ensures there is a descent between positions 1 and 2, and that there are no
1 and let i = 7(a;),
meaning that the a;th position in 7 maps to i. Then the defining condition for o

further descents in the rest of the permutation. Let 7 = o~

constrains the form of 7 by imposing
ay > as, and ag < az < -+ < a,. (B.3)

Put differently, 1 must appear in 7 after 2, and the rest of the numbers must be in
order. Concretely, the permutations 7 satisfying this property are

2134...n, 2314...n, 2341...n,..., 234...nl. (B.4)
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When written as f-functions, each of these permutations impose a total ordering on

{1,...,n}, and adding them corresponds to an OR operation. This results in
021013 On_1n + o+ Ol 00
&< 2>1>3>.-->n or ... or 2>3>--->n>1. (B.5)

Notice that we always have 2 >3 > --- > n but 1 is only constrained to 2 > 1, as it
appears in all possible positions between the remaining {3,...,n}. Thus we get

921623634 e enfl n- (B6)

We now consider the general case. Suppose that there are k descents at D =
{i1,49,... i} C€{1,...,n—1}. This means that, for each 1 < ¢ <k —1,

o(ig) > o(ig+1), oig+1) < <o(ipr1), (B.7)
alongside the conditions at the start and end of the permutation

o(l) <---<oliy), olig+1)<---<o(n). (B.8)

1

If we again write =" = 7 and define 7(a;) = j as before, we can translate the

conditions above into conditions on the positions of {1,...,n} in 7:

C1 Each i, must appear after i + 1 in 7.

C2 All numbers between i,+1 and 4,1 must appear in order relative to each other,
formally including 7y = 0 and ix1 = n.

Therefore, when we apply these permutations to the #-functions, each term can be
written in the form

\(6i1+1 i1 "t eik+1 ’ik)\(612 e 97,'171 i1> e (eik,1+1 G142 enfl n)} @T ) (B9)
c1 2

where ©, represents the leftover 6-functions that are not captured by the factors at
the front, which will be specific to each permutation 7. However, when we perform the
sum over 7, it amounts to summing over all possible ways to satisfy C1 and C2, so that
at the end the extra f-functions in ©, should all cancel and leave only the prefactor.
We can write this differently if we introduce the ascent set A = {1,...,n—1}\ D, so
that

012023+ 0511 60511 s42  Oig1 iy Ot = (H Oi1 z) (H 0; j+1> . (B.10)

€D JEA

— 064 —



C Coefficients of new Wick contraction rules

In Section 7.1 we have shown that applying the Wick contraction rules to the nested
commutator

Cron = [Ma [Ha, -+ M ] -] | (1)

produces both iA;; and AS-) contractions. We dedicate this appendix to explaining
how to calculate the combinatorial factor N appearing in front of each contraction,
which we choose to decompose into three factors N = fy fr fp. We will focus only on
@™ theory, though it can be easily extended to more general theories with multiple
species of interacting scalars. A general Wick contraction looks like

N(i8i) - (A (R i) (C.2)
with any number of iA or A® functions, and where d; denotes the number of contrac-
tions at spacetime point x;. Suppose in total there are ¢; +- - -+ ¢, = P contractions.
If at point v (corresponding to x,) there are d, contractions, then each vertex will
carry a residual factor of

mx(m—l)x---x(m—(dv—l)):m!/(m—dv)!: 1 (C.3)

m! m! (m —d,)!’

arising from the original 1/m! from the Hamiltonian (after performing d, Wick con-
tractions). Repeating this for each spacetime point, the vertex factor fy is

1
= —_— C4
fo=11 (m—d,)! (C-4)
1<v<n
As we have seen in (7.7), each of the P contractions brings a factor of 1/2. How-
ever, there is also a factor of 2"~! coming from the normal ordering of the nested
anticommutators, so overall we have?

1 1

Moreover, note that the Wick contraction method in Section 7.1 is sequential, mean-
ing we perform one Wick contraction at a time until we reach the required number.
In principle, when doing Wick contractions in this fashion, we should do all possible
Wick contractions in all possible orders, then divide by 1/P! to account for over-
counting. When each contraction is distinct this factor drops out, but for repeated
contractions this becomes non-trivial as certain permutations of contractions become
identical. For example, for (iA12)?Ags there are only three distinct permutations,

S ((0302) (120 (1305) 4 (1302) (1 203) (1 012) 4 (1233) (302) (12012) = 5(002)2 (i),

3!
(C.6)

32We have used the well-known fact that the number of loops L is related to the number of
propagators P and the number of vertices V=nby L=P -V + 1.
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where the order of the A;; in each product corresponds to the order in which we
perform the contractions, and therefore it ends up with a factor of 1/2. In general,
this factor can be expressed as

1 P P—Cl P—Cl—"'—Ck,1 1
= — = C.7
Ir P! <01> < Ca ) ( Cr; ) cilep! -l (C.7)

The binomial factors count how many inequivalent permutations there are: first pick
all ¢; contractions out of P, then ¢y out of the remaining and so on. Overall, the
coefficient associated to the contractions is

1 1 .
Yo : C.8
9L <1<vlln (m—dv)!) ciles) ey (C.8)

D Symmetry factors between the N operator and
matrix elements

Symmetry factors of Feynman graphs are a notoriously confusing topic. In this ap-
pendix we will try to demystify them so that our definition of multi-loop Murua
coefficients is clear. In addition we will show how to go from the N-operator expan-
sion (6.18) to that of its matrix elements (6.20).

Consider a graph 7 appearing in the N operator (note that there are no external
legs in the N-operator expansion). The exact diagram we pick will not change the
general argument laid out here, but for concreteness one can consider the graph

T = . (D.1)

The coefficient appearing in front of such a graph in the Magnus expansion is given
by the ratio of a Murua coefficient w(7) and a symmetry factor o(7), see (6.18). By
direct computation, from the Magnus expansion we find this coefficient to be

1

=—— 2
3360 (D-2)

Since Murua coefficients were originally only defined for tree diagrams [21], how we
define w(7) depends on how we have defined the symmetry factor o (7).
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The logic we will follow here is to define the symmetry factor of a graph in the
same way as the Dyson expansion (while preserving propagator prescriptions). This
has the benefit that the Murua coefficients of cut graphs are related to those with
fewer cuts by a simple factor, which can be seen in relations (7.37) and (7.40).

A detailed derivation of Feynman symmetry factors for ¢™ theories can be found
in, for example, [59, 60]. Here we will simply state the practical rules that allow you
to compute the symmetry factor for any graph.

There are two types of symmetry of a generic multiloop graph without external
legs 7:3

1. Permutations of the vertices (along with their attached edges) that leave T
invariant and respect the propagator prescriptions of the edges.

2. Any permutation of a duplicated propagator (edge) between the same two
vertices. For n duplicated edges there will be n! permutations. In the Mag-
nus expansion these can be duplicated cut or retarded/advanced propagators
(which will appear as pieces of larger graphs), e.g.

S S

We will denote the symmetry group generated by the above permutations of vertices
and edges as G(7). The symmetry factor is then just the order of this symmetry
group o(7) = |G(7)| . For the example in (D.1) we have

o — 2% (20) =4, (D.4)

where one factor of 2 came from flipping the diagram left to right and the factor of 2!
came from the permutations of the two cut propagators. With this symmetry factor
we can derive the Murua coefficient from the overall graph coefficient (D.2)

11
- D.
w g0 2% ) (D5)

which satisfies the relation (7.37) as promised.

Once we contract some external states into a graph, the symmetry factor will
change. The rules for calculating the symmetry factor remain as above, but now the
symmetry must fiz the external legs. We can see how this works explicitly for the

33There are additional factors if we consider tadpoles, see [59], which we omit in this paper.
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diagram (D.1). For the N-operator, this diagram contributes a factor

7 . .
iNT S (i) / []d" ;ﬁ" 1 0 1010203 : Qfgf)fg (D)
i=1 )

We will call external vertices the vertices of a graph 7 which can be contracted to
external particles. In the example above these external vertices are labelled 1,2, 3.
After contracting with external states, the one diagram above will generate many
diagrams which contribute to the five-point N-matrix element

(01iND|p(pa)d () D(pe) D (pa)d(pe)) | (D.7)

with the external legs contracted onto the vertices 1,2, 3 in all possible ways. There
are, in principle, 5! such contractions, however many of these will be equivalent.
There are two ways contractions can be equivalent:

1. When the same n external legs contract with one external vertex they can do

: }n (D.8)

This cancels the same numerical factor in ¢!'/(n!) for external vertices.

so n! equivalent ways

2. If a symmetry of the underlying uncontracted graph relates two contracted
graphs, then they are equivalent. This will happen whenever there exists a
symmetry that performs a non-trivial permutation of the external vertices.

To make the second point precise, let us define G(7) as the subgroup of G(7) that
acts trivially on all external vertices (i.e. the intersection of the stabilisers of the
external vertices). Then, by Lagrange’s theorem

G(r)
G(7)

= |é(’7‘) :G(1)], (D.9)

where G(7) : G(7) is the set of left cosets of G(7) in G(7). Intuitively |G(7) : G(7)|
is number of ways of exchanging external vertices using the symmetries G(7). In
other words |G(7) : G(7)| is the number of symmetries which are inequivalent if you
only compare them through their action on external vertices. This is the exactly the
number of equivalent contractions of the graph 7 described in point two above. For
example, the following two contractions are equivalent and will combine into a single
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term

Pa Pd Pd Pa
Py De ’ Pe Do (D 10)
DPe DPe

which is immediate due to the symmetry that flips the graph left to right. However,
the symmetry that swaps the two cut propagators will never relate two different
external leg contractions. Combining the initial symmetry factor of the uncontracted
graph with the number of equivalent contractions to external legs we have

1 |G(r)] o(r) 1

1 - 1
_GT :G’T g — = po p— = . D-
o= a6 T e e T iam P

In the main text to reduce notation we defined o(g) = |G(7)| where g is the graph 7
including the contracted external legs. For our example above we have

Da Pd
ol v | =2 (D.12)

Pe

The manipulations in this appendix take us from symmetry factors of N-operator
graphs in (6.18) to symmetry factors of N-matrix elements in (6.20). This process of
relating symmetry factors of contracted and uncontracted graphs applies equally well
to the Dyson expansion as the Magnus expansion. We note that the Murua coefficient
w(7) is simply a spectator when contracting external legs, and so it trivially only
depends on the graph without external legs.
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