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Abstract
Systems of integration-by-parts identities play an important role in simplifying the higher-loop
Feynman integrals that arise in quantum field theory. Solving these systems is equivalent to reducing
integrals containing numerator products of irreducible invariants to a small set of master integrals. 1
present a new approach to solving these systems that finds direct reduction equations for numerator
terms of a given Feynman integral. As a particular example of its power, I show how to obtain

reduction equations for arbitrary powers of irreducible invariants, along with their solutions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The computation and simplification of Feynman integrals play a central role in the evalua-
tion of higher-loop scattering amplitudes, form factors, and correlation functions in quantum
field theory. In a frontier calculation, one must often consider a large number of integrals,
which are nonetheless related by algebraic identities. Revealing the full set of algebraic
relations between integrals reduces the number of integrals which have to be evaluated ana-
lytically or numerically. Knowing the full set of algebraic identities is crucial to the unitarity
method [1}, 2] for computing scattering amplitudes beyond one loop [3H7], as well as to com-
puting Feynman integrals using differential equations [§].

The integration-by-parts (IBP) approach within dimensional regularization [9] is currently
the method of choice for obtaining such algebraic relations between different Feynman inte-
grals. As applied to integrals beyond two points, the approach generates all possible total
derivatives with increasing powers of numerator insertions, generating large systems of equa-
tions. One then uses Gaussian elimination, in the careful form introduced by Laporta [10]
to solve the system of equations. A number of dedicated automated solvers [L1] have been
introduced and used over the years, complemented by alternative approaches [12].

Can one reduce the size of the systems, and also find a simpler method to solve them?
The first question was answered affirmatively by Gluza, Kajda, and the author [13], through
the introduction of so-called generating vectors. These avoid introducing higher powers
of propagators into the system of equations, terms which would later disappear during
Gaussian elimination to solve the system. These generating vectors have links to algebraic
geometry [14] [I5], and have seen further development [16] and applications [6l, [17] recently.
(Competing calculations have made use of a mix of algebraic geometry and more conventional
tools [7].) An alternative approach to finding the vectors, less linked to algebraic geometry,
may be found in ref. [I8].

The goal of this paper is to address the second question, and outline an approach to
solving IBP systems directly. As an example of the power of such an approach, I will show
how to find closed-form expressions for arbitrary powers of numerator insertions, a question
which is largely intractable with current methods.

I focus in this article on planar two-loop integrals, and mostly on the two-loop planar

double box with massless external legs. This integral is simple enough to display many



formulee explicitly, but nontrivial enough to put the approach to the test. The approach is
of course applicable much more generally, to integrals with external or internal masses, and
to higher loops as well. In the next section, I review two-loop Feynman integrals, the IBP
approach, and generating vectors. In section [[II] T present a pair of challenges which the
new method can address. In section [[V] I show how to target simple numerators directly.
Section [V] is devoted to a basic approach to finding master integrals within the present
approach. In section [VI] I show how to target numerators with generic powers of irreducible
invariants. Section [VII| discusses higher powers of propagators. In section [VITI I show how

to solve the kinds of equations derived in Sect. [VI T present a few concluding remarks in

Sect. [X1

II. INTEGRALS, INTEGRATION-BY-PARTS, AND GENERATING VECTORS

Let us consider a Feynman integral with two or more loops in dimensional regularization,
L
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where L is the number of loops, and n, the number of denominator factors. The generic
numerator expression is given in terms of dot products of loop momenta ¢; with each other
or with the external momenta k;. All integrals with numerators containing dot products
of loop momenta with arbitrary external vectors can ultimately be expressed in terms of
integrals in eq. , so they suffice to express the result of any L-loop Feynman diagram,
and hence any L-loop amplitude or form factor.

The standard IBP approach proceeds by forming a sufficient number of total derivatives,

0= /H d E 0 U'U’POIY({Kjl '£j2}7 {£j3 'kj4}) (2.2)

2m)P 9y Denom({l;,.ky,})

where v* is taken in turn to be any loop momentum or independent external momentum, in

order to close the system of equations. The system will close, as discussed in ref. [10], when



one considers polynomials of sufficiently high order, along with all subtopologies where one
or more propagators are omitted.

One can instead seek special vectors v} such that [13],

for every denominator factor d;. This condition ensures that no doubled propagators (be-
yond those already possibly present) are generated, even in intermediate stages, during the
construction of a system of IBP equations.

In general, we will have several sets of vectors which satisfy the requirement , each
containing L different vectors. It will be convenient to introduce a notation which combines
the summation over the vectors within a set along with the summation over Lorentz indices;
use capital Latin letters for this purpose,

L

) 0
I Ny, 2.4
TN 2 o5, (24)

I will further abbreviate 94 = 0/ 4.
Given a set of vectors, an infinite tower of IBP equations can be generated by multiplying

them by polynomials in Lorentz invariants of the loop momenta,
dPl; 9 wy Poly
0= : 2.5
/H 2m)P 0l Denom (2:5)

In a certain sense, the use of the vectors v; block-diagonalizes the IBP system. It does not

completely solve the system, however, in that we still have to generate multiple equations
and solve them together in order to reduce a generic term in an integrand. To discuss the
details of reduction, it will be convenient to recall some classes of Lorentz invariants from
the literature, and to introduce some additional specializations.

We are interested in ‘natural’ Lorentz invariants, products of the loop momenta with
other loop momenta or the external momenta of the integral. Any Lorentz invariant which
can be written as linear combinations of propagator denominators and invariants built out
of external momenta is called a ‘reducible invariant’ or RI. (In the literature these are often
called reducible scalar products, however we wish to consider quantities which may not be

simply scalar products.) Invariants which can be written purely in terms of propagator



denominators, without use of invariants in external momenta, we will denote ‘pure reducible
invariants’ or PRIs. Invariants which cannot be written as a linear combination of propagator
denominators and external invariants are called ‘irreducible invariants’ or Irls. They first
arise at two loops, and play a central role in IBP systems!.

The coefficients of terms in the numerator polynomials in eq. are all rational func-
tions of € = (4 — D)/2 and ratios of external invariants, which we can treat as parameters.
Terms with factors of PRIs reduce to integrals with fewer propagators, that is correspond-
ing to simpler topologies. In this article, I will discuss only the first stage of reduction, and
so will set aside such terms. Of course, one can and must deal with the resulting simpler

topologies to obtain a complete reduction to a basis of integrals.

III. A PAIR OF CHALLENGES
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FIG. 1: The slashed-box integral P ;.

Any term in the numerator polynomial in eq. (2.5) that contains a PRI yields nothing
interesting for the top-level topology, as it merely cancels against a linear combination of

denominators. Accordingly we can take a generic term, without loss of generality, to be a

I Leaving aside parity-odd terms at one loop.
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FIG. 2: The planar double-box integral P%.

product of powers of Irls,

Poly™ = [ [T}’ . (3.1)
J

(We can make the polynomial homogeneous in engineering dimension by multiplying each
term by an appropriate power of a chosen external invariant s.)

The question I want to address is whether we can completely solve the system a priori, by
writing down appropriate linear combinations of Poly™ and forming the corresponding single
IBP equation. Ideally, the only other terms in the constructed equation would correspond to
master integrals or to reducible integrals. For each term in Poly™, a simpler version of this
goal is to write down a single IBP equation containing it, where all other terms are simpler,
in the sense that they have smaller [7i] = >, n;. Let us call this value the irreducible degree
or i-degree for short. (If we need to distinguish between monomials of the same i-degree,
we can use any monomial ordering employed in computational algebraic geometry — for
example, lexicographic — to determine which is ‘simplest’.)

A pair of challenges illustrates the power of such an approach. Consider the slashed-box
integral, shown in Fig. [}

Pt - o [ 428 4
LIOYT = (2m)D (2m)P B0y — ky)2(6y + b + k)23 (ls — k)2

(3.2)

following the notation of ref. [I3]. In this expression, the external momenta ki.., are all

massless and directed outwards. The first challenge is to simplify,

Pt - k)", (3.3)
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for a generic integer value of n.

Consider also the planar double-box integral, shown in Fig. 2]

pr [PO] ]_ (_2)2/ dD£1 dDEQ PO]y
2,2 y (27T)D (27T>D E%(ﬁl - kl)Q(fl — Klg)z(gl + 62)253(62 — k’4)2<€2 — K34)2 ’
(3.4)
where the notation again follows ref. [13], and where,
Ky = kjy -+ k- (3.5)
The second challenge is to simplify,
Py5[(0y - ka)"] (3.6)

for a generic integer value of n.

IV. TARGETED REDUCTIONS

Let us begin by studying simple numerators in the double box. There are three linearly
independent pairs of IBP-generating vectors when all external legs are massless. All gen-
erating vectors can be written as linear combinations, with coefficients taken to be general
polynomials in the Lorentz invariants. The first two pairs will suffice for our initial purposes.

The first pair is,

vy = =2ky kY + GRY + (2ky -0y — (K — (2ka -0y — 2ky -0y — s12)04 1)

Viig = —2ky-loky — CEY + (2K by + (K} — (2ky-ly — 2ky-ly — 512)0h ‘
where the second index corresponds to the loop-momentum index. (These expressions differ
from those in ref. [I3], but are equivalent as solutions to eq. (2.3).) In the notation of
eq. (2.4),

via = {11, vin}- (4.2)



It will be convenient to introduce a basis of RIs and Irls and a short-hand notation,
11 = g% )
r19 = {1 - Ly,
T2 = g% )
upy =l -k, (4.3)
urg = Ly - ky — 812/2,
Upz = Ly - k3 — 512/2,
Ugg = Lo - Ky,
for the PRIs, and
tiy =101 - ky,
(4.4)
tor =Ly - Ky,

for the Irls. With these variables, we can rewrite the first pair of vectors as follows,

Uﬁl = k?g 11 — 2 k’/f t14 — k?ff (7"11 — 2U11) + 26’; (t14 — ulg) s (4 5)
UiQ = —]{75 Tog + /{ZZ (T22 + 2t21) -2 ]{Zf Uoq — 26; (t21 + U9z + 2u24) .
The second pair is,

véﬂl =— 05 s19(2(1+ x14) r11 — X14 S12 + 214 — 2 (1 + x14) U11 — 2 X14 U12)
— kY (2(1 + x14) 712 812 + T2 S12 + 2700 Un2) — kb (2711 o2 — 711 512
+2X14 712 512 — 2711 oy — dtigtar — 270 Ury — 2711 Ugz — 2711 Usny)
+ ki (111 512 + 2712 8512 + 2711 tor — 2 S10tor — dtor Uro + 27171 Uz + 2711 Ugs)
+ 0 (A (1 + x14) 12 S12 + 722 S12 + X14 STp — 2812 t1a — 2819 tay — dtiala
+ 41 uia — 2812 U12 — 421 w12 + 2 X14 S12 Uz — 414 Uzz — durz ugs (4.6)
+ 2 X14 S12 U4 — 414 Upg — durp Ung)
Ué‘g = — k! rog (819 + 2 Y14 512 — 2to1 — 23 — 2Ugg) — Kb (=273,
+ (1 4 2 x14) 722 S12 + 2729 U3 + 2729 Uny — 4 lo1 Uog) + kY (722 S12
— 27g0tor + 2512 bay + 415) — 2790 Usg + A1 Usg — 2722 Ung + Aoy Uza)
— 05 (14 2x14) oz S12 — 47Tog tor + 2510 tg) + 415, — 4799 Usg + 2 512 Uss

+ 891 Uz + dudy — 4799 Ung + 2 812 Uy + Aoy Ung + 4oz Uzg)

where X14 = 814/812.



If one forms the corresponding differential operators to the vectors,
Vif = 0a(vjaf), (4.7)
the third vector (given in appendix [A)) is related to the commutator of the first two?,
0 = co[V1, Vo] — e1 Vi — Vo — ¢3V3 + purely reducible, (4.8)
with
co = 2(1 + x14) (X14S12 — 2X14812t1a — 2X 14512821 — Stiatar — dX1atiatar)
c1 = —lo1 (X485 + 2X548Ys — 2X1aSTat1a — AXT4STator — 8s1atiatar — 16)X14819t14l21
— dxiss12ts; — 8xuatuats) , (4.9)
c2 = 2(1 + x1a)t21 (XT4ST2 + X348To — 2X14812t14 — 2XTaS12t1a — 4X4S12t21 — Stiatar)
3 = x1a(X14512 — 2ta1)?to; .

Our first task would be to determine the master integrals. We will return to this question
in Sect. [V} for the moment, let’s assume we’ve already done this. We could in principle do
this by generating IBP equations using numerator polynomials of increasing engineering di-
mension, starting with constants, and solving the equations until the number of independent

integrals stabilizes. In the case of the double box, we can choose our masters to be,
Pys(l],  Paslta] (4.10)

We will consider eq. (2.5 using a variety of polynomials with the two pairs of vectors

given in eqs. (4.5) and (4.6). We can expand the integrand in eq. (2.5) and multiply by the

denominator to obtain an expression for the polynomial-dependent part of the numerator,

+ZUTA8AP01y,,. (411)

Denom enom

raPol -
Denom Z 0a UrAT Oy Z Poly, Denom 04 DU A
r=1

In this equation, n, is the number of sets or tuples of IBP-generating vectors. The first term

in the equation is independent of the derivative of the numerator polynomial, and hence has

2 1 thank Harald Ita for pointing this out.



a universal structure. We can record the values of the coefficients for the two vector pairs,

V1A
enom
V2A

€110111

1
— m(S (1 -+ X14) €T12 S192 — (1 —+ X14 (1 -+ 46)) T29 S12

+2X14€S§2 —46812t14 —4<]. —26)T22t21 —2<X14+4€)812t21

Denom 8A = —2¢€ (t14 — t21 — U112 — U3 — 2U24) s

Denom 04

4.12
—86t14t21—|—4(1—2€)t§1+867“22U12—46512U12—8€t21ulg ( )

—4(1—=2€)rousy+2(1 —2€+2x14€) S12Usz — 8€tig o
+8(1 —2€)tg gz — Seupgtny +4 (1 —2€)udy —4 (1 —2€) rogugy
+2(1 —2€e+2x14€) S12Ugg — 8€tigugy +4 (1 —2¢€) to uny
—8eujpugy +4(1 — 2€) ugg ugy) -
The simplest IBP we can get comes from using the first vector pair (4.5),
0 = —2¢ Py5[tiy — tor — U1z — Ugz — 2Ugy]
= 2Py [ty — t14 + purely reducible] (4.13)
= 2eP;5 [ty — t14] + simpler topologies,

which allows us to solve for P;5[t14] in terms of the masters and integrals of simpler topology.
In the present case, the simpler integrals cancel after using their symmetries.

If we look at the next simplest equation, multiplying the first vector pair by t14, we obtain,

0= Py52etigto + (1 —2¢) £, — %XM s12 t14 + purely reducible] (4.14)

which has two terms of i-degree two, and hence we need a pair of equations to solve for both

quadratic powers of Irls present. If we take a more general polynomial of i-degree one,
ar tia +agtar, (4.15)
we find the following IBP,
0= Py5lay (1 —2¢) £, 4+2(ay —ap) etigto; —az (1 —2¢€)t3,

(4.16)
— % a1 X14 S12 t14 + % as X14 S12 to1 + purely reducible]

which has all three quadratic terms present. We can remove only one via choices of a; o, if

we want to obtain a non-trivial equation.
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If we use both vector pairs given in eqgs. and , the situation is different. Each
can be multiplied by a different polynomial; as they have different engineering dimensions,
we must choose the polynomials to have different dimensions too. Taking the simplest
possibility, multiplying the first pair by the polynomial in eq. , and the second pair by

a constant expression,

bi(1+ x14) (4.17)

we obtain the IBP,

0 :P;,Z[_% b1 X14 € 575 + % (—a1 x14 +2b1€) s12t14
+a (1 =263, + % (@2 X14 + b1 X114 +4 b1 €) S12t91 (418)
+2 (a1 — ag + bi) etiator — (as +b1) (1 — 2€) 15,

+ lower i-degree + purely reducible] .

We can now isolate each quadratic term separately by choosing a; and b; appropriately;

for example, with

1 1 1

-2’ “Taa—29° U~ 2a-29 (4.19)

a] =
we obtain an IBP for Py5[t],] in terms of integrals with simpler (lower i-degree) numerators

and reducible integrals,

_ px 42  (xaate) € X14 € 2
0= Py, [t14 s—2¢ S12t1a — 793¢ Szl + 5 St

€ Je 1 1 1
— tig U2 + 75 tia Uos + 755 tia Uoa — 5 lo1 Ta2 + 5 Lo Uz — 5 ta1 U

€ 1 € 1,2 1 €
T e M2 U2 — 522 U23 — =5, U2 U23 + 5 Uz — 5 722 U4 — 75, U12 U (4.20)

1 (14x14) (I+x14) € (1+2x14€)
+ 5 U23 U2q — 1120 S12711 T e S12T12 — T(d2e S12722

_ € (1_26+2X14 5) (1—26+2X14 6)
2(1-2¢) S12 U2 + T i(l20 S12 U3 + Ti(—2e0 S12 u24]
_ ek [42 (xaate) € Xia€ 2 :
=D, [t14 — a2 St2la — i Sta t o S t purely redu(nble] .

Upon substituting eq. (4.13|) for the lower i-degree polynomial ¢4, this gives us a direct

equation for Py3[t3,],

(X14 + 3¢) X14 €
MIAT I8 o prrry 1 AT
201 =20 Sl - 755

We can view the polynomials (4.154.17) with the values of a; 5 and by given by eq. (4.19)
as conjugates to t3,, for the given basis of IBP-generating vectors ({L.5[4.6).

Pyst3,] = s1oPy3[1] + simpler topologies . (4.21)

11



Similarly, we can also find direct equations for the other two quadratic Irls. Taking,

1 1
by = —, (4.22)

ar =0, G2I—E7 e

in eq. (4.18)), we obtain a direct equation for P;%[t14ta1],
0= P;:; |:t14 t21 + 411 S12 t14 -+ % S12 t21 — % X14 8%2] + simpler topologies . (423)

Taking

1 1
_ _ _ b= —— 4.24

in eq. (4.18)), we obtain a direct equation for Py5[t3,],

0="r; [t§1 — m S19tia — (QX(lfj;:)) S19to1 + ﬁ 832} + simpler topologies. (4.25)

We will generalize these choices to higher powers of irreducibles in later sections.

V. MASTER INTEGRALS

In the previous section, we found equations to directly reduce quadratic target monomials

in Irls, of the form,
0 = Pys[target + simpler Irls + purely reducible] . (5.1)

(The ‘simpler’ term may contain no Irls at all, but only powers of external invariants.) In
these cases, we only needed one solution each for the different polynomials that can appear in
eq. , rather than the most general solution. Proceeding by plugging in simple ansétze
for the solution, and solving for the coefficients, is perhaps not the most elegant way to
proceed, but it is adequate.

In contrast, in order to determine that the ‘target’ is a master integral®, we need to show
that there is nmo polynomial solution to the requirement that eq. give rise to an IBP
equation or one with the ‘simpler’ term missing,

0 = Py5[target + purely reducible] . (5.2)

3 More precisely, in order to determine that it is a master integral given the choice of monomials, their

chosen ordering, and the criterion of picking master integrals with the lowest possible IrI dimension.
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To do this in generality, it may be possible to use computational algebraic geometry methods
for D-modules. I leave an investigation of this possibility to future work. Here, I will limit
myself to showing that there is no solution for polynomials up to some degree, and assume
that no solution miraculously appears for higher-degree polynomials.

For our purposes here, instead of writing out all terms in the polynomial in eq. , it
will be more convenient to write out all monomials as a vector, multiplying by appropriate
powers of the selected external invariant s in order to make the engineering dimensions of
all entries uniform; for example, a vector of ‘degree 3’ for the double box would be,

£
t4tn
tiatsy
£
sz (5.3)
1421512
t51512
t14sTy

2
191575

3
812

We need one such vector for each tuple of IBP-generating vectors. The entries in differ-
ent vectors will of course be of different engineering dimensions in order to ensure that
the resulting IBP equations will be of homogeneous engineering dimension. Independently
substituting each entry of each vector for Poly in eq. leads to a big vector of IBP
equations. Setting the purely reducible terms in this vector to zero yields a matrix which
can be regarded as a linear transformation of a vector of monomials of the appropriate en-
gineering dimension. FEach row of the matrix corresponds to an IBP relation; each column,
to a different monomial. The number of possible reductions corresponds to the dimension
of the range of this matrix, while the number of master integrals is given by the dimension
of its kernel. This latter number is the number of redundant candidate IBP relations. A
basis for its kernel, simplified using non-trivial IBP reductions, then gives candidates for the
master integrals themselves.

As an example, let us derive the master integrals for the double box. Although the third

pair of generating vectors turns out not to be needed for reductions of the double box, we

13



don’t know that ahead of time, and so I include it here (taking n, = 3 in eq. (4.11))). The
corresponding prefactor for the first term of eq. (4.11]) is also given in appendix .
The simplest construction takes a degree-zero vector for the first pair (4.5)), and omits

the second (4.6 and third (Al]) pairs of IBP-generating vectors. This just yields the matrix

form of eq. (4.13]),
M, = <—2€ 2¢ 0> ; (5.4)

where the columns correspond to the monomials ¢14, 21, and s;2, and the corresponding IBP
equation is,
14
0 = P;5[My | ty; ||+ simpler topologies . (5.5)
S12

The matrix M; has a kernel space of dimension 2, generated by the two vectors,

1 0
1 and 0 (5.6)
0 1

corresponding to Pyb[t14+t21] and s19P55[1], respectively. Using the non-trivial IBP equation
and removing overall constant factors, we then obtain P35[ts1] and Py5[1] as masters.

The construction of M; does not make use of the second (or third) pair of vectors, so
one may worry that it is missing information. We can proceed to polynomials of one higher
degree, using a degree-one vector for the first IBP-generating pair, and degree-zero vectors

for the second and third pairs of IBP-generating vectors. This yields

2(1 -2 6) 4e 0 —X14 0 0
0 —4e —2(1 — 26) 0 X14 0
My = 0 0 0 —2¢ 2 0 (5.7)
0 2¢€ _ 1-2¢ € Xiat4de _ _ xuae€
1+x14 1+x14 1+x1a 2 (14+x14) 2 (14x14)
0 —8e€ 0 —6¢ 0 X14 €

for the linear transformation, where the columns now correspond to t2,, tistor, t3;, Siati4,
S1ata1, and s%,, respectively. This matrix again has a kernel of dimension 2, and gives rise
to the same master integrals. Repeating this procedure with polynomials of one higher

dimension again yields the same result, too.

14



VI. HIGHER POWERS OF TRREDUCIBLE INVARIANTS

Let us continue the approach of finding targeted IBP equations with higher powers of the
irreducible invariants. We seek equations that directly reduce them to simpler invariants,
that is combinations of invariants of lower engineering dimension. We can do this by taking

higher-dimension polynomials in our basic equation (2.5)). For example, multiply the first

vector pair (4.5)) by,

a i+ ag i P b (6.1)
and the second pair (4.6) by,
b1(1 4 x1a) 1152 (6.2)

Feeding it through the differentiation (making use of eq. ), we then obtain the IBP
equation,
0= P;E[al (1+2e—n)tt, — (2a; €+ (by — a9) (2+26—n))t’f4_1t21
+(az+b)(1=2€)t77% 15 —2 (b1 (2+2e—n) —ay x1a (n — 1)) sp2 87
+ib(2—4e+(n—3)(x14+2)) +azxia(n—3)) s12t]4 >t 6.3
+ 1y x14 (2 + 2€ — n) 51, t];°] + simpler topologies
= P5far (1+2e—n)ty, — (2are+ (by — az) (24 2€ —n)) 1
+ (az + b1) (1 — 2¢€) 7% 3, + lower i-degree] + simpler topologies .
Taking

1 € €

= = — b:
MThio2e T T mo1-209m-2-290 <n—1—2€><”‘2_2€><é4>

we obtain an equation for Py5[t7,] in terms of integrals with numerators of lower i-degree

along with simpler topologies,

_ % [ ((n—1)x14+€) ;n—1 - X14 € n—2 2 € n—2
0= Po[thy + Sty s s12 — gty a7 Sia + oy Ui a1 1z

(6.5)
+ simpler topologies .

We can find an equation that avoids introducing ts; by starting with a slightly more

general polynomial. Multiply the first vector pair (4.5)) by,

artiy !+ ap by + asty; % sia, (6.6)
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and the second pair (4.6) by the same coefficient as above. Taking the same values as in

eq. (6.4) along with,
1

2(n—1-2¢)’

we obtain the following simplified equation for P;5[tT,],

(6.7)

as =

X14 (2+e—n)
4(142¢—n)

O _ PQ*;[ 7114 + (2+(n—1)X14+3€—n)

2(1+2c—n) t11? s3] + simpler topologies,  (6.8)

n—1
tiy  S12 —

or equivalently,

(2—|—(n—1)X14+3€—n)
2(14+2€e—n)

X1 (2+€—n) ok [
522P2 2[t14 2]

P** tT’L [
5.2 t14) 4(1+2e—n) 22 (6.9)

s Pyt ] +

+ simpler topologies .

Eq. reduces t7, in the numerator to two integrals with lower-dimension irreducible
numerators (in addition to integrals with simpler topologies). One may wonder whether it
is possible to find an equation that has only one integral with lower-dimension irreducibles.
Even with higher-order polynomials, however, this does not seem possible. (Not too sur-
prisingly, using the third vector pair does not change this conclusion.)

What higher-order polynomials do make possible is greater reduction of the degree in ¢4

in one reduction step. Multiply the first vector pair by,
(Ilt?;l + GQt?ZZ t21 + a3t?472 S12 + a4t7f4’3 t%l + G@If?jg t21 S12 + agtﬁf?’ 8%2 s (610)
and the second pair by,

D1(1+ X115 4 ba(1 4+ x1a)8777 tor + ba(1 + x1a)t77° 512 (6.11)
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Choosing,

1
ag=—
R I
g — — € +(14(71—3—26)7
(n—1—-2¢)(n—2—2¢) 1—2e¢
. Xu(n—1)+¢ as(n —3—2¢€)
ST 2(n—1-2¢) (n—2—2¢) 21—2¢)
e(n—2+ x1u(l—n)—3¢)
a5 =
2(n—1-2¢)(n—2—2¢)(n—3—2¢)
as (2n =5+ x4 (n — 3) — 4e) (6.12)
2(1— 2¢) ’
" __a4X14(n—3—26)_ n—2+xu(l—n)—3e¢
6 4(1—2¢) An—1-2¢)(n—2—2¢)’
—-3-2
by — € +a4(n 6),
(n—1—2¢€)(n—2—2¢) 1—2e¢
62:_a47
b — ag X14 (N — 3) e(n—24+ x1u(1—n)—3¢)
g = — _

2(1—2¢) 2(n—1-2¢)(n—2—-2¢)(n—3—2¢)’
with a4 arbitrary, we find the following equation,

1

0= Pty —
221 4 (n—1-2€)(n—2—2¢)

Qn—2—&xn—3—&)

—xuuln—=1)(n—3—3¢) — 262]

i (n=1) (0= 2)) st (6.13)

X1a(n—3—€)(n—2+x14(1 —n)—3e¢)

* Sn—1—2(n—2-2¢

sTa 1y
+ simpler topologies .

This result could also be obtained by a partial iteration of eq. , applying it to the 7!
term on its right-hand side.

While we have implicitly taken n to be an integer in the derivations above, there is
nothing that requires it to be one. It can be an arbitrary real value; the difference comes in
the stopping conditions — a non-integer n would not ultimately reduce to one of the master

integrals, but would require new masters, also with fractional powers of t14.
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VII. HIGHER PROPAGATOR POWERS

The IBP-generating vectors are designed to avoid introducing doubled propagators (or
even higher powers) when they are not present initially. They can of course still be used
if such higher powers are present at the beginning of a calculation. The generating vectors
will ensure that no powers higher than those present originally will be generated by taking
derivatives. When doubled propagators are present, the structure of the IBP equations
changes; instead of containing just terms with irreducible numerators along with integrals
corresponding to simpler topologies, a new kind of term appears, corresponding to the

original topology, but with a lower power of the doubled propogators,
0 = Py5[target + lower i-degree + lower propagator powers + purely reducible].  (7.1)

For example, consider the reduction arising from inserting a factor of

ta
@

(7.2)

into the basic double box integral, that is with the 1/¢2 propagator doubled, making use of
the first IBP-generating vector pair,

. 3 t1ato1 Sigts 1
oth[—4¢§+46 T = (L) =5 = S xae) s
1 1 1
t14 Ut t14 U3 t14 U24]

+4de + 8¢
03 03 0

+4e
(7.3)

1 1

= Py [6_2 (—4€t?4 +4detiator — (14 x14) S12 t14) — 5(1 + X14) S12
1
+ purely reducible| .

Reducibility here again means integrals with fewer propagators (simpler topologies), though
one of the surviving propagators will still be doubled.

In order to solve for integrals with doubled propagators, we must generalize the polyno-
mials multiplying the generating vectors to rational functions, with a denominator power
corresponding to each doubled propagator. We can repeat the analysis of Sect. [V] to find
master integrals in the presence of doubled propagators. Here we must take appropriate
additional powers of a propagator multiplying the numerator insertion. In the case of the
double box, we find that the structure of the equations changes. Using just the first IBP-
generating pair (4.5)), we find two additional masters beyond those given in eq. ; with a
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polynomial of engineering dimension 2 multiplying the first pair, and constants multiplying
the second and third pairs, we find one additional master; and with a polynomial of engi-
neering dimension 4 multiplying the first pair, and polynomials of engineering dimension 2
multiplying the second and third pairs, we find no additional masters beyond eq. .
This means that all integrals with doubled propagators can be reduced to linear combina-
tions of integrals with lone propagator powers and integrals with simpler topologies. In this
case, we also find that the third IBP-generating pair is no longer redundant, but is in
fact required to obtain a sufficient number of equations.

As an example, consider doubling the middle propagator, 1/(¢; + £3)?>. We can reduce
integrals with irreducible-numerator insertions to a linear combination of two integrals,

1

t21 ]
(01 + 05)2)

(01 + £s)?

along with integrals corresponding to simpler topologies, using analogs of reductions given

P ] and Py (7.4

in previous sections,

0= P53 [(1 +2 e)ﬁ] + simpler topologies,
0— P** t%4 (1 + 2 X14 + 2 E) S12 t14 (3 -+ 4 6) S12 t21
~ Py (7.5)
’ (51 +£2)2 8¢ (61 —|—€2>2 8¢ (gl +€2)2
1 2 1+ 2¢)(1
- (8: : (4 11262)2 B - 6)556 e s12| + simpler topologies ,

and so on. Using a polynomial of engineering dimension 4 multiplying the first vector
pair (4.5)), and polynomials of engineering dimension 2 multiplying the second (4.6) and
third (A1) pairs, we find two additional equations,

" st de(l+2€) , (14+2€)(1+3¢€) 4
0:P22[ 5 — Sigto1 — 312]7
“L( + L) X4 (1+€) X14 (1 +€) (7.6)
83 t21 1 ‘
0= P** [L — (1 9 3
2,2 (gl + £2)2 9 ( + E) S12] s

which remove the remaining two integrals with a doubled middle propagator in favor of the

usual master integrals (4.10)).

VIII. SOLVING GENERAL POWERS

In Sect. [VI, we saw how to obtain a reduction for an arbitrary power of an irreducible

invariant, in the form of eq. . One could imagine reducing a double-box integral with a
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given high numerator power of the irreducible invariant by repeatedly applying this reduc-
tion, until it ultimately terminates (for integer n) when n = 2. We would then be left with
integrals which are either masters or directly expressible in terms of masters.

We could also try to solve the recurrence directly. If we define,
Wy = 515" Py [77{4] ) (8.1)

and drop the purely reducible (simpler-topology) terms in eq. (6.8)), that equation takes the

form,
4(1+2e—n)w, +224+n—1)xu+3e—n)w, 1 —x1u(2+e—n)w, o =0 (8.2)

where ‘=" denotes the dropping of simpler topologies.
We will ultimately turn this recurrence into a differential equation, and solve the latter.

Before doing so, however, let us look at a simpler example.

A. The Sunrise Integral

K

FIG. 3: The sunrise integral FPp .

Let us study the sunrise integral Fy o, shown in Fig. [3]

dDEl dDég PO]y
Pyo[Poly] = (—i
bolPoly] = (=) /(27T)D 2m) D B0y + by + K23’
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where K2 # 0. This two-point topology has just one master integral, which I take to be
Pooll], and two irreducible invariants, ¢; = ¢, - K and ty = {5 - K. It depends only on the
kinematic invariant s = K?. There are three linearly independent pairs of IBP-generating

vectors,

’Uil = flf (f’lg — tl — %S) s

Vg = =l ty + (5 + K") (F12 — 1 — 12 — 35),

Ug;l = —£§t1+K“(f1z—t1—tz—%s)+§€‘f(f12—t1—2t2—%s),

Vho =50ty — § KM (o —t1 —to — 38) + 5 05 (P2 + 11 — ta — 35) =4
vy =0 (ray + P12 — 1 — §5)
Vho =ity — by (1 + Fra —t1 — 3ty — 38) — K" (rog + F1a — t1 — ta — 35),,
where 717 = (2 and ry = (3 as in eq. (4.3), and
Flo =101 -l + 1t + 1o+ is. (8.5)

Let us try to compute Pyo[t?]. The integral is simple enough that we can compute it

directly, using the following expression for the one-loop bubble with arbitrary exponents,

/ P! 1 B
2m)P [—2]" (¢ + K)2]*
Z,(—K?)D/Q*arfm I(ay +ay — D/2)T(D/2 — ay)[(D/2 — ay)
(47)D/2 ['aq)T(a2)[(D — a; — ag)

(8.6)
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Performing the ¢, integration first, we obtain,

i T(ar(l—e) [ dPh 1
Pooll] = (4r)2—< (2 — 2¢) / 2m)P 2]t + K)?]°
1 [(26)[3(1 —¢) 1-2¢
“aE29r@ 9 )
i TEOr(1—e) [ dP [+ K==
Poolth] = T dr)2 T(2 - 2¢) / (2m)P G-+ K)?]

i C(e)T2(1 —¢) / dPe,
C(4m)2e (=2)"T(2 —2¢) J (2m)P

N e

Xogjgﬁnjﬂ]é!(n—jl — J2)! G- - K)?)° 8.7
B i F(e)F2(1 . 6) / dDgl n n! Sn—jz ( . )
= (47_[_)2_5 (_Q)nr(z — 26) (27-()[) vt ]2'(77, — jg)' [_g%] [_<£1 _ K)2:| €—J2

1 D31 —e)
- (4m)12 (=2)"T(2 — 2¢)

= [(—j— 14202+ 5 — 2¢)
<2 () T(e— J)T( +3 - 3¢)

I'(n+2—2e)
['(e)'(2 —2e)'(n + 3 — 3¢)

(_ )n+1—2e

1) TOrEor - o

T AmE (=129
LL(n+2—26)(3 — 3e)
= (—5/2) T(n+3— 36)0(2 — 2¢)

(_ )n+1726

P070[1] .

Alternatively, we can proceed using the IBP-generating vectors. Take a linear combina-

tion of the first and third vector pairs in eq. (8.4]), with coefficients,

3
- 8.8
4(n+2—3¢)’ (88)
and
1 (9)
4(n+2—3e)’ '
respectively. We then find the following equation,
n n+l—2e¢ n
0= Poolt} + sioas ti " 8] (8.10)
Defining
yn = 5" Poolth] (8.11)
we have the recurrence relation,
2(n+2—-3€)y, + (n+1—2€)y,—1 =0. (8.12)
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We can solve this equation (for example, using Mathematica), obtaining the result,

_T(n+2-20I(3 - 3¢)
T'(n+3— 32— 2)

Yn = (—2) Pooll], (8.13)

in agreement with the explicit computation in eq. (8.7)).

B. Differential Equations

It can be difficult to solve the more general recurrence relations such as eq. (8.2)) di-
rectly (Mathematica, for example, can solve them but provides the solution in an implicit
and rather unenlightening form in terms of DifferenceRoot objects). Instead, introduce the

generating function,
f(z) = Zanx", (8.14)
n=0

and derive a differential equation for it. Once one has solved the differential equation, one
can obtain the solution for a,, by series-expanding the solution. One approach to obtaining a
differential equation is to use the RISC-Linz Mathematica package GeneratingFunctions [19];
but one can also proceed in a more pedestrian fashion, as described here.

First recast the recurrence relation Rec so that the indices of a appearing in it are strictly

positive for n > 0, and then sum the recurrence (depending on n) into a generating object,

ZRecn . (8.15)
n=0

Then apply the substitution rule,

o) 00 r—1
E Cnlp X" — x_r( E Crr QT — " E cn_ranx”) . (8.16)
n=0 n=0 n=0

In this rule, ¢, is a polynomial in n and r > 0; we need consider only linear functions of n
(because the single derivative generating the IBP identity can bring down only a single power
of an exponent; though factors of n in coefficients could in principle alter this). Finally, using
the operator,

D, = x0,, (8.17)

replace

Z nfa,x" — DV f(x). (8.18)
n=0
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In the recurrences we consider, this will give an inhomogeneous first-order differential equa-
tion. It turns out to be easier to solve (using Mathematica, anyway) a higher-order ho-
mogeneous equation obtained by further differentiation. The behavior of f(z) as x — 0
provides the additional boundary conditions needed for the higher-order equation. The Gen-
eratingFunctions package produces such a higher-order equation directly. In the next two
subsections, I give examples of using differential equations for the generating function to

solve recurrence relations for general powers of numerator insertions.

C. The Slashed-Box Integrals

Let us now consider a more complicated example, that of the slashed box P, ;. For this

topology, we find seven linearly independent pairs of IBP-generating vectors. To express

them, we use the short-hand notation defined in eqgs. (4.3]) and (4.4) along with,

tio =101 ko,
tog = Uy - ko R (819)
tog = Uy - Ky,

and,

T19 = {1 - Uy +t14 + tog, (8.20)

?123262‘]{?3.
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The first four generating vectors are,

vy = — K — Ky ri — 04 (512 — 2t — 2un)
Uiy =Ky (roo + 2t24) + kb (roo + 2124) + 20y (tog + ting) + 2 kY (tog + to3)
vhiy =5 kb i+ 5 ki — B (Fro — tia — tog) + 05 un
+ 50 (s12 4 X14 512 — 212 — 2814 — 2100 — 2ty — 21Un3)
Uho =5 Kb (2712 4 12 — 2014 — 2t04) + 5 Kl (2712 + To2 — 2614 — 2t0a) + 0 Uiag
+ kY (P12 =t — toa) + 05 (5512 + 5X14 512 — b2 — ta — tog — oy — Un1)
Vg = — 4Ky rin — Ky rin — K (3711 — 2719 + 2ty + 2104) — 205 upy (8.21)
— 0 (4512 4 x14 512 — 8t1a — 214 — 2199 — 2ty — Gugy — 21s3)
Vg =4 K (on 4 2t04) + KT (5792 + 8124) — €4 (X14 512 — 2t2n — 824 — 10 Up3)
+ kly (rog + 8tgs + 81lag),
vl =5 Ky i R (i b)) + 5 0 (s12 — 2t — 28 — dun) 4+ 5 Ky (rn — 2u)
Ulig = — K (rag + taa) — 3 K5 (raa + 2ta4) + 3 05 (X14 S12 — 2120 — 2104 — 4 in3)
— S KR (roo + 204 + 293) .
The fifth vector is given in appendix B} we will not need the sixth and seventh vectors,

which in any case are too large to be displayed comfortably.

The slashed box has one master integral, which we can choose to be P [1].
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Multiplying the first generating vector pair in eq. (8.21) by P, + P», where

24!
(I14+2x14)(—14+2€)(14+2e—n)(2+2e—n)(4de —n)
X (—8 —8x14 —64€—32x12€+232€ — 56 x4 € — 320 €® + 64 x14 €

P =-

+224€¢* 496 x14 €' + 256 € +34n + 26 Y14 — Hden + 106 x4 €n
+ 144 n+ 16 yu€2n —280€3n — 120 y1a €€ n — 128 €* n — 15 n?
—37X14n2 — 26en? —66X14en2—|—10462712—1—32)(1462712—1—1663712

+70% 419 x1an® — Men® +8yigen® — 3xun')

n—2
S12t19
(14+2x14)(14+2e—n)(2+2e—n)

X (2—{—2)&4—26+4X14e+6xf4e—4462—36X1462

+

+4X3, € +32€ +32x14€ —n—2xun—3xyn+16en

—|—10)(14671—4)(?4671—86271—8)(146271—7124-)(%4712)

B (n —2) 82,177 CA(-1+¢(-1+2¢)(n—2) s1o T 3ty (8.22)
(1+2xu)(2+2e—n)  (1+2x)(1+2e—n)(2+2€—n) '
212ty

(1+2x14)(=14+2¢)(14+2e—n)(2+2e—mn)(de—n)

X (—2—2x1—26€—2x1a€— 246 +40 14 € + 296 € + 40 y14 €
—38464+25665+11n+5X14n+406n—8X146n—15262n
— 56 x1ueen+ 1208 n — 24y € n —128€* n — 12n2 — 4 x14n?
+12€n2+12X14en2+1662n2+20X1462n2+16e3n2+3n3

+X14n3—66n3—4xl46n3)
2" 2ty
(14+2x14) (~1+2€6)(1+2e—n)(2+2¢—n)
X (14 —2x14 +30€ —2xue+64e® +8xue” — 1046 + 8y €

—|—64e4—25n+3X14n—526n—2X14en+2062n—8)<1462n

— 16 n 4+ 161 — x1un® +10en® + 2y en® — 3n?)
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and

21" 2 by,

(I14+2x14)(=14+2¢)(14+2e—n)(2+2e—n)(4de—n)
X (64 6x14+ 78€e+ 6 x1a€— 152€* — 120 y14 € + 264 €® — 120 x14 €

P2:—

— 768€' +256€° —33n — 15yun —8en—+24xen — 12062 n
+ 168 x14 €2n 4+ 600 n + 72 x14 €6 n — 128 €' n 4 2212 (8.23)
+12x14n* +36en? — 36 x4 €n? — 168 €2 n? — 60 x14 €2 n? + 16 € n?

—9n3—3X14n3+186n3+12xl4en3)

2(—1+2€)2 (n—2) Slgt?;3t24 .
(1+2x14)(14+2e—n)(2+2e—n)’

the second vector pair by,
4(2e —n)tit
(14+2x14)(=14+2¢)(14+2e—n)(2+2e¢—n)(4de—n)
X (24 2x14 — 22+ 18 x14e + 104 €® + 8 x12€* — 168€® — 8 x14 €

+64e4+3n—7xl4n—266n—18X146n+4862n—1663n—|—n2

+5X14n2 —2en2+4X14en2 —X14n3)
n 251552
(14+2x14)(24+2€—n)
4(2e+n—3) 115" to (8.24)
(14+2x14) (=14 2¢)

(4—2x14— 12 —2x14e+ 8> + x1un)

At75% to
(14+2x14)(—14+2€)(14+2e—n)(2+2e—n)(4de —n)

X (—2—2X14 — 106—2)(146—7262+4OX14€2+26463+40X14€3

—192* 4128 +Tn+5xun+36en —8xen —64e>n — 56 Y €2 n
—5663n—24xl4e3n—3264n—8n2—4X14n2—8en2~|—12xl4en2

+4862n2+20>(1462n2+3n3+X14n3—66n3—4X14en3);
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the third vector pair by,
2751
(I14+2x14)(=14+2¢)(14+2e—n)(2+2e—n)(4de —n)

X (=2 —=2x14 — 18— 10x14€ +80€* — 3214 € — 184 € + 8 x1s €’

—|—224e4+32xl4e4+9n+7xl4n—22en+38xl4en+8862n
—|—24X1462n—16063n—32X1463n—3n2—11X14n2

—14en? —26X14en2+4062n2+4X1462n2+2n3+6xl4n3
2(7’L— 2) t?{ztzg

et aen’ =) - e T 0 (8:25)
B 2175 2ty

(1+2x14) (=14+2¢)(14+2e—n)(2+2ec¢—n)(de—n)

X (=2 =2y —26€—2x1ue+40€* +40 x4 €® —24€> +40 14 €°
—|—12864+11n+5X14n+86n—8xl46n+862n—56)(146271
—136€3n — 24y e€n —8n% —4x1un® —8en® 4+ 12y en?
—1—4862712+20X14e2n2+3n3—|—xl4n3—66n3 —4X14en3);

and the fifth vector pair by,
212 (8.26)

(with the fourth, sixth, and seventh vector pairs not used), we obtain the IBP equation,
0="Pa[A(1+x1a) 1 +3e—n)sptly ' —2(B3+2x14 +3€+2x1ue—2n— x14n) s5y 115

— (n—2) s, 73] + simpler topologies .

(8.27)
Defining,
Wy, = 515 Praths] (8.28)
this IBP is equivalent to the recurrence relation,
0= (1+n),+2((3+2x14)(1+€) = (x1a +2) 3+ 1)) ot 5.29)

—|—4(1 —|—X14) (n+2 — 36)7IJ”+2.
Using the approach described in Sect. [VIITB| we can obtain the corresponding first-order

differential equation,
0= (4e(z — 3)(1 + x14) + z(x — 2+ 2¢)) f(x)
—2(2(1+ x14) e(z — 3) — (1 — €) x) Wy (8.30)

—4(1+x14) (1 =3€e) w1 + (z —2)z (x — 2(1 + x14)) f'(2).
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Differentiating twice more with respect to x, we obtain the more convenient third-order

equation,

0= —2()+2(22— ) + 201+ xan) (1 20 — 52) /')
— (41 + x1)((2 = e)(1 — 2) — 2€) + x(Tz — 10 + 2¢)) f"(x) (8.31)

—(z=2)z (z—2(1 + x11)) @),

We can solve the latter equation (for example, using Mathematica), obtaining

$3e 1

(2 —x)e (2(1 + x1) — T

236 1 2¢€
- (1+x14)* 2 1+26F1(_3€’ —6,—26,1—3€5§’m)
Ge@—a) (20 + 1) —2) &
22 (1 + x14)*“ @ (c2 + 23)
4(1-36) (2 —2) (21 + y1a) — 2)

x Fi(l-=3e1—¢€-2€62—-3¢%, -2 —).

127 2(14x14)

fz) =

)1+26

14+2€¢

Here, F} is the first Appell function. The first term is not well-defined for e < 0 as x — 0,
so ¢; must vanish. The second constant of integration, cs, is fixed by the requirement that
f(0) = 1,

o = —12 (1 + x14) €y - (8.33)

The last constant, c, is fixed in terms of w; via f'(0) = wy; but w; in turn is not independent,

because for n = —1, the recursion (8.29) becomes a two-term relation,
0= (1—3€e—2ex14)wWo — 2(1 — 3€)(1 + x14)01 . (8.34)

We ultimately find that ¢ = 0. The solution with the desired boundary behavior is thus,
3236 (1 + X14)1+26 €r
(1=36€) (2 =) (2(1 + x14) — z)'2¢

xXr xXr
XF<1—36,1—67—2€,2—36;—7—>7j)
! 27201+ yu)/

fla) = -

21+36 (1 + X14)1+2e (835)

(2 =) (2(1 4 x1a) — 2)1*2¢

T T
><F<—3 —€,—2¢6,1—3 ;—,—)w .
1 € € € 62 2(1—|—X14) 0

+

We can then extract the n-th term of this function to obtain an expression for w,. After
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a bit of algebra and simplification, we find the following expression,

. 6 €3 (1 + x14) o {i 1
T o T(I— 20 T(1— ) D(L+ )DL+ 26) |2~ (1 +yi)™ (n—ny + 1 - 3¢)

ni1=1

nzn:l I(n—mny—n3+2—¢€)T(ng—2¢)
(14 x14)" (n —ny —nz + 1) ng!

n3=0
ni
(14 x14)™T(ny —ng+2€)T(nyg + ¢€)
nq4=0
n+1
o I'(n—ny+1-2¢)
I'(1—e)(1 nl
T = +x) ;(n—nl—i-l—?)e)(n—nl—i-l)!
L1+ x1)™ D (ng —ng +2€)T(ng + ¢
5 Z ( X14) ( (_1 _41>' ? (n4 )
na=0 1 Ty Ny
By a bit of guesswork, we can find a more compact expression?,
217l (n — 26)[(1 — 3
_ el'(n — 2¢)I( 2 oFi(1—€,—n;1—n+ 26 (1+ x14) ") o (8.37)

T T T — 20T (n+ 1 — 3¢)

This form is manifestly a rational function of x14 and e, as the hypergeometric function
terminates for integer n.

Either form meets the challenge posed in eq. , up to terms arising from simpler

topologies.

D. The Double-Box Integral

Let us return to the double-box integral, and the recurrence relation given in eq. (8.2)
(with the definition of w, in eq. (8.1))). Rewriting the equation to make all indices positive

for n > 0, we obtain,
0=—xule—n)w,+2(xu+3e—n+xun)wy1+4(—14+2€—n)w,io. (8.38)

Again using the approach described in Sect. [VIITB| we can obtain the corresponding first-

order differential equation,

0= —(-4-8e—2r—6ex+xuer?) f(x) =22 +4e+a+3ex)w —8ew (8.39)

+2(24+2) (=24 xuux) f(x).

4T thank Yang Zhang for suggesting that a simpler form should exist.
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As in the case of the slashed box in the previous subsection, we can differentiate twice with

respect to x to obtain a more convenient third-order equation,

0= —2xuef(r) —2(-2x14 —6e—3xuz+2xuex) f'(2)
—(4—8e+62—8yur—6ex —6x142® + xuex?) [ () (8.40)
+22+2) (=24 xuz) fO).

We can solve this latter equation to obtain,

$1+2€ (2 + .T)E ¢
(2= x147)?° (=2 + x1a 7)
2°2+2) Fi(—=1—2¢,14+¢€,—2¢,—2¢ -3, % X14 T) C2
2(1+26€)(2— x147)2¢ (=2 + Y14 2)

—2°22 (24 2)  F1(1 —2¢,1+¢,—2¢€,2 —2¢; —%,%XMZL‘)C?,
4(-1+2¢€) (2= x142)*“ (=2 + x147)

200 (24 ) Fi(—2¢€,¢6,—2¢,1 — 2¢; —%,%XMx) 3
4e(2—x147)2 (=24 x117) '

fla)= -

(8.41)

(Here too, F is the first Appell function.)

Once again, the first term is not well-defined for ¢ < —1/2 as x — 0, and so ¢; must
vanish. The second constant of integration ¢, is fixed by the requirement that f(0) = wy to
be,

co=—4(1+2€) wp. (8.42)

The third constant c; is fixed by the requirement that f/'(0) = wy,
C3 = —2 (’LUO+36?U0+46U}1) (843)

The solution with desired boundary behavior is then,

1) —21+6(2+3L’>6F1(—1—26,14—6,—26,—26;—%,%XMZ')U)O
€Tr) =
(2= x147)* (=24 xuz)
+26x2(2+x)€F1(1—26,1+e,—26,2—26;—%,%X14x)(w0+36w0+46w1)
2(-1-'-26) (2—X14JZ)2€(—2+X14$)

—2°0 (2+ ) Fi(—2¢€,¢,—26,1 =26 —%, 2 x1a @) (wo + 3wy + 4dew)

+ 3 .
2¢(2—x142)? (=24 x1a7)

(8.44)
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Once again, we can extract the n-th term of this function, to obtain,

i (1
Wy, = — 2nr(1—2€>F(1_€)F(1+6)F<1+26)(

n

(14 2¢€)wy Z ( (—xa4)™

n—mny—1—2¢)

n1=0

n—ni

XZ —X1)" T'(n—n1 —ny +1+4¢)(ng — 2¢)
(n —ny —ng)! ny!

XZ nl—n5+1+26)F(n5—e)
—X14)™ (1 — n5)! 05!
- (—x14)"™
— 3 4
(wo + 3ewy + ew1)2<n_n2+1_26>

ng=2

n5=0

n—ng

XZ —x14)" T'(n —ny —ng+1+¢)I'(ng — 2¢)
(n — ng — ng)! ng!

(8.45)

y Z F(ng—n7+1+4+2€)I'(ny —2—¢)
—x14)"" I'(ng —n7 + 1) L(n7 — 1)

+exiq (wo + 3ewy +4ew) Z

n3=0

(—x14)" '(n —ng —ng +¢€) ['(ng — 2¢)
(n — ng — ng)! ng!

XZ T'(n3 —ng+2¢€)T'(ng —¢) )

—x14)™ I'(ng — ng) I'(ng + 1)

n3

(—x14)
(n—nz—2e€)

n—ngs

X

n90

We can repackage the inner sums as finite hypergeometric sums to obtain a visually more-
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compact form,

['(1—2¢) (1 —¢)
(=2)"T(1—-26)T(1—¢)T(1+¢)T(1+2¢) (

Z (—x1)" T'(n—n1—1=2¢)T(n—n;+1+€)T'(n; + 1+ 2¢)
0 F'n—ny+1)I'(n—ny —2¢)T'(ny + 1)

—(1+2¢)w

n1=0
X oFy1(=2¢€,—n +ny;—e —n+ny;—x1a) o F1(—€, —ny; —2€ — ng; —x3,)

—exid (wo + 3ewy +4ew)

XZ —x1)" I(n—n1 —2€)T(n —ny +€)I'(ny + 2¢)
— I'n—ni+1)I'(n—n1+1—2¢)'(ny)

X oF1 (=26, —n+ny;;1 —e—n+n;—xi4) o Fi(—6,1 —ny; 1 —2€ —ny; —x14)
+ (wo + 3ewy + 4ewy)

o Z —X14)" " QF(n—n1+1—2 l(n—ny+1+€)T(ng —1+2¢)
I'n—n1+1)I'(n—n1+2—2¢)'(n; — 1)

n1=2
X oF (=2¢€,—n 4 ny;—€—n+ny;—xu) o Fi(—6,2—n1;2 — 2 — ny; — X1t
(8.46)
These forms meet the challenge posed in eq. , up to terms arising from simpler topolo-
gies.
It isn’t obvious how to write down an analog of eq. , an expression which is given
purely in terms of hypergeometric functions and yet is manifestly rational in y;4 and e.

Lifting the latter requirement, Yang Zhang [20] has provided a simpler form based on the
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cut computations in ref. [21],
X"T'(=3€)T'(n —¢)
Wo
2n (=€) I'(n — 3¢)
X oF1(—=2€,—2€e¢+mn;—3e+mn;—x)2F1(2¢,1+2¢ 1+ 3¢ —x)
exI'Be)T(1+2€e—n)
(=2)"T'(2¢)T'(2+3€e—n)

X 2F1(1—26,—26;1—36;—X)2F1(1+26,1+26—n;2+36—n;—x)>

B (4€an(—1 —3¢)I'(n—e¢)
I\ T 2T (ST (n - 3e)

X oF1(—2€,—2e+mn;—3e+mn;—x)2F1(1+2€,1+2¢,2+ 3¢, —x)
2T(1+3¢)T(1+2¢ —n)
(=2)"T'(2¢)T'(2+3€e—mn)

X oF1(=2€,—2¢; =3¢, —x)o2F1(1+2€614+2e—n;2+ 3¢ —mn; —X)) .
(8.47)

IX. CONCLUSIONS

Finding linear relations between Feynman integrals plays a key role in higher-loop calcu-
lations in quantum field theory. Integration by parts has become the method of choice for
finding such relations, but the conventional approach to using them leads to equations in-
volving many unwanted integrals with doubled propagators. Moreover, the standard method
for solving them requires cumbersome handling of large systems of equations. The first is-
sue can be addressed using the generating-vector approach first introduced in ref. [13]. In
this paper, I presented an approach to simplify the second issue. It eliminates the need
to handle large systems of equations by allowing one to target desired numerator terms,
and derive direct reduction equations for them. A specific numerator can be isolated by
choosing appropriate polynomial prefactors for each of the generating-vector tuples for the
integral topology under study. One can do this for specific terms, as in the examples of
eqs. . One can also do this for general powers of irreducible invariants, something
not possible in the conventional approach. I gave examples in eqs. and . As an

example of the power of the new approach, I showed how to obtain closed-form reductions to

master integrals for such arbitrary powers, in egs. (8.36)) and (8.45)). It is also possible to find

master integrals within the new approach, as seen in Sect. [V], though the strategy outlined
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there can undoubtedly be improved with more insight from algebraic geometry. The general-
ization of generic-power equations to multiple irreducible invariants, not discussed explicitly
in the present paper, is straightforward. Solving the corresponding differential equations,
as in Sect. [VIT]is less straightforward, as one-variable differential equations are replaced by
systems of partial differential equations, but should be possible using appropriately designed
series Ansdtze. Even without explicit solutions to generic powers, the approach described
in this paper will greatly simplify integral reductions to masters, and should make possible

new calculations at the high-loop frontier in a variety of quantum field theories.
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Appendix A: Third Generating Vector Pair for the Double-Box Integral

The third IBP-generating vector pair for the double-box integral is,

vy = — ky (1+x14) rH = x1ari1 12 + 2 (1 + 2 x14) 111 tia — 4 X1a tra uan)
— 2x14 kY tra (512 + 2u12) + Ky iy (THxaa) r1n — 2 (14 x14) w1 — 2 X14 U12)
+ 04 (xaa (T4x14) 11512 — 2 (14 X14) 711 t1a + 2 X14 512 H14
— 2 x14 (14+x14) s12 011 + 4 (T+x14) trawrs + 2 (14X14) 711 012
—2x14 (1+x14) S12 w12 + 4 (1 4+ 3 X14) t1a u12)
U:)lf;z =— k5 (2x14m12722 + (X14 — 1) 7”52 + Xi; 12 512 + X14 (14 X14) 722 512 — 4 X14 722 t1a
— 2x14t1ator + 2799 Ugg — 2 X14 Uty U2y)
+ kY (2 (14 x14) 12722 + (14 X14) T35 + X14T12 512 + X14T22 512
+ 4 (14x14) 11221 + 2 (14 x14) 22 t21 + X14 S12t21 + 2722 Uy
+ X14 S12 11 + 2 X1 tor wr1 + 2 (14 x14) o2 Ua2 + 2 X1a o1 w12 + 4712 Uug3
+ 2799 Ugz + 2 X14 W11 Uz + 4712 Uy + 2729 Usg + 2 X14 U1 U2s)
— K (=212 790 — 2755 + X1a (14X 14) 712 512 + X14 (14+X14) 722 512
—2X1aTo2t1a — X1a S12t1a — 2 X1atiator — 2 X1atia oz + 4 (14+X14) 712 Uns
+ 2 (2 + x14) 722 U24 + X14 S12 U24 — 2 X14 T14 Ug + 2 Y14 Up2 Ugg)
+ %glf (2 x1a (14X14) 722 S12 — X34 $To + 2 X14 S12.t21 + 4792 Ung — 2 X7y 512 Uas
+ 41y ugg — 2 X14 (1+X14) S12 Ugg — 8 U3 Uy — 8U§4)
- %E‘QL (4 x14 (14 x14) 12 512 + X34 S19 — 2X14 S12 tia + 8 (1+X14) T12 o
+ 4 (14x14) rootor — 8 X1a trator + 4 rog ury + 2 x14 (14 X14) S12 U1
+ 4 ranurs + 2 X7y S12 Uiz + 8 (14 X14) T12 oz + 4 (X1a— 1) ra0 uss + 1613,
+ 4 x1a (14+X14) S12 U3 — 16 X14 t14 Un3 + 16 (14X 14) 712 Uz + 8 X14 722 Uy

+ 4 x14 (24 x14) S12 U4 — 16 X14 t14 U2g + 8 X14 U12 U + 16 Ua3 Usyg) .
(A1)
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The corresponding prefactor for the first term of eq. (4.11]) is,

Denom 04 YA _
enom
1
X_(X14 (1 -+ X14) (1 — 26) 711 S12 + 2X14 (1 —+ X14) (1 + 26) 712 S12
14

+ X1 (1+ X14) a2 512 + X4 €575 — 2 (14 x1a) (1 — 2€) 111 1y
—6x1aes12tiy — 2 (1 + x1a) riator — 4 (1 + x14) (1 —2€) rinton
—2(1+ x14) (1 —2€) rontor — 8 xua€tiator +4deraun

+ 6 x14 (L4 x14) € 51211 +4 (14 x14) (1 = 2€) trguny

+2(1+ x14) (1 —2€) r13 ur2 + 4 €ragugg + 2 x14 (2 + 3 X14) € S12 U2 (A2)
+4(1+3x14) (1 =2€) tigurz — 2 (1 4 x14) 711 U23

—4 (14 x14) (1 —2€) rigugz + 2 (1 — x14) (1 — 2€) rog ugs

+4X1a (1 + X14) €S12U23 — 16 X14 €14 w23 — 4 (1 + X14) 711 Una

=81+ x14) (1 —2€) riguas — 4 x1a (1 —2€) rop ugy

+ 4 X14 (2 + X14) €512 Upg — 16 X14 € L14 Ung + 8 X14 € Us2 Uy
—8(1—2€) ugzuzg — 8(1 —2¢€)u3y).

37



Appendix B: Fifth Generating Vector Pair for the Slashed-Box Integral

The fifth IBP-generating vector pair for the slashed-box integral is given by,
0y

2(1 + 2 X14)

+ 2 X34 810 — 8712 tia + 4(1 4 X14) T2 t12 — 2(1 + 2 x14) S12 t12 — d Uy Tos

Ju 1

U5;1 =5 k’ff 11 S12 + (2 f12 S12 — 2 (1 + X14) T929 S12 + S?Q + 3X14 3%2

— 4 (1 + x14) S12t14 + 8tiatiy — 4T12ten + 2 (1 — X14) S12t22 — 812t
— 413, — AT19toy — 214 S12tos — 4(1 + X14) tiatog — Ao tog — dtop upy

— dtoguy — 4712 Uog + 2 512Uz — 4 (2 + X14) tia Uz — 8 tog liog — 4 tag Uog
kY

(1 -+ 2X14)

+ 2ty tos + 2710 tag + X14 S12tog + 2 (1 + X14) 12 tog + 2t90 tog — 2710 gy

- 47133) + (—2 Py — X14 712 S12 + 2712 t1a + X14 S12 tia — 2 P12 Lo

+ 2ty uny + 2t ury — 2712 Ugs 4 2 tig Uog + 2104 Tig3)
ky

- 21 + 2 1) (_47’11 T12 + 2 (1 + x14) r11 722 — (1 + 2 X14) 711 S12 + 4711 tig

—2711t99 — 2X14 11 tog + 4T 02U — 4tiaury + 4 X1aTog Uiy
Egun

— (27 2t 2t 2 21
(1+2X14)< Fr2 4 X1a S12 + 212 + 2ty + 2upy + 2ia3)

— 2(1 + X14) 711 1223) —+
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[ z.

2(]_ + 2 X14)

o y
2 (—2 (1 —+ X14) T19 S12 + 2 (1 + X14>2 799 S12 + (1 + X14)2 8%2

—2(1+ x14) S12t12 — 4 (1 + X14) "oty — 8tiatoy — Stigtoy — 4ty — 8T1atoy
+2(1 —x3,) s12tos — Stiatas + 4 (=2 + X14) tan tos — 2 (1 + X14) S12 U1y
— 8taguyy — Stagusy — 8F1a oy + 2 (1 + x14 — X14) S12 Uiz — Stya oy

y . y . kY y
— 4 (3 — x14) t2o Ugz — 8oq Uz — Uy Uz — 8“33) — m@ 712 722
— X14T12 S12 — (1 4 X14) 22 S12 + 2T92 tyo + Y14 S12t14 — 2712 tog + 2799 T

+2t14tos + 2710 tag + X4 (2 + X14) S12toa + 2t12t0s — 2 (—1 4 X14) tao oy

ky
———————— (4719190 — 4799t
2(1+2X14)( 12 722 22 U14 (B2)

—2(14 x14) T2 — 2 (1 4 x14) F12 512 — (1 + 2 x14) 722 512 + 2 (1 4 X14) 512 14

+ 279p U1 + 2taa Uny + 270 Uog + 214 Ung) —

— 4o tgy + 2790ty + Atigtay — 2(2 4 x14) Tootog + 2 (14 X14)? S12t0s

+ 47 10tos — Atiatos + 4 (1 — x14) oo tog — 4719 Uog + 2 (1 + X14) T22 Uos

o
k:4

2(1 —|— 2X14)
— 4 (1 + x14) T22toe — A tiator — 8tistes — 4T10tos — 2 x14 (1 + X14) S12T24

+ 4t14 ﬂgg + 4t24 1223) —+ ((3 + 6X14 + 2)&4) T92 S12 + 47’12 t22

— 4 tyotos — 4 (1 — x14) oo tog — Ao Uy — dtaguyy — 4710 Ugz — 4oy Tos

—2x1a (1+ x14) S12 Uos — 4 t12 oy — 4 (1 — X14) o2 Tz — duyy Uog — 4 135)
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