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Abstract:

Tensor reduction is important for multi-loop amplitude calculation.

And the projection method is

one of the most popular approaches for tensor reduction. However, projection method could be problematic for

amplitude with massive fermions due to the inconsistency between helicity and chirality. We propose an approach to

extend the projection method to reduce the loop amplitude containing fermion chain with two massive spinors. The

extension is achieved by decomposing one of the massive spinors into two specific massless spinors, ”null spinor” and

"reference spinor”. Then the extended projection method can be safely implemented for all the processes including

the production of massive fermions. Finally we present the tensor reduction for the virtual Z boson decaying to

top-quark pair to demonstrate our approach.
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1 Introduction

After the discovery of the Higgs boson, the continuous
improvement of experiment accuracy at the CERN Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) demands the precise theoretical
predictions to high order corrections. However, the high
order corrections could still be seriously challenging due
to the complicacy of multi-loop Feynman diagrams. One
of the challenging tasks is to reduce the loop amplitude
into linear combination of master integrals.

For the one-loop amplitude, a variety of reduction
methods has been developed in the past decades [1-10].
The amplitude can be efficiently expressed as linear com-
binations of one-loop master integrals. After decades of
effort, the one-loop reduction can be carried out with
various automated programs [11-18].

At the multi-loop level, the achievement of reduction
procedure is much harder than the one-loop case. To
improve the efficiency, the reduction for multi-loop am-
plitude can be conventionally separated into two steps,
i.e. the tensor reduction and the scalar integrals reduc-
tion using integration by part (IBP) identities. For the
IBP reduction, many algorithms and codes have been
developed after decades of effort [19-3&]. On the other
hand, tensor reduction is also important. During past
decades, many algorithms for tensor reduction have been
proposed [39-46]. For some complicated processes, such
as full next-to-next-to-leading order QCD correction to
single-top production |47], the increasing number of form
factors makes the coefficients hard to obtain. And for
two-loop five-gluon or six-gluon amplitude, the corre-

projection method, helicity, massive spinor

sponding system of equations for the coefficients can be
very complicated to be solved |48, 149]. Moreover, some
complicated processes, e.g. ete™ — Z* — tt, can con-
front serious problem during tensor reduction. This in-
dicates that the further investigation on tensor reduction
is still needed.

The projection method [39, [40] is one of the most
popular approaches for tensor reduction. During past
decades, many important researches have been done by
using projection method, such as high order QCD correc-
tions to the Higgs production [50-53] and vector boson
production [54, 55]. However, for some processes con-
taining fermion chain with two massive spinors, the pro-
jection method could be sabotaged by the inconsistency
between helicity and chirality, which will be explicitly
shown in next section.

In this paper, based on the massive spinor decom-
position [56-58], we propose to extend the projection
method to reduce the loop amplitude for any process
including production of massive fermions. The massive
spinor can be decomposed by defining "null spinor” and
"reference spinor”, which have completely different for-
mulas of equation of motion and polarization summation
compared to the regular spinor. Then for the processes
containing massive spinors the projection method can be
safely used.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2
we briefly review the standard projection method and
demonstrate the problem due to the lack of massless
spinor. In section 3 based on the massive spinor de-
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composition we introduce ”"null spinor” and "reference
spinor”, which can be used to extend the projection
method for all processes. In section 4 and 5, we take one-
loop and two-loop diagrams for virtual Z boson decaying
to top-quark pair to demonstrate the effectiveness of our
approach, respectively. The conclusion is presented in
the last section.

2 Standard Projection method

In projection method, the loop amplitude can be ex-
pressed as the linear combination of several monomials.
In each monomial the Lorentz structure is composed of
the spinors and polarization vectors associated with the
contracted momenta, while the remnant factors includ-
ing coupling constants and scalar products of momenta
will not affect the tensor reduction. Then by trimming
off the chirality for spinors from the Lorentz structure
we can obtain the primitive amplitude. Therefore, the
loop amplitude can be decomposed as

A=) "CpxM,x, (1)

p,X

where X is chirality index and p indicates the different
primitive amplitudes. M,, x is the Lorentz structure for
certain chirality X, and C, x is the relevant coefficient.
For convenience we can define a map for each prim-
itive amplitude from helicity state H to chirality state

X
prH'—>X, s.t. ]P)HMP,X#O, (2)

where Pp is the helicity projection operator.
stance, the explicit map for the primitive amplitude

u(ky)go(ks), (3)

where k? = k2 =0, can written as

For in-

fo(+=)=LR, f,(=+)=RL. (4)

Furthermore, for the primitive amplitude with one mas-
sive spinor, for example

u(ky)go(ks), (5)

where kI # 0 and k3 =0, the map still can be constructed
as

fp(__) = fp(+_) =LR, fp(++) = fp(_+) =RL. (6)

Obviously, the map can be established based on at least
one massless spinor, which has equivalence relation be-
tween helicity and chirality and further can be used to
fix the chirality for the relevant fermion chain by using
anti-commute 5 scheme. However, the map does not
exist for the primitive amplitude containing two massive

spinors in the same fermion chain, which is just the case
that projection method fails.
Therefore we can obtain

Myx=Y PuMyx= > dxpunMpn, (7)
H

H=f, "(X)

where H indicates certain helicity state for the spinors.
[, 1 (X) is not the inverse of f,, but only represents the set
of helicity states that can be mapped to certain chirality
state X.

Consequently the amplitude A can be expressed as
linear combinations of helicity primitive amplitudes,

A:ZCp,X:f(H)(PHMp)' (8)

p,H

Now one needs only the tensor reduction on the primi-
tive amplitude M,,, and the loop amplitude A can be re-
constructed by implementing the helicity projection Py
and summing up all primitive amplitude choices p and
helicity states H. Meanwhile the above derivation also
presents the formula for helicity amplitude

An =" Cp ey (PuMy). (9)
P

In order to make tensor reduction on the primitive am-
plitude M,,, one needs to find a complete set of linear
independent form factors {F;}. Then M, can be pro-
jected to form factors

M,=>"d;,F.. (10)

To obtain the explicit expression of coefficient d; ,, both
sides of Eq.(I0) can be multiplied by the conjugate form
factor FjT. Then the form factor matrix can be defined
as

M,;=FF]. (11)

The coefficient d; , can be obtained from the inversion of
matrix M

dip=> (M) M,F}. (12)
J
Finally the amplitude A can be expressed by the linear
combinations of Py F,

A=Y "cin(PuF), (13)
i H

where

Cin = Zdi,pcp,Xzf(H)- (14)
P

Here Py F; is independent of loop momenta, and it can
be further expressed in spinor representation. And its
coefficient ¢; i contains the scalar integrals, which can
be further reduced by IBP method.



3 Projection method for massive

fermion chain

In the above section it can be seen that the prob-
lem in projection method is due to the lack of massless
spinor. One of the convenient approaches is to decom-
pose the massive momentum % by introducing reference
momentum k,. [56-58],

2

E=k
°+2k0 k,

k., (15)

where kf =k? =0 and k> =mj. And the massive spinor
can be decomposed as

u*(k,mk)=|/€o>+[l:j—g]|kr]a
u™ (k,my) = ko] + <k@,€>|kr>
v (kymy) = ko] — <ko >|k>
v~ (kymi) = |ko) — [ko ]Ik] (16)

Here we found in fact that on the right-hand side of each
above equation the two terms can be defined as two spe-
cial spinors so that

u(k,my,) =uo(ko) +ur(k,),
v(k,my) =vo(ko) +v,.(k,.). (17)
Explicitly
ut (ko) = ko), ut(k,)= [kolf;] k],
ug (ko) = ko], u, (k)= (kol::i> |..) s
v (ko) = ko], v:(kr)z_<k0];> k),
vy (ko) = ko) » v:(kr-)z—[ko,fr] |k, ] (18)

Now we define u, and v, as "reference spinors”, although
they are not orthogonal to the "null spinors” u, and vy.
The polarization summation formula can be written as

uj(kr)ﬂ:r(kr')'i'ur (k. )u, (kr) = ko -k ]?/m
0 () (k)47 )05 () = 5

vy (ko)ot (k) +vg (Ko)o, (k) = ——%k
0) = —m—k%/i/o- (19)

Besides, a set of non-trivial Dirac equations for null
spinors and reference spinors can be found as

=M Uy (k'r)a

kr') =My Uo(ko),

v (k)vg (ko) v, (k) (K

= —my, vo (ko). (20)

Then since one of the fermion spinors becomes mass-
less, the map from helicity state to chirality state for
primitive amplitude can be constructed. Finally the pro-
jection method can be directly implemented on the de-
composed primitive amplitudes.

4 One-loop Example

In this section, we take a one-loop amplitude reduc-
tion to demonstrate our method. We consider one-loop
diagram for Z*(k;) — t(k2)t(ks) shown in Figure 1. Here
we define Q% = k? and m, as the mass of top-quark. The
diagram is plotted by using Jaxodraw |59] based on Ax-
odraw [60].

Z*

t

Fig. 1. One-loop triangle diagram for virtual Z bo-
son decaying to top-quark pair.

Its relevant amplitude can be written as
./4 /dD qukluk%k?))
D\D,D;

where ¢ is loop momentum. N(q,k;,k», ks) is the numer-
ator of amplitude. And the denominators are

(21)

Dl :qZ_mf7
D, = (q_kl)Q_mfu
Dy = (q—ka)Q- (22)

Without loss of generality, here we only consider the right
handed current of Z*. Then the numerator can be chosen
as

Nr(q,ky,kz, k) == g2 u(kz,me)y* (Hy — g +me)

X ¢ Pr(g+m. )y v(ks,my). (23)



Following the approach described in section 2, we choose
to decompose v(ks,m;),

v(ks,my) = vo(kso) +vr(ks,),
m2
ks=k —t kg, 24

3 30+ 2k30'k3r 3 ( )
Since the reference momentum k3, has been added, we
define two scalar products,

s1= ks, - kso,

So = kg.,« . kl . (25)
Based on the monomials in the original amplitude, we
obtain 12 primitive amplitudes,

M, /dD U k27mt ¢Uo(k30)

D, D,Ds
M, = / qr u(kz,l;@gf;?)(k&),
My [arg B )
M4_/quﬂ(k2,;n:2)igg;(k3r),
M5:/qu(k3.g)al()/f%:gzvo(kgo)7
M6:/qu(kg'a)ﬂéﬁ%Zgivr(k%)v
Mo= [ angt e it lle)
Mo= [ ang Ut mav )
/\/lg:/dD (q'a)ﬂgflzbzig:o(kgo)’
Mlo_/dD (q-s)ﬁgﬁf,prj{)):r(kg,.)7
Mll_/qu(q &) (;2’7;7321%(/630)7
My = / qu(q-E)u(giggfvr(kw)' o

According to the Lorentz structures, it can be found that
one needs four linear independent form factors,

(kg,mt);fvo(kso)a
ﬁ(kzathUr (ksr)
ks -e)t(ka,my)vo(kao),
ks -&)a(ka,my v, (ks,.). (27)

Then primitive amplitudes can be projected to form fac-
tors

)

Mp:dl,pFl +d2’pF2+d3’pF3+d4pr4. (28)

Since the spinors vy (ksp) and v, (ks,.) are not completely
independent, some relations can be obtained to cancel
reference momenta in final result. For example we note
that the only difference between M3 and M, is the last
spinor,

Mz = ﬂ(k27mt>¢gvﬂ(k30)v
My =1u(kz,m) g qu, (k). (29)
By observing the symmetry between vy (k) and v, (ks,.)

1?/300(1%0) = =My, (k3'r);

]?/3Ur-(/€3r) = —M4Yo (k:so), (30)
we can find the relations
d3,1 = d4,27 d3,2 = d4,17

d3,3 = d4,47 d3,4 = d4,3- (31)

By using these relations we can obtain

2 2. o 2
kSr'q_m{(kQ'Q)(Q $1—2mygss)
+ (ks ) (Q* (52— 51) —2m{s2) }. (32)

After the projection on primitive amplitudes, in each
form factor we also need to decompose k, as

U(kmmt) = Uo(kzo) +u'r(k2r')7

m2

ky=Fk —Lt k. 33
0 Sy (33)
Then the explicit expressions for Py F; can be written in
spinor representation as

P,+F1:<k20|¢|k30]5
IED+Jr‘Fl - <k2r|k20> <k27'|¢|k30]7
my
P, . F,= k k
++14'2 = </€30|k37>[ 20|¢| 3r>
m
P F=— . korl#|ks,)
e [Far [0 <k30|k3r>[ orlf o)
P Fs=(ks-¢) [kaol|kso]
nn
P_ F3= (ks -e)=—— ko, |k
++43 ( )[k27|]€20][ 2 | 30]
P Fy=— (ks &) (ko ks
(ksolks,) ’
2
m
P F,=—(k;s-¢ L k r k T/
+++4 ( 3 )<I€27|k20><k30|k3r>< 2 | 3 >
Py Fy = [kaol¢|Fso) ,
P__F, = ko |¢|k
e [kgr|k20][ orlf ko)
P__F,=— [k30|kgr (aold|ksr]
2
m
P, _F ; kar | |ksr] s
o T Tl Ve 71K



2

P__Fy = (ks-¢) (kao|kso) , P Fy=—(kse) Tk [ks]. (34)
P. F.— (k ) my <k |k > [k27-|]€20] [k30|k37']
T e R
Py Fy=—(ks-e )[k30|k37] [zolksr] | The coefficients c; y are
Cl,—4 =C1 44 =Co—_ =Co 4
—9s 1
o / 0555 {8miQ* = 2miQ + (3(D — 4)m{ — 4miQ®) (k- ) + (8(D —4)m{ — 4(D — 5)m
Co 44 =Co 4 =Ci 4 =C ——
—9s 1
gt [ Vg (D= )miQ (@ —dmd) + (5D~ 4)mi 4D D@+ 4Q") (-0

+(8(D—4)m}+4(7—2D)m;
+8m}(ky-q)* +8m;(ks-q)* —

Q*+2(D
(D-4)Q*(Q?

C3 44 =C3 4 =Cq 4 =Cq

-G __5;2@2 /chqDﬂ;D3 {2(D—4)m, (Q*—4m
—6)Q?%) (ks-q) +

—dm, (4m? —Q*) (2(D—4)m? — (D
+(16(D —3)m{ —8(D —2)m,Q*) (k2-q)* —

—4)Q") (ks-q)+
—4m3) ¢*},

(8 Dm,Q?
16(D —1)m; (ks - q)*

(16m7 —8Q?) (k2-q)(ks-q)

2Q)’ + (—32(D — 4)m> +8 Dm3Q* — 8m,Q*) (ks - q)

—32m32) (ky-q)(ks-q)
—4m, Q% (Q* —4m?) ¢},

C4,—+ =Cay4+4+ =C3,—— =C3,4—
_ —9s 1 3 2 2 N _ 2 4
— G | Vappp; (8D A Q) (h-0) D~ m (5 ~6miQ* + Q') (ks-0)
+(8Dm,Q* —32m?) (ka-q)(ks-q) —16(D —1)m? (ko - q)* + (16(D — 3)m? — 8(D — 2)m,Q?) (ks - q)*

—4m,Q* (Q* —4m7) ¢*}.

The above result has been cross checked by Tarasov’s
method [41] using FaRe [61] and LiteRed [29].

5 Two-loop Example

|

Fig. 2. Two-loop triangle diagram for virtual Z bo-
son decaying to top-quark pair.

In this section we take one two-loop diagram to
demonstrate that our method can be used in the higher

(35)

order correction. One typical two-loop diagram for
Z* (k1) — t(ko)t(ks3) is shown in Figure 2. Its relevant
amplitude can be written as

(q15q25k17k27k3)

36
DD, DsD, DD’ (36)

A= / dP¢:dP g,

where ¢, and ¢, are the loop momenta. The
N(q1,q2,k1,ka,k3) is the numerator of the two-loop am-
plitude. The loop denominators are

Dy=(q2—ks my,
D;= fh)za
D= (q: — Q2—k2) (37)

And in complete integral family for the above two-loop

Qz)(k3'Q)}7



amplitude, one additional denominator is needed
D7 =(q:1— k2)2- (38)

Without loss of generality, here we only consider the right
handed current of Z*. Then the numerator can be chosen
as

Nr(q1,q2,k1, k2, ks) = g;lﬁ(kg)v
X ¢ Pr(Ky — gh +me)y’

“(gh+ Ko +mi)y (gh +my)
(K5 —gp+mi )y v(ks).  (39)

We choose to decompose v(ks,m,) and define two addi-
tional scalar products,

81 = ks, - k3o,
So = kg.,« . kl- (40)

Then we can obtain four linear independent form factors

(kzamt)¢vo(k30)7
u(kz,m¢ )¢, (ks ),

(k3 - €)ulka, mi)vo(Kso),
(ks-e)u(ke,my)v,(ks,). (41)

Similarly to the one-loop case in last section, we can find
relations,

2 2. o, 2
km-'%-m‘[@?%)(@ §1—2m;s2)
+ (k3 q1)(Q* (52— 51) —2m{ss)}, (42)
For s = g (2 02) (@1 — 2,
3r q2_Q4—4me2 242 1 +52
+ (k3 - ¢2)(Q* (52— 51) —2m{'sy) }. (43)

After the projection on primitive amplitudes, one also
need to decompose k., in each form factor. Then the
explicit expressions for Py F; can be written in spinor

2gsm}
(D—-2)Q*(Q>—

Cl,—+=C 44+ =C - =Co - =

+4(D?—12D?+44D —52)m; x;
—20%(2D* — 19D +38) (Q?
+(D—4)(D*—6D+10)(Q?
+2(D—4)(2(D—4)?
+(4(D? —12D?+44D — 52)m? —
+16(D—2) (Q* —

—4(D-3)(D—

2(D—4)%(D—

+(4(D-4)(D-2)Q*—8

—4m?)x;+2(D—4)(D

m; —(D?*—10D +26) Q?) z,26 +2(D
2)Q?) a2 +4(D* -
m?) w129 —8(D —2)x120925 +8(D —5)(D —2)xsws +2(D —4)(D —2) (2(D —4)m? — Q*) w325
+2(D—2)(2(D —4)(D —2)m? + (—4D*+ 25D — 42) Q*m?2 + (D* —
(2D* 19D +38)m}) w173

representation as

P,+F1:<k20|¢|k30]5
my
IED F TR T Y kr- k 9
++41 <k2r|k20>< 2 |¢| 30]
my
P, F= k ks,
++L2= </€30|k37>[ 20|¢| 3 >
m
P F=— . korl#|ks,)
e [Far k0] <k30|k3r>[ orlFar)
Py Fs=(ks-¢) [kaol|kso]
nn
P_ F5= (ks -e)———— ko, |k
++3 ( )[k27|]€20][ 2 | 30]
P Fy=—(ks-e) 77— <k30|kgr> (kzolksr)
P, Fy=—(ks-¢) m; (kv ks )
i 5 g ko) (Rolesry ol
P+7F1=[k20|¢|k30>
P__F = ko |2 |k
' g )
]P’,,F2:—[k30|kgr] (aold|ksr]
m2
P ,F = - £ k s k ]
=P = T el (erl#lber]
P__Fs=(ks-€) (kaolkso) »
my
P, _Fy=(ks- kor |k
+ 3 ( 3 )<I€27«|k20>< 2 | 30>
P+,F4=—(k3-€)m[k20|k3r]a
m2
]P)77F4:—(k;3-5) t [k27‘|k37‘]' (44)

[kar [K20] [Kao | Kr ]

For simplicity to show the coefficients ¢; ;r, we use x; to
denote seven linear independent scalar products

T1=q1-ky, T2=q1-ks,
T3=qz-ka, x4=qy-ks,
Ts=q;, Te=05, Tr=q . (45)

1
m?) / Vo 55,550,
x { =16(D —2)mjz; +8(D —2)x,a7 — 16(D —2ymixs—4(D?
2)Q*(Q*—4m?)z, —4(D
~2)(@?
—4m?) Q*ws +4(D —4) (D —4)>m? — (D —5)Q*) z,76

—16D*+80D —124)x, 22
—2)Q*(Q* —4mj) x,
—4m?)Q%zs

4m?) Q* (D —2)m; - Q%)
14D*+64D —92) zo 23

-2)(@* -

7D +14)Q*) x5



(8(D*—12D*+51D —70)m? —4(D* —11D*+43D — 58) Q*) wy73
+2(D—4)(D—-2)(2(D—4)m; — (D —5)Q*) z425
+2(D—2)(2(D—4)(D—2)m} —(D?>—9D +14)Q*m} — 2Q") x4
(4(D*—10D*+25D —10)Q* —8(D —3) (D?* - 5D —2)m?) wy24
(8(D—5)(D—2)Q*—8(2D>—19D +38)m?) xo24 — 8(D —5)(D — 2) 212524
(8(D?*—12D?*+44D —52)m? —2(D* —14D*+ 56D — 72) Q%) w3x4 — 4 (D* — 14D+ 64D — 92) 2, 237,
+4(D* —16D*+80D — 124) xyx314 +4(D —2) (2(D — 4)m? — Q) z127 +4(D —2) (2(D —4)m? — (D —5)Q?) x227
-8

(D=3)((D—4)*m; — (D —=5)Q*) x50, —4(D —3) (2(D — 4)°m; — (D> — 10D +26) Q) x4z } (46)
CQ++:C27+201+720177: gs /qulquQ;
’ ' ’ ’ (D —-2)Q*(Q*—4m3) DDy DsDyDsDg

x {8(D—4)*(D—3)m{x;+4(D—2)(2(D—4)(D—2)m; + (14—3D)Q*) m}x, — 16(D — 2) (2m] — Q) m}x3
—8(D—2)*mixixs —8(D—2)*mlxizs —8(D —2)°miziws —8(D —2)°miziws — (D —4)°Q*m; (4m] — Q%) zs
F16(D —2) (Q — 2m?) mPa? —2(D — 2)QPm? (4m? — Q%) (2D —2)m? — (D —)Q?)
+4(D—4)*(2(D—3)m; — (D —2)Q*) m’x;
+4(D—2) (2D~ 4)(D—2)mi — (D —3)(D—2)Q*m? + (D — Q") m?s
+4(D—4)*m? (4(D—=3)m; — (D —4)Q%) w3z, + 16(D — 2)°m;x 2577 + 16(D — 2)°m’ x02477
—16(D —2) (3m? — Q*) w3x2+4(D —2)*(Q* —4m?) Q*x2 —2(D — 4)(D —2)Q* (8m] — 6Q*m; + Q") x5
—8(D—2)*(2m? — Q*) w3425+ (D —6)(D—2)*(Q* —4m?) Q* x5 76
+2(D —4) (A(D — 4)?m* +2(D? — 6D +14) Q*m?2 — (D> — 8D +20) Q*) 2 7
+8(D—4)((D—4)’m}+ (3D —11)Q’m} — (D —4)Q") xazs —8(D —2)* (2m} — Q) x1 2976
+(4(D® —14D% + 68D —104)Q — 8 (D* — 16D + 80D — 124)m?) z,22
+4(D-2)Q” (4m; —Q*) (2(D =3)m; — (D - 4)Q”) x,
+(8(D?—14D*+64D —92)m; —4(D —4) (D* — 12D +28) Q*) wox3 + 8(D — 2)Q* (4m} — 5Q°m; + Q") x»
—16(D —2) (Q*—2m?)’ 120 — 16(D —2) (D —1)m? — Q%) z1 2225
+4(D—4)(D=2) 2(D—4)m; — (D= 1)Q*m; + Q") w55
+(~16(3D*— 21D +38)m? +16(3D — 8)(D — 4)Q*m? — 8(D — 4)(D — 2)Q") 2,

+(16(D? —13D? + 53D — 70)m* +8 (502 — 35D + 66) Q*m? — 8 (D? — 7D+ 14) Q*) 225
—16(D—2)(Q*— (D —1)m})ziws+4(D—4)(D—2) (2(D —4)m} +3Q°m? — Q") x4x5

8(2(D? —7TD?*+11D+6)m? + (—2D?+23D — 54) Q*m? + (10— 3D) Q") 2,24
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To check the above results for coefficient c; , we
use the Tarasov’s method [41] and IBP reduction to
reduce the amplitude numerically. Then we can ap-
ply the numerical IBP reduction to the coeflicients c; g
and compare these two results. During the numeri-
cal check, we choose all combinations of (Q% m?) €
{(204,31),(342,76),(604,131)} and D € {13,17,21}. Af-
ter the IBP reduction by LiteRed [29], all numerical ex-
pressions of the coefficients ¢; ;; are consistent with the

Cl,—4+ =C1,44 =Co—_=Co 4y =
g:
547285587552000° T TTTon

777777

aaaaaa

777777

numerical reduction results by Tarasov’s method using
FaRe [61] and LiteRed. For reader’s convenience, we
show one set of explicit numerical expressions of the co-
efficients ¢; g in Q* =204, m? =31 and D =13. Here we
define

dDQldDQ2

Ial,a2,a3,a4,a5,a6,a7 E/DTID;2D§'3DZ4D§5D§6D;7 :

(50)

Then the numerical coefficients are
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, based on the massive spinor decom-
position, we proposed an extended projection method
to reduce the loop amplitude containing fermion chain
with two massive spinors. By decomposing the massive
spinor to null spinor and reference spinor, this approach
can overcome the difficulty of inconsistency between he-
licity and chirality. To demonstrate the effectiveness of
the extended projection method in high order correc-
tion, we present the tensor reduction on both one-loop

References

1 G. Passarino and M. J. G. Veltman, Nucl. Phys., B160: 151—
207 (1979)

2 R. Britto, F. Cachazo, and B. Feng, Nucl. Phys., B725: 275—
305 (2005)

3 F. del Aguila and R. Pittau, JHEP, 07: 017 (2004)

4 Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, and D. A. Kosower, Phys. Rev., D73:
065013 (2006)

5 A. Denner and S. Dittmaier, Nucl. Phys., B734: 62-115 (2006)

6 G. Ossola, C. G. Papadopoulos, and R. Pittau, Nucl. Phys.,
B763: 147-169 (2007)

7 D. Forde, Phys. Rev., D75: 125019 (2007)

8 W. T. Giele, Z. Kunszt, and K. Melnikov, JHEP, 04: 049
(2008)

9 A. van Hameren, JHEP, 07: 088 (2009)

10 F. Cascioli, P. Maierhofer, and S. Pozzorini, Phys. Rev. Lett.,
108: 111601 (2012)

11 G. Ossola, C. G. Papadopoulos, and R. Pittau, JHEP, 03: 042
(2008)

12 C. F. Berger, Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon et al., Phys. Rev., D78:
036003 (2008)

13 A. van Hameren, C. G. Papadopoulos, and R. Pittau, JHEP,
09: 106 (2009)

14 V. Hirschi, R. Frederix, S. Frixione et al., JHEP, 05: 044 (2011)

77777

10

777777

777777777777

vvvvvvvvvvvv
vvvvvvv

;;;;;

777777

777777

777777777777

vvvvvvvvvvvv

vvvvvvvvvvvv

(54)

777777

and two-loop amplitudes for virtual Z boson decaying to
top-quark pair. In the future, this approach can be im-
plemented in more complicated processes including the
production of multiple massive fermions.

7 Acknowledgments

The authors want to thank Bo Feng, Thomas
Gehrmann, Gang Yang, Li Lin Yang and Hua Xing Zhu
for helpful discussions.

P. Mastrolia, G. Ossola, T. Reiter et al., JHEP, 08: 080 (2010)
S. Badger, B. Biedermann, P. Uwer et al., Comput. Phys. Com-
mun., 184: 1981-1998 (2013)

G. Cullen et al., Eur. Phys. J., C74(8): 3001 (2014)

T. Peraro, Comput. Phys. Commun., 185: 2771-2797 (2014)
S. Laporta, Int. J. Mod. Phys., A15: 5087-5159 (2000)

C. Anastasiou and A. Lazopoulos, JHEP, 07: 046 (2004)

A. V. Smirnov, JHEP, 10: 107 (2008)

A. V. Smirnov, Comput. Phys. Commun., 189: 182-191 (2015)
A. V. Smirnov and F. S. Chuharev (2019)

P. Maierhfer, J. Usovitsch, and P. Uwer, Comput. Phys. Com-
mun., 230: 99-112 (2018)

P. Maierhfer and J. Usovitsch (2018)

C. Studerus, Comput. Phys. Commun., 181: 1293-1300 (2010)
A. von Manteuffel and C. Studerus (2012)

R. N. Lee (2012)

R. N. Lee, J. Phys. Conf. Ser., 523: 012059 (2014)

A. Georgoudis, K. J. Larsen, and Y. Zhang, PoS, RAD-
COR2017: 020 (2017)

D. Bendle, J. Boehm, W. Decker et al. (2019)

A. V. Smirnov, JHEP, 04: 026 (2006)

R. N. Lee, JHEP, 07: 031 (2008)

R. M. Schabinger, JHEP, 01: 077 (2012)

K. J. Larsen and Y. Zhang, Phys. Rev., D93(4): 041701 (2016)



36

37

38
39

40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47

48
49
50

J. Bhm, A. Georgoudis, K. J. Larsen et al., Phys. Rev., D98(2):
025023 (2018)

A. von Manteuffel and R. M. Schabinger, Phys. Lett., B744:
101-104 (2015)

D. A. Kosower, Phys. Rev., D98(2): 025008 (2018)

T. Binoth, E. W. N. Glover, P. Marquard et al., JHEP, 05: 060
(2002)

E. W. N. Glover, JHEP, 04: 021 (2004)

O. V. Tarasov, Phys. Rev., D54: 6479-6490 (1996)

P. Mastrolia and G. Ossola, JHEP, 11: 014 (2011)

S. Badger, H. Frellesvig, and Y. Zhang, JHEP, 04: 055 (2012)
Y. Zhang, JHEP, 09: 042 (2012)

X. Liu and Y.-Q. Ma, Phys. Rev., D99(7): 071501 (2019)

Y. Wang, Z. Li, and N. Ul Basat (2019)

M. Assadsolimani, P. Kant, B. Tausk et al., Phys. Rev.,
D90(11): 114024 (2014)

T. Peraro and L. Tancredi, JHEP, 07: 114 (2019)

L. Chen (2019)

T. Gehrmann, M. Jaquier, E. W. N. Glover et al., JHEP, 02:

11

51

52

53

54
55

56
57
58
60

61

056 (2012)
S. Borowka, N. Greiner, G. Heinrich et al., Phys. Rev.
Lett., 117(1): 012001 (2016), [Erratum: Phys. Rev.

Lett.117,n0.7,079901(2016)]

K. Melnikov, L. Tancredi, and C. Wever, Phys. Rev., D95(5):
054012 (2017)

S. P. Jones, M. Kerner, and G. Luisoni, Phys. Rev. Lett.,
120(16): 162001 (2018)

T. Gehrmann and L. Tancredi, JHEP, 02: 004 (2012)

T. Gehrmann, A. von Manteuffel, and L. Tancredi, JHEP, 09:
128 (2015)

D. A. Kosower, Phys. Rev., D71: 045007 (2005)

C. Schwinn and S. Weinzierl, JHEP, 05: 006 (2005)

B. Feng and M. Luo, Front. Phys.(Beijing), 7: 533-575 (2012)
D. Binosi and L. Theussl, Comput. Phys. Commun., 161: 76—
86 (2004)

J. A. M. Vermaseren, Comput. Phys. Commun., 83: 45-58
(1994)

M. Re Fiorentin, Int. J. Mod. Phys., C27(3): 1650027 (2015)



	1 Introduction
	2 Standard Projection method
	3 Projection method for massive fermion chain
	4 One-loop Example
	5 Two-loop Example 
	6 Conclusion
	7 Acknowledgments

