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1 Introduction

The calculation of scattering amplitude at higher loop level is always like a chronic disease
to block the evolution of High Energy Physics. Theoretical physicists have made many
prescriptions to cure this problem started in the 1970s. The most significant receipt is to
reduce a loop amplitude into a linear combination of some scalar master integrals (MIs)
under dimensional regularization [2-18|
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where i, is the set of propagators appearing in the master integrals. The coefficient O
(s =1,--+,dp+1) is simply a rational function of some Lorentz invariant such like the scalar
product of external momenta while the terms I’s are the s-gon scalar integral. With the
general expansion (1.1), the computation of general one-loop amplitudes has been switched
to determining those coefficients of C%. Many tools have been invented to shovel the
brambles, such as integration-by-parts (IBP) [19, 20|, PV reduction [4], OPP reduction [17,
21-23|, Unitarity cut [15, 18, 24-30] etc.

All these methods can be divided into two categories, i.e., the reduction at the integrand
level or the integral level. For reduction at the integrand level, [17] shows how to extract



the coefficients of the 4-, 3-, 2- and 1-point one-loop scalar integrals from the full one-loop
integrand of arbitrary scattering processes in an algebraical way. For the reduction at the
integral level, an efficient way is the unitarity cut method. The main idea is to compare the
imaginary part of two side of (1.1). However, since the loop-integral is well-defined using
the dimensional regularization, the unitarity cut method in pure 4D need to generalize to
(4 — 2¢)-dimension, which has been done in [29, 31|. Based on this generalization, the
analytic expressions for reduction coefficients (except the tadpole coefficients) have been
derived in a series of papers [32-36].

In our previous work [1], we reconsider the problem by introducing differential operators
D and T. We first introduce an auxiliary vector R* and reduce it to master integrals, then
applying differential operators to the integrals with respect to R. By comparing two sides of
the expansion, We will achieve the recursion relations of those coefficients of master integrals
in differential form. With the knowledge of the algebraical structure of the reduction
coeflicients, we transform those differential equation form relations into algebraical form.
In [1], we solve the remaining unsolved tadpole coefficients by this method. In this paper,
we will provide a general algorithm for calculating all reduction coefficients for a general
tensor one-loop integral and give the explicit analytic results.

In section 2, we will review the derivation of the differential equations of reduction
coeflicients and show how to get the recursion relations of expansion coefficients. In section
3, we will solve the recursion relations of reduction coefficients in the general case. In section
4, we provide some examples and summarize the algorithm for calculating the reduction of
a general tensor one-loop Feynman integral. In appendix A, we list all reduction coefficients
for tensor triangles, boxes and pentagons with rank 1 and 2.

2 Differential equations and recursion relations

We will review the differential operators in [1] and show the way we obtain the recursion
relations of every reduction coefficients. Starting with the following general one-loop m-rank
tensor integral with n + 1 propagators
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where the i-th propagator is P; = (¢ — K;)? — MZ2 with setting Ko = 0, we introduce an
auxiliary vector R* and contract ¢ with R on (2.1) m times to get

dPe  (20-R)™
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I [R] =27 1 # Ry, - Ry, = / (2.2)
The vector R lies in the same dimension as the ¢ does. The (2.2) contains all information
as in (2.1) but with much simpler organization of tensor structure. In this paper, we will
focus on D = (4 — 2¢)-dimensional space, although our method can obviously be applied
to arbitrary dimension. With this assumption, the integral I,(::)l [R] is reduced to the linear



combination of pentagon, box, triangle, bubble and tadpole master integrals

LR = 37 Ol min) Llay,az, -, as)
a1,a2,,as5

+ Z C(alm’%’a“)(m|n)I4[a1, as,as,as) + -+ Z C(al)(m|n)11 [a1].

a1,a2,a3,a4 ai

(2.3)

The reduction coefficients €@ ) (m|n),1 < r < 5 are the rational functions of exter-
nal momenta Kj;, masses M;, and vector R. The summation in (2.3) covers all possible
combinations of r propagators {P,,,,,P,.} C {Py, P1,...,P,}. We will use the abbrevia-
tion C'r(m|n) instead of C(91--97)(m|n) with index set i, = {ay,...,a,} C {0,1,2,...,n}.
It is easy to see vector R only appears in the numerator of C* with the form R - R or
R-K;, i=1,2,....,n. We introduce the following two operators
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We take the derivative on the both sides of (2.3) by these two operators. The left-hand
side will be

I% EEB%- (24)
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where the constant f; = Mg + K2 — M?, and

D m—1
(m—1); [ dP¢ (2¢-R)
In-i—l;? [R] - / (27T)D pop1 - Pi—lpz‘—l—l - Pn (2'6)

i.e., the i-th propagator has been removed. For the right-hand side of (2.3), since the master
integrals contains no R, the operators will directly act on coefficients C(m|n). Therefore,
We have the following equations

5 5
SN (D (min)) I =m YN (c (m — 1n; 0) — C¥ (m — 1|n;7) + fiC' (m — 1|n)> Iis,

s=1 1ig s=1 ig
(2.7)
and
ZZ (TC*(m|n)) I =4m(m — 1) ZZ (CZS —2|n;0) + MZC* (m — 2|n)> I,
s=1 g s=1 14
(2.8)

where C's (m — 1;?) is the coefficient of the master integrals I’ 511 in the reduced expansion

of tensor integral ISZ;%) [R]. Assuming that all the reduction coefficient of tensor integral

/
1 T(Lﬁ)l with either m’ < m or n’ < n are known already, we can get a series of differential



equations of C"(m|n) by comparing the coefficients of each master integral of both side of
(2.7) and (2.8). Without loss of generality, we choose i, = (0,1,...,7)!. Then we have

TCOL1) (mn) =4m(m — 1)MGCOL ") (m — 2|n), (2.9)

and
D;,C O ) (m)n) = — mCOL ) (m = 1|n;7) + mf;COL T (m — 1)n). (2.10)
In the equation (2.10), C(©17) (m—1|n; ) is the reduction coefficient of the master integral
Ir(i’}""’r). Since 7 means the propagator P; has been removed, C(:1 ’T)(m — 1|n;/z'\) is zero

when 7 < r.
Similar to the idea used in [1], we do not solve the differential equations directly, but
expand the reduction coefficients according to its tensor structure

n
COL Dy = Y {Cé?):z;:.f."?% (m)g) ot I } =
2a0+3 k=1 ak="m k=0

where the notation sgg = (R- R), so; = (R-K;). The summation condition 2ag+ ,_, ar =

m guarantees vector R appears m times. The exponent of MZ makes cg%’i’l';'..’.r’)an (m) di-

mensionless. The expansion coefficients cé?;,bl“,i:.’?an (m)? can only be a rational function
of (K; - K;),i,j # 0 and M2, (i = 0,1,--- ,n). Moreover, 03?177}1’1"7'~7i)an(m) vanish if any
ar < 0,k=0,1,--- ,n.

For COL-")(m — 1|n;%) in (2.10), the expansion is

C(O’l""’r)(m — 1|n;/z'\)

n
0717"'7 N -
— 3 S0 s an(m = L) (M) T ses
2(10—}—22:1’,6752. ap=m—1 k=0,k#1
n
_ 3 Soa, o (m = 157) (M) ] ser (2.12)

2a0+3 p_, ag=m—1 k=0

The absence of term sg; = (R - K;) is because propagator P, has been removed. In the last
line of (2.12), we add a factor dg,, to make the expression simpler. The subscript a; means
index q; is absent.

To get the algebraic recursion relation for expansion coefficients, we need rewrite D;
and 7 in terms of

- 950
0 0? - o 0 " = o 0
=2D—— 4+ 4sgp— + 4 f— —— j——. 2.13
T 8800 + 500 38(2)0 + ; 50 880i 8800 + ; ]2 s J ({9802‘ 380j ( )

!For simplicity, we will consider the reduction coefficients of master integrals with propagator Py. Other
cases can be obtained either by permutations or by momentum shifting. The details are shown in section
3.2.

2Note that we use capital C' to represent reduction coefficient while use lower case letter ¢ to represent
expansion coefficient.



With above explanation, putting (2.11) and (2.12) to (2.9) and (2.10), comparing the ex-
pansion coefficients of [];_, sor, the two types of differential equations (2.9) and (2.10)

become
n
. 0717 . 0717 )
(m+1-— Zzl)cgh al_l )+ Z a+1 lec( aﬂ)rl (m)
=1
0,1, 0,1, ~
= moz]cé1 )(m — 1) — mdpq, c Eu @’?__’an (m —1;4) (2.14)

for the D-type and

-2) :(m—Zak)(D—l—m—i—Zak—Zc((g”l’ a )( )
k=1 k=1
+ )2
0<i<j

dm(m — 1)0((1?’1’ ' )(
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ai + 1)(a; + DBies " it an ()

+3 @i + D)@ +2)Biuc 7y (m) (2.15)
i=1

for the T-type, where o; = fi/MZ, By = syy/M¢ for simplicity. Again we need to emphasize
(0’17... 77’) (
a1, Ay in

(2.14) and (2.15) we have ignored the subscript ag because it has been uniquely determined

c m — 1;/2'\) = 0 in the case i < r for the same reason as discussed before. In

by the restrictive condition 2ag + > ;_; a, = m in (2.11).

3 Algorithm for recursion relations

The recurrence relations (2.14) and (2.15) are the key relations throughout the whole pa-
per. In this section we show how to solve expansion coefficients by these two relations
systematically.

3.1 Reduction coefficient of I,1[0,1,--- ,7]

First, we choose the master basis contains propagator { Py, Pi, -, P, }. We start by rewriting
D-type relations (2.14) in a compact form as

GT c(o’l""’r)(al, Ce L Qpym) = 0(0’1""’T)(a1, Cee L ap;m), (3.1)

where G = [Bij] is the n x n rescaled Gram matrix and T is a diagonal matrix

T = diag(a; + l,a2 +1,--- ,an + 1). (3.2)
The @b (ay, - apn;m), 00" (ag, - a,;m) are two vectors defined as
[® M @y, ansm)li = el e (), (3.3)
and
(OO ay, -+, ansm)]; =maely 257 (m = 1) = moa,cl 20 (m = 137)
n
O 1= 3 a0, () (3.4)
=1



The definition of these two vectors are purposely for the recurrence construction. The
vector ¢ contains coefficients with rank m and subscript with the summation 1 + ", a;,
while the vector O contains coefficients of three different patterns: (1) the first term with
coefficients of rank m — 1; (2) the second one with coefficients of master integrals with one
less propagator and lower rank m — 1 rank; (3) the third one with coefficients of same rank
m, but the summation —1 + > a; of subscript. By induction assumption, the first two
terms are considered to be known already. Thus, by rewriting (3.1) as

(0.1,

c ’r)(al,--- ,Ap;m) = Tﬁlé_lO(O’l""’r)(al,--- y Ay M), (3.5)

we have established the recurrence relations between expansion coefficients with higher
summation of subscript and those of same rank but with the summation of subscript reduced

by two.
Iteratively using (3.5), we have left two kinds of unknown expansion coefficients
05 (m), m =2k,
0717 ) 0717"'7 0717"'7
Ay Ot ) O — 9k 41, (3.6)

depending on the parity of m. For the odd case m = 2k + 1, we solve cg?(f,’ff;ér) ’s by (3.5)

again. To see it, setting a; = -+ = a,, = 0 in (3.5), the left hand side becomes
(et @k 4+ 1), 1 @k 1), 2k + 1), (3.7)

while the right-hand side is
T-1G 000, 02k + 1), (3.8)
where

(OO0, 052k + 1)]; = mayel"ls " (2k) — (2K + eyl ) ((2k57)  (3.9)

1y

since the third term c(?_’_l_’;f_)__ 70(2k: + 1) vanishes. Therefore, we reduced to the problem of

solving c( o] )(Qk:)
Determmlng the value of cé%},’ff;(’)r) (2k) requires T-type recursion relations. For m = 2k
and a1 = ag = --- = a, = 0, T-type recursion relation becomes

8k(2k — 1)el 7l " (2k —2) =2k(D + 2k — 2oV 2k + Y 285e T o(2k)

0<i<j<n

+y 251‘1‘08?.’.1.’;2';.’.7?),0(2k)- (3.10)
i=1

In 0(0,1,1-- )1 0(2k), indices 1 appear in the both i-th and j-th positions, while in c(()0 L ) (2]<:)

) iRt

index 2 appears in the i-th position. For 0(0’1’72”,’ r) 0(2k) and 0(0’1’71';_’__),17___70(2k:) (3.10),



use (3.5) again to reach c((]?_’_l_’b' ’”(2]{:). Then we establish the relation reduced rank 2k to
2k — 2

0,1, 2k —1 ~—1 0,1,-, ~—1 (0,1,
c(()’.“ %(21{) Sl ) — (4-a’G a)c&”. jb(?k—Q)—i—aTG c(()’.“ :"6(2/<:—2) ,
n times n times n—1 times
(3.11)
where « is a vector define as
i fo f\"
(a)T: (011,012,--',04 )T: <—a—a""— . (312)
" Mg Mg Mg

8)’?"“" ’%(m) is a vector defined as

n—1 times

In the second term of right-hand side of (3.11), ¢

T T
0717' ) 0717' ) T 0717"'7 6) 0717' ) ~
corpm) | = ey D) e mi 2, T (i)
n—1 times n—1 times n—1 times n—1 times
T
0717"'7 — 3 0,17'"7 ~
= 10,0, ,0,067”. :’)O(m;r+1),--- ,c(()’“. j’g(m;n) .(3.13)
n—1 times n—1 times

The zero of first r components has been explained under the Eq(2.10). Equation (3.11)
reduced rank m by two. Furthermore, we see a propagator is removed in the second term
of Right-Hand-Side. Therefore, if we utilize the T-type recursion relation repeatedly, we
will end with one of the following two cases. (1) The rank m is reduced to zero, which
related to the reduction coefficient of a master integral. So it is either 1 or 0. (2) One of the
propagator P;,7 < r has been removed. In this case the coefficients must be zero because
the master integral will not appear in the reduction.

To make a long story short, for dy = 4, we summarize the whole reduction process
below.

e Step 1: For a tensor integral with more than 5 propagators, we reduce it to 5-,4-3-
,2-,1-gon tensor integral.

e Step 2: For an arbitrary rank mg, we take each m < mg with arrangement from small
to large. If m is even, we calculate the expansion coefficients cgol’,l..’.' a::)(m) in the order
Soiia; =0,2,4,--- ,m by using (3.5) and (3.10). If m is odd, we calculate in the

order Y " ;a; =1,3,5,--- ,m by (3.5).
e Step 3: We continue the Step 2 until m = my.
(0,1, ,7)

e Final step: Combining all expansion coefficients c¢g,’.% 4,
tion coefficient by (2.11).

(mg), we obtain the reduc-



3.2 Calculate general CU0J71 ") (m|n) from COL ) (m|n)

In this subsection, we will show how to obtain the reduction coefficients of other MIs from

the result of CO1")(m|n). Let us begin with the case that the Master Integral contains

1

labels {1,2,--- ,n}. Then the reduction coefficients C(%71"Jr)(m|n) is simply given by a
proper replacement o : {M;, K;} — {M;,, K, },(i =1,2,--- ,n)

propagators Fy. It is obvious that tensor integral is invariant under a permutation of

C(Oyjl"' 7jr) (m‘n) — O—C(Ovlv"' 7T) (m’n) (314)

Now the remaining part is those MIs without Fy. Note that by a loop momenta shift
¢ — £+ K}, we have

o Py (20- R+ 2K, - R)™
LB = / (2m)P (2 — M2) [(£ + Kjo)? = ME] TLimy i [(€— (K — Ky)2 — M2)]

7

:i (Z) (2R - K;o)™ " x (3.15)
k=0

/ Py (20 - R)
@m)P (2 = M2) [(€ + Kjy)? = MG] [Tz, [(€ — (Ki = Kjy)? = M?)]

Jo»

By variable substitution K;, — —K;

Jo>s
we arrive the same form as (2.1) . Then we have

M;, <> My inside the integrand?,

CU0:T1530) (mn) = Z (Z) (2R - Kj,)™k [C(O,jl,---,jr)(k,n)

Py Kjo——Kjq K= Ki—Kjq,Mj, < Mo
m
= [Z (?) (-2R: Kjo>m’fc@’ﬁf"f”(mn)]
k=0 Kjo——Kjo Ki—Ki—Kjq,Mj,+Mo
(3.16)

4 Examples

Having presented the general algorithm, in this section we will use various examples to
demonstrate the use of the algorithm. In the first subsection, we will show how to reduce
any tensor bubble to the basis of scalar bubble and two scalar tadpoles. The reduction of
tensor triangles, tensor boxes and tensor pentagons of rank 1 and 2 has been given in the
Appendix. In the second subsection, we will show how to get the reduction coefficients of
tensor box with rank 1 to scalar triangles without Py from the result of C(©:12)(1]3) by
(3.16).

4.1 The reduction of tensor bubble
The reduction of tensor bubble IQ(m) will contain three MIs as below

Tadpoles : 11[0], I1[1],
Bubbles : 15[0,1], (4.1)

*Note that we don’t substitute K, in (2R - K;,)™*.



and we have the expansion
1™ = cO (m1)11[0] + O (m|1) L [1] + €OV (m|1) 10, 1]. (4.2)

The way to achieve C'(©) (m|1) have been given in [1]. Here we only provide how to calculate
CM(m|1) and C®V (m|1). The coefficient of I;[1] can be obtained by (3.16) from C'©) (m/|1).
While for I3]0, 1], there is only one subscript in the expansion coefficients. So the expansion
of CO(m]1) is

OV (1) Zc“ ME(R-R)]" (R K;)'. (4.3)

We have the corresponding D-type recursion relation

1
Ei;)(m) = m <m0410§9i)(m -1) - m5o,i+10(0’1)(m —1)—(m Z) © U(m))

= m <ma10§3’i)(m —1) = (m - z‘)c§°’1>(m)> : (4.4)

and T -type recursion relation

_ 2
céo,l) (27”) _ 2r 1 |:<4 > (0,1) (274 2) 4 ﬂc(o,l) (274 o 2):|
P11 b1

2r+D —3 1
27“—1 2 (01)
= —(4— 2r — 2 4.
27°—|—D—3< ﬁ11> (2r—2), (4.5)

where ¢(®V)(m) and ¢V (27 — 2) without subscript stands for c((lel’l)(m) and C(O 1)(27“ —2).
These two terms vanish, because they come from the reduction coefficient of bubble 1[0, 1]
for a tensor tadpole, i.e., the propagator P, has been removed.
Now we show the result for rank m < 4. The rank m = 0 is trivial. For other ranks:
e m=1
The reduction coefficients of tadpoles: I;[0], I;[1]

Using the result in [1], we have

R -K;
cO(11) = - 4.6
) =~ (1.6
For I1[1], by choosing jo =1 in (3.16), we have
cWan) = cOan)
K1~>7K1,M0<—>M1
R K
= (4.7)
K}
The reduction coefficients of bubble: [50,1]
The expansion of C%1)(1]1) becomes
cOV() ="V W)(R - K). (4.8)



By (4.4), we have

A1) = 2 (™ (0) ~ 240 (1)

%
1
= o (4.9)
where the boundary conditions are C(O’l)(()) =1, C(Pil)(l) = 0. Then
cONa) ="V )R Ky = (- Ko o+ Mg — MF) R Ky (4.10)
K- K;
m =2
The reduction coefficients of tadpoles: [;[0], [;[1]
The reduction coefficient of tadpole I[0] is
(K1 Ky + M2 — M) (Kl-KlR-R—D(R-K1)2>
cO@) = (4.11)

(D — 1) (Ky - K3)?
For I1[1], by choosing jo =1 in (3.16), we have

K1~>7K1,M0<—>M1

cM(21) = 2(2R - K;) [C“))(l\l)‘ Ky — K1, Mo<s My

] + cO2)1)

AR K2 (Ei- K+ ME—M3) (Kl-KlR-R—D(R-K1)2>

K2 (D —1) (K, - K;)*
(4.12)
The reduction coefficients of bubble: 1[0, 1]
The expansion of C(%1(2|1) is
CON ) = eV @) Mg soo + &5 (2)s5:. (4.13)
By setting » = 1 in (4.5) , we have
2
1) gy _ 1 < a ) (0,1)
& 2)=——(4——]c 0
_ ( . a_?>
D -1 B
4 iy
= — 4.14
D1 (D—1)Msy’ (4.14)
where the boundary conditions is cgo’l)(()) =
By setting i = 0 in (4.4), we have
1
@) = o= (2007 (1) = 2V (2))
2611
s od s (5)
Bi1 < Ysu D-1 Bi1
Df? AME
i 0 (4.15)

T (D-1)s3, (D—1)syy’

,10,



where cgo’l)(l) has been presented in the case m = 1. Then

8(2)1 (Dfl 4M3811) + S00S11 (4MO S11 — fl)

cOD(2)1) = 4.16
(2) e (4.16)
em=23
The reduction coefficients of tadpoles: I;[0], I;[1]
The reduction coefficient of tadpole I[0] is
C(O (3’1) f1 (3800801511 - (D + 2)801) n 4M02801 (25%1 - 3500811) . (417)

(D — 1)511 DS%l

By choosing jo = 1 in (3.16), we have

cW@3|1) = 32R - K,)? [cm)(m)‘ } +3(2R - K1) [c@)(zu)(

K1~>7K1,M0<—>M1 K1~>K1,M0<—>M1:|

CcO3)1) [0(0 (3/1) ‘ ]
K1—> Kl,M(){—)Ml

so1 (TD%s3y + 12D M sgo — 10Ds3; — 12MEs0) (D +2) (Mg — M2)? 3,

(D — 1)D811 (D - 1)811
+4(DM(? — DM} —2M7) s, 3 (Mg —M12)2500501 n 3500501 (4.18)
Ds?, (D —1)s%, D—-1" '

The reduction coefficients of bubble: 1[0, 1]
The expansion of C(O1(31) is

CcOD(3)1) = cio’”(?))MSsme + Céo’l)(?’)sgl- (4.19)

By setting i = —1 in (4.4), we have

1
) = 5 (3o @) -4 @)
1 5 4 f?
" Bu [ “ <D— 1 (D- 1)M3511>}

12/, 3f7
— - , 4.20
(D — 1)811 (D — 1)M028%1 ( )

where we have used c(oll)(?)) = 0 and the result of expansion coefficient c(()0 1)(2) in

the case m = 2.

By setting i = 1 in (4.4), we have

1
§0B) = g5 (3o (@) — 2V (3))

—L[ga ( Dff  4AMg >_2< 12fi 3f3 )}
T38|\ (D=2, (D—1)sy (D—1)s11 (D —1)MZs2,
D+ 120

T (D-1)s}, (D—-1)s%’ (4.21)

— 11 —



Then the reduction coefficient is

f1 (83 (D +2)f —12M3s11) + 3soos11s01 (4MEs11 — f£))
(D —1)s};

cO31) = (4.22)

m=4
The reduction coefficients of tadpoles: [;[0], [;[1]

The reduction coefficient of tadpole I;[0] is
3f1500 (8D2 M@ s3, + D fEsoo + 16D MG st — 16M3s3))
(D—-1)D(D + 1)3%1
2(D +2) fis2; (3D f2s00 + 10DMZs2, — 8MZs3,)  12(2D — 1) f1 MZs2,
(D VDD + 1)s%, (D —1)D(D + 1)s11
(D +2)(D +4) fispy
(D= 1)((D+1)st;

CcO4)1) = —

(4.23)

By choosing jo =1 in (3.16), we have

K1~>7K1,M0<—>M1

M 41) = 42R- K3 | cO@n
cOp) = 42R - K1)? | O KK Moo My

|+ mRKn[@mm\

+4(2R - KY) [C(O)(i%]l)‘ }
K1~>7K1,M0<—>M1

} + [C(O 4\1
K1~>7K1,M0<—>M1

D (D2 - 1) 85151 (D2 - 1) 511
7 24 ((D?* + 2D — 2) Misos3, + D*(D + 1)sg,)
—J1
D(D*—1) s}
+F< (D*+6D+8) sy 6(D+ 2wty 35k )
3

- <4 (5D + 6D — 8) Ms, | 12500 ((2D — 1)M2s00 + 2D(D + 1)5%1)>

(D? —1) 3%1 (D2 —1) 3?1 (D2 —1) 3%1

2 3M?2s 2
P ( (D+2)shy  2so0shy | 64MPsh; | 3250 ( bt 801)
: _
(

D — 1)311 - (D — 1)3%1 Ds%1 S11 ’

(4.24)

where f1 = K2 + M2 — M2.
The reduction coefficients of bubble: [50,1]
The expansion of C(Ovl)(4|1) is
OOV = o WMy + ™ (MG soosty + i Wsgy. (4.25)

By setting r = 2 in (4.5), we have
2
(0.1) 4 ai \ 0D
4) = —— (4 - 2
¢ (4) D—|—1< ﬁ11>c (2)

B ot )
D+1 B11 D—-1 (D—l)MgSH

_ 3f1 24f2 N 48 (4.26)
C(D2-1)Mjs}, (D2-1)M@s;y D?—-1 '
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By setting i = 0,2 in (4.4), we calculate cgo’l)(ll), 6510,1)(4) iteratively

0,1 1 0,1 0,1
) = g5 (o™ @) — 4V (9))
1 (D+2)ff  12fi Mg
= 55 |4 3~ 2
2511 (D — 1)511 (D — 1)811
. 3ft B 24 f2 N 48
(D2 —1)Mis?,  (D2—1)MZs;y D?—1
_ 6(D + 2)f{ +24(D+3)f12 _96Mg (4.27)
(D2-1)Mgsy,  (D2-1)s}, (D> —1)sn’ |
0,1 1 0,1 0,1
A0 0) = o (4o (3) - 2 ()
L, ((D +2)ff  12fiMg )
o _
a6, | P\ -1)s, (D -1)s2,
o 6(D +2)f 24(D +3)ff  96Mg
(D2-1)Mgst, " (D2=1)s},  (D>—1)su
24D +2)ffME | (D*+6D+38) fi 48 M (4.28)
(D2 —1) 53, (D? —1) 53, (D? —1) 53, -

Where we have used the results of the expansion coefficients with lower rank. Then
the reduction coefficient is

24P M§ (51 — so0s11) ((D +2)sy — so0s11) n 48M (53, — so0s11)”

cON4)1) =
(D2 —1) s} (D? —1) 57
+ff ((D2 4+ 6D + 8) 331 —6(D+ 2)8008118%1 + 33308%1) (4.29)
(D2 —1) 3%1 . -

4.2 Reduce tensor box to scalar triangles

We will consider the reduction coefficients of triangle MIs of tensor integral [ il) as another

example to illustrate the algorithm in section 3.2. For simplicity, we denote G (i1,42, - ,is;J1,J2, " »Jr)
as the determinant of the Gram matrix G with entries Gy, = K, - Kp = s4. Specially, we

denote G(il,ig, s ,is) = G(il,ig, s ,is;il,ig, s ,is).

The reduction coefficient of the scalar triangle 30,1, 2] is

G(Q, 3;1, 2)801 — G(l, 3; 1, 2)802 + G(l, 2;1, 2)803

cOPI) = - G(1,2,3)

(4.30)

The reduction coefficients of I3]0, 1, 3], I3]0, 2, 3] are easy to obtained by simply changing
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labels {1,2,3} — {1,3,2} and {1,2,3} — {2,1, 3} respectively:

cOL3(13) = cOLD(1)3)

KQ(—)Kg,MQ(—>M3
G(3a 2a 15 3)501 - G(l’ 27 1’ 3)803 + G(l’ 37 1’ 3)802
G(1,2,3) ’

0(072,3)(1|3) = 0(07172)(1|3)‘K1<—>K2 M1 <> M

_G(Q, 1;3, 2)503 - G(3, 1; 3, 2)802 + G(3, 2;3, 2)801
G(1,2,3) '

(4.31)

Now we consider the reduction coefficient of the triangle without Py, i.e., I3[1,2,3]. In
(3.16), choosing jo = 3,j1 = 1, jo = 2, we have

ch23)(1)3) = ¢B12D(13) = (2R - K3) ¢O12)(0]3)
Kl*}KI*KS,KQ*)KQ*KS,K?,*)*KS,MO(—)ME,

K1~>K17K3,K2~)K27K3,K3~>7K3,M0<—>M3

G(Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3)(s01 — S03)
G(K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3, K3)
—G (K — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3)(s02 — 503)
G(K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3)
G(Ky — K3, Ky — K3; K1 — K3, Ky — K3)s03
G(K — K3, Ky — K3,K3; K| — K3, Ky — K3, K3)’

(4.32)
where C(®1:2)(0[3) = 0 is the reduction coefficient of a triangle MI from a box ML

5 Discussion

In this paper, we show how to use the differential operators to get the analytical expressions
for the reduction coefficients of all master basis. By these operators, one can establish the
recurrence relations about reduction coefficients in differential equation form. Another
crucial step in this method is that we use the information of tensor structure to avoid
solving the intricate differential equations directly.

As we have reviewed, in [32-34], the analytical expressions for reduction coefficients
can be solved by unitary method. However, there are some differences between these two

approaches.

e The first difference is that the expression given by unitarity cut method is written
using the spinor formalism, while results in this paper use the traditional Lorentz
invariant contractions.

e The second difference is that in unitarity cut method, we have assumed the external
momenta to be in pure 4D and only loop momentum is in general (4 — 2¢) dimension.
For our new method, there is no such a constraint and the external momenta can be
in 4D or in (4 — 2¢) dimension.

— 14 —



e The third difference is that results in the paper are defined in an iterated way, while
expressions given by unitarity cut method are just one equation (although the differ-
entiation has the spirit of iteration).

e The fourth difference is that expressions by unitarity cut method using the input
of arbitrary forms, while the one in this paper using the standard input given in
(2.2). The difference has a potential and huge impact on computation efficiency. The
reason is that with the development of on-shell program, it is well known that tree-
level amplitudes will be significantly simplified if we use spinor variables with spurious
poles, such as these given by the recursion relation [37, 38]. Thus, it will be desirable
to cooperate these advantages of unitarity cut method to our current new strategy.

Before ending this paper, let us emphasize that the purpose of the paper is to establish
an independent and complete reduction framework for one-loop integrals using auxiliary
vector R. In the previous work [1], we have discussed the reduction coefficients of tadpoles.
In this paper we have complete the coeflicients of other basis. However, for these two works,
we have assumed the power of each propagator is just one. To be a complete reduction
framework, we need to give the reduction of integrals with arbitrary tensor structures and
propagators having arbitrary powers. We will show in the upcoming paper how to achieve
this. After completing the framework of reduction with auxiliary vector R, we can discuss
various limit cases, like the massless limit or the vanishing of Gram determinant, which
will be presented in another paper soon. Another direction is to apply our new framework
to higher loops. But unlike one-loop case, relations established by differentiation over R
are usually not enough. Besides, the master integrals are more complicated in higher-loop
integrals. How to solve these difficulties will be another future project.
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A More examples

In this appendix, we provide more examples to illustrate our method.* There are three
points we need to emphasize ahead.

AR

because there are not enough ¢- R in the nominator to cancel n — |i,| propagators for

e For the tensor integral we only list the reduction coefficient C* for m > n— i, |,

m < n—|i|

4All results have been checked with Fire6. [39-43]
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e We merely list the results of C(O1)(m|n), C1:2 7+ (m|n),0 < r < 4 due to the
permutation symmetry:

Tadpoles : C¥ (m|n) = C(l)(m]n)‘

11

Bubbles : C%) (m|n) = C(O’l)(m|n)‘

14

C(i’j)(m]n) = C(1’2)(m\n)‘

11,2457

Triangles : C%%)(m|n) = ¢(O12) (m]n)‘

11,245

O30 (mln) = €123 (myn)(

1454,24+5,3<>k

Boxzes : COWHF) (m|n) = C(O’l’Z’g)(m]n)‘
14+4,2¢5>7,3<k

CEIRD (1 |n) = C(1’2’3’4)(m]n)‘
144,257,343k, 441
(A1)
where 0 <i < j< k<l

e There is a permutation symmetry about the expansion coefficient cgjloaj:)(m) If

the Master Integral I,yi[jo,j1, " ,Jr] iS invariant under a label permutation o :
{12 n} = {o(1),0(2), - o(n)}, we have %77 (m) = o7 (m).

For example, I4]0,1,2,3] is invariant under the label permutation o : {1,2,3,4} —
{3,1,2,4}, then we have

(0.1,23) (4 _ (0.1,2.3) A9
C1245 (14) C24,1,5 (14) (1234} (31,24} (A.2)
A.1 All reduction coefficients of tensor triangle with rank m = 1,2
The MI of a tensor triangle Iém) are
Tadpoles : 1,]0], I1[1], I1[2],
Bubbles : 1»[0,1], 12]0,2], I2[1, 2],
Triangles : I3]0,1,2]. (A.3)
Then the reduction of the tensor triangle is
" = COm2)1[0] + COm2)L[1] + € (m[2) L [2] + ¢V (m]2) L [0, 1
+C02 100,2] + CH2 1o[1, 2] + ¢OLD 1500,1, 2. (A.4)

e m=1
Reduction coefficients of tadpoles

All reduction coeflicients vanish.
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Reduction coefficient of bubbles

cOD(1]2) = BEE R (I ;())23”. (A.5)

Choosing jo = 1,71 = 2 in (3.16), we have

c(1)2) = C<072>(112)‘
MQ(—>M1,K1~>*K1,K2~)K2*K1

502512 — 501522

G(172) Mo+ M1, K1——K1,Ko—Ko—K;
502 (811 — s12)
= - 1+ 2). .
Reduction coefficient of triangle
0012) 119y _ S0t (f1822 = fas12) 0 o) .
(12) e 1o (A7)

o m=2

Reduction coefficients of tadpoles

2
511522501502 — 5125225
c®(22) = 01

511522G(1,2) +(1e2). (A.8)

Choose jo =1 in (3.16), we have

C(l)(z‘z) = C(O)(2’2)‘MOHM17K1H7K17K2*>K27K1

2 2
512822801 — 2502511522501 + 52511512
2
511522 (511822 — 8%5)

M0<—)M1,K1—)—K17K2—)K2—K1
(—23%2 + 522812 + 811822) 831 + 2502511 (812 — 522) S01 + 332311 (s12 — s11)
s11 (811 — 2512 + s22) G(1,2)

(A.9)

Reduction coefficients of bubbles

82 0(071)(2) 3028010(071)(2) 82 0(071)(2)
C(O’l) 219) — 01%2,0 1,1 02%0,2 (0,1) .
(2[2) M2 + M2 M2 + s00¢p 9 (2), (A.10)
where
(0.1) 15y _ Jas11 — f1512

0(071) (2) _ 2(D - 1)f2M3811812 B 2f1Mg ((D — 2)811522 + 8%2)
11 (D — 2) (8%2 — 811822) 2 (D — 2) (8%2 — 811822) 2

(A.12)
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Mg (fas11 (D = 2)s3, + s11822) + fisi2 (D — 2)s3, + (3 — 2d)s11522))

019y _
20" (2 (D —2)s11G(1,2)? ’
(A.13)
0,1 (D — 1)MZs11 (fas11 — fis12)
ey (2) = - D - 22G (1. 2)? : (A.14)
CLD(212) = 2(2R - K>) [0@71)(1,2)( | +c®D2,2)
B so1 (f1522 — f2s12) 0,1)
_4802 |: G(1,2) —|—(1(—>2) + C (2,2) i
(A.15)
where
U:MQHMQ,KQ —)—KQ,Kl —>K1—K2. (A16)

Reduction coefficients of triangle

cO12)(9)2) = 6876172)1\40 s00 + 6(0’1’2)501 + 0(0’1’2)502 + Cg i172)501502' (A-17)

where
(012 (9 — JEs22 — 2faf1512 + f3s11 + AMG (75 — s11522) | (A18)
7 (D = 2)Mg (7, — s11522)
S (2) = 2 (D = 2)siy + s1152) 2D = 1) fifes12522
“ (D —2) (st — 811822)2 (D =2) (53, — s1152)”
-1 AM?
(D= Dffs, -+ 0522 (A.19)
(D —2) (812 - 811822) (D —2) (312 - 311322)
0(0’1’2)(2) = £ (D =2)siy + s1152) 2D =1 fafisusi
n (D —2) (s5 — 511322)2 (D —2) (s}, — 811822)2
(D —1)f3sh AMEs11
_ 2 2 (D—Q)( — 118 ) (A.QO)
(D —2) (312 311822) 512 11522
(07172) (2) - 2(D — 1)f12312322 + 2f2fl (DS%Q + (D - 2)811822)
€11 =
(D — 2) ( 519 — 811822)2 (D — 2) (812 — 811822)2
2(D —1 M2
( )f2 511512 _ 8 0512 ‘ (A21)

R (D —2) (51, — 811822)2 (D —2) (s35 — s11522)
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A.2 All reduction coefficients of tensor box with rank m = 1,2

The MIs of a tensor box Iﬁm) are

Tadpoles : I1,[0], I1[1], I1[2], 11 [3],
Bubbles : 1[0 ,1] 1[0, 2], 1[0, 3], I [1, 2], I1[1, 3], I2[2, 3],
Triangles : I3]0,1,2], I3]0, 1, 3], I3[0, 2, 3], I3[1, 2, 3],
Box : 1,4]0,1,2,3]. (A.22)

Then the reduction of the tensor box is

3
Lim) _ Zc(i)(m|3)h [i] + Z C(i1,i2)(m|3)12[i1,i2]
i=0 0<11<12<3
+ Y ClRB(m3)L[i, iy, i5] + COPI10,1,2,3]. (A.23)
0<41<i2<i3<3
em=1

Reduction coefficients of tadpoles, bubbles
All reduction coefficients vanish.
Reduction coefficients of triangles

G(2,3;1,2)s01 — G(1,3;1,2)s02 + G(1,2;1,2)s03
G(1,2,3) '

CcO12(113) = — (A.24)

In (3.16), choosing jo = 3,71 = 1, jo = 2, we have

Cc23)(1]3) = 312 (13) = (2R - K3) ¢OLD(0[3)
K1—K1—K3,Ko—Ko— K3, K3s——Ks,Mo<>Ms3
+ 0012 (1)3)
K1—K1—K3,Ko—Ko—K3,K3——K3,My<> M3
_ G(Ky — K3,K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3)(s501 — 503)
- G(K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3, K3)
~G(K1 — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ky — K3)(s502 — 503)
G(K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3, K3)
G(K| — K3, Ky — K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3)s03

. A.25
G(Ky — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ks — K3, K3) (A.25)
Reduction coefficients of box
C0123)(1)3) — f3(501G(2,3;1,2) — 502G(1,3;1,2) + 503G(1,2;1,2))
G(1,2,3)
~ f2(501G(2,3;1,3) — s02G(1,3;1,3) + s03G(1,3;1,2))
G(1,2,3)
f1 (SolG(Q, 3; 2, 3) - SOQG(Q, 3; 1, 3) + SogG(Q, 3;1, 2))
(A2
+ G(1,2,3) (A.26)
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om=2
Reduction coefficients of tadpoles
All reduction coefficients vanish.

Reduction coefficients of bubbles

_ 0,1 0,1 0,1 0,1
COD(2I3) = (M) ™2 | e (2) M s00 + 5610 (2)53, + c50(2)s8s + ) p3(2)5%s
—i—C&?ﬁg(?)Sm So2 + Cg’)ig(Q)SQQSQg + 05?612(2)801 803] . (A.27)
where
e (2) =0, (A.28)
0D 9) Mgs13G(2,3;1,3)  Mys1xG(2,3;1,2) (A.29)
200 G(1,31,3)G(1,2,3)  G(1,2;1,2)G(1,2,3)’ '
0,2,0 G(1,2;1,2)G(1,2,3)’
0,1 0,1
c002(2) = c50(2)| . (A.30)
(0,1) 2M¢s11
2) = — 0 A.31
CO,l,l( ) G(1,2,3), ( 3 )

G(1,2:1,2)G(1,2,3)°

@ = )

(0,1)( ) 2Mi's11G(2,3;1,2)

. A.32
23 ( )

Choosing jo = 2,71 = 1 in (3.16) we have

c2(2)3) = [2(-2R - K) OV (1]3) +C(071)(213)”
K1~>K17K2,K2~>7K2,K3~)K37K2M@<—>M2

- c<071>(zy3)( . (A.33)
K1 —K1—K2,Ka——K2,K3— Kz— Ko Mo Mo
Reduction coefficients of triangles
COLD(213) = My? |l (2)Misoo + e ()8 + o ()% + o (2)sts
+C§?f62)(2)801802 + Cé?i}im(?)t?ozses + Cg?éTiQ)(Q)Sm $03 |, (A.34)
where
0,1,2) f1G(2,3;1,2) f2G(1,3;1,2) f3G(1,2;1,2)

o0 (2) = (D—-3)G(1,2,3) (D-3)G(1,2,3) ' (D-3)G(1,2,3)’ (A.35)
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(0,1.2) foMEG(1,3;1,2)G(2,3;2,3)  f3MZG(1,2;1,2)G(2,3;2,3)

206 ) =T e (D-3)G(L2,37
f2M3G(2,3;1,3) (D —2)/iM3G(2,3;2,3)
G(2,3;1,2 -
+G(2,3:1,2) ( G(1,2,3)? (D —3)G(L,2,3)
Mg (fasi2 = frs22) G(2,3:1,2) _ fsMFG(2,3;1,2) (A.36)
G(1,2:1,2)G(1,2,3) G(1,2,3)2 '
(()(,)2,0 )(2) = gooo )(2) Leso (A.37)
2

(0,1,2) (D =2)faM§G(1,3;1,2) (D —2)iM§G(2,3;1,2)
o2 (2) = G(1,21,2) {(D —3)G(1,2,3;1,2,3)2 (D —3)G(1,2,3;1,2,3)2
(D =2)fsM§G(1,2;1,2)

(D —3)G(1,2,3;1,2,3)2

(A.38)

0(0,1,2)(2) _ _2(D - 2) f2M2G(1,3;1,2)G(2,3;1,3) N 2f3M2G(1,2;1,2)G(2,3;1,3)
11,0 (D —3)G(1,2,3)? (D —3)G(1,2,3)2
_ 2f1M2G(2,3;1,3)  2f3MZG(1,3;1,2)
To@312) ((D TG | GL2.3)
+2M02 (fis12 — fas11) G(2,3;1,2) = 2f1M2G(1,3;1,2)G(2,3;2,3)
G(1,2;1,2)G(1,2,3) G(1,2,3)2 ’
(A.39)
(012 () _ 2AMGG(L3:1,2)G(2,3:1,2)  2/5M5G(1,3:1,2)°
0,11 (D —3)G(1,2,3)2 (D —3)G(1,2,3)2
2(D )szS (1,3;1,2) . 2f1M2G(2,3;1,3)
1,2:1,2
O )< D= 3G(1,2,37 (12,37
2f2MO2G(1,2 ,2)G (1 3;1,3)
A4
0,1,2 0,1,2
Cg,o,l )(2) = C((),1,1 )(2)‘192- (A.41)

Choosing jo = 3,71 = 1,72 = 2 in (3.16), we have

c129(1)3) = [( 9R - K3)C012)(1]3) + 0012 (2|3)]

Kl—)Kl—K37K2—>K2—K3,K3—>—K37M()<—)M3

~ dsg G(K2 — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3)(s01 — s03)
G(Ky — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3, K3)
—G(K1 — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3) (502 — 503)
G(K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3)
G(Ki — K3, Ky — K3; K1 — K3, Ko — K3)s03
G(K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3; K1 — K3, Ky — K3, K3)

+ 0122, 3) : (A.42)
K1—>K1—K3,K2—>K2—K37K3—)—K3,M0<—>M3
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Reduction coefficient of box

0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3
CcO1239(23) = (()00 )(2)M§500+C§,0,0 )(2) 801 +C(()20 )( 2) s +C(()02 )(2)5%3

+C§(’)56273)(2)501802 t C((J?i%1273)(2)502803 + Cg(,)(),i 7 )(2)501503, (A.43)
where
8000 73)(2) _ leG(2,3,2,3) 2f2f1G(2’3;1’3)
(D —3)M2G(1,2,3) (D — 3)M2G(1,2,3)
2f3f1G(2,3;1,2) £2G(1,2:1,2)

(D -3)M2G(1,2,3) (D —3)M2G(1,2,3)
f2(2f3G(1,3;1,2) — f5G(1,3;1,3)) n 4

(D — 3)M2G(1,2,3) D—3 (A.44)
0123) ) _ f3G(1,2;1,2)G(2,3;2,3)  2(D —2)f13G(2,3;1,2)G(2,3;2,3)
00 (2) = (D —3)G(1,2,3)2 (D —3)G(1,2,3)2
2(D = 2)f1/G(2,3;1,3)G(2,3;2,3) | f3G(2,3;1,3)°
B (D —3)G(1,2,3)2 G(1,2,3)2

f2 (f2G(1,3;1,3)G(2,3;2,3) — 2f3G(1,3;1,2)G(2,3;2,3))
* (D—3)G(1,2.3)
AM2G(2,3;2,3) (D —2)f2G(2,3;2,3)?
(D -3)G(1,2,3) (D —3)G(1,2,3)2
f3G(2,3;1,2)%  2f2f3G(2,3;1,2)G(2,3;1,3)
G(1,2,3)2 G(1,2,3)? ’

(A.45)

8MEG(2,3;1,3)
(D —3)G(1,2,3)
2f2 ((D —2)f2G(1,3;1,3)G(2,3;1,3) — (D — 1) f3G(1,3;1,2)G(2,3; 1, 3))
a (D —3)G(1,2,3)2
2(D —1)f1f2G(2,3;1,3)?  2f2G(1,2;1,2)G(2,3;1,3)

0,1,2,3
Cg,Lo )(2) =

T o3aL,23? | (D-3)G(1,2,3)
+2flG(27 3a 27 3) (fQG(la 3a 17 3) - f3G(17 3a 17 2))
G(1,2,3)2
(D —3)G(1,2,3)2 (D —3)G(1,2,3)2
2f3G(27 3; 1, 2) (fQG(la 3; 1, 3) — f3G(17 3; 1, 2))
. A4
* G(1.2,37 (440
Other expansion coefficients can be got by using the permutation symmetry:
0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3)
C((),z,o )(2) C;,O (2) sy
0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3)
C(()70,2 )(2) Cg,o,o (2) L3’
<3
0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3)
i (@) = @),
0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3)
i@ = s V@), . (A47)
3
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A.3 All reduction coefficients of tensor pentagon with rank m = 1,2

Consider the reduction of a tensor pentagon I, ém), the MIs are as below

Tadpoles : I1,[0], I1[1], I1[2], I1[3], [1[4],
Triangles : 30,1,2] [3[0,1,3] 13[0,1,4] 13[0,2,3] [3[0,2,4] 1'3[0 3 4] 13[1,2,3]

Box: I4 0,1,2,3] 14[0,2,3,4], 1[0, 1,2, 4], I, [1,2,3, 4],

il
I3[0,
[
I3]1,2,4], I3[1, 3, 4], 1[2,3,4],
[
15[0,1,2,3,4]. (A.48)

Pentagon :

Then the reduction of the tensor pentagon is given by

4
Zc’ mOL[+ > CUR(m) L]+ Y CURB) (m|4) i, iy, i)
=0

0<iy <ip<4 0<iy <ig<iz<4

n Z C(i1,i2,i3,i4)(m’4)]'4[z'172‘2’1'372‘4] + 0(0,1,2,3,4)(m]4)15[0,1,2,3,4]. (A.49)
0<iy <ig<iz<ig<4

e m=1
Reduction coefficients of tadpoles, bubbles, triangles
All reduction coefficients vanish.

Reduction coefficients of boxes

SolG(2, 3, 4; 1, 2, 3) - 502G(1, 3, 4; 1, 2, 3) + 803G(1, 2, 4; 1, 2, 3)
G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)

C(0,1,2,3) (1 ’4) —

. 804G(1,2,3)
G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)°

(A.50)

Choosing jo = 4,71 = 1,j2 = 2,j3 = 3 in (3.16), we have

C(1727374)(1‘4) — C(071,273)(1’4)
Kl%K17K4,K2~>K27K4,K3~>K37K4,K4~>7K4,M0<—>M4
(—s01 +504)G(Ky — K4, K3 — Ky, Ky; Ky — Ky, Ky — Ky, K3 — Ky)
G(K1 — K4, Ky — K4, K3 — Ky, K4; K1 — Ky, Ko — Ky, K3 — K4, Ky)

n (s02 — 504)G (K1 — K4, K3 — Ky, K43 K1 — Ky, K3 — Ky, K3 — Ky)
G(Ki — K4, Ko — Ky, K3 — K4, K4 K1 — Ky, Ko — Ky, K3 — Ky, Ky)
(803 —504)G (K1 — Ky, Ko — Ky, Ky; K1 — K4, Ko — Ky, K3 — Ky)
- G(Ky — Ky, Ky — Ky, K3 — Ky, Kg; Ky — Ky, Ko — Ky, K3 — Ky, Ky)
n 804G(K1 Ky, Ky — Ky, K3 — Kys Ky — Ky, Ky — Ky, K3 — Ky)

G(K1 — K4, Ko — K4, K3 — K4, K43 K1 — Ky, Ko — Ky, K3 — Ky, Ky)'
(A51)

Reduction coefficients of pentagon

0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3
COL234(1]4) = goo 0 )(1)301 + Cé,l,o,o )(1)302 + C8,0,1,0 )(1)303 + Cé 0,0,1 )(1)3047

(A.52)

,23,



where

(0,1,234)(1) _ flG(27374) - fQG(27374717374) +f3G(27374717274)
1,000 G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
_ f4G(27374717273)

A.
G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)’ (A.53)
(0,1,234) _ (0,1,2,3,4) ‘
1) = 1
€0,1,0,0 (1) €1,0,0,0 (1) L2
0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4
Cé ,0,1,0 )(1) = Cg,o,o, )(1 ‘1
3
(0,1,234) _ (0,1,2,3,4) ‘
1) = 1 . A.b4
€0,0,0,1 (1) €1,0,0,0 ( )1<_>4 ( )
e m=2
Reduction coefficients of tadpoles, bubbles
All reduction coefficients vanish.
Reduction coefficients of triangles
s2,G(1,2;1,2)G(1,2,4;1,2,3) s2,G(1,2;1,2)G(1,2,4;1,2,3)

0(071,2) 204) = — _
CH) = —Ga 221206023 41.23.0  GL23)GL23.41,2.3.1)

501G(2, 3, 4; 1, 2, 3) (SolG(Q, 3; 1, 2) - 2802G(1, 3; 1, 2) + 2803G(1, 2; 1, 2))
B G(1,2,3)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)

SOQG(L 3, 4; 1, 2, 3) (2803G(1, 2; 1, 2) - SOQG(L 3; 1, 2))

G(1,2,3)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
s2,G(2,4;1,2)G(2,3,4;1,2,4)
G(1,2,4;1,2,4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
502G(1, 4; 1, 2) (SQQG(l, 3, 4; 1, 2, 4) - 2801G(2, 3, 4; 1, 2, 4))
G(1,2,4;1,2,4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
+2804G(1, 2; 1, 2) (SolG(2, 3, 4; 1, 2, 4) - 502G(1, 3, 4; 1, 2, 4) + 803G(1, 2, 4; 1, 2, 4))
G(1,2,4;1,2,4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4) '

(A.55)
Choosing jo = 3,71 = 1,72 = 2 in (3.16), we have

ct23 (o)) = (€012 (2)a)) (A.56)

Ki—Ki—K3,i£3:K3—— Kz, Mo Ms
Reduction coefficients of boxes

1
01,23 _ 0,1,2,3) > 0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3 0,1,2,3
ol )(2/4) = 2 [C((),o,o,o (2)Mys00 + Cg,o,o,o )(2) S01 1 C(() 2,0,0 )(2)332 + Cé,o,z,o )(2)3(2)3
0

0,1,2,3 ,2, 12, 0,1,2,

tebans ()58 + i) (2)so1s02 + chio (20502508 + ¢ ois (2)s01503
0,1,2,3 )2, ,2

+een? (2)sors0a + i ior) (2)season + ot (2)soss0 |- (A.57)
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where
0125 o) _ f1G(2,3,4;1,2,3) f2G(1,3,4;1,2,3)
0,0,0,0 (4 —D)G(1,2,3,4) (D —4)G(1,2,3,4)
f3G(1,2,4; 5 ,3) + f4G(1,2,3)
(4—D)G(1,2,3,4) (D —4)G(1,2,3,4)

n (A.58)

650,172,3)(2) _(D- 3)AIMEG(2,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4)
0,0, (D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
MZG(2,3,4) (f2G(1,3,4;1,2,3) — f3G(1,2,4;1,2,3))
B (D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
fiM3G(1,2,3)G(2,3,4) fiM3G(2,3,4;1,2,3)2
(D—4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2  G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
Mg (/1G(2,3;2,3) — fG(2,3;1,3) + [3G(2,3;1,2))
G(1,2,3)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
MZ (f2G(2,3,4;1,3,4) — £3G(2,3,4;1,2,4))
G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2

+G(2,3,4;1,2,3)

~G(2,3,4:1,2,3) , (A.59)

(1295 (D= 3)MFG(1,2,3)
0,0,0,2 (D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)?

~FG(1,3,4:1,2,3) + f3G(1,2,4:1,2,3) — f4G(1,2,3)], (A.60)

[fl(G(Q, 3,4:1,2,3))

(0.1:2) ) _ 2(D — 3) f2MZG(1,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)
(D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
2M2G(2,3,4;1,3,4)

(D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
2MEG(2,3,4;1,2,3)
G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
2M2G(1,3,4;1,2,3)
T G(1,2,3,4:1,2,3,4)2

2M2G(2,3,4;1,2,3) (f1G(2,3;1,3) — f2G(1,3;1,3) + f3G(1,3;1,2))
B G(1,2,3)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4) ’
(A.61)

[f4G(1,2,3) ~ f3G(1,2, 4; 1,2,3)]

_ flG(27 37 47 17 37 4)i|

/16(1,3,451,2,3) 51

|:f1G(2a 3’ 4) - f3G(2a 3, 47 1’ 25 4):|

0128 o) 2/1M§G(2,3,4;1,2,3)*
0,0, (D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
2M3G(2,3,4;1,2,3)
(D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
2MEG(1,2,3) (D - 3)f1G(2,3,4;1,2,3)
G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 (D —4)

/2G(1,3,4;1,2,3) = 5G(1,2,4;1,2,3)]

—[G(2,3,4) + [>G(2,3,4;1,3,4) — f3G(2,3,4; 1,2,4)] . (A.62)

,25,



Other expansion coefficients can be got by using the permutation symmetry:

a0 (2) = choon ()]s
50 (@) = chogo @,
Abis (D)= ciiae @),
chiin (@) = i @]
oo (@) = i @) s
copii (2) = o @) - (A.63)
Choosing jo = 4,71 = 1,j2 = 2,j3 = 3 in (3.16), we have
1234 (914) = 450, (0(0717273)(1\4)) |
Ki—K;—K4,i<4;K4——Ky4,Mo> My
+ (c0123921)) (A.64)

The reduction coefficient of pentagon

C(0’1’2’3’4) (2’4) _

where

(0,1,2,3,4)
€0,0,0,0

K Ki—Ka,i<4:Ki——Kq, Mo My

0,1,2,3,4 2 0,1,2,3,4 2 0,1,2,3,4 2 0,1,2,3,4 2
C((),o,o, )(Q)Mo 500 + Cg,o,o,o )(2)301 + C8,2,0,0 )(2)302 + Cé,o,z,o )(2)303
0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4
+C((),o,o,z )(2)5%4 + C§,1,0,0 (2)s01502 + C((),1,1,o (2)s02503 + Cg,O,l,O (2)s01503
0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4 0,1,2,3,4
+C§,o,o,1 )(2) 501501 +Cé,1,0,1 )(2)802804+C((),o,1,1 (2)s03504 |- (A.65)

J1G(2,3,4)

2f2f1G(2’ 35 4a 15 3’ 4)

(D — 4)M2G(1,2,3,4:1,2,3, 4)
2f3f1G(27 3,4;1,2, 4)

(D — 49)M2G(1,2,3,4,1,2,3,4)
2f4f1G(27 37 47 17 27 3)

(D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)

(D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)

_ 5G(1,3,4) B £2G(1,2,4)
(D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4) (D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
f2G(1,2,3) 2f2f3G(1,3,4;1,2,4)

(D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
2f2f4G(17 37 47 17 27 3)

(D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
2f3f4G(17 27 4a 17 27 3)

(D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)

,26,

(D —4)MZG(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
(A.66)



(0.123.9) ) _ (D —3)f1G(2,3,4) 2(D - 3)f2/1G(2,3,4;1,3,4)G(2,3,4)

2,00, (D-4)G(1,2,3,4,1,2,3,42 (D-4)G(1,2,3,4,1,2,3,4)?
2(D — 3)f3f1G(25 3, 47 1’ 25 4)G(2? 35 4) _ 2(D — 3)f4f1G(2a 3, 47 1’ 25 3)G(2a 35 4)
(D —0G(1,2,3,41,2,3,4)? (D —4G(1,2,3,4,1,2,3,4)?

L G(1,3,4)G(2,3,4) G(2,3,4;1,3,4)*
2\ (D -4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 ' G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
(D -4G623,41,2,4° +G(1,2,41,2,4)G(2,3,4))
(D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2

Ly ( G(1,2,3)G(2,3,4) G(2,3,4;1,2,3)? >
T\(D-49G1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 ' G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2

2G(1, 3 4,1,2,4)0(2,3,4) 2G(2,3,4;1,2,4)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)
+f2f3< G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 )

G 1, 3 4 1,2,3)G(2,3,4)  2G(2,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)
+f2f4< G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 >
+f3f4< 2G 1 2 41,2,3)G(2,3,4) 2G(2,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,2,4)>

G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4) G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
B 4M02G(2,3,4) (A67)
(D — 4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4) '
01280 o) _2(D —3)G(2,3,4,1,3,4)G(2,3,4) f} 8G(2,3,4;1,3,4) M2
1.0, (D — 4)G(1 2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 (D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)
+< 2(D — 2)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)2 2G(1,3,4)G(2,3,4) >f f
G(12341234) G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 ) 721
2(D —2)G(2,3,4;1,2,4)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)  2G(1,3,4;1,2,4)G(2,3,4)
+< —1)G(1,2,3,4:1,2,3,4)2 T G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)? > Jsh
2(D —2)G(2,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)  2G(1,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4)
+< 1G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 >f4f1
2G( 1 3,4:1,2,4)G(2,3,4;1,2,4)  2G(1,2,4;1,2,4)G(2,3,4:1,3,4)\ .,
+< G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 - (D—4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 >f3
2G(1,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,2,3)  2G(1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,3,4) \ .,
+< G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 _(D—4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2>f4
2G(1,3,4)G(2,3,4;1,2,4)  2(D —2)G(1,3,4;1,2,4)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)

* ( G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 (D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)? > fofs
2G(1,3,4)G(2,3,4:1,2,3)  2(D —2)G(1,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,3,4)
+< G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 (D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 >f2f4
N <2G (1,3,4;1,2,4)G(2,3,4; 1,2, 3) 2G(1,3,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4;1,2,4)> fof

G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2 34

4G(1,2,4;1,2,3)G(2,3,4:1,3,4)
(D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2

2(D - 3)G(1,3,4)G(2,3,4;1,3,4) f3
(D —4)G(1,2,3,4;1,2,3,4)2
(A.68)

f3fa—
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Other expansion coefficients can be got by using permutation symmetry:

(0,1,2,3,4)

o200 (2) = Cé?é{é?é&@@) Loy’
copso () = eope @)
i (@) = Sars @)
cApio (@) = ciige @), -
wiio @) = alss @),
coipt (@)= clpoa @)
i@ = s @]
ot () = diopr )] - (A.69)
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