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A new approach for tree-level amplitudes with multiple fermion lines is presented. It mainly
focuses on the simplification of fermion lines. By calculating two vectors recursively without any
matrix multiplications, the result of a fermion line is reduced to a very compact form depending
only on the two vectors. The comparisons with other packages are presented, and the results show
that our package FDC gives a very good performance in the processes of multiple fermion lines with
this new approach and some other improvements. A further comparison with WHIZARD shows
that this new approach has a competitive efficiency in computing pure amplitude square without
phase space integration.
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I. INTRODUCTION

As the development of high energy physics, the sensi-
tivity of detectors has been improved and a large number
of data samples is accumulated, which makes the exper-
imental measurements more and more precise. There-
fore, the predictions from the theoretical side need to be
precise enough to match the measurements, which de-
mands the calculation of higher order perturbative cor-
rections. Fortunately, the technology of Feynman ampli-
tude calculation has also been greatly improved in recent
years. Nowadays automatic one-loop calculation is al-
ready available, provided by many different packages (see
e.g. [1–5]). Automatic multi-loop calculation is still un-
der process, but there are already many progresses (see
.e.g. [6–10]).

Meanwhile, multi-particle processes become more and
more important in this procedure. For example, it is
well-known that in future e+e− colliders such as the In-
ternational Linear Collider (ILC) and the Compact Lin-
ear Collider (CLIC) the pair production of top quark
e+e− → tt is very important [11–15]. In this process, top
pair will decay which results a series of subprocesses with
6 final states. On one hand due to the high luminosity
such subprocesses can be directly measured and studied.
On the other hand their contributions are comparable
with certain higher order corrections thus should not be
neglected even in perturbative calculation.

The calculation of such processes is straightforward
but cumbersome, even at tree level. It’s because the
number of Feynman diagrams grows very rapidly as ex-
ternal particles increases such that the expression of total
scattering amplitude becomes very complicated. Despite

∗ zhangfeng@ihep.ac.cn
† twain@ihep.ac.cn
‡ jxwang@ihep.ac.cn

of some special cases, such calculation can only be done
numerically.

Things becomes worse if there exists fermions in exter-
nal particles. The scattering amplitude of a process with
external fermions can roughly be expressed as

M∼
∑
i

Fi1Fi2 · · ·Fin . (1)

We have used ∼ in the expression since the coefficients
have been dropped. Here Fk denotes a fermion line,
which contains a string of Dirac γ-matrices and two
spinors, i.e.

Fk = U1V̂1 · · · V̂mU2. (2)

Here U1,2 are the two spinors, and V1,2,··· ,m are several
vectors, which can be external momenta, polarization
vectors and their combinations. We use a hat ( ̂ ) over a
vector to denote its contraction with the Dirac matrices,
namely

V̂ ≡ gµνV µγν , (3)

with gµν=diag{1,−1,−1,−1} and γµ=(γ0, γ1, γ2, γ3).
Since physical results are described by square of the

amplitude, the conventional way to evaluate Eq. (1) is
squaring it with its Hermitian conjugation, and summing
over the fermion polarizations using Dirac equation. By
doing so, the square of the amplitude can be expressed
as

|M|2 ∼
∑
j

TrS
(nj1

)
j1

TrS
(nj2

)
j2

· · ·TrS
(njl

)

jl
, (4)

where S
(ni)
i denotes a string with ni Dirac matrices. Each

of them is obtained from at least two fermion lines such
that it is obvious there will be lots of matrix multiplica-
tions in the calculation which are quite time-consuming.
Furthermore, in multi-particle processes the number of
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total terms in Eq. (1) grows very rapidly, which leads to
a tremendous number of terms after the squaring. There-
fore, this conventional way is not applicable in multi-
particle processes.

An alternative way is to calculate the amplitude di-
rectly, before squaring it. A fermion line Fk can be turned
into a trace by moving the second spinor to the front,
namely

Fk = Tr(U2U1V̂1 · · · V̂m). (5)

With specific polarizations, U2U1 is nothing but a 4× 4
matrix and therefore can be expanded over γ-matrices.
There are many different ways in the expansion which
lead to different approaches (see e.g. [16–20]).

Another popular approach is the helicity amplitude
method [21–27]. For a certain helicity configuration of
external particles, the amplitude can be simplified since
many of the terms do not contribute. Meanwhile, am-
plitudes with different helicity configurations do not in-
terfere with each other, hence the square of the total
amplitude becomes straightforward.

In recent years, a new approach, based on on-shell re-
cursion relations, becomes popular in the calculation of
scattering amplitude. In this approach, the amplitude of
multi-particle processes is constructed with blocks from
on-shell amplitudes of fewer legs, which is much simpler
than the original one. The most famous on-shell recur-
sion relations are the “BCFW recursion relations” pro-
posed by Britto, Cachazo, Feng and Witten in the calcu-
lation of gluon scattering [28, 29]. The recursion relations
are derived using complex deformation of the external
momenta and calculating the residue of the deformed
amplitude in the complex plane. Combined with the
spinor helicity formalism, this approach has show great
advantage in the scattering of massless particles. This ap-
proach cannot be directly applied to the processes with
massive particles, since the momenta of massive parti-
cles cannot be written as a direct product of two spinors.
There have been many efforts on this [30–39].

In this paper, we introduce a new numerical algorithm
for fermion lines calculation at tree-level. By avoiding
most time-consuming matrix multiplications, this new
approach could reduce the time used in the calculation
of amplitude hence improve the efficiency of phase space
integration and event generation, especially in the pro-
cesses with many fermion lines.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we
detailed introduce our new algorithm, including the cal-
culation of γ-matrix strings, the calculation of fermion
lines and the calculation of the amplitudes with fermion
lines. In Section III, the comparison with other programs
is presented to show the advantage of the new algorithm
which is implemented in our FDC package [40].The sum-
mary is given in the last section.

II. THE APPROACH

A. Notations and Conventions

First, our approach is limited to tree level hence the
dimension of space-time is always 4. And for the γ-
matrices, the Dirac (standard) representation is used,
namely

γ0 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, γi =

(
0 σi

−σi 0

)
, γ5 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, (6)

with i = 1, 2, 3. σi are the Pauli matrices:

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (7)

And the contraction of a 4-dimensional vector pµ =
(p0, ~p) with the γ-matrices takes the form of

p̂ = p0γ0 − ~p · ~γ =

(
p0 −~p · ~σ
~p · ~σ −p0

)
. (8)

The string with n γ-matrices is defined as

S(n)(pn, pn−1, · · · , p1) = p̂np̂n−1 · · · p̂1. (9)

The order of superscripts in the vectors has been reversed
for convenience.

The Dirac spinors for fermion and anti-fermion are de-
fined as

u(k, s) ≡ U(+, k, s) =
k̂ +m√
k0 +m

u0(+, s),

v(k, s) ≡ U(−, k, s) =
−k̂ +m√
k0 +m

u0(−, s), (10)

with

u0(+, s) ≡
(
χs
0

)
, u0(−, s) ≡

(
0
χs

)
, (11)

and

χ1 =

(
1
0

)
, χ2 =

(
0
1

)
. (12)

Here the symbols ± in U and u0 are used to distinguish
fermion and anti-fermion, and s is the polarization of the
particle.

B. Calculation of S(n)

In this subsection, we introduce how we calculate S(n),
the string with n γ-matrices recursively. In the calcula-
tion of the amplitude there might be γ5 among other
γ-matrices. Due to its anti-commutativity with all the
γ-matrices, all the γ5 can be moved outside of S(n) by
adding a possible factor −1. Meanwhile we suppose all
the Lorentz indices have been summed over in the string
therefore all the γ-matrices in S(n) are now contracted
with certain vectors, i.e. it takes exactly the form of
Eq. (9).
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1. n = 2

We will show later that the cases of n = 0, 1 are not
needed. Here we just skip them and start from n = 2.
According to Eq. (8), S(2) can be rewritten as

S(2)(p2, p1)

=

(
p02 −~p2 · ~σ

~p2 · ~σ −p02

)(
p01 −~p1 · ~σ

~p1 · ~σ −p01

)
=

(
p02p

0
1 − (~p2 · ~σ)(~p1 · ~σ) p01(~p2 · ~σ)− p02(~p1 · ~σ)

p01(~p2 · ~σ)− p02(~p1 · ~σ) p02p
0
1 − (~p2 · ~σ)(~p1 · ~σ)

)
.

(13)

Using the identity of Pauli matrices

σiσj = iεijkσk + δij , (14)

it is easy to find

(~p2 · ~σ)(~p1 · ~σ) = pi2σ
ipj1σ

j

= pi2p
j
1(iεijkσk + δij)

= iεijkpi2p
j
1σ
k + ~p2 · ~p1.

(15)

Hence

S(2)(p2, p1)

=

(
p2 · p1 − iεijkpi2p

j
1σ
k (p01~p2 − p02~p1) · ~σ

(p01~p2 − p02~p1) · ~σ p2 · p1 − iεijkpi2p
j
1σ
k

)
.
(16)

On the other hand, by introducing two new vectors pa
and pb as

p(2),µa (p2, p1) ≡ (p2 · p1,−p02~p1 + p01~p2),

p
(2),µ
b (p2, p1) ≡ (0, εijkpi2p

j
1),

(17)

S(2) in Eq. (16) can be further expressed as

S(2)(p2, p1) = p̂
(2)
a,{2,1}γ

0 − iγ5p̂(2)b,{2,1}γ
0. (18)

Here the superscript (2) in pa and pb denotes the vector
contains two arguments, which is same as S(n). And we
have used the abbreviation to compact the expression

p
(n)
a(b),{in,in−1,··· ,i1} ≡ p

(n)
a(b)(pin , pin−1

, · · · , pi1). (19)

2. n = 3

The calculation of S(3) is straightforward using
Eq. (18)

S(3)(p3, p2, p1)

=p̂3S
(2)(p2, p1)

=p̂3

(
p̂
(2)
a,{2,1}γ

0 − iγ5p̂(2)b,{2,1}γ
0
)

=S(2)
(
p3, p

(2)
a,{2,1}

)
γ0 + iγ5S(2)

(
p3, p

(2)
b,{2,1}

)
γ0.

(20)

The two S(2) on the r.h.s. of Eq. (20) can be obtained
by using Eq. (18) again:

S(2)
(
p3, p

(2)
a(b),{2,1}

)
=p̂(2)a

(
p3, p

(2)
a(b),{2,1}

)
γ0

− iγ5p̂(2)b
(
p3, p

(2)
a(b),{2,1}

)
γ0.

(21)

Inserting them into Eq. (20) one finds

S(3)(p3, p2, p1)

=
[
p̂(2)a

(
p3, p

(2)
a,{2,1}

)
+ p̂

(2)
b

(
p3, p

(2)
b,{2,1}

)]
− iγ5

[
p̂
(2)
b

(
p3, p

(2)
a,{2,1}

)
− p̂(2)a

(
p3, p

(2)
b,{2,1}

)]
.

(22)

If introducing two new vectors as

p(3)a (p3, p2, p1) ≡ p(2)a
(
p3, p

(2)
a,{2,1}

)
+ p

(2)
b

(
p3, p

(2)
b,{2,1}

)
,

p
(3)
b (p3, p2, p1) ≡ p(2)b

(
p3, p

(2)
a,{2,1}

)
− p(2)a

(
p3, p

(2)
b,{2,1}

)
,

(23)

S(3) can be expressed as

S(3)(p3, p2, p1) = p̂
(3)
a,{3,2,1} − iγ

5p̂
(3)
b,{3,2,1}. (24)

3. n = 4 and general formula of S(n)

The calculation for the case of n = 4 is similar as the
case of n = 3. Using Eq. (24), S(4) is expressed by two
other S(2) as

S(4)(p4, p3, p2, p1)

=p̂4

[
p̂
(3)
a,{3,2,1} − iγ

5p̂
(3)
b,{3,2,1}

]
=S(2)

(
p4, p

(3)
a,{3,2,1}

)
+ iγ5S(2)

(
p4, p

(3)
b,{3,2,1}

)
.

(25)

These S(2) are then obtained by using Eq. (18) as

S(2)
(
p4, p

(3)
a(b),{3,2,1}

)
=p̂(2)a

(
p4, p

(3)
a(b),{3,2,1}

)
γ0

− iγ5p̂(2)b
(
p4, p

(3)
a(b),{3,2,1}

)
γ0.

(26)

Inserting them into Eq. (25) gives

S(4)(p4, p3, p2, p1)

=
[
p̂(2)a

(
p4, p

(3)
a,{3,2,1}

)
+ p̂

(2)
b

(
p4, p

(3)
b,{3,2,1}

)]
γ0

− iγ5
[
p̂
(2)
b

(
p4, p

(3)
a,{3,2,1}

)
− p̂(2)a

(
p4, p

(3)
b,{3,2,1}

)]
γ0

=p̂
(4)
a,{4,3,2,1}γ

0 − iγ5p̂(4)b,{4,3,2,1}γ
0,

(27)

where the two new vectors are defined as

p(4)a (p4, p3, p2, p1) ≡ p(2)a
(
p4, p

(3)
a,{3,2,1}

)
+ p

(2)
b

(
p4, p

(3)
b,{3,2,1}

)
,

p
(4)
b (p4, p3, p2, p1) ≡ p(2)b

(
p4, p

(3)
a,{3,2,1}

)
− p(2)a

(
p4, p

(3)
b,{3,2,1}

)
.

(28)
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It can be seen that S(4) in Eq. (27) has the same form
as S(2), therefore S(5) will have the same form as S(3).

Generalizing this to even larger n, we come to the general
formula of S(n) (n ≥ 2):

S(n)(pn, pn−1, · · · , p1) =

p̂
(n)
a,{n,n−1,··· ,1}γ

0 − iγ5p̂(n)b,{n,n−1,··· ,1}γ
0 for even n

p̂
(n)
a,{n,n−1,··· ,1} − iγ

5p̂
(n)
b,{n,n−1,··· ,1} for odd n

(29)

which can be further rewritten as

S(n)(pn, pn−1, · · · , p1)

=
(
p̂
(n)
a,{n,n−1,··· ,1} − iγ

5p̂
(n)
b,{n,n−1,··· ,1}

)
(γ0)n+1.

(30)

Meanwhile, from Eqs. (23) and (28) it can seen that p
(n)
a

and p
(n)
b (n ≥ 3) always have the same form no matter n

is odd or even. It can be obtained recursively as

p(n)a (pn, pn−1, · · · , p1) ≡p(2)a
(
pn, p

(n−1)
a,{n−1,··· ,1}

)
+ p

(2)
b

(
pn, p

(n−1)
b,{n−1,··· ,1}

)
,

p
(n)
b (pn, pn−1, · · · , p1) ≡p(2)b

(
pn, p

(n−1)
a,{n−1,··· ,1}

)
− p(2)a

(
pn, p

(n−1)
b,{n−1,··· ,1}

)
,

(31)

while p
(2)
a(b) is defined in Eq. (17).

Let us further investigate the structure of S(n).
Eq. (30) can be taken as another definition of S(n), in
which the arguments are no longer pi but pa and pb.
For a fixed queue of pi, pa and pb can be obtained with
Eq. (31) and then the corresponding S(n) is expressed as

S(n)(pa, pb) =
(
p̂a − iγ5p̂b

)
(γ0)n+1 ≡ S̃(n)(pa, pb)(γ

0)n+1.
(32)

A tilde is used over S(n) to denotes the part without γ0.

With Eqs. (6) and (8), it is easy to find that S̃(n) can be
expressed by four blocks as

S̃(n)(pa, pb) =

(
A(++) A(+−)

A(−+) A(−−)

)
, (33)

with

A(++) = −A(−−) = p0a − i~pb · ~σ,
A(+−) = −A(−+) = ip0b − ~pa · ~σ. (34)

Only two of them are independent.
Also, from Eq. (32) it is straightforward to derive the

product of γ5 and S(n):

γ5S(n)(pa, pb) =
(
γ5p̂a − ip̂b

)
(γ0)n+1

= (−i)
(
p̂b + iγ5p̂a

)
(γ0)n+1

= −iS(n)(pb,−pa).

(35)

C. Calculation of fermion lines

In this subsection, we introduce how we calculate
fermion lines with the string S(n) we obtained above.

A fermion line with two external fermions usually can be
written as

F (z1, k1, s1; z2, k2, s2;n)

=U(z1, k1, s1)S(n)(pn, pn−1, · · · , p1)U(z2, k2, s2).
(36)

In this expression U(z, k, s), whose definition can be
found in Eq. (10), is used as the spinor of fermion and
anti-fermion at the same time. Here z can be + or −
which stands for fermion or anti-fermion, respectively.k
and s are the momentum and polarization of the particle.
It should be pointed out that for a specific process, all
the zi are fixed according to external particles. n in the
arguments of F denotes a string of n γ-matrices, but we
have removed the detailed list of vectors for convenience.

In the calculation of amplitude there might be γ5 inside
a fermion line. However, due to its anti-commutativity
with all four γ-matrices, it can always be moved in front
of S(n). Furthermore according to Eq. (35), γ5S(n) can
be obtained by a substitution in the arguments of S(n).
Hence there is no particular need to discuss how to cal-
culate fermion lines with γ5.

1. a trick in the spinors

First we introduce a trick in the spinors. As shown in
Eq. (10), the relationship between U(z, k, s) and u0(z, s)
can be expressed as

U(z, k, s) =
zk̂ +m√
k0 +m

u0(z, s). (37)

If we introduce a new vector which is defined as

k′µ ≡ 1√
k0 +m

(k0 +m,~k), (38)
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it is easy to prove

U(z, k, s) = zk̂′u0(z, s), U(z, k, s) = zu0(z, s)k̂′. (39)

This trick is very useful in case of massive fermions,

since it prevents the term zk̂ + m being separated. In
a process with n massive fermions, this trick can reduce
the number of total terms by a factor of 1/2n.

Meanwhile it can be observed that in the Dirac pre-
sentation, u0 defined in Eq. (11) is an eigenstates of γ0

with the eigenvalue z, namely

γ0u0(z, s) = zu0(z, s), u0(z, s)†γ0 = zu0(z, s)†. (40)

2. calculation of fermion lines without Lorentz indices

Now we turn back to the calculation of fermions line.
Here we still suppose that all the Lorentz indices have
been summed over in the string of γ-matrices hence no
more Lorentz indices are remained.

Using Eqs. (39) and (40), it is easy to find

F (z1, k1, s1; z2, k2, s2;n)

= U(z1, k1, s1)S(n)(pn, pn−1, · · · , p1)U(z2, k2, s2) (41)

= z1z2u0(z1, s1)k̂′1S
(n)(pn, pn−1, · · · , p1)k̂′2u0(z2, s2)

= z1z2u0(z1, s1)S(n+2)(k′1, pn, pn−1, · · · , p1, k′2)u0(z2, s2).

The momenta are separated from the spinors and merged
to the string of γ-matrices S(n+2). This procedure can
be done to all the fermion lines, which indicates all the
S(n) we need to calculate contain at least two γ-matrices.
This is the reason why in Sec. II B only the cases of n ≥ 2
are considered.

The r.h.s. of Eq. (42) can further be evaluated with
Eqs. (32) and (33) as

F (z1, k1, s1; z2, k2, s2;n)

= z1z2u0(z1, s1)†γ0S̃(n+2)(γ0)n+3u0(z2, s2)

= z21z
n+4
2 u0(z1, s1)†

(
A(++) A(+−)

A(−+) A(−−)

)
u0(z2, s2)

= zn2 χ
†
s1A

(z1z2)χs2

= zn2A
(z1z2)
s1s2 , (42)

where Eq. (40) and z21 = z22 = 1 have been used.

As aforementioned, z1,2 is fixed for a specific process,

hence only one of the four blocks in S̃(n+2) is needed.

Since S̃(n+2) is totally decided by pa and pb, the calcu-
lation of the fermion line is now converted into the cal-
culation of pa and pb, which can be recursively without
any matrix multiplications.

Furthermore, four elements of the block A(z1z2)

corresponds to the four different configurations of
{s1, s2}, respectively. This means that the results for all
possible polarization configurations can be obtained via
a single calculation, which can improve the efficiency of
calculation greatly.

3. calculation of fermion lines with one Lorentz index

So far we have supposed that all the Lorentz indices
have been summed over in fermion lines, but that is not
enough for the calculation of amplitude. In this sec-
tion, we introduce how to calculate fermion lines with
one Lorentz index, which take the form of

Fµ(z1, k1, s1; z2, k2, s2;n1, n2)

=U(z1, k1, s1)S(n1)(pn1 , · · · , p1)γµ

S(n2)(qn2 , · · · , q1)U(z2, k2, s2).

(43)

It is a Lorentz vector with four components. In order to
calculate these four components, four auxiliary vectors
are introduced as follows

rµ0 = {1, 0, 0, 0}, rµ1 = {0,−1, 0, 0},
rµ2 = {0, 0,−1, 0}, rµ3 = {0, 0, 0,−1}. (44)

It is obvious that

γ0 = r̂0, γi = r̂i. (45)

Hence

F 0(z1, k1, s1; z2, k2, s2;n1, n2) = U(z1, k1, s1)S(n1)(pn1 , · · · , p1)γ0S(n2)(qn2 , · · · , q1)U(z2, k2, s2)

= U(z1, k1, s1)S(n1)(pn1
, · · · , p1)r̂0S

(n2)(qn2
, · · · , q1)U(z2, k2, s2)

= U(z1, k1, s1)S(n1+n2+1)(pn1 , · · · , p1, r0, qn2 , · · · , q1)U(z2, k2, s2).

It is exactly the result of a fermion line without any Lorentz indices. Similarly, the other three components
are obtained as
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F i(z1, k1, s1; z2, k2, s2;n1, n2) = U(z1, k1, s1)S(n1+n2+1)(pn1 , · · · , p1, ri, qn2 , · · · , q1)U(z2, k2, s2). (46)

D. Calculation of scattering amplitudes

The scattering amplitude of a process with n fermion
lines usually takes the form of

M∼
∑
i

Fi1Fi2 · · ·Fin , (47)

where the coefficients have been dropped. It is natural
to assume that the summation over Lorentz indices is
already been done inside each fermion line. After that,
we can separate the fermion lines into three types: 1)
with no Lorentz indices; 2) with one Lorentz index; 3)
with two or more Lorentz indices. In order to calculate
the amplitude, we need to calculate all these three types
of fermion lines.

We have already presented a detailed introduction on
how to calculation fermion lines without indices, hence
there is no need to discuss them here. Meanwhile, as
aforementioned fermion lines with one index are Lorentz
vectors, whose components can be obtained by introduc-
ing four auxiliary vectors. It should be emphasized that
once obtained, these vectors can also be contracted into
other fermion lines.

So far we have not mentioned how to deal with
fermions lines with two or more indices. Of course, they
can be taken as Lorentz tensors and all of their compo-
nents can be obtained with the four auxiliary vectors,
just like what is done to those with one index. But there
is a better way.

First we would like to point out: at tree level, if there
are n pair of Lorentz index contractions amongm fermion
lines (suppose each fermion line carries at least one index,
since those without Lorentz indices are irrelevant), there
should be at least one fermion line with just one index.
The proof of this statement is straightforward:

• Index contraction between two fermion lines can
be taken as the connection of the two lines by an
internal line.

• At tree level, there can be at most m − 1 such in-
ternal lines, hence n ≤ m− 1.

• If each fermion line carries at least two indices, we
will have 2m ≤ 2n, which is not allowed at tree
level.

Based on this, we will never need to calculate fermion
lines with two or more indices if we do the calculation in
the following way:

1. separate the fermion lines into three groups as de-
scribed before.

2. calculate all the fermion lines without indices.

3. calculate a fermion line with one index, take it as
a vector and contract it into another lines.

4. back to the top until all the fermion lines are cal-
culated.

Of course there could be some further improvements in
performing this such as the order of the lines calculated,
but we will not discuss them here.

In the end of this section, we introduce another trick
used in the calculation of the amplitude. If a fermion
line Fµ1 is connected with another fermion line F ν···2 via a
massive vector boson whose propagator is gµν−pµpν/m2

(other parts dropped), a new vector k ≡ F1−(F1 · p/m2)p
is introduced. Therefore the index contraction becomes

Fµ1 F
ν···
2 (gµν −

pµpν
m2

) = kνF
ν···
2 . (48)

This trick prevents the two terms in the propagator from
being separated, hence reduces the total number of terms
in the summation of Eq. (47).

III. COMPARISON WITH OTHER PACKAGES

We have achieved this new algorithm in our FDC pack-
age [40]. At first, we checked its efficiency with the old
version in FDC on the calculation of multiple-fermion-
line amplitudes and find much improvement. Second, we
check its efficiency on same calculation by using both
FDC and some other packages, and present the compar-
ision of the time used by different packages in the follow-
ing.

A. Comparison with MadGraph

The first package we have compared with is Mad-
Graph [2], which might be the most famous package for
automatic calculation. The version of MadGraph used
is MadGraph5 aMC@NLO. Since the calculation for a
2 → 2 process is too fast we choose a 2 → 4 process
e+e− → bb̄cc̄ and a 2 → 6 process e+e− → cc̄cc̄cc̄ as
our benchmark processes. In order to show the advan-
tage of our new algorithm, charm and bottom quarks are
kept massive, and all the polarization configurations are
summed over. For e+e− → bb̄cc̄, there are 8 Feynman
diagrams at the order of α2α2

s while for e+e− → cc̄cc̄cc̄,
there are 576 diagrams at the order of α2α3

s.
The comparison is done with an Intel i3-4150 dual-core

processor, while only one core is used. Since MadGraph
includes many other built-in functions, it is hard to ob-
tain the exact time used in the calculation of amplitudes.
Hence the comparison is done as follows:
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• Set the number of points in each iteration to be
10000 in MadGraph.

• Get the time for each iteration, which is provided
by MadGraph automatically. Since there might be
some optimizations in phase space integration, the
time for later iteration is thought to be most accu-
rate.

• By assuming the efficiency of phase space integra-
tion is 100%, the time taken above is regards as es-
timated time used by MadGraph for 10000 points
in phase space integration.

• Similar thing is done in FDC, but the efficiency of
phase space integration is replaced with the actual
one.

e+e− → bb̄cc̄ e+e− → cc̄cc̄cc̄√
s(GeV) FDC MadGraph FDC MadGraph

20 0.6 2.26 103.4 4008
50 0.5 2.28 90.4 3936
100 0.5 2.23 111.4 3990
200 0.5 2.24 127.9 4044
500 0.5 2.24 154.2 4002
1000 0.5 2.23 172.8 4002

TABLE I: Estimated time for 10000 points in phase
space integration in unit of second.

The comparison is done with several different center-of-
mass (c.m.) energies and the results are listed in Table I.
It can be seen from the table that in the calculation of
the 2 → 4 process, FDC is at least 3 times faster than
MadGraph, while in the calculation of the 2→ 6 process,
FDC is 20 ∼ 40 times faster than MadGraph as the c.m.
energy changes.

B. Comparison with WHIZARD

Another package we have compared with is
WHIZARD [3, 41], and the version we use is 2.8.4.

Since WHIZARD is unable to give results at certain
order of α and αs, we have to choose part of the Feynman
diagrams in each processes for comparison. Hence the
benchmark processes are changed into:

• 4 Feynman diagrams of e+e− → bb̄cc̄, in which bb̄
is produced via a gluon.

• Another 4 Feynman diagrams of e+e− → bb̄cc̄, in
which cc̄ is produced via a gluon.

• 12 Feynman diagrams of e+e− → cc̄cc̄cc̄, as shown
in Fig. 1.

The comparison is done similarly, with the results
shown in Table II. Since both FDC and WHIZARD can
provide expected time for a certain number of events

e−(1)

e+(2)

c(3)

c̄(8)

c̄(4)

c(5)

c̄(6)

c(7)

e−(1)

e+(2)

c(3)

c̄(4)

c(5)

c̄(8)

c̄(6)

c(7)

e−(1)

e+(2)

c̄(8)

c(3)

c̄(4)

c(5)

c̄(6)

c(7)

e−(1)

e+(2)

c̄(8)

c̄(4)

c(5)

c(3)

c̄(6)

c(7)

e−(1)

e+(2)

c(3)

c̄(4)

c(5)

c̄(8)

c̄(6)

c(7)

e−(1)

e+(2)

c̄(8)

c̄(4)

c(5)

c(3)

c̄(6)

c(7)

FIG. 1: Selected Feynman diagrams of e+e− → cc̄cc̄cc̄
in the comparison with WHIZARD. The vector boson

coupled with e+e− can be photon or Z boson.

directly, the time for 10000 events are used this time.
Meanwhile, the first two processes are marked with g∗ →
bb̄ and g∗ → cc̄, respectively.

It can be seen from the table that in the 2→ 4 process,
FDC is more than 13 times faster than WHIZARD, while
in the 2→ 6 process, FDC is dozens to hundreds of times
faster.
Note added: After this work is submitted, a direct com-

parison on the computation of pure amplitude square
with WHIZARD is available, with the help from its au-
thors [42]. Little difference is found in the time cost of
both packages for this part. The large difference observed
in Table II should arise from other parts, such as phase
space integrations and event generations.

From both comparisons, it can be concluded that with
the new algorithm, FDC gives a very good performance
in the processes with multiple fermion lines.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, a new approach for the numerical cal-
culation of fermion lines at tree level is introduced. By
calculating two vectors recursively without any matrix
multiplications, the result of a fermion line is reduced to
a very compact form which depends only on these two
vectors. Furthermore, the results for all possible polar-
ization configurations can be obtained at the same time
without extra cost. As shown in the comparisons, FDC
gives a very good performance in the processes of multi-
ple fermion lines with this new approach and some other
improvements. A further comparison with WHIZARD
shows that this new approach has a competitive efficiency
in computing pure amplitude square without phase space
integration.
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M. Vos, Study of single top production at high en-
ergy electron positron colliders, Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 223
(2015), arXiv:1411.2355 [hep-ex].

[16] R. Vega and J. Wudka, A Covariant method for calcu-
lating helicity amplitudes, Phys. Rev. D 53, 5286 (1996),
[Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 56, 6037–6038 (1997)], arXiv:hep-
ph/9511318.

[17] C.-H. Chang and Y.-Q. Chen, The Production of B(c) or
anti-B(c) meson associated with two heavy quark jets in
Z0 boson decay, Phys. Rev. D 46, 3845 (1992), [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 50, 6013 (1994)].

[18] A. L. Bondarev, Methods of minimization of calculations
in high-energy physics: 1. A covariant method for calcu-
lating amplitudes of processes involving polarized Dirac
particles, (1997), arXiv:hep-ph/9710398.

[19] C.-F. Qiao, A New approach for analytic amplitude cal-
culations, Phys. Rev. D 67, 097503 (2003), arXiv:hep-
ph/0302128.

[20] Z.-Q. Chen and C.-F. Qiao, The trace amplitude method
and its application to the NLO QCD calculation, (2021),
arXiv:2101.01106 [hep-ph].

[21] F. A. Berends, R. Kleiss, P. De Causmaecker, R. Gast-
mans, and T. T. Wu, Single Bremsstrahlung Processes in
Gauge Theories, Phys. Lett. B 103, 124 (1981).

[22] P. De Causmaecker, R. Gastmans, W. Troost, and T. T.
Wu, Multiple Bremsstrahlung in Gauge Theories at High-
Energies. 1. General Formalism for Quantum Electrody-
namics, Nucl. Phys. B 206, 53 (1982).

[23] R. Kleiss and W. J. Stirling, Spinor Techniques for Cal-
culating p anti-p —> W+- / Z0 + Jets, Nucl. Phys. B
262, 235 (1985).

[24] R. Gastmans and T. T. Wu, The Ubiquitous photon: He-
licity method for QED and QCD, Vol. 80 (1990).

https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/762/1/012065
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.04611
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.04611
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)079
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0301
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1742-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1742-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/0708.4233
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3001-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.7096
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.7096
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2006.02.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0308080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.05.022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.06595
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.06595
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.09.015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09692
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.03.013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.03614
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2019.106877
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2019.106877
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07808
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07808
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.11669
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.0563
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3746-5
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3746-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.06020
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2530-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3758
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3758
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)003
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02441
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3453-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3453-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.2355
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.6037
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511318
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511318
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.3845
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710398
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.097503
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302128
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302128
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01106
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)90685-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90488-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90285-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90285-8


9

[25] Z. Xu, D.-H. Zhang, and L. Chang, Helicity Ampli-
tudes for Multiple Bremsstrahlung in Massless Non-
abelian Gauge Theories, Nucl. Phys. B 291, 392 (1987).

[26] J. F. Gunion and Z. Kunszt, Improved Analytic Tech-
niques for Tree Graph Calculations and the G g q anti-q
Lepton anti-Lepton Subprocess, Phys. Lett. B 161, 333
(1985).

[27] K. Hagiwara and D. Zeppenfeld, Helicity Amplitudes for
Heavy Lepton Production in e+ e- Annihilation, Nucl.
Phys. B 274, 1 (1986).

[28] R. Britto, F. Cachazo, and B. Feng, New recursion rela-
tions for tree amplitudes of gluons, Nucl. Phys. B 715,
499 (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0412308.

[29] R. Britto, F. Cachazo, B. Feng, and E. Witten, Di-
rect proof of tree-level recursion relation in Yang-Mills
theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 181602 (2005), arXiv:hep-
th/0501052.

[30] C. Schwinn and S. Weinzierl, Scalar diagrammatic rules
for Born amplitudes in QCD, JHEP 05, 006, arXiv:hep-
th/0503015.

[31] C. Schwinn and S. Weinzierl, SUSY ward identities for
multi-gluon helicity amplitudes with massive quarks,
JHEP 03, 030, arXiv:hep-th/0602012.

[32] C. Schwinn and S. Weinzierl, On-shell recursion relations
for all Born QCD amplitudes, JHEP 04, 072, arXiv:hep-
ph/0703021.

[33] N. Craig, H. Elvang, M. Kiermaier, and T. Slatyer, Mas-
sive amplitudes on the Coulomb branch of N=4 SYM,

JHEP 12, 097, arXiv:1104.2050 [hep-th].
[34] R. H. Boels and C. Schwinn, On-shell supersymmetry

for massive multiplets, Phys. Rev. D 84, 065006 (2011),
arXiv:1104.2280 [hep-th].

[35] N. Arkani-Hamed, T.-C. Huang, and Y.-t. Huang, Scat-
tering amplitudes for all masses and spins, JHEP 11, 070,
arXiv:1709.04891 [hep-th].

[36] R. Aoude and C. S. Machado, The Rise of SMEFT On-
shell Amplitudes, JHEP 12, 058, arXiv:1905.11433 [hep-
ph].

[37] S. Ballav and A. Manna, Recursion relations for scat-
tering amplitudes with massive particles, JHEP 03, 295,
arXiv:2010.14139 [hep-th].

[38] A. Herderschee, S. Koren, and T. Trott, Constructing N
= 4 Coulomb branch superamplitudes, JHEP 08, 107,
arXiv:1902.07205 [hep-th].

[39] R. Franken and C. Schwinn, On-shell constructibility of
Born amplitudes in spontaneously broken gauge theories,
JHEP 02, 073, arXiv:1910.13407 [hep-th].

[40] J.-X. Wang, Progress in FDC project, Nucl. Instrum.
Meth. A 534, 241 (2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0407058.

[41] M. Moretti, T. Ohl, and J. Reuter, O’Mega: An Op-
timizing matrix element generator, (2001), arXiv:hep-
ph/0102195.

[42] W. Kilian, T. Ohl, and J. Reuter, private communication.

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90479-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90774-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90774-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90615-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90615-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.02.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.02.030
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0412308
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.181602
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0501052
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0501052
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/05/006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0503015
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0503015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/03/030
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0602012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/04/072
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703021
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703021
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2011)097
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.2050
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.065006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.2280
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.04891
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)058
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.11433
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.11433
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)295
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14139
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)107
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.07205
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)073
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.13407
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2004.07.094
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2004.07.094
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0407058
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102195
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102195

	A new approach for amplitudes with multiple fermion lines
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II The approach
	A Notations and Conventions
	B Calculation of S(n)
	1 n=2
	2 n=3
	3 n=4 and general formula of S(n)

	C Calculation of fermion lines
	1 a trick in the spinors
	2 calculation of fermion lines without Lorentz indices
	3 calculation of fermion lines with one Lorentz index

	D Calculation of scattering amplitudes

	III Comparison with other packages
	A Comparison with MadGraph
	B Comparison with WHIZARD

	IV summary
	 Acknowledgements
	 References


