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Abstract: In [1], we propose a universal method to reduce one-loop integrals with both

tensor structure and higher-power propagators. However the whole reduction is a little

redundant since we don’t use the results of lower rank cases when addressing a certain

tensor integral. Recently, we found a remarkable recursion relation [2, 3], where a tensor

integral is reduced to lower-rank integrals and a lower term corresponding to integrals

with one or more propagators being canceled. However, the expression of the lower term

is unknown. In this paper, we derive this non-trivial recursion relation for non-degenerate

and degenerate cases and give the explicit expression for the lower term. The non-trivial

recursion relation makes the reduction process extremely simple. Moreover, results given

in this paper can be used in the reduction of two-loop integrals along the line presented in

[2].
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1 Introduction

In recent years we have witnessed enormous progress in computing and understanding

analytic structures of scattering amplitudes. At one-loop level, it is well-known that a

general one-loop integral in D = (4 − 2ε)-dimension can always be reduced to a linear

combination of one-loop scalar integrals (master integrals) with reduction coefficients being

rational functions of external variables [4–21]. These master integrals at one-loop level

(referred to as tadpoles, bubbles, triangles, boxes, and pentagons according to the number

of their propagators) are well known. Therefore, the main problem of one-loop integrals

is calculating the reduction coefficients. There are a host of methods to deal with the

reduction at integrand level and integral level, such as Integration-By-Parts (IBP) [22–28],

Passarino-Veltman(PV) reduction [6], Ossola-Papadopoulos-Pittau(OPP) reduction [29–

31], Unitarity cut [13, 32–41], Intersection number [42–48] and some recent process.

The analytical structure of one-loop integrals is studied by investigating Feynman

parametrization in the projective space for its compactness and the close relation to ge-

ometry [49, 50]. Inspired by this paper, we find it could be convenient to do reduction

for one-loop integrals in projective space. Furthermore the symmetry and compactness

of reduction coefficients are illustrated clearly by this method in [1]. However, with this

technique, we have to expand a general one-loop integral into the combination of En,k[V i]

first, then reduce every En,k[V i] to the basis, after that, we sum over all contributions to

obtain the final reduction result. Although the compact recursion relation makes reduc-

tion faster, we find the running time grows sharply as the number of propagator n and
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the rank r increase. On the other hand, directly using the recursion relation of En,k[V i] to

investigate the analytical structure of reduction coefficients is not so convenience since it

gives only part of full expression. Recently, we found a remarkable recursion relation for

one-loop reduction where a tensor integral can be reduced to lower-rank integrals and the

lower term which corresponds to integrals with one or more propagators being canceled

[2, 3]

I(r)
n =

1

|G|

[
ArI

(r−1)
n +BrI

(r−2)
n + Lower Term

]
(1.1)

where |G| is the Gram determinant of In and the tensor integrals are defined as

I(r)
n ≡

∫
dD`

iπD/2

(2R · `)r

(`2 −M2
0 )
∏n

j=1((`−Kj)2 −M2
j )

(1.2)

The formula (1.1) is proved by considering acting on it with two differential operators

Di ≡ Ki ·∂R, T ≡ ∂R ·∂R [3]. The expressions for Ar, Br are known while the lower term is

still a mystery. In this paper, we derive the explicit form of the lower term by applying the

universal recursion relation of En,k[V i]. We obtain two forms of the lower term, the first

one involves integrals in (D− 2)-dimensional space while the second one involves integrals

in the same D-dimensional space1. The recursion relation not only makes the reduction

process extremely simple and effective, but also serves as a tool to study the analytical

structures of reduction coefficients like singularities.

The paper is structured as follows: In section 2, we give a brief review of the reduction

technique in projective space. In section 3, we first obtain the expression form of the

recursion relation and then illustrate it with some examples. The proof is listed in the

Appendix A. In section 4, we discuss how to deal with the degenerate case and show our

method with some examples. Finally, we give some discussions in section 5.

2 Review of one-loop reduction in projective space

In recent work [1], we study general one-loop integrals in D-dimensional spacetime with

both tensor structure and higher poles2

I
(r)
vn;D ≡

∫
dD`

iπD/2

(2R · `)r∏n
j=1((`− qj)2 −m2

j )
vj

(2.1)

where the loop momentum `, R, q lives in D = (d − 2ε)-dimensional spacetime The vn =

{v1, v2, . . . , vn} is the power list of the n propagators. In the formula, we have introduced

an auxiliary vector R3 to make the expression compact. For example, any general ten-

sor structure can be recovered by applying differential operators of R on the standard

1While we are writing the paper, the similar results have been obtained in [51] using the IBP method

in Baikov representation.
2Here to manifest permutation symmetry of propagators we use the notations differing from (1.2).
3The introduction of the auxiliary vector R can improve the efficiency of reduction as shown in [3, 51–55]

for one-loop integrals and [2, 56] for higher loops.
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expression, such as∫
dD`

iπD/2

`2` ·K∏n
j=1((`− qj)2 −m2

j )
vj
∝ (K · ∂R)(∂R · ∂R)I

(3)
vn;D . (2.2)

To simplify our denotation, we first introduce the integrals in projective space

En,k[T ] ≡
∫

∆

〈Xdn−1X〉T [Xk]

(XQX)
n+k
2

; T [Xk] ≡ TI1I2...IkX
I1XI2 · · ·XIk (2.3)

where T is a general rank-k tensor and ∆ is a simplex in n-dimensional space defined by

XI > 0,∀I = 1, 2, . . . , n. The homogeneous coordinates XI are denoted by a square bracket

X = [x1 : x2 : . . . : xn], and two coordinates are equivalent to each other up to a scaling,

i.e., [x1 : x2 : . . . : xn] ∼ [kx1 : kx2 : . . . : kxn] for any k 6= 0. The measure in the projective

space is given by the differential form

〈Xdn−1X〉 =
εI1,I2,...,In

(n− 1)!
XI1dXI2 ∧ dXI3 ∧ . . . ∧ dXIn . (2.4)

The matrix Q appearing in the denominator XQX = QIJXIXJ has component QIJ =

QIJ =
(
m2

I +m2
J − (qI − qJ)2

)
/2, I, J = 1, . . . , n. For simplicity, we denote En,k[V i] ≡

En,k[T = ⊗V i ⊗ Lk−i] for arbitrary vector V and the constant vector L ≡ [1 : 1 : · · · : 1]:

⊗V i ⊗ Lk−i ≡ V ⊗ V ⊗ . . . V︸ ︷︷ ︸
i times

⊗L⊗ L⊗ . . . L︸ ︷︷ ︸
k−i times

. (2.5)

The order of V,L does not matter for all of them are contracted with X’s. After some

algebra [1], we find (2.1) can be written as a compact form in terms of En,k

I
(r)
vn;D =

r∑
i=0

i!Γ(v −D/2− r)
(−1)v+r(v − n+ i)!

C
D/2+r−v
r,i (R2)

r−i
2 En,2v−n−D−r+i[S

v−n+i]
∣∣∣
tizvn−1

(2.6)

where v ≡
∑n

i=1 vi, S ≡ tV + Z,Z ≡
∑v−n

i=1 ziHi and |tizvn−1 means to take the coefficient

of tizvn−1 ≡ ti
∏n

i=1 z
vi−1
i . We have defined the vectors V , Hi as

V ≡ [R · q1 : R · q2 : . . . : R · qn], Hi ≡ [0 : . . . 0 : 1
i−th

: 0 : . . . : 0] (2.7)

and the expansion coefficient in (2.6) is

C k
r,i =

2rr!Γ
(
r−i+1

2

)
√
πi!(r − i)!

r+i
2∏

j=1

(k + 1− j) =
2rr!k!Γ

(
r−i+1

2

)
√
πi!(r − i)!(k − r+i

2 )!
,

r − i
2
∈ N, (2.8)

where we require i to have the same parity as r. We denote I
(r)
v;D as the one-loop integrals

before taking coefficient of tizvn−1, whose reduction result is

I(r)
v;n =

∑
j=0,bj

C
(r)

v;n→n;b̂j
I
n;b̂j

(2.9)
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where bj ≡ {b1, b2, . . . , bj} is the length-j label list of the propagators being canceled. It

is found that the reduction of general one-loop integrals is solved by a simple recursion

relation for En,k[T ]

En,k[(QQ̃T )] = αn,k

 n∑
b=1

E
(b)
n−1,k−1[(HbQ̃T )] +

∑
k−1 ways

En,k−2[tr
Q̃
T ]

 , (2.10)

where αn,k = 1
n+k−2 and Q̃ is an arbitrary symmetric matrix. In the formula we need to

sum the (k − 1) ways to contract indices between Q̃ and T

(QQ̃T )I1I2,...,Ik = QI1J1Q̃J1J2T
J2,I2,I3,...,Ik ,∑

(k−1)ways

(tr
Q̃
T )I3,...,Ik = Q̃I1I2T

I1I2I3...Ik + Q̃I1I2T
I1I3I2...Ik + · · ·+ Q̃I1I2T

I1I3...IkI2 . (2.11)

And the (n−1)-dimensional integral E
(b)
n−1,k−1 means the integral got from the n-dimensional

En,k by deleting the bth component of X. The reduction process is achieved by following

steps

• Expanding a general one loop according to (2.6).

• Depending on whether Q is degenerate, take Q̃ = Q−1 or Q̃ = Q∗ in (2.10) to reduce

every term in the expansion (2.6) to scalar basis.

• Sum over all contributions.

In this paper, we mainly discuss pure tensor reduction which is involved in the real scat-

tering process. Although we have used the compact notations in every iteration to make

all steps of the reduction process purely algebraic, it is time-wasting for large n, r. We may

wonder if there is a more compact recursion in terms of integrals I
(r)
n;D themselves rather

than their expansions terms En,k. One can search for the answer by combining IBP and

sazagy as did in [56]. But here, we can derive general integral level recursions for arbitrary

n, r.

3 Recursion relation for non-degenerate Q

In this section, we give the explicit expression for the recursion relation. The proof is

given in Appendix A. Then we list some examples to illustrate reduction process using the

recursion relations.

3.1 Expression of lower term

As pointed in [3], there excites a non-trivial recursion relation for one-loop tensor integrals4

I(r)
n =

1

(LL)

[
ArI

(r−1)
n +BrI

(r−2)
n + Lt(r)

n

]
(3.1)

4The formula is the same as (1.1) by using the fact L.Q∗.L = |G| after setting q1 = 0.
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where we have defined the compact notation

(WZ) ≡W I(Q−1)IJZ
J . (3.2)

The two coefficients are

Ar =
2(D + 2r − n− 2)

D + r − n− 1
(V L) ,

Br =
4(r − 1)(R2 − (V V ))

D + r − n− 1
. (3.3)

Notice that due to Br=1 = 0, the formula (3.1) works for r ≥ 1. For r = 0, the integral

In for general Q is a master basis, so it can not be reduced further. The lower term Lt
(r)
n

corresponds to integrals with one or more propagators being canceled. In [3], we check

the consistency of (3.1) by applying two differential operators of R (i.e., Di ≡ qi+1 · ∂R,

T ≡ ∂R ·∂R) on both sides. Although with the differential operators Di, T , one can establish

a reduction framework for one-loop integrals, it is quite hard to work out Lt
(r)
n with this

technique for two types of complex recursion relations are involved. On the other hand,

one-loop reduction in projective space only relies on one simple and symmetric recursion

relation (2.10). As shown in Appendix A, one can figure out the expression of Lt
(r)
n

Lt(r)
n =

(HbL)I
(r)

n;D−2,̂b
+ 2(HbV )I

(r−1)

n;D−2,̂b

D + r − n− 1
(3.4)

where we have omitted the summation over b from 1 to n. Notice that the terms on RHS

are integrals in (D − 2)-dimensional spacetime. The reduction in (D − 2)-dimensional

spacetime is easy to carry out

I
(r)
n;D−2 =

∑
j,bj

C
(r)

n→n;b̂j

∣∣∣
D→D−2

I
n;D−2;b̂j

(3.5)

where C
(r)

n→n;b̂j
, the reduction coefficients for D-dimensional integrals, are known. Then we

need to reduce the scalar (D − 2)-dimensional integral using the recursion relation (2.10).

If Q(b) are non-degenerate, we can write the lower topology term with integrals in the same

dimension by reducing the RHS of (3.4) further. After some algebra shown in Appendix

A, we get

Lt(r)
n =

[
(HbL)(V L)(b) − (HbV )(LL)(b)

]
I

(r−1)

n;̂b

+
2(r − 1)

[
(HbL)R2 + (HbV )(V L)(b) − (HbL)(V V )(b)

]
D + r − n− 1

I
(r−2)

n;̂b

≡ A
r;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b
+B

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

n;̂b
(3.6)

The formula is more convenient to use for we can employ reduction results of lower topolo-

gies directly. So finally we reach a more symmetric formula

I(r)
n =

1

(LL)

[
ArI

(r−1)
n +BrI

(r−2)
n +A

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b
+B

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

n;̂b

]
(3.7)

– 5 –



In this formula, the RHS contains tensor integrals with the same number of propagators

but lower ranks and the integrals with one propagator being canceled, so they are already

known for an iterative reduction process. With the recursion formula, one can obtain

reduction results for any tensor integral I
(r)
n . The recursion diverges when (LL) = 0,

which actually corresponds to the singularity of degenerate Gram matrix |G| = 0. We deal

with the case by a Laurent expansion of |G| in [3]. But here we can address it simply by

multiplying both sides (3.7) with (LL), i.e.,[
ArI

(r−1)
n +BrI

(r−2)
n +A

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b
+B

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

n;̂b

]
= 0 for (LL) = 0 , (3.8)

so we obtain the recursion relation for vanishing Gram determinant

I(r)
n =

−1

Ar+1

[
Br+1I

(r−1)
n +A

r+1;̂b
I

(r)

n;̂b
+B

r+1;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b

]
(3.9)

Notice Ar+1 contains (V L), Vi = R ·qi while R should only appear in the numerator in final

expression of reduction coefficients, it is expected that the (V L) in Ar+1 can be canceled.

There are two identities for |G| = 0

(HbL)(V L)(b) − (HbV )(LL)(b) = (HbL)(V L)

(HbV )(V L)(b) − (HbL)(V V )(b) + (HbL)(V V ) = (V L)(HbV ) (3.10)

which simplifies the recursion relation (3.9) to

I(r)
n =

−1

2(D + 2r − n)

[
(D + r − n)(HbL)I

(r)

n;̂b
+ 2r(HbV )I

(r−1)

n;̂b

+ 2r
(R2 − (V V ))

(V L)
(2I(r−1)

n + (HbL)I
(r−1)

n;̂b
)

]
. (3.11)

It is easy to check the spurious singularity (V L) disappears in the final result for r = 0, 1:

• r = 0

In =
−1

2
(HbL)I

n;̂b
, (3.12)

• r = 1

I(1)
n =

−1

2(D + 2− n)

[
(D + 1− n)(HbL)I

(1)

n;̂b
+ 2(HbV )I

n;̂b

]
. (3.13)

For higher rank case, one can iteratively check (V L) disappears in the denominator

3.2 Examples

Here we give some examples to illustrate the application of one-loop recursion with non-

degenerate Q.
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• Tadpoles: First, we consider the simplest case, i.e, the tensor tadpole

I
(r)
1 ≡

∫
dD`

iπD/2

(2R · `)r

`2 −m2
1

. (3.14)

Due to the tadpole has one propagator, there is only one master integral I1 and

Lt
(r)
1 = 0. We set q1 = 0 throughout the paper, then we find

(LL) =
1

m2
1

, Ar = 0, Br =
4(r − 1)R2

D + r − 2
. (3.15)

The recursion relation (3.1) for tensor tadpole is quite simple

I
(r)
1 =

4(r − 1)m2
1R

2

D + r − 2
I

(r−2)
1 . (3.16)

It is easy to figure out the general result

I
(r)
1 =

{
0, r = odd

2r(r−1)!!(mr
1R

r)
(D+r−2)!! I1, r = even

(3.17)

• Bubbles: To avoid unnecessary complicate calculations and to show the advantages

of reduction in projective space, we consider tensor bubbles as a non-trivial example

I
(r)
2 ≡

∫
dD`

iπD/2
`

(2R · `)r

(`−m2
1)[(`− q2)2 −m2

2]
(3.18)

where we have set q1 = 0. The recursion relation reads

I
(r)
2 =

1

(LL)

[
ArI

(r−1)
2 +BrI

(r−2)
2 +A

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

2;̂b
+B

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

2;̂b

]
(3.19)

For simplicity, we denote R2 = s00, R · q2 = s01, q
2
2 = s11. By direct calculation, one

finds the matrix Q for the bubble is

Q =

(
m2

1
1
2

(
m2

1 +m2
2 − s11

)
1
2

(
m2

1 +m2
2 − s11

)
m2

2

)
,

Q−1 =
−1

4|Q|

(
−4m2

2 2
(
m2

1 +m2
2 − s11

)
2
(
m2

1 +m2
2 − s11

)
−4m2

1

)
. (3.20)

And the sub-matrices of Q are

Q(1) =

(
��HHQ11 ��HHQ12

��HHQ21 Q22

)
= m2

2, Q(2) =

(
Q11 ��HHQ12

��HHQ21 ��HHQ22

)
= m2

1 . (3.21)

With the expressions for Q and its sub-matrices, it is easy to calculate these compact

cells in recursion relation (3.19), for example

(H1L) ≡ H1Q
−1L =

2
(
m2

1 −m2
2 − s11

)
−2m2

1

(
m2

2 + s11

)
+
(
m2

2 − s11

)
2 +m4

1

,

(H2L) ≡ H2Q
−1L = −

2
(
m2

1 −m2
2 + s11

)
−2m2

1

(
m2

2 + s11

)
+
(
m2

2 − s11

)
2 +m4

1

. (3.22)
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Plugging these expressions into the coefficients involved (3.19), we finally find

I
(r)
2 =

(D + 2r − 4)
(
m2

1 −m2
2 + s11

)
s01

(D + r − 3)s11
I

(r−1)
2 +

s01

s11
I

(r−1)

2;1̂
− s01

s11
I

(r−1)

2;2̂

+
r − 1

(D + r − 3)s11

[
−
[(

4m2
1s

2
01 +

(
−2m2

1

(
m2

2 + s11

)
+
(
m2

2 − s11

)
2 +m4

1

)
s00

)]
I

(r−2)
2

+
((
−m2

1 +m2
2 + s11

)
s00 − 2s2

01

)
I

(r−2)

2;1̂
+
(
m2

1 −m2
2 + s11

)
s00I

(r−2)

2;2̂

]
.

(3.23)

With the reduction results for tensor tadpoles, one can use the recursion relation

iteratively to reduce a tensor bubble up to any rank, for example

– r = 1

I
(1)
2 =

(
m2

1 −m2
2 + s11

)
s01

s11
I2 +

s01

s11
I2;1̂ −

s01

s11
I2;2̂ . (3.24)

– r = 2

I
(2)
2 =

D
(
m2

1 −m2
2 + s11

)
s01

(D − 1)s11
I

(1)
2 +

s01

s11
I

(1)

2;1̂
− s01

s11
I

(1)

2;2̂

+
1

(D − 1)s11

[
−
[(

4m2
1s

2
01 +

(
−2m2

1

(
m2

2 + s11

)
+
(
m2

2 − s11

)
2 +m4

1

)
s00

)]
I2

+
((
−m2

1 +m2
2 + s11

)
s00 − 2s2

01

)
I2;1̂ +

(
m2

1 −m2
2 + s11

)
s00I2;2̂

]
(3.25)

Then use the data of rank 1 bubble reduction, we finally find

I
(2)
2 =

[
D
(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
2s2

01

(D − 1)s2
11

−
−2m2

1

(
(D − 2)s2

01 +m2
2s00

)
+ 2Dm2

2s
2
01 +m4

1s00 +m4
2s00

(D − 1)s11

− s11s00

D − 1
+
Ds2

01 + 2m2
1s00 + 2m2

2s00

D − 1

]
I2 +

(
m2

1 −m2
2 + s11

) (
s11s00 −Ds2

01

)
(D − 1)s2

11

I2;2̂

+

(
s2

01

(
Dm2

1 −Dm2
2 + (3D − 4)s11

)
+ s11

(
−m2

1 +m2
2 + s11

)
s00

)
(D − 1)s2

11

I2;1̂

(3.26)

Comparing (3.23) with its compact form (3.19), one can see analytical structure and

permutation symmetries of propagators manifest in projective space language. More-

over, reduction recursion in projective space is universal for n-gon tensor integrals.

One can notice that there is a singularity s11 = q2
2 = 0 in the recursion relation (3.23),

which comes from (LL) = 0 in (3.19). We address the singularity by (3.9)

I
(r)
2 =

−1

Ar+1

[
Br+1I

(r−1)
2 +A

r+1;̂b
I

(r)

2;̂b
+B

r+1;̂b
I

(r−1)

2;̂b

]
. (3.27)
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Using

Q =

(
m2

1
1
2

(
m2

1 +m2
2

)
1
2

(
m2

1 +m2
2

)
m2

2

)

Q−1 =
1

(m1 −m2)2

(
−4m2

2 2
(
m2

1 +m2
2

)
2
(
m2

1 +m2
2

)
−4m2

1

)
(3.28)

we finally find

Ar+1 =
2(D + 2r − 2)

D + r − 2
(V L) = − 4s01(D + 2r − 2)(

m2
1 −m2

2

)
(D + r − 2)

Br+1 =
4r(R2 − (V V ))

D + r − 2
=

4r

(
4m2

1s
2
01

(m2
1−m2

2)2
+ s00

)
D + r − 2

A
r+1;̂b

= (HbL)(V L)(b) − (HbV )(LL)(b) =

{
− 4s01(

m2
1 −m2

2

)
2
,

4s01(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
2

}

B
r+1;̂b

=
2r
[
(HbL)R2 + (HbV )(V L)(b) − (HbL)(V V )(b)

]
D + r − 2

=
2r

D + r − 2

{
2
(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
s2

00 + 4s2
01(

m2
1 −m2

2

)
2

,− 2s00

m2
1 −m2

2

}
. (3.29)

So we have

I
(r)
2 =

1

s01(D + 2r − 2)

[
r

(
4m2

1s
2
01(

m2
1 −m2

2

) + s00

(
m2

1 −m2
2

))
I

(r−1)
2 − (D + r − 2)s01(

m2
1 −m2

2

) I
(r)

2;1̂

+
(D + r − 2)s01(
m2

1 −m2
2

) I
(r)

2;2̂
+
r
(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
s2

00 + 2rs2
01(

m2
1 −m2

2

) I
(r−1)

2;1̂
− rs00I

(r−1)

2;2̂

]
. (3.30)

Then we can apply this recursion to reduce tensor bubble iteratively:

– r = 0

I2 = − 1(
m2

1 −m2
2

)I2;1̂ +
1(

m2
1 −m2

2

)I2;2̂ . (3.31)

– r = 1

I
(1)
2 =

1

s01D

[(
4m2

1s
2
01(

m2
1 −m2

2

) + s00

(
m2

1 −m2
2

))
I2 −

(D − 1)s01(
m2

1 −m2
2

)I(1)

2;1̂

+
(D − 1)s01(
m2

1 −m2
2

)I(1)

2;2̂
+

(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
s00 + 2s2

01(
m2

1 −m2
2

) I2;1̂ − s00I2;2̂

]
. (3.32)

Then using the result we have got

I2 = − 1(
m2

1 −m2
2

)I2;1̂ +
1(

m2
1 −m2

2

)I2;2̂, I
(1)

2;1̂
= 2s01I2;1̂, I

(1)

2;2̂
= 0 , (3.33)
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we finally find

I
(1)
2 =

1

s01D

[(
4m2

1s
2
01(

m2
1 −m2

2

) + s00

(
m2

1 −m2
2

))(
− 1(

m2
1 −m2

2

)I2;1̂ +
1(

m2
1 −m2

2

)I2;2̂

)

− (D − 1)s01(
m2

1 −m2
2

)2s01I2;1̂ +

(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
s00 + 2s2

01(
m2

1 −m2
2

) I2;1̂ − s00I2;2̂

]

= −
2
(
Dm2

1 − (D − 2)m2
2

)
s01

D
(
m2

1 −m2
2

)2 I2;1̂ +
4m2

1s01

D
(
m2

1 −m2
2

)2 I2;2̂ . (3.34)

There is another singularity m1 = m2 in the recursion relation. In this case, the

matrix Q is degenerate, we will discuss it in the next section.

• Hexagon: We consider D = 4− 2ε and all external momenta are in 4−dimensional

spacetime. One can prove that the matrix Q for a hexagon isn’t degenerate for general

moment. But here we have LQ−1L = 0. So we find

– r = 0

I6 = −1

2
(HbL)I

6;̂b
, (3.35)

– r = 1

I
(1)
6 =

−1

2(D − 4)

[
(D − 5)(HbL)I

(1)

6;̂b
+ 2(HbV )I

6;̂b

]
. (3.36)

For n > 6, the matrix Q is degenerate, we discuss it in the next section.

4 Recursion of degenerate Q

In the last section, we discuss the reduction for non-degenerate Q based on (3.1). There are

two cases where recursion (3.1) breaks down: (A): The matrix Q degenerates so anything

like (WZ) ≡ W.Q−1.Z is ill-defined. (B): Q is non-degenerate but (LL) = 0, which has

been addressed in (3.9). So in this section, we mainly discuss how to modify (3.1) for

degenerate Q.

4.1 Modified recursion relations

Obviously, there are some cases where Q becomes degenerate. In the practical calculation of

scattering amplitudes, we always work in finite dimensions and sometimes consider special

kinetic configurations, which can make our recursion (3.1) break down. For example, in

the dimension regularization scheme, we often fix D = d−2ε and let the external momenta

live in d-dimensional spacetime, where Q must be degenerate for n > d+ 2. Some special

momenta or mass configuration can also lead to a degenerate Q. For example, when dealing

with a scattering process containing photons or gluons, some external momenta qi+1 − qi
or inner propagators can be massless.
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We give the derivation process of (3.1) in Appendix (A), one can do the same thing

for degenerate Q. The only thing different is to replace Q−1 with an arbitrary symmetric

matrix Q̃ in the intermediate steps. Finally, one obtains a general recursion relation with

every term containing a Q̃

˙(LL)I(r)
n =

[
ÃrI

(r−1)
n + B̃(RR)

r I(r−2)
n [QQ̃] + B̃(V V )

r I(r−2)
n + Ã

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b
+ B̃

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

n;̂b

]
.(4.1)

To make the expression compact, we define

˙(WZ) ≡
n∑

I,J=1

W IQ̃IJZ
J , (WZ)(b) ≡

n∑
I,J=1,I,J 6=b

W I(Q−1
(b))IJZ

J . (4.2)

The coefficients in (4.1) are

Ãr =
2(D + 2r − n− 2)

D + r − n− 1
˙(V L), B̃(RR)

r =
4(r − 1)R2

D + r − n− 1
, B̃(V V )

r =
−4(r − 1) ˙(V V )

D + r − n− 1
(4.3)

Ã
r;̂b

=
[

˙(HbL)(V L)(b) − ˙(HbV )(LL)(b)

]
B̃

r;̂b
=

2(r − 1)
[

˙(HbL)R2 + ˙(HbV )(V L)(b) − ˙(HbL)(V V )(b)

]
D + r − n− 1

(4.4)

where we split the coefficient B̃r into two parts B̃
(RR)
r and B̃

(V V )
r and the first one contains

no Q̃. To keep the homogeneous condition for Q̃, we need to add a Q̃ into I
(r)
n [QQ̃] in (4.1)

I(r)
n [QQ̃] =

Γ(n−D/2− r)
(−)n+r

r∑
i=0

C
D/2+r−n
r,i (R2)

r−i
2 En,n−D−r+i[(QQ̃V )⊗ V i−1] (4.5)

where (QQ̃V )i = QijQ̃
jkVk is a vector. Notice that in the derivation of (4.1) we assume

Q(b), the sub-matrix of Q, is non-degenerate. If not, we need to start with (3.4) and

introduce another (n− 1)× (n− 1) general matrices Q̃(b) to reduce the Lt
(r)
n in (3.4).

It is obvious that (4.1) can return to the non-degenerate case by choose Q̃ = Q−1. For

degenerate Q, we can choose a Q̃ satisfying QQ̃ = 0, then the second term B̃
(RR)
r I

(r−2)
n [QQ̃]

in (4.1) vanishes, and (4.1) becomes

˙(LL)I(r)
n =

[
ÃrI

(r−1)
n + B̃(V V )

r I(r−2)
n + Ã

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b
+ B̃

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

n;̂b

]
. (4.6)

Similar to the non-degenerate Q, depending on whether ˙(LL) is zero or not, we have two

cases to deal with

• ˙(LL) 6= 0

We fist consider the simple case ˙(LL) 6= 0, then we get a recursion relation similar to

(3.7) but without the coefficient B̃
(RR)
r

I(r)
n =

1
˙(LL)

[
ÃrI

(r−1)
n + B̃(V V )

r I(r−2)
n + Ã

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b
+ B̃

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

n;̂b

]
. (4.7)
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This formula is valid for r ≥ 1. For r = 0, from the discussion in [1], In doesn’t

belong to the basis anymore. One can first write In = (−1)nΓ(n−D/2)En,n−D,

then applying the recursion relation for En,n−D

En,n−D =
− ˙(HbL)

(n−D + 1) ˙(LL)
E

(b)
n−1,n−D+1 . (4.8)

The E
(b)
n−1,n−D+1 can be reduced further depending on whether Q(b) is degenerate or

not.

• ˙(LL) = 0

Now (4.6) becomes

0 =
[
ÃrI

(r−1)
n + B̃(V V )

r I(r−2)
n + Ã

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b
+ B̃

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

n;̂b

]
. (4.9)

Then there are two subcases:

– Q̃L 6= 0: The coefficient Ãr is nonzero, so

I(r)
n =

−1

Ãr+1

[
B̃

(V V )
r+1 I(r−1)

n + Ã
r+1;̂b

I
(r)

n;̂b
+ B̃

r+1;̂b
I

(r−1)

n;̂b

]
. (4.10)

– Q̃L = 0: The coefficient Ãr vanishes, so finally we get

I(r)
n =

˙(HbV )

B̃
(V V )
r+2

[
(LL)(b)I

(r+1)

n;̂b
−

2(r + 1)(V L)(b)

D + r − n+ 1
I

(r)

n;̂b

]
. (4.11)

Both two recursion relations work for r ≥ 0.

At last, we consider a very special case where the sub-matrices Q(b) degenerate too, which

makes some coefficients in (4.1) diverge. one need to use the (D − 2)-dimensional lower

terms

Lt(r)
n =

(HbL)I
(r)

n;D−2,̂b
+ 2(HbV )I

(r−1)

n;D−2,̂b

D + r − n− 1
(4.12)

then reduce these terms by (3.5). Another method is to expand reduction coefficients and

some degenerate basis according to
∣∣Q(b)

∣∣, then taking the limit
∣∣Q(b)

∣∣→ 0 (see [3]).

4.2 Examples

Here we give some examples to illustrate how to apply the recursion relations in this section

to reduction for degenerate cases. To compare with the non-degenerate case that we have

discussed in section 3.2, here we mainly deal with bubbles.
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• LQ̃L = 0, Q̃L = 0: Massless scalar bubble with the same internal masses

To check the validity of our method, we first consider a scalar bubble with m1 =

m2 = m and q2
2 = 0, defined as

I
m1=m2,q22=0
2 =

∫
dD`

iπD/2

1

(`2 −m2)[(`− q2)2 −m2]
, (4.13)

which can be reduced to two tadpoles5.

We find Q degenerates to a corank-1 matrix

Q =

[
m2 m2

m2 m2

]
, Q̃ = Q∗ =

[
m2 −m2

−m2 m2

]
, (4.14)

and

Q(1) = Q(2) = m2, ˙(H1V ) = −m2s01,
˙(H2V ) = m2s01,

˙(V V ) = m2s2
01 . (4.15)

Notice that ˙(LL) = 0, ˙(V L) = 0, from (4.11), we have

I2 =
˙(HbV )

B̃
(V V )
2

[
(LL)(b)I

(1)

2;̂b
−

2(V L)(b)

D − 1
I

2;̂b

]
=
D − 2

2m2
I1[m] (4.16)

where I1[m] means the scalar tadpole with mass m and we have used

B̃
(V V )
2 =

−4 ˙(V V )

D − 1
, I

(1)

2;1̂
= 2s01I1[m], I

(2)

2;1̂
= 0 . (4.17)

Then we consider the rank-1 case

I
(1)
2 =

˙(HbV )

B̃
(V V )
3

[
(LL)(b)I

(2)

n;̂b
−

4(V L)(b)

D
I

(1)

n;̂b

]
=

(D − 2)s01

2m2
I1[m] (4.18)

where we have used

B̃
(V V )
3 =

−8 ˙(V V )

D
, I

(2)

2;1̂
=

4(Ds2
01 +m2s00)

D
I1[m], I

(2)

2;2̂
=

4m2s00

D
I1[m] . (4.19)

• LQ̃L 6= 0: Massless scalar bubble with different internal masses

We then consider the bubbles with degenerate Q and m1 6= m2. Here we will show

that it can be reduced to two tadpoles. The equation detQ = 0 gives two solutions

q2
2 = (m1 ±m2)2 , (4.20)

Here we take the solution q2
2 = (m1 +m2)2 as an example, and we set

Q̃ = Q∗ =

[
m2

2 m1m2

m1m2 m2
1

]
. (4.21)

5One can check this by using FIRE or direct calculation.
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Notice ˙(LL) ≡ LQ̃L 6= 0, we use the formula (4.7) which is valid for r ≥ 0. The

reduction for r = 0 is the same as what we do in [1], which gives

I2 =
D − 2

2(D − 3)m2 (m1 +m2)
I2;1̂ +

D − 2

2(D − 3)m1 (m1 +m2)
I2;2̂ . (4.22)

The reduction for r ≥ 1 is

I
(r)
2 =

1
˙(LL)

[
ÃrI

(r−1)
2 + B̃(V V )

r I
(r−2)
2 + Ã

r;̂b
I

(r−1)

2;̂b
+ B̃

r;̂b
I

(r−2)

2;̂b

]
. (4.23)

With the expressions below

˙(V L) = m1 (m1 +m2) (R · q2), ˙(H1V ) = m1m2(R · q2), ˙(H2V ) = m2
1(R · q2),

˙(H1L) = m2 (m1 +m2) , ˙(H2L) = m1 (m1 +m2) , (4.24)

it is easy to figure out the reduction result

I
(1)
2 =

((D − 2)m1 + (D − 3)m2)R · q2

(D − 3)m2 (m1 +m2) 2
I2;1̂ +

R · q2

(D − 3) (m1 +m2) 2
I2;2̂ . (4.25)

One can calculate reduction coefficients up to any rank by applying (4.23) iteratively.

5 Conclusion

Q

detQ = 0

LQ−1L 6= 0

LQ−1L = 0

LQ̃L 6= 0

LQ̃L = 0

Q̃L 6= 0

Q̃L = 0

detQ 6= 0

Figure 1. Reduction relations Classification

In the paper, we derive a non-trivial recursion relation for one-loop tensor integrals

reduction and modify it for degenerate Q. The reduction process can be summarized as

Figure 1. The combined case, i.e., one-loop integral with both tensor structure and higher

poles, can be obtained from pure tensor reduction by taking derivative over an inner mass

of propagators. Depending on the determinant of Q and the choice of Q̃, we use one of the

five different recursions to do reduction iteratively. In principle, one can also do reduction

by expanding a one-loop integral in projective space first, then reduce En,k[V i], just as what

we do in [1]. The recursion relation in this paper is more compact. Except in the very

special case where both Q and Q(b) are degenerate, the recursion relations are written in
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lower rank or lower topology integrals in the same dimension so that the old computation

results can be used in the next iteration, which simplifies the calculation process a lot and

makes the reduction process faster. The recursion relation for one-loop integrals can help

us to establish a general reduction recursion relation for two-loop by considering reducing

one sub-loop first. For example, the recursion relation for tensor bubbles can be used to

generate a universal relation for sunset in [2].

On the other hand, the recursion relation can help us to study the general structure

(like singularity) of reduction coefficients. For example, we conclude the divergence behav-

ior C
(r)
n→n ∼ C

(r)

n→n;̂b
∼ |G|−r from (3.1), which can be used in [3] where we deal with the

singularity of coefficient by requiring they canceled with each other.
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A Expression of lower term

As we have stated in the main text, there are two forms of the lower-topology term in the

recursion relations (3.4) and (3.6). The first one is simpler formally but contains terms

in different dimensions while the second one contains integrals without dimension shifting.

In practice, the second form is better for calculation except dealing with degenerate Q(b).

Here we derive the two expressions using the basic recursion relation of En,k with the

assumption Q and its sub-matrices are non-degenerate. For degenerate Q, one can just

replace Q−1 with an arbitrary symmetric matrix Q̃.

We derive (3.4) first by direct expansion

Lt
(r)
n

(LL)
= I(r)

n −
1

(LL)

[
ArI

(r−1)
n +BrI

(r−2)
n

]
=

Γ(n−D/2− r)
(−)n+r

r∑
i=0

C
D/2+r−n
r,i (R2)

r−i
2 En,n−D−r+i[V

i]− ar
(V L)

(LL)

× Γ(n−D/2− r + 1)

(−)n+r−1

r−1∑
i=0

C
D/2+r−1−n
r−1,i (R2)

r−1−i
2 En,n−D−r+1+i[V

i]− br
R2 − (V V )

(LL)

× Γ(n−D/2− r + 2)

(−)n+r−2

r−2∑
i=0

C
D/2+r−2−n
r−2,i (R2)

r−2−i
2 En,n−D−r+2+i[V

i] (A.1)

where we have defined

ar =
2(D + 2r − n− 2)

D + r − n− 1
, br =

4(r − 1)

D + r − n− 1
. (A.2)

Since the lower term only contains integrals with lower typologies, so it must be written

in terms of E
(b)
n,k. The idea of proof is to reduce three summations of En,k by (2.10). We
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hope the terms of En,k level cancel with each other and the things remained are E
(b)
n,k.

Notice only the first summation on RHS has no denominator (LL), so one needs to find

a recursion where En,k is reduced to a fraction with denominator (LL). We can consider

two recursion relations for different tensor order

• T = V ⊗ V i ⊗ Lk−i−1

En,k[V i+1] = αn,k

[
i(V V )En,k−2[V i−1] + (k − i− 1)(V L)En,k−2[V i]

+ (HbV )E
(b)
n−1,k−1[V i]

]
, (A.3)

• T = L⊗ V i+1 ⊗ Lk−i−2

En,k[V i+1] = αn,k

[
(i+ 1)(V L)En,k−2[V i] + (k − i− 2)(LL)En,k−2[V i+1]

+ (HbL)E
(b)
n−1,k−1[V i+1]

]
. (A.4)

Rearrange the second relations we get

En,k[V i] =
En,k+2[V i]/αn,k+2 − i(V L)En,k[V i−1]− (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k+1[V i]

(k + 1− i)(LL)
. (A.5)

This formula works for i > 0, but it can be generalized to the case i = 0 by replacement

V → L

En,k =
En,k+2/αn,k+2 − i(LL)En,k − (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k+1

(k + 1− i)(LL)
, (A.6)

so

En,k =
En,k+2/αn,k+2 − (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k+1

(k + 1)(LL)
. (A.7)

For simplicity, we denote k0 = n−D− r, k(i) = k0 + i, s = D/2 + r−n. We use (A.5) and

(A.7) to reduce the first summation on RHS of (A.1)

Γ(−s)
(−)n+r

r∑
i=0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2 En,k(i)[V

i]

=
Γ(−s)
(−)n+r

C s
r,0(R2)

r
2

1

k(0) + 1

En,k0+2/αn,k0+2 − (HbL)E
(b)
n−1,k0+1

(LL)

+
Γ(−s)
(−)n+r

r∑
i>0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2

En,k(i)+2[V i]/αn,k(i)+2 − i(V L)En,k(i)[V
i−1]− (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i]

(k + 1− i)(LL)
.

(A.8)
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Then we reduce the first term in the nominator by (A.3), we get

Γ(−s)C s
r,0(R2)

r
2

(−)n+r(k(0) + 1)(LL)

[
En,k0+2/αn,k0+2 − (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k0+1

]
+

Γ(−s)
(−)n+r

r∑
i>0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2

(k + 1− i)(LL)

×
[
(i− 1)(V V )En,k(i)[V

i−2] + (k(i) + 2− i)(V L)En,k−2[V i] + (HbV )E
(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i−1]

− i(V L)En,k(i)[V
i−1]− (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i]

]
. (A.9)

Then we split with other two summations into three parts

− ar
(V L)

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 1)

(−)n+r−1

r−1∑
i=0

C s−1
r−1,i(R

2)
r−1−i

2 En,k(i)+1[V i]− br
R2 − (V V )

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 2)

(−)n+r−2

×
r−2∑
i=0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−2−i

2 En,k(i)+2[V i]

=− ar
(V L)

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 1)

(−)n+r−1

r−1∑
i=0

C s−1
r−1,i(R

2)
r−1−i

2 En,k(i)+1[V i]− br
−(V V )

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 2)

(−)n+r−2

×
r−2∑
i=0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−2−i

2 En,k(i)+2[V i]− br
1

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 2)

(−)n+r−2

r−2∑
i=0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−i
2 En,k(i)+2[V i] ,

(A.10)

then we reduce the last part using (A.3)

r−2∑
i=0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−2−i

2 En,k(i)+2[V i] = C s−2
r−2,0(R2)

r
2En,k0+2[V 0] +

r−2∑
i>0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−i
2 αn,k(i)+2

×
[
(i− 1)(V V )En,k(i)[V

i−2] + (k(i) + 2− i)(V L)En,k(i)[V
i−1] + (HbV )E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i−1]

]
.

Sum all terms, we find RHS of (A.1) becomes

Γ(−s)C s
r,0(R2)

r
2

(−)n+r(k(0) + 1)(LL)

[
En,k0+2/αn,k0+2 − (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k0+1

]
+

Γ(−s)
(−)n+r

r∑
i>0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2

(k + 1− i)(LL)

[
(i− 1)(V V )En,k(i)[V

i−2] + (k(i) + 2− i)(V L)En,k−2[V i]

+ (HbV )E
(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i−1]− i(V L)En,k(i)[V

i−1]− (HbL)E
(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i]

]
−ar

(V L)

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 1)

(−)n+r−1

r−1∑
i=0

C s−1
r−1,i(R

2)
r−1−i

2 En,k(i)+1[V i]

+br
(V V )

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 2)

(−)n+r−2

r−2∑
i=0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−2−i

2 En,k(i)+2[V i]− br

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 2)

(−)n+r−2
C s−2
r−2,0(R2)

r
2En,k0+2[V 0]

− br

(LL)

Γ(−s+ 2)

(−)n+r−2

r−2∑
i>0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−i
2 αn,k(i)+2

[
(i− 1)(V V )En,k(i)[V

i−2]
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+ (k(i) + 2− i)(V L)En,k(i)[V
i−1] + (HbV )E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i−1]

]
. (A.11)

Using the definition of C , ar, br, finally one finds the contribution of En,k vanishes, so

Lt(r)
n =

Γ(−s)
(−)n+r

r∑
i>0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2

(HbV )E
(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i−1]− (HbL)E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i]

(k + 1− i)

+
Γ(−s)
(−)n+r

C s
r,0(R2)

r
2

−(HbL)E
(b)
n−1,k0+1

k0 + 1

− br
Γ(−s+ 2)

(−)n+r−2

r−2∑
i>0

C s−2
r−2,i(R

2)
r−i
2 αn,k(i)+2(HbV )E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i−1]

=
Γ(−s)(−)n−1+r(HbL)

(n− r −D + 1)

r∑
i=0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2 E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i]

+
Γ(−s)(−)n+r(HbV )

(n− r −D + 1)

r−1∑
i=0

C s
r,i+1(R2)

r−i−1
2 E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+2[V i]

+
4(r − 1)(−)n+rΓ(−s+ 2)(HbV )

n− r −D + 1

r−3∑
i=0

C s−2
r−2,i+1(R2)

r−i−1
2 αn,k(i)+3E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+2[V i] .

(A.12)

After some algebra, one reaches

Lt(r)
n =

(HbL)I
(r)

n;D−2,̂b
+ 2(HbV )I

(r−1)

n;D−2,̂b

D + r − n− 1
. (A.13)

Then we prove (3.6) by using (A.3) to reduce (A.13) further:

(HbL)I
(r)

n;D−2,̂b
+ 2(HbV )I

(r−1)

n;D−2,̂b

=(HbL)
Γ(−s)

(−)n−1+r

r∑
i=0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2 E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+1[V i] + 2(HbV )

Γ(−s+ 1)

(−)n+r

r−1∑
i=0

C s−1
r−1,i(R

2)
r−1−i

2 E
(b)
n−1,k(i)+2[V i]

=(HbL)
Γ(−s)

(−)n−1+r
C s
r,0(R2)

r
2E

(b)
n−1,k0+1 + 2(HbV )

Γ(−s+ 1)

(−)n+r
C s−1
r−1,0(R2)

r−1
2 E

(b)
n−1,k(i)+2

+ (HbL)
Γ(−s)

(−)n−1+r

r∑
i>0

C s
r,i(R

2)
r−i
2 αn−1,k(i)+1

[
(i− 1)(V V )(b)E

(b)
n−1,k(i)−1[V i−2]

+ (k + 1− i)(V L)(b)E
(b)
n−1,k(i)−1[V i−1] + (HcV )(b)E

(bc)
n−2,k(i)[V

i−1]
]

+ 2(HbV )
Γ(−s+ 1)

(−)n+r

r−1∑
i>0

C s−1
r−1,i(R

2)
r−1−i

2 αn−1,k(i)+2

[
i(V L)(b)E

(b)
n−1,k(i)−1[V i−2]

+ (k + 1− i)(V L)(b)E
(b)
n−1,k(i)−1[V i−1] + (HcL)(b)E

(bc)
n−2,k(i)+1[V i]

]
(A.14)

We can check the contribution of E(bc) vanishes using the identity

(HbL)(HcV )(b) + (HcL)(HbV )(c) = (HbV )(HcL)(b) + (HcV )(HbL)(c) . (A.15)
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After some algebra one finally finds the remaining things are

Lt(r)
n =

[
(HbL)(V L)(b) − (HbV )(LL)(b)

]
I

(r−1)

n;̂b

+
2(r − 1)

[
(HbL)R2 + (HbV )(V L)(b) − (HbL)(V V )(b)

]
D + r − n− 1

I
(r−2)

n;̂b
. (A.16)
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