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Abstract Reference [1] introduces a method for com-
puting numerically four-dimensional multi-loop integrals
without performing an explicit analytic contour defor-
mation around threshold singularities. In this paper,
we extend such a technique to massless scalar one-loop
integrals regularized in the framework of dimensional
regularization.

1 Introduction

In recent years a huge effort has been devoted to the
problem of the computation of loop integrals. The rea-
son is the need of accurate theoretical predictions able
to cope with the ever-increasing precision of the data
collected in particle physics experiments.

Two competing strategies have appeared. On the
one hand, analytic methods based on systems of dif-
ferential equations, whose solution are the wanted loop
integrals, have shown their ability to cope with calcu-
lations involving a moderate number of physical scales
[2-4]. On the other hand, techniques have been devel-
oped to deal with the problem in a fully numerical way
[5-8].

The first obvious hurdle to overcome in both cases
is the presence of infrared (IR) or ultraviolet (UV) di-
vergences, that need to be properly regularized. This
is usually done by using dimensional regularization [9,
10], even if four-dimensional methods have started to
be used as a viable alternative [11-18].

Regardless of the approach employed for regulariz-
ing infinities, the finite part of the calculation is plagued
by the presence of the so-called threshold singularities.
These are integrable singularities avoided by the +ie
propagator prescription. Such structures are not a prob-
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lem for analytic calculations, but must be properly ad-
dressed when using numerical techniques.

In a previous paper [1], a method has been intro-
duced, which permits an accurate fully numerical treat-
ment of threshold singularities that can be easily imple-
mented in Monte Carlo (MC) codes. The advantage of
this technique is that, even if a non-zero ¢ must be kept,
its influence on the result can be lowered close to the
precision machine level, e.g. between 10~'2 and 10~°
times the largest physical scale appearing in the prob-
lem.

The performance of this procedure has been stud-
ied in [1] in the case of finite multi-loop Feynman inte-
grals, or divergent ones regularized via four-dimensional
methods. In this paper we extend for the first time this
approach to integrals regularized within dimensional
regularization, focusing our attention on scalar integrals
that provide a complete basis for any one-loop calcula-
tion in massless theories [19,20]. Higher-loop integrals
will be studied elsewhere, although we envisage that
the experience gathered at the one-loop level can be
comfortably adapted to multi-loop environments.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2 we
briefly review the method. Section 3 fixes our kinemat-
ics and conventions. Sections 4, 5 and 6 are devoted
to the study of the massless 2-, 3- and 4-point scalar
one-loop integrals, respectively.

Finally, it is important to mention that through-
out the paper we distinguish between the € and £ sym-
bols. The latter parameterizes the n-dimensional loop
integration, n = 4 — 2¢, while the former denotes the
contour deformation around single-pole singularities.
All results presented in this paper are produced with
e=1079.



2 The method

In this section we briefly recall the method of [1]. Our
aim is to flatten the singular behavior of a threshold
singularity parameterized as

[t F(a)
I_/_ldxx—i—ie’ (1)

where the numerator function F(z) is regular in x =
0. To achieve this we introduce a complex integration
variable z = a + i related to z by x + ie = e™(172),
The requirement that z remains real fixes the path in
the complex z plane to be

€

" (1= )

(2)

so that
€

= tan[r(1 — )]

Using now
d
dz =da <1+iﬂ) = da (1+i§> (4)
da €
gives
. 1—e/m
i X 2¢
I—_; E/ﬂ' da (1+Z;) }’_‘(l‘)7 Je —1—;. (5)

Two comments are in order. Firstly, the integrand of
(5) is now regular in « = 0 for arbitrarily small values of
e. In fact, the € dependence is moved to the boundaries
of the integration region, x = +1, which are reached
exactly only when ¢ — 0. However, x = +1 are far
away from the threshold singularity of (1). That ex-
plains why the algorithm survives tiny numerical val-
ues of e. Secondly, if F(x) contains branch cuts in the
x complex plane, the fact that x always lies on the real
axis ensures that the right Riemann sheet is automat-
ically taken when —1 < z < 1. Thus, compared to
methods based on contour deformation, one does not
have to worry about choosing a path that avoids the
pole at x = —ie without crossing any cut of F(x).

Equation (5) is optimal for integrating over «. To
flatten the integral over (3, the parameterization com-
plementary to (4) is needed, namely

da
dz=df|— +1]. 6
2=as (55 +1) ©
However, (2) implies that « is a two-valued function of
B. Therefore, it is necessary to divide (5) into two parts
, 1/2
=-= da
Ge Je/m

x [(1 - zy?‘*) F(~ya) + (1 + z%‘) F(ya)} , (7

where y,, := €/tan(am). Inserting (6) into (7) gives

= _igi: ﬁm w
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with

/ 2 1 € Ine
— ™8, 1 = (L) =21 -
Ys € B ; B = nsinev BJr .

that is optimized for the integration over . In prac-
tice, equations (7) and (8) can be merged together by
means of a multichannel MC approach [21], ! so that
the complete 1/(x + i€) behavior of (1) is flattened.

The described algorithm is implemented in the code
GLoop [22]. The present version is able to deal with
integrals of the type

/00 ﬁ (ajdijk) F(o1,02,...,0m), (9)

—o00 1

with m up to 4. The numerical results presented in this
paper require m = 2 at most.
3 Kinematics and loop integration

For the purposes of this work it is sufficient to consider
a p1 + p2 — ps + pa massless kinematics given by

p% = %(1717070)5 p% = ?(17_17070)7(10)
p§ = L(1,cos013,sin613,0), p§ = p§ + p§ — pg-

In (10) s = (p1 + p2)? and 63 is the scattering angle
defined by the relation

S
t=(p,—p3)* = —5(1 — cosbi3). (11)
The n-dimensional loop momentum is

qa = (q07|q‘895|q|590¢7"')5 (12)
where ¢y = cosf, sg =sinb, c, =cos¢, with0 <0 <7
and 0 < ¢ < 271,
Rescaling p1 2,3 and ¢ by /s produces the following

dimensionless vectors

i = 3(1,1,0,0), 5 = 5(1,-1,0,0),

g = %(1, c13,513,0), wg = (7, pca, psece, - - .),
in which 7 = go//s and p = |q|//s. Note that 7', 3
span a 3-dimensional space, so that in the one-loop inte-

grands one can trade w;; for its 4-dimensional projection
defined as

(13)

w® = (T, pco, psace, pSeSe), With sy = sin¢. (14)
In fact w?L =w?andw, m=w-m Vi=123.

1 Additional MC channels can be superimposed, if needed.



Fig. 1 The scalar 2-point one-loop function of (20).

Finally, the integration over the rescaled loop mo-
mentum can be parameterized as

/d%nzﬁ/j}dr, (15)

where [ is the (n— 1)-dimensional integration volume.
In terms of p, 8 and ¢ it reads

ontT /1 gy n=4
= = n_3\ X dCQ (1_60) 2
/n r(%5%)  Ja
1 o)
X /1dc¢ (1_62)%/0 dpp" 2. (16)

If the integrand is independent of ¢, the integration
over ¢, can be carried out analytically by using

0 m+1
/0 (sing)™ dp — v L2 ) (17)

L (=52)’

that gives

ot /1 o\ =4 /Oo 9
= S =3y dC@ 1—¢ 2 dppn . (18
/n F( 22) . ( 9) 0 )

Likewise, integrating over cy produces

n—1

2m 2 e
=—— [ dpp" 2 19
/n 1“(”;1)/0 pp (19)

4 The UV divergent one-loop 2-point integral

As a first illustration of our procedure we compute by
MC the dimensionally regularized one-loop scalar inte-
gral of Fig. 1,

Bs) =t [ g

where Dy = ¢ +ie and Dy = (q+py + p2)? +ie. Given
that B(s) diverges in four dimensions, our strategy is
to split it into a finite part and a UV divergent piece,

B(S) = BF(S) + BUV7 (21)

1
DoDy’

(20)

in a way that the former can be computed numerically
using the 4-dimensional algorithm of Sect. 2, while the
latter is evaluated analytically.

Rescaling loop and external momenta by /s gives

s\ ¢ > 1
B = = h = dr ——, (22
(s) (M2> B, where B LLM Tdodl, (22)

with dy = 72 — p? +ie and dy = (7 + 1) — p? +ie. The
integrand of (22) does not depend on 6 and ¢. Hence,
/., can be taken as in (19). We now integrate over 7 by
using the residue theorem. The result is

e 1 1
SR - S S 2
5 2/npp2—1/4—ie (23)

To achieve the splitting of (21), we subtract and
add back an integrand with the same p — oo behav-
ior of (23). Among the various possibilities we choose
m. This allows us to recast B = Br + Byv, in
which the finite piece reads

e 1 1
= 2472 d — 24
Br ”/0 pp[p2—1/4—i6 arialr
while Byy is easily computed analytically,
in2—¢ 1
Buov==——(—-+2 O(e). 25
o=z (£ +2) +06) (25)

Introducing the variable o = p? — 1/4 allows one to
rewrite (24) in a form suitable to be integrated with
GLoop,

By = [ O; Ud_oieF(a), F(o) = in’ w, (26)
where © is the Heaviside step function.

Our MC estimate with 107 MC shots gives
Br/(im?) = 3(9) x 107* +i3.1414(7), (27)
to be compared to the analytic value
Br/(i7?)| Analytic = i T (28)

The time to produce the result of (27) on a single 2.2
GHz processor is of about 1.6s.

Finally, the analytic continuation to s < 0 is achieved
by replacing s/u? — s/u? + ie in (22) [23]. This pro-
duces

Fr2—€
h §+2—L—m+ Bb; +O@), (29)

B(s) = P
with L =1In (— s/p? — ie).

Lastly, it is noteworthy to mention that from a nu-
merical standpoint, the treatment of UV divergences is
remarkably similar in terms of dimensional regulariza-
tion and FDR [11-14,16]. The sole distinction lies in
their action towards the subtracted UV divergent part,
which is computed analytically and added back in the
former approach, whereas it is discarded in FDR [1].



Fig. 2 The scalar 3-point one-loop function of (30).

5 The IR divergent one-loop 3-point integral

Here we study the dimensionally regularized triangle
function of Fig. 2 with two massless momenta pf , =0
and massless denominators Dy = ¢ + i€, Dy = (q +
p1)? +ie and Dy = (¢ — p2)? + i,

1
_ . 4—n m
C(s)=p /d (]70 Dy (30)

As in the previous section, we rescale all dimensionful
quantities by +/s. This produces

1/s\ °
=—-|—= . 1
coy=3(%) ¢ (31)
The rescaled integral C reads

> 1
C_/n~/—ood7-7d0dld27 (32)

with [ given in (18) and

do = (1 + p —ie)(T — p +ic),
dy = (T+1/24+ R —ie)(T +1/2 — R + ie),
dy = (1 —1/2+ R —i€e)(T —1/2 — R + ie),

R =+/1/44 p? + pcyp. (33)

C is divergent in the soft and collinear limits, namely
it develops 1/e and 1/&2 poles under the n-dimensional
integration. To be able to perform the loop integration
numerically, we first construct an approximation Cig
whose integrand subtracts the infrared behavior in a
local fashion. Then we reinsert the result of an analytic
computation of Cig. Schematically, C = Cr +Cir, where

CF = hm [C - CIR} (34)
n—4

is computed by MC.
Using the residue theorem to integrate over 7 gives

= [ (e !
2 J.,PPR\R—1/2—ie R—-1/24p—ic

1 1
R+1/2+R+1/2+p)' (35)

Only the first two terms of (35) are divergent when
p < 1/2. An approximation sharing their IR behavior
is constructed by expanding R around p(1 + ¢p) = 0,
that produces

. O(1-2p) 1 1
CIR_m/n p3 l+cy co+2p—ic)’ (36)

which can be easily evaluated analytically

im?—e ( 1 ir  2m?

Ta—o) \2 + ~ "3 +imin(4 )) + O(e).

Cir =

The integrand of (36) can now be subtracted to (35)
and the resulting integral produces the finite contribu-
tion of (34). In four dimensions (18) gives

/_47r/ oo |

with Ry = 1/2 & p, thus

p I

- \/R+R_ — i€

L1 e(R)
R+Ry R+./RR_

where the —ie is kept only in denominators with thresh-
old singularities.

Now we put (38) in a form suitable to be integrated
with GLoop. The terms between curly brackets have
denominators of the form R + r;, where the r{.7 are
independent of R. We then introduce two integration
variables defined as follows

dR R, (37)

1
{ —1/2—ie
_O(=R) 1

R—R_. R+1)2

T B D

o1=p, 00o=R+r; Vi=1=7, (39)

and rewrite
2

Cr = /Oo 11 (ajdijie> Fe(o1,02). (40)

—o0 1

The numerator Fe(oy, 02) of (40) is fully expressible in
terms of Heaviside functions and is given in Appendix
A.

With 4 x 108 MC points our estimate is
Cr/(in?) = 1.644(4) — i 4.356(1), (41)
to be compared to the analytic result

Cr/(im*)| Analytic = 7°/6 — im In(4)
— 1.6449 — §4.3552. (42)

The time to produce 106 MC shots on a single 2.2 GHz
processor is of about 0.32s.
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Fig. 3 The scalar 4-point one-loop function of (44).

In our computation we have assumed s > 0. The
analytic continuation to s < 0 is again obtained by
replacing s — s + ie in (31). Expanding in € gives

it 11 L IL? =
) =ta=g5 L oty g i@
C
+i7rF2:| +0(e), (43)

where L = In ( — s/p? — ie).

6 The IR divergent one-loop 4-point integral

In this section we consider the massless box diagram of
Fig. 3,

D(s,t) :u4’”/d”q
Dy = ¢® + i, D1 = (q+p1)? +ie,
Dy = (q—p2)*+ie, Ds=(q+p1—p3)?+ie,

where p3 5 34 = 0. By rescaling all dimensionful quan-
tities by /s one arrives at

D(s,t) = SiQ <:2)6D(a;), (45)

where we have defined x = —t/s, so that in the physical
region one has 0 < x < 1. The rescaled 4-point integral
reads

o0 1
Dla) = /n /_oo I odidads’ (46)

with [ given in (16). The denominators dy,1 » are as in
(33). Furthermore, d3 = (7 + S — ie)(7 — S + ie) with

S=./p>+U—Veyand
U=uxz(1+2pcy), V=2pz(l—x)\/1-c2 (47)

As before, to compute (46) by MC, we first have to
subtract a simpler function Dig(x) with the same local
IR behavior of D(x). We choose

o0 1 1 1 1
D = d _
ir(2) /n/,oo 7 [dodldg T dodads 7 dodrds

1 1 } im?

1

S — 44
DoD1Ds D3’ (44)

- (7r2 - 1n2(x)) , (48)

that can be integrated analytically by means of (42)

and (43),
Fr2—€

Din(z) = %% (-jz + % (Inz— m)) +0().
The rationale behind (48) is as follows. On the one
hand, it is well known that the four 3-point integrals
produce the same 1/¢ and 1/£? poles of D(z) [24]. On
the other hand, the last term is chosen in such a way
that it compensates their finite contribution. In this
way
Dr(z) = lim [D(z) — Dir(z)] (49)

n—4

gives the finite part of D(x) directly.
Integrating over 7 the IR finite combination of inte-
grals appearing in (49) gives

il
- _ _
14— dodidads  dodids  dodads

L NS S S
x dodldg x d1d2d3 o

”/4&{3—1}2—%(%22} i)
- R—1/21+p—ie<(1_2p)P[521—p2] _;)
B R+11/2 (P{S;A a 313)

T

where P denotes the Cauchy principal value,

1 1 1 1
P = . (91
{SQ—pQ} 2(52—p2—|—i€+52—p2—i6> (51)

To derive (50) we have systematically identified terms
related by the interchange p <+ S. This is possible be-
cause |, 4 1s invariant under shifts and rotations of the
spatial components of the vectors 7{’, 5 and w®. The ¢
dependence is entirely contained in S? — p? and can be
integrated out by using

! ~1/2 1
2
/;1dc¢<1_c¢) P|:52—p2:| -

o(U? - V?)

Noeach
Finally, inserting (52) and (50) into (49) gives

Dr(z) = /O;j]i[l (a;lijk) Fp(o1,02,7), (53)

+

msgn(U) (52)

with Fp(o1,09, ) provided in Appendix B.
Our MC estimates are presented in Table 1 and com-
pared to the analytic result [23]
-
s

Dy (z) = (7% + 2irIn(z)) . (54)

The time to generate 10 MC shots on a single 2.2 GHz
processor is of about 0.4s.

‘Analytic



Table 1 Numerical estimates of Dg(z)/(10i7?) in (53) for
several values of = —t/s. The analytic result is reported in
(54). Numbers obtained with 4 x 109 MC shots. MC errors
between parentheses.

x  MC result Analytic result

1 9.88(2) —i 1.447(1) x10! 9.870 —i 1.447x10*
2 4.92(1) —i 5.055(2) 4.935 —i 5.056

3 3.296(7) —i 2.521(1) 3.290 —i 2.522

A4 2.476(6) —i 1.440(1) 2.467 —i 1.439

5 1.976(4) —i 8.714(8) x10~1  1.974 —i 8.710x10!
6 1.643(4) —i 5.350(7) x10~1  1.645 —i 5.349x10~!
.7 1.408(4) —i 3.202(6) x10~1  1.410 —i 3.202x10!
8 1.238(4) —i 1.74(1) x10~!  1.234 —i 1.753x10~!
.9 1.097(4) —i 7.5(1) x10~2 1.097 —i 7.356x 102

7 Conclusion and outlook

Any attempts towards a numerical loop integration re-
quires controlling threshold singularities. A possible ap-
proach is contour deformation [25], that calls for ana-
lytic knowledge of the cut structure of the integrand
[26]. In [1] an alternative has been proposed and shown
to be effective in the MC estimate of four-dimensional
multi-loop integrals directly in Minkowski space.

In this paper we have extended this technique to
massless scalar one-loop integrals regularized within di-
mensional regularization. Our strategy is based on a
separation of the 1/¢ and 1/&? poles before integration.
The finite part, containing the threshold singularities,
can then be integrated numerically in four dimensions.

We have presented numerical results obtained with
the help of the code GLoop. A MC error of the order of a
few per mil can usually be obtained for a modest CPU
cost. As with any other numerical method, this level
of precision is expected to be sufficient for phenomeno-
logical purposes when the gauge cancellations are mod-
erate. If this is not the case, cancellations among di-
agrams must be enforced to occur before integration.
This should be feasible because they are usually con-
trolled by Ward identities operating at the integrand
level.

Enlarging the range of applicability of our method
beyond one loop requires removing UV and IR diver-
gences by adding appropriate counterterms at the level
of the integrand. Ultraviolet counterterms can be con-
structed by using, for instance, the same procedure that
defines FDR integrals [11-14,16]. As for the infrared be-
havior, a systematic approach has been developed for
two-loop integrals by Anastasiou and Sterman in [27].
For all these reasons, we believe that the strategy de-
scribed in this paper can extended smoothly up to two
loops. A deeper exploration of this issue is planned for
a future publication.

Appendix A: Fe¢(01,02)

The numerator of the subtracted 3-point function of
(40) reads

Fe(oy,00) = —2i7r2@(01){9(03) [@(1 —0.)0(0_)
O(1+0-)O(—0-) — O(1 — 04)O(04)
O(1 +04)6(~01)| +O(~03) [B(0-)O(0)
O(o + /)O(o+ — f) = O(1 +0_)0(0s — 1)
O(1+04)0(02 —1) —O(0— + g)O(04 — 9)
O(os — 1

)o(1 - a2)] |, (A1)
where we have defined
144/1—402 o2
=—= =73 03 =017 3 (A2)

g
o4 =201 — 09, 05=201+02, 04 =01=%09.

Appendix B: Fp(o1,02,)

The numerator of the subtracted 4-point function of
(53) is
Fp(al,ag,x) = 4i7?0(01)
x{@ )O((U; — |03|)[N1 — 1/3:]
0(04)0(Uz — |o3])[(1 — 201) Ny — 1 /]
O(1+0-)0(Us — |o3|) [N3 — 1/z]
O(1 + 04)O(Uy — |o3]) [(1 + 201)Ny — 1/z] }

2 _
;T In®(z)

Ol —lo1)O(1 — |oa|), (B.3)
where we have used the definitions in (A.2) and
Uy=04—03, Us=o09—o03,
Us=03—0_, Us=o03—04.
Furthermore
N; = sgn[(1 + 201)(1 — 201) + 4U?] ouv,) (B.4)

with

_Z 2
W; = 4{16in + I

[1+2(Ao1 + AU5)] } (B.5)
A1, Ap==+

Note that the last term of (B.3) generates the uninte-
grated contribution of (48).
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