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Evaluating m ultiloop Feynm an integrals by M ellin-B ames representation
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T he status of analytical evaluation of double and triple box diagram s is characterized. The m ethod ofM ellin—
Bames representation as a tool to evaluate m aster integrals In these problem s is advocated. New M B represen—
tations for m assive on-shell double boxes w ith general pow ers of propagators are presented.

1. Introduction

W hen calculating physical quantities that de-
scribe a given process one needs to evaluate a Iot
of Feynm an integrals. A ffer a tensor reduction
based on som e proctors (see, eg., W) a given
Feynm an graph generatesvarious scalarFeynm an
Integrals that have the sam e structure of the in—
tegrand w ith various distrbutions of powers of
propagators. A straightforward analytical strat—
egy isto evaluate, by som e m ethods, every scalar
Feynm an integral generated by the given graph.
If the number of these integrals is sm all such
strategy is reasonable. In non-trivial situations,
w here the num ber of di erent integrals can be at
the Jevel of hundreds and thousands, it is reason—
able to ollow a wellknown advanced strategy: to
derive, w thout calculation, and then apply inte—
gration by parts (IBP) W] and Lorentz-invariance
@D W] dentities between the given fam ily of
Feynm an integrals as recurrence rehtions. The
goalofthisprocedure is to express a general inte—
gralfrom the given fam ily asa linear com bination
of som e basic m aster) Integrals. T herefore the
whole problem of evaluation is decom posed into
two parts: solution of the reduction procedure
and evaluation of the m aster Feynm an integrals.

T here w ere several recent attem ptstom ake the
reduction procedure system atic:

(1) U sing the fact that the totalnum ber of IBP
and LI equations grow s faster than the num ber
of independent Feynm an integrals one can sooner
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or laterobtain an overconstrained system ofequa—
tions WM.

(i1) Usihg relations that can be obtained by
tricks w ith shifting dim ension [H].

(iil) Baikov’sm ethod H].

(iv) A nother attem pt in thisdirection istheuse
of G robner basis (see, eg., W) .

To evaluate m aster integrals one uses various
m ethods. In particular, for the evaluation ofdou-
ble and triple boxes the follow ing two m ethods
were successfiilly applied last years: the m ethod
ofM ellin {Bames M B) representation M]and dif-
ferentialequations ]. The rst ofthem isbased
on the ollow ng representation
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which is applied to replace a sum of two tem s
raised to som e power by their products n som e
pow ersat the cost of introducing an extra integra—
tion. Usually one starts from alpha or Feynm an
param eters, then introduces, In a m Inin al way,
M B integrations, perform s intemal integrations
over Feynm an parameters In tem s of gamm a
functions and obtains a multiple M B represen—
tation. It is usefiil to derive such representation
for general pow ers of the propagators.

T he standard procedure of taking residues and
shifting contours is used W], w ith the goalto ob-
taln a sum of integralswhere onem ay expand in—
tegrands in Laurent serdesin = (4 d)=2 (where
d is the spacetin e din ension w ithin dim ensional
reqularization ]). Then one can use the rst
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and the second Bames lemm as and their corol
laries to perform some of the M B integrations
explicitly. In the last integrations which usually
carry dependence on the extemal variables, one
closes contour In the com plex plane and sum s up
corresponding serdes. (See [1] for details of the
m ethod).

A typicalexam ple ofapplication ofthism ethod
is the evaluation ofm aster Integrals for m assless
on-shell (pgl = 0; 1= 1;2;3;4) doublkboxes ] ]
w here the reduction procedure was perform ed us—
Ing shifting din ension [00], w th m ultiple sub-
sequent applications [0].

2. Triple boxes and double boxes w ith one
leg o —shell

The rst calculation ofm assless on-shell triple
boxes in din ensional reqularization was done in
1, where the Regge asym ptotics (in the lm it
t=s ! 0) of the m aster planar tripl box shown
in Fig.llwas calculated w ith the help ofthe strat-
egy ofexpansion by regions []]. Later it becam e
possble to evaluate it analytically ], w ith the
help ofa sevenfold M B representation, in tem sof
ham onic polylogarithm s [f]. Tn fact, any m ass—

Figure 1. P lanar triple box diagram .

Jess planar on—shell triple box can be evaluated
by this procedure so that evaluation of three-loop
virtual corrections to various scattering processes
isnot a m iracle.

Let us m ention that the necessity to analyti-
cally evaluate m assless on-shelldouble and triple
boxes arose when studying cross order relations
In N = 4 supersymm etric gauge theories [1]. In
fact, to check som e factorization one needs just
one m ore triple box, In addiion to Fig. 1.

The complxiy of the problem depends not
only on the num ber of Ioopsbut also on the num —
ber of param eters. O ne way to include one m ore
param eter into m assless on-shell doubl boxes is
to consider one leg o shell, ie. p? = ¢ 6 0,
p? = 0; i= 2;3;4. Thisproblem was successfully
solved last years. The reduction to m aster inte-
gralswasdone using Laporta’sidea In [I]. M aster
Integralswere calculated usingM B representation
(st results In [1]) and DE (system atic evalua—
tion in [1]). A1l results are expressed in tem s
of two-din ensional ham onic polylogarithm s ]
which generalize ham onic polylogarithm s. This
com bination of reduction based on []] and DE
w as successiiilly applied In num erous calculations,
eg., various classes of vertex diagram s [1].

3. M assive on-shell double boxes

Another way to include one m ore param eter
Into m assless on-shell double boxes is to tum
to m assive on-shell double boxes w ith one non-—
zero mass, p; = m?; i= 1;2;3;4. Keeping in
m Ind Bhabha scattering ket us distinguish two
planar and one non-planar diagram s as three ba-
sic m ost com plicated types of m assive on-shell
double boxes. The rstplanar graph is shown in
Fig.M. For the corresponding general Feynm an
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Figure 2. P lanarm assive on-shell doubl box of
the st type
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w ith an irreduchble num erator chosen as k+ p; +
P2+ p3)?, the llow ing sixfold M B representation
wasderived In | ]:
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where agsg7 = ag + as + ag + arjaizezes = ai +
2ap + as + 2ag, z1123 = 221 + zp + z3, €tc.

Analyticalevaluation ofthe m aster double box
1, with a
result in tem s of polylogarithm s. In 1], pla—
nar 2-loop box diagram s w ith one-loop insertion
were also by DE . The generalM B representation
W) can be used Por the evaluation of other m as—
ter integrals. A s an exam ple, a double box w ith
a num erator, Bp ;1 (1;:::;1; 1) is evaluated In

]. The nie part of the result In includes
polylogarithm sand HP L
p !

1 1= 1 4m 2=g
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The second planar graph is shown i Fig.H.
For the corresponding general Feynm an integral

Figure 3. P lanar m assive on-shell doubl box of
the second type
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w ith the sam e irreducible num erator, the follow —
ing sixfold M B representation can be derived:
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This multiple M B representation was used in
] for the evaluation of the m aster planar dou—
ble box Bpp;» 1;:::;1;0;5;5m %; ). The resul
Includes polylogarithm s, HPL as well as two—
param etric Integrals of elem entary functions. It
is not clear at the m om ent whether these inte-
grals can be written in term s of HPL or 2dHP L
depending on specialcom binationsofs;tandm ?,
or a new class of functions isneeded. T his result
aswellasm any other results for doublk and triple
boxesm entioned in this short review iscon m ed
by num erical evaluation by m eans of a m ethod
based on a sector decom position in the space of
alpha param eters [].
T he non-planar graph is shown i Fig.H.
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Figure 4. N on-planarm assive on-shelldoubl box

The ollow Ing eightfold M B representation of
the generalnon-planardoublk box, w ith the sam e
irreducible num erator as above, can be derived :
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T his representation can be used forthe evaluation
of the non-planarm aster planar doubl boxes.

4. Perspectives

Tt has been reported [[1] that the reduction
of the m assive on-shell double boxes relevant to
Bhabha scattering can be done using Laporta’s
algorithm . M aster integrals for these three re—
cursion problm s were identi ed. The calcula—
tion of these m aster Integrals was perform ed in
all the cases when four indices a; are posiive
and for som e partial cases with ve positive in—
dices. In this problem the m ethod of DE m eets
som e com plicationsbecause di erentialequations
higher that the second order appear for com pli-
cated m aster integrals. W hether or not this ob—
stacle can be overcom e is an open question. How —
ever, the three general M B representations pre—
sented above can be certainly used for the ana—
Iytical evaluation of the m aster Integrals.

Let us nally characterize advantages of the
m ethod based on M B representation:

(i) The M B representation can be derived for
a general Feynm an integral corresponding to a
given graph, ie. wih general integer powers of
the propagators.

(i) Resolution ofsingularitiesin  ismuch sin -
plrthan in alpha and Feynm an param etric inte—
grals.

(iii) A fter the resolution of singularities in
one can always switch to num erical evaluation,
at least In order to check analytical results. The
convergence along in agihary axis is always per—
fect.

(Iv) Autom ation of calculations based on M B



representation looks prom ising.
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