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A bstract

The behaviour of two-loop two-point diagram s at non-zero thresholds corre-

sponding to two-particle cuts is analyzed. The m asses involved in a cut and the

externalm om entum are assum ed to be sm allas com pared to som e ofthe other

m asses ofthe diagram . By em ploying generalform ulae ofasym ptotic expansions

ofFeynm an diagram s in m om enta and m asses,we construct an algorithm to de-

rive analytic approxim ations to the diagram s. In such a way,we calculate several

� rstcoe� cientsoftheexpansion.Sinceno conditionson relativevaluesofthesm all

m assesand theexternalm om entum areim posed,thethreshold irregularitiesarede-

scribed analytically.Num ericalexam ples,usingdiagram soccurringin theStandard

M odel,illustrate the convergence ofthe expansion below the � rstlarge threshold.
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1. Introduction

In recent years m any precision calculations have been perform ed in the Standard

M odel(SM ),which arerequired to m atch theim pressive experim entalaccuracy.A good

overview ofthepresentstatushasbeen recently given [1].Itisto beexpected thateven

m ore re�ned evaluations ofloop corrections in the SM and extensions thereofwillbe

needed in thefuture.Sinceone-loop correctionsin theSM arewellestablished thefocus

willbe on two-loop studies. As physics exam ples one should m ention the quantity �r

occurringin theFerm iconstantG F ,sm allangleBhabhascatteringand theZ ! b�bdecay

rate.

Such calculationsare cum bersom e in m any respectse.g. through the num berofdia-

gram s,the involved tensor structures in diagram s and the com plexity ofbasic building

blocksi.e.scalartwo-loop diagram s1.

Itisthe purpose ofthispaperto contribute to the techniques forcalculation ofthe

scalartwo-loop diagram s. W hen allm asses in the propagatorsare non-vanishing there

existargum ents[3]thatthey cannotbe expressed anym ore in term sofknown functions

likepolylogarithm s.Asan exam ple,wecan m ention thesim plestcaseofatwo-loop scalar

diagram i.e. a selfenergy with three m assive propagators,the so-called \sunset" (alias

\sunrise")diagram ,which can beexpressed in term sofLauricellafunctions[4]orone-fold

integrals[5,6],butno sim plerresultsareavailableso far.

In such a situation two m ain strategiescan be chosen. One isa num ericalapproach,

another an approxim ative analyticalm ethod. M ost progress has been m ade for self-

energy diagram s. Obviously they are the sim plest ones,but they are physics-wise also

very relevant.

As to the num ericalstrategy one stillhas a num ber ofoptions. There exist a two-

dim ensionalintegralrepresentation [7](seealsoin [8])originallyintroduced forthem aster

diagram (Fig.1a),butlateron extended to all(also divergent)two-loop self-energies[9].

Another way is the use ofdispersion integrals [4,10],whereas other m ethods rely on

higherdim ensionalintegration techniques[11,5].

Theanalyticalapproach usesexplicitform ulaefortheasym ptoticexpansion ofFeyn-

m an diagram sin m om enta and m assesand isbased on generaltheorem son asym ptotic

expansions[12](seealso [13]forreview).Som erecentphysicalexam plesofapplication of

theseform ulae can befound e.g.in [14].Fortwo-loop self-energy diagram swith general

m asses,expansionsin di�erentregionsweresystem atically exam ined in refs.[15,16,17]2.

W hen a few term s ofthe series give an adequate description this approach willbe

fasterthan thepurely num ericalintegration m ethod.M oreover,analytic expressionsare

m uch m ore convenient to dealwith when the values ofsom e m asses are not�xed (e.g.

theHiggsm ass)orhaveratherwideerrorbars(e.g.thetop quark m ass).

The �rst results ofthe analyticalapproach have been obtained outside the particle

thresholds:asm allm om entum expansion below thelowestthreshold [15]and alargem o-

1The tensordecom position oftwo-loop self-energy diagram sisdescribed in ref.[2].
2The sm allm om entum expansion in the three-point case was studied in ref. [18]where also the

techniquesofconform alm appingand Pad�eapproxim ationswereem ployedtogetnum ericalresultsbeyond

the threshold(s).
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m entum expansion abovethehighestthreshold [16]3.Theregion between thethresholds

posesa problem since both sm alland large m om entum expansions do notdescribe the

behaviourbetween the lowest and the highest physicalthresholds. In a previous paper

[17]itwasshown thatin the specialcase ofa zero m assthreshold the sm allm om entum

expansion could be extended to the lowestnon-vanishing threshold. In thiscase the ex-

pansion coe�cients involve the zero-threshold cut which appears as powers ofln(� k2)

(wherek istheexternalm om entum ).

Itisthepurposeofthepresentpaperto considercaseswhen one(ortwo)two-particle

threshold(s) is (are) sm allwith respect to the other thresholds,but not anym ore zero.

By using asym ptotic expansions in the large m ass lim it it becom es possible to �nd a

seriesconverging abovethesm alltwo-particlethreshold.The expansion coe�cientsnow

contain the two-particle cut(s)associated with the sm allthreshold(s) and therefore the

non-regularbehaviouraroundthethreshold(s)willbeexactlydescribed.Thustheanalytic

approach now issubstantially extended into regions,which werehitherto inaccessibledue

to the inapplicability ofthe used series. From num ericalexam ples it can be seen that

theconvergence holdsbeyond thesm allparticlethreshold(s).W enotethatthereareno

exactresults(exceptforthe zero-threshold lim it)available forthe caseswe aregoing to

describehere.

The actualoutline ofthe paper is as follows. In section 2 di�erent sm all-threshold

con�gurationsare considered and subgraphs contributing to the asym ptotic expansions

ofthe corresponding diagram s are described. In section 3 we present som e analytical

resultsforthelowestterm softheexpansions.Section 4 containsa num ericalcom parison

between the directnum ericalintegration oftheFeynm an diagram and the resultsofour

analytic approxim ations. Conclusions and future prospects are given in section 4. In

Appendix A we collect som e relevant inform ation on one-loop two-point integrals with

di�erentm assesand presentsom eform ulaeto handlethenum erators.In Appendix B we

presenta resultforoneofthenext-to-leading term softheexpansion.

2. C onstructing the expansion

In Fig.1a,b two di�erenttopologiesoftwo-loop self-energy diagram sareshown.The

dim ensionally-regularized scalarFeynm an integralscorresponding to these diagram scan

bewritten as4

J (f�ig;fm ig;k)=

Z Z
d
n
pd

n
q

D
�1
1 D

�2
2 D

�3
3 D

�4
4 D

�5
5

; (1)

wheren = 4� 2" isthespace-tim edim ension [21],and (Di)
�i � (p2i � m2i + i0)�i arethe

powersofthedenom inators(scalarpropagators)corresponding totheinternallinesofthe

diagram sin Fig.1a,b.Them om entapiowingthrough theinternallinesareconstructed,

in an obviousway,from theexternalm om entum k and theloop m om enta p and q.

3Forsom especialcases(when som eoftheinternallinesarem assless),theexpansionsand exactresults

werepresented in [19,20].
4In m any cases,we adoptthe notation used in the previouspapers[15,16,17].
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W e are m ainly interested in the cases when all�’s are integer. As m entioned in

refs.[15,16,17],in thiscaseitisenough toconsiderthe\m aster" diagram (Fig.1a)only,

because(i)thediagram swith fourand threeinternallinescan beobtained from Fig.1a

by shrinking (reducing to points)som e ofthe internallines(thiscorrespondsto putting

thecorresponding �’sequaltozero)and (ii)thediagram in Fig.1b can bereduced to the

diagram swith fourdenom inators5.Thus,in whatfollowsweshallim ply thattheintegral

(1)correspondsto thediagram in Fig.1a.

In general,thediagram in Fig.1ahastwo two-particlethresholds(atk2 = (m 1+ m 4)
2

and k2 = (m 2 + m 5)
2) and two three-particle thresholds (at k2 = (m 1 + m 3 + m 5)

2

and k2 = (m 2 + m 3 + m 4)
2). Ifallthese physicalthresholds correspond to non-zero

(positive)valuesofk2,thesm allm om entum expansion isnothing buta Taylorexpansion

in k2. In [15]a generalalgorithm for calculating the coe�cients ofthis expansion was

developed. Otherwise,ifwe have one (or m ore) physicalthreshold(s) at k2 = 0,the

corresponding\zero-threshold"expansion (asn ! 4)involvesalsotheterm swith ln(� k2)

(and even ln
2
(� k2)when two physicalthresholdsvanish). To calculate analytically the

coe�cientsofzero-threshold expansion ofthediagram ofFig.1a,in [17]generaltheorem s

on asym ptotic expansions ofFeynm an diagram s [12]were applied. In such a way,all

di�erentcon�gurationsofm asslessthresholdshavebeen considered.In particular,ithas

been veri�ed thattheexpansion convergesup to the�rstnon-zero threshold.

In this paper,we study the behaviour oftwo-loop self-energy diagram s which have

sm all(but non-zero) physicalthresholds. Nam ely,let us consider som e ofthe m asses

correspondingtointernallinesofFig.1atobelarge,whiletheotherm assesaswellasthe

externalm om entum aresm all(and ofthesam eorder).To distinguish between thesm all

and thelargem asses,weshalldenotethelatterwith capitalletters,M i.By analogy with

ref.[17],fourdi�erentsm all-threshold con�gurationsexist,nam ely6:

Case1:onesm all2PT (e.g.m assesm 2 and m 5 aresm all);

Case2:two sm all2PT’s(them assesm 1;m 2;m 4;m 5 aresm all);

Case3:onesm all3PT (e.g.m assesm 2;m 3;m 4 aresm all);

Case4:onesm all2PT and onesm all3PT (e.g.them assesm 2;m 3;m 4;m 5 aresm all).

In addition,two specialsubcasesofcase 1,when onem orem ass(notinvolved in the

threshold)issm all,should beconsidered separately:

Case1a:case1 with m 3 being sm all;

Case1b:case1 with oneofthem assesinvolved in thesecond 2PT being sm all.

In the presentpaperwe restrictourselves to cases1,1a,1b and 2 where only sm all

two-particlethresholdsareinvolved (seea briefdiscussion ofthecases3 and 4 in thelast

section).

Before em ploying generalresults on asym ptotic expansions in m om enta and m asses

[12],we need to introduce som e notation. W e shallneed Taylor operators Tk and Tm

expandingthedenom inatorsin theintegrand (in them om entum orthem ass,respectively)

5For the diagram in Fig.1b, p1 = p4. If, in addition, m 1 = m 4, we get the integralwith four

propagators(with onethepowersequalto �1 + �4).Ifm 1 6= m 4 and both �1 and �4 areinteger,onecan

usestandard partialfractioning to reducethediagram in Fig.1b to a linearcom bination oftheintegrals

with �1 or�4 equalto zero.Alltheseintegralscan beobtained from thediagram in Fig.1a by shrinking

oneofthe lines.
62PT and 3PT m ean two-and three-particlethresholds,respectively.
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as

Tk
1

[(k� p)2 � m2]
� =

1X

j= 0

(�)j

j!

(2(kp)� k2)j

[p2 � m2]�+ j
; (2)

Tm
1

[p2 � m2]�
=

1

(p2)�

1X

j= 0

(�)j

j!

 
m 2

p2

! j

; (3)

where

(�)j �
�(�+ j)

�(�)
(4)

isthe Pochham m ersym bol. The \com bined" operatorsT expanding in som e m om enta

and m assesatthe sam e tim e can be constructed asproductsofthe above operators(2)

and (3).Itisassum ed thattheTayloroperatorsareapplied to the integrand before the

loop integration is perform ed. After using eqs.(2){(3),we should collect together all

term scarrying thesam etotalpowerofthesm allm assesand m om enta weexpand in.

Let � be the originalgraph (corresponding in our case to Fig.1a),subgraphs of�

are denoted as ,and the corresponding \reduced graph" �= is obtained from � by

shrinking the subgraph  to a point. Furtherm ore,J is the dim ensionally-regularized

Feynm an integralwith the denom inatorscorresponding to a graph . In particular,J�
correspondsto theintegral(1)itself.Then,forourcase,thegeneraltheorem yields

J� �
k;m i! 0

X



J�= � Tk;m i;qi J; (5)

wherethesum goesoverallthesubgraphswhich (i)contain allthelineswith thelarge

m assesM i,and (ii)are one-particle irreducible with respectto the lightlines(with the

m asses m i). The Taylor operator Tk;m i;qi (see eqs.(2){(3) ) expands the integrand of

J in sm allm asses m i,the externalm om entum k and the loop m om enta qi which are

\external" for a given subgraph . The sym bol\� " m eans that the polynom ialin qi,

which appearsasa resultofapplying T to J,should beinserted in thenum eratorofthe

integrand ofJ�=.

Thede�nition oftheclassofsubgraphs involved in theexpansion (5)isexactly the

sam e asin the zero-threshold expansion [17],justbecause zero m assesare alwayssm all.

A distinction isthatsom e tadpole-like contributions(vanishing in zero-threshold lim it)

should betaken into accountforsm allnon-zero m asses(seebelow).

Letusconsiderwhich subgraphs contribute to the sum (5)forthe di�erentsm all-

threshold con�gurations. To indicate which linesare included in the subgraph,we shall

use the num bering oflinesgiven in Fig.1a. Forexam ple,the \full" graph � � f12345g

includesall�velines,f134gcorrespondstoasubgraph wherethelines2 and 5 are\om it-

ted",etc.The subgraphscontributing to the expansion areshown in Fig.2,where bold

and narrow linescorrespond tothepropagatorswith largeand sm allm asses,respectively.

Dotted linesindicate the linesom itted in the subgraphs (ascom pared with the \full"

graph �),i.e.they correspond to thereduced graphs�=.

Com paring Fig.2 with the four�rstlinesofFig.3 presented in [17](zero-threshold

expansion),one can see thatFig.2 containssom e additionalsubgraphsforthe cases1a
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and 1b (nam ely,thesecond and thefourth subgraphsforeach ofthesecases).Thesesub-

graphsdid notcontributetothezero-threshold expansion sincethecorrespondingreduced

graphs�= yielded m asslesstadpole-likeintegralsand thereforevanished in dim ensional

regularization [21]. Here,we get tadpoles with sm allm asses,which do notvanish and

m ustbetaken into account7.

Case 1.Two subgraphscontributeto theasym ptoticexpansion:

(i)= � )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(p� q)2 � M 2
3]
�3[p2 � M 2

4]
�4

� Tk;m 2;m 5

1

[q2 � m25]
�5[(k� p)2 � M 2

1]
�1[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2
; (6)

(ii)= f134g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(k� q)2 � m22]
�2[q2 � m25]

�5

� Tk;q
1

[(k� p)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(p� q)2 � M 2

3]
�3[p2 � M 2

4]
�4
: (7)

Case 1a.Foursubgraphscontributeto theasym ptoticexpansion:

(i)= � )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[p2 � M 2
4]
�4

� Tk;m 2;m 3;m 5

1

[(p� q)2 � m23]
�3[q2 � m25]

�5[(k� p)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2
; (8)

(ii)= f1245g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[p2 � m23]
�3

� Tk;p;m 2;m 5

1

[(p+ q)2 � M 2
4]
�4[q2 � m25]

�5[(k� p� q)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2
; (9)

(iii)= f134g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(k� q)2 � m22]
�2[q2 � m25]

�5

� Tk;q;m 3

1

[(k� p)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(p� q)2 � m23]

�3[p2 � M 2
4]
�4
; (10)

(iv)= f14g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[p2 � m23]
�3[q2 � m25]

�5[(k� q)2 � m22]
�2

� Tk;p;q
1

[(p+ q)2 � M 2
4]
�4[(k� p� q)2 � M 2

1]
�1
; (11)

7Appearanceofextrasubgraphsforthecases1aand 1b doesnotcontradictthefactthatallthecases1,

1aand 1b correspond to thesam esm all-threshold con�guration (onesm all2PT).W eshalldiscussdetails

ofthisconnection in section 3.
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Case 1b.Foursubgraphscontribute:

(i)= � )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(p� q)2 � M 2
3]
�3

� Tk;m 2;m 4;m 5

1

[p2 � m24]
�4[q2 � m25]

�5[(k� p)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2
; (12)

(ii)= f1235g )

Z Z

dnpdnq
1

[p2 � m24]
�4

� Tk;p;m 2;m 5

1

[(p� q)2 � M 2
3]
�3[q2 � m25]

�5[(k� p)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2
; (13)

(iii)= f134g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(k� q)2 � m22]
�2[q2 � m25]

�5

� Tk;q;m 4

1

[(k� p)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(p� q)2 � M 2

3]
�3[p2 � m24]

�4
; (14)

(iv)= f13g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[p2 � m24]
�4[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2[q2 � m25]
�5

� Tk;p;q
1

[(k� p)2 � M 2
1]
�1[(p� q)2 � M 2

3]
�3
: (15)

Case 2.Foursubgraphscontribute:

(i)= � )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(p� q)2 � M 2
3]
�3

� Tk;m 1;m 2;m 4;m 5

1

[p2 � m24]
�4[q2 � m25]

�5[(k� p)2 � m21]
�1[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2
; (16)

(ii)= f134g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(k� q)2 � m22]
�2[q2 � m25]

�5

� Tk;q;m 1;m 4

1

[(k� p)2 � m21]
�1[(p� q)2 � M 2

3]
�3[p2 � m24]

�4
; (17)

(iii) = f235g contribution can be obtained from the previousone by the perm utation

1$ 2;4$ 5;

(iv)= f3g )

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q

1

[(k� p)2 � m21]
�1[(k� q)2 � m22]

�2[p2 � m24]
�4[q2 � m25]

�5
Tp;q

1

[(p� q)2 � M 2
3]
�3
:

(18)
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Alltheform ulae(6){(18),along with eq.(5),can beused forany valuesofthespace-

tim edim ension n and thepowersofpropagators�i.Notethatcontributionsfrom di�erent

subgraphs possess ultraviolet and/orinfrared poles in ". Cancellation ofthese poles in

thesum (when a �nite integralisconsidered)turnsoutto bea very strong check ofthe

calculationalprocedure8.

Studyingeqs.(6){(18)showsthat,afterpartialfractioningisperform ed wherevernec-

essary,thefollowingtypesofcontributionscan occurin theexpressionsforthecoe�cients

ofthesm all-threshold expansion (in situationswith two-particlesm allthresholds):

(a)two-loop vacuum diagram swith two (orone)large-m asslinesand one(ortwo)m ass-

lesslines;

(b)productsofa one-loop m assive diagram (with sm allm assesand externalm om entum

k)and a one-loop m assive tadpole;

(c)productsoftwo one-loop m assive diagram swith externalm om entum k.

The contributions oftype (a) are discussed in detailin Appendix A of[17]. The

one-loop two-point functions involving sm allm asses ofinternallines (occurring in the

contributionsoftypes(b)and (c))should becalculated exactly,and they are\responsi-

ble" fordescribing thetwo-particlethreshold irregularities.Som etechnicalissuesrelated

to thecalculation ofthesecontributionsarecollected in Appendix A.

3. A nalytic results

To getanalytic resultsforthe term softhe expansion describing the sm all-threshold

behaviour,we have used the REDUCE system foranalyticalcalculations[22]. The con-

structed algorithm worksforany (integer)powersofthepropagatorsand can beapplied

forboth convergentand divergentdiagram s.

Asan exam ple,in thissection we considerthe diagram in Fig.1a with unitpowers

ofpropagators, the so-called \m aster" diagram . The corresponding scalar integralis

involved in m any interesting physicalapplications. Ifall�ve �i are equalto one the

corresponding diagram is �nite9 as n ! 4, and we shallcalculate the corresponding

resultsin fourdim ensions.Thealgorithm m akesitalso possibleto considerhigherterm s

oftheexpansion in "= 1

2
(4� n),oreven resultsforarbitrary n.

Letuswritethe\m aster" integralas10

J(m 1;m 2;m 3;m 4;m 5;k)� J(1;1;1;1;1;m1;m 2;m 3;m 4;m 5;k)= � �
4

1X

j= 0

Sj ; (19)

where Sj are the term s corresponding to our expansion. Fora given j,the term Sj is

a sum ofallcontributions ofthe order (k2)j0
Q
(m 2

i)
ji (where the product is taken over

8See also a discussion in ref.[17],p.541.
9To be precise,there is a very specialcase when this \m aster" integralbecom es infrared-divergent:

when there isa two-particle zero-threshold and,in addition,k2 = 0. The exactresultforthiscase can

be easily obtained by a directcalculation.
10In eq.(19),m im ay correspond toeithersm allorlargem asses.In theexpressionsfortheSj presented

below,wedistinguish thesm allm assesand thelargem assesby denotingthem asm j and M j,respectively

(asin section 2).

8



alllines with sm allm asses) with j0 +
P
ji = j. Since k2J is dim ensionless,so should

be k2Sj. Therefore,the Sj should involve the corresponding powersofthe large m asses

in the denom inators. The num erators ofSj m ay also contain polynom ials in the large

m asses,logarithm softhe ratiosofthe m assesand som e functionscorresponding to the

contributions(a),(b),(c)described attheend ofsection 2.Notethat(in thecasewhen

thereareno zero thresholds)weshould notgettheterm slikeln(� k2)producing a cutin

thek2 planestarting from theorigin.

Thecontributionsoftype(a)areexpressed through thefollowing dim ensionlessfunc-

tion oftwo variables:

H (M 2

1
;M

2

2
)= 2Li2

 

1�
M 2

1

M 2
2

!

+ 1

2
ln

2

 
M 2

1

M 2
2

!

: (20)

Itisantisym m etric in itsargum entsand therefore vanisheswhen M 2
1
= M 2

2
. Thisfunc-

tion isconnected with the �nite partofthe two-loop vacuum integralwith two general

m assesand one zero m ass(fordetailsofthisde�nition,see Appendix A of[16]). In the

contributionsconsidered in thispapertheH function dependson thelargem assesonly.

Thecontributionsoftypes(b)and(c)areexpressed throughthefunction�(m 1;m 2;k
2)

which is related to the �nite part ofthe one-loop self-energy with generalm asses (see

eq.(52)). Itiswell-known thatthe � function can be expressed in term soflogarithm s

and squareroots(seee.g.in [23]).By using thenotation

�(m 2

1
;m

2

2
;k

2)� 4m2
1
m

2

2
� (k2 � m

2

1
� m

2

2
)2 (21)

forthe\triangle" K�allen function11,theresultforthe� function can bepresented as

�(m 1;m 2;k
2)=

1

2k2

(
p
� � ln

k2 � m2
1
� m2

2
�
p
� �

k2 � m21 � m22 +
p
� �

+ (m 2

1 � m
2

2)ln
m 2

2

m 2
1

+i�
p
� � �

�

k
2 � (m1 + m 2)

2
� �

; (22)

where � � �(m 2
1;m

2
2;k

2). In our contributions,the � function depends on the sm all

m assesonly.In fact,itcontainsthem ain inform ation aboutthesm all-threshold behaviour

attwo-particlethresholds.The�term in thebracesyieldsan im aginarypartin theregion

beyond thephysicalthreshold (i.e.fork2 > (m 1 + m 2)
2).Thisisexactly thepointwhere

thecutin thecom plexk2 planestarts.Furtherpropertiesofone-loop self-energydiagram s

and the� function arediscussed in Appendix A.

Now,letuspresentexplicitresultsforsom elowestterm softheexpansion (19).

Case 1.Forthecaseofgeneralm asses,theS0 contribution to eq.(19)isgiven by

S0 =
1

4(M 2
1 � M 2

3)(M
2
4 � M 2

3)(M
2
1 � M 2

4)

�

(

� 4

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln
M 2

1
M 2

4

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 2

! "

M
2

1(M
2

4� M
2

3)ln
M 2

1

M 2
3

� M
2

4(M
2

1� M
2

3)ln
M 2

4

M 2
3

#

11Thefunction (21)istotally sym m etricwith respectto allitsargum ents.Itvanishesatthethreshold,

k2 = (m 1 + m 2)
2,and atthe pseudo-threshold,k2 = (m 1 � m 2)

2.
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+(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)(M 2

4
� M

2

3
)ln

M 2
1

M 2
4

 

ln
M 2

1

M 2
3

+ ln
M 2

4

M 2
3

!

� 2M 2

3
(M 2

1
� M

2

4
)ln

M 2
1

M 2
3

ln
M 2

4

M 2
3

+ 2(M 2

1 + M
2

3)(M
2

4 � M
2

3)H (M
2

1;M
2

3)� 2(M 2

4 + M
2

3)(M
2

1 � M
2

3)H (M
2

4;M
2

3)

�

; (23)

W e note thatthis result is very sim ilar to the corresponding contribution forthe zero-

threshold case,C0 (see eq.(21) ofref.[17]). Indeed,in the m assless lim it we get (cf.

eq.(59))

�(m 1;m 2;k
2)

�
�
�
�
m 1;m 2! 0

= 1

2

 

ln

 

�
m 2

1

k2

!

+ ln

 

�
m 2

2

k2

! !

: (24)

Therefore,the m asslesslim itofthe bracketsin (23)containing the � function yieldsthe

sam e com bination involving ln(� k2) as in eq.(21) of[17],while the rem aining term s

coincide. The nextterm ,S1,involves the k
2,m 2

2
and m 2

5
contributions(we present the

corresponding result in Appendix B).Note that in this case the coe�cient ofk 2 gives

(in the m assless lim it,i.e.using eq.(24)) the corresponding zero-threshold coe�cient

C1 (see eq.(22)of[17]),while the m
2
2
and m 2

5
contributions have no analogy with the

zero-threshold case.

W e have also obtained higherterm softhe expansion (19)with �ve di�erentm asses

(S2 and S3),butthey arem orecum bersom e,and wedo notpresentthem here.

W hen som e large m asses are equal,one can use this fact from the very beginning,

when calculating contributionsofthecorresponding subgraphs.Anotherpossibility isto

consider,with due care (since both denom inatorsand num erators vanish in this lim it),

thecorrespondinglim itoftheexpressionswith di�erentm asses.On onehand,thesecond

option isa good way to check theconsistency oftheobtained results.On theotherhand,

the �rstway (i.e. having fewerdi�erentm assesfrom the very beginning)sim pli�es the

calculation and thereforem akesitpossibleto obtain expressionsforhigherterm s.

Forexam ple,wegetthefollowing expressionsforthe�rsttwo coe�cientscorrespond-

ing to case1 with M 1 = M 4 � M :

S0 = �
1

(M 2 � M 2
3)

2

(  

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

!  

M
2

3 ln
M 2

3

M 2
+ M

2 � M
2

3

!

+M 2

3

 

H (M 2
;M

2

3
)+ 1

2
ln

2 M
2
3

M 2

!

+ 2(M 2 � M
2

3
)

)

; (25)

S1 = �
1

12M 2(M 2 � M 2
3)

4

�

(  

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

!  

6M 2
M

2

3 ln
M 2

M 2
3

�

k
2
M

2

3 � (m22 + m
2

5)(2M
2 + M

2

3)
�

+ (M 2� M
2

3
)
�

k
2(M 4� 5M 2

M
2

3
� 2M 4

3
)+ 3(m 2

2
+ m 2

5
)M 2(M 2+ 5M 2

3
)
��

� 6M 2
M

2

3

 

H (M 2
;M

2

3)+
1

2
ln

2
M 2

3

M 2

!
�

k
2
M

2

3 � 2(m22 + m
2

5)(2M
2 + M

2

3)
�

+3M 2

 

m
2

2ln
m 2

2

M 2
+ m 2

5ln
m 2

5

M 2

!  

2M 2

3(2M
2+ M 2

3)ln
M 2

M 2
3

� (M 2� M
2

3)(M
2+ 5M 2

3)

!
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+2M 2

3
ln
M 2

M 2
3

�

k
2(5M 4 � M

4

3
)+ 12(m 2

2
+ m

2

5
)M 2

M
2

3

�

+(M 2 � M
2

3
)
�

6(m 2

2
+ m

2

5
)M 2(M 2 + 7M 2

3
)� k

2(M 4 + 17M 2
M

2

3
+ 2M 4

3
)
� �

: (26)

Forthiscase,wehavealso obtained theS2;S3 and S4 term s.

Ifalllargem assesareequal(i.e.M 1 = M 3 = M 4 � M ),theexpressionsbecom every

sim ple:

S0 = �
1

2M 2

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 3

!

; (27)

S1 = �
1

144M 4

(

6(k2 + m
2

2 + m
2

5)

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

!

+6

 

m
2

2
ln
M 2

m 2
2

+ m
2

5
ln
M 2

m 2
5

!

+ 9k2 + 26(m 2

2
+ m

2

5
)

)

: (28)

Forthiscase,wehaveobtained theterm sup to (and including)S6.

Case 1a.Forgeneralm asses,thelowestcase1a contributionsto (19)are

S0 = �
1

M 2
1 � M 2

4

ln
M 2

1

M 2
4

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln
M 2

1M
2
4

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 2

!

; (29)

S1 = �
1

4M 2
1M

2
4(M

2
1 � M 2

4)
3

(

2

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln
M 2

1
M 2

4

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 2

!

�

"

M
2

1
M

2

4

 
�

(M 2

1
+ M

2

4
)k2 + (M 2

1
� M

2

4
)(m 2

2
� m

2

5
)
�

ln
M 2

1

M 2
4

� 2(M 2

1
� M

2

4
)k2

!

+(M 2

1
� M

2

4
)2
 

2m 2

3

 

M
2

1
ln
m 2

3

M 2
4

� M
2

4
ln
m 2

3

M 2
1

!

� M
2

4
m

2

2
+ M

2

1
m

2

5

! #

+M 2

1
M

2

4
(M 2

1
� M

2

4
)ln

M 2
1

M 2
4

 

m
2

2
ln

m 4
2

M 2
1M

2
4

� m
2

5
ln

m 4
5

M 2
1M

2
4

� 2m2
2
+ 2m 2

5

!

� (M 2

1 � M
2

4)
2

"

M
2

1m
2

2ln
m 4

2

M 2
1M

2
4

� M
2

4m
2

5ln
m 4

5

M 2
1M

2
4

+ (m 2

2 + m
2

5)(M
2

1 + M
2

4)ln
M 2

1

M 2
4

+2m 2

3
ln
M 2

1

M 2
4

 

M
2

1
ln
m 2

3

M 2
4

+ M
2

4
ln
m 2

3

M 2
1

!

+ 4m 2

3

 

M
2

1
ln
m 2

3

M 2
4

� M
2

4
ln
m 2

3

M 2
1

!

+(M 2

1
� M

2

4
)
�

k
2 � m

2

2
� m

2

5
+ 4m 2

3
(1
3
�
2 � 1)

�

� 2M 2

1
m

2

2
+ 2M 2

4
m

2

5

��

:(30)

Forthegeneralcase1a,wehavealso obtained theterm sup to (and including)S5.

IfM 1 = M 4 � M ,thecorresponding resultsare

S0 = �
1

M 2

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 2

!

; (31)
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S1 = �
1

12M 4

(  

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

!  

k
2 + 3(m 2

2
+ m 2

5
+ 4m 2

3
)+ 12m 2

3
ln
m 2

3

M 2

!

� 3

 

m
2

2ln
m 2

2

M 2
+ m

2

5ln
m 2

5

M 2

!

� k
2 + 6(m 2

2 + m
2

5 + 4m 2

3)� 4�2m 2

3

)

:(32)

Case 1b.Theresultsforthelowestterm s,S0 and S1,aregiven by

S0 = �
1

2M 2
1(M

2
1 � M 2

3)

(

2M 2

1
ln
M 2

1

M 2
3

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 2

!

� (M 2

1
+ M

2

3
)

 

H (M 2

1
;M

2

3
)� 1

2
ln2

M 2
1

M 2
3

!

� 1

3
�
2(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)

)

;(33)

S1 =
1

4M 4
1M

2
3(M

2
1 � M 2

3)
3

(

� 2M 2

1

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 2

!

�

"

M
2

1
M

2

3

 
�

(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)(k2 � m

2

5
)+ (M 2

1
+ M

2

3
)m 2

2

�

ln
M 2

1

M 2
3

� 2(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)m 2

2

!

+ (M 2

1 � M
2

3)
2

 

2m 2

4

 

M
2

1 ln
m 2

4

M 2
3

� M
2

3 ln
m 2

4

M 2
1

!

� M
2

3k
2 + M

2

1m
2

5

! #

+M 2

3

 

H (M 2

1
;M

2

3
)� 1

2
ln

2 M
2
1

M 2
3

!
h

(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)2(M 2

1
+ M

2

3
)(k2 + 2m 2

4
)

+ 2M 2

1
M

2

3
(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)k2 + 4M 4

1
M

2

3
(m 2

2
+ m

2

5
)
i

+(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)k2

 

2M 2

1
M

2

3
(M 2

1
+ M 2

3
)ln

M 2
1

M 2
3

+ M
4

1
(M 2

1
� 3M 2

3
)+ 1

3
�
2
M

2

3
(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)2
!

+4(M 2

1
� M

2

3
)3m 2

4

 

M
2

1
ln
m 2

4

M 2
3

� M
2

1
+ 1

6
�
2(2M 2

1
+ M

2

3
)

!

+2M 4

1

 

� (M 2

1
� M

2

3
)m 2

2
ln
m 2

2

M 2
3

 

M
2

3
ln
M 2

1

M 2
3

� M
2

1
+ M

2

3

!

+ M
2

3m
2

5ln
m 2

5

M 2
3

 

(M 2

1 + M
2

3)ln
M 2

1

M 2
3

� 2M 2

1 + 2M 2

3

! !

+2M 4

1
M

2

3
ln
M 2

1

M 2
3

�

(2M 2

1
+ M

2

3
)m 2

2
+ M

2

3
(k2 + m

2

5
)
�

+M 4

1(M
2

1 � M
2

3)
�

(5M 2

3 � 3M 2

1)m
2

2 + (7M 2

3 � M
2

1)m
2

5

� �

: (34)

Forthegeneralcase1b,wehavealso obtained theS2,S3 and S4 term s.

IfM 1 = M 3 � M ,theresultsforS0 and S1 are

S0 = �
1

M 2

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 1

6
�
2 + 4

!

; (35)

S1= �
1

12M 4

(  

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 1

! "

3k2+ m 2

2+ 3m
2

5+ 12m
2

4

 

ln
m 2

4

M 2
+ 1

! #

� 3m22ln
m 2

2

M 2
� m

2

5ln
m 2

5

M 2
� k

2(�2� 10)� 6m24(�
2� 8)+ 11

3
(m 2

2+ m
2

5)

)

:(36)
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Before proceeding to the case 2,let us discuss a connection between the results for

the cases1 and 1a,b. Allofthem correspond to the sam e sm all-threshold con�guration

(onesm alltwo-particlethreshold),and onecould expectthatthereshould beatransition

between explicitexpressionsfortheterm softheexpansion (19)forthecase1 and those

forthecases1a and 1b.In thezero-threshold case[17],whatwe needed wasjustto put

one m ore m ass (in the coe�cients C j forthe case 1)to be zero,and we arrived atthe

resultsforthe corresponding case 1a and case 1b coe�cients. W hen we dealwith sm all

(but non-zero) thresholds,the situation is m ore tricky. W e need to consider one m ore

m asstobesm all,butnow thecontributionsproportionaltothissm allm asswillgotothe

higherSj.In addition,weneed to expand thedenom inatorsinvolving thissm allm assas

wellasthe corresponding H function(s)involving a sm alland a large m ass. Expansion

ofthedenom inatorsistrivial,whiletheH function can beexpanded using thefollowing

form ula:

H (M 2
;m

2)= 2

1X

l= 1

1

l2

 
m 2

M 2

! l

� 2ln
m 2

M 2

1X

l= 1

1

l

 
m 2

M 2

! l

� 1

2
ln

2
m 2

M 2
� 1

3
�
2
: (37)

So,ifone wants to show the correspondence between the case 1 and the cases 1a,b

,one should not consider the Sj them selves but to collect the term s ofrequired order

in the whole sum (19)instead. In such a way,we have checked thatallavailable term s

forthe case 1 produce the corresponding term sforthe cases1a and 1b. On one hand,

the described additional\subexpansion" in a sm allm asscorresponds,in som e sense,to

additionalsubgraphsappearing in the cases1a and 1b ascom pared with the case 1,see

Fig.2.On theotherhand,ifoneisinterested in cases1a and 1b,itisbetterto consider

these casesfrom the very beginning ratherthan getresultsfrom the case 1 (since m ore

term sareavailableforthecases1a and 1b).

Case 2.TheresultsfortheS0 and S1 term softheexpansion (19)are

S0= �
1

M 2
3

(  

�(m 1;m 4;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
1m

2
4

+ 1

!  

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
2m

2
5

+ 1

!

+ 1

3
�
2
� 1

)

;

(38)

S1 =
1

2M 4
3

�

(k2� m
2

1� m
2

2� m
2

4� m
2

5)

�

 

�(m 1;m 4;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
1m

2
4

� 1

2

!  

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
2m

2
5

� 1

2

!

+

 

�(m 1;m 4;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
1m

2
4

� 1

2

!  

m
2

2
ln
m 2

2

M 2
3

+ m
2

5
ln
m 2

5

M 2
3

� 3

2
(m 2

2
+ m

2

5
)+ k

2

!

+

 

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)+ 1

2
ln

M 4
3

m 2
2m

2
5

� 1

2

!  

m
2

1
ln
m 2

1

M 2
3

+ m
2

4
ln
m 2

4

M 2
3

� 3

2
(m 2

1
+ m

2

4
)+ k

2

!

�
�
2

3
�
2
� 9

2

� �

m
2

1 + m
2

2 + m
2

4 + m
2

5 �
1

2
k
2
�

+
(m 2

1� m24)(m
2
2� m25)

k2

�

�(m 1;m 4;k
2)� �(m1;m 4;0)

��

�(m 2;m 5;k
2)� �(m2;m 5;0)

�
)

;(39)

wherethevalueofthe� function atk2 = 0 is

�(m 1;m 2;0)= � 1� 1

2

m 2
1
+ m 2

2

m 2
1 � m22

ln
m 2

1

m 2
2

: (40)
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For the generalcase 2,we have obtained the term s ofthe expansion (19) up to (and

including)S6.

An interesting feature ofeq.(39) is the appearance ofk2 in the denom inator. For

higherterm s,higherpowersofk2 in the denom inatoroccur12,e.g.(k2)2 forS2,etc.For

generalm asses,thepowersofk2 in thedenom inatorcan becancelled by considering the

Taylorexpansion ofthe� function in k2.Thesim plestexam plecan beseen in eq.(39).

To conclude this section,we would like to note thatwe have successfully com pared

them asslesslim itofthesm all-threshold expansion with allcoe�cientsfrom thefour�rst

colum ns(corresponding to thecases1,1a,1b and 2,respectively)ofTable1 presented on

p.545 ofref.[17].

4. N um ericalresults

Letusshow how thesm all-threshold expansion can beapplied to obtain approxim ate

num ericalresultsforself-energy diagram s. W e shalluse asexam ples a num berofm ass

con�gurationscorresponding to diagram soccurring in theStandard M odel.W etakethe

m assesoftheW boson,and ofthecharm ed,bottom and top quarksto be13:

M W = 80 GeV; m c = 1.5 GeV; m b = 5 GeV; m t = 174 GeV: (41)

In thissection,we shallconsiderthe following approxim ationsto the \m aster" integral

(19)(corresponding to Fig.1a):

J
(N ) = � �

4

NX

j= 0

Sj: (42)

As in ref.[17],the �rst exam ple corresponds to a diagram containing a top-bottom

loop to which two W bosonsareattached.Thisdiagram contributesto theself-energy of

thephoton and theZ boson.Thecorresponding scalarintegralis

J(M W ;m b;m t;M W ;m b;k): (43)

Ifwe considerm b asa sm allm ass,and m t and M W aslarge m asses14,thisdiagram has

onesm alltwo-particlethreshold atk2 = 4m 2
b and thereforeitbelongsto case1.In Fig.3

the approxim ations J(N ) de�ned by eq.(42)are shown ascurves,and,forcom parison,

valuesofJ obtained by num ericalintegration [7]are shown ascrosses. The position of

thelowest\large" threshold,atk2 = 4M 2
W in thisexam ple,isindicated by a verticalline.

12The corresponding contributionsvanish when eitherm 2

1
= m 2

4
orm 2

2
= m 2

5
.

13In thissection,weadopt\standard" notation forthem assesofphysicalparticles:the quark m asses

are denoted with sm allm whereas the capitalM is used for the vector boson m asses. To avoid any

confusion with the notation ofsections 2 and 3,we shallexplicitly state,for each concrete exam ple,

which m assesareconsidered to be sm alland large.
14Note thatin ref.[17]we haveconsidered the situation when m b = 0.The situation fornon-zero m b

wasdiscussed asa subjectto be investigated in the future.Thispapersolvesthe problem posed in [17].

14



One can see thatthe expansion converges allthe way up to the �rstlarge threshold at

k2 = 25600 GeV 2.

In fact,thebehaviourfor4m 2
b � k2 < 4M 2

W isdescribed aswellasin [17].Them ain

di�erence is in the region ofsm allk2 (in particular,around the 4m 2
b threshold) which

could notbe described by the zero-threshold expansion [17]. In the scale ofFig.3,the

detailsofthesm all-threshold behaviourcannotbeseen so thatweusea di�erentpairof

plotsin Fig.4 to illustrate the behaviourin the region ofsm allm om enta,including the

threshold atk2 = 4m 2
b = 100 GeV 2.Onecan seethateven thezero orderapproxim ation

J(0) isvery good and thatitissu�cientto take J (1) to getresultwith a high precision.

W e do not present other approxim ations (up to N = 4) because they give a precision

betterthan the num ericalprogram does(and one cannotdistinguish them in the plot).

In ourapproxim ations,the irregularitiesatthe sm allthreshold are reproduced by the �

function (22).In particular,the im aginary partiszero below thethreshold and behaves

likea squarerootin theregion abovethethreshold.

In fact,onecan geta betterdescription ofthebehaviourofthesam ediagram (43)in

the region around the k2 = 4M 2
W threshold by considering M W asa sm allm ass. In this

case,theonly rem aining largem assism t.Thus,itbelongsto case2,in ourterm inology.

According to ourresults,thesituation in theregion ofsm allm om enta ism oreorlessthe

sam e:the�rsttwo approxim ationshappen to begood enough (butnotso good aswhen

the diagram isconsidered ascase 1). Ourapproxim ationsin the region up to the large

three-particlethreshold (atk2 = (m t+ M W + m b)
2)areshown in Fig.5.Onecan seethat

our approxim ations describe the behaviour around the 4M 2
W threshold and,m oreover,

they work even beyond thissecond threshold15.Thus,justby treatingin anotherway the

available m assive param etersitispossible to characterize analytically the �rstdiagram

in a largerregion ofm om enta.

Assecond exam pleweconsidertheintegral

J(m b;m c;M W ;m b:m c;k) (44)

which hastwo sm alltwo-particle thresholds,atk2 = 4m 2
c and k2 = 4m 2

b,and therefore

belongsto case2.

Thebehaviourup tothe�rstlargethreshold israthersim ilartothepreviousexam ples

so wedo notpresentthecorresponding plot.Thebehaviouratsm allm om enta including

both sm allthresholds can be seen in Fig.6. A rather tricky behaviour in the region

around thesetwo sm allthresholdsisvery wellreproduced by taking thelowestanalytical

approxim ations,J(0) (fortheim aginary part)orJ(1) (fortherealpart).

Alltheexam plesillustratethatthesm all-threshold expansion providesapproxim ations

which perfectly describe the sm all-threshold behaviour. M oreover,they are at least as

accurateasnum ericalintegration in a largepartoftheregion ofconvergence and can be

evaluated m uch faster.

15The convergence between the 4M 2

W and the (m t + M W + m b)
2 thresholdsisnotso good since the

M W =m t ratio isnotvery sm all.
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5. C onclusions

In thispaperwe have studied the behaviouroftwo-loop self-energy diagram sin the

situation when the externalm om entum and som e ofthe m asses are sm allwith respect

to the large m asses. Allcon�gurations with sm alltwo-particle thresholds have been

considered. By use ofexplicit form ulae for the term s ofasym ptotic expansions in the

large m ass lim it,we presented an analytic approach to calculating these diagram s by

keeping the�rstfew term softheexpansion.

By taking som e com plicated cases(corresponding to diagram swith di�erentm asses

occurring in the Standard M odel)asexam ples,we com pared ourresultswith those ofa

num ericalintegration program based on thealgorithm ofref.[7](seealsoin [9]).W ehave

shown thatouranalyticalapproxim ationswork very wellin theregion ofsm allm om enta

thatincludesallthesm allthresholds.M oreover,thesm all-threshold expansion converges

up to a region closeto the�rstlargethreshold.Unlessk2 iscloseto thelargethreshold,

only a few term s are needed to obtain accurate results. This com parison can also be

considered asa check ofthenum ericalprogram .

Thus we have solved the problem ofthe threshold behaviour oftwo-loop two-point

functionsforthesm alltwo-particlethresholds.Itisinteresting thatitwaspossibleto do

thisjustby using theexpansion in thelargem asses.Them ain idea wasto avoid putting

any conditionson relative valuesofthe externalm om entum squared and sm allm asses.

To ourknowledge,no e�cientalgorithm sfordescribing thenon-zero threshold behaviour

oftwo-loop diagram swith arbitrary m asseswere availableso far16.A nicefeatureofthe

presented approach isthatalltwo-particle threshold irregularitiesoftwo-loop diagram s

areincorporated in thefunction corresponding to one-loop diagram s,the� function.

A naturalextension ofthiswork could beconnected with cases3 and 4 (according to

theclassi�cation given in Section 2),when three-particlesm allthresholdsarise.To carry

out a sim ilar program for those cases we can apply the sam e technique ofasym ptotic

expansion in largem ass(es).In particular,in eq.(5)oneshould sum overthesubgraphs

obeying the sam e conditions as in the cases considered. Forexam ple,for case 3 (with

sm allm assesm 2;m 3 and m 4)the following �ve subgraphs contribute to the sum (5):

� � f12345g,f1235g,f1345g,f1245g and f15g.Forcase 4 (when allthe m assesexcept

M 1 are sm all),foursubgraphscontribute:�,f1245g,f134g and f1g. However,in these

casesthesm all-threshold behaviouratthree-particlethreshold isde�ned by thefunctions

corresponding to the sunset diagram (with three propagators) and the diagram with

four propagators (e.g. the integral(1) with �1 = 0). Unfortunately,su�cient analytic

inform ation aboutthreshold behaviourofthesediagram sisatthem om entnotavailable.

Thealgorithm presented in thispapercan bealsoextended tothethree-pointtwo-loop

diagram swith di�erentm asses.

16A possible exception m ay be related to an interesting approach considered in ref.[20]where a two-

loop diagram with onenon-zerom assparam eterwasstudied asan exam ple.Itisnotclear,however,how

e�ciently the m ethod of[20]willwork fortwo-loop diagram swith di�erentnon-zero m asses,since the

coe�cientsoftheexpansion m ay requireresultsforthethreshold valuesoftwo-loop integrals(which,for

the generalcase,arenotknown analytically).

16



A cknow ledgem ents. A.D.and V.S.would like to thank the Instituut-Lorentz,

University ofLeiden,forhospitality during the visitwhen the largestpartofthiswork

wasdone.W earegratefulto J.B.Tausk forhishelp and adviceswhich werevery useful,

especially in thenum ericalpart.A.D.and V.S.aregratefultoK.G.Chetyrkin foruseful

discussion.

A ppendix A .O ne-loop tw o-point integrals w ith m asses

In thisappendix,wecollectsom erelevantresultsfortheintegrals

J(�1;�2;m 1;m 2)=

Z
d
n
q

[q2 � m21]
�1 [(k� q)2 � m22]

�2
: (45)

Letusintroducedim ensionlessquantities

x �
m 2

1

k2
; y �

m 2
2

k2
; (46)

�(x;y)=
q

(1� x � y)2 � 4xy: (47)

Itiseasy to seethattheK�allen function �,eq.(21),isrelated to �via

�(m 2

1;m
2

2;k
2)= 4m 2

1m
2

2 � (k2 � m
2

1 � m
2

2)
2 = � (k2)2 �2(x;y): (48)

Therefore,�alsovanishesatthethreshold,k2 = (m 1+ m 2)
2,and atthepseudo-threshold,

k2 = (m 1 � m2)
2.

Forarbitrary �1;�2 and the space-tim e dim ension n,the result forthe integral(45)

can bewritten as(seein [24])

J(�1;�2;m 1;m 2)= �
n=2i1� n(k2)n=2� �1� �2

�

8
<

:

�
�
n

2
� �1

�

�
�
n

2
� �2

�

�
�

�1 + �2 �
n

2

�

�(�1)�(�2)�(n � �1 � �2)

� F4

�

�1 + �2 �
n

2
;�1 + �2 � n + 1;�1 �

n

2
+ 1;�2 �

n

2
+ 1

�
�
� x;y

�

+(� x)n=2� �1
�
�

�1 �
n

2

�

�(�1)
F4

�

�2;�2 �
n

2
+ 1;n

2
� �1 + 1;�2 �

n

2
+ 1

�
�
� x;y

�

+(� y)n=2� �2
�
�

�2 �
n

2

�

�(�2)
F4

�

�1;�1 �
n

2
+ 1;�1 �

n

2
+ 1;n

2
� �2 + 1

�
�
� x;y

�
9
=

;
;(49)

whereF4 istheAppellhypergeom etricfunction oftwo variables,

F4(a;b;c;djx;y)=

1X

j= 0

1X

l= 0

(a)j+ l(b)j+ l

(c)j (d)l

xj yl

j!l!
; (50)

and (a)j � �(a+ j)=�(a)isthePochham m ersym bol.
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For�1 = �2 = 1,butkeeping thespace-tim edim ension n � 4� 2"arbitrary,theresult

sim pli�esand can bewritten in term softheGausshypergeom etricfunction 2F1,

J(1;1;m 1;m 2)= i�2� " (� k
2)� "

(
�2(1� ")�(")

�(2� 2")
�
1� 2"

� �(� 1+ ")1
2
(1+ x � y� �)(� x)� " 2F1

 
1;"

2� "

�
�
�
�
�

(1+ x � y� �)2

4x

!

� �(� 1+ ")1
2
(1� x+ y� �)(� y)� " 2F1

 

1;"

2� "

�
�
�
�
�

(1� x + y� �)2

4y

! )

:(51)

Expanding in "= 1

2
(4� n)weget

J(1;1;m 1;m 2)= i�2� " �(1+ ")

�
1

"
+ 2� 1

2
(lnm 2

1 + lnm 2
2)+ �(m 1;m 2;k

2)+ O (")

�

:

(52)

wherethe� function can bede�ned via an integralrepresentation

�(m 1;m 2;k
2)� �(x;y)= �

1Z

0

d� ln

 
�m 2

1
+ (1� �)m 2

2
� �(1� �)k2

�(1� �)m 1m 2

!

: (53)

Itisunderstood thatk2 $ k2 + i0.

Fork2 < (m 1 � m2)
2 (including the Euclidean region,k2 < 0),the result forthe �

function can bewritten as

�(x;y)= 1

2
� ln

1� x � y� �

1� x � y+ �
+ 1

2
(x� y)ln

y

x
: (54)

Thisisalsovalid alltheway up tothethreshold,k2 = (m 1+ m 2)
2.However,since�(x;y)

isim aginary for(m 1 � m2)
2 < k2 < (m 1 + m 2)

2,�2 < 0,in thisregion one can also use

anotherrepresentation,

�(x;y)= �
p
� �2 arccos

 
x+ y� 1

2
p
xy

!

+ 1

2
(x � y)ln

y

x
: (55)

Beyond thethreshold,atk2 > (m 1+ m 2)
2,�2 isagain positive,butthe� function obtains

an im aginary part,

�(x;y)= i��+ 1

2
� ln

1� x � y� �

1� x� y+ �
+ 1

2
(x � y)ln

y

x
: (56)

Notethatat�= 0 theexpression forthe� function is

�(x;y)

�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 1

2
(x� y)ln

y

x
; (57)

whereasatk2 = 0 wegettheresult(40).

W hen oneortwo m assesm i vanish,the� function developsa logarithm icsingularity.

Forexam ple,taking thelim itm 2 ! 0 yieldsthewell-known result

�(m 1;m 2;k
2)

�
�
�
�
m 2! 0

= 1

2
ln
m 2

2

m 2
1

+
m 2

1
� k2

k2
ln
m 2

1
� k2

m 2
1

: (58)
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Theterm 1

2
lnm 2

2 cancelsthecorresponding term in (52).Therestisrealfork2 < m 2
1,i.e.

below the threshold (in thiscase the threshold and the pseudo-threshold coincide). For

k2 > m 2
1
(beyond the threshold),we should rem em berthatk2 $ k2 + i0 and substitute

ln(m 2
1 � k2)$ ln(k2 � m21)� i�.

Ifboth m assesvanish,weget

�(m 1;m 2;k
2)

�
�
�
�
m 1;m 2! 0

= 1

2

 

ln

 

�
m 2

1

k2

!

+ ln

 

�
m 2

2

k2

! !

: (59)

The term s 1

2
(lnm 2

1
+ lnm 2

2
)cancelthe corresponding term sin (52),while the rem aining

ln(� k2)should be understood as(lnk2 � i�)forthe tim e-like valuesofthe m om entum .

In thislim it,the resultsofthe presentpapercorrespond to the resultsofzero-threshold

expansion [17].

The integralsJ(�1;�2;m 1;m 2)with higherintegervaluesof�1 or�2 can be obtained

by using theintegration-by-partstechnique [25].The way isquitesim ilarto oneused in

[26].First,wegeta system oftwo equations,

� 2�1m
2

1J(�1 + 1;�2)+ �2(k
2 � m

2

1 � m
2

2)J(�1;�2 + 1)

= � (n � 2�1 � �2)J(�1;�2)+ �2J(�1 � 1;�2 + 1);

�1(k
2
� m

2

1 � m
2

2)J(�1 + 1;�2)� 2�2m
2

2J(�1;�2 + 1)

= � (n � �1 � 2�2)J(�1;�2)+ �1J(�1 + 1;�2 � 1): (60)

Thedeterm inantofthem atrix com posed ofthecoe�cientson thel.h.s.ofthissystem is

proportionalto �(m 2
1
;m 2

2
;k2),eq.(48).Solving thesystem ,weget

J(�1 + 1;�2)=
1

�1�

n�

(k2 � m
2

1)(n � �1 � 2�2)+ m
2

2(n � 3�1)
�

J(�1;�2)

� 2�2m
2

2J(�1 � 1;�2 + 1)� �1(k
2 � m

2

1 � m
2

2)J(�1 + 1;�2 � 1)
o

;(61)

and an analogousresult forJ(�1;�2 + 1). By using these results,allthe integralswith

higherinteger�’scan beexpressed in term softheintegralJ(1;1;m 1;m 2)and them assive

tadpoles.

W ealso need som eform ulaefortheintegralswith num erators.Fortheintegrals(45)

with onenegativepowerofthedenom inator,weget

J(�;� N ;m1;m 2)=

Z
d
n
q

[q2 � m21]
�

h

(k� q)2 � m
2

2

iN

=

[N =2]
X

j= 0

N !

j!(N � 2j)!
�
n

2

�

j

(k2)j
Z

d
n
q
(q2)j (k2 + q2 � m2

2
)N � 2j

[q2 � m21]
� : (62)

Another form ula we would like to present is usefulfor dealing with the two-loop

integralswith thedenom inatorscorresponding to a productoftwo one-loop integrals(1),

but when the num erator is a power ofthe scalar product oftwo integration m om enta.

W eneed such integralsto calculate the term softhe expansion (19)forcase 2.W eshall
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presentthe resultvalid fora m ore generalcase,when the integrand isa productoftwo

arbitrary scalarfunctions.Let

K [som ething]=

Z Z

d
n
pd

n
q fsom ethingg F1(k

2
;p

2
;(pk))F2(k

2
;q

2
;(qk)): (63)

Then

K
h

(pq)N
i

=
N !

2N (k2)N

X

fjg

j3!

j!

�
n

2

�

j3�
n� 2

2

�

j3
(n � 2)j3

�
n

2

�

j+ j3

� K

"

(k2)N =2(p2)N =2C
(n� 2)=2

j3

 
(kp)
p
k2p2

!

(k2)N =2(q2)N =2C
(n� 2)=2

j3

 
(kq)
p
k2q2

! #

;(64)

where the sum goesoverallfj;j3g such that2j+ j3 = N (so,in factthisisa one-fold

�nitesum )while17

C


j(x)=

[j=2]X

l= 0

(� 1)l()j� l

l!(j� 2l)!
(2x)j� 2l (65)

areGegenbauerpolynom ials.Theresult(64)can bederived usingtheform ulaepresented

in ref.[27]18.Usingthede�nition (65),itiseasy toseethatwedonotgetneithernegative

powersnorsquarerootsofp2 and q2 on ther.h.s.ofeq.(64).

A ppendix B .T he S1 term for the case 1 w ith generalm asses

HerewepresenttheresultfortheS1 contribution to theexpansion (19)forthecase1

with di�erentm asses19:
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17The sym bol[j=2]denotesthe integerpartofj=2.
18Itisinteresting to note thateq.(64)hasa structure sim ilarto eq.(43)of[28],with N 1 = N 2 = N

and j1 = j2 = j.
19The lowestterm ,S0,isgiven by eq.(23).
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Figure 1: Two-loop self-energy diagrams.
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Figure 2: The subgraphs  to be included in the sum (5).
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