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A bstract

A m ethod ofcalculating Feynm an diagram s from their sm allm om entum
expansion [1]is extended to diagram s with zero m ass thresholds. W e start
from theasym ptoticexpansion in largem asses[2](applied to thecasewhen all
M 2

i are large com pared to allm om enta squared). Using dim ensionalregular-
ization,a �nite resultisobtained in term sofpowersoflogarithm s(describing
the zero-threshold singularity) tim es power series in the m om entum squared.
Surprisingly,these latter ones represent functions, which not only have the
expected physical\second threshold" buthave a branchcutsingularity aswell
below threshold atam irrorposition.Thesecan beunderstoodaspseudothresh-
oldscorrespondingtosolutionsoftheLandau equations.In thespacelikeregion
the im aginary parts from the various contributions cancel. For the two-loop
exam pleswith one m assM ,in the tim elike region forq2 � M 2 we obtain ap-
proxim ations ofhigh precision. Thiswillbe ofrelevance in particular forthe
calculation ofthe decay Z ! b�bin the m b = 0 approxim ation.
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1 Introduction

O nce it has been observed [1]that the calculation ofFeynm an diagram s on
their cut can be perform ed with high precision from their Taylor expansion
coe�cients,there are severaladvantages ofthism ethod,which m ake itreally
quiteattractive:�rstly,theTaylorcoe�cientsbeing known,therem aining cal-
culation ofthe diagram in the whole com plex plane is a relatively easy task.
Secondly, m ore im portant, the precision with which the coe�cients can be
calculated (from vacuum diagram s) is practically unlim ited (e.g. 50 to 100
decim als with the m ultiple precision program of[3]is \standard"). This last
property isofparticularrelevance in higherloop orderswhen m any diagram s
(oftheorderof1000)contribute,nam ely thehigh precision oftheTaylorcoef-
�cientssuggeststhatin such a case the scalaram plitudesshould be added on
theleveloftheirTaylorcoe�cients.Finally,asm entioned in [1],in the2-loop
3-pointcase,in which we are m ainly interested here,thereoccurin general10
num eratorscalarproductsof4 m om enta,butonly 9 (internalorexternal)lines
againstwhich to cancelthese. Thiscausesseriousproblem sin the evaluation
oftwo-loop vertex Feynm an diagram swhich are notpresentifonly bubblein-
tegrals are to be evaluated like in the Taylor expansion. For these reasons it
appearsworthwhileto develop and extend them ethod ofTaylorexpansion fur-
therto m akeitapplicableto thevariouskinem aticalsituationsin theStandard
M odel.

The purpose ofthe present paper is to dem onstrate an extension ofthe
previous m ethod [1],which can be applied for vertex diagram s with m assless
thresholds.In such a casetheTaylorexpansion oftheFeynm an diagram sdoes
not exist because oflogarithm ic singularities at zero m om enta squared. The
m ethod which we propose forthistype ofdiagram sisa com bination ofusing
standard explicit form ulae for asym ptotic expansions in large m asses [2](see
[4]fora shortreview)and the sum m ation procedure of[1].Thus,in the large
m asslim it(M 2 � jq2 j) we getpower seriesin q2=M 2 factorizing powersof
ln(-q2=M 2).Thesepowerseriescan besum m ed bym eansofPad�eapproxim ants
such that the validity of this expansion is extended to large q2=M 2, in the
spacelike region aswellasin the tim elike region (due to conform alm apping).
Note that the general form ulae for asym ptotic expansions in m om enta and
m asses [2]have been successfully applied in a num ber ofpapers [5,6,7]. In
particular,two-loop self-energy diagram swith generalm asseswere calculated
in [6]in the region ofsm alland large m om entum ,and in [7]in the case of
m asslessthresholdsand thresholdswith sm allm asses.

O urpaperisorganized asfollows: in Sect.2 an introductory exam ple ofa
two-loop self-energy diagram is given for which the factorization of the
ln(-q2=M 2) is explicitly known. In Sect. 3 we show cases ofinterest for the
decay Z ! b�band selecttypicalexam plesforthedem onstration ofourm ethod.
Sect.4 recalls the general m ethod and dem onstrates the calculation of the
\naive" part. In Sects. 5 and 6 the above exam plesare worked outexplicitly
and Sect.7 containsourconclusions.
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2 A n exam ple ofa tw o-loop self-energy

diagram w ith zero threshold

Before turning to com plicated vertex diagram swe dem onstrate how the sum -
m ation by Pad�eapproxim antsworksin asim plercaseoftheself-energy integral
eI3 (see Fig.1)with zero threshold [10],where an explicitresultwritten in the
form ofthe large m assexpansion isknown:

eI3 = ef0

 
q2

M 2

!

+ ef1

 
q2

M 2

!

ln

 

�
q2

M 2

!

(1)

with

ef0

 
q2

M 2

!

=
3

2M 2

1X

n= 0

n!�(3
2
)

�(n + 3

2
)(n + 1)2

 

�
q2

4M 2

! n

(2)

ef1

 
q2

M 2

!

= �
1

2M 2

1X

n= 0

n!�(3
2
)

�(n + 3

2
)(n + 1)

 

�
q2

4M 2

! n

: (3)

Sum m ingtheseriesfor ef0 and ef1 in the\standard"m anner[1],theresultsof
Table 1.areobtained.They dem onstrate thathigh precision num ericalvalues
can beobtained fora large range ofq2 valuesin thisway.

3 T w o-loop vertex diagram s w ith zero

thresholds

Concerning thevertex diagram s,therearem any di�erenttopologiescontribut-
ing to a 3-pointfunction in the Standard M odel. For ourpurpose ofdem on-
stratingthem ethod,wecon�neourselvestothe\planar"casewith thetopology
shown in Fig.2 (see \generic").Distributing in allpossiblewaysm assive par-
ticlesoverthesix virtuallinesofthis�gure,one�nds22 diagram swith a zero
m ass threshold. O ur m ain interest in the present study is,however,besides
the developm ent ofa new m ethod,its possible application to the calculation
ofthe decay am plitude for Z ! b�b. For this process m b = 0 can be consid-
ered asa good approxim ation and forthe corresponding kinem aticalsituation
(p21 = p22 = 0)thenew approach isdirectly applicable (see also [1]).Therefore,
instead ofpresenting allpossible 22 diagram s with zero m ass thresholds,in
Figs. 2 and 3 we give only those contributing to Z ! b�b (with m b = 0 and
m tlarge,neglecting quark m ixing).Fig.3 presentsinfrared divergentdiagram s
and they are m erely given for com pleteness: C ases 7,8 and 9 willbe consid-
ered in a separate publication. C ase 10 is a diagram with m assless particles
only,and our m ethod is ofno relevance here. This diagram (and also other
topologies),however,hasbeen evaluated in [8](see also [9]). In Figs. 2 and 3
we choose allnon-zero m assesto beequal(= M ).
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Typicalexam ples which we work outhere explicitly are C ase 1 and C ase

5 ofFig.2. These have in the expansion coe�cients term s ofthe order 1="
(C ase 1) and 1=" and 1="2 (C ase 5),respectively (d = 4� 2"). Taking into

accountfactorsofthe form
�
�2

M 2

��
and

�

�
�2

q2

��
(q = p1 � p2),(see below)and

expanding these in term sof",the polesin " aswellasthe dependenceon the
scale param eter� drop out. In the �nalresultthere rem ain term sfactorizing
ln(� q2=M 2)and ln2(� q2=M 2)from the latter expansion aftercancellation of
thecorresponding powersof".

4 Large m ass expansion and calculation of

the \naive" part

The large m asslim itis obtained in the following m anner: ifsom e m asses are
m uch greaterthan theotherm asses(in ourcaseallthesm allm assesarezero)
and allthem om enta,one has[2]

F�(p1;p2;M ;�)
M ! 1
�

X



F�=(p1;p2;�)� TqF(q

;M ;�); (4)

F::: standing for (sub-)diagram s and reduced diagram s characterized by their
index: � forthe originaldiagram , a subdiagram ( � �)and �= obtained
from the originaldiagram by factorizing the productofscalar propagators as
� � � ��=�  such thatm ore explicitly we have (listhe num berofloops)

F�= � TqF =
Z

dk1� � � dkl� �=Tq� : (5)

HereT:::istheoperatoroftheTaylorexpansion w.r.t.thesetofexternal
m om enta q ofthe subgraph . The sum m ation in (4) is perform ed over the
following subgraphs:

| each  (itm ay bedisconnected)containsallthelineswith largem asses,

| each  is1PIw.r.t.lineswith sm allm asses.

The (\naive") contribution from the originaldiagram � itselfis obviously
always contained in the

P

. In various term s ofthis sum the integrations of
the type (5) yield in generaldivergent coe�cients ofthe asym ptotic expan-
sion. These divergencesare both ofinfrared and ultravioletnature,the latter
being due to high powers ofintegration m om enta produced by the T::: oper-
ator. Therefore (4) is to be understood in term s ofsom e regularization for
which we take dim ensionalregularization. Thisis so even ifthe originaldia-
gram is convergent: sum m ing allcontributions (

P

)the divergent term sand
those depending on the scale param eter � (from dim ensionalregularization)
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m ust cancel. This willbe used below as a strong check ofour calculational
procedure.

In thefollowing wewillcalculatethediagram sC ase1 and C ase5 ofFig.2.
Thesearetypicalin thesensethatthey haveoneand two zero m assthresholds,
resulting in theabove m entioned term sup to 1=" and 1="2 in the Taylorcoef-
�cients,respectively orln(� q2=M 2)and ln2(� q2=M 2)in the �nalresult.The
three particle zero m assthreshold in C ase 6 doesnotinducehigherthan 1="2

term sin the Taylorcoe�cientseither.
The \higher" term s in the

P

 (i.e. allexcept for the naive one) can be
handled in a straightforward though tedious calculation. The reason for the
relative sim plicity is that only factorizing m assive one-loop bubble (vacuum )
integralsand m asslesspropagatortypeintegralsoccur.Resultsforthesehigher
term swillbegiven in the following sections.

The situation is di�erent,however,for the \naive" contribution. In this
case the approach of[11]turns out to be particularly adequate. The general
expansion of(any loop)scalar3-pointfunction with itsm om entum space rep-
resentation C (p1;p2)can bewritten as

C (p1;p2)=
1X

l;m ;n= 0

alm n(p
2
1)
l(p22)

m (p1p2)
n
; (6)

wherethecoe�cientsa lm n aretobedeterm ined from thegiven diagram .Aswe
willshow,in thecasesunderconsideration therepresentation oftheTaylorco-
e�cientsgiven in [11]yieldsonly \genuinetwo-loop bubbles"butnofactorizing
one-loop ones.Introducingtheabbreviations(seealsoFig.2)c1 = k21� m21;c2 =
k21 � m22;c3 = k22 � m23;c4 = k22 � m24 and c5 = k22 � m25;c6 = (k1 � k2)2 � m26,
we have forthe expansion coe�cients

(i�2)2a00n =
2n

n + 1
(�2)2"

Z

ddk1d
d
k2Fn �

1

c1 c2 c3 c4 c5 c6
; (7)

where� isthe scale param eterofdim ensionalregularization.
In generalthevertex diagram dependson threeexternalm om enta squared

(see6),each ofwhich isan independentexpansion variable.Puttingp21 = p22 = 0
thecorresponding sum m ation indicesare also zero.In (7)Fn isgiven by

Fn =
X

�;�0;�0

a
n�0

��0

(k21)
n� (�+ �0)+ �0

c
n� �
1

c
n� �0

2

(k22)
�0

c�
3
c�

0

4

1

2�+ �0� 2�0
n

(k21 + k
2
2 � m

2
6)
�+ �0� 2�0

�

�+ �0� 2�0X

�= 1;odd

(k21 + k
2
2 � m

2
6)
�+ �0� 2�0� �(2k1k2)

�� 1
� c6

9
=

;
; (8)

the coe�cients a n�0

��0
being known explicitly for arbitrary d [11]. W e see that

due to cancellation ofc6 in the above sum over � this contribution contains
only factorizing one-loop term swhich vanish forthe above m asscom binations
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in dim ensionalregularization. Thusitrem ainsto calculate the "genuine two-
loop" contributions.

In Case 1 (m 6 = M )we write(� = � + �0� 2�0)

(k22)
�0(k21 + k

2
2 � M

2)� =
�X

�= 0

�0X

= 0

 
�

�

!  
�0



!

(M 2)�
0
� (k21)

�� �
c
�+ 

3

and obtain

a00n =
2n

n + 1

X

�;�0;�0

a
n�0

��0

1

2�

�X

�= 0

�0X

= 0

 
�

�

!  
�0



!

� (M 2)�
0
� (�

2)2"

(i�2)2

Z

ddk1d
d
k2

1

(k2
1
)�1c3�2c6

(9)

with �1 = n � (� + �0)+ �0+ � + 2 and �2 = (� + �0)� � �  + 3.Thetwo-loop
bubbleintegralscan beevaluated explicitly:

1

(i�2)2

Z

ddk1d
d
k2

1

(k2
1
)�1c3�2c6

= (� 1)(�1+ �2+ 1)
�(�1 + �2 + 1� d)�(d

2
� �1)�(�1 + �2 �

d

2
)�(�1 + 1� d

2
)

�(�2)�(
d

2
)�(2�1 + �2 + 1� d)(M 2)(�1+ �2+ 1� d)

:

Expandingin ",a divergent 1

"
-term isobtained,which in thiscasecom esfrom

theinfrared divergence ofthe above integral.

Sim ilarly asabove we calculate the"naive" partforCase 5:with

(k22)
�0(k21 + k

2
2 � M

2)� =
�X

�= 0

�X

= 0

 
�

�

!  
�



!

(� M
2)�� (k21)

�� �(k22)
�0+ 

we have

a00n =
2n

n + 1

X

�;�0;�0

a
n�0

��0

1

2�

�X

�= 0

�X

= 0

 
�

�

!  
�



!

� (� M
2)�� 

(�2)2"

(i�2)2

Z

ddk1d
d
k2

1

(k2
1
)�1c3(�2� 1)c5c6

(10)

with �1 and �2 as above. The situation is now som ewhat m ore com plicated
dueto thefactthatm 3 6= m 5 and thefollowing partialfraction decom position
needsto beperform ed (p = �2 � 2,m3 = 0 and m 5 = M ):

1

c
p+ 1

3 c5
= �

pX

i= 0

1

(M 2)p+ 1� i
1

c
i+ 1
3

+
1

(M 2)p+ 1
1

c5
;
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yielding thetwo-loop bubbleIntegrals

1

(i�2)2

Z

ddk1d
d
k2

1

(k2
1
)�1c3i+ 1c6

=

(� 1)(�1+ i)
�(�1 + i+ 2� d)�(d

2
� i� 1)�(�1 + i+ 1� d

2
)�(d

2
� �1)

�(�1)�(
d

2
)�(i+ 1)(M 2)(�1+ i+ 2� d)

and

1

(i�2)2

Z

ddk1d
d
k2

1

(k21)
�1c5c6

=

(� 1)�1
�(�1 + 2� d)�(d

2
� �1)�2(�1 + 1� d

2
)

�(d
2
)�(2�1 + 2� d)(M 2)(�1+ 2� d)

:

Expanding in ",in thiscase 1

"2
-term soccur.

5 T hreshold singularity ofthe type

ln(� q2=M 2)(Case1)

According to Fig.2 there is only one subdiagram  which contains allfour
m assive lines,nam ely the box. Accordingly the only contribution with  6= �
reads

(�2)2"
Z

ddk1
k21(q� k1)2

Z
ddk2

(k22 � M 2)
�

� Tp1;q;k1
1

[(k1 � k2)2 � M 2][(q+ k2)2 � M 2][(p1 � k2)2 � M 2]
: (11)

Here the externalm om enta forthe box subgraph are besidesp1 and q also
the loop m om entum k1. Note that,for the contributions ofeach subgraph 

in (4) one can choose loop m om enta in an appropriate way. For exam ple,in
(11)therooting oftheloop m om enta isdi�erentfrom the\naive" contribution
(observe also below sim ilarrerooting in C ase 5).

Theevaluation of(11)resultsin productsofone-loop m assive bubbleinte-
gralswith m onom ialsin thenum eratorand one-loop propagator-typem assless
integrals,the latteryielding the factor(� 1=q2)".Explicitly weobtain

1

(4�)d
1

M 4

 
�2

M 2

! � 

�
�2

q2

! � 1X

n= 0

c
(2)
n (�)(q2=M 2)n; (12)

where

c
(2)
n (�)=

X

i1;i2;n3� 0;i1+ i2+ n3 even
i1+ i2+ n3� 2n

(n3;� 2)X

j3� 0

(� 1)(i1+ i2+ n3)=2
(n � (i1 + i2 � n3)=2)!

(n � (i1 + i2 + n3)=2)!
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�
i1!i2!�(i1 + i2 � j3)�(i1 � i2 + j3)�(� i1 + i2 + j3)

((n3 � j3)=2)!((i1 + i2 � j3)=2)!((i1 � i2 + j3)=2)!((� i1 + i2 + j3)=2)!

�
�(�)�(1� �)�((i1 + i2 � j3)=2+ 1� �)

�((i1 + i2 � j3)=2+ 2� 2�)

� C (n + (i1 + i2 + n3)=2+ 4;(i1 + i2 + n3)=2)(13)

and

C (r;s)= �
�

r� s�
d

2

�

=�(r): (14)

The "� poles in this case com e from ultraviolet divergences. Adding the
naive and the above contribution yields(up to a factor(1=16�2)2)

F�(q
2
;M

2)=
1

M 4

(
1X

n= 0

f0n(q
2
=M

2)n +
1X

n= 0

f1n(q
2
=M

2)n ln(� q
2
=M

2)

)

�
1

M 4

n

f0(q
2
=M

2)+ f1(q
2
=M

2)ln(� q
2
=M

2)
o

; (15)

i.e. all"� poles and the scale param eter � have cancelled,which at the sam e
tim e servesasa helpfulcheck ofthecorrectnessofthecalculation.Evaluating
thecom plicated coe�cientsand sum m ingallcontributionswasperform ed with
FO RM [12]. For the expansion coe�cients off 1 we found by inspection the
following recurrencerelation:

8(2n + 5)(2n + 7)(2n + 9)(n + 4)f1;n+ 3 =

� 4(2n + 5)(2n + 7)(n + 4)2 f1;n+ 2

+ 2(2n + 5)(n + 3)(n + 2)2 f1;n+ 1 + (n + 3)(n + 2)3 f1;n ; (16)

from which we obtain:

f1;n =
�(n + 2)�( 5

2
)

6(� 4)n�(n + 5

2
)

nX

j= 0

1+ 2(� 1)j

(j+ 1)2
: (17)

This explicit form allows to sum the series for f1,yielding the following
integralrepresentation:

f1 =
1X

n= 0

 

�
q2

M 2

! n

f1;n =
M 2

q2

Z
1

0

lnzdz

"

�

 

z;
q2

M 2

!

� 2�

 

� z;
q2

M 2

! #

(18)

where

�(z;x)=
4arcsin(

p
zx=4)

(1� z)
p
zx(4+ zx)

: (19)
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An interesting feature ofthisrepresentation isthattwo thresholds,one at
q2 = 4M 2 and another at q2 = � 4M 2 can im m ediately be read o�. There
ought to be,however,only one threshold at q2 = 4M 2. Indeed it turns out
thatf0 has a singularity at q2 = � 4M 2 as welland that for q2 < � 4M 2 the
im aginary partoff1ln(� q2=M 2)and f0 cancel.

Note thattheposition ofthe \m irror" threshold ofthefunctionsf0 and f1
exactly correspondsto a pseudothreshold ofthegiven Feynm an diagram which
isa solution oftheLandau equations(seee.g. [13]).In factsolving these,we
obtain form 1 = m 2 = 0 the pseudothreshold q2 = � (m5 + m 6)2. 4 An even
sim plercaseisthecorrespondingone-loop vertex with am assivelineconnecting
two m asslessones.Thisgraph isproportionalto (x= q2=M 2 )

Li2(1+ x)� �(2)= � Li2(� x)� ln(1+ x)ln(� x); (20)

where in the second form ofwriting the logarithm ic singularity at x= 0 has
been isolated and now again the pseudothreshold singularity atx= -1 appears
in the separate term s. For two-loop self-energy diagram s one obtains by in-
spection corresponding results from Refs. [7]and [14]. At this point it is
interesting to notethattheself-energy diagram eI3,dealtwith in Sect.2,hasno
pseudothreshold,i.e.no such solution ofthe Landau equationsexists.

W e have found,however,a closed form as in (18) only for f1 and not for
f0. Therefore,to dem onstrate the above statem ent,we have to rely on our
num ericalapproach.ResultsforC ase1 aregiven in Tables2 to 4 (in alltables
theresultsaregiven up to a factor 1

(16�2)2M 4).

Table 2 gives resultsforspacelike q2. For0 > q2 � � 4M2 we achieve fast
convergence,calculating theindicated Pad�eapproxim ants,taking into account
Taylorcoe�cientsup to n= 30.O fcoursetheintegralisrealin thisdom ain and
agrees excellently with the M onte Carlo controlcalculation (�ve dim ensional
integration overFeynm an param eterswith an estim ated relativeerror< 10� 4).

Forq2 < � 4M 2 we�rstperform ed a conform alm apping in term sofan \!-
transform " [1]beforeusing Pad�eapproxim antsto sum theseriesforf0 and f1.
Thisisofcoursealwaysnecessary ifonewantsto calculatea function on a cut.
As a result we obtain in the above dom ain sm allim aginary parts,which are
dueto insu�cientcancellation ofthetwo im aginary parts.Itisseen,however,
that these becom e quickly sm allwith increasing order ofthe approxim ants.
The situation becom eseven m ore am azing ifone looksatthe im aginary parts
off0 and f1 separately:they do increase with q2 relative to theirrealpartsas
is dem onstrated in Table 4! Nevertheless,in this m anner we obtain even for
largenegative valueslikeq2=M 2 = � 50 an accuracy ofatleast3 decim alsasis
also con�rm ed by theM C controlcalculation.

Table 3 gives ourresultsin the tim elike region. The analytic continuation
ofthe logarithm requiresin thiscase to write

ln(� q
2
=M

2)= ln jq
2
=M

2
j� i� (21)

4W earegratefultoJ.B.Tausk whohasdrawn ourattention tothisproperty and provided several
exam ples,including the following one.
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so that an im aginary part is obtained for q2 > 0. Table 3 gives only results
above the second threshold since below the convergence is even better: at
q2 = M 2 we obtain a precision of9 decim alswith m erely 9 coe�cients([4/4]).
A precision ofatleast3 decim alsisachieved both forthe realand im aginary
partup to q2=M 2= 50.Thiscan beconcluded from theconvergence properties
ofthe approxim ants.

6 T hreshold singularity ofthe type

ln2(� q2=M 2)(Case5)

There are two m asslesscutsso thatwe shallhave the double logarithm in the
expansion.Thesetofsubgraphsin thiscaseisgiven by 1 = � and thehigher
term s with  6= � : 2 = f3456g;3 = f1256g,and 4 = f56g. Note that 3
and 4 are disconnected. The subgraph 1 wasdiscussed in Sect. 4. In term s
ofintegralsoftheform (5)we have

for2

(�2)2"
Z

ddk1
1

k21(q� k1)2

�

Z

ddk2
1

k22
Tp1;q;k1

1

((p1 + k2)2 � M 2)((k1 � k2)2 � M 2)(q� k2)2
; (22)

for3

(�2)2"
Z

ddk2
1

k22(q� k2)2
Tp1;k2

1

(p1 + k2)2 � M 2

�

Z

ddk1
1

k21
Tq;k2

1

((k1 � k2)2 � M 2)(q� k1)2
(23)

and �nally for4

(�2)2"
Z

ddk2
1

k22(q� k2)2
Tp1;k2

1

(p1 + k2)2 � M 2

�

Z

ddk1
1

k21(q� k1)2
Tk1;k2

1

(k1 � k2)2 � M 2
: (24)

Theresultsforthesethreeintegralslook asfollows.Thesubgraph 2 yields

1

(4�)d
1

M 4

 
�2

M 2

! � 

�
�2

q2

! � 1X

n= 0

c
(2)
n (�)(q2=M 2)n; (25)

where

c
(2)
n (�)=

X

i1;i2;n3� 0;i1+ i2+ n3 even
i1+ i2+ n3� 2n

(n3;� 2)X

j3� 0

(� 1)(i1+ i2+ n3)=2
(n � (i1 + i2 � n3)=2)!

(n � (i1 + i2 + n3)=2)!
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�
i1!i2!�(i1 + i2 � j3)�(i1 � i2 + j3)�(� i1 + i2 + j3)

((n3 � j3)=2)!((i1 + i2 � j3)=2)!((i1 � i2 + j3)=2)!((� i1 + i2 + j3)=2)!

�
�(�)�(1� �)�((i1 + i2 � j3)=2+ 1� �)

�((i1 + i2 � j3)=2+ 2� 2�)

� C (2+ i1 + i2;2+ n � (i1 + i2 � n3)=2;(i1 + i2 + n3)=2);(26)

and

C (r1;r2;s)=
�(r1 + r2 � s� d

2
)�(s� r2 +

d

2
)

�(r1)�(s+
d

2
)

: (27)

Note that this expression is obtained from the corresponding contribution of
thenon-naive part(13)forour�rstdiagram by the change

C (2+ i1 + i2;2+ n � (i1 + i2 � n3)=2;(i1 + i2 + n3)=2)

! C (n + (i1 + i2 + n3)=2+ 4;(i1 + i2 + n3)=2):

Thecontribution from 3 takesthefollowing explicitform :

1

(4�)d
1

M 4

 
�2

M 2

! � 

�
�2

q2

! � 1X

n= 0

c
(3)
n (�)(q2=M 2)n; (28)

where

c
(3)
n (�)= (� 1)n

X

i1� 0

i1� (n1� j1)=2� n

i1X

n1= 0

(n1;� 2)X

j1� 0

(� 1)i1+ j1
i1!

(i1 � n1)!((n1 � j1)=2)!

�
�(2� d

2
)�(d

2
� 1)�(n � i1 + (n1 � j1)=2+

d

2
� 1)

�(n � i1 + (n1 � j1)=2+
d

2
)

� C (j1 + 1;i1 + 2;(n1 + j1)=2): (29)

Finally,for4 we obtain

1

(4�)d
1

M 4

 

�
�2

q2

! 2� 1X

n= 0

c
(4)
n (�)(q2=M 2)n; (30)

with

c
(4)
n (�)= (� 1)n(�(2�

d

2
)�(

d

2
� 1))2

nX

j= 0

�(j+ d

2
� 1)�(n � j+ d

2
� 1)

�(j+ d� 2)�(n � j+ d� 2)
: (31)

Aftersum m ing up allfourcontributionswe see thatthe double and single
polesin � cancelaswellasthescale param eter�,with the result

F�(q
2
;M

2)=
1

M 4

1X

n= 0

2X

j= 0

fjn(q
2
=M

2)n lnj(� q
2
=M

2)

�
1

M 4

n

f0(q
2
=M

2)+ f1(q
2
=M

2)ln(� q
2
=M

2)+ f2(q
2
=M

2)ln2(� q
2
=M

2)
o

;(32)
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where the fjn are now obtained in term sofrationalnum bersand a �(2)con-
tained in f0n.

Thenextsurpriseisthatf2(x)can besum m ed analytically,yielding
(x = q2=M 2)

f2(x) = ln
2(1+ x)=x2 for x � � 1;

= (ln j1+ x j� i�)2=x2 for x < � 1: (33)

Thus,as in C ase 1,we have to Pad�e approxim ate f0 and f1 only. The �(2)
term in f0 can in principlealso besum m ed,i.e.

f0(x)= ~f0(x)+ 2�(2)f2(x); (34)

with ~f0(x)having only rationalnum bersasexpansion coe�cients. Thissplit-
ting does,however,worsen the convergence propertiesofthe seriesforf0 and
thereforehasno practicalm eaning.Apartfrom thatthesituation issim ilaras
in C ase 1,i.e. f0 hastwo thresholdsstarting atq2 = � M 2,respectively (in-
deed solving the Landau equationswith m 1 = m 2 = m 3 = m 4 = 0 one obtains
the additionalpseudothreshold q2 = � m25 ). The function f1,however,isreal
fortim elike q2.In the spacelike region the cancellation between theim aginary
partshasnow to takeplacebetween threecom plex functions.Thisisshown in
Table5,butapparently thiscancellation isnotasperfectasin C ase1.Thisis
due to a relatively bad convergence ofthe Pad�e’s forf0 (with 30 coe�cients)
whiletheconvergence propertiesoff1 arem uch betterand f2 isanyway given
analytically. Fortunately the convergence off0 ism uch betterin the tim elike
region (seeTable6)sothatup to q2 = 10M 2 theachieved precision isatleast3
decim als.Close to the second threshold atq2 = M 2 the convergence isindeed
excellent.Itshould benoted thatforthephysicalapplication wehavein m ind,
i.e.Z ! b�b,thisisjustthe case ofinterest.Itisworthwhile to note the sharp
increase forlow q2,in particularin the tim elike region,dueto ln2(� q2=M 2).

7 C onclusions

W ehavepresented am odi�cation ofthem ethod of[1]forthecasewhen m assless
thresholdsareinvolved.To dothis,thestarting pointwastheasym ptoticlarge
m ass expansion,rather than the Taylor expansion in the externalm om enta.
Using theexplicitform ulae forthecoe�cientsofthisexpansion weobtained a
�nitesum ofpowersofthelogarithm oftheexternalm om entatim espowerseries
in q2=M 2 and then applied thetechniqueofconform alm appingand sum m ation
by Pad�e approxim antsto each ofthese seriesseparately.

W e have shown thatthisnew strategy enablesusto obtain high precision
num ericalvaluesin thedom ain ofphysicalinterestincludingtheregion beyond
the second threshold in spite ofthe fact that the initialFeynm an diagram s
have their�rstthreshold attheorigin ofthecom plex plane.Below thesecond
threshold,in a certain dom ain around q2 = 0,thefunctionsfactorizing powers

12



ofln(� q2=M 2)can in generalbe assum ed to beanalytic so thateven without
Pad�e approxim antstheirpowerseriesconverge. Atthe second threshold with
de�nitenessonecan only say thatatleastoneofthem m usthaveacutstarting.
Thisiscon�rm ed by ourcalculation,i.e.theapplication ofconform alm apping
and Pad�e approxim ants (recallthe observation that in C ase 5 f1 is realfor
tim elike q2). The occurrence of\ghost thresholds" appears to be related to
pseudothresholdsobtained from the Landau equations.
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Figure 1: Self-energy integral

e

I

3

; dashed lines are massless and solid lines massive.

k

2

+ p

1

k

2

+ p

2

k

2

p

1

� p

2

generic

k

1

+ p

1

k

1

+ p

2

k

1

� k

2

p

1

p

2

m

3

m

1

m

4

m

2

m

5

m

6

Case 1 Case 2 Case 3

1



Case 4 Case 5 Case 6

Figure 2: Planar diagrams with zero thresholds occurring in Z ! b

�

b.

Case7 Case 8 Case 9 Case 10

Figure 3: On-shell infrared divergent planar diagrams with zero thresholds.
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Table 1. Results for the propagator diagram

e

I

3

q

2

=M

2

[4=4] [7=7] [10/10]

Re Im Re Im Re Im

�1000.0 0.0068 0.007073 0.007070

�800.0 0.0085 0.008805 �0.008804

�400.0 0.0171 0.017322 0.01732185

�200.0 0.0336 0.0337253 0.0337253247

�100.0 0.0648 0.0645918 0.06459180556

5.0 �1.128717 2.10428 �1.128713623 2.10428193574 �1.12871362356851 2.1042819357340

100.0 �0.0778 0.0071 �0.077798 0.0777 �0.0777996 0.0776864

200.0 �0.037 0.0018 �0.037924 0.00216 �0.037925 0.0021494

400.0 �0.017 0.002 �0.01866 0.0006 �0.018619 0.00059

800.0 �0.0097 0.003 �0.00917 0.00005 �0.009197 0.00003

1000.0 �0.009 0.003 �0.0072 �0.00001 �0.00734 0.0001

Table 2. Results for spacelike q

2

(Case 1)

q

2

=M

2

[9/9] [12/12] [15/15] MC

Re Im Re Im Re Im

�2.0 0.25432052571 0.25432052571 0.25432052571 0.254320

�3.0 0.198819762 0.19881976261 0.19881976261 0.198819

�4.0 0.1633356 0.16333626 0.16333623 0.163336

�5.0 0.138397 �0.000002 0.138396 �0.00000009 0.13839601 �0.000000001 0.138396

�10.0 0.07673 �0.00003 0.07672 0.000002 0.076712 0.0000001 0.076711

�15.0 0.0516 0.0001 0.05156 0.000008 0.051582 �0.000001 0.051581

�20.0 0.0380 0.0002 0.03804 �0.00006 0.03809 �0.0000009 0.038089

�25.0 0.0294 0.0002 0.0298 �0.0002 0.02977 0.000006 0.029761

�30.0 0.0237 0.00002 0.0243 �0.0002 0.02416 0.00002 0.024157

�35.0 0.0196 �0.0002 0.0205 �0.0003 0.0202 0.00003 0.020156

�40.0 0.017 �0.0003 0.0177 �0.0002 0.0172 0.00004 0.017173

�50.0 0.013 �0.0006 0.014 �0.00006 0.0130 0.00005 0.013056

Table 3. Results for timelike q

2

(Case 1)

q

2

=M

2

[9/9] [12/12] [15/15]

Re Im Re Im Re Im

4.0 �0.163701 1.4353349 �0.163701674 1.43533447 �0.163701678 1.435334465

4.5 �0.690826 0.7787581 �0.690827345 0.77875789 �0.690827338 0.778757876

5.0 �0.697966 0.496177 �0.697964140 0.49617416 �0.697964136 0.496174195

10.0 �0.27958 �0.05286 �0.279528 �0.0528880 �0.2795301 �0.0528888

15.0 �0.13757 �0.0710 �0.137530 �0.070805 �0.137515 �0.070811

20.0 �0.0803 �0.0608 �0.08063 �0.06040 �0.08060 �0.06036

25.0 �0.0516 �0.0498 �0.05249 �0.04969 �0.05250 �0.04958

30.0 �0.03535 �0.0409 �0.03656 �0.04119 �0.03666 �0.04103

35.0 �0.0253 �0.0337 �0.0267 �0.0346 �0.0269 �0.03445

40.0 �0.019 �0.028 �0.0201 �0.0295 �0.0205 �0.0294

50.0 �0.011 �0.020 �0.0122 �0.0222 �0.0129 �0.0222

Table 4. Functions f

0

and f

1

for spacelike q

2

(Case 1)

q

2

=M

2

f

0

f

1

Re Im Re Im

�10.0 0.3089986 0.2379654 �0.10088085 �0.10334701

�20.0 0.11738 0.21435 �0.026466 �0.07155209

�30.0 0.05141 0.1635 �0.0080116 �0.048058

�40.0 0.0235 0.1274 �0.001715 �0.03453

�50.0 0.00981 0.1024 0.000813 �0.02615
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Table 5. Results for spacelike q

2

(Case 5)

q

2

=M

2

[9/9] [12/12] [15/15] MC

Re Im Re Im Re Im

�0.50 3.19126 3.191566 3.1912565 3.1912

�0.75 2.32 2.303 2.2999 2.2992

�1.0 1.80 1.797 1.7955 1.7946

�2.0 0.930 �0.0096 0.936 0.00046 0.9373 0.00011 0.9372

�3.0 0.657 0.024 0.626 �0.0015 0.6205 �0.0018 0.6193

�4.0 0.387 0.11 0.435 0.04 0.4470 0.02 0.4547

�5.0 0.14 �0.02 0.30 �0.07 0.3509 �0.05 0.3549

Table 6. Results for timelike q

2

(Case 5)

q

2

=M

2

[9/9] [12/12] [15/15]

Re Im Re Im Re Im

0.05 +2.948516245 20.938528 +2.948516245 20.938528 +2.948516245 20.938528

0.1 �1.108116127 16.04132127 �1.108116127 16.04132127 �1.108116127 16.04132127

0.5 �4.820692281 5.066080015 �4.820692281 5.066080015 �4.820692281 5.066080015

1.0 �3.89013 1.675498 �3.890154 1.67549787 �3.890156 1.67549788

1.5 �2.9046 0.4296 �2.904588 0.42979 �2.904581 0.429778

2.0 �2.1827 �0.0694 �2.18294 �0.06976 �2.182981 �0.069728

3.0 �1.335 �0.366 �1.3334 �0.3655 �1.33309 �0.3656

4.0 �0.890 �0.404 �0.8910 �0.400 �0.8907 �0.3994

5.0 �0.629 �0.380 �0.634 �0.376 �0.6347 �0.3748

6.0 �0.46 �0.340 �0.471 �0.339 �0.474 �0.338

7.0 �0.35 �0.30 �0.362 �0.301 �0.366 �0.302

8.0 �0.27 �0.26 �0.286 �0.266 �0.290 �0.269

9.0 �0.22 �0.23 �0.231 �0.235 �0.235 �0.240

10.0 �0.18 �0.19 �0.191 �0.208 �0.194 �0.215
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