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ABSTRACT: We investigate the structure of a particular class of massive vacuum Feynman integrals
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masses, corresponding to zeros of the associated Kéllén function. Apart from having applications in
thermal field theory, the integrals can be mapped onto one-loop three-point functions with collinear
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1 Introduction

Loop integrals with internal propagator masses play a prominent role in contemporary precision collider
phenomenology. They are also interesting objects from a mathematical point of view, motivating the
study of classes of special functions, see [1-4] for recent reviews of techniques and results. For example,
tremendous efforts have been invested into studying massive two-point functions at two loops, the so-
called sunrise (aka sunset aka banana) class of Feynman integrals [5], giving rise to elliptic structures
that go beyond the polylogarithmic results [6] known to arise from a number of simpler two-loop
examples.

One is typically interested in resolving integrals with higher propagator powers as well, as those
arise e.g. from diagrammatic insertions, from taking derivatives when evaluating moments of ob-
servables such as for example when expanding two-point [7, 8] or three-point functions [9] in external



momenta, or from gauge-field propagators. A standard method to reduce such higher propagator pow-
ers to lower values is the systematic exploitation [10] of integration-by-parts (IBP) identities [11, 12],
which provide for a recursive mapping of large sets of Feynman integrals to a small linearly independent
basis of so-called master integrals.

Oftentimes, however, the IBP reduction has turned out to be a bottleneck (note however new
developments, connected to intersection theory [13-15], or methods exploiting relations that involve
also changes in the space-time dimension [16, 17]). It is therefore extremely valuable to solve specific
classes of Feynman integrals analytically, in non-recursive form. Such general all-order solutions
are rather scarce, exceptions being some massless cases such as two-point functions with massless
propagators, which are completely known at four loops [18, 19], or some specific single-scale problems
(see e.g. [20] for a two-loop example relevant for the present work). In the present paper, we add
one massive two-loop example to the pool of general solutions, be it as ingredient for optimizing
higher-order calculations, or as a benchmark for alternative evaluation methods.

To motivate the specific choice of masses that we study here, let us briefly recall the Kéallén function,
perhaps mainly known from its role in kinematics. The completely symmetric Kallén function [21] of
3 arguments

Aa2, 2, 22) = 2t +yt + 20 — 202y + y22? + 222?) (1.1)
=@t+y+2)r—y—2)y—2z—2)(z -1 —y) (1.2)

is known to play a prominent role in multi-particle scattering processes, due to its relevance in rel-
ativistic particle kinematics and phase space distributions [22]. It is sometimes also called triangle
function, since in geometry Heron’s formula asserts that \/—A(22,y2, 22) measures (four times) the
area of a triangle with side lengths z, y and z. Here, we will encounter this function multiple times,
in quite a different — but in view of section 5 maybe not completely unrelated — context.

We note that in IBP reductions of Feynman integrals to their respective sets of master integrals the
Kallén function appears in a number of explicit integral reduction relations, as a function of squared
external four-momenta or Mandelstam variables and squared masses. For concrete examples, we refer
to [23] as well as the seminal paper [24], where the integral reduction problem for the case of two-
loop two-point functions had been solved in complete generality, in terms of a recursive algorithm. It
might therefore be natural to ask whether the integral reduction problem is affected by zeros of the
Kallén function.

In order to get a first insight by studying the cleanest possible setting, let us focus on Feynman
integrals where all external momenta vanish, so-called vacuum integrals. This leaves only the internal
particles’ masses as energy scales. Furthermore, since we need three arguments for the Kallén function,
we restrict ourselves to the two-loop level, where the generic scalar vacuum integral (we use Euclidean
notation, and work in dimensional regularization [25-28] with d spacetime dimensions)

B2 (dymd, my,m3) = /ddpd/ddqd R 2 21 2 2 (1.3)
(2m)? J (2m)® [m¥ + p?]"* [m3 + ¢?]"2 [m3 + (p — )*]™

has three different propagators and hence allows for three different mass scales. Zeros of the Kéllén func-
tion are then given whenever one of the masses is the sum of two others, as can be seen from its
factorized form eq. (1.2), or from its geometric interpretation: when one triangle side is equal to the
two others, the triangle’s area is obviously zero. Without loss of generality, we choose all masses
non-negative and the ’large’ mass to be mg, such that for the purpose of this paper

)\(m%,mg,m%) =0 < mg =my+ma|. (1.4)
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Figure 1. The main object of the paper, the massive two-loop vacuum integral as defined in eq. (1.5). In our
graphical representation, each line corresponds to a massive scalar propagator 1/ [m2 + p2]”, with respective

mass and power as indicated. We use a thick line to mark the special propagator mass ms = mi + ma.

To avoid ambiguities, let us slightly change notation when referring to two-loop vacuum integrals that
imply this condition and denote masses as subscripts as

Byt (d) = B (dmd o) (L5)
For a graphical representation, see figure 1. Even though we have fixed mz = mj + mo, we will
keep using ms as an index of the functions B, since this at times makes symmetries more explicit.
We further note that the linear mass relation of eq. (1.4) renders our configuration “doubly special”,
since the vacuum diagrams can not only be considered as two-point sunset functions at vanishing
external momentum ¢, but also because in this case one is at the sunset’s pseudo-threshold ¢?> =
(m1 + mo — m3)2 =0.

In addition to this rather formal motivation, we note that linear relations between propagator
masses such as in eq. (1.4) play a prominent role in QCD thermodynamics, where a core phenomeno-
logical problem concerns describing the equilibrium properties of a hot plasma of gauge bosons, codified
by weak-coupling expansions [29, 30] within finite-temperature field theory (for a modern introduction
to this field, see e.g. [31]). In this setting, the role of bare propagator masses is played by the temporal
components of their momentum four-vectors, such that energy-momentum conservation at interaction
vertices leads to such linear “mass” relations. In fact, our initial interest in pursuing the project
reported upon here stems from concrete perturbative expansions for the QCD pressure at higher loop
orders [32]. Temperature will not play a role at all in the present paper, however, such that its results
might be useful for practitioners of ordinary (i.e. zero-temperature) perturbative quantum field theory.

The structure of the remainder of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we recall an IBP relation
for our main object of study, the integral of eq. (1.5), together with a well-known special-mass case.
We then prepare grounds towards a general solution of the IBP recurrence in section 3, by first
obtaining closed forms for special cases when two of the integral’s propagator indices coincide, whose
analytic form then leads us to a general conjecture for the mass-dependence of the integral, which we
manage to prove based on the IBP relation. Section 4 then employs an additional recurrence relation
that allows to map the index-dependence of the integral to a purely combinatorial problem, whose
solution can finally be obtained by comparing with the special cases considered before, thus leading
to a general factorization formula. Equipped with the general solution, in section 5 we recall the
relation between two-loop vacuum and one-loop triangle integrals, and apply our result to the latter
case, before summarizing and concluding in section 6. To not interrupt the flow of argument in the
main text, we have relegated two proofs, a brief exposure of one of the recurrence relations relevant in
the main text as well as an analytic treatment of one interesting special-mass case to the appendices.



2 Massive two-loop vacuum integrals: IBP recursions

For the massive two-loop scalar vacuum integrals B¥1*2¥3 (d; m?, m3, m3) that were defined in eq. (1.3),
general results in terms of Appell’s hypergeometric function Fy can be found! in eq. (4.3) of [7]. As
has been mentioned above, in the case of interest to us here, the masses obey a “mass conservation
rule” at each vertex, mz = my + my. For this special case ByL"2" (d), cf. eq. (1.5), the general
results of [7] can be simplified. Instead of dealing with the rather complicated Fy functions (we revisit
them in appendix C), however, we choose to attack the problem from a different angle here and exploit
integration-by-parts (IBP) identities, specialized to our specific mass restriction from the outset.

IBP identities [11, 12] provide linear relations between dimensionally-regulated Feynman integrals,
and can be used to systematically reduce the set of positive propagator powers v; € N towards lower
values [10, 24]. In the case at hand, it turns out that the IBP identities provide recursive relations
that reduce all v; to one or zero, as explained in the subsequent sections.

As indicated by the notation eq. (1.5), we implicitly assume ms3 = mj +ms in all equations below,
and will often denote the sum of propagator powers as Xv; = 11 + o + 3. A number of special
mass-cases of our integral are known analytically in d dimensions, such as

Byslo " (d) = 0 (massless tadpoles vanish in dimensional regularization), (2.1)
By'y v (d) o product of Gamma functions [20], see eq. (2.17) below,
B, 2se (d) o< hypergeometric function 4F3(... |1) [7], see appendix C below. (2.3)

The case when two masses vanish is also known analytically, of course, but this is not relevant for
our purposes here since it lies outside our class of integrals that fulfill ms = mi; + mo and rather
corresponds to the general integrals of eq. (1.3) as B¥**2:¥3(d; 0,0, m?).

2.1 General mass case [mi,ma, mj + ms)

Equation (95) of (the journal version of) [24] (with a small correction?: d — d+2) provides a recursive
2-loop sunset factorization

-1
BD17V27V3 d =
ml,mz,mz( ) Q(d +3 - QZui)m1m2m3 {
(042 330) 4 e — )] 1
+[(mavs + ma(d + 2 — Su;) — mary)] 27

H(mavs + movy — ms(d+2 — £0))] 37} Brtars, (d) (2.4

which can be used until one of the v; is zero. We have written the relation in terms of lowering
operators, which act on the integral’s indices as

1~ BYiv2.vs (d) = Byl_l’l’Qvl/S(d) , (2.5)

mi,mz,Mm3 my,mz2,Mms3

plus similar relations for the remaining indices. We will omit the mass indices of the integrals B for
brevity below, when no confusion can arise. Boundary conditions for the 2-loop recursion eq. (2.4) are
products of 1-loop tadpoles which either vanish in dimensional regularization if they are scale-free

B*%%(d) = B"9%(d) = B*"°(d) = B®"**(d) =0, (2.6)

1Using eq. (2.7) of [7] to convert to our FEuclidean conventions, we have I(d;v1,va,v3|mi,ma, ms) =
(—1)Zvitl gd [=2d grba:vs (d), with factor L = (47)~1/2 due to our integral measure eq. (1.3) (cf. footnote 3).
2We thank Oleg Tarasov for confirming this misprint.
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Figure 2. Visualization of the factorization of a two-loop integral with unit propagator powers into a basis
of one-loop tadpoles, as given in eq. (2.14) (see also eq. (3.19)). The graphical notation is as in figure 1.

or which can be trivially reduced to a unique representative or master integral (for example, with unit
propagator powers) by polynomial prefactors hq ,(d) as

Bvl,DQ,O(d) — hu;TO(dQ) h'/;’T@Blvlvo(d) , (27)
ml ! m2 2

hl/1 O(d) hl/syo(d)
m?ul 2 m§D372
huy,0(d) hu,0(d)

2ug—2 2uz—2
my mg

B0 (d) = B"0N(d) , (2.8)

BOv2¥3(d) = BO1(d) (2.9)

where the prefactors are defined by one-loop tadpole reduction®

dé—2np 1 o dép 1
/(27T)d72n 1+ p2° =L ha,n(d)/(zw) ETEk (2.10)
with A (d) = Platn=d/2) 4 = @)yt (2.11)

T(a)T(1—d/2)

In our normalization, the three master integrals read

L24T2(1 — d/2) L2 T2(1 - d/2) 2 FQ(
Bl’LO(d) — — BlOl(d):T BOll<d) — 2
my My my mg m5~m3

d/ ) (2.12)

With the trivially factorized cases eqgs. (2.6)-(2.9) out of the way, we will henceforth implicitly
assume positive integer indices v;. For the special case of equal indices v1 = 19 = v3 = v, eq. (2.4)
reads

—(d+2—4y){ 1~ n 2~ 3~ }

v,v,v _ Bv:vY 2.1
ml,mg,mg( ) 2(d+3—61/) (d) ) ( 3)

mems  Mmimg  mimgJ LTS

which at v = 1 gives the integral in a factorized form (cf. figure 2; again omitting mass indices of B),

_(d_2) {3071’1(d) N Bl’071(d) B Bl’l’o(d)} .

B = 553

(2.14)

moms mims mimeo

Note that for the general-mass case B%! would have been a master integral [7], the reduction to
one-loop tadpoles here being due to our mass relation eq. (1.4).

3The factor L is pure convention, the value given here being a consequence of our integral measure eq. (1.3). It could

d
be defined as L = 1 by changing the measure to de/;;7 but we keep it here for ease of comparison with the literature.
™



2.2 Special mass case [0, m,m]
For the special case with masses [0,m,m], eq. (96) of (the journal version of) [24] gives a recursive

2-loop sunset factorization

ByLv2 s (d) = ay, 1By, 0 (d) (2.15)

0,m,m 0,m,m
with rational coefficient function
(d - 21/1 - 21/2)((1 - 21/1 - 2V3)(d — V] —Vy — 1/3)

ay, = — . 2.16
v 2m2(d—2—211)(d—1—2v1 —ve —v3)(d — 2V — vy — 13) ( )
e hug.0(d)hug.0(d) 10,1, . . 1, 24p2(1_g
The boundary condition is Bg:Zf”ff = % Bg),ln,lm, with master integral Bgﬂln)lm = %

The integral can therefore be solved easily in closed form by iteration to 1 = 0 (cf. eq. (B.2)), followed
by tadpole reduction to vy = v3 = 1:

v1—1 v1—1 0,1,1 0,1,1
: : hyy o(d)hy, 0(d)By,) By
V1,V2,V3 O,vo,v3 2, 3, 0,m,m V1,V2,V; 0,m,m
B()Jn,m3 - ( H aj) BO,m,m? - ( H aj) m2y2+gy3_4 - B 3 (m2)2V1_2 (217)
§=0 §=0
. (—1)V1F(V1 + vy — d/2)1“(1/1 + vz — d/Q)P(EI/Z — d)
th Vi,V2,V3 2.1
with 5 T(v2)D(v3)D(1 — d/2)T(1 — d/2 + v1)T(v1 + vy — d) (2.18)
o F(Vl + vy — d/2)F(V1 + Vs — d/2)F(d/2 - Vl)F(Eyi - d) (2 19)
- T(va) D (3)T2(1 — dj2)T(d/2)T (01 + Svr — d) : '
(=" — _T(d/2—wn)

where in the last step we have used the Euler reflection formula to identify F—d/270) = T2 I—d73)
on the integers v1. This simple result has been known for a long time already, the original reference
probably being eq. (A.6) of [20].

3 Massive two-loop vacuum integrals: Towards closed-form results

We would now like to solve the 3-parameter recurrence eq. (2.4) for the integral ByL"2"s (d) in
closed form as well. Unfortunately, we have not succeeded in doing so directly from the recurrence
relation. We did succeed, however, in deriving a closed-form (i.e. non-recursive) solution by first
looking at simpler special cases where two indices v; coincide (see sections 3.1 and 3.2 below), then
extracting the polynomial dependence on masses to all orders for general indices (cf. sections 3.3 and
3.4), extracting the polynomial dependence on the dimension d by solving an additional (d-dependent)
recurrence in terms of a purely combinatorial function (section 4.1), the latter of which could finally
be determined by comparing with the special-index cases (we explain this step in section 4.2). Our

final result is given by egs. (3.24) and (4.30).

3.1 Special index cases B!V, vl pvil
For the special case B1'1'(d), one step of the IBP recursion eq. (2.4) has the simple structure
BY(d) = a,_y BYYYHd) 4+ b, (3.1)

where the coefficient functions are given by

S omitma+(w+l-dms  (2-d+v) (3.2)
U7 T dmmama(v + 350) dmamy (5% 1 1) '
b, = [V my + (1d_; V)mQ B m3] Bl,O,u(d) + ( Vi Uy ) . (33)

4(v + 5%)mimams my & M



Iterating eq. (3.1) until hitting the boundary value at v = 0, one obtains (cf. egs. (B.1), (B.2))

Llvg gy (2—-d), B“(d) - (2*d+j)y_j b;
BY(d) = (559), Gmama)” 22 (52 45), . (dmm) = (3.4)
where
(@), = 52 s

are Pochhammer symbols. The second term of eq. (3.4) can be simplified. Considering only the
first part of b, as given in eq. (3.3) (the second part then follows trivially from the indicated 1 <> 2
replacement), we employ the tadpole reduction eq. (2.8) to reduce B%¥(d) to the master integral
Bl’o’l(d) and change ms into ms — my where convenient, such that the j-sum reads

; (352 +4),_; TG) G+ 559) 4v=a+1 ()i (1 — 2)i=i+y (mymg)”

(3.6)

Expanding the summand and collecting powers of the mass ratio, this is equivalent to (see appendix A)

B4 v—1 2(1-9),.1 (@)j . (3.7)

(m1ma)” = j! @=d+v+j),,, ; \ms

Collecting, and recording the cases B! and B¥'!'! as well, we finally obtain

Bl,1,u(d) B Bl’l’o(d) _Vil (2—d.+y)j

/@u,l,l - (—mlmg)”

{ (Bl,o,l(d)

—mymg)¥

G)'+ G () ) 0

mg —maoms3)¥ \'ms

j=0
B1(d) _ B0 (q) _S (2—d+u)j{Bl,l,0(d) (_ @)j . BO11(d) (@)Q} 59)

Bl (myms)? = J! (mima)¥ ma (=mama)” \my ’ '
Bu,l,l(d) BO,I,l(d) v—1

Bl/,l,l - (m2m3>y

(]

(2-d+ y)j 1,1,0 Mo J 1,01 s J
= J! {57127715()13 ( B E) * (in?mf))u (ﬁi) } , (3.10)

where the normalization factor 3*°!'! is a special case of eq. (2.19),

v,1,1 __ (1_ %)y (1_g)y _ (_1)V(1_g)y _ 1 (Q_d)u
T (f—v), (2-d+v), (2-d+v), (9" (39, (3.11)
11 (d-2)

As a check, for v = 1 all three equations reduce to eq. (2.14) (since 8* 5(d=3) ). Alternatively,
the results egs. (3.8)-(3.10) can be derived from eqs. (7) and (15) of (the journal version of) [33].

3.2 Special index cases B™"Y, BT"7, B¥'TT

Having BY!¥(d) (and permutations) at hand, one can go one step further and derive closed forms for
the integrals B™™"3(d) (and permutations). For example, repeatedly using the second of eqs. (94) of
[24] (journal version; converted to our notation)

(d — 2w 1 2+ BY1v2vs () = {(d — 2 2u3) + 2muy 3+} d= Brvevs(d) (3.12)



which employs index-raising operators that act in analogy to eq. (2.5) as e.g. 37 B¥1:v2:vs = privavstl
as well as a dimension-shift operator d~ that acts on our integrals according to*

d= BYvava(q) = 4 grivavs (d—2), (3.13)
we obtain
N
1 + N - 7)1/ - v
(1t25)NBhiv( Z val L (—m33")F(d™)V B (d) . (3.14)
—0 ) ( )k+y

This is actually the first non-trivial recurrence that we solve in this paper, and it is instructive to
expose its guts, which we have done in appendix B. It turns out that at the heart of the IBP relation
eq. (3.12) lies a two-dimensional linear homogeneous recurrence relation with variable coefficients (cf.
eq. (B.9)), which despite its close resemblance to the Stirling recurrence admits a closed-form solution.

Once the expression eq. (3.14) has been derived, it can alternatively be proven directly by induction
over N: at N = 0, eq. (3.14) reduces to BL1¥(d) = B11¥(d), which is trivially valid. Assume now that
it holds for one non-negative integer N. Then, writing (1F2+)N+1BLLv(q) = 1+2+ BIEN.1+Nv(()
using eq. (3.12) at ;1 = vo = 14+ N on the right-hand side, using the assumption for both resulting
integrals B!TN:1+Nv(g — 2) and BIFNIHNvHL(g — 2) and rearranging terms, eq. (3.14) is seen to
hold at N + 1 as well, which completes the proof.

)

The integrals on the right-hand side of eq. (3.14) can now be written in terms of master integrals
via eq. (3.8), after which those can be shifted back to a common dimension d using eq. (2.12), i.e. via

d-BY1O(d)  LABY0d-2) (1—9)?
BLLO(d) BLLO(d) - omPm3

(3.15)

and permutations; the resulting expression is (as above, we keep mg to emphasize symmetry)

BTTV — S ) (1 B 7)7’-‘,—1/ 1(1 trv+ k— %)7—_1 { Bl’l’o(d) (m1 +m2)2k
k=0

- DK (r—=1—-k)! (27’ +v+k— d)u+k (mam2)2 =2 (mymy)*

]l mlmS)QT-‘,—V—Q ms m2m3)2‘r+l/—2 ms

v (27 vtk —d), [( BY01(d) (ﬂh)j"“+(g)’l’1@ (mz)j_k]} -(3.16)
j=0

The corresponding results for the permutations read (note a certain symmetry in {mq,mq, —ms})

o = (=D)k (v ) (1- 7)T+l/ 1(1 +v+k— %)771 BY01(d) (ms — my)2*
Brr(d) = 1;) (T—=EN T =1 =k)! 27 +v+k—d) | (mmams)* =2 (—mymg)*
v+k—1 (27+I/+I€ d) Bl’l’o(d) my j—k Bo’l’l(d) ma\i—k

B = 4! [(—mlmg)zﬂr’/*2 (_m72) +(m2m3)27+”*2 (miz) }}’(3'17)
BT (d) = o D), (0-9),,,  (+vi+k—5) BObY(d)  (mg —mg)**
= (T =Dk (T — 1= k)! (2r+v+k—d) bk (—mamsg)?™tv=2 (—mams)k

M

(_m1m2)2‘r+1/72 my m1m3)27+1/72 mi

VR (27 tuth—d), /| B110(d) (_m)j’;(Bl’O’lW) (mi”)jk]}.(&l@

7=0

1

4The normalization factor L* = o

5 is a consequence of our integral measure, see also footnote 3 above.



3.3 Conjectured general structure for B1:2:3

While we now have the general solution for the special-index cases B™7¥(d) (plus index permutations)
available, we do not seem to be able to generalize this further to B***2"*3(d), in order to obtain a
general solution of the three-parameter recursion eq. (2.4).

Inspecting the solutions eq. (3.16)-(3.18), though, we notice a pattern: the denominator corre-
sponding to a master integral with vanishing index 1v; only contains powers of masses that do not
involve m;. Furthermore, we note the similarity of prefactors of three the distinct master integrals,
including some apparent systematics in the signs that seems to be linked to the presence of ms.
These patterns can then be verified by examining a number of fixed-index examples, which in turn
are easily generated by an implementation of the recursion eq. (2.4), followed by tadpole reduction
to masters and a convenient rewriting of mass factors using eq. (1.4). Some examples are (as always,
ms = mq + mgy is implied)

gL = [4-2) { _BMNd) BMNE) Blvm(cz)}

o 2(d — 3) maoMms mims mimso

(3.19)

_ 0,1,1 1,0,1 1,1,0
wirg - MEALED oz )20 [ 200

2 2.2
4(d—5)| m3zm3 myms mims3

BL21(g) = (d — 2)) { [(d B 4)% B 1} BO-L1(q) n B0 (q) B [(d _ 4)% + 1} Bllo(d)} (3.21)

4(d—5 m3m?3 m2m? m2m?3
BY12(d) = 4((‘2__25)){ [(d —4)m 1} B;;;(g) + [(d —4)m — 1] B;;’;fg) + B;;g) } (3.22)
B123(d) = W{ — [2(d2 —11d+27) + (d — 7)(d — 6)(%)2 —(d—8)(d—-6)(d—3)m
~2(d - 6)22 ] m + (=)= 6)(22)* ~ 4(d - 6)2 + 6] m
_2[(d_6)% +3]m}. (3.23)
Looking at a number of examples like those above, we are led to conjecture that (cf. figure 3)
Bt d) = ramaal :Z_;<—1>Ew @ (2
b Dinan(@) ji?Z_IVl(—l)E” ) (-2
b Dy (@) =Z<—1> ) (-22)’ (3.24)
or equivalently, using eq. (2.12) to make all mass dependence explicit,
mem<1”“_(d§ ) Z (L= el (ymi = gy
j=l-11



mi, V1 mi

5 m17 m27
‘ o 8 +0138 +0238
m2, V2 ma,1 m3, 1 m3, 1
Figure 3. Structure of the general factorization formula eq. (3.24). The C;; denote rational functions in

masses m;, m; and space-time dimension d that depend on the (integer) values of the propagator powers vy
that define the two-loop integral on the left-hand side. For a special case, see figure 2.

V3—1
i (Sv d=Svi+j _d—Svi—j
+ Z (_1)]c£1,l;3);j(d)m1 V+]m3 n
j=1-11
llgfl
] Y d—Xv;+j d—Xv;—j
+ Z (—I)Jcl(,z)’;;j(d)mQ Vit g (3.25)
j=1-v2

The coefficients c,(f”;b) ;(d) are rational functions in d that, in order to make the relation B;."2"% (d) =

Byzruvs (d) explicit, obey the symmetries (the second one being merely a special case of the first)

S, v, S, Yv;
2 (@) = 0@y, L) (d) = D () (3.26)

Vaa”bv] Vp,Va; =] Va’Vb) Vb7l/u.7

The rational functions ¢>¥+) (d) can e.g. be read off from IBP-generated reductions such as those given
above (but see also our explicit solution given in eq. (4.30) below).

Equation (3.24) turns out to indeed be a generic representation of the reduced integral, as we will
prove in the following section 3.4, starting from the IBP relation eq. (2.4). For use in that proof, let
us spell out the conjecture in the form of eq. (3.25) for the special-mass case of section 2.2, where
coefficient functions 5¥1¥2*3(d) had been introduced in egs. (2.17)-(2.19):

B ' (d)  grivers(d) " (5w s
L2d FQ(I - g) - m2Zvi—2d = Z (_1)j CV2,V3§j(d) = g 3(d) ’ (327)
jil—l/g

We could use eq. (3.27) together with the known result for By':"%" (d) to express the coefficients
¥ (d) at j = 0 in terms of the j > 0 ones (keeping in mind eq. (3.26)) as

vp—1 ve—1
Sv; Vi—Va—Ub,Va,V Y i (Bu;
) (d) = v N ()T ) (a) - N7 (—1)d 0D (a) (3.28)
j=1 j=1

where 8 had been defined in eq. (2.19).
Expanding the binomial in the first line of eq. (3.17) as % = Zfsz (ﬁfk) (- %)], shifting
j— k+jand j — k—j in the two terms of the second line, respectively, and exchanging summations,
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one can compare the coefficients of the three master integrals with those of eq. (3.24) and read off

C,(,_?;J;V)(d) _ Tz_:l (.Qk‘ ) (_1)2T+U_k(y)k(1 B %)T+u—1 (1 +vtk— g)-r—l ’ (3.29)
S k) R -1k vt h—d),,
CS—QZ—;—V)(d) _ S (_’1)1+k+j (V)k(l B %)T+V—l(1 vtk - %)‘r—l 7 (330)
v b0, 1) (k+ )N = DR = 1= k)l (27 + v+ 2k +j —d),_
I(j::;’/)(d) _ Til (_.1)1+k7j (I/)k(]' - g)T-‘rlI—l(l trv+ k— %.)T—l ) (331)
ke (0.5) (k=N (T =k (1 =1 -k (2r+v+2k—j— d)u+j

As a check, note that the last two equations obey the symmetry relation eq. (3.26), as they should.
As another check, at 7 = v all three expressions (while looking wildly different) give the same results
for () (d).

v,v;j
3.4 Proof of conjecture eq. (3.24)

Our proof of the conjecture eq. (3.24) will proceed via induction over the weight Yv; = vy + vg + v3.
From eq. (2.14) (or (3.19)) it is clear that the conjecture holds for weight ¥v; = 3 (and we can read

off cfi;o(d) = —%). Now suppose the conjecture holds at weight (Xv; — 1). We will show that
this implies that it then also holds at weight Xv; (and we can read off the c,(fl:,b) ;(d)).

Starting from the IBP recurrence relation eq. (2.4) (in this section only, we abbreviate shifted
indices as 1 = v — 1 etc., and use the two combinations d; = d+ 2 — Xv; and dy = d + 3 — 2Xy; to
render expressions more compact)

1 _ _ _
BYiva.vs _ glzs _ _ 118123 4 1913123 123 39
o (d) = B S LB + 28" 4 (35} (3.32)
with [1] = [midy + mavs — maws], [2] = [mivs + maedy — marn], [3] = [mive + maery — masd,], we are

]
allowed to use the conjecture eq. (3.24) on the rhs, since it contains integrals of weight (¥v; — 1) only.
Extending notation by defining

)= (3.33)

Va,Vb;Vb

in order to unify summation limits and re-arranging terms, this results in

2d., B123 BLLO(q va—1 i (=1 o o L
o = e 2 () Gy (el a3 + e ™)

(=1 (mymg)¥vi—2 G, T2 1,25

BLO.1(g vs—1 maNJ (—1 S Svi— Syi—
+ —()2 > (_71) ( )[[WE Y 20 + (8l 1)}

(—mymg)¥vi= 2o ms/  ma 1.3

BOL(d) A ma\I (=1) 1 (Sv-1) (Svi—1) (Svi—1)
(—mgmg)¥vi—2 Z ( - mig) my [[1]62’33 e+ Bleyg; } - (3:34)
j=1-v2

In order to show that the conjecture holds at weight >v;, we need to demonstrate that the 'wrong
mass’ in the denominator in front of each large square bracket cancels out. To this end, consider e.g.

the first line of eq. (3.34), where we need to factor a term mg out of the large square bracket; each

- 11 -



small square bracket is linear in mass; we rewrite the three masses therein in terms of only ms3 and
(my — mg), collect terms and obtain

ms mi1 — Mo .
|:' T :| (1?’~341) = |: 9 Yvrvawsig T 2 (_1)j ZV17V27V3;j} ) (3'35)
ine

Sr—1 Svi— Sri—1
Yui,va,v5) = {(dl — 25 + V3)c%)2l:j ) + (dl — 21 + Ijg)cgél:j 1 + (Zyi — V3 — 2d1)c§’2‘;’j )} , (336)

] > i—l b i—l > i—l
Ruy,vavss) = (_I)J {(dl - V3) [c:(I72Ijj ) _ Cg,gl;/j )] + (V2 - V1)C§’2fj )} , (337)
where y and z are rational functions in d (and hence do not contain masses). We repeat the same
exercise for the second (this time re-writing masses in terms of ms and ms + m;) and third (using m;

and mgz + mg) lines of eq. (3.34), which produces a very similar structure

mo ms + mq .

[' : }5%242) = [_ 7 Yur,vg,vasg T T (_1)] ZVl,Vs,lQ;J} ’ (338)
mq ms + mo .

[' : h“g = [_ 5 Yrwsg T (—1) 2u2,u3,u1;j} . (3.39)

The integral hence naturally splits into two parts (we again abbreviate some indices writing ¥, v, vy =
Y1,2,3;; henceforth, same for the functions z),

8123 _ 8123 +Bl23 (3 40)
Yy z .
BB BN RS (1Y o
(71)21/7, (m1m2)2yi72 i mo 1,2737]
—1—1
Bl’o’l(d) vz—1 mi\ g
* Wj ; (— mf;) Y1,3,2;
=1—1,
Bo’l’l(d) vz—1 ma\J
T N>, _92 - — 3 1.4 3.41
+ (_m2m3)2yi—2 j_; ( m3) Y2,3.1;5 ( )
—1—uy
4dsy B;Qg Bl’l’o(d) Mo — My el my\J
Svi T Tvi—2 > ( *) 21,23
(=1)= (mimg)>¥i=2  (—ms) j=1—1,

+ Bl,O,l(d) ms + my 1/32_1 (@)12 .
(—mlmg)z”i—Q (_m2) ms 1,3,255

j=1-v1
Bo’l’l(d) ms + Mo el mo\J
+ (22) 2200 3.42
(Cmamz)™ 2 (—my) j:;VZ ) 220 (3.42)

While we are happy with 8;23 (as it already has the form of the weight-(Xv;) conjecture), the z-terms
need further work. The idea is to subtract a suitably constructed zero. The key observation is

b—1 ~
> Zapej = (di— ) [BoM0 = BOP] + (b — a) gm0 (3.43)

j=1l—a

_ 2(di1—c¢)(dy —ec—1) ﬁc,a,b
T (di—D)(d+2-2—20)(d+2—2a—20) | (3.44)

x[(l—a)(d+2—2b—2c) — (1= b)(d+2— 2a—2) — (b—a)(d—2c)}
-0, (3.45)
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where we have first used eqgs. (3.37) and (3.27) and then employed the identities

BL2:3 —2(d—2v))(d+1 -2y —v)(d+2—Zv; —v1) . )

= th (21 4
BI23 = (d+2— 201 —2m)(d+2— 201 — 2v3)(d + 1 — ) oo ed (2.15) (3.46)
61’2’3 2(1 — I/Q)(d + 1-— El/i — 1/1)

= follows f s, s . (2.19 3.47
3123 ([d+2— 200 — 20)(d 11— >w) ollows from I's, see eq. (2.19) (3.47)

12,3 201 — v3)(d +1 — Su; —

B — ( 1/3)( + v, Vl) via 2 < 3 Symmetry Of ﬁ1,2,3 (348)

617273 (d+ 2 — 21/1 — 2V3)(d +1- Eyi)

to shift the 8 to a common set of indices, after which the square bracket of eq. (3.45) is seen to
be identically zero. This allows us to subtract three vanishing terms from eq. (3.42), by replacing
(X)? — (X)? — 1 under each j-sum. Now, the j = 0 term of each sum does not contribute, and we
replace j — —j for negative summation indices. This results in the intermediate expression

4d B123 BYYO(d)  mgy —my el ma\J vl mao\J
(—1)%vi (mimo)¥i=2 (— { 32:1 [( m2> 235 T Zl mi 1,2,35—j

(=ms) o
Bl,O,l(d) ms +my v3—1 my j v1—1 ms j
2 s+ (2 - o)
- (_m1m3)zyi72 (_mQ) {; [(mg,) 213,25 + ; my 21,3,2;—j
BYLN(d)  mg +my e rma
" (—mamz)®¥i=2 (—my) { ; |:(m73) }223 1+ Z [( ) ]22 3,1,—1} .
For each difference in square brackets we can now use the truncated geometric series
j—1
(27 —1] = (@—1)) o (3.49)
k=0

in order to factor off one term (note that this step requires j > 0, justifying the split performed above).
For example, [(:—2)] —1=(r=-1) Zf;é( )k for the last term, after which (722 — 1) = 71 makes
the desired cancellation against the prefactor mass mil explicit. This cancellation indeed happens for

all six terms, such that we now have

Ady 3;23 Bl,l,o(d) {1/21 j—1 ( ml)k(l v1—1j5-1 ( ) ) }
= - — )z — 122 93—
(_1)21/1‘ (m1m2)21472 == ™Mo 1,2,3;5 et 1,2,3;—75
BYONd) I b W s
F om0 2 () (1 3225 = 2 Z(ml) M) 2155 )
j=1 k=0 Jj=1 k=0
B! (d) g ma\F e ms
el 22 (o) (1 + )20~ ZZ(mQ) (1+22) 2315}
j=1 k=0 j=1 k=0

which already has the form of the conjecture and completes the proof. To be completely explicit, let
us absorb the extra mass factors into the k-sum and interchange summations

j—1 J
Yol 4a) =Y d* 2 - —dky),
k=0 k=0

v;—1 v;—1

y = > (3.50)
k=0

l/7‘,—1
1 k=0 j=max(k,1)

j=
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followed by re-labelling summation indices j <+ k, to get, using ¢;; = (2—0; —d;_1) and j1 = max(j, 1),

vo—luve—1 vi—1lv
4d2 8123 BllO 22— 1~

(*1);” R EVZ { 22 (_ 72) ik 1,23k — Z Z ( ) ik 21,2,3;4@}
J=0 k=3 =0 k=j;
1,0,1 —1lvz—1 vi—1luvi—1
i (—ﬂ]flmg(gzl‘?{ ( ) D IDY ( ) ik 21,3,2;—k}

m

“MHHM

J=0 k=71

v vo—1rvs—1

( ) k22,3, Lk = Z Z (m3) ik 22,3,1;—]@}. (3.51)

J=0 k=j1

BOL (d {

)=
(—mams) =0 k

4 Two-step IBP recursion relation

Motivated by the fact that in section 3.2 the relation eq. (3.12) involving dimensional shifts had been
instrumental in generalizing B'1¥(d) to B™7(d), let us take a closer look at further such dimension-
shift relations. In our notation, the first and third of eqs. (94) of (the journal version of) [24] read

(d — 2)(1 — 1) BV 723 (d) = [2m2m3 +1m -2 - 3*] 1= d= Brrvava(q) | (4.1)

(d — 2)(d — EVZ‘)BVI’VQ’VB (d) = |: — 2m2m31_ — 2m3m12_ + 2m1m23_ d— B¥v2vs (d) s (42)

where d~ is the dimension-shifting operator of eq. (3.13). An interesting combination of these two
IBP relations is obtained by adding eq. (4.1) plus its two permutations® to eq. (4.2), whereupon the
mass-dependent terms drop out, leaving

(d — 2)(d+ 3 — 25w;) B (d) = M(17,27,37)d™ BV (d) (4.3)
with A(17,27,37) = 171" 42727 +373" —2(172" +2°3" +3717), (44)

where we once again encounter Kéllén’s triangle function of eq. (1.1), this time in operator form, as
well as the dimension-lowering operator d~ of eq. (3.13).

Noting that eq. (4.3) reduces the index-weight ¥v; = v + v5 + v3 by two in each step, and given
that we know the boundary integrals eqs. (2.7)-(2.9) for arbitrary dimension d, it might be used in
place of the single-step recursion eq. (2.4) to construct a more efficient recursive reduction to master
integrals. In practice, starting from an integral B¥**2-3(d) with positive indices v;, one can repeatedly
apply eq. (4.3) until one of the indices is reduced to 0 or -1. The latter case is then reduced to the first
by using the denominator’s symmetry (under momentum shifts p - —p, ¢ = 2p —gand p — 2¢g — p
for Bab0 Ba.0:¢ and B%%¢ respectively) in the integral’s numerator (see also eqgs. (2.9), (2.10) of [7])

37 B20(d) = {2mums +17 +27} BA+20(a) (4.5)
27 B0 (d) = { — 2mymg + 17 437} B0 (a) (4.6)
17 B™*2%(d) = { = 2mamg +27 +37} B™*(d), (4.7)

where we have exploited mz = mq +ms in order to write differences of squared masses in a convenient
way. Now one is left with products of tadpoles, for which egs. (2.6)-(2.9) provide the reduction to
master integrals.

5To not miss signs when permuting indices, it is useful to remember that 2maoms3 = —m% + m% + m%.
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4.1 Recursion-free result for ¢(**%)

It turns out that the two-step reduction eq. (4.3) together with egs. (4.5)-(4.7) not only allows for a
very efficient recursive calculation of integrals B¥**2:"2(d) with high values of the indices v;, but also
allows to explicitly construct the rational functions c(z”")(d), as we will explain in this section.

Let us first simplify the recurrence relation eq. (4.3), to clearly expose its structure. We start
by observing that the recurrence leaves the combination d — Xv; = dy invariant, and use this to
replace d = dy + Xv;, substituting back only after solving the equation. Furthermore, let us define
e = mod(Xv;,2) (i.e. e = 0/1 for even/odd index sum Yv;; e is not changed by the recursion either,
since it lowers the index sum by two at each step), as well as the integer ng = [%-\ = %, which
we use to set Xv; = 2ng — e. With these definitions, eq. (4.3) can be written as (recall L* = (47)~2)

any B2 = AN(17,27,37) LY B4 with  ap, = (do — e — 24 2ng)(do + € + 3 — 2ng) , (4.8)

where the lowering operator arguments of the Kéllén polynomial A(17,27,37) act upon the indices

v; on the right-hand side, while Yv; = v + v5 + v3 and therefore the value of ng is fixed on both sides.

To absorb the dimension-lowering operator that comes with each application of A in eq. (4.3), we have

slightly modified the notation for the integrals B and absorbed the dimension-shift into the index ny.
To remove the factor a,, from the left-hand side, we can define (recalling eq. (3.5))

no

_ a; n _

BZ(lJWst. = < Lzl) BZz,VQ,Vs — (7 fi) 0 (LO2 e)no (7 7d0+2€+1)n0 BZE’DQ’W > (4'9)
i=1

in terms of which we obtain a 3-parameter linear homogeneous recurrence with constant coefficients,
Byivavs — )\(1_,2_73_)BZ;’E§’”3 . (4.10)

Starting from an integral B¥1*>'3 with all ; positive, one can now use eq. (4.10) until one of the
v; is either 0 or —1. It can happen that two indices get reduced to zero simultaneously, in which case
the boundary condition eq. (2.6) allows us to drop these integrals. The recursion hence terminates
with a linear combination of integrals in which exactly one index is 0 or —1, while the two others
remain positive, dividing the result into three sectors. Due to eq. (3.24), to fix the coeflicient functions
¢>¥i)(d) therein it is sufficient to focus on only one of those sectors here. We choose this to be the one
with non-positive v3, corresponding to tadpole integrals in the masses mi and mso, or the first lines of
eqs. (3.24) and (3.25). In this sector, the recursion terminates with

v Vs
Brivzvs — Z Zp;{_lk’;"’” B3F:=P 4 other sectors, with p= mod (Xv; —j — k,2) ,  (4.11)
j=1k=1
where the pju-l,c’,V;"VB are some integer coefficients generated by the recursion.

Vi,V2,V3

J,kip s

need to distinguish the two terminal cases p € {0,1}. If p = 1, i.e. B%*~! was produced, it must have

originated from the [37]2 part of A, as [37]2 B%%!. The positive-index integral B’**!  in turn, arose
vi—j—k—1

from A\~"3 Bv1v2:vs by picking out the term [17]*1=7 [27]*27% [37]*s~1 from the product of \’s.
Denoting the (integer) coefficient of that term as gy, —j.u,—k,v5—1, We have just learned that

To understand the integer coefficients p , it helps to backtrack the recurrence one step. We

V1,V2,V3
Pj k1 = Gui—jva—kwz—1, (4.12)
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a+b+c
where g4 5, is the coeflicient of the term 2%yb2¢ in the expanded product [)\(az,y, z)} 2 or, equiv-

which can therefore be thought of as the generating

. o . 1
alently, in the series expansion of —r—— NCXTOE

function for the gq p,c

1 1
(z,y,2) T 122y 2242y + 272+ 2yz

D Gaper®y’s = (4.13)

a,b,c>0

If on the other hand p = 0, i.e. B»*? was produced, it can have come from the part [37]% —

2(1737 +2737) of A\, as [37)2 B#*2 — 2173~ BitLR1 923~ Bik+LL (the first term obviously
only contributes for v3 > 1). Each of these positive—index integrals B, in turn, arose from the respective

73k

powers of lowering operators within A BVl’”Z’”3, whose coeflicients we have already named

above as g. So we have now learned that

V1 ,V2,V:
pjlkoz P = = Gui—ja—kws—2 ~ 29v1—j—Lva—kws—1 = 29 —jra—k—1,v5—1 (4'14)
_ Vi,v2,v3—1 V1,V2,V3 V1,V2,V3
= Pjki1 o 2pj+1,k;1 - 2pj,k+1;1 . (4.15)

The integers gqp as defined in eq. (4.13) are obviously fully symmetric in all three indices, and
we will derive a closed form for them later (cf. eq. (4.27) below). In the above, these coefficients are
needed for non-negative indices with even sum a + b + ¢. We have g4 = 0 for all other cases (i.e. if
any index is negative, or the index sum is odd). This automatically implements the upper summation
limits of eq. (4.11), for example, and also guarantees that the first term of eq. (4.14) only contributes
for v3 > 0, such that we did not need to enforce this with an additional condition in the equation
itself.

Translating back from integrals B to B via eq. (4.9) and recalling the parameter definitions we
had made above, we now have

L& L™ Bik—p(d — 2
B2 (d) = Z Zp?lk’f;f"’?’ s ( n) + other sectors , (4.16)
j=1k=1 77 qTL 1(d)
Svi—j—k
with  p=mod(Zv; —j—k,2), n= %ﬂ (4.17)
and  ¢=¥(d) = ( [[@—20+1 25+ %)) . (4.18)
=1

For p = 1, we remove the negative index from the integrals B/*~1(d —2n) via eq. (4.5), such that
only integrals B**°(d — 2n) remain. Those are known analytically, cf. eq. (2.7), and can for example
all be mapped onto one common master integral B11:9(d) as given in eq. (2.12), using

han(d) hyn(d) BYO(d) with  hg n(d) @11) Tla+n—9)

B“"0(d —2n) = ; T AT 4y
( ) m2e =2 1, 2042n=2 [ an ’ [(a)T(1— %)

(4.19)

Equation (4.16) (modulo the other sectors with o = 0 and vy = 0, respectively) then becomes

s BYOd) A& d) hgn(d) (mi\k=i [ p=0: ple”
B(sle’ct2(;r1:3)(d) = ZVL 2 ZZ Z (7) = i,llc’;g’ysw ’ (420)

(mamg) ™= £ £ g2V (d) (mama )P \mz p=1:p5i
where w = [2m1m2 +m? h’ L ’(’Cg)d) +m3 hk L ’E;))} The fractions (like h;;l’gé)d) = (dé(_l;j]z%)) arose

from factoring B7*°(d) out of all terms.
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We now trade the summation parameter k for £ = k — j, in effect summing over diagonal stripes
of the (j, k)-rectangle, leading to

min(vy,ve—{)

BYO(d) = ¢ Ry (d) hjren(d) [ p=0: p 250
B(Vslé:;:::f)(d) — éyi)iz Z (m1) Z i %%JH, d) ) p . Pjy,lj;zgjgg _(4.21)
(m1m2) (=1—1vy m2 j=max(1,1—-¢) an (d) p It v

hj 1.n(d Bjto—1,n(d .
j=tnld) | ma M] In terms of the new summation parameters,

where now w = [2 + an; R ) v C)
p=mod(Xy; —¢,2) and n = E"%”p —7J.

In order to facilitate a comparison with eq. (3.24), we collect same powers of the mass ratio by
shifting summation indices. To this end, for the % term we let £ — ¢ — 1 and j — j + 1 (and hence
p — 1—p, n — n—p), while the 22 o term necessitates £—¢+1 (and hencep - 1—p,n - n+1—p).
Recalling that h, ,(d) vanishes for j < 0 (cf. eq. (2.11)), we do not need to adjust the limits of the
j-sum. The resulting expression reads

vo—1 min(vy,ve—£) v,
BYLY23 (1) — BY1(d) X my ¢ .l hjn(d) hjyen(d) ) p=10: ﬂfﬁfﬁ v 4.99
(sectorl)( ) - (m m )Zu,y—Q Z mi Z Eyl(d) p= 1: 9 p~Lsv2vs ’( . )
17re2 {=1—11 2 j=max(1,1-¥¢) qn JJ+61
with o5 0" = iU + iV + 05 S.,. We note that for actual polynomial expansions, the

representation hy ,(d) = W a+" 1(26 d) turns out to be useful; also, we observe that one
actually never needs to explicitly use the trivial boundary values BY*%-%(d) = 0 etc. of eq. (2.6) here,
since they always drop out exactly (after lifting the negative index).

In summary, Kéllén recursion, lifting and tadpole reduction leads to (n; = [%1 for brevity)
min(ve+7,vp) ( d) ( _ 4)
v (Sv) 2 2)nj—j-1  Guotj—kuvy—kye—1
(D@ = Y Fra— T S (423)
T ety U 8) e (R 2w, (T RE(R) (R - )
where the integer coefficients G are given by
1 2
Gune = (a4+b+c)even : 2¢4p.c, (4.24)
((l +b + C) odd : Ga,b,c—1 — YGa—1,b,c — YGa,b—1,c »

with g4, defined in eq. (4.13).

As a check, the symmetry relation c(yil;"a);_j (d) = cl(,f”;b)](d) (cf. eq. (3.26)) follows from eq. (4.23)
by simply shifting & — k — j and using that G4 = Gp,a,c is symmetric in its first two indices.
Furthermore, the representation eq. (4.23) could now be used to render the proof of the previous

section constructive.

4.2 Closed form for integer coeflicients g, ;.

We now turn to deriving a closed form for the numbers g, . that had been defined in eq. (4.13).
The numbers g4, ;.05 are actually the solution of a purely combinatorial problem, counting distinct
weighted shortest paths between two points in a 3d cubic grid, originating from the K&llén recursion. To
evaluate ga, a,.a5, count® all possible words made out of three different letters (each letter representing
one step on the grid into the direction labelled by that letter), taking a; copies of the i-th letter,
respectively, but weighing each word with a factor of (—1)™ where m counts the mixed-letter pairs in

6We are indebted to Felix Galland for discussions on the 2d version, which led to the 3d solution presented here.
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the word.” The result can be represented as a triple sum that follows directly from counting the letter
combinations as explained above. Using A = aﬁ-a% and N = A — ny — no — ng, one obtains

- L5 2] % (—2)V Al

gal’a27a3 a 0 7’?,1! TLQ! ’I’Lg! (N + 277,1 - 0,1)! (N + 27’7,2 - ag)! (N + 2?’7,3 - a3)! '

n1=0ns=0ng=

(4.25)

This integer-valued triple sum gg, q,,q5 is totally symmetric in its three indices. It is implied that the
sum of indices, a1 + ag + as, is always even, cf. eq. (4.13). Special cases are

oz (@2 + a3)!

4.26
ag! a3! ( )

Ja1<0,a2,a3 = 0 y  90,0,a3 = 1 y  90,az,a3 = (_1
the last two of which correspond to the respective 1d and 2d counting problems.

It would be great to have a closed form for the general case g, 5, when all three indices are
positive. Not being able to explicitly solve egs. (4.13) or (4.25) for now, we can take another approach
and compare our result for B*1*2:¥3(d) in terms of the gq 5 . of the previous section to special cases of B
that we had already been able to solve in closed form. As we will explain below, it turns out that these
constraints are strong enough to extract an explicit formula for the g,,c, which can then of course
be verified against eqgs. (4.13) or (4.25). A key realization is that, even though one is equating two
sums of rational functions (in d), the pole structure of both expressions has to be identical, allowing
to access single terms of those sums.

Let us® compare eq. (4.23) for the special case v, = v, = 7 with our solution for B™7*<(d) (from
which we had read off cf;';l'”)(d) as a finite sum over Gamma functions, cf. eq. (3.29)), on the single
pole dflp with p = 2(27 + v + k — n;) — 1 where & = max(1 + j,1) and n; = 7 + [“2]. The
corresponding residue projects out the single integer coefficient Gr_j4jr—k,,—1 only, corresponding
to the first term of the sum eq. (4.23), while the B™™%¢(d) result reduces to two terms. Inverting
the first of eq. (4.24), we can map ga,.az,05 = 5 Gayag,0; ONtO this expression (which works for the
case as < ag for j = ay —asz, 7 = a3+ 1 and 27 + v. = 3 + a1 + 2a3, from which follow £ = 1 and
n; =2+ %; all the time remembering that a; 4+ as + a3 is even), whence only the first of the
two terms of the B™7¥<(d) result contributes since we probe it with v. + j=odd here. The resulting
formula can finally be symmetrized in its indices, leading to

o anas = v = A (1) sy B (s, » (42D

ai,az,as a1 as) as! (%)al_A (%)GZ_A (%)%—A ay! as! as! 2/ A—a; \2/A—ax \2) A—agz’

with integer A = % as above, and where both versions can be seen to be equivalent by using
the definition of the Pochhammer symbols in terms of Gamma functions (cf. eq. (3.5)) and using
elementary relations between those. Additionally, Legendre’s duplication formula for the Gamma
function could be employed to rewrite Pochhammer symbols of positive half-integer values in terms
of factorials as (k + %)n = Fifz:_]i;%) = 4752(Z]Lril)€!)é§;i)!
forms given above to avoid distinguishing between positive and negative values of the integers A — a;.

Most amazingly, even though we have just looked at a single coefficient in the Xv; + j=odd
case, this fixes all coefficients g, hence also the G, which are needed for Yv; 4 j=even cases.

(valid for positive n), but we prefer to keep the

“For example, we can obtain gi,1,2 by first writing all (131,22,)! = 12 words made from the letters ABCC as

{ABCC,ACBC,ACCB,CABC,CACB,CCAB,BACC,BCAC,BCCA,CBAC,CBCA,CCBA}; then generating the weights

by grouping letters of each word in pairs of two, replacing same-letter (mixed-letter) pairs with a factor of 1 (—1) and

multiplying, getting {—1,1,1,1,1,—1,—-1,1,1,1,1, —1}; and finally summing these weights, which results in g1,1,2 = 4.
8See also appendix D, however.
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Note also that eq. (4.27) actually works correctly for all integer values of the indices a;: if any
a; < 0, the corresponding inverse factorial 1/a;! = 1/T'(a; + 1) = 1/T(Z < 0) nullifies g; furthermore,
if a1 + as + as is odd, the inverse Pochhammer corresponding to the smallest a; does the same,
1/(3) mingany 4 = D(3)/T(H2mal a2 0s) — p(d)/1(Z < 0).

As a check, the zero index cases eq. (4.26) follow immediately from eq. (4.27). It also follows that
for (a+ b+ ¢) odd, the 3-g combination Gy . can be written as a single g (with integer s = 1tatbte)

4573 I'(s) 1+ec

(atbro) odd  alblel (). (3), . O

T l4a+b+ec

Ga,b,c Ja,b,1+c - (428)

We close this section by further simplifying the previous section’s final result. The coefficients G
that appear in eq. (4.23) and have been expressed in terms of single gq ¢ in eqs. (4.28) and (4.24) for
even and odd cases, respectively, can be represented in a unified way. Using that for Xv; + j=even
(odd) we have j = 2n; — Xv; (j = 2n; — Xv; — 1) and slightly massaging the Pochhammer symbols by
going back to their definition in terms of Gamma functions (cf. eq. (3.5)), we obtain

2. 4m k=1 (n; — k —1)!
R B I VI € N € B € B

This allows to rewrite eq. (4.23) as (all factorials good: v, > 0 = n; > k; rest from summation limits)

Grati—kw—kwe—1 = . (4.29)

50 (g (—1)Zvi—mit (1 — g)nj_j_l §
20,y (D), (e = DY

) min(%jﬂ’b) (% —n; + 1)k—1 (le — k- 1)' (4 30)
k=max(1+4j,1) (di;r?'_xyi)nj*k(%)uc*ngdrk (k—l)' (k_.]_l)' (Vb_k)! (Va_k+j)!

where we recall that n; = f%} and Yv; = v, + vp + v, here.

Using this explicit solution, one can test for symmetries among the rational functions ¢*#), in
addition to the ones given already in eq. (3.26). Among all 58870 coefficients up to weight 30, we
discovered an additional general symmetry

) (d) = ) (d) (4.31)

Va,Vb3] vb—J:Va+Jsj
that leaves v, + v, unchanged, as well as two more particular ones

o) = (=) ) (d), hd) = ()Pt (d) (4.32)

Ly LSv;—1—vy+jsj Va,13j CSvi—va—1-4,15

which, depending on the parity of Xv; + j, also relate coeflicients with different overall signs. All sym-
metries leave the weight as well as |j| unchanged. So only 14875 of those coefficients are independent
functions.

For example, the three relations between the coefficients that one can observe in eq. (3.23) are
captured by these symmetry relations. In fact, of the 30 distinct rational coefficient functions cffl)): j (d)
needed to parametrize all ten weight-6 integrals B123(d), B»14(d), B%?2(d) (plus index permuta-
tions) according to eq. (3.24), only 9 are independent (up to an overall sign; at larger weight, the
fraction of such independent coefficients approaches 25% from above), due to relations such as the
six-fold symmetry C%;z = cg?%;_Q = 05(2;2 = cf{;_Q = fcg%g = ,Cg?;_? = 7%' Note
that some of these symmetries relate coefficients belonging to different integrals, such as to B12:3(d)

and BY14(d) in the example shown here.
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Note also that other simple relations, such as cgg;l = Qng;l, cf. eq. (3.23), are not yet captured,

so it is not excluded that one can discover additional symmetry relations in eq. (4.30). We do not
explore this further here, since having the explicit solution at hand is fully sufficient.

5 Application: three-point integrals for collinear momenta

Returning to the discussion of section 1, we note that for three-point functions (with external momenta
p1, p2 and hence p3 = —p; — po for momentum conservation), the Kéllén function A(p?, p3, p3) vanishes
in the collinear limit (i.e. for parallel external momenta: p; = 2P, po = (1 — )P where P = p1 +ps =
—ps is the total momentum, and z is the fraction thereof carried by the first external particle).

It is therefore natural to ask whether one can also expect a significant simplification of three-point
functions in the collinear limit, analogous to the factorization property of “mass-collinear” vacuum
integrals proven above. In the one-loop case with massless internal lines the answer turns out to be
affirmative, as we will demonstrate in this section.

The key ingredient is an astonishing exact relation between 1-loop massless triangles

ddq 1

(2m) [(¢ = p2)?1" [(g + p1)?]72 [g%]
and the 2-loop massive tadpoles B of eq. (1.3) (with three independent masses still), which has been
discovered in [33] and dubbed the “magic” connection therein.” The original derivation is based on

p% = (p1 +p2)2 (5.1)

T2 (ds pt, p3, p3) E/

the similarity of general results for these integrals, which (in both cases) can be expressed in terms of
Appell’s Fy functions [34, 35], as well on the similar structure of the respective recurrence relations [36].

In the following two subsections, we first recall the derivation of the “magic” relation via Feyn-
man parameter representations, and then apply the factorization property eq. (3.25) to obtain the
abovementioned simplifications for the collinear-momenta three-point case.

5.1 Re-deriving the “magic” connection

The Feynman parameter representations for our two types of three-propagator integrals are both
three-fold and read

Bviv2vs (d; m%, m%,m%) . / (ﬁ dx; :c]VJ ) O0(xy + o+ 23 — 1) (120 + 2123 + $2$3)% (5.2)
LT (Zv; — d) a >0 Ny Y L(vy) (x1m? + zom3 + xgm3)Zvi—d P
V1 ,Vo, Vs . 3 Vi
Ld F(Zl/i — %) ;>0 i T F(l/j) (11332}3% + 5011173]0% + 582%3])%)2”"_% ’

where we recall that L = (47T)’% is due to our integral normalization, and Yv; = v + v5 + v3.

To fully expose the similarity of the two expressions, one can perform a conformal-type integra-
212223(21+22+23)
zi(z122+2223+2321)
function remains unchanged [33, 37]. After considering the homogeneity of the integrand’s denom-

inator, many factors cancel against the Jacobian of the transformation. The Feynman parameter

tion variable transformation x; = that is chosen such that the argument of the delta

representation eq. (5.2) of the massive two-loop vacuum diagram then takes the equivalent form

v, v
BYrvas (d; m3, m3, m3) _ / (ﬁ dz; z; ’ ]) z1+ 22+ 23— 1)
L D(Sv; — d) 220 z I'(v;) (z120m3 + 2123m3 + zo23m3)>Vi—d

.(5.4)

Jj=1

9In order to translate between [33] and our Euclidean notation, we note that J(d;vi,ve,vs| — p%,fpg,fpg) =
(=1)=vi /2 [—d Tv1:v2:v3(d; p? p2 p2). See also footnotes 1 and 3.
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Comparing this with eq. (5.3) allows to read off the exact relation

3

INOZ Lo
BY¥2¥s (dim,m3,m3) = L3425 (H FE?;) TP 727 (28w, — d;mi,m3,m3) ,  (5.5)
J

=1

where the right-hand side contains the massless triangle integral, with d-dependent indices that we

abbreviate as 7; = Yv; — % — v;, and evaluated at a shifted dimension. This latter integral can still

be simplified, as explained in the following.
Massless loop integrals sometimes allow for simple evaluations. Two such examples are
dk 1 d F(Vl—i-l/g— g)r(g —Vl)F(%—VQ)

V1,V2 (. 2 — =
F (dip7) = /(27T)d (k2] [(k + p)?]- L D(d — vy — vo) D(1n) T(w) [p2]r te—2 >0

V1,V2,V 2 2 2y d=Zvy; 2 1—‘(221/1 _Vj)
T (dipt,ps,p3) =" ] 7 (5.7)

) i, -
=1 TV F(Vj) [P?]Q 7

The first of these is the trivial massless one-loop two-point (or p-) integral that has been known for a
long time (see e.g. [38]). The formula is generic in the sense that the propagator powers v; do not need
to be integers, but can for example also depend on the dimension d. It allows to recursively integrate
large classes of multi-loop p-integrals (see e.g. [18, 19, 38-40] for 3- to 5-loop examples). Equation
(5.7) has been known at least since the 1980’s as well [41] in connection with so-called “uniqueness”
methods [42, 43]. It has many derivations (see also [44-46]), and can also be obtained by integrating
eq. (5.3) above.

One of the nice tricks of the uniqueness methods is then to use the two relations in combination,
in order to systematically shift indices of massless triangle integrals: starting from a triangle with
index sum Yy; # d, in order to enforce Yv; = d one splits one of the lines into two using eq. (5.6)
in reverse, at the cost of an additional loop integral; then eq. (5.7) is used on the enforced unique
triangle, reducing the loop number again and producing an external leg at the vertex that is non-
adjacent to the line that had been split. For our massless triangles T"1:*2:¥3 of eq. (5.1), one move of
the uniqueness game is played as follows: pick one of the three propagators (say, the third), identically
rewrite its corresponding index (3 = [d — 11 — 1] + [S1; — %] — 4) and use eq. (5.6) in reverse
([¢?]7 ~ Pd_”l_”?’zy"'_%(d; ¢%) up to Gamma factors), whence the first of the two propagators in
the one-loop bubble P forms a unique triangle with the remaining two propagators of T" allowing to
use eq. (5.7), which results in

d 3 d 1711 g71./ l/‘,:f4 .
TVl»V2,V3(d;p%’p§’p§) _ F(ZW—§) (Hr(ﬁ_yj)) Tz vz 2(d,dp%,pg,p§) . (5.8)
F(d — EVZ‘) =1 F(VJ) [pg]El/i*u_gfé
Repeating this procedure for each of the three lines, one obtains
ISy —4) /& (¢ —v)) i 4y d
T (ds p, p3. p3) = = (11 L) T s g )) - (5.9)
F(d — El/i) i [p?}zui—uj—i F(l/j)
The magic connection of [33] then follows from combining eq. (5.9) with eq. (5.5), resulting in
L(Sv; — §) BYv2vs(25y; — d; p3, p3, p3)
T (d 3, ) = L3 : . SPLIRPE - (5.10)
T(d - Xv;) [T, [p2] 5w

where we recall that Xv; = v + v + 13 is the index sum, and L = (4#)_% is a normalization factor.
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p3 p3
\/P? P3P} =\/p? + /13 —\/P3
p1 p2 pP1 p2

Figure 4. Structure of the reduction of massless one-loop three-point functions with collinear momenta to
one-loop two-point functions, such as for the specific example given in eq. (5.13). Here, all internal lines
correspond to single-power massless progagators 1/[k2]. We label the external momenta by p;, implying
collinearity p1 || p2, which we indicate by drawing the external lines parallel.

5.2 Mapping collinear three-point integrals onto two-point functions

Having established the connection eq. (5.10) in our notation, we can now restrict both sides of the
equation to the special case of vanishing Kéllén function. As already discussed above, A(p3, p3,p3) = 0
implies collinear momenta p; || p2. Imposing these kinematic restrictions, all we have learned about
the massive vacuum integrals B can be directly applied to the massless triangles T'. In particular,

applying eq. (3.25) (with d — 2Xv; — d and m; — (p%)%; and inserting into each sum one factor like
1 = P2 (dipy)

— Priv2(d;l)
can immediately reduce one of the positive propagator powers v; of three-point integrals T%1:¥2:"3 to
zero, thus obtaining a linear combination of the trivial massless two-point functions P of eq. (5.6), since

Tv1v20(d; p3, p3, p2) = PY172(d;p3), with similar relations for the other two cases. In full structural

[p%]”l"’”"‘_% etc., in order to eliminate d from explicit powers of the invariants p?), we

analogy to eq. (3.24), the reduction reads

Pvive(d- 2 va—1 » 2. 1
T (ds kg, ) P2 DR S (Pl () (%)2
2\ =5t —v1 2 iy, 1,V257 P
(1) (p3) =1 3
V1,V . v3—1 i
N EP 1, B(d,p%z) 3 (_1)3' é(gw) (d) (%) 2
Vi, Yi_y, V1,V33]
(p%) 2 ! (pg) 2 3 j=1—-vq p3
vo,v3 (. 2 v3—1 2 1
+ pr2 ‘3(d,p1) (_1)j E(Zuz‘) (d) (])72)é (5.11)
2 Sy, 2 Sy —vz v2,V33] p2 ?
(p2) 2 (p?,) 2 j=1—vsy 3
v ISy — HT21 -2+ 9) (s,
: ~(Zv;) _ ? 2 v 2 (Zvi) L
with CV17V2;j(d) - I'(d — Yv;) L= Pviv2(d; 1) CVl,Va;j(QEV’ d) , (5.12)

and coefficient cl(f'ljj; ; from eq. (4.30).
For example (see also figure 4), the massless one-loop three-point function with collinear momenta

p1 || p2 and unit propagator powers reduces to one-loop two-point functions as (Ef’%;o(d) =1)

pupe PV (dspt) | PM(dip3)  Ph(d;p3)

(5.13)
(P3p3)? (P3p3)? (3 p3)?

TV (d; i, p3. p3)

Given that p-integrals constitute a well-studied class of multi-loop Feynman integrals (see e.g.
[38], [18, 19] and [39] for three-, four- and five-loop work; see also the review [46]), a natural question
would be to ask whether the mapping from 7" to P can be generalized to higher loops. We leave this
as an interesting open question for the future.

- 22 —



6 Summary and Outlook

Considering the effort that went into establishing the partial results eq. (3.16) (closed-form solution of
the particular-index case B™™"(d)), eq. (3.25) (mass dependence of the general-index case B¥**2:¥3(d))
and eq. (4.23) (functional d-dependence of the general-index case) by largely independent methods,
it has been extremely gratifying to see all three ends meet in section 4.2, and be able to extract an
explicit result for the integral B;L"2Y (d) of eq. (1.5). From eq. (3.25), eq. (2.12) and eq. (4.30),
our general factorization formula takes the form of a finite double-sum

V1,V2,V; v3—1 X . v3—1 Yv; .
Bitiistn (@) _ 3 C(W)(ml)+ S C”a@(mz)
L2dT2(1 — %) e (mymg)Evi—d ms P <m2m3)2w—d ms
vo—1 (Zvi) .
Col v (d) myp\J
+ (1) (*) ; (6.1)
j:;ul (mlmQ)Eul ¢ ma m3 = mi + ma

Yvi =v1+ve+uvs
Zvi—n;+1 _d
C(Zw) (d) _ (_1) o (1 2)”_j—j—1 «
asVb3] - 1
Va,Vpsj 2 (i)njfuruc (%)njijiyaiyc (ve — 1)

) mm(yim) (4 —n;+1),_, (n; —k—1)! (6.2)
d . - |
iy (52 =2), (5), e (=D (k== 1)L (= k)! (va—k+)!

with Pochhammer symbols (a), = Fgf(':)” ) and integers n; = [#] The normalization factor on the

left-hand side of eq. (6.1) is the square of a massive one-loop tadpole, cf. eq(2.12).
We have gone full circle, guided by the Kéllén function of eq. (1.1). First, its zeros provided
us with a linear propagator mass relation. Then, at these Kéllén zeros, IBP reduction relations

for our massive two-loop vacuum integral simplified to a degree that allowed to extract closed-form
analytic results from some special-mass and special-index cases such as Bglnf 2" (d) of section 2.2 and
B7™™¥(d) of section 3.2, as well as to prove the general mass dependence shown in eq. (6.1). Next,
and perhaps surprisingly, the Kéllén function resurfaced in operator form at the core of the powerful
two-step IBP reduction relation eq. (4.3). Finally, it not only governed the generating function for
the combinatorics at the core of the coefficients ¢(*¥!)(d) as described in section 4.1, but also allowed
for a complete solution of that combinatorial problem, leading to the explicit form eq. (6.2) of those
coefficient functions.

Looking back, we note that in the case of B™™”(d) we have solved a two-dimensional linear
homogeneous recurrence with variable coefficients that underlies eq. (3.12) (see appendix B); while
for deriving the coefficients in the full solution for B**2:*3(d), after having proven its generic mass-
structure, we identified and solved a three-dimensional linear homogeneous recurrence with constant
coefficients that underlies eq. (4.3), as explained in section 4.1. Both of these solutions of specific
multidimensional recurrences seem currently out of reach for general summation techniques, which
mostly rely on powerful symbolic summation tools that have been developed for the univariate case
(see, e.g. [47, 48] and references therein).

A first application of our factorization formula has been to massless collinear three-point functions
in section 5, where it had allowed to give a general decomposition of the triangle function into massless
propagator integrals. This is in close analogy to the well-known triangle rule [11, 12] (see also the
related diamond rule [49]) that comes up when reducing one-loop (sub-)diagrams via IBP relations,
which had been solved in [50]. These closed forms for general-index cases are solutions in the sense that
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they express the result as a non-recursive linear combinations over simpler (lower-loop or lower-point)
structures. The advantage of such explicit solutions is that fewer terms are generated (than in IBP
recursions), and that spurious poles at intermediate steps of a recursion can be avoided.

Another straightforward, albeit rather mathematical, application would be to extract explicit
results for certain types of Bessel moments. In d-dimensional coordinate space, massive propagators
correspond to Bessel functions, such that after the trivial angular integration corresponding to a two-
point function one is left with a one-dimensional radial integral representation for the vacuum integral
of eq. (1.3), B2 o [ daa™ =2 Ky o, (miz) Kgjo—y, (Max) Kqja—y, (maz) (see [51-53] for
related treatments of sunset-type integrals). Setting ms = mj +ms and comparing with eq. (6.1) then
allows to find explicit results for such triple-Bessel moments with general indices.

One might be tempted to further simplify the above result and solve one of the two remaining
finite sums, perhaps after commuting them. We have not been able to do this ourselves, but regard our
final result as highly useful in the present form, as for most practical cases the indices v; have rather
small integer values, such that only very few terms contribute to the double sum. Other interesting
generalizations would be to derive compact results for other special-index cases other than B™™¥(d),
such as e.g. for B*0<(d), or to look at analogous simplifications (for phenomenologically relevant
kinematic constraints such as the linear mass-relations exploited here) of higher-loop IBP relations and
attempt progress on their generic solutions. On the more formal side, it might be possible to establish
a connection between the specific two-loop factorization observed here and Baikov’s (ir)reducibility
criterion [54].

We close by noting that the mass structure of our integral is similar to what appears within finite
temperature field theory, and this is no coincidence; as already mentioned in section 1, it had in fact
been one of the main motivations that led us into the present work. Indeed, in the so-called imaginary
time formalism, the temporal components of the momentum four-vectors obey a linear relation at each
vertex, akin to our eq. (1.4). The detailed investigation of such finite-temperature sum-integrals in
the light of our new results is well beyond the scope of the present work, however, and we leave it for
the future [55].
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A Derivation of eq. (3.7)

To show how eq. (3.7) follows from eq. (3.6), we denote the mass ratio as z = ;21 such that eq. (3.6)

reads (we suppress the overall j-independent factor %)
_ N, Wd—g-1)ai™t + (25— d)a]
S=2 p (1—az)v+i=J ’ (A1)
j=1

(2 - d+j)y7j (1 o g)jfl 47t
G2+, , THG+59

with  p,; = (A.2)
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Replace © — [1 — (1 — z)] in the numerator and use the binomial formula to expand as

:zj: (i)‘j;k(—l)k(l—x)k, o zé(i>(—1)k(l—x)k, (A.3)

k=0
such that

v

j
Zp v Qg (1= 2)F 771 (A.4)
j=1k=0

with  qr; = (i)(—l)k[(d—j—l)jjk+(2j—d)]. (A.5)

Rewrite the double sum by adding and subtracting a number of (j, k)-points (see figure 5) and change
the summation variable j for £ = j 4+ k — 1, to obtain

{21/1(/2] 2v—140—v
=0 k=0 l=v k=0

Z Z ZZ}pu1+z k Qrre—k (1—2)77. (A.6)

In the second double sum, we have ¢ > v, such that the binomial can be expanded as (1 — z)*™" =

Zﬁ;g (5;”) (—z)7, and after trading ¢ for L = ¢ — v and exchanging L- and j-sums, we get

2v—1
S:Z(lfx rygler E (A7)
=0
[¢/2] v=l L I
with  r = kZ:O Poitl—k Qe iti—k s  Svj = (—1) Lz;]kz::o <k> P i4v+L—k G, 14v+L—k - (A.8)

Both sums can be evaluated immediately, to give

T’uyg = O, (Ag)
(-8, )T/ —dtvi ) (1-%),
i =T ; C=Tw—0 jl2-d+v+j), (A10)

Reinstalling the suppressed prefactor and setting z = %7 we finally arrive at

M

) BLO1(d) ‘A 1-9), (ml)j |

eq. 36 :752
% (36) (mams3)¥ (mymg)” (2- d+1/+j)

:O

which is equivalent to (and slightly simpler than) eq. (3.7).

B Exposing and solving the recurrence at the core of eq. (3.12)

Recurrence relations (or difference equations) are discrete equations that determine the elements of
a sequence over the integers, given some initial conditions. Solving a recurrence relation amounts to
deriving an explicit solution for this sequence in non-recursive form.

In the case of one-dimensional linear recurrences for example, a sequence f, is determined for all
n € Z from an r-th order recurrence relation >, _, a®™ f 1, = b, given r initial conditions f,,. In
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Figure 5. Rewriting the double sum of eq. (A.4) by adding and subtracting a suitable (7, k)-region. On the
right-hand side, we have also indicated the new summation variable £ that is used instead of j in eq. (A.G).

analogy to differential equations, the relation is called homogeneous when b = 0, and the coefficients can
be constant or variable (i.e. depend on the index n). There are solution strategies for various such types
of recurrences, typically involving generating functions and the roots of the characteristic polynomial.
A prominent example is the second-order homogeneous recurrence with constant coefficients f, =
a fn—1 + b fr_2, with boundary conditions fy and f1, whose special case {fo, f1,a,b} = {0,1,1,1}
generates the Fibonacci sequence. The general linear first-order non-homogeneous recurrence relation
with variable coefficients

fn+1 = anp fn+bn (Bl)

can be solved in terms of an initial condition f,, as

n—1 n—1 n—1

fn = (H ak)fn0+ ij( H CLk). (B.2)

k=n j=no k=j+1

If the coefficient a, vanishes for some integers n = n;, the above form of the solution is useful
for determining f, for all n < min{n;}, while the term proportional to the initial condition f,, is
annihilated by its prefactor when determining f, for n > min{n;}. In the latter case, the relation

itself enforces initial values as f,,+1 = by, such that it is sufficient to set f,, = Z;:T; b; ( Z;]l 1 ak)
for n > n;.

For multi-dimensional linear recurrences, which define multi-dimensional arrays of values, much
less is known. A well-known example are the binomial coefficients, defined by the recurrence (two-

dimensional, linear, homogeneous, constant coefficients)

bk =bn-1k+bn_1k-1, bokx =0k, (B.3)

with solution by, = (}) and bivariate generating function g(z,y) = >0 bijaty! = ﬁ Another

simple example are the Stirling numbers of second kind, defined by the recurrence (two-dimensional,
linear, homogeneous, variable coefficients)
Sk =kSn—1k+Sn—1k-1, Sokr =0k, (B.4)

s

that is solved by the one-dimensional sum S, = Z?:o %, while no closed form of the

generating function is known.
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Looking now at the structure of the recurrence eq. (3.12), it is clear that integrals B™™" can be
reduced to a linear combination of similar integrals at a = 1, but different values of v, as

N
BUNIENS(G) = 3wy (d, ) (m3 3°)F(@) VBRI (), (B.5)
k=0

where the upy ;(d,v) are coefficient functions that need to be determined.

At N = 0, this Ansatz reduces to BYM(d) = ugo(d, v) BL1(d), fixing ug o(d, v) 1.

Applying the recurrence eq. (3.12) at v; = v = N, using the Ansatz eq. (B.5) on both sides, and
comparing coefficients of (m3 37)7(d=)"B11¥(d) leads to a recurrence for u

(d — 2)TL2 un,j (d7 l/) = (]. — 5J’n)(d —2— 2V) ’U,nflﬁj (d — 2, V) + (]. - 5j,()) 2v ’U,nfl,jfl(d — 2, v+ ].) .

This looks impenetrable, as it involves values of the unknown coefficient functions u with all four
parameters changing. Note however that pairs of values are related: the recurrence leaves d—2n = 2¢;
and v + j = ¢y invariant. We hence set d = 2¢; + 2n and v = ¢o — j, which exposes the much simpler,
but completely equivalent, two-parameter recurrence

(Cl -1 + TL)TL2 un’j = (]. — (5j’n)(cl —1- C2 + ] —+ n) ’LLn,L]' + (]. - 5j,0)(02 - ]) unfl,jfl (BG)

where we have dropped the common function arguments (c¢1,c2). The values of ¢; and c¢o are then
substituted back only after solving the equation. To clean up the equation further, we can remove the
factor a,, = (c; — 1 +n)n? from the left-hand side by defining

Un,j = (—1)ti ( H aj) Up,j = (—1)nti (Cl)n [n!]? Un.j (B.7)

where the sign has been introduced for convenience. The recurrence is now (with ¢s =1+ ¢o — ¢1)
tUng = (1 =0jn)(ca = J = n)tn1;+ (1= dj0)(c2 = J)Un-1-1, TUo=1. (B.8)

The function 4, ; takes non-zero values only in the wedge 0 < j < n. One can drop the (1 —9) factors
by using a generalized boundary condition at n =0 for all j € Z

Upj = (c3—J—n)Up_1;+ (c2 —J)Un—1,-1, Uo,;=70;-. (B.9)

Undeterred by the fact that eq. (B.9) looks very similar to — but is slightly more complicated than
— the Stirling recurrence eq. (B.4) (for which no closed-form solution exists), we also note its structural
similarity to the binomial recurrence eq. (B.3) which motivates us to try the Ansatz @, ; = (;‘) (T
This takes care of the generalized boundary conditions, since (g) = §;, resulting in the new recurrence
o e e 1 _ 1 -1 _ 1 —1
(after dividing by () = 75 (";7) = 5(527))
N = (cs—n—j)(n—j)n-1;+ (2= j)jln-15-1, Uopo=1. (B.10)
We can rearrange this equation into groups that involve n- or j-changes only

0 =nl(cs —n)in_1, — tnj] +j[(c2 = j) Un-1,-1— (c3 = j) Un-1,5] , (B.11)
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which suggests to solve by a factorization Ansatz 4, ; = fyg;, leading to two one-parameter recur-
rences that correspond to nullifying the two square brackets. These can be solved easily as

o =(c3=n) frno1 = (f[ (c3 — ) (c(—)n) fo, (B.12)

(2 =) B Iy —k _ T(es) T(es—3)
= (Cz—j) gi-1= <k1:[1 cz—k>go_ F(CQij) F?03) 9o - (B.13)

Equation (B.9) is therefore solved by

oo () _Tles) T(es—j) Tlea)
e = (J) T(cs —n) TD(cz) T(ez—j) o0 (B.14)

Reversing the definitions, replacing the ¢;, and simplifying, we finally obtain the coefficients of eq. (B.5)
in closed form as

(1)) (v); (1 +n—3),

it =)' (1-9),,,

Un,j(d,v) = (B.15)

With egs. (B.15) and (B.5) established as solution to eq. (3.12), we can as well simply postulate
this solution right away as in eq. (3.14), and prove it via induction over N, see the comments in the
main text. We think, however, that it is instructive to see the derivation as exposed here, given that
a non-trivial two-dimensional recurrence with variable coefficients has been solved explicitly.

In summary, at the core of the IBP relation eq. (3.12) lies the recurrence eq. (B.9), with closed-form
solution eq. (B.14).

C Special mass case [m,m,2m)|

Employing the basic single-step IBP relation eq. (2.4) for the special-mass case my; = ms = m, the
recursion ends at

P2V (g BLLO d) + LYV (g BlOl d
BV1,V2,V3 (d) _ 1 ( ) mm2m( ) 2 ( ) mmZm( ) (Cl)

m,m,2m [m2]y1+1/2+u3—2 ’

where the r; are rational functions in the variable d (there are only two master integrals here, due to

the symmetry Bg;f’fn’fm(d) = Bzi’gl’f';m(d)), symmetric in their first two indices. For example,

(d—8)(d—6)(d—4)(d—2) (d—5)(d®—9d+6)

ry3d) = — , (C.2)
(d —15)(d — 13)(d — 11)(d — 9) 258

284, _ (d—8)(d—6)(d—4)(d—2) (d°—56d*+ 1223d> — 12916d> + 65220d — 124560)

) = G TR S @ 1)@= 9) 393216

are readily generated by an implementation of the recursion (2.4), specialized to this case.
While we do not presently know how to directly solve the 3-dimensional recurrence eq. (2.4), even

in this simpler case in which all mass dependence can be pulled out of the coefficients, an analytic clue
v1,V2,V3

comes from eq. (3.4) of [7], where the integral B, "/

(d) had been expressed as a sum of two terms,
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each being a product of Gamma functions and a hypergeometric function 4F3 at argument z = M

4m?2 -
In the case M = 2m of interest to us here, we have z = 1 and read off

TV17V27V3 (d) - 1 F(—E)F(Vl + E)F(VQ + e)F(a + 6) ( vs, v1+te, vate, ate 1)
! N F2(1 — d/2) F(d/Q)F(Vl)F(I/Q)F(Vl + v + 26) A3\ (ni4v2)/24e, (ni+vatl)/24e, 1te ’
gl-vs F(a) F(e) v, V2, a, d/2
g (d) = By S 1), C.3
"2 (@) T2(1—d/2) T(vy +12) D(ws) 2\ +r2)/2, (ridra+1)/2, 1-¢ (C.3)

with shorthands a = v1 + v — d/2 and e = v3 — d/2. While this could count as a closed-form result,
it is not terribly practical yet, since the 4F3 are infinite sums.

To proceed, we can exploit the fact that we deal with strictly positive integers v; only, which

allows us to employ the reduction
k ¢
s eeey Qp, CHk k (al)z (a )eZ a1+4, ..., ap+~
Fooa (000 ’z): p Fy( ’ ‘z) C.4
PV by, e Z €) (b1)e - (by)e ()¢ PEAN by4e, ..., by+l (C4)

£=0

for some positive integer k, in order to reduce the order of the hypergeometric function. For each of
the 4F3 of eq. (C.3) we can in fact identify two upper and lower parameter pairs that differ by such
an integer k, leading to a reduction chain 4F5 — 3F5 — o F;. The latter hypergeometric sum at unit
argument then reduces to Gamma functions according to
ZFl(a,b ‘ 1) _Mgllc—a-b)
¢ I'(c—a)T(c—b)

In order to make explicit how this reduction works in our case, we introduce the shorthand notation

(C.5)

T12 = max(yl, I/Q) s Nig = min(ul, IJQ) ( = T2 =+ N = 11 =+ VQ) s (06)

cz =l +12)/2] , fz=|l+mw)/2]+5 (= co+f=n+r+3), (C.7)

which we use to rewrite some of the parameters of the 4F3 in eq. (C.3) in a more useful way. Ex-
ploiting the fact that the pair {v;,12} can be replaced by {ni2, 212} (where both pairs are under-

stood to be unordered sets, such as the parameter sets of the hypergeometric functions) as well as
{rdre ndledly s fe) ) fio}, we rewrite the two 4F3 of eq. (C.3) as

v3, vi+te, vate, ate 1 - F a+te, v3, Tr12+e, niate 1 (C 8)
A3\ (vitve)/2+e, (v1+vatl)/2+e, 14e T AP fizte, crzte, 14e ’ :
vi, v2, a, d/2 a, ni2, T2, V3—e
1) = ans( 1) C.9
453 ( (vi4v2)/2, (v14va+1)/2, 1—e 453 f12, c12, 1—e ( )

In both cases the reduction formula eq. (C.4) can now be applied twice, pairing the respective last
values of the upper and lower parameter sets (the positive integers k being nijs — 1, x12 — ¢12 and
vz — 1). This immediately leads to a double sum over Gauss hypergeometric functions o F; at unit
argument, which in turn are resolved by eq. (C.5). The coefficient functions of egs. (C.3) are therefore

Vi vavs 1 D(—e)[(y + )T (s + )T (a +¢) "Ex' mp — 1\ "5 & (10 — c19
n) = A2 T2 o T wa) T (or + va + 26) ; ( ) D, ( o0 )X

(0124 €), (), (a4 ), Do+ )Tz —a— v~ £)

=L

(1+e), (ci2+e), T(fizte—w3)l(frz—a) (C.10)
vi,v2,vs 4t T(a)T(e) = fv5—1\ "> (110 — c1
Ty (d) - F2(1 —d/2) I'( +V2)F(y3) ZZ:% < Y] ) ”Z::Z ( . > X
(z12), (n12), (@), T(f12)T(fr2 —a—ni2 — ') (©11)

(1- e)z (012)5, I'(fiz — n12) T(fi2 — a)
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As a quick check on these expressions, the example given in eq. (C.2) is readily reproduced. On the
other hand, we can use eq. (3.25) to read off a representation in terms of the ¢(*¥¢)(d) for the coefficient
functions r; of eq. (C.1) above (Xv; = v1 + vo + v3 as before):

szl
V1,V2,Vs Vi Sv;
re(d) = (0P 3 e (d) (C.12)
Jj=1-v1
V1,V U 4 el i (2 el i (B
) = g | X (R el @+ Y (g el @) (C.13)
j=1-11 j=1l-v2

Taking our solution for the ¢*¥¢)(d) from eq. (4.30) and comparing this with egs. (C.10), (C.11), we
find full agreement (we have performed the comparison for a large set of integer values for the indices
v1,...v3), providing a further independent check on our general solution eq. (4.30).

D Alternative derivation of eq. (4.27)

Here we would like to offer an alternative derivation of the main result of section 4.2.
o 2 (d) of section 2.2, when paired
with the conjecture eq. (3.25), implies the constraint eq. (3.27) on the sum of rational coefficient

functions ¢(*¥1)(d). Using now eq. (4.23) to rewrite the ¢**)(d) in terms of the integers G, this

As we have seen, the analytically known special-mass case B

constraint reads

vs—1 min(va+j,vs) (1, d

H-d) g
V1,U2,U3 o 2/n;—1 2/nj—j—1 ( ]-) Gz@—‘—j—k,ug—k,m—l
B (d) - Z Z (17%) (difizyi)nj—k (_4)njfk F(k?) F(kj _]> ’ (Dl)

j=1—v2 k=max(1+j,1) n;—k

with Xv; = v +v2 + 13, nj = [E”éﬂ], and S given in terms of Gamma functions in eq. (2.19).

Both sides of eq. (D.1) are rational functions in d, so have to agree in particular in their pole
structure. Analyzing the rational function on the right-hand side, we see that there are only single
poles in odd dimensions, i.e. d%p with odd integers p, which arise from the second of the Pochhammer
symbols in the denominator, and where p = 2Xv; — 1 —2¢ with £ € {1,...,n; — k}. Focusing on the
unique pole with the smallest such p, we need to look for summation parameters that maximize the

difference (n; — k). Since n; is defined by a ceiling function, we need to distinguish two cases. For
even values of Xv;, the two terms j =0, k =1 and j = 1, k = 2 both maximize (n; — k) = ET” -1
which leads to a 'minimal’ pole at p = Xv; 4+ 1, with all other terms of the double sum giving smaller
values for (n; — k) and hence poles at larger p. For odd values of Yv;, only one term contributes to
this unique pole: j =0, k =1 has (n; —k) = % — 1 and leads to a 'minimal’ pole at p = Yv;, with
all other terms of the double sum again leading only to poles at larger p.

Let us now look at eq. (D.1) in the case of odd Xv; for simplicity (whence n; =
particular at the residues of the unique single pole d_lzw. In practice, we set d = Yv; + € and keep
only the divergent term when ¢ — 0. As analyzed above, the double sum collapses to a single term

Svi+1+75 .
VL-|2- -‘:-J)7 in

7=0,k=1, giving

odd v; (1 o E;)

(33) sy (—4)

Zrizl (-2 vo—1,v3—1,v1— 1
e c+oE)]. (D2

BYIvas (d = S, + €)

According to eq. (4.24) we have Guy.45,01 = 29a,.a2,a5, Which allows us to constrain the unknown
sequence of integers as (odd Xv; implies even index sum a; + as + ag, such that we can use the integer
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A= @atetas for hrevity)

_ (_A)A(—4)A . aytlantlasils g
Yar,az,05 = m [gg%aﬁ (d—2A+3+5)}

44 Al
= i T 1 :
al! Clg! Cl3! (i)alfA (5)0.2714 (5)0,3714
In the last step we have used eq. (2.19) and performed the indicated limit (in which 8 turns out to be
fully symmetric in the a;), used that ( — A) 4= (—1)# A! on the integers A, and employed the Euler
reflection formula I'(3 + n) (3 —n) = (—1)"T?(3) for integers n = A —a; and n = A + 1.
Equation (D.3) coincides with eq. (4.27), and provides an independent check of its validity.

(D.3)
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