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Abstract

The answers for Feynman diagrams satisfy various kinds of differential equations – which is not a

surprise, because they are defined as Gaussian correlators, possessing a vast variety of Ward identities

and superintegrability properties. We study these equations in the simplest example of banana

diagrams. They contain any number of loops, but can be efficiently handled in position rather than

momentum representation, where loop integrals do not show up. We derive equations for the case of

scalar fields, explain their origins and drastic simplification at coincident masses. To further simplify

the story we do not consider coincident points, i.e. ignore delta-function contributions and ultraviolet

divergences for the most part. The equations in this case reduce to homogeneous and have as many

solutions as there are different Green functions – 2n for n loops in quadratic theory, what reduces

to just n+ 1 for coincident masses, i.e. for a single field. We comment on the recovery of the delta-

functions directly from the homogeneous equations and also compare our result with momentum

space formulas known in the literature.

1 Introduction

The study of Feynman integrals has been a hot topic in theoretical quantum field theory for quite a few
decades already. For a summary we refer to the following incomplete list of recent reviews [1–6] and
specifically an exhaustive book [7]. The feature of these integrals that keeps appearing again and again
in these studies and holds our attention in the present work is the following one. While the Feynman
integrals themselves are rather sophisticated functions (e.g. they are always transcendental), they still
can be described as particular solutions to differential equations that are polynomial, hence significantly
simpler.

In principle, the origin of this phenomenon could be traced back to the level of string theory [8] where it
is arguably related to implicit integrability structures [9,10]. The algebraic structures on Feynman graphs,
discovered by Connes and Kreimer [11–14] should provide the technical tools to bind these structures to
field–theoretical routine. While this is a nice program, it is not what we attempt to do here. Instead we
try to bite another corner and derive these differential equations in as straightforward way as possible,
for the sake of clarification. To keep the story simple, we focus on the special banana family of graphs
— which already contains diagrams of arbitrary loop number and evaluates to admittedly sophisticated
functions. We find that, at least for this concrete case, the equations in question can be deduced and
explained by almost trivial reasoning — a phenomenon we see as a good sign of tractability of Feynman
diagram theory.

1mishnyakovvv@gmail.com
2morozov@itep.ru
3suprun.pa@phystech.edu
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The set of methods more closely related to our considerations are those that come from considering
Feynman integrals as periods of some special kinematic spaces. This approach bridges feynmanistics
to motivic studies [3, 15–18] and brings an intrinsic hierarchy of complexity on diagrammatic functions:
first come dilogarithms, then higher polylogarithmic functions [19–22] and their elliptic analogues [23–
26] etc. The full picture of this hierarchy is not properly established yet; notice however that the
analysis of polylogarithmic branch has already turned out remarkably fruitful for amplitudes in N = 4
supersymmetric Yang–Mills theory [27–30]. Another remarkable feature of period approach is appearance
of well–known period spaces, for example ones of Calabi–Yau manifolds [1, 17, 31, 32], which a relevant
in particular for the banana graphs. The active development of the area, combined with the amount of
unanswered questions in it makes it reasonable to think these ideas are to become an important part in
future streamlined version of quantum field theory.

. . .

n

Figure 1: n–banana diagram

The principal claim of this paper is a proposition that a position–space based approach is no less pow-
erful tool for computation of differential equations on Feynman diagrams than conventional ones, and is
significantly simpler conceptually. We demonstrate this for the banana graph family, fig.1. Similar, but
less general, considerations can be found in [17, 33]. The calculations, albeit very simple, and standard
in the past [34,35] are not widely used in current literature. The method is applicable in any space-time
dimension, since it treats the dimension D as parameter, which enters analytically in the coefficients of
the equations. It also works in any number of loops, however, the analytic dependence on loop number is
not completely deciphered. The analyticity with respect to space–time dimension also means all the ex-
pressions are dimensionally regularized, which is complemented with the fact that the nonsingular patch
in position space does not feel the divergent sectors of momentum space. Together this means the sub-
tleties related to the divergence of momentum space integrals such as scheme (in)dependence, separation
of order under integrals etc. can be all avoided. As our basic arguments are fairly general, they probably
admit suitable extensions to other classes of diagrams, we plan to address this question in our future work.

There are two essential ingredients in the analysis below:

• In position space the banana diagram is simply a product of propagators contained in it,

• These propagators, being Green’s functions, are by definition solutions to differential equations:

(� +m2)G = iδ(D)(x). (1)

The position space differential equations can then be translated to momentum space by the standard
rules of Fourier transforms. Note, that direct Fourier integration of the product of Greens functions
requires some substantial work [36, 37]. From this (reciprocal) point of view the key observation is that
Fourier transform takes the convolutional banana integral into product in physical space, which is much
simpler to handle while doing differential calculations.

By implementing these ideas, we have computed the differential equations for banana diagrams ex-
plicitly, in arbitrary dimension, up to 12 loops. These equations appear not to be random, but rather
controlled by some underlying structure; this can be seen empirically by inspecting their coefficients.
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We present some observations on the structure of these coefficients; sometimes, e.g. in case of leading
coefficient, these observations even allow one to predict these coefficients in arbitrary loop number.

The paper is organized as follows. In the first section we specify our computational procedure for the
most elaborated case, namely the equal–mass banana diagrams. We describe the computation of the left–
and right–hand sides separately; the right–hand side computation is treated properly for D = 1 case only.
For the left–hand side, we found it instructive to treat D = 1 case as an example before going into full
generality; the reader interested in the procedure only may wish to go to page 6 directly. We also reflect
a bit on the nature of the properties of diagram technique we used. In section 2 we list the observations
we managed to make on the obtained equations; we also prove some of them. After that we discuss the
multiple–mass case in section 4; again, we work the D = 1 case out before sketching the general scheme.
The relation to momentum–space approach and existing results is provided in section 5. We comment on
the possible extension of our calculations to other cases in the closing section. We provide a list of some
of the computed equations in the Appendix A for illustrative purposes. An even greater list is provided
by the supplementing Wolfram Mathematica notebook, accompanying this paper.

2 Description of the procedure

In this section we describe the technology under discussion of obtaining differential equations on banana
integrals. We found out that the tasks of obtaining homogeneous and inhomogeneous parts of differential
equation are better treated separately, for the reason the homogeneous part is controlled by the behavior
of diagrammatic functions on big open chart x 6= y where they are smooth, while the inhomogeneous
part is a combination of δ–like functions and represents the leap conditions in coordinate origin. Because
of that, we first describe the computation of differential operators acting on the function on the left–
hand side of our differential equation, and then the computation of inhomogeneous δ–contribution. For
the sake of brevity in the next subsection we refer to the homogenized equations L̂Gn = 0 instead of
L̂Gn = 〈deltas〉 as “differential equations on banana diagrams”, despite this holds only outside the origin.
This, however, will not lead to a confusion, and neither to loss of generality.

2.1 Computation of differential operator

Before we go into describing a fairly general method of computing the left–hand side of differential equa-
tions under consideration, we need some justification of the assumption that position space differential
equations on banana diagrams posses some comprehensible structure. Such a justification is provided by
the case of D = 1 theory, that we work out in the subsection below.

2.1.1 A toy case: D = 1

The question of defining banana integrals by differential equations is the most simple in one spacetime
dimension. The reason for it is a particularly simple form of Green’s function: in one spacetime dimension
it is given by

G(x, y) =
sin |m(x− y)|

m
(2)

While all the equations obtained below can be deduced directly from equations of motion (∂2+m2)G = 0
outside of x = 0, here we rely on the explicit form of Green function instead; this allows both simpler
and more conceptual derivation and a general–n answer.

In principle, it is possible to derive the operator of interest by direct comparison of sinn(mx) functions
with their derivatives, but we found it more enlightening to express non–singular patch of Green’s function
in terms of exponentials, that is, by its Fourier harmonics:

G(x) =
1

2im
eimx +

−1

2im
e−imx (3)

n–banana diagram, being a position space product of propagators, is therefore a linear combination of
several exponents, coming out as products of harmonics of individual propagators:

Gn(x) = Gn(x) =

(
1

2im
eimx +

−1

2im
e−imx

)n

= α−ne
−inmx + α−n+2e

−i(n−2)mx + . . .+ αne
inmx (4)
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On the other hand, each exponential contribution obeys a defining differential equation (∂ − ia)eiax = 0.
Therefore, the product of such operators will kill each exponent in the expansion:

(∂ + inm)(∂ + i(n− 2)m)(∂ + i(n− 4)m) . . . (∂ − inm)Gn(x) =

n∏

k=−n
k≡n mod 2

(∂ + ikm)Gn = 0 (5)

This is the differential equation we were to obtain. However, for the purpose of comparison with
higher–dimensional results we express it in terms of universally meaningful operators � = ∂2/∂x2 (i.e.,
Laplace operator) and Λ = x ∂

∂x (i.e., dilatation operator xµ∂µ):
for odd n:

⌊n
2 ⌋∏

k=0

(�+ (n− 2k)2m2)Gn = 0 (6)

for even n:

Λ

n
2 −1∏

k=0

(� + (n− 2k)2m2)Gn = 0 (7)

Notice that these equations are written for arbitrary number of loops, and have a simple factorized form.

2.1.2 General D

Now we are going to obtain equations similar to provided above for arbitrary D. In general dimension,
no simple formula for Green’s function exist (notice the special case of D = 3, see below), and no D = 1–
like argument with Fourier expansion passes. For the reason, we have to compute the equations from
differential–algebraic manipulations rather then some byside trick. However, here a problem is faced: a
single equation from the definition of Green’s function

(�+m2)G1 = 0 (8)

is no more enough to fix a function of several variables. However, we can get additional conditions from
the Lorenz–invariance of Green’s function:

x[µ∂ν]G = (xµ∂ν − xν∂µ)G = 0 (9)

Consequently, a question arises: do Lorenz–invariance conditions combined with shell condition pro-
vide enough differential relations to close down the relations between derivatives of arbitrary power of
propagator? The answer is actually yes, as can be seen on the following

Example. Take n = 2 banana diagram: G2 = G2. By successive differentiating it, we obtain

∂µG2 = 2G∂µG

∂µ∂µG2 = 2G�G+ 2(∂µG)2 = −2m2G2 + 2(∂µG)2
(10)

For the reason, (�+2m2)G2 = 2(∂µG)2 and what remains is to kill (∂µG)2. To do it, an obvious option
is to apply one extra differentiation:

xν∂ν(∂µG)2 = 2(xν∂ν∂µG)(∂µG) =

= −2D(∂µG)2 + 2(∂νx
ν∂µG)(∂µG) = −2D(∂µG)2 + 2(∂νx

µ∂νG)(∂µG) =

= −2D(∂µG)2 + 2(∂µG)2 − 2xµm2G(∂µG) = −(2D− 2)(∂µG)2 −m2(xµ∂µ)(G
2)

(11)

where successively used rules of differentiation, commutation relation of xν and ∂ν , Lorenz invariance
and Leibniz rule again. Gathering all the steps together, we deduce that 2–banana diagram obeys the
following differential equation:

(x∂)(� + 4m2)G2 + (2D − 2)(�+ 2m2)G2 = 0 � (12)
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In this example, we used the Lorenz invariance conditions directly, in form of differential relations. While
this makes the derivation above more clean, for larger n we found it more practical to exploit them in form
of G = G(x) where x =

√
xµxµ, i.e. change the argument in banana functions and treat them as functions

of one variable (the magnitude of point separation), keeping the treatment essentially one–dimensional.
The important change from the D = 1 case is that the shell condition is now not (∂2 +m2)G = 0 but
rather

(
∂2

∂x2
+

D − 1

x

∂

∂x
+m2

)
G = 0 (13)

(cf. Laplace operator in spherical coordinates). We’ll see that this affects our results significantly. For
the rest of this section ∂ without indices will stand for ∂

∂x , for x defined above.
From the above example it can be seen that the principal difficulty in constraining the powers of

propagator G(x)n with a differential equation is the emergence of products of derivatives Gk(∂G)l (there
presented as a function (∂µG)2) after differentiating the banana function. To keep track of them we
introduce a special notation

I
(n)
k = (n)kG

n−k(ΛG)k (14)

where (n)k = n(n−1)(n−2) . . . (n−k+1) is the falling Pochhammer’s symbol with k brackets, which were
introduced for later convenience, and we chose to pack all the first–order derivatives into Λ–operators.

Notice that the upper index depends on the the order of banana only. The derivatives of I
(n)
k ’s can be

expressed back through I
(n)
k ’s by the following differential identities:

ΛI
(n)
k = (n)k(n− k)Gn−k−1(ΛG)k+1 + (n)kkG

n−k(ΛG)k−1(x2∂2G+ x∂G) =

= (n)k+1G
n−k−1(ΛG)k+1 + (n)kkG

n−k(ΛG)k−1(−(D − 2)(ΛG)− x2m2G) =

= I
(n)
k+1 − k(D − 2)I

(n)
k − kx2(n− k + 1)m2I

(n)
k−1

(15)

where on the second line we used the equation on single Green’s function, and then restored the definition

of I
(n)
k . The last line allows one to express I

(n)
k+1 in terms of I

(n)
l ’s with lower l and their derivatives.

Recursively applying such identities, one can express Ink for arbitrary k < n in derivatives of In1 and In0 .
As we have

In0 = Gn = Gn

I
(n)
1 = nGn−1ΛG = ΛGn

(16)

this is expression of I
(n)
k in terms of n–banana function and its derivatives. However, the derivative

of Inn does not involve any further contributions:

ΛI(n)n = Λ(ΛG)n = n(ΛG)n−1(Λ2G) = −n(D − 2)I(n)n − nx2m2I
(n)
k−1 (17)

(this is the above relation with k set equal to n: the falling factorial in I
(n)
k+1 vanishes). Therefore, if we

substitute in this relation I
(n)
n and I

(n)
n−1 with their expressions in terms of n–banana function obtained

before, then we arrive on a differential equation on Gn.

It is easy to see that our procedure sequentially expresses the I
(n)
k –functions as linear combinations

of derivatives of banana function, i.e., as the results of action of linear differential operators on it. For
the sake of clarity we would like to reformulate the procedure in terms of these operators, as accepted in
differential Galois theory under the name of symmetric power of an operator. Denote

L
(n)
k = linear differential operator that maps Gn to I

(n)
k (18)

Then the recursion relations we rely on can be restated as

5



ΛL
(n)
k = Ln

k+1 − k(D − 2)L
(n)
k − x2m2k(n− k + 1)L

(n)
k−1 (19)

with initial conditions

L
(n)
0 = id

L
(n)
1 = Λ

(20)

In short, our procedure of computation the differential operator in an equation on n–
banana can be formulated the following way. Suppose we look for a differential equation for
n–banana. Then

1. set L0 = 1, L1 = Λ

2. for k = 2, 3, . . . n+1 set Lk = ΛLk−1+(k−1)(D−2)Lk−1+x2(k−1)(n−k+2)m2Lk−2 expanding
them recursively with accordance to the rules of differential operator algebra

3. then Ln+1 will be the operator on left–hand side of the differential equation on f satisfied by banana
diagrams, i.e. kill Gn–functions.

The outcome of this procedure is an equation on Gn expressed in terms of x and Λ. However, we
found it useful to introduce the �–operators as well, according to the formula Λ2 = x2� − (D − 2)Λ.
The existence of two differential operators in the same variable introduced additional ambiguities in the
form of equation, for the aforementioned relation; moreover, the ordering of operators is also a matter of
convention, as they do not commute.

We voluntaristically resolve these ambiguities by the following conventions: all the Λ–operators except
possibly one are to be replaced � with necessary introduction of the lower–order corrections, and we order
each term of our operators according to the pattern

xaΛ0|1(cb�
b + cb−1m

2�b−1 + . . .) (21)

i.e. first x, then no more than one Λ, and then the �–polynomial, reading left–to–right. Notice that
these ordering conventions are term–by–term, and the terms are selected according to the power of x.

Here we provide some examples of differential equations obtained by application of this procedure. A
more complete list may be found in Appendix.

2.1.3 Remark: D = 3

The simplification of the equations obtained by fairly general procedure in concrete dimensions is not
bound to D = 1 case only. For example, it is possible to derive general–n answer for D = 3 as well. The
essential points for it are relations between Green’s functions in different dimensions and the general–n
answer for D = 1. In concrete, the three–dimensional Green function is

G|D=3 =
exp (±imx)

x
(22)

Therefore x G|D=3 is one–dimensional Green function, so xn Gn|D=3 is one–dimensional n–banana and
as such obeys eq. (6),(7). Therefore the general–n answer in D = 3 is

n∏

k=−n
k≡nmod 2

(∂ + ikm)(xnGn) = 0. (23)

However, unlike D = 1 case, in three dimensions ∂2 is no more Laplace operator, but

∂2 = �− D − 1

x2
Λ =|D=3 �− 2

x2
Λ (24)

6



instead. The equation the form (21) is obtained by repeated application of this identity and commutation
relations.

For example for n = 2 the equation reads:

Λ
(
∂2 + 4m2

)
x2G2

∣∣
D=3

= 0. (25)

By (24) we then obtain: (
x2Λ(�+ 4m2) + 4x2

(
�+ 2m2

))
G2 = 0 (26)

which is indeed (12) at D = 3.
This calculation can be generalized to any n and will affect the structures appearing in the equations

for arbitrary D, see 3.1.3. A key advantage of this approach is that it reduces the equations to the basic
D = 1 case and then provides a way to implement corrections related to higher dimensions. For arbitrary
odd D the analogous relation is:

G(x) =

∫
eipx cos θδ(p2 −m2)pD−1dp(sin θ)D−2dθ ∼ (∂2 +m2)

D−3
2

sinmx

mx
(27)

This representation, however, does not immediately provide a simple way to obtain higher differential
operators, unlike for D = 3. We leave the development of this approach for future studies.

2.2 Computation of the right–hand side

In this section we present some preliminary considerations on how to compute the right–hand side of
differential equations on banana functions. The key ingredient is an observation that the inhomogeneous
part is δ–like singular and, in fact, concentrated at one point. We solve the problem completely in D = 1.

As the right–hand side is purely δ–like we can treat it merely as a bookkeeping device for Green’s func-
tion discontinuities at the coinciding points, and, consequently, compute it from the local considerations.
From the defining identity

∂

∂x
α〈unit jump0〉 = αδ(x) (28)

we deduce

∂n

∂xn
f(x) = (∆f)δ(n−1)(x) + (∆f ′)δ(n−2)(x) + . . .+ (∆f (n−1))δ(x) + φreg(x) (29)

(we denote ∆u = u(+0)−u(−0) and assume that f is smooth for x 6= 0 and has no δ–like singularities
at x = 0, but only jump discontinuities; φreg(x) is not assumed to be continuous at 0, but also free from
concentrated singularities only). So we see that the singular part of n’th derivative of a discontinuous
function depends on the jumps of the first n− 1 derivatives only.

For banana functions, the derivative jumps can be computed from the jumps of the propagator by
repeated application of the simple identities

∆(A +B) = ∆A+∆B

∆(AB) = (∆A)〈B〉 + 〈A〉(∆B)

〈A+B〉 = 〈A〉+ 〈B〉

〈AB〉 = 〈A〉〈B〉 + 1

4
(∆A)(∆B)

(30)

where 〈u〉 = u(+0)+u(−0)
2 , as well as the off–0 Leibniz rule and shell condition

∂(AB)(±0) = ((∂A)B +A(∂B))|±0

∂nG(±0) = −m2∂n−2G(±0) (in D = 1)
(31)

which do hold under 〈. . .〉 and ∆(. . .), as these operators are linear in limits lim
x→±0

which are taken over

regularity domains x > 0 and x < 0.
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The initial conditions for this recursive computation depend on a choice of homogeneous part of the
propagator. For example, for causal (Feynman) Green’s function 1

2m expim|x| we have

∆G = 0, ∆(∂G) = 1, 〈G〉 = 1

2m
, 〈∂G〉 = 0 (32)

Together, the formulas (30), (31), (32) allow one to compute any derivative jump ∆(∂kGn) of a
banana function. Now, with derivative jumps at hand, we apply the formula (29) to the linear differential
equation (5) term–by–term:

∑
cn∂

nGn =
∑

cn

n∑

k=0

(∆(∂kGn))δ
(n−k−1) (33)

and sum all the contributions from individual terms. This completes our procedure for computation of
the right–hand side.

Now, the above–described technique produces a differential equation on n–banana diagram in D = 1
of the form

n∏

k=−n
k≡nmod 2

(∂ + ikm)Gn =

n−1∑

k=0

akδ
(k)(x) (34)

Notice that as the worst discontinuity of G(x) is a kink and not a jump (∆G = 0, ∆(∂G) 6= 0), the
sum on the right–hand side contains the derivatives of δ–function on higher than δ(n−1)(x). However, for
compatibility with higher–n results it is necessary to consider modified equation (see 3)

xn−1
n∏

k=−n
k≡nmod 2

(∂ + ikm)Gn = xn−1
n−1∑

k=0

akδ
(k)(x) (35)

But for the distributional identity

xnδ(k)(x) =

{
(−1)n k!

(k−n)!δ
(k−n)(x) n 6 k

0 n > k
(36)

only the worst–singularity term an−1δ
(n−1)(x) survives and the equation takes the form

xn−1
n∏

k=−n
k≡nmod 2

(∂ + ikm)Gn = Anδ(x) (37)

The value of An can be obtained by the direct computation

An = i
n!

(2m)n−1
(38)

Summing up, the complete differential equation on n–banana diagram is given by

xn−1

⌊n
2 ⌋∏

k=0

(� + (n− 2k)2m2)Gn = i
n!

(2m)n−1
δ(x), n odd;

xn−2Λ

n
2 −1∏

k=0

(�+ (n− 2k)2m2)Gn = i
n!

(2m)n−1
δ(x), n even.

(39)

We note that if one multiplies the equations on an extra power of x, the δ–part gets completely
eliminated and the equation becomes homogeneous; however, it still possesses solutions that are singular
at 0, due to vanishing coefficient before highest derivative. Such “homogenized” equations are less
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informative than (39), as the derivative discontinuity is not fixed by right–hand side. This also implies
that extra carefulness is required while manipulating differential equations on potentially discontinuous
functions, such as ours: one can no more cancel extra x power, as 0

x = αδ(x) 6= 0 (α arbitrary)!
It is important to find a suitable generalization of these considerations for arbitrary D. A tempting

opportunity is to take a pullback from the radial coordinate

δ(D)(xµ) =
1

vol(Sn)|x|D−1
δ(|x|) (40)

in the full–space (as opposed to radially reduced) shell condition (�+m2)G = iδ(D)(xµ) and then proceed
as above. But as the relations between radial and D–dimensional δ–functions are delicate, we leave their
clarification for future research.

2.3 Discussion

2.3.1 Remark on the origin of equations

The success of above–described operation depends heavily on whether or not differential equations on
multipliers and Leibniz rule generate enough constraints to bind the space of products and their derivatives
to finite dimension. For further considerations, it is important to know if they do so in general case, or
this is the specifics of Green’s functions. We argue that this phenomenon is actually general, for the
reasoning below.

If f and g are solutions to order–n and order–m linear differential equations, respectively; this means
f (n) (resp. g(m) can be expressed as a linear combination of lower derivatives, and by further differen-
tiation and reapplying this identity the same is true for every higher derivative. Therefore any n + 1
derivatives of f (resp. m+1 derivatives of g) are linearly dependent. By multiplying the linear relations,
we deduce the same holds for any n+1 functions (∂if)(∂kg), for fixed k (resp. m+1 functions (∂lf)(∂jg),
for fixed l). Consequently, the dimension of space spanned by functions (∂if)(∂jg) is no greater than
mn; but for the Leibniz rule, this space is closed under taking derivatives, so fg has no more than mn
linearly independent derivatives and as such obeys an order mn–differential equation. This number can-
not be lowered provided than we require the equation to kill the product of any two solutions of f and g
equations (figj).

This line of thought admits a nice geometric interpretation. A function obeying a differential equation
together with its derivatives can be thought to span a vector bundle over its domain; the differential
equation defines than a flat connection on this bundle, for which f is a flat section. Connections on vector
bundles are known to define a connection on their tensor product, given by the formula ∇⊗(f ⊗ g) =
(∇ff)⊗ g+ f ⊗ (∇gg), that is flat if the multipliers are flat. As the rank of the tensor product of rank–n
and rank–m bundles is mn, than by reversing the logic we see that f ⊗ g obeys an order–mn differential
equation. In our case Lorenz invariance conditions imply that all the functions on consideration are
functions of |x| only, therefore the base is one–dimensional, so all connections are flat and this logic does
apply.

2.3.2 Remark on maximal cuts

In this section we have manipulated with solutions to homogeneous and inhomogeneos equations. Let us
make a more detailed comment on the difference between the two their relation to notion of a maximal cut.

To do this we make use of momentum space. A generic solution to the homogeneous Klein-Gordon
equation is given by the two momentum integrals:

G+(x) =

∫
dDp θ(p0)δ(p2 −m2)eipµx

µ

G−(x) =

∫
dDp θ(−p0)δ(p2 −m2)eipµx

µ

(41)
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The difference is in the choice of branch of the square root in the delta function. The solutions of the
inhomogeneous equations are given by:

G(x) ≃
∫

dDp

p2 −m2
(42)

where the choice of integration contour should be specified to obtain a specific solution. The solution
is given up to a linear combination of G+(x) and G−(x) which correspond exactly to a change in the
integration contour. When dealing with Feynman integrals in flat space in a stationary situation one
considers the so called causal or Feynman propagator which is a specific solution given by:

Gc(x) =

∫
dDp

p2 −m2 + iǫ
= θ(x0)G+(x) + θ(−x0)G−(x) (43)

The relation between homogeneous and inhomogeneous equations is usually formulated using the notion
of the maximal cut. The prescription is straightforward: in each propagator one substitutes 1

p2−m2 with

δ(p2 −m2), which is nothing but passing to the imaginary part of each propagator, as can be easily seen
from (43). Clearly, this relation is the same one, that we explore here. The maximal cut is just one of
the many solutions to the equation for the banana graphs, which correspond to choosing only a special
combination of G+ and G− for each line:

Gcut = G+ +G−.?

(Gc)
n −→ (Gcut)

n (44)

It is distinguished by it’s analytical properties, which we do not discuss here. The equations for the
banana graphs and it’s maximal cut share the same differential operator and differ by the inhomogeneous
delta term as calculated above:

L(n) (Gcut)
n = 0

L(n) (Gc)
n
= i

n!

(2m)n−1 δ(x)
(45)

Another comment is due about the dependence of the r.h.s on the choice of representative of the solution
to the inhomogeneous equations. Mainly, choosing different combinations of G+ and G− changes the
discontinuities ∆G and for the derivatives. The r.h.s in the above subsection where computed for the
specific choice of the Feynman propagator. Changing the representative to the, say, retarded Greens
function Gret = θ(x0)G(x) would also change the r.h.s.

All of the discussed peculiarities do not affect the resulting equations in a crucial manner, therefore we
do not further elaborate on that issue. By this discussion we have simply elaborated that the obtained
homogeneous equation are nothing but the maximal cut equations discussed in the literature [17, 33].

3 Observations on differential equations

In this section, we outline the properties of our differential equations we managed to observe. We also
sketch the proofs of those of them that we managed to make. In our description of the properties found,
we follow the above–described conventions, namely, we write each differential operator in a form

L(n) =
∑

xaΛ0|1(cb(D)�b + cb−1(D)m2
�

b−1 + . . .) (46)

where by L(n) a differential operator from the equation on n–banana is denoted. We refer to each term in
this sum (selected according to the powers of x and Λ) as to order–r contribution to differential operator,
denoting L(n)r , where r is the order of a term as of a differential operator. In the sample term above,
the order is 2b or 2b+1 depending on the power of Λ. We’ll see that the specification of order determines
the contribution unambiguously. We also exploit a shorthand notation:

�k = �+ km2 (47)
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For the sake of reference, take the equation for n = 5, i.e. an operator killing 5–banana:

L(5) = x4
�25�9�1 + 2(2D− 2)x2Λ(�25�9 +�25�1 +�9�1)+

+ (2D − 2)x2((29D − 36)�2 + (434D− 532)m2
�+ (725D− 880)m4)+

+ 4(2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)Λ�7 + (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(5D − 8)�5

(48)

From this expression we have:

L(5)6 = x4�25�9�1 = x4(� + 25m2)(�+ 9m2)(� +m2);

L(5)5 = 2(2D− 2)x2Λ(�25�9 +�25�1 +�9�1) =

= 2(2D− 2)x2Λ((�+ 25m2)(� + 9m2) + (� + 25m2)(�+m2) + (� + 9m2)(� +m2));

L(5)4 = (2D − 2)x2((29D − 36)�2 + (434D− 532)m2
�+ (725D − 880)m4);

L(5)3 = 4(2D− 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)Λ�7 = 4(2D− 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)Λ(�+ 7m2);

L(5)2 = (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(5D − 8)�5 = (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(5D − 8)(�+ 5m2);

(49)

Now we list the properties of L(n) we have observed.

• The equations are polynomial in x2,Λ,�,m2 and D. It is homogeneous in the dimensional variables
x2,�,m2, with obvious dimensions

[x2] = −2, [�] = [m2] = 2 (50)

The overall degree of all equations is 2. For this homogeneity, the contribution L(n)k is homogeneous
in � and m2 of degree ⌊k

2 ⌋ (for odd k, the extra differentiation comes from Λ), and starts with xa

for a = 2⌊k
2⌋ − 2.

• The order of L(n) is n+ 1. For example L(5) above is of order 6.

• The highest degree in x is xn−1, if we count Λ = x∂x as carrying x in L(n)n+1 for even n. Further
we will check this to be consistent with calculations in momentum space. For example, L(5) above
starts with x4.

• L(n)k is a polynomial of degree n− k + 1 in D. For example, L(5)4 is quadratic in D.

• The leading–order term admits a simple factorized form:

L(n) = xn−2Λ

n/2∏

i=1

�(2i)2+lower–order terms = xn−2Λ
(
(�+ (2m)2)(� + (4m)2) . . . (�+ (nm)2)

)
+lO

(51)
for even n, and

L(n) = xn−1

⌊n
2 ⌋∏

i=0

�(2i+1)2 + lower–order terms = xn−1
(
(� +m2)(�+ (3m)2) . . . (� + (nm)2)

)
+ lO

(52)
for odd n.

For example, above L(5)6 = x4�25�9�1, so L(5) = x4�25�9�1 + terms of lower order

• The next–to–leading term cannot factorized in such a way. However, for odd n it can still be cast
to a relatively simple form:

L(n) = leading–order + ⌊n
2
⌋(2D − 2)xn−3Λ

k∑

j=1

n∏

i6=j

�(2i+1)2 + lower–order =

= LO+ ⌊n
2
⌋(2D − 2)xn−3Λ

∑

k

(
(�+m2)(� + (3m)2) . . .✘✘✘✘✘✘❳❳❳❳❳❳(�+ (km)2) . . . (� + (nm)2)

)
+ lO

(53)
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For example, above we have L(5)5 = 2(2D − 2)x2Λ(�25�9 +�25�1 +�9�1).

For even n, the analogous formula is more complicated. Still, we can express second–to–leading
contribution in terms of elementary symmetric polynomials of specific arguments:

L(n) = LO + (2D − 2)xn−2




n/2∑

j=0

((n
2

)2
− j

n

2
+

j

2

)
ej
{
xi = 22, 42, . . . , n2

}
(m2)j�

n
2 −j


+ lO

(54)
for odd n. For example, L(6)6 = . . .. This is an analogue of the above formula for odd n, as,
by expanding all the brackets, we arrive at similar expression in terms of elementary symmetric
polynomials:

L(n)n = xn−3Λ

⌊n/2⌋∑

j=0

(⌊n
2
⌋ − 1 + j)ej{xi = 12, 32, . . . , n2}(m2)j�⌊n

2 ⌋−j (55)

In short (and well–suited for momentum representation) form, these formulas can be summarized
as:

L(n)n = ⌊n
2
⌋(2D − 2)xn−3Λ

d

d�

⌊n/2⌋∏

i=0

�(2i+1)2 (56)

for odd n, and

L(n)n = (2D − 2)xn−2


1

2

n

2

n/2∏

i=1

�(2i)2 +
n+ 1

2
�

d

d�

n/2∏

i=1

�(2i)2


 (57)

for even n.

• Terms on the other end of the equations have an even simpler structure. For the last and preceding
term we have:

L(n) = higher–order terms + (n− 1)




n−1∏

j=2

(jD − 2j + 2)


Λ�n+2 +




n∏

j=2

(jD − 2j + 2)


�n =

= HO+ (n− 1)
(
(2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6) . . . ((n− 1)D − 2n+ 4)

)
Λ�n+2+

+
(
(2D − 2)(3D − 4) . . . (nD − 2n+ 2)

)
�n

(58)

so that

L(n)2 =




n∏

j=2

(jD − 2j + 2)


�n (59)

L(n)3 = (n− 1)




n−1∏

j=2

(jD − 2j + 2)


Λ�n+2 (60)

For example, L(5)2 = (2D− 2)(3D− 4)(4D− 6)(5D− 8)�5 and L(5)3 = 4(2D− 2)(3D− 4)(4D−
6)Λ�7, which means L(5) has the form higher–order + 4(2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)Λ�7 + (2D −
2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(5D − 8)�5

• We can dig even further in the structure of the coefficients. To give an example . . .
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3.1 Proofs

Here we provide some combinatorial calculations that produce the terms in the subsection above. We’ll
base them directly on the recursion relations derived above. The conceptual, rather then computational,
reasoning for these patterns remain, however, unknown to us.

Our reasoning is based on how the contributions of the form xaΛ0|1(cb�
b+ cb−1m

2�b−1+ . . .) behave
under the recursion

L
(n)
k+1 = ΛL

(n)
k + k(D − 2)L

(n)
k−1 + x2k(n− k + 1)m2L

(n)
k−1 (61)

First, we deal with contribution of Lk to Lk+1. Expanding the first and the second term, we obtain:

xa(. . .) 7→ Λxa(. . .) + k(D − 2)xa(. . .) = xaΛ(. . .) + (k(D − 2) + a)xa(. . .) (62)

xaΛ(. . .) 7→ ΛxaΛ(. . .) + k(D − 2)xaΛ(. . .) = xa+2�(. . .) + (a− (D − 2) + k(D − 2))xaΛ(. . .) (63)

where we used the operator identities Λxa = xa(Λ + a) and Λ2 = x2� − (D − 2)Λ. Notice that, in this
subsection, by (. . .) a dimensionally correct polynomial in �, m2 and D is denoted.

Second, we deal with contribution of L
(n)
k−1. It has even simpler structure than considered above:

xa(. . .) 7→ xa+2k(n− k + 1)m2(. . .) (64)

xaΛ(. . .) 7→ xa+2k(n− k + 1)Λm2(. . .) (65)

Below we present some conclusions from inspecting these relations.

3.1.1 D degree property

First, we show that order–r contribution to L(n) has, as a polynomial in D, a degree n − r + 1. This

is a particular case of the fact that order–r term (defined by the same conventions (21)) to L
(n)
k+1 is of a

degree k− r, for k = n+1. To show this, we divide L
(n)
k into individual terms and notice from inspection

of the relations above that order–r term in it contributes either to order–r+1 term in L
(n)
k+1 or to order–r

term with D power increased by 1, but not both: namely

xa(. . .) 7→
order increased︷ ︸︸ ︷
xaΛ(. . .) +

D degree increased︷ ︸︸ ︷
(k(D − 2) + a)xa(. . .)

xaΛ(. . .) 7→
order increased︷ ︸︸ ︷
xa+2�(. . .) +

D degree increased︷ ︸︸ ︷
(a− (D − 2) + k(D − 2))xaΛ(. . .)

This means that if D degree property holds for L
(n)
k , then it holds for (Λ + k(D− 2))L

(n)
k , which is a

L
(n)
k contribution into L

(n)
k+1 as well. For L

(n)
k−1 contribution we notice that order–r term in it contributes

only to order–r+2 term in L
(n)
k+1, so this part of the recursion preserves D degree property too: if order–r

term in L
(n)
k−1 had degree k − 1 − r in D, then its contribution to L

(n)
k+1 is to be of the same degree, but

k + 1− (r + 2) = k − 1− r, so the D degree property holds again.
The two remaining things to take care of is the possibility of D degree drop-down from the cancellation

of some terms above and the base step of our inductive argument. About the first, we notice that as the

contribution of order–r term of L
(n)
k−1 to L

(n)
k+1 is of lower degree in � than the contribution of order–r+2

term of L
(n)
k , it cannot cancel the coefficient before highest D power (notice that the coefficients before

D powers are polynomials in �). For the second, we notice that L
(n)
0 = 1 is of degree 0 in D and contains

order–0 term only, while L
(n)
1 = Λ is also of degree 0 and contains degree–1 term only, so the D degree

formula holds for them.
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3.1.2 Lowest–order terms

Pushing to extreme the reasoning above allows us to compute the coefficient before the last term in L(n)
(59). To do this we notice that recursion relations (61)–(65) either increase the order of a term or preserve
it, but not decrease; as the last term is evidently of the form 〈coefficient〉x2(� + cm2), we need to keep

track only of the order–preserving terms starting from the first L
(n)
k containing such a contribution for

the first time, namely, from k = 2:

L
(n)
2 = x2(�+ nm2) (66)

As the order–preserving part in (61) is xa(. . .) 7→ (a + k(D − 2))xa(. . .) and the L
(n)
k−1 contributions

to L
(n)
k (64)–(65) are always order–increasing, this term gets successively multiplied by 2 + 2(D − 2),

2 + 3(D − 2),. . . ,2 + n(D − 2), therefore,

L
(n)
n+1 = higher–order +

(
n∏

k=2

(k(D − 2) + 2)

)
L̃
(n)
2 = HO + x2

(
n∏

k=2

(k(D − 2) + 2)

)
(
�+ nm2

)
(67)

which nothing but (59). Notice that as this is the lowest–order contribution, the x2 multiplier can be

canceled in the whole operator without introducing the x−2 coefficients: L(n) = 1
x2L

(n)
n+1; however, if we

wanted to avoid this effect, we would have to introduce x−2 into the initial conditions of the recursion.
This argument can be suitably modified to compute the second–to–last term (60). It evidently has

the structure 〈coefficient〉x2Λ(� + cm2). Therefore, at each recursion step it gets a contribution from
order–preserving terms of (62) or order–increasing terms of (61), but not from (64)–(65), as, starting

from k = 2, each term in L
(n)
k is at least order–2 in x. Therefore, we need to track x2Λ(. . .)–term starting

from the first L
(n)
k containing such a term, namely, from k = 3:

L
(n)
3 = x2Λ(�+ (3n− 2)m2) + (2D − 2)x2(�+ nm2) (68)

At each step of the recursion the order–3 term of L
(n)
k , first, gets multiplied by 2− (D− 2)+k(D− 2)) =

(k − 1)(D − 2) + 2, and, second, gets a correction from the last term; however, for the discussion above,

the last term of L
(n)
k is given by

L
(n)
k = higher–order +

k−1∏

l=2

(2 + l(D − 2))x2�n = HO + (2D − 2) . . . ((k − 1)(D − 2) + 2)x2�n . (69)

Therefore the correction is of the form

(2D − 2) . . . ((k − 1)(D − 2) + 2)x2Λ�n (70)

Consequently, we have

L
(n)
4 = higher–order + (2 + 2(D − 2))x2Λ�3n−2 + (2D − 2)x2Λ�n + last =

= HO+ (2D − 2)x2Λ(�3n−2 +�n) + last ,

L
(n)
5 = HO+ (2D − 2)(2 + 3(D − 2))x2Λ(�3n−2 +�n) + (2D − 2)(3D − 4)x2Λ�n + last =

= HO+ (2D − 2)(3D − 4)x2Λ(�3n−2 + 2�n) + last ,

L
(n)
6 = HO+ (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(2 + 4(D − 2))x2Λ(�3n−2 + 2�n) + (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)x2Λ�n + last =

= HO+ (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)x2Λ(�3n−2 + 3�n) + last ,

(71)

so we observe that the structure

L
(n)
k = HO+ ((2D − 2) . . . ((k − 2)(D − 2) + 2))x2Λ(�3n−2 + (k − 3)�n) + last (72)

14



is preserved by recursion relations and continues up to

L
(n)
n+1 = HO+ (2D − 2)(3D − 4) . . . ((n− 1)(D − 2) + 2))x2Λ(�3n−2 + (n+ 1− 3)�n) + last (73)

But as �3n−2 +(n− 2)�n = (n− 1)�+(3n− 2)m2 +(n− 2)nm2 = (n− 1)(�+ (n+2)m2), the order–3
term has the form

n−1∏

k=2

(k(D − 2) + 2)(n− 1)x2Λ(�+ (n+ 2)m2) (74)

which is nothing but (60)

3.1.3 Leading–order terms

For the leading terms, a combinatoric derivation from the recursion relations is complicated. However,by
D degree property, the leading–order and next–to–leading order terms have degrees 0 and 1 in D, re-
spectively. Therefore, knowing the leading term in some fixed dimension and subleading one in two fixed
dimensions is enough to fixed their form completely. For the reason, we can use our results for D = 1
and D = 3, where a complete answer for arbitrary n is available. Multiplying the D = 1 answers (6)–(7)
by xn−1 or xn−2 for higher–D compatibility, we obtain

L(n)|D=1 = xn−1

⌊n
2 ⌋∏

k=0

(�+ (n− 2k)2m2) (75)

for odd n, and

L(n)|D=1 = xn−2Λ

n
2 −1∏

k=0

(� + (n− 2k)2m2) (76)

As these operators have the form (21), they present the leading–order terms in L(n), and as such are
D–independent. Therefore for arbitrary D we have

L(n)n+1 = xn−1

⌊n
2 ⌋∏

k=0

(�+ (n− 2k)2m2), n odd (77)

L(n)n+1 = xn−2Λ

n
2 −1∏

k=0

(� + (n− 2k)2m2), n even (78)

as well.
To compute the subleading term for odd n, it is sufficient to extract it from the full answer for D = 3,

where we have:

k∏

i=0

(
∂2 + (2i+ 1)2m2

) (
x2k+1G2k+1

)
=

k∏

i=0

(
�− 2

x2
Λ + (2i+ 1)2m2

)(
x2k+1G2k+1

)
=

= x2k+1
k∏

i=0

(
�+ (2i+ 1)2m2

)
G2k+1 − 2x2k−1Λ

d

d�

(
k∏

i=0

(
�+ (2i+ 1)2m2

)
)
+

+ 2(2k + 1)Λ
d

d�

(
k∏

i=0

(
�+ (2i+ 1)2m2

)
)

+ lower–order =

= x2k+1
k∏

i=0

(
�+ (2i+ 1)2m2

)
G2k+1 − 4kx2k−1Λ

d

d�

(
k∏

i=0

(
�+ (2i+ 1)2m2

)
)

+ lo

(79)

where in the second line we expand brackets such that we take the
2

x2
Λ term and used the commutator:
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�x2k+1 = x2k+1�+ 2(2k + 1)x2k−1Λ + (2k + 1)(2k + 2)x2k−1. (80)

As in D = 1 we have L(n)n|D=1 = 0 and the term in consideration is linear in D, it has a form
a(D − 1). But as at D = 3 2D − 2 = 4, we just need to replace the 4 coefficient above with 2D − 2 to
obtain an arbitrary odd n answer:

L(n)n = (2D − 2)⌊n
2
⌋xn−3Λ

d

d�

(
k∏

i=0

(
�+ (2i+ 1)2m2

)
)

(81)

(one extra x power has been canceled for the sake of uniformity)
In an analogous way, the formula for even–n subleading term (54) can be derived.

4 Generalization: different–mass case

It is easy to see that the general reasoning in 2.3.1 doesn’t rely heavily on the equality of masses of
different virtual particles. Therefore our procedure should admit a generalization to diagrams with
unequal internal masses. We argue this is indeed the case by demonstrating an explicit generalization of
our basic examples, namely, D = 1, and n = 2. We also restate our generic arguments in a form of a
routine for deriving a differential equation for arbitrary D and generic masses. However, as the equations
arising as results are significantly more complicated than equal–mass ones, only very basic observations
about the order and leading–order term are presented.

4.1 D = 1 case, any n

Here we present a generalization of analysis in ??, leading to a derivation of arbitrary–n equation in
D = 1. The base equations are

(∂2 +m2
k)G(mk;x) = 0 (82)

so off–singularity Green’s functions are given by exponents G(mk;x) = e±imkx with arbitrary mass tuple
mk. The banana function is given by

Gn(~m;x) =

n∏

k=0

G(mk; , x) (83)

So for L a differential operator killing the banana function we should have

Ln(~m)e(i(±m1±m2±...±mn)x) = 0 (84)

for arbitrary combination of +’s and −’s. Such L is given by a straightforward generalization of (5):
∏

~ǫ

(∂ + i (ǫimi))Gn(~m;x) = 0 (85)

where the sum goes over all 2n different sign–vectors ~ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}n. Laplacian–like form of this equation
is ∏

~ǫ

(
∂2 + (ǫimi)

2
)
Gn(~m;x) = 0 (86)

with ~ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}n/±.
Notice that the order of this differential operator is 2n as opposed to n+1 in the equal mass case, as

expected from analysis in sec. 2.3.1. This means that in the equal mass case the space of solutions gets
degenerated. For example, ei(m1−m2)x and ei(m2−m1)x both become the constant solution at m1 = m2.
This means that in the equation we get a degeneration of operators

(∂ + i(m1 −m2))(∂ − i(m1 −m2))
m1=m2−→ ∂x (87)

For example, for D = 1, n = 2 we have:
(
�+ (m1 −m2)

2
) (

�+ (m1 +m2)
2
)
G2(m1,m2;x) = 0 −→ Λ

(
�+ 4m2

)
G2(x) = 0 (88)
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4.2 n = 2 case, any D

Here we present a derivation of n = 2 general–D equation analogous to example in 2.1.2. We are analyzing
2–banana function:

G2(m1,m2;x) = G(m1;x)G(m2;x) (89)

To derive the differential equation we will use the same recursive approach as in sec.2.1.2. We employ,
however, radial–coordinate calculations. As in (10) we get:

(
�+ (m2

1 +m2
2)
)
G2(m1,m2;x) = 2∂µG(m1;x)∂µG(m2;x) = 2∂G(m1;x)∂G(m2;x) (90)

Further differentiation leads to the following relation

� (∂Gm1∂Gm2) = −
(
2(D − 1)(D − 2)

x2
+m2

1 +m2
2

)
(∂Gm1∂Gm2)−

2(D − 1)

x
∂Gm1∂Gm2 + 2m2

1m
2
2Gm1Gm2 (91)

Expressing ∂Gm1∂Gm2 from (90) and supplying it here we come out with:
{
x2(� +m2

1 +m2
2) + 2(D − 1)Λ + 2(D − 1)(D − 2)

}
(�+m2

1+m2
2)Gm1Gm2 = 4m2

1m
2
2x

2Gm1Gm2 (92)

Thus, restated in a more furnished form,

{
x2
(
�+ (m1 +m2)

2
)(

�+ (m1 −m2)
2
)
+

+2(D− 1)Λ
(
� +m2

1 +m2
2

)
+ 2(D − 1)(D − 2)

(
�+m2

1 +m2
2

)}
G2 = 0

(93)

Clearly, at D = 1 this equation reduces to (86). Some mass terms seem to reduce smoothly to their
uniform–mass case limits: for example, in the leading terms (m1 +m2)

2 → 4m2, while in the last term
m2

1 +m2
2 → 2m2. Generally, however, the equal–mass limit does not appear to be a trivial one. Instead

of “extra” terms just vanishing, the operator gets additional factorization at equal masses. For example,
in our case we have:

0 = x2(�+ 4m2)�G2 + 2(D − 1)Λ(�+ 2m2)G2 + 2(D − 1)(D − 2)(�+ 2m2)G2 =

=
(
Λ + (D − 2)

)(
Λ(�+ 4m2)G2 + 2(D − 1)(�+ 2m2)G2

) (94)

4.3 The general procedure

The general procedure is a specification, for the case of interest, of general considerations in 2.3.1. It can
be formulated as follows: suppose we are looking for a differential equation for n–banana.

1. denote
Is1,s2,...,sk = G1G2 . . . (∂Gs1)(∂Gs2) . . . (∂Gsk) (95)

where Gi := G(mi;x), ∂ = ∂/∂|x| and s1, . . . sk is an arbitrary subset of 1, 2, . . . , n

2. These functions are differentially related, namely,

∂Is1,s2,...sk =
∑

a 6=s1,...sk

Ia,s1,...,sk + k
D − 1

x
Is1,...,sk −

k∑

j=1

m2
sj Is1,s2,...,✚❩sj ...sk (96)

3. By taking derivatives of these relations and substituting them in place of derivatives, one can express
any derivative ∂kI∅ of banana function as a linear combination of various I•;...;•’s:

∂kI∅ =
∑

J⊆{1,2,...n}

α
(k)
J

IJ (97)

The first 2n − 1 derivatives, including the zeroth are then sufficient to solve this linear system and
express arbitrary IJ backwards as a linear combination of ∂kI∅:

IJ =
2n−1∑

k=0

β
(J)
k (∂kI∅) (98)
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4. The 2n’th derivative expression therefore becomes a differential equation, when I•;...;• in form of
linear combinations of lower derivatives are substituted into it:

∂2nI∅ =
∑

J⊆{1,2,...n}

α
(2n)
J

IJ → ∂2nI∅ =

2n−1∑

k=0

γk(∂
kI∅) (99)

As I∅ is the initial banana function, this is the differential equation we settled for. Alternatively,
one can use the identity

∂I1,2,...,n = n
D − 1

x
I1,2,...,n −

n∑

k=1

m2
kI1,2,...,✁❆k,...,n

(100)

which does not contain higher derivatives.

5 Translation to momentum space

In order to compare our position space equations with some well known results we have to translate those
into momentum space. Since all of our equations are written in terms of scalar operators �,Λ and x2 it is
a straightforward calculation. Also, since we are dealing with the Feynman propagator we may assume,
that momentum space integrals only depend on the square of the external momentum. Denoting it as
t = p2 we then have the following simple rules:

� · F (x) → −t · F (t)

Λ · F (x) = −
(
D + 2t

d

dt

)
· F (t) = −

(
(D − 2) + 2

d

dt
t

)
· F (t)

x2 · F (x) → −
(
2D

d

dt
+ 4t

d2

dt2

)
F (t) = −2

d

dt

(
(D − 4) + 2

d

dt
t

)
· F (t)

(101)

where F (t) is the Fourier transform of F (x). These transition rules for operators follow from the basic
properties:

xµF (x) =

∫
dDp eipx

(
− ∂

∂pµ

)
F (p)

∂

∂xµ
F (x) =

∫
dDp eipxpµF (p)

(102)

After transitioning to momentum space one would have to reorder the derivative to bring the equation
into a canonical form:

L̂(n)Gn(t) =




ord(n)∑

k=0

qk(t)
dk

dtk


Gn(t) (103)

where the functions qk(t) are express trough the coefficients of the position space operator in an inter-
twined way.

The order of differential operators in momentum and position space is different. This would make us
generally suspicions, since the order counts the number of independent solutions. However even on in the
simplest case of the equation for the cut propagator we see this discrepancy:

(�+m2)G(x) = 0 → (p2 −m2)G(p) = 0 (104)

the two independent solutions for the momentum space equation are given by singular delta-functions
(41), therefore the counting is affected.

It is also well-known that banana integrals in momentum space may acquire UV divergences. In terms
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of dimensional regularization this amounts to the appearance of poles at some integer dimensions. Since,
for the most part, we do not deal with UV behavior, we also will discuss momentum space divergences
elsewhere. As we have mentioned the advantage of working in position space is the absence of these
divergences. This is because in momentum space we deal with integrals instead of just functions, which
can be divergent in large enough number of dimensions by power counting.

5.1 Comparison with current literature

In 3 we made several statements about the coefficients in the position space operators. Now we would
like to derive some their counterparts in momentum space, considering qk(t) and ord(n). Comparing the
results with [33] we find complete agreement.

Formulas (101) mean that the term of the highest degree in t derivatives comes from the highest de-
gree terms in x. Multiplication by x2 continuities a second derivative in t, while Λ = x∂x produces a first
derivative. Therefore, according to sec. 3:

ord(n) = degx {L(n)} = n− 1 (105)

We can compute coefficient of the highest order term. This does not require complicated operator
reordering, since the highest derivative comes from simply moving all derivatives to the right. Therefore
we have:

qn−1(t) = −(−2)n−1t
−1+(−1)n

2 +⌊n+1
2 ⌋

⌊n−1
2 ⌋∏

i=0

(
t− (n− 2i)2m2

)
(106)

The succeeding term can also be calculated. It gets two contributions. First is from lower order terms in
x in position space, for which we pull the t-derivative to the right. The second contribution comes from
the highest order term in position space, but taking the one order lower derivative term, that appears
after reordering of derivatives.

qn−2(t) =
(n− 1)

2
·
(
n(D − 2)

2t
qn−1(t)− (D − 3)

dqn−1(t)

dt

)
(107)

which at d = 2 coincides with [33] The lower derivative terms in momentum space require increasingly
more reordering and get contributions from lower terms in x2 in position space. Instead, just as in
position space, we can switch our attention to the lowest order term. Hence for the contribution without
derivatives we obtain:

q0(t) = −




n−1∏

j=2

(jD − 2j − 2)


 ·

(
(nD − 2D + 4)m2 + (D − 4)t

)
(108)

which reduces to −(−2)n−1(t− nm2) at D = 2, which agrees with [33].

Hence the position space calculations are quite efficient to also obtain general answers for momentum
space operators.

6 Conclusion

In this text we were concerned with the hidden structures of perturbative quantum field theory manifested
in properties of Feynman diagrammatic integrals. Under the hood these properties represent the shades of
integrability of underlying quantum field theory [8,9]. They seemingly have deep origins in the structure
of stringy amplitudes, especially to their the universal moduli space formulation [38, 39], resembling
provokingly the practice of motivic theory [3, 18, 40]. In a sense, the hidden symmetries we refer to are
particle limits of the corresponding string structures. These deep arguments are bridged to diagrammatics
by the algebraic structures on graphs [9, 11], which are usually studied in the theory of matrix models
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and their integrability properties [10]. Here our approach, however, is different: proceed down–top and
explore the properties in question on the level of Feynman integration directly. This work is to provide
us with intuition, computation routines and a bunch of examples all at the same time.

In the present paper our main contribution is a position–space–based method of computing the dif-
ferential equations on n–banana Feynman diagrams. The core idea is to use some very general properties
of D–modules, namely the differential equations on functions induce differential equation on product —
a fact otherwise known as flatness of tensor product of flat connections. We should note that the while
the banana graphs are somewhat exotic for the realistic branches of quantum field theory, they take im-
portant place on their own in some special models. Namely, in the so–called Aristotelian tensor models
the color structure of vertices forbids any diagrams but bananas [41, 42] — and therefore in a model of
Aristotelian tensor fields the graphs we discuss constitute the whole of perturbation theory.

The examples computed allow experimental search for signs of hidden structures behind these equa-
tions. Our attempts in this direction led to general formulas for some coefficients in the equations. We
proved the leading–order terms have simple factorized form, that can be deduced from in D = 1. Other
terms appear as a deformation of D = 1 result and also exhibit factorization patterns described in section
3.

On the other hand, both the computation of the right–hand side and comparison with momentum–
space results turn out to be tricky and related to subtleties of multidimensional distribution theory and
complex–analytic Fourier analysis. In particular, the minimal order of polynomial differential equations in
position space naively does not coincide with momentum–space one, despite the solution space dimension
should be the same. These complications need to be resolved before a general theory is set up. On the
other hand, even in such a general theory one needs to keep nonsingular–patch phenomena separated for
the sake of clarity.

The general nature of the ideas underlying our computations leads us to believe that these method
can be extended beyond banana graphs. We will provide more applications in future publications. In
particular, we presume the following observations to remain true (rendered appropriately) in general:

• the utility of switching to position space (where the key building block is the equation of motion,
which has a transparent origin)

• the separation of non–singular patch affairs from the structure of discontinuities (e.g. absence of
divergences for diagrams without internal vertices)

• the complete tractability of D = 1 case (trigonometric Green functions)

• the deformational nature of general–D results (with D = 1 as a starting point). In particular, the
D dependence of the results in a right form should be polynomial or at least analytic.

• the special status of odd–dimensional Green function (polynomial–trigonometric as opposed to
Bessel–like)

An example of question suggested by the present study is the following. Take any Feynman diagram
and consider a family of alike graphs, in which one selected edge gets progressively ”bananized”. Do
differential equations on these diagrams form a structurized tower analogous to one dealt with in this
text? In particular: can these equations be computed in some systematic way, given an equation on the
initial diagram?

Summing up, the spacetime considerations of Feynman diagrammatic integrals simplify greatly their
exploration by means of differential equations. It makes possible to perform massive computations nec-
essary for empirical studies of these functions. Not only that, it allows a different perspective on their
analytic structure and in a way completes the emerging general picture with a reciprocal–space counter-
part. This convinces us this line of thought is promising and worth pursuing further research.
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A Selected list of equations

A.1 D = 1, arbitrary n, equal masses

• n is odd:

xn−1

⌊n
2 ⌋∏

k=0

(�+ (n− 2k)2m2)Gn = i
n!

(2m)n−1
δ(x)

• n is even:

xn−2Λ

n
2 −1∏

k=0

(�+ (n− 2k)2m2)Gn = i
n!

(2m)n−1
δ(x)

A.2 Arbitrary D, equal masses, no singular term

• n = 1:
(�+m

2)G1 = 0

• n = 2:
Λ(�+ 4m2)G2 + 2(D − 1)(�+ 2m2)G2 = 0

• n = 3:
x
2(�+ 9m2)(�+m

2)G3 + 2(2D − 2)Λ(� + 5m2)G3 + (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(� + 3m2)G3 = 0

• n = 4:

x
2Λ(�+ 16m2)(� + 4m2)G4 + 2x2(2D − 2)(2�2 + 25m2�+ 32m4)G4+

3(2D − 2)(3D − 4)Λ(�+ 6m2)G4 + (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(� + 4m2)G4 = 0

• n = 5:

x
4(�+ 25m2)(�+ 9m2)(�+m

2)G5 + 2(2D − 2)x2Λ(3�2 + 70m2
�+ 259m4)G5+

x
2(2D − 2)((29D − 36)�2 + 2(217D − 266)m2�+ 5(145D − 176)m4)G5+

4(2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)Λ(�+ 7m2)G5 + (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(5D − 8)(�+ 5m2)G5 = 0

• n = 6:

x
4Λ

(

�+ 4m2
) (

�+ 16m2
) (

�+ 36m2
)

G6 + x
4
(

9�3 + 364m2
�

2 + 3136m4
�+ 3456m6

)

G6

+ (2D − 2)x2Λ
(

(59D − 72)�2 + 112(14D − 17)m2�+ 8(823D − 999)m4
)

G6+

2(2D − 2)(3D − 4)x2
(

(37D − 48)�2 + 28(23D − 29)m2
�+ 12(111D − 137)m4

)

G6+

5(2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(5D − 8)Λ
(

�+ 8m2
)

G6 + (2D − 2)(3D − 4)(4D − 6)(5D − 8)(6D − 10)
(

�+ 6m2
)

G6 = 0

• n = 7:

x
6
(

�+m
2
) (

�+ 9m2
) (

�+ 25m2
) (

�+ 49m2
)

G7+

24(D − 1)x4Λ
(

�3 + 63�2
m

2 + 987�m
4 + 3229m6

)

G7+

4(D − 1)x4
(

�
3(61D − 72) + 21�2(133D − 156)m2 + 3�(9145D − 10656)m4 + 7(5257D − 6084)m6

)

G7+

12(D − 1)(3D − 4)x2
(

�2(D(103D − 287) + 200) + 2�(D(1021D − 2785) + 1896)m2+

7(D(721D − 1937) + 1296)m4
)

G7+

24(D − 1)4(3D − 4)x2Λ
(

�2(4D − 5) + 7�(17D − 21)m2 + (559D − 690)m4
)

G7+

24(D − 1)2(2D − 3)(3D − 5)(3D − 4)(5D − 8)Λ
(

�+ 9m2
)

G7+

8(D − 1)(2D − 3)(3D − 5)(3D − 4)(5D − 8)(7D − 12)
(

�+ 7m2
)

G7 = 0
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• n = 8:

x
6Λ

(

�+ 4m2
) (

�+ 16m2
) (

�+ 36m2
) (

�+ 64m2
)

G8+

8(D − 1)x6
(

4�4 + 375�3
m

2 + 9828�2
m

4 + 72160�m
6 + 73728m8

)

G8+

4(D − 1)x4Λ
(

�
3(103D − 120) + 6�2(1199D − 1392)m2 + 12�(10373D − 12009)m4 + 64(7009D − 8112)m6

)

G8+

8(D − 1)x4
(

�3(4D − 5)(97D − 120) + 6�2(D(3301D − 8149) + 5028)m2 + 6�(D(36389D − 89133) + 54558)m4+

256(4D − 5)(338D − 399)m6
)

G8+

12(D − 1)(3D − 4)x2Λ
(

�
2(D(327D − 887) + 600) + 4�(D(2687D − 7223) + 4836)m2+

4(D(13961D − 37509) + 25098)m4
)

G8+

8(D − 1)6(2D − 3)(3D − 4)x2
(

2�2(D(59D − 168) + 120) +�(D(2623D − 7257) + 5024)m2+

32(4D(59D − 160) + 433)m4
)

G8+

56(D − 1)(2D − 3)(3D − 5)(3D − 4)(5D − 8)(7D − 12)Λ
(

�+ 10m2
)

G8+

8(D − 1)2(2D − 3)(3D − 5)(3D − 4)(4D − 7)(5D − 8)(7D − 12)
(

�+ 8m2
)

G8 = 0

• n = 9:

x
8
(

m
2 + �

) (

9m2 + �
) (

25m2 + �
) (

49m2 + �
) (

81m2 +�
)

G9+

x
6Λ

(

1057221m8 + 345620m6
�+ 26334m4

�
2 + 660m2

�
3 + 5�4

)

G9+

4(D − 1)x6
(

81(62631D − 70424)m8 + 44(96599D − 109132)m6
�+ 66(7913D − 8976)m4

�
2+

132(137D − 156)m2�3 + 25(7D − 8)�4
)

G9+

8(4D − 5)x4Λ
(

11(12952D − 15291)m6 + 33(1097D − 1296)m4
�+ 33(58D − 69)m2

�
2 + 5(5D − 6)�3

)

G9+

12(D − 1)(3D − 4)x4
(

9(3D(51453D − 126523) + 233344)m6 + 11(D(68903D − 171577) + 106872)m4�+

11(D(5639D − 14225) + 8976)m2
�

2 + (D(1103D − 2817) + 1800)�3
)

G9+

6(2D − 3)(3D − 4)x2Λ
(

11(D(8279D − 22453) + 15192)m4+

22(D(727D − 1973) + 1336)m2
�+ (5D − 7)(89D − 120)�2

)

G9+

8(D − 1)(2D − 3)(3D − 4)x2
(

27(9D(D(2369D − 10171) + 14528) − 62144)m4+

22(D(D(7953D − 34681) + 50410) − 24432)m2
�+ (D(23D(309D − 1379) + 47260) − 23520)�2

)

G9+

8(D − 1)Λ16(2D − 3)(3D − 5)(3D − 4)(4D − 7)(5D − 8)(7D − 12)
(

11m2 + �
)

G9+

16(D − 1)(2D − 3)(3D − 5)(3D − 4)(4D − 7)(5D − 8)(7D − 12)(9D − 16)
(

9m2 +�
)

G9 = 0

A.3 Generic masses

• n = 2
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