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We present the first proof-of-concept application to decay processes at higher perturbative orders of LTD
causal unitary, a novel methodology that exploits the causal properties of vacuum amplitudes in the loop-tree
duality (LTD) and is directly well-defined in the four physical dimensions of the space-time. The generation of
loop- and tree-level contributions to the differential decay rates from a kernel multiloop vacuum amplitude is
shown in detail, and explicit expressions are presented for selected processes that are suitable for a lightweight
understanding of the method. Specifically, we provide a clear physical interpretation of the local cancellation
of soft, collinear and unitary threshold singularities, and of the local renormalisation of ultraviolet singularities.
The presentation is illustrated with numerical results that showcase the advantages of the method.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a recent paper [1], we have proposed a novel repre-
sentation of differential observables at high-energy colliders
that exploits the manifestly causal properties of the loop-tree
duality (LTD) at higher perturbative orders and its connec-
tions with directed acyclic graph (DAG) configurations in
graph theory [2–17]. This approach, dubbed LTD causal uni-
tary, generalises the method of four-dimensional unsubtrac-
tion (FDU) [18–25] in which, unlike subtraction methods [26–
67], infrared (IR) and ultraviolet (UV) singularities are locally
cancelled directly between loop and tree contributions at the
integrand level, while introducing relevant improvements and
new features that facilitate an efficient implementation.

The central and novel ingredient of LTD causal unitary is
a multiloop vacuum amplitude in the LTD representation that
depends on Λ loop momenta, {ℓj}j=1,...,Λ. In LTD causal
unitary, the differential contribution to the decay rate of a par-
ticle of mass ma from the kth-order in perturbation theory is
given by

dΓ(k)
a =

dΛ

2ma

∑
(i1···ina)∈Σ

A(Λ,R)
D (i1 · · · ina) ∆̃i1···inā ,

(1)

and

dΓNkLO
a =

k∑
j=0

dΓ(j)
a , (2)

where dΓNkLO
a denotes the differential decay rate up to (next-

to)k-leading order, and the integration measure

dΛ =

Λ−1∏
j=1

dΦℓj =

Λ−1∏
j=1

µ4−d dd−1ℓj
(2π)d−1

, (3)
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is written in terms of the spatial components of Λ − 1 primi-
tive loop momenta, as the spatial components of one of them
are fixed by the decaying particle. A detailed derivation of the
integration measure from the customary phase space is pre-
sented in Appendix A. The number of loops of the vacuum
amplitude is Λ = L + N − 1, where N is the total number
of external particles in LO kinematics, and L is the maximum
number of loops that contribute at the kth perturbative order.
In Eq. (1), Σ denotes the set of all the phase-space configura-
tions contributing at the kth order, with n ∈ {m, . . . ,m+ k},
where m is the number of final-state particles in LO kinemat-
ics. For a decay process, m = N − 1.

The final states with n particles are then generated from
residues, called phase-space residues, of a vacuum ampli-
tude A(Λ)

D on the on-shell energies of the internal propagators,

q
(+)
is,0

=
√
q2
is
+m2

is
− ı0, where ı0 is the original complex

prescription of a Feynman propagator, qis the spacial compo-
nents of the four-momentum qis , and mis its mass,

A(Λ,R)
D (i1 · · · ina) = A(Λ)

D (i1 · · · ina)

− A(Λ)
UV(i1 · · · ina) , (4)

where

A(Λ)
D (i1 · · · ina) = Res

(xa

2
A(Λ)

D , λi1···ina

)
, (5)

with

λi1···ina =

n∑
s=1

q
(+)
is,0

+ q
(+)
a,0 . (6)

The counterterm A(Λ)
UV(i1 · · · ina) in Eq. (4) implements a lo-

cal UV renormalisation. The residue at λi1···ina = 0 is
obtained by analytically continuing the initial-state on-shell
energy, q

(+)
a,0 =

√
q2
a +m2

a − ı0, to negative values, i.e.,

q
(+)
a,0 = −p

(+)
a,0 . We have defined xa = 2q

(+)
a,0 .
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The last factor in Eq. (1) encodes energy conservation

∆̃i1···inā = 2π δ(λi1···inā) , (7)

with

λi1···inā =

n∑
s=1

q
(+)
is,0

− p
(+)
a,0 . (8)

The LTD causal unitary representation in Eq. (1) involves
the sum over all possible phase-space residues of the vacuum
amplitude. It is precisely the unitary sum over all of them
that ensures that most of the unique properties of the vacuum
amplitude are preserved. Specifically, the vacuum amplitude
in LTD is a function of the on-shell energies and is obtained
by replacing the Feynman propagators by causal propagators
of the form

1

λi1···im
=

(
m∑
s=1

q
(+)
is,0

)−1

. (9)

The numerator of the vacuum amplitude is also a function of
the on-shell energies and additionally of the internal masses.

Since the real part of the on-shell energies is positive by
definition, the causal propagators in Eq. (9) cannot become
singular. If all the on-shell energies vanish simultaneously for
massless particles, the potential soft singularity is screened by
the integration measure which also vanishes in this limit. As
a consequence, the vacuum amplitude cannot exhibit soft or
collinear singularities, and remarkably unitary threshold sin-
gularities are also absent. The absence of singularities in the
vacuum amplitude, apart from UV singularities that are ac-
counted for by the local UV counterterm, ensures that the uni-
tary sum over the phase-space residues is also free of soft,
collinear and unitary threshold singularities [1]. Therefore,
the master expression for the decay rate in Eq. (1) is well de-
fined in the four physical dimensions of the space-time, since
all potential singularities locally cancel out between different
phase-space residues.

The purpose of this paper is to provide a first proof-of-
concept implementation of LTD causal unitary for physical
processes, and to showcase its coherence and advantages in a
detailed manner, especially with respect to the physical inter-
pretation of the contributing components.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section II, we
present explicit expressions for the phase-space residues that
contribute to the decay processes H → qq̄(g) and γ∗ → qq̄(g)
at LO and NLO. In Section III, we construct the correspond-
ing UV counterterms, which implement a local UV renormal-
isation, and discuss in detail the wave-function renormalisa-
tion and the mass renormalisation scheme. In Section IV, we
consider a simplified model that has all the main properties
of a NNLO calculation and is therefore suitable for present-
ing LTD causal unitary at NNLO in a lightweight form. In
Section V, we present a numerical implementation of LTD
causal unitary at NLO and NNLO based on the phase-space
residues presented in Sections II to IV, and illustrate the
local cancellation of unitary threshold, double- and triple-
collinear/quasicollinear singularities. Finally, in Section VI
we draw our conclusions and future prospects.

II. VACUUM AMPLITUDES AND DECAY RATES AT NLO

We present explicit expressions up to NLO for the decay
processes H → qq̄(g) and γ∗ → qq̄(g). These processes are
well suited to easily illustrate all the main features of LTD
causal unitary with compact analytical expressions. The ker-
nel vacuum amplitude used to derive the total or differential
decay rate, or any other physical observables, is constructed
from the vacuum diagrams depicted in Fig. 1. The two-loop
vacuum diagram, on the left, generates the differential expres-
sion of the decay rate at LO. The remaining three-loop dia-
grams contribute to the decay rate at NLO. Note that the di-
agram on the right and similar diagrams naturally generate
selfenergy insertions in external legs. Their contribution is es-
sential to achieve a local cancellation of all IR singularities
with the real emission final-state configurations. The inter-
nal momenta are labelled as follows in terms of the loop mo-
menta {ℓs}s=1,2,3:

q1 = ℓ1 + ℓ2 , q2 = ℓ1 + ℓ3 , q3 = ℓ1 ,

q4 = ℓ2 , q5 = ℓ2 − ℓ3 , q6 = ℓ3 . (10)

We use the shorthand notation ℓij = ℓi+ ℓj and ℓij̄ = ℓi− ℓj .
Nonetheless, it is worth noting that one of the advantages of
the LTD representation is that it is independent of the specific
labelling of the internal momenta. The momentum q1 repre-
sents a gluon and is massless, while q2 through q5 are quarks
or antiquarks of mass m. The momentum q6 is either a Higgs
boson or an off-shell photon. To simplify the presentation, we
define xi1···in =

∏n
s=1 2q

(+)
is,0

.
The two-loop dual vacuum amplitude associated to the LO

decay rate has the compact form

A(2,f)
D =

2 g
(0)
f

x456

 |M(0)
f→qq̄|2

λ456
+ 2λ456̄

 , f = H, γ∗. (11)

For convenience, the average factor over initial-state polariza-
tions is included in A(2,f)

D . In this expression, we have antic-

ipated that |M(0)
f→qq̄|2 is the matrix element squared obtained

with the standard approach of squaring the tree-level ampli-
tude for f → qq̄ and averaging over the initial-state polariza-
tions, where the interaction couplings and final-state colour
factors are collected in the coefficient g(0)f ,

g
(0)
H = y2qCA , g

(0)
γ∗ = (eeq)

2CA , (12)

with yq the Yukawa coupling of the quark, eq the quark elec-
tric charge in terms of the electric charge unit e, and the
Casimir color factor CA = 3.

The corresponding phase-space residue is given by

A(2,f)
D (456) ≡ Res

(x6

2
A(2,f)

D , λ456

)
=

g
(0)
f

x45
|M(0)

f→qq̄|2 ,
(13)

with

|M(0)
H→qq̄|2 = 2sβ2 , |M(0)

γ∗→qq̄|2 = 2s

(
1 +

1− β2

d− 2

)
,

(14)
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FIG. 1. The two- and three-loop vacuum diagrams generating γ∗ →
qq̄(g) at LO and NLO, respectively. The gray dashed lines represent
phase-space residues. Similar diagrams contribute to H → qq̄(g) by
substituting the photon labeled as 6 with a Higgs boson.

where β =
√
1− 4m2/s is the velocity of the quark in terms

of its mass m and the centre-of-mass energy squared s, and
d = 4− 2ϵ is the number of space-time dimensions in dimen-
sional regularisation (DREG). The factor 1/x45 is, in effect,
the expected factor arising from a phase space as the product
of the final-state energies, whereas here it is actually generated
in a natural way from the phase-space residue on the vacuum
amplitude. The on-shell energy of the decaying particle is
q
(+)
6,0 =

√
s− ı0, with s = m2

H for the Higgs boson decay, as
we set ℓ3 = 0 in the centre-of-mass frame. The partial decay
rate at LO is then given by

dΓLO
f→qq̄ =

dΦℓ2

2
√
s
A(2,f)

D (456) ∆̃456̄ . (15)

The phase-space condition encoded by ∆̃456̄ imposes q(+)
4,0 =

q
(+)
5,0 = q

(+)
6,0 /2 in the frame where ℓ3 = 0:

∆̃456̄ =
π

β
δ

(
|ℓ2| −

β
√
s

2

)
. (16)

Conservation of the three-momentum is already consistently
fulfilled in the vacuum amplitude. Thus, the total decay rates
at LO agree with the well-known results

ΓLO
H→qq̄ = g

(0)
H

β3mH

8π
,

ΓLO
γ∗→qq̄ = g

(0)
γ∗

β
√
s

8π

(
1 +

2m2

s

)
. (17)

Such a LO calculation, performed through the phase-space
residues of a two-loop vacuum amplitude, may seem redun-
dant and overly complex. Yet, the benefits of the method
emerge clearly at higher orders.

We now consider the three-loop vacuum amplitude acting
as the kernel dual amplitude at NLO. We shall evaluate phase-
space residues involving 3 and 4 external particles, which cor-
respond to the virtual and real contributions to the decay rate
at NLO. The differential decay rate at NLO is

dΓ
(1)
f→qq̄ =

dΦℓ1ℓ2

2
√
s

[(
A(3,f,R)

D (456) ∆̃456̄

+A(3,f)
D (1356) ∆̃1356̄

)
+ (5 ↔ 2, 4 ↔ 3)

]
. (18)

The first phase-space residue, unrenormalised, which cor-
responds to the interference of a one-loop with a tree-level
amplitude, is given for the decay of the Higgs boson by

A(3,H)
D (456) =

g
(1)
H

x12345

[{
hD (456) |M(0)

H→qq̄|2

+2(d− 2)λ2

(
−λ125λ12̄5

λ134̄

− λ125̄λ12̄5̄

λ134
+ 2λ13̄

)
+λ1

(
(d− 2)|M(0)

H→qq̄|2 − 4s
)( 1

λ234̄5̄

+
1

λ2345

)}
+(2 ↔ 3, 4 ↔ 5)

]
, (19)

and for the decay of an off-shell photon by

A(3,γ∗)
D (456) =

g
(1)
γ∗

x12345

[{
hD (456) |M(0)

γ∗→qq̄|2

+2(d− 2)λ2

(
−λ125λ12̄5

λ134̄

− λ125̄λ12̄5̄

λ134
+ 2λ13̄

d− 4

d− 2

)
+λ1

((
(d− 4)|M(0)

γ∗→qq̄|2 − 8s
)( 1

λ234̄5̄

+
1

λ2345

)
+

4λ125̄λ12̄5

λ234̄5̄

+
4λ125λ12̄5̄

λ2345

)}
+ (2 ↔ 3, 4 ↔ 5)

]
, (20)

where the function hD (456) is common to both residues,

hD (456) = s(1 + β2)

×
[

1

λ134̄

(
1

λ234̄5̄

+
1

λ125

)
+

1

λ134λ2345

]
+4λ2

[(
1 + β2

2
+

m2

λ134̄λ134

)(
1

λ134̄

+
1

λ134

)
+(d− 2)

λ13̄

s

]
. (21)

The interaction coupling at second order is g(1)f = g2S CF g
(0)
f ,

where gS is the strong coupling, CF = 4/3 and the tree-level
coupling g

(0)
f is defined in Eq. (12).

The phase-space residues with three particles in the final
state are generated from the expression

A(3,f)
D (1356) =

g
(1)
f

x135

[
2

λ125λ12̄5λ134λ134̄

(
s− λ125λ12̄5

−λ134λ134̄ −
m2(λ125λ12̄5 + λ134λ134̄)

2

λ125λ12̄5λ134λ134̄

)
|M(0)

f→qq̄|2

+(d− 2)

(
λ134λ134̄

λ125λ12̄5

+
λ125λ12̄5

λ134λ134̄

)
+ c

(f)
D

]
,

c
(H)
D = 2(d− 2) , c

(γ∗)
D = 2(d− 4) . (22)

In this expression the final-state quark is labelled as 3 and the
antiquark as 5. The exchange of indices in Eq. (18) accounts
for the symmetric phase-space residues

A(3,f)
D (236) = A(3,f)

D (456)
∣∣∣
(5↔2,4↔3)

,

A(3,f)
D (1246) = A(3,f)

D (1356)
∣∣∣
(5↔2,4↔3)

. (23)
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Before moving on to the UV renormalization of the phase-
space residues in Eq. (19) and Eq. (20) let us comment on
their IR and threshold singularities. Both expressions become
singular at λ134̄ → 0 and this singularity corresponds to a
collinear singularity due to the collinear splitting 13 → 4,
where the outgoing quark is labelled as 4, and the labels 1 and
3 denote the internal particles running in the loop. Since the
energy of 4 is limited by energy conservation, the region in
which the loop three-momentum ℓ1 generates a collinear sin-
gularity is bounded [68]. Another collinear singularity occurs
at λ125̄ → 0 when the virtual gluon becomes collinear with
the antiquark. If the quark and antiquark are massive, these
collinear singularities are shadowed by their mass. Never-
theless, these terms integrate to a mass-dependent logarithm,
which is potentially large. The soft singularity, corresponding
to a soft virtual gluon, occurs at λ1 → 0.

Both soft and collinear singularities, or quasicollinear large
logarithms for massive quarks, cancel locally with the tree-
level phase-space residues presented in Eq. (22), which also
diverge as, e.g., 1/λ134̄ where 1 and 3 are now external parti-
cles, and 4 is the parent parton of the collinear splitting. The
local cancellation of soft, collinear and quasicollinear configu-
rations ensures that the massless limit of a massive implemen-
tation is smooth [20] and, unlike the state-of-the-art approach,
does not require a new calculation.

There is also the expected unitary threshold singularity oc-
curring at λ234̄5̄ → 0 that generates the absorptive (imagi-
nary) part of the loop amplitude. Threshold singularities are
integrable but numerically challenging, and often require the
implementation of a contour deformation over the integration
domain [69–71] or other alternative methods [72, 73] to nu-
merically stabilize the integrand. They are known to be one
of the main limitations of numerical approaches and imply
a compromise between accuracy and lengthy computer jobs.
Threshold singularities are, however, absent in the sum of all
the unitary phase-space residues because the kernel vacuum
amplitude is free of this kind of singularities. This is one of
the most remarkable properties of LTD causal unitary.

III. LOCAL UV RENORMALISATION AND MASS
RENORMALISATION SCHEME

The phase-space residues with loop remainders are to
be renormalised locally by suitable UV counterterms. For
this purpose we follow the procedure presented in detail in
Refs. [20, 24]. First, we rescale all the on-shell energies in-
volving the loop three-momentum ℓ1, i.e., by the replacement√

ℓ212 − ı0 →
√
(ρ ℓ1 + ℓ2)2 + (ρ2 − 1)µ2

UV − ı0 , (24)

and then we expand the phase-space residues A(3,f)
D (456) in

Eq. (19) and Eq. (20) for ρ → ∞. This expansion provides the
most singular UV behaviour from which the UV counterterm
is constructed. The scale µUV is interpreted as the renormal-
isation scale [18] in the sense that the UV counterterm sup-
presses all the energy modes of A(3,f)

D (456) above µUV, and
locally matches its UV behaviour at very high energies. The

UV counterterm renders the phase-space residue UV finite.
Yet, it is also necessary to subtract subleading terms to deliver
the expected results in, e.g., the MS renormalisation scheme,
after setting the space-time dimensions to d = 4 in the inte-
grand.

The UV counterterm for the Higgs boson decay reads

A(3,H)
UV (456) =

g
(1)
H

x45

[
∆Z

(UV)
H |M(0)

H→qq̄|2

−∆Z(UV)
m 8m2

(
1 + β2

)
+∆

(UV)
H

]
, (25)

where

∆Z
(UV)
H =

1

4λ3
UV

(
c
(UV)
H − c(UV)

γ +
3µ2

UV

2λ2
UV

)
, (26)

∆Z(UV)
m =

1

4λ3
UV

(
c
(UV)
H − c(UV)

γ +
15µ2

UV

2λ2
UV

)∣∣∣∣
µUV=m

.

The coefficients c(UV)
H = d and c

(UV)
γ = (d − 2)/2 were de-

fined in Ref. [24] and λUV =
√
ℓ21 + µ2

UV − ı0. The terms
proportional to µ2

UV in Eq. (26) are UV subleading contribu-
tion that determine the renormalisation scheme. The function

∆
(UV)
H =

c
(UV)
γ

sλ3
UV

(
−3(ℓ1 · ℓ2)2

λ2
UV

+ ℓ22 + 2ℓ1 · ℓ2
)

×|M(0)
H→qq̄|2 , (27)

integrates to zero in d space-time dimensions and therefore
has no effect, but its contribution is essential to suppress the
singular UV angular behaviour at very high energies.

The integrated UV counterterm is∫
dΦℓ1A

(3,H)
UV (456)∆̃456̄ =

π

sβ
g
(1)
H S̃ϵ

[
µ2ϵ

µ2ϵ
UV

×3

ϵ
|M(0)

H→qq̄|2 −
µ2ϵ

m2ϵ

(
3

ϵ
+ 4

)
8m2(1 + β2)

]
,(28)

where S̃ϵ = (4π)ϵ−2Γ(1 + ϵ). An important comment is in
order here. The on-shell renormalisation scheme is defined
by imposing that the renormalised selfenergy and its deriva-
tive with respect to the external momentum vanish when the
external particle is on shell. The second condition fixes the
renormalisation of the wave function, and the first fixes the
renormalisation of the mass. The result in Eq. (28) is consis-
tent with the customary approach where the term proportional
to the squared LO amplitude receives contributions from the
UV renormalisation of the H → qq̄ interaction vertex, and the
wave functions of the quark and antiquark. In other words,
Eq. (25) locally renormalises the Yukawa coupling as it is ex-
pected from the standard approach:

y0q µ
ϵ = yq µ

ϵ
UV

(
1− αS

4π
CF

3

ϵ
+O(α2

S)

)
. (29)

The vacuum amplitude correctly accounts for the derivative
of the quark and antiquark selfenergies through the residues of
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the corresponding squared Feynman propagators. However, it
also generates a term proportional to the square of the mass.
This term would not be considered in the state-of-the-art ap-
proach because the renormalised selfenergy is fixed to van-
ish on shell. The term ∆Z

(UV)
m in Eq. (26) restores the mass

renormalisation in the on-shell scheme when the renormalisa-
tion scale is identified with the quark mass itself, which in-
troduces an interesting physical interpretation. Moreover, the
mass renormalisation in other schemes, e.g., the MS scheme,
would be achieved by modifying the subleading UV factors of
∆Z

(UV)
m .

In the case of an off-shell photon, the UV counterterm reads

A(3,γ∗)
UV (456) =

g
(1)
γ∗

x45

[
∆Z(UV)

m (−8m2)

(
1− β2

d− 2

)
+∆

(UV)
γ∗

]
, (30)

where ∆Z
(UV)
m is the same as in Eq. (26), and the function

that integrates to zero is

∆
(UV)
γ∗ =

c
(UV)
γ

sλ3
UV

(
−3(ℓ1 · ℓ2)2

λ2
UV

+ ℓ22 + 2ℓ1 · ℓ2
)

×|M(0)
γ∗→qq̄|2 +

3(2ℓ1 · ℓ2)2

λ2
UV

+

(
d− 4 +

3µ2
UV

λ2
UV

− β2

)
s ,

(31)

such that ∫
dΦℓ1A

(3,γ∗)
UV (456)∆̃456̄ =

π

sβ
g
(1)
γ∗ S̃ϵ

× µ2ϵ

m2ϵ

(
3

ϵ
+ 4

)
(−8m2)

(
1− β2

d− 2

)
. (32)

This result is consistent with the fact that conserved or par-
tially conserved currents, such as the vector and axial currents,
do not get renormalised. In other words, the UV countert-
erm in Eq. (30) renormalises the quark mass in the on-shell
scheme, exactly as Eq. (25) does, but does not renormalise the
wave function.

Summarising, the locally renormalised phase-space residue
in Eq. (18) is then given by the four dimensional limit of the
difference

A(3,f,R)
D (456) =

(
A(3,f)

D (456)−A(3,f)
UV (456)

)∣∣∣
d=4

. (33)

IV. A TOY DECAY RATE AT NNLO

We now consider the decay of a very heavy scalar into
lighter or massless scalars at NNLO. Actually, we will not
consider this decay in a realistic scalar theory, but rather in
the simplified scenario generated by a single four-loop vac-
uum topology, which is shown in Fig. 2. This simplification
contains all the necessary elements to illustrate LTD causal
unitary at NNLO, while allowing us to explicitly describe the

1

2

3 4

5

6

7 8

1

FIG. 2. Four-loop vacuum diagram generating the decay rate of a
massive scalar particle at NNLO. The gray dashed lines represent
phase-space residues.

two-loop, one-loop and tree-level phase-space residues with
very compact expressions. Only the selfenergy-like insertion
needs to be renormalised. With respect to the previous exam-
ples, which are defined by the set of momenta in Eq. (10), we
now have two extra propagators with four-momenta

q7 = ℓ4 , q8 = ℓ4 + ℓ12 , (34)

and two extra independent integration variables, the modu-
lus |ℓ4| and the polar angle between the three-momenta ℓ4
and ℓ12. The NNLO contribution to the decay rate is

dΓ
(2)
Φ→ϕϕ =

dΦℓ1ℓ2ℓ4

2
√
s

[(
A(4,Φ,R)

D (456) ∆̃456̄

+A(4,Φ,R)
D (1356) ∆̃1356̄ +A(4,Φ)

D (35678) ∆̃356̄78

)
+(5 ↔ 2, 4 ↔ 3)

]
. (35)

The phase-space residue involving two-loop amplitudes is

A(4,Φ)
D (456) =

g
(2)
Φ s3

x1234578

×

[
1

λ134̄

(
L234̄5̄
34̄78,25̄78 + L2578

125,34̄78 + L178
125,25̄78

)
+

1

λ134

(
L2578
2345,178 + L3478

2345,25̄78

)
+

1

λ125̄

(
L134
25̄78,178 + L234̄5̄

25̄78,178

)
+

1

λ125
L2345
2578,178

+
1

λ178

(
L3478
2345,25̄78 + L34̄78

234̄5̄,2578

)]
, (36)

with

Li
j,k =

1

λi

(
1

λj
+

1

λk

)
. (37)

There is another phase-space residue at one-loop

A(4,Φ)
D (1356) =

g
(2)
Φ s3

x13578

(
1

λ134̄λ134λ12̄5λ125

)
×
(

1

λ1̄78

+
1

λ178

)
, (38)
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and the tree-level contribution

A(4,Φ)
D (35678) = −

g
(2)
Φ s3

x3578

×
(

1

λ34̄78λ3478λ2̄578λ2578λ1̄78λ178

)
. (39)

In addition, we should consider those phase-space residues
that are obtained by exchanging the indices (2 ↔ 5, 3 ↔ 4),
i.e. A(4,Φ)

D (236), A(4,Φ)
D (1246) and A(4,Φ)

D (24678). Notice
that these expressions are the same regardless of whether the
final-state scalars are massive or massless since the scalar
masses are implicit in the on-shell energies.

It is then easy to realise how collinear and quasicollinear
singularities cancel locally among different phase-space
residues. For example, there are two double-collinear singu-
larities at λ134̄ → 0 and λ1̄78 → 0, respectively, which cancel
out as

lim
λ134̄→0

(
A(4,Φ)

D (456)∆̃456̄ +A(4,Φ)
D (1356)∆̃1356̄

)
= O(λ0

134̄) ,

lim
λ1̄78→0

(
A(4,Φ)

D (1356)∆̃1356̄ +A(4,Φ)
D (35678)∆̃356̄78

)
= O(λ0

1̄78) . (40)

When both double-collinear singularities occur simultane-
ously, which is equivalent to the limit λ34̄78 → 0, a
triple-collinear singularity emerges, and the three phase-space
residues are needed to achieve a local cancellation

lim
λ34̄78→0

(
A(4,Φ)

D (456)∆̃456̄ +A(4,Φ)
D (1356)∆̃1356̄

+A(4,Φ)
D (35678)∆̃356̄78

)
= O(λ0

34̄78) . (41)

Finally, a unitary threshold singularity arises at λ234̄5̄ → 0

that matches locally between A(4,Φ)
D (456) and A(4,Φ)

D (236).
The two- and one-loop phase-space residues need to be

renormalised in the UV region. Following the same procedure
explained above, the UV counterterms of these phase-space
residues are given by

A(4,Φ)
UV (456) =

g
(2)
Φ s

4λ3
UV

A(3,Φ)
D (456) ,

A(4,Φ)
UV (1356) =

g
(2)
Φ s

4λ3
UV

A(3,Φ)
D (1356) , (42)

respectively, where the UV on-shell energy is λUV =√
ℓ24 + µ2

UV − ı0, and A(3,Φ)
D (456) and A(3,Φ)

D (1356) are the
coupling-stripped phase-space residues to one less order

A(3,Φ)
D (456) =

s2

x12345

(
L134̄
234̄5̄,125 + L125̄

234̄5̄,134 + L2345
134,125

)
,

A(3,Φ)
D (1356) =

s2

x135

(
1

λ134̄λ134λ12̄5λ125

)
. (43)

H → qq

γ* → qq

Φ → ϕϕ

μUV=(1/2,1,2) s

LTD causal unitary

DREG

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

2m / s

(g
f(0
) /
g
f(1
) )
(Γ
f(1
) /
Γ
f(0
) )

FIG. 3. Numerical implementation of LTD causal unitary at NLO
for the three decay processes H → qq̄, γ∗ → qq̄ and Φ → ϕϕ as a
function of the final state mass.

For reference, the coupling-stripped phase-space residue
at LO is dimensionless and is given by A(2,Φ)

D (456) =
s/x45 = 1, while

dΓ
(1)
Φ→ϕϕ =

dΦℓ1ℓ2

2
√
s

[(
A(3,Φ)

D (456) ∆̃456̄

+A(3,Φ)
D (1356) ∆̃1356̄

)
+ (5 ↔ 2, 4 ↔ 3)

]
. (44)

V. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

With the expressions presented in the previous sections,
we now introduce a numerical implementation directly in the
three physical spacial dimensions, d − 1 = 3, since IR sin-
gularities cancel locally among phase-space residues and the
local UV counterterm properly accounts for the singular UV
behaviour. Unitary threshold singularities also match locally
in the sum of the loop phase-space residues rendering the
integrand well behaved across thresholds. To this end, we
must consider the constraints introduced by energy conserva-
tion, which are encoded by the functions ∆̃i1···in6̄ in Eq. (15),
Eq. (18) and Eq. (35).

The phase-space energy function ∆̃456̄ only involves the
ℓ2 and ℓ3 loop momenta and leaves ℓ1 unconstrained. Since
at the centre-of-mass frame we set ℓ3 = 0, then ∆̃456̄ fixes
the modulus of ℓ2 and leaves the angular dependence uncon-
strained. Conversely, ∆̃236̄ fixes the modulus of ℓ1. This is the
expected constraint of a two-body phase space. The phase-
space energy functions ∆̃1356̄ and ∆̃1246̄ involve the three
loop momenta. Since all the loop momenta are now bounded
by q

(+)
6,0 =

√
s− ı0, then the integration domain is restricted
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to a compact region of the phase space, corresponding to a
three-body phase space.

If p1 and p2 are the momenta of the quark and the antiquark,
respectively, in the final-state with two particles, and p′1, p′2
and p′3 are the momenta of the quark, antiquark and gluon
in the final state with three particles, the following mappings
apply

pa(6) → p1(4) + p2(5̄) ,

pa(6) → p1(3̄) + p2(2) ,

pa(6) → p′1(4) + p′2(2) + p′3(1̄) ,

pa(6) → p′1(3̄) + p′2(5̄) + p′3(1) , (45)

where the mapping is interpreted in the following sense

ps(i) : p
µ
s = (

√
q2
i +m2

i − ı0,qi) , (46)

and the on-shell energies are

q
(+)
1,0 =

√
ℓ212 − ı0 ,

q
(+)
2,0 = q

(+)
3,0 =

√
ℓ21 +m2 − ı0 ,

q
(+)
4,0 = q

(+)
5,0 =

√
ℓ22 +m2 − ı0 . (47)

As expected, there are five independent integration variables
considering two modulus, four angles and one energy conser-
vation constraint. Nevertheless, assuming the decaying parti-
cle to be at rest the number of effective independent variables
is two.

The phase-space energy function ∆̃356̄78 in Eq. (35) and
its symmetric counterpart ∆̃246̄78 introduce a dependence in
the ℓ4 loop momentum, and therefore two additional inde-
pendent integration variables. We should also consider final-
states with four external particles and the mappings

pa(6) → p′′1(4) + p′′2(2) + p′′4(7̄) + p′′5(8̄) ,

pa(6) → p′′1(3̄) + p′′2(5̄) + p′′4(7) + p′′5(8) , (48)

with

q
(+)
7,0 =

√
ℓ24 +m2 − ı0 ,

q
(+)
8,0 =

√
(ℓ4 + ℓ12)2 +m2 − ı0 . (49)

The numerical implementation is quite stable, in particular
due to the absence of unitary threshold singularities. The nu-
merical results obtained for the NLO contribution to the decay
rates, normalised to the LO total decay rate, are presented in
Fig. 3, where they are compared with state-of-the-art DREG
analytical expressions. The agreement shown is excellent.
Only H → qq̄ exhibits a dependence on the renormalisation
scale µUV because the vector current of the photon decay is
UV protected and the scalar decay is UV finite at NLO.

In Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, we illustrate the integrand behaviour
of the different phase-space residues and their sum across a
unitary threshold singularity and in collinear configurations,

D
(3,H)

(236)

D
(3,H)

(236)D
(3,H)

(456)

D
(3,H)

(456)

threshold:D
(3,H)

(456)+D
(3,H)

(236)

LTD causal unitary

0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60

-10

-5

0

5

10

v

(g
f(0
) /
g
f(1
) )
(d
Γ
f(1
) /
Γ
f(0
) )

FIG. 4. Unintegrated decay rate across a unitary threshold singularity
as a function of the angular variable. The sum over the one-loop
phase-space residues is flat.

respectively. We can clearly observe how the different phase-
space residues are singular, but their sum provides a flat inte-
grand. The phase-space residues shown in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5
correspond to H → qq̄. Similar results are obtained for the
other two processes.

The local cancellation of collinear singularities at NNLO
is illustrated in Fig. 6 for the toy model described in Sec-
tion IV. We have fixed the angular variable that defines the
collinearity of particles 7 and 8 to v4 = 10−2. We can
observe that for large values of the other angular variable,
v, the cancellation occurs mostly between A(4,Φ)

D (1356) and
A(4,Φ)

D (35678), which corresponds to the local cancellation
of the double-collinear singularity at λ1̄78 → 0 according to
Eq. (40). At very small angles, v < v4, instead A(4,Φ)

D (456)

becomes much more singular than A(4,Φ)
D (35678), reflecting

the dominance of the emergent triple-collinear configuration,
and the participation of the three phase-space residues is nec-
essary for the local cancellation of the overlapping collinear
singularities, according to Eq. (41).

Comparing Fig. 6 and Fig.5, we also observe that the lo-
cal cancellation of collinear singularities is equally effective
at NLO and NNLO, although the scale of the individual sin-
gularities is, as expected, much larger at NNLO.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented the first proof-of-concept implementa-
tion of LTD causal unitary [1] to decay processes at higher
perturbative orders. The processes chosen are such that all
the benefits of the method are clearly visible in a lightweight
manner. Specifically, the central and novel ingredient of LTD
causal unitary is the use of a multiloop vacuum amplitude in
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D
(3,H)

(456)

D
(3,H)

(1356)

total

LTD causal unitary

double collinear

-3.0 -2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0

-10

-5

0

5

10

log 10v

(g
f(0
) /
g
f(1
) )
(d
Γ
f(1
) /
Γ
f(0
) )

FIG. 5. Local cancellation of collinear singularities at NLO between
phase-space residues with different numbers of final-state particles.

D
(4,Φ)

(456)

D
(4,Φ)

(1356)

D
(4,Φ)

(35678)

total

LTD causal unitary

triple collinear

-3.0 -2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0

-75000

-50000

-25000

0

25000

50000

75000

log 10v

(g
f(0
) /
g
f(2
) )
(d
Γ
f(2
) /
Γ
f(0
) )

FIG. 6. Local cancellation of collinear singularities at NNLO be-
tween phase-space residues with different numbers of final-state par-
ticles.

the LTD representation as a kernel of all the final states con-
tributing to the decay process. The LTD representation of the
vacuum amplitude, which is manifestly causal, coherently en-
codes these final states as residues on causal propagators that
depend on linear combinations of the on-shell energies of the
internal propagators, once certain on-shell energies identified
with the incoming particles are analytically continued to neg-
ative values.

LTD causal unitary ensures the local cancellation of soft
and collinear or quasicollinear singularities to all orders in
perturbation theory through the unitary sum of the phase-
space residues, while the renormalisation of UV singulari-
ties is achieved through suitable UV local counterterms. The
use of vacuum amplitudes as a kernel incorporates the wave-

function renormalisation of external particles in a well-defined
approach that is free from mathematical ambiguities. The
mass renormalisation is also physically interpreted as a func-
tion of a proper renormalisation scale.

Concerning unitary threshold singularities, which typically
represent an overwhelming obstacle in numerical implemen-
tations, LTD causal unitary provides an efficient solution lead-
ing to flat integrands across thresholds, as the potential sin-
gularities match between phase-space residues with the same
number of final-state particles. This property, which is a nat-
ural consequence of using a vacuum amplitude as a kernel,
represents a clear advantage over other methods.

The local cancellation of singularities at NLO and NNLO
has been illustrated with selected decay processes. The total
decay rates at NLO have been obtained with LTD causal uni-
tary and have been compared with state-of-the-art DREG an-
alytical expressions, showing a perfect agreement. The transi-
tion from a massive to a massless implementation, as already
observed in [20], is smooth. The numerical implementation in
LTD causal unitary is quite stable and leads to accurate results
with minimal CPU resources.

The results presented in this paper constitute a solid con-
firmation of the unique capabilities and advantages of LTD
causal unitary at higher perturbative orders, in addition to suc-
cessfully addressing the original motivation and path initiated
with the seminal works on the loop-tree duality [74–76]. A
proof-of-concept implementation for scattering processes that
require a local subtraction of initial-state collinear singulari-
ties, as well as more complex and well-motivated phenomeno-
logical analysis with LTD causal unitary for scattering and
decay processes at high-energy colliders, will be presented in
forthcoming publications.
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Appendix A: The phase space

Our representation of the phase space for m particles in the
final state is derived from the standard expression

dΦm = µd−4(2π)d δ(d)

(
m∑
i=1

pi − pab

)
m∏
i=1

µ4−d dd−1pi
(2π)d−12Ei

,

(A1)
where pab = pa + pb stands for the sum of initial-state mo-
menta. Inspired by the LTD representation of multiloop am-
plitudes, we first define

dΦpi = µ4−d dd−1pi
(2π)d−1

, (A2)

which is typically parametrised as

dΦpi =
µ2ϵ

(2π)d−1
(p2

i )
1−ϵd|pi| dΩ(d−2)

i ,

dΩ
(d−2)
i =

(4π)1−ϵ

Γ(1− ϵ)
(vi(1− vi))

−ϵdvi . (A3)

Then, we identify Ei → p
(+)
i,0 =

√
p2
i +m2

i − ı0 as the on-
shell energies, to rewrite the phase space as

dΦm = µd−4 (2π)d−1 δ(d−1)

(
m∑
i=1

pi − pab

)

× ∆̃1···māb̄

x1···m
dΦp1,...,pn

, (A4)

where x1···m =
∏m

i=1 2p
(+)
i,0 is the product of all the on-shell

energies of the final-state particles. The energy-conservation
Dirac delta function is specifically given by

∆̃1···māb̄ = 2π δ(λ1···māb̄) , (A5)

where

λ1···māb̄ =

m∑
i=1

p
(+)
i,0 − p

(+)
a,0 − p

(+)
b,0 . (A6)
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