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We present the first analytic results of N3LO QCD corrections to the top-quark decay width. We
focus on the dominant leading color contribution, which includes light-quark loops. At NNLO, this
dominant contribution accounts for 95% of the total correction. By utilizing the optical theorem, the
N3LO corrections are related to the imaginary parts of the four-loop self-energy Feynman diagrams,
which are calculated with differential equations. The results are expressed in terms of harmonic
polylogarithms, enabling fast and accurate evaluation. The third-order QCD corrections decrease
the LO decay width by 0.667%, and the scale uncertainty is reduced by half compared to the NNLO
result. The most precise prediction for the top-quark width is now 1.321 GeV for mt = 172.69 GeV.
Additionally, we obtain the third-order QCD corrections to the dilepton invariant mass spectrum
and decay width in the semileptonic b → u transition.

The top quark, which is the heaviest elementary parti-
cle, has been discovered for about twenty-eight years. Its
mass has been measured to bemt = 174.41±0.39 (stat.)±
0.66 (syst.) ± 0.25 (recoil) GeV [1], and its couplings
with other particles have been probed with high preci-
sion. This provides necessary input parameters for the
calculation of top-quark production processes, e.g., the
top-quark pair productions at the hadron colliders. In
realistic simulations of the top-quark events, the decay
has to be taken into account as well. Therefore, one of
the indispensable input parameters in theoretical predic-
tion is the top-quark decay width, denoted by Γt. It
could be modified in new physics models. A precise de-
termination of the top-quark decay width can be used as
a stringent test of the standard model (SM) and a probe
of new physics.

Generally, the top-quark decay width can be measured
with direct and indirect approaches. The direct mea-
surement exploits a profile likelihood fit of the observed
data, such as the invariant mass of the lepton and b-jet,
to the template distributions corresponding to different
top-quark decay widths. The ATLAS collaboration has
performed a direct measurement using the top-quark pair
events in the dileptonic channel at the 13 TeV LHC cor-
responding to an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1, ob-
taining a width of Γt = 1.9± 0.5 GeV [2].

On the other hand, in indirect measurements, the de-
cay width is extracted from quantities that depend on
Γt. The CMS collaboration has measured the branch-
ing ratio B(t → Wb)/B(t → Wq) with q = b, s, d using
the tt̄ events in the dileptonic channel at

√
s = 8 TeV.

Combined with the measurement of the t-channel single
top-quark cross section, the top-quark decay width is de-
termined as Γt = 1.36± 0.02 (stat.)+0.14

−0.11 (syst.) GeV [3].
Following the idea proposed to measure the Higgs boson’s
width [4], the top-quark width can also be derived by
measuring both the on-shell and off-shell top-quark pro-

ductions. The analyses for the single top and top quark
pair productions show that an accuracy of 0.3 GeV can
be reached [5–7].

The e+e− collider provides a good opportunity to de-
termine the top-quark mass and width with high preci-
sion because the center-of-mass energy is tunable. The
cross sections near the tt̄ threshold are very sensitive to
the top-quark mass and width. Assuming an integrated
luminosity of 220 fb−1, the determination of the top-
quark width can be carried out with an accuracy at the
2% level [8–10].

To meet the requirements of both theory and exper-
iment, much effort has been devoted to improving the
predictions for top-quark decay. The NLO QCD cor-
rections decrease the decay width by about 9% [11–13].
The NNLO QCD corrections provide a 2% suppression
further [14–16]. The analytical form of the NNLO total
width has been studied in the w ≡ m2

W /m2
t → 0 [17–20]

and w → 1 [21] limit, respectively. The NNLO polarized
decay rates have been calculated in [22, 23]. The depen-
dence of the NNLO result on the renormalization scheme
and scales was discussed in [24]. Recently, the three-loop
color-planar master integrals [25] and form factors [26]
of the heavy-to-light quark decays were obtained. The
NLO electroweak (EW) corrections [27, 28] and off-shell
W boson effects [11] have also been computed, and their
contributions almost cancel each other.

The goal of this work is to provide the first analytic
results of N3LO QCD corrections. This is motivated
by the fact that the NNLO corrections are beyond the
scale uncertainty band of the NLO corrections using the
conventional scale variation, i.e., changing the renormal-
ization scale by a factor of two. It is interesting to see
whether the N3LO QCD corrections lie within the scale
uncertainty band of the NNLO corrections. Moreover,
our analytic results present special data about the multi-
loop Feynman integrals and scattering amplitudes, since
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top-quark decay is the first physical process with mas-
sive colored particles that has been calculated at N3LO
analytically without any expansion of the loop integrals.

In the SM, the top quark decays via electroweak inter-
action to Wq with q = b, s, d at LO, and the decay rate
of t → Wq is proportional to the square of the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element Vtq. Since
Vtb ≈ 0.999 and Vts, Vtd ≤ 0.04 [29], and the decay rates
of t → Wq differ by a common factor, we consider only
t → Wb in our calculation. Including higher-order QCD
corrections, the top-quark width is written as a series of
the strong coupling αs,

Γt = Γ0

[
X0 +

αs

π
X1 +

(αs

π

)2
X2 +

(αs

π

)3
X3

]
(1)

with Γ0 = GFm
3
t |Vtb|2/8

√
2π. The first two coefficients

X0 and X1 have been calculated analytically thirty years
ago [11–13]. The analytic form of the third coefficient X2

was obtained recently by four of the authors [16], and the
result is given in different color structures by

X2 = CF [CFXF + CAXA + TRnlXl + TRnhXh]

= CF

[
Nc

(
XA +

XF

2

)
+

nl

2
Xl

− 1

2Nc
XF +

nh

2
Xh

]
, (2)

where we have substituted CF = (N2
c −1)/2Nc, CA = Nc

and TR = 1/2 in the second and third lines and nl (nh)
is the number of massless (massive) quark species. No-
tice that there is a common color factor CF for all color
structures. This is because the process is induced by elec-
troweak interaction between two quarks at LO. Since this
factor persists at higher orders, it is not expanded in Nc.
In our case, Nc = 3, nl = 5 and nh = 1, and thus we ex-
pect that the terms proportional to Nc or nl, denoted as
the leading color contribution, provide the dominant con-
tributions. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the leading color con-
tribution is significantly dominant, accounting for around
95% of the full NNLO correction for w < 0.9. Note that
NNLO correction is almost vanishing for w > 0.9, and
that w ≈ 0.22 in the top quark decay.
As in Eq.(2), the result of X3 is decomposed in color

structures by

X3 = CF

[
N2

c YA + ỸA +
Y A

N2
c

+ nlnhYlh

+ nl

(
NcYl +

Ỹl

Nc

)
+ n2

l Yl2

+ nh

(
NcYh +

Ỹh

Nc

)
+ n2

hYh2

]
. (3)

We focus on the leading color coefficients YA, Yl and Yl2

that give the most dominant contributions. Our goal in
this work is to present their analytic form.
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FIG. 1. Leading color contribution in X2. The upper panel
shows the comparison of the full (red line) and the leading
color (black dotted line) contribution in X2 as a function of
w, while the lower panel presents the ratio of the leading color
contribution over the full one.

In our method, the top-quark decay width Γt is related
to the imaginary part of the amplitude of the process
t → Wb → t via the optical theorem,

Γt =
Im[M(t → Wb → t)]

mt
. (4)

In order to obtain the N3LO QCD corrections, the cal-
culation of four-loop self-energy Feynman diagrams is re-
quired.
We have used the FeAmGen program [30] which employs

QGRAF [31] to generate four-loop Feynman diagrams and
amplitudes. The amplitudes are manipulated with Form

[32] and FeynCalc [33] to perform the Dirac algebra, and
expressed as linear combinations of scalar loop integrals.
Then we utilize the C++ version of FIRE6 [34], which im-
plements the Laporta algorithm [35] in solving the system
of the integration-by-parts identities [36, 37], to reduce
all the scalar integrals into a set of master integrals (MIs).
All the MIs belong to the integral family defined by

In1,n2,...,n14 =
1

π
Im

∫
Ddk1 Ddk2 Ddk3 Ddk4
Dn1

1 Dn2
2 Dn3

3 · · · Dn14
14

(5)

with the propagators

D1 = (k1 + p)2 −m2
t , D2 = (k2 + p)2 −m2

t ,

D3 = (k3 + p)2 −m2
t , D4 = (k3 + k4)

2,

D5 = (k2 + k4)
2, D6 = (k1 + k4)

2,

D7 = k21, D8 = (k1 − k2)
2,

D9 = (k2 − k3)
2, D10 = (k1 − k3)

2,

D11 = k22, D12 = k23,

D13 = k24, D14 = (k4 − p)2 −m2
W ,

and Ddki ≡ −iπ−d/2e−ϵγm2ϵ
t ddki , d = 4− 2ϵ . The ex-

ternal top quarks admit the on-shell condition p2 = m2
t .
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In practice, only the integrals with non-vanishing imagi-
nary parts are relevant, which simplifies the calculation.
For the leading color contribution, all scalar integrals are
reduced into 185 MIs. These MIs involve two scales, m2

W

and m2
t , and therefore they can be expressed as func-

tions of a single parameter w. Adopting the differential
equation method [38–40], we remarkably succeed in con-
structing the canonical basis B of the MIs which satisfies
the differential equation

dB

dw
= ϵ

(
P

w
+

N

w − 1

)
B (6)

with P and N rational matrices. In some low sectors, the
package Libra [41] has been used to transform coupled
integrals to the canonical basis. A tentative choice of
a basis integral with more propagators than the normal
ones in a specified sector proves helpful in achieving a
compact form of the basis.

Solving the above equation recursively, we obtain ana-
lytical expressions for basis integrals in a series of ϵ with
undetermined constants. The coefficient of each order of
ϵ has been written in terms of harmonic polylogarithms
[42]. We evaluate these expressions in a fixed value of
w within the region (0, 1), e.g., w = 1/4, using the HPL

package [43], and compare them with the high-precision
numerical results by AMFlow [44, 45] to determine the
integration constants. Their analytic form is recovered
by making use of the PSLQ algorithm [46, 47]. The ex-
pressions of the master integrals are cross-checked with
AMFlow at arbitrary values of w in 0 < w < 1. Notice that
the imaginary part of each four-loop self-energy diagram
has only poles up to 1/ϵ3, in which all the IR divergences
have canceled while the UV divergences remain.

As for renormalization, we have to calculate lower-loop
diagrams with insertions of counter-terms. These loop
integrals are handled with the same method as used in
[16], but higher order expressions in ϵ are needed. This
is easily realized in the method of canonical differential
equations. After renormalization, all the UV divergences
cancel out, which is a strong check of our calculation. As
another nontrivial test, the decay rate is vanishing for
w = 1 because no phase space exists.

The analytical results of YA, Yl and Yl2 in Eq.(3)
are compact, and their complete forms and expansions
around w = 1 have been provided in the supplemental
material. Here, we present the expansion series near the
boundary w = 0.

YA =

[
203185

41472
− 12695π2

1944
− 4525ζ(3)

576
− 1109π4

25920
+

37π2ζ(3)

36
+

1145ζ(5)

96
+

47π6

2835
− 3ζ(3)2

4

]
+ w

[
− 157939

2304
+

140863π2

20736
+

5073ζ(3)

64
− 14743π4

6480
− 169π2ζ(3)

72
− 45ζ(5)

16
+

3953π6

22680
− 15ζ(3)2

4

]
+ w2

[
log(w)

(
851099

27648
− 5875π2

2304
− 33ζ(3)

8
+

π4

10

)
− 82610233

331776
+

799511π2

27648

+
4093ζ(3)

32
− 5987π4

2880
− 91π2ζ(3)

16
− 275ζ(5)

8
+

347π6

3024
− 9ζ(3)2

8

]
+O(w3),

Yl =

[
18209

20736
+

60025π2

31104
− 197ζ(3)

288
− 14π4

405
+

5π2ζ(3)

36
− 25ζ(5)

12

]
+ w

[
− 179

1152
− 3709π2

2592
− 73ζ(3)

6
+

46π4

405
+

19π2ζ(3)

18
+

5ζ(5)

2

]
+ w2

[
log(w)

(
−11077

1152
+

37π2

96
+

3ζ(3)

8

)
+

49097

648
− 817π2

128
− 2651ζ(3)

96
+

17π4

270
+

5π2ζ(3)

6
+

25ζ(5)

4

]
+O(w3),

Yl2 =

[
− 695

2592
− 91π2

972
+

11ζ(3)

36
− 2π4

405

]
+ w

[
245

144
− 73π2

648
− ζ(3)

3

]
+ w2

[
log(w)

(
245

432
− π2

72

)
− 791

162
+

85π2

432
+

3ζ(3)

4
+

2π4

135

]
+O(w3), (7)

where ζ(n) is Riemann zeta function. We have set the
renormalization scale µ = mt in the above equations, and
the full µ dependent terms can be easily recovered from
the running equation of the strong coupling. One can

see that there is a single logarithm log(w) starting from
O(w2). This comes from the one-loop tadpole integral
with a scale ofmW when expanding the four-loop integral
in the small w limit with the method of regions.
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δ
(i)
b δ

(i)
W δ

(i)
EW δ

(i)
QCD Γt [GeV]

LO -0.273 -1.544 − − 1.459

NLO 0.126 0.132 1.683 -8.575 1.361+0.0091
−0.0130

NNLO ∗ 0.030 ∗ -2.070 1.331+0.0055
−0.0051

N3LO ∗ 0.009 ∗ -0.667 1.321+0.0025
−0.0021

TABLE I. Top-quark width up to N3LO and various higher-
order corrections in percentage (%) with respect to the LO

width Γ
(0)
t = 1.486 GeV. The values of δ

(1)
b and δ

(1)
EW are

calculated using the formulae in [11, 27, 48, 49]. The notation
‘∗’ represents the correction that has not been calculated. The
numbers in the last column show the decay width with all the
available corrections up to that order. The scale uncertainties
are also shown explicitly.

To see the impact of the N3LO QCD corrections, we
decompose the decay width according to the perturbative
orders,

Γt = Γ
(0)
t [(1 + δ

(0)
b + δ

(0)
W )

+ (δ
(1)
b + δ

(1)
W + δ

(1)
EW + δ

(1)
QCD) (8)

+ (δ
(2)
b + δ

(2)
W + δ

(2)
EW + δ

(2)
QCD + δ

(2)
EW×QCD)

+ (δ
(3)
b + δ

(3)
W + δ

(3)
EW + δ

(3)
QCD + δ

(3)
EW×QCD)],

where the LO width Γ
(0)
t = 1.486 GeV is obtained with

mb = 0 and on-shell W . The corrections from finite b
quark mass effect and off-shell W boson contribution are

denoted by δ
(i)
b and δ

(i)
W , respectively. The higher-order

QCD and EW corrections are labeled as δ
(i)
QCD and δ

(i)
EW,

respectively. Adopting the SM input parameters [29]

mt = 172.69 GeV, mb = 4.78 GeV,

mW = 80.377 GeV, ΓW = 2.085 GeV, (9)

mZ = 91.1876 GeV, GF = 1.16638× 10−5 GeV−2,

and choosing |Vtb| = 1 and αs(mZ) = 0.1179, the N3LO

QCD correction is−0.667% of the LO result Γ
(0)
t . Adding

all the other higher-order corrections that have been dis-
cussed in detail in our previous paper [16], we obtain
the most accurate prediction for the top-quark width
Γt = 1.321 GeV at mt = 172.69 GeV. The scale uncer-
tainty is reduced to ±0.2%, only half of that at NNLO.
Now the N3LO and NNLO results with uncertainties are
almost adjacent to each other, displaying good conver-
gent behavior. All the formulas in the calculation are
given in analytic form. The strong coupling αs at differ-
ent scales is related by an analytic solution to the three-
loop renormalization group evolution equation [50, 51].
As a result, our calculation is efficient and accurate.
Readers can perform a customized calculation using the
Mathematica program TopWidth [52]. In Fig.2, we show
the top-quark decay width for 170 GeV ≤ mt ≤ 175
GeV. A nearly linear dependence can be observed. For

170 171 172 173 174 175
  [GeV]tm

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

 [
G

eV
]

tΓ

 LO   NLO  NNLO LO L.C. 3 N

FIG. 2. Top-quark width at different values of mt. The black
line shows the LO result. The NLO, NNLO, and N3LO pre-
dictions with QCD scale uncertainties are represented by the
blue, red, and green bands, respectively.

the convenience of readers, we provide a fitted function
for the top-quark width within this range,

Γt(mt) = 0.027037×mt − 3.34801 GeV . (10)

Our result of the top-quark decay can readily be ap-
plied in the calculation of the b-quark semileptonic decay
b → Xueν̄e. The dilepton invariant mass spectrum up to
N3LO is given by

dΓ(b → Xueν̄e)

dq2
= Γ

(0)
b

3∑
i=0

(αs

π

)i
Xi

(
q2

m2
b

)
. (11)

with Γ
(0)
b = G2

F |Vub|2m3
b/96π

3. We have replaced the ar-
gument of Xi by q2/m2

b . The b-quark semileptonic decay
width can be expanded in αs,

Γ(b → Xueν̄e) =
G2

F |Vub|2m5
b

192π3

[
1 +

∑
i=1

(αs

π

)i
bi

]
. (12)

The NLO and NNLO coefficients, b1 and b2, have been
calculated in [53]. Integrating X3 in Eq.(3) over w in the
region [0, 1], we obtain the result for b3,

b3 = CF

[
N2

c

(
9651283

82944
− 1051339π2

62208
− 67189ζ(3)

864

+
4363π4

6480
+

59π2ζ(3)

32
+

3655ζ(5)

96
− 109π6

3780

)
+ nlNc

(
− 729695

27648
+

48403π2

15552
+

1373ζ(3)

108
+

133π4

1728

− 13π2ζ(3)

72
− 125ζ(5)

24

)
+ n2

l

(
24763

20736
− 1417π2

15552

− 37ζ(3)

216
− 121π4

6480

)
+ subleading color

]
= (−195.3± 9.8)CF . (13)
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In the last line, we give a numerical estimate of the sub-
leading color contribution, which is about 5% of the lead-
ing color result as indicated at NNLO. Our result is con-
sistent with the estimation in [54], b3 = (−202± 20)CF ,
which is obtained by taking the expansion in terms of
δ = 1−mu/mb.

To summarize, we have obtained the first analytic
N3LO QCD leading color corrections to the top-quark
decay width. This is accomplished by applying the op-
tical theorem. The imaginary parts of four-loop inte-
grals have been calculated with the differential equation
method. All the divergences cancel out after renormal-
ization. The final result of the decay width is vanishing
if setting mW = mt and exhibits a single logarithmic
dependence on mW when expanded around mW = 0.
These features serve as nontrivial checks. The N3LO
QCD corrections decrease the LO result by −0.667%.
Combining with the other higher-order corrections, such
as the EW corrections and off-shell W effects, we get
the most precise theoretical prediction of the top-quark
width, Γt = 1.321 GeV at mt = 172.69 GeV, with a scale
uncertainty of ±0.2%.

Furthermore, we derive the analytic third-order QCD
leading color predictions for the semileptonic b → u decay
width and the dilepton invariant mass spectrum, which
are useful in the precise determination of the CKM ma-
trix element Vub.

Our calculation can be extended to more differential
observables, such as the invariant mass of hadronic final
states or the decay into polarized W bosons. It is also
interesting to understand the simple analytic structure of
four-loop integrals with massive propagators in our case.
Especially, we are curious about the explanations of the
symbol letters with Landau equations [55], intersection
theory [56], or some other methods.

Note added: When we were finishing this manuscript,
we became aware of the result by L. Chen, X. Chen, X.
Guan and Y.-Q. Ma [57] which was obtained by numerical
calculation with AMFlow. We have compared the leading
color results and found perfect agreement. Their results
confirm that the leading color contribution accounts for
95% of the N3LO correction, similar to the case at NNLO.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

The complete analytic results of YA, Yl and Yl2 are presented below.

YA =
1

8

(
(2w + 1)(w − 1)2

(
7ζ(3)H1,0,1(w) +

4

15
π4H1,0(w) +

1

6
π2H1,0,0,1(w)−

2

3
π2H1,0,1,0(w) + 9H1,0,0,0,1,1(w)

−H1,0,0,1,0,1(w)− 4H1,0,0,1,1,0(w)− 5H1,0,1,0,0,1(w) +H1,0,1,0,1,0(w)−
(
2π2ζ(3) + 5ζ(5)

)
H1(w)

)
+

1

3
π2w

(
2w2 − 9w − 10

)
H0,1,1,0(w) + 4(2w + 1)

(
w2 − 2w + 4

)
H0,0,1,0,1,1(w) + 6

(
6w2 + 6w − 1

)
H0,1,0,1,1,0(w)

+
(
18w3 + 15w2 + 82w + 22

)
ζ(3)H0,0,1(w) + 4

(
4w3 + 24w2 + 50w + 7

)
ζ(3)H0,1,1(w)

− 1

45
π4
(
130w3 + 201w2 + 612w + 107

)
H0,1(w)−

1

6
π2
(
2w3 − 93w2 − 54w + 34

)
H0,0,0,1(w)

− 4

3
π2
(
4w3 + 9w2 + 22w + 3

)
H0,0,1,0(w)−

2

3
π2
(
14w3 + 3w2 + 58w + 20

)
H0,0,1,1(w)

+
2

3
π2
(
4w3 + 18w2 + 22w − 3

)
H0,1,0,1(w)−

2

3
π2
(
2w3 + 3w2 + 10w + 2

)
H0,1,1,1(w)

+
(
38w3 + 33w2 + 174w + 46

)
H0,0,0,0,1,1(w) +

(
−6w3 + 3w2 − 22w − 10

)
H0,0,0,1,0,1(w)

− 4
(
4w3 − 3w2 + 14w + 7

)
H0,0,0,1,1,0(w) +

(
−18w3 − 51w2 − 106w − 10

)
H0,0,1,0,0,1(w)

+ 2
(
2w3 + 57w2 + 100w + 11

)
(2H0,0,0,1,1,1(w)−H0,0,1,1,0,1(w))− 2

(
6w3 + 51w2 + 112w + 19

)
H0,0,1,1,1,0(w)

+ 4
(
2w3 + 6w2 + 12w + 1

)
(−H0,0,0,0,0,1(w) +H0,0,0,0,1,0(w)−H0,1,0,0,0,1(w) +H0,1,0,0,1,0(w))

− 2
(
2w3 + 51w2 + 78w + 4

)
H0,1,0,0,1,1(w)− 2

(
4w3 + 12w2 + 30w + 5

)
H0,1,0,1,0,1(w)

+ 4
(
2w3 + 9w2 + 20w + 3

)
H0,1,1,0,0,1(w) + 2

(
2w3 + 27w2 + 50w + 6

)
H0,1,1,0,1,0(w)

+
(
2w3 + 3w2 + 10w + 2

)
(H0,0,1,0,1,0(w)− 4H0,1,0,1,1,1(w) + 4H0,1,1,1,0,1(w))

−
π6
(
538w3 − 5205w2 − 7906w − 752

)
5670

− 3
(
2w3 + 3w2 + 10w + 2

)
ζ(3)2

)

− 11

4
(2w + 1)(w − 1)2ζ(3)H1,0(w) +

1

60
π4w

(
2w2 + 5w − 2

)
H0(w)

+
1

720
π4
(
940w3 + 27w2 − 918w − 49

)
H1(w) +

1

96

(
2416w3 + 468w2 + 10026w + 2987

)
ζ(3)H0,1(w)

+
1

4

(
36w3 − 165w2 + 52w + 77

)
ζ(3)H1,1(w) +

1

576
π2
(
88w3 − 720w2 − 5046w − 2167

)
H0,0,1(w)

+
1

96
π2
(
92w3 + 374w2 + 162w − 29

)
H0,1,0(w) +

1

72
π2
(
392w3 + 105w2 + 632w + 150

)
H0,1,1(w)

− 1

144
π2
(
82w3 + 93w2 − 264w + 89

)
H1,0,1(w)−

1

72
π2
(
94w3 − 168w2 + 3w + 71

)
H1,1,0(w)

+
1

12
π2
(
2w3 + 9w2 − 7w − 4

)
H1,1,1(w)−

1

48

(
146w3 − 27w2 + 688w + 149

)
H0,0,0,0,1(w)

+
1

48

(
146w3 − 27w2 + 688w + 149

)
H0,0,0,1,0(w)−

1

96

(
224w3 + 2988w2 + 34w − 943

)
H0,0,0,1,1(w)

− 1

96

(
40w3 − 984w2 − 982w + 67

)
H0,0,1,0,1(w) +

1

48

(
128w3 + 1008w2 + 656w − 231

)
H0,0,1,1,0(w)

+
1

24

(
108w3 − 1848w2 − 1162w + 407

)
H0,0,1,1,1(w)−

1

96

(
168w3 − 648w2 + 2146w + 601

)
H0,1,0,0,1(w)

+
1

96

(
176w3 − 660w2 − 114w + 187

)
H0,1,0,1,0(w)−

1

24

(
156w3 + 444w2 + 866w + 89

)
H0,1,0,1,1(w)

+
1

24

(
56w3 + 1167w2 + 1250w − 75

)
H0,1,1,0,1(w)−

1

24

(
8w3 − 1125w2 − 778w + 243

)
H0,1,1,1,0(w)

− 1

48

(
14w3 − 327w2 + 216w + 97

)
H1,0,0,0,1(w) +

1

48

(
14w3 − 327w2 + 216w + 97

)
H1,0,0,1,0(w)

+
1

24

(
82w3 + 345w2 − 234w − 193

)
H1,0,0,1,1(w)−

1

24

(
20w3 − 237w2 + 108w + 109

)
H1,0,1,0,1(w)
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− 1

12

(
13w3 + 21w2 − 36w + 2

)
H1,0,1,1,0(w) +

1

2

(
2w3 + 9w2 − 7w − 4

)
H1,0,1,1,1(w)

− 1

12

(
56w3 + 51w2 − 66w − 41

)
H1,1,0,0,1(w) +

1

12

(
38w3 − 219w2 + 69w + 112

)
H1,1,0,1,0(w)

− 1

2

(
2w3 + 9w2 − 7w − 4

)
H1,1,1,0,1(w) +

5

96

(
344w3 − 654w2 − 42w + 229

)
ζ(5)

+
1

144
π2
(
186w3 − 801w2 − 302w + 148

)
ζ(3) +

π2
(
3898w4 − 1817w3 + 7480w2 − 4503w − 90

)
H0,1(w)

1152w

−
π2
(
14978w4 − 8265w3 − 11340w2 + 4411w + 216

)
H1,0(w)

3456w

−
π2
(
6510w4 − 1833w3 − 6664w2 + 1951w + 36

)
H1,1(w)

576w

−
(
3582w4 − 16281w3 + 11248w2 + 6457w + 36

)
(H0,0,0,1(w)−H0,0,1,0(w))

576w

+

(
1578w4 + 4131w3 − 22606w2 − 1816w + 153

)
H0,0,1,1(w)

288w

−
(
1906w4 − 3744w3 − 3168w2 + 473w + 27

)
H0,1,0,1(w)

288w

−
(
530w4 + 6537w3 − 32312w2 − 3043w + 180

)
H0,1,1,0(w)

576w

−
(
4610w4 − 29343w3 + 11820w2 + 12805w + 108

)
H0,1,1,1(w)

288w

−
(
8818w4 − 13227w3 − 2928w2 + 7211w + 126

)
H1,0,0,1(w)

576w

+

(
5002w4 − 11220w3 + 1818w2 + 4373w + 27

)
H1,0,1,0(w)

288w
+

(
153w4 + 936w3 − 773w2 − 319w + 3

)
H1,0,1,1(w)

24w

−
(
380w4 + 6807w3 − 4112w2 − 3057w − 18

)
H1,1,0,1(w)

96w

+

(
1957w4 − 10077w3 + 4380w2 + 3731w + 9

)
H1,1,1,0(w)

144w

− 11

4
w
(
2w2 + w − 1

)
ζ(3)H0(w)−

(
14786w4 + 64419w3 − 48276w2 − 30695w − 234

)
ζ(3)H1(w)

576w

+
π4
(
33778w3 + 26253w2 − 48640w − 1109

)
25920

+

(
2237w2 − 4622w + 222

)
(w − 1)2H1,1,1(w)

288w

−
(
65200w4 − 110430w3 + 2268w2 + 76589w + 1368

)
H0,0,1(w)

3456w

+

(
85618w4 − 53034w3 + 11634w2 + 77021w + 1368

)
H0,1,0(w)

3456w

+

(
−117644w4 + 720114w3 + 459660w2 − 170179w + 1692

)
H0,1,1(w)

3456w

+

(
1858w4 − 27381w3 + 12990w2 + 12518w + 15

)
H1,0,1(w)

288w

+

(
71305w4 − 221919w3 + 23019w2 + 127829w − 234

)
H1,1,0(w)

1728w

+
π2
(
−12119w3 − 8710w2 + 7291w + 216

)
H0(w)

3456

−
π2
(
88195w4 − 66021w3 − 59835w2 + 36521w + 1140

)
H1(w)

3456w
− 1

576

(
23773w3 + 67462w2 + 6245w + 4759

)
ζ(3)

−
(
267850w4 + 1706859w3 − 1838292w2 + 631646w + 65376

)
H0,1(w)

41472w
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+

(
938906w4 − 3991935w3 + 1309482w2 + 1710859w + 32688

)
H1,0(w)

20736w

+

(
571502w5 − 3511083w4 + 1727700w3 + 1217512w2 − 5874w + 243

)
H1,1(w)

13824w2

+
π2
(
−7155530w3 + 3914433w2 + 5613528w − 1538992

)
248832

+
4154412w3 − 7897452w2 + 2657821w + 1085219

82944

+

(
5254190w3 − 14205413w2 − 9986716w − 168768

)
H0(w)

82944

+

(
6497054w4 − 22591845w3 + 5613132w2 + 10780501w − 298842

)
H1(w)

82944w
,

Yl =
1

12

(
(2w + 1)(w − 1)2

(
− 3ζ(3) (4H1,1(w)−H1,0(w)) +

2

3
π2 (H1,0,1(w) + 2H1,1,0(w))− 2H0,1,0,1,0(w)

+H1,0,0,0,1(w)−H1,0,0,1,0(w)− 4H1,0,0,1,1(w) + 2H1,0,1,0,1(w) + 2H1,0,1,1,0(w) + 4H1,1,0,0,1(w)− 4H1,1,0,1,0(w)

−16

15
π4H1(w)

)
− 1

3
π2
(
28w3 + 64w + 21

)
H0,1,1(w)−

(
50w3 + 33w2 + 198w + 43

)
ζ(3)H0,1(w)

+
1

3
π2
(
2w3 − 21w2 − 18w − 2

)
H0,0,1(w)−

1

2
π2
(
2w3 + 9w2 + 18w + 3

)
H0,1,0(w)

+
(
8w3 + 12w2 + 43w + 8

)
(H0,0,0,0,1(w)−H0,0,0,1,0(w)) +

(
−2w3 + 51w2 + 86w + 7

)
H0,0,0,1,1(w)

+
(
2w3 − 15w2 − 20w − 1

)
H0,0,1,0,1(w) +

(
−2w3 − 45w2 − 80w − 9

)
H0,0,1,1,0(w)

−2
(
6w3 − 33w2 − 46w − 1

)
H0,0,1,1,1(w) +

(
6w3 + 3w2 + 14w + 5

)
H0,1,0,0,1(w)

+2
(
6w3 + 21w2 + 50w + 8

)
H0,1,0,1,1(w)− 2

(
2w3 + 27w2 + 56w + 6

)
H0,1,1,0,1(w)

+2
(
2w3 − 27w2 − 40w − 3

)
H0,1,1,1,0(w) +

1

3
π2
(
30w2 + 38w + 5

)
ζ(3)

+5
(
−10w3 + 15w2 + 6w − 5

)
ζ(5)

)

+
1

864
π2
(
182w3 + 147w2 − 1848w − 191

)
H0,1(w) +

1

96
π2
(
70w3 − 39w2 − 40w + 9

)
H1,0(w)

+
1

144
π2
(
458w3 − 345w2 − 268w + 155

)
H1,1(w) +

1

144

(
190w3 − 825w2 + 622w + 354

)
H0,0,0,1(w)

− 1

144

(
190w3 − 825w2 + 622w + 354

)
H0,0,1,0(w) +

1

72

(
70w3 − 420w2 + 424w + 339

)
H0,0,1,1(w)

+
1

36

(
32w3 − 27w2 − 9w − 8

)
H0,1,0,1(w)−

1

144

(
86w3 − 729w2 + 908w + 513

)
H0,1,1,0(w)

+
1

72

(
406w3 − 1167w2 + 120w + 641

)
H0,1,1,1(w) +

1

48

(
166w3 − 315w2 + 56w + 93

)
H1,0,0,1(w)

− 1

36

(
170w3 − 291w2 + 18w + 103

)
H1,0,1,0(w) +

(
−w3 − 8w2 +

29w

6
+

25

6

)
H1,0,1,1(w)

+
1

24

(
14w3 + 231w2 − 104w − 141

)
H1,1,0,1(w)−

1

36

(
188w3 − 525w2 + 78w + 259

)
H1,1,1,0(w)

+
1

4
w
(
2w2 + w − 1

)
ζ(3)H0(w) +

1

144

(
1462w3 + 1065w2 − 1872w − 655

)
ζ(3)H1(w)

+
π4
(
−225w3 + 174w2 + 328w − 56

)
1620

−
(
265w2 + 212w + 6

)
(w − 1)2H1,1,1(w)

72w

+

(
5102w4 − 7917w3 + 522w2 + 3718w + 72

)
H0,0,1(w)

864w
−
(
3295w4 − 2700w3 − 30w2 + 1859w + 36

)
H0,1,0(w)

432w

+

(
1750w4 − 8913w3 − 2421w2 + 2579w − 18

)
H0,1,1(w)

216w
−
(
190w4 − 4413w3 + 1308w2 + 2927w − 12

)
H1,0,1(w)

288w

+

(
−5549w4 + 12189w3 + 3w2 − 6661w + 18

)
H1,1,0(w)

432w
+

1

576
π2w

(
416w2 + 853w + 18

)
H0(w)
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+
π2
(
3876w4 − 4285w3 − 810w2 + 1203w + 16

)
H1(w)

576w
+

1

288

(
5254w3 + 1618w2 − 1090w − 197

)
ζ(3)

+

(
688w4 − 48708w3 − 11202w2 + 11723w + 2052

)
H0,1(w)

5184w

−
(
34016w4 − 119253w3 + 41652w2 + 42559w + 1026

)
H1,0(w)

2592w

−
(
3004w4 − 9123w3 + 2085w2 + 4160w − 126

)
H1,1(w)

216w
+

π2
(
266324w3 − 173880w2 − 106158w + 59161

)
31104

+

(
−194684w3 + 355103w2 + 249304w + 4968

)
H0(w)

10368

−
(
125638w4 − 326034w3 + 54897w2 + 151757w − 6258

)
H1(w)

5184w

−62863w3

3456
+

250849w2

6912
− 173473w

10368
− 28423

20736
,

Yl2 = − (w − 1)2(2w + 1)

1620

(
180π2H1,1(w) + 90H0,0,0,1(w)− 90H0,0,1,0(w) + 180H0,0,1,1(w)− 90H0,1,1,0(w)

+360H0,1,1,1(w) + 180H1,0,0,1(w)− 270H1,0,1,0(w)− 360H1,1,1,0(w) + 720H1(w)ζ(3) + 8π4 + 75π2H0,1(w)

+15π2H1,0(w)

)
+

1

54

(
25w3 − 30w2 + 6w + 5

)
H0,1,0(w)−

1

27

(
7w3 − 39w2 + 15w + 5

)
H0,1,1(w)

−1

2

(
w2 − 1

)
H1,0,1(w)−

1

54
(19w + 5)(w − 1)2H0,0,1(w) +

1

108
(88w + 35)(w − 1)2H1,1,0(w)

+
1

9
(4w + 5)(w − 1)2H1,1,1(w)−

1

108
π2w

(
2w2 + w − 1

)
H0(w)−

1

216
π2
(
80w3 − 153w2 + 30w + 43

)
H1(w)

+
1

36

(
−58w3 + 35w2 + 4w + 11

)
ζ(3) +

(
115w4 + 324w3 − 456w2 + 11w − 9

)
H0,1(w)

324w

+

(
230w4 − 642w3 + 216w2 + 187w + 9

)
H1,0(w)

324w
+

1

108

(
124w3 − 159w2 − 108w − 6

w
+ 149

)
H1,1(w)

+
π2
(
−1015w3 + 972w2 + 240w − 182

)
1944

+
1

648

(
709w3 − 517w2 − 479w − 18

)
H0(w)

+

(
2012w4 − 3141w3 − 384w2 + 1627w − 114

)
H1(w)

1296w
+

151w3

108
− 2461w2

864
+

2041w

1296
− 323

2592
. (14)

The expansion of the above results around w = 1 is given by

YA = (1− w)2
[
1603421

4608
− 173167π2

2592
− 37943ζ(3)

192
+

5591π4

1728
+

173π2ζ(3)

16
+

1465ζ(5)

32
− 6941π6

60480
+

9ζ(3)2

16

+ log(1− w)

(
−625609

2304
+

77845π2

1728
+

1451ζ(3)

16
− 379π4

180

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
1229

16
− 775π2

72

)
− 1643 log3(1− w)

192

]
+ (1− w)3

[
− 1774211

31104
+

423497π2

15552
+

5387ζ(3)

48
− 1957π4

1296
− 443π2ζ(3)

72
− 1565ζ(5)

48
+

6941π6

90720
− 3ζ(3)2

8

+ log(1− w)

(
−44999

5184
− 4399π2

288
− 865ζ(3)

24
+

9π4

10

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
36899

1728
+

233π2

108

)
− 4145 log3(1− w)

864

]
+ (1− w)4

[
− 12535819

248832
+

556661π2

124416
− 6709ζ(3)

2304
− 7423π4

34560
+

7π2ζ(3)

72
+

25ζ(5)

96

+ log(1− w)

(
630541

20736
− 7553π2

2592
− 71ζ(3)

96
+

11π4

108

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
263π2

864
− 6463

6912

)
− 169 log3(1− w)

108

]
+O(1− w)5 ,

Yl = (1− w)2
[
− 273217

2304
+

92917π2

5184
+

2611ζ(3)

48
− 971π4

4320
− π2ζ(3)− 35ζ(5)

4
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+ log(1− w)

(
101923

1152
− 1313π2

108
− 103ζ(3)

4
+

29π4

90

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
28π2

9
− 373

16

)
+

115 log3(1− w)

48

]
+ (1− w)3

[
704789

15552
− 9961π2

864
− 639ζ(3)

16
+

1027π4

6480
+

2π2ζ(3)

3
+

35ζ(5)

6

+ log(1− w)

(
−87719

5184
+

4909π2

648
+

29ζ(3)

2
− 29π4

135

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
−625

432
− 4π2

3

)
+

205 log3(1− w)

216

]
+ (1− w)4

[
5139869

248832
− 899π2

1944
+

605ζ(3)

576
− π4

405
+ log(1− w)

(
5ζ(3)

24
+

323π2

648
− 334421

20736

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
11035

3456
− 13π2

108

)
+

49 log3(1− w)

864

]
+O(1− w)5 ,

Yl2 = (1− w)2
[
851

96
− 281π2

324
− 19ζ(3)

6
− 2π4

45
+ log(1− w)

(
−907

144
+

73π2

108
+ 2ζ(3)

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
13

8
− 2π2

9

)
− log3(1− w)

6

]
+ (1− w)3

[
− 20545

3888
+

775π2

972
+ 3ζ(3) +

4π4

135
+ log(1− w)

(
1769

648
− 109π2

162
− 4ζ(3)

3

)
+ log2(1− w)

(
4π2

27
− 31

108

)
− log3(1− w)

27

]
+ (1− w)4

[
− 18271

15552
− 7π2

81
− ζ(3)

9
+ log(1− w)

(
1549

1296
+

π2

36

)
− 37 log2(1− w)

108
+

log3(1− w)

54

]
+O(1− w)5 . (15)
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