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Abstract: Both Feynman integrals and holographic Witten diagrams can be repre-

sented as multivariable hypergeometric functions of a class studied by Gel’fand, Kapranov

& Zelevinsky known as GKZ or A-hypergeometric functions. Among other advantages, this

formalism enables the systematic construction of highly non-trivial weight-shifting opera-

tors known as ‘creation’ operators. We derive these operators from a physics perspective,

highlighting their close relation to the spectral singularities of the integral as encoded by

the facets of the Newton polytope. Many examples for Feynman and Witten diagrams are

given, including novel weight-shifting operators for holographic contact diagrams. These

in turn allow momentum-space exchange diagrams of different operator dimensions to be

related while keeping the spacetime dimension fixed. In contrast to previous constructions,

only non-derivative vertices are involved.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
9.

15
89

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 2

7 
Se

p 
20

23

mailto:f.caloro2@ncl.ac.uk, paul.l.mcfadden@ncl.ac.uk


Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 A-hypergeometric functions 4

2.1 GKZ integrals 4

2.2 The Euler and toric equations 6

2.3 Projection to physical variables 9

2.4 Affine reparametrisations 10

3 Spectral singularities and the Newton polytope 13

3.1 The Newton polytope 14

3.2 Spectral singularities 14

3.3 Meromorphic continuation 19

4 Shift operators 24

4.1 Annihilation operators 24

4.2 Creation operators 25

4.3 Action of the creation operator 26

4.4 Finding the b-function 27

4.5 Example 29

5 Creation operators for Witten diagrams 32

5.1 Definitions 33

5.2 GKZ representation of the contact diagram 33

5.3 Creation and annihilation operators 35

5.4 Examples 41

5.5 Shift operators preserving the spacetime dimension 42

5.6 Exchange diagrams 48

6 Creation operators for Feynman diagrams 51

6.1 Bubble diagram 52

6.2 Massive triangle 57

6.3 Massless on-shell box 61

7 Discussion 63

A GKZ representation of Feynman integrals 65

B Creation operators for the position-space contact Witten diagram 67

C Non-minimal b-functions 68

– 1 –



1 Introduction

It has long been suspected that Feynman integrals represent a multi-variable generalisation

of hypergeometric functions [1, 2]. Recently [3–12], this connection has been sharpened by

writing Feynman integrals as Gel’fand-Kapranov-Zelevinksy (GKZ) or A-hypergeometric

functions [13–16]. As shown in [4, 5], this can be achieved simply by expressing Feynman

integrals in Lee-Pomeransky form [17], where only a single denominator polynomial ap-

pears, followed by uplifting to a higher-dimensional space of generalised momenta. These

A-hypergeometric functions are well-studied in the mathematics literature [18–23] and sat-

isfy various linear partial differential equations whose form can be read off in systematic

fashion from a certain matrix – the A-matrix – which encodes both the structure of the

integral as well as all kinematic and spectral singularities.

A task of great practical interest is then to construct hypergeometric shift operators

connecting integrals of different parameter values. These operators enable a known ‘seed’

integral to be converted, by simple differentiation, into an entire series of new integrals.

For Feynman integrals, the parameters are typically the powers of various propagators

and the spacetime dimension. Here we will also study Witten diagrams in anti-de Sitter

spacetime for which the relevant parameters, besides the spacetime dimension, are the

scaling dimensions of operators in the holographically dual conformal field theory.

While various techniques for constructing shift operators for Feynman integrals [24–28]

and Witten diagrams [29–35] are known, the GKZ formalism offers a more powerful and

unified approach. Besides the elementary shift operators, known as ‘annihilation’ operators

in the mathematics literature, their inverses – a highly non-trivial class of operators known

as ‘creation’ operators – can be systematically constructed [36–39]. Together, these creation

and annihilation operators form a full set of shift operators connecting A-hypergeometric

functions of different parameter values, just as the ordinary creation and annihilation (or

ladder) operators connect different eigenstates of the quantum harmonic oscillator.

A key aim of this paper is to show that creation operators can be constructed directly

from knowledge of the spectral singularities of an A-hypergeometric function, namely, the

special set of parameter values for which the corresponding GKZ integral representation

diverges. These singularities can be computed directly from the A-matrix of the integral.

Remarkably, they correspond geometrically to an infinite series of hyperplanes parallel to

the co-dimension one facets of the Newton polytope associated with the integral’s denomi-

nator [40, 41], as shown in figure 1. Standard convex hulling algorithms exist for computing

such facets allowing a simple identification of all singularities.

To construct creation operators, we start with a pair of integrals connected by an

annihilation operator. As we will review, this annihilator consists of a single derivative with

respect to one of the GKZ generalised momenta. Specifically, we are interested in cases

with parameters such that the starting integral is divergent while the resulting integral is

finite. (To regulate divergences, we assume a dimensional scheme where parameters are

infinitesimally shifted away from their singular values.) The divergences are thus projected

out by the action of the annihilator. As the inverse of the annihilator, the creation operator

must then produce the reverse shift, from the finite integral to the divergent one. Clearly,

– 2 –



Figure 1. The Newton polytope for a 3-point contact Witten diagram in momentum space is

an octahedron as shown. At n-points, we obtain an n-dimensional cross-polytope. The spectral

singularities consist of an infinite series of hyperplanes parallel to the facets of this Newton polytope,

while the integral is convergent for parameter values lying inside the polytope. Identification of the

singularities enables a systematic construction of all creation-type shift operators.

however, this cannot be achieved directly: the result of acting with a finite differential

operator on a finite integral must necessarily be finite. Instead, the outcome must be a

finite product of the divergent integral multiplied by a vanishing function of the parameters.

This function, whose zeros serve to cancel out the divergence, is known as the b-function

and holds the key to the construction of creation operators.

From a knowledge of the singular parameter values, we can predict the necessary zeros

of the b-function and hence its minimal form as a polynomial. Then, acting on an integral

with both the annihilator and the (as yet unknown) creation operator, we must recover

the original integral multiplied by the b-function. In the GKZ formalism, however, any

polynomial in the parameters can be traded for an equivalent polynomial in Euler operators

acting on the generalised momenta. Applying this procedure to the b-function, the resulting

differential operator must thus be factorisable into a product of the annihilation and the

creation operator. As the annihilator is just a single derivative, this factorisation is easily

performed (with the aid of a further set of PDEs known as the toric equations) revealing

the identity of the creation operator. As a final step, one then projects back from the

higher-dimensional GKZ space of generalised momenta to that of the physical variables

(the external momenta and masses), with the aid of an auxiliary set of Euler equations.

We hope this simple physical approach, based on the spectral singularities of the GKZ

integral, will facilitate the application of creation operators to a range of physical systems.

As an initial demonstration of the possibilities, we have used the formalism to construct

new shift operators for a range of simple Feynman integrals, as well as Witten diagrams

encoding momentum-space correlators in holographic conformal field theories. These latter

objects are intimately related to cosmological correlators in de Sitter spacetime, and the

new shift operators we construct can also be applied in this context. In particular, we

have found new shift operators connecting both exchange and contact 4-point Witten dia-

grams, with arbitrary external scaling dimensions, to corresponding diagrams with shifted

scaling dimensions but the same spacetime dimension. Until now, such operators were

only available in the case where diagrams with non-derivative vertices are mapped to those
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with derivative vertices, and for a restricted set of scaling dimensions at that [33, 35]. In

contrast, the new shift operators we find can be applied for any scaling dimensions, and

moreover map non-derivative to non-derivative vertices. This enlarges the available arsenal

of shift operators for Witten diagrams (and by extension, cosmological correlators), and as

such is a useful and nontrivial result. We believe these examples provide a first proof of

principle that the creation operator method, and the GKZ formalism more generally, holds

promise for a variety of physical applications.

An outline of this paper is as follows. Section 2 introduces A-hypergeometric functions

and the GKZ formalism. We summarise the PDEs these functions obey, their construction,

and their invariance under affine reparametrisations. In section 3, we relate the spectral

singularities of GKZ integrals to the Newton polytope of the denominator. In section 4, we

introduce creation operators and detail their construction based on the spectral singularities

of the integral. In section 5, we construct creation operators for 3- and 4-point contact

Witten diagrams in momentum space, as well as a further set of shift operators that

preserve the spacetime dimension. Using these results, we then derive novel shift operators

for exchange diagrams. Section 6 constructs creation operators for a variety of simple

Feynman integrals introducing the use of Gröbner bases and convex hulling algorithms to

automate the computation. We conclude in section 7 with a summary of results and open

directions. In the appendices we discuss the conversion of Feynman to GKZ integrals,

creation operators for position-space contact Witten diagrams, and an extension of the

minimal construction algorithm outlined above.

2 A-hypergeometric functions

The application of the GKZ formalism to Feynman integrals has been explored in a num-

ber of recent works [3–12]. In addition, many excellent expositions are available in the

mathematics literature [18–23]. Here, we focus on providing a simple and self-contained

summary of the key material needed to understand the construction of creation operators.

2.1 GKZ integrals

An A-hypergeometric function (or equivalently, GKZ integral), is a multi-variable hyper-

geometric function depending on a set of real parameters γ = (γ0, γ1, . . . , γN ) and inde-

pendent variables x = (x1, . . . , xn), where n ≥ N + 1. The integral takes the form

Iγ =
( N∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
D−γ0 , (2.1)

where the ‘denominator’ D can be expressed as a polynomial in the integration variables

zi. Every term in this polynomial is moreover multiplied by a nonzero coefficient xj :

D =

n∑
j=1

xj

N∏
i=1

z
aij
i (2.2)
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The parameters aij ∈ Z+ specifying the powers can be assembled into an N × n matrix A,

(A)ij = aij . (2.3)

Thus, the jth term in the denominator D corresponds to the column j of the matrix A,

whose entries are then the powers of the variables zi appearing in that particular term.

(We will return to the relation between this matrix A and the larger A-matrix shortly.)

For Feynman integrals, it is useful to consider the Lee-Pomeransky representation [17]

in which the denominator G = U + F is formed from the sum of the first and second

Symanzik polynomials U and F . To uplift this to the GKZ integral (2.1), we simply

promote the coefficient of every term in G to a generalised independent variable xj [4, 5],

as summarised in appendix A. The original Lee-Pomeransky integral can then be restored

by returning the xj to their physical values, namely, unity for any of the terms in U , and
the appropriate function of the masses and external momenta for every term in F .

Example: As discussed in appendix A, the massless triangle Feynman integral

I =

∫
ddq

(2π)d
1

q2γ3 |q − p1|2γ2 |q + p2|2γ1
(2.4)

has the Lee-Pomeransky representation

I = c
( 3∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
(p21z2z3 + p22z1z3 + p23z1z2 + z1 + z2 + z3)

−d/2 (2.5)

where the coefficient

cγ = (4π)−d/2 Γ(d/2)

Γ(d− γt)
∏3

i=1 Γ(γi)
, γt =

3∑
i=1

γi. (2.6)

The corresponding GKZ integral is

Iγ =
( 3∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dziz

γi−1
i

)
D−γ0 (2.7)

where the denominator

D = x1z2z3 + x2z1z3 + x3z1z2 + x4z1 + x5z2 + x6z3 (2.8)

corresponds to the matrix

A =

0 1 1 1 0 0

1 0 1 0 1 0

1 1 0 0 0 1

 . (2.9)

To recover the original Lee-Pomeransky integral, we project to the physical subspace

x = (p21, p
2
2, p

2
3, 1, 1, 1), γ = (d/2, γ1, γ2, γ3), (2.10)

after which I = cγ Iγ .
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2.2 The Euler and toric equations

The primary advantage of uplifting from the original masses and momenta to the gener-

alised GKZ space parametrised by the variables x is that the integral now obeys a system-

atic set of linear partial differential equations. These can be grouped into two categories,

known as the Euler equations and the toric equations.

2.2.1 Euler equations

The Euler equations arise from integrating by parts with respect to the variables zi, under

the assumption that all boundary terms vanish. For z1, for example, we have

0 =

∫ ∞

0
dz1

∂

∂z1

(
zγ11

( N∏
i=2

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
D−γ0

)
= γ1Iγ +

( N∏
i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
z1

∂

∂z1
D−γ0 . (2.11)

In the second term here, we can trade derivatives with respect to the integration variable

z1 for derivatives with respect to the external variables xj :

z1
∂

∂z1
D−γ0 = −γ0D−γ0−1

( n∑
j=1

a1jxj

N∏
i=1

z
aij
i

)
=
( n∑

j=1

a1jθj

)
D−γ0 (2.12)

where, here and throughout the paper, we define the Euler operators

θj = xj
∂

∂xj
, j = 1, . . . , n. (2.13)

Pulling these Euler operators outside the integrals, we obtain the equation

0 =
(
γ1 +

n∑
j=1

a1jθj

)
Iγ . (2.14)

Repeating this exercise for the remaining zi then leads to the set of Euler equations

0 =
(
γi +

n∑
j=1

aijθj

)
Iγ , i = 1, . . . , N. (2.15)

We are not quite done, however, since in addition we have the general identity( n∑
j=1

θj

)
D−γ0 = −γ0D−γ0 (2.16)

which, when applied to the GKZ integral, yields

0 =
(
γ0 +

n∑
j=1

θj

)
Iγ . (2.17)
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This equation is effectively a dilatation Ward identity (or DWI, as we will use for short)

encoding the scaling behaviour of the GKZ integral under a dilatation x → λx of the

external variables.

Evidently this dilatation Ward identity can be placed on the same footing as the Euler

equations (2.15) by enlarging the matrix A to include a top row consisting of all 1s. This

construction defines the A-matrix mentioned in the introduction,

A =

(
1

A

)
, (2.18)

where 1 is the n-dimensional row vector with all-1 entries, or equivalently,

(A)0j = 1, (A)ij = aij , i = 1, . . . , N, j = 1, . . . , n, (2.19)

where we henceforth adopt the convention that the top row of A always carries index 0.

The A-matrix is thus (N +1)×n dimensional, and the Euler equations and DWI together

correspond to the (N + 1) equations

0 =
(
γi +

n∑
j=1

Aijθj

)
Iγ , i = 0, . . . , N. (2.20)

This is in effect a single matrix equation,

0 =
(
γ +A · θ

)
Iγ , (2.21)

regarding θ = (θ1, . . . , θn)
T and γ = (γ0, γ1, . . . , γN )T as n- and (N+1)-component column

vectors respectively.

Example: Returning to the massless triangle integral above, the A-matrix is

A =


1 1 1 1 1 1

0 1 1 1 0 0

1 0 1 0 1 0

1 1 0 0 0 1

 (2.22)

and the GKZ integral satisfies the Euler equations

0 = (γ1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4)Iγ , 0 = (γ2 + θ1 + θ3 + θ5)Iγ , 0 = (γ3 + θ1 + θ2 + θ6)Iγ
(2.23)

and DWI

0 = (γ0 +
6∑

j=1

θj)Iγ . (2.24)

Notice the form of these equations can be directly read off from the rows of the A-matrix.
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2.2.2 Toric equations

The toric equations arise from vectors in the kernel of the A-matrix, and are closely related

to the corresponding toric ideal [22].1 Their origin can easily be grasped using the example

of the massless triangle integral above. Defining

∂j =
∂

∂xj
, j = 1, . . . , n (2.25)

in all that follows, the denominator (2.8) obeys the relations

∂1∂4D−γ0 = ∂2∂5D−γ0 = ∂3∂6D−γ0 = −γ0(−γ0 − 1)z1z2z3D−γ0−2, (2.26)

giving rise to the two independent (toric) equations

0 = (∂1∂4 − ∂3∂6)Iγ , 0 = (∂2∂5 − ∂3∂6)Iγ . (2.27)

For comparison, the kernel of the A-matrix (2.22) is spanned by two independent vectors,

u(1) and u(2), which we can choose to be

u(1) = (1, 0,−1, 1, 0,−1)T , u(2) = (1,−1, 0, 1,−1, 0)T . (2.28)

Notice that since the top row of the A-matrix is all 1s, the sum of the components of any

kernel vector is always zero. There is now a one-to-one match between kernel vectors and

toric equations (2.27) as follows. First, for each kernel vector u, we form a vector u+

composed only of the positive components of u, and a vector u− composed of only the

negative components. The components of u±, for each j = 1, . . . , n, are thus

u±j = max(±uj , 0). (2.29)

By inspection, the toric equation corresponding to the kernel vector u = u+ − u− is now

0 =
( n∏

j=1

∂
u+
j

j −
n∏

j=1

∂
u−
j

j

)
Iγ . (2.30)

For example, for u(1) in (2.28), u+
(1) = (1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0)T while u−

(1) = (0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 1)T hence

(2.30) reduces to the first equation in (2.27).

Some investigation shows this construction is a general one. First, the action of each

differential operator is

n∏
j=1

∂
u±
j

j D−γ0 = (−γ0)(−γ0 − 1) . . . (−γ0 − u± + 1)D−γ0−u±
( N∏

i=1

z
∑n

j=1 aiju
±
j

i

)
(2.31)

where u± =
∑n

j=1 u
±
j . Moreover, since the sum of components in any kernel vector vanishes

(as the top row of the A-matrix is all 1s), we have that u+ = u− = u. Thus,( n∏
j=1

∂
u+
j

j −
n∏

j=1

∂
u−
j

j

)
Iγ (2.32)

= (−γ0)(−γ0 − 1) . . . (−γ0 − u+ 1)D−γ0−u
( N∏

i=1

z
∑n

j=1 aiju
+
j

i −
N∏
i=1

z
∑n

j=1 aiju
−
j

i

)
.

1The kernel is the space of vectors u such that A·u = 0, obtained e.g., via NullSpace[A] in Mathematica.

The full toric ideal, though not needed here, can be constructed using Singular [42]: see section 6.2.
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However, for any kernel vector we have A · u = A · (u+ − u−) = 0 and hence

n∑
j=1

aiju
+
j =

n∑
j=1

aiju
−
j , i = 1, . . . , N. (2.33)

The two terms appearing within the final factor of (2.32) are thus exactly equal producing

a cancellation. In general, as the A-matrix is (N+1)×n, there are (n−N−1) independent

vectors in the kernel, and hence this same number of independent toric equations.

To summarise, given a GKZ integral defined by an A-matrix and parameters γ, we

have two sets of linear partial differential equations: the Euler equations (and DWI) (2.20),

and the toric equations (2.30). We can also go in reverse: the Euler equations and DWI fix

γ and the A-matrix, and hence the toric equations and the GKZ integral. Note the Euler

equations all commute among themselves, as do the toric equations, but an Euler and a

toric equation do not in general commute.

2.3 Projection to physical variables

The systematic structure of the Euler and toric equations above is a consequence of uplifting

from the Lee-Pomeransky to the GKZ denominator (2.2). To recover a set of PDEs satisfied

by the original Lee-Pomeransky integral we need to reverse this process. This requires

projecting the Euler and toric equations back to the physical hypersurface where the x

variables take their true physical values. Derivatives in directions not tangential to this

hypersurface (which therefore cannot be expressed purely in terms of physical variables)

can be exchanged for purely tangential derivatives through use of the Euler equations and

DWI. Together these provideN+1 equations, and so for all unphysical (i.e., non-tangential)

derivatives to be removable requires the original Lee-Pomeransky polynomial to contain at

least n−N − 1 independent physical variables (i.e., masses and external momenta). This

will generally be the case for the examples we consider, but does not hold universally –

particularly for higher-loop Feynman integrals – as we discuss in section 7.

Example: For the massless triangle integral, the physical hypersurface is the 3-dimensional

subspace spanned by the momenta in (2.10), namely x1 = p21, x2 = p22 and x3 = p23, with

x4 = x5 = x6 = 1. On this hypersurface, the Euler equations (2.23) reduce to

0 = (γ1 + θ2 + θ3 + ∂4)Iγ , 0 = (γ2 + θ1 + θ3 + ∂5)Iγ , 0 = (γ3 + θ1 + θ2 + ∂6)Iγ , (2.34)

where, as always, ∂j = ∂/∂xj . These equations allow us to eliminate the unphysical

derivatives ∂4, ∂5 and ∂6 from all remaining equations in which they appear linearly.2 For

example, evaluating the first toric equation in (2.27) on the physical hypersurface,

0 = (∂1∂4 − ∂3∂6)Iγ

=
(
∂1(−γ1 − θ2 − θ3)− ∂3(−γ3 − θ1 − θ2)

)
Iγ

=
1

4

[
−
(
2γ1 + p2

∂

∂p2
+ p3

∂

∂p3

) 1

p1

∂

∂p1
+
(
2γ3 + p1

∂

∂p1
+ p2

∂

∂p2

) 1

p3

∂

∂p3

]
Iγ , (2.35)

2More generally, we can rewrite ∂m
4 = x−m

4 θ4(θ4 − 1) . . . (θ4 − m + 1), etc., then use the full Euler

equations to eliminate θ4, θ5 and θ6 before setting x4 = x5 = x6 = 1. Alternatively, we can supplement

(2.34) with derivatives of the Euler equations (and DWI) evaluated on the physical hypersurface.
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while for the second toric equation,

0 = (∂2∂5 − ∂3∂6)Iγ

=
(
∂2(−γ2 − θ1 − θ3)− ∂3(−γ3 − θ1 − θ2)

)
Iγ

=
1

4

[
−
(
2γ2 + p1

∂

∂p1
+ p3

∂

∂p3

) 1

p2

∂

∂p2
+
(
2γ3 + p1

∂

∂p1
+ p2

∂

∂p2

) 1

p3

∂

∂p3

]
Iγ . (2.36)

Finally, on the physical hypersurface, the DWI (2.24) reduces to

0 =
(d
2
+ θ1 + θ2 + θ3 + ∂4 + ∂5 + ∂6

)
Iγ

=
(d
2
− γ1 − γ2 − γ3 − θ1 − θ2 − θ3

)
Iγ

=
1

2

(
d− 2γ1 − 2γ2 − 2γ3 − p1

∂

∂p1
− p2

∂

∂p2
− p3

∂

∂p3

)
Iγ (2.37)

Equations (2.35)-(2.37) involve only physical variables, namely, the momentummagnitudes.

2.4 Affine reparametrisations

As we have seen, the set of Euler equations associated with a given GKZ integral can be

read off from the rows of the A-matrix: in the ith Euler equation (2.15), the coefficient of

the operator θj is aij = (A)ij where 1 ≤ i ≤ N and 1 ≤ j ≤ n. (Recall we are labelling

the top all-1s row of the A-matrix as i = 0.) Viewed in reverse, the set of Euler equations

determines both the A-matrix and the set of parameters γ, and hence the GKZ integral.

What happens if we now form a new set of Euler equations by taking linear combina-

tions of the old ones? In the process, we could simultaneously add to each Euler equation

some multiple of the DWI. Together, these operations correspond to left-multiplying the

A-matrix by an (N + 1)× (N + 1) matrix

M =

(
1 0

b M

)
, (2.38)

where 0 is an N -dimensional row vector of zeros, b is an N -dimensional column vector and

M an N ×N matrix. This yields

A′ = MA =

(
1 0

b M

)(
1

A

)
=

(
1

A′

)
, (2.39)

where the components of A undergo the affine transformation

(A′)ij = a′ij = bi +
N∑
k=1

mikakj . (2.40)

The new set of Euler equations now corresponds to the rows of A′: the ith new Euler

equation is the sum of mik times the kth old Euler equation plus bi times the DWI (for

which the coefficient of every θj is one). In order to have a′ij ∈ Z+, so as to form a new
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denominator polynomial D′ via (2.2), we will restrict the entries of M to mij ∈ Z+ and

bi ∈ Z+. Note the transformation (2.39) leaves the DWI unchanged.

The new set of Euler equations now takes the form

0 =
(
γ ′ +A′ · θ

)
Iγ′ , (2.41)

where

γ ′ =


γ0
γ′1
...

γ′N

 =

(
1 0

b M

)
γ0
γ1
...

γN

 = Mγ (2.42)

so that γ′i = γ0bi +
∑N

k=1mikγk for 1 ≤ i ≤ N while the DWI (2.17) remains unchanged.

Provided that det(M) is nonzero, the toric equations are also unchanged since the kernel

of A is preserved under multiplication by an invertible matrix.

What is now the relation of this new GKZ integral, defined by A′, to the original? The

new integral is

Iγ′ =
( N∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dz′i (z

′
i)
γ′
i−1
)
(D′)−γ0 , (2.43)

where

D′ =
n∑

j=1

xj

N∏
i=1

(z′i)
a′ij . (2.44)

Using (2.40), and making the identification

zk =

N∏
i=1

(z′i)
mik , (2.45)

we find

D′ =

n∑
j=1

xj

N∏
i=1

(z′i)
bi+

∑N
k=1 mikakj =

( N∏
l=1

(z′l)
bl
)( n∑

j=1

xj

N∏
i=1

N∏
k=1

(z′i)
mikakj

)

=
( N∏

l=1

(z′l)
bl
)( n∑

j=1

xj

N∏
k=1

z
akj
k

)
=
( N∏

l=1

(z′l)
bl
)
D. (2.46)

Moving the factor of
∏N

l=1(z
′
l)
bl from the denominator to the numerator and using (2.42)

then gives

Iγ′ =
( N∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dz′i (z

′
i)
γ′
i−γ0bi−1

)
D−γ0 =

( N∏
i=1

∫ ∞

0
dz′i (z

′
i)
∑N

k=1 mikγk−1
)
D−γ0

=
( N∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0

dz′i
z′i

N∏
k=1

(z′i)
mikγk

)
D−γ0 =

( N∏
i=1

∫ ∞

0

dz′i
z′i

zγii

)
D−γ0 . (2.47)
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Finally, since

dzi
zi

=
N∑
j=1

mji

dz′j
z′j

,
∏
i

∫ ∞

0

dzi
zi

= |detM |
∏
i

∫ ∞

0

dz′i
z′i

, (2.48)

we find

Iγ′ = |detM |−1Iγ . (2.49)

Thus, choosing a new basis for the Euler equations by taking linear combinations of the

old Euler equations and the DWI only rescales the GKZ integral by a constant factor. As

the GKZ system of equations is linear, this overall scaling is in any case not fixed and the

solution is effectively unchanged.

Example: The affine reparametrisation above can be used to show the equivalence of the

massless triangle integral (2.4) with the triple-K integral (see also [43, 44])

Iα,{β1,β2,β3} =

∫ ∞

0
dz zα

3∏
i=1

pβi
i Kβi

(piz). (2.50)

For α = d/2− 1 and βi = ∆i − d/2, this integral represents the momentum-space 3-point

function of scalars O∆i in any d-dimensional CFT. The triple-K integral can be put into

GKZ form by first Schwinger parametrising the modified Bessel functions as

pβi
i Kβi

(piz) =
1

2

∫ ∞

0
dz′i (z

′
i)
βi−1 exp

[
− z

2

(
z′i +

p2i
z′i

)]
(2.51)

then performing the z integral. This gives

Iα,{β1,β2,β3} = 2α−2Γ(α+ 1)
( 3∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dz′i (z

′
i)
βi−1

)[ 3∑
j=1

(
z′j +

p2j
z′j

)]−α−1
(2.52)

which uplifts to the GKZ integral

Iα,{β1,β2,β3} = 2α−2Γ(α+ 1)
( 3∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dz′i (z

′
i)
γ′
i−1
)
(D′)−γ′

0 (2.53)

where

D′ =
x1
z′1

+
x2
z′2

+
x3
z′3

+ x4z
′
1 + x5z

′
2 + x6z

′
3. (2.54)

The physical hypersurface (i.e., the original triple-K integral) corresponds to

γ′i = βi, γ′0 = α+ 1, x = (p21, p
2
2, p

2
3, 1, 1, 1). (2.55)

Here, we are using primes to distinguish the parameters of the triple-K integral from

those of the massless triangle integral earlier. Also, while the denominator (2.54) is not a
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polynomial, this simple generalisation will nevertheless turn out to be the most convenient

representation for us later.3 The A-matrix corresponding to the triple-K integral is then

A3K =


1 1 1 1 1 1

−1 0 0 1 0 0

0 −1 0 0 1 0

0 0 −1 0 0 1

 . (2.56)

Comparing with the massless triangle A-matrix (2.22), we find that

MAtriangle = A3K, (2.57)

where

M =


1 0 0 0

1 0 −1 −1

1 −1 0 −1

1 −1 −1 0

 . (2.58)

The parameters of the triangle integral are connected to those of the triple-K integral by

Mγtriangle = M


d/2

γ1
γ2
γ3

 =


d/2

d/2− γ2 − γ3
d/2− γ1 − γ3
d/2− γ1 − γ2

 =


α+ 1

β1
β2
β3

 = γ3K . (2.59)

Putting everything together, from (2.49) with detM = 2 and (2.6), we have

Id/2−1,{d/2−γ2−γ3, d/2−γ1−γ3, d/2−γ1−γ2} = C ′
∫

ddq

(2π)d
1

q2γ3 |q − p1|2γ2 |q + p2|2γ1
(2.60)

where

C ′ = πd/223d/2−4Γ(d− γt)
3∏

i=1

Γ(γi). (2.61)

As we saw above, the matrix multiplication here is just a slick way of executing the change

of variables

z1 =
1

z′2z
′
3

, z2 =
1

z′1z
′
3

, z3 =
1

z′1z
′
2

, (2.62)

on the triangle GKZ representation, followed by moving a factor of (z′1z
′
2z

′
3)

−γ0 from the

denominator to the numerator.

3 Spectral singularities and the Newton polytope

We now turn to examine the singularities of GKZ integrals arising for special values of the

parameters γ. As we will see, these can be viewed geometrically in terms of the Newton

polytope of the GKZ denominator D.

3Should a purely polynomial denominator be required, one can simply pull out an overall factor of

(z′1z
′
2z

′
3)

−1 from the right-hand side of (2.54) then transfer this to the numerator by shifting the γ′
i.
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3.1 The Newton polytope

A defining feature of the GKZ representation is that only a single denominator (2.2) is

present:

D =

n∑
j=1

xj

N∏
i=1

z
aij
i . (3.1)

The exponents of the jth term in this denominator define a vector aj living in an N -

dimensional space, whose components are

(aj)i = aij , i = 1, . . . N. (3.2)

Thus, aj is the jth column of the A-matrix after stripping off the top row of all 1s.

Constructing the convex hull of these exponent vectors then defines the N -dimensional

Newton polytope of D:

Newt(D) =

n∑
j=1

αjaj , with

n∑
j=1

αj = 1, αj ≥ 0 ∀ j. (3.3)

For the denominator (2.54) of the triple-K integral, for example, we obtain the regular

octahedron shown on the left of figure 2. For the denominator of the massless triangle

integral (2.8), we also obtain an octahedron, but now with vertices as shown on the right

of the figure. The vertices of each polytope are related by the affine transformation (2.40),

a
(3K)
j = b+Ma

(triangle)
j , j = 1, . . . , 6 (3.4)

where, from (2.38) and (2.58),

b =

1

1

1

 , M =

 0 −1 −1

−1 0 −1

−1 −1 0

. (3.5)

As we saw above, for any two A-matrices (and hence any two Newton polytopes) related by

an affine transformation, the corresponding GKZ integrals are proportional to each other

and satisfy the same system of equations (i.e., DWI, Euler and toric equations). Thus,

Newton polytopes such as these related by affine transformations are effectively equivalent.

3.2 Spectral singularities

The physical significance of the Newton polytope becomes apparent when we consider the

spectral singularities of the GKZ integral. These are the divergences that arise for special

values of the parameters γ, with general kinematics, and are distinct from the kinematic

(or Landau) singularities (discussed, e.g., in [6]) which arise for general γ but special

kinematics. Remarkably, it can be shown [40, 41] that the spectral singularities are closely

related to the facets (i.e., co-dimension one faces) of the Newton polytope. As this polytope

lives in an N -dimensional space, let us first define the N -dimensional parameter vector

γ̂ = (γ1, . . . , γN )T , (3.6)
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(1,0,0)

(0,1,0)

(0,0,1)

(-1,0,0)

(0,-1,0)

(0,0,-1)

(1,0,0)

(0,1,0)

(0,0,1)

(1,1,0)

(1,0,1)

(0,1,1)

Figure 2. The Newton polytopes corresponding to the denominators of the triple-K integral (2.54)

(left) and the massless triangle integral (2.8) (right).

where the hat serves to distinguish from the (N + 1)-dimensional parameter vector γ =

(γ0, γ̂)
T . In addition, we define the rescaled Newton polytope to be the convex hull of

the vertex vectors γ0aj . This corresponds to a linear rescaling4 of the original Newton

polytope by a factor of γ0. The GKZ integral is then finite for all parameter values γ̂ lying

within this rescaled Newton polytope. On the hyperplanes corresponding to the facets of

the rescaled Newton polytope, as well as on an infinite set of further hyperplanes both

parallel and exterior to these facets, the integral is singular.

An exact formula for all singular hyperplanes will be derived below in (3.47). The loca-

tion of these singularities will then be the main ingredient in our subsequent construction of

creation operators. Two key steps are needed to establish the result (3.47). The first is to

show that the GKZ integral converges for all γ̂ values lying in the interior of the rescaled

Newton polytope. Rather than recounting the formal proof of [40, 41], we will instead

pursue a more informal approach based on a tropical analysis of the GKZ integral [45, 46].

Many closely related constructions appear in sector decomposition, see e.g., [47, 48]. The

second step in the analysis is to construct a series of meromorphic continuations across each

of the singular hyperplanes. This can be achieved by a scaling argument due to [40, 41].

Here, we present a further variation of this argument involving a special linear combination

of the Euler equations and DWI.

Example: As an initial check of the picture above, we recall that the spectral singularities

of the triple-K integral (2.50) are already known from conformal field theory [49].5 The

condition for the triple-K integral Iα,{β1,β2,β3} to be singular is

α+ 1± β1 ± β2 ± β3 = −2m, m ∈ Z+ (3.7)

where any independent choice of the three ± signs can be made, and any value m =

0, 1, 2, . . . is permitted. (Throughout this paper, we will take Z+ to be the set of all non-

4The significance of this rescaling can be anticipated by noting that the Newton polytope of the GKZ

denominator Dγ0 , in the special cases where γ0 ∈ N so that Dγ0 is itself a polynomial when expanded out,

is simply the Newton polytope of D linearly rescaled by γ0.
5The argument in [49] involves expanding the integrand of the triple-K integral about its lower limit

and looking for the appearance of z−1 poles.
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negative integers including zero.) Re-expressing this condition in terms of the γ parameters

(2.55) appearing in the GKZ integral, and dropping the primes, this is

γ0 ± γ1 ± γ2 ± γ3 = −2m. (3.8)

We see immediately that the m = 0 singularities indeed correspond to the equations of the

hyperplanes containing the eight facets of the regular octahedron on the left of figure 2,

where the vertices in the figure correspond to (γ1, γ2, γ3) = γ0(±1, 0, 0), γ0(0,±1, 0) and

γ0(0, 0,±1). The remaining singularities for m > 0 then correspond to an infinite series of

regularly spaced hyperplanes, both parallel, and exterior, to the facets of the octahedron.

3.2.1 Tropical analysis: an example

To appreciate the role of the Newton polytope, let us start with a simple example introduced

in [40]. This is the GKZ integral

Iγ =

∫ ∞

0
dz1

∫ ∞

0
dz2 z

γ1−1
1 zγ2−1

2 (x1 + x2z2 + x3z
2
1 + x4z1z

2
2)

−γ0 , (3.9)

whose A-matrix is

A =

1 1 1 1

0 0 2 1

0 1 0 2

. (3.10)

The singularities of the integral derive from regions where the zi (for i = 1, 2) either vanish

or tend to infinity. Setting zi = eτi , these regions are mapped to |τi| → ∞ and

Iγ =

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ1

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ2 e

γ1τ1+γ2τ2(x1 + x2e
τ2 + x3e

2τ1 + x4e
τ1+2τ2)−γ0 . (3.11)

For large |τi|, we can approximate this integral by its tropicalisation as discussed in [45],

Itrop.
γ = x−γ0

j

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ1

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ2 exp

[
γ1τ1 + γ2τ2 − γ0max(0, τ2, 2τ1, τ1 + 2τ2)

]
, (3.12)

which corresponds to retaining only the leading exponential in the GKZ denominator.

Which term this is will depend on which sector of the (τ1, τ2) plane we are in. If the

dominant term is, say, the jth one, then the overall prefactor is x−γ0
j as shown. If all

xk > 0 for k = 1, . . . , 4, the tropicalisation of the denominator in fact provides a lower

bound and so, for real γ0 > 0 and real γ1 and γ2, we have Iγ < Itrop.
γ . The convergence of

Itrop.
γ then establishes that of Iγ . (For rigorous bounds allowing complex γi, see [40, 41].)

The various integration sectors, as illustrated in figure 3, are then as follows:

(i) τ1 < 0 and τ2 < 0 so j = 1 and max(0, τ2, 2τ1, τ1 + 2τ2) = 0.

(ii) τ1 + τ2 < 0 and τ2 > 0 so j = 2 and max(0, τ2, 2τ1, τ1 + 2τ2) = τ2.

(iii) τ1 > 0 and τ1 − 2τ2 > 0 so j = 3 and max(0, τ2, 2τ1, τ1 + 2τ2) = 2τ1.

(iv) τ1 + τ2 > 0 and τ1 − 2τ2 < 0 so j = 4 and max(0, τ2, 2τ1, τ1 + 2τ2) = τ1 + 2τ2.
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τ2

τ1

(i)

(ii)

(iv)

(iii)

0

γ0

2γ0

2γ0
γ1

γ2

Figure 3. Left: The integration sectors for the tropicalised GKZ integral (3.12), where each

sector corresponds to the dominance of a different term in the denominator. The sector boundaries

are simultaneously the normals to the facets of the Newton polytope shown on the right. Right:

Combining the conditions on γ1 and γ2 for the convergence of each sector, we obtain the interior

of the Newton polytope (rescaled by γ0) as shaded.

Each sector forms a cone within which we can reparametrise τ = (τ1, τ2) as

τ = λ1n1 + λ2n2, λ1, λ2 ≥ 0 (3.13)

where n1 and n2 are the outward-pointing vectors forming the boundary of that particular

sector. By inspection, these are simultaneously the normal vectors to the facets of the

Newton polytope shown in the right-hand panel of figure 3, where the two normals chosen

are those for the two facets containing the leading vertex j. For the sector j = 3, for

example, we have n1 = (0,−1) and n2 = (2, 1) and so τ1 = 2λ2 and τ2 = −λ1 + λ2. This

third sector of the tropicalised integral is then

Itrop.
γ

∣∣∣
j=3

= 2x−γ0
3

∫ ∞

0
dλ1

∫ ∞

0
dλ2 exp

[
− γ2λ1 + (2γ1 + γ2 − 4γ0)λ2

]
. (3.14)

The linearity of the tropicalised exponent means that the integrals over λ1 and λ2 factorise,

and for convergence as λi → ∞, both exponents must separately be negative:

γ2 > 0, −2γ1 − γ2 + 4γ0 > 0. (3.15)

This corresponds to the interior region bounded by the two lines intersecting the vertex

(γ1, γ2) = (2γ0, 0) in the right-hand panel of figure 3. This vertex is precisely that cor-

responding to the dominant j = 3 term (namely, x3z
2
1) in the GKZ denominator, after

rescaling by γ0. On the boundary of the convergence region, the integral has either a single

or a double pole according to how many of the inequalities in (3.15) are saturated.

Repeating this exercise for the remaining sectors, we obtain the additional constraints

γ1 > 0, γ1 − γ2 + γ0 > 0. (3.16)

Combining all these conditions, the full integral Itrop.
γ then converges for (γ1, γ2) within the

polytope shown in the figure. This is indeed the Newton polytope for the GKZ denominator

after rescaling all vertex vectors by γ0.
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3.2.2 Tropical analysis: general case

The analysis above clearly generalises. Setting again zi = eτi , the general GKZ integral

(2.1) has the tropical approximation

Itrop.
γ =

∫
RN

dτ exp
[ N∑

i=1

γiτi − γ0maxk

(
lnxk +

N∑
i=1

aikτi

)]
. (3.17)

In particular, this is a good approximation precisely for the large |τi| regions where any sin-

gularities of the GKZ integral must arise, and so convergence of the tropical approximation

implies convergence of the full GKZ integral.6

The different integration sectors of the tropical integral (3.17) correspond to when

different terms dominate and are selected as the maximum in the exponent. For sufficiently

large |τi|, this depends only on the direction in the τ = (τ1, . . . , τN ) plane and we can neglect

any contribution from the lnxk terms. Let us consider then the sector where, say, the jth

term forms the maximum. This sector can be parametrised as

τ =
∑
J∈Φj

λ(J)n(J), λ(J) ≥ 0, (3.18)

where Φj denotes the set of facets containing the vertex j, the λ(J) are the new integration

variables, and

n(J) = (n
(J)
1 , . . . , n

(J)
N )T (3.19)

is the outward-pointing normal to the facet J . We will assume that Φj contains precisely

N facets so that (3.18) holds.7 The contribution of this sector is then

Itrop.
γ

∣∣∣
j
= x−γ0

j

∏
J∈Φj

∫ ∞

0
dλ(J) exp

[
λ(J)

N∑
i=1

n
(J)
i (γi − γ0aij)

]
. (3.20)

As in the previous example, convergence then requires each of these exponents to be neg-

ative giving
N∑
i=1

n
(J)
i (γi − γ0aij) < 0 ∀ J ∈ Φj . (3.21)

Viewed geometrically, these conditions state that the parameter vector γ̂ lies to the inside

of the (N −1)-dimensional hyperplane containing facet J of the rescaled Newton polytope,

n(J) · (γ̂ − γ0aj) < 0, (3.22)

and that this holds for all facets J containing the jth vertex vector γ0aj . Convergence

of the full tropicalised GKZ integral requires convergence in every integration sector, and

hence for every vertex j of the rescaled Newton polytope. The condition (3.22) must thus

hold for all facets J , meaning γ̂ must lie completely inside the rescaled Newton polytope.

6For real γi, γ0 > 0 and xj > 0, the tropical approximation provides an upper bound on the GKZ integral

as noted in the previous example. Cases where the γi can be complex and the xj are not constrained to be

positive can be handled by establishing a rigorous bound on the GKZ denominator, see [40, 41].
7If there are fewer than this, we can factor out a finite integral over a transverse subspace following

appendix A of [45] then apply the argument above for the remaining integral over a lower-dimensional cone.
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3.3 Meromorphic continuation

Having shown the convergence of GKZ integrals for γ̂ lying within the rescaled Newton

polytope, the existence of further infinite sets of singular hyperplanes parallel to each facet

can be established by meromorphic continuation [40, 41]. Once again, the idea is most

easily seen in the context of an example, after which we resume our general analysis.

3.3.1 Example

Returning the GKZ integral (3.9), let us construct a continuation across, say, the upper-

right facet of the Newton polytope shown on the right of figure 3. The relevant outward

normal is n = (2, 1). Following [40], we perform a rescaling zi → λ−nizi, namely z1 →
λ−2z1 and z2 → λ−1z2, where λ is some fixed parameter. The integral (3.9) becomes

Iγ = λ−2γ1−γ2+4γ0

∫ ∞

0
dz1

∫ ∞

0
dz2 z

γ1−1
1 zγ2−1

2 (x1λ
4 + x2z2λ

3 + x3z
2
1 + x4z1z

2
2)

−γ0 (3.23)

but its value remains unchanged. We can therefore differentiate to find

0 =
d

dλ
Iγ
∣∣∣
λ=1

= (−2γ1 − γ2 + 4γ0)Iγ − 4γ0x1Iγ′ − 3γ0x2Iγ′′ (3.24)

where

γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2

γ′′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′′1 = γ1, γ′′2 = γ2 + 1. (3.25)

Alternatively, (3.24) can be obtained by taking a linear combination of the Euler equations

and DWI for (3.9), namely

0 =
(
− 2(γ1 + 2θ3 + θ4)− (γ2 + θ2 + 2θ4) + 4

(
γ0 +

4∑
j=1

θj
))

Iγ

=
(
4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 + 4θ1 + 3θ3

)
Iγ , (3.26)

where evaluating the action of the θi = xi∂xi yields (3.24).

As both Iγ′ and Iγ′′ in (3.24) take the same form as the original integral Iγ , except
with shifted parameters, the convergence regions are given by (3.15) and (3.16) replacing

γ with γ ′ or γ ′′. In terms of the unshifted parameters, Iγ′ thus converges for

γ1 > 0, γ2 > 0, γ0 + γ1 − γ2 + 1 > 0, 4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 + 4 > 0, (3.27)

while Iγ′′ converges for

γ1 > 0, γ2 + 1 > 0, γ0 + γ1 − γ2 > 0, 4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 + 3 > 0. (3.28)

In each case, the size of the Newton polytope is rescaled from γ0 → γ0 + 1, while for Iγ′′

we also translate by the vector (0,−1) as shown in figure 4. Note that neither of these

operations change the normals to the facets. Re-arranging (3.24), we now have

Iγ = (4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2)
−1
(
4γ0x1Iγ′ + 3γ0x2Iγ′′

)
, (3.29)
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γ1

γ2

2γ0 + 22γ0

γ0

γ0 + 1

−1
γ1

γ2

Figure 4. Left: Convergence regions of Iγ (green), Iγ′ (blue) and Iγ′′ (orange). The meromorphic

continuation (3.29) holds for the intersection of the convergence regions for Iγ′ and Iγ′′ . This

extends the domain of convergence of Iγ across the upper-right facet with normal (2, 1) to form

the region bounded by the solid line. Right: Dashed lines indicate the complete set of singular

hyperplanes (3.31) of the GKZ integral (3.9).

where the sum of shifted integrals on the right-hand side converges only for the intersection

of the two shifted polytopes (3.27) and (3.28), namely

γ1 > 0, γ2 > 0, γ0 + γ1 − γ2 > 0, 4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 + 3 > 0. (3.30)

Comparing with the original polytope formed by (3.15) and (3.16), only the final inequality

has changed. Now, the region of convergence extends across the facet with normal (2, 1)

as shown in figure 4. Equation (3.29) thus gives a meromorphic continuation of Iγ around

the pole at 4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 = 0 (corresponding to the facet of the original Newton polytope

normal to (2, 1)) to the larger region (3.30).

This process can then be repeated for the boundary of the new region (3.30) by applying

the same procedure (namely, rescaling zi → λ−nizi, differentiating with respect to λ then

setting λ = 1) to the integrals on the right-hand side of (3.29). Alternatively, we can

extend (3.29) iteratively by using shifted analogues of (3.29) to replace Iγ′ and Iγ′′ on the

right-hand side of (3.29) itself. Repeating such calculations for all the facet normals of the

original Newton polytope, we obtain an infinite set of singular hypersurfaces parallel to the

facets of the Newton polytope. The integral (3.9) is thus singular on the hyperplanes

γ1 = −m1, γ2 = −m2, γ0 + γ1 − γ2 = −m3, 4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 = −3m4 (3.31)

for any (independent) choice of non-negative integers mi ∈ Z+, as illustrated in the right-

hand panel of figure 4.
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3.3.2 General analysis

The analysis in this last example readily extends to general GKZ integrals. We begin by

defining a few useful quantities. First, we have the (N + 1)-dimensional vectors

γ =

(
γ0

γ̂

)
, Aj =

(
1,

aj

)
, N (J) =

(
n
(J)
0

n(J)

)
, (3.32)

where γ is the usual GKZ parameter vector, Aj is the jth column of the full A-matrix

(including the top row of 1s), and, as above, n(J) is the N -dimensional outwards-pointing

normal to facet J of the Newton polytope. The additional component n
(J)
0 is fixed by

requiring that

0 = N (J) ·Aj , j ∈ φJ (3.33)

where φJ denotes the set of vertices lying within the facet J , giving

n
(J)
0 = −n(J) · aj , j ∈ φJ . (3.34)

The condition that γ̂ lies in the hyperplane containing facet J of the rescaled Newton

polytope,

0 = n(J) · (γ̂ − γ0aj) (3.35)

can now be compactly re-expressed as

0 = γ ·N (J) (3.36)

and the domain of convergence (3.22) corresponds to γ ·N (J) < 0 for all facets J . (From

an (N+1)-dimensional perspective, the Newton polytope therefore corresponds to a cone.)

In addition, we define the distance function

d
(J)
i = −Ai ·N (J) = n(J) · (aj − ai), j ∈ φJ . (3.37)

If n(J) is a unit vector, d
(J)
i is the normal distance from vertex i to facet J of the Newton

polytope. Rather than choosing n(J) to be a unit vector, however, it will be more convenient

in practice to choose n(J) (and hence N (J)) to have integer components.

We now proceed to construct a meromorphic continuation of the GKZ integral across a

chosen facet J of the rescaled Newton polytope. To this end, we form a linear combination

of n
(J)
0 times the DWI plus the sum of n

(J)
k times the kth Euler equation, namely

0 =
[
n
(J)
0

(
γ0 +

n∑
l=1

θl

)
+

N∑
k=1

n
(J)
k

(
γk +

n∑
l=1

aklθl

)]
Iγ

=
(
γ ·N (J) −

n∑
l=1

d
(J)
l θl

)
Iγ . (3.38)

The sum over l on the second line here can be restricted to values l /∈ φJ , corresponding

to vertices l not in the facet J , since d
(J)
l vanishes for all l ∈ φJ . Moreover, by direct
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differentiation of the GKZ integral as we will discuss further in section 4.1, one can show

that

θlIγ = −γ0xlIγ+Al
. (3.39)

Here, the parameter vector of the right-hand integral has been shifted from γ → γ +Al.

Rearranging, this immediately gives the desired meromorphic continuation:8

Iγ = − γ0

γ ·N (J)

( ∑
l /∈φJ

xl d
(J)
l Iγ+Al

)
. (3.40)

The denominator γ ·N (J) generates a pole at the hyperplane containing the facet J , while

the sum of shifted integrals has a larger domain of convergence extending across the facet

J of the original rescaled Newton polytope for Iγ .
To see this, for each shifted integral labelled by an l /∈ φJ in the sum (3.40), the domain

of convergence (3.22) is

(γ +Al) ·N (K) = γ ·N (K) − d
(K)
l < 0 ∀ K. (3.41)

This is equivalent to

n(K) · ((γ̂ + al)− (γ0 + 1)ak) < 0, k ∈ φK , (3.42)

i.e., for every facet K, the shifted parameter vector γ̂ ′ = γ̂+al must lie inside the Newton

polytope rescaled by γ′0 = γ0 + 1. The common overlap of these domains for every l /∈ φJ

then corresponds to

γ ·N (K) < δ(K) ∀ K, (3.43)

where

δ(K) = minl /∈φJ

[
d
(K)
l

]
≥ 0. (3.44)

For any facet K ̸= J , the set of vertices l /∈ φJ includes vertices l ∈ φK lying in the facet

K. For such vertices, d
(K)
l and hence δ(K) is then zero. Just as in our earlier example, the

domain of convergence for the sum of shifted integrals in (3.40) is therefore unchanged for

all facets K ̸= J ,

δ(K) = 0 ∀ K ̸= J. (3.45)

The only facet across which the domain of convergence is extended is the facet K = J , for

which we obtain an extension

δ(J) = minl /∈φJ

[
d
(J)
l

]
. (3.46)

Geometrically, δ(J) > 0 is the normal distance to the facet J of the (non-rescaled) Newton

polytope starting from the nearest vertex l not belonging to J , multiplied by |n(J)|. If we
choose n(J) to have integer components, then as the components of the A-matrix are also

integer, δ(J) will be a positive integer.

8Alternatively, this equation can be derived by rescaling all zi → λ−n
(J)
i zi in Iγ and extracting a

prefactor of λ−γ·N(J)

. We then differentiate with respect to λ and set λ = 1 analogously to in (3.24).
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Equation (3.43), together with (3.45) and (3.46), thus give us the domain of conver-

gence of the meromorphic continuation (3.40). Repeating the argument to construct further

meromorphic continuations, one finds that the GKZ integral Iγ has an infinite series of

singular hyperplanes lying parallel to each facet J of the original Newton polytope. These

hyperplanes are given by

γ ·N (J) = mJ δ
(J), mJ ∈ Z+, (3.47)

where mJ is any non-negative integer m = 0, 1, 2, . . ..

Example: Let us check (3.46) against our previous example. Taking J to be the facet

with outward normal n(J) = (2, 1), we have φJ = {3, 4} and so using the A-matrix (3.10),

δ(J) = minl∈{1,2}

2∑
i=1

n
(J)
i (ai3 − ail) = min(4, 3) = 3. (3.48)

The sole shifted boundary

γ ·N (J) = γ0n
(J)
0 + γ̂ · n(J) < δ(J), (3.49)

where n
(J)
0 = −

∑2
i=1 n

(J)
i ai3 = −4, then evaluates to

−4γ0 + 2γ1 + γ2 − 3 < 0 (3.50)

in agreement with (3.30), and the singular hyperplanes in (3.47) match those in (3.31).

3.3.3 Implementation

In higher-dimensional examples, a convenient way to determine the singular hyperplanes

(3.47) is to apply a convex hulling algorithm (see, e.g., [50]) to identify which sets of vertex

vectors aj form the facets of the Newton polytope. We will discuss this explicitly in section

6.3. The condition (3.36) that γ̂ lies in the hyperplane containing facet J of the rescaled

Newton polytope is then equivalent to

0 = γ ·N (J) = det (γ |Aj1 | . . . |AjN ), (3.51)

where j1, . . . , jN ∈ φJ are the N vertices belonging to facet J , and the Aj are the cor-

responding A-matrix columns. To see this, note that from (3.33) we have Aj ·N (J) = 0

for all the N vectors j ∈ φJ . As the total dimension of the vector space is N + 1, the

condition γ ·N (J) = 0 implies that γ lies in the span of the Aj with j ∈ φJ , and hence

the determinant above vanishes. The components n
(J)
i of N (J), for i = 0, . . . , N , can thus

be identified by expanding out the determinant and extracting the coefficient of γi. This

tells us that n
(J)
i is given by the (i, 1)th cofactor of the matrix, for example

n
(J)
0 = det (aj1 | . . . |ajN ). (3.52)

One must however also check that n(J) corresponds to the outwards-pointing normal by

verifying that d
(J)
k = −Ak ·N (J) > 0 for some k /∈ φJ , and swapping two columns of (3.51)

if not. The spacing δ(J) of the singular hyperplanes can then be computed using (3.46)

and (3.37).
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4 Shift operators

Let us now examine the shift operators associated with A-hypergeometric functions. Two

natural classes present themselves: the ‘annihilation’ operators which correspond to the

simple derivative ∂j = ∂/∂xj , and the ‘creation’ operators which are purely polynomial

differential operators (i.e., operators in the Weyl algebra) that invert this operation.

4.1 Annihilation operators

From the GKZ integral (2.1) and denominator (2.2), we see by direct differentiation that

∂jIγ = −γ0Iγ′ , j = 1, . . . , n (4.1)

where

γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′i = γi + aij , i = 1, . . . , N. (4.2)

In other words, differentiating with respect to xj increases the power of the denominator

by one, and adds to the numerator all powers of zi multiplying xj in the denominator.

From the A-matrix perspective, the shift of the parameter vector γ is given by the jth

column of the full A-matrix,

γ ′ = γ +Aj , (4.3)

combining the two formulae in (4.2).

One can naturally think of the toric equations (2.30) as representing the difference of

two products of annihilation operators, such that the total shift generated by each product

is the same leading to a cancellation. Namely, each factor

n∏
j=1

∂
u±
j

j (4.4)

produces an overall parameter shift

γ → γ +
n∑

j=1

Aju
±
j , (4.5)

but since
n∑

j=1

Aju
+
j =

n∑
j=1

Aju
−
j (4.6)

the final shifted integral is the same in both cases and the difference vanishes.

Notice also that knowledge of the full set of n annihilation operators, plus the parameter

shifts they produce, is equivalent to knowledge of all columns of the A-matrix and hence

the full GKZ integral itself.9

9Prior to the work of GKZ, this approach was pioneered by Miller et al [51, 52] for various Lauricella and

Horn-type hypergeometric functions for which the annihilators can be identified from the series definition.
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Example: The annihilation operators for the GKZ uplift (2.53) of the triple-K integral

(2.50) are ∂j for j = 1, . . . , 6. The triple-K integral itself corresponds to evaluating the

GKZ integral on the physical hypersurface x = (p21, p
2
2, p

2
3, 1, 1, 1) according to (2.55). The

first three annihilators thus become

∂j =
∂

∂xj
=

∂

∂p2j
=

1

pj

∂

∂pj
, j = 1, 2, 3. (4.7)

while for the remaining three we need to use the Euler equations following from the A-

matrix (2.56). These are

0 = β1 − θ1 + θ4, 0 = β2 − θ2 + θ5, 0 = β3 − θ3 + θ6, (4.8)

and projecting to the physical hypersurface by setting x4 = x5 = x6 = 1 gives

∂4 = θ1−β1 =
p1
2

∂

∂p1
−β1, ∂5 = θ2−β2 =

p2
2

∂

∂p2
−β2, ∂6 = θ3−β3 =

p3
2

∂

∂p3
−β3. (4.9)

Up to trivial numerical factors, these are the shift operators

Lj = − 1

pj

∂

∂pj
, Rj = 2βj − pj

∂

∂pj
, j = 1, 2, 3, (4.10)

introduced in [30, 43]. The action of these operators on the triple-K integral (2.50) can be

obtained from their action on the individual Bessel functions in the integrand giving

L1Iα,{β1,β2,β3} = −(α+ 1)Iα+1,{β1−1,β2,β3}, R1Iα,{β1,β2,β3} = −(α+ 1)Iα+1,{β1+1,β2,β3},

(4.11)

with the others following by permutation. This is consistent with the expected action for

the annihilation operators: from the columns of the A-matrix (2.56), this is

Lj : γ′0 → γ′0 + 1, γ′j → γ′j − 1, Rj : γ′0 → γ′0 + 1, γ′j → γ′j + 1, (4.12)

which from (2.55) is

Lj : α → α+ 1, βj → βj − 1, Rj : α → α+ 1, βj → βj + 1. (4.13)

4.2 Creation operators

Over the next three subsections, we present a construction of creation operators motivated

by consideration of the spectral singularities. These ideas are then illustrated using the

Gauss hypergeometric function. Originally, creation operators were first proposed by Saito

in [36, 37]; for further discussion, see [38, 39, 53].

By definition, when acting on a GKZ integral, the creation operator Cj produces the

inverse parameter shift to the annihilation operator ∂j = ∂/∂xj . If we act with one operator

followed by the other, therefore, we must arrive back at the original integral up to some

function of the parameters:

Cj∂jIγ = bj(γ)Iγ . (4.14)
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As we will see shortly, this ‘b-function’ bj(γ) is a polynomial whose zeros correspond to

a specific subset of the singular hyperplanes of Iγ given in (3.47). First, however, let us

sketch how knowing bj(γ) enables a direct construction of the creation operator Cj .
The first step is to replace all the parameters γ appearing in the b-function with linear

combinations of Euler operators using the DWI and Euler equations (2.20). This defines a

new polynomial Bj(θ) in the Euler operators,

Bj(θ) = bj(γ)
∣∣∣
γ→−

∑n
k=1 Akθk

(4.15)

such that

Cj∂jIγ = Bj(θ)Iγ . (4.16)

As all Euler operators commute with one another, there are no ordering ambiguities here.

Next, we expand out Bj(θ) and re-arrange so that, in every term, all factors of xk are

to the left of all derivatives ∂k. Up to a constant coefficient, each term of Bj(θ) is thus of

the form
n∏

k=1

xbkk ∂bk
k (4.17)

for some set of powers bk. In certain cases, the product
∏

k ∂
bk
k will already contain an

explicit factor of ∂j . Otherwise, we can use the toric equations (2.30) to replace the product∏
k ∂

bk
k (which acts on the GKZ integral Iγ as per (4.16)) with an equivalent product that

does contain an explicit factor of ∂j . Such a replacement will always be possible provided

the b-function is correctly chosen. After completing this operation for every term, the

right-hand side of (4.16) now matches the form of the left-hand side allowing the operator

Cj to be read off. Thus, with the aid of the toric equations, Bj(θ) acting on Iγ can be

explicitly factorised into the form Cj∂j .
As a final step, the creation operator Cj , which is a differential operator with polyno-

mial coefficients defined in the n-dimensional GKZ space, must be projected back to the

physical hypersurface. For this, we restore all xk to their physical values (noting the xk
are positioned to the left of all derivatives), and use the Euler equations evaluated on the

physical hypersurface to replace derivatives in directions lying off the physical hypersurface

with derivatives tangential to this hypersurface. This replacement also restores a depen-

dence on the parameters γ. Many examples of this projection procedure will appear in

subsequent sections.

4.3 Action of the creation operator

Returning to (4.14) and using the action of the annihilator ∂j as given in (4.1), the action

of the creation operator is

CjIγ′ = −γ−1
0 bj(γ)Iγ . (4.18)

As the shift here is acting in the direction γ ′ → γ = γ ′ −Aj , rearranging (4.2) we have

γ0 = γ′0 − 1, γi = γ′i − aij , i = 1, . . . N. (4.19)
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We will retain this allocation of prime and unprimed variables in the following for compat-

ibility with the algorithm in the previous section based on (4.14).

Before discussing the b-function itself, a crucial point to notice is that the parameter

shift (4.19) can potentially take us from a finite to a divergent GKZ integral. In contrast,

the reverse shift (4.2) associated with the annihilation operator ∂j , when acting on a finite

integral, will always produce another finite integral.

To see this, let us start with an integral Iγ′ for which the vector γ̂ ′ = (γ′1, . . . , γ
′
N ) lies

inside the rescaled Newton polytope with vertices γ′0aj . In the notation of section 3.3.2,

this means that for every facet K we have

γ ′ ·N (K) < 0 (4.20)

and the GKZ representation for Iγ′ converges without meromorphic continuation. For the

shifted integral Iγ in (4.18), we then have

γ ·N (K) = γ ′ ·N (K) + d
(K)
j (4.21)

where

d
(K)
j = n(K) · (ak − aj), k ∈ φK (4.22)

is proportional to the normal distance from vertex j to facet K of the (non-rescaled)

Newton polytope. Now, for any facet K containing the vertex j, d
(K)
j vanishes and hence

γ · N (K) < 0. For the remaining facets not containing the vertex j, however, d
(K)
j > 0

since n(K) is the outward normal and j lies to the inside of the facet. Consequently, we

cannot be sure that γ ·N (K) < 0 for all facets K, and hence that Iγ is finite. Rather, if

there are any facets for which γ ·N (K) ≥ 0, the shifted integral Iγ will diverge whenever

the singularity condition (3.47),

γ ·N (K) = mKδ(K), mK ∈ Z+ (4.23)

is satisfied for some non-negative integer mK . Combined with (4.21), this condition allows

us to identify the initial parameter values γ ′ for which the shifted integral Iγ diverges.

For the annihilation operator ∂j , the direction of the parameter shifts are reversed and

so if the starting integral is finite, the shifted integral is also necessarily finite.

4.4 Finding the b-function

An apparent puzzle now arises for cases where the shifted integral Iγ in (4.18) is divergent,

since the action of a differential operator Cj with polynomial coefficients on any finite

integral Iγ′ must clearly be finite. The resolution is that, for such cases, the b-function in

(4.18) must have a zero cancelling the divergence in Iγ such that the right-hand side is

finite.10

The b-function for the creation operator Cj must thus have zeros corresponding to

every singular hyperplane that can be reached by a single application of Cj to any finite

10In a ‘dimensional’ regularisation scheme where all parameters are shifted infinitesimally γ → γ + ϵ γ̄,

this requires bj(γ) ∼ ϵk while Iγ ∼ ϵ−k for some k ∈ Z+ such that bj(γ)Iγ is finite as ϵ → 0.
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γ ·N (K)

2δ(K)

δ(K)

0

−δ(K)

−2δ(K)

d
(K)
j

Cj

γ ·N (K)

2δ(K)

δ(K)

0

−δ(K)

−2δ(K)

Cj

d
(K)
j

Figure 5. Mapping of finite to divergent integrals under the action of the creation operator Cj
as per (4.21), and construction of the corresponding b-functions. Left: If d

(K)
j = δ(K), facet K

contributes only the factor γ ·N (K) to the b-function. The zero of this factor cancels the pole of

the only singular integral (dashed line) that can be reached starting from a finite integral. Right: If

d
(K)
j = 3δ(K), the facet contributes three factors,

∏2
mK=0(γ ·N (K) −mKδ(K)) whose zeros cancel

the poles of the three singular integrals reachable from a finite starting integral. The shaded region

indicates the rescaled Newton polytope.

starting integral, as illustrated in figure 5. The minimal b-function, containing just these

factors alone, is

bj(γ) =
∏

K/∈Φj

F
(K)
j −1∏
mK=0

(γ ·N (K) −mKδ(K)) (4.24)

where the first product runs over all facets K not containing the vertex j and the upper

limit in the second product is set by

F
(K)
j =

d
(K)
j

δ(K)
. (4.25)

This counts by how many steps (in units of δ(K), the spacing between singular hyperplanes)

the creation operator Cj raises γ ′ · N (K) according to (4.21). Effectively, if we define an

initial m′
K by the relation γ ′ ·N (K) = m′

Kδ(K), the creation operator Cj acts to raise this

to mK = m′
K+F

(K)
j . Thus, if F

(K)
j = 1 for some particular facet K, only the singularity in

(4.23) with mK = 0 can be reached by the action of Cj on a finite starting integral (namely,

that with m′
K = −1). The product over mK in (4.24) is thus capped at F

(K)
j − 1 = 0.

Alternatively, if F
(K)
j = 2 for some facet, both the mK = 0 and mK = 1 singularities can

be reached by acting with Cj on the finite starting integrals with m′
K = −2 and m′

K = −1

respectively. The product over mK in (4.24) then runs up to F
(K)
j − 1 = 1, and so on.

For all the Feynman and Witten diagrams we analyse in the remainder of the paper,

F
(K)
j is an integer for all K and the minimal b-function (4.24) (containing only the zeros

necessary to cancel out the singularities of Iγ) is sufficient to find all creation operators.

These operators are moreover of the lowest possible order in derivatives, since the b-function

has the fewest factors. Nevertheless, in certain exceptional cases, the factorisation step of
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the algorithm in section 4.2 can fail when using the minimal b-function. Such cases, which

arise when the associated toric ideal is non-normal [36, 37, 39, 53], can be handled by

supplementing (4.24) with additional factors. An example, which also features a non-

integer F
(K)
j , is discussed in appendix C.

Despite its formal appearance, the formula (4.24) is straightforward to evaluate in

practice as will become clear in the examples to follow. All that is required is to identify

the singular hyperplanes (3.47) for a given GKZ integral, along with the shift produced by

the creation operator Cj , and then to form the b-function from the product of all singular

hyperplanes that can be reached by one application of Cj on any finite starting integral.

Also, while consideration of singular cases has been used to construct the b-function, the

creation operators we obtain can be used to map finite integrals to finite integrals.

4.5 Example

As a simple first example before turning to Witten diagrams and Feynman integrals in the

following sections, we compute creation operators for the GKZ integral [4, 40]

Iγ =

∫
R2
+

dz1dz2
zγ1−1
1 zγ2−1

2

(x1 + x2z1 + x3z2 + x4z1z2)γ0
. (4.26)

On the hypersurface (x1, x2, x3, x4) = (1, 1, 1, y), this can be evaluated in terms of the

Gauss hypergeometric function

Iγ(y) =
Γ(γ1)Γ(γ2)Γ(γ0 − γ1)Γ(γ0 − γ2)

Γ(γ0)2
2F1(γ1, γ2, γ0; 1− y). (4.27)

The shift operators for this function are well known allowing an easy check of our results.

From the A−matrix

A =

1 1 1 1

0 1 0 1

0 0 1 1

, (4.28)

we can read off the DWI and Euler equations

0 = (γ0 + θ1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4) Iγ , 0 = (γ1 + θ2 + θ4) Iγ , 0 = (γ2 + θ3 + θ4) Iγ , (4.29)

where θi = xi∂i and, from the kernel of the A-matrix, we find a single toric equation,

0 = (∂2∂3 − ∂1∂4) Iγ . (4.30)

From (3.47), the singular hyperplanes are

γ1 = −m1, γ2 = −m2, γ0 − γ1 = −m3, γ0 − γ2 = −m4, mi ∈ Z+ (4.31)

as displayed in figure 6. These singularities are consistent with the poles of the gamma

functions in the numerator of the projected integral (4.27).
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γ0 γ0 + 1

γ0

γ0 + 1

γ1

γ2

Figure 6. The singular hyperplanes of (4.26).

The annihilation operators ∂j send γ → γ ′ while the creation operators Cj send γ ′ → γ,

where for each j these parameters are related by

j = 1 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2,

j = 2 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 1, γ′2 = γ2,

j = 3 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2 + 1,

j = 4 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 1, γ′2 = γ2 + 1. (4.32)

The corresponding b-functions are

b1 = (γ0 − γ1)(γ0 − γ2),

b2 = γ1(γ0 − γ2),

b3 = γ2(γ0 − γ1),

b4 = γ1γ2. (4.33)

In each case, the factors appearing provide the zeros needed to cancel the poles that arise

when the creation operator shifts us from a finite to a singular integral. For b1, for example,

the shift produced by C1 can take a finite integral with γ′0 − γ′i = 1 to a singular integral

with γ0−γi = 0 for both i = 1 and i = 2, as we see from (4.31). The zeros of b1 then cancel

these singularities so that the action (4.18) of C1 on a finite integral is always finite. For

b2, the shifts produced by C2 can take a finite integral with γ′1 = 1 to a singular integral

with γ1 = 0, and a finite integral with γ′0 − γ′2 = 1 to a singular integral with γ0 − γ2 = 0,

with these singularities again being cancelled by the zeros of b2. Note that the action of

C2 leaves γ′2 and γ′0 − γ′1 unchanged hence no further singularities arise and there are no

further factors in b2. One can also check that the b-functions (4.33) are consistent with the

general formula (4.24).
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From (4.16) plus the DWI and Euler equations (4.29), we now have, for example,

C1∂1Iγ = (γ0 − γ1)(γ0 − γ2)Iγ = (θ1 + θ3)(θ1 + θ2)Iγ
= (x1∂1 + x21∂

2
1 + x1x2∂1∂2 + x1x3∂1∂3 + x2x3∂2∂3)Iγ . (4.34)

By inspection, every term in the final line contains an explicit factor of ∂1 except for the

last, but this can be replaced by x2x3∂1∂4 using the toric equation (4.30). This gives us

the desired factorisation

C1 = x1 + x21∂1 + x1x2∂2 + x1x3∂3 + x2x3∂4

= x1(1 + θ1 + θ2 + θ3) + x2x3∂4. (4.35)

In the same fashion, we obtain

C2 = x2(1 + θ1 + θ2 + θ4) + x1x4∂3,

C3 = x3(1 + θ1 + θ3 + θ4) + x1x4∂2,

C4 = x4(1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4) + x2x3∂1. (4.36)

Finally, in order to understand their action on (4.27), these creation operators can be

projected to the ‘physical’ hypersurface (x1, x2, x3, x4) = (1, 1, 1, y). For this we use the

DWI and Euler equations (4.29) evaluated on this hypersurface, which can be re-arranged

so as to eliminate all derivatives apart from ∂y:

∂1Iγ′(y) = (−γ′0 + γ′1 + γ′2 + θy)Iγ′(y),

∂2Iγ′(y) = −(γ′1 + θy)Iγ′(y),

∂3Iγ′(y) = −(γ′2 + θy)Iγ′(y). (4.37)

Notice here that as the creation operators act on the integral with parameters γ ′ by our

definition (4.18), we need to use these parameters here. With the aid of these equations,

the creation operators project to

Cph
1 = 1− γ′0 + (1− y)∂y,

Cph
2 = 1− γ′0 + (1− y)(γ′2 + θy),

Cph
3 = 1− γ′0 + (1− y)(γ′3 + θy),

Cph
4 = 1− γ′0 + (1− y)(γ′1 + γ′2 − 1 + θy), (4.38)

where the ‘ph’ superscript indicates the operators expressed in physical variables. From

(4.18), we then have, for example,

Cph
1 Iγ′

0,γ
′
1,γ

′
2
(y) = −γ−1

0 (γ0 − γ1)(γ0 − γ2)Iγ0,γ1,γ2(y)

= −(γ′0 − 1)−1(γ′0 − γ′1 − 1)(γ′0 − γ′2 − 1)Iγ′
0−1,γ′

1,γ
′
2
, (4.39)

since here the creation operator shifts γ′0 → γ0 = γ′0 − 1 while γ′i = γi for i = 1, 2.

Accounting for the gamma functions in (4.27), this corresponds to(
1− γ′0 + (1− y)∂y) 2F1(γ

′
1, γ

′
2, γ

′
0; 1− y) = (1− γ′0) 2F1(γ

′
1, γ

′
2, γ

′
0 − 1; 1− y) (4.40)
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which indeed follows from standard relations for 2F1 (see e.g., equation 15.5.4 of [54]).

Taking into account the shifts (4.32), for the remaining operators we find

Cph
2 Iγ′

0,γ
′
1,γ

′
2
(y) = −γ−1

0 γ1(γ0 − γ2)Iγ0,γ1,γ2
= −(γ′0 − 1)−1(γ′1 − 1)(γ′0 − γ′2 − 1)Iγ′

0−1,γ′
1−1,γ′

2
(y),

Cph
3 Iγ′

0,γ
′
1,γ

′
2
(y) = −γ−1

0 γ2(γ0 − γ1)Iγ0,γ1,γ2
= −(γ′0 − 1)−1(γ′2 − 1)(γ′0 − γ′1 − 1)Iγ′

0−1,γ′
1,γ

′
2−1(y),

Cph
4 Iγ′

0,γ
′
1,γ

′
2
(y) = −γ−1

0 γ1γ2Iγ0,γ1,γ2
= −(γ′0 − 1)−1(γ′1 − 1)(γ′2 − 1)Iγ′

0−1,γ′
1−1,γ′

2−1(y). (4.41)

These can again be verified using standard shift identities and contiguity relations for the

Gauss hypergeometric function.

5 Creation operators for Witten diagrams

At strong coupling, the correlators of holographic conformal field theories can be computed

via Witten diagrams in anti-de Sitter spacetime. As the evaluation of these diagrams is

frequently challenging, it is important to identify classes of shift operators connecting

known ‘seed’ solutions to a wider family of correlators.

In this section, we construct creation operators for Witten diagrams in momentum

space.11 Starting with the contact diagram, we derive explicit results at 3- and 4-points

where the expressions remain relatively compact, though the construction itself is valid

at any number of points. In principle, as the momentum-space contact diagram can be

expressed as a linear combination of Lauricella FC hypergeometric functions [55, 56], the

creation operators we find here should be related to those for FC in [38]. However, our

present construction is more direct. We then show, again at 3- and 4-points, how to con-

struct operators that shift the scaling dimensions while preserving the spacetime dimension.

A case of particular interest, given the close connection to cosmological correlators, is

the 4-point exchange diagram. Here, a class of weight-shifting operators is known connect-

ing exchange diagrams with different external scaling dimensions [31, 33], but subject to

two restrictions [35]: first, these operators map an exchange diagram with non-derivative

vertices to one with derivative vertices; and second, they work only for a special set of ini-

tial scaling dimensions. While these results are sufficient for cosmologies where the inflaton

is a derivatively-coupled massless scalar, finding further generalisations is highly desirable.

A key problem, therefore, is to find a shift operator connecting exchange diagrams

with non-derivative vertices to new exchange diagrams, with shifted scaling dimensions,

but still with non-derivative vertices. Such an operator should moreover be applicable to

diagrams with arbitrary initial scaling dimensions. In section 5.6, we construct an operator

with precisely these properties.

11Results for the position-space contact diagram, or holographic D-function, are given in appendix B.
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5.1 Definitions

In momentum space, the n-point contact Witten diagram is

i[d;∆1, ...,∆n] =

∫ ∞

0
dz z−d−1

n∏
i=1

K[∆i](z, pi) (5.1)

where d is the boundary spacetime dimension of the CFT, ∆i is the scaling dimension of

the scalar operator Oi, and the bulk-to-boundary propagator

K[∆i](z, pi) =
z

d
2 pβi

i Kβi
(piz)

2βi−1Γ(βi)
, βi = ∆i −

d

2
. (5.2)

Since the Bessel-K function is invariant under reversing the sign of its index, we have the

shadow relation

i[d;∆1, ...,∆n]

∣∣∣
∆i→d−∆i

=
4βiΓ(βi)

Γ(−βi)
p−2βi
i i[d;∆1, ...,∆n]. (5.3)

In addition to the contact diagram, we will discuss the 4-point s-channel exchange

diagram shown in figure 7,

i[d;∆1,∆2;∆3,∆4;∆x] =

∫ ∞

0
dz z−d−1K[∆1](z, p1)K[∆2](z, p2) (5.4)

×
∫ ∞

0
dζ ζ−d−1G[∆x](z, s; ζ)K[∆3](ζ, p3)K[∆4](ζ, p4),

where ∆x is the dimension of the exchanged operator and s2 = (p1+p2)
2. The bulk-to-bulk

propagator in this expression is

G[∆x](z, s; ζ) =

{
(zζ)

d
2 Iβx(sz)Kβx(sζ) for z < ζ,

(zζ)
d
2Kβx(sz)Iβx(sζ) for z > ζ,

(5.5)

with Iβ andKβ representing modified Bessel functions and βx = ∆x−d/2. Where necessary,

these integrals can be regulated by infinitesimally shifting the operator dimensions and

spacetime dimension d so as to ensure convergence [35].

5.2 GKZ representation of the contact diagram

The GKZ representation for the n-point momentum-space contact diagram can be eval-

uated analogously to that for the triple-K integral (see page 12). This yields the GKZ

integral

Iγ =
( n∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)[ n∑
j=1

(xj
zj

+ x̄jzj

)]−γ0
(5.6)

with the contact diagram being

i[d;∆1, ...,∆n] = 2γ0Γ(γ0)
( n∏

i=1

1

2γiΓ(γi)

)
Iγ (5.7)
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O2(p2) O3(p3)

O4(p4)

K[∆1]

K[∆2] K[∆3]

K[∆4]

G[∆x]

Figure 7. Witten diagrams representing the contact and exchange 4-point diagram i[∆1∆2∆3∆4]

and i[∆1∆2,∆3∆4x∆x] given by the integrals (5.1) and (5.4).

with parameters

γ0 =
(n
2
− 1
)
d, γi = ∆i −

d

2
= βi, (5.8)

and physical hypersurface

xi = p2i , x̄i = 1, i = 1, . . . , n. (5.9)

Our notation x = (xi, x̄i) for the GKZ variables here and in (5.6) is designed to simplify

the form of the Euler and toric equations as we will see below; x̄i should be regarded as an

independent dynamical variable equivalent to xi+n in the notation of the previous section.

The (n+ 1)× 2n dimensional A-matrix for the integral (5.6) is now

A =

(
1 1

−In In

)
(5.10)

where 1 is the n-dimensional row vector of 1s and In is the n× n identity matrix. (Again,

we are departing from the notation of the previous section where n referred to the number

of columns in the A-matrix, reserving n now for the number of points.) Writing

∂i =
∂

∂xi
, ∂̄i =

∂

∂x̄i
, θi = xi∂i, θ̄i = x̄i∂̄i, (5.11)

the Euler equations are

0 = (γi − θi + θ̄i)Iγ , i = 1, . . . , n, (5.12)

while the DWI is

0 =
(
γ0 +

n∑
i=1

(θi + θ̄i)
)
Iγ . (5.13)

In addition, we have the toric equations

0 = (∂i∂̄i − ∂j ∂̄j)Iγ , i ̸= j = 1, . . . , n. (5.14)
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These can easily be verified by noting that ∂i∂̄i sends γ0 → γ0 +2 but makes no change to

the power of zi appearing in the numerator of (5.6), hence the two terms in (5.14) cancel.

It is well known that the contact diagram satisfies the equation,

0 = (Ki −Kj)i[d,∆1,...,∆n] ∀ i ̸= j (5.15)

where Ki is the Bessel operator

Ki = ∂2
pi +

(1− 2γi)

pi
∂pi = ∂i(θi − γi). (5.16)

To see this from a GKZ perspective, we use the Euler and toric equations to show that

(Ki −Kj)Iγ = (∂iθ̄i − ∂j θ̄j)Iγ = (x̄i∂i∂̄i − x̄j∂j ∂̄j)Iγ = (x̄i − x̄j)∂i∂̄iIγ . (5.17)

Upon projecting to the physical hypersurface (5.9), the right-hand side now vanishes.

We note too that the shadow relation (5.3) uplifts to

Iγ
∣∣∣
γi→−γi

=
( x̄i
xi

)γi
Iγ (5.18)

in GKZ variables, for any i = 1, . . . , n. This can be seen by evaluating the right-hand side

of (5.6) with the substitution zi = xi/(x̄iz
′
i).

5.3 Creation and annihilation operators

The action of the annihilation operators is

∂iIγ = −γ0Iγ
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0+1, γi→γi−1

, ∂̄iIγ = −γ0Iγ
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0+1, γi→γi+1

(5.19)

for any i = 1, . . . , n. After projecting to the physical hypersurface (5.9), up to numerical

factors ∂i and ∂̄i become the operators Li and Ri respectively, as defined in (4.10). Due

to the shadow relation (5.18), or by re-arranging the Euler equation (5.12), we have

∂̄iIγ =
( x̄i
xi

)−γi−1
∂i

( x̄i
xi

)γi
Iγ . (5.20)

In physical variables, this projects to

Ri = p
2(βi+1)
i Li p

−2βi
i . (5.21)

The action of the creation operators is the inverse of that in (5.19), namely

Ci : γ0 → γ0 − 1, γi → γi + 1, C̄i : γ0 → γ0 − 1, γi → γi − 1, (5.22)

where all remaining γj for j ̸= i stay the same. As a result of the shadow relation (5.3),

however, it suffices to construct only Ci since

C̄i Iγ =
( x̄i
xi

)1−γi
Ci
∣∣∣
γi→−γi

( x̄i
xi

)γi
Iγ . (5.23)
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To construct Ci, first we need to identify the singular hyperplanes of Iγ . These can be

found either by expanding the integrand of (5.1) about the lower limit z = 0 and looking

for the appearance of z−1 pole terms (see [49]), or by using the formula (3.47) based on the

Newton polytope. Here, the Newton polytope takes the form of an n-dimensional cross-

polytope with vertices at ±ej for every basis vector (ej)k = δjk and 2n facets with outward

normals n = (σ1, . . . , σn)
T for every possible independent choice of σj = ±1. From (3.34)

and (3.46), n0 = −1 and δ = 2 for every facet, hence the singular hyperplanes are

0 = −γ0 +

n∑
j=1

σjγj − 2m, m ∈ Z+. (5.24)

Given the action of Ci in (5.22), the only way this operator can shift us from a finite to

a singular integral is if σi = +1 so that m increases by one. The corresponding b-function

is then

bi(γ) =
∏

{σj=±1}

1

2
(−γ0 + γi +

∑
j ̸=i

σjγj), (5.25)

where the product runs over every possible choice of signs for all j ̸= i. Using the Euler

equations, this gives

Bi(θ, θ̄) =
∏

{σj=±1}

(
θi +

∑
j ̸=i

(δσj ,+1θj + δσj ,−1θ̄j)
)
. (5.26)

For convenience, we have chosen to eliminate an overall numerical factor in this expression

by inserting factors of one-half in (5.25). This is simply a trivial rescaling of both the

creation operator and the b-function. For the 3-point function, for example, we then have

b1(γ) =
1

16
(−γ0+γ1+γ2+γ3)(−γ0+γ1−γ2+γ3)(−γ0+γ1+γ2−γ3)(−γ0+γ1−γ2−γ3) (5.27)

and

B1(θ, θ̄) = (θ1 + θ2 + θ3)(θ1 + θ̄2 + θ3)(θ1 + θ2 + θ̄3)(θ1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3). (5.28)

Recalling the creation operators obey

Ci∂iIγ = bi(γ)Iγ = Bi(θ, θ̄)Iγ (5.29)

the idea is now to expand out as12

Bi(θ, θ̄) = Qi(θ, θ̄)θi +
∑
j ̸=i

Qj(θ, θ̄)θj θ̄j , (5.30)

12A factorisation of this form always exists as can be seen recursively in the number of points n. Once

all θi-dependence has been gathered into Qiθi, we write the remainder at n-points as B̃
(n)
i = B

(n)
i |θi→0.

Multiplying out all the factors containing θn, and, separately, all the factors containing θ̄n, we obtain

B̃
(n)
i = ((. . .)θn + B̃

(n−1)
i )((. . .)θ̄n + B̃

(n−1)
i ) = (. . .)θnθ̄n + (. . .)B̃

(n−1)
i , where B̃

(n−1)
i is independent of θn

and θ̄n. Thus, if the decomposition B̃
(n−1)
i =

∑n−1
j ̸=i Q

(n−1)
j θj θ̄j exists at (n− 1)-points, then it also exists

at n-points, B̃
(n)
i =

∑n
j ̸=i Q

(n)
j θj θ̄j .
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where without loss of generality we can choose all Qj(θ, θ̄) for j ̸= i to be independent of

both θi and θ̄i. (Note from (5.26) that Bi(θ, θ̄) is automatically independent of θ̄i.) We

then use the toric equations (5.14) to re-express

θj θ̄jIγ = xj x̄j∂j ∂̄jIγ = xj x̄j∂i∂̄iIγ (5.31)

so that

Bi(θ, θ̄)Iγ =
[
Qi(θ, θ̄)xi +

∑
j ̸=i

Qj(θ, θ̄)xj x̄j ∂̄i

]
∂iIγ , (5.32)

This yields the creation operators

Ci = Qi(θ, θ̄)xi +
∑
j ̸=i

Qj(θ, θ̄)xj x̄j ∂̄i. (5.33)

To project from the GKZ space to the physical hypersurface spanned by the momenta,

first we re-write (suppressing arguments for clarity)

Qixi = xiQi

∣∣∣
θi→θi+1

(5.34)

Qjxj x̄j ∂̄i = xj x̄j ∂̄iQj

∣∣∣
θj→θj+1, θ̄j→θ̄j+1

(5.35)

where for (5.35) we recall the Qj are independent of both θi and θ̄i. We then project to the

physical hypersurface (5.9) by using the Euler equations (5.12) to replace θ̄k → θk − γk for

all k = 1, . . . , n (which is justified since after the re-arrangements (5.34)-(5.35) all θ̄k act

directly on Iγ) and set all x̄k → 1. Note also that ∂̄i and θ̄i are equivalent on the physical

hypersurface since x̄i = 1, hence we can also replace ∂̄i → θi − γi. The result is

Cph
i = xiQi

∣∣∣
θi→θi+1, θ̄k→θk−γk

+ (θi − γi)
∑
j ̸=i

xjQj

∣∣∣
θj→θj+1, θ̄k→θk−γk+δkj

(5.36)

where the replacement on θ̄k applies to all the θ̄ variables present. As previously, the

superscript ‘ph’ denotes the operator expressed in physical variables. From the shadow

relation (5.3), we also have

C̄iph = xγi−1
i Cph

i

∣∣∣
γi→−γi

x−γi
i

= Qi

∣∣∣
θi→θi−γi+1, θ̄k→θk−γk

+
∑
j ̸=i

xj∂iQj

∣∣∣
θj→θj+1, θ̄k→θk−γk+δkj

. (5.37)

Together, these expressions give us the creation operators in terms of the physical variables

xk = p2k, θk = xk∂k =
1

2
pk∂pk , (5.38)

From (4.18), their action is

CiI{γ0, γi} = −(γ0 − 1)−1bi(γ0 − 1, γi + 1)I{γ0−1, γi+1},

C̄iI{γ0, γi} = −(γ0 − 1)−1b̄i(γ0 − 1, γi − 1)I{γ0−1, γi−1}. (5.39)

The shift in the b-function arguments on the right-hand sides here reflects the fact that, in

replacing θ̄k → θk − γk in the projection step above, we are taking the creation operator

to act on the integral I{γ0, γi}. This is equivalent to eliminating γ from (4.18) using (4.19)

then relabelling γ ′ → γ.
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5.3.1 3-point creation operator

Let us find the creation operator C1 for the 3-point function via the procedure given above.

Starting from the expression for B1(θ, θ̄) in (5.28), we decompose

B1(θ, θ̄) = Q1θ1 +Q2θ2θ̄2 +Q3θ3θ̄3 (5.40)

where

Q1 = (θ1 + u2 + u3)
(
(θ1 + u2)(θ1 + u3) + 2(v2 + v3)

)
, (5.41)

Q2 = (u2 + u3)u3 + v2 − v3, (5.42)

Q3 = (u2 + u3)u2 − v2 + v3, (5.43)

with

ui = θi + θ̄i, vi = θiθ̄i, i = 2, 3. (5.44)

Note that Q2 and Q3 are independent of θ1 and all coefficients are independent of θ̄1. We

have also chosen Q2 and Q3 to preserve the 2 ↔ 3 symmetry though this is not essential.

Following the steps outlined above, making use of (5.31), we have

B1(θ, θ̄)Iγ =
(
Q1x1 +Q2x2x̄2∂̄1 +Q3x3x̄3∂̄1

)
∂1Iγ = C1∂1Iγ (5.45)

yielding the creation operator C1 in GKZ space. Moving the Qk to the right, this can

equivalently be written

C1 = x1Q1

∣∣∣
θ1→θ1+1

+ x2x̄2∂̄1Q2

∣∣∣
θ2→θ2+1, θ̄2→θ̄2+1

+ x3x̄3∂̄1Q3

∣∣∣
θ3→θ3+1, θ̄3→θ̄3+1

(5.46)

Since shifting θi → θi + 1 and θ̄i → θ̄i + 1 is equivalent to shifting ui → ui + 2 and

vi → 1 + ui + vi, this is

C1 = x1(θ1 + 1 + u2 + u3)
(
(θ1 + 1 + u2)(θ1 + 1 + u3) + 2(v2 + v3)

)
+ x2x̄2∂̄1

(
1 + u2 + v2 − v3 + (u2 + u3 + 2)u3

)
+ x3x̄3∂̄1

(
1 + u3 + v3 − v2 + (u2 + u3 + 2)u2

)
. (5.47)

Finally, to project to the physical hypersurface, we set

x̄i → 1, θ̄i → θi − γi, ∂̄i → θi − γi (5.48)

which sends ui → 2θi − γi and vi → θi(θi − γi), yielding

C1 = x1(θ1 + 1 + 2θ2 + 2θ3 − γ2 − γ3)× (5.49)

×
[
(θ1 + 1 + 2θ2 − γ2)(θ1 + 1 + 2θ3 − γ3) + 2θ2(θ2 − γ2) + 2θ3(θ3 − γ3)

]
+ (θ1 − γ1)×
×
[
x2
(
1 + 2θ2 − γ2 + θ2(θ2 − γ2)− θ3(θ3 − γ3) + (2θ2 − γ2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2)(2θ3 − γ3)

)
+ x3

(
1 + 2θ3 − γ3 + θ3(θ3 − γ3)− θ2(θ2 − γ2) + (2θ2 − γ2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2)(2θ2 − γ2)

)]
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This result also follows from (5.36) directly. We can simplify somewhat further by using

the DWI evaluated on the physical hypersurface,

0 =
(
θ1 + θ2 + θ3 +

1

2
(γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3)

)
Iγ . (5.50)

This gives the alternative form

C1 = −x1
2
(θ1 − 1 + γ0 − γ1)

[
2θ21 + 2(γ0 − γ1)θ1 + (γ0 − γ1 − 1)2 + 1− γ22 − γ23

]
(5.51)

+ (θ1 − γ1)×

×
[
x2
(
1 + 2θ2 − γ2 + θ2(θ2 − γ2)− θ3(θ3 − γ3)− (2θ1 − γ1 + γ0 − 2)(2θ3 − γ3)

)
+ x3

(
1 + 2θ3 − γ3 + θ3(θ3 − γ3)− θ2(θ2 − γ2)− (2θ1 − γ1 + γ0 − 2)(2θ2 − γ2)

)]
.

The action of this creation operator is

C1I{γ0,γ1} = −(γ0 − 1)−1b1(γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1+1

I{γ0−1,γ1+1} (5.52)

where, using (5.27),

b1(γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1+1

=
1

16

[(
(2− γ0 + γ1)

2 − γ22 − γ23
)2 − 4γ22γ

2
3

]
. (5.53)

5.3.2 4-point creation operator

From (5.25), the 4-point b-function is

b1(γ) = 2−8(−γ0 + γ1 + γ2 + γ3 + γ4)(−γ0 + γ1 − γ2 + γ3 + γ4)(−γ0 + γ1 + γ2 − γ3 + γ4)

× (−γ0 + γ1 + γ2 + γ3 − γ4)(−γ0 + γ1 − γ2 − γ3 + γ4)(−γ0 + γ1 − γ2 + γ3 − γ4)

× (−γ0 + γ1 + γ2 − γ3 − γ4)(−γ0 + γ1 − γ2 − γ3 − γ4). (5.54)

After use of the Euler equations and DWI, this corresponds to

B1 = (θ1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4)(θ1 + θ̄2 + θ3 + θ4)(θ1 + θ2 + θ̄3 + θ4)(θ1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ̄4)

× (θ1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ4)(θ1 + θ̄2 + θ3 + θ̄4)(θ1 + θ2 + θ̄3 + θ̄4)(θ1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ̄4) (5.55)

consistent with (5.26). We wish to decompose this as

B1(θ, θ̄) = Q1θ1 +Q2θ2θ̄2 +Q3θ3θ̄3 +Q4θ4θ̄4, (5.56)

where the functions Q2, Q3 and Q4 are independent of θ1.

Let us deal with Q1 first. Denoting the eight factors in (5.55) as Rm for m = 1, . . . , 8,

we have

B1

∣∣∣
θ1=0

=
8∏

m=1

(−θ1 +Rm) =
8∑

m=0

σ(m)(R)(−θ1)
8−m = B1 +

7∑
m=0

σ(m)(R)(−θ1)
8−m (5.57)

where σ(m)(R) is the mth elementary symmetric polynomial in the Rm. Rearranging then

gives

Q1 = θ−1
1

(
B1 −B1

∣∣
θ1=0

)
=

7∑
m=0

σ(m)(R)(−θ1)
7−m, (5.58)
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and since θ1 appears in each of the factors in (5.55),

Q1x1 = x1Q1

∣∣∣
θ1→θ1+1

=
7∑

m=0

σ(m)(1 +R)(−1− θ1)
7−m. (5.59)

When acting on the GKZ integral Iγ , we can now use the Euler equations (5.12) and DWI

(5.13) to rewrite this expression in terms of elementary symmetric polynomials of just the

parameters γ alone, namely

x1Q1

∣∣∣
θ1→θ1+1

Iγ = x1

7∑
m=0

σ(m)(r)(−1− θ1)
7−mIγ , (5.60)

where the eight variables

r{m} = 1− γ0 + γ1 ± γ2 ± γ3 ± γ4 (5.61)

are formed by making all possible independent choices of ± signs.

We now turn to the remaining Qk coefficients in (5.56) for k = 2, 3, 4. Defining the

auxiliary functions

S(θ) = (θ + θ3 + θ4)(θ + θ̄3 + θ4)(θ + θ3 + θ̄4)(θ + θ̄3 + θ̄4), (5.62)

T (θ) = θ−1(S(θ)− S(0)) = (θ + u3 + u4)
(
(θ + u3)(θ + u4) + 2v3 + 2v4

)
, (5.63)

where

uk = θk + θ̄k, vk = θkθ̄k, k = 3, 4 (5.64)

we can decompose

Q2 = T (θ2)T (θ̄2), (5.65)

Q3 =
(
(u3 + u4)u4 + v3 − v4)(S(θ2) + S(θ̄2)− S(0)), (5.66)

Q4 =
(
(u3 + u4)u3 + v4 − v3)(S(θ2) + S(θ̄2)− S(0)). (5.67)

Noting that for k = 3, 4,

(S(θ2) + S(θ̄2)− S(0))
∣∣∣
θk→θk+1, θ̄k→θ̄k+1

= (S(θ2 + 1) + S(θ̄2 + 1)− S(1)), (5.68)

and using (5.36), the creation operator is then

Cph
1 = x1

7∑
m=0

σ(m)(r)(−1− θ1)
7−m + (θ1 − γ1)

[
x2 T̂ (θ2 + 1)T̂ (θ2 − γ2 + 1) (5.69)

+
(
x3
(
(2 + û3 + û4)û4 + û3 + 1 + v̂3 − v̂4

)
+ x4

(
(2 + û3 + û4)û3 + û4 + 1 + v̂4 − v̂3

))
×
(
Ŝ(θ2 + 1) + Ŝ(θ2 − γ2 + 1)− Ŝ(1)

)]
where all hatted quantities are defined by replacing θ̄k → θk − γk for k = 3, 4 in the

corresponding unhatted quantities. Its action is

C1I{γ0,γ1} = −(γ0 − 1)−1b1(γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1+1

I{γ0−1,γ1+1} (5.70)
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where, using b1(γ) as given in (5.54),

b1(γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1+1

=
1

256

[(
(2− γ0 + γ1)

2 − S(1)

)4
− 8
(
(2− γ0 + γ1

)2 − S(1)

)2
S(2)

+ 16S2
(2) − 64(2− γ0 + γ1)

2S(3)

]
(5.71)

where the S(m) are elementary symmetric polynomials in γ22 , γ
2
3 and γ24 .

5.4 Examples

Taking into account the additional gamma function factors in (5.7), the action of these

creation operators on contact diagrams is

C1 i[d;∆1, ...,∆n] = −4γ1b1(γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1+1

i[d̃; ∆̃1,∆2 ...,∆n]
(5.72)

where

d̃ = d− 2

n− 2
, ∆̃1 = ∆1 +

n− 3

n− 2
, (5.73)

Alternatively, in terms of the multiple-Bessel integral

Iγ0 {γ1, ..., γn} =

∫ ∞

0
dz zγ0

n∏
i=1

p2γii Kγi(piz), (5.74)

from (5.1) and (5.7) we have

Iγ =
2n−γ0

Γ(γ0)
Iγ0 {γ1, ..., γn} (5.75)

and hence

C1Iγ0 {γ1, γ2, ..., γn} = −2b1(γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1+1

Iγ0−1 {γ1+1, γ2, ..., γn}. (5.76)

Here we can either use (5.38) to rewrite C1 in terms of the momenta pi, or more easily,

re-express (5.74) using pi =
√
xi then convert back to pi after acting with C1.

A quick check of these results can be obtained by examining cases where all the Bessel

indices γi take half-integer values allowing direct evaluation of the contact diagrams. (We

restrict to cases where both the initial and the shifted integral are finite; for the analysis

of renormalised cases see [35].) For example, at three points, the triple-K integrals (5.74)

I4{ 1
2

1
2

1
2
} =

15π2

16
√
2
(p1 + p2 + p3)

−7/2 , I3{ 3
2

1
2

1
2
} =

π2(5p1 + 2p2 + 2p3)

8
√
2(p1 + p2 + p3)5/2

, (5.77)

and one can verify that

C1I4{ 1
2

1
2

1
2
} = − 45

128
I3{ 3

2
1
2

1
2
}, (5.78)

consistent with (5.76) using (5.53) for the 3-point b-function. We have performed many

similar checks at both 3- and 4-points.

More non-trivially, many triple-K integrals with integer indices can be evaluated [30]

by acting with the annihilators Li and Ri given in (4.10) on the known ‘seed’ integral
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I1 {000} which can be evaluated in terms of the Bloch-Wigner dilogarithm. These relations

enable computation of all the necessary triple-K integrals arising in 3-point functions of

conserved currents and stress tensors in even spacetime dimensions [57, 58]. Since the

creation operators Ci and C̄i are the inverse of Li and Ri, this allows us to reverse the

direction of all operations linking different triple-K integrals within the reduction scheme.

Thus, for example, we find

R1I1{000} = I2{100}, −8C1I2{100} = I1{000} (5.79)

where the integrals

I1{000} =
1

2p23(z − z̄)

[
Li2 z − Li2 z̄ +

1

2
ln(zz̄) ln

(1− z

1− z̄

)]
, (5.80)

I2{100} =
1

2p23(z − z̄)2

[
4p23zz̄(−2 + z + z̄)I1{000} − 2zz̄ ln(zz̄)

− (z + z̄ − 2zz̄) ln[(1− z)(1− z̄)]
]

(5.81)

and the variables

z =
1

2p23

(
p21 − p22 + p23 +

√
−J2

)
, z̄ =

1

2p23

(
p21 − p22 + p23 −

√
−J2

)
(5.82)

or equivalently
p21
p23

= zz̄,
p22
p23

= (1− z)(1− z̄) (5.83)

with

J2 = (p1 + p2 + p3)(−p1 + p2 + p3)(p1 − p2 + p3)(p1 + p2 − p3)

= −p41 − p42 − p43 + 2p21p
2
2 + 2p22p

2
3 + 2p23p

2
1. (5.84)

5.5 Shift operators preserving the spacetime dimension

The creation operators constructed above decrease the spacetime dimension according to

(5.73). For many applications, we would prefer an operator capable of changing the scaling

dimensions of a contact diagram while preserving the spacetime dimension. Thus, we seek

an operator W σ1,σ2
12 such that

W σ1,σ2
12 i[d;∆1,∆2,∆3, ...,∆n] ∝ i[d;∆1+σ1,∆2+σ2,∆3, ...,∆n] (5.85)

for any independent choice of signs σ1 = ±1 and σ2 = ±1. Operators of this type are

known at three points [31, 33], but their analogue at four points acts on contact diagrams

to generate shifted contact diagrams with derivative vertices [35]. Instead, our discussion

of creation operators above can be modified to enable operators with the action (5.85) to

be identified.13 At three points, these will coincide with the operators of [31, 33], but at

13The shift operators that we identify will moreover be of minimal order, unlike the d-preserving combi-

nation of an annihilator ∂i or ∂̄i followed by a creation operator Cj or C̄j . For example, the combination

C̄1∂2 − C̄2∂1 produces the same shift as W−−
12 but is of seventh order in derivatives for the 4-point function,

since each product is eighth order and taking the difference lowers the order by one. In contrast, the 4-point

operator W−−
12 we find will be of only fourth order.
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four points and higher they are novel. Using these operators we will then construct new

shift operators for exchange diagrams.

Our starting point is the observation that, for the GKZ integral (5.6) corresponding

to the contact diagram,

W−−
12 ∂̄1Iγ = bW (γ)∂2Iγ . (5.86)

Recalling the parameter identifications (5.8), the action of the operators here is

W−−
12 : γ0 → γ0, γ1 → γ1 − 1, γ2 → γ2 − 1,

∂̄1 : γ0 → γ0 + 1, γ1 → γ1 + 1, γ2 → γ2,

∂2 : γ0 → γ0 + 1, γ1 → γ1, γ2 → γ2 − 1, (5.87)

with all remaining γk for k = 3, . . . , n staying the same. As the shifts produced by the

operators on each side of (5.86) are the same, both sides involve the same integral Iγ .
As previously, the b-function bW (γ) should be a product of linear factors that vanishes

whenever W−−
12 maps us from a finite to a singular integral. Taking into account the action

(5.19) of the annihilators in (5.86), we have

W−−
12 ∂̄1Iγ = −γ0W

−−
12 Iγ

∣∣∣
γ0→γ0+1, γ1→γ1+1

= −γ0bW (γ)Iγ
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0+1,γ2→γ2−1

= bW (γ)∂2Iγ (5.88)

and so the zeros of bW (γ) must cancel the singularities of Iγ |γ0→γ0+1,γ2→γ2−1. From (5.24),

this means

bW (γ) =
∏

σk∈±1

1

2

(
− (γ0 + 1)− γ1 − (γ2 − 1) + σ3γ3 + . . . σnγn

)
=

∏
σk∈±1

1

2

(
− γ0 − γ1 − γ2 + σ3γ3 + . . . σnγn

)
. (5.89)

Only the singularities with σ1 = σ2 = −1 in (5.24) appear here since these are the only

cases for which Iγ |γ0→γ0+1,γ2→γ2−1 is singular but the integral Iγ |γ0→γ0+1,γ1→γ1+1 on which

W−−
12 acts is finite. Every possible independent choice of σk ∈ ±1 for all k = 3, . . . , n is

permitted, however, and gives rise to a corresponding factor in (5.89). Once again, we have

also chosen to include trivial factors of one-half in bW (γ) to simplify the subsequent form

of W−−
12 . Replacing the parameters γ in bW (γ) using the Euler equations (5.12) and DWI

(5.13), we find

W−−
12 ∂̄1Iγ = ∂2

(
bW (γ)Iγ

)
= ∂2BW (θ, θ̄)Iγ (5.90)

where

BW (θ, θ̄) =
∏

σk∈±1

1

2

( n∑
j=1

(θj + θ̄j)− (θ1 − θ̄1)− (θ2 − θ̄2) + σ3(θ3 − θ̄3) + . . . σn(θn − θ̄n)
)

=
∏

σk∈±1

(
θ̄1 + θ̄2 + (δσ3,+1θ3 + δσ3,−1θ̄3) + . . .+ (δσn,+1θn + δσn,−1θ̄n)

)
. (5.91)
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Since BW (θ, θ̄) is in fact independent of θ2 the ordering of ∂2 and BW (θ, θ̄) on the right-

hand side of (5.90) is in fact immaterial, but had this not been the case the ordering shown

would be the correct one when using the unshifted Euler equations and DWI to replace

the γ parameters.

To identify W−−
12 , all that is needed now is to start with ∂2BW (θ, θ̄) and, using the

toric equations (5.14), pull out a right factor of ∂̄1 according to (5.90). As usual, the

resulting operator can then be projected down to the physical hypersurface using the Euler

equations and DWI. These procedures are illustrated for the 3- and 4-point function below.

Finally, given W−−
12 in physical variables, all the remaining operators in (5.85) can be found

by shadow conjugation using (5.18), namely

(W+−
12 )ph = x1+γ1

1 (W−−
12 )ph x

−γ1
1 , (5.92)

(W−+
12 )ph = x1+γ2

2 (W−−
12 )ph x

−γ2
2 , (5.93)

(W++
12 )ph = x1+γ1

1 x1+γ2
2 (W−−

12 )ph x
−γ1
1 x−γ2

2 . (5.94)

5.5.1 3-point function

To illustrate the above discussion, for the 3-point function we have

bW (γ) =
1

4
(−γ0 − γ1 − γ2 + γ3)(−γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3) (5.95)

and

BW (θ, θ̄) = (θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ3)(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3). (5.96)

The operator W−−
12 can now be extracted from

W−−
12 ∂̄1Iγ = ∂2BW (θ, θ̄)Iγ . (5.97)

For this, we write

∂2(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ3)(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3)Iγ
= ∂2

[
(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ3)(θ̄1 + θ̄2) + θ3θ̄3]Iγ

=
[
(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ3)(x̄1∂2∂̄1 + x̄2∂2∂̄2) + x3x̄3∂2∂3∂̄3]Iγ

=
[
(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ3)(x̄1∂2 + x̄2∂1) + x3x̄3∂2∂1]∂̄1Iγ (5.98)

where in the penultimate line we used the toric equations (5.14). Thus

W−−
12 = (θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ3)(x̄1∂2 + x̄2∂1) + x3x̄3∂2∂1

= (x̄1∂2 + x̄2∂1)(1 + θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ3) + x3x̄3∂2∂1, (5.99)

and using the DWI (5.13) to project to the physical hypersurface (5.9), we obtain

(W−−
12 )ph = (∂2 + ∂1)(1− γ0 − θ1 − θ2) + x3∂2∂1

= −(γ0 + θ1 + θ2)(∂1 + ∂2) + x3∂1∂2 (5.100)
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where for the 3-point function γ0 = d/2 from (5.8). A short calculation shows that

(W−−
12 )ph = −1

4

(
∂2
p1 + ∂2

p2 +
(d− 1)

p1
∂p1 +

(d− 1)

p2
∂p2 + (p21 + p22 − p23)

1

p1p2
∂p1∂p2

)
(5.101)

which, up to a factor of −2, is the 3-point shift operator studied in [33, 35].

The action of W−−
12 is

W−−
12 Iγ = bW (γ)

∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1−1

Iγ
∣∣∣
γ1→γ1−1, γ2→γ2−1

(5.102)

where the shift on the b-function derives from the fact that, in the projection step going

from (5.99) to (5.100), we have chosen that W−−
12 acts on the integral Iγ requiring us to

shift the γ parameters present in (5.88). Evaluating, this gives

bW (γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1−1

=
1

4
(2− γ0 − γ1 − γ2 + γ3)(2− γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3)

=
1

4

(
(γ0 + γ1 + γ2 − 2)2 − γ23

)
(5.103)

such that (5.102) is consistent with the action of W−−
12 obtained in [35]. Acting on the

holographic contact diagram, from (5.7) we have

W−−
12 i[d,∆1,∆2,∆3] =

1

4(γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1)
bW (γ)

∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1−1

i[d,∆1−1,∆2−1,∆3]. (5.104)

5.5.2 4-point function

At 4-points, we find

bW (γ) =
1

16
(−γ0 − γ1 − γ2 + γ3 + γ4)(−γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3 + γ4)

× (−γ0 − γ1 − γ2 + γ3 − γ4)(−γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3 − γ4) (5.105)

and hence

BW (θ, θ̄) = (θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ3 + θ4)(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ4)(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ3 + θ̄4)(θ̄1 + θ̄2 + θ̄3 + θ̄4).

(5.106)

Once again, to find W−−
12 we must factorise

W−−
12 ∂̄1Iγ = ∂2BW (θ, θ̄)Iγ . (5.107)

As a first step, we expand

BW (θ, θ̄) = Q0(θ̄1 + θ̄2) +Q3θ3θ̄3 +Q4θ4θ̄4 (5.108)

where the coefficients

Q0 = (u3 + u4 + θ̄1 + θ̄2)
(
2(v3 + v4) + (u3 + θ̄1 + θ̄2)(u4 + θ̄1 + θ̄2)

)
,

Q3 = (u3 + u4)u4 + v3 − v4,

Q4 = (u3 + u4)u3 − v3 + v4, (5.109)
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and

uk = θk + θ̄k, vk = θkθ̄k, k = 3, 4. (5.110)

Now, since all coefficients are independent of θ2,

∂2BW (θ, θ̄)Iγ =
[
Q0(x̄1∂2∂̄1 + x̄2∂2∂̄2) +Q3x3x̄3∂2∂̄3∂3 +Q4x4x̄4∂2∂̄4∂4

]
Iγ (5.111)

=
[
x̄1Q0

∣∣∣
θ̄1→θ̄1+1

∂2 + x̄2Q0

∣∣∣
θ̄2→θ̄2+1

∂1

+ x3x̄3Q3

∣∣∣
θ3→θ3+1, θ̄3→θ̄3+1

∂2∂1 + x4x̄4Q4

∣∣∣
θ4→θ4+1, θ̄4→θ̄4+1

∂2∂1

]
∂̄1Iγ

where in the second line we used the toric equations (5.14). We thus have

W−−
12 = (x̄1∂2 + x̄2∂1)Q0

∣∣∣
θ̄1→θ̄1+1

+ ∂1∂2

(
x3x̄3Q3

∣∣∣
θ3→θ3+1, θ̄3→θ̄3+1

+ x4x̄4Q4

∣∣∣
θ4→θ4+1, θ̄4→θ̄4+1

)
(5.112)

where in the first line we used the fact that θ̄1 and θ̄2 enter Q0 only in the combination

θ̄1+ θ̄2 and so the replacement θ̄1 → θ̄1+1 produces the same result as θ̄2 → θ̄2+1 allowing

us to combine the two Q0 terms. We have in addition moved Q0, Q3 and Q4 to the right

(noting that all coefficients are independent of θ1 and θ2) so as to be able to use the Euler

equations for Iγ to project to the physical hypersurface. For this, we set x̄k → 1 and

θ̄k → θk − γk inside all Qk coefficients giving

(W−−
12 )ph = (∂1 + ∂2)Q0

∣∣∣
θ̄k→θk−γk+δk,1

(5.113)

+ ∂1∂2

(
x3Q3

∣∣∣
θ3→θ3+1, θ̄k→θk−γk+δk,3

+ x4Q4

∣∣∣
θ4→θ4+1, θ̄k→θk−γk+δk,4

)
.

In all the replacements here, θ̄k stands for any index k = 1, . . . , 4. Evaluating this formula

explicitly using the coefficients in (5.109), we find

(W−−
12 )ph = (∂1 + ∂2)(1− γ0 − θ1 − θ2)

(
2θ3(θ3 − γ3) + 2θ4(θ4 − γ4) (5.114)

+ (1 + 2θ3 − γ3 + θ1 − γ1 + θ2 − γ2)(1 + 2θ4 − γ4 + θ1 − γ1 + θ2 − γ2)
)

+ ∂1∂2

[
x3

(
(2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2θ4 − γ4)(2θ4 − γ4) + (1 + θ3)(1 + θ3 − γ3)− θ4(θ4 − γ4)

)
+ x4

(
(2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2θ4 − γ4)(2θ3 − γ3) + (1 + θ4)(1 + θ4 − γ4)− θ3(θ3 − γ3)

)]
where for the 4-point function γ0 = d from (5.8).

Alternatively, we can use the DWI (5.13) projected to the physical hypersurface,

0 =
(1
2
(γ0 − γt) +

4∑
k=1

θk

)
Iγ , γt =

4∑
k=1

γk, (5.115)
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to eliminate the factors of θ1 + θ2 on the second line of (5.114). After further moving all

factors of ∂1 and ∂2 to the right, this gives the equivalent form

(W−−
12 )ph = −(γ0 + θ1 + θ2)

(
(θ3 + θ4)(θ3 + θ4 − γ3 − γ4) (5.116)

+
1

4
(2− γ0 − γt + 2γ3)(2− γ0 − γt + 2γ4)

)
(∂1 + ∂2)

+
[
x3

(
(2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2θ4 − γ4)(2θ4 − γ4) + (1 + θ3)(1 + θ3 − γ3)− θ4(θ4 − γ4)

)
+ x4

(
(2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2θ4 − γ4)(2θ3 − γ3) + (1 + θ4)(1 + θ4 − γ4)− θ3(θ3 − γ3)

)]
∂1∂2.

The action of W−−
12 is

W−−
12 Iγ = bW (γ)

∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1−1

Iγ
∣∣∣
γ1→γ1−1, γ2→γ2−1

(5.117)

where, once again, the shift on the b-function derives from the fact that in projecting from

GKZ variables to the physical hypersurface we chose W−−
12 to act on the unshifted integral

Iγ requiring us to shift the γ parameters present in (5.88). Explicitly, this is

bW (γ)
∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1−1

=
1

16

(
γ23 + γ24 − (γ0 + γ1 + γ2 − 2)2

)2
− 1

4
γ23γ

2
4 . (5.118)

Acting on the holographic contact diagram, from (5.7) we again have

W−−
12 i[d;∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4] =

1

4(γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1)
bW (γ)

∣∣∣
γ0→γ0−1, γ1→γ1−1

i[d;∆1−1,∆2−1,∆3,∆4].

(5.119)

To our knowledge, this is the first time an operator that shifts the 4-point contact diagram

in this fashion has been identified. We emphasise that the 3-point operator (5.101), when

applied to 4-point contact diagrams, generates shifted contact diagrams but with derivative

vertices and hence does not satisfy this requirement [35].

Examples: Contact diagrams for which the Bessel functions have half-integer indices can

be evaluated directly. This yields many simple examples for which the action of W−−
12 can

be checked. For instance, with (d,∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4) = (5, 3, 4, 3, 4), we find

i[5;3,4,3,4] =
1

p3t

(
p21 + p23 + 2(p22 + p24) + 3(p1 + p3)(p2 + p4) + 2p1p3 + 6p2p4

)
(5.120)

where pt =
∑4

j=1 pj , while the shifted integral with (d,∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4) = (5, 2, 3, 3, 4) is

i[5;2,3,3,4] = −(pt + 2p4)

p1p3t
. (5.121)

Evaluating the action of W−−
12 in (5.116) using (5.38), we can verify (5.119), namely

W−−
12 i[5;3,4,3,4] = −63

2
i[5;2,3,3,4]. (5.122)
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5.5.3 Combinations of operators

To round up our discussion of shift operators for contact diagrams, we have identified

operators mapping

∂i : γ0 → γ0 + 1, γi → γi − 1 ∂̄i : γ0 → γ0 + 1, γi → γi + 1

Ci : γ0 → γ0 − 1, γi → γi + 1 C̄i : γ0 → γ0 − 1, γi → γi − 1

W
σiσj

ij : γi → γi + σi, γj → γj + σj , {σi, σj} ∈ ±1. (5.123)

Combining these allows us to construct still further shifts, for example:

CiC̄i : γ0 → γ0 − 2, Ci∂̄i : γi → γi + 2, C̄i∂i : γi → γi − 2. (5.124)

Acting on the 3-point function specifically,

C1W++
23 : γ0 → γ0 − 1, γi → γi + 1 ∀ i = 1, 2, 3 (5.125)

which is equivalent to shifting d → d− 2 while preserving all operator dimensions ∆i.

Finally, one might wonder why all these operators produce a shift of two units: why, for

example, can one not construct an operator shifting γ0 → γ0+1 only, or just γ1 → γ1+1?

The absence of such operators can be traced to the spacing of the singular hyperplanes

of the contact diagram, specifically the term −2m appearing in the singularity condition

(5.24). As m ∈ Z+, this means that the singularities are effectively spaced by two units.

Any operator that produced a shift of a single unit would require a b-function containing

an infinite number of factors, since there are infinitely many finite integrals that are only

one unit away from a singular integral. (Namely, those for which m is half-integer.) As the

number of factors in the b-function corresponds to the order of the differential operator,

there is thus no single-shift operator of finite order. In contrast, for an operator shifting by

two units, the number of finite integrals that can be mapped to singular integrals is finite,

and hence the b-functions and shift operators are also of finite order.

5.6 Exchange diagrams

Having analysed contact diagrams, we now turn to the s-channel exchange diagrams (5.4).

Rather than constructing an explicit GKZ representation, here we simply note that shifts

of the form

i[d;∆1,∆2;∆3,∆4;∆x] → i[d;∆1+σ1,∆2+σ2;∆3,∆4;∆x] (5.126)

for any {σ1, σ2} ∈ ±1 can be obtained by combining the 3- and 4-point W−−
12 operators

given in (5.100) and (5.116) with the s-channel Casimir operator. As with contact diagrams,

it is sufficient to focus on the case σ1 = σ2 = −1, since all remaining operators follow by

shadow conjugation according to (5.92). We emphasise however that both the original and

the shifted exchange diagrams we consider have purely non-derivative vertices. Moreover,

any operator and spacetime dimensions are permitted, provided we work in dimensional

regularisation where necessary to avoid divergences.

For purposes of disambiguation, let us define the operator

W−−
12 = (d+ 2θ1 + 2θ2)(∂1 + ∂2)− 2s2∂1∂2 (5.127)
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where d is the boundary spacetime dimension and ∂i = ∂/∂xi with xi = p2i as usual. This

is simply the 3-point operator −2W−−
12 in (5.101), but with p23 replaced by the Mandelstam

variable s2 = (p1 + p2)
2 as appropriate for acting on s-channel exchange diagrams. (The

factor of −2 is included for consistency with the W−−
12 defined in [33, 35].) In the following,

we will then use W−−
12 to refer exclusively to the 4-point W−−

12 operator given in (5.116).

As shown in [35], the action of W−−
12 on an s-channel exchange diagram is to produce

a linear combination of a shifted exchange and a shifted contact diagram:

W−−
12 i[d;∆1,∆2;∆3,∆4;∆x] = Nexch. i[d;∆1−1,∆2−1;∆3,∆4;∆x]

+Ncont. i[d;∆1−1,∆2−1,∆3,∆4] (5.128)

where the coefficients14

Nexch. =
(d
2
− 2 + γ1 + γ2 + γx

)(d
2
− 2 + γ1 + γ2 − γx

)
Ncont. (5.129)

Ncont. = − 1

8(γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1)
(5.130)

where γi = ∆i − d/2 and γx = ∆x − d/2. Thus, in order to go from an exchange diagram

to shifted exchange diagram only, the shifted contact contribution in (5.128) must be

subtracted.

This can be accomplished in two steps. First, the unshifted contact diagram is obtained

by acting on the original exchange diagram with the reduced Casimir operator,

Ĉ12 i[d;∆1,∆2;∆3,∆4;∆x] = i[d;∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4], (5.131)

where

Ĉ12 = 2s2
(
(θ1 + 1− γ1)∂1 + (θ2 + 1− γ2)∂2

)
−
(
2θ1 + 2θ2 − γ1 − γ2 +

d

2

)2
+ γ2x (5.132)

with θi = xi∂i. The action of this operator on an s-channel exchange is equivalent to that

of the Casimir operator plus the square of the exchanged mass [35].15 If desired, Ĉ12 can

be shortened using the identity

0 =
(
(θ1 + 1− γ1)∂1 − (θ2 + 1− γ2)∂2

)
i[d;∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4 x∆x] (5.133)

which corresponds to the difference of the Bessel operators acting on legs 1 and 2, i.e.,

K1 −K2 where Ki = ∂2
pi + (1− 2γi)p

−1
i ∂pi . However, (5.132) is symmetric under 1 ↔ 2.

For the second step, we now construct the shifted contact diagram using the 4-point

W−−
12 operator defined in (5.116). From (5.119), this has the action

W−−
12 i[d;∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4] = NW Ncont. i[d;∆1−1,∆2−1,∆3,∆4] (5.134)

14Where the shifted exchange diagram has a pole (or double pole) in dimensional regularisation, one (or

both) of the factors on the right-hand side of (5.129) vanish, see [35].
15Specifically, Ĉ12 = C̃12 +m2

x with C̃12 as defined in (6.44) of [35] and m2
x = γ2

x − d2/4.
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with Ncont. from (5.130) and

NW = −1

8

[ (
γ23 + γ24 − (d+ γ1 + γ2 − 2)2

)2 − 4γ23γ
2
4

]
. (5.135)

Putting everything together, we find the operator

Ω−−
12 = NW W−−

12 −W−−
12 Ĉ12 (5.136)

whose action is

Ω−−
12 i[d;∆1,∆2;∆3,∆4;∆x] = NWNexch. i[d;∆1−1,∆2−1;∆3,∆4;∆x]. (5.137)

This is therefore the desired operator mapping an exchange to a shifted exchange diagram.

Written out explicitly, with γt =
∑4

j=1 γj , we have

Ω−−
12 = −1

8

[ (
γ23 + γ24 − (d+ γ1 + γ2 − 2)2

)2 − 4γ23γ
2
4

](
(d+ 2θ1 + 2θ2)(∂1 + ∂2)− 2s2∂1∂2

)
−
[
− (d+ θ1 + θ2)

(
(θ3 + θ4)(θ3 + θ4 − γ3 − γ4)

+
1

4
(2− d− γt + 2γ3)(2− d− γt + 2γ4)

)
(∂1 + ∂2)

+ x3

(
(2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2θ4 − γ4)(2θ4 − γ4) + (1 + θ3)(1 + θ3 − γ3)− θ4(θ4 − γ4)

)
∂1∂2

+ x4

(
(2 + 2θ3 − γ3 + 2θ4 − γ4)(2θ3 − γ3) + (1 + θ4)(1 + θ4 − γ4)− θ3(θ3 − γ3)

)
∂1∂2

]
×

×
[
2s2
(
(θ1 + 1− γ1)∂1 + (θ2 + 1− γ2)∂2

)
−
(
2θ1 + 2θ2 − γ1 − γ2 +

d

2

)2
+ γ2x

]
.

(5.138)

Examples: All exchange diagrams involving fields of ∆ = 2, 3 in d = 3 were computed

recently in [35] and are available in the associated Mathematica package HandbooK.wl.

These results enable many tests of the operator Ω−−
12 in (5.138) and its shadow conjugates

Ω+−
12 = x1+γ1

1 Ω−−
12 x−γ1

1 , (5.139)

Ω−+
12 = x1+γ2

2 Ω−−
12 , x−γ2

2 , (5.140)

Ω++
12 = x1+γ1

1 x1+γ2
2 Ω−−

12 x−γ1
1 x−γ2

2 . (5.141)

For this, we work in the dimensionally regulated theory with d → d+ 2ϵ and ∆i → ∆i + ϵ

for all i = 1, 2, 3, 4, x. This scheme has the virtue of preserving the half-integer values of

all Bessel function indices γi = ∆i − d/2. The simplest such example is

i[3;22;22;2] = − 1

2s
D(+), (5.142)

i[3;33;22;2] =
1

2
(p3 + p4)Γ(2ϵ)p

−2ϵ
T +

1

4s
(p21 + p22 − s2)D(+)

+
1

2
(p1 + p2)

[
log
( l34+

pT

)
+ 1
]
+

7

8
(p3 + p4) +O(ϵ) (5.143)
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where

pT =
4∑

i=1

pi, lij± = pi + pj ± s, (5.144)

and

D(+) = Li2

( l12−
pT

)
+ Li2

( l34−
pT

)
+ log

( l12+
pT

)
log
( l34+

pT

)
− π2

6
. (5.145)

By direct differentiation, one then finds

Ω−−
12 i[3;33;22;2] = (90 + 261ϵ+O(ϵ2))i[3;22;22;2] +O(ϵ) (5.146)

consistent with (5.137). Note NWNexch. on the right-hand side here is expanded to order

ϵ since i[3;22;22;2] has an ϵ−1 pole. We have performed similar checks for all other values of

the ∆i and ∆x, and for the shadow conjugated operators.

This ability to shift exchange diagrams directly to other exchange diagrams means that,

instead of computing all the diagrams individually, we can compute the easiest diagram

(namely, i[3;22;22;2]) to sufficiently high order in the regulator ϵ, and then obtain all others

by acting with Ωσ1σ2
12 and Ωσ3σ4

34 .

6 Creation operators for Feynman diagrams

In this section, we analyse various Feynman integrals presenting their GKZ representations,

their singularities, and the associated creation operators. Many of the examples we study

have appeared in the recent works [4, 5, 9, 10]. Here, our focus will be the construction of

creation operators and ways to automate their computation using standard Gröbner basis

and convex hulling algorithms.

In all cases, we start with an L-loop scalar integral in the momentum representation

I =
( L∏

j=1

∫
ddkj

(2π)d

) 1

P γ1
1 . . . P γN

N

, (6.1)

where the propagators Pi for i = 1, . . . , N are raised to generalised powers γi. As shown

in appendix A (see also [4, 59]), the corresponding GKZ integral is

Iγ =
( N∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
D−γ0 , γ0 =

d

2
(6.2)

where the denominator D is formed from the Lee-Pomeransky denominator G = U+F , the

sum of first and second Symanzik polynomials, by replacing the coefficient of every term

with an independent variable xk. The Feynman integral (6.1) now corresponds to

I = cγIγ , cγ =
(4π)−Lγ0Γ (γ0)

Γ ((L+ 1)γ0 − γt)
∏N

i=1 Γ(γi)
, γt =

N∑
i=1

γi (6.3)

with the xk restored to their physical (Lee-Pomeransky) values. Knowing the coefficient

cγ enables the action of a creation operator on the GKZ integral Iγ to be related to its

action on the Feynman integral I.
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1
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p

Figure 8. The single-mass bubble integral (6.4), with massless and massive propagators represented

by dashed and undashed lines respectively.

6.1 Bubble diagram

First, we consider the 1-loop bubble integral with propagators of mass m1 and m2. As a

warm-up, we begin with the single-mass case (m1,m2) = (0,m) before turning to general

masses. The fully massless case m1 = m2 = 0 is trivial (evaluating to a simple power of

the momentum) and so will be omitted.

6.1.1 1-mass bubble

The single-mass bubble diagram

I =

∫
ddk

(2π)d
1

k2γ1 ((p− k)2 +m2)γ2
, (6.4)

corresponds via (6.3) to the GKZ integral [4, 5]

Iγ =

∫
R2
+

dz1dz2
zγ1−1
1 zγ2−1

2

(x1z1 + x2z2 + x3z1z2 + x4z22)
γ0

(6.5)

evaluated on the physical hypersurface

(x1, x2, x3, x4) = (1, 1, p2 +m2,m2). (6.6)

In this simple case, the GKZ integral can of course be evaluated directly,

Iγ =
Γ(γ1)Γ (γ0 − γ1) Γ (γ1 + γ2 − γ0) Γ (2γ0 − γ1 − γ2)

Γ(γ0)2

×m2(γ0−γ1−γ2)
2F1

(
γ1, γ1 + γ2 − γ0; γ0;−

p2

m2

)
, (6.7)

enabling the action of all creation operators to be verified. The A-matrix is

A =

 1 1 1 1

1 0 1 0

0 1 1 2

 , (6.8)

and from its kernel, we find a single toric equation

0 = (∂1∂4 − ∂2∂3)Iγ . (6.9)
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(0, γ0)

(γ0, 0)

(0, 2γ0)

(γ0, γ0)

γ1

γ2

Figure 9. The rescaled Newton polytope associated to the 1-mass bubble integral (6.5).

The Euler equations can be read off from the rows of the A-matrix,

0 = (γ0+ θ1+ θ2+ θ3+ θ4)Iγ , 0 = (γ1+ θ1+ θ3)Iγ , 0 = (γ2+ θ2+ θ3+2θ4)Iγ . (6.10)

The (rescaled) Newton polytope derived from the column vectors of the A-matrix is the

parellelogram shown in figure 9. From (3.47), the GKZ integral is then singular for

2γ0−γ1−γ2 = −k1, −γ0+γ1+γ2 = −k2, γ0−γ1 = −k3, γ1 = −k4, ki ∈ Z+ (6.11)

consistent with the poles of the gamma functions in (6.7).

The annihilation operators ∂j send γ → γ ′ while the creation operators Cj send γ ′ → γ

where, for each j, these parameters are related by

j = 1 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 1, γ′2 = γ2,

j = 2 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2 + 1,

j = 3 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 1, γ′2 = γ2 + 1,

j = 4 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2 + 2. (6.12)

Knowing the location of the singular hyperplanes and the shifts generated by the creation

operators, the b-functions can be constructed according to (4.24),

b1 = γ1(2γ0 − γ1 − γ2),

b2 = (γ0 − γ1)(2γ0 − γ1 − γ2),

b3 = γ1(−γ0 + γ1 + γ2),

b4 = (γ0 − γ1)(−γ0 + γ1 + γ2). (6.13)

Their zeros serve to cancel the singularities that arise whenever the action of a creation

operator shifts us from a finite to a singular integral. For example, C4 shifts k2 → k2 + 1

and k3 → k3 + 1 which, according to (6.11), generates a singular integral when acting on

finite integrals with either k2 = −1 or k3 = −1. These singularities, however, are cancelled

by the zeros of b4.
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Using the DWI and the Euler equations (6.10), we can now re-write

Cj∂jIγ = bj(γ)Iγ = Bj(θ)Iγ (6.14)

where

B1 = (θ1 + θ3)(θ1 + θ2) = (θ1 + θ2 + θ3)θ1 + θ2θ3,

B2 = (θ2 + θ4)(θ1 + θ2) = (θ1 + θ2 + θ4)θ2 + θ1θ4,

B3 = (θ1 + θ3)(θ3 + θ4) = (θ1 + θ3 + θ4)θ3 + θ1θ4,

B4 = (θ2 + θ4)(θ3 + θ4) = (θ4 + θ2 + θ3)θ4 + θ2θ3. (6.15)

By inspection, every term in Bj either contains an explicit factor of ∂j already through

θj , or else such a factor can be introduced using the toric equations. In B1 and B4, for

instance, we replace θ2θ3 = x2x3∂2∂3 → x2x3∂1∂4. This enables the Bj to be factored

(modulo the toric equations) in the form (6.14) yielding the creation operators

C1 = x1(1 + θ1 + θ2 + θ3) + x2x3∂4,

C2 = x2(1 + θ1 + θ2 + θ4) + x1x4∂3,

C3 = x3(1 + θ1 + θ3 + θ4) + x1x4∂2,

C4 = x4(1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4) + x2x3∂1. (6.16)

These creation operators act on the full GKZ integral (6.5). To obtain their counterparts

acting on the Feynman integral (6.4), we must project to the physical hypersurface (6.6).

Given the form of the operators (6.16), it is useful to first simplify using the DWI to

C1 = x1(1− γ0 − θ4) + x2x3∂4,

C2 = x2(1− γ0 − θ3) + x1x4∂3,

C3 = x3(1− γ0 − θ2) + x1x4∂2,

C4 = x4(1− γ0 − θ1) + x2x3∂1. (6.17)

Next, as all factors of xj are placed to the left of all derivatives, we set

(x1, x2, x3, x4) → (1, 1,m2 + p2,m2) (6.18)

and replace all derivatives lying in directions off this hypersurface (namely ∂1 and ∂2) with

those lying along the hypersurface. This can be accomplished using the Euler equations

(6.10) projected according to (6.18), namely

∂1 → −γ1 − (m2 + p2)∂3, ∂2 → −γ2 − (m2 + p2)∂3 − 2m2∂4. (6.19)

In addition, we use the chain rule with p2 = x3 − x4 and m2 = x4 to replace

∂3 = ∂p2 , ∂4 = −∂p2 + ∂m2 . (6.20)
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Figure 10. The massive bubble integral (6.25).

This yields

Cph
1 = 1− γ0 + p2∂m2 − θp2 ,

Cph
2 = 1− γ0 − θp2 ,

Cph
3 = (1− γ0)m

2 + (1− γ0 + γ2)p
2 + (p2 −m2)θp2 + 2p2θm2

Cph
4 = (1− γ0)m

2 + γ1p
2 − (p2 +m2)θp2 . (6.21)

From (4.18), the action on the projected GKZ integral is then

Cph
1 Iγ′

0,γ
′
1,γ

′
2
(p2,m2) = −γ−1

0 b1Iγ0,γ1,γ2 = −γ−1
0 γ1(2γ0 − γ1 − γ2)Iγ0,γ1,γ2 (6.22)

and similarly for the other operators. When acting the original Feynman integral, there is

an additional factor of cγ′/cγ from (6.3) we must take into account giving

Cph
1 Iγ′

0,γ
′
1,γ

′
2
(p2,m2) = − 1

4π
Iγ0,γ1,γ2 . (6.23)

All these results can be checked directly using (6.7) and the standard shift operators for

the 2F1 (see e.g., [54]).

6.1.2 Massive bubble

Next we consider the full bubble graph with general masses m1 and m2,

I =

∫
ddk

(2π)d
1

(k2 +m2
1)

γ1
(
(p− k)2 +m2

2

)γ2 . (6.24)

The corresponding GKZ integral is

Iγ =

∫
R2
+

dz1dz2
zγ1−1
1 zγ2−1

2

(x1z1 + x2z2 + x3z21 + x4z22 + x5z1z2)γ0
, (6.25)

where γ0 = d/2 and the physical hypersurface is

(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5) = (1, 1,m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
1 +m2

2 + p2). (6.26)

From the kernel of the A-matrix

A =

 1 1 1 1 1

1 0 2 0 1

0 1 0 2 1

 (6.27)
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(0, 2γ0)

(2γ0, 0)
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Figure 11. The rescaled Newton polytope associated with the massive bubble GKZ integral (6.25).

we obtain the toric equations

0 = (∂3∂4 − ∂2
5)Iγ , 0 = (∂2∂3 − ∂1∂5)Iγ , 0 = (∂1∂4 − ∂2∂5)Iγ , (6.28)

while the DWI and the Euler equations can be read off from the rows:

0 =
(
γ0+

5∑
i=1

θi

)
Iγ , 0 = (γ1+θ1+2θ3+θ5)Iγ , 0 = (γ2+θ2+2θ4+θ5)Iγ . (6.29)

The rescaled Newton polytope corresponding to this A-matrix is the quadrilateral shown

in figure 11. The singular hyperplanes lie parallel to and outside the facets of this polytope:

γ1 = −k1, γ2 = −k2, 2γ0−γ1−γ2 = −k3, −γ0+γ1+γ2 = −k4, ki ∈ Z+. (6.30)

For illustration, let us now discuss the creation operator C5. All others can be obtained

by similar computations. The annihilator ∂5 sends γ → γ ′ where

∂5 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 1, γ′2 = γ2 + 1, (6.31)

while the creation operator C5 acts in the opposite direction sending γ ′ → γ. Given this

shift and the location of the singular hyperplanes, we identify the b-function as

b5 = γ1γ2(γ0 − γ1 − γ2). (6.32)

Using DWI and Euler equations, this can be re-written in terms of Euler operators as

B5 = (θ1 + 2θ3 + θ5)(θ2 + 2θ4 + θ5)(θ3 + θ4 + θ5). (6.33)

This expression can now be factorised as C5∂5 by expanding out and using the toric equa-

tions to replace any terms not involving ∂5 with equivalent terms containing this factor.

Stripping off the factor of ∂5 then yields C5 in GKZ variables,

C5 = x5
[
2θ23 + 2θ24 + 8θ3θ4 + 3(θ3 + θ4)(1 + θ5) + (1 + θ5)

2 + θ2(1 + 3θ3 + θ4 + θ5)

+ θ1(1 + θ2 + θ3 + 3θ4 + θ5)
]
+ x2x3∂1(1 + θ1 + 2θ3) + x1x4∂2(1 + θ2 + 2θ4)

+ 2x3x4∂5(4 + θ1 + θ2 + 2θ3 + 2θ4). (6.34)
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Figure 12. The massive triangle graph (6.39).

To project this operator to the physical hypersurface (6.26), we first use the Euler equations

to replace

θ1 → −γ1 − 2θ3 − θ5, θ2 → −γ2 − 2θ4 − θ5. (6.35)

The two occurrences of ∂1 and ∂2 can be dealt with similarly by writing ∂i = (xi)
−1θi for

i = 1, 2 and using (6.35). Then, setting (x1, x2, x3, x4, x5) → (1, 1, x3, x4, x5), we obtain

Cph
5 =x5

[
(1− γ1)(1− γ2) + (1− γ1 − γ2 − θ5)(θ3 + θ4)

]
+ x3(γ1 + 2θ3 + θ5)(γ1 − 1 + θ5) + x4(γ2 + 2θ4 + θ5)(γ2 − 1 + θ5)

− 2x3x4∂5(γ1 + γ2 − 4 + 2θ5) (6.36)

The remaining variables here are all physical since

(x3, x4, x5) = (m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
1 +m2

2 + p2) (6.37)

and

∂3 = ∂m2
1
− ∂p2 , ∂4 = ∂m2

2
− ∂p2 , ∂5 = ∂p2 . (6.38)

6.2 Massive triangle

Since the massless triangle integral is equivalent [43] to the 3-point contact Witten diagram

studied in sections 5.3.1 and 5.5.1, let us examine here the massive triangle integral

I =

∫
ddk

(2π)d
1

(k2 +m2
3)

γ3
(
(k − p1)2 +m2

2

)γ2 ((k + p2)2 +m2
1

)γ1 . (6.39)

The corresponding GKZ integral according to (6.3) is

Iγ =

∫
R3
+

dz1dz2dz3 z
γ1−1
1 zγ2−1

2 zγ3−1
3 D−γ0 , (6.40)

where

D =x1z1 + x2z2 + x3z3 + x4z2z3 + x5z1z3 + x6z1z2 + x7z
2
1 + x8z

2
2 + x9z

2
3 (6.41)

with γ0 = d/2. The physical hypersurface is

x = (1, 1, 1, p21 +m2
2 +m2

3, p
2
2 +m2

1 +m2
3, p

2
3 +m2

1 +m2
2,m

2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3) (6.42)
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and the A-matrix reads

A =


1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 0

0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2

 . (6.43)

For larger A-matrices such as this one, it is useful to automate the calculation of creation

operators using Gröbner basis algorithms. To this end, in place of the five independent

toric equations spanning the kernel of the A-matrix, we will use instead the full set of 17

(non-independent) toric equations forming the toric ideal:16

Itoric = {∂2∂6 − ∂1∂8, ∂7∂8 − ∂2
6 , ∂1∂6 − ∂2∂7, ∂1∂5 − ∂3∂7, ∂2

3∂9 − ∂7, ∂1∂4 − ∂3∂6,

∂2
4∂9 − ∂8, ∂5∂6 − ∂4∂7, ∂4∂6 − ∂5∂8, ∂4∂5∂9 − ∂6, ∂2

3∂8∂9 − ∂2
2 , ∂2

3∂7∂9 − ∂2
1 ,

∂2
3∂6∂9 − ∂1∂2, ∂3∂5∂9 − ∂1, ∂3∂4∂9 − ∂2, ∂2∂5 − ∂3∂6, ∂2∂4 − ∂3∂8}. (6.44)

Each entry here corresponds to a toric equation, for example the first is 0 = (∂2∂6−∂1∂8)Iγ
and similarly for the rest. Since all the partial derivatives commute, these equations can

be treated as a system of polynomial equations by mapping ∂i to an ordinary commutative

variable yi. As we will show below, this enables the factorisation step to be handled via

ordinary commutative Gröbner basis methods. (For alternative constructions of creation

operators using non-commutative Gröbner bases over the Weyl algebra, see [39].)

The DWI and Euler equations for this A-matrix are

0 =
(
γ0 +

9∑
i=1

θi

)
Iγ ,

0 = (γ1 + θ1 + θ5 + θ6 + 2θ7)Iγ ,
0 = (γ2 + θ2 + θ4 + θ6 + 2θ8)Iγ ,
0 = (γ3 + θ3 + θ4 + θ5 + 2θ9)Iγ (6.45)

and the corresponding Newton polytope is depicted in figure 13. From its facets, we obtain

the singularity conditions

{23489} : γ1 = −k1, {1379} : γ2 = −k2,

{1278} : γ3 = −k3, {123} : γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3 = +k4,

{4789} : γ1 + γ2 + γ3 − 2γ0 = +k5,

(6.46)

where all ki ∈ Z+. For the facet {123}, for example, we have the outward-pointing normal

n = (−1,−1,−1) which leads via (3.46) to the spacing of singular hyperplanes δ(J) = 1.

16These can be obtained using the Singular code [42]:

LIB "toric.lib";

ring r=0,(x1,x2,x3,x4,x5,x6,x7,x8,x9),dp;

intmat A[4][9]=1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,0,1,1,2,0,0,0,1,0,1,0,1,0,2,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,0,2;

ideal I=toric ideal(A,"du");

I;

– 58 –



{1}
•

{2}•

{3}
•

{4}•

{5}
•

{6}•

{7}•

{8}
•

{9}•

Figure 13. The Newton polytope associated to the denominator of the massive triangle integral

(6.41). The label {i} denotes the vector defined by the ith column of the A-matrix.

Let us now compute the creation operator C4 which acts on the GKZ integral to shift

γ ′ → γ, where

γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2 + 1, γ′3 = γ3 + 1. (6.47)

From these parameter shifts and the location of the singular hyperplanes, the corresponding

b-function is

b4 = γ2γ3(γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3). (6.48)

Using the DWI and Euler equations, this can be re-expressed as

B4 =
( 9∑

i=4

θi

)
(θ2 + θ4 + θ6 + 2θ8)(θ3 + θ4 + θ5 + 2θ9). (6.49)

Our goal is now to factorise B4 as C4∂4 using the toric equations. To achieve this in an

automated fashion, we decompose B4 over the Gröbner basis formed from the toric ideal

(6.44) and ∂4. Treating the partial derivatives as ordinary commutative variables and

computing this Gröbner basis, we obtain

g = {∂4, ∂2, ∂8, ∂2
3∂7∂9 − ∂2

1 , ∂6, ∂1∂5 − ∂3∂7, ∂3∂5∂9 − ∂1, ∂2
5∂9 − ∂7}. (6.50)

Expanding out B4 and rewriting all terms in the form (4.17) so that all partial derivatives

∂i lie to the right of all xi, we can now decompose each term of B4 in this Gröbner basis.

This yields

B4 = Q · g = Q1∂4 +

8∑
i=2

Qigi. (6.51)
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where the coefficients Qi are polynomials in the xj and θj (with j = 1, .., 9) which can be

computed automatically.17 To extract the required overall factor of ∂4, we now re-express

those gi (i = 2, .., 18) that are not already complete toric equations (and hence zero) in

terms of ∂4. For example, using the third from last toric equation in (6.44), we can replace

g2 = ∂2 → ∂3∂4∂9. (6.52)

In this fashion, we can replace the basis g with the equivalent basis (modulo the toric

equations)

g̃ = {∂4, ∂3∂4∂9, ∂2
4∂9, 0, ∂4∂5∂9, 0, 0}. (6.53)

All surviving terms then have an explicit factor of ∂4 which can be removed to obtain the

creation operator

C4 = Q1 +Q2∂3∂9 +Q3∂4∂9 +Q5∂5∂9, (6.54)

where the coefficients are

Q1 = x4
[
(1 + θ4)(θ5 + θ7 + θ9) + θ5(θ6 + θ7 + 3θ8 + θ9) + θ6(θ7 + θ8 + 3θ9)

+ (θ8 + θ9)(1 + 2θ7 + θ8 + θ9) + 4θ8θ9 + (1 + θ4 + θ5 + θ6 + θ8 + θ9)
2

+ θ3(1 + θ4 + θ5 + 2θ6 + θ7 + 3θ8 + θ9)

+ θ2(1 + θ3 + θ4 + 2θ5 + θ6 + θ7 + θ8 + 3θ9)
]
,

Q2 = x2(θ3 + θ5 + 2θ9)(θ5 + θ6 + θ7 + θ8 + θ9),

Q3 = x8(θ3 + θ5 + 2θ9)
(
2θ5 + 3θ6 + 2(1 + θ7 + θ8 + θ9)

)
,

Q5 = x6(θ3 + θ5 + 2θ9)(1 + θ5 + θ6 + θ7 + θ9). (6.55)

Finally, to project to the physical hypersurface, we use the Euler equations to eliminate the

unphysical variables θ1, θ2, θ3 and set x1 = x2 = x3 = 1. This yields the physical creation

operator

Cph
4 =x4

[
(1− γ2)(1− γ3) + (θ5 + θ6 + θ7 + θ8 + θ9)(1− γ2 − γ3 − θ4)

]
+ (γ3 + θ4)

[
∂9(θ5 + θ6 + θ7 + θ8 + θ9)(γ3 + γ4 + γ5 + 2θ9)

− x6∂5(1 + θ5 + θ6 + θ7 + 3θ8 + θ9)− 2x8∂4∂9(1 + θ5 + θ7 + θ8 + θ9)
]

(6.56)

where the xi are as given in (6.42) and

∂4 = ∂p21 , ∂5 = ∂p22 , ∂6 = ∂p23 ,

∂7 = ∂m2
1
− ∂p22 − ∂p23 , ∂8 = ∂m2

2
− ∂p21 − ∂p23 , ∂9 = ∂m2

3
− ∂p21 − ∂p22 . (6.57)

The automated approach outlined here can be applied similarly to other examples.

17In Mathematica, for example, after writing B4 in the form (4.17) with all derivatives to the right, we

replace all ∂i (both in B4 and in the toric ideal) by commutative variables y[i]. The code

v = {y[5], y[6], y[7], y[8], y[9], y[1], y[2], y[3], y[4]};

toric = {y[2] y[6] - y[1] y[8], y[6]2 - y[7] y[8], y[1] y[6] - y[2] y[7], ...};

g = GroebnerBasis[Append[toric, y[4]], v]

Q = PolynomialReduce[B4, g, v][[1]]

then evaluates the Qi coefficients with all derivatives y[i] placed to the right. These can then be re-expressed

in terms of Euler operators by rewriting yn
i = x−n

i θi(θi − 1) . . . (θi − n+ 1) leading to (6.55).
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Figure 14. The on-shell massless box integral (6.58).

6.3 Massless on-shell box

Next we consider the massless box integral

I =

∫
ddq

(2π)d
1

|q|2γ1 |q + P1|2γ2 |q + P2|2γ3 |q + P3|2γ4
, (6.58)

where

Pk =

k∑
j=1

pj , for k = 1, 2, 3,

4∑
i=1

pi = 0. (6.59)

For simplicity, we will restrict to the on-shell case18 where all p2i = 0 for i = 1, .., 4.

According to (6.3), the corresponding GKZ integral is

Iγ =
4∏

i=1

(∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
(x1z1 + x2z2 + x3z3 + x4z4 + x5z1z3 + x6z2z4)

−γ0 , (6.60)

where the physical hypersurface

x = (1, 1, 1, 1, s2, t2) (6.61)

with s2 = (p1 + p2)
2 and t2 = (p2 + p3)

2 the Mandelstam invariants. The integral can be

evaluated as a linear combination of the hypergeometric function 3F2 [60].

The A-matrix

A =


1 1 1 1 1 1

1 0 0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0 1 0

0 0 0 1 0 1

 (6.62)

yields a single toric equation

0 = (∂1∂3∂6 − ∂2∂4∂5)Iγ , (6.63)

18Creation operators for the off-shell box are also computable but the results are rather long.
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along with the DWI and Euler equations

0 =
(
γ0 +

6∑
i=1

θi

)
Iγ , 0 = (γ1 + θ1 + θ5)Iγ , 0 = (γ2 + θ2 + θ6)Iγ ,

0 = (γ3 + θ3 + θ5)Iγ , 0 = (γ4 + θ4 + θ6)Iγ . (6.64)

To determine the singularities of the integral, we need to find the equations of the facets

of the rescaled Newton polytope corresponding to the GKZ denominator in (6.60). As this

polytope lives in four dimensions, it is convenient to use an automated hulling algorithm.

Using the Mathematica package [50], for example, we can enter the vertices aj of the non-

rescaled Newton polytope (where aj is the jth column of the A-matrix without the top

row) as row vectors:

verts = {{1,0,0,0},{0,1,0,0},{0,0,1,0},{0,0,0,1},{1,0,1,0},{0,1,0,1}};

The command CHNQuickHull[verts] then returns a list of the vertex vectors that make

up the convex hull (labelled according to the numbering specified in the input), followed

by a list of the facets. The latter are specified by the vertex vectors they contain. Thus,

in this example, we obtain

{{1,2,3,4,5,6}, {{1,2,3,5}, {1,2,4,3}, {1,2,5,6}, {1,2,6,4},

{1,3,4,5}, {1,4,6,5}, {2,3,5,6}, {2,3,6,4}, {3,4,5,6}}}

where the first set indicates that all six vertices belong to the convex hull, while the

remainder ({1, 2, 3, 5}, {1, 2, 4, 3}, etc.) list the facets. Here, each {ijkl} is a co-dimension

one facet containing the points (ai,aj ,ak,al).

The equations for the facets of the rescaled Newton polytope with vertices γ0ai can now

be computed through a determinant such as (3.51). For the facet {1, 2, 3, 4}, for example,

we have

0 = γ ·N = det (γ |A1 |A2 |A3 |A4 ) = γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3 − γ4 (6.65)

and hence N = (n0,n) = (1,−1,−1,−1,−1). The fact that n is outwards-pointing can

be verified by showing d
(J)
i = −Ai ·N > 0 for any vertex i = 5, 6 not lying in the facet.

The spacing of the set of singular hyperplanes parallel to this facet is then δ(J) = 1 using

(3.46) and (3.37), with the singular hyperplanes themselves then following from (3.47).

Automating this procedure and applying it to the other facets, the singularities for the

GKZ integral (6.60) are

γi = −ki, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, γ1 + γ2 + γ3 + γ4 − γ0 = −k5,

γ1 + γ2 − γ0 = +k6, γ2 + γ3 − γ0 = +k7, (6.66)

γ3 + γ4 − γ0 = +k8, γ4 + γ1 − γ0 = +k9,

where all ki ∈ Z+.

We are now in a position to compute the creation operators. Let us choose C1, which
acts on the GKZ integral to shift γ ′ → γ where

γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 1. (6.67)
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From the singularities (6.66), the corresponding b-function is

b1 = −γ1(γ2 + γ3 − γ0)(γ3 + γ4 − γ0), (6.68)

which in terms of the Euler operators reads

B1 = (θ1 + θ2)(θ1 + θ4)(θ1 + θ5)

=
[
(θ1 + θ2)(θ1 + θ4) + (θ1 + θ2 + θ4)θ5

]
θ1 + θ2θ4θ5 (6.69)

Applying the toric equation (6.63) to the final term now enables us to factorise B1 as C1∂1
giving the creation operator

C1 = x1 [(1 + θ1 + θ2)(1 + θ1 + θ4) + (1 + θ1 + θ2 + θ4)θ5] + x2x4x5∂3∂6, (6.70)

where we shifted the factor of x1 to the left sending each θ1 → θ1 + 1. Finally, to obtain

the creation operator acting on the physical variables, we use the Euler equations (6.64)

to replace θi for i = 1, 2, 3, 4 with θ5 and θ6 and project to (6.61). This yields the operator

Cph
1 = (1− γ1 − γ2 − θt2)(1− γ1 − γ4 − θt2) + (γ1 − 1)θs2 − s2(γ3 + θs2)∂t2 . (6.71)

Using the automated determination of the convex hull in this example, and the factorisation

of the b-function via Gröbner basis methods in the previous example, the calculation of

any creation operator can be fully automated.

7 Discussion

The GKZ formalism enables the construction of highly non-trivial shift operators known as

creation operators. As we have shown, the calculation is very systematic. First, a Feynman

or Witten diagram is represented as a GKZ or A-hypergeometric function. Second, the b-

function is identified by examining the parameter shifts produced by the creation operator

in conjunction with the location of all singular hyperplanes of the integral. The b-function is

a function of parameters that multiplies the shifted integral, and its zeros serve physically to

cancel the singularities that would otherwise arise when the creation operator maps a finite

to a singular integral. Such singularities cannot arise under the action of a finite differential

operator on a finite integral. Next, using the Euler equations and DWI, the b-function is

expressed as a function of Euler operators and factorised into a product of a creation and

an annihilation operator with the aid of the toric equations. The creation operator thus

extracted is then re-expressed in terms of physical variables (i.e., the momenta and masses)

using once again the Euler equations and DWI.

This algorithm has a number of interesting features. First, the parametric singularities

of the integral all lie on hyperplanes parallel to the facets of the Newton polytope associ-

ated with the integral’s denominator. We derived a precise formula for the spacing of these

hyperplanes in (3.47). The b-function therefore has a geometrical character, as originally

shown by Saito in [36]. Second, the algorithm makes heavy use of the higher-dimensional

GKZ space obtained by promoting the coefficient of every term in the Lee-Pomeransky
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denominator to an independent variable. This systematises the set of PDEs obeyed by

the integral into two distinct classes: the Euler equations and DWI, and the toric equa-

tions. Using the former, we can uplift to GKZ space by exchanging all dependence on

the parameters γ for dependence on the additional unphysical coordinates. Conversely,

we can project back to physical variables by using the Euler equations and DWI to ex-

change derivatives with respect to the unphysical variables for derivatives with respect to

the physical variables and dependence on the parameters γ.

This last step is however a potential weakness of the algorithm. To project a creation

operator from GKZ space back to the physical hypersurface, the total number of Euler

equations (including the DWI) must be equal to, or greater than, the number of unphys-

ical coordinates. This enables every derivative in unphysical variables to be replaced by

an equivalent expression in purely physical variables. For higher-loop Feynman integrals,

however, the number of terms in the Lee-Pomeransky denominator, and hence the dimen-

sion of the full GKZ space, typically grows more rapidly than the number of propagators

and hence Euler equations. Thus, while a full set of creation operators can be constructed

in GKZ space, in general we lack sufficient Euler equations to project back to the physical

hypersurface. For this reason, we have focused initially on 1-loop Feynman integrals.

One possible workaround for this issue is to construct an alternative projectible GKZ

system based on some representation other than the Lee-Pomeransky. For example, for

higher-loop massive sunset (aka melon or banana) diagrams, one can construct a GKZ

representation based on their position-space formulation as a product of Bessel functions

[8, 12]. In this manner, these diagrams can be related to (analytic continuations of) the

momentum-space contact Witten diagrams for which we have already constructed creation

operators. For more general classes of diagrams, projectible GKZ representations can also

be obtained from Mellin-Barnes representations as shown in [9, 12, 61]. A further possibility

might be to develop a GKZ representation starting from the Baikov representation.

Nevertheless, using the simplest formulation based on the Lee-Pomeransky represen-

tation, we have already identified a number of useful new shift operators. In particular, for

computations in AdS/CFT, we have found:

• The creation operators (5.51) and (5.69), along with their permutations and shadow

conjugates, connecting 3- and 4-point momentum-space contact Witten diagrams of

different operator and spacetime dimensions. These new operators are the inverse

of the simple annihilators first identified in [30, 43]. The corresponding creation

operators for position-space contact diagrams are given in appendix B.

• The creation operators (5.100) and (5.116), plus their permutations and shadow

conjugates, relating 3- and 4-point momentum-space contact Witten diagrams of

different operator dimensions but the same spacetime dimension. While the 3-point

operator (5.100) is known [31, 33], the 4-point operator (5.116) is new.

• Using (5.116), we obtained a further new operator (5.138) connecting exchange Wit-

ten diagrams of different external operator dimensions but the same spacetime dimen-

sion. Unlike any previous construction, this operator connects exchange diagrams
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with purely non-derivative vertices. Working in dimensional regularisation where

necessary to avoid divergences [35], it also applies for arbitrary operator dimensions.

There is ample scope for building on this first application of creation operators to Witten

diagrams. In particular, our results for exchange Witten diagrams were obtained from the

analysis of contact diagrams. It would be preferable to develop a GKZ representation for

the exchange diagram directly, both in momentum and in position space. This in turn

may enable more compact expressions to be found, as well as operators acting to shift the

dimension of the exchanged leg. At present, operators achieving this latter goal are known

only for a very restricted set of external scaling dimensions [33, 35]. The application of

the creation operator formalism to cosmological correlators in de Sitter spacetime is also

worthy of exploration. We hope to return to these matters in future.

Acknowledgments: FC thanks the School of Maths, Statistics & Physics for support.

PM is supported in part by the UKRI consolidated grant ST/T000708/1.

A GKZ representation of Feynman integrals

In this appendix we relate a generic L-loop Feynman integral of the form (6.1) to the

corresponding GKZ integral (6.2). Related discussions can be found in, e.g., [4, 59].

After exponentiating the propagators and integrating out the loop momenta, (6.1) has

the Schwinger parametrisation

I = (4π)−γ0L
( N∏

i=1

1

Γ(γi)

∫ ∞

0
dti t

γi−1
i

)
U [t]−γ0 exp

(
− F [t]

U [t]

)
, γ0 =

d

2
, (A.1)

where U [t] and F [t] are the first and second Symanzik polynomials respectively, which are

homogeneous of weights L and L + 1 in the Schwinger parameters ti. The prefactor of

(4π)−γ0L is simply that in (6.1) multiplied by L factors of πd/2 from integrating out the

loop momenta. The corresponding Feynman representation is obtained by reparametrising

ti = σyi, yt =

N∑
i=1

yi = 1 (A.2)

and integrating out the variable σ. Using the Jacobian19

N∏
i=1

dti = σN−1dσ
N∏
i=1

dyi δ(1− yt), (A.3)

as well as the homogeneity of the Symanzik polynomials, we find

I = (4π)−γ0L
( N∏

i=1

1

Γ(γi)

∫ 1

0
dyi y

γi−1
i

)
δ(1− yt)U [y]−γ0

∫ ∞

0
dσ σγt−γ0L−1 exp

(
− σ

F [y]

U [y]

)
= (4π)−γ0LΓ(γt − γ0L)

( N∏
i=1

1

Γ(γi)

∫ 1

0
dyi y

γi−1
i

)
δ(1− yt)U [y]γt−γ0(L+1)F [y]−γt+γ0L.

(A.4)

19See, e.g., Appendix B of [44].

– 65 –



In special cases where γt − γ0(L + 1) vanishes (e.g., d = 2 multi-loop sunsets with stan-

dard propagators) one can use the F polynomial alone to construct a GKZ representation

[3]. More generally, one can use the Lee-Pomeransky representation [4, 17] obtained by

combining the two Symanzik polynomial factors using the Euler beta identity

U [y]−aF [y]a−b =
Γ(b)

Γ(a)Γ(b− a)

∫ ∞

0
ds sa−1(F [y] + sU [y])−b (A.5)

with a = γ0(L+ 1)− γt and b = γ0 giving

I = cγ

( N∏
i=1

∫ 1

0
dyi y

γi−1
i

)
δ(1− yt)

∫ ∞

0
ds sγ0(L+1)−γt−1(F [y] + sU [y])−γ0 (A.6)

where

cγ =
(4π)−Lγ0Γ (γ0)

Γ ((L+ 1)γ0 − γt)
∏N

i=1 Γ(γi)
. (A.7)

Setting yi = szi and using once again the homogeneity of the Symanzik polynomials, we

can eliminate the s integral since∫ ∞

0

ds

s
δ(1− szt) =

∫ ∞

0

ds

szt
δ(z−1

t − s) = 1 (A.8)

after which

I = cγ

( N∏
i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
(F [z] + U [z])−γ0 . (A.9)

Finally, this Lee-Pomeransky representation is upgraded to the GKZ representation by

replacing the coefficient of every term in the denominator F [z] +U [z] with an independent

variable xk. For the massless triangle integral, for example,

U [z] = z1 + z2 + z3, F [z] = p21z2z3 + p22z3z1 + p23z1z2 (A.10)

and so we replace the Lee-Pomeransky denominator

G = F [z] + U [z] = p21z2z3 + p22z3z1 + p23z1z2 + z1 + z2 + z3 (A.11)

with the GKZ denominator

D = x1z2z3 + x2z3z1 + x3z1z2 + x4z1 + x5z2 + x6z3. (A.12)

The GKZ integral

Iγ =
( N∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
D−γ0 (A.13)

is then related to the massless triangle integral by

I = cγIγ (A.14)

evaluated on the physical hypersurface

xi = p2i , xi+3 = 1, i = 1, 2, 3. (A.15)
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B Creation operators for the position-space contact Witten diagram

In position space, the n-point AdS contact Witten diagram

In =

∫ ∞

0

dz

zd+1

∫
ddx0

n∏
i=1

C∆i

( z

z2 + x2i0

)∆i

, C∆i =
Γ(∆i)

πd/2Γ(∆i − d
2)

, (B.1)

has the parametric representation20

In = Cn

( n∏
i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

∆i−1
i

)
δ
(
1−

n∑
i=1

κizi
)(∑

i<j

zizjx
2
ij

)−∆t/2
. (B.2)

where

Cn =
πd/2

2
Γ
(∆t

2

)
Γ
(∆t − d

2

) n∏
i=1

C∆i

Γ(∆i)
, ∆t =

n∑
i=1

∆i, xij = xi − xj . (B.3)

The parameters κi ≥ 0 can be chosen arbitrarily provided they are not all zero. For the

4-point function specifically, choosing κi = δi4 and eliminating y4 using the delta function

leads to the GKZ representation

I4 = C4Iγ , Iγ =
( 3∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0
dzi z

γi−1
i

)
D−γ0 (B.4)

where

D = x1z2z3 + x2z1z3 + x3z1z2 + x4z1 + x5z2 + x6z3, (B.5)

the parameters

γ1 = ∆1, γ2 = ∆2, γ3 = ∆3, γ0 =
1

2
(∆1 +∆2 +∆3 +∆4), (B.6)

and the GKZ variables are related to the physical coordinate separations by

(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6) = (x223, x
2
13, x

2
12, x

2
14, x

2
24, x

2
34). (B.7)

Comparing with (2.8), the position-space 4-point contact diagram, also known as the holo-

graphic D-function [62], is thus equivalent to the massless triangle integral (see also [44]).

As shown on page 12, the massless triangle integral is itself equivalent to the triple-K

integral (or momentum-space 3-point contact diagram) under affine reparametrisation of

the GKZ integral. The creation operators for the position-space contact diagram are thus

those analysed in section 5.3.1 and 5.5.1, except that no final projection to the physical

hypersurface is required as all the GKZ variables in (B.7) are physical.

Concretely, the A-matrix (2.22) leads to the Euler equations (2.23) and DWI (2.24),

and the toric equations (2.27). The Newton polytope corresponds to the right-hand panel

in figure 2. From its facets we obtain the singularity conditions

γi = −ni, γ0 − γi = −mi, i = 1, 2, 3,

γ1 + γ2 + γ3 − γ0 = −n, 2γ0 − γ1 − γ2 − γ3 = −m, (B.8)

20See, e.g., equations (5.46)–(5.51) and (B.1)–(B.11) of [44].
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where ni,mi, n,m ∈ Z+. The action of the annihilator ∂1 = ∂/∂x223 is to raise γ0, γ2 and

γ3 by one which corresponds to raising ∆2 and ∆3 by one, and the action of the creation

operator C1 is the reverse of this. The corresponding b-function

b1 = γ2γ3(γ0 − γ1)(γ1 + γ2 + γ3 − γ0), (B.9)

when re-expressed in terms of Euler operator is

B1 = (θ1 + θ3 + θ5)(θ1 + θ2 + θ6)(θ1 + θ5 + θ6)(θ1 + θ2 + θ3). (B.10)

As expected, this is simply (5.28) under the mapping θ̄i = θi+3 since the affine reparametri-

sation from the A-matrix (2.22) to (2.56) leaves the creation operators unchanged. Ex-

panding out and using the toric equations to factorise B1 = C1∂1, we recover the creation

operator (5.47) in GKZ variables. In our present variables (B.7), this is

C1 = x1(θ1 + 1 + u2 + u3)
(
(θ1 + 1 + u2)(θ1 + 1 + u3) + 2(v2 + v3)

)
+ x2x5∂4

(
1 + u2 + v2 − v3 + (u2 + u3 + 2)u3

)
+ x3x6∂4

(
1 + u3 + v3 − v2 + (u2 + u3 + 2)u2

)
(B.11)

where ui = θi + θi+3 and vi = θiθi+3. One likewise obtains the operator (5.99), namely

W−−
12 = (θ4 + θ5 + θ6 + θ3)(x4∂2 + x5∂1) + x3x6∂2∂1. (B.12)

Both these operators can be rewritten in various equivalent forms using the DWI and Euler

equations. Their action on the position-space contact diagram follows from (2.59), namely

C1 : ∆2 → ∆2 − 1, ∆3 → ∆3 − 1, W−−
12 : ∆3 → ∆3 + 1, ∆4 → ∆4 − 1. (B.13)

C Non-minimal b-functions

As we have seen, creation operators are constructed starting from a polynomial b(γ) in

the spectral parameters known as the b-function. In section 4.4, we argued that b(γ) must

possess a certain minimal set of zeros, namely, those required to cancel the singularities

arising when a creation operator shifts us from a finite to a singular integral. Notice

however that this argument does not preclude the existence of additional zeros besides this

minimal set. For all the Feynman and Witten diagram examples in the main text, the

minimal b-functions were sufficient for the construction of all creation operators. As these

b-functions contain the fewest factors, the resulting creation operators were moreover of

lowest possible order in derivatives. Nevertheless, there are instances where the minimal

b-function is not sufficient: a simple example, which we analyse in this appendix, is the

GKZ integral (3.9). As we will show, additional factors must be appended to the minimal

b-functions in order to be able to apply the toric equations and factorise into a product of

creation and annihilation operators. The zeros of these additional factors are all parallel to

the facets of the rescaled Newton polytope, and in most (though not all) cases correspond

to additional singular hyperplanes of the GKZ integral.
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Let us recall the necessary analysis of section 3. The integral (3.9), namely

Iγ =

∫ ∞

0
dz1

∫ ∞

0
dz2 z

γ1−1
1 zγ2−1

2 (x1 + x2z2 + x3z
2
1 + x4z1z

2
2)

−γ0 , (C.1)

corresponds to the A-matrix

A =

1 1 1 1

0 0 2 1

0 1 0 2

 (C.2)

with DWI and Euler equations

0 = (γ0 + θ1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4)Iγ , 0 = (γ1 + 2θ3 + θ4)Iγ , 0 = (γ2 + θ2 + 2θ4)Iγ , (C.3)

and a single toric equation

0 = (∂3
1∂

2
4 − ∂4

2∂3)Iγ . (C.4)

The singularities of this integral, derived in (3.31), are

γ1 = −m1, γ2 = −m2, γ0 + γ1 − γ2 = −m3, 4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 = −3m4, (C.5)

for all mj ∈ Z+. The annihilation operators ∂j send γ → γ ′ while the creation operators

Cj send γ ′ → γ, where for each j these parameters are related by

j = 1 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2

j = 2 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1, γ′2 = γ2 + 1

j = 3 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 2, γ′2 = γ2,

j = 4 : γ′0 = γ0 + 1, γ′1 = γ1 + 1, γ′2 = γ2 + 2. (C.6)

According to (4.24), the minimal b-functions containing only the zeros necessary to cancel

the singularities produced by the action of the Cj are

bmin
1 = (γ0 + γ1 − γ2)

1∏
m4=0

(4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 + 3m4),

bmin
2 = γ2(4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2),

bmin
3 =

1∏
m1=0

(γ1 +m1)
2∏

m3=0

(γ0 + γ1 − γ2 +m3),

bmin
4 = γ1

1∏
m2=0

(γ2 +m2). (C.7)

For example, C3 shifts m1 → m1 + 2 and m3 → m3 + 3, and so the five singular integrals

with m1 = 0, 1 and m3 = 0, 1, 2 in (C.5) are accessible starting from finite integrals. This

means bmin
3 has the five zeros shown, which act to cancel these singularities. The operator

C1 is however a special case: this sends m3 → m3 + 1 and m4 → m4 + 4/3, corresponding

to a non-integer F
(4)
1 = 4/3 in (4.25). Only the singularities with m3 = 0 and m4 = 0, 1 are
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then accessible starting from finite integrals for which all mj < 0. (In other words, integrals

for which the GKZ representation (C.1) converges without meromorphic continuation.)

Using the DWI and Euler equations to rewrite these b-functions in terms of Euler

operators, we then find

Bmin
1 = −(θ1 + 3θ3)

1∏
m4=0

(4θ1 + 3θ2 − 3m4),

Bmin
2 = (θ2 + 2θ4)(4θ1 + 3θ2),

Bmin
3 = −(2θ3 + θ4)(2θ3 + θ4 − 1)

2∏
m3=0

(θ1 + 3θ3 −m3),

Bmin
4 = −(2θ3 + θ4)(θ2 + 2θ4)(θ2 + 2θ4 − 1). (C.8)

At this point a problem appears: to extract a creation operator requires factorising

BjIγ = Cj∂jIγ , (C.9)

however the only toric equation we have available for this purpose, (C.4), is of fifth order

in derivatives. While Bmin
3 is indeed of fifth order, the remaining Bmin

j are of at most third

order. Upon expanding out and ordering terms according to (4.17), we find

Bmin
1 = (. . .)∂1 − 27x22x3∂

2
2∂3,

Bmin
2 = (. . .)∂2 + 8x1x4∂1∂4,

Bmin
3 = (. . .)∂3 − x31x

2
4∂

3
1∂

2
4 ,

Bmin
4 = (. . .)∂4 − 2x22x3∂

2
2∂3. (C.10)

For Bmin
3 , we obtain the necessary factorisation (C.9) upon using (C.4) allowing a successful

construction of C3. For the others, the order in derivatives is too low to apply (C.4).

To find C1, C2 and C4, therefore, we look for new (non-minimal) Bj of the form:

B1 = (. . .)∂1 + (. . .)x42x3∂
4
2∂3,

B2 = (. . .)∂2 + (. . .)x31x
2
4∂

3
1∂

2
4 ,

B4 = (. . .)∂4 + (. . .)x42x3∂
4
2∂3. (C.11)

By construction, these are all of fifth order and can be factorised into the desired form

(C.9) using (C.4). Since the Bj must be functions of the Euler operators, and

xni ∂
n
i = θi(θi − 1) . . . (θi − n+ 1), (C.12)

this is equivalent to seeking

B1 = (. . .)θ1 + (. . .)θ2(θ2 − 1)(θ2 − 2)(θ2 − 3)θ3,

B2 = (. . .)θ2 + (. . .)θ1(θ1 − 1)(θ1 − 2)θ4(θ4 − 1),

B4 = (. . .)θ4 + (. . .)θ2(θ2 − 1)(θ2 − 2)(θ2 − 3)θ3. (C.13)
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For comparison, the singular hyperplanes in (C.5), when translated to Euler operators via

(C.3), correspond to the zeros of

(2θ3 + θ4 −m1), (θ2 + 2θ4 −m2), (θ1 + 3θ3 −m3), (4θ1 + 3θ2 − 3m4). (C.14)

As the non-minimal Bj in (C.13) must still contain the factors present in the minimal Bmin
j

in (C.8), we see that for B1, and B4 it suffices simply to append factors corresponding to

additional singular hyperplanes:

B1 = −(θ1 + 3θ3)
3∏

m4=0

(4θ1 + 3θ2 − 3m4),

B4 = −(2θ3 + θ4)
3∏

m2=0

(θ2 + 2θ4 −m2). (C.15)

Each of these non-minimal Bj contain the factors already present in the minimal Bmin
j .

Moreover, they are of the form (C.13) since they correspond to performing a linear shift in

θj on each of the factors present in the second term of each Bj in (C.13). (Equivalently,

setting θj to zero in each of the Bj in (C.15) yields the second term of each Bj in (C.13).)

This also shows that they are of the smallest order in derivatives consistent with (C.13).

For B2, the additional factors we must append to Bmin
2 are parallel to the singular

hyperplanes in (C.14) but have different spacing. Explicitly, we require

B2 = −
1∏

m1=0

(θ2 + 2θ4 − 2m1)

2∏
m2=0

(4θ1 + 3θ2 − 4m2) (C.16)

so that, when expanded in θ2, we obtain an expression of the form given in (C.13). Note

this is not possible using the spacings in (C.14).21

By construction, the non-minimal Bj in (C.15) and (C.16) all derive from correspond-

ing non-minimal b-functions which are polynomials in the spectral parameters,

b1 = (γ0 + γ1 − γ2)

3∏
m4=0

(4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 + 3m4),

b2 =

1∏
m1=0

(γ2 + 2m1)

2∏
m2=0

(4γ0 − 2γ1 − γ2 + 4m2),

b4 = γ1

3∏
m2=0

(γ2 +m2). (C.17)

21The zeros of (C.16), and of the corresponding of b2 in (C.17), do however coincide with the singular

hyperplanes of the integral obtained by deleting the second column of the A-matrix. This removes a vertex

from the Newton polytope changing the spacings of the singular hyperplanes; a procedure consistent with

confining all θ2 dependence in B2 to the first factor in (C.13).
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γ1

γ2

Figure 15. For purposes of illustration, a two-dimensional example of a non-normal lattice can

be obtained by projecting to the (γ1, γ2) plane. The points (2k + 1, 0) and (2k + 1, 1) for k ∈ Z+

(shown in red) lie within the positive cone
∑

j R+aj (shaded region) spanned by the vertex vectors

aj of the Newton polytope (shown in blue). These points also belong to
∑

j Zaj since (2k+1, 0) =

k(2, 0) + (1, 2)− 2(0, 1) and (2k + 1, 1) = k(2, 0) + (1, 2)− (0, 1). However, these points cannot be

expressed in the form
∑

j Z+aj and hence the lattice generated by the aj is non-normal.

and all lead to valid creation operators via (C.9). From B2, for example, we find

C2 = x2

[
12θ24

(
48θ21 + 12θ1(3θ2 − 5) + 9θ2(θ2 − 2) + 5

)
+ 4θ4

(
64θ31 + 48θ21(3θ2 − 4) + 4θ1

(
9θ2(3θ2 − 5) + 32

)
+ 3θ2

(
9θ2(θ2 − 2) + 5

))
+ (θ2 − 1)(4θ1 + 3θ2 − 5)(4θ1 + 3θ2 − 1)(4θ1 + 3θ2 + 3)

]
+ 256x31x

2
4∂

3
2∂3. (C.18)

Having solved this example, let us note that the failure of the minimal b-functions

in (C.7) can also be understood geometrically. For Bmin
1 , Bmin

2 and Bmin
4 in (C.8) to be

factorisable as Cj∂j , we would need each of ∂2
2∂3∂

−1
1 , ∂1∂4∂

−1
2 and ∂2

2∂3∂
−1
4 to be expressible

as
∏N

k=1 ∂
ck
k for some set of ck ∈ Z+. (The inverses here are purely formal: we mean that

∂2
2∂3 = ∂1

∏N
k=1 ∂

ck
k , etc.) In terms of the shifts produced by these operators on the spectral

parameters γ = (γ0, γ1, γ2), this is equivalent to requiring that

2A2 +A3 −A1 =

2

2

2

 , A1 +A4 −A2 =

1

1

1

 , 2A2 +A3 −A4 =

2

1

0

 (C.19)

are all expressible as
∑N

k=1 ckAk for some set of ck ∈ Z+, where Ak denotes the kth column

of the A-matrix including the top row of ones. Clearly this is not possible, although these
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vectors do all lie in the positive cone corresponding to solutions with ck ∈ R+ since

2A2 +A3 −A1 = 2(A1 +A4 −A2) =
2

3
(A2 +A3 +A4),

2A2 +A3 −A4 =
1

2
(3A1 +A3). (C.20)

Mathematically, this is precisely the condition that lattice generated by the Ak (or equiv-

alently, the toric ideal associated with the A-matrix) is non-normal. Conversely, when the

normality condition (∑
k

R+Ak

)
∩
(∑

k

ZAk

)
=
(∑

k

Z+Ak

)
(C.21)

is satisfied, it can be shown that the minimal b-functions (4.24) generate valid creation

operators [36, 37]. This condition is non-trivial as can be seen from the two-dimensional

example of a non-normal lattice illustrated in figure 15.
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