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Abstract

We present the calculation of the-contributions to the two-loop amplitude fere~ — qqg
and give results for the full one-loop amplitude to oréem the dimensional regularization
parameter. Our results agree with those recently obtaipdsidnland et al.. The calculation
makes extensive use of an efficient method based on nestedtsualculate two-loop inte-
grals with arbitrary powers of the propagators. The use statesums leads in a natural way
to multiple polylogarithms with simple arguments, whicloel a straightforward analytic
continuation.
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1 Introduction

The last thirty years of experimental studies at collidexgether with the theoretical investi-
gations, have taught us that perturbative quantum chromadics (QCD) gives an excellent
description of short-distance scattering of stronglyratéing partons. Indeed, today the theory
has reached a sufficient maturity that it is no longer thesteofjexperimental studies, but rather
a tool in the search for new physics beyond the standard model

The search for new physics in particle physics, being purstigpresent and upcoming collider
experiments at the Tevatron and the LHC, rely on our abibityniake precise predictions for
QCD and QCD-associated processes. The accuracy reackadyaln present collider experi-
ments demands next-to-next-to-leading (NNLO) theorétioadictions within the framework of
perturbation theory. For example the strong coupling @ntsts, whose precise value affects
many cross sections, can be measured by using the dagador— 3 jets. At present, the er-
ror on the extraction ofis from this measurement is dominated by theoretical unceigsi [1],
among the main sources there being the truncation of therpative expansion at a fixed or-
der. Up to now, event shapes in 3-jet events have been ceddwdanext-to-leading order (NLO)
for massless[]J2]f]6] and massive quarkk [/TH11]. To redtimetheoretical uncertainties, it is
necesarry to extend the calculation for massless quarkextto-next-to-leading order. The
calculation ofe"e” — 3 jets at NNLO requires the tree-level amplitudesdoe~ — 5 partons
[L3, 3], the one-loop amplitudes fere~ — 4 partons [I4]{1]7] as well as the two-loop am-
plitude forete~ — ggg together with the one-loop amplitudge~ — qgg to ordere? in the
dimensional regularization parameter.

While for inclusive quantities like the total hadronic csosection ine™ e -annihilation even
higher orders have been calculated in the pgast [18]-[2@]cticulation of two-loop four-point
scattering amplitudes has been the main obstacle for a ioveg Due to tremendous activity in
that field during the past three yeals][21], this problem caodnsidered to be solved — at least
for the case of massless internal quarks and only one exteassive leg.

The by now more or less standard approach to calculate tajpfmur-point functions has been
inspired by the techniques developed in the calculatiowofpoint functions. The starting point
is a reduction of the tensor integrals through Schwingeampatrization [22]{24]. This yields
immediately scalar integrals with a higher dimension amsexdhpowers of the propagators. The
usual way to proceed then, is to apply repeatedly algebeditions between these integrals,
which follow from Poincare- and Lorentz-invarian¢e][28[4]. Finally one ends up with a small
set of so-called master integrals which must be solved #oally. While for simple topologies
it is often straightforward to find the reduction scheme. (fteiangle rule’), in general it is a
non-trivial task to solve this problem.

In a recent publicationT2§, P9], we have therefore propaseifferent method to attack this
problem. The basic idea is the following. We solve the sdakagrals in higher dimensions and
with raised powers of propagators directly in terms of néstems instead of reducing all the
integrals to a small set of master integrals. The aim of thysep is to illustrate this method in



the calculation of the fermionic contributions to the tvamp amplitudee™ e~ — qqg, i.e. the
contributions proportional to the number of quark flavonys We present our results in terms
of multiple polylogarithms [[30]{[32], which arise natulafrom the use of nested sums. In
addition, we show that these multiple polylogarithms casilgde continued analytically. As
a consequence the amplitudes &€~ — qqg presented here can also be used(f#- 1)-jet
production in deep-inelastic scattering and the produatica vector bosonW, Z or Drell-Yan
pair) in hadron-hadron collisions. The respective am@étican be obtained by the crossing
symmetry and simple coupling constant modifications.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In sect[pn 2 we preaehetv properties of the two-loop
amplitude. In particular, we discuss the kinematics, thewiolet (UV) renormalization, and
the structure of the soft and collinear singularities. Iotie®[3 we outline the calculation. In
the following sectiof]4 we present our results and compam tivith those recently obtained by
Garland et al.[[33]. We give our conclusions in secfipn 5. éqtix[A contains the results for the
one-loop amplitude to ordef and appendik]B summarizes properties of multiple polylilyars
under analytic continuation.

2 Préiminaries

2.1 Kinematics

In the following we study the reaction
e +e = qg+9g+q. (1)

We treat all quarks as massless, that means we work in QCDrwithassless quark flavours.
To be consistent with earlier work J1#,]15] we calculate thephtude for the reaction with all
particles in the final state

0— q(p1) +9(P2) +a(ps) +€ (pa) +€" (ps). (2)

The kinematical invariants are denoted by

2 2
si=(pi+p;)°, sjk=(pPi+pPj+P)°, S=S123, (3)
and it is convenient to introduce the dimensionless guastit
Sz %

Xo = .
)
S123 S123

(4)

For pure photon exchange, the complete amplitdgdéor e"e~ — gqg can be written as the
product of a leptonic currert, with the hadronic currert,,:

a,= —i—sequTfLuH“ = —#QT2A,, (5)
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with QY denoting the electric charge of the outgoing quarks in usfithe elementary charge
e = v4m. The generator of the SM) gauge group is given by2. The indices,i anda
describe the color of the outgoing quarks and gluon. The abzation of the color matrices is
taken to be

1
aTb _  —xab
Tr(TT) = 5™ (6)
The leptonic current is given by
L= u(pa)Yuv(ps), (7)

with u, v denoting the spinors of the outgoing leptons. As we will shatgr, it is sufficient to
consider pure photon exchange: Working in a helicity balsespure photon exchange amplitude
Ay allows the reconstruction of the full amplitude includidghoson exchange by adjusting the
couplings. Using the anti-commutation relations for yh@atrices, one can always achieve the
following form of the hadronic current:

Mo = oy (PulfalPs)eg, +Cop (Pulfelps) ea- Pu)Ps,
+ Cozg{Pultelps) eg- )P+ Cazp Palfel ) g PP,
+ 055 {Palfelps) (g Po)Poy + o ¢ (P1VlPs) (Eg- Py
+ o7 (Puvilpa) (Bg* Ps) + ca (Pilps) Py
+ Co (Pilealpo) Pa+ cro (Pr FaBlps)
+ 11 _(Pulealpo) Py Ciz 5 (Palelpo) (e PPy

1
+ Ciaz(PulP2lps)(g- P3) P2y, (8)

where we have useg; | respectiveps) as a short-hand notation for the spinofp:) andv(p3)
of the outgoing quark and anti-quark. The dimensionlesstfansc; depend only on the ratios
Xi, the spacetime dimensi@h= 4 — 2¢ and the renormalization scgle

Ci =G (Xl,Xz,S, g) : 9)
Due to various constraints, for example current consermati
(plp,+ p2p,+ p3p)Hu: 0, (10)

the functionsc; are not all independent of each other. It can be easily chbatcs, ¢y, Cgs, C12
are sufficient to reconstruct all remaining functions. Aitamconclusion has been drawn in ref.
[B3]. The relations betweery, ¢4, Cs, C12 and the remaing functions are:

C3(X1,X2) = —C2(X2,X1),
C5(X1,X2) = —Ca(X2,X1),
C13(X1,X2) = —Cr2(X2,X1), (11)



and

1 1 X1 1
it = —=(1-%)C3— =(1—X1)C5+ —Cg— = C
1 2( X2)C3 2( X1) 5-l-x2 6 2(X1+X2) 13,
o = -3
7 = X206,
6 = — txoCs— Sxc
8 = —5XeCa— 5XiCs,
= —}xc —}xc
Cog = 5 1C2 5 2Cs,
1 1 1 (X1 +X%2)
- 41— o) —S(1— A Wl )
C10 +4( X1)(C2 — Cs) 4( X2)(C3 C4)+2 % Cs
1
+Z(X1 +X2)(C12—C13),
1 1 X1 1 1
C = —(1—Xo)c3+ =(1—X1)C5 — —Cg+ =X1C13— =X1C12. 12
11 2( X2) 3+2( X1)Cs v 6+ 5X1C13 — 5X1C12 (12)

In the actual calculation we have not used these constraimgtead we calculated al{—c;3 and
used eqs[(11) andl (12) as a cross-check on our calculation.

Beyond the leading-order, one encounters UV as well as saftcallinear singularities. We
use dimensional regularization [45] 34] to regulate boffesyof singularities. There are several
variants of dimensional regularization which are used wplealculations in QCD: Conven-
tional dimensional regularization (CDH) J35] continuelsmbmenta and all polarization vectors
to d dimensions. The 't Hooft-Veltman (HV) scheme][25] takes thementa and the helici-
ties of the unobserved particlesdndimensions, whereas the momenta and the helicities of the
observed particles are four-dimensional. The CDR schewitds employed within the interfer-
ence method, but is not suited for the calculation of amg@éts Enforcing the CDR scheme in
the calculation of amplitudes requires the introductioexiernal states withe™-helicities [36).
Furthermore, there are several versions of four-dimeagiechemes on the market. Despite the
name “four-dimensional schemes”, they are variants of dsimal regularization. The name
refers to how these schemes treat unobserved internatlparéind the Dirac algebra. The four-
dimensional helicity scheme (FDH) [|37] introduces an addal parameteds for unobserved
internal states, which is set to 4 at the end of the calculatichas the advantage that it respects
supersymmetric Ward identities up to two loops. The founehsional scheme defined [n]38]
keeps the Dirac algebra in four dimensions and allows theotiseur-dimensional Fierz- and
Schouten identities, at the expense of having to restorel Wantities. These schemes can lead
to considerable simplifications, in particular if many ertd particles are involved. For the pro-
cessete” — 3 jets, the number of external particles is relatively sraati we do not consider
these schemes further.

In this paper we keep our calculation rather general and werdpose the amplitude into spinor
strings, which we can compute without any reference to theedsionality of the external polar-
ization vectors. Internal particles and the Dirac algeleatieated ird dimensions. From these
spinor strings we can easily deduce the results in the CDBnserand the HV scheme. The
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result in the CDR scheme is obtained by interfering the taaplamplitude with the Born am-
plitude. On the other hand, by contracting with explicitnesentations of polarization vectors,
we obtain helicity amplitudes in the 't Hooft-Veltman schem

Including theZ-boson exchange, the situation becomes slightly more doatptl. Due to the
presence ofs, a specific scheme has to be chosen. Schemes which allow émrsgstent treat-
ment ofys are for example the HV scheme or the scheme definefl |n [38].0th schemes,
the regularization procedure violates certain Ward idexsti which have to be restored by finite
renormalizations. However, since the amplitudes consdiar this paper do not contain closed
fermion loops with axial-vector couplings, the results Iboson exchange can be obtained
from the ones for pure photon exchange by a simple adjustai¢hé electro-weak couplings.

It should be noted that in general the finite part of the amgés are also scheme-dependent. As
long as soft and collinear singularities are considerad,i$mot really an issue. Using the same
scheme in the calculation of the divergent contributiomsnfithe real corrections any scheme
dependence cancels out at the end. For the UV divergencesvegvwone has to keep in mind
that in general the coupling constant is scheme dependéetvalues of the coupling constant
in two different schemes are related by a finite renormabmatThe coupling constants in the
CDR scheme and the HV scheme are identical, since the ihtatas in these two schemes are
treated in the same way. The CDR or HV scheme, together watmthdified minimal subtraction
prescription K1S), defines the usual couplired'S and it is most useful to quote our results in
these schemes.

To obtain the results in the 't Hooft-Veltman scheme we warthie helicity basis. For fermions,
spinors of definite helicity are given by:

(1£ys)u(p),

(1Fys5)V(p). (13)

ur(p) =

NI =N

ve(p) =
We introduce the following short-hand notation for spimarth definite helicity:

i+) = [pi£) = us(pi) = V¢
(i) = (p£| = u(pi) = v=(pi), (14)

and the spinor products are then defined as

(pg) = (p—|la+),
lpd = (p+la—). (15)

Gluon polarization vectors are expressed in terms of Weylsp as [3P]{44]

(g Ivulk—) _ g+ ulk+)



P1
Ps

p2

Pa
P3

Figure 1. Labelling of the external legs for the amplitudbeTepton pair is denoted by, and
Ps.

wherek is the gluon momentum argfis an arbitrary null reference momentum. The dependence
on the reference momentum drops out in final gauge-invaaiaplitudes. An appropriate choice
of g can lead to a significant reduction in the number of diagraimsiwneed to be evaluated.

Helicity conservation for massless quarks and leptonsresghat there are only?2= 8 possible
helicity configurations foe™e~ — qqg, namely two choices for each fermion line together with
two possible gluon polarizations. Because the electrom diouples through the currefd +
IVW|5+) = (5F |W|4F), it is trivial to reverse its helicity simply by exchangimgy <+ ps and
by adjusting the weak couplings. Parity and charge conjogatan be used to further reduce
the number of helicity amplitudes which need to be calcdlatParity reverses all helicities
simultaneously and is implemented by complex conjugatirgpanor products (e.gij) <> [ji]).
Charge conjugation reverses the arrows of each fermion Imaddition there is a factqr1)
for each external gauge boson. Thus we are left with just ndegendent helicity amplitude,
which we take to bé\(1*,27,37,4% 57).
Keeping the reference momentupm the gluon polarization vector arbitrary we obtain:
i1 1 1
A/(1%,2",37,4757) = NACEE: { 2c1(g5)[42][12)(23) +c2§<q1>[12] [43)(35)[12(23)

+05(63)[3241){15)[12(23) + (A1) [12[41)(15)[12](23

+05% (a3)[32][43/(35)[12](23) + 2c6(q1)[12][41](35)

+2¢7(q3) [32][41](35) + 2c5(q3)[12][41)(15)
+2¢9(q3)[12][43|(35) +4c10(02) [12][42 (35)

+2011(6)[12[42)(25) + 1z (a1)[1242)(25)[12](23
+orag (@9)]32142(2512(23 | a7

Usingq = ps and the constraints of ed. (12) this can be simplified to:
A/(17,27,37,47,57) =



L\/—Z[l—sgz] {S<35> [42] {(1 — Xl) (Cg + X—2206 — 012) + (1 — X2) (C4 — 012) + 2012}
—(@[12 [[43J<35> (c2+ 2 - clz) +[41(15) (ca— c12>] } | (18)

We see, that for this choice of helicities agdhe amplitudeA, is described by three linear
combinations oty, ¢4, Cg, C12.

The perturbative expansion of the functiansindA, is defined through

6 = VA (o + (52) 6"+ (52) o7 +oresh).

A = \/Tnas<A§°)+ (2)AY+ (S—TST>2A\(,2)+O(O(S3)). (19)
Inserting the leading-order result for the
=cdd=0 =2, (20)

one gets the following result for the tree amplitude

(35)
(12)(23)(45)

In the helicity basis one can easily account forZakoson exchange by adjusting the couplings:

AY (124,37 4757) = 22 (21)

Az (11,202,313, 42 BY) — @(— QU+ 5 W) Br(5))Ay(1M, 242, 3%, M Bh) - (22)

with
. S
 s— m% +imzl 2z )

Here,mz andl" 7z are the mass and the width of tAdboson. The left- and right handed couplings
of fermions to theZ-boson are

¢ ll—QsifBw  ; —Qysinby

v = v, =
* cosBy

sinBy cosBy

whereQs andI3f are the charge and the third component of the weak isospimeofermion f
and6yy is the Weinberg angle.

Fz(s) (23)

(24)

2.2 Ultraviolet renormalization

The amplitudes we present are the renormalized ones, ieeulttaviolet subtraction has been
performed. To obtain the renormalized amplitudes in Mf& scheme, one replaces the bare
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couplingag with the renormalized couplings(p?) evaluated at the renormalization scpfe

Bo Qs [32 B1 Os\ 2
w = ast1- B (24 (B-2) (52) o). (25)
where
S = (4mte ®E, (26)

is the typical phase-space volume factodisa 4 — 2¢ dimensionsyg is Euler’s constant, anp
andp; are the first two coeffcients of the QOBfunction:

11 2 17 , 5
Bo= ECA— 3TRnf, B1= 5 —C3— §CATRnf CrTrNs, (27)
with the color factors
N2 —1 1
— — = _. 28
Ca=N, Cr 5N Tr 5 (28)

It is convenient here and for the subsequent discussioreaéaft and collinear singularities to
introduce a different notatiorj J#5]. In an orthogonal basfisinit vectors|i,i,a) in the three
parton color space we define an abstract velctby through

A= (i,i,aM), (29)

with the expansion in the coupliray defined by
_ O\ 4 (95 [ar@ 4 (95)?|ar@ 3
M) = 4Tra\/4nas[9v[ )+ (52) [ @)+ (52)" | >+O(as)} (30)
Then, the renormalized two-loop amplitude can be expessed a
_ a Os\2
M) = 4mon/ATS 2 U%&?>+(§§)\M&>>+(§) )Mé%>>+o<a§>}, (31)

At two loops the relation between the renormalized and the amplitudes is given by

Mg%)> = ‘ bare>
) = 5o - |20,
32) = S - ot aly + (BB %) @
Thus, we obtain for the renormalized functiang,
Ci(l),ren - gt c )bare
Ci(2),ren _ Szci(z),bare_ 3_Bo$ bare (33)



fori={2,4,12} and

(1),ren 1.(1).pare BO
(2)ren 2 (2),bare 3BO ),bare SB(Z) Bl (2),bare
Co = S - —S (@ “2 )% (34)

In this paper we set the renormalization sgale= s. The complete scale dependence is easily
recovered by expanding the prefactor

o e
o

accompanying ahloop amplitude to the appropriate orderein

2.3 Infrared structure
Based on universal properties of soft and collinear lintits,infrared pole structure of two-loop

amplitudes has been predicted by Catan] [45]. Here, we priefliew how to organize these
infrared poles foete~ — qqg. We start with the one-loop amplitude, which can be written a

D) = 1D (e) |2 )+ | F D), (36)

Herel (M (g) contains all infrared double and single poles jie and| F V) is a finite remainder.
At two-loops, the corresponding formula reads:

s) < P T po) . e

The one-loop insertion operatt?) is given by

1
1) — = pal
1Y) = 5T Ez_l_z ;TT ( ) : (38)
where
1 1
Ne) = TP5+vis, (39)
3 3
and the coefficient$? andy; are
Ta=Tg=Cr, T5=Ca,
3
Yo=VYq= 2CF7 Yg = Po. (40)
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In general, the color operatofsT  give rise to color correlations. However, the color stroetu
for the amplitudeete~ — qqg is rather trivial and the color operators are proportiowaihe

identity matrix in color space:

1
ToqTg= TRN’
TqTg=TgTg= —TrN. (41)
Explicitly, the one-loop insertion operator reads é0e~ — qqg:
1 1 TN
Wg) = = ve (B
e =3k <—s) TR
2 e(1 31 —€ —€ Bo
X {N(l X1 — X2) (€2+28) N (X7 *+ %5 )(82+<CA+2 <) | (42)
The two-loop insertion operator has the form
12)(g) =
1 1 e I (1—2¢) 1
1@ (1) = eygl \- T <€) = D (2)
2I (€) (I (s)+2[308> +€ Fi—e (Bo’5 +K) 1'Y(2e) +HY,  (43)
where
67 T 0. (44)

The functionH @ is process- and scheme-dependent andfer — qqg, it is given by [46[4]7

1 1 1
2 _— = YE — H(Z) H(Z) H(—Z) 4
iy (Mo 1y 1), (45)
whereHéz) = H((TZ) and
@ _ (T, o 409\, (1, ™ 41\ (3, ™ 3)1
He™ = (413 96" "86a) N T Z3 96 108) T\ 2% 3:2)N2
25\ N1
48 216) N "
o _ (G 89\ M5,
Hg” = (2 144"2+12) +< 72 108) "\ " an T 27" (46)
Using the above results we define the finite functh(r‘n)sf'”.
Ci(1)7ﬁn _ Cl(l) ren,
Ci(2)7ﬁn _ Cl(l) ren_l(l)( )Ci(l)Jen (47)



fori={2,4,12} and

Cf(sl) fin f(31) ren (1) (S)C(GO),
Céz),fm — Cél),ren_ (D) (s)cél)vfen_ |2 (s)c(so)_ (48)

Explicit results for the functionsi(z)’ﬁ” are given in sectiofj 4 and fcfl)’ﬁ” in the appendix A.

3 Method of calculation

In this section, we will discuss the method to calculate tinsal amplitudes foe™ e~ — gqo.
We have used QGRAIFF i8] for the generation of all Feynmanrdiag, which contribute to the
procesee” — qqg up to two loops.

The evaluation of the diagrams leads to tensor integralghwhultiply the various spinor struc-
tures of eq. [(8). Note, that there is no need here to considgeqtors for the various spinor
coefficients.

The tensor integrals are mapped to combinations of scdkgrials with higher powers of propa-
gators and different values dfi2]-[B4]. For this purpose, one introduces Schwinger peaters
for the propagators

(_ W = I'i/ x X " Texp(xi?). (49)
0

Combining the exponentials arising from different progagaone obtains a quadratic form in
the loop momenta. For instance, for a given two-loop intiegithn loop momenta; andkz, one
has then

d9; [ d%;
(A1, ) = /ind/:;/”-[d/z v ( @)Vr

2 i Lo es(3o). o

n
Zm@:ak§+bk§+2ck1-k2+2d-k1+2e-k2+f. (51)

and

The moments, ..., k¢ are linear combinations of the loop momeiktak, and the external
momenta. The coefficients, b, c, d*, é* and f are directly readable from the actual graph:
a(b) = ¥ x, where the sum runs over the legs in the(kz) loop, andc = § x; with the sum
running over the legs common to both loops. With a suitablnge of variables for the loop
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Figure 2: The PentaBox represents a typical diagram whertitdngle relation can be applied.
In the present calculation, the lower left leg is massive.

momentaky, ko, one can diagonalize the quadratic form and the momentuegnation can be
performed as Gaussian integrals over the shifted loop mtaaacording to

ddk ) 1

Lorentz invariance allows immediately to relate the foliogysymmetric tensor integrals to scalar
integrals:

ddk ddk
WV f 2y T 2¢ (12
/md/zkkf(k) dg — k()
/ ﬂk“wkpkcf(kz) (g™ gP° +gH*g"? + g'g’P) ﬂsz(kz) (53)
iT0/2 d(d+2) iT0/2 !

and the generalization to arbitrary higher tensor strastis obvious.

In the remaining Schwinger parameter integrals, the teinsegrals introduce additional factors
of the parameters and of 1/P. These additional factors can be absorbed into scalarraiteg
with higher powers of propagators and shifted dimensiopsntsoducing operators", which
raise the power of propagatoby one, or an operata™ that increases the dimension by two,

. 1
V“+—(_ki2)_vi = Vi ( k|2 V|+1 /d)q Xi eXp(Xi kZ),
d9k d(@d+2) 1 1
+ 2 _ 2\
d /|nd/2 exp(Pk?) = /7in(d+2)/2 exp(Pk) = 7 pdz (54)

At this stage, we are left with sets of scalar integrals of zegitopology in 4+ 2m— 2¢-

dimensions, and with raised powers of propagators, wimésea hon-negative integer. Then, for
some topologies like the PentaBox in fif. (2), immediate $ifinptions are possible. By means
of integration-by-part{ 24, 26] these topologies redacsipler ones. For the PentaBox in fig.

13



Figure 3. The generic CBox. For the CBgxhe upper right external leg is massive.

(@), for instance, partial integration provides the follog/triangle relations,
[(d—2vy—v3—Vs5) —v33"2~ —vs5" (27 —17)] PentaBoxm,vy,...,v7) = O,
[(d—vz—2v3—Vs5) —v22"3~ —vs5" (37 —47)| PentaBoxm,vy,...,v7) = 0. (55)

These relations can be used to eliminate the propagato4, anch that the PentaBox becomes
reducible to the CBoxshown in fig. [B).

After having performed obvious simplifications based oartgle relations, we are then able, to
calculate directly all necessary scalar integrals withrttethod of nested sumg J28]. For each
topology, this requires analytical solutions valid in angnednsion and for any (not necessarily
integer) power of the propagators in terms of nested sumstheofermionic contributions to
e"e” — qqg up to two loops, it suffices to have these analytical expoessior the CBox [P8],
the one-loop box with one external makg [49] and the one-#idapgle with two external masses

[BT]

We give the explicit representations as nested sums for dls& lintegrals. As a short-hand
notation, we use;j; = vj +V; for sums of powers of propagators in the following. The cvepl
triangle with two external masses is defined by

ddk; 1 1 1
T2 (i)™ (—k3)™ (—K§)™
whereks = ky — p1 — p2, k3 = ko — p3. It can be written as a combination of hypergeometric
functions,F;1. The series representation for this integral is given by
F(e—m+v3)l (1—e+m—vp3)l (M—E€—V13)

Triz(m,v1,V2,V3;X1) = (—8123)m+8+\’123/ (56)

Triz(M, V1, V2, Vaixa) = FOvD)T (V2)T (V3)T (2m— 26 —v123) (57)
y 2 x_'1 { m,g,\)zsr(il—.f—\)l)r(i]_—s—f—m—VZ) B I'(i1+IV3)I'(i1—m+s+v123)
i;n 1 Mg+ 14+m—g—vy3) F(iz+1—m-+g+vp3)
The one-loop box integral is defined by
BOX(M,V1,V2,V3,V4; X1, X2) = (58)

ddk; 1 1 1 1
iTe/2 (—12)™ (—k3)™ (—k3)™ (—kg)™’

( _5123> —MH-€+4+V1234 /
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wherek; = k1 — p1, ks = ko — p2 andks = k3 — p3. This integral can be expressed in terms of a
combination of Appell functions of the second kind and thiéeserepresentation is given by:

Box(m,v1,V2,V3,V4;X1,X2) =
F(m—s—vlzg)r(m—s—vz34)l'(1+v123—m+s)|’(1+vz34—m+s)
F(vi)F (v2)F (v3)l (va)l (2m— 2 —Vvj234)
» % % XIl XI2 r( I1+V3)r('2—|—V2)r(i1—.|—i2—m+8+V1234)
i1=0is= 0'1I i [T(i1+1—m+etvia)l(iz+1—m+e+voz)
_ymeVizg r(ll—l—m—8—V12)F(I2—|—V2)r(i1—|—i2—|—V4)
1 Mir+14+m—g—vi3)l(i2+1—m+€+Vr34)

m-g—vyse | (i1 +V3)[(i2+m—€—vag)l(iz+iz+v1)
—% . . (59)
Mit+1—m+e+vi3)l(i2+1+m—€—Vo3)
M—E&—V123 _5_\)234r(i1+m—8—V12>r(i2+m—S—V34)r(i1+i2+m—€—V23)
+Xq e : - . ——
Fi1+1+m—g—vip3)l(i2+1+mM—E€—Vo3g)
Finally, the two-loop CBox is defined by
CBoxX2(M,V1,V2,V3,V4,Vs; X1, X2) (60)
d d
2] 2 () ()" ()" () ()

with lo = kg + 15— p1, I3 =2 — p2, ka = kg — p123. The formula for this integral is given by:

CBOX2(M,V1,V2,V3,V4,Vs5;X1,X2) =
I (2mM— 2e — V1235) [ (1+V1235— 2m+ 2€)I (2M— 2€ — V2345) [ (1 + V2345 — 2M+ 2€)
(v (v2)l (v3) (va)T (vs)l (3m— 3 —V12345)
><F(m—s—v5)l'(m—s—vz3) i %ﬁﬁ
F(2m—2€—vz35) i1:0i2:0i1! i2!
F(i14v3)(i24+Vv2)l(i1+i2—2m+2e 4+ V123450 (i1 +i2 — M+ €+ Va3s)

M(iz+1—2m+2€ + V1235 (i2+ 1 —2m 28 +Vp345) (i1 + 2 +V23)
. X21m72€7V1235

o M(i1+2m—2e —Vv1o5) (i2+ Vo) (i1+i2+Vg)l (i1+i2+mM—€—Vy)
F(il-l-1+2m—2€—v1235)r(i2—|-1—2m-l—2£+vz345)r(i1+i2+2m—2£—v15)
_Xgm*287V2345

F(i14+Vv3)(i2+2m—2e —vays)l (i1 +i2+ V)l (i1+i2+M—€—vy)
r(i]_-i- 1-2m+ 28+V1235)r(i2+ 1+2m—2€—v2345)r(i1+i2+2m—2£—v45)
@2V, M2 Vises__ (i1 +2m— 28 —v1p5)l (io+2M— 2 — Vass)
M(i14+142m—2e —v1235) (i2+ 1+ 2m— 2 — Vo3ys)
o [(i1+1i2+2m—2e —Va35) (i1 +i2+3M— 3€ —V12345)
(i1 +i2+4m—4€ —V12345— Vs)

(61)
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Then, the evaluation of the multiple nested sums proceestersatically with the help of the
algorithms of [2B]. These algorithms rely on the algebraaperties of the so called-sums and
allow to solve by means of recursion the nested sums in tefgiven basis irZ-sums to any
order in the expansion parameteiZ-sums are defined by
NG ik
Z(Mmy, ..., MG X, X)) = > —1% (62)

my
n>iq>ip s >ig>011 lk

They are generalizations of Euler-Zagier suing [51, 52]
Zoy,.m(N) = Z(nmy,....mg1,..,1), (63)

or of harmonic sumg %3] {[%6] involving multiple ratios ofaes. The latter are well known
from calculations of Mellin moments of deep-inelastic stwwe functions[[33],[[37] -[[d0]. An
important subset oZ-sums are multiple polylogarithm§g ]30]-[32], obtained leytihg n go to

infinity in eq. (62):

Lil‘n(,...,ml(ka'wxl) = Z(°°;m17---,m<;xl,~~~7xk)- (64)

The key feature oZ-sums is the fact, that they interpolate between Gonchsuraultiple poly-
logarithms and Euler-Zagier sums, which occur in the exjoansf I'-functions,

F(n+¢)=T(1+¢)r(n)
x (1+€Zy(n—1) +€°Z11(n— 1) +€3Z411(n— 1) +... + " Z11_1(n—1)).  (65)

In summary, the evaluation of the multiple nested sums by expanding thie-functions
to the desired order, and by using then the algebraic piepest theZ-sums. In this way, we
could calculate all loop integrals contributing to the oagé two-loop virtual amplitudes very
efficiently in terms of multiple polylogarithms. All algghms for this procedure have been
implemented on a computer in symbolic manipulation progravide have chosen to work with
FORM [61] and in the GiNaC frameworK]BE,]63].

4 Results

Let us now discuss our results for the finite coeﬁicieq(f%’ﬁ” through ordere? and thens-

contributions taz ™.

We have made the following checks on our result. First ofafter UV renormalization, the
infrared poles agree with the structure predicted by C4¥&}i This provides a strong check of
the complete pole structure of our result. Secondly, havaigulated all coefficients;—;3, we
could use the various relations eqs.] (11) (12) betwean s as a cross-check. Note that for
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Cs there is an additional symmetry: one can show that the coatibimx;Cg is symmetric under
the exchangéx; « x2),

X1C6(X1,X2) = X2Cg(X2,X1). (66)

Finally, we could compare with recent work of Garland et @hey have obtained by an indepen-
dent method the result for the squared matrix eleménjs {461the interference of the two-loop

amplitude with the Born amplitude, and the interferencénefdne-loop amplitude with itself, as
well as the result for the one- and two-loop amplitudé [33fjeif results are given in terms of
one- and two-dimensional harmonic polylogarithms, whiainf a subset of the multiple poly-

logarithms [3P]{3R]. Thus, we have performed the companiginalytically. We agree with both

of their results.

Jfin

Here, we present explicitly the functicnﬁz)
amplitude are deferred to appenflix A.

, 1 =2,4,6,12. All formulae for the one-loop

Ra(X1,%2) 3 In(x)?
. o2
. 1(X1,X2)+(1_X1_X2)2 4(1-x1)(1—x1—Xo)
1 (=24 X +X2 —2+2%)

12x1(1—x1)(1—x2)(1— X1 — X2) ?

(2),fin
)

X:
(X1,%) = N¢N ( — 27()(1 +2X2>

(—6+ 19, + 25%)

—i—} In(xq) +

6(x+x)(1—x1—%)(1—xq)
1
1

(In(x) +In(x2)) 2 1 (2—=2%+x)

& e akdoxaoaog 0
18 (44);11(_51)(;)2(3(-;1—3;21)2(—; Eei(lz—_ XZZ?XZZ) In(xe) + 1i2 [ —8- 8 J—r 2; - (X12 il:(>1<z)
e e R e
o _2::(2)2 - x1(11— o +3x1<1—§<1)+<fi1>)<1 —XZ)] Lin(1—xa) — Liz(1—x)]
%x_ll - (1—1x2) +3(1—x1)(11—x1—x2)} Lio(1-0))

nt ( (x1® —%?)

. . 1
N\ 3x;2x,2 [L'3<X1+X2)+'—'3(1—X1—X2)+—In(x1+xz)|n(1—x1_xz)2

2

—% In(x1)R(x1,1— X1 — Xo) + %(In(xl)z —In(x1) IN(x2) +IN(x2)?) IN(1 — X1 — X2)

1. 5
[—le(l— Xo) — QR(Xl’ 1-x1—X2) — 202

1
—Zln(xz)R(xz,l—xl—xz)] + >

6X1 X2

+gLi2(1— x1) — Lio(1—x1 —X2) —IN(1—x1 — x2)% — In(xg +X2) In(1 — X1 — Xo)

1
—ZR(Xo,1—x%1 — ] _—
SR, 1 =X —%) 352

2 In()IN(L—x2) — 2 I0(x)(Lia(L~x0) ~ Liz(1~ %))  Lis(xa) ~ Lis(1—x)

[% In(x1)2IN(1—x1 —x2) — % In(x1) IN(1—x1 —x2)?
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171 )
2 [5 In(x2) IN(1— X1 — x2)

—%In(xz)zln(l—xl—xz) +%In(xz)zln(1—xz) _ %In(xl)(Liz(l—xl) ~Lig(1— X))

19
—In(x1)R(X1,1 — X1 —X2) + FR(Xl’ 1-—x1— xz)] +

) ) 19
+Liz(x2) +Lizg(1—x2) +In(X2)R(X2,1— X1 — X2) — FR(XQ, 1—x1—X2)

1 (19X1—|—13Xz) 1 ( 1—|—3X2—|—X1) 2
— e In(l—X1—Xo)+ = In(x
18 X1X2(X1—|—X2) ( 1 2> 4X2(1 X1)(1—X1—X2) ( 1)
1 (—19+419x; +51xy) 1 (1+X1+X2)

|< )+§X1(1 X1—X2)(X1—|—X2)

18 R(x2,1— X1 —
18x%(1—x1)(1— X1 — X2) (X2, 1— X1 —X2)

1 (1-%+x1) In(x )2_i (19— 19x%2 + 13xq)
aal—e)l—x—x) 7 18xal-)l-x-x)
1 1 1 2

12 * N +R(Xq, X
121x1(1—%)  %(1—x1) x1(I—x1)(1—x1—Xo) (L2+R(x1,%2)

—Liz(l—Xl) B Liz(l—Xz)) (le(l Xl) Liz(l—Xz) — R(Xl,l—Xl—Xz))

} Lio(1—x0)
3 x1(1—x2)

In(x2) +

X1 (X1 +X2)

B Lio(1—x1) 1(Liz (1—x1)+2R(x1,1—x1—x2))_g Lio(1—x2) )

(1-x1)(1—x1—x2) 3 X2(1—X1 —X2) 3x1(1—x1 —X%2)

: 3 In(xq1) 1 (2—2%2+x1) 3 R(x1,x2)
+'"”fN<§(1 XD (L—x1—%2) | 2x(1—x2)(1—x1 —x2) '”(X2>+§(1—x1_x2>2>

: In(l— i —
+'T,[\Tf(;xi R(x1,1— Xl—XZ)—%Z]-ZR(XZ,l—Xl—XZ)—F:—ZLW

1 (—143%+x) 1 (1—X2+X1)

2% (1—x1) (1= X1 —X0) InGx) - 2x1(1—x2)(1— X1 — Xo) In(xz)), (67)
(2),fin B 1 In(x2) (1+x1) 59 50 (1-3x1)(1—x1)
e 000) =N (351 1 ) 0 ) T 2 )
19 1 (Xl—Xz) (2 Xz) 2 .
S 18x1(1—x2) (X1 +X2)3 Ralaxe) - [12x1(1 22 (0t x)2 Liz(1=%)

1 (2—X2) 1 (7X1—5X2—6X1X2—|—5X2 —|—X1)
le(l—x2)2[|n< 2+ 3 Zz}_1_2(1 X2)X1(1— X1 — X2) (X1 + X2) InGa)

R(x1,X%2) 17 35 19 1 (1+x1) 1(1—3x1)(1—xq1)
_(1—x1—xz)(1—xz>(x1+xz>[Exz_l_z1_1_2+1_2(1 x2) 3 (1—%—%)
BX2?> 5% X1(1+X) 1 (2—x) 2 .

m B EX_]_ 2 (X]_-l-Xz) } B [1_2X1(1—X2>2 B (X]_-l-Xz)z} LIZ(l_Xl))
-1—%( ;Xi [le(l X1 —X2) +1In(1—X1 —X2) +In(x1+x2)ln(l—x1—x2)]
19 1 (X1+X2)

18(1—x)x1 = 3x3 [Q IN(x1)%IN(1— X1 — X2) + (IN(x1 +X2) — IN(x2)) IN(1 — X1 — X2)*
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—l—:—ZL |n(X1) Liz(l— Xl) — %Liz(l— Xz) |n(X1) — 2Li3(1— Xz) + 2Li3(X1—|—X2)
+2Li3(1—x1 —X2) — 2Liz(x2) — :—2L In(x2) IN(x1)IN(1—x1 — %2) + |n(X2)2|n(1—X1 —X2)

—% IN(X1)R(X1,1— X1 —X2) — g In(x2)R(X2,1— X1 — X2) — IN(x2)%In(1— xz)]

1 (76%2(1—%2) + 61xg — 11x1%0) (17%12 + 61x1 %2 + 38%?)
% X12(1— X2)2 18X13(X1—|—X2)
1 (—2X2 —+ 2X22 —2X1+ X1X2) 1 (Xl — Xz)
Z Xlz(l — Xz)2 ..'_3 6X12(X1 + Xz)
(—8+ 14xp — 6%% — 2X1 + X1X2) 1 In(x))  1(16xy+19%)
12)(12(1—X2)2 G2 1_2X1(1 X2) § X12(X1—|—X2)
1 (—10x12 + 5x12%0 — 14x1 + 8X1Xp + X1 %22 — 10x + 10%22)
_1_2 (X1+X2)X12(1—X2)2
1 (—2X12 + X12X2 + 2X1 — 8X1%2 + 5X1X22 — 2X2 + 2X22) .
_1_2 (X1+X2)X12(1—X2)2 LIZ(l_Xl))
ims / 1 1 (—2X%p + 2%0% — 2X1 + X1 X2 1 1
+T(X—12In(1—X1—Xz)—§( 21— %) )In(X2)+§7X1(1_X2)

(X1+X2) L (2=%) t 1
3 (x,1—X1—X2)>—ImfN<2ml< HEW)

R(Xz, 1- X1 — Xz)

|n(X2> +

R(X1,X2) +In(xz)2] + R(x1,1— X1 —X2)

IN(1—x1 —x2)

Liz(l—Xz)

(68)

Nt 91
(xl,xz)_ﬁ< [ In(1— xl—xz)—ﬁa+4lz+ In(x1+xz)] IN(1—x1—X%2)
1 (52¢12%p + 47x1%0? — 45x1 X0 — 14%p2 + 14%° — 19%12 + 19% )
36 (1—xX1—X2)(X1+X2)X2

+(X%X§X2) [+ % IN(1—xq) In(x1>2 _ %ln(xz)Liz(l—xz) + %Liz(l_ x1)In(x2)

1 . . 1 .
+5 In(x1) IN(1—xg —X2)% 4 Lig(x1) + Liz(1— xl)] + éle(l_ X1 — X2)

2).f
xlcé ) fin

R(x1,1—X1 —X2)

24 %2 +4 1 1
(" X1+ 4x1e) [JrZrln(xz)In(xl)ln(l—xl—xz)—Eln(lerxz)In(l—xl—xz)2

12X1%o

. . 1 (Xo2 +5%12 + 12X1X

_L|3(1—X1—X2)—L|3(X1+X2>] +—( 2 : 2x2) In(X1)R(X1, 1 — X1 — X2)
24 X1 X2

1 (—43xg +31x2 + 63Xy X + 12— 12 1 x1(1—xg—3x
L1 (4% 1 1X2 2) |n(x n(xg) + ~ 1(1—x1—3%) In(x))?

36 (1—x1)(1—X1—X2) 8(1—x1)(1—x1—X2)

1 (2%1% + %02 + 6x1%2) ) 4085 1
S | IN(1—X—X2) — ==+ —

24 X100 n(’“) (1= =)~ 55951 7%

1 2% — 1 —1+4

(X1 +2x1% — 1+X%7) Lot X1 (—1+4x2) R(x1, )

T24(1—x)(1—x—xp) 24(1 %2)(1— X1 — Xo)
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1 3 15 2(4x, — 5) 8y 7. .
[_ (1-%) (1—x1) (I—x1—xo) (x1+x2)]L|2<1_X1))

1 (—82x + 4112 + 14xy %2 4+ 41— 41xp) 4345
N(—=x | _
il 72 LI—x)(l—xi—x) n(x)” 13 2502
1 (31— 56%; — 31x2 + 25%1% — 20x1%7) 1 5

— | — | — 332+ 58, + 58—
36 1—x)(1—x1—%) () + 75| 3307+ 58 +

58
(1 — Xl)

7
(9%®+91+58)  (4x°—51x°+58—6%) } R(X1,%2)

(1 Xz) (1—X1—X2) (1—X1—X2)(X1—|—X2)
1 (2%1° 4 X1%0 + 2%02) 1 (2—4x1 — 4% + 2X12 + X1 X2 + 2%?)

Ri(X1,%2) + - 5

12 (Xl—i—Xz) 12 (1—X1—X2)
1 9 45 9(4x1+ 1) 36x1 :

11 — — Lio(1—
= T o) T—x—x) (x1-|-x2)} l2(1=x)

1 xaxeln(x) 1 (1340« — 102Xz — 67012 + 688 2%, — 335) Zz)

N

Ro(x1,X2)

8(1—x1—x)2 2 144 (1—x)(1—x2)(1— %1 — X2)
(=314 13%1)X2 + 31(1—x1)? 1 X1X0 — 8X1 + 2+ 4x72
| (X]_) = >
24 (1—x1)(1—X1—X2) 8 (1-x1—x2)
5 itns 1/ X3(—1+X3+3X2)
12 Zz 72) N 4<(1 X1) (1 — X1 — %o)
191

—2In(1 X1—X2) ——Zz—a> +(X1<—>X2), (69)

+man< R(X1,X2)

1
In(x1) — X (X2 +2X1)R(X2,1 — X1 — X2)

(2),fin _ o |n(X1) _:_L 1 _} 2_} . B
Cis (X1,%2) = n¢N (U(X1+X2)2 2 X(1—%) [ In(x2) 6Z2 +Lis(1 Xz)}

2
1 (1312 + 36x1 — 10x3X2 — 18xp + 31x22)
—— > In(x2) +
18 (Xl—i—Xz) X1(1—X2)
1 1 (1+x1)% (1—3x+3x2) X12
- —4 ~72 R(X1,X
12X (X1 + X2)2 (1—x) (1—x1—x) (x1+x2)} (%)
(1+2x) 6 1 1 : . 1
- - = Lio(1—x) —Lio(1—%)) — —————
[Xl(Xl—f—Xz)z (X1—|—X2)3 12X1(1—X2) ( 2< 1) 2( 2)) (X1—|—X2)X1)

(—%22 — 2% + 4% + X12)
(X1 +X%2)*

R1(x1,%2)

[5xz-|-42x1-|—5—

nf, 19 1 1 (13x12 — 297 4 42x1 X2 — 38> + 38%22)
+— ( -= +— > In(x2)
N 9 X1(X1—|—X2) 18 X1 (X1—|—X2)(1— X2)

1(2—2xp — 1) 5 1(—32x1— 192 + 16x12 + 35x1 X2 + 19%22)
o In(x2) % + 5 5 >

4 x1%(1—xz) 9 X12(X1 +X%2)
_(A-x—x)
3X]_3

— In(x2) In(l— X1 — Xz)} In(l— X1 — Xz) — |n(X2)2|n(l— X2> — :—ZLLiz(l—Xz) |n(X1)

IN(1—x1 —x2)

[{ In(x2)2 — % In(x1) In(x2) + % In(x1)% 4 In(x1 4 X2) IN(1 — X1 — X)
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. . . . 1 .
—2Li3(1—x2) — 2Liz(x2) + 2Li3(1— X1 — X2) + 2Liz(X1 + X2) + > In(x1)Li2(1—xq)

1 5 1 In(xp)
—ZIn(x1)R(X1,1— X1 — X2) — = In(X2)R(X2,1 — X1 — ] -

> (X1)R(X1,1—X1 — X2) 5 (X2)R(X2,1—X1 — X2) +2x1(x1 )
1 (X124 2Xq X + X2 — 2X1 — X2)

3 X12(X1 + Xp)? [In(l_xl_X2)2+|n(xl+x2)'”(1—X1—X2)

(2—2Xp—X1) (4% + X2 + %1% — %o7)

'H_iz(l—X]_—Xz)} + —12X12(1—X2) R(X]_,Xz) + 6X12(X1—|—X2)2 R(Xl,l—Xl—X2>
_i[ 1 E—8 (2x1+X2) ]_ Liz(1—x1) [5_(1—|—X1)+3+ 6 ]

12x1 (1—X2) X1 X1(X1—|—X2)2 12)(1(X1—|—X2) (1—X2) X1 (X1—|—X2)
~ Lix(1-x) [1_5(1+X1) 10 6 }

12x1 (X1 +X2) (1-%x) x1 (X1+x)

1 R(x2,1—X1—X2) Xo 23 X2(1—X2) 9

18 xi(X1+X0) [17+61x_1_x_1_38 X12 (xl-i—xz)D

iTNs /(X124 2X1 %0 + X2 — 2X1 — X2) 1(2— 2% —X1)
IN(1— % —xp) — =22~ %),
N < X12(X1 + X2)2 (1= %) 2 X12(1—x%2) n(x)
__ 1 —<1_X1_X2)R(x2,1—x1—x2)>—}inan In(xe) (70)

(X1+X2)X1 X;|_3 2 Xl(l—Xz) ’

We have introduced the function®,x2), which is well known from ref. [[2],
1 1 :
R(x1,X2) = (§ In(x1) In(x2) — In(xq) IN(L1—xq) + 512 - LI2(X1)> + (X1 %x2).  (71)

In addition, it is convenient, to define the symmetric fuant R (x1,X2) and R(Xg,X2) as

Ri(X1,X2) = (In(xl)LiLl( ,x1+x2) —}In(l—xl—xz)Zz—In(xl)Liz(xl-i—xz)

X1
X1+ X2 2

1 . X1
——1In In IN(1—x1 — —L -
5 (1) In(x2) IN(1—xg —X%2) —Lig 2 <x1 +XZ,X1+X2)

. X1 .
—Li JX1+X2 | +Lig(X1+X2) | + (X1 > X2).
21 <x1+xz 1 2) 3(x1 2)) (X1 > X2)
1 2 3 > 1 .
Ro(X1,X2) = éIn(xl) In(l—xl)—ZIn(xl) In(xz)—ZIn(xl)le(l—xl)

—% |n(X2) Liz(l— Xl) — Lig(l— Xl) + Li3(X1)) + (Xl — Xz) . (72)

We see in eqs[(67)E(70) that the multiple polylogarithnhbave simple arguments of a partic-
ular structure, that can easily be continued analytic&lgtails of this procedure are discussed

in appendix B.
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5 Conclusions

Determinations of the strong coupling constagtfrom data fore" e~ — 3 jets demand next-
to-next-to-leading (NNLO) theoretical predictions in fpgbative QCD. In this paper we have
calculated the fermionic contributions to the two-loop ditndee*e~ — qqg. Furthermore, we
have obtained the full one-loop amplitude to ord&in dimensional regularization, needed for
the interference of the one-loop amplitude with itself.

We have used a systematic, fast and efficient method for tlealation of loop integrals. Our
procedure allows for a direct evaluation of all scalar indgin arbitrary dimensions and with
arbitrary powers of propagators by means of nested sumsafjm®ach relies on the ability to
solve all nested sums in terms of multiple polylogarithmbkjok appear to be the natural class
of functions for virtual corrections in perturbative QCDs A& consequence, the results allow
for analytic continuation in a straightforward manner. fidfere, they apply also t@2 + 1)-jet
production in deep-inelastic scattering or to the produrctif a massive vector boson in hadron-
hadron collisions.

The results presented in this paper represent one combmbiat the full next-to-next-to-leading
order calculation oé"e~ — 3 jets. At the same time, it provides an important cross cloedke
results recently obtained by Garland et @] [33] with a caetgly independent method. Extend-
ing our approach to the calculation of the remaining contrdms to the two-loop amplitude for
ete” — qqg, i.e. the terms which are not enhancedipycan be done along the lines of section

B.
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A One-loop amplitude

Here we list the result for the one-loop functioﬁ)’fin to ordere?. The remaining functions
(1)’“", i =2,4,6, are of a similar length, and in order to save a few trees, oved list them

G
explicitly here. All results for the one-loop functiorwfsl)’f'”, I = 2,4,6,12, together with the
fermionic contributions:i(z)’f'”, i =2,4,6,12 to the two-loop amplitude can be obtained as a
FORM file from the preprint servér http:/7arXiv.prg by dowabling the source file of this article.

Furthermore they are available upon request from the asithor

In(x2)
Xl(l — Xz)

(1),fin
Ci2

1(6In(x2) —IN(x2)?)  R(x1,%) )

(X1,%2) = N(1+iTE) 2 (1—x2)%1 (1—X1 —X2)X1

+(s+ins2)N(
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Jr(1+ins)< 2 In(x2) 2 IN(1—x13—x2) IN(1—x1—X2)

N \xpe (I—xo)x1 (xa+X2)X2 — (X1+X2)2% X12X2
in(a-x :;22) —In(xe) +2(1_::3_ 1)
(I (6 00O ) it
X12(3 In(x2)) In(xe) — %R(xbl_xl—xz)+WR(XZ,1_X1_X2>
G ;‘13 * [(3IN(1 %) (131 %)) IN(x2)? ~ 2Ry(1~ X1 — 30 %0)

+(2Li2(1—X2)—4{2—|n(1—X1—X2)2)|n(X2)—|—6Li3(1—X1—X2)—|—6Li3(X2)
+In(x1 +x2) IN(L—x3 — X2)2 2(Lig(1—x3 — X2)+Zz)ln(1—x1—x2)])

(—2125 + 36— 9In(%2) + IN(x2)?) 11 |
+€ N(G X]_(l Xz) |n<X2)+ém|:—6Ll3(X1)

—6Li3(x2) —3In(x2)?IN(1—%2) + (—=3In(1—x1) +In(x2)) In(x1)% 4+ 4In(x2) L2
—(2Lia(1— %1) — In(x2)2 — 4) In(%1) — 6R(X1, X2) + 2R1 (X1, X2) — 2Liz(1 — X2) |n<x2)])

€2 /1(2172 — 36+ 9In(x2) — In(x2)?) (1—xq +3x2)
N (5 X1(1—X2) Inxe) - X1X2? Rea 1% —x)
(8—T70—4IN(1—x1—X2) +IN(1—x1—%2)?)  1In(1—x%1—X2)

- (X1 1 X2)%2 3 (i), R

(1—X1+X2)

6IN(1—x1 —X2) —IN(1— X1 — X2)?
+6In(1—x1 —X2) —IN(1—Xx3 —X%2)°) + X2

[Rl(Xl, 1—x1— Xz) — Liz(l— Xl) |n(X1)

+%(In(x1) —In(xg+x2)) IN(1— X1 — X2)% + 2In(x1) {2 — gln(xl)zln(l— x1) — 3Liz(x1)

+%(2Z2 +2Lip(1—x1 —%2) + In(xl)z) IN(1—x1 —x2) —3Liz(1—x3 — xz)]

1—-3x;—X : : .
+% [le(l— X2) |n(X2) — Rl(l— X1 — X2,X2) + 3LI3(1— X1 — Xz) +3LI3(X2)
1
1 :
+5(In0a + ) —1In(%2)) IN(1—x1 —%2)2 — Lio(1— X1 —X2) IN(1— X1 — Xo)
IN(1—x1 —X2)

1
+3R(X2, 1 —x1—X2) — > IN(x2)?(IN(1 — X — X2) — 3In(1—x2))] + g

[6—752
1 , 3 1 1 )
+§In(1—x1—xz) —éln(l—xl—xz)] +E[8—712—2In(1—x1—xz)+§In(x1)

1 173
+2In(1—x1 —x2)%— 2In(x1)] - [— IN(1—x1 —%2)2+9IN(1—x1 —x2)2
2 X1 2
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1
-3 IN(1—x1 —%2)3 +4R(x2,1— X1 — X2) — 6In(1— X1 — X2) — 3In(x2){2 + 6In(x2)

3 1 1-x1—X 3
—ZIn(x2)?+ = In(x2)® —l—# —2R1(1—x1—xz,xz)ln(l—xl—xz)——Zz2
2 3 X1 5

—(2In(x2) +In(1 —x1 — %2) + 2R(Xq, X2) + 4R(X1,1 — X1 — X2) + 5R(X2, 1 — X1 — X2)){2
+12Li4(1 — X]_) — 14Li4(1 —X1— Xz) — 14Li4(X2) — 3Li2(1 — X]_) In(l —X1— X2)2

+(2Z2—In(x1)ln(1—x1—x2)—Liz(l—xl)-I—%In(l—xl—xz)z—Liz(l—xz))ln(xz)z
—%In(xl-i—xz)In(l—xl—x2)3+Li2(1—x1—xz)In(l—xl—x2)2-|—4Li173(1,1—x1)
1—
+4Liz2(1,1—x1)+4Liz1(1,1—x1) 4+ 2(Lizg(1—xX1) +Liz(1—X1 —X2)) IN(1— X1 — %2)
2(Lizg(1,1—xq) +Lizz (11— x))(IN(1—x1 — %) +In(x2)) + [2L|21(1f 1 x1>
—2Li3(1—x1) +IN(1—x1— %) In(x1)? — 2In(1 — X1 — X2)Li2(1 — X1 ) 4 2Li3(x2)

+2Li11 X—l X1 ) In(1—x3 —X2) +2Li12 i,l—xl +}In(1—x1—x2)3
T\1-x “\1-—X1 3

+%(In(1—x1—xz)—4In(1—xz))ln(xz)3+Li171 (X— 1— xl) In(x2)?

_3In(x1) |n(1—X1 —X2)2+2Li17171 (X—ZX, 1, 1—X1>] |n(X2> — 6Li371 (X—ZX, l—X]_)
— X1 — X1

1 1
. 1-x— .
_2|_|211(1X ,1,1— Xl) —2L|17172 (%Xlxz,l,l—x;]) —6L|272<1i ) )
X2 : X2 : 1-x1—x%
—2L ,1,1— —2L — 11— —6L — 1
l112(1 Xl) |1’2’1<1—x1’ ; Xl) I2,2( 1-x Xl)
. . 1-x1— . 1—x1—
—6LI173 (X— 1- Xl) —2LI27171 <M,1,1—X1) —6LI173 (M,l—xl)

1-— 1-x1 1-Xx

. 1—xg— o (l-x—
—2LI17271 <%)(1)(2,1,1—X1> —6LI371 (%)q)(z,l_xl) + [|n(1—X1—X2)2

Jrln(xl)2 —2Li2(1—x3 —%2) —2In(Xg +X2) In(1 — X1 — X2) 4+ 6Lip(1— xl)} (>

1—X1—X%2
1-x1

—Li21 <1i—2Xl,l—X1) — Li172 (li— 1- Xl)} |n(l—X1—X2)]> . (73)

; : 1-x3—X
+3L|171 ( ,1—X1) |n(l—X1—X2>2+2[LI17171 (;2,1,1—&[)

1-x1
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B Analytic continuation

The multiple polylogarithms la, .. m, (Yk, ..., y1) are analytic functions itk complex variables
Yj» | = 1,...,k. To discuss the branch cuts it is convenient to change thablas according to

zi = l-yiy2..yj, (74)

and one has

Lime...m (Yo Y1) = Limg..my (11_ Zkal,W’ i_ Z,l— Zl) . (75)
The multiple polylogarithms have a representation as desiens. From this represenation one
deduces that the multiple polylogarithms are real, ifzalare in the intervall 6< z; < 2 and
(m,z1) # (1,0). If 1, ..., Zj—1, Zj+1, ..., Z are fixed in this interval, a given multiple polylog-
arithm is an analytic function in the remaining varialjewith a branch cut along the negative
real axis starting from 0. We denote byRend Im, the real and imaginary part with respect to
the variablezj. In the calculation presented here, #s are ratios of two kinematical invariants:

—S;
zj = —2 (76)
—tj
In fact, the only ratios which occur are:
x| = —512, 1_x = —S23— 313
—S123 —$123
Xp — —S23 L 1= —S12— 313
—S123 —$123
1ox —Xp= —2 X1+X2=LSQS~ (77)
—S$123 —S123
The real and imaginary part of the logarithm is given by
Re Lii(1—2) = In|Z,
Im,Li1(1-2 = —Imin (_ts_i'g) — TiB(s) — B(t)]. (78)

Eqg. (78) defines the sign of the imaginary part for a ratio af tavariants. All imaginary parts
of higher multiple polylogarithms can be related to the imagy part of the logarithm. They are
easily obtained from the iterated integral represantation

LIITk ..... ml(xk,--le) =
X1

t t
[ (% ™l de / de \™tdt / dr\™ta
t 1—t t 1—t t 1—t’
0 0 0

25



and the fact that

1 0

The imaginary part in the variablg is given by

. 1—z 1-»
lmZi L|mk,...,m1 (1_Zk17“'7 1_2171_21) =
1_2]_ 71
. dt \™ dt

Im Liq (1— z — ——o0...

mis@-z)) < [ (Fo) " 1R
0

ot | —

e\t p o Ta dt \™1 dt
O/ (TO) O/dt{aﬁ(t—l)}o...o O/ (To) = (81)

Using partial integration, the iterated integral is thelatedd to multiple polylogarithms of re-
duced weight. For the dilogarithm and the trilogarithm ob&ms the well-known formulae

ImLiz(1—2) = In(1—2) ImLii(1-2),
ImLiz(1-2) = %Inz(l—z) ImLi(1-2). (82)

In the two-loop amplitude there are also multiple polylothens depending on two variables in
the form Ligp((1—22)/(1—21),1—21), where(a,b) = (1,1), (1,2) or (2,1). In general we have

. 1-»
Li ——1-z| =
ab<1_217 1)

. 1-z . . 1-z
Rey, Rey, Ligp ( =—2,1—2 | +i Rey Imy, Liap 217
1-7 1-7

. , 1-z : 1-z
+i Imy, Rey, Liap (E,l—zl) —Imy, 1My, Ligy (TZi,l—zl) . (83)

For the imaginary parts we find:

) 1-2 ) 1-» .
Imzl L|]_1 (TZ:L’:L_Z]') = L|1 (1—Zl> Imzl Lll(l—Z]_),

) 1-2 . . (1—2 .
Imzl Lllz(l—Zl,l—Zl) :—Lll(Zl)LI]_(l Z]_) Imzl LI]_(l-Z]_),

: 1-z . (1-z .
Imy, Lz (Tzi,l—zl) :L|2(1—2i> Imy, Liy(1—21). (84)

. 1- . . (11— ,
|mz2 Liiq (1—?,1—21) = [Lll(l—zl)—Lll( Zl)} ImZZ L|1(1—Zz),

1-2
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1-»

|m22Li12<1_Zl,1—21)
. . (1l-2z 1-z .

— [uz(l—zl)—le(l_Z;)+L|1(22)L|1(1_Z;)} Imz, Li1(1—2),
. 1-z

|mz2 Liog (rzi,l—h)

= — [Liz(l—zl)—Liz <i_§;) +Li1(2) Li]_(l—Zl)} Imz, Li1(1—2). (85)

Im,, Imy, Li11<1_§2,1 z1> 8(z1— 22) Imy, Lig (1—21) Imy, Liz (1—2),
1
1-2
Im, Img, Li1o T ,1 Z 8(z1 —22)Li1(z1) Img Li1 (1 —2z1) Imy, Lig (1—20),
1-
Imzl Imz2 L|2 ( 1 Z]_)
= 21—22 Lll(Zl) Lll(Zz)] |mz1 Lil(l—Zl) |mz2 Lil(l—Zz). (86)

The imaginary parts of the harmonic polylogarithmgpld,1— z) can be obtained from the
formulae above by settingp = z;. Special care has to be taken for the double imaginary part.
Here one uses

10

9
B(x—1)— 53

ox
and a factor 12 appears in the final formulae:

B(x—1) = [6(x— 1)]2 (87)

1-z 1 . 2
Zl|_>leImZl Img, L|11<1_ ) = E[ImZl Li1(1—2z)]",
1-» 1. . 2
Zlmllmzl Imy, L|12<1_ 1,1—21) = —§L|1(zl)[lmZl Li1(1—2z)]",
fim Imy, Imy, Lioy (1-2.1-7) = 0 (88)
771 Z1 2 21 1— 1 1 - .

In the one-loop amplitude we encounter additional multgaoéy/logarithms. We discuss here as
an example the imaginary parts ofiki((1—2)/(1—22),(1—2)/(1—2z1),1—z1):

. l1-z3 1-2 . l1-z3 1-2 .
Img, Li —— —— 11—z ) =L —— —— | Imy Liy(1—2z
2 111(1_22,1_21, 1) 11(1_22,1_21> z Li1(1-2z1),

. l1-nz 1—-2 1-7 . . (1—71
Im,, Li ——1-71| =Li Li1(1—2z)—Li
2 111(1_22,1_21, 1) 1(1 22)[ 1(1-2) 1(1_22”

x Img, Li1 (1—-2),
. l1-z3 1-2 . 1-» . 1-»1—7
Im,, Li ——1-71) =< Li —1-71 ) —Li
z3 111(1—22,1—2]_, 1) { 11<1_Zl7 1) 11(1_2171_23)
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—Liy (i:Z) {Lil(l—zl)—Lil (i:Z)” Img; Lia (1-23),

l1-z3 1—-2 . (1l—2z3 .
— = = 1—-z1| =06(zy—2)Li Im,, Li1(1—2z
1 21 2 1) (z—2) 1<1_ ) z Li1(1-2)

x Img, Li1 (1—-12),
l1-z3 1—-2

_ — — . (1-2 . (1-2
Imzllm23L|111<ﬁ,1 20 —Zl) 6(z1—zs) _L|1<1_Zl)—|_|1<1_23)]
X Img Li1(1—2z1) Imy Lig (1—23),
6(
(

|mz1 |mz2 Li 111 (

. 1-z3 1-— 22 . . (1—27g
|m22|m23LI111(1 Z,l Z]_ ) Zz—Zg) LIl(l_Zl)_LIl(l—Zz)}

x Img, Li1 (1—2) Img, Lig (1—23),
. -3 1-2 .
Imz, 1M, Mg, Lizga 121 2 1-21 | =0(z1—2)0(22—23) Im, Li1 (1—-21)

x Img, L|1(1—22) Imgz, Lig(1—23). (89)

From these formulae the imaginary parts ofih{((1—2z3)/(1—2z),1,1—2) can be obtained by
settingz, = z;. Double imaginary parts im andz are given by

1-— 1-— 1 1- .
lim Imz, Im, L|111< 23,—22,1— 1) ——L|1< 23) [Imy, Lll(l—Zl)]z,

=7 1—22 1—21 2 1-
lim Imy, Imy, Im,, Li 1=z 1-2 1-7
oz 4l Vi) 73 111 1_227 1_217 — 4
1 . .
= 59(21—23) [ 1My, Li1(1—2)]? Imgz, Li1(1—23). (90)

At weight four there are in addition the multiple polyloghms with indices Liy, Li13, Lizg, as
well as Li11, Liz21 and Lip12. The imaginary parts of those are obtained in complete ggalo
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