arXiv:2310.14551v1 [hep-ph] 23 Oct 2023

Prepared for submission to JHEP BONN-TH-2023-12

Rational terms of UV origin to all loop orders

Claude Duhr^a Paarth Thakkar^a aBethe Center for Theoretical Physics, Universität Bonn, D-53115, Germany

E-mail: cduhr@uni-bonn.de, pthakkar@uni-bonn.de

Abstract: Numerical approaches to computations typically reconstruct the numerators of Feynman diagrams in four dimensions. In doing so, certain rational terms arising from the (D − 4)-dimensional part of the numerator multiplying ultraviolet (UV) poles in dimensional regularisation are not captured and need to be obtained by other means. At one-loop these rational terms of UV origin can be computed from a set of process-independent Feynman rules. Recently, it was shown that this approach can be extended to two loops. In this paper, we show that to all loop orders it is possible to compute rational terms of UV origin through process-independent vertices that are polynomial in masses and momenta.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Multi-loop amplitudes in dimensional regularisation 2

3 UV renormalisation and the MS-scheme 5

4 Rational terms of UV origin 8 4.1 All-order definition of rational terms of UV origin 8 4.2 Proof of the properties of the ~R map 10

5 Diagrammatic interpretation of rational R_2 terms of UV origin 13

6 Conclusion 15

1 Introduction

Performing precise predictions for high-energy collider experiments, like the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN, typically requires one to evaluate Feynman diagrams involving loops of virtual particles. In this context, the computation of one-loop corrections is often considered a solved problem, because there are several computer codes that allow one to evaluate one-loop corrections in an automated way, e.g., refs. [1–7]. Many of these codes rely, in one way or another, on unitarity-based approaches [8, 9] and the OPP method to reconstruct the numerators of one-loop Feynman diagrams [10]. Many of these algorithms only reconstruct numerators of Feynman diagrams with all momenta and Dirac matrices in four space-time dimensions. Feynman integrals typically diverge, and the most common regularisation is dimensional regularisation, where the integrals are evaluated in D = 4 − 2ϵ. The difference between the results obtained with the D- and four-dimensional numerators are purely rational terms at one-loop. There are two classes of rational terms. The so-called R_1 terms can be obtained during the procedure of reconstructing the numerator. The R_2 terms instead arise from poles in ϵ multiplying the (D − 4)-dimensional part of the numerator. An independent method is thus needed to reconstruct the rational R_2 terms. At one loop all R_2 terms stem from poles of ultraviolet (UV) origin [11], and they can be computed using a set of process-independent tree-level Feynman rules that are polynomial in momenta and masses [12]. This allows one to implement these Feynman rules into automated computer codes (e.g., using the UFO format [13]) and to compute the R_2 terms from tree-level Feynman diagrams. At

– 1 – one loop, these Feynman rules have been evaluated for processes within the Standard Model [14–16] and beyond [17, 18].

In order to reach the precision required by the experiments, one-loop computations are not enough, and also higher-loop Feynman diagrams need to be evaluated. There was a lot progress in recent years in understanding the structure of multi-loop Feynman integrals (see, e.g., refs. [19, 20] for recent reviews), and numerical unitarity methods at two loops are also slowly reaching maturity (see, e.g., refs. [21, 22]). So far, however, these advances are restricted to computations with few external legs. For the future, automated approaches to two- and higher-loop computations, like at one-loop, are highly needed and desirably, and first steps in this direction have already been taken [23–25]. These approaches also reconstruct the numerators of Feynman diagrams in four dimensions, so again one needs to recover the R_2 terms by other means. It was recently shown that also at two loops one can define a set of process-independent tree-level Feynman rules that are polynomial in masses and momenta so that the rational R_2 terms of UV origin can be obtained by computing all tree-level and one-loop diagrams with these new vertices inserted [26–28].

The purpose of this paper is to address the Quantum Field Theory question in how far it is possible to obtain tree-level Feynman rules to compute rational R_2 terms of UV origin even at higher loops. We will show that it is indeed possible to define a set of vertices that are polynomial in momenta and masses, such that the Feynman diagrams with these vertices inserted compute precisely the UV counterterms and the R_2 terms needed to obtain the value of the Feynman diagram in the (modified) minimal subtraction (MS) scheme. Our result shows that the definition of the Feynman rules for R_2 terms of UV origin has a field theoretic definition to all orders in perturbation theory.

This paper is structured as follows. In section 2 we introduce our notations and conventions, and in section 3 we review UV renormalisation in the MS-scheme. In section 4 we present our definition of rational R_2 terms, and we prove that they are always polynomial in masses and momenta. In section 5 we discuss how R_2 terms can be interpreted in terms of Feynman diagrams to all orders in perturbation theory. Finally, in section 6 we draw our conclusions.

2 Multi-loop amplitudes in dimensional regularisation

Our goal is to study L-loop Feynman integrals in Quantum Field Theory (QFT) attached to a Feynman graph Γ with n external legs. More precisely, we are interested

– 2 – in Feynman diagrams Γ that contribute to amputated off-shell Green’s functions,^1

A_Γ(p_1, . . . , p_n) = ∫ ( L∏ i=1 d^Dq̄_i (2π)^D ) N_Γ(p_i, q̄_j ) ∏ e∈E_Γ De , n∑ i=1 p_i = 0 , (2.1)

where E_Γ denotes the set of edges of the graph Γ and D_e is the denominator of the propagator attached to the edge e:

D_e = (_n ∑ i=1 α_{e,i} p_i + L∑ j=1 β_{e,j} q_j )_2 − m^2_e , α_{e,i} , β_{e,j} ∈ {−1, 0, +1} . (2.2) Note that, if we allow graphs with two-point vertices, this definition encompasses propagators raised to higher powers. The numerator N_Γ(p_i, q̄_j) is a polynomial in the external and internal momenta p_i and q̄_i and the masses m_e of the propagators. In the case of external particles with spins greater than zero (typically, Dirac fermions and/or vector bosons), the numerator is actually a tensor in the corresponding spin or Lorentz indices. We will suppress this tensorial structure in the following.

The integral in eq. (2.1) may diverge. In order to regulate the divergences we work in dimensional regularisation in D = 4 − 2ϵ dimensions. More specifically, we will work in the ‘t Hooft-Veltman (HV) scheme, where all external momenta and polarisations are chosen to lie in four dimensions, and all internal momenta q̄_j lie in D dimensions. We denote D-dimensional quantities with a bar. Their projections to four dimensions are represented without the bar, and the (D − 4)-dimensional components are denoted with a tilde. For example, the D-dimensional loop momenta are q̄^{μ̄}_j = q^μ_j +q̃^{μ̃}_j , where q^μ_j and q̃^{μ̃}_j are their four- and (D−4)-dimensional components. D-dimensional Lorentz indices are contracted with the D-dimensional metric ḡ_{μ̄ν̄} :

ā_{μ̄}b̄^{μ̄} = ḡ_{μ̄ν̄} ā^{ν̄} b̄^{μ̄} = a_μb^μ + ã_{μ̃}b̃^{μ̃} , (2.3)

where the metric tensors in the four- and (D − 4)-dimensional spaces are defined by

a_μb^μ = g_{μν} a^ν b^μ and a_{μ̃}b̃^{μ̃} = g̃_{μ̃ν̃} ã^{ν̃} b̃^{μ̃} . (2.4)

Note that, if the Feynman graph Γ contains fermion lines, the numerator will typically involve D-dimensional Dirac matrices γ̄^{μ̄}, and D-dimensional identities between Dirac matrices will have to be used.^2

1We will often refer to A_Γ as ‘amplitude’, despite the fact that it is the analytic expression of a single Feynamn diagram Γ contributing to an amputated off-shell Green’s function.

2The integrand may also involve the Dirac matrix γ^5 and/or the Levi-Civita tensor ϵ^{μνρσ} . Both are purely four-dimensional objects, and care needs to be taken how to implement them into dimensional regularisation. We do not expect that any of our conclusions rely on this issue in any essential way, but we exclude them from our discussion, since their treatment requires special care.

– 3 –

In applications, especially when automated computer tools to generate Feynman diagrams are involved, it is often easier to generate the numerators in four rather than D dimensions. This then leads to the integral

A_Γ(p_1, . . . , p_n) = ∫ ( L∏ i=1 d^Dq̄_i (2π)^D ) N_Γ(p_i, q_j) ∏ e∈E_Γ De . (2.5)

Note that the integration measure, as well as the denominators of the propagators, are kept D-dimensional. The numerator, instead, is purely four-dimensional, and can be obtained from the numerator N_Γ(p_i, q̄_j ) in eq. (2.1) by simple projection to four dimensions: N_Γ(p_i, q_j ) = N_Γ(p_i, q̄_j)|_{D→4, ḡμ̄ν̄ →gμν , γ̄μ̄→γμ} . (2.6) If the integral in eq. (2.1) is convergent, then it is equal to the integral computed with the numerator in four dimensions, up to terms that vanish in four dimensions, i.e., A_Γ = A_Γ + O(ϵ) for convergent integrals. However, if the integral in eq. (2.1) is divergent in D = 4 dimensions, the difference A_Γ − A_Γ may involve finite contributions, and possibly even poles. Hence, a method is required to evaluate this difference separately.

In ref. [12] it was shown that for one-loop graphs, the difference A_Γ − A_Γ is a purely rational function of the external momenta and masses. More precisely, it is possible to define a novel set of vertices, called R_2-vertices, which are polynomial in the momenta and masses, and the finite contributions to the difference δR_Γ = A_Γ − A_Γ are obtained by considering all possible tree-level Feynman graphs with a single R_2 vertex inserted. Recently, it was shown that a similar approach can be used at two loops [28]: it is possible to define a set of two-loop R_2 vertices, which are polynomial in the momenta and masses, and the difference between the (renormalised) amplitudes computed with D- and four-dimensional numerators is obtained by considering all one-loop and tree-level Feynman graphs with one- and two-loop R_2 vertices inserted:

RA_Γ = A_Γ + δR_Γ + δZ_Γ + ∑ γ (δR_γ + δZ_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + O(ϵ) , (2.7)

where the sum runs over all one-particle irreducible (1PI) subgraphs of Γ. RA_Γ is the renormalised diagram in the MS scheme, and δZ_γ and δZ_Γ are the corresponding one- and two-loop UV counterterms. More precisely, at two loops we have:^3 The quantity δR_γ is the one-loop R_2 vertex for the one-loop subgraph γ, and δR_Γ is the two-loop R_2 vertex, which is a polynomial in internal masses and external momenta.

3In ref. [28] the UV counterterm is written as δZ_Γ+δ ~Z_Γ, where δZ_Γ captures the four-dimensional contributions, and δ ~Z_Γ depends on the (D − 4)-dimensional components of the loop momentum. In our conventions, the UV counterterm is the sum of these two contributions.

– 4 –

The R_2 vertices are non-zero only for superficially UV divergent graphs (see the next section), and can be computed from eq. (2.7)

δR_Γ = RA_Γ − A_Γ − δZ_Γ − ∑ γ (δR_γ + δZ_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + O(ϵ) . (2.8)

Let us conclude this review by commenting on infrared divergencies. If the QFT under consideration involves massless particles, then the loop amplitudes will typically have poles of both ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) origin. At one loop, it is known that IR singularities can generate finite contributions to the difference A_Γ − A_Γ in intermediate steps of the computations, but these contributions cancel in the final result in the HV scheme [11]. At two loops, the effect of IR singularities on two-loop rational R_2 terms is still an open question, and the results of ref. [28] are strictly speaking only applicable to rational R_2 of UV origin.^4

Beyond two loops, it is currently unknown if the finite contributions to the difference A_Γ −A_Γ can be described by a set of R_2 Feynman rules that are polynomial in momenta and masses. In the remainder of this paper we show that, at least for those contributions that arise from UV poles, this is indeed the case. Before we discuss our generalisation of the results of ref. [28] to arbitrary orders, we need to have a closer look at the structure of UV singularities in QFT.

3 UV renormalisation and the MS-scheme

In this section we review the renormalisation of QFT amplitudes in the MS-scheme. Since we are only interested in UV singularities, we restrict the discussion to theories without IR singularities, though the conclusion of the structure of UV singularities does not depend on this restriction on any essential way. We also restrict the discussion to the amplitude A_Γ, but all the formulas equally apply to A_Γ.

We start by reviewing Weinberg’s theorem, which gives a sufficient condition to decide if a Feynman integral (in Euclidean space, i.e., after Wick rotation) is convergent [30]. We define in the usual way the superficial degree of divergence of Γ as the naive scaling of the integrand as all loop momenta go to infinity simultaneously,

ω(Γ) = LD − 2 N_{prop} + deg N , (3.1)

where N_{prop} denotes the number of propagators that involve at least one loop momentum and deg N is the degree of the numerator N seen as a polynomial in the loop momenta q̄_j. Weinberg’s theorem then states that, if ω(Γ) < 0 and Γ does not contain any divergent subgraph, then the integral A_Γ converges (in Euclidean space). We stress that Weinberg’s theorem only expresses a sufficient condition for convergence, but it is by no means necessary.

4There are indications that rational terms of IR origin cancel at two loops at least in QED [29].

– 5 –

UV singularities are recursively removed by the renormalisation procedure. The subtraction is encoded in the Bogoliubov-Parasiuk-Hepp-Zimmermann (BPHZ) forest formula [31–33] (see also ref. [34] for an interpretation in the context of Hopf algebras). The renormalised amplitude is given by

RA_Γ = (1 − K)bA_Γ , (3.2)

The operator K extracts the poles in ϵ, and its precise form defines the renormalisation scheme. For the Minimal Subtraction (MS) and Modified Minimal Subtraction (MS) schemes its action on a Laurent series f(ϵ) = ∑ k≥k_0 fk ϵ k is given by

K_{MS}f(ϵ) = −1∑ k=k_0 f_k ϵ^k and K_{MS}f(ϵ) = K_{MS} [ e^{LγE} (4π)^{Lϵ} f(ϵ) ] , (3.3)

with L the number of loops of the graph it acts on, and γ_E = −Γ^′(1) is the Euler- Mascheroni constant. Finally, b is the Bogoliubov map:

bA_Γ = A_Γ − ∑ γ∈W (Γ) R A_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} , (3.4)

where W (Γ) is the set of all products of 1PI subgraphs of Γ that are different from the empty graph and from Γ itself. Γ/γ denotes the Feynman graph obtained by shrinking the subgraph γ to a point, and the insertion operator is defined by

f_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} = ∫ ( L^′∏ i=1 d^Dq̄_i (2π)^D ) f_γ (p_i, q̄_i)

N_{Γ/γ} (p_i, q̄_j) ∏ e∈E_{Γ/γ} De , (3.5)

with L^′ the number of loops of Γ/γ. Finally, R defines the UV counterterm (in the scheme defined by K) of the subgraph γ:^5

R A_Γ = KbA_Γ . (3.6)

Since K(1 − K) = 0, the renormalised amplitude is always finite. Note that the renormalised amplitude in eq. (3.2) can also be written

RA_Γ = ∑ γ∈W (Γ) δZ_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} , (3.7)

where we introduced the UV counterterm of a graph γ:

δZ_γ = −R A_γ . (3.8)

The sum runs over all products of 1PI subgraphs, including the empty graph and Γ itself, and we define W (Γ) = W (Γ) ∪ {∅, Γ}, and Γ/Γ = ∅ and Γ/∅ = Γ.

In the MS and MS-schemes, the maps R and R have the following properties:

5Note that the bar on top of R does not refer to D vs. four-dimensional components.

– 6 –

1. If ω(Γ) < 0, then R A_Γ = 0.

2. R and R commute with derivatives with respect to external momenta or propagator masses.

3. R A_Γ is a polynomial in external momenta and propagator masses.

4. R and R are multiplicative: R [ A_{Γ1} · A_{Γ2} ] = RA_{Γ1} · RA_{Γ2} , R [ A_{Γ1} · A_{Γ2} ] = R A_{Γ1} · R A_{Γ2} .

(3.9)

The proofs of these statements can for example be found in ref. [35].

Let us discuss how the aforementioned properties of the R and R maps lead to a Feynman diagrammatic interpretation. Due to Properties 1 and 4, we only need to compute UV counterterms for superficially divergent 1PI graphs. In a renormalisable theory, there are typically only a finite number of superficially divergent 1PI graphs at a given loop order. Property 3 implies that the UV counterterms of these superficially divergent 1PI graphs are polynomials, and can thus be interpreted as tree-level Feynman rules. The renormalised amplitude RA_Γ is then obtained by adding to A_Γ the Feynman graphs where we have replaced in all possible ways superficially divergent 1PI subgraphs γ by their UV counterterms δZ_γ . We see that properties 1, 3 & 4 are sufficient to achieve a diagrammatic interpretation of the counterterms (Property 2 is needed in order to prove Property 3).

We conclude with some comments. First, we work in the HV scheme, where all external momenta are taken in four dimensions. The UV counterterms, however, should be evaluated with D-dimensional external momenta. Indeed, if γ appears as a subgraph of a higher-loop graph Γ, then the external legs of γ may contain loop momenta, which are D-dimensional. Second, we can apply the same reasoning to the amplitude A_Γ, and its renormalisation requires UV counterterms δZ_γ , which may be different from the UV counterterms δZ_γ obtained from A_Γ. The counterterm vertices δZ_γ will be used to construct numerators for the counterterm graphs, but they have a dependence on the (D − 4)-dimensional components of the loop momenta, stemming from the D-dimensional momenta in the propagators in A_γ . We refer to ref. [28] for a detailed discussion at two-loop order.

– 7 –

4 Rational terms of UV origin

4.1 All-order definition of rational terms of UV origin

In this section we present our definition of rational R_2 terms of UV origin at all loop orders. We start by recursively defining a map ~R:

~RA_Γ = F [ RA_Γ − RA_Γ − ∑ γ∈W (Γ) ~RA_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} ] . (4.1)

The recursion starts with ~RA_Γ = RA_Γ − RA_Γ if Γ is a one-loop graph (because a one-loop graph does not have any proper 1PI subgraphs). The operator F is similar to K, but it extracts in addition the coefficient of ϵ^0: F [ f(ϵ) ] = ϵ K [ ϵ^{−1} f(ϵ) ] . (4.2)

In the MS and MS-schemes it is explicitly given by

F_{MS} [ f(ϵ) ] = 0∑ k=k_0 f_k ϵ^k and F_{MS} [ f(ϵ) ] = F_{MS} [ (4π)^{Lϵ}e^{γE ϵ}f(ϵ) ] . (4.3)

Note that ~R depends on the choice of the renormalisation scheme, through the explicit appearance of the renormalised amplitudes.

Equation (4.1) can be cast in the form

RA_Γ − RA_Γ = ~RA_Γ + ∑ γ∈W (Γ) ~RA_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + O(ϵ) , (4.4)

where we used the fact that F[f(ϵ)] = f(ϵ) + O(ϵ). We see that the ~R map allows us to compute the finite terms from the difference of the renormalised amplitudes RA_Γ − RA_Γ.

We start by stating the following properties of the map ~R:

1. If ω(Γ) < 0, then ~R A_Γ = 0.

2. ~R commutes with derivatives with respect to external momenta or propagator masses.

3. ~RA_Γ is a polynomial in external momenta and propagator masses.

Note that these three properties are the analogues of the first three properties of the R map reviewed in the previous section. Also note that we can extract the poles of ~RA_Γ by acting with K. Since KR = 0 and KF = K, we find

K ~RA_Γ = −K [ ∑ γ∈W (Γ) ~RA_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} ] . (4.5)

– 8 –

We see that the poles of ~RA_Γ are entirely determined by lower-loop information. In particular, if Γ is a one-loop graph, K ~RA_Γ = 0. Starting from two loops, ~RA_Γ will in general contain poles in ϵ.

So far, eq. (4.4) is simply a recasting of the definition in eq. (4.1). In the remainder of this section, we show that the right-hand side of eq. (4.4) can be interpreted as the generalisation of the one- and two-loop definition of the R_2 vertices reviewed in the previous section. Let us now show that ~RA_Γ agrees with the one- and two-loop R_2 vertices δR_Γ defined in refs. [12, 28]. First, Properties 1 and 3 imply that ~RA_Γ is non-zero only for superficially divergent graphs, and it is polynomial in masses and momenta. At one-loop, we obtain:

~RA_Γ = RA_Γ − RA_Γ = A_Γ − A_Γ = δR_Γ + O(ϵ) , (4.6)

where the second equality follows from the fact that in the HV scheme, the one-loop UV counterterms for A_Γ and A_Γ are identical. At two-loop order, eq. (4.4) reduces to RA_Γ = A_Γ + δZ_Γ + ~RA_Γ + ∑ γ∈W (γ) ( ~RA_γ + δZ_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + O(ϵ)

= A_Γ + δZ_Γ + ~RA_Γ + ∑ γ∈W (γ) (δR_γ + δZ_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + O(ϵ) .

(4.7)

Comparing to eq. (2.7), we see that we have δR_Γ = ~RA_Γ.

Unlike R and R, the map ~R is not multiplicative. This effect did not arise in the two-loop discussion of ref. [28], because for two-loop 1PI graphs, there are no subdiagrams that are disconnected 1PI graphs. The non-multiplicativity of ~R comes into play for the first time at three loops for 1PI graphs, and at two loops for 1PR graphs. For example, if Γ = Γ_1Γ_2 is a disconnected two-loop graph which is a product of two one-loop graphs, we have R [ A_{Γ1} A_{Γ2} ] = RA_{Γ1} RA_{Γ2} = ( RA_{Γ1} + ~RA_{Γ1} ) ( RA_{Γ2} + ~RA_{Γ2} ) + O(ϵ) = RA_{Γ1} RA_{Γ2} + ~RA_{Γ1} A_{Γ2} + ~RA_{Γ2} A_{Γ1}

+ ~RA_{Γ1} ~RA_{Γ2} − ~RA_{Γ1} R A_{Γ2} − R A_{Γ1} ~RA_{Γ2} + O(ϵ) .

(4.8)

From this we see that ~R[A_{Γ1} A_{Γ2} ] = ~RA_{Γ1} ~RA_{Γ2} − ~RA_{Γ1} R A_{Γ2} − R A_{Γ1} ~RA_{Γ2}

≠ ~RA_{Γ1} ~RA_{Γ2} .

(4.9)

The lack of multiplicativity makes a Feynman diagrammatic interpretation of R_2 vertices less straightforward than for the UV divergences. We will return to this point in section 5.

– 9 –

Finally, we need to comment on IR divergencies. Strictly speaking, our derivation only holds in the absence of IR divergencies. It is only proven that rational R_2 terms of IR origin cancel at one loop in the HV scheme at the level of the full amplitude [11]. In a theory with IR divergencies, in particular massless gauge theories, we may still use the ~R map to extract the contribution to the rational R_2 terms that are of UV origin. In order to isolate those UV contributions, we may, e.g., proceed as in ref. [28] and apply a tadpole decomposition [36, 37] to the integrand. This results in a sum of integrals with massive propagators, which are free of IR divergencies, and a contribution with negative superficial degree of divergence, which does not contribute to the R_2 terms of UV origin due to Property 1. In this way we can isolate the UV divergent contributions to an integral, and extract the corresponding rational R_2 terms using the ~R map.

4.2 Proof of the properties of the ~R map In this section we present the proofs of the properties of the ~R map in the MS-scheme presented in the previous section. The proofs are similar to the corresponding proofs for R given in ref. [35] and proceed by induction in the number of loops of Γ, and all properties are easily seen to hold for one-loop graphs.

Proof of Property 1. We start by showing that if ω(Γ) < 0, then ~RA_Γ = 0. The proof proceeds by induction in the number of loops of Γ.

If ω(Γ) < 0, then it may still contain superficially divergent subgraphs. It is easy to show that in that case Γ always has a set of 1PI subgraphs γ_1, . . . , γ_k such that all divergent subgraphs are contained in their product γ = γ_1 · · · γ_k [35]. The Bogoliubov map has the property [35]:

bA_Γ = (RA_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} , ω(Γ) < 0 . (4.10)

By Weinberg’s theorem, the integral on the right-hand side is convergent, so that

RA_Γ = (RA_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} , ω(Γ) < 0 . (4.11)

Exactly the same relation holds if we replace A_Γ by A_Γ everywhere. This gives

~RA_Γ = F [ (RA_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} − (RA_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} − ∑ γ^′∈W (Γ) ~RA_{γ′} ∗ A_{Γ/γ′} ]

= F [ (RA_γ ) ∗ ~A_{Γ/γ} ] + F [ X_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} ] , (4.12)

where we defined ~A_{Γ/γ} = A_{Γ/γ} − A_{Γ/γ} , (4.13) and X_γ = RA_γ − RA_γ − ~RA_γ − ∑ γ^′∈W (γ) ~RA_{γ′} ∗ A_{γ/γ′} , (4.14)

– 10 – and we used the induction hypothesis, which implies that ~RA_γ′ = 0, unless γ^′ ⊂ γ (because all divergent subgraphs must lie in γ). By definition of ~RA_γ , we have X_γ = O(ϵ). The integral

X_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} = ∫ ( L∏ i=1 d^Dq̄_i (2π)^D ) X_γ N_{Γ/γ} ∏ e D_e (4.15)

is convergent (because Γ/γ does not contain any subdivergences), and so X_γ ∗A_{Γ/γ} = O(ϵ), or equivalently F [ X_γ ∗A_{Γ/γ} ] = 0. Similarly, we have, with ~N_{Γ/γ} = N_{Γ/γ} −N_{Γ/γ} ,

(RA_γ ) ∗ ~A_{Γ/γ} = ∫ ( L∏ i=1 d^Dq̄_i (2π)^D ) (RA_γ ) ~N_{Γ/γ} ∏ e D_e . (4.16)

The integral is convergent, and so it can be evaluated in four dimensions, where ~N_Γ vanishes. Hence, (RA_γ ) ∗ ~A_{Γ/γ} = O(ϵ), and so F [ (RA_γ ) ∗ ~A_{Γ/γ} ] = 0. We conclude that both terms in eq. (4.12) vanish, and so ~RA_Γ = 0.

Proof of Property 2. Let ∂_a denote any derivative with respect to an external momentum or propagator mass, which we denote generically by a. The commutativity of ~R and ∂_a can be shown exactly as for the R map in ref. [35]. In essence, the definition of the ~R map is purely combinatorial. Derivatives instead act on the analytic expressions, and commute with the combinatorial formulas. We detail the proof here for completeness.

The loop integrand corresponding to a Feynman diagram Γ can essentially be seen as a monomial in vertices and propagators (corresponding to the edges). Let V_Γ and E_Γ denote the set of vertices and edges respectively. We define F_Γ = E_Γ ∪V_Γ. For every x ∈ F_Γ, we define ∂^{(x)}a A_Γ as the analytic expression obtained by acting with ∂_a on the vertex or propagator corresponding to x. If x /∈ F_Γ, we define ∂^{(x)}a A_Γ = A_Γ. The Leibniz rule implies ∂_aA_Γ = ∑ x∈F_Γ ∂^{(x)}_a A_Γ . (4.17)

Let us now compute ∂_a ~RA_Γ. We proceed by induction in the number of loops. Differentiation clearly commutes with F. We know that differentiation also commutes with R. Hence, we only need to show that ∂_a commutes with the last term in eq. (4.1), for which we introduce the notation

ΔA_Γ = ∑ γ∈W (Γ) ~RA_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} . (4.18)

– 11 –

We thus need to show that Δ commutes with ∂_a. We have:

∂_aΔA_Γ = ∑ γ∈W (Γ) [ ( ∂_a ~RA_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + ~RA_γ ∗ ( ∂_aA_{Γ/γ} )]

= ∑ γ∈W (Γ) [ ( ~ R∂_aA_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + ~RA_γ ∗ ( ∂_aA_{Γ/γ} ) ]

= ∑ γ∈W (Γ) [ ∑ x∈F_γ ( ~ R∂^{(x)}_a A_γ ) ∗ A_{Γ/γ} + ∑ x∈F_{Γ/γ} ~RA_γ ∗ (∂^{(x)}_a A_{Γ/γ} ) ] ,

(4.19)

where the second step follows from the induction hypothesis. By construction, every x ∈ F_Γ belongs to either F_γ or F_{Γ/γ} . Hence:

∂_aΔA_Γ = ∑ x∈F_Γ ∑ γ∈W (Γ) ( ~ R∂^{(x)}_a A_γ ) ∗ ( ∂^{(x)}_a A_{Γ/γ} )

= ∑ x∈F_Γ Δ∂^{(x)}_a A_Γ

= Δ∂_aA_Γ .

Proof of Property 3. The proof of Property 3 goes along the same lines as the corresponding proof for the UV counterterms in ref. [35]. Let ∂_aΓ denote the Feynman graph such that A_{∂aΓ} = ∂_aA_Γ.

It is easy to see that, if P is any function in external momenta and internal masses, then P is a polynomial of degree at most d if and only if for all s > d and for all a = (a_1, . . . , a_s), P is annihilated by the differential operator D_a = ∂_{a1} · · · ∂_{as} . In the following we will use the notation s = |a|.

The numerator N_Γ is by definition a polynomial in external momenta and internal masses. Let d_N be the degree of this polynomial. It follows that for all s > d_N and a = (a_1, . . . , a_s), we have D_aN_Γ = 0 . (4.20) Let us now act with such an operator on A_Γ. If a derivative ∂_{ai} acts on a propagator, then the result is either zero, or we obtain an expression with strictly lower superficial degree of divergence. Indeed, in the case where the result of the differentiation is not zero, we have (cf. eq. (2.2)): ∂ ∂p^μ_i 1 D_e = − 2α_{e,i} D^2_e (_n ∑ i=1 α_{e,i} p_{iμ} + L∑ j=1 β_{e,j} q_{jμ} ) , ∂ ∂m_e 1 D_e′ = − 2 D^2_e′ ∂m_e′ ∂m_e . (4.21)

It is easy to see that the expressions on the right-hand side have an improved behaviour at large loop momentum. As a consequence, if we act with D_a and use the

– 12 –

Leibniz rule, all terms have a strictly lower superficial degree of divergence, except for the case where no derivative acts on any propagator. That term corresponds to the situation where D_a acts on N_Γ, in which case we get zero by eq. (4.20). Hence, we conclude for all a with |a| > d_N , we have ω(D_aΓ) < ω(Γ). We can continue this way, and we obtain a sequence of positive integers d_N = d_1, d_2, . . . , d_k such that for all a with |a| > d_Γ = ∑_k i=1 d_i, we have ω(D_aΓ) < 0. In other words, we have shown that for every graph Γ there is a positive integer d_Γ such that for all a with |a| > d_Γ, ω(D_aΓ) < 0.

Next, consider a graph Γ with ω(Γ) > 0. From Properties 1 & 2, we have, for all a with |a| > d_Γ,

D_a ~RA_Γ = ~R [ D_aA_Γ ] = ~R [ A_{DaΓ} ] = 0 , (4.22)

and so ~RA_Γ is a polynomial of degree at most d_Γ in external momenta and propagator masses.

5 Diagrammatic interpretation of rational R_2 terms of UV origin

In the previous section we have defined the map ~R, which assigns to any amplitude A_Γ a polynomial in masses and momenta. It agrees with the rational R_2 terms δR_Γ at one and two loops defined in refs. [12, 28]. However, the lack of multiplicativity of ~R makes a Feynman diagrammatic interpretation more cumbersome than for the UV counterterms, starting from 1PR graphs at two loops and 1PI graphs at three loops. The goal of this section is to present an alternative definition of counterterm vertices, which combines UV counterterms and R_2 vertices into one object, and which has a very clean interpretation in terms of Feynman rules to all orders in perturbation theory.

We start by casting eq. (4.4) in the form

RA_Γ = ∑ γ∈W (Γ) UA_γ ∗ A_{Γ/γ} . (5.1)

The map U is defined as

UA_γ = ~RA_γ − R A_γ = δR_γ + δZ_γ ≡ δU_γ . (5.2)

Note that eq. (5.1) has exactly the same structure as eq. (3.7), except that we have replaced R and A_{Γ/γ} by U and A_{Γ/γ} .

The map U has the following properties:

1. If ω(Γ) < 0, then U A_Γ = 0.

– 13 –

2. U commutes with derivatives with respect to external momenta or propagator masses.

3. UA_Γ is a polynomial in external momenta and propagator masses.

4. U is multiplicative: U [ A_{Γ1} · A_{Γ2} ] = UA_{Γ1} · UA_{Γ2} . (5.3)

The first three properties are a direct consequence of the corresponding properties of R and ~R. The multiplicativity is new, and we now present the proof.

The proof of eq. (5.3) proceeds by induction in the number of loops. Equation (5.3) is clearly true for one-loop graphs (cf., e.g., eq. (4.9)). Assume that Γ = Γ_1Γ_2. It is easy to see that W (Γ) = W (Γ_1) × W (Γ_2). This implies

RA_Γ = ∑ γ_1∈W (Γ_1 ) ∑ γ_2∈W (Γ_2) UA_{γ1γ2} ∗ ( A_{Γ1/γ1} A_{Γ2/γ2} ) . (5.4)

We also have

RA_{Γ1} RA_{Γ2} = ∑ γ_1∈W (Γ_1) ∑ γ_2∈W (Γ_2) ( UA_{γ1} ∗ A_{Γ1/γ1} ) ( UA_{γ2} ∗ A_{Γ2/γ2} ) . (5.5)

We can have a closer look at the terms in the last sum. If we denote the number of loops of Γ_i/γ_i by L_i (i = 1, 2), we have ( UA_{γ1} ∗ A_{Γ1/γ1} ) ( UA_{γ2} ∗ A_{Γ2/γ2} ) = = ∫ ( L_1∏ i=1 d^Dq̄_i (2π)^D ) (_{L2} ∏ i=1 d^Dq̄^′_i (2π)^D ) UA_{γ1} UA_{γ2}

N_{Γ1/γ1} N_{Γ2/γ2} ∏ e D_e = ∫ (L_1+L_2∏ i=1 d^Dq̄_i (2π)^D ) UA_{γ1} UA_{γ2} N_{Γ/(γ1 γ2)} ∏ e D_e = ( UA_{γ1} UA_{γ2} ) ∗ A_{Γ/(γ1γ2)} ,

(5.6)

where we used the fact that N_{Γ1/γ1} N_{Γ2/γ2} = N_{Γ/(γ1 γ2)}. Hence,

RA_{Γ1} RA_{Γ2} = ∑ γ_1∈W (Γ_1) ∑ γ_2∈W (Γ_2) ( UA_{γ1} UA_{γ2} ) ∗ A_{Γ/(γ1γ2)} . (5.7)

Taking the difference between eqs. (5.4) and (5.7), we see that all terms cancel, except the one for (γ_1, γ_2) = (Γ_1, Γ_2), and we recover eq. (5.3).

As the map U satisfies the same properties as the map R used to define UV counterterms, eq. (5.1) has a direct interpretation in terms of Feynman diagrams, just like for UV renormalisation: The renormalised Feynman diagram RA_Γ is obtained by adding to A_Γ all Feynman diagrams obtained by replacing a superficially

– 14 – divergent 1PI graph γ by the tree-level vertex δU_γ , which is a polynomial in masses and momenta. We can split δU_γ = δZ_γ + δR_γ , and these Feynman diagrams can be grouped into three classes:

• Diagrams with only UV counterterm vertices δZ_γ inserted: those correspond precisely to the UV counterterms introduced by the BPHZ formula.

• Diagrams with only R_2 vertices δR_γ inserted.

• Diagrams with both UV counterterms and R_2 vertices inserted. Those diagrams appear for the first time for 1PR diagrams at two loops, and 1PI diagrams at three loops.

6 Conclusion

In this paper we have shown that is possible to define a set of process-independent vertices, that are polynomial in momenta and masses, such that rational R_2 terms of UV origin can be obtained by computing all possible lower-loop diagrams where some superficially divergent subgraphs have been replaced by these vertices. Our result is remarkably simple, and shows that vertices for rational R_2 terms satisfy, to all orders in perturbation theory, exactly the same properties as UV counterterms in the MS-scheme. This gives a field theoretic interpretation and definition of these vertices for rational R_2 terms to all orders.

So far our result is restricted to rational R_2 of UV origin. At one loop it is known that all rational terms of infrared (IR) origin cancel in the final result for the scattering amplitude in the HV scheme. At two loops and beyond, it is still an open question whether or not these rational terms of IR origin cancel. For the future, it would be interesting to investigate if the cancellation observed at one loop persists at higher loops, and if not, if a similar all-order field-theoretic definition as in the UV case can be obtained.

Acknowledgments

This project is supported by the DFG project 499573813 “EFTools”.

References

[1] C. F. Berger, Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, F. Febres Cordero, D. Forde, H. Ita et al., An Automated Implementation of On-Shell Methods for One-Loop Amplitudes, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 036003 [0803.4180].

– 15 –

[2] G. Bevilacqua, M. Czakon, M. V. Garzelli, A. van Hameren, A. Kardos, C. G.

Papadopoulos et al., HELAC-NLO, Comput. Phys. Commun. 184 (2013) 986 [1110.1499].

[3] GoSam collaboration, Automated One-Loop Calculations with GoSam, Eur. Phys. J. C 72 (2012) 1889 [1111.2034].

[4] V. Hirschi, R. Frederix, S. Frixione, M. V. Garzelli, F. Maltoni and R. Pittau, Automation of one-loop QCD corrections, JHEP 05 (2011) 044 [1103.0621].

[5] S. Actis, A. Denner, L. Hofer, J.-N. Lang, A. Scharf and S. Uccirati, RECOLA:

REcursive Computation of One-Loop Amplitudes, Comput. Phys. Commun. 214 (2017) 140 [1605.01090].

[6] B. Biedermann, S. Bräuer, A. Denner, M. Pellen, S. Schumann and J. M.

Thompson, Automation of NLO QCD and EW corrections with Sherpa and Recola, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 492 [1704.05783].

[7] F. Buccioni, J.-N. Lang, J. M. Lindert, P. Maierhöfer, S. Pozzorini, H. Zhang et al., OpenLoops 2, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 866 [1907.13071].

[8] Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, D. C. Dunbar and D. A. Kosower, Fusing gauge theory tree amplitudes into loop amplitudes, Nucl. Phys. B 435 (1995) 59 [hep-ph/9409265].

[9] Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, D. C. Dunbar and D. A. Kosower, One loop n point gauge theory amplitudes, unitarity and collinear limits, Nucl. Phys. B 425 (1994) 217 [hep-ph/9403226].

[10] G. Ossola, C. G. Papadopoulos and R. Pittau, Reducing full one-loop amplitudes to scalar integrals at the integrand level, Nucl. Phys. B 763 (2007) 147 [hep-ph/0609007].

[11] A. Bredenstein, A. Denner, S. Dittmaier and S. Pozzorini, NLO QCD corrections to t anti-t b anti-b production at the LHC: 1. Quark-antiquark annihilation, JHEP 08 (2008) 108 [0807.1248].

[12] G. Ossola, C. G. Papadopoulos and R. Pittau, On the Rational Terms of the one-loop amplitudes, JHEP 05 (2008) 004 [0802.1876].

[13] L. Darmé et al., UFO 2.0: the ‘Universal Feynman Output’ format, Eur. Phys. J. C 83 (2023) 631 [2304.09883].

[14] P. Draggiotis, M. V. Garzelli, C. G. Papadopoulos and R. Pittau, Feynman Rules for the Rational Part of the QCD 1-loop amplitudes, JHEP 04 (2009) 072 [0903.0356].

[15] M. V. Garzelli, I. Malamos and R. Pittau, Feynman rules for the rational part of the Electroweak 1-loop amplitudes, JHEP 01 (2010) 040 [0910.3130].

[16] R. Pittau, Primary Feynman rules to calculate the epsilon-dimensional integrand of any 1-loop amplitude, JHEP 02 (2012) 029 [1111.4965].

[17] C. Degrande, Automatic evaluation of UV and R2 terms for beyond the Standard

– 16 –

Model Lagrangians: a proof-of-principle, Comput. Phys. Commun. 197 (2015) 239 [1406.3030].

[18] C. Degrande, G. Durieux, F. Maltoni, K. Mimasu, E. Vryonidou and C. Zhang, Automated one-loop computations in the standard model effective field theory, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 096024 [2008.11743].

[19] J. L. Bourjaily et al., Functions Beyond Multiple Polylogarithms for Precision Collider Physics, in Snowmass 2021, 3, 2022, 2203.07088.

[20] F. Caola, W. Chen, C. Duhr, X. Liu, B. Mistlberger, F. Petriello et al., The Path forward to N^3LO, in Snowmass 2021, 3, 2022, 2203.06730.

[21] H. Ita, Two-loop Integrand Decomposition into Master Integrals and Surface Terms, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 116015 [1510.05626].

[22] S. Abreu, J. Dormans, F. Febres Cordero, H. Ita, M. Kraus, B. Page et al., Caravel:

A C++ framework for the computation of multi-loop amplitudes with numerical unitarity, Comput. Phys. Commun. 267 (2021) 108069 [2009.11957].

[23] S. Pozzorini, N. Schär and M. F. Zoller, Two-loop amplitude generation in OpenLoops, SciPost Phys. Proc. 7 (2022) 018 [2202.00703].

[24] S. Pozzorini, N. Schär and M. F. Zoller, Two-loop tensor integral coefficients in OpenLoops, JHEP 05 (2022) 161 [2201.11615].

[25] M. F. Zoller, S. Pozzorini and N. Schaer, Towards two-loop automation in OpenLoops, PoS LL2022 (2022) 073 [2207.07468].

[26] J.-N. Lang, S. Pozzorini, H. Zhang and M. F. Zoller, Two-Loop Rational Terms in Yang-Mills Theories, JHEP 10 (2020) 016 [2007.03713].

[27] J.-N. Lang, S. Pozzorini, H. Zhang and M. F. Zoller, Two-loop rational terms for spontaneously broken theories, JHEP 01 (2022) 105 [2107.10288].

[28] S. Pozzorini, H. Zhang and M. F. Zoller, Rational Terms of UV Origin at Two Loops, JHEP 05 (2020) 077 [2001.11388].

[29] H. Zhang, UV and IR rational terms in two-loop amplitudes: first insights, PoS LL2022 (2022) 072.

[30] S. Weinberg, High-energy behavior in quantum field theory,

Phys. Rev. 118 (1960) 838.

[31] N. N. Bogoliubov and O. S. Parasiuk, On the Multiplication of the causal function in the quantum theory of fields, Acta Math. 97 (1957) 227.

[32] K. Hepp, Proof of the Bogolyubov-Parasiuk theorem on renormalization, Commun. Math. Phys. 2 (1966) 301.

[33] W. Zimmermann, Convergence of Bogolyubov’s method of renormalization in momentum space, Commun. Math. Phys. 15 (1969) 208.

[34] A. Connes and D. Kreimer, Renormalization in quantum field theory and the

– 17 –

Riemann-Hilbert problem. 1. The Hopf algebra structure of graphs and the main theorem, Commun. Math. Phys. 210 (2000) 249 [hep-th/9912092].

[35] W. E. Caswell and A. D. Kennedy, A SIMPLE APPROACH TO RENORMALIZATION THEORY, Phys. Rev. D 25 (1982) 392.

[36] M. Misiak and M. Munz, Two loop mixing of dimension five flavor changing operators, Phys. Lett. B 344 (1995) 308 [hep-ph/9409454].

[37] K. G. Chetyrkin, M. Misiak and M. Munz, Beta functions and anomalous dimensions up to three loops, Nucl. Phys. B 518 (1998) 473 [hep-ph/9711266].

– 18 –