arXiv:0901.4716v3 [hep-th] 15 Apr 2009

Feynman Diagrams, Differential Reduction, and Hypergeometric Functions

Mikhail Kalmykov^{∗†} II. Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Hamburg, Luruper Chaussee 149, 22761 Hamburg, Germany Joint Institute for Nuclear Research,141980 Dubna (Moscow Region), Russia E-mail: kalmykov.mikhail@gmail.com

Vladimir V. Bytev^‡ Joint Institute for Nuclear Research,141980 Dubna (Moscow Region), Russia II. Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Hamburg, Luruper Chaussee 149, 22761 Hamburg, Germany E-mail: bvv@mail.jinr.ru

Bernd A. Kniehl II. Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Hamburg, Luruper Chaussee 149, 22761 Hamburg, Germany E-mail: kniehl@mail.desy.de

B.F.L. Ward Department of Physics, Baylor University, One Bear Place, Waco, TX 76798, USA E-mail: BFL Ward@baylor.edu

Scott A. Yost Department of Physics, The Citadel, 171 Moultrie St., Charleston, SC 29409, USA E-mail: scott.yost@citadel.edu

We will present some (formal) arguments that any Feynman diagram can be understood as a particular case of a sum of Horn-type multivariable hypergeometric functions. The advantages and disadvantages of this type of approach to the evaluation of Feynman diagrams is discussed.

XII Advanced Computing and Analysis Techniques in Physics Research November 3-7, 2008 Erice, Italy

∗Speaker.

†Fellow of the Conference Organizing Committee. ‡Research supported by MK 1607.2008.2

© Copyright owned by the author(s) under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike Licence. http://pos.sissa.it/

1. Introduction

Any dimensionally-regularized [1] multiloop Feynman diagram with propagators 1/(p^2 − m^2) can be written in the form of a finite sum of multiple Mellin-Barnes integrals [2, 3] obtained via a Feynman-parameter or “α” representation: [4]

F (a_{js},b_{km},c_i,d_j,⃗x) = ∫ γ+iR dz_1 ... dz_r

Π^p_{j=1}Γ(∑^r_{s=1} a_{js}z_s + c_j) Π^q_{k=1}Γ(∑^r_{m=1} b_{km}z_m + d_k) x^{−z1}_1 ...x^{−zr}_r , (1.1)

where a_{js},b_{km} ∈ Q,c_i ,d_j ∈ C , and γ is chosen such that the integral exists. In this integral, the x_a are rational functions of kinematic invariants (masses and momenta) and the matrices a_{js},b_{kr} and vectors c_i,d_j depend linearly on the dimension n of space-time.^1. In dimensional regularization, n is treated as an arbitrary parameter, so that n = I − 2ε for a positive integer I.

Formally,^2 this integral can be expressed in terms of a sum of residues of the integrated expression F ( a_{js},b_{km},⃗c, ⃗d,⃗α,⃗x ) = ∑_{⃗α}^B⃗α^{⃗x ⃗α Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x) , (1.2)} where the components of the vector ⃗α are defined in terms of the matrix components a_{js},b_{km} and vectors ⃗c, ⃗d, the coefficients B_{⃗α} are ratios of Γ-functions with arguments depending on ⃗α, and the functions Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x) have the form Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x) = ∞ ∑ m_1,m_2,···,m_r =0 ( Π^K_{j=1}Γ(∑^r_{a=1} μ_{ja}m_a + γ_j) Π^L_{k=1}Γ(∑^r_{b=1} ν_{kb}m_b + σ_k) ) x^{m1}_1 ··· x^{mr}_r , (1.3)

with μ_{ab},ν_{ab} ∈ Q, γ_j,σ_k ∈ C .

Let ⃗e_j = (0,··· ,0,1,0,··· ,0) denote the unit vector with unity in its ȷ^{th} entry, and define ⃗x^{⃗m} = x^{m1}_1 ··· x^{mr}_r for any integer multi-index ⃗m = (m_1,··· ,m_r). In accordance with the definition of Refs. [15, 16], the (formal) multiple series ∑^∞_{⃗m=0} C(⃗m)⃗x^{⃗m}, is called hypergeometric if, for each i = 1,··· ,r,

1Starting from the α-representation for Feynman diagrams with (irreducible) numerators [4], the Mellin-Barnes representation can be written explicitly in terms of Symanzik polynomials.[2] In Refs. [5, 6], it was shown that this α-representation can be understood as a linear combination of scalar Feynman diagrams of the original type with shifted powers of propagators and space-time dimension multiplying a tensor factor depending on external momenta. Through fifty years of the evaluation of Feynman diagrams, many auxiliary programs have been created for the generation of Symanzik polynomials. In particular, the matrix representation for these polynomials derived by Nakanishi (see Eqs. (3.23)−(3.34) in Ref. [7]) has been realized on FORM by Oleg Tarasov in Ref. [8], by Oleg Veretin in [9], and recently in Ref. [10].

2This is true under the condition that there is a common domain of convergence. For particular values of the kinematic variables and powers of the propagators, the Mellin-Barnes representation may contain terms like Γ(a − s) × Γ(a + s) or Γ^2(a − s) × Γ^2(b + s), where a and b are parameters and s is an integration variable. Two algorithms for the practical construction of the ε-expansion of Mellin-Barnes integrals with such singularities have been described in Refs. [11], These are now implemented in several packages [12]. It will be quite interesting to apply modern mathematical algorithms, as was done in Ref. [13], to the problem of singularities in the Mellin-Barnes representation as well. In the framework of our approach, such singularities can be regularized by introducing an additional analytical regularization for each propagator (see Ref. [14]) or by introducing masses to regulate IR singularities. General theorems on the properties of Feynman diagrams in dimensional regularization guarantee that a smooth limit of the auxiliary regularization should exist.

the ratio C(⃗m +⃗e_i)/C(⃗m) is a rational function in the index of summation (m_1,··· ,m_r). Ore and Sato [17] found (see also Ref. [16]) that the coefficients of such a series have the general form

C(⃗m) = Π^r_{i=1}λ^{mi}_i R(⃗m) ( Π^N_{j=1}Γ(μ_j(⃗m) + γ_j) Π^M_{k=1}Γ(ν_k(⃗m) + δ_k) ) , (1.4)

where N,M ≥ 0, λ_j,δ_j,γ_j ∈ C are arbitrary complex numbers, μ_j,ν_k : Z^r → Z are arbitrary integervalued linear maps, and R is an arbitrary rational function. A series of this form is called a Horntype hypergeometric series.

We deduce from Eqs. (1.3) and (1.4) that, assuming there is a region of variables where each multiple series of Eq. (1.2) is convergent, any Feynman diagram can be understood as a special case of a Horn-type hypergeometric function with the functions R(⃗m) equal to unity.^3 One interesting property of Horn-type hypergeometric functions is the existence of a set of differential contiguous relations between functions with shifted arguments. We consider such relations in the following section.

2. Contiguous Relations via Linear Differential Operators

Let us consider a formal series of type (1.3). The sequences ⃗γ = (γ_1,··· ,γ_K ) and ⃗σ = (σ_1,··· ,σ_L) are called upper and lower parameters of the hypergeometric function, respectively. Two functions of type (1.3) with sets of parameters shifted by a unit, Φ(⃗γ +⃗e_c;⃗σ;⃗x) and Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x), are related by a linear differential operator:

Φ(⃗γ + ⃗e_c;⃗σ;⃗x) = ∞ ∑ m_1,m_2,···,m_r =0 ( (∑^r_{a=1} μ_{ca}m_a + γ_c)Π^K_{j=1}Γ(∑^r_{c=1} μ_{jc}m_c + γ_j) Π^L_{k=1}Γ(∑^r_{b=1} ν_{kb}m_b + σ_k) ) x^{m1}_1 ··· x^{mr}_r

= ∞ ∑ m_1,m_2,···,m_r =0 (( ∑^r_{a=1} μcaxa^∂_{∂ xa} + γc ) Π^K_{j=1}Γ(∑^r_{c=1} μ_{jc}m_c + γ_j) Π^L_{k=1}Γ(∑^r_{b=1} ν_{kb}m_b + σ_k) ) x^{m1}_1 ··· x^{mr}_r

= (_r

∑_{a=1}^μca^xa^∂_{∂ xa}^{+ γ}c ) Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x) ≡ U^+_{[γc→γc+1]}Φ(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) . (2.1) Similar relations also exist for the lower parameters: Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ −⃗e_c;⃗x) = ∞ ∑ m_1,m_2,···,m_r =0 r ∑_{b=1}^{(ν}cb^mb^{+ σ}c^) ( Π^K_{j=1}Γ ( ∑^N_{a=1} μ jama + γ j ) Π^L_{k=1}Γ(∑^r_{b=1} ν_{kb}m_b + σ_k) ) x^{m1}_1 ··· x^{mr}_r

= (_r

∑_{b=1}^νcb^xb^∂_{∂ xb}^{+ σ}c ) Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x) ≡ L^−_{[σc→σc−1]}Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x) . (2.2) The linear differential operators U^+_{γc→γc+1}, L^−_{σc→σc−1} are called step-up and step-down operators for the upper and lower index, respectively. If additional step-down and step-up operators U^−_{γc} , L^+_{σc} satisfying U^−_{[γc+1→γc]}U^+_{[γc→γc+1]}Φ(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) = L^+_{[σc−1→σc]}L^−_{[σc→σc−1]}Φ(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) = Φ(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) , 3Using the technique presented in Ref. [18], this statement can also be shown to be valid for the phase-space integral.

(i.e., the inverses of U^+_{γc} , L^−_{σc} ), are constructed, we can combine these operators to shift the parameters of the hypergeometric function by any integer. This process of applying U^±_{γc} ,L^±_{σc} to shift the parameters by an integer is called differential reduction of a hypergeometric function (1.3).

Algebraic relations between functions Φ(⃗γ,⃗σ;⃗x) with parameters shifted by integers are called contiguous relations. The development of systematic techniques for obtaining a complete set of contiguous relations has a long story. It was started by Gauss, who found the differential reduction for the_2F_1 hypergeometric function in 1823. [19] Numerous papers have since been published [20] on this problem. An algorithmic solution was found by Takayama in Ref. [21], and those methods have been extended in a later^4 series of publications [23].

Let us recall that any hypergeometric function can be considered to be the solution of a proper system of partial differential equations (PDEs). In particular, for a Horn-type hypergeometric function, the system of PDEs can be derived from the coefficients of the series. In this case, the ratio of two coefficients can be presented as a ratio of two polynomials,

C(⃗m + e_j) C(⃗m) = P_j(⃗m) Q_j(⃗m)

, (2.3)

so that the Horn-type hypergeometric function satisfies the following system of equations: 0 = D_j(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x)Φ(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) = [ Q_j

(_r

∑_{k=1}^xk^∂_{∂ xk} ) 1 x_j

− P_j

(_r

∑_{k=1}^xk^∂_{∂ xk} )] Φ(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) , j = 1,··· ,r. (2.4) Let R be the left ideal of the ring D of differential operators generated by the system of differential equations for a hypergeometric function (2.4), D_j(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x), j = 1,.··· ,r. The first step in Takayama’s algorithm is the construction of a Gröbner basis G = {G_i(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x),i = 1,··· ,q} of R. Then the step-up operator corresponding to U^+_{γc} and step-down operator corresponding to L^−_{σc} are solutions to the linear equations q ∑_{i=1}^Ci^Gi^{(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) +U −}[γ_c+1→γ_c]^{U +}[γ_c→γ_c+1]^{= 1 , (2.5)} q ∑_{i=1}^Ei^Gi^{(⃗γ,⃗σ,⃗x) + L+}[σ_c−1→σ_c]^{L−}[σ_c→σ_c−1]^{= 1 , (2.6)}

where C_i,E_i are arbitrary functions. This system has a solution if the left ideal generated by G ∪ { U^+_{γc} } is equal to D (see details in Ref. [21]).

In this way, the Horn-type structure provides an opportunity to reduce hypergeometric functions to a set of basis functions with parameters differing from the original values by integer shifts:

P_0(⃗x)Φ(⃗γ +⃗k;⃗σ +⃗l;⃗x) = ∑ |ki|+∑ |li| ∑_{m1,···,mp=0}^Pm1,···,mr^{(⃗x)} ( ∂ ∂ x_1

)_{m1} ··· ( ∂ ∂ x_r

)_{mr} Φ(⃗γ;⃗σ;⃗x) , (2.7)

where P_0(⃗x) and P_{m1,···,mp} (⃗x) are polynomials with respect to ⃗γ,⃗σ and ⃗x and⃗k,⃗l are lists of integers.

4The problem also can be solved via an Ore algebra [22] approach to the relevant system of linear differential and difference (shift) operators.

3. Differential Reduction in Practice

In real physical problems, the variables are generally not linearly independent: some of them can be equal to one another x_i = x_j,i ≠ j. In this case, the Horn-type hypergeometric function generally is not expressible in terms of Horn hypergeometric functions with fewer variables. Another important physical case is when variables belong to the surfaces where coefficient P_0(⃗x) of Eq. (2.7) vanishes (in the one-variable case it corresponds to z = 1). In all of these cases, the differential reduction cannot be directly applied. But if the l.h.s. of Eq. (2.7) is defined for that limit, the smooth limit of the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.7) will exist too.

The problem is then to find this smooth limit. Here, “physics” plays a role. For the evaluation of physical processes, exact results in terms of hypergeometric function are not necessary, but only the coefficients of a Laurent expansion around an integer value of the space-time dimension. From that point of view, to guarantee that smooth limit exists, it is enough to prove that a smooth limit exists for all coefficients of the all-order ε expansion.

Recently, physicists have proven several theorems on the all-order ε expansion of hypergeometric functions about integer and/or rational values of parameters [24, 25, 26, 27]. A remarkable property of this construction is that for special values of parameters, the coefficients are expressible in terms of multiple polylogarithms [28]. For functions of this type, the limiting procedure is well understood. Unfortunately, existing theorems are not adequate to cover all values of parameters for hypergeometric functions generated by Feynman diagrams [27, 29].

4. Discussion and Conclusions

We have presented formal arguments that any Feynman diagram can be treated as a finite sum of Horn-type hypergeometric functions. This applies, in particular, for off-shell diagrams with different values of masses in internal lines. In the physically interesting cases when some of the arguments are equal to one another, or belong to some singularity surface, a limiting procedure should be constructed. To find this limit, and strongly prove that the proper limit exists, the allorder ε expansion of hypergeometric function around rational values of parameters can be used.

The Horn-type hypergeometric functions possess useful properties: the system of differential equation they satisfy is enough (i) for reduction of original function to a restricted set of basis functions (the number of basis functions follows directly from the system of equations); (ii) for the construction of the all-order ε expansion for the basis hypergeometric functions in form of the Lappo-Danilevky solution. The first part of this algorithm has been discussed in [30, 31]; the second part in [26, 27]. The validity of our approach has been confirmed (in particular cases) by full agreement with the evaluation of the first coefficients of the ε expansion constructed in [32], by theorems about the all-order ε expansion of hypergeometric functions proven in [25] with the help of another technique, and by comparisons of the results of the differential reduction of some Feynman diagrams with the results of reductions obtained via computer programs [33].

The above-mentioned properties of the hypergeometric representation, in particular Takayama’s reduction algorithm, demonstrate that the hypergeometric representation is a universal tool for the evaluation of Feynman diagrams. Obtaining a decomposition of the integration region into regions where each individual term is well-defined is one of the main problems in the hypergeometric approach (beyond the one-loop and one-fold cases).

Series representations (in four dimensions) have been used in Ref. [34] to obtain a system of partial differential equations for N-point one-loop diagrams. In Ref. [35], the hypergeometric representation has been derived for an N-point one-loop diagram with arbitrary powers of the propagators. The possibility of using a hypergeometric representation for the reduction of Feynman diagrams was considered in Ref. [30]. The idea of using the Gröbner basis technique for the reduction of Feynman diagrams has been proposed by Tarasov [36] and received further extension in Ref. [37]. For practical applications of the “limiting” procedure, the first few coefficients of the ε expansion are necessary. The ε expansion is implemented in several packages [38] for a restricted class of hypergeometric functions. Some results for the finite harmonic sums are available in [39].

Another important class of developments includes techniques such as integration-by-parts [40], generalized recurrence relations [6], and the differential equation approach [41], which make it possible to work directly with parameters of the Feynman diagram (the l.h.s. of Eq. (1.2)) without splitting the diagram into a linear combination of Horn-type hypergeometric functions. Such direct analyses of Feynman diagrams as hypergeometric functions are based on the properties of dimensional regularization [1] , which treats all types of singularities (IR and UV) simultaneously.

Some partial results of our research have been used in Ref. [42]. A more detailed discussion will be presented in a forthcoming publication [43].

References

[1] G. ’tHooft, M. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B 44 (1972) 189.

[2] C. de Calan, A.P.C. Malbouisson, Annales Poincare Phys. Theor. 32 (1980) 91;

C. de Calan, F. David, V. Rivasseau, Commun. Math. Phys. 78 (1981) 531; C. de Calan, A.P.C. Malbouisson, Commun. Math. Phys. 90 (1983) 413.

[3] V.A. Smirnov, Feynman Integral Calculus, Berlin, Germany: Springer 2006.

[4] N.N. Bogoliubov, D.V. Shirkov, Introduction to the Theory of Quantized Fields, Wiley & Sons, New York, 1980;

C. Itzykson, J.B. Zuber, Quantum Field Theory McGraw-Hill, New York, 1980.

[5] A.I. Davydychev, Phys. Lett. B 263 (1991) 107.

[6] O.V. Tarasov, Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) 6479.

[7] N. Nakanishi, Prog. Theor.Phys. 18 (1961) 1.

[8] O.V. Tarasov, Nucl. Phys. B 480 (1996) 397.

[9] O. Veretin, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 89 (2000) 268.

[10] J. Gluza, K. Kajda, T. Riemann, Comput. Phys. Commun. 177 (2007) 879.

[11] V.A. Smirnov, Phys. Lett. B 460 (1999) 397;

J.B. Tausk, Phys. Lett. B 469 (1999) 225;

[12] M. Czakon, Comput. Phys. Commun. 175 (2006) 559;

C. Anastasiou, A. Daleo, JHEP 0610 (2006) 031; A.V. Smirnov, V.A. Smirnov, arXiv:0901.0386.

[13] C. Bogner, S. Weinzierl, Comput. Phys. Commun. 178 (2008) 596.

[14] N.I. Usyukina, A.I. Davydychev, Phys. Lett. B 298 (1993) 363;

V.A. Smirnov, Commun. Math. Phys. 134 (1990) 109.

[15] A. Erdelyi (Ed.), Higher Transcendental Functions, vol.1 (McGraw-Hill, New York, 1953).

[16] I.M. Gel’fand, M.I. Graev, V.S. Retakh, Russian Math. Surveys 47 (1992) 1.

[17] O. Ore, J. Math. Pure Appl. 9 (1930) 311; M. Sato, Nagoya Math. J. 120 (1990) 1.

[18] C. Anastasiou, K. Melnikov, Nucl. Phys. B 646 (2002) 220.

[19] C.F. Gauss, Gesammelte Werke, vol. 3, Teubner, Leipzig, 1823, pp. 1866–1929.

[20] E.D. Rainville, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 51 (1945) 714;

J.A. Mullen, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 14 (1966) 1152; J. Wimp, Math. Comp. 22 (1968) 363;

W.Miller,Jr., SIAM J. Math. Anal., 3 (1972) 31; ibid. 4 (1973) 638; ibid. 5 (1974) 309; W.Miller,Jr., J. Math. Phys. 13 (1972) 1393; SIAM J. Appl. Math., 25 (1973) 226; R.P. Singal, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 11 (1980) 390;

A.W. Niukkanen, J. Phys. A16 (1983) 1813; J. Phys. A17 (1984) L731; Takeshi Sasaki, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 22 (1991) 821; E. Horikawa, J. Math. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 1 (1994) 181; N. Takayama, J. Symbolic Comput., 20 (1995) 637; A. Adolphson, B. Dwork, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 347 (1995) 615;

K. Roach, Hypergeometric Function Representation, Proc. of ISSAC’96, 301-308, ACM, New York ; K. Roach, Proc. of ISSAC’99, 205-211, ACM, New York; R.G. Buschman, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 107 (1999) 127.

[21] N. Takayama, Japan J. Appl. Math. 6 (1989) 147.

[22] M. Bronstein, M. Petkovšek, Theoret. Comput. Sci. 157 (1996) 3–33;

F. Chyzak, B. Salvy, J. Symbolic Comput 26 (1998) 187-227;

F. Chyzak, Gröbner Bases, Symbolic Summation and Symbolic Integration, p.32–60, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 251, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1998.

[23] B. Sturmfels, N. Takayama, Gröbner Bases and Hypergeometric Functions, p. 246–258, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 251, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1998; M. Saito, B. Sturmfels, N. Takayama, Compositio Math. 115 (1999) 185–204; M. Saito, B. Sturmfels, N. Takayama, Gröbner Deformations of Hypergeometric Differential Equations, (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000).

[24] A.I. Davydychev, Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 087701;

A.I. Davydychev, M.Yu. Kalmykov, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 89 (2000) 283; Nucl. Phys. B 605 (2001) 266.

[25] S. Moch, P. Uwer, S. Weinzierl, J. Math. Phys. 43 (2002) 3363;

S. Weinzierl, J. Math. Phys. 45 (2004) 2656.

[26] M.Yu. Kalmykov, B.F.L. Ward, S. Yost, JHEP 0702 (2007) 040; ibid. 0710 (2007) 048; ibid. 0711 (2007) 009;

M.Yu. Kalmykov, B.A. Kniehl, B.F.L. Ward, S.A. Yost, Proc. of Quarks-08, [arXiv:0810.3238]; S.A. Yost, M.Yu. Kalmykov, B.F.L. Ward, Proc. of ICHEP 2008 [arXiv:0808.2605].

[27] M.Yu. Kalmykov, B. Kniehl, Nucl. Phys. B 809 (2009) 365.

[28] J.A. Lappo-Danilevsky, Mémoires sur la théorie des systémes des équations différentielles linéaires, (Chelsea, New York, 1953) ;

A.B. Goncharov, Math. Res. Lett. 4 (1997) 617; Math. Res. Lett. 5 (1998) 497; E. Remiddi, J.A.M. Vermaseren, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 15 (2000) 725; J. Vollinga, S. Weinzierl, Comput. Phys. Commun. 167 (2005) 177.

[29] O.V. Tarasov, Phys. Lett. B 638 (2006) 195. [30] M.Yu. Kalmykov, JHEP 0604 (2006) 056.

[31] V.V. Bytev, M. Kalmykov, B.A. Kniehl, B.F.L. Ward, and S.A. Yost, arXiv:0902.1352. [32] F. Jegerlehner, M.Yu. Kalmykov, O. Veretin, Nucl. Phys. B 658 (2003) 49;

A.I. Davydychev, M.Yu. Kalmykov, Nucl. Phys. B 699 (2004) 3. [33] J. Fleischer, Mu. Y. Kalmykov, Comput. Phys. Commun. 128 (2000) 531;

F. Jegerlehner, M.Yu. Kalmykov, O. Veretin, Nucl. Phys. B 641 (2002) 285;

F. Jegerlehner, M.Yu. Kalmykov, Acta Phys. Polon. B 34 (2003) 5335; Nucl. Phys. B 676 (2004) 365. [34] D.S. Kershaw, Phys. Rev. D 8 (1973) 2708.

[35] E.E. Boos, A.I. Davydychev, Theor. Math. Phys. 89 (1991) 1052;

A.I. Davydychev, J. Math. Phys. 32 (1991) 1052; ibid. 33 (1992) 358.

[36] O.V. Tarasov, Acta Phys. Polon. B 29 (1998) 2655; Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 534 (2004) 293. [37] V.P. Gerdt, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 135 (2004) 232;

V.P. Gerdt, D. Robertz, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 559 (2006) 215; A.V. Smirnov, V.A. Smirnov, JHEP 0601 (2006) 001; A.V. Smirnov, JHEP 0604 (2006) 026; ibid. 0810 (2008) 107; R.N. Lee, JHEP 0807 (2008) 031.

[38] S. Weinzierl, Comput. Phys. Commun. 145 (2002) 357;

M.Yu. Kalmykov, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 135 (2004) 280; S. Moch, P. Uwer, Comput. Phys. Commun. 174 (2006) 759;

T. Huber, D. Maître, Comput. Phys. Commun. 175 (2006) 122; ibid. 178 (2008) 755. [39] J.A.M. Vermaseren, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 14 (1999) 2037;

J. Blumlein, S. Kurth, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 014018;

J. Blumlein, Comput. Phys. Commun. 159 (2004) 19; [arXiv:0901.3106]. [40] F.V. Tkachov, Phys. Lett. B 100 (1981) 65;

K.G. Chetyrkin, F.V. Tkachov, Nucl. Phys. B 192 (1981) 159.

[41] A.V. Kotikov, Phys. Lett. B 254 (1991) 158; ibid. 259 (1991) 314; ibid. 267 (1991) 123;

E. Remiddi, Nuovo Cim. A 110 (1997) 1435.

[42] G. Passarino, S. Uccirati, Nucl. Phys. B 747 (2006) 113;

J. Fleischer, J. Gluza, A. Lorca, T. Riemann, Eur. J. Phys. C 48 (2006) 35; K. Bitaghsir-Fadafan, M.R. Garousi, Nucl. Phys. B 760 (2007) 197; E. Gardi, J. Kuokkanen, K. Rummukainen, H. Weigert, Nucl. Phys. A 784 (2007) 282; J.R. Andersen, E. Gardi, JHEP 0701 (2007) 029; P. Gambino, E. Gardi, G. Ridolfi, JHEP 0612 (2006) 036; M. Faisst, P. Maierhoefer, C. Sturm, Nucl. Phys. B 766, 246 (2007); Y. Kiyo, D. Seidel, M. Steinhauser, JHEP 0901 (2009) 038.

[43] V.V. Bytev, M. Kalmykov, B.A. Kniehl, B.F.L. Ward, S.A. Yost, arXiv:0902.1352;

V.V. Bytev, M.Yu. Kalmykov, B.A. Kniehl, arXiv:0904.0214