arXiv:2305.08783v2 [hep-ph] 12 Jun 2023

NeatIBP 1.0, A package generating small-size integration-by-parts relations for Feynman integrals

Zihao Wu^{a,b}, Janko Boehm^c, Rourou Ma^a, Hefeng Xu^d, Yang Zhang^{a,b,e}

aInterdisciplinary Center for Theoretical Study, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China bPeng Huanwu Center for Fundamental Theory, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China cDepartment of Mathematics, Technische Universität Kaiserslautern, 67663 Kaiserslautern, Germany dDepartment of Modern Physics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China eMax-Planck-Institut für Physik, Werner-Heisenberg-Institut, D-80805, München, Germany

Abstract

In this work, we present the package NeatIBP, which automatically generates small-size integration-by-parts (IBP) identities for Feynman integrals. Based on the syzygy and module intersection techniques, the generated IBP identities’ propagator degree is controlled and thus the size of the system of IBP identities is shorter than that generated by the standard Laporta algorithm. This package is powered by the computer algebra systems Mathematica and Singular, and the library SpaSM. It is parallelized on the level of Feynman integral sectors. The generated small-size IBP identities can subsequently be used for either finite field reduction or analytic reduction. We demonstrate the capabilities of this package on several multi-loop IBP examples.

Keywords: Feynman Integrals, IBP identities, syzygies, module intersection method

Email addresses: wuzihao@mail.ustc.edu.cn (Zihao Wu),

boehm@mathematik.uni-kl.de (Janko Boehm), marr21@mail.ustc.edu.cn (Rourou

Ma), rwinters@mail.ustc.edu.cn (Hefeng Xu), yzhphy@ustc.edu.cn (Yang Zhang)

Preprint submitted to Computer Physics Communications July 11, 2023

PROGRAM SUMMARY Manuscript Title: NeatIBP 1.0, A package for generating small-size integrationby-parts relations for Feynman integrals Authors: Zihao Wu, Janko Boehm, Rourou Ma, Hefeng Xu, Yang Zhang Program Title: NeatIBP CPC Library link to program files: (to be added by Technical Editor) Developer’s repository link: https://github.com/yzhphy/NeatIBP Code Ocean capsule: (to be added by Technical Editor) Licensing provisions(please choose one): GPLv3 Programming language: Mathematica, Singular, C Computer(s) for which the program has been designed: computers with multiple CPU cores Operating system(s) for which the program has been designed: Linux Supplementary material: none Nature of problem: The difficulty of the IBP reduction of Feynman integrals stems from the large size of the IBP system.

Solution method: We apply the module intersection method to generate IBP relations by algebraic geometry methods, and compare the smaller IBP system we generate with that from Laporta’s algorithm. NeatIBP generates the module intersection in Singular [1] and selects relevant and independent IBP relations via an algorithm relying on the library SpaSM [2]. The workflow is parallelized by a task manager written in Mathematica [3].

References

[1] W. Decker, G.-M. Greuel, G. Pfister, and H. Schönemann, “Singular 4-3-1 – A computer algebra system for polynomial computations.”

http://www.singular.uni-kl.de, 2022.

[2] The SpaSM group, ”SpaSM: a Sparse direct Solver Modulo p.”

http://github.com/cbouilla/spasm, 2017.

[3] Wolfram Research, Mathematica 13.2, https://www.wolfram.com/mathematica/.

1. Introduction

Feynman integrals are the core objects in perturbative quantum field theory. They are crucial in the theoretical computations, especially which is related to the observations of high energy experiments, such as, in Large

Hadron Collider (LHC) [1, 2, 3, 4]. As the increasing of precision in highenergy experiments, the demand for multi-loop Feynman integral computations going to rise continuously. Typically, for a given scattering process, the computation of scattering amplitude involves numerous Feynman integrals’ contribution. One thus performs reductions [5, 6, 7, 8, 9] on the integrals towards smaller sets of integrals which then have to be computed.

Integration-by-Parts (IBP) reduction [6, 7] is a key Feynman integral reduction technique. Laporta’s algorithm [10] is the most prevalent IBP reduction algorithm, relying on reducing a linear system of IBP relations. A multitude of other approaches exist for executing IBP reduction, including the use of operators and non-commutative algebra [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18], intersection numbers [19, 20, 21, 22], auxiliary mass flow methods [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31], finite field methods [32, 33, 34, 35, 36], methods of direct solutions [37], and more. Building on these techniques, there are several packages for IBP reductions available, including AIR [38], FiniteFlow[36], FIRE [39, 40, 41, 42], Kira [43, 44, 45], LiteRed [46], and Reduze [47, 48].

One of the key factors determining the computational complexity of IBP reduction is the number of initial IBP relations. The syzygy method for IBP reduction [49] is a powerful method to decrease this number of IBP relations. So-called syzygy equations impose constraints on the Feynman integral indices, and thus significantly decrease the number of IBP relations to consider in subsequent computations. Several novel methods have been developed for generating or reformulating syzygy equations, including linear algebra techniques [50, 51], independent syzygy generator selection [52] and module intersection [53, 54, 55]. Although there have been numerous advancements in syzygy methods for IBP reduction, it appears that an automated program employing syzygy method-based IBP techniques is noticeably lacking in the market.

In this paper, we introduce our package NeatIBP (ver. 1.0). The tool automatically generate small-size IBP systems, relying on syzygy techniques and, in particular, the module intersection method [53, 54].

In our package, we employ the Baikov representation of Feynman integrals [56, 57, 58]. The index restriction condition of Feynman integrals in IBP relations, translates into a module intersection computation over the polynomial ring in the variables of the Baikov representation [53, 54]. The module intersection in the current version of NeatIBP is determined using the computer algebra system Singular [59]. Then formal IBP relations, with restriction of indices, are generated. Based on the formal relations, we introduce sophisticated seeding and selection algorithms to generate a small size IBP system. During the seeding steps, careful control is exercised over the numerator degree of the generated IBP relations. Using row reduction methods over finite fields, a small set of sufficient IBP relations is selected. Along our way, the master integrals are determined. The selection step is powered by the finite field linear system reduction package SpaSM [60].

The output of NeatIBP is a list of IBP relations, which are sufficient to reduce input integrals to master integrals. This list, which is typically much shorter than the one obtained from Laporta algorithm, serves two purposes:

1. Integral reduction over finite fields, with a subsequent reconstruction multi-loop amplitudes.

2. Analytic integral reduction, if required.

NeatIBP 1.0 is employing parallelization. In the initial step, the zero sectors and symmetric sectors are determined using standard methods [46]. The symmetry maps between sectors are found in a parallelized manner. Subsequently, the module intersection, IBP relation seeding, and selection computations are parallelized across distinct Feynman integral sectors. The status of the computation is visible in our monitor program. Important intermediate results are stored in real-time. Due to this approach, the execution of the program can be interrupted and resumed.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide an overview of the mathematical physics methods used in our program, and briefly outline their implementations in NeatIBP. In Section 3, we present the underlying algorithm of NeatIBP, as well as its parallelization scheme. In Section 4 provides a short guide on how to use NeatIBP, with more details available online. In Section 5, we showcase examples for the usage NeatIBP and give timings. Section 6 summarizes the paper.

We remark that due to graduation requirements of the University of Science and Technology of China necessitating first-author papers, and Wu’s significant contribution to this work, the author name ordering of this paper is chosen in the stated way.

2. Review of methods and their implementations

2.1. IBP reduction

IBP reduction refers to reducing given scalar integrals in a Feynman integral family to a finite number of linearly independent integrals. A Feynman integral family, for a given Feynman diagram, is a set of Feynman integrals of the form G_{α1,···,αn} = ∫ L∏ j=1 d^Dl_j iπ^{D/2} 1 D^{α1}_1 · · · D^{αn}_n , (1)

where the D_i are the propagators associated to the Feynman diagram, α_i’s are the power indices, usually taking integer values. The IBP relations originate from the vanishing boundary term in dimensional regularization, such that 0 = ∫ L∏ j=1 d^Dl_j iπ^{D/2} ∂ ∂l^μ_k v^μ D^{α1}_1 · · · D^{αn}_n , (2)

where v^μ is a vector formed by loop or external momenta. The right hand side of (2) can be expanded as a linear combination of multiple Feynman integrals in this family. Thus, (2) generates infinite numbers of linear constrains on the Feynman integrals in the family. Constrained by the relations, only finite [61] number of Feynman integrals in the family are independent. They can be chosen to form a linear basis. Any integral I in the family can be represented as I = ∑ i c_iI_i, (3)

where I_i’s are called master integrals, c_i’s are the reduction coefficients. In order to reduce some target integrals toward a chosen master integral basis, we usually follow the following steps. Firstly, we generate enough IBP relations from (2). We then need to solve the linear equation system, with the target integrals treated as the unknown and master integrals as the known. Finally we will get the reduction result (3).

Usually, (2) generates IBP relations with the indices α_i’s (for denominators) increased, for a generally chosen v^μ. This phenomenon will significantly increase the size of the IBP system, since the integrals with increased indices are often irrelevant to the reduction target. Fortunately, new methods can avoid this the appearance of such unneeded integrals, by solving syzygy equations [49, 52, 62, 63, 50, 53, 54, 55]. In NeatIBP, we uses IBP relations from Baikov representation, with the help of syzygy equations and the module intersection method[53, 55]. We will introduce them in the subsequent sections.

2.2. IBP relations from the Baikov representation

The Baikov representation of Feynman integrals is G_{α1,···,αn} = C ∫ dz_1 · · · dz_nP^γ 1 z^{α1}_1 · · · z^{αn}_n , (4)

where C is a constant irrelevant to the IBP relations, γ =^{D−L−E−1}_2 , with L and E the number of independent loop and external momenta respectively, and P = P (z_1, · · · , z_n) = det G(l_1, · · · , l_L, p_1, · · · p_E), (5) standing for the Gram determinant of loop and external momenta.

In the Baikov representation, IBP relations are generated from the total derivative expression as

0 = C ∫ dz_1 · · · dz_n n∑ i=1 ∂ ∂z_i ( a_i(z)P^γ 1 z^{α1}_1 · · · z^{αn}_n ) , (6)

where a_i(z)’s are some chosen polynomials of z_j ’s. If one can find such a_i’s that there exists corresponding polynomials b(z) and b_i(z)’s satisfying b(z)P + n∑ i=1 ( a_i(z) ∂P ∂z_i ) = 0, (7) and a_i(z) = b_i(z)z_i, for i ∈ {j|α_j > 0}, (8) (6) yields,

0 = C ∫ dz_1 · · · dz_n (^n∑ i=1 ( ∂a_i ∂z_i − α_i a_i z_i ) − γb ) P^γ 1 z^{α1}_1 · · · z^{αn}_n , (9)

which generates IBP relations via the Baikov representation, keeping the nonnegative indices from being increased. We call these IBP relations formal IBP relations if the indices α_i are symbolic.

The equations (7) are the syzygy equations of the set of generators ⟨P,^{∂P}_{∂z1} , · · · ,^{∂P}_{∂zn} ⟩. Considering Baikov kernel P is defined as the determinate of certain matrix, which let us call as P_{ij} , we have such a Laplace expansion [53] as ∑ j P_{ij} ∂P ∂P_{kj} − δ_{ik}P = 0. (10)

The matrix entries, P_{ij}, are scalar products of the momenta, thus being linear combinations of the propagators z_i’s and kinematic variables. Consequently, from the Laplace expansion (10), the solutions of the syzygy equation (7) can be directly read, using the chain rule of derivative. The completeness of those syzygy generators are proved in [53].

Given a Baikov kernel P , the solutions of (7), which are vectors of polynomials, (b, a_1, · · · , a_n), are not unique. All the solutions form an algebraic structure called module. Call the solution module of (7) M_1. Similarly, the solutions of (8) also form a module, M_2. In order to find the common solutions of (7) and (8), we perform module intersection [55]

M = M_1 ∩ M_2 . (11)

From the module intersection, we get the generators of module M. They can be used in (9) to generate formal IBP relations in the following form, 0 = ∑ {⃗β} c_{{⃗β}}(α_1, · · · , α_n)I_{α1+β1,···,αn+βn} . (12)

With the power indices α_i in the formal IBP relations as integers, specific IBP relations are obtained. This process is called seeding, and the specific integer value for α_i’s is called a seed.

Seeding is a key step for many IBP reduction algorithms. For syzygy or module intersection based IBP reduction, the seeding process would be more sophisticated since the syzygy/module intersection generators may provide IBP relations with different numerator degrees. The details of seeding in NeatIBP v1.0 is described in the next section.

2.3. The sectors of a Feynman integral family

The integrals in an integral family can be categorized by the propagators that appear in the denominator of the integrand. Such a category is called a sector in the integral family. An integral G_{α1,···,αn} is in a sector (s_1, · · · , s_n), if, s_i = { 1, α_i > 0 0, α_i ≤ 0

, (13)

Changing one or more “1” to “0” in the sector expression (s_1, · · · , s_n) of a certain sector A , we get another sector B which is called a sub sector of sector A. Accordingly, sector A is called a super sector of sector B. Sometimes, one can label a sector by the set {i|s_i = 1}. For example, sector (0, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0) can be labeled as {2, 5, 7}.

Among the 2^n sectors in an integral family with n propagators, there are many of them called zero sectors, in which all integrals are zero. NeatIBP applies Lee’s zero sector criteria to determine zero sectors [46]. This method is based on Lee-Pomeransky representation [46, 64, 15]. It is shown in [46] that for a given sector S, if there exist constants t_i’s such that ∑ i t_ix_i ∂G ∂x_i = G, (14)

where G denotes the Lee-Pomeransky polynomial on sector S, then S is a zero sector.

2.4. The symmetries of Feynman integrals

Symmetries between Feynman integrals are important for the integral reduction.

It is well-known that the symmetries of Feynman integrals can be found from the polynomial symmetry of their parameterized representations. The polynomial symmetries can be found by Pak’s algorithm [65]. In this way, the symmetry between Feynman integrals’ via swapping propagators is determined.

Furthmore, the propagator permutation can be reformulated to a momentum map, which is found by the following ansatz,

l_i → A_{ij} l_j + B_{ik}p_k, where det(A_{ij} ) = ±1, p_i → C_{ij} p_j. (15)

corresponding to the permutation, D_i → D_{σ(i)}, for i ∈ {j|α_j > 0}, (16) where σ stands for a certain permutation. We call a symmetry relation a symmetry inside a sector, if the permutation rule σ map integrals in one sector to integrals in the same sector. We call it a symmetry between sectors otherwise. The coefficients in the ansatz (15) are determined by the propagator matching and the invariance of the Gram matrix of external legs.

We remark that, momentum map is stronger than the polynomial symmetry. In some cases, there is a symmetry between IBP-irreducible integrals, but it is not easy to find the corresponding momentum map. NeatIBP will search for this kind of additional symmetry relations between IBP-irreducible integrals.

2.5. Propagator cuts

For complicated integrals family, frequently one would like to carry out the IBP reduction with propagator cuts. For integrals with Dirac delta functions in the integrand, IBP relations with cuts are also necessary. In NeatIBP v1.0, computation with propagator cut is also included. For the conceptual introduction of the propagator cuts and the related generalized unitarity methods, we refer to the ref. [66][67][68][62].

In this version of our package, we implement the propagator cut convention in the Baikov representation as [62]. Suppose that C is the set of propagator indices on the cut, then the Baikov integral kernel becomes, P → P |_{zj →0}, j ∈ C . (17) and the IBP relation can be found by the following module intersection,

(M_1|_{zj →0}) ∩ (M_2|_{zj →0}), j ∈ C . (18)

The resulting IBP relations have no increase of the uncut indices of propagators. Usually, with a cut, the module intersection computation and the IBP seeding would be much easier. For complicated Feynman integral family, it makes sense to consider all the spanning cuts of the IBP reduction and then construct the full IBP reduction.

In this version of NeatIBP, we only deal with the Feynman integrals with the propagator index lower than 2 on the cut. The integrand for double propagators on the cut in the Baikov representation, which contains the derivative of the kernel P is more complicated. We leave this case for the future versions.

We also remark that the choice of propagator cuts usually breaks the symmetry between sectors. So in this version of our package, if the propagator cut is imposed then the symmetry searching should be turned off.

3. Algorithms

In this section, we will introduce the main ideas of the algorithm of Neat- IBP.

3.1. Generating IBP relations referring to sectors

In NeatIBP, the IBP reduction relations are generated by seeding process referring to the sector structure of an integral family. We apply the similar idea “tail mask” as that in the Laporta algortithm. For each sector, we just accumulate IBP relations which can reduce the target integrals to the master integrals of this sector, and the (unreduced) integrals in the sub sectors. The integrals from the sub sectors are also called tail integrals^1.

Generating IBP relations in a family is divided into sub tasks which corresponds to the sectors. The family can be visualized as a web structure with each sector as a node, (see Fig. 1). The input of each node is a set of the target integrals of the current sector, consisting user input and tail integrals from its super sectors. The output of each node includes master integrals and IBP relations generated from the current sector. Tail integrals in these IBP relations would become the input of the corresponding sub nodes.

The web structure enables us to distribute the computation in parallel. In our parallelization scheme, a task immediately starts once all its super tasks are finished. In NeatIBP v1.0, the parallel tasks is arranged by a mission status registration table and a task manager. Logically, such a parallelization scheme is built in a way shown in Fig. 2. In the registration table, the mission status have four cases . They are waiting, ready to compute, computing and finished. The task manager is in charge of the evolving of the registration table in the following ways,

• At the beginning, all mission statuses are initialized as waiting.

• The manager reads the registration table periodically.

• Once the manager detects that a waiting mission has no unfinished super mission, it modifies its status to ready to compute.

• Once the manager expects that there are available computation resources, it modifies the statuses of certain number of missions with

1In the next paragraphs, we call the integrals from the current sectors as head integrals.

sector 1 sector 2 sector 3 sector 4 sector 5 sector 6 sector 7 sector 8 sector 9 sector 10 sector 11

Figure 1: An example of a web structure of the sectors in a family.

ready to compute status to computing status, and, at the same time, send a message to workers to start the computing of those missions.

• Once a worker finished computing, it reports to the registration table to modify the status of the mission as finished.

In NeatIBP, we inserted a mission status monitor to show the contents of the registration table in real time, which describes status of all the missions. We will show this in section 4.3.

3.2. Generating IBP relations in one sector

In this section, the IBP generation in our program is introduced. IBP relations can be generated via a seeding process introduced in section 2.2 from the formal IBP relations derived in the Baikov representation. Note that unlike Laporta algorithm, given a fixed seed, IBPs from the module intersection or syzygy can have quite uneven numerator degrees. Therefore, for the given maximal numerator degree, we use different seeds for each formal IBP in eqn. (9) to make sure that the resulting IBP relations have the same task manager registration table of the mission statuses

modify statuses read statuses

worker 1 worker 2· · · data storage

report finish send start signalreport finish send start signal outputs inputsoutputs inputs

Figure 2: Distributed computation based on registration table.

maximal numerator degree. We call this seeding process Zurich seeding^2.

The IBP relations can be expressed as a linear system as follows 0 = ∑ j c^h_{ij} I^h_j + ∑ k c^t_{ik}I^t_k (19)

where I^h_j and I^t_k stands for head and tail integrals relevant to the IBP system generated from the current sector.

To make sure the IBP system can reduce the target integrals to master integrals in this sector and the tail integrals, row reduction operations on the matrix of the coefficients c^h_{ij} would be applied. For the row reduction, the ordering of the integrals in (19) should be arranged by our preference.

The master integrals of the current sector is also determined during the row reduction. On the other hand, We find that the foreknow information on the master integral can sometimes reduce the size of IBP seeds, and thus reduce the memory usage. For this purpose, we use Lee’s critical counting

2One of the authors of this paper used the process frequently when he was working in Zurich.

[64] and also the maximal cut syzygy method in Azurite [69]. Specifically, in NeatIBP v1.0, we embed a minimal version of Azurite, named as Azuritino, to determine the master integrals as a running option.

By a standard linear algebra computation, a column reduction of c^h_{ij} matrix selects independent IBP relations on the current sector. Here we prefer IBP relations with lower tail integral degrees in the selection. Schemetically, after removing the linearly dependent relations, we have 0 = ∑ j c̃^h_{ij} I^h_j + ∑ k c̃^t_{ik}I^t_k (20)

Furthermore, from the linearly independent IBPs, we can select IBP relations that are actually needed to reduce the target integrals. Specifically, considering a row reduction, R_{ik} = ∑ j L_{ij}c̃^h_{jk}, (21)

where the matrix R is a row echelon form. Suppose that the i-th row corresponds to an input integral, the set {j|L_{ij} ≠ 0}, (22) corresponds to the indices of used IBPs to reduce this particular input integral. In this manner, we can further select used IBPs from the indepedent IBP set.

We remark that the above row reduction operations are just for IBP relation selections. Therefore, we use generic kinematic values and finite field methods to speed up these steps. However, this could be a bit risky if the numeric point is not “generic” enough or prime number associated with the finite field hits a singular case in the linear operators. In NeatIBP v1.0, we added a check process to check the IBP relations, with other numeric kinematic points. Multiple kinematic points and prime numbers, and a majority vote process may make the selection more stable. However, this approach would change the parallelization scheme and hence we leave it for the future versions of NeatIBP.

In this version of NeatIBP, we implement the row reduction over finite field by using the open source package SpaSM [60].

NeatIBP allows input integrals with or without multiple propagators. For integrals with multiple propagators, NeatIBP serves as an IBP generator which avoids higher propagator indices and reduces the IBP system size as well. With NeatIBP v1.0, we suggest to run tasks for input integrals with or without multiple propagators separately. One may avoid a large number of seeds by doing this.

We remark that, in NeatIBP, while solving module intersection problems in Singular, the degree bound is frequently used. Once the total degree of intermediate result reaches the degBound in Singular, the early termination of Buchberger algorithm computation happens. This results in a faster computation but a possible result of an incomplete generating system. We observe that sometimes, the module intersection result with degree bound, together with seeds without propagators, may lead to a larger irreducible integral set than the set of master integrals. In these cases, NeatIBP v1.0 can automatically search for certain seeds with increased denominator power indices, to further reduce the irreducible integral set. This mechanism is designed for complicated diagrams where we have to use low degree bounds in Singular to make the module intersection computation less timeconsuming.

3.3. Additional remarks

The whole process of NeatIBP is in three steps, the initialization, the parallel missions between sectors and the summary.

In the initialization step, we determines all sectors that are relevant to the missions according to the target integrals the user input. Among the sectors, there are some zero sectors. We treat all target integrals in these zero sectors as 0 in the whole process.

NeatIBP allows the user to choose whether the symmetry is needed. If so, we need to consider both symmetries inside sectors and between sectors. The symmetries between sectors are found in the initialization step. Through this, some nonzero sectors^3 can be mapped to its image sector. We select a set of nonzero sectors, called unique sectors, such that all other nonzero sectors can be mapped to a unique sector, and a unique sector cannot be mapped to another unique sector. NeatIBP converts all integrals in the non-unique sectors to their images after symmetry mapping, which are combinations of integrals from unique sectors.

In the second step, the symmetries inside a sector can be derived using methods stated in sub section 2.4. We treat these symmetry relations in the

3In this context, they are called the source sector of its image sector.

same way as IBP relations and put them together to form a linear system after seeding.

4. Manual

In this section, we provide a manual describing the installation and usage of NeatIBP. Note that this manual is based on the most recent version at the time of the publication of this paper, which is v1.0.2.4. This version is complete in the sense that it implements the basic functions introduced in the previous sections. NeatIBP will be continually updated with further improvement. For this, users can refer to the NeatIBP GitHub repository.

4.1. Installation

NeatIBP is a Mathematica/Singular package. One can obtain Neat- IBP from the following GitHub repository link, which also provides installation instructions.

https://github.com/yzhphy/NeatIBP The user can install NeatIBP by

git clone https :// github . com/ yzhphy / NeatIBP. git

following the Readme.md document of the repository. The dependencies of NeatIBP are Singular [59] and SpaSM [60], so these have to be installed before usage. If SpaSM is not present on the machine yet, we recommend to install it using or along the lines of script provided in the NeatIBP repository.

As an alternative way of installation, we also provide a package for the supercomputing package manager Spack [70], which installs NeatIBP along with all of its dependencies. Please follow the respective section of the

Readme.md document.

4.2. Preparing inputs

To utilize NeatIBP for a Feynman integrals reduction task, the following three files are required in the working directory in order to run the program:

1. A configuration file named “config.txt” containing the necessary settings.

2. A kinematics file, which by default is named “kinematics.txt”, containing the kinematic information for the Feynman diagram.

3. A target integral file, which by default is named “targetIntegrals.txt”, containing the target integrals which are supposed to be reduced.

The input files should be prepared in form of Mathematica readable files using the command Get. In the configuration file, settings that control the execution of NeatIBP are specified. If an option value is not given, the program refers to default values given in NeatIBP/default settings.txt. We list some of the settings which are frequently used:

1. kinematicsFile and targetIntegralsFile: These variables contain the names of the txt files which specify the kinematics of the Feynman diagram and the target integrals, respectively. Please make sure that the file names are given with absolute paths. To do so, one can use

workingPath which points to the working directory (the directory of

the configuration file).

2. SingularApp: This variables tells NeatIBP how to run Singular. Its value is a string with the command running Singular in the shell.

3. SparseRREF`SpaSMLibrary: This variable tells NeatIBP where to find SpaSM. Its value is a string containing the absolute path to the file “libspasm.so”.

4. ReductionOutputName and outputPath: If outputPath is set to the value Automatic (default value), the output of NeatIBP will be written to the subfolder with name ReductionOutputName inside the subfolder outputs in workingPath. If the output should be written to a different location, outputPath can be set.^4

5. OptionSimplification: This is an integer value selecting the simplification mode used to simplify the results of the module intersection in Singular. The simplification mode is explained in the Singular documentation, see

https://www.singular.uni-kl.de/Manual/4-3-2/sing_349.htm.

4If outputPath is set to Automatic and the output path already exists, then NeatIBP will ask the user whether to overwrite the contents. If the folder is user-specified, it is the user’s responsibility to make sure to delete data from previous runs.

6. FiniteFieldModulus: The finite field modulus used in Spasm for NeatIBP. This value should be a prime number not larger than 46337.

7. AzuritinoIntersectionDegreeBound specifies the degree bound for module intersection computations via Singular in Azuritino, while

NeatIBPIntersectionDegreeBound gives the degree bound for the for-

mal IBP generation step in NeatIBP. For more details on how to specify degree bounds, please refer to

https://www.singular.uni-kl.de/Manual/4-3-2/sing_399.htm.

8. IntegralOrder: A variable controlling the ordering of Feynamn integrals. It can take the values MultiplePropagatorElimination,

ISPElimination, or Global.

9. NeedSymmetry: A Boolean type variable, which determines whether symmetries of Feynman integrals are considered.

10. CutIndices: A list containing the indices of the cut propagators.

11. SeedingAdditionalDegree: The maximum of the additional numerator degree considered relative to the degree of the target integrals.

12. MIFromAzuritino: A Boolean type variable, which determines whether to use Azuritino to find master integrals.

13. CriticalPointInAzuritino: A Boolean type variable determining whether to use Lee’s critical point counting method [64] to estimate the amount of master integrals before using Azuritino.

14. StrictMI: If this Boolean type variable is set to True, then Neat- IBP terminates with an errror if the IBP relations generated are not sufficient to reduce the target integrals to the pre-determined master integrals. Otherwise, NeatIBP uses a (typically slightly) redundant integral basis.

15. If StrictDenominatorPowerIndices is False, NeatIBP will try to introduce a minimally necessary set of seeds with increased denominator power indices, in case the generated IBP system cannot reduce the target to master integrals.

AllowedDenominatorPowerLift is the allowed total denominator de-

gree increase in the additional seeds. Note that setting the variable

AllowedDenominatorPowerLift to 0 is equivalent to setting the vari-

able StrictDenominatorPowerIndices to True.

16. MemoryUsedLimit: The limit for memory usage specified in megabytes.

NeatIBP will try to estimate the memory usage of newly scheduled parallel tasks, and aim at controlling (but not guaranteeing) the memory usage in the computation.

17. ThreadUsedLimit: The maximum number of NeatIBP threads in the parallel computation.

18. Using the Boolean type variables DeleteSingularScriptFiles and

DeleteSingularResultFiles, one can determine whether NeatIBP

deletes on completion of the computation the temporary Singular input and output files, respectively.

The user can also request in the configuration file varous additional outputs. For details, see the section “additional outputs” in the default configuratoin file NeatIBP/default settings.txt.

In the kinematics file, the user shall provide the following variables:

1. LoopMomenta: A list for the loop momenta of the Feynman diagram.

2. ExternalMomenta: A list containing all external momenta of the Feynman diagram.

3. Propagators: A list with the propagators of the Feynman diagram.

4. Kinematics: A list containing replacement rules for the kinematic conditions of the external momenta.

5. GenericPoint: A list containing replacement rules corresponding to a general numeric point (with rational coordinates) for scalar kinematic variables appearing in Kinematics and Propagators.

6. GenericD: A replacement rule corresponding to a general numeric value (rational number) for the spacetime dimension d.

In the target integral file, the user shall prepare a list of the target integrals. Here, the integral G_{α1,···,αn} is expressed as G[α_1, · · · , α_n].

4.3. Running NeatIBP

After preparing the above mentioned input files in the working directory, the user can execute NeatIBP to generate the IBP relations. Assuming the user has installed NeatIBP in the directory /SomePath/NeatIBP/, it can be run by changing directory to the working path and executing the command

/ SomePath/ NeatIBP/ run.sh

While NeatIBP is running, the user can execute in a separate terminal window in the working path the command

/ SomePath/ NeatIBP/ monitor.sh

to launch a monitor which shows the current status of the parallel missions.

An example of a monitor output is

----------------------------------------------
2023.4.10 23:17:53
42 sector(s) waiting super sector(s): 244,241,236,233,229,205...
0 sector(s) ready to compute.
14 sector(s) computing: 245,237,218,217,211,206...
81 sector(s) finished: 255,254,253,251,247,239...
----------------------------------------------

In the output, the sector numbers are the binary ids of the sectors.

Note that, in case a worker process terminates unexpectedly during computation, this will not be reported to the registration table and the management system will consider the job to still be computing. To recognize this, the monitor has a process detection, which will report in case of an unexpected termination of a process a warning of the form

----------------------------------------------
2023.3.17 15:32:25
128 sector(s) waiting super sector(s): 252,250,249,246,245,243...
0 sector(s) ready to compute.
7 sector(s) computing: 254,253,251,247,239,223...
2 sector(s) finished: 255,127.
********
Warning:
1 sector(s) lost: 191.
The corresponding process(es) cannot be detected. Maybe they terminated
unexpectedly.
----------------------------------------------

In the above example, the computing process of sector 191 was terminated manually while computing, resulting in the warning.

NeatIBP supports to resume computation if a process is terminated by hand or unexpectedly. To do this, make sure the execution of NeatIBP in the respective working path is stopped, then run the following command in the working path

/ SomePath/ NeatIBP/ continue. sh

NeatIBP will restart the sectors that have not been finished yet.

For the examples contained in the GitHub repository of NeatIBP, we provide convenient scripts to apply the above operations, which again are called run.sh, monitor.sh, and continue.sh. The user can copy the file

packagePath.txt along with respective three scripts from the example’s di-

rectory to a working directory of choice. Then, the file packagePath.txt has to be modified to contain the absolute path where NeatIBP was installed. Finally, open a terminal in the current working directory, and use

./ run.sh

to run NeatIBP, use

./ monitor. sh

to turn on a monitor, or use

./ continue. sh

to continue an unfinished computation.

4.4. Output generated

After NeatIBP has finished running, its output will be exported into three sub directories of the output path, namely inputs, results, and tmp. The inputs folder will contain the three input files described in Subsection 4.2. The results folder will contain four files, and a minimum of two sub folders. The file IBP all.txt lists all IBP relations generated by NeatIBP. The file MI all.txt lists all master integrals. The file OrderedIntegrals.txt lists all integrals occuring in the IBP relations, in an integral ordering from high to low. The file summary.txt is a log file containing a summary of the computation. The sub folders results/IBP/ and results/MI/ contain txt files with IBP relations and master integrals on each sector, respectively. If the user requested additional outputs in the configuration file, there will be sub folder additional outputs containing the requested additional outputs. The folder tmp, contains some temporary files created during runtime.

As discussed in Subsection 3.2, the finite field row reduction in NeatIBP using a numeric point may hit singularities. Thus, after NeatIBP finished running, it is recommended to check the results on further different numeric points. In NeatIBP, we provide an automatic checker to test if the IBP relations generated can reduce the target integrals to master integrals. To do this, open a terminal in any folder and run

math - script / SomePath/ NeatIBP/ CheckIBP. wl [ path ]

where [path] is the output path of the NeatIBP results. The program will perform a row reduction on a different random numeric point to see if the IBP system is sufficient to reduce the target integrals. It is recommended to execute the check several times to sufficiently reduce the probability of a mistake.

4.5. Row reduction using SpaSM

As mentioned before, this version of NeatIBP relies on SpaSM [60] for row reduction over finite fields. To connect SpaSM to Mathematica, we use LibraryLink, a component of Mathematica, which can connect to C libraries and supply an interface. For communication, specific data structures are used in our C code, which then is packaged as a library called

SparseRREF.so, and an interface file called SparseRREF.m. In NeatIBP,

this interface to SpaSM is included and automatically used.

The interface component can also be used individually for other purposes. To do this, one can run the following command in Mathematica

Get[" SomePath/ NeatIBP/ SparseRREF/ SparseRREF.m"]

and use the command

SRSparseRowReduce[M , Modulus ->p]

to obtain the RREF (reduced row echelon form) from an sparse input matrix M (which should be a SparseArray) given over the rational numbers which is reduced to the finite prime field F_p modulo the prime p in case of coprime denominators. The output will be a sparse echelon-form modulo p of Mathematica type SparseArray.

5. Examples

In this section, we provide examples to illustrate the performance of NeatIBP. This section gives details on three different examples: a 2-loop 5-point massless planar diagram, a 2-loop 4-point non-planar diagram with internal and external massive lines, and a 3-loop 4-point planar diagram with one external massive line.

5.1. A pentagon-box diagram example

In this subsection, we consider the two-loop five-point diagram as depicted in Figure 3. The paper [49] which originally introduced the syzygy IBP

p_1 p_2 p_3 p^4 p_5

Figure 3: A two-loop five-point diagram example

method used this diagram as an example, but did not cover all the sub sectors.

The propagators of this diagram are

D_1 = l^2_1, D_2 = (l_1 − p_1)^2, D_3 = (l_1 − p_{12})^2, D_4 = (l_1 − p_{123})^2, D_5 = l^2, D_6 = (l_2 + p_{1234})^2, D_7 = (l_2 + p_{123})^2, D_8 = (l_1 + l_2)^2, D_9 = (l_1 − p_{1234})^2, D_{10} = (l_2 + p_1)^2, D_{11} = (l_2 + p_2)^2,

where p_{i···j} := p_i + · · · + p_j . The last three propagators are irreducible scalar products (ISPs). The external kinematic conditions are

p^2_1 = p^2 = p^2_3 = p^2_4 = 0, p_1 · p_2 = s_{12} 2 , p_1 · p_3 =

−s_{12} − s_{23} + s_{45} 2 , p_1 · p_4 =

−s_{15} + s_{23} − s_{45} 2 , p_2 · p_3 = s_{23} 2 , p_2 · p_4 = s_{15} − s_{23} − s_{34} 2 , p_3 · p_4 = s_{34} 2 The momentum conservation condition in this diagram is p_1 +p_2 +p_3 +p_4 = 0.

We demonstrate this example using two sets of target integrals as inputs. The first set of target integrals is to show the performance on numerator reduction. It consists of 2483 randomly chosen integrals from sector {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8} and its subsectors. They have maximum numerator degree 5, and are free of multiple denominators. Using NeatIBP (v1.0.2.3), we find 61 master integrals and get an IBP system with 14120 IBP identities, which are enough to reduce all the target integrals to master integrals.

The above computation was carried out using 10 CPU cores and 128GB RAM. The computation took about 27 minutes. The input and some output files can be obtained at the following link:

https://www.dropbox.com/s/rrwillc0xyv30pf/pb.tar.gz

As a reference, FIRE6 [42] used 11207942 IBP identities in the reduction of the same target integrals. In the computation, we ran FIRE6 with kinematic variables set to be rational numbers.

The second set of targets contains 880 integrals, which come from the derivatives of the 61 master integrals. This set shows the performance of NeatIBP for integrals with multiple propagators. By generating 3313 IBP identities, NeatIBP relates the given 880 integrals to the 61 master integrals. The computation finishes in 17 minutes on 10 CPU cores and 128GB RAM. As a reference, FIRE6 reduced those target integrals using 1010236 IBP identities. The input and relevant output files can be downloaded at the following link:

https://www.dropbox.com/s/vhzilt837nhnll8/pb_D.tar.gz

5.2. A non-planar two-loop massive diagram example

In this subsection, we discuss an example from the top quark phenomenology. The diagram is given in Figure 4. This nonplanar diagram is one of the most complicated two-loop diagrams contributing to the NNLO corrections for tW production at hadron colliders in [71] (and the references therein).

The propagators of this diagram are

D_1 = −m^2_t + l^2_1, D_2 = −m^2_t + l^2, D_3 = (l_1 + l_2)^2, D_4 = −m^2_t + (l_1 + p_1)^2, D_5 = −m^2_t + (l_1 + l_2 + p_1 + p_2 − p_3)^2, D_6 = (l_2 + p_2 − p_3)^2, D_7 = (l_2 − p_3)^2, D_8 = (l_1 − p_1 + p_3)^2, D_9 = (l_2 − p_1 − p_2 + p_3)^2.

−p_3 p_2 −p_4 p_1m_t m_W

Figure 4: A nonplanar two-loop diagram for the tW production

Its external kinematic conditions are

p^2_1 = p^2 = 0, p^2_3 = m^2_W , p_1 · p_2 = m^2_t + m^2_W − t − u 2 , p_1 · p_3 = m^2_W − t 2 , p_2 · p_3 = m^2_W − u 2 The momentum conservation condition in this example is p_1 + p_2 = p_3 + p_4.

The 597 target integrals for the two-loop scattering amplitudes pp → tW , are from sector {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and its subsectors. Using NeatIBP (v1.0.2.3), we generated 7169 IBP relations which are sufficient to reduce all the target integrals to 90 master integrals.

The computation was performed using 20 CPU cores and 128GB RAM. The computation took about 1.5 hours. The input and relevant output files can be obtained at the following link:

https://www.dropbox.com/s/6wnfwfn0he47ztk/2l4pNP7.tar.gz

We remarks that for this diagram the syzygy computation is rather expensive. Using the degree bound 5 for the computation in Singular, we observe that we do not obtain a sufficiently large set of syzygies, and hence the number of resulting irreducible integrals is slightly larger than the expected 90. Increasing the degree bound to 6 makes the syzygy computation significantly more expensive. NeatIBP then obtains a sufficient set of IBPs and finds 90 master integrals by automatically seeding on some extra integrals with double propagators.

5.3. A three-loop example

In this subsection, we present a three-loop four point example shown in Figure 5. Note that master integrals in related families are calculated in [72].

p_1 p_2 p_3 p_4

Figure 5: The planar triple box diagram with an external massive leg

The propagators of this diagram are

D_1 = l^2_1, D_2 = (l_1 − p_1)^2, D_3 = (l_1 − p_{12})^2, D_4 = l^2_3, D_5 = (l_3 + p_{12})^2, D_6 = (l_1 + l_3)^2, D_7 = (l_2 − l_3)^2, D_8 = l^2, D_9 = (l_2 − l_4)^2, D_{10} = (l_2 + p_{12})^2, D_{11} = (l_1 + p_4)^2, D_{12} = (l_2 + p_1)^2, D_{13} = (l_3 + p_1)^2, D_{14} = (l_3 + p_4)^2, D_{15} = (l_1 + l_2)^2.

The external kinematic conditions are

p^2_1 = p^2 = 0, p^2_4 = m^2, p_1 · p_2 = s 2 , p_2 · p_4 = − s + t 2 , p_1 · p_4 = t − m^2 2 . The momentum conservation condition for this diagram equals p_1 + p_2 + p_3 + p_4 = 0.

We randomly pick 21185 integrals as our target. They are in the sector {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10} and its subsectors. The most complicated integral has the numerator degree 6 in the top sector. Using NeatIBP (v1.0.2.3), we found 83 master integrals and acquired 200074 IBP relations, which are sufficient to reduce all given target integrals to master integrals.

This computation was carried out on a computer with 50 CPU cores and 1.5TB RAM and took about 6 hours. The input and relevant output files can be downloaded at the link:

https://www.dropbox.com/s/8mabbgauxpmxzrb/3l4p1m.tar.gz

6. Summary

In this paper, we present the package NeatIBP v1.0, for generating an IBP systems which are sufficient to reduce the input target Feynman integrals to master integrals. The module intersection method, which is closely related the syzygy approach, is used to restrict the growth of propagator indices in the IBP generation. We expect that the size of this IBP system is of orders of magnitude smaller that that obtained from Laporta’s algorithm. The resulting IBP system can be used for either finite field reduction with subsequent reconstruction of physical quantities, or for analytic reduction.

In this version of NeatIBP, the module intersection computation is powered by the open source computer algebra system Singular, while IBP generation, workflow control and the I/O operations are controlled by Mathematica. The selection of linearly independent and sufficient IBP relations is carried out using the C-library SpaSM. NeatIBP v1.0 incorporates parallelization across different Feynman integral sectors. The execution is controlled by Mathematica code, and the status of the computation is recorded in a registration table on disk. The status can be monitored by the user in the terminal. In the event that the execution of NeatIBP is interrupted, it is possible to resume the computation using the saved temporary files stored on disk.

We anticipate the following updates in the future versions:

1. Migrate the code to rely only on open-source software.

2. Introduce advanced massive parallelization. This includes the introduction of an additional layer of parallelization within a single sector for concurrent execution of the seeding process. Further parallelization could arise from the different cuts of one Feynman integral family. A promising approach to effectively manage and intertwine the multiple levels of parallelism is to realize the workflow management through the open source Singular/GPI-Space framework [73, 74], which relies on the workflow management system GPI-Space [75], incorporates the computer algebra system Singular, which is used by NeatIBP for module intersection computations, and offers convenient installation using the Spack package manager [76].

3. Incorporate alternative approaches for module intersection or syzygy computation. In the current version of NeatIBP, we apply the available general functionality of Singular for computing module intersections. In future versions, we might consider to customize this implementation for our specific setting. Moreover, further methods, like linear algebra techniques [50] and the dual conformal symmetry method for sygygy generation [77] will be considered in future versions.

4. It is well known that the syzygy/module intersection method is very effective on cuts. NeatIBP v1.0 can easily generate IBP relations on cuts. Future versions will find all spanning cuts automatically and build the rules for combining the results for the cuts.

Acknowledgement

We thank Alessandro Georgordis, Kasper Larsen and Xiaodi Li for their contributoins in the early stage of designing this package. We thank Simon Badger, Johannes Henn, Roman Lee, David Kosower, Yingxuan Xu and Simone Zoia for very enlightening discussions. We express our gratitude to Nikolaos Syrrakos for extensively testing our package, as well as to Yefan Wang for providing us with valuable test examples. YZ is supported from the NSF of China through Grant No. 11947301, 12047502, 12075234, 12247103 and the Key Research Program of the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Grant No. XDPB15. Gefördert durch die Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) - Projektnummer 286237555 - TRR 195 (Funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) - Project-ID 286237555 - TRR 195). The work of JB was supported by Project B5 of SFB-TRR 195 and Potentialbereich SymbTools - Symbolic Tools in Mathematics and their Application of the Forschungsinitative Rheinland-Pfalz. ZW expresses gratitude to the other authors of this paper for their agreement on the author name ordering.

References

[1] LHC Machine, JINST 3 (2008) S08001.

doi:10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08001.

[2] A. A. Alves, Jr., et al., The LHCb Detector at the LHC, JINST 3 (2008) S08005. doi:10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005.

[3] S. Chatrchyan, et al., The CMS Experiment at the CERN LHC, JINST 3 (2008) S08004. doi:10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08004.

[4] G. Aad, et al., The ATLAS Experiment at the CERN Large Hadron Collider, JINST 3 (2008) S08003. doi:10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08003.

[5] G. Passarino, M. J. G. Veltman, One Loop Corrections for e+ e- Annihilation Into mu+ mu- in the Weinberg Model, Nucl. Phys. B 160 (1979) 151–207. doi:10.1016/0550-3213(79)90234-7.

[6] F. V. Tkachov, A Theorem on Analytical Calculability of Four Loop Renormalization Group Functions, Phys. Lett. B 100 (1981) 65–68.

doi:10.1016/0370-2693(81)90288-4.

[7] K. G. Chetyrkin, F. V. Tkachov, Integration by Parts: The Algorithm to Calculate beta Functions in 4 Loops, Nucl. Phys. B 192 (1981) 159–204.

doi:10.1016/0550-3213(81)90199-1.

[8] G. Ossola, C. G. Papadopoulos, R. Pittau, Reducing full one-loop amplitudes to scalar integrals at the integrand level, Nucl. Phys. B 763 (2007) 147–169. arXiv:hep-ph/0609007,

doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2006.11.012.

[9] G. Ossola, C. G. Papadopoulos, R. Pittau, CutTools: A Program implementing the OPP reduction method to compute oneloop amplitudes, JHEP 03 (2008) 042. arXiv:0711.3596,

doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2008/03/042.

[10] S. Laporta, High precision calculation of multiloop Feynman integrals by difference equations, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 15 (2000) 5087–5159.

arXiv:hep-ph/0102033, doi:10.1142/S0217751X00002159.

[11] A. V. Smirnov, V. A. Smirnov, S-bases as a tool to solve reduction problems for Feynman integrals, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 160 (2006) 80–84. arXiv:hep-ph/0606247,

doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2006.09.032.

[12] A. V. Smirnov, V. A. Smirnov, Applying Grobner bases to solve reduction problems for Feynman integrals, JHEP 01 (2006) 001.

arXiv:hep-lat/0509187, doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/01/001.

[13] T. Bitoun, C. Bogner, R. P. Klausen, E. Panzer, Feynman integral relations from parametric annihilators, Lett. Math. Phys. 109 (3) (2019) 497–564. arXiv:1712.09215, doi:10.1007/s11005-018-1114-8.

[14] R. N. Lee, Group structure of the integration-by-part identities and its application to the reduction of multiloop integrals, JHEP 07 (2008) 031.

arXiv:0804.3008, doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2008/07/031.

[15] R. N. Lee, Modern techniques of multiloop calculations, in: 49th Rencontres de Moriond on QCD and High Energy Interactions, 2014, pp. 297–300. arXiv:1405.5616.

[16] P. A. Baikov, Explicit solutions of the multiloop integral recurrence relations and its application, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 389 (1997) 347– 349. arXiv:hep-ph/9611449, doi:10.1016/S0168-9002(97)00126-5.

[17] A. G. Grozin, Integration by parts: An Introduction, Int.

J. Mod. Phys. A 26 (2011) 2807–2854. arXiv:1104.3993,

doi:10.1142/S0217751X11053687.

[18] M. Barakat, R. Brüser, C. Fieker, T. Huber, J. Piclum, Feynman integral reduction using Gröbner bases (10 2022). arXiv:2210.05347.

[19] P. Mastrolia, S. Mizera, Feynman Integrals and Intersection Theory, JHEP 02 (2019) 139. arXiv:1810.03818,

doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2019)139.

[20] H. Frellesvig, F. Gasparotto, M. K. Mandal, P. Mastrolia, L. Mattiazzi, S. Mizera, Vector Space of Feynman Integrals and Multivariate Intersection Numbers, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (20) (2019) 201602.

arXiv:1907.02000, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.201602.

[21] H. Frellesvig, F. Gasparotto, S. Laporta, M. K. Mandal, P. Mastrolia, L. Mattiazzi, S. Mizera, Decomposition of Feynman Integrals on the Maximal Cut by Intersection Numbers, JHEP 05 (2019) 153.

arXiv:1901.11510, doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2019)153.

[22] H. Frellesvig, F. Gasparotto, S. Laporta, M. K. Mandal, P. Mastrolia, L. Mattiazzi, S. Mizera, Decomposition of Feynman Integrals by Multivariate Intersection Numbers, JHEP 03 (2021) 027. arXiv:2008.04823,

doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2021)027.

[23] X. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, C.-Y. Wang, A Systematic and Efficient Method to Compute Multi-loop Master Integrals, Phys. Lett. B 779 (2018) 353–357.

arXiv:1711.09572, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.02.026.

[24] X. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, Determining arbitrary Feynman integrals by vacuum integrals, Phys. Rev. D 99 (7) (2019) 071501. arXiv:1801.10523,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.071501.

[25] X. Guan, X. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, Complete reduction of integrals in twoloop five-light-parton scattering amplitudes, Chin. Phys. C 44 (9) (2020) 093106. arXiv:1912.09294, doi:10.1088/1674-1137/44/9/093106.

[26] P. Zhang, C.-Y. Wang, X. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, C. Meng, K.-T. Chao, Semi-analytical calculation of gluon fragmentation into^1S^{[1,8]}_0 quarkonia at next-to-leading order, JHEP 04 (2019) 116. arXiv:1810.07656,

doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2019)116.

[27] Y. Wang, Z. Li, N. Ul Basat, Direct reduction of multiloop multiscale scattering amplitudes, Phys. Rev. D 101 (7) (2020) 076023.

arXiv:1901.09390, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.076023.

[28] Z.-F. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, Determining Feynman Integrals with Only Input from Linear Algebra, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (22) (2022) 222001.

arXiv:2201.11637, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.222001.

[29] X. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, AMFlow: A Mathematica package for Feynman integrals computation via auxiliary mass flow, Comput. Phys. Commun. 283 (2023) 108565. arXiv:2201.11669, doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2022.108565.

[30] X. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, Multiloop corrections for collider processes using auxiliary mass flow, Phys. Rev. D 105 (5) (2022) L051503.

arXiv:2107.01864, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.L051503.

[31] X. Liu, Y.-Q. Ma, W. Tao, P. Zhang, Calculation of Feynman loop integration and phase-space integration via auxiliary mass flow, Chin. Phys. C 45 (1) (2021) 013115. arXiv:2009.07987,

doi:10.1088/1674-1137/abc538.

[32] A. von Manteuffel, R. M. Schabinger, A novel approach to integration by parts reduction, Phys. Lett. B 744 (2015) 101–104. arXiv:1406.4513,

doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2015.03.029.

[33] T. Peraro, Scattering amplitudes over finite fields and multivariate functional reconstruction, JHEP 12 (2016) 030. arXiv:1608.01902,

doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2016)030.

[34] J. Klappert, F. Lange, Reconstructing rational functions with Fire- Fly, Comput. Phys. Commun. 247 (2020) 106951. arXiv:1904.00009,

doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2019.106951.

[35] J. Klappert, S. Y. Klein, F. Lange, Interpolation of dense and sparse rational functions and other improvements in FireFly, Comput. Phys. Commun. 264 (2021) 107968. arXiv:2004.01463,

doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2021.107968.

[36] T. Peraro, FiniteFlow: multivariate functional reconstruction using finite fields and dataflow graphs, JHEP 07 (2019) 031.

arXiv:1905.08019, doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2019)031.

[37] D. A. Kosower, Direct Solution of Integration-by-Parts Systems, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2) (2018) 025008. arXiv:1804.00131,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.025008.

[38] C. Anastasiou, A. Lazopoulos, Automatic integral reduction for higher order perturbative calculations, JHEP 07 (2004) 046.

arXiv:hep-ph/0404258, doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2004/07/046.

[39] A. V. Smirnov, Algorithm FIRE – Feynman Integral REduction, JHEP 10 (2008) 107. arXiv:0807.3243,

doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/107.

[40] A. V. Smirnov, V. A. Smirnov, FIRE4, LiteRed and accompanying tools to solve integration by parts relations, Comput. Phys. Commun. 184 (2013) 2820–2827. arXiv:1302.5885,

doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2013.06.016.

[41] A. V. Smirnov, FIRE5: a C++ implementation of Feynman Integral REduction, Comput. Phys. Commun. 189 (2015) 182–191.

arXiv:1408.2372, doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2014.11.024.

[42] A. V. Smirnov, F. S. Chuharev, FIRE6: Feynman Integral REduction with Modular Arithmetic, Comput. Phys. Commun. 247 (2020) 106877.

arXiv:1901.07808, doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2019.106877.

[43] P. Maierhöfer, J. Usovitsch, P. Uwer, Kira—A Feynman integral reduction program, Comput. Phys. Commun. 230 (2018) 99–112.

arXiv:1705.05610, doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2018.04.012.

[44] P. Maierhöfer, J. Usovitsch, Kira 1.2 Release Notes (12 2018).

arXiv:1812.01491.

[45] P. Maierhöfer, J. Usovitsch, Recent developments in Kira, CERN Yellow Reports: Monographs 3 (2020) 201–204.

doi:10.23731/CYRM-2020-003.201.

[46] R. N. Lee, LiteRed 1.4: a powerful tool for reduction of multiloop integrals, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 523 (2014) 012059. arXiv:1310.1145,

doi:10.1088/1742-6596/523/1/012059.

[47] C. Studerus, Reduze-Feynman Integral Reduction in C++, Comput. Phys. Commun. 181 (2010) 1293–1300. arXiv:0912.2546,

doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2010.03.012.

[48] A. von Manteuffel, C. Studerus, Reduze 2 - Distributed Feynman Integral Reduction (1 2012). arXiv:1201.4330.

[49] J. Gluza, K. Kajda, D. A. Kosower, Towards a Basis for Planar Two- Loop Integrals, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 045012. arXiv:1009.0472,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.83.045012.

[50] R. M. Schabinger, A New Algorithm For The Generation Of Unitarity- Compatible Integration By Parts Relations, JHEP 01 (2012) 077.

arXiv:1111.4220, doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2012)077.

[51] D. Cabarcas, J. Ding, Linear algebra to compute syzygies and gröbner bases, in: Proceedings of the 36th International Symposium on Symbolic and Algebraic Computation, ISSAC ’11, Association for

Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 2011, p. 67–74.

doi:10.1145/1993886.1993902.

URL https://doi.org/10.1145/1993886.1993902

[52] G. Chen, J. Liu, R. Xie, H. Zhang, Y. Zhou, Syzygies Probing Scattering Amplitudes, JHEP 09 (2016) 075. arXiv:1511.01058,

doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2016)075.

[53] J. Böhm, A. Georgoudis, K. J. Larsen, M. Schulze, Y. Zhang, Complete sets of logarithmic vector fields for integration-by-parts identities of Feynman integrals, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2) (2018) 025023.

arXiv:1712.09737, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.025023.

[54] J. Bosma, K. J. Larsen, Y. Zhang, Differential equations for loop integrals without squared propagators, PoS LL2018 (2018) 064.

arXiv:1807.01560, doi:10.22323/1.303.0064.

[55] J. Boehm, D. Bendle, W. Decker, A. Georgoudis, F.-J. Pfreundt, M. Rahn, Y. Zhang, Module Intersection for the Integration-by-Parts Reduction of Multi-Loop Feynman Integrals, PoS MA2019 (2022) 004.

arXiv:2010.06895, doi:10.22323/1.383.0004.

[56] P. A. Baikov, Explicit solutions of n loop vacuum integral recurrence relations (4 1996). arXiv:hep-ph/9604254.

[57] P. A. Baikov, Explicit solutions of the three loop vacuum integral recurrence relations, Phys. Lett. B 385 (1996) 404–410.

arXiv:hep-ph/9603267, doi:10.1016/0370-2693(96)00835-0.

[58] P. A. Baikov, A Practical criterion of irreducibility of multiloop Feynman integrals, Phys. Lett. B 634 (2006) 325–329.

arXiv:hep-ph/0507053, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2006.01.052.

[59] W. Decker, G.-M. Greuel, G. Pfister, H. Schönemann, Singular 4-3-0 — A computer algebra system for polynomial computations,

http://www.singular.uni-kl.de (2022).

[60] T. S. group, SpaSM: a sparse direct solver modulo p,

http://github.com/cbouilla/spasm (2017).

[61] A. V. Smirnov, A. V. Petukhov, The Number of Master Integrals is Finite, Lett. Math. Phys. 97 (2011) 37–44. arXiv:1004.4199,

doi:10.1007/s11005-010-0450-0.

[62] K. J. Larsen, Y. Zhang, Integration-by-parts reductions from unitarity cuts and algebraic geometry, Phys. Rev. D 93 (4) (2016) 041701.

arXiv:1511.01071, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.041701.

[63] Y. Zhang, Lecture Notes on Multi-loop Integral Reduction and Applied Algebraic Geometry, 2016. arXiv:1612.02249.

[64] R. N. Lee, A. A. Pomeransky, Critical points and number of master integrals, JHEP 11 (2013) 165. arXiv:1308.6676,

doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2013)165.

[65] A. Pak, The Toolbox of modern multi-loop calculations: novel analytic and semi-analytic techniques, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 368 (2012) 012049.

arXiv:1111.0868, doi:10.1088/1742-6596/368/1/012049.

[66] Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, D. C. Dunbar, D. A. Kosower, Fusing gauge theory tree amplitudes into loop amplitudes, Nucl. Phys. B 435 (1995) 59–101.

arXiv:hep-ph/9409265, doi:10.1016/0550-3213(94)00488-Z.

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

arXiv:0803.4180, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.036003.

[68] R. Britto, F. Cachazo, B. Feng, Generalized unitarity and one-loop amplitudes in N=4 super-Yang-Mills, Nucl. Phys. B 725 (2005) 275–305.

arXiv:hep-th/0412103, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.07.014.

[69] A. Georgoudis, K. J. Larsen, Y. Zhang, Azurite: An algebraic geometry based package for finding bases of loop integrals, Comput. Phys. Commun. 221 (2017) 203–215. arXiv:1612.04252,

doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2017.08.013.

[70] T. Gamblin, M. LeGendre, M. R. Collette, G. L.

Lee, A. Moody, B. R. de Supinski, S. Futral, The spack package manager: bringing order to hpc software chaos, in: SC15: International Conference for High-Performance Computing,

Networking, Storage and Analysis, IEEE Computer Society, Los Alamitos, CA, USA, 2015, pp. 1–12. doi:10.1145/2807591.2807623. URL https://doi.ieeecomputersociety.org/10.1145/2807591.2807623

[71] L.-B. Chen, L. Dong, H. T. Li, Z. Li, J. Wang, Y. Wang, Complete twoloop QCD amplitudes for tW production at hadron colliders (12 2022).

arXiv:2212.07190.

[72] J. M. Henn, J. Lim, W. J. Torres Bobadilla, First look at the evaluation of three-loop non-planar Feynman diagrams for Higgs plus jet production, JHEP 05 (2023) 026. arXiv:2302.12776,

doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2023)026.

[73] J. Böhm, W. Decker, A. Frühbis-Krüger, F.-J. Pfreundt, M. Rahn, L. Ristau, Towards massively parallel computations in algebraic geometry, Found. Comput. Math. (21) (2020) 767–806. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/s10208-020-09464-x

[74] J. Böhm, A. Frühbis-Krüger, Massively parallel computations in algebraic geometry, in: Proceedings of the 2021 on International Symposium on Symbolic and Algebraic Computation, ISSAC ’21, Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 2021, p. 11–14.

doi:10.1145/3452143.3465510.

URL https://doi.org/10.1145/3452143.3465510

[75] C. C. H. P. C. Fraunhofer ITWM, GPI-Space,

https://www.gpi-space.de (2022).

[76] T. Gamblin, M. LeGendre, M. R. Collette, G. L.

Lee, A. Moody, B. R. de Supinski, S. Futral, The spack package manager: Bringing order to hpc software chaos, in: Proceedings of the International Conference for High Performance Computing, Networking, Storage and Analysis, SC ’15, Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 2015.

doi:10.1145/2807591.2807623.

URL https://doi.org/10.1145/2807591.2807623

[77] Z. Bern, M. Enciso, H. Ita, M. Zeng, Dual Conformal Symmetry, Integration-by-Parts Reduction, Differential Equations and the Nonplanar Sector, Phys. Rev. D 96 (9) (2017) 096017. arXiv:1709.06055,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.096017.