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Abstract: We compute all the planar three-loop master integrals relevant for the leading
colour N3LO QCD corrections to the production of two massive or off-shell vector bosons
at hadron colliders. These integrals are organised into nine four-point integral families with
massless internal propagators and two external massive legs. For each family, we construct
a basis of pure master integrals and we reconstruct the corresponding canonical differential
equations using finite field techniques. We evaluate the master integrals by solving the
differential equations using generalised power series expansions.
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1 Introduction

Particle physics is entering a precision era. Following the discovery of the Higgs boson, the
focus of the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) program has increasingly shifted toward testing
the Standard Model of particle physics (SM) with unprecedented accuracy, searching for
subtle deviations that could hint at new physics. The upcoming High-Luminosity phase of
the LHC will deliver an integrated luminosity roughly an order of magnitude higher than
that of Run 3, enabling measurements with sub-percent experimental uncertainties across
a wide range of observables. To fully exploit this level of precision, theoretical predictions
must reach a comparable degree of accuracy, which for some processes will require next-to-
next-to-next-to-leading order (N3LO) QCD corrections [1–4].

In order to meet these demands, substantial effort has been devoted by the theoretical
community to the computation of three-loop scattering amplitudes and the corresponding
Feynman integrals that enter the N3LO corrections to these processes. In particular, for
processes involving four external particles, all massless Feynman integrals have been eval-
uated [5–8], enabling the calculation of three-loop QCD amplitudes for key processes, such
as the pair production of photons [9, 10], light quarks [11, 12], and gluons [13], as well as
the production of a photon in association with a jet [14]. For processes involving massive
external particles, all planar [15–18] and non-planar integrals [19–22] with a single mas-
sive particle have been computed. Further progress has been achieved for cases with two
massive external particles, with a few of the planar topologies being calculated recently for
the equal-mass [23] and different-mass [24] case. For scattering amplitudes with massive

– 1 –



external particles, existing results are so far limited to the generalized leading-colour ap-
proximation and to final states involving a vector [25] or a Higgs [26] boson produced in
association with a jet. In this approximation both the number of colours and the number
of light quark flavors are treated as large, while corrections suppressed by inverse powers of
these quantities, as well as closed top-quark loop contributions, are neglected.

Some of the processes that occupy a pivotal place within the LHC physics programme
are the vector-boson pair production channels, pp → V1V2, where {V1, V2} denote any pos-
sible combination of the electroweak gauge bosons {W±, Z, γ∗} [27–33]. Owing to their rel-
atively large event rates and high-purity multi-leptonic final states, these processes serve as
standard candles for calibrating detector performance and the luminosity of the accelerator.
They represent one of the most powerful experimental channels to probe the electroweak
sector of the SM, sensitive to potential deviations in the trilinear gauge couplings, and allow
for detailed tests of QCD dynamics. At the same time, they constitute major backgrounds
to Higgs-boson production measurements (e.g. pp → H → ZZ or pp → H → W+W−) as
well as to a broad class of searches for physics beyond the Standard Model. Consequently,
the precision of theoretical predictions for vector-boson pair production directly impacts
both SM measurements and new-physics discovery potential. This, in combination with
the future High-Luminosity phase of the LHC, makes imperative the extension of the exist-
ing NNLO QCD corrections [34–58] to N3LO for vector-boson pair production. A step in
this direction is the recent computation of the two-loop five-particle Feynman integrals with
two external massive particles, which contribute to the real-double-virtual corrections [59].

In this article we compute the complete set of planar three-loop four-point Feynman
integrals with two external massive particles, for both the equal- and different-mass cases.
These results pave the way for the computation of the three-loop scattering amplitudes
for vector-boson pair production in the generalized leading colour approximation, which
contribute to the purely virtual part of the N3LO QCD corrections. Based on their prop-
agator structure, all planar three-loop integrals with two external massive particles can be
organized into nine integral families: four of the tennis-court type (fig. 3), three of the
ladder-box type (fig. 2), and two of the reducible ladder-box type (fig. 1). Results for two
ladder-box families in the equal-mass case were obtained in [23], while for the different-mass
case we already computed in [24] the two reducible families, one tennis-court family, and
one ladder-box family. Herein we provide results for all nine families in both mass config-
urations, re-evaluating the six families previously computed in [23, 24] and completing the
missing ones.

We compute the integrals using the method of differential equations (DEs) [60–62] and
within the framework of dimensional regularisation, shifting the space-time dimension to
d = 4−2ε to regulate the ultraviolet and infrared divergences. To this end, we exploit linear
relations satisfied by Feynman integrals, called integration-by-parts relations (IBPs) [63–
65], to find a basis of finitely many master integrals (MIs) for each integral family. We
evaluate these integrals by solving the linear DEs they satisfy. In order to tackle the
significant algebraic complexity associated with the IBPs and the DEs, we employ finite-field
techniques [66, 67], as implemented in the FiniteFlow framework [68]. We construct a basis
of MIs such that the corresponding DEs are in canonical form [69], which is characterised
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by the factorisation of the dependence on the dimensional regulator ε and the presence
of logarithmic one-forms only, called letters. For the numerical evaluation of the DEs we
rely on publicly available packages that implement the method of generalised power series
expansions [70–75], using boundary conditions computed through the Mathematica package
AMFlow [73], which employs the auxiliary mass flow method [76, 77].

The canonical form of the DEs makes manifest many interesting mathematical proper-
ties of the Feynman integrals. For instance, it allows one to express the solution in terms
of iterated integrals [78] of the logarithmic one-forms. This gives one access to the sym-
bol [79, 80] of the Feynman integrals, enabling several studies of theoretical interest, such
as the link between the logarithmic one-forms and cluster algebras [81–84] and (extended)
Steinman relations [85–87], as well as opening the door to bootstrap approaches. Moreover,
the construction of canonical DEs sheds light on the stability of the alphabet, the set of
all letters, with the loop order. For the planar families with one massive external leg [17]
and for the already computed families with two external masses [23, 24], it was observed
that the alphabet of the was identical with the two-loop one. On the contrary, new letters
appeared in the non-planar case [19, 20].

This article is organized as follows. In section 2 we define the kinematics relevant
for vector-boson pair production and we introduce the Feynman integral families under
consideration. In section 3 we describe the techniques employed for the construction of
the canonical DEs and the relevant alphabet of dlog-forms. In section 4 we discuss the
numerical evaluation of the DEs and the validation of the results. Finally, in section 5 we
conclude and give an outlook on future work.

2 Notation

2.1 Kinematics

The kinematics related to vector-boson pair production in hadron collisions correspond to
the scattering of two massless particles in the initial state into two massive particles in the
final state. We denote the momenta of the massless particles by {p1, p2} and those of the
massive particles by {p3, p4}. In the different-mass case we have p23 = m2

3 and p24 = m2
4,

while in the equal-mass case we impose p23 = p24 = m2. All external momenta are treated
as incoming, so that momentum conservation implies

p4 = −p1 − p2 − p3 . (2.1)

In the general case the process is fully described by four independent Mandelstam
invariants. A convenient choice is

s12 = (p1 + p2)
2, s23 = (p2 + p3)

2, m2
3 = p23, m2

4 = p24 . (2.2)

All other scalar products can be expressed in terms of these variables. For instance,

s13 = (p1 + p3)
2 = m2

3 +m2
4 − s12 − s23 . (2.3)
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p3

p4p2

p1
k1

k3

k1 − k2

(a) RL1 = G
(F123)
{1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,1,1,0,1}

p2

p4p3

p1
k1

k3

k1 − k2

(b) RL2 = G
(F132)
{1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,1,1,0,1}

Figure 1: The top-sectors of the two reducible integral families. Black lines represent
massless particles, curled coloured lines correspond to the vector bosons. The particle with
mass m4 (m3) is depicted in blue (red), respectively.

In the equal-mass case the number of independent invariants reduces to three, since m2
3 =

m2
4 = m2, and eq. (2.3) becomes s13 = 2m2 − s12 − s23.

The physical region relevant for the production of two vector bosons (V, V ′) from the
scattering of two partons (P = q, g) corresponds in our notation to the s12-channel

g/q(p1) + g/q̄(p2) → V (−p3)V
′(−p4) . (2.4)

Imposing the reality of the scattering angle, the positivity of the external energies, and the
Gram-determinant conditions of [88], we find that the physical region for the different-mass
case is described by the following set of inequalities:

P = {m2
3(m

2
4 − s23) ≤ s23(m

2
4 − s12 − s23), s12 ≥ (m3 +m4)

2, m2
3 > 0,

m2
4 > 0, m2

3 +m2
4 ≤ s12 + s23, s

2
12 + (m2

4 −m2
3)

2 ≥ 2s12(m
2
4 +m2

3)} .
(2.5)

As expected, the form of the physical region simplifies substantially when the masses de-
generate. In this case we obtain

P(EM) = {s12 ≥ 4m2, 2m2 ≤ s12 + s23, (m
2 − s23)

2 ≤ − s12s23, m
2 > 0} . (2.6)

2.2 Feynman integral families

Neglecting loop-contributions from massive particles, all planar three-loop Feynman inte-
grals relevant to the production of two vector bosons belong to the nine integral families
depicted in figs. 1 to 3, for the different-mass case. These include: two reducible families,
{RL1,RL2} (fig. 1), three ladder-box families, {PL1,PL2,PL3} (fig. 2) and four tennis-court
families, {PT1,PT2,PT3,PT4} (fig. 3). We find it convenient to group all the families into
two superfamilies, meaning that the different families can be described by the same set of
propagators and they are distinguished by their set of irreducible scalar products (ISPs).

The two superfamilies are related by the transformation p2 ↔ p3, and we shall denote
them by F123 and F132. The scalar integrals belonging to superfamily Fx can be written in
the standard form

G
(Fx)
ν⃗ =

∫ 3∏

l=1

dd kl e
ϵγE

iπ
d
2

15∏

j=1

1

D
νj
(Fx), j

, (2.7)
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k1 k2 k3
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p2

p4

p3

(a) PL1 = G
(F123)
{1,1,1,0,1,0,1,0,1,0,1,1,1,0,1}

p1

p4

p2

p3

k1

k2 + p1 k3 + p1

(b) PL2 = G
(F123)
{1,1,0,1,0,1,0,1,0,1,1,1,1,0,1}

p1

p3

p4

p2

k1 k2 k3

(c) PL3 = G
(F132)
{1,1,1,0,1,0,1,0,1,0,1,1,1,0,1}

Figure 2: The top-sectors of the three ladder-box integral families. The same conventions
as in fig. 1 for line styles and colours are used.

where ν⃗ = {ν1, . . . , ν15} ∈ Z15 and d = 4 − 2ε, as we work in dimensional regularization.
For the superfamily F123, we choose the following set of propagators:

D(F123), 1 = k21, D(F123), 2 = (k1 + p1)
2, D(F123), 3 = (k1 + p12)

2,

D(F123), 4 = (k1 + p123)
2, D(F123), 5 = k22, D(F123), 6 = (k2 + p1)

2,

D(F123), 7 = (k2 + p12)
2, D(F123), 8 = (k2 + p123)

2, D(F123), 9 = k23,

D(F123), 10 = (k3 + p1)
2, D(F123), 11 = (k3 + p12)

2, D(F123), 12 = (k3 + p123)
2,

D(F123), 13 = (k1 − k2)
2, D(F123), 14 = (k1 − k3)

2, D(F123), 15 = (k2 − k3)
2 .

(2.8)

The propagators of the superfamily F132 are obtained by applying the substitution p2 ↔ p3
to those of F123. Although only the three propagators {D(F123), 3, D(F123), 7, D(F123), 11} are
affected by this substitution, we list the complete set for completeness:

DF(132), 1 = k21, DF(132), 2 = (k1 + p1)
2, DF(132), 3 = (k1 + p13)

2,

DF(132), 4 = (k1 + p123)
2, DF(132), 5 = k22, DF(132), 6 = (k2 + p1)

2,

DF(132), 7 = (k2 + p13)
2, DF(132), 8 = (k2 + p123)

2, DF(132), 9 = k23,

DF(132), 10 = (k3 + p1)
2, DF(132), 11 = (k3 + p13)

2, DF(132), 12 = (k3 + p123)
2,

DF(132), 13 = (k1 − k2)
2, DF(132), 14 = (k1 − k3)

2, DF(132), 15 = (k2 − k3)
2 .

(2.9)

Above and in what follows, we adopt the shorthand notation pi...j = pi + . . . + pj for the
external momenta. These definitions are equally valid in the general and in the mass-
degenerate case.

In figs. 1 to 3 we depict the graphs associated with the top sectors of the families,
indicating the defining set of exponents and the superfamily. To determine the MIs of each
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p2

p1

p3

p4
k3k1

k2 + p12

(a) PT1 = G
(F123)
{1,1,1,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,1}

p2

p3

p1

p4

k1 + p1

k2

k3

(b) PT2 = G
(F123)
{0,1,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1}

p3

p1

p2

p4

k2 + p13

k1 k3

(c) PT3 = G
(F132)
{1,1,1,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,1}

k3 + p1

p2

p1

p3

p4
k1k2

(d) PT4 = G
(F123)
{1,0,1,1,1,1,0,0,0,1,1,0,1,1,1}

Figure 3: The top-sectors of the four tennis-court integral families. The same colour and
line conventions as in fig. 1 are followed.

family, we generate the IBP relations using FFIntRed1 and we solve the resulting systems
with FiniteFlow [68]. The number of MIs obtained for each family, in both the equal- and
different-mass case, is summarized in table 1. The families in the different-mass case contain
noticeably more MIs than those in the equal-mass case, with the maximum numbers being
344 and 196, respectively. Interestingly, while PT1 is the family with the highest number of
MIs in the different-mass case, this is no longer true for the equal-mass configuration, where
PT2 becomes the largest one. This behavior is expected, as PT1 becomes topologically more
symmetric in the equal-mass limit, leading to a reduction in the number of independent
MIs. Finally, we note that the number of top-sector MIs is generally identical between the
two mass configurations, except for PT1, which contains one fewer MI in the equal-mass
case.

3 Canonical differential equations

In this section, we outline the strategies employed to obtain canonical DEs for all the
families under consideration, with particular emphasis on the most challenging sector we

1An in-house Mathematica package by Tiziano Peraro.
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Different massess Equal masses

Family MIs Top-Sector MIs Top-Sector

RL1 27 1 24 1

RL2 25 1 22 1

PL1 150 5 94 5

PL2 143 3 84 3

PL3 142 3 81 3

PT1 344 6 188 5

PT2 252 4 196 4

PT3 240 4 181 4

PT4 189 5 109 5

Table 1: Summary of the MI content for all planar three-loop four-point families with two
external massive legs. The table lists, for both the equal- and different-mass cases, the total
number of MIs and the subset corresponding to the top sector of each family.

encountered. We also discuss the procedure used to determine the alphabet of DEs and
comment on the emergence of new letters compared to the two-loop case.

3.1 Construction of the pure bases

Combining the IBP relations with the fact that each integral family is closed under differ-
entiation with respect to the kinematic invariants, we obtain a system of linear DEs for the
vector of MIs, G⃗:

∂ξG⃗(s⃗) = Bξ(s⃗; ϵ)·G⃗(s⃗) ∀ ξ ∈ s⃗ :=

{(
s12, s23,m

2
3,m

2
4

)
, different-mass case

(
s12, s23,m

2
)
, equal-mass case

, (3.1)

where we used the shorthand notation ∂ξX ≡ ∂X/∂ξ. We use FFIntRed to compute the
derivatives of the MIs and FiniteFlow [68] to reduce the resulting expressions to MIs and
reconstruct the DEs over finite-fields.

In general, the matrices Bξ can be very complicated and mix the dependence on the
kinematics and on the dimensional regulator ε. However, it was observed that in many
cases one can find a basis of MIs I⃗ such that the DEs take a canonical form [69]:

dI⃗(s⃗) = ε dÃ(s⃗) · I⃗(s⃗) , (3.2)

where the connection matrix dÃ contains differential one-forms with at most simple poles
near their singular loci. The ε-factorised structure of eq. (3.2) allows one to obtain the
solution of the MIs iteratively from their Laurent expansion around ε,

I⃗(s⃗; ε) =

∞∑

k=0

εk I⃗(k)(s⃗) , (3.3)
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where at each order k, the coefficient I⃗(k) is completely determined by a boundary condition,
I⃗(k)(s⃗0), and the coefficient of the previous order I⃗(k−1) through

I⃗(k)(s⃗) = I⃗(k)(s⃗0) +

∫ s⃗

s⃗0

dÃ(s⃗ ′) · I⃗(k−1)(s⃗ ′) . (3.4)

The simplest and best-understood case of canonical DEs for Feynman integrals is the
dlog-form, where the connection matrix takes the form

dÃ(s⃗) =
∑

i

ai d logwi(s⃗), (3.5)

with the functions wi(s⃗) referred to as letters. Using the canonical DEs, the coefficients
I⃗(k) can be straightforwardly expressed in terms of iterated integrals [78] over the logarith-
mic one-forms of eq. (3.5). As mentioned in section 1, this enables formal studies of the
mathematical properties of the solution.

For the families at hand, we construct pure bases of MIs following the same strategy
used in [24], which we briefly summarise here. Some sectors are topologically identical
to sectors from families already known in the literature [8, 15, 17, 24], in which case we
directly adopt the pure integrals introduced in those works. For the genuinely new sectors,
we employ a bottom-up approach, working sector by sector, starting from those with the
fewest number of propagators. We first search for candidate integrals whose DEs are ε-
factorised on the maximal cut, i.e. after setting to zero all integrals belonging to lower
sectors. To this end, we use the method of Magnus exponential [35, 89]. This method
requires the identification of a pre-canonical basis of MIs that renders the DEs linear in
ε. The canonical form is then obtained by rotating this basis through a transformation
matrix determined by solving a simple system of DEs. An explicit example is presented in
section 3.1.1.

A crucial step is the selection of the pre-canonical candidates, for which we employed
several complementary techniques. For sectors with only one or a few MIs, educated guesses
involving squared propagators in lower sectors and ISPs in higher sectors were typically
sufficient. For more complicated cases, we applied the methods of building blocks [90] and
integrand analysis [8, 91, 92]. For the latter, we worked both in four dimensions using the
package DlogBasis [8], including some tricks to handle massive external momenta [93, 94],
and in d dimensions using the Baikov representation [95, 96], for which we used the package
Baikov.m [97]. After obtaining an ε-factorised form of the DEs on the maximal cut, we
release the cuts and we bring the DEs into canonical form also in the sub-sectors. In
practice, we found that most entries were already either ε-factorised or linear in ε. In the
latter case, we achieved the canonical form by rotating the basis, analogously to what we
did on the maximal cut.

In our study, we first derived the canonical bases of the families in the general kinematic
configuration. We then obtained the bases for the equal-mass case by setting m3 = m4 =

m in the normalisation of our pure integrals and reducing them via IBPs in the equal-
mass kinematics. The resulting bases were already in canonical form, requiring no further
manipulation. For both mass configurations, the pure bases and the canonical DEs are
provided in the ancillary files [98].
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p4

p1 p2

p3

Figure 4: The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123.

3.1.1 The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of F123

Here we provide additional details on the construction of the canonical DEs for the sector
{0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123. This sector appears in the families
PL2, PT1 and PT2, and is the most intricate sector we encountered, as it contains 15 MIs
in the m3 ̸= m4 case. To construct a pre-canonical basis, we took inspiration from the
corresponding sector in the m3 = m4 case, which was studied in [23]. As can be seen
from fig. 4, in this limit the graph of the sector is symmetric with respect to the exchange
(p1 ↔ p2, p3 ↔ p4). Because of this symmetry, the number of MIs reduces from 15 to 10.
These 10 integrals turn out to be suitable pre-canonical candidates also in the different-
mass case. The remaining 5 candidates can be obtained by applying the transformation
(p1 ↔ p2, p3 ↔ p4) to these 10 integrals. Among the 6 integrals that are not mapped to
themselves2, we select 5 that are linearly independent in order to complete the basis.

Our starting set of scalar integrals is shown in fig. 5. We then fix the polynomial
normalisation in ε for the integrals as follows:

f1 = ε6T1, f6 = ε5T6, f11 = ε4T11,
f2 = ε5T2, f7 = ε5T7, f12 = ε4T12,
f3 = ε5T3, f8 = ε5T8, f13 = ε4T13, (3.6)

f4 = ε5T4, f9 = ε4T9, f14 = ε3(1 + 2ε)T14,
f5 = ε5T5, f10 = ε3(1 + 2ε)T10, f15 = ε3(1 + 2ε)T15.

The vector f⃗ = (f1, . . . , f15)
T satisfies a system of DEs of the form

df⃗ = (A0 + εA1 +
1

ε
A−1) · f⃗ (3.7)

with

(A−1)ij =

{
a−1,i,j if i ∈ {14, 15}, j ∈ {4, 6}
0 else

. (3.8)

Analogously to the equal-mass case, the matrix A−1 can be removed by an ε-dependent
transformation f⃗ → (115 + T ε) · f⃗ with

(T ε)ij =




t
(0)
ij + εt

(1)
ij +

t
(−1)
ij

ε if i ∈ {14, 15}, j ∈ {4, 6}
0 else

, (3.9)

2The integrals T59, T61, T62, T63, T66 and T67 in [23].
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Figure 4: The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123.

3.1.1 The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of F123

Here we provide additional details on the construction of the canonical DEs for the sector
{0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123. This sector appears in the families
PL2, PT1 and PT2, and is the most intricate sector we encountered, as it contains 15 MIs
in the m3 →= m4 case. To construct a pre-canonical basis, we took inspiration from the
corresponding sector in the m3 = m4 case, which was studied in [24]. As can be seen
from fig. 4, in this limit the graph of the sector is symmetric with respect to the exchange
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4). Because of this symmetry, the number of MIs reduces from 15 to 10.
These 10 integrals turn out to be suitable pre-canonical candidates also in the di!erent-
mass case. The remaining 5 candidates can be obtained by applying the transformation
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4) to these 10 integrals. Among the 6 integrals that are not mapped to
themselves2, we select 5 that are linearly independent in order to complete the basis.

Our starting set of scalar integrals is shown in fig. 4. We then fix the polynomial
normalisation in ω for the integrals as follows: [DC: Notation a bit unclear ↓ Explain
in the figure]

f1 = ω6T1, f6 = ω5T6, f11 = ω4T11,

f2 = ω5T2, f7 = ω5T7, f12 = ω4T12,

f3 = ω5T3, f8 = ω5T8, f13 = ω4T13, (3.6)

f4 = ω5T4, f9 = ω4T9, f14 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T14,

f5 = ω5T5, f10 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T10, f15 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T15.

The vector εf = (f1, . . . , f15)
T satisfies a system of DEs of the form

dεf = (A0 + ωA1 +
1

ω
A→1) · εf (3.7)

with

(A→1)ij =

{
a→1,i,j if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

. (3.8)

Analogously to the equal-mass case, the matrix A→1 can be removed by an ω-dependent
transformation εf ↓ (115 + T ω) · εf with

(T ω)ij =





t
(0)
ij + ωt

(1)
ij +

t
(→1)
ij

ω if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

, (3.9)
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(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4). Because of this symmetry, the number of MIs reduces from 15 to 10.
These 10 integrals turn out to be suitable pre-canonical candidates also in the di!erent-
mass case. The remaining 5 candidates can be obtained by applying the transformation
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4) to these 10 integrals. Among the 6 integrals that are not mapped to
themselves2, we select 5 that are linearly independent in order to complete the basis.

Our starting set of scalar integrals is shown in fig. 4. We then fix the polynomial
normalisation in ω for the integrals as follows: [DC: Notation a bit unclear ↓ Explain
in the figure]

f1 = ω6T1, f6 = ω5T6, f11 = ω4T11,

f2 = ω5T2, f7 = ω5T7, f12 = ω4T12,

f3 = ω5T3, f8 = ω5T8, f13 = ω4T13, (3.6)

f4 = ω5T4, f9 = ω4T9, f14 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T14,

f5 = ω5T5, f10 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T10, f15 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T15.

The vector εf = (f1, . . . , f15)
T satisfies a system of DEs of the form

dεf = (A0 + ωA1 +
1

ω
A→1) · εf (3.7)

with

(A→1)ij =

{
a→1,i,j if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

. (3.8)

Analogously to the equal-mass case, the matrix A→1 can be removed by an ω-dependent
transformation εf ↓ (115 + T ω) · εf with

(T ω)ij =





t
(0)
ij + ωt

(1)
ij +

t
(→1)
ij

ω if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

, (3.9)

2The integrals T59, T61, T62, T63, T66 and T67 in [24].
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3.1.1 The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of F123

Here we provide additional details on the construction of the canonical DEs for the sector
{0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123. This sector appears in the families
PL2, PT1 and PT2, and is the most intricate sector we encountered, as it contains 15 MIs
in the m3 →= m4 case. To construct a pre-canonical basis, we took inspiration from the
corresponding sector in the m3 = m4 case, which was studied in [24]. As can be seen
from fig. 4, in this limit the graph of the sector is symmetric with respect to the exchange
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4). Because of this symmetry, the number of MIs reduces from 15 to 10.
These 10 integrals turn out to be suitable pre-canonical candidates also in the di!erent-
mass case. The remaining 5 candidates can be obtained by applying the transformation
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4) to these 10 integrals. Among the 6 integrals that are not mapped to
themselves2, we select 5 that are linearly independent in order to complete the basis.

Our starting set of scalar integrals is shown in fig. 4. We then fix the polynomial
normalisation in ω for the integrals as follows: [DC: Notation a bit unclear ↓ Explain
in the figure]

f1 = ω6T1, f6 = ω5T6, f11 = ω4T11,

f2 = ω5T2, f7 = ω5T7, f12 = ω4T12,

f3 = ω5T3, f8 = ω5T8, f13 = ω4T13, (3.6)

f4 = ω5T4, f9 = ω4T9, f14 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T14,

f5 = ω5T5, f10 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T10, f15 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T15.

The vector εf = (f1, . . . , f15)
T satisfies a system of DEs of the form

dεf = (A0 + ωA1 +
1

ω
A→1) · εf (3.7)

with

(A→1)ij =

{
a→1,i,j if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

. (3.8)

Analogously to the equal-mass case, the matrix A→1 can be removed by an ω-dependent
transformation εf ↓ (115 + T ω) · εf with

(T ω)ij =





t
(0)
ij + ωt

(1)
ij +

t
(→1)
ij

ω if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

, (3.9)

2The integrals T59, T61, T62, T63, T66 and T67 in [24].
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3.1.1 The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of F123

Here we provide additional details on the construction of the canonical DEs for the sector
{0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123. This sector appears in the families
PL2, PT1 and PT2, and is the most intricate sector we encountered, as it contains 15 MIs
in the m3 →= m4 case. To construct a pre-canonical basis, we took inspiration from the
corresponding sector in the m3 = m4 case, which was studied in [24]. As can be seen
from fig. 4, in this limit the graph of the sector is symmetric with respect to the exchange
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4). Because of this symmetry, the number of MIs reduces from 15 to 10.
These 10 integrals turn out to be suitable pre-canonical candidates also in the di!erent-
mass case. The remaining 5 candidates can be obtained by applying the transformation
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4) to these 10 integrals. Among the 6 integrals that are not mapped to
themselves2, we select 5 that are linearly independent in order to complete the basis.

Our starting set of scalar integrals is shown in fig. 4. We then fix the polynomial
normalisation in ω for the integrals as follows: [DC: Notation a bit unclear ↓ Explain
in the figure]

f1 = ω6T1, f6 = ω5T6, f11 = ω4T11,

f2 = ω5T2, f7 = ω5T7, f12 = ω4T12,

f3 = ω5T3, f8 = ω5T8, f13 = ω4T13, (3.6)

f4 = ω5T4, f9 = ω4T9, f14 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T14,

f5 = ω5T5, f10 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T10, f15 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T15.

The vector εf = (f1, . . . , f15)
T satisfies a system of DEs of the form

dεf = (A0 + ωA1 +
1

ω
A→1) · εf (3.7)

with

(A→1)ij =

{
a→1,i,j if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

. (3.8)

Analogously to the equal-mass case, the matrix A→1 can be removed by an ω-dependent
transformation εf ↓ (115 + T ω) · εf with

(T ω)ij =





t
(0)
ij + ωt

(1)
ij +

t
(→1)
ij

ω if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

, (3.9)

2The integrals T59, T61, T62, T63, T66 and T67 in [24].
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3.1.1 The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of F123

Here we provide additional details on the construction of the canonical DEs for the sector
{0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123. This sector appears in the families
PL2, PT1 and PT2, and is the most intricate sector we encountered, as it contains 15 MIs
in the m3 →= m4 case. To construct a pre-canonical basis, we took inspiration from the
corresponding sector in the m3 = m4 case, which was studied in [24]. As can be seen
from fig. 4, in this limit the graph of the sector is symmetric with respect to the exchange
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4). Because of this symmetry, the number of MIs reduces from 15 to 10.
These 10 integrals turn out to be suitable pre-canonical candidates also in the di!erent-
mass case. The remaining 5 candidates can be obtained by applying the transformation
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4) to these 10 integrals. Among the 6 integrals that are not mapped to
themselves2, we select 5 that are linearly independent in order to complete the basis.

Our starting set of scalar integrals is shown in fig. 4. We then fix the polynomial
normalisation in ω for the integrals as follows: [DC: Notation a bit unclear ↓ Explain
in the figure]

f1 = ω6T1, f6 = ω5T6, f11 = ω4T11,

f2 = ω5T2, f7 = ω5T7, f12 = ω4T12,

f3 = ω5T3, f8 = ω5T8, f13 = ω4T13, (3.6)

f4 = ω5T4, f9 = ω4T9, f14 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T14,

f5 = ω5T5, f10 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T10, f15 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T15.

The vector εf = (f1, . . . , f15)
T satisfies a system of DEs of the form

dεf = (A0 + ωA1 +
1

ω
A→1) · εf (3.7)

with

(A→1)ij =

{
a→1,i,j if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

. (3.8)

Analogously to the equal-mass case, the matrix A→1 can be removed by an ω-dependent
transformation εf ↓ (115 + T ω) · εf with

(T ω)ij =





t
(0)
ij + ωt

(1)
ij +

t
(→1)
ij

ω if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

, (3.9)

2The integrals T59, T61, T62, T63, T66 and T67 in [24].
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3.1.1 The sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of F123

Here we provide additional details on the construction of the canonical DEs for the sector
{0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0} of superfamily F123. This sector appears in the families
PL2, PT1 and PT2, and is the most intricate sector we encountered, as it contains 15 MIs
in the m3 →= m4 case. To construct a pre-canonical basis, we took inspiration from the
corresponding sector in the m3 = m4 case, which was studied in [24]. As can be seen
from fig. 4, in this limit the graph of the sector is symmetric with respect to the exchange
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4). Because of this symmetry, the number of MIs reduces from 15 to 10.
These 10 integrals turn out to be suitable pre-canonical candidates also in the di!erent-
mass case. The remaining 5 candidates can be obtained by applying the transformation
(p1 ↑ p2, p3 ↑ p4) to these 10 integrals. Among the 6 integrals that are not mapped to
themselves2, we select 5 that are linearly independent in order to complete the basis.

Our starting set of scalar integrals is shown in fig. 4. We then fix the polynomial
normalisation in ω for the integrals as follows: [DC: Notation a bit unclear ↓ Explain
in the figure]

f1 = ω6T1, f6 = ω5T6, f11 = ω4T11,

f2 = ω5T2, f7 = ω5T7, f12 = ω4T12,

f3 = ω5T3, f8 = ω5T8, f13 = ω4T13, (3.6)

f4 = ω5T4, f9 = ω4T9, f14 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T14,

f5 = ω5T5, f10 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T10, f15 = ω3(1 + 2ω)T15.

The vector εf = (f1, . . . , f15)
T satisfies a system of DEs of the form

dεf = (A0 + ωA1 +
1

ω
A→1) · εf (3.7)

with

(A→1)ij =

{
a→1,i,j if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

. (3.8)

Analogously to the equal-mass case, the matrix A→1 can be removed by an ω-dependent
transformation εf ↓ (115 + T ω) · εf with

(T ω)ij =





t
(0)
ij + ωt

(1)
ij +

t
(→1)
ij

ω if i ↔ {14, 15}, j ↔ {4, 6}
0 else

, (3.9)

2The integrals T59, T61, T62, T63, T66 and T67 in [24].
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Figure 5: The starting basis of integrals for the sector {0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0}
of superfamily F123. Red dots indicate that the corresponding propagator is squared. The
insertion of Di indicates the presence of an ISP.

where the coefficients t
(k)
ij could in principle depend on the kinematics. Imposing that A−1

is removed by the transformation and that the linearity in ε of the other entries is not spoilt,
we obtain that t

(1)
ij = t

(−1)
14,4 = t

(−1)
15,6 = 0 and t

(−1)
14,6 = t

(−1)
15,4 = −2. Therefore, the replacement

f14 → f14 −
2

ε
f6,

f15 → f15 −
2

ε
f4,

(3.10)

leads to DEs linear in ε.
The rotation from the pre-canonical to the canonical basis is straightforward for the

first 13 integrals, not so for the last two. The block of the DEs involving these two integrals
is fully coupled at ε0, implying that the canonical basis involves linear combinations of the
two integrals. As a consequence, in order to remove the ε0-term with the usual method we
would need to solve a system of coupled differential equations.

The transformation that decouples the last two integrals can, in principle, be an arbi-
trarily complicated matrix of algebraic functions. The only constraint is that, since the two
integrals have the same mass dimension, the coefficients of this transformation must be di-
mensionless. The problem is then more easily tackled by studying the differential equation
on a numerical slice

ξ(λ) = αξλ+ βξ, ∀ ξ ∈ s⃗, (3.11)

thereby reducing the number of variables from four to one. On this slice, one can consider
increasingly complicated ansätze for the transformation coefficients. A convenient initial
attempt is

T decp =

(
113 0

0 T λ

)
, T λ =

(
1 a1λ+a2

b1λ+b2
c1λ+c2
d1λ+d2

1

)
. (3.12)

In this case, this simple ansatz already proved sufficient to decouple the two integrals on
the slice. The full dependence on the kinematic invariants can then be straightforwardly
reconstructed.
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Performing this rotation and computing the normalisation of the last two integrals from
the DEs, we find that the integrals

f̃14 =
m2

3m
2
4√

s212 + (m2
4 −m2

3)
2 − 2s12(m2

4 +m2
3)

(
m2

4f14 +
1

2
(m2

3 +m2
4 − s12)f15

)
,

f̃15 =
m2

3m
2
4√

s212 + (m2
4 −m2

3)
2 − 2s12(m2

4 +m2
3)

(
m2

3f15 +
1

2
(m2

3 +m2
4 − s12)f14

)
,

(3.13)

are decoupled at ε0. The resulting DEs are still linear in ε in the entries coupling these
two integrals to the rest of the basis, but these ε0-terms can simply be removed with the
techniques of [35], rendering the DEs canonical on the maximal cut.

3.2 Construction of the alphabet

To determine explicitly the form of the connection matrix in eq. (3.5), we begin by making
an ansatz for the full set of letters, i.e. the alphabet. The entries of the partial-derivative
matrices are then expressed as linear combinations of the logarithmic derivatives of these
letters. The alphabet splits into a rational and algebraic component.

The rational letters are straightforward to identify, as they correspond to the denomi-
nators appearing in the DEs. The algebraic letters, on the other hand, take the form

wri
j (s⃗) =

πj(s⃗)− qj(s⃗) · ri
πj(s⃗) + qj(s⃗) · ri

, (3.14)

where ri is one of the square roots appearing in the normalisation of the MIs. Contrary to
what we observed for the families we studied in [24], in the families PL3, PT1 and PT2 we
find four additional square roots that were absent in the two-loop families [36, 37]:

r1 =
√

s212 + (m2
4 −m2

3)
2 − 2s12(m2

4 +m2
3)

r2 =
√
(m2

3m
2
4 + s13(s12 + s13))2 − 4m2

3m
2
4s

2
13

r3 =
√

s23((m2
3 −m2

4)
2s23 − 4m2

3m
2
4s12)

r4 =
√
(m2

4 − s23)((m2
4 − s12)2(m2

4 − s23)− 4m2
3m

2
4s12)

r5 =
√
(m2

3 − s23)((m2
3 − s12)2(m2

3 − s23)− 4m2
3m

2
4s12)

, (3.15)

where above we used s13 = m2
3 +m2

4 − s12 − s23 to simplify the expression of r4. We also
remark that we renamed the square root R from [24] to r1. In the equal-mass case, the
number of square roots reduces to four, as r4 and r5 degenerate in this limit:

r
(EM)
1 =

√
s12(s12 − 4m2)

r
(EM)
2 =

√
(m4 + s13(s12 + s13))2 − 4m4s213

r
(EM)
3 =

√−s12s23

r
(EM)
4 =

√
(m2 − s23)((m2 − s12)2(m2 − s23)− 4m4s12)

, (3.16)
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Similarly to the different-mass case, the square roots r(EM)
2 , r

(EM)
3 and r

(EM)
4 did not appear

in the two-loop families [34, 35].
There are several packages that implement algorithms to generate candidates for alge-

braic letters, such as BaikovLetter [99], which we employed in [24] to identify the letters
involving r1. However, using BaikovLetter for the letters depending on r2, r4 and r5 proved
to be too time-consuming. For these cases, we instead used the package SOFIA [100], which
automates the detection of the singularities of the Feynman integrals and constructs can-
didate letters utilizing Effortless. With the resulting ansatz for the alphabet, we were
able to determine all entries of the connection matrices except for a few, involving r1 and
one of the new square roots. We constructed the missing letters following the same strat-
egy of Effortless, described in [101]. Assuming that qj(s⃗) = 1 in eq. (3.14), we know
that the product of numerator and denominator of each letter must factorise in the alpha-
bet [102, 103]:

π2
j − r2i = c

∏

wieven

wei
i , (3.17)

where c, ei ∈ Q. In [101] it was observed that the set of letters that are allowed to appear
on the right-hand side of eq. (3.17) is restricted by the condition

∀ s⃗0 ∈ Q4|wi(s⃗0) = 0 =⇒ ri(s⃗0) = πj(s⃗0) ∈ Q. (3.18)

Moreover, it was also observed that solutions of eq. (3.17) are typically found only for
c = ±4. We can use this knowledge to construct a reduced set of candidates for p2j and
verify whether they can be written as perfect squares. Following this strategy, we were able
to identify all remaining letters and fully determine the form of the connection matrices.

The full alphabet for both mass configurations is provided in the ancillary files [98].
It consists of 37 (22) letters in the general (mass-degenerate) case, of which 22 (13) are
rational and 15 (9) are algebraic. The appearance of new algebraic letters compared to
the two-loop case [34–37] is an inevitable consequence of the additional square roots in
eqs. (3.15) and (3.16). We remark that none of these new letters involves only r1 or r

(EM)
1 ,

which however appear in combination with some other square root. It is interesting to note
that also the rational component of the alphabet includes additional elements, four in the
mass-degenerate case and nine in the general case. These new rational letters exhibit an
increase in the degree compared to the two-loop case: in the mass-degenerate case we found
a letter with mass dimension three, while in the general case polynomials of degree three
and four appear. In the case of only one massive leg, the study of the planar families [17]
suggested stability of the alphabet going from two to three loops, while new letters and
square roots were observed in the non-planar case [19, 20]. Our observation of new analytic
structures and differential forms already in the planar case indicates a more generalised lack
of stability of the alphabet with the loop order.

4 Numerical evaluation

Since we did not identify a change of variables capable of simultaneously rationalising all five
square roots appearing in eqs. (3.15) and (3.16), we do not pursue a fully analytic solution
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of the DEs. Instead, we rely on semi-numerical methods to solve them. In particular, we
use the method of generalised power series expansions [70–75]. Given the numerical value
of the MIs at a boundary point s⃗0 and the system of DEs they satisfy, the method allows
us to propagate the solution to a target point in the phase-space using truncated analytic
expansions of the solution, whose coefficients are determined numerically from the DEs.

Among the various publicly available tools that implement the method of generalised
power series expansions [72–75], we make use of the Mathematica package DiffExp [72]
and of the DE solver provided by the AMFlow [73] package. Although in principle both
implementation do not put any restriction on the location of the boundary- and target-
point in the phase-space, we find it convenient to work directly in the physical scattering
region eqs. (2.5) and (2.6). This guarantees that no physical singularities are crossed during
the evaluation, which would require us to perform an analytic continuation of the solution.

We computed the boundary values at a physical phase-space point using AMFlow [73],
which implements the auxiliary mass flow method [76], requesting 60-digit precision. For
the different-mass case, we use the boundary point

s⃗0 :=
(
s12, s23,m

2
3,m

2
4

)
=

(
13

4
,−3

4
, 1,

9

20

)
, (4.1)

while for the equal-mass case we use

s⃗
(EM)
0 :=

(
s12, s23,m

2
)
=

(
23

4
,−3

4
, 1

)
. (4.2)

Using our setup, one can evaluate the integrals at any point that is connected to these
boundary points by a path in the physical region. The most convenient choice of parametri-
sations is to use straight lines. Therefore, we define a point in the physical region to be
connected to our boundary points in eqs. (4.1) and (4.2) if it can be reached by a straight
line lying entirely in the physical region. We investigated whether every physical point
satisfies this property using the Mathematica function Reduce. For the degenerate mass
case, we found that every point with m2 = 1 is connected to the one in eq. (4.2). Since
values for m2 ̸= 1 can be recovered by exploiting the scaling properties of the integrals,
the entirety of the physical region is covered by this boundary point. For the general case,
we could not verify whether every point of the physical region is connected to the one in
eq. (4.1). However, we observed that for fixed values of the two masses, setting m3 = 1

for convenience and keeping m4 generic, the physical region is star-shaped. In other words,
one can use the point

s⃗0,m2
4
:=
(
s12, s23,m

2
3,m

2
4

)
=

(
13

4
,−3

4
, 1,m2

4

)
, (4.3)

to evaluate the integrals for any physical value of the Mandelstam invariants and fixed
masses. We verified that any point in eq. (4.3) is connected to our boundary point. There-
fore, one can use our setup to first evolve the mass m4 to the desired value and then evaluate
the integrals at the target point. We also remark that there is a letter, m2

3 − m2
4, which

can vanish in the physical region, possibly requiring analytic continuation. This issue is
however easily circumvented by choosing m3 as the largest mass.
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AMFlow DE-Solver DiffExp

Family Equal-Mass Different-mass Equal-Mass Different-Mass

RL1 1 s 1 s 1 s 1 s

RL2 1 s 1 s 1 s 1 s

PL1 5 s 11 s 7 s 13 s

PL2 5 s 11 s 6 s 13 s

PL3 5 s 11 s 6 s 13 s

PT1 16 s 58 s 21 s 94 s

PT2 19 s 28 s 26 s 45 s

PT3 19 s 27 s 23 s 41 s

PT4 8 s 21 s 9 s 25 s

Table 2: Average time required to integrate one segment using DiffExp or the solver of
AMFlow. The tests were conducted on a laptop equipped with an M1 Pro CPU @3.2GHz
with the setup provided in the ancillary files.

As a validation of the values obtained for the MIs with our setup, we compared them
against independent evaluations with AMFlow. The extent of this comparison is constrained
by the substantial computational cost of three-loop calculations in AMFlow, which limits us
to a small set of phase-space points whose numerators and denominators are chosen to be
small primes. Specifically, we performed the comparison at the following three points

(
s12, s23,m

2
3,m

2
4

)
=

(
304

33
,−5

7
, 3,

25

33

)
,

(
s12, s23,m

2
3,m

2
4

)
=

(
88

5
,−35

6
, 5,

49

15

)
,

(
s12, s23,m

2
3,m

2
4

)
=

(
25,−36

5
, 9,

16

7

)
,

(4.4)

for the different-mass case, and at the points

(
s12, s23,m

2
)
=

(
704

33
,−5

7
, 3

)
,

(
s12, s23,m

2
)
=

(
288

5
,−35

6
, 5

)
,

(
s12, s23,m

2
)
=

(
75,−36

5
, 8

)
,

(4.5)

for the equal-mass case. In all cases, we found agreement up to 16 digits, matching the
target precision imposed on both computational setups. In addition, for the equal-mass
families PL1 and PL2, we have compared our results with the numerical values obtained
from the analytic solution of Ref. [23], finding prefect agreement.
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In the ancillary files [98] we include two scripts that evaluate the MIs of each family
for either mass configuration at any target point lying within the physical regions defined
in eqs. (2.5) and (2.6). We tested these codes by evaluating the integrals twice at 20
random physical phase space points, increasing the precision for the second run. We found
agreement between the two results up to 16 digits. In table 2 we give a tentative idea of
the time required to evaluate the integrals with our setup. The numbers refer to the time
required to integrate one segment along a straight path connecting the boundary point and
the target, and were obtained from the evaluation at the 20 physical points we used for
the tests. The number of segments per evaluation depends on the singularity structure of
the DEs along the path connecting boundary- and target-point. Our setup allows for the
evaluation of the integrals of one family in the order of a few minutes for generic phase-space
points and a precision of 16 digits.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we studied all the planar families of Feynman integrals relevant for the N3LO
QCD corrections to the production of two massive vector bosons, complementing the results
of [23, 24]. For each family we constructed a basis of MIs that satisfy canonical DEs, which
we solved for physical kinematics using the method of generalised power series expansions
and public tools. We validated our results through independent numerical cross-checks with
AMFlow. Beyond providing numerical evaluations, our results allow one to express the MIs in
terms of iterated integrals, immediately enabling theoretical studies of their mathematical
properties.

An interesting structural feature emerged in our study: the alphabet of all planar fam-
ilies for the general mass (equal-mass) configuration contains four new square roots and 21
(11) additional letters beyond those present in the complete two-loop alphabet. This con-
trasts with known results from the planar three-loop four-point families with one massive
leg, and illustrates the additional analytic complexity introduced by having multiple exter-
nal massive legs at three loops. The enlarged alphabet also comes with an increased number
of independent square roots, which we were unable to rationalise simultaneously. For this
reason, we did not pursue an analytic solution in terms of multiple polylogarithms [104, 105].
Nevertheless, it would be interesting to further investigate this possibility. In particular,
following the approach of [106], it may be feasible to obtain analytic expressions by em-
ploying different rationalisations in different parts of the computation, provided that not
all square roots appear simultaneously along a given integration path.

The efficiency of our implementation is sufficient for the purposes of this work and
therefore we have not put any effort into the optimisation of the numerical evaluation of the
solution. For phenomenological applications, the performance can be further improved with
a more aggressive setting, tailored to the stability of the amplitude evaluation. To this end,
several promising avenues are already available in the literature. One option is to replace
the Mathematica-based implementations of the generalised power series expansion method
with the C++ code LINE [75]. A similar strategy is to investigate fully numerical integration
methods, which have already been successfully employed for 2 → 2 and 2 → 3 scattering
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processes [107–113]. Lastly, one could remove the redundancies in the representation of
the integrals by constructing a basis of special functions [20, 114–119] and investigating
if further relation can be obtained for them using the reduction approach of [120]. We
postpone the investigation of these optimisations to forthcoming studies.

Taken together, our results lay the groundwork for the computation of the three-loop
scattering amplitudes required for diboson production at N3LO QCD in the leading-colour
approximation, a task we plan to pursue in future work.
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A Ancillary files

The ancillary files can be downloaded from [98]. The correspondence with the notation of
the paper is:

sij = sij , FFG[Fam,{a1,...,a15}] = GFam
{a1,...,a15},

mi2 = m2
i , mm2 = m2, W[i],W[r[j],i] = wi,

eps = ϵ, dlog[W[i]] = d log(wi),
r[i] = ri, rEM[i] = r

(EM)
i .

The folder Alphabets contains the definitions of the square roots eqs. (3.15) and (3.16)
and of the alphabets in the format

{..., W[i] -> expression, ...}.

We remark that for the different-mass case the naming of the letters is consistent with [121].
For each family, we provide four folders:

• MIs_DEs;

• MIs_DEs_same_mass;

• values;

• values_same_mass.

The first two contain three files each:
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• masters.m: the basis of pure MIs, in terms of the dimensional regulator eps, the
scalar integrals FFG[Fam,{a1,...,a15}] and the kinematic invariants;

• sqrt_normalisation.m: the square root normalisation of each MI.

• dAtilde.m: the matrix dÃ from eq. (3.5).

The last two folders contain the boundary values for both mass configurations.
Lastly, we provide the codes DiffExpRun.wl and AMFSolver.wl, which compute the

master integrals using DiffExp and the solver of AMFlow, respectively. In order to use it,
one should first modify the files PathToDiffExp.txt and PathToAMFlow.txt appropriately.
Then the only input needed is a file with the physical point where one wants to evaluate
the integrals, in the same format as testpoint.m (respectively testpoint_same_mass.m).
The computation can be ran with the commands

math -script DiffExpRun.wl -family ’fam’ -equalMass False

-filein "point.m" -fileout "output.m",

math -script AMFSolver.wl -family ’fam’ -equalMass False

-filein "point.m" -fileout "output.m",

where ’fam’ is the integral family one wants to compute, ’equalMass’ is a boolean that
selects the mass configuration and the results are stored as a list in output.m.
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