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We consider integral kernels for functions f(F̂ ) of a minimal second-order differential operator

F̂ (∇) on a curved spacetime. We show that they can be expanded in a functional series, analogous to
the DeWitt expansion for the heat kernel, by integrating the latter term-by-term. This procedure
leads to a separation of two types of data: all information about the bundle geometry and the
operator F̂ (∇) is still contained in the standard HaMiDeW coefficients âk[F |x, x′] (we call this
property “off-diagonal functoriality”), while information about the function f is encoded in some
new scalar functions Bα[f |σ] and Wα[f |σ,m2], which we call basis and complete massive kernels,

respectively. These objects are calculated for operator functions of the form exp(−τF̂ ν)/(F̂µ+λ) as
multiple Mellin–Barnes integrals. The article also discusses subtle issues such as the validity of the
term-by-term integration, the regularization of IR divergent integrals, and the physical interpretation
of the resulting expansions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The heat kernel method is an important tool in the
arsenal of modern mathematical physics [1–4]. Let us
briefly remind the reader the basics of it while simul-
taneously fixing our conventions. Let F̂ (∇) be a non-
negatively definite (pseudo)differential operator acting
on sections of a vector bundle1 over a Riemannian man-
ifold M with metric gab. Then the integral kernel of the
function of F̂ (∇) is

K̂[f(F )|x, x′] = f(F̂ ) δ(x, x′), (1.1)

where δ(x, x′) is the delta function. It is a two-point (i.e.,
depending on two points x, x′ ∈ M) matrix-valued func-

tion. Then the action of an operator f(F̂ ) on the section
of the bundle φ = φA is represented by an integral con-
volution with the corresponding kernel:

f(F̂ )φ(x) =

∫
M

ddx′ K̂[ f(F )|x, x′]φ(x′). (1.2)

In particular, the heat kernel is the integral kernel of
the operator exponential

K̂F (τ |x, x′) = K̂[e−τF |x, x′], (1.3)

where the additional parameter τ is referred to as proper
time.

1 Hats everywhere indicate the matrix nature of the objects under
consideration, for example, 1̂ = δAB , where A,B are indices in
fibers (they run over the set of all fields of the theory and can
have both internal, spacetime, and spinor components). Unless
otherwise stated, we will assume that when an operator acts
on a two-point function, it always acts with respect to its first
argument.
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The heat kernel finds application in many areas of both
pure mathematics and theoretical physics. In particu-
lar, its applications in quantum field theory (QFT) on a
curved background are based on the fact that if M is a
physical spacetime, and F̂ [Φ|∇] is the wave operator for
some field theory (depending on nontrivial background
fields Φ = ΦA), then the one-loop quantum effective ac-
tion of this theory is given by

Γ1-loop[Φ] =
1

2
Tr ln F̂ = −1

2

∞∫
0

dτ

τ
Tr e−τF̂ , (1.4)

where the functional trace Tr is defined as

Tr f(F̂ ) =

∫
M

ddx tr K̂[f(F )|x, x], tr K̂ = KA
A . (1.5)

The efficiency of the heat kernel method is based on
the fact that for a second order minimal operator

F̂ (∇) = −1̂□+ P̂ , (1.6)

where □ = −gab∇a∇b is the covariant Laplacian2 and
P̂ (x) is a matrix depending on the point x (a potential
term), there is a remarkable DeWitt’s expansion for the

heat kernel K̂F (τ |x, x′) in the form of a functional se-
ries [1]3,

K̂F (τ |x, x′) =
∞∑
k=0

Bd
2−k

(τ, σ) · âk[F |x, x′]. (1.7)

Here the scalar function

Bα(τ, σ) =
τ−α

(4π)d/2
exp

(
− σ

2τ

)
(1.8)

depends neither on the bundle geometry nor on the po-
tential term P̂ , and its dependence on the points x and
x′ is only implicit, through its dependence on the Synge
world function σ(x, x′) (i.e., one half of the square of
the geodesic distance between x and x′). Conversely,
the off-diagonal heat kernel coefficients âk[F |x, x′] (which
we will also call HaMiDeW in honor of Hadamard, Mi-
nakshisundaram, and DeWitt [9]) are matrix-valued two-
point functions which do not depend on the proper time
τ , but contain information about the bundle geometry
and the potential term P̂ .4

2 We work in the Euclidean version of the theory related to the
physical Lorentzian signature spacetime by Wick rotation.

3 A generalization of this expansion to the case of higher-order
minimal operators F̂ (∇) = 1̂(−□)N + P̂ (∇) was constructed
in [5–7], and in the paper [8] it was shown how to obtain the
corresponding expansion for causal (non-minimal) operators.

4 It is always assumed that x and x′ are sufficiently close to
each other so that all quantities under consideration are well-
defined. In our notations the Pauli–van Vleck–Morette determi-
nant ∆1/2(x, x′) is absorbed into coefficients âk[F |x, x′] of the
expansion (1.7).

The coincidence limits of the HaMiDeW coefficients
and their covariant derivatives can be found from the
chain of recurrent equations for âk[F |x, x′] as some
combinations of the background field curvatures R ∈
{Rabcd, R̂ab, P̂} and their derivatives [1, 2], which can
be symbolically represented as

∇nâk[F |x, x′]
∣∣∣
x=x′

=
∑

2m+l=2k+n

∇lRm. (1.9)

Then substituting (1.7) into the formula (1.4) yields a
local expansion of the one-loop effective action Γ1-loop[Φ]
in a series in increasing powers of the background dimen-
sion, which underlies effective field theory.
In many applications there is a need to obtain an off-

diagonal (i.e., when x ̸= x′) expansion similar to the
DeWitt one (1.7) not only for the operator exponential

exp(−τF̂ ), but also of more complicated operator func-

tions f(F̂ ).
The physical application that motivates us most is the

need to study models with a non-minimal wave operator
Ĥ(∇). Non-minimality of the operator means that its
principal term can no longer be represented as a power
of the d’Alembertian □. Such models, in particular the
Hořava–Lifshitz type, are getting more and more fre-
quently encountered in high energy physics and quantum
gravity [10–13]. They are either too complicated to be
handled by the usual Feynman diagrammatic technique
or impossible to treat by the original Schwinger–DeWitt
method. An important special case are causal models,
i.e., those in which the characteristic surfaces of physical
modes (in the Lorentzian version of the theory) are null
surfaces in the metric gab. As shown in [8, 14], calculating

the heat kernel exp(−τĤ) and the effective action (1.4)
for such models can be reduced to finding expansions for
operator functions of a more complex form

f(F̂ ) =
e−τF̂

ν

F̂µ
, (1.10)

where the operator F̂ (∇) (1.6) is the second-order mini-
mal, and the powers µ and ν are determined by the order
of the operator Ĥ(∇) and the spin-tensor content of the
model. Therefore, the key problem that we solve further
in the proposed paper is the construction of expansions
similar to DeWitt’s (1.7) for kernels of operator functions
of the form (1.10).
On the other hand, in mathematics, expansions for

functional traces of the form Tr
[
Q(F̂ ) exp(−τF̂ )

]
, where

Q(F̂ ) is a polynomial, with remarkable functorial prop-
erties are often considered [3, 4, 15, 16]. However, since
computing the functional trace (1.5) requires going to
the diagonal of the kernel, such objects require subtle
refinement using various techniques such as ζ-functional
regularization and analytic continuation. Therefore, nat-
urally there is a necessity to obtain them in a much
simpler way, as coincidence limits of the corresponding
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off-diagonal objects, thus employing what one could call
off-diagonal functoriality.

The analogue of the expansion (1.7) for a generic op-

erator function f(F̂ ) can be obtained by using the linear
integral transform Lf applicable to any admissible func-
tion φ(τ) of the proper time parameter τ ,

Lf φ =

∞∫
0

dτ f∗(τ)φ(τ), (1.11)

where f∗(τ) is the inverse Laplace transform of f(λ)

f∗(τ) =

∫
C

dλ

2πi
f(λ) eτλ. (1.12)

When applied to φ(τ) = exp(−τF̂ ), the transform (1.11)

gives the needed operator function f(F̂ ) (see formula
(2.8) below)

f(F̂ ) = Lf e
−τF̂ =

∞∫
0

dτ f∗(τ) e−τF̂ . (1.13)

This representation can be understood as the direct
Laplace transform from the complex variable τ to the
operator variable F̂ .
Rewriting this transformation on the kernel level, then

substituting the DeWitt expansion (1.7) into it, and fi-
nally taking the integrals term-by-term we obtain the fol-
lowing generalization of the expansion (1.7):

K̂
[
f(F )

∣∣x, x′] = ∞∑
k=0

Bd
2−k

[f |σ] · âk[F |x, x′], (1.14)

where âk[F |x, x′] are exactly the same off-diagonal
HaMiDeW coefficients as in the expansion (1.7), and
Bα[f |σ] is an analytic function of the parameters σ and
α, obtained from Bα(τ, σ) (1.8) by means the above-
mentioned integral transform Lf

Bα[f |σ] = LfBα(τ, σ). (1.15)

In other words, this procedure explicitly accounts for
the separation of two different types of data into two
different objects. In the expansion (1.14), all informa-
tion about the bundle geometry and the original operator
F̂ (∇) is still encoded in the familiar to us HaMiDeW co-
efficients âk[F |x, x′]. While the functions Bα[f |σ], which
we will call basis kernels, do not depend neither on the
geometry, nor on the specific form of the operator F̂ (∇),
but are determined exclusively by the function f .

The remarkable property that for any function f
the expansion (1.14) includes the same HaMiDeW co-
efficients âk[F |x, x′] is an off-diagonal generalization of
the property that Gilkey and others call “functoriality”
[3, 4, 16]. Therefore, we call this property off-diagonal
functoriality. Off-diagonality is a new and key ingredi-
ent here, providing convenience and flexibility of the ap-
proach. This is due to the fact that, being essentially a

form of regularization by separating points, it allows one
to avoid the singularities that arise in the coincidence
limit x = x′, and to use the powerful apparatus of inte-
gral transforms more effectively.
As we explained in [17], the idea of term-by-term in-

tegration of the DeWitt expansion (1.7) presented above
encounters an obvious objection: according to the well-
known Fubini–Tonelli theorem, changing the order of
summation/integration is only possible if all intermediate
sums/integrals are absolutely convergent. In our case,
this condition is clearly not satisfied, since, firstly, the
DeWitt series (1.7) is not convergent, but only asymp-
totic (divergent), and, secondly, the integrals in (1.15)
also diverge at the IR limit τ = ∞.
Despite this, in [17], using a toy example of the Bessel–

Clifford function Kα(z) (for the reader’s convenience,
we reproduce the corresponding reasoning in the Ap-
pendix A) and for the simplest operator functions F̂−µ

and exp(−τF̂ ν), we show that after regularization using
analytic continuation, the expansion (1.14) is not mean-
ingless at all, but allows for a transparent physical inter-
pretation. It turns out that since the DeWitt expansion
(1.7) describes only the UV behavior of the heat kernel

K̂F (τ |x, x′) as τ → 0, but not its IR behavior as τ → ∞,
its term-by-term integration allows us to obtain not the
total expansion for the kernel K̂[f(F )|x, x′], but only half
of its terms coming from the UV region. If we wanted to
obtain the other, IR half of the expansion for the kernel
K̂[f(F )|x, x′], we would need to integrate term-by-term

the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel K̂F (τ |x, x′)
as τ → ∞. Such an IR expansion of the heat kernel
can be obtained by resumming the DeWitt series [18–
20]. However, a detailed consideration of these IR terms
is a matter for future research and is beyond the scope of
this paper, in which we concentrate entirely on the study
of UV terms for operator functions of a more complex
form than those considered in [17].
Now let us discuss in more detail the issue of regular-

ization of IR divergent integrals in (1.15). We use dimen-
sional regularization throughout, in which the spacetime
dimension d can formally take not only positive integer
values, but also arbitrary complex values. In addition,
we apply regularization via analytic continuation with
respect to the parameter α in (1.15): if the integrals con-
verge in some region of parameter values, then analytic
continuation of the resulting functions beyond this re-
gion yields a regularized value of the divergent integral.5

These methods, of course, do not lead to the complete
disappearance of IR divergences, but only to their local-
ization in the form of certain poles with respect to the
parameter α.

5 Note that although this approach may initially seem weird, it
can be rigorously justified within the Mellin–Barnes framework
we use, as a deformation from straight to curved integration con-
tours.
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The following circumstance may cause some concern:
since the expansion (1.14) includes terms obtained by in-
tegrating increasingly higher powers of the proper time
τ , their convergence properties at the IR limit τ = ∞
also deteriorate. Trouble comes in batches: if physical
IR divergences arise, they arise simultaneously in an infi-
nite number of terms in the expansion (1.14). This rein-
forces doubts about the applicability of the method used
and prompts a desire to verify the obtained results using
a back up regularization method that would completely
eliminate all IR divergences and make all integrals well-
defined.

The simplest way of such IR regularization is to in-
troduce a mass term m2 into the operator F̂ (∇) 7→
F̂ (∇) + m21̂. Then the associated decreasing factor
exp(−τm2) will immediately ensure good convergence of
all integrals on the IR limit τ = ∞. More specifically,
this leads to the following form of the DeWitt expansion
(1.7) (in the formulas below, we omit the dependence on
the points x and x′ for brevity)

K̂F+m2(τ) =

∞∑
k=0

Wd
2−k

(τ, σ,m2) · âk[F ], (1.16)

Wα(τ, σ,m
2) =

τ−α

(4π)d/2
exp

(
− σ

2τ
−m2τ

)
. (1.17)

Then, term-by-term application of the integral transform
Lf (1.11) to the expansion (1.16) leads to the following
modification of the expansion (1.14):

K̂
[
f(F +m2)

]
=

∞∑
k=0

Wd
2−k

[f |σ,m2] · âk[F ], (1.18)

Wα[f |σ,m2] = LfWα(τ, σ,m
2) (1.19)

=

∞∫
0

dτf∗(τ) τ−α

(4π)d/2
exp

(
− σ

2τ
−m2τ

)

We will call the new objects Wα[f |σ,m2] complete mas-
sive kernels. On the one hand, they do not carry any new
information compared to the basis kernels Bα[f |σ] (be-
cause, obviously, Wα[f(F )|σ,m2] = Bα[f(F +m2)|σ]6),
however, at the same time, they are well defined in all
cases and, in particular, do not have any poles in the
parameter α associated with IR divergences.

After we calculate the complete kernels Wα[f |σ,m2], it
is important to learn how to go to the coincidence limit
σ → 0 in them (since it is this limit that determines
the expressions for the functional trace and the effective
action (1.4)-(1.5)). In this regard, it is convenient to

6 Note that F is a dummy variable here. In fact, the kernels Bα,
Mα, and Wα do not depend on the operator F̂ . We do not
write hats over dummy variables (and also in the HaMiDeW
coefficients âk[F ]).

introduce a third set of objects

Mα

[
f
∣∣m2

]
= LfMα(τ,m

2), (1.20)

Mα(τ,m
2) =

τ−α

(4π)d/2
exp(−τm2). (1.21)

which we will call complementary kernels and which con-
trol the coincidence limit. In their properties, they are
indeed in many ways complementary to the basis ker-
nels Bα[f |σ] (1.15). For example, the integrals in (1.20)
can also diverge, but not at the IR limit τ = ∞, but at
the opposite UV limit τ = 0, and also require a regu-
larization procedure using analytic continuation for their
definition.
The three types of objects introduced—basis Bα[f |σ],

complementary Mα

[
f
∣∣m2

]
, and complete Wα

[
f
∣∣σ,m2

]
kernels—are the centerpiece of the present paper.
They connect our two approaches—analytic continua-
tion and mass-term regularization—in a unified frame-
work. We further demonstrate this with examples,
computing these objects for operator functions of
three types: exp(−τF̂ ν)/F̂µ, 1/(F̂µ + λ), and, finally,

exp(−τF̂ ν)/(F̂µ + λ). A remarkable feature of our ap-
proach is that in each of these cases (as well as for more
complex functions), the kernels can be universally ex-
pressed in terms of multiple Mellin-Barnes (MB) inte-
grals.
N -fold MB integrals [21, 22] are remarkable special

functions that have attracted increasing attention from
physicists in recent years because all Feynman integrals
can be expressed in terms of them (the so-called Lee–
Pomeransky representation [23, 24]), and they also arise
in many other problems. They can be defined as func-
tions of N complex variables of the following form

H(z) =

∫
C

dNs

(2πi)N
h(s) z−s, (1.22)

where z, s ∈ CN , z−s =
∏N

a=1 z
−sa
a , h(s) is some ratio

of gamma functions with arguments linear in s and C is
a certain N -cycle. In our case, N is one less than the
total number of independent dimensional parameters of
the problem, and za are some dimensionless combinations
of these parameters.
The advantage of the MB representation is that it al-

lows one to build the asymptotic expansion of our kernels
as a series of residue contributions originating from the
poles of their Mellin images h(s). We present these ex-
pansions for some simple cases of single argument func-
tions in Sec. 3. For functions of multiple arguments, the
series representations become more complicated, espe-
cially for the so-called resonant cases with merging poles
of gamma functions, and their derivation is relegated to
the accompanying paper [25].
Obtained expansions of the operator function kernels

show full consistency of the results achieved within an-
alytic and mass parameter regularization. As is usually
expected from dimensional regularization, which nullifies
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power divergences and reveals logarithmic divergences in
the form of poles in spacetime dimensionality, the ana-
lytic regularization yields pole contributions exactly cor-
responding to the logarithmic in mass terms of the mas-
sive regularization. But it totally annihilates the se-
quence of power singularities in inverse powers of the
mass parameter 1/(m2)n → ∞ arising in the massless
limit m2 → 0. More interesting is the confirmation of
the observation [8] that the class of functions f(λ) non-
singular at λ = 0 does not lead to IR divergences for
kernels of operator function f(F̂ ). This observation was
done for the heat kernel of rather generic nonminimal op-
erators of elliptic nature forming a well-defined bounded
operator. Their building blocks of the form (1.10) always
enter the final answer in such combinations that their im-
manent IR divergences completely cancel out. This was
proven in [8] by the special procedure of IR subtraction
for hybrid operators (1.10) whose finiteness is now con-
firmed within both analytical and mass-type regulariza-
tions.

The structure of the present paper is as follows: in sec-
tion 2 we discuss in more detail operator functions, their
kernels, and the integral transforms that relate them. Af-
ter that, we consider the simplest applications of the off-
diagonal functoriality in Sec. 3, and then in Sec. 4 we
consider several more complicated examples leading to
2- and 3-fold MB integrals. In these sections, we use di-
mensional regularization throughout, due to which the
expressions we obtain will pertain to the so-called non-
resonant case. Removing dimensional regularization, i.e.,
passing to the integer physical dimension d, corresponds
to the transition to the resonant case: the origin of ei-
ther contour pinches and associated divergences, or log-
arithmic terms in the expansion series. These cases will
be considered in detail in section 5. In appendices, we
briefly present information on the Bessel–Clifford func-
tions Kα(z) and provide a summary of representations
for the obtained kernels along with their various limits.

2. OPERATOR FUNCTIONS, THEIR KERNELS,
AND INTEGRAL TRANSFORMS

In this section, we take a closer look at operator func-
tions, their integral kernels, and the integral transforms
that relate various operator functions and kernels. In
the Introduction, we have already mentioned perhaps the
most important operator function—the operator expo-
nential, defined as the sum of the corresponding Taylor
series

exp(−τF̂ ) =
∞∑

n=0

1

n!
(−τF̂ )n. (2.1)

Two other very important operator functions are the
resolvent (F̂ − λ)−1 and the complex power F̂−µ. The
meaning of the resolvent is intuitive: the inverse operator
is defined in the usual way F̂ F̂−1 = F̂−1F̂ = 1̂, and

the resolvent is well defined for any λ not belonging to
the spectrum of F̂ (∇). At the same time, meaning of

F̂−µ for non-integer, and especially complex, values of µ
may not be entirely obvious. It is standard [15] to define
the complex power by using, what is known in the QFT
context as Schwinger representation,

F̂−µ =
1

Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dτ τµ−1 e−τF̂ , (2.2)

where µ ̸= 0,−1,−2, . . .. This definition is indeed natu-
ral because, using the beta function it is easy to verify
that (2.2) satisfies F̂ aF̂ b = F̂ a+b, and by repeatedly in-
tegrating by parts, that it coincides with the power for
positive integer µ.
It is also easy to write out the inverse relation to (2.2):

e−τF̂ =

w+i∞∫
w−i∞

dµ

2πi
τ−µ Γ(µ) F̂−µ, (2.3)

where w > 0. It can be interpreted as follows: closing
the vertical integration contour on the left allows us to
reduce the integral to the sum of residues at the poles of
the gamma function, which again reproduces the Taylor
series (2.1).
It is just as easy to find an integral transform that

allows us to obtain the resolvent from the complex power:

1

F̂ + λ
=

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(1− s)Γ(s) λ−sF̂ s−1, (2.4)

where the contour C separates the poles of the two
gamma functions. Indeed, by closing it on the left again
and reducing the integral to the sum of residues at the
poles of Γ(s), we simply reproduce the well-known Neu-
mann operator series:

1

F̂ + λ
=

F̂−1

1 + λF̂−1
=

1

F̂

∞∑
k=0

(
− λ

F̂

)k

. (2.5)

In fact, we can go further and express any operator
function f(F̂ ) as a linear integral transform of each of
the three operator functions described above. First of
all, as is well-known from spectral theory, every operator
function can be represented as the following integral of
the resolvent:

f(F̂ ) =

∫
C

dλ

2πi

f(λ)

λ− F̂
, (2.6)

where the contour C goes around the spectrum of the
operator F̂ , i.e. around the positive real semi-axis for
a non-negatively definite Hermitian operator. But we
could equally well express f(F̂ ) in terms of the operator
exponential. To do this, it is sufficient to express the
resolvent in terms of it

1

F̂ − λ
=

∞∫
0

dτ e−τ(F̂−λ), (2.7)
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substitute this relation into (2.6) and change the order
of integration. We obtain the representation (1.13):

f(F̂ ) = −
∫
C

dλ

2πi

∞∫
0

dτ e−τ(F̂−λ)f(λ)

=

∞∫
0

dτ e−τF̂ f∗(τ), (2.8)

where f∗(τ) is the inverse Laplace transform (the sign
change in the second line of (2.8) is due to differing con-
tour orientation conventions in the spectral representa-
tion (2.6) and inverse Laplace transform (1.12)). It is
important to note that the kernels of integral operator
transforms and their inverse transforms should be un-
derstood in a generalized sense, i.e. not as functions, but
distributions. We will encounter an illustration of such a
situation below, see (3.11)–(3.12).

It is often convenient to reformulate statements about
operator functions in the synonymous language of inte-
gral kernels (1.1). Besides the heat kernel, i.e. the kernel

of the operator exponential K̂F (τ |x, x′) (1.3), another
important kernel is the Green function, i.e. the kernel of
the inverse operator

ĜF (x, x
′) = K̂[F−1|x, x′]. (2.9)

The kernels of the resolvent and the complex power of
the operator are simply the Green functions ĜF−λ(x, x

′)

and ĜFµ(x, x′).
To rewrite the relations (2.2) and (2.3) in the language

of integral kernels, we should just act by them upon the
delta function δ(x, x′). We obtain:

ĜFµ(x, x′) =
1

Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dτ τµ−1K̂F (τ |x, x′), (2.10)

K̂F (τ |x, x′) =
w+i∞∫

w−i∞

dµ

2πi
τ−µ Γ(µ) ĜFµ(x, x′), (2.11)

where µ ̸= 0,−1,−2, . . . and w > 0. This means that
the heat kernel and the complex power kernel are related
to each other by the direct and inverse Mellin transforms
in the variables τ and µ respectively.

Recall that the directM and inverseM−1 Mellin trans-
forms with respect to complex variables z and s are de-
fined as

h(s) = (MH)(s) =

∞∫
0

dz zs−1H(z), (2.12)

H(z) = (M−1h)(z) =

w+i∞∫
w−i∞

ds

2πi
z−sh(s), (2.13)

where the straight vertical integration contour lies in
the fundamental strip of the function H(z). We discuss

Mellin transforms and their properties in detail in the ac-
companying paper [25]. From now on, we will denote the
original function with an uppercase letter and its Mellin
image with a lowercase letter.
Similarly, rewriting the relation (2.6) for the operator

exponential and its inverse (2.7) in the language of ker-
nels, we obtain (w > 0):

ĜF+λ(x, x
′) =

∞∫
0

dτ e−λτ K̂F (τ |x, x′), (2.14)

K̂F (τ |x, x′) =
w+i∞∫

w−i∞

dλ

2πi
eλτ ĜF+λ(x, x

′). (2.15)

This means that the heat kernel and the resolvent kernel
are related to each other by the direct and inverse Laplace
transforms (denoted by L) in the variables τ and λ.
Finally, for the transformation (2.4) and the relation

(2.6) for the operator complex power, we have:

ĜF+λ(x, x
′) =

∫
C

ds

2πi
λ−sΓ(1− s)Γ(s) ĜF 1−s(x, x′),

(2.16)

ĜFµ(x, x′) =

w+i∞∫
w−i∞

dλ

2πi
(−λ)−µĜF+λ(x, x

′), (2.17)

where the contour C separates the poles of the two
gamma functions and w > 0. As far as we know, these
transforms do not bear a special name.
In general, the relations between all three kernels given

by the transforms (2.10)-(2.17) can be summarized in the
following simple diagram:

K̂F (τ |x, x′)88
M

xx

gg
L

''
ĜFµ(x, x′) oo // GF+λ(x, x

′),

(2.18)
where M and L denote the Mellin and Laplace trans-
forms, respectively, and the unlabeled lower arrow de-
notes the transforms (2.16)-(2.17).

3. THE SIMPLEST EXAMPLES

In this section, we look at some simple considerations
that we first used in [6]. We now view them as the sim-
plest applications of the much more general idea of off-
diagonal functoriality that we outlined in the Introduc-
tion, and as a basis for considering more complex cases
in Section 4.
First, a technical remark is in order: by substituting

an explicit expression for the integral transform Lf (1.13)
into the definition of the basis kernel Bα[f |σ] (1.15), as
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a convolution with the inverse Laplace transform f∗(τ)
(1.12), we obtain the following general integral represen-
tation for basis kernels

Bα[f |σ] = LfBα(τ, σ) =

∞∫
0

dτ f∗(τ)Bα(τ, σ)

=

∫
C

dλ

2πi
f(λ)

∞∫
0

dτ τ−α

(4π)d/2
exp

(
τλ− σ

2τ

)
=

∫
C

dλ

2πi
f(λ)

2(−λ)α−1

(4π)d/2
Kα−1

(
− λσ

2

)
, (3.1)

where Kα(z) is the Bessel–Clifford function of second
kind (A.1). In other words, we can immediately write
the general answer for an arbitrary basis kernel Bα[f |σ]
as a contour integral over the spectral parameter λ
of the product of the function f(λ) and, essentially,
Kα(−λσ/2). Of course, one can construct similar rep-
resentations for massive Mα[f |m2] (1.20) and complete
Wα[f |σ,m2] (1.19) kernels as well.

The problem is that general answers such as (3.1) are
not very convenient in practice. Instead, as we will see
more than once in what follows, the power of the integral
transform technique developed is due to the remarkable
properties of MB integrals. Accordingly, we should strive
to represent all the answers we obtain in the MB integral
form. Representations of the form (3.1) not only do not
have this form themselves, but can also make it nontrivial
to arrive at such a representation.

Therefore, we take another, more convenient approach:
first, break down the integral transform Lf mapping the

operator exponential exp(−τF̂ ) into the desired operator

function f(F̂ ) into a number of elementary steps. Then,
sequentially apply these simpler transforms to the corre-
sponding kernels, each time expressing the answer as a
MB integral. This is precisely the method we will use in
calculations that follow.

3.1. Basis kernels for F̂−µ and exp(−τF̂ ν)

Let us start with considering the simplest example: a
basis kernel for a complex power F̂−µ. Our general rep-
resentation (1.14)-(1.15) in this case reduces to substitut-
ing the DeWitt expansion (1.7) into the Mellin transform
(2.10) and takes the following form:

ĜFµ(x, x′) =

∞∑
k=0

B d
2−k

[
F−µ

∣∣σ] · âk[F |x, x′], (3.2)

where

Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ] = 1

Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dτ τµ−1Bα(τ, σ)

=
1

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dτ τµ−α−1e−σ/2τ

=
(σ/2)

µ−α

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dz zα−µ−1 e−z

=
Γ (α− µ)

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)

(σ
2

)µ−α

. (3.3)

Here, when passing from the second to the third line, we
made the substitution z = σ/2τ .
In this example we first encounter IR divergences, the

problem mentioned in the Introduction. Indeed, due to
the presence of the exponential factor e−σ/2τ , the proper
time integral (3.3) always converges at the UV limit τ =
0, but diverges at the IR limit τ = ∞ for

Re(α− µ) < 0. (3.4)

Since we will encounter this condition repeatedly in what
follows, we assign a name to the region of parameters de-
fined via (3.4). Borrowing terminology from the renor-
malization theory, it is appropriate to call this parame-
ter region irrelevant, and to call the complementary re-
gion Re(α − µ) > 0 relevant. And since the parameter
α = d

2 −m takes on infinitely decreasing values, the ex-
pansion (3.2) contains only a finite number of “relevant”
terms and an infinite number of “irrelevant” divergent
terms. Therefore, the divergence of integrals seems to
pose a significant problem.
We will understand the expression (3.3) in the sense of

the analytic continuation rule we formulated in Introduc-
tion, i.e., in other words, we simply postulate that the
basis kernel Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ] are given by the formula (3.3)
even in cases where the parameter α lies in the irrele-
vant region. Note that this assumption in itself does not
eliminate IR divergences as such, but only allows us to
work with them in a controlled manner. Indeed, even
after such regularization, the expression (3.3) retains di-
vergences: it becomes infinite when the parameter com-
bination α − µ takes on non-positive integer values. In
particular, for even d and integer µ or for odd d and
half-integer µ in an infinite number of terms of (3.2), the
factor Γ(α−µ) has a pole. These divergences are not an
artifact of our method, but are physical IR divergences.
Does this strategy yield any meaningful answers? Yes,

and to see this, it is enough to go just one step further and
consider the operator’s power exponential exp(−τF̂ ν).
Its general representation (1.14)-(1.15) (obtained by sub-
stituting the formulas (3.2)-(3.3) into the inverse Mellin
transform (2.11)) takes the form:

K̂F ν (τ |x, x′) =
∞∑
k=0

B d
2−k

[
e−τF ν ∣∣σ] · âk[F |x, x′], (3.5)
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where

Bα

[
e−τF ν ∣∣σ] = ∫

C

dρ

2πi
τ−ρ Γ(ρ) Bα

[
F−ρν |σ

]
=

∫
C

dρ

2πi

Γ(ρ)Γ(α− ρν)

(4π)d/2 Γ(ρν)
τ−ρ

(σ
2

)ρν−α

=
τ−

α
ν

(4π)d/2

∫
C′

ds

2πi

Γ(s)Γ
(
α−s
ν

)
νΓ(α− s)

( σ

2τ1/ν

)−s

=
τ−

α
ν

(4π)d/2
Eν,α

(
− σ

2τ1/ν

)
. (3.6)

Here, when passing from the second to the third line,
we made the substitution s = α − ρν, and then reduced
the result to generalized exponential functions (GEFs)
Eν,α(z) which were introduced in [5]. These special func-
tions can be defined in terms of the MB integral:

Eν,α(z) =
∫
C

ds

2πi
(−z)−s εν,α(s)

=
1

ν

∞∑
m=0

Γ
(
α+m
ν

)
Γ(α+m)

zm

m!
, (3.7)

εν,α(s) =

∞∫
0

dz zs−1 Eν,α(−z) =
Γ(s)Γ

(
α−s
ν

)
νΓ(α− s)

. (3.8)

Their properties were studied in detail in our paper [5],
to which we refer the interested reader. At the moment,
it is important for us that the expressions (3.6)-(3.7) are
well defined and no longer contain any divergences for
positive integer ν.

In particular, if we define the Seeley–Gilkey coefficients
of the operator Ĥ(∇) of order 2ν as the coefficients of its
heat kernel diagonal (x = x′) expansion in powers of the
proper time,

K̂H(τ |x, x) = τ−d/2ν
∞∑

n=0

τn/ν Ê2n[H|x], (3.9)

then, taking the coincidence limit σ → 0 (3.5) and us-
ing Eν,α(0) = Γ(α/ν)/νΓ(α), we restore the well-known
Fegan–Gilkey formula [16]

Ên[F
ν |x] =

Γ
(
d−n
2ν

)
νΓ

(
d−n
2

) Ên[F |x]. (3.10)

Thus, our off-diagonal method reproduces the correct
diagonal result (3.10). Moreover, the GEFs Eν,α(−z)
turn out to be extremely important: they appear in the
off-diagonal heat kernel expansion for a general mini-
mal operator of higher order, which is a generalization
of (3.5).7 We had previously verified this result by two

7 It also contains an infinite number of additional terms with neg-
ative powers of the proper time τ , the coefficients of which, how-
ever, vanish in the coincidence limit.

completely independent methods: using the “generalized
Fourier transform” in curved spacetime in [6] and per-
turbation theory in [7].
Finally, one more important remark should be made.

One can use the direct (2.2) and inverse (2.3) Mellin

transforms to express exp(−τF̂ ν) straightforwardly as an

integral transform of the original exp(−τF̂ ). Indeed,

e−τF̂ ν

=
1

2πi

w+i∞∫
w−i∞

dµ Γ(µ) τ−µF̂−µν

=
1

2πi

w+i∞∫
w−i∞

dµ
Γ(µ)

Γ(µν)
τ−µ

∞∫
0

dt tµν−1e−tF̂

=

∞∫
0

dt

t
e−tF̂

 1

2πi

w+i∞∫
w−i∞

dµ
Γ(µ)

Γ(µν)

(τ1/ν
t

)−µν


=

∞∫
0

dt

t
ϕν

(τ1/ν
t

)
e−tF̂ , (3.11)

where the kernel ϕν(τ
1/ν/t) of this transform is given by

the function

ϕν(z) =

w′+i∞∫
w′−i∞

ds

2πi

Γ(s/ν)

νΓ(s)
z−s. (3.12)

This representation deserves two comments.
First, the integral (3.11) can be interpreted as a so-

called Mellin convolution

(f ∗ g)(z) =
∞∫
0

dt

t
f
(z
t

)
g(t). (3.13)

This operation has a remarkable property [26]: the Mellin
image of the Mellin convolution of two functions is equal
to the product of their Mellin images

M(f ∗ g) = (Mf) · (Mg). (3.14)

On the other hand, one can verify (see the accompa-
nying paper [25]) that for ν ≥ 1 the integral (3.12) di-
verges for all values of z. Therefore, the kernel ϕν(τ

1/ν/t)
should be understood not as an ordinary function, but
in a generalized sense as a distribution (similar to how
the delta function can be represented as a Fourier inte-
gral). Its Mellin convolutions (3.11) with test functions
can be defined purely formally: as the multiplication of
the Mellin image of the original function by the factor
Mϕν = Γ(s/ν)/νΓ(s), in accordance with the property
(3.14).

3.2. Complementary kernels for F̂−µ and exp(−τF̂ ν)

Now we obtain expressions complementary to the
formulas (3.3) and (3.6). Substituting the expression
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Mα(τ,m
2) (1.21) into (3.3) instead of Bα(σ, τ) (1.8), we

obtain:

Mα

[
F−µ

∣∣m2
]
=

1

Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dτ τµ−1Mα(τ,m
2)

=
1

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dτ τµ−α−1e−m2τ

=
Γ (µ− α)

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)
m2(α−µ). (3.15)

Here, the convergence properties is directly opposite to
those we encountered when analyzing expression (3.3):
due to the presence of the exponential factor exp(−m2τ),
the proper time integral always converges at its IR limit
τ = ∞, but diverges at the UV limit τ = 0 in the rel-
evant region Re(α − µ) > 0, and the integral must be
analytically continued into this region. Accordingly, the
convergence and divergence regions for the complemen-
tary kernel switch places.

Similarly, replacing the basis kernels Bα (3.3) in the
formula (3.6) with complementary kernels Mα (3.15), we
obtain

Mα

[
e−τF ν ∣∣m2

]
=

∫
C

dρ

2πi
τ−ρ Γ(ρ) Mα

[
F−ρν

∣∣m2
]

=
m2α

(4π)d/2

∫
C

dρ

2πi

Γ(ρ)Γ(νρ− α)

Γ(νρ)

(
m2ντ

)−ρ

=
τ−

α
ν

(4π)d/2
Ẽν,α

(
m2τ1/ν

)
, (3.16)

where the new special function Ẽν,α(z) is defined using
1-fold MB integral

Ẽν,α(z) =
∫
C

ds

2πi

Γ(s) Γ
(
s+α
ν

)
νΓ(s+ α)

z−s. (3.17)

This function is somewhat similar to the GEF Eν,α(z)
(3.7)-(3.8), but differs from it in the signs of the variable
s inside the arguments of two gamma factors.

3.3. Complete massive kernels for F̂−µ

Substituting the massive kernels (1.17) into the Mellin
transform (2.2), we get

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
]
=

1

Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dτ τµ−1Wα(τ, σ,m
2)

=
m2(α−µ)

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)

∞∫
0

dt tµ−α−1 exp
(
−z
t
− t

)
=

2m2(α−µ)

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)
Kα−µ

(
σm2/2

)
, (3.18)

where, using the substitutions t = m2τ and z = σm2/2,
we reduced the integral to the Bessel–Clifford function of
the 2nd kind (A.1). The resulting expression is a massive
analogue of the formula (3.3), but unlike it, it is well-
defined everywhere, since the integral (3.18) converges
well both at the UV limit τ = 0 and at the IR limit
τ = ∞.
In order to obtain either the coincidence (σ → 0) or

the massless (m2 → 0) limits of the expression (3.18), we
simply substitute the leading term of the asymptotics of
Kα(z) at z = σm2/2 → 0 (A.9) into it. As a result, the
answers will differ depending on the sign of Re(α− µ).
In the relevant region Re(α− µ) > 0 one has:

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
] rel−−−−−→

σm2→0
Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ]. (3.19)

Since the dependence on m2 completely vanishes in this
expression, it is exact for the massless limit m2 → 0.
However, as it is easy to see, the coincidence limit σ → 0
for this expression is divergent.
On the other hand, in the irrelevant region Re(α−µ) <

0 we obtain:

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
] irrel−−−−−→

σm2→0
Mα

[
F−µ

∣∣m2
]
. (3.20)

In this expression, the dependence on σ completely van-
ishes, and therefore it is an exact answer for the coinci-
dence limit σ → 0. However this expression obviously
diverges in the massless limit m2 → 0. When calcu-
lating the quantum effective action in the background
field method, an expansion in powers of the background
dimension arises just from this expression. It includes
all higher heat kernel coefficients divided by powers of
the mass parameter m2, which makes terms of this ex-
pansion dimensionless. In the framework of covariant
perturbation theory [18, 27–29], this infinite series can
be resummed into an expansion in powers of curvatures
with special nonlocal form factors.

4. MORE COMPLEX EXAMPLES

In this section, we considered operator functions
f(F̂ ) of three types: exp(−τF̂ )/F̂µ, 1/(F̂µ + λ), and

exp(−τF̂ )/(F̂µ + λ). For each of them, we obtained ex-
plicit representations in the form of 1-, 2-, and 3-fold
MB integrals for the above-introduced basis Bα[f(F )|σ]
(1.15), complementary Mα[f(F )|m2] (1.21), and com-
plete Wα[f(F )|σ,m2] (1.19) kernels.
There are no fundamental obstacles to applying our

method to functions of an arbitrarily more complex form.
The reasons why we limit ourselves to the considered
functions are, firstly, that we need to stop somewhere,
and, secondly, these functions provide a certain initial set
of examples of the phenomena that may arise. However,
even if we limit ourselves to this small number of exam-
ples, their detailed derivation would take up too much
space, and it would be easy to get lost in it. Therefore,
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for the convenience of readers, we have collected all the
results we obtained in a compact form in the Appendix B,
and in this section we will limit ourselves to a detailed
analysis of several of the most characteristic examples,
which sufficiently illustrate the methods we used.

4.1. Basis kernels for exp(−τF̂ ν)/F̂µ

To calculate any of the kernels, our general method
prescribes one to find the integral transform (1.13), map-
ping operator function of a simpler form to the required
operator function first. Thus, to obtain the operator
function exp(−τF̂ ν)/F̂µ, it suffices to note that, accord-

ing to (2.2), the complex power F̂−µ can be constructed

not only from exp(−τF̂ ), but also from exp(−τF̂ ν):

F̂−µ =
1

Γ(µ/ν)

∞∫
0

dt t
µ
ν −1e−tF̂ ν

. (4.1)

Multiplying this equation by e−τF̂ ν

and shifting the in-
tegration variable, we obtain the desired integral trans-
form, which reads

e−τF̂ ν

F̂µ
=

1

Γ (µ/ν)

∞∫
τ

ds (s− τ)
µ
ν −1 e−sF̂ ν

. (4.2)

Now, to obtain the basis kernel Bα[exp(−τF ν)/Fµ|σ],
it is sufficient to simply substitute the previously ob-
tained basis kernel Bα[exp(−τF ν)|σ] (3.6) into the in-
tegral transform (4.2). Thus, we obtain the formula:

Bα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ] =
1

Γ
(
µ
ν

) ∞∫
τ

ds (s− τ)
µ
ν −1Bα

[
e−sF ν ∣∣σ]

=
1

(4π)d/2Γ
(
µ
ν

) ∞∫
τ

ds
(s− τ)

µ
ν −1

s
α
ν

Eν,α
(
− σ

2s1/ν

)

=
τ

µ−α
ν

(4π)d/2Γ
(
µ
ν

) ∞∫
1

dt
(t− 1)

µ
ν −1

t
α
ν

Eν,α
(
− σ

2(tτ)1/ν

)

=
τ

µ−α
ν

(4π)d/2
E(µ)
ν,α

(
− σ

2τ1/ν

)
. (4.3)

Here, when passing from the second to the third line, we
made the substitution t = s/τ , and then hid the integral
into some new special function

E(µ)
ν,α(−z) =

1

Γ
(
µ
ν

) ∞∫
1

dt
(t− 1)

µ
ν −1

t
α
ν

Eν,α
(
− z

t1/ν

)
. (4.4)

It is, however, inconvenient to work with the integral
representation of the form (4.4), instead, we want to ob-

tain an expression for E(µ)
ν,α(−z) in the standard form of

the MB integral (B.8). To do this, of course, it is suf-

ficient to simply find the function ε
(µ)
ν,α(s) which is the

Mellin transform of the function E(µ)
ν,α(−z) for which we

have:

ε(µ)ν,α(s) =

∞∫
0

dz zs−1E(µ)
ν,α(−z)

=
1

Γ
(
µ
ν

) ∞∫
1

dτ
(τ − 1)

µ
ν −1

τ
α
ν

∞∫
0

dz zs−1Eν,α
(
− z

τ1/ν

)

=
Γ(s)Γ

(
α−s
ν

)
νΓ

(
µ
ν

)
Γ(α− s)

∞∫
1

dτ (τ − 1)
µ
ν −1τ

s−α
ν

=
Γ(s)Γ

(
α−s−µ

ν

)
νΓ(α− s)

. (4.5)

Here we first substituted our original definition of the

function E(µ)
ν,α(−z) (4.4) and changed the order of inte-

gration, then used the already known Mellin transform
for the generalized exponential (3.8) and, finally, reduced
the last integral to the beta function.

One can see that the new function E(µ)
ν,α(z) is a modifica-

tion of the previously introduced function Eν,α(z) (3.7)-
(3.8), differing from the latter only by the shift of the
parameter of one of the gamma functions inside the MB
integral by µ. Therefore, as it should be, the limit µ→ 0
restores the previously obtained result (3.6).
The expression (4.5) contains two rows of poles in s,

one of which is leftward-running (the one correspond-
ing to the poles of Γ(s)), and the other is rightward-
running (the one corresponding to the two other gamma-
functions). We can close the integration contour either
to the left or to the right, and, reducing the integral to
the sum of residues at the corresponding poles, we obtain
the following two expansions:

E(µ)
ν,α(−z) =

∞∑
n=0

Γ
(
n+α−µ

ν

)
νΓ(n+ α)

(−z)n

n!
(4.6)

= zµ−α
∞∑

n=0

Γ(νn+ α− µ)

Γ(µ− νn)

(−z−ν)n

n!
. (4.7)

The first expansion (4.6) is an everywhere convergent
Taylor series at z = 0, so one has:

E(µ)
ν,α(0) =

Γ
(
α−µ
ν

)
νΓ(α)

. (4.8)

The second expansion (4.7) is an asymptotic series in the
vicinity of z = ∞. The leading term of the asymptotics
is of the form:

E(µ)
ν,α(−z) −−−→

z→∞

Γ(α− µ)

Γ(µ)
zµ−α. (4.9)

Substituting the limit (4.9) into the formula (4.3) and
comparing the answer with the expression (3.3), we ob-
tain the limit (B.13).
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4.2. Complete kernels for exp(−τF̂ ν)/F̂µ

To obtain an expression similar to (4.3), but for the
complete kernels Wα, we must repeat all the same steps,
starting not from the basis kernel Bα[F

−µ|σ] (3.3), but
from the complete kernel Wα[F

−µ|σ,m2] (3.18) instead.
First, we obtain the complete kernel

Wα[exp(−τF ν)|σ,m2] by substituting (3.18) into
the integral transformation (3.6). Substituting then
into the resulting expression the representation of the
Bessel–Clifford functions Kν(z) in the form of the
MB integral (A.7)-(A.8), we immediately obtain the
following expression for the complete massive kernels in
the form of a 2-fold MB integral:

Wα

[
e−τF ν ∣∣σ,m2

]
=

∫
C

dρ

2πi
τ−ρ Γ(ρ) Wα

[
F−ρν

∣∣σ,m2
]

=

∫
C

dρ

2πi

2Γ(ρ) τ−ρm2(α−ρν)

(4π)d/2Γ(ρν)
Kα−ρν

(
σm2

2

)

=
m2α

(4π)d/2
H1

(
σm2

2
,m2τ1/ν

)
, (4.10)

where

H1(z1, z2) =

∫
C

ds1ds2
(2πi)2

h1(s1, s2) z
−s1
1 z−s2

2 , (4.11)

h1(s1, s2) =

∞∫
0

dz1 dz2 z
s1−1
1 zs2−1

2 H1(z1, z2)

=
Γ( s2ν )

νΓ(s2)
Γ(s1)Γ(s1 + s2 − α). (4.12)

Note that for ν = 1 two of the gamma functions in
(4.12) cancel each other out. Then the 2-fold integral in
(4.11) decomposes into a product of two 1-fold integrals,
each of which yields an exponential, which again brings
us to the original expression (1.17).

The appearance of N -fold MB integrals for operator
functions with additional dimensional parameters is a
distinctive feature of our approach, which is based on
the application of integral transforms. Note that the ar-
guments z1, z2, . . . are dimensionless combinations of the
dimensional parameters m2, τ , σ etc. So, the integral
multiplicity N is one less than the total number of di-
mensional parameters in the problem. All functions that
we will encounter in what follows belong to this very
broad class of special functions.

In this paper we do not touch upon the general theory
of such special functions leaving its overview for the up-
coming paper [25], where this theory is employed to study
properties of the functions to follow below. These various
properties, including series representations and conver-
gence analysis are simply stated when needed, without
derivation, which will be presented in detail in [25].

In what follows, we will also use the following notations
and conventions: sinceN -fold MB integrals are a general-
ization of the well-known FoxH-functions [26], we choose

to denote them by the capital letter H, and their images
under the multiple Mellin transform by the lowercase let-
ter h, respectively. In order to distinguish between the
various specific functions that we will encounter, we will
use different subscripts and tildes, for example, H1, H̃1,
H2, etc. for integrals, and h1, h̃1, h2, etc. for their Mellin
images. It will be implied throughout that functions with
the same index, Hk and hk, will be related by a transfor-
mation of the form (1.22), or (4.11) in the 2-fold case.
Now we can find the complete kernel

Wα[exp(−τF ν)/Fµ|σ,m2]. To do this, it is enough
to substitute the obtained function (4.10) into the
integral transform (4.2):

Wα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]

=
1

Γ
(
µ
ν

) ∞∫
τ

ds (s− τ)
µ
ν −1Wα

[
e−τF ν ∣∣σ,m2

]

= m2α

∞∫
τ

ds
(s− τ)

µ
ν −1

(4π)d/2Γ
(
µ
ν

)H1

(
σm2

2
,m2s1/ν

)

=
m2ατµ/ν

(4π)d/2
H2

(
σm2

2
,m2τ1/ν

)
, (4.13)

where we have introduced a new function

H2(z1, z2) =

∞∫
1

dt
(t− 1)

µ
ν −1

Γ
(
µ
ν

) H1(z1, z2t
1/ν). (4.14)

Of course, we also want to represent the new function
H2(z1, z2) as a 2-fold MB integral. To do this, it is suffi-
cient to find the function h2(s1, s2), i.e. a double Mellin
transform of (4.14) for which we have

h2(s1, s2) =

∞∫
0

dz1 z
s1−1
1

∞∫
0

dz2 z
s2−1
2 H2(z1, z2)

=
1

Γ(µ/ν)
h1(s1, s2)

∞∫
1

dt (t− 1)
µ
ν −1t−

s2
ν

= Γ(s1) Γ(s1 + s2 − α)
Γ
(
s2−µ

ν

)
νΓ(s2)

. (4.15)

Here we first substituted the formula (4.14) into the
transformation and changed the order of integration,
then using a simple substitution we restored the image
h1(s1, s2) and, finally, reduced the integral over t to the
Euler beta function and substituted the known expres-
sion for h1(s1, s2) (4.12).

It is easy to see that introducing the factor F̂−µ into
the operator function again, just as in the basis kernel
case (4.5), leads to a shift of the argument of one of
the gamma functions in (4.15) by µ, and therefore, as
it should be, limit µ = 0 restores the previously obtained
result (4.12).
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Here we first encounter another feature of our ap-
proach: the non-uniqueness of the multiple Mellin-Barnes
representation for kernels. The arguments z1, z2 of the
function H2(z1, z2) (4.14) are dimensionless and are con-
structed from dimensional parameters of the complete
kernel Wα[F

−µ exp(−τF ν)|σ,m2], which are τ , m2, and
σ. Obviously, the choice of dimensionless combinations
is not unique, hence so is the multiple MB integral repre-
sentation. The change of dimensionless arguments of H2

leads to an alternative representation of (4.13), which, on
the Mellin transform level corresponds to R-linear trans-
formations of the s-space. Such alternative representa-
tions are useful since they allow to isolate a dimensional
variable, such as m2, which was previously present in
both dimensionless arguments, inside a single dimension-
less variable. This “isolation” is useful for studying vari-
ous limits of expressions at hand. In this particular case
substitution s1 7→ s1, s2 7→ s2 − s1 yields:

Wα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]
=
m2ατµ/ν

(4π)d/2
H̃2

( σ

2τ1/ν
,m2τ1/ν

)
,

(4.16)

h̃2(s1, s2) = Γ(s1)Γ(s2 − α)
Γ
(
s2−s1−µ

ν

)
νΓ(s2 − s1)

. (4.17)

Notice, that, unlike in (4.13), m2 is now present inside

the second argument of the H̃2(z1, z2) only. It is in this
form that we present these formulas in Appendix (B.11)-
(B.12).

To calculate various limits of (4.16) and similar func-
tions of this type, which we will encounter later in this
article, it is necessary to construct Horn series represen-
tations for a N -fold MB integral. Although this proce-
dure is not particularly complicated, it requires an un-
derstanding of the general theory of N -fold MB integrals.
Therefore, we will consider it separately in a upcoming
accompanying paper [25]. Here, for the reader’s reference
and convenience, we will limit ourselves to presenting all
the limits without derivation in the Appendix B.

4.3. Complete kernels for 1/(F̂µ + λ)

We now consider the operator function (F̂µ + λ)−1.
First of all, we need to obtain it from the previously
found functions using some integral transform. This can
be done in different ways—either using the integral trans-
form (2.4) or the Laplace transform (2.7):

1

F̂µ + λ
=

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(1− s)Γ(s)λ−sF̂µ(s−1) (4.18)

=

∞∫
0

dt e−t(F̂µ+λ). (4.19)

The first relation is already a Mellin–Barnes type inte-
gral, thus it is simpler, so we will use it. However, it can

be directly verified that applying the second representa-
tion will produce the same results.
If one substitutes the basis Bα[F

−µ|σ] (3.3) or the com-
plementary Mα[F

−µ|m2] (3.15) kernels into the (4.18)
transform, one easily obtains the expressions given in Ap-
pendix B for Bα[1/(F

µ + λ)|σ] (B.21) and Mα[1/(F
µ +

λ)|m2] (B.22). Since these calculations do not contain
anything fundamentally new, we will skip them to save
space and immediately move on to considering the more
complicated complete kernels Wα[1/(F

µ + λ)|σ,m2].
Substituting first the formula (3.18), and then the rep-

resentation for the Bessel–Clifford function (A.7)-(A.8)
into the integral transformation (4.18), we obtain a rep-
resentation of the desired complete kernel in the form of
a 2-fold MB integral:

Wα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ,m2
]

=

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(1− s)Γ(s)λ−sWα

[
Fµ(s−1)

∣∣σ,m2
]

=
2m2(α−µ)

(4π)d/2

∫
C

ds

2πi

Γ(1− s)Γ(s)

Γ(µ(1− s))

(
λ

m2µ

)−s

×Kµ(s−1)+α

(
σm2

2

)
=
m2(α−µ)

(4π)d/2
H3

(
σm2

2
,
λ

m2µ

)
,

(4.20)

where H3(z1, z2) is given by its Mellin image:

h3(s1, s2) = Γ(s1) Γ(s2) Γ(1− s2)
Γ(s1 − µs2 + µ− α)

Γ(µ(1− s2))
.

(4.21)
Note that for µ = 1 the general relation (1.19) should

lead to the following identity

Wα

[
(F + λ)−1|σ,m2

]
= Wα

[
F−1|σ,m2 + λ

]
. (4.22)

This identity is interesting because it relates the 2-fold
MB integral to the 1-fold one

H3

(σm2

2
,
λ

m2

)∣∣∣
µ=1

= 2
(
1 +

λ

m2

)α−1

×Kα−1

(
σ(m2 + λ)/2

)
, (4.23)

which is easy to check using the well-known relation

(x+y)−α =
x−α

Γ(α)

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(−s)Γ(α+s)

(
x

y

)−s

. (4.24)

By changing variables s1 7→ s1 + s2, s2 7→ s2/µ, we
can rewrite the expressions (4.20)-(4.21) in the following
alternative form:

Wα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ,m2
]
=
m2(α−µ)

(4π)d/2
H̃3

(σm2

2
,
σλ1/µ

2

)
,

(4.25)

h̃3(s1, s2) = Γ(s1 + µ− α) Γ(s1 + s2)
Γ( s2µ ) Γ(1− s2

µ )

µΓ(µ− s2)
.

(4.26)
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This is the form of notation given in Appendix (B.26)-
(B.27).

4.4. The operator function exp(−τF ν)/(Fµ + λ)

In this subsection we will consider the most complex
function encountered in this article: exp(−τF̂ ν)/(F̂µ +
λ). In order to obtain the integral transform that gen-
erates it, it is sufficient to simply multiply the formula

(4.18) by the exponential factor e−τF̂ ν

:

e−τF̂ ν

F̂µ + λ
=

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(1− s)Γ(s)λ−s e

−τF̂ ν

F̂ (1−s)µ
, (4.27)

since the expressions for the hybrid function
exp(−τF̂ ν)/F̂µ are already known to us.

Accordingly, to calculate the basis kernel for this
operator function, we must substitute into the trans-
form (4.27) the expressions for the basis kernel
Bα[e

−τF ν

/Fµ|σ] (B.6), and then the representation for

the function E(µ)
ν,α(−z) as 1-fold MB integral (B.8). As a

result, we obtain

Bα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ]
=

∫
C

ds

2πi
λ−sΓ(1− s)Γ(s)Bα

[ e−τF ν

F (1−s)µ

∣∣∣σ]

=
τ

µ−α
ν

(4π)d/2

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(1− s)Γ(s)

×
(
λτµ/ν

)−s

E((1−s2)µ)
ν,α

(
− σ

2τ1/ν

)
=

τ
µ−α

ν

(4π)d/2
H4

( σ

2τ1/ν
, λτµ/ν

)
, (4.28)

where

h4(s1, s2) = Γ(s2)Γ(1− s2) ε
((1−s2)µ)
ν,α (s1)

=
Γ(s1) Γ(s2) Γ(1− s2)

νΓ(α− s1)
Γ

(
µs2 − s1 + α− µ

ν

)
. (4.29)

(Note, that the formulas (B.36), (B.38) were obtained via
the change of variable s2 7→ s2/µ.)

First of all, we note that, as it should be, at µ = 0
the integrations become independent and the 2-fold inte-
gral splits into a product of two 1-fold ones: the integral
over s1 simply gives (1 + λ)−1, and the integral over s2
again returns us to the generalized exponential function
Eν,α(−z) (3.7)-(3.8).

Again using linear transformations s1 7→ s1, s2 7→ s2+
s1/µ, the same result can be written in the equivalent

form:

Bα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ] =
τ

µ−α
ν

(4π)d/2
H̃4

(
1
2σλ

1/µ, λτµ/ν
)
, (4.30)

h̃4(s1, s2) =
Γ(s1) Γ(

µs2+s1
µ ) Γ(1− µs2+s1

µ )

νΓ(α− s1)

× Γ
(
µs2+α−µ

ν

)
. (4.31)

Similarly, to obtain complete massive kernels, we
must substitute the previously obtained complete ker-
nels Wα[exp(−τF ν)/Fµ|σ,m2] (B.11) into the integral
transform (4.27). This leads us for the first time to an
expression in which a 3-fold MB integral arises:

Wα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ]
=

∫
C

ds

2πi
λ−sΓ(1− s)Γ(s)Wα

[ e−τF ν

F (1−s)µ

∣∣∣σ]

=
m2ατµ/ν

(4π)d/2
H5

( σ

2τ1/ν
,m2τ1/ν , λ1/µτ1/ν

)
, (4.32)

where

h5(s1, s2, s3) =
Γ(s1) Γ(s2 − α) Γ(s3/µ) Γ(1− s3/µ)

µν Γ(s2 − s1)

× Γ

(
s2 − s1 + s3 − µ

ν

)
. (4.33)

5. THE RESONANT CASE

This final section is devoted to analysis of the conse-
quences of treating the parameters α, µ, and ν as in-
tegers. Whereas before, having performed analytic con-
tinuation, we have assumed them to take some generic
complex values, now it is time to substantiate our claims
that Mellin–Barnes representations for basis kernels we
have obtained above are meaningful for integer values
of these parameters as well. Therefore, unless explicitly
stated otherwise, in this section α is assumed to be inte-
ger, while µ and ν are assumed to take positive integer
values.
In the Introduction we have stated a problem of in-

frared divergences of the proper-time integrals, which
arise while performing the integral transform Lf used

to obtain the basis kernel for f(F̂ ). We have suggested
two alternative ways of dealing with said divergences:
regularization via analytic continuation and massive reg-
ularization, which amounts to calculating complete ker-
nels Wα[f |σ,m2] instead of Bα[f |σ]. In what follows we
consider the IR divergences in question which arise in
basis kernels of the operator functions and show, that,
in a certain sense, the two regularization procedures are
equivalent: they produce identical finite and logarithmi-
cally divergent parts, whereas power divergences present
in the massive regularization are invisible to the other.
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This is the well-known property of the dimensional reg-
ularization used in QFT [30].

In what follows, we will systematically encounter sets
of the following form:

Z≥n = {k ∈ Z | k ≥ n}, Z≤n = {k ∈ Z | k ≤ n},
(5.1)

and use the corresponding notations.

5.1. Regularization via analytic continuation

We start this section with considering the regulariza-
tion via analytic continuation. As we have stated in pre-
ceding sections, the analytic continuation procedure does
not fully eliminate IR divergences, but instead simply iso-
lates true physical divergences as poles in the parameter
α and allows one to work with them in a controlled man-
ner. One can extract these poles explicitly by expanding
the gamma function in the vicinity of the pole. This
amounts to a shift α 7→ α+ ϵ. Since α = d/2− k, where
k ∈ Z≥0 and d is the spacetime dimension, this shift has
an obvious interpretation as the dimensional regulariza-
tion.

a. Bare poles for F̂−µ. In the simplest example of
the basis kernel for complex power Bα[F

−µ|σ] (3.3), the
gamma function Γ(µ − α) in the numerator has poles
at µ − α ∈ Z≥0. Therefore to obtain the regularized
expression one uses the expansions for the complex power

z−ϵ = e−ϵ ln z = 1− ϵ ln z +O(ϵ2), (5.2)

and the gamma function near the pole

Γ(−n+ ϵ) =
(−1)n

n!

(
1

ϵ
+ ψ(n+ 1)

)
+O(ϵ), (5.3)

where ψ(n+1) = Hn−γ is the digamma function, Hn =∑n
k=1 k

−1 are the harmonic numbers, and γ is the Euler–
Mascheroni constant. Substituting (5.2)-(5.3) into the
formula (3.3), we get

Bα+ϵ

[
F−µ|σ

]
=

(−σ/2)µ−α

(4π)d/2(µ− 1)!(µ− α)!

×
(
1

ϵ
− ln

σ

2
+Hµ−α − γ

)
+O(ϵ). (5.4)

Note that, strictly speaking, akin to dimensional trans-
mutation in dimensional regularization, we should intro-
duce a dimensional parameter, which would restore the
necessary dimensionality of the ϵ-regularized basis kernel.
This is precisely the parameter that would have made the
argument of the logarithm in the second line of (5.4) di-
mensionless.

b. Pinches for exp(−τF̂ )/F̂µ. As we have seen in
the previous paragraph, IR divergences are still present
in the analytically continued basis kernels and they can
be extracted via the dimensional regularization. So far,
however, we have only looked at basis kernels which are

known in terms of gamma functions, whereas the rest of
basis kernels in this paper are derived in terms of Mellin–
Barnes integrals. It turns out, that these IR divergences
have an elegant interpretation in terms of MB integrals:
they manifest themselves as contour pinches. Leaving a
detailed explanation of this claim to the upcoming pa-
per [25], we only discuss this issue on the simplest of
examples.
In general, an integration contour of the N -fold MB

integral should be chosen in such a way, that for each
gamma functions in the numerator of the integrand, it
leaves all its poles on one side. In the case N = 1, there
are only two possibilities: the poles of the gamma func-
tion can be either leftward-running (like in the case of
Γ(s)), or rightward-running (as is the case for Γ(α− s)).
So, according to our prescription, the contour C of the
MB integral ∫

C

ds

2πi
z−sΓ(s)Γ(α− s) (5.5)

should pass in between the two rows of poles. For a
generic values α /∈ Z≤0 this is always possible, but when-
ever α takes non-positive integer values, the contour C
becomes pinched between the poles of the two gamma
functions.
As an example, consider the case of the basis kernel

for the operator function exp(−τF̂ )/F̂µ (i.e., ν = 1).
According to the formula (4.3), we have

Bα

[
e−τF

Fµ

∣∣∣∣σ] =
τµ−α

(4π)d/2

×
∫
C

ds

2πi

Γ(s) Γ(α− µ− s)

Γ(α− s)

( σ
2τ

)−s

. (5.6)

In the numerator of the integrand, the gamma func-
tion Γ(s) generates a leftward-running row of poles s =
−k, and the gamma function Γ(α − µ − s) generates a
rightward-running row of poles s = α − µ + k, where
k ∈ Z≥0. However, if µ ∈ Z≥1, almost all of these poles,
except µ, cancel out with the poles of the gamma function
Γ(α− s) in the denominator according to the formula

Γ(α− µ− s)

Γ(α− s)
=

µ∏
k=1

(α− k − s)−1. (5.7)

Further, for α ∈ Z≤µ, some of these µ poles coincide
with the poles of Γ(s) at the points P = {α−µ, . . . , nα},
where nα = min{α − 1, 0}. So the integration contour
C is pinched between poles in P. There are µ − α + 1
pinches for 1 ≤ α ≤ µ and exactly µ pinches for α ∈ Z≤1.
Regularization of the corresponding expression using the
above-described shift α 7→ α + ϵ leads to the following
series

Bα+ϵ

[
e−τF

Fµ

∣∣∣∣σ] =
τµ−α

(4π)d/2

∞∑
n=0

cn(ϵ)

n!

(
− σ

2τ

)n

, (5.8)
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where

cn(ϵ) = τ−ϵ

µ∏
k=1

(n+ α+ ϵ− k)−1. (5.9)

Obviously, poles −n /∈ P where there are no pinches give
finite contributions to this sum, cn(ϵ) −−−→

ϵ→0
cn(0). Mean-

while, contributions from poles −n ∈ P where pinches
occur contain divergences. Using the expansion (5.2), we
obtain:

cn(ϵ) =

(
1

ϵ
− ln τ

) µ∏
k=1

k ̸=n+α

(n+ α− k)−1 +O(ϵ). (5.10)

In order to further compare these results with the for-
mulas obtained by regularization via the mass parame-
ter, we present separately the expressions for the simplest
case µ = 1. Note that then the answer can be rewritten
as

Bα

[
e−τF

F

∣∣∣∣σ] =
(σ/2)1−α

(4π)d/2
γ
(
α− 1,

σ

2τ

)
, (5.11)

were

γ(α, z) =

z∫
0

tα−1dt e−t = zα
∞∑
k=0

(−z)k

(α+ k)k!

= zα
∫
C

ds

2πi

Γ(s)

α− s
z−s (5.12)

is the lower incomplete gamma function. The integral
in the first line converges for Reα > 0, while the repre-
sentation as the MB integral in the second line, where
the integration contour C passes between the pole s = α
and the poles of the function Γ(s), provides an analytic
continuation of this function into the parameter domain
Reα ≤ 0, with the exception of the points α ∈ Z≤0, at
which pinches occur and the function γ(α, z) has singu-
larities. In the resonant case α ∈ Z≤1, we obtain the
following dimensionally regularized expression:

(4π)d/2 Bα+ϵ

[
e−τF

F

∣∣∣∣σ] =
(−σ/2)1−α

(1− α)!

(
1

ϵ
− ln τ

)
+ τ1−α

∞∑
n=0

n̸=1−α

(−σ/2τ)n

(n+ α− 1)n!
+O(ϵ). (5.13)

Finally, we note that in the case µ = 0 and ν ∈ Z≥1 in
formula (4.5), all the right-running poles s = α+kν of the
gamma function Γ

(
(α−s)/ν

)
in the numerator cancel out

without exception with the poles s = α+k of the gamma
function Γ(α− s) in the denominator. Since there are no
rightward-running poles at all in this case, pinches and
associated divergences cannot arise. This means that the
basis kernels for the operator exponentials exp(−τF̂ ν) for
ν ∈ Z≥1 are well-defined functions for any values of the
parameter α, as we have already indicated earlier in [5].

5.2. Regularization via mass introduction

We now turn to the consideration of the complete ker-
nels Wα[f |σ,m2] (1.19), which arise when the mass term
m2 in the operator is taken into account “nonperturba-
tively.” As we discussed in the Introduction, in this case
m2 serves as an IR regularizer, resulting in all integrals
converging well, and there are no any divergences at all.
However, they can obviously reappear in the massless
limit m → 0. The question arises whether this limit re-
produces the results obtained by the alternative method
of analytic continuation, and if so, in what sense.
a. Complete kernels for F̂−µ. Let us start with the

simplest case of a complete massive kernel for the op-
erator complex power F̂−µ, µ ∈ Z≥1. The correspond-
ing expression in terms of the Bessel–Clifford function
is given by the formula (3.18). We must substitute into
this expression the asymptotics of KN (z) (A.10) for the
resonant case N = α− µ, α ∈ Z. Since we are interested
in the massless limit m2 → 0, we will discard terms of
positive power in m2 which vanish in it.
Thus, in the relevant region α ∈ Z>µ, the answer will

be given by the single term of the lowest power z−N in
the formula (A.10)

Wα

[
F−µ|σ,m2

]
=

(α− µ− 1)!

(4π)d/2(µ− 1)!

(σ
2

)µ−α

+O(m2).

(5.14)
It does not contain any divergences and exactly coincides
with the answer (3.3) given by analytic continuation. Of
course, this is as it should be, since the relevant region is
characterized by the fact that no IR divergences arose in
it.
The situation in the irrelevant region α ∈ Z≤µ will be

less trivial. In this case, we must transform the asymp-
totics of (A.10) using the relation (A.2). Substituting it
into the formula (3.18), we get

Wα

[
F−µ|σ,m2

]
=

(−σ/2)µ−α

(4π)d/2(µ− 1)!

×
( µ−α∑

n=1

(n− 1)!

(µ− α− n)!

(
−σm

2

2

)−n

−
ln σm2

2 + 2γ −Hµ−α

(µ− α)!

)
+O(m2). (5.15)

This result differs from the formula (5.4) by the appear-
ance of (µ−α) additional terms with negative powers of
m2 (they are absent for the marginal case α = µ). How-
ever, the contributions which logarithmic and constant
in σ exactly coincide if we set

−1

ϵ
= lnm2 + γ. (5.16)

This situation is well known in QFT: the dimensional reg-
ularization only captures the logarithmically divergent
parts of the integrals, while all power divergences vanish
identically.
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Note that the cases considered are also resonant, al-
though pinches and the divergences they generate do
not arise in them. This is because, while in the case of
pinches, the coalescing simple poles are on opposite sides
of the integration contour, in this case, simple poles ly-
ing on the same side of the integration contour coalesce,
leading to the emergence of higher-order poles and asso-
ciated logarithmic terms. Therefore, the corresponding
case is usually called logarithmic in the literature.

b. Complete kernels for exp(−τF̂ )/F . A similar sit-
uation can be observed for an object, whose mass-
less counterpart experienced an MB contour pinch—
the µ = ν = 1 complete hybrid basis kernel
Wα[exp(−τF )/F |σ,m2]. It is given by a 2-fold Mellin-
Barnes integral (4.17), so, in some sense, the introduction
of the mass parameter is also a pinch regularization pro-
cedure as it allows one to pass the integration contour in
a way that avoids pinch by making the complex integra-
tion domain 2-dimensional.

The derivations of resonant series representations are
quite lengthy, require the use of a special technique, and
are thus relegated to the accompanying paper [25]. Here,
we present only the final answers without proof, and, as
above, we discard terms with positive powers ofm2 (since
we are interested in the massless limit of m2 → 0).
For the relevant region α ∈ Z>1, we obtain that, up

to higher-order corrections in m2, the complete kernel
coincides with the previously obtained basis kernel (5.11)

Wα

[
e−τF

F

∣∣∣∣σ,m2

]
= Bα

[
e−τF

F

∣∣∣∣σ]+O(m2). (5.17)

Again, this is exactly what one would expect, since there
were no initially IR divergences in the relevant region.

In the nontrivial irrelevant region α ∈ Z≤1, where
the massless limit contains IR divergences, the answer
is more complicated:

(4π)d/2Wα

[
e−τF

F

∣∣∣∣σ,m2

]
= m2(α−1)

−α∑
n=0

(−α− n)!

n!

(
−σm

2

2

)n

+ τ1−α
∞∑

n=0
n̸=1−α

(σ/2τ)n

(n+ α− 1)n!

− (−σ/2)1−α

(1− α)!

(
ln(τm2) + γ

)
+O(m2), (5.18)

Comparing this result with the previously obtained ex-
pression for the basis kernel (5.13), we again find that we
additionally have (1 − α) terms with negative powers of
m2, diverging in the massless limit (the second line, they
vanish in the marginal case α = 1). If we consider the
remaining part, logarithmic or independent of m2 (the
third and fourth lines), it exactly coincides with (5.13),
assuming that the relation (5.16) holds.

The appearance of additional terms of negative power
in m2 can be easily explained using the ideas we devel-
oped in [17]. As we explained there, the expansions of
integral kernels of operator functions include terms com-
ing from either the UV or the IR domain. Term-by-term
integration of the DeWitt series followed by analytic con-
tinuation captures exactly all UV terms and knows noth-
ing about the IR terms. However, when we “nonpertur-
batively” take into account the mass term m2 by going
to complete massive kernels Wα, the answer also includes
some IR terms accounting for the exponentially decaying
factor exp(−τm2). Moreover, in the irrelevant region,
these terms will include those that diverge in the mass-
less limitm2 → 0. These are precisely the terms we see in
the formula (5.15) compared to (5.4), and in the formula
(5.18) compared to (5.13).

The following two ideas are key for us: the first is
the above-described notion of UV and IR contributions,
which are completely independent in the regularized non-
resonant case. The second is that the answers for the
resonant case can be obtained by the limit from the non-
resonant case. Although this causes the UV and IR con-
tributions to interact non-trivially, the checks performed
in this section confirm that these two ideas are compati-
ble.

5.3. Cancellation of IR divergences

There is one more notable thing regarding the hybrid
kernels—the apparent finiteness of certain linear combi-
nations thereof with the kernels of complex powers. This
stems from the fact that these combinations can be ob-
tained using proper time integrals with finite limits [8].
In this subsection we show that these linear combina-
tions are finite in our approach, both within the mass-
and massless-pinch regularizations, which further solidi-
fies the trust in the consistency of our two approaches.

The simplest example of the finite linear combination
described above arises, for example, both in the Proca
heat kernel [14] and in the heat kernel of the nondegen-
erate nonminimal vector operator [8], which both contain

derivatives of structures of the type
(
e−τF̂ −1

)
/F̂ . These

structures can be obtained by means of proper time in-
tegral with finite limits:

e−τF̂ − 1

F̂
= −

τ∫
0

dt e−tF̂ (5.19)

and therefore are expected to be well-behaved in the IR.

a. Analytic regularization. Note that by combining
the formulas (3.3) and (5.11), we can write

Bα

[
e−τF − 1

F

∣∣∣∣σ] = − (σ/2)1−α

(4π)d/2
Γ
(
α− 1,

σ

2τ

)
, (5.20)
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where

Γ(α, z) =

∞∫
z

tα−1e−tdt = Γ(α)− γ(α, z) (5.21)

is the upper incomplete gamma function. Of course,
(5.20) can also be obtained by termwise integrating the
DeWitt expansion using (5.19), as was done in [8].

Although in (5.21) Γ(α) and γ(α, z) have singularities
at α ∈ Z≤0, the integral converges absolutely for any α
and z > 0. Therefore, Γ(α, z) is an entire function of the
parameter α, and the singularities of Γ(α) and γ(α, z)
cancel each other out.

Exactly the same cancellation of IR divergences occurs
in the formula (5.20). This can be verified directly for
α ∈ Z≤1 by combining the formulas (5.4) and (5.13).
The divergent terms ∼ 1/ϵ in them are exactly the same,
and after their cancellation we obtain:

(4π)d/2 Bα+ϵ

[
e−τF − 1

F

∣∣∣∣σ]
=

(−σ/2)1−α

(1− α)!

(
ln

σ

2τ
+ γ −H1−α

)
+ τ1−α

∞∑
n=0

n̸=1−α

(−σ/2τ)n

(n+ α− 1)n!
+O(ϵ), (5.22)

There is an analog of the identity (5.19) for µ ∈ Z>1.
The corresponding finite linear combination appears in
nonminimal heat kernels is given by µ-fold analogue of
the proper time integral (5.19) which reads [8]

(−1)µ
τ∫

0

dt1

t1∫
0

dt2 · · ·
tµ−1∫
0

dtµ e
−tµF̂

=
1

F̂µ

[
e−τF̂ −

µ−1∑
n=0

(−τF̂ )n

n!

]
.

(5.23)

Using (5.4) and (5.8)-(5.10) one sees that in the com-
bination

Bα+ϵ

[
e−τF

Fµ

∣∣∣∣σ]−
µ−1∑
n=0

(−τ)n

n!
Bα+ϵ

[
Fµ−n|σ

]
= O(ϵ0)

(5.24)
each of the µ terms cancels exactly one divergence asso-
ciated with the µ pinches in Bα+ϵ[exp(−τF )/Fµ|σ] (5.8).
Therefore, the entire expression turns out to be finite at
ϵ→ 0 as expected.

b. Massive regularization. Since we have already es-
tablished that the two regularizations coincide in the fi-
nite and logarithmically divergent parts, it is no surprise
that the massive regularization results in the cancella-
tion of logarithmically divergent parts in the combina-
tions like (5.19). But so far nothing could be said about
the power-divergent parts of the corresponding complete
kernels. A straightforward calculation show that the

power divergences in (5.18), just as the logarithmic ones,
are subtracted by the corresponding terms in the mas-
sive Green function’s basis kernels, so the combined ob-
ject (5.19) is devoid of any singularities at m2 → 0 and
coincides with the one obtained in the massless case.
So, for example, in the case µ = 1, α ∈ Z≤1, sub-

tracting (5.15) from (5.18), we obtain that the complete
massive kernel, up to terms of positive degree in m2, co-
incides with the basis kernel

Wα

[
e−τF − 1

F

∣∣∣∣σ,m2

]
= Bα

[
e−τF − 1

F

∣∣∣∣σ]+O(m2),

(5.25)
which once again illustrates the legitimacy of the pinch
ϵ-regularization procedure and our technique of analytic
continuation in the parameter α.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we continue our study of integral kernels
f(F̂ )δ(x, x′) (1.1) for minimal second-order differential

operators F̂ (∇) on a curved background, which are im-
portant for applications. As we explained in [17], these
objects can be expanded in the form of a functional series
containing terms coming from the UV and IR regions.
Moreover, the UV terms can be obtained by term-by-
term integration of the DeWitt series (1.7). In this case,
IR divergences arise in the integrals, which must be regu-
larized in some way. We consider two types of regulariza-
tion: the regularization via analytic continuation allows
us to obtain exactly all UV terms and leads to objects
that we call basis kernels Bα[f |σ] (1.15). Regularization
using the nonperturbative account of the mass term m2

leads to slightly more complex complete massive kernels
Wα[f |σ,m2] (1.19), which include not only UV terms but
also some IR terms.
Remarkably, this procedure allows us to separate two

types of data: in the (1.14) or (1.18) expansions, all in-
formation about the bundle geometry and the specific
form of the operator F̂ (∇) is encoded in the known
HaMiDeW coefficients ân[F |x, x′], while the form of
the basis Bα[f |σ] and complete Wα[f |σ,m2] kernels—
analytic functions of the parameters α, σ, and m2—are
determined solely by the functional dependence f . This
phenomenon is an off-diagonal generalization of the prop-
erty called “funtoriality” in the literature; therefore, we
call it “off-diagonal functoriality.”

In sections 3 and 4, we presented several concrete ex-
amples of this approach, calculating the basis Bα and
complete Wα kernels for several practically important
functions f . It turns out that all these objects can be rep-
resented in a universal form using N -fold MB integrals.
This fact, together with the integral transform technique
we employ, makes the approach we develop particularly
convenient, flexible, and powerful. Some further capa-
bilities of our method will be demonstrated with specific
examples in an upcoming article [25].
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We use dimensional regularization throughout. For
almost all values of the parameter α = d/2 − k, the
results obtained pertain to the so-called non-resonant
case, where the UV and IR contributions do not interact
with each other, and all functions have representations
as Horn power series. However, for certain distinguished
values of α—and often when dimensional regularization
is removed—the so-called resonant case arises, where the
UV and IR contributions begin to interact, and the corre-
sponding poles coalesce. This leads either to the appear-
ance of pinches of integration contours, which we inter-
pret as true physical IR divergences, or to the emergence
of higher-order poles and associated logarithmic terms
in the expansion. Therefore, in section 5, we consider
in detail a number of examples related to the resonant
case and show that our method works well and yields
consistent results in this important case as well.

Of the possible directions in which our approach can be
further developed, we point out two that we believe are
the most interesting. First, our assertion about UV and
IR contributions in the expansions of integral kernels re-
quires additional verification from the infrared side. This
requires studying the infrared asymptotics of the heat
kernel K̂F (τ |x, x′) as τ → ∞, which is a much more
subtle problem. Therefore, it is natural to begin such a
verification with the case of relatively simple manifolds:
hyperbolic spaces and hyperspheres (although in the lat-
ter case, the exact answer is not expressed in terms of
MB integrals, requiring more complex functions of elliptic
type), as well as asymptotically flat spaces. The second
practically important direction is the application of our
off-diagonal method to the calculation of the Wodzicki
residue and to the study of anomalies in the functional
determinants.
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Appendix A: The Bessel–Clifford function Kα(z)

In this appendix we consider an important example
of the Bessel–Clifford functions of the second kind in de-
tail. Since these functions play a crucial role in our entire
study, we provide the reader with the series representa-
tions of these functions as well as with an easy way to
derive them with the help of the Mellin-Barnes integral,
which is a central object of our paper.

The Bessel–Clifford functions of the second kind can
be defined as

Kα(z) =
1

2

∞∫
0

dt t−α−1 exp
(
−t− z

t

)
. (A.1)

The substitution t 7→ z/t leads to the relation

K−α(z) = zαKα(z). (A.2)

Note that the well-known MacDonald functions Kα(z)
are expressed in terms of Kα(z) as follows

Kα(z) =
(z
2

)α

Kα

(z2
4

)
. (A.3)

As we explained in [17], the representation (A.1) can
serve as a toy model of our general idea of term-by-term
integration of the DeWitt series. In this analogy, vari-
able t corresponds to the proper time τ , the integrand
exp(−t − z/t) is the heat kernel K̂F (τ |x, x′), the in-
tegral over t will be the integral transform Lf (1.13),
and the function Kα(z) itself will serve as the kernel

K̂[f(F )|x, x′].
We want to study the behavior of the function Kα(z)

(A.1) in the “coincidence limit” z → 0. Our term-by-
term integration logic amounts to expanding the fac-
tor e−t in the integrand into a power series in t, then
swapping summation and integration, and calculating
the integrals with help of the Euler integral Γ(z) =∫∞
0
tz−1e−tdt. This yields the following “UV” expansion:

KUV
α (z) =

1

2

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k

k!

∞∫
0

dt tk−α−1e−z/t

=
z−α

2

∞∑
k=0

Γ(α− k)
(−z)k

k!
. (A.4)

On the other hand, we can perform a similar procedure
in the opposite, “IR” region. Expansion of the factor
e−z/t into a series and swapping summation and integra-
tion yields a completely different expansion:

KIR
α (z) =

1

2

∞∑
k=0

(−z)k

k!

∞∫
0

dt t−α−k−1e−t

=
1

2

∞∑
k=0

Γ(−α− k)
(−z)k

k!
. (A.5)

The fact that the “UV” (A.4) and “IR” (A.5) expan-
sions do not coincide with each other KUV

α (z) ̸= KIR
α (z)

is not surprising: the point is that at least one of the two
integrals always diverges. The integral in (A.5) diverges
at the lower limit t = 0 for Reα > −k, and the integral
in (A.4) diverges at the upper limit t = ∞ for Reα < k.
Therefore, the condition of the Fubini–Tonelli theorem
is not satisfied, and the trick with swapping summation
and integration, strictly speaking, does not work.
However, what is truly remarkable and worthy of at-

tention here is something entirely different: in fact, the
correct asymptotics of the Bessel–Clifford function Kα(z)
(A.1) for the “non-resonant” case α /∈ Z is given by the
sum of these “UV” and “IR” contributions (for the “res-
onant” case α ∈ Z this is true in some limit sense, as will
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be explained below):

Kα(z) = KIR
α (z) +KUV

α (z). (A.6)

To see this, one finds the Mellin transform of the Bessel–
Clifford function:

κα(s) =

∞∫
0

Kα(z)z
s−1dz

=
1

2

∞∫
0

dt t−α−1e−t

∞∫
0

dz zs−1e−z/t

=
Γ(s)

2

∞∫
0

dt ts−α−1e−t =
1

2
Γ(s)Γ(s− α). (A.7)

Then the inverse Mellin transform gives the representa-
tion of the function Kα(z) as the Mellin–Barnes integral

Kα(z) =

∫
C

ds

2πi
z−sκα(s). (A.8)

The substitution s 7→ s − α again leads to the relation
(A.2). Closure of the integration contour on the right
reduces (A.8) to the sum of the residues at the poles of
κα(s).

In the non-resonant case α /∈ Z, the poles of the two
gamma functions in (A.7) do not coincide with each
other, so the residues in them can be taken indepen-
dently. In this case, the sum of the residues at the poles
of Γ(s − α) is exactly equal to the contribution KUV

α (z)
(A.4), while the sum of the residues at the poles of Γ(s)
is equal to the contribution KIR

α (z) (A.5). We can say
that the “UV” and “IR” contributions do not interact
with each other in this case. If we are interested only in
the leading term of the asymptotic expansion of Kα(z)
as z → 0, then depending on the sign of Reα it will
come from either the “UV” or the “IR” part of the ex-
pansion (A.9). Then we obtain the following analogue of
the Stokes phenomenon:

Kα(z) ≈

{
z−α Γ(α)/2, for Reα > 0,

Γ(−α)/2, for Reα < 0.
(A.9)

In the resonant case, the situation is only slightly more
complicated: the simple poles of the gamma functions
Γ(s) and Γ(s−α) coalesce, i.e., the “UV” and “IR” contri-
butions begin to interact with each other. Therefore, to
obtain the expansion, we only need to carefully calculate
the residues at the resulting double poles, which will lead
to the appearance of the logarithms ln z and the Euler–
Mascheroni constant γ and the harmonic numbers Hn in
coefficients. More specifically, for α = N = 0, 1, 2, . . . we

obtain the following expansion:

KN (z) =
(−1)N

2

( N∑
n=1

(n− 1)!

(N − n)!
(−z)−n

−
∞∑

n=0

ln z + 2γ −Hn −HN+n

n!(n+N)!
zn

)
, (A.10)

where the first sum consists of N residues at the sim-
ple poles (and vanishes at N = 0), and the second sum
consists of an infinite number of residues at the double
poles. For α = −N , the corresponding answer is given
by applying the relation (A.2). Obviously, the expansion
(A.10) for the resonant case can be obtained from the
expansion (A.9) for the non-resonant case by taking the
limit α→ N .
It is interesting to note the following: let us try to cor-

rect the mistake in our initial naive reasoning by breaking
the original integral (A.1) into two—from 0 to some pos-
itive constant a and from a to ∞. We expand the factor
e−t in the first integral, and the factor e−z/t in the sec-
ond integral. In this case, all integrals are well defined,
the conditions of the Fubini–Tonelli theorem are satisfied,
and we arrive at the following correct expansion

Kα(z) = K̃IR
α (z, a) + K̃UV

α (z, a), (A.11)

where

K̃IR
α (z, a) =

1

2

∞∑
k=0

Γ(−α− k, a)
(−z)k

k!
, (A.12)

K̃UV
α (z, a) =

z−α

2

∞∑
k=0

Γ(α− k, za )
(−z)k

k!
, (A.13)

and Γ(s, x) = Γ(s) − γ(s, x) is the upper incomplete
gamma function (5.21). If we substitute into the formula
(A.11) the known series expansion for γ(s, x) (5.12), then
it is easy to see that all its terms cancel out, and we will
again return to (A.9). Thus, the decomposition (A.11)
corresponds to some mixing of the “UV” and “IR” con-
tributions.
However, we cannot pass to the limits a → 0 or

a → ∞ in (A.11). Indeed, in the limit a → 0 the

term K̃UV
α (z, a) vanishes, and (A.11) reduces to KIR

α (z)
(A.5). Conversely, in the opposite limit a→ ∞ the term

K̃IR
α (z, a) vanishes, and (A.11) reduces to KUV

α (z) (A.4).
Thus, (A.11) interpolates between two unequal expres-
sions KIR

α (z) ̸= KUV
α (z) as the parameter a varies. How-

ever, it actually does not depend on a at all!

Appendix B: Summary of analytical results

In this Appendix, for the convenience of the reader,
we have collected in a compact form all the analyti-
cal results we have obtained. We successively consider
operator functions of four types: F̂−µ, exp(−τF̂ )/F̂µ,
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1/(F̂µ+λ) and, finally, exp(−τF̂ )/(F̂µ+λ). For each of
them, we find a representation in the form of 1-, 2-, and
3-fold MB integrals for the basis Bα[f(F )|σ] (1.15), com-
plementary Mα[f(F )|m2] (1.21), and complete massive
Wα[f(F )|σ,m2] (1.19) kernels. In addition, we are con-
sidering objects of the fourth type Lα[f(F )], they can be
obtained from Bα by taking the coincidence limit σ → 0
or from Mα by taking the massless limit m2 → 0, and
therefore they depend only on the parameter α and the
function f , but not on σ and m2. For each obtained ker-
nel, we give its coincidence σ → 0 and massless m2 → 0
limits, as well as the limits τ → 0 and λ→ 0.

We use the following conventions: ifHk(z) is anN -fold
MB integral, then hk(s) is its Mellin image. If nothing
is written above the limit arrow, this means that this
limit holds for all values of the parameters α and µ. If
there is ‘rel’ or ‘irrel’ above the arrow, then the limit
takes place only in the corresponding parameter region,
clearly indicated immediately before the limit.

a. The operator complex power F̂−µ

Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ] = Γ (α− µ)

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)

(σ
2

)µ−α

, (B.1)

Mα

[
F−µ

∣∣m2
]
=

Γ (µ− α)

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)
m2(α−µ), (B.2)

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
]
=

2m2(α−µ)

(4π)d/2Γ(µ)
Kα−µ

(
σm2/2

)
, (B.3)

where Kα(z) is the Bessel–Clifford function of the second
kind (A.7)-(A.8).

Limits: for relevant region Re(α− µ) > 0

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
] rel−−−−→

m2→0
Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ], (B.4)

for irrelevant region Re(α− µ) < 0

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
] irrel−−−→

σ→0
Mα

[
F−µ

∣∣m2
]
. (B.5)

b. The operator function exp(−τF̂ ν)/F̂µ

Bα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ] =
τ

µ−α
ν

(4π)d/2
E(µ)
ν,α

(
− σ

2τ1/ν

)
, (B.6)

Mα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣m2
]
=

τ
µ−α

ν

(4π)d/2
Ẽ(µ)
ν,α

(
m2τ1/ν

)
, (B.7)

where

E(µ)
ν,α(−z) =

∫
C

ds

2πi

Γ(s)Γ
(
α−s−µ

ν

)
νΓ(α− s)

z−s, (B.8)

Ẽ(µ)
ν,α(z) =

∫
C

ds

2πi

Γ(s)Γ
(
s+α−µ

ν

)
νΓ(s+ α)

z−s. (B.9)

Lα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

]
=

Γ
(
α−µ
ν

)
(4π)d/2νΓ(α)

τ
µ−α

ν , (B.10)

Wα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]
=
m2ατµ/ν

(4π)d/2
H̃2

( σ

2τ1/ν
,m2τ1/ν

)
,

(B.11)

where

h̃2(s1, s2) = Γ(s1)Γ(s2 − α)
Γ
(
s2−s1−µ

ν

)
νΓ(s2 − s1)

. (B.12)

Limits:

Bα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ] −−−→
τ→0

Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ], (B.13)

Bα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ] −−−→
σ→0

Lα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

]
, (B.14)

Wα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]
−−−→
τ→0

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
]
, (B.15)

Wα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]
−−−→
σ→0

Mα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣m2
]
. (B.16)

For relevant region Re(α− µ) > 0

Mα

[
e−τFν

Fµ

∣∣∣m2
]

rel−−−−→
m2→0

Lα

[
e−τFν

Fµ

]
, (B.17)

Wα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]

rel−−−−→
m2→0

Bα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ]. (B.18)

For irrelevant region Re(α− µ) < 0

Mα

[
e−τFν

Fµ

∣∣∣m2
]

irrel−−−→
τ→0

Mα

[
F−µ

∣∣m2
]
, (B.19)

Wα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]

irrel−−−−→
m2→0

Mα[F
−µ|m2]. (B.20)

c. The operator function 1/(F̂µ + λ)

Bα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ] = λ
α
µ−1

(4π)d/2
Gµ,α

(
σλ1/µ/2

)
, (B.21)

Mα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣m2
]
=

λ
α
µ−1

(4π)d/2
G̃µ,α

(
m2λ−1/µ

)
, (B.22)

where

Gµ,α(z) =

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(s)

µΓ(α−s) Γ
(

α−s
µ

)
Γ
(
1− α−s

µ

)
z−s,

(B.23)

G̃µ,α(z) =

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ(s)

µΓ(α+s) Γ
(

α+s
µ

)
Γ
(
1− α+s

µ

)
z−s.

(B.24)

Lα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

]
=

πλ
α
µ−1

(4π)d/2µΓ(α) sin(πα/µ)
, (B.25)

Wα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ,m2
]
=
m2(α−µ)

(4π)d/2
H̃3

(σm2

2
,
σλ1/µ

2

)
,

(B.26)

where

h̃3(s1, s2) = Γ(s1 + µ− α) Γ(s1 + s2)
Γ( s2µ ) Γ(1− s2

µ )

µΓ(µ− s2)
.

(B.27)
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Limits:

Mα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣m2
]
−−−→
λ→0

Mα

[
F−µ

∣∣m2
]
, (B.28)

Wα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ,m2
]
−−−→
λ→0

Wα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ,m2
]
. (B.29)

For relevant region Re(α− µ) > 0

Bα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ] rel−−−→
λ→0

Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ], (B.30)

Wα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ,m2
] rel−−−→

σ→0
Bα

[
F−µ

∣∣σ]. (B.31)

For irrelevant region Re(α− µ) < 0

Bα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ] irrel−−−→
σ→0

Lα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

]
, (B.32)

Wα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ,m2
] irrel−−−→

σ→0
Mα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣m2
]
.

(B.33)

For Re(α+ µ) > 0

Mα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣m2
] rel−−−−→

m2→0
Lα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

]
, (B.34)

Wα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ,m2
] rel−−−−→

m2→0
Bα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ].
(B.35)

d. The operator function exp(−τF̂ ν)/(F̂µ + λ)

Bα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ] =
τ

µ−α
ν

(4π)d/2
H4

( σ

2τ1/ν
, λ1/µτ1/ν

)
,

(B.36)

Mα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣m2
]
=

τ
µ−α

ν

(4π)d/2
H̃4

(
m2τ1/ν , λ1/µτ1/ν

)
,

(B.37)

where

h4(s1, s2) =
Γ(s1) Γ

(
s2
µ

)
Γ
(
1− s2

µ

)
µνΓ(α− s1)

Γ
(
s2−s1+α−µ

ν

)
,

(B.38)

h̃4(s1, s2) =
Γ(s1) Γ

(
s2
µ

)
Γ
(
1− s2

µ

)
µνΓ(α+ s1)

Γ
(
s2+s1+α−µ

ν

)
.

(B.39)

Lα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

]
=

τ
µ−α

ν

(4π)d/2µνΓ(α)
L(µ)
ν,α

(
λ1/µτ1/ν

)
, (B.40)

where

L(µ)
ν,α(z) =

∫
C

ds

2πi
Γ
(
s+α−µ

ν

)
Γ
(
s
µ

)
Γ
(
1− s

µ

)
z−s. (B.41)

Wα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ,m2
]
=
m2ατ

µ
ν

(4π)
d
2

H5

( σ

2τ
1
ν

,m2τ
1
ν , λ

1
µ τ

1
ν

)
,

(B.42)
where

h5(s1, s2, s3) =
Γ(s1)Γ(s2−α)Γ(

s3
µ )Γ(1− s3

µ )Γ(
s2−s1+s3−µ

ν )

µνΓ(s2−s1)
.

(B.43)
Limits:

Bα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ] −−−→
σ→0

Lα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

]
, (B.44)

Bα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ] −−−→
τ→0

Bα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣σ], (B.45)

Mα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣m2
]
−−−→
λ→0

Mα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣m2
]
. (B.46)

For relevant region Re(α− µ) > 0

Bα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ] rel−−−→
λ→0

Bα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

∣∣∣σ], (B.47)

Mα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣m2
]

rel−−−→
τ→0

Lα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

]
, (B.48)

Lα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

]
rel−−−→

λ→0
Lα

[e−τF ν

Fµ

]
. (B.49)

For irrelevant region Re(α− µ) < 0

Bα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣σ] irrel−−−→
λ→0

Lα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

]
, (B.50)

Mα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

∣∣∣m2
]

irrel−−−→
τ→0

Mα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

∣∣m2
]
, (B.51)

Lα

[ e−τF ν

Fµ + λ

]
irrel−−−→
τ→0

Lα

[
(Fµ + λ)−1

]
. (B.52)
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