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Abstract: Building upon the algebraic consistency construction of one-loop Bern-Carrasco-Johansson

(BCJ) numerators for Yang-Mills (YM) and Yang-Mills-scalar (YMS) theories, we explore the expansion

formula of one-loop Einstein-Yang-Mills (EYM) integrands (with a gluon loop) in terms of conventional

one-loop YM integrands with quadratic propagators. We first express the EYM integrand by tree-level

amplitudes according to the forward limit approach. Employing a two-step expansion strategy, the gluon-

loop EYM integrand is decomposed into tree-level YM amplitudes under the forward limit, which are

subsequently expanded into tree-level bi-adjoint scalar (BS) ones. We then prove that when the kinematic

coefficients in both expansion steps satisfy the one-loop consistency conditions, the EYM integrand is finally

expanded as a combination of YM integrands with quadratic propagators. The coefficients in this expansion

formula coincide exactly with those in the expansion formula for YMS integrands. This correspondence

highlights a shared kinematic structure, providing the proper foundation for constructing BCJ numerators

in both YMS and EYM theories at one loop.
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1 Introduction

Colour-kinematic duality [1, 2] demonstrates that colour-dressed Yang-Mills (YM) amplitudes can be ar-

ranged as sums over trivalent graphs, each associated with a colour factor and a kinematic factor that

shares the same algebraic identity as its colour counterpart. When each colour factor in a YM amplitude

is replaced by another copy of the kinematic factor, the amplitude then turns into a gravitational (GR)

amplitude. This duality provides a deep insight into the connection between YM and GR. How to construct

the kinematic numerators (BCJ numerators) satisfying the algebraic identities is the main problem of the

colour-kinematic duality.

At tree level, a construction based on the recursive expansion formula of Yang-Mills-scalar (YMS)

amplitudes was proposed in [3–7]. By this approach, a YM amplitude is first expressed in terms of YMS

amplitudes which are further expanded as a combination of bi-adjoint scalar (BS) ones with the help of

the recursive expansion formula. Once a YM amplitude has been expressed in terms of BS ones, the

kinematic coefficients can generate all tree-level BCJ numerators satisfying the colour-kinematic duality,

see e.g., [8–12]. The expansion relations satisfied by YM and YMS amplitudes have been generalised to GR

and Einstein-Yang-Mills (EYM) amplitudes [3–7]. More concretely, a GR/EYM amplitude is expanded in

terms of YM ones, with the same kinematic coefficients in the expansion formulas of YM/YMS amplitudes.
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Despite extensive study of tree-level numerators, a general construction of one-loop BCJ numerators

remains an open problem. The forward limit approach based on worldsheet formalisms [13–15] provides

an effective tool for understanding the loop integrands. Specifically, by this approach, an n-point one-

loop integrand is expressed as a sum of (n + 2)-point tree amplitudes, in which two particles carry the

loop momentum ±ℓµ with opposite directions. When further expanding the tree amplitudes according

to the tree-level expansion formulas, one then writes the one-loop YM/YMS (GR/EYM) integrands as a

combination of (n+2)-point tree-level BS (YM) amplitudes under the forward limit [16–19]. Nevertheless,

this forward limit expression of integrands is not the one in the conventional sense because the denominators

of loop propagators are linear functions of the loop momentum ℓµ. Hence, the expansion coefficients cannot

be directly used to generate one-loop BCJ numerators.

In recent work [20, 21], a consistency condition for the kinematic coefficients was proposed. As pointed

out in [20, 21], once the kinematic coefficients in the forward limit expression of YM (YMS) integrands

satisfy the consistency condition, they can be used to generate BCJ numerators of YM (YMS) at the

one-loop level. Besides a general analysis of the existence of such coefficients, compact expansion formulas

for scalar-loop YMS integrands with no more than three gluons and an arbitrary number of scalars were

provided [21], inspired by the localisation strategy established in [22, 23]. As observed in [21], the expansion

formula of the YMS integrand can be extended to EYM integrands with the same expansion coefficients.

In this work, we provide solid proof of this statement. We express a one-loop EYM integrand in terms of

tree-level colour-stripped YM amplitudes with forward limit, then further expand these YM amplitudes in

terms of BS ones. We prove that once the coefficients in both steps obey the consistency conditions, the

EYM amplitude can be finally expressed as a combination of quadratic-propagator-expressed one-loop YM

integrands, with the same coefficients in the expansion formula of YMS integrands. While combining this

expansion formula with the relationship between GR and EYM integrands [16–20, 23], one then obtains

an expansion formula of GR integrands, in terms of YM ones.

The structure of this paper is given as follows. In section 2, we provide a brief review of the forward

limit approach of YM and YMS integrands as well as the consistency conditions. The forward limit

expressed EYM integrands, in terms of tree-level BS amplitudes, are proposed in section 3. We prove the

expansion formula of EYM integrand in section 4 and summarise this work in section 5. Helpful formulas

are included in the appendix.

2 Forward limit, YM, YMS integrands, and consistency condition of numerators

The forward limit approach states that the n-point integrand of one-loop amplitude can be expressed by

(n+2)-point tree level amplitudes while two particles carry the loop momentum ±ℓµ of opposite directions.

For the Yang-Mills integrand, it is convenient to first express the tree-level n-point amplitude in terms of

the Kleiss-Kuijf (KK) [24] basis of BS ones, and then take the forward limit as follows.

IYM(1, 2, ..., n) =
1

ℓ2
lim

k±→±ℓ

∑
±h

AYM(+, 1, 2, ..., n,−) + cyc(1, ..., n) (2.1)
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=
1

ℓ2
lim

k±→±ℓ

∑
±h

[ ∑
σσσ∈Sn

N(+,σσσ,−)ABS(+,σσσ,−|+, 1, 2, ..., n,−)

]
+ cyc(1, ..., n),

where we have expressed the tree-level YM amplitudes in terms of the KK basis of BS amplitudes. The

expansion coefficients form the Del Duca-Dixon-Maltoni (DDM) basis [9, 25] of BCJ numerators which

generates all other tree-level BCJ numerators via algebraic identities.

The colour stripped scalar-loop YMS integrand with scalars coupled to gluons also obeys a similar

expression in terms of BS ones, based on the forward limit of the corresponding tree-level relation

IYMS(1, 2, ..., r||G |ρρρ) =

[
1

ℓ2
lim

k±→±ℓ

∑
±h

AYMS(+, 1, 2, ..., r,−||G |+, ρρρ,−) + cyc(1, ..., r)

]
+ cyc(ρρρ)(2.2)

=

{
1

ℓ2
lim

k±→±ℓ

∑
±h

[ ∑
σσσ∈{1,...,r}�permsG

C(+,σσσ,−)ABS(+,σσσ,−||G |+, ρρρ,−)

]

+cyc(1, ..., r)

}
+ cyc(ρρρ),

in which C(+,σσσ,−) denotes the kinematic coefficients. On the second line, we introduced the shuffle A�B

of two ordered sets A and B, which is defined by the permutations of all elements of the two sets so that

the relative orders in each set are perserved. For example, {1, 2}� {3, 4} is the collection of the following

permutations

{1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 3, 2, 4}, {1, 3, 4, 2}, {3, 1, 2, 4}, {3, 1, 4, 2}, {3, 4, 1, 2}. (2.3)

The permsG denotes all possible permutations of elements in G. In (2.2), we have summed over all terms

related by cyclic permutations of scalars 1, ..., r, and the cyclic permutations of ρρρ ∈ perms ({1, ..., r} ∪ G).

Though the expansion formulas (2.1) and (2.2) generate the one-loop integrands of YM and YMS,

these expressions are based on the forward limit of tree-level BS amplitudes, in which the loop propagators

are linear propagators. Generally speaking, the expansion formulas (2.1) and (2.2) cannot be directly

generalised to expansion formulas of YM, YMS integrands in terms of conventional loop BS integrands

with quadratic propagators. In addition, though the coefficients in (2.1) and (2.2) reflect the tree-level

BCJ numerators in the DDM basis, they cannot be directly considered as the one-loop numerators.

As pointed out in [21], in order to construct correct BCJ numerators, we should impose additional

consistency conditions on the coefficients in (2.1) and (2.2)

N(ℓ, σ1 = 1, σ2, ..., σn,−ℓ) = N(ℓ+ k1, σ2, ..., σn, 1,−(ℓ+ k1))

= ... = N(ℓ+ k1,σn−1 , σn, 1, σ2, ..., σn−1,−(ℓ+ k1,σn−1)), (2.4)

C(ℓ, σ1 = 1, σ2, ..., σn,−ℓ) = C(ℓ+ k1, σ2, ..., σn, 1,−(ℓ+ k1))
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= ... = C(ℓ+ k1,σn−1 , σn, 1, σ2, ..., σn−1,−(ℓ+ k1,σn−1)), (2.5)

where k1,σn−1 = k1+kσ2 + · · ·+kσn−1 . The ± particles are explicitly expressed by their momenta. Once the

consistency conditions are satisfied, they can play as the consistency coefficients when expressing YM or

YMS integrands in terms of the propagator matrix IBS (i.e., the BS integrands with quadratic propagators)

IYM(ℓ; 1, 2, ..., n) =
∑

{σ2,...,σn}∈Sn−1

N(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) IBS(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn|1, 2, ..., n), (2.6)

IYMS(ℓ; 1, 2, ..., r||G |ρρρ) =
∑

{σ2,...,σn}∈{2,...,r}�permsG

C(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) IBS(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn |ρρρ), (2.7)

In which the kinematic coefficients N(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) and C(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) are defined by those satisfying

consistency conditions eq. (2.4) and eq. (2.5)

N(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) ≡ N(ℓ, σ1 = 1, σ2, ..., σn,−ℓ), C(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) = C(ℓ, σ1 = 1, σ2, ..., σn,−ℓ). (2.8)

These kinematic coefficients are now the proper ones for constructing BCJ numerators. In the coming

sections, we show the expansion formula for EYM integrand that is parallel with the YMS one (2.7),

supposing we already have the consistency numerators N(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) and C(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn).

3 The relation between EYM and YM integrands

According to the worldsheet approach [16–19], the EYM integrand, like the YM and YMS ones, also arises

from the forward limit of the tree-level expansion formula, i.e.,

I EYM(1..., r||H) =
∑

σσσ∈{1,...,r}�permsH

1

(ℓ− kσσσL)
2
C(ℓ− kσσσL ,σσσ,−(ℓ− kσσσL)) (3.1)

×AYM(+(ℓ− kσσσL),σσσL, 1,σσσR,−(ℓ− kσσσL)) + cyc(1, ..., r),

where we have applied the fact that tree-level EYM amplitudes share the same expansion formula as the

YMS amplitudes. For a given permutation σσσ, we use σσσL and σσσR to denote the ordered subsets separated

by the scalar 1, i.e., σσσ = σσσL, 1,σσσR. The ± particles are explicitly labeled by replaced their momenta in

both coefficients and amplitudes (hereafter, the shorthand + is used only when unambiguous). When the

tree-level amplitudes AYM(+(ℓ−kσσσL),σσσL, 1,σσσR,−(ℓ−kσσσL)) are further expanded in terms of BS ones, the

integrand (3.1) turns into

I EYM(1..., r||H) =
∑

σσσ∈{1,...,r}�perms H

1

(ℓ− kσσσL)
2
C(ℓ− kσσσL ,σσσ,−(ℓ− kσσσL))

×
∑

ρρρ∈perms ({1,...,r}∪H)

ABS(ℓ− kσσσL ,σσσ,−(ℓ− kσσσL)|ℓ− kσσσL , ρρρ,−(ℓ− kσσσL))
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×Ñ(ℓ− kσσσL , ρρρ,−(ℓ− kσσσL)) + cyc(1, ..., r). (3.2)

In the above expression, we have used the notation Ñ(+, ρρρ,−) instead of N(+, ρρρ,−) in (2.1), to emphasise

that the polarisations in Ñ(+, ρρρ,−) are different from those in N(+, ρρρ,−). In the next section, we prove

that if all coefficients C(+,σσσ,−) and Ñ(+, ρρρ,−) obey the consistency conditions (2.4) and (2.5), we can

express the EYM integrand in terms of YM integrands, associated with the same coefficients C(+,σσσ,−)

in (2.7)

IEYM(ℓ; 1, 2, ..., r||H ) =
∑

{σ2,...,σn}∈{2,...,r}�permsH

C(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) IYM(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) . (3.3)

For the integrands with no more than three gravitons, the coefficients C(ℓ; 1, σ2, ..., σn) can be provided by

the compact expressions (C.1), (C.2), and (C.3).

4 Proof of the expansion formula of EYM integrand

In this section, we present a proof of eq. (3.3), based on the forward limit expression (3.2) and the consis-

tency conditions (2.4), (2.5).

4.1 An example study

Without loss of generality, let us consider the simple example with two gluons 1, 2 and two gravitons p,

q. We concentrate on the contribution of left permutation σσσ = {1, p, q, 2} ∈ {1, {2}� perms{p, q}} and

right permutation ρρρ = {p, 1, 2, q} ∈ perms ({1, 2} ∪ {p, q}). For this choice of ρρρ and σσσ, the forward limit of

BS tree amplitude in (3.2), i.e., ABS(ℓ, 1, p, q, 2,−ℓ|ℓ, p, 1, 2, q,−ℓ) is expressed by the sum of all possible

Feynman diagrams, in which tree-level BS currents are attached to the linear propagator line between +

and −. More concretely,

ABS(ℓ, 1, p, q, 2,−ℓ|ℓ, p, 1, 2, q,−ℓ) = + + ..., (4.1)

where we only displayed two Feynman diagrams explicitly and included other ones in the ellipsis. Gener-

ally speaking, there are (i) nonvanishing Feynman diagrams where all subcurrents are nonvanishing ones,

i.e., the first diagram in (4.1), and (ii) vanishing diagrams which involve subcurrents containing distinct

elements in the left and right ordered subsets, i.e., the second diagram in (4.1). Apparently, diagrams in

case (ii) do not contribute to the result. Hence, we only need to consider the nonvanishing diagrams, in

which any subcurrent contains the same elements in the left and right subsets.

When BS amplitude (4.1) is associated with the coefficients C(ℓ, 1, p, q, 2,−ℓ) and Ñ(ℓ, p, 1, 2, q,−ℓ),
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the first diagram in (4.1) contributes a term

C(ℓ, 1, p, q, 2,−ℓ) Ñ(ℓ, p, 1, 2, q,−ℓ). (4.2)

The loop propagators along the line between + and − are linear ones. A crucial observation is that the

summation over σσσ, ρρρ in (3.2) and over the cyclic permutations of gluons together permit the following term

C(ℓ− kq − k2, q, 2, 1, p,−(ℓ− kq − k2)) Ñ(ℓ− kq − k2, 2, q, p, 1,−(ℓ− kq − k2)),

(4.3)

which comes from the BS amplitude with σσσ = {q, 2, 1, p}, ρρρ = {2, q, p, 1}. Supposing the left and right

kinematic coefficients satisfy the consistency conditions (2.5) and (2.4) respectively, we have

C(ℓ− kq − k2, q, 2, 1, p,−(ℓ− kq − k2)) = C(ℓ, 1, p, q, 2,−ℓ),

Ñ(ℓ− kq − k2, 2, q, p, 1,−(ℓ− kq − k2)) = Ñ(ℓ, p, 1, 2, q,−ℓ), (4.4)

where the equation on the last line can be obtained by redefining the loop momentum in (2.4) via ℓ →
ℓ′ = ℓ+ kp.

Now we dress (4.2) and (4.3) by 1
ℓ2

and 1
(ℓ−kq−k2)2

respectively and them sum them together. Consid-

ering the consistency conditions (4.4) and noting that the Feynman diagrams in each sum are related by

cyclic permutations of the BS subcurrents, we get the following term

C(ℓ, 1, p, q, 2,−ℓ)

 1

ℓ2
+

1

(ℓ− kq − k2)2

 Ñ(ℓ, p, 1, 2, q,−ℓ)

= C(ℓ; 1, p, q, 2) Ñ(ℓ; p, 1, 2, q), (4.5)

where the coefficients are reexpressed by

C(ℓ; 1, p, q, 2) ≡ C(ℓ, 1, p, q, 2,−ℓ), Ñ(ℓ; p, 1, 2, q,−) ≡ Ñ(ℓ, p, 1, 2, q,−ℓ). (4.6)

In (4.5), we have applied the identity (B.3), through which the sum of linear-propagator Feynman diagrams

related by cyclic permutations of BS subcurrents produces a quadratic-propagator Feynman diagram.
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For concrete σσσ and ρρρ, there is another nonvanishing diagram, the tadpole diagram. In the case of

σσσ = {1, p, q, 2}, ρρρ = {p, 1, 2, q}, the tadpole term in (4.1), together with the kinematic coefficients is

presented by

C(ℓ; 1, p, q, 2)

 1

ℓ2
Ñ(ℓ; p, 1, 2, q)

 . (4.7)

When considering other ρρρ in (3.2), we get tadpole terms with other right permutations. This boundary case

is naturally a quadratic propagator term. As demonstrated in [23], the sum of all such tadpole diagrams

that are related via cyclic permutations of gluons vanishes. Now we formally retain these tadpole terms

and recollect them with other diagrams that share the same left and right permutations up to cyclicity.

For our choice of σσσ = {1, p, q, 2} and ρρρ = {p, 1, 2, q}, we have

C(ℓ; 1, p, q, 2)

 Ñ(ℓ; p, 1, 2, q) + Ñ(ℓ− k2; 1, 2, q, p) + . . .

+ Ñ(ℓ; p, 1, 2, q) + Ñ(ℓ; q, p, 1, 2) + Ñ(ℓ; 2, q, p, 1)

+ Ñ(ℓ; 1, 2, q, p) + Ñ(ℓ− k2; p, 1, 2, q) + . . .

 , (4.8)

where the second term

C(ℓ; 1, p, q, 2) Ñ(ℓ− k2; 1, 2, q, p) = C(ℓ− k2; 2, 1, p, q) Ñ(ℓ− k2; 1, 2, q, p) (4.9)

and the last four terms before the ellipsis in the square brackets all come from the summation over right

permutations and over the cyclic permutations of gluons in (3.2). Now we denote the summation inside

the square brackets by T(ℓ):

T(ℓ) = T(1) + T(2) + · · ·+ T(3) + T(4) + T(5) + T(6) + T(7) + . . . . (4.10)

The seven terms in turn denote the expressions of the seven terms inside the square brackets of (4.8). Now
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we shift the momentum in these terms

T(ℓ) → T′(ℓ) = T(1)|ℓ→ℓ−kp + T(2)|ℓ→ℓ+k2 + · · ·+ T(3)|ℓ→ℓ−kp + T(4)|ℓ→ℓ−kp−kq

+T(5)|ℓ→ℓ+k1 + T(6) + T(7)|ℓ→ℓ+k2−kp + . . . , (4.11)

and applying the consistency condition (2.4), the T′(ℓ) immediately turns into

T′(ℓ) =

 Ñ(ℓ− kp; p, 1, 2, q) + Ñ(ℓ; 1, 2, q, p) + . . .

+ Ñ(ℓ− kp; p, 1, 2, q) + Ñ(ℓ− kq − kp; q, p, 1, 2)

+ Ñ(ℓ+ k1; 2, q, p, 1) + Ñ(ℓ; 1, 2, q, p) + Ñ(ℓ− kp; p, 1, 2, q) + . . .



=

 + + · · ·+ +

+ + + + . . .

 Ñ(ℓ; 1, 2, q, p)

= IBS(1, p, q, 2|ℓ; 1, 2, q, p)Ñ(ℓ; 1, 2, q, p). (4.12)

This is nothing but just one term of the expansion formula (2.6) of YM (with exchanging the roles of left

and right and defining the position of loop momentum via the 1 in the right permutation). Since the T(ℓ)

and T′(ℓ) are related by shifts of loop momentum, when integrating over loop momentum, they result in

the same YM integrand. Therefore, the T(ℓ) is also a term of the YM integrand, but the loop momentum

is defined via the position of 1 in the left permutation. We can rewrite the expression in (4.8) as

C(ℓ; 1, p, q, 2)
[
T (ℓ; 1p|p1, q2|2q) Ñ(ℓ; p, 1, 2, q) + T (ℓ− k2; 21|12, pq|qp) Ñ(ℓ− k2; 1, 2, q, p) + . . .

+T (ℓ; 1pq2|p12q) Ñ(ℓ; p, 1, 2, q) + T (ℓ; 1pq2|qp12) Ñ(ℓ; q, p, 1, 2) + T (ℓ; 1pq2|2qp1) Ñ(ℓ; 2, q, p, 1)

+T (ℓ; 1pq2|12qp) Ñ(ℓ; 1, 2, q, p) + T (ℓ− k2; 21pq|p12q) Ñ(ℓ− k2; p, 1, 2, q) + . . .
]

= C(ℓ; 1, p, q, 2)

[∑
T

T (ℓ− kA;A1B|P1Q, . . . ) Ñ(l − kA + kP ; 1, 2, q, p)

]
, (4.13)
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where all possible Feynman diagrams T (l − kA;A1B|P1Q, . . . ) with respect to the permutations σσσ =

{1, p, q, 2} and ρρρ = {p, 1, 2, q} up to cyclicity are summed over. Specifically, suppose the position of the ℓ

is fixed by 1 in the left permutation and the subcurrent contains 1 is ϕA1B|P1Q, where A, B, P , Q are four

ordered sets satisfying A ∪B = P ∪Q.

When applying the above discussions to terms with all possible left and right permutations

σσσ ∈
{
{1, 2}� perms{p, q}, cyc(1, 2)

}
=

{
ααα = {1, {2}� perms{p, q}}, cyc ααα

}
,

ρρρ ∈ perms ({1, 2} ∪ {p, q}) =
{
βββ = {1, perms{2, p, q}, cyc βββ

}
, (4.14)

we transform (3.2) into

I EYM(ℓ; 1, 2||{p, q})

=
∑

σσσ2,4∈{2}�perms{p,q}

C(ℓ; 1,σσσ2,4)

 ∑
ρρρ2,4∈perms{2,p,q}

∑
T

T (ℓ− kA;A1B|P1Q, . . . )Ñ(l − kA + kP ; 1, ρρρ2,4)


=

∑
σσσ2,4∈{2}�perms{p,q}

C(ℓ; 1,σσσ2,4) IYM(ℓ; 1,σσσ2,4), (4.15)

where the expression in the square brackets on the second line is just the YM integrand, with the loop

momentum ℓ fixed to the left of 1 in the left permutation.

4.2 The general proof

The above discussions can be straightforwardly extended to a general proof. We first express the forward

limit of tree-level BS amplitude ABS(ℓ − kσσσL ,σσσ,−(ℓ − kσσσL)|ℓ − kσσσL , ρρρ,−(ℓ − kσσσL)) in (3.2) by the sum of

all possible Feynman diagrams, which can be collected as follows.

• Divide the left permutation σσσ into ordered subsets σσσ → σσσ1|σσσ2|...|σσσI .

• For a given division of σσσ, divide the right permutation ρρρ → ρρρ1|ρρρ2|...|ρρρI such that ρρρi contains exactly

the same elements as σσσi.

• Associate each pair of ordered subsets σσσi, ρρρi with a BS subcurrent ϕσσσi|ρρρi attached to the linear

propagator line between + and −.

The tree-level BS amplitude ABS with forward limit is then given by

ABS(ℓ− kσσσL ,σσσ,−(ℓ− kσσσL)|ℓ− kσσσL , ρρρ,−(ℓ− kσσσL)) =
∑

σσσ→σσσ1|σσσ2|...|σσσI

ρρρ→ρρρ1|ρρρ2|...|ρρρI

. (4.16)
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Substituting (4.16) into (3.2), one rewrites the EYM integrand as

I EYM(ℓ; 1..., r||H) =
∑

σσσ∈{1,...,r}�perms H
ρρρ∈perms ({1,...,r}∪H)

∑
σσσ→σσσ1|σσσ2|...|σσσI

ρρρ→ρρρ1|ρρρ2|...|ρρρI

1

(ℓ− kσσσL)
2
C(ℓ− kσσσL ,σσσ,−(ℓ− kσσσL))

× Ñ(ℓ− kσσσL , ρρρ,−(ℓ− kσσσL)) + cyc(1, ..., r). (4.17)

On the rhs. of the above expression, for a given left permutation σσσ ∈ {1, ..., r} � perms H, a right

permutation ρρρ ∈ perms ({1, ..., r} ∪ H) and a specified pair of divisions of them, each pair of ordered

subsets has the general form

σσσi = Si � permsHi ≡
{
si1, s

i
2, ..., s

i
ji

}
� perms

{
hi1, ..., h

i
li

}
, ρρρi =

{
ρi1, ρ

i
2, ..., ρ

i
ji+li

}
, (4.18)

where
{
si1, s

i
2, ..., s

i
ji

}
denotes the ordered subset of scalars which agrees with the ordering {1, 2, ..., r},{

hi1, ..., h
i
li

}
is the graviton set, and

{
ρi1, ρ

i
2, ..., ρ

i
ji+li

}
stands for the ordered subset of scalars and gluons

agrees with matching the full right permutation ρρρ. For a given pair of divisions in eq. (3.2), we can always

find other related divisions

σσσ2|...|σσσI |σσσ1, ρρρ2|...|ρρρI |ρρρ1,

σσσ3|...|σσσ1|σσσ2, ρρρ3|...|ρρρ1|ρρρ2,

. . .

σσσI |σσσ1|...|σσσ1−1, ρρρI |ρρρ1|...|ρρρi−1. (4.19)

Collecting these contributions together, we get

C(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL ,σσσ1, ...,σσσI ,−(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL))
Ñ(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL , ρρρ1, ..., ρρρI ,−(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL))

(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL)
2

+ C(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL ,σσσ2, ...,σσσ1,−(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL))
Ñ(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL , ρρρ2, ..., ρρρ1,−(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL))

(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL)
2

+ ...
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+ C(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL ,σσσI , ...,σσσI−1,−(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL))
Ñ(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL , ρρρI , ..., ρρρI−1,−(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL))

(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL)
2

(4.20)

where kσσσi,σσσjL = kσσσi + kσσσi+1 + · · ·+ kσσσj−1 + kσσσjL . We supposed the scalar 1 is involved in σσσj = {σσσjL, 1,σσσjR}
and ρρρj = {ρρρjL, 1, ρρρjR}. The consistency conditions (2.5), (2.4) allow us to express these coefficients as

C(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL ,σσσ1, ...,σσσI ,−(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL)) = C(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL ,σσσ2, ...,σσσ1,−(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL)) = ...

= C(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL ,σσσI , ...,σσσI−1,−(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL)) = C(ℓ, 1,σσσjR,σσσj+1, ...,σσσj−1,σσσjL,−ℓ),

Ñ(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL , ρρρ1, ..., ρρρI ,−(ℓ− kσσσ1,σσσjL)) = Ñ(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL , ρρρ2, ..., ρρρ1,−(ℓ− kσσσ2,σσσjL)) = ...

= Ñ(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL , ρρρI , ..., ρρρI−1,−(ℓ− kσσσI ,σσσjL)) = Ñ(ℓ− kσσσjL , ρρρj , ..., ρρρj−1,−(ℓ− kσσσjL)). (4.21)

Thus, the coefficients in each term of (4.20) can be extracted as overall coefficients. According to the identity

(B.3), the sum of diagrams in (4.20) produces a quadratic-propagator Feynman diagram. Therefore, (4.20)

turns into

C(ℓ; 1,σσσjR,σσσj+1, ...,σσσj−1,σσσjL) Ñ(ℓ− kσσσjL ;ρρρj , ρρρj+1, ..., ρρρj−1), (4.22)

characterized by a pair of cyclic divisions (i.e., the cyclic equivalence has been quotiented out) of σσσ and

ρρρ. Putting all the above terms with respect to divisions of a given pair of σσσ ∈ {1, ..., r}� perms H and

ρρρ ∈ perms ({1, ..., r}∪H) together, we just obtain the sum of diagrams corresponding to all cyclic divisions

of σσσ and ρρρ. When dressing the two kinematic factors, this sum becomes

C(ℓ; 1,σσσjR,σσσj+1, ...,σσσjL)

[∑
T

T (ℓ− kσσσjL ;σσσj |ρρρj , . . . ) Ñ(l − kσσσjL + kρρρjL ; 1, ρρρjR, ρρρj+1, ..., ρρρjL)

]
, (4.23)

where, after suitable shifts of the loop momenta, the terms in square brackets are precisely those of the

YM integrand IYM(ℓ; 1,σσσjR,σσσj+1, ...,σσσjL) defined by (2.6). Note that the loop momentum ℓµ is defined as

the one to the left of 1 in σσσ in the above expression, but to the left of 1 in ρρρ with respect to the definition

(2.6). When all permutations

σσσ ∈
{
{1, 2, . . . , r}� perms H, cyc(1, . . . , r)

}
=

{
ααα = {1, {2, . . . , r}� perms H}, cyc ααα

}
,

ρρρ ∈ perms ({1, 2, ..., r} ∪ H) =
{
βββ = {1, perms ({2, ..., r} ∪ H)}, cyc βββ

}
, (4.24)
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are considered, we reexpress the integrand as

I EYM(ℓ; 1..., r||H) =
∑

σσσ2,n∈{2,...,r}�perms H

C(ℓ; 1,σσσ2,n) (4.25)

×

 ∑
ρρρ2,n∈perms({2,...,r}∪H)

∑
T

T (ℓ− kσσσjL ;σσσj |ρρρj , . . . ) Ñ(l − kσσσjL + kρρρjL ; 1, ρρρ2,n)

 .

The expression in the square brackets is nothing but the YM integrand IYM(ℓ; 1,σσσ2,n), hence we have

completed the proof of (3.3).

5 Conclusions

In this work, we provided a concrete proof of the statement that the gluon-loop single-trace EYM integrands

at one-loop level (with quadratic propagators) satisfy expansion relations, by which an EYM integrand is

expanded in terms of quadratic propagator expressed one-loop YM integrands. The expansion coefficients

in this formula have the same form as those in the corresponding expansion formula for scalar-loop YMS

integrands. This proof was based on the forward limit approach of the EYM integrand as well as the con-

sistency conditions of one-loop expansion coefficients. Since the existence of consistent coefficients (for YM

and YMS) has been proven in [21], any expansion formula of YMS integrands with consistent coefficients

implies the corresponding EYM expansion formula. Hence, the explicit formula for YMS integrands [21]

with up to three gluons precisely results in the EYM expansion formula with up to three gravitons (the

coefficients are displayed in appendix C). This work may provide more hints for understanding the BCJ

duality at one-loop level.
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A The Berends-Giele currents of BS theory

The Berends-Giele current ϕ
A|Ã, where A and Ã are ordered sets with the same number of elements, is

defined as follows ([26]):

ϕ
A|Ã =

1

sA

∑
A→AL,AR

Ã→ÃL,ÃR

[
ϕ
AL|ÃL

ϕ
AR|ÃR

− ϕ
AR|ÃL

ϕ
AL|ÃR

]
, (A.1)
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where sA ≡ k2A, k
µ
A denotes the total momentum of elements in A. We summed over divisions A → AL, AR

and Ã → ÃL, ÃR in (A.1) so that in the first term |AL| = |ÃL|, |AR| = |ÃR|, or in the second term

|AR| = |ÃL|, |AL| = |ÃR|. The starting point of this definition is ϕa|a = 1, ϕa|b = 0 (a ̸= b).

B Forward limit of tree-level BS amplitude and one-loop BS integrand

The color-stripped BS amplitude with forward limit is expressed by summing all possible Feynman diagrams

where tree-level BS subcurrents are planted to the linear propagator line between + and −:

1

ℓ′2
ABS(ℓ′,σσσ,−ℓ′| ℓ′, ρρρ,−ℓ′) =

1

ℓ′2

∑
σσσ→σσσ1|σσσ2|...|σσσI

ρρρ→ρρρ1|ρρρ2|...|ρρρI
|σσσi|=|ρρρi|

(B.1)

=
∑

σσσ→σσσ1|σσσ2|...|σσσI

ρρρ→ρρρ1|ρρρ2|...|ρρρI
|σσσi|=|ρρρi|

1

ℓ′2
ϕσσσ1|ρρρ1

1

2kσσσ1 · ℓ′ + k2σσσ1

ϕσσσ2|ρρρ2 . . .
1

2(kσσσ1 + ...+ kσσσI−1) · ℓ′ + (kσσσ1 + ...+ kσσσI−1)
2
ϕσσσI |ρρρI .

In the above expression ℓ′ = ℓ − kσσσ1 − ... − kσσσj−1 − kσσσjL = ℓ − kσσσL , where we suppose 1 belongs to

σσσj = {σσσjL, 1,σσσjR}.

The one-loop colour-stripped integrand of BS with quadratic propagators is defined by

Ibs(σσσ|ρρρ) =
∑

CycDivσσσ→σσσ1,...,σσσI
CycDivρρρ→ρρρ1,...,ρρρI

|σσσi|=|ρρρi|

=
∑

CycDivσσσ→σσσ1,...,σσσI
CycDivρρρ→ρρρ1,...,ρρρI

|σσσi|=|ρρρi|

ϕσσσj |ρρρj
(ℓ− kσσσjL)

2

ϕσσσj+1|ρρρj+1

(ℓ+ kσσσjR)
2
. . .

ϕσσσj−1|ρρρj−1

(ℓ+ kσσσjR + kσσσj+1 + ...+ kσσσj−1)
2
. (B.2)

Partial fraction identity induces the following identity between tree-level Feynman diagrams with

forward limit and a one-loop Feynman diagram with quadratic propagators

1

ℓ′2
+ cyc(ϕσσσ1|ρρρ1 , ϕσσσ2|ρρρ2 , ..., ϕσσσI |ρρρI ) = . (B.3)
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C A concrete construction of coefficients

In [21], concrete expressions of the coefficients for YMS expansion formula (2.7) have been presented:

C(ℓ; 1,σσσ) ∼= ϵp ·Xp(ℓ; 1,σσσ) , (C.1)

C(ℓ; 1,σσσ) ∼=
[
(ϵp)µ(ϵq)ν −

ϵp · ϵq
kp · kq

(kp)µ(kq)ν

]
Xµ

p (ℓ; 1,σσσ)X
µ
q (ℓ; 1,σσσ) , (C.2)

C(ℓ; 1,σσσ) =

[
(ϵp)µ(ϵq)ν(ϵs)τ − ϵp·ϵq

kp·kq (kp)µ(kq)ν(ϵs)τ

− ϵp·ϵs
kp·ks (kp)µ(ϵq)ν(ks)τ −

ϵq ·ϵs
kq ·ks (ϵp)µ(kq)ν(ks)τ

]
Xµ

p (ℓ; 1,σσσ)X
µ
q (ℓ; 1,σσσ)Xτ

s (ℓ; 1,σσσ)
, (C.3)

where p, q, s denotes the gluons, while Xµ
i (ℓ;σσσ) (i = p, q, or, s) refers to the sum of ℓµ and the total

momentum of external particles between ℓµ and the gluon i.
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