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Abstract: We develop elements of coordinate-space perturbation theory for massive

quantum field theories in general d-dimensional Euclidean space. Using the expansion

in Gegenbauer polynomials, we provide analytic expressions for several three-point corre-

lation functions in theories with one massive and one massless field. To this end, a class of

antiderivatives of products of two Bessel functions multiplied by a power of their common

argument are studied systematically. We expect these results to be useful in perturbative

calculations involving vertices of high degree, at finite temperature and/or in finite volume,

as well as in auxiliary perturbative computations for a lattice QCD treatment of hadronic

effects in precision observables. As an illustration, we compute the one-loop coordinate-

space propagator of a massive particle coupled to a massless one, both in the vacuum and

at finite temperature.
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1 Introduction

In a seminal paper published in 1980, Chetyrkin, Kataev and Tkachov developed the

Gegenbauer-polynomial coordinate-space technique [1] for computing dimensionally regu-

larized massless Feynman diagrams. In this paper, we proceed to generalize the technique

to diagrams with massive propagators. More precisely, most of the examples considered in

the following consist of a number of propagators with mass m and others that are massless,

a type of kinematics we refer to as ‘QED-like’. A necessary ingredient in these calculations,

the Gegenbauer expansion of the massive scalar propagator was already given in [2]. As

compared to the original publication [1], in which multi-loop momentum-space amplitudes

are computed with coordinate-space techniques, we focus more strongly on intrinsically

coordinate-space amplitudes. As a typical application, the Gegenbauer-polynomial tech-

nique has been used [3] in d = 4 to compute the QED part of the diagrams yielding the

hadronic light-by-light contribution to the muon (g − 2). A second difference in emphasis

is that with the massive propagators being Bessel functions, the radial integrals become

non-trivial, and we will devote a substantial portion of this article to computing precisely

such integrals.

Textbooks on quantum field theory often begin with formulating Feynman rules in

position-space perturbation theory, before moving swiftly to the corresponding momentum-

space rules. There is a simple reason for that. Recall that in position space, the integration

variables correspond to the coordinates of vertices1, whereas in momentum space they are

the loop momenta. Now, for a connected graph made of n-legged vertices, we have the

following relation (see e.g. [4]) between the number of loops L, the number of vertices V

and the number of external legs E:

(n− 2)V = 2(L− 1) + E. (1.1)

For n = 3, for instance, as in QED and for most vertices in the Standard Model, at high

orders the number of vertices grows twice as fast as the number of loops. For contact

interactions, n = 4, the growth rate breaks even, and higher-order vertices favour the

position-space approach in terms of the naive number of integrals to be performed. Thus

position-space methods have potential in effective field theories with contact interactions

involving four or more legs per vertex. Increasing the number of external legs carrying

definite momenta, on the other hand, clearly favours the momentum-space methods, as this

corresponds to computing Fourier integrals for vertices attached to external legs. Of course,

these simple arguments do not account for the possibility that integrals may factorize or

otherwise simplify. In fact, we shall see instances of position-space amplitudes that can be

computed and re-used as building blocks in later calculations. In momentum space, too,

certain amplitudes are re-usable in more extended diagrams, the simplest example being

the self-energy correction to a propagator.

Besides applications in field theories with contact interactions and for evaluating the

electroweak parts of Feynman diagrams involving non-perturbative ‘QCD blobs’ to be com-

1Note that, due to translation invariance, the naive number of required position-space integrals is one

less than the number of vertices.
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puted in lattice QCD, perturbative position-space methods have been known for a long time

to be useful in calculations performed in a finite volume [5, 6], the thermal boundary con-

ditions of the Matsubara formalism being an important special case [7]. In high-order

perturbative calculations of the QCD free energy, the frequency/spatial-coordinates repre-

sentation was found to be particularly well suited [8, 9]. Indeed the ‘vacuum diagrams’ to

be computed, having no external legs (E = 0), lend themselves naturally to a coordinate-

space treatment.

Before proceeding, we briefly mention a few directions tangential to the present work.

(a) Calculations in coordinate space have been used to give a different perspective on the

renormalization of a quantum field theory [10]. In particular, a central idea in this ap-

proach is to give a precise meaning to products of distributions. (b) Coordinate-space

techniques have also found applications in other regularizations. They have been used in

lattice perturbation theory calculations [11] as a way to reduce the number of numerical

sums/integrals to be computed. (c) The Gegenbauer-polynomial technique has been con-

sidered in d-dimensional momentum space [12]. For d = 4, the propagator ((p−q)2+m2)−1

has a relatively simple expansion in the relevant polynomials C
(1)
n (p̂ · q̂), a fact exploited

already in [13], when dimensional regularization had not been discovered yet.

Consider then for concreteness a Euclidean quantum field theory with a massive com-

plex scalar field ϕ(x) and a massless real scalar field χ(x), interacting via the Yukawa-like

Lagrangian term Lint = gχϕ∗ϕ. Let Gm(x) denote the propagator for a scalar particle

of mass m. An important building block in coordinate-space perturbation theory is the

three-point function illustrated at leading order (LO) in g in Fig. 1. Its analytic expression

reads

⟨ϕ(x)χ(y)ϕ∗(0)⟩ LO
= −g

∫
ddz Gm(z)G0(y − z)Gm(x− z). (1.2)

Applying the Gegenbauer polynomial expansion method to perform the angular integrals

leads to radial integrals of the form (n ∈ N0, λ = (d− 2)/2)∫
dz zn+1Kλ(mz)Dλ+n(mz), (1.3)∫
dz

1

z2λ+n−1
Kλ(mz)Dλ+n(mz), (1.4)

where D ∈ {I,K} stands for a modified Bessel function, either of the first or the second

kind. The integrals are needed for arbitrary upper or lower bound, in other words the

full anti-derivative is needed. This leads us to study systematically certain classes of anti-

derivatives, such as ∫
dz zℓDλ(mz) D̄λ+n(mz), (1.5)

with n, ℓ ∈ N0 and D, D̄ ∈ {I,K}. We find a simple condition under which the result is

expressible as a sum of terms of the same type as the integrand itself, i.e. containing a

power of their argument and a product of two modified Bessel functions or none at all.

The goal of this paper is to illustrate the computational methods and to provide ex-

pressions for a class of indefinite integrals, as well as for several re-usable amplitudes that

can be considered to be building blocks for coordinate-space perturbation theory. We begin
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Figure 1: The coordinate-space three-point function. Full (dashed) lines represent massive

(massless) propagators.

in section 2 with a presentation of the basic elements of coordinate-space theory in gen-

eral d-dimensional Euclidean space. The bulk of the mathematical results, which concern

antiderivatives of products of two modified Bessel functions, are collected in section 3. We

then consider three field-theoretic calculations: the leading-order coordinate-space three-

point function (section 4), the two-point function at one-loop order (section 5), and the

mixed momentum-coordinate space three-point function (section 6). An application to

scalar field theory at finite temperature is given in section 7 before we collect our conclu-

sions in section 8.

2 Elements of coordinate-space perturbation theory

We work in d = 2λ + 2 dimensions. The volume of the Sd−1 unit sphere, which has

codimension one in d dimensions, is given by

Ωd =
2πd/2

Γ(d/2)
=

2πλ+1

Γ(λ+ 1)
. (2.1)

The average of a function f of x ∈ Rd over the unit sphere is defined as

⟨f(x)⟩x̂ ≡ 1

Ωd

∫
dΩx̂ f(x), (2.2)

where dΩx̂ is the solid angle element associated with point x̂ on the unit sphere, where

x̂ = x/r with r = |x|. For instance, for d = 3 we have dΩx̂ = sin θ dθ dϕ, where (r, θ, ϕ) are

the spherical coordinates of point x.

2.1 Propagators

The massive propagator solves the ‘screened Poisson equation’

(−△+m2)G(λ)
m (x) = δ(d)(x), (2.3)

with △ = ∂µ∂µ denoting the d-dimensional Laplacian and δ(d)(x) the Dirac delta distribu-

tion. Explicitly, the propagator reads

G(λ)
m (x) =

mλ

(2π)λ+1

Kλ(m|x|)
|x|λ

. (2.4)
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In the limit m→ 0, one obtains the massless propagator

G
(λ)
0 (x) =

Γ(λ)

4πλ+1|x|2λ
. (2.5)

Propagators in d and (d+ 2) dimensions are related through differentiation,

− d

d(x2)
G(λ)

m (x) = πG(λ+1)
m (x). (2.6)

Differentiating with respect to the mass, instead, lowers the index λ by one unit,

− d

d(m2)
G(λ)

m (x) =
1

4π
G(λ−1)

m (x). (2.7)

Exploiting the fact that K−λ(z) = Kλ(z), we also note the formal property

G(−λ)
m (x) =

1

2π

(
2π|x|
m

)λ

Kλ(m|x|) = (2π)2λG
(λ)
|x| (m ϵ̂) , (2.8)

with ϵ̂ ∈ Rd an arbitrary unit vector, which interchanges the role of the mass and the

distance of propagation.

The propagator of a Dirac fermion reads

S(λ)
m (x) = (−∂(x)µ γµ +m)G(λ)

m (x) (2.9)

= xµγµ 2πG
(λ+1)
m (x) +mG(λ)

m (x). (2.10)

2.2 Convolution of two propagators

Here we recall an elementary result on the convolution of two propagators, illustrated by

the diagram in Fig. 2. It is most easily obtained via the detour into Fourier space, since

the convolution then becomes a simple product and we can decompose the latter according

to
1

k2 +m2
· 1

k2 +M2
=

1

M2 −m2

(
1

k2 +m2
− 1

k2 +M2

)
. (2.11)

Thus one finds

(G(λ)
m ∗G(λ)

M )(x) ≡
∫
ddy G(λ)

m (x− y)G
(λ)
M (y) =

1

M2 −m2

(
G(λ)

m (x)−G
(λ)
M (x)

)
. (2.12)

The convolution can be obtained for M = m as a limiting case. Using Eq. (2.7) in the last

step, one finds

(G(λ)
m ∗G(λ)

m )(x) = − ∂

∂m2
G(λ)

m (x) =
1

4π
G(λ−1)

m (x). (2.13)

An alternative way to derive this result is to note that in a free massive scalar field theory,

− ∂

∂m2
G(λ)

m (x) = − ∂

∂m2
⟨ϕ(x)ϕ∗(0)⟩ =

∫
ddy ⟨ϕ(x)ϕ∗(y)ϕ(y)ϕ∗(0)⟩c = (G(λ)

m ∗G(λ)
m )(x).
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Figure 2: Feynman diagram corresponding to the convolution of two coordinate-space

propagators.

2.3 Gegenbauer polynomials

The Gegenbauer polynomials can be defined via the expansion of a generating function,

1

(1− 2xt+ t2)λ
=

∞∑
n=0

Cλ
n(x) t

n. (2.14)

The first three polynomials read Cλ
0 (x) = 1, Cλ

1 (x) = 2λx and Cλ
2 (x) = λ(2(λ+ 1)x2 − 1).

The lower index of the polynomial determines whether it is even or odd,

Cλ
n(−x) = (−1)nCλ

n(x), (2.15)

and its overall normalization is such that

Cλ
n(1) =

(2λ)n
n!

, (2.16)

where (a)n ≡ Γ(a+ n)/Γ(a) is the Pochhammer symbol. In the present context, the most

useful property of this set of polynomials is their orthogonality on the Sd−1 unit sphere in

d = 2λ+ 2 dimensions,〈
Cλ
n(x̂ · û) Cλ

ℓ (ŷ · û)
〉
û
=

λ

n+ λ
δnℓ C

λ
n(x̂ · ŷ). (2.17)

For λ = 1 these polynomials are known as Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind Un.

The Gegenbauer expansion of the massive propagator reads [2]

G(λ)
m (x− y) =

∞∑
n=0

γ(m,λ)
n (|x|, |y|) C(λ)

n (x̂ · ŷ) (2.18)

γ(m,λ)
n (|x|, |y|) =

Γ(λ)(λ+ n)

2πλ+1(|x||y|)λ
(
θ(|x| − |y|) Iλ+n(m|y|)Kλ+n(m|x|) (2.19)

+θ(|y| − |x|) Iλ+n(m|x|)Kλ+n(m|y|)
)
,

a result that goes back to a contribution of the year 1900 by Macdonald according to

Watson’s classic treatise on Bessel functions [14]. An important aspect of the expansion

coefficients is that for |x| > |y|, the expression factorizes in a function of |x| times a function

of |y|, and similarly for the opposite ordering. As a special case, the expansion coefficients

for the massless propagator read [1]

γ(0,λ)n (|x|, |y|) =
Γ(λ)

4πλ+1

[
θ(|x| − |y|) 1

|x|2λ

(
|y|
|x|

)n

+ θ(|y| − |x|) 1

|y|2λ

(
|x|
|y|

)n]
. (2.20)
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We also note that, from the relation (2.13) between propagators in d and (d+2) dimensions,

the following expansion is immediately obtained,

G(λ−1)
m (x− y) =

∞∑
n=0

(
− 4π

∂

∂m2
γ(m,λ)
n (|x|, |y|)

)
C(λ)
n (x̂ · ŷ). (2.21)

An alternative derivation of the coefficients of G
(λ−1)
m (x− y) in the polynomials C

(λ)
n (x̂ · ŷ)

proceeds via the relation between Gegenbauer polynomials corresponding to d and d − 2

dimensions (polynomials of negative degree are defined to vanish here),

C(λ−1)
n (x) =

λ− 1

λ+ n− 1

(
C(λ)
n (x)− C

(λ)
n−2(x)

)
. (2.22)

In this way, one finds the relation

−4π
∂

∂m2
γ(m,λ)
n (|x|, |y|) = (λ− 1)

(
γ
(m,λ−1)
n (|x|, |y|)
λ+ n− 1

−
γ
(m,λ−1)
n+2 (|x|, |y|)
λ+ n+ 1

)
. (2.23)

Finally, the following Gegenbauer-polynomial expansion is useful for Fourier transfor-

mations,

eik·x = 2λΓ(λ)

∞∑
n=0

(λ+ n)in
Jλ+n(|k||x|)
(|k||x|)λ

C(λ)
n (k̂ · x̂). (2.24)

3 Antiderivatives of products of two modified Bessel functions

In the preceding section, we reviewed the fact that in coordinate-space, the massive scalar

propagator is mainly given by a modified Bessel function (of the second kind), and the

propagator with a difference of two vectors as argument can be written as an expansion

with modified Bessel functions in its coefficients. Hence, when evaluating Feynman di-

agrams in coordinate space, the usual integrations over the vertices, post applying the

Gegenbauer expansion and the orthogonality relation of the corresponding polynomials,

yield radial integrals with integrands consisting of products of a monomial and two mod-

ified Bessel functions. Because the expression for the expansion coefficients depends on

which input vector is larger (cf. Eq. (2.19)), the radial integrals have variable integration

bounds, i.e. they amount to indefinite integrals. It is hence worthwhile investigating this

class of antiderivatives thoroughly, which we will do in this section. In the case of integrals

appearing in calculations performed in d = 4 dimensions, a systematic study was presented

in [15].

3.1 Known results due to Lommel, et al.

In this subsection, we summarize a class of known results for the antiderivatives in question.

From Watson [14], two important results attributed to Lommel exist. We have transcribed

them from ordinary to modified Bessel function. Watson refers to the first as Lommel’s
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first method, which we shall simply call Lommel 1. For modified Bessel functions, it states

that ∫
Iµ(z)Kν(z)

z
dz = z

Iµ+1(z)Kν(z)− Iµ(z)Kν+1(z)

µ2 − ν2
+
Iµ(z)Kν(z)

µ+ ν
, (3.1)∫

Iµ(z)Kν(z)

z
dz =

z

µ2 − ν2
(
I ′µ(z)Kν(z)− Iµ(z)K

′
ν(z)

)
, (3.2)

∫
Iµ(z)Iν(z)

z
dz = z

Iµ+1(z)Iν(z)− Iµ(z)Iν+1(z)

µ2 − ν2
+
Iµ(z)Iν(z)

µ+ ν
, (3.3)∫

Iµ(z)Iν(z)

z
dz =

z

µ2 − ν2
(
I ′µ(z)Iν(z)− Iµ(z)I

′
ν(z)

)
, (3.4)∫

Kµ(z)Kν(z)

z
dz = −zKµ+1(z)Kν(z)−Kµ(z)Kν+1(z)

µ2 − ν2
+
Kµ(z)Kν(z)

µ+ ν
, (3.5)∫

Kµ(z)Kν(z)

z
dz =

z

µ2 − ν2
(
K ′

µ(z)Kν(z)−Kµ(z)K
′
ν(z)

)
. (3.6)

For equal orders one could evaluate the limit e.g. by L’Hôpital’s rule, but since this involves

derivatives with respect to the order, we will see a simpler way to come to a result in a

moment.

Watson also includes what he calls Lommel’s second method, which we will refer to as

Lommel 2, and this comprises integral recursion relations that read

(ρ+ µ+ ν)

∫
zρ−1Iµ(z)Iν(z) dz − (ρ− µ− ν − 2)

∫
zρ−1Iµ+1(z)Iν+1(z) dz

= zρ (Iµ(z)Iν(z)− Iµ+1(z)Iν+1(z)) , (3.7)

(ρ+ µ+ ν)

∫
zρ−1Kµ(z)Kν(z) dz − (ρ− µ− ν − 2)

∫
zρ−1Kµ+1(z)Kν+1(z) dz

= zρ (Kµ(z)Kν(z)−Kµ+1(z)Kν+1(z)) , (3.8)

and finally, for the mixed case,

(ρ+ µ+ ν)

∫
zρ−1Kµ(z)Iν(z) dz + (ρ− µ− ν − 2)

∫
zρ−1Kµ+1(z)Iν+1(z) dz

= zρ (Kµ(z)Iν(z) +Kµ+1(z)Iν+1(z)) . (3.9)

One observes that all these recursion relations collapse in the following two cases, and then

present the solution to one antiderivative: ρ = µ+ ν+2 and ρ = −µ− ν. For example, for

the mixed case this gives the results

2(µ+ ν + 1)

∫
zµ+ν+1Kµ(z)Iν(z) dz = zµ+ν+2 (Kµ(z)Iν(z) +Kµ+1(z)Iν+1(z)) , (3.10)

and,

2(µ+ ν − 1)

∫
Kµ(z)Iν(z)

dz

zµ+ν−1
= − 1

zµ+ν−2
(Kµ−1(z)Iν−1(z) +Kµ(z)Iν(z)) . (3.11)
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Similarly, results can be found for the other two combinations of Bessel functions.

Also from Watson, one may now deduce integrals of the type
∫
z−1Dp(z)D̄p(z) dz in

an elegant way, where p is a non-zero integer. These are∫
I2p (z)

dz

z
=

1

2p

{
I2p (z) + (−1)p

[
−I20 (z)− 2

p∑
k=1

(−1)kI2k(z)

]}
, (3.12)

∫
K2

p(z)
dz

z
=

1

2p

{
K2

p(z) + (−1)p

[
−K2

0 (z)− 2

p∑
k=1

(−1)kK2
k(z)

]}
, (3.13)

and finally,∫
Kp(z)Ip(z)

dz

z
=

1

2p

{
−K0(z)I0(z)− 2

p∑
k=1

Kk(z)Ik(z) +Kp(z)Ip(z)

}
. (3.14)

It shall be noted that for non-integer p we at least have a result (cf. [14]) for functions of

the first kind, namely

2ν

∫ z

0

I2ν (t)

t
dt = I2ν (z) + 2

∞∑
n=1

(−1)nI2ν+n(z), (3.15)

but there seems to be no simple result for the indefinite integrals
∫
z−1D0(z)D̄0(z) dz.

3.2 Extension of Schafheitlin’s recursion relation and further special results

In the following, we provide an extended version of a recursion relation, which in its simpler

form is originally due to Schafheitlin, among indefinite integrals of products of Bessel

functions. In contrast to Lommel’s recursion relation it involves a recursion with respect

to the monomial instead of the order of Bessel functions.

First, consider Bessel’s modified differential equation,

z2y′′(z) + zy′(z)− (z2 + ν2)y = 0, (3.16)

fulfilled by both modified cylinder functions Dν , D̄ν . From this,∫
zρ(z2 + ν2)Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

=

∫
zρ
{
z2D′′

ν(z) + zD′
ν(z)

}
D̄µ(z) dz, (3.17)

where the differential equation was applied on Dν . Then, from a partial integration, we

get∫
zρ(z2 + ν2)Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

= zρ+2D′
ν(z)D̄µ(z)− (ρ+ 1)

∫
zρ+1D′

ν(z)D̄µ(z) dz −
∫
zρ+2D′

ν(z)D̄′
µ(z) dz. (3.18)
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Now let us repeat the process, letting the differential equation act on D̄µ this time:∫
zρ(z2 + µ2)Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

= zρ+2Dν(z)D̄′
µ(z)− (ρ+ 1)

∫
zρ+1Dν(z)D̄′

µ(z) dz −
∫
zρ+2D′

ν(z)D̄′
µ(z) dz. (3.19)

Symmetrizing both expressions yields

I ≡ (ρ+ 1)

{∫
zρ(z2 + ν2)Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz +

∫
zρ(z2 + µ2)Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

}
(3.20)

= (ρ+ 1)zρ+2Sµν(z)− (ρ+ 1)2
∫
zρ+1Sµν(z) dz − 2(ρ+ 1)

∫
zρ+2D′

ν(z)D̄′
µ(z) dz,

(3.21)

where the symmetric combination is defined as

Sµν(z) := D′
ν(z)D̄µ(z) +Dν(z)D̄′

µ(z) =
d

dz

(
Dν(z)D̄µ(z)

)
. (3.22)

We will now consider the last integral appearing in Eq. (3.21) and perform integration

by parts. We obtain

(ρ+ 3)

∫
zρ+2D′

ν(z)D̄′
µ(z) dz

= zρ+3D′
ν(z)D̄′

µ(z)−
{∫

zρ+3D′′
ν(z)D̄′

µ(z) dz +

∫
zρ+3D′

ν(z)D̄′′
µ(z) dz

}
.

(3.23)

From the differential equation obeyed by the modified Bessel functions, we infer

z2D′′
ν(z) = (z2 + ν2)Dν(z)− zD′

ν(z), (3.24)

z2D̄′′
µ(z) = (z2 + µ2)D̄µ(z)− zD̄′

µ(z), (3.25)

so that by rearranging it follows that

(ρ+ 1)

∫
zρ+2D′

ν(z)D̄′
µ(z) dz

= zρ+3D′
ν(z)D̄′

µ(z)−
∫
zρ+3Sµν(z) dz −

∫
zρ+1

[
µ2D′

ν(z)D̄µ(z) + ν2Dν(z)D̄′
µ(z)

]
dz.

(3.26)

The integrals involving the symmetric combination are easily handled. Performing

integration by parts gives∫
zρ+1Sµν(z) dz = zρ+1Dν(z)D̄µ(z)− (ρ+ 1)

∫
zρDν(z)D̄µ(z) dz (3.27)

and similarly for ρ replaced by (ρ + 2). Hence we obtain for the expression in Eq. (3.21)

the form

I = (ρ+ 1)zρ+2Sµν(z)− (ρ+ 1)2zρ+1Dν(z)D̄µ(z) + 2zρ+3Dν(z)D̄µ(z)− 2zρ+3D′
ν(z)D̄′

µ(z)

+ (ρ+ 1)3
∫
zρDν(z)D̄µ(z) dz − 2(ρ+ 3)

∫
zρ+2Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

+ 2

∫
zρ+1

[
µ2D′

ν(z)D̄µ(z) + ν2Dν(z)D̄′
µ(z)

]
dz. (3.28)
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On the other hand we have from the definition of I in Eq. (3.20) that

I = 2(ρ+ 1)

∫
zρ+2Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz + (ρ+ 1)(µ2 + ν2)

∫
zρDν(z)D̄µ(z) dz, (3.29)

so that by equating both (3.28) and (3.29) as in (3.21) we obtain our ‘milestone’ relation,

4(ρ+ 2)

∫
zρ+2Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz + (ρ+ 1)

[
µ2 + ν2 − (ρ+ 1)2

] ∫
zρDν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

= {⋆}+ 2

∫
zρ+1

[
µ2D′

ν(z)D̄µ(z) + ν2Dν(z)D̄′
µ(z)

]
dz (3.30)

where

{⋆} = (ρ+1)zρ+2Sµν(z)− (ρ+1)2zρ+1Dν(z)D̄µ(z)+2zρ+3Dν(z)D̄µ(z)− 2zρ+3D′
ν(z)D̄′

µ(z)

(3.31)

no longer contains any integrals.

In the following, we simplify Eq. (3.30) in several cases motivated by the need to handle

the remaining integral on the right-hand side of the equation. We can rewrite that integral

in the following way,∫
zρ+1

[
µ2D′

ν(z)D̄µ(z) + ν2Dν(z)D̄′
µ(z)

]
dz (3.32)

=
µ2 + ν2

2

∫
zρ+1Sµν(z) dz +

µ2 − ν2

2

∫
zρ+1

(
D′

ν(z)D̄µ(z)−Dν(z)D̄′
µ(z)

)
dz.

The case µ2 = ν2 In the special case µ2 − ν2 = 0, the last term of Eq. (3.32) vanishes.

Using again (3.27), we obtain∫
zρ+1

[
µ2D′

ν(z)D̄µ(z) + ν2Dν(z)D̄′
µ(z)

]
dz =

ν2
{
zρ+1Dν(z)D̄µ(z)− (ρ+ 1)

∫
zρDν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

}
, (3.33)

and hence, with µ = ±ν the milestone relation Eq. (3.30) becomes

4(ρ+ 2)

∫
zρ+2Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz + (ρ+ 1)

[
4ν2 − (ρ+ 1)2

] ∫
zρDν(z)D̄µ(z) dz = {⋆}equal,

(3.34)

where

{⋆}equal = (ρ+ 1)zρ+2Sµν(z)−
[
(ρ+ 1)2 − 2ν2)

]
zρ+1Dν(z)D̄µ(z)

+ 2zρ+3Dν(z)D̄µ(z)− 2zρ+3D′
ν(z)D̄′

µ(z). (3.35)

Eq. (3.34) amounts to a recursion relation in the degree of the monomial, for the particular

case µ2 = ν2. If one were to replace the two modified Bessel functions by the same regular

Bessel function, one would obtain the well-known recursion relation due to Schafheitlin, as

found in Watson [14], section 5.14.

– 11 –



The milestone relation in the case ρ = −2 We briefly mention that in this case,

one may immediately evaluate the second integral in Eq. (3.32) by means of Lommel 1 or

the appropriate formulae for equal integer order. Notice that the case where an integral∫
z−1D0(z)D̄0(z) dz occurs simply cancels. We return to the ρ = −2 case in section 3.4.

The general case, excluding ρ = −1 We can also make use of Lommel 1 here. In

order to do so, notice that

d

dz

(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
= (ν2 − µ2)

d

dz

(1
z

∫ D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

z
dz
)

= (ν2 − µ2)

{
− 1

z2

∫ D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

z
dz +

1

z

D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

z

}

= −
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

z
+ (ν2 − µ2)

D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

z2
. (3.36)

Then, upon integrating by parts,

(ρ+ 2)

∫
zρ+1

(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
dz

= zρ+2
(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
− (ν2 − µ2)

∫
zρD̄µ(z)Dν(z) dz

+

∫
zρ+1

(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
dz, (3.37)

we obtain after rearrangements

(ρ+ 1)

∫
zρ+1

(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
dz =

zρ+2
(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
− (ν2 − µ2)

∫
zρD̄µ(z)Dν(z) dz. (3.38)

This expression can be inserted into Eq. (3.32), in which the integral over zρ+1Sµν(z) is

handled once again using Eq. (3.27). We then insert the entire expression (3.32) into the

milestone relation Eq. (3.30) and perform rearrangements, yielding for ρ ̸= −1

4(ρ+ 2)

∫
zρ+2Dν(z)D̄µ(z) dz

−

[
(µ2 − ν2)2

ρ+ 1
+ (ρ+ 1)

(
(ρ+ 1)2 − 2(µ2 + ν2)

)]∫
zρDν(z)D̄µ(z) dz = {⋆}ρ̸=−1,

(3.39)

where

{⋆}ρ̸=−1 = (ρ+ 1)zρ+2Sµν(z)−
[
(ρ+ 1)2 − (µ2 + ν2)

]
zρ+1D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

− 2zρ+3
(
D̄′

µ(z)D′
ν(z)− D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

)
+
µ2 − ν2

ρ+ 1
zρ+2

(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
. (3.40)
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Eq. (3.39) is the sought-after general recursion relation in the degree of the monomial, valid

for ρ ̸= −1, and is one of the main results of this section.

The special case ρ = σ − 1, ν = µ + σ In this case, we obtain explicit results for a

two-parameter class of integrals: it is easily verified that the expression in square brackets

in Eq. (3.39) vanishes, wherefrom we obtain

2(σ + 1)

∫
zσ+1Iµ(z)Iµ+σ(z) dz = zσ+2

(
Iµ(z)Iµ+σ(z)− Iµ−1(z)Iµ+σ+1(z)

)
. (3.41)

This result is a generalization, respectively modification of Lommel 1 and 2. Although our

derivation needed to assume σ ̸= 0, the antiderivatives given in this paragraph are valid for

arbitrary σ ∈ R, as one verifies by differentiation. Notice that for the case of two modified

Bessel functions of the second kind, one can easily retrieve the corresponding result directly

from Lommel 2 by using Kµ = K−µ. This gives

2(σ + 1)

∫
zσ+1Kµ(z)Kµ+σ(z) dz = zσ+2

(
Kµ(z)Kµ+σ(z)−Kµ−1(z)Kµ+σ+1(z)

)
. (3.42)

For mixed products we obtain the following results,

2(σ + 1)

∫
zσ+1Kµ(z)Iµ+σ(z) dz = zσ+2

(
Kµ(z)Iµ+σ(z) +Kµ−1(z)Iµ+σ+1(z)

)
, (3.43)

2(σ + 1)

∫
zσ+1Iµ(z)Kµ+σ(z) dz = zσ+2

(
Iµ(z)Kµ+σ(z) + Iµ−1(z)Kµ+σ+1(z)

)
. (3.44)

3.3 An algorithm for finding antiderivatives for non-negative integer powers

Here we want to investigate integrals of the form∫
zℓDµ(z)D̄µ+n(z) dz, (3.45)

where ℓ and n are non-negative integers, µ is a real number. Notice that by shifting µ

by an integer, one can also incorporate expressions of the form
∫
zℓDν(z)D̄ν−n(z) dz =∫

zℓD̄µ(z)Dµ+n(z) dz on defining µ = ν − n.

Let us investigate the integral expression in the ℓ-n-plane. We have two straight lines

for which we know an easy expression for the antiderivative (from now on referred to as

shorelines). One is given by the formulae of the last section, namely eqs. (3.41) to (3.44),

and there the result is known for ℓ = n + 1. The other known result applies to the case

ℓ = −1 (cf. Lommel 1). When both orders of Bessel functions are equal (i.e. n = 0), one

can simplify this according to eq. (3.15), which in the case of non-zero integer µ further

simplifies to a finite summation, see the equations above eq. (3.15). Only for µ = 0 and

n = 0 there seems to be no easy expression. This leads to a diagram as in Fig. 3, in which

we have defined two regions, I and II.

We will now show that the existence of a simple form for the antiderivative in question

depends on the parity of ℓ+ n. By simple we mean an expression that is of the same form

as the integrand: a (finite) sum of a monomial multiplied by two modified Bessel functions.

To see this, we develop an algorithmic way to obtain the antiderivative. Pictorially spoken,
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1

1

I

II

*

Figure 3: Representation of the ℓ-n-plane including the two shorelines where the result is

known, see in particular Eq. (3.41) and following, and Lommel 1. For the point (n = 0, ℓ =

−1), indicated by the star, consider Eqs. (3.12) and following. Two regions are defined, I

above the ℓ = n+1-magic-line, and II below this line. Applying the recursion relation Eq.

(3.39) corresponds to taking a two-unit vertical step. The triangles signal that the ℓ = −1

lines cannot be reached by taking a downward vertical step, and the ℓ = n+ 1 line cannot

be reached by taking an upward vertical step.

we will show how to reach only the shorelines from any point in the grid of the ℓ-n-plane

if ℓ+ n is odd for any non-zero real µ. In the case that µ is a non-zero integer or we start

from region I, only finite summations are involved.

To develop our algorithm, let us investigate the allowed ways to move in the grid in

the ℓ-n-plane. Firstly, there is the recursion relation of Schafheitlin developed in the last

section. Here, the power of the monomial is shifted by two while the orders of Bessel

functions remain unchanged. There are two important caveats with this relation: First, it

is not valid to go from power +1 to −1, hence one cannot reach the ℓ = −1-magic-line using

this relation. Secondly, the relation collapses when approaching the ℓ = n + 1-magic-line

from below, hence, such a step is also forbidden.

Secondly, there is the usual recursion relation for the Bessel functions. This can be

used to create a sum of two terms, one with the same power but the n changed by two, and

the other with both the power and the n changed by one unit. Thus, this almost always

creates two distinct strands that have to be followed. The exception is the case n = 1,

where one can derive a recursion with only one strand,∫
zsIδ(z)Iδ+1(z) dz = −

(
δ +

s

2

)∫
zs−1I2δ (z) dz +

zs

2
I2δ (z), (3.46)

valid for real s and δ.

We start the proof by writing∫
zsIδ(z)Iδ+1(z) dz =

∫
zs−1Iδ(z)

(
zIδ+1(z)

)
dz. (3.47)
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1
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1
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Figure 4: Allowed operations to be taken in the ℓ-n-plane represented by arrows. As

before, the shorelines are drawn in red. Starting from the top right and going clockwise:

our extended integral recursion relation originally due to Schafheitlin, see Eq. (3.39) (see

the main text for caveats), the usual recursion relation for the modified Bessel function,

which always creates two strands which either both move to the left or both to the right,

and finally the special recursion relation only valid when n = 1; see Eq. (3.46).

Then, we can use the well-known identity zI ′δ(z) = zIδ+1(z) + δIδ(z) to obtain∫
zsIδ(z)Iδ+1(z) dz =

∫
zsIδ(z)I

′
δ(z) dz − δ

∫
zs−1I2δ (z) dz. (3.48)

For the first integral, use integration by parts, which yields∫
zsIδ(z)I

′
δ(z) dz = zsI2δ (z)−

∫ (
szs−1I2δ (z) + zsI ′δ(z)Iδ(z)

)
dz, (3.49)

or on rearrangement∫
zsIδ(z)I

′
δ(z) dz =

zs

2
I2δ (z)−

s

2

∫
zs−1I2δ (z) dz. (3.50)

Hence the final result is obtained on insertion.

There are similar formulae which can be derived in the same way for two modified

Bessel functions of the second kind and for mixed products, in particular∫
zsKδ(z)Kδ+1(z) dz =

(
δ +

s

2

)∫
zs−1K2

δ (z) dz −
zs

2
K2

δ (z), (3.51)
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and when using the fact that the Wronskian of Kδ(z) and Iδ(z) is given by 1/z, one obtains

also ∫
zsKδ(z)Iδ+1(z) dz = −

(
δ +

s

2

)∫
zs−1Kδ(z)Iδ(z) dz +

zs

2
Kδ(z)Iδ(z)

+
1

2

{
log |z|, s = 0,

zs/s, s ̸= 0,
(3.52)

and ∫
zsIδ(z)Kδ+1(z) dz =

(
δ +

s

2

)∫
zs−1Iδ(z)Kδ(z) dz −

zs

2
Iδ(z)Kδ(z)

+
1

2

{
log |z|, s = 0,

zs/s, s ̸= 0.
(3.53)

The three possible steps, described in the last paragraphs, to move in the grid in the

ℓ-n-plane are graphically summarized in fig. 4.

As a preliminary step to establishing our result, let us first look at two examples with

ℓ+ n odd, picking one example for each region.

Example 1 In region I, we take the example ℓ = 4, n = 1, so we look e.g. at the indefinite

integral ∫
z4Dµ(z)D̄µ+1(z) dz

for any real µ. The necessary steps to reach the shorelines are depicted in Fig. 5.

1

1*

Figure 5: Investigation of our algorithm for the indefinite integral
∫
z4Dµ(z)D̄µ+1(z) dz.

The starting point is marked as a black dot and lies in region I. One application of the

recursion relation (creating two strands represented by the green arrows) is necessary so

that all paths reach a shoreline.
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The explicit calculation follows by using the concrete form of the recursion relation,

e.g. for D = D̄ = K we get∫
z4Kµ(z)Kµ+1(z) dz =∫

z4Kµ(z)Kµ+3(z) dz − 2(µ+ 2)

∫
z3Kµ(z)Kµ+2(z) dz. (3.54)

Now we have reached the shoreline with both strands and can apply eq. (3.42) to get∫
z4Kµ(z)Kµ+1(z) dz =

z5

8

(
Kµ(z)Kµ+3(z)−Kµ−1(z)Kµ+4(z)

)
− µ+ 2

3
z4
(
Kµ(z)Kµ+2(z)−Kµ−1(z)Kµ+3(z)

)
, (3.55)

which is valid for all real µ.

Example 2 As an example for region II consider the integral∫
z2Dµ(z)D̄µ+5(z) dz.

One possible set of steps for the algorithm is depicted in fig. 6. Here, all strands end

on a shoreline, but is has to be noted that the integral
∫
z−1Dµ(z)D̄µ(z) dz is involved.

Thus, it depends on the value of µ whether we get a simple result: for non-zero integer µ

we get a finite amount of terms like the integrand, for non-integer µ and functions of the

first kind we get infinitely many, as by eq. (3.15), and for all other cases, no easy form

can be given. In that case, one needs other special functions to express the antiderivative,

including Hypergeometric and Meijer-Functions.

1

1*

Figure 6: Investigation of our algorithm for the indefinite integral
∫
z2Dµ(z)D̄µ+5(z) dz.

The starting point is marked as a black dot and lies in region II. Application of the re-

cursion relation creates various strands (represented by green arrows) that all terminate

on a shoreline. Notice that the integral
∫
z−1Dµ(z)D̄µ(z) dz, indicated by the red star, is

reached, too.
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We now come to the generalization of these examples. We say an antiderivative is like

the integrand, if it is a finite sum of terms of the same form as the integrand, that is a

product of a monomial and two modified Bessel functions. If the exponent in the monomial

of the integrand is non-negative, so is the exponent in all summands. If the antiderivative

is an infinite summation of such terms, we say that it possesses the property of being like

the integrand weakly.

Claim 1 Let us now formulate our first claim: the antiderivative has the property of being

like the integrand, in the case that the combination (n, ℓ) belongs to the odd sub-lattice,

i.e. n + ℓ is odd, and is part of region I, i.e. ℓ ≥ n + 1, or belongs to the odd sub-lattice,

is part of region II (i.e. ℓ < n + 1) and µ is a non-zero integer. If in the latter case only

functions of the first kind are involved and µ is non-integer, then the antiderivative has the

property of being like the integrand weakly.

For the proof, we will use the well-established concept of the Manhattan metric on the

grid of integer (n, ℓ)-values. We note that each component of all steps has a Manhattan

norm of two and thus the parity of the sub-lattice is preserved under all these operations.

The shoreline ℓ = n + 1 belongs to the odd sub-lattice. Therefore, it can be reached by

any point of the odd sub-lattice in region I where there are no restrictions to the allowed

operations. For region II one has to be a bit more careful since one may not move along the

grid as freely due to the restrictions of Schafheitlin. As these include that it is not possible

to reach the ℓ = n + 1-shoreline from below, one has to use also the regular recursion

relation of the Bessel functions. Now again the same argument as before applies, but in

addition to reaching the shoreline of ℓ = n+ 1 there are strands that move parallel to this

shoreline in region II. These strands obey ℓ = n − (2k + 1), k = 0, . . . , where there will

always be the k = 0-strand when starting from region II. This strand includes the point

(n, ℓ) = (1, 0), which by eq. (3.46) can be recursed down to the point (n, ℓ) = (0,−1). The

corresponding antiderivative is like the integrand in the case of non-zero µ and has this

property weakly in the case of non-integer µ and functions of the first kind according to

eqs. 3.12 and following. All other parallel strands terminate at the ℓ = −1-shoreline and

give antiderivatives like the integrand.

Consider now points of the even sub-lattice. First, it is obvious that one can reach

region II from any point of the even sub-lattice in region I, simply by making repeated

use of the regular recursion relation for the modified Bessel functions. This will create

numerous strands, which either terminate on a point of the even sub-lattice in region II or

end on the ℓ = n + 1-shoreline. Hence, let us assume without loss of generality that we

start from a point (n, ℓ) of the even sub-lattice in region II.

Example 3 We again start with a concrete example, illustrated in Fig. 7. One first uses

Schafheitlin to get to indefinite integrals with ℓ = 1. Then, one uses the recursion relation

several times, where all strands terminate either on the ℓ = −1-shoreline or in the origin.

This procedure leads us to the claim that for points of the even sub-lattice, i.e. ℓ + n

even, one can always reduce the antiderivative to terms like the integrand plus the integral

represented by the origin in the ℓ-n-plane, namely
∫
Dµ(z)D̄µ(z) dz. In formulae, we first
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Figure 7: Investigation of our algorithm for the indefinite integral
∫
z3Dµ(z)D̄µ+3(z) dz.

The starting point is marked as a black dot and lies in region II. Application of Schafheitlin

(represented by blue arrow) first and then the recursion relation creates various strands

(represented by green arrows) that all terminate either on a shoreline or in the origin.

have used our extended version of Schafheitlin’s reduction formula, eq. (3.39), which for

the case of µ = 7/4 and two modified Bessel functions of the second kind reads∫
z3K7/4(z)K19/4(z) dz =

1

12

{
807

8

∫
zK7/4(z)K19/4(z) dz + 2z3

d

dz
K7/4(z)K19/4(z)

+
173

8
z2K7/4(z)K19/4(z)

− 2z4
(
K ′

7/4(z)K
′
19/4(z)−K7/4(z)K19/4(z)

)
+

3

4
z3
(
K7/4(z)K

′
19/4(z)−K ′

7/4(z)K19/4(z)
)}

. (3.56)

One may now iterate the recursion relations to get for the remaining integral∫
zK7/4(z)K19/4(z) dz =

9

4

∫
K2

7/4(z) dz −
z

2
K2

7/4(z)

+
15

2

{∫
K2

7/4(z) dz +
11

2

∫
z−1K7/4(z)K11/4(z) dz

}
. (3.57)

With an application of Lommel 1 we reach∫
zK7/4(z)K19/4(z) dz =

39

4

∫
K2

7/4(z) dz −
z

2
K2

7/4(z)

− 55

6
z
(
K ′

7/4(z)K11/4(z)−K7/4(z)K
′
11/4(z)

)
, (3.58)

so that the only remaining antiderivative is represented by the origin. One may finally use

the recursion relation of Lommel 2 to transfer this into an integral of the form
∫
Dλ(z)D̄λ(z) dz
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with 0 ≤ λ < 1. In our example,∫
zK7/4(z)K19/4(z) dz = −39

4

∫
K2

3/4(z) dz −
22

5
zK2

7/4(z) +
39

10
zK2

3/4(z)

− 55

6
z
(
K ′

7/4(z)K11/4(z)−K7/4(z)K
′
11/4(z)

)
, (3.59)

This last integral
∫
Dλ(z)D̄λ(z) dz with 0 ≤ λ < 1 can be given by special functions. In

the case λ = 0 it generally includes a Meijer-function, which, in the case that only Bessel

functions of the first kind are involved, may be simplified to a Hypergeometric function.

In the special case λ = 1/2 it involves the exponential integral. In the other cases, it can

be given as a sum where each term involves one Hypergeometric function.

Claim 2 The example above motivates our second important claim, that for points of

the even sub-lattice, i.e. ℓ + n is even, one can always reduce the antiderivative to terms

like the integrand plus the integral represented by the origin in the ℓ-n-plane, namely∫
Dµ(z)D̄µ(z) dz.

To prove this claim, we start from a point of the even sub-lattice in region II. By

repeated application of Schafheitlin, one can always reach either the horizontal line at

ℓ = 1 or at ℓ = 0. In the case of ℓ = 0, n has to be even, and thus repeated use of the

regular recursion relation for the modified Bessel functions creates a strand that we can

terminate in the origin. All other strands created terminate on the ℓ = −1-shoreline, and

since n is always even, the point indicated by the star is never reached. Hence, all these

integrals are known by Lommel 1, and the only remaining antiderivative is that represented

by the origin.

The case ℓ = 1 implies that n is odd. Applying the regular recursion relation for the

modified Bessel function once obtains two strands. One goes to n − 2 at ℓ = 1, the other

goes to ℓ = 0 with even n, and thus for the latter strand the argument from above can

be reused. For the former strand, we can again use the regular recursion relation, and get

again two strands, one that lands on the ℓ = 0 horizontal line and can be treated as above.

Iterating this procedure, one gets several strands on the ℓ = 0 horizontal line (which we

know from above can lead to the origin), and we terminate one strand at (n, ℓ) = (1, 1).

From there, we can use the special form of the recursion to go to the origin with only one

strand. Therefore, also here, all integrals are known but for the antiderivative represented

by the origin. This concludes the proof.

3.4 A closer look at the generalized Schafheitlin recursion relation

Before we continue with an algorithm for negative powers, let us examine our extension of

Schafheitlin’s recursion Eq. (3.39) more closely. At the end of section 3.2 we found that the

recursion relation collapses in a specific case and this gave us one of the shorelines of the last

section. Now, we want to look at this behaviour more systematically. The recursion relation

collapses when one of the prefactors of the integrals vanishes for a specific combination of

ρ, µ and ν.
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The prefactor of the first integral obviously vanishes for ρ = −2. The other prefactor

then factorizes,[
(µ2 − ν2)2

ρ+ 1
+ (ρ+ 1)

(
(ρ+ 1)2 − 2(µ2 + ν2)

)]
ρ=−2

=

−
(
µ+ ν + 1

)(
µ+ ν − 1

)(
µ− ν + 1

)(
µ− ν − 1

)
. (3.60)

One hence gets a formula for integrals of the kind
∫
z−2Dµ(z)D̄ν(z) dz, which however

becomes trivial (0 = 0) when one of the brackets above vanishes, i.e. when |µ− ν| = 1 or

when |µ+ ν| = 1. Then, no antiderivative can be deduced. In all other cases, the formula

is given by(
µ+ ν + 1

)(
µ+ ν − 1

)(
µ− ν + 1

)(
µ− ν − 1

)∫ Dµ(z)D̄ν(z)

z2
dz =

− d

dz

(
D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

)
−
(
1− µ2 − ν2

)
z−1D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

− 2z
(
D̄′

µ(z)D′
ν(z)− D̄µ(z)Dν(z)

)
− (µ2 − ν2)

(
D̄µ(z)D′

ν(z)− D̄′
µ(z)Dν(z)

)
. (3.61)

To assess when the prefactor of the second integral, namely[
(µ2 − ν2)2

ρ+ 1
+ (ρ+ 1)

(
(ρ+ 1)2 − 2(µ2 + ν2)

)]
, (3.62)

vanishes, let us solve the equation [. . . ] = 0. Rewriting this yields

(µ2 − ν2)2 = −(ρ+ 1)4 + 2(ρ+ 1)2(µ2 + ν2). (3.63)

On setting r = (ρ+ 1)2 this becomes the quadratic equation

0 = r2 − 2(µ2 + ν2)r + (µ2 − ν2)2 (3.64)

with the solutions r = (µ ± ν)2. Hence, ρ = ±(µ ± ν) − 1. When putting ν = µ + n,

since ℓ = ρ + 2, we get the case of the shoreline for both negative signs. But we also get

three other shorelines, two of which directly resemble the special cases where the recursion

relation of Lommel 2 collapsed. However, this also leads to further caveats when applying

Schafheitlin: one may not reach any of these shorelines from below. This gives rise to an

additional µ- and ν-dependence in the following second algorithm.

Before that, let us however point out that using these results, one can obtain many

antiderivatives with negative powers by using Schafheitlin to recurse up to either the z−1-

or the z−2-case. In all cases other than the caveats discussed before, one can then find an

antiderivative.
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Example 4 For instance one may look at the following indefinite integral and apply our

extended version of Schafheitlin’s integral recursion once to obtain∫
K2/3(z)K1(z)

z3
dz =

162

385

{
4

∫
K2/3(z)K1(z)

z
dz − 2

z

d

dz

(
K2/3(z)K1(z)

)
− 23

9z2
K2/3(z)K1(z)− 2

(
K ′

2/3(z)K
′
1(z)−K2/3(z)K1(z)

)
+

5

18z

(
K2/3(z)K

′
1(z)−K ′

2/3(z)K1(z)
)}

. (3.65)

On using the result of Lommel 1 for the remaining antiderivative we obtain finally∫
K2/3(z)K1(z)

z3
dz =

162

385

{
−2

z

d

dz

(
K2/3(z)K1(z)

)
− 23

9z2
K2/3(z)K1(z)

− 2
(
K ′

2/3(z)K
′
1(z)−K2/3(z)K1(z)

)
+
(36z

5
+

5

18z

)(
K2/3(z)K

′
1(z)−K ′

2/3(z)K1(z)
)}

. (3.66)

3.5 An algorithm to find antiderivatives for a class of non-integer powers

Next, we investigate the indefinite integrals∫
1

zσ+τ−1−ℓ
Dσ(z)D̄τ (z) dz (3.67)

for non-negative integer ℓ and real σ and τ .

We will use the Lommel 2 recursion relations (3.7–3.9) here, which can be brought to

the following form by defining σ = µ+ 1 and τ = ν + 1 (for concreteness, we give here the

case of the mixed product of modified Bessel functions),

ℓ

∫
1

zµ+ν−1−(ℓ−2)
Kµ(z)Iν(z) dz − (2σ + 2τ − ℓ− 2)

∫
1

zσ+τ−1−ℓ
Kσ(z)Iτ (z) dz

=
1

zσ+τ−2−ℓ

(
Kσ−1(z)Iτ−1(z) +Kσ(z)Iτ (z)

)
. (3.68)

In this way, the added term to the exponent changes by two from ℓ to ℓ − 2. This is

illustrated in fig. 8 and shows the only necessary step.

0 1

Figure 8: Illustration of the Lommel 2 recursion relation on the ℓ-ray for our indefinite

integrals as defined in eq. (3.67).
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Example 5 Let us again start by looking at an example,∫
1

zσ+τ−5
Kσ(z)Iτ (z) dz. (3.69)

Here, ℓ = 4 and we can thus apply the recursion in eq. (3.68) twice. This is illustrated in

fig. 9. The first application yields∫
1

zσ+τ−5
Kσ(z)Iτ (z) dz =

1

2(σ + τ − 3)

{
4

∫
1

zµ+ν−3
Kµ(z)Iν(z) dz

− 1

zσ+τ−6

(
Kσ−1(z)Iτ−1(z) +Kσ(z)Iτ (z)

)}
(3.70)

and the second one gives, where α := σ − 2 and β := τ − 2,∫
1

zµ+ν−3
Kµ(z)Iν(z) dz =

1

2(σ + τ − 4)

{
2

∫
1

zα+β−1
Kα(z)Iβ(z) dz

− 1

zσ+τ−6

(
Kσ−2(z)Iτ−2(z) +Kσ−1(z)Iτ−1(z)

)}
. (3.71)

The remaining integral is now calculable by one of our special cases of the last section. It

is given by∫
1

zα+β−1
Kα(z)Iβ(z) dz =

−1

2(σ + τ − 5)zσ+τ−6

(
Kσ−3(z)Iτ−3(z) +Kσ−2(z)Iτ−2(z)

)
.

(3.72)

Hence, on insertion and simplification we finally find∫
1

zσ+τ−5
Kσ(z)Iτ (z) dz =

− 1

(σ + τ − 3)zσ+τ−6

{
1

σ + τ − 4

[
1

σ + τ − 5
Kσ−3(z)Iτ−3(z)

+
σ + τ − 2

2
Kσ−1(z)Iτ−1(z)

]
+

1

σ + τ − 5
Kσ−2(z)Iτ−2(z) +

1

2
Kσ(z)Kτ (z)

}
. (3.73)

One can see that this formula is no longer valid when (σ + τ) ∈ {3, 4, 5}. We will address

this issue more generally below.
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0 1

Figure 9: Illustration of the example we calculate in eq. (3.69). Two applications of the

recursion relation in eq. (3.68) are shown as red arrows and bring the integral into a form

known.

Claim 3 Now let us establish our main result of this section, namely that the antideriva-

tive in eq. (3.67) is like the integrand if ℓ is even, and σ+τ /∈ { ℓ
2+k | k = 1, . . . , ℓ2+1}. The

reason is simple: the recursion relation in Eq. (3.68) (valid under the given prerequisites)

always reduces ℓ by two units, and the case ℓ = 0 is known by the special case of Lommel

2 (see Eq. (3.11)) and the antiderivative is like the integrand. Thus, if ℓ is divisible by two

or in other words an even number, then the indefinite integral is explicitly expressible and

all terms of the antiderivative are like the integrand.

It shall be noted that there are some cases where σ + τ ∈ { ℓ
2 + k | k = 1, . . . , ℓ2 + 1}

and the antiderivative is still like the integrand. This is especially the case for integer or

half-integer values of both σ and τ . Notice that the resulting exponent in the integrands in

the denominator, σ+ τ − 1+ ℓ is always a non-positive integer in these cases, and σ− τ is

also an integer. Thus, we are in the case of section 3.3 and, on top of that, since ℓ is even,

the sum of the exponent and orders of Bessel functions is always odd. From the result of

the quoted section, the antiderivative in these cases is like the integrand under the given

additional constraints of the quoted section.

3.6 Summary of our findings on antiderivatives

In this section we were able to use the method of recursion relations to compute several

general types of antiderivatives involving products of two modified Bessel functions. Apart

from the well-known recursion relations of the Bessel functions themselves, we could extend

a recursion relation originally due to Schafheitlin and thus state a new and far more general

integral recursion relation; see Eqs. (3.39–3.40). As an additional tool, we proved the set

of recursion relations Eqs.(3.46, 3.51–3.53).

Starting from results that were derived by Lommel more than a hundred years ago, we

investigated several classes of indefinite integrals using our recursive method. This led us to

discover the closure property that, under a condition derived here on the parity of the sum

of the degree of a monomial and the orders of the two Bessel functions, the antiderivative

can be written as a finite sum of terms of the same form as the integrand. For example,

for a monomial with non-negative integral exponent and two modified Bessel functions of

the first kind and integer order, this is possible if the parity of the sum of the degree of the

monomial and the two orders of Bessel functions is odd. Moreover, in the other cases our

approach still allows for a systematic way to simplify other antiderivatives to a common

master integral, such as
∫
I20 (z) dz, that is to our understanding only expressible in terms

of more general special functions. On the way, we have given many practical examples

of finding antiderivatives, including cases which are not readily found in tables or using a
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computer algebra system. In particular, Eq. (3.61) is, to our knowledge, a new result.

After this in-depth inspection of a class of indefinite integrals, we can now apply the

obtained results to those cases that arise in coordinate-space perturbation theory.

4 The three-point function in coordinate space

As a first illustration, our main aim in this section is to calculate, to leading order in

the coupling g, the coefficients in the Gegenbauer polynomial expansion of the three-point

function introduced in Eq. (1.2) and illustrated in Fig. 1,

W (x, y) ≡
∫
z
G(λ)

m (z)G
(λ)
0 (y − z)G(λ)

m (x− z) =
∞∑
n=0

C(λ)
n (x̂ · ŷ)wn(|x|, |y|). (4.1)

Employing the Gegenbauer expansion (2.19) of two propagators and the orthogonality

property (2.17) of the polynomials, one arrives at

wn(|x|, |y|) =
mλ

2λΓ(λ)

1

λ+ n

∫ ∞

0
d|z| |z|λ+1Kλ(m|z|)γ(m,λ)

n (|x|, |z|)γ(0,λ)n (|y|, |z|). (4.2)

It is convenient at this point to define

I1(λ, n, z0) =

∫ z0

0
dz zn+1Kλ(z) Iλ+n(z), (4.3)

I2(λ, n, z0, z1) =

∫ z1

z0

dz
1

z2λ+n−1
Kλ(z) Iλ+n(z), (4.4)

K1(λ, n, z0, z1) =

∫ z1

z0

dz zn+1Kλ(z)Kλ+n(z), (4.5)

K2(λ, n, z1) =

∫ ∞

z1

dz
1

z2λ+n−1
Kλ(z)Kλ+n(z). (4.6)

and calculate the corresponding indefinite integrals in the following. The standard substi-

tution u = m|z| gives, in the case |x| ≥ |y|,

wn(|x|, |y|) =
mλΓ(λ)

4(2π2)λ+1|x|λ

{
Kλ+n(m|x|)
|y|n+2λmn+2

I1(λ, n,m|y|)+

Kλ+n(m|x|)
|y|−nm2−2λ−n

I2(λ, n,m|y|,m|x|)+

Iλ+n(m|x|)
|y|−nm2−2λ−n

K2(λ, n,m|x|)

}
. (4.7)

The indefinite integrals are now computed using the special cases of Lommel 2, possibly

identifying Kλ(z) with K−λ(z) first. We find

I1(λ, n,m|y|)
(3.43)
==

un+2

2(n+ 1)

(
Kλ(u)Iλ+n(u) +Kλ−1(u)Iλ+n+1(u)

)m|y|

u=0

=
(m|y|)n+2

2(n+ 1)

(
Kλ(m|y|)Iλ+n(m|y|) +Kλ−1(m|y|)Iλ+n+1(m|y|)

)
, (4.8)
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I2(λ, n,m|y|,m|x|)
(3.11)
== − u2−2λ−n

2(2λ+ n− 1)

(
Kλ−1(u)Iλ+n−1(u) +Kλ(u)Iλ+n(u)

)m|x|

u=m|y|

= − m2−2λ−n

2(2λ+ n− 1)

·

{
|x|2−2λ−n

(
Kλ−1(m|x|)Iλ+n−1(m|x|) +Kλ(m|x|)Iλ+n(m|x|)

)
− |y|2−2λ−n

(
Kλ−1(m|y|)Iλ+n−1(m|y|) +Kλ(m|y|)Iλ+n(m|y|)

)}
, (4.9)

and finally (setting ρ = −(µ+ ν), and then µ = λ− 1 and ν = λ+ n− 1 in Eq. (3.8))

K2(λ, n,m|x|)

=
u2−2λ−n

2(2λ+ n− 1)

(
Kλ−1(u)Kλ+n−1(u)−Kλ(u)Kλ+n(u)

)∞
u=m|x|

= − (m|x|)2−2λ−n

2(2λ+ n− 1)

(
Kλ−1(m|x|)Kλ+n−1(m|x|)−Kλ(m|x|)Kλ+n(m|x|)

)
. (4.10)

The integration bounds 0 and ∞ do not contribute due to the limiting forms of the Bessel

functions for small, respectively large argument (see [16]).

For the case |x| < |y|, we obtain, after making the standard substitution,

wn(|x|, |y|) =
mλΓ(λ)

4(2π2)λ+1|x|λ

{
Kλ+n(m|x|)
|y|n+2λmn+2

I1(λ, n,m|x|)+

Iλ+n(m|x|)
|y|n+2λmn+2

K1(λ, n,m|x|,m|y|)+

Iλ+n(m|x|)
|y|−nm2−2λ−n

K2(λ, n,m|y|)

}
. (4.11)

The remaining indefinite integral can be calculated similarly to the others,

K1(λ, n,m|x|,m|y|) (3.42)
==

1

2(n+ 1)
(4.12)

×
{
(m|y|)n+2

(
Kλ(m|y|)Kλ+n(m|y|)−Kλ−1(m|y|)Kλ+n+1(m|y|)

)
− (m|x|)n+2

(
Kλ(m|x|)Kλ+n(m|x|)−Kλ−1(m|x|)Kλ+n+1(m|x|)

)}
.
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After simplifications, we arrive at our final expression,

wn(|x|, |y|) =
mλ−1Γ(λ)

8(2π2)λ+1|x|λ
{
θ(|x| − |y|) 1

(2λ+ n− 1)|x|2λ+n[2(λ+ n)|x|2λ+n

(n+ 1)|y|2λ−1
Kλ+n(m|x|)

(
m|y|Kλ−1(m|y|)Iλ+n−1(m|y|)

+Iλ+n(m|y|)[(−2λ− n+ 1)Kλ−1(m|y|) +m|y|Kλ(m|y|)]
)

−|x|Kλ−1(m|x|)|y|n
]

(4.13)

+θ(|y| − |x|) 1

(n+ 1)|y|2λ
[ |x|n+1

|y|n
Kλ−1(m|x|)

+
2|y|(λ+ n)

2λ+ n− 1
Iλ+n(m|x|)

(
m|y|Kλ(m|y|)Kλ+n(m|y|)

−Kλ−1(m|y|)[m|y|Kλ+n−1(m|y|) + (2λ+ n− 1)Kλ+n(my)]
)]}

.

It is expressed in terms of products of two modified Bessel functions, which stems from

the diagram involving two massive propagators. In the next two subsections, we show that

this result can be reused straightforwardly in physically relevant theories.

It is also worth noting that the three-point function obeys the discrete symmetry

relation

W (x, y) =W (x, x− y). (4.14)

The convergence rate of the series in Gegenbauer polynomials depends on the geometry of

the triangle formed by the origin and the two points x and y. For an efficient numerical

evaluation, it is thus preferable to expand in C
(λ)
n (x̂ · ŷ) or in C(λ)

n (x̂ · x̂− y) depending on

which of | log(|x|/|y|)| and | log(|x|/|x− y|)| is larger [3].

4.1 Three-point function for scalar QED

Following our study of the three-point function in a scalar field theory, let

⟨ϕ(x)Aν(y)ϕ
∗(w)⟩ = ie

(
∂(x)ν Wext(x, y, w)− ∂(w)

ν Wext(x, y, w)
)

(4.15)

be the corresponding three-point function in scalar QED in Feynman gauge. The relevant

part of the interaction Lagrangian reads ejµAµ, where jµ = i
((
∂µϕ

∗)ϕ − ϕ∗
(
∂µϕ

))
is the

particle current. Here,

Wext(x, y, w) =

∫
z
G

(λ)
0 (y − z)G(λ)

m (x− z)G(λ)
m (z − w), (4.16)

and we first consider an arbitrary point w: this allows us to use the chain rule to change

the w-derivative into an x- and y-derivative, and then set w = 0. The procedure finally

yields

⟨ϕ(x)Aν(y)ϕ
∗(0)⟩ = ie

(
2∂(x)ν + ∂(y)ν

)
W (x, y). (4.17)
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4.2 Three-point function for spinor QED

Now let

⟨ψ(x)Aν(y)ψ̄(0)⟩ = −ie
∫
z
G

(λ)
0 (y − z)S(x− z)γνS(z) (4.18)

be the analogous three-point function in spinor QED, which has the interaction term Lint =

ieAµψ̄γµψ. Again, we have restricted ourselves to Feynman gauge.

Exploiting Eq. (2.9), as well as translation invariance similarly to the scalar-QED case,

we can express the three-point function in terms of W ,

⟨ψ(x)Aν(y)ψ̄(0)⟩ = (−ie)(−∂/(x) +m) γν (−∂/(x) − ∂/(y) +m)W (x, y). (4.19)

4.3 A variant of the three-point function

As a three-point function closely related to W (x, y), we define the function

W̃ (x, y) =

∫
ddz G(λ−1)

m (z)G
(λ)
0 (y − z)G(λ)

m (x− z) =
∞∑
n=0

C(λ)
n (x̂ · ŷ)w̃n(|x|, |y|). (4.20)

It will be useful in section (7) to compute the one-loop correction to a scalar propagator at

finite temperature. Following the same procedure as for W (x, y) we obtain, for |x| > |y|,

w̃n(|x|, |y|) =
mλ−2Γ(λ)

2λ+2π2λ+1|x|λ

{
Kλ+n(m|x|)
|y|n+2λmn+2

Ĩ1(λ, n,m|y|) (4.21)

+
Kλ+n(m|x|)
|y|−nm2−2λ−n

Ĩ2(λ, n,m|y|,m|x|) + Iλ+n(m|x|)
|y|−nm2−2λ−n

K̃2(λ, n,m|x|)

}
,
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where the relevant integrals are given by

Ĩ1(λ, n, x)≡
∫ x

0
dz zn+2Kλ−1(z)Iλ+n(z) (4.22)

= I1(λ− 1, n+ 1, x)

(4.8)
==

xn+3

2(n+ 2)
(Kλ−2(x)In+λ+1(x) +Kλ−1(x)In+λ(x)),

Ĩ2(λ, n, x, y) ≡
∫ y

x
dz

1

z2λ+n−2
Kλ−1(z)Iλ+n(z) (4.23)

= I2(λ− 1, n+ 1, x, y)

(4.9)
==

1

2(2λ+ n− 2)

×
{
x−2λ−n+3(Kλ−2(x)In+λ−1(x) +Kλ−1(x)In+λ(x))

− y−2λ−n+3(Kλ−2(y)In+λ−1(y) +Kλ−1(y)In+λ(y))

}
,

K̃1(λ, n, x, y) ≡
∫ y

x
dzzn+2Kλ−1(z)Kλ+n(z) (4.24)

= K1(λ− 1, n+ 1, x, y)

(4.12)
==

1

2(n+ 2)

×
{
xn+3(Kλ−2(x)Kn+λ+1(x)−Kλ−1(x)Kn+λ(x))

+ yn+3(Kλ−1(y)Kn+λ(y)−Kλ−2(y)Kn+λ+1(y))

}
,

K̃2(λ, n, x) ≡
∫ ∞

x
dz

1

z2λ+n−2
Kλ−1(z)Kλ+n(z) (4.25)

= K2(λ− 1, n+ 1, x)

(4.10)
=

x−2λ−n+3

2(2λ+ n− 2)
(Kλ−1(x)Kn+λ(x)−Kλ−2(x)Kn+λ−1(x)).

In the other case, |x| < |y|, we arrive at

w̃n(|x|, |y|) =
mλ−2Γ(λ)

2λ+2π2λ+1|x|λ

{
Kλ+n(m|x|)
|y|n+2λmn+2

Ĩ1(λ, n,m|x|)+

Iλ+n(m|x|)
|y|n+2λmn+2

K̃1(λ, n,m|x|,m|y|)+

Iλ+n(m|x|)
|y|−nm2−2λ−n

K̃2(λ, n,m|y|)

}
. (4.26)
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Figure 10: Left: Feynman diagram representing the one-loop contribution to the two-

point function in coordinate space and corresponding to expression (5.3). Right: an equiv-

alent diagram that is simpler to evaluate and corresponds to expression (5.4).

After simplifications, our final result reads

w̃n(|x|, |y|) =
mλ−1Γ(λ)

2λ+2π2λ+1|x|λ
(4.27){

θ(|x| − |y|)
[
|y|−2λ+3

2(n+ 2)
Kn+λ(m|x|)(Kλ−2(m|y|)In+λ+1(m|y|) +Kλ−1(m|y|)In+λ(m|y|))

+
|y|nKn+λ(m|x|)
2(2λ+ n− 2)

(
|x|−2λ−n+3(Kλ−2(m|x|)In+λ−1(m|x|) +Kλ−1(m|x|)In+λ(m|x|))

− |y|−2λ−n+3(Kλ−2(m|y|)In+λ−1(m|y|) +Kλ−1(m|y|)In+λ(m|y|))
)

+
|y|n |x|−2λ−n+3

2(2λ+ n− 2)
In+λ(m|x|)(Kλ−1(m|x|)Kn+λ(m|x|)−Kλ−2(m|x|)Kn+λ−1(m|x|))

]
+ θ(|y| − |x|)1

2
|y|−2λ−n

[
1

n+ 2

(
m−1|x|n+2Kλ−2(m|x|)

+ |y|n+3In+λ(m|x|)(Kλ−1(m|y|)Kn+λ(m|y|)−Kλ−2(m|y|)Kn+λ+1(m|y|))
)

− |y|n+3

2λ+ n− 2
In+λ(m|x|)(Kλ−2(m|y|)Kn+λ−1(m|y|)−Kλ−1(m|y|)Kn+λ(m|y|))

]}
.

5 The two-point function at one loop order

As a second illustration of the methodology presented in sections 2 and 3, we present a

calculation of a two-point position-space function at one-loop order. We note that the

renormalized one-loop position-space electron propagator in QED was obtained in [17] for

λ = 1, while a result for general λ was derived in [18] for a one-loop two-point function in

scalar field theory. In the field theory alluded to in the introduction, consisting of a massive

complex scalar field ϕ and a massless real scalar field χ interacting via Lint = gχϕ∗ϕ, the

two-point function can be computed perturbatively according to

⟨ϕ(x)ϕ∗(0)⟩ = G(λ)
m (x) + g2δ2G

(λ)
m (x) + O(g4). (5.1)
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The leading correction can be evaluated via the following steps, which are illustrated by

Fig. 10,

δ2G
(λ)
m (x) =

1

2

∫
ddy

∫
ddz⟨ϕ(x)χ(y)ϕ∗(y)ϕ(y)χ(z)ϕ∗(z)ϕ(z)ϕ∗(0)⟩0 (5.2)

=

∫
ddy

∫
ddz G(λ)

m (x− y)G
(λ)
0 (y − z)G(λ)

m (y − z)G(λ)
m (z) (5.3)

z=y−w
===

∫
ddw G

(λ)
0 (w)G(λ)

m (w)

∫
ddy G(λ)

m (x− y)G(λ)
m (y − w) (5.4)

Eq. (2.13)
===

∫
ddw G

(λ)
0 (w)G(λ)

m (w)

(
− ∂

∂m2

)
G(λ)

m (x− w) (5.5)

=
1

4π

∫
ddw G

(λ)
0 (w)G(λ)

m (w)G(λ−1)
m (x− w). (5.6)

From the form (5.4), it is easy to see that the function to be computed obeys the inhomo-

geneous fourth-order differential equation

(−△+m2)2 δ2G
(λ)
m (x) = G

(λ)
0 (x)G(λ)

m (x), (5.7)

where the triangle stands for the (d = 2λ+ 2)-dimensional Laplacian.

Proceeding with the calculation from expression (5.6), one may insert the expression

of the first two propagators and use the expansion (2.23) of the last propagator, yielding

δ2G
(λ)
m (x) =

m3λ−3Γ(λ)

16(2π2)λ+1λ

1

|x|λ−1

{
Kλ−1(m|x|)

∫ m|x|

0
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ−1(u)+

Iλ−1(m|x|)
∫ ∞

m|x|
duu2−2λKλ(u)Kλ−1(u)−

Kλ+1(m|x|)
∫ m|x|

0
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ+1(u)−

Iλ+1(m|x|)
∫ ∞

m|x|
duu2−2λKλ(u)Kλ+1(u)

}
. (5.8)

In appendix B, we verify that first setting λ = 1 and carrying out a dedicated calculation

leads to the same result as evaluating Eq. (5.8) for λ = 1.

5.1 Solving the integrals for λ ̸= 1

Let λ ̸= 1. We will now derive the antiderivatives for the four integrals. For the first, we

can immediately apply Lommel 2 (see Eq. (3.11)) to obtain∫
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ−1(u) = − u3−2λ

2(2λ− 2)

(
Kλ−1(u)Iλ−2(u) +Kλ(u)Iλ−1(u)

)
. (5.9)

Making use of the identity Kµ(z)Iµ−1(z)+Kµ−1(z)Iµ(z) = 1/z and applying the recursion

relation for the modified Bessel function of the second kind, it follows that∫
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ−1(u) = −u

2−2λ

2

{
1

2(λ− 1)
+ Iλ−1(u)Kλ−1(u)

}
. (5.10)
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Similarly, for the second integral it follows by Lommel 2 that∫
duu2−2λKλ(u)Kλ−1(u) = −u

2−2λ

2
K2

λ−1(u). (5.11)

For the third integral, one has to first use the recursion relation of Lommel 2 (see Eq.

(3.9)),∫
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ+1(u) =− 2

2(1− 2λ)

∫
duu2−2λKλ−1(u)Iλ(u)

+
u3−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

(
Kλ−1(u)Iλ(u) +Kλ(u)Iλ+1(u)

)
. (5.12)

The remaining integral may be evaluated via the special case of Lommel 2 (Eq. (3.11)),∫
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ+1(u) =

u3−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

{
1

2λ− 2

(
Kλ−2(u)Iλ−1(u) +Kλ−1(u)Iλ(u)

)
+
(
Kλ−1(u)Iλ(u) +Kλ(u)Iλ+1(u)

)}
. (5.13)

By using the identity Kµ(z)Iµ−1(z) + Kµ−1(z)Iµ(z) = 1/z twice and using the recursion

relation of the Bessel functions, one can simplify this,∫
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ+1(u) =

u2−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

{
2λ− 1

2λ− 2
− 2λKλ(u)Iλ(u)−Kλ−1(u)Iλ−1(u)

}
.

(5.14)

Finally, by similar means one can deduce the antiderivative for the fourth integral.

The result is ∫
duu2−2λKλ(u)Kλ+1(u) =

u2−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

{
2λK2

λ(u)−K2
λ−1(u)

}
. (5.15)

It shall be noted that the calculation can also be performed for λ = 1 and yields similar

results, but with the inclusion of a logarithm, see appendix.

5.1.1 Evaluation of the definite integrals

We may now plug in the integral boundaries into the antiderivatives derived above. We

start with the simpler cases, obtaining for the second integral∫ ∞

m|x|
duKλ(u)Kλ−1(u) =

(m|x|)2−2λ

2
K2

λ−1(m|x|), (5.16)

because the upper boundary does not contribute due to the long-distance behaviour of the

modified Bessel function of the second kind, as described in the last section. For the fourth

integral the upper boundary does not contribute, either, and hence we get∫ ∞

m|x|
duu2−2λKλ(u)Kλ+1(u) = −(m|x|)2−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

(
2λK2

λ(m|x|)−K2
λ−1(m|x|)

)
. (5.17)

For the first and third integral, we consider different cases depending on the value of λ.
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Figure 11: Diagrammatic representation of the mixed coordinate/momentum space three-

point function L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) investigated in section 6.

The case λ < 1 For the first integral, one finds∫ m|x|

0
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ−1(u) =

4−λΓ(1− λ)

Γ(λ)
(5.18)

− 1

2
(m|x|)2−2λ

(
1

2(λ− 1)
+ Iλ−1(m|x|)Kλ−1(m|x|)

)
,

while for the third integral, we obtain∫ m|x|

0
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ+1(u) =

4−λΓ(1− λ)

Γ(λ)(1− 2λ)
(5.19)

+
(m|x|)2−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

(
2λ− 1

2λ− 2
− Iλ−1(m|x|)Kλ−1(m|x|)− 2λIλ(m|x|)Kλ(m|x|)

)
.

Initially, we thus obtain a result in the form of a polynomial of degree three in modified

Bessel functions. After simplifications however, the final result reads

δ2G
(λ)
m (x) =

m3λ−4

32(2π2)λ+1(2λ− 1)|x|λ
(5.20)

×
(
(m|x|)2−2λΓ(λ− 1)Kλ−2(m|x|) + 41−λΓ(1− λ)(m|x|Kλ−1(m|x|) +Kλ(m|x|))

)
=

1

4(4π)λ+1(λ− 1
2)(λ− 1)

(5.21)

×
(
(4π)λ−1G

(λ)
0 (x)G(λ−2)

m (x)−m2(λ−2)Γ(2− λ)

(
m2

2π
G(λ−1)

m (x) +G(λ)
m (x)

))
.

As the second expression shows, the x-dependence can entirely be expressed in terms of

propagators. We have verified that it obeys the differential equation (5.7). We suspect the

‘reason’ for the dramatic simplification to be that the two-point function obeys a dispersive

representation involving a one-particle pole and a two-particle continuum.

We have also inspected the case λ > 1 in the appendix B. Infinities arise when evalu-

ating the antiderivatives at the bounds of integration.

6 A mixed momentum/coordinate-space amplitude

In this section, we introduce and compute the function

L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) ≡

∫
ddz G(λ)

m (z)e−ipzG
(λ)
M (x− z). (6.1)
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In terms of its physical interpretation, this function is related to the coordinate-space

three-point function computed in section 4 by a Fourier transform and by ‘amputating’

the amplitude by the propagator of the massless particle outgoing as a plane wave: in the

equal-mass case M = m, we can write

L(λ)
m,m(p, x) = p2

∫
ddy e−ip·yW (x, y). (6.2)

The function L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) is a solution to the inhomogeneous differential equation

(−△x +M2)L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) = G(λ)

m (x) e−ip·x (6.3)

and possesses the discrete symmetry properties

L
(λ)
m,M (−p, x) = L

(λ)
m,M (p,−x), (6.4)

L
(λ)
M,m(p, x) = e−ip·xL

(λ)
m,M (−p, x). (6.5)

Starting from the momentum-space representation

L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) =

∫
ddq

(2π)d
e−iqx

(q2 +M2)[(q − p)2 +m2]
(6.6)

and using the Feynman-parameter representation

1

(q2 +M2)[(q − p)2 +m2]
=

∫ 1

0
dα

1

((1− α)(q2 +M2) + α[(q − p)2 +m2])2

=

∫ 1

0
dα

1

((q − αp)2 + α(1− α)p2 + (1− α)M2 + αm2)2
,

one obtains, after shifting the integration variable q → q + αp,

L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) =

∫ 1

0
dα e−iαx·p

(
− ∂

∂µ2

)
G(λ)

µ (x)
∣∣∣
µ=µ(α)

, (6.7)

µ(α) =
√
α(1− α)p2 + (1− α)M2 + αm2. (6.8)

Applying Eq. (2.7), we arrive at the integral representation

L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) =

1

4π

∫ 1

0
dα e−iαx·p G

(λ−1)
µ(α) (x). (6.9)

A simple but physically interesting case is M = m and p2 = 0, in which case µ(α) = m is

constant and we have the explicit result

L(λ)
m,m(p, x) =

i

4πp · x
(e−ip·x − 1)G(λ−1)

m (x), (p2 = 0). (6.10)

These kinematics correspond to the amplitude for a particle of mass m to propagate from

the origin to point x, emitting an on-shell massless particle on the way. It is proportional

to the self-convolution of the propagator, see Eq. (2.13), the proportionality constant being

the dimensionless factor (e−ip·x − 1)i/(p · x).
Another tractable case, considered below, is M = 0 and p2 = −m2, since µ(α) = αm

then becomes linear in the Feynman parameter.

– 34 –



6.1 Gegenbauer polynomial expansion

From Eq. (6.9), using the expansion of the plane wave Eq. (2.24), the expansion in Gegen-

bauer polynomials yields

L
(λ)
m,M (p, x) =

∑
n≥0

l(λ);m,M
n (p2, x2) C(λ)

n (p̂ · x̂), (6.11)

l(λ);m,M
n (p2, x2) =

2λΓ(λ)(λ+ n)(−i)n

4π |x|λ|p|λ

∫ 1

0

dα

αλ
Jλ+n(α|x||p|)G

(λ−1)
µ(α) (x). (6.12)

The power series of Jλ+n(α|p||x|)/|p|λ consists of |p|n times a series in p2, and it is straight-

forward to analytically continue the function l
(λ);m,M
n (p2, x2) to negative values of p2, down

to the on-shell value p2 = −m2. Indeed a tractable case emerges for2

M = 0, p2 +m2 = 0, λ >
1

2
. (6.13)

The function L
(λ)
m,0(p, x)p2+m2=0 is the amplitude for a massive particle to propagate from

the origin and emerge on-shell, having emitted a massless boson that reaches point x. This

function appears in the coordinate-space approach to computing the hadronic light-by-light

contribution to the muon (g − 2) [3, 19, 20]. It has also been used to rederive Schwinger’s

O(α) result for the (g−2) of a lepton [21]. Starting from Eq. (6.12), we use Lommel 1 (see

Eq. (3.2)) and obtain3

l(λ);m,0
n (−m2, x2) =

Γ(λ)(λ+ n)

4πλ+1m |x|2λ−1

∫ 1

0

dα

α
Iλ+n(αm|x|)Kλ−1(αm|x|) (6.14)

=
Γ(λ)(λ+ n)

4πλ+1 |x|2(λ−1)

Kλ−1(m|x|)I ′λ+n(m|x|)− Iλ+n(m|x|)K ′
λ−1(m|x|)

(n+ 1)(2λ+ n− 1)
.

An alternative expression to Eq. (6.12) for the coefficients l
(λ);m,M
n (p2, x2) can be ob-

tained by starting from the definition Eq. (6.1) of L
(λ)
m,M (p, x), using the multipole expan-

sions of the exponential function and of the propagator GM (x − z), and exploiting the

orthogonality relation (2.17) of the Gegenbauer polynomials. We arrive at

l(λ);m,M
n (p2, x2) =

2λΓ(λ)(λ+ n)(−i)n

|p|λ|x|λ
(6.15)

×
{
Kλ+n(M |x|)

∫ |x|

0
dz z G(λ)

m (z) Iλ+n(Mz) Jλ+n(|p|z)

+Iλ+n(M |x|)
∫ ∞

|x|
dz z G(λ)

m (z)Kλ+n(Mz) Jλ+n(|p|z)
}
.

It is interesting to compare this representation of the coefficients to that in Eq. (6.12), in

which the integrand consists of two Bessel functions. In Eq. (6.15), three Bessel functions

appear under the integral, albeit with an argument linear in the integration variable.

2The restriction on λ is necessary to avoid an infrared divergence.
3A prime on a function denotes the derivative with respect to its argument.
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We now focus on the case M = 0, which we obtain via a limit from Eq. (6.15). We

assume λ > 1/2 throughout this subsection. Using Iλ(az)Kλ(z)−→ aλ/(2λ) in the limit

z → 0, we arrive at

l(λ);m,0
n (p2, x2) =

Γ(λ)

4π

( m

π |p||x|

)λ
(−i)n (6.16)

×
{ 1

|x|λ+n

∫ |x|

0
dz zn+1Kλ(mz) Jλ+n(|p|z)

+|x|λ+n

∫ ∞

|x|
dz

1

z2λ+n−1
Kλ(mz) Jλ+n(|p|z)

}
.

If we take p = imp̂, with p̂ a Euclidean unit vector, and using Jλ(iz) = iλ Iλ(z), one finds

l(λ);m,0
n (−m2, x2) =

Γ(λ)

4πλ+1 |x|λ
{ 1

|x|λ+n
I1(λ, n,m, |x|) + |x|λ+n I2(λ, n,m, |x|,∞)

}
, (6.17)

where the same integrals I1 and I2 appear as in the calculation of the coordinate-space

three-point function W (x, y); see Eqs. (4.3–4.4). Using the explicit expressions for I1 and

I2 given in Eqs. (4.8–4.9), a result is obtained for the l
(λ);m,0
n (−m2, x2) that is equivalent

to that of Eq. (6.14).

7 Extension to finite temperature

The scalar propagator at finite temperature can be written in several useful forms,

G(T,λ)
m (x) ≡ T

∑
p0

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

eip·x

p2 +m2
(7.1)

= T
∑
p0

eip0x0 G
(λ−1/2)√

p20+m2
(x⃗) (7.2)

=
∑
n0∈Z

G(λ)
m (x+ βn0ê0), (7.3)

where the sum over p0 extends over the Matsubara modes, p0 = 2πTn, n ∈ Z; β = 1/T is

the inverse temperature and ê0 is a unit vector pointing in the Euclidean time direction.

The relations (2.12)-(2.13) carry over straightforwardly to finite temperature. Using

the shorthand
∫
β d

dy ≡
∫ β
0 dy0

∫
dd−1y,

(G(T,λ)
m ∗G(T,λ)

M )(x) ≡
∫
β
ddy G(T,λ)

m (x− y)G
(T,λ)
M (y)

=
1

M2 −m2

(
G(T,λ)

m (x)−G
(T,λ)
M (x)

)
, (7.4)

(G(T,λ)
m ∗G(T,λ)

m )(x) ≡
∫
β
ddy G(T,λ)

m (x− y)G(T,λ)
m (y)

= − ∂

∂m2
G(T,λ)

m (x) =
1

4π
G(T,λ−1)

m (x) . (7.5)
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As an application, we consider the finite-temperature version of the one-loop correction

to the scalar propagator (5.3). Here we generalize the expression to a wider set of masses,

δ2G
(T,λ)
m1,m2,m(x) (7.6)

≡
∫
β
ddy

∫
β
ddz G(T,λ)

m (x− y)G(T,λ)
m1

(y − z)G(T,λ)
m2

(y − z)G(T,λ)
m (z)

=
1

4π

∫
β
ddw G(T,λ)

m1
(w)G(T,λ)

m2
(w)G(T,λ−1)

m (x− w) (7.7)

=
1

4π

∑
n1,n2,n∈Z

∫
β
ddw G(λ)

m1
(w + n1βê0)G

(λ)
m2

(w + n2βê0)G
(λ−1)
m (x− w + nβê0) (7.8)

=
1

4π

∑
ν1,ν2∈Z

∫
ddw G(λ)

m1
(w + ν1βê0)G

(λ)
m2

(w + ν2βê0)G
(λ−1)
m (x− w) (7.9)

=
1

4π

∑
ν1,ν2∈Z

∫
ddv G(λ)

m1
(x− v + ν1βê0)G

(λ)
m2

(x− v + ν2βê0)G
(λ−1)
m (v). (7.10)

In order to reach the form (7.7), we have exploited translation invariance as for reaching

Eq. (5.4), as well as the identity (7.5). In the penultimate step, we have suppressed an

overall shift of the arguments of the propagators by an integer multiple of β in the time

direction (setting ni = n+νi), and compensated by integrating w0 over the entire real axis,

rather than restricting it to the interval 0 to β. In the last step we have made the change

of variables v = x− w.

For QED-like kinematics, we arrive at the result

δ2G
(T,λ)
m,0,m(x) =

1

4π

∑
ν1,ν2∈Z

W̃ (x+ ν1βê0, x+ ν2βê0), (7.11)

where the expansion of the three-point function W̃ (x, y) in Gegenbauer polynomials C
(λ)
n (x̂·

y) has been obtained in section 4.3, see Eqs. (4.20) and (4.27). We note that, in momentum

space, the one-loop electron self-energy is well-known [22–24].

8 Conclusion

We have shown that, in the Gegenbauer-polynomial position-space approach to perturba-

tive, dimensionally regularized quantum field theory, the radial integrals are still largely

tractable in QED-like kinematics, i.e. with one mass scale present. To this end, we reviewed

and extended classic results on modified Bessel functions, deriving conditions under which

a certain class of antiderivatives takes the same form as the function under the integral.

As an illustration of calculations performed in position space, we computed the leading-

order three-point function defined in Eq. (4.1), with the result given by Eq. (4.13), as well

as the one-loop correction to a two-point function, defined by Eq. (5.1) and given in its

final form in Eq. (5.20), keeping the number of spacetime dimensions d = 2λ + 2 general.

Similarly, we have provided an expression for the position-space two-point function at

non-zero temperature, to one-loop order (Eqs. (7.6) and (7.11)). In this context, we have
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illustrated that the underlying O(d) spacetime symmetry can still be exploited, despite

its breaking through the thermal boundary conditions in time, the price to pay being

remaining sums over the winding numbers of propagators.

In position-space perturbation theory, one can define and compute re-usable ‘building

blocks’ such as the coordinate-space three-point function illustrated by Fig. 1 or the mixed

coordinate/momentum space function defined by the diagram of Fig. 11. Once a suitable

representation has been found for them, these building blocks can be used in a more

extended diagram, reducing the actual number of integrals to be performed for such a

diagram with V vertices to a number smaller than V − 1. Obviously, as one moves to

building blocks with additional external vertices, i.e. ones that are not integrated over,

they become functions of more and more variables and thereby more complex.

In this article, we have focused on the direct evaluation of the required angular and ra-

dial integrals. However, as stated in several instances throughout the manuscript, most of

these integrals amount to solving an inhomogeneous second-order linear differential equa-

tion with the help of its Green’s function. It is conceivable that other methods could be

successfully applied to solving these differential equations. In particular, if the form of the

answer is foreseeable on physics grounds, e.g. on the basis of a dispersive representation,

making an ansatz with coefficients to be adjusted is a promising approach.
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A Two-point function at one loop order for λ = 1

Here we give the additional calculation for the quantity δ2G
(λ)
m (x) for λ = 1. Starting from

Eq. (5.6), one gets instead(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1
=

m

27π6

∫
d4w

K1(m|w|)
|w|3

K0(m|x− w|) (A.1)

and can apply the Gegenbauer expansion in the form (cf. appendix C)

K0(m|x− w|) =
∞∑
n=0

Un(x̂ · ŵ)

{
Kn(m|x|)In(m|w|)−Kn+2(m|x|)In+2(m|w|), |x| ≥ |w|,
Kn(m|w|)In(m|x|)−Kn+2(m|w|)In+2(m|x|), |x| < |w|.

(A.2)
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This gives, on exploitation of the orthogonality of the Chebyshev polynomials,(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1
=

m

26π4

{
K0(m|x|)

∫ |x|

0
d|w|K1(m|w|)I0(m|w|)+

I0(m|x|)
∫ ∞

|x|
d|w|K1(m|w|)K0(m|w|)−

K2(m|x|)
∫ |x|

0
d|w|K1(m|w|)I2(m|w|)−

I2(m|x|)
∫ ∞

|x|
d|w|K1(m|w|)K2(m|w|)

}
. (A.3)

So the general case reduces to this when one puts λ = 1 in eq. (5.8).

A.1 Solving the integrals for λ = 1

We will now derive antiderivatives for the integrals in four dimensions. First, we use the

substitution u = m|w| in each, we thus arrive at(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1
=

1

26π4

{
K0(m|x|)

∫ m|x|

0
duK1(u)I0(u)+

I0(m|x|)
∫ ∞

m|x|
duK1(u)K0(u)−

K2(m|x|)
∫ m|x|

0
duK1(u)I2(u)−

I2(m|x|)
∫ ∞

m|x|
duK1(u)K2(u)

}
. (A.4)

For the first of the four integrals use K1(z) = −K ′
0(z) and integration by parts,∫

duK1(u)I0(u) = −
∫

duK ′
0(u)I0(u)

= −K0(u)I0(u) +

∫
duK0(u)I1(u). (A.5)

Now on using the identity K0(z)I1(z) +K1(z)I0(z) = 1/z we arrive at∫
duK1(u)I0(u) = −K0(u)I0(u) +

∫
du

1

u
−
∫

duK1(u)I0(u), (A.6)

which can be rearranged to

2

∫
duK1(u)I0(u) = −K0(u)I0(u) + log |u|. (A.7)

This gives the first antiderivative.

For the third we first use the integral recursion relation in Lommel 2 to rewrite the

integral as∫
duK1(u)I2(u) = −u

2

(
K0(u)I1(u) +K1(u)I2(u)

)
+

∫
duK0(u)I1(u). (A.8)
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Next, we again make use of the identity K0(z)I1(z) +K1(z)I0(z) = 1/z,∫
duK1(u)I2(u) = −u

2

(
K0(u)I1(u) +K1(u)I2(u)

)
+ log |u| −

∫
duK1(u)I0(u), (A.9)

and then can insert the result from above for the first antiderivative,∫
duK1(u)I2(u) = −u

2

(
K0(u)I1(u) +K1(u)I2(u)

)
+

1

2

(
K0(u)I0(u) + log |u|

)
. (A.10)

On may now still use the identity K0(u)I1(u)+K1(u)I0(u) = 1/z and the recursion relation

for the Bessel function to simplify this, which yields∫
duK1(u)I2(u) =

1

2

{
log |u| − 1 + 2I1(u)K1(u) +K0(u)I0(u)

}
. (A.11)

The second antiderivative can again be computed by the same procedure used for the

first: it follows that ∫
duK1(u)K0(u) = −1

2
K2

0 (u). (A.12)

Finally, the fourth antiderivative can be obtained again by an application of Lommel

2, ∫
duK1(u)K2(u) = −

∫
duK0(u)K1(u) +

u

2

(
K0(u)K1(u)−K1(u)K2(u)

)
. (A.13)

Using the above result for the third antiderivative finally yields∫
duK1(u)K2(u) =

1

2
K2

0 (u)−K2
1 (u). (A.14)

A.1.1 Evaluation of the definite integrals

Now one may plug in the integral boundaries into the antiderivatives. For the last three

integrals this is straight-forward, since they all converge, as we will now see. For the second

integral we have a contribution of(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,2

=
1

26π4
I0(m|x|)

[
−1

2
K2

0 (u)
]∞
u=m|x|

. (A.15)

Since Kν(z) ∼
√

π
2z e

−z for large z the upper boundary does not contribute and we get(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,2

=
1

27π4
I0(m|x|)K2

0 (m|x|). (A.16)

For the contribution from the fourth integral we have(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,4

= − 1

26π4
I2(m|x|)

[1
2
K2

0 (u)−K2
1 (u)

]∞
u=m|x|

. (A.17)

Again, the upper boundary does not contribute because of the asymptotic behaviour of the

modified Bessel function of the second kind. Hence,(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,4

=
1

26π4
I2(m|x|)

[1
2
K2

0 (m|x|)−K2
1 (m|x|)

]
. (A.18)
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For the contribution of the third integral it is not as clear that it converges. But

observe that from the limiting form of the modified Bessel functions for small arguments,

one can deduce that for ν > 0 and µ > 0 [16]

Kµ(z)Iν(z) ∼
1

2
Γ(µ)

(
2

z

)µ (z
2

)ν 1

Γ(ν + 1)
=

1

2

Γ(µ)

Γ(ν + 1)

(
2

z

)µ−ν

, (A.19)

whereas for µ = 0 we have [16]

K0(z)Iν(z) ∼ − log z
(z
2

)ν 1

Γ(ν + 1)
. (A.20)

and more precisely, by using the series expansions, [14]

K0(z)I0(z) = (−γE + log 2− log z) +O(z). (A.21)

Then, we find that

lim
u↓0

1

2

(
log u− 1 + 2I1(u)K1(u) +K0(u)I0(u)

)
= lim

u↓0

1

2

(
log u− 1 + 1− γE + log 2− log u

)
=

log 2− γE
2

. (A.22)

Now one may compute the contribution of the third integral,(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,3

= − 1

26π4
K2(m|x|)1

2

[
log |u| − 1 + 2I1(u)K1(u) +K0(u)I0(u)

]m|x|

u=0

=
1

27π4
K2(m|x|)

{
1 + log 2− γE − log(m|x|)

− 2I1(m|x|)K1(m|x|)−K0(m|x|)I0(m|x|)
}
. (A.23)

Finally, the first integral does not converge. We may still plug in the boundaries and

treat the infinite limit as an (improper) constant. This gives(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,1

=
1

27π4
K0(m|x|)

{
log(m|x|)−K0(m|x|)I0(m|x|)

− γE + log 2− lim
u↓0

(
2 log u

)}
. (A.24)

The full result is then given by(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1
=
(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,1

+
(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,2

+
(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,3

+
(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1,4
. (A.25)

Now, one may analyse the infrared behaviour of the result. To do so, one uses the

limiting forms for large arguments of the modified Bessel functions, which are given by [16]

Kν(z) ∼
√

π

2z
e−z, Iν(z) ∼

ez√
2πz

, (z → ∞).
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This gives(
δ2G

(1)
m (x)

)
1
∼ 1

26π4

√
π

2

{(1
2
+ log 2− γE − lim

u↓0
log u

) e−m|x|√
m|x|

− e−m|x|

(m|x|)3/2

}
. (A.26)

Note that from a mass insertion LE = δm2 ϕ2

2 into the Lagrangian density of our toy

model we obtain a counterterm contribution

−δm2

∫
y
G(λ)

m (x− y)G(λ)
m (y) = −δm2G

(λ−1)
m (x)

4π
, (A.27)

where the convolution identity (eq. (2.13)) was used. It is therefore possible to cancel this

divergence and obtain the correct infrared behaviour by setting δm2 appropriately.

B The two-point function at one loop order for λ > 1

In the following, we present the calculation of the definite integrals from the two-loop

function at one loop order in the case λ > 1. We refer to the integrals derived for general

λ in section 5.1.1. We especially present a discussion of the infinities arising here.

The first integral was already ultraviolet-divergent in the four-dimensional case, there-

fore we expect it to remain so at λ > 1 a fortiori. Using the antiderivative, we obtain∫ m|x|

0
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ−1(u) = −(m|x|)2−2λ

2

( 1

2(λ− 1)
+Kλ−1(m|x|)Iλ−1(m|x|)

)
+ lim

u↓0

u2−2λ

2

( 1

2(λ− 1)
+Kλ−1(u)Iλ−1(u)

)
. (B.1)

If we investigate the limit for λ ̸= 1 we find that by inserting the series expansions of the

Bessel functions for small arguments,

lim
u↓0

( 1

2(λ− 1)
+Kλ−1(u)Iλ−1(u)

)
= lim

u↓0

( 1

2(λ− 1)
+

1

2(λ− 1)

)
=

1

λ− 1
(B.2)

is a constant. Hence,

lim
u↓0

u2−2λ

2

( 1

2(λ− 1)
+Kλ−1(u)Iλ−1(u)

)
= ∞, (B.3)

for λ > 1 and this integral also diverges in this case.

The most interesting integral is the third, since we will see new behaviour for λ ̸= 1

compared to the four-dimensional case. Let us first insert the boundaries. One obtains∫ m|x|

0
duu2−2λKλ(u)Iλ+1(u) =

(m|x|)2−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

(
2λ− 1

2λ− 2
− 2λKλ(m|x|)Iλ(m|x|)−Kλ−1(m|x|)Iλ−1(m|x|)

)

− lim
u↓0

u2−2λ

2(1− 2λ)

(
2λ− 1

2λ− 2
− 2λKλ(u)Iλ(u)−Kλ−1(u)Iλ−1(u)

)
. (B.4)
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Looking at the limit for λ > 1, one may first compute

lim
u↓0

(
2λ− 1

2λ− 2
− 2λKλ(u)Iλ(u)−Kλ−1(u)Iλ−1(u)

)
=

lim
u↓0

(
2λ− 1

2λ− 2
− 2λ

1

2λ
− 1

2(λ− 1)

)
= 0. (B.5)

This is again done by inserting the series expansion for the modified Bessel functions for

small argument. An application of L’Hôpital’s rule now shows the following,

lim
u↓0

u2−2λ
(
. . .
)
= lim

u↓0

(
. . .
)

u2λ−2
= lim

u↓0

(
. . .
)′

2(λ− 1)u2λ−3
. (B.6)

Since by explicit calculation we find that(
. . .
)′

= (−2λ+ 1)Kλ(u)Iλ−1(u)−Kλ−1(u)Iλ−2(u) + 2λKλ+1(u)Iλ(u), (B.7)

where for 1 < λ < 3/2 we get by looking at the series expansion of the Bessel functions for

small argument

lim
u↓0

(
. . .
)′

= 0, (B.8)

and limu↓0 u
2λ−3 > 0 for λ ≤ 3/2, we conclude that the third integral is finite for 1 <

λ < 3/2. For the special case of λ = 3/2 we instead have to take into account the series

expansion up to zeroth order, namely

K1/2(z)I−1/2(z) =
1

z
− 1 +O(z), (B.9)

where the zeroth order does not vanish for this particular case. Hence,

lim
u↓0

(
. . .
)′

= 1 (B.10)

for λ = 3/2. Going back to eq. (B.6) this implies

lim
u↓0

u2−2λ
(
. . .
)
= 1. (B.11)

Therefore, one can say that the integral remains finite for λ ≤ 3/2. Let us now investigate

the case λ > 3/2. Starting from eq. (B.6) and applying L’Hôpital’s rule again, one obtains

lim
u↓0

u2−2λ
(
. . .
)
= lim

u↓0

(
. . .
)′′

2(λ− 1)(2λ− 3)u2λ−4
. (B.12)

Again by explicit calculation and usage of the series expansions for small argument, one

gets that

lim
u↓0

(
. . .
)′′

= const. (B.13)
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for λ > 2, whereas

lim
u↓0

(
. . .
)′′

= ∞ (B.14)

for 3/2 < λ ≤ 2. In the case of λ = 2 the divergence is of logarithmic nature. Thus, we can

conclude that in all these cases (where λ > 3/2), by virtue of eq. (B.12), the third integral

is infinite.

Since the form of the divergence is not the same for different values of λ, we do not

state a final result for the function δ2G
(λ)
m here.

C Derivation of the Gegenbauer expansion for K0(|x− u|)

We start by taking Neumann’s addition theorem (resp. a special case of Graf’s addition

theorem) in the form [14]

K0(ϖ) =

∞∑
k=−∞

Kk(Z)Ik(z) cos(kφ), (C.1)

where ϖ =
√
Z2 + z2 − 2Zz cosφ for complex values Z, z, φ.

Let us now adopt this to our situation and set Z = |u| and z = |x| to be positive

values. Set φ to be the angle between the vectors u and x, so that cosφ = û · x̂. Then, by
definition, ϖ = |x− u|.

Now we can start to prove the actual formula in question. First, transform the sum-

mation,

K0(|x− u|) = K0(|u|)I0(|x|) + 2
∞∑
k=1

Ik(|x|)Kk(|u|) cos(kφ). (C.2)

Then, introduce the Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind Tn by the identity

Tn(cos θ) = cos(nθ), (C.3)

and combine this with the well-known interrelation between the Chebyshev polynomials,

Tn(x) =
1

2

(
Un(x)(1 + δn0)− Un−2(x)

)
. (C.4)

Here, the convention is used that the Chebyshev polynomial vanishes for negative orders.

Upon insertion we get

K0(|x− u|) =
∞∑
k=0

Ik(|x|)Kk(|u|)Uk(cosφ)

−
∞∑
k=0

Ik(|x|)Kk(|u|)Uk−2(cosφ). (C.5)

The second summation actually starts at k = 2 and on an index shift this becomes

K0(|x− u|) =
∞∑
k=0

Uk(cosφ)
{
Ik(|x|)Kk(|u|)− Ik+2(|x|)Kk+2(|u|)

}
. (C.6)
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