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Abstract

Parametric integration with hyperlogarithms so far has been successfully used in problems
of high energy physics (HEP) and critical statics. In this work, for the first time, it is applied
to a problem of critical dynamics, namely, a stochastic model of developed turbulence in
high-dimensional spaces, which has a propagator that is non-standard with respect to the
HEP: (−iω + νk2)−1. Adaptation of the hyperlogarithm method is carried out by choosing a
proper renormalization scheme and considering an effective dimension of the space. Analytical
calculation of the renormalization group functions is performed up to the fourth order of the
perturbation theory, ε-expansion of the critical exponent ω responsible for the infrared stability
of the fixed point is obtained.

1 Introduction

The renormalization group and the ε-expansion are successfully applied to the theory of critical
phenomena, both in problems of statics and stochastic dynamics [1, 2]. Recently, effective methods
for calculating perturbation theory diagrams have been developed, which have made it possible to
obtain analytical results in high orders of perturbation theory both in high energy physics [3, 4, 5]
and critical statics [6, 7, 8, 9]. In the case of critical dynamics, results are more modest: analytical
answers were obtained in almost all models only in one loop [10], the second order was achieved
in series of models numerically [11, 12, 13], only a few were calculated in three loop order [14, 15]
and only model A [14] has been calculated analytically. Further calculations of the model A were
performed numerically, which allowed to advance into the fourth [16] and fifth [17, 18] orders
recently. The difficulties of calculations in the critical dynamics are related to the dissipative
nature of the equations of motion, resulting in the violation of Lorentz invariance in difference to
high energy physics models.

The computations in dynamic models with vector order parameter are even more challenging.
Thus, in the theory of fully developed turbulence, the analytical answer was calculated only in one-
loop approximation [19], and the numerical result was obtained in two-loop computation [20, 21,
22, 23]. Significant progress was achieved by studying the asymptotic region of high-dimensional
spaces, where the three-loop analytical computation was carried out in [24].

The hyperlogarithm method used in high energy physics is a powerful tool for analytical mul-
tiloop calculations. It was proposed by Francis Brown in the series of works [25, 26, 27] and then
further developed by Erik Panzer, resulting in a Maple implementation HyperInt [28], which we
apply to perform symbolic calculations of the diagrams. For a consistent introduction to this
approach, we highly recommend a detailed work [29].

Fundamentally, the hyperlogarithm method is based on the well-known fact that some Feyn-
man integrals can be expressed in terms of rational combinations of multiple zeta values, which
are a special case of multiple polylogarithms. The hyperlogarithms are just alternatively written
multiple polylogarithms, defined as iterated integrals. They possess some useful properties and re-
lations which make them suitable for performing symbolic integration for a broad class of Feynman
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diagrams [28]. The hyperlogarithm method has been successfully applied in a number of works,
e.g., the 6-[6] and 7-loop [30] studies of the static ϕ4 model (in the latter, it was used along with
the graphical function approach, which was the main calculation technique), and the 4-loop study
of QCD [31, 32, 33].

However, not every Feynman integral can be assessed with this method. First of all, the critical
dimension of a theory (the dimension of the space at ε = 0) generating these integrals must be even,
which is the case in the above-mentioned models. In the turbulence theory, this requirement is of
a different nature. Namely, the propagators depend on the dimensionality of the space, whereas
the parameter ε does not depend on it. Fortunately, asymptotic expressions for diagrams in high-
dimensional spaces can be interpreted as integrals in a space with effective dimension D = 2− 2ε,
even at ε = 0. Another significant limitation is the requirement for linear reducibility, a criterion
that allows an integrand to be expressed through hyperlogarithms at each step of integration
and expressed through rational linear combinations of multiple zeta values. In some cases, this
property can be restored with an appropriate choice of order of integration or proper change of
variables, but often the hyperlogarithm method needs to be accompanied by other computation
techniques.

The hyperlogarithm method is applicable only for convergent massless integrals, which are free
of subdivergences. Unlike linear reducibility, this requirement can be satisfied with a proper choice
of a renormalization scheme that will reduce evaluating Z-factors (renormalization constants) and
renormalization group (RG) functions (β-function and anomalous dimension) to the calculation of
finite integrals.

In this work, we adapt a hyperlogarithm parametric integration method for calculations in the
stochastic model of developed turbulence in high-dimensional spaces which is the limit of the regular
developed turbulence at d → ∞. The consideration of this asymptotics in this case is interesting
because in the region d → ∞ the anomalous exponents presumably vanish and Kolmogorov’s
theory (K41) becomes valid. In this model, we obtain the 4-loop analytical estimation for a critical
exponent ω, which governs the stability of a renormalization group fixed point.

As mentioned above, the dimension of the theory must be even. In our theory we can consider
the integrals with effective space dimension D = 2− 2ε. The aforementioned requirement of linear
reducibility is satisfied without the need for additional manipulations for all integrals at least up
to 4 loops. Lastly, we require a proper renormalization scheme, to avoid subdivergences. For this
purpose, we use a scheme proposed in [34] in which the RG functions are directly expressed in
terms of renormalized massless integrals.

It is worth mentioning that the considered model is relatively simple in comparison with the
others due to the absence of vertex divergences. For example, in the 6-loop study of ϕ4 [6],
where the hyperlogarithm method was the main calculation tool, the authors had to combine two
renormalization schemes: a modified BPHZ-like approach [35] to construct convergent integrals,
which are suitable for parametric integration, and the minimal subtraction (MS) scheme to relate
the calculated diagrams to the renormalization constants. In our case, the application of the
MS scheme is not necessary, and the RG functions are calculated directly without evaluating the
renormalization constants. However, there is a noticeable complexity compared to the ϕ4 model.
In ϕ4, in the massless scheme, subgraphs with two external legs have a trivial dependence on an
external momentum. It allows to factor them from the diagrams and evaluate separately, which
significantly simplifies the calculations. In the model considered, such procedure is impossible due
to the presence of not only an external momentum, but also an external frequency.

To explain the algorithm automated in HyperInt, in Section 4 we briefly discuss the main
concepts behind the application of the hyperlogarithms to the parametric multiple integration.
We do not aim to provide a comprehensive introduction to this broad topic, but rather focus
on illustrating the appearance of zeta values within the framework of hyperlogarithm parametric
integration. As a demonstration, we include the integration of a 3-loop diagram. The interested
reader may refer to [25, 36]1, where the authors provide more illustrative examples of the integration
process on two loop t-bubble (Chetyrkin) diagram.

Finally, the dynamic nature of this model has not been covered in the previous applications
of the hyperlogarithm method to static models and requires special consideration. This is mainly
related to the proper renormalization of the dynamic diagrams within the chosen scheme, which
is performed using the Bogoliubov-Parasiuk R-operation. We provide an efficient automated im-
plementation that allows us to construct convergent integrals for all diagrams up to four loops.
All other computation steps, including generation, selection, and integration of the diagrams, are
automated as well.

1In the thesis [36], we spot a minor misprint in the formula (4.65): the wrong sign of ζ2.
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2 Model

The stochastic model of the fully developed, isotropic, homogeneous turbulence of the incom-
pressible fluid is described by the stochastic Navier-Stokes equation with a random stirring force
[1, 37]:

∂tvi = −∂iP − (vk∂k)vi + ν0∂
2vi + fi , (1)

where vi is the velocity field, P is the pressure, νo is the kinematic viscosity, and fi is the random
force. Equation (1) is complemented with the incompressibility condition ∂ivi = 0 that leads to
the transverness of the velocity field. For the random force, the Gaussian statistics with zero mean
and pair correlator of form (2) is assumed:

⟨fi(x⃗1, t1)fj(x⃗2, t2)⟩ ≡ Df
ij(x⃗1 − x⃗2, t1 − t2)

Df
ij(k⃗, t) = δ(t)Pij(k⃗)df (k) , Pij(k⃗) = δij −

kikj
k2

. (2)

The presence of the transverse projector Pij(k) in (2) is a consequence of the incompressibility
condition. The function df (k) describes injection of energy into the system. In the inertial interval
of the wavenumbers m ≪ k ≪ kdis (m

−1 = L is external turbulence scale, kdis is dissipative scale),
one can use the power-law model

df (k) = D0k
4−d−2εF

(m
k

)
, (3)

where ε plays the same role as the 4− d parameter in the Wilson theory of the phase transitions.
Its physical value is equal to 2, which corresponds to the ideal pumping of energy with infinitely
large eddies.

The stochastic model (1) is equivalent to the quantum-field action with a doubled set of fields [1,
37]:

S0 =
1

2
v′Dfv′ + v′

[
−∂tv − (v∂)v + ν0∂

2v
]
. (4)

Above, all necessary integrations in coordinates and times and summations over indices are implied.
The contribution of the pressure in (4) is omitted due to the transverseness of the auxiliary field
v′.

The diagrams in the perturbation theory with action (4) contain ultraviolet (UV) divergences in

the limit ε → +0 , which take place only in the 1-irreducible correlation function Γ
(0)
ij =

〈
viv

′
j

〉(0)
1−irr

.

The Galilean invariance of the stochastic Navier-Stokes equation leads to the fact that there are

no divergences in the 1-irreducible correlation function ⟨vivjv′k⟩
(0)
1−irr. To cancel divergences in

function Γ
(0)
ij the counterterm of the form v′∂2v is required. The renormalized action is given by

S =
1

2
v′Dfv′ + v′

[
−∂tv − (v∂)v + νZν∂

2v
]
, (5)

which is obtained from (4) by the multiplicative renormalization of the parameters:

D0 = g0ν
3
0 = gµ2εν3 , ν0 = νZν , g0 = gµ2εZg , Zg = Z−3

ν , (6)

where µ is the renormalization mass and g is the dimensionless renormalized charge. The renor-
malization of the fields is not required.

Let Γij(k⃗, ω) denote the 1-irreducible function
〈
viv

′
j

〉
1−irr

calculated using the action (5) with

Zν = 1 (corresponding to the basic action) [1, 37]. This function is proportional to the transverse
projector:

Γij(k⃗, ω) = Pij(k⃗)Γ(k, ω) , Γ(k, ω) =
Γii(k, ω)

d− 1
. (7)

Let us define a normalized function

Γ(k, ω) ≡ Γ(k, ω)

−νk2
, (8)

which is equal to one in the loopless approximation.
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In the earlier papers [38, 39] we used massive renormalization scheme and the renormalization

constant Zν was chosen to satisfy the following condition for renormalized function Γ
R

in the
normalization point k = 0 , ω = 0 ,m = µ:

Γ
R|k=0,ω=0,m=µ = 1 . (9)

To provide the infrared (IR) regularization, in (3) the function F (m/k) was chosen in the form of
a sharp cutoff F (m/k) = θ(k−m), where θ(...) is the Heaviside function. In this paper, in order to
use the hyperlogarythm method, we consider the massless theory with m = 0 and set F (m/k) ≡ 1.
Consequently, the normalization point is changed from (9) to (ω = 0 , k = µ), so we require

Γ
R|k=µ,ω=0 = 1 . (10)

In that case, the IR regularization is guaranteed by the finiteness of the momentum k.
The free propagators corresponding to the model (5),(2),(3),(6) in the (k, t) representation take

the form

⟨vi(t1)vj(t2)⟩ =
gµ2εν2

2
k2−d−2εe−Ek·|t1−t2|Pij(k⃗) = , (11)

⟨vi(t1)v′j(t2)⟩ = θ(t1 − t2)e
−Ek·(t1−t2)Pij(k⃗) = , (12)

⟨v′i(t1)v′j(t2)⟩ = 0 , (13)

where “energy” Ek = νk2. The interaction in (5) is represented by a triple vertex −v′(v∂)v =
v′mVmnpvnvp with a vertex factor

Vmnp = iknδmp =
m

n

p

(14)

where kn is the momentum argument of the field v′. The crossed line in (14) corresponds to the
field v′, the line with the dot corresponds to the field vn contracted with ikn, and the plain line
represents the field vp. The asymmetric form of the interaction vertex turns out to be more suitable
for further analysis of the diagrams in the d → ∞ limit.

We define the perturbation series for the function Γ (8) as

Γ(k, ω, µ) = 1 +
∑
n≥1

hnµ2nε
∑
i

χ(i)
n (k, ω) , h ≡ g

Sd

(2π)d
, (15)

where the index i runs over all n-loop diagrams of the function Γ. For convenience, we introduce
a normalized charge h, in which Sd is the surface area of the d-dimensional unit sphere.

3 Renormalization group, RG functions expressed in terms
of the renormalized Green functions.

As in the MS scheme, the renormalization constants Zν and Zg depend only on the dimension
of the space d and the parameter ε and do not depend on the renormalization mass µ. The
renormalization group equations can be obtained from the independence of the non-renormalized
Green functions on the parameter µ with fixed ν0 and g0. They are completely identical to the
ones in the MS scheme. In particular, for the 1-irreducible renormalized function ΓR, one has

(µ∂µ + β∂g − γνν∂ν)Γ
R = 0 , (16)

where

γi =
−2εg∂g lnZi

1 + g∂g lnZg
, β = −g(2ε+ γg) = −g(2ε− 3γν). (17)

The latter equation in (17) is a consequence of the relation between the renormalization constants
Zg and Zν in (6). The RG fixed point is determined by the condition β(g∗) = 0. Its stability is
governed by the correction exponent ω

ω = ∂gβ(g)|g=g∗ . (18)
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The fixed point is stable if ω > 0. The Gaussian fixed point g∗ = 0 is unstable due to ω = −2ε < 0.
A nontrivial fixed point is determined by the condition

γν(g∗) =
2ε

3
. (19)

Therefore, the ε-expansion of γν(g∗) that determines the scaling exponents cuts on the first term
which is the consequence of the relations (6). At the value ε = 2, this fact leads to the exact results
of the K41 theory, in particular the famous 5/3 law for the energy spectrum. As for the exponent
ω, the series is infinite, and the key problem is to verify the stability of the fixed point in higher
loops of perturbation theory. Our main goal is to advance to the fourth order of the expansion for
the exponent ω.

Let us reduce the function γν to the form that is convenient for its calculation with the hyper-
logarithm method. Firstly, we need to express it in terms of finite integrals, which is done similar
to ϕ4 theory [6]. After that, while in [6] the authors restored integrals within the MS scheme, we
are able to write the RG functions directly. For this purpose, it is convenient to express γν in

terms of the normalized function Γ
R
, using (16):

(µ∂µ + β∂g − γνν∂ν)Γ
R
= γνΓ

R
. (20)

Considering this equation in the normalization point (k = µ, ω = 0) and taking into account the
following corollaries of (10)

Γ
R|k=µ,ω=0 = 1, ∂gΓ

R|k=µ,ω=0 = 0, ∂νΓ
R|k=µ,ω=0 = 0, (21)

one obtains
γν = (µ∂µΓ

R
)|k=µ,ω=0 . (22)

Using the dependence of the dimensionless function Γ
R
on the ratio k/µ, the equation (22) can be

rewritten as
γν = −(k∂kΓ

R
)|k=µ,ω=0 . (23)

The dimensionless Γ
R|ω=0(k/µ) does not depend on the viscosity ν, allowing one to simplify

(23) by setting ν = 1, µ = 1. For that, the dimensionless momentum k̃ = k/µ should be used, for
which we keep the symbol k

γν = −(k∂kΓ
R
)|k=1,ω=0 . (24)

For the next step of the preparation for applying the hyperlogarithm method, the obtained equation
(24) for the anomalous dimension needs to be expressed with Bogoliubov’s R-operation:

Γ
R
= RΓ = (1−K)R′Γ . (25)

Here, the R′-operation subtracts all UV subdivergences, and the (1−K) operation eliminates the
remaining superficial divergence. The R′-operation can be expressed as

R′Γ =
∏
j

(1−K)jΓ, (26)

where the product runs over all divergent subgraphs of the diagrams from Γ, starting from the
minimal one in case of nested subgraphs. It is worth mentioning that there are no overlapping
subgraphs due to the absence of vertex divergences. This leads to a significant simplification of
the further calculations. At the same time, the presence of not only external momentum but also
external frequency does not allow to simply factorize subgraphs from a diagram and calculate them
separately, as it was done in the six loop study of ϕ4 model [40].

In our renormalization scheme, the subtraction operation has the form

Γ
R
= (1−K)R′Γ(k, ω) = R′Γ(k, ω)−R′Γ(k, ω)|k=1,ω=0 (27)

that guarantees the fulfillment of the previously discussed condition Γ
R|k=1,ω=0 = 1. The K-

operation acts on the superficial divergent diagrams and does not affect unity in (15). The 1-
irreducible subgraphs σj(k

′, ω′) = ⟨vv′⟩1-irr(k′, ω′) are the source of divergences, their divergent
part is proportional to their external momentum squared k′2. The subtraction operation acting on
the normalized subgraph

σj(k
′, ω′) =

σj(k
′, ω′)

k′2
, (28)
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has the form analogous to (27) :

(1−K)σj(k, ω) = σj(k, ω, )− σj(k = 1, ω = 0). (29)

Considering the independence of the quantity R′Γ(k, ω)|k=1,ω=0 on k, the relation (24) can be
rewritten as

γν = L(Γ) = DkR
′Γ ≡ −(k∂kR

′Γ)|k=1,ω=0. (30)

In this relation, the perturbation series (15) for Γ(k, ω = 0), in terms of the introduced normalized
parameters, is given by

Γ(k, ω = 0) = 1 +
∑
n≥1

hn
∑
i

χ(i)
n (k, ω = 0). (31)

Substituting the expression (31) into (30) gives

γν =
∑
n≥1

hn
∑
i

Dk

(
R′χ(i)

n (k, ω = 0)
)
. (32)

To apply the hyperlogarythm approach for the calculation of γν in (32), one needs to obtain

the expression for the diagrams, which determine the coefficients χ
(i)
n (k, ω = 0) in terms of the

Feynman parameter integrals. As a first step, let us write the diagrams in the k-representation
performing integration over t in (k, t)-representation. It can be easily done using (11)–(13). After
that, only momenta integrals remain.

The important attribute of these integrals is that besides being dependent on the dimension
of the space d they also depend on the parameter ε, which does not relate to d in the considered
model. The substantial simplifications appear when we consider limit d → ∞. This can be achieved
by making the optimal choice of the integration variables. Considering the n-loop diagram in the
momentum representation, the number of lines ⟨vv⟩ coincides with the number of the integration
momenta, being equal to n. Therefore, it is always possible to associate the simple integration mo-
menta with the momenta on these lines. Then, in the spherical coordinate system, the dependence
of the propagator (11) on the dimension d and the volume element factor kd−1 cancel each other.
Since in the limit d → ∞ all the internal integration momenta are in fact orthogonal to each other,
the integrands do not depend on the angles. The result of the angular integrations in spherical
coordinate system is given by a factor Sd, which, along with the factor 1/(2π)d, is included in
the definition (15) of the charge h = gSd/(2π)

d [24], factor kd−1 from Jacobian along with factor
k2−d−2ε from (11) gives k1−2ε. The remaining integrals with no dependence on d have the form

g

(2π)d

∫
dk⃗ k2−d−2ε... = h

∫ ∞

0

dk k1−2ε... (33)

The application of the hyperlogarithm method requires transforming obtained integrals to the
parametric Feynman representation. They should be interpreted as ones in the dimension of the
space equal to

D = 2− 2ε, (34)

with the integrands independent of angles. Such integrals can already be transformed to the
Feynman representation using the standard, well-known technique. It is important to emphasize
that at ε = 0 the dimension (34) is even, which satisfies another condition for the applicability of
the hyperlogarithm method.

The consideration of the d → ∞ asymptotics leads to a significant reduction of the number of
non-trivial diagrams. The main reason is that all diagrams with a scalar product of two different
momenta are equal to zero and can be omitted. Such zero diagrams can be identified by analyzing
their dynamic topologies; corresponding rules were formulated in [38]. Using them, it is possible
to filter out all trivial zero diagrams, e.g., in 4 loops there are only 1693 significant diagrams of all
417872 possible.

Let us now discuss one of the calculated 3-loop diagrams in greater detail to illustrate the
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overall concept.

(35)

Here k⃗ is the external momentum. The integration momenta k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3 correspond to the propa-
gators ⟨vv⟩, in accordance with the general rule mentioned above. Let us write the expression for
this diagram for function Γ(k, ω = 0) (8) in the (k, t) representation. Using (11)-(14), we obtain
[41]:

J(k⃗, ω = 0) = − 1

νk2
·
(
gµ2εν2

2

)3
1

(2π)3d

∫
dk⃗1

kd−2+2ε
1

∫
dk⃗2

kd−2+2ε
2

∫
dk⃗3

kd−2+2ε
3

(
−k2 (k2 + k2

1

) (
k2 + k2

1 + k2
2

))
· T

T =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt1

∫ ∞

−∞
dt2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt3

∫ ∞

−∞
dt4

∫ ∞

−∞
dt5 θ (t2 − t1) θ (t3 − t2) θ (t1 − t3) θ (t5 − t4) θ (t6 − t1) ·

· exp

−ν

 (
k⃗ + k⃗1

)2

(t2 − t1) +
(
k⃗ + k⃗1 + k⃗2

)2

(t3 − t2) +
(
k⃗ + k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3

)2

(t1 − t3)+(
k⃗ + k⃗1 + k⃗2

)2

(t5 − t4) +
(
k⃗ + k⃗1

)2

(t6 − t5) + k2
3 |t4 − t3|+ k2

2 |t5 − t2|+ k2
1 |t6 − t1|


(36)

The factors in the numerator come from the contraction of the momenta corresponding to the
bold dots. It is taken into account that the squared sum of the momenta reduces to the sum of the
squared momenta due to neglecting the scalar product of any non-collinear vectors. The time t6
is considered fixed, which corresponds to the condition ω = 0. Since J obviously does not depend
on ν, we will henceforth set ν = 1. Thus, Ek = νk2 becomes Ek = k2. For calculating T , one
could transition to relative times: τ1 = t2 − t1, τ2 = t3 − t2, τ3 = t4 − t3, τ4 = t5 − t4, τ5 = t6 − t5.
Then, the exponents t5 − t2 and t6 − t1 will be expressed in terms of τi. In these variables, the
time integrals factorize and are easy to evaluate in the limits (0,∞). As a result, we obtain

T
(
k⃗, k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3

)
=

1

Q (k, k1, k2, k3)
, (37)

where Q is defined as follows

Q(k, k1, k2, k3) = (Ek1 + Ek+k1)(Ek1 + Ek2 + Ek+k1+k2)(Ek1 + Ek2 + Ek3 + Ek+k1+k2+k3) ·

·(Ek1
+ Ek2

+ Ek+k1+k2
)(Ek1

+ Ek+k1
) =

[
k21 + (k2 + k21)

][
k21 + k22 + (k2 + k21 + k22)

]
·

·
[
k21 + k22 + k23 + (k2 + k21 + k22 + k23)

][
k21 + k22 + (k2 + k21 + k22)

][
k21 + (k2 + k21)

]
. (38)

This result can be interpreted as the multiplication of 5 so-called ”time-cuts” (35)

Q(k, k1, k2, k3) = EI EII EIII EIV EV , (39)

where Ei =
∑

n En and n represents for propagators intersecting the dashed line.
The general approach to performing integration over times involves two steps. First, one needs

to arrange vertices of a diagram in all possible sequences with respect to θ-functions present in
⟨vv′⟩ propagators. These diagrams with ordered sequence of vertices are called ”time versions”.
Then, in each of them one needs to place time-cuts between all adjacent pairs of vertices, which
would represent integration over relative times. The result of such integration is equal to 1/(sum of
squared momenta, intersected with time-cut). This algorithm, being general for dynamic models,
is well-suited for automation, making the task of integrating over times straightforward.

Taking out factor h3µ−6ε from J(k⃗, ω = 0) (36)

J(k⃗, ω = 0) = h3µ−6εχ(k, ω = 0) , (40)
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which along with (15) from (36)-(39) and (33) gives

χ(k) = χ(k, ω = 0) =
1

8

∫ ∞

0

dk1k
1−2ε
1

∫ ∞

0

dk2k
1−2ε
2

∫ ∞

0

dk3k
1−2ε
3

(k2 + k21)(k
2 + k21 + k22)

Q(k, k1, k2, k3)
. (41)

Now, let us discuss the implementation of the R′-operation written in the form (26). To perform
the (1−K)j operation on the relevant subgraph with the index j, one can introduce the parameter
aj and put it into the integrand in such a way that the integrand remains the same if aj = 1 and
the value aj = 0 corresponds to the values ωj = 0, kj = 1 of the external frequency and momentum.
The (1 −K)j operation (29) is represented as the difference between the diagram expression at
aj = 1 and aj = 0. Then, the result of the R′-operation is provided by such substitutes for all
divergent subgraphs.

The formulated conditions for the parameter aj can be implemented in the following way. To
satisfy the condition ωj = 0 in the cuts crossing the subgraph one needs to introduce the factor aj
before the energies not containing the integration variables of the subgraph. For condition kj = 1,
one should replace kj with k

aj

j in all other energies. The same replacement needs to be done in
the numerator factors that contain the integration variables of the subgraph.

Let us apply the formulated rules to the diagram (35). It has a subgraph with vertices {3, 4},
which is nested to another one with vertices {2, 3, 4, 5}. The first subgraph is associated with the
parameter a1 and the second one is associated with a2. The first subgraph ({3, 4}) has only one cut
in which the energies Ek1 and Ek2 do not depend on the subgraph integration variable k3, therefore
one needs to multiply them by the factor a1. The external momentum is equal to k + k1 + k2,
thus in the energy Ek+k1+k2+k3

the combination k2 + k21 + k22 is replaced with (k2 + k21 + k22)
a1 .

There is no need to manipulate the factor k2 + k21 + k22 in the numerator because the subtraction
is applied to the normalized subgraph (28). The second subgraph ({2, 3, 4, 5}) has the external
momentum k+k1 and contains three cuts. Each of them contains the energy Ek1 , which needs to
be multiplied by the factor a2 due to its independence of the integration variable of the subgraph.
In the rest of the energies, the factor k2 + k21 is replaced with (k2 + k21)

a2 . The same replacement
is needed for the factor k2 + k21 + k22 in the numerator. The final result is given by

χa1,a2
(k) =

1

8

∫ ∞

0

dk1k
1−2ε
1

∫ ∞

0

dk2k
1−2ε
2

∫ ∞

0

dk3k
1−2ε
3

(k2 + k21)
[
(k2 + k21)

a2 + k22
]

Qa1,a2
(k, k1, k2, k3)

(42)

Qa1,a2
=

{
k21 + (k2 + k21)

}{
a2k

2
1 + k22 +

[
(k2 + k21)

a2 + k22

]}
·

·
{
a1a2k

2
1 + a1k

2
2 + k23 +

[(
(k2 + k21)

a2 + k22

)a1

+ k23

]}{[
(k2 + k21)

a2 + k22

]}{
k21 + (k2 + k21)

}
. (43)

Substitution of the parameter values yields the result of the R′-operation in the form

R′χ(k) = χ1,1(k)− χ1,0(k)− χ0,1(k) + χ0,0(k). (44)

Thus, the L operation from (30) is given by

L(χ(k)) = Dk(R
′χ(k)) = (−k∂kR

′χ(k))|k=1 = (45)

= Dk(χ1,1(k))−Dk(χ1,0(k))−Dk(χ0,1(k)) +Dk(χ0,0(k)).

Let us stress that in the case of nested subgraphs, the factors ai must be arranged starting with
the smallest corresponding subgraph as in the considered diagram. It is important to emphasize
once again that there are no overlapping subgraphs in this model.

In the following, we discuss the transition to the Feynman representation. In the general case
of an n-loop diagram after performing all integrations over times the integrand contains in the
denominator 2n − 1 factors Ai quadratic in momenta and in the numerator n − 1 factors Bi

quadratic in momenta as well. In this context, the Feynman formula is written as follows

B1...Bn−1

A1..A2n−1
= (n−1)!

(−∂u′
1
)...(−∂u′

n−1
)

∫ 1

0

du1...

∫ 1

0

du2n−1

δ
( 2n−1∑

i=1

ui − 1
)

( 2n−1∑
i=1

Aiui +
n−1∑
i=1

Biu′
i

)n


∣∣∣∣∣
u′
1=0,...,u′

n−1=0

(46)
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Here,

H ≡
( 2n−1∑

i=1

Aiui +

n−1∑
i=1

Biu
′
i

)
=

n∑
i,s=1

viskiks + c (47)

is the quadratic form of the integration variables. Considering the integrals over modules of ki as
the integrals in D-dimensional space and taking into account that the integrands are independent
of angles ∫ ∞

0

k1−2ε
1 dk1... =

1

SD

∫
dk1..., SD =

2πD/2

Γ(D/2)
, D = 2− 2ε (48)

one can use the formula for the integration of quadratic form raised to some power:

1

Sn
D

∫
dk1...

∫
dkn

1

Hn
=

Γn(D/2)Γ(n− nD/2)

2n(n− 1)!cn−nD/2UD/2
=

Γn(1− ε)Γ(nε)

2n(n− 1)!cnεU1−ε
, (49)

where we denote U = det v. With (46)-(49), the general formula of the Feynman representation is
given by ∫ ∞

0

k1−2ε
1 dk1...

∫ ∞

0

k1−2ε
2 dkn

B1...Bn−1

A1...A2n−1
=

1

Sn
D

∫
dk1...

∫
dkn

B1...Bn−1

A1...A2n−1
=

=
Γn(1− ε)Γ(nε)

2n

(−∂u′
1
)...(−∂u′

n−1
)

∫ 1

0

du1...

∫ 1

0

du2n−1

δ
( 2n−1∑

i=1

ui − 1
)

cnεU1−ε


∣∣∣∣∣
u′
1=0...u′

n−1=0

(50)

In this model, the matrix v is always diagonal, which is a direct consequence of the vanishing of
the scalar products.

vis = viδis, U =

n∏
i=1

vi . (51)

This fact leads to significant simplifications in the calculations. Denoting the quadratic form (47)
of the diagram (35) for various values of the parameters ai as Ha1a2

, one obtains

H1,1 = (k2 + 2k21)u1 + (k2 + 2k21 + 2k22)u2 + (k2 + 2k21 + 2k22 + 2k23)u3 + (k2 + 2k21 + 2k22)u4 +

+(k2 + 2k21)u5 + (k2 + k21)u
′
1 + (k2 + k21 + k22)u

′
2 = k2(u1 + u2 + u3 + u4 + u5 + u′

1 + u′
2) + (52)

+k21(2u1 + 2u2 + 2u3 + 2u4 + 2u5 + u′
1 + u′

2) + k22(2u2 + 2u3 + 2u4 + u′
2) + k232u3,

that yields
c1,1 = k2(u1 + u2 + u3 + u4 + u5 + u′

1 + u′
2), (53)

U1,1 = (2u1 + 2u2 + 2u3 + 2u4 + 2u5 + u′
1 + u′

2)(2u2 + 2u3 + 2u4 + u′
2)2u3, (54)

and, analogically,
c1,0 = k2(u1 + u5 + u′

1) + u2 + u3 + u4 + u′
2, (55)

U1,0 = (2u1 + 2u5 + u′
1)(2u2 + 2u3 + 2u4 + u′

2)2u3, (56)

c0,1 = k2(u1 + u2 + u4 + u5 + u′
1 + u′

2) + u3, (57)

U0,1 = (2u1 + 2u2 + 2u4 + 2u5 + u′
1 + u′

2)(2u2 + 2u4 + u′
2)2u3, (58)

c0,0 = k2(u1 + u5 + u′
1) + u2 + u3 + u4, (59)

U0,0 = (2u1 + 2u5 + u′
1)(2u2 + 2u4 + u′

2)2u3. (60)

Finally, the resulting Feynman representation for the coefficients χ
(i)
n (k, ω = 0) in the relation

(32) allows to apply the hyperlogarithm technique for calculating the anomalous dimension γν .
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4 Calculations with the hyperlogarithm method

For evaluation of the diagrams, we use a hyperlogarithm integration method, which is a powerful
tool for multiloop calculations. It was proposed by Francis Brown in the series of works [25, 26, 27]
and then further developed by Erik Panzer [28, 29, 42], resulting in a Maple implementation
HyperInt, which we apply to perform analytic calculations of the diagrams.

The hyperlogarithm method is applicable for calculation of diagrams without divergences. Since
it is not directly suitable for divergent diagrams, one needs to construct some combination L(χ) in
which the divergences cancel out on the level of the integrand. To calculate the initial integral, one
needs to calculate the sum L(χ) and the subtraction terms. The corresponding subtractions tend
to be easier to evaluate than the original diagram due to the simplifications of the integrands, e.g.,
factorization. In our case, the operation L in (30) is simpler because it is constructed on the basis
of the standard R′ operation, and the value L(χ) directly contributes to the required RG function
γν (30).

Let’s have a detailed look at the hyperlogarithm method. The basic object of the discussed
method is a hyperlogarithm, which is defined in terms of iterated integrals as

Lωσ1
ωσ2

...ωσn
(z) :=

∫ z

0

dz1
z1 − σ1

∫ z1

0

dz2
z2 − σ2

...

∫ zn−1

0

dzn
zn − σn

, (61)

where the letter ωσi
is the symbol for the differential form dzi/(zi − σi). The combination of letters

in the definition (61) is called the word w = ωσ1
ωσ2

...ωσn
. The one consisting of the same letter

repeated ωσi
... ωσi︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

will be denoted as ωn
σi
.

For the application of the hyperlogarithm technique, it is necessary to use the well-known trick
in the parametric representation (50) that is often referred to as the Cheng-Wu theorem [43].
In particular, it allows to replace the δ-function δ (

∑n
i=1 ui − 1) with δ (uj − 1) for an arbitrary

parameter uj by having the limits of integration over the remaining parameters extended to infinity.
Due to the finiteness of the calculated expression L(χ) ((45) in the example considered above),
its ε-expansion can be obtained by expanding the integrand into a Taylor series at ε = 0. The
individual terms in L(χ) (see, e.g, (45)) have logarithmic divergences, which cancel out completely.
Being the core element of the hyperlogarithm method, the regularization procedure allows for
the evaluation of each term separately. It is a drastic simplification compared to the numeric
calculation, which requires combining all the terms into one finite expression.

After the subsequent integration over Feynman parameters, the calculated integrals can be rep-
resented in terms of the regularized limits of hyperlogarithms Reg

z=∞
Lw(z) of the words w with letters

ω0(σ = 0) and ω−1(σ = −1). The basic examples of the regularization of such hyperlogarithms are

Reg
z=∞

Lωn
−1
(z) =

1

n!
Reg
z=∞

lnn(1 + z) =
1

n!
Reg
z=∞

[
lnn(z) +O

(
1

z

)]
= 0 , (62)

Reg
z=∞

Lω0ωn
−1
(z) = Lω0ωn

−1
(z)− Lωn+1

−1
(z) = L(ω0−ω−1)ωn

−1
(∞) . (63)

The first letter ω0−ω−1 in (63) corresponds to the expression dz1(1/z1−1/(z1 + 1)) = dz1/(z1(z1 + 1))
in the definition (61), which ensures the convergence of the integral at z −→ ∞.

In the general case, the subtraction of this type leads to the convergent integral, but, unlike in
(62), Reg

z=∞
Lω−1ωσ2 ...ωσn

(z) ̸= 0, so the finite part must be eliminated from the subtractive term. The

sequential procedure for constructing the regularized limit of an arbitrary word Reg
z=∞

Lωσ1
ωσ2

...ωσn
(z)

is discussed in [29] in great detail. Let us only provide the following example

Reg
z=∞

Lω0ω0ω−1ω−1
(z) = L(ω0−ω−1)ω0ω−1ω−1

(∞)− 3L(ω0−ω−1)ω−1ω−1ω−1
(∞) . (64)

The regularized hyperlogarithms with the letters ω0 and ω−1 can be expressed in terms of
multiple zeta functions. The Riemann zeta function of one argument is defined as

ζ(n) =
∑
k=1

1

kn
. (65)

Its integral representation corresponds to the value of the polylogarythm at z = 1

ζ(n) = polylog(n, z = 1) = −
∫ z=1

0

dt1
t1

∫ t1

0

dt2
t2

...

∫ tn−2

0

dtn−1

tn−1
ln(1− tn−1), (66)
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or, in terms of hyperlogarithms,

ζ(n) =

∫ 1

0

dt1
t1

∫ t1

0

dt2
t2

...

∫ tn−2

0

dtn−1

tn−1

∫ tn−1

0

dtn
tn − 1

= Lωn−1
0 ω1

(1) . (67)

Multiple zeta function is defined as

ζ(n1, n2, ..., nm) =
∑

0<k1<k2<...<km

1

kn1
1 kn2

2 ...knm
m

, (68)

its integral representation can be obtained from (67) by inserting certain amount of letters ω1,
namely,

ζ(n1, n2, ..., nm) = (−1)mL
ωnm−1

0 ω1...ω
n2−1
0 ω1ω

n1−1
0 ω1

(1) . (69)

The hyperlogarithms in (69) can be constructed from the regularized limits Reg
z=∞

Lωσ1
ωσ2

...ωσn
(z)

with letters ω0 and ω−1 with the following change of variables

zi =
ti

1− ti
,

dzi
zi

=
dti
ti

+
dti

1− ti
,

dzi
zi + 1

=
dti

1− ti
, (70)

which corresponds to the change of letters

ω0 −→ ω0 − ω1 , ω−1 −→ −ω1 . (71)

Let us note that the first letter in the regularized hyperlogarithm will always be ω0 − ω−1 (as in
the example (64)), ensuring the existence of the limit at z −→ ∞. Consequently, after applying (71)
the first letter in (69) will be ω0, which leads to the inequality nm ≥ 2, preventing the occurrence
of the divergent ζ(n1, n2, ..., 1).

It is known that multi zeta values with weights (sum of the arguments) up to and including
7 can be expressed as the sum of products of Riemann zeta values ζ(n). In particular, for the
regularization examples (63),(64) the formulae (69), (71) yield

Reg
z=∞

Lω0ωn
−1
(z) = L(ω0−ω−1)ωn

−1
(∞) = (−1)nLω0ωn

1
(1) = (−1)nζ(1, 1, ..., 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

, 2) = ζ(n+1) (72)

Reg
z=∞

Lω0ω0ω−1ω−1
(z) = L(ω0−ω−1)ω0ω2

−1
(∞)− 3L(ω0−ω−1)ω3

−1
(∞) = Lω0(ω0−ω1)ω2

1
(1) + 3Lω0ω3

1
(1) =

= Lω2
0ω

2
1
(1) + 2Lω0ω3

1
(1) = ζ(1, 3)− 2ζ(1, 1, 2) =

1

10
ζ2(2)− 4

5
ζ2(2) = − 7

10
ζ2(2) (73)

Therefore, all considered multiple integrals can be reduced to the regularized limits of the hyper-
logarithms of words with the letters ω0 and ω−1. For illustration, we provide the calculation of the
first term Dk(χ1,1(k)) in the sum (45) corresponding to the diagram (35). The general integration
algorithm, which is quite complex, can be found in [29].

Consider the term Dk(χ1,1) at ε = 0, using the representation (50) with n = 3. From
(50),(53),(54) it follows that χ1,1(k) = k−6εχ1,1(1). Therefore, Dkχ1,1(k) = 6εχ1,1(k). The factor
6ε cancels the pole in the factor Γ3(1− ε)Γ(ε)/23 from (50), resulting in 6εΓ3(1− ε)Γ(ε)/23 =

1/4 + O(ε). Substituting (53),(54) into (50) and taking the derivatives ∂u′
1
∂u′

2
...
∣∣∣
u′
1=u′

2=...=0
, we

finally obtain

Dk(χ1,1(k)) =
1

1024

∫ 1

0

du1 . . . du5
(u1 + 3u2 + 3u3 + 3u4 + u5) δ(u1 + u2 + u3 + u4 + u5 − 1)

u3 (u2 + u3 + u4)2 (u1 + u2 + u3 + u4 + u5)3

(74)
To deal with the δ-function as discussed in the beginning of the section, let us set u3 = 1 and
expand the integration limits over the other parameters to ∞

Dk(χ1,1(k)) =
1

1024

∫ ∞

0

du2du4du5du1
(u1 + 3u2 + 3u4 + u5 + 3)

(u2 + u4 + 1)2 (u1 + u2 + u4 + u5 + 1)3
(75)

For convenience, the integration order will be the following: u2, u4, u5, u1. Diagrams of our model
are linearly reducible for all orders of integration, we only note that the integration order must be
chosen consistently for all terms of the diagram since they are divergent objects and have to be
considered together.
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To compute an integral with the hyperlogarithm method, the requirement of linear reducibility
must be satisfied. This guarantees that at each step of integration, it is possible to construct a
primitive in terms of hyperlogarithms, and the final result will be expressed as a rational linear
combination of multiple zeta values. In general, an integrand at some integration step has the
form of a product of rational function and hyperlogarithm. An integral is considered linearly
reducible if, at each step, the irreducible polynomials in the rational functions remain linear in the
next integration variables. For some integrals, linear reducibility is not satisfied for an arbitrary
integration order, so finding a proper one is mandatory. Several reduction algorithms exist that
can be used to search for integration orders which ensure linear reducibility, without actually doing
the integration process [26, 29]. The presence of linear reducibility depends on diagrams’ topology,
but this topic has been studied for only static models, and even in those its nature is not yet
completely understood. Fortunately, in the considered dynamic model all diagrams turn out to be
linearly reducible up to 4 loops due to significant simplifications of the d → ∞ limit. In this regard,
we only note that the integration order must be chosen consistently for all terms of the diagram
since they are divergent objects and must be treated together. For convenience, the integration
order in the considered example (75) will be the following: u2, u4, u5, u1.

Every integration except the last integral over u1 can be taken by standard methods of partial
fraction decomposition and integration by parts. The result of the integration over u2 is denoted

as χ
(2)
1,1, where

Dk(χ1,1(k)) =
1

1024

∫ ∞

0

du4du5du1 χ
(2)
1,1 , (76)

χ
(2)
1,1 =

∫ ∞

0

du2

[
− 2

(u1 + u5) (u1 + u2 + u4 + u5 + 1)3
− 1

(u1 + u5)2 (u1 + u2 + u4 + u5 + 1)2
+

+
1

(u1 + u5)2 (u2 + u4 + 1)2

]
=

1

(u1 + u4 + u5 + 1)2 (u4 + 1)
.

Integrating over u4 and u5, we get

χ
(2,4)
1,1 =

∫ ∞

0

du4 χ
(2)
1,1 =

∫ ∞

0

du4

[
1

(u1 + u5)2 (u4 + 1)
− 1

(u1 + u5)2 (u1 + u4 + u5 + 1)
−

− 1

(u1 + u5) (u1 + u4 + u5 + 1)2

]
=

ln(u1 + u5 + 1)

(u1 + u5)2
− 1

(u1 + u5) (u1 + u5 + 1)
, (77)

χ
(2,4,5)
1,1 =

∫ ∞

0

du5 χ
(2,4)
1,1 =

[
ln(u1 + 1)

u1
+ ln(u1 + 1)− ln(u1)

]
+ [− ln(u1 + 1) + ln(u1)] =

ln(u1 + 1)

u1
.

(78)

The resulting expression is logarithmically divergent when integrated over the remaining param-
eter u1. Now we represent it as a hyperlogarithm and perform the regularization that eliminates
the divergent part. From the definition (61) follows that∫ b

a

dz
Lw(z)

z − σ
= Lωσw(b)− Lωσw(a) . (79)

Rewriting ln(u1 + 1) as the hyperlogarithm Lω−1(u1) and using (79), we obtain

χ
(2,4,5,1)
1,1 =

∫ ∞

0

du1 χ
(2,4,5)
1,1 =

∫ ∞

0

du1
Lω−1(u1)

u1
= Reg

u1=∞
Lω0ω−1

(u1)− Reg
u1=0

Lω0ω−1
(u1) . (80)

The integral is reduced to the regularized limits of the hyperlogarithm of word with the letters ω0

and ω−1 as expected. The regularization at u1 = 0 corresponds to the zero upper limit in (61), so
it is equal to zero. The regularization at ∞ can be obtained from (72), thus

Reg
u1=∞

Lω0ω−1
(u1) = ζ(2) ,

Reg
u1=0

Lω0ω−1
(u1) = 0 . (81)

Therefore, the complete answer for the considered term (75) is

Dk(χ1,1) =
ζ(2)

1024
. (82)
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Let us provide the results for the remaining terms from (45):

Dk(χ1,0) = − 3

1024
+

ζ(2)

1024
, Dk(χ0,1) = − 1

2048
, Dk(χ0,0) = − 1

512
. (83)

The sum of all four terms would give the final result for the diagram (35)

L(χ) = Dk(χ1,1(k))−Dk(χ1,0(k))−Dk(χ0,1(k)) +Dk(χ0,0(k)) =
3

2048
, (84)

which, along with the other three-loop diagrammatic contributions, will be included in the sum
(32).

The considered example is relatively simple: there was no need to introduce any additional tech-
niques up to the last integration over u1, where the integral was represented in terms of the regular-
ized hyperlogarithms of the word with letters ω0 and ω−1. In many other diagrams, the integration
process may be much more sophisticated because hyperlogarithms may arise in the earlier stages
which leads to regularization of words with letters, consisting of combinations of other integration
parameters. To automatically perform these cumbersome calculations for all diagrams up to 4 loops
included, we used the already mentioned implementation of this algorithm called HyperInt [28],
which allows for obtaining analytic results for Feynman integrals of different types. It should be
noted that calculations were performed with HyperInt option hyper check divergences := false,
otherwise you will be unable to calculate terms (in our example Dk(χ1,1), Dk(χ1,0), Dk(χ0,1), and
Dk(χ0,0)) separately.

5 Results and discussion

To evaluate the RG function (32), we developed a program [44] that automates all computation
steps, namely, generating diagrams, selecting significant ones (that do not contain scalar products),
integrating over times, transforming to parametric representation, and constructing R′-operation
as described in the sections above. Integration with the hyperlogarithm method was performed
using the program HyperInt [28], which has proven itself in multiloop calculations. Computations
in each order of perturbation theory were carried out with consistent accuracy, taking into account
the fact that at the fixed point of the renormalization group, the charge u∗ ∼ ε.

A result is written more compactly in terms of charge H = 2ε−2h:

γν = H
(
1 +

π2ε2

6
+ 0 · ε3

)
+H2

(
1

2
− (π2 + 9)ε

6
+

(π2 + 8ζ(3))ε2

4

)
+

+H3

(
2 +

π2

8
− (43 + 4π2 + 32ζ(3))ε

8

)
+H4

(
15

2
+

7π2

16
+

5ζ(3)

2

)
+ . . . (85)

Using the simple relation (17) between the β-function and γν , from the condition β(H∗) = 0, we
obtain an expression for the value of the charge at a fixed point

H∗ =
2ε

3
− 2ε2

9
+

(
2

9
− 2π2

27

)
ε3 +

(
7

81
+

2π2

81
− 16ζ(3)

81

)
ε4 + . . . (86)

Finally, from (18) we find the expression for the exponent ω in the fourth order of the ε-expansion

ω = 2ε+
2

3
ε2 +

10

9
ε3 +

56

27
ε4 + . . . (87)

In the considered stochastic turbulence model, the parameter ε is not related to the space
dimension d, and there is no critical dimension dc, similar to that introduced in the theory of
phase transitions. In this case, dc could be understood as the dimension at which Kolmogorov’s
phenomenological theory becomes valid (anomalous scaling vanishes). There are a few arguments
that indicate that this dimension is dc = ∞, and therefore a number of works have shown interest
in studying the asymptotic behavior of the stochastic turbulence model at d → ∞ [45, 46, 47, 48,
49, 20]. One may expect [46] that in the limit d → ∞ the problem will be simplified and, possibly,
will turn out to be exactly solvable, so that it can be used as a zero approximation of systematic
perturbation theory with a small parameter 1/d. However, a definite result has not been obtained
yet. Significant progress in this regard has been achieved in the simplified Kazantsev-Kraichnan
model of turbulent mixing of a passive admixture. In the work [45], it was proven that in this
model the anomalous scaling disappears in the limit d → ∞, and the corresponding anomalous
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exponents were calculated in the 1/d order. It was also possible to obtain these exponents within
the framework of the ϵ expansion: in the first order it was done in [50] and then up to ε3 in [51]. It
turned out that already in the first order ε-expansion correctly reproduces the result in the order
1/d.

In the stochastic theory of turbulence, we are very interested in obtaining 1/d-expansion, but
for now calculations are possible only in double (1/d, ε)-expansion, in leading order on 1/d and
up to 3 order on ε [24, 38]. One of the features of leading order on 1/d is notable decrease in the
number of diagrams.

Also, some interesting points were noted in the results obtained. For the critical exponent ω, all
irrational expressions present in the RG functions were cancelled out. In addition, a “reduction”
of the diagrams was noticed; their significant mutual reduction results in the fact that in the two-
loop approximation, the final result was determined by 4 diagrams out of 6, and in the three-loop
approximation, by 9 diagrams out of 83 [52]. To understand the mechanism of such reduction, it
would be interesting to investigate its manifestation in higher orders of perturbation theory. How-
ever, the four-loop calculation was carried out only numerically [53], which significantly narrows
the possibilities of such an analysis.

As can be seen from (87), the fourth term of the expansion of the exponent ω demonstrates the
same property as the previous ones, namely, all irrational contributions in it have been cancelled
out. Using the obtained analytical answers for the diagrams, we are planning to further analyze
the reduction mechanism as well as perform a five-loop calculation.

The hyperlogarithm method and its implementation HyperInt turned out to be very efficient
in the model considered, allowing us to calculate all 4-loop diagrams. Due to the diagonalization
of the determinant in the Feynaman representation in the asymptotics d → ∞, the overwhelming
number of diagrams in the next 5-loop approximation will highly likely turn out to be linear
reducible, making it possible to use the same method for their calculation. Moreover, analytical
calculations using HyperInt require significantly less time compared to numerical calculations in
this model.

Additionally, the results of this work give hope for carrying out analytical calculations in a
similar way in other problems of critical dynamics, in which the currently highest achieved answers
were mainly obtained by numerical methods (e.g. Sector Decomposition).
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6 Appendix

The four-loop calculation of the exponent ω was also performed numerically [53]. Like in the
previous paper with the three-loop result [39], the renormalization condition (9) was used along
with the function F (m/k) = θ(k −m) in (3). The first three coefficients of the ε-expansion were
obtained analytically, while the fourth one was calculated numerically. Written in terms of a charge
U = u/4, where u is the given charge of [53], the result for the anomalous dimension is

γν = U +
U2

2

(
1− 2 ln 2 · ε+ π2

6
ε2
)
+

+
U3

8

(
7 + 6 ln 2 + ε

(
8− π2

2
− 45 ln 3 + 24 ln 2− 18(ln 2)2 − 9 dilog

3

4

))
+ a4U

4, (88)

a4 = 6.607378 .

For the exponent ω, this gives

ω = 2ε+
2

3
ε2 +

10

9
ε3 + 2.0740695ε4 + . . . (89)
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The numeric coefficient of ε4 is in good agreement with the exact result obtained in this paper:
56
27 = 2.074074074.... Given the exact value, one can reconstruct the analytical expression for the
coefficient of U4 in (88) by requiring the cancellation of the irrational terms:

a4 =
9

8

(
1 + 5 ln 3− 8

3
ln 2 + 2(ln 2)2 + dilog

3

4

)
. (90)
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