arXiv:2405.09243v1 [hep-th] 15 May 2024

KUNS-3004

Noether’s theorem and Ward-Takahashi identities
from homotopy algebras

Keisuke Konosu! and Jojiro Totsuka-Yoshinaka?

L Graduate School of Arts and Sciences, The University of Tokyo
Komaba, Meguro-ku, Tokyo 153-8902, Japan
konosu-keisuke@g.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp,
2Department of Physics, Kyoto University,
Kitashirakawa, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan
george.yoshinaka@gauge.scphys.kyoto-u.ac.jp,

Abstract

We derive the new identity in homotopy algebras which directly corresponds to the Schwinger-
Dyson equations in quantum field theory. As an application, we derive the Ward-Takahashi
identities. We demonstrate that the Ward-Takahashi identities are reproduced in several ex-
amples. In general, our formula contains divergence. We mediate this problem by introducing
stubs known in the context of string field theory. With the regularization, we can calculate the
anomaly such as axial U(1) anomaly in vector-like U(1) gauge theory.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.09243v1

Contents

i1 Infinitesimal symmetry in homotopy algebrad . . . . . ... ... 21
4.2 Noether’s theorem in homotopy algebral . . . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... .... 22
4.3 Ward-Takahashi identi‘rvl ............................... 25
4.4 Examples . . ... 27
4.4.1  The U(1) symmetry in complex scalar field theoried . . . . . . . . . . .. 27

33

36

40

46

48

49

1 Introduction

Homotopy algebras such as A, algebras [1} 2] 3| 4 [5, 6] and L, algebras [7, 8] have contributed
in the context of constructing the action of string field theory [7, 9, 10, 1T} 12}, 13}, 14, 15, [16]. The
homotopy structure ensures the gauge invariance of the action explicitly. Recently, homotopy
algebras have been used for various purposes beyond constructing the action. For instance,
we can reproduce the Feynman diagram expansion [17, I8, 19, 20} 2], 22| 23|, 24, 25]. We can
also relate covariant and light-cone string field theories by homotopy algebras [26]. Notably,
they are applicable to not only string field theory but also ordinary quantum field theories [27,
28, 29, 130, 31} 32 33]. Particularly, recent proposals utilizing homotopy algebras to express



correlation functions [34] 35, [36] are noteworthy One advantage of describing quantum field
theory using homotopy algebras is that it allows descriptions independent of the details of the
theory. For instance, string field theory and scalar field theory have different structures and the
former is far more complex than the latter. Expressions based on homotopy algebras, however,
formally represent both of the theories in a similar form. While solving string field theory
poses significant challenges due to its complexity, various analytical techniques are available in
quantum field theory. By translating the properties and analytical methods of quantum field
theory into the language of homotopy algebras, we expect that we can directly apply or extend
them for applications in string field theory.

Symmetry plays a crucial role in the analysis of quantum field theory. In particular, global
symmetry is an important concept related to conserved charges and anomalies. In the context
of homotopy algebras, there are several discussions regarding global symmetry [44] [19], but they
remain at the classical level. In this paper, we provide an expression of the Ward-Takahashi
identity in terms of homotopy algebras, based on the expression of correlation functions given
in [34], 135, 36] 4 To derive this, we use a new identity that we refer to as the algebraic Schwinger-
Dyson equation. Moreover, this equation improves the proof of the Schwinger-Dyson equation
from the point of the formula for correlation functions in terms of homotopy algebras presented
in [34] [35],36], which enable us to extend to general theories easier. The Ward-Takahashi identity
in terms of homotopy algebras we derived contains a term corresponding to an anomaly. This
term is generally ill-defined and requires regularization. We applied regularization with stubs [7],
which is widely used in the context of string field theory. In the context of homotopy algebras,
research on adding stubs has seen significant development in recent years [46], [47, 48] [49]. By
adding stubs, we can perform the heat kernel regularization while preserving the structure of
homotopy algebras, making it the optimal regularization for the discussions in this paper. The
regularization method we introduce is related to the work [50], in which the anomaly and the
regularization with stubs are discussed in the framework of the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we briefly review A, algebras and
quantum A, algebras. In section 3, we review the formula for correlation functions in terms
of homotopy algebras for the scalar field theories [34], 35]. Subsequently, we discuss correlation
functions for the general theories and introduce the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation, which
are important in our discussion. In section 4, we provide expressions for Noether’s theorem and
the Ward-Takahashi identity in terms of homotopy algebras. We then illustrate these expres-
sions with three examples, the U(1) symmetry in complex scalar field theories, the translation

n the context of the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism [37, 38| 39], see [40, 41]. See also [42] 43] for related
works.

2Though the approach is different from ours, there is an unpublished work deeply related to our work by
Hiroaki Matsunaga [45].

3The approach is a bit different since we are directly evaluating correlation functions.



symmetry in scalar field theories, and the chiral U(1) symmetry in vector-like gauge theories.
In section 5, we explain the regularization with stubs and calculate the values of anomalies in
the above examples. As is well known, non-zero anomalies can be calculated only in the third
example.

Through the paper, we mostly follow the convention [51] when we describe quantum field
theory.

2 A, algebras and quantum A, algebras

In this section, we explain A, algebras and their extensions, commonly referred to as quantum
A algebras. These algebras are defined within the context of graded vector SpaCEH denoted as
‘H. In our setup, consider the graded vector space spanned by the basis {e,(x), €*(z)}. Here the
index a represents discrete labels and x represents continuous label. In this paper, we associate
the discrete label with the types of fields or the indices of Lorentz and gauge groups, and the
continuous label is associated with the coordinates of a d-dimensional spacetime. We denote
the subspace generated by the basis {e,(x)} as H;, and the subspace generated by {€%(x)} as
H,. The general element of of H can be written as

P=Y [t [r@e + fwew)]. (2.1)

where coefficients f* and f; are functions The identity map on H is denoted by I. The degree
is determined by the Grassmann parity and the degree of €%(z) is defined to be opposite to that
of e,(x). If the basis vector e,(z) has an even degree, €%(x) has an odd degree, and vice versa.
We assume that the degree of coefficients and basis vectors do not depend on continuous labels
x, and denote their degree as deg(f®) and deg(e,). Furthermore, when the element F' of H is
homogeneous with respect to the degree, we denote it as deg(F'). For the sake of simplicity in
notation, we write the sign factor (—1)3°¢(f*) as (—1)7".

We introduce the three kinds of operator acting on this H, the degree-odd linear map
Q : H — H, the degree-odd multilinear map m,, : H®" — H for n > 0, and the degree-odd
symplectic form w : H®H — C. These operators are graded commutative with the coefficients.
For instance, () acts as

Q (f(2) ealz)) = (=1)7" f*(2) Q ea(2). (2.2)

4Strictly speaking, this space is not the vector space, but the module when we consider Grassmann odd
fields. In this paper, these differences do not contribute to our discussions.

5In this paper, we assume that spacetime is flat. On a curved spacetime, it is necessary to replace the integral
measure with \/§dd:1:.




The operator () is defined to satisfy the following conditions:
Q*=0 (2.3)
w(F,QF)=—-(-D)"w(QF,F). (2.4)

The first condition means that the operator () is nilpotent, and the second condition is called
cyclicity. The symplectic form w is defined for the e,(x) and €%(z) as follows:

w(ea(),e(y)) = (1) 8, 8(x —y),
w(e(x),enly)) = (1) & 6z — y), (2.5)
w(ea(), e4(y)) = w (e(x), e"(y)) = 0.

When x = y, the above two equations are defined by taking a limit x — y. As it can be seen
from the definition, the symplectic form w satisfies the graded antisymmetric property:

W(Fl, Fg):—(—l)FlFZW(FQ,Fl). (26)
It is convenient to define the bra notation of the symplectic form (w| as
<w\ F1®FQZM(F1, Fg) (27)

In terms of homotopy algebras, the action is given by

o0

S:—%w(cp,cgcp)—z%Hw(cp,mn(cp,...,cp)), (2.8)

n=0 n

where we used the operators defined above, and ® represents the degree-even element of H:
0=Y [deor@) e, (29)

where {¢%(x)} are fields. The condition that the element ® has even degree is required so that
the first term on the right-hand side of (2.8]) does not vanish by the cyclicity of (). Since the
element ® has even degree,

deg(¢®) = deg(e,) . (2.10)
For the simple descriptions, it is convenient to define M,, by
M1 :Q+m1, Mn:mn, (211)

for n # 1. The action (Z8)) is invariant under the gauge transformation of the element ® given
by

oo k—1
W= M(2®.. . 0aARPR...0d), (2.12)
k=1 (=0 l k—I1-1
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where A is the degree-odd gauge parameter, if the symplectic form w and operators M, satisfy
the following two kinds of conditions, which are extensions of the nilpotency and the cyclicity
of Q). The former one is called A, relationsH A few of them are

0 :Ml(Mo), (213&)
0 =M (M (®y)) + My(My, ®y) + (=1)* My(®y , My), (2.13b)
0 =My (My(®y, Ds)) + (—=1)P My(My (1), ®y) + (=1) My(P1 , My (D3))

+ My(My, @1, ®3) + (—1)* My(®y, My, By) 4+ (—1)P %2 My (), Dy, M),  (2.13¢)
0 =M, (M3(®y, ®y, ®3)) + My( My (D, dy) , P3)

4+ (=1)P My (D), My(Dy, 3)) + Ms(My (D)), By, P3)

+ (1) M3(®y, My(Dy), @3) + (—1) P22 M5(Dy , Dy, My (D3))

+ My(My, @y, 0y, @3) + (= 1) My(®y, My, P2 ®3)

+ (D)2 RN (D, Dy, My, B3) + (—1)P1F 2P VL (D), Dy, Dy, My) . (2.13d)

Another one is cyclicity of M,:
W( Py, My (Py,... , Ppp1)) = — (=D)"w(My(Pyr,...,0,), Pppr). (2.14)

When an algebra satisfies A, relations, it is called an A, algebra. Additionally, if it possesses
cyclicity, it is referred to as a cyclic Ay algebra.

In order to manipulate A, algebras, it is convenient to introduce the coalgebra representa-
tionB In the context of coalgebra representation, we extend the operators on H®" to those on
the tensor algebra:

TH=H"oHOHPOHP D . (2.15)

Here H®° is isomorphic to C, and we denote the single basis vector 1, which satisfies

11=1,

(2.16)
1 F=F®1=F,

for ' € H. We denote the projection from TH to H®" by m,. The tensor algebra equips a
product V : TH &' TH — TH defined by

V(A®'B)=A®B, (2.17)

6More precisely, this relation is called weak Ao relations, and, in particular, when My = 0, it is called A
relations.

"The coalgebra representation of A, algebras is explained in detail in many papers. See, for example,
appendix A of [52] and [20]. We mostly follow the conventions used in these papers and [35].



for A, B € TH, and a coproduct A : TH — TH & TH defined by

Al=1&'1,
n—1
ANRRR® - 0F)=Y (R® - 0F) & (Fn® - 0F,) (2.18)
k=1

+1 (AR L)+ (AL - @ F,)® 1,

for F; € H. Here ®' is the tensor product for the tensor algebra. The following relationship
holds between the projection m,, the product 57, and the coproduct A:

= (m & m)A, (2.19)

for k + 1 = n. The operator that plays a central role in the coalgebra representation is called
the coderivation, and it is a linear map c : T"H — TH satisfying

Ac=(I® c+c®'I)A, (2.20)
where I is the identity map on the tensor algebra defined by
I=1+1+I1%2+1% ..., (2.21)

An important property of the coderivation is that the graded commutator of two coderiva-
tions also becomes a coderivation. We can easily confirm that the graded commutator for two

coderivation c, ¢

/

e, ] =cc—(-1)*° c'c, (2.22)

satisfies the condition (Z20). The degree-odd coderivation M,, can be constructed from the
multilinear map M,, as follows:

M,(F® --®F,)=0, for m<n,
Mn(F1®®Fn):Mn(F1>aFn)>
o er (2.23)
M,(F® --®F,)= (=1)™ FRL® . Fe @ My (Fraay ooy Fran)
k=0
RFpin1®---®F, for m>n,
where Fi, ..., F, € H. We denote the sum of M,, as M:
M=) M,. (2.24)
n=1



The multilinear map M,, can be written as
M,=mM, =mMm,. (2.25)

It is clear from this construction that, in general, the coderivation c is completely determined by
m-projection 7; ¢. Under the above notation, the A, relation can be written as the following
simple equation:

mM?=0. (2.26)

This equation implies
M? =0, (2.27)
i.e., M is nilpotent. This is because M? = %[M,M] is a coderivation and is completely

determined by the 7 -projection. Furthermore, the cyclicity (ZI4) can be written as
(w| meM,, =0. (2.28)

In some cases, it is convenient to consider () and m; separately instead of considering M;. We
introduce degree-odd coderivations Q and m,, associated to ) and m,,, respectively. We also
define

m = i m, . (2.29)
n=0

Then, the relation (2.3) is promoted to
Q* =0, (2.30)
and the A, relation (2.27)) is rewritten as
(Q+m)*=0. (2.31)

We define the group-like element ﬁ on TH corresponding to the degree even element of ® of
H, that constitutes the action as

1

which satisfies

A = Q' : (2.33)



Moreover, as it is clear from the definition, this group element is invariant under the permutation
of elements in H. In other words, for the permutation map defined by 7@ : TH — TH

T(J) (Fl XX Fn) == (_1)5(0) Fo‘(l) RN Fa(n) 3 (234)

where o € S, and the sign factor (—1)°(®) represents the appropriate sign that arises from the
permutation, then

T = : (2.35)

The action (2.8]) can be written as

[ee) 1
, -
E n+1 (w] v (m® ﬂan)Al_(I) (2.36)

n=0

with the group-like element. When there is no confusion, 7 and A are often omitted and the

action is simply written as

- 1

n=0

We have presented all the ingredients to describe the quantum field theory at the tree
level. The action with cyclic A, algebra is a solution of the classical master equation in the
Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism. At the quantum level, the action must rather be a solution of
the quantum master equation. To satisfy the quantum master equation, we need to extend the
algebra to the quantum A, algebra, which is defined by the relation

(M +ihU)* =0, (2.38)
or
(Q+m+ihU)* =0, (2.39)

where h is the parameter and physically the Dirac constant. Here, the multilinear map m,,,
which is 7 -projection of the coderivation m,,, generally differs from the classical case. In this
case, the multilinear map m,, can be written as

m, = Z Mgon (2.40)
g=0

in the power series expansion of h, and the zeroth order mg, coincides with the classical case.
Here and in what follows, we use the same notation to denote the operators before and after

8



the h correction. Next, let us explain the operator U. The operator U is the degree-odd
second-order coderivationH promoted by the map U from H®? to H®? given by

- Z/dd:c (cale) © () + 2%(2) ® eal2) ). (2.41)
The second-order coderivation U is constructed by
IM:U:§:/¥M%@M%W@+?@WMMM

U (Fl K- R Fn) — Z Z / ddl’ (_1)F1+“'+Fi+ga(Fi+1+"'+Fi+j)

e G (2.42)
i+j+k=n
(F® - QF ®elr) ® Fipn®-- ® Fiy,
® ¢ (2) @ Fiyj1 @ ® Fiyjn ) + (eq <> €9,
for Fy,..., F, € H, where (e, <> €) represents the term that the operators e, and €* are

exchanged in the first term. Unlike usual coderivations (also called the first-order coderivation),
U is not determined by m;-projection : m; U = 0, but is determined by my-projection : m U = U.
If we use the coderivations e,(z) and €?(z) defined by

e, (7)1 = ey(x)

& 2.43

e ) (F® - QF,) = Z (_1)€a(F1+“'+Fk)F1 R QF,Re(2) @ Fpp1 @@ F, ( )
k=0

for Fy,...,F, € H, and similarly for €“(z), then the second-order coderivation U can be

rewritten as
U=>" / A%z e, () &% (x) . (2.44)

An important property of U is that it is normalized by
I=—(I® (w)(U&®I)

_ Z/dd:c((—l)ga ea(t) ® (W] (Za(z) ® I) + (~1)%2%(2) ® (W] (ealz) ® 1)), 24P
By using this property, the cyclicity (ZI4]) can also be expressed as
;/ddx [Mn (ea(2) @I 1) ® €%x) + (=1)% eq(x) ® M, (I®"* ®€“(m))} (2.46)

+ (eq(z) ¢ €%(z)) =0,

8For the detailed definition of higher-order coderivation, see [8].

9



The equivalence of two expression (2.14)) and (2.46]) is proved in appendix[Al The relation (2.38])
contains two types of relations. One is called the main identity:

m (M+ihU)?? =0 . (2.47)

This is an extension of the A relations (2.26). In particular, the contribution from i m MU
can often be canceled by the appropriate renormalization, in which case those satisfying A,
relations (2.20]) satisfy this main identity as well. Another one is

Za:/d v [ M,y eq(x) ® €%(x) + (=1)* ea(r) @ My, & ()] (2.48)

+ (eq(z) > €%(z)) =0,

which is derived from mo( M + iU )? = 0. When the multilinear map M, is commutative, as
in the case of C, algebras or L., algebras, this relation is equivalent to the cyclicity (240]).
In the case of general A, algebras, this relation does not imply the cyclicity. However, in this
paper, we assume the cyclicity of M,,.

3 Correlation functions from quantum A, algebras

In this section, we describe correlation functions in terms of quantum A, algebras. In §3.1]
we first review the case for scalar field theories following [34], 35, B6] . In §3.21 we show an
important identity, the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation, which contains the Schwinger-
Dyson equations. This identity plays a key role in proving the algebraic version of the Ward-
Takahashi identities. In §3.3] we confirm that we can derive the Schwinger-Dyson equation
from the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation.

3.1 Correlation functions for scalar field theories

In this subsection, we give a brief review on correlation functions for scalar field theories in

terms of quantum A, algebras following [35, 36]. As in §2] we consider the graded vector space
H=H dH:. (3.1)

When we consider theories without gauge symmetry, we only need basis vectors corresponding
to the spacetime ghost number 0 sector and the counterparts. In scalar field theory, we denote
the degree-even basis vector of H; by ¢(z) and the degree-odd basis vector of Hy by d(z).

9As mentioned in the introduction, there are several approaches to describe correlation functions. In this
paper, we take the approach first described in [34] We mostly follow the convention in [35] [36].
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In terms of homotopy algebra, we denote the action by

o0

1
S = —§w(q>,Q<p)—Z

n=0

n+1bd(®,mn(®,...,®)), (3.2)

where @ is the degree-even element of H;. The element ® is expanded as

o= /ddx o(x) c(x), (3.3)
where p(z) is the real scalar field. We define the symplectic form w by

w(c(zy),clry)) wle(z),d(xza)) \ 0 59y — )
< w(d(z1),c(z2)) w(d(z1),d(22)) ) - ( — 5z — 22) 0 ) : (3.4)

We define the degree-odd operator () by

Qe(r) = (-0 +m?)d(z), Qd(z)=0, (3.5)
where m is the mass of the scalar field. From these definitions, the kinetic term is reproduced
in terms of homotopy algebras:

—%w(@,@@) = — % /ddzz [augp(:z) Mo(x) +m? go(:z)ﬂ ) (3.6)

Note that () is niloptent:
Q*=0. (3.7)

Operators m,, are degree-odd map from H®" to H. For example, the cubic interaction in @3
theory is described by

ma (¢ (@), (@) = — géd(a:l — 22)d (21), (3.8)

where g is the coupling constant. We define my (¢ (x1), d(z3) ), mo (d(z1), c(x2) ) and
ms (d(x1), d(x2)) to be zero. In theories without gauge symmetry, operators m,, are defined
to be nonzero only when m,, map from H" to Ho.

Associated to the symplectic form w, we can define the operator U by

U= /dd:z c(x)d(x), (3.9)
where c(x) and d(z) are coderivations given by

mc(z)l=c(z), mc(z)m,=0,

! 3.10



for n > 0. Then, the main identity

2
™ <Q+Zmn+z’hU) =0 (3.11)

holds trivially, where Q and m,, are coderivations associates with () and m,,, respectively. Since
we can easily confirm that the operators Q and m,, meet the cyclicity ([2:4]) and (214, these
operators satisfy quantum A, relations.

Let us consider the description of correlation functions. To extract the physical information
from homotopy algebras, the projection operator P onto the subspace of H plays the key role.
As in [34], we take P to be

P=0 (3.12)

to calculate correlation functions. Intuitively, the operator I — P corresponds to the region
where we carry out the path integral and the definition (312]) means that we carry out the full
path integration. In the coalgebra representation, the operator P associated with P is given by

P=nm. (3.13)
Associated to the projector P, we define the contracting homotopy h by
Qh+hQ=1-P, hP =0, Ph=0, h*=0. (3.14)
In addition, we impose
w(FL,hFy) = (-0 (hF,Fy). (3.15)

In the current case, the second and third definitions in ([3.14) are trivially satisfied due to (3.12).
Then, we choose

he(z) =0, hd(x) = /ddy Alx —y)c(y), (3.16)
where A(x — y) is the Feynman propagator of scalar field theories given by
ddk eik (z—y)
Alr —y) = . 3.17
(z=v) / (2m)¢ k2 + m? — ie ( )

Associated with the contracting homotopy h, we define the operator h in the coalgebra repre-
sentation b

h=hm+> (I°""V@h)r,. (3.18)

n=2

10Tn general, the projector P is involved with the action of h on TH. Since the projection operator is defined
by BI13)), terms that contain P are trivially dropped.
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The definitions (3.14]) can be extended in the coalgebra representations by
Qh+hQ=I-P, hP=0, Ph=0, h®’=0. (3.19)

Then, we can describe the formula for correlation functions in terms of quantum A, algebras
by operators defined above. The formula is given by

(") =7, f1, (3.20)
where
Pr=0RP®..0P (3.21)
and ]
f= . 22
I+hm+i~AhU (3:22)
The inverse of I + hm + ¢Ah U is defined by the formal power series:
1 o
=1 —1)"(h hhU)". 2
T+hm+ihhU +;< J!(hm +ihhU) (3.23)

Intuitively, operators m,, h, m, and U correspond to the number of external lines, propaga-
tors, vertices, and loops, respectively in Feynman diagrams. In the formula (3.20), the usual
correlation functions in quantum field theory appear as the coefficients of basis vectors:
(") =(P2QRP®...QP )
" (3.24)
= /ddxlddx2 A%, (o) () ... op(n) ) e(21) @ c(x) ® ... @ cwy,) .

We deﬁn

(wn(z1, oo yxn)| = (=) (w| (d(z1) @T) -+ - (w]| (d(zn) @I ). (3.25)

Then, we can extract ordinary correlation functions in quantum field theory by

(p(x1) « plrn)) = (wplxy, .. yxy)| m £1. (3.26)
This is verified by
o) ... o(xy) = (wp(x, ..oy 2p)] % : (3.27)
and ]
P =y (3.28)

"Notice that we use slightly different notations from the papers [34], [35] and [36]. These two notations are
essentially the same.
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Another important property of the formula (3.20) is that the quantity m,, f 1 is symmetric under
the permutations of tensor products. This is confirmed indirectly through (3:20]).

As an example, we calculate the two-point function of the free scalar theory. From the
formula ([B:20]), the two-point function for the free scalar theory is given by

(p(x1) p(22)) = (Waw1, 22)| T2 £ 1, (3.29)
where )
f= ERTTN (3.30)
In fact, mo f 1 for the free theory can be simplified as
mfl = —ihmhU1. (3.31)
Since U 1 is given by
Ul= /dd:c (c(z)®d(z)+d(xz)®@c(x)), (3.32)
and the contracting homotopy h acts on H®? as
hm = (I®h)m, (3.33)
we obtain
hU1l= /ddzz [c(x) ® hd(z) +d(x) ® he(x)] . (3.34)

Since the contacting homotopy h act on the basis vector ¢(z) as hc(x) = 0, we obtain
hU1l= /dd:c [c(z) ® hd(x)] . (3.35)

Therefore, we obtain
7T2f1 = —Zhﬂ'ghUl

_ _m/ddx/ddy[cm@A(x—wc(y)],

When we substitute the above results into (3.29), we reproduce the result of ordinary quantum
field theory:

(3.36)

(wo| M f1 = ?A (r1 — o) (3.37)
= (p(@1) p(x2)) -

In general, the formula (3.:20) is verified by showing that correlation functions from (B.20])
satisfy the Schwinger-Dyson equations. In [34] and the following papers, it follows from the
trivial identity

f1f1=1. (3.38)
We present this proof in the Appendix [Bl In this paper, we prove this fact using the algebraic
Schwinger-Dyson equations in the next subsection.
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3.2 Correlation functions and the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equa-
tion

Let us extend the above discussions of correlation functions for scalar field theory to general

gauge-fixed theories. For a gauge-fixed theory, the kinetic term of the action (2.8) is nonde-

generate, so it is possible to construct h such that it makes P in (8I4]) equal to zero using the

propagator. At this time, the vector space H can be decomposed into two subspaces projected
by h @ and @Q h, with the former being H; and the latter being H,:

hQeu(x) =e.(z), Qheys(z)=0,
hQe(z) =0, Qhe(x)=7¢cx).

Notice that we need to add ghost fields in the gauge-fixed theory. In the homotopy algebraic

(3.39)

point of view, we need to add an additional basis associated with the ghost. Then, the basis
{ea(x)} contains both degree-even and degree-odd basis vectors in general. Since the element
® in the action is in Hy, this implies

hd=0. (3.40)

This corresponds to choosing the gauge fixing condition.
As in the scalar field example above, consider the quantity

e 1
" I+hm+:hhU’

(3.41)

under P = 0. Here, the second-order coderivation U is defined in (2.44). As in the example
above, we claim that correlation functions in terms of homotopy algebras for the gauge-fixed
field theory are given by

(@™ (1) (22) ... @™ (zn) ) = (w7 (21, ... 0p)| T 1, (3.42)

n (@, wn)| = (1) (W] (€M (1) @ m) @ - @ (W] (€7 () ® ) - (3.43)
In the same way as scalar field theory, the formula can also be written as

(%) =m, f1. (3.44)
The quantity f 1 satisfies the following important relation:

(M+ihU)f1=(Q+m+ihU)f1=0. (3.45)
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We call this identity the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation because we can derive the well-
known Schwinger-Dyson equations from this identity. The proof is given in the next subsection.
In [34] and the following papers, the Schwinger-Dyson equations are obtained from (3.38]). This
derivation works well, but as it can be seen in the proof described in Appendix [Bl we need to
act the concrete kinetic operators on ([3.38) according to the model. In our case, we do not
need such an operation and it is written by using only operators in homotopy algebras. Thus,
it is more suitable to carry out the proof in general theories. Let us prove (3.45):

Qf1=[Q, f]1
1
Q I+h(m+ihU)
1 | |
= Trhmiau) (YU e oy !

(3.46)
= f(m+ihU)f1+fh [Q,(m+ihU)] f1

= f(m+ihU)f1 —fh(m+ih U)*f1
=—f[I+h(m+:hU)](m+ihU)f1
—(m+ihU)f1 .

We used the quantum A, relation (239) at the fifth equality.
As it can be inferred from (BEZD the quantity f1 is an element of TH that has properties
similar to the group-like element ;—. In fact, it vanishes when h acts on it:

hfl=0. (3.47)

In other words, each output is an element of H;. Furthermore, it is invariant under the permu-
tation of elements in H:

TOf1=f1. (3.48)

Previously, this property was not proven by the direct computation of f 1, however, this can be
verified at each order by using the cyclicity (2.40]) of m,, and the formula

Z/dd:):ea = Z/dd 1)% he®(z) @ eq(), (3.49)

which is derived as

Z /dd:)sea )@ he?( Z /dd:):dd 1)¢" eq(2) ® ep(y) @w(e’(y), he(z))
== 3 [ drdlyels) @ a)w (@), 1) (3.50)
Z/ ~1)* he'(y) @ enly)
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where we used the normalization (Z.45) and the property ([3.I5) of k. For instance, the i? order

of mof1is

h?Eb: / dz dy [(~1) 7 ey(y) ® hmg(ealz), hE"(2), hE(y))

+(=1)ceterteect e (2) @ hms(ep(y), he(z), heb(y) )
+(=1) ey (2) @ hmg(hE“(z), ep(y), heb(y) )} )

Due to the cyclicity of m,, and the property (3.13) of h, we get
h? Z /ddzz ddy [(=1)® hing (he*(x), ex(y), hgb(y)) ® eq(7)
a,b

+H(=1) 0 hng (ey (), e (x), he"(y)) ® ea(w)
+(=1)% hims (ea(w), he®(x), he(y) ) @ es(y)] -

(3.52)

This is just a form where the output has been permuted. We can verify (3.48]) in each order as

well in principle. On the other hand, the action of the coproduct A is different:

Af1#Af1® f1.

This corresponds to the fact that the correlation function is generally not factorized.

3.3 The algebraic derivation of the Schwinger-Dyson equations

(3.53)

Let us show that the Schwinger-Dyson equations can be derived from the algebraic Schwinger-

Dyson equation (3:45]). In the path integral formalism, correlation functions are defined by

(" (21)9™ (2) ... 0" (Tp1) ) = %/Dﬁ O™ (21) ™ (22) . . . ¢ (Tn_s)er

where _
Z = / Do e’
Since

the Schwinger-Dyson equations are obtained:

3
—

(—1)¢a Z;:l ¢t < (bal (l‘l) . ¢ai71 (Ii_1>5gi(5d(l'i — l’n>¢ai+1 (SL’Z'+1> . (ba" (I'n) >

i=1

L () o e ) <0

0 ()
17
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(3.54)

(3.55)

(3.56)

(3.57)



where we introduced auxiliary parameter ¢® = 0.
To show the equivalence between (8.45) and (3.57), let us introduce the operator

T (I ® P ), (3.58)

where Pga is the projection onto the subspace of Hy spanned by €® for fixed label a. For
example, in scalar field theory described in §3.I1 Py project onto the space spanned by d(z).
Acting the above operator on the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.45), we obtain

Tp(I20 Y @ Pa YMFE1 4 ihm,(I°Y ® P ) Um,_pf1=0. (3.59)
Since
T f1=(0%") (3.60)
we can derive
> (0¥ @ Pa My(@® ... @ ®)) +ihm,(I°" D @ Pa ) U (@) =0.  (3.61)
k=0

Let us consider the first term on the left-hand side of (B.6I]). From the relation (2.45]), we

obtain
MOP®..@d)=-> / Al &% (x) - ﬁ:::) . (3.62)

Then, the first term of (3.61]) is written as

N ®(n—1) 5 —_ ®(n—1) d, za oS
;@ ® Pra Mip(®®...0 ®)) <<1> ®/dy (y)5¢a(y)>. (3.63)

Notice that the superscript a is not summed over all the fields, but corresponds to the field
labeled by a. Let us next consider the second term of ([B.61]). We obtain

ihm,(I°" ) @ Pz) U (@¥2))

=ih Z /ddy (I°0Y @ e, (y) @ TP =D @ 8%(y) ) m_a £ 1
i=1 (3.64)

n—1
=ik} / Ay (80 @ ea(y) @ OV @E(y) ).
1=1

Let us comment on the last line. Since

(@2 = (—1)° / Ay Ao (67 (1) - 0™ (Yn2) ) (€0, (1) ® -~ @ €a, o (Yn—2) )
(3.65)
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where (—1)7 is the appropriate sign factor, the term

(H®(z‘—1) ® ea(y) ® H@(n—z‘—l) ® ga(y) ) T o f1= (H®(i—1) ® ea(y) ® H@(n—i—l) ® ga(y> ) <(I)®(n—2) >
(3.66)
should be understood as

/ d%yr . Ay g (—1) 7o ca JFE ot can ) (o1 () L g2 (y, o) )

X (€a; (Y1) @ ... @ e€q,_, (Yim1) ® ealy) ®eq, (¥i) @ ... @€ (y) ).

(3.67)

In the last line of (B.64)), we carry out the formal calculation:

(]I®(z'—1) ® ea(y) ® H@(n—i—l) ® 'eva(y) ) <(I)®(n_2) >
— < (]I®(z'—1) ® ea(y) ® H@(n—i—l) ® E“(y) ) (I)®(n—2) > (3.68)
= (2 Y @e,(y) @DV @e(y))) .

In fact, we find that the calculation in (3.67) coincides with that of (3.68).
Then, the equation (3.61]) becomes

n—1
_ < 20D g / dy e (y) % > +ih / Ay (20D @ e,(y) @ ¥V @ E%(y)) = 0.
=1

3.69

To extract ordinary correlation functions, we use ( |

(@, 0] = (—1)" ] @ (@) @) @ 8 (] @ (@) @ m). (3.70)
defined in (343). Let us act the operator

(w2, )| @ (W] (ealan) @ T) (3.71)

from the left on the both sides in ([B.69). After the action of the operator (3.71) on the first
term of the left-hand side, we obtain

(w1 (2 )| ® (] (ealwn) @) [_<q>®<n—1>®/ddyga(y) 55 >}

0¢*(y)
= = () ) [l () 020) ) ) 5.7
= (—1)ea+1 <¢a1 (1’1) e Qﬁa”l(lﬁn_l)&?ii‘(i%) > .

Let us next consider the second term of the left-hand side of (B.69) after the action of the
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operator (3.71). We obtain

[ RRE) Gn—1

{wy, (21, 2n)| @ (W] (ealn) ©T)

n—1
lihz / A%y (220D @ ey (y) ® ¥ @ e (y))
i—1
n—1
S S [y G ) ©6,(5) £ 550 6 () 0 270))
i—1

= (—l)ea ih nz_: <W¢?1 ----- Gn_1 (1.1’ o xn—l)| <<I>®(i—1) Q 6a(xn) ® (I)®(n_i_1) >
= (—1)ea ih Y (—1)5‘12?;-1“ e
X ([ ol (B (1) @ D)) .. [ o] (B () ® €%z [ ] (B (0 r) @ B)])
(3.73)

In the third line, no sign factor appears since (w|(eq(z,) ® I) is degree e* + 1 and e*(x) has
degree e%(x), that is, either (w| (eq(x,) or e*(x) is degree even. In the fifth line, the sign factor
arise due to the exchange of e* and (w| (€%~ (x,_1)®1I) for j > i. Then, the normalization (2.5])
yields

n—1

ih Z(—l)“’“ St € (g0 (1)L 6% 6% (2 — ) . 0 (Tnn) ) - (3.74)

i=1

Therefore, the equation (3.69) is reduced to

(—1)+! <¢a1 (z1) .. .¢“”1(xn—1)5¢i721n) >

n—1 (375)
+ih Yy (1) B (M (1) L 6N (s — ) L @™ (1) ) = 0.
i=1
By multiplying (—1)¢ 2351 ¢ on the above equation, we obtain
/i a n—1 _a; 55
— —(=1)°¢ Zj:l eJ al Pt P P
h( ) <¢ (ZEI) ¢ (xn 1)5¢a(l'n) >
n—1 (376)

SN () ST g () L 5% 6 (s — ) . ™ (2ay) ) = 0,

i=1

where we used the relation (—1)¢" = (—=1)¢"¢"" in the second term of the left-hand side. Since the
degree of fields and their associated basis vectors of H; coincides, this is exactly the Schwinger-
Dyson equations in quantum field theory.
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4 Noether’s theorem and Ward-Takahashi identity

In quantum field theory, one of the most important formulas relating to symmetries is the
Ward-Takahashi identity, which is given by

(¢ (21) ... 0" (wn) Oug" () ) = — il Z 0z — ) (™ (21) .. 06" () .. ¢ (2) ) . (41)

The above Ward-Takahashi identity holds only when no anomaly exists. In the remainder of

this paper, we will investigate how this formula is described in terms of homotopy algebras.

4.1 Infinitesimal symmetry in homotopy algebras

In this subsection, we introduce a degree-even multilinear operator A, : H®" — H, which

corresponds to an infinitesimal transformation:
0=%" /ddm 56(2) ealw) = Ao(1) + Ay(P) + As(®, D) 4. (4.2)
We assume that the operator A, is cyclic:

w(@l,An(CI)2,...,<I>n+1)): — W(An(q)la---’q)n)uq)n—i-l); (43)

We denote the coderivations promoted from A, by A,. We also introduce the operator

A= i A,. (4.4)

n=0

Consequently, the transformation (£2) can be compactly expressed by

1
0b=mA——. 4.5
AT (4:5)
In the same way, the cyclicity (&3)) is written as
(w| T A =0. (4.6)

The variation of the action (28] due to this transformation is given by

1 1
0§ =-Y" nHw(@,m[M,A]wnm). (4.7)

n=0

From this expression, we find that it is sufficient for A to satisfy

[M,A]=0. (4.8)
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for the infinitesimal transformation generated by A to be the symmetry transformation. Here
and in what follows, we only consider a symmetry transformation by A which satisfies (4.8]).
Furthermore, we assume that if all of the inputs of A,, are elements of H;, A,, maps to H;. In
other words, it satisfies

hA,(P10P®..0d,)=0, (4.9)

where ¢, ®, and P,, are elements of H;. This assumption implies that this transformation is
compatible with the gauge fixing. To define A,, cyclically, it is important to note that non-
trivial values should generally be assigned even when only one of the inputs is an element of
Ho.

4.2 Noether’s theorem in homotopy algebra

Before discussing the homotopy description of the Ward-Takahashi identity, let us consider the
homotopy description of Noether’s theorem. As it is well known, when the action remains
invariant under an infinitesimal transformation, a conserved current j*(x) associated with the

transformation exists. The conserved current satisfies the conservation law:
00 () ~ 0, (4.10)

where we used =~ to represent that the equality holds under the equation of motion. In the
ordinary procedure in quantum field theory, one way to obtain the conserved current is to
replace the infinitesimal parameter € to e(z). In this process, the infinitesimal transformation
can be modified as follows: For a symmetry transformation d¢(x), let us define é.¢(x) by

dep(x) = €(x) dp(x) (4.11)

where €(z) is arbitrary function. The conserved current is obtained from the variation of the

action under this transformation:
0e S = — / A%z e(z) 0, j*(x) . (4.12)

Let us translate the above procedure in terms of homotopy algebras. As seen in the previous
subsection, the symmetry transformation can be described by a degree-even cyclic operator A,
satisfying the condition (4.8)). We define a degree-even cyclic operator A¢, with respect to the
transformation d.¢(z) by

5D = Z/ddxe(:c) 56" (2) eq(w) = AS(1) + A(®) + AS(, @) + - - -, (4.13)
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The coderivation promoted by Af is denoted as Af, and we define A€ as

Ac=) AS. (4.14)
n=0
If we define the operator O, as
Oceq(r) = €(x) €a(x), Oce’(x) =e(z)e"(z), (4.15)
then A, can be written as
AS( Dy, .., D, ) =0 A, (Dq,...,D,), (4.16)

on HP". In addition, for this AS to be cyclic it should be defined as
A (Dy,... D, Dy )= Ay (Dy,...,0.D,... D,_y), (4.17)

for ®¢,...,P,_1 € H; and P c Hs. The operator A€ no longer satisfies [M, A°] = 0. The
variation of the action for the transformation is written as

= 1 . 1
5ES:—Zn+1w<(I>,7r1[M,A]Wnl_cb)

0 ) 1 (4.18)
- _ I M, Alm, ) —— .
§n+1<w‘( ®7T1[ 9 ]ﬂ- )1_@

Since this is the counterpart of (£I2]) in terms of homotopy algebras, we find

/ddg:e(:z) D, 7 (x) = Z n—ll—l (w] (I ® m [ M, AE]WH)ﬁ. (4.19)

n=0

The operator O, can also be written as
O = Z/dd“@) [(—1)%"ea(z) ® (W] (E%(x) ® 1) + (=1) &%(2) ® (w] (ea(z) @1)],
a (4.20)

where we used the normaliztion of U described in (2.45). We can rewrite the right-hand
side of the equation (£I9) utilizing (L20). The cyclicity of operators M and A allows us to

express ([A19) as

/ddxe(a:) 9, 7 (x) = (W] (MmA° ® mM) ﬁ. (4.21)
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Since the action on HY"™ of m; A€ can be written as
mA =0.mA=)" / A%z e(x) (—1)°" ea(z) @ (W] (€%(x) @ mA), (4.22)
substituting this into (E21)) yields

/dda: e(z) 0, Z/dd:):e (w| (eq(r) @ mM) ® (w| (e*(7) ® WlA))ﬁ .
(4.23)

Here, we omitted the product and the coproduct. To be more precise, we can write
— Z/ddx E({Z}') YV ( <w‘ (ea(flf) X 7T1M) ®/ <(A)| (ga(x) & 7T1A)) AN m . (424)
From this expression, we can see that d,j#(z) can be written in terms of homotopy algebras by

0,7(@) = =3 (@l () @ mM) ® (] (F(0) O mA) ) 1=, (42)

a

From the property of group-like element (2.33]), it is understood that the right-hand side
of (4.24) is proportional to the equation of motion

1
M-~ =0. 4.26
T (4.26)

Then, Noether’s theorem is rederived in terms of homotopy algebras:
0, 7"(x) =0. (4.27)
Furthermore, integrating the right-hand side and using (2.45]), we obtain

(W (mA ® wlM)% (4.28)

3
This can also be written as

[e.e]

(M A]m,) — . (4.29)

n=0

Now, since A is a symmetry transformation, it commutes with M, so this is zero. Therefore,
this is consistent with the fact that the right-hand side of (£.20) is a total derivative.
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4.3 Ward-Takahashi identity

Now that we have determined the expression corresponding to the derivative of the conserved
current 0, j*(x), we can proceed to consider the expectation value (J, j*(z)). Recall that the

<$> =f1 (4.30)

holds, it is understood that replacing the group-like element ﬁ with f 1 corresponds to taking

the expectation value. Hence, the expectation value of d,, j*(x) is expressed as

equation

(0ud"(2)) = =Y ({w] (ealw) @ mM) @ {w] (¢*(2) ®mA))F1. (4.31)

a

This quantity should vanish in the absence of anomalies. When an anomaly exists, it should be
non-zero. Let us examine this from the perspective of homotopy algebras. Since the operator
M is the coderivation, the right-hand side of (£31]) can be expressed as

(0ug"(x)) ==Y (=1 ((w] (calz) ®m ) @ (w] (¢*(z) ®mA)) MF1

’ (4.32)
+ Z(_l)ea( (W] (ea(z)®@m) @ (w| (e(z) ® 7T1A1\/I)) f1.

Notice that the second term vanishes due to the definition of the symplectic form. Here, using
the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation (B.43]), the first term can be expressed as

ih Zb:/ddy(—l)ea( (W] (eq(x) @m ) @ (W] (E%x) @A) ) epy)Esl(y) f1. (4.33)

Since

(w] (ealz) @ ey(y)) =0, (4.34)

we obtain

ih Zb /ddy(—l)e”gbe“( (W] (ealz) @E(Y)) ® (W] (E%) @m Aey(y))F1.  (4.35)

By the normalization (2.3]), we ultimately obtain

(05" (x)) = —ih Y (w|(m Aey(z) @ e%(x)) f1. (4.36)

In general, the right-hand side of this equation includes divergences. For instance, if a symmetry
transformation A is simply linear and scales by constant, this quantity is proportional to §¢(0).
Hence, some appropriate regularization is necessary. We will discuss regularization in detail
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later. From these facts, this quantity is expected to represent anomalies Indeed, as we will
see in section [l it can be confirmed to coincide with known anomalies in specific examples.
As an extension of (4.I9)), the expectation value between the fields and 0, j*(z) can be

written as

(@™ (21) ... 0" (24) O, 3" ()
= = ({wir (@, )| T @ (W] (ea(w) @ mMM) @ (W] (8%(2) @ mA)) £1. (4.37)

From this expression, we can derive the Ward-Takahashi identity as follows. As before, the
coderivation M can be move to just in front of f1 and using the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson
equation (3.45), we obtain

ihZ/ddy(—l)e“( (Wt (g o) | Ty,
a,b

(4.38)
® (W] (ea(2) ®m) @ (W] (€°(2) @ mA)) ey(y)&"(y) £ 1.
Due to the normalization (2.5,

(w| (ea(r) @ T1) (4.39)

does not vanish only when the input is the element of H5. Then, we obtain

(0" (1) ... 9" (2n) B 5" () )

= — ihz ((warrn(zy, . )| T @ (w] (M A ®@%(x)))eq(z) £ 1

= — ihz (=1)% (w21, ... 2,)| T €0(7) ® (w] (MA @ e%(x))) f 1 (4.40)

— zhz ((wir (2, .. xn)| T @ (w] (11 Aegz) @€%(2))) £ 1.

The second term on the right-hand side corresponds to the anomaly. Let us rewrite the first
term to make its meaning clear. According to the definition of (w@ % (xy,...x,)|, this term
can be expressed as the sum of cases where e,(x) enters one of the n slots,

- ihz Z(—1)”+6a+ea(e%+1+”'+e“n) ( (Wl (™ (z1) ®@m)® - R (w| (€% (x;) Rey(r)) ® -

® (W " @ ™) ® (W] (MA@ 5“($))> £1.
(4.41)

12T addition to the contribution of anomalies, these divergences are related to the renormalization of com-
posite operators. We will discuss this point in §6
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With the careful treatment of sign factors, we obtain

=ik (=1)" 0% — @) ( (W] @ (@) @ m) @@ (W] (@%(@) @ TA) @ -+
i=1 (4.42)

® (W] (€ (z,) ® m) £1,

where we used the normalization (2.5). Again, from the definition of (w@ % (xq,...x,)|, it
can be expressed as

—ih Y 0@ — @) (Wit (@, )| (Mo @ MA@ ) £ (4.43)
i=1

Since the operator A generates the infinitesimal transformation (€3] and the replacement of
ﬁ by f1 corresponds to taking the expectation value, we find that this term is a contact

term,

(4.44)
——iny / g () 0%z — 22) (6™ (1) - . 66 (z2) . .. 6™ () .

In summary, the Ward-Takahashi identity can be viewed in terms of homotopy algebras as

- Z ({witr(z, ... 2)| T ® (W] (e0(2z) @ mM) ® (w] (€%(z) @ mA)) f1

= —ih Yy 6%z — ) (Wi (2, w)] (T @ mA @ ) £ 1 (4.45)

The left-hand side represents the expectation value of fields and the derivative of the current
0, j"(x), while the first term on the right-hand side corresponds to the contact term, and the
second term represents the anomaly.

4.4 Examples

In this subsection, we give several examples of the main formula (4.45]).

4.4.1 The U(1) symmetry in complex scalar field theories

Let us consider the U(1) symmetry in complex scalar field theory. We consider the action given
by

5=~ [ais [mx 0 ) () + Y gl @e@) | (446)

n=1
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The action is invariant under the U(1) transformation given by

p(x) = ¢'(x) = e p(x),
| 4.47
ol(x) = M(z) = € ol(x). 447

The infinitesimal transformations p(z) — () 4+ dp(z) and o' (x) — @' (x) + dp'(z) are given
by

op(z) = —iap(r),

4.48
5 (@) - iagl(), 9
In terms of quantum A, algebras, we consider an action of the form
S——1 (P,QP) ii o (D,...,P)) (4.49)
= 5 w e m y Mon—1 ) ) .
where
® = [ dla(pla) (o) + ¢l(a) (o)), (4.50)

is the degree-even element of H; and c(z) is the basis vector of H; and ¢f(x) is its hermitian
conjugate. Associated with the basis vector ¢(z), we introduce a degree-odd basis vector d(x)

of Hs and its hermitian conjugate d'(z). Then, the non-vanishing symplectic form w is defined
by

welxy),d (zg)) = 6%xy — 29),

w(cl(zy),d(xy)) = 6%xy — 22), (451)
w(d (), c(ar) ) = —0%(x1 — 22)

w(d(xg),cM (1)) = —0%(z1 — 29)

We define the operator @ by
Qclx) = (—0* + mH)d(z), Qd(zx)=0,

4.52
Qel(e) = (-2 + mA)di(x), Qi(z) =0, 452
to obtain .
~59(2,00) == [ ol @) -3 + m) pla). (453)
To define the operators my,_1, which describe interaction terms, let e;(z1),. .., €a,—1(T2,-1) be
the 2n — 1 inputs of ma,_1. If the operator mo,_; contains n pieces of ¢ and n — 1 pieces of ¢,
we define
=D 5 d 4.54
Man-1(€1(x1), ..., ean-1(T2n-1)) = 22n— 1)l gn 0%(21 — @2) -+ - 0%(@1 — Tan-1) d(21), (4.54)
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and if the operator ms,,_; contains n — 1 pieces of ¢ and n pieces of ¢, we define

n! (n—1)!
mzn—1(61(£51), .. '>62n—l(x2n—1)) = ﬁgn 5d(931 - Iz) .- -5d(:E1 - l’gn_l) dT(:):l).
Otherwise, we define
m2n—1( 61(I1)7 ) €2n—1($€2n—1) ) =0.

Associated with the operator @), we introduce the contracting homotopy h by
he(@) =0, hdls) = [ dy A - y)ey).
hel(a) =0, hl(e) = [ dy Al —y)c').

where A(x — y) is the scalar propagator given by

ddk, 6ik(w—y)
Ale=y) _/ (2m) k2 4+ m? —ie

(4.55)

(4.56)

(4.57)

(4.58)

The correlation functions of this theory in terms of homotopy algebras are given by the for-

mula (3.42) with the operators defined above.

Next, let us consider the symmetry transformations in terms of homotopy algebras. We

introduce the degree-even operator A by

Ac(z) =iac(z), Ad(z) =iad(x),
Acl(z) = —iac(z), Adl(z)=—iad'(x).

This operator correctly reproduces the symmetry transformation (ZZS).
Ad = / dx [@(x) Acl(z) + ol (z) Ac(w)]

~ [de{ele) [iad@)] + ¢l [iac()])

— [l {[=iag@] () + [faw!@)] (o)}

= /ddx[égp(a:) ct(x) + 0¢'(2) c(x)]
=0D.

It can be easily verified that [M, A ] = 0 holds.
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The Ward-Takahashi identity in terms of homotopy algebras (£.45]) are described by

- Z ((wptr (@, . xp)| T ® (W] (eo(r) @ mM) @ (w| (€%(z) @ mA))f1

ac{c,ct}
= — ihZéd(x —x;) (Wt (2, )| (i @ MA @ M ) £1 (4.61)
i=1
—ih > ((wp (@, an) | T @ (w] (1 Aeg () @ (x))) F 1,
ac{c,ct}
where

_ [ dx) (a=¢)
eq(T) = { dz) (a=ch (4.62)
and

i [ di(z) (a=c)
e(z) = { ) (a=cl) - (4.63)

Let us first consider the case for free theory. In this case, the identities (A61]) can be written as

= > (lwp(an,. o) m ® (0] (e(r) @ mQ) ® (W] (€%(2) ® mA)) £1

ac{c,ct}
= — ihz 6w — ;) (Wi (3, . ow,)| (i @ MA @ ) £1 (4.64)
i=1
—ih > ((wp (@, )| T @ (w] (11 Aeg(r) @E%(x))) £1.
ae{c,ct}
For simplicity, we take n = 2k,a; = as = ... = a, = ¢ and a1 = Qg0 = ... = agp = C.

Then, the operator (W (xy,...xz,)| is

(wi ™ (21, . won)| = (w] (d(21) @ M) © -+ @ (w] (d(wr) @ T1) (4.65)
® (Wl (@M (zpn) @ m) @ -+ @ (w] (dF(war) @ 1) '
Since
T f1 = (0% = <[/ddx (o) cf(z) + o' (2) c(x))]®n> , (4.66)

the left-hand side of (4.64]) is given by

—/ddyddz<go(x cp(r) @M (Tps) - o (ar)

(
L) ¢(2) (Wl (e(x) @ Qcl(y) ) ® (w] (dT(2) ® Ac(2)) (4.67)
+0'(y) o(2) (Wl (c(2) ®Qely) ) ® (w] (d(z) @ Acl(2))] ).
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The quantity inside the square brackets can be calculated as follows. From the definition (4.52))
and (L59), we obtain

- /ddyddw(y) Pl(2) (Wl (e(2) ® Qcl(y)) @ (w] (d'(x) ® Ac(2))
- —/ddyddw(y) Pl(2) (wl (c(2) @ (=05 +m?) d(y)) ® (w] (d'(z) @ice(z))  (4.68)
= —ia /ddyddZ(—8§ +m?) p(y) o' (2) (Wl (c(z) @dT(y)) @ (w| (d(z) ® c(2) ),

and
- /ddyddwT(y)sO(Z) (Wl (c'(2) ® Qe(y)) ® (w| (d(z) ® Acl(2))
- —/ddyddz Pl(y) p(2) (W] (@) ® (=95 +m?) d(y)) ® (w] (d(z) ® (—ia) c!(2)) (4.69)
= ia /ddyddZ(—(?Z +m?) @l (y) p(2) (wl (c'(2) @ d(y) ) ® (W] (dz) @ ().

Then, the quantity inside the square brackets in (@B7) can be expressed as

ia(p(x) ' (x) — o' (z) Dp(x) ) . (4.70)

We find that this equals to d,, j*(x), where j#(x) denotes the Noether current associated with
the symmetry (£48). Hence, the left-hand side of (£64) is equal to

(1) p(ws) .. p(xr) @' (@ran) @' (@rs2) - oM (won) D " (2) ) - (4.71)
Next, let us consider the second term of the left-hand side of (£64). The relation (£60) yields
(Tim1 @ A @ Top_i) F1 = (P71 @ §® ® PRI (4.72)

and we find that the first term of the right-hand side of (£.64)) is given by

2k
—ih Y 0% w — @) (wyh O (@, )| (i @ MA@ o) £11
=1
k
= _ihz 8z — ) (p(x1) . p(wi1) 6p(as) p(zirn) - - plax) @' (@h11) - T (x21) )
=1

- ihz 6z — xi){p(a1) . p(ax) @ (Trs1) - @ (Trpio1) 09T (wrri) @ (Thpina) - 0 (war) ) -
- (4.73)
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The second term of the right-hand side of (4.64) is given by

—ih Z ({wap ™™ (21, - .. Top) | ok @ (W] (M1 A eo(z) @ €%(x))) £1

ac{c,ct}
— i () () @) o ) [ (] (Ac(z) ® (@) + (o] (Ac(z) © d(2)])
(4.74)
We obtain
(w] (Ac(z) @ dT(z)) + (w] (Ac (2) ® d(z)) = i 6%(0) — i 64(0). (4.75)

This expression is ill-defined and requires regularization, however, for the convenience, we ignore
the divergence and then, this term vanishes. Details regarding the regularization are discussed
in §8l Then, the identities (£.64]) can be expressed as

(1) p(x2) . .. p(zn) O (Ths1) 0 (Thsa) - . T (war) Dy j*(2) )

k
= —iﬁz 0z = zi){ (1) ... p(@im1) 6p(xs) P(it) .. p(wn) o (2hs1) - ' (wn) )

- mz 8z — ) (1) . p(ar) @M (wra) - O (@rpion) 00" (@rps) ©F (Thpirn) - ol (war) )
- (4.76)

This is exactly the Ward-Takahashi identity for the free complex scalar theory. Actually, for
the action (4.4G]), the interaction term does not affect the identity (AGI)). In the interaction
theory, the term that contains

> (wl(ealr) ® mmg, 1) ® (w| (€%(x) @ mA) (4.77)

n=1 ae{c,ct}

is added to the identities for the free theory. We can verify that this term vanishes. It is
sufficient to evaluate its action on

0 = [ [t (o) cl(0) + ol (2) o)

rm (4.78)

Terms in which the number of ¢’s and ¢f’s is not equal vanish trivially due to the definition of
mo,_1. There are two types of non-trivial terms. One type is the term where my, ; takes n
pieces of ¢ and n — 1 pieces of ¢ as inputs, and A takes a c as a input. There are (2:) such
terms. These terms are evaluated as

n!(n —1)!

ci B (e @) < () =L@y @)
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Another type is the term where my,_; takes n — 1 pieces of ¢ and n pieces of ¢! as input, and
A takes a ¢ as input. There are also (2:) such terms. These terms are evaluated as

2n\  iagy
n) 2

n!(n —1)!

i G an (o)) x

220 — 1) (@) ()", (4.80)

and cancel out with the former. Hence, the interaction term does not affect the current and
obtain the same form of the Ward-Takahashi identities as (A.70]).

4.4.2 The energy-momentum tensor in scalar field theories

In this subsection, we consider the energy-momentum tensor in scalar field theories. We use
the setup described in §3.11 We consider a scalar field theory whose action is given by

5= [ s (—% 0 6(2) Do) = Y — = g @(fﬁ)”“) , (181)

This theory has the spacetime transformation symmetry:

o(r) = p(r —a), (4.82)

where a is the constant spacetime transformation. The infinitesimal transformation p(z) —

o(x) + dp(x) of (£]2) is given by
dp(z) = —a” 9, p(x) . (4.83)

From Noether’s theorem, the conserved current associated with the transformarion (A82) is
given by
j*(x) = a, T*, (4.84)

where T is the energy-momentum tensor. The energy-momentum tensor is given by

0L (x)
(0 pa())

where L(x) is the lagrangian density and n*” is a metric defined by

T = — + " L(x), (4.85)

n" = diag(—1,1,1,1). (4.86)

In terms of homotopy algebras, we can rewrite the above action to

o

1
S = —§w(<I>,Q<I>)—Z

n=0

n+1w(<1>,mn(<b,...,<b)), (4.87)
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where

Qc(r)=(—-0*+m?)d(x), Qd(x)=0, (4.88)
and
mn(c(x1),. .., c(0)) = gnp1 0% (21 — 22) ... 64wy — ) d(z1), (4.89)
for n > 0 and
mol = /dda: g1d(z) . (4.90)

To consider the symmetry tansformation (£83), we introduce degree-even operators

Ac(x) =a, 0"c(z),

Ad(x) = a,0"d(z). (4.9
Since
AD — /ddx[go(x)Ac(x)]
_ / Az ayplz) & clx)
= [ e [-a, 8 p@)) c(a) 492)

Az 6 (x) c(x)

Il
% ——

Y

this correctly reproduces the symmetry transformation (£.83]). It can be easily verified that
[M, A] =0 holds.
The Ward-Takahashi identities in terms of homotopy algebras (£.45]) are described by

— ((wn(zl,...xn)wn ® (w| (c(x) @mM) ®@ (w| (d(x) ®7T1A))f1
= —ihz 6%z — x3) (wn(zy, .. x| (i, @ T A @ Ty £1 (4.93)

i=1

—ih((wn(z1,...20)| T @ (W| (M Ac(z) ®@d(x)))f1.

mf1 = (0% = <[ / diy w(x)c(x)} ®n> , (4.94)

the left-hand side of (£.93)) is given by

Since

— ((wn(zl,...xn)hrn ®(w| (c(r) @ mM ) @ (w| (d(x) ®7r1A))f1

— (e ol el (@ emM g e i@ e any ) 4
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Let us calculate

—(w| <c(x) ®7T1M;> ®(w|(dz)® Ad)

1—-@
— (W[ (c(2) ® QP) @ (w| (d(z) @ AD) (4.96)
=) (Wl (e(@) @ mp(®, ..., ®)) @ (w| (d(z) @ AP).

Let us first consider the free part. For simplicity, we split ) into two parts:

Q — Qkin + Qmass’ (497)

Qn o(z) = —8%d(z), Q™ c(x) = m2d(x). (4.98)
The kinetic part can be calculated as follows,
— (W] (e(z) @ Q" ) @ (W] (d(z) @ AP)
=— / Ay d?z (W] (c(z) @ p(y) (=0, d(y))) © (W] (d(z) @ p(2) a, D7 ¢(2))

——a, [ aydz 02 o) % (2) (ol ela) ® dy) © (] (do) © (2) o)
= a, %p(x) 0" p(x)

= 0 0, (90() 0 ) — 5 1 0°() Opp())

= Gy aﬂ Tﬁg(x) ’

where T/ is the energy-momentum tensor which is the contribution from the kinetic term.
Since the contribution of the operator (™** can be calculated in the same way as that of the
operator m, we omit the calculation.

Let us next consider the interaction part:

S5 (el ee) ® ma(B, ., B)) @ (] (d(x) © ASD). (4.100)
This can be calculated as follows:
(ol (el@) @ ma(B,..., ) @ (w] (d(x) © AD)
= - /ddy A2 gni1 0(y)" (2) (W] (c(x) @ d(y)) ® (w| (d(z) @ a, " c(2))
= —ay gny1 ()" 8 () (4.101)
= —a,20, (9" o(2)" )

n+1"
=a,0, T},
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where T/, is the energy-momentum tensor which is the contribution from the (n + 1)-point
interactions. Combining all the contributions, the left-hand side of ([A.93]) can be expressed as

— ( (Wp(x1, .. )| T @ (W] (c(z) @mM) ® (W] (d(z) @ 7T1A)) f1
=ay, (p(@1)...p(x,) 0, T () ) .

The right-hand side of (4.93) can be evaluated in the same as the example of a complex scalar

(4.102)

field and the first term can be written as

—ih Y 6% a — @) (w1, 2)| (Tims @ MA@ T,) £11

i=1

" (4.103)
= —ih Y 0w =) (p(@r) - plwinn) 5p(i) @ (i) - plan))
The second term includes an ill-defined factor
(W] (Ac(z) ® d(z)) = (w] (a, 8" c(z) ® d(z)) = lim a, 8% 6(z — y) . (4.104)

Yy—x

Thus, it requires regularization, which will be described in §5l Here, we ignore this term. We
finally find that the equation (£.93)) is equivalent to

ay(p(x1) ... p(xn) 9 T (2) )

= —thy | 0w =) (o) o) 3p(i) @(@iv) - plan)) (4.105)

This is exactly the Ward-Takahashi identity for the energy-momentum tensor of scalar field
theory.

4.4.3 The chiral U(1) symmetry in vector-like gauge theories

Finally, let us consider the chiral U(1) symmetry in a vector-like gauge theory. Consider the
action of a massless Dirac fermion given by

S = / d'z U, (2) i Py(z) ¥y(), (4.106)
where s and t are spinor indice running from 1 to 4, D is defined by
P(x) =40, —iAu()), (4.107)
and v* is a v matrix satisfying
{¥ =20 (4.108)

13We take Einstein summation convention. We also omit the spinor indices if there is no confusion.
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Furthermore, we treat A,(x) as the background field. This theory has a chiral U(1) symmetry:

U(z) — e % U(x),

U(z) — U(x) e % (4.109)
where 5 is defined by
Vs = Yy (4.110)
The infinitesimal transformations are given by
oV(r) = —iavys V(r),
5\I/Ex; = — iag(:c)(%),. (4.111)
In terms of homotopy algebras, the above action can be rewritten as
Sz—%u}(@,@@), (4.112)
where
o = / d'z [W,(z) 0,(x) + U,(x) b5(2)] , (4.113)

is the degree-even element of H; and {f,(z), f,(x)} are the degree-odd basis vectors of Hl
We introduce the degree-even basis vectors {\,(z), As(x)} of H, satisfying the normalization:

w(@s(x) ,Xt(y)) = —0a0"(x —y),

w(?s(:c),)\t(y)) = _5st54(x_y)v (4 114)
w(Xel®),0(y) ) = 648"z — ), |
w(As(x) ,gt(y)) =05 6% (z — y)

QQS(_I’) =— Qst(z) At(x)a Q)\s(x) :O’ (4115)
Qb,(x) = iN(2) Dus(z), QNo(x) =0,
where ﬁ is defined by
3(93) = v“(—gu —iA,(r)), (4.116)

Y4In [35] 136], the basis vector f4(x) is the Dirac adjoint of f4(z) to be consistent with the reality condition.
Our notation is slightly different from the previous papers and the “adjoint” of the basis vector should be minus
the Dirac adjoint.
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%
and 0, denotes the differential acting from the right. Then, we reproduce the action in terms
of homotopy algebras:

~59(0.00) = [ 4T i Pa) V(). (4.117)

Associated with the operator (), we introduce the contracting homotopy h by

ho,(z) =0, h(z)=i {lp(x)/o dTe_TW(x)Ltet(gj)’ (4.118)

BO,(2) =0, hX(z)= —i0(x) {b(x) /Ooodfe_Tﬁz(x)]

The degree-even operator A corresponding to the symmetry transformation (£I11)) is defined

ts

as
Afs(x) = —ia£75)st Ou() , Ais(x) =i (_75)315 (), (4.119)
Aby(x) = —ia0,(z) (75)1s,  AXs(x) = da M(x) (V5)1s -
It reproduces the the symmetry transformation as
A= /d% [0, () ABu(2) + Tulz) Abu() ]
= —ia [ 4% [W.(0) (5) o) + Toli) (35101 a0,
= /d4l’ [00(x) Oe(z) + 6V, (2) 0,() |
=09.
Moreover, we can confirm that the operator A describes the symmetry since
[Q, A]0s(7) = —ia (715)s Q@ Ou(x) + i Par(x) AN()
= —a(V5)st Prul@) Aul2) — @ Dt(2) (V5) 1 Au() (4.121)
= —a(1)st D) Aul(®) + @ (V5)st Pru(®) Au()
=0,
where we used {75,7*} = 0. In the same way, we obtain
[Q,A]0,(x)=0. (4.122)
The Ward-Takahashi identity in terms of homotopy algebras ({.45]) is described by
= > (et (@, T @ (W] (ea(r) @ TmQ) @ (w] (6°(x) @A) £ 1
ac{05,05}
= —ih 2": 6w — a;) (Wi (g, x| (Mo @ MA @ T,) 1 (4.123)
i=1
—ih Y (Wi (@, )| T ® (W] (M Aeg(x) @ E%(x))) F1,
a€{s,05}
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where

_J bs(2) (a= 9_5)
win={ G G h) (4.124)

e M) (a=0)
() = { e La (4.125)

For simplicity, we take n = 2k, a; = 0, fori =1,...,k and a; = ,, fori = k+1,...,2k. Then,
the operator (W% (xq,...x,)| is

ai

(wap ™ (21, - wap) | = (W] Ay (1) @ M) @ -+ @ (W] (Agy (1) © 1)

- _ (4.126)
@ (W] Cragr (@h41) @ 1) @ -+ ® (] oy (T21) @ 1)
Since
RN
T f1= (%) = < Ud‘lx (Uy(z)0,(z) + Wy() Hs(sc))] > : (4.127)
the left-hand side of (£123)) is given by
- / Aty dts (U, (1) . Wy () Ty s (71s1) - oy (1)
[04(5) Tu(2) ] (6:(2) © QBu(y)) ® (] (Ral) © A6, (2) (4.128)
+ Ty (y) Bul2) (0] (0u(2) © QO,(y)) @ (] (M(x) ® ABL(2))] ).
Since
jr*y d*z2 0, (y) U (z) (W] (0s(2) @ QO:(y)) ® (w| (Ns(2) @ Aby(2)) (4120)
— aT(x) P(x)7s (),
and
- / Aty d'2 T, (y) W) (@] (Bulz) © QBu(y)) ® (w] (M) ® ABul(2)) i
= —aT(2) P (2) 5 ¥ (x),
we obtain
- [atyats [30) Tl (@1 (0.0) £ QB) © (] (W(e) © 404()
+ Tuly) Wul2) (@] (Bu(2) @ QO1(y) ® (w] (Asle) © AT (2)) | (4.131)
= Ou[aWy(x) " 75 V()]
= M]g(z) )
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where jf'(z) denotes the Noether current associated with the symmetry (ZIII]). Hence, the
left-hand side of (£123)) is equal to

(W (1) Uy, (2) Uy (Thgn) - Wy, () B gL ) (4.132)

The first term on the right-hand side of (£I123]) can be expressed similarly to the previous
examples as

k
= —th 54($ — LE‘Z)< \I]sl (I'l) e \I]SFI (Is_1> (S\I]SZ(LUJ \I]Si+1 (SL’Z'+1> Ce \Ilsk (.f(fk)
i=1

\D5k+1($k+1) s \IIS% (x%) >

2k
—ih Y 6w — 2 (U, (21) . Uy, ()

i=k+1
@Slvrl (xk—l—l) Ce @Si—l (xi—l) 5E81 (.CL’Z) @Swl (Ii+1) Ce ﬁs% (ng) > .
(4.133)
The second term still contains an ill-defined factor
(] (A0.(x) © Mu()) + (] (AT (2) © A, ()
(4.134)

=2ialimtrvys6*(z —y).
Yy—T

As is well known, the chiral symmetry is anomalous, and this factor does not vanish after the
regularization. We will explore how to regularize this term from the homotopy algebraic point

of view in the next section.

5 Regularization with stubs

As we mentioned in the previous section, we need to regularize the term

—ih > (w| (m Ael(r) @ (x))f 1, (5.1)

to mediate the divergence. To preserve the homotopy algebraic structure, we introduce the
regularization with stubs. The concept of stubs [7] is widely used in the context of string field
theory, and they can be used for the regularization. Stubs in quantum field theory are discussed
in [50]. In this regularization, the operators M and U are modified by the heat kernel in the
way to preserve the homotopy algebraic structure. By repeating the previous arguments using
these modified operators, we obtain the correct anomalous term. Let us comment on technical
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facts about the heat kernel. In the Lorentzian signature, the heat kernel does not regularize
path integrals. The solution is that we formally calculate and when we carry out the integral
involving the heat kernel, we introduce the Wick rotation.

Let us explain the detailed treatment of stubs in homotopy algebras. In [46, 47, 48, 49, [50],
adding stubs in terms of homotopy algebras is described by using the homological perturbation
lemma (HPL) [53]. Before considering stubs, we explain the statement of the HPL. Consider two
degree-even maps 7 : H — H' and ¢ : H' — H, where H’ denotes image of 7, and degree-odd
map 7 : H — H satisfying

me=1, (5.2)
Qn+nQ@=T—um,

From the condition (5.2)), it follows that ¢ 7 becomes projection:
(em)(em)=v(me)m=1m. (5.5)
These maps can be promoted to operators on the tensor algebra as follows:

T®m

WE

S
I
—_

@
[l

WK
g

(5.6)
n=1
oo n—1
n = Z %% & n® (m_)@m—k—l ‘
n=1 k=0
These operators also satisfy
=1, (5.7)
Qn+nQ=I-.m, (5.8)
772:77[,:7777:(), (59)
According to the HPL, if the operator M satisfies the quantum A, relations
(M+iAU)? =0, (5.10)
the operators
= !
I+ (m+iaU)n’
1
/ —
"TItnm+in0) " (5.11)
, 1
n

“Itn(m+inU)
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correspond to the perturbed operators of 7, ¢ and 7, respectively, and satisfy

' =1, (5.12)
(M+ihU)n'+9' (M+ihU)=1-'1=", (5.13)
M2 =nd=n"7=0. (5.14)

When we can define a coderivation M’ and a second-order coderivation U’ as

M=nM/,
/ (5.15)
U=nU.,
these operators satisfy
(M'+ihU")* =0, (5.16)

that is, operator M’ satisfies the quantum A, relations on H’. Furthermore, operators ' and
¢/ meet the chain map conditions:

(M’ +ihU" ) ' = 7' (M + ihU)

r . , (5.17)
(M +ihU )= (M+ihU) .
To apply the HPL to adding stub, we define two degree-even maps 7, ¢ by
Teq(x) = teg(x) = Kypea(r), me(x)=1e(x) = Kype(x). (5.18)

Here, K/ is a heat kernel labeled by the positive parameter A. The degree-odd map n that
satisfies (0.3]) for these 7 and ¢ is defined by

n=(1-Ky)h. (5.19)
Let us see the example of the stub in scalar field theory. In such a case, we define

Ky = e M=) (5.20)

by using the heat kernel of a scalar field. Then, the basis vectors of H is projected as follows:

relz) = ve(z) = e 2CPT) o(z) . md(z) = vd(z) = e 2 G g(g) (5.21)
where we used the basis vectors defined in §3.11 We will see that this projection serves as the
regularization by analyzing the contact terms in the Ward-Takahashi identities. In addition,
note that the limit A — 0 corresponds to the original theory without stubs.

Unfortunately, these 7, . and 1 do not satisfy the conditions (5.2) and (5.4) except n* = 0.
In this case, the operator M’ does not become coderivations. According to [46], the solution is
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simple: we can simply pretend that these conditions hold. More precise treatment is done in
Appendix A of [47]. Alternatively, we can ensure that the conditions are met by defining the
product appropriately with respect to K/, and K. If we define the products as

Ky - Kypp =Ky Ky=K), -Kys=K), K\,=K,, (5.22)

then the operator 7wt can be treated as a projection.
We define the symprectic form (w’| on H’ by

(W= {(wl (). (5.23)

By using the operators M’ and the symplectic form (w’|, the stubbed action S” on H’ is defined

as

=1 1
o E: / /

n=0

This action is quasi-isomorphic to the original action and reproduces the original action with
the limit A — 0. Starting from this stubbed action, we can construct the counterparts of the
correlation function f 1 in the stubbed theory f’ 1 as

1
1= 1 2
I+0 (m' +ihU) " (5.25)

where m’ and h'" are defined by

m =M —-—n7Q.,

h'=mhe. (5.26)
Here, the operators h' is defined to satisfy
mQth'+hmQu=1. (5.27)
As discussed in § Bl the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation holds for f’:
(M'+:nU ) f'1=0. (5.28)
Let us consider the transformation A’ defined by
Al=mwAq, (5.29)

as counterpart of the symmetry transformation A. This A’ is not a symmetry transformation
because it does not commute with M’ for A\ > 0. However, for A — 0, it commutes with M’
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and becomes a symmetry transformation. By repeating the arguments of § 4l using £’ 1 and A’,
and finally setting A — 0, we obtain the regularized anomalous term:

—¢h lim (W] (m A me(r)e@me(z)) 1

A—0
¢ (5.30)
= —ih lim (w| (crmAvme ()@ eme®(z)) 1.
A—=0 -
Since the projection ¢ 7 satisfies
Wl(er @) =(w|(I®t7m) = (w|(tr @), (5:31)
tmey (1) el (x) =eu(x) @umet(x) = 1meq(x) ®eme(x), '
the regularized anomalous term can be also expressed as
—ih lim (w] (M Armey(z)e@e(x)) 1. (5.32)
A—0

a

In particular, when the symmetry transformation A is linear as in the examples in the previous
section, it can be simplified as

~ih lim D (W] (AK) eq(2) @ %(2)) . (5.33)

Due to the smearing effect by the heat kernel over the delta function, this term is regularized.
Let us compute the anomaly for the example in the previous section. We first consider

the case of the U(1) symmetry in complex scalar theories. The symmetry transformation A is
defined by (A59), and the stub is chosen as

relz) = e(z) = e 2 G (1), wd(z) = vd(z) = e 2P q(z)

(5.34)
rl(z) = tef(z) = e 2CPT) d(2) . rdi(z) = odi(z) = e 20 ¢l (2)
Then, the anomalous term can be evaluated as
—ih lim Z (W] (AKyeq(z) @ €%(x))
ac{c,ct}
_ : : —A(=02+m?) gd(,. o AN=0%2+m?2) sd,.
hao }gr(l)il_rg e M(x—y)—e 6z —y)] (5.35)
d d
=tha lim / 'k e A +m?) —/ 'k e A +m?)
e WATRT 2y

=0,

where we carried out the Wick rotation in the third line. Therefore, we confirm that there is

no anomaly in this case.
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Let us next consider the case of the energy-momentum tensor in scalar theories. The
symmetry transformation A is defined by (£.91]) and the stub is the same as above. Then, the

anomalous term can be evaluated as
-4 h}\l{)r(l) (W] (AK) c(z) @ d(z))

_ i e A—024m?) A sd(,
iha, /l\gr(l)il_rge ooz —y)

5.36
EH e—)\(kz-l-mz) ( )

) . d?k
= iha, }\lg(l) (2m)d

=0.
Again, we carried out the Wick rotation in the third line. Therefore, we confirm that there is
no anomaly in this case.

Finally, let us consider the chiral U(1) symmetry in vector-like gauge theories. The symme-
try transformation is defined by (£I19), and the stub can be chosen as

T0,(x) = 10,(x) = (e @)L 0,(x), 7A(2) =t A(z) = (e PO, N\ (2),

_ _ _ 2 _ _ _ 2 (5.37)
T0,(x) = 10,(x) = Oy(x) (e "D T (x) = L A (2) = No(x) (M@,
The anomalous term can be calculated as
—ih }\lir(l] [(w] (AK)b5(z) @ As(x)) + (] (A K\ bs(z) @ As(2))]
B o AP (z) A 40 ~AP2(2)
=ha ;\li% ZIII_I)I;LC tr[yse Mrz—y)+d(r—ye V5] (5.38)
: d'k —ika -AP2(z) ikx ike ~AD2(z) —ike

_halli% Wtr[%e e e +y5ee e },

where we carried out the Wick rotation in the last line. As is well known, this quantity can be
evaluated as follows. Since

e D, e =D, +ik,, (5.39)
we have
o~ tkr AP (2) jikz _ 6—)\(k—iD)2+%'y“~/“FW (5.40)
where F},, denotes the field strength of background field A,
F.=1i[D,,D,]. (5.41)
Integration over k yields a factor A=2 and the formulas

trys = trysyHy” =0, trysyHyyP7 = —4i e (5.42)
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leads

—1h llir(l] [(w| (A K 6,(x) ®X5(x)) + {(w| (A K\0,(z) ® )\s(x))}

4L ) ) ) )
— ha }\ILI(I) o tr [y e~ e MPR@) ke |y ik e—AfE?(x) e=e]
o (5.43)
= = g Y Y Ew Fp
hoa ., o
~ 1 e

where we carried out the Wick rotation in the third line. This quantity is a well-known
anomaly.

6 Conclusions and discussion
In this paper, we introduced the identity
(Q+m+ihU)f1=0, (6.1)

which we call the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation and confirm that this is exactly the
Schwinger-Dyson equation in terms of homotopy algebras. Then, we applied this identity to
the formula for the expectation values of the derivative of the Noether current, and obtained
the Ward-Takahashi identity in terms of homotopy algebras:

(9, 7"(2)) = —ih > (W] (m Aes(r) @(x)) £ 1. (6.2)

In our formula, the terms associated with

D (wl(mA ey (z) @e%(x))f1 (6.3)
contain divergence. As we discussed in §4.3and 5l these terms are related to contact terms and
anomalies, and we need appropriate regularizations. In our treatment, adding stubs makes the
theory finite, and then we consider the original theory as the limit of the stub parameter A — 0.
Moreover, these divergences are related to the renormalization of the composite operators. The

process we make a replacement

1
— — f1 4
T (6.4)
in §4l corresponds to take the expectation values of fields. We formally dealt with this process

in the general case. In the examples described in §4.4] the results are consistent with the

15The ordinary derivation in quantum field theory is written in many textbooks. See, for example, §77 of [51].
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results by ordinary prescriptions. We expect that our treatment is consistent with the ordinary
prescriptions in quantum field theory in general. The treatment of these divergences originates
from how to define the composite operator in terms of homotopy algebras, and it is important
to consider this problem deeply.

Let us also comment on the extension to the gauge theory. In our example, we treated the
background gauge field but the extension of the dynamical gauge field is straightforward. In
this paper, the gauge is fixed at the beginning since we are considering correlation functions.
This prescription provides a simple algebraic description, but the gauge symmetry is implicit.
It is interesting and important to consider the direct relation to [45] 50].

Let us mention future works. The motivation of this work is to apply this method to string
field theory. Since the description of homotopy algebras is universal, we hope that this work
contributes to finding and analyzing symmetries and anomalies in string field theory. Our work
is based on the perturbative expansion, however, recently one of the authors are working on
the nonperturbative description of correlation functions in homotopy algebras [54]. Combined
with these works, we hope that our work contributes to describing the nonperturbative anomaly
from the homotopy algebraic point of view.

We can also consider to extend this work to the higher form symmetry [55]. In the context of
higher form symmetry, the understanding of the Ward-Takahashi identity plays an important
role in describing the symmetry. Our formula enables us to deal with the Ward-Takahashi
identity from the algebraic point of view. We expect that the algebraic approach for the Ward-
Takahashi identity provides effective tools to analyze the problem.

Lastly, it is interesting to develop our method to define quantum field theory from a math-
ematical point of view. It is important to relate our method to the formalism developed by
Costello and Gwilliam using factorization algebras [56, [57].

We hope that our research will contribute to revealing the quantum aspect of quantum field
theory and string field theory.
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A Proof: (2I14)<([2.40)

For notational simplicity, in this section index a and x are written collectively as A. First, we
show (2.14)=(246]). Let us consider the quantity

S [My(ea@T®"') @ éa + My(24@1°" ") ® eq]. (A.1)
A

By using the normalization (245), this quantity can be rewritten as

S [ My(ea®I®" ) @ & + My (24 @1°" ) ® e4]

=Y [(~1)"% © w(en, Ma(ea T 1)) @ &4

A,B
+ (1) ep @ w (&%, My(ea @I 1)) @ &
+(—1)7e” @ w(ep, My(ea @I ")) ® e
+(-1)%ep ® w (e, M,(e* @I°" ™)) @ ey |
— [(—1)“63 et @ w (eB,Mn(eA ®H®"‘1))
A,B

+ (_1)eA€B ep ® gA ® w (gB’Mn(eA ® ]I®n—1))
+ (_I)EAeB gB ®es Q w (6B,Mn(gA ®]I®n—1))
+ (1) ep @ eq @ w(Ep, M, (* @I 1)) ] (A.2)

In the second equality, we used that w(...) is an element of H®° and can be commuted with any
element of H with appropriate sign. If we assume (2.14]), w’s inputs can be replaced cyclically
with appropriate sign and we find that the first and third terms in the left-hand side of (A22)
are

S (1 @ [(—1)4E @ w (ea MalI! @ )

+(—1)es @ w (& M,(1*" ' @ ep))]
=N (-7 @ M(I*" @ep), (A.3)

where we used (2.45]) again. In the same way, the second and fourth terms in the left-hand side

of (A.2)) are

Z _(_l)eBeB ® Mn(]I@m—l ®’é“B) . (A4)

This completes the proof of (2.14)=(2.40). On the other hand, the proof of (2.406)=(ZI4) can
be obtained by following the above proof in reverse.
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B The proof for the Schwinger-Dyson equations for scalar
field theory

Following [34] 135, 136], let us show that the formula
m f1 = (9%") (B.1)

satisfies the Schwinger-Dyson equations. In the path integral formalism, correlation functions
are defined by

(p(z1)e(r2) .. p(zn)) = % /DSOSO(fl)SO(xZ)---SD(xn)eéS» (B.2)
where
7Z = /zmp en’ (B.3)
Since
1 ) i
7 | oo s [Pe)e@) - ownet] = o0, (B.4)

the Schwinger-Dyson equations

i1 p(z)
(B.5)
are derived.
Let us show (B.3)) in terms of homotopy algebras. Since
T, f1f1=0 (B.6)
for n > 0, the relations
Tfl+m, hmfl+ihn, hUf1=0 (B.7)
hold. We act the operator
(wnlar, - mn)| = (=1)" (W] (d(21) @1T) - {w] (d(zn) ©T) (B.8)

from the above relations:

(wp(z1, o yxn)| T f 1+ (wp(zy, ooy z)| mpbhmf 1+ ih(w, (2, ... ,2,)| 7, hUf1=0.
(B.9)
Since
T f1 = (©57) (B.10)
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the first term of the left-hand side is

(wp(z1, x| T 1= (@(x1) p(xs) ... @(x,)). (B.11)

Let us next consider the second term of the left-hand side of (B.9).

mohmf1=">" 1D @ hmy, (). (B.12)
k=0

Notice that

0S;
%) = — [ dlzd e B.1
mu(@%) = [ aledia) (B.13)
where Sj,; is the interaction part of the action. Then, we obtain
T, hmfl=— / A4z Ay e @ A(z — 1) c(y) 051t . (B.14)
op(z)

Acting the operator (B.g),

(wp(x1, ..., 2,)| Tphmfl = —/ dz <<p(:c1) ooz ) Al — 2,) 051t > . (B.15)

Let us next consider the third term of the left-hand side of (B.9):

thm, hUf1

n—1
=1ih /ddx 20D @ c(z) @ @Y @ hd(z
; ( (z) (z)) (B.16)

n—1
=ih Z /ddxddy (0D @ ¢(z) @ D @ Az —y) c(y)) .
i=1

Then, we obtain

ih{wy(z1, ..., 2,)| 7, hUf1 =1ih i / Az Az —2,)(@(x1) . .. (@) o(Tig1) ... p(Tn_1) ).

(B.17)
Therefore, the relations (B.9]) become
(p(a1) (x2) ... p(an))
d 5Sint
_ / d%x <<p(:c1) oo (1) Az — xn)&p(x) > (B.18)

viny [ @t At - ) (o). gl )p(n) gl ) =01
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Acting the operator (—92 + m?), we obtain

05

(o) ) )+ 0S80 = ) ()l )ploins) o)) =0,

(B.19)

This is exactly the Schwinger-Dyson equations (B.5).
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