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COMBINATORIAL DYSON-SCHWINGER EQUATIONS OF
QUARTIC MATRIX FIELD THEORY

ALEXANDER HOCK |/ AND JOHANNES THURIGEN

ABSTRACT. Matrix field theory is a combinatorially non-local field theory
which has recently been found to be a non-trivial but solvable QFT exam-
ple. To generalize such non-perturbative structures to other models, a more
combinatorial understanding of Dyson-Schwinger equations and their solutions
is of high interest. To this end we consider combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger
equations manifestly relying on the Hopf-algebraic structure of perturbative
renormalization. We find that these equations are fully compatible with renor-
malization, relying only on the superficially divergent diagrams which are pla-
nar ribbon graphs, i.e. decompleted dual combinatorial maps. Still, they are of
a similar kind as in realistic models of local QFT, featuring in particular an in-
finite number of primitive diagrams as well as graph-dependent combinatorial
factors.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quartic ¢ matrix field theory (MFT) has proven to be an instructive case
of a field theory which is at the same time non-trivial and analytically solvable
[GW14l, [GHWT9, Hoc20(], related to integrable structures [BW23|, [GS23] and
topological recursion [HW21, [ BHW?22, [BH23]. It provides a matrix representation
of scalar ¢* Euclidean Quantum Field Theory (QFT) on noncommutative Moyal
space at the self-dual point, also known as the model of Grosse and Wulkenhaar
who have proven renormalizability in D = 4 dimensions to all orders [GW05a,
(GW05b, RVTWO6]. It can be viewed as the quartic generalization of Kontsevich’s
cubic matrix model [Kon92]. On the other hand, in the framework of Tensorial
and Group Field Theory BGR13, [Car13], or even more general
combinatorially non-local field theory [ORT1S, [Thii21b], matrix field theory is
the special case of tensor fields of rank two.

Understanding of the analytic structure of MFT relies crucially on analytic
Dyson-Schwinger equations [GW14]. In the first place, these equations are a
coupled system of infinitely many integro-differential equations derived from the
formal path integral. However, they decouple when applying Ward identities
[DGMRO7] and a formal 1/N expansion. It is then possible to solve the equation
for the 2-point function [GHWT9, [GHW20] and find all other planar correlation
functions recursively [dJHW22]. While extremely successful for quartic MFT,
application of this method to tensorial field theories of higher rank has turned

out to be difficult despite various attempts [PSI8, [PPSW21| [PPSTW19, [Pas20].
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One reason might be the much more intricate combinatorial structure at higher
rank [Gurl6].

On the other hand, combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations are a comple-
mentary way to understand correlation functions in a renormalizable QFT via
recursive equations [BK0G, [Kre06, [KvS09]. They are based on the underlying
Hopf algebra Hqk of divergent Feynman diagrams which describes perturbative
renormalization of such QFT [CK98|, [CK00]. Since it is entirely built on the
combinatorics of Feynman diagrams which is well understood in tensorial the-
ories [Gurl6, BG14], combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations might be better
suited to treat such theories. In fact, Connes-Kreimer type Hopf algebras describe
renormalization not only in point-like interacting QFT but much more general
also in field theories with combinatorially non-local interactions [Thii21b] and
can be used for explicit calculations of amplitudes [Thii21la] which match results
in perturbative MFT [Hoc20]. For the case of MFT such a Hopf algebra has been
first constructed in [TVTOS].

MFT is the ideal testing ground for the applicability of combinatorial Dyson-
Schwinger equations to combinatorially non-local field theories since, on the one
hand, its perturbation theory is described by a Hopf algebra H .k and, on the other
hand, we already know its non-perturbative solutions. One can therefore address
the question how the two types of Dyson-Schwinger equations (analytic and com-
binatorial) are related and whether combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations are
an appropriate tool to find non-perturbative solutions for a non-trivial QFT, as
has been shown for various special models in QFT [BKO1, BK06, KY08]. In par-
ticular, one a priori expects Ward identities to play a crucial role like in in the
path-integral setup where they are relevant for decoupling the infinite tower of an-
alytic Dyson-Schwinger equations. In the Hopf-algebraic picture, Ward identities
define Hopf ideals Z such that the relevant Hopf Algebra eventually is the quo-
tient Hck/Z on which also the combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations usually
simplify drastically [Kre06, vS07, KvS09).

Motivated by these questions we arrive at the following results about the combi-
natorial Dyson-Schwinger equations for quartic MET. First of all, Thm. [3.7]states
that there is a Hopf algebra Hcx of four-regular ribbon graphs G of genus zero
with a single boundary. This is the Hopf algebra capturing perturbative renor-
malization of quartic MFT [Hoc20), [Thu2lal. This has already been sketched
as an example in [Thui21b] but for the current purpose it is necessary to work
out the details: Often ribbon graphs and combinatorial maps are understood as
equivalent notions; in Prop. we provide the more precise statement that any
ribbon graph G has a unique completion G (by connecting external edges to a
new external vertex for each boundary component) which is the dual to a fully
simple combinatorial map. We give the definition of the contraction G/H of a
ribbon subgraph H < G directly on the level of permutations and show that G/H
is not (the decompletion of) a combinatorial map when H has components with



RENORMALIZATION OF THE ¢* MATRIX FIELD THEORY MODEL 3

more than one boundary since this leads to multi-trace vertices not covered by
maps. Crucially, the Hopf algebra Hx of MFT contains only connected ribbon
graphs with single boundary such that the coproduct A : G — >, o H® G/H
is closed in Hqk. This aspect is not completely clear in the earlier construction
of [TVTO08] and seems to be the reason for explicitly including ribbon graphs with
multiple boundaries (coined “planar irregular”) in the Hopf algebra in [TK13],
reprinted in [Tan21].

The second main result, Thm. [3.18] are the combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger
equations for the series X¢ and XV over 2-point and 4-point ribbon graphs,

X¥(a) = — — aBT(QX%) = — —a(B + B,V )(@x) (1)

Xo(a) =X+ Y afBLQFXY) = X + a(BIX + B?)(QX@) t (12)

I' primitive

res(F):X
wherein @ = (X¢)72X". While these equation have the same form as in [TK13],
they differ in the definition of the grafting operator B,. Here we introduce a new

definition [}, Def. [3.14]

O
B =Y — gl (1.3)
Gell)-, |Z(H,G)| e maxf(G o, H)

which is based on the mathematical rigorous notion of insertions ¢ € Z(H,G),
Def. B.12] according to [Borl8, [Thii2Ib]. In particular, it is essential that this
allows only insertions of ribbon graphs H in G for which the external structure
of H properly matches the vertex structure of G. The expansion of B, in terms of
ribbon graphs weighted by combinatorial factors common in the literature [Kre(6]
then follows as a consequence, Prop. |3.15]

Two aspects in the combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equation hint at the non-
trivial structure of MFT. On the one hand, it is necessary to include the factor
1/maxf in the definition of B, due to the existence of overlapping divergences.
That is, there are ribbon graphs G in the theory which have different, usually over-
lapping subgraphs Hy, Hy whose contraction yields primitive ribbon graphs G/H;,
i.e. graphs without subdivergences. Their number is counted by maxf(G). On the
other hand, we find that there are infinitely may such primitives in the 4-point
series X". These facts are expected to relate to a specific anomalous dimension.

For a precise statement, we use the known analytic solution of the 2-point
function, Thm. to calculate the anomalous dimension v of quartic MFT and
find in Cor. 2.9 that

1
v = —— arctan(Ar) (1.4)
m

IWe thank Michael Borinsky for a discussion leading to this definition.
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corroborating the earlier results of a dimension drop in the spectral dimension
of the non-commutative Grosse-Wulkenhaar model [GHW20]. This reduction
of dimension below the otherwise critical dimension of quartic MF'T is why the
theory avoids quantum triviality, i.e. it shows that the theory is renormalizable
as an interacting Euclidean QFT.

Mathematically, the combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations are supposed to
follow from the relation of the Hopf algebra to Hochschild cohomology [CK98].
In the related Hopf algebra of rooted trees, B, is a Hochschild 1-cocyle,

from which recursive relations and Hopf subalgebras follow, in particular the
relation

Aley) = Z Pﬁ,k ® i (1.6)
k=0

with polynomials Py, of order & in the coefficients of the series X* =3 ., alcs
for ¢ = e,v. These results are expected to generalize to the Hopf algebra Hcx
of divergent Feynman diagrams of a perturbatively renormalizable QFT as Hqk
relates to a Hopf algebra of decorated rooted trees, or more precisely decorated
posets [Borl6]. This has been worked out in specific cases [BK06l [KvS09] and it
is exactly here where the above mentioned Ward identities might become relevant
as the Hochschild property Eq. can be true only on the quotient Hcx/Z
[Kre06, vS07]. However, we are not aware of a complete proof for more realistic
QFTs, in particular not for MFT.

Here we revert the usual logic and start with the subalgebra structure to then
determine the conditions for the Hochschild property to be true. We find that
the subalgebra structure is completely independent of Hochschild cocyles and
recursive relations. In particular, we prove the coproduct Eq. in Thm. m
providing also the explicit form of the polynomials Py ,(c). In fact, such a formula
of the coproduct also holds more generally for any monomials in 1/X¢ and X"
as we prove in Prop. [3.23 Together with the combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger
equations it is then straightforward to prove in Thm. [3.25|the Hochschild property
Eq. for a sum of BY over all primitives I" of the theory. It is however not
clear whether this also holds for B, to any given order, that is, whether also

AB'" = BY"®e + (id® B*™)A (1.7)

is true at any loop order n for BY" = Y. BL summing over primitive e-point
ribbon graphs I' with n faces. What we can prove in Prop. [3.20] is that this is
true if and only if for any single ribbon graph G € Hqk all primitive cographs
G=0G /H have the same number of faces. Though possibly true in quartic MFT,
this is however a highly non-trivial statement to show and we leave its proof, or
proof of a counter example, for the future.
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It is important to note that Ward identities cannot improve this situation in
quartic MFT. Ward identities in the Hopf algebra are always of the type Q); ~ Q;
relating different types of monomials (); in the perturbative series X* of a theory
related to different types of vertices [KvS09, Pri22]. However, in quartic MFT
we have one type of interactions, the quartic ones, and thus only one type of
divergent n-point functions next to the 2-point functions, resulting in a single

Q = (X°)72X". Thus, the known analytic Ward identities (Eq. (2.13)), (2.14))
do not have a direct algebraic analogue.

Combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations in the series X¢, X" map to ana-
lytic equations of Green’s functions by the character, given by the Feynman rules
Def. 2.1} In principle, this yields non-perturbative equations derived from the
structure of perturbative renormalization. A proper non-perturbative treatment
is challenged in the case of MFT mainly for two reasons: One is that the graft-
ing operator consists of insertions weighted by graph-dependent combinatorial
factors, in particular maxf(G), the number of maximal forests in the resulting
ribbon graph G this means that the equation in practice has to be evaluated
on each graph individually. The other reason is that there are infinitely many
4-point primitive graphs, and thus infinitely many terms in the equation for X;
explicit evaluation is thus only possible up to a finite number of loops. From this
perspective, the question whether for any graph all primitive cographs have the
same loop order seems less important since it becomes relevant only at higher
loops.

These limitation of the applicability of the combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger
equations is not specific to MFT but typical for more realistic QFTs. Given the
specific structure of MFT as a non-trivial Euclidean QFT with analytic solutions
existing, still one could have expected some peculiar, possibly simplifying alge-
braic structure. In this respective, our results so far are negative: Even though
the diagrammatics are considerably simplified due to the reduction on planar rib-
bon graphs, the Hopf algebra and recursive equations remain of a similar level of
complexity as compared to, for example, local quartic scalar field theory. Thus,
it could be that perturbative series in Feynman diagrams are simply not the right
starting point to reveal the analytic structure of MFT. Still, it is also possible
that some crucial aspects, e.g. the right implementation of the analytic Ward
identities in the algebraic language, only remain to be uncovered. We will leave
this for future research.
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2. 4-DIMENSIONAL ¢ MATRIX FIELD THEORY/GROSSE-WULKENHAAR
MODEL

This section reviews the developments of ¢? matrix field theory (see [BGHW22]
for an extended review). This theory is also known as the Grosse-Wulkenhaar
model since it is a matrix representation of scalar ¢* Euclidean QFT on
D = 4 dimensional, noncommutative Moyal space at the self-dual point for
which Grosse and Wulkenhaar have proven renormalizability to all orders
[GW05al [GW05b, RVTWO06]. We aim to minimize derivations while providing
enough detail to understand how this model differs from ordinary QFT. More
literature with additional details and proofs will be provided. We start with
the matrix representation and refer the reader to [Wull9, [Hoc20] for information
about the connection between QFT on noncommutative geometry and matrix
field theory. The complex analogue of the ¢? matrix model with complex fields
was considered and analysed in [BH22, [BH23], and behaves very similar at the
simplest topologies. In this article, we will just consider the hermitian case.

Let Hy be the space of hermitian N x N-matrices and let £ € Hy have positive
eigenvalues (E plays the role of the Laplacian). Then, we define the measure on
the space of matrices M € Hy

dM exp[—NTr(EM? + 2 M*))
§i7, AM exp[—NTr(EM? + M)’

dp(M) = (2.1)

where dM is the Lebesgue measure and A € R, the coupling constant. Mo-
ments are defined in the sense of a formal matrix model, i.e. the exponential of
the interaction term exp[—N Tr(%M 4] is expanded and interchanged with the
integration. We denote the moments by

<Ma1b1---Manbn> = f du(M) Malbl"'Manbn7 (22)

Hy

where My, are the components of the matrix M € Hy. Accoording to classical
probability theory the moments decompose into cumulants (connected compo-
nents) (Mg, p, ... Ma,p, > through partitions. For matrix models, more specifically,
these partitions vanish unless the indices form a permutation. This observation
goes essentially back to a work of Brezin, Itzykson, Parisi and Zuber [BIPZT7S].
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We will denote such a non-vanishing cumulant by the disjoint cycles of the per-
mutation. Thus, it is natural to define the correlation function by

b Ny
2-b . N7 o
N G\a%...a}l1|...\all"..a%b =N <HHMGZGZ+1>C’ (23)
J=1i=1

where a] are pairwise different, b is the number of disjoint cycles and n; the

length of the j-th cycle summing up to n = ny + ... + ny. We call the correlation
function of a (niy,...,ny)-point function, which is normalised to large-IN
asymptotics. Each correlation function has a further genus expansion through a
natural embedding into genus-g Riemann surfaces which are suppressed by N =29
[tH74, BIPZTS],

jal...ab |...a}..ab,

0
. —29 (9)
Claf b, | Jaat,| =2 D, NG n (2.4)
g=0

All correlation functions are defined for pairwise different af, but have a well-

defined limit for coinciding indices.

The dimension of a QFT can be defined through the spectral dimension of the
Laplace operator, here E, in the limit N — oo. This operator-algebraic definition
due to Weyl [Wey11] defines the dimension to be the smallest number D € R such
that

. 1 al —D/2—¢
]\lfl_r}(l)o D2 2 E, (2.5)
k=1

converges for all € > 0, where E}’s are the eigenvalues (spectrum) of E.

2.1. Perturbative series. In this subsection, we recall the perturbation theory
for this matrix model and introduce its Feynman diagrams and their additional
structure of boundary components and genus. We refer to [Hoc20, BHW21] for
a comprehensive derivation and much more examples. Roughly speaking, this
additional structure appears because the action

A
NTr(EM? + ZM4)] (2.6)
is invariant just under cyclic permutations due to the cyclic invariance of the
trace, whereas in ordinary QFTs the action is invariant under any permutation.
Let (Ey, ..., Ex) be the eigenvalues of E. The covariance of the free theory, i.e.
A=0,is
5a,d5b,c
E, + Eb’
which is typically called the free propagator. Note that the Kronecker d’s in the
free propagator are responsible for the fact that a moment ([2.2) factorises into

N<Ma,ch,d>)\:0 =
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partitions which necessarily have to form a permutation (2.3)), otherwise, it will
vanish.

Since we are looking at a formal matrix model, any correlation function can
be computed, in principle, from Feynman rules (coming from Wick contraction
together with the free propagator) applied to Feynman diagrams. The Feynman
diagrams for matrix models are ribbon graphs which take into account cyclic or-
dering at a vertex. This observation goes originally back to [BIPZ78]. More
formally, we define a ribbon graph to be a connected graph embedded in a Rie-
mann surface (with genus and boundary components) such that the complement
of the graph is a disjoint union of disks and any disk is adjacent to at most one
boundary. These disks are called faces. A face is called external if it is adjacent
to the boundary of the ribbon graph, otherwise it is called internal. In this ar-
ticle we will consider the special case of 4-valent ribbon graphs coming from the
quartic interaction , i.e. all vertices of a ribbon graph have degree 4, except
for the vertices ending in a boundary which are univalent. See Fig. [1| for an
example with genus g = 1 and b = 2.

For a Riemann surface of genus g and b boundary components, the number
of topologically non-equivalent ribbon graphs for a fixed number V' of vertices
is finite. In other words, the number of Feynman graphs contributing at a fixed
order in perturbation theory for a fixed topology (g,b) is finite. This is easily
shown by the Euler characteristic

X=-29g—b+2 (2.7)
together with Euler’s formula
x=V-E+F, (2.8)

where F is the number of edges and F' the number of faces.

A 1
N

FIGURE 1. This is an example of a ribbon graph in the sense above.
The Riemann surface has genus ¢ = 1 and two boundary components
b = 2, thus Euler characteristic y = —2g —b+2 = —2. The complement
of the grey ribbon graph consists of 4 external faces and one internal
face, thus F' = 5. The number of vertices is V = 5 and edges E = 12,
which gives of course the same Euler characteristic y =5—12+5 = —2.

Similar to ordinary QFT, there is a fixed external structure labelled by
external momenta. In the matrix theory these momenta are eigenvalue E,
of the Laplacian E labelling all faces (not edges). An edge adjacent to the
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faces labelled by FE, and E,, receives the weight ﬁ coming from the free
propagator Eq. (2.7). The internal faces are the loops and we have to sum over
all eigenvalues, i.e. the spectrum of the Laplacian E. In summary, we find the

following Feynman rules:

Definition 2.1 (Feynman rules). Let I' be a ribbon graph with labelled faces and

w be a weight defined as the product of

o weights EniEm for each edge adjacent to faces labelled by E, and E,,,

e a factor —\ for each 4-valent vertex,
e a factor % for each internal face. Finally there is a sum over all eigen-
values E,, for each such internal face.

Example 2.2. We take the example of Fig. [3 and obtain from the Feynman
rules the contribution

1 (=N
(E. + E,)? N2

1
Z (E, + E,)(Ey+ E,)

n,m

() - &

FIGURE 2. This is an example of a ribbon graph with one boundary
and genus zero. It has two external faces labelled by E, and Ej and
two internal labelled by E, and E,,. Since the ribbon graph is of genus
zero, it has an embedding into the plane.

Example 2.3. We take the example of Fig. [1. Label the left two external face by
E,,, E., and the right two by Ey,, Ey,. The remaining internal face is labelled by
E,. There are 4 different ways in labelling the external faces, one of them gives
for instance the contribution

1 (=\)° 5 1
(Eal + Ea2>2(Eb1 + Eb2)2 N n (Eth + En)2(Eb1 + En)Z(En + En)4 .

It is straightforward to show that any correlation function can be determined
from the Feynman diagrams (see for instance [Hoc20]):

Proposition 2.4. An (nq,...,ny)-point function of genus g has a perturbative

expansion in ribbon graphs G € G,y of genus g with b boundaries,
(9) _
G|ai--\...|..az,,| - Z w(G), (2.9)
GEGnl ,,,,, ny
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where the external faces attached to the j-th boundary are labelled with E ; with
ie{l,...n;} and je {1,...b}.

Remark 2.5. The number of ribbon graphs for a given genus g, a given number
of boundary components and a given number ny + ... + ny of faces attached to
the boundaries can be computed via topological recursion [EOQ0Th]. The ribbon
graphs considered here are dual to quadrangulations of so-called fully simple maps
[BCGF21, BDBKS23|, which is related to the x — y duality transformation in
topological recursion [EOQ07al, Hoc22) [Hoc23, IABDB*22].

The planar (genus g = 0) 2-point function has up to order A\? the expansion
shown in Fig. |3|consisting of 12 graphs. If we assign to the top face the eigenvalue
E, and bottom face E,, the 2-point function has the leading order expansion

1 1

1 1 —-A
0 _ _ O(\?
W T Byt By | (Bat Ey)? N zn: (Ea+En - Eb+En) +O).
In Fig. [d we have listed all graphs contributing to the planar 4-point function up

N\ AL A2

FIGURE 3. Ribbon graphs contributing to the planar 2-point function
up to second order in A.

to the second order in A2, where additional permutations permuting the external
faces have to be taken into account.
For completeness, we list some known generating series for the number of Feyn-

VLH22-1 and denote ]Gfgg‘\

the generating function counting the number of Feynman diagrams contributing
to the planar 2-point function at given loop order. This is

Gl = At + ¢ = 1+ 2(=\) + 9(=A)? + 54(=A)* + ...
Similarly, for the planar 4-point function one has

(G| = 26202 + X = =X+ 10(=A)? + 90(=A)® + 810(=A)" + ....

man diagrams (see [GE'18] for some details). Let ¢ =

The convergence radius is [A| < & due to the definition of ¢. This extends to

all correlation functions and any genus in this model. Resummability of the
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A A2

FIGURE 4. Ribbon graphs contributing to the planar 4-point function
up to second order in A up to permutations. In total there are 10
graphs at the second order, 8 different permutations of the left and 2 of
the right. The third order has already 90 contributing ribbon graphs.

genus series itself for matrix models is a very active research field and related to
resurgence, but beyond the scope of this article.

In the same way one can also count the number of 1PI diagramms, that is
bridgeless ribbon graphs, which are the crucial objects for renormalization (see
Sec. . These numbers follow from the previous results using the inverse of the

geometric series. Let |H|(2£‘| be the generating function counting the number of

planar 1PI 2-point graphs at given loop order and \Hfg;c d|] for planar 1PI 4-point
graphs. These are given by

a0 |—1 A4+ 2—
0 _ 1Clab At -1 2 3
M| = GO e 2(=A) +5(=A)* + 26(=A)° + ... (2.10)

0

) | _ _ _ 2 3
W gpea | = cOp - Dd ey (“A) + 2(=N)2 + 14(=N)P + ..., (2.11)
where ¢ = —VHﬁlf’\_l implies the same radius of convergence.

2.2. Dyson-Schwinger equations and Ward identity. Unlike ordinary QFT
models, the ¢* matrix model has a closed, convergent (in A) expression for
any (ny + ... + np)-point function at any genus g. This is possible due to the
additional expansion in the genus which separates some part of the resummability
issue apparent in QFT from renormalization.

We will focus on the explicit result of the planar 2- and 4-point function since
these are the only ones directly affected by renormalization. The first step to-
wards exact solutions are Dyson-Schwinger equations (DSE), which are in general
equations between different correlation functions. The DSEs for the ¢* matrix
model decouple due to the genus expansion for large N and due to Ward identi-
ties. The closed DSE for the planar 2-point function was derived in [GW09] (and
generalised in [Hoc20, BHW?22]) based on the Ward identity derived in [DGMROT]
(and generalised in [HW18]).
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We recall for pedagogical reasons the DSE for the planar 2-point function in
matrix basis (before applying the Ward identity), which is essentially achieved
by classical methods of integration by parts:

go -1 ___A {L i co 1 i + GG}
labl — Ea + Eb Ea +Eb N2 A \aklb\ N |ab| \ak\ labl " |kb|
) =1 k=1

(2.12)

The DSE has the following graphical interpretation
a ? ?
—H—= — + —<H— + +
b @

where —— corresponds to the planar 2-point function, the straight line to the

free propagator and @ to the planar 4-point function. A closed face in the
graphical formula corresponds to a summation in and the first separate
vertex to the factor —A.

The Ward identity is another way to relate correlation functions due to symme-
try transformations under which the partition function is invariant, but neither
the correlation function nor the action. From the Ward identity, one deduces (see
[GW14, [Hoc20), SW22, [dJHW?22] for details and more general formulas)

G(O) el
(0) |pb] |ab]
Zzz \akpb| + G‘ab|G‘pb| Ep . Ea ) (213)
(0) ~(0) (0) ~(0)
a0 - _ _/\G\ab|G\cd| B Glad|G|cb\ . (2.14)
|abed| (Ea o Ec) (Eb _ Ed)

Note that these two identities lead to two further relations between the planar
4-point function and the planar 2-point function. Even more interestingly, the
planar 4-point function is entirely determined by an algebraic formula form planar
2-point functions in

Inserting the first relatlon obtained from the Ward identity into the DSE
(2.12)), we derive the closed DSE for the planar 2-point function

(0)

N (0)
o _ L A {i 3 (_ oot = Gl , 0 0 )}
R A A R W E, - E, jabl ™ lakl J f

For finite N, the solution of the 2-point function and more fundamental corre-
lation functions was derived in [HW21] for genus g = 0 and in [HW23] for genus
g = 1. The algebraic structure behind this is blobbed topological recursion [BS1T]
a generalization of topological recursion [EOQ7h]. However, these theories do not
play a role from renormalization perspective.

(2.15)
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2.3. Renormalization & exact solution in 4 dimensions. More interest-
ingly, going to a continuum limit corresponding to the 4-dimensional Moyal space,
the correlation functions become well-defined after appropriate renormalization.
In other words, renormalization is compatible, in a certain sense, with the exact
solution already established at finite N at the level of a formal expansion.

Now, we will focus on the 4-dimensional Moyal space. The renormalized energy
eigenvalues for the Laplacian E are given by the sequence

k 2
(E1, ..., En) = (€1,e9,69,€5...), where ey = Z (N + %) , (2.16)
and each e, has multiplicity k, i.e. e; appears once, e; twice etc. The constant 2
is the field renormalization constant and fi4.. the mass renormalization constant.
The largest eigenvalue e, is the cut-off A% := e4. renormalization is needed to
perform a well-defined limit, when A — oo together with N — co. Since the

eigenvalue e, itself increases linearly in k, as well as its multiplicity, we find from
(2.5) a 4-dimensional theory in the large N limit

L\ ponpe 1 Y e
]\I/i_r,rcl,o ND/2 Z Ek D/2—e _ ]\lfl_rfcl)o 7 e D/2—e k~ Z k,—D/Q—e-i-l < o
k=1 b1 -
= D =4.

A canonical analytic continuation of the 2-point function G (z,w) is defined
through Dyson-Schwinger equation to coincide at the points e,, i.e. G (e,, €) =
G \(szl‘ In this setting the Dyson-Schwinger equation for the planar 2-point function
together with all renormalization constants reads [GW14]:

A2

[z+w + Upre +)\J[

1
dt go(t) (ZG(O)(Z, t)+ ;
0

—z

)]ZG(O)(z,w) (2.17)
ZG’(O)(t,w)>

t— =z

A2
=1+Af m@@m
0
where § is the Cauchy principle value, the measure gy(t) := % 22:1 ko(t — ex)
and we have neglected all # contributions.

The large N-limit can be seen as a continuum limit in which the eigenvalues
er converge to the interval [0, A?] with fixed A%, The measure gy(t) converges
to oo(t) =t and the renormalization constants Z and e Obtain a dependence
on the cut-off A such that the UV-limit A — oo is well-defined on the level of
correlation functions.

The exact solution of the nonlinear DSE was derived in [GHW19] based
on an idea of the 2-dimensional solution [PW20]. This was achieved by essentially
using advanced complex analysis with singular integral equations theory together
with Lagrange-Biirmann formula. We will state the result for the 4-dimensional
case first for a more general measure go(t) ~ ¢t. Define implicitly for a given go(t)
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the two functions ) (f) and R(t) via the system of equations

. Z2 “ dtQ)\(t)
RE) =02 |ty
ox(t) =00(R(t)),

where p? is the renormalized mass. The function gy (¢) takes the role of a -
deformed measure with limy_,g 0x(t) = 00(%).

(2.18)

Theorem 2.6 ([GHW19]). The renormalized 2-point function of the ¢* matricial
QFT-model in 4 dimensions is given by

s varbyexp . [Carog (T EEETOY 4 (b= R
(u*+a+d)e p{%i f_iﬂ g( a— (2 ) )dtl g( b— (=& 4it) )}
(12 + b+ R (a) (g2 + a+ R (D)) |
(2.19)

G(a,b) =

where R(t) is implicitly defined via (2.18)).

We emphasise that this solution is exact for any Hoélder continuous measure
00(t) and simplifies even further on the 4-dimensional Moyal space, where g(t) =
t. This implies p,(t) = R(t) and thus

L (*  dtRQ)
i) == L (2 + (0 + t+2)

(2.20)

The solution has a closed expression in terms of a Gaussian hypergeometric func-
tion:

Theorem 2.7 ([GHW20]). The linear integral equation (2.20)) is solved by

arcsin(A) 1
ay, L—ay| =z N for |\l < =,

R(Z) =2z 2F1< 9 ‘ — E), where ay = {% 4 iarcos}:()ﬁr) f07’ A > % )
(2.21)

An important fact is that the linear dependence of A within the integral equa-
tion is collected into a highly nonlinear dependence given by the arcsin-
function into the coefficients of the hypergeometric function. Thus, the conver-
gence radius turns out to be |\| < % The two functions gy = R and gy have a
different asymptotic behaviour. A hypergeometric function behaves like

1 e 1 1
2F1<a’ ) a‘—x) X forfa] < 5. (2.22)

Together with the definition of the spectral dimension (2.5)), we conclude:
Corollary 2.8 ([GHW20]). For |\| < %, the \-deformed measure 0y = R of four-

dimensional Moyal space has effectively the spectral dimension Dy = 4—2%(’\”).
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The 4-dimensional matricial ¢* model admits a dimensional drop to an effective
spectral dimension related to an effective spectral measure. This is revealed by
resummation of the planar connected 2-point function.

From the QFT perspective, this dimension drop is the most important result.
It means that the ¢* theory on 4D Moyal space is non-trivial after degeneration
into a genus expansion. In other words, it is well-defined at any (energy) scale
A% — 0. So far, the relation of this dimensional drop to the anomalous dimension
of the theory has not been studiedﬂ. However, here we find that it is essentially
the same:

Corollary 2.9. The anomalous dimension v of the field renormalization constant
Z s half of the effective dimension drop of Corollary|[2.8, i.e.
_ dlog Z arctan(Ar)
v = lim = — .

AN OlogAZ s (2:23)

Proof. The field renormalization constant Z is given in [GHW19] as
7 = C,ettrlm@l]

where C,. is some finite constant, H2[f(e)] is the Hilbert transform HA[f(e)] =
%8[07 JeSy— i (rt) and 7,(t) = arctan m an auxilliary function. Fur-
thermore, the function I(z) is defined through R(z) of Theorem by I(z) =
—R(—p?— R (x)). With I(z) “X” 2+ O(1), which was also shown in [GHW19],
we finally find

dlogZ I _AQ(TH?[TT(')]

= lim — _
TN T Olog A2 Atone A2
i A? 7, (A?) . 1 ; A2
= am ——- = [1m ——arctan
Moo T A2—1r Aow T Re(r + I(A? + ie))

1
= — —arctan \r.
T

O

The difference of the factor of two between the spectral and anomalous di-
mension, D, = 2(2 + ), has an explanation in terms of the relation between
¢% noncommutative field theory and gbﬁﬂ,:Q matrix field theory: As a noncom-
mutative QFT, the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model has space-time dimension D = 4.
Its matrix representation Eq. viewed as an r = 2 tensor (i.e. matrix) field
theory [Thii21b], however, is a field theory on a d = 2 dimensional domain since
variables are integrated with measure o(t)dt = tdt, Eq. . The anomalous di-
mension is the renormalization correction to this dimension and therefore half the

2We are grateful to David Broadhust and Michael Borinsky for raising this equation on the
conference ”From perturbative to non-perturbative QFT” which took place in Miinster 2023
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value of the dimensional drop of the spectral dimension related to the space-time
dimension D = 4 of the non-commutative QFT.

The Landau ghost problem [LAKS54], or triviality, is a fundamental problem
in QFT. The Standard Model however is rescued by the discovery of asymptotic
freedom coming from non-Abelian Yang-Mills theories. However, a simpler 4D
QFT-model without the triviality problem is not known so far. For the ordinary
scalar ¢?-model, triviality was proved in D = 4 + ¢ dimensions [Aiz81 [Fro82]
and recently by Aizenman and Duminil-Copin in D = 4 [ADC21] as (marginal)
triviality. Therefore, the construction and detailed understanding of the renor-
malization procedure of a simple, solvable and non-trivial QFT-model in four
dimensions is a major task for renormalization theory.

The perturbative renormalization procedure invented by Connes and Kreimer
using the algebraic structure of Hopf algebras [CK98| [CK00] was applied effi-
ciently in higher order perturbation theory [BKOI]. This theory gave a new
perspective on renormalization since it includes not just Zimmermann’s forest
formula but also other renormalization schemes into a Hopf algebra. The precise
Hopf algebraic structure of the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model was claimed to be al-
ready analysed in [TK13]. We will give a more comprehensive analysis and fix
the artificially included terms by the correct consideration of higher boundary
structures and the correct way of contracting them.

3. HOPF ALGEBRA AND HOCHSCHILD COCYLES

Renormalization of divergent amplitudes in perturbative QFT has an under-
lying Hopf-algebraic structure. One may disentangle combinatorics and analyt-
ics by considering the free algebra G generated by the set of connected ribbon
graphs G. Then, the Feynman rules Def. can be seen as an algebra homo-
morphism @ : G — A. This allows to understand correlation functions as
evaluations

G(Q)

jal..|..ab, |

w (X9 ) @,..,a) (3.1)

ni,...,Mp

of formal series Xr(ff),.,,,nb = ZGEng G in the subalgebra G,; generated by con-

nected ribbon graphs with given génus g and b labelled boundaries.

Since ribbon graphs are the special case of strand graphs with two strands per
edge, this is an instance of the algebra of strand graphs, the Feynman diagrams of
the more general class of combinatorially non-local field theories (¢cNLEFT). It has
been shown that, like for field theory with point-like interactions, such algebras
extend to Hopf algebras [Thti21b]. Thus, perturbative renormalization of matrix
theory can be described by a Hopf algebra of divergent bridgeless (1PI) ribbon
graphs which we detail in the following.

3.1. Feynman diagrams, ribbon graphs and maps. For precise statements
we need a combinatorial definition of ribbon graphs. This is given by the notion



RENORMALIZATION OF THE ¢* MATRIX FIELD THEORY MODEL 17

of a combinatorial map [GRS14) [Eyn16]. The “combinatorial ribbon graph” can
be defined as the dual of a combinatorial map, with vertices taken as faces of the
map and vice versa.

Definition 3.1. A ribbon graph G = (H,o0,«) is a triple of a finite set H
of half edges and two permutations o, : H — H where o is an involution,
including fized points. Fach cycle of o defines a vertex and each cycle of o with
two elements defines an (internal) edge. Fized points a(h) = h define external
edges, i.e. open half edges h. This yields a partition into internal and external

half edges, Hint O Hewt-

This is the combinatorial definition of the above notion of embedded ribbon
graphs in Sec. 2.1, more precisely, of their equivalence class under homeomor-
phisms. Thus, such a ribbon graph is dual to a discrete surface, more precisely
to a combinatorial map:

Definition 3.2. A combinatorial map M = (H U H*, 0, «) consists of finite sets
H,H* of unmarked and marked half edges and two permutations o, on H U H*
where a is an involution without fized points defining edges and cycles of o define
vertices and they contain at most one marked half edge h* € H* each, also called
a root. Cycles of ¢ = o0~ o« are called faces and those containing a root are
boundary faces.

A map is called fully simple if any vertex belongs to at most one boundary and
1s incident to at most two edges which belong to the boundary.lﬂ

In this definition we have used the convention that permutation cycles define
counter-clockwise orientation to vertices and faces and that half edges considered
as darts pointing outward from vertices belong to the respective left face (as e.g.
in [GE18]; alternatively,[Eynl6] for example defines faces on the right of their
darts with clockwise orientation but vertices as counter-clockwise).

Definition 3.3. Given a combinatorial map M = (H v H*, 0, ), there is a dual
map M, = (H U H* 00 = @00, a, = ).

Duality is in fact an involution, (M,), = M, due to « being an involution.
However, since duality interchanges vertices and faces, for each boundary face
with n vertices in M there is a boundary vertex incident to n boundary faces
in the dual map M,. Thus, there is a different definition of boundary for dual
maps: each vertex incident to a root defines a boundary in the sense that all faces
incident to it belong to this boundary. Furthermore, the dual map corresponds
to opposite orientation: For half-edges pointing outward from vertices one has to
consider faces on the right to the half-edge they contain and vertices and faces

3This is a slight modification of the definition given in [BGE20] which excludes also peculiar
cases as ¥_#_3 which seem to be permitted in their definition, but should actually not be
included.
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have clockwise orientation since o, = ¢! and ¢, = o0, 'oa = ¢~!. Thus one calls

a map explicitly a dual map to account for these differences in interpretation.

To illustrate this duality of maps, consider the combinatorial map correspond-
ing to the fish graph in MFT:

<
I

(3.2)

One can explicitly define M = (H = {1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,2",6', 7}, H* = {I'},0,a)
with the cycles of ¢ and «

C(0) = (1'2)(2/63)(6'7)(187')(45) (3.3)
Cla) = (1'1),(2'2)(35)(48)(6'6)(7'7) ,

C(¢) =C(o " oa) = (1234)(5678)(7'6'2'1") (3.5)

(7’6’ 2'1") is the boundary since 1’ is the single root of M. Then the dual
= (H,H* C(o,) = (4321)(8765)(1'2'6'7"), ) can be pictured as

(3.6)

While labels are on the left of half edges in M, they have to be on the right in
the dual M, in order for dual edges to carry the same labels, a, = a. In M,, the
vertex (12'6'7") corresponds to the boundary and all faces, i.e. cycles of ¢, = 071,

except for (45) are thus external faces.

That boundary faces of maps become vertices in the dual map is different to
physics where QFT Feynman diagrams have open external edges. The usual
MFT ribbon graph is therefore the decompletion of a dual combinatorial map
with respect to its boundary vertices, that is the object obtained by deleting all
boundary vertices and incident half-edges. In the example , decompletion
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of M, yields the fish ribbon graph
8

1
T =({1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8}, (4321)(8765), (1)(2)(35)(48)(6)(7 3.7
{ }, (4321)(8765), (1)(2)(35)(48)(6)(7)))  (3.7)

3

From this perspective, one can even give meaning to the ribbon graph G =
(J,0,a) as an open edge “—” being the unique decompletion of the dual map

G =M, = (H={2},% = {1},(12),(12)) = ¢ @ (3.8)

[ ]
which is the dual to M =~ %; % Thus, a ribbon graph in the combinatorial sense
of Def. is a combinatorial map upon completion of external half-edges and
vertices:

Proposition 3.4. Every ribbon graph G has a unique completion G which is a
combinatorial map dual to a fully simply map.

Proof. Let G = (H, 0, a) be aribbon graph with H = Hin U Hexy # & (otherwise
G is Eq. (3-8)). We define the completion G=(H, "z, @) in the following way:

It is straightforward to promote the open half edges h € Hey to full edges by
doubling them with a set H.,, = Hex such that HUH = HUH.,, and redefining
the edge involution for every h € Hex to a(h) := b € H.,. To construct a
boundary vertex for each boundary, consider the cycles of ~! o a which contain
external half-edges h € Hcy. There is one such cycle for each boundary of G. One
flips the orientation of these cycles and restricts them to Hey (that is deletes all
half edges in Hiy ), yielding cycles C(a 0 0)|3.,,. Finally, one maps each h € Hx
in these cycles to their partner b’ = a(h) € H., . The resulting cycles on H._,
define the boundary vertices, marked by all b’ € H = a(H*). Extending C(o)
by these cycles defines C(a) and thus &.

This construction uniquely defines a dual combinatorial map since & is an
involution without fixed points, ¢ a permutation, and roots designate boundary
vertices. By construction, every external face is incident to exactly two external
edges (since the boundary vertex cycles are constructed to mirror the boundary
external faces of G thereby closing them along two new edges). This means that
in the dual map G, a vertex at a boundary face is incident to two boundary edges
part of only that boundary. This is the defining property of a fully simple map,
Def. Thus, G is dual to a fully simple map. O

Full understanding of the relation of ribbon graphs as occurring in MFT to
combinatorial maps finally allows for a straightforward definition of (external)
faces of a ribbon graph G

Definition 3.5. Let G be a ribbon graph and G = (H,H ", 5, @) its completion.
A face of G is a cycle of 67 o a. A face is external iff it contains an h € Heg,
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or equivalently iff it is incident to a boundary vertex in G. Otherwise it is an
internal face. We denote the number of internal faces Fg.

It follows that each connected component j = 1,...,b of the boundary of G
has n; external faces which is the degree of the respective boundary vertex. In
contrast, in the corresponding ribbon graph G the external edges are open and
thus there is only a single cycle of 0! o o for each boundary component. In the
following we will denote in set of connected ribbon graphs G the subset of those
with genus g and b boundaries with lengths 7 = (ny, ..., 1) as

Gy " = {G e Glgg = g,bq = b with external faces i = (n1,...,m)}. (3.9)

The subset of bridgeless such ribbon graphs, also called one-particle irreducible
(1PI) in physics, is 1PIGZ71b"“’"”. Finally, we denote a subset of ribbon graphs
with vertices of specific types vy, v, ... as G (v, v, ...), for example G ()X) for the
four-valent diagrams of quartic MFT.

There are several diagrams isomorphic under relabelling but we can choose a
canonical labelling in our case for simplicity. In general, a map is considered as
the equivalence class of isomorphic relabellings [Eyn16]. In field theory, however,
we are always dealing with open diagrams where external face labels are fixed.
In the case of ribbon graphs, this allows to canonically choose a representative of
this equivalence class in the following way: Denote the unique external half-edge
belonging to the external face of momentum p; as 1 € Hey. Define all vertices
as cycles with subsequent labels, C(o1) = (1234)(5678).... Finally, starting with
the first vertex, define edges by involutions from the half edge with the lowest
possible label to the lowest next possible one, e.g. in the example Eq. (3.7), first
a(3) =5 and next a(4) = 8, and repeat with yet unpaired half-edges of the next
vertex. In this way we obtain a canonical, ordered labelling for any ribbon graph.

3.2. Hopf algebra of perturbative renormalization. The central operation
in perturbative renormalization is to identify certain subgraphs H < G and
their counterpart, that is the contraction G/H. While this operation is rather
intricate to define on the level of combinatorial maps, it is straightforward for
ribbon graphs as defined in Def. since these are a special case of 2-graphs with
two strands at each edge [Thii21b]. For these, the concept of contraction can be
directly imported from the 2-graph definition:

Definition 3.6. H = (H',0’,a’) is a ribbon subgraph of G = (H,o,a), write
HcG,iff H' =H, o' = 0o and the set of pairs of o is a subset of those of a.
Then, contraction G/H = (Ha/u, 0c/u, ac/u) is defined as shrinking the edges

of H in G, that is

o Hem = H.,y, internal half edges of the subgraph are deleted,

e C(og/u) = C(a'00)|ng,, where the restriction to Hayuw means deleting all

other elements in the cycles C(o/ o o),
e and ag/m = 04|HG/H~
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According to this definition following the convention of [BorlS], the notion of
subgraph refers to a graph possibly with several connected components, covering
all the vertices of the original graph G. In this sense, one might also call it a
decomposition of G.

Crucially, each connected component of the subgraph H is shrunken to a single
vertex in G/H with the vertex structure given by its boundary. To this end, one
obtains the vertex cycles of og/y from the boundaries of H, i.e. the inverted
cycles of 0= o /. Only one cycle for each boundary component is needed which
is why no completion is necessary here.

For example, contracting the above fish diagram yields a single quartic vertex

1 8 1 8 .
/ > ({1,2,6,7},(1267),id) = T (310)
3 6 3 6 6

Contracting a ribbon graph within itself yields its external structure, the residue
res: G - R*, G~ G/G. (3.11)

where we denote R* the set of ribbon graphs with only external edges, i.e. with
a =1id, and R < R* the subset of those with single connected components, that
is just single vertices.

Note, however, that a component of H may still have several boundary compo-
nents. This would lead to several o cycles in G/H which, from a physics’ point of
view, constitute a single vertex (as there is a single coupling parameter associated
with it). For example,

1 ~ ({1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8}, (4321)(8765), (25)(47)) (3.12)

has two boundaries
Clo~ ' oa) = (1267)(3485) (3.13)

such that also its residue

1__6/1_—6 = ({1,3,6,8}, (16)(38),id) = ;};6 (3.14)

has two cycles in ¢ even though it represents a single vertex in the physics’ sense.
Such so-called multi-trace vertices are not properly included in the standard def-
inition of combinatorial maps Def. but the recent more general definition of
2-graphs [Thtu21b] would be necessary to cover these cases; for the current pur-
pose the framework of combinatorial maps is sufficient, though, as we will deal
only with connected diagrams with one boundary component as explained in the
following.
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Contraction gives rise to the general notion of a coproduct

Ag:G— Y HR®G/H, (3.15)
HcG
which defines a coalgebra that can be extended to a Hopf algebra [Bor18| [Thii21h].
However, for renormalization one is not interested in any subgraphs but specifi-
cally in the subclass of Feynman diagrams which are superficially divergent and
1PT (i.e. bridgeless) [Kre98, [CK9S].
In the quartic matrix theory, the superficial degree of divergence w® of a dia-
gram G of genus gg with Vc(fl) four-valent-vertices and boundaries j = 1, ..., bg of
lengths 77 = (nq, ..., ny,) is given by[Hoc20)]

D-2&
2(G) =D~ ==Y n+ (D~ WY —D(2ge+be—1),  (3.16)

j=1
where we have included not just four-valent but also two-valent vertices, the latter
with a vertex weight w(-s-) = 1 cancelling the dependence on their number Vc(f).

The four-valent vertices come with a weight w(X) = 4 — D such that they are
relevant in D > 4 and marginal in D = 4 where

bg
2w (G) =4 = > nj —4(29¢ + be — 1). (3.17)

7j=1

Thus, w*! can be non-negative only for ribbon graphs G e Gol, i.e. with g =0
and bg = 1, for which
4
W@ = 2”1 (3.18)
As a consequence, only 77 = (2) and 77 = (4) point functions need renormalization.
In particular, 7 = (2,2) point functions are convergent, including for example
the diagram (3.12)). Accordingly, the renormalization Hopf algebra has to be

generated only by ribbon graphs of genus zero with a single boundary.

Theorem 3.7 (Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra of D = 4 quartic MFT). Let

How = (MGG (X) v G, (X)) (3.19)

be the Q-algebra freely generated by the set of connected, bridgeless ribbon graphs
of genus zero and a single boundary with n = 2 or n = 4 external faces and
vertices of degree 4. With multiplication m given by disjoint union, this is a
unital commutative algebra with unit u : Q — Hek, q — q1 where 1 is the empty
ribbon graph.

Let 7 be the projection deleting all bivalent vertices in a ribbon graph and define

A Hoo > Ho®Hew, G Y. He(G/H). (3.20)

HcG
HeHck



RENORMALIZATION OF THE ¢* MATRIX FIELD THEORY MODEL 23

This coproduct together with the counit
1 if GeR*

3.21
0 else ( )

e:Hx —Q, G {
further defines on Hex the structure of a coassociative counital coalgebra, as well
as a bialgebra.
Finally, there is a unique inverse S to the identity id : G — G,

S#id=id*S=uoe (3.22)
with respect to the convolution product
px1p:=mo(p®)oA (3.23)

of automorphisms ¢,V : Hex — Hex. This turns Heg into a Hopf algebra.

Proof. As shown in [Thu21b], ribbon graphs are the subset of 2-graphs, also
called strand graphs, with two strands at each edge and whose vertex graphs
are polygons. Restricting to vertex degree four the vertex graphs are 4-gons.
Since Hqk is generated by ribbon graphs with single boundary of length n = 2
or n = 4, contraction yields ribbon graphs with vertices which have as vertex
graphs 2-gons or 4-gons. However, the resulting bivalent vertices on the right in
the coproduct A are deleted by the projection 7T.E| Furthermore, contraction does
not change the boundary and preserves the genus of a ribbon graph. Together
this means that Hqk is contraction closed, i.e. any ribbon graph resulting of the
contraction of two ribbon graphs in H. is element of H itself. Thus, according
to Thm. 5.1 in [Thii21b] H is a Hopf algebra because it is a contraction-closed
subalgebra of the Hopf algebra of 2-graphs. 0

The relevance of the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra for renormalization lies in
the fact that the coinverse S induces a group structure on the set of algebra
homomorphisms ¢, : Hex — A to any unital commutative algebra A, e.g. an
algebra of Feynman amplitudes and Green’s functions. To this end one extends
the convolution product to ¢ =9 :=my o (¢ ® 1) o A. It is then straightforward
to check that S? := ¢ o S defines an inverse element to ¢. This inverse is the
crucial part in the definition of counter terms subtracting the divergent part of a
Feynman amplitude [Kre98, [CK9§].

Remark 3.8. The Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra of Thm. in essence 18 the
same as the one of [INTO8] for the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model. There, ribbon
graphs with (g,b) = (0,1) are called planar “reqular” while those with b > 1 are
coined planar “irreqular”. Furthermore, the coproduct is defined with respect to
subgraphs which are “shrinkable” with respect to the given set of residues, i.e. their

4For the purpose of renormalization, e.g. in the BPHZ momentum scheme [Thu21al, it is
in fact necessary to keep the bivalent vertices to account for the right number of propagators.
The necessary map A without projection 7 is then a coaction on the left Hx-comodule algebra
which includes ribbon graphs with bivalent vertices.
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external structure must be of the 4-gon or 2-gon vertex type. The crucial step
in the proof is then to show for coassociativity the possibility to insert planar
reqular graphs into each other in such a way that again a planar reqular graph
results. This is the analogue to contraction completeness in our proof. However,
they allow the possibility to insert graphs also in different ways but show that
there exist the right (cyclic) insertion to prove coassociativity [TVT08]. However,
challenges in the definition of Dyson-Schwinger equations are addressed in [TK13]
by allowing to insert planar irreqular graphs into single-trace vertices, see e.g.
Fig. 9 therein.

Contrary, this is not possible with our mathematically rigorous definitions here
and, as we show in the following, it is also not necessary for a consistent definition
of combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations. With the proper definition of ribbon
graphs consistent with combinatorial maps, residues are fixed in a unique
way (3.11)) and always have to match the structure of vertices in contraction and
msertion operations.

3.3. Combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations. Dyson-Schwinger equa-
tions directly determine the Green’s functions of a QFT. Here we want to focus
on the planar 2- and 4-point function or the 4D quartic matrix theory which need
renormalization. Their corresponding combinatorial perturbative series

o0
Xe=—— Y afeg=—->"ac (3.24)
GEmGg,l(X) Jj=1
res(G)= -
w .
X=X+ Z aFGG=Zoﬂc§. (3.25)
GelPIGé,l(X) Jj=0
res(G):x

are element of the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra Hcx. Therein, the parameter
a counts the number of faces Fz which is the analogue to the number of loops
in point-like interacting field theories. For the quartic theory this is a trivial
redefinition of the quartic coupling a = A. More generally, for a single k-valent
interaction the Euler formula yields

k—2 1
F=E-V+42-29—-b=-—"V—(>n—1|-(29+b-1) (3.26)
2 24

using the handshake relation 2E = kV — > ;1. For given boundary and genus
this is an affine relation in the number of vertices V. For k = 4 one has simply
F =V + cons, in particular with (¢g,b) = (0,1) it is F' = V for n; = 2 and
F=V—1forn =4.

Combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equations rely on the fact that divergent di-
agrams can be constructed iteratively by inserting divergent diagrams into each
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other. In this way one may obtain all elements in the series X¢, X". To this end,
the starting point are primitive diagrams, i.e. those which do not contain any
divergent subgraphs in Hq:

Definition 3.9. A ribbon graph G € Hck is called primitive if there exists no
ribbon subgraph H < G in Hex\R*.

While there is only one kind of primitive 2-point diagrams in quartic MFT,
there are infinitely many primitive 4-point diagrams:

Lemma 3.10 (primitive 2-point diagrams). The tadpole diagrams () and ()
are the only primitive superficially divergent ribbon graphs with i = (2).

Proof. A 1PI 2-point graph can be written in the form —¥- or & (which is not
necessarily unique). The two vertices (2- and 4-valent vertex) correspond to a not
necessarily connected 2-point subgraphs and a 4-point subgraph, respectively. A
2-point subgraph has superficial degree of divergence w™ = 2. It is either not
primitive, than it has a primitive subgraph or it is primitive. The same hold for
the 4-point subgraph where the superficial degree of divergence is w™ = 0. O

Lemma 3.11 (primitive 4-point diagrams). There are infinitely many primitive
divergent ribbon graphs with i = (4).

Proof. The following series is an infinite series of primitive 4-point graphs:

Ne—p e /

- XX e

/ N

This series of 4-point graphs has no 1PI subgraph in the Connes-Kreimer Hopf
algebra, i.e. there is no 2- or 4-point subgraph. Note that there are 1PI 6-point
subgraphs which however do not belong to the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra since
there superficial degree of divergence is w™ = —2. To have 4-point subgraphs,
the graph needs to be 3-cut irreducible, where all three cuts are not allowed to
be at a vertex at a external leg. It is easy to see that the constructed class of
4-point graphs does not obey this property.

O

The main ingredient to the combinatorial DSE is the grafting operator B,
which acts as a weighted insertion of one graph into another one. To insert a
ribbon graph H into another ribbon graph G the external structure of G has to
match the vertex structure of H. We follow [Thui21b] generalized from [Borl§]
defining this vertex structure as the skeleton of the ribbon graph, given by the
projection deleting all internal edges

skl : G - R*, (H,0,a) — (H,0,id). (3.28)

Only when residue of H and skeleton of G agree one can choose a specific iden-
tification of them to insert H into G:
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Definition 3.12. Let H, G be ribbon graphs and v : res(H) — skl(G) an isomor-
phism on R*. The insertion of H into G according to v is
Go, H:= (Hy,on,a) (3.29)
where
-1 _
o v toagor  on ’Hres.(H) (3.30)
OF otherwise

and we denote the set of possible insertions, i.e. isomorphisms v, T(H, é)

The set of possible insertions factorizes into automorphisms of the structure of
each vertex and permutations of vertices of the same kind. For ribbon graphs,
vertices have the structure of polygons and their automorphisms are cyclic per-
mutations:

Lemma 3.13. Let H, G be ribbon graphs with res(H) = skl(G), i.e. it is possible
to insert H into G. Then

I(H,G) = Aut(res(H)) = Aut(skl(G)) = X Aut(Ve)) X Aut(v)  (3.31)

k=2 ’UEV@

There are k automorphisms for a k-valent vertex v € Vs = C(os) which is a cycle
of oa with k elements. There are chk)! permutations of the Vék) = |Vg€)| vertices
in G of degree k. In particular,

~ (k)
Z(H,G)| = [ [1Aut W) T [Aut(w)| = [ [vieYe . (3.32)
k=2 veVg k=2

Proof. The set of isomorphisms between res(H) and res(G) is isomorphic to the
set of automorphisms on either of the two exactly because they are isomorphic
(otherwise Z(H,G) = ). Since res(G) € R* is a union of graphs with single
vertices, its automorphism group factorizes accordingly. 0]

The insertion of ribbon graphs H with edge-structure, that is res(H) = -,
needs a special treatment. Our definition of insertions demands a matching
res(H) = skl(G) and thus bivalent vertices in G to allow for edge-diagram inser-
tions. Such bivalent vertices are not present in the graphs of the series X¢, X".
Still, we have to include the possibility to insert 2-point graphs to obtain all
relevant graphs by insertion. To cover this, let us define the projection

7T:G - G, (3.33)

which contracts (in the usual graph-theoretic sense) all bivalent vertices, - — —.
This yields an equivalence relation ~ identifying all diagrams G, G’ for which
7m(G) = m(G’) and accordingly an equivalence class [G]., = [G'],. Using this,
we can define the properly weighted insertion operator which allows arbitrary
many edge insertions on each edge:
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Definition 3.14. The grafting operator is the map
By i Hex X Hex — Hox, (H,T) = BE(H)

linear in both arguments and defined by

1 Yo, H
BiM) = 2 wmg GO— (3.34)
GelT]~, IZ(H, G)| WeI(1.C) maxf(G o, H)

wherein maxf(G) is the number of subgraphs H < G in Hex such that G/H
is primitive (corresponding to “mazximal G-forests” in the language of Zimmer-
mann’s forest formula [Zim69) ).

Note that only subgraphs H € Hcx are counted to obtain maxf. For example,
the ribbon graph of Eq. is a ribbon subgraph <€ 3 ¢ ——— but having
two boundaries it is not in Hck. For this reaso maxf(——=3—) = 2 in MFT
in contrast to local scalar QFT where the sunrise diagram has three maximal
forests.

The grafting operator has an expansion in the ribbon graphs which result from
the insertions summed over in the definition. Thereby, some insertions turn out
to be redundant and can be divided out. We follow the literature [Kre06] for the
notation of the resulting combinatorial factors:

Proposition 3.15. The grafting operator B, has an expansion
1 bij(G, H, G)
BY(H) = Z - Z e Al B Bl

Ge[l~, (GH)IH]. maxt(G)

where the weight factors are defined as follows [Kre06] :
e (G|H) is the number of insertion places for H in G.

G, (3.35)
GEHCK

°Tn [TK13] this example is also given after Def. 4.3 therein. However, based on the Hopf alge-
bra construction of [TVT08], the contraction of € 3 < ——3— is allowed. The authors argue

that the reason to exclude this case from maxf (—e—) is only that the resulting contracted
graph would be non-planar (which is actually wrong, the point is rather that contraction of
-3 leads to a multi-trace vertex, Eq. (3.14)).

In the end, this wrong conception of allowed ribbon subgraphs and maxf in [TKI13|] seems
to be the reason why the Dyson-Schwinger equations do not work out without including “pla-
nar irregular” graphs such as €€ ¥ in the Hopf algebra. Specifically, the authors calculate

maxf _@_) = 2 in Eq. (6.7) of [TK13] though the fish-type ribbon subgraph is not § but
Q c _@_ which should not be in Hx and thus maxf( _@_) = 1. As a consequence, they come

to the conclusion that Q and, more generally, all planar irregular (¢ = 0,b > 1) ribbon graphs
should be included in the Hopf algebra. However, this does not only lead to a Hopf algebra
which is not the one renormalizing MFT; it is also inconsistent because this extended Hopf
algebra is not contraction closed. That is, contraction of planar irregular ribbon graphs, b > 1,
leads to b-fold multi-trace vertices which are still not part of that extended Hopf algebra.
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e |H|, is the number of distinct graphs H which are equal upon removal of
the external edges.
e bij(G, H,G) is the number of “non-equivalent” bijections between res(H)

and skl(G) such that G is obtained by insertion.

Proof. Let H, G be ribbon graphs with res(H) = skl(G). One can partition the
set of insertions according to the resulting ribbon graphs G,

I(H,G) = P I¢(H,G), Ie(H,G)={1eI(H G)|Go, H=G}, (3.36)

GeG

where, as always here, each G is canonically labelled as described in the end of
Sec. (otherwise one would have to identify graphs which are identical upon
relabelling). Now let H, G € Hei. Then, for any 1 € Z(H,G) also G = G o, H €
Hcx such that

r o 1 |ZG’(H7 é)|

There are some parts in the factorization of Z(H, G) according to Lemma m

which are not sensitive to the insertion outcome G = G o, H. One type is
permutations of single-vertex components of H = [, H;. If there are jj, vertex
components Hy = ... = H;, € R of the same type k (here degree k = 2 or k = 4),

then the resulting graph G does not depend on the jk!(Vék) — jr)! permutations

how they are inserted. Thus one can factor them also in |Zg(H, G)| and define the
number of relevant permutations in the denominator surviving after cancellation

with the denominator in Eq. (3.37)) as

ut(Y® (k)
(G|H) = 1_[ M - (Vé ) (3.38)

k=2 jk!(Vék) — Ji)! I

For k = 2, this definitions in fact differs from the literature, e.g. [Kre06], since the
definitions here allow edges insertions only in bivalent vertices which are summed
in the overall sum over G' e T in BY.

Another type cancellations is redundant automorphisms in Aut(v) for a given
vertex v € V: If a component H; has automorphisms in Aut(res(H;)) which are
equivalent upon insertion, these yield always the same graph GG and can thus be
factored out in [Zg(H,G)|. Again, for a single-vertex component H; = res(H;) €
R of degree k all k£ cyclic permutations give the same result. But also H; ¢ R
may have such symmetries (e.g. the k = 2 cyclic permutations of —3— are
equivalent, or two of the k = 4 cyclic permutations of X3(). These symmetries
are the automorphisms of the ribbon graphs themselves since there are no internal
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automorphisms. Thus we define for H = [ [, H; the relevant factor

|Aut(res(H))|
H|, = H|H|V—W. (3.39)

The number of “non-equivalent” bijections bij(G , H, @) is then exactly the num-
ber of the subset of all insertions of H into G which yield G with both types of
trivial factors described factored out

- I6(H, G
bij(G, H,G) = Za( )| _ (3.40)
At(H) T Tysa d (VS = ji)!
Then the statment follows by cancelling these factors in Eq. (3.37)). 0

Example 3.16. Let G = YO and H = XXX. Then (G|H) = (3) = 2,

1 1
that is inserting XX on the left (1) or the right (r) vertex of G. Furthermore,

|H|, = |X|, [D)XX]|, =1-2, i.e. inserting XX either horizontally (h) as it is or
rotated 90 degrees vertically (v). Thus,

B)o(( 32O $HOXK

FnS N (), e
- 411 ()oo( + ){ + bx) (3.42)

since maxf(YOOX) = 2. Analogously,

ng ) = (g 7+ A) (3.43)

Since BL (X)) = B}:(Ei) in general, we can combine this for ¢! = X + Ei to

B (ciet) = % ()oo<+g+><{+Y+:o><+A> — %cg (3.44)

Lemma 3.17. Let G € Hx with k faces. Then the number of internal edges I
and vertices Vg are

1. 2k — 1, forres(G) = - Vo = k, for res(G) = -
¢ 2k, for res(G) = X’ “T )k 1, forres(G) =X

Proof. Use Euler’s formula y =2 —-29g —n =V — E+ F. For G € Hk we have
X¢ = 2 —1=1. The result follows since Eg = I + 4 = % for res(G) = X,
and Eg = I + 2 = €2 for res(G) = ~-. O

Combining the definitions of primitve graphs and the grafting operator yields
the combinatorial DSE in the renormalization Hopf algebra:
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Theorem 3.18. Let ) = ())f:)g, where the inverse is symbolically understood
as geometric series 5= = 1+ (— — X¢) + (— — X°)? + ... Then, the system of

combinatorial DSEs is

X=X (o) =——aB, (QX°) = —— oz(B;Q— + B:O_)(QXe) (3.45)

xv=xX(@) =X+ Y aFBLQEX) = X + a(BIX + B?)(@X@) e
' primitive
res(F):x

(3.46)

where the set of primitive 4-point graphs is infinite.

Proof. The proof follows from the definitions and the Lemmata above. FEach
graph in X¢ and X" is either a primitive or can be constructed from insertions
into primitive graphs. The primitive graphs for the 2-point function are proven
in Lemma [3.10] Furthermore, it is shown in Lemma [3.11] that the set of primitive
4-point graphs is infinite.

The weight 1/|Z(H, G)| in the definition of BY, Def. , exactly cancels mul-
tiplicities arising from the argument QT X*. According to Lemma this
argument has a factor X for each 4-valent vertex in I' and a factor 1/X°¢ for
each edge in G € I' without bivalent vertices. Since these factors multiply com-
mutatively, each monomial occurs with a multiplicity Véf)! VG@!. Furthermore,
each individual connected component H occurs in X and X¢ in |H|, rotated
ways which however yield the same graph under BY. Together with Lemma
and Prop. this shows cancellation of multiplicities from the argument Q¥ X*
with |Z(H, G)| in the denominator of BY.

Additional multiplicities arise if a ribbon graph G results from different inser-
tions, modulo the symmetries just discussed; since only insertions into primitive
diagrams are allowed, these are exactly the number of subgraphs H < G with
primitive cograph G/H and this is cancelled by 1/maxf in the definition of BL. O

3.4. Subalgebra of loop orders. An important property in the renormaliza-
tion Hopf algebra is the subalgebra structure. For the 4D MFT model, the
subalgebra will be studied in details which takes an important part in revealing
the complexity of renormalizing this model. The following Proposition provides
the subalgebra structure on the perturbative series.

Proposition 3.19. Let e € {—, X} = {e,v}. Then, the following holds
xv \"
A(X.) = Z X. <W) ® C; (347)
k=0

Proof. The Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra considered here is a special case of the
Hopf algebra of 2-graphs in [Thii21b]. This implies the so-called central identity
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[Thii21b, Thm. 4.6] which translates into our setting by the following. Note that
we consider the D = 4 MFT with 4-valent vertices. The renomalization Hopf
algebra is Hex = ("G (X) U '"'Gg 1 (X)). Then the central identity reads

. (X*)*e
AXY) = > X ©C (3.48)
res(G)=e
where o € {— X} = {e,v} and Vg, I is the number of vertices or internal

edges of GG, respectively. These are expressed in the loop order k£ according to
Lemma m The central identity (3.48)) implies further that at each loop order
k and for any graph in the perturbative series X* the same factor appears on the
left of the coproduct. Upon factorization this yields X, . q)_e gy G = ¢} on the
right. This derives the desired coproduct formulas. 0

Example 3.20. Consider the coproduct of two-loop 2-point graphs. To save space
we write out only the reduced part A(G) = A(G) — G ®res(G) — skl(G) ® G-

o 0 X0
0 0 AN

X%
O_g(_()

0 0 0

o o0 §

Here we use a matriz notation with product -g referring to a matriz product
in which the coefficients multiply as tensor product. Furthermore we have distin-
guished the ribbon graphs on the right-hand side of the coproduct by indicating the
new vertices resulting form non-trivial contraction by white vertices. Summing
the rows, we find

=d ol fo o (

0
X
Q o
X
U

Ah) =@+ ® = () + ) @ = P5, @6 (3.50)
with a degree-2 polynomial Py, = ci + cgcf @ ¢f on the left of the coproduct.

For fixed loop order, the left of the coproduct is always a polynomial in the
loop coefficients ¢, or ¢;, which we can give explicitly:

Theorem 3.21. The coproduct of ¢ for any n € N and o € {— X} = {e,v} is
given by

Alcy) =D Pri®chy, (3.51)
k=0
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where Py are polynomials of loop order k in the generators ¢, c§ of the form:
For 0 < k <n we have

k
P;L),k = Z er)szJrl,j Qg(nfk),kfj (3'52)

‘PSk—ZQn k]Q2nk —1,k—j> (353)

where

0 3 (31+...+sj+k;—1)!1i[(cf)si.

1s14+2s2+...+js;=] 81!‘”87‘!(]{; o ]')‘ =1
The trivial cases are Py . (c) = ¢y and Py ,(c) = skl(c;).

Proof. Take the coproduct formula of Proposition and restrict to a fixed n
loop order. Thus, we directly get the form of (3.51] Wlth Py ;. the k’th loop order.

We define the following restriction to the k:—loop order of an arbitrary pertur-
bative series Y by (Y)i. Then, from (3.47) we conclude

n X’U n—k
— Z( o) ) 1) ®ck (3.54)
k

k=0 _
Pk
n (Xv)n—k-‘rl
Aley) = Z (ﬁ ® Cpp_p- (3.55)
k=0 (X )20 k
L

This amounts to compute the following coefficients

ri= (X)), Q= (ﬁ)j

where again, the index j restricts to the jth loop order. The coefficient Qj ; is
straightforwardly given by [BK06]

v v v
k,j — Z Clllilclk:i
Li+. =7

The coefficient Qf, ; is slightly more involved but generalizing [BKOI] we can still
derive it explicitly via Faa di Bruno’s formula:
-1 10 1
€ — J - - -
Qs =1l Xyt = 1307 (o)
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1 jIooets
! Z sil.sjl Qxsit+si (1 — x)k

T 1s142s2+...4jsj=j

(s14 ...+ 55 +k:—1 J
- Z 181!... ] n

1s1+2s2+...+75;=J

10°Xe

[T

. ;
2=0 1 U ox

Inserting the explicit formula of @} ; and ng into (3.54)) and ({3.55|) finishes the
proof. O

Example 3.22. Let us consider n = 4 loop coefficient of the vertex series X".
We get for k =3

(81 + 1)'
Piy= Y, e+ Y die ) (CT)SIW

l1+1l2=3 l1+12=2 1s1=1
i=0 1;=0
+ ¢ el ()% (c5)™ —(Sl +s2+1)
11+l 1 2 PPSET
li+la=1 1s14252=2 12924
1;=0
+ v v ( e)sl( 6)82( 6)83 (51 + S2 + 83 + 1)'
l1+12=0 1s1+252+3s3=3 12929322+
1;=0

=2cpcs + 2¢icy + (2¢5cs + (¢ )2)201 + 2c5c} (2¢5 + 3(01) )
+ (¢ ) (203 + 6¢7cs + 4(c) ) i
For k = 2, we have

|
v vov oW vov v 33(51+3)'
Py = E €, C, G, + E €1, C, 0 E ()

131
I 4lotl3=2 [ oy 151=1 s113!
|
+ ) (Ce)sl (Ce)sz (81 + S2 + 3)
1112 ™13 1 2 s 'S '3'
l1+1s+13=0 1s1+2s9=2 1:92:9°
1;=0

=3(c8)2cy + 3c8(ch)? + 3(ch)?cy - 4ct + (cb)? (4c§ + 10(0‘13)2) )
For k=1, we find

S1 + 5)'
v _ U U U U U () v v €\S1 (
Py = E CLC,CC, T § €, €, G54, 2 (cf) T
l1+la+i3+14=1 l1+la+13+14=0 1s1=1 :
;=0 ;=0

=4(c8)3cy + 6(ch) e

This gives the polynomials in the coproduct of cj,

prk ) ®Cy_y-
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Proposition 3.23. Let us denote by (Y)x the kth order of some perturbative
series Y. Let f(X", X¢) be some monomial of X¥ and %, then the more general
Hopf subalgebra structure holds

v

A X)) = DX () ®FC X

Proof. By assumption f(X", X¢) has the form % for some n; € Z-o. Note
that the trivial zero’th order is given by one, or more precisely < %) =)™
The proof essentially follows from Proposition [3.19] and the fact that a tensor

space behaves under a product in the algebra as
(a®b)(c®d) = (ac® bd).
This means that the coproduct of a product of graphs G = G1Gs is

A(G) = A(G1Ga) = A(G1)A(G:) = Y (a, ® Gr/a,) Y | (br, @ Ga/by,)

k‘l k2

= 2 aklbkz ® Gl/aleg/ka

k1,ko

Extrapolating this to any m-folded product of graphs G = G;...G,,, together with
Proposition m proves the assertion for any monomial of the form f(X", X¢) =
%, where = is understood as the geometric series = = 1 + (— — X°¢) +
(— — X9)? + ... . Performing the computation on the level of coefficients can
be very ugly, but it is for instance performed for some specific Hopf algebras in

[BKO6]. O

One specific example of this proposition is of primary interest, which the co-
product of the argument of the grafting operator in the combinatorial DSE. This
reads

Lemma 3.24. Let e € {),—}. The coproduct of X* (%) reads

(e (i) ) -2 () el () |,

Proof. Insert X* (())((_:)2>n into Proposition [3.23| and the left hand side of the

v n v k v n+k
coproduct summarises as X* (())((—6)2) (&(—5)2> =X (&(—6)2) . [l
3.5. Hochschild 1-cocycle. The Hochschild 1-cocycle property is a direct con-
sequence of Theorem by acting with the coproduct on the Dyson-Schwinger
equation
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Theorem 3.25. The grafting operator is Hochschild 1-cocycle, i.e.

AB, =B, ®e+ (id® B,)A (3.56)

where B, = Z B with fized o € {—, X} and BY acts on Q' X* with Fy
I primitive
res(I')=e

the number of faces of the primitive graph I'.
Proof. From the combinatorial DSE ([3.45]) and (3.46|) we have

vees, 3 n(e(5))

T primitive
res(I")=e
Let now the identity (3.56]) act on X* (%) . The lhs reads
Xv Fr Xv k
r . o °« . .
22, 2 (i) ) - T (o) e
s *

The first term on the rhs of (3.56|) reads

X0\
r . °
2 (o) Jer-ve
primative

res(I")=e
The second term reads by Lemma

o 3 ma(v(55) )

T primitive

res(I)=e

X’U FF +k XU FF

r r;itive ' ; (XS)Q (Xe)Q k

p

res(I)=e

XV n+k X n
kzﬂ'; <X€)2 Fpr;n:itive " (Xe)Q k
res(I")=e
Fp=n

XU \!
=) X* (—e ) Xcy,
; (X©)?

where in the last step we have used

XU \"
D] BE([X'( - ) ]):cfwk (3.57)
n I primitive (X )2 k

res(I")=e

Fr=n
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since the primitive graph is of loop order n and the inserted graph of loop order
k we have to sum over all n, k to generate c,.; due to the combinatorial DSE

and (E10) 0

Theorem [3.25]is stated in a slightly weaker way than it is generally stated in the
literature, see for instance [Kre06, [KvS09]. The stronger statement in literature is
that already the operator B}™ satisfies the Hochschild 1-cocycle property, which
is defined by

BY":= > B (3.58)
T primitive
res(I")=e
Fr=n

The difference to Theorem is that BY" of has fixed loop order Fr = n
of all primitive graphs I', whereas Theorem has an additional sum over n on
top.

However, to the best of our knowledge, there is no satisfactory proof in liter-
ature that already satisfies the Hochschild 1-cocycle property. It is even
worse, in the literature where it is claimed to be proved a further extension is
claimed to hold, namely that already B satisfies the Hochschild 1-cocycle prop-
erty for an individual primitive graph I". This statement is definitely not true.
We emphasise that this not only fails in our ¢* Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra,
but it also fails in several other Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebras, see for instance
[Kre06, (101) and (105)] different primitive generate the same graphs.

The Hochschild 1-cocylce property of is a desirable property due to
further understanding of the structure of the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra. For
this reason, we provide an equivalent statement to the statement that is
Hochschild:

Proposition 3.26. Let BY" be as in (3.58)). Then, BY" satisfies the Hochschild
1-cocycle property, that is

ABY" = B @ e + (id® B2 A (3.59)

acting on <(;§—:)2> X*, if and only if for each single graph G € Hcx all primitive

cographs have the same loop number.

Proof. Let us construct the following sub-series generated by the insertion into
primitives of a fixed loop order n, that is

res(I")=e
FF =N
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where we have by linearity X* = >, X*". Assuming that the Hochschild 1-
cocycle property holds for BY", we can derive the coproduct of X*"

sxr () ) N
() s )
=X*""®e+ (ld® BY") (Zk: X (())((:)2> ®© [X. (())5:)2) L)

X n+k
e S () e
Zk: (Xe)?

Note that & starts from 0 and there is no contribution for negative k since (X*"),
is the [ loop order of X*" which is zero for [ < n. Summing over n yields the
coproduct of X* (Proposition . Now, the only primitives on the rhs of the
tensor product need to be of loop order n, since by definition all primitives
in X*" are at loop n. Any graph with higher loop order than n has already
a nontrivial inserted graph. Thus assuming Hochschild for B}", the reduced
coproduct of each single graph G € Hqk (let say it is contained in X*™) has just
primitives at loop order n, and all primitive cographs have the same loop order n.

Now, we want to prove the converse. Let us assume that for each graph in Hqx
all primitive cographs have the same loop order. Let G, be the set of single
graphs where all primitive cographs have just loop order n. We define

oo Y oG

GeGry.,
res(G)=e

By linearity, we have X* = > X*". Note also that a graph contained in X*"
must be different of any graph in X*™ for n # m since they have different
coproducts. By the central identity [Thii21b, Thm. 4.6] we have

v

(Xe)?

k
AX.JL _ Xgn Qe+ ZX- ( ) ® ()Z'o,n)k7
k
where k > n. Next note that (X*™), and (X*"), just consists of all primitives
of loop order n, i.e.

(XM = (X*") = Z Y,
T primitive
res(I)=e
Fr=n
from which one conclude inductively by the coproduct formula that X*" = Xen,
The central identity of X*™ becomes therefore an equivalent statement to the

Hochschild 1-cocycle property of X*".
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Proposition and its proof discuss the property of B}" being Hochschild
1-cocycle which comes together with an additional explicit decomposition of the
combinatorial perturbation series into sub-series X*"

o *.n *n ,__ Y L]
DI S B+((—(Xe)2> X).
n v primitive
res(y)=e
Fy=n
Thus if B{™ is Hochschild, the perturbation series X*® splits into a direct sum of
X" The perturbation series X*" is built by insertions of graphs into primitive
graphs just of loop number n. Since there are infinitely many loop orders where
primitive graphs occur for X¥ (Lemma [3.11)), we find infinitely many sub-series
XY™ where each consists of infinitely many graphs. It seems quite remarkable
that any graph of a renormalizable QFT should have primitive cographs just
with constant loop number. However, it seems to be believed for the ordinary
¢* QFT, QED and gauge theories in general [Kre06]. In the core Hopf algebra
[K¥S09] this statement is certainly true since all primitive graphs have the same
loop number, that is one.

However, to the best of our knowledge this question has never been studied
in details. Prop. provides therefore a new point of view which might help
to give rigorous proofs that B}" is Hochschild plus a new conjectured algebraic
structure for a renormalizable QFT.

Similar questions have been studied considering the poset and lattice structure
of subdivergencies in QFT [FGBO05, Berl5, Borl6]. Local ¢* and ¢* scalar QFT
are known to have a lattice structure, whereas the ¢% theory has not. Further-
more, [Borl6] shows further for ¢* and the 4-point function in ¢*-theory this
lattice is semimodular which yields a grading both in loop number and complete
forests. Despite this, it is not possible to conclude that for each graph there
are only primitive cographs with the same loop number. This structure (if it is
true) would be a further algebraic structure compatible with the lattice structure.
Hopefully, similar methods might allow to tackle also the question if (and which)
renormalizable QFT consists of graphs which have primitive cographs with a
constant loop number.
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