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NOTES ON FEYNMAN INTEGRALS AND RENORMALIZATION

CHRISTOPH BERGBAUER

ABSTRACT. | review various aspects of Feynman integrals, regulicizeand
renormalization. Following Bloch, | focus on a linear algab approach to the
Feynman rules, and I try to bring together several renomattin methods found
in the literature from a unifying point of view, using restns of singularities.
In the second part of the paper, | briefly sketch the work okBlel, Brosnan
resp. Bloch, Esnault and Kreimer on the motivic nature ofrfregn integrals.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years there has been a growing interest in Feynnaguig and their
integrals.

Physicists use Feynman graphs and the associated intégratder to com-
pute certain experimentally measurable quantities outuaintum field theories.
The problem is that there are conceptual difficulties in teBnition of interact-
ing quantum field theories in four dimensions. The good thsridpat nonetheless
the Feynman graph formalism is very successful in the sdredettie quantities
obtained from it match with the quantities obtained in expent extremely well.
Feynman graphs are interpreted as elements of a perturtiagory, i. e. as an
expansion of an (interesting) interacting quantum fieldiihén the neighborhood
of a (simple) free quantum field theory. One therefore hopatd better under-
standing of Feynman graphs and their integrals could eaéintlead to a better
understanding of the true nature of quantum field theoried,cantribute to some
of the longstanding open questions in the field.
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A Feynman graph is simply a finite graph, to which one assesiat certain
integral: The integrand depends on the quantum field theoguéstion, but in the
simplest case it is just the inverse of a direct product ok kaguadratic forms, one
for each edge of the graph, restricted to a real linear salsgatermined by the
topology of the graph.

For a general graph, there is currently no canonical way lefrapthis integral
analytically. However, in this simple case where the irdegris algebraic, one
can be convinced to regard the integral as a period of a matven another no-
tion which is not rigorously defined as of today. All these f@an periods that
have been computed so far, are rational linear combinatbnsultiple zeta val-
ues, which are known to be periods of mixed Tate motives, alsimand better
understood kind of motives. A stunning theorem of Belkald Brosnan however
indicates that this is possibly a coincidence due to thdivelst small number of
Feynman periods known today: They showed that in fact arsbadgc variety de-
fined overZ is related to a Feynman graph hypersurface (the Feynmaodpisti
one period of the motive of this hypersurface) in a quite absevay.

The purpose of this paper is to review selected aspects oifray graphs, Feyn-
man integrals and renormalization in order to discuss sdntlgearecent work by
Bloch, Esnault, Kreimer and others on the motivic naturehese integrals. It is
based on public lectures given at the ESI in March 2009, aD#8Y and IHES in
April and June 2009, and several informal lectures in a Iseatinar in Mainz in
fall and winter 2009. | would like to thank the other partaiys for their lectures
and discussions.

Much of my approach is centered around the notion of renazatéin, which
seems crucial for a deeper understanding of Quantum FieddrVh No claim of
originality is made except for sectién 8.2 and parts of theasunding sections,
which is a review of my own research with R. Brunetti and D. ikwer [10], and
sectior 3.6 which contains new results.

This paper is not meant to be a complete and up to date survamybymeans. In
particular, several recent developments in the area, fomele the work of Brown
[24.[25], Aluffi and Marcolli [1+3], Doryn and Schnetz [35,]7and the theory of
Connes and Marcoll[[32] are not covered here.

Acknowledgementd.thank S. Miller-Stach, R. Brunetti, S. Bloch, M. Kontsgv;j

P. Brosnan, E. Vogt, C. Lange, A. Usnich, T. Ledwig, F. Brownl a&specially
D. Kreimer for discussion on the subject of this paper. | wdike to thank the
ESI and the organizers of the spring 2009 program on numikerytand physics
for hospitality during the month of March 2009, and the IHEE® liospitality in

January and February 2010. My research is funded by the SiEBt#h®& Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschatft.
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2. FEYNMAN GRAPHS AND FEYNMAN INTEGRALS

For the purpose of this paper, a Feynman graph is simply a fadhnected
multigraph where "multi” means that there may be severahlfs edges between
vertices. Loops, i. e. edges connecting to the same vertbrthtends, are not
allowed in this paper. Roughly, physicists think of edgesigsal particles and of
vertices as interactions between the virtual particlesesponding to the adjacent
edges.

If one has to consider several types of particles, one hagaletypes (colors,
shapes etc.) of edges.

Here is an example of a Feynman graph:

This Feynman graph describes a theoretical process witatsering experiment:
a pair of particles annihilates into a third, intermedigtayticle, and this third
particle then decays into the two outgoing particles at igjet.r

This Feynman graph (and the probability amplitude assigoét) make sense
only as a single term in a first order approximation. In ordecampute the scat-
tering cross section, one will have to sum over arbitrardynplicated Feynman
graphs with four fixed external edges, and in this sum an igfimii graphs with
cycles will occur, for example

In this paper we will be concerned only with Feynman graph#taiaing cycles,
and | will simply omit the external edges that correspondhi fasymptotic) in-
coming and outgoing physical particles of a scattering Brpnt.

| will come back to the physical interpretation in greatetailen sectior{ 2.8.

2.1. Feynman rules. Feynman graphs are not only a nice tool for drawing com-
plex interactions of virtual particles, they also provideegipe to compute the
probability that certain scattering processes occur. Tiberetical reason for this
will be explained later, but to state it very briefly, a Feynmggiaph is regarded as a
labelfor a term in a perturbative expansion of this probabilitypditade. This term

in this expansion is calleBeynman integralbut at this point one must be careful
with the word integral because of reasons of convergence.

Definition 2.1. Anintegralis a pair (A, «) whereA is an open subset of sorfk
or R%,, andu a distribution inA N (R™ \ |J H;) whereH, are affine subspaces.

A distribution in X is a continuous linear functional on the spaceampactly
supportedest functions”§° (X)) with the usual topology. Locally integrable func-
tions (that is, functions integrable on compact subsetBhelalistributions in an
obvious way. Let us denote by, the characteristic function oft in R™. It is
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certainly not a test function unlessis compact, but ifu allows (decays rapidly
enough ato), then we may evaluate againstl 4. We write u[f] for the distribu-
tion applied to the test functiofi If « is given by a locally integrable function, we
may also write[ u(z) f (z)dz.

If » is given by a function which is integrable in all ¢f, then (A, ) can be
associated with the usual integrg) u(z)dz = u[l 4]. Feynman integrals however
are very often divergent: This means by definition tﬁ@u(m)dm is divergent, and
this can either result from problems with local integrdpilat the H; or lack of
integrability atoo away from theH; (if A is unbounded), or both. (A more unified
point of view would be to start with & instead ofR™ in order to have the diver-
gence ato as a divergence at the hyperplaHg, at oo, but | will not exploit this
here).

A basic example for such a divergent integral is the phie= R \ {0} and
u(x) = |z|~1. The functionu is locally integrable inside1, hence a distribution
in A. But neither is it integrable ajg:| — oo, nor locally integrable af0}. We
will see in a moment that the divergent Feynman integral®tddiined are higher-
dimensional generalizations of this example, with an #g#ng arrangement of
the H;.

The following approach, which | learned from S. Bloch|[14],15 quite pow-
erful when one wants to understand the various Feynman fides a common
point of view. It is based on the idea that a Feynman graphdi&fihes a point
configuration in som®&", and it is only this point configuration which determines
the Feynman integral via the Feynman rules.

LetI" be a Feynman graph with set of edgéd") and set of vertice¥ (I"). A
subgraphy has by definition the same vertex $éty) = V(I') but E(y) C E(T).
Impose temporarily an orientation of the edges, such thatyeedge has an in-
comingu, ;, and an outgoing vertex. ... Since we do not allow loops, the two
are different. Setv : e) = 1 if v is the outgoing vertex of, (v : e) = —1if v
is the incoming vertex and, and (v : ¢) = 0 otherwise. LetM = R?, where
d € 2+ 2N, calledspace-timewith euclidean metri¢- |. We will mostly consider
the case wherd = 4, but it is useful to see the explicit dependencedon the
formulas.

All the information ofI" is encoded in the map
7ET) 8 7V(I)

sending an edge € E(T') to d(e) = EUEV(F)(U D €e)U = Veout — Uein- THIS

is nothing but the chain complex for the oriented simpli¢iamology of the 1-
dimensional simplicial complek, and it is a standard construction to build from
this mapd an exact sequence

1) 0— Hi(T;Z) — 2P % z2V®)  gy(T;2) — 0.
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Like this one obtains two inclusions of free abelian grouye ZZ()
ir : Hy(D; Z) — zF®)

The second one is obtained by dualizing
jr 2V O[T 2) & ZEOV,

Here, and generally whenever a basis is fixed, we can cadignidantify free
abelian groups with their duals.

All this can be tensored witlR, and we get inclusiongr, jr of vector spaces
into another vector space withfixed basis.If one then replaces arlg” by M"
and denotest® = (ir,...,ir), j&¢ = (jr,...,Jr), then two types of Feynman
integrals(A, u) are defined as follows:

Ay = Hi(T5R)Y, upf = (i?d)*ug)f'ﬁm',
Ap = MVOVHOORY,  uf = (R g

The distributionsug s, uo,p € D’(M) therein are callednomentum spacessp.
position space propagatarsSeveral examples of propagators and how they are
related will be discussed in the next section, but for a featling

1 1
uom(p) = 55 U0,P(T) = =5,
p|? |42
inverse powers of a rank quadratic form. As announced earlier, the pullbacks

(z‘l@d)*ug@"]g“)‘ and(jl@d)*uggﬁml are only defined as distributions outside certain

affine spacedd;, that is for test functions supported on compact subsetshadac
not meet theséf;.

The map
I'— (AM,UIM)
is calledmomentum space Feynman rylaad the map
I'— (AP> UF)

is calledposition space Feynman rules

Usually, in the physics literature, the restriction to tlbspace is imposed by
multiplying the direct product of propagators with seveltalta distributions which
are interpreted as "momentum conservation” at each vertideimomentum space
picture, and dually "translation invariance” in the pasitispace case.

In position space, it is immediately seen that

. ET
u? = (jl@d)*usei"P( )| = Ty H UO7P($6’Out - xe,in)

ecE(T)
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wherer, means pushforward along the projection MV (Y — AV IV /HO(T)4,
[10].

In momentum space, things are a bit more complicated.

Definition 2.2. A connected graplh is calledcoreif rk H1(T"\ {e}) < rk H{(T")
forall e € E(T).

By Euler’s formula (which follows from the exactness [of (1))
rk Hy(T) — |E(T)| + |[V(I)| — rk Ho(T) = 0,

itis equivalent for a connected grapho be core and to be one-patrticle-irreducible
(1P1), a physicists’ notionI" is one-particle-irreducible if removing an edge does
not disconnect".

Let nowTI" be connected and core, then
« ®B(
UIM—(?CI ?‘M H uo, v (Pe) H 50(2 (v:e)pe).
e€E(T) veV([)  ecE(T)
This is simply becausen ir = ker 0, and because for
o( Z Z pez viev =0
e€E(T) e€cE(T
it is necessary that
> (v:e)pe =0forallveV(T).
ecE(T)

(The requirement thdf be core is really needed here because otherwise certain
e € E(T") would never show up in a cycle, and hence would be missingertsie
delta function.)

Moreover, one can define a versiomgf which depends additionally cexter-
nal momentaP, € M, one for eachv € V (I'), up to momentum conservation for
each componen}’ - P, =0:

@ UM {Poloevn) H o, M (Pe) H So(Py+ Y (v:ie)pe).
ecE((T veV (T ecE(T)

By a slight abuse of notation | keep the, v € V( ), as coordinate vectors for
MV HYT R)Y = Ap and identify distributions om p with distributions on
MVl that are multiples of [ 60(>,ec Po)-

Ur M is now a distribution on a subset df» x A,;, and

M
UM | p,—0.0ev(r) = ut.

The vectors inP, € Ap determine a shift of the linear subspatgy = H, (I';R)®? —
MIEM to an affine one. Usually all but a few of tiig are set to zero, namely all
but those which correspond to the incoming or outgoing glagiof an experiment
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(see sectioh 213).
The relation between the momentum space and position spstcibwtions is
then a Fourier duality. | denote ¥ the Fourier transform.
Proposition 2.1. If the basic propagators are Fourier-du@Fuo p = uo ), as is
the case foro, i (p) = o andug,p(z) = \x\%’ then
(O [La, DUPY) = Fufl

where only the (internal) momenta dfy; are integrated out; and this holds up to
convergence issues only, i. e. in the sense of Defiriifidn 2.1.

]
For example, the graph
i 3
I's =

29 4
gives rise to
utt = ud ar(p1)uo,n (p2)uo,ns (1 + p2)uo.nr (ps)uo,n (P2 + p3),
uty, = uo,p(r1 — z2)ug.p(x1 — 23)Uo,p(w2 — T3)U0,p(T2 — T4)UG p (T3 — T4),
wherep!, ..., p4,i=0,...,d—1is abasis of coordinates fat,, andz, ..., x%,

i=0,...,d—1is abasis of coordinates fav1"(I's)V (If I" is connected, dividing
by H(T'; R)? takes care of the joint (diagonal) translations oy and, as previ-
ously, instead of writing distributions ot (™Y /HO(I'; R)?, | take the liberty of
writing translation-invariant distributions of" (V).

Finally the case of external momenta:

UM (P1, P,0,Py) = o (p1)uon (p1 + Pr)uon (p2)uo s (p1 + p2 + P + P)
(3) Xuo, v (p3)vo,n (P2 + p3 + Pa)do(Pr + P + Py).

| set one of the external momenta,, to zero in order to have a constant number
of 4 adjacent (internal and external) momenta at each veRgis the sum of two
external momenta at the vertéXSee sectioh 213 for the reason).

We will come back to the question of the affine subspdéeshereu resp.ufl
is not defined in the section about renormalization.

In general, following[[15, Section 2], a configuration istjas inclusion of a
vector spacéV into another vector spade” with fixed basisE : The dual basis
vectorse”, e € E determine linear forms oW/, and those linear forms (or dually
the linear hyperplanes annihilated by them) are the "pbdiftthe configuration in
the usual sense. By the above construction, any such caatiigiuy plus the choice
of a propagator, defines an integral.
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If the configuration comes from a Feynman graph, the intégialledFeynman
integral.

2.2. Parametric representation. Integrals can be rewritten in many ways, using
linearity of the integrand, of the domain, change of vagatdnd Stokes’ theorem,
and possibly a number of other tricks.

For many purposes it will be useful to have a version of thenRen rules with
a domainA which is much lower-dimensional than in the previous sectot
has boundaries and corners. The first part of the basic tdok is to rewrite the
propagator

o
uoz/ exp(—acug t)da,
0

(whenever the choice of propagator allows this inversiaj(p) = ﬁ certainly

does), introducing a new coordinaig € R> for each edge € E(I'). Like this
one has a distribution

4) QR exp(—acuy'(pe)) =exp | = > acug ' (pe)

c€E(T) ccE(T)
in (M x Rxo)PMI. From now on | assumeg(p) = - Supposel : W

RIZMI is an inclusion. Once a basis Bf is fixed, the linear form:"i is a row
vector inW and its transposg:"i)! a column vector ifV. The productei)!(eV4)

is then adim W-square matrix. Pulling backl(4) along an inclusisif : W —
MIEMI (such agi®? = i&? or i®? = jP4) means imposing linear relations on
thep.. These relations can be transposed ontoathe After integrating gaussian
integrals oveiV (this is the second part of the trick) and a change of varglaee

is left with the distribution
—d/2

u({ac}) = [ det Z ac(eVi) (evi)
ecE(T)
onAg = R‘ZEO(F ) except certain intersectiorfg; of coordinate hyperplanes:. =

0}. I discarded a multiplicative constait: = (2x)?4™W/2 which does not de-
pend on the topology of the graph.

Suppose thai = 4. Depending on whethar= ir or jr there is a momentum
space and a position space version of this trick. The two aa&td each other in
the following sense:

det Z ac(eVir)!(eVir) = H ae | det Z a;zt(eVir)t(eVir)
ecE(T) ecE(T) ecE(T)

See [[15, Proposition 1.6] for a proof. In this paper, we willyoconsider the
momentum space version, where: ir. The map

I'— (A57u§)
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with ¢ = ip is calledSchwingeror parametric Feynman ruleslust as in the previ-
ous section, there is also a version with external momentehaltjust quote from
[14)16[47]:

exp(—(N_'P)'P)
2
(det > e () ae(evir)t(evir))

U ({fach, {P.)) =

where
N= " a'(jr)"(e"jr),
ecE(T)

ad(|V(I')| — dim Ho(T; R))-square matrix.

The determinant

Ur(ae) =det Y ac(eVir) (e ir)
ecE(T)
is a very special polynomial in the.. It is calledfirst graph polynomialKirchhoff
polynomialor Symanzik polynomialt can be rewritten

5) = > I e

Tstof I'e¢ E(T)

as a sum ovespanning forest§” of I" : A spanning forest is a subgragi(T") C
E(T) such that the map|gzr) : RFT) — RYT)/Hy(T;R) is an isomorphism;
in other words, a subgraph without cycles that has exaotig#me components as
I". (In the special case whereis connected, a spanning forest is callegbanning
treeand is characterized by being connected as well and havingaies.)

For thesecond graph polynomiabr, which is a polynomial in the:. and a
quadratic form in theP,, let us assume for simplicity th&tis connected. Then

Op(ac, P,) =Ur- (N'PY'P= Y Y PiPa,, H e

TstofI'ege E(T) e¢E(T

whereP4 = ZUGCA P, is the sum of momenta in the first connected component
CypandPg = ZUGCB P, the sum of momenta in the second connected compo-
nentCp of the graphE(T") \ {eo} (which has exactly two components siriEds

a spanning tree). See [15]16 47] for proofs.

Here is a simple example: If

Iy
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then

Ur, = a1+ a2

2
@1’*2 Pl a1a9

and
exp (~PE )
(a1 + ag)?

All this holds if ug v = bz If ug v = rrbs then

Uf =

Uf =exp(-m® > ac)Uf|m=0.
ecE(T)

2.3. The origin of Feynman graphs in physics. Before we continue with a closer
analysis of the divergence locus of these Feynman integtalgll be useful to
have at least a basic understanding of why they were intemtlirc physics. See
[28,33/42] 45,54, 72,86, 87], for a general exposition, bfaflow in particular
[42,[72] in this section. Quantum Field Theory is a theory aftigcles which obey
the basic principles of quantum mechanics and speciaivigjaat the same time.
Special relativity is essentially the study of the Poircgroup

P =R % SL(2,0C)

(whereSL(2,C) — O(1,3)* is the universal double cover of the identity com-
ponentO(1,3)™ of O(1,3)). In other words,P is the double cover of the group
of (space- and time-) orientation-preserving isometrieslimkowski space-time
R3 (1 assumel = 4 in this section).

On the other hand, quantum mechanics always comes with artdpace, a
vacuum vector, and operators on the Hilbert space.

By definition, asingle particleis then an irreducible unitary representatiorof
on some Hilbert spacé;. Those have been classified by Wigner according to the
joint spectrum ofP = (P,,..., P3), the vector of infinitesimal generators of the
translations: Its joint spectrum (as a subseR&P) is either one of the following
SL(2, C)-orbits: the hyperboloids (mass shelts) (m) = {(p°)? — (p*)?— (p?)*—
(p*)? = m?,p° = 0} c RY3, (m > 0), and the forward- and backward lightcones
S.(0) c RS (m = 0). (There are two more degenerate cases, for exampie0
which | don't consider further.) This gives a basic distiontbetween massive
(m > 0) and massless particl¢s: = 0). For a finer classification, one looks at
the stabilizer subgroups, atp € S(m). If m > 0, G, = SU(2,C), If m =0,

Gy, is the double cover of the group of isometries of the euchdelane. In any
case, the, are pairwise conjugate #IL(2, C) and

le/Hf”de(p)
®
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where theHP are pairwise isomorphic and carry an irreducible repredemt of
Gp. By dQ,, | denote the uniqu8L(2, C)-invariant measure of. The second
classifying parameter is then an invariant of the represmt of G, on H” : In the
case wheren > 0 andG, = SU (2, C), one can take the dimensioff? = C2s+1
ands € N/2 is calledspin If m = 0, G,, acts onC by mapping a rotation by the
angle¢ around the origin te™® ¢ C*, andn,/2 is calledhelicity (again | dismiss
a few cases which are of no physical interest).

In summary, one identifies a single particle of masand spins or helicity n
with the Hilbert space

H = LQ(Si(m), de) ® (c28+1 resp.Lg(Si(O), dQO),

and astateof the given particle is an element of the projectivized Hritbspace
PH;.

Quantum field theories describe many-particle systems,panticles can be
generated and annihilated. A general result in quantum freddry, the Spin-
Statistics theorem [62, 55], tells that systems of padicigth integer spin obey
Bose (symmetric) statistics while those with half-integpm obey Fermi (anti-
symmetric) statistics. We stick to the casesof= 0, and most of the time even
m = 0, n = 0, (which can be considered as a limit— 0 of the massive case) in
this paper.

The Hilbert space of infinitely many non-interacting pdescof the same type,
called Fock space, is then

[e.e]
H =SymH, = @Sym” Hy
n=0

the symmetric tensor algebra &f, (For fermions, one would use the antisymmet-
ric tensor algebra)P acts onH in the obvious way, denote the representation by
U,andQ =1 € C = Sym” H, C H is calledvacuum vector

Particles are created and annihilated as followsf & D(R!3) is a test func-

tion, thenf = F fls,.(m) € Hi, (the Fourier transform is taken with respect to the
Minkowski metric) and

al[f] : Sym" ' H, — Sym"H; :
(P(pla"'apn—l) — Zf(pz)q)(pl77@77pn)
i=1

alf] : Sym""' H; — Sym"H, :

~

(P(pla"'apn-i-l) = s ( )f(p)(I)(p7p177pn)de(p)7
+(m
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define operator-oiif-valued distributionsf — a'[f], f — a[f] onRY3. The op-
eratora’|[f] creates a particle in the stafe(i. e. with smeared momentuif), and
a[f] annihilates one.

The sum
p=a+al
is calledfield. It is the quantized version of the classical field, which €&
function on Minkowski space. The fieldlon the other hand is an operator-valued
distribution on Minkowski space. It satisfies the Klein-@on equation

(6) (O4+m?)p=0

(O is the Laplacian oR"?) which is the Euler-Lagrange equation for the classical
Lagrangian

1 1
(7) Ly = 5((9“¢)2 - §m2¢2-

The tuple(H, U, ¢,Q) and one extra datum which | omit here for simplicity is
what is usually referred to as a quantum field theory satigfithe Wightman-
axioms [77]. The axioms require certafrequivariance, continuity anidcality
conditions.

The tuple | have constructed (called thiee scalar field theory) is a very well
understood one becausé (6) resp. the Lagranfian (7) aresvepje indeed. As
soon as one attempts to construct a quantum field th@@ry Uy, ¢, ;) for an
interacting Lagrangian (which looks more like a piece of tagrangian of the
Standard model) such as

1 1
(8) Lo+ Lr= §(GM¢1)2 - §m2¢% + 97,

(n > 3,\ € Ris calledcoupling constantone runs into serious trouble. In this
rigorous framework the existence and construction of miwat interacting quan-
tum field theories in four dimensions is as of today an unsbpmblem, although
there is an enormous number of important partial resultsfaeexamplel[74].

However, one can expand quantities of the interacting quarield theory as
a formal power series in with coefficients quantities of the free field theory, and
hope that the series has a positive radius of convergencis. isThalled theper-
turbative expansianin general the power series has radius of convergence 0, but
due to some non-analytic effects which | do not discuss éurttihe first terms in
the expansion do give a very good approximation to the expmarially observed
guantities for many important interacting theories (tkithie reason why quantum
field theories play such a prominent role in the physics ofdake50 years).

| will devote the remainder of this section to a sketch of flesturbative expan-
sion, and how the Feynman integrals introduced in the pusvéection arise there.
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By Wightman'’s reconstruction theorem [77], a quantum fie&bry(H;, Ur, ¢1,21)
is uniquely determined by and can be reconstructed fronWiggatman functions
(distributions)w!, = (Q, ¢1(x1) ... ¢1(x,)Q;) . Similar quantities are théme-
ordered Wightman functions

th = (Q], T(¢[($1) . ¢]($n))Q]>

which appear directly in scattering theory. If one knowstaglt! | one can compute
all scattering cross-sections. The symbaiienotes time-ordering:

T (1 (z1)2(x2)) = ¥1(21)¢2(w2) if 2§ > 29
= 1/12(1’2)1/)1(1’1) if l’g > l’(l)

for operator-valued distributiong, , 5.

For the free field theory, all the,, andt,, are well-understood, in particular

ta(z1,22) = (Q,T(d(z1)p(22))82)
= F1 ‘
(°)2 — (»')? — (*)? — (p*)* — m? + e
where the Fourier transform is taken with respect to thesbfice coordinates
x1 — x9 (thet, are translation-invariant)t, is a particular fundamental solution
of equation [(B) called theropagator By a technique calledVick rotation one
can go forth and back between Minkowski spﬁ&ﬂeﬁ and euclideaR* [48,[70],
turning Lorentz square®®)? — (p')? — (p?)2 — (p®)? into euclidean squares|p|2
and the Minkowski space propagaterinto the distributionug p = F~! W
introduced in the previous sections. In the masslesszase0, we haveug p =
UM = # if d=4.

From the usual physics axioms for scattering theory and omr@lypsymbolic
level, Gell-Mann’s and Low’s formula relates the interagt't{z with vacuum ex-
pectation value$Q2, T'(. . .)Q2) of time-ordered products of powers of thieefields

)
th(@1,... wn) = ZH/<QvT(¢($1)"'¢($n)£(}(yl)---£(}(yk))9> d'yy ... d"y
k=0

as a formal power series i | denote£) = Lrlg;—¢ = A¢™. (There is a subtle
point here in defining powers @f as operator-valued distributions. The solution
is calledWick powers In ¢" = (a + a')", all monomials containinga’ in this
order are discarded.) But now within the free field theorg 1, 7'(...)2) are
well-understood: It follows from the definition &f, a,a’ and the Wick powers
that (Q2, 7'(...)Q2) is a polynomial in thes, more precisely

(10) (Q,T(¢™ ... ¢")Q Zcmr ull.
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where the sum is over all Feynman graphsith k vertices such that thih vertex
has degree;, and whereuff is defined as in the previous sectiong,a combina-
torial symmetry factor, andy p(z) = t2(x, 0) up to a Wick rotation.

If one uses[(10) foi {9) then one gets Feynman graphswtkternal vertices of
degree 1. The external edges, i. e. edges leading to thesdices, appear simply
as tensor factors, and can be omitted (amputated) in a factigiion. Like this we
are left with the graphs considered in the previous section.

It follows in particular that only Feynman graphs with veets of degree ap-
pear from the Lagrangiaml(8). Note that whereas externasipalyparticles are
always on-shell (i. e. their momentum supportedsar), the internal virtual parti-
cles are integrated over all of momentum space in the GetifiMaow formula.

In summary, the perturbative expansion of an interactingntum field theory
(whose existence let alone construction in the sense of ightildan axioms is an
unsolved problem) provides an power series approximatiae coupling con-
stant to the bona fide interacting functiotis The coefficients are sums of Feyn-
man integrals which are composed of elements of the freeytludy.

3. REGULARIZATION AND RENORMALIZATION

The Feynman integrals introduced so far are generally girdrintegrals. At
first sight it seems to be a disturbing feature of a quanturd fretory that it pro-
duces divergent integrals in the course of calculationsalsloser look reveals that
this impression is wrong: it is only a naive misinterpreiatof perturbation theory
that makes us think that way.

Key to this is the insight that single Feynman graphs ardyralbut virtual par-
ticles, and their parameters, for example their masses, iaveal physical mean-
ing. They have to beenormalized Like this the divergences are compensated by
so-called counterterms in the Lagrangian of the theory Wwhiovide some kind
of dynamical contribution to those parametérs [28]. | widt make further use of
this physical interpretation but only consider mathenzsdtaspects. If the diver-
gences can be compensated by adjusting only a finite numlparameters in the
Lagrangian (i. e. by leaving the form of the Lagrangian iraatrand not adding an
infinity of new terms to it) the theory is called renormalifab

An important and somehow nontrivial, but fortunately sdl{&9,/29| 30, 38, 46,
53)89], problem is to find a way to organize this corresponddretween remov-
ing divergences and compensating counterterms in the hgigna for arbitrarily
complicated graphs. Since the terms in the Lagrangian & terms, that is
polynomials in the field and its derivatives, a necessatgoin for this is the so-
calledlocality of countertermslif one has a way of removing divergences such that
the correction terms are local ones, then this is a goodatidit that they fit into
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the Lagrangian in the first place.

Regularizationon the other hand is the physics term used for a variety of meth
ods of writing the divergent integral or integrand as theitliof a holomorphic
family of convergent integrals or integrands, say over achuned disk. Sometimes
also the integrand is fixed, and the domain of integratiomeganolomorphically
say over the punctured disk. We will see a number of such aegations in the
remainder of this paper.

3.1. Position space.In position space, the renormalization problem has beewkno
for a long time to be amxtension problem of distributiorj§9,/38]. This follows
already from our description in sectibh 2, but it will be udeb have a closer look
at the problem. Recall the position space Feynman disivitout

Bdyx, ®|E(T
uf = (g ugy
is defined only as a distribution ap = MIVIIV/HY(T; R)®? minus certain
affine (in this case even linear) subspaces. Suppose forpgam

1

I'y =

2
with ufo = Wﬁ If f is a non-negative test function supported in a Bal=
{lz| < €} around 0.

drd=1
uF2 / f(x uFQ x)dr > mingen f(z /dQ/ T

If d—1—(2d—4) < —1,thatisd > 4, the integral will be divergent ﬂanduF

not defined on test funct|ons supported)aﬂ'ms is the very nature of ultraviolet
(i. e. short-distance) divergences. On the other handigiwees as some position-
space coordinates goto, are called infrared (long-distance) divergences. We will
be concerned with ultraviolet divergences in this paper.

For simplicity we restrict ourselves to graphs with at magdrithmic diver-
gences throughout the rest of the paper, thatris H,(y) > 2|E(~)| for all sub-
graphsE(y) € E(T'). A subgraphy where equality holds is calledivergent A
detailed power-counting analysis, carried outin [10] sﬁdmtuff is only defined
as a distribution inside

(12) p=4r\ () wDe

E(y)CET) e€E(7)
drk Hy (v)=2|E(7)|

whereD, = {xc out — Z¢,in = 0}. The singular support (the locus Wh&r§ is not
smooth) is

sing supp uff =ApN U mD,.
ecE(T
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An extension o from A% to Ap is called aenormalizationprovided it satisfies
certain consistency conditions to be discussed later.

In the traditional literature, which dates back to a cenpegber of Epstein and
Glaser [38], an extension m‘{f from A% to all of Ap was obtained inductively,
by starting with the case of two vertices, and embedding dihgtien (extension)
for this case into the three, four, etc. vertex case usingrtitipa of unity. Like
this, in each step only one extension onto a single point)semnecessary, a well-
understood problem with a finite-dimensional degree ofdoee Two extensions
differ by a distribution supported at this poidt and the difference is therefore,
by an elementary consideration, of the fo@aEn 0%y With ¢, € C. Some
of these parameters, are fixed by physical requirements such as probability con-
servation, Lorentz and gauge invariance, and more gepehalrequirement that
certain differential equations be satisfied by the exterdisttibutions. But even
after these constants are fixed, there are degrees of frdeftpand various groups
act on the space of possible extensions, which are colidgtoalledrenormaliza-
tion group. For the at most logarithmic graphs considered in this paper,0 and
only one constant, needs to be fixed in each step.

3.2. Resolution of singularities. The singularities, divergences and extensions
(renormalizations) of the Feynman distributimﬁ are best understood using a res-
olution of singularities([10]. The Fulton-MacPherson cauiification [43] intro-
duced in a quantum field theory context by Kontsevich [[49,&1d Axelrod and
Singer [6] serves as a universal smooth model where allipnsipace Feynman
distributions can be renormalized. In_[10], a graph-spedife Concini-Procesi
Wonderful model([34] was used, in order to elaborate th&istyimatch between
De Concini's and Procesi’s notions of building set, nesttchad notions found in
Quantum Field Theory. No matter which smooth model is chpseaer disposes
of a smooth manifold” and a proper surjective map, in fact a composition of
blowups,

ﬁ:Y—)Ap

which is a diffeomorphism op~1(A$%) but 371 (Ap \ A%) is (the real locus of) a
divisor with normal crossings.

Instead of the nonorientable smooth maniféldne can also find an orientable
manifold with corners™ and3 a composition of real spherical blowups aslinh [6].
In my pictures, the blowups are spherical because they aierda draw, but in
the text they are projective.

Here is an example: I3 is again the graph

14 3

(12) I =




andd = 4 then by [(11) the locus where there are nonintegrable sirtiefis

NOTES ON FEYNMAN INTEGRALS AND RENORMALIZATION

D134 C Da3q C D3y

17

whereD1234 = D192 N D13 N D1y, Dogqy = Da3 N Doy. In Ap, mD1934 IS @ point,
wDs3y4 is 4-dimensional and D,y is 8-dimensional. Blowing up something means

replacing it by its projectivized normal bundle. The m&js composed of three

maps

Y =Y B Yo34 s Y1234 & Ap

whereS; blows upDq234, 52 blows up the strict transform dPy34, and 83 blows
up the strict transform abDs,.

P
Now up,

one has

(13)

where f{; is a locally integrable density which is eve&r™ in the coordinates

M

£.1234

E.234

yp = af — )

yo = (a5 —a3)/(z] —a

¥y = (a8 —2)/(z5— =

yi = (2] —ah)/(a} —x

yy = (zh—ah)/(2) — =

ys = (af—a)/(a3 —

P |

wry = P, = 053]

WO NO WO NO

~— — ~— ~— ~—

O

D 1234

D 234

can be pulled back along (because of lack of orientability df, it will
become a distribution density). In a clever choice of locardinates, for example

y9,49,y3. The divergence is therefore isolated in the denominatad, cy in
three directionsy?, v9 andy$. The first is the local coordinate transversal to the

exceptional divisotfi234 of the blowup of Di»34, the second transversal to the
exceptional diviso€,z4 of the blowup ofDsy34, and the third transversal to the ex-

ceptional divisorEs, of the blowup ofD3,4 (the difference betweefs, and D3y is

not seen in the picture because of dimensional reasons).



18 CHRISTOPH BERGBAUER

For a general graph, the total exceptional divisof = s~1(Ap \ A%) has
normal crossings and the irreducible componehtare indexed by connected di-
vergent (consequently core) irreducible subgraphgloreover,

EnN...NE, #0 <= the~, are nested

where nested means each pair is either disjoint or one cmutan the other. See
[10] for the general result and more detalils.

Inspired by old papers of Atiyah|[5], Bernstein and Gelféh2] we usedul ),
wheres in a complex number in a punctured neighborhood of 1, as daegation
[10]. Similarly, since the propagatef, p(z) = —4— depends on the dimension,

|z
one can also considet{f with d in a punctured complex neighborhood of 4 as a
regularization but | will not pursue this here.

Definition 3.1. A connected graph' is called primitive if
drk Hi(v) = 2|E(y)| <= E(y) = B(T).
for all subgraphsE(y) C E(T).

For a primitive graphl’,, only the single poin0 € Ap needs to be blown

up, and the pullback along yields in suitable local coordinateg)(= 29 — z9,

yl = (z! —xl,)/ (2 — 29) otherwise)

_

Bruf =
?yf

where fr, is a locally integrable distribution density constant/fhdirection. Let
dr = d(|V(I'p)| — 1). Consequently
12,

|d[‘p8—(d[‘p—1)

B*(uf,)* =
7
It is well-known that the distribution-valued functi fi= can be analytically in a
punctured neighborhood ef= 1, with a simple pole at = 1. The residue of this
pole isdy :

e el i) = [ G- sO)e [ el
I — T in> T in = x x)— X X X )ax.
|z|*  s—1 ! f -1 R\[-1,1]

This implies that the residue at= 1 of B*(uffp)s is a density supported at the
exceptional divisor (which is given in these coordinategpy= 0, and integrating
this density against the constant functipn gives what is called the residue of the
graphI’,

. 2
resp ') = res;—1 B (ng)s[ly] = —E/gfrp
p

(The exceptional divisor can actually be oriented in suclag thatfr, is a degree
(dr, — 1) differential form).
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Let us now come back to the caselaf which is not primitive but has a nested
set of three divergent subgraphs. Raising (13) to a pewesults in a pole at = 1
of order 3. The Laurent coefficient 5 of (s — 1)~3 is supported on

E1234 N E934 N E34,

for this is the set given in local coordinates #y = v§ = y9 = 0. Similarly, the
coefficient of(s — 1)~2 is supported on

(E1234 N E234) U (E1234 N E34) U (E34 N Ea)
and the coefficient ofs — 1)~! on
E1234 U Ea3q U E34.

(The non-negative part of the Laurent series is supportedyethere ort”). Write
|dy| = |dy? ... dy3|. In order to compute the coefficieat 3, one needs to integrate
frs, restricted to the subspagé = y9 =43 =0:

|yl
A+ +y3)(1+y3)

frs =

1
(1+99)% + (y, +999,))((1 +93)? + (y, +¥3y,)%)

X
(
wherey . denotes the 3-vectdy?, y2, y3). Consequently

fF:s’yozyozy.():O = 22 ’dy’2 2 2)2
19 (T+yP)*(1+y3)* (1 +y3)

wherel'; is the primitive graph with two vertices and two parallel edgoining
them:

_ r®3
= fF1

(14) I =

2

The chart wherd (13) holds covers actually everythinyofip to a set of measure
zero where there are no additional divergences. It suffltmetore to integrate in
these coordinates only. Several charts must be taken istmuat however when
there are more than one maximal nested set. In conclusion,

(15) a—s[ly] = (respI1)?,

a special case of a theoremin[10] relating pole coefficiehts (uf)* to residues
of graphs obtained frofi by contraction of divergent subgraphs.

But the ultimate reason to introduce the resolution of diagfies in the first
place is: In order to obtain an extension (renormalizatiohﬁ{f, one can now
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simply remove the simple pole at= 1 along each component of the exceptional
divisor:

frs
(16) wh =
ts 1y YS9
17) (wh)r = Jr,

1991 pin Y3 pin Y3 fin
The second distributio(w{fg)R is defined on all ot’, and consequentlﬁ*(wffg)R
on all of Ap. It agrees withu{f3 on test functions having support ih%, and is

therefore an extension. The difference betwegh and (wf’, ) is a distribution
supported on the exceptional divisor which gives rise toralckate for a countert-
erm in the Lagrangian.

| call this renormalization schemecal minimal subtractionbecause locally,
along each component of the exceptional divisor, the simple is removed in a
"minimal way”, changing only the principal part of the Lauteseries. See [10]
for a proof that this results in local counterterms, a nemgssondition for the
extension to be a physically consistent one.

3.3. Momentum space. In momentum space, the bad definition of the position
space Feynman distribution at certain diagorfal®. is translated by a Fourier
transform into ill-defined (divergent) integrals with digences at certain strata at
infinity. For example, the position space integrad, u{fl = ug,P) ind = 4dimen-
sions for the grapi'; (see[(1#)) has a divergencelatwhich is the imager D15 of

the diagonal). A formal Fourier transform would turn therpwiise productu?mD
into a convolution product

(Fug p)(P) = /UO,M(p)Uo,M(P — P)d*p.

In fact the right hand side is exactU%(P) [lArl] in agreement with Proposi-
tion[2.1. It does not converge ab. (In order to see this we actually only need
U |p=o = u!, not the dependence upon external momenta).

On the other hand, the infrared singularities are to be fatraffine subspaces
in momentum space. Of course the program sketched in th@psesection can
be applied to the momentum space Feynman distribution ds Aaveésolution of
singularities for the relevant strata at infinity can be fusnd the pullback of the
momentum space Feynman distribution can be extended dntiseairreducible
components of the exceptional divisor. But | want to use $kistion in order to
sketch another, algebraic, approach to the momentum spaoewmalization prob-
lem, which is due to Connes and Kreimerl[29/30, 53].

AssumeU} (1, ] varies holomorphically withi in a punctured disk around
d = 4. Physicists call this dimensional regularization![32, 38}y integral[ d*pu(p)dp
is replaced by al-dimensional integral[ d?pu(p)dp. Like this we can consider
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UM as adistribution oall of Ap x Ay with values inR = C[[(d—4)7, (d—4)]],
the field of Laurent series ih—4. If U2 [f] is not convergent id = 4 dimensions,
then there will be a pole at = 4.

Let nowor € D'(Ap) be a distribution with compact support. Since the distri-
bution UIM is smooth in theP,, we can actually integrate it against the distribution
or (For example, ibr = 6o(| P, | — E1) ®. .. ®80(| P2 | — E,) then this amounts
simply to evaluating/2! at the subspace®,, |> = Fu,...,|Py,|? = E,). Inany
case we have a map

¢: (T or) = UMl ®or] €R

sending pairs to Laurent series. Let nGfvbe the polynomial algebra ovéi
generated by isomorphism classes of connected core ditayggphd” of a given
renormalizable quantum field theory. Define a coprodndty

AD)=1@T+T@l+ >  m-w®L//(nU.. Uy

- Uy Gl
conn. core div.

The notatior”//+ means that any connected component ofsidel is contracted
to a (separate) vertex. By standard constructiobns [#9ecomes a Hopf algebra,
called Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra. Denote the antipod&.lyet now #, be
the corresponding Hopf algebra of pafis or) (In order to define this Hopf alge-
bra of pairs, one needs the extra condition thavanishes on all vertices that have
no external edges, a standard assumption if one considrg@phs of a fixed
renormalizable theory).

The mape : H, — R is a homomorphism of unital-algebras. The space of
these map${, — R is a group with the convolution produgf x ¢2 = m(¢; ®

»2)A. OnR, there is the linear projection
n 0 ifn>0
(18) R:(d—4) H{(d—4)" if n < 0

onto the principal part.

Theorem 3.1(Connes, Kreimer)The renormalized Feynman integeak (I, or) | 4=4

and the counterternﬁf%(l“,ap) are given as follows. | denotE for the pair
(T',or) :

SHI) = —R|{o@+ 3 Shme(T//)

Y=y U Uy GT
conn. corediv.

or@) = (1-R) | 6@+ > SHe@//)

Y=Y Uy G
conn. core div.



22 CHRISTOPH BERGBAUER

These expressions are assembled from the formula for thppdatand the con-
volution product. Combinatorially, the Hopf algebra enesdhe BPHZ recursion
[46] and Zimmermann'’s forest formula [89]. The theorem carirtterpreted as a
Birkhoff decomposition of the characterinto ¢ = Sf; and¢, = ¢r [30].

The renormalization scheme described here is what Igbaial minimal sub-
traction, because in the target fiefd, when all local information has been inte-
grated out, the map — R removes only the entire principal parté@t= 4. This
coincides with the renormalization scheme described ih [28

In the case ofn = 0 and zero-momentum transfer (all but two external momenta
set to 0) one knows that dt= 4

N
(19) 6r(T) = 3 pa(T)(l0g PP /12)",  pa(T) € R
n=0

wherey is an energy scale, and the can be dropped for convenience. Let us now
do our standard example
19 3

s =

24

4

using the Hopf algebra. We interpié as a graph im* theory, so we think of two
external edges at the first vertex, one at the second, and trefaurth. Recall the
momentum space Feynman rules (3)fgr Let P, = 0 and writeP = P, = — P4
such thatP; is the sum of the two external momenta entering at the firgexer
Then

H(y) = / d?p1d?padips

Y7 ) p3(p1+ PY2p3(p1 + pa + P)2p3(p2 + ps — P)
This integral can be evaluated as a Laurent series i 4 using standard tech-
nigues [28]. It has a pole of ord8ratd = 4, and one might think of simply taking
(1—-R)¢(I'3) as arenormalized value, for this kills the principal pant] ¢he limit
atd = 4 may be taken. But the resulting counterterms would not bal lones,
and the renormalization would be physically inconsistéditte benefit of the Hopf
algebra approach is that the necessary correction terns@neled right away:

S ER.

Let againy; be the full subgraph with vertices 3 and 4, apdhe full subgraph
with vertices 2,3 and 4. Then
or(l3) = (1-R) (¢(T'3) — (Rp(72))(I'3//72)+
+ R((Ro(71))p(v2//11))¢(L3//72)) -

Observe that, as a coincidental property of our examplé/v2 = v //71 = M
(compare this with[(115},(23)).
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The Hopf algebra approach to renormalization has brouglat myumber of sur-
prising connections to other fields, see for exampl€ [3B2M1.59,64,67,79,80].
Other developments starting from the Connes-Kreimer thean be found in[32].
Kreimer and van Suijlekom have shown that gauge and othemgjfries are com-
patible with the Hopf algebra structure [55]61,78|84, 85].

A sketch how the combinatorics of the Hopf algebra relatdéoresolution of
singularities in the previous section and to position sgaoermalization can be
found in [10], see also secti@n B.6.

3.4. Parametric representation. In the parametric representation introduced in
sectiorf Z.P, the divergences can be found at certain intigmes of the coordinate
hyperplanesi, = {a. = 0}. This is in fact one of the very reasons why the para-
metric representation was introduced: Consider for exartim@ divergent integral

4 ,2 H 1

!p\‘* // / exp(—a1|p|* — az|p|?)daidayd*p

in the sense of Definition 2.1 (In this section, instead4fu) | will simply write
fA x)dz.) The integral at the left hand side is divergent both ahd atoo. But
spllttlng it into the two parts at the right, and interchargythed*p with theda, das
integrations leaves a gaussian integral

[ expl=lpl)a%y = (2m /)

which is convergent, but at the expense of gettimg+ a»)? in the denominator:

The integral
/ /OO daldag
(a1 + ag)?

has a Iogarithmic singularity & and atoco. This can be seen by blowing up the
origin in R>0, and pulling back:

/ / _dbidby
bi(1+ by)2
In other words, the trick with the parametric parameterira{called Schwinger

trick in [15]), does not get rid of any divergences. It just movestinto another,
lower-dimensional space.

Again it is useful to have a resolution of singularities ier to separate the
various singularities and divergences of a graph alongliicible components of
a divisor with normal crossings. The most obvious and effitcgeich resolution is
given in [15[16]:

LetT be core. For a subgraphi(y) C E(T), let
Lfy = ﬁeeE(fy)Ae = {ae =0,e € E(’y)},
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a linear subspace. Sét... = {L : v is a core subgraph af}, and

Ly = { minimal element of.,.} = {0}
Lni1 = { minimal elements of .. \ |_| L}
i=0

This partition of L., is made in such a way that (see [16, Proposition 3.1]) a
sequence of blowups

(20) v:Zg— ... Ag

is possible which starts by blowing ufy and then successively the strict trans-
forms of the elements af, Lo, ... This ends up witlZs a manifold with corners.
The mapy is of course defined not only as a map ontg = R'ZEO(F)' but as a

birational mapy : Zg — CEMI with Zg a smooth complex variety. The to-
tal exceptional diviso€ has normal crossings, and one componr@éntfor each
L € L.ore. (Inthe language of sectidn 3.2, is the building set). Moreover,

Er,N...NE&L, #0<+= thelL,; are totally ordered by inclusion.

Since the coordinate divisdfa. = 0 for somee € E(I')} has already normal
crossings by definition, the purpose of these blowups isyrealy to pull out into
codimension 1 all the intersections where there are pgssibyjularities or diver-
gences, and to separate the integrable singularities aftiagrand from this set as
much as possible.

Note that in the parametric situation where the domain efgrdtion is the man-

ifold with cornersIR{L%(F”, the blowups do not introduce an orientation issue on the
real locus. -

For the example graphs of the previous sections (seée{12)),
S dal N da6

Upr., =
Ts ((a1 + a2)((as + aq)(as + ag) + asag) + agasas + azagas + agasag)

a2

we examine the pullback oi1§3 onto Zg. There are various core subgraphs to
consider, but it is easily seen, in complete analogy Viith),(ftiat the divergences
are located only aLr,, L., and L, where~, is the full subgraph with vertices

3 and 4, andy, the full subgraph with vertices 2,3 and 4. In order to see the
divergences ii¥ g, it therefore suffices to look in a chart whefgrg, 5L72 and& Loy
intersect. In such a chart, given by coordinaies= a1, bo = as/aq, bs = as/aq,

by = a4/a1, bs = CL5/CL3, bg = CL6/CL5, we have

(21)

] dby ... db
vup, =

b1b3bs((1 + b2)((1 + be) (1 + by) + bsbg) + bs(bsbe + babe + ba))%/?
Now we are in a very similar position as in the previous sectlol’,, is a primitive

graph, then there is only the origihe Ag which needs to be blown up in order
to isolate the divergence. Sinaé3 depends explicitly or in the exponent, let us
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used as an analytic regulator. One finds, using for example coatdsh; = a1,
b; = a;/a1, 1 # 1, in aneighborhood of = 4,

’Y*ui’ (d) = <% + finite) gr,

with gr,, € L} .. (If one wants even a regular, one needs to perform the remain-
ing blowups in[(2D).) Then we define

% Q
(22) resg ')y = (resg—q 7y ujip(d))[l] = / gr, = T2
b1:0,bi20 g Fp
wheres = {a; > 0} c PEDI-Y(R) andQ = SO _1yng, day A ... Aday A
... A dagr) - The last integral at the right is a projective integral, niegrthat
thea, are interpreted as homogeneous coordinat@f)|—. By choosing affine

coordinates;, one finds that it is identical with the integral gf | over the excep-
tional divisor intersected with the total inverse imagedaf.

Coming back to the non-primitive gragh (seel(Z21)) we find in complete analogy
with sectior 3.2, that

ugs(d) = Z Cn(d - 4)71
n>—3
in a neighborhood of = 4, and
(23) c-3[lay] = (ress r)?

which is easily seen by sendiig, bs, b5 to 0 in (21): gry |b, —bs—b;—0 = gl@f’.

Similarly, one can translate the results of sedtioh 3.2/&6¢lipto this setting and
obtain a renormalization (extensiomq‘f) by removing the simple pole along each
component of the irreducible divisor. In sectionl4.5 a déf#, motivic renormal-
ization scheme for the parametric representation will bdist, following [16].

3.5. Dyson-Schwinger equations.Up to now we have only considered single
Feynman graphs, with internal edges interpreted as vigagicles, and param-
eters such as the mass subjected to renormalization. Anatipeoach is to start
with the full physical particles from the beginning, thatisth the non-perturbative
objects. Implicit equations satisfied by the physical p&et (full propagators) and
the physical interactions (full vertices) are call@gson-Schwinger equationshe
equations can be imposed in a Hopf algebra of Feynman gradh23, 57, 58, 88]
and turn into systems of integral equations when Feynmas iare applied.

For general configurations of external momenta, Dyson-8aev equations
are extremely hard to solve. But if one sets all but two extemomenta to 0,
a situation called zero-momentum transfer (§eé (19)), themproblem simplifies
considerably.
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In [6Q], an example of a linear Dyson-Schwinger equationiverywhich can
be solved nonperturbatively by a very simple Ansatz. Mofécdit non-linear
Dyson-Schwinger equations, and finally systems of Dysdmatwer equations
as above, are studied in [62]63)82, 83], see also [40, 56, 88]

3.6. Remarks on minimal subtraction. | come back at this point to the difference
between what | callocal (section 3.2) andgjlobal (section 3.B)minimal subtrac-
tion, which, I think, is an important one.

| tried to emphasize in the exposition of the previous sestithat the key con-
cepts of renormalization are largely independent of whethementum space, po-
sition space, or parametric space Feynman rules are usedsTinmediately seen
in the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra framework where a giapind some exter-
nal informationor are sent directly to a Laurent seriesdin- 4. For this we don’t
get to see and don't need to know if the integral has been ctadpn momentum,
position, or parametric space. They all produce the saméati(or rather Laurent
series), provided the same regularization is chosen fohie of them.

In position space, where people traditionally like to worithadistributions as
long as possible and integrate them against a test functilynad the very end (or
even against the constant functibnthe adiabatic limit), one is tempted to define
the Feynman rules as a map into a space of distribution-gdlaarent series, as we
have done it in[[10]. But one has to be aware that this spacewitdition-valued
Laurent series does not necessarily qualify as a repladdiorethe ringR in sec-
tion[3.3 if one looks for a new Birkhoff decomposition. In geal, many questions
and misconceptions that | have encountered in this areae#éated back to the
decision at which moment one integrates, and minimal scidraseems to be a
good example for this.

Let me now give a detailed comparison of what happens in landl global
minimal subtraction, respectively. Assume for example riiessless graph in 4

dimensions
3

r=
1 2

ClearlyT itself and the full subgrapfy on the vertices 2 and 3 are logarithmically
divergent. No matter which kind of Feynman rules we use,rassihere is a reg-
ularized Feynman distributionr (¢) varying holomorphically in a punctured disk
arounde = 0, with a finite order pole at = 0. Assume after resolution of sin-
gularities that the regularized Feynman distribution)guliback onto the smooth
model, has a simple pole supported on the compoéemtf the total exceptional
divisor (for the superficial divergence), and another onati@ponent, (for the
subdivergence). Lefr = {yr = 0} and&, = {y, = 0} in local coordinates
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Yry Yy, Y3y - -y Yn.

@) ur) = (24 el ) (22 () 0

where fr is locally integrable and smooth - andy,, such that in particular
fr(e) is holomorphic ine. There is accordingly a second order pole supported at
Er N &,. We know from [10], as was also sketched in seclion 3.2, theatehding
coefficient of this second order pole is a product of deltafioms restricting it to

&r N &, times the residue of times the residue df / /.

Consequently, integratingr(e) against a fixed functiory (for a first reading
takex = 1 but in the massless case, one has to worry about infaredydivees)
provides a Laurent series

ur(€)[x] = a—ge 2+ a_1et +age’ + ...
Sincey andI'//~ are primitive,
uy(e)[x] = bore ' +boe® +bret 4. ..
ur/ 4 ()x] = coret +cge + bl 4.

We know from the previous remarks thaty = res(y)res(I'//y) = b_1c_1 and
similarly a_1 = b_1¢g + g where | don’t want to specify.

Let me now compare local and global minimal subtraction istékample. Lo-
cal minimal subtraction is defined on distribution-valuesitent series, but global
minimal subtraction only orC-valued Laurent series. Therefore we need to in-
tegrate everything out before comparing. | start with lazdhimal subtraction
(LMS). In order to get from[(24) to

(25) (ur) rLms(€) = [yr] fin (€)Y~ pin€) fr(e)
one has to subtract three terms framl (24):
0 0
Rsur() = 20 (B0 1y 119 s
R = (22 () 22 4o
0 )
SRR (o = 2 )

The first term cleans the pole supported&n such thatur — RLMSUF has only a

simple pole supported aofy, left. On the other handyr — Rzﬁé/”up has only a
simple pole supported afy left, and the third term is a correction term supported
on &, N &r accounting for what has been subtracted twice. In summary,

Uur )Rr,LMsS\€) = ur(€) — fp,psuUri\€) — iy g urle€ g urle€
(26) (ur)rims(e) = ur(e) — Riygur(€) — iy "ur(e) + RRIyE "ur (o)
is the result of local minimal subtraction.
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Let us now integrate out (26).

ur(e)[x] = a—2¢?+a_1€ ! +ape’ +...
REMSUF(G)[X] = a_ge 24+ get+hd +. ..
R ur(O) = asae +borcoe ! +bogerd + ...
—RRE ur( @] = s

These equations follow frorh (P4), and | don’t want to spediffConsequently
(UF)R,LMS(E) [X] = ag — b_1cl — h ase — 0.

In global minimal subtraction (GMS), whetBg\ys = R as in [18), something
different happens.

Roms(ur(e)[x]) = a_se 2+ a_qe?
(Ramsuq () [x)ur//y(O)x] = botcmie® +b_ycoe ' +b_yere + ...
—Rams(Ramsuy (€)[x])ury o (€)[X]) = boico1€? +b_jcoe!

The first subtractiomr[x] — Roms (ur[x]) removes the poles everywhere, also the
one supported of., which has nothing to do with the superficial divergence. The
third and fourth term restore the locality of countertermé& have

(ur)r.ams(€)[x] = ag — b_1c1 ase — 0.

In summary: Unles$ = 0, local and global minimal subtraction differ by a fi-
nite renormalization. Moreover, although there is a onrerte-correspondence
between terms to be subtracted in LMS and GMS, the valuessétkingle terms
do not agree. It seems to me that GMS is a quite clever but smmekceptional
trick of defining the subtraction operat& on C-valued Laurent series where all
the geometric information (i. e. where the pole is supp9Qrted been forgotten.

In [10] it is shown how to relate, for a general gralphthe combinatorics of the
total exceptional divisor of the resolution of singulagito the Connes-Kreimer
Hopf algebra of Feynman graphs, such that the example fiegskare is a special
case of a more general result. A similar analysis appliegherdocal renormal-
ization prescriptions, called subtraction at fixed coodisi in [10], as well.

4. MOTIVES AND RESIDUES OFFEYNMAN GRAPHS

4.1. Motives, Hodge Realization and Periods.Much of the present interest in
Feynman integrals is due to the more or less obvious factieat is something
motivicabout them. In order to understand and appreciate this,mriewsly needs
to have an idea of what a motive is. | am not an expert in thia ared will not
even attempt to provide much background to the notion ofvaotSee([4] for an
often cited introduction to the subject, which | follow cbbg in the beginning of
this section.
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The theory of motives is a means to unify the various cohompliheories
known for algebraic varietieX over a number field:. Such cohomology theo-
ries include the algebraic de Rham and the Betti cohomolmgfythere are many
others. The algebraic de Rham cohomoldgy,(X) is defined over the ground
field k£, and Betti cohomology3,(X; Q) is the singular cohomology ok (C)
with rational coefficients.

A motive of a variety is supposed to be a piece of a univerdabemwlogy, such
that all the usual cohomology theories (functors from \@#eto graded vector
spaces) factor through the category of motives. A particcddnomology theory
is then called aealization For example, the combination of de Rham and Betti
cohomology, giving rise to a Hodge structure, is callmtige realization

The theory of motives is not complete yet. Only for the sirspkind of alge-
braic varieties, smooth projective ones, a category ofvastivith the desired prop-
erties has been constructed. These motives are qalied For general, i. e. sin-
gular or non-projective varieties, the theory is conjeztun the sense that only
a triangulated category as a candidate for the derived aatey the category of
these motives, callechixed motivegxists.

Let X be a smooth variety ovéd. Let H3j,(X) denote the algebraic de Rham
cohomology ofX, a graded)-vector space, and 7,(X; Q) the rational Betti coho-
mology (singular cohomology of the complex manifdidC) with rational coeffi-
cients), a grade@-vector space. Aeriod of X is by definition a matrix element
of thecomparison isomorphisitintegration)

Hp(X) ®q C = Hp(X;Q) ®g C

for a suitable choice of basis. A period is therefore in patéir an integral of an
algebraic differential form over a topological cycle &{C). A standard example
is the case of an elliptic curv& defined by the equatiop® = z(z — 1)(z — \),

A€ Q) {0,1}. A basis element off},(X) is the 1-formw = g—; and and a basis

of the singular cohomology 5 (X ) is given by the duals of two circles around the
cut betweerd and 1 resp. the cut betweeh andcc. Integratingw against these
cycles gives the generators of the period latticé&of

Similarly, matrix elements of a comparison isomorphismaleeinrelative co-
homologies of pair$ X, A) are calledelative periods Many examples considered
below will be relative periods.

4.2. Multiple zeta values, mixed Tate motives and the work of Belkle and
Brosnan. Let I" be a primitive Feynman graph. | assumie= 4 andm = 0.
Recall the graph polynomial

Ur= > [ @ €Zloc:ecET)
)

Tstof I'e¢g E(T
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from (5). The sum is over the spanning tree$ oFollowing [15], we have a closer
look at the parametric residue

Q
reSSF:/—
o Vi

introduced in[(2R). LetXy = {¥r = 0} c PIFMI-t andCXy = {¥p =
0} c APl its affine cone X1 resp.C X are calledorojectiveresp.affine graph
hypersurface The chain of integration is = {a, > 0} C PIFMI-L(R), and
Q= Z(—l)"andal VAN d/CL\n VANPIRAN dCL|E(F)|

The residueesg I' already looks like a relative period, sineéhas its boundary
contained in the coordinate divisdx = J.cpry{ac = 0}, and the differential
form ‘1% is algebraic (i. e. regular) i?®(I-1\ X. But in generalXr N A is

quite big, andq% ¢ HL%(F”‘I(P\E(F)\—l \ X, A\ (XrNA)).
r

The solution is of course to work in the blowuy of sectiorf 3.4 where things
are separated. L be the variety obtained froflZ(")—1 by regarding all ele-
ments of the,, (n > 1) in sectio 3.# as subspacesiof "|-1 and starting the
blowup sequence at = 1 instead ofn = 0.

In [15[16] it is shown thaPs has the desired properties: the strict transform of
X1 does not meet the strict transformafLike this, resg I' is a relative period of
the pair

(Ps\Yr,B\ (BNYr))

whereYr is the strict transform ok, and B the total transform of the coordinate
divisor A.

We callresg I' a Feynman perioaf T

An empirical observation due to Broadhurst and Kreimer [22],was that all
Feynman periods computed so far are rational linear cortibireof multiple zeta
values.

A multiple zeta valuef depthk and weights = s; + ... 4 s is a real number
defined as follows:

C(Sl,...,Sk): Z 517,'131@
1<ngp<...<n1 "%

wheres; > 2 andss, ..., s > 1. Fork = 1 one obtains the values of the Riemann
zeta function at integer arguments2, whence the name.
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By an observation due to Euler and Kontsevich, multiple zetlaes can be
written as iterated integrals

R
O<ts<...<t1<1

(dt)A(S_l) dt
we(t) = | — A

t 1—1
and therefore qualify already asive periodsas defined in[52].

where

But in order to understand multiple zeta values as (relppeeiods of the coho-
mology of something, one needs to go one step further anodinte the moduli
spaceM ;3 of genus) curves withs + 3 distinct marked points, and its Deligne-
Mumford compactification\ ;3.

Indeed, starting from the iterated integral represemati¢sy, ..., s;) can be
shown to be a relative period of a pair

(Mos+3\ A, B\ (AN B))

with A and B suitable divisors which have no common irreducible compéne
These pairs havenixed Tatemotives, a special (and relatively simple and well-
understood) kind of mixed motives. This is a result of Gomotiaand Manin([44].
Brown showed that conversely every such relative period ;. 3 is a rational
linear combination of multiple zeta values [26].

Let us now come back to the Feynman periods. Even up to nows siagle ex-
ample of a Feynman period is known which is not a rationadir@mbination of
multiple zeta values. Moreover, these multiple zeta vatiesot arise randomly,
but there are already certain patterns visible. For exangilesuch patterns, see
[15,21]22, 75].

Motivated by an (informal) conjecture of Kontsevi¢h [50kIBale and Brosnan
investigated the motives associated to Feynman graph siyfaces. Kontsevich's
conjecture did not state directly that all Feynman pericglsnultiple zeta values,
but that the function

g~ |[CXr(Fy)|

be a polynomial ing for all I'. Using another conjecture about motives, a non-
polynomial counting function for the number of points GfXt over F, would
imply that C Xt has a period which isot in the Q-span of multiple zeta values.
For example, an elliptic curve is known to have a non-polyiabioint counting
function.

Belkale and Brosnan came to the surprising result that keitk’'s conjecture
is false [7], and that Feynman graph hypersurfaces have tst general motives
one can think of.
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4.3. Matroids and Mn &v’s theorem. One key idea in Belkale's and Brosnan’'s
proof was to study more general schemes defined by matroids:

Definition 4.1. Let E be a finite set and C 2¥. The pairM = (E,I) is called
matroidif

(1) 0el,

(2) A1 C Ay, Asel — A €1,

(3) A1, Ay € 1, |As] > |A1] = thereis anx € Ay \ Ay N A; such that
A1U{w}€[.

The numberk M = max ¢y |A| is calledrank of M.

The subsetst € I where|A| is maximal are calletbasesof M. The literature
usually names two standard examples for matroids:

(1) M = (E,I) whereE is a finite set of vectors in somé’, I the set of
linearly independent subsets Bf Clearlyrk M < r.

(2) M = (E,I) whereF is the set of edges of a graph ahdhe set of sub-
graphs (each determined by a subset of edges) without cy€lésarly
rtk M = |V(T')| —rk Ho(T'; Z).

We have already seen in section]2.1 how these examples atedr€in fact, the
second is a special case of the first)I'Ifs a graph, for each € E(T') there is a

linear forme" jr on RVl /Hy(T; R), and such linear formey jr, . .., e jr are
pairwise linearly independent if and only if the graph wittlges{e;, ..., e, } has
no cycles.

Let us return to the general case. A matroid is equivaleribracterized by a
rank function or2? as follows:

Definition 4.2. A mapr : 2F — N s calledrank functionif
(1) r(A) < 4],
(2) Al - A2 — T(Al) < T(Ag),
3) T’(Al U Ag) + T’(Al N AQ) < T’(Al) —I—T'(AQ).

Proposition 4.1. Let M = (FE, I) be a matroid. Then the map
r:A—r1k(A,{Be€l,BCA})

is a rank function. Conversely, It be a finite set and a rank function for it.
ThenM = (E,r) = (E,I)wherel = {A C E,r(A) = |A|}isamatroid. O

We have seen how linearly independent subsets of vectorgdotar space give
rise to a matroid. On the other hand one may ask if every nthisabtained this
way:

Definition 4.3. Letk be a field. A matroidV/ = (E,r) is calledrealizable ovek
is there is anr € N and a mapf : £ — k" with dimspan f(A) = r(A) for all
A € 2F . Such a map is calledepresentation af/.
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There are matroids which are representable only over oditdils, for example
the Fano matroid.

The spaceX (M, s) of all representations af/ in k* (a subvariety of\*|”| de-
fined overk) is calledrepresentation spacaf M. It is a fundamental question how
general these realization spaces are. An answer is givenniy'® Universality
Theorem.

Mnév’s Universality Theorem was originally proved by Mnila a context of
oriented matroidsand their representations over the ordered field of real rusnb
Without giving a precise definition, an oriented matroid ge@ot only track of
whether or not certain subsets of vectors are linearly ddgrarbut also about the
sign of determinants: Roughly an oriented matroid is spetifiy a list of partitions
of E indicating which vectors inF may be separated by linear hyperplanes in
R™. Again the representation space of an oriented matroid isplaee of vector
configurations which leaves this list of partitions invatia The original, quite
difficult, version of the theorem is then

Theorem 4.1(Mnév, oriented version)For every primary semi-algebraic s&t
in R" defined ovef there is an oriented matroid whose realization space islgtab
equivalent taX.

Here a primary semi-algebraic set defined d¥és a set given by polynomial
equations andharppolynomial inequalities<, > with integer coefficients, (such
asz? + z3 > 2, z223 = 1), and stable equivalence means roughly a sort of ho-
motopy equivalence preserving certain arithmetic prégerThe proof in Mnév’s
thesis [68, 69] is quite intricate, and there is a simplifiedop in [7,73] which |
follow here.

The simpler version that we need is obtained by replacinggmy semi-algebraic
sets by affine schemes of finite type o¥grec Z, oriented matroids by matroids,
and stable equivalent by isomorphic with an open subschemerioduct withd V.
Just like the affine representation space, there is a pngaepresentation space

X(M,s) = {f:E—P!:
dimspan f(A) = r(A) — 1 forall A € 25}
Theorem 4.2 (Mnév, un-oriented version)Let X be an affine scheme of finite

type overSpecZ. Then there is a matroid/ of rank 3, N € N and an open
U C X x AN projecting surjectively ontd such that

U= X(M,3)/PGLs.
Od

This is the version in Lafforgue’s book [65]. | am grateful Ao Usnich for
showing me this reference. See alsa [20] for the indepehdebtained version of
Sturmfels.
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SupposeX is defined byf,. — f_ = 0 wheref, and f_ are polynomials with
positive coefficients. Th¢, can be successively decomposed into more elemen-
tary expressions involving only one addition or one muiltiglion at a time, at the
expense of introducing many more variables. The proof obfdm®[4.2 uses then
the fact that once; andzx, are fixed on a projective ling;; + x> andz;z, etc. can
be determined by linear dependence conditions in the giggeplane (this is why
the rank ofM is only 3). The difficulties left are to relate different pecjive scales
and to avoid unwanted dependencies.

Like this any affine scheme ovBpec Z is related to the representation space of
a (huge) rank 3 matroid. Belkale and Brosnan use a slighffgrdnt version of
Mnév’s theorem and then show (a lot of work that | just skipytthis representa-
tion space is connected to the graph hypersurfat&s.

Let me now state the main result b7 [7]: L&toMot ™ be the abelian group with
generators isomorphism clas$é&d of schemesX of finite type overZ modulo the
relation

[X] = [X\V]+[V]
if V' is a closed subscheme &f. Endowed with the cartesian product][Y] =
[X x Y], GeoMot™ becomes a ring with unjSpec Z]. Let L = [A'] be the Tate
motive, andS the saturated multiplicative subset®fL] generated by." — L for
n > 1. Let GeoMot = S~ GeoMot ™, and Graphs the S~!Z[L]-submodule of
GeoMot generated by thg”' Xr], wherel are Feynman graphs.

Theorem 4.3(Belkale, Brosnan) Graphs = GeoMot . O

It is clear that point-counting — | X (IF,)| factors throughGeoMot . Therefore
Kontsevich's conjecture is false. Also it is known [7, Sentil5] that the mixed
Tate property can be detectedGrroMot . Therefore it follows that not alKr are
mixed Tate, and (using another conjecture) that not albplerbf all X are ratio-
nal linear combinations of multiple zeta values.

On the other hand, not all periods of &ll- are Feynman-periods in the sense
defined in sectioh 412.

4.4. The work of Bloch, Esnault and Kreimer. A finer study of motives of cer-
tain Feynman graph hypersurfaces is carried out in the siggart of [15]: For the
so calledwheels withn spokes

one has

Theorem 4.4(Bloch, Esnault, Kreimer)
HZ Y P Xws,) 2 Q(=2), H 1P\ Xws,) 2 Q(—2n + 3)
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and H 7' (P?"~1\ Xyys, ) is generated by2/ U3, . m
It had been known before [21,122] that
ress WS, € ((2n — 3)Q*
and Theorerh 414 partially confirms that an extension
0—-Q2n—-3)— FE—Q(0) =0
is responsible for this (see [15, Section[9]|[14, Sectign 9]

4.5. The work of Bloch and Kreimer on renormalization. Let us return to renor-
malization. Within the parametric Feynman rules, Bloch &mneimer [16] show
how to understand renormalized non-primitive integralagiperiods of dimiting
mixed Hodge structure.

Limiting mixed Hodge structures arise in a situation whérere¢ is a family of
Hodge structures varying over a base space, in this casectupedh diskD* (For
zero momentum transfer Feynman graphs this one-dimendiasa space is suffi-
cient). In contrast to sectidn 3.4, the parameter D* does not alter the exponent
of the differential form, but is rather some sort of cut-aif the chain of integra-
tion.

It follows from our discussion in 314 that the projectiveagtal

/Q
o U7

is not convergent unleds is primitive (This is the reason whyesg I' is defined
only for primitive integrals): there are poles along the eptonal divisorsty,,

corresponding to divergent subgraphdn other Words,fa VQ; is not a period. But
r

by varying the coordinate divisah; (and the simplex, sitting insideA;) with
t € D*, one has damily of mixed Hodge structures, and for alk= 0 the period
I, = is defined.

r

Bloch and Kreimer describe how to express the monodromyatiparon (rel-
ative) homology, in particular on,, in terms of suitable tubes around the strata
of the exceptional divisor afg. Winding around such a tube picks up the residue
along the stratum (see sectionl3.4). Since the monodromyasi-ginipotent, its
logarithm gives a (graph-independent) nilpotent malisuch that

Q ,
(27) / \I/_% — first row of exp(N logt/27i)(ay, ..., a, )"
Ot
up to a multi-valued analytic function vanishingtat 0, with a4, . .., a, periods

of a limiting mixed Hodge structuré [16].

When there is only one non-zero external momentum, Bathe relation be-
tween the regularizatio (27) and the renormalized int€fi@), where the second
graph polynomial must be taken into account, is easy to sherefore[(2l7) also
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tells about the coefficients, (I") of the renormalized integral (119), and one ob-
serves in the monodromy representation the same comhalabdjects (nested
sets, the Connes-Kreimer coproduct) that have guaranbeatity of counterterms
in sectior 3.

4.6. Final remarks. Let me finish this second part of the paper by just mentioning
very briefly some other results that have been obtained sreattgia.

The Belkale-Brosnan theorem does not provide a specifictecexample graph
to Kontsevich’s conjecture (it does provide a countereXampatroid). See [35, 75]
for recent developments in this direction.

The methods of [15] have been extended_id [36] to other griprsthe wheels
with spokes. Regularization and renormalization in theapaatric representation
is also discussed in [17,1.8.,/66].

The relation between Feynman periods and multiple zetasads periods of the
moduli space of stable genus 0 curves is studied much fuirti2d,[25]. Finally
the reader may be interested [in[[1=3/13, 71] for a furthedystf graph hypersur-
faces.
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