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Abstract Recent developments in quantum chemistry, perturbative quantum field
theory, statistical physics or stochastic differential equations require the introduction
of new families of Feynman-type diagrams. These new families arise in various ways.
In some generalizations of the classical diagrams, the notion of Feynman propagator is
extended to generalized propagators connecting more than two vertices of the graphs.
In some others (introduced in the present article), the diagrams, associated to non-
commuting product of operators inherit from the noncommutativity of the products
extra graphical properties. The purpose of the present article is to introduce a general
way of dealing with such diagrams. We prove in particular a “universal” linked cluster
theorem and introduce, in the process, a Feynman-type “diagrammatics” that allows
to handle simultaneously nonlocal (Coulomb-type) interactions, the generalized dia-
grams arising from the study of interacting systems (such as the ones where the ground
state is not the vacuum but e.g. a vacuum perturbed by a magnetic or electric field,
by impurities...) or Wightman fields (that is, expectation values of products of inter-
acting fields). Our diagrammatics seems to be the first attempt to encode in a unified
algebraic framework such a wide variety of situations. In the process, we promote
two ideas. First, Feynman-type diagrammatics belong mathematically to the theory
of linear forms on combinatorial Hopf algebras. Second, linked cluster-type theorems
rely ultimately on Md&bius inversion on the partition lattice. The two theories should
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therefore be introduced and presented accordingly. Among others, our theorems
encompass the usual versions of the theorem (although very different in nature, from
Goldstone diagrams in solid state physics to Feynman diagrams in QFT or probabilistic
Wick theorems).

Keywords Linked cluster theorem - Feynman diagram -
Combinatorial Hopf algebra - Cumulant - Truncated moment function

1 Introduction

The attempts to clarify the mathematical framework underlying quantum chemistry,
solid state physics, quantum field theories (QFT) and connected topics such as—for
example, the grounds for the functional approaches, the principles underlying renor-
malization—as well as attempts to deepen our current understanding of widely used
techniques (effective Hamiltonians, adiabatic limits...) are often hindered by very basic
questions regarding the underlying mathematical methods. This is particularly obvious
when it comes to developing new tools, see e.g. our studies of enhanced algorithms and
formulas for the computation of eigenstates of Hamiltonians when the (unperturbed)
ground state is degenerate [1-3], or of the combinatorics of one-particle-irreducibility
for interacting systems [4].

The present article focusses on diagrammatics. We argue that Feynman-type
diagrammatics belong mathematically to the theory of linear forms on combinato-
rial Hopf algebras, which allows to generalize the theory to a much wider setting than
the classical one. We cover the usual examples corresponding to vacuum expectations
over commutative products of fields where the propagators are represented by edges-
this includes for example the various Goldstone-type diagrams and the perturbative
expansions parametrized by Feynman diagrams in quantum field theories. However
we go beyond and cover the case of expectations over general states, which requires the
introduction of generalized diagrams [4,5]. The same combinatorics happens to pro-
vide a pictorial description of cumulants in probability. The Hopf algebraic approach
also allows to study expectations of products of free fields (Wightman fields) and
derive new Feynman diagram expansions in this setting.

In a second part, we prove general linked cluster theorems, covering all these cases
and making as explicit as possible the link between the elementary algebra underlying
the theorems and the graphical content (that relies on connectedness in the graph-
theoretical sense). Notice that we avoid deliberately functional methods (see e.g.[6]):
although very efficient to derive the classical QFT linked cluster theorem (using a
generating function in terms of an external source), they lack the generality and sim-
plicity of the combinatorial proof. Moreover, they cannot deal with noncommutative
Feynman diagrams because functional derivatives commute. In the process, we pro-
mote another idea. Namely, linked cluster-type theorems rely ultimately on Mobius
inversion on the partition lattice.
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Notation

We use the following convention: since various products will be defined along the
article (such as * or ©), when we want to emphasize what product is used in an expo-
nential, a logarithm or any other operation, we put the product symbol in exponent, so
that log* means that we compute the logarithm using the * product, x®" means that
we compute the n-th power of x using the ®-product, and so on.

2 Free combinatorial Hopf algebras

The objects we will be interested in are combinatorial Hopf algebras in the sense
of Joni and Rota [8], that is, bialgebras which coproduct is of combinatorial nature
(obtained by “splitting” generating symbols according to combinatorial rules encoded
by remarkable “section coefficients”—in high-energy physics, these coefficients cor-
respond roughly to the symmetry factors of Feynman graphs). More specifically, we
will be interested in families of Hopf algebras corresponding physically to bosonic or
fermionic systems, to the usual algebraic structure of quantum fields (equipped with
a commutative product such as the normal or time-ordered product) and to Wightman
fields.

Since our results are more general than what would be required by applications to
quantum systems, we state them in full generality and will show later how they special-
ize to particular physical systems or mathematical problems. Let X be a fixed ordered
set, X = {x1,..., Xy, ...}. In most applications, X will be infinite and countable, so
that the reader may think to X as the set of natural numbers.

The notion of combinatorial Hopf algebra, goes back to [8]. The general notion
is ill-defined in the literature (there are many natural candidates, but at the moment
no convincing general definition). We choose here a simple and relatively straight-
forward definition suited for our purposes that reflects some of the natural properties
one expects from the notion when the underlying algebra is free commutative or free
associative.

Definition 1 We call free commutative (resp. free) combinatorial Hopf algebra any
connected graded commutative (resp. associative) and cocommutative Hopf algebra
H such that:

e (Freeness) As an algebra, H is the algebra of polynomials (resp. of tensors) over
a doubly indexed (finite or countable) set of formal, commuting (resp. noncom-
muting), variables ¢; (xs) where S runs over finite subsets of X andi = 1...ng,
where k = |S| and where the sequence of the ng, i € N is a fixed sequence of
integers.

e (Equivariance) The structure maps are equivariant with respect to maps induced by
substitutions in X. In other terms, any substitution (that is, any set automorphism)
o induces a Hopf algebra automorphism of H which action on the generators is
defined by o (¢i (xs)) := @i (x5 (s))-

The ¢; (xs) are called the generators of H, the (commutative or associative) mono-
mials in the ¢; (xs) form a linear basis of H and are therefore called the basis elements.
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We do not look for the outmost generality, and many of our constructions and
definitions can be extended in a fairly straightforward way to more general systems.
For example, one might consider free partially commutative Hopf algebras which
generators ¢; (xs) would satisfy partial commutation rules (e.g. all the ¢; (x;) would
commute for a fixed i, but without ¢ (x;) and ¢ (x;) commuting for i # /, and so on).
The so-constructed Hopf algebras can make sense in various applications and inherit
all the properties of free commutative or free combinatorial Hopf algebras that are
required for the forthcoming reasonings, we refer e.g. to [9] for details on the subject.

Some further remarks are in order. Recall first that, by the Leray theorem (see e.g.
Proposition 4 in [10]), any connected graded commutative Hopf algebra H is free
commutative, so that the assumption that H is freely generated as a commutative
algebra comes for free when one assumes that H is connected graded commutative.

The key point that makes the Hopf algebra combinatorial (and, as we shall see,
suited to Feynman-type graphical reasonings) is that we assume that a set of polyno-
mial generators is fixed and behaves nicely with respect to substitutions in X.

The particular case where ny = 0 for k > 1 corresponds to the classical situation
where the only propagators showing up in diagrams are the ones that describe the free
propagation of a particle.

Let us mention at last that a more pedantical definition of combinatorial Hopf alge-
bras could be given in terms of vector species, following the approach to combinatorial
Hopf algebraic structures in [11-13].

A very important consequence of the equivariance condition is the following.

Lemma 2 For any subset S of X, let us write Hg for the subalgebra of H generated
by the ¢;(xt), T C S. Then, Hg is a Hopf subalgebra of H. Moreover, any auto-
morphism o of X induces an isomorphism of Hopf algebras from Hg to Hr, where
T :=0(9).

The second property is a direct consequence of the first one since o (by definition
of the induced map) induces an isomorphism of algebras from Hg to Hr. The proof of
the first assertion follows immediately from the equivariance condition. Indeed, notice
that an element of H or of H® H is invariant by any substitution that acts as the identity
on a finite subset S of X if and only if it is a polynomial in the ¢; (x7), T C S (or, in
H ® H, asum of tensor products of such polynomials). Now, since, for T C S, ¢; (x7)
is invariant by any substitution that acts as the identity on S, the same property holds
also true of A(¢; (x7)), from which the Lemma follows.

3 Some remarkable Hopf algebras

Our favorite examples in view of applications to quantum chemistry, QFT and solid
state physics are simple ones. However the generality chosen (allowing for example
ny # 0) is natural to handle nonlocal interaction terms in the Lagrangians (think for
example of the quantum chemistry approach with Coulomb interaction). Our general
approach also paves the way to a unification of QFT techniques (Feynman-type dia-
grammatics), umbral calculus (duality and linear forms on polynomial algebras) and
combinatorics of (possibly ordered) set partitions.
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For notational simplicity, we treat only commutative algebras in the usual sense,
that is we do not treat explicitly the fermionic case (Grassmann or exterior algebras/
Fermi statistics). However, as it is well known, there are no difficulties in switching
from a bosonic to a fermionic framework -it just requires adding the right signs in
the formulas, see [14,15], but handling simultaneously the commutative and anticom-
mutative case would have required introducing consistently signs in all our formulas.
For notational simplicity, we decided to stick to the bosonic, commutative, case, and
to let the interested reader adapt our results to the anticommutative setting. We use
the langage of particle physics and quantum chemistry (so that the bosonic algebra
coincides with the algebra of polynomials).

Definition 3 (Bosonic algebra) We write B,f for the algebra of polynomials over the
set of (formal, commuting) variables

GD1(x1), o 1), s Ok (XD e, PR (), -

where x; € X. These algebras are naturally equipped with a coproduct A : B —
B ® B that makes them Hopf algebras (that is, A is a map of algebras). The coproduct
is defined on the generators ¢; (x;) by requiring them to be primitive, that is:

Alpr(x) = d(x) @1+ 1 py(x;)

and extended multiplicatively to P (A(xy) = A(x)A(Y)).

The lower index k should be thought of as the number of quantum fields showing
up (in a very broad sense), whereas the x; should be thought of as points, momenta
or more generally dummy integration variables. For later use, we allow k = oo (to
encode the countable set of eigenstates of a given many-body Hamiltonian) and will
write simply B for B,f when no confusion can arise.

Definition 4 (Coulomb algebra) We write P,f( for the algebra of polynomials over
the set of (formal, commuting) variables ¢;(x;), [ < k, ¢(x; j), where i # j € X.
The coproduct is defined by requiring the generators to be primitive.

This algebra is used in non-relativistic many-body physics and quantum chemistry.
The Coulomb interaction describes the force between a charge at point x; and a charge
at point x;. These two points are linked by the interaction, and a specific variable

@ (x;,;) is used to describe this connection.

Definition 5 (Tensor algebra) We write F, ,f( for the algebra of noncommutative poly-
nomials over the set of variables

Vi), - i), o YD), - Y (), -

x; € X. The coproduct is defined by requiring the generators to be primitive.
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Various other free combinatorial Hopf algebras possibly noncommutative but fit-
ting in the general framework of the present article are described (or follow from
the results of) in [12,16]. Let us quote the Malvenuto-Reuntenauer Hopf algebra and
various Hopf algebras of tree-like structures. Although the decorated version of the
Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra of trees in [12] may have a use for QFT, a more pro-
missing path in that direction is certainly provided by [17], the belief of which we
do share : “ultimately we think that combinatorics is the right approach to QFT and
that a QFT should be thought of as the generating functional of a certain weighted
species in the sense of [18]”. We restrict however the examples in the present article
to well-established domains of QFT and leave further extensions to future work.

4 Graphication

Let us start by recalling the construction underlying diagrammatic expansions and
show how it can be extended naturally in a noncommutative/nonlocal setting. We call
this process “graphication”, by analogy with the “arborification” process underlying
tree expansions in analysis and dynamical systems [19,20]. In all the article, as a
tribute to the physical motivations the ground field is the field of complex numbers
(although the results hold over an arbitrary field of characteristic zero).

The reduced coproduct A : H — H ® H is defined by Vx € H, A(x) :=
A(x) —x ® 1 — 1 ® x. The coproduct and reduced coproduct are coassociative in the
sense that (A ® H) o A = (H ® A) o A (and similarly for A). The iterated coproduct
and reduced coproduct maps from H to H® are therefore well-defined and written
Al resp. A

We assumed in the definition of combinatorial Hopf algebras that the coproduct
is cocommutative: with Sweedler’s notation A(x) = x(' @ x®, this means that
D ®x® = x@ @ xM. Many of our forthcoming results could be adapted to the
noncocommutative setting. However, this hypothesis is particularly usefulf when it
comes to graphical encodings.

Definition 6 The graphication map G is the map from H to @ (H®")*™ c (H®")
defined by: ! !

Here, the superscript sym in @ (H®")S¥™ means that the elements in the image of

n
G are sums of symmetric tensor powers of elements of H. We will use the canonical
isomorphism from covariants EB(H @) sym = @ H®"/S, (where S, stands for the

symmetric group of order n) to 1nvar1ants

1
Ll = D X ® - ®Xo(m

‘oeS,
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to represent invariants using the bar notation (thatis, y1 ® --- ® y, in Hfﬁﬁl is writ-
ten [y1]...|yn]). Notice that, by definition (since we deal with covariants), for any

permutation o, [yi|...|ya] = o)l - - [Yowm]-
For example, in the bosonic algebra, abbreviating ¢; to ¢ (a notation we will use
without further comments from now on):

GpxNp(2) ... o) =D | [[oGol...I [ sx)

A iel iely

where Z runs over all partitions Iy [[---[[Ix, k = 1...nof [n] := {1, ..., n}, with
inf{i € I;} <inf{i € I;;1}. Or (isolating some components in the expansion):

G (1) (x2)) = [p(x1) ¢ (x2)*] + 4[p (x1) 1 (x1)* P (x2)*]
+ o 18[p (x1) %P ()P (x1) 2P (x2) ] + - - -
G (1 (x1)p2(x1)p3(x2)?) = [¢1 (x1) P2 (x1)3(x2)*]
oo [P () 2 (1) 3 (x2)%] + 201 (x1) 3 (x2) |92 (x1)p3 (x1)] + - - -

The same formulas hold in the tensor algebra and in the Coulomb algebras. Notice
however that, in the tensor algebra, products are noncommutative, so that the order
of the products in the monomials does matter. For example, with self-explanatory
notation:

(Y1 (D) Y2 () Y3 (x2)2] # [¥1 ) 93 () Y2 (k1) Y3 (x2)].

We call bracketings the terms such as [¢ (x1)%¢ (x2)%|¢ (x1)%¢ (x2)?]. The length
of a bracketing is the number of vertical bars | plus 1. The support of a bracketing I"
is the set of the x; showing up in I". For example,

sup([$3(x1)pa(x2)?|¢1 (x1) P2 (x8)*1) = {x1, x2, x5}

For each x; € sup(I"), we write d; for the total degree of the ¢; (x;)s in I" (so that for
I' as above, d| = 3, dy =2, dg = 2). For later use, we also introduce the product of
two bracketings, which is simply the concatenation product:

lar] .. up] - [orl. oo fvp] = [ur] .o unfor] ... Jog ]

These ideas and notation extend in a self-explanatory way to arbitrary combinato-
rial Hopf algebras. The only change regards the definition of the support and degree:
x; is included in the support of a bracketing whenever there exists a pair (j, S) such
thati € S and ¢;(xs) shows up in I" so that, for example,

sup([$3(x1)pa(x2)? |1 (x1) P2 (x8)? |5 (x1.5.8,10)]) = {x1, X2, X5, X8, X10}.

Similarly, the degree dg of xg in this bracketing accounts for the ¢s5(xy 58 10) term
and is therefore dg = 3.
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The coefficients in the right hand side of the equation defining the graphication
will be referred to as symmetry factors. They are closely related to the structure coef-
ficients for the coproduct (in the basis provided by monomials in the chosen family
of generators, e.g. the ¢; (x;) for the bosonic algebra -these coefficients were called
section coefficients by Joni and Rota [8]) but encode also the symmetries showing up
in the coproducts. Whereas, for the bosonic and Coulomb algebras, symmetry fac-
tors are defined without ambiguity, for other algebras (the tensor algebra or general
free combinatorial Hopf algebras) a given bracketing may appear in the expansion of
G(M) for various monomials M in the generators (for example, in the tensor algebra,
[V (x1)|¥ (x2)] appears in the expansion of G (¥ (x1)¥ (x2)) and of G(y¥ (x2)¥(x1))).
In general, we will therefore write slM for the symmetry factor of a bracketing I' in
the expansion of G(M) and will write simply sr in the particular case of the bosonic
and Coulomb algebras (where a unique M exists giving rise to such a factor).

5 Graphical representation

Perturbative expansions in particle and solid-state physics are conveniently repre-
sented by various families of diagrams. Feynman diagrams are the most popular ones,
but there are plenty of other families with construction rules often slightly different
from the one underlying Feynman diagrams. Just to mention one interesting feature,
Feynman diagrams are usually independent of the time-coordinate of the vertices (this
is because of the definition of the so-called Feynman propagators), whereas other
families showing up in solid-state physics take into account causality systematically
to construct their diagrams. These ideas are particularly well-explained in [21], to
which we refer, also for a comprehensive treatment of the zoology of diagrammatic
expansions.

Defining a graphical representation associated to a free combinatorial Hopf alge-
bra depends highly on the structure and particular features of the algebra. We define
various such representations, by increasing order of complexity, focussing only on
the algebras (tensor, bosonic, Coulomb) we have chosen to investigate in depth. The
reader who needs to construct other taylor-made graphical representations will be able
to do so easily using our recipes (for notational simplicity and to avoid pointless ped-
antry, we omit to introduce the most general possible definitions since the process of
designing them is straightforward once the leading principles are understood on some
examples).

Let us mention that, when two bracketings U = [uq] ... |u,]and V = [vy]...|v,]
have disjoint supports, their product corresponds to the disjoint union of the corre-
sponding graphs (this is the usual product on Hopf algebras of Feynman graphs in
QFT, see e.g. [22]).

5.1 Commutative local case: bipartite graphs
We focus in this section on the bosonic algebra. Each Feynman bracket (say I' =

(1 (x1)1(x2)2 |2 (x1)%P1 (x2) 22 (x3) |3 (x1) 3 (x2)$3(x3)], see Fig. 1) can be rep-

resented uniquely by a bipartite (non planar) graph with unoriented colored edges
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Fig. 1 Graph of the bracketing
(61 (x1)P1 (x2)2 12 (x1)2 1 (x2)% 2 (x3) |93 (x1)
¢3(x2)93(x3)]

1X2

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

; \
O ®
S| X3

(i.e. by a graph with 2-coloured vertices and colored edges) according to the follow-
ing rule:

1. For each x; € sup(I'), recall that we write d; for the total degree of the ¢; (x;)s
in I'. Draw a x;-labelled black vertex with d; outgoing colored edges (the colors
being attributed according to the indices j of the ¢; (x;), e.g. a 4-edge black vertex
for x; with one 1-colored edge (solid line), two 2-colored edges (dotted line) and
a 3-colored edge (dashed line).

2. Running recursively from the left to the right of I, for each term inside brackets and
bars (e.g. ¢1(x1)p1(x2)%, then ¢ (x1)2P1 (x2) 2 (x3), then ¢3(x1) 3 (x2)3(x3)),
select randomly according to the colors and powers showing up in the monomials
outgoing edges of the corresponding vertices (e.g. select one 1-colored edge from
the x; vertex and two l-colored edges from the x; vertex). Connect these edges
to a new white vertex (e.g. a new white vertex with 3 outgoing colored edges).

These edge-colored bipartite graphs will be called from now interaction graphs.
See [4,5] for applications.

Some simplifications are possible in many cases of interest. For example, when the
x;s are dummy integration variables and can be exchanged freely in any computation
(e.g. of scattering amplitudes), the labelling of the black vertices can be omitted.

Another classical situation (encountered with scalar quantum field theories such as
@3 or ¢* and in statistical physics) is the one where k = 1. In that case, there is just one
possible color for the edges, so that the coloring of the edges can safely be omitted in
the definition of the graphs. In QFT, when several fields coexist (e.g. in QED, where
k = 2), instead of using colors, practitioners use often different representations for the
edges that depend on the fields involved (typically, in QED, edges associated to elec-
trons are plain lines, whereas edges associated to photon propagation are represented
by a succession of small waves). Of course, the use of colors or the use of different
shapes for the edges are strictly equivalent and a matter of taste and habits.

Another classical simplification occurs when the only bracketings of interest for
practical applications are the ones where the only monomials showing up in the brack-
etings are products of degree 2 of the form ¢; (x ;)¢; (xx). In the corresponding graphs,
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Fig. 2 Graph of the bracketing
(61 (r1)1 (x2)% 192 (x1) %1 (x2) 2 (x3)]
¢3(x1,2,3)]

X1 3 X3

the white vertices always have two outgoing edges with the same color, so that these
vertices can be erased -what remains is a graph with only black vertices and col-
ored edges (that correspond, physically, to particle types). These are the celebrated
Feynman graphs that one encounters in QFT textbooks.

From now on we will identify systematically bracketings and the corresponding
interaction graphs.

5.2 Commutative non local case: tripartite graphs

By nonlocal case, we mean that some n;, i > 1 may be different from zero. The
canonical example we have in mind is the one of QED in the solid state picture, that is
with instantaneous Coulomb interactions (in the particle physics picture the interac-
tions are local and encoded by products of fields in the Lagrangian; this corresponds
to the commutative local case).

For simplicity (and in view of the most natural applications), we assume that the
only bracketings of interest are those in which the monomials showing up are either
monomials in the ¢; (x;), or a ¢; (xs), |S| > 1 (in other terms, no nontrivial products
involving a ¢; (xs) should appear in the bracketing).

Each Feynman bracket (say for example

T = [¢1(x1)p1(x2)* P2 (x1) b1 (x2)* 2 (x3) |3 (x1.2.3)])

can be represented uniquely by a tripartite (non planar) graph with two kinds of unori-
ented edges according to the following rule (see Fig. 2):

1. We distinguish between the two kinds of edges in the following way: the first type
of edge is drawn as colored lines; the second type has no color and is drawn as
a sequence of waves (as the photon propagators in QED). We call these edges
respectively plain and wavy edges.

2. For each x; € sup(I'), draw a x;-labelled black vertex with d; outgoing edges.
Colors are attributed to the plain edges according to the indices j of the ¢;(x;),
the other edges correspond to ¢ (xs)s and are wavy edges. For example, we draw
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a 4-edges black vertex for x| with one 1-colored edge (represented by a solid line

in Fig. 2), two 2-colored edges (dotted lines) and a wavy edge.

3. Running recursively from the left to the right of I, for each term inside brackets
and bars (e.g. ¢1(x1)¢1(x2)%, then ¢(x1)*¢1 (x2) ¢2(x3). then ¢3(x1.2.3)),

e If encountering a monomial involving ¢; (x ;)s, proceed as in the commutative
local case: select randomly according to the colors and powers showing up in
the monomial outgoing edges of the corresponding vertices (e.g. select one
1-colored edge from the x; vertex and two 1-colored edges from the x, ver-
tex). Connect these edges to a new white vertex (e.g. a new white vertex with
3 outgoing colored edges).

e If encountering a ¢; (xs), select randomly for eachi € S a wavy edge outgo-
ing from the x;, black vertex, connect all these edges to new j-labelled grey
vertex.

These tripartite graphs will be called from now nonlocal interaction graphs. The
particular case of solid state physics QED enters in this framework. Moreover, the
general case we consider seems new and of interest, since it should allow to treat QED
computations in a complex background (e.g. with non trivial vacua). These concrete
applications (that originated this work, together with questions and remarks by R.
Stora) are left for future work.

Great simplifications occur in many simpler cases of interest. The first situation
encountered in pratice is the one where ny = ny = 1. This corresponds roughly to
the case where one class of particles is present (say electrons, up to a change from the
bosonic to the fermionic statistics) and where interactions are encoded by nonlocal
terms (Coulomb interaction lines). In that case, there is just one possible color for the
edges, so that the coloring of the plain edges can be omitted in the definition of the
graphs. Besides, since ny = 1, the grey vertices can also be erased, so that one ends up
with bipartite graphs with two types of edges (plain and wavy). If one assumes further
that the only graphs of interest are those with white vertices with two outgoing edges,
these vertices can be also erased. One ends up with the familiar Feynman diagrams
with black vertices only and two types of edges corresponding to electron propagators
and Coulomb interactions.

5.3 Noncommutative local case

We focus in this section on the tensor algebra. Each Feynman bracket (say I' =
(Y1 (e2) W1 (e ¥ () (2 (1)1 (x2) Y2 (x3) Y1 (x2) Y (X 1) [¥3 (x3) Y3 (x1) Y3 (x2)]) can
be represented uniquely by a bipartite (non planar) graph with unoriented colored and
locally ordered edges (i.e. by a graph with 2-coloured vertices and colored, locally
ordered edges) according to the following rule (the rule will make clear the meaning
of “local order” that corresponds to an order on the edges reaching a white vertex)
(see Fig. 3):

1. Proceed first as in the commutative case: for each x; € sup(I"), recall that we write
d; for the total degree of the ¢; (x;)s in I'. Draw a x;-labelled black vertex with d;
outgoing colored edges (the colors being attributed according to the indices j of
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Fig. 3 Graph of the bracketing
[¥1 ) Y1 (xD Y () [P () Y1 (x2) P2 (x3)
Y1 (e2) Y2 (x)¥3(x3) Y3 (x1)¥3(x2)]

.
0y
0y
.

X3

the ¢ (x;), e.g. a 4-edges black vertex for x; with one 1-colored edge (solid line),
two 2-colored edges (dotted lines) and a 3-colored edge (dashed line).

2. Running recursively from the left to the right of I, for each term inside brackets
and bars (e.g. V1 (x2)¥1 (x1)¥1(x2), then ¥ (x1) Y1 (x2) Y2 (x3) Y1 (x2) Y2 (x1)...),
select randomly according to the colors and powers showing up in the monomials
outgoing edges of the corresponding vertices and order them according to the
order of the appearance of the colors in the (noncommutative!) monomial (e.g.
select a 2-colored edge from the x; vertex, label it a; a 1-colored edge from the x
vertex, label it b; a 2-colored edge from the x, vertex, label it ¢). Connect these
edges to a new white vertex (e.g. a new white vertex with 3 outgoing colored and
ordered edges, where the order is defined by the labels).

These edge-colored and locally ordered bipartite graphs will be called from now
free interaction graphs.

The usual simplifications are possible in many cases of interest, we do not detail
them and simply mention that, when the only monomials showing up in bracketings are
of the form ¥; (x,,) ¥i (x;), the graphical rule amounts to consider “classical” Feynman
graphs with labelled vertices and colored and directed propagators.

The noncommutative nonlocal case could be treated similarly by mixing the con-
ventions for the noncommutative local and commutative local cases. The exercise is
left to the reader.

6 Symmetry factors and connectedness

This section is devoted to a technical but fundamental Lemma that connects the sym-
metry factors of graphs with the topological notion of connectedness. The lemma is
the ground for the proof of linked cluster theorems and is particularly meaningful in
the noncommutative case (Wightman fields). We assume in this section that the Hopf
algebra is an arbitrary free or free commutative combinatorial Hopf algebra which
generators are primitive elements (this condition is satisfied by all the combinatorial
Hopf algebras we have considered so far).
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Let us introduce first a further notation. Let x be a basis element (a commuta-
tive or noncommutative monomial in the generators) of a combinatorial Hopf algebra
which support S decomposes into a disjoint union 7' [ [ V (the support is defined as for
bracketings). We write x7 and xy and call respectively 7 and V-components of x the
two basis elements (possibly equal to zero) defined by x7 ® xy := (Pr ® Py) o A(x),
where Py stands for the projection on Hy orthogonally to all the basis elements that
do not belong to Hy .

The reader can check that this definition amounts to the following: to get xr,
replace, in the expansion of x as a monomial, all the ¢; (xx), K C V by a 1l and all
the ¢; (xg), KNV # @, KNT # () by a zero (and similarly for xy).

Lemma 7 Let V be a basis element and I" = T'1 - T2 a bracketing or, equivalently, an
interaction graph (of any type) such that sup(I'1) Nsup(I'2) = @ and sl\«y # 0 (recall
that - stands for the product of bracketings). Topologically, this amounts to assume
that I' decomposes as a disjoint union of graphs. Then:

o The basis elements Wy, (1) and Wy, p(r,) are non zero.

Ysupry)  Wsup(ra)
e Moreover: sp =SFIW ISFZW 2

In the commutative case, this last identity can be abbreviated to st = Sr,sr,.

Indeed, since the ¢; (xg ) are primitive, the coproduct of a product, say a . . .ay, of
@i (xk)s is the sum of the tensor products a;, . ..a; ®aj, ...a;,_,, where {i1, ..., i}
is a (ordered) subset of [r] and {ji, ..., ju—k} its (ordered) supplement. The hypoth-
esis sl\f' # 0 ensures that sup(y¥) = sup(I'1) [[sup(T2), and that in ¥, there is no

factor ¢; (xg) with K NV #= @ and K N T # @. The first assertion follows.
Wsup(ry) Ysu
To prove the second identity, let us first notice that slip =sp P ndeed,

let us use the same notation as previously and write ¥ = a; . .. a,,. The coproduct and
its iterations are constructed by extracting disjoint subsequences out of the ordered
sequence of the a;s. On the other hand, the basis elements showing up in I'; and
I'; belong to disjoint sets—the relative ordering of the basis elements with support
in sup(I'1) and in sup(I2) in the expansion of W does therefore not matter, which
proves the identity.

We can now assume without restriction (because of the cocommutativity) that I' =
[St,....8, T1,..., )] withT"; = [Sy,..., Sk]"2 = [T}, ..., T;]. Besides, since A
is an algebra map, we have:

AUH_I] (\Ilsup(rl ) ‘Dsup(l"z)) = A[k+l] (\ysup(Fl))A[k+l] (\I/sup(l"z))o

The multiplicity ur := (k+1 )!slil’ of T in AlKH1(W) is therefore obtained by summing
the coefficients of the tensor products (X, (1, - - - , Xo (k+1)) in AKHI (W), where o runs
over Sgy;/Stab((X1, ..., Xk41)) and (X1,..., Xkx) = Sty ST, ..., 1))
(here, Stab((X1, ..., Xr+1)) stands for the stabilizer of (X1, ..., Xg47) in Sg41).
However, since the coproduct is cocommutative, these coefficients are all equal and one
can restrict the computation to the tensor products (Sg(1), - - -, Sgw)> Ta(1)s - - -» Ta @),
where « and 8 run over permutations in S /Stab((S1, ..., Sx)) and S;/Stab((T1, ...,
T7)), and multiply the result by the number of k-element subsets in [k + [] =
{1,...,k+1}. We get finally:
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k+1
Hr = My T,

k

. Wsup Wsup . . . “
that is, sp’ = Spy v s, %2 or, in words (and slightly abusively), “the symmetry

factor of an interaction graph is the product of the symmetry factors of its connected
components”. Notice that the property holds true also in nonlocal and/or noncommu-
tative cases.

7 Amplitudes and Feynman rules

A linear form on a combinatorial Hopf algebra is unital if p(1) = 1 and infinitesimal
if p(1) = 0.

Let us recall, for example, how linear forms on BX, X = {x1,...,xpn, ...}, are
usually constructed. Let T be an arbitrary finite sequence of integers. For any polyno-
mial in k variables, say P(yy, ..., yk) = Zl§i1+-~+ik§n Diy..... ikylll ... y,’(", we write

P(T) for the polynomial [[,.; P(¢1(x;), ..., Px(x;)) € B,f. One can think of P as
the interacting part of a Lagrangian. Natural forms should then be thought of as related

4
physical amplitudes. For example, for k = 1, a typical P is k%, corresponding to the
¢* theory (see [23] for details). The Green functions of this theory are computed via

the formula

P(¢(x1) P xp)e f¢4(X)dx)
o T# )

where p denotes the vacuum expectation value of the time-ordered product of fields
(see Sect. 10.1).

Let us treat now a radically different example to show the ubiquity of the approach.
Let here the role of P be taken by Hj(¢), the interacting Hamiltonian of time-
dependent perturbation theory (see e.g. our [1,2]): Hj (1) := !0ty e=iHot g=€ltl ] et
e1,...,en,...betheeigenvectors of Hy witheigenvaluesA; < Ay <--- <A, <---.
We assume for simplicity that the ground state is non degenerate (A1 # X»), although
the following reasoning holds in full generality due to [1,2]. The computation of the
ground state of the perturbed Hamiltonian Hy + V relies on the computation of the
quantitiessuchas: ¥ =< e1|H;(t1) ... H;(tp)|le; >,wheret > 1] > --- > 1, > —o0.
We set k = oo and ¢, () 1= e 05 =311 < e | i1 (1)) i= eTrti=3lille,, >
Then, H; (t) = Zi’j Vi, j®2j+1()¢2i (1), where V; j ;=< e;|V|e; >. The unital form

corresponding to the computation of Y is given simply by the form on ]—"}XT ool

G(x1,...,xy) 1=

)

P @iy (10) - - - Pinyy (P2k41)) 1= H Vigji1.inj Pin; 02|, (B2j4+1)),

O=<j=<k
where (¢i2j (t2j)|¢i2j+1 (t2j+1)) = ¢i2j (t2j)¢i2j+1 (t2j+1) if 12] is even and i2j+] odd

and zero else. The value of the form p on odd products is 0. Of course, this example
is purely didactical and for such a computation the use of the formalism developed
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in the present article is largely pointless. It becomes useful when the situation gets
more involved. Actually, the simple requirement of taking efficiently into account the
divergences arising from the adiabatic expansion may involve advanced combinatorial
techniques, see, besides the articles already quoted, our [3].

It is well-known that, in many situations, Green functions such as the ones of the ¢4
theory split into components parameterized by Feynman diagrams. This property also
holds for more complex theories and is best explained through Hopf algebraic com-
putations. Recall first that, since H is a Hopf algebra, the set H* of linear forms on H
is equipped with an (associative; commutative if H is cocommutative) “convolution”
product:

Yo, e H*, p*u(x) = pxa)u(x@)),

where we used the Sweedler notation A(x) = x(1) ® x(2). Notice that, if p and
w are infinitesimal forms, p * u(x) := p(x(1)) 1 (xp2)), where we use the notation
A(x) = x{1} ®x(2}. By standard graduation arguments, the convolution logarithm of a
unital form p is a well-defined infinitesimal form 7 on P. We extend such a 7 to a linear
form (still written T) on P®" (resp. 79?;.’},[) by: T(X] ® -+ ®x) := 7(x1)...7(x,) Or
Tlxr] ... |x] i = t(xy) ... T(xp).

Summing up, we get, for X an arbitrary monomial (basis element) in H, and since
7 is an infinitesimal form:

Proposition 8 (Feynman diagrams/rules expansion) For an arbitrary unital form on
H, we have:

p(X) =exp™(X) =10 G(X),
or:

p(X) = str(D).

r

where T" runs over all the bracketings (or interaction graphs) in the image of X by the
graphication map.

The map t acting on the I's is called a Feynman rule. Applying Lemma 7, with H as
in Sect. 6 we get immediately (with self-explanatory notations):

Lemma 9 Assume thatI' =T'| - 'y, then:

sET (D) = sl (C)si2 e ().

8 The combinatorial linked cluster theorem
The combinatorial linked cluster theorem expands a linear form on a combinatorial

Hopf algebra into “connected” parts closely related to the topological notion of con-
nectedness. In this section, we show that this expansion is a very general phenomenon
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related to Mobius inversion in the partition lattice. Notations and conventions are in
Sect. 6.

We first recall some general facts on the partition lattice and Mobius inversion that
are familiar in combinatorics but probably not well-known by practitioners of Feyn-
man-type diagrammatics and linked cluster theorems (the particular case of Mobius
inversion for the partition lattice we are interested in here seems due to Schiitzenberger,
we refer to [24] for further details and references on the subject).

For an arbitrary set S, partitions t := {Ty, ..., Ty} of S (thatis: Ty [[---[[ Tx = S,
where [ ] stands for the disjoint union) are organized into a poset (partially ordered
set, this poset is actually a lattice—two elements have a max and a min, this follows
easily from the definition of the order). We write |¢| for the length of the partition (so
that || = k) and abbreviate the partitions of minimal and maximal length, respectively
{S} and {{s}, s € S} to 1 and 0. The subsets T; are called the blocks, and the order is
defined by refinement: for any partitions # and u, ¢t < u if and only if each block of ¢
is contained in a block of u.

The functions f(x, y) on the partition lattice such that f(x,y) # Oonlyifx <y
form the incidence algebra of the lattice. The (associative) product is defined by convo-
lution: (f*g)(x,y) := > f(x,2)g(z, y). The identity of the algebra is Kronecker

x<z<
delta function: §(x, y) := 1 iyf x = y and := 0 else. The zeta function ¢ (x, y) of the
lattice is defined to be equal to 1 if x < y and O otherwise. The Md&bius function
w(x, y) is defined to be the inverse of the zeta function for the convolution product. It
can be computed explicitly: for x < ¢, where t = {T1, ..., T}, we have:

p(x, 1) = (=DFH G — D g — DY

where n; is the number of blocks of x contained in 7;. Using the identities % ¢ 0,1 =
¢*xu(0,1) =6(0, 1) = 0, we recover in particular the useful combinatorial formulas:

Z Z(—l)"‘+|5|(t1 —D... G —1D'=0

0<k<|S| 1

where f runs over the partitions of length k of § and ¢; stands for the number of elements
in the i-th block 7; of ¢ and, with the same conventions on ¢,

> > =g —nr=0 €Y

0<k<|S|

The key application of these notions is to inclusion/exclusion computations in
the partition lattice. Namely, for an arbitrary function A (x) on the lattice, let us set:
h(y) = > h(x). This formula defines uniquely h and, in the convolution algebra:

X<y
(h=hxt)& (h=hxwp

so that E(y) = > h(x)u(x,y).

X=y
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Let now x be a basis element of H with support written S, where H is as in Sect. 6.
Let p be a unital form on H. Recall the notation x7 denoting the “T-component” of x
for an arbitrary T C S. For an arbitrary set partition t = {77, ..., Ty} of S, we extend
p to a function p* on partitions of S and set:

P () = plxr)...p(x7).

Recall also the decomposition p(x) = > - stT(I"). The T's are represented by dia-
grams, among which some are connected. We set pgonp (x) 1= Zl—c sﬁur(l"c), where
the I'. run over connected diagrams. We can then apply the machinery of inclu-
sion/exclusion to p* and define p*. The combinatorial linked cluster theorem relates
Peonn and p*:

Theorem 10 (Combinatorial linked cluster theorem) We have, for an arbitrary basis
element in a free or free commutative combinatorial Hopf algebra whose generators
are primitive elements:

Peonn (X) = ﬁx(i)

We have indeed:

CHOEDIAGIIRY
t

where ¢ runs over the partitions of S and (with the usual notations) w(z, i) =
(=D)!"+1(J¢] — D! On the other hand, p*(t) = p(x7,)...p(x7) and p(x7) =

ATy . X _Jn XTj .
;SF,- 7(I";). Lemma 9 ensures that STy Ty =Ty - STy and we get finally:
i

= > DM e-nr D st T e (),
T - 1 Tie=S ) AT %

where T'; is a graph showing up in the expansion of p(x7,).

Let now W be an arbitrary graph with sy, # 0. The graph decomposes uniquely
as a union of topologically disjoint graphs W []---]] ¥, where n is the number
of connected components of V. We write S; for sup(¥;) and Sy = {S1,..., Sn}.
We have to show that the coefficient of (W) in the right hand side of the previous
equation is equal to si- if n = 1 and to O else. The first property is immediate, since if
I" is connected it appears only in the term associated to the trivial partition 1 of S and
therefore with the coefficient (—1)20!s1’£ = s}

The second property is slightly less immediate, but follows from the principles
of Mdbius inversion together with Lemma 9. Notice first that I appears in the right
hand side of the equation in association to all partitions of which Sy is a refinement.
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The coefficient of I" is therefore:

> EDMF = DY s

sy<t<1

which is zero as a consequence of the identity ¢ * u(Sy, i) = 5(Sy, i) = 0 in the
partition lattice.

9 The functional linked cluster theorem

A linear form p on a free or free commutative combinatorial Hopf algebra H is
called symmetric if it is invariant by a bijective relabelling of the variables x; -
s0 that p(¢1(x2)%¢3(x5)°¢2(x0)%) = p(d1(x4)*¢3(x2)*¢p2(x1)?), and so on. When
X is ordered, the form is called quasi-symmetric if it is invariant by a (strictly)
increasing relabeling of the variables, so that e.g. p(P1(x2)3¢3(x5) %P2 (x9)%) =
p(¢1(x4)%¢3(x5)*¢2 (x8)*), butis not necessarily equal to p (1 (x4) 3 (12)*d2(x1)°).

Let us consider now a symmetric or quasi-symmetric unital form p on H, where
H is as in Sect. 6 with an infinite ordered index set X. For notational simplicity, we
will assume that X = N. That is, H is an algebra of polynomials (resp. of tensors)
over a doubly indexed set of formal, commuting (resp. noncommuting), and primitive
variables ¢; (xs) where S runs over finite subsets of X andi = 1...ng, where k = |S]|
and where the sequence of the ny, k € N is a fixed sequence of integers.

We first generalize the construction of the “interaction term™ P in Sect. 7 as follows.
We let P = P(T)rcx be a family of elements of H such that P(T) is a polynomial
(resp. a tensor) in the ¢; (xs), S C T.

Definition 11 We say that P is admissible if and only if

1. For any order-preserving bijection ¢ from T to R, ¢ (P(T)) = P(R).
2. Forany T and any partition U [[ V = T (where U and V inherit the natural order
on T'), we have:

> Py ® (Py)y = P(U)® P(V),
b

where P(T) = D", up Py is the unique decomposition of P(T') as a linear com-
bination of basis elements.

We let the reader check that the map P constructed in Sect. 7 satisfies this require-
ment.

The composition of p with P is a “scalar species”: the value p(S) := p o P(S)
depends only on the number of elements in S (in the quasi-symmetric case, an increas-
ing bijection induces the identity p(S) = o(T)) so that if we set o(|S]) := %, the
scalar species p is entirely characterized by the formal power series

px) =D px".

@ Springer



570 J Math Chem (2012) 50:552-576

This straightforward remark connects QFT and many-body theory with the various
algebraic structures existing on the algebra of formal power series. Although appar-
ently uselessly pedantical, it is actually useful to understand how these structures
connect to the ones existing on scalar species.

There exists a Hopf-like structure on linear combinations of finite sets (see e.g.
[12,16] for various developments of these ideas and the related notion of twisted
algebras). The coproduct is defined by:

5():= > UT

UllT=s

where | | stands for the disjoint union, whereas the product is simply induced by the
disjoint union of sets (the product of two overlapping sets is not defined). These maps
induce a convolution product written © (to distinguish it from the convolution product
of forms on H) on scalar species: for o, 8 two scalar species we get:

a@BS) = D, a)B(),

UllT=s

or: ¢ © B(x) = a(x)B(x).

Theorem 12 (General functional linked cluster theorem) We have, for any unital nat-
ural form p on H and admissible P:

n
Ste

log(p(0)) = D > —=T(Tx",
n TI¢ :

where t 1= log*(p), TS runs over the connected Feynman diagrams with vertex set

[n] and sf. = > )\bslllf, where P([n]) = >_ Apb is the decomposition of P([n]) as a
" b " b
linear combination of basis elements.

Proof We have:

(log® p)([n)) ,
—_—X
n!

log(p(x)) = (log® p)(x) = D

n

n 1)kl . .
> X %p(h)...p(lk)
no T N k=ln)

X o (—DFH i it
:ZH;T > D st st T Ty

n LT k=l Ty Ty

X" (_1)k+1 i i
L S S
n

I H”'Hlk:[n] l_‘1| ----- Flk
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where T';, runs over the Feynman brackets in the expansion of p([;), i1 = |I;]
and I;I'; denotes the concatenation of two brackets (so that e.g.
[¢ (e (x5)°¢ (x8) 116 (x2)° | (x1)] = [$(x1) [ (x5)% (x3) [ (x2)*p (1))

Now, let I' = T'{ [[---[[ T, be the (unique) decomposition of a Feynman dia-
gram showing up in the expansion of p([n]) into a product of connected (non
empty) diagrams. According to Lemma 7 and since P is admissible, for any parti-
tion Ay []---[] A of [p], we have sl‘flAl ...sfi’;l = sp, where [y, := [[;c4, I'j and
a; is the number of vertices of 'y, .

The Theorem amounts then to the following properties: the coefficient of (") in

log(p(x)) is %x” if p = 1 (that is if the graph is connected) and zero else. The first
property (the connected case) is obvious from the expansion. Let us assume there-
fore that p > 1. The property follows once again from the general properties of the
partition posets: the equation (1) concludes the proof. O

10 Examples
10.1 Quantum field theory

In the quantum theory of the scalar field, the underlying Hopf algebra is the bosonic
algebra B, where k is the number of fields and the elements of X stand for dummy
position or momentum variables.

A typical example is the ¢* (scalar) theory with k = 1 (we write simply ¢ for ¢1).
The form p computes expectation values of time ordered products of free fields over
the vacuum:

p(p(x1) ... ¢0x1)) ;=< O[T (@ (x1) ... (xx))|0 > .

Problems arise when some of the x;s coincide; these problems are the subject of
the renormalization theory, we do not address them here. The physically interesting
quantities are the interacting Green functions

P(¢(x1) P e f¢4(X)dx)
J (ei f¢4(x>dx) :

G(x1,...,xy) 1= 2)

The key point is that p = exp™* t, where 7 is zero if its argument has degree differ-
ent from two and t (qb (x)¢(y)) =< 0]T (¢ (x)¢(y))|0 > is the Feynman propagator.
The convolution logarithm can then be written as a sum of Feynman diagrams, where
the lines represent Feynman propagators and the vertices represent spacetime points
x;. It can be checked that the standard Feynman rules of quantum field theory [6] are
exactly recovered by the convolution exponential [25]. The linked-cluster expansion
provides a simple way to deal with the denominator of Eq. (2) [26].
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10.2 Cumulants

Let X1, ..., X,, ... beasequence of random variables. The underlying Hopf algebra
for this example is once again the bosonic algebra BIIV. The form p is defined by:

p(P(xiy) ... P (xi)) = E[Xiy ... Xi,].

This example enters the general commutative local case.

When all the x;s are distinct, p (¢ (x;,) . .. ¢ (x;,)) can be expanded as a sum param-
eterized by Feynman graphs which are disjoint unions of elementary graphs made of
distinct black vertices, each joined to a unique white vertex. The connected Feynman
graphs appearing in the expansion correspond to the cumulants E.[X;, ... X;, ]. The
combinatorial linked cluster actually shows that this graphical expansion is equivalent
to the classical identity:

k
ElXi...X)) = ElX1... X1+ D> []Eclx, .. X1
A1U---UA i=1
where A U - - - U A runs over the proper partitions of [r] and A; = {aﬁ', e, ai.i }.
When the X; are copies of a given random variable X and setting P([n]) :=
¢ (x1) . ..o (x,) (which is admissible), we recover, using the functional linked cluster
theorem:

<X >, —1=log(E(e")),

with the convention < 1 >.= 1 and < X" >.:= E.[X;... X,,].

10.3 Quantum field theory with initial correlation

In solid state physics and quantum chemistry, the initial state is generally different
from the vacuum. The physically relevant form becomes (with the same notation as
in the first example)

p(P(x1)...¢0x1)) =< P|T(P(x1) ... (x))|P >,

where |® > is a general state. It is also possible to consider a mixed state instead of
the pure state |®). Except for very special cases (quasi-free states for bosonic fields
and Slater determinants for fermionic fields) the convolution logarithm 7 of p is then
more complicated than in the first example. In particular, T can be nonzero if its argu-
ment have degree different from two. In quantum optics, expansions in terms of t
are known as cluster expansions and they lead to much better convergence proper-
ties [27]. For the fermionic fields, the convolution logarithms t are equivalent to the
cumulants of the reduced density matrices, that are strongly advocated by Kutzelnigg
and Mukherjee [28-31].

@ Springer



J Math Chem (2012) 50:552-576 573

The diagrammatic expansions can then not be done anymore using Feynman dia-
grams constructed out of Feynman propagators: see e.g. our [4] and require the full
apparatus of generalized Feynman diagrams for commutative local case.

10.4 Non-Gaussian measures

Perturbative expansions in statistical physics for measures of Gaussian type can be
performed using the usual Feynman graphs of Sect. 10.1. This is because the Wick
theorem applies. When dealing with arbitrary functional measures this is not the case
any more: higher cumulants (i.e. higher truncated moments or truncated Schwinger
functions) have to be taken into account.

Feynman graphs and linked-cluster theorems have been developed by Djah and
coll. [5] in this framework. They were extensively used in several problems of proba-
bility theory [32-34]. These Feynman diagrams are equivalent to those of a quantum
field theory with initial correlation.

10.5 Free probabilities

Free probabilities deal with the noncommutative local case and study linear forms on
the tensor algebra ]—'F. In general, the graphs required to study such forms are free
interaction graphs.

In practice, the theory of free probabilities focus often on linear forms with par-
ticular properties. This allows for various simplifications and typical properties as
far as the corresponding cumulant expansions and their diagrammatic expansions are
concerned. In particular, the Speicher’s notion of free (or noncrossing) cumulant is
obtained from the moment generating function by Mobius inversion with respect to
the lattice of noncrossing partitions (and not with respect to the lattice of partitions),
see e.g. [35] for further details and references on the subject.

10.6 Truncated Wightman distributions

In axiomatic quantum field theory, the form used in Sect. 10.1 are replaced by

Wi, ..., xp) =< ®log(x1) ... og (xp)|P >,

where the operator product is used instead of the time-ordered product, the fields
are written in the Heisenberg picture and |®) is the ground state of the interacting
system. Such functions are called Wightman distributions or correlation functions.
The main difference with the standard case is that the Wightman distributions are
not symmetric, the order of the arguments is fixed. Still, there is a perturbation the-
ory of Wightman functions that leads to non-commutative Feynman diagrams [36].
Their combinatorics is the same as for the standard case [37]. Thus, the corresponding
convolution logarithm t is again zero if its argument is not of degree two, but now

(¢ (x), () = (01§ (x)¢ ()]0} is different from 7 (¢ (), ¢ (x)).
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However, it is also possible to work at the non-perturbative level and to define the
form ,0(¢ (x1)... ¢(x,,)) = W(x1, ..., x,). In that case, the convolution logarithm
T is generally not zero if its argument is not of degree two and © (d) (x1)... ¢(x,,)) is
now called a truncated Wightman distribution.

The definition of truncated Wightman distributions was first given by Rudolf Haag
in 1958 [38]. We follow (up to the order of the variables) the definition of Sandars’
paper [39]: For n > 1 we let P, denote the set of all partitions of the set {1, ..., n}
into pairwise disjoint subsets, which are ordered from low to high. If r is an ordered
set in the partition P € P, we write r € P and we denote the elements of r by
r(l) < --- < r(|r]), where |r| is the number of elements of r. The truncated n-point
distributions w!, n > 1 of a state w are defined implicitly in terms of the n-point
distributions

o(p@x1), .. 00)) = D [ ohGray - X))

PeP, repP

This is exactly the relation between p = exp* 7 and t for non-commuting variables.

From the physical point of view, the truncation procedure eliminates the contribu-
tion of the vacuum state as an intermediate state [40, p. 271]. Truncated distributions
have many desirable properties. For instance, they decrease much faster than Wight-
man distributions at large space-like separation [41].

10.7 Nonrelativistic systems with Coulomb interaction

Let us neglect here the problem of dealing with the Fermi statistics (which amounts
essentially to introducing the correct signs in the definition of the Hopf algebra struc-
tures, see e.g. [14,15]).

Let us consider n electrons in a quantum system of non-relativistic electrons with
a Coulomb interaction in the external field generated by nuclei. This is the standard
approach of quantum chemistry and solid-state physics.

We assume that the non-interacting state can be described by a Slater determinant
and that the particle-hole transformation was used to deal with occupied states. The
form is defined as in Sect. 10.1 and the Green functions are now

(VG0 v @Y o0 e )
GX1y ooy Xns Vs enns V) i= o) ,

where

IZJ/QMMKW@JWTLOWnﬂme‘

8megr — 1|

The main difference with quantum field theory is that the interaction is not local.
Still, in the linked-cluster expansion, we want to consider that the points r and r’ in [
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are connected. In diagrammatic terms, r and r’ are connected by a wavy line. We
introduced the tripartite graphs to deal with this important case.

Acknowledgments We are particularly grateful to R. Stora. Many letters and documents (among which
[71) he sent us were the initial incentive for the present article -that was conceived to bridge the computations
in [4] with other approaches to quantum field computations and find some suitable mathematical framework
for the (much more advanced) problems these documents suggest. In particular, we aimed at developing a
mathematical framework to deal with products of Wightman fields and their average values over general
states, one of the problems this article addresses.
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