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Abstract

The formula for correlation functions based on quantum A, algebras in arXiv:2203.05366,
arXiv:2305.11634, and larXiv:2305.13103| requires dividing the action into the free part and the
interaction part. We present a new form of the formula which does not involve such division.
The new formula requires choosing a solution to the equations of motion which does not have
to be real, and we claim that the formula gives correlation functions evaluated on the Lefschetz
thimble associated with the solution we chose. Our formula correctly reproduces correlation
functions in perturbation theory, but it can be valid nonperturbatively, and we present nu-
merical evidence for scalar field theories in zero dimensions both in the Euclidean case and
the Lorentzian case that correlation functions for finite coupling constants can be reproduced.
When the theory consists of a single Lefschetz thimble, our formula gives correlation functions
of the theory by choosing the solution corresponding to the thimble. When the theory consists
of multiple Lefschetz thimbles, we need to evaluate the ratios of the partition functions for
those thimbles and we describe a method of such evaluations based on quantum A, algebras
in a forthcoming paper.
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1 Introduction

String theory has provided us with clues to quantum gravity. When we explore quantum
aspects of string theory such as mass renormalization and vacuum shift, we need to go beyond
the world-sheet perturbation theory based on the integration of on-shell vertex operators over
the moduli space of Riemann surfaces. String field theory provides such a framework [I]. String
field theory may also be useful when we attempt to construct a framework where we can prove
the AdS/CFT correspondence. For example, one possible scenario was described in [2] where it
was proposed to evaluate correlation functions of gauge-invariant operators for open superstring
field theory in the 1/N expansion for that purpose. While string field theory in the classical
theory has been useful in describing nonperturbative physics such as tachyon condensation, we
need to study quantum aspects of string field theory when we explore these problems.

String field theory is a space-time field theory involving infinitely many fields, and con-
ceptually it is the same as ordinary field theory to some extent. However, string field theory
is highly complicated compared to ordinary field theory, and we need efficient tools to study
string field theory. First of all, constructing a gauge-invariant action of string field theory can
be difficult, and homotopy algebras such as A, algebras [3] 4, 5] 6] [7, 8] and L., algebras [9, 10]



have played an important role in the construction of gauge-invariant actions. Recently we have
come to recognize that homotopy algebras can also be useful in studying quantum aspects of
string field theory. An important point is that the effective action which we obtain when we
integrate out part of the degrees of freedom inherits the structure of the homotopy algebra such
as the A, structure or the L., structure of the theory before integrating out the degrees of
freedom. Homotopy algebras are thus very useful in describing the structure of the effective
action [11, 12, [13], 14} 15]. Furthermore, the description of the effective action in terms of homo-
topy algebras is universal. Since the actions of superstring field theory are quite complicated,
we should develop the description in terms of homotopy algebras in simpler theories before
we use it to study quantum aspects of superstring field theory. With this motivation, we are
currently developing technologies of homotopy algebras using simpler quantum field theories.

As we mentioned before, homotopy algebras are useful for describing the effective theory
when we integrate out part of the degrees of freedom. When we consider correlation functions
in quantum field theory, we perform the path integral completely, and this corresponds to
integrating out all the degrees of freedom. This point of view has led us to find a formula for
correlation functions in terms of quantum A, algebras. A formula for correlation functions for
scalar field theories based on A, algebras was proposed in [16], and it was refined to a form
which is analogous to string field theory in [I7], [I8] and extended to incorporate Dirac ﬁelds.
The formula is compactly written as

1
1.
I+hAm+ihhU

We will explain the ingredients of this formula later, but it involves an inverse of I+h m-+ih h U

(o°") =,

(1.1)

which is a linear operator acting on a vector space. It was shown in perturbation theory that
correlation functions based on this formula satisfy the Schwinger-Dyson equations when the
inverse of I+ hm + th h U is defined by

1
I+hm+ihhU

:1+§:(—1)" (hm+ihhU)" (1.2)

It is possible, however, that the inverse of the operator I+h m-+1th h U exists for finite coupling
constants, and in that case our formula may be regarded as a nonperturbative definition of
correlation functions for finite coupling constants. In this paper we present evidence that this
is indeed the case for scalar field theories in zero dimensions.

Even if the inverse of the operator I + hm + thh U exists, one unsatisfactory aspect of
our formula as a nonperturbative definition of correlation functions is that the construction
necessarily involves dividing the action into the free part and the interactions. In this paper

'The description of global symmetries and their anomalies based on this formula was developed recently
in [19].



we present a new form of the formula which does not involve such division. The new formula
turns out to require choosing a solution to the equations of motion which does not have to
be real, and we claim that the formula gives correlation functions evaluated on the Lefschetz
thimble associated with the solution we chose [20]. When the theory consists of a single Lef-
schetz thimble, our formula gives correlation functions of the theory by choosing the solution
corresponding to the thimble. When the theory consists of multiple Lefschetz thimbles, we need
to evaluate the ratios of the partition functions for those thimbles, and we describe a method

of such evaluations based on quantum A, algebras in a forthcoming paper [21].

2 Scalar field theories in zero dimensions

In this section, we consider scalar field theories in zero dimensions and we present evidence that
our formula describes nonperturbative correlation functions We consider both the Euclidean
case and the Lorentzian case.

In the Euclidean case, we consider the action S given by

1 1 1
S=-m?2p®+=-g>+ -\t 2.1
5T 99T+ A, (2.1)

where ¢ is the zero-dimensional scalar field, and m, g, and A are real constants. In the path

integral formalism, the partition function Z is given by

Z:/ dgpe_%, (2.2)

oo
and the correlation functions (@™ ) are given by

<¢">=%/mdw”e‘ : (2.3)

—0o0

>l

In the Lorentzian case, the action corresponding to (2.1) differs by a sign and is given by

Loy o 1 g 1 4
- _ = _Z — 2ot 2.4
S 5399 A (2.4)

The partition function Z is defined by
— |1 = %Se

Z = 11_1&% N dyp en (2.5)

with ] ] 1

_ oty ooy 2 o3 L4 9

Se 5 ( i€) 9" =399 =AY, (2.6)

2We follow the conventions in [I7, [I8] for the description of scalar field theories in terms of A, algebras.
See [I7, [I8] for further details.



where the constant € is real and positive. Correlation functions (™) are similarly defined by

n 1 > n i
(¢") =< lm [ dpghei™. (2.7)

As we will see, both the Euclidean case and the Lorentzian case are described in almost the
same way in terms of quantum A, algebras.

In the description in terms of quantum A., algebras, degrees of freedom are described by
a vector space which we call H. When the theory does not have gauge symmetries, the vector
space H consists of two vector spaces H; and Ho:

H=HDHs. (2.8)

In the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism [22] 23] 24], #, is for fields and #, is for antifields. The
action is described by ® in H;. In the case of scalar field theories in zero dimensions, the vector
space Hi is a one-dimensional vector space, and we denote its single basis vector by c¢. We
expand ® in H; as

d=¢pc, (2.9)

where we take the coefficient ¢ to be real and we identify ¢ with the scalar field that appears
in the action. The vector space Hs is also a one-dimensional vector space, and we denote its
single basis vector by d. The vector space H is graded by Zs degree. The basis vector ¢ of H;
is degree even, and the basis vector d of Hs is degree odd. We define the symplectic form w
which is a map from H ® H to a complex number. In the case of scalar field theories in zero

(2t ) =(20): o1

The action described by an A, algebra takes a universal form. In the Euclidean case, the

dimensions, we define w by

action S in terms of ® in H; is given by

1 = 1
=—w(P,QP P PR..0P)). 2.11
5= 5w(®Q0) Y mqu(® (260 0)) (211)
In the Lorentzian case, the action S is written as
1 f:l

The kinetic term is described by () which is a linear map from H to H, and the cubic interactions
are described by my which is a linear map from H®%H to H. Similarly, the interactions involving
n + 1 fields are described by m,, which is a linear from H®" to H, where

H"=HOH®...QH . (2.13)

n



To reproduce the action (2.1]) in the Euclidean case or the action (2.4]) in the Lorentzian case,
we define @) by
Qc=m?d, Qd=0. (2.14)

We define the action of my on ¢ ® ¢ to be
me(c®c)=gd. (2.15)
The operator my annihilates any element which involves d:
me(c®d) =0, me(d®c)=0, me(d®d)=0. (2.16)

Similarly, we define ms to give a nonvanishing element only when it acts on ¢ ® ¢ ® ¢ and is
given by
ms(c®c®c)=Ad. (2.17)

Since the action is quartic, we take m, to vanish for n > 3. Now it is easy to see that the
action (ZI)) in the Euclidean case and the action (2.4) in the Lorentzian case are reproduced

by (2I1) and (2.12), respectively.

To describe A, algebras, it is convenient to use the coalgebra representationH In the
coalgebra representation, we consider linear operators acting on the vector space TH defined

by
TH=H'oHOH* o H® D ..., (2.18)

where we introduced the vector space H®° which is a one-dimensional vector space given by
multiplying a single basis vector 1 by complex numbers. The basis vector 1 satisfies

190=0, d1=0 (2.19)

for any ® in ‘H. We denote the projection operator onto H®" by ,,.
For a map D,, from H®" to H with n = 0,1,2,..., we define an associated operator D,
acting on TH as follows:

D,7m,=0 for m<n,

D,r,=D,m,,
D,m1=(D,@1+1® D, )1, (2.20)
D,y = (D, II+10D,Ll+1R1® D, ) Tpia,

3The coalgebra representation of A, algebras is explained in detail, for example, in appendix A of [25] and
in [I5].



Here and in what follows we denote the identity operator on H by I. An operator acting on
TH of this form is called a coderivation. In this paper, we frequently introduce a coderivation
® associated with ® in H. It is defined by

®1=07,
om =(P[+1IP)m,

2.21
P =(PRIQI+IRER+IRI® D)y, (221)

We define the coderivation Q associated with () and the coderivation m,, associated with
m, for each n. We then define m by

m = f: m, , (2.22)
n=2

and we define M by
M=Q+m. (2.23)

When we consider gauge theories, the action described by the coderivation M is gauge invariant
if M satisfies
M?=0. (2.24)

When we consider an effective theory in terms of degrees of freedom described by a subspace
of H, we consider a projection onto the subspace. Homotopy algebras have turned out to provide
useful tools when we deal with such projections. We consider projections which commute with
@, and we denote the projection operator by P:

P?=pP, PQ=QP. (2.25)

We then promote P on H to P on T'H as follows:

P7T0:7T0,
P7T1:P7T1,
P7T2:(P®P)7T2, (226)

P7T3:(P®P®P)7T3,

The operators Q and P satisfy

P:=P, QP=PQ. (2.27)



A key ingredient is an operator h satisfying
Qh+hQ=1-P, hP =0, Ph=0, h*=0. (2.28)

It is called a contracting homotopy, and physically it describes propagators associated with
degrees of freedom which are integrated out. We then promote h on H to h on TH as follows:

hﬂ'(]:O,
hﬂ'l:hﬂ'l,
hry=(h®P+I®h)m, (2.29)

hrs=(h®@POP+I0h®@P+IQI®hR)Ts,

The relations involving @), P, and h are promoted to the following relations:
Qh+hQ=1I-P, hP =0, Ph=0, h*=0, (2.30)

where I is the identity operator on TH.
When we consider correlation functions, we perform the path integral completely. This
corresponds to the case where P vanishes:

P=0. (2.31)
The associated operator P corresponds to the projection onto H®°:
P=nmn. (2.32)
When P = 0, the conditions for h are given by
Qh+hQ=1, h?=0. (2.33)

In the case of scalar field theories in zero dimensions with @) defined in (2I4]), & is given by

1
hd:Wc, he=0. (2.34)
The associated operator h is given by
h=hm+Y (I°"V@h)m,. (2.35)
n=2

The formula for correlation functions based on quantum A., algebras is given by
(P®"Y =7, f 1, (2.36)

7



where
Pr=0RP®..0P (2.37)

n

with ® being an element of H;. The operator f in the Euclidean case is

1

= 2.
s I+hm—-hhU’ (2.38)
and f in the Lorentzian case is
f= ! (2.39)
" I+hm+ihhU’ '
In the case of scalar field theories in zero dimensions, the operator U is given by
U=cd, (2.40)
where ¢ and d are coderivations associated with ¢ and d, respectively. Since
d=¢pc, (2.41)
the correlation functions are given as coefficients in front of basis vectors of TH:
(M) =(PRP®..QP)=(¢") cRc®...®cC . (2.42)

n n

The operator f is a linear map from TH; to TH1, where the vector space TH; is defined
by
THi=H" e H, 0 HP o H & ... (2.43)
with
,H(lgm =HIQHI®...® ,H;[J (244)

n

for n > 0. For scalar field theories in zero dimensions, an element v of T"H; can be expanded

as
v=v1l+vc+vcR®c+v3cR@cRc+..., (2.45)
and we represent v as
Vo
U1
v=| V2 ) (2.46)
U3



A linear map A from TH; to T'H, with
Al=Apl+Apc+ApcRc+ApcRcR®c+ ...,
Ac=Apl1+A1c+Apc®c+A3c@cRc+ ...,

Ac®cec=Axnl4+Asyc+Apc®R®c+ApncRcRc+...,
Ace®e=A3514+A31c+Axpc®c+Az3c®@cRc+ ...,

is represented in the matrix form as

Ago Aor Aoz Aps
Ao Ayn Ajp Agg
A=| Az Az Az Ay
Azo Az; Azx Ass

Therefore, the formula can be expressed as

(2.47)

(2.48)

(2.49)

Let us consider the ingredients of f in the matrix form. The components I;; of the identity

operator I are given by

In the matrix form, the identity operator I is expressed as follows:

100000
010000
001000

=] 000100
0000710
000001

Let us next consider h ms and h ms. Since

hm21:0,
thCIO,
hmy(c®...®c)= c®...®c®hmg(c®c):i2 CR...Q0c
(. ~- 7 ~~ - m N —— ——
J Jj—2 Jj-1
for 7 > 2, we have
g .
(hmg)m:o, (hmg)ﬂ:O, (hmg)ijzméi,j_l for ] 22

9

(2.50)

(2.51)

(2.52)

(2.53)



Since

hm31:0,
hmchO,
hms(c®c)=0, (2.54)
A
hmz(c®..®c)=c®..0c@hmz(cRcRc)=—5 c®...0c
~\~ - v~ - m %/_/
J Jj—3 J—2
for 7 > 3, we have
A 4
(hmg)ion, (hmg)ﬂ:O, (hmg)ﬁ:O, (hmg)ijzw(si7j_2 fOl" ]23
(2.55)
In the matrix form, they are given by
00 0O0O0O 000O0O0O O
001000 000100
000100 ) 000O0T1O0
thZiQ 000010 . hmy=—1000001 . (2.56)
m 00 0O0O01 00 0O0O0O 0
00 0O0O0O 00 0O0O0O O
The last ingredient is h U. Since
J ‘ 1 J '
TohUm=> T @clPV ™ ehd=—) I ecal®Pac, (2.57)
k=0 M=o
we have 1
hU(c®...®c) J S CR...®c (2.58)
J J+
and 1
J
(hU )ij - W 52‘,]‘4_2 . (259)
In the matrix form, it is given by
00 0O0O0O
00 0O0O0O
. 100 000
hU=— 020000 (2.60)
m
003000
000400

10



2.1 The Euclidean case
We set g = 0 and consider ¢* theory in zero dimensions. Let us begin with the Euclidean case.
We first verify that f,o reproduces (¢") in perturbation theory. The action S is given by

1 1
S:§m2<p2+1)\go4, (2.61)

and we set m? =1 and h = 1. Since

o [ 1 4
/ dpen =21 1—§A+EA2—@A3+675675)\4+0(A5)},

. 47T 3 128 2048
00 [ 15 945 45045 11486475
dope™m =21 |[1— = A+ 2 A2 = A3 A+ oW .
/_oo pe T ENVET T AT 128 N T ooas N TON ) (2.62)
© s [ 105, 10395 ., 675675 ., 218243025 , .
T = /2 _ 077N
/_oodgpcpe D 7T_3 1 A+ 5 A 198 A” 4 5048 AT+ OWN) |,

the perturbative correlation functions { ¢*) and (") in the path integral formalism are given
by
(©*) =1—=3X+ 24X — 297\’ + 4896)\" + O (X°) |

2.63
(@") =3 =24\ +297)% — 4896)° + 100278A\" + O (X°) . (263)

Let us next calculate perturbative correlation functions in terms of quantum A, algebras.

In the case of ¢* theory in zero dimensions, f is given by

1

= . 2.64
f I+hms—hhU (2:64)
In perturbation theory, f is defined by
1 [e.e]
= =1 —1)"(hmsz—hhU)". 2.
f = Tl —wny L U s ) (2.65)
Note that the coupling constant A is contained in h m3. We expand f as
1 - 1 1 "
= —1)'———— | hmy———— 2.
7 1—th+;( ) I—th( m31—th) : (2.66)
where
1 - n
When we evaluate the O(A™) term of f,,0, we can replace the inverse of I — hh U with
I+) (hhU)", (2.68)
k=1

11
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Figure 1: The plot of the exact value of the two-point function ( ¢? ) and its loop approximations.

A=0.04 A=0.2
(p?) 0.9065367244 | 0.7240590202
the number of loops A=0.04 A=0.2
1 0.88 0.4
2 0.9184 1.36
3 0.899392 —1.016
4 0.91192576 6.8176
5 0.9016572928 | —25.27136
6 0.911693738 131.548096
7 0.9003013862 | —758.4793856
8 0.9150305504 | 4995.100380

Table 1: The evaluation of the two-point function (?) in perturbation theory.

where z is determined by m and n@ We calculate foo and fyo to find

F20 =1 —3X+ 2407 — 297\ + 4896)\* + O (\%) |

2.69
f10 =3 — 24X +297\% — 4896\° + 100278X\* + O (X°) . (2:69)

These correctly produce the perturbative expansions of {¢?) and {¢?). We show the plot of
the exact value of { ¢?) and its perturbative expansions in figure[Il The perturbative expansion
does not converge, and we see from figure [I] that the 8-loop approximation is worse than the 4-
loop approximation when A\ ~ 0.04. Numerical values of loop approximations for the two-point
function { p?) when A = 0.04 are presented up to 8 loops in table [T

As we mentioned in the introduction, it is possible that the inverse of I + hms — hh U
exists nonperturbatively for finite values of \. When m = 1 and h = 1, the matrix form of

2m—n
2

4If n is even, x = in the quartic theory.

12



I+hms—hhUis

1 0 0 0 00
0 1 0 X 00
-1 0 1 0 XO

I+hms—hhU=| 0 -2 0 1 0 A (2.70)
0 0 -3 0 10
0 0 0 —4 01

Let us evaluate the inverse of I + hms — hh U by truncating it to an N by N matrix. For
N =25, foo and f49 as functions of A are given by

1+ 140\ + 66602 + 129360\ 4+ 957075A* + 1853460\°

T 1+ 143X\ + TO65A2 + 14742003 + 1267350\% + 3615885\5 + 151420576’
3 4+ 405\ + 18060\ + 310275\% + 1762425\ + 1514205)\°

T 1+ 143X + T065A% + 14742003 + 1267350M% + 36158855 + 151420576 °

20

(2.71)

f1o

(2.72)

We can estimate the precision achieved by the perturbative expansion when A ~ 0.04 from
figure [l With this in mind, let us now substitute A = 0.04 in ([Z71]) and ([2.72), and compare
them with the corresponding exact values of the correlation functions. We find

(p*) ~0.90653672, (2.73)
20 =~ 0.90653666 (2.74)
and
(") ~ 2.3365819, (2.75)
fa0 =~ 2.3365834 . (2.76)

The agreement of f,o with ( ¢" ) is much better than that of the perturbative expansion. We do
not believe that this is accidental, and we consider this result as evidence that the formula for
correlation functions based on quantum A, algebras contains information beyond perturbation
theory.

Let us explore larger values of A\. The data for the perturbative expansion of the two-point
function when A = 0.2 is also presented in table [I and we see that the perturbation theory
completely breaks down. For A = 0.2, the evaluation of fyy with NV = 100 and the exact value
of {¢?) are

(?) = 0.7240590202, (2.77)
Fao = 0.7240590258 . (2.78)

13



(Y| A=004 A=0.2 A=15 =3

exact | 0.9065367244 | 0.7240590202 | 0.4066915207 | 0.3130156270
N A = 0.04 A=0.2 A=15 A=3

10 | 0.9059745348 | 0.7024793388 | 0.2685512367 | 0.1574468085
25 | 0.9065366639 | 0.7237546945 | 0.3751623774 | 0.2543859219
50 | 0.9065367244 | 0.7240552164 | 0.4002397294 | 0.2032452874
100 | 0.9065367244 | 0.7240590258 | 0.4072861268 | 0.3167705730

Table 2: The evaluation of fy by truncating I + hmgs — AhU to an N by N matrix and

comparison with the two-point function (¢?).

(") A=004 A=0.2 A=15 =3

exact | 2.336581891 | 1.379704899 | 0.3955389362 | 0.2289947910
N | A=004 A=0.2 A=15 =3

10 | 2.350636631 | 1.487603306 | 0.4876325088 | 0.2803510638
25 | 2.336583402 | 1.381226527 | 0.4165584151 | 0.2485380260
50 | 2.336581801 | 1.379723918 | 0.3998401804 | 0.2355849042
100 | 2.336581891 | 1.379704871 | 0.3951425821 | 0.2277431407

Table 3: The evaluation of f,y by truncating I + hms — hh U to an N by N matrix and
comparison with the four-point function (p?).

Even in the regime where the perturbative expansion breaks down, we see that the formula for
correlation functions based on quantum A., algebras still works! By keeping the precision of
about 1%, we can increase the coupling constant up to A ~ 3. Further data are presented in
table 2 and table 3l

2.2 The Lorentzian case

Let us next consider the Lorentzian case. As in the Euclidean case, we set ¢ = 0 and consider

©* theory. The formula for correlation functions in the Lorentzian case is

(™) = Fuo, (2.79)
where ]
= {Thmyano (2.80)

The definitions of h m and h U are the same as those in the preceding subsection. The formula
reproduces perturbation theory, although we do not present it here. Again, it is possible that
the inverse of the operator I + hmgs + th h U exists nonperturbatively for finite values of .

14



When m =1 and h = 1, the matrix form of I + hmgs +iAh U is

100 000
01 0 X 00
i 001 0 X O

I+hms+ihhU=| 0 2 0 1 0 A (2.81)
00 3 0 10
00 0 4 0 1

Let us evaluate the inverse of I + hmg + thh U by truncating it to an N by N matrix. For
N = 25, foo and f49 as functions of A are given by

—i — 140\ 4 66601\ + 129360 — 957075iA* — 1853460\°

1 — 143i\ — 70652 + 147420i A% + 1267350\* — 3615885i\> — 15142056
—3 + 405i\ + 1806072 — 310275i\% — 1762425\ + 1514205i\°
1 — 143i\ — 70652 + 147420i\% + 1267350\* — 3615885i\> — 15142056

Ja0 = (2.82)

Jao = (2.83)

As in the Euclidean case, let us substitute A = 0.04 in (2.82) and (2.83), and compare them
with the corresponding exact values of the correlation functions. We find

<<p2 ) >~ 0.1065670 — 0.9693848931 , (2.84)
f20 =~ 0.1065659 — 0.969384873: (2.85)
and
<<p4> ~ —2.6641739 — 0.76537771 , (2.86)
fa0 >~ —2.6641477 — 0.7653782¢ . (2.87)

As in the Euclidean case, we find impressive agreement. We consider that the formula for
correlation functions based on quantum A, algebras contains information beyond perturbation

theory in the Lorentzian case as well.
As a larger value of A, let us take A = 0.5. For N = 100, we find

(?) =~ 0.28013 — 0.57615i , (2.88)
Fa0 = 0.27998 — 0.57609i (2.89)
and
(') > —0.56026 — 0.847704, (2.90)
Fi0 =~ —0.55996 — 0.84783 . (2.91)
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(%) X =0.04 A=05

exact | 0.106567 — 0.969385i | 0.280132 — 0.576152i
N A =0.04 A=05
10 | 0.105205 — 0.969450i | 0.444071 — 0.548360i
25 | 0.106566 — 0.969385: | 0.274637 — 0.597967:
50 | 0.106567 — 0.969385: | 0.277626 — 0.574320i
100 | 0.106567 — 0.969385¢ | 0.279980 — 0.576085i

Table 4: The evaluation of fyy by truncating I + hmg + A h U to an N by N matrix and
comparison with the two-point function (¢?).

) A =0.04 A=05

exact | —2.66417 — 0.76538i | —0.560264 — 0.8476964
N A =0.04 A=05
10 | —2.63013 — 0.763747 | —0.888141 — 0.903280:
25 | —2.66415 — 0.76538i | —0.549273 — 0.804066i
50 | —2.66417 — 0.76538i | —0.555251 — 0.8513604
100 | —2.66417 — 0.76538i | —0.559961 — 0.8478304

Table 5: The evaluation of f;y by truncating I + hms + thh U to an N by N matrix and
comparison with the four-point function (p?).

This is the regime where the perturbative expansion breaks down, but we again see that the
formula for correlation functions based on quantum A, algebras is working. Further data are
presented in table [ and table

The convergence of the path integral in the Lorentzian case is more subtle than that in the
Euclidean case. On the other hand, the calculations in the formula for correlation functions
based on quantum A, algebras in the Lorentzian case do not seem to be so different from those
in the Euclidean case. We hope that our approach will provide a new perspective on the sign

problem.

3 New formula for correlation functions

We have presented evidence that our formula for correlation functions based on quantum A,
algebras contains nonperturbative information. Our formula, however, requires us to choose a
free part of the action. This is not satisfactory for a nonperturbative definition of correlation
functions. This also raises the question of whether our formula is background independent.
Namely, the question is whether our formula gives the same answer when there are multiple
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Figure 2: The shape of the potential for (B1).

solutions to the equations of motion and we choose different free parts. In this section we give
an answer to this question. We first consider perturbation theory around a nontrivial solution
in subsection B.Il We then transform the formula to a new form which does not involve the
division of the free part and the interaction part in subsection 3.2l The new form of the formula
requires a choice of a solution to the equations of motion which does not have to be real. We
state our claim in subsection [3.3] that the formula gives correlation functions on the Lefschetz

thimble associated with the solution we chose.

3.1 Perturbation theory around nontrivial solutions

Let us consider perturbation theory around a nontrivial solution. In this section, we consider

the Lorentzian case, but it is straightforward to modify the discussion to the Euclidean case.
Consider an action given by

1 5 5 (a+b)ym? 5 m* ,

—-m + - 7 S — ,

2" ¥ 3ab © dab’

where the constants m, a and b are real and positive with b < a. The shape of the potential is

S=— (3.1)

presented in figure The equation of motion is given by
2
m
— —b —a)=0 3.2
G ¢ -b(p—a)=0, (3.2)
and the solutions are
¢=0,b,a. (3.3)
We know the formula for perturbation theory around the solution ¢ = 0. It corresponds to the
case where
b) m? 2 1
Qc=m2d, ma(c®c)= — %d, ms(c®c®c) = %d, hd=—sc, (34)

5The potential V is related to the action S as V = — S in the Lorentzian case and as V = S in the Euclidean
case.
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and the correlation functions are given by

1
1.
I+hm+ihhU

(%) = m, (3.5)

Let us consider perturbation theory around the nontrivial solution ¢ = a. In quantum field
theory, we know what to do. We expand ¢ as

p=a+e, (3.6)

and the action in terms of ¢ is

a’>(2b—a)m®* (a—=b)m® _, (2a-b)m* 5, m? _,

T 3ab ¥ dab” (3.7
We then calculate (@™ ), and (™) is given by
<¢>—<(a+<ﬁ)>—2ma (™). (3.8)

m=0

Let us describe this procedure in terms of A, algebras. We first need to represent the
equations of motion in the language of A, algebras. The equations of motion are usually

M—— .
T @ O, (39)

where

1 = ®n __
E_ZQ —1+P+PRP+PRDPRD... (3.10)

n=0

An element of this form is often called a group-like element. Note that this satisfies

11 o 1
1-d 1—-d° 1—-9’

A (3.11)

where the coproduct is denoted by A. This can also be written in a form which is more
convenient for us. We introduce the coderivation ® associated with ® in H;. We then have

1 L4
L S 12
T © (3.12)

In terms of ®, the equations of motion are written as

mMe®?1=0. (3.13)
In the case of scalar field theories in zero dimensions, we have

Pl1=>=09pc. (3.14)
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For the action (B.1]), we find

mQ®1=0Qd=m?¢d,

1 1
—rmy @1l =—my (PRI +I® )P =gp°d,
12 21 (3.15)
5mm?,<1>31:gmg(<I>®I[<>z>1[+11<2<><I><z<>1[+11<z<>11<z<><I>)(<I><g>1[+11<z<><1>)<1>

=\pd.

Therefore, the equation of motion is reproduced as follows:
mMePl=(mPp+gp’ +1p*)d=0. (3.16)

Suppose that we have a nontrivial solution ®, to the equations of motion. We denote the
coderivation associated with ®, by ®,:

mMe®*1=0. (3.17)
In the case of the theory (B.]) with the solution ¢ = a, we have
b, =ac. (3.18)

We expand @ as
P=9,+ P, (3.19)

and let us consider the coderivation M which describes the action in terms of ®. We take a
generic quartic theory as an example for illustration. The operator ms is the same as msg:

7%3 =ms. (320)
We therefore have
7T1/mV3 =T1Mmsg3. (321)
The operator msy is given by
me=ms+m3 (P, RIRIN+TRP, [+IxI® D, ). (3.22)
We therefore have
7T1/mv2:7T1m2—|—7T1m3(I’* (323)

The operator @ is given by

RQ=Q+my (2. I+I®d,)+m3(®, 0P, [+, RI20, +100, @,). (3.24)
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Since

(0,20, [+, [0, +12 P, ® D, )
(3.25)

(0, RIRI+1P,I+IIx,) (P, [+1xd,),

N —

we have

~ 1
7T1Q:7T1Q+7T1m2‘1)*—|—§77'1m3‘1)3. (326)

Let us confirm this for the theory (B1I) with the solution ¢ = a. The action ([B.71) is described
by

- —b)ym? ~ 2a — b) m? _ ?
Qc:%d, mﬂc@c)z%d, m3(c®c®c):%d. (3.27)
The operator ms is the same as mg. For ms, we have

ma(c®c)+mz(acRII+I®ac]I+II®ac)(c®c)

_(a +al;) m2d+37§2d: (2a —a:)m2d’ (3.28)
which reproduces s (¢ ® ¢ ). For Q, we have
Qc+my(ac®lI+1I®ac)c
+%mg(ac®ﬂ®ﬂ+ﬂ®ac®ﬂ+ﬂ®ﬂ®ac)(ac®H+I[®ac)c (3.29)
:m2d—2(a+bb>m2d+3abm2d: (a—é))de7

which reproduces @ c.
As can be seen from this discussion for the quartic theory, we in general have

M =m Me®, (3.30)
and the coderivation M is given by
M =c 2 Me® | (3.31)
In general, we decompose m; M as
7T1M:©7T1+Zﬁ’lnﬂn, (3.32)
n=2

and we define the coderivation Q associated with @ and the coderivation m,, associated with
m,, for each n. Note that 7 M my vanishes,

mMm =0, (3.33)
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as ®, satisfies (3.I7). We thus have

M=Q+m (3.34)
with .
m = m, . (3.35)
n=2
We then construct h satisfying
Qh+h@=1, h*=0, (3.36)
and h satisfying
Qh+hQ=1-P, hP=0, Ph=0, h>=0 (3.37)
with
P=nm. (3.38)

The formula for the correlation functions ( Pon ) for the perturbation theory around the solution

®, is given by
1

"I+hm+iihU
The formula for the correlation functions ( ®*" ) for the perturbation theory around the solution

(%) =m

1. (3.39)

®, can be written using ®, as

1
(%) =7, P ———— 1 (3.40)
I+hm+:hhU
We write this as
1
(®%") =7, - — - e® 1, (3.41)
I+ (e®he® ) (e®me® )+ ih(e® he ® ) (e Ue®)
and define Q., m, and h, by
Q.= Qe ¥, m, =ePme h,=e® he ® | (3.42)
For the operator U, it follows from
[®,.,U]=0 (3.43)
that
e®*Ue ® =U. (3.44)

Here and in what follows, [ A, B] is the graded commutator of A and B with respect to degree.
The formula for (") is then

1
") = . P1 4
(&%) =m I+h.m,+ihh,U (3.45)
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with

P=e%ng. (3.46)
Since
M=Q+m=c % Me®, (3.47)
we find
Q. +m, =M. (3.48)

Namely, the sum of Q, and m, is the same as the sum of Q and m, but Q, is different from
Q:
Q. #Q. (3.49)

Given the action described by M, we are making different choices for the free part. If we take
Q to be the free part, the correlation functions are given by

1
ey =1, 1. 3.50
) = T hm + hh U (3:50)
If we take Q. to be the free part, the correlation functions are given by
1
(P%™) =7, P1 (3.51)

I+h.m,+ihh,U ’

An important lesson we have learned is that in general P is different from my. Note that
P:=P (3.52)

because
6‘I>* o 6‘I>*7T0 = 6‘I>* 7o, (353)

where we used my ®, = 0. In fact, it is sometimes convenient to think of P as
P=c®me ®, (3.54)

although the factor of e~®* reduces the identity operator because of the action by m,. For
example, it follows from

Qh+hQ=1-P, hP =0, Ph=0, h*=0 (3.55)
with P = 7y that
Q.h.+h.Q,=1-P, h,P=0, Ph,=0, hZ=0 (3.56)

with P = e®* 7y e~ ®~.
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We also define the operator P for a general element of H; which is not necessarily a solution
to the equation of motion. Then the equations of motion can be written in terms of P as

MP =0 (3.57)

with
P=c®n, (3.58)

where @® is the coderivation associated with ®.
Practically, the formula of the form (3.40) is convenient. Conceptually, however, the formula
of the form (340) is important, which will lead us to a formula which does not involve the

division of the action into the free part and the interaction part in the next subsection.

3.2 Transforming the formula

Let us recapitulate the result of the preceding subsection in terms of slightly modified notation.
We consider the Lorentzian case, but it is straightforward to modify the discussion to the
Euclidean case. We denote the coderivation which describes the action by M. We then choose
its free part and a solution to the free equations of motion. Since it is no longer important
whether or not the solution is trivial, we denote the free part of M by Q without distinguishing
between Q and Q.. We denote the coderivation which describes the interactions by m, and M
is the sum of Q and m:

M=Q+m. (3.59)

We will later consider the case where the solution solves the free equation of motion but does
not solve the full equations of motion, so we denote the solution to the free part of the equations
of motion by " instead of ®, in the preceding subsection. In terms of the coderivation o

associated with <I>>(,<0), we have

QP =0 (3.60)
with
0
PO — 2 (3.61)
We then use h which satisfies
Qh+hQ=1-PO POh =0, hPO =0, h?=0 (3.62)

to describe the correlation functions as follows:

1
"I rhm+ihhU

(O = PO 1. (3.63)
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Let us transform the formula into a form that does not involve the division of the free part
and the interaction part. Since

I+hm+ith:(I+hm)(I+th+hth), (3.64)
we obtain 1 ] 1
, = , , (3.65)
I+hm+:hhU I+:thHUI+RAm
where 1
H= )
I+hm (3.66)
The formula for correlation functions is then
1
"y =g, ————P1 )
(%) =m0 I HT (3.67)
with |
_ 3"
_I+hme T (3.68)
When the solution ® satisfies the full equations of motion, we have
5©
(Q+m)e®™ 1=0. (3.69)
It then follows from (B.60) that
0
me*1=0. (3.70)

In this case, P in (3.68) therefore reduces to P(® in (B.6I). What is the interpretation of P
in (B.68) when the solution ®'”) does not solve the full equations of motion? First, we can show
that

AP1=P1®'P1 (3.71)

so that P can be written in the form
P=e®m, (3.72)
where ®, is the coderivation associated with ®, in H;. Second, we can show that
MP=0. (3.73)

To prove this, let us first consider Q P. Since Q P(Y = 0, we have

_ 1 (0) _ 1 (0)
QP=Q; 5 —P?=[Q. PO (3.74)
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The commutator in this expression can be calculated as follows:

[Q’I—i-lhm]: _I+1hm[Q’I+hm]I+hm
B _I%—ﬁ[Q’h]mI—l—lhm_l_I—l—lhmh[Q’m]m (8:75)
- _I—l—lhm(I_P(O))mI—i-lhm_I—i-lhmhmzl—i-lhm'
The coderivation m is annihilated by 7y in P©:
POm=0. (3.76)
We thus have
[Q’I+1hm]: _I—I—lhmmI—l—lhm_Ijtlhmhm2I—l—ﬁ (3.77)
B _I+1ftm(1+hm)m1+1fLm: _mI+1hm'
We use this to write QP as
QP:—nﬁ:%EP@:—mP, (3.78)

and we conclude that M P = 0. This implies that ®, in H; solves the full equations of motion.

Let us next consider the operator H in (B.66). We can show that H satisfies the following
relations:

MH+HM=1-P, PH=0, HP =0, H?2=0. (3.79)

The relations PH = 0, HP = 0, and H? = 0 immediately follow from P h =0, hP©® =0,
and h? = 0, respectively. For the relation MH + HM = I — P, we first consider QH + HQ

and we write it as follows:

1 1

QH+HQ=[Q, m]h+1+hm[Q’h]
1

-m-—— h+-—— (I-PO),
mI+hm +I—|—hm( )

(3.80)

We therefore have

MH-+HM = hm +

I+hm I+hm
1

:I+hm<1+hm)_

(I-P©)
1
I+hm

(3.81)
PO=-1-P.
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3.3 New form of the formula and its interpretation

Let us summarize the new form of the formula we obtained. We denote the coderivation that
describes the action by M. We then choose a solution ®, to the equations of motion and we
denote the associated coderivation by ®,:

MP =0 (3.82)

with
P=c® 7. (3.83)

The formula for correlation functions is given by

1
") =1, ————P1, 3.84
() =™ I H (3:84)
where H satisfies
MH+HM=1-P, HP =0, PH=0, H?=0. (3.85)

This formula does not involve the division of the free part and the interaction part.
The operator H satisfying the conditions (B.85) can be constructed in the following way.
We define M by

M=¢e % Me® . (3.86)
We then decompose 7 M as
W1M:@W1+Zmnﬂn, (3.87)
n=2

and we define the coderivation Q associated with @ and the coderivation m,, associated with

m, for each n. Note that m; K/I/WO vanishes,

mMm =0, (3.88)
as @, is a solution to the equations of motion. We then have

M=Q+m (3.89)
with

= imn . (3.90)
n=2

We construct £ satisfying
Qh+hQ =1, h?=0, (3.91)



and h satisfying

Qh+hQ=I-m, hm=0, mh=0, h>=0. (3.92)
The operator H is then given by
1 ~
H=¢> ———he® (3.93)
I+hm
The formula for correlation functions is
1 1

(") =) ————P1=m,e® 1. (3.94)

I+ihHU ™~ I+hm+ihhU
While the construction of H is perturbative, this does not imply that the resulting correlation
functions are perturbative, as we demonstrated in section

We now have the formula for a given solution to the equations of motion. What does the
formula describe? First, it reproduces perturbation theory around the solution ®,. Second,
the solution ®, does not have to be real. Third, when the inverse of I + ¢AH U exists nonper-
turbatively, the Schwinger-Dyson equations are satisfied. We claim that the formula describes
correlation functions on the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution [20].

To explain Lefschetz thimbles in the case of scalar field theories in zero dimensions, let
us replace the real variable ¢ of the action S by a complex variable z. Consider a flow z(t)
parametrized by t in the complex z plane which satisfies the downward flow equation:

dz .98 dz 98
E—Zg, E__ZE (395)
Along the flow, the imaginary part of S increases as t increases:
dimS _ 1 (dS dS\ _1(05d= 05dz\ _ §2>0 (3.96)
dt 2\ dt dt ) 2i\0zdt 09z dt) |0z ' '

A Lefschetz thimble associated with a solution z, is defined by a submanifold of the z plane
consisting of points that can be reached at any t by a flow that starts from z, at t = —oo. The
path integral on a Lefschetz thimble is thus well defined.

Let us denote the Lefschetz thimble associated with z; by J;, where ¢ labels solutions. In
general, the path integral over the real variable ¢ should be understood as being defined by the
path integral on C given by

C=> nJd, (3.97)

where n;’s are integers and there is a procedure to determine n;.

In section 2l we considered the action
1

1
S = —§m2<p2—1)\<p4 (3.98)
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Y

Figure 3: The integration contour on the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ =0
to the equation of motion of p* theory.

in the Lorentzian case. The solutions to the equation of motion are
m
VA

which are depicted as red dots in figure Bl In this case, it is known that only the Lefschetz

0=0,+ (3.99)

thimble associated with the trivial solution ¢ = 0 contributes, and that is why correlation
functions were reproduced in subsection 2.2 We will present evidence that supports our claim

for more nontrivial cases in the next section.

4 Evidence for the claim

4.1 Airy function

Consider the action given by

1
S:—agp—gap?’. (4.1)

The partition function is given by

Z:/ dcpe%s. (4.2)

[e.e]

When we set i = 1, this is expressed in terms of the Airy function of the first kind Ai(a) as

follows:
Z =2mAi(a). (4.3)
The correlation functions are defined by
1 [ i
(wr=7 [ degnels, (1.4)
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Figure 4: The potential in the case where a > 0.

They can be calculated from the partition function as follows:

1d"Z
(o) = (b} = (15)
The equation of motion is given by
O’ +a=0. (4.6)

4.1.1 The case where a >0

The potential when a > 0 is shown in figure @l There are no real solutions to the equation of
motion, and the complex solutions are

¢ = +iva. (4.7)

It is known that only the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ = —i4/a contributes
in this case. Namely, this is an example where the theory consists of a single Lefschetz thim-
ble associated with a nontrivial solution. The integration contour on the Lefschetz thimble
associated with the solution ¢ = —74/a is shown in figure

Let us calculate correlation functions following the general procedure. We expand ¢ as

o= —iva+p. (4.8)

The action in terms of ¢ is
24 - 1
Szga?’p—l—i\/agoz—ggog. (4.9)

The solution @, is

o, = —ivac, (4.10)
and the associated coderivation ®, is

®,.1= —ivac. (4.11)
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| T

Figure 5: The integration contour on the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ =

—iv/a.
The operators @ and my are given by
Qc= —2ivad, mu(c®c)=d. (4.12)

The contracting homotopy his

hd= 4.13
N (4.13)
The formula for correlation functions is
(®%") = m, e® 1, (4.14)
where )
f= — — (4.15)
I+hmy+ihhU
The matrix forms of the operators ;ng and h U are
00 0O0O0TO O 00 0O0O0O0
001000 00 0O0O0TO O
000100 1 00 000
~ ) ~ 7
hmy = 00 0O0T1FPO0 ., hU= 020000
2Val 000001 2Va [ 003000
00 0O0O0TO O 000400
(4.16)
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The n-point functions with n < 3 are given by

(@)= —iva+ fu, (4.17)
(%)= —a—2ivafio+ fu, (4.18)
(¢*) =iav/a — 3a fio — 3iv/a fao + Fro. (4.19)

We calculate the right-hand side of each equation using (4.15]) and compare it with the left-hand
side calculated from (4.3).
Let us begin with the one-point function. For a = 1, we calculate f;p with N = 50. We find

(@)~ —1.176321967141

~ 4.20
—iva+ fio ~ —1.17632196731: . (4.20)
For a = 2, we again calculate J?w with N = 50 and find
(p) ~—1.5201633881848285 1,
(4.21)

—iva+ fio ~ —1.5201633881848252 .

The coupling is weaker when a is larger, and we have found that the agreement is better for
a = 2. Let us consider the case where the coupling is stronger. For a = 0.1, we calculate fi

with V. = 50 and find
(p)>~—0.78111,

- (4.22)
—iva+ fig~ —0.78221 .
The agreement is not so good, but it improves in the calculation with N = 100:
~ —(.781069 1,
S (4.23)

—iva+ fio ~ —0.7810057 .

The two-point function can be analytically obtained from the Schwinger-Dyson equation.
We find

()= —a. (4.24)
We calculate 1?10 and f;o with NV = 50 and find
—2iv/a fio+ fa0 =0 (4.25)

for any a, which is consistent with (A.IS]).
The three-point function is related to the one-point function via the Schwinger-Dyson equa-
tion. For a = 1, we calculate fig, fo0, and f3o with N = 50 and find
(¢®) ~0.17632196714 i,

~ T 4.26
ian/a — 3a fro — 3iv/a fao + fzo ~ 0.17632196731 % . (4.26)
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Figure 6: The potential in the case where a < 0.

We conclude that the formula based on quantum A, algebras reproduces the correlation
functions in the path integral formalism with high precision in all cases. We consider this
as nontrivial evidence for our claim when the theory consists of a single Lefschetz thimble

associated with a nontrivial solution.

4.1.2 The case where a <0

The potential when a > 0 is shown in figure [0l The solutions to the equation of motion are
p==+v—-a. (4.27)

It is known that both of the two Lefeschetz thimbles associated with the solutions ¢ = —/—a
and ¢ = y/—a contribute in this case. See figure[Tlfor the integration contours on these Lefschetz
thimbles.

We denote the partition function associated with the solution ¢ = — \/—a by Z_ and the
partition function associated with the solution ¢ = /—a by Z,. We find that

Z_=n(Ai(a)+iBi(a)), Z,=n(Ai(a)—iBi(a)), (4.28)

where Bi (a) is the Airy function of the second kind. We denote the n-point function of the
theory Z_ by (¢™)_ and the n-point function of the theory Z, by (¢"),. The partition
function Z of the full theory is

Z=7_+Z,=2mAi(a), (4.29)

and the n-point function of the full theory (") is given by

Z Z,

<¢n>:ﬁ<¢n>—+m<¢n>+- (4.30)
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Figure 7:  The left figure shows the integration contour on the Lefschetz thimble associated
with the solution ¢ = — y/—a. The right figure shows the integration contour on the Lefschetz
thimble associated with the solution ¢ = /—a.

Let us calculate the correlation functions from the formula based on quantum A, algebras.
We expand ¢ as

p="+vV—a+3. (4.31)

The action in terms of ¢ is

2 ~ 1.
S = :f:§(—a)3/2:[:\/—ag02—§g03. (4.32)

The solution ®, is
o, = ++v—ac, (4.33)

and the associated coderivation ®, is
®,1=++—ac. (4.34)

The operators @ and my are given by
Qc= +2v—ad, fnp(cec)=d, (4.35)

and the contracting homotopy h is

1

hd= +
2v/—a

c. (4.36)

The formula for correlation functions is

("), =m,e® f1, (4.37)
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where
1

f=—— S 4.38
I+hmy+ihhU (4.58)
The matrix forms of the operators ?L?ﬁg and h U are
000000 0 0000O00O0
001000 000000
) 000100 ) 100000
hr, = + 000010 ’ﬁU:j: 020000
2V=a 1 0000 0 1 2v=a 003000
000000 0 000400
(4.39)
The n-point functions with n < 3 are given by
()= £V=a+ fu, (4.40)
(¢*)e = —a+2v—=a fio+ fa0, (4.41)
(¢®)e = Fav—a—3a fio£3vV—a fao + fa0. (4.42)
Let us calculate the one-point function and the three-point function for each Lefschetz
thimble. For the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ = — y/a, we find for a = 1
with N = 50 that
(p)_ ~—1.06944263 + 0.18869689 7 ,
- . (4.43)
—V—a+ fip >~ —1.06944243 + 0.18869651 7
and
(©*)_ ~ —1.06944263 — 0.81130311 7,
(4.44)

av/—a — 3a fio — 3vV/—a fao + Fa0 =~ —1.06944243 — 0.81130349 i .
For the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ = /a, we find for a = 1 with N = 50
that
(¢ )+ =~ 1.06944263 + 0.18869689 7 ,

~ 4.45
V—a+ fro ~ 1.06944243 + 0.18869651 ¢ ( )

and
<g03 )+ ~ 1.06944263 — 0.81130311 7,

~ - ~ 4.46
—av—a — 3a fio0+ 3V —a foo + f30 >~ 1.06944243 — 0.81130349 7 . ( )

The correlation functions in the path integral formalism are again reproduced from the
formula based on quantum A., algebras with high precision in all cases. This is an example
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Figure 8: The double-well potential.

where there are multiple real solutions to the equation of motion, and we found that the formula
gives different results for different solutions. The results are consistent with our claim that the
formula gives the correlation functions on the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution
we chose.

Since the correlation functions on each Lefschetz thimble are reproduced, the correlation

functions of the full theory given by

a Z,

<¢">:m<<ﬂ">—+m<<ﬂ">+ (4.47)

are reproduced if we know the ratio of the partition functions Z_ and Z,. We will describe
the method of expressing ratios of partition functions in terms of quantum A, algebras in a
forthcoming paper [21].

4.2 The double-well potential

In subsection 2.2, we considered p? theory with the action given by

Loy o 1.4
= — = — =" 4.4
S 5 A (4.48)
Let us consider the theory with the double-well potential. See figure 8 The action is given by
1 1
S=-mPe?— At 4.49
5T A (4.49)

We set m? = 1. The equation of motion is given by

0 —Ap®=0, (4.50)

and the solutions are )
=0,+—. 4.51
@ 7 (4.51)



S

Figure 9: The integration contours on the Lefschetz thimbles associated with the three solutions.

It is known that all of the three Lefschetz thimbles associated with the three solutions contribute
in this case. See figure [g for the integration contours on these Lefschetz thimbles.

We denote the partition function associated with the solution ¢ = —1/ VA by Z_, the par-
tition function associated with the solution ¢ = 0 by Zj, and the partition function associated
with the solution ¢ = 1/v/A by Z,. The partition function Z of the full theory is

Z=7Z_+Zy+ 72y, (4.52)

and the n-point function of the full theory (™) is given by

A Zo

_ . Z.
I U IR
7_+ Zo+ Z4 7_+ Zo+ Zs

(") <¢n>o+m<¢n>+- (4.53)

Let us calculate the correlation functions from the formula based on quantum A, algebras
for each Lefschetz thimble. For the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ = 0, we
do not need to shift the original field ¢. The operator () and mg3 are given by

Qc= —d, mz(c®c®c)=Ad, (4.54)
and the contracting homotopy h is given by
hd= —c. (4.55)

Then the correlation functions are given by

(®9)g=ma f1, (4.56)
where ]
— . 4.
f I+hms+ihhU (4.57)
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The matrix forms of the operators hmgz and h U are

O OO = OO
OO N O OO
O W o oo o
RO O O O O
- OO OO OO oo
O OO oo o

00 0O0O0O
000100
00 0O0T1OQ0
hms;=—-X| 000001 ., hU= —
00 0O0O0O
00 0O0O0O
and the n-point function is given by
(") = Fno-
The one-point function (¢ ) vanishes because of the Z, symmetry:
(p)o=0.
We calculate fip with N = 100 to find
Ji0="0

(4.58)

(4.59)

(4.60)

(4.61)

for any A, which is consistent with {¢)o = 0. For the two-point function (®?)q, we choose

A =1 and calculate foq with N = 100 to find

(Vo =~ —0.2598 + 0.4376 7 ,
fa0 =~ —0.2608 + 0.4391 i .

(4.62)

Let us next consider the Lefschetz thimbles associated with the solutions ¢ = £1/v/X. We

expand ¢ as

1 ~
=*—+0p.
¥ N5 ¥

The action in terms of ¢ is given by

1 ~ ~
§=_— _ 2:F\/X903_

4\

The solution ®, is

1
P, =+ —c,
VA
and the associated coderivation ®, is
$,.1= + 1
* - —C
VA
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mg(c®@c®c)=Ad,

(4.63)

(4.64)

(4.65)

(4.66)

(4.67)



and the contracting homotopy h is given by

1
hd:§c

The formula for correlation functions is

<(I)®n>:|: :ﬂ-ne(}*flu

where
~ 1

f= - .

The matrix forms of the operators ?Lﬁg, Eﬁg and h U are

000000
001000
000100

Eﬁz_j:% 000010 ,ﬁmgzﬂ

2 000001 2
000000
000000
000000
100000
Fu—210200 00
21003000
000400

OO OO OO

The one-point function and the two-point function are given by

(p)s= :‘:LﬂLJ?lo,

OO OO oo

OO OO oo

OO O o= O

OO O =R OO

OO = OO O

(4.68)

(4.69)

(4.70)

(4.71)

(4.72)

(4.73)

(4.74)

VA
(¢ =3+ = Fu+ Fo.
A VA
For the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ = 1/v/A, we find for A = 1 with
N = 30 that
()4 ~1.204933 4+ 0.260127 ,
% + fio ~ 1.204981 + 0.26008 7 ,
and
()2 ~1.25976 + 0.43764 1 ,
2 -

\/Xf

> =

38

+ " fio+ f20 ~ 1.25981 + 0.43758 i .

(4.75)



For the Lefschetz thimble associated with the solution ¢ = —1/v/A, we find for A = 1 with
N = 30 that

(o) ~—1.204933 — 0.260127 ,

1 ~
— — + f10 >~ —1.204981 — 0.26008 7 ,

VA

(4.76)

and

(p*)_ >~ 1.25976 + 0.43764 1 ,
12 5 -
N ~ 1.25981 + 0.43758 .
VOGRS 5981 + 0.43758 i

We again found that the correlation functions in the path integral formalism are reproduced

(4.77)

from the formula based on quantum A, algebras with high precision in all cases, and the results
are consistent with our claim that the formula gives the correlation functions on the Lefschetz
thimble associated with the solution we chose. The n-point function of the full theory,

Z_ Zy

_ < n> + Z+
I+ g+ 7y vi- Z_+Zy+ 72,

_'_
"7+ Zo+ 2,

(™) (™) (")t (4.78)

is reproduced if we know the ratios of the partition functions Z_, Z,, and Z,.

5 Conclusions and discussion

In this paper, we presented a new form of the formula for correlation functions based on
quantum A, algebras which does not involve the division of the free part and the interaction
part. For the theory described by the coderivation M, the formula associated with a solution
®, described by the coderivation ®, is given by

1

() =m o mo b Y (5.1)
where H satisfies
MH+HM=1-P, HP =0, PH=0, H?2=0 (5.2)
with
P=c®mn. (5.3)

We claim that the formula describes correlation functions on the Lefschetz thimble associated
with the solution ®,, and we presented evidence that the formula contains nonperturbative

information on correlation functions in the case of scalar field theories in zero dimensions.
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As we mentioned at the end of subsection 3.3] the integration contour C of the path integral
should be understood as a linear combination of Lefschetz thimbles J;:

szniji, (5-4)

where ¢ labels solutions and n;’s are integers. While there is a procedure to determine n; in the
path integral formalism, we have not found a principle to choose appropriate Lefshcetz thimbles
in the language of A, algebras. Since this is related to unitarity, it is crucially important to
find the corresponding principle in the description in terms of homotopy algebras.

Furthermore, the correlation functions of the full theory is given by a linear combination of
correlation functions on Lefschetz thimbles, and contributions from different Lefschetz thimbles
are weighted by partition functions. We will describe a method to calculate ratios of partition
functions based on quantum A, algebras in a forthcoming paper [21], and the correlation
functions of the full theory are reproduced without using the path integral. However, we
have not understood the reason why we should use partition functions from the viewpoint of
homotopy algebras, and this would be another key question for further development.

Finally, we are hoping that the formula for correlation functions based on quantum A,
algebras in higher dimensions also contains nonperturbative information. We can implement the
renormalization group by decomposing the operator f into a product of operators for different
energy scales [26], and we hope that we can define correlation functions nonperturbatively using
this when there is an ultraviolet fixed point. Our ambitious goal is then to extend our discussion
to open superstring field theory and define string theory nonperturbatively.
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