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Abstract

We formulate scalar electrodynamics in the braided L∞-algebra formalism and study its per-
turbative expansion in the algebraic framework of Batalin-Vilkovisky quantization. We confirm
that UV/IR mixing is absent at one-loop order in this noncommutative field theory, and that
the non-anomalous Ward-Takahashi identities for the braided gauge symmetry are satisfied.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Braided field theories were introduced in [1, 2] as a novel alternative framework for organising the
symmetries and dynamics of noncommutative field theories. Their quantization was developed in [3–
5] where it was shown that the non-locality due to noncommutativity is manifested in correlation
functions in a very different manner than in the standard noncommutative field theories (reviewed
in e.g. [6–8]). Similarly to the earlier systematic approaches of Oeckl [9–11], as well as of Grosse
and Lechner [12,13], braided quantum field theory already exhibits non-local effects at the level of
free fields through a noncommutative deformation of Wick’s Theorem. A main new impetus is the
ability to incorporate theories with gauge symmetries, contrary to the original works which were
limited to scalar field theories.

At the level of interacting quantum fields, in all calculations performed thus far, up to two-loop
order and three-point multiplicity, the braided theories have been found to be free of the notorious
problem of UV/IR mixing [14] which obstructs renormalisability of the standard models (this
feature was anticipated earlier by [15–17], however through somewhat adhoc heuristic reasonings).
This has sparked the exciting prospect that these non-local models may be well-defined quantum
field theories, without the need of modifying their ultraviolet and infrared behaviours [18] as in the
perturbatively renormalisable Grosse-Wulkenhaar model [19–21].

By their very definition, braided quantum field theories can only be handled using the framework
of homotopy algebras: there is no ‘braided space’ of fields, hence no notions of functional differ-
entiation or path integration and the standard quantization methods do not apply. Even in the
commutative case, this algebraic perspective expresses Feynman diagram techniques in a manner
that is mathematically precise and conceptually clear, in contrast to the usual textbook approaches
(e.g. path integral techniques) whose mathematical foundations are not well-defined. This is not
to say that it completely avoids the analytic complications of infinite-dimensional spaces of fields
and the standard loop divergences of quantum field theory, but it computes correlation functions
and scattering amplitudes in a purely algebraic setting. In the braided noncommutative case, the
power of the formalism is even more striking: as a comparison of the results of the naive approach
of [22] with the systematic approach of [4] shows, braided quantum field theory does not follow the
traditional Feynman rules of perturbation theory.

At the classical level, braided field theories are defined by deforming the L∞-algebra which
organises the symmetries and dynamics of a given field theory to a novel homotopy algebraic struc-
ture called a ‘braided L∞-algebra’ in [1, 2]. As L∞-algebras are the natural algebraic structure
underlying the Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) formalism (see e.g. [23, 24] for reviews), the quantization
of braided field theories is captured by a braided version of BV theory and the homological pertur-
bation lemma, originally developed in [3]. The purpose of this paper is to explore a new example
of braided quantum field theory with gauge symmetry that originates in an L∞-algebra which is
more general than a differential graded Lie algebra. At the classical level, the examples of [1, 2]
demonstrate that these noncommutative field theories differ most profoundly from the standard
versions. Our aim here is to explore the extent to which differences occur at the quantum level.

In the following we treat in detail the model of braided scalar quantum electrodynamics (QED),
which is the simplest theory of this type, possessing braided U(1) gauge symmetry. From a physical
perspective, scalar QED models the type of interactions between weak hypercharge gauge bosons
and Higgs bosons in the Standard Model of particle physics; it also provides a simple venue for
spontaneous symmetry breaking and the Higgs mechanism in other contexts. From a technical
standpoint, its L∞-structure is more complicated than the spinor version of QED considered in [4]
which originates in a differential graded Lie algebra, as it contains a non-zero ternary bracket
organising the quartic interaction between scalars and photons. While we shall indeed find a rich
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classical theory whose gauge symmetry and dynamics drastically differ from both ordinary scalar
QED as well as its usual noncommutative deformation with star-gauge symmetry, braided BV
quantization produces the same qualitative results as the calculations of [4, 5]: we confirm that
UV/IR mixing is absent in correlation functions up to one-loop order and three-point multiplicity.

As a novel additional chapter in the story of braided quantum field theory, in this paper we
shall also derive algebraic Ward-Takahashi identities satisfied by the correlation functions of braided
scalar QED, which are a consequence of the braided gauge invariance of the theory. Our approach is
based on the underlying local Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) cohomology within the braided
BV formalism and the homological perturbation lemma. These identities are intimate relatives of
the algebraic braided Schwinger-Dyson equations derived in [5]. Our derivation is new, and since
it does not rely on the traditional path integral techniques, it is also of broader interest as further
development within the homotopy algebraic formulation of general quantum field theories.

Analogously to the standard situation in textbook quantum field theory (see e.g. [25]), gauge
invariance in braided scalar QED is manifested in three ways:

• At the classical level as a fundamental symmetry which is captured by the Maurer-Cartan theory
for the underlying braided L∞-algebra.

• In the weak conservation law for the electric current that follows from the Noether identity for
the braided U(1) gauge symmetry and the Maurer-Cartan equations.

• At the quantum level in the algebraic Ward-Takahashi identities which follow from homological
perturbation theory and impose braided U(1) gauge transformations on correlation functions.

In this paper we develop all three complementary perspectives in detail, thus demystifying some of
the unusual features that braided gauge symmetries are known to present [1,2] compared to ordinary
gauge symmetries in field theory and star-gauge symmetries in noncommutative field theory.

Outline. The organisation and main results of the remainder of this paper are as follows.

In §2 we formulate classical scalar electrodynamics in the L∞-algebra formalism. By deforming
the underlying homotopy algebra to a braided L∞-algebra, we define our classical model of braided
scalar electrodynamics using Maurer-Cartan theory. We also derive the classical BV extension of
the braided Maurer-Cartan functional.

In §3 develop the quantization of braided scalar electrodynamics using extended braided BV
theory and the homological perturbation lemma. We derive the interaction vertices and introduce
a diagrammatic notation for them as well as for the propagators of the theory. We then explain
in detail how to compute correlation functions of polynomial observables in braided homological
perturbation theory.

In §4 we present explicit calculations of correlation functions using braided homological pertur-
bation theory up to one-loop order. We demonstrate that all one-point functions vanish, as well
as that the photon and scalar propagators receive contributions from only planar diagrams. We
also compute the scalar-scalar-photon vertex function, showing that it differs from its commutative
counterpart only in a noncommutative phase factor depending on the external momenta. Alto-
gether these results show that the correlators of braided scalar QED are free from UV/IR mixing
at one-loop.

Finally, in §5 we derive our new algebraic Ward-Takahashi identities, which impose braided
gauge transformations on correlation functions, and compare our approach with other treatments
in the literature based on homotopy algebras. We start by exhibiting the braided BRST symmetry
of our theory, and use it to derive the conservation law for correlators of the extended Noether
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current for the braided U(1) symmetry in the BV formalism. We then use the braided homological
perturbation lemma to derive anomalous Ward-Takahashi identities, giving an intrinsic interpreta-
tion of the anomaly in terms of the action of the BV Laplacian on the scalar field BRST functional,
which vanishes in braided scalar QED. As explicit examples we derive the all loop order relation
between the improper three-vertex function and the scalar propagator, as well as transversality of
the exact photon vacuum polarisation tensor, checking them explicitly using our one-loop results.
We also derive an explicit identity for general correlation functions involving arbitary numbers of
external scalars and photons.

Notation and Conventions. In this paper we work on four-dimensional Minkowski space R1,3,
on which ordinary scalar QED is perturbatively renormalisable. We use standard coordinates
x = (xµ) = (x0, x1, x2, x3) on R1,3, where x0 represents time, and the shorthand notation ∂µ for
the partial derivative ∂

∂xµ . The standard Minkowski metric of signature (+ − −−) is denoted ηµν ,
and the inner product of two vectors v = (vµ) and w = (wµ) in R1,3 is v · w = ηµν vµ wν = vµ wµ;
unless otherwise explicitly stated, implicit summation over repeated indices is always understood
throughout this paper. We write v2 := v · v. The standard volume form on R1,3 is

d4x = dx0 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3 , (1.1)

and � = ηµν ∂µ ∂ν = ∂µ ∂µ is the wave operator. We denote by ∗H the Hodge duality operator
induced by the Minkowski metric ηµν .

We abbreviate momentum space integrals as
∫

k,p,...
:=
∫

(R1,3)∗

d4k

(2π)4

∫

(R1,3)∗

d4p

(2π)4
· · · . (1.2)

Throughout we use the formal representation
∫

R

1,3
d4x e± i k·x = (2π)4 δ(k) (1.3)

of the Dirac distribution.

All vector spaces are defined over the ground field R of real numbers. For any vector space V

and any integer p ∈ Z, elements of V [p] are of degree −p.

Acknowledgments. This article is based upon work from COST Actions CaLISTA CA21109
and THEORY-CHALLENGES CA22113 supported by COST (European Cooperation in Science
and Technology). The work of M.D.C., B.N. and V.R. is supported by Project 451-03-66/2024-
03/200162 of the Serbian Ministry of Science, Technological Development and Innovation. The
work of G.T. is supported by the Doctoral Training Partnership Award ST/T506114/1 from the
UK Science and Technology Facilities Council.

2 Classical Braided Scalar Electrodynamics

In this section we construct our novel model of braided scalar electrodynamics, starting from
the well-known correspondence between perturbative classical field theories and L∞-algebras; see
e.g. [23,26] for classic expository accounts. The L∞-algebra formulation of ordinary scalar quantum
electrodynamics with a Higgs potential appears in [27,28], where spontaneous symmetry breaking
and the Higgs mechanism are described using homotopy transfer. The L∞-algebra description of
the non-abelian version, i.e. scalar quantum chromodynamics, is considered by [29] in the context
of tree-level scattering amplitudes and the perturbiner expansion in the corresponding minimal
model.
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2.1 Scalar Electrodynamics in the L∞-Algebra Formalism

We construct the cyclic L∞-algebra L = (L, ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, 〈−, −〉) of classical scalar electrodynamics
whose Maurer-Cartan functional is the standard action functional given by

S :=
∫

R

1,3
d4x Dµφ̄ Dµφ − m2 φ̄ φ −

1
4

Fµν F µν . (2.1)

The matter field is a complex scalar φ of mass m which is minimally coupled to a U(1) gauge field
Aµ through the covariant derivatives

Dµφ = ∂µφ − i g Aµ φ , Dµφ̄ = ∂µφ̄ + i g φ̄ Aµ , (2.2)

where g is the electromagnetic coupling constant. The kinetic terms come with the field strength
tensor

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ . (2.3)

The action functional is invariant under infinitesimal gauge transformations with respect to a
real parameter c, which are defined as

δcφ = i c φ , δcφ̄ = −i φ̄ c , δcAµ = 1
g

∂µc . (2.4)

The covariant derivatives satisfy δc(Dµφ) = i c Dµφ and similarly for their complex conjugates.

The graded vector space L = L0 ⊕L1 ⊕L2 ⊕L3 underlying the L∞-algebra L has homogeneous
components

L0 = L3 = Ω0(R1,3) , L1 = L2 = Ω0(R1,3) ⊕ Ω0(R1,3) ⊕ Ω1(R1,3) , (2.5)

which respectively organise the gauge symmetry, fields, equations of motion and Noether identities

c ∈ L0 , A =




φ

φ̄

A


 ∈ L1 , A+ =




φ̄+

φ+

A+


 ∈ L2 , c+ ∈ L3 . (2.6)

Here we used the isomorphism R

2 ≃ C to identify Ω0(R1,3) ⊕ Ω0(R1,3) ≃ Ω0(R1,3) ⊗
R

C as the
real vector spaces of complex scalar fields (φ, φ̄ ) and (φ̄+, φ+), regarded as zero-forms on R1,3. The
gauge field A is regarded as a one-form and its field strength F as a two-form on R1,3.

The complete list of non-zero L∞-brackets ℓn : ∧nL −→ L[2 − n] is given by

ℓ1(c) =




0
0

1
g

∂µc


 , ℓ1(A) =




−(� + m2) φ̄

−(� + m2) φ

�Aµ − ∂µ ∂ρAρ


 , ℓ1(A+) =

1
g

∂µA+µ , (2.7a)

ℓ2(c, A) =




i c φ

−i φ̄ c

0


 , ℓ2(c, A+) =




i c φ̄+

−i φ+ c

0


 , ℓ2(c, c+) = 0 , (2.7b)

ℓ2(A1, A2) = i g




φ̄1 ∂µA
µ
2 + φ̄2 ∂µA

µ
1 + 2 ∂µφ̄1 A

µ
2 + 2 ∂µφ̄2 A

µ
1

−∂µA
µ
1 φ2 − ∂µA

µ
2 φ1 − 2 A

µ
1 ∂µφ2 − 2 A

µ
2 ∂µφ1

φ1 ∂µφ̄2 + φ2 ∂µφ̄1 − ∂µφ1 φ̄2 − ∂µφ2 φ̄1


 , (2.7c)
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ℓ2(A, A+) = −i φ+ φ̄ + i φ̄+ φ , (2.7d)

ℓ3(A1, A2, A3)

= −g2




φ̄1 A2µ A
µ
3 + φ̄2 A1µ A

µ
3 + φ̄1 A3µ A

µ
2 + φ̄3 A1µ A

µ
2 + φ̄2 A3µ A

µ
1 + φ̄3 A2µ A

µ
1

A1µ A
µ
2 φ3 + A2µ A

µ
1 φ3 + A1µ A

µ
3 φ2 + A3µ A

µ
1 φ2 + A2µ A

µ
3 φ1 + A3µ A

µ
2 φ1

2
(
φ1 φ̄2 A

µ
3 + φ2 φ̄1 A

µ
3 + φ1 φ̄3 A

µ
2 + φ2 φ̄3 A

µ
1 + φ3 φ̄1 A

µ
2 + φ3 φ̄2 A

µ
1

)


 .

(2.7e)

The cyclic inner product 〈−, −〉 : L ⊗ L −→ R[−3] is defined by

〈c, c+〉 =
∫

R

1,3
c ∗H c+ , 〈A, A+〉 =

∫

R

1,3
A ∧ ∗H A+ + φ̄+ ∗H φ + φ̄ ∗H φ+ . (2.8)

Using these brackets and pairing one easily checks that the Maurer-Cartan functional

S(L ) := 1
2! 〈A, ℓ1(A)〉 − 1

3! 〈A, ℓ2(A, A)〉 − 1
4! 〈A, ℓ3(A, A, A)〉 (2.9)

reproduces the classical action functional (2.1) of scalar electrodynamics: S(L ) = S.

Maurer-Cartan theory also recovers the curvature FA ∈ L2 of the generalized gauge field A ∈ L1

given by

FA := ℓ1(A) − 1
2! ℓ2(A, A) − 1

3! ℓ3(A, A, A) . (2.10)

It is covariant under gauge variations δcA = ℓ1(c) + ℓ2(c, A), i.e. δcFA = ℓ2(c, FA), and its
components read explicitly

Fφ = −(� + m2) φ̄ − i g ∂µ(φ̄ Aµ) − i g ∂µφ̄ Aµ + g2 φ̄ Aµ Aµ ,

Fφ̄ = −(� + m2) φ + i g ∂µ(Aµ φ) + i g Aµ ∂µφ + g2 Aµ Aµ φ ,

Fµ
A = �Aµ − ∂µ ∂νAν + i g ∂µφ φ̄ − i g φ ∂µφ̄ + 2 g2 φ φ̄ Aµ .

(2.11)

The Maurer-Cartan equations FA = 0 define the space of classical solutions A to the field equations
of scalar electrodynamics.

The Noether identity for the U(1) gauge symmetry δcA = ℓ1(c)+ ℓ2(c, A) is encoded in Maurer-
Cartan theory by the off-shell Bianchi identity in L3 for the curvature FA given by

dAFA := ℓ1(FA) + ℓ2(A, FA) = 1
g

∂µFµ
A + i φ̄ Fφ̄ − i Fφ φ = 0 . (2.12)

After putting the photon on-shell, Fµ
A = 0, this identity implies that

Jµ := i
(
φ Dµφ̄ − Dµφ φ̄

)
(2.13)

is the weakly conserved Noether current for the global U(1) symmetry of the complex scalar field
from (2.4), i.e. ∂µJµ ≈ 0, where ≈ indicates a weak equality that holds only up to equations of
motion. It minimally couples to the gauge field Aµ in the action functional (2.1).

2.2 Minimal Model of Scalar Electrodynamics

The differential ℓ1 from (2.7a) defines the underlying cochain complex Ch(L ) = (L, ℓ1) of the
L∞-algebra L of scalar electrodynamics. It reads explicitly

Ω0(R1,3) Ω1(R1,3)[−1] Ω1(R1,3)[−2] Ω0(R1,3)[−3]

⊕ ⊕

Ω0(R1,3)[−1]

⊕

Ω0(R1,3)[−1]

Ω0(R1,3)[−2]

⊕

Ω0(R1,3)[−2]

1
g

d d† d
1
g

d†

(
0 −�−m2

−�−m2 0

)
(2.14)

6



where d is the exterior differential and d† := ∗H d ∗H is the codifferential.

The cohomology of this complex defines a cyclic L∞-algebra H•(L ) quasi-isomorphic to L

with underlying cochain complex Ch
(
H•(L )

)
=
(
H•(L), 0

)
, called the minimal model for the L∞-

algebra L [23, 29]. It describes the free field theory, or equivalently the linearized Maurer-Cartan
equations. In particular, fields (A(0), φ(0), φ̄(0)) in the degree 1 cohomology

H1(L) =
ker(d† d)

im(d)
⊕ ker

(
0 −� − m2

−� − m2 0

)
(2.15)

correspond to the usual plane wave photon states A(0) of Maxwell theory on R1,3 and the conven-
tional description of a free massive complex scalar as states (φ(0), φ̄(0)) satisfying the Klein-Gordon
equation.

At the level of cochain complexes, scalar electrodynamics and its minimal model fit into the
homotopy equivalence data of a deformation retract

(L, ℓ1) (H•(L), 0)
p

h

ι
, (2.16)

where p ◦ ι = idH•(L) and the map ι ◦ p decomposes into

ι ◦ p = idL + ℓ1 ◦ h + h ◦ ℓ1 . (2.17)

The homogeneous components of the contracting homotopy h : L −→ L[−1] are denoted by h(k) :
Lk −→ Lk−1. The degree 2 component h(2) = −GF : L2 −→ L1 is given by the Feynman propagators
GF of scalar electrodynamics, which satisfy GF ◦ ℓ1 = idL1 and ℓ1 ◦ GF = idL2 on triplets of fields.

The contracting homotopy h is not unique. A convenient choice is obtained starting from the
massive scalar Feynman propagator, which is the degree 0 map G : Ω0(R1,3) −→ Ω0(R1,3) given by

G = −
1

� + m2
, G̃(k) =

1
k2 − m2

. (2.18)

In the second expression we wrote the momentum space representation, i.e. the eigenvalues of
G when acting on plane wave eigenfunctions of the form e± i k·x. These should be understood
throughout as defined using the standard Feynman i ǫ-prescription, but for brevity we do not write
it explicitly.

Similarly, the massless scalar Feynman propagator D : Ω0(R1,3) −→ Ω0(R1,3) is given by

D =
1
�

, D̃(k) = −
1
k2

. (2.19)

We extend this to a map D : Ω1(R1,3) −→ Ω1(R1,3) using the Ω0(R1,3)-module structure of the
vector space of one-forms. Finally, introduce the projector Π : Ω1(R1,3) −→ Ω1(R1,3) onto the
image of the Maxwell operator d† d, with matrix elements

Πµν = ηµν −
∂µ ∂ν

�
, Π̃µν(k) = ηµν −

kµ kν

k2
. (2.20)

Then the components of the contracting homotopy satisfying (2.17) are given by

h
(1)(A) = −g D d†A , h

(2)(A+) = −




G φ+

G φ̄+

D Π A+


 , h

(3)(c+) = −g




0
0

D d c+


 . (2.21)
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In terms of coordinate functions

h
(1)(Aµ) = −g

∂µ

�
Aµ , h

(2)




φ̄+

φ+

A+µ


 =




1
� + m2

φ+

1
� + m2

φ̄+

−
1
�

(
δµ

ν −
∂µ ∂ν

�

)
A+ν




, h
(3)(c+) = −g

∂µ

�
c+ . (2.22)

Gauge fixing is performed by enforcing A ∈ ker(h(1)). The choice of contracting homotopy above
with h(1) : Ω1(R1,3) −→ Ω0(R1,3) defines the Lorenz gauge.

2.3 Scalar Electrodynamics in the Braided L∞-Algebra Formalism

We will now deform the cyclic L∞-algebra of scalar electrodynamics from §2.1 into a cyclic braided
L∞-algebra L ⋆ = (L, ℓ⋆

1, ℓ⋆
2, ℓ⋆

3, 〈−, −〉⋆), according to the formalism introduced in [1, 2]. The
underlying graded vector space L is unchanged, while the structure maps of L ⋆ are deformed
according to Drinfel’d twist deformation quantization. The Maurer-Cartan theory for the cyclic
braided L∞-algebra L ⋆ defines a new noncommutative deformation of the theory from §2.1, which
we call braided scalar electrodynamics. We describe its gauge symmetries and dynamics following [1,
2].

Drinfel’d Twist Deformation. As in [4], in this paper we focus on the translation symmetries
of scalar electrodynamics and work with the abelian Moyal-Weyl twist

F = exp
(

−
i
2

θµν £µ ⊗ £ν

)
, (2.23)

where θ is a constant bivector on R1,3 and £µ := £∂µ
are Lie derivatives along the holonomic frame

of vector fields on R1,3. The operator (2.23) acts on tensor products (over C) of spaces of classical
tensor fields (over Ω0(R1,3)).

If µ : T ⊗ T −→ T is a binary operation on a tensor space T , then the twist (2.23) can be used
to deform it into another binary operation

µ⋆ := µ ◦ F−1 . (2.24)

This preserves associativity properties of the operation µ, but it generally deforms any commuta-
tivity properties to braided commutativity. For example, if µ(T1 ⊗ T2) = µ(T2 ⊗ T1) for T1, T2 ∈ T ,
then

µ⋆(T1 ⊗ T2) = µ⋆ ◦ R−1(T2 ⊗ T1) = µ⋆

(
Rα(T2) ⊗ R

α(T1)
)

, (2.25)

where

R = F−2 (2.26)

is the universal R-matrix and we use the standard notation R−1 = Rα ⊗ Rα (with summation
understood). This deformation naturally extends to higher n-ary operations as well as to more
general maps among combinations of different tensor spaces.
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The Cyclic Braided L∞-Algebra L ⋆. Running the Drinfel’d twist machine on the brackets
of §2.1, the non-zero brackets ℓ⋆

n : ∧nL −→ L[2 − n] of the braided L∞-algebra L ⋆ are given by

ℓ⋆
1(c) =




0
0

1
g

∂µc


 , ℓ⋆

1(A) =




−(� + m2) φ̄

−(� + m2) φ

�Aµ − ∂µ ∂ρAρ


 , ℓ⋆

1(A+) =
1
g

∂µA+µ , (2.27a)

ℓ⋆
2(c, A) =




i c ⋆ φ

−i Rα(φ̄) ⋆ Rα(c)
0


 , ℓ⋆

2(c, A+) =




i Rα(φ̄+) ⋆ Rα(c)
−i c ⋆ φ+

0


 , ℓ⋆

2(c, c+) = 0 , (2.27b)

ℓ⋆
2(A1, A2) = i g




φ̄1 ⋆ ∂µA
µ
2 + Rα(φ̄2) ⋆ Rα(∂µA

µ
1 ) + 2 ∂µφ̄1 ⋆ A

µ
2 + 2 Rα(∂µφ̄2) ⋆ Rα(Aµ

1 )

−∂µA
µ
1 ⋆ φ2 − Rα(∂µA

µ
2 ) ⋆ Rα(φ1) − 2 A

µ
1 ⋆ ∂µφ2 − 2 Rα(Aµ

2 ) ⋆ Rα(∂µφ1)

φ1 ⋆ ∂µφ̄2 + Rα(φ2) ⋆ Rα(∂µφ̄1) − ∂µφ1 ⋆ φ̄2 − Rα(∂µφ2) ⋆ Rα(φ̄1)


 , (2.27c)

ℓ⋆
2(A, A+) = −i φ̄ ⋆ φ+ + i φ ⋆ φ̄+ , (2.27d)

ℓ⋆
3(A1, A2, A3) = −g2




φ̄1 ⋆ A2µ ⋆ A
µ
3 + Rα(φ̄2) ⋆ Rα(A1µ) ⋆ A

µ
3

+ φ̄1 ⋆ Rα(A3µ) ⋆ Rα(Aµ
2 ) + Rα(φ̄3) ⋆ Rα(A1µ ⋆ A

µ
2 )

+ Rα(φ̄2 ⋆ A3µ) ⋆ Rα(Aµ
1 ) + Rα(φ̄3) ⋆ Rα(Rβ(A2µ) ⋆ Rβ(Aµ

1 ))

A1µ ⋆ A
µ
2 ⋆ φ3 + Rα(A2µ) ⋆ Rα(Aµ

1 ) ⋆ φ3

+ A1µ ⋆ Rα(Aµ
3 ) ⋆ Rα(φ2) + Rα(A3µ) ⋆ Rα(Aµ

1 ⋆ φ2)

+ Rα(A2µ ⋆ A
µ
3 ) ⋆ Rα(φ1) + Rα(A3µ) ⋆ Rα(Rβ(Aµ

2 ) ⋆ Rβ(φ1))

2
[
φ1 ⋆ φ̄2 ⋆ A

µ
3 + Rα(φ2) ⋆ Rα(φ̄1) ⋆ A

µ
3

+ φ1 ⋆ Rα(φ̄3) ⋆ Rα(Aµ
2 ) + Rα(φ3) ⋆ Rα(φ̄1 ⋆ A

µ
2 )

+ Rα(φ2 ⋆ φ̄3) ⋆ R
α(Aµ

1 ) + Rα(φ3) ⋆ R
α(Rβ(φ̄2) ⋆ R

β(Aµ
1 ))
]




. (2.27e)

The Moyal-Weyl twist deformation of the cyclic inner product (2.8) yields a pairing for L ⋆

which is strictly cyclic. It is given explicitly by

〈c, c+〉⋆ =
∫

R

3,1
c ∧⋆ ∗H c+ , 〈A, A+〉⋆ =

∫

R

1,3
A ∧⋆ ∗H A+ + φ̄+ ∧⋆ ∗H φ + φ̄ ∧⋆ ∗H φ+ . (2.28)

Braided Gauge Symmetry. The (left) braided gauge transformations by c ∈ L0 are given
by [1,2] δ⋆

c A = ℓ⋆
1(c) + ℓ⋆

2(c, A), which read explicitly

δ⋆
c φ = i c ⋆ φ , δ⋆

c φ̄ = −i Rα(φ̄) ⋆ R
α(c) , δ⋆

c Aµ = 1
g ∂µc . (2.29)

The gauge variations close a trivial braided commutator algebra

[δ⋆
c1

, δ⋆
c2

]⋆ := δ⋆
c1

◦ δ⋆
c2

− δ⋆
Rα(c2) ◦ δ⋆

Rα(c1) = 0 , (2.30)

reflecting the abelian nature of the braided U(1) gauge symmetry, or equivalently the vanishing
brackets ℓ⋆

2(c1, c2) = 0.
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Maurer-Cartan Equations. The braided curvature F⋆
A ∈ L2 of a generalized gauge field A ∈ L1

obtained from Maurer-Cartan theory is given by the formula (2.10) applied to the braided brackets
in (2.27). It is covariant under braided gauge variations, i.e. δ⋆

c F⋆
A = ℓ⋆

2(c, F⋆
A), and its components

are given explicitly by

F⋆
φ = −(� + m2) φ̄ − i g

2

(
φ̄ ⋆ ∂µAµ + ∂µAµ ⋆ φ̄ + 2 ∂µφ̄ ⋆ Aµ + 2 Aµ ⋆ ∂µφ̄

)

+ g2

3

(
φ̄ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ Aµ + Aµ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ Aµ + Aµ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ̄

)
,

F⋆
φ̄

= −(� + m2) φ + i g
2

(
∂µAµ ⋆ φ + φ ⋆ ∂µAµ + 2 Aµ ⋆ ∂µφ + 2 ∂µφ ⋆ Aµ

)

+ g2

3

(
Aµ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ + Aµ ⋆ φ ⋆ Aµ + φ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ Aµ

)
,

F⋆µ
A = �Aµ − ∂µ ∂νAν + i g

2

(
∂µφ ⋆ φ̄ + φ̄ ⋆ ∂µφ − φ ⋆ ∂µφ̄ − ∂µφ̄ ⋆ φ

)

+ g2

3

(
φ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ Aµ + φ̄ ⋆ φ ⋆ Aµ + φ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ̄

+ φ̄ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ + Aµ ⋆ φ ⋆ φ̄ + Aµ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ φ
)

.

(2.31)

The Maurer-Cartan equations F⋆
A = 0 define the equations of motion for the scalar and gauge

fields. We can rewrite them in a more compact form by defining left and right covariant derivatives

DL
µφ = ∂µφ − i g Aµ ⋆ φ , DR

µφ = ∂µφ − i g φ ⋆ Aµ = ∂µφ − i g Rα(Aµ) ⋆ R
α(φ) . (2.32)

They are braided gauge covariant, i.e. δ⋆
c (DL,R

µ φ) = i c ⋆ DL,R
µ φ, and similarly for their complex con-

jugates. In the commutative limit θ = 0, they both reduce to the covariant derivatives introduced
in (2.2). With them we present the equations of motion for braided scalar electrodynamics as

1
2 DL

µ DLµφ + 1
2 DR

µ DRµφ + m2 φ + g2

6

(
Aµ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ + φ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ Aµ − 2 Aµ ⋆ φ ⋆ Aµ

)
= 0 ,

∂ρF ρµ − i g
4

[
φ ⋆ (DLµφ̄ + DRµφ̄) + (DLµφ̄ + DRµφ̄) ⋆ φ

− φ̄ ⋆ (DLµφ + DRµφ) − (DLµφ + DRµφ) ⋆ φ̄
]

+ g2

12

(
φ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ Aµ + φ̄ ⋆ φ ⋆ Aµ + Aµ ⋆ φ ⋆ φ̄ + Aµ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ φ

− 2 φ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ̄ − 2 φ̄ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ
)

= 0 .

(2.33)

We stress that here the classical field strength (2.3) is invariant: δ⋆
c Fµν = 0. Despite the lack

of manifest braided gauge covariance of the individual cubic terms proportional to g2 in (2.33),
their overall combinations are covariant. This is guaranteed by covariance of the braided curvature,
and can also be checked by explicit calculation. This is a typical feature of gauge theories whose
braided L∞-algebras involve higher brackets and thus do not define differential graded braided Lie
algebras [1, 2]. In the commutative limit θ = 0, the individual non-covariant terms cancel each
other and we recover the equations of motion of scalar electrodynamics from §2.1.

Braided Noether Identity. Braided field theories differ most profoundly from ordinary field
theories and noncommutative field theories with star-gauge symmetry through their braided gauge
symmetries. This is dually reflected in their realisations of the corresponding Noether identities [1,2].
The braided Noether identity is a Bianchi identity for the braided curvature F⋆

A resulting from the
homotopy Jacobi identities for the braided L∞-algebra L ⋆ in L3. In the present case it reduces to

d
⋆
AF⋆

A := ℓ⋆
1(F⋆

A) + 1
2!

(
ℓ⋆

2(F⋆
A, A) − ℓ⋆

2(A, F⋆
A)
)

+ 1
3! ℓ⋆

1

(
ℓ⋆

3(A, A, A)
)

+ 1
2·2!

(
ℓ⋆

2(ℓ⋆
2(A, A), A) − ℓ⋆

2(A, ℓ⋆
2(A, A))

)

+ 1
2·3!

(
ℓ⋆

2(ℓ⋆
3(A, A, A), A)) − ℓ⋆

2(A, ℓ⋆
3(A, A, A))

)
= 0 .

(2.34)
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After expanding out the curvature in brackets, most terms cancel, leaving

ℓ⋆
1(F⋆

A) + 1
2

(
ℓ⋆

2(ℓ⋆
1(A), A) − ℓ⋆

2(A, ℓ⋆
1(A))

)
+ 1

6 ℓ⋆
1

(
ℓ⋆

3(A, A, A)
)

= 0 . (2.35)

This leads to the braided analogue of (2.12) given by

1
g

∂µF⋆µ
A + ∂µJ⋆µ = 0 , (2.36)

where

J⋆
µ = i

2

(
∂µφ ⋆ φ̄ + φ̄ ⋆ ∂µφ − φ ⋆ ∂µφ̄ − ∂µφ̄ ⋆ φ

)

+ g
3

(
φ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ Aµ + φ̄ ⋆ φ ⋆ Aµ + φ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ̄ + φ̄ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ + Aµ ⋆ φ ⋆ φ̄ + Aµ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ φ

)
.

(2.37)

Using the covariant derivatives (2.32), the one-form (2.37) can be brought to the covariant form

J⋆
µ := i

4

(
φ ⋆ (DL

µφ̄ + DR
µ φ̄) − (DL

µφ + DR
µφ) ⋆ φ̄

+ (DL
µφ̄ + DR

µ φ̄) ⋆ φ − φ̄ ⋆ (DL
µφ + DR

µφ)
)

− g
12

(
φ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ Aµ + Aµ ⋆ φ ⋆ φ̄ + φ̄ ⋆ φ ⋆ Aµ + Aµ ⋆ φ̄ ⋆ φ

− 2 φ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ̄ − 2 φ̄ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ
)

.

(2.38)

By putting the photon on-shell, F⋆µ
A = 0, this defines a new weakly conserved braided electric

current J⋆ ∈ Ω1(R1,3) analogously to the commutative case. Again despite the manifestly non-
covariant individual cubic terms proportional to g in (2.38), it is a gauge invariant quantity. This
current reduces to (2.13) in the commutative limit θ = 0. In general, however, the braided U(1)
charge conservation is vastly different from the usual case, see [4].

Maurer-Cartan Functional. The action functional for braided scalar electrodynamics is ob-
tained using the formula (2.9) from Maurer-Cartan theory applied to the braided brackets in (2.27)
and the cyclic inner product in (2.28). It is given explicitly by

S⋆ := S(L ⋆) =
∫

R

1,3
d4x

(
1
4

(
DL

µφ̄ + DR
µ φ̄
)

⋆
(
DLµφ + DRµφ

)
− m2 φ̄ ⋆ φ −

1
4

Fµν ⋆ F µν

+
g2

12
φ̄ ⋆

(
Aµ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ φ + φ ⋆ Aµ ⋆ Aµ − 2 Aµ ⋆ φ ⋆ Aµ

))
.

(2.39)

It is invariant under braided gauge transformations and reduces to (2.1) in the commutative limit.

Minimal Model. For any braided field theory [1, 2], the underlying cochain complex Ch(L ⋆)
coincides with the cochain complex Ch(L ) of the undeformed field theory, given in the present
case by (2.14), because its differential is unaffected by the deformation: ℓ⋆

1 = ℓ1. It follows that
the minimal model H•(L ⋆) of the braided theory coincides with the minimal model H•(L ) of its
commutative counterpart. As a result, the free field theory is unchanged.

On the other hand, the interactions are deformed via the higher brackets ℓ⋆
n : ∧nL −→ L[2 − n]

of the braided L∞-algebra L ⋆ for n ≥ 2. When pulled back to the minimal model by quasi-
isomorphisms, the interacting theories differ due to non-trivial braiding in higher brackets.

2.4 Batalin-Vilkovisky Formulation of Braided Scalar Electrodynamics

We study the dynamics of braided scalar electrodynamics in the braided Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV)
formalism of [2].
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Batalin-Vilkovisky Functional. We extend the Maurer-Cartan functional S⋆ to a functional
SBV on L, regarded as the space of fields and antifields. With the notation from (2.6), we consider
a superfield

A = c + A + A+ + c+ , (2.40)

viewed as a dynamical field lying in degree 1. We then compute the braided Maurer-Cartan
functional (2.9) applied to the superfield A, which defines the BV functional SBV(A).

Using the non-zero brackets and pairings from (2.27) and (2.28), the BV functional obtained in
this way is given by

SBV(A) = S⋆(A) + 1
2 〈A+ , ℓ⋆

1(c)〉⋆ + 1
2 〈c , ℓ⋆

1(A+)〉⋆ − 1
2 〈c , ℓ⋆

2(A, A+) + ℓ⋆
2(A+, A)〉⋆

= S⋆(A) +
∫

R

1,3
d4x

(
c ⋆

1
g

∂µA+µ

+
i
2

c ⋆
(
φ+ ⋆ φ̄ − φ̄+ ⋆ φ

+ Rα(φ+) ⋆ R
α(φ̄ ) − Rα(φ̄+) ⋆ R

α(φ)
))

.

(2.41)

Setting the antifields equal to zero in the BV functional restricts to the Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin
(BRST) fields (c, A) and recovers the original braided Maurer-Cartan functional: SBV(A)|A+=c+=0 =
S⋆(A). Note that the ghost c is absent from the BRST functional, because it completely decou-
ples from the physical fields A due to the abelian nature of the braided U(1) gauge symmetry.
In the BV functional (2.41), it couples to the scalar antifields through both left and right gauge
transformations of the matter fields.

The Space of Fields and Antifields. It will prove useful to have an explicit description of the
fields and antifields of braided scalar electrodynamics in terms of expansions in an appropriate basis.
We expand the field/antifield content in a momentum space basis using Fourier transformations.

For the scalar field/antifield pairs (φ, φ̄ ) ∈ L1 and (φ̄+, φ+) ∈ L2 we write

φ =
∫

k
φ̂(k) ek , φ̄ =

∫

k

̂̄
φ(k) ēk , φ̄+ =

∫

k

̂̄
φ+(k) ek , φ+ =

∫

k
φ̂+(k) ēk . (2.42)

For the scalar basis fields (ek, ēk) ∈ L1 and (ēk, ek) ∈ L2 we use the explicit representation as plane
waves

ek(x) = e−i k·x , ēk(x) = e−i k·x , ek(x) = e i k·x , ēk = e i k·x . (2.43)

These bases are dual with respect to the cyclic inner product (2.28), in the sense that

〈ek, ep〉⋆ = (2π)4 δ(k − p) = 〈ēk, ēp〉⋆ . (2.44)

For the gauge field/antifield pair A ∈ L1 and A+ ∈ L2, we identify the vector space Ω1(R1,3)
of gauge fields as (R1,3)∗ ⊗ Ω0(R1,3), and dually the vector space of antifields as R1,3 ⊗ Ω0(R1,3).
Given dual bases of covectors vµ and vectors vµ of (R1,3)∗ and R1,3 respectively, we write

A =
∫

k
Âµ(k) vµ ⊗ ek and A+ =

∫

k
Â+µ(k) vµ ⊗ ek . (2.45)

The dual pairings are given by

〈vµ ⊗ ek, vν ⊗ ep〉⋆ = (2π)4 δµ
ν δ(k − p) . (2.46)
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In the following we will omit the tensor product symbols, abbreviating vµ ⊗ek by vµ ek and vµ ⊗ek

by vµ ek to simplify the notation.

Finally, we expand the ghost field/antifield pair c ∈ L0 and c+ ∈ L3 in a similar vein as

c =
∫

k
ĉ(k) ẽk and c+ =

∫

k
ĉ+(k) ẽk , (2.47)

where the scalar basis fields ẽk ∈ L0 and ẽk ∈ L3 are given by

ẽk(x) = e−i k·x and ẽk(x) = e i k·x . (2.48)

Their dual pairings are also given by

〈ẽk, ẽp〉⋆ = (2π)4 δ(k − p) . (2.49)

The products among momentum space basis fields, twisted by (2.23), are given by

ek ⋆ ep = e− i
2

k·θ p ek+p = e i p·θ k ep ⋆ ek (2.50)

where k · θ p := kµ θµν pν = −p · θ k. The action of the inverse R-matrix on tensor products of basis
fields is given by

R−1(ek ⊗ ep) = Rα(ek) ⊗ R
α(ep) = e i k·θ p ek ⊗ ep . (2.51)

Similar formulas hold among combinations of the other basis fields from (2.43) and (2.48).

3 Braided Scalar Quantum Electrodynamics

In this paper we compute correlation functions of polynomial observables for braided scalar quantum
electrodynamics using the algebraic framework of braided BV quantization. These observables live
in the braided symmetric algebra Sym⋆L[2] =

⊕
n≥0 (Sym⋆L[2])n over R, defined by twisting the

usual symmetric tensor product ⊙ to the braided symmetric tensor product ⊙⋆ and graded by
polynomial degree. We denote the identity element by 1 ∈ (Sym⋆L[2])0. In this section we lay the
foundations for all subsequent calculations and analysis in this paper.

3.1 Extended Batalin-Vilkovisky Formalism

To move from the description in terms of the braided L∞-algebra L ⋆ = (L, ℓ⋆
1, ℓ⋆

2, ℓ⋆
3, 〈−, −〉⋆)

to the braided symmetric algebra, we introduce contracted coordinate functions [23] in the space
Sym⋆(L[2]) ⊗ L. The cyclic braided L∞-algebra of braided scalar electrodynamics from §2.3 is
extended to the space of contracted coordinate functions similarly to [4], and denoted

Sym⋆(L[2]) ⊗ L
⋆ =

(
Sym⋆(L[2]) ⊗ L , ℓ⋆

1 , ℓ⋆
2 , ℓ⋆

3 , 〈〈−, −〉〉⋆

)
. (3.1)

In this extended framework, the BV functional SBV(A) ∈ R from (2.41) is lifted to a translation
invariant functional SBV(ξ) ∈ (Sym⋆L[2])0, called the extended BV functional. It is defined by
the Maurer-Cartan functional S(Sym⋆(L[2]) ⊗ L ⋆) applied to the translation invariant contracted
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coordinate function ξ ∈ (Sym⋆(L[2]) ⊗ L)1 of symmetric tensor and total degree 1. In terms of the
decompositions of §2.4, this is given by

ξ =
∫

k
vµ ek ⊗ vµ ek + ek ⊗ ek + ēk ⊗ ēk

+
∫

k
ẽk ⊗ ẽk + ẽk ⊗ ẽk + vµ ek ⊗ vµ ek + ek ⊗ ek + ēk ⊗ ēk .

(3.2)

The first line of (3.2) represents the physical part of the extended superfield for the extended
theory, corresponding to pairs A+⊗A of antifields and fields in L[2]0 ⊗L1, which is the part relevant
to the computation of correlation functions of physical fields A. The second line incorporates
braided gauge symmetries: the first term corresponds to the ghost antifield/field pairs c+ ⊗ c and
c ⊗ c+, living in L[2]1 ⊗ L0 and L[2]−2 ⊗ L3 respectively, while the remaining terms correspond to
A ⊗ A+ in L[2]−1 ⊗ L2.

The extended BV functional is a 0-cochain given in terms of the extended cyclic inner product
and extended brackets by

SBV = 1
2! 〈〈ξ, ℓ⋆

1(ξ)〉〉⋆ − 1
3! 〈〈ξ, ℓ⋆

2(ξ, ξ)〉〉⋆ − 1
4! 〈〈ξ, ℓ⋆

3(ξ, ξ, ξ)〉〉⋆ . (3.3)

The first term contains the free part S0. The remaining terms define the interaction part of the
extended BV functional which we write as a sum Sint + SBRST, where

Sint = S(3)

int + S(4)

int (3.4)

represents respectively the trivalent and quadrivalent interactions among the physical fields A,
while

SBRST = S(2)
BRST + S(3)

BRST (3.5)

represents respectively the bivalent and trivalent interactions of the ghost c with the physical fields
A and their antifields A+. We proceed to analyse these four interaction terms in turn.

φφ̄A Vertex. Using strict cyclicity of the inner product to reduce the number of terms to two, to-
gether with translation invariance of the contracted coordinate functions, we compute the trivalent
interaction from the physical part of the extended superfield (3.2) as

S(3)

int = − 1
3! 〈〈ξ, ℓ⋆

2(ξ, ξ)〉〉⋆

= −

∫

k1,k2,k3

〈〈vµ ek1 ⊗ vµ ek1 , ℓ⋆
2(ek2 ⊗ ek2, ēk3 ⊗ ēk3)〉〉⋆

= −

∫

k1,k2,k3

〈〈vµ ek1 ⊗ vµ ek1 , (ek2 ⊙⋆ Rα(ēk3)) ⊗ ℓ⋆
2(Rα(ek2), ēk3)〉〉⋆

= −

∫

k1,k2,k3

e i k2·θ k3 vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ Rα(ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3) 〈Rα(vµ ek1) , ℓ⋆
2(ek2 , ēk3)〉⋆

= −

∫

k1,k2,k3

e
i
∑
i<j

ki·θ kj

vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 〈vµ ek1 , ℓ⋆
2(ek2 , ēk3)〉⋆ .

(3.6)

Using the last entry of (2.27c) to compute

〈vµ ek1 , ℓ⋆
2(ek2 , ēk3)〉⋆ = i g 〈vµ ek1 , ek2 ⋆ vν ∂ν ēk3 − vν ∂νek2 ⋆ ēk3〉⋆

= g (k3 − k2)µ e
− i

2

∑
i<j

ki·θ kj

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3) ,

(3.7)

14



this evaluates to

S(3)

int =
∫

k1,k2,k3

V
µ

3 (k1, k2, k3) vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 , (3.8)

where the scalar-scalar-photon vertex is given by

V
µ

3 (k1, k2, k3) = g e
i
2

∑
i<j

ki·θ kj

(k2 − k3)µ (2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3) . (3.9)

Labelling momenta as incoming, this is represented graphically by

µ k1

k3

k2

(3.10)

where the photon field A is represented by a wavy line and the scalar fields (φ, φ̄ ) by directed
straight lines.

φφ̄AA Vertex. The four-point interaction is given by

S(4)

int = − 1
4! 〈〈ξ, ℓ⋆

3(ξ, ξ, ξ)〉〉⋆ . (3.11)

Since the extended bracket and cyclic structure are compatible, we consider the cyclically inequiva-
lent terms, of which there are three. We then use the translation invariance of contracted coordinate
functions ξ, and strict cyclicity of the inner product to identify all such terms. This gives

S(4)

int = −
1
2

∫

k1,k2,k3,k4

〈〈vµ ek1 ⊗ vµ ek1 , ℓ⋆
3(ek2 ⊗ ek2 , ēk3 ⊗ ēk3, vνek4 ⊗ vνek4)〉〉⋆

= −
1
2

∫

k1,k2,k3,k4

vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ Rδ

(
ek2 ⊙⋆ Rα(ēk3) ⊙⋆ Rβ Rγ(vν ek4)

)

× 〈Rδ(vµ ek1) , ℓ⋆
3(Rβ

R
α(ek2), R

γ(ēk3), vν ek4)〉⋆

= −
1
2

∫

k1,k2,k3,k4

e
i
∑
i<j

ki·θ kj

vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 ⊙⋆ vν ek4

× 〈vµ ek1 , ℓ⋆
3(ek2, ēk3 , vν ek4)〉⋆ .

(3.12)

Using the last entry of (2.27e) we compute

〈vµ ek1 , ℓ⋆
3(ek2, ēk3, vν ek4)〉⋆ = −2 g2 〈vµ ek1 , ek2 ⋆ ēk3 ⋆ vν ek4〉⋆

= −2 g2 ηµν e
− i

2

∑
i<j

ki·θ kj

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4) .

(3.13)

This gives the braided symmetric four-point interaction

S(4)

int =
∫

k1,k2,k3,k4

V
µν

4 (k1, k2, k3, k4) vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 ⊙⋆ vν ek4 , (3.14)

where the four-vertex function is given by

V
µν

4 (k1, k2, k3, k4) = g2 ηµν e
i
2

∑
i<j

ki·θ kj

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4) . (3.15)
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This is represented graphically by

µ νk4

k3 k2

k1

(3.16)

cA+ Vertex. Using (2.27a) together with cyclicity of the inner product, we find that the lift of
the term 〈A+, ℓ⋆

1(c)〉⋆ in the full BV functional (2.41) is given by

S(2)
BRST =

∫

k1,k2

〈〈vµ ek1 ⊗ vµ ek1 , ℓ⋆
1(ẽk2 ⊗ ẽk2)〉〉⋆ =

∫

k1,k2

V BRST
2 µ (k1, k2) vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ẽk2 , (3.17)

where the linear interaction vertex is given by

V BRST
2 µ (k1, k2) = i

g
k1 µ (2π)4 δ(k1 − k2) . (3.18)

This corresponds to braided gauge transformations of the photon field. Note the sign appearing
from ℓ⋆

1(ẽk2 ⊗ ẽk2) = −ẽk2 ⊗ ℓ⋆
1(ẽk2) due to the grading of the ghosts, see [23].

We represent this graphically by the diagram

µ

k1 k2

(3.19)

where the photon antifield A+ is depicted with the dotted pattern and the ghost field c with the
dashed pattern.

cφ̄φ++cφφ̄+ Vertex. The three-point BRST vertex corresponding to braided gauge transfor-
mations of the scalar fields is calculated from the lift of the terms −1

2 〈c , ℓ⋆
2(A, A+) + ℓ⋆

2(A+, A)〉⋆

in the full BV functional (2.41). Using the brackets (2.27d) and performing completely analogous
calculations to those above, we find that this contributes

S(3)
BRST = −

∫

k1,k2,k3

〈〈ẽk3 ⊗ ẽk3 , ℓ⋆
2(ek1 ⊗ ek1 + ēk1 ⊗ ēk1 , ek2 ⊗ ek2 + ēk2 ⊗ ēk2)〉〉⋆

=
∫

k1,k2,k3

V BRST
3 (k1, k2, k3)

(
− ẽk3 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ek1 + ẽk3 ⊙⋆ ēk2 ⊙⋆ ēk1

) (3.20)

to the extended BV functional, where

V BRST
3 (k1, k2, k3) = i e

i
2

∑
i<j

ki·θ kj

(2π)4 δ(k1 − k2 + k3) . (3.21)

This is represented by the diagrams

k2

k3

k1

+

k2

k3

k1

(3.22)

where the scalar antifields (φ̄+, φ+) are depicted with the directed dotted lines.
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3.2 Homological Perturbation Theory

To study correlation functions of braided scalar quantum electrodynamics, we need to extend the
deformation retract of the original theory from §2.2 to the braided symmetric algebra Sym⋆L[2].
We use the “symmetric tensor trick” (reviewed in [30]) to extend the retract to a contraction
of symmetric algebras, generalized to the symmetric monoidal category with non-trivial braiding
isomorphism in which our L∞-algebra L ⋆ lives.

We represent our extended deformation retract by a diagram of “thick” maps given by

(Sym⋆L[2], ℓ⋆
1) (Sym⋆H•(L[2]), 0)H

P0

I0

. (3.23)

Here we used translation invariance of the differential ℓ⋆
1 of the braided L∞-algebra L ⋆ to extend it

to a differential ℓ⋆
1 : Sym⋆L[2] −→ (Sym⋆L[2])[1] of symmetric degree 0 as a strict graded derivation.

The maps in (3.23) are all of symmetric degree 0 while their respective total degrees are inherited
from the minimal model of §2.2.

The homotopy equivalence is captured by the relation

ℓ⋆
1 ◦ H + H ◦ ℓ⋆

1 + idSym⋆L[2] = I0 ◦ P0 . (3.24)

By the isomorphism L[2] ≃ L[1]∗ induced by the cyclic inner product, the degree 0 cochain maps
ι and p extend as algebra homomorphisms with I0 = tp and P0 = tι in symmetric degree 1. Since
any deformation retract can be refined to a strong deformation retract, we can assume without loss
of generality the relations

P0 ◦ I0 = idSym⋆H•(L[2]) , P0 ◦ H = 0 , H ◦ I0 = 0 , H
2 = 0 . (3.25)

Vacuum correlation functions are computed by projecting to the trivial degree 0 subspace R ⊂
Sym⋆H•(L[2]) [31,32]; this is done using the map P0 : Sym⋆L[2] −→ (Sym⋆H•(L[2]))0 defined by

P0(1) = 1 and P0(ϕ1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ϕn) = 0 , (3.26)

for all ϕi ∈ L[2], with i = 1, . . . , n. Then I0 : Sym⋆H•(L[2]) −→ (Sym⋆L[2])0 is the canonical
inclusion R ⊂ Sym⋆L[2] sending all higher degree elements to zero. The associated contracting
homotopy is given by the map H : Sym⋆(L[2]) −→ Sym⋆(L[2])[−1] of symmetric degree 0 defined
as

H(1) = 0 ,

H(ϕ1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ϕn) =
1
n

n∑

i=1

± ϕ1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ϕi−1 ⊙⋆ h(ϕi) ⊙⋆ ϕi+1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ϕn ,
(3.27)

where we used translation invariance of h in (3.27) which trivializes the actions of R-matrices; here
and in the following all explicit Koszul sign factors ± can be found in [3].

The braided extension of the homological perturbation lemma [3] allows one to deform this
homotopy equivalence data with differential ℓ⋆

1 + δ for “small” translation invariant perturbation
map δ, i.e. for which the map idSym⋆L[2] −δ H is invertible, while preserving the strong deformation
retract structure (3.25). The deformation retract (3.23) is then perturbed to

(Sym⋆L[2], ℓ⋆
1 + δ) (Sym⋆H•(L[2]), δ′)H+Hδ

P0+Pδ

I0+Iδ

(3.28)
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where the projection operator is modified by the map Pδ : Sym⋆L[2] −→ R = (Sym⋆H•(L[2]))0

given by

Pδ = P0

(
idSym⋆L[2] − δ H

)−1
δ H = P0

∞∑

k=1

(δ H)k . (3.29)

The explicit forms of the remaining perturbed maps in (3.28) can be found in [3].

For a perturbation datum δ, we denote the perturbed differential by

Qδ := ℓ⋆
1 + δ . (3.30)

Free Theory. The free theory is constructed from the perturbed differential

Q~ := ℓ⋆
1 + i~∆BV , (3.31)

which is an example of a quantum differential, see e.g. [33]. The equivariant cochain map

∆BV : Sym⋆L[2] −→ (Sym⋆L[2])[1] (3.32)

of symmetric degree −2 is called the BV Laplacian, since it reduces the symmetric degree by 2. It
satisfies (∆BV)2 = 0 and ℓ⋆

1 ◦ ∆BV = −∆BV ◦ ℓ⋆
1, which together guarantee (Q~)2 = 0. Explicitly, it

is defined by extending the differential

∆BV(1) = 0 , ∆BV(ϕ1) = 0 , ∆BV(ϕ1 ⊙⋆ ϕ2) = 〈ϕ1, ϕ2〉⋆ 1 (3.33)

on the symmetric algebra to

∆BV(ϕ1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ϕn) =
∑

i<j

± 〈ϕi, Rαi+1 · · · Rαj−1(ϕj)〉⋆ ϕ1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ϕi−1

⊙⋆ R
αi+1(ϕi+1) ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ R

αj−1(ϕj−1) ⊙⋆ ϕj+1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ϕn ,

(3.34)

for all ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ L[2].

This yields the strong deformation retract

(Sym⋆L[2], ℓ⋆
1 + i~∆BV) (Sym⋆H•(L[2]), i~∆′

BV)H+H~

P0+P~

I0+I~

. (3.35)

Since H ∆BV I0 = 0, the induced BV differential on Sym⋆H•(L[2]) is given by [34] ∆′
BV = P0 ∆BV I0.

Interacting Theory. The interacting quantum theory is constructed by further deforming the
BV Laplacian with the interactions Sint from §3.1, giving the degree 1 small perturbation

δ~,int = i~∆BV + {Sint, −}⋆ , (3.36)

and the quantum differential Q~,int := ℓ⋆
1 + δ~,int. The BV antibracket

{−, −}⋆ : Sym⋆L[2] ⊗ Sym⋆L[2] −→ (Sym⋆L[2])[1] (3.37)

is the braided (−1)-shifted Poisson structure defined on generators ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ L[2] using the cyclic
inner product 〈−, −〉⋆ of the braided L∞-algebra L ⋆ as

{ϕ1, ϕ2}⋆ = 〈ϕ1, ϕ2〉⋆ 1 = ± {Rα(ϕ2), R
α(ϕ1)}⋆ , (3.38)
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and extended as a braided graded derivation in each of its slots.

Because of cyclicity of the inner product 〈−, −〉⋆, the differential ℓ⋆
1 is compatible with the an-

tibracket, making
(
Sym⋆L[2], ℓ⋆

1, {−, −}⋆) into a braided P0-algebra [3]. The braided L∞-structure
implies that the full classical theory with BV functional SBV from (3.3) satisfies the classical master
equation {SBV, SBV}⋆ = 0. On the other hand, the failure of the BV Laplacian to be a strict graded
derivation of the braided commutative product is measured by

∆BV(a1 ⊙⋆ a2) = ∆BV(a1) ⊙⋆ a2 ± a1 ⊙⋆ ∆BV(a2) + {a1, a2}⋆ , (3.39)

for all a1, a2 ∈ Sym⋆L[2], making
(
Sym⋆L[2], ℓ⋆

1, {−, −}⋆ , ∆BV

)
into a differential graded braided

BV algebra. This implies that the BV differential act as a strict graded derivation of the Poisson
structure [3]:

∆BV({a1, a2}⋆) = {∆BV(a1), a2}⋆ ± {a1, ∆BV(a2)}⋆ . (3.40)

This perturbs the free strong deformation retract to

(Sym⋆L[2], ℓ⋆
1 + i~∆BV + {Sint, −}⋆) (Sym⋆H•(L[2]), δ′

~,int)H+H~,int

P0+P~,int

I0+I~,int

. (3.41)

The nilpotency condition for the deformed differential ℓ⋆
1 + δ~,int on Sym⋆L[2] is equivalent to the

quantum master equation

ℓ⋆
1(Sint) + i~∆BV(Sint) + 1

2 {Sint, Sint}⋆ = 0 (3.42)

for the degree 0 cochain Sint, which follows trivially from the classical master equation for SBV

together with ∆BV(SBV) = 0 [2–4].

Using the Homological Perturbation Lemma. In this paper we will compute various one-
loop correlation functions of physical fields in braided scalar quantum electrodynamics. Correlation
functions are computed via the homological perturbation lemma by applying the perturbed pro-
jector (3.29) with the deformation retract (3.41) to insertions of antifields on external states at
positions xi ∈ R1,3.

For this, we use the momentum space decompositions (2.45) and (2.42) for the field and antifield
content of braided scalar electrodynamics. The external antifield states are related to a position
space basis by Fourier transformation

δAµ
xi

=
∫

pi

vµ epi e−i pi·xi , δφ̄
xi

=
∫

pi

ēpi e−i pi·xi , δφ
xi

=
∫

pi

epi e−i pi·xi . (3.43)

Contractions of states are achieved through application of the operator ∆BV H. By contracting
external states with each other using the cyclic structure and contracting homotopy, we recover the
respective free propagators in position space: for the scalar fields

〈δφ
xi

, h δφ̄
xj

〉⋆ = −G(xi − xj) = −

∫

k
G̃(k) e−i k·(xi−xj) , (3.44)

and similarly for the photon contractions. For the scalar fields, contractions between internal and
external states yield

〈eki , h δφ̄
xj

〉⋆ = −G̃(ki) e i ki·xj = 〈h eki , δφ̄
xj

〉⋆ , (3.45)
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and similarly for the photon internal/external state contractions.

In this paper we mostly use the momentum space representation, electing to Fourier transform
the correlation function at the source. Internal contractions of two fields using ∆BV H in momentum
space are described by (2.45), (2.42) and (2.43) together with (2.22). They satisfy

〈vµ eki , h vν ekj 〉⋆ = −D̃(ki) Π̃µν(ki) (2π)4 δ(ki + kj) (3.46)

for the photon field, which we represent graphically by the wavy line

µ ν
ki (3.47)

and
〈eki , h ēkj 〉⋆ = −G̃(ki) (2π)4 δ(ki + kj) (3.48)

for the scalar fields, which we represent graphically by the directed straight line

ki (3.49)

Finally, the interaction vertices are generated by the BV antibrackets with the translation
invariant degree 0 extended action functionals (3.8) and (3.14) from §3.1:

{S(3)

int, −}⋆ =
∫

k1,k2,k3

V
µ

3 (k1, k2, k3)
{
vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 , −

}
⋆

,

{S(4)

int, −}⋆ =
∫

k1,k2,k3,k4

V
µν

4 (k1, k2, k3, k4)
{
vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 ⊙⋆ vν ek4 , −

}
⋆

.

(3.50)

Thanks to momentum conservation across vertices, the expansions (3.50) in terms of a basis of
antifields can always be cyclically rotated to better suit calculations; we will always act from the
left. For the same reason, the interacting action functional acts as a strict graded derivation on
Sym⋆L[2], that is, the R-matrices trivialise when moving the vertex across a braided symmetric
product; equivalently, Sint is translation invariant. We will only consider degree 0 elements of L[2],
so this further restricts to a derivation:

{Sint, ϕ1 ⊙⋆ ϕ2}⋆ = {Sint, ϕ1}⋆ ⊙⋆ ϕ2 + ϕ1 ⊙⋆ {Sint, ϕ2}⋆ , (3.51)

for ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ L[2]0.

4 Correlation Functions at One-Loop

In this paper we are interested in the n-point correlation functions of braided scalar quantum
electrodynamics by perturbed projection maps (3.29) acting on antifield insertions of Dirac distri-
butions supported at spacetime points xi. Our basis of test Dirac distributions is given by the set{
δφ

xi
, δφ̄

xi
, δ

Aµ
xi

}
⊂ L[2]0 described in §3.2, of which a generic element is denoted δAi

xi
.

We define correlation functions in this setting as

G
δ
A1,...,An

(x1, . . . , xn) = Pδ

(
δA1

x1
⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ δAn

xn

)
=

∞∑

k=1

P0 (δ H)k
(
δA1

x1
⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ δAn

xn

)
. (4.1)

Because only P0(1) = 1 is non-zero, the correlation function is a map

G
δ
n : (Sym⋆L[2])0 −→ Ω0((R1,3)×n

)
, (4.2)
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understood in a distributional sense. For the same reason only correlators involving the same
number of scalar antifields δφ

xi
and their conjugates δφ̄

xi
are non-vanishing, as only such pairs can

lead to non-vanishing inner products; this is the statement of charge conjugation symmetry in
braided scalar QED. We will generically work with the strong deformation retract (3.41) for which
G~,int

n := G
δ~,int
n is a formal power series in ~ and g; we write G~

n for the correlators of the free field
theory associated to the deformation retract (3.35).

Alternatively, we can decompose a general antifield in terms of a basis e
pi

Ai
of plane waves dual

to a basis eAi
pi

∈ L[2]0 as

δAi
xi

=
∫

pi

e
pi

Ai
e−i pi·xi . (4.3)

This defines the n-point correlation function in momentum space as

G̃
δ
A1,...,An

(p1, . . . , pn) =
∞∑

k=1

P0 (δ H)k
(
e

p1
A1

⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ e
pn

An

)
. (4.4)

This prescription computes both connected and disconnected diagrams with n external propagators.
In this section we detail the calculation of several correlators up to one-loop order.

These are vacuum correlation functions in the terminology of [4]. This is unlike the computation
of scattering amplitudes done in [29,35], where the cyclic L∞-structure is pulled back to the minimal
model, which yields infinitely many higher brackets encoding the n-point amplitudes. In the present
setting, the analogue of the Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ) reduction formula is obtained
by considering a basis of fields in L[2]0 that are ℓ⋆

1-exact.

Throughout this paper we will mostly leave aside two important analytic issues to avoid clouding
the main messages of this paper. Firstly, many of our formal manipulations can only be made precise
when one uses wavepackets for the external particles, rather than delta-distributions. Secondly, we
do not explicitly spell out regularisations of loop integrals, which are also needed to make sense
of our algebraic manipulations. Both of these technical problems can be handled using standard
quantum field theory techniques.

4.1 One-Point Functions

As a warm-up, let us start by computing the interacting one-point correlation functions using the
homological perturbation lemma with the deformation retract (3.41), confirming that all tadpole
diagrams vanish.

Using (3.46) and (3.48), the one-point photon correlator at one-loop in momentum space is
calculated as

G̃
~,int
Aµ

(p)(1) = i~∆BV H
{
S(3)

int , h vµep
}

⋆

= i~∆BV H

∫

k1,k2,k3

V ν
3 (k1, k2, k3)

{
vν ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 , h vµ ep

}
⋆

= −i~∆BV H

∫

k1,k2,k3

V ν
3 (k1, k2, k3) e i (k2+k3)·θ k1 (2π)4 δ(p + k1)

× D̃(p) Π̃νµ(p) ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3

= i~
∫

k1,k2,k3

V ν
3 (k1, k2, k3) (2π)4 δ(k2 + k3) G̃(k2) (2π)4 δ(p + k1) D̃(p) Π̃νµ(p)

= 2 i~ g

∫

k
kν

G̃(k) (2π)4 δ(p) D̃(p) Π̃νµ(p) = 0 .

(4.5)
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In the last line we formally set
∫

k kν G̃(k) = 0, after reflection symmetric cutoff regularisation,
because the integrand is an odd function of the loop momentum. This vanishing contribution is
represented graphically by the tadpole diagram

= 0 (4.6)

For the tadpoles of charged scalars at one-loop we find

G̃
~,int
φ (p)(1) = i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int , h ep
}

⋆

= i~∆BV H

∫

k1,k2,k3

V ν
3 (k1, k2, k3)

{
vν ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 , h ep

}
⋆

= −i~∆BV H

∫

k1,k2,k3

V ν
3 (k1, k2, k3) (2π)4 δ(p + k3) G̃(p) vν ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 = 0 ,

(4.7)

where the last line vanishes because there are no contractions between photons and scalars:

∆BV H
(
vν ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2

)
= 0 . (4.8)

Similarly, G̃
~,int

φ̄
(p)(1) = i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int , h ēp
}

⋆
= 0 by the same argument.

4.2 Photon Vacuum Polarisation

Using the definition (4.4) of the n-point correlation function in momentum space, we now proceed
to calculate the photon two-point function.

The tree-level photon two-point function is given by the leading order contribution in the
homological perturbation lemma and coincides with the bare photon propagator:

G̃
~

Aµ,Aν
(p1, p2)(0) = i~∆BV H (vµ ep1 ⊙⋆ vν ep2)

= −i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) D̃(p1) Π̃µν(p1)

= i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2)
1
p2

1

(
ηµν −

p1 µ p1 ν

p2
1

)
.

(4.9)

At order ~2, there are three terms that contribute to the two-point function. They are given by

G̃
~,int
Aµ,Aν

(p1, p2)(1) = (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(3)

int, H

{
S(3)

int, H (vµ ep1 ⊙⋆ vν ep2)
}

⋆

}

⋆

+ i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int, H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(3)

int, H (vµ ep1 ⊙⋆ vν ep2)
}

⋆

}

⋆

+ (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(4)

int, H (vµ ep1 ⊙⋆ vν ep2)
}

⋆

=: G̃µν(p1, p2)A + G̃µν(p1, p2)B + G̃µν(p1, p2)C .

(4.10)

Using the same techniques as for the calculation of tadpole diagrams in §4.1, as well as in the
analogue calculations for braided spinor QED detailed in [4], we now calculate each of these three
terms separately.

Compared to the one-point functions, the calculations for higher multiplicity correlators become
increasingly more lengthy and cumbersome. They are simplified with the help of a diagrammatic
calculus, similarly to those developed for (braided) scalar field theories in [3, 5], as well as in [36]
for matrix models with gauge symmetries, which we employ below using the diagrammatic rules
discussed in §3.2. Throughout this paper, diagrams should be read from the bottom up, with input
at the bottom and output at the top. We explicitly add momentum labels in the initial instances
and in final results, but otherwise mostly suppress them.
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Evaluation of G̃µν(p1, p2)A. Denote the momentum space representation vµ ep1 ⊙⋆ vν ep2 by two
vertical photon lines. Apply the three-vertex operator

{
S(3)

int, −
}

⋆
H : Sym⋆L[2] −→ Sym⋆L[2] which

is a strict derivation of total degree 0 by the discussion of §3.2; however, it raises the symmetric
degree by 1. This results in the non-zero terms

{
S(3)

int , H

( p1 p2 )}

⋆

= 1
2

( k2 k3 p2

+
p1 k2 k3 )

(4.11)

Recall that we can also rotate the basis of antifields in the three-vertex (3.8).

Further application of the three-vertex operator
{
S3

int, −
}

⋆
H results in six more non-zero terms.

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.11) this gives

{
S(3)

int , H

( k2 k3 p2 )}

⋆

= 1
3

( k4 k5 k3p2

+
k4k6k2 p2

+
k2 k3k5 k6

)
, (4.12)

and similarly for the second term

{
S(3)

int , H

( p1 k2 k3 )}

⋆

= 1
3

( k5 k6k2 k3

+
k4 k5 k3p1

+
k4k6k2p1 )

. (4.13)

Note that any extra noncommutative phase factors can be removed by braiding the basis of anti-
fields in the symmetric algebra. Contracting with (i~∆BV H)2 discerns where the connected and
disconnected diagrams originate.

Altogether one finds that all phase factors disappear and the first contribution to (4.10) results
in

G̃µν(p1, p2)A = −~
2 g2

∫

k
(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) (p1 + 2k)λ (p1 + 2k)ρ

× D̃(p1) Π̃λµ(p1) D̃(p2) Π̃ρν(p2) G̃(k) G̃(k + p1)

−
4~2 g2

3

∫

k,q
(2π)8 δ(p1) δ(p2) kλ qρ

× D̃(p1) Π̃λµ(p1) D̃(p2) Π̃ρν(p2) G̃(k) G̃(q) .

(4.14)

The first integral corresponds to the connected diagram

p1

k+p1

µ ν
(4.15)

and it makes a non-trivial contribution to the the photon two-point function. The second integral
corresponds to the disconnected diagram

(4.16)

with vanishing contribution to the vacuum polarisation by §4.1.
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Evaluation of G̃µν(p1, p2)B. Using our graphical calculus, we apply the contraction i~∆BV H

to (4.11) and find

i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int , H

( p1 p2 )}

⋆

= 1
3

(

µ ν

+
νµ

)
(4.17)

Further applying the operator i~∆BV H
{
S(3)

int, −
}

H gives another tadpole. In fact, as noted in [4],
this factorisation is also given in terms of one-point functions at one-loop from §4.1.

Altogether the second contribution to (4.10) results in the same disconnected diagram (4.16),
and hence has no contribution: G̃µν(p1, p2)B = 0.

Evaluation of G̃µν(p1, p2)C. Finally, the third contribution to (4.10) involves the four-vertex
(3.15). Applying the strict derivation

{
S(4)

int, −
}

⋆
H : Sym⋆L[2] −→ Sym⋆L[2] of symmetric degree 2

to our basis of photon fields has the graphical representation

{
S(4)

int , H

( p1 p2 )}

⋆

= 1
2

( k1 k2 k3p2

+

k2 k3 k4p2

+

p1k1 k2 k3

+

p1k2 k3 k4 )
(4.18)

The contractions with (i~∆BV H)2 are unambiguous and one can always jump across fields at the
price of R-matrices, which in this instance end up trivialising due to momentum conservation.

Altogether the final result is represented graphically by the connected tadpole diagram

µ ν

p1

k

(4.19)

It has a non-trivial contribution to the vacuum polarisation given by

G̃µν(p1, p2)C = 2~2 g2 (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) D̃(p1) Π̃λµ(p1) D̃(p2) Π̃
λ
ν(p2)

∫

k
G̃(k) . (4.20)

Photon Self-Energy. The photon two-point function at one-loop receives contributions from
only bubble diagrams, and adding the contributions gives

G̃
~,int
Aµ,Aν

(p1, p2)(1) = (i~ g)2 (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) Π̃µλ(p1) D̃(p1) Π̃νρ(p2) D̃(p2)

×

∫

k

(
(2k + p1)λ (2k + p1)ρ

G̃(k + p1) G̃(k) − 2 ηλρ
G̃(k)

)
.

(4.21)

Equivalently, one can dress the photon propagator of (4.9) in terms of the one-loop photon vacuum
polarisation tensor Π⋆(p)(1) by setting

G̃
~

Aµ,Aν
(p1, p2)(0) + G̃

~,int
Aµ,Aν

(p1, p2)(1) = i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2)

(
1

p2
1 Π̃−1(p1) − Π⋆(p1)(1)

)

µν

, (4.22)

where the transverse projector Π̃(k) is given by (2.20). This coincides with the commutative result

−
i
~

Πµν
⋆ (p)(1) = +

= g2
∫

k

(2k + p)µ (2k + p)ν

(
(k + p)2 − m2

) (
k2 − m2

) − 2 g2
∫

k

ηµν

(k + p)2 − m2
.

(4.23)
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Since the loop diagrams here reproduce the commutative results, this implies that there is no
UV/IR mixing in the photon vacuum polarisation at the one-loop level. This raises hopes that our
braided field theory is perturbatively renormalisable and so has a good quantum theory. In par-
ticular, like the free photon propagator, after dimensional regularisation the one-loop polarisation
tensor is transverse:

pµ Πµν
⋆ (p)(1) = 0 . (4.24)

An easy but formal way to argue this is by using the identity

p · (2k + p) =
(
(k + p)2 − m2)−

(
k2 − m2) (4.25)

and shifting integration variable k 7−→ k − p in two of the three resulting integrals from (4.23).

4.3 Scalar Vacuum Polarisation

The tree-level two-point function for the charged scalar field follows from (4.4) and is given by

G̃
~

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2)(0) = i~∆BV H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2)

= −i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) G̃(p1)

= −i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2)
1

p2
1 − m2

.

(4.26)

Similarly to the photon two-point function at one-loop, the homological perturbation lemma
gives three terms contributing the scalar two-point function at one-loop. These are given by

G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2)(1) = (i~∆BV H)2

{
S(3)

int, H

{
S(3)

int, H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2)
}

⋆

}

⋆

+ i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int, H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(3)

int, H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2)
}

⋆

}

⋆

+ (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(4)

int, H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2)
}

⋆

=: G̃(p1, p2)A + G̃(p1, p2)B + G̃(p1, p2)C .

(4.27)

Evaluation of G̃(p1, p2)A. Our basis of fields ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 is now represented by a pair of vertical
charged scalar lines with opposite orientation. The three-vertex operator from (3.50) acts on this
basis as a strict derivation and results in

{
S(3)

int , H

( p1 p2 )}

⋆

= 1
2

( k1 k2 p2

+
p1 k3 k1 )

(4.28)

Acting again with the three-vertex operator on the first term in the right-hand side of (4.28) has
the graphical representation

{
S(3)

int , H

( k1 k2 p2 )}

⋆

= 1
3

( k5 k6 k2p2

+
k5k4k1 p2

+
k1 k2k6 k4

)
(4.29)

and similarly for the second term.
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Contracting with (i~∆BV H)2 then shows that the first contribution to (4.27) results in the two
connected diagrams

k+p1
p1

(4.30)

and

(4.31)

They respectively sum to

G̃(p1, p2)A = −~
2 g2 (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) G̃(p1) G̃(p2)

×

∫

k
(k + 2p1)µ (k + 2p1)ν

G̃(k + p1) D̃(k) Π̃µν(k)

−
4~2 g2

3

∫

k,q
(2π)8 δ(p1 + p2) δ(k) G̃(p1) G̃(p2) G̃(q) D̃(k) Π̃µν(k) p

µ
1 qν .

(4.32)

The second integral is a tadpole contribution which vanishes by §4.1, leaving only the contribution
from the first integral. The noncommutative phase coming from the vertex in (3.9) vanishes due
to momentum conservation.

Evaluation of G̃(p1, p2)B. The second contribution to (4.27) is the same scalar tadpole diagram
(4.31). This is most easily seen by following the symmetric degree inside the calculation. The
application of i~∆BV H to (4.28) has symmetric degree 1, involving the field vµ ek1, so further
applying i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int , −
}

H closes a tadpole, thereby giving a vanishing contribution to the
scalar two-point function at one-loop: G̃(p1, p2)B = 0.

Evaluation of G̃(p1, p2)C. Similarly, the four-vertex operator yields the graphical representation

{
S(4)

int , H

( p1 p2 )}

⋆

= 1
2

( k4 k1 k2p2

+

k3 k4 k1p1 )
(4.33)

Contracting again with (i~∆BV H)2, there is no need to switch fields so no R-matrices appear. We
find that the noncommutative phase factor arising from (3.15) disappears as before because of
momentum conservation.

Finally, the third contribution to (4.27) is the connected diagram

p1

k
(4.34)

The explicit result is

G̃(p1, p2)C = −3~2 g2 (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) G̃(p1) G̃(p2)
∫

k
D̃(k) . (4.35)
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Scalar Self-Energy. Altogether we find that the charged scalar field two-point function at one-
loop is given by

G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2)(1) = (i~ g)2 (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2) G̃(p1) G̃(p2)

×

∫

k

(
(k + 2p1)µ (k + 2p1)ν

G̃(k + p1) D̃(k) Π̃µν(k) − 3 D̃(k)
)

.
(4.36)

The dressed scalar propagator at one-loop is defined by

G̃
~

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2)(0) + G̃

~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2)(1) = −i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2)

1
p2

1 − m2 − Σ⋆(p1)(1)
, (4.37)

where the self-energy Σ⋆(p)(1) is obtained by removing external scalar propagators i~ G̃(p) and is
the sum of amputated diagrams

i
~

Σ⋆(p)(1) = +

= −g2
∫

k

(k + 2p)µ (k + 2p)ν

k2
(
(k + p)2 − m2

)
(

ηµν −
kµ kν

k2

)
− 3 g2

∫

k

1
k2

.

(4.38)

In summary, we recover the commutative result for the charged scalar field self-energy and no
UV/IR mixing.

4.4 Three-Vertex Function

The three-vertex function at tree-level is

G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄,Aµ
(p1, p2, p3)(0) = (i~∆BV H)2

{
S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

= −(i~)2 V λ
3 (p3, −p2, −p1) G̃(p1) G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃λµ(p3)

+ 1
3 G̃

~,int
Aµ

(p3)(1)
G̃
~

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2)(0) .

(4.39)

The last line is proportional to the photon one-point function at one-loop, which we found to vanish
in (4.5). Hence

G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄,Aµ
(p1, p2, p3)(0) = −~

2 g (2π)4 δ(p3 − p1 − p2)

× e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj (p1 − p2)λ

(
p2

1 − m2
) (

p2
2 − m2

) 1
p2

3

(
ηλµ −

p3 λ p3 µ

p2
3

)
,

(4.40)

which differs from the commutative result by the phase factor depending on the external momenta.

We shall now detail the calculation of the three-point vertex at one-loop order. For this, one
needs to calculate the combinations of interactions and contractions, omitting obvious tadpole
terms which vanish. We recall the degrees of relevant operators, which are useful in identifying
contributions that are obviously zero:

Operator Symmetric Degree
{
S(3)

int, −
}

⋆
H +1

{
S(4)

int, −
}

⋆
H +2

i~∆BV H −2

(4.41)
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The term

i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int , H (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(3)

int , H

{
S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}
⋆

}

⋆

= 0 (4.42)

vanishes by symmetric power counting: After the application of (i~∆BV H)2 we end up with a
monomial in the symmetric algebra, which then leads to a vanishing tadpole diagram by §4.1.
Several other terms vanish similarly. Note that any operator landing in symmetric degree 0, for
example

(i~∆BV H)2
{

S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vν ep3)
}

⋆
∈
(
Sym⋆L[2]

)0
, (4.43)

yields a vanishing contribution. The upshot is that terms where the contraction operator i~∆BV H

acts early enough vanish, and we omit them from now on.

The manifestly non-zero P0-projections that contribute to the one-loop three-point function

G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄,Aµ
(p1, p2, p3)(1) = (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV) + (V) + (VI) + (VII) (4.44)

are given by

(I) = (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(3)

int , H

{
S(3)

int , H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}
⋆

}

⋆

, (4.45a)

(II) = (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(3)

int , H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(3)

int , H

{
S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}
⋆

}

⋆

, (4.45b)

(III) = (i~∆BV H)3
{

S(3)

int , H

{
S(3)

int , H

{
S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}
⋆

}

⋆

, (4.45c)

(IV) = (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(4)

int , H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}

⋆
, (4.45d)

(V) = (i~∆BV H)3
{

S(3)

int , H

{
S(4)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}
⋆

, (4.45e)

(VI) = (i~∆BV H)3
{

S(4)

int , H

{
S(3)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}
⋆

, (4.45f)

(VII) = (i~∆BV H)2
{

S(3)

int , H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(4)

int , H (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3)
}

⋆

}
⋆

. (4.45g)

In the remainder of this section we summarise the results of these computations.

Calculation of (I). Consider the contribution (I) from (4.45a) to the correlation function. We
present this calculation in some detail using the graphical calculus, reading diagrams from bottom
up, starting from

i~∆BV H

{
S(3)

int , H

( p1 p2 p3 )}

⋆

=
i~
3

(
e i p3·θ (k2+p2) ×

k2 p2

+

k1 p3

+

k3p1

+
1
2

×

k2 k3

+
1
2

×

p1 p2 )
.

(4.46)
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Of the five diagrams generated, only the first three are relevant because tadpoles vanish by §4.1,
while disconnected diagrams do not contribute in the end.

Next we apply
{
S(3)

int , −
}

⋆
H, resulting in the six diagrams

{
S(3)

int , H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(3)

int , H

( p1 p2 p3 )}

⋆

}

⋆

=
i~
6

( k3k4 k5

+

k6 k4p1

+ e i p3·θ (k2+p2) ×

k4 k5 p2

+ e i p3·θ (k2+p2) ×

k2 k6 k4

+

k5 k6 p3

+

k1 k5 k6 )
.

(4.47)

The next vertex insertion yields 18 diagrams. By reading the diagrams from bottom up, the
introduction of vertices (3.9) is ordered; the bottom most vertex comes with ingoing momenta
{k1, k2, k3}, while the second and third vertices have momenta {l1, l2, l3} and {q1, q2, q3}, respec-
tively, with labelling convention of momenta following the definition of the three-vertex. This
gives

{
S(3)

int , H

{
S(3)

int , H (i~∆BV H)
{

S(3)

int , H

( p1 p2 p3 )}

⋆

}

⋆

}

⋆

=
i~
18

(
e i p3·θ (k2+p2) ×

(
q2 q3 l2 p2

+

l1 q1 q2 p2

+ 2 ×

l1 l2 q3 q1

+

k2 q3 q1 l1

+

k2 q2 q3l3 )

+

q1 q2 l3 p3

+

l2 q3 q1 p3

+ 2 ×

l2 l3 q2 q3

+

k1 q1 q2 l3

+

k1 q3 q1l2

+

k3q2 q3 l2

+

k3q1 q2l1

+ 2 ×

q3 q1l1 l2

+

q3 q1 l1p1

+

l3 q2 q3p1 )
.

(4.48)

From the diagrammatic expression (4.48) it is straightforward to see that all diagrams are
two-particle irreducible (2PI) upon applying the operator (i~∆BV H)2. The resulting connected
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diagrams contributing to (4.45a) are

(I) = −
i~3

3




µ, p3

p1 p2

+

µ, p3

p1 p2

+

µ, p3

p1 p2




(4.49)

where each external leg is corrected at one-loop. Of course the photon and scalar legs only have
contributions from the trivalent vertices in this term, while the corrections of the form (4.19) and
(4.34) will come from a later term. The explicit analytic expressions for these and other diagrams
are summarised at the end of this section.

Calculation of (II). In the rest of this section we will not draw all diagrams; one can find the
relevant contributions following the procedure outlined above. The second term (II) from (4.45b)
contributes to the one-particle irreducible (1PI) part of the correlation function. After simple
relabellings of internal momentum variables, we find that all contributions can be combined and
yield

(II) =
4
5

× (I) −
2 i~3

5
e i k1·θ p3 ×

µ, p3

p1 p2

ρ, k1

(4.50)

With the vertex function (3.9), we notice that the phase factor appearing in (4.50) combines with
the phase factors appearing in the vertex function to factor out of the loop integral. This is nothing
but the corresponding commutative diagram dressed by an external phase factor.

Calculation of (III). The 1PI part of the third term (III) from (4.45c) is of the same form as
the triangle diagram contribution to (4.50). Altogether, its contributions sum up to

(III) =
3
2

× (II) (4.51)

which is just the commutative result times the external phase factor.
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Calculation of (IV). For the fourth correction term (IV), we find that all terms contributing to
(4.45d) are of the 2PI form

(IV) = −
i~3

3




µ, p3

p1 p2

+

µ, p3

p1 p2

+ 2 ×

µ, p3

p1 p2




(4.52)

where the correction happens at the level of the propagators. Of course, the sum over all 2PI
diagrams can be recovered by dressing the external propagators with their one-loop correction
(modulo higher order graphs), which we calculated in §4.2 and §4.3.

Calculation of (V)–(VII). The last three terms of the contributions to (4.45) turn out to be
proportional to each other. They all carry a four-point vertex and a three-point vertex. Then
(4.45e), (4.45f) and (4.45g) contribute

(V) = −
4 i~3

5




µ, p3

λ, k1
ρ, k2

p1 p2

+

µ, p3

λ, k1 ρ, k2

p1 p2




+
3
5

× (IV) (4.53)

together with

(VI) =
5
6

× (V) and (VII) =
2
3

× (V) . (4.54)

This is the commutative result up to the external noncommutative phase factor.

One-Loop Corrections to the Three-Vertex. The three-vertex correction corresponds to the
contributions from 1PI diagrams. Combining the above results, we obtain the 1PI three-point
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correlation function

G̃
~,int
φ,φ†,Aµ

(p1, p2, p3)(1)
1PI = −i~3




2 ×

µ, p3

λ, k1
ρ, k2

p1 p2

+ 2 ×

µ, p3

λ, k1 ρ, k2

p1 p2

+ e i k1·θ p3 ×

µ, p3

p1 p2

ρ, k1




(4.55)

Using the expressions for the diagrams below, this reads explicitly

G̃
~,int
φ,φ†,Aµ

(p1, p2, p3)(1)
1PI

= g3 (i~)3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

G̃(p1) G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃ρµ(p3) (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 − p3)

×

(∫

k
(k − 2p1)λ (k + 2p2)α (−2k + p1 − p2)ρ

× G̃(k − p1) G̃(k + p2) D̃(k) Π̃λα(k)

− 2
∫

k
ηλρ

(
(k + 2p2)α

G̃(k + p2) D̃(k) Π̃αλ(k)

− (k + 2p1)α
G̃(k + p1) D̃(k) Π̃λα(k)

))
.

(4.56)

Diagrams. We close this section by summarising the explicit expressions for the diagrams which
appeared in our calculation of the three-vertex function above:

µ, p3

λ, k1
ρ, k2

p1 p2

= g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1) G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃µλ(p3)
∫

k
(k + 2p2)σ D̃(k) Π̃

σλ(k) G̃(k + p2)

(4.57a)

µ, p3

λ, k1 ρ, k2

p1 p2

= −g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1) G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃µλ(p3)
∫

k
(k + 2p1)σ D̃(k) Π̃

σλ(k) G̃(k + p1)

(4.57b)
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µ, p3

p1 p2

= g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1)2
G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃µσ(p3) (p2 − p1)σ

∫

k
D̃(k) Π̃

λ
λ(k)

(4.57c)

µ, p3

p1 p2

= g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1) G̃(p2)2
D̃(p3) Π̃µσ(p3) (p2 − p1)σ

∫

k
D̃(k) Π̃

λ
λ(k)

(4.57d)

µ, p3

p1 p2

= g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1) G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃µρ(p3) D̃(p3) Π̃
ρσ(p3) (p2 − p1)σ

∫

k
G̃(k)

(4.57e)

µ, p3

p1 p2

= −g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1) G̃(p2)2
D̃(p3) Π̃µλ(p3) (p2 − p1)λ

×

∫

k
(k + 2p2)ρ (k + 2p2)σ

G̃(k + p2) D̃(k) Π̃ρσ(k)

(4.57f)

µ, p3

p1 p2

= −g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1)2
G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃µλ(p3) (p2 − p1)λ

×

∫

k
(k + 2p1)ρ (k + 2p1)σ

G̃(k + p1) D̃(k) Π̃ρσ(k)

(4.57g)

µ, p3

p1 p2

= −g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1) G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃µρ(p3) D̃(p3) Π̃λσ(p3) (p2 − p1)λ

×

∫

k
(2k − p3)ρ (2k − p3)σ

G̃(k) G̃(p3 − k)

(4.57h)
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e i p3·θ k ×

µ, p3

p1 p2

ρ, k

= −g3 e
− i

2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

(2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

× G̃(p1) G̃(p2) D̃(p3) Π̃µλ(p3)

×

∫

k
(p2 − p1 + 2k)λ (k + 2p2)σ (k − 2p1)ρ

× G̃(p1 − k) G̃(k + p2) D̃(k) Π̃ρσ(k)

(4.57i)

5 Ward-Takahashi Identities for Braided Gauge Symmetries

In §4.2 we showed that the one-loop photon vacuum polarisation tensor Π⋆(p)(1) of braided scalar
quantum electrodynamics is transverse: pµ Πµν

⋆ (p)(1) = 0. This reflects the Ward-Takahashi identity
for the braided U(1) gauge symmetry at the level of the vacuum polarisations. In this final section
we use the braided L∞-structure and the homological perturbation lemma to extend this Ward-
Takahashi identity to all loop orders for correlators involving the electric current.

Our homotopy algebraic formulation of the Ward-Takahashi identities is similar in spirit to other
approaches which have appeared recently in the literature. Linearised Ward identities for tree-level
scattering amplitudes in Yang-Mills theory are established in [37] within the L∞-algebra framework.
Scattering amplitudes are well understood in terms of a quasi-isomorphism onto the minimal model
of the corresponding L∞-algebra L , which in particular contains the asymptotically free fields (see
e.g. [29, 35, 38–40]). When one of the fields in a scattering amplitude is taken to be trivial in the
cohomology H1(L), then the amplitude vanishes as a direct consequence of the homotopy Jacobi
identities in the minimal model [37]. The physical interpretation is that longitudinal external states
do not contribute to the S-matrix.

Anomalous Ward-Takahashi identities for correlation functions involving Noether currents for
general global symmetries of field theories are derived in [41] within the framework of quantum
A∞-algebras. The derivation follows from an equivalent form of the homotopy algebraic Schwinger-
Dyson equations from [32, 42, 43], which are based on the homological perturbation lemma. The
anomaly matches with known anomalies in examples.

We stress that our approach is fundamentally different: it is based on the underlying local
BRST cohomology within our braided BV formalism. Combined with the braided homological
perturbation lemma, this leads to a ‘master identity’ (see (5.25)) which is functionally similar
to the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation of [41, eq. (3.45)]. Our Ward-Takahashi identity (see
(5.40)) is then analogous to that of [41, eq. (4.45)]. However, in contrast to [41], our derivation
leads to an interpretation of the anomaly in terms of the BV Laplacian of the extended BRST
functional for the matter fields.

5.1 Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin Transformations

In the BV formalism, the braided gauge symmetries of the classical Maurer-Cartan theory from
§2.3 are promoted to nilpotent global symmetries of the extended BV theory from §3.1. Braided
gauge transformations come from the BRST part of the extended BV functional (3.3), evaluated
in (3.17) for the quadratic vertex and in (3.20) for the cubic vertex. This induces the nilpotent
braided derivation of degree 1 given by

QBRST :=
{
S(2)

BRST + S(3)
BRST , −

}
⋆

: Sym⋆L[2] −→ (Sym⋆L[2])[1] , (5.1)
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which is in fact a strict derivation by momentum conservation.

Acting on a basis of antifields for L[2]0 in momentum space, the BRST differential (5.1) describes
the braided gauge transformations (2.29):

QBRST




ep

ēp

vµ ep


 =




−i
∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 − p) e
i
2

k1·θ k2 ek1 ⊙⋆ ẽk2

i
∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 − p) e
i
2

k1·θ k2 ēk1 ⊙⋆ ẽk2

i
g

pµ ẽp




, (5.2)

as expected from the L∞-structure of §2.3. A short calculation verifies (QBRST)2 = 0.

The classical extended action functional Scl := S0 +Sint ∈ (Sym⋆L[2])0 is invariant under BRST
transformations if

QBRST Scl = 0 , (5.3)

that is, it is braided gauge invariant. We verify (5.3) explicitly, using the vertices of the action
functional from (3.9) and (3.15), along with the BRST transformations (5.2).

Recall that the free part of the action functional (3.3) is given by

S0 =
1
2

∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2)
((

k2
1 − m2) ēk1 ⊙⋆ ek2 +

(
k2

1 − m2) ek1 ⊙⋆ ēk2

+
(

− k2
1 ηµν + k

µ
1 kν

1

)
vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ vν ek2

)
.

(5.4a)

Applying the BRST transformations, we find

QBRST S0 = i
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
(
k2

2 − m2) e
i
2

k2·θ k3

× ẽk1 ⊙⋆

(
ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 − ēk2 ⊙⋆ ek3

)

= i
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
(
k2

2 − k2
3

)
e

i
2

k2·θ k3 ẽk1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 ,

(5.4b)

where the contributions from the last entry of (5.2) vanish identically because of the projector
k2 Π̃µν(k) = k2 ηµν − kµ kν onto transverse momentum.

The cubic variation splits into an order g0 piece, in symmetric degree 3, and an order g1 piece,
in symmetric degree 4. One finds the non-vanishing BRST transformation

QBRST S(3)

int = −i
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
(
k2

2 − k2
3

)
e

i
2

k2·θ k3 ẽk1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3

− i g

∫

q1,q2

∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)8 δ(k1 + k2 + k3) (k2 − k3)µ e
i
2

k2·θ k3+ i
2

q1·θ q2 vµ ek1

⊙⋆

(
δ(q1 + q2 − k2) eq1 ⊙⋆ ẽq2 ⊙⋆ ēk3

− δ(q1 + q2 − k3) ek2 ⊙⋆ ēq1 ⊙⋆ ẽq2

)
.

(5.4c)

The variation of the quartic part of the action functional is found to be

QBRST S(4)

int = i g

∫

k1,k2,k3,k4

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4)

×
(
k

µ
1 ẽk1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 ⊙⋆ vµ ek4

+ vµ ek1 ⊙⋆ ek2 ⊙⋆ ēk3 ⊙⋆ k
µ
4 ẽk4

)
.

(5.4d)
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The term of symmetric degree 5 contained in QBRST S(4)

int, of order g2, vanishes after a simple
relabelling of momenta.

Summing the contributions in (5.4), we verify QBRST Scl = 0.

5.2 Extended Electric Current

Braided gauge invariance of the Maurer-Cartan functional (2.39) is equivalent to the weak con-
servation of the braided electric current (2.38). We show that one can associate to the braided
gauge invariant extended action functional Scl a symmetrised current J ⋆ ∈ (Sym⋆L[1]∗)0, whose
correlators are also conserved. The extended electric current J ⋆ is the lift of the original braided
Noether current J⋆ ∈ Ω1(R1,3) to the symmetric algebra Sym⋆L[1]∗. Like the interaction terms of
the extended BV functional, its form is much simpler than that of the original description, due to
the braided symmetrisation.

The symmetric current

J ⋆ = J ⋆
2 + J ⋆

3 ∈ (Sym⋆L[2])0 (5.5)

is given in momentum space by the sum of the two contributions

J ⋆µ
2 (p1, p2) = e

i
2

p1·θ p2 (pµ
1 ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 − ep1 ⊙⋆ p

µ
2 ēp2) , (5.6)

J ⋆µ
3 (p1, p2, p3) = −2 g ηµν e

i
2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vν ep3 . (5.7)

We shall demonstrate that the extended current J ⋆ is dual to the classical braided Noether current
J⋆ ∈ Ω1(R1,3), written in its non-covariant form (2.37).

For this, we must first introduce a pairing between the respective symmetric algebras. We define
the pairing between braided symmetric elements of degree n

〈−, −〉⋆ :
(
Sym⋆(L[1])∗

)n
⊗
(
Sym⋆L[1]

)n
−→ R (5.8)

as

〈ξ1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ξn , τ1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ τn〉⋆ :=
∑

σ∈Sn

± 〈ξ1, τσR(n)〉⋆ · · · 〈ξn, τσR(1)〉⋆ , (5.9)

for elements ξi ∈ L[1]∗ and τi ∈ L[1], with i = 1, . . . , n. Here Sn is the symmetric group of degree
n, and the permutation σR acts by braided graded transposition. For example, on quadratic
symmetric powers the pairing is

〈ξ1 ⊙⋆ ξ2 , τ1 ⊙⋆ τ2〉⋆ = 〈ξ1, τ2〉⋆ 〈ξ2, τ1〉⋆ ± 〈ξ1, Rα(τ1)〉⋆ 〈Rα(ξ2), τ2〉⋆ . (5.10)

Consider the superfield A ∈ L1 of (2.6). By shifting the degree using the suspension isomor-
phism s : L −→ L[1], this defines a degree 0 element which has momentum space decomposition
given by

sA =




∫

k
φ̂(k) ek

∫

k

̂̄
φ(k) ēk

∫

k
Âµ(k) vµ ek




∈ L[1]0 . (5.11)
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The degree is carried by basis elements ek, ēk and vµ ek of degree 0, which are dual to their
respective antifield bases as explained in §2.4.

Then the pairing of a quadratic basis antifield ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 with symmetrised superfields is

〈ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 , 1
2 sA ⊙⋆ sA〉⋆ =

1
2

∫

k1,k2

(
〈ep1 , ek2〉⋆ φ̂(k2) 〈ēp2 , ēk1〉⋆

̂̄
φ(k1)

+ 〈ep1, Rα(ek1)〉⋆ φ̂(k1) 〈Rα(ēp2), ēk2〉⋆
̂̄
φ(k2)

)
.

(5.12)

Using the dual pairings 〈ep, ek〉⋆ = (2π)4 δ(p−k) = 〈ēp, ēk〉⋆, and multiplying with the phase factor
entering the quadratic part of the extended current (5.6), we find

e
i
2

p1·θ p2 〈ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 , 1
2 sA ⊙⋆ sA〉⋆ = 1

2

(
e

i
2

p1·θ p2 φ̂(p1) ̂̄φ(p2) + e− i
2

p1·θ p2 φ̂(p1) ̂̄φ(p2)
)

, (5.13)

which we recognise as the momentum space coordinate function of 1
2 (φ ⋆ φ̄ + φ̄ ⋆ φ). Multiplying

by the appropriate momenta, we recover the quadratic part of (2.37).

Similarly, with the dual pairing on photon states 〈vν ek, vµ ep〉⋆ = (2π)4 δν
µ δ(k − p) we find that

the pairing with symmetric degree 3 symmetrised superfields of the cubic extended current (5.7) is

e
i
2

∑
i<j

pi·θ pj

〈ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 ⊙⋆ vµ ep3 , 1
6 sA ⊙⋆ sA ⊙⋆ sA〉⋆

=
1
6

∑

σ∈S3

e
i
2

∑
i<j

pσ(i)·θ pσ(j)

φ̂(p1) ̂̄φ(p2) Âµ(p3) .

(5.14)

We recognise this as the momentum space coordinate function of the cubic part of (2.37).

Therefore the extended electric current is related to the classical Noether current if we pair
each term J ⋆

2 and J ⋆
3 with the appropriate symmetric power of the superfield sA. If we introduce

a symmetric exponential from the superfield sA ∈ L[1]0 as

esA
0 :=

∑

n≥1

1
n!

(sA)⊙⋆n , (5.15)

understood as living in a suitable completion of (Sym⋆L[1])0, then the classical Noether current
is recovered by composing the pairing with the projection onto the subspace R. We denote this
projection by pr

R

, which restricts the pairing between components of like degrees. Then

pr
R

〈J ⋆, esA
0 〉⋆ = J⋆ , (5.16)

where J⋆ is the braided Noether current (2.38).

This shows that the extended current is the lift to the symmetric algebra of the classical electric
current. The braided gauge invariance of the weakly conserved current (2.38) is also lifted to the
invariance of the conserved current J ⋆ in the symmetric algebra, which can be expressed simply as

QBRST J ⋆µ = 0 . (5.17)

Similarly to the classical Noether current, the braided extended current appears in the BRST
transformation of the scalar fields alone, which is generated by the operator Q

(3)
BRST := {S(3)

BRST, −}⋆.
Indeed, by isolating such contributions from (5.4) we find

Q
(3)
BRST Scl =

∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3) (−i k1 µ) ẽk1 ⊙⋆ J ⋆
2

µ(k2, k3)

+
∫

k1,k2,k3,k4

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4) (−i k1 µ) ẽk1 ⊙⋆ J ⋆
3

µ(k2, k3, k4) .

(5.18)
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The remaining BRST transformation of the photon field is generated by the operator {S(2)
BRST, −}⋆.

The decomposition of (5.3) in this way is the extended version of the decomposition of the classical
braided Noether identity (2.36), wherein we recognise the operator −i k1 µ as the codifferential d†

in momentum space after resolving the delta-distributions.

5.3 Anomalous Ward Identity

We show how the Ward identity is an immediate consequence of the homological perturbation
lemma.

Master Identity. Consider the strong deformation retract (3.41) defined by the small perturba-
tion δ~,int from (3.36), the classical free projection P0 onto R ≃

(
Sym⋆H•(L[2])

)0 from (3.26), and
the canonical inclusion I0 of R into Sym⋆L[2]. In the remainder of this section we make extensive
use of the key identity

P
′
~,int ◦ (ℓ⋆

1 + δ~,int) = 0 , (5.19)

where P′
~,int := P0 + P~,int.

To prove (5.19), we use the homological perturbation lemma which asserts that the deformed
projection P′

~,int remains a cochain map:

P
′
~,int ◦ (ℓ⋆

1 + δ~,int) = δ′
~,int ◦ P

′
~,int . (5.20)

The homological perturbation lemma also provides explicit formulas for the maps

δ′
~,int = P0

(
idSym⋆L[2] − δ~,int H

)−1
δ~,int I0 and P

′
~,int = P0

(
idSym⋆L[2] − δ~,int H

)−1
. (5.21)

As P′
~,int is based around the trivial projection P0 to R, and since the perturbation δ~,int acts

trivially on the ground field R ⊂ Sym⋆L[2], i.e. δ~,int(1) = 0, it follows that the composition
δ′
~,int ◦ P′

~,int = 0, which implies (5.19).

Among other things, this identity encompasses the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equations of [5,
32,41–43]. For this, we first notice that the homological perturbation lemma implies P′

~,int ◦ H = 0,
since P0 ◦ H = 0 and H2 = 0, whereas P′

~,int ◦ I0 = P0 ◦ I0 = idSym⋆H•(L[2]) using H ◦ I0 = 0. Consider
the precomposition of (5.19) with the free contracting homotopy H. This implies P′

~,int ◦ (ℓ⋆
1 +

δ~,int) ◦ H = 0, and therefore

P
′
~,int ◦ ℓ⋆

1 ◦ H = −P
′
~,int ◦ δ~,int ◦ H . (5.22)

Using the homotopy equivalence equation (3.24) of the free theory this implies

P
′
~,int ◦

(
− H ◦ ℓ⋆

1 − idSym⋆L[2] + I0 ◦ P0

)
= −P

′
~,int ◦ δ~,int ◦ H , (5.23)

and therefore
P

′
~,int = P0 + P

′
~,int ◦ δ~,int ◦ H . (5.24)

We recognise (5.24) as the algebraic Schwinger-Dyson equation, as derived in [5].

We study correlation functions by using this identity applied to insertions of fields in L[2]−1.
Then by (5.19), we get the identity

P
′
~,int ◦ ({Scl, −}⋆ + i~∆BV) = 0 . (5.25)

With P0 projecting all elements with non-zero symmetric degree to 0, the correlation functions are
unchanged if one considers P~,int as previously, or the full projection P′

~,int. In short, elements in
the image of the quantum differential

Q~,int = ℓ⋆
1 + δ~,int = {Scl, −}⋆ + i~∆BV (5.26)

have vanishing correlation functions coming from application of P~,int.
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Consistency of Braided Gauge Symmetries. Recall that a gauge symmetry in a conventional
quantum field theory is non-anomalous if the correlation functions are all invariant under gauge
transformations implemented by the conserved charge operator and the vacuum expectation values
of the associated Noether current operator are conserved to all orders in perturbation theory. In
braided scalar QED, the action of braided gauge symmetries does not follow the traditional prop-
erties [1, 2]. Hence the requirement that it be anomaly-free is non-trivial and needs to be checked
thoroughly.

In braided scalar QED, the current J ⋆ ∈ (Sym⋆L[2])0 is non-anomalous if its correlators are
coclosed off-shell, which translates to checking

∂µ

( ∞∑

k=1

P0 (δ~,int H
)k (J ⋆µ)

)
= 0 , (5.27)

for the usual deformation retract (3.41). We verify this to all orders in homological perturbation
theory.

For this, we apply the identity (5.25) to a functional of degree −1 living in the image of the
BRST operator. To obtain the Ward identity, we consider the scalar field transformation generated
by Q

(3)
BRST on ghost fields,

Q
(3)
BRST ẽk = {S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ ∈ L[2]−1 , (5.28)

where ẽk ∈ (L[2])−2 is the momentum basis for the ghost fields. Recall the duality between ghost
field/antifield pairs in momentum space given by {ẽk1, ẽk2}⋆ = (2π)4 δ(k1 − k2), with dual basis
ẽk ∈ L[2]1. Applying the identity (5.25) to Q

(3)
BRST ẽk yields

P
′
~,int ◦ ({Scl, −}⋆ + i~∆BV) ◦ {S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ = 0 . (5.29)

We use the braided Jacobi identity to get
{
Scl , {S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆

}
⋆

= −
{
Rα(S(3)

BRST) , {R
α(Scl), ẽk}⋆

}
⋆

−
{
Rα Rβ(ẽk) , {R

α(Scl), R
β(S(3)

BRST)}⋆

}
⋆

= −{Q
(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ .

(5.30)

For the first equality we used the fact that S(3)
BRST and Scl have degree 0, while ẽk has degree −2,

so the grading factor is always 1 in the braided Jacobi identity of [3]. In the second equality we
used the fact that the actions of R-matrices on Scl and S(3)

BRST trivialise by translation invariance,
and that the classical action functional does not contain ghost antifields, so {Scl, ẽk}⋆ = 0 and
the first term vanishes. Finally, the pairing with the classical action functional can be written as
{Scl, S(3)

BRST}⋆ = {S(3)
BRST, Scl}⋆ = Q

(3)
BRST Scl.

The BV Laplacian is a strict graded derivation of the antibracket, hence

∆BV {S(3)
BRST, ẽk}⋆ = {∆BV S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ + {S(3)
BRST, ∆BV ẽk}⋆ . (5.31)

The second term vanishes since ∆BV ẽk = 0.

Putting everything together, we have derived the anomalous Ward identity

P
′
~,int {Q

(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ = i~P

′
~,int {∆BV S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ . (5.32)

The first term is related to the codifferential of the extended electric current derived in (5.18)
through the pairing with the ghost field ẽk:

{Q
(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ =

∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2) (−i kµ) J ⋆µ
2 (k1, k2)

+
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2 + k3) (−i kµ) J ⋆µ
3 (k1, k2, k3) .

(5.33)
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The resulting identity links the off-shell conservation of a current to the BV Laplacian of the
BRST functional. Braided scalar QED is non-anomalous since ∆BV S(3)

BRST = 0, which can be seen
using the decomposition of the ghost three-point vertex derived in (3.20): The contributions from
the two vertices cancel each other out. This result enforces the current conservation in momentum
space representation

∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2) (−i kµ) P
′
~,int

(
J ⋆µ

2 (k1, k2)
)

+
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2 + k3) (−i kµ) P
′
~,int

(
J ⋆µ

3 (k1, k2, k3)
)

= 0
(5.34)

at all orders of perturbation theory. Thus the braided gauge symmetry is non-anomalous. The
vanishing of the left-hand side of (5.34) is a trivial consequence of momentum conservation in
correlation functions, which sets the total momentum of each current component to zero.

5.4 Anomalous Ward-Takahashi Identities

We extend the result of §5.3 to correlation functions of the extended electric current together
with field insertions. Let O ∈ (L[2]0)⊙⋆n be a symmetric polynomial of antifields only. Then O
trivially satisfies ∆BV O = 0 and {ẽk , O}⋆ = 0 for a ghost basis field ẽk ∈ L[2]−2. We also have
{Scl, O}⋆ = 0, since the classical action functional acts non-trivially only on fields in L[2]−1 and O
is an antifield.

We apply the identity (5.25) to functionals of the form

Q
(3)
BRST ẽk ⊙⋆ O = {S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O ∈ (Sym⋆L[2])−1 . (5.35)

We first need to evaluate the image of this term under the quantum differential, which is given by
(

{Scl, −}⋆ + i~∆BV

)
◦ (Q(3)

BRST ẽk ⊙⋆ O) . (5.36)

We split the calculation into two terms.

The antibracket is a braided graded derivation over ⊙⋆, where we use the grading factors of [3]
with Scl, S(3)

BRST and O of degree 0, while Q
(3)
BRST ẽk has degree −1. We consider the term

{Scl, Q
(3)
BRST ẽk ⊙⋆ O}⋆ = {Scl, Q

(3)
BRST ẽk} ⊙⋆ O − Rα(Q(3)

BRST ẽk) ⊙⋆

{
R

α(Scl), O
}

⋆

= −{Q
(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O .

(5.37)

In the second equality we used the fact that {Scl, −}⋆ acts trivially on braided symmetric tensor
products of antifields, together with (5.30).

For the next term, we recall that the BV Laplacian is a strict graded derivation over ⊙⋆ up to
an antibracket contribution. We then have

∆BV

({
S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O
)

= ∆BV {S(3)
BRST, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O − {S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ ∆BV O

+
{
{S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆, O
}

⋆

= {∆BV S(3)
BRST, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O + {Q

(3)
BRST ẽk, O}⋆ .

(5.38)

In the second equality we used ∆BV O = 0 = ∆BV ẽk. The final term is evaluated using the
compatibility of the BRST differential with the antibracket, which follows from the Jacobi identity:

Q
(3)
BRST {ẽk, O}⋆ = {Q

(3)
BRST ẽk, O}⋆ + {ẽk, Q

(3)
BRST O} . (5.39)
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Since {ẽk, O}⋆ = 0, this implies {Q
(3)
BRST ẽk, O}⋆ = −{ẽk, Q

(3)
BRST O}⋆.

Altogether, applying the identity (5.25) to functionals of the form (5.35) implies

P
′
~,int

(
{Q

(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O

)
+i~P

′
~,int

(
{ẽk, Q

(3)
BRST O}⋆

)
= i~P

′
~,int

(
{∆BV S(3)

BRST, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O
)

. (5.40)

This is the anomalous Ward-Takahashi identity. In the present case, the anomaly vanishes since
∆BV S(3)

BRST = 0, and we obtain in momentum space

P
′
~,int

(
{Q

(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ O

)
= −i~P

′
~,int

(
{ẽk, Q

(3)
BRST O}⋆

)
, (5.41)

where the left-hand side is related to the extended electric current through (5.33). We consider
various explicit examples below.

Improper Three-Vertex Function. In textbook quantum field theory, an amputated correlator
obtained by applying the Maxwell operator to an external on-shell photon leg of a correlation
function using the LSZ reduction formula is called an improper vertex function [44]. Our main
example is the derivation of the braided Ward-Takahashi identity for the improper scalar-scalar-
photon vertex, sometimes called the electromagnetic vertex.

Following [44], a vertex amputated of a single on-shell photon leg may be calculated by replacing
the Maxwell operator (ηµν

� − ∂µ ∂ν) Aν in the LSZ formula with the associated Noether current
g Jµ inside the correlation function, since Fµ

A = �Aµ−∂µ ∂ν Aν −g Jµ = 0 is the equation of motion
for an on-shell photon field A ∈ L[2]−1 in the unextended theory. In our framework of braided
homological perturbation theory, we lift the equation of motion F⋆µ

A = ℓ⋆
1(A)µ − g J⋆µ = 0 to

the symmetric algebra using the procedure discussed in §5.2. This shows how correlation functions
containing the symmetric current g J ⋆µ from (5.6) and (5.7) can be interpreted as improper vertices.

We now show that the identity (5.41) is exactly the relation required to derive the braided
deformation of the commutative Ward identity for the electromagnetic vertex [44]. Consider the
insertion of the scalar pair O = ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 in the braided Ward-Takahashi identity giving

P
′
~,int

(
{Q

(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2

)
= −i~P

′
~,int

{
ẽk, Q

(3)
BRST (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2)

}
⋆

. (5.42)

Let us first study the left-hand side of (5.42). Using (5.33), we simply append a pair of scalars to
find

{Q
(3)
BRST Scl, ẽk}⋆ ⊙⋆ ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2

=
∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2) (−i kµ) J ⋆µ
2 (k1, k2) ⊙⋆ ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2

+
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2 + k3) (−i kµ) J ⋆µ
3 (k1, k2, k3) ⊙⋆ ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2 .

(5.43)

We introduce the one-form C⋆ ∈ Ω1
(
(R1,3)×3

)
with momentum space components

C⋆µ(k, p1, p2) :=
∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2) P
′
~,int

(
g J ⋆µ

2 (k1, k2) ⊙⋆ ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2
)

+
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(k + k1 + k2 + k3) P
′
~,int

(
g J ⋆µ

3 (k1, k2, k3) ⊙⋆ ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2
)

,

(5.44)

whose codifferential −i kµ C⋆µ(k, p1, p2) is the projection under P′
~,int of the right-hand side of (5.43),

times a factor of the electromagnetic coupling g. The integrand is a sum of a four-point and a five-
point correlation function, which due to momentum conservation imposed by the map P′

~,int comes
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with an overall delta-distribution (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 − k). Hence (5.44) can be viewed as a three-point
diagram.

We now turn to the right-hand side of the Ward-Takahashi identity (5.42). We first use the
dual pairing between ghost field/antifields given by {ẽk, ẽp}⋆ = (2π)4 δ(k − p), together with the
matter BRST transformation from (5.1), to express

{ẽk, Q
(3)
BRST ep1}⋆ = −i

∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(k1 + k2 − p1) ek1 {ẽk, ẽk2}⋆ e−i k1·θ k e
i
2

k1·θ k2

= −i e
i
2

k·θ p1 ep1−k ,

(5.45)

and similarly {ẽk, Q
(3)
BRST ēp2}⋆ = i e

i
2

k·θ p2 ēp2−k. Since {ẽk, ep1}⋆ = 0, i.e. the ghost field acts
trivially on antifields in L[2]0, we get

{
ẽk, Q

(3)
BRST (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2)

}
⋆

= i e i k·θ p1
(

− e− i
2

k·θ p1 ep1−k ⊙⋆ ēp2 + e
i
2

k·θ p2 ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2−k
)

, (5.46)

where an extra R-matrix appears when commuting ẽk with ep1.

It is now just a matter of taking the interacting projection P′
~,int to find the right hand side of

the Ward-Takahashi identity from

P
′
~,int

(
{ẽk, Q

(3)
BRST (ep1 ⊙⋆ ēp2)}⋆

)
= i e i k·θ p1

(
e

i
2

k·θ p2 G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2 − k)

− e− i
2

k·θ p1 G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1 − k, p2)

)
,

(5.47)

where the full scalar propagator is defined as G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2) := P′

~,int(e
p1 ⊙⋆ ẽp2). By combining (5.44)

and (5.47) into the braided Ward-Takahashi identity (5.42) we find

kµ C⋆µ(k, p1, p2) = i~ g e− i
2

p1·θ p2
(
G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2 − k) − G̃

~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1 − k, p2)

)
, (5.48)

where we used momentum conservation. This is the braided deformation of the commutative Ward
identity for the electromagnetic vertex, which we have obtained as a direct consequence of the
homological perturbation lemma.

The identity (5.48) involves all diagrams. We can extract a simpler identity for the fully am-
putated exact three-point vertex function Γµ

⋆ (p1, p2), which involves only 1PI contributions and
recovers the textbook-type analytical expression. This is thought of as the one-form C⋆ amputated
of its two remaining external scalar legs which come from combining the explicit scalar antifields
on the right-hand side of (5.44) with the scalar antifields in the current J ⋆ to generate propagators.
For this, we dress the full propagator G̃

~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2) with the scalar self-energy Σ⋆(p) at all loops:

G̃
~,int

φ,φ̄
(p1, p2) := −i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2)

1
p2

1 − m2 − Σ⋆(p1)
, (5.49)

and write

C⋆µ(k, p1, p2) = (−i~)2 (2π)4 δ(p1 + p2 − k)
Γµ

⋆ (p1, p2)(
p2

1 − m2 − Σ⋆(p1)
) (

p2
2 − m2 − Σ⋆(p2)

) . (5.50)

Upon substitution into (5.48) we then find

(p1 + p2)µ Γµ
⋆ (p1, p2) = g e− i

2
p1·θ p2

[(
p2

1 − Σ⋆(p1)
)

−
(
p2

2 − Σ⋆(p2)
)]

. (5.51)
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The identity (5.51) involves only 1PI diagrams. It relates the full amputated three-vertex function
Γµ

⋆ (p1, p2) to the full scalar propagator
(
p2 − m2 − Σ⋆(p)

)−1, which in the commutative limit θ = 0
matches Takahashi’s identity in ordinary scalar QED.

We can easily illustrate the identity (5.51) to leading orders in homological perturbation theory
using the explicit results of §4.3 and §4.4, understood formally throughout with reflection symmetric
cutoff regularisation of all loop integrals. At tree-level, from (4.40) we find

Γµ
⋆ (p1, p2)(0) = g e− i

2
p1·θ p2 (p1 − p2)µ , (5.52)

whose codifferential is

(p1 + p2)µ Γµ
⋆ (p1, p2)(0) = g e− i

2
p1·θ p2

(
p2

1 − p2
2

)
. (5.53)

Since Σ⋆(p)(0) = 0 from (4.26), this is indeed (5.51) at tree-level.

At one-loop order, after simplifying the integrands in (4.56) using the transverse projector
Π̃λα(q) we find

Γµ
⋆ (p1, p2)(1) = −4 i~ g3 e− i

2
p1·θ p2

(∫

q
pλ

1 pα
2 (−2q + p1 − p2)µ

× G̃(q − p1) G̃(q + p2) D̃(q) Π̃λα(q)

+
∫

q
ηλµ

(
pα

1 G̃(q + p1) D̃(q) Π̃λα(q)

− pα
2 G̃(q + p2) D̃(q) Π̃λα(q)

))
.

(5.54)

We contract this with the external momentum (p1 + p2)µ and use the identity

(p1 + p2) · (−2q + p1 − p2) = G̃(p1 − q)−1 − G̃(p2 + q)−1 . (5.55)

Using the reflection symmetry q 7−→ −q of the integral, together with the fact that all propagators
are even functions, we then find that the cross-terms proportional to pλ

1 pα
2 and pα

1 pλ
2 cancel between

the two integrals.

The codifferential of the three-vertex at one-loop reduces to

(p1 + p2)µ Γµ
⋆ (p1, p2)(1) = −4 i~ g3 e− i

2
p1·θ p2

×

∫

q

(
pλ

1 pα
1 G̃(q + p1) − pλ

2 pα
2 G̃(q + p2)

)
D̃(q) Π̃λα(q) .

(5.56)

By rewriting the one-loop scalar self-energy from (4.38) as

Σ⋆(p)(1) = 4 i~ g2
∫

q
pλ pα

G̃(q + p) D̃(q) Π̃λα(q) + 3 i~ g2
∫

q
D̃(q) , (5.57)

it follows that

(p1 + p2)µ Γµ
⋆ (p1, p2)(1) = −g e− i

2
p1·θ p2

(
Σ⋆(p1)(1) − Σ⋆(p2)(1)

)
. (5.58)

This is indeed (5.51) at one-loop order.
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Photon Propagator. Consider now the Ward-Takahashi identity (5.41) for an insertion of a
single photon antifield O = vν ep2 ∈ L[2]0. Since the cubic part of the BRST operator acts trivially
on photon antifields, this example yields the simple identity

P
′
~,int

(
{Q

(3)
BRST Scl, ẽp1}⋆ ⊙⋆ vν ep2

)
= 0 . (5.59)

Introducing the rank two tensor D⋆ on R1,3 ×R1,3 with momentum space components

D⋆µ
ν (p1, p2) :=

∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(p1 + k1 + k2) P
′
~,int

(
g J ⋆µ

2 (k1, k2) ⊙⋆ vν ep2
)

+
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(p1 + k1 + k2 + k3) P
′
~,int

(
g J ⋆µ

3 (k1, k2, k3) ⊙⋆ vν ep2
)

,

(5.60)

then (5.59) is written as
p1 µ D⋆µ

ν (p1, p2) = 0 . (5.61)

From (5.6) and (5.7) it follows that D⋆ is of order g2. By interpreting it as a two-point correlation
function with one external photon leg amputated, we write

D⋆µ
ν (p1, p2) := i~ (2π)4 δ(p1 − p2) Πµλ

⋆ (p1)
(

1

η − D̃(p1) Π̃(p1) Π⋆(p1)

)

λρ

D̃(p2) Π̃
ρ
ν(p2) , (5.62)

where Π⋆(p) is the photon vacuum polarisation tensor, which receives contributions from only 1PI
diagrams and which we calculated at one-loop order in §4.2. Then the identity (5.61) implies that
the photon vacuum polarisation is transverse at all loop orders:

pµ Πµν
⋆ (p) = 0 . (5.63)

In other words, the Ward identity holds for braided scalar QED at all loop orders.

More General Identities. The calculations above can be readily extended to insertions of
arbitrary numbers of conjugate pairs of scalar antifields as well as of photon antifields:

O = O(m,n) := vµ2 ep2 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ vµm
epm ⊙⋆ eq1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ eqn ⊙⋆ ēq̄1 ⊙⋆ . . . ⊙⋆ ēq̄n . (5.64)

We use Q
(3)
BRST acting as a strict derivation trivially on photon antifields, and resolving the R-matrices

on n insertions of scalar antifields as well as on a product of conjugate scalar antifields.

Introduce the rank m tensor D⋆
(m,n) on (R1,3)×(m+2n) with components

D
⋆µ1

(m,n)µ2···µm
(p1, . . . , pm; q1, . . . , qn; q̄1, . . . , q̄n)

:=
∫

k1,k2

(2π)4 δ(p1 + k1 + k2) P
′
~,int

(
g J ⋆µ

2 (k1, k2) ⊙⋆ O(m,n

)

+
∫

k1,k2,k3

(2π)4 δ(p1 + k1 + k2 + k3) P
′
~,int

(
g J ⋆µ

3 (k1, k2, k3) ⊙⋆ O(m,n)

)
,

(5.65)

with labels of incoming momenta {pi}
m
i=1, {qi}

n
i=1 and {q̄i}

n
i=1 for photons, scalars and conju-

gate scalars respectively. Its codifferential −i p1 µ1 D
⋆µ1

(m,n)µ2···µm
is the left-hand side of the Ward-

Takahashi identity times a factor of g. Below we will use the shorthand p1···k = p1 + · · · + pk for
sums of momenta.

We obtain a relation between D⋆
(m,n) and a sum of exact correlation functions of lower order.

Denote the exact correlation function of m photons and n conjugate pairs of scalars as

G̃
⋆
(m,n)µ1···µm

(p1, . . . , pm; q1, . . . , qn; q̄1, . . . , q̄n)

:= P
′
~,int

(
vµ1 ep1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ vµm

epm ⊙⋆ eq1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ eqn ⊙⋆ ēq̄1 ⊙⋆ · · · ⊙⋆ ēq̄n
)

.
(5.66)
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Then the general Ward-Takahashi identity (5.41) reads as

p1 µ1 D
⋆µ1

(m,n)µ2···µm
(p1, . . . , pm; q1, . . . , qn; q̄1, . . . , q̄n)

= −i ~ g e i p1·θ p2···m

( n∑

j=1

e i p1·θ (q1···(j−1)+ 1
2 qj)

× G̃
⋆
(m−1,n)µ2···µm

(p2, . . . , pm; q1, . . . , qj − p1, . . . , qn; q̄1, . . . , q̄n)

− ei p1·θ q1···n

n∑

j=1

ei p1·θ (q̄1···(j−1)+ 1
2 q̄j)

× G̃
⋆
(m−1,n)µ2···µm

(p2, . . . , pm; q1, . . . , qn; q̄1, . . . , q̄j − p1, . . . , q̄n)
)

.

(5.67)

Graphically, the general form of the non-anomalous Ward-Takahashi identity (5.67) is

p1 µ1




µ1 •

p2, µ2

..
.

pm, µm
q1

...
qn

q̄1
..

.

q̄n

D⋆




= −i ~ g e i p1·θ p2···m




n∑

j=1

e i p1·θ (q1···(j−1)+ 1
2 qj)

p2, µ2

...

pm, µm

. . .

qj − p1

. . .

q̄1

. . .
q̄n

G̃⋆

− e i p1·θ q1···n

n∑

j=1

e i p1·θ (q̄1···(j−1)+ 1
2 q̄j)

p2, µ2

...

pm, µm

q1
. . .

qn

. . .

q̄j − p1

. . .

G̃⋆




.

(5.68)

In this diagram we denoted with a bullet point on the external photon leg labelled by (µ1, p1)
the amputation by the free photon propagator. The half-phases appearing on the right-hand side
in these formulas are results of the operator {ẽp1 , −}⋆ Q

(3)
BRST acting on the scalar legs and their

conjugates. The overall phase e i p1·θ p2···m stems from Q
(3)
BRST acting trivially on photon antifields, so

the operator {ẽp1 , −}⋆ Q
(3)
BRST simply jumps over the photon legs. The full phases are the braiding

due to this operator moving past each leg in succession.
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