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The ultraviolet/infrared (UV/IR) mixing of noncommutative field theories has been recently shown to
be a generic feature of translation-invariant associative products. In this paper we propose to take into
account the quantum corrections of the model to modify in this way the noncommutative action. This idea
was already used to cure the UV/IR mixing for theories on Moyal space. We show that in the present
framework also, this proposal proves successful for curing the mixing. We achieve this task by explicit
calculations of one and higher loops Feynman amplitudes. For the sake of completeness, we compute the

form of the new action in the matrix base for the Wick-Voros product.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Noncommutative geometry [1] is an appealing frame-
work for the quantization of gravity. At the Planck scale,
the quantum nature of the underlying space-time replaces a
local interaction by a specific nonlocal effective interaction
in the ordinary Minkowski space [2].

Noncommutative quantum field theories (for general
reviews, see [3,4]) can be interpreted as limits of matrix
models or of string theory models. The first use of non-
commutative geometry in string theory was in the formu-
lation of open string theory [5]. Noncommutativity is here
natural just because an open string has two ends and an
interaction which involves two strings joining at their end
points shares all the formal similarities to noncommutative
matrix multiplication. In this context, one also has the
Seiberg-Witten map [6], which maps the noncommutative
vector potential to a conventional Yang-Mills vector po-
tential, explicitly exhibiting the equivalence between these
two classes of theories.

Probably the simplest context in which noncommutativ-
ity arises is in a limit in which a large background anti-
symmetric tensor potential dominates the background
metric. In this limit, the world-volume theories of
Dirichlet branes become noncommutative [7,8]. Noncom-
mutativity was also recently proved to arise as some limit
of loop quantum gravity models. There, the effective dy-
namics of matter fields coupled to three-dimensional quan-
tum gravity is described after integration over the
gravitational degrees of freedom by some noncommutative
quantum field theory [9]. In a different context, some three-
dimensional noncommutative space emerging in the con-
text of three-dimensional Euclidean quantum gravity was
also studied in [10].

In condensed matter physics, noncommutative theories
can be of particular interest when describing effective

*atanasa@cpht.polytechnique.fr
"vitale@na.infn.it

1550-7998/2010/81(6)/065008(12)

065008-1

PACS numbers: 11.10.Nx, 02.40.Gh

nonlocal interactions, as is the case, for example, of the
fractional quantum Hall effect. where different authors
proposed that a good description of this phenomenon can
be obtained using noncommutative rank 1 Chern-Simons
theory [11].

Nevertheless, when going from commutative to non-
commutative theories, locality is lost and one can wonder,
in this situation, if renormalizability can be restored.
Indeed, when describing theories on the noncommutative
Moyal space (the most studied noncommutative space), a
new type of nonlocal divergence occurs, the UV/IR mixing
[12]. This new divergence is nonlocal and cannot be ab-
sorbed by counterterms at the level of the two-point
function.

Despite this important difficulty, solutions exist for re-
normalizability to be restored. This is achieved for the ¢*
theory by modifying the propagation part of the initial
action, such that this new type of divergence is cured. A
first type of modification adds a harmonic oscillator term in
the propagator [13]. A different type of modification was
proposed in [14], where the quantum correction 1/p? was
included in the bare action in momentum space. The
physical interpretation of this model in the long distance
regime was studied in [15]. Such a modified scalar propa-
gator appears also in recent work on non-Abelian gauge
theory in the context of the Gribov-Zwanziger result [16].
Both these noncommutative models were proved renorma-
lizable at any order in perturbation theory, but the latter is
also manifestly translation invariant. Several field theoreti-
cal properties have been further investigated, for both these
noncommutative models (see [17-29] and references
therein). Furthermore, some algebraic geometrical proper-
ties of the parametric representation of the Grosse-
Wulkenhaar models have been investigated in [30].

A part from the Moyal product, other noncommutative
products have been investigated to construct noncommu-
tative field theories on flat space-time. One of them is the
Wick-Voros (WV) product [31] which corresponds to nor-
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mal ordering in deformation quantization [32], as opposed
to symmetric ordering which is instead related to the
Moyal product. Recently, a scalar ¢* theory was studied,
with this kind of noncommutativity [33]. Computing the
nonplanar tadpole Feynman amplitude, it was shown that
the UV/IR mixing appears in this framework as well,
although the propagator and the vertex have different forms
than in the Moyal case. This result was extended to generic
translation-invariant products on flat space-time [34],
showing in a one-loop calculation that the UV/IR mixing
stays unmodified for the whole class of products.

In this paper we propose to modify the Euclidean action
of scalar field theories with quartic interaction on non-
commutative R, with generalized translation-invariant
star products, along the lines of [14], in order to cure the
UV/IR mixing. Namely, we compute the one-loop quan-
tum correction for the propagator and we modify the scalar
action accordingly. We then compute, for the modified
action, the one-loop quantum corrections for the propaga-
tor and for the vertex and we show that the mixing has
disappeared when inserting the modified nonplanar tad-
poles into “’bigger” nonplanar graphs.

At tree level we show that, for the new parameter lying
in a certain range determined by the noncommutativity
scale, the propagator may be decomposed as a sum of
Klein-Gordon (KG) propagators, some of which with
negative sign. In a commutative setting this is a signal of
illness of the theory since, when performing a Wick rota-
tion to the Minkowski space, these new fields lead to
negative norm states, which in turn can be rephrased into
loss of unitarity of the S matrix. Whether or not the same
conclusions can be drawn for our model is an interesting
open problem, mainly because the Minkowskian analogue
of an Euclidean theory is not uniquely defined in the NC
setting, but also because there is no general agreement on
the definition of particle states, commutation relations, and
the S matrix formalism itself (cf. [33,35] and references
therein). We will come back to this argument in the paper.

Quantum field theories (QFT) with the WV product
(which, as already stated, are a particular class of the field
theories we treat here) have already been investigated in
the literature [36]. This product has been studied within the
coherent states framework [37] and in relation to matrix
models and Chern-Simons theory [38,39]. Black holes
have also been defined using such a noncommutative prod-
uct [40]. Finally, let us also state that a different approach
for studying QFT with WV product has been undertaken in
[41].

From a mathematical point of view, translation-invariant
* products on the (hyper)plane are all equivalent to the
Moyal product in the sense of formal series [42] as they all
share the same underlying Poisson bracket. Nevertheless,
they are not a priori physically equivalent, as they yield
QFTs with different quantum actions. Furthermore, one
cannot relate these QFTs by simple field redefinitions, as
we will show in the sequel.
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The paper is structured as follows. In the next section we
recall the definition and some basic properties of
translation-invariant generalizations of the Moyal product
on Euclidean R¢. The results of [34] are recalled, showing
the appearance of the UV/IR mixing. In Sec. III we write
the action of the modified model we propose. We also
derive the associated Feynman rules, namely, the modified
propagator and modified vertex. We also discuss the issue
of ghost states in a Minkowskian formulation.

We then compute the one-loop quantum corrections for
the propagator and the vertex of the proposed model. This
allows one to show that inserting nonplanar tadpoles into
some higher loop graphs leads to IR convergent Feynman
amplitudes, thus curing the problem of the UV/IR mixing.
In Sec. IV we recall the matrix basis for the WV product
and we compute the expression of the modified action in
this basis. Finally, the last section presents some conclu-
sions and perspectives.

II. TRANSLATION-INVARIANT PRODUCTS

In this section we review translation-invariant star prod-
ucts on the space R?, as derived in [34]. As we will see,
examples of such products are the Moyal product and the
less known WYV one (or normal ordered product). For the
present purposes we present the products in terms of their
integral kernel in Fourier space, although other forms are
available. A generic star product on R¢ may be represented
as

1
(2)4/2

X (@) (K (p, g, k),

(¢ ¥)(x) = [ @t patqatkein-

@2.1)

where K can be a distribution and (g) is the Fourier
transform of f = ¢. The product of d vectors is under-
stood with the Minkowskian or Euclidean metric: p - x =
p;x'. The usual pointwise product is also of this kind for
K(p, g, k) = 8%(k — p + q). Translation invariance re-
quires that the product obey

T () *x T () = T (¢ * ),

where T ,(f)(x) = f(x + b) represents the translation by
the vector b. At the level of Fourier transform we have

2.2)

T,d(q) = " $(g).

It may be seen that, for the product (2.1) to be invariant, the
kernel must be of the form

(2.3)

K(p, q, k) = e®P98(k — p + q), 2.4)
where « is a generic function of p and ¢, further con-
strained by associativity and cyclicity. We therefore con-
sider products that can be expressed as
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(p*x )(x) = /ddpddqe’l”‘q’)(q)zp(p q)e®.a).

(2.5)

(2 )d/z

Except for the commutative case, d has to be even because
of translation invariance (besides degenerate cases, where
one of the dimensions commutes with the other ones).

Let us also emphasize here that translation invariance
requires as well the commutator of coordinates to be
constant, as in the Moyal case. We explicitly show this at
the end of this section, in Eq. (2.31).

When « = 0, one has the usual pointwise product. One
then has two important examples of noncommutative as-
sociative products which are of the form above. They are
both borrowed by ordinary phase space quantization and
correspond to different ordering choices. One is the Moyal
product, quite well studied in the literature. It corresponds
to symmetric ordering in deformation quantization of
phase space (Weyl quantization) and in Fourier transform
it acquires the form

(& %0 )0 = 5 )d/z [ dpatadiarie —a

X el el/2pi0314;, (2.6)
thus giving

ay(p,q) = —%92’7 qipj- 27

We have denoted by 2, the d X d block-diagonal antisym-
metric matrix

and by 6 some constant noncommutativity parameter.

The other example is the WV product. It corresponds to
normal ordering in deformation quantization of phase
space and in Fourier transform it reads

(b *wy $)(x) = f dpdqd (@) (p — q)

T
X eiPXp=0q--(p+—q+) (2.8)
with
, _ DI ip) .
L ="+, i=1,...,d/2 2.9
P 7 / 2.9
The function « is therefore given by
awy(p,q) = =0g- - (p+ — q+). (2.10)

Further restrictions on K come from the associativity re-
quirement which reads
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[ddkl((p, k, q)K(k, r, s) = fddkK(p, r,k)K(k, s, q).
2.11)

This is nothing but the usual cocycle condition in the
Hochschild cohomology. For more details on cohomolog-
ical aspects we refer the interested reader to [34]. In terms

of a, Eq. (2.11) reads
alp,q) +algr)=alp,r)+alp—rqg—r). 2.12)

From this cocycle relation then follow

a(p, p) = a(0,0) = a(p,0) a(0, p) = a(0, —p)

a(p, q) = —al(q, p) + a(0,q — p) (2.13)
and
alp+q,p)+al—p—q —q)

+a,p+q) — a0, p) —al0,g)=0. (2.14)

The second relation of (2.13) ensures also the trace prop-
erty. We have indeed

Jdtxdxw = [ dixatpatgeroer d@ip -
= fd"qe““)"”&(q)fﬂ(—q)
= [dXm// * .

For the product to be commutative, « has to satisfy the
condition

(2.15)

a(p,q) =alp,p —q), (2.16)

which may be regarded as a coboundary condition (see
again [34]). Finally, let us notice that the Moyal and WV
products are related by the following relation:

ay(p, q) = awv(p, q) — Qq (r—q (2.17)

As already stated above, translation-invariant products
have been introduced in [34] in the context of noncommu-
tative scalar field theories with quartic interaction, on R4
with Minkowskian metric. Here we choose to work with
the Euclidean metric. We keep the notation d for the
number of space-time dimensions; nevertheless, when ex-

plicit divergence analysis is performed, we refer to the case
d=4.
The action reads
S = fddx[%(—am *3,¢ +mip*x )
+%¢*¢*¢*¢], (2.18)

In momentum space the propagator is thus
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—a(0,p)
@¢y\_ ¢
G, = - 2.19
o (p) 2+ m? (2.19)
whereas for the vertex we have
V* — Voea(kl+k2,k1)+a(k3+k4,k3)+a(0,k1+k2)’ (220)

and we have denoted by V|, the ordinary commutative
vertex

(2.21)

4
Vo = 4—)‘!(2W)d5d<z ka>.
a=1
Interestingly, a propagator of the form (2.19) with the
function « specified in (2.10) was already found in [43]
in a different approach.
To obtain the four-point correlation function at tree level
we just attach to the vertex four propagators. We thus have
(up to a constant)

etk tho k)T alks Ty k) +aOki+k) =) aOk,) /4
Gg” = T 2+ 2 5(2 kd)'
a=1 (kf/l +m ) a=1
(2.22)

Let us now make the following important remark. In
order to obtain the usual Feynman rules of a Moyal QFT,
one can try by reabsorbing the phase e ~*®?) of (2.19) by a
proper field redefinition. Nevertheless, this would not re-
produce the vertex form of Moyal QFT. We thus conclude
that, by a simple field redefinition one does not have
equivalence between the general class of QFTs we deal
with in this paper and the Moyal one. In [33] it was shown
that an equivalence between Moyal and WV Minkowskian
QFTs can be established at the level of the S matrix only by
implementing the appropriate twisted Poincaré symmetry
for each of them.

Before going further, we also give some explanations on
the planarity of the Feynman graphs used in this work. As
in the Moyal case, the vertex has a symmetry under cyclic
permutation of the incoming/outgoing fields at some ver-
tex. Furthermore, one can also use some matrix base to
reexpress these products (for the WV case, see Sec. IV).
For all these reasons, an appropriate way to represent
Feynman graphs is through ribbon graphs. If the genus of
the manifold on which the respective graph is denoted is
vanishing, the respective graph is planar. Furthermore,
another important notion is the one of faces broken by
external legs. In the rest of the paper, by a slight abuse of
language we will call nonplanar graphs also the planar
graphs with more than one face broken by external legs.

Consider now the two graphs of Figs. 1 and 2.

For the planar case of Fig. 1, the correction is obtained
using three propagators of the form (2.19), one with mo-
mentum p, one with momentum — p, one with momentum
g, and the vertex (2.20) with assignments k; = —k; = p
and k, = —k3 = g and, of course, the integration in g. We
have (up to a constant)
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p
FIG. 1. The planar tadpole graph.
e—a(O,P) 0'(17 q)
G = s f dq——, (2.23)
(p* + m?)? (¢* + m?)

where we have used the fact that the three exponential
factors of the vertex combine with two out of three ex-
ponential factors of the propagators to yield

op,g)=alp+qp +al=p—q—q) + a0 p+q)

—a(0,¢) — a(0, p). 2.24)
Using the cocycle condition (2.14), we have then
o(p,q) = 0. (2.25)

Notice that, with respect to the commutative case, the only
correction is in the factor e ~*©?) which is the correction of
the free propagator. The ultraviolet divergences here are
thus identical to the commutative and to the Moyal case.

Consider now the nonplanar case in Fig. 2. The structure
is the same as in the planar case, but this time the assign-
ments are

kl = _k3 =p and k2 = _k4 =dq. (226)
We have (up to a constant)
e e~ a0 p)talptgp)=alp+q.9) ,o(p.q)
Ginp jd 2 2V2( 2 2 » 2.27)
(p* + m*)*(q” + m?)

with the same notation as above. Therefore o(p, g) = 0
and the one-loop corrections to the propagator in the non-
planar case can be rewritten as

e~ 0.p)

(pZ + m2)2 ’

[ e®(P.q)
d'q ———
(q* + m
where we have introduced the antisymmetric function

(2.29)

G = )

o(p,q) = alp+q,p) —alp + q, ).

For the Moyal product this term is the oscillating phase.
For general translation-invariant products this function has

FIG. 2. The nonplanar tadpole graph.
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been computed explicitly in [34], using the properties of
the function «. It does not depend on the specific
translation-invariant product but only on the cohomology
class of a. Except for numerical factors, one has, for all
translation-invariant products,

w(p,q) = ip;027q; = 2ay(p, q). (2.30)

Details on the derivation may be found in [34]. The func-
tion «(0, p) which appears in (2.28) is not integrated in the
loop, therefore it does not influence the convergence prop-
erties of the graphs.

In fact the function w is nothing but the Poisson struc-
ture of the underlying classical space, the germ of defor-
mation of the commutative product towards the star
product. It determines the noncommutativity of space-
time coordinates. A straightforward calculation gives

o 92 02
Xixx) —xkxi = — « (0,0) + a (0,0)
apiaq]' apja%‘
= wl = ig3V, (2.31)

Using (2.30), one can prove that the Feynman integral
(2.28) is UV finite but has a

+ m*>C,log(8p)* + F(p) (2.32)

(6p)°
behavior in the IR regime of the external momentum p. We
have denoted by C; and C, some constants and by F(p)
some analytic function at p = 0 (see [14] for a detailed
analysis).

III. THE PROPOSED MODEL AND QUANTUM
CORRECTIONS—CURING THE UV/IR MIXING

In this section we write the action for the proposed
model in the noncommutative setting described previously.
We then compute quantum corrections of the modified
model (one and higher number of loops) which show the
way in which the UV/IR is manifestly cured.

As already stated in the Introduction, the modification
we propose for the model of the previous section is dictated
by the quantum corrections. Thus, we add to the action the
supplementary term:

8S[b] = % jddx(aﬂ)ﬂ(ﬁ *(0,)7 b B0
The complete action, in coordinate space, reads then
S = fddx[%(aw * 9,0+ %a;lqs *x '
+m2¢*d)>+%¢*¢*¢*¢], (3.2)
with
071 (x) — f dh 3 (). 3.3)
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The supplementary term is better understood in momentum
space. Observing that for the star product (2.5)

[ () * g(x) = f dpF(p)a(—p)e®r),  (3.4)

we have

e®0.p) _

$(p)d(—p).

a
8S[p] = — | & 35
[8]= 552 [ ar (3
This leads to a modification of the propagator (2.19) in the
form

e~ 0.p)

(3.6)

(2) _
Gy (p) P
Note that, as in [14] the new parameter « is taken to be
positive [such that the propagator (3.6) is positively de-
fined]. The vertex contribution remains the same as in
(2.20) [since the term (3.5) is only quadratic in the field].

A few remarks are needed here. The first one is related to
the possibility of decomposing the propagator (3.6) as a
sum of conventional Klein-Gordon propagators. We use
the formula

1 1

1
=———-—B——, 3.7
A+B A A A+B 3-7)
for
A=pem B= s (3.8)
Thus, the propagator (3.6) writes
e*a(O,p) e*a((),ﬁ) a
p2+m?  pP+m?0*pr(p* +m?) +a
—a(0,p) —a(0,p)
e e a (3.9

pr+m? pr+m? 0*(p? + md)(p* + md)
where —m? and —m3 are the roots of the denominator of
the second term in the left-hand side considered as a
second order equation in p?, namely,

, _ 0*m? —0'm* — 46%a

my =

2
20 (3.10)
5 02m? + V0*m* — 46%a
my = 2
20
with
0<a<6>m*/4 (3.11)
Also
m?
m2>m%>7>m%>(). (3.12)

Note that this decomposition was already made (for the
Moyal case) in [24]. We now go further and decompose the
second term on the right-hand side of (3.9); after some
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algebra this finally leads to rewrite the propagator (3.6) as
an alternate sum,

Gy(p) = f/az < : ! >

m3 —m3\m3(p? + m3) mi(p*+ m3)
(3.13)

In similar situations, in the commutative framework (for
example QFT with higher derivatives) an equivalent de-
scription is introduced in terms of KG fields. The ones
responsible for the negative propagators are the ghost
fields. They lead, when analytically continuing the model
to the Minkowskian setting, to states of negative norm.
They are not independent fields, therefore one could resort
to the original formulation in terms of one field (for scalar
theories as the one considered here) but this usually causes
the loss of unitarity for the S matrix.

Some care is needed in order to extend this analysis to
our model. First of all, we notice that it is only applicable
when the parameter @ is smaller than 6°m*/4 [see Eq.
(3.11)]: for a greater than this value the two masses be-
come complex valued.

On a more general footing, we have two main differ-
ences between commutative and noncommutative field
theory: one is that the Minkowskian version of a NC field
theory is not uniquely defined. Important features, such as
the UV/IR mixing of the Euclidean formulation may be
completely absent in some Minkowskian formulations
[44]. The second important point is that the very concept
of particle state is in general not well defined in a nonlocal
theory. This remark is particularly relevant for our model,
where the asymptotic regime is not attained for small
noncommutativity [15].

However, let us stick to the usual Wick rotation. Then, it
was shown in [45] that perturbative nonunitarity manifests
as soon as time-space noncommutativity is present, inde-
pendently from the details of the model, although a more
careful analysis indicates that unitarity can be restored
[46]. Later on, it has been argued with a nonperturbative
study [47] that unitarity loss is a direct consequence of the
UV/IR mixing. What is the interplay between that kind of
nonunitarity, which is somehow inherent to NC theories
with UV/IR mixing, and the one we are facing here where
the modification to the kinetic term was introduced pre-
cisely to cancel the mixing, is a delicate issue. In order to
see the consequences of the ghost fields appearing in (3.13)
, one should carefully define the S matrix in the appropriate
Minkowski formulation, and then study its properties. This
is an interesting problem which deserves further
investigation.

Let us also make a second remark with respect to the
Euclidean theory treated here. Even though, for massive
theories, the quantum correction of the propagator (2.32)
has subleading logarithmic divergence, one does not need
to take it into consideration when proposing a model which

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 065008 (2010)

may be perturbatively renormalizable. We will come back
to this point at the end of the next section.

Since we have modified the propagator (2.19) to (3.6) but
not the vertex (2.20), the one-loop corrections to the propa-
gator represented by the graphs of Figs. 1 and 2 may be
derived as in (2.23) and (2.27) and we find, respectively,

@ _ e~ @0.p) /ddq e?P.a)
LP (p2 + m2 + 02“1)2)2 (qz + m2 + GZan)’
(3.14)
—a(0,p) w(p,q)to(p.q)
5 e “ e
G(l,l)\IP ) 2 a2 fd 9 2 a
(p +m +02p2) (6] +m)+0z_qz

(3.15)

with o(p, g) = 0.
Let us consider now the one-loop correction to four-
point functions. For the planar case in Fig. 3 we have

S8(K — g — k)e”@k)
(¢* + m* + “qz)(k2 + m? + &)’

a» _ X cw / Hodir
Lp— g Mo q

92 02k2
(3.16)

with G} the four-points Schwinger function at tree level,
given by (2.22), while o(g, k) = 0 [with o defined in
(2.24)]. Note that we have also denoted by K the total
incoming momentum.

For the nonplanar case, one possible graph is shown in
Fig. 4. We have then

5(K — q— k)ew(q,k)ﬂr(k,q)
(¢> + m? +92qu)(k2 +m? + -4’

64 =268 [ aigaik
I,NP g o0 q

szz
(3.17)

with w(g, k) defined in (2.29) and (2.30) while the remain-
ing exponential factors rearrange in such a way to yield
o(k, g) vanishing. The other nonplanar graphs are obtained
similarly, with a relabeling of the external paths.

For d = 4, the last integral behaves like a logarithm in
the external momenta. Indeed, this can be seen from the
fact that, in the UV regime of the loop momentum ¢, the
corrections in a/(6%g*) are neglectable. Solving the &
function, the integral (3.17) behaves like

q

k

FIG. 3. Planar one-loop four-point graph of incoming momen-
tum K.
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q
k

FIG. 4. A nonplanar one-loop four-points graph of total in-
coming momentum K.

e®@@k)
fd4q s (3.18)

Because of the form (2.30) of the factor w(g, k), one can
easily obtain the logarithm behavior in the external mo-
menta. Nevertheless, these logarithms are harmless for
perturbative renormalization. We will come back to this
point at the end of this section.

Let us now compute some two-loop contributions to the
four-point Schwinger function. The first of them is the one
due to the graph in Fig. 5. This graph is obtained by
inserting the nonplanar tadpole (3.15) of momentum p
into the planar graph in Fig. 3. One has

6t =t [ap

e@(P.a)talp.q)

2 2
p-+m +02‘;2

8(K — g — k)e”@h
X fddqd4k ,
(g% + m? + Z2 (k2 + m? + 5f)
(3.19)

and o = 0. Let us emphasize that again, the cancellation of
the exponentials in ¢ is obtained thanks to the cocycle
condition (2.14). It is this cancellation that makes the
Feynman integrals have the same behavior as in the
Moyal case. Let us now investigate the behavior of the
Feynman amplitude of the more general graph obtained
from inserting a chain of N nonplanar tadpoles in the
planar graph of Fig. 3 (see Fig. 6).

p

d

FIG. 5. A two-loop graph obtained by inserting into the bubble
graph of Fig. 3 a nonplanar tadpole of momentum p.

k
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&

FIG. 6. A nonplanar graph obtained from the insertion into the
bubble graph of Fig. 3 of a chain of nonplanar tadpoles of
momenta p; i =1,..., N).

The integral to investigate writes indeed

@) tolpiq)

N
dip £ T
fl_[ plp%+m2+a

i=1 0 p?
1 N+18(K — g — k)e”@X)
X fddqddk( 5 5 ) 5 5
q- + m” + 926142 k*+ m” + 0%]2

(3.20)

with o(p;, g) = o(g, k) = 0. This is the generalization of
the Feynman amplitude (3.19). Let us now have a closer
look at the structure of the divergences of this general
integral. For d = 4, when performing the integrations in
the momenta p,; (i = 1, ..., N) and placing ourselves in the
IR regime of the momentum ¢, each of these integrals leads
to a 1/6%g? behavior (as proved above). The integral (3.20)
thus becomes

1 \N 1 N+1
4G ( )
/ q02q2 qzwLmz-I—gziq2

1
x . 3.21)
_ 2 2 a
(g — K)?> + m* + o py o

Note that if @ = 0O this integral is IR divergent for N > 1
(for N = 1 the mass m prevents the divergence to appear).
Nevertheless, if a # 0, in the IR regime of g the dominant
term is the a/#%q* in the propagators and the integral leads
to an IR finite behavior.

Let us now discuss the appearance of some logarithmic
divergences at the level of the two- and four-point func-
tions, logarithms on the external momenta of the respective
graph. These divergences are harmless when dealing with
perturbative renormalizability. To illustrate this, let us
consider the example of Fig. 7, where one has to deal
with a chain of N nonplanar bubble graphs inserted into
some ‘‘bigger” nonplanar graph. Since, as already ex-
plained above, the correction proposed here in the propa-
gator is irrelevant in the UV regime (where this analysis is
now performed), the Feynman integral gives the same
behavior as in a commutative theory, namely,
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FIG. 7.

4 1 Np2~ '

This is a (large) finite number which appears as a difficulty
in summing perturbation theory—the renormalon problem
(see for example [48]). The situation is analogous for the
nonplanar tadpoles insertions. These logarithms should
however be taken into consideration when defining a
model which is requested to be nonperturbatively renor-
malizable. Let us also remark that, in [14], these logarithm
divergences have not appeared because of the use of some
appropriate scale decomposition (the multiscale analysis
being used there for the proof of perturbative
renormalization).

(3.22)

IV. THE MODIFIED ACTION FOR THE WV
PRODUCT IN THE MATRIX BASIS

For the WV product it is possible to rewrite the model in
a suitably defined matrix basis. The basis is a variation of
the one described in [49] for the Moyal product and it was
introduced, up to our knowledge, in [38] where the WV
product was used on R? to build a fuzzy version of the disk.
In the following we review the derivation of the matrix
basis as in [38] and we adapt it to the present notation; we
then derive the model under consideration in the matrix
basis. It is convenient to consider the plane as a complex
space with z = (x + iy)/+/2. The quantized versions of z
and 7 are the usual annihilation and creation operators, a =
(% + i9)/2 and at = (& — i§)//2 with a slightly unusual
normalization, so that their commutation rule is

[a, at]= 0. 4.1)

Given the function ¢(Z, z) consider its Taylor expansion:

[o0]
dE2)= > duiz

m,n=0

4.2)

To this function we associate the operator

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 065008 (2010)

Insertion of a chain of the bubble graph into some bigger graph.

Qp(d)i=d =Y ¢miatma". (4.3)
m,n=>0

We have thus “quantized” the plane using a normal order-

ing prescription. The map (), is invertible. It can be
efficiently expressed defining the coherent states:

alz) = zlz). (4.4)

One then has

Q1 ($) = ¢(2,2) = (el pl2).

The maps € and Q™! yield a procedure of going back and
forth from functions to operators. Moreover, the product of
operators being noncommutative, a noncommutative *
product between functions is implicitly defined as

(¢ * ¢z 2) = Q7 (QUP) QAP

It is possible to see that the WV product (2.8) is exactly of
this form, namely,

(¢ *wyv ¥)(Z 2) = (2l & 12).

There is another useful basis on which it is possible to
represent the operators and hence the functions—the ma-
trix basis. As we already stated above, it is similar to the
one introduced for the Moyal product in [49] and subse-
quently used in [13]. Consider the number operator

4.5)

(4.6)

4.7

N =a'aq, (4.8)
and its eigenvectors which we indicate by |n):
Nl|n) = né|n). (4.9)

We can then express the operators within a density matrix
notation:

b= ¢ulminl. (4.10)
m,n=0

Applying the dequantization map (4.5) to g?) we associate
to it
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$(z2) = (lpla) = D bulalm)nlz)
m,n=0
> bz 2) @.11)

m,n=0

to be compared with (4.2), the same function in a different
basis. Observing that

(z|n) = e~ /20) \/_'—07 (4.12)
we have
_ _ _(_ /20) Z”Zm
V(2 2) = e7& T (4.13)

The elements of the density matrix basis have a very simple
multiplication rule:

lm)(nlp)Xql = 6,,ImX4ql: (4.14)
this leads to
Umn(zr Z) *WV qu(zr Z) = Bnpvmq(z’ Z)~ (415)
Moreover, one has
[ vz ) = B “.16)

The functions v,,,(Z, z) thus form an orthogonal basis in
the noncommutative algebra of functions on the plane, with
the WV product, the matrix basis [in analogy with its
operator counterpart, (4.14)]. The connection between the
expansions (4.3) and (4.10) is given by

a=>Y Vi + D)o n)n + 1] 4.17)
n=0
at = 3 Vi + 1o n + 1)nl. (4.18)
n=0
Thus, looking at their symbols
z={(zalz) = Y N(n + )0 v,,11(z 2)
" (4.19)
z= <Z|aT|Z> = Z V(fl + 1)9 Un+ln(Z, Z)’
we then have
- min{m,n} ¢
ay _ Z ( m—ILn—I (420)

l'\/(m —Dn— e

In the density matrix basis, using (4.13), the product (2.8)
[or (4.7)] simplifies to an infinite row by column matrix
multiplication:

(d) *WV ¢)n1n = (421)

Z d’mk lpkn-
k=1

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 065008 (2010)

Using the expansion (4.11) and (4.16) it is easy to see that

f B24(2,2) = TOTI® = 70 D b, (4.22)

n=0

where we have introduced the infinite matrix ® with en-
tries {¢;}.

Let us generalize this basis to higher (even) dimensions.
In d dimensions we need d/2 copies of the WV plane, with
d/2 pairs of complex coordinates 7/, Z'. As for the Moyal
hyperplane, coordinates describing different two-planes,
commute among themselves. We define

. Zd/z)

md/2>

van(Zy, ..., Za/2 205 - -

= <Z],--.Zd/2|m1, cey
X = 3 4.23
(”1,~--»”d/2|21,--~2d/2>— i=1Vm;n; (4.23)
with
—m; _n;
7'z

,ni .mi!en,+m,»

The functions v ; form an orthogonal basis in the algebra
of noncommutative functions on the hyperplane, as it may
be easily checked that

vm in; <Z |m ><n |Z > = ¢~ (@w/20) (4.24)

Vi X*wv Vg = V305 p- (4.25)
Moreover, one has
f dizv, ;= (m0)Y25; . (4.26)
The field ¢ is therefore expanded as
#(z2) = iodhhﬁvm(& 2). (4.27)
o
Moreover, one has
Bz, 2) *wy ¥(Z.2) =D baithigving (4.28)
and also
[ a0 = @00 S dusdn 429

Having established this basis it is now possible to express
the action of our model (3.2) in matrix notation. The mass
and the interaction terms are just row by column multi-
plication. We have

2
%/ddzcﬁ *wy ¢+ — [ddZ¢ Fywy @ kywy ¢ *ywy ¢
2
= (776)"/2<% D baitiidng

(4.30)
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Let us consider the kinetic term. We first observe that The kinetic term (4.31) becomes

1 j

— | d%20,¢ *wy 9, = fd"zE 9, b *wy 9 b /
— i i (770)"

2 ! \/5) § ¢r7tﬁ [7(}2 (Bmiqisnip,»(_mi —n;— 1)

(4.31) 7
and + Bmi-%—lq,»(sn,»p,—l qibi
1
— E[Zz’ d)]*wv (432) + 5”;‘7117;‘5’”;“]1'*1 (ql + 1)([7, + 1))H.I'¢i8qu]'8ﬂ,‘p,"
1 (4.37)
d: ¢ = E[Ziy ] P (4.33)

Let us consider now the supplementary term we have
Equations (4.17) and (4.18), suitably generalized to the d  added in (3.2):

case, imply in turn that z; and Z; are expanded in the matrix

basis as 1
. . = fddz</ ddzld)(zl, Z/)) *wy (/ ddzld)(zl’ Z/))-
=y ,/(n,. + 10V, T v, (4.34) 0

(4.38)
7 o= Z ‘/(”i +1)6 Uiz-+1n-Hj¢iU{l/”,“ (4.35)  To compute the two indefinite integrals above, we use the
7 Y o Taylor expansion (4.3). We thus arrive at the following
We then have expression:
1 .
0. ==Y ¢dpim; +1v¢ Tay 4 Tay 1
Z‘ 9mz me e 9d§¢m"d’ N G+ D + D + D 7 D
— \/n_v; _I)H#:vl n, 75
m;n; JjFiYmin (4.36) % fddZer'n+1Z,"l+1 *WV Z;+1Zl§+1. (4.39)
z,¢ _7Z¢mn(\/_l m,—ln,
n°1ﬁ
‘ ‘ We then use the matrix basis to evaluate the star product
Vot v, O v, and we obtain

=pitm; Pi*ﬂi*VﬁSie—((Z;z,-)/a)

Ta; Ta Zi Z;
ed%d) 197 yZ/ S D T 00+ Doy 7 1

> (pl + n; + 1)"J(pl + m; + 1)'(pl + n; —r; + S; + 1)!0’n[+ni+r’.+s‘.+4
pilpi + n; — r)W(p; + m)p; + n; — 1 + s AT

(4.40)

The integral may be easily performed and, after some algebra, we obtain for the supplementary term the expression

Tay Tay (pi + m; + D(p; + n; + D)1Gri—mipi 5 441
2 bmird 2 GG D+ 00 + DGy g = 7t s @4
Finally, using (4.20) to rewrite the coefficients ¢'%, we get
Z (pl + m; + 1)'(pl + n; + 1)!67;*"1,'*]7,' 5
Ymi + D+ D + D(s; + Dplp; + g — p)t - "omte

i ii
Pip

min{r, 71} min{7,5} — DNy - s - -
X Z Z Hj =D d)mflnflqsrfksfk ) (4.42)
o dmo Lm0 = Dy = kps; — ky)!

where, with an abuse of notation, Z;n“z){m "} stands for me{m i} Finally, summing all the contributions that we obtain from
(4.30), (4.31), and (4.42), the complete action (3.2) of our model with supplementary term is rewritten in the matrix basis as
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01 = (00("% 5 bubagdng + o 3 busbaabardordnr) +

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 065008 (2010)

Z¢mn¢pq2( m;q; n,p, m; —n; — 1)

I’ q

77'6’) d/2

+ 6m,~+1qi5n,~p,*1\/Qipi + 6ni*1pi5miqi+1 (qi + 1)(pl + 1))Hj¢i8quj5njpj

(p;i + m; + D\(p; + n; + 1)107mi=pi

mi
F5p

min{m,7} min{7,5}

" ZH “(m; + D)(n; + D (r; + D(s; + Dpl(p; + 0y —

(_ l)l.f+k!0_m — d) R

ri)!

i —iPi—ks-i

(4.43)

><‘Sm, ripn;ts; z Z H
A 1k om; = 1)1, =

V. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVES

In this paper we have proposed a solution for curing the
UV/IR mixing which appears when implementing field
theories using a translation-invariant product on R*. This
solution generalizes the one proposed in [14] for curing the
UV/IR mixing on Moyal space. We explicitly compute the
one-loop Feynman amplitudes of the proposed model, as
well as higher loop amplitudes of some graphs obtained by
an insertion of nonplanar tadpoles. Our result is mainly due
to the cocycle condition (2.13).

An immediate perspective is to obtain a proof of the
perturbative renormalization of the proposed model at any
order in perturbation theory. This could be achieved by
investigating the general form of the factor generalizing the
Moyal oscillating phase of some Feynman amplitude.

As already stated in this paper, the noncommutative
products that we have worked here are equivalent in the
formal series sense of Kontsevich. We thus explicitly show
that an important field theoretical result—curing the UV/

I, — k)I(s, — k)t
[

IR mixing—can be obtained applying the same recipe as in
Moyal field theory. It is interesting to further understand
the explicit relation between this formal series equivalence
of the noncommutative products and the equivalence of the
Euclidean field theories thus implemented.

Nevertheless, as already argued in [33], when doing
Minkowskian field theory, the situation is manifestly dif-
ferent, because the different factors on the external propa-
gator can lead to a different S matrix form, unless properly
implementing the quantum symmetry of the model as a
twisted symmetry.
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