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Slavnov-Taylor identities for the 2 + 1 dimensional noncommutative CP" ! model
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In the context of the 1/N expansion, the validity of the Slavnov-Taylor identity relating three- and
two-point functions for the 2 + 1-dimensional noncommutative CPY~!' model is investigated, up to

subleading 1/N order, in the Landau gauge.
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L. INTRODUCTION

Historically, the Slavnov-Taylor (ST) identities [1] have
played an essential role in proving the renormalizability of
non-Abelian gauge theories [2]. It is therefore important to
know the limitations or even the validity of these identities
whenever new structures as algebra deformations and
space noncommutativity are introduced. Nowadays, this
issue has aroused a great deal of attention particularly due
to results that seem to indicate that at the Planck’s scale the
space may become noncommutative [3]. In this situation
the coordinates should satisfy

[x#, x*] = i6"7, (1)

where for the most studied case, called canonical non-
commutativity, 6" is a constant, antisymmetric matrix
(see also [4]). In general terms, the unleashing of non-
commutativity signals not only for the breaking of Lorentz
invariance but also leads to the appearance of an ultraviolet
metamorphosis (some ultraviolet divergences are transmu-
tated into infrared singularities), the so-called IR/UV mix-
ing, which may destroy the perturbative scheme [5]. This
mixing may also produce inconsistencies whenever the
renormalization procedure requires a detailed balancing
between Feynman amplitudes [6,7]. Besides these basic
aspects the possible modifications of results linked to
standard symmetries must also be investigated. It has
been proved, for example, that CPT symmetry is preserved
by the noncommutativity, in spite of its strong nonlocality
[8]. Gauge symmetry seems also to be important to secure
the presence of Goldstone bosons for spontaneously bro-
ken symmetries [6]. Concerning the ST identities, explor-
atory studies have been dedicated to the effects of the
noncommutativity on the renormalization of the QED,
[9] and also specific scattering processes in the tree
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approximation [10]. These studies were complemented
by a systematic analysis at the one-loop level for QED,
in Ref. [11]. Such studies are relevant particularly taking
into account the incoming LHC experiments to test pos-
sible extensions of the standard model. Going further with
these investigations, in this work we shall analyze the
possible modifications on the ST identities due to the non-
commutativity of the underlying space in the context of the
three-dimensional CPV~! model. When compared with
QED,, the new feature in this model is the absence of a
kinetic term for the gauge field, which however is gener-
ated by quantum corrections. This study is also a natural
sequel of an earlier work on the noncommutative CPV~!
model in which, up to the leading order of 1/N, the
absence of dangerous UV/IR mixing was proved [12].

The noncommutative CPY~! model is defined by the
action

5 — f d3x{aﬂ¢la#¢a — 2l x §,
PNy 2t
+ A% gba*d)a—— + e d)a*AM*A#*gﬁa
8

+ie(d Pl *x A, * py — pl* A, * 0, 0,)

N
— —(0*A,) * (07A

T (0r4,) % (07A,)

+ Nore*[d,c—ie(cx A, — A, * c)]}, 2)

where ¢, (a=1,...,N) is a N-tuple of charged scalar
fields transforming in accord with the left fundamental
representation of the U, (1) group,

b4(x) = Ux(x) % b,(x),

iNx) — : 1 @)
Uix) =e " =1+ iAx) — 3A) * Alx) + -+,

the star symbol denoting the Moyal product (for a review
about noncommutativity see [13])

f0) % g(x) = W20 0t f(x) g ()] oy 4
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Besides the gauge field, the auxiliary field A, which P . 8ir/—p? am 1
implements the constraint ¢, * qﬁ;r =5 is taken in the - ~ Al(p) = N o = (6d)
adjoint representation of the gauge group, i.e.,

Ax) = A(x) = Uy(x) * Ax) * Uy (x). (5)
. . . p 0 Si\/ —p2 4m 1
The great advantage of this choice is that A and A,, are i ~ AX(p) = -~ L+ T ) (6d)

then, in the leading 1/N order, independent fields. In the

present situation, the propagators will be given by Note that the propagators (6a) and (6b) are obtained di-

p N TR rectly from the action (2) considering the quadratic part of
— = A(p) = 5 9 (6a)
pP—m the fields ¢ and ¢, whereas the propagators for the gauge
(6¢) and auxiliary (6d) fields are obtained perturbatively,
oy — S0p) = i - (6b) by consideting large spacelike p behavior. .
Np The vertices for the theory are the following:
J
(9Pl Ay Kk by — G Kk Ay % d,0,) < —ie2k + p),e N, (7a)
Pl *xAF X A, * P, o 2ie>ghre M cos(p) A py), (7b)
Ax o x pl > ie kP, (7c)
—ieNJ#*Cx (c*x A, — A, * c) < 2eNk®sin(p A k), (7d)
I
such that the graphical representation are given, respec-  ghost fields ¢ and ¢ signalize a formal symmetry associated
tively, in Fig. 1. with the invariance of the action under Becchi-Rouet-

As explained in Ref. [12], the renormalization of the  Stora-Tyutin (BRST) transformations which have the fol-
noncommutative CPY~! model is greatly simplified with  lowing form:
the help of the graphical identities of Fig. 2, first found for

the commutative setting in Ref. [14]. In particular the ba = Pu = ba Tick due, (82)
identity in Fig. 2(b) implies that graphs containing the ¢I — qSl' o Q’)I - iq’)Z * CE, (8b)
vertex (7b) cancel pairwise except by the one-loop graph 1

contribution to the vector field propagator which has A,— A=A, - za uc€ tile, Ay lce, (8c)
already been included in (6c¢). Ao A = A+ ile, AlLe 8d)

Notice that, as indicated in the last line of (2), we are
adopting a generic Lorentz gauge fixing whereas the cal- c—c =c—ickce (8e)

culations performed in [12] were restricted to the Landau | A g
i i c—cd=¢c—— €,
gauge. Our gauge fixing together with the term for the ca © (8)
te p
a b c d

FIG. 1. Vertices associated to the action (3).

NI

FIG. 2. Graphical identities for the CPY~! model.
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where € is an infinitesimal Grassmannian parameter.
Because of the presence of the Moyal product, the impli-
cations of this invariance have to be examined anew. In
particular, we shall inspect the ST identities characteristics
of this invariance but, as the leading contributions in 1/N
involve both the one-loop and two-loop diagrams whose
analytic expressions are very intricate, we will focus di-
rectly on the asymptotic behavior for high momenta of the
relevant Green functions.

To derive the ST identities, as usual, we add to the source
terms for the basic fields the source terms associated with
the BRST transformations

Source =[d3x{JM*AM bkt Bl K+ Exe
+exE+ XA+ ux(ifc Aly)

1 ) .
+K, *<——6”c + l[C,A’U“]*) +v*(—ickxc)
e

ol * (ic % by) + (—ih % ) x wa}. ©)

The invariance of the functional generator under the field
transformations (8) formally allows for the ST identity

SW SW oW
d3{ P — %
f e * 5k, Sw) dw,

SW 1 oW SW
+ *—+ a *x &+ *— =0, 10
Ex Sy aategy ¥ ET O] (10)

where W is the functional generator for the connected
Green functions. The above result together with the rela-
tion

3 SW _
[d (l§+Nea”8K ) 0, (11)
obtained from the invariance of S + S, Under a general
transformation &¢ of the ghost field, constitutes a powerful
tool for the study of the UV behavior of field theories.

We begin the analysis of the above identities by proving
that the longitudinal part of the gauge field propagator is
not modified by radiative corrections, as it happens in [11].
In fact, by functionally deriving (10) with respect to the
J”(y) and £(z) sources, we get

52
© 87 (y)8J4(2)

L =0, (12)

5§(z)5K”(y) I

where henceforth a vertical bar is used just to remember
that the function immediately to its left must be calculated
with all sources equal to zero. Now, from (11) it follows
that

8w

Ned S oK ()

= —id3(x — 2), (13)
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implying that

i 1 8w
——&y -+ -t —————[=0. (14

In momentum space, this equation becomes

i
KHRD () = = =7, (15)
so that the longitudinal part of the gauge propagator, which

is proportional to k, k,, must be given by
ia k*k”
N (k2)2 .
Therefore, at any finite order of 1/N, it is not affected by
the noncommutativity. This result will be used in the forth-
coming analysis of the ST identity.

We now consider the three-point function which in-
volves the gauge and the charged fields. (O|TA*¢¢1|0)
by deriving (10) with respect to the sources n,(x), n,t(y),
and £(z), we get

DL, (k) = — (16)

83w 83w
8£(2)8n,(08w] () | 8£=)onf(1)dw,x)
R Sw
ea " 5nf(1)81,(x)8J4(2)

=0 (17)

or, equivalently,

TR, (D) = KTERSL(I0) * by0)
— (Te(@) () ph(x) * c(w)). (18)

It is convenient to write the above identity in terms of the
one-particle irreducible vertex functions whose generating
functional, I, is defined by

WL, m, 9, & &K, v, 0, @]
=TITA., b ¢L’ Cor Cor K, v, 0, @]
+ fd“x(]u * AL+ gt x ¢+ ¢l xn
+ExCyt Cyx é), (19)

where we have introduced the classical fields

AZ=6W, ¢Cl=5V[fr,
oJ, on
oW oW
o= - -
on o¢
- oW
- 20
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Employing the momenta representation, it then follows
that

L (p), PP (YA (PSP =i, o)
Q) e* 12 A(p)AK)S(py — K)S(—p3)
X Ty(k, = p1, p2 — k. p3)
3
~i [ M AAWSpy + DSy
X r4(P2’ _k’ —P1 + k’ p3)’

21

where in a simplified notation S(k) and A(k) represent the
Fourier transforms of S(x) and A(x), respectively, the
matter field and the ghost field propagators. The I" func-
tions introduced above are the Fourier transforms of

8r
I'(a, x;b,y:2) = —5 . (22
8ba(x)8¢,(y)6AL(2)
4
Lyla, x;b, y;z3u) = o . (23)

3Pl (0)8 ¢y (y)82.i(2)dcei(u)

The steps leading to (21) are very formal but its validity
can be directly verified as we shall do now, up to the
subleading order of 1/N. We note that this equation can
be rewritten as

1 p3r

A (py)S(=p3)Ha(py, pa p3)
Ne p3

W(P2 — Pi,P3) =
— A" (p)S(=p3)H (P, P2, P3)s

(24)

where we have used the identity (16) for the longitudinal
part of the gauge field propagator and, as suggested in an
analysis of the ST identities for QCD [15], introduced the
functions

. d%k —ikA
Hy(py. po ps) = i j e kAP AGK)S(— py + K)

2m)?
X Ly(pa, =k, —p1 + &, p3), (25)

. Pk .
Hy(py pon pa) = i f X onm A(K)S(py — k)
2

X ].—‘4(](, _le p2 - k: p3) (26)

We will now check (24) up to subleading order of 1/N.
Note first that, including corrections up to 1/N order, the
matter field propagator is given by

A(p) = i

p?—m* = §34(p)

From now on, we will work in the Landau gauge, o« = 0.

27)
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Adopting dimensional regularization with minimal sub-
traction, we have

D
Sy(p) = N [ (55 e+ 200D (G + 29"
dPk
@)

X A%k + p) — N/ Ak + p)A2 (k)

= — ? l p? + finite terms, (28)
where the superscripts unr denote unrenormalized func-
tion. Notice that the one-loop graph containing the vertex
(7b) does not contribute since, as discussed before, this
type of diagram cancels pairwise due to the identity in
Fig. 2(b). The convenient counterterm is ba ¢aa b,
where the renormalization constant is b = =5 =. As for

N
the ghost propagator, we obtain

S(p3) = (29)

PN — iZ:(p3)]

The unrenormalized 2.(p5) is given by

X pSVSO(k + p3)sin?(k A p3)]. (30)
The result for the planar part is
32i 1
20 (py) = v + finite terms, 31
which may be renormalized by the counterterm
SNd,cote, with f = 3N7T i

The unrenormalized three-point vertex I, and H,, func-
tions have the following expansions:

1
r,=r9+ Nl“,l,““‘ (32)
and
1
H, = HY + NH'I"’ (33)

up to 1/N order. We have verified that the H), functions are
not UV divergent; therefore, no counterterms are needed.
However, as shown in [12], Fly”“’ consists of divergent
diagrams with one and two loops. In the two-loop case,
the regularization is introduced just in the last integral.
Thus, the total UV divergence is given by

281@(2p2 + p3)y 1
372

[l = (34)

The numerical difference, a factor of 2, from Ref. [12], is
due to a different regularization prescription adopted in
that work. Therefore, the counterterm is
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Bie(0*pl x A, x p, — pl * A, * 0,4, (35

28 1

where the renormalization constant is B = T

Using the above notation, and allowing terms up to 1/N
order, the identity (24) may be rewritten as

i(’;_%)[ro ; %FL][}?%(N —i3.(py))]

N 8 L
_ {[p% —m?— %E/(ﬁ(pl):ll:H? + %H}]}, (36)

where the renormalized functions are given by

T}, =Tl + NBIY, (37a)
3. = 3™ 4 iNf, (37b)
34 = YT+ iNb. (37¢)

To obtain the ST identity at leading order we must
consider the vertex function I'), on the left-hand side of
the expression (36). The right-hand side receives the con-
tribution of HY and HY, which are both equal to ie” P23,
Replacing these results in (36), we get

l1?95(—1'6)(2102 + p3),e” PP
e

_ (p% — m2)ie"iPAPs — (p% — m?)ie”'P2APs; (38)

which is identically satisfied, as can be seen by using the
momentum conservation p; = p, + ps.

A less trivial result is obtained when we analyze the
subleading order which receives loop corrections. As we
will see, the identity in subleading order carries quantum
corrections and establishes a relation among the renormal-
ization constants. Therefore, from (36) we must have
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1
Pl = i Eu(pa)] = [(p3 — m*)H, — iH3% 4 (po)]

—[(p} — m»H| — iH)Z 4(p))]
(39)

Replacing (37) into the above expression, the UV diver-
gences of the unrenormalized functions shown in (37)
cancel each other, which proves the validity of the non-
commutative ST identities for the CPM~! model.
Furthermore, we obtain the relation involving the renor-
malization constants, B + f = b.

II. CONCLUSION

We have verified the ST identity in the 1/N expansion
for the noncommutative CPY~! model. As is known, the
diagrams of 1/N order involve one and two loops which
are very intricate. Therefore, we restricted ourselves to the
verification of the matching of the UV divergent parts. Our
result proves that the relation B + f = b, found by direct
calculation, is an explicit consequence of the BRST invari-
ance of the original action. Besides these UV parts, we
have also infrared singular parts coming from nonplanar
parts of the functions. However, in [12] it was shown that
the leading IR singular parts are canceled due to diagra-
matic identities [14], leaving only logarithmic singular-
ities, which are not problematic as they are integrable.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was partially supported by Conselho
Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cientifico e Tecnoldgico
(CNPq), Fundacdo de Amparo a Pesquisa do Estado de
Sao  Paulo (FAPESP), and Coordenacdao de
Aperfeicoamento do Pessoal do Nivel Superior (CAPES).

[1] A.A. Slavnov, Teor. Mat. Fiz. 10, 153 (1972) [Theor.
Math. Phys. 10, 99 (1972)].J.C. Taylor, Nucl. Phys.
B33, 436 (1971).

[2] G.’t Hooft and M.J.G. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B44, 189
(1972).

[3] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen, and J.E. Roberts,
Commun. Math. Phys. 172, 187 (1995).

[4] A. Connes, M.R. Douglas, and A.S. Schwarz, J. High
Energy Phys. 02 (1998) 003; N. Seiberg and E. Witten, J.
High Energy Phys. 09 (1999) 032.

[5] S. Minwalla, M. Van Raamsdonk and N. Seiberg, J. High
Energy Phys. 02 (2000) 020.

[6] B.A. Campbell and K. Kaminsky, Nucl. Phys. B581, 240
(2000); B606, 613 (2001).

[7] B. Charneski, A.F. Ferrari, and M. Gomes, J. Phys. A 40,
3633 (2007).

[8] M.M. Sheikh-Jabbari, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 5265 (2000);
M. Chaichian, K. Nishijima, and A. Tureanu, Phys. Lett. B
568, 146 (2003).
[9] M. Hayakawa, Phys. Lett. B 478, 394 (2000); arXiv:
hep-th/9912167.
[10] T. Mariz, C. A. de S. Pires, and R. F. Ribeiro, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 18, 5433 (2003).
[11] B. Charneski, M. Gomes, T. Mariz, J. R. Nascimento, and
A.J. da Silva, Phys. Rev. D 81, 105025 (2010).
[12] E.A. Asano, A.G. Rodrigues, M. Gomes, and A.J. da
Silva, Phys. Rev. D 69, 065012 (2004).
[13] M.R. Douglas and N. A. Nekrasov, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73,
977 (2001); R.J. Szabo, Phys. Rep. 378, 207 (2003).
[14] 1.Y. Arefeva, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 117, 393 (1979); LY.
Arefeva and S.1. Azakov, Nucl. Phys. B162, 298 (1980).
[15] W.J. Marciano and H. Pagels, Phys. Rep. 36, 137 (1978).

105029-5


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01090719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01090719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(71)90297-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(71)90297-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(72)90279-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(72)90279-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02104515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/02/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/02/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/02/020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/02/020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00269-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00269-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00189-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/13/020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/13/020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.5265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.06.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.06.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00242-2
http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9912167
http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9912167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X03015945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X03015945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.105025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.065012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(03)00059-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(79)90361-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90266-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(78)90208-9

