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Propagators and matrix basis on noncommutative Minkowski space
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We describe an analytic continuation of the Euclidean Grosse-Wulkenhaar and Langmann-Szabo-
Zarembo models which defines a one-parameter family of duality covariant noncommutative field theories
interpolating between Euclidean and Minkowski space versions of these models, and provides an
alternative regularization to the usual Feynman prescription. This regularization allows for a matrix
model representation of the field theories in terms of a complex generalization of the usual basis of
Landau wave functions. The corresponding propagators are calculated and identified with the Feynman
propagators of the field theories. The regulated quantum field theories are shown to be UV/IR-duality
covariant. We study the asymptotics of the regularized propagators in position and matrix space
representations, and confirm that they generically possess a comparably good decay behavior as in the

Euclidean case.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

This paper is devoted to an in-depth study of the pertur-
bative properties and renormalizability of noncommutative
¢**-type scalar field theories on real vector spaces sub-
jected to a Moyal deformation. The vast majority of the
literature on this subject has been devoted to Euclidean
quantum field theory. The most prominent feature of these
models is the notorious mixing of ultraviolet and infrared
modes, which renders the noncommutative ¢*" field theo-
ries nonrenormalizable [1] (see e.g. [2] for a review).
Grosse and Wulkenhaar demonstrated how to obtain field
theories which are renormalizable to all orders in pertur-
bation theory by extending the kinetic term of the ¢**
Lagrangian by an additional harmonic oscillator potential
[3,4]. The Grosse-Wulkenhaar model also has vanishing
beta-functions and its perturbation series is likely to be
Borel summable [5]; in two dimensions this has been
recently established in [6]. In four dimensions, the
Euclidean Grosse-Wulkenhaar model is the first rigorous
four-dimensional quantum field theory without unnatural
cutoff which is expected to exist nonperturbatively and is
not asymptotically free.

The continuation of the Euclidean models to noncom-
mutative Minkowski space is presently an open problem
which is plagued by both conceptual and technical diffi-
culties. The original problems were unveiled in [7], where
it was found that the standard perturbative expansion in
terms of Feynman diagrams leads to a violation of unitarity
if space and time do not commute. As subsequently
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pointed out in [8], this is due to the failure of Wick’s
theorem, which does not apply to nonlocal interactions
in general. By using canonical quantization in the
Hamiltonian framework involving the Dyson series and
time-ordered products of the interaction Hamiltonian, the
resulting field theory is still unitary but no longer equiva-
lent to the Lagrangian formulation of the quantum field
theory in the path integral framework. For models built on
the Hamiltonian framework see e.g. [9-11]. Yet another
inequivalent perturbative approach is based on the Yang-
Feldman formalism [8,9], which also gives a unitary
noncommutative quantum field theory on Minkowski
space with timelike noncommutativity."

The UV/IR mixing problem of the ordinary ¢*" field
theory is absent in the Hamiltonian framework to lowest
orders, and it has long been an open question as to whether
it exists at all. Only recently has UV/IR mixing been shown
to still occur, albeit through a mechanism which is different
from that of the Euclidean setting with modified Feynman
rules [16]. It has also been shown that UV/IR mixing arises
in the Yang-Feldman formalism [17].

Since the perturbative setups in the Hamiltonian and
Yang-Feldman formalisms are quite complicated, it would
be desirable to have an equivalent Euclidean path integral
formalism which simplifies the combinatorial aspects of
perturbation theory. However, the relationship between the
Euclidean and Minkowski space theories when time and

'Still another approach is provided by the twist-deformation
formalism for noncommutative quantum field theory on
Minkowski space which is considered in [12—-15]; here one first
quantizes the classical field theory before deforming spacetime,
and the free part of the quantum field theory also differs from its
commutative counterpart.
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space do not commute is unclear. In [18] it has been shown
that the Euclidean counterparts of the n-point functions for
the Klein-Gordon theory on noncommutative Minkowski
space in the Hamiltonian formalism are not those which
follow from the standard Euclidean framework, but appear
with on-shell twisting factors involving only on-shell
momenta.

In this paper we will pursue the other direction of this
correspondence, starting with specific field theories in
Euclidean space. In order to find noncommutative field
theories in hyperbolic signature which are free from UV/
IR mixing, we construct Minkowski space counterparts of
the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model and its generalizations
known as the Langmann-Szabo-Zarembo (LSZ) models
[19,20]. These models differ from the standard noncom-
mutative ¢** field theory by the introduction of an external
background field into the kinetic term of the Lagrangian,
making them covariant under the duality comprising
Fourier transformation plus a rescaling of the fields [21].
This duality is believed to be related to the improved
asymptotic behaviors of the propagators, which suppresses
the UV/IR mixing. This UV/IR duality may thus be re-
sponsible for the renormalizability of these field theories.
The Euclidean Grosse-Wulkenhaar and LSZ models are
defined via path integral quantization, which leads to a
violation of unitarity for the usual noncommutative field
theories in Minkowski space. Here we will be interested in
the renormalization properties of their hyperbolic counter-
parts; unitarity of these quantum field theories will be
addressed elsewhere.

In Euclidean space the introduction of an external field
has the useful additional effect that the corresponding wave
operators have discrete spectra and the models can be
analyzed with the help of a matrix basis for expansion of
fields; the countably infinite set of eigenfunctions are the
Landau wave functions which diagonalize the free parts of
the action. This basis defines a mapping of the duality
covariant field theories onto matrix models, which permits
a simple and natural regularization of the field theories
while maintaining duality manifestly at quantum level. In
this way Grosse and Wulkenhaar were able to prove the
renormalizability of their model to all orders of perturbation
theory. In addition, it has been used to solve the LSZ model
exactly and demonstrate the vanishing of the beta-function.

However, in passing to hyperbolic signature, the back-
ground field, which is a magnetic field in the Euclidean
metric, now plays the role of an electric field. This yields a
qualitative change due to the work done on the particles by
the field. The electric field accelerates and splits virtual
dipole pairs leading to pair production. This is reflected in
the spectra of the wave operators, which now have a
continuous part and are unbounded from below.

In [22] the perturbative expansion in terms of modified
Feynman diagrams in the continuous eigenvalue represen-
tation has been investigated. At one-loop order unusual
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divergences arise which are very likely to be nonrenorma-
lizable. Moreover, the retarded propagator in position
space is no longer a tempered distribution in general.

In [23] a different approach has been investigated, where
a set of resonance states has been used to expand the field
theory in a discrete set of functions. In the following we
will take yet another path, which is related to the resonance
expansion found in [23], but which potentially avoids the
associated technical problems. We will show that the
Grosse-Wulkenhaar and LSZ models allow for well-
defined analytic continuations to Minkowski space with
the help of a special regularization, that we call the “4
regularization,” which is a suitable replacement for
Feynman’s ie prescription.

This approach may also avoid the strange divergences
found in [22]. These divergences come from squares of
Dirac delta functions which arise from undetermined loop
integrations. They are not ultraviolet divergences in the
usual sense, as they occur before performing loop integrals,
and they show up in every ¢*" theory with n = 3 for
graphs with an unbroken internal line. Using the ¢ regu-
larization instead of the usual ie regularization, one gets a
discrete spectrum instead of a continuous spectrum, lead-
ing to Kronecker delta-functions and sums rather than
Dirac delta-distributions and integrals. This procedure ren-
ders these diagrams finite, and at the same time keeps the
model duality covariant.

The outline of this paper is as follows. We will define
duality covariant quantum field theories on Minkowski
space based on the work [23,24], and describe some of their
renormalization properties. In order to employ an expansion
of the action functionals in terms of the resonance states
found in [23], we will regularize the models such that the
resonances turn into genuine eigenfunctions of the regular-
ized wave operators; this new matrix basis and the corre-
sponding matrix model representations of the LSZ and
Grosse-Wulkenhaar models on Minkowski space are de-
scribed in detail in Sec. II and III. These wave operators are
related by Weyl-Wigner correspondence to the complex
harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian, which interpolates
between the ordinary and inverted harmonic oscillator
Hamiltonians, and thus between the Euclidean and
Minkowski space theories; this unifies both theories into a
one-parameter family of duality covariant noncommutative
quantum field theories. The Feynman graphs are analytic
continuations of the Euclidean diagrams. We show that this
regularized matrix basis is a bi-orthogonal system whose
linear span is the space of square-integrable functions. At
the quantum level and in the limit of vanishing electric
background, this regularization turns into the usual i€ pre-
scription. For the special case of a Klein-Gordon theory in a
constant external electric field, where the various propaga-
tors are known, we recalculate in Sec. IV the propagator
using the complex matrix basis and verify that the regulari-
zation leads to Feynman propagators. This confirms the
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equivalence to the i€ prescription, and demonstrates that the
¥ regularization is also connected to causality of the quan-
tum field theory. Using the i regularization, we show in
Sec. V that a cutoff can be introduced that renders the
duality covariant field theories finite at every order of
perturbation theory and at the same time imposes duality
covariance manifestly. In Sec. VI we derive the propagators
for the regularized models which include the Euclidean
space propagators and the Minkowski space causal propa-
gators as special cases; away from the hyperbolic point our
propagators have a good decay behavior in all directions
and are singular at coincident positions. The ¥ regulariza-
tion turns out to improve their asymptotic behavior and may
thus be crucial for the renormalization programme. How-
ever, due to the oscillatory behaviors of the occurring
integrands in Minkowski space, the corresponding asymp-
totics are much more difficult to derive than in the Euclidean
case. For a special case of the LSZ model we find that the
exponential decay in the short Euclidean space variables
ceases if one goes over to Minkowski space, but persists in a
neighborhood of the hyperbolic point in the one-parameter
family of field theories. The regularization thus gives a
means to control the decay behavior of the propagators.
The applicability of the matrix basis in this context, how-
ever, is still an open question; the detailed analysis of the
removal of the matrix regularization will not be addressed in
this paper. As we discuss in the following, the Minkowski
limit of our one-parameter family is very singular; see [25]
for a detailed analysis of some of the uncontrollable diver-
gences which arise. In the following we will simply regard
the ¢ regularized field theories as the appropriate well-
defined analytic continuations of the Euclidean space
models.

The derivations of propagators with the help of the
matrix basis may be compared to calculations using other
methods, such as Schwinger’s proper time formalism [26],
the “sum over solutions method” [27], or the eigenvalue
method using the continuous eigenbasis [28]. Compared to
the latter technique the matrix basis involves only poly-
nomials and sums instead of complicated integral expres-
sions, and thus brings along a huge simplification. In
Sec. IV B the causal propagator for a massive complex
scalar field in four dimensions in the background of a
constant electric field in the 9 regularization is computed.
As a further demonstration of how the matrix basis can be
applied, we calculate the one-loop effective action of the
Klein-Gordon theory in a background electric field (see
Appendix B). Finally, in Lemma D.13 we demonstrate that
the 9 regularization can likewise be used regulate the
standard mass-shell singularities in the Feynman propaga-
tor for the free Klein-Gordon theory. We propose that
going beyond the case of a constant background field might
be possible using our alternative regularization and the
matrix basis, by perturbing varying field configurations
around a uniform background. This might help in probing
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quantum electrodynamics in the nonperturbative regime
(see e.g. [29-32]). We conclude that the matrix basis
may serve as a powerful computational tool in simplifying
some otherwise cumbersome calculations.

II. COVARIANT RELATIVISTIC
NONCOMMUTATIVE FIELD THEORY

In this section we will introduce the duality covariant
models in Minkowski space. We show that it is possible to
construct a well-defined matrix model representation of the
corresponding quantum field theories through a suitable
regularization, that we call ¢ regularization, which is an
alternative to the usual ie prescription. For this, we will use
the Weyl-Wigner transformation to map the eigenvalue
problem of the J-regularized wave operators to that of
the complex harmonic oscillator.

A. Formulation of the duality covariant models

We work in D = 2n spacetime dimensions with metric
of signature (1, —1,..., —1). Tensors will be labeled by
Greek indices w, v, ... ranging from 0 to d =D — 1.
Throughout we use the Einstein summation convention.
For simplicity we will denote the hyperbolic norm square
of vectors a = (a*) as

lall}, =a}—a}—---—d2=a,a* =1d%. (2.1)

Euclidean space dimensions are labeled by Latin indices
i, j, ... ranging from 1 to D, and norm squares of vectors
a = (a') with respect to the D-dimensional Euclidean
metric are denoted

lall2 =a?+ - +d3 =aa =:a’ (2.2)

Position vectors are denoted x = (x*), with derivatives

9, =-2: in two dimensions we often write x = (¢, x).
M dxt

The dual pairing between a covariant vector x = (x*) €
R and a contravariant vector k = (k,) € (RP)" is written
k-x=k,x".

The LSZ model is a complex ¢} theory defined by the
action

Sisz = Sy + Sint (2.3)

with

So= / Pxd* ()oK + (1 - VK2 - p2)b(x), (2.4)

St = —g f dx(a(d” xo & %o & *e B)()

+ B(d" *g ¢ *g ¢ *o P)(x)), (2.5)

where o € [0, 1], @, B € R, :=[0, 00), and u?, g > 0 are
the mass and coupling parameters. The generalized mo-
mentum operators K, and generalized dual momentum

operators K . are given by
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K,=1d, — F,,x" and K, =1id, + F,,x", (2.6)
and they obey the commutation relations
K, K,]=2iF,,,
. i ~ 2.7)
(K, K,]=—2iF,, and [K,K,]=0.

The star product of arbitrary Schwartz functions f(x),
g(x) € S(RP) is given by

- 1 D
(%o 8)6) = oo [ P

X /dsz(x + y)glx + z)e 207
= (¢" %o [)(x)

with respect to a constant, real-valued, antisymmetric and
nondegenerate D X D deformation matrix 0.

The coordinate system is chosen such that ® takes the
canonical skew-diagonal form

(2.8)

0 = (047
0 6, 0
(o, 0 \
0 0
= _01 O
0 0n71
O _an—l O )
2.9

with 8, >0for k=0,1,..., % — 1. The constant electro-
magnetic field strength tensor F,,, is likewise given by

F=(F,)
0 E 0 \
(—E 0
0 B
— _Bl 0 s
0 Bn—l

\ 0 _Bn*l 0 )

(2.10)
with E, B, > 0 and

E6, = B0, = 2Q (2.11)

for k = 1,...,%— 1 and 0 < ) = 1. We will sometimes

regard ® and F as invertible linear maps ©: (RP)* — RP
and F: RP? — (RP)*. The LSZ models with o = 1, where
only the generalized momentum operator K, appears, are
called “critical”” models, while those with ) = 1, where
the field theory is invariant under the UV/IR duality be-
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tween position and momentum space representations, are
called ““self-dual” models.

We will solve the eigenvalue equation for the wave
operator and relate it to that of the Euclidean case. For
this, we note that the 2n-dimensional wave operators break
up into n blocks with

n—1 n—1
K= P2, and K, =Y P (212
k=0 k=0

The operators
(P2), = (03, + 03 )) + 2iB (x* 195y — x4 1)

— Bi (x5, + 15440,

N ) (2.13)
(Pi)k = (03, + 031 1) — 2iB(x* oy — xHayp )
- B%(x%k +x%k+1)
for k=1,...,n — 1 act on two-dimensional Euclidean

Klein-Gordon fields in a constant external magnetic back-
ground of field strengths *2By, respectively, while the
operators

(P2)y = — (32 — 83) — 2UE(x'9y + x00)) — E2(x% — x3),
(P2)o = —(93 — 03) + 2E(x' 9 + x%0,) — E>(x3 — x})
(2.14)

acton | + 1-dimensional Klein-Gordon fields in a constant
electric background with field strengths £2F, respectively.
Since all component operators (Pi)k and (If’i)k for k =
0,1,...,n — 1 mutually commute, the diagonalization of
the full wave operators amounts to diagonalizing each of
their two-dimensional blocks independently.

As is well known the spectra of the operators (2.13) are
discrete with corresponding eigenfunctions the Landau

wave functions ff,?,,) satisfying
(P2)fom () = —4By(m + D fims) (),
(P2)fom () = —4By(n + £k (xy)

for m, n € N, where we write x;, = (x?%, x>*1) € R? for
k=0,1,...,n — 1. These functions are Wigner transfor-
mations of tensor products of harmonic oscillator number
basis states

(2.15)

B, y) = Wlm)nl](x, y)

of frequency (), where, in two dimensions with deforma-
tion parameter @°! = @, the Wigner distribution function
of a compact operator p on Fock space is the Schwartz
function on R? given by [2]

(2.16)

W], y) = f ke 0(x + k/2plx — k/2). (2.17)

On the other hand, the spectra of the operators (2.14) are
continuous, with corresponding eigenfunctions given by
Wigner transformations of tensor products of parabolic
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cylinder functions [22,23], denoted x,, with p, ¢ € R,
which solve the eigenvalue equations

(P)oXpq(x0) = 4Epyx ,,(xo) and

i (2.18)
(P;L)O/\/pq(x()) = 4EQ/\/pq(x0)'

For generic o the free part of the LSZ action (2.4) can be
rewritten as

So = f dPx" (WG + Q2R — u2)p(x) (2.19)

with F=Q2o—1)F=Q20—1)(F,,) and X, =20, 1x*.
The free action thus describes a massive complex scalar
field coupled to a constant electromagnetic background
and in an oscillator potential proportional to ini. The
Grosse-Wulkenhaar model in D = 2n spacetime dimen-
sions is the LSZ model for o = %and a = = 5 withreal
scalar fields. The action is thus

Sow= [ a3 W=7, + 05, — p2)6)

g [@x(@x0 b0 dro B0 (220)
The D-dimensional wave operator again reduces to a sum
of n — 1 Euclidean wave operators plus a two-dimensional
wave operator in Minkowski signature

UPL)o + P2 — w2 = — (5 = D) — Q23 — ) — w2
(2.21)

with frequency ) = E6,/2. The main difference, besides
the hyperbolic signature, is an extra minus sign in front of
the () term. The corresponding wave operator is given by
the Hamiltonian of a harmonic oscillator with imaginary
frequency, known as the inverted harmonic oscillator.

The corresponding models on Euclidean space are de-
fined in terms of the wave operator K2 + (1 — o)K? +
w2, which also split up into n blocks made up of the
operators

K2=Y (P}, and K} =Y (P}, (2.22)
k=1 k=1

After relabelling of coordinates, one can relate (P?); =
—(P%),—1 and (|5§)k = —(ﬁi)k,l for k=2,...,n,
whereas (P?); and (P?), are of the same form as (2.13).
Thus in contrast to the mixed discrete and continuous
spectrum of the hyperbolic space wave operator, the
Euclidean case deals with purely discrete spectrum. This
situation is responsible for the powerful application of the
matrix model representation of Grosse and Wulkenhaar
[3.4,33].

The duality covariant field theories involve two parame-
ters ® and F. In the commutative limit ® = 0, one recov-
ers the field theory for an interacting scalar field in a

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 125010 (2011)

constant electromagnetic background; in Sec. IVB and
Appendix B we demonstrate how to reproduce the known
standard results in the literature using the novel regulari-
zation we propose below. In the vanishing background limit
F = 0, we recover the usual ¢* theories on noncommuta-
tive Minkowski space together with their UV/IR mixing
problems as discussed in Sec. I; in Lemma D.13 we illus-
trate how our regularization is applicable in this case as
well. Neither of these two limits possess duality covariance.
In the self-dual limit F = (20)~! the field theory is duality
invariant; the matrix representation we obtain below at the
self-dual point makes no sense in the limit F = 0.

B. Spectral decomposition and 9 regularization

The external electromagnetic background will be treated
by considering all terms quadratic in the fields as being part
of the free action. Then the path integral quantization gives
the usual (modified) Feynman diagrams but with the
dressed propagator for the scalar field moving in this
background. It is a feature of most field theories defined
on hyperbolic space that there is more than one propagator,
i.e. a distribution whose kernel A(x, y) solves the partial
differential equation D,A(x, y) = 6(x — y) with D, the
wave operator of the field theory. This is due to the occur-
rence of zero eigenvalues of D,., which prevents the naive
inversion of the operator to give a propagator. It is therefore
necessary to impose further conditions so as to make the
solution of this problem unique. This may be done either
by imposing boundary conditions, by postulating a spectral
representation, or by extending the wave operator so as to
make the solution of the partial differential equation
unique.

For the ordinary scalar field theory, the ie prescription is
a method to single out a specific propagator, namely, the
Feynman propagator. In the commutative field theories,
this prescription enhances the action by an additional
term i€ [ ¢> which for € > 0 ensures the required asymp-
totic damping of the integrand in the partition function at
|p| — oo (rather than an oscillatory behavior), and at the
same time regularizes the singularity of the free propagator
and furthermore imposes causality. In this particular case it
is also the infinitesimal version of the Wick rotation to
Euclidean space ¢ —> el€t.

However, in our case the field theories defined on the
two different spacetimes are not related by this ordinary
Wick rotation—it has to be accompanied by an additional
transformation £+ *iB. This is not surprising, since the
model can be viewed as a field theory on a curved nonsta-
tionary spacetime, for which this is a generic feature [34].
Another characteristic of those field theories is that the
multitude of different equivalent definitions of the
Feynman propagator is resolved [35]; we return to this
point in Sec. IVA. Since we are interested in an analytic
continuation of the Euclidean space models in a path
integral framework, it is the propagator we obtain by this
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transformation that we are concerned with. The extra trans-
formation of the magnetic field strength is also in harmony
with the fact that in order to ensure the commutation
relation [x°, x']=i0®% for both Euclidean and
Minkowski space, the deformation parameter ®% has to
transform accordingly to compensate the phase coming
from the Wick rotation. For the duality invariant field
theories, i.e. at the self-dual point ) = 1, the deformation
matrix is proportional to the field strength tensor, which in
turn implies a rotation of the field strength.

In [23] it was shown that the actions of the Minkowski
and Euclidean space wave operators, (P%), and (P?);,
can be represented as a star-product with a classical
Hamiltonian at the self-dual point {) = 1. To compare to
the Euclidean version, we have to identify B = E and the
ordered coordinate pairs x = (x!, x2) = (¢, x) to find®

(P2, f(x) = E*(x* + ) %5/ f(x) and

(2.23)
(P2)of(x) = E2(x* — 12) %y f(x)
and likewise
(P})1f(x) = f(x) *pp E>(x* + %) and
(2.24)

(lsi)of(x) = f(x) *pp E*(¥* — 12),

which can be verified by explicitly writing out the individ-
ual terms

X2 %q f(x) = (x2 — i6x0, — 160%07) f(x),

(2.25)
%, f(x) = (% + 16019, — 16292)f (x).

Consequently, there is a one-parameter family of operators
which continuously interpolates between the Euclidean
and the Minkowski space wave operators. They are de-
noted by P2(9) and P*(9), with & € [—Z,Z], and are
defined by

P2(9) = e (cos(9)(P?), — isin(3)(P2),),

. , . - (2.26)
P2(9) = e (cos(9)(P?), — isin(ﬂ)(PfL)O).
Using (2.25) one easily checks
P2(9)f(x) = H(I) %5z f(x) and
. (2.27)
P (9)f(x) = f(x) %2/ H(D),
where
H(Y) = E2(x* + %772). (2.28)

The wave operators (2.26) relate both signatures, with
¥ = 0 corresponding to Euclidean signature and ¢ = = 7
to hyperbolic signature. In the limit £ — O one easily
verifies that this regularization reduces to the ie prescrip-

tion for the usual Klein-Gordon operator. Hence it can be

*These identities are taken in the multiplier algebra corre-
sponding to the Schwartz space S(R?).
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regarded as a generalization of the ie prescription to the
case with an external electromagnetic field. To distinguish
both schemes we will call this alternative prescription the
O regularization.

Using the Weyl-Wigner correspondence, the eigenvalue
equations of our original operators can be represented on
the space of Weyl symbols by

P2(9) 15 (x) = WIH(DTED1(x) = AEY 115 (x),

B2(9)£0 () — WIHED () ]() = AL fiE ), &2
with §£2 = W[ £{£9)] and the Weyl symbol
H(9) = AW [V2Ex] + e2OW ! [V2E])
= 1(p* + 2'§?). (2.30)

The eigenvalues will turn out to depend on E and ¢ only
through the combination

E4 = Ee'?, (2.31)

which explains the notation. The Hermitian symbols
W~![\2Ex] = p and W™ '[+/2Ef] = § obey the commu-
tation relation of the Heisenberg algebra

[q, ﬁ] == 2E2W_1[t *2/E X — X *2/E t] = 41E, (232)
where we used the fundamental property
W [F] 55/ WIE] = W[F£] (2.33)

of the Weyl-Wigner correspondence.

The operators H(9) for & € (— %,%) are known as
complex harmonic oscillator Hamiltonians. When defined
on S(R) they have a discrete spectrum given by

o(H(9) = A = 4Eg(m + Dim € Ng}. (234
The spectrum of H(9) and its eigenoperators €0 will be
investigated in Sec. III. The simultaneous eigenfunctions of

P2(89) and P?(¥9) are given by the Wigner transformation
S (e) = WIEED 1(0).

These functions are calculated explicitly in Appendix A.
They have an exponential decay for x, t — oo and are
Schwartz functions. This is in contrast to the functions
one obtains in the limit ¥ — = g, which are tempered
distributions and have been found in [23]. As shown in
[25], Appendix D, these functions span a dense subspace of
L*(R?), thus every square-integrable function on R? can be
expanded pointwise into functions lying in the span. In
addition, they fulfill the important projector property

(2.35)

E
il e) oy i) = \/Mfsnkfif}‘”(xi (2.36)

The generalization of the J-regularized wave operators
to D = 2n dimensions are given by
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K2(9) = e(cos(9)K? — isin(9)K2) and

- . - 2.37
K2(9) = e (cos(K? — isin(ﬁ)Ki), (2-37)

which again split up into two-dimensional wave operators
defined by (2.12), (2.13), (2.14), and (2.22). In D = 2n
dimensions the components (P?); and (P%);_;, and like-
wise (P?), and (Isi)k_l, differ only by a sign for k =
2, ..., nup to arelabelling of the coordinates. We thus have

K2(9) = P%(9) + &7 i(P?)k and
=2
B B o (2.38)
KA(9) = PA(9) + e 3 (P}),
=2

according to (2.26). The eigenfunctions of the operators
(P?); and (P?), are just Landau wave functions. What
remains is to find the eigenfunctions of the remaining parts
of the wave operators. Since all of these two-dimensional
differential operators commute, the total eigenfunctions
will be a product of the individual two-dimensional
eigenfunctions.

C. Perturbative quantum field theory

Without loss of generality we will choose in the follow-
ing always ¥ >0 and define 4 =7 — x>0 for small
k > 0. Denoting

T
— — K

(K = w?) = ei“Kz(2

—ik ,,2
) —e "us and
. ) (2.39)
(Ki — u?), = elKK2(g _ K) — eiky?

the regularized LSZ model is defined by the classical
action

Sz = [[@x o, = ) + (1 = R = 7))
X 9x) ~ g(a [ dPx(8" 50 6 %0 & 50 S0
B [Px(@ %o 6" 30 dxo D), (240)

and the regularized Grosse-Wulkenhaar model by

St [ x50 - w2, + 50K~ w2, )6
~ ¢ [dPx( %0 & %0 & ko )0

2.41)

The Minkowski space duality covariant noncommuta-
tive quantum field theory of the regularized LSZ model is
defined by the partition function, which is the generating
functional obtained by adding external sources J(x) and
J*(x) to the action (2.40) with
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Z[J, 7] = ’}irg+j\f ] DpDo* exp(iSl(_KS)Z

+ f dPxJ* (x)b(x) + [ ded)*(x)J(x))
(2.42)

and analogously for the real Grosse-Wulkenhaar model,
where N is a normalization constant. The precise defini-
tion of the path integral measure is not required to deter-
mine Z[J, J*] perturbatively, since only the vanishing of
the integrand for || — oo is needed to find a functional
differential equation for the partition function via formal
integration by parts in field space; this is ensured by the ¢
regularization. The “free” partition function Zy[J, J*] :=
Z[J, J*]|4—o is then the solution of

. - 8ZJ, J*]
,}l.%l+(o-(Ki 1), + (1=K, - ’U“z)")b‘oT(x)
= iJ(x)Zy[J, "],
i 2 _ 2 _ (R — ) ) 9%l T
Klir(r)g(rr(K,L ue + (1= o) Ky, — 1)) 570)
= iJ"(x)Z[J, J*] (2.43)
given by
202,01 = tim exp(i [ @Px [ dPyr a0 3)10))
(2.44)

with A?)(x, y) the regularized dressed propagator de-
fined through the equation

(oK%, — 1) + (1 = (K, — 12),)A®(x, y)
=5(x — y).

An explicit expression for A®?)(x, y) will be derived in
Sec. VIA. The full interacting quantum field theory is
given by the partition function

Z[J,J] = 1ir(1)1+.7\fexp[i8im< o 9 )]

(2.45)

8% 8

< exp(i [ @Px [ @y @A )
(2.46)

leading to a perturbative expansion in Feynman diagrams
corresponding to the interaction part Siu[, ¢*] of the
action (2.5) and the dressed propagator A*?)(x, y). The
corresponding Green’s functions contain products of dis-
tributions and have to be regularized; this is described in
Sec. V. For real scalar fields we get

. . o i
ZlJ] = Kli%l+j\f exp[lSim<§)] exp(z

X dexdeyJ(x)A(")(x, y)J(y)), (2.47)
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with regularized dressed propagator A (x, y) given by
(2.45) for o = %
In the following we will construct dynamical matrix
models representing the regularized duality covariant
quantum field theories. In fact, our construction has killed
two birds with one stone. First of all, we have regularized
the wave operator such that no zero eigenvalues occur,
so we can invert it to get a unique propagator. On the
other hand, we have also found a discrete spectrum for
the regulated wave operator which, together with the pro-
jector relation (2.36), is needed to define a proper matrix
model formulation of the quantum field theory. This is
in marked contrast to the usual ie prescription that gives
a regulated wave operator D = oK + (1 - O')Ri -
w? + ie, which simply amounts to adding the constant ie
to the continuous spectrum of the electric part of the wave
operators, but otherwise leaves its continuous character
unaltered. A perturbative quantum field theory amenable
for the continuous basis approach with functions y,, is
analyzed in this way in [22].
In the following we shall address the following ques-
tions:
(i) What is the interpretation of the sign of 9?7
(i) Which propagator do we obtain in the limit  —
a4
(ii1) Is it possible to prove duality covariance for ¢ #
+ 7 at the quantum level?
(iv) Are the Feynman diagrams finite in the limit  —
ma s

In Sec. IV we shall argue that, like the ie prescription at
E =0, the ¥ regularization is related to causality, and
flipping the sign of the regulator corresponds to interchang-
ing the Feynman (causal) propagator with the Dyson (anti-
causal) propagator, i.e. interchanging the particle and
antiparticle descriptions in a background electric field.
The proof of duality covariance at the classical level fol-
lows easily from the Euclidean and Minkowski space
proofs given in [21,23], respectively. The spacetime metric
plays no role in the proof, which relies solely on Fourier
expansion techniques and Gaussian integrations; in Sec. V
we will calculate the partition function of duality covariant
noncommutative quantum field theories, and hand in the
proof of the duality invariance at quantum level.

III. DYNAMICAL MATRIX MODELS

In this section we will work out the matrix model
representations of the perturbative quantum field theories
defined above. In Sec. II we used the Weyl-Wigner trans-
formation to map the eigenvalue problem for the
¥-regularized wave operators to that of the complex har-
monic oscillator. Below we investigate its spectrum and
eigenfunctions, and construct the appropriate generaliza-
tions of the Landau wave functions. Using their Fock space
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representation, we will finally arrive at the matrix model
representation for the two-dimensional classical models
and their corresponding quantum field theories. The gen-
eralization to higher dimensions is also presented.

A. Complex harmonic oscillator wave functions

We will begin by investigating the spectrum of the

complex harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian I:I(ﬁ) defined in
(2.30), with commutation relation (2.32) and positive real
frequency E € R, which turns out to have a discrete
spectrum (2.34) resembling the usual harmonic oscillator
spectrum rotated into the complex plane by a phase factor
¢'?. Since § = W ![\2E7], it is natural to work in the
representation defined by the eigenbasis of q such that

(¢'lalg) = V2Eq(q'lg) and (q'Iplg) = —iv/8d,(q'lq)
(3.1)

and thus
(@' HD)g) = (—492 + E36°)q'lq) (3.2)

with the condensed notation (2.31). Firstly, note that the
eigenvalue differential equation

(—40% + E30) " (q) = 4E0<m + )f(E")(q) (3.3)

is fulfilled for complex values E if fo ")(q) represent the

usual Hermite oscillator wave functions fﬁf)(q) with the
complex frequency E 4 substituted for E,

) = (2m\/§_)l Fesian n(WEs/2q), (3.4)

where H,,(z) = (—1)”‘6128?6:’Z2 are the Hermite polyno-
mials. These functions will be called complex harmonic
oscillator wave functions, as a generalization of the har-
monic oscillator wave functions to complex frequencies
E 4. They possess an exponential decay due to the Gaussian
factor, and are thus Schwartz functions on R for || < 7.
We expect that by continuity, for |9 small enough the
eigenvalues of the complex harmonic oscillator
Hamiltonian are given by the set (2.34); the values (2.34)
are indeed the eigenvalues of H(d) for |9 <z 7 [36].

The complex harmonic oscillator wave funct10ns (3.4)
are not orthogonal, and thus do not serve as a usual Hilbert
space basis for S(R). But together with their complex
conjugated functions and for fe(E ) > 0, they constitute
a bi-orthogonal system with respect to the L2-inner product
<—|—> This means that the two sets of functions
(f ”))meNo and (f "’))meNo with nonzero Egy and
Ne(Ey) > 0 fulfill

G = [ daf @I @) = B B
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which follows immediately from the orthogonality of
the Hermite functions on R by a deformation of the inte-
gration contour to a straight line from —ooe'? to +ooe!?.
This rotation is possible due to the Gaussian factor e ~£94°/2
in the integrand, ensuring an exponential decay for
Ne(Ey) > 0. In addition their linear span is dense in
L?*(R), which means that every square-integrable function
on R can be approximated pointwise by a linear combina-
tion of these functions; the proof can be found in [25],
Appendix D. But the series which occur are not convergent
in the L2 norm and thus do not build a Riesz basis [36,37].

To ensure the applicability of this basis to arbitrary
quantum field theories, however, one has also to be able
to deal with scalar products and (tempered) distributions.
The problem of uniform convergence for | ¥ = Z might be
circumvented by considering a smaller space than the
Schwartz space, like the space of smooth functions with
compact support, or by considering the Sturm-Liouville
problem for the complex harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian
on a finite interval [—L,L] in R; the expansion on
S(R) might then be defined in some limiting procedure.
The applicability of the Gel’fand-Shilov space of type
S2(R) C S(R) with @ =3 as an appropriate dense sub-
space of fields on R is discussed in [25], Appendix C, see
also [38,39]; but the question of which precise spaces of
functions this complex oscillator basis is applicable in a
distributional sense is still an open problem.

Although it would be desirable to have a general rule
which tells us for which functions the matrix basis is
applicable, for a given field theory it suffices to derive
the asymptotics of the matrix space representation of the
corresponding propagator in order to ensure the conver-
gence of the sums in Feynman diagrams; this is investi-
gated in Sec. VI, but at present it is an open issue. In the
following we will use the matrix basis to derive the propa-
gators of the various field theories and find that they
coincide with the position space propagators in all cases
for which results are already known in the literature. In
Appendix B the one-loop effective action of the Klein-
Gordon theory in a constant background electric field is
calculated with the help of the matrix basis, and shown to
also coincide with the known results. By picking up the
regularization scheme imposed on the position space
propagator in the Euclidean case, which effectively cuts
off the matrix element summations at some finite rank /V,
the occurring Feynman diagrams of the J-regularized field
theories are well defined and duality covariant. Whether or
not new divergences arise in the limit N — oo remains to
be investigated.

B. Complex Landau wave functions

We will now construct the complex Landau wave func-

tions f\E7, defined by (2.35), through Wigner distribution

of the tensor product of two complex oscillator wave

(Ey)

functions f;,”". We will also derive a ‘“‘ladder operator”
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type construction, which allows us to obtain the matrix
model representation of the duality covariant field theories.
For the moment we set § = 2/E.

We will first relate the ordinary and complex harmonic
oscillator wave functions using complex scaling methods.
Introducing the Hermitian scaling operator

N Vo . a
Vo) = exp(- 5 (Ba+ap) o)
we see that
V(HGV()) ! =e?2q and
(3.7)

V)PV~ = e 17/2p.

The complex harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian (2.30) is
thus related to the ordinary oscillator Hamiltonian by

H(®) = ?V(@LP* + V@), (33

while the complex eigenfunctions can now easily be ob-
tained from the orthonormal oscillator number basis states

|m), m € N, where (m|n) = §8,,, and {g|lm) = fi,,E)(q) are
the ordinary harmonic oscillator wave functions

VE

fgf)(fl) = (m

)1/26_E"2/4Hm(~/E/2q). (3.9)

By noting that

H(V(9)|m) = eV (9)H(0)|m)

= e4E(m + HV(9)|m), (3.10)

the corresponding eigenfunctions are related to the oscil-
lator wave functions by

FEN(q) = (gl fSEy := (qIN(®)m) = /4 £1E) (e1/2g),
3.11)

Clearly the left/right eigenoperators of I:I(ﬁ) are tensor
products of the form

A E - N
fod) = \/—V(ﬁ‘)lmxnlv(— ),
dar

and the complex Landau wave functions are thus given by

(3.12)

Fo(x) = \/gw[v(ﬁ)lanl\?(—ﬁ)](x). (3.13)

The normalization has been chosen such that
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[ E .
[ PxfED (x) = i f dt f dx f dlkelER/2 (¢
o

+ k2N () m)nV (= 9|t — k/2)

E 4 | (£ )| AEy) 4ar
= S
477_ E |f > E mn

(3.14)

where we have used the explicit representation for the
Wigner transformation (2.17). From (2.17) we also see
that complex conjugation yields

FUED () = ‘/Efdke“?"x/% + k/2IV(=9)|n)

X Am|V()|t — k/2)
= i) (x)

and the projector property takes the form

(3.15)

) ey FU) () = WW[\7<19>|m><n|k><z|\7<—a)](x)

J7 nkfm[ﬂ)(x)

Together with the normalization condition this implies the
bi-orthogonality of the system of complex Landau wave
functions with respect to the L>-inner product

(3.16)

<f£5§9) .9)>_ fdzxfnn1 ")(x)f ”)(x)

=[x e )

E
= _[dzxamkfg[;ﬂ?)(x) = Smkénl'
V47T

(3.17)

The explicit expressions for the matrix basis functions
are given by
Proposition 3.18. The complex Landau wave functions

1D (x) for m, n € N, are given by

(1, 5) = (- 1>min<'"’">\ﬁ minlont, 1)

max(m!, n!)

[m=nl/2 .~ EgxPxP /2, (9)
XEI? e Ft /( —sgn(m— n))lm 7l

x Lim " (EgxPx), (3.19)
where
AW =rxieix (3.20)

are complex light-cone coordinates and LX(z) are the asso-
ciated Laguerre polynomials.
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The proof of proposition 3.18 is found in Appendix A.
Setting ¥ = 0 this result coincides with the well-known
expression for the Landau wave functions in the Euclidean
case. The coordinates (3.20) continuously interpolate be-
tween the complex coordinates ¢ = ix in the Euclidean case
¥ = 0 and the light-cone coordinates ¢ = x in the hyper-
bolic case ¢ = * 7. Since

Eg x(ﬁ) (09 — E(eiﬁtZ _i_efiz?xZ)

= E(cos(9)(r + x%) + isin(9)(2 — x2)),
(3.21)

we see that similarly to £, (£9) these functions are Schwartz
functions only for || < Z; in particular, they belong to the
Gel fand-Shilov spaces S2(R?) forall @ = §. At 9 = =%
they have a polynomial increase and are thus tempered
distributions.

The Fock space representation of the harmonic oscillator
wave functions has a counterpart in the complex scaled
version, which will prove very useful in the explicit deter-
mination of the dynamical matrix models. For this, we note
that

@& @
Tt O

- ﬁ(\7<mé*\7<ﬁ)*)m|fﬁ>

X (fED|(V(aV(9) )

LFENAE D] = V() 2L j0)0] 2L V() !

(3.22)

witha = 7;—15 (q + ip). We can use the relations (3.7) to get
~ N 1 . .
V(9)atV(9) ! = —("72q —ie 1/?p),
v fE (3.23)
V(HaV(9) ! = — (ei?/2q + ie 19/2p).

2

Since W™ ![+2Ef] = § and W™ ![\/2Ex] = p we find

WV(9)at(9)~1] = 1’%}&” and

WIV(9HaV(9)~] = \/1? ©,

where we used the complex light-cone coordinates (3.20).
The corresponding derivatives are given by

(3.24)

9 =0, Fie?q,, (3.25)
with a(f)x(f) =2 and a(f)x(;ﬁ) = 0. The matrix basis func-
tions on R? can now be obtained via the Weyl-Wigner
correspondence
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£ (x) = \/7 W) FE 1)

_ Ey (19) (Eg)
= ) )
. E 2/EN

XA e (,/ )

We define “ladder operators” through the equations®

(\/:x“”)m ) = af 8(x) and
(\/Ex(f)> *y/k 8(x) =

8(x) /5 (\[—;x(f")) = by g(x) and
9(x) %oy (\@M) = by, 8.

The differential operators on the right-hand sides of these
equations can most easily be obtained by expressing the
star-product in terms of the complex light-cone coordi-
nates. Inverting the relations (3.20) and (3.25), after a
bit of algebra we find that the ladder operators are then
given by

9 ’ b}
(Eﬂ) (\/ x( ) E, a< )) and

(3.26)

a(}ﬂ)g(xl
(3.27)

(3.28)
[E () — ()
big, = ( X \/ a5 )
and that they fulfill the commutation relations
[a(_Eﬁ)’ a(-;fls)] =1 and [b(E ) (E )] (3.29)

with all other commutators equal to zero. As expected, we
arrive at the usual Euclidean case from [20] when substi-
tuting £y by E.

The ground state wave function is determined by the
differential equations

ag, )foo (x) = b(E )fooﬁ)(x) =0

plus the normalization condition (3.14) with m = n = 0,
which has the solution

(Ey) _ E —E x(ﬁx(m/2
x ==
) = e

The wave functions f, (£9) have the ladder operator repre-
sentation

(3.30)

(3.31)

3Since (ay )) # ag ) and (b ) # b, they are strictly
speaking not adder operators in the Conventlonal sense, but we
will nevertheless refer to them as such.
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(a (E,,)) (b 19))

fid(x) = T \/— fon? (). (3.32)
It immediately follows that
ag, fod (6) = Jmfr?) (x) and
aj, ) (®) = Vm fﬁfﬁ)ln( ),
(3.33)

Jnf £nEr9z) 1 and
Jnt 1 f(E"’) (x).

m,n+1

b, ol (x) =

b S5 (x) =
We will use these relations to obtain the desired matrix
model representations. Note that, by [23], Lem. 5, the
problem of the right test function space is the same as in
the complex oscillator case of Sec. III A; we can relate the
subspaces of Gel’fand-Shilov spaces S%(R) to subspaces
of S%(R?) via Wigner transformation.

C. Matrix space representation

Using the Fock space representation of Sec. III B, we
will now derive the matrix model representation of the
classical regularized actions of the LSZ model. In the
following we denote

Fo = fan?? (3.34)
with % = Z — k and 6 # 2/E in general; in this case the

complex Landau wave functions diagonalize the interac-
tion part of the action, but not necessarily the free part of
the action.

We expand the scalar fields in terms of the complex
Landau basis®

px) =Y [, and

m,n=0

0 _ (3.35)
dx) =D fr ()

m,n=0

where the complex expansion coefficients are given by

bl = (Frnslp) = j Lxf (X)b(x) and
(3.36)

BE, =kl = f Lxf5, () b(x)"

with ¢%, = (¢,5)*. The free parts of the actions can be
deduced from

Lemma 3.37. The J-regularized wave operator of the
1 + 1-dimensional LSZ model in matrix space is given by

“This expansion is defined for L2-functions in a limiting
procedure which can be found in [25], Appendix D.

125010-11



ANDRE FISCHER AND RICHARD J. SZABO

@(m+n+l)

mn;kl

Do) — (—e_i",u2 + 21

4iQ) 02
+ 1T(n — m))ém,Snk +2i

—1
0 (Vnm5m,/+l

X641 TN+ 1D)(m+1)8,,,-16,,—1) (3.38)

with frequencies Q = E6/2 and O = (20 — 1)Q.
Proof. The wave operator is defined in the matrix basis
by

D 2,;’,;;()[ = f d’xf Lin(X)(UeiKPz(g - K)
+(1- 0')eir<|52<g — K) — eiiKMZ)f,’f,(x). (3.39)

One has

ei? N 1
P2(9) = E(Q + E0)2<a(+2/,90)“(2/00) T E)

- Ea)Z(w b=

I
252
eronbesn, * 5) +OE —4)

+ + - -
X (a0, P 20, T “(2/eﬁ>b<2/aﬂ>))’ (3.49)
together with a similar expression for P*(9) with aé /6,)
and b(i2 /6,) interchanged. These formulas are verified di-
rectly by inserting (3.28). The matrix space representation
of the partial differential operators P2(«3) and P?(9) away

from the self-dual point can be obtained from (3.40) with
the help of (3.33) to get

i

P2 (9) =1

1
mn:k g((Z + E0)2(m + _>6m16nk + (2 - E0)2

2

1
X (}’l + E)ﬁmlﬁnk + (62E2 - 4)
X (VIS 1410 k11

+V(n+ 1D(m + 1)5m,1—15n,k—1))

(3.41)

and
i

(&
P%m;kl(ﬁ) = %

1
X (m + %)8,",6",( + (0°E* — 4)
X (M8, 1410 k41

+V(m+ D(m + I)Sm,l—lan,k—l)): (3.42)

which can be combined to give (3.38).
For the LSZ interaction terms, we use the projector
property (3.16) to get
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f;:nnl *9 f;fnznz *6 fr’f13n3 *0 f;1<14n4
_ 1
(270)3/2
The regularized LSZ model in two-dimensional

Minkowski space can then be represented in the matrix
basis as

S f_'fs)z = Z ‘MmDE:}zt;Tlgl Ik

m,n,k,l

E N (a5 oL,

- 276 m,n,k,l
+ B(Z);(nn (Z)Zk¢;<(l¢fm)

As a one-matrix model with infinite complex matrices
& = () mnen, this representation reads

0 (3.43)

K
nymy Ynymy 5n3m4fm|n4'

(3.44)

P 1
Sz = 59 Tr(((2 — 0E)* + 800E)pLEp, + (2 + OF)

— 800E) ¢ EpL +i(0°E> — 4 (T, Tt T
+ ¢ TTpl T) — 20e *u2gT b,

— 8 (st t t ot
e A A R)|

(3.45)
with the diagonal matrix
Epn = 4i(m + 15, (3.46)
and the infinite shift matrix
T = — 18,1 (3.47)

Using the perturbative solution (2.46), the duality cova-
riant field theory can be defined perturbatively in the
matrix basis by the partition function
iag ot )
270 L= 05,05 DT, 0T

. 84
X exp<_ IIBg Z K K 2 TK 3 TK )
200 & aJ%,0T8 T8 9T,

Z[J,J] = lim .’]Vexp(—
k—0*

m,n,k,l
X exp<i > J‘;,,Aﬁ,’jﬁ,f,f,), (3.48)
m,n,k,1

with J¥,,, J, external sources in the matrix basis and the

propagator Aﬁf,’l‘;fk)l defined as the inverse of Dm%’

(3.49)

(k,0) A(0) _ (k,0) H(Kk,0) _
ZD’:’:’CIAI;;; o ZAﬂ’;n(:leDkll(;gv = 8, Ops-
k1 k1

An explicit expression for the propagator Air'f,’l‘;’,zl will be

derived in Sec. VIB. The modified Feynman rules are
presented in the double line formalism and are exactly as
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in the Euclidean case [2,4]. The generically nonlocal
propagators are represented by double lines with orienta-
tion pointing from ¢ to ¢ as

n_, k _ Ao)
— Anm;lk '
m l
id
..... HE TP iga
---:--1. o= _ﬁ 6mp 6nq Okr 01 and

Restricting to one of these interactions reduces the number
of possible diagrams for the complex matrix model.

For real fields, one can apply Lemma 3.37 by setting
o = to immediately get

Lemma 3.50. The d-regularized Grosse-Wulkenhaar
wave operator in 1 + 1 dimensions has the matrix space
representation given by

4 02 +1
D%(r)z;kz = (_C_IKIU«Z +2i (m+n+ 1))5m15nk
0?2 -1
+2i 7 (Vnmd,, 1116, k1

+ V(ﬂ + 1)(m + l)am,lflan,kfl)

with frequency ) = E6/2.
The Minkowski space Grosse-Wulkenhaar action in the
matrix basis then reads

Se- 3

m,n,k,l

(3.51)

1 8
(30mDi008 — 55 dndnonor,)
(3.52)
with ¢X, = ¢X,.; it thus corresponds to a Hermitian one-

matrix model. From the perturbative solution (2.47) the
partition function in matrix space is given by

. ig 94
Z[J]= lim N e (— )
1= lim Nep( =55 3. 0J% AT aTE 9T

m,n,k,l

i
X exp(5 J,ﬁnAf,f,Lk,ng) (3.53)
m,n,k,1
where the propagator AS,’;),; 1 18 the inverse of quﬁ; « and is

represented by the unoriented double line

n_>_' b = Agjr)z;m-
m l

The vertex of the ¢** interaction is given by the graph
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The two interaction terms ¢* x4 ¢ %y P* %4 ¢ and ™ *4
@* %y P *, ¢ are represented by different diagonal verti-
ces given, respectively, by

= _% 6mp 6nq 6197‘ 6ls .

T

el
B Tt e
i

i
= _ﬁ 5mp 5nq Okr Ot -
T

Since the vertex is unoriented there are as many diagrams
as in the LSZ model with both parameters « and S turned
on.

D. Generalization to higher dimensions

The spectra of both partial differential operators in
(2.38) in generic D = 2n dimensions are given by the set

, 1\ 4
{4ECM9<ZO + 5) + z 4Bk62”9
k=1

1
X (zk + 5)”0’ Ly...l,_, € NO}, (3.54)

where the eigenfunctions are products of the complex
{Es) from Sec. IIIB and the

Moo
ordinary Landau wave functions f,(,ﬁ‘ﬁk, so that

Landau wave functions f

n—1
() = fin (o) [T f£omin, (xe) (3.55)
k=1
with x;, = (x?6, x>**Y e R* for k =0,1,...,n — 1, x =

@) =% x .., x) ERP, m = (my), n = (n,) €N,
and Fy=(Ey B, ....,B,_;) €C, XR"!  where
C, :={z € C|Ne(z) = 0}. The star-product of two multi-
dimensional complex Landau wave functions (3.55) with
respect to the deformation matrix (2.9) decomposes into
star-products of Landau wave functions depending on x;
fork=0,1,...,n — 1. If in addition E = 2/60, and B, =
2/0,fork=1,...,n— 1, then

1
Sk Fo) (x)

(Fy) oo ¢(Fy) —
(fmn’ *o fkl )(x) det(277®)1/4 ml

(3.56)
with 8, = [Tk G myn,-

The generalization of the matrix model representation
to higher spacetime dimensions is now straightforward.
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To conform with our previous conventions we again set

0= % — k>0 and use the notation

n—1
Fia@) = fant D) [Tl (35D
k=1
The functions f,, are arranged so as to diagonalize the
interaction part but not necessarily the free part of the
action. The scalar fields on R? are expanded in the com-
plex Landau basis

px) = > fra()ps, and

e i (3.58)
P = D fra®) P

m,nEN

where the complex expansion coefficients are given by

B = (fkld) = [ x5, (0)(x) and
_ (3.59)
B = (fkl ™) = f dPxf (0 b (x)"

The matrix space representation of the LSZ model in
D = 2n dimensions away from the self-dual point can be
obtained by comparing the operators (2.38) with their
two-dimensional constituents, and their matrix representa-
tions given by (3.41) and (3.42) together with their
Euclidean counterparts for ¢ = 0 [20]. The matrix space
LSZ wave operator is thus the sum of the two-dimensional
Minkowski space wave operator given by (3.38) plus
n — 1 copies of the massless Euclidean wave operator for
9 = 0 [20] times the factor —e ¥, Noting that the mass-
less LSZ wave operators in Euclidean and Minkowski
space differ only by a factor of the imaginary unit i, we
can write

n—1
(r,0) 0(cr) —i i(or)
Dr:t(nakl IDmUa;-lO skolo —e Z Diﬂ?;l[;kil,
i=1
— e U St (3.60)
where m = (my, my, ..., m,), n = (ny,ny,...,n,), k=

(koo Ky, .. k) 1= (o, Iy, ..., 1,) € NZ and D{,ﬁ”)k, are

the two-dimensional massless Euclidean LSZ matrix space
wave operators

D@ =< 0% +1
0

mn;kl

40
m+n+1)+—mn-— m))ﬁmZSnk
j 0;

QZ
(\/ 8ml+18nk+1

+ ‘V(n + 1)(m + 1 5m,l*]5n,k71)J (361)
with frequencies Q = E6,/2 = B;6;/2 and Q = 20 —

1)Q). The 2n-dimensional regularized LSZ action is then
given in the usual matrix space form
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(K) _ (K T)
LSZ Z d’mn mn;kl *'lk
m,n,k,l

mm% l( ¢mn ¢ kd’kl d)lm

+ B bk Dir Pion)-

Every other result of this section (and ensuing ones) can
now formally be generalized to higher dimensions by
substituting multi-indices m, n, ... € N(’)’ for the usual ma-
trix indices m, n, ... € N,

(3.62)

IV. CAUSALITY

In this section we will treat the problem of determining
the causal propagator of the duality covariant field theories
in Minkowski space. Problematic for this issue is the lack
of time translation invariance, which allows for transitions
that violate energy conservation; this manifests itself in an
instability of the vacuum with respect to production of
particle-antiparticle pairs. We review how the standard
techniques must be altered to take care of these features.
We will then examine the corresponding propagators
which one obtains by removing the ¥ regularization.

A. Causal propagators

The way we chose the propagator of the Minkowski
space theory was to find the analytically continued propa-
gator of the Euclidean case. This also brought about the
possibility of finding a matrix space representation. In the
following we will show that the propagator which is pre-
scribed by the ¥ regularization is the causal propagator of
the duality covariant quantum field theory. For this, we will
first review the connection between regularization and
propagators by describing the eigenvalue representation,
and the related operator extension method.

The free partition function Zy[J, J*] of a complex scalar
field theory is defined as the vacuum-to-vacuum amplitude

ZolJ, J*] = (Q, out|Q, in)”", (4.1

where |(), in) and {(), out| are the vacuum states at time
instances t;, and 7, of the quantum field theory defined by
the free action Sy[ ¢, ¢*] in the presence of the sources J
and J*. Using Schwinger’s action principle, one can show
that causality implies the relation

_ {0, 0utl T($x)$ ()0, in)
(0, out|0, in) ’
4.2)

82 logZy[J, J*]
8J(x)8J(y)

J=J*=0

where ¢ (x) is the second quantized field operator, T de-
notes time-ordering with respect to the time variables x°
and y°, and |0, in) and (0, out| are the in- and out- vacuum
states for J = J* = 0 which in the presence of further
interactions are taken in the interaction picture where the
field operators satisfy the equations of motion obtained
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from varying Syl ¢, ¢*]. For field theories which allow
for spontaneous particle-antiparticle pair production,
like the covariant models we are considering, the in-
and out- vacuum vectors are in general not dual to each
other. Thus a nontrivial vacuum-to-vacuum probability
[0, out|0, in)|> < 1 may occur, since |0, out|0, in)|> mea-
sures the vacuum persistence which is equal to 1 only if no
spontaneous pair creation occurs.

The tempered distribution defined by the right-hand side
of (4.2) is known as the causal propagator and will be
denoted as iA.(x, y), where the imaginary unit has been
factored out to conform with our previous conventions.
Quite generally, for a Klein-Gordon field which may be
free or moving in an external background which preserves
vacuum stability, the expression (4.2) may be evaluated
through the expansion

i, (x, y) = 760 — ) [C dm(r) S0 ()5 ()"

+ (0 — ) [C dm()6S) @) (43)

with 7 the Heaviside distribution function, (qﬁ(f)) a com-
plete set of distributional solutions of the classical field
equation with positive and negative frequency, respec-
tively, and dm(v) a suitable measure on the set C of all
quantum numbers v parametrizing the space of solutions.
One can check that the distribution (4.2) and (4.3) prop-
agates particles (positive frequency solutions) forward in
time and antiparticles (negative frequency solutions) back-
ward in time. This is the imprint of causality and lends the
causal propagator its name.

The situation is more complicated if the background
field spoils vacuum persistence. A typical example is ordi-
nary quantum electrodynamics in an external field which
allows for pair creation. Crucial for the canonical quanti-
zation scheme and for the expression (4.3) is the existence
of a complete set of classical solutions which have definite
positive or negative frequency for all times. However, such
a set of solutions only exists if we are working on a
stationary spacetime, i.e. a spacetime which admits a
global timelike Killing vector field [34]. In our case, there
is no such vector field due to the absence of time translation
symmetry; production of particle-antiparticle pairs mani-
fests itself in an inevitable mixing of positive and negative
frequencies at the level of solutions to the field equations.
The requisite methods in this case have been developed in
[40,41].

Since the asymptotic Hilbert spaces in the remote past
and future (if they exist) are different, there are two com-
plete sets of solutions denoted (d)(f)) and (¢, (-)), having
definite positive/negative frequency at times £, and f.,
respectively, which are the equivalent of the positive/nega-
tive frequency solutions above in the infinite future and
past, i.e. in the limits #;,, — —oo and f,, — +0. The
generalization of the expansion into classical solutions
(4.3) then reads
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ia,(x,3) = 70 =) [ dmiu)
x [ dm)gl 60" (1, o)
+10 = ) [ dmiy)

X [C dm(») @ (1) G, (4.4)

Here w™(u|v) is the relative probability for a particle/
antiparticle to be scattered by the vacuum in the external
field, given by a generalized Wick contraction of creation-
annihilation operators on Fock space which appear in
the mode expansions of the in- and out- field operators,
and which create the in- and out- particle/antiparticle
states. For a field theory with a stable vacuum state
one has o=(u|v) = 8(u, v) and @5~ = & ,(+), Where
Jodm(u)8(wm, v)f(n) = f(v). This construction deter-
mines the propagator uniquely and is equivalent to the
definition (4.2), but can be quite technically cumbersome
to carry out explicitly; hence it is desirable to have another
method at hand.

Such an equivalent method, which will prove profitable
for us, is the eigenvalue representation. Let ¢,(x) be a
complete orthonormal set of eigenfunctions of the wave
operator D, of the field theory with eigenvalues A €
o(D,), i.e.

D,p,(x) = Ap,(x) 4.5)

with

j o, e, e1(3) = ox = y) and

(4.6)
[ dPx,(x) @y (x) = S(A AT,

where the measure d€(A) is discrete measure on the point
spectrum and Lebesgue measure on the absolutely
continuous spectrum in oD, CC with
'[‘T(Dx) d€(A)8(A, A)f(A) = f(A). Contrary to the func-

tions ¢(f> above, these eigenfunctions need not solve the
field equations. Decomposing the propagator into these
eigenfunctions gives the formal expansion

Alx,y) = [ o Ve A ) @)

However, the potential poles at A = 0 make this defini-
tion problematic, which reflects the existence of more than
one propagator for a given field theory. Usually one modi-
fies the denominator by adding an adiabatic cutoff A —
A + ieF(A) with small € > 0 and a function F: o(D,) —
R on the spectrum of D,, so that

A+ieF(\) # 0 (4.8)
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for all A € o(D,). A Green’s function for the partial
differential operator D, is finally obtained by taking
the adiabatic limit €e — 0". Equivalently, one can regular-
ize the operator D, — D with lim o+ D = D, and
solve the equation DA (x, y) = 6(x —y), where
lim,_y+A®(x, y) is a Green’s function of the original
wave operator D,.

Hence any well-defined operator which is continuously
connected to the original wave operator and has no zero
eigenvalues gives rise to a propagator for D,. However,
apart from the requirement of absence of zero eigenvalues
of D§f) (or equivalently the condition (4.8)), the regulariza-
tion is arbitrary and different regularizations may lead to
different propagators. For example, in the free Klein-
Gordon theory the choice of F(k) as a positive constant
leads to the Feynman propagator, while F(k) = 2k° yields
the retarded propagator. In general, one cannot be sure
whether one obtains the causal propagator unless one com-
pares it by hand to the result obtained from (4.2). This is the
obvious drawback of the eigenvalue method, and while the
problem is easily solved in free field theory, it is still
unsolved for the general case of an arbitrary propagator
and arbitrary external field; in particular, the equivalence of
the propagators in the different representations for generic
electromagnetic backgrounds is still an open question.

For the LSZ model we already encountered the two

regularized wave operators Dgf) given by the ¥ regulariza-
tion and the ie prescription. The question of which propa-
gator they lead to in the limit € — 0™ has been answered
for the ie prescription for several related models. For the
Klein-Gordon field moving in crossed or parallel uniform
electric and magnetic fields, or in an electric field with an
additional plane wave background, this method gives the
causal propagator [28,42,43]. Since an additional uniform
magnetic background should not change the pole structure
of the propagator, the ie prescription should also give the
causal propagator in the background of a pure electric field.
In Sec. IV B we will confirm that the ¢ regularization also
gives the causal propagator in the background of a uniform
electric field along one direction.

B. Causal propagator in matrix space

Using the “sum over solutions method” (4.4), the causal
propagator for a massive complex scalar field of charge e
in four dimensions in the background of a constant electric
field along one space direction has been calculated in [27],
Eq. (6.2.40) with the result

ek . o ds 1
x-Ey/2
3 e 1ex) .YH/ -

Ac(x,y) = —
o 5) 167 o s sinh(seE)

X exp(—is,u2 - ieE Il x; — yylI3; coth(seE)

_ 2
4 Il x )’J_||E>‘ 4.9)

4s
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Here we defined x = (x, x1) € R* with x; € R? denot-
ing the two space components perpendicular to the electric
field and

X - Ey” = Exﬁe#yyﬁ, (4.10)
where €,, is the rank two antisymmetric tensor with
€y = 1 and E > 0 the electric field strength. Below we
will start with this four-dimensional wave operator, with
the electric part regularized as in (2.45), and calculate its
(unique) propagator. For k — 0% we find exact agreement
with (4.9) confirming that this is the causal propagator. The
calculations performed here using the matrix basis are
comparably simple, so that the matrix basis can be alter-
natively regarded as a powerful computational tool in
ordinary field theory.

We begin with some notation and a preliminary result.
We define the symmetric bilinear form (—, —)y: R*> ®

R? — C for 9 € [~ 7, 7] by

(x, ¥)g = cos(F)(x, y)g + isin(FH)(x, y)u

= Le? (xDy@ 4 x @Dy (4.11)
where (—, —)g is the two-dimensional Euclidean scalar
product and (—, — )y the two-dimensional hyperbolic inner
product. We also define the map || — ||5: R> — C by

[lxl13 = (x,x)y = cos(N||xIZ + isin(I)||x][3,
= el (4.12)
with || — || the two-dimensional Euclidean norm (2.2)
and || — ||y the two-dimensional hyperbolic norm (2.1).

For arbitrary two-dimensional vectors x, y € R? we denote
as above x - Ey = Ex*€,,y". In Appendix C we prove
Lemma 4.13. For any x, y € R? and a € C*, one has

S ol ) fond (na”
n=0

Ea™ E .
=7exp<—§||x —y||f9 +(a—1)Ex,y)s— alx-Ey)

X Ly (Ellx = ylly —a(1—a™")E(x, y)9

+(a—a Vix- Ey). (4.14)

Now we determine the propagator of the Klein-Gordon
field in four dimensions coupled to a constant electric field,
where the wave operator parallel to the electric field is
given by the two-dimensional -regularized operator
(P% — u?),. The coordinate vector is again written as
x = (x),x) €R* with x; €ker(E) the components
perpendicular to the electric field, and analogously for
the momenta p = (py, p1) € (R*)* and derivatives 0, =
(A, 1)

Proposition 4.15. The propagator of the ¥-regularized
wave operator (K3, — u?), = (P}, — u?), + (id)* coin-
cides in the limit k — 0" with the causal propagator (4.9).
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Proof. The inverse of (K2, — u?), is given by

1

(11) =
A% D(x, y) = (x| (pi —u?), + ({0,)?

ly), (416

where (K3, — p2), = e*PX(Z — k) — e
with k > 0 has the eigenvalue equation

w? + (i)

(K5, = ) (o e )

= @B+ )+ 1Ipll = e )i e

4.17)
with ¢ = 7 — k. We write u2 := e *u? for brevity, re-

memberlng that it has a small negative imaginary part.
Using the identity

- [ ¥ dset  for Jm(a) >0, (4.18)
a 0

we obtain

« [ d’py
ARD(x, y) = —1[ ds[am2

X Z f(Ely)(x”)fgfﬁ‘))(y”)e—is/.l,ie—4sE(m+%)

m,n=0
X eisllpLllf—i =y )p1 (4.19)
The sum over n is given by Lemma 4.13 with ¢ = 1, and
the resulting sum over m follows from the identity [[44],
Eq. (48.4.1)]

1 V2412
e /2 ZLO tmz_e p(;ﬁ) for |t| <1
(4.20)
which yields
Al (x, y) = —i—— e ™ [m ds
0

% exp(—isuZ — 1E |l x) — yyll coth(2sE))

sinh(2sE)

2
EPL pl iy pliil

Gy 4.21)

The integration over the perpendicular momenta can now
be performed by using

dpelsr’~i=yp = fl_wei(ﬁy)z/%’
s

(4.22)

to get

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 125010 (2011)

E ] 0 (s 1
Al D) = ___ e ixjEy —
(x’ y) 87T2 ¢ 0o S Sll’lh(ZSE)

1
X eXP(_iS,U«;% - EE Il x;; — yylI5 coth(2sE)
_ 2
4s

Taking the limit x — 0", thus % — 7, and substituting
E — eE/2 to conform to the conventions of [27], this
result is identical to (4.9).

The eigenfunctions for the full regularized wave opera-
tor (Kﬁ — w?), factorize into components perpendicular to
the electric field times the eigenfunctions of (P7, — u?),.
Since the eigenvalues of the perpendicular momentum
operators do not produce new pole singularities, we can
neglect them in this calculation and also in the calculation
leading to (4.9). This result thus easily carries over to the
two-dimensional case confirming that the ¢ regularization
imposes causality of the critical LSZ model. We expect
that the ¢ regularization also leads to the causal propaga-
tors for o # 1.

The Schwinger parameter s > 0 introduced in (4.18)
only allows for the regularizations 9 >0 and u’? — ie
because of the requirement Ini(a) > 0, where the latter
regularization is normally associated to the Feynman
boundary condition on the propagator. The other choices
¥ <0 and wu? + i€ can be applied by using

L f " dsebe for Sm(a) < 0. (4.24)
a —o00
The regularization u? + i€ is known as the Dyson bound-
ary condition, which leads to an anticausal propagator
where antiparticles travel forward and particles backward
in time. This strongly suggests that the regularization
¥ < 0 leads to the Dyson propagator

The regularization of the mass u2 = e~ u? is actually
irrelevant for the analysis above. Its only function is to
provide a continuous interpolation between the hyperbolic
and Euclidean wave operators with the help of the parame-
ter ¢ alone, without the need to keep track of additional
minus signs in front of the mass term. This means that the
interpretation in terms of Feynman/Dyson propagators for
the cases @ — =7 still holds by regularizing only the
operator P2 .

V. QUANTUM DUALITY

In this section we will treat the problem of implementing
duality covariance at quantum level for our field theories
on Minkowski space. The ¢ regularization allows us to
regularize the covariant field theories such that the duality
is preserved at quantum level. This is done in the same
spirit as in [21,23], with the 9 regularization now being the
only new ingredient. In the following this will be demon-
strated for the two-dimensional Grosse-Wulkenhaar
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model. The more general case of the LSZ model is treated
in exactly the same way.

We only need to address how the ¥ regularization affects
the behavior of quantities under the duality transformation.
The regularized propagator with © = 7 — x > 0 reads

1 1= -1
AW, ) = A(5P5 +5PE— w?) Iy
iy @A
S20E(m +n+ 1) —e i u?’

(5.1

In Appendix D we show that the Fourier transformation of
the matrix basis functions is given by

Erpy — fVED gy — T gy
mn — Jnm - = < Jmn E 2
F L fmr 1K) (k) 3 (E"'k) (5.2)
with E~'k = —E~1(k!, k°).% Since

FILP2) + P2(9) for 1)

= 4Ey(m + n + 1) FLfoe 1), (5.3)

we find that Fourier transformation relates the propagator
in position space to the momentum space propagator even
in the regularized case as

(F ® FIAIK p) = 2 AW(E K B p) (5:4)

This relation just reflects the classical duality covariance
for g = 0.

Analogously to the Euclidean case [21], the UV/IR-
symmetric regularization now amounts to cutting off the
matrix element sums at some finite rank N by modifying
the regularized position space propagator to

A(A")(x, y) = (x|(GP% + %Pi -
+ P2(9)))ly),

#?) ' LIAT?P3(9)
(5.5)

where A € R, is a cutoff parameter, and L: R, — [0, 1]a
smooth cutoff function which is monotonically decreasing
with L(z) = 1 for z < 1 and L(z) = 0 for z > 2. We adjust
the matrix basis functions so as to diagonalize the regulated
Grosse-Wulkenhaar propagator

There is a subtle difference here between the Euclidean and
hyperbolic cases. Contrary to the ordinary Landau wave func-
tions in Euclidean space, the (unscaled) Fourier transforms of the
complex Landau wave functions have interchanged indices m <
n and a reflected regularization parameter 9 — —1J. The inter-
change is equivalent to time reversal (or parity), see Appendix D.
The reflection corresponds to charge conjugation, i.e. exchange
of particles with antiparticles; this follows from the results of
Sec. IV B, where the regularization ¢ > 0 is identified with the
Feynman boundary condition and % < 0 with the Dyson bound-
ar%/ condition. The specific rescalings of momenta from (R?)* to
R“ in both cases, which are formally identical but differ by the
signature of the metric applied, compensates for this difference.
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K 1 1. .
Ag\|)mn;kl = /dzxfﬁm(x)(i Pi + Epi — Mz)
X LIAZIP(9) + PHOIDf )
= 6m15nk
AEm+n+1) —e *u?
X LA E( + -+ 1)

(5.6)

The interaction vertices in the matrix space representation
are now quite complicated; they are proportional to

.3 My, n4)

= [dzx(fr,fllnl *0 fglznz *0 fr’:lgﬂg *0 fr‘:t4n4)(x) (57)

v (my, ny; ..

with 6 # 2/F in general. Since for k >0 the complex
Landau wave functions f, are elements of the Gel’fand-
Shilov spaces S%(R?) with & = 1, which are closed under
multiplication of functions with the star-product, the inter-
action vertex (5.7) is well defined.

Feynman diagrams can now be obtained by taking suit-
able combinations of derivatives of the partition function
(3.53) with respect to the external sources involving the

regularized propagator. Denoting

Aﬁq)mn;kl =: 6mk5n1A5{<)(m; I’l), (58)
they have the schematic form
K
> [TaY e nie -, (5.9)

ny,my,..,ng,mg k=1

where (...) denotes the contributions from products of the
noncommutative interaction vertices (5.7) and combinato-

rial factors. Since the propagator AX‘)(m, n) is nonzero only
for 4E(m + n + 1) <2A?, which at finite A is only true
for a finite number of distinct values of (m, n) € N2, every
Feynman amplitude is represented by a finite sum and thus
constitutes well-defined duality covariant Green’s func-
tions in the matrix basis; this circumvents the issue of
the appropriate test function space for the time being.
By multiplying these expressions with f , (x;) for i =
1,..., M, we get back the position space Green’s functions
with M external legs by summing over all m;, n;. They are
also well-defined and duality covariant, since they are built
from finite sums of well-defined covariant objects. This
establishes the quantum duality in Minkowski space for the
case k > 0.

To prove the duality covariance at k = 0 in the same
manner as above, one has to ensure that the interaction
vertex (5.7) away from the self-dual point is well defined.
In the absence of further analysis, the ¥ regularization
should be kept while the matrix cutoff is removed, and
all summations and integrations have been performed. Of
course the limit A — oo can still be ill-defined and may
require renormalization; removing this regularization
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requires a good decay behavior of the matrix space propa-
gator for large values of its indices, see Sec. VI. In addition,
the results from Sec. III A are not able to exclude the
possibility that even at finite x« > O there might be extra
divergences at A — oo if we work in matrix space, stem-
ming from the complex matrix basis itself. This, however,
does not affect the duality covariance of the quantum field
theory, which has been achieved for the Green’s functions
in position space through the regularization of the propa-
gators in (5.5). This result is independent of the matrix
basis.

VI. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF PROPAGATORS

One of the most intriguing features of Euclidean duality
covariant field theories is their renormalizability. We will

AR (x, y) = —je 1 _—

d N
27 Jo “sinn(sE_y) P

cosh(2sE_ ) 1B, 1
+ ——E(x,
sinh(2sE_ ) (X yO)ﬂ) 1!:[1

1
< exp( — 5 coth2s BB I+ 1 il +

with & =2 — k>0, uz =e *u?, E= (20 — 1)E and
Bk = (20' - 1)Bk

The proof of proposition 6.1 is found in Appendix E. We
can now read off the causal propagators for the four-
dimensional LSZ and Grosse-Wulkenhaar models. Since

o SK —Au—Ag

AC(x, y) =

E [ e Shi (_ sinh(2sE_y) .
sinh(2sE_ )

27 sinh(2sB ©) Xp

iEB [
- =2 [Ta
(2m)? ]o

with

E
Ay = = cot@sE)lxol + 1ol By) +

B
Ag = 5 Coth(2sB)(||x1||%+ Il .)’1”123) -

S Sn(2sE) sinh(25B) <P
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not attempt to prove here the renormalizability of their
Minkowski space counterparts, but start this program by
deriving their propagators in position and matrix space
representations, and studying their asymptotics. We begin
by extending the formulas given in [45] to the hyperbolic
setting, giving the propagators for the general LSZ models
in generic D = 2n spacetime dimensions in the position
and matrix bases.

A. Position space representation

In the notations of Sec. III D and IV B, the main result
from which all causal propagators in Minkowski space and
their Euclidean counterparts can be derived is

Proposition 6.1. The propagator of the regularized LSZ
model in D = 2n spacetime dimensions is given by

1
ixy - Eyo ) exp( 5 cot2sE_p)E(l %P9+ 1| ol})

( sinh(2sB;) B )
RSP
sinh(2sB;) k7 Sk

cosh(2sB;)
———B , 6.2
Sinh(25B,) K (x yk)E) (6.2)
|
(= =)y = i(=, —)m and thus || = |2, = ill = [I};, one

finds

Corollary 6.3. The causal propagator of the LSZ model
for generic o € [0,1] in four-dimensional Minkowski
space is given by

B sinh(2sB) .

sin(2sE) .
s PR S iy - B 6.4
( sin(2sE) 0 YT Gnn(asp) MY ‘) ©4
cos(2sE)
%E(xo, yo)ﬁ,l,
Sln(2sE) (65)
cosh(2sB)
=" " B(xy, y,)3.
sinh(2sB) (e, y1E

Corollary 6.6. The causal propagator of the four-dimensional critical LSZ model in Minkowski space is given by

A(O,l)(x’ y) = — IEB e ~ixo Eyo—ix; By, /oo d
0

(2m)?

1 1
X exp(EEIIxO — yoll3; cot(2sE) — EBIle - ylllécoth(ZsB)).

e—s,u.z
s sin(2sE) sinh(2sB)

(6.7)

Corollary 6.8. The causal propagator of the four-dimensional Grosse-Wulkenhaar model in hyperbolic signature is

given by
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1EB 00
ROMR. ¥

1
< exp(— 5 Beoth2sB)( [ + 11y 112)+
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G_S’U“Z
% sin(2sE) sinh(2sB)

1
exp(3 E o)l Ry + 3ol = - (ko vl

E
sin(2sE)

(xy, yl)E)- (6.9)

B
sinh(2sB)

The Euclidean parts of the propagators here coincide with those found in [45] after suitable redefinitions of parameters.

B. Matrix space representation

Below we set 8 = 6, = ... = 0,_; =: 0 for simplicity.
Proposition 6.10. The matrix space propagator for the 2n-dimensional regularized LSZ model in Minkowski space is

given by

mm+al+al —

—1
(k,0) — ik O [N et (1/2)+ 3 oa+(1/2) = 1 A () T
A _elKg_Q ,/;) dss™'¢ (Tay+(1/2)) Z’:] (oai+(1/2) 5o Anfoymo-*-ao;lo*-ao,lo(s) l_[ Alrani,ln,'Jrai;l,'Jrai:li(s) (611)
i=1

with hyperbolic part

min(m,1)

>

(x) —
Arr’z(,m+a;l+a,l(s) -

s—ie”u(] _ s—ie”)m+l—2u

u=max(0, — a) (1 - (1+Q)?

and Euclidean part

min(m,1) S”(l _ s)m+lf2u

(1-0) S—iei")a+m+l+1

>

u=max(0,—a)

E —
Am,m+a;l+a,l(s) -

(1 _ (1*9)2 S)a+m+l+1
(1+Q)

where

TN G Ry O )

and & = (ao, ay, ..

The proof of proposition 6.10 is found in Appendix F.
The respective special cases, like the four-dimensional
Grosse-Wulkenhaar model, can easily be read off from
this general expression.

L a, 1) € Z" with a;=n;—m;=

J J

C. Power counting

The power counting theorem for general nonlocal matrix
models was proven by Grosse and Wulkenhaar in [33]. In
the matrix basis, every Feynman diagram of the duality
covariant field theory is represented by a ribbon graph,
whose topology is decisive for the question of whether or
not it is divergent. Power counting in a dynamical matrix
model depends crucially on this topological data. For a
regular matrix model, the power counting degree of diver-
gence for an N-leg ribbon graph G of genus g with V
vertices and B loops carrying external legs is given by [33]

w(G)=D+V(D—4)—3IN(D —2) —DQ2g + B~ 1).
(6.15)

Here we briefly recall the role played by the asymptotic
behavior of the propagator in the derivation of this power
counting theorem. For this, one uses multiscale analysis of

4Q) at2u+l /] — O \m+Ii—2u
<(1 T Q)z) (m) A(m, I, a, u) (6.12)
4Q) a+2ut1 ] — Q\m+1—2u
1+ Q)2> (m> A(m, |, a, u), (6.13)
(6.14)

l
the Schwinger parametric representation of the propagator,
which works in both position and matrix space.

The slicing of the propagator is defined as

00 ) 1 00 A 260D
A=3 A" through f ds = Z[ ds (6.16)
i=0 0 i—0J M

with an arbitrary constant M > 1. This leads to a scale
decomposition of the amplitude A; of any given
Feynman graph G as

ﬂ G = Zﬂl s (617)
1

where I = {i,;} runs through all assignments of positive
integers i, to each line € of G. One then seeks appropriate
bounds on the sliced propagators.

For the i-th slice, the main bounds in matrix space are
given by [46,47]

[Ai kll = KM 2ig=cM *llmtntk+ll, (6.18)
mn; ’ '

Zmz}cx |AL | = KM 2e= M llmlly (6.19)
" ’
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for some positive constants K, K’ and ¢, ¢/, where we have
introduced the ¢'-norm ||m||, := mg +m; + ...+ m,_,.
Perturbative power counting amounts to finding which
summations cost a factor M>" through (6.18),

1
_CMizi)n

T e imll —
(1

meN! - €

"0+ o),

(6.20)

=Cn

and which cost O(1) due to the bound (6.19). Integrating
out loops at higher scales of a graph then gives effective
coupling constants in powers of M. The important point is
that the faster the propagator decays, the smaller is the
contribution of the integration over internal lines to effec-
tive coupling constants. This in turn reduces the number of
divergent graphs which require renormalization.

As an immediate application of this result in the present
context, we can straightforwardly establish the power
counting theorem for the 1 + 1-dimensional self-dual
Grosse-Wulkenhaar model. In this case the matrix model

is local with propagator AW =5 .8,,A(m, n) given by

mn;kl

i
2Em+n+ 1) +ie *u?

S —2E(mtat )s—ie i uls
= —i dse H
0

AW (m, n) =

— Kfl dse—ZE(m+n+1)s—ie’i",u,zs’ (621)
0
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where K = i(e 2E(mtn+h=ie™™u® _ 1)=1 " Glicing this
propagator as in (6.16), we easily find that the i-th slice

can be bounded as
[A®i(m, n)| < |KIM~2(M?
— 1) 2E(mtnt )M o =sin(u>M ™ (6 20

The Minkowski space propagator thus has the requisite
exponential decays (6.18) and (6.19), and hence the pertur-
bative multiscale renormalization in this case can be treated
exactly as in the Euclidean setting [47]; we expect renor-
malizability to hold in this case. The case () <1 is much
more difficult; in the Euclidean case the coupling () flows
very rapidly to the self-dual point ) = 1, and it would be
interesting to see if this is also the case for the hyperbolic
self-dual point.

D. Asymptotics

As discussed in Sec. VIC, the asymptotics of the propa-
gators play an important role in perturbative renormaliza-
tion. In this paper we are also interested in determining to
what extent the complex matrix basis is applicable to the
perturbative analysis of the duality covariant field theories;
here the asymptotics also give crucial information.
However, the asymptotic behaviours of the hyperbolic
parts of the propagators are difficult to investigate due to
the oscillatory behaviors of the integrands.

For example, consider the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model in
four-dimensional Minkowski space with propagator given
by corollary 6.8. Introducing short variables u;, = x; — y;
and long variables v, = x; + y; for k = 0, 1, and using
elementary hyperbolic and trigonometric identities, we can
write this propagator in the form

iB 0 1 B B
AO(y, =_1_f dse—SW/B - (_ t 2 _ 2y 2)
o)== J, @ Gy sy g ot ol = tan()llwolliy
B B
< exp( ~ 5 ool 12 ~ 5 tanh(s)lo, 12 ©23)
where we set E = B for simplicity. The integral is sliced in the usual way to get
) iB M2 2 1 1 B B
AOiy, =_‘_/ dse—s#*/B (_ " » B, 2)
W)=~ Ju B Gas) sinn(zs) <P\ 0ol = 7 tan(llwollyy
B B
< exp( ~§ coth(s)laIf — 5 tanh(s)l 12 (624
|
with M > 1. e 1ol takes its maximum value at s = M 20D

The Euclidean part of the modulus of the integral (6.24)
can be easily bounded from above by maximizing each of
the hyperbolic functions in the integrand on the interval
[M~2%, M~20~D]. The factor e ~#tanh®llnilE1 takes its maxi-
mum at s =M % where tanh(s) =M % —1M "% +
O((M~%)) < c'M~2% for some constant ¢’ >0, while

with coth(s) < M2U=Y + M~20-D < ¢/M? and some
constant ¢’ > 0. The function sinh(2s)~' can be bounded
from above by M?/, and in this way one arrives at the very
rough bound
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. . ; Y M0
|AQS (g, v)| = KM= lnllg+M > lwili) f
M2

for some positive constants K and c. This reproduces the
first required bound which gives exponential decay in both
short and long variables in the Euclidean plane [46]; in
particular, integrating over long Euclidean coordinates
costs a factor M?/ while short Euclidean coordinates cost
M2/ However, the asymptotic behavior of the full propa-
gator remains unclear; the hyperbolic part of the integrand
is oscillatory, so that more sophisticated methods are
needed to bound this integral.

There is a special case in which one can deduce the
qualitative behavior. The propagator of the critical, regu-
larized massless LSZ model in 1 + 1 dimensions can be
written using proposition 6.1 as

iE 0 e—ix~Ey

A(K 1) d _
oW =752 )y BB
E
X exp(— 5 coth(2sE)||x — y||219), (6.26)

where the integration contour has been rotated as s — se”.

Substituting
u = 1E[|x — yll5(coth(2sE) — 1)

—ley[ du
u 2+ Eullx — yll3

i
=~ e (Sl - 1)

(6.27)

we get

e u—Elle—yIl3

AlD (e y) = —

(6.28)

with K;(z) the modified Bessel function of the second kind
of order 0.

This implies that there is still a logarithmic ultraviolet
divergence at x = y due to the singular behavior of K(z) at
z = 0. Since [[48], 9.7.2]

Ko(z) = ‘/;Ze—za +0() forz— oo, (629

this also implies that the propagator Aifz‘lz)o(x, y) has an

asymptotic exponential decay in the short variable u =
x — y only for

Re(l ull?) >0, (6.30)

and thus only for [ <Z. We believe that for o <1
the asymptotic exponential decay in the long variable v =
x + y also persists as long as [ <Z. We conclude that
the propagator has a worse behavior in Minkowski space
than in Euclidean space, but we can control its asymptotic
behavior with the help of the parameter . Regarding the
restriction || < 7 as being part of the regularization of the
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e—S/.Lz/B

B B
|s1n(2 1 eXP( cot(s)lluoll3; — 1 tan(s)llvoll%vl) (6.25)

field theory, one could then try to carry out the perturbative
multiscale renormalization of the Minkowski space duality
covariant field theory.

In the matrix space representation there is a similar
problem, since the integrand in (6.11) is oscillatory. Thus
bounding the magnitude of the integral by an integral over
the magnitude of the integrand possibly produces a big
error and might lead to poor estimates of the asymptotic
behavior. One can use this approximation to show that
the Minkowski space Grosse-Wulkenhaar propagator at
|9 = 7 has an exponential decay in each index separately,
as in (6.18). To find the other bounds, however, one has to
take care of the oscillating behavior of the integrand. The
asymptotics of the special case (6.28) for || < 7 raises the
hope that the propagators at hand may have such an
asymptotic behavior in position space so that the matrix
basis is applicable.®
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APPENDIX A: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.18

The complex Landau wave functions are built on tensor
products of the complex harmonic oscillator wave func-

tions fgf ) as

fo?) (x) = \f WIIAENFENx). (A1)

Using (2.17) and (3.4) we get

(Eﬂ)(t X) ’ fdk 1Ekx/2f(Eﬂ)(t + k/2)f 0)(1‘ _ k/2)
= £ @ 1 fdkeiE"x/z
4\ 20 /2t
% o~ (/AE(1+k/27 +(—k/2P)

X Hm(vEﬁ/z([ + k/2))Hn( Eﬁ/z(t - k/z))
(A2)

The generating function for the Hermite polynomials

®As these propagators are duality covariant, they also have a
similar decay in momentum space.
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o]

1
e ~E0 = 3 (af)"H,(ag)

m=0

(A3)

is used to obtain the generating function for the complex
matrix basis functions as

’477' — ’2’"“’
(Ey) . = E - m
K'\®o (f’ 77,1‘: )C) . E R m'n'( Eﬁ/zf)

X ({Eg/2m)" =91, %)
_ ,@ f kel Bk 2~ (U/DE (1 k/2P+(1~k/2))
2

X e~ (1/2E (£ =2£(t+k/2)+ 1> —279(1—k/2)
— 2e(l/Z)E,s(*x(_:’)x(,ﬂ)+2§x(l’)+2‘r]x(_:’)*21]{) (A4)
where we used the complex light-cone coordinates (3.20).
The complex matrix basis functions can now be obtained

by taking suitable derivatives with respect to the variables
& and 7 to get

f(Eﬁ)(t x) _ Eﬂ 1 ( 1 )(m+”)/2 am

E\/m!n! E_ﬁ agm

an
Ey .
X 6—7]"K( D i, x)|§:,7:o

- \/E\/ mInI(E )=/ 2= Ead s 2 () yn=n
a

u _ (—1r
(E x(ﬁ)x@)" p ,
=N (m = p)l(n — p)'p!

(A5)

X
p

where we assumed m = n. This last sum can be identified
with an associated Laguerre polynomial

! (n+ k)!

Li(z) = —z)¢ A6
n(2) ;)(n_q)!(kJrq)!q!( 2) (A6)
by shifting p — ¢ = n — p. We finally arrive at
E |n! _ TN
Foud (6, %) = (—1)"\/;,/%(%%'" W/ Ere 2
X (x@ym=npm=n(g (@) (A7)

An identical calculation for n = m leads to the same result
with + < — and m < n, yielding (3.19).

APPENDIX B: ONE-LOOP EFFECTIVE
ACTION IN MATRIX SPACE

We will now reconstruct a classic result in quantum
electrodynamics using the 7J regularization and the com-
plex matrix basis. In his seminal paper [26] Schwinger
calculated the effective action for both a Dirac field and a

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 125010 (2011)

Klein-Gordon field of charge e in a uniform external
electromagnetic background in four spacetime dimensions.
In a pure electric field E the one-loop correction for the
Klein-Gordon theory (before charge renormalization) is
given by the Lagrangian

£ 0 = L foo dss_3e_l"25<67Eg
0

1672 sin(eEs) 1)' (B1)

By deforming the contour of integration above the real axis
one picks up the poles at s = 5, = nar/eE for n € N by
the residue theorem; this leads to the famous formula for
the probability per unit time and unit volume 23m(L") to
create a particle-antiparticle pair in the scalar field theory.
We will now show that the regularized matrix basis ap-
proach leads to the same result quite effortlessly. We work
throughout in the notations of Sec. I'V.

The generating functional for connected graphs W[J, J*]
is defined via the vacuum-to-vacuum amplitude (4.1) in the

presence of the external sources J and J* as
WLJ, J*] = —ilogZy[J, J*]. (B2)

It can be expressed in terms of the causal propagator (4.2)
as [26]

WJ, 7] = [ d'x [ &I ()A(x, 9)J ()
—ilog det(Az'A,), (B3)

with Ap = A_|g— the usual Feynman propagator. By us-
ing the 9 regularization we can write

W[J, J*] = f dx f d*yJ* (x) A%V (x, y)J(y)

_82 _ /‘1‘2
~ilog det(i" ) , (B4)
K%L - /’Lz K
which is understood in the limit k — 01 with
(_ai — MZ) _ . _ai — eiiK,Uyz
K= w2 ) PG — ) —e wu + (0,7
(B5)

The effective action is now defined as the Legendre
transformation

e, b7 = WL, ] - [ dxT(x) 3, (x)
- f dxT(6) o (x) (B6)

of W[J, J*] with respect to the ““classical” fields ¢ (x) and
@7 (x) defined by

Palx) = %J(’x];] = [ d*y A"V (x, y)J(y),
(B7)
5 * .
P(x) = % = [ d*yJ*(y) A%V (y, x).
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These equations may be inverted to give
J(x) = (K}, — u?)¢u(x) and
) = — (K3, — u?)e i),

and inserting this into (B6) yields

(B8)

Mgar di)=— [ [ty — w2 di (0 y)
X (K2, = 1) ba(y) ~ ilog det(%)K
- [~ w86
+ [ @l — 1)) Bal)

KZ_MZ

=Syl b, & C,]—Hlogdet( 5 ) (B9)
c') ,LL K

This is the full effective action of the quantum field theory;
the quantum mechanical content is completely captured by
the one-loop correction

KZ_MZ

e 2)K = w[0, 0]. (B10)

i log det(

We define W[0, 0] =: [ d*x LV (x), with L1V the one-loop
effective Lagrangian. The probability that no pair gets
produced out of the vacuum is given by [{0, out|0, in)|> =
e—Zi‘sm(W[0,0])‘

The effective action is given by

Kz — 2
wlo,0] = 1Trlog<27'u2) . @I
T
and the eigenvalue equation for the operator (Ki — u?), is

given by (4.17). We adhere to Schwinger’s convention by
substituting E — eE/2. Using the identity

o0 . .
log(g) — f j(elsa _ elsb)
o S

which is valid for Im(a) > 0 and Im(b) > 0, the effective
Lagrangian can be obtained through

(B12)

LD (x) = i(x]| 10g<L'u22) |x)

[mds

><( Z fnfn”)(x”)f(El’)(x”)e 25eE(m+(1/2))

m,n=0
_fdm
Q2m)?

The integration over parallel momenta gives

2
DPL s isllp, I
Q)2

eisllzilly), (B13)

1
47s
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We can now use Lemma 4.13 withx = y and a = 1 to

obtain
2
Py i

LO(x) = 1/ ds a2

X e_e—seE Z e~ 2seEm _ 1 eisllplllé
21T = 47rs

1 o ds —im2< eE
1672 Jo s2 sinh(eEs)

—-1), (B.14)
S

which is independent of x. The integral converges near
infinity since u2 has a small imaginary part, and near 0 due
to the % subtraction of the free scalar propagator. By rotat-
ing the integration contour as s — —is, and taking the limit
k — 07, this Lagrangian coincides with Schwinger’s result
(B1). The case of four-dimensional Dirac fields can be
treated in the same way, by transforming the spinor propa-
gator to the scalar propagator; see [25], Appendix F for
details. This analysis again exemplifies the fact that the
matrix basis provides an easy way of doing otherwise
cumbersome calculations in quantum electrodynamics.

APPENDIX C: PROOF OF LEMMA 4.13

For m = n the explicit expression for the first eigen-
functions on the left-hand side of (4.14) is

f(Ea)(x) — ( 1)n\/7\/7 —Ey x(")xm

X( Eﬂx(ﬁ))m an ”(Eﬁx(ﬁ)x(ﬂ)), (Cl)

while the second eigenfunctions have a similar representa-

tion
(Ea)(y) _( 1)n\/7 , e Ev v Ny /o

X( /Eﬂy(ﬁ))m an ”(Egy(ﬂ)y(’?)),

with the notations (2.31) and (3.20). These representations
can also be used for n > m due to the identity

(C2)

m!
(1P (R) = (e L), ()
n!
The sum over n thus has the form
>l @) fnd (na”
n=0
_ E (Eﬂx(_ﬂ)x(f))m By (A 1,40 1y
T m!
< a " m— 9 (9
X n!<7) Lm "(Eﬁx( x)
nz:() Eﬁx(l?)y(-:}) ! "
X Ly (Egy Yy, (C4)
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It can be done explicitly by using the identity [[44],
48.23.11]

(o 0]

D nle"Ly " (ELE ()

n=0
= kle“sn(1 — ne)ym kem L (1 — éc)(ne — 1)/c)
(C5)

with k =m, &= Eﬁx(f)x(_ﬁ), n= Eﬁy(f)y(_ﬂ), and ¢ =
a/Egx®y?_ This yields

if(Eﬁ)(x f(Eﬁ) y)a

E
= e ErRetna L (n + & — cém — ),
T

(Co)

which after some elementary algebra gives (4.14).

APPENDIX D: MATRIX BASIS
IN MOMENTUM SPACE

The complex Landau wave functions have special sym-
metries which will be useful in analyzing their Fourier
transforms.

Proposition D.I. The complex Landau wave functions
satisfy the relations

fod (E=1, E7\x) = Efun (1, x), (D2)
fod (=,2) = (=1 £, ), (D3)

) (6, —x) = fund (1, %), (D4)
Fod) (e, 1) = (=)= fil ) (2, ). (DS)

Proof. The relation (D2) follows directly from the ex-

plicit expression (3.19) by noting that E and x(ﬂ) occur

only in the combinations \/Ex(l” and Ex(i9 x9 . Time

reversal ¢r— —t only affects the term involving

(9) _ (M _ _ . : :

—sgn(m—n) - xsgn(m n) —sgn(n—m)’ which gives
B} o

(D3). Parity x— —x sends x( g)gn(m_n) xggz(m 0 =

x@gn(rm), which shows (D4). Under interchange of ¢

and x, we find x'?) — *ie x"? and thus Egx? —

«/E_ﬂ(iix(:_ﬂ)) and Eﬁx(f)x(_ﬂ) — E_ ﬁx(; 99 Putting

these transformations into (3.19) proves (D5).
Proposition D.6. The Fourier transformation of the com-

plex Landau wave function f%?)(x) is given by

_1 m—n

% wi (E~'k) (D)

F Uit 1) = fun () =

with E-'k = —E~1(k', k°).
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Proof. Denote momentum space derivatives as d, ‘=

8-, Using the explicit forms of the hyperbolic and

Euclidean space wave operators given in Sec. IT A, in
Fourier space we find that these operators have the form

o [ exPrawe

= % /dzxd)(x)lsief"‘"‘
= (k3 — k}) + 2iE(k°3" — k'3°)
+ EX(95 — 0)) Fl (k) (D8)

and
o [exerme

1 -
=5 fd2x¢(x)P%e_1k'x
o
= ((k} + k) + 21E(K°9" + k'3°)
0 1

— EX(35 + aD) Fl (k). (D9)

From the explicit forms of the regularized wave operators
(2.26), this gives

FIPX(9)plk) = e EX(— (33 + e7173)
+ 2HE (k190 + e719K091)
+ (e 1k + e 7k3) Flp1(k)

= 20 2P (— ) Flp]k), (D10)

Whgre the differential operator j’Z(— ) has the same form
as P>(— 1) with the substitutions 9 P J > X*— k* and

E — E~'. On the other hand, by substituting ¢ = f,(f,f) we
find

FIPX9)fon 1) = 4E5(m + ) FLraD k)

and thus

P2 FLAw 1) = 4E5 (m + 1) FLro (k).
(D12)

(D11)

By Parseval’s theorem the Fourier transforms of the matrix
basis functions have the same normalization as the position
space wave functions, from which we conclude the first
equality of (D7). The second equality of (D7) follows from
the symmetry relations (D2)—(D5).

As a simple application of this result, we can establish
that the Feynman propagator for the free Klein-Gordon
theory in the complex matrix basis possesses the same
mass-shell singularities as in momentum space.

Lemma D.13. The Feynman propagator in the complex
matrix basis is given by
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FED (1) £ LB ()

(A([;())mn;kl = (G(K)il)mn;kl = fko

IR, + 2
(D14)

with
G = (FEDN@2 + p2), | fED) (D15)

and pZ ==e *u? for 9 =% — k> 0.
Proof. We simply relate the Klein-Gordon operator in
the different basis sets. One has

(97 + 1?)8(x — y) = (xl(07, + 1), ly)

= > Sl WGl W),
n,m,k,l
(D16)
and thus
G f d’x / Py fond ()02 + 1),y & (y)

e [ s ks KR

Xe kL)
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It follows that the Fourier transforms of the functions f| an,i’)

diagonalize G\

mn:k1» and the result now follows from (D7).

APPENDIX E: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6.1
The propagator is given by

A (x, y) = (x| (0 K2 (9) + Ge*K*(9) —e 7 u?) ~y)
= e_i"<x|(a'P2(1‘}) +aPX(9) +e2? Y (o(P?),
k=2
- , -1
£ +e7u?) Iy El)
where ¢ = 7 — k >0 and we have set & = 1 — 0. The

(regularlzed) wave operators have the eigenvalue equations
(aPX(D) + 6P (9) firny (x0)

+ 1) fin (o),

(0 (PRisr + (P i) fin, ()

+ Q)f%gk (x4),

with fmkkm (xk) the usual Landau wave functions and B; €
R, for k =1,...,n — 1. Using the identity

=4E4(omy + dny )

= 4Bk(0'mk + ﬁ'nk

= [ @R P00 IR + ) FLE e at = [ dse (E3)
0
(DI7) " which is valid for fte(a) > 0, we find
J
AkO(x, y) = —ie t? f dse 53 LR (xo) fER) (e HoE oo+ +4/2)
mg,ny=0
l'[( > fiﬁe%k(xk)ffifzk(yk)e*“Bk(f""k*f”ﬁ“ﬂ”). (E4)
my,n, =0
By Lemma 4.13 the sum over n, gives
E < —4sE_ 3(my+(1/2)) E 2 —4sE_46 —4sE_47;
p Z -0 exp —§||xo = yoll§ + (e™*597 — 1)E(xq, yo)9 — 27ix, - Eyj)
my=
X LY, (Ellxg — yoll5 — 4sinh*(2sE_3G)E(xo, yo)9 — 2sinh(4sE_55)ixy - Ey,). (E5)
The sum over m can be performed by using the identity (4.20) with t = e *£-2 to get
E cosh(2sE_ ) B " B sinh?(2sE_ y&)
- _ E _ 2 +< 4sE_yo _ 142 25E_y )E i
27 sinh(2sE_ ) exp( 2sinh(2sE_ ) o = yoll © ¢ sinh(2sE_ ) (xo. yo)
5 h(4sE_45)
+ [ —eHE-90 4 o= 2sE- Sln L4 ) -E ) E6
( © © smh(2sE_l9) %o * SJo (ES)
By using elementary hyperbolic identities, the terms proportional to (x,, yo)g can be simplified to
. 2 ~ ad
e —45E 40 _ | 4 0e-2E sinh*(2sE_3G) _ cosh(2sE_g)  cosh(2sE_4) E7)

sinh(2sE_ )

 sinh(2sE_g)  sinh(2sE_g)
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where we defined E_y 1= (1 —26)E_y = 2o — 1)E_y.
Likewise, the terms proportional to ix, - Ey, can be rear-
ranged to

o, SINN@SE_33) _ sinh(25E_y)
sinh(2sE_ ) sinh(2sE_)°
(E®)

_ e—4SE_19(7' +e

The triangle relation |lxg — yoll3 = llxoll3 + llyoll3 —
2(xg, yo)o allows us to combine further terms. The sums
over ny and my for k =1,..., n — 1 are treated in exactly
the same way, and putting everything together we finally
get (6.2).

APPENDIX F: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6.10

The 2n-dimensional regularized LSZ wave operator in
the matrix basis is given by (3.60) and (3.61) with 6; = 6

and D(Wi',z;kl = Dﬁ:}kl for j=0,1,...,n— 1. Each of
these operators have nonvanishing matrix elements only
for

nj—m;=k;—1;="a;

j—m ; for j=0,1,...,n— 1. (F1)

This is due to the SO(1,1) X SO(2)"! symmetry of the
action. We can thus eliminate n components and write
instead

Do) — D

mm+al+al 1 mo,my~+agly+agly

n—1

_ ik (o) _ a—ik 2
€ Z Dmiy"1i+ai;]i+ai,li € K 5”’1
i=1

(F2)

with @ € 7",

The n components of the wave operator (F2) are inde-
pendent and its eigenvectors are therefore products of the
eigenvectors of the individual matrices. The mass term is
already diagonal and so are the terms proportional to ().
Thus for every a € Z we seek solutions of the eigenvalue
equations

> DU iU = vUL. (F3)
[=0

This equation has been solved in [4]. The eigenvectors are
given by

()

1 — Q\mty —m, =y 4Q)
>< _
<1+n)2 Fl( 1+a | <1—Q)2) )

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 125010 (2011)

and the eigenvalues are
4Q
v=7(2y+a+1) (F5)

for y € N. As expected, this is the usual harmonic oscil-
lator spectrum. The hypergeometric function ,F', appear-
ing in (F4) with negative integer values in its first two
arguments is an orthogonal Meixner polynomial. In par-
ticular, U% is symmetric in its lower indices.

For the full wave matrix the addition of the Q-term
modifies the eigenvalues v — v’ with

40
v = 7(2}/ +20a + 1). (F6)

The complete matrix space wave operator in D = 2n di-
mensions has the representation

n—1
(k,0) — (@)1 _ —ik I ik 2
Dm,m+a;l+a,l - ZU’”U 1UO € Z v; € M

v i=1
X (U@, (F.7)
where
n—1 (@)
wo =TT Unb, (F8)
j=0
and

n—1
iv) — e z vl —e v u?
i=1
0
8Q)

n—1 n—1
— e ix Z y; —e i Z(o-ai + %)) (F9)
i=1

i=1

SQ : : 1 —ik ,,2
:71_)70'{'10'0(0"!‘5 — € M

with y; € Ny. From the orthogonality relations for the
Meixner polynomials it follows that

(U@, = U, (F10)

In the following we will use the notation U, f,fv) =U ,(qf‘ )(y)
where v and y are related by (F5). Using the Schwinger
parametrization this yields the propagator
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© n—1 —1nzl
(k,0) _ . —ik —ik .2 (a;) (@))
Am,m+af;l+af,l - Z (11)6 —e Zl v; —e u ) l_!)(Umj/ (yj)U[j ! (yj))
i= j=

YoV 15e Yn—1=0

i © i _ n— _ o’ — iy,
— _emg_Q[O drei’® (oray+(1/2)) 1Zizll(aai+(l/2)) t%(Z eife )OUt(l(OIO)(YO)UE:O)()’O))
Yo=0

n—1, o
xU(ZOve 20U 6 (F11)

The sum over y, can be performed by using the explicit formula for the eigenvectors (F4), and the hypergeometric
identity [4]

0 a+y —m, =y -1, -y y=(1 — (1 — w)z)m*! —m, —1 L
z( y )2F1( I +a |W>2Fl( 1+« Wk (1 _ Z)oz+m+l+1 Fy 1+ « (1—-(- W)Z)2 for |z| <1

y=0
(F12)
with z = e (1 — Q)2(1 + Q) 2 and w = —4Q(1 — Q) 2.
After some algebra this leads to
e (m N (1- eite“‘)mOJrlo ay + my ag + 1
Z eire™yo Uﬁnoo)(yo)Ugo 0)()’0) = a7 } oF
Yo=0 — e(1+—9)2)a0+m0+lo+l myg 0
—mg, —1 40 \2(1+Q) el
Q[ 1= e S Y
1+ a (1+9Q) 1 =0/ (1 —eire")2
Now we substitute s = e~/ (with Jacobian s~ ') and use the expansion of the hypergeometric functions
—m, 1 i m\lla!
F ( ’ z) = . (F14)
P11+« u:m%ﬁa) (m—u)(l—uwa+ u)lu!
After a bit of algebra the various factorial terms can be recombined into the quantity (6.14), and we find
i eife™ 5 U(QO)(yO)UEaO)(J’O) _ mine o) S_ieikuo(l - S_ieiK)mOHO_zMO ( 4Q) )0‘0+2"0+l
my —0)2  _iaix 2
Yo=0 ! uozmax(O,fao)(l - £i+8;2Z e )a0+m0+lo+1 (1 + Q)
1 — Q\mo+1l—2u,
X (1 T Q) ﬂ(mo, lo, o, I/lo). (FIS)
The sums over y; fori = 1,..., n — 1 are performed in a completely analogous way. The only difference between the

Euclidean and hyperbolic parts of the propagator is the additional factor —i e'® in the exponential of y,. This simply
changes ite! — —t and s~'¢" — s everywhere in the above derivation, and we arrive finally at the expression (6.11).
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