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1 Introduction

In the past few years noncommutative field theories have been studied extensively,
mainly due to their realization in the string theory [1]. To be more precise, by
wrapping the branes with non-zero constant background B, field the corresponding
low energy effective gauge theory is deformed to a noncommutative supersymmetric
gauge theory in such a way that those (bosonic) directions in which the B, field
is defined become noncommutative. The noncommutativity parameter can then be
given in terms of the finite B, background field [2]-[6].

Recently it has been shown that noncommutative superspace is also realized in
the string theory by turning on a constant graviphoton field strength F*° [7, 8, 9],
which now changes the anticommutation relation between Grassmanian (fermionic)
variables of the superspace. This deformation is in such a way that the anticom-
muting coordinates § form a Clifford algebra [10]-[19]

{6°,0°} = 20/ F°P = P, (1)

Starting from an N/ = 1 supersymmetric gauge theory, the half of the supersym-
metry is therefore broken by this deformation and we are left with an N' = 1/2
supersymmetric gauge theory [9]. Note that since the anticommutation relation of
0 remains undeformed, 6 is not the complex conjugate of # and this is only possible
in the Euclidean space R*, where the ordinary space-time coordinates z,, turn out
to be noncommutative. In fact one has?

[zH, 6%] = iCaﬁagdéd, [z, 2] = 00CH (2)
where C* = C*¢g 0¥ 7. The chiral coordinates y* = x# + 00", 0%, however, can
be taken to be commutative

", y"] = [y", 0% = [y, 0% = 0. (3)

One of the consequences of the non(anti)commutation relation (1) in the superspace
is that the products of superfields as functions of 8 are now to be ordered. This can
be imposed by a novel x-product defined by

caB < =

F(0) % g(0) = f(B)e = 2=2g(0) . (4)

Replacing all the ordinary products with the above x-product, one may proceed
by studying a supersymmetric field theory in this non(anti)commuting superspace,
taking into account that this deformed supersymmetry algebra admits well-defined
representations. Namely, one can define chiral and vector superfields much similar
to the ordinary N’ = 1 supersymmetry [9]. For example, the vector multiplet in
Wess-Zumino gauge is given by [9]

4The noncommutativity of the = space due to the RR fields is also studied in [20)].



V(y,0,8) = —00"GA, + i66GX — 666" (Aﬁigaﬁcﬁvagﬁ{v,@})
450000 (D — i0,A") (5)

One can also define the corresponding superfield strength tensor W, and thereby
give

2
/d29 TcWsW = /d29 Te WW(C = 0) — iC*" Tt (FWAN) + %Tr (AN)?
/d2§TrW*W - /d29TrWW(C—0)—'C“”T W+ T a2
= = i r (FuA\) + 1 Tr (AN)
+total derivative , (6)

which can be used to define the Lagrangian of N' = 1/2 supersymmetric U(N) gauge
theory.

Recently various field theoretical aspects of the non(anti)commuting superspace
have been studied in [21]- [37]. In particular, the renormalizability of non(anti)-
commutative gauge theory with N' = 1/2 supersymmetry has been studied in [32].
Using an explicit dimensional analysis, the authors in [32] show that this theory is
renormalizable to all order of perturbation theory.

In this paper, an explicit one-loop perturbative calculation of N = 1/2 super-
symmetric U(N) gauge theory is performed. It is shown that whereas the quantum
corrections to NV = 1 sector remain unaffected by the C-deformation, the non-
(anti)commutativity parameter C' itself receives one-loop quantum corrections. An
explicit one-loop calculation of the three and four-point functions of the theory in
the C-deformed sector is carried out to calculate these corrections explicitly. In Sec-
tion 2, after giving the full action of the theory including the pure gauge part, the
gauge fixing and the ghost parts, the Feynman rules for propagators and vertices
are presented. Using these Feynman rules an explicit one-loop calculation of the
undeformed A = 1 sector and the C-deformed sector of the theory is performed in
Section 3. We have shown that the corresponding renormalization constant Z¢ is
always given by the inverse renormalization constant Z, which corresponds to the
coupling constant g of the theory. To find the one-loop correction to C? and to
check the relation Zg: = Z%, suggested first in [32], an explicit one-loop calculation
of the A four-point function of the theory is performed in Section 4. In Section 5,
we derive an appropriate Callan-Symanzik differential equation for the renormalized
three-point function I'455. The running of the non(anti)commutativity parameter
C with the RG-scale p is then calculated explicitly by solving the corresponding
Callan-Symanzik ~yc-function for C'. We have shown that the product of C'(u)g(u)
is an RG-invariant. Here g(u) is the standard running coupling constant of the
ordinary U(N) theory. The last section is devoted to conclusion.
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The following conventions are used in this paper. For U(NN) elements we use
capital indices while for SU(N) elements small indices are used so that

Tr (tAtB) 25AB [tA,tB] — ifABCtC, {tA, tB} — dABCtC ) (7>
In this notation we have t” = 1<, d"¥ = \/%5‘43 . We further use [38, 39
N N
fIAJfJBKfKC’I — _EfABCa dIAJfJBKfKCI — —5dABCdAfoC ’ (8)

and

1
F1AJ IBK gKCLGLDI _ §fAfB

fofp (5AC(5BD _ §ABSCD 5AD530)
+ g dodp ( fABX fCDX . fADX fBCX _ JABX JCDX _ jADX dBCX” 9)

where fa =1— g4, da =2 — fa. Note also that fi fi¥ = — N§*.

2 N =3, UN) SYM theory; Feynman Rules

Following our notation from the previous section, the classical action for N =
supersymmetric U(N) gauge theory is given by °

Sgange = / d*z Tr {—%F’“’FW—2@')\0”DM)\+D2+2igC‘“’FW)\)\+g2|C|2(>\)\)2 , (10)
with
Foy = 047 = 0,47 + gf*POATAT
DAY = 9N+ gfPCATNC (11)
In the superspace formalism the gauge fixing action is given by
Sar = ——/d49 Te(D?V % DV) | (12)
that in terms of the components of the vector superfield reads

Sar = —%Tr <D2 + (0, AM)2 — 2iNGH I\ + %gC’“’(‘?mA,,]()\)\)) . (13)

°In comparison with [9] we have rescaled the components of V by —2g.



Together with the gauge invariant action (10), we have

Sgauge + SGF =

- /d4x Tr| — %FWFW - %(@A“)z +(1— %)D2 — 2iAd"(D,, — %@)A
1 __ __
+2igC* (F,, — E%AU])M + ¢?|C1P(AN)?] . (14)

This action can be used to read the Feynman rules. In the super-Fermi-Feynman
gauge, £ = 1, the Feynman rules are given by

5AB K
- - O Tl (1)
Mo P
k  wd?” (16)
ANy ke
AB
;*\ H ’Lg fABCa_;L [e70% ’ (17>
\aC/ =N\ a4
— §gC‘“’l{:uea5d < (18)
)\BB A\ Ad
\ Af“’ K . +ABC
igf A5 (" (= p) + o — )" g =) ), (19)
# X
AB.p A q
AN~ \BB .
2'ég2CMV€aBdABLfLCD, (20)
# X
Ay Ay
aaA oD L ey
X 92|C|2( 6oaBEPy(SdABMdMC'D o €a7666dAC'MdMBD
\3B N 4 (86 B JADM g BC > . (21)
Further, the ghost field action in the superfield formalism is given by
Sepost = 2 Tt / d'0 (C'+ )Ly [(C+C) +coth(L ) €~ O)] . (22)
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where LxY = [X,Y] and all products are understood as star-product. We use the
following notations for the components of the ghost superfields

C =c+ V26 + 00F, C'=b+ V200 + 60F
C = ¢+ V200 — 2i05"00,¢ + 00(F + iv/200"0,( + 000°¢),
C' = b+ V207 — 2i00"00,b + 00(F' + iv/200"0,7 + 000°b). (23)

After integrating out the auxiliary field, the quadratic (kinetic) term of the ghost
action reads

2 Tr / d'0 (C'C —C'C) = =2 Tr (cd?b + bd*¢ + iCo™D, 7 + ina",C) . (24)

The interaction terms of the ghost action have two different parts. The first one
arises from those terms including one vector superfield

29 Tr [ d'0(C'+ C)[V,C + €| = gf 45| ("B + ey AC — BePoral|

EAM*B EAMB>C @
+<2C0n +277<7§ AM+2
—5 0P (0 + B + (e i) A

2 - _.
+§ gd*PCatt,CP (9,67 + 0, nf ) X, (25)
where f¢ = \¢ — geagCﬁ“’a%dCDES\“"D AE . Further, for our purpose, the relevant
terms of the second part of the ghost action, including two vector superfields read

292 Tr /d49(C’ +CH[V, [V,C—C]] = §g2 Tr [— ig(b%){ﬂa,ga}

H YR (e~ o)~ Bc) +

ngBC ((b+B)A<aB+ (C—FE)A?]OCB) fg

iv2 7 DY
e ((b D) (ACaA® — X(A,)

+%@@—QV+%F@—Q&J+~} (26)
with )
B, = —§|C’|2ﬁ, and FY = C*ol[Au, X (27)
Using the kinetic part of the ghost action (24) the propagators read
5AB
0——k>——o _—27 (28>
pA A BB k



k 5AB o aa ku

o----- >——_———o_ ]{52
na, ¢ (8P

(29)

The relevant vertices can be read from the interaction parts of the action (25) and

(26)
A
v
P igf47k,
k,eC ' pA
AB
v
P ig [Pk,
&< N DAk
B .
? Au - %ngBCUZa,
O TN 7
AB ~
E* ' %ngBcagdm
o - L »
)\B
8 V2
i - TQfABCEaL%
PO 01 yA
\B
5 V2
£ - TQfABCE,iB,
\I]C /‘\\\AA
% /2
i - %gdABCCaﬁeﬁvagakm
BC B4 k
A | - UB
A 66;\/\ a —2g2ea56’570',% X (=3 fABLLCD | pACLLBD
p -
AS A»’? +fBDLdLAC + fCDLdLAD)’

(30)

(31)

(35)

(36)



_ 2_1493|C|26a56a6 — GfACMGBDM | ; ¢BOM gADM
S\C /\\ 5\? _ Z»fADMdBCM 4 ifBDMdACM
dADMdBCM + dBCMdADM}, (38)

where A = (b,¢,b,0)*, ¥, = ((,n,(,n)5 and B* = (¢,0)", @, = (1,()s-

3 One-loop Perturbative Corrections

In this section, we will calculate the one-loop perturbative corrections to the un-
deformed N = 1 part and the C-deformed part of the theory separately. Due to
the additional vertices more diagrams are to be considered comparing to the or-
dinary N’ = 1 supersymmetric U(N). However, the tadpole diagrams from both
undeformed and C-deformed sectors vanish identically due to the antisymmetry
properties of f*¢ and C*. We will show that the quantum corrections of N' = 1
part of the theory are not affected by C-deformation, whereas C' receives one-loop
perturbative corrections.

3.1 N =1 Sector

In this sector, the standard field theory results for one-loop perturbative correc-
tions to N' = 1 supersymmetric U(N) gauge theory can be used (for example see
[40]). Evaluating in particular the vertex function of the theory using D-dimensional
regularization, the renormalization constant Z; is given by

Ng? 2

1672 € (39)

Further evaluating the self energy and the vacuum polarization tensor, the wave

function renormalization constant Z;,i = 2,3 for A% \* and A, can be determined
and read

Zy = Zagn=1-

Zy = o1 N2
2 1672 €’
3Ng? 2
_ AA _
Z = ZM =1+ 52 (40)

Here ¢ = 4 — D is the regulator. Combining the above renormalization constants in
the standard way, the gauge coupling renormalization constant Z, can be determined
which is

(41)



Using now the relation gy = gu/?Z, and the fact that the bare coupling constant
go does not depend on the renormalization scale u, % go = 0, the § function of the
theory can be obtained as

dg(p) 3Ng*

Blg(p) = p o~ 16 (42)

Solving this differential equation for the running coupling we arrive at

2
> g°(110)
g (M) = 2 )
3N§7rguo) In ﬁ% +1

(43)
where pg is a fixed energy.

3.2 (-Deformed Sector

The non(anti)commutativity parameter C*” appears in two different terms of the
C-deformed part of the action. In the first term including the three fields interaction
A,A), it appears as a rank two tensor contracted with F),, and in the second term
containing a four A interaction, it appears as a determinant. In the following sub-
section we will study the one-loop perturbative corrections corresponding to both
terms separately.

3.2.1 One-loop Correction to C;} Auj\j\ Three-Point Function

In this section, we will study in detail those one loop graphs including only one new
vertex arising from the C-deformed part of the action. Starting with the two point
function A\, the only possible diagram is the self-energy diagram from figure 1, with
internal gluon and ghost fields. Using the Feynman rules given in (16)-(21), one
finds

Ak ky(p— k)

AB _ ; JALC ¢BLC ~éu &6 _p =fvy —
I35 ~ig d*= f Ct e a5 O / o) K2(p— F)? 0, (44)
as expected. Here we have used the relation C’ﬁ“&f.'yapw = —CEP(SBS and the anti-

symmetry property of C'?. Similarly one can also evaluate the two point function
with ghost field in the loop. But, such a self energy diagram vanishes too, due to
the same symmetry properties of C* as above. Hence the two-point function A\
do not receive any perturbative correction at one-loop order. Therefore the theory
survives this first check of its renormalizability, at least at one-loop order.

The next step would be to consider the C-deformed A\ three-point function of
the theory. Evaluating these three-point functions could indicate whether C' receives
any one-loop correction or not. All the relevant diagrams, containing only matter
fields, are depicted in figure 2.



Explicit calculation shows that the graphs (b,c,d), figure 2, vanish identically
taking into account the corresponding diagrams with crossed external legs. Equiva-
lently, we can consider two different diagrams for each of the graphs b,c, and d, and
move within the loop first in the clockwise direction and then in the counterclock-
wise direction. After our convention for the Feynman rule (18), moving from A, to
A\; and then to 5 bicks a plus sign and moving in the other direction, i.e. from A,
to 5\5 and then to A\, a minus sign. Adding both contributions one can show that
the diagrams (b,c), and (d) of figure 2 vanish. We are therefore left with diagram
(a) from figure 2. To evaluate this graph we consider three inequivalent situations
depending on the position of the new C-deformed vertex in the graph. Let us label
the vertices of the graph with (1,2,3) as shown in figure 3. Let us also indicate

the position of the new vertex with an index ”¢” on the label of the vertices. We
will find therefore three different situations corresponding to (1,2, 3), (1,2.,3) and
(1,2,3,).

Using the Feynman rules (16)-(21) one can proceed to evaluate these graphs. As
a sample calculation let us compute the graph corresponding to (1,2, 3)

i 1 3
ABC,ap, v _& v K
I A = 9 x 3 X 29 3 fIOT qIAK fKBI v 70”570 e 6‘5055

/ d'k ky(k+ p)a(k —p2)e
(2m)* k2(k + p1)2(k —p2)?

(45)

The factor 2 comes from two different directions one can move in the loop® and 1/3
is the symmetry factor. Using the conventions (8) and the fact that C**¢” 550(’;5 =

—Cpﬁég, one finds

af N K Gy = 3
Loy = = g AP dafp feC e 16" 1100 (),
4
x/ d’k ko(k + p1)a (46)
(2m)* k2(k + p1)?(k — p2)?

The divergent part of the integral is il‘i; =. Therefore we obtain

By 1 N & v 2 .
Féfc’ o — 3 16g2 d*BCd , fr fo €7 O (p2)y - + finite terms. (47)

Adding the same contribution with p; <> ps to this result, the final result for the
divergent part of (1.,2,3) reads

&8 1 N » 2
(1e2.8): DO = o 28 dMCdafpfo & Mg, - (48)

6Note that moving in two different directions within the loop in the diagram corresponding to
(1,2, 3), is equivalent to crossing the external legs of the diagram corresponding to (1,2, 3).




where ¢ = p; + po. Similarly the diagrams corresponding to two other situations
(1,2.,3) and (1,2,3.) can be evaluated explicitly. We find that

Ny 1 Ng? L 2
) ABCaBpu _ + V9 ,aBC &8 v, 4
y 1 N¢g° i 2
. ABC.,aB.p _ _ — 9 ABC ap ruv “
(1,2,3): I =5 153 1"Cdofafs 7 O, = (49)

Let us now continue with the relevant ghost diagrams containing only one C-
deformed vertex and contributing to the three point function A, A\ (see figure 4).
As in the previous case each graph includes two different situations corresponding to
the position of the new C-deformed vertex in the graph. Using the ghost Feynman
rules one can evaluate these graphs as well. The results are

af 3 af v
(1,2) - TEIOM" = § g 4P, fpfe €0 O,

NI

(a)

af 3 af v
(1,2) :  Toyoedt =1 88 dABCdpfafe €49 Crvg, 2

af 3 & v
(1,2): T O = & 8 @APCd, fi for €9 v, 2

(b) (50)

&b 3 &0 v
(1,2.) : T 0 =1 R%y dAPCdp fafe P Civg, 2

Y

Having these results in hand, we are now ready to compute the counterterms and
thereby the corresponding one-loop renormalization constant corresponding to the
deformation parameter C. In fact looking at the action we see that the A,A\ term
has different U(1) and SU(N) components

2 0~ 2 - 4 -
. af v 030130 . af cab v 0ya b - jabc _af v cyayb
Z\/Nge CM O, A AN + 1y N 0VCH O, A NG, + igd ™ e CH O, ATAG NG

. 2 &f sea v cyay . 2 aB se v cy0 Yy
iy 279¢ 8OO AN + iy 5 0T O, ALNINY (51)

Adding the different contributions (48), (49) and (50) from the diagrams of figure
3 and 4 corresponding to different U(1) and SU(N) couplings we arrive at the
following counterterms for the five possible combinations of Ag — M — AP in (51).
Whereas the first term including (U(1))? coupling receives no quantum correction,
all the other counterterms can be given by

- 2N 2
AONN - —f 27; g
ATNR +%ﬁ§,
AXN: +1g67T2 ¢’
ACNND +% 19;‘]:; % (52)



Adding now the counterterm action to the original one and comparing the result-
ing expression with the bare action the value of one-loop perturbative correction
to C' can be determined. Using the relation C}" = Z-C), between the bare pa-
rameter C” and the renormalized parameter C**, one finds immediately from the
first uncorrected term including (U(1))* coupling that Zo = Z;'. Using further the
results from the one-loop computations of the undeformed N = 1 sector and the
C-deformed sector (52), one finds the corresponding corrections to the other terms
of the action including two or three SU(N) couplings

AN (1 _gN g) ~ 7,
1672 €
FOULE (1 + f;fi %) = (Z27Z3)'"*
ACNNY (1 +% f;iv; %) — (Z22,)V? . (53)

Comparing again each term with the bare action, all these contributions cancel and
we are left with the conclusion that Z¢ = Z,* for all U(1) and SU(N) couplings.
The gauge coupling renormalization constant Z, is determined from the undeformed
N = 1 sector of the theory (41). Using this result, the one-loop quantum correction
to the non(anti)commutativity parameter C' reads

3 ¢°N 2
= (142 L2 2 o = Zoom 4

3.2.2 One-loop Correction to C?; A\ Four-Point Function

The non-trivial A four-point functions containing only matter fields and at most two
C-deformed vertices are depicted in figure 5. They lead to one-loop perturbative
corrections to the coupling |C|?. Explicit calculations show that the graphs (a,b,c)
are zero when their corresponding crossed graphs are taken into account. The sit-
uation is very similar to that in three-point functions mentioned in the previous
section. Therefore as far as the matter fields are concerned the corrections come
from graph (d) in figure 5. More precisely, there are two different situations for this
graph. They are given in figure 6. To evaluate the graphs in figure 6 we have to
consider different inequivalent situations for each graph depending on the position
of the new C-dependent vertex in the graph. We obtain

(1,2,3,4):  TEECPAHS — o (19,8,4): TRECPeHS g
(1c,2,3c,4) F{ggcmm‘; = 0, (1,2,3,4.) : r(;gCDvdW:o,(%)
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The remaining nonzero graphs are all equal. For instance, using the Feynman rules
from (16)-(21), the Feynman integral corresponding to the (1.,2.,3,4) situation is
given by

(10,20,3,4) : Fé])BCD,dB"yé _ 294 dIAJdJBKfKCLfLDI C,\ucup(augxe)&i(&ugne)w’
/ d*k kAkp(k + p2)w(k — p1)y (56)
(2m)* k2 (k = p1)?(k + p2)*(k —p1 —pa)*

Taking into account all the symmetry factors and summing over all different config-
urations, the divergent part of the above expression is given by

[PABCD,GBYS _ _ 1617T2 (8 X j! X 2)(g)C2g4€aﬁE»yadlAJdJBKfKCLfLDI % ' (57)
In particular, for the situation where two of A’s carry U(1) index and the others
SU(N) index the above expression reads
FabOO,dB-’yS _ i o2 4€d66‘y56ab2 (58)
gz =Y €
This is the one-loop correction to g%/C[2e*€1?6°P \°A°X?\? term in the action
arising from the matter fields in (U(1))? x (SU(N))? combination.

Now what concerns the ghost field contributions to the A\ four-point function,
explicit calculations show that all diagrams depicted in figure 7, containing two C-
deformed vertices vanish due to the antisymmetry property of C* two-form, and
therefore (58) is the only one-loop correction to the A four-point function for the
(U(1))* x (SU(N))? coupling. To determine the corresponding correction to the
action (counterterm), a factor —1/24 must be multiplied with the above A four-
point correction (58). This factor arises from 24 different contractions which are
to be performed to obtain the four A interaction vertex. Equivalently, the above
correction (58) can be compared with the four A vertex and leads to the counterterm
to A* part of the action.

Next adding the part of the original and the counterterm action containing
AOAONN and comparing the resulting expression with the bare action containing
the same \ combination, we conclude that Zo2 = Z; 2. Using further the one-loop
results from previous section Z¢ = Z ! we arrive at the conclusion that

Zen = 732, (59)

This results was also suggested in [32], where it was supposed to be correct in all
order of perturbation theory due to some consistency arguments. Using the value
of Z, from (41) we arrive at

9°N
1672

C2 = (1 +3 %) C? = Z:=C*. (60)
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4 Running C*" and C?

As next it is interesting to study the running of the non(anti)commutativity pa-
rameter C* and the related |C|? with the renormalization scale u. Let us consider
the bare three-point function I');;5 consisting of one gauge and two A fermion fields.
The Callan-Symanzik differential equation for the corresponding renormalized three-
point function, Fﬁ;\x, can be given using the fact that the bare three-point function,
55, is independent of the renormalization scale p. In other words, one has
-1/2 >—1 1R v d
FA,\A =Z3 " Zy T(pi, g(p), C* (p); ), Nd FA)\)\ 0, (61)

which leads to the following differential equation for the renormalized three-point

R
function I o

o o ) o B
( a—hlZ 1/2+2u8 InZ; "% + ua—u+ﬁ(9)8—g+0“ 70(9)@) Pliis = 0 (62)

Here B(g) is the ordinary S-function of the theory (42) and 7¢ is defined by

0

C"ve(9) = pm

aﬂC“”(u) : (63)

To see how the non(anti)commutativity parameter C*” runs with the renormaliza-
tion scale p, it is useful to find a general expression for 7o in terms of Zo. Using
(54) we arrive at

v o 8 -1 ny v 8 -1

C"yele) = ng (z5") " =™ zc i (64)

which means that 5 9
= —u—InZ = — —InZq . 65
Vo= —hg e 5(9)69 nZc (65)

Using our previous results for Zo, we obtain
3Ng

Yo = 16 (66)

It is now easy to solve this equation and study the behavior of non(anti)commu-

tativity parameter in terms of the scale p. Indeed, using the fact that the gauge
87r2

coupling runs as g*(u) = W/ZJ\II(N))’ with Ay = po € Vo700 7, we get
CH ( In(e/ A 2
1 S —In <M> ’ (67)
CH (o) 2 Ml Ao In(po/Au(w))

87\' 2
"We note that Ay(ny is RG invariant, i.e. Ay () = poe T BNGZ(ho) = pe W92<u>.
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which leads to

CH(w)g(p) = C* (p0)g (o) - (68)

We arrive therefore at

C*()g* (1) = C*(110)9* (10) = const . (69)

Alternatively, the same relation can be obtained by looking for an appropriate
Callan-Symanzik for the renormalized )\ four-point function of the theory and solv-
ing the equation for running C?(u) using the fact that Zo: = (Z¢)%. This leads to
Yoz = 27¢ and consequently the same result from (69) can be obtained.

An immediate consequence of the equation (69) is that another RG invariant,
Ac, can be defined which is related to C? at a fixed energy and can be expressed as
a function of the well-known RG invariant Ay

1 o 1 1% )
Ao = In = In . 70
“ 7 C2 () <AU(N)> C?(p) <AU(N) (70)

One can show that Ag is always positive for pug > AU(N)S. This means that C?
grows linearly with In(u/Apx) with the slope AZ'. Using further the fact that the

running coupling ¢*(u) = W/iwm)’ we obtain
)P () =~ = — const (71)
19* (1) = grpa— = 1" = const.

Due to the positivity of Ay(ny, the constant 7 is always positive. In fact n is the
value of the gauge coupling at the energy where the running coupling constant and
non(anti)commutativity parameter have the same value. If we plot C? and ¢? in one
and the same diagram as a function of In u, both curves intersect at one point, say
le, and we obtain g(u.) = 1.

5 Conclusion

We have studied perturbative corrections to pure N° = 3 supersymmetric U(N)
gauge theory at one loop order. We have used the fact that the corresponding ac-
tion to this theory can be separated into two parts: the first part preserves standard
N = 1 supersymmetry and the second part is the C-deformed part and breaks the
supersymmetry to N = % We have shown that AV = 1 part does not receive any
C-dependent corrections and can therefore be treated as the standard NV = 1 su-

persymmetric U(N) gauge theory. Explicit one-loop calculation of AX\ three-point

8We do not consider the case where pi = Ay (ny, because in this case g(po = Ay(ny) — o, and
this would break our perturbative considerations. Further the case pp < Ay () would end up with
an imaginary gauge coupling and this breaks the unitarity of the theory.
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function and \ four-point function show however that the non(anti)commutativity
parameter C** and C? receive one-loop corrections. As a result we have Zo = Zy !
with Z, the standard gauge coupling renormalization constant and consequently

ZE=(Zc)P =1+3—" =, (72)

Using this correction we found the running of the non(anti)commutativity parameter
as a function of the renormalization scale u

(1) = 1= (L) + (o) (73)
c Mo
where A¢ is the new RG invariant scale.

Finally we note that since the N' = 1 sector of the theory remains unaffected by
the C-deformation, the standard anomaly of the theory would be the same as before.
Nevertheless one would expect to get a C-dependent corrections for those anomalies
which whole supersymmetry of the theory (N = 1/2) is involved. In particular the
Konishi anomaly can also be studied along [41] (see also [16])[42].
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