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Abstract

We calculate divergent one-loop corrections to the propagators of the U(1) gauge
theory on the truncated Heisenberg space, which is one of the extensions of the
Grosse-Wulkenhaar model. The model is purely geometric, based on the Yang-Mills
action; the corresponding gauge-fixed theory is BRST invariant. We quantize per-
turbatively and, along with the usual wave-function and mass renormalizations, we
find divergent nonlocal terms of the [0~ and 2 type. We discuss the meaning of
these terms and possible improvements of the model.

1 Introduction

Unsuccessful attempts to quantize gravitational field by usual methods indicate that
the structure of spacetime at the Planck scale is very different from the classical one.
Such conclusion is also indicated by the existence of singularities in general relativity
and divergences in perturbative quantum field theory. There are many reasons to
believe that the theory of quantum gravity will not be local in the conventional sense,
[1]; however, locality is in the core of standard field theories and one has to solve
many problems in order to formulate a consistent framework to describe nonlocal
classical and quantum fields.

Perhaps the first idea of how to ‘delocalize’ points was the Kaluza-Klein exten-
sion of spacetime by additional compact dimensions. Alternatively, nonlocality can
be introduced through the structure of elementary constituents as in string theory;
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in both cases the underlying spacetime is a Riemannian manifold. Another way to
introduce nonlocality is to assume that spacetime is described by an algebra of non-
commuting operators. We analyze this approach, presuming that noncommutativity
of coordinates of ‘quantum spacetime’ is physical; we further investigate properties of
quantum fields defined on it. Our motivation for this study is twofold. The first is the
expectation that the existing knowledge about operator algebras and their represen-
tations gives enough tools to build a compact mathematical framework. The second
is the hope that the ‘amount of nonlocality’ introduced algebraically is restricted and
that it can provide with reasonable and interesting physics.

Mathematical and physical results which concern noncommutative geometry and
noncommutative field theories are numerous. In a brief summary one can say that
geometry and classical field theories are understood fairly well, whereas quantization
is still an open problem. A technical explanation is that, though in quantization
the effects of nonlocality improve the ultraviolet behavior of a theory, the mixing of
large and small length scales induced by noncommutativity transfers divergences to
the infrared sector (UV/IR mixing). This is clearly established for theories defined
on the Moyal space. On the other hand, quantum field theories defined on spaces
with finite matrix representations are finite, and thus they can be viewed as matrix
regularizations of (the corresponding) commutative theories. Moreover there are
models in which the continuous limit of a matrix theory has better quantization
properties than its commutative predecessor, [2].

First fully renormalizable theory formulated on a noncommutative space is the
Grosse-Wulkenhaar (GW) model [3, 4]. It describes real scalar field on the Moyal
space of Euclidean signature confined in the oscillator potential. The potential term
induces symmetry between long and short distances, the so-called Langman-Szabo
(LS) duality [5], which is roughly of the form z <+ p. The field propagator is given by
the Mehler kernel: it regularizes the UV behavior of the theory keeping the IR sector
finite. Renormalizability of the GW model is established and thoroughly examined
by various methods [6], [7, [8, [9]; its exceptional mathematical properties induced a
lot of subsequent work. Two renormalizable spinor field theories analogous to the
GW model have been found: in the first one [10], the representation of spinors is
chosen in such way that the square of the propagator is the Mehler kernel. The
other model, of Vignes-Tourneret (VT) [11], is a noncommutative generalization
of the Gross-Neveu model [12]. In both theories the Lagrangian has an explicit
dependence on coordinates and breaks the translation invariance. To improve the last
property an interesting translationally invariant model, which is also renormalizable,
was proposed in [I3]. It contains, instead of the oscillator potential, the 07! term
in the kinetic part of the action, thus introducing another version of the LS duality:
O« Ot

All attempts to find renormalizable gauge model a la Grosse-Wulkenhaar have
been by now unsuccessful. Several strategies have been used, all mainly based on par-
allels with standard gauge theories. As most of the results are thoroughly reviewed in
[14] we will here recall only some guiding ideas. The first proposal was to transform
the gauge propagator into the Mehler kernel by nonlinear gauge fixing [15]; however,
the appearance of the tadpole divergence made the theory nonrenormalizable. An-



other strategy was to impose the LS duality [16, 17]: the action for the gauge field
was defined by minimal coupling to the GW scalar and subsequent integration of the
scalar field. Although the obtained, induced theory has good symmetry properties
(the LS duality becomes the invariance under exchange [z#, | > {z#, }), it does not
have the trivial vacuum solution and perturbative quantization is not well defined. It
is important to notice that the explicit coordinate dependence of the induced gauge
theory can be elegantly rewritten using the covariant coordinates which were intro-
duced much earlier, [I8]. For recent results on quantization of this theory in the
matrix base we refer to [19].

The idea which we have developed in the previous papers is that specific forms
of the GW and VT actions are due to the underlying (noncommutative) geometry.
The idea is based on the result that the two-dimensional GW action can be viewed
as an action defined on particular curved three-dimensional space after the Kaluza-
Klein (KK) reduction, [20]. The VT action, similarly, is the spinor action on the
same space, [21]. In both cases matter is nonminimally coupled to the background
curvature and torsion. The employed approach gives also the U(1) Yang-Mills (YM)
theory which consists, after the KK reduction, of interacting gauge and scalar fields.
Classical properties of the model are very good: there are vacuum solutions which
include the trivial vacuum, the BRST invariance is established, [22]. The perturbative
quantization was started in [23] with the calculation of divergences of the first order
in the gauge coupling: the obtained divergences were IR logarithmic and included the
tadpole. It was however hard to systematize the computation of the prefactors. The
2-point divergences which were found can be removed by the usual mass and wave
function renormalizations, but the tadpole diagram remains, signalling instability of
the trivial vacuum under quantum fluctuations.

We continue here investigation of the quantization properties of the proposed
gauge model. We calculate one-loop corrections to the propagators of second order;
we find a systematic way to compute divergent integrals with two or more parameter
integrations, which enables us to compare and add various contributions. However,
in addition to the local terms, we find new ‘nonlocal’ infrared divergences of the [~}
and the 072 type. Such terms do not exist in the classical action, thus rendering
the theory nonrenormalizable.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define and briefly review prop-
erties of the truncated Heisenberg space and the Yang-Mills theory on it, recollecting
results from [22]. In Section 3 we go through the main steps and some details of the
calculation and list additional propagator corrections, completing the earlier result
[23]. In Section 4 we discuss the meaning of the obtained results and possibilities to
improve the model. Important details of calculation are given in the Appendices.



2 Fields on the truncated Heisenberg space

Truncated Heisenberg space is a noncommutative space A generated by three hermi-
tian coordinates x, y, z which satisfy commutation relations:

[z,y] =iep 2 (1 — pz), [z, 2] =ie(yz + zy), [y,z2] = —ie(xz + zx). (2.1)

Constant p has dimension of the inverse length and ¢ is a dimensionless noncommu-
tativity parameter. For e = 1 algebra (ZJ]) has finite-dimensional matrix represen-
tations; € = 0 defines the ‘commutative limit’. Double scaling limit p — 0, ¢ — 0,
k = eu~2 = finite reduces (Z1)) to the Heisenberg algebra

[, y] = ik. (2.2)

Irreducible representation of the Heisenberg algabra is infinite-dimensional; in the
geometric context it is called the Moyal plane. Truncation of infinite matrices z,
y, z given in the Fock representation to finite n x n matrices gives algebra (2.1]).
In this sense Heisenberg algebra (22) is a contraction, or subspace z = 0, of the
truncated Heisenberg space [26]. Limit n — oo which transforms 2.1) to (2.2)) is a
weak operator limit.

The truncated Heisenberg algebra can be endowed with differential structure.
The space of 1-forms is spanned by frame {#°}, a = 1,2, 3; derivations eg dual to 6
are defined to satisfy 0%(eg) = 5. We assume, [27]

[fa 904] =0, df = (eaf) 0% = [pa, f] 0. (23)

The frame derivations e, are inner and generated by momenta p, € A; p, are, by
convention, antihermitian. An important property of the inner-derivation calculus is
the existence of a special connection

0= _paea

which generates the differential, df = —[f, f]. We choose

- 2 .2 . 1
ep1 = tuYy, €p2 = —1u T, eps =14 | pz — 5 ) (2.4)

It can be easily seen that for z = 0 this differential reduces to the standard one on

the Moyal plane.

The algebra of momenta is in general quadratic, [27]
1
2P appyps — Fappy — —Kag =0, (2:5)

the K3, F'7,3 and PV‘Saﬁ are constants. It defines a noncommutative wedge prod-
uct. The Hodge dual on the other hand cannot be defined in the general case as it
depends on (the existence of) trace: in our case it is almost unique, [2I]. Finally,
one specifies the connection: the metric-compatible connection used in [20] defines a
noncommutative space with curvature and torsion.
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The U(1) gauge symmetry is introduced through the gauge potential A which is
an antihermitian 1-form, and the field strength F:

A=igh 0, F=dA+A2=_LF ;0" 2.6
5 Fos

The g denotes the U(1) coupling constant; the U(1) group consists of all unitary
elements of A. A remarkable property of noncommutative differential which we use
is a possibility to construct a gauge-covariant 1-form: the difference

X=X 0=A-0, Xa = pa + igAa (2.7)

transforms in the adjoint representation of the gauge group. Coefficients X, are
called covariant coordinates (a more appropriate name would perhaps be covariant
momenta). Expressing the field strength in terms of X and the structure constants
we find

1 1
F=X>— 5 FlapXy 096" — 5ic Ko 06", (2.8)

The existence of X means that there are covariant observables which depend only on
the potentials, and it opens a possibility to define alternative actions for gauge fields,
with different properties from the Yang-Mills or the Chern-Simons actions. This is a
new effect characteristic for noncommutative spaces. Our model is, however, built as
a noncommutative generalization of the Yang-Mills theory so we shall keep only the
original YM term in the action; we discuss possible new terms in the last section.

The YM action on the truncated Heisenberg space is given by

1

Symy=—
Y M 1682

Tr (F(«F) + (+F)F). (2.9)
Dimensional reduction to z = 0 is done by considering only fields A, (z,y,z = 0),
by (formally) integrating over z and by rescaling gauge coupling constant (g — g)
and gauge fields. This gives the Kaluza-Klein reduced action on the Moyal plane. In
order to distinguish the values of gauge fields A, Fog, o, 8 = 1,2,3 defined in three
dimensions from the gauge fields defined intrinsically on the Moyal plane, we denote
the latter by A,, Fag, o, = 1,2. Fields and coupling constants have different
mass dimension in two and three dimensions: dimensional reduction procedure takes
care of this automatically. For z = 0 the third component of the momentum is

constant, p3 = —ip/2e¢, ez = 0, and Ag transforms as a scalar field in the adjoint
representation. We denote
gAs = g9, gA1 = g4, gh2 = gAs. (2.10)

The field strength and covariant derivative in two dimensions are defined as
Da¢ = ea +ig[Aa, @], g Fi2 = e1ds — ea Ay +ig[A1, As]. (211

After the KK-reduction, components of the three-dimensional F become, [22]

2
g 'Flo=g 'Fa—pp=yg" <_i[X17X2] + %) — 1o,
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g 'Fi3 = D16 — ie{p2 +igA2, ¢} = [X1, ¢] — ie{X2, ¢}, (2.12)

g 'Fo3 = Dot + ie{p1 +igA1, ¢} = [Xo, @] +ie{X1, ¢}

Introducing
a=1-¢ (2.13)
we obtain )
_ 12 13 23
Sym = Tg2 Tr ((Z FioF ™ 4+ F13F*° + FosF ), (214)
that is,
1 a 2a
Syy = 5 Ty <? (F12)2 — TM F12¢ + (4 + a)u2¢2 — 46F12(b2 (215)
+ (D19) + (D29)? = {p1 +igAy, 0} = {pa + ig s, 6)?)
1 a 2ay3 2ia
:§T1“<—g—2[x17x2]2+au2¢2—g—/:¢+ M[X17X2]¢

+ di€ [X1, Xa] ¢° + [X1, ¢)° + [X2, ¢]* — 2{X1, 0} — *{Xs, ¢}2>-

Two expressions are the same up to terms which are constant or proportional to a
commutator, that is, to surface and cosmological constant term.

Let us briefly analyze actions (2.9) and (ZI5). Clearly, they are defined only
when the trace is defined, that is in a fixed representation of the algebra. One way
to proceed is to consider finite matrix representations, that is e = 1, a = 0: it gives
a non-propagating gauge field which interacts with the scalar. Another possibility,
which we choose here, is to go to the continuous limit and represent fields on the
Moyal space. There are various advantages and drawbacks of this choice. On the
one hand, the resulting action is relatively complicated as gauge and scalar fields are
mixed in the kinetic term. This fact on the other hand indicates that the harmonic
potential confines both fields, gauge and scalar. The action is manifestly gauge
invariant, but the status of the LS duality is not clear: (Z.I3]) is not invariant under
the exchange [Xi,Xz] ¢+ {X1,X2}. However, one hopes that the geometric origin of
the action could induce cancellation of divergences as in supersymmetry.

Action (2I5]) has two classical vacua,

A1 =0, Ay=0, ¢=0, (2.16)
2 2

A= HY BT g B (2.17)
ge ge ge

The first is the usual trivial vacuum; the second describes a configuration with con-
stant value of the field strength Fis = p?/e. In quantization we expand around the
trivial vacuum. After the gauge fixing and inclusion of the ghost terms, we obtain,
23]

S =Sym+ ng + Sgh = Siin + Sint, (2.18)

*The background noncommutative space is curved but gravity is not dynamical.



1
Stin = / A CIA™ + 2ae™ (9, Ag)d + 00 (2.19)
— (4 +a) p?¢? — dptrz,0? + 2¢0c,
Sint = — % /4egea5(3aA5 +igA® x AB) * ¢2 — 2ig(0,0)[A% * ¢] (2.20)

+ 2iapgens AY % APy — 2iagea56aABeWA“/ * A°
+ag?(€ap A" x A%)? + g°[Aa T O)[A% 5 6] — P {Aa T 9}{AY 1 ¢}

+ 20 egeap{r® s pHAP 3 ¢} — igeda[A% % d].

This is the action which we will analyze.

3 Propagators: the one-loop structure

Let us recall some results from [23] and introduce new notation which enables us to
perform calculations more efficiently. We start with the kinetic term. The scalar and
gauge fields in the kinetic term are mixed: because of noncommutativity it is not
possible to diagonalize it. We therefore consider fields as multiplet ®7 = (A*, ¢)
(which they were before the KK reduction), and write the kinetic term as

06 —ape,ed AY
Skin = —l/( Al g o aiteug ) +2¢0c
2 ape,, 0" K~ —ap ¢
1

= —§/¢TG‘1<I>+2ch (3.1)

where we introduced

K1 =0 4ptzoa® — 44 (3.2)
The corresponding inverse operator, the momentum space Mehler kernel for the mas-
sive scalar field, has in two dimensions the followibg parametric form, [2§]

T [AEE—1 i ((rrspetrs)t
Kir) = =g [ Sy e ®3)
1

Mass of the scalar field is 2u; for other values of mass, factor (£ —1)/({ + 1) has a
different exponent. We denote

™ =e"r,, rAs= % eurt's’ = % r-3. (3.4)
The momentum-space kernel of the kinetic operator is
—ar?3,, (2m)25(r + s) —iaus, (2m)%5(r + s)
G (r,s) = . (3.5)

—iaps, (27)%0(r +5)  —ap®(2m)25(r 4+ s) + K~ 1(r, s)
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Inverting it, for the matrix elements of the propagator G(r, s) we obtain

Pr)g(s) = K(r,9),

A%(r)g(s) = —in =5 $(r)(s),

(27)2 685 (1 + 5)
2

A% (r) AP (s) = (—ip)

L~ r2s? a r

which we will later use.

(3.6)

(3.7)

The interaction contains three- and four-vertices. In momentum space they are

Sint = (2273(] / dpdq dk 3(p + q + k) cos P20 54 4,,(p) 6(q) 6 (k)
Sint,2 = (22;‘(;4 /dp dqdko(p+ q+ k) sin 2 qpu¢(p) o(q) A (k)

pAq O

Sint,3 = —(27)49 /dp dqdkd(p+ q+ k) cos 2 95, (p) ¢(q) Apu(k)

a q v
Suns =~ gy [ dpdadilp+a-+ k)sin 25T 4, () 4,(a) 98
; PAq
Sint.s = (;‘7‘79) / dpdq dk 5(p + q + k) sin 222 > T e kP A, (p) Ay (q) Ay(k)
% A
Suns = 7 [ dodadio-+ a+0)sin 25 a(p) cla) 4, (0
242 A "Aq
Sint7 = g /dpdqdp dq §(p+q+7p +q)51np Tn P29
(2m)® 2
x 0M Au(p) o(q) Au(p') o(q")
2 2 2 / /
Sint,s = (2677) /dpdqdp dg'o6(p+q+p' +Q)008p2q008p gq X
x M Au(p) o(q) A (p') o(d’
2¢g? . pANg p'Ag
Sint.o = _(271)6 /dpdq dp’ dq' d(p+q +p + q/) sin 3 cos 5

pAq . P Ngq
S11

a .
Sint,10 = sy /dp dgdp'dq' d(p+q+p"+¢')sin 5

x 7 Au(p) Av(q) Ap(p,) Ao(q').

x e Au(p) Av(q) ¢(0') ¢(¢)




We want to calculate the one-loop corrections to the propagators, that is, sum of
the expectation values

PFF/,ij(Ta 8) = —<F(7“)F,(8) Sint,i Sint,j >, i,j = 1, v ,6 (3.8)
PFF,7’i(T’ S) = —<F(T‘)F/(S) Sint,i>, = 7, ,10 (39)

where F' an F’ are fields ¢ or A" and i,j label different interaction vertices, 1-10.
Expressions of the form (B.8]) correspond to the 2-point functions; (B3] are the 1-
point functions. We have previously calculated divergent 1-point functions Pp;, [23].
In fact, as we wish to obtain divergent terms as they appear in the effective action,
we can go a step further and calculate the amputated graphs II(r, s). The removal
of the external legs of P(r,s) is nontrivial because of the Mehler propagators and
amounts to

II(p,q) = % /dr ds G~ Y(p, —r)P(r,s)G1(=s,q). (3.10)

(2m)

In fact, it simplifies the final result as it decreases the number of the Mehler-kernel
factors, that is, the number of parameter integrals.

Due to recurrence relations (3.7) all field contraction reduce to contractions of
the scalar fields. Let us introduce shorthand notation for multiple contractions. In
the case of two Mehler kernels we denote

K (r,s,p,q) = K(r,s)K(p,q) + K(r,p)K(s,q) + K(r,q)K(s,p). (3.11)

When there are several external momenta (in this case r and s), we separate them
from the internal ones by a vertical line and write

K (r, slp,q) = K(r,p)K(s,q) + K(r,q) K(s, p). (3.12)

With m external and n internal momenta (n > m), this generalizes to K, 4, defined
as

n—m

n—m
2 2 < 2 >!Km+n(7“17...,7“m’p1,---7pn):

= Z K(r1,pn, ) K(72,Px,) - - - K(Tm,pﬂm)K(pwm+1,p7rm+z) cee K(pﬂ'n—17p7Tn)
Tp

where 7, are permutations of the internal momenta. K, is symmetric under ex-
change of any two internal or any two external momenta. Calculation of contractions
can also be aided by recurrence relation

Koin(ry oo sTm|D1y -+ s Pn) =

n
- ZK(Tlapi)Kn’anfl(TQ, ,Tm|p1, oo s Pi—1,Dit1y - - apn) (313)
i=1



Applying ([B.7), the sum of one-loop contributions can be simplified to

Poo= > (2= 06))Pspij+ > Poon (3.14)
i<j<6 7<k<10
P
Poa= D0 @=0y)Phai+ > Poax=—iniz P+ Py (315)
i<j<6 7<k<10
Pi‘ﬁ = Z (2 - 5ij)PZfl,ij + Z Pﬁ‘ﬁ,k
i<j<6 7<k<10
7gh e &
= —n? 5 Pyy —ip ) sz —i Pﬁ‘ + Pff, (3.16)

where due to similarity of vertices 4 and 5 we have

Pygis = —Pogia + Py is (3.17)
o
Piais = —Pgai— ZIU’T_QP(;ﬁ(b,iEJ + P s (3.18)
Fogh o 50
B _ B 275 N T .8
PXA,% - _PXA,M TR P<zlﬁ¢,i5 o ﬁP¢A,i5 — S_Qpﬁt,if, (3.19)
with ¢ = 1,...,5. This leads to significant cancellation and absorption of terms.

In principle we have two kinds of divergent one-loop contributions to the propa-
gators. The four-vertices give first order divergences which were found in [23]:

/ P9, / AFA,, / e, Ay ¢ (3.20)

There are also second order contributions from the three-vertices which we calculate
here. It is clear that, having so many types of interactions, there will be a large
number of terms. We shall therefore not attempt to present our calculation in its
full extent, but we will rather explain its logic and go through the main steps. Some
parts of the calculation are straightforward albeit long; but to extract and quantify
the final results we have to define a specific prescription adjusted to divergent multiple
parameter integrals of rational expressions.

Let us first consider Py which is the most divergent of the matrix elements. The
diagram containing two vertices 1 is given by

4 2,22 ! !
Pyya1 = — % /dp dgdk dp'dg' dk's(p + q + k)3 + ¢ + k) cos Z 2 2 cos? 2 g
x Dy b, (6(r) 6(5) Aq (p) 6(0) (k) A, () 6(d) S(K') ), (3:21)

where the correlation function (¢(r)d(s)As(p)d(q)P(k) AL (P)d(¢)p(K')) is a sum of
contractions of external fields with fields in the vertices. There are 90 terms of the
type ¢(r)¢(s)As ()9(0)9(k) A (p')@(q) (k') which sumup to Ka(r, s|p, ¢, k,p, ¢\ k')
and 12 terms with the AA contractions which produce Ks(r, s|p,q,p,¢"): K3 and
K, play the role of the usual symmetry factors. We find

4 2,22
Py =— % / dpdqdk dp'dg'dk's(p + q + k)s(p'+ ¢+ k) (3.22)
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/ /

PAg PAgq

X COS COS 9 K4(T, S|p, q, k’p/, q/? k/)
4€? g? A ‘N
(271)%(1 /dp dqdp'dd'5(p+q+p'+ ¢') cos =L cos 5 L Ks(r.slp. 0.0 ).

Contributions of other vertices to the Ppg propagator are given in Appendix 1. Rep-
resenting the ¢¢ propagator by a straight line, the AA by a wiggly line and the ¢A
by a mixed line, these contributions correspond to diagrams

— =00

The one-loop quantum correction is the sum of all enumerated terms. In order to
calculate it one first expresses Mehler kernels K3, K4 etc. as parameter integrals
which are Gaussian in p, ¢, k; momentum integration can then be performedﬁ]. The
result is a divergent multiple parameter integral which, except in the simplest cases,
cannot be done explicitly when there is more than one integration.

A more useful way to analyze divergences is to use the amputated propagators,
in which K3 and K4 for example reduce to K and Ks. But in order to find the
amputated propagators we need to find all matrix elements, that is Py4 and Ps4 as
well. They are of a form similar to Pys and somewhat longer; the full expressions are
given in [24]. Multiplication of the amputated propagator by a multiplet of classical
external fields gives the one-loop effective action:

1
I'= 5 /dr ds ®T (=) I(r, 5) D(—s). (3.23)
Our main goal is to extract divergent parts of the last expression. We find
" (p,q) = a*p*¢* P15 (p, ) (3.24)
" .9 9~ Slup ap2 m -1
I1"(p,q) = —ia”up G, Py (p, q) — 2 dk Py, (p, k)K" (—k.q) (3.25)
U(p,q) = —a*1?Poo P4 (0, q) (3.26)

iaup _ 1aug _

1 _ _
+W/dp’dq’f( Yo, =1 Pss (0, VK (—d . q).
In comparison to full propagators, these expressions are considerably simpler. For
exact forms of P(;f;‘ and PY{ we refer to [25].

TThis is true if the denominator of the rational expression which appears as a factor in the course of
integrations is of relatively low degree: otherwise one has to introduce additional Schwinger parametriza-
tions.
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4 Divergences

4.1 The ¢¢-sector

Part of the effective action which gives the one-loop quantum corrections to the
propagators is given by ([3.23]). In the usual case, 2-point functions have the form

(r,s) =T(r)6(r + s) (4.1)

which reflects the translational invariance. (In our convention for the Fourier trans-
formation, all momenta are incoming.) However, we are dealing with a nonlocal
action which is not translationally invariant. Therefore in order to recover the form
of divergences in the effective action in position space we introduce the so-called
‘short’ and ‘long variable’, respectively v and v:

r—+s r—s
= 5 v = .

u (4.2)

Here u denotes the difference between the incoming and outgoing momenta in a

vertex or along a line. In translationally invariant case one integrates over u and the
divergences remain in I1(v),

I'= /du dv & (—u — v) T(u + )6 (2u) ®(—u +v) = %/dv T (—v) II(v) (v).

Here the d-fuction is smeared, roughly replaced by an exponentially decreasing factor

§(u) = lim 27302 ¢ (4.3)
which is hidden in parameter integrations. The exponential factors regularize all
momentum integrations in the UV sector: divergences occur in the IR sector, for small
values of u. Our strategy to calculate them is as follows. We expand terms in the
effective action ([B.23]) around u = 0, keeping all parameter integrals which come from
the Mehler kernels and Schwinger parametrizations. This gives momentum integrals
of the Poisson type (which one can calculate) and usually leaves two parameter
integrations. In order to identify the types of divergences we introduce appropriate
regulators, expand fields in powers of u, as in (£LI)), and integrate term by term:
only the first few terms are infinite. As mentioned, we consider only the lower bound
in momentum integrals as that is where divergences lie. Eventually, we find new
nonlocal divergences of the form

[oote. [eo (4.4)

Let us discuss details of the calculation of ngv). After removal of the external legs
we obtain lengthy expression which contains several hundred terms. Most of them
are finite, which can be checked by power counting. We consider divergent terms in
the increasing order of powers of the momentum, expecting to find in the lowest order

12



only mass and wave function renormalizations. However, a closer inspection shows
that divergent terms of the lowest degree can, and do, contain nonlocal 72 and
O~ ! terms which are new. We focus therefore on them; we denote the corresponding
parts of 11, I' by a tilde. Parts of the amputated propagator II which contain nonlocal
divergent contributions are:

fi) = 20 i 0 fapagstr s i 2P kg

f[gqu: %T;ﬁ/dpdqé( r—s—i—p—i—q)sinp/z\rsi q;\s(pA;)éq/\s)K(p’q)

ﬁé(g: (2752 212/dpdq6( T‘—s+p+q)sinp/2\rsinq/2\8(p';gf]g's)K(p,q)

ﬁfb; :—%%/dpdqcx—?“—S+P+q)sinp/2\rsinq/2\s (ppg\(;)fqr/)\;) K(p,q)
+ (r < s).

Introducing the short and long variables and expressing the Mehler kernel in para-
metric form we find the following contributions to the effective action:

~(1) 2@92 (b(_u - U)¢(_u + U) CA\S —iuAY §§ —(§+ ) u
Lyp = - %/dudv (0 + 0)2(u — )22 (v-U)Ug e

~ ~ 2
. pi . p-i 1p 1pu
—l€ €5\ —z35+tE o
x/dpp“(e n? —e fﬂ)e €22 1 & p?

% = oy (wt 0P2(u—0)? Terl
0
X/dp (p-(a+02))(p (2u—?7)+2u ) —(g+m 2+( +2n)%( —iely eiﬁﬁ)
p

A _ a92 - / dude U V(u V) up, [dEE-1 / iy €3z ne
(u+v)*(u = v)? ¢+l
1 0

y /dp (p-(a+9)(p- (271 —0) +2u-7) e—(%+n)2’%+(%+n)’;—§+n% <e—%’;§ _ e“%)_
p

In order to analyze the behavior of these integrals, we first perform the Gaussian
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(1)

integration over p. For I Py which is the simplest, we obtain

) dl-u—v)o(-utv) [ ~rests
I’((;qb = —2aeg2/dudv (0 02 (0 — 02 (u-v)sm(u/\v)/d§m BARAETES
1

We need to estimate this expression at the lower bound v = 0, so we expand field ¢
around this point,

d(—u+v) = d(v) — pp(v)u® + ... (4.5)

The leading order term is

i) = 2‘“ / G / /d§§+1 S )

1

One can easily see that this expression is divergent, that is, that the result of the last
two integrations at the lower u-bound is infinite: we either put u = 0, in which case
the &-integral, ffo d¢ (£ —1)/(§ + 1), is divergent at £ = oo, or we first perform the
&-integration and obtain [ du e—u’ /u?, which is logarithmically divergent at u = 0.

Using the regularization described in Appendix 4, for the divergent part of ffﬁldz

we obtain

~ (1.div 16m3ae _
Fiba) = - Tfl A/¢D Lo, (4.7)

where A is the regularization parameter. The analysis of the remaining three terms
is similar albeit more complicated, as the corresponding leading-order expressions,
after expansion in u, contain integration in two parameters £ and 7; relevant terms
are written in Appendix 3. A systematic procedure which enables to estimate these
integrals, that is to introduce a regulator and sum up different contributions, is
described in Appendix 4. Adding all divergent nonlocal contributions in the ¢¢-
sector we obtain

IN‘((;Z”) = <§2 — 14+ €2> mutg? logA/¢D_2¢ + Em i’ g? A / o0 1o, (48)
€

In addition, I’%v) contains the / ¢¢ term found before with a corrected infinite

prefactor.

4.2 The AA-sector

The most important obstacle in constructing renormalizable noncommutative gauge
theory on the Moyal space is quadratically divergent IR term of the form II*
pp” /(p?)? which comes from the non-planar part of the gauge-field self energy [36,
37, [38] and seems to be independent on the gauge fixing. It gives rise to a nonlocal

counterterm, [39] 40]
1
uv
/F * D752 * Fyy. (4.9)
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As we will see, there is no such term in our theory, but other nonlocal terms exist.

Analyzing the form of II,, we find only two amputated-propagator terms in the
AA sector which can be sources of nonlocal divergences:

- dap?g? . PAT . qNS PGy
1 I
wa) (rys) = 2m)? /dp dqgd(—r —s+p+q)sin 5 sin oy K(p,q)

8a,u
(2m)?

In fact they are, up to replacement p, — p,, ¢ — Gy, almost the same and they
have the same divergent parts: we therefore analyze only the first. The computational
details are very similar to those which we developed and explained in Appendix 4 for
the ¢¢-sector. As before, we want to examine the behavior of the integrals for small

u. Introducing the short and long variables, 1:[8,,) (r,s) becomes

A A\
/dpdq&( r—s—i—p—l—q)sinp 7nsi g spﬂq,, (p,q).

112 (r,s) =
2 2 p2g?

g

242 2 — — 2u — p),
(B_a,ug /dpsinp/\(u+v) sin(u P) A (u = v) pu(2u = p) K(p,2u —p).
th 72 2 2 p?(2u — p)?

Using the Schwinger parametrization and expressing the Mehler kernel in the param-
eter form, we obtain

~ 2 v v
H,(}V)(u,v) = —8:M4 /dp(cos(p/\u—i—u/\v) —cos(pAv—uAv)) puup#
(2“ p)2 r § L (£u2+l(P7u)2)
x / /? BETASH . (4.10)
0 1

As we wish to single out terms proportional to 94" /(v?)? we can neglect the first
cosine. After the Gaussian integration we obtain

f541,)4:—%%/dudvflu(—u—U)AV(—u+v)eiuAv/ 52;1 2
1

o0
Cnw? @ W2 e g
X dne 1+n€ 242 o 1+4n€ 242 I4+n¢ 242
0

(1 4 2n&)2utu” + 2iefoHu”
(1+ 206)20% — 2207 1 ek (1 + 2n€)(u - 0)
N &

(14 2n&)2u? — 2202 +ie€(1 + 2n€)(u - v) x

o 2(1 + 2n€)2uru” — 22820107 + ie€ (1 + 2n€) (uld¥ + u’ M)
% ( + (14 2n&)2u? — £2e20? +ie€(1 + 2né)(u - v)

N 2(1 + 2né)2uru” — 228205107 + i€ (1 + 2né) (uhv” + u”f)“))
2£(1 + n&)p? '
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The singular part of this long expression is in fact quite simple,

~(Ldiv) _ A (_U)AV(U) d¢ §—1 ¢ "L ,uvu 625 17;151/
FAA 82/dudv 2 ?£+1 2u dn 5pu+2 02 _1+77£ MQ )
1 0

so in the A-leading order we obtain

(1,div) _ Al (—v)Au(v) [ d§ &5 “2 ar® ,U g 1
I 82/dudvT ?e dn = ———+ 2 BAlogA [ A¥OA,.
1 0
(4.11)
Adding F dw) to (A1) we find
(div) G7T3,U292 m -1
Ly’ =———=5—BAlogA [ dx A¥(z) O Apu(z), (4.12)
€
which after setting 5 = 1 becomes
3,2 2
div an-pu~g —
i) - _TAlogA/AHD 1A, (4.13)

5 Conclusion and outlook

We calculated in this paper the one-loop corrections to the propagators in a dimen-
sionally reduced Yang-Mills gauge theory defined on the truncated Heisenberg space.
The classical action is given by (ZI9H2:20]) and the theory is perturbatively quantized
around its vacuum solution ¢ = 0, A, = 0. In the previous paper [23] we found the
one-loop divergences of the effective action of the first order. They comprise tadpoles

[o. [eaa. (5.1)
/ 6, / A AP, / ¢z, Ay, (5.2)

Here we calculated the one-loop divergent corrections of the second order to the ¢¢
and AA propagators and found the following additional terms:

/¢D2¢, /¢Dl¢, /AMDUU‘. (5.3)

We have not calculated the ¢ A one-loop divergences, but from symmetry we expect
that there are nonvanishing nonlocal corrections in this sector too.

and mass terms

The result is not what we expected or hoped for. Namely, in related models
with scalar and spinor matter it was possible to attribute renormalizability to the
background geometry, that is, to an adequate inclusion of geometric quantities in
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the Lagrangian, [2I]. It is known on the other hand that on commutative curved
spaces scalar and spinor theories are renormalizable only if matter is nonminimally
coupled to the background curvature and torsion, [29], and this pattern is exactly
followed in the Grosse-Wulkenhaar and Vignes Tourneret models. We expected a
similar behavior of our noncommutative U(1) model; however, the outcome of our
calculation proves differently.

Gauge theories on noncommutative spaces have an additional freedom which
comes with the existence of covariant coordinates. This means that one can in-
clude the gauge potentials via X in the action directly, for example as (X, X*)" or
exp(a,X#), to obtain new classes of theories. Even if one restricts oneself to theories
written geometrically, that is, by considering only terms which are proportional to
the volume form, there are new gauge-invariant quantities. In our three-dimensional
case they are,

TrX(xX), TrX3, TrXF, TrX?(xF). (5.4)

However, not all of these expressions are independent because of relation (2.8]), which
on the truncated Heisenberg space reads

X2 =F x—ﬁeﬂe? 5.5
= F + p(*X) 46[7]- (5.5)

Calculating the first two terms of (5.4]) we obtain

TrX(+X) = Tr (x% + X34 (1 62)x§) (5.6)
= Tr <(1 _EQ)MQ ¢+ 2”629 e x, Ay — (1 —€)g?p® — ng;uW)
TrX? = Tr ((3 — 2)[Xq, Xo] X3 + 2ieX5 (X2 + x;)) (5.7)
T <(3 L 2u'g 2,07 + 2’y vy
€ € €

— (83— )gpFia — 2P g% (z, Ay + Ayzy)d — g A, A
- 2693,4“14%) ,

where we neglected the boundary and cosmological terms. The second pair gives

1 — €2),2

TrXF = Tr X3 — pTr X(+X) — Tr % o, (5.8)
1— )3

Tr X2(«F) = Tr F(+F) + pu T XF — Tr % é. (5.9)

We see therefore that, were only divergences (5.IH5.2]) present, the theory would have
been renormalizable as we could expand the initial action by adding purely geometric
terms. It is also interesting to note that addition of the new terms can translate
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the classical vacuum ¢ = 0, A, = 0 arbitrarily, which is a point that needs further
understanding. But obviously, it is not possible to cancel nonlocal divergences (5.3]) in
this way, using only polynomial expressions of covariant coordinates. We come again,
in this model, across an occurrence of the UV/IR mixing. We therefore conclude that
geometric gauge theories cannot render a renormalizable theory.

Perhaps a correct way to find a renormalizable gauge model is to consider non-
polynomial interactions, or to add nonlocal terms imposing, as a version of LS duality,
symmetry under exchange [ <> 7!, The latter was implemented for the scalar field
theory in [13], but it was not successful for the gauge fields [39, [40]. The other di-
rection of research would be to analyze a matrix model which corresponds to our
theory. This numerical study could give important information about properties of
the gauge fields, and would enlarge our understanding of the matrix regularizations.

Finally, a possible explanation of nonrenormalizability of gauge theories is that on
noncommutative spaces they are intimately related to gravity. Not only is this seen in
the fact that we can combine momenta p,, € A with the gauge potentials into a unique
covariant object. The gauge and coordinate transformations in noncommutative case
cannot be clearly separated: indeed, infinitesimal local translations

6¢ = a®[pa, 9] (5.10)
have the same form as infinitesimal U(1) transformations
6 = €*[Aq, 9], (5.11)

that is, (5.10) is a special case of (B.I11)). If gauge theories are a part of gravity or
vice versa, then the correct way to understand their renormalizability would be to
understand the noncommutative gravity first.

Acknowledgement This work was supported by the Serbian Ministry of Edu-
cation, Science and Technological Development Grant ON171031.
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Appendix 1

The rest of the contributions—and the respective diagrams—needed for finding the

second order propagator correction Py, via (3.I7) are given below.

8 4 2
Ppp12 =— % /dp dgdk dp'dq'dk'6(p + q + k)é(p'+ ¢'+ k')

pPAq . pPNq ' Aq 1 o
X sin cos Ku(r k k
2 2 2 (p+q)? a(rsslp, 4, k, 1, ¢, )

4 o v / dpdqdp'dq's(p+q+p'+¢')
(2m)8a
xp/\qsinp/\qcosp//\q/ 1
2 2 2 (p+q)?

K3(T7 s’pa q, pla q/)

86242

Py 13 :Tﬂ)g /dp dqdkdp'dq'dk'd(p+q+ k)o(p'+ ¢+ k')

PAQ p’/\q’(p—i—q)“ 0 Y
X COS cos —Ky(r,s|p,q, k., 0, q, k
5 2 (ot g o sl 6 kP K)
8’ u*g? pAq
" 2m)a /dp dqdp'dq's(p + q +p'+ ¢') cos

/ /
A (p+g)* 0 '
> K T?S; ) ) )
2 (1) opn 3P )

4ptg
P15 = (2n ) / dpdqdp'dd'é(p+q+p'+ )

pAqg . pAqg  PAG 1
X Sin COS
2 2 2 p2¢?

Ks(r,s|p,q,p,q'),

Pyyon = 16°g" dp dq dk dp'dq dk's K)S(p + ¢ + K
6022 =~ grne | dpdadkdydy (p+q+k)(@+dqd+k)

pAg . PAd (pAg (W'AG)
Sl 2(0/ /
2 4p+qP'+d)

2

4g
- / dpdgdp'dq'é(p+q+p'+¢)

X sin ) K4(T’S|p’q’ k’p/, q/? k/)

(2m)8a
. pANq . P'NG p-p '
X sin sin Ks(r,s|p,q,p0,q"),
5 CRECEE 3(7, 8P, g, 1, q")
Py L0 e dydd dk S K)o + ¢ + K
5028 =" [ dpdadk dp'dg (p+q+k)¥S(P+q+Fk)
pAqg . P'ANd O'ANE)p+* O b
X COS sin —Ky(r,s|p,q, k,p,q,k
2 2 2(p+q)2(p'+q)* opr i(rslpa.kopd k)
86/1'292

/ / / /
(%)Ga/dpdqdpdq d(p+q+p'+q)
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/

Pyp33 =

/

$$,35 —

/

/

Foors =ryec

Popas =

Pops5 =

pAq . pP’Aqd p* 0 'y
X COS sin —K3(r, s|p,q,p,q),
5 > 19 o 3(r,slp,q, 0 q')

8#692 /70 / /
dpdqdp'dq'd(p +q+p'+q) (5.17)

. pAq . P'ANg (pAq) (P'N)
X Sin S11n
2 2 A(p+q)*p?q"?

Ks(r,s|p,q,p,q),

16€2M692
-~ / dp dq dk dp'dq'dk'5(p +q + k)6(p'+ ¢+ k') (5.18)

pAg  PAG (p+9).+d), 97
X €OS cos 57 TN 7
2 2 (p+9%W+4q)? Op.op,

1662/1,492
_ =PI [ apdgdp'dds '+
2n ) /p qdp'dq's(p+q+1p'+q)
UL B Y 0”
COS COS
2 2 (p+q)? oprop,

K4(T7 S’pa q, ka pla q/7 k,)

K3(Ta 5|pa q, p/a q/)’

8/1'692 I, / /
—— [ dpdqdp'dd'é(p+q+p+4q) (5.19)

(27)°

X sin

A 'Ng (p A + 0
p q COS p q (p 2 q2) (p Q)QH —/K3(T’ S|pa Qap/a q/)
2 2 2p%¢*(p+q)* 9y,

8a 8,2
- % /dp dgdp'dq's(p+q+p'+ ) (5.20)

pPAg . P'Ad (PAg W'AG) »
5 SIn— WP+ ) Ks(r,slp. ¢, 0’ q)

207 g* _opAq 1
+ 2n)T /dpdq SIHQTPQ—(JQK2(T,S|]O+%—P—Q)

X sin

8audg? . PAgq
7(27/:)6962 /dp dqdp'dg'6(p +q +p'+ ¢') sin—= (5.21)

A (pAq)(P'AG)

2 4p2q2p/2(p/_|_ q/)2
4CW892 /g0 / /
e dpdqdp'dqd'd(p+q+p'+¢)
pAq . PN (pANq) D'NG)

X sin sin
9 2 4p2q2p2q"?
)

4pg . 2 PAQ
dodo sin? 22

1 pq 1 (p-q)? )
x | — + — + Ks(r,slp+q,—p—q
( P’¢®  p’Pp+q? (+9* PP+ 9? (r.sl )

K3(T’ S|p, q,p/’ q/)

X sin

K3(T7 s’pa q, p/7 q/)
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Ap2g? _2DAQ 1 (p-q)?
P, ,66=——/dpdqsm - Ks(r,slp+q,—p—q).
6006 =~ (o)1 > \ora P ot ) e )
(5.22)

They correspond to the additional diagrams:

— ==
— O O
— = A=~

The dashed line is the ghost propagator cc. The one-loop propagator corrections
Pys.7, Ppps, Ppgo and Pyg 10 which were calculated in [23] are

222

1og / pAg . P’Adpp '
Pyyr = 2n)8 /dpdqdpdq5(p+q+p+q)sm 5 S pgp,QK?,(ﬁSIp,q,p,Q)

2
g . aPAg 1l
+ (27T)4a/dpdq Sln2 2 ]?KQ(T7S’q7 _q)

2622 g? , pAg  PAd P y
Py s ZW/dpdqdp dq'o(p +q+p'+q') cos 5 Oy K3(r,slp, 4,0’ q")
I /dd 2PN o g —g) (5.23)
COS —_— T,S — .
(27{_) a P aq 2 p2 2\T, S|4, —q
Popo = ) /dpdqdp’dq5 p+q+p+4q) (5.24)
xsmp qop/\qp a 3(7’5|Pqplq,)
2 2 2p2q2 b b b b
2&,[1,892
Pyg 10 =— 2P /dpdq dp'dg's(p+q+p'+q) (5.25)
. pANqg . P'ANG (pAg) WA y
X sin 2 sin — 1222 Ks(r, slp, ¢, q')

2u*g / 2PN Q ( 1 p-q >
+ —— [ dpdq sin — Ko(r,slp+q,—p —q).
(2mt ) P 2 \2p%¢*> p’¢*(p+q)? (rslp+ .~ =)

The ghost contributions are zero.
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Appendix 2

Some of the Gaussian integrals in two dimensions:

/dp e—ap2+b~p — E 6172/4(1

a

—ap*+bp _ T babs\ 12/4
/dppapge @ p—@(%ﬁ*‘a el /4

b2 b22
/dp( )2 —ap®+bp _ ;T <2+ +( ) >eb2/4a

16a2

2
DaPB  _ap?ibp 2T b“0ap — 2babg  babg b2 /da
dp LB —ap®+bp _ 27
/ p 2 e 02 < 02 + 2 ) €

Switching from wu-integration to u?-integration:

[aus)®52 = Zous [ ) s

UUGU~AUS T
/duf(UQ) (uﬁf); = g(éaﬁ&y& + 5&75&5 + 60465ﬁ'y) /d(u2) f(u2)

Some formulas used to evaluate the amputated propagators:

ﬁ /d“ Ka(p,q.k,u) K~ (~u,r) =

=0(p+1)K(q, k) +d(qg+7)K(p,q) +6(k +7r)K(p,q)

ﬁ / dudv K™ (r, —u) K3(u, vlp, ¢, 0, ¢ ) K~ (~u, 1) =
= 3(p+71)d(q + $)K (0, q') + 3(p+1)5(p+ 8) K (

+0(qg+7)0(p+ s) KD, q') + (g +7)0(¢'+ s)K(p,p') + 6(q + 7)o (p'+ 5)K (p, q)
+ (r <> s).

0,q4") +0(p+7)0(d + 5)K(q,p")

Appendix 3

Divergent contributions to the ¢¢-part of the effective action after expansion
around v = 0 are

o0 o0
312002 u? _ &2 W2
ri) - -2 / dudv ? / f e Ea / dne” TEs (5.26)
1

0
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) (=)o) [ e [y g
—ag /dudvT/ /1+77£@ 5#
1 0
- §— 52 2 dn
+ /dudv 1/d££+1e 0/(14'2775) T g
Ly 1ree el Sea
L+né (142052 — €262 1+n¢
o _ i’ G-)d) [dEE—1 et [ st
Los = 2 du dv )2 ££+1 O/d ne 5 (5.27)

227d (14 20¢)% + €22
S O e - ey

2 99 [du  P(—v)p(v) s€—1 ¢ r
—2eu’g /u dv 22 / dg € £+1 / 1+277£ — e262)2
0

) S—v)() [ E=1 —ex? [ (14298
A i
1 0
g -1 e [ dn (14200 + ¢

2 2 P(—v)¢(v) 361 —£ﬁ €+
+€°g /dudv 2 /d€§ £11 1_|_77§ (1 + 2n€)2 — e2¢2)2

P(=v)¢(v)
—au g du dv (1)2)2 /?f 1 e F (772 62)2
1
9 P(=v)p(v) r £-1 v dn _nlfrsne? 2%
+aeg/dudv 2 /df§+1e / (772—62)(14—775)6 3
1
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Appendix 4
4.1 Relation between the ¢-integral and the u?-divergence

As seen in the formulas throughout the paper, the integrals over £ contain an
exponent A = u?/2u? which regularizes them at the upper bound

[e.9]

/dgf(g) e e, (5.29)

1

This exponent is lost if we expand in small u? by putting u? = 0: in that case the
IR divergence in w is transferred to divergence in £. For better control, we will keep
the exponent.

The encountered integrals can be written as

/ de f(€) e = / de g(€) h(1/€) e, (5.30)
1 1

where ¢(£) is a simpler function of £ and h(£) has the form
h(¢) = H+ 0O(1/¢), H = const. (5.31)

Let us analyze two integrals

o0 [e. 9]

_ _ dl
L(\) :/d§g(§)e A (Y :/dfs@e A d—j =-n. (532
1 1
The last equation implies that if Iy = O(A") when A — 0, then I; = O(A"~!) and
I
250, Ao (5.33)
L

In other words if both I1 and I are divergent, then the I;-divergence is of the higher
order. Since we are interested in the leading divergence in A\, we can discard the
O(1/€) contribution in (5.31) and simplify the initial integral:

[e.e]

/ de f(€) e — 1 / de g(€) e, (5.34)
1

1
The actual simplified integrals appearing in the effective action are the following
(n > 0, 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant):

o0

VL
e =i - =+ oW,
1
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Td
4 -xe _ —log A — v+ O0(N),

3
1
Tode 1
/gm_le =2 o),
1
7615% -3 = Lioe2 3 1010 A+7—2+”—2+0(A)
¢ ¢ T ATIIeAT T '

1

4.2 Detailed analysis

Expansion around u = 0 gives, besides (4.0), further terms listed in Appendix
3 which are potentially divergent at the lower boundary of integration in u. The

which give nonlocal contributions to the one-loop effective action,

[ooe. [eoe (5.36)

All expressions contain integrations over two parameters: we wish to sum divergent
contributions and see weather the result is zero, finite or divergent. We first observe
the exponentials in v in P<(i>2¢2 and Ff;;. In order to extract the 0~ '- and O~ 2-parts of
the one-loop effective action, we expand this exponential in power series and consider
only the first two terms: the remaining ones give local contributions.

To explain the regularization procedure, we start with the integral

- H-0)o() [deg—1 g2 [ 2 2

We introduce regularizations in the u- and in the n-integrals. We choose the regula-
tors to be defined by the same large parameter A:

BA
/duf(u2) — / d(u?) f(u?), /dn — / dn.
u2/A B2/A
We find
” Hew)ol) [ oo Tde-1 g2 f e o
I w [ dv e ﬂQ/Ad(u)l/?£+1e 2u 524 77( _rﬁfﬁ>
(5.38)



We can set the lower boundary of the integral over 7 to zero since it contains no
divergence. Integration over n and Fourier transformation give

1) _ g (ﬁA oo [ a /gé_

B2 /A 1

2 o0
—%/qﬂ%/ /f log(SAE + 1) e 5)

p2/A 1

In accordance with the previous discussion leading to (5.34]), we keep only the leading
contribution at £ — oo, and obtain

(wm/ 7;
n2/A 1

The remaining integration gives the following leading contributions in A

(iv) —47r3,ﬂ< BlogA/¢D b+ log A/¢D ¢> (5.39)

The second term vanishes for A — oo.

Inspecting the other terms given in Appendix 3 we see that some of the integrals
have singular points which are inside the integration domain. In such cases the reg-
ulators are introduced in the following manner. Let ¢ = &,7 denote the integration
parameter and ¢ = (y the pole of the integration function. We regularize as before
using the same regulator A, replacing

Co—%
/d( — / d¢ + / d¢
Co+%
where « is a positive constant. Concretely, we make the following substitutions
— for ¢ =1 and the pole arrising from 7% — €2 = 0, we denote a = 7,
— for ¢ =7 and the pole arrising from (1 + 2n¢)? — €262 =0, a = 79,
— for ¢ = £ and the pole arrising from log (1 — €£)/(1 + €€)| = 00, a = .

We regularize all integrals given in Appendix 3. Calculating them and adding
different contributions, we obtain that the leading order propagator divergences of
the one-loop effective action are

1- 1
— 43y <$5 y o e 1t “) logA/¢D2¢ (5.40)
€ B2 v Ay
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and 23,2
- ﬂmog?A/ o016, (5.41)
272
An additional divergent [0~ !'-term comes from the gauge vertices with no Mehler
kernel. It is quadratic in A and equal to
23,2

%AQ /¢ 0. (5.42)

Our results contain yet undefined parameters 5, B2, 7y, 72.They were introduced
to examine the possibility to cancel divergences by an appropriate choice of the
regulators. This method of course is a kind of fine tuning, since one really does not
wish to introduce a large number of different regulators. We however find that in
any case it is impossible to remove the (0~ divergence: since 3 # oo, divergence
in (5.42) always remains. On the other hand, divergent (172 term (5.40) can be
removed for some values of a by an appropriate choice of 5, B2, v, 72; however, in
the nonpropagating case a = 0, the term remains. In the light of this we shall set
the parameters to the simplest value

B=PB2=7=72=1,

with which the leading one-loop ¢¢-propagator divergences become
8 2),.3.4.2 )
<€—2—14+6>7T,uglogA o™ %9,

and

6271'3/,L292A2 / (bDfl(b.

References

[1] M. R. Douglas and N. A. Nekrasov, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73 (2001) 977
d0i:10.1103/RevModPhys.73.977 |[hep-th/0106048].

2] C. S. Chu, J. Madore and H. Steinacker, JHEP 0108 (2001) 038
doi:10.1088/1126-6708,/2001,/08 /038 [hep-th/0106205).

[3] H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, JHEP 0312, 019 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0307017].

[4] H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, Commun. Math. Phys. 256, 305 (2005)
larXiv:hep-th/0401128],

[5] E. Langmann and R. J. Szabo, Phys. Lett. B 533 (2002) 168 [hep-th/0202039)].

[6] R. Gurau, J. Magnen, V. Rivasseau and F. Vignes-Tourneret, Commun. Math.
Phys. 267 (2006) 515 [hep-th/0512271].

[7] V. Rivasseau, F. Vignes-Tourneret, R. Wulkenhaar Commun. Math. Phys. 262
(2006) 565-594

27


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0106048
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0106205
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0307017
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0401128
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0202039
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0512271

8]
[9]

[10]

=)

H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, Eur. Phys. J. C 35 (2004) 277 |hep-th/0402093].

M. Disertori, R. Gurau, J. Magnen and V. Rivasseau, Phys. Lett. B 649 (2007)
95 [hep-th/0612251).

H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, J. Geom. Phys. 62 (2012) 1583 [arXiv:0709.0095
[hep-th]].

F. Vignes-Tourneret, Annales Henri Poincare 8 (2007) 427 [math-ph/0606069].
D. J. Gross and A. Neveu, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) 3235.

R. Gurau, J. Mangen, V. Rivasseau and A.Tanasa Commun. Math. Phys. 287,
(2009) 275-290, [arXiv:0802.0791].

D. N. Blaschke, E. Kronberger, R. I. P. Sedmik and M. Wohlgenannt, SIGMA
6 (2010) 06 [arXiv:1004.2127 [hep-th]].

D. N. Blaschke, H. Grosse and M. Schweda, Europhys. Lett. 79 (2007) 61002
[arXiv:0705.4205/ [hep-thl]].

A. de Goursac, J. C. Wallet and R. Wulkenhaar, Eur. Phys. J. C 51 (2007) 977
[hep-th /0703075 [HEP-TH]].

H. Grosse and M. Wohlgenannt, Eur. Phys. J. C 52, 435 (2007)
[arXiv:hep-th/0703169].

J. Madore, S. Schraml, P. Schupp and J. Wess, Eur. Phys. J. C 16 (2000) 161
[hep-th /0001203].

P. Martinetti, P. Vitale and J. C. Wallet, JHEP 1309 (2013) 051
larXiv:1303.7185! [hep-th]].

M. Buric and M. Wohlgenannt, JHEP 1003 (2010) 053 [arXiv:0902.3408 [hep-
th]].

M. Buric, J. Madore and L. Nenadovic, arXiv:1502.00761 [hep-th].

M. Buric, H. Grosse and J. Madore, JHEP 1007 (2010) 010 [arXiv:1003.2284
[hep-th]].

M. Buric, M. Dimitrijevic, V. Radovanovic and M. Wohlgenannt, Phys. Rev. D
86 (2012) 105024 [arXiv:1203.3016! [hep-th]].

L. Nenadovic, PhD Thesis, University of Belgrade, 2016.
L. Nenadovic and D. Prekrat, in preparation
M. Buric and J. Madore, PoS QGQGS 2011 (2011) 010.

J. Madore, “An Introduction To Noncommutative Differential Geometry And
Its Physical Applications,” Lond. Math. Soc. Lect. Note Ser. 257 (2000) 1.

E. Kronberger, ”Models with Oscillator Terms in Noncommutative Quantum
Field Theory”, Ph.D. Thesis, Technical University of Vienna, 2010.

I. L. Shapiro, Phys. Rept. 357 (2002) 113 doi:10.1016/S0370-1573(01)00030-8
[hep-th /0103093].

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0402093
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0612251
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0095
http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0606069
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0791
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.2127
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.4205
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0703075
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0703169
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0001203
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.7185
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3408
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.00761
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.2284
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3016
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0103093

[30]

M. Dubois-Violette, J. Madore and R. Kerner, Phys. Lett. B 217 (1989) 485.

M. Dubois-Violette, J. Madore and R. Kerner, Class. Quant. Grav. 6 (1989)
1709.

M. Dubois-Violette, R. Kerner and J. Madore, J. Math. Phys. 31 (1990) 323,

A. de Goursac, J. C. Wallet and R. Wulkenhaar, Eur. Phys. J. C 56 (2008) 293
[arXiv:0803.3035/ [hep-thl]].

D. N. Blaschke, H. Grosse, E. Kronberger, M. Schweda and M. Wohlgenannt,
Eur. Phys. J. C 67 (2010) 575 [arXiv:0912.3642! [hep-th]].

D. N. Blaschke, H. Grosse and J. C. Wallet, JHEP 1306 (2013) 038
larXiv:1302.2903].

A. de Goursac, SIGMA 6 (2010) 048 [arXiv:1003.5788| [math-ph]].

M. Nakahara, “Geometry, topology, and physics,” Institute of Physics, Bristol,
2003.

M. Hayakawa, hep-th/9912167, M. Hayakawa, Phys. Lett. B 478 (2000) 394
d0i:10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00242-2 [hep-th/9912094].

F. R. Ruiz, Phys. Lett. B 502 (2001) 274 doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00145-9
[hep-th/0012171].

M. Attems, D. N. Blaschke, M. Ortner, M. Schweda, S. Stricker and M. Weiret-
mayr, JHEP 0507, 071 (2005) [hep-th/0506117].

D. N. Blaschke, F. Gieres, E. Kronberger, M. Schweda and M. Wohlgenannt, J.
Phys. A 41, 252002 (2008) [arXiv:0804.1914' [hep-th]].

D. N. Blaschke, A. Rofner, M. Schweda and R. I. P. Sedmik, Eur. Phys. J. C 62
(2009) 433 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1031-1 [arXiv:0901.1681! [hep-th]].

29


http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.3035
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.3642
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.2903
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.5788
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9912167
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9912094
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0012171
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0506117
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.1914
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.1681

	1 Introduction
	2 Fields on the truncated Heisenberg space
	3 Propagators: the one-loop structure
	4 Divergences
	4.1 The -sector
	4.2 The AA-sector

	5 Conclusion and outlook

