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A bstract

W e study general properties of certain Lorentz invariant noncom m utative quantum
eld theordes proposed in the literature. W e show that causality in those theories
does not hold, In contrast to the canonical noncom m utative eld theory w ith the
light-wedge causality condition. T his is the consequence of the in nite nonlocality
ofthe theory getting spread in all spacetin e directions. W e also show that the tin e-
ordered perturbation theory arising from the Ham iltonian fom ulation of noncom —
m utative quantum eld theories rem ains nequivalent to the covariant perturbation
theory w ith usualFeynm an rules even after restoration of Lorentz sym m etry.
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1 Introduction

There are strong argum ents that close to the P lanck scale the spacetin e m anifold
should be replaced by noncomm utative (NC) structure, which arses through quantum
and gravitationale ects [1,12]. Fild theory on such spacetin es has been an active eld
of study during recent years. The basic odbct In NC eld theory is the nonvanishing
com m utator of the spacetin e coordinates
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T he right hand side of this equation can be interpreted in di erent ways. By considering
the e ective eld theory arising from open string dynam ics on a brane in the presence ofa
constant antisym m etric background eld, one cbtainsa NC spacetin e ofthis type 3]. In
this case the rh s. is a constant param eter that is related to the background eld. Such
a constant param eter provides directionality into the spacetin e and whilk it m aintains
translational nvariance, the Lorentz sym m etry is broken into the stability group of

4, 15]. This type of NC we will refer to as the canonical noncommutativiy. Due to
the connection w ith string theory, this type of noncom m utativity has been studied very
extensively. H owever the violation of Lorentz invariance is a serious drawback leading to
e ects such as vacuum birefringence [6], that are di cult to reconcile w ith experin ental

resuls.

A nother option is to consider the rh s. as a tensorial operator which com m utes w ith
the coordinates. By considering m easurem ents com bining principles of classical general
relativity and quantum m echanics, D oplicher, Fredenhagen and Roberts D FR) were led
to a spacetin e of this type [1,12]. DFR showed that a state which m inin izes the uncer-
tainty in tim e and space in a chosen Lorentz fram e corresponds to integrating the tensor

over goatial rotations. Such a prescription leads to rotationalbut not Lorentz nvari-
ant theory. From the operator valued NC param eter one obtains the canonical case by
choosing an eigenstate of the operator, so that the rhs. of Eq. [1.1) is replaced by the
eigenvalue.

In order to obtain com plete Lorentz invariance, C arlson, Carone and Zobin [/] con—
structed NC eld theory with Integration over allvalues of . To m ake such an Integral
convergent they introduced a Lorentz invariant weight function W ( ). The exact form
of the weight function is unknown and in this kind of theory noncom m utative physics is

param etrized by Lorentz invariant quantities such as
Z
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T hese theordes allow for the scale of noncom m utativity to be low enough to be detectable

In future experin ents, w thout leading to disastrous Lorentz violating e ects [/,18,19,!10].

Lorentz Invariance also allow s one to consistently take the particles in representations of

the fillPoincare group w ithout need to refer to the tw isted Poincare symm etry that the

canonical NC theories possess [L1]. For another approach to Lorentz symm etry in NC
eld theordes, see [12].

T he purpose of this paper is to study basic properties of Lorentz invariant NC eld
theory, such as unitarity and causality to see whether such a theory is really valid as
a quantum eld theory. Ourm ain result concems (n icro)causality in Lorentz nvariant
NC eld theory. In the canonical case the light-cone causality condition is known to
be modied. For examplk for a spacelke noncomm utativity param eter, < 0
one can choose a frame where % = 0 and there is noncomm utativity only between x?
and x° -directions. Then events inside the light wedge x°)? (x})? > 0 are causally
connected in plying instantaneous propagation in the (x?;x°)-plane . The light-wedge
causality condition corresponds to the reduced sym m etry group, O (1;1) SO (2),ofsuch
Soacetin e [4,15].

In the Lorentz nvariant case the symm etry group is again the whole Lorentz group
allow Ing for the possbility of a light-cone causality condition. H owever, since the sym —
m etrization procedure includes integration over all possible values of the NC param eter,
nonlocality soreads in all directions and we m ay well expect that causality w illbe com -
pktely Jost In thiscase. T his lndeed tums out to be the case. In the Lorentz nvariant NC
theory the situation is even m ore severe than in the case of canonical noncom m utativiyy
where the lIight-wedge causality condition can still be m aintained. M icrocausality is of
utm ost in portance due to the physically accessible In plications of it such as digpersion
relations [13,14]. The existence of dispersion relations is the comerstone to derive an
In portant exact resul, the analogue of the Froissart-M artin bound on the high-energy
behaviour of the total cross section In NC QFT [1L5]. The acausale ects that arise from
tin e-gpace nonocom m utativity m ake the theory inconsistent aswas shown in [L6] by study-—
ing the scattering of wave packets in canonicalNC eld theory with %6 0.

O ur other result is on hequivalence of tim eordered perturbation theory (TOPT)
and Lorentz covarant perturbation theory, which is closely related to the question of
unitarity in NC eld theory. In comm utative spacetin e both perturbation theories are
equivalent, whik In the case of canonical NC spacetin e the equivalence holds only if
noncom m utativity is restricted to the space directions ie. % = 0 [17,[18]. In the
case of tin e-space noncom m utativity, unitariy is known to be violated in canonicalNC



quantum eld theory if one uses covarant perturbation theory [19]. However, In this case
the usual covariant perturbation theory w ritten In tem s of Feynm an propagators cannot
be derived from TOPT in which unitarty ism anifest [17,/18]. In Lorentz invariant NC

theory, uniarity was shown to be valid at least in the lowest order In a sinpl m odel
considered in 20], where the calculation was based on covarant perturbation theory.
This result leads to the question whether the tim eordered and covarant perturbation
theories could be equivalent after restoring the Lorentz symm etry despite the fact that
the sym m etrization procedure itself includes integration over all values oftheta, including
those w ith tin e-space noncom m utativity. In this paper we show that this question has a
negative answer.

T he paper is organized as ollows. In section two we review the Lorentz nvariant
formulation ofNC eld theory based on the DFR algebra. In section 3 we study the com —
m utator of two cbservables from which we conclude the violation of light-cone causality
In Lorentz invariant NC theory. In section 4 we caloulate a sin ple tree kevel Feynm an
diagram In TOPT and covariant perturbation theory In order to dem onstrate their in—
equivalence. Section 5 is for discussion and conclusions.

2 The DFR algebra and Lorentz invariant NC QFT

By considering uncertainty relations arising from quantum m echanics and general rel-
ativity in a position m easuram ent the authors of [ll]were led to propose a noncom m utative
algebra for the spacetim e coordinates, given by H:

B 2 1=1" ;
1
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which we referto asthe DFR algebra. T he last equation is obtained from the rsttwo by
requiring the Jacobiidentiy to hold. Thisalgebra is closed under Lorentz transform ations.
Next we de ne the operator eld in the DFR algebra in the W eyl representation

N A 1 . N
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2In 7] the authors started with the Lorentz fnvariant NC spacetin e of Snyder R2I|] and cbtained
P oincare nvariant spacetin eby taking a certain continuum lim it. T he connection betw een their spacetin e
and the DFR form ulation was elaborated in 22].



Herep and are realvariables. The di erence from the canonical NC case is that now
in generalthe elds depend also on the operator " since it is an elem ent of the spacetin e
algebra.

Because of the last equation in 2.1), the com ponents of " can be diagonalized
sin ultaneously. Then for any eigenstate of s

z
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The W eyl symbol corresponding to the eld operator is de ned by
Z

1 . .
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The W eyl symbol provides a m ap from the operator algebra to the algebra of functions
equipped w ith a starproduct, via the W ey M oyal correspondence

®R;) &R )S &) x; ): 2.5)

T he starproduct tums out to be the sam e as in the canonical case:

;) &)= & o ' &) 2.6)
D ue to is nonpolynom ial character this product induces nonlocal interaction e ects in
NC eld theories. The starproduct is associative and has the In portant property of

cyclicity upon spacetin e integration:
Z Z Z
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In the case of canonical NC spacetim e the Lagrangian is constructed from products
and derivatives of the NC operator elds. Then the action is de ned as the trace of the
Lagrangian. In tem s of the W eyl sym bols this corresponds to the spacetim e integral of
the Lagrangian, which can be w ritten using the starproduct. In tem s of the above NC
Soacetin e algebra, this trace corresponds to trace over a subspace w here the operator " has
a xed eigenvaluie. To obtain a Lorentz invariant form ulation, the authorsof [/] generalized
the trace by replacing the spacetin e integralw ith a Lorentz Invariant integration over all

values of both coordinates x and
Z
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whereW ( ) issom e Lorentz invariant weight fiinction and & = d “d %d %d '2d 134 23
is a Lorentz invariant m easure. Note that the theory can now be thought of as a 4+ 6
din ensional theory as the param eters behave as six additional coordinates. H owever,
it is to be assum ed that there are no derivatives w ith respect to these extra coordinates
and thus no propagation in the -direction. Thus there is no need for a com pacti cation
ofthe extra dim ensions. This also allow s us to consider the elds as functionsofx only 1.

A s the NC param eter is now Integrated over, noncom m utativiy enters through the
choice of the weight function W . The comm utative 1im it is equivalent to choosing W
as the delta function concentrated at the origin of the -space, whik the canonical case
corresoonds to a delta function in a nonzero polnt. In the case of Lorentz nvariant
form ulation one can In pose som e reasonable restrictions on the form of W . The weight

function should be an even function of . W e also in pose the nom alization
Z

& w()=1; 2.9)
and W is assum ed to vanish rapidly enough at In nity In order to m ake all the needed
Integrals nie.

In perturbative calculations in Lorentz invariant NC  eld theory, one typically has to

dealw ith phase factors of the fom :
Z
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which appear In each vertex. Aswas argued in 23,120] by choosing the weight fiinction
In a Gaussian fom , the Lorentz invariant Integration brings such phase factors into the

form of an exponential dam ping factor:
V kjp) = e * K K P, @11)

H ere the param eter a is related to the scale of noncom m utativity, that is determ ined by
the exact form of the weight fiinction

a'=h%i= & w () : ©12)

The expression [2.11]) willbe usefil in our Jater calculations.

3T his assum ption m ay not be legitin ate in the case of NC gauge theory, where the gauge transfor-
m ations necessarily nduce a -dependence in the elds. In this paper we restrict the discussion to non
gauge theories



Finally we ram ark that the case of rotational Invariant noncom m utativiy considered
in [, 2] corresponds to choosing the weight fuinction to be concentrated on the rotational

orbit of som e chosen reference value
Z Z
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Any nonzero choice for , cbviously breaks Lorentz invariance, but the Integration re-

stores rotational nvariance.

3 Causality in Lorentz invariant NC QFT

To study causality we calculate a m atrix elem ent of an equal tin e com m utator of
an observable In NC theory. In NC spacetine a local observable that is In general a
product of elds should be constructed using the noncom m utative product. T hus even in
the case of free  elds noncom m utativity enters through the de nition of local observables
even though the action is equivalent to the action in com m utative spacetin e due to the
property [2.7). In order to prove acausality it is then enough to dem onstrate it for
noncom m utative ocbservables n the free case.

In R4] the authors considered causality In the canonical NC spacetin e by calculating
the m atrix elem ent:

M =10jk ® &5 @) §) g, P 31)

Here nom al ordering is In posed for sim plicity. In a Lorentz invariant theory causality
requires this equattin e com m utator to vanish for all nonzero values of x y. In the
case of canonical NC theory the vanishing of [3.l) should occur only outside of the light
wedge, ie. orthe nonzero values of (x, v,)?+ (%35 vy3)° In the casewhere only 23 is
nonzero. The free eld can be expanded in tem s of creation and annihilation operators

as In usual com m utative theory:

Sk 1 . .
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Inserting the expansion into [3.1l) we obtain
= 2i p 1 (e ipox ipy + e ipx jPOY)

@)% (1,150)

&k 1 1 0

'—smLk(x y)] cos Ek"p oS EkAp : 32)

-k



pP— .
Here !, = kZ+ mZ2.Obviusly the rhs. isnonzero only when %6 0.

In the Lorentz nvariant case the corresponding quantity is
Z Z
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andd ; = d° ;W ().
Tt is then easy to see that this produces the result of the canonical case w ith appropriate
-integrations added:

where ; isthe starproduct corresponding the Integration variable

i
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L1 = l6q (e 1POX -IPY+ e 1px JPOY)
@) (1,10
‘prp
Z Z Z
Ik 1 1 0
'— SJDD((X Y)] dICOS Ek/\lp d2COS Ek/\zp . (3.4)
‘k

W e can see the acausality clearly by assum ing a G aussian form for the weight function.
Then we can use [2.11) to write the —-ntegrals as:
Z
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The fourth term In the exponent prevents this from being an even function ofk . Applying
[3.9) in [3.4) one sees that that the function multplying the shk (x  y)] in the integrand
iseven in k only ifkopok p + kogk  Bvanishes. Thus the m atrix ekm ent vanishes for
nonzero x y only ifppp + pop’= 0. This is satis ed if the two-particle state has zero
totalm om entum and both particles are on-shell, but not in generaland this is enough to
show that the com m utator is a nonzero operator. D ue to the Lorentz lnvariant Integration
nonlocality is In nite in all directions and one cannot recover the light-wedge causality
condition that one has In the canonical case.

F inally, wem ake a com m ent on the rotational invariant noncom m utativity advocated
i [1,[2]. Ih this case the Lorentz nvariant -integrations in [3.4) should be replaced w ith
integrations over the rotationalorbits * of som e reference value ;. Then, in a Lorentz
fram e w here the tin e-space part of ; is nonvanishing causality is lost.



4 C ovariant versus tin e-ordered perturbation theory

N ext we w illaddress the issue ofperturbation theory in the Lorentz invariant approach.
A sihasbeen shown in R0O] uniariy seem s to hold In quantum eld theories in Lorentz
Invariant NC spacetin e despite the fact that due to the Lorentz Invariant integration also
tin e-space noncom m utativity is present. This result was cbtained in the lowest order
of perturbation using covarant Feynm an rules. On the other hand in the tin e-ordered
perturbation theory unitarity ism anifest and thus it is nteresting to see whether In the
Lorentz mvariant N C theory the tin e-ordered and covariant form ulations actually coincide
as In ordinary comm utative eld theory.

To com pare the two approaches we sin ply w rite down the am plitudes for twoby-two
particle scattering in  ® theory, w ith the action,
Z
1 1
s= d& dx @ Y —m®? — : 41
* 2@ 3 31 @)
T he rules for caloulating scattering diagram sin NC TOP T were derived and listed In [L8].
The only di erence in the Lorentz nvariant case is that there isa -integration ncluded
In each vertex. U sing these rules we obtan for the tree level am plitude (Up to a constant
factor) :

Z
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Here k; are the extemalm om enta and we have used the notation
k! = ( kigiki);
i - ;07 i)r
()
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@)= ab+ a”c+ b”c:

The wedge products in the argum ent of cos, are de ned with respect to i; i= 1;2
respectively and oy ;. in plies sym m etrization over the particles in the vertex. The cor-
responding expression for the am plitude w ith the covarant Feynm an rules is up to a



constant factor,

1
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T he usualcom m utative analogues of (4 2) and (4 4) do not have the cosine factors and
Integrationsover ;. In that casethetwotem sin the TOPT expression combine trivially
to the form of the covariant expression. In order to com pare the NC expressionswe rst
note that

os @;b;c) = cos@” b+ a*c+ b= cos(l@a+ b)” @+ 2ab+ o)) : 4.5)

Then we can once again use the G aussian expression [2.17]) to cbtain an exponential form
for the NC vertex factor

R
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and sin ilar expressions for the other vertex factorsn (4 2). T he exponents contain zeroth
com ponents of the ntemal m om entum p]ilikz , which are of the form ! ,y, and which
do not cancel after combining all the vertex factors n (4 2). Corresoonding tem s do
not arise in the -integrals of the coshne factors in [@.4) and thus (4 2) can not reduce to
the covariant form [4.4). This is su cient for dem onstrating that the tin eordered and

covariant form ulations ofperturoation theory are nequivalent n the Lorentz invariant NC

theory. Note also that if the tin e com ponents of all the m om enta In the vertex factors
after the -integrations are ignored, ie. if there were no contrbutions from tin e-space
com ponents of ,the TOPT expression for the am plitude would reduce to the covariant

expression sin ilarly to the case of canonical noncomm utativity with %= 0.

5 D iscussion and conclusion

In this paper we have considered basic properties of Lorentz invariant NC eld theory.
The Lorentz invariance allow s for the possbility that the ordinary light-cone causality
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condition holds. However, we showed that despite the m anifest Lorentz invariance such

theories are acausal. Tt is clear that the UV /IR m ixing e ect is intim ately related to

the acausality in NC eld theory. The phase factors that lead to violation of causality

provide UV cuto s in loop diagram s. A s the extemal m om entum approaches zero the

dam ping e ect disappears and the UV divergence reappears as an IR singularity. This
m ixing between short and long distance degrees of freedom can be understood in term s of
acausality. D ue to In nite propagation speed alldistance scales are correlated. A swe have
seen, In the Lorentz Invariant case causality isviolated in alldirectionsand thustheUV /IR

m ixing isexpected to appear. D ueto the -integration the oscillating phase factors in loop
diagram s get replaced by Lorentz iInvariant G aussian dam ping factors. Indeed these again
lead to IR sihgularity as the externalm om entum goes to zero. H owever, it was argued In
23] that the problm m ay be avoided by a suitably chosen IR lim it underwhich a goesto
zero w ith the extemalm om entum { an argum ent which does not work w ithout Lorentz
Invariance. In any case lack of causality is a problem that cannot be dism issed and it is
necessary to nd a way to restore the light-cone causality In order to achieve a consistent
NC eld theory.

W e have also found that the issue of perturbation theory in Lorentz invariant NC eld
theory is am biguous since the tin e-ordered and covariant form ulations do not coincide. In
R0]unitarity was shown to hold in  3-theory in the lowest order in covariant perturbation
theory. In the light of our resul it is reasonable to sugoect that the result of R0] does not
hold In a m ore general theory or at higher orders, and to retain unitarity one should use
TOPT.On the other hand, in the case of canonical NC theory the TOPT fom ulation
does not cure the problm s arising from tin e-gpace noncom m utativiy com pletely since
In the TOPT fomulation the W ard identities are violated in gauge theories R5]. It
would be Interesting to see whether this still holds after restoring the Lorentz sym m etry
and to investigate in m ore detail the di erences between the tin e-ordered and covariant
approaches to perturbation theory.

Finally, we mention that in the case of NC gauge theories one could avoid these
problem s at least super cially by using the SebergW iten m ap. Taking any nite order
In the expansion in , one avoids problam s arising from the nonlocal character of the star-
product. However, the expansion in the NC param eter m ay m iss in portant aspects of
N C physics and thus it would be preferable to cbtain a consistent form ulation of Lorentz
Invariant NC theory in the full starproduct formm alian .
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