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N ondecoupling phenom ena in Q ED in a m agnetic �eld and noncom m utative Q ED

E.V.G orbar,� M ichio Hashim oto,y and V.A.M iranskyz

Departm entofApplied M athem atics,University ofW estern O ntario,London,O ntario N6A 5B7,Canada

(D ated:M arch 26,2024)

The dynam icsin Q ED in a strong constantm agnetic �eld and its connection with the noncom -

m utative Q ED are studied. It is shown that in the regim e with the lowest Landau level(LLL)

dom inance the U (1) gauge sym m etry in the ferm ion determ inantistransform ed into the noncom -

m utative U (1)nc gauge sym m etry.In thisregim e,the e�ective action isintim ately connected with

that in noncom m utative Q ED and the originalU (1) gauge W ard identities are broken (the LLL

anom aly).O n theotherhand,itisshown thatalthough a contribution ofeach ofan in�nitenum ber

ofhigherLandau levelsissuppressed in an infrared region,theircum ulative contribution isnot(a

nondecoupling phenom enon). This leads to a restoration ofthe originalU (1) gauge sym m etry in

the infrared dynam ics. The physics underlying this phenom enon re
ects the im portant role ofa

boundary dynam icsatspatialin�nity in thisproblem .

PACS num bers:11.10.N x,11.15.-q,12.20.-m

Sincetheclassicalpapers[1,2],theproblem ofQ ED in aconstantm agnetic� eld hasbeen thoroughly studied (fora

recentreview,seeRef.[3]).In thisletter,weconsiderthisproblem forthecaseofastrongm agnetic� eld.In particular,

we study the connection ofthis dynam icswith thatin noncom m utative Q ED (forreviewsofnoncom m utative � eld

theories (NCFT),see Ref. [4]). The m otivation for this study was the recent results obtained in Ref. [5],where

the connection between the dynam icsin the Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL)m odelin a strong m agnetic � eld and that

in NCFT was established. The m ain conclusion ofthat paper was that although in the regim e with the lowest

Landau level(LLL) dom inance the NJL m odeldeterm ines a NCFT,this NCFT is di� erent from the conventional

ones considered in the literature. In particular,the UV/IR m ixing,taking place in the conventionalNCFT [6],is

absentin this case. The reason ofthatisan innerstructure (i.e.,dynam icalform -factors)ofneutralcom positesin

thism odel.

In this letter,som e sophisticated features ofthe dynam ics in Q ED in a strong m agnetic � eld are revealed. It is

shown thatin theapproxim ation with thelowestLandau level(LLL)dom inance,theinitialU (1)gaugesym m etry in

theferm ion determ inantistransform ed intothenoncom m utativeU (1)nc gaugesym m etry.In thisregim e,thee� ective

action is intim ately connected with that in noncom m utative Q ED and the originalU (1) gauge W ard identities are

broken (we callthisphenom enon an LLL anom aly). In fact,thisdynam icsyieldsa m odi� ed noncom m utative Q ED

in which the UV/IR m ixing is absent,sim ilarly to the case ofthe NJL m odelin a strong m agnetic � eld [5]. The

reason ofthatisan innerstructure (i.e.,a dynam icalform -factor)ofphotons in a strong m agnetic � eld. However,

it is not the end ofthe story. W e show that adding the contribution ofallthe higher Landau levels rem oves the

LLL anom aly and restorestheoriginalU (1)gaugesym m etry.Thisrestoration happensin a quitesophisticated way:

although a contribution ofeach ofan in� nitenum berofhigherLandau levelsissuppressed in an infrared region,their

cum ulativecontribution isnot(a nondecoupling phenom enon).Aswillbe discussed below,thisphenom enon re
 ects

the im portantroleofa boundary dynam icsatspatialin� nity in thisproblem .W e also indicate thekinem aticregion

wherethe LLL approxim ation isreliable.

To putthe dynam icsin Q ED in a m agnetic � eld undercontrol,we willconsiderthe case with a large num berof

ferm ion 
 avorsN ,when the 1=N expansion is reliable. W e also choose the current ferm ion m ass m satisfying the

condition m dyn � m �
p
jeB j,wherem dyn isthedynam icalm assofferm ionsgenerated in thechiralsym m etricQ ED

in a m agnetic � eld [7].1 The condition m dyn � m guaranteesthatthere are no light(pseudo)Nam bu-G oldstone

bosons,and the only particles in the low energy e� ective theory in this m odelare photons. As to the condition

m �
p
jeB j,itim pliesthatthe m agnetic � eld isvery strong.
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yElectronic address:m hashim o@ uwo.ca
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1 The dynam icalm ass is m dyn ’

p
jeB jexp(� N ) for a large running coupling ~�b � N �b related to the m agnetic scale

p
jeB j,and

m dyn �
p
jeB jexp

h

�
�N

~� b ln(1=~� b)

i

when the coupling ~�b isweak [7].
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Integrating outferm ions,weobtain the e� ective action forphotonsin the leading orderin 1=N :

� = �(0)+ �(1); �(0) = �
1

4

Z

d
4
xf

2

��; �(1) = � iN TrLn[i
�(@� � ieA�)� m ]; (1)

where f�� = @�A � � @�A � and the vector� eld A� = A cl
� + ~A �,where the classicalpartA

cl
� isA cl

� = h0jA �j0i.Since

the constantm agnetic � eld B isa solution ofthe exactequationsin Q ED (see forexam ple the discussion in Sec. 2

in the second paperin Ref.[7]),itis

A
cl
� = (0;

B x2

2
;�

B x1

2
;0): (2)

This� eld describesa constantm agnetic� eld directed in the+ x3 direction and weusetheso called sym m etricgauge

forA cl
� .

Forastrongm agnetic� eld jeB j� m2,itisnaturallytoexpectthatin theinfraredregionwith m om entak �
p
jeB j,

the LLL approxim ation should be reliable.Indeed,letusconsiderthe ferm ion propagatorin a m agnetic� eld [2]:

S(x;y)= exp

�
ie

2
(x � y)�A ext

� (x + y)

�

~S(x � y); (3)

wherethe Fouriertransform ofthe translationally invariantpart ~S can be decom posed overthe Landau levels[8]:

~S(k)= iexp

�

�
k2?

jeB j

� 1X

n= 0

(� 1)n
D n(eB ;k)

k2
k
� m2 � 2jeB jn

(4)

with k? � (k1;k2) and kk � (k0;k3). The functions D n(eB ;k) are expressed through the generalized Laguerre

polynom ialsL�
m :

D n(eB ;k) = (kk

k + m )

�
�
1� i


1


2sign(eB )

�
Ln

�

2
k2?

jeB j

�

�
�
1+ i


1


2sign(eB )

�
Ln�1

�

2
k2?

jeB j

��

+ 4(k1
1 + k
2


2)L1

n�1

�

2
k2?

jeB j

�

; (5)

where 
k � (
0;
3). Relation (4)seem sto suggestthatin the infrared region,with k? ;kk �
p
jeB j,allthe higher

Landau levelswith n � 1 decouple and only the LLL with n = 0 isrelevant. Although thisargum entisphysically

convincing,there m ay be a potential
 aw due to an in� nite num berofthe Landau levels. Aswillbe shown below,

thisisindeed the casein thisproblem :the cum ulativecontribution ofthe higherLandau levelsdoesnotdecouple.

But � rst we willconsider the dynam ics in the LLL approxim ation. In this case,the calculation ofthe e� ective

action (1) is reduced to calculating ferm ion loops with the LLL ferm ion propagators. Such a problem in the NJL

m odelin a m agnetic � eld hasbeen recently solved in Ref. [5]. The extension ofthatanalysisto the case ofQ ED is

straightforward.The e� ectiveaction (1)in the LLL approxim ation isgiven by

�L L L = �(0)+ �
(1)

L L L
; �

(1)

L L L
= �

iN jeB j

2�

Z

d
2
x? Trjj

h

P Ln[i
jj(@jj� ieAjj)� m ]

i

�
(6)

(com parewith Eq.(54)in [5]).Here � isthe sym bolofthe M oyalstarproduct,which isa signatureofa NCFT [4],

theprojectorP isP � [1� i
1
2sign(eB )]=2,and thelongitudinal\sm eared" � eldsAjj arede� ned asAjj= e
r 2

?
4jeB jA jj

[5],where r 2
? isthe transverse Laplacian. Notice thatP is the projectoron the ferm ion (antiferm ion)states with

the spin polarized along (opposite to)the m agnetic � eld and thatthe one-loop term �
(1)

L L L
in (6)includes only the

longitudinal� eld Ajj = (A 0;A 3). This is because the LLL ferm ions couple only to the longitudinalcom ponentsof

the photon � eld [7].

In action (6),thetraceTrjj,related tothelongitudinalsubspace,istaken in thefunctionalsenseand thestarproduct

relatesto the space transversecoordinates.Therefore the LLL dynam icsdeterm inesa NCFT with noncom m utative

transversecoordinates x̂a? ,a = 1;2:

[̂xa? ;̂x
b
? ]= i

1

eB
�
ab
� i�

ab
: (7)
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The structure ofthe logarithm ofthe ferm ion determ inantin �
(1)

L L L
(6)im pliesthatitis invariantnotunder the

initialU (1)gaugesym m etry butunderthe noncom m utativeU (1)nc gaugeone [4](henceforth we om itthe subscript

jjin gauge� elds):

A � ! U (x)� A� � U
�1 (x)+

i

e
U (x)� @�U

�1 (x); (� = 0;3) (8a)

F�� ! U (x)� F�� � U
�1 (x); (�;� = 0;3) (8b)

whereU (x)= (ei�(x))� and the � eld strength F�� is

F�� = @�A � � @�A � � ie[A�;A �]M B (9)

with the M oyalbracket

[A �;A �]M B � A� � A� � A� � A�: (10)

Therefore the derivative expansion of�
(1)

L L L
should be expressed through term swith the starproductofthe � eld

F�� and itscovariantderivatives:

�
(1)

L L L
= a0SF 2 + a1SF 3 + a2S(D F )2

+ a3SD 2F 2 + � � � ; (11)

where

SF 2 � �
1

4

Z

d
2
x? d

2
xk F�� � F

��
; SF 3 � ie

Z

d
2
x? d

2
xk F�� � F

��
� F

�

�
;

S
(D F )2

�

Z

d
2
x? d

2
xk D �F

��
� D

�
F��; SD 2F 2 �

Z

d
2
x? d

2
xk D �F�� � D

�
F
��
; (12)

and the covariantderivative ofF�� isD �F�� = @�F�� � ie[A�;F��]M B
. These are allindependentoperatorswhich

havethe dim ension fourand six.In particular,by using the Jacobiidentity,

[D �;[D �;D �]M B ]M B + [D �;[D �;D �]M B ]M B + [D �;[D �;D �]M B ]M B = 0; (13)

and the relation F�� = ie�1 [D �;D �]M B
,one can easily check that the operator

R
d2x? d

2x
k
D �F�� � D�F �� is not

independent:itisequalto � 1=2S
D 2F 2.

The coe� cientsai,(i= 0;1;2;3;� � � )in Eq.(11)can be found from the n-pointphoton vertices

T
(n)

L L L
= i

(ie)nN jeB j

2�n

Z

d
2
x
?
d
2
x
jj

1
� � � d

2
x
jj
n tr

h

Sjj(x
jj

1
� x

jj

2
)Â (x? ;x

jj

2
):::Sjj(x

jj
n � x

jj

1
)Â (x? ;x

jj

1
)

i

�
(14)

by expanding theverticesin powersofexternalm om enta (hereSk(xk)=
R d

2
kk

(2�)2
e�ik kx

k i

kk

k�m

P and Â � 
jjA jj).In

particular,from theverticesT
(2)

L L L
and T

(3)

L L L
,we� nd the coe� cientsa0,a1,a2,and a3 connected with theoperators

ofthe dim ension fourand six in the derivativeexpansion (11)of�
(1)

L L L
:

a0 =
~�

3�

jeB j

m 2
; a1 =

1

60m 2
a0; a2 = �

1

10m 2
a0; a3 = 0; (15)

where ~� � N � = N e2=(4�)(sincein thepresenceofa m agnetic� eld thechargeconjugation sym m etry isbroken,the

3-pointvertex isnonzero).

TheU (1)gaugeW ard identitiesim ply thatthen-pointphoton am plitudeT �1:::�n (x1;:::;xn)should betransverse,

i.e.,@�i
T �1:::�n (x1;:::;xn)= 0.Itiseasy to show thatthe 2-pointvertex T

�1�2

L L L
yielding the polarization operatoris

transverseindeed.Now letusturn to the 3-pointvertex and show thatitisnottransverse,i.e.,the W ard identities

connected with the initialgaugeU (1)arebroken in the LLL approxim ation.In the m om entum space,the vertex is

T
�1�2�3

L L L
(k1;k2;k3)= N e

3
jeB j

2�
sin

�
1

2
�abk

a
1? k

b
2?

�

�
�1k �2k�3k

L L L
(k1k;k2k;k3k) (16)
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with 2

�
�1k �2k�3k

L L L
(k1k;k2k;k3k)�

Z
d2‘k

i(2�)2

tr

h



�1

k
[(‘=� /k1)k + m ]


�2

k
[(‘=+ /k3)k + m ]


�3

k
(‘=k + m )

i

(‘2
k
� m2)[(‘� k1)

2

k
� m2][(‘+ k3)

2

k
� m2]

: (17)

The argum entofthe sine in Eq. (16)isthe M oyalcrossproductwith �ab = �ab=eB (see Eq. (7)). Itiseasy to � nd

thatthe transversepartofthe vertex (16)isnotzero and equalto

k1�1
T
�1�2�3

L L L
(k1;k2;k3)= �

2e

i
sin

�
1

2
�abk

a
1? k

b
2?

� h

�
�2�3

k
(k2k)� �

�2�3

k
(k3k)

i

; (18)

with

�
��

k
(kk)= i

2~�jeB j

�

 

g
��

k
�
k
�

k
k�
k

k2
k

!

� (k2k); � (k2k)� 1+
2m 2

k2
k

q
1� 4m 2

k2
k

ln

1+

s

1�
4m 2

k2
k

� 1+

s

1�
4m 2

k2
k

: (19)

Herewede� ned g
k
= diag(1;� 1)[notethat�

��

k
coincideswith thepolarization tensorin the(1+ 1)-dim ensionalQ ED

iftheparam eter2~�jeB jhereisreplaced by thecouplinge21 in Q ED 1+ 1].Thus,theoriginalU (1)gaugeW ard identities

arebroken in the LLL approxim ation.W e willcallthisan LLL anom aly.

Note that allthe vertices T
(n)

L L L
with n � 3 are � nite and a logarithm ic divergence in the vertex T

(2)

L L L
,which is

proportionalto thepolarization operator,isabsentifoneusesa gaugeinvariantregularization.In fact,itissu� cient

ifthe regularization isinvariantunderthe longitudinalU (1)jj gauge group with phase param eters�(xjj)depending

only on longitudinalcoordinates. ThisU (1)jj isa subgroup ofboth the gauge U (1)and the noncom m utative gauge

U (1)nc and itisthe gauge sym m etry ofthe whole action �L L L (6). Indeed,while the free M axwellterm �(0) in (6)

isinvariantunderthegaugeU (1),theone-loop term �
(1)

L L L
isinvariantundertheU (1)nc.Anothernoticeablepointis

thatthedivergence(18)isnota polynom ialfunction ofm om enta and havebranch pointsingularities.Thereforethe

factthatT
(3)

L L L
isnottransverseisregularization independent.

Theorigin oftheLLL anom aly isclear:theT
(n)

L L L
verticescom efrom theone-loop part�

(1)

L L L
oftheaction which is

invariantnotunderthegaugeU (1)butundertheU (1)nc.ThereforetheW ard identitiesfortheverticesT
(n)

L L L
re
 ect

notthe U (1)gaugesym m etry butthe noncom m utativesym m etry U (1)nc.

Notice thatthe action �L L L (6)determ ines a conventionalnoncom m utative Q ED only in the case ofan induced

photon � eld,when the M axwellterm �(0) isabsent.W hen thisterm ispresent,the action also determ inesa NCFT,

however,thisNCFT isdi� erentfrom theconventionalonesconsidered in theliterature.In particular,expressing the

photon � eld A� through the sm eared � eld A� as A � = e
� r

2

?
4jeB jA �,we � nd that the propagatorofthe sm eared � eld

rapidly,ase
� p

2

?
2jeB j,decreasesforlarge transverse m om enta. The form -factore

� p
2

?
2jeB j builtin the sm eared � eld re
 ects

an innerstructure ofphotonsin a m agnetic � eld. Thisfeature leadsto rem oving the UV/IR m ixing in this NCFT

(com parewith the analysisoftheUV/IR m ixing in Sec.4 ofRef.[5]).

Itisclearhoweverthat,sincetheinitialQ ED hastheusualU (1)gaugesym m etry,thereshould existan additional

contribution that restores the U (1) W ard identities broken in the LLL approxim ation. W e will show that this

contribution com esfrom heavy (naively decoupled)higherLandau levels(HLL),and itisnecessary to considerthe

contribution ofallofthem in orderto restorethe W ard identities.

Letusconsiderthe 3-pointvertex replacing oneofthe LLL propagatorby the fullonein Eq.(4).W e � nd thatat

2 The explicit expression for �
�
1k �2k �3k

L L L
is given in term s ofthe two dim ensionalversion ofthe Passarino-Veltm an functions [9]. It is

quite cum bersom e and willbe written down elsewhere.
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each n � 1 thecontributionsin the vertex ofthe � rst,second and third term sin Eq.(5)arerespectively

�
�k�k�k

H L L
(p;q;k) �

(� 1)n

njeB j
f
���

k
(pk;qk;kk); (20)

�
�? �? �k

H L L
(p;q;k) �

(� 1)n

njeB j

h

g
��

?
h1(p? ;q? ;k? )+ �

��

?
h2(p? ;q? ;k? )sign(eB )

i
 

q
�
k �

(q� k)k

k2
k

k
�
k

!

� (k2k); (21)

�
�? �k�k

H L L
(p;q;k) �

(� 1)n

njeB j
h
�?

3
(p? ;q? ;k? )

 

g
��
k �

k�
k
k�
k

k2
k

!

� (k2k); (22)

where g
?
= diag(� 1;� 1),(p� q)

k
= p0q0 � p3q3,and f

���

k
,h1;2 and h

�?

3
are som e sm ooth functionsoflongitudinal

and transversem om enta.Aswasexpected,the contribution ofeach ofthe individualHLL with n � 1 issuppressed

by powersof1=jeB jin the infrared region.Itishoweverquite rem arkablethatdespite the suppression ofindividual

HLL contributions,theircum ulativecontribution isnotsuppressed in theinfrared region (a nondecoupling e� ect).In

fact,using the relation [10]

(1� z)�(�+ 1) exp

�
xz

z� 1

�

=

1X

n= 0

L
�
n(x)z

n (23)

and integrating itwith respectto z,wecan perform explicitly thesum m ation overtheHLL contributionsand obtain

the 3-pointvertex thatsatis� esthe W ard identitiesforthe U (1)gaugesym m etry:

T
�1�2�3(k1;k2;k3)= T

�1�2�3

L L L
(k1;k2;k3)+ T

�1�2�3

H L L 1
(k1;k2;k3)+ T

�1�2�3

H L L 2
(k1;k2;k3); (24)

where

T
�1�2�3

H L L 1
(k1;k2;k3)=

2e

i
sin

�
1

2
�abk

a
1? k

b
2?

�

�

"
� k

�1

1?

k2
1?

�

�
�2�3

k
(k2k)� �

�2�3

k
(k3k)

�

+
k
�1

1?
k
�2

2?
� k

�2

1?
k
�1

2?
� (k1 � k2)? g

�1�2

?

k2
1?

k2
2?

k2k ��
�3�

k
(k3k)

+ perm utationsof(k1;�1);(k2;�2); and (k3;�3)

#

; (25)

T
�1�2�3

H L L 2
(k1;k2;k3)= �

2e

i
sign(eB )

�

" �

exp

�

�
(k1 � k2)?

2jeB j

�

� cos

�
1

2
�abk

a
1? k

b
2?

� �  
k
�2

1?
�ab? k

a
1? k

b
2? + (k1 � k2)? �

�2b

?
kb
1?

k2
1?

k2
2?

�
�3�1

k
(k3k)

+
k
�1

2?
�ab? k

a
2? k

b
1? + (k2 � k1)? �

�1b

?
kb
2?

k2
1?

k2
2?

�
�2�3

k
(k3k)+

g
�1�2

?
�ab? k

a
1? k

b
2? + �

�1�2

?
(k1 � k2)?

k2
1?

k2
2?

k2k��
�3�

k
(k3k)

!

+ perm utationsof(k1;�1);(k2;�2); and (k3;�3)

#

: (26)

Here we de� ned (p � q)
?
= p1q1 + p2q2. These contributionscom e from the HLL term sin Eqs. (21)and (22). The

HLL contribution com ing from �
�k�k�k

H L L
in Eq.(20)isofa higherorderin 1=jeB jand thereforeisneglected here.3

Using Eqs.(18),(25),and (26),onecan easily check thatthe3-pointvertex T �1�2�3 istransverse.Thecancellation

occursbetween T
�1�2�3

L L L
and T

�1�2�3

H L L 1
.Asto the term T

�1�2�3

H L L 2
,itistransverseitself.

3 N ote thatthe vertex forthe initialnon-sm eared �eldsA � isgiven by e
�

k
2

1?
+ k

2

2?
+ k

2

3?
4jeB j T

�1�2�3.Thus,forthese �elds,an exponentially

dam ping form -factoroccurs not in the propagator butin their vertices (com pare with a discussion ofthis feature in R ef.[5]).
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Istherea kinem aticregion in which the LLL contribution isdom inant? The answerto thisquestion is\yes".Itis

the region with m om enta k2
i?

� jk2
ik
j.In thiscase,the leading term sin the expansion ofthe LLL and HLL vertices

in powersofkik are:

T
�1�2�3

L L L
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(27)
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#

: (29)

Itisclearfrom these expressionsthatin thatregion the LLL contribution dom inatesindeed. 4 Thisresultisquite

noticeable. The pointis that as wasshown in Ref. [7],the region with m om enta k2
i?

� jk2
ik
jyields the dom inant

contribution in the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the dynam icalferm ion m ass in Q ED in a strong m agnetic � eld.

Thereforethe LLL approxim ation isreliablein thatproblem .

Nondecoupling of(heavy)HLL in the infrared region isquite unexpected phenom enon. W hatphysicsunderlines

it? W e believe thatthis phenom enon re
 ectsthe im portantrole ofa boundary dynam ics atspatialin� nity in this

problem .ThepointisthattheHLL arenotonly heavy statesbuttheirtransversesizegrowswithoutlim itwith their

gap
p
m 2 + 2jeB jn asn ! 1 .Thishappensbecausethetransversedynam icsin theLandau problem isoscillator-like

one. Since in orderto cancelthe LLL anom aly one should considerthe contribution ofallhigherLandau levels,it

im pliesthattheroleoftheboundary dynam icsatthetransversespatialin� nity (corresponding to n ! 1 )iscrucial

forthe restoration ofthe gauge sym m etry. In this respectthis phenom enon is sim ilarto thatofedge statesin the

quantum Halle� ect: the edge states are created by the boundary dynam ics and also restore the gauge invariance

[11]. Both these phenom ena re
 ectthe im portance ofa boundary dynam icsin a strong m agnetic � eld. Itwould be

interesting to exam ine whether sim ilarnondecoupling phenom ena take place in noncom m utative theoriesarising in

string theoriesin m agnetic backgrounds[4].
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4 A lthough the vertex T
�1�2�3
H L L 1

is subdom inant in this region,it is crucialfor the restoration ofthe W ard identity. It is because while

in the W ard identity there are term s in the H LL vertex T
�1�2�3
H L L 1

which are m ultiplied by a large transverse m om entum k? ,the LLL

vertex T
�1�2�3
L L L

ism ultiplied only by a sm alllongitudinalm om entum kk.
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