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N ondecoupling phenom ena in QED in a m agnetic eld and noncom m utative Q ED
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The dynam ics in QED in a strong constant m agnetic eld and its connection w ith the noncom —
mutative QED are studied. It is shown that in the regin e with the lowest Landau level (LLL)
dom inance the U (1) gauge symm etry In the ferm ion determ inant is transform ed into the noncom —
mutative U (1)nc gauge symm etry. In this regin e, the e ective action is intim ately connected w ith
that In noncom m utative QED and the original U (1) gauge W ard identities are broken (the LLL
anom aly). O n the otherhand, it is shown that although a contrbution ofeach ofan in nite number
of higher Landau lvels is suppressed In an infrared region, their cum ulative contribbution is not (a
nondecoupling phenom enon). This leads to a restoration of the orighal U (1) gauge symm etry in
the infrared dynam ics. T he physics underlying this phenom enon re ects the In portant rol of a
boundary dynam ics at spatial in niy in this problem .

PACS numbers: 11.10Nx, 11.15.q, 1220.m

Since the classicalpapers 'E:, :2:], the problem ofQED in a constantm agnetic eld hasbeen thoroughly studied (fora
recent review , see R ef. g]) . In this ketter, we considerthisproblem forthe case ofa strongm agnetic eld. In particular,
we study the connection of this dynam ics w th that in noncomm utative QED (for review s of noncom m utative eld
theories WCFT), see Ref. Ef]). The m otivation for this study was the recent resuls obtained in Ref. ﬁ'_i], w here
the connection between the dynam ics in the Nam bu-Jona-Lasihic (NJL) m odel In a strong m agnetic eld and that
In NCFT was established. The main conclusion of that paper was that although in the regin e wih the lowest
Landau level (LLL) dom inance the NJL m odel determ nes a NCFT, thisNCFT is di erent from the conventional
ones considered in the literature. In particular, the UV /IR m ixing, taking place in the conventionalNCFT [§], is
absent In this case. The reason of that is an inner structure (ie., dynam ical form -factors) of neutral com posies in
thism odel

In this ltter, som e sophisticated features of the dynam ics n QED in a strong m agnetic eld are revealed. It is
shown that in the approxin ation w ith the lowest Landau kevel (LLL) dom Inance, the nitialU (1) gauge symm etry in
the ferm ion determ inant is transform ed into the noncom m utative U (1), gauge sym m etry. In this regin ¢, thee ective
action is intin ately connected w ith that in noncom m utative QED and the originalU (1) gauge W ard identities are
broken Wwe call this phenom enon an LLL anom aly). In fact, this dynam ics yields a m odi ed noncom m utative Q ED
In which the UV /IR m ixing is absent, sin ilarly to the case of the NJL model in a strong m agnetic eld :_[5] The
reason of that is an inner structure (ie., a dynam ical form -factor) of photons in a strong m agnetic eld. However,
i is not the end of the story. W e show that adding the contribution of all the higher Landau lvels rem oves the
LLL anom aly and restores the orignalU (1) gauge sym m etry. T his restoration happens in a quite sophisticated way:
although a contribution ofeach ofan in nite num ber ofhigher Landau levels is suppressed in an nfrared region, their
cum ulative contribution is not (@ nondecoupling phenom enon). A s w ill be discussed below , this phenom enon re ects
the In portant role of a boundary dynam ics at spatialin niy in this problem . W e also indicate the kinem atic region
where the LLL approxin ation is reliable.

To put the dynam ics In QED in a m agnetic eld under control, we w ill consider the case w ith a lJarge num ber of
ferm ion  avors N , wheB t‘tﬁl#\] expansion is reliable. W e also choose the current fermm ion m assm satisfying the
condition m gyn, m ¥B jwherem gy, isthe dynam icalm assofferm ions generated in the chiralsymm etricQ ED
In amagnetic eld :_ﬁ7] ! The condition m dyn m guarantees that there are no light (seudo) N am bu-G oldstone
bosonﬁ,ﬂ:l the only particles in the low energy e ective theory in this m odel are photons. A s to the condition
m €B j i in plies that the m agnetic eld is very strong.
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Integrating out femm ions, we obtain the e ective action for photons in the leading order In 1=N :
1 Z
- O + (1); 0) _ Z d4X f2 ; 1) — NTAn L (@ ien ) m]; @)

wheref =@ A @A and thevector edA = A%+ K ,where the classicalpart At isA® = WOA Pi. Shee
the constant m agnetic eld B is a solution of the exact equations In QED (see for exam ple the discussion in Sec. 2
In the second paper In Ref. U]), i is

B x? B x*
14

2 2

A= (; ;0): @)

This eld describes a constant m agnetic  eld directed in the + % direction and we use the so called sym m etric gauge
oract,

o S
Fora strongm agnetic eld #8 § m?, it isnaturally to expect that in the infrared region w ith m om enta k £B
the LLL approxin ation should be reliable. Indeed, ket us consider the ferm ion propagator in a m agnetic eld -_ﬂZ]:

ie
S &iy) = exp — (x VAT ' ®+y) Sk y); €))

w here the Fourder transform of the translhtionally nvariant part S° can be decom posed over the Landau levels E]:

Sk = i kX (1) DB @)
=l =
w3y UK m 2mEa
wih k, K ;k?) and ky (¢ ;k3). The finctions D, (€B ;k) are expressed through the generalized Laguerre
polynomialsL :
k? k?
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where ¥ (% %). Rehtion Y) seem s to suggest that i the nfrared region, w ith ks jk $B j all the higher

Landau lkevelsw ih n 1 decouple and only the LLL wih n = 0 is relevant. A Ithough this argum ent is physically
convincing, there m ay be a potential aw due to an In nite num ber of the Landau levels. A s w illbe shown below,
this is indeed the case in this problem : the cum ulative contrbution of the higher Landau levels does not decouple.

But st we will consider the dynam ics in the LLL approxin ation. In this case, the calculation of the e ective
action ('_]:) is reduced to calculating ferm ion loops w ith the LLL ferm ion propagators. Such a problem in the NJL
modelin a magnetic eld hasbeen recently solved in Ref. -_[5] T he extension of that analysis to the case ofQED is
straightforward. The e ective action -Ki) In the LLL approxin ation is given by
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(com pare wih Eqg. (54) in E;']). Here is the sym bolof the M oyal star product, which is a signature ofa NCFT :_t4],

r 2

the profctorP isP L i' “sign(eB)}2, and the ongiudinal \sneared" eldsAjarede ned asAy= et A

[5], where r 2 is the transverse Laplacian. Notice that P is the profctor on the ferm ion (antiferm ion) states w ith

the spin polarized along (opposie to) the m agnetic eld and that the oneJoop tem L(lL)L n {_6) Includes only the

ngiudinal eld Ay = (Ag;A3). This is because the LLL fem ions coupk only to the longitudinal com ponents of
the photon el f7].

In action z_é) , the trace T ry;, related to the longitudinalsubspace, istaken in the functional sense and the starproduct
relates to the space transverse coordinates. T herefore the LLL dynam ics determ inesa NCFT w ith noncom m utative
transverse coordinates 85 ,a = 1;2:

1
B3 ;%5 1= i ab jab, )



T he structure of the logarithm of the ferm ion determ inant in IilL)L (_6) In plies that it is invariant not under the

nitialU (1) gauge sym m etry but under the noncom m utative U (1),. gauge one i_ll] (henceforth we om it the subscript
TJIh gauge elds):

A ! Uk A U'®+ —eiU ® QU ! ®); (= 0;3) 8a)
F | U F U'E); (; =0;3) (8b)
whereU x) = ' ®)) and the eld strengthF is
F =Q@A @A el ;A L ©)
w ith the M oyalbracket

B ;A Ly A A A A: (10)

(1)

Therefore the derivative expansion of [ |

F and its covariant derivatives:

should be expressed through tem s w ith the star product ofthe eld

(1)

LLL = aost + alSF3 + aZS(DF )2 + a3SD 2p 2 + 7 (11)
where
Z Z
1 2 2 . : 2 2 .
Spe 2 d'x, d'x, F F; Sg 3 e d'x,d'x F F F ;
Z Z

Sor) &x,dx, D F DF ; Sp g2 &x,d*x, D F DF ; 12)
and the covariant derivative ofF isD F = Q@ F ied ;F ], - These are all ndependent operators which

have the dim ension our and six. In particular, by using the Jacobi identity,

D ;Db ;D Lghksgt D ;D ;D Lghgt+* D ;D ;D Lghs = 0; 13)
R
and the relation ¥ = ie' D ;D ], 5, one can easily check that the operator d’x, &°x, D F DF isnot
independent: i isequalto 1=2§ ;... _
The coe cintsa;, A= 0;1;2;3; ) In E_]g. (11) can be found from the n-point photon vertices
. R h i

.(E)HNFB] ? i 4 3 Gy A, 7 7 st Ty, 2 i3

7,0 = e &Ex? Px? x¥ar sy DR ix)) msyxd DK & jxD) 14)

by expanding the vertices in pow ers ofextemalm om enta (here Sy Xy ) = 5 %e ey xS . i —P and x I 3. In
particular, from the vertices TL(i)L and TL(?L ,we ndthe coe clients g, a;, az, and as; connected w ith the operators
of the dim ension four and six in the derivative expansion C_l-]_;) of SL)L :
~ BB J 1 1
3T m2 T gm0 2T g

ag = ag; asz= 0; 5)

where ~ N = Né&=@ ) (sihce in the presence ofam agnetic  eld the charge conugation symm etry is broken, the
3-point vertex is nonzero).

TheU (1) gauge W ard identities in ply that the n-point photon am plitude T '* » (x; 15X, ) should be transverse,
ie, @ T *¥™ » (x17:5%,) = 0. Ik Iseasy to show that the 2-point vertex T, ;;* yielkding the polarization operator is
transverse Indeed. Now Ikt us tum to the 3-point vertex and show that it is not transverse, ie., the W ard identities
connected w ith the Initialgauge U (1) are broken in the LLL approxin ation. In the m om entum sgpace, the vertex is

3FBJ

. 1
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T he argum ent of the sine n Eq. Ci§‘) is the M oyal cross product with L, = *P=eB (see Eq. Q'j)). Tt iseasy to nd

that the transverse part of the vertex {_ig:) is not zero and equalto
h i

2e 1
ki, Topg kajkeiks) = — s o avki; k3, Z k) 2 ksy) (18)
w ith
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Herewede ned qg= diag(l; 1) hotethat X coincides w ith the polarization tensor In the (1+ 1)-dim ensionalQ ED
ifthe param eter 2~¥€B jhere is replaced by the coupling ef n QED,, ;]. Thus, the originalU (1) gauge W ard identities
are broken in the LLL approxin ation. W e willcallthis an LLL anom aly.

N ote that all the vertices TL(II:)L wih n 3 are nie and a logarithm ic divergence in the vertex E‘?L , which is
proportionalto the polarization operator, is absent if one uses a gauge nvariant regularization. In fact,  issu cient
if the regqularization is invariant under the longitudinalU (1) gauge group w ith phase param eters (X ¥) depending
only on longitudinal coordinates. This U (1)4; is a subgroup ofboth the gauge U (1) and the noncom m utative gauge

U (1)pc and it is the gauge sym m etry of the whole action 111 (:§). Tndeed, whilke the free M axwellterm @ 1 z_é)

is invariant under the gauge U (1), the one-loop tem IflL) 1, s nvariant under the U (1),.. A nother noticeable point is

that the divergence C_lé) isnot a polynom ial function ofm om enta and have branch point singularities. T herefore the

@)
fact that T 7',
(48]

T he origin ofthe LLL anom aly is clear: the TL(rI:)L vertices com e from the one-loop part ;;; ofthe action which is

Invariant not under the gauge U (1) but underthe U (1),.. T herefore the W ard identities for the vertices TL(?J)L re ect
not the U (1) gauge symm etry but the noncom m utative symm etry U (1),c.

N otice that the action 111 ('_6) determm ines a conventional noncom m utative Q ED only in the case of an induced
photon eld, when the M axwellterm @ is absent. W hen this temm is present, the action also detem nesa NCFT,
however, thisNCFT isdi erent from the conventionalones considered In the literature. In particular, expressing the

r 2

photon eld A through the sneared eld A asA = e“eB?JA , we nd that the propagator of the smeared eld
2

2

is not transverse is reqularization independent.

Ps PS5
rapidly, as e?*® 3, decreases for large transverse m om enta. The formm —-factor e?*83 built in the sneared eld re ects
an inner structure of photons In a m agnetic eld. This feature kads to rem oving the UV /IR m ixing in thisNCFT
(com pare w ith the analysis ofthe UV /IR m ixing in Sec. 4 ofRef. [_E;]) .

Tt is clear however that, since the niialQ ED hasthe usualU (1) gauge symm etry, there should exist an additional
contrbution that restores the U (1) W ard identities broken in the LLL approxin ation. W e will show that this
contrbution com es from heavy (aively decoupled) higher Landau levels HLL), and it is necessary to consider the
contrbution of allofthem in order to restore the W ard identities.

Let us consider the 3-point vertex replacing one of the LLL propagator by the fullone in Eq. ('_4) .We ndthatat

r
T he explicit expression for LlLkL # 3% js given in tem s of the two dim ensional version of the P assarino-Veltm an fiunctions @l It is

quite cum bersom e and w illbe w ritten dow n elsew here.

2



each n 1 the contrdbutions In the vertex ofthe rst, second and third tem s in Eq.-'_'(5) are respectively

HLL (Prqu) n:.ijfk (pquclkk)l I (20)
h i :

. ( 1y . @ % 5

L1 Her s > h1 2 ik ik > h2 2 ;% ike k ;@1

pnn  @igik) pee-slE 102 7g )+, z(p'q )sign €B) gy I k)i @1

2k ok 1)1 2 kkkk .

s Eigik) njEth, > ;% ik2 ) Ty = &); @2)

whereg, = diag( 1; 1), @ ,a p’d® pPg,andf, ,hi, andh;’ are some smooth functions of ongitudinal
and transverse m om enta. A s was expected, the contribution of each of the ndividualHLL wih n 1 is suppressed
by powers of 1=£B jin the infrared region. It is how ever quite rem arkable that despite the suppression of ndividual
HLL contrbutions, their cum ulative contribution is not suppressed In the Infrared region (@ nondecoupling e ect). In
fact, using the relation 0]

®
@ 2 Y exp -2 = 1,
z 1

n=0

x)z" (23)

and Integrating it w ith respect to z, we can perform explicitly the summ ation over the HLL contributions and obtain
the 3-point vertex that satis esthe W ard identities for the U (1) gauge sym m etry:

T ' 2 2 (kijkosks) = Tppp? ° kaskeiks) + Tyrfy” Kiskoiks) + Tyio,® kiskeiks); (24)
w here
2e 1
Tyic: Gaikeiks) = — sh o anks 5 k5,
n
) ki, k,; Sk, bk X,q9,°
kl(l' o Geoy) O k) — klki 2 L ko 0 (ksk)
12 12 %22
+ permutations of ki; 1); kz2; 2); and Kkz; 3) @25)
1 2 3 Ze .
Ty1rzs kijkoiks) = —iSng’l(eB)
A\l
b, b
ki X, 1 . ki; kI, kD, + ki R, kD,
exp . — cos — abkl? kz? - - - - 2 2 - - - k3 ! (k3k)
2¥BJ 2 ki, k2. \
. !
n kys a?bkg? kll)? + ks K, 5 kg? 23 (o) + g, ’ a';bki? kg? + ) Tk K, Koy (ks )
2 12 k 2 .2 k
ki, k3, 4 ki, k3,

+ pemutations of ky; 1); k2; 2); and (ks; 3) : (26)

Herewede ned @ g)= p'q’ + p’. These contrbutions come from the HLL tem s in Egs. £1) and £4). The

k k k

HLL contrbution com ing from ", * * in Eq. @0) is ofa higher order in 1=$B jand therefore is neglected here.
Using Egs. {18), £5), and £6), one can easily check that the 3-point vertex T * ? * istransverse. T he cancellation

occursbetween T, ;,? ° and T, ; ;. Astothetem T ) 2, °, i is transverse itself.

k2, +k2, +x2
1? 2?2 32
3 N ote that the vertex for the initialnon-sm eared eldsA is given by e 438 3 T ' 2 3.Thus, Prthese elds, an exponentially

dam ping form —factor occurs not in the propagator but in their vertices (com pare w ith a discussion of this feature in Ref. l:fz]) .



Is there a kinem atic region in which the LLL contribution is dom inant? T he answer to this question is \yes". It is
the region w ith m om enta kf? jcjzk Jo In this case, the lrading tem s in the expansion of the LLL and HLL vertices

In powers ofky, are:

T

" #
2e~ B J . 1
i Gaikeiks) = S———Tsh o aki k5, ke k)'g’’ + ks k)9’ '+ ki k)’g’'’ ;
27)
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1?
k. }k.? }iz k.1 (kl j<) g 12 (@]
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+ k2. k2 k3kk213 62 ﬁkkmﬁ
12 29
#
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12 27 #
+ pemutations of ki; 1); kz; 2); and ks; 3) : (29)

It is clear from these expressions that in that region the LLL contribution dom inates indeed. * This resul is quite
noticeable. The point is that as was shown In Ref. ij], the region wih m om enta kf? jcjzkjyje]ds the dom inant
contrbution in the Schw ingerD yson equation for the dynam ical ferm ion mass In QED in a strong m agnetic eld.
T herefore the LLL approxin ation is reliable In that problem .

N ondecoupling of heavy) HLL in the infrared region is quite unexpected phenom enon. W hat physics underlines
1? W e believe that this phenom enon re ects the in portant role of a boundary dynam ics at spatial In nity in this

pro
gap

. The point is that the HLL are not only heavy states but their transverse size grow sw ithout lin it w ith their
m2+ 2¥B nhasn ! 1 .Thishappensbecause the transverse dynam ics in the Landau problem is oscillator-like

one. Sihce in order to cancel the LLL anom aly one should consider the contribution of all higher Landau levels, it
In plies that the role of the boundary dynam ics at the transverse spatial in nity (correspondington ! 1 ) iscrucial
for the restoration of the gauge symm etry. In this respect this phenom enon is sin ilar to that of edge states In the
quantum Halle ect: the edge states are created by the boundary dynam ics and also restore the gauge Invariance
t_l-]_]]. Both these phenom ena re ect the In portance of a boundary dynam ics In a strong m agnetic eld. It would be
Interesting to exam ine w hether sim ilar nondecoupling phenom ena take place in noncom m utative theories arising In
string theories In m agnetic backgrounds [4].
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4 A Ithough the vertex T, ! 2 3 is subdom inant in this region, it is crucial for the restoration of the W ard identity. It is because while

HLL1

in the W ard identity there are term s in the HLL vertex T, ! 2 3 which are m ultiplied by a large transverse m om entum k-, , the LLL

HLL1

vertex T, !} 2 ® ismultiplied only by a sn all longitudinalm om entum ky .
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