arXiv:hep-th/0011140 15 Nov 2000

IFUM-FT-668

The one-loop effective action of noncommutative

N = 4 super Yang-Mills is gauge invariant

Mario Pernici , Alberto Santambrogio and Daniela Zanon

Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università di Milano and INFN, Sezione di Milano, Via Celoria 16, 20133 Milano, Italy

Abstract

We study the gauge transformation of the recently computed one-loop four-point function of

N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory with gauge group U(N). The contributions from

nonplanar diagrams are not gauge invariant. We compute their gauge variation and show that it is cancelled by the variation from corresponding terms of the one-loop five-point function. This mechanism is general: it insures the gauge invariance of the noncommutative one-loop effective action.

e-mail: mario.pernici@mi.infn.it e-mail: alberto.santambrogio@mi.infn.it e-mail: daniela.zanon@mi.infn.it

Recently noncommutative gauge field theories have attracted much attention [1, 2, 3]. The motivations for such an interest reside primarily on two basic facts: on one side they represent the field theory limit of open strings in the presence of a constant B-field [4], on the other side they offer new examples of non local field theories whose properties can be studied in a rather simple setting [5]. Supersymmetry can be added into the game and in fact the analysis can be performed using a full superspace formulation [6, 7, 8, 9].

In [9] it has been shown that the quantization of noncommutative supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories can be studied within a superfield framework that exactly parallels its commutative counterpart. In particular one can take advantage of the background field method which drastically simplifies perturbative calculations [13, 14]. Indeed in [9, 10] quantum corrections to the noncommutative N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills classical action have been considered. It has been shown that at one loop the noncommutative βfunction is zero, since as it happens in the commutative case [15], the two- and three-point contributions to the effective action vanish. Moreover the one-loop four-point function has been computed. The result has been compared with the off-shell continuation of the corresponding result from string amplitudes [11] and complete agreement has been checked [10].

The one-loop four-point function is given by the sum of terms that arise from planar and nonplanar diagrams. The background field formalism introduces the external fields through covariant objects with a multiplication in terms of the ∗-product. After integration on the loop momentum the contributions from planar graphs are still expressible with the ∗-product, while the contributions from nonplanar graphs require the introduction of generalized multiplication rules, i.e. ∗^′- and ∗_3-products [11, 16, 17]. As pointed out in [11, 9, 10] the net result is that while the planar sector respects the gauge invariance of the classical action, the non planar sector is not gauge invariant.

It becomes relevant to investigate whether the Ward identities are satisfied in noncommutative gauge theories. The standard reasoning in commutative gauge theories is that, if the regularized tree-level action is background gauge invariant (or BRS invariant) then the effective action satisfies the background Ward identities (or the Slavnov-Taylor identities). This argument relies on properties like the invariance of the path-integral measure under background gauge (or BRS) transformations which are well established in commutative gauge theories.

In this letter we address the issue of gauge invariance for the effective action of N = 4 super Yang-Mills. We compute the gauge variation of the nonplanar terms in the oneloop four-point function presented in [10] and show that it is cancelled by the variation from corresponding terms of the one-loop five-point function. We discuss the cancellation mechanism in general and argue that it insures the gauge invariance of the noncommutative one-loop effective action. First we set the notation and briefly review the formalism and the results obtained in [9, 10].

The noncommutative N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills classical action written in terms of N = 1 superfields (we use the notations and conventions adopted in [12]) is given by S = 1 g^2 Tr (∫ d^4x d^4θ e^{−V} Φ̄_ie^V Φ^i + 1 2 ∫ d^4x d^2θ W^2 + 1 2 ∫ d^4x d^2θ̄ W̄^2 + 1 3! ∫ d^4x d^2θ iϵ_{ijk}Φ^i[Φ^j, Φ^k] + 1 3! ∫ d^4x d^2θ̄ iϵ^{ijk}Φ̄_i[Φ̄_j, Φ̄_k] )| | ∗ (1) where the Φ^i with i = 1, 2, 3 are three chiral superfields, and the W^α = iD̄^2(e^{−V}_∗ ∗ D^αe^V_∗ ) are the gauge superfield strengths. All the fields are Lie-algebra valued, e.g. Φ^i = Φ^i_aT^a, in the adjoint representation of U(N). In (1) the symbol |_∗ indicates that the superfields are multiplied using the ∗-product defined as (ϕ_1 ∗ ϕ_2)(x, θ, θ̄) ≡ e^{i2 Θμν ∂∂xμ ∂∂yν} ϕ_1(x, θ, θ̄)ϕ_2(y, θ, θ̄)|_{y=x} (2) The theory can be quantized using the background field method [9], which essentially consists in a non linear splitting between a quantum prepotential V and a background superfield, via covariant derivatives ∇_α = e^{−V}_∗ ∗ D_α e^V_∗ → e^{−V}_∗ ∗ ∇^B_α e^V_∗ ¯∇_{α̇} = D̄_{α̇} → ¯∇^B_{α̇} (3)

On the r.h.s. of (3) the covariant derivatives are expressed in terms of background connections, i.e.

∇^B_α = D_α − iΓ_α ¯∇^B_{α̇} = D̄_{α̇} − iΓ̄_{α̇} ∇^B_a = ∂_a − iΓ_a (4) In this way the external background enters in the quantum action implicitly in the background covariant derivatives through the connections and explicitly in the background field strength W_α =^i_2 [ ¯∇^{Bα̇}, { ¯∇^B_{α̇} , ∇^B_α }].

After the splitting the classical action is invariant under two separate sets of gauge transformations.

The quantum transformations:

e^V → e^{iΛ̄}_∗ ∗ e^V ∗ e^{−iΛ}_∗ Φ^i → e^{iΛ}_∗ Φ^ie^{−iΛ}_∗

∇_α → e^{iΛ}_∗ ∇_αe^{−iΛ}_∗ ¯∇_{α̇} → ¯∇_{α̇}

∇^B_α → ∇^B_α ¯∇^B_{α̇} → ¯∇^B_{α̇} (5) with supergauge parameter Λ which is a covariantly chiral superfield, ¯∇^B_{α̇} Λ = 0. The background transformations: e^V → e^{iK}_∗ ∗ e^V ∗ e^{−iK}_∗ Φ^i → e^{iK}_∗ Φ^ie^{−iK}_∗ ∇_α → e^{iK}_∗ ∇_αe^{−iK}_∗ ¯∇_{α̇} → e^{iK}_∗ ¯∇_{α̇}e^{−iK}_∗ ∇^B_α → e^{iK}_∗ ∇^B_α e^{−iK}_∗ ¯∇^B_{α̇} → e^{iK}_∗ ¯∇^B_{α̇} e^{−iK}_∗ (6) with a real superfield parameter, K = K̄. The quantum gauge invariance needs gaugefixing and this can be done in a background covariant way adding to the classical Lagrangian background covariantly chiral gauge-fixing functions, ∇^2_BV and ¯∇^2_BV . As emphasized in [9, 10] the quantization for the noncommutative theory proceeds following the same steps as for the commutative case. At one loop, amplitudes with external vector fields receive contributions from quantum V fields only, since the chiral matter loops are exactly cancelled by the ghost loops because of statistics.

The quantum quadratic action, relevant for the computation of the one-loop vector corrections is − 1 2g^2 Tr ( V ∗ 1 2 ∂^a∂_aV − iV ∗ [Γ^a, ∂_aV ]_∗ − 1 2 V ∗ [Γ^a, [Γ_a, V ]_∗]_∗ − iV ∗ {W^α, D_αV }_∗ − V ∗ {W^α, [Γ_α, V ]_∗}_∗ −iV ∗ {W̄^{α̇}, D̄_{α̇}V }_∗ − V ∗ {W̄^{α̇}, [Γ̄_{α̇}, V ]_∗}_∗ ) (7) The background connections have been defined in (4) and we have introduced the notation [A, B]_∗ = A ∗ B − B ∗ A. The interactions with the background fields are at most linear in the D spinor derivatives. Therefore one can immediately conclude that the first non vanishing correction to the effective action is given by the four-point function since Dalgebra supergraph rules require at least two D’s and two D̄’s in the loop. The complete result has been obtained in [10] and we make reference to that work for details of the calculation. Here we briefly explain how the various contributions are assembled and we present the final answer.

The vertices that enter in the evaluation of the four-point function are i 2g^2 Tr ( V ∗ {W^α, D_αV }_∗ + V ∗ {W̄^{α̇}, D̄_{α̇}V }_∗ ) (8) When inserted in the loop, depending on the order in which the quantum V ’s are Wick contracted, they produce two types of terms, an untwisted P -term and a twisted T -term [9] P → Tr(T^aT^bT^c) e^{− i2 (k1×k2+k2×k3+k1×k3 )} = Tr(T^aT^bT^c) e^{− i2 k2×k3}

T → −Tr(T^cT^bT^a) e^{i2 (k1×k2 +k2×k3+k1×k3)} = −Tr(T^cT^bT^a) e^{i2 k2×k3} (9)

where we have defined k_i × k_j ≡ (k_i)_μΘ^{μν} (k_j)_ν and used k_1 + k_2 + k_3 = 0.

The external background fields are arranged as follows

T (1a, 2b, 3c, 4d) = W^{αa}(p_1)W^b_α(p_2)W̄^{α̇c}(p_3)W̄^d_{α̇}(p_4) + W^{αa}(p_1)W̄^{α̇b}(p_2)W̄^c_{α̇}(p_3)W^d_α(p_4) − W^{αa}(p_1)W̄^{α̇b}(p_2)W^c_α(p_3)W̄^d_{α̇}(p_4) + h.c. (10)

The above expression, completely symmetric in the exchanges of any couple (1a) ↔ (2b) ↔ (3c) ↔ (4d), can be compared easily with the bosonic result from string amplitude calculations since we have ∫ d^2θ d^2θ̄ [ W^{αa}(p_1)W^b_α(p_2)W̄^{α̇c}(p_3)W̄^d_{α̇}(p_4)

+ W^{αa}(p_1)W̄^{α̇b}(p_2)W̄^c_{α̇}(p_3)W^d_α(p_4) −W^{αa}(p_1)W̄^{α̇b}(p_2)W^c_α(p_3)W̄^d_{α̇}(p_4) + h.c. ] → t^{αβγδμνρσ}F^a_{αβ}(p_1)F^b_{γδ}(p_2)F^c_{μν} (p_3)F^d_{ρσ}(p_4) (11)

where t^{αβγδμνρσ} is the symmetric tensor given e.g. in (9.A.18) of [18]. The one-loop four-point diagrams contain four propagators which produce a factor

I_0(k; p_1, . . . , p_4) = 1 (k + p_1)^2k^2(k − p_4)^2(k + p_1 + p_2)^2

(12)

They can be divided into planar and non planar contributions. There are two planar graphs: one with four P vertices and one with four T vertices with a trace factor Tr(T^pT^qT^rT^s) from the U(N) matrices. Their contribution is symbolically written as

P(p_1, . . . , p_4) = P_1P_2P_3P_4 + T_1T_2T_3T_4 (13)

The nonplanar diagrams contain either two twisted and two untwisted vertices or else one twisted and three untwisted vertices (equivalently three twisted and one untwisted). For the first group the trace on the U(N) matrices gives a factor like Tr(T^pT^q)Tr(T^rT^s), while for the second group it gives Tr(T^p)Tr(T^qT^rT^s). Their contribution is symbolically written as A(k, p_1, . . . , p_4) + B(k, p_1, . . . , p_4) with

A(k, p_1, . . . , p_4) = P_1P_2T_3T_4 + P_1T_2T_3P_4 + P_1T_2P_3T_4 + T_1T_2P_3P_4 + T_1P_2P_3T_4 + T_1P_2T_3P_4 (14) and B(k, p_1, . . . , p_4) = P_1P_2P_3T_4 + P_1T_2P_3P_4 + P_1P_2T_3P_4 + T_1P_2P_3P_4 + T_1T_2T_3P_4 + T_1P_2T_3T_4 + T_1T_2P_3T_4 + P_1T_2T_3T_4 (15)

Using the above definitions the complete one-loop vector four-point function is given by [10]

Γ_{total} = 1 4 ∫ d^2θ d^2θ̄ d^4p_1 d^4p_2 d^4p_3 d^4p_4

(2π)^{16} δ( ∑ p_i) T (1a, 2b, 3c, 4d) ∫ d^4k I_0(k; p_1, . . . , p_4) [P(p_1, . . . , p_4) + A(k, p_1, . . . , p_4) + B(k, p_1, . . . , p_4) ] (16)

The above expression can be evaluated in the low-energy approximation p_i · p_j small, with p_i × p_j finite. In this case the integration on the k-loop momentum can be performed exactly. Introducing an IR mass regulator in a background gauge invariant manner, and the definition p ∘ p = p_μΘ^{μν} Θ_{ρν}p^ρ, the complete result for the low-energy planar and nonplanar contributions to the four-point function can be written as

Γ_{l.e.} = π^2 4 ∫ d^2θ d^2θ̄ d^4p_1 d^4p_2 d^4p_3 d^4p_4 (2π)^{16} δ( ∑ p_i) [ W^{αa}(p_1)W^b_α(p_2)W̄^{α̇c}(p_3)W̄^d_{α̇}(p_4) + W^{αa}(p_1)W̄^{α̇b}(p_2)W̄^c_{α̇}(p_3)W^d_α(p_4)

−W^{αa}(p_1)W̄^{α̇b}(p_2)W^c_α(p_3)W̄^d_{α̇}(p_4) + h.c. ]

{ 1 6m^4

Tr(T^aT^bT^cT^d) e^{i2 (p2×p1+p1×p4+p2×p4)} + 1 m^2

(p_1 + p_2) ∘ (p_1 + p_2) 2 sin ( p1×p2 2 ) p1×p2 2 sin ( p3×p4 2 ) p3×p4 2 K_2(m √ (p_1 + p_2) ∘ (p_1 + p_2)) Tr(T^aT^b) Tr(T^cT^d)

− 1 m^2

(p_1 + p_2 + p_3) ∘ (p_1 + p_2 + p_3) e^{− i}2^{(p1×p2+p2×p3+p1×p3)} (p_1 × p_4)(p_3 × p_4)

K_2(m √ (p_1 + p_2 + p_3) ∘ (p_1 + p_2 + p_3)) Tr(T^aT^bT^c) Tr(T^d)

+ h.c. } (17)

Again using (11) we can extract the purely bosonic contributions in terms of the F_{μν}’s. The resulting expression coincides with the off-shell extrapolation of the field theory limit obtained in [11] from open string amplitudes. The terms from planar diagrams can be rewritten in terms of ∗-products between the superfield strengths, while the terms proportional to Tr(T^aT^b)Tr(T^cT^d) and to Tr(T^aT^bT^c)Tr(T^d) corresponding to non planar diagrams reproduce the ∗^′- and the ∗_3-products respectively [16, 11, 17]. While the planar contributions are gauge invariant under the background transformations in (6), the non planar terms break gauge invariance explicitly, despite the fact that they are expressed in terms of covariant objects. We observe that even if we were to replace the ∗^′ and the ∗_3 operations with ∗-products still the nonplanar terms would not maintain gauge invariance. The new generalized multiplication rules are not the cause of trouble. In fact we will show that gauge invariance is recovered taking into account the gauge variation of corresponding terms from the one-loop five point function.

Now we discuss in some detail the gauge variation of the one-loop four-point function in (16). The total variation consists in the sum of four terms corresponding to the variation of each external background field contained in the expression T (1a, 2b, 3c, 4d) explicitly given in (10). Symmetry considerations allow to repeat the same argument for each of the four contributions, so that in order to be specific we consider the variation of the W^α(p_1) superfield. From (6) we obtain the background gauge transformation of the superfield strength δW^α = iK ∗ W^α − iW^α ∗ K ≡ δ_1W^α + δ_2W^α (18) The two terms can be written in momentum space as

δ_1W^α(p_1) = i ∫ d^4x e^{−ip1·x}K ∗ W^α = i ∫ d^4x

∫ d^4p_0 d^4k (2π)^8 e^{i(p0+k)·x}e^{− i2 p0×k}e^{−ip1·x}K(p_0)W^α(k) = i ∫ d^4p_0

(2π)^4 e^{− i2 p0×p1} K(p_0)W^α(p_1 − p_0) (19) and δ_2W^α(p_1) = −i

∫ d^4p_0

(2π)^4 e^{i2 p0×p1} W^α(p_1 − p_0)K(p_0) (20)

Our goal is to prove that such a variation of the external background field W^α in the four-point function is compensated by the variation of the background connection Γ_a which appears as an additional vertex from (7) in the corresponding five-point function. The analysis is quite simple if it is performed directly on the various one-loop diagrams that contribute to the total answer. As an example of the cancellation mechanism we focus on the contribution in (16) which has vertices in the order P_1P_2T_3T_4 with W^α(p_1)W_α(p_2)W̄^{α̇}(p_3)W̄_{α̇}(p_4) as external background. The corresponding Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: P_1P_2T_3T_4 contribution to the four point function

It gives

Γ_{P T} = 1 4 ∫ d^2θ d^2θ̄ d^4p_1 d^4p_2 d^4p_3 d^4p_4 (2π)^{16} δ( ∑ p_i) e^{− i2 (p1×p2−p3×p4)} (21)

Tr[W^α(p_1)W_α(p_2)] Tr[W̄^{α̇}(p_3)W̄_{α̇}(p_4)] ∫ d^4k e^{−ik×(p1+p2)} (k + p_1)^2k^2(k − p_4)^2(k + p_1 + p_2)^2

Now we compute its δ_1 gauge transformation as in (19)

δ_1Γ^{(1)}_{P T} = i 4 ∫ d^2θ d^2θ̄ d^4p_1 d^4p_2 d^4p_3 d^4p_4

(2π)^{16} δ( ∑ p_i) ∫ d^4k e^{− i}2^{(p1×p2−p3×p4)}e^{−ik×(p1+p2)} (k + p_1)^2k^2(k − p_4)^2(k + p_1 + p_2)^2

∫ d^4p_0 (2π)^4 e^{− i2 p0×p1} Tr[K(p_0)W^α(p_1 − p_0)W_α(p_2)] Tr[W̄^{α̇}(p_3)W̄_{α̇}(p_4)] (22)

The δ_2Γ^{(1)}_{P T} variation is obtained in similar manner. In the same way one compute δΓ^{(2)}_{P T} , δΓ^{(3)}_{P T} and δΓ^{(4)}_{P T} varying in (21) W_α(p_2), W̄^{α̇}(p_3) and W̄_{α̇}(p_4) respectively. One finds that the sum δΓ^{(1)}_{P T} + δΓ^{(2)}_{P T} + δΓ^{(3)}_{P T} + δΓ^{(4)}_{P T} is not zero. Thus we look for a cancellation from a higher-point function.

Let us consider the contribution to the one-loop five point-function corresponding to a supergraph with the same vertices considered above plus the following additional vertex (cf. the action in (7)) V = i 2g^2 ∫ d^2θd^2θ̄d^4x TrV ∗ [Γ^a, ∂_aV ]_∗ (23)

When inserted in the loop, depending on the order in which the quantum fields are Wick contracted it will produce contributions of untwisted or twisted type. Now we compute its gauge variation under the background transformations in (6) and show that its presence compensates the terms in (22). From (6) we obtain the linearized background gauge variation of the connection δΓ_a = ∂_aK (24) so that the vertex varies into δV = i g^2 Tr ∫ d^2θd^2θ̄d^4x (−V ∗ K ∗ 2V + 2V ∗ K ∗ V ) ≡ δ_1V + δ_2V (25)

As emphasized above each term in (25) produces an untwisted and a twisted contribution

δ_1V → δ_1V_P + δ_1V_T δ_2V → δ_2V_P + δ_2V_T (26)

We focus on V_P . The analysis of the other terms leads to corresponding similar conclusions.

Figure 2: five-point function

At the level of the five-point function, the V vertex can appear in between any of the four field strengths. The four diagrams corresponding to the δV_P variation are shown in Fig. 2a, . . . , 2d. For each of them we have to consider δ_1V_P and δ_2V_P . Let us start with δ_1V_P as in Fig. 2a. It gives

δ_1V^{(a)}_P → − i 4 ∫ d^2θ d^2θ̄ d^4p_0 d^4p_1 d^4p_2 d^4p_3 d^4p_4 (2π)^{20} δ(p_1 − p_0 + p_2 + p_3 + p_4 + p_0) ∫ d^4k e^{− i2 (p1×p2−p3×p4)}e^{−ik×(p1+p2)} (k + p_1)^2(k + p_0)^2k^2(k − p_4)^2(k + p_1 + p_2)^2

(k + p_0)^2 e^{− i2 p0×p1}

Tr[K(p_0)W^α(p_1 − p_0)W_α(p_2)] Tr[W̄^{α̇}(p_3)W̄_{α̇}(p_4)] (27)

It is immediate to check that this expression exactly cancels the δ_1 variation in (22).

Figure 3: example of cancellation

Moreover it is rather simple to prove that the δ_2V_P term as in Fig. 2a compensates the terms from δ_1V_P as in Fig. 2b. Indeed with the labeling of momenta shown in Fig. 3 one obtains

δ_2V^{(a)}_P + δ_1V^{(b)}_P → − i 4 ∫ d^2θ d^2θ̄ d^4p_0 d^4p_1 d^4p_2 d^4p_3 d^4p_4 (2π)^{20} δ( 4∑ i=1 p_i) ∫ d^4k (k + p_1)^2k^2(k − p_4)^2(k + p_1 + p_2)^2

−(k − p_0)^2 e^{− i}2^{k×p0} e^i2^{(k−p4)×(p4−p0)} (k − p_0)^2

+(k − p_4 + p_0)^2 e^{− i}2^{(k−p4)×p0} e^{− i}2^{(p4−p0)×k} (k − p_4 + p_0)^2

Tr[K(p_0)W^α(p_1)W_α(p_2)] Tr[W̄^{α̇}(p_3)W̄_{α̇}(p_4 − p_0)]

= 0 (28)

Continuing the calculation, one finds

δ_2V^{(b)}_P + δ_1V^{(c)}_P → 0

δ_2V^{(c)}_P + δ_1V^{(d)}_P → δ_1Γ^{(2)}_{P T} + δ_2Γ^{(2)}_{P T}

δ_2V^{(d)}_P → δ_2Γ^{(1)}_{P T} (29)

In this way we have shown that the terms produced from the variation of W^α(p_1) and W_α(p_2) in (22) are completely cancelled by the variation of the untwisted terms from the V vertex in the five-point function. Following exactly the same pattern the twisted V vertex produces a variation that compensates the variation from W̄^{α̇}(p_3) and W̄_{α̇}(p_4) in the four-point contribution in (22).

Figure 4: general cancellation mechanism

We can implement the cancellation graphically as in Fig. 4, which shows the interplay between twisted and untwisted vertices. In fact the previous argument can be generalized and the gauge invariance of the complete one-loop effective action can be obtained. The reasoning is the following: one rewrites the quadratic quantum Lagrangian in (7) in a manifestly background gauge invariant way − 1 2g^2 Tr ( V ∗ 2^B ∗ V − iV ∗ {W^α, ∇αV }∗ − iV ∗ {^¯W^{α̇},^¯∇α̇V }∗^) (30) with the definition 2^B ≡^1_2 ∇^B_a ∇^{Ba}. As explained in [14] one can perform one-loop calculations using background covariant D-algebra and background covariant propagators. In particular, making a background gauge transformation on the background fields only, the first term of the action in (30) gives the variation in (25) with 2 replaced by 2^B, as shown in Fig. 4b. The terms containing W and W̄ are represented graphically in Fig. 4a, with covariant propagators 1/2^B . In this way, using the previous argument one establishes that the one-loop effective action is indeed background gauge invariant.

We conclude with the following remarks. We have checked that the noncommutative N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory can be treated perturbatively in a consistent and technically viable framework. Thus one can continue in the program and start computing correlation functions in perturbation theory. In [19, 20] gauge invariant operators have been constructed in the noncommutative theory through the introduction of appropriate Wilson lines

W(x, C) = P_∗ exp ( i ∫_1 0 dσ dζ^μ dσ A_μ(x + ζ(σ)) ) (31)

where P_∗ denotes generalized path ordering in terms of the ∗-product and C is a straight line. The calculations that have been presented so far are in a component approach. We can extend them to supersymmetric theories in a full superspace formulation. Indeed the Wilson line can be represented in superfield language as

W(x, C) = P_∗ exp ( i ∫_1 0 dσ dζ^{αα̇} dσ Γ_{αα̇}(x + ζ(σ)) ) (32)

It can be used efficiently in perturbative calculations of correlation functions of gauge invariant operators.

The Wilson lines introduced in [19, 20] have been used to obtain a gauge-completion of the one-loop four-point function [21]. In the background field method approach that we have applied to derive the one-loop effective action, Wilson lines naturally appear as follows:

∇^B_a = W ∗ ∂_a W^{−1} 1 2B^{= W ∗ 1}2^{∗ W −1 (33)}

where W is defined in (32). In this way contributions to the one-loop effective action can be rewritten as

W^α ∗ 1 2B^{∗ ∇βB ¯∇β̇BW̄α̇ ∗ 1}2B^{. . . → Wα ∗ W ∗ 1}2^{∗ W −1 ∗ ∇βB ¯∇β̇BW̄α̇ ∗ W ∗ 1}2^{. . .}_{(34)}

Acknowledgements We acknowledge stimulating discussions with Ruggero Ferrari and Soo-Jong Rey. This work has been partially supported by INFN, MURST and the European Commission RTN program HPRN-CT-2000-00113 in which M.P., A.S. and D.Z. are associated to the University of Torino.

References

[1] A. Connes, M.R. Douglas, A. Schwarz, JHEP 02 (1998) 003, hep-th/9711162 M.R. Douglas, C. Hull, JHEP 02 (1998) 008, hep-th/9711165

[2] N. Seiberg, E. Witten, JHEP 09 (1999) 032, hep-th/9908142

[3] N. Seiberg, L. Susskind, N. Toumbas, JHEP 06 (2000) 021, hep-th/000540 R. Gopakumar, J. Maldacena, S. Minwalla, A. Strominger, JHEP 06 (2000) 036, hep-th/0005048 R. Gopakumar,S. Minwalla, N. Seiberg, A. Strominger, JHEP 08 (2000) 008, hepth/0006062 E. Bergshoeff, D.S. Berman, J.P. van der Schaar, P. Sundell, hep-th/0006112

[4] O. Andreev, H. Dorn, Nucl. Phys. B583 (2000) 145, hep-th/0003113 A. Bilal, C.-S. Chu, R. Russo, Nucl. Phys. B582 (2000) 65, hep-th/0003180 C.-S. Chu, R. Russo, S. Sciuto, hep-th/0004183

[5] T. Filk, Phys. Lett. B376(1996) 53

S. Minwalla, M. Van Raamsdonk, N. Seiberg, hep-th/9912072 A. Matusis, L. Susskind, N. Toumbas, hep-th/0002075 M. Van Raamsdonk, N. Seiberg, JHEP 03 (2000) 035, hep-th/0002186 A. Armoni, hep-th/0005208 I. Chepelev, R. Roiban, JHEP 05 (2000) 037, hep-th/9911098; hep-th/0008090

[6] S. Ferrara, M.A. Lledo’, JHEP 05 (2000) 008, hep-th/0002084

[7] C. Chu, F. Zamora, JHEP 02 (2000) 020, hep-th/9912153

S. Terashima, Phys.Lett. B482 (2000) 276, hep-th/002119 N. Grandi, R.L. Pakman, F.A. Schaposnik, hep-th/0004104 M.T. Grisaru, S. Penati, hep-th/0010177

[8] A.A. Bichl, I.M. Grimstrup, H. Grosse, L. Popp, M. Schweda, R. Wulkenhaar, hepth/0007050

[9] D. Zanon, hep-th/0009196

[10] A. Santambrogio, D. Zanon, hep-th/0010275

[11] H. Liu, J. Michelson, hep-th/0008205

[12] S.J. Gates, M.T. Grisaru, M. Rocek, W. Siegel, “Superspace” (Benjamin-Cummings, Reading, MA, 1983)

[13] M.T. Grisaru, W. Siegel, Nucl. Phys. B201 (1982) 292

[14] M.T. Grisaru, D. Zanon, Nucl. Phys B252 (1985) 578

[15] M.T. Grisaru, W. Siegel, Phys. Lett. 110B (1982) 49 [16] M.R. Garousi, Nucl.Phys. B 579 (2000) 209, hep-th/9909214 [17] T. Mehen, M.B. Wise, hep-th/0010204 [18] M.B. Green, J.H. Schwarz, E. Witten, “Superstring Theory” (Cambridge University Press, 1987) [19] S. Das, S.-J. Rey, hep-th/0008042

D.J. Gross, A. Hashimoto, N. Itzhaki, hep-th/0008075 [20] N. Ishibashi, S. Iso, H. Kawai, Y. Kitazawa, Nucl. Phys. B573 (2000) 573, hepth/9910004 [21] H. Liu, hep-th/0011125