arXiv:hep-th/0104167 v2 2 May 2001

UB-ECM-PF-01/02

A Note on Unitarity of Non-Relativistic Non-Commutative Theories

Toni Mateos^1, Alex Moreno^2

Departament ECM, Facultat de Física Universitat de Barcelona and Institut de Física d’Altes Energies, Diagonal 647, E-08028 Barcelona, Spain

Abstract

We analyze the unitarity of a non-relativistic non-commutative scalar field theory. We show that electric backgrounds spoil unitarity while magnetic ones do not. Furthermore, unlike its relativistic counterparts, unitarity can not be restored (at least at the level of one-to-one scattering amplitude) by adding new states to the theory. This is a signal that the model cannot be embedded in a natural way in string theory.

1 E-mail: tonim@ecm.ub.es 2 E-mail: moreno@ecm.ub.es

1 Introduction

It has been proved [1, 2] that non-commutative (NC) field theories are non-unitary and acausal when the non-commutativity involves the time coordinate. The non-locality in time requires a more subtle hamiltonian formalism [3, 4] where one needs to add an extra time-like coordinate. Except for several special cases of light-like non-commutativity [5], this non-locality in time is responsible for spoiling unitarity.

From a string theoretical point of view, these problems seem reasonably well understood. Magnetic B_{μν} backgrounds of string theory admit a decoupling limit of the massive modes [6, 7, 8] and lead to magnetic non-commutative field theories in the worldvolume of the D-branes. The unitarity of string theory is then inherited by the effective field theory.

On the other hand, electric backgrounds of string theory do not admit such a decoupling limit [9, 10, 11]. The lack of unitary of the effective field theory in the brane is just telling us that we should have taken into account all the massive string modes. In particular, it is found in [12] that adding new stringy states (the so-called χ-particles) to a NC ϕ^4 theory, one could understand and solve the unitarity failure at the level of one-to-one scattering amplitude.

Our work was doubly motivated. First of all, we wanted to check if these unitarity problems are present in non-relativistic theories too, where the treatment of space and time is completely different. In this paper, we study a non-relativistic NC ϕ^4 theory in (2+1) dimensions, which can be nicely viewed as the realization of the Galileo group with two central extensions (the mass and the non-commutativity parameter θ)[13]. We found an affirmative answer: only electric backgrounds break unitarity. This is the subject of chapter two.

Secondly, we wanted to understand whether unitarity could be restored by adding some new states. In such case, they would probably come from a non-decoupled non-relativistic theory of open strings, like that in [14, 15]. We found that such a procedure is not possible in our non-relativistic model, even for the simplest case of one-to-one scattering. Better understanding is therefore still required. We address this problem in section three.

2 Four Points Function and Unitarity

To set up our framework, let us start with a non-relativistic NC scalar field theory in D = 2 + 1 with quartic interactions and Lagrange density^{1 , 2} L_{nr} = ϕy ( i∂_t + ⃗∇2 2 ) ϕ − λ 4 ϕy_∗ ϕy_∗ ϕ_∗ ϕ. (1)

Following the idea of [1], we will study the unitarity of the theory by checking whether the Optical Theorem is fulfilled at the level of two particles scattering. It should happen that

(2) 1The perturbative properties of this model in the magnetic case have been studied in [16] and exact results can be found in [17].

2 It can be seen that having taken the other possible ordering of the vertex, i.e. Œ^y � Œ � Œ^y � Œ, would have lead to exactly the same unitarity problems.

The left hand side (LHS) and the right hand side (RHS) can be written as LHS ≡ 2Im ( −i λ^2 2 cos^2 p̃_1p_2 2 ∫ d2kdk0 (2π)^3 cos^{2 P̃ k}_2 [k^0 −^{⃗k2}_2 + iϵ][p^0 − k^0 −^{(⃗p}�^{⃗k)2}_2 + iϵ] ) (3)

RHS ≡ λ^2 4π cos^2 p̃_1p_2 2 ∫ d^3q_1 ∫ d^3q_2 δ(q^0_2 −

⃗q_2^2 2 )δ(q^0_1 −

⃗q_1^2 2 )δ^{(3)}(p_1 + p_2 − q_1 − q_2)cos^2 q̃_1q_2 2 (4) where p̃^μ ≡ p_ν θ^{νμ} , P^μ = p^μ_1 + p^μ_2 and the products are defined by pk ≡ p^0k^0 − ⃗p · ⃗k. Using the identity 2cos^2x = 1 + cos2x for the cosinus involving integrated momenta, both sides can be written as a sum of a planar integral plus a non-planar one. It is straightforward to show that the planar parts are identical in both sides. Therefore, the only job left is to check for the non-planar ones. For the RHS it gives RHS|_{np} = λ^2 4 cos^2p̃_1p_2 ∫ d3k 2π δ(P^0 − k^0 − ( ⃗P − ⃗k)^2 2 )δ(k^0 − ⃗k2 2 )cosP̃ k. (5)

2.1 Magnetic Case

Take the non-commutativity only in the two spatial coordinates [x, y] = iθ. In this case we have P̃^0 = 0 and so we can take the cosinus of (3) out of the k^0 integral. Therefore, we can perform the k^0 integral using Cauchy’s theorem. We are left with LHS|_{np} = − λ^2 2(2π)^2 cos^2 p̃_1p_2 2 Im ∫ d^2k cosP̃ k P^0 −^{⃗k2}_2 −^{( ⃗P} �^{⃗k)2}_2 + iϵ

. (6)

The imaginary part is extracted by using that (x + iϵ)�^1 = P^1_x − iπδ(x), and it is then straightforward to show that we obtain exactly (5). It can be easily seen that these last two steps are equivalent to replacing the internal propagators by delta functions. Indeed, this is nothing but a proof that the cutting rules are valid for the magnetic case. Notice that we have been able to check the Optical Theorem to all orders in θ.

2.2 Electric Case

Now, take non-commutativity between space and time, i.e. [t, x] = iθ. The main difference with respect to the magnetic case is that now P̃^0 ≠ 0 and, therefore, the cosinus factor in (3) cannot be taken out of the k^0 integral. We will find that the order zero θ-term is different from the one we obtain in expanding the RHS (5). Furthermore, a linear term arises, in contrast with the RHS, where the first θ term is quadratic.

Here one needs to go through Feynman parameters and residue integrals. We arrive at: LHS|_{np} = iλ^2 16π ∫ 1 0 dx 1 |1 − 2x| ( e^{if (P,θ,x)}Ω(P^0, θ) + e^{if (P,}�^{θ,x)}Ω(P^0, −θ) ) (7) being f(P, θ, x) ≡ |P̃_0| 2|1 − 2x| (2P^0(1 − x) − ⃗P^2x(1 − x)) +

⃗P̃^2

2|P̃_0| |1 − 2x| − ⃗P̃ · ⃗P (1 − x)) (8)

Ω(P^0, θ) ≡ Θ(P̃^0)Θ(x − 1 2 ) + Θ(P̃^0)Θ( 1 2 − x). (9) where we have chosen the symbol Θ(x) to name the step function, not to be confused with the non-commutative parameter θ.

The integral (7) cannot be solved exactly. Anyway, every term in (8) is linear in the noncommutativity parameter θ, since P̃^0 = θP^1 and ⃗P̃ = (θP^0, 0). Therefore, we can expand the expontentials of (7) in order to obtain a power series in θ of the LHS. However, due to the singular behaviour of (8) about x =^1_2 , one must expand only the exponential of the non-singular terms. Taking all this into account we finally obtain LHS|_{np} = λ^2 16 + |θ| λ^2 32π ( |P^1| ⃗P^2 +

2(P^0)^2 |P^1| ) + ... (10)

The first term arises from expanding a gamma function with imaginary argument, in contrast with the logarithms one finds in the relativistic case [1]. Its value is exactly half of its RHS counterpart (5), and so unitarity is violated. The linear term is not present in (5) either. The non-analicity in P^1 should not come as a surprise, it is associated to the new infinite uncertainty relations introduced by the non-commutativity. Notice too that only the absolute value of θ appears in (10), in agreement with the original symmetry θ → −θ in (3).

3 Two Points Function and Possible New States

Once the non-unitarity of theory has been shown, we could try to fix it perturbatively by introducing some new states in the theory with the right couplings. In [12] it was shown that in the relativistic case one could introduce the so called χ-particles to fix the unitarity failure. A similar analysis will show that there does not seem to be such a procedure for the non-relativistic case.

The optical theorem for the one-to-one scattering amplitude states that

(11)

A short calculation shows that

A(p) = −iλ ∫ dk0d2k (2π)^3 cos^{2 p̃k}_2 k^0 −^{⃗k2}_2 + iϵ = −iλ 16π Λ^2 + i λ 8π exp (_⃗ p̃2 2p̃0 )

|p̃^0| . (12)

In obtaining this result, we have introduced a hard cutoff for the planar integral (it diverges as in any commutative theory). For magnetic cases, we have p̃^0 = 0. If we take this limit in our result (12), we recover the result of [16], i.e. A(p) = λδ^{(2)}(⃗p)/4θ^2. It has no imaginary part, and so unitarity is preserved. On the contrary, for electric cases p̃^0 is finite, and there is always an imaginary contribution

2 Im [A(p)] = λ 4π cos^{⃗p̃2}_{2p̃0} |p̃^0| . (13)

The analog of this unitarity breakdown in the relativistic case [12] was a delta function. There, the authors reexpressed it as 2 Im [A(p)]_{relativistic} = ∫ d3k 2(2π)^3|k_1| ρ(λ, θ)δ^{(4)}(p − k) (14) and so they interpreted it as a term coming from the contribution of new states in the theory, with coupling ρ(λ, θ) to our ϕ field. It can be seen that this cannot be done in our case even if we allow for the coupling to depend on the momenta. This is due to the fact that our result (13) is a smooth function of the momenta, and so it can never be written as a delta function times a coupling.

4 Conclusions

We have shown that scalar non-relativistic non-commutative theories suffer from the same unitarity problems as the relativistic ones. Magnetic cases have passed the test to all orders in θ, while electric ones failed in both the two and the four points functions. The only relativistic theories in which non-locality in time was compatible with unitary evolution were some lightlike θ^{μν} backgrounds [5]. Since there are no such configurations for non-relativistic theories (light-cone coordinates are nonsense), non-locality in time always destroys unitarity.

We have also shown that the attempt of introducing new particles to our Lagrangian will never solve unitarity problems, not even at the level of the one-to-one scattering. The interpretation of the χ-particles as playing the role of some string modes that we have been missing in our original effective field theory fails in our non-relativistic model, which is nothing but a signal that this model cannot be embedded in string theory.

Acknowledgments We would like to thank Joaquim Gomis for so many fruitful discussions. This work is partially supported by AEN98-0431 and GC 2000SGR-00026 (CIRIT). T.M. is supported by a fellowship from the Commissionat per a la Recerca de la Generalitat de Catalunya and A.M acknowledges financial support from a MEC FPI fellowship.

References

[1] J. Gomis and T. Mehen, “Space-time noncommutative field theories and unitarity,” Nucl.

Phys. B 591 (2000) 265 [hep-th/0005129].

[2] N. Seiberg, L. Susskind and N. Toumbas, “Space/time non-commutativity and causality,” JHEP0006 (2000) 044 [hep-th/0005015].

[3] J. Gomis, K. Kamimura and J. Llosa, “Hamiltonian formalism for space-time noncommutative theories,” Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 045003 [hep-th/0006235].

[4] J. Gomis, K. Kamimura and T. Mateos, “Gauge and BRST generators for space-time noncommutative U(1) theory,” JHEP0103 (2001) 010 [hep-th/0009158].

[5] O. Aharony, J. Gomis and T. Mehen, “On theories with light-like noncommutativity,” JHEP0009 (2000) 023 [hep-th/0006236].

[6] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, J. High. Energy Phys. 9909 (1999) 032 [hep-th/9908142].

[7] M. R. Douglas and C. Hull, “D-branes and the noncommutative torus,” JHEP9802 (1998) 008 [hep-th/9711165].

[8] A. Connes, M. R. Douglas and A. Schwarz, “Noncommutative geometry and matrix theory:

Compactification on tori,” JHEP9802 (1998) 003 [hep-th/9711162].

[9] N. Seiberg, L. Susskind and N. Toumbas, “Strings in background electric field, space/time noncommutativity and a new noncritical string theory,” JHEP0006 (2000) 021 [hepth/0005040].

[10] J. L. Barbon and E. Rabinovici, “Stringy fuzziness as the custodian of time-space noncommutativity,” Phys. Lett. B 486 (2000) 202 [hep-th/0005073].

[11] R. Gopakumar, J. Maldacena, S. Minwalla and A. Strominger, “S-duality and noncommutative gauge theory,” JHEP0006 (2000) 036 [hep-th/0005048].

[12] L. Alvarez-Gaume, J. L. Barbon and R. Zwicky, “Remarks on time-space noncommutative field theories,” hep-th/0103069.

[13] J. Lukierski, P. C. Stichel and W. J. Zakrzewski, “Galilean-invariant (2+1)-dimensional models with a Chern-Simons-like term and D = 2 noncommutative geometry,” Annals Phys. 260 (1997) 224 [hep-th/9612017].

[14] J. Gomis and H. Ooguri, “Non-relativistic closed string theory,” hep-th/0009181.

[15] U. H. Danielsson, A. Guijosa and M. Kruczenski, “IIA/B, wound and wrapped,” JHEP 0010 (2000) 020 [hep-th/0009182].

[16] J. Gomis, K. Landsteiner and E. Lopez, “Non-relativistic non-commutative field theory and UV / IR mixing,” Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 105006 [hep-th/0004115].

[17] D. Bak, S. K. Kim, K. Soh and J. H. Yee, “Exact wavefunctions in a noncommutative field theory,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 85 (2000) 3087 [hep-th/0005253].