arXiv:0908.0467v1 [hep-th] 4 Aug 2009

On the Problem of Renormalizability in Non-Commutative Gauge Field Models — A Critical Review

Daniel N. Blaschke, Erwin Kronberger, Arnold Rofner, Manfred Schweda,

René I.P. Sedmik and Michael Wohlgenannt

August 4, 2009

Institute for Theoretical Physics, Vienna University of Technology Wiedner Hauptstrasse 8-10, A-1040 Vienna (Austria)

E-mail: blaschke@hep.itp.tuwien.ac.at, kronberger@hep.itp.tuwien.ac.at,
       arofner@hep.itp.tuwien.ac.at, mschweda@tph.tuwien.ac.at,
        sedmik@hep.itp.tuwien.ac.at, miw@hep.itp.tuwien.ac.at

Abstract

When considering quantum field theories on non-commutative spaces one inevitably encounters the infamous UV/IR mixing problem. So far, only very few renormalizable models exist and all of them describe non-commutative scalar field theories on fourdimensional Euclidean Groenewold-Moyal deformed space, also known as ‘θ-deformed space’ R^4_θ . In this work we discuss some major obstacles of constructing a renormalizable non-commutative gauge field model and sketch some possible ways out.

1 Introduction

Ever since the first non-commutative quantum field theory models were constructed, the greatest obstacle has been the infamous so-called UV/IR mixing problem [1], where certain types of Feynman graphs, the non-planar graphs, exhibit new unrenormalizable IR singularities in exceptional momenta (see [2, 3, 4] for a review). The situation improved dramatically when the first renormalizable scalar non-commutative model, the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model, was put forward [5, 6, 7]. Later, a second renormalizable scalar non-commutative quantum field theory was presented by Gurau et al. [8] which, due to the way it is constructed, we would like to refer to as the ‘scalar 1/p^2 model’. Both models have in common that they are formulated on Groenewold-Moyal deformed [9, 10] (also called θ-deformed) Euclidean space R^4_θ (rather than Minkowski), and that they ’mix’ short and long distances which ’damps’ potential IR divergences. While translation invariance is broken explicitly in the Grosse- Wulkenhaar model by adding an oscillator-like term to the action, the scalar 1/p^2 model avoids this problem through a non-local bilinear term of the form ϕ ⋆^a_□ ϕ for the quadratic one-loop IR divergence inherently generated by the phase factors of the non-planar part at one-loop level. On the other hand, the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model implements the so-called Langmann-Szabo duality [11] and kills the infamous Landau ghost [12, 13], whereas the scalar 1/p^2 model does not. Nonetheless, both models have been proven to be renormalizable to all orders of perturbation theory.

Despite of almost a decade of work in this field two important steps have not been achieved yet:

• a good handling and efficient computation of Feynman diagrams on non-commutative Minkowski space-time and the construction of a candidate for a renormalizable scalar model^1, such as a Minkowskian version of the Grosse-Wulkenhaar or the scalar 1/p^2 model;

• the construction of a renormalizable gauge model, or more precisely, a rigorous proof of renormalizability of one of the promising candidates [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25].

In this work we shall discuss the present status of non-commutative gauge theories and point out obstacles for renormalization on a very general basis, i.e. not particular to any specific model. We presume θ-deformed R^4_θ endowed with the non-local Groenewold-Moyal star product [9, 10]

(Φ_1 ⋆ Φ_2) (x) ≡ Φ_1(x) e^{i2 ←−∂ μθμν −→∂ ν} Φ_2(x) , where iθ_{μν} ≡ [x_μ^⋆, x_ν ] . (1)

In the simplest case, which we would like to consider here, the antisymmetric real matrix θ_{μν} is constant and has mass dimension −2. In addition we would like to introduce the notation p̃_μ ≡ θ_{μν} p_ν.

We start by discussing the damping of IR singularities in non-commutative scalar QFTs, and consider the scalar 1/p^2 model as an example in Section 2.1. We then move on to gauge theories and the numerous unsolved problems accompanying them in Sections 2.2 and 2.3 before, in Section 3, we finally try to find a roadmap for future strategies concerning the construction of renormalizable gauge models on θ-deformed spaces.

2 Implications of UV/IR mixing

In order to find a way out of the UV/IR problems we have to fully understand the mechanisms leading to the mixing, and the implications originating from it. Obviously, the^1_{p̃2} singularity is intimately tied to the Groenewold-Moyal product. More specifically, the deformation gives rise to phase factors of the type e^{ikμθμν pν} , with k_μ being an internal momentum to be integrated out, and p_μ being an external momentum. In the UV limit the rapid oscillation effectively eliminates UV divergences in (non-planar) loop integrals. However, this damping behaviour vanishes in the limit p_μ → 0 ∀μ or p̃_μ → 0 ∀μ, where the phase becomes unity. Naturally, in this limit the original divergence has to reappear, and in the case of a quadratic divergence is represented in the form^1_{p̃2} .

1There have been claims, that the UV/IR mixing is not present in a Minkowskian non-commutative QFT if one considers proper Feynman rules taking into account a generalized notion of time ordering [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19]. However, these conjectures still lack a rigorous proof.

Historically, (an incomplete list of references is given by [26, 27, 28, 29, 30]) the IR divergences have been neglected in the discussion of renormalization. Instead, direct correspondences between known commutative results and the outcome of planar part calculations of the non-commutative counter parts have been sought. Soon afterwards, there appeared a series of publications [1, 3, 31, 32, 33] describing the, finally discovered, UV/IR mixing in all detail. However, it was not clear at this point how to apply renormalization in the presence of this new effect due to the following: On the one hand, the IR divergences are no ‘classical’ singularities appearing in some ill-defined loop integrals requiring regularization, but divergences in the external momentum. Therefore, the well known renormalization schemes from commutative quantum field theory cannot be applied straightforwardly. On the other hand, the standard choice for the renormalization conditions [37, 38] cannot be taken due to the appearance of the 1/p̃^2 term in loop corrections. We will come back to these problems in Section 3, but for now, let us review another aspect of UV/IR mixing: the problem of non-renormalizability, and damping as its cure.

2.1 Damping in the scalar 1/p^2 model

As has been discussed at the beginning of this section, models formulated on a deformed space, e.g. on Euclidean R^4_θ , typically exhibit non-local infrared divergences due to UV/IR mixing which lead to non-local counter terms. In the ‘naïve’ version of non-commutative ϕ^4_θ, which is generated by simply replacing ordinary products by their star-equivalents, one obtains the same propagator G(k) = (k^2 + m^2)^{−1} as in the commutative case. Computing a simple tadpole graph with n non-planar insertions results in [1, 34, 35]

∝ 1 p̃^2 ⇒ ∝ ∫ d^4p 1 (p̃^2)^n 1 (p^2 + m^2)^{n+1} . (2) Hence, the IR singularity grows order by order. This is due to the fact that there is no term present in the action of naïve ϕ^4_θ which damps the propagator. In the case of the scalar 1/p^2 model of Gurau et al. [8], for example, such an IR damping term is already included in the tree level action, which leads to the renormalizability of the model. This can be understood when considering their action

S_{Gur.} = ∫ d^4x [ 1 2 ∂_μϕ ⋆ ∂_μϕ + 1 2 m^2ϕ^{⋆2} − 1 2 ϕ ⋆ a^2 ~□ ϕ + λ 4! ϕ^{⋆4} ] , (3)

whose bi-linear part leads to the propagator G^{ϕϕ}(k) = 1 k^2 + m^2 +^{a2}_{k̃2}

. (4)

The divergence structure of the one-loop calculations is of course dominated by the region of large k, i.e. where the a-dependent part of the propagator is negligible, and for the self-energy one finds a quadratic UV divergence from the planar sector and a UV finite contribution from the non-planar sector. This latter contribution again behaves like 1/p̃^2 for small external momentum p, i.e. at p̃^2 = 0 one has a quadratic IR divergence in the external momentum. However, the model (3) already features an according (compensating) term in the tree-level action, and therefore the non-planar IR divergence merely leads to a renormalized parameter a [35, 36]. Of course, it has to be assured that no additional divergences appear at higher loop order. In fact, recomputing Eqn. (2) with the ‘damped’ propagator (4) (which behaves like k̃^2/a^2 for small momentum k) yields an IR finite result independent of the number n of insertions. A rigorous proof for this handwaving argumentation has been given up to all orders of perturbation theory by Gurau et al. [8] using Multiscale Analysis (MSA).

From the short discussion above we may learn three things:

• Introduction of a θ-deformed product into quantum field theories results in inherent non-locality. Therefore, the renormalization schemes known from commutative theory^2 that require locality, cannot be used directly.

• Nonetheless, it is possible to construct renormalizable models on non-commutative space — at least in the scalar case as has been proven by using flow equations [41, 42] in a matrix base formulation [5, 6] and the MSA in x-space [7, 8].

• The naïve approach of starting from a renormalizable commutative model and replacing all products with Groenewold-Moyal products does not lead to a renormalizable non-commutative theory. In fact, (by heuristic evidence) one is required to introduce additional non-local terms into the action in order to be able to absorb and damp the non-local IR divergences which are generated in loop calculations.

2.2 Are non-commutative gauge theories feasible?

Let us consider the situation for gauge theories, and for simplicity start with U(1) gauge fields on R^4_θ . The gauge invariant Yang-Mills action endowed with stars, as would be the naïve ansatz, is given by

S_{YM⋆} = ∫ d^4x 1 4 F_{μν} ⋆ F_{μν} , with F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ − ig [A_μ^⋆, A_ν ] . (5)

Notice, that the star product (1) modifies the initial U(1) algebra in a way that it becomes non-Abelian^3. We call the resulting algebra U_⋆(1). It has been shown [43, 44, 45, 46] that only enveloping algebras, such as U(N) or O(N) and USp(2N), survive the introduction of a deformed product (in the sense that commutators of algebra elements are again algebra elements), while e.g. SU(N) does not. Despite this fact, star-commutators generally do not vanish due to property (1). Hence, any Moyal-deformed gauge theory is of the non-Abelian type.

As indicated above, the action (5) does not lead to a renormalizable model no matter how the gauge fixing and Fadeev-Popov terms are chosen. The reason, as in the naïve scalar

2In this respect we give a list of the most common technologies which, naturally, is far from being complete and shall just serve as a basic directory to start from: the Algebraic Renormalization procedure [37], BPHZ subtraction procedure [39] and, equivalently, the bi-algebra based approach of Epstein and Glaser [40].

3In θ-deformed U(N) algebras all defining commutator relations are replaced by star-commutators [ X^a(x)T^{a ⋆}, Y^b(x)T^b ] ≡ ( X^a(x)T^a ⋆ Y^b(x)T^b − Y^b(x)T^b ⋆ X^a(x)T^a ) where X, Y are arbitrary functions on R^4_θ , and T are the generators of U(N). Hence, even in the special case N → 1 these commutators do not vanish in contrast to the commutative case.

case, is that one finds a quadratic IR divergence in the non-planar part of the self-energy (which is independent of the gauge fixing [47, 48, 49, 50]). This divergence increases as p̃^{−2n} with loop order n (cf. (2)). Due to BRST invariance it takes the form

Π^{IR}_{μν} ∝ g^2 p̃_μp̃_ν (p̃^2)^2

, (6)

i.e. p_μΠ^{IR}_{μν} = 0 due to p_μp̃_μ = p_μθ_{μν} p_ν = 0, and no term exists in the tree level action to absorb this divergence. Hence, in contrast to the scalar theory where renormalizability can be restored by adding a simple non-local term (see Section 2.1), gauge theories contain an additional requirement for counter terms regarding the tensor structure. Indeed, the form of Eqn. (6) cannot simply be generated by contracting F_{μν} with θ_{μν} [23] but requires ‘fine tuning’ of the action. Several generalizations of the mechanisms working in scalar theory to Yang-Mills type models have been presented [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25], but proofs of renormalizability are still missing, and it is not obvious that all problems can be solved. At least, up to now there is no model which features a suitable term to absorb the one-loop divergence Eqn. (6).

It has recently been suggested [51] to conduct a proof of renormalizability by exploiting the symmetry content of the theory by means of Algebraic Renormalization (AR). This latter point is questionable due to inherent uncertainties which have to be clarified before such an attempt may succeed. See Section 2.3 for a discussion of these problems.

Finally, one may state that the obstacles are in principle the same for scalar and gauge models. However, a straightforward generalization of the solutions [7, 8] for the scalar versions does not work in the latter case due to the additional demand for gauge invariance. In commutative theories, several techniques have been established over the years to conduct renormalization in the presence of symmetries [37, 38] but application of these is prevented by an inherent property introduced by the deformation (1): non-locality.

2.3 The curse of non-locality

As indicated above, the introduction of the θ-deformed product (1) inevitably leads to nonlocality since the product itself is non-local. This property is not compatible with some of the classical renormalization schemes. The reason is, that the premise of locality is required to avoid the insertion of artificial operators of negative mass dimension, which in turn spoil renormalizability. Of course, this is exactly the same problem we are facing now in non-commutative QFT and the question arises if renormalizability exists in the presence of non-locality. An answer to this problem has been partly given, but let us first review the problems in more detail in order to understand the background.

The BPHZ scheme, and also other subtraction schemes, relies on locality. In this method, divergent loop integrals are rendered finite by subtracting the first n terms of its Taylor expansion, where n corresponds to the order of the divergence according to naïve power counting. By absorbing the divergences in the parameters of the theory one obtains renormalized quantities. Obviously, this procedure is only well-defined if the convergence radius of the series does not vanish^4, i.e. for local integrands. However, a generalized subtraction scheme for integrands, where the non-locality only stems from the star-product, might be feasible.

4This becomes clear when considering the simple non-local function 1/p^2, which cannot be Taylor expanded around p = 0.

Another quite successful scheme is Algebraic Renormalization (AR) (see [37] for a review of the topic). It relies on the so-called Quantum Action Principle (QAP) [52, 53, 54] which, in turn, is based on the assumption of locality. Therefore, unfortunately, the QAP does not exist in its usual form on non-commutative spaces. However, even assuming that proofs can be found, such that a QAP exists in Moyal-deformed theories, one has to show that the symmetry content of the theory at tree level is stable under quantum corrections, i.e. that the theory is free from anomalies. This latter point involves the computation of the cohomology [55, 56, 57] H(s) = Ker s/ Im s (see also [58] for an exemplary application of this concept in commutative theories and further references) of the nilpotent BRST operator s. One has to show triviality of the respective cohomology group for ghost number 1 local functionals (i.e. anomalies), which again requires locality in all steps [57]. In this respect, some efforts for a generalization to non-commutative spaces have been made. For example, the notion of BRST cohomology and the Chern character has been introduced in [59] using Connes’ notation of spectral triples [60, 61]. Another contribution has been the generalization of the descent equations describing Yang-Mills anomalies to non-commu-tative spaces [62]. It has also been shown [26] that the symmetry content compatible with the QAP can be established for non-commutative U_⋆(N) theories and is invariant under an explicit one-loop UV renormalization.

For the actual AR to be applicable to non-commutative spaces two things have to be shown. First, the computation of the cohomology class has to be worked out rigorously for the ghost number 0 functionals F, representing the most general quantum level action, to fulfill sF = 0. In addition, a proof that the triviality of the cohomology is sufficient to guarantee renormalizability in the presence of non-locality is missing as well.

The second point is more involved and of a more general nature, as it applies to all non-commutative theories: It concerns the appearance of dimensionless operator insertions in the action. A parameter of non-commutativity θ with mass dimension −2 allows to freely add composite field operators^5 of zero mass dimension, such as D^2 ~D^2 or ~F^2, to the action, where ~D_μ = D_ν θ_{μν} is a contracted covariant derivative and ~F = F_{μν} θ_{μν} is a field strength. Being invariant under all symmetries appearing in the QAP (and gauge transformations in general), there is no constraint or theorem preventing insertions of arbitrary powers of these operators both at tree level or as quantum corrections^6. This is the reason why the sufficiency of a trivial cohomology class for renormalizability has been questioned above in Section 2.2. We would further like to point out that, due to this problem, standard ‘top down’ renormalization schemes cannot work, as they start from the set of all possible counter terms, and restrict them by applying constraints. Since this set is a priori infinite in the presence of invariant dimensionless insertions, the attempt to achieve a finite number of counter terms will fail, independent of the cohomology.

5Note that this also occurs in scalar field theories. For example, the non-local term □^{−1}ϕ^2 could be inserted into the tree level action to arbitrary power.

6work in progress

3 A roadmap to non-commutative gauge theories

Based on the findings above in Section 2, we may now focus on possible solutions. The intention is to point out approaches which have a chance to enable renormalization on non-commutative spaces.

At first, bearing in mind the problem of the in principle infinite set of invariant counter terms, one is led to the insight that a classical ‘top down’ scheme, attempting to restrict this infinite set by constraints generated by symmetries, will not succeed. Instead, the conjecture must be to work ’bottom up’, i.e. to start from the tree level action and to successively find an estimation for all possible loop results, as it is achieved by the MSA. However, the latter explicitly breaks gauge invariance. In Ref. [63], attempts to treat pure Yang-Mills models within this renormalization approach are described. The authors tried to construct Schwinger functions of the field in Feynman or Landau gauge with an IR cut-off. However, their approach was unsuccessful: On the one hand the functional integrals they obtained lacked sufficient positivity, and on the other hand the related Gribov problem [64] was not solved. Nonetheless we may suggest to use the MSA and try to handle the Gribov problem using a soft breaking mechanism [24, 65] similar to the one present in the Gribov-Zwanziger action [66, 67, 68], and see if renormalizability can in principle be achieved.

A further possibility would be to conduct the Polchinski approach which has successfully been applied to the Grosse-Wulkenhaar model [5, 6]. The case of (commutative) spontaneously broken SU(2) Yang-Mills theory has been discussed by C. Kopper and V. F. Müller [69]. Their starting point was the classical BRST invariant action including all (i.e. a finite set of) counter terms satisfying certain symmetry constraints. Since the regularization (which is required in the Polchinski approach) breaks the local gauge symmetry explicitly, the counter terms are only required to be invariant under a global SO(3) isosymmetry. The authors showed that this ansatz solves the flow equations to all orders by induction. In the case of non-commutative gauge theories the set of all possible counter terms is infinite, but one could choose a restricted, finite set of counter terms instead. Renormalizability would be established, if it could be shown that this finite set solves the flow equations.

Another feasible path is to re-establish the foundations for AR in the non-local case. As we have already mentioned, the classification of anomalies by computation of the cohomology class H^{(1)} of the BRST operator for general functionals (i.e. counterterms) with ghost number 1 has already been achieved [59] but the proof for ghost number 0, (i.e. the action) is missing. In addition it has to be assured in a rigorous way that trivial cohomology alone is sufficient to prove the absence of anomalies, i.e. renormalizability. And if this turns out not to be true, one has to find out which additional requirements are necessary. Finally, and this is the most important point, we have to find constraints to limit the appearance of insertions of massless operators into the action. In this context also the issue of field redefinitions might be important and maybe some classes of insertions can be rewritten as such redefinitions (cf. [70] in the context of non-commutative U_⋆(1) gauge theory with Seiberg-Witten maps).

4 Conclusion

We have reviewed the current status of renormalization of non-commutative quantum field models. The effect of UV/IR mixing gives rise to the well-known quadratic IR divergence in the external momentum p. In gauge theories this singularity is endowed with a new type of (transversal) tensor structure p_ρθ_{ρμ}p_σθ_{σν} ≡ p̃_μp̃_ν which cannot be absorbed in a straightforward manner. For scalar models it has been shown that this can be done by adding a corresponding non-local term into the tree level action. This leads to renormalizability because the insertion alters the propagator in a way that it ‘damps’ in the IR limit. In this respect, mainly two approaches have been followed: The Grosse-Wulkenhaar model featuring an oscillator-like term [5, 6], and the 1/p^2 model by Gurau et al. [8]. Both have been proven to be renormalizable up to all orders using ‘bottom up’ schemes, such as the so-called Multiscale Analysis and the Polchinski approach. From the point of view of renormalization the inherent non-locality introduced by the θ-deformed Groenewold-Moyal product turns out to be a great obstacle since almost all ‘classical’ procedures rely on the presumption of locality. It is well known that omitting the latter requirement generally leads to non-renormalizability since it allows for the insertion of arbitrarily high powers of massless operators into the action. This is exactly the problem one is facing in non-commutative theories. In addition, in gauge models, the mentioned insertions are completely invariant under any symmetry compatible with the well known Quantum Action Principle, BRST, or gauge transformations. At present, there is no criterion to rule out these terms, and the set of all possible counter terms, which is the starting point for ‘classical’ renormalization schemes such as the Algebraic Renormalization programme, is a priori infinite.

In order to find a way out of this misery, and towards renormalizability of non-commu-tative gauge models, we have made several suggestions. The first one is to use schemes, such as the Polchinski approach or Multiscale Analysis, which both should in principle work out for gauge theories. However, there are indications that, in addition to the standard gauge fixing, a soft breaking mechanism is required in order to avoid the Gribov problem violating positivity of functional integrals. This point will have to be studied more thoroughly before the mist clears.

Another approach is to rigorously prove that trivial cohomology automatically induces absence of anomalies, and renormalizability, even in the presence of a deformed product. Since the latter point is rather questionable one will have to find an additional criterion to restore validity of the Algebraic Renormalization procedure, or find some proper modification. Finally, it will be of great importance to investigate possible conditions to restrict the appearance of arbitrary powers of massless operator insertions, which affect all non-commu-tative models on the market. Maybe, things also simplify a bit and hints can be obtained more easily if one considers two dimensional models for a start.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the ‘Fonds zur Förderung der Wissenschaftlichen Forschung’ (FWF) under contract P20507-N16. The authors are indebted to P. Aschieri, L. Castellani, P.A. Grassi, H. Grosse, J. Madore, A. Much, H. Steinacker and F. Vignes-Tourneret for enlightening discussions on the topic.

References

[1] S. Minwalla, M. Van Raamsdonk and N. Seiberg, Noncommutative perturbative dynamics, JHEP 02 (2000) 020, [arXiv:hep-th/9912072].

[2] M. R. Douglas and N. A. Nekrasov, Noncommutative field theory, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73 (2001) 977–1029, [arXiv:hep-th/0106048].

[3] R. J. Szabo, Quantum field theory on noncommutative spaces, Phys. Rept. 378 (2003) 207–299,

[arXiv:hep-th/0109162].

[4] V. Rivasseau, Non-commutative renormalization, in Quantum Spaces — Poincaré Seminar 2007, B. Duplantier and V. Rivasseau eds., Birkhäuser Verlag, [arXiv:0705.0705].

[5] H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, Renormalisation of phi**4 theory on noncommutative R**2 in the matrix base, JHEP 12 (2003) 019, [arXiv:hep-th/0307017].

[6] H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, Renormalisation of phi**4 theory on noncommutative R**4 in the matrix base, Commun. Math. Phys. 256 (2005) 305–374, [arXiv:hep-th/0401128].

[7] V. Rivasseau, F. Vignes-Tourneret and R. Wulkenhaar, Renormalization of noncommutative phi**4-theory by multi-scale analysis, Commun. Math. Phys. 262 (2006) 565–594,

[arXiv:hep-th/0501036].

[8] R. Gurau, J. Magnen, V. Rivasseau and A. Tanasa, A translation-invariant renormalizable noncommutative scalar model, Commun. Math. Phys. 287 (2009) 275–290, [arXiv:0802.0791].

[9] H. J. Groenewold, On the Principles of elementary quantum mechanics, Physica 12 (1946) 405–460.

[10] J. E. Moyal, Quantum mechanics as a statistical theory, Proc. Cambridge Phil. Soc. 45 (1949) 99–124.

[11] E. Langmann and R. J. Szabo, Duality in scalar field theory on noncommutative phase spaces, Phys. Lett. B533 (2002) 168–177, [arXiv:hep-th/0202039].

[12] H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, The beta-function in duality-covariant noncommutative phi**4 theory, Eur. Phys. J. C35 (2004) 277–282, [arXiv:hep-th/0402093].

[13] M. Disertori, R. Gurau, J. Magnen and V. Rivasseau, Vanishing of beta function of non commutative phi(4)**4 theory to all orders, Phys. Lett. B649 (2007) 95–102, [arXiv:

hep-th/0612251].

[14] Y. Liao and K. Sibold, Time-ordered perturbation theory on noncommutative spacetime II:

Unitarity, Eur. Phys. J. C25 (2002) 479–486, [arXiv:hep-th/0206011].

[15] H. Bozkaya, P. Fischer, H. Grosse, M. Pitschmann, V. Putz, M. Schweda and R. Wulkenhaar, Space/time noncommutative field theories and causality, Eur. Phys. J. C29 (2003) 133–141,

[arXiv:hep-th/0209253].

[16] D. Bahns, S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and G. Piacitelli, On the unitarity problem in space/time noncommutative theories, Phys. Lett. B533 (2002) 178–181, [arXiv:

hep-th/0201222].

[17] S. Denk and M. Schweda, Time ordered perturbation theory for non-local interactions: Applications to NCQFT , JHEP 09 (2003) 032, [arXiv:hep-th/0306101].

[18] D. Bahns, S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and G. Piacitelli, Ultraviolet finite quantum field theory on quantum spacetime, Commun. Math. Phys. 237 (2003) 221–241, [arXiv:

hep-th/0301100].

[19] D. Bahns, S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and G. Piacitelli, Field theory on noncommutative spacetimes: Quasiplanar Wick products, Phys. Rev. D71 (2005) 025022, [arXiv:

hep-th/0408204].

[20] D. N. Blaschke, H. Grosse and M. Schweda, Non-Commutative U(1) Gauge Theory on R**4 with Oscillator Term and BRST Symmetry, Europhys. Lett. 79 (2007) 61002, [arXiv:0705.4205].

[21] H. Grosse and M. Wohlgenannt, Induced gauge theory on a noncommutative space, Eur. Phys.

J. C52 (2007) 435–450, [arXiv:hep-th/0703169].

[22] A. de Goursac, J.-C. Wallet and R. Wulkenhaar, Noncommutative induced gauge theory, Eur.

Phys. J. C51 (2007) 977–987, [arXiv:hep-th/0703075].

[23] D. N. Blaschke, F. Gieres, E. Kronberger, M. Schweda and M. Wohlgenannt, Translationinvariant models for non-commutative gauge fields, J. Phys. A41 (2008) 252002, [arXiv:

0804.1914].

[24] D. N. Blaschke, A. Rofner, M. Schweda and R. I. P. Sedmik, One-Loop Calculations for a Translation Invariant Non-Commutative Gauge Model, Eur. Phys. J. C62 (2009) 433,

[arXiv:0901.1681].

[25] D. N. Blaschke, A. Rofner, M. Schweda and R. I. P. Sedmik, Improved Localization of a Renormalizable Non-Commutative Translation Invariant U(1) Gauge Model, EPL 86 (2009) 51002,

[arXiv:0903.4811].

[26] C. P. Martin and D. Sanchez-Ruiz, The BRS invariance of noncommutative U(N) Yang-Mills theory at the one-loop level, Nucl. Phys. B598 (2001) 348–370, [arXiv:hep-th/0012024].

[27] H. Grosse, T. Krajewski and R. Wulkenhaar, Renormalization of noncommutative Yang-Mills theories: A simple example, [arXiv:hep-th/0001182].

[28] Y. Liao, One loop renormalization of spontaneously broken U(2) gauge theory on noncommutative spacetime, JHEP 11 (2001) 067, [arXiv:hep-th/0110112].

[29] A. Armoni, Comments on perturbative dynamics of non-commutative Yang- Mills theory, Nucl.

Phys. B593 (2001) 229–242, [arXiv:hep-th/0005208].

[30] A. Matusis, L. Susskind and N. Toumbas, The IR/UV connection in the non-commutative gauge theories, JHEP 12 (2000) 002, [arXiv:hep-th/0002075].

[31] M. Van Raamsdonk and N. Seiberg, Comments on noncommutative perturbative dynamics, JHEP 03 (2000) 035, [arXiv:hep-th/0002186].

[32] J. M. Grimstrup, H. Grosse, L. Popp, V. Putz, M. Schweda, M. Wickenhauser and R. Wulkenhaar, IR-singularities in noncommutative perturbative dynamics? , Europhys. Lett. 67 (2004) 186–190, [arXiv:hep-th/0202093].

[33] T. Nakajima, UV/IR mixing and anomalies in noncommutative gauge theories, [arXiv:

hep-th/0205058].

[34] A. Micu and M. M. Sheikh Jabbari, Noncommutative Φ^4 theory at two loops, JHEP 01 (2001) 025, [arXiv:hep-th/0008057].

[35] D. N. Blaschke, F. Gieres, E. Kronberger, T. Reis, M. Schweda and R. I. P. Sedmik, Quantum Corrections for Translation-Invariant Renormalizable Non-Commutative Φ^4 Theory, JHEP 11 (2008) 074, [arXiv:0807.3270].

[36] J. B. Geloun and A. Tanasa, One-loop β functions of a translation-invariant renormalizable noncommutative scalar model, Lett. Math. Phys. 86 (2008) 19–32, [arXiv:0806.3886].

[37] O. Piguet and S. P. Sorella, Algebraic renormalization: Perturbative renormalization, symmetries and anomalies, Lect. Notes Phys. M28 (1995) 1–134.

[38] A. Boresch, S. Emery, O. Moritsch, M. Schweda, T. Sommer and H. Zerrouki, Applications of Noncovariant Gauges in the Algebraic Renormalization Procedure, Singapore: World Scientific, 1998.

[39] W. Zimmermann, Convergence of Bogoliubov’s Method of Renormalization in Momentum Space, Comm. Math. Phys. 15 (1969) 208–234.

[40] H. Epstein and V. Glaser, The Role of locality in perturbation theory, Annales Poincare Phys.

Theor. A19 (1973) 211–295.

[41] K. G. Wilson and J. B. Kogut, The Renormalization group and the epsilon expansion, Phys.

Rept. 12 (1974) 75–200.

[42] J. Polchinski, Renormalization and Effective Lagrangians, Nucl. Phys. B231 (1984) 269–295. [43] K. Matsubara, Restrictions on gauge groups in noncommutative gauge theory, Phys. Lett. B482 (2000) 417–419, [arXiv:hep-th/0003294].

[44] I. Bars, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari and M. A. Vasiliev, Noncommutative o*(N) and usp*(2N) algebras and the corresponding gauge field theories, Phys. Rev. D64 (2001) 086004,

[arXiv:hep-th/0103209].

[45] M. Chaichian, P. Presnajder, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari and A. Tureanu, Noncommutative gauge field theories: A no-go theorem, Phys. Lett. B526 (2002) 132–136, [arXiv: hep-th/0107037].

[46] L. Bonora, M. Schnabl, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari and A. Tomasiello, Noncommutative SO(n) and Sp(n) gauge theories, Nucl. Phys. B589 (2000) 461–474, [arXiv:hep-th/0006091].

[47] M. Attems, D. N. Blaschke, M. Ortner, M. Schweda, S. Stricker and M. Weiretmayr, Gauge independence of IR singularities in non-commutative QFT - and interpolating gauges, JHEP 07 (2005) 071, [arXiv:hep-th/0506117].

[48] M. Hayakawa, Perturbative analysis on infrared aspects of noncommutative QED on R^4, Phys.

Lett. B478 (2000) 394–400, [arXiv:hep-th/9912094].

[49] M. Hayakawa, Perturbative analysis on infrared and ultraviolet aspects of noncommutative QED on R^4, [arXiv:hep-th/9912167].

[50] F. R. Ruiz, Gauge-fixing independence of IR divergences in non-commutative U(1), perturbative tachyonic instabilities and supersymmetry, Phys. Lett. B502 (2001) 274–278,

[arXiv:hep-th/0012171].

[51] L. C. Q. Vilar, O. S. Ventura, D. G. Tedesco and V. E. R. Lemes, Renormalizable Noncommutative U(1) Gauge Theory Without IR/UV Mixing, [arXiv:0902.2956].

[52] J. H. Lowenstein, Normal-Product Quantization of Currents in Lagrangian Field Theory, Phys.

Rev. D4, no. 8 (1971) 2281–2290.

[53] J. H. Lowenstein, Differential vertex operations in Lagrangian field theory, Comm. Math. Phys.

24, no. 1 (1971) 1–21.

[54] M. D’Attanasio and T. R. Morris, Gauge Invariance, the Quantum Action Principle, and the Renormalization Group, Phys. Lett. B378 (1996) 213–221, [arXiv:hep-th/9602156].

[55] C. Becchi, A. Blasi, G. Bonneau, R. Collina and F. Delduc, Renormalizability and Infrared Finiteness of Non-Linear σ-Models: A Regularization-Independent Analysis for Compact Coset Spaces, Comm. Math. Phys. 120 (1988) 121–148.

[56] J. A. Dixon, Calculation of BRS Cohomology with Spectral Sequences, Comm. Math. Phys. 139 (1991) 495–526.

[57] G. Barnich, F. Brandt and M. Henneaux, Local BRST cohomology in gauge theories, Phys.

Rept. 338 (2000) 439–569, [arXiv:hep-th/0002245].

[58] A. Brandhuber, O. Moritsch, M. W. de Oliveira, O. Piguet and M. Schweda, A Renormalized supersymmetry in the topological Yang-Mills field theory, Nucl. Phys. B431 (1994) 173–190,

[arXiv:hep-th/9407105].

[59] D. Perrot, BRS Cohomology And The Chern Character In Non-Commutative Geometry, Letters in Mathematical Physics 50 (1999) 135, [arXiv:math-th/9910044].

[60] A. Connes, Noncommutative Geometry, San Diego: Academic Press, 1994. [61] A. Connes, Noncommutative geometry and the standard model with neutrino mixing, JHEP 11 (2006) 081, [arXiv:hep-th/0608226].

[62] E. Langmann, Descent equations of Yang-Mills anomalies in noncommutative geometry, J.

Geom. Phys. 22 (1997) 259–279, [arXiv:hep-th/9508003].

[63] V. Rivasseau, From perturbative to constructive renormalization Princeton, USA: Univ. Pr.

(1991) 336 p. (Princeton series in physics).

[64] V. N. Gribov, Quantization of non-Abelian gauge theories, Nucl. Phys. B139 (1978) 1. [65] L. Baulieu and S. P. Sorella, Soft breaking of BRST invariance for introducing nonperturbative infrared effects in a local and renormalizable way, Phys. Lett. B671 (2009) 481,

[arXiv:0808.1356].

[66] D. Zwanziger, Local and Renormalizable Action from the Gribov Horizon, Nucl. Phys. B323 (1989) 513–544.

[67] D. Zwanziger, Renormalizability of the critical limit of lattice gauge theory by BRS invariance, Nucl. Phys. B399 (1993) 477–513.

[68] D. Dudal, J. Gracey, S. P. Sorella, N. Vandersickel and H. Verschelde, A refinement of the Gribov-Zwanziger approach in the Landau gauge: infrared propagators in harmony with the lattice results, Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 065047, [arXiv:0806.4348].

[69] C. Kopper and V. F. Müller, Renormalization of Spontaneaously Broken SU(2) Yang-Mills Theory with Flow Equations, [arXiv:0902.2486].

[70] A. Bichl, J. Grimstrup, H. Grosse, L. Popp, M. Schweda and R. Wulkenhaar, Renormalization of the noncommutative photon self-energy to all orders via Seiberg-Witten map, JHEP 06 (2001) 013, [arXiv:hep-th/0104097].