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Using a quantization of the nonassociative and noncommutative Snyder ¢* scalar field theory in a
Hermitian realization, we present in this article analytical formulas for the momentum-conserving part of
the one-loop two-point function of this theory in D-, 4-, and 3-dimensional Euclidean spaces, which are
exact with respect to the noncommutative deformation parameter . We prove that these integrals are
regularized by the Snyder deformation. These results indicate that the Snyder deformation does partially
regularize the UV divergences of the undeformed theory, as it was proposed decades ago. Furthermore, it is
observed that different nonassociative ¢* products can generate different momentum-conserving integrals.
Finally, most importantly, a logarithmic infrared divergence emerges in one of these interaction terms. We
then analyze sample momentum nonconserving integral qualitatively and show that it could exhibit IR
divergence too. Therefore, infrared divergences should exist, in general, in the Snyder ¢* theory. We
consider infrared divergences at the limit p — 0 as UV/IR mixings induced by nonassociativity, since they
are associated to the matching UV divergence in the zero-momentum limit and appear in specific types of
nonassociative ¢* products. We also discuss the extrapolation of the Snyder deformation parameter /3 to
negative values as well as certain general properties of one-loop quantum corrections in Snyder ¢* theory at

the zero-momentum limit.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.055041

I. INTRODUCTION

Several well-known arguments indicate that at very short
spacetime distances the very concept of point and local-
izability may no longer be adequate. That this must be
described by different geometrical structures is one of the
oldest motivations for the introduction of noncommutative
geometry [1-7]. The simplest kind of noncommutative
geometry is the so-called canonical one [2,8—10], that can
also be derived from string theories [11].

Construction of a field theory on a noncommutative
space is usually performed by deforming the product of
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functions (and hence of fields) with the introduction of a
noncommutative star product. The noncommutative coor-
dinates 3 satisfy

2.3 = o, (1)

where %*’s are Hermitian operators, and at the right-hand
side of (1) the ®* is constrained to be a real rank two
antisymmetric tensor (or, more generally, an anti-Hermitian
matrix as, for example, in the Wick-Voros star product).
The simplest case O* = " ~ constant is establishing
the well-known Moyal noncommutative spacetime [7] (for
a review see [8,9], and references therein): 6% does not
depend on x (coordinate), and scales like length? ~ AgZ,
Axc being the scale of noncommutativity, with the dimen-
sion of energy. Field theories on Moyal space admit
relatively simple perturbative quantization based on a
functional method, which, on the other hand, leads to a
number of unconventional properties thereafter. One subtle
and remarkable finding is the ultraviolet/infrared (UV/IR)
mixing [12], where the noncommutativity turns the UV

Published by the American Physical Society
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divergence of the commutative theory into a matching IR
divergence. Also, in the case of timelike noncommutativity,
i.e., when one of the p, v indices is timelike, the non-
commutative theories, in general, do not satisfy the
unitarity condition [13]. However, there is a case of so-
called lightlike unitarity condition, @Y =-0', Vi=1,2, 3
[14], which is regarded as being acceptable with respect to
the general unitarity condition of quantum field theories
(QFTs) on noncommutative spaces. For Moyal geometry,
recently it was proven that there exists a #-exact formu-
lation of noncommutative gauge field theory based on the
Seiberg-Witten map [15-20] that preserves unitarity [14],
and has improved UV/IR behavior at the quantum level in
its supersymmetric version [21-23]. Noncommutativity
may also have implications on cosmology, as for example
through the determination of the maximal decoupling/
coupling temperatures of the right-handed neutrino species
in the early universe [24,25]. Finally, an important require-
ment is that the quantum theory must be formulated without
expansion/approximation with respect to ®, which adds
considerable difficulties especially when the Seiberg-
Witten map is turned on, while yielding most trustable
answers as payback.

The exact mathematical formulation of classical field
theories on geometries, like x-Minkowski [26-31] and
Snyder [32], with respect to deformation parameters x
and f, respectively, is also very important. However,
quantum properties of these sibling theories are not as
easy to characterize as the Moyal theories [29,31].

In his seminal paper, Snyder [32], assuming a non-
commutative structure of spacetime and hence a deforma-
tion of the Heisenberg algebra, observed that it is possible
to define a discrete spacetime without breaking the Lorentz
invariance. This is in contrast with the Moyal and «-
Minkowski case, where the Lorentz invariance is either
broken or deformed. It is therefore interesting to investigate
the Snyder model from the point of view of noncommu-
tative geometry. Meanwhile, new models of noncommu-
tative geometry have been introduced [26], and new
methods, like the formalism of Hopf algebras, have been
applied to their study [33].

Snyder spacetime [32], the subject of the present inves-
tigation, belongs to a class of models that have been
introduced and investigated using the Hopf-algebra
formalism in [34-38]. These generalizations can be
studied in terms of noncommutative coordinates %, and
momentum generators p,, that span a deformed Heisenberg
algebra [37]

[52/47561/] = iﬁMﬂb‘P(ﬂpz), [p,,,ffl,] = —i(I)”D(p),
[P P.] =0, (2)

where Lorentz generators M, satisfy standard commuta-
tion relations and f is a real deformation parameter of

dimension length? (B o« £3), with £p being the Planck
length.! Functions ¥(fp?) and ®,,(p) are constrained so
that the Jacobi identities hold. Detailed computations and
discussions of the Snyder realizations are given in previous
works [35,37]. The Snyder model has also been treated
from different points of view in [39—43]. Most recently, in
[37] the construction of QFT on Snyder spacetime has
finally started and some general formulation is proposed,
but limited to the perturbative expansion with respect to
deformation parameter f only [44].

A few general comments are in order. First, from the
underlying mathematics, like L., algebras (see [45] and
references within [46]), new structures arise, for example
the star-product algebra of functions, which were studied
through nongeometric strings, probing noncommutative
and nonassociative deformations of closed string back-
ground geometries [47-49], see also the celebrated paper
by Kontsevich [50]. Second, the quantization of these
backgrounds through explicit constructions of phase space
star products were provided in [51,52], and subsequently
applied to construct nonassociative theories [53]. In this
article, we show the active role originating from the
nonassociativity of the star product. The impact of these
nonassociative structures on the correlation functions is
also expected, so that their physical significance will be
clearly visible.

In this paper, we construct the p-deformation exact
Snyder ¢* action, based on the p-exact star product.
This should give the same results as a summation over
all orders in a perturbative expansion in f, like the one of
[44]. We expect nonperturbative quantum effects like the
celebrated UV/IR mixing in Moyal space [12] to reappear
in this approach. Thus, the main purpose of this article is to
see whether for the f-exact Snyder ¢* action these effects
really occur. UV/IR mixing is, in principle, a very impor-
tant quantum property and among other things, connects
the noncommutative field theories with holography in a
model-independent way [54,55]. In the literature, both
holography and UV/IR mixing are known as possible
windows to quantum gravity [55]. In addition, recently,
by using results from [56], the very notion of UV/IR mixing
was interconnected with the weak gravity conjecture with
scalar fields in the Lust and Palti article [57]; it manifests
itself as a form of hierarchical UV/IR mixing and is tied to
the interaction between the weak gravity conjecture and
nonlocal (possibly noncommutative) gauge operators [57].

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II we introduce
the Hermitian realization of the Snyder algebra, the star

'For one of the u, vindices being a timelike Lorentz generator,
M, become boost operators. However for the specific lightlike
noncommutativity defined as @ = —@'? [14] we get that the
boost operators My, = —M,; = —x,p; +x;p;, Yi=1, 2, 3,
become pure spacelike operators of the type x X p, where explicit
time dependence disappears and the unitarity condition is
satisfied.

055041-2



UV-IR MIXING IN NONASSOCIATIVE SNYDER ¢* ...

PHYS. REV. D 97, 055041 (2018)

product corresponding to this realization, and the Snyder-
deformed ¢* action based on that star product. The one-
loop two-point function evaluation is given in Sec. III.
Next, in Sec. IV we present our arguments regarding the
existence of the UV/IR mixing in Snyder ¢* theory. We
discuss the effect of negative f value on the two-point
function and general properties of the one-loop quantum
corrections in Snyder ¢* theory at zero-momentum limit in
Sec. V. Finally, conclusions are given in Sec. VL

II. EXACT ¢* SCALAR THEORY IN THE
HERMITIAN REALIZATION OF THE
SNYDER SPACE

Considering a simplified version of Eq. (2), we write the
following deformed Heisenberg algebra associated with the
Snyder model as

[Ay’j\cu] =ipM

izl [pwj\cz/] = _i(r];w +:prpy)’

(3)

The star product for the Hermitian Snyder realization is
given by [36,37]

[Pus P = 0.

ik. igx — ,iD(k, iG(k,
eikx 4 piax — ,iD(k.q)x piG( q)7

4)

with the following exact expressions for D,(k,q) and
G(k,q):

|
Dﬂ(k’Q):m
Pk-q /
) ((1 1+ +ﬂk2>k" " Hﬂkzq")’
(5)
Glk.q) = i22Lin (1 - k- g), (6)

where D is dimension of the spacetime.
The Snyder momentum addition D, (k, g) satisfies the
following relations

D,(k.—k)=0, D,(k.0)=k D,(0.q)=q. (7)

Taking into account the integration by part identity, there
are three possible candidates for the Snyder-exact ¢*
interaction:

5= [ 0= @20, Q
S:= 5 [ H@ )<, ©
S;= 5 [@r D)@+, (10)

The arbitrary linear combination of these three terms can be
taken to write the general Snyder-exact ¢* interaction:

S:CIS1+02S2+C3S3, Cl+62+C3:1. (11)

Normalization ¢; + ¢, + ¢3 = 1 is introduced to recover
the conventional ¢* interaction in the commutative limit.

III. ONE-LOOP TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS

Using the functional method in momentum space, the
generating functional of the scalar field theory with ¢*
interactions on the Snyder deformed Euclidean space can
be defined [44]. Considering Figs. 1 and 2, the one-loop
two-point function is then given by

Gl—loop(xlsx2)

_ 14 [d"p, d”p, d°¢ (27)P

241 ) 2n)P 27)P 27)P p? + m? p3 + m 2 + m?
=Y 8(Du(0(p1, p2. €. =1))) - g3(0(p1, P2, €. =),

cEP,

PUZRY PUZES

(12)

The general definitions of 8(D4(o(py, p2,¢,—¢))) and
g3(6(p1, p2, €, =¢)) are given in [44]. In particular, o
denotes a permutation P, over the momenta in both
arguments, respectively. We are going to compute some
of them for each of the interactions Sy, S,, and S5 in the
following subsections.

P4 P3

P P2
FIG. 1. Four-point Feynman rule.
Y41 i ) P2

FIG. 2. The one-loop tadpole contribution to the two-point
function.
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A. Momentum-conserving integrals

1. The one-loop two-point function from the action S,

Out of 24 P, permutations, we observe that the equation
D, = 0 for the arguments, (py, p», ¢, =€), (p1, P2, =€, €),
(P2 p1. €. =€), (P21 =C.C),  (£.=C.p1. pa);
(=€.€,p1, p2), (€,=C, pa, p1), and (=€, €, p, py) admit
the same unique solution p; = —p,. The remaining sixteen
can be shown to be momentum nonconserving by checking
the iterative solution to the § functions up to the ? order.
We then work on the Jacobian determinant with respect to
p, and the g5 factor. For the first four cases we have

(9D4 D+1
e | I S (R0 RS
8p2b P2=—P1
while, for the others,
oD oD oD
det <—4‘> = det( ”) -det( ”)
(’)pzb P2==D1 8(]1, q:()f Ok i tp
8Dﬂ 8D
= det 3 - det 3
qy A‘ljiol qy kq::i‘p"l
= (1+ 425 (1+pp3) =7,
93 = (1 +ﬂp1) %' (14)

Thus, all eight integrals take the same form and sum to

eip]xl eiPZXZ

_i/del d’p, d°¢

6/) (27)P (27)P (27)P
1

X Dt

(&2 +m?*)(1+p*) =

Pt m?

(15)

We then extract a universal tadpole integral for
the momentum-conserving part of the Snyder two-point
function

d°r¢ 1
h= / (2”)D (lxﬂ2 + mz)(l +ﬂf2)DT+l : (16)

One can immediately notice that this integral is UV finite in
any dimension because of the fast O(|#|~(P+1)) damping

term (1 + f#¢%)~". For general D the integral can be
expressed analytically using hypergeometric functions

_ am)ip( VE_ 1 b1 1
1, = (4z) ﬁ‘-( F<12 53 )

r2ym?p*" m>p
(m*B)*
(B —-1)%T ())' (17)

Further simplifications occur for specific values of D.
When D =4,

II|D=4 =

1 2/ 1+2m*p
(47)°p3 <( m’f)?

—%sm‘l m2ﬂ>, (18)

and when D =3

1 1
Tilpes = .
tlo=s 87\/B (1 + m\/B)?
2. The one-loop two-point function from the action S,
to Sz.

(19)

We now move from S, There are again

eight momentum-conserving permutations for S,: they
are  (p1.Z.=¢.p2), (p1.=€.€.p2), (p2.2.~C. p1),
(va_f’l’ﬂ’pl)’ (f’plvPZ’_f)’ (_l’ﬂ’pl’p%f)’

(¢, pa, p1, =€), and (=2, p,, p,€). The first four of them
(14 p£2)~"2, while

(PP
- ok, )|

9=Fp]

have Jacobian equal to one and g; =
the others satisfy

d t(aD4"> —d t(aD )
€ = de
P2,/ | py=-p, Ok

_ det oD, det oD,
=de ok, i e 9a, -
= (L4 A1+ pp1)
= (1+pp})77 (20)

We then have a second type of tadpole integral

dP¢ 1
T2 _/(27;)13 GRSy 2 R

which converges only when D < 4. This integral can
nevertheless be evaluated using the standard dimensional
regularization prescription

Pt 1
b= / (2m)P (2 +m?)(1 + p?)

o [ d°¢ 1
=/ / 2P (2 + pm?)(1 + £7)
1‘—F(2 2 L ax(1 = x(1 - pm2))5-
= Ad(l (1 - pm2))52

_ - DFEM) )1—1 f’;’m) . (22)

In the D — 4 — ¢ limit this integral reduces to
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IZ|D—>4—€
1 2 2
— W <g +1 -y +In(4zp) + 1 Tnfzﬁln(mZﬁ))
+ O(e). (23)

On the other hand, when D = 3, 7, takes a simple finite
value

1 1
Tolps = —n—m,
2|D_3 4ﬂ\/ﬁ]+M\/B

which is regularization independent.

(24)

3. The one-loop two-point function from the action S;

An even more complicated situation occurs with the third
term of the interaction (11). There we have 16 different
momentum-conserving permutations. Twelve of them take
the same form as Z,. There are four other momentum-
conserving permutations (pi,¢, p,,—¢), (p1,=¢, ps, %),
(p2, €, p1, =€), and (p,,?¢, p;,—¢) which are different,
oD
general point (k = £p, g = ££) with p being an external
momentum, as shown in Appendix A. The result leads to
the following loop integral:

because the determinant det(7*) must be evaluated at a

3 ﬂpf >I—D
i)

(25)

P e 1
I3:/(27I)D(f2+mz)(l+ﬂf2) (1

This integral can be evaluated using dimensional regulari-
zation techniques, as demonstrated in Appendix B. The
result clearly shows that there is no 1/e¢ UV divergence in
the D — 4 limit; however, a logarithmic IR divergent term
In(Bp?) does emerge in the same limit. Since taking away
the last, momentum dependent factor from (25) simply
turns 75 back to Z,, we conclude that an effect of this factor
is to turn the UV divergence in Z, into an IR divergence, or,
in other words, to induce UV/IR mixing.

B. Momentum nonconserving integrals

1. General considerations of the momentum
nonconserving integral

In previous subsections, III. A. 1, III. A. 2, and III. A. 3,
we have only considered the momentum-conserving inte-
grals 7, Z,, and 75, respectively. There are, as already
discussed in [44] and in the prior parts of this article, a
number of momentum nonconserving ones as well. Unlike
the momentum-conserving integrals, we do not have an
explicit integrated expression for such integrals.
Nevertheless, we shall presently discuss certain of their
properties which may be accessible without full integration.

Before we start our technical discussion it is also worth
mentioning that momentum nonconservation, causing loss
of translation invariance, could be a much more funda-
mental issue regarding a certain basis of quantum field
theory, which we are not going to study in this article.
Instead we follow the prescription in [44] to eliminate the
deformed ¢ functions in (12) by an integration over one
fixed external momentum, here p,, i.e., making it a
function of (p,,?): p5(p,.¢) with ¢ permutations. The
to-be-evaluated loop integral would formally bear the
following form:

14 [dPp, d’¢

Gl—loop(xl ’ x2) =

“241) GoP 20
eiPix 1 Z eipg(plf)x2
pr+m? 2 4+ m? = pS(p1.E) +m?
6D\ !
x g3(o(p1. P§(p1.¢). €. =C)) (54> _
)
(26)

At this point, the remaining task is to solve each of the o-
permuted functions p3(p,, £) explicitly, which is not really
easy though. What one could try is to use the fact that star
product (4) contains only vector objects (vectors and scalar
products), therefore it could be convenient to project £ and
P, momenta to the external moment p; component and to
the perpendicular component ¢, of loop moment 7,
making it £ = (xp;,Z ), and set up a simple ansatz for
p2as: py = f1(x, p1,€1)p1 + fa(x, pr, £1)¢ 1. With this
setting the Snyder-deformed momentum conservation in a
one-loop two-point function becomes a set of algebraic
equations with respect to f; and f,, respectively.

2. Superficial UV divergence of the momentum
nonconserving integral

As an example, we study the nonconserving integral with
modified § function §(D(p,,—¢)+ D(Z, p,)) coming
from S5 term (10). In this case momentum p, is not equal
to —p, from Fig. 2, and the difference starts at ' order. The
relevant integral is given below:

1_/ dP¢ 1 e'P®

(27)P €% + m? p3 + m?

n Pt - pa )I_D<1 ‘f’ﬁbﬂ'l?z)DT+
1++/1+8p3 1=pt-p1)

(27)

]
1+ﬁ52(

where defining an equation for p,, in accordance to the
ansatz setup,

P5(p1.6) = fi(x. . p )P+ f5(x. €. p1)E

VY ¢ € P, — permutations, (28)
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is resolved by using the Snyder momentum addition relations (7)

D/l(pZ’ _f)

—D,(Z, p1). (29)

The above simple equation (29) then, after using (28), transfers into two complicated algebraic relations for, generically f

and f,, respectively,

1 BEL(f1f2—13)

L+ p(xf1pt+f267) <fl o

1 ﬂp%(xﬂfz —f%)

L+ /1+B(fIp} + 1362)

1
T+ Bt 220 (f 2T

While it is hard to obtain closed form solution for f and f,
from these two equations, one can use them to analyze
the large |¢| behavior of f, and f, by realizing that
x~¢, ~|¢|'. Using an ansatz f; ~ |£|k for large |£|,
we find that k; = 1 and k, = 0, i.e., p, ~ |#|'. Using this
scaling we find that (27) is superficially UV finite for
D < 9. Thus the integral (27) is superficially UV finite at
four dimensions.

Finally, full solutions, if obtainable, are lengthy and yet
the analytical solution to the integration over £ in (27) is
still at large. We hope such integral could be solved in near
future.

IV. UV/IR MIXING

Generally speaking, when a UV-divergent loop integral
is regularized by deformation, turning off the deformation
would lead to divergences in the commutative limit at the
quantum level. For example, in the Moyal ¢* theory, the
nonplanar/regularized integral of the two-point function
reads

de e—%fye‘”’pb

When either € or p goes to zero in the integrand, this
integral becomes the UV divergent commutative tadpole

are¢ 1

e Y

1(p.0) = 1(0.6) = /

For this reason one expects that the integral /(p, 8) would
exhibit a (fp)-dependent divergence, which was indeed
found [12].

A more careful look at the discussion above forces us
to conclude that we are here actually considering two
divergences, § - 0 and p — 0. The first divergence,
occurring at the commutative limit & — 0, is less surprising
since an UV divergence is already present in the

1
= - 1 - :
L+¢1+ﬁ0ﬁﬁ+fﬁﬁg 1—#@%( L+¢1+ﬂu%ﬁ+fg)

>—_——i——<1+x+ b > (30)
1-xpp? 1+/1+p032p+7,))’

xpp?

(31)

|
undeformed theory. So, this limit could be simply inter-
preted as a recovery.’

The second divergence p — 0 is more intriguing. It shifts
the UV divergence in the commutative/undeformed theory
to the IR regime (p — 0), which is a big modification to the
quantum field theory, and leads to the (in-)famous UV/IR
mixing. It is not hard to see that the reason why these two
divergences become associated with each other in the
Moyal theory is the regulator momentum dependence,
which is a consequence of the tensorial nature of the
Moyal deformation parameter 6.

Now we move from Moyal to the Snyder ¢* theory. First,
we consider the same vanishing external momentum limit
of (12). Since such a limit brings (32) to (33), it could be
considered as an indicator of the UV behavior without
momentum-dependent regularization. Using (7) it is not
hard to find that, in the limit of vanishing external momenta
and for any normalized combination of ¢y, ¢,, and c3, the
integrand of (12) satisfies the following relation:
eiP1x

, 1 d’p, d°¢ eir¥ (27)4
lim —

—— | 2n)P
=0 24! (27) (27)P (27)P p7 + m? p3 + m* €* + m?
‘25(D4(5(P1,P21f,—f))) -g3(a(p1, P2, €, =F))

o€P,

~-t1 41, (34)

In other words the 4! = 24 momentum permutations reduce
to only two types: 16 Z| and 8 Z,, respectively. Therefore,
the zero-momentum limit is UV divergent because of the
7, integral. However, 7, is, unlike the Moyal theory,
regulated from the commutative quadratic to logarithmic
UV divergences. From this observation we conclude that
the commutative and IR limits discussed above become

The situation is different when the interaction is purely
noncommutativity originated, for example in the Moyal U(1)
(S)YM. There the UV divergence at the commutative limit is also
an anomaly, since the undeformed theory is free.
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independent from each other in Snyder theory, since the
Snyder deformation parameter /3 is a scalar. The f — 0 limit
of the integrals 7, and Z, is divergent, which is the
expected recovery of the divergence of the commutative
theory.

Next we turn to the momentum dependence of the
Snyder one-loop two-point functions. We have only com-
puted one part of it as the integral Z5. When D > 4, this
integral is superficially UV finite only when the external
momentum p # 0, and therefore it can exhibit an infrared
divergence when p — 0. Indeed, once we evaluate 73
properly, we find in the limit p — 0,

In(=pp?). (35)

1
Bl g
and hence a Inp? divergence when p — 0. (See
Appendix B for more details.) This UV/IR mixing may
be considered as a new type induced by nonassociativity in
comparison with the Moyal ¢* theory, since the corre-
sponding UV divergence is of the 7, type, i.e., already
regulated by the Snyder deformation when compared with
the commutative theory, while the additional momentum-
dependent regulator in Z5 (25) comes as a consequence of
the nonassociativity of the Snyder star product.

More generally speaking, the full four-dimensional
Snyder one-loop two-point function, including the momen-
tum nonconserving integrals, depends on the external
momentum. Although we do not know explicitly the results
of the momentum nonconserving integrals, we do know
that when taking the external momentum zero limit at the
integrand level, part of them, for example (27) discussed in
Sec. III. B. 2., becomes the UV divergent integral Z, (21) in
accord with the aforementioned universal zero-momentum
limit (34). On the other hand, when p = p; #0, this
integral exhibits a superficially finite UV power counting
divergence as shown in Sec. III. B. 2., so we may quali-
tatively conclude that (some of) those integrals in the full
one-loop two-point function, which converge to Z, in the
p — 0 limit, would exhibit IR divergence in 4D if they are
finite, at finite nonzero value of the momentum p.
Therefore, we consider UV/IR mixing as a general property
of the Snyder one-loop two-point function.

V. DISCUSSIONS

Before concluding the article, it is worth noting that a
variant of our model exists for # < 0 [58]. In such a case,
the momenta are bounded by p? < 1/f and the integrals
run over a finite range. We can express the external
momentum-independent integrals Z; and Z, in this case
by introducing the adimensional loop momenta L* =
V/|B|#*. The integrals then run from L = |L¥| =0 to

= 1. It is not hard to show that in this setting 7, reduces
to the following expression:

o= 2ot [

LD—l
L2+ m?)(1-L%

(36)

The integral above is divergent at its upper limit for any D,
and therefore it is not regularizable by dimensional regu-
larization. Similarly, Z; becomes

2,6 1 LD—l
z-1 F(D) (4 ﬁ) /0 (L2—|—m )(1—L2)D+]‘

(37)

This integral is still superficially divergent at the upper
limit, and one can only assign it a dimensionally regular-
ized value in terms of the Gauss hypergeometric function:

D1 (38)
’2’2’m2 .

This expression is finite for even dimensions, but divergent
for odd dimensions as I'(!52). Technically, the complicated
divergences we have encountered in this section are not
surprising as the cutoff at L = 1 still leaves the same pole at
the upper boundary of the integral. It appears that the
negative f# case could be more difficult to handle at loop
level than positive . Thus, we leave this issue for future
investigation.

Another technical possibility is to define and compute an
analogue to the Coleman-Weinberg effective potential [59]
by using the same zero external momentum limit integrand
in Eq. (34)," which yields

_IrE)
a ZI;ZF(%; 2F‘<

Varlo) = g0+ [ 53> o s (i)
_%"’ ar %ln(”w%ﬂ) <1+(1+;)%>>’ )

where ¢ denotes the constant-valued field in the zero-momentum limit.

A concern remains that the logarithm is complex in Euclidean spacetime. It is not so for timelike momenta (p? < 0) in the
Minkowski spacetime with the (—+++) metric which is compatible with the deformation we use [37].
This means that here we completely ignore the UV/IR mixing issue, yet, as we will see, there is still another impact from Snyder

deformation. We also consider zero mass for simplicity.
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As already suggested by (16) and (21), the above loop
integral (39) is finite and computable for D = 3, giving

Vet @2 = 0* + 13z (2 Zf %), @0
where

2(a—1)x*+ (7a — 2)x* — 6a

= In(—x),
U 3x° +4x3 + (1 +a)x (=)
1
a = gﬂflfﬂz’ (41)
and x; , ¢ are the solutions to the sixth-order polynomial
equation

x8+2x* 4+ (14 a)x* + 3a = 0. (42)

Once we analyze (40) numerically, it is not hard to find out
that the aforementioned f — 0 divergence could be con-
sidered as enhancing the one-loop contribution against the
tree level at small  values, as illustrated in Fig. 3. In general,
large loop corrections suggest that certain nonperturbative
effects may occur [60]. One natural question is then whether
it is possible to follow the Wilson-Fisher 4 — ¢ analysis
[61-63] instead of going naively to dimension three, as the
Wilson-Fisher approach is long proven to be correct in
extracting the critical behavior of ¢* and related theories in
lower dimensions. Besides the large perturbation issue, this
procedure is not yet possible since we do not really know
how to define the wave function renormalization without the
full two-point function solution. One may, however, notice
two properties if we choose to use the zero-momentum limit

Vet
0.05 -

1
1
\
\
FUA
FA
s\
\
\
\

FIG. 3. The one-loop corrected effective potential of Snyder
deformed three-dimensional ¢* theories for 1 = 0.1 and g =
0.001 (solid line), A = f = 0.1 (dashed line), and the tree level
effective potential for A = 0.1 (dotted line). The smaller  value
clearly increases the deviation from the tree level value. One may
also notice that unlike the commutative theory [60], no artificial
new minima emerge despite large loop correction.

at integrand level as in the naive effective potential analysis
above. First, the four field vertex at zero-momentum limit,
i.e., the second term of the sum in the first line for (39),
remains finite when D — 4. Also, the UV divergence in
(23), when compared with usual mass renormalization,
receives its corresponding mass dimension via #~! instead
of m?. One may wander how such modification would affect
the usual renormalization group analysis. All these obser-
vations seem to hint that Snyder deformed ¢* theory could
possess more complicated quantum behavior than the
UV/IR mixing analyzed in the prior sections and require
analysis beyond the fixed order loop calculations too.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this article we have studied the effect of Hermitian
realization of the nonassociative and noncommutative
Snyder deformation of the scalar ¢* quantum field
theory, by computing tadpole diagram contribution to
the one-loop two-point function. We have shown that the
nonassociativity increases the number of different possible
terms in the action with respect to the associative case and
affects the results at the quantum level.

We have calculated the momentum-conserving tadpole
integrals for the three different inequivalent terms S, S»,
and Sy that can appear in the general f-exact Snyder ¢*
interaction (11). They are found to possess remarkably
different properties. Of the three integrals 7, Z,, and Z;
coming from the three terms S, S5, and S3, Z is finite in all
dimensions, 7, is finite when D < 4 but logarithmically
divergent when D =4, whereas 75 is finite for finite
momentum, yet exhibits a logarithmic IR divergence when
p — 0 in the D = 4 case.

The integrals 7, Z,, and Z5 exhibit uniform divergent
behavior in the commutative limit when S — 0, as
expected. On the other hand, their infrared limits can be
quite different: 7, and Z, are independent of external
momentum, and therefore remain unchanged in the IR
limit. However, 75 is momentum dependent and exhibits a
logarithmic infrared divergence when D = 4. The loga-
rithmic IR divergence of 75 matches the logarithmic UV
divergence of 7, at D — 4, which, at the integrand level, is
exactly the p — O limit of Z5. For this reason we conclude
that a new type of UV/IR mixing, induced by nonasso-
ciativity on top of noncommutativity, occurs in Z3 and
represents a general quantum feature of Snyder deformed
scalar ¢* field theory at the level of the one-loop two-point
function. We also extend our analysis on UV/IR mixing
into the momentum nonconserving integrals (26) by
obtaining UV power counting as qualitative evidence that
UV/IR mixing also emerge in momentum nonconserving
integrals and therefore should be considered as a general
property of the Snyder deformed ¢* theory.

At present, the problem of computing complete momen-
tum nonconserving parts of the two-point functions is still
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open. The method presented in Sec. I1I. B. does allow us to
integrate over deformed 6 functions explicitly or implicitly,
as well as to analyze certain properties of the loop integrand
by using the UV power counting. Yet any analytical
solution in closed form of the final integration over the
loop momentum is still too far to reach. It is without a doubt
that knowing some of such solutions would efficiently
improve our overall understanding of the one-loop quan-
tum properties of Snyder ¢* theory. However many
questions, both practical ones (like what would be the
total sum of UV/IR mixing term, and/or whether certain
cancellation mechanism for UV/IR mixing could emerge),
and conceptual ones (like whether the full one-loop
corrected two-point function can bear sound meaning as
a QFT), unfortunately still remain unanswered. Anyway,
we hope that some of the above issues could be settled in
the future.

While the full one-loop two-point function is not yet
available, its zero-momentum limit at integrand level could
be completely defined. We exploit this fact by discussing an
analogue to the Coleman-Weinberg effective potential,
where we notice that finite one-loop result can be obtained
analytically for three-dimensional theory. Also the UV
divergence is clearly reduced when D = 4. The loop
correction tends to diverge when f — 0 and therefore
could become large when f is small. We consider these
findings as suggestions towards nonperturbative studies on
the Snyder ¢* quantum field theory.
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APPENDIX A: THE DETERMINANTS

We present here an evaluation for the determinants
aD oD .
det(7*) and det(aT“). We start with an ansatz for

D, (k,q), which contains only scalar and vector objects
but not pseudovectors and pseudoscalars, i.e.,
D,(k,q) = f(k*. k- q,q*)k, + g(k*. k- q,4%)q,. (A1)

It is then easy to find that

oD,
— 8 f (k2 k-q.q*
%, v f(k*k-q.q%)

+k, 2k OO (K2 k- q.q%) + g OO (K2 k- q.4%))
+q,(2k g0 (K2 k- q,¢%) + ¢* g O O (K2 k- q.4%)),
(A2)

aD,
=5 kZ7 k- , 2
94, w9k k-q.q%)

+q, (kg O (K k- q,4%) +26 g0V (k2 k- q.47))
_|_k”(kvf(O,I,O)(k{k.q’qZ) +2q”f(0’0’1)(k2,k-q,qz)),
(A3)

where  fU:00) (x,y,7) = %f(x,y,z), FOL(x,y, 7) =

o f(x.y.2) and fOO)(x,y,2) = 5 f(x. . 2).
Now, using the Sylvester’s determinant identity,

det(1,, + AB) = det(I, + BA), (A4)
one can show that
det (5}, + a, by + azybg) =1l+4+a -b+a, by

+ (ay - by)(ay - by)

—(ay - by)(ay - by). (AS)

Therefore,

det(%) :fD(l +f"(2k2f("0’0) +kQ(f<Olo) +2g(l,0,0)) +q29(0.l,0))

+ 2f—2(k2 2 _ (k . q)2)(f(l,0.0)g(0,l,0) _g(l,0,0)f((),l,())))’

oD
det( #) _ gD(l +g_1(k2f(0’1’0) 4 k- q(g(O,l,O) 4 2f(0.0,1)) 4 2q29(0.0,1))

dq,

T 29_2(/(2 2 (k . q)Z)(g(0,0,l)f(O,l.o) _f(0,0.l)g(O.l,O))»
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Finally, we insert the Snyder realization (5), and after some
algebra we get

det(aoﬂ)_ 1+ fq? (1_ Bk - q )D—l
ok, ) (1=pk-q)P*! 11+
(A8)
and
oD\ (1+ k)%
o(G) ~aogpgr 49

We list a few special values of these two determinants
which are relevant for the calculation in the main text:

k=0 det(22) 21 g (220 =
B V7 A A 73 B
-0 8DM _ 8D# — 2\2H
qg=0: det(&ky>_1’ det(aqp)_(“rﬂk) \

— . aDﬂ _ 8DM . 2\ D2kl
k=—q: det(@kb>_det(8qy)_(l+ﬂk) .
(A10)

piz /1 /oo /oo /dDL s b
Iy=—t— [ ax [ ay | 4
Tro-nd Tl PVl CS et TP

APPENDIX B: DIMENSIONAL
REGULARIZATION OF Z;

In this section we present the detailed evaluation of (25).
We start by rescaling the mass and momenta with respect to /5

L=2¢\B.  P=pp  M=m/p

Then, after a further redefinition P =

(B1)

P __ (25
14/14P7 3)

reduces to

o [ d°L 1
I3:ﬁ1 2/(27_[)D (L2+M2)(1+L2)

(1-P-L)"-P.
(B2)

The integrand can then be parametrized by two parameters,
one for the L-quadratic factors while the other for the
L-linear factor, i.e.,

o [1 o T(D+1)
_ pl-2
Iy=p A dx/o dyF(D—l)

8 / dDL yD—Z
(27)P (L + 1+ x(M?> = 1) +y—yP-L)PT1"
(B3)

It is then straightforward to integrate over L using the
(Schwinger) a parametrization

[—a((L—%’P)Z—l-x(MZ— ) +1 +y—y27%2>}

4 - 1 o0 o0 b 2
:ﬂl“i(([f/i)l /0 dx/o dy/o dayP=2a2 exp [—a(x(Mz—l)—l—l—l—y—szT)}
r+1) o P2\ -1-2
= p(4np)t 2~ D2( (M2 =1)+1+y—y2—
B( ﬂﬂ)zF(D—l)A dxA dyy (x( )+ 1+y-y 4)
r®) 1 P? P
piaet) s e (2 (0 5) -2 (%)) B
where
© yD—2 © 1
F(a,b :/d—:/ dt———. B5
(a.6) 0 y(a—i—y—kbyz)% o (aP+1+Db) (B3)
The integral (B5) can then be expressed in terms of the Gauss hypergeometric function
2 D—-1 D D+1
_ D_q =, 1
F(a,b) = (4a)? D—12F1( R 1 4ab>. (B6)

The expansion of F(a,b) within the small b regime can be done by using the analytical continuation formula of
hypergeometric functions, which yields a finite expansion in the D — 4 limit,
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=) n 3
F(a,b) fd %—I— 4a Z(4ab)" % (l// <n + %) —y(n+1)+ ln(4ab)).

n=0

Thus, the IR limit of Z3 at D = 4 boils down to

Iy=——"s
3 167%p

In(=pp?) + 0(1).

(B7)

(B8)

By using the same method it is straightforward to show that, when D = 3, in the zero external momentum limit 75 does

converge to Z, from (24).
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