arXiv:1212.6927v3 [hep-th] 23 May 2013

Symmetry breaking in nonuniform noncommutative λϕ^4 theory at finite temperature

J. M. Hernández,^∗ C. Ramírez,^† and M. Sánchez^‡ Benemérita Universidad Autónoma de Puebla, Facultad de Ciencias Físico Matemáticas, P.O. Box 165, 72000 Puebla, México.

We consider the 2PI Cornwall-Jackiw-Tomboulis effective action at finite temperature for a noncommutative real scalar field theory in 4 dimensions, with noncommutativity among space and time variables. By means of a Rayleig-Ritz variation, we study the solutions of a stripe type nonuniform background, which depends on space and time, and hence on temperature. The analysis in the first approximation shows that such solutions appear in the planar limit, as already known, but also under normal noncommutativity, in an anisotropic region which has not been considered. Further we show that the transition from the uniform ordered phase to the non uniform one is first order.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Nx, 11.10.Wx, 11.30.Qc

I. INTRODUCTION

Noncommutativity in field theory has received much attention in recent years, as a means to explore short distances, i.e. high energy effects [1]. In particular these effects could be due to a fundamental theory behind, like string theory [2]. An interesting point which has attracted attention, is the possibility to observe low energy noncommutative effects due to the UV/IR mixing [3]. In this direction, an interesting question is the finite temperature behavior and phase transitions. In particular there is a breaking of translational invariance [4], which leads to the appearance of a stripe phase, related to the UV/IR mixing [4–6]. In this paper it was considered a phase diagram with a Lifshitz point which was also studied in [3]. In these works it is argued that there is a phase transition from the uniform to the non uniform ordered phases, although it is not clear what happens at four dimensions. Moreover, in the study of noncommutative theories, the noncommutativity of time with space variables is known to lead to causality problems [7]. However, at finite temperature, in the imaginary time formalism, there is no reason why not to consider full noncommutativity [8]. In fact, the noncommutativity of the imaginary time could be related to noncommutative effects regarding temperature, suggesting a relation with nonequilibrium processes. Such processes have been studied in [9, 10] by means of the effective action of Cornwall, Jackiw and Tomboulis (CJT) [11], which is given by an expansion in two-particle irreducible (2PI) Feynman diagrams. This effective action was proposed for the study of composite particles, and allows also to make selective summations to higher loop graphs [12], which on the other side can be seen as consistent truncations which describe dissipative processes [9]. In [13], the authors argue that in a noncommutative λϕ^4 field theory [14] with a constant background, there is no symmetry breaking of the internal symmetry. However they show that in the stripe phase with space nonuniformity [4, 15], symmetry can be broken. In this paper we consider the conditions for the existence of a stripe phase, in a scalar field theory with λϕ^4 interaction at finite temperature, with noncommutativity among all variables. Consequently, we include a dependence of the stripe background on the imaginary time, and hence on the temperature. The study non uniform solutions is made by means of a Rayleigh-Ritz variation of the CJT effective action, and we look for consistent stripe solutions. It turns out that there are such solutions in the planar limit, as already found in [3, 4], but also with anisotropic noncomutativity, which was not considered in previous works, with a temperature dependent background. Moreover there is a discontinuity from the uniform phase to the non uniform one, which points to a first order transition between these phases. The paper is organized as follows, in the second section we review some features of the CJT action, in the third section we consider the noncommutative, finite temperature formulation, in the third section we show the main results of the paper, and in the last section we draw some conclusions.

∗Electronic address: javierh@fcfm.buap.mx †Electronic address: cramirez@fcfm.buap.mx ‡Electronic address: hanamichi2˙2000@yahoo.com

II. CJT EFFECTIVE ACTION

Let us consider an action of scalar fields I(Φ). The CJT [11] effective action Γ(ϕ, G) is obtained including a quadratic source term in the generating functional of the Green functions, Z(J, K) = ∫ DΦ exp { i [ I(Φ) + ∫ d^4xΦ(x)J(x) + 1 2 ∫ d^4xd^4yΦ(x)K(x, y)Φ(y) ]} , (1)

and then doing a double Legendre transformation of the generating functional of the connected diagrams iW (J, K) = log Z(J, K). Thus Γ(ϕ, G) = W (J, K) − ∫ d^4xϕ(x)J(x) − 1 2 ∫ d^4xd^4yϕ(x)K(x, y)ϕ(y) − 1 2 ∫ d^4xd^4yG(x, y)K(y, x). (2) Defining δW (J, K) δJ(x) = ϕ(x), (3) δW (J, K) δK(x, y) = 1 2 [ϕ(x)ϕ(y) + G(x, y)] , (4) it turns out that ϕ (x) is the vacuum expectation value of the field Φ(x), and G (x, y) is the connected two point function. The physical solutions are obtained from the stationarity conditions, δ δϕ(x) Γ (ϕ, G) = 0, (5) δ δG(x, y) Γ (ϕ, G) = 0. (6)

The resulting effective action is [11]

Γ (ϕ, G) = I (ϕ) + i 2 T r ln G^{−1} + i 2 T r [ Δ^{−1} (ϕ) G ] + Γ_2 (ϕ, G) − i 2 T r (1) , (7)

where Γ_2 (ϕ, G) is the 2PI diagrams expansion, iD^{−1} (x − y) = − ( ∂^μ∂_μ + m^2 ) δ^4 (x − y) (8) and iΔ^{−1} (x − y) = δ^2I(ϕ) δϕ(x)δϕ(y) = − ( ∂^μ∂_μ + m^2 ) δ^4 (x − y) + δ^2I_{int} (ϕ) δϕ (x) δϕ (y) . (9)

For a λΦ^4 action

I (Φ) = ∫_∞ −∞ d^4x ( 1 2 ∂^μΦ∂_μΦ − 1 2 m^2Φ^2 − λ 4! Φ^4 ) , (10)

Γ_2 is given to first order in λ by [11],

Γ_2 (ϕ, G) = − λ 8 ∫_∞ −∞ d^4xG^2 (x, x) . (11)

III. NONCOMMUTATIVE FINITE TEMPERATURE ACTION

Let us consider the noncommutative action for a real scalar field with a λΦ^4 potential,

I (Φ) = ∫_∞ −∞ d^4x ( 1 2 ∂^μΦ∂_μΦ − 1 2 m^2Φ^2 − λ 4! Φ ∗ Φ ∗ Φ ∗ Φ ) . (12)

The noncommutative Weyl-Moyal product is given by, Φ (x) ∗ Ψ (x) = e^{i2 θμν ∂xμ ∂yν} Φ (x) Ψ (y) | | |_{y=x} . (13)

We are interested on symmetry breaking of noncommutative finite temperature field theory. Action (12), as well as (10), is symmetric under Φ → −Φ. The imaginary time formulation is obtained from the relativistic field theory by setting the fields periodic in the imaginary time variable τ = it, Φ(τ + β) = Φ(τ). The imaginary time integration interval is [0, β], and i ∫ d^4x → ∫_β 0 dτ ∫ d^3x. The fourier transform of the fields is then given by ϕ(x) = 1 β ∞∑ −∞ ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 e^{i(ωnτ +⃗p⃗x)}ϕ_n(p), (14)

where ω_n =^{2πn}_β is the Matsubara frequency, see e.g. [16]. Thus the free action entering into the CJT effective action will be,

I_0(ϕ) = − 1 2 ∫_β 0 dτ ∫ d^3x [ (∂_τ ϕ)^2 + (∂_iϕ)^2 + m^2ϕ^2 ]

= − 1 2β ∞∑ n=−∞ ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 ( p^2_n + m^2 ) ϕ_n(⃗p)ϕ_{−n}(−⃗p), (15)

where p_n ≡ (ω_n, ⃗p), i.e. p^2_n = ω^2_n + ⃗p^2.

Further, we write the Weyl-Moyal product as ϕ (x) ∗ ϕ (x) = e^{i2 ∂x∧∂y} ϕ (x) ϕ (y) | | |_{y=x} ≡ e^{i2 [Θτ i(∂xτ ∂yi −∂xi ∂yτ )+Θij ∂xi ∂yj ]}ϕ (x) ϕ (y) | | |_{y=x} , (16)

where Θ_{τ i} = iθ^{0i} and Θ_{ij} = θ^{ij} . Therefore, for the interaction action we get I_{int}(ϕ) = λ 4! (2π)^2 4∏ k=1 [ ∑ n_k ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 ϕ_{nk} (⃗p_k) ] e^{i2 (pn1 ∧pn2+pn3 ∧pn4)}δ^∑_{i ni,0} δ^3 ( ∑ i ⃗p_i ) , (17)

where

p_{n1} ∧ p_{n2} = Θ_{τ i}(ω_{n1} p_{2i} − ω_{n2} p_{1i}) + Θ_{ij} p_{1i}p_{2j} = ⃗Θ_τ (ω_{n1} ⃗p_2 − ω_{n2} ⃗p_1) + ⃗Θ( ⃗p_1 × ⃗p_2), (18)

(Θ_τ )_i = Θ_{τ i} and Θ_i = ϵ_{ijk}Θ_{jk} .

The noncommutative CJT action can be obtained from (12) and (7), as follows, iΓ (ϕ, G) = iI (ϕ) − 1 2 T r ln G^{−1} + 1 2 T r { δ^2 δϕδϕ [iI(ϕ)]G } + iΓ_2 (ϕ, G) + 1 2 T r (1) . (19)

All terms in this expression, modulo additive constants, become real by the continuation to the imaginary time, and we get, including the nonplanar two loop terms, iΓ (ϕ, G) = − 1 2β ∑ l ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 ( p^2_l + m^2 ) ϕ_l(⃗p)ϕ_{−l}(−⃗p)

+ λ 4! ( 2π β )_{3 4}∏ k=1 [ ∑ n_k ∫ d^3p_k (2π)^3 ϕ_{nk} (⃗p_k) ] e^{i2 (pn1 ∧pn2+pn3 ∧pn4)}δ^∑_{i ni,0} δ^3 ( ∑ i ⃗p_i )

+ 1 2 ∑ l ∫ d^3p { (p^2_l + m^2)G(p_l) + log[G(p_l)] } δ^3(⃗0) (20) + λ 4β ∑ k,l ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 d^3q (2π)^3 [ 1 β ϕ_k (⃗p)ϕ_{−k}(−⃗p)G(q_l) − (2π)^3 2 G(p_k )G(q_l)δ^3(⃗0) ] [ 1 + 1 2 e^{i(pk ∧ql)} ] + const.

IV. NONUNIFORM SOLUTIONS

In order to look for nonuniform ground state fields, we will consider such a solution. In [4, 13], following [15], the field is chosen to be given in a stripe phase, ϕ(x) = A cos( ⃗Q⃗x), which does not depend on time in order to keep energy conserved. However, considering the possibility of non closed systems [17], we will take a dependence on the imaginary time as follows ϕ(τ, ⃗x) = A cos(ω_nτ + ⃗Q⃗x), (21) which depends on temperature through the Matsubara frequency ω_n. Due to its dependence on only one mode, these fields are commutative, i.e. ϕ(τ, ⃗x)∗ϕ(τ, ⃗x) = ϕ^2(τ, ⃗x). Further, for simplicity, following [13] we keep G(x, y) = G(x−y) translational invariant. The Fourier expansion coefficients of (21) are

ϕ_l(⃗p) = (2π)^3 β 2 A [ δ_{ln}δ^3(⃗p − ⃗Q) + δ_{l,−n}δ^3(⃗p + ⃗Q) ] . (22)

The integration of the terms in (21) which contain these coefficients, give results discontinuous in ⃗Q = ⃗0. For instance − 1 2β ∑ l ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 ( p^2_l + m^2 ) ϕ_l(⃗p)ϕ_{−l}(−⃗p) = − β 4 A^2 ( Q^2_n + m^2 ) V_3 − β 4 A^2m^2δ_{n,0}δ_{⃗Q}V_3, (23)

where δ_{⃗Q} vanishes if ⃗Q ≠ ⃗0, and is 1 when ⃗Q = ⃗0, and V_3 = ∫ d^3x is the three dimensional volume. Thus, up to the volume, for Q_n ≠ 0 (23) gives^β_4 A^2 ( Q^2_n + m^2 ) , whose limit when Q_n → 0, is^β_4 A^2m^2. However for an uniform background, i.e. ϕ constant, (23) gives^β_2 A^2m^2. Note that this discontinuity is the same for a time independent stripe background.

Thus considering these contributions, we get iΓ (ϕ, G) = { − 1 4 βA^2 ( Q^2_n + m^2 + λ 16 A^2 )

+ 1 2 ∑ l ∫ d^3q (2π)^3 { (q^2_l + m^2)G(q_l) + log[G(q_l)] }

+ λ 8 A^2 ∑ l ∫ d^3q (2π)^3 G(q_l) [ 1 + 1 2 cos (Q_n ∧ q_l) ]

− λ 8β ∑ k,l ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 d^3q (2π)^3 G(p_k)G(q_l) [ 1 + 1 2 cos (p_k ∧ q_l) ] } V_3

+ 1 4 βA^2 [ − 5λ 48 A^2 − m^2 + 3λ 4β ∑ l ∫ d^3q (2π)^3 G(q_l) ] δ_{n,0}δ_{⃗Q}V_3 + const. (24)

Due to the dependence of (21) on parameters, a Rayleigh-Ritz variation can be performed [11]. Thus variating the effective action with respect to A, ⃗Q and G(p_k), we get respectively the equations A { λ 8 A^2 + Q^2_n + m^2 − λ 2β ∑ l ∫ d^3q (2π)^3 G(q_m) [ 1 + 1 2 cos(Q_n ∧ q_l) ]

+ [ 5λ 24 A^2 + m^2 − 3λ 4β ∑ l ∫ d^3q (2π)^3 G(q_l) ] δ_{n,0}δ_{⃗Q} } = 0, (25)

A^2 [ −Q_i + λ 2β ∑ l ∫ d^3q (2π)^3

G(q_l) (2πlΘ_{τ i}T + ϵ_{ijk} Θ_j q_k) sin(Q_n ∧ q_l) ] = 0 (26) and G^{−1}(p_k) + p^2_k + m^2 + λ 4 A^2 [ 1 + 1 2 cos(Q_n ∧ p_k) ]

− λ 2β ∑ l ∫ d^3q (2π)^3 G(q_l) [ 1 + 1 2 cos(p_k ∧ q_l) ] + 3λ 8 A^2δ_{n,0}δ_{⃗Q} = 0. (27)

From the third equation, we see that the integrals ∫ d^3qG(q_l) have UV divergences and in order to regularize them, a high-momentum Λ cutoff can be made [4]. Further we define the (cut-off regularized) integrals

I_1(p_k) = − ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3

G(q_l) cos(p_k ∧ q_l), (28)

I(p_k) = I_1(0) + 1 2 I_1(p_k). (29)

A first observation is the discontinuity of equations (25) and (27) at ⃗Q = ⃗0, which points to a phase transition from the uniform, constant ϕ field, to the stripe phase with ⃗Q ≠ ⃗0 and n ≠ 0. Indeed, (25) has solution A = 0 and, depending on the parameters, it can have non vanishing solutions which depend on ⃗Q as follows, For ϕ =constant, i.e. ⃗Q = ⃗0, n = 0, defining A_0 = A|_{ϕ=constant} and G_0(q_l) ≡ G(q_l)|_{ϕ=constant}, we get λ 6 A^2_0 = −m^2 + 3λ 4β ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3

G_0(q_l), (30)

Further for ⃗Q ≠ ⃗0, n ≠ 0 λ 8 A^2(Q_n) = −m^2 − Q^2_n − λ 2β I(Q_n), (31)

whose limit for ⃗Q → ⃗0, n = 0, is λ 8 A^2(0) = −m^2 + 3λ 4β ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3

G(q_l, 0), (32)

where G(q_l, 0) = G(q_l, Q_n)|_{⃗Q=⃗0,n=0}, where we made explicit the dependence on Q_n. Clearly (32) differs from (30), by the factors on the l.h.s.. These equations have solutions, at least for low temperatures, only if m^2 < 0. Thus in the following we will suppose that this is the case and we set μ^2 = −m^2.

Further, from (27) we get for A = 0, that G^{−1}(p_k) does not depend on Q_n,

G^{−1}(p_k) = −p^2_k + μ^2 − λ 2(2π)^3β

I(p_k)|_{A=0} . (33)

However, if A ≠ 0, G^{−1}(p_k) depends on A, which must be taken from (30)-(32), and we have the following cases. For ϕ =constant

G^{−1}_0 (p_k) = −p^2_k − 7 2 μ^2 − λ 4β ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3

G_0(q_l) [ 23 2 − cos(p_k ∧ q_l) ] (34)

For ⃗Q ≠ ⃗0, n ≠ 0,

G^{−1}(p_k, Q_n) = −p^2_k + μ^2 + 2 ( −μ^2 + Q^2_n ) [ 1 + 1 2 cos(Q_n ∧ p_k) ]

− λ 2β {[ 1 + 1 2 cos(Q_n ∧ p_k) ] I(Q_n) − 1 2 I(p_k) } , (35)

from which we get for ⃗Q → ⃗0, n = 0,

G^{−1}(p_k, 0) = −p^2_k − 2μ^2 − λ 4β ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3

G(q_l, 0) [7 − cos(p_k ∧ q_l)] . (36)

In order to understand what happens, we need to know under which conditions ⃗Q has non vanishing solutions. As (26) is a very complicated equation, we will look for solutions which, by consistency, are necessarily non vanishing. Obviously, (26) is identically fulfilled when A = 0. Otherwise we have

Q_i = λ 2β ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3

G(q_l) (2πlΘ_{τ i}T + ϵ_{ijk} Θ_j q_k) sin(Q_n ∧ q_l). (37)

In order to analyze it, we define the following adimensional quantities, ⃗θ = ⃗ΘΛ^2, ⃗θ_τ = ⃗Θ_τ Λ^2, ⃗κ =^{⃗Q}_Λ , μ̂ =^μ_Λ , ϑ =^T_Λ and r_i =^{qi}_Λ for the integration variables, which now run in the interval [−1, 1]. With these variables (37) turns into

κ_i = − λϑ 2 ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3r (2π)^3

(2πlϑθ_{τ i} + ϵ_{ijk} θ_j r_k) sin [ 2πϑ⃗θ_τ (l⃗κ − n⃗r) + ⃗θ(⃗r × ⃗κ) ] r^2 − μ̂^2 + [ 2(μ̂^2 − κ^2) −^{λϑ}_Λ I(κ_n) ] { 1 +^1_2 cos [ 2πϑ⃗θ_τ (l⃗κ − n⃗r) + ⃗θ(⃗r × ⃗κ) ]} −^{λϑ}_{2Λ} I(r_l)

. (38)

Obviously κ_i vanish in the commutative limit. As we are interested on non vanishing solutions, we will look at the limit of the r.h.s., when κ_i → 0. If the integral tends to zero, then κ_i = 0 is a consistent solution, otherwise, if the integral remains finite, then κ_i ≠ 0.

As a first step, we will consider finite values of ⃗θ_τ and ⃗θ, at least one of them non vanishing. A first case is when ⃗θ_τ = ⃗0 or n = 0, in this case the integral vanishes as κ_i tend to zero, and κ_i = 0 is a consistent solution. On the other side, for non vanishing ⃗θ_τ and n, when κ_i tend to zero we get

κ_i ≃ λϑ 2 ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3r (2π)^3 ϵ_{ijk}θ_j r_k sin ( 2πnϑ⃗θ_τ ⃗r ) r^2 + μ̂^2 [ 1 + cos ( 2πnϑ⃗θ_τ ⃗r )] + O[(λϑ)^2], (39)

where the term proportional to 2πlϑ in the numerator of (38) vanishes because the integrand is an odd function. If we decompose now the θ_j in the numerator of (38) parallel and perpendicular to ⃗θ_τ , ⃗θ = ⃗θ_‖ + ⃗θ_⊥, then the part of the integral with ⃗θ_‖ will vanish, also because the integrand is odd, as can be easily seen, for instance if ⃗θ_τ is in the z-direction. Thus κ_i ≃ λϑ 2 ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3r (2π)^3 ϵ_{ijk} (θ_⊥)_j r_k sin ( 2πnϑ⃗θ_τ ⃗r ) r^2 + μ̂^2 [ 1 + cos ( 2πnϑ⃗θ_τ ⃗r )] , (40)

which does not vanish, as can be verified by a numerical evaluation. Note that the maximal rank parametrization taken in [4] for Θ_{μν} , corresponds to ⃗θ = ⃗θ_τ . Therefore for finite noncommutative parameters, the solutions for κ_i of (38) are non vanishing, if n and ⃗θ × ⃗θ_τ ∼ (Θ^2)_{0i} do not vanish.

As a next step, we consider the planar limit, i.e. ⃗θ_τ and ⃗θ tend to infinity, and at the same time we let κ_i tend to zero, in such a way that α_τ = ⃗θ_τ ⃗κ and ⃗α = ⃗θ × ⃗κ remain constant. We multiply (38) by κ_i and proceed to these limits, as follows.

If n = 0

κ^2 ≃ − λϑ 2 ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3r (2π)^3 (2πlϑα_τ + ⃗α⃗r) sin (2πϑlα_τ + ⃗α⃗r) r^2 + μ̂^2 [1 + cos (2πϑlα_τ + ⃗α⃗r)]

+ O[(λϑ)^2]. (41)

If n ≠ 0

κ^2 ≃ − λϑ 2 ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3r (2π)^3 (2πlϑα_τ + ⃗α⃗r) sin ( 2πnϑ⃗θ_τ ⃗r ) r^2 + μ̂^2 [ 1 + cos ( 2πnϑ⃗θ_τ ⃗r )] + O[(λϑ)^2]. (42)

Both integrals differ by the argument of the trigonometric functions, which is finite when n = 0, and tends to infinity when n ≠ 0. In both cases the denominator is positive. For n = 0 it is easy to see that in general the integral does not vanish. For n ≠ 0 the trigonometric functions are highly oscillating and could lead the integral to zero. However these oscillations appear in the numerator and in the denominator and have the same frequency, in such a way that the integral does not vanish, as can be numerically verified. Therefore in the limit ⃗θ_τ , ⃗θ → ∞, ⃗κ does not vanish, consistently with [3, 4].

Summarizing, the Raleigh-Ritz variation of the effective action (24) leads to the equations (38), whose solutions for κ_i are different from zero in the same case analyzed in [4], i.e. in the planar limit, when Θ_{μν} Λ^2 tend to infinity, and additionally when n ≠ 0 and with anisotropic non commutativity, i.e. non vanishing (Θ^2)_{0i}.

Returning to the phase transition between the non uniform and the uniform phases, i.e. at Q_i → 0, let us define ΔG(p_k) = G(p_k , 0) − G_0(p_k). Thus, from (34) and (36), it can be shown that

ΔG(p_k) = − 3 2 μ^2 (p^2_k + 2μ^2)(p^2_k +^7_2 μ^2)

+ O(λ). (43)

Then from this result, together with (30) and (32), we obtain λ 8 [A^2(0) − A^2_0] = 1 4 μ^2 − 3λT 4 ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3 [ 1 4 G_0(q_l) + ΔG(q_l) ]

= 1 4 μ^2 − 3λT 16 ∑ l ∫ Λ d^3q (2π)^3 q^2_l + 8μ^2 (q^2_l + 2μ^2)(q^2_l +^7_2 μ^2)

+ O(λ^2)

= 1 4 μ^2 − 3πλT 16 ∑ l { 1 − 4 √ 4l^2π^2T^2 + 2μ^2 arctan [ 1 √ 4l^2π^2T^2 + 2μ^2 ] +

+3 √ 4l^2π^2T^2 +

7μ^2 2 arctan 1 √ 4l^2π^2T^2 +^{7μ2}_2 } + O(λ^2), (44)

An evaluation of the the r.h.s. of this expression can be performed, and it turns out that it is positive, and does not vanish, for all temperatures below the cutoff, and for a perturbative coupling constant. In fact a numerical evaluation shows that the term into the sum decreases quite as l^{−2}, and the sum can be performed. Therefore there is a first order phase transition from the uniform to the non-uniform phase. As observed above, this result remains valid for the usual, temperature independent, stripe background.

Equation (44) can be also applied to the phase transition from the non uniform phase to the disordered phase, with ϕ = 0, hence constant. The r.h.s. of this equation decreases nearby linearly when the temperature increases, but it reaches the maximum temperature (given by the cut-off) before reaching the zero value, so that the corresponding phase transition is as well first order.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we study the noncommutative effective action at finite temperature for a real scalar field theory with λΦ^4 interaction, in 4 dimensions, with noncommutative time, and hence temperature. Consequently we take a nonuniform background which depends on imaginary time and temperature. The noncommutativity of imaginary time hints to the possibility of nonequilibrium processes, for which the CJT 2PI effective action is a suitable formalism.

We solve to first order in λ the stationarity equations of the CJT effective action, keeping the general form of the propagator G(x, y), with a stripe type ansatz for the background, which depends on temperature. The CJT effective action shows a discontinuity between the results for uniform and non uniform (stripe) background, which is present also in the stationarity equations. We show that this discontinuity originates first order phase transitions between the corresponding phases, in particular between the ordered uniform and non uniform phases, as conjectured in [4]. This result is independent of the value of n in (21). Further, we look for the existence of non uniform solutions, which turn out, as already known [3, 4], in the planar limit of non commutativity, but also in the case anisotropic non commutativity parameters, with explicit temperature dependence of the background, which had not been considered before.

Nonequilibrium processes at high energies are of fundamental interest for the early universe evolution and in QCD. Noncommutative effects have been studied in many aspects in Cosmology and in General Relativity, see e.g. [18], and in general for QCD [19], but not as well at finite temperature.

Acknowledgments We thank VIEP-BUAP and CONACYT for its support, and thanks Mario Maya for discussions in the early stages of this work. We are also grateful to Hugo García-Compeán, Alejandro Ayala and David Vergara for useful comments.

[1] R. J. Szabo, Phys. Rept. 378 (2003) 207.

[2] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, JHEP 9909, 032 (1999) [hep-th/9908142]. [3] G. Chen and Y.-S. Wu, Nucl.Phys. B 622, 189 (2002).

[4] S. S. Gubser and S. L. Sondhi, Nucl.Phys. B 605, 395 (2001).

[5] S. Minwalla, M. Van Raamsdonk and N. Seiberg, JHEP 0002, 020 (2000) [hep-th/9912072]. [6] J. Ambjørn, and S. Catterall, Phys. Lett. B 549, 253 (2002). [7] N. Seiberg, L. Susskind and N. Toumbas, J. High Energy Phys. 06, 044 (2000). [8] A. V. Strelchenko and D. V. Vassilevich, Phys. Rev. D 76, 065014 (2007).

[9] E. A. Calzetta and B. L. Hu, Phys. Rev. D 37, 2878 (1988), E. A. Calzetta, B. L. Hu and S. A. Ramsey, Phys. Rev. D 61, 125013 (2000), J. Berges and J. Cox, Phys. Lett. B 517, 369 (2001).

[10] J. Berges, Nucl. Phys A 699, 847 (2002).

[11] J. M. Cornwall, R. Jackiw and E. Tomboulis, Phys. Rev. D 10, 2428(1974).

[12] R. Jackiw and G. Amelino-Camelia, Banff 1993, Thermal field theories and their applications, 180, [hep-ph/9311324]. [13] P. Castorina and D. Zappalà, Phys. Rev. D 68, 065008 (2003), P. Castorina and D. Zappalà, Phys. Rev. D 77, 027703(2008). [14] A. Micu and M. M. Sheikh Jabbari, JHEP 0101, 025 (2001) [hep-th/0008057]. [15] S. A. Brazovskii, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 68, 175 (1975).

[16] J.I. Kapusta and C. Gale, ”Finite-Temperature Field Theory and Applications”, Cambridge Univ. Press (2006). [17] E. A. Calzetta and B. L. Hu, Phys. rev. D 37, 2878 (1988), K. Chou, Z. Zu, B. Hao and L. Yu, Phys. Rept. 118, 1 (1985). [18] H. Garcia-Compean, O. Obregon and C. Ramirez, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 161301 (2002), H. Garcia-Compean, O. Obregon, C. Ramirez and M. Sabido, Phys. Rev. D 68, 044015 (2003).

[19] X. Calmet, B. Jurco, P. Schupp, J. Wess and M. Wohlgenannt, Eur. Phys. J. C 23, 363 (2002).