arXiv:1207.6564v1 [hep-th] 27 Jul 2012

The BV Formalization of Chern-Simons Theory on Deformed Superspace

Mir Faizal Mathematical Institute University of Oxford Oxford OX1 3LB

July 30, 2012

Abstract

In this paper we will study non-abelian Chern-Simons theory on a deformed superspace. We will deform the superspace in such a way that it includes the noncommutativity between bosonic and fermionic coordinates. We will first analyse the BRST and the anti-BRST symmetries of the Chern-Simons theory on this deformed superspace. Then we will analyse the extended BRST and the extended anti- BRST symmetries of this theory in the Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) formalism. Finally, we will express these extended BRST and extended anti-BRST symmetries in extended superspace formalism by introducing new Grassmann coordinates.

Key Words: Noncommutative superspace, Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism.

1 Introduction

Highly supersymmetric Chern-Simons theories are important because they are thought to describe the world-volume of M2-membranes in M-theory, at low energies [1]-[5]. In fact, the world-volume of M2-membranes in Mtheory, at low energies, is thought to be described by a superconformal Chern- Simons-matter theory with with manifest N = 8 supersymmetry [6]. A Lie

3-algebra has been used to construct an action for this theory [2, 3]. However, only one example of such a 3-algebra exists and so far the rank of the gauge group has not been increased.

A U(N)×U(N) superconformal Chern-Simons-matter theory with level k and −k is also thought to describe the the world-volume of N M2-membranes placed at the singularity of R^8/Z_k [8]. This theory allows arbitrary rank and but only has N = 6 supersymmetry. However, by utilizing monopole operators this symmetry gets enhanced to N = 8 supersymmetry. Furthermore, after the enhancement of the supersymmetry this theory possess a SO(8) R-symmetry at Chern-Simons levels k = 1, 2 [7].

Chern-Simons theory in N = 1 superfield formalism has also been used in analysing the action of M2-membranes [9]. This Chern-Simons theory in N = 1 superfield formalism reproduces the full Bagger and Lambert theory [2, 3] for a 3-algebra with totally antisymmetric structure constants. In doing so octonionic self-dual tensors are used in the construction of the real superpotential. The super-potential obtained in this way is only manifestly SO(7) invariant. However, for specially chosen couplings, the component action coincides with the Bagger and Lambert action [2, 3], and hence full SO(8) symmetry is restored. Thus, although the octonionic self-dual tensors are only SO(7) invariant, they can be made SO(8) invariant by a special choice of the parameters in this particular action.

Chern-Simons theory with N = 1 supersymmetry has also been studied in relation to axion gauge symmetry [10]. This occurs in the supergravity theories arising from flux compactifications of superstrings. This also occurs in the Scherk-Schwarz generalized dimensional reduction in M-theory. In these theories the mass term arises through a Higgs mechanism and the supergravity description corresponds to the gauging of some axion symmetries. These are related to shifts of the scalar fields coming from wrapped RR forms or from the NS two-form B field in type II strings, and from the wrapped three-form in M-Theory. Chern-Simons theory with N = 1 supersymmetry coupled to parity-preserving matter fields has also been analysed using the Parkes-Siegel formulation [11].

It is expected that string theory may introduce noncommutativity in spacetime and so field theories with spacetime noncommutativity have been thoroughly studied [12]-[17]. Noncommutative tori have also been used to study compactification in M-theory [18]. Noncommutativity also arises by viewing M-theory as the N → ∞ limit of the supersymmetric matrix quantum mechanics describing D0-branes [19]. Furthermore, the NS antisymmetric tensor background is a source of spacetime noncommutativity in string theory [20, 21].

The extension of spacetime noncommutativity to superspace noncommutativity is related to the presence of other background fields. The RR field strength background give rise to θ-θ type deformations [22, 23]. Furthermore, x-θ deformation is caused by a gravitino background [24]. Thus, superspace noncommutativity also arises in string theory. So, field theories with superspace noncommutativity have also been thoroughly studied [23]-[29] The BRST symmetry for the Chern-Simons theory has also been investigated [30, 31]. The BRST symmetry of N = 1 abelian Chern-Simons theory [32] and N = 1 non-abelian Chern-Simons theory [33] has been discussed in the superspace formalism. These theories can also be analysed in the background field method. In this method, all the fields in a theory are shifted. The BRST and the anti-BRST symmetries of these shifted fields can then be analysed in the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism [34]-[40]. In this formalism the extended BRST and the extended anti-BRST symmetries arise due to the invariance of a theory under both the original BRST and the original anti-BRST transformations along with these shift transformation. This has been done for the conventional Yang-Mills theories and the conventional Chern-Simons theories [41]-[47]. Furthermore, the extended BRST and the extended anti-BRST symmetries have been analysed in the extended superspace formalism [48, 49]. This is because the BRST and the anti-BRST symmetries mix the fermionic and bosonic coordinates and can thus be viewed as supersymmetric transformations.

In this paper we will analyse the N = 1 Chern-Simons theory in a deformed superspace. The deformation of the superspace will break the supersymmetry of the theory. Then we will analyse the extended BRST and the extended anti-BRST symmetries for this Chern-Simons theory in the BVformalism. Finally we shall express our results in an extended superspace formulation by introducing new Grassmann coordinates. It may be noted even though the results of this paper can easily be first generalized and then used to analyse the deformation of the ABJM theory, this will not be done here. In fact, in this paper, we will only analyse the pure Chern-Simons theory with no matter fields.

2 Deformed Super-Chern-Simons Theory

In this section we shall construct a three dimensional Chern-Simons theory on a deformed superspace. To do so we define θ^a as a two-component Grassmann parameter and let y^μ = x^μ + θ^a(γ^μ)^b_aθ_b. Then we promote them to operators θ̂a and ŷμ and impose the following deformation of the superspace algebra, {θ̂^a, θ̂^b} = C^{ab}, [ŷ^μ, ŷ^ν] = B^{μν} , [ŷ^μ, θ̂^a] = A^{μa}. (1)

We use Weyl ordering and express the Fourier transformation of this superfield as, Γ̂_a(ŷ, θ̂) = ∫ d^3k ∫ d^2πe^{−ikŷ−πθ̂} Γ_a(k, π). (2) Now we have a one to one map between a function of θ̂, ŷ to a function of ordinary superspace coordinates θ, y via

Γ_a(y, θ) = ∫ d^3k ∫ d^2πe^{−iky−πθ} Γ_a(k, π), (3) where

Γ_a(y, θ) = χ_a + Bθ_a + 1 2 (γ^μθA_μ)_a + iθ^2 [ λ_a − ( 1 2 γ^μ∂_μχ)_a ] . (4)

We can express the product of two fields Γ̂^a(ŷ, θ̂)Γ̂_a(ŷ, θ̂) on this deformed superspace as

Γ̂^a(ŷ, θ̂)Γ̂_a(ŷ, θ̂) = ∫ d^3k_1d^3k_2 ∫ d^2π_1d^2π_2 exp −i((k_1 + k_2)ŷ + (π_1 + π_2)θ̂)

× exp(iΔ)Γ^a(k_1, π_1)Γ_a(k_2, π_2), (5)

where

exp(iΔ) = exp − i 2 ( C^{ab}π^1_aπ^2_b + B^{μν} k^2_μk^1_ν + A^{μa}(π^2_ak^1_μ − k^2_μπ^1_a ) , (6)

So we can now define the star product between ordinary functions as follows:

Γ^a(y, θ) ⋆ Γ_a(y, θ) = exp − i 2 ( C^{ab}∂^1_a ∂^2_b + B^{μν} ∂^2_μ∂^1_ν + A^{μa}(∂^2_a ∂^1_μ − ∂^2_μ∂^1_a ) ) ×Γ^a(y_1, θ_1)Γ_a(y_2, θ_2) |_{y1=y2=y, θ1=θ2=θ} . (7)

The star product reduces to the usual Moyal star product for the bosonic noncommutativity in the limit C^{ab} = A^{aμ} = 0 and for A^{aμ} = C^{ab} = 0 it reduces to the standard fermionic star product. It is also useful to define the following bracket [Γ^a ⋆ Γ_a] = 1 2 T_Af^A_{BC} Γ^{aB} ⋆ Γ^C_a . (8)

In order to construct a Chern-Simons theory on this deformed superspace, it is useful to define the following fields

Ω_a = ω_a − 1 6 [Γ^b ⋆ Γ_{ab}], (9)

ω_a = 1 2 D^bD_aΓ_b − i 2 [Γ^b ⋆ D_bΓ_a] − 1 6 [Γ^b ⋆ [Γ_b ⋆ Γ_a]], (10)

Γ_{ab} = − i 2 ( D_{(a}Γ_{b)} − i[Γ_a ⋆ Γ_b] ) , (11)

where D_a = ∂_a + (γ^μθ∂_μ)_a. (12)

Now the non-abelian Chern-Simons theory on this deformed superspace can now be written as L_c = ∫ d^2 θ T r(Γ^a ⋆ Ω_a)_|. (13)

and^′|^′ means that the quantity is evaluated at θ_a = 0. We consider our theory to be defined on a manifold without a boundary. This theory on an undeformed superspace has N = 1 supersymmetry, however on the deformed superspace the supersymmetry is broken. This is because of the deformation {θ̂^a, θ̂^b} = C^{ab}, the supersymmetry corresponding to Q_a is broken [23]-[29]. Here Q_a is the generator of N = 1 supersymmetry and is given by

Q_a = ∂_a − (γ^μθ∂_μ)_a. (14)

For theories with N = 2 supersymmetry in three dimensions we have two super-charges. It is thus possible to deform the super-algebra corresponding to one of them and leave super-algebra corresponding to the other one undeformed. So we, can break the supersymmetry from N = 2 supersymmetry to N = 1 supersymmetry by such deformations. In four dimensions, we can also break the supersymmetry to N = 1/2 supersymmetry. However, for N = 1 supersymmetry in three dimensions such a deformation breaks all the supersymmetry of the theory.

All the degrees of freedom in this Lagrangian density are not physical as it is invariant under the following super-gauge transformations δΓ_a = (D_a − iΓ_a) ⋆ Λ, (15) where Λ = Λ^AT_A. In order to quantise this theory we will have to add a gauge fixing term and a ghost term to it. We choose the gauge fixing term L_{gf} and the ghost term L_{gh} as follows: L_{gf} = ∫ d^2θ T r(F ⋆ D^aΓ_a)_|, L_{gh} = ∫ d^2θ T r(cD^a(D_a − iΓ_a) ⋆ c)_|. (16)

Here B is a matrix valued scalar superfield, c and c are matrix valued anticommutating superfields. These superfields are suitably contracted with generators of the Lie algebra in the adjoint representation, F (y, θ) = F^A(y, θ)T_A, c(y, θ) = c^A(y, θ)T_A, c(y, θ) = c^A(y, θ)T_A. (17) The total Lagrangian density which is obtained by the sum of the original Lagrangian density with the gauge fixing term and the ghost term is invariant under the following BRST transformations

sΓ_a = (D_a − iΓ_a) ⋆ c, sc = − 1 2 [c ⋆ c], (18) sc = −F, sF = 0, where [c ⋆ c] = 1 2 T_Af^A_{BC} c^B ⋆ c^C . (19) In fact, this total Lagrangian density is also invariant under the following anti-BRST transformations sΓ_a = (D_a − iΓ_a) ⋆ c, sc = F − [c ⋆ c], (20) sc = − 1 2 [c ⋆ c], sF = [F ⋆ c]. These transformations satisfy s^2 = s^2 = 0. (21)

In fact, they also satisfy ss + ss = 0. Now the sum of the gauge fixing term and the ghost term can be written as L_{gf} + L_{gh} = − ∫ d^2θ ss 2 T r(Γ^a ⋆ Γ_a)_| = ∫ d^2θ ss 2 T r(Γ^a ⋆ Γ_a)_|. (22)

The BRST and the anti-BRST invariance of the total Lagrangian density given by L = L_c + L_{gf} + L_{gh}, (23) follows from the fact that these BRST and the anti-BRST transformations are nilpotent and the sum of the gauge fixing term and the ghost term can be written as a total BRST and a total anti-BRST variation. For the original classical Lagrangian density the BRST and anti-BRST transformations are just gauge transformations with Λ replaced by the ghosts or the anti-ghosts. Thus, the total Lagrangian density is invariant under the BRST and the anti-BRST transformations.

3 Extended BRST

In this section we will analyse the extended BRST invariant Lagrangian density. To do so we first shift the original fields as

Γ_a → Γ_a − Γ̃_a, c → c − c̃, c → c − c̃, F → F − F̃ . (24) The extended BRST invariant Lagrangian density is obtained by requiring it to be invariant under both the original BRST transformations and these shift transformations of the original fields L̃ = L(Γ_a − Γ̃_a, c − c̃, c − c̃, F − F̃ ). (25) In order to discuss the extended BRST invariant Lagrangian density it will be useful to define ~∇_a as ~∇_a = D_a − iΓ_a + iΓ̃_a. (26)

Now the extended BRST invariant Lagrangian density is invariant under the following extended BRST transformations

sΓ_a = ψ_a, sΓ̃_a = ψ_a − ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃), (27) sc = ϵ sc̃ = ϵ + 1 2 [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)], sc = ϵ, sc̃ = ϵ + (F − F ), sF = ψ, sF̃ = ψ, (28) where ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃) = D_a ⋆ (c − c̃) − i(Γ_a − Γ̃_a) ⋆ (c − c̃). (29) Here ψ_a, ϵ, ϵ and ψ are the ghost fields associated with the shift symmetries of the original fields Γ_a, c, c and F respectively. The BRST transformations of these ghosts associated with the shift symmetry vanish,

sψ_a = 0, sϵ = 0, (30) sϵ = 0, sψ = 0, We add anti-fields with opposite parity to the original fields. These anti-fields transform into new auxiliary fields b_a, B, B and b under BRST transformations,

sΓ^∗_a = −b_a, sc^∗ = −B, (31) sc^∗ = −B, sF^∗ = −b. The BRST transformations of these new auxiliary fields also vanish sb_a = 0, sB = 0, sB = 0, sb = 0. (32)

We now choose the Lagrangian density to gauge fix the shift symmetry in such a way that the tilde fields will be made to vanish so that we can recover the original theory

L̃_{gf} + L̃_{gh} = ∫ d^2θ T r(−b^a ⋆ Γ̃_a + Γ^{∗a} ⋆ (ψ_a − ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃)) −B ⋆ c̃ + c^∗ ⋆ ( ϵ + 1 2 [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)] )

+B ⋆ c̃ − c^∗ ⋆ (ϵ + (F − F̃ )) + b ⋆ F̃ + F^∗ ⋆ ψ)_|. (33)

Here tilde fields vanish upon integrating out the auxiliary fields b_a, B, B and b. This Lagrangian density is invariant under the original BRST transformation and the shift transformations. Along with this Lagrangian density we have the original Lagrangian density, which is only a function of the original fields. So we define Ψ as L^′_{gf} + L^′_{gh} = ∫ d^2θ T r(sΨ)_|. (34)

Expanding this Lagrangian density, we obtain

L^′_{gf} + L^′_{gh} = ∫ d^2θ T r ( − δΨ δΓ_a ⋆ ψ_a + δΨ δc ⋆ ϵ + δΨ δc ⋆ ϵ − δΨ δF ⋆ ψ ) | . (35)

If we integrate out the fields setting the tilde fields to zero, we have

L = L_c + L̃_{gf} + L̃_{gf} + L^′_{gf} + L^′_{gh}

= L_c(Γ_a − Γ̃_a) + ∫ d^2θ T r ( Γ^{∗a} ⋆ ∇_ac + 1 2 c^∗ ⋆ [c ⋆ c] − c^∗ ⋆ F − ( Γ^{∗a} + δΨ δΓ_a ) ⋆ ψ^a + ( c^∗ + δΨ δc ) ⋆ ϵ − ( c^∗ + δΨ δc ) ⋆ ϵ + ( F^∗ − δΨ δF ) ⋆ ψ ) | . (36)

The explicit expression for the anti-fields is achieved by integrating out the ghosts associated with the shift symmetry,

Γ^{∗a} = − δΨ δΓ_a , c^∗ = − δΨ δc , c^∗ = δΨ δc , F^∗ = δΨ δF . (37)

With these identifications we obtain an explicit form for the Lagrangian density which is invariant under the extended BRST transformations.

3.1 Extended Anti-BRST Lagrangian

In the previous sections we analysed the extended BRST symmetry. Now we will discuss the extended anti-BRST symmetry. The original Lagrangian density is also invariant under the following extended anti-BRST transformations, sΓ_a = Γ^∗_a + ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃), sc = c^∗ + (F − F ) − [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)], sc = c^∗ − 1 2 [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)], sF = F^∗ + [(F − F̃ ) ⋆ (c − c̃)], (38) and shifted super-fields have the following extended anti-BRST transformations, sΓ̃_a = Γ^∗_a, sc̃ = c^∗, (39) sc̃ = c^∗, sF̃ = F^∗. The ghost fields associated with the shift symmetry have the following extended anti-BRST transformations,

sψ_a = b_a + ~∇_a ⋆ (F − F̃ ) − [( ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃)) ⋆ (c − c̃)], (40) sϵ = B − [(F − F̃ ) ⋆ (c − c̃)] + [[(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)] ⋆ (c − c̃)], sϵ = B − [(F − F̃ ) ⋆ (c − c̃)], sψ = b. The extended anti-BRST transformations of the anti-fields and the auxiliary fields associated with the shift symmetry vanish, sb_a = 0, sΓ^∗_a = 0, sB = 0, sc^∗ = 0, sB = 0, sc^∗ = 0, sb = 0, sF^∗ = 0. (41) For the Lagrangian density, which is both BRST and anti-BRST invariant, it follows that it must also be invariant under the extended anti-BRST transformation at least on-shell, where these transformations reduce to the original anti-BRST transformations.

3.2 Extended Superspace Formulation

The BRST transformations and the anti-BRST transformations are also supersymmetry transformations as they mix bosonic and fermionic fields. In fact the BRST and the anti-BRST transformations have been expressed in superspace even for bosonic theories [48, 49]. We will now express the extended BRST and the extended anti-BRST invariance of this Chern-Simons theory in superspace. This superspace has nothing to do with the original superspace and a similar structure will exists even for a bosonic theory. It is related to the supersymmetric nature of the extended BRST and the extended anti-BRST symmetries. Thus we introduce two anti-commutating Grassmann parameters ξ and ξ and define the following superfields with them,

ϕ_a(x, ξ, ξ) = Γ_a + ξψ_a + ξ(Γ^∗_a + ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃)) +ξξ(b_a + ~∇_a ⋆ (F − F̃ ) − [( ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃)) ⋆ (c − c̃)]), ϕ̃_a(x, ξ, ξ) = Γ̃_a + ξ(ψ_a − ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃) + ξΓ^∗_a + ξξb_a, η(x, ξ, ξ) = c + ξϵ + ξ(c^∗ + (F − F̃ ) − [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)]) +ξξ(B − [(F − F̃ ) ⋆ (c − c̃)] + [[(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c)] ⋆ (c − c)]), η̃(x, ξ, ξ) = c̃ + ξ(ϵ + 1 2 [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)]) + ξc^∗ + ξξB, η(x, ξ, ξ) = c + ξϵ + ξ(c^∗ − 1 2 [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)]) +ξξ(B − [(F − F̃ ) ⋆ (c − c̃)]), η̃(x, ξ, ξ) = c̃ + ξ(ϵ + (F − F̃ )) + ξc^∗ + ξξB. (42) Now we have − 1 2 ∫ dξdξd^2θ T r(ϕ̃^a ⋆ ϕ̃_a)_| = ∫ d^2T r(−Γ^{∗a} ⋆ (ψ_a − ~∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃)) −b_a ⋆ Γ̃^a)_|, ∫ dξdξd^2θ T r(η̃ ⋆ η̃)_| = ∫ d^2θT r ( −B̃c̃ + B ⋆ c̃ − B ⋆ c̃ +c^∗ ⋆ ( ϵ + 1 2 [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)] )

−c^∗ ⋆ (ϵ + (F − F̃ )) ) | . (43)

Thus the sum of the shifted gauge fixing term and the shifted ghosts term can be written as,

L̃_{gf} + L̃_{gf} = ∫ dξdξd^2θ T r(− 1 2 ϕ̃^a ⋆ ϕ̃_a + η̃ ⋆ η̃)_| = ∫ d^2θ T r(−b^a ⋆ Γ̃_a − Γ^{∗a} ⋆ (ψ_a − ∇_a ⋆ (c − c̃)) −B ⋆ c̃ + c^∗ ⋆ ( ϵ + 1 2 [(c − c̃) ⋆ (c − c̃)] )

+B ⋆ c̃ − c^∗ ⋆ (ϵ + (F − F̃ )))_|. (44)

Being the ξξ component of a superfield, this gauge fixing Lagrangian is manifestly invariant under extended BRST and anti-BRST transformation. We now note that we can choose a fermionic superfield such that [48], Φ(x, ξ, ξ) = Ψ + ξsΨ + ξsΨ + ξξssΨ. (45) The ξξ component of this equation vanishes after using the equations of motion. This is expected as the sum of the original gauge fixing term and the ghost term is invariant under the BRST and the anti-BRST transformations. Thus the ξξ component of Φ(x, ξ, ξ) vanish on shell because when we use the equations of motion, the tilde fields vanish and the theory reduces to the original theory which is invariant under the BRST and the anti-BRST transformations. We can now express the sum of the original gauge fixing term and the ghost term as,

L^′_{gf} + L^′_{gf} = ∫ dξdξd^2θ T r(δ(ξ)Φ(x, ξ, ξ))_|. (46) This is not only invariant under extended BRST transformations but it is also invariant under extended anti-BRST transformations on-shell. The total Lagrangian density is invariant under extended BRST transformations. It is also invariant under extended anti-BRST transformations on-shell. We now write this total Lagrangian density as,

L̃ = L_c + L̃_{gf} + L̃_{gf} + L^′_{gf} + L^′_{gf} (47)

= L_c(Γ_a − Γ̃_a) + ∫ dξdξd^2θ T r ( − 1 2 ϕ̃^a ⋆ ϕ̃_a + η̃ ⋆ η̃ ) | + ∫ dξdξd^2θ T r(δ(ξ)Φ(x, ξ_1, ξ))_|.

As F and F̃ are auxiliary fields so we redefine them as F − F̃ → F and integrated out (F + F̃ ). The constant thus obtained can be absorbed into the normalisation constant.

3.3 Conclusion

In this paper we analysed the Chern-Simons theory in deformed superspace where the deformation included the noncommutativity between bosonic coordinates and fermionic coordinates. We found that the sum of the original classical Lagrangian density, a gauge fixing term and a ghost term was invariant under the the BRST and the anti-BRST transformations. We also analysed the extended BRST and the extended anti-BRST symmetries of this theory in the extended superspace formalism. This theory was found to be invariant under extended BRST transformations. It was also found to be invariant under on-shell extended anti-BRST transformations.

The spacelike noncommutative field theories are known to be unitarity [50]-[51]. However, due to Eq. (7), infinite temporal derivatives will occur in the product of fields for field theories with spacetime noncommutativity. It is well known that the evolution of the S-matrix is not unitary for the field theories with higher order temporal derivatives [52]-[55]. Thus, spacetime noncommutativity will break the unitarity of the resultant theory. However, if we restrict the theory to spacelike noncommutativity and thus do not include any higher order temporal derivatives then this problem can be avoided. In fact, in the case of spacelike noncommutativity it is possible to construct the Norther’s charges [56]-[57]. Thus, if we restrict the spacetime deformations to spacelike noncommutativity then we can construct the Norther’s charges for this deformed theory. It will be interesting to construct the BRST and the anti-BRST charges for this theory and use them to find the physical states in this theory.

It will be interesting to generalise the result of this paper to Chern-Simons theories with higher supersymmetry, coupled to matter fields. In particular, the analysis of U(N) × U(N) Chern-Simons gauge theory, with level k and −k enhanced to N = 8 supersymmetry for k = 1, 2, suitably coupled to matter fields in this deformed superspace will have important consequences for M-theory. Due to the duality between M-theory and II string theory, we expect that a noncommutative deformation of the super algebra on the string theory side will correspond to some deformation of the super algebra on the M-theory side. In fact, just like a background two-form field strength becomes a sources of noncommutativity for D-branes, a background three-form field suitably coupled to the ABJM theory could also lead to the noncommutativity. It may be noted that a three-form field strength occurs naturally in M5-branes. Furthermore, M5-branes in M-theory act as analogous objects to a D-brane in string theory, in the sense that M2-branes can end on them. Thus, the coupling of ABJM theory to a background three-form field strength can be useful in describing the physics of M2-branes ending on M5- branes. As the action for a single M5-brane can be derived by demanding the κ-symmetry of the open membrane ending on it [58], the analysis of ABJM theory coupled to a background three-form field strength might give some useful insights into understanding the dynamics of multiple M5-branes. It may be noted that even though the action for a single M5-brane is known, the action for multiple M5-branes is not known [59]-[63]. Coupling of the ABJM theory to other background fields could lead to other superspace deformations of the super algebra. So, it will also be interesting to analyse the consequences of coupling of ABJM theory to other background fields.

Chern-Simons theories also have important applications in condensed matter physics. This is because of their relevance to the fractional quantum Hall effect, which is based on the concept of statistical transmutation. [64]-[67]. In two dimensions, fermions can be described as charged bosons carrying an odd integer number of flux quanta. This is achieved by analysing Chern-Simons fields coupled to these bosons. Then, the electrons in an external magnetic field can be described as bosons in a combined external and statistical magnetic field. At special values of the filling fraction the statistical field cancels the external field, in the mean field sense. At these values of the filling fraction and the system is described as a gas of bosons feeling no net magnetic field. Thus, these bosons condense into a homogeneous ground state. This model also describes the existence of vortex and anti-vortex excitations.

Lately, supersymmetric generalisation of the fractional quantum Hall effect has also been investigated [68]-[71]. In particular, physical properties of the topological excitations in the supersymmetric quantum Hall liquid have been discussed using a dual supersymmetric Chern-Simons theory [72]. Furthermore, the fractional quantum Hall effect is closely related to noncommutativity of the spacetime [73]-[76]. Thus, the results of this paper can have interesting condensed matter applications. This is because we can analyse the superspace deformation of the supersymmetric fractional quantum Hall effect. It can change the behavior of fractional condensates and thus have important consequences for the transport properties in the quantum hall system. Holography has also been used to analyse the supersymmetric fractional quantum Hall effect [77]. In fact, supersymmetric Chern-Simons theories have been used to study various interesting examples of AdS_4/CF T_3 correspondence [78]-[82]. It will be interesting to analyse similar effects in the deformed superspace theories with superspace noncommutativity.

References

[1] A. Gustavsson, JHEP. 0804, 083 (2008) [2] J. Bagger and N. Lambert, JHEP. 0802, 105 (2008) [3] J. Bagger and N. Lambert, Phys. Rev. D77, 065008 (2008) [4] M. A. Bandres, A. E. Lipstein and J. H. Schwarz, JHEP. 0809, 027 (2008) [5] E. Antonyan, A. A. Tseytlin, Phys. Rev. D79, 046002 (2009) [6] A. Basu and J. A. Harvey, Nucl. Phys. B713, 136 (2005) [7] O. Aharony, O. Bergman, D. L. Jafferis and J. Maldacena, JHEP. 0810, 091 (2008) [8] O-Kab Kwon, P. Oh and J. Sohn, JHEP. 0908, 093 (2009) [9] A. Mauri and A. C. Petkou, Phys. Lett. B666, 527 (2008) [10] L. Andrianopoli, S. Ferrara and M. A. Lledo’, JHEP. 0404, 005 (2004) [11] M. A. de Andrade, O. M. Del Cima and L. P. Colatto, Phys. Lett. B370, 59 (1996) [12] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and J. E. Roberts, Commun. Math. Phys.

172, 187 (1995) [13] A. Connes, Non commutative geometry. Academic Press, Inc. London (1990) [14] G. Landi, An introduction to noncommutative spaces and their geometries. Springer-Verlag (1997).

[15] J. Madore, S. Schraml, P. Schupp and J. Wess, Eur. Phys. J. C16, 161 (2000) [16] D. Brace, B. L. Cerchiai and B. Zumino, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 1751, 205 (2002) [17] L. Alvarez-Gaume and M. A. Vazquez-Mozo, Nucl. Phys. B668, 293 (2003) [18] A. Connes, M. R. Douglas and A. Schwarz, JHEP. 9802, 003 (1988) [19] T. Banks, W. Fischler, S. H. Shenker and L. Susskind, Phys. Rev. D55, 5112 (1997) [20] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, JHEP. 9909, 032 (1999) [21] M. R. Douglas and N. A. Nekrasov, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 977 (2001) [22] H. Ooguri and C. Vafa, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 7, 53 (2003) [23] N. Seiberg, JHEP. 0306, 010 (2003) [24] J. de Boer, P. A. Grassi and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Phys. Lett. B574, (2003) 98 (2003) [25] E. Chang-Young, H.Kim and H. Nakajima, JHEP. 0804, 004 (2008) [26] K. Araki, T. Inami, H. Nakajima and Y. Saito, JHEP. 0601, 109 (2006) [27] J. S. Cook, J. Math. Phys. 47, 012304 (2006) [28] Y. Kobayashi and S. Sasaki, Phys.Rev. D72, 065015 (2005) [29] N. Berkovits and N. Seiberg, JHEP. 0307, 010 (2003) [30] J. Fjelstad and S. Hwang, Phys. Lett. B466, 227 (1999) [31] M. Chaichian and W. F. Chen, Z.Y. Zhu, Phys. Lett. B387, 785 (1996) [32] L.P. Colatto, M.A. De Andrade, O.M. Del Cima, D.H.T. Franco, J.A.

Helayel-Neto and O. Piguet, J. Phys. G24, 1301 (1998) [33] C. P. Constantinidis, O. Piguet and W. Spalenza, Eur. Phys. J. C33, 443 (2004)

[34] I. A. Batalin and G. A. Vilkovisky, Phys. Lett. B 102, 27 (1981) [35] M. Faizal and M. Khan, Eur. Phys. J. C 71, 1603 (2011) [36] P. Gregoire and M. Henneaux, J. Phys. A26, 6073 (1993) [37] P. Gregoire, M. Henneaux, Commun. Math. Phys. 157, 279 (1993) [38] P. Gregoire, M. Henneaux, Phys. Lett. B277, 459 (1992) [39] I. A. Batalin and G. A. Vilkovisky, Phys. Rev. D 28, 2567 (1983) [40] C. Bizdadea and S. O. Saliu, J. Phys. A 31, 8805 (1998) [41] C. Bizdadea, I. Negru and S. O. Saliu, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 14, 359 (1999) [42] J. Qiu and M. Zabzine, Commun. Math. Phys. 300, 789 (2010) [43] W. G. Ney, O. Piguet and W. Spalenza, Eur. Phys. J. C36, 245 (2004) [44] N. Ikeda, JHEP. 0210, 076 (2002) [45] C. I. Lazaroiu and R. Roiban, JHEP. 0203, 022 (2002) [46] G. Barnich, R.Constantinescu and P. Gregoire, Phys. Lett. B 293, 353 (1992) [47] H. Ikemori, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 7, 3397 (1992) [48] N. R. F. Braga and A. Das, Nucl. Phys. B 42, 655 (1995) [49] N. R. F. Braga and S. M. de Souza, Phys. Rev. D 53, 916 (1996) [50] J. Gomis and T. Mehen, Nucl. Phys. B 591, 265 (2000) [51] N. Seiberg, L. Susskind and N. Toumbas, JHEP. 0006, 044 (2000) [52] K. S. Stelle, Phys. Rev. D 16, 953 (1977) [53] J. Julve and M. Tonin, Nuovo Cim. B 46, 137 (1978) [54] A. Salam and J. Strathdee, Phys. Rev. D 18, 4480 (1978) [55] I.G. Avramidi and A.D. Barvinsky, Phys. Lett. B 159, 269 (1985)

[56] A. Micu and M. M. S. Jabbari, JHEP. 0101, 025 (2001) [57] M. Soroush, Phys. Rev. D 67, 105005 (2003) [58] C. S. Chu and E. Sezgin, JHEP. 9712, 001 (1997) [59] P. S. Howe and E. Sezgin, Phys. Lett. B 394, 62 (1997) [60] M. Aganagic, J. Park, C. Popescu and J. H. Schwarz, Nucl. Phys. B 496, 191 (1997) [61] P. Pasti, D. P. Sorokin and M. Tonin, Phys. Lett. B 398, 41 (1997) [62] I. A. Bandos, K. Lechner, A. Nurmagambetov, P. Pasti, D. P. Sorokin and M. Tonin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 4332 (1997) [63] P. S. Howe, E. Sezgin and P. C. West, Phys. Lett. B 399, 49 (1997) [64] D. Orgad and S. Levit, Phys. Rev. B 53, 7964 (1996) [65] A. Lopez and E. Fradkin, Phys. Rev. B 69, 155322 (2004) [66] B. Skoric and A. M. M. Pruisken, Nucl. Phys. B559, 637 (1999) [67] I. Ichinose, A. Sekiguchi, Nucl. Phys. B493 683 (1997) [68] K. Hasebe, Phys. Rev. D72, 105017 (2005) [69] K. Hasebe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005) [70] K. Hasebe, Phys. Lett. A 372, (2008) [71] E. Ivanov, L. Mezincescu and P. K. Townsend JHEP. 01 (2006) [72] K. Hasebe, Phys. Rev. D74, 045026 (2006) [73] A. Jellal, Mod. Phys. Lett. A18, 1473 (2003) [74] A. Pinzul and A. Stern, Mod. Phys. Lett. A18, 1215 (2003) [75] O. F. Dayi and A. Jellal, J. Math. Phys. 43, 4592 (2002) [76] M. Daoud and A. Hamama, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A23, 2591 (2008) [77] M. Fujita, W. Li, S. Ryu and T. Takayanagi, JHEP. 0906, 066 (2009)

[78] I. R. Klebanov and A. M. Polyakov, Phys. Lett. B550, 213 (2002) [79] J. H. Schwarz, JHEP. 0411, 078 (2004) [80] C. Ahn, H. Kim, B. H. Lee and H. S. Yang, Phys. Rev. D61, 066002 (2000) [81] B. Chen and J. B. Wu, JHEP. 096, 0809 ( 2008) [82] M. Benna, I. Klebanov, T. Klose and M. Smedback, JHEP. 0809, 072 (2008)