arXiv:hep-th/0504104 v3 25 May 2005

Chiral Models in Noncommutative N =1/2 Four Dimensional Superspace

Thomas A. Ryttov^1 and Francesco Sannino^2

The Niels Bohr Institute, Blegdamsvej 17, DK-2100 Copenhagen Ø, Denmark

Abstract

We derive the component Lagrangian for a generic N = 1/2 supersymmetric chiral model with an arbitrary number of fields in four space-time dimensions. We then investigate a toy model in which the deformation parameter modifies the undeformed potential near the origin of the field space in a way which suggests possible physical applications.

1E-mail: ryttov@nbi.dk 2E-mail: sannino@nbi.dk

1 Introduction

Understanding the underlying structure of space and time poses continuous challenges. It is hence interesting to study possible deformations of ordinary space-time which are mathematically under control. Supersymmetric theories provide a natural laboratory to explore new ideas. Of particular current interest are the non(anti)commutative deformed versions of the N = 1 superspace [1] according to which one requires the Grassmanian variables of the ordinary superspace θ^α to satisfy the following anticommutator relation: {θ^α, θ^β} = C^{αβ} . (1) Since the θ̄ variables are taken to anticommute a Clifford deformation [2] of the superspace must be performed in the Euclidean space. Here the θ and θ̄ are independent [4]. This also implies that only half of the original supersymmetry is kept intact [1, 5]. Another interesting point is that these theories naturally emerge as an effective low energy description of certain superstring theories in constant graviphoton backgrounds [6]. This is however not an entirely new subject [7, 8].

Seiberg has shown that the noncommutative^3 deformation of the Wess- Zumino model and of N = 1 super Yang-Mills theories results in the addition of a finite number of higher dimensional operators with respect to the undeformed Lagrangian [1]. The deformed theories preserve locality, Lorentz symmetry and are renormalizable [9]. The study of instantons [10] in this framework has also been a subject of much interest as well as the lower dimensional cousin theories [11, 12, 13, 14, 15]. Another interesting application of the deformed superspace used to analyze spectral properties in supersymmetric gluondynamics and one-flavor QCD has been proposed in [16].

Here we construct the component form of the most general chiral model theory with an arbitrary number of chiral superfields in the deformed superspace theory in four dimensions. This generalizes the work in [17] and [18] which focussed on a single chiral superfield. Due to the fact that the product of chiral superfields does not commute in the deformed superspace one must use an ordering procedure which renders the generalization to an arbitrary number of fields quite involved.

We elucidate some issues related to how to handle the Kähler of the

3Note that we refer to the nonanticommutative space as noncommutative while the standard anticommutative space is abbreviated as commutative.

theory. More precisely we show that certain Lagrangian terms, present in [17], are actually absent when considering the fully symmetrized deformed Kähler of the theory with respect to both chiral and antichiral superfields simultaneously.

We recall that supersymmetric chiral models with an arbitrary number of fields are relevant since they have been used, for example, to investigate the vacuum structure of supersymmetric gauge theories [19]. Besides many models of spontaneously broken supersymmetry involve more than one field and/or nonperturbatively induced superpotentials. Having determined the general chiral model for N = 1/2 with an arbitrary number of superfields allows immediately to investigate the deformations of a number of low energy superpotentials derived in the standard supersymmetric case.

We then propose an instructive toy model in which the potential of the theory at the component level, and after having integrated out the auxiliary field, contains an infinite number of terms. Interestingly the full series in the deformation parameter can be summed. Another amusing property of the final potential is that it is a function only of the product of the scalar and the antiscalar field. In the Euclidean space the antiscalar field is not merely the complex conjugated of the scalar field. Although we are forced, by the very definition of the deformed superspace, to be in the Euclidean space the structure of the potential is so intriguing to us that we have been tempted to analytically continue it in the Minkowski space. If the determinant of the deformation parameter is assumed real then also the potential is real and positive. One can show that the vacuum structure of the theory is unchanged with respect to the undeformed space while the potential is largely affected in the infrared, i.e. for small values of the bosonic field values. It naturally introduces a new maximum with a finite value of the potential while the theory still preserves Lorentz symmetry [1].

The presence of two scales, i.e. the one associated to the deformation parameter, which may be linked to the gravity scale, together with another, possibly dynamically generated, scale as well as the fact that the potential is very flat at large values of the bosonic field suggests that the effective theory explored here and more generally theories emerging from the deformed superspace [1] when coupled to gravity might be of some interest for models of inflation [20]. Again we stress that we are not really entitled to continue the theory in the Minkowski space and our example is just meant to be a primitive attempt in the quest for possible physical applications. There are however already interesting attempts [21] to define superspace deformations directly in the Minkowski space.

The paper is organized as follows: In section two we briefly review the basic properties defining the noncommuting N = 1/2 superspace. In section three we investigate the product of a generic number of (anti)chiral superfields in the deformed space. In the fourth section we extend the generic supersymmetric chiral sigma model to the deformed superspace while providing a number of useful relations. In section five we summarize the result for the generic deformed superfield expressed in terms of the component fields. In this section we also confront our Lagrangian with previous results already present in the literature (only for a single field) and show how differences emerge. In section six we rewrite the full Lagrangian in a compact form.

In section seven and using a simple Kähler we compute the potential of the theory after having integrated out the auxiliary fields. The potential is, in general, a series in the deformation parameter of the superspace and is, in general, complex. We then present an example and indicate possible physical applications. Section eight is dedicated to the conclusions. Three appendices are dedicated either to relevant examples or lengthy but detailed computations useful for the interested reader to better understand our results.

2 N =^1_2 Superspace Preliminaries

Our starting point will be the deformation of ordinary N = 1 superspace by requiring θ^α to satisfy the following anticommutator relation^4: {θ^α, θ^β} = C^{αβ} . (2) The first implications of such an extension were investigated in [1]. The deformation requires an ordering definition for the functions of θ. Weyl ordering seems to be a natural choice [1]. In this way every expression containing θ has to be ordered. This can be achieved, following ordinary noncommutative geometry, by introducing the star product:

f(θ) ∗ g(θ) = f(θ) exp ( − C^{αβ} 2 ←−− ∂ ∂θ^α −−→ ∂ ∂θ^β ) g(θ) = f(θ) ( 1 − C^{αβ} 2 ←−− ∂ ∂θ^α −−→ ∂ ∂θ^β − detC ←−− ∂ ∂θθ −−→ ∂ ∂θθ ) g(θ) . (3)

4We use the Wess and Bagger notation [22].

For the remaining coordinates a simple consistent choice of the (anti)commuting relations is [1]: {θ^α, θ^β} = C^{αβ} , {θ^{α̇}, θ^{β̇} } = {θ^{α̇}, θ^β } = 0 , (4)

[y^μ, y^ν ] = [y^μ, θ^α] = [y^μ, θ^{α̇}] = 0 ,

where y^μ = x^μ + iθσ^μθ is the chiral coordinate. One can imagine various generalizations of this superspace which will not be considered here.

Several remarks are in order. Since the θ’s are taken to anticommute it is clear that they cannot be the complex conjugate of θ. We therefore have to be in the Euclidean space where the Lorentz group becomes SO(4) = SU_L(2) × SU_R(2). We will however keep the Lorentz notation. According to [1] the chiral coordinates y^μ is assumed to commute. Consistency then requires the ordinary spacetime coordinates x^μ not to commute. In fact, using the relations: θσ^μθ ∗ θσ^ν θ = − 1 2 θθθθη^{μν} − 1 2 θθC^{μν} , (5) C^{μν} ≡ C^{αβ}ε_{βγ} (σ^{μν} )^γ_α = −C^{νμ} , (6)

we obtain:

[x^μ, x^ν ] = θθC^{μν} . (7)

The reason for not assuming the ordinary spacetime coordinates x^μ to commute is that it makes it hard to define chiral superfields. Recall that a chiral superfield Φ is defined through the standard constraint D_{α̇}Φ = 0 where D_{α̇} is the covariant derivative. In the x^μ coordinates D_{α̇} also depends on θ and therefore, in the deformed superspace, it does not act as an ordinary derivative, i.e. it does not satisfy the Leibniz rule. In the chiral coordinates y^μ on the contrary, D_{α̇} = −^∂_{∂θα̇} does not depend explicitly on θ and therefore acts as an ordinary derivative. So the deformed superspace is best parameterized by the following set of coordinates (y^μ, θ^α, θ^{α̇}) satisfying the algebra (4).

The deformed superspace we refer to as the noncommutative space. It is clear that for vanishing C this becomes the commutative space. Any function defined on the noncommutative space is understood in terms of its Taylor expansion but with every product replaced by the star product. The latter breaks half of the supersymmetry but preserves chirality, i.e. the star product of two (anti)chiral superfields is again a (anti)chiral superfield.

It is convenient for the reader to review the expressions for the covariant derivatives D_α, D_{α̇} and the supercharges Q_α, Q_{α̇} in the standard way:

D_α = ∂ ∂θ^α + 2iσ^μ_{αα̇}θ^{α̇} ∂ ∂y^μ , (8)

D_{α̇} = − ∂ ∂θ^{α̇} , (9)

Q_α = ∂ ∂θ^α , (10)

Q_{α̇} = − ∂ ∂θ^{α̇} + 2iθ^ασ^μ_{αα̇} ∂ ∂y^μ . (11)

Note that Q_{α̇} depends explicitly on θ. Hence while all of the anticommutation relations are as in the commutative space we have for the Q: { Q_{α̇}, Q˙_β } = −4C^{αβ}σ^μ_{αα̇}σ^ν_{ββ̇} ∂^2 ∂y^μ∂y^ν . (12)

This shows that the deformed superspace is generated by the supercharge Q and that the star product is invariant under Q. However since Q contains a θ the star product is not invariant under Q. So only transformations induced by Q are still intact symmetries while the ones induced by Q are broken. For this reason the deformed superspace has been termed N =^1_2 superspace.

3 (Anti)Chiral Superfields Properties

3.1 Chiral Superfields

Since chirality is respected even in the deformed superspace we define chiral superfields through the standard condition D_{α̇}Φ = 0 which leads to Φ = Φ(y, θ). Using the fact that θ^α ∗ θ_α = θθ we write:

Φ(y, θ) = A(y) + √ 2θψ(y) + θθF (y) , (13) The star product of two chiral superfields reads:

Φ_1(y, θ) ∗ Φ_2(y, θ) = Φ_1(y, θ)Φ_2(y, θ) − C^{αβ} 2 ∂ ∂θ^α Φ_1(y, θ) ∂ ∂θ^β Φ_2(y, θ)

− det C ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1(y, θ) ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2(y, θ) . (14)

By construction the star product respects chirality, i.e. Φ_1 ∗ Φ_2 is again a chiral superfield. This fact allows to define the superpotential as a product of chiral superfields. Ambiguities in extending the N = 1 superpotentials to the deformed superspace arise due to the fact that in the noncommutative theory: Φ_1 ∗Φ_2 ≠ Φ_2 ∗Φ_1. Different noncommutatitive theories correspond to the same commutative theory. This problem is analogous to the one arising when trying to quantize a classical theory. Following the procedure used when quantizing a classical theory, in [1] a possible generalization to the N = 1/2 case of the product of chiral superfields is that every product is always fully symmetrized:

Φ_1 ∗ Φ_2|_s ≡ 1 2 (Φ_1 ∗ Φ_2 + Φ_2 ∗ Φ_1)

= Φ_1Φ_2 − det C ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2 . (15)

The symmetrized product (15) also has the nice property that the result only depends on the deformation parameter C through det C. This is due to the fact that C^{αβ} = C^{βα} is symmetric and^∂_{∂θα} is Grassmannian in nature. As we will see, and already pointed out in [1], this feature survives when considering the symmetrized star product of n different chiral superfields. Hence while the deformation per se breaks Lorentz invariance the resulting theories remain Lorentz covariant [1].

In the case of n different chiral superfields we symmetrize them according to: Φ_1 ∗ . . . ∗ Φ_n|_s = 1 n! ( Φ_1 ∗ . . . ∗ Φ_n + Perm. ) . (16)

We explicitly show the first few examples of the symmetrized star product of chiral superfields in appendix A. When analyzing the examples one can immediately observe that a series in (− det C)^j with 1 ≤ j ≤ [^n_2 ] is generated^5. One also obtains a polynomial in Φ_i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 2j. We stress that

5[^n_2 ] denotes the integer part of^n_2 .

the only dependence on θ is via this polynomial. Terms containing explicitly C^{αβ}, rather than detC, will never appear. This is so since such a term would be of the form: C^{αβ} ∂ ∂θ^α (Φ_r · · · Φ_s) ∂ ∂θ^β (Φ_t · · · Φ_u) , (17)

which vanishes upon symmetrization of the chiral superfields.

Using appendix A as a guide it is not hard to guess, and then prove by induction, that the generic product of n chiral superfields is:

Φ_1 ∗ . . . ∗ Φ_n|_s = Φ_1 · . . . · Φ_n +

[^n_2 ]∑

j=1 (− det C)^jb_j (n) n∏ k=n−j+1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_k |_s , (18)

where b_j (n) is a polynomial in the fields of the form:

b_j (n) = n−2j∑

i=0 a_i(j, n)Φ_0 · · · Φ_i , Φ_0 ≡ 1 (19)

and the coefficients a_i(j, n) are constructed as follows: Consider j operators ∂ ∂θθ . Then the coefficient a_i(j, n) is the sum of all possible terms of the form: ∂ ∂θθ (Φ_{i+1} · · · Φ_{l1} ) ∂ ∂θθ (Φ_{l1+1} · · · Φ_{l2} ) · · · ∂ ∂θθ (Φ_{lj−1+1} · · · Φ_{n−j} )

j F-terms

, (20)

where the superfields are ordered according to Φ_{i+1}Φ_{i+2} · · · Φ_{n−j} . Unfortunately b_j (n) is a rather complicated function to work with. However it has been shown in [17] that it is much more convenient to expand a generic function of superfields around their bosonic component. In this way they were able to construct the N = 1/2 chiral model with a single field. As stated at the beginning we will address the problem of how to generalize the N = 1/2 model to contain an arbitrary number of chiral superfields. This will greatly simplify not only the construction of the superpotential but also the one of the Kähler.

3.2 Antichiral Superfields

The antichiral superfields are defined via the standard condition D_αΦ = 0. Therefore Φ = Φ(y, θ) where y^μ = y^μ − 2iθσ^μθ. It turns out that:

[y^μ, y^ν ] = 4θθC^{μν} . (21)

We therefore have to order the y^μ’s and multiply antichiral superfields according to:

Φ_1(y, θ) ∗ Φ_2(y, θ) = Φ_1(y, θ) exp ( 2θθC^{μν} ←−− ∂ ∂y^μ −−→ ∂ ∂y^ν ) Φ_2(y, θ)

= Φ_1(y, θ)Φ_2(y, θ) + 2θθC^{μν} ∂ ∂y^μ Φ_1(y, θ) ∂ ∂y^ν Φ_2(y, θ) .

(22) As in the case of just chiral superfields we will symmetrize with respect to all of the antichiral superfields. Since C^{μν} = −C^{νμ} is antisymmetric we obtain:

Φ_1 ∗ Φ_2|_s = 1 2 (Φ_1 ∗ Φ_2 + Φ_2 ∗ Φ_1)

= Φ_1Φ_2 , (23) i.e. there are no corrections due to the star product of antichiral superfields with respect to the ordinary product. This is also true for the star product of n different antichiral superfields:

Φ_1 ∗ . . . ∗ Φ_n|_s = Φ_1 · . . . · Φ_n . (24) The previous identity can be proved using induction.

The situation becomes more involved when one needs to multiply fields with opposite chirality. In this case it is necessary to expand the antichiral superfield as follows: Φ(y − 2iθσθ, θ) = A(y) + √ 2θψ(y) + θθF (y) + √ 2θ ( iσ^μ∂_μψ(y)θθ − i √ 2σ^μθ∂_μA(y) ) + θθθθ∂^2A(y) , (25) and multiply them according to:

Φ(y, θ) ∗ Φ(y − 2iθσθ, θ) = Φ(y, θ) exp ( − C^{αβ} 2 ←−− ∂ ∂θ^α −−→ ∂ ∂θ^β ) Φ(y − 2iθσθ, θ) . (26)

4 Extension of the Chiral Sigma Model to N = 1/2.

The main goal is to construct the most general chiral sigma model Lagrangian in N =^1_2 superspace featuring an arbitrary number of different (anti)chiral superfields. The starting point is the generic chiral sigma model in four spacetime dimensions in N = 1 which is usually represented as the sum of a Kähler term and a superpotential: L = ∫ d^4θK(Φ^i, Φ^j ) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ^i) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ^j ) . (27)

We then deform the superspace and indicate this deformation by adding a star label for the superpotential and the Kähler: L = ∫ d^4θK_∗(Φ^i, Φ^j ) + ∫ d^2θP_∗(Φ^i) + ∫ d^2θP_∗(Φ^j ) . (28)

In the deformed N =^1_2 superspace we understand the previous expression in terms of a series with every standard product replaced by a star product.

4.1 The Superpotential

We focus our attention first on the deformed superpotential. Following [17] we choose to expand around the bosonic component fields {A_i} of the chiral superfields. Therefore we define:

L^i(y, θ) ≡ Φ^i(y, θ) − A^i(y) , (29)

and expand the deformed superpotential according to:

P_∗(Φ^i) = P (A^i) + L^iP_{,i} + 1 2! (L^{i1} ∗ L^{i2} )|_sP_{,i1 i2} + . . . + 1 n! (L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} )|_sP_{,i1...in} + . . . , (30) where the expansion coefficients are given by: P_{,i1...in} ≡ ∂^n ∂Φ^{i1} · · · ∂Φ^{in} P (Φ)|_Φi_{=A}i . (31)

We now recall (18) but with every chiral superfield replaced by the associated L_i. To fully determine such an expression we need to determine the generic product: L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} |_s . (32) More specifically we need to determine b_j (n). Having subtracted the scalar component leads to a large number of simplifications. For example:

L^iL^j = −θθψ^iψ^j , (33)

and therefore L^iL^j L^k = 0. This means that at maximum two L’s can be next to each other in b_j (n). Further cancellations appear due to the symmetrization in the fields. Namely the following constraints hold:

L^iL^j ∂ ∂θθ L^k L^l|_s = θθ(ψ^iψ^j )(ψ^kψ^l)|_s

∼ (ψ^iψ^j )(ψ^kψ^l) + (ψ^iψ^k)(ψ^jψ^l) + (ψ^iψ^l)(ψ^j ψ^k) = 0 , (34) ∂ ∂θθ L^iL^j ∂ ∂θθ L^k L^l|_s = 0 . (35)

By definition b_j (n) contains j operators^∂_{∂θθ} and n−j fields L^i. Because of the above constraints the number of fields can be no larger than the number of operators plus two: n − j ≤ j + 2. So, in order to obtain non-vanishing contributions we must have: n 2 − 1 ≤ j ≤ [ n 2 ] . (36)

If n is even we get non-vanishing contributions for j =^n_2 − 1 and j =^n_2 and if n is odd we get non-vanishing contributions only for j =^{n−1}_2 . If n is even a bit of algebra yields:

L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{i2m} |_s = (− det C)^{m−1} { L^{i1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i3} +(m − 1)L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ (L^{i2} L^{i3} ) }_{2m}∏ k=4 ∂ ∂θθ L^{ik} |_s

+(− det C)^m 2m∏ k=1 ∂ ∂θθ L^{ik}

= (− det C)^{m−1}mL^{i1} L^{i2} 2m∏ k=3 ∂ ∂θθ L^{ik} |_s

+(− det C)^m 2m∏ k=1 ∂ ∂θθ L^{ik} = −θθ(− det C)^{m−1} m (2m)! { ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2m} + Perm. } +(− det C)^mF^{i1} · · · F^{i2m} , (37)

and if n is odd:

L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{i2m+1} |_s = (− det C)^m { L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2} +m ∂ ∂θθ (L^{i1} L^{i2} )

}_{2m+1}∏ k=3 ∂ ∂θθ L^{ik} |_s = (− det C)^m { θθF^{i1} · · · F^{i2m+1} + √ 2 (2m + 1)! θ ( ψ^{i1} F^{i2} · · · F^{i2m+1} + Perm. )

− m (2m + 1)! ( ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2m+1} + Perm. ) } . (38)

The most general superpotential in N =^1_2 superspace is then: L_{pot} = ∫ d^2θP (Φ^i) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ^j ) + ∞∑ n=1 1 (2n + 1)! (− det C)^nF^{i1} · · · F^{i2n+1} P_{,i1···i2n+1}

− ∞∑ n=2 n (2n)!

(− det C)^{n−1}ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n} P_{,i1 ···i2n} , (39)

where we have used the fact that P_{,i1 ···i2n} is symmetric in all its indices.

4.2 The Kähler potential

The situation is considerably more involved for the explicit determination of the Kähler potential. We now have also to consider antichiral superfields and their product with chiral superfields. We start by defining L^j (y − 2iθσθ, θ) ≡ Φ^j (y − 2iθσθ, θ) − A^j (y) , (40) which leads to the immediate constraint:

L^{jk} ∗ L^{jl} ∗ L^{jm} = 0 . (41)

In components L = √ 2θψ(y) + θθF (y) + √ 2θ ( iσ^μ∂_μψ(y)θθ − i √ 2σ^μθ∂_μA(y) ) + θθθθ∂^2A(y) . (42) The Kähler potential admits the following series expansion:

K_∗(Φ^i, Φ^j ) = K(A^i, A^j ) + ∞∑ n=1 1 n! ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ) |_sK_{,i1···in} +L^j K_{,j} + 1 2 ( L^{j1} ∗ L^{j2} ) |_sK_{,j1 j2} + ∞∑ n=1 2∑ m=1 1 n!m! ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗L^{j1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{jm} ) |_{ss}K_{,i1···inj1···jm} , (43) where each term is fully symmetrized in the chiral and antichiral superfields. The expansion coefficients are: K_{,i1 ···in j1···jm} ≡ ∂^{(n+m)} ∂Φ^{i1} · · · ∂Φ^{in} ∂Φ^{j1} · · · ∂Φ^{jm} K(Φ^i, Φ^j )|_{Φi =Ai (y),Φ}j_{=A}j_{(y)} . (44)

The first four terms in (43) either vanish or do not give any contribution in the deformation parameter det C to the Lagrangian. Only the last term induces corrections due to the deformed superspace.

We start by analyzing in detail the case m = 1 in the last term of the series. We will use the trace identity: ∫ d^4θ(Φ_1 ∗ L ∗ Φ_2) = ∫ d^4θ(Φ_2 ∗ Φ_1 ∗ L) = ∫ d^4θ(Φ_2 ∗ Φ_1)L , (45)

where Φ_1 and Φ_2 are two generic chiral superfields. Symmetrizing in the antichiral field L^{j1} and using the above identity, we obtain: ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ) |_{ss} = ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ) |_sL^{j1} . (46)

For m = 1 we can immediately find using (46) together with (37) and (38): ∫ d^4θ ∞∑ n=1 1 n! ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ) |_{ss}K_{,i1 ···in j1}

= ∫ d^4θ { L^{i1} L^{j1} K_{,i1 j1} + 1 2 L^{i1} L^{i2} L^{j1} K_{,i1 i2j1} }

− ∞∑ n=2 n(− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n} F^{j1} K_{,i1 ···i2n j1}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n)! F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n} ∂^2A^{j1} K_{,i1···i2nj1} (47)

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! ( F^{i1} F^{i2} F^{j1} + i∂_μψ^{j1} σ^μψ^{i1} F^{i2}

−nψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} ∂^2A^{j1} ) F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1 ···i2n+1 j1} .

We have also used the fact that the expansion coefficients are symmetric in their unbarred indices.

What we now have left to address is the case m = 2. We will proceed in a manner similar to the m = 1 case. By first symmetrizing L^{j2} and using the trace identity we find: ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ∗ L^{j2} ) |_{ss} = ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ) |_{ss}L^{j2} . (48)

The interested reader can find the complete computation, much more involved than for the m = 1 case in the appendix B. Here it is sufficient to report the final contribution of this term to the Lagrangian: ∫ d^4θ ∞∑ n=1 1 n!2 ( L^{i1} ∗ · · · ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ∗ L^{j2} ) |_{ss}K_{,i1 ···inj1 j2}

= ∫ d^4θ { 1 2 L^{i1} L^{j1} L^{j2} K_{,i1 j1j2} + 1 4 L^{i1} L^{i2} L^{j1} L^{j2} K_{,i1 i2j1 j2} }

+ ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! n 2 ψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n} K_{,i1 ···i2nj1 j2}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! ∂^μA^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n} K_{,i1···i2nj1 j2}

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! { iψ^{i1} σ^μψ^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} + 1 2 ψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} F^{i1} } F^{i2} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1 ···i2n+1 j1 j2} . (49)

5 The Full Component Chiral Model Lagrangian

We can now summarize in components the generic chiral sigma model Lagrangian for an arbitrary number of chiral superfields. This is achieved by combining (39) and (47),(49) as well as (43). The deformed theory is then:

L = ∫ d^4θK(Φ^i, Φ^j ) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ^i) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ^j ) − ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! nψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n} F^{j1} K_{,i1 ···i2n j1}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n)! F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n} ∂^2A^{j1} K_{,i1···i2nj1}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n+1} F^{j1} K_{,i1···i2n+1 j1}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! i∂_μψ^{j1} σ^μψ^{i1} F^{i2} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1 ···i2n+1 j1}

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! n∂^2A^{j1} ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1···i2n+1 j1}

+ ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! n 2 ψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n} K_{,i1 ···i2n j1 j2}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! ∂^μA^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n} K_{,i1···i2nj1 j2}

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! iψ^{i1} σ^μψ^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} F^{i2} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1 ···i2n+1 j1 j2}

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! 1 2 ψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1 ···i2n+1 j1 j2}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n+1} P_{,i1···i2n+1}

− ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! nψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n} P_{,i1 ···i2n} . (50)

This is the complete expression for the chiral model with a generic number of chiral superfields. A similar action in the two dimensional deformed superspace framework has been developed by Chandrasekhar and Kumar in [12, 13]. As already noticed by Seiberg the theory splits into the C = 0 Lagrangian and a part depending on the deformation parameter via its determinant. The result is quite involved and generalizes the single field result for the four dimensional superspace due to [17, 18]. A few observations are in order. It is rather hard to integrate out the auxiliary fields without invoking an expansion in the deformation parameter detC when the Kähler is not just a simple quadratic term in the superfields.

Another subtle point is in the definition of the deformed Kähler. When deriving the previous Lagrangian we have fully symmetrized the chiral and antichiral superfields in performing the star product associated to the expansion of the Kähler potential. This seems to lead to few differences with previous results obtained in the literature both for the deformed four dimensional superspace [17] as well as the two dimensional one [12],[13]. The differences might arise due to apparently different definitions for the modified Kähler potential. We have already explained that we have symmetrized with respect to both chiral and antichiral fields treating the Kähler. This is the same procedure we have used for the superpotential with different chiral superfields. However one could also imagine to symmetrize independently the (anti)chiral superfields per se and then multiply them together just before integrating in the superspace variables. The two procedures lead to different terms emerging in the Lagrangian. Note that to observe such differences one has to consider at least two antichiral superfields and more than one chiral field in the Kähler.

If we consider the second symmetrization the terms in the Lagrangian modify as follows: The fifth term counting from the bottom becomes: ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n)! ∂^μA^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n} K_{,i1 ···i2n j1j2} . (51) A new term appears which is: − ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)!

n∂^μA^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1···i2n+1 j1j2} . (52)

This would then seem to agree with the results found in [17] when specializing to the single field theory. The limit of a single field can be found in appendix C.

6 Expressing the N = 1/2 Generic Chiral Model in a compact form

Recently it was shown that both, in the two dimensional case and in the four dimensional case with only one chiral superfield it is possible to express the above Lagrangian [14, 17] in a more compact from. This is possible in our case as well with the introduction of the following functions:

P(A^i, F^i) = 1 2 ∫_1 −1 dτ P (A^i + τ √ − det CF^i) (53)

K(A^i, F^i, A^j ) = 1 2 ∫_1 −1 dτ K(A^i + τ √ − det CF^i, A^j ) (54)

K^′(A^i, F^i, A^j ) = 1 2 ∫_1 −1 dτ τ K(A^i + τ √ − det CF^i, A^j ) (55)

K^{′′}(A^i, F^i, A^j ) = 1 2 ∫_1 −1 dτ ∂ ∂τ ( τ K(A^i + τ √ − det CF^i, A^j ) ) (56)

The Lagrangian presented in (50) can than be rewritten as: L = ∫ d^4θK(Φ^i, F^i, Φ^j ) + ∫ d^2θP(Φ^i, F^i) + ∫ d^2θP(Φ^j )

−∂^2A^{j1} K_{,j1} − √ − det C 2 ∂^2A^{j1} ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} K^′_{,i1i2 j1} + ∂^2A^{j1} K^{′′}_{,j1} (57)

Interestingly even though the full Lagrangian can be expressed in a simple manner it still does not exhibit the standard structure of the original supersymmetric chiral model. Specifically there are three terms which - for a generic Kähler potential - break the Kähler structure. This is perhaps not too surprising since the N = 1/2 deformed superspace is not expected to be a Kähler manifold.

It might also be instructive to rewrite the previous Lagrangian in a new form in which only two terms breaking the Kähler structure of the theory appear:^6

6We have used the identities: √ − det C^∂_{∂Ai} K^′ =^∂_{∂F i} K and K^{′′} = K + F^{i ∂}_{∂F i} K

L = ∫ d^4θK(Φ^i, F^i, Φ^j ) + ∫ d^2θP(Φ^i, F^i) + ∫ d^2θP(Φ^j )

+∂^2A^{j1} ( F^{i1} ∂ ∂F^{i1} K_{,j1} − 1 2 ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} ∂ ∂F^{i1} K_{,i2 j1} ) . (58)

As we have already discussed different symmetrization procedures of the fields within the Kähler potential lead to different terms appearing in the Lagrangian. In deriving the Lagrangian (58) we fully symmetrized both the chiral and antichiral superfields. If we choose, however, to symmetrize the chiral and antichiral superfields independently and then we multiply them together we obtain, in addition to the Lagrangian (58), two new terms which spoil the Kähler structure of the original supersymmetric theory. The full Lagrangian assuming this second symmetrization reads: L = ∫ d^4θK(Φ^i, F^i, Φ^j ) + ∫ d^2θP(Φ^i, F^i) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ^j )

+∂^2A^{j1} ( F^{i1} ∂ ∂F^{i1} K_{,j1} − 1 2 ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} ∂ ∂F^{i1} K_{,i2j1} )

+∂^μA^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} ( F^{i1} ∂ ∂F^{i1} K_{,j1 j2} − 1 2 ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} ∂ ∂F^{i1} K_{,i2 j1j2} ) (59)

It is important to stress that this point seems to have been overlooked in the literature.

7 The Scalar Potential and a Toy Model

It is hard to solve for the potential of the theory with a general Kähler. However integrating out the auxiliary fields is straightforward in the case of the standard Kähler (i.e. made only out of the sum of quadratic terms for each field). In this case the potential of the theory can be written explicitly in terms of the scalar components of the chiral and antichiral superfields: V = ∂P ∂A^i ∂P ∂A^i + ∞∑ n=1 (−detC)^n (2n + 1)! ∂P ∂A^{i1} · · · ∂P ∂A^{i2n+1} P_{,i1···i2n+1} . (60) We recall that we are in the Euclidean space. It is not clear how to continue in the Minkowski space. Interesting attempts to define deformed superspaces suitable for Minkowski space are provided in [21]. One could imagine to perform the continuation after the full superspace integration has been performed. What would be the ground state of the theory? The potential is, in general, complex and hence it would describe an unstable theory.

We now propose a toy model for which the potential of the theory at the component level, and after having integrated out the auxiliary field, contains an infinite number of terms. Interestingly the full series in the deformation parameter can be summed. Consider the superpotential:

P (Φ) = Λ^3 log ( Φ Λ ) . (61)

This superpotential is not renormalizable and should be considered as an effective theory of some more fundamental theory which dynamically generates the energy scale Λ. Summarizing, the N = 1 theory we consider is then: ∫ d^4θ ΦΦ + ∫ d^2θ P (Φ) + ∫ d^2θ P (Φ) . (62)

The potential of the theory obtained after replacing the ordinary product with a star product can now be computed and reads: V [A, Ā] = (ΛΛ̄)^32 √ detC arctan [ (ΛΛ̄)^32 √ detC ĀA ] . (63)

An amusing property of the final potential is that it is a function only of the product of the scalar and the antiscalar field. Although we are forced, by the very definition of the deformed superspace, to be in the Euclidean space the structure of the potential is so intriguing that we have been tempted to analytically continue our example in the Minkowski space. If we choose detC to be real this potential is real and also positive definite. Regardless of whether det C is positive or negative. In the limit of null deformation one recovers the N = 1 supersymmetric potential which has a runaway vacuum at large values of the scalar field A.

The main problem with reality is that even if we assume the determinant of the deformation parameter C to be real the potential contains terms of the type: ( ∂P ∂A )_{2n+1}

∂^{2n+1}P (∂A)^{2n+1}

, (64) where, for simplicity, we are considering the single field theory. These terms are, for a generic superpotential, non symmetric under the exchange of A with Ā. In our example we have shown that it is possible to construct a superpotential which leads to terms in the deformed extension of the potential symmetric in the exchange of A with Ā. This is a quite distinctive property of the example presented. This exchange symmetry becomes the self conjugation property of the potential once continued the model in the Minkowski space.

It is interesting to compare the behavior of the new potential with the one in the N = 1 theory. At large values of the fields the deformed and undeformed theory share the same properties, i.e. the vacuum of the theory is still of a runaway type. The main differences arise near the origin of the field space^7. Indeed for any finite and positive detC the potential develops a maximum at the origin of the field space with the finite value:

V [A = 0] = π 2 |Λ|^3 √ detC

. (67)

This must be contrasted with the original undeformed potential which diverges at the origin of the A field. We present the potential of the theory in fig. 1. Another property of this potential is the natural presence of two scales, i.e. the dynamically generated one Λ due perhaps to some strongly interacting underlying gauge theory^8 and the one associated to the deformation parameter C which can be linked (see [1]) to a nontrivial graviphoton

7For completeness we also discuss the case in which det C is negative. In this case the potential is: V [A, Ā] = (ΛΛ̄)^{32} √ −detC tanh^{−1} [ (ΛΛ̄)^{32} √ −detC ĀA ] . (65)

The potential is not defined in the following region of field space:

ĀA < (ΛΛ̄)^32 √ −detC , (66)

which must then be excluded. This seems a rather unphysical situation.

8Note that the present effective theory resembles, although it is not the same, the Veneziano Yankielowicz (VY) Theory [23] which has already been investigated in the deformed superspace framework in [18] with a simple Kähler. It would be interesting also to investigate in the deformed superspace the extended VY theory [24]. The extension is needed to be able to account for a number of relevant properties linked to the vacuum structure of super Yang-Mills [24].

Figure 1: Potential of the theory normalized to π/2. The upper curve corresponds to the undeformed N = 1 potential. The lower curve is the potential in the deformed theory with the choice of detC = 1 in units of Λ.

background.

The noncommutative space modifies, at the potential level, the low energy behavior of the theory. It naturally introduces a new maximum with a finite value of the potential while the theory still preserves Lorentz symmetry [1].

The presence of the gravity scale together with another dynamically generated scale as well as the fact that the potential is very flat suggests that the effective theory explored here and more generally theories emerging from the deformed superspace [1], after coupling with gravity, could potentially lead to interesting models of inflation when trying to identify the inflaton with the field A. Interestingly our toy model provides an example of the so called natural type [20] of inflationary models which, however, does not emerge due to spontaneous symmetry breaking but due to an underlying superspace deformation.

8 Conclusions

We have constructed the component form of the most general chiral model theory with an arbitrary number of chiral superfields in the deformed N = 1/2 superspace theory in four dimensions. This generalizes the work in [17] presented for a single chiral superfield. Due to the fact that the product of chiral superfields does not commute in the deformed superspace we used, following [1], an ordering procedure which renders the generalization to an arbitrary number of fields technically involved.

We have also elucidated some issues related to how the Kähler of the theory is handled. More precisely we show that certain terms, present in [17], are actually absent when considering the fully symmetrized deformed Kähler of the theory with respect to both chiral and antichiral superfields simultaneously.

Having determined the general chiral model for N = 1/2 with an arbitrary number of superfields will allow to investigate the deformations of a number of chiral models derived in the N = 1 supersymmetric contest. It would also be interesting, in the future, to investigate the phase structure of these theories [25, 26].

We then proposed a toy model in which the potential of the theory at the component level contains an infinite number of terms. Interestingly the full series in the deformation parameter can be summed. Another amusing property of the final potential is that it is a function only of the product of the scalar and the antiscalar field. Although we are forced, by the present definition of the deformed superspace, to be in the Euclidean space the structure of the potential is so intriguing to us that we analytically continued our example in the Minkowski space. Here we have shown that, if the determinant of the deformation parameter is real and positive, also the potential is real and positive. The vacuum structure of the theory is unchanged with respect to the undeformed space while the potential is largely affected in the infrared, i.e. for small values of the bosonic field values. The deformation naturally introduces a new maximum with a finite value of the potential at the origin of the field space while the theory still preserves Lorentz symmetry [1].

The presence of two scales, i.e. the one associated to the deformation parameter, naturally linked to the the gravity scale, together with another (possibly dynamically generated) scale as well as the fact that the potential is very flat at large values of the bosonic field suggests that the toy model explored here and more generally theories emerging from the deformed superspace [1] may lead to interesting models of inflation.

Our results may also be useful when investigating central extensions and/or domain wall solutions [27] for general chiral models in N = 1/2.

Note Added In Proof

After our paper was submitted to the archive a related paper [28] appeared. In our original submission we did not present the compact form of the Lagrangian.

Acknowledgments

We thank I.L. Buchbinder, B. Chandrasekhar, P. Di Vecchia, D.D. Dietrich, L. Griguolo, J. Grimstrup, A. Jokinen, P. Merlatti, J. Schechter, M. Shifman and G. Vallone for careful reading of the manuscript or discussions.

A Examples of Symmetrized Star Products

To help the reader in understanding how the general formula for the symmetrized product of chiral superfields emerges we summarize here the first few examples:

Φ_1 ∗ Φ_2|_s = Φ_1Φ_2 − detC [ ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1 ] ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2 , (68)

Φ_1 ∗ Φ_2 ∗ Φ_3|_s = Φ_1Φ_2Φ_3 − detC [ Φ_1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2 + ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1Φ_2 ] ∂ ∂θθ Φ_3|_s ,(69)

Φ_1 ∗ · · · ∗ Φ_4|_s = Φ_1 · · · Φ_4 −detC [ Φ_1Φ_2 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_3 + Φ_1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2Φ_3 + ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1Φ_2Φ_3 ] ∂ ∂θθ Φ_4|_s

+(detC)^2 [ ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2 ] ∂ ∂θθ Φ_3 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_4|_s , (70)

Φ_1 ∗ · · · ∗ Φ_5|_s = Φ_1 · · · Φ_5 −detC [ ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1Φ_2Φ_3Φ_4 + Φ_1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2Φ_3Φ_4

+Φ_1Φ_2 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_3Φ_4 + Φ_1Φ_2Φ_3 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_4 ] ∂ ∂θθ Φ_5|_s

+(detC)^2 [ ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2Φ_3 + ∂ ∂θθ Φ_1Φ_2 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_3

+Φ_1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_2 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_3 ] ∂ ∂θθ Φ_4 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_5|_s . (71)

It is then easy to guess the general formula:

Φ_1 ∗ . . . ∗ Φ_n|_s = Φ_1 · . . . · Φ_n +

[^n_2 ]∑

j=1 (− det C)^jb_j (n) n∏ k=n−j+1 ∂ ∂θθ Φ_k |_s , (72)

where b_j (n) is a polynomial in the fields of the form:

b_j (n) = n−2j∑

i=0 a_i(j, n)Φ_0 · · · Φ_i , Φ_0 ≡ 1 (73) and the coefficients a_i(j, n) are constructed as follows: Consider j operators ∂ ∂θθ . Then the coefficient a_i(j, n) is the sum of all possible terms of the form: ∂ ∂θθ (Φ_{i+1} · · · Φ_{l1} ) ∂ ∂θθ (Φ_{l1+1} · · · Φ_{l2} ) · · · ∂ ∂θθ (Φ_{lj−1+1} · · · Φ_{n−j} )

j F-terms

, (74)

where the superfields are ordered according to Φ_{i+1}Φ_{i+2} · · · Φ_{n−j} .

B The Kähler potential

In the main text we arrived at the expression ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ∗ L^{j2} ) |_{ss} = ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ) |_{ss}L^{j2} , (75)

which we now express in terms of the components fields. In order to perform such a computation we now use once more (18). The analysis is then similar to the one for the superpotential. This means that we will consider the antichiral field L^{j1} as, yet just another field and hence define:

L^{j1} ≡ L^{in+1} . (76)

We now wish to compute the product: ( L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{in+1} ) |_s , (77)

where the symmetrization is in all of the n+1 indices. Since L^{in+1} is no longer a chiral superfield the constraints (34),(35) are no longer valid. However a slight modification is still possible. First notice that L^{ij} L^{ik} L^{il} L^{im} = 0 with j, k, l, m = 1, . . . , n + 1. So we can at maximum have three L’s standing next to each other in b_j (n). Also notice that the new constraints are in force: L^{ij} L^{ik} L^{il} ∂ ∂θθ L^{im} L^{in} L^{ir} = 0 , (78)

L^{ij} L^{ik} L^{il} ∂ ∂θθ L^{im} L^{in} |_s = L^{ij} L^{ik} ∂ ∂θθ L^{il} L^{im} L^{in} |_s = 0 , (79) L^{ij} L^{ik} ∂ ∂θθ L^{il} L^{im} ∂ ∂θθ L^{in} L^{ir} |_s = 0 , (80) where (79) and (80) follow from the spin-statistics theorem. We see that the number of fields n + 1 − j can be no larger than the number of operators j plus three: n + 1 − j ≤ j + 3. Hence in order to obtain non-vanishing contributions we must have: n 2 − 1 ≤ j ≤ [ n + 1 2 ] . (81)

So if n is even we have j =^n_2 − 1 and j =^n_2 . If n is odd we have j =^{n−1}_2 and j =^{n+1}_2 . For n = 2m we get:

L^{i1} ∗ . . . ∗ L^{i2m+1} |_s = (− det C)^{m−1} ( L^{i1} L^{i2} L^{i3} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i4} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} +(m − 1)L^{i1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i3} L^{i4} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i5} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} + 1 2 (m − 2)(m − 1)L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2} L^{i3} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i4} L^{i5} × ∂ ∂θθ L^{i6} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} +(m − 1)L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2} L^{i3} L^{i4} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i5} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} ) |_s +(− det C)^m ( L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} ) |_s +Terms containing no θ’s . (82)

The factor in the third line is determined as follows. Assume that there exist j = m − 1 operators. Then we can arrange the j + 2 fields in:

(j − 1) + (j − 2) + . . . + 1 = j−1∑ s=1 (j − s) = 1 2 j(j − 1) , (83)

different ways, where the fields are ordered in the products. For n = 2m + 1 we obtain:

L^{i1} ∗ · · · ∗ L^{i2m+2} |_s = (− det C)^m ( L^{i1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i3} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+2} +mL^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2} L^{i3} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i4} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+2} ) |_s +Terms containing no θ’s . (84)

It is now time to recall that L^{in+1} = L^{j1} . If we think a bit ahead we see that in the end we have to multiply by L^{j2} and then integrate over the superspace. The terms containing no θ’s must have at least one θ. The only term of L^{j2} containing a θθ (required from superspace integration) also contains a θθ and therefore the terms containing no θ’s of (82) and (84) vanish in the end. Also we cannot have L^{j1} standing alone with an operator acting on it, simply because it will only contain a θθ and therefore vanishes when multiplied with L^{j2} . Therefore when symmetrizing in L^{in+1} = L^{j1} we obtain for n = 2m: L^{i1} ∗ · · · ∗ L^{i2m} ∗ L^{j1} |_{ss} = (− det C)^{m−1}

2m + 1 ( 3L^{j1} L^{i1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i3} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m} +2(m − 1)L^{j1} L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2} L^{i3} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i4} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m} +2(m − 1)L^{i1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{j1} L^{i3} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i4} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m} +2(m − 2)(m − 1)L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{j1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i3} L^{i4} × ∂ ∂θθ L^{i5} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m} +3(m − 1)L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{j1} L^{i2} L^{i3} × ∂ ∂θθ L^{i4} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m} ) |_s + (− det C)^m

2m + 1 ( L^{j1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i1} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m} ) |_s +Terms not contributing to L . (85) For n = 2m + 1 we get: L^{i1} ∗ · · · ∗ L^{i2m+1} ∗ L^{j1} |_{ss} = (− det C)^m

2m + 2 ( 2L^{j1} L^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} +mL^{j1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i3} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} +2mL^{i1} ∂ ∂θθ L^{j1} L^{i2} ∂ ∂θθ L^{i3} · · · ∂ ∂θθ L^{i2m+1} ) |_s +Terms not contributing to L . (86) It is now time that we write it out in components. If we remember that every time a term contains three spinors or more it vanishes after symmetrization and if we use the fact that the expansion coefficients are symmetric in their indices we obtain for n even: ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ · · · ∗ L^{i2m} ∗ L^{j1} ∗ L^{j2} ) |_{ss}K_{,i1 ···i2m j1 j2}

= ( (− det C)^{m−1}mψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2m}

+(− det C)^m 2 2m + 1

∂^μA^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} F^{i1} · · · F^{i2m} ) K_{,i1 ···i2m j1j2} , (87) and for n odd: ∫ d^4θ ( L^{i1} ∗ · · · ∗ L^{i2m+1} ∗ L^{j1} ∗ L^{j2} ) |_{ss}K_{,i1 ···i2m+1 j1 j2}

= (− det C)^m ( − 2iψ^{i1} σ^μψ^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} F^{i2} · · · F^{i2m+1}

−ψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} F^{i1} · · · F^{i2m+1} ) K_{,i1 ···i2m+1 j1 j2} . (88) The contribution to the Lagrangian therefore is: ∫ d^4θ ∞∑ n=1 1 n!2 ( L^{i1} ∗ · · · ∗ L^{in} ∗ L^{j1} ∗ L^{j2} ) |_{ss}K_{,i1 ···inj1 j2}

= ∫ d^4θ { 1 2 L^{i1} L^{j1} L^{j2} K_{,i1 j1j2} + 1 4 L^{i1} L^{i2} L^{j1} L^{j2} K_{,i1 i2j1 j2} }

+ ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! n 2 ψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} ψ^{i1} ψ^{i2} F^{i3} · · · F^{i2n} K_{,i1 ···i2nj1 j2}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! ∂^μA^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} F^{i1} · · · F^{i2n} K_{,i1···i2nj1 j2}

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! { iψ^{i1} σ^μψ^{j1} ∂_μA^{j2} + 1 2 ψ^{j1} ψ^{j2} F^{i1} } F^{i2} · · · F^{i2n+1} K_{,i1 ···i2n+1 j1 j2} . (89) Finally together with (39), (47),(49) as well as (43) the entire Lagrangian can be constructed.

C Single Field Limit

For the reader’s convenience we specialize the theory to the case of a single field which was first investigated in [17]: L = ∫ d^4θK(Φ, Φ) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ) + ∫ d^2θP (Φ) − ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! nψψF^{2n−2}F ∂^{2n+1} ∂A∂A^{2n} K(A, A)

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n)!

F^{2n}∂^2A

∂^{2n+1} ∂A∂A^{2n} K(A, A)

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)!

F^{2n+1}F

∂^{2n+2} ∂A∂A^{2n+1} K(A, A)

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! i∂_μψσ^μψF^{2n} ∂^{2n+2} ∂A∂A^{2n+1} K(A, A)

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! nψψF^{2n−1}∂^2A ∂^{2n+2} ∂A∂A^{2n+1} K(A, A)

+ ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! n 2 ψψψψF^{2n−2} ∂^{2n+2} ∂A^2∂A^{2n} K(A, A)

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! F^{2n}∂^μA∂_μA ∂^{2n+2} ∂A^2∂A^{2n} K(A, A)

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! iψσ^μψ∂_μAF^{2n} ∂^{2n+3} ∂A^2∂A^{2n+1} K(A, A)

− ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)! 1 2 ψψF^{2n+1} ∂^{2n+3} ∂A^2∂A^{2n+1} K(A, A)

+ ∞∑ n=1 (− det C)^n (2n + 1)!

F^{2n+1}

∂^{2n+1} ∂A^{2n+1} P (A)

− ∞∑ n=2 (− det C)^{n−1} (2n)! nψψF^{2n−2} ∂^{2n} ∂A^{2n} P (A) . (90)

References

[1] N. Seiberg, “Noncommutative superspace, N = 1/2 supersymmetry, field theory and string theory,” JHEP 0306 (2003) 010 [arXiv:hepth/0305248].

[2] A. C. Hirshfeld and P. Henselder, “Deformation quantization for systems with fermions,” Annals Phys. 302, 59 (2002).

A. C. Hirshfeld, P. Henselder and T. Spernat, “Cliffordization, spin and fermionic star products,” Annals Phys. 314, 75 (2004) [arXiv:quantph/0404168].

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

[4] D. Klemm, S. Penati and L. Tamassia, ”Non(anti)commutative superspace,” Class. Quant. Grav. 20 (2003) 2905 [arXiv:hep-th/0104190].

[5] S. Ferrara and M. A. Lledo, “Some aspects of deformations of supersymmetric field theories,” JHEP 0005 (2000) 008 [arXiv:hep-th/0002084]. S. Ferrara, M. A. Lledo and O. Macia, “Supersymmetry in noncommutative superspaces,” JHEP 0309 (2003) 068 [arXiv:hep-th/0307039]. S. Terashima and J. T. Yee, “Comments on noncommutative superspace,” JHEP 0312 (2003) 053 [arXiv:hep-th/0306237]. T. Araki, K. Ito and A. Ohtsuka, “Supersymmetric gauge theories on noncommutative superspace,” Phys. Lett. B 573 (2003) 209 [arXiv:hepth/0307076].

M. Alishahiha, A. Ghodsi and N. Sadooghi, “One-loop perturbative corrections to non(anti)commutativity parameter of N = 1/2 supersymmetric U(N) gauge theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 691 (2004) 111 [arXiv:hepth/0309037].

S. Penati and A. Romagnoni, “Covariant quantization of N = 1/2 SYM theories and supergauge invariance,” JHEP 0502 (2005) 064 [arXiv:hepth/0412041].

[6] H. Ooguri and C. Vafa, “Gravity induced C-deformation,” Adv. Theor.

Math. Phys. 7 (2004) 405 [arXiv:hep-th/0303063].

J. de Boer, P. A. Grassi and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “Non-commutative superspace from string theory,” Phys. Lett. B 574 (2003) 98 [arXiv:hepth/0302078].

N. Berkovits and N. Seiberg, “Superstrings in graviphoton background and N = 1/2 + 3/2 supersymmetry,”JHEP 0307, 010 (2003) [arXiv:hepth/0306226].

[7] R. Casalbuoni, “Relativity And Supersymmetries,” Phys. Lett. B 62, 49 (1976).

R. Casalbuoni, “On The Quantization Of Systems With Anticommutating Variables,” Nuovo Cim. A 33, 115 (1976).

R. Casalbuoni, “The Classical Mechanics For Bose-Fermi Systems,” Nuovo Cim. A 33, 389 (1976).

[8] J. H. Schwarz and P. Van Nieuwenhuizen, “Speculations Concerning A Fermionic Substructure Of Space-Time,” Lett. Nuovo Cim. 34, 21 (1982).

[9] R. Britto, B. Feng and S. J. Rey, “Non(anti)commutative superspace, UV/IR mixing and open Wilson lines,” JHEP 0308 (2003) 001 [arXiv:hep-th/0307091].

M. T. Grisaru, S. Penati and A. Romagnoni, “Two-loop renormalization for nonanticommutative N = 1/2 supersymmetric WZ model,” JHEP 0308 (2003) 003 [arXiv:hep-th/0307099].

R. Britto and B. Feng, “N = 1/2 Wess-Zumino model is renormalizable,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 201601 [arXiv:hep-th/0307165].

O. Lunin and S. J. Rey, “Renormalizability of non(anti)commutative gauge theories with N = 1/2 supersymmetry,” JHEP 0309 (2003) 045 [arXiv:hep-th/0307275].

D. Berenstein and S. J. Rey, “Wilsonian proof for renormalizability of N = 1/2 supersymmetric field theories,” Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 121701 [arXiv:hep-th/0308049].

A. Romagnoni, “Renormalizability of N = 1/2 Wess-Zumino model in superspace,” JHEP 0310 (2003) 016 [arXiv:hep-th/0307209].

A. T. Banin, I. L. Buchbinder and N. G. Pletnev, “Chiral effective potential in N = 1/2 non-commutative Wess-Zumino model,” JHEP 0407 (2004) 011 [arXiv:hep-th/0405063].

I. Jack, D. R. T. Jones and L. A. Worthy, “One-loop renormalisation of N = 1/2 supersymmetric gauge theory,” Phys. Lett. B 611, 199 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0412009].

R. Britto, B. Feng and S. J. Rey, “Deformed superspace, N = 1/2 supersymmetry and (non)renormalization theorems,” JHEP 0307 (2003) 067 [arXiv:hep-th/0306215].

[10] A. Imaanpur, “On instantons and zero modes of N = 1/2 SYM theory,” JHEP 0309 (2003) 077 [arXiv:hep-th/0308171]; “Comments on gluino condensates in N = 1/2 SYM theory,” JHEP 0312 (2003) 009 [arXiv:hep-th/0311137].

P. A. Grassi, R. Ricci and D. Robles-Llana, “Instanton calculations for N = 1/2 super Yang-Mills theory,” JHEP 0407 (2004) 065 [arXiv:hepth/0311155].

R. Britto, B. Feng, O. Lunin and S. J. Rey, “U(N) instantons on N = 1/2 superspace: Exact solution and geometry of moduli space,” Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 126004 [arXiv:hep-th/0311275].

M. Billo, M. Frau, I. Pesando and A. Lerda, “N = 1/2 gauge theory and its instanton moduli space from open strings in R-R background,” JHEP 0405 (2004) 023 [arXiv:hep-th/0402160]. M. Billo, M. Frau, F. Lonegro and A. Lerda, “N = 1/2 quiver gauge theories from open strings with R-R fluxes,” arXiv:hep-th/0502084.

[11] E. Ivanov, O. Lechtenfeld and B. Zupnik, “Nilpotent deformations of N = 2 superspace,” JHEP 0402 (2004) 012 [arXiv:hep-th/0308012].

E. Ivanov, O. Lechtenfeld and B. Zupnik, “Non-anticommutative deformation of N = (1,1) hypermultiplets,” Nucl. Phys. B 707 (2005) 69 [arXiv:hep-th/0408146].

S. Ferrara, E. Ivanov, O. Lechtenfeld, E. Sokatchev and B. Zupnik, “Non-anticommutative chiral singlet deformation of N = (1,1) gauge theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 704 (2005) 154 [arXiv:hep-th/0405049].

S. Ferrara and E. Sokatchev, “Non-anticommutative N = 2 super-Yang- Mills theory with singlet deformation,” Phys. Lett. B 579 (2004) 226 [arXiv:hep-th/0308021].

T. Araki, K. Ito and A. Ohtsuka, “N = 2 supersymmetric U(1) gauge theory in noncommutative harmonic superspace,” JHEP 0401 (2004) 046 [arXiv:hep-th/0401012].

T. Araki and K. Ito, “Singlet deformation and non(anti)commutative N = 2 supersymmetric U(1) gauge theory,” Phys. Lett. B 595 (2004) 513 [arXiv:hep-th/0404250].

T. Araki, K. Ito and A. Ohtsuka, “Deformed supersymmetry in non(anti)commutative N = 2 supersymmetric U(1) gauge theory,” Phys. Lett. B 606 (2005) 202 [arXiv:hep-th/0410203].

S. V. Ketov and S. Sasaki, “Non-anticommutative N = 2 supersymmetric SU(2) gauge theory,” Phys. Lett. B 597 (2004) 105 [arXiv:hepth/0405278].

T. Araki, K. Ito and A. Ohtsuka, “Non(anti)commutative N=(1,1/2) Supersymmetric U(1) Gauge Theory,” [arXiv:hep-th/0503224].

[12] B. Chandrasekhar and A. Kumar, “D = 2, N = 2, supersymmetric theories on non(anti)commutative superspace,” JHEP 0403 (2004) 013 [arXiv:hep-th/0310137].

[13] B. Chandrasekhar, “D = 2, N = 2 supersymmetric sigma models on non(anti)commutative superspace,” Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 125003 [arXiv:hep-th/0408184].

[14] L. Alvarez-Gaume and M. A. Vazquez-Mozo, “On nonanticommutative N = 2 sigma-models in two dimensions,” [arXiv:hep-th/0503016].

[15] B. Chandrasekhar, “N = 2 sigma-model action on non(anti)commutative superspace,” arXiv:hep-th/0503116.

[16] A. Gorsky and M. Shifman, “Spectral degeneracy in supersymmetric gluodynamics and one-flavor QCD related to N = 1/2 SUSY,” Phys. Rev. D 71, 025009 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0410099].

[17] O. D. Azorkina, A. T. Banin, I. L. Buchbinder and N. G. Pletnev, “Generic chiral superfield model on nonanticommutative N = 1/2 superspace,” arXiv:hep-th/0502008.

[18] T. Hatanaka, S. V. Ketov, Y. Kobayashi and S. Sasaki, “Non-anti-commutative deformation of effective potentials in supersymmetric gauge theories,” arXiv:hep-th/0502026.

[19] K. A. Intriligator and N. Seiberg, “Lectures on supersymmetric gauge theories and electric-magnetic duality,” Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 45BC, 1 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9509066].

[20] A. D. Linde, “Particle Physics And Inflationary Cosmology,” arXiv:hepth/0503203.

D. H. Lyth and A. Riotto, “Particle physics models of inflation and the cosmological density perturbation,” Phys. Rept. 314, 1 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9807278].

[21] M. Chaichian and A. Kobakhidze, “Deformed N = 1 supersymmetry,” Phys. Rev. D 71, 047501 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0307243]. V. Nazaryan and C. E. Carlson, “Field theory in noncommutative Minkowski superspace,” Phys. Rev. D 71, 025019 (2005) [arXiv:hepth/0410056].

[22] J. Wess and J. Bagger, “Supersymmetry and Supergravity”, Princeton Univ. Pr. (1992).

[23] G. Veneziano and S. Yankielowicz, “An Effective Lagrangian For The Pure N=1 Supersymmetric Yang-Mills Theory,” Phys. Lett. B 113, 231 (1982).

[24] P. Merlatti and F. Sannino, “Extending the Veneziano-Yankielowicz effective theory,” Phys. Rev. D 70, 065022 (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0404251]. A. Feo, P. Merlatti and F. Sannino, “Information on the super Yang-Mills spectrum,” Phys. Rev. D 70, 096004 (2004) [arXiv:hepth/0408214].

P. Merlatti, F. Sannino, G. Vallone and F. Vian, “N = 1 super Yang- Mills domain walls via the extended Veneziano Yankielowicz theory,” [arXiv:hep-th/0502196].

[25] S. S. Gubser and S. L. Sondhi, “Phase structure of non-commutative scalar field theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 605, 395 (2001) [arXiv:hepth/0006119].

[26] J. Ambjorn and S. Catterall, “Stripes from (noncommutative) stars,” Phys. Lett. B 549, 253 (2002) [arXiv:hep-lat/0209106].

[27] C. S. Chu and T. Inami, “Konishi Anomaly and Central Extension in N=1/2 Supersymmetry,” arXiv:hep-th/0505141.

[28] T. Hatanaka, S. V. Ketov and S. Sasaki, “Summing up NAC-deformed Kaehler potential,” arXiv:hep-th/0504191.