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OS p(1|4) supergravity and its noncommutative extension
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We review the OSp(1]|4)-invariant formulation of N =1, D = 4 supergravity and present its
noncommutative extension, based on a x product originating from an Abelian twist with deformation
parameter 6. After the use of a geometric generalization of the Seiberg-Witten map, we obtain an extended
(higher-derivative) supergravity theory, invariant under usual OSp(1|4) gauge transformations. Gauge
fixing breaks the OSp(1|4) symmetry to its Lorentz subgroup and yields a Lorentz-invariant extended
theory for which the classical limit § — 0 is the usual N = 1, D = 4 anti—de Sitter supergravity.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.88.025022

L. INTRODUCTION

We present a noncommutative (NC) extension of the
OSp(1|4)-invariant action of N =1, D =4 anti-de
Sitter supergravity, obtained by the use of a twisted *
product, and a geometric generalization [1] of the
Seiberg-Witten map [2] for Abelian twists. We thus find
a higher-derivative extension of OSp(1]4) supergravity
where the higher-order couplings are dictated by the
noncommutative structure of the original NC action. The
resulting extended theory is geometric (diffeomorphic in-
variant) and gauge invariant under usual OSp(1|4) gauge
transformations.

Noncommutativity of spacetime coordinates

[x#, x¥] = io» (1.1)
is a recurrent theme in physics, being advocated already
by Heisenberg in the hope that uncertainty relations be-
tween spacetime coordinates could resolve UV divergen-
ces arising in quantum field theory [3]. This motivation
still holds, in particular, for nonrenormalizable theories of
gravity in which finiteness is the only option for consis-
tency. The issue was explored initially by Snyder in
Ref. [4], and since then noncommutative geometry has
found applications in many branches of physics mainly in
the last two decades. Some comprehensive reviews can be
found in Refs. [5-11].

Relations (1.1) provide a (kinematical) way to encode
quantum properties directly in the texture of spacetime.
Field theories on noncommuting spacetime can be refor-
mulated as field theories on ordinary (commuting) space-
time but with a deformed * product between fields. When
the deformation originates from a twist, as in the present
paper, the resulting * product is a twisted product,
associative and noncommutative.

This product between fields generates infinitely many
derivatives and introduces a dimensionful noncommutativ-
ity parameter 6. The prototypical example of a twisted
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product is the Moyal-Groenewold product [12] (histori-
cally arising in phase space after Weyl quantization [13]):

i a0
f(x)*g(x)=exp<§0“ axE 5y”

)0
— F)8G) + 5073, fa, +

1 /i\»
+m<§> QM1 - s QM ”(am .. 'a,u,,,f)

X (8,7 0,,8) + 0 (12)
with a constant 6. Using this deformed product, one finds
xP x x¥ — x¥ *x x* = i0*”, realizing the commutation
relations (1.1).

A straightforward generalization is provided by the
twisted * product, in which the partial derivatives in
Eq. (1.2) are replaced by a set of commuting tangent
vectors X, = X4 9 - Dealing with (super)gravity theories,
it is desirable to extend the twisted * product to forms. This
can be done simply by replacing the tangent vectors X,
acting on functions, with Lie derivatives along X, acting
on forms.

Replacing products between fields with * products
yields nonlocal actions (called twisted or NC actions),
containing an infinite number of new interactions and
higher-derivative terms. In this way, twisted Yang-Mills
theories in flat space have been constructed (see, for
example, Refs. [14-16]) as well as twisted metric gravity
[11,17]. Noncommutative D = 4 vielbein gravity has been
treated in Refs. [18,19], in which deformations of confor-
mal gravity and complex vielbein gravity were considered,
and in Ref. [20], where a U(2,2) *-gauge-invariant NC
action with constraints was proposed as a NC deformation
of Einstein gravity. More recently, twisted vielbein gravity
and its couplings to fermions [21], gauge fields [22], and
scalars [23] have been constructed as well as a NC defor-
mation of D = 4, N = 1 supergravity [24].

These twisted theories are invariant under deformations
of the original symmetries. For example, the NC action for
gauge fields is
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1
S :rgz [Tr(Fuv*FMV)7 (13)
where

Fo=0,A,—d,A, —(A, *A, —A,xA,) (14
A, =ALT, T(T'T’) = &%. (1.5)

The noncommutative gauge transformations
8.A, =0,e— (A, *e—e*A,) (1.6)
0.F,,=—(F,, ke —e*F,) (1.7)

leave the action invariant because of the cyclicity of the
trace and of the property

[f*g=/g*f

(cyclicity of integral) holding up to boundary terms.

Noncommutativity apparently comes with a price, i.e., a
proliferation of new degrees of freedom. This can be under-
stood by considering the * deformation of the Yang-Mills
field strength:

(1.8)

F’{“,T[ = 6MA{,T, - BVALT[ - (AL *Ai - A{/ *A'/]L)T]TJ

(1.9)

Because of the noncommutativity of the * product, anti-
commutators as well as commutators of group generators
appear in the right-hand side, and therefore the 7; must be a
basis for the whole universal enveloping algebra of G.
Thus, I runs, in principle, on the infinite set of universal
enveloping algebra elements (all symmetrized products
of the original gauge generators), and the number of inde-
pendent AL field components increases to infinity. This
proliferation can be drastically reduced by choosing a
specific representation for the generators 7;. For example,
if the gauge group is SU(2) and we take its generators to be
in the defining 2 X 2 representation, these are just the Pauli
matrices, and a basis for the enveloping algebra only
requires an additional matrix proportional to the unit
matrix.

We may get rid even of these additional degrees of
freedom if we use the Seiberg-Witten map, which allows
us to express all the fields appearing in the NC action
(usually called the NC fields) in terms of series expansions
in 6 containing only the original fields of the undeformed
theory, the so-called classical fields. The map is engineered
so that the classical gauge transformations on the classical
fields induce the NC gauge transformations on the NC
fields. In the SU(2) example, the map relates the four
noncommutative fields to the three classical SU(2) gauge
fields.

Substituting in the action the NC fields with their
expressions in terms of the classical fields yields an infinite
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series in powers of @, for which the zeroth-order term is the
classical action. This higher-derivative action is invariant
under the classical gauge variations since these by con-
struction induce the NC symmetries of the NC action.
Every higher-order term in the 6 expansion is actually
separately invariant because the classical symmetries do
not involve 6.

With this procedure, the NC deformation of vielbein
gravity, found in Ref. [21], has been reexpressed in
Ref. [1] in terms of the classical vielbein and spin connec-
tion, and its Lorentz-invariant (and higher-derivative)
geometric action has been computed up to second order
in the noncommutativity parameter [25]. The Seiberg-
Witten map was also used in Ref. [20] to compute the
first-order correction of the deformed U(2,2) gauge-
invariant and constrained theory and in Refs. [26-28] for
the MacDowell-Mansouri gauge theory of gravity. We also
mention the NC extension of SO(2, 3) anti—de Sitter (AdS)
gravity of Ref. [29], which contains its expansion to order
62, and Ref. [30], in which the SW map for pure gravity is
examined at second order.

In the present paper, we apply this method to OSp(1]4)
supergravity. For reviews on the OSp(1|4) formulation
of supergravity, see, for example, Refs. [31-33]. The
classical theory contains the vielbein V¢, the spin connec-
tion w®, the gravitino ¢, and nondynamical auxiliary
fields (a scalar, a pseudoscalar, a vector, and a spin-1/2
fermion) necessary to ensure the full off-shell invariance
(and closure) under local OS p(1]4) gauge transformations.
The auxiliary fields satisfy OSp(1]4)-invariant constraints.
The OSp(1|4) symmetry can be exploited to reach a gauge
(the soldering gauge) in which the auxiliary fields take
constant values. This gauge choice breaks the supergroup
0Sp(1]4) to its Lorentz SO(1, 3) subgroup and reproduces
the MacDowell-Mansouri action [34], equivalent up to
boundary terms to the action of usual N =1, D=4
anti—de Sitter supergravity. For this action, supersymmetry
is not a gauge symmetry any more since it gets broken
along with the translations [the SO(2, 3) boosts]. However,
supersymmetry is still “alive” in the gauge fixed theory.
This can be seen in two distinct ways:

(i) by solving the supertorsion constraint and passing to
second-order formalism (expressing the spin con-
nection in terms of the vielbein and the gravitino
fields) [35];

(i1) or, remaining in first-order formalism, by an
appropriate modification of the spin connection
supersymmetry variation [36].

Note that the supersymmetry transformations leaving
the gauge fixed action invariant do not close off-shell
[whereas the OSp(4|1) gauge variations close off-shell
by construction].

After * deforming the product in the OSp(1]4) super-
gravity action and using the geometric Seiberg-Witten
map, the resulting higher-derivative theory contains the
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same fields as the classical theory and is invariant under the
same local OSp(1|4) symmetries.

The reason we start from the OSp(1]|4) gauge-invariant
theory resides in that all local symmetries (except general
coordinate invariance) are contained in a gauge super-
group. The derivation of the Seiberg-Witten map in
Ref. [2] is purely algebraic, and nothing changes in the
derivation if groups are replaced by supergroups, connec-
tions by superconnections, etc. In the present paper, we
apply the map to OSp(1|4) superconnections and super-
matrix (adjoint) auxiliary fields, containing all the fields of
N =1, D = 4 supergravity. Thus, we are guaranteed that
supersymmetry [part of the OSp(1|4) symmetry] survives
in the extended theory.

By choosing the same gauge as in the classical theory
[the gauge group OSp(1|4) is the same], we obtain an
extended theory containing only the vielbein, spin connec-
tion, and gravitino fields, reducing in the commutative
limit to N = 1, D = 4 AdS supergravity.

The ““mother,” non-gauge-fixed extended theory is
OSp(1]4) invariant and as such is a locally supersymmetric
higher-derivative theory. The price to pay for realizing
this local gauge supersymmetry (closing off-shell) is the
presence of constrained auxiliary fields.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly
review OSp(1]|4) supergravity. In Sec. III, we recall its
manifestly OSp(1]4)-invariant action. The noncommuta-
tive deformation is presented in Sec. IV. Section V deals
with the geometric Seiberg-Witten map, applied in Sec. VI
to obtain the extended OSp(1]|4) supergravity action to
second order in 6. Section VII contains some conclusions.

II. CLASSICAL 0OSp(1|4) SUPERGRAVITY

A. Geometric MacDowell-Mansouri action

The MacDowell-Mansouri action [34] for N =1,
D = 4 supergravity can be recast in an index-free form:

S =2i /Tr(R A Rys + 23 A Sys), 2.1)

where the trace is taken on spinor indices, and the two-
form curvatures R (bosonic) and 2 (fermionic) originate
from the one-form OSp(1[4) connection supermatrix:

= Q "l’ —1 ab i a
Q—<$ O)’ Q_Zw Yab EV%, (2.2)

for which the corresponding OSp(1]4) curvature super-

matrix is
R X
R=d4dQ-QAQ =] _ o) (2.3)

2

Immediate matrix algebra yields'

'We omit wedge products between forms, and all index con-
tractions involve the Minkowski metric 7,y,.
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1 i
R — ZRab,-yab — ERa'ya (24)
1 ab i a
E=d¢’_1w ‘Yablp—‘riv Yo (2.5)
_ _ 1 - i -
2=dy oY TS PVye  (26)
with
1 -
R = dp®® — @ qpch + yayb + E l//,yabw 2.7
R =dV* — 0™V’ — % gyy. (2.8)

We have also used the Fierz identity for one-form
Majorana spinors:

- 1/- 1-
v =3 (v 5 b))
(to prove it, just multiply both sides by vy, or y.4, and take
the trace on spinor indices). The one-forms V¢, w?®, and i
are, respectively, the vielbein, the spin conns:ction, and the
gravitino field (a Majorana spinor, i.e., ¢y = 7C, for
which C is the charge-conjugation matrix).
Carrying out the spinor trace in the action (2.1) yields the
familiar MacDowell-Mansouri action:
1 _
S=2 szab A RCdSade - 2[2 A ')/52 (210)
After inserting the curvature definitions, the action takes
the form

S = [ROVVIz s + 47,5 V"
+ %(Vﬂlv”v"vd + 20y Yy VeV e ey  (2.11)
with
R = dg — ¢ b, pEdl,D—%wab’yablﬂE@lﬂ.

2.12)

We have dropped the topological term R*Rc<e .,
(Euler form) and used the gravitino Bianchi identity,
1

Dp = _ZRab’Yab’ (213)
and the gamma-matrix identity 2y,,Ys = i€,pcqy*’ to
recognize that LR yy“diye, ., — 4ipysp is a total
derivative. Bianchi identities are easily obtained by taking
the exterior derivative of the curvature definitions in
Eq. (2.3) or in Eq. (2.12). The action (2.11) describes

N =1, D = 4 anti—de Sitter supergravity, the last term
being the supersymmetric cosmological term. After
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rescaling the vielbein and the gravitino as V¢ — AV¢, ¢y —
VA and dividing the action by A2, the usual (Minkowski)
N = 1, D = 4 supergravity is retrieved by taking the limit
A — 0. This corresponds to the Inonii-Wigner contraction
of OSp(1]4) to the super-Poincaré group.

The action (2.1) can be rewritten even more compactly
using the OSp(1]4) curvature supermatrix R:

S = 4[STr<R(1 + 1;)RI‘),

where STr is the supertrace and I is the following constant

(2.14)

matrix:
i 0
r=(" ") 2.15)
0 0
All boldface quantities are 5 X 5 supermatrices.
B. OSp(1|4) gauge variations
The gauge transformation of the connection €2
0.0 =de— Qe + €, (2.16)
where € is the OSp(1|4) gauge parameter,
1 oab _ i gaa
€= (48 Yab =28 Va E), 2.17)
€ 0
becomes, on the component fields entering (2,
8wab — dsab _ wacscb + wbcsca _ 8avb
+ gPVve — eybys (2.18)
SV = de? — wel + VP + jeytys (2.19)
L i
o =de — - w*y,e +=Viy,e
4 2
L . i
15 Yath = 3 Y. (2.20)

Similarly, from the gauge variation of the curvature R,

0R = —Re + €R, (2.21)

we find the gauge transformations of the curvature
components:

aRab — _Racscb + Rbcsca _ SaRb + 8bRa _ E.,yabz
(2.22)

SR* = —R%gb + g RV + jey°%, (2.23)

1 .
62 = ——R“byabe + i

1 i
4 2Ra7a€ _i__“':ab’yab2 _zsayaz-

4
(2.24)
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As is well known, the action (2.14), although a bilinear in
the OSp(1|4) curvature, is not invariant under the
0Sp(1]4) gauge transformations. In fact, it is not a Yang-
Mills action (involving the exterior product of R with its
Hodge dual) nor a topological action of the form [ RR; the
constant supermatrix I" ruins the OSp(1]|4) gauge invari-
ance, and breaks it to its Lorentz subgroup. This can be
seen easily by noting that the gauge parameter in Eq. (2.17)
commutes with I" only when restricted to Lorentz rotations
(e® = € = 0) so that Lorentz rotations indeed leave the
action invariant since the supertrace is cyclic. On the
other hand, a gauge parameter supermatrix containing
also translation and/or supersymmetry parameters does
not commute with I', and therefore the action is not
invariant under OSp(1|4) translations or supersymmetry
transformations.

However, supersymmetry is still there; to see it, one
needs to modify the w® supersymmetry transformation.

C. Supersymmetry

The (nonvanishing) variation of the action (2.14) under
gauge supersymmetry can be computed rather quickly by
using SR = [, R] with € containing only the off-diagonal
fermionic supersymmetry parameter €. The result is

0S8 = —4/R“ﬁyay56. (2.25)

Now, consider instead the variation of the action under an

arbitrary variation of the spin connection w®, i.e., the

variation that defines the w“ field equation. To compute

it with a minimum of algebra, first vary Eq. (2.14) with

respect to €, and then set 6V¢ =6y =0 in 6Q as
defined by Eq. (2.2). The result is

oS = 16[R“Vb5deeabcd. (2.26)

Requesting this variation to vanish for arbitrary Sw®
yields the spin connection field equation R* = 0.

Thus, if we consider a supersymmetry variation of the
action, where the variation of w®’ is modified by an extra
piece (in addition to its gauge variation),

Sw = 5gaugew“b + Sexra®??, (2.27)

the corresponding variation of the action (2.14) will be
05 = ~4 [ RUpysyse = 2uo Viewe). (228)

This variation can be made to vanish in two distinct ways:
(1) The first is by enforcing the constraint R* = 0,
which is really equivalent to the field equation of

0. As is well known, R? = 0 allows us to express

the spin connection @ in terms of the vielbein and
gravitino fields. Substituting back @ (V, ) in the
action leads to the supersymmetric action of AdS
supergravity in second-order formalism. In this
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formalism, one never needs to vary the fields inside
the “package” w®(V, i) since any variation of §
due to S vanishes identically, being proportional
to R* (then one works in the so-called “1.5 order
formalism’”).

(2) The second is by choosing 8y, @’ so that

PYaY5€ — 2Bextrawbcvd6abcd = 0. (229)

This equation can be solved for ey, in the

same way one solves R = 0 for w’. The result is

1 _ _
ab = 5 eade(pde’yc')/SE t PecYays€

- pcd’}/e’YS é.)ve’

8extraw
(2.30)

where p,., are the components along the vielbein

basis of the gravitino curvature, i.e., p = p.,V<V<.

Thus, the first-order action (2.14) is invariant under the

supersymmetry transformations, given by Eq. (2.20) for the
vielbein and the gravitino,

1
oVe = —ieyy, oY =de — Zw””yabe = De,

(2.31)

and by the modified rule for w®:

ab — ab ab
ow - agaugew + 8extraw

_ 1 . _
= —eyty + EE“bL"(pdm-Vse + PecVaYse€

- ﬁcheYSE)Ve' (232)

More details can be found, for example, in Refs. [32,33].

III. MANIFESTLY OSp(1|4)-INVARIANT ACTION

Can we reformulate supergravity in an explicit
OSp(1]4)-invariant way? The answer is yes [37-40] and
generalizes the SO(2,3) formulation of AdS gravity of
Refs. [40—43]. Indeed, looking at Eq. (2.14), we see that,
promoting the constant matrix I" to a field supermatrix ®
transforming under OSp(1]4) as

oD = —Pe + €D, 3.1

the action S becomes
(1)2

and is manifestly OSp(1]4) invariant. By doing so, we are
introducing new, auxiliary fields contained in ®. We have
to ensure, however, that a particular gauge choice exists
such that ® reduces to the constant supermatrix I'; only if
this gauge choice exists, the theory is equivalent to the one
described by Eq. (2.14). To satisfy this requirement, we
choose @ in the symmetric (traceless) five-dimensional
representation of OSp(1[4) [37]:

(3.2)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 88, 025022 (2013)

1m0 Hid()ys + ¢ ) y.ys L) ) (3.3)

dP(x) = _
() ( —{(x)

7(x)

Now, translations and supersymmetries of OSp(1]4) can be
used to set ¢“ and { to zero [37]. Moreover, the
0Sp(1]4)-invariant constraint

P +P=0 (3.4)
enforces 7 =0 and ¢ = =1, reducing ® to the con-
stant supermatrix *=I" (ignoring the trivial solution ® = 0.
If we want to exclude it, we can instead impose the
OSp(1]4)-invariant  constraints ~ STr(®?) = 4(const)?,
STr(®3) = 0; see Ref. [38]). The simplest way to imple-
ment the constraint (3.4) is to add a [OS p(1|4)-invariant]
Lagrange multiplier term in the action,

Sy = f STrAD(D? + 1) D DPDODDDD),  (3.5)

where the Lagrange multiplier A(x) is proportional to the
unit matrix, i.e., N(x) = A(x)1, generalizing the analogous
term in the SO(2, 3)-invariant formulation of gravity (see,
for example, Refs. [42,43]).

Another interesting possibility is to give dynamics
(cf. Ref. [37]) to the fields 7(x) and ¢(x) with a potential
admitting a stable minimum for the values 7 = 0 and
¢ = const. In this paper, the constrained auxiliary fields
are considered as background fields, on the same footing of
the background vector fields that define the * product (see
the next section). We do not introduce Higgs fields to break
spontaneously the OSp(1[4) invariance. The breaking of
OSp(1]4), and contact with AdS D = 4 supergravity, is
made by explicit gauge fixing.

The OSp(1|4) gauge-invariant formulation of N = 1,
D = 4 anti—de Sitter supergravity is our starting point for
a noncommutative supersymmetric extension.

IV. NONCOMMUTATIVE 0Sp(1/4)
SUPERGRAVITY

A. NC action

The NC theory is obtained by a * deformation of the
action in Eq. (3.2):

S=fSTr(R*<1+(I)*(D

where the curvature two-form R is now

) A R % (I)), 4.1)

R=d4dQ - QA Q, 4.2)

and the *-exterior product between forms is defined as
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¢}

T/\* T/ = Z(%)nﬁAlBl e 0A”B"(€A1 ot €An T)

n=0
A(lg, g, 7)

=7AT +%9AB(€AT)/\(€BT/)
V(12 oaB, pass /
+5<§) BB OAB (0, € VA (€ £p7) + o+,
(4.3)

where €, are Lie derivatives along commuting vector fields
X4. This noncommutative product is associative due to
[X,4, Xz] = 0. If the vector fields X4 are chosen to coincide
with the partial derivatives d ,, and if 7, 7/ are zero-forms,
then 7 % 7/ reduces to the well-known Moyal-Groenewold
product [12].

The *-gauge transformations of the NC fields are

0. DN=de—Q*e+ex) 4.4)

D= -DPke+ exD. 4.5)

Recalling the *-gauge transformation of the curvature
induced by Eq. (4.4),

0R=-Rxe+ exR, (4.6)

and the cyclicity of the supertrace and of the integral,” the
action (4.1) is manifestly invariant under the *-gauge
symmetry.

Because of noncommutativity, the x-symmetry group is
enhanced to U(1,3]|1) so as to contain all enveloping
algebra generators. Thus, the NC one-form connection is
given by

Q
Q= _ v ,
v w
_1 ab . ~ i a i~a
Q=Zw YVap T il + wyS—EV 7"_5‘/ YaVs

4.7

and correspondingly the gauge parameter supermatrix €
becomes

e €
€ = s
(é n)
—1 ab . = i a l~a
€=18"Ya +iel + Eys T 58a T 5EYaYs

(4.8)

containing all the gauge parameters of the superalgebra
U(l, 3]1).
The curvature supermatrix R,

C (R 3
“\s )

*Twisted differential geometry is treated, for example, in
Ref. [11]; see the appendix of Ref. [24] for a summary.

(4.9)
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defined in Eq. (4.2), is now given by

R=dQ—QAQ— A (4.10)
S=diy— QA — AW (4.11)
S=dy -G AQ—wA P 4.12)
r=dw— At —w A w, (4.13)

where R has components along the complete Dirac basis.
As usual in NC theories, the algebra of gauge trans-
formations closes as follows:

[851) 862] = 661*52_62*51’

Consistency with the x-gauge transformations requires
for the zero-form @ a similar expansion:

(% 2)
— é’ T
i 1 ~

¢ = Z¢ab7ab + 177'1 +idys + dly, T Py
The crucial difference between the two supermatrix fields
Q and P (besides their different form degree) is their
commutative limit. We will see in Sec. VI how the
Seiberg-Witten map ensures that in the # — 0 limit,
) contains only C-antisymmetric gamma matrices
[cf. Eq. (2.2)] and ® only C-symmetric gamma matrices
[cf. Eq. (3.3)].

In analogy with the classical case, we also require the
U(1, 3|1)-invariant constraint,

PxPxP+ P =0,

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

reducing to Eq. (3.4) for # — 0. In an alternative, we can
require STr(® * ®) = 4(const)?, STr(® * B * ) = 0.

B. Hermiticity conditions and reality of the NC action

In the expansions (4.7) and (4.15), all fields are taken to
be real. This is equivalent to the relations

0 -1
4.17)

0
ot = -1,0r, ®'=r®er, TI,= (70 )

due to y,, and s being 7y, anti-Hermitian (i.e., 72}7 =
—Y0Yab Yo, €tc.), while 1, y,, and y,v5 are y,-Hermitian.
Noting that I'} = 1 and that the Iy anti-Hermiticity of
implies I'y anti-Hermiticity of R, one easily proves that the
NC action is real.

C. Charge-conjugation invariance

The NC action is also invariant under substitution of the
fields by their charge conjugates,
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Qc=-C'Q7C =R = —C'R’C,

c 0
@ =C'®’C, C= ( )
0 1

(4.18)

simultaneously changing 6 into —6 in the * products.
Indeed,

S = [Str(C‘lRTC(l + %C_IQTCC_ld)TC)

X C*‘RTCC*I(I)TC)
-6

1
- [su(wr(a + Loror)rer)
—0
1 T
- [su(or(1+ oo)r)
0

T
= [Str(R(l + %fl)q))RCI)) =5,
0

using cyclicity of the integral and of the supertrace and
invariance of the supertrace under matrix transposition. We
have defined (ABC...); to be the % (exterior) product
between the forms A, B, C... and (ABC...)_, to be the
same product with opposite #. Note that, for example,
(AB)} = +=(BTAT)_, for A(x), B(x) matrix valued fields
(the minus sign when A and B are both forms of odd
degree), i.e., the transposition acts only on the matrix
structure of A and B. To interchange the ordering
of A and B as functions of x, one needs § — —@ since
(f % g)g = (g * f)_p, as follows from the definition (1.2).

(4.19)

V. GEOMETRIC SEIBERG-WITTEN MAP

The results of this section hold for any gauge group.
Here, we denote by () the NC gauge field and by & the NC

gauge parameter. The Seiberg-Witten map relates Q to the
ordinary () and & to the ordinary & so as to satisfy

Q) + 5,0(Q) = Q(Q + 5,0Q), (5.1)

with
0.0, =0d,e+el, —Q,s 5.2)
5:0,=0,6+8x0,-0,x8 (53

In words, the dependence of the noncommutative gauge
field on the ordinary gauge field is fixed by requiring that

ordinary gauge variations of () inside Q(Q) produce the

noncommutative gauge variation of Q.
Similarly noncommutative ‘““matter fields” are related to
the commutative ones by requiring

O(D, Q)+ 5,D(D, Q)= DD+ 5,D,Q+65,Q). (5.4)

The conditions (5.1) and (5.4) are satisfied if the
following differential equations in the noncommutativity
parameter 048 hold [1,2]:
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0 A i on .
WQ = Z{Q[A’ Q) + RB]}*: (5.5
Jd =2 I A A
598 © = 7100 Ly ®h, (5.6)
R )
06B €= Z{Q[Ay Cpéls, 5.7)

where we have the following:

1) Q A, R, are defined as the contraction iy along
the tangent vector X, of the exterior forms Q, R,
ie, 0, =i,Q0, R, =i,R.

(ii) The bracket [AB] denotes antisymmetrization of the
indices A and B with weight 1, so that, for example,
Q[AI?B] = %(QAléB — QzR,). The bracket {,}, is
the wusual * anticommutator, for example,
{Qu Rpte = Qg *x Rp + R * Q.

(iii)) The second differential equation holds for fields
transforming in the adjoint representation. Notice
that & can also be an exterior form. The “fat” Lie

derivative [ is defined by Lz = €5 + Ly where
L is the covariant Lie derivative along the tangent
vector Xp; it acts on the field d as

LB(i) = €B(i) - [QB, Ci)]*,

with [Qp ], = Qg x & — & % Qp. In fact, the
covariant Lie derivative Ly can be written in Cartan
form:

LB = lBD + DiB, (58)

where D is the covariant derivative.
The differential equations (5.5), (5.6), and (5.7) hold for
any Abelian twist defined by arbitrary commuting vector
fields X, [1]. They reduce to the usual Seiberg-Witten
differential equations [2] in the case of a Moyal-
Groenewold twist, i.e., when X, — 9y
We can solve these differential equations order by order

in 6 by expanding Q, 8, and & in power series of 0:

A=0+0'+0%...+0Q"... (5.9)
g=c+el+e?.. . +e"... (5.10)
O=P+P +P>... +D"..., (511

where the fields ", &", and ®" are homogeneous
polynomials in 6 of order n. By multiplying the
differential equations by 645 and using the identities

048 05 Q"+ = (n + 1)Q"*! and similarly for £"*' and

@+ we obtain the recursive relations:

n+1 i04P A A p \n
Q" = = {Qy, €30 + Rp}Y,

) (5.12)
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n+1 leAB

P = 1){QA Lyd), (5.13)
n+1 HAB

& :4( 1 ){QA,egs}*, (514)

where, for any field P (also composite, as, for example,
{Q 4 Lg®L,), P denotes its component of order n in 6.
These recursion relations reduce to the ones found in
Ref. [44] in the special case of a Moyal twist.

In the following, we omit the hat denoting noncommu-
tative fields, the * and A, products, and simply write {, },
[ ]for{, }, [, L

If P and Q are forms in the adjoint representation of the
gauge group (i.e., if 6P = —Pe + ¢P, etc.), the follow-
ing recursion relation for the product PQ holds [25]:

n+l — ieAB + n
(5.15)
Some other useful identities are [25]
1
0ABLALBP= _EQAB{RAB, P} (516)
0AB|]_AQB = GABRAB (517)
0% [ T(024, Ly(PO) + 2LaPLyQ)
— g8 / Tr({Rup, P}O), (5.18)

where R,p = ipi,R. Finally, using Eq. (5.15), one can find
the recursion relation for the curvature:

lgAB
ICE)

"= ———({Q, LR} — [Ry, RED". (5.19)
Some basic formulas of Cartan calculus, used in deriving
the above identities, are listed in Appendix A.

We list below the first-order corrections to the classical
OSp(1]4) fields and curvatures, obtained by using the
general recursion formulas (5.12), (5.13), and (5.19) for
n = 0. On the right-hand sides, all products are ordinary

exterior products, and all fields are classical.

A. OSp(1|4) fields and curvatures at first order in 6

1. Q) connection components

Q' = ieAB({QA’ €Q + Rp} + alpip

+ g g+ YaSp + Spiha) (5.20)

P! =£0AB(QA€B¢/+€BQ¢A+QAEB+RB¢A) (5.21)
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w! ziaAB(J/A(ZBw Flplha+ PaSg S (5.22)

2. ® field components

1 -
P! = _ZQAB({QA, vsQp — Qpyst + Pahpys)

(5.23)
1
(= _ZaAB(ZQA’YS b+ ysQpihy)  (5.24)
1 _
- EHAB(%;YS Wp) (5.25)
3. R curvature components
R! = 2 00({60,, LR}~ [Ry, Ry]

H{Qu — S + ol + PalpS + LSy

— YapR+ RYpihs — 25,3p) (5.26)
3= ieAB(QA(H—BE +Rp) — Ya(PpS + Sipp)

+ (Sihp — YpS)ha + LsRips — 2Ry 3p)  (5.27)

. 39%(%%2 + LSy + 20 4Ry — 23,3p).
(5.28)

VL. EXTENDED 0Sp(1|4) SUPERGRAVITY ACTION

We now discuss the 6 expansion of the NC action (4.1),
where the NC supermatrix fields £ and ® have been
substituted by their SW expansion in terms of the classical
fields.

A. Action is even in 6
We first note that the SW map is such that

Qs =-Cc'Qlc=0,
6.1)

= R;=-C 'RIC=R_,
D5 =C'PIC =D, (6.2)

where the 6 dependence is explicitly indicated as a sub-
script. The proof by induction, using Egs. (5.12) and (5.13),
is straightforward. Suppose that relations (6.1) hold up to
order 6". Then,
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—iﬁAB
4(n+1)
+C (¢ +R)ICCIQIC)"
—iGAB
T4+ 1)
+ (€ Q +R)_,Q_g)" =0t

_C—I(QT)3+1C —

(C1QICC (650 + R)IC

(Q_y(€p Q2 +R)_,

(6.3)

Similarly, one proves Eq. (6.2). Exploiting now the invari-
ance of the NC action S under charge conjugation, proven
in Sec. IV, and using the relations (6.1) and (6.2), one
finally finds

So =S5 ="S_y, (6.4)

i.e., the NC action S is even in 6. Therefore, the 6 expan-
sion of S has the form

S=8"+82+ 8+, (6.5)

and the first nonvanishing correction to the classical action
S is at order 6.

Note that the relations (6.1) and (6.2) imply the follow-
ing conditions on the NC component fields:

it = 0, Ve =va, Cyl=y_4 (6.6)

1
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Wy = —W_yp, 67)0 = _d)_g, V; = _Vtig (67)
and

Ty = T—p, bg =y J’Z = Gf;‘ia’ CZg =g

(6.8)

=g, y=—9", (6.9)

where the § dependence of the NC fields is indicated with a
subscript. Thus, in the limit & — 0, we see that only W,
Ve, and i survive in Q, and only 77, ¢, $¢, and { survive
in @, in agreement with the classical fields in Egs. (2.2) and
(3.3). Finally, we recall that C¢y7 = _, (and similarly for
{) is the noncommutative definition for a Majorana spinor
[21,24], consistent with the NC gauge transformations and
reducing to the usual definition for § = 0.

B. Action at order >

We can compute the 6 correction with the help of the
recursion relations (5.15) for composite fields and the
identities at the end of Sec. V. The result reads

$? = S%ech + S??(D‘DRQJ’ (6.10)

with

1
S2ep = — T fABpCD [ STr(RABRCDRRCD + 5{RCD, RR}R,5® — 2R4RppiRR, ®} + {R4p, LcR}LpR®

+ {Rap, P}ILcRLHR® + 2{R,c, LpRILgR, ®] — {Rcp, RAR}R® — {Rcp, RIRyRz®
- RAB{RCRD’ R}{q), RAB} + RABLC(RR)LD¢ + RRLCRABLD(D - 2LA(RCRD){LBR¢}
+ 2L R(LLgR)Lp® — LeRyLpRzR® — 2RLA(RyR5)Lp® — 2RL RyLpR5®

+ 2is(RcRp){Rp, RO} + [Rp, PR]) + 2RARzLRLD + 4RARBRCRD(I>),

1

6.11)

1
Shweo = 16070 [ STH{(5{Reo. (Rus, RODY ~ {Re (RuRs®, O} + {Rep, LaR(, Ly D}
+{Rcp, RLAyPL P} + {Rcp, PLARL P} — {{Ryc, Rgp}, RODP} + [LeRyp, Lp(ROD)]
+ {Rup, LcRLp(®PDP) — RcRpPD + RLPLp P} — [Lo(RyRp), LpP] — {LcR4LpR P, O}
+ {lia(RcRp), Rp®], @} + LeLyA(RP)LHLp® + (LeLAR)Lp® + {Rac, LpRY® — Ly(RcRp®P))Lp®
+ LA(R(I)){RBC, LD(I)} + LeRLHL,PLgD + R{RAC, LD(I)}LB(D + [LC(LARLB(D), LD(D]

+{LeLsRLpLg® + {Ruc, LpR}Lg® — L4(R-Rp)Ly® + L,R{Rzc, LD}, @})Rcb

+ 2(% {R,p ROD} — {R\RzD, ®} + L, (RP)LzP + {L,RLD, CI)})(LCRLDCD - RcRD<I>))-

Here, all products are ordinary exterior products
between classical fields. These corrections to the
classical OSp(1]4) action are invariant under local (or-
dinary) OSp(1]4) gauge variations, as is manifest since

(6.12)

|
all quantities appearing in S?> are gauge covariant
and transform in the adjoint (i.e., as commutators
with the gauge parameter). The SW map is designed to
ensure this invariance; to find explicitly gauge invariant
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corrections, order by order in 6, is a powerful check on
the computations.

To recover the usual N =1, D = 4 AdS supergravity
(without auxiliary fields) in the # — 0 limit, one still needs
to break OSp(1]4) to its Lorentz subgroup. This is done
exactly as in the classical case by choosing the gauge for
which @ becomes the constant supermatrix I' defined in
Eq. (2.15) (the constrained auxiliary fields take constant
values). This gauge breaks translations and supersymmetry.
We have seen how supersymmetry can be uncovered in the
classical (# = 0) gauge fixed action. The question whether
a hidden supersymmetry is present also in the gauge fixed
extended (6 # 0) action is left to future investigations.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The fascinating idea that (super)gravity has some kind of
conformal phase, before breaking occurs and dimensionful
constants emerge, is rather old, and the OSp(4|1) actions
we have been discussing are part of this idea.

The result we have presented here is a noncommutative
extension of OSp(4]1) supergravity, the novelty being on
one side a D = 4 supergravity action S invariant under local
* supersymmetry (part of the supergroup noncommutative
gauge symmetry) and on the other side explicit invariance of
S under diffeomorphisms, thanks to a geometrical formula-
tion of Abelian twists. Previous works have addressed non-
commutative extensions of MacDowell-Mansouri gravity
actions, but without treating their supersymmetric versions.

We have then used a generalization of the Seiberg-Witten
map (adapted to Abelian twists and suitably “geometrized”),
obtaining a higher-derivative D = 4 supergravity, with con-
strained auxiliary fields, invariant under the usual gauge trans-
formations of the whole supergroup OSp(1]4). Recursion
formulas for the SW higher-order corrections have been applied
to compute the 62 correction to the classical OSp(1]4) action.

In short, noncommutativity has been used as a guide to
construct an extended, locally supersymmetric higher-
derivative theory with the same symmetries of its classical
6 — 0 limit.
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APPENDIX A: CARTAN FORMULAS

The usual Cartan calculus formulas simplify if we
consider commuting vector fields X, and read

€y =i,d+ diy, Ly =isD+ Diy (Al)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 88, 025022 (2013)

[€a, €3] =0, [La, Lg] = isigR (A2)
[€4, 5] =0, [La ig] =0 (A3)
iAiB+iBiA:0’ dod=0, DoD=R. (A4)

APPENDIX B: GAMMA MATRICES IN D = 4

We summarize in this Appendix our gamma-matrix
conventions in D = 4:

N = (1, =1, =1, —1), Y Y6} = 2Map,

(B1)
(Yar V6] = 2Yaps
Ys = 1Y0Y1Y2Y3 Ysys = 1, gorp3 = —&MB =1,
(B2)
I = = B3
Ya = YoYaYor Ys = Vs (B3)
yI=-Cy,C7, yi=CysCH, B4
C?=—1, ct=cT=-cC
1. Useful identities
Ya¥b = Yab T Nab (BS)
i cd
YabYs = 5 €abca¥ (B6)
YabYe = MbvcYa — MNacVYb — isabcd757d (B7)
YeYab = MacYb — MbcYa — iSabchSYd (B8)
YaVbYe = Mav¥Ye T MpeYa = Mac¥b ~ i€apea¥sy® (BY)
Y yea = —ie® s —48{yM 285 (B10)
Tr(y,y*ya) = 8 8% (B11)
Tr(YsYaYoeYa) = —4i Eapear (B12)

where 6% =1(848% — 62649), 873¢. =4:(5/,85 8¢ + Sterms),
and indices’ antisymmetrization in square brackets has

total weight 1.

2. Charge conjugation and Majorana condition

Dirac conjugate i = Ty, (B13)
Charge conjugate spinor ¢ = C()T  (B14)
Majorana spinor ¢ = ¢ = ¢ = ¢’C. (B15)
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