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We construct a noncommutative version of a general renormalizable SO(10) GUT with Higgses in the
210, 126, 45, 10 and 120 irreps of SO(10) and a Peccei-Quinn symmetry. Thus, we formulate the
noncommutative counterpart of a nonsupersymmetric SO(10) GUT which has recently been shown to be
consistent with all the physics below Mgyt. The simplicity of our construction—the simplicity of the
Yukawa terms, in particular—stems from the fact that the Higgses of our GUT can be viewed as elements of
the Clifford algebra Cl;((C); elements on which the SO(10) gauge transformations act by conjugation. The
noncommutative GUT we build contains tree-level interactions among different Higgs species that are
absent in their ordinary counterpart as they are forbidden by SO(10) and Lorentz invariance. The existence
of these interactions helps to clearly distinguish noncommutative Minkowski space-time from ordinary

Minkowski space-time.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It has recently been shown in Ref. [1] that a non-
supersymmetric SO(10) GUT with Higgses in the 210, 126,
45 and 10 irreps of SO(10)—and with an intermediate
breaking to the Patti-Salam group by the 210—is compat-
ible with all the experimental data currently available, if the
naturalness paradigm is put aside. A salient feature of this
GUT is that the amount of dark matter that has been
observed is accounted for by the existence of an axion
which results from the spontaneously broken Peccei-Quinn
symmetry of the theory. Under this global U(1) symmetry
some Higgses are charged, others are not.

It is almost 15 years [2] since it became well established
that ordinary Minkowski space-time might have to be
replaced with its noncommutative counterpart as one
probes shorter distances. Hence, it is interesting to see
whether there can be constructed on noncommutative
space-time a field theory which can be considered to be
a noncommutative version of the phenomenologically
relevant SO(10) GUT of Ref. [1]. The purpose of this
paper is to show that, indeed, a noncommutative counter-
part of the ordinary GUT in Ref. [1] can be formulated. We
shall actually enlarge, for the sake of generality, the Higgs
content of that GUT with a Higgs in the 120 irrep of SO
(10), for the latter naturally occurs in the most general
ordinary SO(10) Yukawa term for fermions in the 16.
Ordinary SO(10) GUTs with Higgses only in the 210, 126,
45, 10 and 120 are very suitable for their generalization to
GUTs on noncommutative space-time, for the Higgses they
involve can naturally be understood as elements of the
Clifford algebra Cl,(C) and SO(10) acts on these elements
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by conjugation. This feature of the Higgses—which is very
appealing from the noncommutative geometry standpoint
[3]—is lost if one considers Higgses in the 16 or 54 irreps
of SO(10), another popular Higgs irreps in SO(10) model
building.

The formulation of the noncommutative counterpart of
the SO(10) GUT of Ref. [1] will be carried out with the help
of the enveloping-algebra formalism. This formalism was
put forward in Refs. [4-6]. The enveloping-algebra frame-
work was employed afterwards to build the noncommuta-
tive standard model [7], a noncommutative deformation of
the ordinary standard model with no new degrees of
freedom—see Refs. [8,9] for alternative noncommutative
extensions of the ordinary standard model. The formulation
of the gauge and fermionic sectors of noncommutative
GUTs with SU(5) and SO(10) as gauge groups was tackled,
within the enveloping-algebra framework, in Ref. [10]. The
nontrivial issue of constructing noncommutative Yukawa
terms with the help of the enveloping-algebra formalism
was addressed in Ref. [11]. Outside the enveloping-algebra
framework, the formulation of noncommutative gauge
theories for SO(N) groups was discussed in Ref. [12].

In the enveloping-algebra framework, the noncommuta-
tive gauge fields are elements of the universal enveloping
algebra of the Lie algebra of the ordinary gauge group and
the Seiberg-Witten map defines those noncommutative
fields in terms of the corresponding ordinary fields.
When the Seiberg-Witten map is defined as a formal power
series in the noncommutativity matrix parameter w**, the
action of the noncommutative theory is a formal power
series in @ with coefficients that are integrated poly-
nomials in the ordinary fields and their derivatives. Quite a
few theoretical properties—e.g., renormalizability [13-19],
gauge anomalies [20,21], existence of noncommutative
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deformations of ordinary instantons and monopoles
[22-24]—of the noncommutative gauge theories so defined
have been analyzed by considering the first few terms of the
corresponding @*”-expanded actions. Some phenomeno-
logical properties of the noncommutative gauge theories at
hand have been studied in Refs. [25-32].

The UV/IR mixing effects [33] that are a feature of the
o*-unexpanded U(N) noncommutative field theories can-
not be exhibited in a noncommutative gauge theory built
with the help of the Seiberg-Witten map, when this map is
defined as a series expansion in @**. To uncover such UV/
IR effects in this w"“-expanded theories some kind of
resummation of an infinite number of terms that are powers
of @" must be worked out: a daunting task. Fortunately, for
the enveloping-algebra formalism to work [6] it is not a
must that the Seiberg-Witten be given by a formal series
expansion in @**. Indeed, the enveloping-algebra frame-
work works equally well if the Seiberg-Witten map is
defined by expanding in the number of ordinary fields, thus
leaving its dependence on w* exact. Hence, to study
noncommutative UV/IR effects in theories defined within
the enveloping-algebra formalism one should use this w**-
exact Seiberg-Witten map. This was done for the first time
in Ref. [34] where it was shown, in the U(1) case with
fermions in the adjoint, that if the @** dependence of the
Seiberg-Witten is handled exactly, then, there is an UV/IR
mixing phenomenon in the noncommutative theory defined
within the enveloping-algebra formalism. The analysis of
the UV/IR mixing effects was later extended [35] to
fermions in the fundamental representation coupled to U
(1) gauge fields. Very recently the complete one-loop
photon and neutrino propagators have been worked out
and its full UV/IR mixing structure unveiled—see
Ref. [36]. The UV/IR mixing in the one-loop propagator
of adjoint fermions coupled to U(1) fields and its very
relevant implications on neutrino physics have been studied
in Refs. [37-40]—see Ref. [41] for a review. Finally, let us
stress that the cohomological techniques developed in
Refs. [42,43]—see also [44]—are extremely useful [45]
when computing the (w*”-exact) expansion of the Seiberg-
Witten map in the number of ordinary fields.

As we said at the beginning of this Introduction, the
purpose of this paper is to show that there is indeed a
noncommutative counterpart of the SO(10) GUT of
Ref. [1]. We shall give the complete action of the non-
commutative SO(10) GUT: its Yukawa and Higgs parts, in
particular. The action will be expressed in terms of
noncommutative fields whose noncommutative gauge
transformations are the natural generalization of the
corresponding ordinary gauge transformations. That this
strategy works for the Yukawa and Higgs terms of our SO
(10) GUT is a consequence of the fact that the ordinary
Higgses of our theory can be viewed as elements of Cl;((C)
and that the gauge transformations act on these objects by
conjugation. An important by-product of this Clifford
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algebra construction is that the noncommutative Higgs
action naturally contains terms which cannot occur when
space-time is commutative and there is Lorentz invariance.
These distinct noncommutative terms give rise to tree-level
interactions among different species of Higgses and gauge
fields, and if experimentally detected will send a clear
signal that space-time is noncommutative at short enough
distances.

At this point, the reader may rightly ask why should
anyone seriously consider the task of formulating the
SO(10) model of Ref. [1] on noncommutative space-time.
I shall answer the reader’s question as follows. It is quite
possible that space-time ceases to be a smooth manifold—a
set of points, in particular—as one probes short enough
distances. Now, noncommutative manifolds are geometri-
cal objects that generalize the notion of smooth manifold in
the sense that the former are not made out of points. The
natural, and easiest, noncommutative generalization of our
old Minkowski space-time is noncommutative Minkowski
space-time, a noncommutative manifold which occurs in
string theory. It is therefore very advisable to study what are
the effects on the physics of elementary particles of
replacing ordinary Minkowski space-time with its non-
commutative counterpart. Since no signal of having to deal
with a noncommutative manifold has come out of the LHC
as yet, it seems likely that the noncommutative character of
space-time will reveal itself at energies where grand
unification effects are relevant. Hence, the noncommutative
counterparts of phenomenologically relevant grand unifi-
cation models must be formulated and studied. It cannot be
denied that the model of Ref. [1] has very appealing
features from the point of phenomenology; further, its
field content is also very appealing from the standpoint of
generalizing the model to a model on noncommutative
space-time. Indeed, as we said above, the Higgs fields of
the model can be thought as elements of the algebra
Cl;o(C) and on those elements—and this is a key fact—
the gauge transformations act by conjugation. By using this
fact, as we shall see below, natural noncommutative
generalizations of the Yukawa terms and Higgs potential
can be formulated. This is not so for other SO(10) GUTs as
they contain Higgses—e.g., Higgses in the 16, the 54...—
that cannot be viewed as elements of Cl,,(C) and, there-
fore, would demand the introduction of contrived Higgs
potential terms involving noncommutative fields that are
the image of composite ordinary operators.

All in all, the reader should bear in mind that, in general,
the @"”-exact noncommutative models constructed by
using the enveloping-algebra formalism are to be under-
stood as effective field theories—they will not describe
physics above a certain energy scale—since they fail to be
renormalizable and they are not UV complete due to the
famous noncommutative UV/IR mixing effects. This com-
ment applies, of course, to the noncommutative model
introduced below.
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The layout of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
display the field content and gauge transformations of the
ordinary SO(10) GUT whose noncommutative version we
shall construct afterwards. The noncommutative fields of
our SO(10) GUT, along with the Seiberg-Witten map
equations that define them in terms of their ordinary
counterparts, are given in Sec. IIl. The action of the
Peccei-Quinn symmetry on the noncommutative fields is
discussed in Sec. IV. Section V is devoted to the con-
struction of the action of our noncommutative SO(10)
GUT. Some future research directions are given Sec. VI.
We include an Appendix where the w-exact Seiberg-Witten
map for the Higgs fields viewed as elements of Cl;(C) is
given up to order 2 in the number of gauge fields.

II. THE FIELD CONTENT OF THE ORDINARY
SO(10) GUT AND ITS GAUGE INVARIANCE

Let us list the matter field content of our ordinary SO(10)
GUT, a particular instance of which is the SO(10) GUT of
Ref. [1]. First, three—one for each family in the standard
model—left-handed fermionic fields ' ®, f =1,2,3,

transforming under the 16 irrep of SO(10) and the (1/

2,0) representation of the Lorentz group. Each yf&lw

contains the fermionic fields of a family of the standard
model plus the degrees of freedom corresponding a right-

handed neutrino. Second, five Higgs fields, namely,
(210) (10) (45) (126) 0)

(12 .
Piriyiziy> Piy » Piriy > Piyinizigis® and Piiyiy» CAITYINgG, IESPEC-

tively, the 210, the 10, the 45, the 126 and the 120 irreps of
SO(10). The indices i}, 75, ... run from 1 to 10, and (pf}ﬁji4,
(pflllzz ?3)1-4 ;; and (p,(lllz2 ?3) are totally antisymmetric, with regard to
its iy,i,,... indices, SO(10) tensors. Further, (pl(-]lliZ)M is
satisfies the following duality equation:

_6 .
[11y1314l5 51 111213141516l713191104)1617!819110

(2.1)

The symbol ¢\, I = 1...dimH, H = 210, 10,45, 126

and 120, will stand for the independent components of

(210) (10)  (45)  (126) (126) (120)
Piririziy» Piy > Piriy > Piyigisigis® Piyinizigise iipiy» TESPEC-

tively. dimH is the dimension of the representation H.

The gauge field content of our GUT is furnished by the
45 gauge fields a;/, with a = —aj/ and i,j=1...10,
which constitute the 45 irrep of SO(10).

Let I denote the Hermitian Dirac matrices in 10
Euclidean dimensions. These matrices generate the
Clifford algebra Cl;o(C). We shall see later that non-
commutative counterparts of the Yukawa terms and some
Higgs potential terms of our ordinary SO(10) GUT can be
formulated very neatly by using the Cl;o(C) Clifford
algebra valued Higgs fields:

and ¢
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10 = i1 10

B

210) — pirphpispis 210
¢( )7F1F2F3F4¢i,i2i3i4’

P49 = iriTh (pl(jli)’ ¢(126) — i s ¢511i22?3)i4i5’
¢(120) _ irilr‘izr‘h(pglli(g’ 2.2)

(210) (10)  (45)
iirizig» Piy > Piyiy »

rather than the SO(10) tensor fields ¢

(120 and (pl(-li2 ?>[ , which give rise to the former.
1028384

(pll iniziyls

From now on, the symbol a, will stand for the following
gauge field taking values in the in the Lie algebra of SO(10)
in the 16€D16 representation:

1. &
Z”a;f,

A R .
a,=> EJZE[]",F/], i,j=1...10.

(2.3)

The real fields a,i,j carry the 45 irrep of SO(10) and has been
introduced above. Notice that a, is an element of the
Clifford algebra Cl;(C). Besides, a, = (a,)".

Let Mg;i), i <j,i,j=1...10, be the Hermitian gener-
ators of SO(10) in the representation carried by (pf,H),
(H)

I =1...dimH. Then, the matrix gauge field a, ' is given
by
1 .
o =aim’. @y =al) @4

Let us now introduce the Becchi-Rouet-Stora (BRS)
transformations that constitute the gauge symmetry of our
GUT. Let s denote the BRS operator, ¢ = 1 27¢"/ the ghost

field associated to a, and ¢) = %M??cij the ghost field
associated to aﬁ,m; then, we have the following BRS
transformations:
sc = —icc, sa, = D,c = 0,c + ila,, cl,
selH) = _jelt) (1),
saf! = D, ) =9,cH) + ila", ¢t
st = —iew{ s = —ile, ™),

sptH) = —jcH) p(H), (2.5)

Using the condition (¢”/)* = ¢%, one concludes that

s ) = i e,
ST = i(FYTeH),

s(@")" = —ile. (")),

In the previous equations, and in the sequel, y/{(,,lé)f is

viewed as the projection of a 32 Dirac spinor onto the 16
dimensional Weyl spinor subspace that carries 16 irrep of
SO(10). This projection is carried out by the operator
P+ = 1/2(1 +F11), Fll == i5F1F2...F10.
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To construct the Yukawa terms, one also introduces the
following fermionic field:

O = ()T

B = Hr".

i=odd

(2.6)

Taking into account that (XV)"B = —BXY, one easily

(16)f

deduces that the BRS transformation of y, " is given by

s — o ¢, 2.7)

III. INTRODUCING THE NONCOMMUTATIVE
FIELDS OF THE NONCOMMUTATIVE
SO(10) GUT

Within the enveloping-algebra framework of Refs. [4-6],
one introduces at least a noncommutative field for each
ordinary field. Each noncommutative field is a function—
called the Seiberg-Witten map—of its ordinary counterpart,
the ordinary gauge field and the noncommutativity matrix
. This function—i.e., the Seiberg-Witten map—maps
infinitesimal gauge orbits of the ordinary fields into non-
commutative gauge orbits of their noncommutative coun-
terparts. We shall assume—as suits the Feynman-diagram
language—that the Seiberg-Witten map in momentum
space is given by a formal power series expansion in the
ordinary fields.

Let us first introduce the noncommutative gauge field,
which we shall denote by A,[a,; @], which is the counter-
part of the ordinary field a, in (2.3). A,[a,; @] is a solution
to the following set of Seiberg-Witten map equations:

sncCla,, c;w| = sCla,, c; w),
SpcAula,; 0] = sA,la,; 0], Cla,.c;o =0] = c,
Ala;0 = 0] = a, (Clay. c; o)) = Cla,. c; o],
(Aula;0])f =A [ay;w], (3.1)

where Cla,, c; ] is the noncommutative ghost field, s is
the ordinary BRS operator in (2.5) and s,. is the non-
commutative BRS operator defined as follows:

$pcC = —iCxC, SpeA, = 0,C+1ilA,.Cl,. (32)
Here, C = Cla,, c;w] and A, = A,[a,; w]. The noncom-
mutative field A,[a,;®] is an element of the universal
enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of SO(10) in the
representation induced by the Dirac matrices I,
i=1...10; A, [a,; @] is, therefore, an element of Cl((C).

Next, af,H in (2.4) gives rise to a noncommutative gauge
field, which we shall denote by A'/" )[ {0, o). A,(,H) [al(,H);a)]
solves the following set of Seiberg-Witten map equations:
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(3.3)

(H) [a<H) (H).

where C s @] is the noncommutative ghost field

and s,,. is the noncommutative BRS operator defined in
(3.2), but now C=C#[a{" ¢;0] and A, = A" [al"; 0.

The noncommutative field A,(,H) [a,(JH);w] is an element of

the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of
SO(10) in the representation induced the representation
carried by "), Recall that H labels the representation and
that H = 210, 10,45, 126 and 120.

We shall need the noncommutative field strengths,

F,a,;6] and Fﬁf) la,; 6], to define the Yang-Mills action

on noncommutative space-time for our noncommutative
SO0(10) GUT. We define

wla, 0] =0,A, —0,A, +ilA,.A],,
A, =Aa,; ),

Fial™:0) = 0,4, - 0,4, +i[A,,A,),,
(H)

A, = Af,H) [ay"; ).

34)

Notice that F,,[a,; 6] belongs to Cl;((C) and F,(,IZ’) a,; 6]
takes values in the universal enveloping algebra of de Lie
algebra of SO(10) in the representation induced by the
representation H of the latter.

Using (3.2), one can show that

sF,la,6] =i[F,[a,6].C], = s,F

W[al,;ﬁ}, (3.5)
if C=Cla, c;w]. The
F ,(5) [a,(JH);H], mutatis mutandis.

The noncommutative fermionic fields will be denoted

by \115116) [a ”,y/(llﬁf 0] and \ifélf’)f'[aﬂ,l/?((,m)f;w]. These
noncommutative fermionic fields satisfy the following
equations:

same equation holds for

Snc\IJSII())f [aﬂa ((llﬁ)j,a)] = S\Ij((zlﬁ)f[aﬂy W{Etlﬁ)f, 6],
16 ~ (16 16
o )f[aﬂ,l//é Voo =0] =i,
Snc\il(m)‘ [ a,, V/(IG)f;a)] = S\i’am)f[a/ul/?((zl@f;w]a
G (a5 0 = 0] = 5. (3.6)
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The ordinary BRS operator, s, acts on the ordinary
fermionic fields as given in (2.5) and (2.7).
The action of noncommutative BRS operator, s,,., on

\I/(lé)f[aﬂ w197 @] and UL [a,,, 719F; @] is given by the
formulas:

5, U, = —iCxVU,, s, U, =iV, xC, (3.7)
with C = Cla,, c;], ¥, = \115,16)f[a”, w19/: ] and U, =

‘i’ém)f[aw li/(l())f;w].

The noncommutative Higgs field which is the non-
commutative counterpart of the ordinary Higgs multiplet
o), H =210, 10,45,126, 120, introduced below (2.1),
will be denoted by ¢ [a" p™; w]. p [l p1); ]
solves the following equations:

sned P g 0] = s¢ D0 p; 0],
PO, g = 0] = A, (3.8)
where, by definition,
5ued [0, g1 0] = —iCxd @) pi; ),

C =g 1);g). (3.9)

Next, ¢7a,.¢);w], H=210,10,45,126, 120 will
stand for the noncommutative counterparts of the ordinary
Higgs fields ¢! in (2.2). The Seiberg-Witten map
equations that solve ¢?)[a,, p'"); ] read

Snc(p(H> [aw (p(H) > a)] = S(p<H> [a/u (p(H); 0)] ’

@) [a,, ;0 = 0] = o), (3.10)
where s, is given by
C = Cla,, c; o). (3.11)

We shall need later the noncommutative covariant
derivatives of the noncommutative matter fields, which
are given by

D”[A}\IJ = 0,00 i«
D,[A|F(Y = 9,0 — ;B0 wp
D, AP = 9,00 + A <1,
D, A o) = 9,0 +i[A,, !P],, (3.12)

with w(0f — g10f [awl,,(m)f;w], FUOS — GO,

G197 ), ) = $H ) pH); ), @) = ¢a,,
o) o), A,S ) = A,(4 ))[ (H );a)] and A, = A,[a,; ®].
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IV. THE PECCEI-QUINN CHARGES OF THE
NONCOMMUTATIVE FIELDS

The need to solve the strong CP problem and to explain
why dark matter exists in the observed amount demands [1]
that the ordinary SO(10) GUT of Ref. [1] should have a
spontaneously broken Peccei-Quinn symmetry—see also
Refs. [46,47]. This spontaneously broken global symmetry
gives rise to a particle, called the axion, that may constitute
the dark matter of the Universe.

The Peccei-Quinn symmetry is a global U(1) symmetry
of the action of the ordinary theory. The invariance of the
ordinary Yukawa terms under the Peccei-Quinn symmetry
imposes the following transformation laws on the ordinary

fields yi'®, ¢(19, $(126) and $(120):

' P10 5 =i20045(10)

$126)

(16) _ eiQGW(gm)’

e—i2Q9¢(ﬁ)’ ¢(120) N e—i2Q0¢(120)’

where we have chosen the Peccei-Quinn charge, Q, of the
fermionic multiplet as the unit of the Peccei-Quinn charge.
Notice that the Higgs fields ¢(1%, ¢(12%) must be chosen to
be non-Hermitian, thus giving rise to two irreps of SO(10)
each. In Ref. [1], it has been shown that ¢(45) cannot be
neutral under the Peccei-Quinn U(1), but with charge

0 #0Q:
) = £iQ0H(45)

All the other fields of the SO(10) GUT are chosen to be
neutral under the Peccei-Quinn symmetry.

We shall be conservative and impose that global sym-
metries of the action are not modified by the noncommu-
tative character of space-time. Hence, we shall choose
Seiberg-Witten maps such that the Peccei-Quinn charge of
each noncommutative field is well defined and agrees with
that of its ordinary counterpart, i.e.,

Ui a0 = e iQ”‘I’(lé)[ i),

(p(lo)[ 12Q6'¢ (10). ] 12Q9 )[ ,,,(15(10);60],
(p(126) la, , =200 4 (120) )] = =200 (126) [aﬂ,(ﬁ(m);w],
@(120) la,, =209 (120 5] — =i20agpy(120) [aﬂ,qb(uo);w],

(p(45) [a ezQ’6¢ (45) ,w] 12Q’ )[aﬂ,qﬁ(“);w],

P10 [a,(}o) ~i200,, a)] ¢=1200, >[a,(,lo),go(10>;w],
»(126) [af,m),e‘ime(p(uo);w] — ¢i2004,(126) [a,(,m>,q)(m);a)},
(2)(120) [aLUO)’e—izQe(p(lzo);w] _ e—izg%uzo) [a/(1120>,¢(120);w}7

P49 [31(445) ’ eiQ’H(p(45);w] = 120'04(45) [af,45),go(45);w].

4.1)

That there are Seiberg-Witten maps satisfying the trans-
formation laws in (4.1) is a consequence of the fact that the
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Seiberg-Witten map for the matter fields can always be
chosen so that it is linear in the corresponding ordinary
fields. See Ref. [45] and the Appendix, for further details.

V. THE ACTION OF THE NONCOMMUTATIVE
SO(10) GUT

Let us first point out that we shall assume that Lorentz
indices are raised and lowered with the help of the
Minkowski metric (—, 4, 4, +).

The action, S, which gives the dynamics of our non-
commutative GUT, will be sum of integrated monomials
with regard to the x product of the noncommutative fields,
introduced in the previous section, and their derivatives. We
shall restrict the mass dimension of these monomials to be
less than or equal to 4, since we are interested in
constructing the noncommutative counterpart of a renor-
malizable ordinary SO(10) GUT. So, not considering
monomials with mass dimension bigger than 4 is the
simplest choice to start with. For the sake of simplicity,
we shall also assume that the dependence on @ of the
noncommutative action only occurs through the Seiberg-
Witten map and the » product. We shall demand that the
noncommutative action be invariant under the noncommu-
tative BRS transformations defined in (3.2), (3.7) and
(3.11) and the Peccei-Quinn transformations in (4.1). We
shall break the action into four parts:

S = Sym + Stermionic T Syukawa + SHiggs (5.1

and discuss each part separately below.

A. The noncommutative Yang-Mills action

In view of (3.5) and following Ref. [10], we shall define
the noncommutative Yang-Mills action, Syy;, as follows:

Sym = /d4xTrF la,; w]xF*[a,; o]

- ZK(H ) / d*x TrF ,(,Ij> [a;,H); w]x FHm [a,(,H); o).
"

(5.2)

F,la,;®] and F ,(,IZ) [aﬁ,m; o] are given in (3.4) and the real
constants k., kg are constrained by the following equation:

1
—— =32k, + Y 4L (H)ky (5.3)
H

Iym

gym 1s the tree-level Yang-Mills coupling constant and
I,(H) is the second order Dynkin index of the irrep H of
SO(10), i.e.,

TI'MI(TI)MI({7> = IZ(H)(61k5]l — 5i15jk)'
Notice that (5.3) comes from the need to have the right
normalization of the free kinetic term of the gauge field.
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Positivity of Sy, for Euclidean signature puts further
constraints on the x’s, which are automatically satisfied
if the «’s are positive or vanish.

We should like to point out that there is no reason to set
to zero from the beginning any of the «’s in (5.2), for one-
loop Higgs radiative corrections generate contributions—
see Ref. [16]—to the effective action of gauge field that are
of the type

/ dx TeF 16 o]« FEm o1 0]

B. The fermionic part of action

Furnished with the noncommutative fermionic fields
defined by (3.6) and their covariant derivatives in (3.12),
one constructs the fermionic part of the action, Siermionics Of
our noncommutative GUT. We shall assume that S¢.mionic 15
quadratic in the noncommutative fermionic fields and linear
in the noncommutative gauge field. This is the simplest
choice for an St mionic- Sfermionic reads

Sfermionic = Z <Kf / d4qu]£%5zal)ﬂ [A] \I]£
f

—& / d4xiDﬂ[A]\ilf“0’;d\i/ﬁd>,

where Wy =W [a,.y 0], W= T 0,76 o),

\I/f F— (/)" and \I/f " = (W/)*. The conventions on dotted
and undotted 1ndlces that we use are those of Ref. [48]. The
proper normalization of the free propagator of the fermions
demands that

&+ =1.

C. The Yukawa terms

Let us recall—see, for instance, Ref. [47]—that the most
general Yukawa terms in a renormalizable ordinary SO(10)
GUT with only fermionic multiplets in the 16 irrep reads

) 16) '
/d4 ff’ gl >l//a< !
1f

126 o (126). (16)f’
+Y}f’ )W(]ﬁ)j (p(126)ll/((l )f

+ Y;lz/o)w(lﬁ)fa(P(120)1”96)](’ 4 HC)

Recall that ¢p(19, (120 and $129) have been defined in
(2.2) and (197 has been introduced in (2.6). It is apparent
that the simplicity and beauty of the previous expression
comes from the fact that Higgs fields which occur in it can
be interpreted as elements of Cl;,(C). It is also this feature
of the Higgs fields in the ordinary Yukawa terms above that
enables us to introduce, in a natural way, the following
noncommutative Yukawa terms:
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6)f
Stuaws = 3 [ (¥ 0001

Ir
+ Yfle/6)\i, 16)f"*(p 126)*\1,(16)

+ YOO (120 GO L He),  (5.4)
where

B = [, ],

P = g [, T ),

H
o) = Mg\ pM: @],
= 10,126,120

are Seiberg-Witten maps that solve (3.6) and (3.10). By
construction, Syyawa> 1N (5.4), is invariant under BRS
transformations of the ordinary fields and the correspond-
ing noncommutative BRS transformations in (3.7)
and (3.11).

Let us point out that the noncommutative Higgses &55”%
I =1...dimH, H = 10, 126, 120 defined by (3.8) are of no
help for constructing integrated cubic monomials, with
regard to the x product, of the noncommutative fields
\ilglﬁ)f, ‘I!((lm)f and gbgH). Indeed, let 7" be complex
numbers, then, the fact that the » product is not commutative

and that C[a,,, ¢; w] and C\*) [, ¢); o] take values in the
enveloping algebra of SO(10), prevents the term

/ AT O G g 10 (5.5)

from being invariant under the noncommutative BRS trans-
formations in (3.7) and (3.9). This result holds whatever the
ordering of the fields in (5.5).

In view of the previous discussion the reader may ask
why we have introduced the noncommutative Higgs fields

@5’1). We shall answer this question in the next subsection.

D. The Higgs action

Shiges 10 (5.1) contains only Higgs fields and gauge
fields. Let us begin by introducing the kinetic terms. These
we take to be quadratic in the noncommutative Higgs fields
and their covariant derivatives. We also assume that—as in
the ordinary field theory case—these terms are semipositive
definite after a Wick rotation has been performed. We thus
end up with the following gauge covariant kinetic terms for
the noncommutative Higgses:

’Cnggs = _Z/d4 sH

+ ty Tr((D,[Alo"™) 7D, [Ale ")),

]¢( ))TD (A p )

(5.6)
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where D, [A" )]q’z( ) and D .[AJe!") are given in (3.12) and

= 210 10,45,126 and 120 The parameters sy and ty
are positive real numbers such that each free kinetic term
has the right normalization.

It is plain that the second summand of (5.6) is needed, for
the noncommutative Yukawa terms in (5.4) involve (p(H ).
To provide the rationale for the first summand of (5.6), we
must discuss why the construction of a phenomenologically
sensible noncommutative Higgs potential seems to require
that the noncommutative fields ¢ be added to the pool of
noncommutative Higgs fields.

In Ref. [49], it has been analyzed the classical vacuum
structure of an ordinary SO(10) GUT with a Higgs in the 45
and another in the 16. It has been shown there that if the
monomial Tr((p*))Tp*3) (p#3))¢*)) occurs in the Higgs
potential, then the monomial (Tr((p*))"*3)))? must be
also a summand of the Higgs potential. This result comes
from demanding boundedness from below of the Higgs
potential and absence of tachyons.

Now, it is true that the ordinary GUT corresponding to
our noncommutative GUT has a Higgs content more
involved than the one used in Ref. [49] and that no analysis
similar to that in the latter paper has been carried out for an
ordinary GUT with our Higgs content; so it cannot be
claimed that both types of monomials must necessarily
occur in the Higgs potential. However, until such a
complicated analysis is carried out in the ordinary case,
we shall play it safe and include in the noncommutative
Higgs potential noncommutative counterparts of both
Te((9!") 9" (™) ™) and (Tr((p")T\"))*, H =
210, 10,45,126 and 120.

It is plain that

/d4xTr( (H ))T*(p *((p )*(pH))) and
/d4xTr((p(H))T*((p<H>)T*(p(H)*((p(H))

are invariant under the noncommutative BRS transforma-
tions in (3.11), provided @) is given by a Seiberg-Witten
map. However,

[ (@) ag)2

is not invariant under the noncommutative BRS trans-
formations in (3.11), for—unlike the ordinary case—the
unintegrated monomial (Tr((g™))"x@)))?) is not invari-
ant under BRS transformations and, what is worse, its BRS
variation is not a total derivative. Hence, to construct the
noncommutative counterpart of the ordinary integrated
monomial

/ e (Te((H) )2, (5.7)
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we shall take into account that Tr((¢p!!))fp())) =
sy ()i q)gﬂ)), where sy is a real number—s,;, =
32 x 4!, 519 = 32,545 = 16, ...—whose actual value is
irrelevant to our discussion, and use the noncommutative
scalar @EH) in (3.8), rather than (p(H), to define the non-
commutative counterpart of the integrated ordinary mono-
mial in (5.7) as follows:

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 065018 (2014)
/fnﬁwwu%mw.

Let Q") stand for either @) or its Hermitian conjugate
(). Then, we are now ready to introduce the non-
commutative Higgs-potential term, VHiggS, of our non-
commutative SO(10) GUT:

‘A/Higgg Za T1"“/51 + ZﬂH] A )”*ff) ) (((25 ) )H*fl’ )+}’210 Trp')
HH,
+ ZKHIHZ Tr(Q(Hl)*Q(H2)> + Z YHH,H, Tr(Q(Hl)*Q(HZ)*Q(H3))
HH, H HyH
+ Z p Tr(Q(Hl)*Q(Hz)*Q(H3>*Q(H4))’ (5.8)
H HyH3H, '

where ay, By b,> Ku Hy> YH HyH, AH HyHyH, &€ NUMberS;
which are real, if the monomial they go with is real.
Boundedness from below of VHiggS put constraints on the
couplings fy’s and Ay p,p,m,’s- H, Hy, H, H3 and H,
run over the set 210, 10,45, 126, 126, 120. The mono-
mials Tr(QW)xQH2)) Tr(QH)xQH2)xQH3))  and
Tr(QW) x QH2) % Q(H3) x Q(H4)) satisfy the following con-
ditions: (i) The sum of the Peccei-Quinn charges of the
fields entering the monomial must vanish—thus, the action
will have a Peccei-Quinn symmetry; (ii) if a monomial
occurs, so does its Hermitian conjugate multiplied by the
appropriate complex conjugate coupling constant; and
(iii) monomials obtained by cyclic permutations of the
fields of a given monomial are dropped. Notlce that, b?/
setting to zero the ordinary gauge fields in 0" and ¢ (p, ,
Vnggg in (5.8) yields the Higgs potential for the ordinary
Higgses on noncommutative space-time. This noncommu-
tative potential further reduces to the appropriate—a quartic

|

/ & x Tr(e1) w0410 = 41 x 16% / ”l

(210)

X (P3)¢i]jlklk2 (p4) |:—e%(P1—P3)Apz)wyly2plﬂz

« sin(% P3ADP2)
P3NAD2

The right-hand side (rhs) of the previous equation has been
derived with the help of the results presented in the
Appendix. Let us stress that terms like the one in the
previous equation describe the tree-level coupling between
different species of ordinary Higgses, and the ordinary
gauge field, as they move around in noncommutative
space-time. Tree-level couplings such as this are not
possible in ordinary Minkowski space-time, so its eventual

+eP1\P2 gt Pay,

|
polynomial—Higgs potential on ordinary Minkowski
space-time by setting " = 0.

Finally, the BRS invariant noncommutative Higgs
action, Spges, reads

— 4 X7
SHiggs - ,CHiggs - / d vaiggsv

where Kpges and VHiggs are given in (5.6) and (5.8),
respectively.

Before closing this section we would like to point out
that there are monomials in Ve, that vanish—due to SO
(10) invariance—at w** = 0, but are nonvanishing other-
wise. These monomials yield intrinsically noncommutative
interactions—since they vanish at @’ = 0—between
Higgses of several species and the gauge field. Let us give
just one example:

2@%<m+pfua+mxw>u@o¢“@adﬁ

sm(§ P3ADPY)
P3ADI

Si“(% P3AD4)
D3ADP4

4 eaP AN Patps) gk P,

+ 0(al).

[
experimental detection will give a clear hint of the non-
commutative character of space-time. This strategy to
experimentally probe the possible noncommutative char-
acter of space-time was pioneered by the authors of
Ref. [50].

Another peculiarity of the noncommutative Higgs-
potential term in (5.8) is that it contains a contribution
that is proportional to Trp(2!9). This term is not forbidden
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neither by gauge invariance nor by the Peccei-Quinn sym-
metry. Using the results presented in the Appendix one shows
that Tre(?'?) vanishes at @ = 0 and that the first nontrivial
contribution coming from it occurs at order (a M)z, thus giving
rise to a non-Lorentz invariant coupling between two gauge
fields and the 210 Higgs. Notice that similar terms for the
other Higgses of the GUT will explicitly break the Peccei-
Quinn symmetry and this would not do.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we have successfully formulated the
classical action of a noncommutative SO(10) GUT which
is the counterpart of the phenomenologically relevant
ordinary SO(10) GUT of Ref. [1]. The noncommutative
model presented here has two immediate distinct qualita-
tive phenomenological consequences: one is the possibility
of breaking particle Lorentz invariance by having non-
commutative coordinates while there are grand unification
effects at work; the other is the existence of tree-level
interactions between several Higgs species that do not
occur in the corresponding ordinary SO(10) of Ref. [1]:
those interactions vanish as @** — 0. The detection of these
noncommutative interactions will strongly support the idea
that space-time is not a smooth manifold at high enough
energies. A quantitative study of these two consequences
requires a separate paper.

An important issue that should be tackled without delay
is the analysis of the UV/IR mixing effects in this non-
commutative theory. We would like to stress that another
physical consequence of our formulation is that those UV/
IR mixing effects do not generally occur in the same type of
terms as in noncommutative U(N) theories. Indeed, for U
(N) theories, the UV/IR mixing phenomenon makes
the two point function of the effective action of the
ordinary field develop the following well-known IR diver-
gences [51]:

d%c(m) _ %a)”"{apC(ha)),Ap(hw)}*h,
d
dh 2
A, (h=0)=a,,
d

2

Ay(h=0) = aq,

where the Greek indices run over 0,1,2 and 3 and *,, denotes
the Moyal product where o' has replaced o*”.

Now, neither A, nor a4 enter the first two equations in
(A1), so these two equations give Seiberg-Witten maps
Cla,,c;w| and A,[ap;w] which do not depend on ay.
On the other hand, the last equation in (Al) yields a

Ch=0)=c,

A ) = 3077 (4, (), 0,4, (h)}., ~ 30 A, (1) 8, A, ()}, + 5 r ™A, (h). A, (ho) A, (ho)], )

A 0) = 30" (A, (), DAy (1)}, = 507, (1) g ()., + 0 (A, (), 14, (o), Ag ()], }

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 065018 (2014)

P'p”
Tra,(p) e

Tra,(p) In(—p?p?)(p*n* — p*p*) Tra,(—p).

Trau (_p) ’

But these types of terms do not occur for simple gauge
groups since now Tra, = 0. Recall that p* = 0 p,. Of
course, in view of the calculations presented in Ref. [36] for
the U(1) case, the detailed computation of the UV/IR
structure of the model formulated here will involve very
lengthy and complicated computations.

An issue which should also be addressed is a compre-
hensive study of the set of classical vacua of our SO(10)
GUT and how it is modified at the quantum level. Of
course, the phenomenology that the SO(10) GUT presented
here gives rise to should be studied. In this regard the
analysis—perhaps, along the lines of Refs. [37—40]—of the
neutrino physics that our GUT yields looks particularly
interesting.
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APPENDIX

It has been discussed in Ref. [45] how to obtain
systematically @-exact solutions to the Seiberg-Witten
map equations in (3.1), (3.3), (3.6) and (3.8). Here, we
shall show how to construct a #-exact solution to (3.10).

Let us first point out that (3.1) holds in any number of
space-time dimensions whatever the value of noncommu-
tativity matrix @'/. Now, assume that we are in 4 + 1 space-
time dimensions and that o, i, j = 0, 1,2, 3,4 is such that
" =0, u=0,1,2,3. It was shown in Refs. [42,43] that
the following “evolution” equations give a solution to (3.1)

*p,

*p?

(AD)

|
Seiberg-Witten map A4[a,,, as; w] which depends on both
a, and ay. Let us particularize (Al) to ordinary fields
a; = (ay.a4), p=0,1,2,3, which do not depend on x*
and ordinary ghost fields which do not depend on x*, either.
For these ordinary field configurations we have that

Cla,.c;o], A la,;o] and A,la,,as; ] solving (Al) do
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not depend on x*, so they are actually noncommutative

fields which live in 3 4- 1 space-time dimensions. From this
four-dimensional point of view, A,[a,;®] and Cla,, ¢; o]
are, respectively, the noncommutative gauge field and the
corresponding ghost field—i.e., A,[a,;®] and Cla,, ¢; o]
solve (3.1) in 3 + 1 dimensions, whereas A,[a,, a,; ] is a
noncommutative field solving

sAsla,.ay;0]=04Cla,, c;0] +i[[A4]a,.a;0],Cla,,c;0]],

=—i[Cla,.c;0],A4la,,a4:0]],.

A4[0)ZO] =dy,

since 0,Cla,, c;w] = 0. If, in the previous equation one
substitutes ¢\ [a,, p"); w] for A a,. go< ); w], one obtalns
(3.10). Hence, by replacmg Ay with (p( and a, with ¢!

in the last equation of (Al), a solution to (3.10) will be
produced, if the term involving 0, is dropped. We have this
shown that the evolution problem that yields the Seiberg-
Witten map which defines ®(*!) reads

OH [, p); heo] = ¥,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 065018 (2014)

d% B () — %wﬂ"{AP(hw), 0,8 (hw)} .

oA, (o). 14, (h0), 2 ()], )

*p 0

) (h = 0) = ), (A2)

The w-exact solution to (A2) that is a formal series
expansion in power of the ordinary fields is obtained
recursively. ~ Let us  express A,[a,;hw]  and
®Ha, ¢"); ho)] as follows:

a s ho| = ZA a, s hol,
n>0
o Wla,. ¢\; ho) = @HD[a, ¢ ho),
n>0

where A\ [a,; hw] and ®HM[a,, ¢H); hew) are monomials
of degree n with regard to A,. Then substituting them in
(A2), one obtains the infinite set of equations,

O, o1 ] = /dh<2a;ﬂa{A (h ),3g¢(H)}*/,>,
0

¥ay 0] = [ (o (47 ). 010
0

1
D}, + 504 (ho). 0,20 (ho)},,

i
404l ), W (). 41, )., ).

n—1

! 1 n—m m
B0a,. 0 = [ dh<ziwf”’{A,() (o). 0,8 (ha)}.,

m=0

>

my+my+msy=n

where m; > 0, my > 0 and m; > 0. We would like to stress that each ®(7) la,. P,
). Hence, the corresponding equation in (4.1) holds for this Seiberg-Witten map.

field ¢

éwpa{Aﬁ()ml)(hw)’ [At(ymﬁ(ha))’ ¢(H.m3)(hw)]*h}*h> 5

n>3, (A3)

] in (A3) is linear in the ordinary

Next, with the help of the results presented in Ref. [45], one may work out the rhs of each equality in (A3) recursively; we shall

display below the explicit expressions that we have obtained for ®(7-1) [a,. P

CD(H'l)[a,,,qﬁ(H);w] /(d4[))1 (dz]f;

e zplAPZ -1

e (P1p2)x gy Py, (

] and ®H 2 [a,,, pH); w]:

esPIADY —

(H)
PIAD ¢ (Pz)aul(l%)

Lol ,<p1>¢<H><p2>>,

P1AD2

where pyAp, = @2 py, p,,,, and
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d4P1 d4P2 d4p3

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 065018 (2014)

) 1
q)(sz) [a,l)’ ¢(H)70)] = / <2”)4 (271.)4 (271')4 ¢ (Prtpetps) {5(0’4 a)pa[z(pZ‘T&Ip‘l&ﬂ”z =+ plaﬁﬂlll&zz)

— (P2 = P1),80' 85°1p3.[G(—p3: p1. pas w)ay, (p1)ay, (p2) ™) (ps)

+G(p3; p1s P2 @)™ (p3)ay, (p1)a, (pa2)] + @@ (py + p3), P38 8

X [g(P1§P27P3§w)am (P1)a;42(P2)¢<H) (p3) +G(=p15 P2 p3;a))a,,2 (Pz)fﬁ(”) (P3)%] (1)
+G(p1; p2s P3: @)y, (p1)ay, (p2) ) (p3) + G(=pis pa, p3s @)ay, (p1)) (p3)ay, (p2)]

|
= 5@ [F(pis pa. p3i @)ay, (p1)ay, (P2)p") (p3) + F(=pi; p2. p3i w)ay, (p2)d\ ™ (p3)a,, (p1))

+ F(p1: pa. p: @) (p3)a,, (p2)a,, (p1) + F(=pi; pa. p3sw)ay, (p1)¢(H)(p3)aﬂ2(pz)]}-

In the previous equation, G and F are the complex conjugates of the functions G and JF, respectively. The functions G and F are

defined as follows:

1 e~ PIAPIEPIADITPIAPY) — |

e~ PiAptpiAps) |

G(p1spr. Pyi@) =

PaAP3 [PiAP2 + PIAP3 + P2AP3 PIAD2 + PIAD3

e‘%(l’l AP2H+PIAP3+PIADS) _ 1

-7:(191;172,[73;0)) =

PIADy + PIADP3 + PaADs
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