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ABSTRACT

One of the prime achievements of noncommutative geometry (NCG), a
branch of mathematics, is its application to (particle) physics. We delve into
the application of NCG to supersymmetry, which has received relatively little
attention so far. The results are twofold. First, we present a noncommutative
approach to the supersymmetric version of the Einstein-Yang-Mills system.
Second, we make some first efforts towards a description of the Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) by deriving super-QCD, the su-
persymmetric extension of the theory of quarks and gluons.

Keywords: noncommutative geometry, supersymmetry, MSSM, supersym-
metric Einstein Yang Mills model, super-QCD.
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INTRODUCTION

This thesis is the result of my Master’s research in the field of Theoretical
High Energy Physics, that I have been conducting under the supervision
of Dr. W. van Suijlekom from summer ‘08 to August '09. It deals with the
noncommutative approach to supersymmetry. Noncommutative geometry
(NCGQG) is a vast and modern field of mathematics in which many notions
from other mathematical branches meet. In a nutshell, NCG is about extends
the correspondence between commutative algebras and spaces to algebras
whose elements do not commute, corresponding to some virtual noncom-
muting space. In the past decades it became clear that noncommutative
geometry is well suited for physical applications.

Indeed, by now one of the prime successes of noncommutative geometry
from a physical point of view is that it provides an alternative, geometrical,
interpretation of the Standard Model (SM). This Standard Model is a theory
that describes nature at the smallest scales accessible to man. It does so in
terms of elementary particles and their interactions. The accuracy of the SM
is astonishing and its predictions got (and get) confirmed in experiments time
and time again .! For theoretical reasons, however, it is widely recognized
that at certain energies beyond those currently available in experiments the
predictions made by the Standard Model should become less and less accu-
rate. Its validity has to ‘break down” at some point.

This is where supersymmetry (SUSY) comes into play. Supersymmetry de-
scribes a certain symmetry between the two types of elementary particles;
fermions and bosons. That is, it states that for each fermion appearing in a
certain theory there should be a boson that is somehow associated to it. In
such a case we call these particles each others superpartners. A particularly
important example of a supersymmetric theory is the Minimal Supersymmet-
ric Standard Model (MSSM) which states that for every particle that appears
in the Standard Model, there should be a —yet unobserved— superpartner.>
The MSSM is regarded by many as being a promising candidate for accu-
rately describing nature ‘beyond the Standard Model'.

The subject of this thesis is to make first efforts to see to what extent noncom-
mutative geometry is capable of giving an alternative description not only
for the SM, but for the MSSM as well.

This thesis is divided into several parts. The first is dedicated to set the
stage for a number of mathematical notions and concepts (not necessarily
typical for noncommutative geometry) that will be needed in the rest of this
thesis. I cannot emphasize enough that is not meant as —and by far is—
an exhausting coverage of noncommutative geometry; in general, we only
introduce here what will be needed later on. Due to the nature of this part,
it will unfortunately be rather prosaic; it mainly contains definitions and
examples.

1 All particles predicted by the SM have indeed been detected in particle accelerators. Except for
one; the infamous Higgs boson.
2 This characterization is not completely right, but it is more or less.



What follows is the actual core of this thesis; the application of noncommuta-
tive geometry to supersymmetric field theory. In Part II (Chapters 9 to 11) we
consider the Einstein-Yang-Mills model. Using a vocabulary that is (partly)
typical for noncommutative geometry, we investigate to what extent this
model exhibits supersymmetry.

In Part III we set our first steps on MSSM-grounds: we consider a simplifica-
tion of the SM by discarding most of its particles and try to 'supersymmetrize’
what is left using noncommutative geometry.

In both Part II as III there is a chapter that serves as an interlude; Chapter 9
provides a very sketchy introduction to supersymmetry, whereas Chapter
12 can be regarded as a brief introduction to the Standard Model, but in the
approach of noncommutative geometry. Even if your are a physicist that is
(very) familiar with the Standard Model, I can advice you to have a look at it.
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(C*-)ALGEBRAS & MODULES

The concepts that appear in this chapter were already widely used before the
advent NCG and are consequently certainly not unique for NCG. Despite
that, they may be considered as being part of the toolbox of noncommuta-
tive geometry. We will briefly discuss what a C*-algebra is and give some
examples. After that, C*-modules are introduced. At the end of the chapter
the notion of Morita equivalence will be mentioned.

2.1 (C*-)ALGEBRAS

> Definition 2.1 [(Unital) algebral. An (associative) algebra A is a vector space
over some field F (in general R or C), equipped with a product A x A — A that
obeys

(ab)e = a(be) (associativity)
a(b+c)=ab+ac, (a+b)c=ac+bec (linearity 1)
flab) = (fa)b = a(fb) (linearity 2)

foralla,b,c € A, f € F. In general, an algebra need not have a unit 1 € A obeying
la=al=a VacA Ifisdoes though, the algebra is called unital.

Just as for a vector spaces, we can define on a algebras something called a
norm:

> Definition 2.2 [Norm]. A norm isamap ||.| : A — F that obeys

lla+ 0| < |la|| + ||b]| (triangle inequality)
I fall = 1f[llal

lal| > 0and |ja] =0 a=0

foralla,be A, f € F. Here|.| : F — Risanormon F.

> Definition 2.3 [Involution, involutive algebral. An involution on an alge-
bra A over a field F is a map * : A — A (that sends a — a*), such that

(ab)* =b*a”,
(a+b)*=a" +b",

(@) =a,

(fa)* = fa*

forall a,b € A, f € F. We call an algebra on which an involution is defined an
involutive algebra.

> Definition 2.4 [Banach algebral. Let A be an associative algebra over the real
or complex numbers that is equipped with a norm and that is complete with respect
to that norm. If additionally we have

labll < flall[lo] ¥ a,be A,

we call A a Banach algebra.



So the definition of a Banach algebra combines the notions ‘algebra” and
‘norm’. In the same sense we can introduce an involution and call what we
end up with a C*-algebra:

> Definition 2.5 [C*-algebral. A C*-algebra is a Banach algebra A equipped
with an involution that obeys

la*al| = [la]|* Vac€A. (2.1)
Equation 2.1 is known as the C*-identity.
Note that from being a Banach algebra it follows that |jaa*|| = ||a||? as well,
since

lall* = lla*all < [la*[[llall = llall < fla*-

By replacing a with a* we similarly have that ||a*|| < ||a|| and consequently
la*|| = ||a|| for any a € A. Combining this with the C*-identity yields
laa™ || = [|(a*a)*|| = lla*al| = [la]l*.

We will give one of the most elementary examples of a C*-algebra.

> Example 2.6. is the algebra My (C) of N x N matrices with complex co-
efficients, regarded as operators on CV. If we define a norm on My (C) by

IT|| ;== min{c : [|Tz]| <c||z||Vz € (CN||,

and let T* be T after transposing and complex conjugation of its entries, it is
seen that My (C) is indeed a C*-algebra.

Another example —and one that will play an important role— is the follow-
ing.

> Example 2.7. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and let C (X, C) (or just
C(X) for short) be the space of continuous functions from X to C. This is not
only a vector space over C; we can turn this into an algebra as well by defining a
product fg by

(f9)(x) := f(x)g(x)  VzeX (2.2)
In addition, we can make it an involutive algebra by defining
CX)>f— freC(X), ff(x) = f(x) Vo € X. (2.3)

Here the symbol Z simply indicates the complex conjugate of z € C. Now we add
to this data a norm (the so called sup-norm) given by

A1l += sup [ f(z)]- (24)
r€X
This can be seen to be a Banach algebra®:
1fgll = sup [(fg)(x)] = sup |f(x)l|g(z)]
zeX zeX
< sup [f(x)] sup |g(=)| = [ f]lllgll
zeX reX
In addition, it satisfies the C*-identity (2.1) as well:
1F*f1l = sup |f(2)f ()] = sup |f(2)f ()| = I/l
reM xeM

1 The proof of completeness uses topology; we will omit it here but refer to [16, §2.7] instead.




We combine the above two examples.

> Example 2.8. Let C(X, Mn(C)) be the space of matrix-valued functions.
A product and involution are given by

(f9)(@) := f(x)g(x) Ve X,

and

fr@) = f(a)"
That this is also a C*-algebra follows from the previous examples.

For future use we can define a concept closely related to an algeba:

> Definition 2.9 [Opposite algebral. Suppose A is an algebra over a field F'.
We can construct the opposite algebra A° of A as follows; take

A° = {a’a € A}, (2.5)

with addition and scalar multiplication the same as in the case of A: (a + b)° =
a®+b°, (Aa)° = Aa® Va,b € A, X\ € F. The thing that makes A° different from A
is the multiplication:

(ba)® := a’b°.
2.2 MODULES

Another important concept that has a central role in what follows is that of
a module? It can be regarded as a generalization of the notion of a vector
space in the sense that the latter is defined over a field whereas the first can
be defined over any ring.

> Definition 2.10 [Module]. Let A be an algebra over a field F'. A right module

& is a vector space over F that allows for a right action € x A — &, (n,a) — (na)
that fulfills

n(ab) = (na)b, (2.6a)
n(a +b) = na + nb, (2.6b)
(n+¢)a=na+Ca (2.6¢)

foralln,( € £and a,b € A.

N.B. As said above, modules are in principle defined in terms of rings. Rings
and algebras are related however, which enables us to extend the definition
of a module in terms of an algebra by additionally requiring that it is a vector
space as well.

We can just as easily define a left module when it has a left action (n,a) — an.
In addition we can define a bimodule if, for two algebras A and B, there is a
mutually commuting left-A and right-5 action:

(an)b = a(nb) Vaec A,be Bandn e €. (2.7)

Needless to say, the properties (2.6a) to (2.6c) defining the module vary
slightly in those cases.

The swarm of left/right/bimodules can sometimes be confusing. In cases
where confusion may possibly occur we write 4&gp for a left-A right-B bi-
module.

2 For a good treatment [1] is recommended.



> Example 2.11. Note that any (associative) algebra A is a module over itself,
by using the multiplication on A; just compare the Definitions 2.1 of an algebra
to Definition 2.10 of a module.

Let us expand the previous example a bit:

> Example 2.12. Define A" := A x A x ... x A (n times). Elements of this
space are then n-tuples with entries in A: {(a1,a2,...,a,) | a1,...a, € A}.
We make A™ a A-bimodule by defining

a(a1;a2a ce 'aan) = (a’alvaa27 cee 7aan)7

(a1,az2,...,a,)a = (a1a,az2a,...,a,a).
The properties (2.6a) to (2.6¢) are then easily verified.
If A'is an algebr over C, we can identify this space with C" ®c A by

.A”9{al,...an}HZei®ai€C"®cA.

K2

Here e; is the i’th (canonical) basis vector of C™.

> Example 2.13. Let X be a compact space. We denote by I'(X, S) the space
of spinor-valued functions; for any ¢ € I'(X, S) we write ¢(x) € S, where
S is a complex, finite-dimensional vector space. I'(X,S) is seen to be a left
C(X)-module by the definition

(f)(x) = f(@)Y(x) € S» VfeCM), ¢ el(X,S). (2.8)

From the compactness of X we infer that elements of C(X) act as bounded
multiplication operators on I'(X, S).

Related to the concept of a module is that of a contragredient module.

> Definition 2.14 [Contragredient modulel. Let A and B be two involutive
algebras and let £ be a left-A right-B bimodule. We define the contragredient
module £° of £ as the space

E%:={m,nect} (2.9)
It has left-B right-A action, inherited from E:

b7a = a*nb*, (2.10)
and is thus a right-A left-B bimodule.

N.B. Equivalently this makes £° a left-.4° right-3° bimodule, where .4° and
B¢ are the opposite algebras of A and B respectively (see Definition 2.9); if,
for a® € A° and 7] € £°, we define a°7 := a*n, we easily see that

ajasn = ajasn = (aza1)*n = (aza1)°7, (2.11)

in correspondence with the product structure on .A°. The case for B is similar,
£° becoming a left-A° right-3° bimodule.



> Definition 2.15 [Endomorphisms of a module]. For a right A-module £ we
let

Enda(€) :=={¢: € — & : 9(na) = ¢(n)a, ¢(m +m2) = ¢(m) + (n2)
VaeAnmn,n €&} (2.12)

be the A-linear endomorphisms of €. This can be given the structure of an algebra,
with the product given by composition.

Given an algebra A and modules £4 and 4F, we can construct a tensor
product over A of £ and F, denoted by £ ® 4 F.3 For such a tensor product
we have the relations

N+ BAE=10aE+( DAk
NOA(E+X)=10aE+n@aX
na@al=n®sal  VacAn(elxeF.
In cases where it is obvious that we take the tensor product over an algebra

instead of over a field, we may drop the reference to the algebra in the
notation.

2.3 INNER PRODUCTS & NORMS ON MODULES

The definitions and examples merely had preparatory purposes: just as we
enriched algebras with extra structures to yield C*-algebras, we can make
the transition from ordinary modules to something called C*-modules.

> Definition 2.16 [Pre-C*-module, Hermitian pairing]. Suppose A is a C*-
algebra over C and suppose € is a right-A module. We call £ a pre-C*-module if
we define a pairing (.,.) : € x € — A, that behaves nicely with the vector space
structure:

(n, 21€ + 228) = 21(n, C) + 22(n, &) Vz1,20 € C (2.13)

and on top of that satisfies

(n,Ca+&b) = (n,Q)a + (n,8)b,
(n,0)* = (¢,m),
(n,m) >0, (nn)=0&n=0 Va,bec An,( k. (2.14)

We will generally refer to a pairing as above as a (A-valued) Hermitian pairing.
If on £ 4 such a pairing (., .) is defined, the contragredient module 4£° natu-

rally carries a pairing (.,.)" as well, by (7, )" := (1, ().

Now if you would want to derive a norm from the pairing as just mentioned,
you run into trouble: since it takes values in 4 instead of in C, a norm like
Inll := /(n,n) will not work since the square root of an element in A is in
general not defined. We can however, take

[lle: &€ =R with |nlle == /l[(n,n)])a, (2.15)

where the second norm is that on .A. This norm is seen to satisfy all the
requirements that have been laid out in Definition 2.2.

3 We will not delve into the precise construction of a tensor product over an algebra, but mention
that it is not too different from the construction of a tensor product over a field and refer for
further information to [1, § 19].



> Definition 2.17. If a pre-C*-module & is complete in the norm defined by (2.15),
we call it a C*-module.

> Example 2.18. If we look at Examples 2.11 and 2.12 —but now with A a
C*-algebra— we can define in a simple manner an A-valued Hermitian pairing
on Aand A" by

(a,b) :==a"b VYa,be A

and

((a1,..an), (b1, b)) = > ajb; Va;bi €A

i=1

respectively. That these definitions obey the properties of Definition 2.16 is easy
to check.

> Example 2.19. The C(X)-module of spinor-valued functions I'(X, S) (see
Example 2.13) can be furnished with a Hermitian pairing

(,):T(S) xI'(S) — C(X), (2.16)
by setting
(¥, 0)(@) = (¥ (@), x(2)), (2.17)

where with (.,.) : Sy x Sy — C the complex inner product on the spinor
representation is meant.

Given a C*-module £ 4 with Hermitian pairing (.,.), we can form the set of
operators

Il € =& (&) = n(C, &) (2.18)

Since for each a € A, |n)(¢|(¢a) = n(¢,&)a = |n){{|(§{)a so that all operators
of this form are elements of End 4(€) (see Definition 2.15), their composition
being of the form

Im(Clel&) (Xl = In(C, ))xl Vn.¢, & x €€

Furthermore we can give an adjoint of each of these operators with respect
to the pairing (.,.), that is

(17, 16)(€Ix) = (1, ) (&, x) = (&(¢,m), x) = (1E)(Clmx) VYV, x €€,

ie. |O)" = 1&)(¢|- All finite sums of this kind of terms form an algebra,
which we denote by End’ (£).4

2.4 MORITA EQUIVALENCE

Morita equivalence is a relation between two rings (and therefore algebras).
Though it is a weaker relation than isomorphism, many of the properties of
an object are preserved under Morita equivalence.

For the existence of a Morita equivalence of two C*-algebras, two definitions
can be given.

Actually, we take its closure with respect to the norm derived from (., .).

10



> Definition 2.20 [Morita equivalence 1]. Two C*-algebras A and B are said
to be Morita equivalent if there exist C* bimodules 4€g and gF 4 such that

ERpF~A FRpE~DB (2.19)

> Definition 2.21 [Morita equivalence 2]. A and B are Morita equivalent if
there exist a full right A module® € such that

End% (&) ~ B, (2.20)
where End’ () as defined in the previous section.

That these definitions are in fact equivalent is seen for example in [14,
Thm. 4.26].

> Lemma 2.22. Any C*-algebra A is Morita equivalent to itself.

Proof. If we take the first definition with A = B, we immediately see that this
istrue with £ = F = A. O

This fact will prove to be of great interest of use, as we will see in Section 6.

5 In this context full means that the closure of (€, £) := span{(n,¢) : n,{ € £} must be equal to £.

11
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ASPECTS OF DIFFERENTIAL GEOMETRY

The purpose of this chapter is mainly to prepare for the next one, in which
many of the ideas and concepts introduced here, will be used. Differential
geometry is branch of mathematics that deals with (topological) spaces that
are not R™ for some n, but "locally’ look like it. We introduce the notion of a
manifold and its tangent and cotangent spaces. From there on, we will work
towards the definition of the scalar curvature of a manifold, introducing the
concepts of vector fields, covector fields, connections and metrics.

3.1 MANIFOLDS

> Definition 3.1 [Manifold]. Let M be a Hausdorff space. We call M a manifold
if there exists an atlas, i.e. a family of charts {(U;, ¢;)}, where U; C M with
U, Us = M and ¢; : U; — R™ a homeomorphism such that for each two U;, U;
with U; N U; # 0 the transition map ¢; o ¢j_1 1 0;(U;NU;) — ¢0;(U;NT;) is
smooth. Such a manifold is said to be of dimension n.

Intuitively this says that if we can find a set of patches U;, each of which is
isomorphic to a subset of R" for some fixed n, where all of these patches
together totally cover M, then we call M a manifold. We say M is locally
isomorphic to R™. In general the term local is sometimes used if we have a
description in terms of some explicitly chosen chart. Often we will —for
obvious reasons— denote a chart by {(U;, z;)}.

> Example 3.2. A simple, though instructive example of a manifold is the two-
sphere with radius 1:

S2 = {(x1, 22, 23) | x% +x§ +m§ =1}

We can describe this space with an atlas consisting of two charts, Uy and Us,.
They are given by

Uy == 8% —-{(1,0,0)} Uy := 8% - {(~1,0,0)}
If we define maps ¢1 2 : Uy 2 — R? by

(w2, 3)
1-— X1 '

(w2, x3)
142

Because of the specific signs in the numerator, these maps are well defined. We
see that Uy U Uy = S? and that ¢1—1 is given by

_ l-yi—ys  2n 2y»
¢1 ' (y1,92) = < ; ; :
! Ttyf+ys" T+yf+y3 1+ 07 + 03
Now U; NUz; =S —{(1,0,0), (—1,0,0)} so that for one of the two transition
functions
P21 1= pa00y " 1 ¢1(Ur N Uz) — ¢a(Ur N U2)
we have
Y Y2
P21(y1,2) = ( : ) ;
o) =\ i+ 2
which is indeed an infinitely differentiable nowhere vanishing function. For the

transition function ¢, we have a similar result, from which we may conclude
that S? is a manifold, locally isomorphic to R?.

¢1(z1, 02, 73) = ; ¢s(w1,22,73) =

13



3.2 TANGENT & COTANGENT SPACES

With a curve we mean a continuous map v : I — M from some real interval
I, sweeping out a path in M. We denote the variable that runs through I
with ¢.

We can take two such curves 71, y2, with respective intervals Iy, I>. If these
curves have the same value p at some point s € Iy U I, i.e. y1(s) = 12(s) = p,
and if for some ¢;, belonging to a U; in which the curves (1) and 2 (t2)
are contained for all ¢; € I and t» € I, we have

d
= a@ow(t) )

t=s

Soem(o)]_
(i.e. the derivatives of these two curves at the point s coincide), we say that
these curves are tangent at the point s. Now ‘being tangent’ is equivalence
relation and we can consider the equivalence classes of such tangent curves.
We denote the representative —the ‘tangent vector’— of an equivalence class
containing v by +/(s).

Without loss of generality, we can suppose s = 0 from here on.

Figure 3.1: A set of tangent curves at a point
p € M. The representative of their
equivalence class is depicted with an
arrow.

We can then use such a tangent vector +'(0) to define a smooth derivation
v:C>®(M)— R. We define v by its action on any smooth function f €
C>*(M,R) as

o(f) = () @)

=0

By using the properties of C>° (M, R) —that are derived from Example 2.7—
it is easily checked that such a v satisfies

o(f +g) =v(f) +v(g) v f,g € C™(M,R) (3.2a)
v(Af) = do(f) YAeR (3.2b)
v(fg) = f(p)v(g) +v(f)g(p) vV f,g € C™(M,R), (3.20)

(where p = ~(0)), i.e. v is indeed a derivation.

In fact, we can turn the above properties into a definition:
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> Definition 3.3 [Tangent vector]. A tangent vector isamapv : C*(M) — R
that satisfies (3.2a) to (3.2¢).

Now as we have seen above, there may be many inequivalent tangent vectors
at one point. For their collection, we have:

> Definition 3.4 [Tangent spacel. The tangent space T, M is the space consist-
ing of the equivalence classes of curves tangent to M at p.

This tangent space can be given the structure of a vector space, in the follow-
ing way. As we have seen above, a tangent vector '(0) defines a derivation.
Suppose we have two such —inequivalent— tangent vectors, 7;(0) and v5(0)
giving rise to derivations v; and v,. We can define

(v1 +v2)(f) == v1(f) +v2(f) Vo, v € T,M
(M) (f) := Mo(f) VAER.

It is then seen that these definitions indeed define a vector space structure.

TS’

SZ

Figure 3.2: The two-sphere S2, with one of its tangent
spaces Ty, S2.

The fact that 7}, M is a vector space is nice, but for future calculations it is
convenient to know a basis of the tangent space. We can construct one as
follows: for a chart {(U,z)} and p € U we define 2 }p by

0

i
axp

(f) == Di(fex™h)| . (3.3)

z(p)

for each f € C>°(M,R). Here, D, is just the i-th derivative of a map from R"
to R. Looking at definition 3.3, one can see that this map is indeed a vector
tangent to p.

> Proposition 3.5 [A basis of T, M1. If (U, x) is a n-dimensional chart of M and
p € U, then

0 0
{@p,...,%p} (34)
is a basis for T, M.
Proof. See [28], Theorem 3.3. o
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The above Proposition implies that in this notation any tangent vector X is

) 8 : .,
written as X = X 57|, where X, € R for any of the i's.

Instead of talking about tangent spaces, defined with respect to one point of
the manifold, we can also prefer a more “global” description. We define

TM = ]_[ T, M, (3.5)
rxeM

where [] denotes the disjoint union of all spaces T,,M. We call a smooth
function that maps each point p of M to a tangent vector in T}, M, a vector
field. We denote the space of such functions by I'*°(M, TM) or I'*°(T'M). Itis
a C*°(M)-module. Its elements are of the form X = X%9;,, X'e C>®(M).

We connect this notation to the "pointwise’ case by setting X (p) := X B?Ci |p

Closely related to the tangent space is the cotangent space:

> Definition 3.6 [Cotangent space]. The cotangent space T,y M for some point
p € M is defined as the dual of the tangent space:

T, M := Hom(T,M,R)

Any f € C*°(M,R) defines a cotangent vector df|, at p by

df(v) == v(f) (3.6)
This means in particular that if {22; ph=1 ,n} is a basis for T,M, we
can define a basis {dz’| ,i=1,...,n} for Ty M which is fixed by
p
_ o ) _ _
da’ | ( > = —| 2" = Dj(z'ox™ ") (3.7)
PO |, x|, z(p)

e del] (125 ],,) =

As for tangent vectors we can pick a more ‘global” approach to cotangent
vectors, by defining the C*°(A/)-module of cotangent vector fields or covector
fields T'(M, T*M).

3.3 DIFFERENTIAL FORMS & CONNECTIONS

In the previous section we saw that a map f € C°° (M) defined a covector

field df by (df)(X) := X(f) forall X € I'(M,TM). We can generalize this.

For a, 8 covector fields, define a A 3 : T°(TM) x I>°(TM) — C>*(M) by
aABX,Y) = a(X)B(Y) = a(Y)B(X).

This satisfies

a1 A (e +a3) =a1 Aag + a1 Aas,
a; Nag = —ag N\ ag. (38)

We can take linear combinations of such element and denote the resulting
C*>(M)-module by Q?(C>(M)).
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Of course we can generalize this to maps I'(T'M) x ... x [(T'M) — C*>(M)
(with k products). We write Q2% (M) for the space of all such differential k-forms.
With respect to a coordinate system {dz',...,dz"} we write

QF(C*>°(M)) := span{f;, i daz™ A---Ada®™ @ fi, 5 € C®(M)}
(3.9)

where i; < ... < ;. Note that Q*(C>(M)) = 0 for k > n because of the
antisymmetry property (3.8).

The direct sum of all spaces

Q(C™®(M)) := G}Q’“(C’O"(M))7 QUC™(M)) := C>=(M), (3.10)
k=0

thus forms a graded space., where k denotes the degree of an element.

We can define a differential d : QF(M) — Q(M)*+1 by

d(fi, . ipydz™ Ao Ada®) = aa (fir.ip)da’ Ada™ A - Ada®™,

7t

(3.11)
which can be seen to satisfy:
- On A°(M) = C*(M), d is defined by (3.6);
- d(ag + az) = d(ag) + d(a2);
- d2=0;
. d(a1 A CYQ) = d(Oél) N ag + (—)‘0‘1|a1 AN d(OéQ).
There is another map, the contraction 1x : QF(M) — Q¥~1(M), where X is a
vector field, which is defined by
(LXa)(Xla s 7Xk:—1) = Oé(X7 Xla s an—l)' (312)

This map satisfies
cux(on + o) = ux (o) +ix(az);
ux (o Aag) =txon Aas + (—)‘C“l' Aix(ae);
cupx = fix Ve C®(M);
- Lxly = —lyLx, in particular /% = 0.

Suppose we are given a manifold M and for each p € M a vector space
E, over R, such that we can —in a similar way as for 7'M and 7" M— con-
struct an object £ from that. We again let I'(M, E) be the space of E-valued
functions. We then define

QYM,E) :=T>(M,E) @ Q(C>®(M)) ~T>°(M,A*T*M @ E).
(3.13)
i.e. the space of functions with values in the E-valued differential 1-forms.

> Definition 3.7 [Connection]. A connection V on such an E as above is a
R-linear map

V. :I*(M,E) -T°MT"M® FE) (3.14)
that satisfies
V(fs)=fV(s)+df®s VfeC®(M),scl'(ME). (3.15)
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By composition a connection V with the contraction ¢ x we get an operator

Vy :T(M,E) — T(M,E)

by

Vx :=Voux +1xoV. (3.16)
N.B. In a specific coordinate system {0, } we will sometimes write:

Vi = Vai.

3.4 RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS & THE METRIC

A special class of manifolds are ones that carry a metric. In this context, we
mean with the latter

> Definition 3.8 [Metric, Riemannian manifold]. we call a map
g:T(TM)xT(TM) — C>*(M) (3.17)

a metric when it is C°°(M)-bilinear and positive definite in the sense that
9(X,X) > 0V X € I'(TM) (using the norm defined in Example 2.7). If M
possesses such a metric, we call the pair (M, g) a Riemannian manifold.

A possible way to construct a metric is to associate to each pointp € M a
R-bilinear positive definite map

gp : TpyM x T,M — R.
The family of maps g, then forms the metric.

Given a p € M we can apply to g, two basis elements of 7}, giving rise to the
definition

Ggij ‘= Jp (%

from which we can infer that g, can be written as

0

p, 8xj

p), (3.18)

gp = g”dxz‘p X dxj}p,
where a sum on ¢, j is implied.

N.B. A metric g as above induces a pairing ¢’ : T'(T*M) xT'(T*M) — C>°(M)
for one-forms (see e.g. [14, § 7,1]). We will refer to this pairing as the metric
too and — and write

g = g/(da’,da?).
3.5 THE LEVI-CIVITA CONNECTION & CURVATURE
Given a connection V we can define its forsion tensor
T(X,Y):=Vx(Y) - Vy(X) - [X,Y]
We call a connection torsion freeif T'(X,Y) =0V X, Y e I'(T'M).
If for a Riemannian manifold, a connection V satisfies
9(VX,Y) +g(X,VY) = d(g9(X,Y))
we we have written
g(X;@da'Y) = g(X',Y)da'.

we call the connection compatible with the metric.
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> Theorem 3.9. For any Riemannian manifold (M, g) there is a unique connection
VI :I(TM) — I(T*M ® T M), that is both torsion free as compatible with the
metric. We call this connection the Levi-Civita connection.

Proof. See [29], Lemma 6.8. ]

> Definition 3.10 [Riemann curvature tensor]. Let X,Y € I'(TM). We define
the Riemann curvature tensor R(X,Y") by

R(X,Y)Z := (V% V§ — Vi V% — foy])Z, (3.19)
for Z e T(T'M).
Properties of R(X,Y) that can be inferred from the definition above are
- R(X,)Y)=—-R(Y,X);
- g(R(X,Y)Z,W) = —g(R(X, Y)W, 2);
- R(X,Y)Z+R(Y,Z)X + R(Z,X)Y (Bianchi identity).

Since for some vector field X the Levi-Civita tensor is an operator on I'(TM),
we can get a characterization of V¢ in terms of Christoffel symbols T'; that are
defined by

V5,0 = L'} 0. (3.20)

This expression allows us to translate the properties of the Levi-Civita tensor
(torsion-freeness, metric compatibility) into properties of these Christoffel
symbols. Without proof we state

Iy, =05 and (3.21)
Lligue + Tixgit = Oigji. (3.22)

Additionally, we can use the local expression for the Levi-Civita connection
to obtain an expression in components for the Riemann curvature tensor. We
define

R}0; == R(Ok,0))0; = [V§ 7} 0 — V) T 0]
= (OkT7)0m + T3y T 100 — (AT ) O — T T O, (3.23)

where we have used that [0;, ;] = 0V 7, j and the properties of a connection.
Contracting this expression by means of the metric tensor yields
R;‘Icl = (akrlij) - (8lr7§j) + T = i ¢

Ilm

From this expression we first obtain the Ricci tensor by contracting two
indices:

Rj = R;'Ckl
and by contracting again we obtain the scalar curvature R :
R:=g¢'Ry. (3.24)

Since a given Riemannian manifold produces a unique Levi-Civita con-
nection and the curvature is derived from that, the latter provides useful
information about the manifold: it assigns to every point on the manifold a
number that is a measure for the amount of curvature on that point.
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SPIN GEOMETRY

As the name suggests, spin geometry —in contrast to differential geometry—
allows us to describe spinor fields, widely used in particle physics. The field
of spin geometry is vast and intricate. We therefore by far have the intention
of giving a complete introduction, rather we will merely touch upon some of
the most important concepts to us, only now and then going into detail a bit.
This chapter is mainly based upon [14], (in particular Chapters 5 and 9). For
other good and detailed accounts we refer to e.g. [12].

> Definition 4.1 [Clifford algebral. Let V' be a finite dimensional vector space
over R, endowed with a bilinear symmetric map g : V x V. — R. The Clifford
algebra CI(V, g) is the algebra generated by products of elements of V modulo the
relation {vy,va} := v1ve + vov1 = 2g(v1, V2).

If a set of elements {e;} of V' is some basis for V, this characteristic relation
can be casted into a form more common in physics:

{eirej} =295,
Here we have written g;; := g(e;, €;).
We can extend the definition of a Clifford algebra to a vector space over the
complex numbers by a technique called complexification. For a real vector

space V we take V€ := V @ C ~ V @ iV. Then we can extend a given
bilinear symmetricmap g: V x V — R, to ¢© : VE x V€ — Cby

g% (01 + vz, v3 + ivg) == g(v1,v3) — g(va,va) + i(g(v2, v3) + g(v1,v4)).

Using g%, we can, in a similar fashion as for a real vector space, construct a
Clifford algebra CI(VC, g©). We will write CI(V) for short.

We can define an inner product on any Clifford algebra quite easily. Given an
orthonormal basis {e1, ..., e, } for V (such thate;e; = —eje; and €2 = 1V i, j),
any element u of the Clifford algebra C1(V') can be written as u = ), uzey,
where each [ is a strictly ordered set! and u; € C for each I. In this notation
we define an inner product (., .) : CI(V) x CI(V) — Cby

(u,v):= Zﬂ;vl. 4.1)
I

In that same notation, we can make CI(V') involutive, by defining for any
u=> ,urer € CI(V):

u* = Zﬂ;e!l, (4.2)
I

where with €', we mean the total reversal of the order in which all elements

appear.

1 See the beginning of §A.1 for more on this particular notation.
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For each Clifford algebra C1(V') we can define a Chirality element ~ that is
given in terms of an orthonormal basis {e,...,e,} of V by

vi=(—i)"erez - ey (4.3)

where n = 2m or n = 2m + 1 according to whether n is even or odd. This
definition guarantees that v* = v and 72 = 1.

Let us apply the aforementioned concepts. Throughout this chapter (M, g)
will denote a compact Riemannian manifold with metric g.

> Example 4.2 [CY(TM)]. As we saw in Chapter 3, for each point p on
the manifold Ty M has the structure of a vector space, spanned by the basis
da|,. We can therefore construct a Clifford algebra C1(T,; M) generated by
the complexifications of dx* |, modulo the Clifford algebra relation featuring the
complexification of the symmetric bilinear form using the complexification of

g (p) = g(dzt |, dz|,).

Thus we can associate a complex Clifford algebra to each point of the mani-
fold. We write I'(M, C1(T™* M)) [or just I'(CI(T* M))] for the space of "Clifford
algebra-valued functions’, that is for an element o € I'(M,CI(T*M)) we
have a(z) € CI(T; M) for each z € M.

Note that, as the Clifford algebra itself, I'(M, CI(T*M)) is an algebra by
"pointwise multiplication”: for «, 5 € T'(M, CI(T*M))

(aB)(x) := a(z)B(z) € CUT*M), (4.4)

ie af € I'(M,Cl(T*M)) as well. In a similar way we can make I'(CI(T*M))
involutive [a*(z) := «(x)*, where a(z)* is given by (4.2)] and it can be
endowed with a Hermitian pairing (.,.) : I'(Cl(T*M)) x I'(C(T*M)) —
C*> (M) by:

(a, B)(x) := (a(z), B(x)), (4.5)

where (., .) is the inner product (4.1) on the Clifford algebra. Last, we intro-
duce a chirality element v on I'(C1(T*M)) by

y(z) ==, (4.6)

where with right hand side we mean the chirality element v on each Clifford
algebra [cf. (4.3)].

We recall the space of spinor-valued functions as introduced in Example 2.13.
The coordinate space appearing there is in this context M of course. We will
write I'(S) for I'(M, S). So far we have hardly said anything about S, with
the exception that for each x € M, S, has the structure of a complex vector
space. We mention here that S, is a representation of the so called spin®-
group of CI(T; M) that consists of elements that are a product of an even
number of unitary elements of C1(T} M). If the dimension of M is even, S,
falls apart in two irreducible representations of equal dimension —eigenspaces
of the chirality element v with eigenvalues £1— that are denoted by S, and
S, respectively.

The dimension can be determined from the dimension of the manifold. We
suffice by saying that for a manifold M that locally looks like the Euclidean
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Figure 4.1: The spinor-valued functions ) maps a point
x € M to an element in the vector space S;.

space R?, the spinors will have 4 complex components as well and turn out
to be Dirac spinors.? We refer to [14, §5.2, 5.3] for details.

If there exists a C'(M)-linear algebra homomorphism
c: T(CUT*M)) — Endean (T'(S)) 4.7)

(the spin homomorphism), the elements v* := ¢(dz*) act on the spinor-valued
functions I'(.S) in the following way:

(Y9)() = (2)(x), (4.8)

where the right hand side is just matrix multiplication.

Thus I'(S) is not only a left C(M)-module, but (via the homomorphism c) a
left T'(CI(T*M))-module as well. These two modules structures are compati-
ble, for elements of the two different algebras commute with each other.

From here on, we will restrict to only the smooth elements of C(M), I'(S),
['(CI(T*M)).® To maintain a concise notation, though, we still write I'(S) and
I'(CI(T*M)) where we in fact mean I'*°(S) and I'°(CI(T™* M) respectively.

> Definition 4.3 [Space of square integrable spinors, L*(M,S)]. On the
space of smooth spinor-valued functions I'(S) we can define an inner product

() :T(S) x T(S) — C 4.9)
given by
(4, ¢) = /M<w7¢><x>¢§ dz, (4.10)

2 This does not imply, however, that number of components of the spinor always equals the
dimension of the manifold.

3 We must mention that the subalgebra C>° (M) of C(M) is not a C*-algebra, since it fails to be
complete with respect to norm on C'(M). We will ignore this though.
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where with (., .) we denote the C°° (M )-valued pairing that can be obtained from
the one in Example 2.19 by restriction. Upon completing I'(.S) with respect to this
inner product, we get the Hilbert space L*(M, S); the space of square integrable
spinors.

4.1 THE DIRAC OPERATOR

There is a certain type of manifolds that allows the construction of spinor-
valued functions, these are called spin manifolds. We shall not go into what
the requirements are for such a spin manifold to exists. We do mention that
a four-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold is indeed a spin manifold
as long as it is orientable, its second Stiefel-Whitney class of S vanishes* and one
is able to define a bijective antilinear map C' : I'(S) — T'(S) satisfying certain
conditions ([14, §9.2]).

> Definition 4.4 [Spin connection]. On a spin manifold M we can define a
unique Hermitian connection (the spin connection)

VI T(S) = TN(T*M ® S) ~ T(T*M) ®ce(n) L'(S)
that satisfies the Leibniz-rule

V3 (cla)) = (VI + c(a)VSy Y e I(S),
v e T(CUT*M)),p € T(S).
(4.11)

Here V9 is the Levi-Civita connection on M, as introduced in Section 3.5.
There is a local expression for the spin connection, it is (see [14, §9.3])

VS = dat @ (0, +wy), withw, =T5,7*s, (4.12)

where fﬁa are the Christoffel symbols determined by V9 [cf. (3.20)] (but with
respect to a different basis than the dz*) and 7, v” are the tetrads as defined
in Appendix A.

Using the spin-homomorphism ¢ we can construct another map
¢:T(CYT*M)) @ T'(S) — I'(S) by defining

la®) :=cla)y YaecT(C(T*M)),y € T(S).
Combining ¢ and V* we get an operator on I'(.5):

> Definition 4.5 [Dirac operator]. The Dirac operator on T'(S) is given by
oy =iV, (4.13)

where we have tacitly used the embedding of I'(T* M) in T'(Cl(T*M)).

It is not hard to find a local expression of the Dirac operator, once you know
the one for the spin connection:

I =" (O + wp), (4.14)
where w), is as above.

Adjoining the 7 in the definition of the Dirac operator has the following result:

See e.g. [20], Theorem 1.7
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> Theorem 4.6. @), as in (4.13) is a self-adjoint operator on L*(M, S).

Proof. See [14, §9.4].° |
> Lemma 4.7. The commutator [@;, a] for any a € C°°(M) is a bounded operator
on L*(M, S) that is locally of the form *0,,(a).

Proof. Using the properties of the spin connection, we get [#,,, a] = ¢(da) for
the commutator of @,; with a. Since ¢ is C*° (M )-linear, this becomes for a
certain chart

[P, 0] = e(da’) (Oua) = +"0u(a).
We then have for the norm

[1@ar. alll” = sup |le(da)(z)]?
reM

= sup (7" 0u(a),7" 0y (a)(x)] (4.15)
= sup [(v*,7")(2)(9ua)(z)(Dva)(z)]

rxeM
= sup [(8"a)(x)|* = [|0"allcoo(ary < o0, (4.16)

since a € C°°(M). The pairing (., .) appearing in the second and third line, is
that on I'(Cl(T*M)) given by (4.5). ad

As we shall see, the square of a Dirac operator is a variable that will fre-
quently appear. For @, we shall calculate it explicitly. It’s important to note
that because of (4.11) the spin connection VS and gamma matrices do not
commute. Instead we find ©

V" = Vie(da”) = c(dz”)VE +T§,c(da?) = 7"V +T5,7
Bearing this in mind, we get for the square of @,;:
P = " VSV 4 T AP VS
= =gV = 3V Vi + 9TV
= 9" (Ve — T V3) = 37" IV Vi, (417)
where in the second step we have employed the identity 7#+" = g"” +

Liym Av]
K][OV\; we use the local form of the spin connection (4.12) to get for
Now by using the local form of V:} ‘and the properties of the Riemann tensor

3.23 one can show (e.g. [14, Thm. 9.16]) that for the second term of (4.17) we
have

1
V[V, Vo) = SR, (4.18)
where R is the scalar curvature of M. Thus we arrive at
2
=40+ iR7
where A = —¢"(V,V,, — '}, V) is called a Laplacian. For future use we

write it out locally to yield

Prr = —[9"0,0, + (2" —TM)D, + 0" (w,) + w'e, — TFw, + LR).
(4.19)

5 There is a subtlety here. Rather than @, its closure % is self-adjoint, we will write @, for the
latter.
6 Would we be using flat gamma-matrices (i.e. v = ef;y*) as in Appendix A, this would be

equivalent with Vel := el + wyel — Ff\byeé =0.
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SPECTRAL TRIPLES

We have arrived at a point where we can introduce one of the key notions of
noncommutative geometry: that of a spectral triple.

> Definition 5.1 [Spectral triplel. Let H be a Hilbert space, A an involutive
unital algebra and D an operator on H. We call the set (A, H, D) a spectral triple
when

- A has a representation as bounded operators on 'H;
- D is self-adjoint and has compact resolvent;
- forall a € A, the commutator [D, a] is a bounded operator on 'H.

Several contents introduced in the previous chapters seamlessly fit into this
definition:

> Example 5.2 [Canonical spectral triplel. In the case of a compact manifold
M without boundary, the spin geometry (C>(M), L?(M,S), @y = i¢oV?)
that we constructed in Chapter 4 is a particular example of a spectral triple. Most
of the demands were already seen to be met: C* (M) is involutive by Example
2.7, which indeed has a representation as bounded operators on H by Example
2.13. The operator @ is self-adjoint (as was mentioned in the previous Chapter)
and [@y;, a) was indeed seen to be bounded by Lemma 4.7. We will often refer to
this spectral triple as the canonical spectral triple

Besides the canonical example as above, there is another one of particular
interest to us:

> Example 5.3. When we take the algebra to be a finite direct sum of matrix-
algebras, i.e. A =P, My, (K)—where Kis R, C or H— let H be some finite
dimensional representation of A and D a symmetric matrix acting on H, we
get a spectral triple. That it indeed is one, is easy to check, since everything is
finite-dimensional.

> Definition 5.4 [Even spectral triplel. If H is Zo graded, i.e. there exits a
unitary operator x on H with x* = x and x* = 1 that in addition fulfills

- xD =-Dx;
- xa=ay, VactcA, (5.1)

we call (A, ’H, D, x) an even spectral triple.
> Example 5.5. For the spectral triple (C°°(M), L*(M, S), D) we define

X = c(v) (5.2)

where c is the spin homomorphism as defined in the previous Chapter and
where y is the chirality element of the T'(C1(M)). To see that this x meets the
requirements as laid out above, the local expression for §y; and the properties of c
have to be used.

More often than not x is denoted ~vs when H = L*(M, S).
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> Definition 5.6 [Real Spectral Triplel. Given a spectral triple (A, H, D), we
can define a real structure; an antilinear isometry J : H — 'H, that satisfies J* = €
and JD = € DJ, where ¢, € {£1}. A spectral triple endowed with a real
structure, is called a real spectral triple and is denoted by (A, H, D, J).

The definitions of an even spectral triple and a real spectral triple can be
combined, yielding a real even spectral triple (A, H, D, J, x). We have to specify
how x and J interact, though. To this end we define a third sign ¢’ € {£1}
with vJ = €’ J~.

> Example 5.7. If M is a four-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold, we
have e = —1, € = € = 1. When taking (C°° (M), L*(M, S), @) as a spectral
triple, we can explicitly define J as being related to the charge conjugation matrix
C in the following way ([19, § 6.81):

(JY)(2) = C(z) Ve M. (5.3)

Readers that are confused about the signs, should keep in mind that we are in a
Euclidean set up here.

For reference we list different values of ¢, ¢’ and ¢’ for all possible even
KO-dimensions. We mention that for a Riemannian spin manifold M, the
KO-dimension equals the dimension of M.

KOdimension H J?=¢ JD=¢DJ Jy=¢€'vJ
0 + +

2 -
4 -
6 +

+

+ o+ o+ +

Table 5.1: The values for ¢, €, ¢’ defined by the value of J2 and whether J (anti)commutes with
D and ~.

In [8], A. Connes formulated seven axioms that a certain spectral triple must
meet in order to be called a noncommutative (spin) geometry. Except for one,
we will not cover them here, for they will not be needed in this thesis and
introducing them would require quite a lot of effort. Instead we refer to [14,
Ch. 10], or [33, Ch. 3] for details. There are two things to mention here. One
is that for a compact Riemannian manifold M without boundary, the set
(C>(M),L*(M,S), D, J,x) is an example of a noncommutative geometry
(see [14], chapter 11). Secondly, under suitable circumstances [17], finite
spectral triples fulfill these axioms as well.

As announced above, we mention two demands related to the seven axioms.

In addition to H being a left A-module (meaning that there exists a repre-
sentation of A on ), we can make H a right .A-module as well by using
J:

Wb = Jb*J* Ve H,be A, (5.4)
where (2.6a) is easily seen to be satisfied:

(a)b = (Jb*J*)(Ja* J*)p = J(ab)* J*1h = 1 (ab).
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The requirement (2.7) for bimodules then becomes our first demand:
[a, Jb* T~ = 0. (5.5)

We could have stated this demand in terms of a representation of A @ A° as
well. Recalling definition 2.9 of the opposite algebra, we can define a opposite
representation b° = Jb*.J~! on H (indeed satisfying a°b® = (ba)?). Then from
the representations of A and A° on 'H, we construct one of A ® A° on H by
a®b° — aJb*J~!, which is only seen to be a representation after requiring
(5.5).

The second demand is the order one condition: in addition to commuting with
the representation of A (5.5), the representation of .A° must commute with
that of [D, A] as well:

[[D,a],b°] = [[D,a], Jb*J '] =0 Va,bc A. (5.6)

As we will see, when it comes to doing particle physics, the above examples
will nut suffice; they simply do not provide enough data to make models
that show resemblance with reality. Luckily we can rely on

> Theorem 5.8. If (A1, H1, D1,71) of and (Az, Ha, Do) are two spectral triples,
then

(AH,D) := (A1 ® A2, H1 @ H2, D1 ® 1 + 41 ® Ds) (5.7)
is one as well.

Proof. The tensor product of a Hilbert space is another, with respect to the
inner product

<"'>H1®H2:<'7'>H1<'a'>712 (58)

The representation of A; ® Az on H1 ® Hs is simply defined by 7(a1 ® az) =
m1(a1) ® m2(az) where ;o are the representations on H; 2 respectively. The
representation r is easily seen to be bounded using (5.8).

It is immediate that D is self-adjoint (with respect to 5.8), since ; is. Further-
more, by using (5.1), we find

[D,a1 ® az] = [D1,a1] ® az + 101 ® [Da, as] (5.9)

which is bounded since the representations A; — B(H;) and A, — B(Hz)
are. O

In the case of two real spectral triples with isometries J; and .J; respectively,
we can make the tensor product a real spectral triple as well by defining a
J on the tensor product. In order to (anti)commute with the Dirac operator,
thisis J; ® Ja, J1 ® Jaxz2 or J1x1 ® Jo, depending on the values of n; and n2
(see [32]).

Note that if we have two spectral triples with KO-dimension n; and n;
respectively, their tensor product is of KO-dimension n = ny + no.

We anticipate a bit to chapter 8, if we state that it is the tensor product

of carefully chosen spectral triples with which we can construct realistic
physical models.
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UNITARILY EQUIVALENCE OF SPIN GEOMETRIES

> Definition 5.9 [Unitarily equivalent spin geometries ([33], §7.1)]. Two
spin geometries (A, H,D,~,J) and (A, H,D’,~',J’) are said to be unitarily
equivalent, if there exists a unitary operator U : H — H such that

- D' =UDU*;
- J = UJU;
-y =UU

- Un(a)U* =7w(o(a))Vae A

Here, with 7 we explicated the representation A must necessarily have on H and
o : A— Aisan automorphism of A.

> Example 5.10. If for a certain spin geometry we take U = uJuJ*, where
u€ U(A) :={u e A: u*u=wu* =1} a unitary element of A, we see that
v = uJuJ* yJu* J*u*t = 'uJyJ*u* = (¢')%y = v, where we have used
that ~ must commute with elements of the algebra, and gives a €” upon
interchanging it with J;
- J = (wJuJ®) I (Jut T u*) = wJuJu* T ut = uJJut T uu* = eJ* =
J, where we have used (5.5);
- the resulting automorphism is o,(a) = uau*: again using (5.5) gives
o(a) = wJuJ*aJu*J*u* = uau*. This is an example of what is called an
inner automorphism.

For D we have:

D' = wJuJ*DJu* J*u* = €uJuDu* J*u* = €uJu(u*D + [D,u*])J u*
= uJDJ*u* + uJu[D,u*|J*u* = uDu* + ¢ JJ*uJu[D,u*]J u*
= D +u[D,u*| + € Ju[D,u*]J* =: D,

where we have made use of (5.5) and the order one condition (5.6).

All inner automorphisms o, for u € U(A) in fact form a group of which the
product is given by composition (with oy, 0y, = 0y, u,). The element o4 is
seen to be the identity, and the inverse of o, is o,-. We denote the group
of inner automorphisms by Inn(A). It will later on become clear that it can
be interpreted as the gauge group. See e.g. [9, § 9.9], [19, § 9.3] for a more
thorough discussion on this.

30



INNER FLUCTUATIONS OF THE DIRAC OPERATOR

There are many interesting problems and questions regarding the concept
of a spectral triples. The answer of one of them will have a crucial physical
interpretation. We will cover it in the last two sections of this chapter. Before
that we cover some preparatory subjects.

6.1 CONNES’ ALGEBRA OF DIFFERENTIAL FORMS

> Definition 6.1 [Derivation]. Let £ be a bimodule over an algebra A. A map
d: A — & is called a derivation when

d(ab) = (da)b+adb Va,be A

If A is unital (definition 2.1) it follows that da = d(1la) = (d1)a + 1da,
ie.dl =0.

> Example 6.2. For a spectral triple (A, H, D), ad D : A — B(H), defines a
derivation, since

ad D(ab)y = [D,ablyy = a[D, by + [D, a]byp
— [aad D(b) + ad D(a)b]p Vo € H. ©.1)

We will be exploiting this example right away:

> Definition 6.3 [Connes’ algebra of differential forms]. For a spectral triple
(A, H, D) we define Connes’ algebra of differential forms as

QpA:=P A with QA=A  and
k=0
% A = span{ag[D,a1]---[D,az], ao,...,ar € A}. (6.2)

By the third demand for a spectral triple (cf. Definition 5.1) we see that
QpA C B(H), the bounded operators on H.

Note that, as the name suggests, the algebra comes with a product; for two

elements ao[D, a1]---[D,ar] € Q%A and agi2[D,a1] - [D,arri+1] € OHA
we have
(ao[D,a1]---[D,ag])(ap 11D, agy2] - - - [D; apti41])

k
= Z(*l)kﬂ'aowv a] -+ [D,(aiai+1)] -+ [Dyag41] -+ [D, agyi41]
+ (=1)*(aoa1[D, as] - - - [D, apr141])-

> Example 6.4. For the canonical spectral from Example 5.2 triple we have that

QkMCOO(M) := span{agy"Ou(a1) ---v 0y (ax) : ao,...ar € C* (M)},
(6.3)

since the term w,, of D drops out due to the commutator.
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We will focus on the second (2}.4) and third terms (2% .4) of (6.2) though
many results can obtained for 2p.Ain general (e.g. [19, Chapter 7]).

> Lemma 6.5. QLA and Q% A are both A-bimodules.

Proof. The left modules structure is immediately clear. As for the right A
module structure of Q1.4 we have

Q' A x A3 (a[D,b],c) — a[D,blc = a[D,bc] — ab[D, c] € QA
Va,bce A
The argument for Q%A is analogous. ]

Note that 2},.A is involutive, with its involution given by
(a[D,b))* = —[D,b*]a* = b*[D,a*] — [D,b*a*] € Qp.A

where we have used that D is self-adjoint. The algebra Q% A is involutive as
well as is seen by a slightly longer calculation.
> Theorem 6.6. Let A = C°>°(M). Taking the algebra Q' A and Q*A as con-
structed in Section 3.3 we have the following isomorphisms:

NA~ QLA and

O2A~ O3 A/ T, (6.4)
with J = {ZZ[D, ai] [D, bl] LAy, bi S .A, Zz ai[D, bl] = 0}

Proof. We give a sketch of the proof. The thing to do is define a map
7 : QF A — QK A that is both an algebra-homomorphism [rr(wiws2) = 7(wy )T (ws)
Y wi,ws € QpA] and satisfies

wod = adpor. (6.5)

This last equation will assure us that if 7(w) = 0 for some w, 7(dw) = 0 as
well.

We take for the map =
m(aoday - - -dag) = ag[D, a1] - - - [D, ax],

i.e. m(apday) := ap[D,a1] on Q' A and 7(apdaidasz) = ag[D,a;1][D,az] on
Q2 A. Onboth Q' Aand Q% A, 7 is easily seen to be an algebra homomorphism.
As for the other requirement, we obviously have moda = ad perr(a) on Q' A.
For 2. A however there are in general elements ), a;db; of Q' A with

> w(aidb;) = a;[D,b;] = 0
but with > ,[D, a;][D,b;] # 0. We solve this by simply dividing out all
elements that prevent 7 from satisfying (6.5):

J = {>_[D,a][D,bi] : ai,b; € A, Y a;[D,b;] = 0}.

d

Similar isomorphisms can be constructed for any algebra .4, part of a spectral
triple and for the whole of Qp.A (i.e. for any degree), see for example [19,
Ch. 7].
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6.2 CONNECTIONS ON MODULES

Previously, in Chapter 3 we defined a connection in the context of differential
geometry. Here we will extend this definition somewhat.

> Definition 6.7. A connection V over a right A-module £ is a map
V:E-E4NA (6.6)
that obeys a Leibniz rule
V(na) = (Vn)a+n®da Vaec Anec. (6.7)

Instead of over a right module we can define a connection over a left A-
module F as well. In that case a connection is defined as a map

V:F—-QARF
that obeys
V(an) =a(Vn)+da®n Vaec AneF. (6.8)

If on a right A-module £ a Hermitian pairing (.,.) : £ x £ — A is defined,
we can regard connections that are compatible with the pairing.

> Definition 6.8. Let £ be a right A-module with a Hermitian pairing (.,.) :
E x & — Adefined on it. A connection V : £ — € ® 4 Q' A is called a Hermitian
connections if it obeys

(Vn,Q)' + (n, V) =d(n,¢) vn¢e&
where we have extended the pairing (.,.) to (.,.))E @ QP A x &€ — QL A by
(m®da,Q) == (n.¢)da Vae Amn (€& (6.9)

As in the case of connections, Hermitian connections can be defined for
left modules equally well, for which only a minor modification to (6.9) is
required.

6.3 MORITA EQUIVALENCE & INNER FLUCTUATIONS

As hinted in Section 2.4, the notion of Morita equivalence plays a crucial role.
In this chapter we will see what that role precisely is. The central question
is what the implications are when the algebra of a certain spectral triple
is Morita equivalent to some other algebra. We start out by considering a
general spectral triple and cover the case of a real spectral triple thereafter.

We recall definition 2.21: two C*-algebras A, B being Morita equivalent
means that there exists a full right A-module & such that End% () ~ B.!

6.3.1 Inner fluctuations for a spectral triple

Suppose (A, H, D) is a spectral triple, so it meets all the demands as stated
in definition 5.1. Suppose in addition that .4 is Morita equivalent to another

As mentioned in the previous chapter, the restriction C°° (M) of C(M) is not a C*-algebra
anymore. The definition of Morita equivalence then requires £ to be something called a finitely
generated projective module. This does not have any consequences for the results.
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algebra B.

The question is whether we can find a second spectral triple (B,H’, D’)
that is compatible with the Morita equivalence of A and B. The relation
B ~ EndY (&) suggests that we take H' := £ ® 4 H, where the representation
of B on H' is simply given by

b(n® ) :=b(n) @v¥, YbeB. (6.10)

This respects the A-linearity of the tensor product. Note that B is involutive
and unital too, as is demanded for the algebra of a spectral triple.

We can endow H’ with an inner product derived from the respective inner
products on £ and H:

(M @ Y1,m2 @ 2)nr = (Y1, (N1, M2)Y2)H,

where (., .) is the A-valued pairing on £ (cf. definition 2.16).

The remaining question is what D’ : H" — H’ looks like; simply taking
D’ = id ® D will not suffice, for then D’ does not respect the A-linearity of
the tensor product:

D'(na®a ¢) = (n®a aD¢) # (n @4 Dag) = D'(n @4 ad),

since the commutator [D, a| does not vanish identically in general.

The way out is to specify a connection V : £ — & ® 4 2! A as in (6.6) and
define D' : H' — H’ by

D'(n®@1) :==n® DY+ V(n)i,

where we use the identification Q' A ~ QLA (cf. Theorem 6.6) and the fact

that 2},.A has by demand a representation as bounded operators on H.
We easily check that this definition does respect A-linearity:

D'(n®aap) — D'(na®@a) = (Vn)ay + 1 @4 Dap — (Vn)arp
—n®aday —na @4 Dip
=nQu[D,alp —n®4adap =0, (6.11)

upon using Theorem 6.6 again.

Note that any connection V : £ — € ® 4 Q' A will do the trick, so actually the
Morita equivalence of A with B induces a set of spectral triples

(B,H',D') = (End%(£),E @4 H,1® D+ V ®id) (6.12)
withV: € — @y QLA

As mentioned before, any algebra is in particular Morita equivalent to itself
—in which case £ ~ A— so we can apply the operator D' to H' = A®4 H
too:

D'(a®) = (a® D+ V(a))y

However, A ® 4 H ~ H by the identification ¢ ® 4 ¢ < at. Taking in
particular a = 1 we get

D'y =(D+ A A:=V(1)ecQ'A,
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where A is of the form
A=Y a;[D.by], aj by € A (6.13)
J

since any element of 2},A is. Furthermore, from the self-adjointness of D,
we infer the demand A* = A.

We call the induced operators D' = D + A the inner fluctuations of D.

6.3.2  Inner fluctuations for a real spectral triple

When considering a real spectral triple (A, H, D, J) (see definition 5.6), we
can ask again what the consequences of a Morita equivalence of A with
some 3 are. Compared to the previous case there is a further restriction: any
induced spectral triple (B, H’,D’, J'), for some J' : H' — H’ needs to be
compatible with the relation J'D’ = ¢'D’.J’.

Note that if A is Morita equivalent with some B, £ is a B-A-module. Then
the contragredient module £° (see Definition 2.14) naturally is a .A-B-module.

We then take for the constituents of the spectral triple (B, H’, D’, J'):

- H =& @4 H @4 E° where for the second tensor product we use the
left A-representation on H (5.4), i.e.

N®AY®aa(=1@apa®a( =104 Ja" Y @aC.
- Compared to (6.10), the action of B on H' is modified slightly to yield
b(n@y® () :=bn @y e,
easily seen to be respecting .A-linearity.
- We define J’ by:
Tmeyal)=(aJyan
Note that by using .J’ there is a right representation of 3 on H' as well:

oY @Qb:=Jb"J (¢ ()

= (n® Y ®b*C)
=n®1YeCh

compatible with (2.10).

Last we have to specify D’. In analogy with the previous situation, the choice
D' = id ® D ® id would ruin A-linearity, so again we pick an expression
involving connections on both £ and £°:

Dn@yp @)=V el{+n®@Dyp(+na V' (6.14)

where V : £ — £® 40}, Aas seenbeforeand V' : £° — QL A® 4 £° satisfying

V'(a¢) = aV'(¢) +da® (.
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Here, the right representation of A on H is extended to one of 2}, A by
Yda := J(da)*J " = J[D,a]* T 1. (6.15)

Up tonow V and V' were unrelated, but the demand D’.J’ = ¢'J' D’ restricts
them. If we write everything out and demand this equality, we see that if
Vn is of the form >, n; ® wy, for certain n; € &, w,, = 2}, A we have that
wy, = €wy

AS'in the prev10us case we take as a special case that .4 is Morita equivalent to
itself, leading to £ ~ A, £° ~ A°. Making the identification A® 4 H ® 4 A° =~
H by a1 @41 @4 a3 < aJazJ 1) and applying D' to 1 @ ¢ ® 1 € ‘H' yields

D% = D+ V(1) + IV (1) T,
corresponding to inner fluctuations of D of the form

D—D+A+JAT™, A=) "alD,bi, a;,b; € A, (6.16)

after imposing the demand of self-adjointness for D.

Note that this particular form relies on the non-commutativity of .A. To see
this, take A commutative. This implies that for each a € A, a = Ja*J* (see
[19,86.8]) and let 2}, > A = >". a;[D,b;], A* = A. Then

JAJ* = Zjazj* J[D,b]J* =€ Zjazj* [D,b%]
=e ZD bilJa; " =€ ZD bila
—e’(Zai[D,bj]> = —€' A,

where we successively exploited (5.6) and the self-adjointness of A. Con-
sequently for a Riemannian spin manifold all fluctuations A+e.JA.J~! vanish.

As a last topic in this Chapter, we combine the theory from Section 5, with
inner fluctuations.

> Proposition 6.9. The noncommutative spin geometries (A, H, D 4,7y, J) and
(A, H,D’y,~, J) are unitarily equivalent under the unitary transformation of the
form uJuJ* for u € U(A) (i.e. ‘under the gauge group’) when D'y = D su. Here

A" = uAu" 4+ u[D, u”] (6.17)

Proof. As was seen in Example 5.10, taking U = uJuJ* for u € U(A) did not
have effect on v and J. For the fluctuated Dirac operator we have

UDAU = U(D + A+ € JAT)U*
=D +u[D,u*] + € Ju[D,u*|J* + UAU* + €U JAJ*U*.

Now for the fourth term we have

UAU* = wJuJ* (Y ai[D, b)) Ju* J*u* =Y " uJut*a; Ju* J*[D, bJu*

where we have used the order one condition (5.6). If we employ (5.5) too, we

get
UAU* = ZuJuJ*Ju*J*ai[D,bi]u* = Zuai[D7 bilu® = uAu®.
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With a similar calculation we can obtain UJAJ*U* = eJuAu*J*. Collecting
terms, we get

UDAU = D + uAu* + u[D,u*] + € J(uAu* + u[D,u*])J* = D 4.
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SPECTRAL ACTION

As was introducted in Chapter 5, a spectral triple consists of the data
(A, H, D), where A, H a Hilbert space and D a Dirac operator. The latter we
can use in

> Definition 7.1. For a Dirac operator D, a cut-off scale of A and some positive,
even function f we can define the spectral action:

Tr(f(Da/A)). (7.1)
Here Dy = D + A + €/ JAJ* is the Dirac operator with its inner fluctuations.

This action functional was first proposed and used by A. Connes and A.H.
Chamseddine ([8], [4]). We shall encounter it numerous times in the remain-
ing part of this thesis, its central role will automatically become clear.

> Lemma 7.2. Let (A, H, D) be a spectral triple and let U(A) be the unitary
elements of A (see Section 5), then the spectral action as defined above is gauge
invariant:

Te(f(Das/A)) = Te(f(Da/A)) Vu e UCA).

Proof. As was proved in Proposition 6.9, the gauge transformation A" =
uAu* + u[D,u*] of A was such that Dgu = UDAU*, U = uJuJ*, for some
u € U(A). The result then automatically follows from the properties of the
trace. |

The action functional in the above form is in many cases not useful for direct
computations. There is however a certain expansion in powers of A that can
be made in order to simplify calculations. For this we first need to elaborate
on the heat kernel.

7.1 THE HEAT KERNEL
The theory of this section is taken mainly from [13].

Let V be a bundle of a Riemann manifold (M, g) and P : C>®(V) — C>°(V)
be an operator of the form

P=—(g"0,0, + K", + L) (7.2)
with K#, L € End(V).

> Lemma 7.3. Given a P as above, there exist unique V, E such that

P=VV*'-FL. (7.3)
Here, E is given by

E=1L-g¢"0,(v,) — g"w,w, + g"'w,I, (7.4)

4= 50K+ 900" T) 75

where w, is determined by the local form of V:

Vu=0u+w,.

39



Proof. See [13], Lemma 4.8.1. a

We introduce the variable €, that denotes the curvature of V:

Q= 0p(w),) — Oy (w),) — [w),,w,]. (7.6)

2 W

If P is indeed of the form (7.2) we can make an expansion of the operator

e ' in of powers of t. It is given by

Tre F ~ Zt("*m)/z/ an(z, P)/gd™z, (7.7)

70 M

where m is the dimension of M. The coefficients a,(z, P) are called the
Seeley-De Witt coefficients. It follows that a,,(z, P) = 0 for odd n.! A deep
Theorem by Gilkey [13, Ch 4.8] shows that the first three even coefficients of
the expansion are given by

ao(z, P) = (47)~™/2 Tr(id); (7.8a)
as(z, P) = (47) "™/ 2 Tr(—~R/6id + E); (7.8b)
—m 1 174
as(z, P) = (47) /2% Tr (—12R, " + 5R* — 2R, R"
+ 2Rype R**° — 60RE + 180E” + 60E, "
+ 309, ), (7.8¢)
where R, /' := V#V R and the same for E. Also, 2, and F are given by

(7.5) and (7.4) respectively and both depend only on = and P. For notational
purposes, we define

an(P) := /M an(z, P)\/gd™ . (7.9)

In all cases that we will consider, the manifold will be taken without bound-
ary’: 9M = @. Then the terms E, ,*, R, ** vanish by an application of Stokes’s
Theorem on manifolds®:

/ A gd" e = / (VAV,A)/gd™x = / €paroa, VIA,  (7.10)
M M oM

where, € := /g dz! A -+ Ada™. Of course, for a manifold without boundary,
the right hand side of (7.10) vanishes.

7.2 EXPANSION OF THE ACTION FUNCTIONAL

Now we have the following expansion for the spectral action.

> Theorem 7.4 [Expansion of the spectral actionl. If D is of the form (7.2),
the spectral action (7.1) can be expanded as

2fm—n

Tr f(D/A) = ) A" "an(D?) s +an (D) f(0),  (7.11)

2 I((m —n)/2) |
for certain f,_,, depending on the function f. Here m is the dimension of the
manifold under consideration.
E.g. see [13, Theorem 1.7.6].
Equivalently we can demand all functions on the manifold to have compact support, i.e. they
‘vanish at infinity’.
3 See e.g. [34], appendix B for more details on this.

N =
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Proof. We take a test function k(u), which is the Laplace transform of another:

k(u) = /000 e~ h(s)ds

From this we can obtain an even function f(u) by taking the square of the
argument:

flu) == k(u?) = /OOO e_suzh(s)ds.

Now we can replace u by an (unbounded) operator D /A and take the trace
on both sides yielding

Tr f(D/A) = / h Tr(e *P*/A")h(s)ds.

0

If D? is of the form (7.2), we can use (7.7) and this turns into

Tr f(D/A) = Z/ [S/A2 yn=m)/2g, (DQ)]h( )ds

n>0
=) A" "a,(D?) / s/ (5)ds. (7.12)
n>0 0
Now, we can use for n # m the Laplace transform of g(n—m)/2.
S(n-m)/2 _ 1 /°° o5y (m=n)/2=1
L((m—mn)/2)

whereas for n = m we use

/h(s)ds = lim Ooefs”h(s)ds = f(0).

v—0 0

Inserting these in (7.12), we get:

Tr f(D/A) = an(D?) +,§A NI

x/ {/ esvh(s)ds}v(m”)mldv.
0 0

We can make a change of variable w? := v, which gives us

Tr f(D/A) = Z Am’”an(DQ)m /000 fw)w™ " tdw

n>0
+am(D?)£(0)
_ m=n, 2 Qfmifn . )
;A (D) F((m—n)/2)+ m(D7)f(0),  (7.13)

where we defined

fe = /OOO f(w)wktdw.
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A FIRST APPLICATION: THE EINSTEIN-YANG-MILLS
SYSTEM

A first application of the theory presented in the previous chapters is a model
that not only outgrows a toy theory but will play a central role in what fol-
lows. We obtain the Einstein-Yang-Mills system, after we have constructed a
new spectral triple from an existing one by taking the tensor product with
an algebra of matrices.

Up to the end of this thesis M will denote a four-dimensional compact Rie-
mannian manifold without boundary. We take our spectral triple (A, H, D)
to be the tensor product of the canonical spectral triple (see Example 5.7) and
the finite spectral triple (My (C), My (C), 0):

A = CF(M)® My(C);

H = L*(M,S)® My(C);

D = Jy®id, with dy =iy"V3,
where the representation of the complex N x N matrix My (C) on My(C) is
just by left multiplication)

We make (A, H, D) a real spectral triple by defining J : H — H by
JW @A) :=Jup A", YeH, Aec My(C), (8.1)

where J) is the real structure on L?(M, S) (see Example 5.7) and A* is the
adjoint of A.

Note that elements of the algebra .4 can equally well be interpreted as ‘matrix-
valued functions’, i.e. functions from M to My (C) by the identification

(a® A)(z) :=a(x)d, a €C®(M), A € My(C).
Since a(x) € C we have that C>* (M) @ Mn(C) =~ C*°(M, Myn(C)).

Keep in mind that an element x(z) of S; ® My(C) actually has several
indices, both spinor (indicated by a, b, etc. and running from 1,...,4) as
matrix (indicated by 3, j, etc. and running from 1, ..., N), so in component
form x = ¢ ® T'is can pointwise be written like x(2){; = ¥(2)* ® T};.

8.1 INNER FLUCTUATIONS

As we shall see later on, the inner fluctuations generated by the Morita
equivalence of the algebra A have an important physical interpretation.
To determine these fluctuations, we first need the local expression of the
fluctuated Dirac operator. As we have seen in Chapter 6, all inner fluctuations
are of the form (6.16), where now

SaDb] = i) (@ e A)0"VE 0 e B)

J
= iv“(Z&jvi(gj)®Aij) =t 7" a, ® 4,
i
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where @;,b;,a, € C>®(M)and A;, B;, A € My(C).

Since the dimension of the manifold is even, we have for the action of J;; on
gamma-matrices ([14, § 5.3]):

Tut Ty = I Iyt = =%, (8.2)

where the first equality follows from Jjs being an isometry on an even-
dimensional manifold. Now for an operator A of the form A = ~*a, ® A
—with a,, € C*°(M)— we have
JAT* (b @ T) = Jyay' Ty @ (AT*)*
= —G/M’Y'u ® TA

by the self-adjointness of A and using that v** = 4*. Adding terms and
setting ad(A)T := [A, T], we have

A+ JAT* = y"a, ® ad(A), (8.3)
for the fluctuations of the Dirac operator.

Combining the expression for @, (4.14) and (8.3), we can state the complete,
‘fluctuated’ Dirac operator in local coordinates:

Dy =iet (0, + wy) ®id — ia, ® ad(A)] (8.4)

So, even though we started out with the trivial Dirac operator on My (C), we
still get a non-trivial one after allowing for fluctuations!

For some of the calculations that will follow, it is most convenient to interpret
the algebra of matrices as follows. We associate with each element T €
My (C) a function from M to M x My (C), that assigns to each point x the
value (z,T). We then make the identification

(M, S) @ My(C) = T>(M,S) @ (ar T(M, M x My(C)).

With this identification we are allowed to ‘pull” the C*°(M)-function a,
through the —now C°°(M)-linear— tensor product resulting in

—iv" ®a, ad A =: ™A (8.5)

where A := —ia, ad(A). The result is that A is skew-Hermitian (A* = —A),
rather than that it is self-adjoint.

Note that, in order for D4 to respect the C°(M)-linearity of the tensor
product, 0,, must naturally act on its second part as well. We therefore need
to write

Dy = iet (8, + w,) @id +id @ (8, + A,)]- (8.6)

Note that this is the same operator as in (8.4) but on I'*°(M, S) ®@¢se (a1
(M, M x My(C)) instead of I'*°(M, S) ® My (C).
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8.1.1 The symmetries of the fluctuations

In the previous calculations we already saw —and used— that A was self-
adjoint by the demand of the self-adjointness of D 4, it is thus a u(N)-valued
one-form.! Now, U(N) is not a simple group but U(N) ~ U(1) x SU(N)
resulting in u(N) ~ u(1)@su(N) for the corresponding Lie algebras. But since
A+ JAJ~!is in the adjoint representation [cf. (8.3)] of U(N), the scalar u(1)-
part is irrelevant when taking a Lie bracket like [4, T'| and we might therefore
just as well discard that part from the outset, keeping only a traceless object.
The symmetry group of the fluctuations is therefore effectively su(V).

8.2 THE INNER PRODUCT: FERMIONS

We can then define an inner product on H = L?(M, S)® My (C) by combining
the inner product on L?(M, S) (4.10) with the Hilbert Schmidt inner product
on My (C):

(1 @T1, Yo @To) = (Y1, ¥2)r2,s)(T1 5 T2 ) ay(C)
= [ W) @Vaate TR,

This inner product will have a very important application in the system
under consideration as the next theorem shows.

> Theorem 8.1. The fermionic part of the Lagrangian of the SU(N) Einstein-
Yang-Mills system is given by the expression

<X7 DAX>> X € H. (87)
Proof. Combine the inner product and the formula for the fluctuated Dirac
operator to yield

<X7 DAX> = (1/J®T, Z.'Y#[(au+W/L)®id+id®Au]w®T>

= Z T /M D(@)Y[i(8,, + w )] (x) /g d*e

U(x)in" (2)9) (x)] /g d*a Te(T*[A,,, T1),

- M
- i/M D(@)in" (@) [0 (O + )] + tav)(@)y/gdiz,  (88)

with ¢y := Tr(T*T) and t5,, := Tr(T[A,, T]). Upon renaming objects, this
corresponds to the expressions of the literature for the fermion part of the
Lagrangian (compare e.g. [37, § 16.2], but on a curved space). O

Of course the value of this inner product should not depend on whether we
think of H as L?(M,S) ® My(C) or as IT*°(S) ®cee(ary T(M, M x My(C)).
To make this explicit, in the latter case we would have
(X, Dax) = (T, i*[(0) +wyu) ®id +id @ (9 + A)Jp @ T)
= (¢, i1 T (O +wu)¥) + (¢, i1, 7" (O + Au)TIY)

=i [ (@i o, + )

T [Tr(T*[AmTM(x)}) Vad'z,

which clearly equals (8.8) after using the C°°(M)-linearity of the trace and
identifying t; and t, with the same expressions we did earlier.

1 In the Dirac operator we pulled out factor 4, causing the finite part of A, to be skew-Hermitian.
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8.3 THE SPECTRAL ACTION: BOSONS
8.3.1 Finding expressions for E and Q,,,,

The coefficients of the heat kernel expansion involve the operators £ —
defined by (7.3)— and §2,,,,, the curvature tensor of the connection on the
tensor product. So before we can proceed, we need expressions for them.

> Theorem 8.2. The operator D%, with D 4 given by (8.6), is of the form (7.2).
Proof. This calculation bears strong resemblance with the one that led to

(4.19). Writing out and using taking care of (4.11) gives
D% = —"[V§ ®id +id ® (9, + A)][V{V: ®id +id ® (9, + A,)}]
=~y [VEVE ®@id +1d ® (9, + Au) 0y + Ay)
+ V5 @ (0 + Ay) + Vi ® (0y + Ay)]
+ %, Vs @id +1id ® (9 + A,)]
= —¢g" (Vi ®id +id® (0, + A,)][Vs ®id +1d @ (0, + A,)]
+IY[VE @id +id ® (0, + A,)]
— 37*y"([V5, Vo1 ®id +id ® [0, + Ay, 0y + Ay))
where we have used the symmetry of the Christoffel symbols (I'}, =T7,)
and the definition I'V := s g"*. Notice the similarities with (4.19). Now for

the first of the commutators of the connections we take the result of equation
(4.18), while for the second we have

Op+ A0, +A))=0,A) —0u(A,) + AL A =T, (8.9)
the curvature tensor of A,. Inserting these results as well as the local expres-
sion for V* (4.12) and collecting terms of the same order of 0, yields:

D% = —[¢" (0, ®id +id ® 9,,)(0, ®id +id ® 9,)
+[(2w" —T*") ®id 4 2id ® A*](9, ® id +id ® 0,,)
+ (0w + whw, —THw, + 1R) ®id +id ® (8"A, + A*A,,)
+20H @A, —TF®A, — 29"y @F ).
So indeed D4 is of the form (7.2), with
Kt = (2w! —T*") @id + 2id ® A
L= (0"w, +whlw, —THw, + TR) @ id +id ® (0"A, + A*A,,)
+2w* @A, —THRA, — Iy#7y" @ F,,.
which proves the theorem. O

With this we can both determine wj, (and consequently €,,,) and E uniquely.
First of all, w), is given by (7.5):

1
Wy, = 5g,w(.r<”+1“”<g>id) =w, ®id+id®A,. (8.10)

With this we find for E [cf. (7.4)]:
E=L-g"ouw, —g"w,w, +g"w,lh,
= [0, (w") + whw, —TFw, + 1R ®id + 2w, ® A*
id @ (0"A, + A*A,) + 2977 @ Fpy —TV[id ® A, ]
— [0Fw, ®id +1id ® 0,A*] — [wHw, ®id +2w" @ A,
+id®@ A*A, | + THw, ®id +id ® A ]
=1R®id - i7" @ FpL..
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Next, from (7.5) we have

Qv = Ou(wy) = Ou(wy,) + [wy,, Wl ],

where 9, = 0, ® id +1id ® J,, is understood. Inserting w;, from (8.10) yields
Q= (Ouw, ®id+id ® 9,A,) — (Oyw, ®id +id ® J,A,,)
+[w, @id+id®A,,w, ®id+id®A,]
= (Opwy — Opwy, + [wy,wy]) ®id
+id ® (9,4, — 0, A, +[A,,A])

1 o
- ZRZZ;%Z, ®id +id @ F,,,

where the derivation of the Rz’;fyab is taken from (4.18).

8.3.2  The spectral action

We have shown that the fluctuated Dirac operator D4 meets the demands
needed to apply the theory of § 7.1, using equation (7.11). The dimension of
the manifold under consideration is 4, so we get:

Tr f(Da/A) ~ 2fsh ao(D3) +2f20%a2(D3)+ £(0)as(DF)+O(A™2). (8.11)

In order to determine the first terms of this this expansion we need to obtain
the exact expressions of the Seeley-De Witt coefficients ag(D?%), az(D?) and
as(D?%) from the heat kernel expansion®. In order to do so, we need to
translate equations 7.8a, 7.8b and 7.8c into the current situation. For that,
we use Tr(A ® B) = Tr(A) Tr(B), where the trace of A is taken over spinor
space. For the traces over the space My (C) —denoted by Try if otherwise
confusion could arise— we have

Try(id) = dim My (C) = N2

Now for the first coefficient ag(D?%) we immediately find

ao(D?) = (4m) 2 Tr(id)TrN(id)\/ﬁd‘lx:iVZ/ Vodiz.  (8.12)
M ™ JMm

Next for as(D?%) we have two terms. The first is

4N?

where the 4 comes from the trace of the identity in spinor space and the N2
from that of My (C). The second term is

Tr(E) = (N°R = > Tr(y*4") Tt(F,)) = N°R, (8.14)
p<v

since g,,,, is symmetric in its indices, but F#* is antisymmetric. Combining
(8.13) and (8.14), we obtain

(DQ)—N2/ —éR—&-R d* —NZ/R dz. (8.15)
@E = Ur2 [y U 6 Vadie=ggm | Rvedie 6

2 Recall that an, (D?) is an(z, D?) after integration.
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Next for as(D?%) we have quite a few terms and will deal with them one by
one.

The first four terms of (7.8c) yield us no surprises:

Tr(—-12R,*) = —48N*R. (8.16)
Tr(5R?) = 20N?R?, (8.17)
Tr(-2R,, R") = —8N?*R,,,R"", (8.18)
Tr(2Rp0 R*P7) = 8N? R, p0 R*F7. (8.19)

Next, we have

Tr(RE)=R RTr(ld) Try(id) Z Tr(v#~") Tr(F )
p<v

— N?R?, (8.20)

where we exploited the antisymmetry of IF,,,, again. For the square of E we
obtain

Tr(E?) = %32 Tr(id) Try (id) — Z > RTr(v"9") Tr(Fpu)

p<v

+ ) Tr(Py7) Te(FuwF o)

u<v,p<o
N2 2 v v
- TR +4 Z (g""g" — g"Pg"? + gH7g¥?) Tr (FMVFPO')
u<v,p<o
N2
= TR2 — 2Tr(F*F,,). (8.21)

Here, changing to a summation over all indices gave a difference of a factor
four, and using the antisymmetry of the field tensor resulted in factor minus
two again, and the vanishing of the term containing I *. The next term is

Tr(E,") = (N*R,* = ¢ Te(F,,..")) = N°R,}*, (8.22)

p<o

by antisymmetry of F,,,,. And finally, for the last term we have:

Tr(9,, Q") = TGRab R Tr(yapyed) + QRZZ, Tr(vap) Tr(F*)

+ 4Tx(F,, F*)
N2

= - TRawaab”” + 4 Tr(F,,, F*), (8.23)

where in the second step we used (A.8) and have exploited the property
Rijri = — Ry
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The only thing left, is putting all pieces together. Combining equations (8.16),
to (8.23) —but with the right coefficients (see [7.8c])— we get

11 180
D)= —— 60 — 48)N?R_ M + [ — 420 — 60 | N2 R?
a4(Da) = 157 350 /M [( INR,, +( . )
30
—8N?R,,, R" + <8 - 2>N2RWMR“”””

+(30-4—180-2) Tr(]FWIE‘“”)}

1N2/ 12R_" + 5R? — 8R,, R™
1672 360 J,, s "
1
— TRy po RMP7 | g dta — / Tr(F,,, F*),/gd*z.
24772 M
(8.24)

8.3.3  Final expression

Inserting the results from the previous section into (8.11) we have
Tr f(Da/A) ~ 2fi0%ao(D3) + 2f20%a2(D%) + f(0)as(D3) + O(A™?)

1
=13 /M L(gy, A)y/gd*z + O(A72), (8.25)

where

2
5R? — 8R,, R"

N2 N
_ anr2 | VT o0

- 7R“””"RW} N @ Tr(F ., F*) (8.26)

where we have discarded boundary terms R, *, E. * since the M is without
boundary.

To summarize, we have constructed a spectral triple from the canonical
one and the finite spectral triple (My(C), My (C),0), fluctuated the Dirac
operator on the former and saw that a component appeared on the latter.
That component turned out to have a su(N)-symmetry. We then took the
spectral action Tr f(D4/A) and made an expansion in powers of the mass-
scale A, according to Section 7.2 and found three terms, one is the Einstein-
Hilbert action of General Relativity and another is the Lagrangian of the
SU(N)-Yang-Mills field. Since the term (v, D 41) accounts for the fermionic
propagator and interactions with the gauge field, the sum

(¥, Dayp) +Tr f(Da/A) (8.27)

gives the full action of the Einstein Yang-Mills system plus terms O(A~2).
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Part1l

NONCOMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY &
SUPERSYMMETRY






INTRODUCTION TO SUPERSYMMETRY

It is fairly pointless to discuss supersymmetry (SUSY) —as we will be doing
in the following chapters— without having at least a certain grasp of what
is meant with it. In this chapter we will present some basic notions of
supersymmetry, mostly in the parlance of physics. We underline that it
is by no means an exhausting coverage of the field. Good —though not
very rigorous— introductions are [21], [23] and [2]. A more mathematical
approach can be found in [11].

9.1 EXTENSIONS OF THE POINCARE GROUP

As is well known, all isometries —rotations, boosts and translations— of
Minkowski space R?! (with metric g) are described by the Poincaré group.
The Lie algebra corresponding to the 10-dimensional Poincaré group is
generated by J,,, (= —J,,,) [boosts and rotations] and P, (¢, v = 1,...,4)
[translations] satisfying

[P [ P V} =0

[Jy,l/y Pp} = gypljp, - g/LpPl/

[J/_“,, Jpa} = g,uaMup - g,upMVo - guaM,up + gupM,ua'

The question was raised whether extensions of the Poincaré algebra exist to
incorporate a possible symmetry that would prove to be valuable for physics.

In [7] Coleman and Mandula proved that —given certain conditions— these
are all the symmetries of the S-matrix.

Several years later however, Haag et al. [15] showed that extending the
Poincaré algebra can possibly lead to new physics, if instead of a Lie algebra
one uses a

> Definition 9.1 [Lie superalgebral. A Lie superalgebra G is a vector space
(over R or C) supplied witha map [.,.] : G x G — G satisfying
[A,B] = —(=)AIIBI[B A], VA,Beg (9.1)
and
(H)HICA, [B,CT) + (9)9IP[C, (4, B]]
+ (—)PIAB,[C,A]] =0 VY A,B,Ceg. (9.2)

Here |.| : G — {0, 1} denotes the order of an element, thus making G Zo-graded.

This generalizes a Lie algebra, where all elements are considered to be of
order 0.

It is then possible to extend the Poincaré algebra with a set of variables Q’,
andQ, (i = 1,...,N,a = 1,2) of order 1, transforming in the (1, 0) and (0, 1)
representations of the Lorentz group respectively. This extended algebra is
called the supersymmetry algebra.

Troughout this thesis we will be considering the case NV = 1 only.

Adding Q and @, a number of new commutators have to be determined.
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> Lemma 9.2. We have the following results for the extra commutators that appear
due to adding Q and Q.

[ aszc] = [Pu,Q.] =0, (9.3a)
Q. Ju) = 500 Qs @ Tp] = 3@0Q)a (9.3b)
(Qa, Q) = —2iP.g (9.3¢)
[Qa, Q] = [Q,, Q4] =0, (9.3d)
where we have written Pog = (0*)a3P,, o = (1,7) being the Pauli matrices.
Proof. See [36, Ch. 2]. O

> Lemma 9.3. On any representation |m, s, s3) (with mass m, spin s) of the
supersymmetry algebra we have

Qs|m, s,83) ~ |m,s,s3+ %> Q1lm, s,83) ~ |m,s,s3 — %} 9.4)
Proof. See [35, Ch. 2]. a

N.B. a similar theorem can be stated (e.g.[21]) for massless representations of
the Poincaré algebra.

The above lemma suggests that supersymmetry is a relation between fermions
(with half integer spin) and bosons (with integer spin). This will indeed turn
out to be the case.

9.2 A FIRST PEEK AT SUSY: THE WESS-ZUMINO MODEL

Now how does this relate to field theory?

> Definition 9.4 [Supersymmetry transformation]. For a constant, two com-
ponent spinor €, we define (cf. [35, pg. 21]) a supersymmetry transformation on
a field ¢ as

bep(x) = [(eQ) + (€ Q)]¢(x). (9.5)
N.B. It is important not to think of § as some map, rather we associate with
some field a new one d.¢(x).

If we define such a d.¢;(x) for each of the fields ¢4, ..., ¢, appearing in the
action of a certain system, we can talk about whether or not this action is
invariant under supersymmetry. For this we define:

d
5S[¢17 ey ¢n] = ES[QSl + t5€¢17 LI} ¢n + t56¢n] =0 (96)

If then §S[¢1, . .., dn] = 0 we call the system to be supersymmetry invariant.

> Example 9.5 [Wess-Zuminol. The action of a system containing a free Weyl
fermion o and scalar ¢, is given by

Slé, 6", . X = — / [10,6(2) 2 + ith(x) T4 By, (x)] e

One can define ¢ o~ d(x) and 0 ~1p(x) by

de[p(x)] := € x(). 9.7)
(implying that Q¢(z) = 0) and
der [(2)] := —ilo" € |0ue (), . 9.8)

respectively, and show that the action is invariant under (9.7) and (9.8) (see [23,
ch. 31). Fields such as ¢ and 1 are called each others superpartners.
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Actually, in proving the invariance of the Wess-Zumino model, the equation
of motion for v has to be used; it only holds on shell. We can make this work
off shell though as well by introducing a complex scalar field D (an "auxiliary
field’) appearing in the Lagrangian through £p = |D(z)|?>. Modifying (9.7)
and (9.8) slightly to contain D, supersymmetry is seen to be holding both on
shell as off shell. Furthermore we can check that (9.3c) holds by applying the
maps (9.7) and (9.8) twice.

Notice that this is a pointwise approach: at each separate point of Minkowski
space the bosonic and fermionic variables are linked to each other trough 4.

The example above is a nice illustration of a requisite in order for a system to
exhibit supersymmetry at all:

The total number of fermionic and bosonic degrees of freedom is
the same.

Upon applying the equations of motion for ¢ in the Wess-Zumino model, the
number of degrees of freedom (two) match, but off shell we have four real
fermionic degrees of freedom but only two bosonic. Adding two off shell
bosonic degrees of freedom (the equations of motion for D are D = 0, thus
D does not contribute to on shell degrees of freedom), mended this problem.

N.B. In many of the more advanced treatments of supersymmetry (e.g. [35]),
ordinary space is extended to yield a superspace (z*,0,6) (where 6 and
are two-component Grassmann variables). The particle content of a certain
model is then described in terms of superfields (fields depending on all co-
ordinates of superspace). The action is recovered by integrating potentials
that are functions of these superfields over superspace by means of a Berezin
integral. Though this kind of machinery can be convenient, we will not adopt
it here.

9.3 SUPERSYMMETRIC GAUGE THEORIES

Many —if not all— of the theories describing nature at its most fundamental
level are gauge theories. How do supersymmetry and gauge symmetry
relate?

Since sypersymmetry links particles of different spin and gauge transforma-
tions only have an effect on the gauge (‘internal’) group of the particles, we
require both transformations to be compatible. This boils down to requiring
that:

A particle and its superpartner are in the same representation of
the gauge group.

Two pivotal examples of supersymmetric gauge theories are
> Example 9.6 [Super Yang-Mills theoryl. The Yang-Mills model —the

model discussed in Chapter 8 but on a flat manifold— exhibits (N = 1) super-
symmetry under suitable conditions (cf. [23, ch. 3.3]).

> Example 9.7 [MSSMI. If we consider the Standard Model (SM, see Chapter
12) —certainly a gauge theory— we can add a superpartner for each type of
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particle that appears. The theory that describes the SM-particles and their —yet
unobserved— superpartners is called the Minimally Supersymmetric Stan-
dard Model (MSSM)!. The adjective ‘minimally’ is justified by the fact that the
MSSM is the supersymmetric extension of the SM with the smallest number of
additional superpartners: it is an example of N = 1 supersymmetry.

The list of the MSSM’s merits is quite impressive. See [6, ch. 1] for a short
overview.

We will be encountering both examples again in the succeeding chapters.

1 The situation is actually somewhat more involved; in addition to all Standard Model particles
having a superpartner, the MSSM requires an extra two Higgs doublets instead of only one.

56



PREPARING THE EINSTEIN-YANG-MILLS SYSTEM FOR
SUPERSYMMETRY

Having considered the Einstein-Yang-Mills system in Chapter 8 and some
basic notions of supersymmetry in Chapter 9, we would like to combine
these to obtain a realization of supersymmetry for the Einstein-Yang-Mills
system in the framework of noncommutative geometry.

We immediately stumble upon two problems. The first is that bosonic and
fermionic fields are not in the same representation of the gauge group, as
is required for supersymmetry. Indeed, in Section 8.1 we were able to re-
duce the degrees of freedom for the bosons by requiring self-adjointness and
unimodularity, and found them to be in the adjoint representation of su(NV).
The fermions, on the other hand, are still of the form ¢y ® A, with A € My (C).

Secondly a spinor ¢ (x) € S, has eight real degrees of freedom —four compo-
nents with complex coefficients— whereas the continuous part of the gauge
potential has only four: A, u=1,...,4.

These two problems are summarized in table 10.1. We will solve them one
by one in the subsequent sections.

Currently Needed
Continuous  Finite Continuous  Finite
Bosons 4 N2 -1 4 N?2 -1
Fermions 8 2N? 4 N2 -1

Table 10.1: The number of real degrees of freedom for fermions and bosons for both the continu-
ous and finite parts of the Hilbert space. The current situation is on the left, whereas
the situation needed in order to obtain supersymmetry is given on the right.

10.1 MAJORANA & WEYL FERMIONS

As is well known, the basic fermionic constituents of many supersymmetric
theories are Majorana fermions, particles that are their own antiparticle. One
would therefore need to restrict to those 1 € H for which we can impose
the Majorana condition: Ji = 1), thereby reducing the degrees of freedom.
However, in the Euclidean set up, we have .J? = —1 (see table 5.1) with which
only ¢(z) = 0 is compatible. Indeed (massless) Majorana fermions do not
exist in a 4 dimensional Euclidean space, as was pointed out by Schwinger
already in 1959 [26].

Different but similar solutions of this problem were given by Van Nieuwen-
huizen and Waldron [30] and Nicolai [24]. To obtain a Lagrangian in Eu-
clidean space, whose Green functions are analytic continuations of the
Minkowskian counterpart, [30] proposes a scheme that boils down to dou-
bling the spinor degrees of freedom compared to Minkowski space. That is,
the kinetic term of a fermion Lagrangian still comprises of two Grassmann
variables (¢ and 1), but the number of complex numbers is doubled. This is
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achieved by relaxing the (Minkowskian) reality constraint 1 := )70 —thus
regarding ¢ and v as two different variables.!

Instead of working with Majorana fermions in Euclidean space, Nieuw-
enhuizen and Waldron employ the fact that in Minkowski space any Majo-
rana fermion can be written as a Weyl fermion. They then take a Minkowskian
Lagrangian containing Weyl fermions, relax the constraint ¢ := )77 and
Wick rotate the Lagragian, thus obtaining the Euclidean counterpart of a
Minkowskian Lagrangian containing Majorana fermions.

So our goal is converted to finding an inner product that is suited for Weyl
spinors. To this end —and to accommodate a mass term for the neutrino—,
Chamseddine, Connes and Marcolli propose in [5] (but see also [9, §16.2]), a
different inner product compared to (8.7):

(Jb1, Datba). (10.1)

The pleasant property of this inner product is that it allows for restricting
spinors to eigenspaces of v, thus obtaining Weyl spinors?. Indeed, for 11 » €
HY ={y € H; v =} and (A, H, D) of KO-dimension 2, we have

(JY1, Dpo) = (JY1, Dyipy) = —(vJ1, Dipg) = (Jy1, Dipa).

Here, we have used in the second step that Dy = —vD and v* = 7y and that
Jv = —vJ in the third step. In our case (KO-dimension 4; Jy = v.J) however,
this calculation would yield the disastrous result (Ji1, D) = —(J)1, Do)
and will thus not allow a reduction to Weyl spinors.

To resolve this, we retain the inner product (8.7) —with no J occurring— and
employ the ideas of [30] as illustrated above, inserting two different spinor
fields into the inner product. Then we can restrict the spinors to eigenspaces
of ~, albeit different ones. That is, for ¢ € H* we have

(x, DY) =(x, Dyp)=—(x,vD¥) = —(vx, D¢)

which again equals (x, Dvy)) provided x € H™,i.e. yx = —x.

In conclusion, we are able to reduce fermion degrees of freedom by the right
amount, by taking

SeA U, X] == (x, Da) ¢ eH" xeH, (10.2)

instead of (8.7) or (10.1) as the fermionic part of the action. The resulting
action is then in fact the same as that of [30, eq. 47].

Notice that the above arguments hold for fluctuated Dirac operators equally
well, since Dy = —yD 4 if A € QL A, as can easily be seen from (8.3).

Even though it might appear that we have doubled the degrees of freedom
by relaxing the reality constraint as above, the path integral is insensitive for
this step; the result should be the same regardless of whether we integrate
over 9 and 1) or over  and 1. (See the discussion at the end of [31] for some
details.)

A direct consequence of this is the loss of the Hermiticity of the Lagrangian, but see [31], pg. 2
for a short discussion on this.

This was in fact the very reason for Chamseddine, Connes and Marcolli to work in a spectral
triple of KO-dimension 2.
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10.2 UNIMODULARITY FOR FERMIONS

We still have to reduce the finite part of the fermions from My (C) to su(N),
to yield what —in analogy with the bosonic case— we can call unimodular
fermions.

We will do this in two steps; first from My (C) to u(N) and second from u(V)
to su(N).

For the first part we simply use the fact that the My (C) is the complexifica-
tion of u(N):
Mpy(C) ~u(N) @ iu(N)
or
Mny(C) ~ C®g u(N).
For the Hilbert space this implies that
H = L*(M,S) ®c My(C) ~ L*(M, S) ®r u(N).

Since for any u € u(N) we have u = u%S,,u® € R,V a = 1,...,N? with
respect to a basis S, of u(IN), we can write ¥(z) ® u € Sy ®r u(N) in compo-
nents:

P(@)i @u=1y®S,, withy] =¢(zx)u,i=1,...4,
in components.

Note that the adjoint action of the bosons leaves this reduction invari-
ant. This is seen by applying A(z) = A% @ adg, to (z) = ¥* @ S,
for which the finite part is then given by [T}, Sy]. For the latter we have
[Tu, Sp* = (S)*(T*)* — (T*)*(S*)* = —[T%, S*]. We may conclude that
Ay € L?(M, S) ®g u(N) whenever ¢ € L*(M, S) @g u(N).

What is left now, is the reduction from u(N) to su(N).

We do this by splitting any fermion into two parts as was done earlier for the
bosons in Chapter 8:

Y=Tep+9, ¢ L*(M,S)@ruN),

with Trep € L2(M,S) ® u(1) and ¢ € L2(M,S) ® su(N). Inserting these
expressions into the inner product, we get

(X, Dath) = (TrX, DaTrp) + (x, DaTry)
+<Tr5<va DAw>+<Xa DAw>

Now the first term on the right hand side is reduced to (Tr ), D Tr J) since
the finite part gives us terms like [, s] with u € u(1) and s € su(V), that of
course vanish. That same argument can be applied to reduce the second term
to (x, D Tr4) which then vanishes for the inner product on the finite part
gives only terms like Tr(su) = u Tr s = 0. Finally the third term on the right
hand side vanishes too, while the inner product on the finite part yields only
terms like Tr(u[s1, s2]) = uTr[s1, s2], where s1, 52 € su(IN). We then have
obtained that

(X, Dayp) = (TrX, DTrep) + (x, Dat), (10.3)
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i.e. the two different parts decouple and the trace-part lacks all gauge inter-
actions; it describes a totally free fermion. We therefore discard it from the
theory, thereby retaining the unimodular part of the fermion.

Combining the two schemes presented in the preceding two sections equalize

the bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom, thereby putting them in the
same gauge representation, thus permitting supersymmety.
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SUPERSYMMETRY IN THE NON-COMMUTATIVE
EINSTEIN-YANG-MILLS SYSTEM

The preparations being done in the previous chapter, the Einstein-Yang-Mills
system is at least suited for supersymmetry. What is left, is actually showing
that the system is supersymmetric.

We still consider the spectral triple as defined in the beginning of Chapter 8,
but in addition we take the manifold (M, g) such that all Christoffel symbols
(and thus the scalar curvature) vanish everywhere. The Dirac operator can
then locally be written as! Dy = iv* (9, ® + ® (9, + A,)) =: iv*D,,. The
action corresponding to this system can directly be read off from the curved
case as considered in Chapter 8:

St = [ L) @ite+ 042 (11
M
with Lagrangian

f(0)
2472

Tr(F?), withy € HY,x € H™,
(11.2)

EW&X,A) = TrF(X7DA77[}) -

where F = ~#4” ® F,,,. Here with (.,.) we mean the Hermitian pairing
(.,.) : T°(8) x I'*™°(S) — C°°(M) and by Try the trace of the finite part.

For the constituents of this Lagrangian we have, after performing the reduc-
tion as discussed in the previous chapter:

A =A*®adr, € B(L?*(M,S)) ® adsu(N)
=" T, € L*(M,S)" @ su(N),

where the plus-sign means that ¢ is of positive chirality. In order to see
whether this system exhibits supersymmetry, we would like to define?

SA € B(H) and &,0x € H (11.3)

—where the expressions for dA, §1) and J contain their respective superpart-
ners— under which the action in (11.1) is invariant, i.e. 5[, x, A] as defined
in (9.6) vanishes.

BOSONIC TERMS

Let ¢, ,_ be two constant spinors [i.e. (Jue;/—)(x) = 0V x € M] of posi-
tive/negative chirality.
> Definition 11.1. We define §A € B(H) by

5A = ey @ ad (e, 7uth) + 27" ® ad (x, Yuer ), (11.4)

where (e_,y,) = (e—,v,¥*)Tq is understood and ad : su(N) — ad su(N) is
simply defined by ad(T,) := adr,.

1 Notice the difference with (8.4).
2 Even though the symbols are the same, no confusion is likely to arise.
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The values of ¢; 2 € R are yet to be determined from the subsequent calcula-
tions.

Since the bosonic part of the action functional only depends on A, we have

5Sp[A] = %SB A +to4]] (11.5)

t=0
where ¢ is some real parameter.

Taking the bosonic part of (11.2), this means that

5/ TRty — & Tr(d(A + t6A) + [A + t6A, A + t0A] p)?d >
M dt M t=0

= / {2(1 Te[(dA + [A, Al p)(dtSA + [t6A, Al
v Lt

A+ t0A]F) + O(t2)]‘ }d%

t=0

- / 2Ty [F(dSA + [5A, Alp + [A + 6A]F)]d*z.  (11.6)
M

Three unknown terms occur in (11.6): ddA, [6A, A]r and [A + JA]r. For the
first we have

> Lemma 11.2. With A given by Definition 11.1 we have

déA = 20" @ [c1 ad(e—, Ouy ) — c2 ad(Ouyu X, €4)]- (11.7)
with ot = FyHy" — ¥y,
Proof. The proof can be split up into two parts. First we have that

dA = c(dp Y aidyb;) ® ady,
= c(dazt A dz")0,(a;i0ub;) ® adp, = 20" ® 0,4, (11.8)
[e.g. (3.11)]. Applying Definition 11.1 to this expression, we simply get

doA = 20" @ 0,04,
=20"" ® [crad Op(e—, 7)) + caad O (X, Yver))-

Secondly, the spin connection V* is Hermitian, i.e.
(Ao, x) + (¥, dx) = d(¥,x) V1, x € L*(M, S), (11.9)

on a flat manifold. We can extend the pairing (.,.) : I'(S) x I'(S) — C(M) to
another (.,.)" : T'(S) x I'(S) @ QY(C(M)) — QY(C>(M)) by

(a,b®dc) := (a,b)dec.

Using this pairing in combination with (11.9) and then applying the map c
[cf. (4.7)] we get

Y (Outbs X) + (¥, 0ux) = V"0, (¥, X)- (11.10)

Now applying this to the case with one of the spinors constant, we get the
desired result. O
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Next, for the other part of the field strength we have
> Lemma 11.3. With A given by Definition 11.1 we have

[6A, Alr +[A, 6A]p = 20" ® (Cl ad(e—, vy, ) + c2 ad('Y;tAuXa €+))'
(11.11)
Proof. A simple calculation shows that
[0A, Al + [A, 0A]p = 77" © ([0A, Av] + [Ay, 6A,])
= ’7”’7” & ([Cl ad(e_, ’Y;ﬂ/’) + c2 ad(Xv 7#6-"-)7 Av]
+ [Auv C1 ad(e,, %ﬂ/)) +c2 ad(Xa 7V€+)])
=" @ (= ad[Ay, c1(e—, 7u¥) + c2(X, Y+ )]
+ ad[A;u C1 (6—771/¢) + c2 (Xa ’YV€+)])’

where we have used the fact that ad : su(N) — adsu(V) is a Lie algebra
homomorphism and that the Lie bracket is antisymmetric. Then by ordering
terms by coefficients and using that e, ,_ lack a finite part and that the gauge
potential is self-adjoint (i.e. A% = A7), this yields

[0A, Alp + [A, 0A]p = 20" @ [cl ad(e—, Ay, ) + coad(7, A, X, e+)].

O
We are now ready to determine the full expression for §Sg[A]:
> Proposition 11.4. The map 11.1 results in
4f(0)N , ,
35o1a] = = LN (e PPy, D,) + a2, Doy k)], (1112)

for the bosonic part of the Einstein Yang-Mills action. Here (., .) denotes the inner
product on 'H and we have written D,, := 0,, + A,,.

Proof. We use the results of the previous two lemmas by inserting (11.7) and
(11.11) into (11.6) to get

5| TrF2d*z =2 /
M M

[Tr [F(dOA + [6A, A] + [A + 6A])
= 4/ [Tr(’y“’y”ao"g) Tr [F;w (01 ad(e_,v30.7)
M
+ co ad(y30aX, €+) + c1 ad(e—, y3hAq, 1)
+ ez ad(Yphax, €1))] [d*a. (11.13)
Employing the identity (A.7) we get
2 Tr(yH A 0P = §[gHPve — gragvP], (11.14)
so that (11.13) turns into
2 [ [0 (e 70,0 + cxnd e
M

+ (Cl ad(€,7 'Yqu "/}) + co ad(’yuAuXa 6+)]:| d4$

= 32N Tr[FlW (Cl(e—a ’Yuauw) + C2 ('7#61/)(7 E+)
M L

#@e- i) + (b et (1115)

= 32N TI‘[(Cl (67, F“V’YMDVw) + C2 (FIW'YMDl/Xv €+>]:| d4$
M

= 32N|cy <5—»F#V’Y;LDV¢> + 02<FFW7/LDVXa €+)]
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where we have written D, = 0, + A,,, used the antisymmetry of F,,,, and
that for su(V) the inner product is a scalar multiple of the killing form:

Trlad Th ad Ty = N Tr[ThT5] V11,7 € su(N). (11.16)
Collecting terms, pulling F),,, into the pairing and multiplying with the
correct factor from the Lagrangian, gives the desired result. 0

FERMIONIC TERMS

Now for the fermionic part of the action we can perform similar calculations.
To do so we must first define 1) and 0.
> Definition 11.5. For ¢, € HT,x € H™ we define 61 € H*,dx € H™ by

0p == csFey = cay'y" Fi e @1, and  dx :=cqFe_. (11.17)
Here again, c3 4 € R are yet to be determined.
For the fermionic part of the action we then have the following proposition.
> Proposition 11.6. With the definitions given above, we have for the fermionic
part of the action

0Sp [, x, Al = =2cale—, Fun" D ) = 2e3(Fuy" D, €4).  (11.18)
Proof. We take the same approach as in the bosonic case:

d
OSplth X, Al = T Sp[ + 10, x + 10X, A+ tM])

t=0
d
— 5 (CH 10 Diasasa (i + t6v))|
t=0
= cs(Fe_, Dat) + (x, 0AY) + es(x, DaFey).  (11.19)

Let us look at the terms on the right hand side one by one. Writing out F,
using the self-adjointness of D4 and using the identity (A.9) we have for the
first

(Fe_,Davy) = i([071y" — 674H + 6747 — i€ 5] Dy Fuve—, ).
(11.20)

The first two terms of (11.20) add up by the antisymmetry of F},,, whereas
the third term vanishes for that very reason. The fourth term is in fact the
celebrated Bianchi identity (e.g. [10, §18.3]):

[DyFuo +DoFy + D, Fpul(x) =0 Vel
We are thus left with:
c4<F€_, DA¢> = 2641'(7”])”}7‘“”5_, %/1)

By exactly the same reasoning we can rewrite the third term of (11.19). Now
we are still left with the second term of (11.19), which yields for each point
x € M:

Tre(x, 0AY) (@) = fabe(X* Y1) er (e, 1ut) 4 c2(x, Yues)] ().
(11.21)

Both terms are seen to vanish separately using the antisymmetry of fu,. and
a Fierz transformation (see Appendix A.1 for all the details). Adding the
results for the first and third terms of (11.19) yields the expression:
OSF[x: ¥, Al = 2c4i(y" D" Fye_ 1) + 2¢3i(x, 7" D" Fvey)
= —2cqi(e_, F,v* D) — 2¢3i(F,,v* D" x, €4).
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Then adding the separate results for the fermions and bosons, we get:

> Theorem 11.7. The action given by (11.1) is a supersymmetry invariant, given
(11.7) and (11.17), provided that 3m2c, = 2if(0)Ncy and 3n%cz = 2if(0)Nea.

Proof. With Propositions 11.4 and 11.6, this boils down to nothing more than
comparing the expressions (11.12) and (11.18) to conclude that

5Sp[x, ¥, A] + 6S5[A]

4f(0)N , ,
- _( f?)(ﬂg c1 + 2204) (e—, F*~, Dy )
4 N
- ( fg(gg co + 2i03) (F*~,Dyx,e4) =0 (11.22)
iff 2f(0)NC1 = —3i7T2C4 and 2f(0)NC2 = —3i7r203. O

11.1 SUPERSYMMETRY UP TO THE PLANCK SCALE

In the previous chapter we have demonstrated that the action of the Yang-
Mills system was invariant under supersymmetry. Despite that the signature
of the manifold was Euclidean instead of Minkowskian —in contrast to prac-
tically all other treatments— resulted in several difficulties, the methods and
results were essentially not that different from the canonical approach of the
subject, apart from some notational matters perhaps. The point where the re-
sults of the noncommutative and canonical approaches to field theory differ
most, is that the spectral action of the former contributes much more to the
action than only (11.1). In terms of a series in A, we only took the terms O(A)
[i.e. a4 (D?)] into account in the previous Chapter. But we have absolutely
no guaranty that the spectral action as a whole is supersymmetric! There’s
no a priori reason that the terms on all orders of A —together with the inner
product— are invariant (given (11.4) and (11.7)) —or that their sum is at least.

The consequence of additional terms generated by (11.4), (11.7) and/or
(11.17) would be to alter these expressions in order to preserve supersymme-
try, if that is possible. But let’s not panic too soon and get to work.

Since all fermionic contributions to the Lagrangian are of order A° (originat-
ing from the inner product), we can focus our attention solely on the spectral
action. As future input for the latter we have

> Proposition 11.8. The square of the operator D 4+s54 with A given by

SA =" @ [cr(e—, 7)) + a0 muer)], Y EHT, x € H (11.23)
(with c1, co determined in the previous section) is of the form

D% 154 = —[9000"0" + K", + L] (11.24)
for certain K*, L € End(H).
Proof. We will explicitly calculate

D% isa =D+ A+t6A+ J(A+t5A) T
= D% +i{Da,6A}M — (5A)*#?, (11.25)
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where 6A + J0AJ = idA was already determined to yield

Y @ ad[(e—, vu) + (X Yues )] (11.26)

For the rest of this chapter we only take the first term of JA (featuring )
into account and remark that the arguments and results for the other term
are analogous. We first focus on the second term on the right hand side of
(11.25). Since the manifold under consideration is flat, we get

{Dy,0A} = [iv"(0, ®id+1d ® (0, + A,))][e1y" ® ad(e_, v,ﬂb)]
+liery" @ ad(e—, 7, ¥)|[y" (0, ®id +id @ (9, + Ay))]
=iy’ @ ad(e—, v, (0y + Ay)Y) + 2ic; ® ad(e—, ’Yﬂz/’) O
+ 2ic; ®@ ad(e_, v ) A

Plugging this expression into (11.25), we receive

KW — KM = K" 4 2¢; @ ad(e_,y"1)t,
L—L'=L+cy"y" @ad(e-,7,(00 + Ayt
+2c1 @ ad(e_, v V)At + O(t?),  (11.27)

compared to the values of K and L for only D 4. ]

This result is useful, for it allows us to perform a the heat kernel expansion,
analogous to (7.7). After done that, we possess the correct machinery to see
to what extent each of the coefficients a,,(D?%) (for n = 0,2,4) is invariant
under supersymmetry. Since the spectral action is just part of the total action,
we can adopt a definition for the supersymmetry transformation for the
former, quite similar to (11.5).

> Definition 11.9. The supersymmetry transformation for the spectral action is
defined as

5T f(Da/A) i= & T f(Darisa/N)|_

We can again make a Laplace transformation of the spectral action and
formally expand the resulting exponential in a Laurent series in A:

STr f(Da/A) = / —Tre_s(DA““/A) h(s )ds‘

de DA+t5A)‘ A47”/ s"h(s)ds,
t 0

where in the last step we have used the heat kernel expansion (7.7), which is
justified by the theorem above. The objects that are of particular interest are
thus

d d
aan(Di-&-téA) — aan(Di +{6A, Do}t +Ot?))| (11.28)

the first of which are given by (7.8a), (7.8b) and (7.8¢c). The E and 2, ap-
pearing in these formulas are of course different than before, but still related
to K* and L (as given above) in the same way; by (7.4) and (7.5).
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Short calculations —similar to those in Section 8.3.1— show that the changes
of K* to K*" and L to L’ have the following effect on the variables E and
Quu
E— E' =FE+cay"y” @ad(e_, v D)t
~ aid@ad(e_, 7 D)t + O(F?)
Qu — Q;W = Q0 +icid @ [ad(e—, v, D)
—crad(e—, D))t + O(tQ)'
Having found these particular expressions, we are ready to determine (11.28)
forn =0,2,4.
> Theorem 11.10. Under the supersymmetry map from Definition 11.1 we have
for the first three coefficients of the heat kernel expansion:

d

aaO(D%théA)’t:O =0 (11.29a)
d

&GQ(D,QLX-',-téA)’t:O =0 (11.29b)
d c1 ,

aa4(D§1+t5A) =0 = ﬁ@*aFu ’YVD;L¢>7 (1129C)

where with (., .) the inner product on H is meant.
Proof. The first coefficient ag(D?) is trivial: the identity does not transform

under supersymmetry. For the second coefficient, there is only one contribu-
tion [see (7.8b)];

= ¢ Tr[y"y” @ ad(e-, v Dptp) — id @ ad(e—, v Dy¢))]
t=0

=0.

d
Bl 04
a TED

The results for the third coefficient (7.8c) should of course be no different

than (11.12), but it might be instructive to calculate it explicitly anyway:
Say(D?) = ;i/ Tr (GE/2 + 0" d"
AT 19272 At v

We use that E = —1y#~” @ F,,,, and get for the first term of (11.30):

g/ Tr B2 d%s
dt S

(11.30)

t=0

1
=—2-c / {Tr [v* 99" ® Fao ad(e—, 1 Dyth)
t=0 2 M

— 7"y @ Fp ad(e-, VAD/\T/))]} dz
= —dey (M7 — 56V

x [ Tr[Fr,ad(e—, v, Dy1p)]d e
M

= 861 / Tr [F#V ad(e—vquuw)]dzlx
M
= —8NCl <€_, F/LV’Y;,LDVw>a

where at various points we have used that F is antisymmetric. For the second
term in (11.30) we have with Q,, = 1 ® F,,

4 02 d'z
At Jy o F

=2¢ / Tr [1 ®@F,,]lid ® ad(e—, 'y[l,D#]l/))]]d‘lx
t=0 M

:1601/ Tr [Fp. ad(e_77VDl‘q/))]d4x
M

= —16Ncy{e_, F,y"D").
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We thus get for (11.30):

C
Jas(D3) = — 25 (48 4 16)N (e, ", D)
C1 v
= *@@—aF” VDo),

a

So the theorem shows that both ag(D?) (proportional to A*) and ay(D?%)
(proportional to A?) are supersymmetry invariants, and the result for as(D?%)
is as expected. That means that for at least all positive powers of A the inner
product and the spectral action together are supersymmetry invariant. These
results are not only not that bad, they are in fact all we could have hoped for:
we can let A run up to the Planck scale without getting into trouble.

Note that we have not considered terms a, (D%) for n > 6, not only be-
cause they are less interesting from a physical point of view but also for the
pragmatic reason that their specific expressions in terms of £ and §2,,,, are
enormous at best (e.g. [13, pg 327]).

Though these results are encouraging, it is still somewhat unsatisfactory
that we had to resort to a heat kernel expansion; a question whether or not
the full spectral action is supersymmetry invariant remains to be answered.
As was noted [3] by A. Chamseddine, noncommutative geometry treats
bosons (spectral action) and fermions (inner product) on such a different
footing, that it seems unlikely that noncommutative field theory is a truly
supersymmetric theory. Hence, any attempt (such as [27]) that combines
both the inner product and the spectral action into a single expression is well
worth studying from the perspective of supersymmetry.
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Part III

ON NONCOMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY & THE
MSSM






THE STANDARD MODEL FROM NONCOMMUTATIVE
GEOMETRY

The list of merits of noncommutative geometry is long, the derivation of the
full Standard Model (SM) Lagrangian being the most prominent by far from
a physical point of view. In this chapter we will very briefly sketch how this
Lagrangian is derived from noncommutative geometry. The main goal is to
touch upon a number of the steps leading to the Standard Model and to put
the next chapter into perspective (the MSSM is after all an extension of the
SM), rather than providing a detailed and thorough mathematical treatment.
For details and a complete review we refer the reader to [9, Ch. 12 -17], on
which this chapter is primarily based.

As in the case of the Einstein-Yang-Mills model, a spectral triple is defined
as the tensor product of the canonical spectral triple on a Riemannian spin
manifold and a suitably chosen finite spectral triple (Ar, Hr, Dr, Jr, VF).
The former is dealt with extensively in the Preliminaries. We will focus
primarily on the latter, only now and then referring to the spinor part.

12.1 THE ALGEBRA

The starting point is defining the algebra:
-ALR :C@HL@HREBMg((C) (121)

where H denotes the algebra of the quaternions, which can be represented by
2 x 2 matrices:

H::{(O‘B g) :a,ﬁe(C}.

(The subscripts L and R have no specific meaning yet.) The algebra is
involutive by the involution on its components. That is, for an element
(A, qr,qr,m) € App involution is defined by

(Aa qLaqRam)* = (Xa qz7q;{7m*) € ALR-

Here ¢! denotes the involution on quaternions:

o B\ _(a -8
-6 a) " \B a
12.2 THE REPRESENTATIONS OF THE ALGEBRA

We will characterize the various representations of Ay by their dimension,
written in boldface: 3 denotes the three dimensional representation of M3(C)
and so forth. In addition, a subscript L or R is used to indicate whether Hj,
or Hg acts on it. We denote by £° the contragredient (see Definition 2.14) of
amodule £: 3° is the contragredient of 3.
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We then construct the finite Hilbert space as follows. Let the representation
& of AR be given by

E=2,1°02r1°®2;, ®3,D2r ® 3°, (12.2)

we take the direct sum with its opposite representation and take three copies
of it:

Hp = (£ ©E°)P3, (12.3)

We can also write Hr = Hy®&Hywhere Hy = EGEDE and Hy = E7DEDE®.
This notation will become more clear later on.

The number of copies is put in by hand, but the construction of £ @ £° is
by no means ad hoc, though, as presented here, it might so. We refer to [9,
Ch. 13] for the details.

We make the finite spectral triple real and even by defining an isometry Jp
and grading operator respectively. The first is given by

Jp:E®E —Eat,  Jr(f,f)= (1), (12.4)

that is, Jr both interchanges and conjugates the components of the different
elements. The grading on the other hand is defined with respect to the
isometry

vr i=c— JpcJp c=(0,1,-1,0). (12.5)
This has the property that

vrfr = [t and v fr=—[R

for left and right handed particles respectively. (From the representations as
above we can directly see that the first term of (12.5) gives a sign to left and
right handed elements, whereas the second term does the same on £°.)

In addition it is easy to check that
Jp=1 and Jryr = —VrJp,

implying that we are dealing with a finite spectral triple of KO-dimension 6
(cf. table 5.1).!

Now with a bit of foresight the compatibility between the algebra and the
Dirac operator is investigated. It follows that if the finite Dirac operator will
have components that map from H to H, i.e. it has off diagonal components?
we are in fact restricted to a subalgebra of A instead. The algebra Ar of
maximal dimension that allows for off diagonal Dirac operators is seen so be
of the form

Ap == {(A¢,A\,m): A € C,q € H,m € Ms(C)}.

We continue with this algebra.

This has the effect that the tensor product of the two spectral triple is of KO-dimension
(4+6) mod 8 = 2; see the end of Chapter 5.
As we will see, this is something we would want.
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These representations (12.2) have an interpretation of course. If we write
1) z,r and ||} r for the two basisvectors of H; g, we can define (the finite
part of) the left and right handed up-quarks vy, g by

up =11 ®3°C2,®3° and ug = |1)r ® 3, (12.6)
respectively. The left and right handed down-quarks are then given by

dr, == |l)r ® 3°, and dr = 1|)r ® 3°.
In a similar fashion we can take

vir = |1)r,r ®1° and er,r = |1)r,r ®1°

for the (left/right handed) neutrino and electron respectively. Together they
form the leptons. The antiparticles of these particles are then elements of
the opposite representation £°. This is in accordance with the definition of
Jr, sending particles to antiparticles and vice versa. The different copies of
course represent the three generations of particles.

In the notation as introduced above, we can define the precise representations
of the algebra. On the quarks we have, for a = (A, ¢, A\,m) € Ap

a (Zi) =q <Zi> : a (Zg) = q'(\) (Zg) ,

where ¢' denotes the transpose of ¢ and with ¢(\) we mean the embedding
of the scalar A in a quaternion g(\):

A0
q(A) = < 0 )\> .
Note that the quaternions act only on the 2-part, leaving the 3°-part unaf-
fected.

On the leptons we define the representation in the same way:

()= (1) (1) = (17):

We have a representation of the algebra on the antiparticles as well. For any
antilepton® [ it is given by

al =\,
acting on the 1 part. For an antiquark g on the other hand, we have
aq:=mq, (12.7)
acting on the 3 of course.

The isometry Jr defined above then has the effect that the particles not only
have a left representation but also a right (or opposite) representation by

w°(m) = Jpm(m*)Jj.

3 We only use this particular notation here to emphasize that we are dealing with an antiparticle.
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For example, the representation (12.7) on the antiquarks causes a right repre-
sentation on the quarks by

7°(m)f = Jpr(m*)Jpf = m'f, fe2Lr®3°% (12.8)
which can be written as fm as well.

N.B. The identification of the various standard model particles is further
backed up if one considers

SU(Ap) :={u € Ap : uv* = v u = 1,det(u) = 1}.
Not only do you find
SU(Ap) ~U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3)

but, using the adjoint action u(u*)° of all elements u € U(1) < SU(AF), you
get precisely the correct hypercharges for the fermions ([9, § 13.3]).

12.3 THE DIRAC OPERATORS & THEIR INNER FLUCTUATIONS

As we mentioned in chapter 5, a Dirac operator on the tensor product of the
canonical and finite spectral triple is of the form:

DAZaM(X)id—F’YE)@DF.

For the first part we take the canonical Dirac operator @, = ¢ cV* which
was seen to locally equal iv#(0,, + w,,). For the Dirac operator on the finite
spectral triple we introduce a 3 x 3 matrix T,, that mixes between generations
(in this case between the up, charm and top quarks). In a similar fashion
Y., T, and T4 can be introduced. Then Dy is taken to be

Dp = <§ j;) , (12.9)
with S given by

S =85 ® (Sq ®ids), (12.10)
where

Sl22R®10@2L®10—>2R®10@2L®10

is of the form

R ¥

o *

0
0
T,

0

S) = (12.11)

Booo
o oo
coRo

e

on the basis (vg, er,vr, er). The map
Sq®id3:23@30@2L®30—>2R®3O€B2L®30

acts trivially on 3° and S, is given by the same expression as (12.11) but with
T, —-Y,and T, — Ty.
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For the map T' —the off diagonal part of the Dirac operator we discussed
earlier— a fifth 3 x 3 matrix Y is introduced, after which the map

T:Mr®1° =18z,

connecting the neutrinos with the antineutrino, is given by T'(vgr) := Y r7r
on the right handed neutrinos and T = 0 everywhere else.

Again this might seem kind of ad hoc, but in fact Connes and Marcolli make
a classification of Dirac operators. It turns out that —given the algebra .Ar—
any Dirac operator that meets all requirements such as the order one condi-
tion (5.6) is of this form.

With the representations of the algebra being defined, the inner fluctuations
of these two Dirac operators can be determined.

For the canonical Dirac operator we can define for a;,a}; € A where A :=
C™®(M, Ap),ie. a;(x) = (Ai, iy my), al(z) = (N, ¢}, m}) € Ap

Q%M.A 5 ALO) (z) := Zai[aMa a;](x)

= Z (Nedar (), i@ as (d5), mi@as(ms)), (12.12)

acting diagonally on generations. Here we have introduced the notation
A®0) to distinguish the fluctuations coming from the canonical Dirac opera-
tor from those coming from the finite one (A1)

By requiring self-adjointness for the fluctuated Dirac operator and further-
more demanding that the third component of (12.12) has vanishing trace,
it can be shown ([9], Proposition 1.207) that these inner fluctuations can be
parametrized by three gauge fields (A, @, V'), having U(1), SU(2) and SU(3)
symmetry respectively.

Then there is the finite Dirac operator Dr. Given a set of elements

ai(‘r) = <)\ia (ab g) K (g\ ())\) ‘ ’mi)7
/ / N0
a;(x) = <>‘2a <_ab’ i/) ) <0 )\/> 7m/i>a

it can be shown that its inner fluctuations on Hy are of the form

> aily’ ® D, aﬂ(z)‘ﬂ =75 ® (ALY 4 AV (12.13)
i f

acting on quarks and leptons respectively, with

0 X .
Al(loyl) = (X/ 0) ®1d3a

where id3 denotes the identity on the color sector. Here X and X’ are given
by

x- (i Tie oo (T, Tudh)
Y2 Yid1)’ —Tudy Tagy
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respectively. That is, as far as the quark sector is concerned, the inner fluctua-
tions of D act trivially on the color sector, but mix between generations. For
the leptonic part of the fluctuations, we have

0,1 0 Y
Al >:(Y, 0),

with Y and Y” the same as for the quark sector but with the replacements
T,— YT, and T, — Y..

Here the fields ¢ = ¢1 + jgo, ¢’ = ¢} + jo5y € C°(M,H) are quaternion-
valued fields, defined in terms a;(x) and a}(x):

é1:= > Nia; = A)), ¢s =Y Nif3;
2 ::Zai(xg — o) + Bifi, % 12252'()\7—072) — a3,

Note that, in contrast to S, the map 7" does not generate any inner fluctua-
tions.

The astonishing part is that having defined all the contents of the spectral
triple completely, everything else comes out naturally! From the data of the
spectral triple we can define the fluctuations of the Dirac operator(s). Having
defined these, the inner product and spectral action

(Jib, Dayp) +Te(f(Da/A)) (12.14)

(where for the latter a heat kernel expansion is used) together produce the
action functional. Of course, this is no picknick: performing the actual
calculations requires care and patience, and a lot of problems and subtleties
pop up along the way, but in the end you come up with an action: the full
action of the Standard model, including the Higgs mechanism —the Higgs
field being described by the different ¢’s— neutrino mass and everything
coupled to gravity!
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SUPER-QCD

As a first step on the long road towards the MSSM, we consider a somewhat
simplified version of QCD —the theory of quarks and gluons. For that we
will be regarding only one of three generations of particles and we leave all
leptons and weak gauge bosons out. Consequently we in fact have only one
quark which is described by 3¢ instead of 2,z ®3° (see (12.6)). Nevertheless,
this model retains many of the characteristic features of QCD itself. It is this
simplified version of QCD that we try to make supersymmetric by adding
the superpartners of the particles involved.

13.1 THE SET UP

If we want any chance of finding supersymmetry, we need to enlarge the
finite part of the Hilbert space such that it contains not only the quarks and
antiquarks, but the gluinos' —the supersymmetric partners of the gluons
and therefore fermions— as well. To this end, we define the finite spectral
triple as follows.

> Definition 13.1. Let the finite real spectral triple (Ar, Hr, D, Jr) be given
by
- Ap := M;3(C);

- Hp := 3@ M3(C) & 3°, i.e. we add the algebra as a vector space to the
Hilbert space. Note that we have interchanged the the M3(C) representations
of quarks and antiquarks compared to the previous Chapter [cf. (12.7) and
(12.8)]. This has no physical consequences though. Troughout this chapter we
will use that as a vector space M3(C) ~ C?;

- Dp is given by

0 d O
Dp:=1[|d* 0 e*|, (13.1)
0 e O

with d : M3(C) — 3 and e : M3(C) — 3° (both linear) yet to be defined.
Note that D is self-adjoint by construction.

- Jr is defined by
JF(qlagaQQ) = (@,g’ﬂﬁ), (132)

that is, for 3 and 3° Jr acts the same as in the SM [see (12.4)] and for M3(C)
it is the same as in the Einstein-Yang-Mills model (8.1) —with N = 3.

Note that we leave the algebra untouched; the gauge group should for the
superpartners be SU(Ar) ~ SU(3) too.

For the representation of Ar on Hr we take

T =m ®m D] (13.3)

1 We will postpone the (partial) justification of this terminology until §14.4.
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where

m1(m)q == mgq Vm € M3(C),q € 3,

ma2(m)g := mg V'm e M3(C),g € M3(C)
and 7} = 1.

As with J, the representation of the algebra is as expected: on 3 and 3° it
is —up to interchanging 3 and 3°— the same as in the Standard Model ([9,
§13.2]), on M3(C) it is the same as in the EYM model .

> Lemma 13.2. With the representation as above, we have for the opposite repre-
sentation

™ =nlonomr’, (13.4)
with
5 (m)g = gm, Vm € M3(C),g € M3(C)
7% (m)q = m'q, Vm e M3(C),q € 3°,
(13.5)
and m° = 1.
Proof. This follows directly from the definition 7°(m) = Jpm(m*)J5. O

13.2 INNER FLUCTUATIONS

Everything being properly defined now, the only objects that can still be
varied are d and e, appearing in D . We are in fact restricted even further, as
is seen by the next lemma.

> Lemma 13.3. With Jp as in (13.2) the requirement Dy Jp = JpDp uniquely
determines e in terms of d:

elg) =d(g") Vg€ My(C). (13.6)
Proof. Applying DpJr and JpDp on an element (q1, g, ¢2), gives —amongst
others— the equality (13.6), which indeed fixes e completely. a

So actually, specifying d fixes Dr completely.
> Definition 13.4. Let d : M5(C) — 3° be such that

d(g) = gv Y g € M3(C). (13.7)

Here, v is a fixed 3-tuple which depends on d.
This definition for d corresponds to d*(q) = ¢v' [i.e. (¢v");; = ¢;v;] for the
adjoint of d:

(d(g),q)s = Z(W)zqz = Z(g*)jﬁjqz'

=Tr(g*qv") = (g,qv") Vg€ Ms(C),q € 3°. (13.8)

Here v is the same as in (13.7). Note that for any two 3-tuples vy, v; and a
matrix m we have m(v1v}) = (mwv;)vh and (vivs)m = vy (mlvy)t.
By Lemma 13.3 this gives for the map e:

e(9) =¢g'v  Vge M;(C),
e*(q) = vq Vq € 3.

where again v is the same as in (13.7).

An argument that this D is bona fide is provided by the next lemma.
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> Lemma 13.5. Given that 7}y = n§ = 1, the finite Dirac operator with d and e as
above satisfies the order one condition (5.6).

Proof. Writing out (5.6) and using 77 = 77 = 1 gives the simultaneous
demands:

dma(m) = 71 (m)d, dma(m)m§(n) = w1 (n)drs(m),
d*m1(m) = ma(m)d*, w5 (m)d*m(n) = 7§ (n)ma(m)d*,
e“n?’(m) = 7§ (m)e”, ma(m)e*ny’ (n) = w5 (n)ma(m)e”,

eng(m) = ¢’ (m)e, ema(m)m(n) = 79’ (n)ema(m),

which are easily seen to be met for the given representations and maps d and
e. O

> Theorem 13.6. The inner fluctuations AV and Jp(AOV)* J& of Dp,? with
d and e as above, are of the form

0 0 0
ALY =310 0 ma(m;) (1 — ﬂz(m))oe*) (13.9)
i \0 eo(ma(n;) —1) 0
and
0 dom§(m;)(1 — m§(n;)) 0
TrAOD J5 =37 [ (w8 (ny) — 1)ed 0 0
i 0 0 0

(13.10)
with ni,m; € Mg(C)

Proof. We have A%V := 3" 7(m;)[Dr, w(n;)] [cf. (6.13)] which, applied to
an element (¢1, g, 92) € Hr, gives

ZW(mi)[DFvﬁ(”i)](%,gv(D)
= Z (ml [d(nig) — nid(g)], mild* (niq1) — nid*(q1)]

+ m;e *(Q2) —mnie*(qz), e(nig) — 6(9))

= Z (0,mi1 ¢*(g2), e((ni — 1)g)) (13.11)

corresponding to (13.9). Note that the specific form of d causes its inner
fluctuations to vanish.

For the other part, Jp(A(®1)* J%, we have
ZJF m(m;)[Dp, m ZJF Dp,7(ni)|m(m;)Jr
= - Z -DF7 n’b (mz)v

2 We use the notation A0 to distinguish the inner fluctuations of Dy from those of the Dirac
operator on the spinor part.
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where we have used that DpJr = JpDp. We therefore get

Jr(ACD) Jp(q1, 9, ¢2)
= Z d(gmin;) — d(gmi), —d*(q) + d* (@1)n;

— e*(nim}) + e*(miga)n;, —e(gmin;) + nie(gm;))

= Z (gmi(1 —ny)),d*(q1)(ni — 1),0). (13.12)

This time, it’s the inner fluctuations of e that vanish. a

These expressions are not that insightful, though. The next lemma sheds
some light on the nature of the fluctuations. In analogy with A(*:') we intro-
duce the notation DOV := Dp + AV 4 Jp(AOD)* I to make a distinction
between the finite Dirac operator and the (fluctuated) Dirac operator D%
on the spinor part.

> Lemma 13.7. Requiring self-adjointness for A1) gives

0 A; 0
DO —g Az 0 B (13.13)
0 B: 0
with
Alg) = a7 . Az(g) = gq
B(q) = qq', B=(g9) = g'q.

for some q € C3. Here, g5 is the QCD-coupling constant.

Proof. Requiring (13.9) and its counterpart (13.10) to be self-adjoint yields
the demand

> onp—1=> mi(l—n), (13.14)

for the elements of the algebra.

If we add the expressions (13.11) and (13.12) for AV and Jp A JE re-
spectively to that of D, we get

DOV (g1, g,q)
= Z g(14+mi —ming)), d*(qu)ni + (1 +m; —min;)e* (q2), e(nig))

= Z g(1+m; —m;n;)v, fh(%)t +[(1+m; — mmi)v]q;,gtnfv)

~ =t ~ =
= 93(90. 1q + 4g5,9"9) (13.15)

after having defined
q:=g3" Z[l +mi(1—ny)v=g3" anv (13.16)

It is clear that (13.15) corresponds to (13.13). O
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We identify g and g as the squark and anti squark respectively.

N.B. We will occasionally write Déo’l) instead of DY) to indicate that/how
the Dirac operator depends on g.

Note that if we take the tensor product of the spectral triple as in Defini-
tion 13.1 with the canonical one, a squark becomes in fact an element of
C>°(M, C3), the calculations above only holding on each separate = € M.

There is one more thing to check. The demand of self-adjointness for the
inner fluctuations of the finite Dirac operator put constraints on the elements
of the algebra, as was the case for those of the canonical Dirac operator. Are
these constraints compatible? The answer is positive, as was pointed out by
A. Connes, A.H. Chamseddine and M. Marcolli [5, §3.5.3] and their argument
can be seen to be applicable equally well to our case.

13.3 THE LAGRANGIAN

Having found an expression for D(>!), we are in a position to determine
all additional terms in the Lagrangian that result from adding a finite Dirac
operator and enlarging the Hilbert space with M3(C). The full spectral triple
is (as in the models discusses previously) taken to be the tensor product of
the canonical and finite spectral triples. In contrast to the previous chapters,
we may take the spin manifold M to be curved again, with scalar curvature R.

We recall that the full Dirac operator —including its inner fluctuations— of
the tensor product of the canonical and finite spectral triples, is given by:

Dy = DO 4 fy5 ® ‘D(Oal)7 (13.17)

where we use the notations D*?) and D(®:1) to designate the canonical and
finite Dirac operators respectively.

13.3.1 The inner product

Due to adding 7° ® D(®1) and the gluinos to the theory, we have two ad-
ditional terms in the fermionic Lagrangian. On the one hand we have for
Yy € L*(M,S) ® M3(C)

<¢ga D(1’0)¢g> = 93<1/)g7 i’Yﬂ[(au + W/t) ®id +id ® (alt + (Au)]wg>7
(13.18)

with the gauge field A, in the adjoint representation, as in the Einstein-Yang-
Mills model. On the other hand we have an interaction due to v*> @ D),
This gives (for the finite part only):

((1,9:42), DV (q1,9,42))
=t ~ =
= g3[{q1, 903> + (9, 010 ) sz () + (95 495) M5 () + (22, 9' Q3]
= g3[{q1,99)30 + (90, q1)30 + (9'Q, @2)3 + (42, 9" Q3] (13.19)

after having employed a calculation similar to (13.8). We will spend more
time on these terms again in the last part of this chapter.
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13.3.2  Spectral action

Then there are contributions to the Lagrangian coming from the spectral
action (7.1). We will first prove some lemmas that will be of later use.
> Lemma 13.8. For the square of D 4 as in (13.17) we have

Tr D = Tr(DM9)2 4 Tr(DOD)? (13.20)
with

Tr(D*)? = 1243 g1
Proof. In writing out the square of D4 we find an additional term

P [DM 1 @ DOV] that vanishes upon taking the trace. For the square
of the finite part we find

Tr(DOV)? = 293 Tr[AZAg] + 203 Tr[BZB;]

E .

If we apply this first operator on the right hand side on a quark ¢ we get:
[AQAT?QL’ = [(qtg)fﬂl = Z(@t)jjqi,
J

ie. AzAr = diag |g]?. With a similar calculation for Bz, we arrive at the
result. O

> Lemma 13.9. For the fourth power of the finite Dirac operator D®Y) we have
Tr(DOVY = 1643 |g)*. (13.21)
Proof. The calculation bears strong resemblance with the previous lemma,

the main difference lies in additional cross terms. If we write out the fourth
power of (13.13) we get

Tr(DO)* = 293 Tr(AzAZ)? + 495 Tr[B; A7 AzB:] + 293 Te(B;B2).
For the first term on the right hand side of this expression we have

[A7A5A7A5(0)); = diag [q[*q;,
whereas for the second we find

(B A3A: B, = |i%3:d;-
Adding these two expressions to the one involving Bz, yields

Te(DO)* = 293 Tr diag |q]* + 4g5]7]* + 295 Tr diag [g]* = 16¢3]7]*.

O

To proceed, we will —as in Chapter 8— make an expansion in powers of D?.
We first determine £’ € End(H), defined by

D% =V*V - F, (13.22)

where V = V¥ + g3A. Adding a finite Dirac operator is easily seen to have
the following effect on £ and €,

—E — —E' = —E — iy’y"[D,,,1 ® D] + 1@ DO
U — Qs (13.23)

compared to £ = 1R ®id — uer V' @ Fyy,, prior to adding squarks
and gluinos. The minus sign giving rise to the commutator comes from
interchanging 7 and 7°. The term w,, then drops from the expression,
leaving the commutator of D,, := 0, + gzA,, with D).
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> Theorem 13.10. Adding the finite Dirac operator v°> @ D%V, has the following
effect (at the orders of A% and A°) on the bosonic part of the action:

2 £(0)

6 f ~ ~
so—su+ [ |- Laanta + 240 s
M ™ /I

+6|D,q(x)[* - 3Rg3[q(x)]*)| Vg d'z.  (13.24)

Proof. From (7.8b) wee see that the contributions to the Lagrangian of O(A?)
come from Tr(E’). Since the trace of second term of (13.23) vanishes, we are
left with

Tr(E') = Tr(E) — 4Tr(DOV)2 = Tr(E) — 4842|¢]?,
by virtue of Lemma 13.8.

Since €,,,, is unaltered, all extra terms we have on O(A°) result from Tr(RE’)
and Tr(E"?) [see (7.8¢c)]. For the first we have

Tr(RE') = Tr(RE) — 4R Tr(DY)? = Tr(RE) — 48¢2R|§?, (13.25)
whereas the second gives
Tr(E"?) = Tr(E?) + Tr(in°y*[D,, 1 @ DOV 4 Tr[1 @ (D)2
1
-5 TR ® (D012
= Tr(E?) + 4 Te([D,,, DOV][D*, DOV]) + 4 Tr[(DOD)4)]
— 2R Ty (D)2, (13.26)

where in the first step we have used that terms of the Clifford algebra pro-
portional to v#4” (u < v), ¥>v* and 1 are orthogonal, and we consequently
only retain the squares of the terms in (13.23) plus one cross-term. Now for
the last term of (13.26) we can use Lemma 13.9, whereas for the second we
use that D, acts as follows on the different particles:

D,q= (0, + g34.)q on quarks
Dyg = (0u + g93Au)g on gluinos
Dy = (9 + 93A,)7 on antiquarks.

Thus we get?

(D, DV)(q1, 9, ¢2)
= (O + A)(97) — (B +ad A,)g]G, (9 + ad A,) (017 )
(O + A @]+ (O +ad A)(Gad) — G0, + A)aal",
(0 +A,)(9'D) — (9 + ad A,)9]'7)
= (900, + AT 01108 — (@17 ) Ay + [0 + A) @b, 9" (D, — AL))
= (g(@u +Au)d, ¢ [mt + (0 + Au)ﬂq%gtm%

where we have frequently used that A}, = —A4,,.

3 For notation’s sake we omit the coupling parameter g3 in this calculation, and put it back in the
result.
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This means that we have
0,1 0,1
[Dys DY Va1, 9,42) = D{g) o 4 1(a1, 95 2)
with which the second term of (13.26) becomes
0,1 . 0,1)7\ _ (0,1) (0,1)
T‘I‘([DI’L’D( )][Dl 7D( )]) - T‘I‘D(au""gSAu)aD(&u‘i‘gSAu)qN

= 12931(9, + g3 A,)q1*. (13.27)

Taking the expansion of the spectral action (7.11), with the coefficients taken
from (7.8b) and (7.8c) we get the following extra extra contributions:

1 6
2y . 0,1\2 _ 2112
O(A ) . —2f2(4ﬂ_)24TI'(D( )) __;f293|‘qvl )
1 1
A% : — [ —60(—48¢2R|q|*) + 180(4 - 12 A,)q)
O(N) = J(0) gy 3 [ — BO(48GRRIAT®) + 180(4-12/(2, + 95 4,)i
+64[q]* — 24R|q*)]
with which we arrive at (13.24). a

13.4 THE GAUGE GROUP

Finally we cover a question most important to supersymmetry:

> Theorem 13.11. The squarks and the quarks are in the same representation of
the gauge group, as are the gluinos and gluons.

Proof. The thing to check is how the quarks, squarks, gluinos and gluons
transform under the gauge group

U(M3(C)) = {u e M5(C) : u*u = uu* = 1}. (13.28)
First we have a look at how the (s)fermions transform (see Example 5.10):

uJuJ”(q1,9,q2) = m(w)m°(uw*)(q1, 9, ¢2) = (ugqi,ugu”,ugs),

ie.
q — ugq for quarks,
g — ugu” for gluinos, and
¢ —uq =uq for antiquarks.

Next, we look at how D1 transforms. We therefore apply4
wJuJ* DOV y* (JuJ*)* = 7 (u)w®(u*) DOV (u) 70 (u)
to an element (g1, g, ¢2). This results in

wJpuJ s DOV Jpu* T (a1, g, o)

— r(u)m(w)DOD (u* gy, u* gu, ')

= () (w'gu)d, (' )7+ d(u'er)", (u"gu)'q)
= (u(u*gu)(] u(u*ql)gtu* + u&(utqg)tu*,ﬂ(u*gu)tgj
= (gug, q1(wq) " + uqas, 9'uq)

4 Again we will omit the coupling constant g3 for a moment.
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which corresponds to applying D) but with
q — ug,
indeed the same as with the quarks.

Last, we check how the gluons transform. We review the finite part of D1.,0)

applied to a gluino®:
m(u)m® (™) (O + Ap)m(u*) e (u)g = m(u)m®(w) (O (u"gu) + [Ay, u”gul)
= u0,(u")g + Oug + g(Opu)u*
+ ul[A,, v gulu”
= 0u9 + ad(uA, u* + ul0,, u"])g
= (Ou + AL,

with A* as in (6.17). This transformation is indeed the same as for gluinos.
0O

13.5 RESULTS & DISCUSSION

The upshot of all of this is that we have added the superpartners of the QCD-
particles (squarks and gluinos) to the theory, in conformity to the "paradigm’
of NCG: fermions are elements of the Hilbert space, whereas scalars come
from a finite Dirac operator. The way to achieve this was by

1. adding the algebra of the spectral triple to the Hilbert space;

2. defining maps connecting the ‘old” part of the Hilbert space to the part
just added.

The freedom to choosing these maps was seen to be very little. On top of
that, this construction led to the fact that these superpartners are in the right
representation of the gauge group.

At this point there is only one big question left: ‘Is this model right?’. To what
extent does it describe the supersymmetrization of the QCD — super-QCD?
Well, we found a Lagrangian with

- a kinetic term for the squarks [the fourth term of (13.24)], with the latter
minimally coupled to the gluons. This gives a squark-squark-gluon and
squark-squark-gluon-gluon coupling;

- asquark-potential ~ |g|* [the third term of (13.24)], resulting in a squark
self-interaction. As in the case of the Higgs-Lagrangian this term is of
opposite sign compared to the kinetic term;

- a squark mass term ~ |g|? [the second term of (13.24)] on the order of
A? is appearing;

- a gluino-gluino-gluon interaction that follows from the inner product;

- a gluino-quark-squark coupling that is provided by the inner product
(13.18);

- a term that couples the squarks to gravity.

5 Applying it to a quark or antiquark would give the very same result.
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Since these are precisely the same terms that are predicted by the MSSM, it
appears that we indeed obtained a description of super-QCD, using noncom-
mutative geometry.® At the end of this chapter we will compare these results
extensively with results as found in the literature.

Note that though we have added scalars to a theory by means of introducing
a finite Dirac operator, the way how is not quite the same as in the treatment
of the Higgs-model by Connes, Marcolli and Chamseddine ([5], [9, §15.6 &
16.1]). While in the latter case the finite Dirac operator provides the coupling
constants/mixing matrices, here it (partly) provides the fields g, ¢ themselves
as well. This is due to the fact that the finite Dirac operator in [9] maps right
to left handed particles and vice versa’, whereas in our case it maps from the
space of the squarks to that of the gluinos, both being of different dimension.
Another difference with the Higgs-mechanism lies in the fact that in [9] there
is an extra contribution ~ A°|g|? compared to our model.

Note that for supersymmetry at least the number of degrees of freedom need
to be the same. For that, the finite part of the gluinos has to be reduced from
Ms3(C) to su(3) —a problem that was dealt with in chapter 10.

In order to compare the results with that of the MSSM8, we need to spell
things out. We first switch to flat Euclidean space by taking w, = 0 and
R = 0. For each of the interactions that appear we will at the same time make
the switch from the current notation to the one more common in physics and
translate the (relevant pieces of the) Lagrangian as found in the literature to
this context set up we have used. We assume the degrees of freedom of the
gluinos already to be reduced so that we may write g = g*7, (the T, being
the eight su(3)-generators) for their finite part.

» Squark-quark-gluino

We take the finite part of this interaction from (13.19) and write y ® g €
L?*(M, S) ® su(3) for a gluino and ¢ ® ¢; € L*(M, S) ® 3° for a quark.
We leave out the antisquarks for a moment. We then have:

(Vv ®aq,x©9),7" @ DOV (Y& q,x®g) ()
= 5s(V© a1, x®9),(°Y © g4 X © @17 ))(x)
= g3t ® ¢'ei, Y'Y @ 9" (Tu) 7"¢;) ()
+95(x ® 9" (Tu) 3" ¢;, 7" x @ giei) ()
= g3 (Wl VU (@) (To)ir (q(2))* + g3(x5, 7" X5, ) (@) (To)ir (7))

= 93(Ta)in [(¥5,,7°05) (@) (@(2))* — (x5, 7"xg,) (@) (@(2))]

where along the way we switched notations: ¢ ® ¢; = 1/1,31 ® e; and
Y ® g =9y ® T, and similar expressions for x.

6 This is besides the simplifications we made to the model, as was mentioned in the introduction
of this chapter.

7 The distinction between left and right handed particles is not present in this model, since
—lacking a weak sector— this would introduce a property not present in the (MS)SM.

8 Kraml [18] and Chung et al. [6] provide lengthy expositions on the MSSM. In the latter, the
various MSSM-interactions are listed in the appendix.
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We compare our result to that of Chung ([6], (C.82)):
- VETE Y (67 P (U3 + G P T,
u,d
- GG Pl (TS — G PG <rSCKM>m).

In order to compare we have to delete the matrices I*“%™ which
rotate between generations:

— V2g5T%, (GﬁuPquQj *+G'¢ Prg"q”
— GG Pret@ - quPL?“?“)-
Using the notation introduced in [6], appendix C.2, this becomes:
V2955 (@5 — 775 "7 ).

Gluon-gluino-gluino

We get a gluon-gluino-gluino interaction from (13.18):

Lygg = (bgyigay* Buthy) (@) = igs(4S, V" A%YL) (@) (Te, [T, To)))
— igs favely () 7" S (x) A% (x)

In Kraml ([18]), §1.6.7, we find for the gluon-gluino-gluino term:
i S a =b ~c
£g§§ = % fachMg 7#9 .
Both terms are seen to be equal upon identifying g = .

Squark-squark-gluon
From (13.27) we can extract a squark-squark-gluon term, that looks
like’:
— 95(93A4.0):(0")" — 93(0,0)" (954,.0):
= —gRAG(T) 5@ 0" @) ~ 930,(@)' A (T) s’
= GBAL(T)4(T (0,0 — 63" D'P]

Kraml ([18], §1.6.2) gives the following expression for this interaction:

qug ng rs 6” G q; wr au dis = ng T:ZGZ [a;fa“ (as) - o (a;k)asL

after writing out the differential. These two forms differ two was: we

have an extra minus sign and we have the a g3 extra. We will come
back to this.!

9 We will omit the coordinates ‘(x)’ to reduce notational clutter.
10 The i appearing here is probably harmless since it might be due to the convention in physics to
take TZ‘ selfadjoint, whereas in our case the Tfj are skew-Hermitian. The connection between
these two conventions is exactely an 1.
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» Squark-squark-gluon-gluon

Equation 13.27 does not only provide us a squark-squark-gluon inter-
action, but a squark-squark-gluon-gluon term as well:

93(93A"q) (93A.7)s = g5 A" * AL (T,q)i(Toq)i
= —g3 A" AL (TyT0) 150,45 -

Since the gluons are in the defining / fundamental representation here,
we can use the identity

1 1
TbTa = EéabidS + §(ifbac + dbac)Tca

resulting in

1 ax> ~i 1 a c\. =~
‘Cﬁgg = _EA#CLAM q;9 — idabc At AZ(T )ijQin

where the term with f,;,. vanishes since A““AZ is symmetric upon
interchanging a and b.

Kraml provides us the following expression (§1.6.8) for this interaction:

1 1 oy~
Liggg = ) 95 (§5z‘j Sab + dabe (T)i5) G[f G q; qi,

where two indices are interchanged compared to our result. However,
since both [6] (C.93) and [22] (§2.2.3) do provide the same expression
that we have, we are inclined to adhere to the latter two.

We note that, as in the case of the squark-squark-gluon interaction, our
answer is off by a factor of g3 and we have an additional minus sign.

» Four-squark

There is a squark self-interaction
g31q(x)|* = g3q(x)iq(2)"q(x) (),
originating from the third term of (13.24).

Kraml, §1.6.9 gives for this interaction:

~a ~ax ~a

1 «
Eiz'?z“é"q” = ) 93 T T, (ﬂ,r dr,s — 4R, QR,S) (QL,t dru —9R,t9Rw)-

Here, the generators T represent a rotation in flavor space, not present
in our work. Setting them all to the identity, we get:

1 ~k o~ [~k o~
Lagag = =5 95 (4 @) (@ @)-

Again, we have a factor of g3 extra compared to the literature, and our
result is of opposite sign compared to Kraml.



To summarize, all results are in perfect agreement with the literature, in the
sense that all interactions are present and their form is precisely the same. In
three terms that we compared however, we were off by two powers of the
coupling constants and a sign. However, it are precisely these ‘erroneous’
terms of the Lagrangian that are accompanied by a factor f(0), in which we
can absorb this excess of coupling constants. The minus sign is unresolved
still, since f has to be a positive function. There is one other unresolved issue:
the constants appearing in our results do not in all cases match those of the
literature. One possible solution to this problem is to absorb a constant in
the definition of our squark (13.16). It is unclear whether that can solve it.
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SUMMARY & OUTLOOK

This thesis started out with the definition of an algebra and concluded a
large number of pages later with the Lagrangian of super-QCD. Much has
happened in between. First, we considered the Einstein-Yang-Mills system,
where we were able to identify the fermions and bosons that appear as each
others superpartners (Chapter 11). This was not possible, though, before we
adapted certain techniques that allowed us to work with Weyl spinors in an
Euclidean set up of KO-dimension 4. This, together with making the finite
part of the fermions unimodular, was required for reducing the number of
fermionic degrees of freedom in order to equate them with the bosonic ones
(Chapter 10).

In Section 11.1 we casted the calculations in a form more appropriate for
NCG, and showed that —in a heat kernel expansion of the spectral action in
terms of the cut off parameter A— the EYM-system is not only supersymmet-
ric on O(A°) but in fact for all positive powers of A.

After that, we turned our attention to another system; a one-quark version of
Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) in a curved spacetime. We showed that
in the noncommutative approach of field theory this part of the Standard
Model could be extended to yield super-QCD. With the latter we mean a
‘supersymmetrized” model in which the superpartners of the QCD-particles
('squarks’” and "gluinos’) are incorporated as well. These superpartners were
seen to be in the same representation of the gauge group as the original
particles. On top of that, the resulting super-QCD Lagrangian, after making
a translation to the flat Euclidean space, was seen to match the Lagrangian
of the canonical approach to the MSSM perfectly.!

The equivalence of these results is without a doubt promising. Despite that,
we are far from there yet: the MSSM is much more than super-QCD as QCD
is only a part of the Standard Model. What would be the most logical way
to proceed from here? At first sight this would be to extend the model of
Chapter 13, for example to yield three quarks (one for each particle gen-
eration), but this is to a certain extent straightforward. Adding a second
quark by adjoining the weak sector is not that convenient, for the specific
representations of Ay require you to add much more than that in order to
maintain an equal number of fermionic and bosonic degrees of freedom.?
Besides, we think that there is a more informative extension.

The electroweak theory (containing only the leptons, the photon and the
weak gauge bosons)® is probably the most logical candidate. As a next step,
the distinctive MSSM Higgs sector might even be recovered.

1 With the exception that a few constants differed somewhat.

2 With this we mean that adding a weak sector would require to add H to the algebra. But then
you automatically get the weak gauge bosons which requires you to add their superpartners as
well, etc.

3 In that case we would take Ap = {(A,¢,\) : A€ C,qe H} and Hy =27, ® 1° ® 2 ® 1°.
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A last intriguing aspect of the noncommutative description of super-QCD
that beggs for further reseach is the featured squark mass term; in our opin-
ion this bears so much resemblance to that of the Higgs particle that it might
not be a mere coincidence.

All in all, we can say that the signals for a possible noncommutative deriva-
tion of the MSSM are definitely there, but much more has to be done for the
full MSSM to be realized!
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APPENDIX






—_

GAMMA MATRICES & VIERBEINS — OR TERADS

In order to simplify some calculations we introduce the vierbeins (see e.g. [34],
§ 3.4b); matrix-valued functions that transform a certain metric into a flat
one, and that are thus defined by

G = €565 0ap.- (A1)
This implies that
Ya 1= €4Vp (A.2)

satisfies {74, Vp} = 2d45. We define

1

Yab ‘= 5 ['Ym 'Yb}v (A3)

subject to the identity ([25], page 40):
[’Yaba ’Vcd] = 6cb’7ad - 5ca’7bd - 5db’yac + 5da’ybc~ (A4)

Later on, we will need to take traces of combinations of flat gamma matrices.
For this, we have

Tr(Va’Yb) = %Tr{’}/aa ’Yb} = 4dap (A5)

and

Tr(YavVea) = 2ITr(Yaw¥eva) — Tr(vYaveva) — Tr(Vavsyvaye)
+ Tr(’Yb’Ya’Ydec)]' (A6)

For one of these terms, we get by repeatedly interchanging elements:

Tr(YayYeva) = 20ab Tr(veva) — 20ae Tr(vova) + 20aa Tr(ve7ye)
— Tr(VYeVdVa)
= 85ab65d - 86a05bd + 86ad6bc - T‘I‘('Vb’YC'yd’YaL

where we have used (A.5), so that
Tr(YaYoYeVd) = 4[0abOcd — dacObd + daadbel- (A7)
Adding the contributions from the different terms of (A.6), then gives
Tr(VabVed) = 4[6adObc — dacObal- (A.8)

Furthermore we have (without proof):

Qv .o %

YHAP YT = g — g7V 4 gRTY — eIy (A9)

Diligent readers though may earn my respect by writing all terms out and repeatedly using the
anticommutator of two gamma matrices.
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A.1 FIERZ IDENTITIES

> Definition A.1 [Orthonormal Clifford basis]. Let CI(V) be the Clifford al-
gebra over a n-dimensional vector space V. Then yg := g, - - - Yk, for all strictly
ordered sets K = {k1 < ... < k,} C{1,...,n} form a basis for CI(V'). If vk is
as above, we denote with v the element v*1 - - - v, The basis spanned by the ~yr is
said to be orthonormal if Tr yx~yr, = nngdxr ¥V K, L. Here ng = (—1)""=1/2,
where r denotes the cardinality of the set K and with § 1, we mean

(1 fK=1L
kL _{ 0 ols . (A.10)

> Example A.2. Tuke V = R* en let Cl(4,0) be the Euclidean Clifford algebra
[i.e. with signature (+ + + +)I. Its basis are the sixteen matrices

1

Yu (4 elements)
YuYv uw<v (6elements),
Y Y YA w<v<\ (4elements)

Y17Y27Y3V4 = Y5

We can identify

V17273 = V475 Y1Y3V4 = V275
Y17Y2Y4 = =35 V27Y3V4 = —V17ss

(A.11)

establishing a connection with the basis most commonly used by physicists.

> Lemma A.3 [Completeness relation]. If the basis of the clifford algebra is
orthonormal, it satisfies the following completeness relation:

1 > (&
=2 ()a ()" = 0,°0," (A12)
L

Proof. Since the v form a basis, we can write any element I' of the Clifford
algebra as

=Y mfyx mgeC, (A.13)
K

where the sum runs over all (strictly ordered) sets. By multiplying both sides
with v and taking the trace we find the expression for the coefficient m” to
be:

1
mY = Znp TrTy%,
n

Applying this result in particular to I' = g, and writing matrix indices
explicitly, (A.13) yields

()’ = = S () M) ().
L

for which (A.12) is required. O

96



> Theorem A.4 [(Generalized) Fierz identityl. If for any two strictly ordered
sets K, L there exists a third strictly ordered set M and c € N such that vy, =
¢y, we have the four-spinor identity

(1,7 o) (Y3, yictpa) = —% > Crer (s, v o) (b1, Y1ba)
L
Ckr €N, (A.14)

forany i, ...,y in the n-dimensional spin representation of the Clifford algebra.
Here we denote by (., .) the inner product on the spinor representation.

K)f

Proof. We start by multiplying the completeness relation (A.12) with (yx).(v™),

yielding
1
(r)a*()d" = = Y ) ()
L
or

(1)a ()’ = 13 Crearan) )., (A15)
M

by the assumtion made. Here we have accomodated the proportionality
constants in a matrix C'x 1. Now we have to contract the above expression

with the four spinors ¢{, ¢, 1§ and ¢4 ;. But, remembering that they are
Grassmann variables — i.e. their components anticommute— we get one
minus sign on the left hand side of (A.15) from interchanging v and 3.
Hence we we arrive at the result. O

Now how do we compute the constants Cx1,? Just multiply (A.15) again by
(1) (v),, yielding;

1
Tr(v* v yryL) = -~ Z Cremr Tr(v™M A1) Te(vay™). (A.16)
M

On the other hand, we have
K. L. _ L
Y Y vk = fkry”  fxr € N (nosum over L) (A.17)

using the anticommutator repeatedly?. Putting (A.17) into (A.16) we get:

frTe(Y L) =n) " Crendt' S5
M

or

Ckr =nrfkL, (A.18)

since
TI_(,YL,YL) _ (_1)r(r—1)/2n’

by orthonornality.

2 For example: y#y*y, = (2 —dim V)y* VA€ {1,2,---,dimV}.
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> Corrolary A.1 [Fierz identityl. We work out one example of particular interest
to us. Consider again C1(4,0) (n = 4) with the basis as in Example A.2. As can
readily be checked, this basis satisfies the requirement for theorem A.4. The spinors
we will contract with, are the four Weyl spinors: x,e— € S, 91,12 € ST. We
start with determining the numbers fi,,7 =0,...,4 defined by v*~vrv, = firyL
(see above) where 1 is the cardinality of L. We find the recursive relation

Y1y =n-1= fiol
YN = 2% — Y = (2= f)y” = fur”

PO ) = 2D = figaeny
= finy" " (n<4)
which gives
fio=4, fu=-2, fiz=0, fiz=2, fiu=-4
and consequently, using (A.18)
Cio=4, Ci1=-2, Ci2=0, Ci3=-2, Ciu=-—4

Now applying (A.14) yields

1
OGP (e, Yuthe) = *1011<6—,7“w1><x,7w2>

1 v
= 1 C1sle 7"V ) 06 Vv aea)
since only terms with an odd number of ~-matices survive due to the different

chirality of the spinors. Identifing the terms with three v-matrices with ~*~s as in
(A.11), we get

O ) (e, yutba) = %<ew“w1><x,wz>

+ %<efﬁ”¢1><x,wwz>

<€—77#¢1><Xa7[”/)2>' (Alg)
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