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1. INTRODUCTION

During the last decade, there was a growing interest in noncommutative field
theories. The noncommutativity of space-time was shown explicitly in physical
systems such as Landau levels and D-branes in the presence of B-field [1].

In the noncommutative space-time theories, the commutator of the space-
time coordinates is proportional to some antisymmetric constant parameter.
Those theories turned up to be non local and therefore nonrenormalizable. In an
attempt to remedy to this problem, Doplicher et al. [2] proposed a new algebra
where the noncommutative parameter is promoted to be an antisymmetric
operator. Armoni showed that the U(N) gauge theories make possible to
calculate the gluonic propagators to the first order, which was not possible in the
SU(N) case [3]. These problems have been overcome by Jurco et al., it who used
Moyal star product to construct non abelian gauge theories, namely the
noncommutative standard model [4]. Recently Dayi et al [5] built a
noncommutative supersymmetric U(1) model by generalizing Seiberg-Witten
map [6].

Following [5], we propose, using this approach, a Noncommutative
Supersymmetric Standard Model (NCMSSM). In section two, we show the main
features of Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). We present a
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brief review of the Seiberg-Witten map in the third section. In section four, we
give the details of the various fields transformations in the contest of the
Seiberg-Witten noncommutative space-time geometry and the resulted action
with various new interactions.

2. MINIMAL SUPERSYMMETRIC STANDARD MODEL

The Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) was built starting
from the gauge invariance under the two following groups transformations: U(1)
for the hypercharge and SU(2) for the left symmetry. It’s the theoretically best
motivated and conceptually most elaborated and predictive framework beyond
the Standard Model (SM). All the fundamental particles of spin 1/2 or 0 have
supersymmetric partners of spin 0 and 1/2 respectively. One will assign with the
particles small letters whereas their super partners capital letters. An overview of
the component fields is given in Table 2.1 [7].

Using the Weyl notations and superspace formalism, the supersymmetric
kinetic and interaction terms of the classical action denoted by Sgj,... and

SInteraction 1S written:

SMSSM = SKinetic + Slnteraction ’ (1)
With:

Skinetic = %z '[dszﬁiezfg‘/*g'YV'Hi +% deZZeZgwg’YV’L " % Idszﬁeg'YV'R N
i

+% [d820e2¢V+¢1V' 0 1 - [aS2Ue VU + < [d¥2Det™V D + )
dSz2ir[ FOF, | J.d(’ 2 FeF;
512 17 Ja°z T128)4F «)
Table 2.1
Multiplets and field content of the theory
Bosonic fields Fermionic fields Isospen Hypercharge
. Ve ¢ triplet 0
Gauge multipletes v o singlet 0
Hisocs field H,=(H! H}) by = (h{, h}) doublet -1
igges fields
= (H,, H3) hy = (hy, h3)' doublet 1
L= I=' 01y doublet -1
Leptons .
R r singlet 2
0=(0". 0% q=(".q*) doublet 173
Quarks U u singlet —4/3
D d singlet 2/3
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For the measure notations jdgz, Id6z and the superfields strengths F©

and F'“ expressions, see appendix 6. Here g, g’ and Y represent the coupling
constants and the weak hypercharge respectively. The trace (¢r) is over the group
index.

Sinteraction = _J?‘TR jd6ZHlt (iGZ )LR - JjTU J.d6ZH£ (iGZ )QU - (3)

L fatcti(ioy o+ 4 fatctt (1o, i, +cc.

Here c.c stands for the complex conjugate and fg, fp, B interactions
constants.
The superfield expressions in terms of component fields are given by:

V= 0%, H Y, +0%0%0,, +020,4% + L026°D, )
V' = 0%, 07"V, + 020%, +628,1"% + %ezézl)vw ®)
10000, (LJMfeal +92FL)’ (6)
o050, (R 26007, +O2F, R), (7
10000, (Q +/20%, + 92FQ), ®)
_ i00"00, (U+\/§9°‘ua + GZFU), 9)
= o003, (D+20%d, +0*F,), (10)
e, (H, + 20, +0°F, ). an

0, is a Grassman variable. More notations for the super-space and gauge
group generators can be found in appendix 6.

Now we can write the whole expressions of kinetic and interactions parts
(2) and (3) of the classical action in terms of component fields using equations
(4)—(11) and after integration over the superspace coordinates 0

YD, L-

Sinetic = jd“x[(DuLD“ +il%H DI + F, F, +gLDyL+g’ 5

_(\/Egiadx(mL + ﬁg'%iadf(mL + C.C)i| +
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oo u

+J.d4x[DuRD”R+zr " D + FoFy +g'%l_?DVR—

_(\/Eg'§7adfadR + c.c)} +

+ jd4x[@DHQ+ ig*ch Duq 4 FyFy +80DyQ + ¢’ QDV 0-
- (V285,70 +V2g L a7 0 ) |+

YUp,U-

+ [t [DHUD“U +iutoh, Dyt + Fy Fy +8'%

_(ﬁg’gﬁadfadU + c.c)} +

Y5
5 DDy.D -

o u

+ '[d“x[DuDD“D +id%ct. D.d"" + FyFp + g’
_(\/Eg’%gaa 2D+ c.c)] +
ac pt

+Z J.d“x[(D“HiD“Hi +ih%c". D b " + FF, + gHDy H, +

+g gH Dy H, —(fghlaal H +[g'Yh,aak’ Hi+c.c)}+

Id4x2tr(——F F* +i\%c" D1 +5DVDV) (12)
+ jd4x2tr( T 0%t D +%DV'DV,),

The interaction terms is:

Sinteraction = IR jdA'x[_Hlt (ioy)Ir + H{ (ic, ) FxR + H{ (ic, ) LFy —
—h{* (ic, )l,R—h{* (ic, ) Lr, + F (ic, ) LR] +
+fy [dxl=HS (ioy ) qu+ H} (ic,) FyU + HS (i, ) OF, -
—h* (ic, ) g U — W (ic; ) Qu,, + Fi (ic; ) QU] + (13)
+fp [d*xl-H] (ic, ) gd + H] (ic,) Fy D + H{ (icy ) OF, -
—h{® (ic, ) gD — h* (ic, ) Qd,, + F (ic, ) QD]+
p [d4xl=H] (i0,) Fy + F} (ic; ) Hy + h* (i0 ) Iy 1+ ..
where Dy, Dy, Fy, Fg, Fy, Fy, Fp, F; represent the auxiliary fields and the o},
is index structure of the Pauli matrices can be found in Appendix 6.



5 Noncommutative minimal 449

3. SEIBERG-WITTEN MAP

The Moyal-Weyl star product defined by a formal power series expansion
of [4, 6, 9]:

¢ () = exp(low 00
(f *8)(x) = exp( 0" ax oy )f(x)g(y) . (14)

By partial integration, one can show the property:
[dnx(F* )00 = [dnx(g* o0 = [dmf (x)g(x), (15)

Janaf oy g0 x i) = [anx(f(x) = genh(x) = [dnaf (e *h(x).  (16)

This star product of ordinary functions f and g can be seen as a tower built
upon its classical limit, which is determined by a Poisson tensor 0"V :

frg=fo+5000,f0,g+0(6?). (17)

Generalization of the Seiberg-Witten map to noncommutative
supersymmetric gauge theories can be formulated in some different ways. One of
these is to generalize the definition of the map between the noncommutative

gauge field V, noncommutative matter field ¥ and noncommutative gauge

parameter A and the ordinary ones A, y, to \7(\/), v(y,V) and /A\(A, V) such
that

VV)+8,V(V)=V(V +8,V), (18)
D, V) + 8300w, V) =Gy +8,w). (19)
Where 6, is a ordinary gauge transformation and the 5 A s a
noncommutative gauge transformation and are defined by:
§iVu=io A+i[ AV, |, 83V, =id,A,
A . (20)
O W =iAxy OV, =iAy.

We first work to first order in 6. We write V =V +V'(V), v=y+y'(y,V)

and A=A+ A'(A, V), with V', y' and A’ local function of A, y and V of order 6.
Equations (18-20) are solved by [6, 4, 10]:

7 _ [ _ 1 o 2
V=V +Va(V)=Vi+ 0 p{v 0 VH+FGH}+O(6 ) 1)

p>Yc
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U o =y+y'(V,y)=y +%9“VpW(VV)8uw +

) (22)
+EO [y (V). py (V) + O(07),

Ap=A+AAV)=A+ %909 [0,A.V,} +0(6?). 23)

At the first order in the noncommutative parameter 6°° .

4. NONCOMMUTATIVE MINIMAL SUPERSYMMETRIC STANDARD MODEL

In Noncommutative Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (NCMSSM)
construction, we use the same group as MSSM, SU(2); xU(1)y.

The difference lies in the definitions of the various fields (to keep gauge
invariance) and products. The most natural way is to take the classical tensor
product and consider the whole gauge potential V, as defined by [5, 8]:

V= g’YV}l +gV 17 (24)
and the commutative gauge parameters A by:
A=g'Ya+galTy. (25)

Here Y and T/ are the generators of U(1)y and SU(2), respectively.
According to Seiberg-Witten map, the noncommutative gauge parameter

A

A is given by:
A=A+Al, (26)
Where the additional term has the following expression:
1_1 2
A —ZGF‘V{VV,BMA}+O(9 ) (27)
06"V is the noncommutative tensor.

Regarding the noncommutative fermion’s fields " corresponding to
particles labelled by (), we can write:

\Tj(n) = \V(n) + W(ﬂ)l’ (28)

Here we write the additional noncommutative part as:

gyl = %ewp(n) (V)0 v + ée” Y [Pony (Vi) Py (V) w™ (29)

where p,,(Vv) is the matrix representation of field.
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Similarly, the Seiberg-Witten map for the noncommutative vector potential
‘}u takes the form:

5 1
V, =V, +V, (30)

1 npo 1 npo
[J:ZGP {Vc’aptu}+4ep {FPH’VG}+O(62)' (D

where F|, is the field strength.

And for the scalar field (T) we have:
b=0+9'. (32)
0 =20p) (V)00 + 405Dy (Vi )p(uy (V20 (33)
Finally, the noncommutative auxiliary field D is redefined as:
D =D-0"V,0,D (34)

Using the new expressions of the various fields and by replacing the
ordinary product with the Moyal * one (see section 3). The action can be
expressed in a very compact way as:

SNCMSSM = SHiggs + SMatter,leptonic + SMatter,quark + SGauge + Sinteraction (35)

We define now each term in this expression starting with the non-
commutative supersymmetric kinetic Higgs sector:
A A A L AL A " —xoad
— 1 O
Shiges = Id x| D H;* DV A, +ih® xct Dy +
i

S RN = Foa
The noncommutative supersymmetric leptonic matter sector is:

A A A A SROG R A = A ~
SMm,er,,epmm-c = Id4x[DuL *DML+il**ot Dl +F, *F +gL*Dy *L+

o T

= A ~ ~ T & . AN
+g' L L «Dyw [~ 2gl, #3% «L+2g'Ligxn *L+cc ||+
2 v @ 2
(37)

R A A I N = A A
+ jd“x[DuR *DMR +iFr**cl, D 7 + Fp*Fp + g’%R #Dy, % R —

_  =a R
—(\/Eg'ifd #*)" xR+ c.cﬂ.
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And the quark sector is:
4 A A A A N = A ~
Satterauark = |4 XD, Q¥ D Q+iG% ¥ Dyg  +Fy* Fp+g0% Dy * O+

= A ~ L AN - T4 .
+g'§Q*Dvr*Q—(\/igfidﬂL *Q+x/§g’§51a*7v' *Q+c.o)+

X A A SN = A
+Jd4x{DuU*D“U+iﬁ“*cnguﬁ +FU*FU+g’§U*DV,*U—

& . 38
—(fg’—u 0 *U+c.c)}+ G

+_[d {DD*D“DHd“*G“ Dyd  +FyxFy+

= A A — TRO A
+E§D*DV*D—65§%da*W *D+ad}

For the noncommutative supersymmetric gauge sector of the action, one gets:

A

SGauge = J.d4x2tr( }‘F % UV 4 e *GEQD}L)\‘ +%[)V *DVJ

(39)

+jd (—%F *F’”le'“*cZQDuk’ +%DAV'*DAV'J

The last term is the noncommutative supersymmetric interactions term:
Sinteraction = IR Id4 [ (102)*1 #F 4+ Hi (ioy) * Fy * R+ H (ioy ) +L *Fy, -
—h{* (iy) %,
+fy Jd“x[—
—};Qm(icz)*% *U—ham(icz)*é*ﬁa +ﬁf(icz)*é*0]+ (40)
+fp J.d“x[—ﬁl{(i@)*c}*cﬁﬁ{ % (icy ) * Fp * D+ Hi (icy ) * Q*F —

I * R=h{* (ioy)* L1, + F (ic,) * L* R | +
1 (ioy ) * q*u+H2(zc72)*FU *U+H2(162)*Q*FU

—H{® (i6, ) * o * D — B (ic; ) * Q*dy + F (i) * Q* D |+
o [d a1 (ioy) * By + B (i0,) % Hy + % (ioy ) %y 1+ .0

To give the expression of this action in terms of the ordinary fields, we
have to write the noncommutative fields in terms of the ordinary ones at the first

order in 6"V, and then to replace the ordinary product by the moyal star product .
We start here with the first step:

5y 1
Vi = Vi #5007 [ Vol Vi +0,VVo + VoFoy + Fyp Vi |, (41)
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Uy = Vi + 200 [Vao is + VoFy, | (42)

A% =00+ 2OPOV, O A% + LOPOV VA (43)

P R L AIVAL (44)

1o =19 = 20 (V, + ;) 051% +-00 (V, + V) (Vo + Vi ) 1 (45)
o = 1% — 0PV 3 1 (46)

he = h —%900 (V, +V;)a5he + i'epc (V, + V) (Ve + V2 ) e (47)
L=L=307 (V, +V; )L+ 00 (V, + V) (Vo +Vg)L (48)
R=R-10™V,0,R (49)

A =H, —%ew (V, +V})ooH; + ﬁ‘em (V, + V) (Ve + V) H, (50)
Dy =Dy —0°°V,3.D, (51)

Dy =Dy, —0PV0,Dy: (52)

Fy =F, -0 (V, +V})d,F, (53)

F = Fy —0PoVI0, Fy (54)

E = F, = 0P (V, + V)0, F; (55)

Next, we write the noncommutative supersymmetric transformations as the
ordinary ones but with replacing the fields by their partner via Seiberg-Witten
map and we use the fermionic constant spinor parameter &:

~ =a

8V, =ig%Cpgqh +iETgen® (56)
A = ad . AL

8 Vi =ie%Cpguh  +iEG qn" (57)

A =ig*Dy +icfePF,, (58)

SN =ieDy. +icy el (59)
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8i¢ =26 F, +iN262E D, * L (60)

87% =26 Fy + V26 e D, * R 61)

8 =262 F; +iN2o$4 e D, * H, (62)

SL =[2e%] @ (63)

8, = 3% (64)

8Dy =& oD, AP —9Gt, D, * 1. 65)

8Dy =& ol Dy, # 1'% —goGH D, #1" (66)

8F, =iN28" 0y D, * 1% ~2ge R % L~ g'VE Ao ¥ L 67)
SFy =in2e o, D, * 74— g'VE W * R (68)

8F; = in2e" o'y D, * hé —2ge" ke % Hy - g'Ye" ile * H, (69)

With this definition we give the final form for each term in the total
NCMSSM action:

Sncmssm = Sussu + S (70)

We write it on this form to show that it is just an extension of the classical
action with S the first order in © part. It takes the form:

1 _ ¢l 1 1 1 1
S'=S Higgs +S Lepton +S Quark +S Gauge +S interaction (71)

The first term is the Higgs sector and it is giving by the following:

Sl

5O 1
Higgs = Z jd“x[Dqu_ (D“Hi] —5 0P8, VO H, - V,'H, ) +
l

+
+ (D”Hl-l —%GPGGPV“E)GHI- —VHIH,-) DMH, +

+ 000 [_i'hgogdrpcDuhi“ Lol L o Db, + A FiR G + FiF O,V +

+ B HIT oDy H; + S Hid Dy W, H, + gHi0 Dy V,H; + %ﬁiapDVaGHi +

+ %YﬁirchVHi + & YHiooDyW,H; + g'%ﬁlﬁcDVVP'Hi +
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+ 8 Y H0,D,V,H, _(iﬁgz?xarcpﬂi +2ghi Bk, H, +

+ 2 2ghiah Vo Vo + £ 2ghia 0,0 0,H, +%ﬁg'YﬁiaT°‘rcpHi + (T2
+ %\/Egryﬁid dN W.H, + i\/ig’YEid o\ 0 H; + c.c)ﬂ,

Where we use the notations:
Lop=Fop + Fc;p and W, =V, + Vp'
The second term is the leptonic matter one and we subdivide it in two parts.
One for the left handed leptons and the other for the right handed leptons. We
have to note that the two parts differs because the left handed leptons gather in

doublets when the right handed ones do it in singlets. So the leptonic matter term
takes the form:

1 _c¢l 1
SLept()nic - Sth,lepton + Sth,lepton ’ (73)

Where the left and right handed parts write:
Si—h,lepton = J‘d4x|:DuL(D“L1 —%Gp(’@pV“f)GL — VHIL) +
1_1 1
+(DHL —EGP‘TGPV“GGL —V, L)' DML+

' W 57 e T
+0po [—ilacngpGDul ~ 5104 Ty Dol +5 FLFFyq + FLFOV, +

&
4

g
8

_ (%\5 QL h T oo L +28la 0k VL + %ﬁgzddechL +

+ 810Dy L+ 510,y WL + LoDy V, L+ %ZapDvaHi +
(74)

+8 YLIr D H,; + %YZ@GDVWPL + g'gzacDVVp'L + %YZGPDVVGL -

+ %\/Egiaﬁp_kaacL + %ﬁg’yidfdrch + 228Vl O N WL+
+£\/§gfyid6pwdaGL + c.cm,

1 i b ! ’
Sk lepton = j d*x6r° [—ED“RDHV(,@F,R +5D ROV R +

| N o ' 1 Oy 1 0,
+5 DU RFPVIR =2 0hs 1 FioDyrt =260, 1 FoDor® +

— ’ 1 /Y% ' 1 /Y% ’
+FrFedoVy + 3¢ L RDy RE;, + L L R0, Dy RV -
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( 1 fg’ Y _O‘k’aRF + \/Eg'g_dapdeVé +
B (75)
+%\/§g'§_d8pk’aD(’,R + c.cﬂ.

For the quark sector, we use the same convention as for the lepton part and
we make the same remarks for differences between left handed and right handed
terms. So it is given by the expression:

S]Quark = S]th,quark + S]th,quark . (76)

First, the left-handed quarks term takes the form:

S}‘—h,quark = '[d4x [D“Q(DHQl - %GPGGpV“GGQ - VHIQ) +

+ ; ——
+( pro! _lePGapV“GGQ—VulQ) D*Q+6 [—iq%iarpoDuqa -
= 7 8T
~ 540kl Dot +3 FoFgFyo + FolgdyVo + §LTouDyL+

+8L0,DyWyL + gL, DyV, L+ %ZépDVVGHi + %Y@FGPDVQ + -
+ %Y@@GDVWPQ + g'%é@GD‘,Vp’Q + %YéapDVVGQ -
_ (%\/Egga?_»al“ch V284400V, 0 + %ﬁgaddechQ +
+ %ﬁg&dap_xaacg + %\Eg’ygdf‘ircpg + %\Eg’ygdﬂdwpg +
+£ﬁg'Y5dﬂdacQ + c.c)ﬂ.

For right-handed quarks, the expression is:

Sk-haquark = .[d4x99"[ $DUD,Vo0,U +£D,U8,VHV,U +

5
D URU Lot ' F put — Lot uF D ut +
> DWUFHVU —gogau Fog 1 > Cuit Fro u’
+Fy FydgV, +% g’%UDVfUF(;p +1 g%UapDV,UV(; -
( Vg L WaURy, +ag Lo, Nauvy +

lfg L ap1aD, U+cc) ;D“DDva D+

D, DF}V;D ——cs“ a FjsD,d* -

n l
8V VD+2

l\.)|~
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—%cgd d" Fl.Ded® + Fp oV, + % ¢ X DDy DF, +
1 /YR ’ 1 'Y 5057 '
+LeLDo,py.0v, —(Zﬁg Y& DRy, + (78)

Y 594 73 ' j 'Y 504 77 '
+/2g §d Op A aDVU+%x/§g fd OpM'aDgD +c.c)}.
For the gauge sector, one finds:

Sbauge = [d4x2r0" (FVPFPGFGH Ly F P +da00 1R, +

HAOP8 M )+ LDV )+ (79)
1,9 ar ' " 1 ’
# Jatsow (noro R, + 100,10, + 103 )
The interaction term takes the form:
Silnteraction = SII-IL + S}-Iq + S}-IH (80)

Where the first part refers to the coupling between Higgs and leptons:

Sk = fx [d*x0% [—%H{ (10T g = H{ (i3 ) VylOgr

—%H{ (ic3 )0, l05r +%H1’ (icy ) FLRT 4, —%H{ (ic ) W,0,FLR +

+%H{ (icy )V, FL06R +%H{ (ic)0,F,0,R +§H{ (icy )W, W, F R+

+%H1’ (icy ) LFxT, —%H{ (icy )VILOG Fy +%H1’ (icy )V, LG Fy +

. 81)
+LH] (i0,)0,Lo, Fy —%h{ (icy )IRT o, —%h{ (ic )V, I0sR ~
+L ] (i) 0,105R = L (io ) LT g, =4 b (i, )V Lor -

L] (i0,)0,LOgr + 5 FY (i) LRT g = 10, F} (icy )W, LR +

2 F (i0y )V LOGR + 5 F (i0,) 0, LG R+ F iy ) W, W, LR + c.c].

The second part expresses the coupling between Higgs and quarks:
S},_q =fy Id4xep" [—%Hé (io, )qurcp —%Hé (io, )quacu -

L (i6,)0,q0qu -+ 5 HA (i0y ) FUT g =4 HS (10 ) Wod FoU +



458 S. Zaim, A. Boudine, N. Mebarki, M. Moumni 14

3 HY (i3 Vo FgdoU + S H3 (i) 0, FpoU + & H (i3 ) Wy Wor FgU +

g HY (i0,) OFy T g = 3 HA (103 ) V00, Fy + 4 HY (i0,)V, 00, Fy +

+4 HY (i6,) 0,00, Fy — 1 (i6,) QUT o = 11 (i3 ) qUT g, -
L1 (i3 VpgdoU — 1 1 (i0)0,406U — 4 1 (i) QUT g, (82)
(i3 V0Ot 4 (i5,) 0,005 + 1 F (icy ) QUT g, -

3 F (i) WoQU + 3 F4 (i6,)V,00,U + £ F4 (i5,)0,00,U +

+E F (i) W,WoQU + c.c].
And finally, the pure Higgs coupling writes:

St =n [0 1-L 1 (io,) BT o, — LD, Hi (i0,) 0,y

—éH{ (icy )W, W, F, —%F{ (icy)HyT s, —%@,H{ (i, )0, F> (83)
+%8PF{ (icy W, H, +%h{ (i53 ) 1Ty +%6ph{ (ic, )0 F +c.cl.

Obviously, when we write total action, we set the surface to zero while
performing partial integrals.

Here we can give the transformations which leave Sycyg5), invariant. They
are obtained from the ordinary ones (58, 71) by replacing ordinary fields and
product and are given by:

. a7
OV, =ie“oyuq b +ie*Opach* +

. -0 —o—
+0Po [+%(8°‘Guaa7w +& Ouaah®)(0pVy, + ) —

| —& —a— (84)
—a(sacuddk +& opaah®)V, Vs +
LV (690,440, 1" +2" Guaadoh® — 6905448, k" —2" Gouad, 1" )},
Shy = ePoly, Fyy +ig, Dy +
+00[Le,1,0,Dy - L (ePoy, 2+ Gap PO g + (85)
+%SQVHVV(GP"FPG +Dy)+ %savpcwaGFw + Dy 1+, FL,

“i—p -
8Dy =€ 0y0, 2P —s%t 00" +
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o= =
+6°0 E(s“ o0’ —eoh 0,k )0V, +
+£(£dégﬁauxﬁ - s“ciBauXB)VGVG +
+%(E‘*E§Ba M et 0 DV i oopP —sacgﬁiﬁ )0, Dy + (86)
+£(s ohhP —e "ot P AR
LM ab _gagh 3P
+ (& ogghP —e%at ){[vu.vp].vc}},
8V, =ig%c X +ig% aﬁuk’ﬁ+
1 _rB _0‘_. ’ ' '
+§epﬁ[(gacuﬁcx +& oapahP)(@, Vi + Fy) - (87)
+V, (8“6%[’3667_»5 + Edéggauxﬁ )J,
8k, = ePopy, By, +ieDy: +
. ' _/ﬁ —a— '
+iOHY BsaVv%va + (%05, A" +E oap A IO, } + (88)
+6Pog G“"F’pFVG,
8Dy =" o0, M — et n
+6po [(E“ R 0,%" ) Fio+ (89)
+z(saGaBk’B %0 x'ﬁ)a DV}
L=2e 1 + 10000 P+ 7P+ 2 Gape (VP + P10, L, (90)
1% =\2e*F, +ix/§§dcg“DuL +
+0P° | 26“W.0_F, + 1 zsﬁc k' +igPs5, X’BHSBG k +
pCelL 7 BBp o1

+sz0 xﬁ)a l°‘—£8 ot T,.0 L—zﬁs o, (vp'ac,v“

4 ao up-o 2

#Vy 0oV +ViFay + Voo )L |,
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8F, =ix2e o D, 1% —2ge hoL—g'YEN, L +

aa
+0°° " he W, W,L — g& OghaViL+ge 0,haOgL —
L g YE W W, Wo L+ 2 &Y NaWodoL +g'Y & 05 aV,L -

] A AT .A/2 ~a
—%g%aapx a0gL —z%s Ol 0ol =

\/5 Oy ' ' r
— 326 G, (VO + VeDaVi + Vi + Vi Fug I +

4 4

(b, (W + 2P+ 05, 08 +49)0,F 1.

e
8R =26, 10700, Re“ot 7+ G b),

8r® =[2e% Fp +iN2e%c" Do+

aop

6P B\/EEQEH D,RF}s +gaaapFva; "

ao’”p

+%(gd6dﬁp7\.lﬁ + SaGaBpTB )86"(1 jl,

8Fp =in2E%G" D r* — g'YE“LL R +

ao’p

+Po [—% EYED LR + (8" Gaoph'™ + %0501 )0, Fy +

] —0—u ' 2 "yt
+5V2¢ 04, Dyr i +%SBGEB85VPVHI’Q].

J2 -6 —6_ J2 —6_
+>=¢ Oy W, W;0,1* —& o5 W, W,0,1* —~=¢ Gf W, W, W I* +

92)

(93)

(94)

95)

Where the &” is the corresponding parameter of the above generalized
supersymmetry transformations. It is worth to note that Higgs partners and the
quarks fields transformations are similar to that of the leptons except for some
additional group index and similary the Higgs fields transformations like lepton
partners.

5. SUMMARY

Through this paper we have investigated the Lagrangian of the Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model in the framework of the noncommutative space
time. In particular, we have derived the noncommutative supersymmetric
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transformations of each component of the Lagrangian of the model (physical and
their associate auxiliary fields) at the first order of the noncommutative
parameter 6" and have built the corresponding noncommutative invariant
Lagrangian.

6. APPENDIX

We use the following conventions for the generators of the SU(2) gauge
group 7¢:

T =%G“

a

where o is the Pauli matrices, a = 1, 2, 3. Hence, the generators of the SU(2)

gauge group obey the following relations:
(12, T%] =T, r(TeT?)=15%,
Spinorial derivatives are defined as follows:

0 _ 0 7B _ <p
a0e 0“0 =%

and the superspace integrations read
[db2=[ax?D2,  [doz= [a*xD2.
with
D, =0 —ic",8%0,, Dy =-0_+ib%",0
*ogee T TR T g aorm
Furthermore, we use the following notations:

ot = 5 (ohady ~ouoh., ol =
The field-strength tensors and superfield-strength are defined by
F, =0V, =0,V +iglV,. V| ]

L =M v _ —voa=H
2(Ga Gop —O¢ Ogp)-

F, =0,y —0,V,,

and
F = 470" % (23 — 209Dy, +6MVeBB, F,, —2ich* D, %402

F'e = 4g'e™0"00% (220/% ~20% Dy, + oMY i, —2ick DA'%6? ).
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