arXiv:2010.10224v3 [hep-th] 17 Feb 2021

PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JHEP

BMS algebras in 4 and 3 dimensions, their quantum
deformations and duals

Andrzej Borowiec® Lennart Brocki® Jerzy Kowalski-Glikman®® Josua Unger®

@ Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Wroctaw, pl. M. Borna 9, 50-204 Wroctaw, Poland
b National Centre for Nuclear Research, Pasteura 7, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland

E-mail: andrzej.borowiec@uwr.edu.pl, lennart.brocki@uwr.edu.pl,
jerzy.kowalski-glikman@uwr.edu.pl, unger.josua@uwr.edu.pl

ABSTRACT: BMS symmetry is a symmetry of asymptotically flat spacetimes in vicinity of
the null boundary of spacetime and it is expected to play a fundamental role in physics.
It is interesting therefore to investigate the structures and properties of quantum defor-
mations of these symmetries, which are expected to shed some light on symmetries of
quantum spacetime. In this paper we discuss the structure of the algebra of extended
BMS symmetries in 3 and 4 spacetime dimensions, realizing that these algebras contain
an infinite number of distinct Poincaré subalgebras, a fact that has previously been noted
in the 3 dimensional case only. Then we use these subalgebras to construct an infinite
number of different Hopf algebras being quantum deformations of the BMS algebras. We
also discuss different types of twist-deformations and the dual Hopf algebras, which could
be interpreted as noncommutative, extended quantum spacetimes.

KEYwoORDS: BMS symmetry, quantum deformations of spacetime symmetries


mailto:andrzej.borowiec@uwr.edu.pl, lennart.brocki@uwr.edu.pl,\ jerzy.kowalski-glikman@uwr.edu.pl, unger.josua@uwr.edu.pl
mailto:andrzej.borowiec@uwr.edu.pl, lennart.brocki@uwr.edu.pl,\ jerzy.kowalski-glikman@uwr.edu.pl, unger.josua@uwr.edu.pl

Contents

1 Introduction 1
2 Symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetimes 4
2.1 4d gravity 4
2.2 3d gravity 7
3 Quantum deformations from 3d BMS algebra 10
3.1 Quantum groups 10
3.2 Bialgebra duals for BMS in 3d gravity 14
3.3 Quantum Lie algebra generators 15
4 Abelian twist 18
5 Bialgebra duals for BMS in 4d gravity 20
6 Conclusion 21
A W(2,2) algebra 22
B Bialgebra duals 24
C Cobrackets for Lie bialgebra structures on BMS 4 25

1 Introduction

In the recent years we witness a revival of interest and a remarkable progress in understand-
ing the structure of the gravitational field in the vicinity of the future (past) null boundary
of asymptotically flat spacetime. The original, surprising result of Bondi, van der Burg,
Metzner, and Sachs [1], [2], [3] that the symmetry of gravity near the null boundary is much
larger than the expected Poincaré group and in fact is an infinite dimensional BMS group,
whose algebra we will denote Bp, g, consisting of Lorentz transformations and infinitely
many commuting supertranslations was generalized and understood from many different
perspectives. As it was shown recently the BMS group is also a symmetry of spacelike
infinity [4] if some special parity conditions are adopted, effectively superseding Poincaré
symmetry and making BMS symmetry the fundamental symmetry of asymptotically flat
spacetime. It was also argued [5] that the original BMS symmetry could be generalized so
as to include an infinite number of superrotations and additional supertranslations. It was
also recently realized (see [6], [7] for comprehensive reviews) that there exist deep interre-
lations between the BMS group and the infrared behavior of QFT described by Weinberg’s



soft theorems [8], which can be understood as Ward identities for supertranslations [9],
[10]. As it also turned out, the gravitational memory effect [11] is ultimately related to
the two [12]. Furthermore, it has recently been claimed that the BMS group should be
also relevant in the description of the neighbourhood of the black hole horizon and as a
consequence should help in the understanding of the black hole information paradox [13],
[14].

In the recent paper [15] we constructed the k-deformation of the BMS algebra (quan-
tum deformations of BMS algebra were also considered in [16]) B* proposed by Barnich and
Troessaert [5], which in addition to the infinitely many supertranslations contains an infi-
nite number of superrotations, generalizing the Lorentz sector of the original BMS algebra
B4BMS. The interest in such a deformation is at least threefold.

First, it is believed that quantum deformations of spacetime symmetries could shed
some light on the elusive quantum gravity theory. This especially applies to the case of
r-deformation [17]-[21], in which the deformation parameter has the physical dimension of
mass, and therefore can be naturally identified with the Planck mass. It is well established
that the deformation of space-time symmetries with a deformation parameter which has
the dimension of mass is a direct consequence of (quantum) gravity in 241 spacetime
dimensions [22], [23], [24] and is expected to take place in 3+1 dimensions as well [25].
These investigations concern the Poincaré symmetry, but most likely could (and should)
be extended to the case of the BMS symmetry. It can be claimed that quantum gravity
in the flat spacetime limit could exhibit itself under the guise of a deformation of BMS
symmetry. If this is the case, as argued in [15], the quantum deformation could provide
the required way around the no go arguments put forward in the series of papers [26]—
[29], which indicate that the original scenario of Hawking, Pope, and Strominger of solving
the black hole information paradox fails as a result of the fact that the soft and hard
modes of Hawking radiation completely decouple and that the former do not carry any
physical information. Contrary to that in the deformed case these modes cannot decouple
as a consequence of the presence of a non-trivial coproduct, which makes the structure of
multiparticle states much more complicated than in the standard, undeformed theory.

Second, k-deformations yield predictions for various phenomenological effects that are
in principle observable. This includes deformed dispersion relations or altered Leibnitz rules
for the addition of momenta. On this ground one can not only distinguish the deformed
and undeformed case but potentially also between various different versions of deforma-
tions. As we will show, some of these versions can be excluded in the BMS setting from
purely mathematical reasoning, e.g. the well-known time-like k-Poincaré. Others, like the
lightcone k-Poincaré, its Jordanian part and the deformation from an abelian twist can be
constructed and compared.

Third, the investigation of deformations of infinite-dimensional Lie algebras is an inter-
esting subject on its own. Their mathematical structure and formalism are less developed
than in the standard finite-dimensional case. This can be observed already on the level
of the Witt algebra [30], which is an important constituent of BMS3 and BMS4 algebras
connected with superrotations. Fortunately enough, some structures and constructions
generalize directly from the finite-dimensional case. As an example, one can consider tri-



angular Lie bialgebras (provided by solutions of the classical Yang-Baxter equation) and the
corresponding quantized enveloping algebras obtained by Drinfeld’s two-cocycle twist tech-
niques [31, 32]. But there are some remarkable differences. Triangular classical r-matrices
belong to some finite-dimensional subalgebras which might be isomorphic. However, the
corresponding infinite-dimensional Lie bialgebras are not. This yields an abundance of bial-
gebra structures and their quantized enveloping algebras (quantum groups) in the infinite-
dimensional case. Also, the problem of classifying such bialgebra structures is much more
difficult and, apart from the half Witt algebra, it is not complete. Even more striking
differences appear when dualizing the bialgebra structure. For the infinite-dimensional
case, this requires developing entirely new tools in the form of sequences satisfying linearly
recursive relations (cf. Appendix B and references therein).

The aim of the present paper is to further investigate the k-deformation of BMS al-
gebra, both in 3+1 and 241 spacetime dimensions. Our interest here will be particularly
focused on the dual of the BMS algebra, which could be thought of as an algebraic de-
scription of space-time. Indeed, it is well known that in the case of the Poincaré algebra
the (algebraic) dual of its translational part is the Minkowski space, which has a natural
interpretation of being the flat spacetime. In the case of k-deformed Poincaré algebra, the
dual to its translational sector is the non-commutative x-Minkowski space [20], [21]. Not
only does this result fit into the general expectation that quantum gravity makes spacetime
non-commutative (even in the flat space limit), but it is also a demonstration of the general
fact that the nontrivial coproduct in one algebraic sector (in momentum space in this case)
goes hand in hand with non-commutativity of the dual one. It is therefore of interest to
explore what will be the generalization of this result to the case of the BMS symmetry.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we recall some basic facts about BMS
symmetry and its algebra. We then notice that the BMS algebra B% in 3+1 dimensions
contains an infinite number of subalgebras isomorphic to Poincaré algebra. This, as far as
we can say, previously unnoticed fact is presumably related to the presence of an infinite
number of inequivalent, flat spacetime vacua in asymptotically flat gravity. From our
perspective it is of crucial relevance, because our k-deformation of BMS algebra uses its
Poincaré subalgebra as the starting point. An analogous, but not completely identical,
structure has been noted in the case of the 2+1 dimensional BMS algebra B2 in [33]. We
furthermore demonstrate in 241 dimensions that each of these subalgebras is the isometry
of a distinct solution of the vacuum Einstein equations, which turns out to be a spacetime
with a conical singularity, a conclusion that has been reached previously in [34] in a slightly
different language. The presence of infinitely many such algebras results in infinitely many

distinct, albeit similar, deformations of the BMS algebra generalizing the result of [15].

3
ext

After examining a different example of deformation in 3 dimensions given by an abelian

In section 3 we describe the deformations of the 3 dimensional algebra By, and its dual.
twist in section 4, in section 5 we describe the deformations of the 4 dimensional BMS
algebra and its dual. Section 6 is devoted to a short summary and conclusions. Finally,
three appendices describe some more technical mathematical results.



2 Symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetimes

In this section we will present the BMS algebra and discuss its structure. We start with
the 4-dimensional case, which is more familiar, and in the next subsection we turn to the

simpler 3-dimensional case.

2.1 4d gravity

As was shown in the work of Bondi, van der Burg, Metzner and Sachs (BMS) [1] [2] [3] the
symmetry transformations that leave the form of an asymptotically flat metric invariant
do not just include translations, rotations and boosts but also so-called supertranslations
and, following an extension proposed by Barnich and Troessaert [5], also superrotations.
Here we define asymptotic flatness using coordinates in the Bondi gauge

g =0, g“A =0, 8Tdet(gAB/7“2) =0. (2.1)

The first condition implies that the normal vector of hypersurfaces defined by v = const.,
n* = g"9,u, is null and thus u is labeling null hypersurfaces. Angular coordinates z* are
defined such that the directional derivative along n* vanishes, n“@MxA = 0, and r is defined
to be the luminosity distance. After lowering the indices these conditions are g, = g4 = 0.
We define asymptotic flatness near null infinity by introducing boundary conditions such
that in the limit » — oo, u = const. one obtains the Minkowski metric. Note, however, that
in the literature different notions of asymptotic flatness exist, see [51] for a review. These
asymptotic boundary conditions should not be too restrictive, however, to still include all
physical spacetimes such as black hole mergers with gravitational radiation. Following the

analysis of BMS, boundary conditions are defined as
Guu = —1+0 (r_l) v Gur=—14+0 (7"_2) v gua=0 (7’0) y Y9AB = 7“2’YAB+O(7“) (2.2)
and the class of allowed metrics then reads [1]-[3]

ds® = — du® — 2dudr + 2r2’yz5dzd2

2 ]
+ 2B 12 4 rCLd2? + 1CsadZ + DC.dudz + DPCasdudz
T

1 /4 1
+ . <3(NZ +ud,mp) — 482(CZZC’ZZ)> dudz + c.c. + subleading (2.3)

with u = t —r being the retarded time and z = € cot(0/2), Z = z* (complex) stereographic
coordinates of the sphere, v,z = ﬁ the unit round metric on the 2-sphere and D 4 the
covariant derivative with respect to 7,z. Here, mp is the Bondi mass aspect, N4 the angular
momentum aspect and Cyp is traceless, YABC4p = 0, and symmetric. Thus it has two
polarization modes and contains the information about gravitational radiation near ZV.
All three functions are defined in the asymptotic region and have no r-dependence.

The residual gauge transformations preserving the Bondi gauge are infinitesimal dif-

feomorphisms £ obeying

[{grr = 0’ Eng‘A = O, [,587 det (gAB/T2) =0 (24)



and it is further required that the asymptotic behavior is preserved leading to the conditions
Efguu =0 (r_l) > Efgur =0 (T‘_2) ) EfguA =0 (TO) 5 [’SQAB = O(T) (25)

Solving these requirements one obtains the BMS generators in terms of two functions on
the sphere f(z,z) and R4(z, 2)

§(FR) =1+ 5DaR" +0 ()] o,

+ {RA — %DAf +o (7‘1)] DA (2.6)

r+u 1
+ [— 5 DsR* + §DADAf—|—o (ro)} Oy
which can be understood as ”asymptotic Killing vectors” since they leave the metric only
asymptotically invariant. While f is unconstrained the last condition in (2.5) imposes that
RA has to obey the conformal Killing equation on the 2-sphere

DuRp + DpRa = vapDcRC. (2.7)

This equation imposes the conditions 9,R* = 0 and 9;R* = 0, so that R*(z) is an holo-
morphic function and R?(z) antiholomorphic.

In leading order these Killing vectors form the 4-dimensional BMS algebra B*, which
is an infinite-dimensional algebra with the bracket

- - f=RADsf + 3fDaRA — RADaf — Lf'DsRA
é(f’R)_[g('ﬁR)’g('f’R)]:>{RA:RBDBR/A2—R/BDBRA 2 '
(2.8)

As is explained in [5] in order for the vector fields (2.6) to be a faithful representation
of B* in all orders, one needs to modify the standard Lie bracket of the vector fields,
so as to take into account the change of the metric components the vector fields (2.6)
implicitly depend on. It can be seen from (2.8) that 7" = £(f,0) form an abelian ideal of
the algebra. These generators are referred to as supertranslations since they generalize the
Poincaré translations. The generators [ = £(0, R) contain the Lorentz algebra and possible
extensions of it and will be referred to as superrotations.

It is interesting to observe what happens when one acts with a supertranslation on the
Minkowski vacuum, which is characterised by mp = C,, = N,, = 0, and in which case one
finds [6]

Lymp =0, L;N..=0, L;C..=—2DIf. (2.9)

The supertranslated vacuum still has zero Bondi mass and Bondi News but it obtains a
finite C, term. Furthermore, for the curvature to vanish we need to have [6]

C.. = —2D?C(z, %), (2.10)
where the function C transforms as

L;C=f. (2.11)



The fact that the supertranslations do not leave the vacuum invariant, even though they
are an asymptotic symmetry, can be viewed as the spontaneous breaking of that symmetry
and C' is then the Goldstone boson labeling inequivalent gravitational vacua, see also [39].
We will return to this important point later in this section where we observe an analogous
effect on the level of Poincaré subalgebras of B*.
For our further discussion it will be useful to expand supertranslations and superrota-
tions in the basis of z, Z monomials
2"z n+1 R?

fmn: Ré:_z ;

Z =z =zt 2.12
1+ 2z 5 (2.12)

In terms of the basis vectors Ty, = &(fimn,0), In = £(0, RZ), I, = £(0, R?) the algebra (2.8)
takes the form

s ln] = (10— ) lnins s In] = (= W) lnins [yl =0 (2.13)

= [+1
[llv Tm,n] = < - m) Tm+l,n7 [ll, Tm,n] = <2 - n) Tm,n+l- (214)
One can identify the Poincaré translational generators in Cartesian coordinates as

Py+ Py =11, Py— P3="Ty,
P =Tio+To1, Po=i(Tio—Tor), (2.15)

and the boosts and rotations as
1 - ) - -
J1 :—§(l1+l—1+l1+l—1), K :%(l1+l—1—l1—l—1)
? - - 1 _
JQZ*(ll—l_l—l-ll-f—l_l), K2:§(l1—l_1+l1—l_1)

2
J3 =1y + l_o, Ky =1ly— l_o. (2.16)

Historically, the BMS algebra B4BMS of Bondi, van der Burg, Metzner, and Sachs was first
defined as the semi-direct sum of the infinite-dimensional abelian algebra of supertransla-
tions s and the Lorentz algebra so(3,1), i.e. l,,, n =0,£1, T), , n € N

Bius = s0(3,1) @g s. (2.17)

Two extensions of the Bgg algebra have been proposed in recent years. In [36] the
algebra is extended by including all I, n € Z, which implies the inclusion of m,n € Z
the labels of T, , as well. The generators of the extended Lorentz algebra [, are referred
to as superrotations. The resulting algebra is referred to as extended BMS algebra and
is the semi-direct sum of two copies of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms on S' and extended
supertranslations s*

Bi = (Diff(S") @ Diff(S!)) &g s*. (2.18)

ext —

It is this extension we will concern ourselves with throughout this article as B%.



In [52] a different extension has been proposed in which R4 is not constrained by the
conformal Killing equation. To this end the condition (2.5) is softened to

Legan = O(1?) (2.19)

which allows the leading order of g4p to fluctuate such that it is not identical to the round
metric anywhere. In particular this means that in the large r limit one does not obtain the
Minkowski metric and one is thus working with a different notion of asymptotic flatness,
which is explained in detail in [52]. Since RA is not constrained the resulting algebra is

Bi. = Diff(5?) @gs (2.20)

gen

and is referred to as generalized BMS algebra.
Contrary to the classical BMS algebra B¢ the extended BMS algebra (2.13) contains
an infinite number of (overlapping) subalgebras generated by the sets of 10 generators

{lo, lizam, los li—2m, Tinims Ti—moms T —ms Ti—m,1—m }

with m € Z, which are isomorphic to the Poincaré algebra after rescalling

l;

o~

Li— =, li— =, (2.21)
n n
where n = 1 — 2m. Note, however, that this is not an automorphism on the entire B2,
e.g.
A I Y
[p? q] - E(p - Q) p+q’ p — E Py (222)

which coincides with (2.13) only for n = 1.

It is tempting to associate these Poincaré subalgebras with algebras of symmetries of
inequivalent vacua in 4d asymptotically flat spacetime [39], [7]. It is important to note,
however that the Poincaré subalgebras constructed above necessarily contain superrota-
tions. On the other hand, in the asymptotically flat gravity (or from the field theoretical
soft gravitons perspective) the vacua are found using only the supertranslations [39], and
superrotations seemingly do not play any role. We will address these issues in details in a
separate publication; below we briefly discuss this issue in the case of 3 dimensions.

2.2 3d gravity

In the case of 3d gravity the discussion of asymptotically flat spacetimes is similar to the
4d case. Analogously to the 4d case asymptotically flat spacetimes are defined to have the
following form at large r

ds* = <—1 + §%) du® 4 2 (—1 + %) dudr + (h(u, z) + g%) dudz

o 9
- z—2+gzzr dz" + ..., (2.23)



where the barred metric components are functions of u = t—r and z = €’®. The asymptotic
Killing vectors for supertranslations can be parametrized by z" and read [53]

o dr’ < dr’ nz"t
T, = Znau — nzn—s—l/ ﬁgr’uaz + (’I”nzn/ ?(ngr/u + azgrlu) + gzu> 87.7
r T . T r
(2.24)
where the unbarred metric components are the full, r-dependent components, and using
their large r behavior according to (2.23) the supertranslation generators can be written

as

nzn-ﬁ-l

r

T, =2"0, + < + O(l/r2)> 9. — (n*2" + 0(1/r)) 0. (2.25)

For the superrotations the Killing vectors are, using the same parametrization,

d / 2. n+1
l,, =i (nuz”@u — (nm” — uzn?d, [z" / rggﬂu} + r ZT guz) Oy

dr’
4t (1 — un? / Wgr/u> 82> (2.26)

and using the expansion at large r

l, = iz" (nudy — (rn+ 0(r%)) 0, + (2 + O(r™1)) 0.) . (2.27)

Setting n = 0, &1 one obtains the generators of the three standard Poincaré translations,
one rotation and two boosts which are related as

O =Ty, Opr=T1+T_1, 6y = Z(Tl — T_l) (228)
8¢ =lo, 20 —t0, =l +1_1, yo—to, = i(ly —1-q). (2.29)

At leading order the Killing vectors, under the standard Lie bracket, form a representation
of the abstract infinite-dimensional BMS3 algebra with (real: X = —X) anti-Hermitian
generators (see Appendix A)

L, ln] = (m = 1), [ln, T = (m —n) T, m,ne€Z, (2.30)

which we refer to as B2. In order for the Killing vectors to form a faithful representations
of the BMS algebra at all orders the Lie bracket has to be modified [5]. This modification
arises because the T;, and [,, leave the metric only asymptotically invariant and since they
themselves depend on the metric components one has to take into account the change of
the Killing vectors induced by the change in the metric.

Comparing with the 3d Poincaré algebra in lightcone coordinates !

[Mi1, Mq] =iquMy—, [Mi—, Mi1] = Fing My, (2.31)
(M, Py] = Finy Py, [My1, Pl] = —in1 Py, (2.32)
(M, Pg] = iny— Py, (2.33)

IFollowing physicist convention we are using Hermitian generators.



where 74— = n_4 and 711 denote Lorentzian metric components (cf. [42]), we can find
that for each n = 1,2,--- € N there is a f- preserving embedding of (2.31)-(2.33) to the
infinite-dimensional Lie algebra (2.30)

Mi_ = —ily, My = i\%lin, (2.34)
Pl = —iTy, Pi= %Tﬂ, (2.35)
if one identifies ny_ = n_4y = —n;; = n. In the formula above we rescaled the metric

instead of using the embedding with rescaled generators, because the rescaling of [y changes
the algebra (2.30) to which we embed. Note that, just as in the 4d case, these isomorphic
embeddings are not automorphisms, since the metric components depend on n 2. They
are not compatible with automorphisms of the full B3 algebra as explained in Appendix
A. Each Poincaré sector has its own mass Casimir C,, = n“bPan =2T_, T4 — TOQ, which
however is not a central element for the entire B3 (BMS Lie algebra is centreless and admits
central extension with two central charges). Of course, the identification (2.34) - (2.35)
is unique up to an automorphism of the full B% algebra; e.g. one can apply an involutive
automorphism: 1, — —Il_y,, Trn — —T—,n, . We can therefore see that B2 can be composed
entirely from subalgebras which are isomorphic to the Poincaré algebra. Moreover, it turns
out that they are maximal finite-dimensional subalgebras of (2.30).

Let us construct explicitly the vacua corresponding to different choices of the Poincaré
subgroup. We take as a starting point the general solution of the vacuum Einstein equations
in Bondi gauge [5]

ds* = O(¢)du® — 2dudr + (uO'(¢) + Z(¢)) dudp + r*d¢?, (2.36)

where © and E are arbitrary periodic functions of ¢. In [5] a further generalization is
considered by allowing metrics with angular part r2e2?d¢?, ¢ = ¢(u, ¢) but we consider
here only the case ¢ = 0. Writing this solution using z = ¢’® one obtains

2
ds? = O(2)du® — 2dudr + (uO(z) — iZ(2)z ") dudz — %sz. (2.37)
Plugging the metric components into (2.24) and (2.26) one obtains for the generators of
supertranslations
n+1 n+1
T, = 28, — (n2z” _ e gzu> o+ 5, (2.38)
r T
and of superrotations
2, n+l 2
I, = iunz"0y — 1 <nrz" +un3z" + WQuZ) 9, + 2"t (1 + un> 0. (2.39)
r r

2This property makes it different from a phenomenological algebra introduced recently in [43] for the
description of curvature corrections to the isometry algebra of flat space-time. Another difference is that
in our case all embeddings have two common elements Iy and Tp.



By demanding that the Lie derivative of (2.37) with respect to the generators com-
prising the embeddings vanishes we obtain a metric that is invariant under the action of
these generators. One finds that the only non-vanishing components of the Lie derivative
with respect to T,, and [,, are

n
L1, Juu = —;Znﬂ@l, L7, gu- = 2" (On + n?)
2un?z" B
Elngur = _ngm Eln = 4un®2" lgzu- (2'40)

All Lie derivatives vanish for n = 0 and for arbitrary n if we demand = = ©' = 0 and
© = —n?. Notice that for © = —1 we correctly recover invariance only under standard
Poincaré transformations with n = 0,4+1. Since the metric is also invariant under the
action of T, l_, using the same demands on ©,Z we can conclude that the generators
To, T'tn, lo, 4y are the exact Killing vectors of the following solution of Einstein vacuum

equations
2
ds®* = —n*du® — 2dudr — %sz. (2.41)
z

This metric can be diagonalized to become
2 2, L .9 2.9
ds® = —di” + — dr* +r°do”,
n
which after rescaling r — r/n becomes
ds® = —dt* + dr* + r*n’d¢? (2.42)

For n = 1 this is the standard flat space metric, but for n # 1 (2.42) is the metric of
the space with conical singularity. Notice that this connection between the solutions with
a conical defect and the Poincaré subgroups has previously been noted in [34] and that
a similar singular nature of asymptotic vacua in 4d was noticed in [39]. We will further
discuss the vacua in three and four dimensions in a forthcoming publication and now turn
to the major theme of this paper, the deformation of the BMS algebra.

3 Quantum deformations from 3d BMS algebra

3.1 Quantum groups

After discussing the structure of BMS algebra in 3 and 4 dimensions, let us now turn to
the discussion of their deformations. As it was in the case of our previous investigations in
[15] in deforming these algebras, their Poincaré subalgebras will play a special role.

In the rest of the paper we will use the following notation. The BMS Lie algebra we
already introduced, B, in four dimensions, is denoted by B%* in three and four dimensions.
Its universal enveloping algebra, consisting of polynomials in the generators subject only to
the Lie algebra commutation relations, is called UB3/4. By the very definition it contains
the initial Lie algebra as a subspace spanned by the generators. This enveloping algebra

~10 -



can be endowed with a (primitive on generators X of the Lie algebra) coproduct Ay, counit
¢ and antipode Sy to form a Hopf algebra

A(X)=X®1+1®X, Sp(X)=-X, e(X)=0. (3.1)

Such standard Hopf algebra structure will be then quantized by using Drinfeld’s twist
deformation techniques [31, 32]. To this end one has to extend U B3/* by introducing a
new commuting generator denoted as 1/x3. Strictly speaking, one needs a topological
extension of the enveloping algebra which allows for formal power series in 1/k (denoted
by UB3/4[[1/k]]). A new, deformed, Hopf algebra equipped with a twist-deformed coprod-
uct A, and a compatible antipode S, becomes according to Drinfeld’s terminology a
/4
€

‘quantum group’ which we will call U 827 for brevity?. The coproduct in our case will be

obtained by a similarity transformation
Ape(X) = Fnelo(X)F, L (3.2)

with a twist F, ¢ = an ® b that has to satisfy two-cocycle conditions

»F12(A0 X 1)(;) = ]:23(1 (29 Ao)(]:), s(aa)bo‘ = 1, (33)

where F1a = ao ® b* ® 1 ete.

For every Hopf algebra which is obtained as a quantum deformation of a Lie algebra (so-
called quantized universal enveloping algebra) one introduces a formal variable enabling one
to expand deformed coproduct and antipode. In our case it is a dimension full parameter
1/k from which one can calculate the first order term of the antisymmetrized coproduct. It
turns out that for each coproduct this so called ‘classical limit’ applied to the Lie algebra
generators X

On,e(X) = lim w(Ape(X) = AZL(X)) (3-4)

defines on the initial Lie algebra B%/* the cobracket On,e providing the structure of a Lie
bialgebra denoted as Bf,{i. Moreover, such Lie bialgebra structure is implemented by an
anitsymmetric element 7, ., the so-called classical 7, .-matrix satisfying the classical Yang-
Baxter equation (see below). This means we obtain a cobracket applied to an arbitrary

element X of the initial Lie algebra in the form
(X)=ad, b X=rXeol+1® X] (3.5)

This element determines a classical Lie bialgebra structure on the Lie algebra in question
that in turn undergoes the process of Hopf algebraic quantization.

A?!'in eq.(3.4) denotes the flipped (co-opposite) coproduct which for coboundary defor-
mations is provided by the quantum r-matrix R: A?! = RAR~!. In this way the formula
(3.4) expresses on the one hand the so-called classical limit of quantum deformations and

3For the sake of physical applications s has mass dimension and frequently is identified with Planck
mass.
4The indices stand for a particular twist discussed below.
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on the other hand relations between classical and quantum r-matrices, i.e. the relations
between solutions of classical and quantum Yang-Baxter equations [31]. Furthermore, the
quantum r-matrix is related to the twist via R = Fo; F L.

As stated above the r-matrix has to fulfill the classcial Yang-Baxter equation

[[r,7]] = 9, (3.6)

where [[, ]] denotes a Schouten bracket, and €2 is an ad-invariant element. Such deformations
are called coboundary; if the rhs is zero then they are triangular. In such a case we call
the corresponding bialgebra structure coboundary triangular. All triangular deformations
are derivable by a twisting procedure (like eq.(3.2)) as described e.g. in [15, 38, 42] and
references therein.

The physically important example of Hopf algebra that we will use as a starting point
here is k-Poincaré Hopf algebra, which exists in three different versions characterized by
the fixed vector 7. This vector is spacelike, timelike or lightlike, and its role can be seen
most easily by considering the three dual algebras®, the x-Minkowski algebra

[z#, 2] = é(v‘“w” —77zh). (3.7)
Furthermore it is known that out of these three different x-Poincaré versions, only the
lightlike one is coboundary triangular and can thus be constructed by a twist.

The particular variant of deformation is therefore chosen to be corresponding to the
lightlike (also called lightcone) rk-Poincaré because it automatically guarantees that the
embeddings of the Poincaré sub-Hopf algebras are consistent in the sense that the new
coproduct is a homomorphism for all X, X' € UB,,

AXX") = FA(XX)F 1 = FAoX)FLFANX)FL = A(X)A(X). (3.8)

In fact, one can even make a stronger argument that only the coboundary Hopf algebra
is possible in UB. In the Poincaré algebra there is only one nontrivial candidate for the
ad-invariant element in eq.(3.6)

Q= My, NP NP (3.9)

but this is not ad-invariant in the entire BMS. Thus the Schouten bracket has to vanish
which is the defining relation for a coboundary Hopf algebra.

Another reason to choose the lightlike incarnation is that it can be naturally formulated
in lightcone coordinates
+ 2% 4 2? _ -z 1 1

\/i,x: ﬁ,x:x (3.10)

suited to the supertranslations acting on null surfaces.

X

SWe will see in the next section how the algebra of the duals is related to the coproduct of the Hopf
algebra.
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To explicitly construct the lightcone xk-Poincaré one can first canonically assign a Hopf
algebra structure to UB? by using the undeformed coproduct and antipode defined in
eq.(3.1) for every generator X. This trivial coalgebra structure then has to be deformed as
it was done in [15] in the 4d case by using a 2-cocycle twist. There the whole Hopf algebra
structure was obtained and used to argue that the coproduct “mixes” the elements of the
Poincaré algebra and the other BMS generators.

Now the main difference is that the different embeddings of the Poincaré algebra into
33 allow for twists that turn out to lead to non-isomorphic Hopf algebras living in the same
universal enveloping algebra structure . This means there is a family of unitary twisting
elements JF,, . satisfying two-cocycle and normalization conditions which read 7

: P
Fre = €Xp <—en11;M+1 ® P1> exp (—iM+_ ®@nT " log (1 + /:)) (3.11)

1 1
= —e— 1, @ T, —ly®1/nlog (1— —T, ) ), 3.12
P ( 6nm/§ 0> P ( 0®1/nlog < K2 >> (3.12)

where ¢ = 0,1. We introduced the factor ¢ which can be either 1 corresponding to the
full deformation or 0 which leaves only the Jordanian part of the twist. It should be
stressed that the Jordanian twist is physically viable on its own and also corresponds to a
Lie-algebra type deformation of the Minkowski sector as we will show below.

Using the Hadamard formula

[o.¢]
1
e"Be " =Y —[A,[A,..[A,B]..]
n=0 n times
we can calculate the deformed coproducts by
Ape(lm) = Frelo(lm)Frey Ane(Tm) = Fpelo(Tm)Frre (3.13)
and we obtain
(m —n) o .m (m —n) -1
Ape(lm) =1 @ by, + Zmlo @ Trn4nlly, — Zmln ® Ty + Gmln ® ToTmnll,
Hln @I +e> < > gfﬁmlmkn ® TETL,, (3.14)
i\ 2K :
Ape(Trn) =10 T+ Tn T2 +€> —f  Toikn @ T (3.15)
— \nv2k k!
where
k—1 T
FE = T (mt gn)), T = (1 il ) . (3.16)
3=0 V2

In four dimensions similar embeddings exist and we start with the three dimensional case mainly for
simplicity.
"Unitary twist provides a real deformation.
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Each coproduct label by n = 1,2, ... represents a different Hopf algebra deformation of the
enveloping algebra ® a.k.a quantum group or more precisely a quantum enveloping algebra.
Moreover, due to the value of ¢ = 0 or ¢ = 1 one has two quantum group structures for each
n: Jordanian or extended Jordanian. Furthermore, each of these quantum groups admits
only one k-Poincaré as Hopf subalgebra.

Fach quantum group has as a classical limit the corresponding Lie bialgebra structure.
In our case the bialgebra cobrackets (3.5) are controlled (§,(X) = ad, > X) by classical
r-matrices in the form

1
rn7€ = 77_+M+_ /\ P+ + 67711M+1 /\ P1 - E (l(] /\ Tn + Gln /\ T(]) (317)

and explicitly reads

]

V2
—e(m —n)lmsn ATy — mlpy A Tn) , (3.18)
)

On,e(Tim) NG

This bialgebra structure will be needed to construct a dual algebra that can be interpreted

Ine(lm) = ((n —m)lo A Ty — emly ATy

(e(n —m)Tan ANTo —mTy NT) . (3.19)

as a generalized coordinate space.

3.2 Bialgebra duals for BMS in 3d gravity

It is well-known that the dual of finite-dimensional Lie bialgebra (g, [,],d) is a Lie bialgebra
structure determined on the dual vector space with a cobracket dual to the Lie bracket and
vice-versa, i.e. (g% [,]o = 6%,0° = [,]*). Usually, the dual cobracket is not a coboundary
and the dual Lie algebra structure is solvable. However, for the infinite-dimensional case
we are dealing with here the situation is much more complicated, see Appendix B.

Here, the dual space is constructed using the expression of B? in terms of the abstract
variable z, its formal inverse 7! and their respective duals (see Appendix B for details).
It is spanned by elements {(¢?, x*), j,k € Z} and will be denoted as B3* . °

Turning now to the structure on the dual space (for definitions see Appendix B) we
use that the cobracket, which is dual to the Lie algebra bracket (2.30), is calculated by

(0°(¢™), ly @ lg) = (¢, [Lp, Lq)) (3.20)
M =Y (-ied, (3.21)
i+j=m
(0°(X™), b @ Tyg) = (X™, [lp, Tg)) (3.22)
and we obtain
M =Y G-Dexr+xed). (3.23)
i+j=m

8In fact, one needs a topological extension of the enveloping algebra which allows for formal power series
in %

For the sake of simplicity, following [35], we are using a pseudo-basis ¢™, x*:m, k € Z in B> instead of
true basis ¢*%, x*7 in B*® (see Appendix B ).
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In fact the formulas above are not well-posted since the sums in (3.21), (3.23) are infinite.
This is because the eq. i + j = m for fixed m € Z has infinitely many solutions. However,
it becomes finite if we put the constraints ¢, 7, m > —1, i.e. for the case of the one-sided
W(2,2); algebra (cf. Appendix B).

For the brackets which are dual to the bialgebra cobrackets 4, we find in a similar

way
<[Cka Cj]n,ev lm) = <Ck ® Cj) 5n,5(lm)> ) (3‘24)
[Cka Cj]n,e = 07 (325)
; { . n .
[<k7 Xj]n,e = 7((2”’ - .7)5143,0Cj + kéj,ngk) - 6(]€ g j)a (326)
V2n
, 7 -n :
[thﬂnﬁ::;EZ(—k@mxk%den—kﬁ%pxk ) — (k< 7). (3.27)
Particularly, for each embedding labeled by n = 1,2..., the duals of Poincaré translation

generators are defined such that (P, z2") = ¢}, and read

ot = iV, at =ix0, (3.28)
Thus we obtain
[$+,I‘_}n7€ = E:E_a [l'+7331]n,6 = fgxl, (329)
3
[$77$ﬂn¢:=-—643x‘2”, (3.30)
K

which mimics the three dimensional k-Minkowski spacetime algebra but is not a subalgebra
for the full deformation. The smallest subalgebra containing the xk-Minkowski is given
by {x~*~D" k € N} and to obtain a coideal one has to include all ™. This result is
not unexpected in the sense that the dual of an algebra with a subalgebra & does not
necessarily contain a subalgebra that is dual to S. Physically speaking this could express
that in asymptotically flat spacetimes it is only possible to define local coordinates that
are constructed by dualizing a given embedding (i.e. the Poincaré algebra). Coordinates
that are dual to the entire deformed BMS bialgebra Bg’n,l on the other hand do not form a
closed k-Minkowski subalgebra. For the Jordanian twist this problem does not appear as
the algebra closes. In this case it is therefore possible to define coordinates dual to Bfn,o'

3.3 Quantum Lie algebra generators

In the present section we employ the quantum Lie algebra formalism. Following [37] (for
recent applications see also [38, 40, 41]) we define the twisted (quantum Lie algebra) gen-
erators of UB3 as

2 =D (ln) = (f%> ln) fa (3.31)

for the twist F with inverse 7! = f* ® f,. A quantum Lie algebra ¢” corresponds to
a quantum universal envelope Ug” (endowed with a twisted Hopf algebra structure) in
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analogy to the classical case where there is a one-to-one correspondence between a Lie
algebra g and a universal enveloping algebra Ug. g7 has to fulfill three conditions

i) ¢ generates Ug

ii) AT(g7)cgt@1+Ug" @g”

iii) g7, 9")r Cg”
where the bracket is defined as the adjoint action with the twisted coproduct and antipode.
In [38] it was argued that the elements of the quantum Lie algebras are to be interpreted as
the physical momenta (or supermomenta in our case). Thus also other phenomenologically
relevant relations like the dispersion relations dictated by the form of the Casimir operator
and the addition of (super)momenta can be calculated.

The action in eq.(3.31) is just the standard adjoint action (i.e. defined with the unde-

formed coproduct) and so we have that the Casimir C,, = P,,WP/f of the Poincaré subalgebra
corresponding to a given twist F,, is undeformed

Cln = PlrpPInt =D (Cp) = Cp = 2Py Poo — Py

nl

(3.32)

where we used that D7 is a homomorphism and the adjoint action on the Casimir vanishes
except for the unit.
If only the Jordanian part F; = F, (e = 0) of the twist J,, is considered one finds

P

D77 (Pt) = P (1+ =5) 7% (3.33)
DT (P ) = P (1+ ;)n (3.34)
D™ (Po1) = Pra (3.35)

so that the Casimir is also undeformed. Note that this coincides with the results of [40] for
m = n. In the same way one can also calculate the twisted generators in the superrotation

sector
DT (1) = Ly ()~ (3.36)
The full twist is more complicated and so we calculate in first order 1/k
D7 (Pry) = Py + ﬁ((n — )Ty To — mT,T},) (3.37)
D7 (P ) =~ P + i(—(n +m)Ty—mTo — mT_,T)) (3.38)

T To
V2k

D7 (Pp1) = Py — (3.39)

so that
2P
DT (2P P — P2,) & 2Py Py — P2, + 22 F <(” J; M) P — umPn+)
nK n
2P, [(—(n+m) . m 2p?
- < ( )ZTn—l—uml + Pm+Pn+> + ml Pyt
nK 2 n K

(3.40)
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meaning that the full k-Poincaré deformation changes the Casimir of any other embedding
already at first order. This change is not purely multiplicative, i.e. C{,';" is not proportional
to Cp,, which means that both the dispersion relation of massless and massive particles is
affected.

Since the coproduct induces a representation on multiparticle states one can infer the
total (super)momentum from it. We make use of the general formula

Ar(TF)=T7 @1+ R*® (Ra(T))” (3.41)
with the inverse quantum R-matrix R™! = .F]-"{ll = R* ® R,. Considering only the
Jordanian part the coproduct reads

nn 1
Af(TT) =TI @14 e —— @ T70 (3.42)

where 11, (Py,) can be expressed by twist deformed generators via

7
Pl

FJ
,_PhE
K

Pip = (3.43)

For e = 1 we find in O(1/k)
1
V2K

where Tj is expressed by inverting the relation

n—m

A (T2 =TI @1+1 T + <—:Tn Y To ® T£1n> , (3.44)

T, €t
T =Ty (1 - =2 . 3.45
0 ° < I, \/§K> ( )
With the help of
17,77 = 17T — (RO(T)) (Ra (1)) (3.46)

one can calculate the deformed bracket. Here, the inverse R-matrix for e = 0 is given by
—l P P l
R = fn]:g;l = exp (0 ® log <1 + +n>> exp <log (1 + +n> ® 0) (3.47)
n K K n
and we use
~ . ,
1 (o2 P\’
-1 _N\N" - (0 -+
7, _;j!<n) ®<ﬁ) (3.48)

with X2 = X(X — 1)...(X — (j — 1)) the lower factorial.
As a result, eq.(3.46) yields

FI F] Ford riFs 1 (nt+p)(n—p)ln—m)m_zFs _FI
Umn 5 lp "]]—',{ :ln{L lpn + lpn lmn + ﬁ n2 Tn+an+m
—1 J -7:7{ ]:T{ J
+ Ton (p(n — m)lfn T, —m(n — p)Tnerl,ﬁ") ) (3.49)
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and, together with eq.(3.36) and (2.30), one has

(m—(n+p))(n—p)m
n2

AN f“’

L 7
m o bp ]]-'T{ = (m_p)lm+p+ \/ilﬁ', T, (350)

n+m-—+p*

Apparently the structure constants are not identical to the undeformed algebra relations
already in the Jordanian case. However for

J
U5 T g = A TT — T \f%(n —m) (-2) T 351
we find
J J -7:7{
[ T ) g = (m = p) Ty, (3.52)

i.e. these structure constants are undeformed.

To summarize, it is noteworthy that there are physical predictions which allow a dis-

tinction between undeformed, Jordanian and x-Poincaré twisted structures. Both versions
of the twist predict an altered Leibnitz rule, i.e. a deformed prescription of how super-
momenta are added. Furthermore the k-Poincaré twist deforms the energy-momentum
dispersion relation for supermomenta such that also massive particles are affected whereas
this relation is undeformed for the Jordanian twist for all scalar particles.
As stated earlier for both the Jordanian and extended Jordanian twist there are infinitely
many different quantum groups labeled by n > 1 and we can now see that the coproducts
dictating the addition of physical momenta explicitly depend on the embedding. The extra
structure constants for the quantum Lie algebra we found also contain this explicit depen-
dence for both types of twist and for the extended Jordanian twist even the dispersion
relation varies with different n. In the next section we therefore investigate a twist that
does not single out a certain embedding.

4 Abelian twist

In section 2 we noted that there are infinitely many embeddings of the Poincaré algebra
into the BMS algebra, which however overlap since they all contain lg, Tp. Thus, in order
to construct an embedding-independent twist one could use these elements. The r-matrix
is given by

rA = llo ATy (4.1)
K
and the corresponding twist reads
Fa = exp (Zzo ® TO) : (4.2)
K

It is an abelian twist since [y and T commute and the r-matrix automatically satisfies the
classical Yang-Baxter equation (3.6) with a vanishing rhs.
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The Hopf-algebra structure associated with the twist is calculated analogously to the
lightcone x-Poincaré twist and we find

Ap(lm) =Falo(lm)Fy'
=1®lpm — i?mlo ® Ty + by, ® exp (—i’:nT()) (4.3)
Ap(Ty) =1 @ Ty + Ty @ exp <—TTO> ) (4.4)
The cobracket defined with (4.1)
—im —im

brallm) = =0 A T+ i ATo), by (Ton) = — (T A Th) (4.5)

turns B2 into a Lie-Bialgebra B2 . and by dualising this structure one obtains

(€430 )a = —— (6ol + kj0ch), (46)
DT = = (kSjox* = 580, (4.7)

whereas the cobrackets are given by (3.21),(3.23). In particular in the Minkowski sector
(defined by eqs.(3.28) ) the non-vanishing commutators are

a'xl]A = -, [x_’xl]A = 7;'%_3 (48)

i.e. in comparison with the lightcone k-Poincaré the element z! plays the role of the
advanced time coordinate z+ and the scaling depends on the embedding. Note also that
the Minkowski sector closes as an algebra.

It is also possible to construct a quantum Lie-algebra by performing the deformation
of the generators according to

174 = DFA(l,) = e n D0, (4.9)

TZ4 = Tpe'n D, (4.10)
It follows that the Casimir operator for any given embedding is undeformed
2
cFa =oplapta _ (PfA) =C, (4.11)

and thus all (scalar) particles have undeformed dispersion relation.
Using eq.(3.41) yields the twisted coproducts for the deformed generators

AA(TFA) =TF4 @1 + exp (TT{A> @ T7A, (4.12)

A7) =172 @1+ exp (ET{A) @ 17a — — exp <HT({TA> TAQTIA.  (4.13)
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Finally, the twisted brackets are given via eq.(3.46) by
Fa pF FapF FajFa | FarpF,
I TN p = AT = LA + —pm AT
f
= (m—p)T,{n (4.14)
and

; 2,2
F F FaiF FaiF 1 Fa1F FarmF m=p F A rmF
[lmAa lpA]]:A :lmAlpA - lpAlmA + Epm(Tp AlmA B lpATmA) - K TP ATmA

F i F

Again we find that the structure constants are deformed similar to egs.(3.50),(3.52) with
n =0 and P! = T} playing the role of P, .

Thus this twist seems physically reasonable and the deformed structures resemble those
of the Jordanian part of the lightcone k-Poincaré twist. Additionally the big advantage is
that no embedding is singled out which seems to be more in line with the spirit of the BMS
analysis. For an observer choosing coordinates x* there is still an explicit n appearing in
the x-Minkowski relations (4.8) which acts as a scaling factor for the characteristic length
1/k. This behavior may be related to the rescaling of the ambient metric n after eq.(2.35).

5 Bialgebra duals for BMS in 4d gravity

Having analyzed the three dimensional case we now return to the physically more relevant
four dimensional case where we sketch the procedure of deforming and dualizing the BMS
algebra.

We denote the basis of B* as

b =l 4 Ty Fon = =il — )y Smp = 5 (T + Tom)s Aunp =~ (Tony — Tym)
(5.1)
and their respective duals satisfying
(km, ") = 0, (ko €7) = 03, (5.2)
(Spa XE) = 3005, (A i) = 100, (53)

form a basis of B} that is constructed similar to the three dimensional case as discussed
in the appendix. According to the embeddings discussed after eq.(2.20) the family of
inequivalent twists reads

1€

V2k(1 — 2m)
X exp (—(1_":027”) ® log <1 - W)) (5.4)

which is parametrized by m € Z and € € {0,1} denoting the Jordanian and full twist

]:m,e = €xp ( (k1—2m 0y Sl—m,m - %1—2777, 02y Al—m,m))

respectively. Thus we can in principle obtain the Hopf algebra UlS’ﬁ%€ with coproduct A,
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and antipode Sy, .. The case m = 1 has been considered more detailed in our previous
publication [15].

Calculating the full deformed coproducts for all embeddings is tedious and for the
construction of the Lie Bialgebra dual structures we only need the cobrackets which can
be obtained from the r-matrix (cf. appendix (C.3)-(C.6)) Then, constructing the algebra
structure in the “Minkowski sector” of the dual of Bfme analogous to the three dimensional
case yields

1 1 1
[m1,$+]m75 —e—a!, [m2,m+]me = =22, 27,2 e = —27, (5.5)
K
_ iV2 3 B V2 g
[x 7$1]m,s — _GTXgm Lm7 [l’ ;x2]m,e - —¢ - Xim Lm’ (5 6)
N 2 11—
[l’l,x2]m,5 _ _eixim 1,1 m7 (5'7)
K

which also does only close on its own for the Jordanian (e = 0) case.

We therefore find that from an (co)algebraic perspective the three and four dimensional
duals of B, have similar properties. Also, the calculations for the quantum Lie algebra
carry over from the three dimensional setting if we consider the Jordanian and extended
Jordanian twist. Note, however, that the abelian twist can not be applied in four dimensions
as there the only overlapping elements from the different embeddings are Iy and Iy so the
resulting twist would not correspond to a noncommutative spacetime of Lie algebra type
that also does not admit a mass scale'".

6 Conclusion

The main goal of this paper is the analysis of deformations of the three and four dimensional
BMS algebra as a quantum group. These deformations are initially defined in the Poincaré
algebra and one finds that the consistent extension to the BMS requires deformations
realized by a twist. A crucial fact about the BMS algebra in three and four dimensions is
that there are infinitely many subalgebras that are isomorphic to the Poincaré algebra, the
so-called embeddings. We demonstrate in three dimensions that each of these subalgebras
leaves invariant a different, distinct solution of the vacuum Einstein equations, which are
shown to contain a conical singularity. Since the twist corresponding to the lightlike k-
Poincaré algebra as well as its Jordanian part are expressed in terms of Poincaré generators
the existence of these subalgebras leads to infinitely many quantum groups with different
coalgebra structures. They cannot be simultaneously realized which means that they break
the symmetry between the embeddings and thus lead to a qualitatively different picture of
the asymptotic symmetries.

In the duals of the Lie bialgebras that are the classical limit of these quantum groups
we examined the Minkowski subalgebras which should, as in the Poincaré case, describe
a non-commutative spacetime. For the extended Jordanian twist this subalgebra does not
close and the physical interpretation of this fact is still not entirely clear. This comparison

%The abelian twist using two rotations/boosts results in quadratic Minkowski relations, [60].

- 21 —



thus favors the Jordanian twist as the Minkowski subalgebra is identical to the dual of the
deformed Poincaré algebra.

As all the embeddings overlap in certain elements one can construct another twist out
of them which therefore does not single out an embedding and is abelian. Its Minkowski
subalgebra also closes but it can be only constructed in three dimensions, whereas an
abelian twist in four dimensions would not lead to a non-commuting spacetime of Lie
algebra type which contains a mass scale x (cf. [60]).

All of the analyzed types of twists are physically viable but they differ in potentially
observable ways. Both the Jordanian and abelian twist admit an undeformed d’Alembert
operator which corresponds to an unaltered dispersion relation. For the full lightcone
k-Poincaré this dispersion relation is deformed for massive and massless particles alike.
Furthermore, all twists lead to different non-trivial coalgebra structures which dictate the
addition of supermomenta. This point is also relevant for the argument brought forward in
[15] ought to counter objections against the soft hair solution of the black hole information
loss paradox. The non-trivial coproduct of the supermomenta could allow the total mo-
mentum to hold information of hard and soft modes combined non-linearly which would
therefore not completely disentangle as the objection goes.

Last but not least it would be of interest to investigate a possible extension of the
results presented here to the case of non-vanishing cosmological constant since quantum
gravity is better understood in AdS spacetime. Asymptotic AdS spaces were first discussed
in [61] and recently the A-extension of the BMS group/algebra was proposed in [62] (see
also [63]). Because the structure of the A-BMS algebra in four dimensions is in fact that
of an algebroid it might not be straightforward to apply the tools discussed in this paper
to deform it. Therefore that deformation provides a good direction for further research.
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A W(2,2) algebra

W-type algebras form a general class of algebras extending the celebrated Witt algebra
being a simple infinite dimensional Lie algebra that can be identified with polynomial
(holomorphic) vector fields on a circle. Both BMS algebras, in three and four spacetime
dimensions, belong to this class as well, see e.g. [54] and references therein.

Here we are focused on the simplest case of real B3 algebra with the Lie brackets

Ly ln) = (M = n)lpsn, [l Tn) = (m —n)Tpsn myn € Z. (A1)

In the mathematical literature it is a.k.a. (2, 2)-algebra ! which is a semi-direct product
of the centreless (two-sided Witt) algebra W = span{l,;n € Z.} with its module 7 =

"Tn some other convention it is also denoted as W(0, —1) [54].
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span{T,;n € Z.}, i.e. W(2,2) =W x T. Alternatively, it can be considered as a complex
Lie algebra equipped with an obvious anti-linear involutive anti-automorphism (hermitian
conjugation): I, = —lm,TJ1 = —T;, 2. The last (complex algebra) point of view is most
convenient for the purpose of quantum deformations.

There is quite extensive mathematical literature devoted to this subject. Therefore,
several facts concerning W(2,2) algebra are already established (see e.g. [35], [44] - [50]):

e it is a perfect Lie algebra, i.e. [W(2,2),W(2,2)] = W(2,2);
e it is centreless and admits universal central extension with two central generators;

e any maximal nonabelian finite-dimensional Lie subalgebra has dimension six and is
isomorphic to 3D Poincaré algebra;

e its automorphism group is known;

e all Lie bialgebra structures are coboundary, triangular and of Jordanian type (not
fully classified);

e some Jordanian-type Lie bialgebra structures and their duals are described;
e the corresponding Jordanian quantum deformations are described;

e its representations can be expressed in terms of vertex operator algebras;

e it admits a supersymmetric extension.

A remarkable property of the B3 algebra is that it contains (real) six-dimensional subal-
gebras span{ly, Tx; k = —n,0,n} which can be identify with the Poincaré algebra. They are
maximal nonabelian finite-dimensional subalgebras. On the other hand there are infinitely
many infinite-dimensional non-isomorphic subalgebras. The most explored one is so-called
half or one-sided W(2,2) algebra defined usually as W(2,2); = span{lg, Trn; k,m > —1}.

In this paper we are interested in lightcone bialgebra structures induced on W(2, 2) by
the embeddings (2.34) - (2.35). First, we notice that as it is well-known all Lie bialgebra
structures of W(2,2) are coboundary triangular and they are partially known [44, 47].
Therefore, each such structure is implemented by a classical r-matrix satisfying the classical
(unmodified) YB equation. In our case we are using  lightcone non-isomorphic r-matrices
(cf. (3.17)) 13

1
Pne=— (lo AT, +ely AT, A2
, ﬂn(o 0) (A.2)

belonging to a class of extended Jordanian twist (see e.g. [42] and references therein),
where ¢ = 0,1. Jordanian case ¢ = 0 has been studied in the literature together cor-
responding quantum deformations of the enveloping algebra of W(2,2) [46, 48]. To our
knowledge, extended deformations of W(2,2) have not been studied yet. We recall that
although these bialgebra structures and the corresponding deformations are equivalent on

2There is also an involutive (linear) automorphism ly, — —l—m, Trm — —T—,, of this algebra.
13Notably, their elements belongs to W(2,2); subalgebra.
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the level of Poincaré subalgebras there are not equivalent on the level of infinite-dimensional
W(2,2) algebra. This is so, since they cannot be transformed each other by a Lie algebra
automorphism of W(2,2), which in the most general form can be described by the formula:

Iy = a"(Wlyn +nbTn), Tnr a"cTyy, (A.3)

where a,b,c € C, a,c # 0 and w = +1. In particular, T}, cannot be transformed to T,
with m # +n.

Besides [47], there are also other possible candidates for triangular deformations of
W(2,2) algebra by twists associated with Poincaré subalgebras. The classification of the
corresponding r-matrices can be found in [59].

B Bialgebra duals

When constructing the Lie-bialgebra that is dual to the Lie bialgebras B;’n sn=12...¢€
N, e € {0, 1} one faces the problem that in an infinite-dimensional vector sp,ace V we do not
necessarily have (V @ V)* = V* @ V* and thus the cobracket 6 =[, |*: V* —» (V@ V)*
might not be closed. In order to fix this, one can define a subspace V° C V* as a sum
of all good subspaces, i.e. subspaces S of V* such that [, ]*(S) C S®S. In our case
we can make use of the fact that the generators of the BMS can be expressed in terms of
monomials in an abstract commuting variable z (and its formal inverse), i.e. as a Laurent
polynomials algebra Clz*1],

Im = (2™11)0), T, = (0,2™11). (B.1)

Since C[z*1] is associative and commutative one can apply the following theorem (for de-
tails see [55-57]).

Theorem: Consider A = C[z*!] as a complex associative and commutative algebra with
the linear space basis consisting of monomials {z7|j € Z}. Its algebraic dual A* admits
pseudo-basis {7]j € Z} '*. Then A° is the subspace of all sequences (f,)ncz satisfying
linearly recursive relations in the form f, = Z;Zl ¢jfn—j for some 1 < r € N and some
coefficients ¢1...¢. € C, ¢, # 0. In this case the elements fo, f1,..., fr—1 € C serve as
initial conditions. The same is true for A treated as the Witt algebra with the Lie bracket
[ln, L] = (M —n)lp4m;n, m € Z, where the generator [,, can be identify with the monomial

2™+ throughout first order differential operator realisation l,, = 2" 'd/dx.

The case of the Witt algebra is most interesting for us. It has been found in [55, 56]
that the algebra A° has a basis 1°

el = (f*n)nez (B.2)

14 0One should notice that any element a € A can be decomposed as a = >

neZ anx™ with only finite
number non-vanishing components (a,)nez. Instead, for f € A* one writes f = > _, fne™ without any
restrictions.

15In fact, the elements €™ do not belong to A°. However, they are linearly independent in the half
Witt algebra dual W; spanning finite sequences, where W, is defined by the relations [ln,lm] = (m —
N)lnt+m;n,m > —1. In such a case the elements €™, n > —1 together with el = (f"nj)nz_l form a basis

in WY.
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where 0 £ f € Cand j =0,1,--- € N. For example, for j = 0 one gets the geometric series
e/ = (f™)nez. The duality relations reads now as

<eli g >= f"nf eC, foreach neZ (B.3)

In the same papers, a cobracket §° : A° — A° ® A° which is dual to the Witt Lie bracket
in A have been found in the form

Particularly, for a geometric series 6°(e/0) = e/0 @ e/l — /'l @ ¢/, For the one-sided
Witt algebra dual W} in addition to the relations (B.4) one gets

m+1
E™M =Y (G-ieed=> (m-20)e, (B.5)
i+j=m i=—1

which for 7, j,m > —1 yields the finite formula.
Concerning bialgebra duals also the case of W is better understood. All bialgebra

structures are triangular and fully classified by means of the following Jordanian r-matrices:
16

rn =1lo Al . (B6)

that imply coalgebra brackets in W,
In(lm) = (m —n)lo Allpgm +mlp ANy . (B.7)

The dual family of Lie algebra brackets in Wy reads now [56, 58]

0

m—i

€M =(m —2n)e™™", for m#0 (B.8)

[e™, "], =me™, for  m#0,n. (B.9)

e

Thus, in Sec. 4, since W(2,2) ~ A @ A then W(2,2)° ~ A° & A° as a linear spaces.
For A = C[z*!] and B = A® A one has B3° = A° @ A° and we denote the pseudo-basis of
B3* as {(¢7,x*),j,k € Z}. The bracket and cobracket structure of the Lie Bialgebra Bfno,
is defined to be dual to B .

C Cobrackets for Lie bialgebra structures on BMS 4
The classical r-matrices corresponding to a family of twists (5.4) read

Tn,e :T]+7M+_ A\ P_|_ + EﬂaaM+a VAN Pa (Cl)
o
V2(1 - 2m)

16 A1l bialgebra structures on two-sided Witt algebra are also triangular of Jordanian type (including
(B.6)) but not fully classified.

—ko A S1—m,1—m + €(k1—2m A S1—mm + k1—om A A1_mm)) . (C.2)
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Thus the corresponding bialgebra cobrackets take the form

m 24 m+1
5n5km :7]%71/\5'—71 —n_ik AN —5—-10- S—nm—n
e (km) Va(l—2n) 1-n,1 VI —2m) < 5 ( no 1—ntm,1
+\/§(1Z€_2n)(1 —2n — m)(k1—2n+m A Sl—n,n + ];71—2n+m A Al—n,n)
1€ m+1 m+1
7zt (P2 0 Snena s (557 1) Snm)
1€ - m+1 m+1
7]{/‘_”/\ — — (1 - A—n m,n s A—nmn )
+\/§(1—2n)12 <( 5 ( n)> 1 +,+< 5 n) 1 ,+>
(C.3)
_ m — 21 m+1
5nekm :71{3m/\57n 7n_7k‘ A — (1~ Afnm -n
) = et —2m) T B —2m) ( y n)> o
1€ -
+71_2 - k’fn m/\ann_kjfn m/\Afnn
\/5(1_270( n m)(12+ 1-n, 1-2n+ 1 ,)

1€ m+1 m+ 1
_7k'7n/\ — (1= Afn mm T+ | —— — Afnmn
Va(i—a2n) 7 ((2 ( ”)>1+’ <2 ")“*)

] - 1 1
+27€k1—2n A <_ <?n+ - (1 - n)) Sl—n—l—m,n + <nH_ - 7’L> Sl—n,m—l—n) )

n) 2 2

V2(1 -2
(C.4)
7
One(Spg) = ——=——=—(1 = (0 + @) Spg A S1-n1n
(Spq) \/5(1_2”)( (p+q))Spg A S1-n1
1€
i (A P)Spriang (1= = 0)Sp1-np) A S
1€
V2(1—2n) (L =n=p)Ap+i-ong + (1 =1 = @) Agr1-2np) A Ar—nn, (C.5)
1
One(Apg) = ———=————(1 = (p+q))Apg A S1—n1-n
1€
F gy (L= P i (1= 0= @) Agiong) A i
1€
CV2(1-2n) (= =n=p)Spsi-2ng + (1 =1 = q)Sgs1-2np) N A1-nn- (C.6)
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