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Abstract

We present a construction of k-deformed complex scalar field theory with the objective of shedding
light on the way discrete symmetries and CPT invariance are affected by the deformation. Our
starting point is the observation that, in order to have an appropriate action of Lorentz symmetries
on antiparticle states, these should be described by four-momenta living on the complement of the
portion of de Sitter group manifold to which x-deformed particle four-momenta belong. Once the
equations of motions are properly worked out from the deformed action we obtain that particle and
antiparticle are characterized by different mass-shell constraints leading to a subtle form of departure
from CPT invariance.The remaining part of our work is dedicated to a detailed description of the

action of deformed Poincaré and discrete symmetries on the complex field.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is commonly expected that the usual description of space-time as a smooth manifold
is no longer reliable as we approach the Planck scale when quantum effects of the geom-
etry can no longer be neglected. Since the pre-history of research on quantum gravity'
non-commutativity of space-time has been advocated as a possible way to effectively model
quantum gravitational effects in regimes of negligible curvature. A widely studied incarna-
tion of this idea suggests that the scale of non-commutativity should be seen as an observer
independent length scale [3], and that, in order to accommodate such fundamental scale,
ordinary relativistic symmetries should be deformed into non-trivial Hopf algebras which, in
the limit of vanishing non-commutativity, should reproduce the usual Poincaré algebra.

The k-Poincaré algebra is an example of such deformations which has been intensively
investigated for almost 30 years. Such algebra was originally derived by contracting the
quantum anti-de Sitter algebra |4, 15]. It was brought to its modern form a few years later
in |6] and [7|, where, in particular, the role of non-commutative x-Minkowski spacetime was
discovered and investigated. The deformation parameter x has dimensions of mass and, in
light of the possible role of the x-Poincaré algebra in describing the symmetries of a flat-
space-time limit of quantum gravity, it is usually identified with the Planck energy. Such
putative relationship with a semiclassical limit of quantum gravity renders this model es-

ecially relevant for the search of possible experimental signatures of Planck scale physics
‘E, ] So far most of the proposed observational frameworks having sufficient sensitivity to
capture effects of quantum gravity origin E, ] were based on purely kinematical models,
like, for example, the well known case of measuring the time of flight of Gamma Ray Bursts
photons of different energies B, m] It has however been argued that x-deformations may
have a subtle, and in principle measurable, effect on elementary particles, linked to the
deformation of CPT symmetry |[15]. For these reasons we believe that developing a compre-
hensive theory of deformed quantum fields will be beneficial for better understanding known

phenomena related to x-deformation and possibly shed light on some new ones that might

! According to Jackiw B] the idea of non-commuting space-time coordinates was first suggested by Heisen-
berg back in the 1930s. He then discussed it with Peierls who in turn told to Pauli who told Oppenheimer
who asked his student Snyder to work it out in detail and thus the fist paper on non-commutative space-
time was published in 1947 ﬁ]



be of phenomenological relevance (besides, of course, its relevance at a purely theoretical
level).

In the series of papers, of which the present one is the first, we will formulate the theory
of a free, complex k-deformed scalar field. The next paper in the series will be devoted to
free scalar field propagator and n-point functions. We will consider next massive higher-spin
fields and then the quantum deformed abelian gauge fields. We will discuss interacting fields
in the final, fifth paper of the series.

The present paper has its roots in the work B] from which we borrow the notation and
most of conventions. However there are important differences. In particular, the definition
of the scalar field is different here. This change of definition is a consequence of the assumed
nice behavior of the field with respect to the discrete CPT transformations and leads to one
of the major results of this paper, that the mass shell relations of particles and antiparticles
differ from each other, although as a manifold the mass-shell in both case is the same
hyperboloid in momentum space, as anticipated in ], @] Thanks to this new definition
of fields also the creation-annihilation operator algebra becomes particularly simple. In the
present paper we also consistently use the star product formalism instead of the equivalent
formalism of non-commutative spacetime used in [17].

Various aspects of the theory of k-deformed fields were discussed in the past. Here we
mention papers that influenced us [22]-[33| in working on this project, but we would like to
stress that the crucial aspects of the present construction, like the doubling of momentum

space and insistence on the proper action of discrete symmetries are new.

II. PRELIMINARIES

As it is well known there are two complementary pictures of k-deformation. One deals
with the presence of non-commutative spacetime with Lie type non-commutativity, called
r-Minkowski space [6], H], where the commutator of coordinates # form the an(3) Lie

algebra
[iouji] = _ijv (1)

with the parameter x defining the ‘strength’ of non-commutativity. Another concerns the
momentum space picture, in which the momentum space is curved and is a submanifold of

de Sitter space with curvature 1/x° [34], [35], which is constructed as follows.



Let us consider the following 5-dimensional matrix representation of the Lie algebra ()

(001 [0 €e" 0
~ ] R )
=—1o000 X=—]e 0 €|, (2)
K K
100 0 —el 0

where bold fonts are used to denote space components of a 4-vector (with the exception of
the central 0 which is a 3 x 3 matrix) and € is a three dimensional vector with a single unit
entry, e.g., € = (1,0,0).

Let us now consider an element é, of the Lie group AN(3), which, as we will see in a

moment, represents a group-valued momentum
R kAz ik A0
6 = et et (3)

In the representation (2)) this group element is represented by a 5 x 5 matrix which acts on

5-dimensional Minkowski space as a linear transformation. One finds

cosh ™ 0 sinh % 1+ X, K L.
K R 2K R 2K
.1 A0 S1 Al
exp(ikoZ”) = 0 1 0 , exp(ik;z') = IE( 1 IE( ,
. k, k 2 2
sinh~¢ 0 cosh= _x kK
R K 2K K 2K

where 1 is the unit 3 x 3 matrix, and é;,, can be written in schematic form

Bk m
K K K
5, — P P 4
ek P 1 P ) ()
Po _k pa
K K K
h d defined bel hile 5, = rsinh o — K 5 — ke 4 K ho/w
where pg, p; and py are defined below, while py = £ sinh 2 — 5=, p, = Kk cosh 22 + 5- ™"

To describe the manifold of the group AN(3) we choose a point in 5-dimensional
Minkowski space, which becomes the momentum space origin O with coordinates
(0,...,0,k) and act on it with the matrix é, (@), obtaining

(p07pi7p4> = ék @
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On the left hand side we have coordinates of a point in the 5-dimensional Minkowski space,
being in one to one correspondence with the group element é,. The coordinates (py, p;, P1)
are related to the original parametrization (k, k;) of the group element as follows

k2
po(ky, k) = ksinh ko L ekoln

K 2K

pilko, k) = ki /", (5)
ke k?

pa(ko, k) = kcosh 20 _ 2 cko/k
K 2K

There is a natural action of the 4-dimensional Lorentz group on the 5-dimensional Minkowski

space, which takes the form

Oy = X Pis  O0api=AiPo, O0xps=0

5pp0 =0, 5ppz‘ = Eijkpj Pk ) 5pp4 =0
for infinitesimal boosts and rotations parameters \;, p;. Since the Lorentian momenta com-
ponents p,, p, transform as a vector, pg — p? is Lorentz-invariant and, as usual, the repre-
sentations of the Lorentz group, in the spinless case that we consider here, are labelled by
values of the mass m* and sign of energy p,. Therefore the representations of the Poincaré

algebra are characterized by mass-shell condition pj — p* = m?.

It is easy to check that?
—po+P Hpi=r, py>0 (6)

It follows that the group AN(3) is isomorphic, as a manifold, to a submanifold of the 4-

dimensional de Sitter space. This submanifold is defined by the conditions

p0+P4:/‘f€k0/R>O, P4E\//€2+p3—p2>0. (7)

On-shell pj — p> = m* and the condition (@) takes the form
Po+Vm®+ K >0 (8)

Observe that this condition does not impose any restrictions on positive energy states, but

provides a lower bound on the negative energy ones 0 > p, > —v/m> + x*. This condition

? There are two solutions of the first equation in (@), but since the point O for which p, = 1 belongs to the
solution we are interested in we choose p, positive.



seemed first to be Lorentz invariance violating @] because by acting with the Lorentz boost
we can make p, acquire an arbitrary negative value, but was later shown to preserve Lorentz
symmetry in a nontrivial way [37]. To understand how it comes about let us introduce the
antipodal map S(p) defined as
2 2 Kp
= — Py, S(p) = - )
Po+Ps  PotDa Po + Pa

S(po) = —po + S(ps) = P4 9)

Notice that on-shell S(w,) = S (v/m? + p?) is always negative.

It is worth mentioning in passing that if pj — p°> = m? then S(p,)* — S(p)*> = m* and
vice versa, so the former serves as an alternative form of mass-shell relation. As we will see
both these mass shell conditions will arise in the theory of deformed scalar field.

One checks that this map provides a one-to-one correspondence between the ‘positive
energy’ submanifold p, > 0 and the negative energy one, satisfying the constraint ().
Indeed take a positive energy state with energy p, > 0 and momentum p and apply the
antipode to it. We find

2 2

K
TPy =
Do + P4 ! Do + P4

>0

S(po) +ps=—po+

We define the action of Lorentz symmetry on negative energy states by applying it to the

corresponding positive energy one and taking the antipode of the result, schematically,
LeS(p)=5S(Lep), po>0 (10)

With this definition the orbits of Lorentz group for both positive and negative energies belong
to the momentum space. We will describe the Lorentz transformations of the antipode in
Appendix [Al

The coordinates p, (B) cover only half of de Sitter momentum space. It turns out (see
below) that in order to construct a field with well defined properties under discrete space-
time symmetries, we have to introduce another, dual, momentum space defined as an orbit
of AN(3) group emanating from the point O with coordinates (0,...,0, —«). These coor-

D] that m

dinates can be constructed with the help of a special element 3 aps (0,...,0,rK)



to (0,...,0,—k),

-1 0 0
WHXO
3=c¢ =1 0 1 0 (11)
0 0 —1
(or é; in @) with k; =0, kg = —imk).
We define
ikt ikga®
€ =€kj=¢ ¢ 3 (12)

and acting with this group element on (0, ..., 0, k), instead of ({) we get

k2
po (ko k) = —k sinh@ _ eko/n’

Kk 2K
pi (koK) = —k /", (13)
ko K
pa* (ko k) = —rcosh —2 + — eFo/x,
K 2K
with
pitpi= R <0, pi= R )P - (07)F <0, (14)

On-shell the condition (I4) takes the form
pe—Vm*+r<0 (15)

so that this time it does not impose any restrictions on negative energy states, but provides
an upper bound on the positive energy ones 0 < piy < vV'm* + k>, Again one solves the
apparent problem with Lorentz symmetry with the help of the antipode, which has the form

%2 2 ) ) rp*
min mrR T SR
On-shell S(w,) =S (—v/m? + p™?) is always positive.

To formulate the field theory we must first describe the algebra of plane waves and

S(po) = —po + S(py) = pa (16)

differential calculus. We start with the group elements (also called ‘noncommutative’ plane
waves) €, ([B) (associated with the submanifold p,+p, > 0) and é;, (I2) (for the submanifold
po + ps < 0). We use the five-dimensional Lorentz covariant differential calculus, see |17]
and references therein for details. To this end we introduce the spacetime derivatives (‘% and

an additional derivative in fourth direction 34 defined by their action on the plane waves

~
~

aﬂ ey = ipu(k:) €k é4 e = i(k — pa(k)) &y



~

O, éx = ipp(k)ér, Oyéx =i(k—pi(k)) & (17)

Following B] we define the Weyl map® W that maps group elements (plane waves on non-
commutative k-Minkowski spacetime) to ordinary plane waves on commutative spacetime
manifold with coordinates z, as

W(er(2)) = ey(x) (18)
defined by the action of the derivatives
W(0,6:) (&) = Dey(x), WI(D,65)(2) = D,ep(x) (19)

with d, being the standard partial derivative®. The star product presented here coincides
with the one proposed in @‘;and further discussed in B] @ and H It follows that

i w

e,(z) = et — p~ilwpt—px) , enz) = o _ pmilwpt=p ) (20)

with the on-shell relations
wp:\/m2—|—p2, wp m* +p2, pi=Vm'+K, pi=—VmP+rs (21)

The Weyl map makes it possible to construct the star product of two commuting plane

waves from the product of two group elements
W(Er €1) = ep) * €q) = €pag (22)
In the case of two positive energy plane waves we have
Ex €1 = Cra (23)

with
(k@ lo=hko+1lo, (k@) =k +e /", (24)

Then acting with the group element (23]) on the reference vector (0, ...,0, k) we get

Pq K
1)

1
PDq)o = —pola +
(b ®a)o = Poldo Po+pi Dot D4

do

® Notice that the choice of Weyl map is not unique (see for instance iﬂ] for a different choice, and the
discussion in @]), and from this choice depend also the star product structures. In this paper we choose
to adopt the Weyl map introduced in [17], mapping "time-to-the-right" ordered non-commutative plane
waves to standard exponentials of commutative coordinates, expressed in terms of “embedding” momenta
pa (k) (A=0,1,....4).

4 An explicit reahzatlon of this star product was presented in @]



1
(P®q)= ;Pi(% +q1) + g

PA K
Po+Ps Do+ Da

(P®q)s= %m(% + q1) — % (25)

Let us use the same construction in the case of the negative energy plane waves. To this

end we must first compute the product

3 €(po.p) = €(po,—p)3 - (26)

From

we find

pP'q K

* * + * * do
Do+ Py Po+DPa

* 1 *
(P ®q) = EPi(QOﬂLCM) +q;

I,
©q)o = ;Po(% +qq) +

) P'q K
po+ps potpi (28)

I,
(P ®q)s= EP4(Q0 +q4) —

(To compute this, one starts with (25), changes the overall sign, then changes the sign of p
replacing it by p*, and finally changes the sign of q according to (24]).)
Similarly
Pq’ Ko
+ 9o
Po+Ps  PotDa
* 1 * * *
(@ ¢ = —pilao + 1) + 4

. 1 . s Pq’ Ko,
® == +q) — — . 29
(P®q")y Km(% ) . (29)

* ]' * *
(P®q )= ;Po(% +qy) +

Finally, we consider the composition of two negative energy plane waves. (In this case

after moving through the @ plane wave we get 3> = 1)

Ped)=—nl@+qa)+——=+—=0
K Po+Ps  PotDa

* * ]‘ * * * *
(p"®yq )i:Epi(q0+Q4)+qi

pq’ Ko,

PRI e p o+

Notice that, remarkably, all the composition laws (25])-(B0) have exactly the same form so

there is no need to distinguish between them.
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Let us finish this section with the definition of an adjoint of the plane wave. For the

noncommutative plane wave ¢, its adjoint éz is defined by the condition
énél = elep =1 (31)
from which it follows that

&l = es (32)

Accordingly, in the star product formalism we express these equations as

ep*ef]:ef]*epzl (33)

from which it follows that
el, =€ S(p) (34)

The analogous expressions for p’y coordinates are easy to obtain.

III. ACTION AND FIELD EQUATIONS

Having discussed all the necessary technical tools in the preceding section we can now
turn to the construction of the theory of free complex scalar field. As customary in non-
commutative field theories, we define a notion of integral on non-commutative space-time

via the Weyl (or quantization) map (I8). In particular we set

/ 6u(i) = /R daW(e(#)) = /R da e (35)
Fields on xk-Minkowski can be defined in terms of a suitable “noncommutative” (or, for some
authors, quantum group-) Fourier transform , @, ] In accordance with our choice
of Weyl map, we adopt the noncommutative Fourier transform introduced in ]:

~

o(2) = / dp(p)d(p)én(@) (36)
AN(3)

and its inverse

op) = / &L (8)0(2), (37)

where the measure du(p) is the AN(3) left-invariant measure

d*p
du(p) = e

5. 2 32
p4+>0 & py=+\/K"+py—p

10



and the coordinates p are intended as the "embedding" coordinates p(k) given by (B). The

definition can be thus extended to fields of commutative coordinates through Weyl map

o(r) == W(6(#)). (39)

Explicitly
o) = | o )OI (@) (40)

Notice that the ¢(x) defined by ([BY) and ([@0) depend on the choice of Weyl map. In the
explicit expression (H{), the dependence is encoded in both the measure of integration,
expressed in terms of embedding momenta p restricted to the AN(3) manifold, and on the
Fourier "coefficients" ¢(p).

From (22) and (B3) it follows that the inverse noncommutative Fourier transform can be

expressed as

) = [ ebta) = ota). (41)

and that the noncommutative product extends to a star product of fields of commutative

coordinates

W(S(2)d(2)) = ¢(x) x ¢ (x). (42)

In particular we have the following useful identity

7&@)@@) - [ o) = (o) (43)

The star product here coincides with the one defined in B] (generalized to 4d), which can
be checked by calculating that it gives the identical result for the coordinate functions z*.
However it is not clear if the construction of the integral/twisted trace presented in that
paper coincides with our definition of the integral.

Using the non-commutative Fourier transform and the star-product, we can formulate
the action of free fields on k-Minkowski space-time as a standard integral action in terms
of (properly defined as above) fields of commutative coordinates. In particular, we define
the action to be an integral of the bilinear hermitian expression, in fields and derivatives,
obtained with the h of the star product. The integral satisfies the exchange properties

17

|

for the plane waves
/R4d4xej,*eq:/R4d4xej]*ep (44)

11



and the most general expression for the hermitian action is

S = % / (' |(0,0) % 06+ (9,0) % (9'9)! = m*(6" &+ 6w )
R

(45)

In order to compute the variation of the action and to derive field equations, we have to

make use of the x-integration by parts, which is described in detail in Appendix [Bl Writing

S = 1(S, + S3) where

5= [t @6) + 0,0) = ol x0
and

Sy = /R 'z (8,0) % (8"9)" —m¢ = ¢,
we find

55, /R ' (0,60)' %06 + (9,0)1 % 956 — m?56! % 6 — P! x 59

(NN

which can be rewritten as

1 4
551—§/R4d[['{_

.| P

(G = w6+ 50] + 0, (114450

A% [&b* « (0,0 —m2)¢} + o, (&b** (HA>T) }
where
I = (), = (A, 0) + i)
M) = —(IL); = (=8;(1 +iAL'0p)) 6!
m2e!

I} = (I,), = —i

K

and, analogously,

55, = / A0 x (0,60)" + 056 % (0,0) — mo 56T — m*64 % of

2 Jr

which can be rewritten as

58, = %/R d'z {— [5¢* (@h(0") — m2)¢T] 4o, <6¢*HA>

12
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- [(aua“ —m2)e 5¢T} + o, ((HA)T X 5¢T) } (54)

where
1 = (Mo = (5-0h + ~(3})* ) &' (59)
2 0)2 AL 0T
11 = —(IL,); = —— (0] +i0,0})¢' (56)
Ay
o)’

1 = (1), =+ 2L, (57)

Therefore the field equations have the form
(0,0" =m*)p =0, (9" —m?)¢' =0 (58)

which, as we will see below, lead to two non-trivially related mass-shell conditions, describing

the same orbit of the Lorentz group on the momentum manifold.

IV. THE COMPLEX SCALAR FIELD

Now we are in position to formulate the theory of the deformed free complex scalar field.
In what follows we will use the strategy adopted in [17] of developing the non-commutative
field theory in terms of fields on commutative Minkowski space-time equipped with a non-

commutative star-product. Using the identity (cf. (BI)-(B4]))

—ipx —iS(p)x —iS(p)z

e *e Pt =1

=€ *x €

to define the adjoint of the plane wave
(6—ipm)T _ 6—iS(p)x’ (59)
we can write the adjoint field as

o (5) = [ duo () 3 (o) W (75500, (60)

and one can define

¢! (x) =W (ch (93")> = / dp (p) &' (p) e 5P, (61)

13



Changing integration variables in the last expression, and using that S (S (p)) = p, we can

rewrite it as

¢ (2) = &° / dyi (p) p2%8" (S () e, (62)
where we used’ ,
dp (S (p)) = ;—gdu (), (63)

as one can easily check.

It follows, by comparing (6J) with @J), that the condition for ¢ () to be real is °

o' (p) = x5 () 9 (S (p)), (64)

or equivalently
o' (S (p) = x7°pio (p), (65)
where we considered that S (p.) = x’p3'. We will discuss real fields in the forthcoming
paper and here we will concentrate on the complex fields only.
According to the properties of the momentum space manifold described in Sec. [l (see
especially Eq. ([@)), the left-invariant Haar measure on AN (3) can be rewritten as the ordi-
nary Lebesgue measure on a restricted 5-dimensional momentum space with (the factor 2k

here is included is for dimensional reasons)

dp (p) = 26d’p 6 (py — p° — P+ £7) 0 (py) 0 (pa) - (66)

Let us now consider a field on the mass shell defined by m, that we can write as (A =

0,1,....4)
¢ (r) = / d’p 2k5 (pApA + %2> 0 (py) 0 (ps) 6 (pup —m?) ¢ (p) e ™" (67)

One way of splitting the ¢ (pup“ — m2) into “positive and negative energy” solutions, is to

rewrite it as

§ (pup" —m?®) =68 (pp" —m?) 0 (pg —m) + 6 (pp" —m*) 0 (—py —m). (68)

® Notice in passing that the r.h.s. of (63]) coincides with the right invariant on ANj, as one can check
from the multiplication of two group elements. If we denote the left invariant measure we are using as
duy, (p), one thus have the property that under antipode, duy, (S (p)) = dug (p). This property is indeed
a manifestation of the fact that the antipode map on the manifold corresponds to the inversion on the
group elements.

% The same result was obtained in [@] working with the k parametrization.

14



Using this, we can rewrite the field as

¢ (x) =, (2) + ¢ (x)

= / d’p 2k0 (pApA + H2> 0 (p1) 0 (ps) 0 (' — m?) 0 (py — m) d (p) e ™"

+ / d°p 2k0 (pApA - %2) 0 (py) 0 (ps) 6 (pup" —m?) 0 (—py —m) & (p) e ™,

(69)

where ¢, (x) and ¢_ (x) denote the “positive and negative energy” components of the onshell

field. Consider the “negative energy” part ¢_ (x). From the properties of the antipode map

S (p.) S ") =pup

S (ps) = pa,

(70)

that imply also S (py) S(pA) = pp”, if we change the integration variables as p — S (p),

and use that S (S (p)) = p and (63]), we can rewrite ¢_ (x) as

o @) = [ @' () 205 (S (pa) S + 1) 6(S (6:)) 0 (S ()

X 0 (S (pu) S(p") — m2) 0 (=S (po) —m) gz~$ (S (p)) o)

x 6 (pup" —m?*) 6 (=S () —m) S (p) & (S (p)) e P,
where we take into account the property
0(S(ps)) =0 (p3') = 0(p)-
Now, notice that (accordingly to the discussion of Sec. [II),

it p,>0 & pp>0 & pup“:m2, = Spy<—-m <&  pg>m,

The proof is straightforward, since, on the mass shell,

by Py

Y

2 2 2
—Po+P —DPoPs  —M — PoPs
S (p)o = =

thus,

S(p)y<-—m = —m’—pypy<—mp,=—m(py+py)

= p0>m.

15
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The proof that p, > m implies S (p), < —m, is also straightforward. This shows that, for
py >0 and py > 0, i.e. on the AN(3) submanifold we are interested in (i.e. on that section
of the de Sitter hyperboloid selected by the measure du (p)) the antipode acts indeed as a
bijective map that splits the positive and negative energy parts of the manifold belonging to
the same mass shell, as argued in Sec. [Il and in agreement with the observations reported
in [37]. Since the map is bijective (one-to-one), we can then interchange the 6 (=S (p), —m)

with the 0 (py — m) in the integral, and rewrite finally ¢_ (z) as
o (2) =" / Pp 268 (pap™ + %) 0.(p1) 0 (p1)

X 8 (pup" —m®) 0 (py —m) S (1) & (S (p) W .

If the field is real, condition (BH) holds, and we have obtained the following result: on

(76)

the AN(3) measure the on-shellness condition naturally splits the field into positive and
negative energy components, that are conjugate with each other, with the antipode playing

the role of conjugation for the plane wave, i.e.

¢ (z) = / dp (p) 6 (pp" —m?®) 60 (py —m) [¢> (p) e # + &' (p) e—iS(p)x}

[ (B np) ) 4 (o p) ),

(77)

where in the last row p, is “onshell”, p, = vVm?* + K°.

For a complex field, it will be convenient to define the antiparticle states, i.e. the ones
associated to the negative energy part of the field, as the ones associated to the dual (starred)
copy of momentum space. We first substitute, for ¢_ (z), p — —p = p*, so that (since
S (p*) =S (—p) =-S5 (p)), it becomes

o @) =" [y 2w (i + %) 0 (<) (=)

X0 (it =) 0 (=ps —m) [=S () (=S ()] 6 (7g)
—i3 dgp BT G(F) — X ei(S(w;)t—S(p*).x)
| S S06 (=S (). =S (e) ,

where pi = —v/m* + £°. Thus, using ([69)), we have the expansion

&dp - —ilwt—p-
6(2) = | 5L (wp,p) e 7P)
/Qpr4/H (79)

— d3p 3\ i(S(wit—S(p™)-
b [ S50 (~5(ap), () T S)
2|Wp|p4//f (p-i- )¢( ( p) (p ))
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Since the mass-shell condition
po—p =m> or S(p)*—S(p)*=m’ (80)

has the standard classical form, we would like to define the Fourier components of the
complex field as close as possible as the classical expression M] in terms of creation and

annihilation operators

a, e—z(wpt—px) ¢_($)

¢+ (I) \/7 )

We postulate

zw t—px) ' (81)

F

5_1 (p) 7 -2 5—1(p*) *3\ 1T * *
ap=—7—="70(wp,P), by =K T—=—==25(p1)0' (=5 (wp),=5(P7)) , (82)
p \/mpd’f ( p ) p \/2|Tp|p4 + ( ( p) )

where we include an additional factor (p, has to be considered onshell, p, = p>+m*+

VK 4+ m?)

1

£(p) = (H'p;') N (33)

that makes the form of the momentum space action, which we will make use of later,

particularly simple.

Finally, we have, for the on-shell complex field and its adjoint, the expansions

d3 |P+| } —i(wyt— d3 ) [ 2 | } i(S(wi)t—S(p”*
z) = 1+ ap P 14+ bte’“%)t @)
o) = [ | e '
= ¢ (@) + o (2) (84)

1
d 3772 ) d3 * * -3 ., .
¢T($) b |i ‘ ‘ :| CLL 6—Z(S(wp)t—S(p)x) +/ p |i1 + ‘p—|—3‘ :| bp* 62(wpt—p x)

= ¢, (z) + qs}_)(a:) (85)

Since w, > 0 and S(w,) > 0 the field (84]) is a combination of positive energy particle states
and negative energy antiparticle ones, while in (84]) we have the opposite arrangement,
as it should be. This particular definition of the field and its adjoint, contrary to earlier
approaches where to define the field and its adjoint only one portion of de Sitter space was

used, allows for simple action of discrete symmetries, see Section [VI] below for the details.
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From eq. (@9) one sees that the equations of motion (EOM) for the field ¢ are indeed
the expected ones. Furthermore, one can get the EOM also for the a, alT,, b, and bL* by
applying the EOM to the fields in eq. (84]), ([83). We get

1

5 .
[ |p+| :| (pupu o m2)ap 6—z(wpt—px) (86)

(0,0" — m2)p = /W

{ |p+‘ } (S(p)uS(p)M _ m2)bL* ei(S(w;)t—S(P*)x) (87)

/e

s 'p+'] (S(S(0),S(S(p)) — m?)af e~ S5

N

(F(0")T —m*)o' =

(88)

1

|: |p+| } ’ (S(p*)us(p*)ﬂ _ m2)bp* ei(w;t_l’*x). (89)

e
Notice that (86) is equivalent to (88)) because one can show that S(S(p)),.S(S(p))" = p.p",
and analogously ([B9) is equivalent to [&7) because S(p*), = —S(p),.-

We find that with the definition of the fields (84 and (83]) the particle, characterized by
creation (annihilation) operator a,, (aI,) has the mass shell condition p* —m? = 0, while the
antiparticle characterized by creation (annihilation) operator b, (bL) follows the mass-shell
condition S(p)® —m? = 0. These mass-shells are identical, so that both the particle and the
antiparticle have the same rest mass, and the mass-shell manifold is in both cases the same,
but when we apply a Lorentz boost to a particle and an antiparticle at rest with the same

boost parameter, they would end up carrying different momenta and energies. This leads

to subtle deformation of CPT symmetry, discussed in ] and ]

V. SYMMETRIES OF THE ACTION

Let us now check that the above-defined fields transform properly under Poincaré and

discrete symmetries, rendering the action (45) invariant.
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A. Poincaré symmetry of the action

In order to check the Poincaré invariance of the complex scalar field action” (@H) it is
convenient to rewrite it in the momentum space where such invariance can be easily checked.
As for the space-time action the procedure is much more involved and it is reported in
Appendix [T

Let us note that in order to turn the space-time action (@) to momentum space one
we cannot use the on-shell field decomposition ([84]), (8H), because the resulting momentum
space action would contain the mass shell conditions as coefficients, which will make the
action identically equal to zero. Therefore we use as a starting point the off-shell field
decomposition

@) = [ D o), 4 / O ), 069 (o
3t Da/k ! 3 |pal/k P

where we include the additional factor (83) to make the momentum space action as simple

as possible. In (@0) we used the left-invariant measure ([B8) on the group manifold AN(3),
and we restricted the range of integration in the first term to the positive energy p, > 0
subspace 3" and to the energy pg < 0 subspace J~ in the second term. This arrangement is
analogous to the introduction of the fs in (69), but without the mass-shell restriction. The
decomposition ([@0) can be further simplified observing that since p* is a dummy variable we

can instead use the variables p = —p” in the second integral, so that we have

~1/2
g 3 ' .
¢Off($) — /Jr p4/pﬂ (1 + <|p;-|) ) (ap e—z(pot—px) + bT_p e—z(S(pO)t—S(p)x)> (91>
J

The adjoint field has the form
A 3\ —1/2
(¢0ff)T(a;) - / d’p 14+ (@) (azT) e 1S po)t=5(p)x) | b, e—i(pot—pX)) (92)
3t Pa/k
Plugging these expressions to the action integral ([@3)) after tedious computations, adjusting

the free functions we obtain the momentum space action in the form

1 d'p . oy o
S = 5 /SJF p4/l*€ (pup —m )apap + (S(p)MS(p) —m )bpbp (93)

" The paper [@] provides a general abstract proof of Poincaré invariance of the x-deformed complex scalar
field action in 2 spacetime dimensions; here we show explicitly that the same holds in the particular of

the theory considered here, in 4 dimensions.
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It is clear from the action in the form (@3] above that the mass-shell of the ‘particle’ is
p®> = m?, while for the ‘antiparticle’ it has the form S(p)* = m?, as discussed above.
Moreover it is straightforward to check its Poincaré invariance. The translations act on

a,, b, as phases; for the translation parameter € we have

iED b

e "

a

P a

y

— ePb, (94)

Next the action is clearly rotational invariant, if we assume that a,, b, are scalar functions
of the spacial momenta p. It therefore remains to check the Lorentz invariance of the
action. But since the action (@3) has the form of the standard undeformed momentum
space action, the transformation properties of the creation and annihilation ‘operators’ are
just the standard ones a, + U(A)a,U"'(A) = ay,,, where Ap is the Lorentz transformed

four vector p. Indeed
U(A)SU(A) = / A (pu” — m)U(A)afa, U (A)
J

d'p (S(p),S(p)" —m*)U(A)Dfb,U " (A)

+
U NI ol NI o) -

T

d'(Ap) (Ap),(Ap)" = m*)al ax,

S

+

d'(Ap) (S(Ap),S(Ap)" — m*)bl ba,

T

This completes the proof of Poincaré invariance of the action (@3]).

VI. DISCRETE SYMMETRIES

There are three discrete symmetries: parity P, time reversal 7, and charge conjuga-
tion C. In each case we will first shortly recall their action on the undeformed field with

decomposition

d3p —i(wyt—i j(wpt—
o(t, x) = / ap e "Wt TPx) g pl i) (95)
V2w,

and then generalize it to the case of the deformed fields (84]) and (85]). For parity and time

reversal we have spacetime concepts to guide us, and therefore we consider these two first.
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A. Parity

The parity operator P acts on space coordinates as an inversion # = (t,x) — 2’ = (t, —x).

For the complex scalar quantum field, we define the parity operator as

P¢(t,X)P_1 _ PCL 7)—1 —i(wpt—px) _'_PbTP 1 zwt pPx) E¢(t, —X) (96)

F

and using ([@5) we see that for the creation/annihilation operators®
Pa,P ' =a_,, Pb,P '=b_, (97)

Turning to the deformed case we notice first that the spacetime transformation x — —x
leaves the defining commutator () invariant and therefore is compatible with the form of
k-Minkowski non-commutativity. Further, the positive and negative energy fields ¢, )(z)
can be considered separately. For the positive energy part we can use exactly the same

considerations as in the case of the undeformed field above. Since

S(pOa —P)o = S(pOap)Oa S(Pm —P)z‘ = —S(Pmp)i

this is also true for the negative energy fields and thus we can readily define

Pa, P~ = PbyP ' =b_ (98)

A_p p
and

p?

Pal Pt =dl,, PP =0 . (99)
p P -p

B. Time reversal

Next we consider the time reversal 7, which changes the time direction z = (¢,x) — 2’ =
(—t,x) and
To(t,x)T ' = ¢(~t,x) (100)

It should be remembered that the operator 7 is anti-hermitian 777 ' = —i, and we have

T¢(t,X)T—1 _ —i(wpt—ipx) 7~— + TbT i(wpt—px) ,7-_

F

® Here and below we ignore a possible phase factor that may be present in the definition.
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43 . ) ;
_ / Y Ta, 77" eont =0 Ll 7l et ) — g, x) (101)

2wp

We find that
Ta, T '=ap, Tb,T '=b,. (102)

Let us now discuss the deformed case. We start noticing that as a consequence of anti-
hermiticity of 7 the defining algebra () is again invariant, so that we see that x-Minkowski
space is both parity and time reversal invariant. Turning to fields we again see that the
classical reasoning can be verbatim repeated in the case of time reversal as well and we end
up with

Tap, T '=ap, TbyT '=b_ (103)

P

and

TapT ' =al,, THL.T ' =0" . (104)

C. Charge conjugation

The symmetry that exchanges particles with antiparticles does not have any spacetime
counterparts and since it changes the charge it is called charge conjugation. The charge

conjugation operator C acting on the field produces its conjugation

Co(t,x)C™" = ¢'(t,x) (105)
therefore
Co(t,x)C " = / d;i Ca,C™" e pt=ipx) | CbLC_l e @rtTPX) — gT(¢ ) (106)
P
and we have
Cap,C~' =0, (107)

Let us now consider the deformed field. Take the ¢,y component first

3 3172 e
Co(t,x)C" = % {1+ P ;J } Ca,C e ntmipx) (108)
p

On the other hand we have

1
d>p* 3172 s
czﬁI_)(af) = / b [1+ |p/:3| } b+ ¢/ rt7P ) (109)

V20w
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so that we can conclude that

CapC~ " = b~ (110)

P

Analogously, for the ¢y component we have

. d’p* PP ot et is@hi—se" )
C¢(_)($)C = = 1+ 3 Cb'.C e P (111)
v/ 2|wp] K i
and 1
d3p |p |3 2 —i(S(w,)t— x
¢J('+)(;p) = \/ﬂ ll + ,:3 a;r)e (S(wp)t—S(p)x) (112)
p
So that

cyl.Cc™t =af (113)

It should be stressed that this simple transformation rules of the field ¢ with respect to
charge conjugation is a result of the use of the second (starred) copy of momentum space
and of the particular arrangement of the components ¢ )(z) and gb} i)(1'). In particular,
the field constructed in |17] and many other papers on this topic does not transform nicely
under charge conjugation. It should be added also that the deformed action of discrete
symmetries P, T, and C leads to the form of the CPT operator © anticipated in the paper
], although the action of parity and time reversal differ from that proposed in [46].

VII. CONSERVED CHARGES AND SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE

In this section we derive the conserved charges and symplectic structure associated with

our free complex scalar field theory defined by the action

1 1
5= 3(5+8) =5 [ ' ) 5 0,0) —miel 50

1

+5 / d'z (9,0)* (") —m’¢x ¢ (114)
R

Both are given in terms of the appropriate boundary integrals, and reflect, respectively, the

symmetries of the theory (charges) and its kinematics (symplectic structure). Our starting

point here will be the variations of the actions computed above, eqs. [@8)—(B1). Assuming

field equations in the bulk these variations are just the boundary terms, which become

conserved charges in the case of field variations corresponding to symmetries of the action

and Liouville form, for generic variations.
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A. Conserved charges

On-shell the variation of the action reduces to the boundary term and we define the
conserved charges associated with the field transformation that leaves the action invariant

550, 050" as usual as an integral over the constant time surface
1
Ps =3 /d%: 119 % 656 + 056 (T0)" + 6+ I3 + (T19)" % 6567 (115)

In the case of translational symmetry, for which

05§ = do = €'040 (116)
we find
1
P, = 5 /d?’leOA + 1% (117)

where the relevant components of the energy-momentum tensor are

1% = 0411 % ¢+ 06" w11} (118)
and

T,% = 6% 041 + 11} % 0" (119)

Now we use the field decomposition (&), ([8H) to find the expression for conserved trans-
lational charges P, (II7) in momentum space. After tedious computation one finds that

the time dependent terms cancel as they should and the conserved charges have the form

2.2 2_2
Po = —%/d?’paf,ap S(w,) {1 0N } B b bl w, ll _ e } Pi (120)

WpP+ | R WpP+ | K

2_2 2_2
P, = 1/af’paT a,, S(p); [1 - M} P bl p, [1 - M} P (121)

2 wpyPy | K wpyPy | K

774:—1/d3p(p4—f£){a£ap {1—%21’2} B g bl {1—M} @}. (122)

2 WPt | K Wpp+ | K
B. Symplectic structure

To com@lte the Ejnplectic structure of our theory we use the covariant phase space

| bl

approach |, which makes it possible to to straightforwardly derive it from the
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action preserving all the relavant symmetries. To compute the symplectic structure we must
return to ([A9) and (B4]). Defining the Liouville form 6 as a boundary term in the variation
of the action on-shell, for generic variation of the field ¢, d¢" we find

0 =0, +0,= —% /R% Bz (H? w66+ 06!+ (119)" + 5 115 + (119)" *5¢T> (123)

To find the symplectic form, which will lead to the Poisson bracket of field coefficients a and
b and in turn to the creation/annihilation operators commutators, we have to compute 56
and express the result using the momentum space decomposition (84]), (85). We find

1 2__5 pap/\ap - Wy ;_g(p) p*/\ p* _W ; ( )
p. p

which implies the following Poisson brackets

T} LS 125

{apaaq Zp4 L 55:)0);5 (p (1) ( )

{b *,bT*} Zii%(s(l)—(ﬂ- (126)
1 q P4 1— ggj)pi)

VIII. TOWARDS QUANTUM THEORY

In this section we will construct the one particle states in quantum field theory. At this
stage we cannot go any further, in particular we cannot construct many-particles states and
investigate their properties, because this would require knowing details of the coproduct
properties of creation and annihilation operators, i.e. how they act on tensor product of
states.

In quantum theory the Poisson brackets (I25]), (I26]) become commutators (from now on

we stop distinguishing p from p*)

T]:ﬁ#d - 127
jap.ad] = P~ ) (127)
WpP+
2
b,bT]zﬁia —q). 128
o th] = P~ ) (128)
WpP+

We define the vacuum |0) that satisfies the condition
ap [0) =0, 0) =0 (129)
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Then we define the one-particle and one-antiparticle states

p), = ah[0) (130)
Ip), = b, |0) (131)

Now we are ready to present the most important result of this investigations. Consider the
state |p),, (I30). Its momentum can be computed by acting with the momentum operator

P;, (I2I) on it. Using the commutational relation (I27)) we find

P; ‘P>a = —S(p); |P>a (132)

Analogously, for the one-antiparticle state |p),, (I30), using the commutational (I28)) we get

Pilp), = pi [P), (133)

In exactly the same manner we can use the Hamiltonian (I20) to compute the energy of the

one particle states, obtaining
Polp), = —5(w,) [P), (134)
and

Po|p)y, = w, [P), (135)

Therefore, one-particle and one-antiparticle states belong to the same mass-shell manifold,
since

wf, —p’=m?= S(cu;,,)2 - S(p)2 (136)

but p and S(p) are, in general different points on this manifold, with a single exception
being the case p = S(p) = 0, w, = =S(w,) = m.

Finally, the momentum P, measures, essentially, the deformed charge of the state
Pilp), = (V& +m* — k) |p), (137)

and

Pilp), = —(V&* +m” — k) [p), (138)

Therefore the one-particle state carries the momentum —S(p);, while the one-antiparticle
state has the momentum p,;. But according to (II3) the latter is the C (and also CPT) of
the former

Clp), = Cble™' Cl0) = Cbie " |0) = al, |0) = |p), (139)
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Therefore, as anticipated in Section [Vl the charge conjugation (and CPT) transforms a par-
ticle into an antiparticle with different momentum. This transformation has the remarkable
property that the rest mass of the particle and antiparticle is the same. The phenomeno-

logical consequences of this have been recently discussed in ], ]

IX. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We laid down the basic ingredients for the construction of a complex field theory on
r-Minkowski space covariant under the action of deformed relativistic symmetries described
by the x-Poincaré algebra. The guiding principle which we followed in the definition of
the field and its action was the requirement of an appropriate transformation of the former
under the action of discrete symmetries. The main upshot of our construction is that the
four-momenta of particles and anti-particles states related by charge conjugation C are not
identical, and given by eq. (I32)—(I38)). After deriving the equations of motions from the
deformed action we worked the action of Poincaré symmetries on the field both from a
coordinate and momentum space perspective and then moved onto the description of the
action of discrete symmetries. The last part of our work was devoted to the analysis of
the symplectic structure of the theory which allowed us to derive the conserved charges
associated to the deformed translation symmetries. This also made possible to write down
the Poisson brackets of the expansion coefficients of the field which upon quantization become
creation and annihilation operators. With these we were able to characterize the energy and
momentum of one-particle and anti-particle states and write down the action of discrete
symmetries on them which showed that the CPT operator maps particle states into anti-
particle states with a different momentum. This important result could have non-trivial
phenomenolocal consequences which might be relevant for experimental searches of Planck

| .

There are several open issues that we are going to address in the future publications.

scale effects |1

First it does seem that the particle state and its associated charge conjugated anitiparticle
one have different momenta, and it is not trivial to define the real scalar field. We will return
to it in the forthcoming publications. The main open issue at the quantum level concerns
the construction of a Fock space on which the commutators that we derived for creation

and annihilation operators can act, mapping multiparticle states given by appropriately
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symmetrized tensor products of one-particle states consistent with the non-trivial co-product
and covariant under the action of the xk-Poincaré algebra. This is notoriously a thorny issue
which has not yet found a satisfactory answer , , , M] and which we hope we will
be able to successfully address within the approach to field theory proposed in this work.
The satisfactory solution of this problem is the major prerequisite for the construction of
the interacting x-deformed quantum field theory and s-deformed standard model, which is

our ultimate goal in the research project that the present paper is the first step of.
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Appendix A: Lorentz transformations of antipode

The antipodes were defined in (@) and are given by the following expressions

2 2

p R Rp
S(po) = —po + = —ps, S(p)=-— . S(ps) =4 (A1)
Po+Ps Do+ Da Po + Pa

The action of Lorentz boost transformation on the antipode is defined as (I0)
L S(p)=5S(Lep), po>0 (A2)

Let us investigate properties of this transformation in the case of a infinitesimal Lorentz

transformation with parameter &’

55]92' =&iDo> 55170 = §i Di (A3)

Remembering that p, is Lorentz-invariant using (A2)) we find

2

i 2€ipip0 p i i
eS(py) = —¢'p ot +p4)2£ pi=¢"S(p) (A4)

where we introduce a momentum-dependent infinitesimal parameter

K

(=¢
Do + D4
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Thus the Lorentz transformation of the zero component of the antipode is an ordinary
Lorentz transformation, with parameter ¢".

For the spacial component we have a more complicated expression.
i Po i KD;
Po+ D1 (po+pa)
= CiS(PO) + (pz'fjpj - fipz) (A6)

6eS(p;) = — S p;

K
(po + p4)2

The first term here is again the standard Lorentz transformation with parameter ¢’. The

second term is an infinitesimal rotation of S(p;) with the parameter
j i ekl
p=euép
so that, finally

3¢S (ps) = G:iS(po) + &' p; S(pr) (A7)

Since under Lorentz boost transformation of momenta the components of the antipode
transform under a combination of boost and rotation it is clear that the components of the

antipode satisfy the same mass shell condition as the components of the original momenta.

Appendix B: Integration by parts

In this Appendix we derive the %-integration by parts formula, which is necessary do
derive field equations from the action (43).
The starting point is provided by the coproduct rules for the x-Poincaré algebra in the

classical basis (pg, p;, pa) |17, [53]

1
Ap; = P @ (po+ps) +1@p; (B1)
Apy =+ - - B
Po = Do ® (po + pa) + Zpk(po +p1) @pr+E(po+Pa) ®po (B2)
Ap, =2 - - B
Py = "P1 @ (po + pa) — Zpk(Po +P4)" ®pp— K(po+pa)” R Do (B3)

Notice that the coproduct relations are an immediate consequence of (25). The coproducts
tell us how the momentum operators act on star products of two functions. Since momenta
are spacetime derivatives p, = 10y, p; = 10; these equations tell us how derivatives act on

the star products of functions on Minkowski space, defining in this way the modified Leibniz
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rules. In the calculation below we use the short-hand notation p, — A, = idy + py =

i0y + (k + 10,), where the nonlocal operator p, is expressed in terms of the corresponding

derivatives as p, = \/x*> — 03 + 07. Equations (BI), (B2), (B3) then imply

0(6 1) = +(0h0) * (A,0) + w(AT'6) » (O0) +i(AT00)+ (O0)  (BA)
0,6 x ) = - (0:6) x (D) + 0% (0,0) (B5)
A5 1) = (8,6) (A1), (B6)

Furthermore defining the adjoint derivative
(040) =o', A= (1,4,+) (B7)
and using equation (@) we have
o = kA0, Oy =0,—iA;'8% Ol =-0,, Al =x*A7N (BS)

We now use eq. (B4), (B), (BA), (BY) to obtain the expressions needed for the integration
by parts of expressions of the form (8,@)T x 0" and (9,¥) x (0" ¢)'. With some algebra we
find

(06)! « (00) = 8, [(9h0)! « 0] — S [(0%0)1 x] (B9)
Similarly
(@00)" * (@0) = L [(2,@0)") * v] — BT D200 *v) — 2F [(@Be)! <] (BLO

Notice that using this convention, equations (BY) and (BIQ) are still fine substituting ol
with any other quantity (because the above derivations do not use in any way the presence
of the T over ¢), and therefore can be used regardless of the combination of fields to which
they can be applied.

The hermitian conjugates of equations (BY), (BIO) take the form

O0) % (0i0) = O] [0+ (9:0)] = 5 [v' + (8%9)] (BL1)
+
(00) = (000) = 0] |07 % (kAT 000) | + ][ * (A7 0,000)] — 1= ¥+ (BF0)] . (B12)
+
Finally, we will also need the following identity
M x 1 = — (% - 1) (m*¢' x ) + %(mzczﬂ * 1)
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= g x ) - Dt ww) + S ay) (B
and its hermitian conjugate
N . At
w5 6 = + D 2t x0) + Dyt )+ Ll xg). (BLY
K K AL

For the opposite ordering we have instead

(050)  (0:0)" = K0, (1 (AT (9,0)1]) — ¥ % (8°9)". (B15)

(00) % (0p0)" =00 (10 * [KAT (99)1]) — i0; (¥ * [AT'9,(000)"]) — [¥ * (95 0)']
n (%80 + z'a‘*) [ % (826)1]. (B16)

K

Appendix C: Poincaré symmetry of the action — spacetime approach

We want to discuss the invariance of the action ([A5]) under x-Poincaré transformations.

As a first step, let us notice that it is equivalent to

§=—3 /R d'w [0 0,0"6 + 6% (9,0°0) +m” (¢ % 6+ 9% 01 |. (C1)

This is easy to see using (BI3) and (BIf) for integrating by parts the second term, and (BII)
and (BI2)) for the first term, in the action (4H), since the Lagrangians are the same up to
a total divergence. Let us consider infinitesimal transformations. The basic assumption is

that a scalar field transforms as

0=2¢"(2') —¢(2) = [¢' (2/) — ¢ ()] + [¢ () — ¢ (2)] =00 (2) +do (), (C2)

where d is the differential operator corresponding to k-Poincaré transformations. In order

to show the invariance of the Lagrangian appearing in (CIJ), it is enough to prove that

L[¢' ()] = L] (2)] = 0L [) ()] +dL[¢ (2)] =0, (C3)

where 0L is the functional variation £ [¢ + d¢] — L [¢].
The invariance of the Lagrangian is ensured if the differential satisfies the Leibniz rule

with respect to the x-product,

d (¢ (x) x ¢ (x)) = (do (2)) x ¢ () + ¢ (x) x di) (), (C4)
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which is a standard requirement for the definition of a differential calculus. Two different
prescriptions have been proposed in the literature |17, , , 55]. We adopt here the one
proposed in ] that is based on a differential calculus that satisfies the “bicovariance” prop-
erty [56]. In this case the differential d, generating infinitesimal x-Poincaré transformations

in k-Minkowski spacetime, takes the form

A

d=i <€APA + @J“VLW,) > (C5)
where P, and L, are respectively the x-Poincaré translation and Lorentz generators (in
classical basis). These are defined through their action on noncommutative plane waves as
Py=—i04 and L, = —%i’[lﬁy]ﬁ.
of the Lorentz generator on the field, through the Weyl map (I8]), reduces to the standard

It can be proved however (see |17]) that the action

action

K 7

1m¢ (2) = — 524,00 () . (C6)

1
Ly>¢(x) =W (L,>o(2)=—x2),%0, 5

2

The parameters ¢ and " must obey commutation relations with 2 so that d satisfies the

Leibniz rule in Minkowski spacetime

~

d(¢ ()1 (2)) = do (2) Y (&) + ¢ (&) d (2). (C7)

The commutation properties of ¢ and " are reported in appendix [D] and the correspond-
ing relations (D3]) and (D4]) between the images of the parameters under Weyl map and the

associate x-product, lead to
¢ (0) e ="K (9) % ¢ (), (C8)

and

¢ () x W = (0) W™ % ¢ (z), (C9)

where the matrices K and € are also defined in appendix [DI

Two additional properties of the transformation parameters (see B]) are that
D4€” = 00" =0, (C10)

and that
(do)T = do'. (C11)
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We can now write the image of d under Weyl map as
do (z) = e* x 8,0 (z) + sw" x 21,0,0 (x) . (C12)

Using relations (C8) and (C9), the Lorentz action (CGl) and relations (B4), (B3), (B6) and
(BS)), one can prove that the Leibniz rule (C4)) is satisfied.

We can now prove the invariance of the Lagrangian for (CIl). Considering that from (C2I)
d¢ (x) = —d¢ (x), the functional variation of the Lagrangian gives

(@) % 0,0"6 (z) — ¢ () % 9,0"dé ()
— (d¢ (x)) * (8 96 (2))" — 6 (x) % (8,0"do (2))
+m” |(do (@) 6 (x) + ' () x do ()|
+m? [(do *as* (2) + 6 ()  (do ()]

Given that the action (C8)) of L, is the same as the standard one, and (CI0), it is straight-

0L ¢ (z)] = = (d¢

(C13)

forward to prove that [0“ Dy, d} = 0. Indeed the only part of d on which the derivatives act
is the standard Lorentz term o< x,0, so that the derivation is the same as in the standard

case:
0,0"d (z) =" 040,0"¢ (x) + 2™ x 9,0" 1,0, ()
=" x0,40,0") (x) + 3w % 21,0,10,0"¢ () + W * I, 0 (1) (C14)
=d0,0"¢ ().
Then, using the properties (CII) and (C4)), it follows immediately that 6L [¢ (z)] =

—dL [¢ (x)]. We show as an example the derivation for the second row of (CI3)). Using
the result (CI14]) we rewrite it first as

— (d () % (8,0"6 (1)) = & () + (d0,0"6 ()"
We now use properties (CII)) and (C4), to rewrite it as
— (d¢ (2)) % (8,0" ()" — & (x)  d (8,0" ()"
=~ d |0 () * (9,0"0 ()]
We have thus shown under which hypotheses the action is x-Poincaré invariant. To

conclude, let us discuss briefly what the condition (C2) implies for the transformation of the

field. If we consider the Fourier transform of the field generically as
6@) = [ dn) 3, (c15)
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then
do (z) =¢" % / dp (p) ¢ (p) One™ """ + 30 * / dpe (p) & (p) 21,00 7"

- R i y ~ 8 —ip-x
:_%A*/du(pwp)w pr_ 1 */dmp)as(p)p[uapwe ’

= [ ) (<inad ) + bz o) ) w7

The field variation ¢ = —d¢ implies that formally we can state

0
op”!

5 (p) = (z'eApA& () - 1p,,

¢3<p>) . (C16)

The last relation is very similar to its classical analogous, which is given by”

U™ (A,a) 6 () U (A, 0) = €/ )76 (A7"p) = & (p) +ie"p,6 (p) — 2 py, 324

¢ (p). (C17)

Appendix D: Properties of the noncommutative parameters e and W

The properties of the noncommutative parameters are derived in ] For the translation

parameter they amount to

i.#’éA— - (XM)AB éB7
where
0 o" 1 0 n” 0
50 1 ~ 'l
X :_E 0 03><3 0 3 X:E n O3><3 n )
1 ol o 0 —n’ 0

where n is a unit vector in standard basis. In terms of plane waves, they satisfy the relation

A AA A— A A
€r€ 6k1 = BKB (p(k)), (D1)
with
p° kT
1 Pat Po+Py4 P0+P4p Po
K (p) = e —-p klszs  —p |
2
p K T

Po — Po+P4 Po+p4p P4

9 We are here using notations such that for a finite Poincaré transformation ¢’ (:C') =
Ut (Aa)p(Az+a)U(Aa) ~ ¢(z) + 66 (x) + do (), so that U™ (A,a) ¢ (2)U (A,a) ~ 6¢(x) =
—do (z).
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Notice that X* and K (p (k)) matrices coincide respectively with the 5D representations of
i* and &, given in (2) and (4), in agreement with the fact that é* form a representation of

r-Minkowski algebra. For the Lorentz parameter the commutation properties are given by

e et = WP (p (k) (D2)
with
Q0 () = 5175 (»)
and
K _ 1 _ P
T (p) Po+P4 Po+Pa
0 1

Using the (inverse) Weyl map (22)) with eqs. (DI]) and (D2), we obtain the corresponding

properties for the x-product between the parameters and the plane waves

ep*eA = Kjp (p) eB*ep,
A
et xe, = (K 1)B(p)ep*eB,
and
e, x W = QLY (p) W x ey,

w" xe, = (Q_l)ﬁs (p) e, » w™.
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